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Abstract

We give a complete description of the behaviour of Calabi-Yau instantons and monopoles with an
SU(2)%-symmetry, on Calabi-Yau 3-folds with asymptotically conical geometry and SU(2)? acting
with co-homogeneity one. We consider gauge theory on the smoothing and small resolution of the
conifold, and on the canonical bundle of CP' x CP!, with their known asymptotically conical co-
homogeneity one Calabi-Yau metrics, and find new one-parameter families of invariant instantons.
We also entirely classify the relevant moduli-spaces of instantons and monopoles satisfying a natural
curvature decay condition, and show that the expected bubbling phenomena occur in these families
of instantons.

1 Introduction

On Calabi-Yau (CY) 3-folds, Riemannian manifolds of real dimension six with holonomy contained in
SU(3), one can define analogues of the Bogomol'nyi monopole and anti-self-dual equations found in
dimensions three and four. These analogues are referred to as the Calabi- Yau monopole equations, and
the Calabi-Yau instanton equations respectively, and are defined with the additional data of a fixed
principal bundle over the 3-fold. Tt has been conjectured in [DT98], [DS11] that one might be able to use
the moduli-space of their solutions to construct invariants of the underlying 3-folds.

However, the analysis of the resulting partial differential equations can be difficult in general: in this
article, we focus on the SU(2)2-symmetric setting for both the Calabi-Yau structure and the bundle, so
that these equations can be written as ordinary differential equations of a single variable. We further
restrict our investigations to bundles with structure group of rank one, and asymptotically conical (AC)
geometries, i.e. the Calabi-Yau is diffeomorphic to a cone outside of a compact subseiﬂ with a Riemannian
metric converging in a suitable sense to the corresponding metric cone.

In this setting, we are able to explicitly describe the aforementioned moduli-spaces and their structure,
which will hopefully shed more light on the wider subject: for example, how the underlying geometry
interacts with the gauge theory, and how to construct local models for solutions on compact three-folds
with isolated conical singularities, and their de-singularisations. We also prove the relevant bubbling and
compactness theorems for these moduli-spaces, in line with the general picture laid out in [DT98], [DS1I].

Another related motivation for studying SU (2)%-invariant AC Calabi-Yau gauge theory are the poten-
tial applications to an analogous notion of gauge theory on Riemannian manifolds with exceptional holon-
omy group Go. In particular, Foscolo, Haskins, and Nordstrom have recently constructed one-parameter
families of SU(2)%-invariant Go-metrics in [FHN21b] with asymptotically locally conical (ALC) geometry
at infinity, i.e. outside of a compact subset, these metrics converge to a circle fibration over a Calabi-Yau
cone, with fibres of some length £ > 0. These families collapse to invariant AC Calabi-Yau 3-folds in the
limit as ¢ — 0, and one may be able to use the invariant Calabi-Yau gauge theory constructed in this
article to construct invariant G2 instantons near the collapsed limit. Far from the collapsed limit, the
families of Go-metrics have AC geometry when £ — oo, see [LOIS] for partial results comparing invariant
instantons on Gs-metrics with ALC and AC asymptotics.

1.1 Overview

Let (M 6w, Q) be a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, where w denotes the Kéhler form, and {2 denotes the holomorphic
volume form on M such that %wg’ = Q%Q A, and fix a principal G-bundle P — M with a compact

Lthe presence of continuous symmetries for full holonomy SU(3) necessitates the manifold be non-compact.
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semi-simple Lie group G. The pair (4, ®), for some connection A on P and non-trivial ® € QY (AdP), is
called a (Calabi-Yau) monopole if it satisfies the Calabi- Yau monopole equations:

Fahw?>=0 FaoAReQ = xds® (1)

where * is the Hodge star of the Riemannian metric defined by (w,Q), Fia € Q2 (AdP) is the curvature
of A, and da : Q° (AdP) — Q! (AdP) is the induced covariant derivative. We refer to the section ® as
the Higgs field for this monopole.

We obtain the Calabi- Yau instanton equations for a connection A on P by setting ® = 0 in (d)):

Faihw?=0 FAAReQ =0 (2)

Note that if a monopole (A, ®) has d4® = 0, then A is also a (Calabi-Yau) instanton, i.e. a solution of
@), but the existence of a non-trivial parallel section ® implies that the connection A must be reducible
in this case.

