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Abstract

We introduce higher order variants of the Yang-Mills functional that involve
(n—2)th order derivatives of the curvature. We prove coercivity and smooth-
ness of critical points in Uhlenbeck gauge in dimensions dimM < 2n. These
results are then used to establish the existence of smooth minimizers on a
given principal bundle P — M for subcritical dimensions dimM < 2n. In
the case of critical dimension dimM = 2n we construct a minimizer on a bun-
dle which might differ from the prescribed one, but has the same Chern classes
C1y.--,Cn—1. A key result is a removable singularity theorem for bundles car-
rying a W~ %2_connection. This generalizes a recent result by Petrache and
Riviere.
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1 Introduction

One of the limitations of elliptic Yang-Mills theory as a variational problem is that
many of its features work only if the basis of the bundle has dimension < 4. Given
a principal G-bundle P — M over a compact manifold M with compact structure
group G, we consider G-connections D+ A on it. (We will explain basic concepts
of gauge theory in Section [Z1) The squared curvature integral

1
YM(A) = 5 /M |Fa|? da

is the Yang-Mills functional. Its variational theory is based on fundamental contri-
butions by Uhlenbeck [Uhl] [Uh2] and Sedlacek [Se] from the 1980s. If dim M < 3,
there is a smooth minimizer of YM on any given bundle. If dim M = 4, which
is the critical and most natural case, then things are getting more interesting. A
minimizing sequence (A;)jen for YM in a given bundle has to be looked at in
a good gauge (roughly a good choice of bundle coordinates) in order to control
Sobolev norms of A; well enough to find a subsequence converging weakly to some
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sort of minimizer A. The latter turns out to be smooth on most of M, but may
initially have point singularities. Seeing those as possible singularities of the bun-
dle itself, they can be removed to get a smooth minimizer A, but possibly on a
different bundle, which is redefined even topologically in the singular points. The
bundle in which to find the minimizer, however, is not arbitrary, since some of its
topological invariants coincide with those of the bundle we started with.

It is the gauge choice for the minimizing sequence that may fail in dimensions
dim M > 5. This can be fixed partially, since the gauge theorem from [Uh2] works
just as well on 2n-dimensional manifolds for

1
YA (4) = - /M Fal” da

instead of YM. Therefore, there may be hope that the variational approach we
described for YM on 4-dimensional manifolds can be modified to work for YM"
on 2n-dimensional manifolds. Part of this program has been worked out, namely
[Uh2] works for the gauge choice, and Isobe [Is] has worked out some local regu-
larity theorem which can be applied to minimizers of YM™. However, we think
that there are two points where minimizing YM™ in 2n dimensions is not as good
as minimizing YM in 4 dimensions.

(1) Minimizers cannot be expected to be smooth, since the functional is de-
generate. The best we can hope for, and that is essentially what has been
proven in [Is], is C1®-regularity (except maybe for point singularities).

(2) Uhlenbeck’s singularity removal theorem from [Uhl] has been improved sig-
nificantly by Petrache and Riviere [PR] by removing the assumption that
A is Yang-Mills. In fact, the existence of any W'2-connection on a bundle
over M minus one point implies that the bundle can be continued to give a
bundle over all of M, provided that dim M < 4. It is our impression that the
arguments from [PR] do not carry over to W '"-connections for dim M = 2n.

The starting point for our paper is the following. Both problems (1) and (2) do
not occur if we work in W12 instead of WH™ for dim M < 2n. As we shall
prove in Theorem [.2] the existence of a W™~ 12-connection on a 2n-dimensional
bundle with one fibre missing implies that the singularity can be removed from
the bundle. This directly generalizes the corresponding theorem from [PR] and
therefore helps to get around problem (2). To handle the issue mentioned in (1),
we have to work with nondegenerate functionals that control the W™~ h2-norm
(and hence also the W1"-norm). Therefore let us try to write down functionals
that do the job and can then be used to replace YM™.

A word on gauge invariance first, which is one of the basic features that make
the Yang-Mills functional interesting. For any gauge transformation, i.e. any
sufficiently regular equivariant map u : P — G, we have YM(A) = YM(u*A),
because F4 transforms like

Fq=u'Fyu,



and v as well as u~! act by isometries. One of the issues we have to deal with is
finding higher order functionals that show the same gauge invariance.

There has been some work in this direction, actually, at least for the n = 3 case.
In [BU], Bejan and Urakawa have defined the Bi-Yang-Mills functional

1
YMy(A) = 5/ |d% Fa|? de,
M

where here d’ is the covariant exterior co-differential. It is gauge-invariant, since
the Euler-Lagrange equation d*% F4 = 0 of YM must be gauge-invariant. In [IIU1]
and [ITU2], some more of the basic properties of YMy are explored.

For our purpose of constructing minimizers, the functional YM> is not quite suit-
able, since it does not control any LP-norm of |F4|, which is bad news for control-
ling minimizing sequences. But we can add YM? to it, arriving at

Yy(A) ;:/ (| Fal + |Fal®) da,
M

for which, as will follow from our results, all of the Uhlenbeck-Sedlacek program
described above can be performed similarly in dimensions < 6. Philosophically,
Y3(A) can control the Wh2-norm of F4 since it obviously controls d* F4 in L?, and
daF is always 0 by Bianchi’s identity. Hodge theory says that DF4 is controlled
once you can control dF4 and d*F'4, so what we need is some “nonlinear variant”
of Hodge theory. We cannot work with |d*F}4| directly, because it is not gauge
invariant.

We go on constructing higher order gauge invariant functionals inductively. First
derivatives d’ F4 should be controlled by norms of dad’ Fa and d%d’ Fa, both of
which have gauge invariant norms, see Section But d%di Fa = — * [Fa,*F}4]
happens to be of lower order, so dad% F4 alone should be enough to control first
derivatives d% Fa, and hence second derivatives of 4. The functional

Yi(4) = / (dadFal® + [Fal") do,
M

does the job, for dim M < 8. Of course, we can iterate our considerations and find
functionals suitable for our program. Abbreviating

I (dAde)"/z if n even,
AT d(dads)D2 i n s odd,

we define

Yo(A) = /M<|dzA"—2FA|2 T |FAl") da.

These are gauge invariant, and scaling invariant if dim M = 2n. Moreover, they
will turn out to be coercive when put in the gauge found by Uhlenbeck [Uh2]. And,
of course, being quadratic in the highest order, they are then nondegenerate, which
opens the possibility of proving C* for minimizers instead of C1'®, thus addressing



problem (1). It looks like we have found good candidates for functionals to look
at.

From another point of view, the functionals Y,, may be not the best choice. They
are no perturbations of the original Yang-Mills functional. We may wish to mini-
mize “Yang-Mills plus something of higher order” and even think of that “some-
thing” being multiplied by some small € > 0. The higher order terms we described
so far do need the |F4|"-term in order to be coercive. But if we are prepared
to leave the realm of exterior forms, we can proceed. Instead of using exterior
derivatives d4 and d%, we can try to use other combinations of exterior partial
derivatives. It turns out that the norm of the full covariant derivative |D4F4| is
also gauge invariant, and so are its iterates |D1]ZF 'a|]. Using these, we come up with
a second sequence of functionals, this time “perturbations of YM”, which read

Z(4) = [ (D2l + |Paf?) da.

Both sorts of functionals have their advantages, and it turns out that they can be
estimated against each other and against the (squared) “nonlinear W"~%2-norms”
of F4, which are built like the usual Sobolev norms, but using D4 instead of D.

For the functionals Y,, and Z,,, we will prove the following results concerning the
existence and regularity of minimizers.

Section Bl Global “coercivity” in the sense that Y, and Z, either control the
nonlinear W"~22-norms of F4 mentioned above. This is not real coercivity
since it works only with gauge invariant quantities and controls F4 instead
of A itself. The exact statement is Theorem [3.11

Section [l Local coercivity in Uhlenbeck gauge in < 2n dimensions. This is essen-
tial for extracting weak limits from minimizing sequences, and is performed
in Theorem .11

Section Bl Removability of point singularities of bundles. As remarked above, a
point singularity of a bundle can be removed once we know the existence of
a W" 12_connection around the missing point. Even better, we need only
a connection for which Y,, or Z, is finite. This key result helps us removing
point singularities from the minimizing connection constructed below, which
by construction is in W12, See Theorem

Section [6l Weak formulations of the Euler-Lagrange equations.

Section [l Smoothness of weak solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equations, again
for dim M < 2n. This regularity result can be found in Theorem [Tl

Section Bl Fxistence of minimizers in the critical dimension dim M = 2n. As
mentioned before, the choice of Uhlenbeck gauges — which is necessary to
overcome the lack of coercivity of the functional — can be achieved uniformly
for the minimizing sequence only away from finitely many points. This



results in finitely many singularities that might develop in the bundle during
the minimizing process. However, the removable singularities theorem helps
us to remove the singularities of the bundle, and then, using our regularity
theorem, also the singularities of the minimizer. This minimizer, singularities
having been removed, lives on a new bundle that might differ from the
prescribed bundle. But it still has the same Chern classes ¢; (P), ..., cp—1(P)
as the original bundle. For the detailed statement of the result, we refer to
Theorem B31

Section Ezxistence of minimizers in subcritical dimensions dim M < 2n. In
this case we can start with an arbitrary principal bundle with any com-
pact structure group G and can construct a minimizer on the given bundle.
Moreover, the constructed minimizing connection is smooth by the regularity
theorem. The existence result is Theorem R4l

2 Basics

2.1 Basic facts on gauge theory

In this section we briefly recall those facts on connections on principal bundles
that will be relevant for the present article. For a more thorough exposition of the
theory, we refer to [We, App. A].

Throughout this paper, we fix a smooth compact Riemannian manifold M of
dimension m := dim M < 2n and a compact Lie group G, the Lie algebra of
which will be denoted by g. A principal bundle 7 : P — M over M with structure
group G can be described by an open cover {Uo{}é’:1 of M and local trivializations
bo : T (Us) — Uy x G. The trivializations give rise to transition functions
¢ap : Ua NUg — G defined by ¢o¢5 = ¢ for all parameters 1 < «, 8 < L with
Un NUg # @. From the definition of the transition functions, it is immediate to
check the cocycle conditions

Daa =1 and gbaﬁgbﬁy = (JSQ»Y on Uy, N Uﬁ N Uﬁ/, (2.1)

provided U,NUgNU, # @. Conversely, any set of smooth functions {¢as}a s that
satisfies the cocycle conditions (2.1]) defines a principal G-bundle with transition
functions ¢np relative to the open cover {Uy,}.

A gauge transformation on P is an equivariant smooth map uw : P — G. Using the
trivializations ¢, of the bundle P, the gauge transformation can alternatively be
characterized by its localizations u, : U, — G, which are related by the transition
identity

ug = (b;gua(bag on U, NUg.

A smooth connection Dg+A on the principal bundle P is formally an element of the
space Dy+C>®(M,T*M ®gp), where Dy is a fixed smooth reference connection on
P and gp denotes the associated g-bundle, cf. [We, App. B|. See [We, App. A] for



the precise definition. For most of the present article however, it will be sufficient
to think of A as of the entity of its localizations ()« A = Ay € C®(U,, T*M ® g)
subject to the trivializations ¢, : 7 1(U,) — U, x G of the principal bundle,
which are given by

Aa(dym(v)) = ¢a(p) Aldpm(v))d5 " + dda(v)dy' ()

for all p € 771(U,) and v € T,P. In fact, the set {A,}~_, contains the same
information as A. The localizations A, 1 < a < L are related by the identity

Ag = ¢ 3Aatap + Gopdéas  on Us NUg (2.2)

for all parameters «, for which the latter set is non-empty. On the other
hand, if we are given a set of smooth local connections A, € C*(U,,T*M ® g),
a = 1,...,L that satisfy the compatibility conditions (2:2)) with respect to the
transition functions ¢,g of the bundle P, we can find a smooth connection A on
P with trivializations (¢4 ).A = Aqa.

The gauge transformation u acts on the connection A via

wrA = vt Au + u tdu.
The curvature of a connection A is given by
Fy:=dA+ AN A.