In terms of the complex geometry, the first condition of (2)) says that F4 is a primitive Lie algebra-
valued two-form, while the second condition says it is of type (1,1). Furthermore, it is not hard to
prove that instantons minimize the Yang-Mills energy functional YM(A) := [,,|Fal* on the space of
connections on P, where we take point-wise norms with respect to some ad-invariant metric on the Lie
algebra of G. Hence, on the special unitary frame bundle SU(F) of some hermitian vector bundle F over
M with trivial determinant bundle, a Calabi-Yau instanton is also referred to as a Hermitian Yang-Mills
(HYM) connection in the literature.

When G is abelian, (1) and (2) are linear equations, and the moduli-space of their solutions are well-
understood: if G = U(1) for example, any two-form on M which is an instanton in the sense of (2) is
harmonic, with the converse holding when (M, w, Q) is compact with full holonomy SU(3). Even when M
is non-compact, every U(1)-bundle carries a unique Calabi-Yau instanton with decaying curvature when
(w, ) is asymptotically conical with full holonomy SU(3) by [FHN2Ial, Theorem 5.12]. For non-abelian
gauge groups, one usually seeks a description of the gauge theory starting with the next simplest case
of rank one groups: in particular, without loss of generalityﬁ, we will always take the gauge group to be
SU(2) in this article.

The Calabi-Yau monopole equations were first studied in the SU(2)?-invariant setting in [OIi16], for
the asymptotically conical metric of Stenzel [Ste93] on the cotangent bundle of S3. There is a one-
parameter family of invariant monopoles for this metric, with a single explicit instanton [Olil6, Theorem
2] appearing at the boundary of this family when the Higgs field vanishes. In this article, we will
independently verify this claim using new proofs, as well as proving that the explicit instanton actually
lies in a one-parameter family of invariant instantons for this metric. We also describe the invariant
gauge theory for all the other known examples of SU(2)%-invariant AC Calabi-Yau metrics, namely the
metric of Candelas and de la Ossa [CdIO90] on the small resolution of the conifold O(—1) ® O(—1) over
CP', and the metric of Calabi [Cal79], later generalised to a one-parameter family by Pando-Zayas and
Tseytlin [PZT01], on the canonical bundle O(—2, —2) of CP* x CP'. Here, the action of SU(2)? on these
3-folds is with co-homogeniety one i.e. the generic SU(2)2-orbit is co-dimension one.

To understand the various components of these gauge-theoretic moduli-spaces, we must first discuss
fixing the asymptotic behaviour of solutions. A natural condition on a solution of () on an asymptotically
conical metric is that it converges at the conical end to some model solution (A, @) on the cone, pulled
back from the link. Concretely, up to double-cover, the metrics on 7*S3, O(—1)@®O(—1), and O(—-2, —2)
all share the same asymptotic cone with link S? x S3, and we have the following potential invariant
model solutions: either we have a flat connection with a trivial Higgs field, or we have the unique non-flat
invariant instanton pulled back from S2? x S3, which we denote A", with a possibly non-trivial parallel
Higgs field.

On these asymptotically conical metrics, we find four distinct possibilities for any invariant irreducible
solution (A, ®) to the monopole equations: (i) the curvature does not decay quadratically, i.e. t?|Fy4| is
unbounded as t — oo, where t is the radial parameter of the cone, and we take norms with respect to the
cone metric, (ii) (A, ®) is an invariant monopole which is asymptotic to A®®" with a non-trivial Higgs
field as t — oo, (iii) ® = 0, A is an invariant instanton which is asymptotic to A°®* as t — oo, (iv) ® =0,
A is invariant instanton which is asymptotic to a flat connection as t — .

2gauge group SO(3) always lifts to SU(2) in our invariant setting, see Proposition of the appendix.

3these monopoles (A°**, ®,,) pulled back from the link actually come in a one-parameter family, parametrised by the
mass m = |®,,| > 0. This is explained in more detail in [Oli16].

4one can also show that for (ii), (iii), solutions have ezactly quadratic curvature decay, while for (iv), solutions have
curvature decaying faster than quadratically, and moreover, have curvature bounded in L2-norm.



We shall restrict to cases (ii)-(iv) by only considering invariant solutions with quadratic curvature
decay. In general, this is a natural assumption to make for solutions on asymptotically conical metrics,
since solutions on the cone converging to some model solution have curvature decaying (at least) as a
two-form on link of the cone. As far as the author is aware, this article is the first situation for which we
have a complete description of this moduli-space for the invariant co-homogeneity one gauge theory. Also,
although we were unable to prove this in full generality, we conjecture that situation (i) does not actually
arise, i.e. any invariant solution to the monopole equations on T*S3, O(—1) ® O(—1), and O(-2,—2)
without quadratic curvature decay must blow up in finite time.

We now summarise our main results. For the metric of Stenzel, there is a single SU(2)-bundle
admitting irreducible invariant connections, which we denote P14, and we find a one-parameter family of
instantons, and a one-parameter family of monopoles:

Theorem A. In a neighbourhood of S® C T*S?, up to gauge, invariant solutions to the monopole equa-
tions are in a two-parameter family (.S, (I))&x’ containing a one-parameter family of invariant instantons
with x = 0. Moreover (S, (I))&x extends over all of T*S3 when:

(i) €€ (-1,1),x =0, as an irreducible instanton asymptotic to A" at infinity,
(ii) £ =+1,x =0, as a flat connection,

(iii) € =0,x € (0,00), as an irreducible monopole asymptotic to A°®™ with a non-trivial parallel Higgs
field at infinity.

Otherwise, (S, @)5  cannot extend over T*S® with quadratically decaying curvature.

See Proposition for a proof of the local statement, Theorem [L] parts (i), (ii), and Proposition
for (ili). The existence of the one-parameter family of monopoles (S, ®), = (S, ®), ., x € (0,00),
and the instanton Sy := (S, @), , was already established in [Oli16], which considered only local solutions
(S, @), with £ = 0: we fix a gap in the proof of [Olil6, Theorem 1] by showing these are all the invariant
monopoles with quadratic curvature decay. We also note here that there is a (non-equivariant) isometric
involution of 7*S3, arising from the map exchanging the factors of SU(2) in each SU(2)?-orbit, which
sends (S5, @), = (5, ®) ¢ .

For the small resolution O(—1) @ O(—1), there are two SU(2)-bundles admitting invariant irreducible
connections, denoted Py 1q and Pj o, and these are equivariantly isomorphic over the complement O(—1)®
O(-1) \(CIP’I. We find that each bundle carries a one-parameter family of instantons R., R.,, respectively,
and the family R/, contains an invariant abelian instanton Rj:

Theorem B. In a neighbourhood of CP' C O(—1) ® O(—1), invariant instantons are in two one-
parameter families R and R.,, € € [0,00), up to gauge. Moreover R., R., extends over all of O(—1) &
O(—1) when:

(i) € € (0,00), as an irreducible instanton asymptotic to A®™ at infinity,

(ii) € €1[0,1), as an instanton asymptotic to A®™ at infinity, which is abelian if € = 0 and irreducible
otherwise,

(iii) e=0 or € =1, as a flat connection.
Otherwise, Re, R., cannot extend over O(—1) & O(—1) with quadratically decaying curvature.

See Propositions [3.14] for a proof of the local statement, Theorems .0l [4.7] for parts (i)-(iii).

We can also show that, in the limit ¢ — oo, i.e. as the curvature of the invariant family R. blows
up on the calibrated co-dimension four CP!, we get the expected bubbling and removable-singularity
phenomena:

Theorem C. Let R, be the one-parameter family of invariant instantons and R{, the invariant abelian
instanton extending over O(—1) @ O(—1). Then, in the limit € — oo:

(i) Up to an appropriate rescaling, R, bubbles off a family of anti-self-dual connections along CP! ¢
O(-1)® O0(-1).

(ii) Without this rescaling, R. converges uniformly to Ry on compact subsets of O(—1) @ O(—1) \ CP".



See Theorem [T for proofs and a more precise statement of these results. The proof of Theorem
is more involved than for a similar co-homogeneity one bubbling theorem for instantons found in [LO1S|
Theorem 2]: everything was explicit in that case, whereas we must genuinely prove (i) here to obtain the
relevant compactification result (ii).

There are countably many bundles over O(—2, —2) admitting irreducible invariant connections, which
we denote P;_;; for [ € Z. The number [ € Z can be understood topologically by associating a rank
two complex vector bundle to P;_;; via the standard representation: this associated bundle splits into a
direct sum of line bundles pulled back from O(#(1 — 1), +1) — CP' x CP'. Each bundle P,_;; carries
a one-parameter family of instantons Qfll similar to the family R/, of Theorem [B} Qé is abelian, Qfll is
asymptotic to A°®" at infinity when the parameter a; > 0 is less than some finite critical value alcm, and
the asymptotic behaviour of this family jumps to a flat connection at the critical value. However, there
is a new phenomenon on O(—2, —2), as the instantons Qla eriv ATE not themselves flat when [ # 0, 1: they

are rigid in the moduli-space of invariant, irreducible instantons with these asymptotics.