It is well-known that the curvature is gauge-equivariant in the sense that for every
gauge transformation u : P — G there holds

F g = u_lFAu.
Finally, we note that Sobolev spaces of connections can be defined by
APP(P) := Dy + WHP(M, T*M @ gp),

where Dy is a fixed smooth reference connection on P and gp denotes the as-
sociated g-bundle, cf. [We, App. B]. Locally, W" !2-connections on U, are
represented by A, € W 13(U,, T*M ® g). Accordingly, we will consider local
gauge transformations of class W™2, in other words, maps uq, € W™2(Uy, G).

2.2 Calculations with differential forms

We now consider g-valued differential forms on a coordinate chart U C R™.
For a g-valued k-form A and a g-valued ¢-form B, we introduce the abbreviation

[A,B] := AAB — (—1)*B A A.
With this notation, we define in the case k =1

daB=dB+[A,B] and “B:=d*B+ (—1)""«[A, xB].



We introduce the following notations for higher order exterior derivatives of dif-
ferential forms. For 1-forms C' € W*(U A'R™ ® g), respectively 2-forms B €
VV’l‘“l(U7 A?R™ ® g), where k € N, we use the notations

dd*---dC, k odd, dd---d* B, kodd,
N—— N—_———
d/\kc — k d*/\kB — k
d---dC, k even, d---d* B, k even.
k k

Similarly, for a connection A we introduce nonlinear versions

dadly---daC, k odd, dida---d5 B, k odd,
N—— ——
d;\lkC = k dZAkB = k
dy---dsC, k even, dg---d} B, k even.
k k

We apply this in particular to B = F4 to define higher order exterior derivatives
d*{"* F4 of the curvature.

Furthermore, we define higher order total derivatives DIIZF "4 by exploiting the fact
that the connection A induces covariant derivatives on vector bundles associated
with the principal bundle P. More precisely, DIIZF '4 is a section of the bundle
QFT*M @ N2T*M ® gp and is defined inductively by

DNFy:= Da(DX'Fy)  for k €N

Here, the first D4 on the right-hand side denotes the covariant derivative on
QFIT*M @ A’°T*M ® gp that is induced by the Levi-Civita connection on TM
and the connection A on P.

By D7 we denote the formal adjoint of D4. For later reference, we remark the
existence of constants depending on the bundle, such that

[daB| < C|DaB|,  |d}B|+[D3B| < C(|DaB| +[B|) (2.3)

for all forms B in the above bundle.
The above definitions of derivatives of F4 provide us with two classes of higher
order functionals, namely

Vold)i= [ (40" 2EaP + |Fal")do

and

Z(4) = /M<|D22FA|2 L |FAl?) do.

For our purposes, it is crucial that both types of functionals are gauge invariant.
This is a consequence of the following three lemmas.



Lemma 2.1 Let By be some g-valued 2-form that transforms according to
Buxa = uilBAu.

Then we also have
d. 4By 4 = u~td% Bu.

Proof. We compute, using the gauge equivariance of B4 and 0 = d(uu™!) =
duu™t +ud(ut),

xd* Bysa = *dx* (uilBAu)
= s (utd(* Ba)u+d(u ') A (% Ba)u+ (=)™ 2u"(* Ba) A du)
=u txd(xBy)u— x(u tdu AuTt(x By)u — (=) 20 (% Ba)u A utdu)
=u b xdx Bau — * [u" du, * (uBau)
and
* [u A, % Byea] = * [u” Au +u du, x (u” Bau)]
=u b % [A, * Balu+ * [u"tdu, x (u" Byu)l.
Thus we have
d* yBura = —(=1)"u" (% d* By + x[A, x Bg))u = v 'd"Bu

as claimed. O

Lemma 2.2 Let C4 be some g-valued 1-form that transforms according to
Cura = uflCAu.

Then we also have
Ay ACu A = uildACAu.

Proof. As above,
dCyu+a = d(u_lCAu)
= u rdC qu + d(u_l) ACqu—u"tCsNdu
= u dCu— v tdu Au Cqu — v Cqu Au=tdu
= u tdCqu — [u™ du, v Cyu),
as well as

[u* A, u™ Cpu] = [u™t Au + v du, u™ 1 Cyu]
= u A, Calu + [u™ du, u™ Cau).



This implies
Ay ACu A = dCyx 4 + [u*A, uilCAu] = ufldACAu

as desired. 0

Lemma 2.3 Let C4 be some g-valued multilinear form that transforms according
to
Cua = u_lCAu.

Then we also have
Dyspg Cyrp = u_lDACAu.

We omit the proof because it is almost literally the same as the preceding one if
one replaces d by D. O

Since the curvature of a connection A transforms like Fj«4 = u~ ' F4u, the three
preceding lemmas yield the

Corollary 2.4 For the curvature Fu of a local connection A of class W12 and
a W2"_gauge transformation v we have
I Fpey = uH(d "D P
and
D" 2Fyep =u Y (D 2Fa)u.

In particular, this implies the gauge invariance of the functionals Y, and Z, in
the form Y, (u*A) =Y, (A), respectively Z,(u*A) = Z,(A).

Remark 2.5 The reader may have expected W™? gauge transformations in-
stead of W™ in the corollary. However, by the preceding lemmas, we see that
dZi\XL—Q)Fu* 4 and D7, AQFu* 4 are defined even if u is only in W™, This is seen by
iterating arguments like Dy« g Fyxa = D+ A(u_lF 'Au), where only one derivative

of u is needed on the right-hand side.

We have remarked in the introduction that d4d 4 and d%d’, even when applied to
forms like A or F4, are differential operators of order 0. More precisely, we have

Lemma 2.6 For all g-valued 2-forms B and g-valued 1-forms C, we have the
identities
WAy B = —x[Fa, x B],
dadaC = [Fy,C.



Proof. The second assertion is more or less the definition of F4, and moreover a
simpler variant of the proof of the first assertion, which we now give.

We use * * = (—1)km+1) and d* = (—1)*+Dm+1 4 g% when operating on k-forms,
and [X,Y] = (—=1)**1[Y, X] when X is a k-form and Y is an ¢-form. Therefore

BdyB = —(~1y"d}(xdx B + (4, + B)
— (_1)m<*d**d*B+ xd* x[A, x B|

+ #[A, # #ds Bl + +[A, + +[4, +B))

= —x (dd*B+d[A, «B|+[A,dxB| + [A, [A, *B]])

— s ([dA, «B] —[A,d=B] +[A,d«B] +[A, [A, *B]])

. ([dA, « B+ [A, A, *B]]).
The Jacobi identity (with correct signs) yields

[A,[A, % B]] + (=1)""'[A, [+ B, A]] + [+ B, [A, A]] = 0,
from which we infer
9[A, [A, * B]] = —[* B, [A, A]] = [[A, A, « B].

We insert this in our previous calculation to find
1
d4d4B = — ([dA, «B] + 5 [[4, 4], *B]> — % [F4, * B]

as asserted. O

2.3 Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation

In order to deal with lower order derivatives, we rely on the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality in the following form (see [Ni, Thm. 1]).

Theorem 2.7 Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded domain with the cone property and
u € WFT(Q)NLYQ), where 1 < p,q < oo and k € N. Then we have the inequality

; i /k 1—j/k
1D o0y < CID ull ey Il 27y + Cliul ooy

provided 0 < j < k and % = %% +(1- %)% Here, the constant C' depends only on
Q. k,j7,q, and .

10



3 Gauge invariant interpolation and Sobolev inequal-
ities

We define the Sobolev spaces Wj’p (M,N*(T*M) ® gp) containing all sections B
of the bundle for which

k
1Bllykoary = D IDAB I

is finite. The main purpose of this section is to verify that both Y,,(A) and Z,(A)
can control HFAHW”‘“(M)'
A

Theorem 3.1 (i) For any smooth section A of T*M ® g, for which Y, (A) is
finite, we have Fy € WX_Q’Z(M7 ANH(T*M) ® gp), and even

Z DK FA | 25D < C(Yo(A) + Yo (A)Y).

1,.2n/(k+2)

(i1) Assume that m = dim M < 2n. For any smooth section A of T*M ® g, for
which Z,(A) is finite, we have Fy € VVZ_Q’Q(M7 ANH(T*M) ® gp), and even

Z IDAFalP 552 < C(Z(A) + Za(A)™?).

L2n/(}c+2) —

In both cases, the constant C depends on M and n only.

Proof of (i). We remind the reader of the Weitzenbock formula, which somewhat
symbolically reads

(dada +dady — DyDa)B = Fa#B + Ry#DB,
where Fa#B and Rjs/#B mean universal bilinear forms applied to F4 or Ry,

and B. Here Rjs is the Riemannian curvature of M. Applying this to B = Fy
and multiplying with F4, we find, using also Bianchi’s identity d4Fa = 0,

|DaFAl2 = / (Fa, D"\ DsF) da
M

= / (Fa,dady Fa + Fa#Fa + Ry#Fa) do
M
< || d5Fal%s + |Fa#Fa#Fa + Ry Fa#Fal| 1,

which we write as

|DaFAl22 < ||d4Fal3s + C||Fa#t Fa#Fa + Fa#tFall 11,

11



since Ry is a given smooth form. Now we proceed doing a similar calculation for
D%FA. We use, in that order (a) Weitzenbock with B = Dy Fy, (b) daDaB —
DudaB = Fa#B, dDaAB — Dad"B = F#B and daF4 = 0 by Bianchi, (c)
Weitzenbock with B = d% Fa, (d) dd%B = Fa#B using Lemma and the
estimate (2.3)). Those give

IDAFall7a

|dADAFAlI22 + ldADAFA||22 + Cl|DAFA#DAFA#Fs + DaFa#DaFa| 11
C||DadiFall32 + C||Fa#Fal32 + C|DAFa#DaFa#Fa + DaFa#DaFa| 11
CHdAszAH%Q + CHdzszAH%Q + CHDAFA#DAFA#FA + DAFA#DAFAHLl
+ C\|Fa#Fall}2 + Cl| i Fa#dy Fa#Fa + dy Fa#dy Fa| 1

ClldadyFall72 + C||LOT|| 1

IA A IA

IN

where the lower order terms LOT are of the types

FA#HFA#EPAH#F L, FA#Fa#Fs, Fa#Fa,
DAFA#DAFA#F s, DaFa#DaAFa, DAFA#FA#Fs, DaFaA#Fa.

Iterating this by a long but straightforward induction argument, we find
ID4?Fallf2 < Clld3" ~*Fal72 + C|ILOT 2

for every k € {2,...,n}. Here the lower order terms each are of the form
# D’ Fa)#*hi = TLOT

(meaning “this lower order term”) with

ko
w
T
w

4<s:=>» (j+2)h; <2k, h

Il
o
.
Il
o
<.
vV
[\

J
Now we distinguish three cases.
Case 1. Only one of the hj is # 0. Then 2 < h; < % and it is elementary to
estimate
j 2k /(j+2
ITLOT| 1 < CUDAEA, < C(IDAFAIR: + 1D Fa|2513).

Case 2. For all j with hj # 0, we have j+2 < 5. Then we use Young’s inequality

with exponents GFom; +2) " whenever hj # 0, and ﬁnd using s < 2k and 5 > 2,

k—

12) 2k/(j+2
ITLOTlys < O3 IDAEA, < 0 (ID% Fall3e + DA AR )
Jj=0 =0

O.‘J

.

12



Case 3. The largest j with h; # 0, let us call it J, satisfies J + 2 > 5. Then

Jj+2 < 5 for all other terms with h; # 0, and we must have h; = 1. We use

2
Young’s inequality with exponents 2 for the J-term, and W for the others.
J

2(s—J—2)

J+2
j+2<s—J—2, and they are < ]2% because s — J —2 < s — § < k. This justifies
the estimate

The exponents that occur in the following calculation are > 2 because

2 J—=2 -+2
ITLOT| ;< CIDAFalZ. +C S DL FAS 201
J<J,h;#0
k—3

2k/(5+2
< O (IDAFalR + I DAFAI S )
=0

<.