Theorem D. In a neighbourhood of CP' x CP' C O(—2,-2), invariant instantons are in countably
many one-parameter families Qfll, le€Z, o € [0,00), up to gauge. Moreover, Qfll extends over all of
O(—2,—2) when:

i) gy € [0,a5) for some oSt € (0,00), as an instanton asymptotic to A at infinity, which is
l l
abelian if a; = 0 and irreducible otherwise,

(i) 1=0,1, oy = " as a flat connection,
(iii) 1 # 0,1, oy = o™ as an irreducible instanton asymptotic to a flat connection at infinity.
Otherwise, Qlal cannot extend over O(—2,—2) with quadratically decaying curvature.

See Proposition B.I0 for a proof of the local statement, and Theorems .8 for parts (i)-(iii). See
also the end of §€.2] for a further discussion of the behaviour of instantons on O(—2, —2).

In the final result, the proof of which can be found in Proposition 20, we show that Theorems [Al -
fully describe the moduli-space of the SU(2)2-invariant Calabi-Yau gauge theory:

Theorem E. There are no irreducible, invariant monopoles on O(—2,—2) or O(—1) & O(—1) with
quadratically decaying curvature.

1.2 Plan of paper

For the rest of the introduction, we summarise the structure of this article.

Throughout the following, if a manifold M has a co-homogeneity one action by Lie group K, with
exactly one exceptional isotropy subgroup H’, and generic isotropy subgroup H, we will denote the
sequence H C H' C K as the group diagram of M. We will refer to the generic K-orbit K/H as the
principal orbit, the orbit K/H' as the singular orbit, and the union of all generic K-orbits as the space
of principal orbits. In order to fix conventions, we start with a preliminary introduction to the geometry
of co-homogeneity one Calabi Yau metrics in §2 in the case K = SU(2)?, and H is either the diagonal
subgroup AU (1) or AU(1) x Zs, i.e. we describe the Calabi-Yau metrics on O(—1) @ O(—1), T*S3, and
O(-2,-2).

We proceed with the main goal of the article in §8t we consider the space of connections, Higgs fields,
and SU(2)-bundles over these manifolds that are invariant under the SU(2)?-action, and write down the
monopole equations in this invariant setting. We describe the gauge theory on the complement of the
singular orbit by pulling back invariant bundles over the principal orbit in §8.1l giving us some ODE
system for our connection and Higgs field. Invariant bundles over the principal orbit are classified by an
integer, but only one of these bundles, denoted P;, admits irreducible connections. We write down the
ODE system for this bundle explicitly in Proposition 3.4l We also briefly mention the reducible solutions
to these equations in §3.21 which are explicit.

We cannot generically expect to find explicit solutions in the irreducible case, but by imposing that
the bundle data extends to the singular orbit, we can describe the space of solutions to the ODEs near
the singular orbit using a power-series. In §3.3] we will find that these local solutions to the monopole
equations are always in a two-parameter family for each extension of the bundle P; to the singular orbit,
and we can obtain a local one-parameter family of instantons by setting one of these two parameters to
Zero.



The discussion of boundary conditions for extending the invariant bundle data to the singular orbit
is relegated to Appendix [Al Using the analysis of Eschenburg-Wang [EW00] on invariant tensors, which
can be adapted to (adjoint-valued) forms, these are just representation-theoretic computations.

We dedicate the remaining sections to finding a qualitative description of the behaviour of the local
solutions in §3.3] as we move away from the singular orbit. In §4.1] using the existence of invariant sets
for these ODE systems, we determine the asymptotic behaviour of the local instanton solutions to obtain
Theorems [Bl [D] and parts (i),(ii) of Theorem [Al To prove existence of the critical value of the parameter
ay in Theorem [Dl when [ # 0, 1, we must also employ a rescaling argument along the fibres of O(—2, —2),
and we prove uniqueness via some comparison results allowing us to compare solutions away from the
singular orbit for different values of .

We continue discussing rescaling arguments in .21 To show Theorem[C] we can consider an adiabatic
limit in which we shrink the metric on O(—1) @ O(—1) along the fibre. We prove that in this limit, as
€ — 00, a rescaling of the one-parameter family of solutions R, to the ODEs converges to the standard
anti-self-dual connection on C2, and use this result to prove the convergence of the solution R, as € — oc.
The general picture is that the solution curve R, breaks into two pieces in this limit, the first being the
anti-self-dual connection, which is only traversed in non-zero time if we rescale, and the second being an
abelian instanton R.

We also include an extended remark on bubbling phenomena for instantons on O(—2, —2): we consider
a limit in which the metric is close to the simplest (non-trivial) example of an asymptotically locally
Euclidean (ALE) fibration: a copy of the Eguchi-Hansion metric on the total space of the co-tangent
bundle of CP*, fibred over the standard metric on CP'. As one might expect, in this limit, we find that
the families of instantons on O(—2,—2), suitably rescaled, are close to corresponding families of anti-
self-dual connections for the Eguchi-Hanson metric. Although this result was ultimately unnecessary
for proving the main theorems of this article, they provide a way to understand the moduli-space over
O(—2, —2) in terms of the moduli-spaces of anti-self-dual connections constructed by Nakajima in [Nak90].

Finally, in §4.3] we analyse the behaviour of the full system of the monopole equations away from
the singular orbit to prove Theorem [El and the final part of Theorem [Al We show that, aside from the
one-parameter family of monopoles already found in [Oli16] and the instantons described in the previous
sections, any other member of the local two-parameter families of monopoles from 3.3 cannot have
quadratically decaying curvature.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Calabi-Yau structures, cones, and co-homogeneity one manifolds

Before considering Calabi-Yau structures in (real) dimension 6, let us recall some general definitions from
[CSO7] in dimension 5. We let N be a real 5-dimensional manifold equipped with an SU(2)-reduction of
the frame bundle: this gives a unique Riemannian metric and orientation on N compatible with such a
reduction, via the inclusion SU(2) C SO(5). An SU(2)-structure on N is equivalent to a triple of 2-forms
(w1, w2, ws) and a nowhere-vanishing 1-form 7 such that:

1. wi Awj = 6;5v, with v fixed 4-form s.t. v A n is nowhere-vanishing: i.e. v is a volume form on the
distribution H := ker .

2. Xowy = Yiwg = w3(X,Y) > 0, ie. (w1,ws,ws) is an oriented basis of A1 (H) in the splitting
A2 (H) = AT (H) ® A~ (H), with respect to the induced Riemannian metric on H, and volume
form v.

We will take the quadruple (n,w;) satisfying the above as defining an SU(2)-structure. If we take t € T
as parametrizing some interval I C R, then (n,w;) can be used to define an SU(3)-structure (w,2) on
N x I:

w=dt An+w; Q= (dt +in) A (w2 + iws) (3)



Requiring the SU(3)-structure be torsion-free, i.e. that (w,2) be closed on N x I, gives (on N):
dwy =0 dws An) =0 dwa An) =0 (4)
Along with the evolution equations:
dn = 0w dwz = =0y (w3 A1) dws = 9y (w2 A ) (5)

The right-hand side of the evolution equations vanishes if the SU(2)-structure (n,w;) on N is fixed, but if
we instead allow it to vary with ¢, then a one-parameter family of SU(2)-structures (1, w;), satisfying (&),
with (n,w;), initially satisfying (), will also define a torsion-free SU(3)-structure on N x I. Conversely, if
N can be embedded as an oriented hyper-surface in a 6-manifold M, then any SU (3)-structure on M gives
rise to a one-parameter family of SU(2)-structures on N for some tubular neighbourhood M* = N x |
of N C M (see [CS0T]), and requiring that the SU(3)-structure be torsion-free gives ), (&).

We will refer to a torsion-free SU(3)-structure as a Calabi- Yau structure on M, an SU(2)-structure
satisfying (@) as a hypo-structure on N, and equations (Bl as the hypo-evolution equations.

Note that N x I is foliated into parallel hyper-surfaces when equipped with the metric g compatible
with this SU(3)-structure, i.e. we have g = dt? + g; for some t-dependent metric g; on N. Equivalently,
there exists a geodesic on N x I that meets every hyper-surface in the foliation perpendicularly.

Putting aside completeness of the resulting metrics for a moment, an important example of the above
procedure is the Riemannian cone C(N) over N. As a smooth manifold, this is just Rsg x N, and if
we identify N C C(N) with the hypersurface {1} x N at t = 1, a fixed SU(2)-structure (n°¢,w?¢) on N
defines the following 1-parameter family (1, w;), of SU(2)-structures:

0= tn* w; = thwi® (6)

As in (@), this family defines the conical SU (3)-structure (we, Qc) on Rsg X N:
weo = tdt A0 + t2wi® Qo = 12 (W5 + iwi®) A (dt + itn*®) (7)

which is Calabi-Yau iff (6] satisfies equations ), (). In this case, satisfying {]), (B) is equivalent to the
following structure equations on N:

dn®® = 2wi° dw3® = —3w3® A n*¢ dws® = 3w3® A7 (8)

We refer to an SU (2)-structure (1°¢,w?®) satisfying (8)) as being Sasaki-Finstein: one can show that such
an SU(2)-structure induces a Sasaki-Einstein metric g*¢ on N, or other words, the Calabi-Yau metric g¢
compatible with (wc,Q¢) on Rsg X N is a metric cone go = dt? + t2g*¢ over g*¢.