Summing up over all lower order terms therefore gives

k—3
* 2k /(542
ID 2 Fallze < 10" 2Fallfa + C Y (IDAEAlZ: + IDAFAIZLS) . 31)
7=0

Now we start our interpolation considerations by remarking that

15" Fallze < elld" *Fall 2 + C(e)l|Fall2 (3.2)
for k € {0,...,n — 3} is straightforward. Similarly,

IDEFallz> < €| DE 2 Fallz2 + C(e)[|Fall 2, (3.3)
which is still easy to prove, but slightly more subtle. This is in fact an easier

variant of the following one. It reads

.2n/(k+2)

1D a2 ) :/ (DA Fa, | DK FA| 52 2DK Fy) da
M
- / (DELF,, | DY Fa|#t2 2D Dk F ) dae
M
2n
+C/ <D§171FAa\D’ZFA!m%«DfZHFA’DIZFA%D,]ZFA>>dx
M

C’(g)||Dk71FAH2n/(k+1 te ||Dk+1FA||2n/(k+3)

1,21/ (k+1) 1,2n/(k+3)
2n/(k+2) 2n/(k+3
+ s(nDAFAHL’zéM + IDAFAITAE)

LG/(k+1) All p2n/(k+3)

IN

2n/(k+2)
- s(nDAFAHL’zé/M - HDAFA||L2)

At the second “=", we have used that D4 is a metric connection. At exactly that
point, the version of it using d*Nl‘C instead of D’jl would fail, since we would get

13



one D4, anyway. In some sense, this is why the proof of (i) is not straightforward.
For the first “<” we have used Young’s inequality and (2.3)).

Absorbing the second-last term into the left-hand side and estimating the last one
with (3.3]), we iterate and find

2n/(k+2)
IDEFAl75 S < ellDE 2 Fal?e + Ce)(|Fal3e + |1 Fall2n) (3.4)

for all k£ € {0,...,n —3}. Using (B.4), B.1)), (B:4) again, and then (3.3), we have

—2
2 k+2
STIDEFAIPSE) < CUIDY 2 Fall2e + I1Fal22) + ClIFal3n

n—3

* 2n/(k+2
< (4" 2Fallte + Y (IDAFalR: + D5 FAlFESE))
k=0

IN

n—3
OE) (147" Fall3a + 3 ID5FAlR: + [ Fallfn) + <l DY Fal,
k=0

< CEI]" 2 Fall2 + IFallfe + [ Fallin) + Cel DY FalZ,.
Absorbing the last term, we have proven assertion (i).

Proof of (ii). This is easier, and interesting in its own right. It is well-known
that Sobolev inequalities for D4 hold with constants not depending on A. This is
because

2|B||D|B|| = |D|B*| = |D(B, B)| = 2|(B, DaB)| < 2|B||DaB|
implies |D|B|| < |DaB]| for all A, and hence
1Bllox = 1Bl < Csll DIB|w1r < Csl|DaBllwre-
Iterating, we also have higher order Sobolev inequalities with constants indepen-

dent of A, and in particular, using dim M < 2n,

n—2
Y IDAFAl s < CllEallyyn-22 < CUIDGFallze + | Fallz2)
k=0

< CZy(A)V?,

where the second “<” comes from (33]). This completes the proof of Theorem

8.1 O

Remark 3.2 On manifolds with boundary, in particular on balls in M, we get
similar assertions. We have to use cutoff functions near the boundary, however,
and therefore get only Fy € WX_Q’Z locally, with estimates on every compact subset
away from the boundary.
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4 Uhlenbeck type estimates

In dimension m = 2n, Uhlenbeck [Uh2] showed that smallness of |[Fa|i»(g,)
ensures that by a suitable gauge change, we can achieve d*A = 0, *A|sp, = 0 and

[Allz2n(B,) + DAl Ln(B,) < cllFallLns,)-
We will need something similar for higher order.

Theorem 4.1 (higher order Uhlenbeck estimates) Assumen > 2, m < 2n,
and let B, = By(a) be any ball of radius v € (0,1) in M. There is a constant
k = k(M) € (0,1) such that the following holds. Assume that A € Wi'(B,)
satisfies A € W' Y4(B, \ {0}) and

loc
DYFye L™ DB, fort=1,...,n—2 (4.1)

(which is in particular satisfied in the case A € W™ L2(B,)). Moreover, we
assume that the curvature is small in the sense

2n

P IFall o8,y < - (4.2)

Then the Uhlenbeck gauged version €2 of A obeys the estimate

n—1

2n—m

r 2 (£+1)HDZQHL2¢L/(4+1)(B
=0

/2) (4.3)

2n—m —m

n—2 2n—m
< Cr 7 [|Dg "Follres,) + Cr = | Fallpes,)

with a constant C depending on M only. (Note that the powers of r all disappear
in the critical dimension m = 2n.)

Remark 4.2 The assumption A € W "*(B, \ {0}) is technical. It could be

replaced by any weaker assumption that ensures all terms in (£I) to be well-
defined a.e.

Proof of the theorem. By scaling invariance, we may restrict ourselves to the
case ¥ = 1. We trivialize the bundle over By, and we consider B; to be the
Euclidean ball B; = B1(0) C R™, equipped with some Riemannian metric . All
constants involving - can be chosen independent of the choice of the ball, because
M is compact.

We will later choose £ > 0 not larger than in Uhlenbeck’s gauge Theorem [Uh2].
Then our assumption ||[Fa|/z» < x allows us to find a gauge u € W*"(Bj, G) such
that  := u*A € WLn(By) satisfies d*Q) = 0 and moreover,

120 z2n(5y) + (1D Ln (1) < ClIFalln(sy) < Ok (4.4)
From gauge invariance of the total derivatives D% F4 and () for r = 1, we know

||D€2FQ||L2n/(f+2)(BI) = ‘|D£1FA||L2n/(H2)(Bl) <00
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for £=0,...,n — 2. The remainder of the proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1: Controlling D*dQ) by DS]%FQ fork=1,...,n—2.
Writing D for the total derivative, applied separately to the coefficients of F, we
have a relation of the form

DFq = DqFo + Fo#Q + Fo#I
= DqFq + DQ#FHQ + Q#HOHO + DOQH#I + QH#QH#T,
where I' represents the Christoffel symbols of the manifold M. Keeping in mind

that I" and all its derivatives are bounded by constants depending only on M, we
can generalize the last formula inductively to higher order, with the result

DFFg = DG Fo+ ) # DIilq, (4.5)
JES T
for k=1,...,n — 2, where we abbreviated

Je={i=0U1,--sd0): £>1,1<5; <k+1,2<j+...+5 < k+2}.

Applying first Holder’s inequality with exponents (k + 2)/j; and then Young’s
inequality with exponents (j1 + ...+ j¢)/Jji, we infer

||DkFQ||L2n/(k+2)(Bp)

¢
< C|| D& Fall pzn/oes2) B, +C Z H HD]FIQHL%M(BP)
jGJk =1

k+2)/(+1
< ClID{Fall v/, +c§j | DQl 2y s,y + 1D QAT )
{=0

for every p € [%, 1]. From Leibnitz’ rule and Young’s inequality, we deduce

k+2)/(0+1
| D*(Q A Q)HLG/(k+2)(B ) = CZ HDZQHSJ;/(@/L;:]; )

Joining the two preceding estimates and keeping in mind Fn = dQ) + Q A Q, we
arrive at

ID*dQ| pon /) (5, (4.6)
k+2)/(¢+1
< C|IDEFa| p2nsierar () + 02 (1D QI 2/ i,y + 1D QUL )
(=0

fork=1,...,n—2.

16



loc

We will prove by induction over £k =1,...,n — 1 that

Step 2: Proof of O € W *(B)).

D' e LB fort=0,...k (4.7)

loc

For k = 1, this is a consequence of Uhlenbeck’s result (£4]). Next, we assume
that (£7) is valid for k € {1,...,n — 2} and wish to prove it for k + 1. To this
end, we calculate

—AQ = d*dQ + dd*Q) = d*dS2,
which implies
IAD Q| fonst2) () < CllAQyyrin s (5, )

< C|ID Q| 22y 5,) + ClILUwnansirap,) < 00

for every p € [%, 1]. The finiteness of the right-hand side is a consequence of (4.6])
and the induction assumption (£7)). Now classical Calderén-Zygmund theory im-
plies DF1Q) € LG/(k+2) (B1). Proceeding in this manner up to the order k = n—1,
we arrive at D"~ 1Q € L2 (By), which establishes the claim Q € W “?(By).

loc

Step 3: Proof of estimate (4.3)).
The Sobolev regularity established in the preceding step now justifies the following
calculations that will lead to the desired estimate. For given radii R,S with

3 <R < S <2 we choose a cut-off function ¢ € C’Cpt(BS, [0,1]) with ¢ = 1

on Br and |D?yp|~ < C/(S — R)? for all j € {1,...,n —1}. Using once more
d*2 = 0, we obtain

A(p9) = d* (dp A Q + d€) + d(de - Q).

Differentiating this identity (n — 3) times, using the properties of ¢ and S— R < 1,
we deduce
n—2
[AD™ () 12 < ClID" 242 12(3g) + O S rymibmrer D' 1235
=0

Next, we apply (40) for k =n — 2 and p = S, with the result
IAD" 3 ()] 2 < CHD"*zFQHm (Bs)

n +1
¥ cz (e 1D pansces gy + 1D QU )

At this stage, we once more apply classical Calderén-Zygmund theory, which yields
the bound

ID" ' 12y < CHDnﬁFﬂHL? (Bs) (4.8)

(£+1)
- cz (== 1Dl onsiev i) + ID QUG (5, )
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In order to bound the terms of the last sum, we apply Gagliardo-Nirenberg inter-
polation in the form stated in Theorem 2.7, which gives

n— £/(n—1) n—~£—1)/(n—1)
1D’ Lansesn () < C(ID" QUL 10N T ) 70 + 190 ) )

for every ¢ € {0,...,n — 2}. For a parameter £ > 0 to be chosen later, we twice
apply Young’s inequality to the right-hand side, which yields

Cle)

1 Y4 n—1
Tt 1D 2o/ (g) < elD™ QlL2(pg) + G 19227 (Bg)>

as well as

n/(¢+1) n— n
I D QU (50 S D™ R r25s) + CEILan (5-

We recall that ||| 120 (pg) < Ck with k < 1, so that we also may drop the exponent
n in the last term. Plugging the two preceding estimates into (4.8)), we obtain the
bound

||Dn719\|L2(BR)

_ e Cle
< Cell D" o) + ClIDE 2 Fall o) + o)

m 12| £2n (By) -

Now we choose e > 0so small that Ce < % Recalling that the above estimate
holds for any <R<S<g , we iterate it in a standard way (cf. |Gl Lemma
V.3.1]) to get

|D" | r2p, ) < CIDG *Fallzasy) + ClI an(sy) -
Combining this with ([4.4]), we arrive at
10" Q25 5) + Q2 8y) < CIDG > Fallzs) + CllFallzsy)-

This implies the claimed estimate (43]) by another application of the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg interpolation estimate. (]

5 Removability of point singularities of the underlying
bundle

For Yang-Mills connections, there exist removable singularity results in 4 dimen-
sions [Uhl] and in higher dimensions [TT]. A related partial regularity result for
Yang-Mills connections in higher dimensions has been established in [MR]. In
our case, we do not work with Yang-Mills connections. Therefore it is impor-
tant to note that Petrache and Riviere have removed the assumption of having a
Yang-Mills connection from the removability result.

18



In this section, we prove a higher order version of their ground-breaking result [PR],
Thm. 3.2] for higher dimensions. The crucial observation that enables Petrache
and Riviere to construct a local trivialization without using the Yang-Mills equa-
tion is the continuity of gauge transformations between Coulomb gauges. This
follows from estimates involving Lorentz spaces, a technique that has been intro-
duced to Yang-Mills theory by Riviére in [Ri]. We generalize the arguments from
[PR] Thm. 3.2], which are the n = 2 case of

Proposition 5.1 Let n > 2, U C R?" be a bounded domain. Assume that A and
B = u'Au+ v du are g-valued 1-forms of class W™~ 12 satisfying

d*A=d*B=0 on U.

(i) Then the gauge change u is in W,> N CO (U, ), and for any V < U, there is

some constant u € G depending on u, such that

|w — | wn2ncovy
< ClAlwnr2@) + 1Blwnr2@) + 1A 20y + IBIacs2@);

where C' depends only on n, U, V, and G.
(ii) Moreover, there is a § > 0 depending onn, U, V, and G such that in the case

[Allwn—r2@) + [[Bllwn-12@y <9, (5.1)

the following holds. For any W  V, there is another gauge change @ € W™? N
C°(U,G) that coincides with uw on W and with the constant @ on U \ 'V, with the
estimate

| — tllwn.2nco(0)
< C(lAlwn-12@y + [ Bllwn-12@y + [Alyn-r2@y + 1Bln-r2@))-
The constant C' here depends additionally on W .

Proof of (i), modelled after [PR] Prop. 3.5].
If no domain is indicated in integral norms, it is assumed to be U. By the Lorentz
space version of the Sobolev embedding, we have A, B € L(®*2) and

[AllLena < CllAllwn-12, [|Bllpene < ClBllwn-12.

Since

du = uB — Au,
and since u € L as it takes values in G, the previous estimates imply du € L(2n2)
and

dullpen2 < C(|AllLen2 + |Bllpen2) < C(JAl[wn-1.2 + || Bllwn-1.2).
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Leibnitz’ rule for functions h and 1-forms w is d*(hw) = hd*w — dh - w, and this
carries over to the g-valued case. Using d*A = d*B = 0, we therefore find

—Au =d"(du) = d*(uB — Au) = du - A — B - du.

(2n,2

On the right-hand side, we have products of L )-functions, which are in L1,

Hence

[Aul[ o < lldull pena ([All pene + 1Bl )
< CI ARy 12 + 1 Bllfyn-12). (5:2)

Let n be a V-U-cutoff function. Then, writing ug for the mean value of u in some
REXE 5 G

[AMN(w =o)Ly < [[Aull e + C(lldull Loy + [Ju = uoll L) (5.3)

< [Aul[ ey + Clldul en.2)
< C([[Allwn-12 + | Blwn-12 + | Allfyn-12 + | Bllfyn-12)
=:C(...),

and n(u — ug) = 0 near OU. The standard elliptic estimate in Lorentz space gives

lu — U0||W2,(n,1)(v) < Clnlu - UO)HWZ(HJ)(U) <C(.).
Using W21 < L (which would not hold for W?2"), we also have
lu = uol| ey < C(...).

In order to show that wu is continuous, we use the estimate (5.2) with U replaced
by an arbitrary ball By,(x¢) C U and V replaced by B,(xg). Abbreviating u, :=
JCng (o) ¥ and bounding the lower order terms on the right-hand side by Holder’s
inequality, we deduce

n—1
— up|| o < FA|| 2 F "
I =l < © 30 (10" Al )+ 1D Bl

+DRAJ? g, +ID*BP )-

(B2p(x0)) LFE+T (Bp(w0))
In this form, both sides of the inequality are scaling invariant, from which we infer
that the constant C' can be chosen independently from p > 0. Keeping in mind
the Sobolev embedding W12 < Wk22/(k+1) that holds for any k = 0,...,n—1,
we deduce [|u — up|[o0(B,(z0)) — 0 as p N\ 0, from which we see that u is really

continuous.
Observe that u € G everywhere, and hence

dist(ug, G) < C(...).
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This means that there is also @ € G such that
[u— 1l oy < C(..0).

Now that u — @ is estimated in W™ N L®, all that is missing are higher order
estimates for w. Starting with u € W2 N L, we plug that into du = uB — Au,
and iterate that with any better result we achieve that way, consecutively finding
(with V' as domain of integration)

du € (W2rAL®) - W2% o w2¥
du € (W% AL®) - W% & W7,

du € (WLt AL®) . Wb o w2,

The last one implies u € W™2(V), with the asserted estimates, in which the
powers of the norms build up because of iterated multiplication.

Proof of (ii). Now we assume that (5.1]) holds for some sufficiently small 6 > 0. If
we choose & > 0 small enough in dependence on n,U, V', and G, the estimate from
(i) shows that the image of 4~ 'w)y is contained in some neighborhood of e € G on
which exp_ ! is defined and well behaved. More precisely, we can assume that the
first n derivatives of exp, ! and exp, on this neighborhood or its exponential image
are bounded by a constant depending on G only. Writing h(z) := exp; ! (a~u(z)),
and using a W-V-cutoff function n: U — [0, 1], we let

() == uwexp,(n(x)h(z)),

and easily see that it has the asserted properties. O

Remark. A, B € W'?" would not have been enough to infer u € C°, because
u € W21 <y [ s crucial, and we would only get W2("/2) instead. Therefore,
we do need A, B € W™ 12, For n = 2 (which is the case treated in [PR]), both
conditions coincide.

Now we follow [PR] in proving the following removable singularity theorem.

Theorem 5.2 Let P be a principal bundle over B>\ {0}. Assume we are given
a conmection Dy + A on P of class W2 (B2 \ {0}), for which

loc

n—2

Z HD,ZAFAHLQTL/((Z-FQ) < 00.
=0

Then there exists a gauge of class Wl’;;z in which the bundle extends to a smooth
bundle over B®, and the connection extends to a connection in W~ 12(B?") in
this gauge.
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For what follows, we define four sequences of spherical shells,

Qr = Byws\Bywos,
Ry = By-si—2\ By-sk-15,
Sk = By sk-1\ By-sk-1s6,
Ti = By sk \ By sk17

for all K € NU{0}. Note Qr C Rx C Sk C Tp.
Lemma 5.3 There exists a constant § € (0,1) such that
ID5 2 Fallzz(r,) + [ Fallnery < 6

implies that the bundle E is trivial over Q, and that in a suitable gauge the
connection is represented by a W™ 12-form A, with d* A, = 0 and the estimate

n—1
% HDZAk|!L;+_nI(Qk) < C(IDY*Fallrze,) + 1Fall e (ry))- (5.4)

Here, the constants § and C depend only on M and G, and in particular not on

k.

Proof, following [PR, Lemma 3.6].
By scaling invariance, it is enough to prove the lemma for £ = 0. We cover Sy by
two charts S, and S_ both diffeomorphic to B?", e.g.

S+ = {.%' € SO L Loy > —2718}, S_ = {1‘ e SO oy < 2718}.

On both S, and S_, we can apply the higher order Uhlenbeck estimates from
Theorem Al which clearly hold also on domains diffeomorphic to a ball, with a
constant additionally depending on the diffeomorphism. Because of the scaling
invariance of the assertion (5.4), we have to choose only two diffeomorphisms for
Sy and S_ before applying Theorem 4T which means that the additional constant
will depend only on n. Hence we can assume that the connection is represented
by A4+ on S; and by A_ on S_ such that

n—1

J J
jZ% (107 Al 2o oy TIDPA 2 (57))

< C(ID5* Fallraeryy + | Fallecry) < C9.
Now we let Ry := RgpN Sy, R = RyNS_, and
Ryy:={x € Ry: o, > 2719}, R__:={x € Ry: 1z, <271}

Note that in particular Ryy C R4 and R__ C R_. Proposition 5] gives us
AL = uldu + u'A_u for some gauge transformation u controlled in I/VIZC’2 N
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C? (S84 N S_). Part (ii) provides us with a modification & € W™? N C°(R__,G)
coinciding with v on Ry N R__ and with some constant « € G on R__ \ Ry,

such that
I~ allwnancogr_y < CUDY*Falliay + IFalliniry) < €6 (5.5)
Now here is a representative of the connection on all of Ry:

e A+ x if Ton > O,
Aolw) := { a*é_)(x) if 29, < 0. (56)
It is important to say how to interpret that assertion. Originally, the connection
described by A4 and A_ is given on a bundle over Ry which is glued together
along Ry N {z2, = 0} with the transition function @ = u. By the estimate (5.5),
u takes its values in a small ball around @ in G and therefore represents the
trivial homotopy class in [Ry N {z2, = 0}, G| = ma,—2(G). Since Ry retracts to
52n=1 the G-principal fibre bundles over Ry are classified as those over 2771,
that is by the element of 7, _o(G) that the transition map, when restricted to an
equator, represents. See [Nal Section 4.4] for details on the classification. Now
u represents the trivial class, hence the original bundle must have been trivial,
and (B.6) expresses the connection in a trivialization of the bundle, where the
transition map is the identity. The bounds from (B.5]) of @, together with the
estimates for A, and A_, show

n—1
i A n—2
X107l g, < CUD*Fallzay +Ialimiay) €C5. 67

That is almost all we would require from Ag, but 110 is not yet in Coulomb gauge,
d*go may be # 0. Trying to gauge the connection again, we cannot apply Uhlen-
beck’s gauge theorem directly, since we do not know if it still holds on domains
which are not diffeomorphic to B?". We therefore modify Ay to find a connection
on a ball, namely 121\0 on By,4 given by

;{0 = 77;{07

where here 7 is a radial cutoff function which is =1 on )p and =0 on By 4 \ Ry
(where A is undefined). Then, by (5.7), we have

15 1 8,0) < CUFAlLn (o) + A0l Ln (o) + A0l 2 (y)) < €6,

and if § has been chosen small enough, we may apply Uhlenbeck’s gauge theorem
to find a gauge-transformed version Ag of XO with d*Ay = 0. And since 20 = Ay
on Qg, Ag represents our originally given connection on Q. The asserted estimate
for Ag follows again from Theorem ATl (]
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The proof of Theorem again follows the arguments outlined in [PR].

By restricting to a very small ball B, centered at 0, we may assume that the
integrals of |F4|™ and |D’y ?Fa|? are as small as we want. Both of them are
scaling invariant, hence we may rescale to B?" and assume

HD;L172FAHL2(BQR) + HFAHL”(BQ”) < 5,
for a small 6 € (0,1) yet to be chosen. Letting

O = HDZ;2FAHL2(T,C) + 1 Fallzr (1) »

we have
S <O IDY 2 EAl gy + O Falleer, (5.8)
k=0 k=0 k=0
< C(|DG 2 FallZ2(peny + | Fallfn g20))
< 062,

If 6 is small enough, we can apply Lemma [5.3] to find forms A, representing our
connection on () and satisfying d* Ay = 0 as well as the estimates

n—1

J
2% |D AkHL%(Qk) < C'6y. (5.9)
]:

Let Wy := By sk-12 \ By-sk—13 be a shell strictly inside Uy = Qr N Q1 =
By-sk-11 \ By-sk-14. Using Proposition [.11(ii) (which (5.9) allows us), we find
mappings i, € W2 N C°(Uy, G) and constants @, € G such that

Ak+1 = ﬁ;;Ak on Wk,
U = U near Uy,

[t — Ullwn2ncowy) < Ci

Defining
e | 11 s
U i=Up_q ... Uy Uy Q= v, Ag,

we have
1~ 1
Qg1 = upl on Wy, where uy, := v, Uy, Uk (5.10)

The modified gauge changes u; satisfy
e y3e S
up — e =70, (U — Ug)Uy, " Uk,
and hence
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Together with (5.9]), this implies

n—1
ZO HDJQRHL%(UIC) < Cdp. (5.12)
J:

Not only are the uy close to the identity of G, but even ug = e near OU. Together
with (5.I0)), this means that

Q.- Qp on every By sk—¢ \ By-sk-11,
' ufQy,  on every By-si—11 \ By-sk—14

defines a connection form  on By 35 \ {0} which is locally (that is, away from 0)
in W12 This is because u; has been constructed carefully in order to prevent
Q from having jumps across spheres. And () represents the originally given con-
nection in some gauge, since it is obtained from the Ay by a sequence of gauge
transformations. Moreover, it is in W™ even across 0, because summing up the

contributions from (5.11]) and (5.12) for each k gives

n n n 2
1205105, 50 < D N0 ) < €D 5k < €%,
k=0 k=0

where here, the last estimate follows from (B.8]). This means that we can interpret
Q as a Wh"-connection form on the trivial bundle over B /64, hence we have
removed the singularity of the bundle. A final application of the Uhlenbeck gauge
theorem [ provides us with another gauge that transforms  into the desired
W12 connection on the trivial bundle over B, /128- O