Another class of examples for this construction arise when we have a smooth, isometric action by
some compact Lie group K on M, such that there is a K-orbit with co-dimension one. These are the co-
homogeneity one Riemannian manifolds, and it is not difficult to show that the K-orbits foliate (a dense
open subset of) M into parallel hypersurfaces, and that the quotient space M/K is one-dimensional,
c.f. [AA93]. These parallel hyper-surfaces can all be written as the homogeneous space K/H, where H
denotes the principal (i.e. generic) isotropy subgroup of the K-action, and the evolution equations (Bl
for some K-invariant forms (n,w;) on K/H become a finite-dimensional system of ODEs, which can be
explicitly solved in some cases.

Such a situation arises for the three known distinct examples of complete asymptotically conical co-
homogeneity one Calabi-Yau 3-folds in the literature, each of which has the form M = SU(2)? x g/ V for
some singular isotropy subgroup H’ C SU(2)?, and H’-representation V:

1. O(=1)@O(—1) over CP', with a metric obtained by Candelas and de la Ossa in [CdIO90], also known
as the small resolution of the conifold. The metric is unique up to rescaling by a constant factor, and
as a co-homogeneity one manifold we have the diagram AU(1) C U(1) x SU(2) C SU(2)?, where
AU(1) is the diagonal U(1) subgroup. The U(1) x SU(2) representation is given by the following:
viewing v € V as a quaternion, and ¢ € SU(2) as a unit quaternion, then (e, q).v = que™®. By
applying the outer automorphism exchanging the factors of SU(2) C SU(2)?, we can get another
co-homogeneity one metric from the small resolution, with singular isotropy group U(1) x SU(2) C
SU(2)?2, but this metric is distinct only up to equivariant isometries.

2. T*S3 over S3, with a metric also considered in [CdIO90] and found independently by Stenzel in
[Ste93]. This is also referred to as the smoothing of the conifold and again, this metric is unique
up to overall scale. The group diagram is AU(1) C ASU(2) C SU(2)?, and we have as a ASU(2)
representation V' 2 su(2), i.e. SU(2) acts via the adjoint representation. As a smooth manifold, it
is diffeomorphic to R3 x S3, the only rank 3 vector-bundle over S® up to diffeomorphism.



3. O(—2,—2), the total space of the canonical bundle over CP' x CP', with a metric found by Calabi
in [Cal79] (unique up to overall scaling), which was later generalised to a one-parameter family of
metrics by Pando-Zayas and Tseytlin in [PZT0I]. This parameter represents the relative volume
of each CP' as the zero-section of O(—2, —2), and Calabi’s construction considers the case when
these two volumes are equal. The group diagram is Ky _» C U(l)2 C SU(2)2, where Ko _o is the
kernel of the map U(1)? — U(1) given by (e, e?2) s €212 and as a U(1)?-representation
we have V 2 Cy,_, i.e. for complex number V 3 v, (€91, ¢%%2).0 = €2/(91=02)y Note that there is a
(non-unique) isomorphism Ks 5 = AU(1) x Zy C U(1)?, where we define AU (1) x Zs C U(1)? as
the (internal) direct product of the diagonal subgroup AU(1) and the Zg-subgroup generated by
(e%'™ ™), by sending Ko o 2 (€01, e2) i (e, e1). (27, '(92=01)) € AU(1) x Zo.

The asymptotic model for the geometry of these spaces (up to Zs-cover) is the unique co-homogeneity one
Calabi-Yau metric cone over SU(2)?/AU(1) =2 52 x S3, referred to as the conifold in [CdIO90]. In the
co-homogeneity one setting, there is an obvious diffeomorphism identifying the space of principal orbits
with the smooth manifold underlying the conifold, and pulling back any of these asymptotically conical
metrics to a metric on the conifold via this diffeomorphism, by [CdIO90], [PZT01], we have |i*g—gc| — 0
as t — 0o, where t denotes the radial parameter on the cone, ¢*g denotes the pulled-back metric, and we
take norms with respect to the conical metric g¢.

2.2 Invariant Calabi-Yau structures on the space of principal orbits.

In order to have a uniform set-up for the gauge theory in later sections, we will recall the construction
of these co-homogeneity one Riemannian metrics on O(—1) & O(-1), T*S3, and O(—2,-2). They
appear as solutions to the hypo-equations (] and evolution equations (B]) on the space of principal orbits
5% x §3 = SU(2)?/AU(1), which extend to the singular orbits in the complete cases.

Let us begin by fixing an explicit basis E1, Ea2, F3 for su(2), given by the matrices:

1 0 0 1 0 1
p=(y ) B 0) B=(0 )

so that [E;, E;| = 2E}, for cyclic permutations of (123), and the action of U(1) on SU(2) is generated
by E;. Clearly, we can identify the span of Es, E5 under the adjoint action of U(1) with Cy, where C,,
denotes n*" tensor power of the standard representation of U(1) on C.

We will also fix a basis for the left-invariant vector fields of SU(2)?:

U' == (E4,0) V! i= (E»,0) W= (E3,0)
U? := (0, Ey) V?:= (0, Ey) W?:= (0, E3)
and denote U* := U' 4+ U?, where U* generates the diagonal subgroup AU(1).

Let m denote the complement of u(1) in su(2) @ su(2), where u(1) is the span of UT. We have the
ad-invariant splitting as AU(1)-representations:

su(2) @sul) =ul)om:= U U, VLWL VEW?) 2R (R®Cy @ Cy)

Remark 2.1. Assume Zs C SU(2)? is a subgroup of the flow generated by the vector field U~. The adjoint
action of Za on wm is trivial, and so the results of this section will also apply to SU(2)?/AU(1) x Zs.

With this notation, we define the standard invariant Sasaki-Einstein structure (n*¢, w$®) on SU(2)?/AU(1)
as:

se

=

w3 =

u wi® = fg(vl/\wlfUQ/\wQ)

(W' AV +w Aw?) wi =20t Aw? —w' Av?)

9)

WIN ok

It is easy to check that (7°¢, w;®) satisfies the Sasaki-Einstein structure equations (8). The corresponding
Calabi-Yau cone C (SU(2)?/AU(1)) has the SU(3)-structure (we, Qc), as in (@), and we refer to this
cone as the conifold.

5Note that any invariant Sasaki-Einstein structure on SU(2)2/AU(1) can be obtained from (@) by rotating the plane
spanned by (wge,wge). However, since any of two of these structures induce the same Sasaki-Einstein metric ¢g*¢, we will
make this particular choice without loss of generality.



Furthermore, it is not hard to show that the space of invariant two-forms on SU(2)%/AU(1) is four-
dimensional, and spanned by w§®, wi®, w3%, w3®, where we define:

wit = 2(v' Aw' + 07 Aw?) (10)

By using this basis of invariant two-forms and the invariant one-form 1°¢, we have the following description
of the space of hypo-structures:

Proposition 2.2 ([FHIT]). Up to transformations by isometries with respect to the induced metric, any
invariant family of hypo-structures (n,wr,wa, ws3), on SU(2)*/AU(1) can be written:

n =M w; =uwi® +uwi® we = pws® ws = vowi® + vsws® (11)

where X, ug,u1, v, vs are real-valued functions depending on t € Rso, with p? == —ud +u} = —vg + 03,
and voug = 0.

Clearly, at least one of vy or ug must vanish: if vy vanishes, we will refer to this family as a hypo-
structure of type I, while if uy vanishes, we will refer to this family as a hypo-structure of type ZZ. We
will write these two situations explicitly below, along with corresponding hypo-evolution equations (&):

1. Type Z:
n = An°° w1 = upwy® + uwi© Wy = pw5° w3 = pws® (12)
The corresponding hypo-evolution equations are:

Orug =0 Ovug = 2\ Oc(Ap) = 3p (13)

2. Type ZZ:
n = An*° w1 = pwi® Wy = pws* w3 = Vow(© + vaws® (14)
The corresponding hypo-evolution equations are:

Oppe = 2A Ot (puA) = 3vs Ot(Avs) = 3u Ot(Avg) =0 (15)

If both vg, ug vanish, then u; = v3 = p, and clearly A\ = t, 4 = t2 is a solution to the resulting evolution
equations:

O = 2 Oc(ppA) = 3
which gives rise to the conical Calabi-Yau structure (we, Q¢) of the conifold.

Remark 2.3. (w,ReQ) represent cohomology classes of M* := R x SU(2)?/AU(1), and the conserved
quantities ug, —\vo appearing in (3), [5) are the coefficients of ([w], [ReQ)]) € H? (M*)x H3 (M*) = R?
with respect to the basis wg®, wi® A n°c.

For each of the families, one can write down the corresponding invariant Calabi-Yau metric g = dt?+g;
explicitly on the space of principal orbits, cf. [FHI7, Prop.2.16]:

1. Type Z:
g = d + X2 + o) (01 + (1)) + 2 + o) (0P + () (16)
2. Type I7:
g=dt* + N(n**)* + 5(vs — vo) (v7) + (w7)*) + 5 (vs + o) (v7)* + (wF)?) (17)
where v* is the 1-form dual to tangent vector Vi = Vi £ Vi, respectively w™ is the dual to
Wi =Wy £ Ws.