6 Euler-Lagrange equations

The bi-Yang-Mills equation has been computed by [BU], to the effect that the
Euler-Lagrange equation of [ |d% F '4|? dz is of the form

dydadyFa = Ay Fa#Fy,

where here “4#” is used as before. We will generalize this here, first for [, \dj(\"_QF 4|? dx

and then for Y,,, and for Z,, by analogy. As a preparation, we compute

Lemma 6.1 Let M be a manifold of dimension m, and n > 2 be given. Let A; be
a smooth 1-parameter family of W™ 12-connections on a principal bundle P over

M and A = Ay, o := %“:014,5. Then we have
d 15
E‘ d*A/zn_zFAt _ d/)‘"_la - (_1)m Z d/{é\‘n—3—2k % [Oé, *d*A/\QkFA]
t=0
k=0
125
+ Y AT o, d P ). (6.1)
k=0
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Proof. We proceed by induction over n. For n = 2, we compute

d d

dt == (@A + 5[4, AY]) = da+ [4, 0] = daa.
dt |t=0 At dt|t:0( ¢+ 3[Ae, Ad]) a+ [4,q] e

For the inductive step, we observe that for n > 2 even,

d *An—1 d *  pkAn—2
E\t:OdAt Fa, = %Itzo(dAtdAt FAt)

— dZ(%tZOdZ/:"_zFAt> - <%|t:0d2t>dj{m_2FA

* d *An— m * AN —
:dA<%t:OdA§ 2By, ) = (=)™ ¢ [, +d{ "2y,

while for odd n > 3, similarly,

d * A — d * AN — * AN —
Eu:odAAtn Fa = da (E\t:odAAtn 2FAt) [ d" T Fa.
The assertion now follows easily. O

Lemma 6.2 (Euler-Lagrange equations) Let M be of any dimension m, and
n > 2 be given. The Buler-Lagrange equation for [, |2 Fa|? dx is given by

n—3
dA>kA/\2n—3FA — Z d*A/\Qn—S—fFA#dZ/\ZFA,
/=0

with bilinear forms noted as above. The Euler-Lagrange equation for Y, reads

n—3
dZAQn_gFA + % d*A(|FA|n72FA) — Z dZAQn_EJ_zFA#d*AAZFA.
£=0
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Proof. Assume that A is a critical point of [,, [d%" 2F4|?dz and A; a variation
of A as in the Lemma [6.Jl The lemma then yields

— /(dZA"2FA,dQ"1a>dx
M

1252)
_ (_1)m Z / <dj<4/\nf2FA, d/{gn73f2k % [Oé, *dZAQkFAD dz

+ Z / <dj<4/\nf2FA’ dz/\n74f2k[a’dik4/\2k+1FA]>dx
— M

= /(d’;‘M”?’FA,a)dm
M

1252
+ ) / (dP Oy o xd iR Fa)) da
— JM

+ Z / <dik4/\2n_6_2kFA, [Oé,dj‘/\Qk—’—lFAD dz,
_ M

from which we read off the assertion. The additional term for Y, is straightforward.

O

While Lemma writes the Euler-Lagrange equation in a rather simple form,
what we need is some divergence form to make sense of weak solutions.

Lemma 6.3 (Euler-Lagrange equations, divergence form) Let M be of any
dimension m, and n > 2 be given. Then we have smooth coefficient forms Pj
(k € {n+1,...2n — 1}) such that Py[A] depends on A,DA,..., D" 1A and is a
1-form if k is odd, a 2-form if k is even, and that the Euler-Lagrange equation for
Jag |02 Fa|? d reads

2n—1
d/\(2n—2)A _ Z d(*)/\(Qn_l_k)Pk[A]. (6.2)
k=n+1

If A is in Coulomb gauge (d*A =0), this can be re-written as

2n—1
O T N A AV (6.3)
k=n+1
Here we wrote d®™™ for d™ if operating on 1-forms, respectively for d* if acting
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on 2-forms, cf. Section[2.2 for the definition. Each Py[A] satisfies
ol k
PA) <C(1+XID7AIF)  forke{n+1,.. 20— 1} (6.4)
§=0

For the functional Y, the same formulae (6.2)-(0-4]) hold, with different forms
Psn_o and Po,_1 of the same structure.
For the functional Z,, (€2) and (G3) have to be modified and read

2n—1
AP dA = Y (DF)P R A] (6.5)
k=n+1
for every gauge, and
2n—1
— A" A= D (DR A (6.6)
k=n+1

in Coulomb gauge. In this case, the Py[A] are sections of Q¥T* M ®gp, and again,
the estimates [6-4)) hold.

Proof. Again we apply Lemma to critical points of [, ]dZA"_QFAP dx, but
this time after differentiating through all the terms of the lemma.

1d
0= -— A2, 1P d 6.7
thltO/MrAt w2 de (6.7)

_ / (&0 2Fy, dy" ") do
M

+ /M <dj‘/\n72FA , Z dgjlfla#(dzAh*?FA# o #dj‘/\jz*2FA)> dr.
JEK,

Here
Kn::{j:(jl,...,jg): 622, leL ]222]522, jl—i-—l-]gSH}

The only reason that K, contains sets with j; + ...+ jy < n is that such terms
appear when the forms “#” themselves are differentiated.

We note that by the definition of K,, we have j; —1 € {0,...,n — 3}, note,
however, that in the first term on the right-hand side of (6.7)) there is an (n—1)-th
derivative of . Therefore, the above equation can be transformed into

2n—1
/ (@A, d Ty + S (@M1 Pg, B A]) d = 0 (6.8)
M k=n-+1
for functions Py[A] of the form
PlAl= > DMlA#. #DIA
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The claimed estimate (6.4]) follows by applying Young’s inequality with exponents
jﬁl””’% (and then again Young if the exponents are too small). The equa-
tion (6.8]) is the weak formulation of the assertion (6.2)). If A is in Coulomb gauge,
then (—1)" " 'A""1A = @ ®"=2) A which yields (6.3).

For Y,,, the additional term § d (|Fa |"=2F ) contributes to both Py, o and Ps, 1
provided n > 2, while for n = 2, it coincides with the term dZAZ"_BFA that was
already treated above.

Finally, for Z,, everything works quite similarly, replacing alternating powers of
ds and d’ by suitable combinations of D4 and D7%. Note that the leading term
in Lemma [6.2 becomes d% (D%)"~2D" 2 Fj. O

7 Smoothness of weak solutions

Next we apply elliptic bootstrap arguments to establish smoothness of solutions for
the Euler-Lagrange equations of Y,, or Z,, or many similar functionals. Note that
in particular our result includes regularity of weakly bi-Yang-Mills connections in
the sense of [BUJ, in dimensions m < 6.

Theorem 7.1 Assume that A € W L2(B A'R™ ® g) is a weak solution of
(62) or (6F), and that it is in Coulomb gauge, i.e. d*A = 0. We suppose that
(©4) is in force and that m < 2n. Then there holds A € C*° (B, A'R™ ® g).

Proof. The proof consists of three steps. We begin with

Step 1: A Morrey-type estimate. The goal in this step is to establish a
Morrey-type estimate of the type

n—1 i1

sup p_20‘<,02"_m/ |DjA|J2% dx> "< (7.1)
=0 Bo(Y)CBR By

for any a € (0,1) and every R > 0. We note that in the subcritical case m < 2n,
this estimate is trivially satisfied at least for some « € (0,1), but this first step of
the proof is crucial in the critical case m = 2n.

We temporarily fix y € Br. For an g9 € (0,1) to be fixed later, we choose
ro € (0,1) small enough to achieve B, (y) C Br and

Jjt+1

n—1
. 2n n
B(ro) =Y <r§"m /B " |DIA[57T dac> < &o. (7.2)
0

J=0

For the remainder of this first step, we always consider a radius r € (0,7ry) and
abbreviate B, := B,.(y) C Br. We decompose the solution into A = Ay + Aj,
where A; is the A" !l-polyharmonic function (component-wise) with the same
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boundary values as A. Since Ay € W' _1’2(Br), A solves the Euler-Lagrange
equation and A""1(A — Ag) = 0, there holds

T2nm/ |Dn71A0|2 dx
Br

2n—1

r2n— mZ/ ‘Pk HD2n1kA‘d.%'
k+1

2n—1 QL 23-;&

n n 2n
<oy (r2m 1P (A% da ) (e [ D2 R A BT da
B
k+1 r
2n—1 QL %
<y (ﬁnm / |PL[A]| d:c> <r2nm / |D"1A0|2da:>
k+1 Br r

2n
Here, we used the Sobolev embedding ng—l,Q — W2 1Rk for the last step,
which holds in any dimension m < 2n. Re-absorbing the last integral on the
left-hand side and using the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality, we arrive at

n—1 i+l

2n—m J 2n " 2n—m n—1 2
Z r | D7 Ap|7+T dx <Cr | D™ Ap|® dx (7.3)
_] T T
2n—1 ) %
<cy ( 20— m/ ypk[A]y%dx> .
k+1

Since DIA; € C*(B,) is polyharmonic for every j € N, we get similarly as in
[GS| Lemma 6.2]

L (B, 2)

< c<]l |DjA1|dx> " c][ DI AT d
s BT'

2n_
][ DI A7 dz < C||D7 AL |75 (7.4)

P
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for all p € (0,5). Now we first apply (Z4) with j € {0,...,n — 1} and then (Z.3),
with the result

p2"m/ DI AT de
B

P

< CpZ"—m/ DY Ag| 7T d + szn][ | DI A |7HT d
B

P By
< C’pQ"m/ D3 Ag| 74T dar + ch"]i D7 AL |7+1 da
P T

. n 2 . n
gcr%m/ D7 Aol de + € () "r%m/ DA da
B, r By

2n—1 _k_
n i+1 2n .o 2n
<cy (ﬁ”"”/ |PL[A] daa)’ +c<3) r2"—’”/ DI AT dx
k+1 Br " Br

and after taking roots, we infer

J+1

<p2"m /B | DI A| 7T dx) ! (7.5)
P

2n—1

k
<o X (e [ nga® )’
k+1 By

41

2(j+1 R T
C’<£> (+1) T2n—m/ |D]A|j% dr
r 7"

for every j € {0,...,n — 1}. By the bounds (6.4]) for the functions Py, we can
estimate

<7°2"_m/ P4 dx) < C(Zﬁ""”/ | DI A|7FT da + r2">
B, = B,
n—1 .
S CZ @(’I")m + Crzk‘ S Ceé/n(b('l") _|_ CTQ(n+1)-
7=0

In the last step, we used the fact that K > n+1 and j+ 1 < n in each term of the
preceding sum and the property (Z.2]). Combining the two preceding estimates for
p = 0r and summing over j = {0,...,n — 1}, we arrive at

o(0r) < C(ey" + 6%)®(r) + Cr2ntD)

for every 6 € (0,3). For an arbitrary a € (0,1), we now choose 6 € (0, 3) such
that C6? < 162> and then gy € (0,1) so small that C’e(l]/n < 16%*. With these
choices of parameters, the preceding bound reads ®(0r) < 62°®(r) + Cr2(+D),

which can be iterated to give

2(p) < C(0)[(£) " @(r0) + 0 (7.6)

7o
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for every p € (0,79), where a € (0,1) can be chosen arbitrarily. This proves the

assertion ([.I]).

Step 2: CF°-regularity for all k < n — 1. In this step, we wish to improve
the Morrey estimate from the preceding step to

n—1 i+l

sup p 2 <p2"m/ |DjA|J'2% dx> "< (7.7)
j=[a) BeW)CBr By(y)

for every a € (0,n) and every R < 1. Here, [a] denotes the largest integer smaller
than or equal to a. If (T7) did not hold, we would have

@ :=sup{a € (0,n) : (1) is valid for a} < n.

We note that according to the Morrey-type estimate (Z.6)) established in Step 1, the
claim holds true for every a € (0, 1), and consequently, @ > 1. In order to derive
a contradiction, we choose an exponent o ¢ N with 0 < o < @ < (1 + %) < n.
Since o < @, we know that (Z7) is valid for this value of «, which implies in
particular that

2n ~ n
][ | DI AT dgr < Gp®TIH " for all B,(y) C B
By ()

for every R < 1. Here and in the rest of the proof, we follow the convention
to write C' for constants that depend at most on n and g and C for constants
that may additionally depend on R and A. Since a was chosen as non-integer,
the exponent on the right-hand side of the preceding estimate satisfies a[ozzﬁ—l —
2n > o] [a2}21 —2n = —[O?]:‘Ll. Therefore, the Dirichlet growth theorem implies
A € CI(By) for every j € {0,...,[a] — 1} and some v > 0, which implies in
particular

o1
3 / \DIA|FFT dz < Cr™, (7.8)
j=0 ' Br

for every ball B, C Bp, where the constant C might depend on the Cl®~1-norm
of A on Br. Now we use the estimates (6.4]) for the functions Py, together with
(7)) and (8] in order to deduce that there holds for every k € {n+1,...,2n—1}

n—1 E
< c(Z p2n—m / |DIA|7T da + 7“2") (7.9)
i=0 "

n

k
(m [ imdant dw) "

I
—

_k_
T2a].+1

r2k+6‘

IA
Q)

™

[a]
F2e(l+) < Op2e(+5)

J
6«7,2(71—1—1) +

INA
Q)
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since r < 1 and o(1 + %) < n by the choice of &. Combining this with the excess
decay estimate (Z5]), we infer for every 5 € {0,...,n — 1}

J+1
<p2"m /B | DI AT d:c) ! (7.10)
,
N\ 2G7+1) N .

for every p € (0, 5). As long as 2a(1 + %) <2(j+1),ie forj>a(l+ %) -1, we
can iterate this to get

g+l

<p2n—m/ ’DJA’%dJ') n Séan(l-l—%)’
Bo(y)

for every B,(y) C Bgr, where C as before might depend on A and on R, but not on
p. But this implies (Z.7) for a(1+ 1) > @ instead of «, which is a contradiction to
the choice of @. We conclude that the claim (7.7)) holds true for every o € (0,n).
This implies in particular A € CJ' 2’Oé(Bl) by the Dirichlet growth theorem.
Step 3: C" !l regularity and conclusion. In this last step, we wish to prove
an excess decay estimate for the Campanato-type excess

W(p) = [ DT (D), e,
Bﬂ(y)

for some y € By and p < 1—|y|. To this end, we use the results from the preceding
step, which imply in particular

n—2
Z/ |DjA|J2% dz < Cr™ and 7“2"_7”/ |D" AP dx < Cr?®
j—o T T

for any o € (n — 1,n) and any ball B, = B,(y) C Bpr, with constants that might
depend on A and R. In what follows, we fix a value o € (n"—fl, n). Combining the

preceding estimate with the bounds (6.4]) for Py, we infer similarly as in (7.9])

k n—1
<r2nm / | Pl A]| 5 dx) < C<r2" +3 g2 / DI A3+ dx)

=0
< Cr?k 4 Oren < Cr2ete (7.11)

for every k € {n+1,...,2n — 1}. We again consider the decomposition A =
Ag + A; into a A" l-polyharmonic function 4; and a function Ay € WOTHI’2 (B).
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Combining (7.I1]) with the bound (7.3]), we deduce

7nQn—m\/ ‘Dn—lAO‘Z dr

2n—1

k
<C) <T2""” / | Po[A]|* dx) "< Ot (7.12)
By

k+1

Our next goal is an improvement of the excess decay estimate (Z.4]) for the polyhar-
monic function A;. For this aim, we observe that with 4; € C*°(B,), also D" A,
is polyharmonic, and thus we can estimate, following the lines of [GS|, Lemma 6.2],

P 1D APl < CRID A s,

By

Ssz][ |D"A; | da
B
2
< c(ﬁ) ][ D14, — (D" 'A)p 2 de
T B, "

for all p € (0,5). Combining the above estimate with Poincaré’s inequality, we

infer

/

Next, we transfer this decay estimate to A by means of (.I12]) as follows.

2
’DnilAl — (DnilAl)Bp‘Q dr < C<£) ]ZB ‘DnilAl — (DnilAl)BTPd.%’.

P

W(p) < P /B DA~ (DA g, 2 de

P

< 2p2n—m/ ‘Dn_lAl _ (Dn_lAl)Bp’2 dr + 2p2n—m/ ‘Dn—lAO‘Z dx
B

p B,

r

2n+2
< C<£> TZn—m/ |Dn—1A1 _ (Dn—lAl)BT|2 dx

T

+ 2p2nm/ |Dn71A0|2 dr

P

IN
Q

2n+2
<£> U(r)+ CTQ"m/ |D" 1 Ag|? d
T B,

C<§>2n+2\1’(r) + Cr2et

IN

Since by our choice of «, there holds 204"7+1 € (2n,2n + 2), we can iterate the
above estimate to get
\P(p) < Cp2a"T+1 _ Cp2n+2ﬂ/

for some v > 0 and every 0 < p < r < R — |y|. But this implies A € Cfé;l”(Bl)
by Campanato’s integral characterization of Holder continuous functions.
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Having arrived at this stage, the claim A € C'*°(By) follows from classical Schauder
theory, see e.g. [DN, Thm. 2’|, which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

8 Existence of minimizers

In this part of the paper, we formulate our existence theorems for both minimizers
of Y,, and Z,. In the proofs, however, we mention only Y,,. The modifications for
Zy are straightforward.

8.1 The critical dimension

In the critical dimension, we encounter the problem of a possible bubbling phe-
nomenon during the minimizing procedure that might result in a change of the
underlying bundle. However, certain topological invariants are preserved. Our
considerations involve prescribing certain Chern classes of the bundle. The rela-
tions between Chern Classes and Sobolev maps with finite L™-norm of the cur-
vature have been explored by Uhlenbeck [Uh3], and for a minimizing procedure
similar to ours by Sedlacek [Se].

In order to demonstrate how certain invariants are preserved, we restrict ourselves
to the case of principal SU(k)-bundles P over M. We recall that in this case, the
Chern classes of the associated vector bundle Pex := P X%, C* is given by

¢j(Per) = [pj(5Fa)] € HY, (M),

Here, p; denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues
and F4 is the curvature of any connection on P. Moreover, with P x, CF we
abbreviate the complex vector bundle associated to P by the representation p :
SU(k) — GL(k,C) of SU(k) on C*.

In order to compare the Chern classes of bundles over M \ ¥, the following lemma
is crucial.

Lemma 8.1 Assume that M is a compact manifold of dimension m > 4 and
Y C M is a finite set. Then, the inclusion vy : M\YX — M induces an isomorphism

6+ Hap(M) — Hig(M\ %)

for every £ € {2,...,m—2}. Similarly, if B is the union of finitely many, pairwise
disjoint closed balls, then the inclusion v; : M\ B — M induces an isomorphism

D HﬁR(M) - HﬁR(M\B)-

Proof. For any finite set 3 C M we may choose a union of finitely many, pairwise
disjoint closed balls B D X. Since M \ B is a deformation retract of M \ X, it
suffices to prove the second statement of the lemma. To this end, we choose a
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union of finitely many, pairwise disjoint open balls B > B. The Mayer-Vietoris
sequence for the open sets M \ B and B reads

-1/95 (¢5,e3) ~ ~
co = B (B\B) = Hip(M) =5 Hip(M \ B) @ Hig(B) = Hin(B\B) = ...

Here, B \ B is homotopy equivalent to N spheres of dimension m — 1 > ¢ and B
is the union of IV balls of dimension m > ¢. Therefore, we have

Hir(B) = 0= Hiz'(B\ B) = HiR(B\ B)

for all £ € {2,...,m — 2}. Plugging this into the Mayer-Vietoris sequence stated
above, we infer that ¢ : Hiz (M) — Hi (M \ B) is an isomorphism. O

The following lemma will ensure that the Chern classes are preserved under weak
LP-convergence. The proof is a slight modification of the arguments in [ISS, Cor.
5.2].

Lemma 8.2 Let M be a reqular open subset ofa_smooth compact manifold, k € N
and p > 1. We consider a k-form ¢g € C®°(M, N*T*M) and a sequence ¢; €
[po]NLP (M, NET* M) with ¢; — ¢ € C°(M, \FT* M) weakly in LP. Then ¢ € [¢o].

Proof. Since ¢; € [¢], there are smooth (k — 1)-forms w; with
dw; = ¢; — oo — ¢ — P weakly in LP, as i — oo.

By an approximation argument, we may assume w; € C° (M, A*=1T* M) for all
i € N. Following the strategy in [ISS, Cor. 5.2], we can find a (k — 1)-form
w € WHYP(M, NF=1T* M) with dw; — dw weakly in LP as i — oo, and in particular

dw = ¢ — ¢o.

Moreover, in [ISS, Cor. 5.2] the (k —1)-form w is constructed as the weak limit of
coexact forms in W1P(M, A¥=YT* M), which implies d*w = 0. We deduce

Aw = d*dw = d*(¢p — ¢g) € C(M, N*"1T* M),

and elliptic regularity theory yields w € C°°(M, A*=1T*M). We thereby arrive at
¢ = ¢ + dw € [¢o], which completes the proof of the lemma. O

For the formulation of the minimization problem that we wish to solve, we fix
a reference bundle Py over a manifold M of dimension m = 2n. We want to
prescribe the Chern classes c? = ¢j((Po)cx) € H¥(M) for j € {1,...,n — 1}
More precisely, we define the class of admissible bundles by

Pu(M,Py) :={P € P(M) : ¢j(Per) =c) for j=1,...,n—1},
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where P(M) denotes the class of smooth principal SU(k)-bundles over M. In
order to emphasize the occurrence of different bundles during the minimization
process, we will frequently use the notation

Y, (A, P) = Y, (A)

if A is a smooth connection on the bundle P € P, (M, P).

Having introduced the setting, we are ready to state our existence result in the
critical case.

Theorem 8.3 Let M be a compact manifold of dimension m = 2n, and Ay a
smooth reference connection on a principal SU(k)-bundle Py over M as above.
Then there is a principal SU(k)-bundle P € P.(M, Py) and a smooth connection
A on P that minimizes the functional Yy, (or Zy,) in the class of smooth connections
on bundles in P.(M, Fp).

Proof. The proof is divided into several steps. We start with

Step 1: Convergence in Uhlenbeck gauges. We choose a minimizing
sequence of smooth connections A; on bundles P; € P.(M, Py) for the functional
Y;,. From Theorem [B.1] we deduce

sug HDfQ‘iFAiHL%/@H)(M) < 00 for £ =0,...,n—2. (8.1)
1€

Writing pps for the Riemannian measure on M, we define a sequence of Radon
measures on M by

pi = por L (A5 2 F A" + [ Fag ).
The minimizing property of A; implies

sup p; (M) = sup Y, (A;, P;) < 0.

€N €N
Therefore, we can find a Radon measure x4 on M such that p; = p weakly* in
the space of Radon measures, possibly after extracting a subsequence. With the
constant £ > 0 from Theorem E.I], we define the singular set of the limit bundle
by

Y={xeM: u{x}) >k}

and let N := #X. From the definition of ¥ and p, it is evident that for every
x € M\ X, we can find a ball U 5 z such that

lim sup p; (2U) < p(2U0) < k. (8.2)

1—00
Here and in what follows, we use the notation 2U for the ball with double radius
and the same center as U. We choose a countable cover U,, o € N, of balls with
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the above property and UyenU, = M\ 2. In particular, the property (8.2]) implies
that for every a € N and every sufficiently large i > ig(«), we have

| Ea P | e < (83)
Ua

Therefore, the Gauge Theorem [.J] provides us with gauge transformations u; o €
Wm2(U,,G) such that A% := u’ik,aAi satisfies d* A% = 0 on U, and moreover

n—1

sup Z HDZA?”LQW(HU(UQ)
i>i0(c) 1=

<C sup (ID572Falreeun) + 1 n) ) < o
i>io(a)
for every a € N, where the finiteness of the right-hand side is a consequence
of (8J]). By extraction of a subsequence of i (possibly depending on «/), we can thus
achieve the convergence to a local limit connection A% € Wn=12(U,, A'R™®su(k))
in the sense

AY — A® weakly in W"~12(U,),

DKA? — DYA™  strongly in L*(U,) and a.e. (8.4)
forallégn—2andp<zz+—"1_

In particular, the limit connection is still in Uhlenbeck gauge, i.e. we have
d*A% =0 on U,. (8.5)
For the curvature of the connection, the above convergence implies
d’;{;"72FA? — "2 Fae  weakly in L2(U,),
bﬁgFA? — DY Fpa weakly in L2/ (+2(U,) VL <n—2,

Fae — Fpa strongly in LP(U,) Vp<mn
and a.e., provided n > 2,

(8.6)

as i — oo. The gauge transformations w;, define transition functions (bfw €
W™2(U, N Ug, SU(k)) by the identity

U3 = ui,a¢gﬁ on U, NUg,

for all € N and all o, 8 € N for which U, N Ug # &. From the transformation
rule for connections, we have

Al = ¢lpAY — A¢ls  on Uy N Up. (8.7)

Using the fact that A$ and Aiﬁ are both bounded sequences in W"~12 and SU (k)
is compact, we inductively deduce from (87) that

sup ||DZ¢35HLG/z+1 < 00
ieN
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for all £ € {0,...,n}. Therefore, we can achieve the convergence to maps ¢,g €
W™2(U, NUg, SU(k)) in the sense

{ $is — bag  weakly in W™2(Uy N Ug, SU(K)) 58

D%gﬁ — D%ag almost everywhere V¢ <n — 1,

as 1 — oo. From the almost everywhere convergence of the qS’aB and A$ by (84)
and (88), we infer that we can pass to the limit in (87]), with the result

ddag = dapA® — A%as  on U, N U, (8.9)

Moreover, the almost everywhere convergence guarantees that the cocycle condi-
tions

¢aﬁ¢ﬁ'y = Qsa'y on U, N Uﬁ N U,Y (8.10)

are preserved in the limit. We note that if the transition functions {¢ns}a gen were
of class C*°, they would define a new principal bundle P over UyenU, = M\ 2.
Therefore we turn our attention to

Step 2: Regularity of the limit configuration. The smoothness of the local
limit connections A% will follow from Theorem [.I] once we have established that
A® weakly solves the Euler-Lagrange equations (6.2]) on U,. For this it suffices to
prove

Yo (A%) < Yo (A" + ) (8.11)

for all ¢ € C5 (Ua, N'"R™ @ su(k)). If this was not the case, we could find ¢ €

C (Uy, A'R™ @ su(k)) for which the inequality (8I1) does not hold. The main

cpt
step to reach a contradiction is to prove the
Claim. As i — oo, we have the convergence

Yo (AY 4+ @) — Yo (AS) — Yo (A% + @) — Y, (A%) < 0. (8.12)
For the proof of the claim, we begin by calculating
Faoyyp = Fao + [AT, 0] + do + 5[0, ¢,

and the same holds for A% instead of A$. As a consequence of the strong conver-

gence A7 — A% in L™ according to (8.4) and ¢ € CF;, we deduce
Faetp— Fag — Fpopp — Fao strongly in L™, as i — oo. (8.13)

Abbreviating

1
Iw)) = /O nlw + () — )2 (w + £ — w)) dt

for w, 1 € A’R™ @ su(k) we have |w|™® — || = I(w,v) - (w — ). As i — oo, we
moreover have

I(Faep, Fae) — I(Faaip, Fao)  weakly in Li=1(Uy, A2 @ su(k)).
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In fact, in the case n > 2, this convergence holds almost everywhere by (8.6
and the weak convergence follows since I(Fagyy, Fae) is bounded in /=1
because of [I(Fao 1y, Fas)l < n(|Fasyy| + [Fas])""!. For n = 2, however, the
term I(F Aoty F Ag) depends linearly on the curvature and therefore, the claim
follows from the weak convergence in (8.6]). Combining the above results, we infer

| 1Bagal = 1Baglde = | HFagp Fag) - (Fagep — Fa)da

Ua Ua

— I(FAO‘+<p,FAa)'(FAO‘+Lp_FAa)d'I

i—00 Ua

:/ |Faosol — |Faal" da. (8.14)

@

Similarly, we proceed for the derivatives of the curvature. Inductively, we calculate
for every £ € {1,...,n — 2}

Ay Fas o — A Fac (8.15)

K
=3 > DI lpd . DIV Lo DI T AT DIKTLA,
j k=1
where the sum is taken over all tuples j = (ji,...,jx) of K € N naturals with
J1+ .-+ ik <€+ 2. We note that at least one of the factors in each term of the
above sum contains ¢ and therefore is bounded. Moreover, we note that for every
partition j occurring in the above sum for £ = n — 2, we have j’;—;l +...+ ]z—ﬁ < %
Because of the strong convergence (8.4])2, we thereby infer

*An—2 *An—2 *An—2 *An—2 : 2
dA;?‘-i-goFA?Jr‘P_dA? FA? —>dAa+SOFAa+LP—dAa Fpa in L*, (8.16)

as ¢ — oo. Joining this with the weak convergence in (8.6]), we deduce
*An—2 2 *An—2 2
/U ’dAgﬂ; Faosol” — ‘dA? Fae|" dx

An—2 An—2 An—2 An—2
_ / (02 Fag o+ 02 Fag) - (5052 Fag o — d5p0 2 Fag) da
Ua k3 k3 1 k3

An—2 An—2 An—2 An—2
@;)o U (dzoﬁl—cp FAa+<,0 + dzan FAO‘) . ( ZO‘Z—SD FAO‘-HP — dzan FAa) dx
«@
_ /U 2 F e o2 — |2 F e 2 da (8.17)
«

We can combine the convergences (8.14]) and (8.I7) to yield the claim (8I2)).
Now that the claim is proven, we resume Step 2. We define new connections A;
on the bundles P; in such a way that they agree with A; on P;| M\U, and such that

U;O/Zz‘ = A + ¢ on P|y,. In view of (812]), we have

Vo(Aiy B) — Yu(Ai, ) = Yo (AZ + ) — Y (AD)
— Ya(A% + ) — Y, (A7) <0
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by the choice of ¢ as a counterexample to (8I1]). Therefore, in both cases we infer

lim Y,,(4;, P) < lim Y, (A;, P) = inf Y,(A,P),
1—00 1—00 (AP

where the infimum is taken over all P € P,(M, Fy) and all smooth connections A
on P. We have thus reached the contradiction that proves (8.11). Lemmal6.3now
yields that A“ is a weak solution of (6.2]), and since it is moreover in Uhlenbeck
gauge according to (85]), we infer from Theorem [l that A® € C®(U,, A'R™ ®
su(k)). Furthermore, from the transition formula ([839) we inductively deduce
|D sl € L (Uy NUp) for all £ € N and thereby ¢o5 € C®(U, N Ug, SU(K)).
Keeping in mind the cocycle conditions (81I0]), we can construct a new principal
bundle P over (J,cn Ua = M \ ¥ with the transition functions {¢as}. From (83),

we moreover know
AP = ¢ A% + ¢ bddas  on Uy NUg

for all a, 8 € N for which the latter set is not empty. This means that the collec-
tion {A®} defines a connection A on the new bundle P over M \ X.

Step 3: Removability of the point singularities

We write ¥ = {x1,...,zn} for the singular set of the bundle P and choose pairwise
disjoint open balls V; C M with centers in the points zy € X for £ € N. Then, we
can find a finite subset I C N with

N
M=Jviu Vs (8.18)
(=1 ael

As a consequence of ([8J]), the lower semicontinuity of the norm with respect to
weak convergence and the gauge invariance of DQFA, we have

n—2

Z HDQFAHLQn/(Z-Q—Q)(M) < oo.
=0

We may thus apply the Removable Singularity Theorem [5.2]on each ball V3 \ {x,}.
This theorem provides us with local W2 trivializations v, : 7 *(V;) — (Vi \
{x¢}) x SU(k) of the bundle 7 : P — M \ ¥ and A, € W 12(V,, A'R™ @ su(k))
such that R

(Ug)*A:Ag‘VZ\{M} for £ = 1,...,N.

These trivializations give rise to the transition functions ¢o, € W™2(V,NU,, SU (k))
defined by
Vg = uoﬂpaf on Vg N Uom

for any ¢ € {1,...,N} and a € [ for which V, N U, # @. By diminishing
the balls V} is necessary, we can achieve that the smallness assumption from the
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Gauge Theorem [4.1] is satisfied on 2V;. Therefore, we may assume that the triv-
ializations vy have been chosen in such a way that d*A\g = 0 holds for every
¢ € {1,...,N}. The arguments from Step 2 of the proof therefore imply that
A, weakly solves an Euler-Lagrange equation of the form (63) on Vi \ {z¢}. A
standard capacity argument then shows that A, actually solves (63) on the whole
ball V. We are thus in a position to apply the Regularity Theorem [Z.1] to deduce
that Ay € C*(Vy, A'R™ @ su(k)). In the same manner as in Step 2 we then infer
that the transition functions ., are smooth. This implies that the collection
of transition functions {¢p.g} U {ta¢} relative to the - open cover (BI]) defines a
smooth bundle P over M, and the collection {Aq }U {Ay} of local connection forms
defines a smooth connection A on P.

Step 4: The Chern classes are preserved. Next we wish to prove that P
possesses the same Chern classes as the reference bundle Py and therefore, Pe
P.(M, Py) is an admissible comparison bundle. Since the inclusion ¢ : M\ ¥ — M
induces an isomorphism ¢* : Hd2]R(M) — Hd2]R(M \ ) by Lemma [B], it suffices to
show that

¢j(Per) =00 € HEL(M\E)  forj=1,...,n—1. (8.19)

We choose a union of N pairwise disjoint closed balls with centers in the points
of ¥. Since M \ B is a deformation retract of M \ X, it suffices to show

: . 0i
pj(ﬁFA‘M\B) € e € Hyp (M \ B), (8.20)

where g : M\ B — M is the inclusion. Because M \ B is compact, it is covered by
finitely many of the open sets U,. Since the A; are smooth connections on principal
bundles P; € P.(M, Py), of which we prescribed the corresponding Chern classes,
we know ‘
pj(%FAi) € C? = Hif{(M)’

foralli € Nand j =1,...,n—1. Now we apply Lemma 81l which states that ¢p
induces an isomorphism on the cohomology groups of order 2j for j =1,...,n—1.
The preceding formula thereby implies

) € upc) € HYL (M \ B). (8.21)

pi(zx
In order to prove (R20), it therefore suffices to check that this property is pre-
served in the limit ¢ — co. We first consider the case n > 2, in which the strong
convergence in (8.6]) implies strong convergence F Ao — Fpe of the local represen-

tations of Fs, in LP-norm for every p < n. Keeping in mind that p; is a polynomial
of order j and using gauge invariance, we deduce

)=l Falyys) i B\ BASTIA) V1< p < 2

pi(2=
as i — oo, provided 1 < j < nm—1and n > 2. In view of Lemma B2 this
convergence and (821]) imply the claim (820]).
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Finally, in the case of the Yang-Mills equation n = 2, the weak convergence
Fae — Fpo in L? and the linearity of p; imply

pl(%FAi M\B) - pl(%FA‘M\B) weakly in L?(M \ B, A*T™*M)

as ¢ — 0o. This implies by Lemma that the first Chern class is preserved in
the limit, which is the only assertion claimed in (8.20) for n = 2. We have thereby
established the claim (8.I9) and conclude that the limit bundle P possesses the
desired Chern classes, which means P € P.(M, Fp).

Final step: Minimization property of the limit connection. We choose a
partition of unity {(,}aen subordinate to the cover U, of M \ 3. From (8] and
the lower semi-continuity of the norm with respect to weak convergence, we infer

[ a2 Eal + 1Fal") o < B [ Gol(2F 2+ ") d
= lim Ca dp; = /Ca dp,
i—o00

where we used the weak*-convergence p; - j in the last step. Summing over
a € N and using the fact that (, is a partition of unity on M \ X, we arrive at

Ya(A, P) = Ya(A, P) < (M \ %) < u(M)
= lim p;(M) = lim Y, (A;, P;) = inf Y,,.
71— 00 1—00

This implies that the pair (121\, ]3) minimizes the functional Y;, in the class of prin-
cipal bundles P € P,(M, Fy) and of smooth connections A on P. O

8.2 The subcritical dimensions

If m < 2n, we can even minimize Y,, in an arbitrary fixed bundle over M:

Theorem 8.4 Let M be a compact manifold of dimension m < 2n and P a
smooth principal G-bundle over M with compact structure group G. Then there
is a smooth connection A minimizing Y, (or Z,) among all connections on P of
class W12,

In order to show that the bundle does not change when passing to the limit in
a minimizing sequence, we need the following patching construction that goes
back to Uhlenbeck [Uh2, Prop. 3.2]. A detailed proof can be found in [Wel
Lemma 7.2(i)], where the result is even proven for transition functions gng, hag
that are only of class W*+1P for any k € N and p > %, with resulting gauge
transformations of the same class. Since we can choose k € N arbitrarily, this

result includes the case of C'* functions.
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Lemma 8.5 Consider a locally finite open cover M = |J,cnUa of a compact
manifold M by precompact sets U,. There are a constant dpr, only depending
on the geometry of M, and open subsets Vo, C Uy, a € N, still covering M
such that the following holds. For any two sets of transition functions gog,hag €
C>®(UsNUg,G), a, B €N, that both satisfy the cocycle conditions

90898y = Gary and  haghgy = hay on U, NUgNU,
and furthermore

sup  d(gap(x), hap(x)) < onm for all o, B € N, (8.22)
$EUaﬁU5

there exist local gauge transformations h, € C*(Vy, G) for all « € N such that
holhashs = gap  on Vo NV,
provided Vo, NV # &.

After these preparations, we can proceed to the

Proof of Theorem 8.4. We start by choosing a minimizing sequence of Wn~12
connections A;, i € N on the bundle P. Theorem [B.] provides us with the bound

sug HD,{liFAiHLQ"/(Z*Q)(M) < 00 for £ =0,...,n—2. (8.23)
1€

Step 1: Construction of local Uhlenbeck gauges. Since we are in the
subcritical dimension m < 2n, we can always choose a radius rg > 0 so small that

sup rzn_m/ |Fa,|" dx < 72" sup Yy, (A;) < K" (8.24)
ieN B, ieN

holds for any ball B, C M of radius r < rg, where here, we chose the constant
k= k(M) > 0 from the Gauge Theorem [4.Jl Now we cover M by finitely many

balls Uy, a« = 1,..., L of the same radius r < %’I“O in such a way that the bundle
P is trivial over U, for each o« = 1,...,L. This means that we can find bundle
isomorphisms

Ua x G = Plu,, (2,9) = ga(z)g
given by C*°-sections g, : U, — P. The local trivializations give rise to transition

functions gag € C*°(Uy N Up, G) defined by

98 = 9a Yap on Ua N UB (825)

for all o, 8 for which the intersection U, NUp is non-empty. From (8.24]), we know
that

sup (27“)2"m/ |Fa,|" do < k™. (8.26)
ieN 2Uq
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The Gauge Theorem ] thus yields gauge transformations u; o, € W™%(U,, G)
such that the localized connection forms Af := u; ,A; satisfy d* A =0 and

n—1

2n—m
sup r 2n (K—H)|’D£A?”L2n/(e+1)(Ua) (827)
ieN 125
2n—m _ 2n—m
< Csup (P70 P luagauny + 7% 1Py ) < 00
(S
for every @ = 1,..., L, where the finiteness of the right-hand side follows from

(823)). The gauge transformations u; o define transition functions ¢, 5 € Wn2(U,N
Us, G) by the identity

Ui g = ui,o@ag on U, NUg.
From Aiﬁ = (‘lszag)*Alo‘ we infer
ddls = dhgAl — APl on Ua N U

Step 2: Convergence to a smooth limit connection. This step is anal-
ogous to the critical case in Theorem [B3l Starting from the estimate (8.27]), we
can argue as in the critical case in order to find local limit connections A% €
WnL2(U,, N"R™® g) and transition functions ¢o5 € W™2(U, NUg, G) such that
after extraction of a subsequence we have

A¥ — A2 weakly in W 12(U,, A'R™ ® g),
{ ( ) (8.28)

qﬁgﬁ — ¢ap weakly in W2(U, NUg, G).
The weak convergence implies that the local limit connections are still in Uhlen-

beck gauge, i.e.
d*AS =0 on U,. (8.29)

Moreover, the limit connections satisfy the transformation rule
dbop = dasAl — A%bap  on Uy NUg, (8.30)
and the cocycle conditions are also preserved in the limit in the sense

PapPpy = oy on Uy, NUzNU,. (8.31)

As in step 2 of the proof of Theorem B3] we deduce that A satisfies the Euler-
Lagrange system for Y;,. The proof of this fact becomes only easier in the subcrit-
ical case because now the compact embedding W12 < W2/ for f < n — 1
implies strong convergence of the lower order terms DZA? — DYA in L2/t
Having established the Euler-Lagrange system and the Coulomb condition (8.29))
we can apply the Regularity Theorem [7I] in order to deduce AY € C*(U,)
for every @« = 1,...,L. From the transformation rule (830) we then also infer
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bap € C®(UyNUp) for a,f =1,...,L. From (830) and (831]) we know that the
local connection forms AY stem from a smooth connection A, on a new smooth
principal bundle P, that is given by the transition functions ¢.g.

Step 3: Identification of the limit bundle and conclusion. It remains to
show that the bundle P, determined by the transition functions ¢z, is isomorphic
to the original bundle P with transition functions g,g. This step relies crucially
on the subcritical dimension m < 2n, in particular on the compact embedding
W2 < CO that fails to hold in the critical dimension. In view of this embedding
and the weak convergence (8.28])2, we can assume that all Zzﬁ are uniformly close
to ¢ap in the sense

sup d((;%ﬁ(x), bap(z)) < 300 for all i € N, (8.32)
zcUaNUg

where d); denotes the constant from Lemma Next, we observe that
- -1 _
iéﬁ - (galuLa) Gap (95 lul,ﬁ) on Uy, NUg.

The gauge transformations g, 1u17a may not be smooth, but by the embedding
W2 < C0 they are continuous. Therefore they can be approximated uniformly
by smooth gauge transformations v, € C®(U,). Letting g := v, *gapsvs, We can
thereby achieve

sup  d(Fas(@), dhs(x)) < 261
mGUaﬂUg

Joining this with (832]), we conclude

sup  d(Gap(z), dap(z)) < dur.
:I:EUaﬁU[g

It is straightforward to check that the new transition functions g,g still satisfy
the cocycle conditions. We are therefore in a position to apply Lemma [B.5] which
provides us with open sets V,, C U, that still cover M and gauge transformations

Do € C®(Vy, G) with
b bapds = Gap = Vg Gaps on V, N V;.
Abbreviating ¥, := ¢ov, !, we can re-write this to
Vo bapts = Gap on V, N V.

This means that P, is isomorphic to P by the bundle isomorphism that is locally
given by 14 := ¢av,!t € C®(V,, G). Letting A% := ¢} AY, we observe

gzﬁAa = (wozgaﬁ)*Ag = (¢a5¢5)*A3 = AP,
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Therefore, the A% are the localizations of a connection A on the bundle P. In
order to check that this is the desired minimizer, we use the lower semicontinuity
of the norm with respect to weak convergence for the estimate
Yo(A) =Y, (As) < lim Y, (4;) = infY,,
1— 00

where the infimum is taken over all W" 12-connections on P. This shows the
minimization property of A and concludes the proof of the theorem. O

References

[BU] C.-L. Bejan, H. Urakawa: Yang-Mills fields analogue of biharmonic maps.
Topics in almost Hermitian geometry and related fields, 41-49, World Sci.
Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2005.

[DN] A. Douglis, L. Nirenberg: Interior estimates for elliptic systems of partial
differential equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 8 (1955), 503-538.

[GS] A. Gastel, C. Scheven: Regularity of polyharmonic maps in the critical
dimension. Comm. Anal. Geom. 17, no. 2 (2009), 185-226.

[G] M. Giaquinta: Multiple Integrals in the Calculus of Variations and Nonlin-
ear FElliptic Systems. Ann. Math. Studies 105, Princeton University Press,
1983.

[ITU1] T.Ichiyama, J. Inoguchi, H. Urakawa: Biharmonic maps and bi- Yang-Mills
fields. Note Mat. 28 (2008), suppl. 1, 233-275.

[ITU2] T. Ichiyama, J. Inoguchi, H. Urakawa: Classifications and Isolation Phe-
nomena of Bi-Harmonic Maps and Bi-Yang-Mills Fields. Note Mat. 30
(2010), 15-48.

[Is] T. Isobe: A reqularity result for a class of degenerate Yang-Mills connec-
tions in critical dimensions. Forum Math. 20 (2008), 1109-1139.

[ISS] T. Iwaniec, C. Scott, B. Stroffolini: Nonlinear Hodge theory on manifolds
with boundary. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 177 (1999), 37-115.

[MR] Y. Meyer, T. Riviere: A partial reqularity result for a class of stationary
Yang-Mills fields in high dimension. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana 19, no. 1
(2003), 195-219.

[Na] G.L. Naber: Topology, geometry, and gauge fields. Foundations. Texts in
Applied Mathematics, 25. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2nd edition, 2011.

[Ni] L. Nirenberg: An extended interpolation inequality. Ann. Scuola Norm.
Sup. Pisa (3) 20 (1966), 733-737.

47



[PR]

[Ri]

[Se]

[TT]

[Uh1]

[Uh2]

[Uh3]

[We]

M. Petrache, T. Riviere: The resolution of the Yang-Mills Plateau problem
in super-critical dimensions. Preprint, 2013.

T. Riviere: Interpolation spaces and energy quantization for Yang-Mills
fields. Comm. Anal. Geom. 10 (2002), 683-708.

S. Sedlacek: A direct method for minimizing the Yang-Mills functional.
Comm. Math. Phys. 86 (1982), 515-527.

T. Tao, G. Tian: A singularity removal theorem for Yang-Mills fields in
higher dimensions. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 17 (2004), 557-593.

K. Uhlenbeck: Removable singularities in Yang-Mills fields. Comm. Math.
Phys. 83 (1982), 11-29.

K. Uhlenbeck: Connections with LP bounds on curvature. Comm. Math.
Phys. 83 (1982), 31-42.

K. Uhlenbeck: The Chern classes of Sobolev connections. Comm. Math.
Phys. 101 (1985), 449-457.

K. Wehrheim: Uhlenbeck compactness. EMS series of lectures in mathe-
matics, Zirich 2004.

Fakultat fiir Mathematik, Universitdt Duisburg-Essen, D-45117 Essen, Germany.
andreas.gastelQuni-due.de
christoph.scheven@uni-due.de

48



	1 Introduction
	2 Basics
	2.1 Basic facts on gauge theory
	2.2 Calculations with differential forms
	2.3 Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation

	3 Gauge invariant interpolation and Sobolev inequalities
	4 Uhlenbeck type estimates
	5 Removability of point singularities of the underlying bundle
	6 Euler-Lagrange equations
	7 Smoothness of weak solutions
	8 Existence of minimizers
	8.1 The critical dimension
	8.2 The subcritical dimensions