With this description in hand, the problem of finding invariant Calabi-Yau metrics on the space of
principal orbits is reduced to finding solutions to the evolution equations ([I3]) or ([[3). We can write the
complete Calabi-Yau metrics as solutions extending to the singular orbits at ¢t = 0, c¢.f. [FH17, Thm.2.27]:



Lemma 2.4 ([PZT01],[CdIO90]). Up to transformations by isometries with respect to the induced metric,
the space of SU(2)?-invariant Calabi-Yau structures (w,$) on M can be identified with:

(i) For M = O(—2,—2), the open convex cone {(Uy,U) € R? | Uy > |Ug| > 0}.
(ii) For M = O(—1) ® O(-1), the ray {(Uy,U;) € R? | U; = —Up < 0}.

These invariant Calabi-Yau structures induce a hypo-structure of type I on the principal orbits, with
(Uo, U) = (u0(0),u1(0)), and:

ud — 3U2uy + U, (3U2 — U32)

p? =ui U M\ = G

(18)

There are a few comments to be made about the parameters (Uy, U1) appearing in Lemma [ZZt firstly,
the point Uy = U; = 0 is clearly identified with the conifold u; = p = t2, A\ = t. Secondly, the interior
of the cone {(Uy,U;) € R? | Uy > |Up| > 0} can be identified with the Kéhler cone of O(—2,—2), i.e
the convex cone generated by the Kahler classes of the two copies of CP! C O(—2,-2), and it is not
hard to see that multiplicative rescalings of the cone are equivalent to constant rescalings of the metric.
Furthermore, the diffeomorphism arising from exchanging the two copies of CP' acts on this cone via
reflection Uy — —Up, and the Calabi construction in [Cal79] produces exactly the metrics in the subset
fixed by this action.

Calabi-Yau structures on the cone boundary U; = iUO (excluding the origin) are not quite the same as
those found on the boundary of the K&hler cone of O (—2, —2) however, which generically have Z-quotient
singularities. Rather, they are a (smooth) branched double covermg]g up to exchanging the factors of
CP', this boundary gives the Calabi-Yau structure on O(—1)@O(—1) over CP' = SU(2)?/U(1) x SU(2).
In the rest of this article, for ease of notation, we will fix the scaling convention for this metric to be
(Uo,U1) = (~1,1).

Finally, for the Calabi-Yau structure on T*S3, we give the explicit solutions to (5] extending to the
singular orbit S3:

Lemma 2.5 ([Ste93]). Up to scale, and transformations by isometries with respect to the induced metric,
there is a unique SU (2)%-invariant Calabi-Yau structure on T*S3. It induces a hypo-structure of type TT
on the principal orbits, with:

2\ 5 inh 3 2\ !
A= (_) i u= (—) (sinh 3s cosh3s — 3s)3
3/ (sinh3scosh3s — 3s)- 3
(2) 5 (sinh 3s cosh 3s — 35)% (2> g (sinh 3s cosh 3s — 3s)*
Vg = — — V3 =

3 sinh 3s 3 tanh 3s

[

ol

for s € [0,00), where s(t) := fg AN

With this description of the underlying Calabi-Yau geometry out of the way, we now return to de-
scribing the gauge theory.

3 Calabi-Yau Gauge Theory

Consider again the monopole equations (), for a connection A and ® € Q° (AdP) on some principal
bundle P over a Calabi-Yau 3-fold (M,w, ). As it is more convenient for our purposes, we can rewrite

@ as:
Fahw?=0 (20a)

1
FaAImQ = —§dA<I>/\w2 (20b)

Let us assume we are in the general set-up of §2.Tt we let N C M be a (real) hyper-surface, and we suppose
that IV foliates M into parallel hyper-surfaces, up to working on a tubular neighbourhood N x I C M for
some I C R. As in (@), we can write the Calabi-Yau structure (w,€2) on M in terms of a one-parameter
family of hypo-structures (n,w;), on N.

Sthese quotient singularities do not appear in our set-up, as we only define \, i1, ug,u1 at the identity coset on the
principal orbit.



In this neighbourhood, we may always write P — M as the pull-back of some bundle on N, and
we can view any ® € Q° (AdP) as a one-parameter family of sections ®; over N. We can also split the
connection A = A; + ~,dt, where A; is a one-parameter family of connections over N, and v, € Q° (adP)
is a one-parameter family of sections of the adjoint bundle.

Via a gauge transformation, we can always choose to set v; = 0: i.e. for each ¢t € I take g; € G such
that v + g, 1(8,59,5) = 0. We will refer to this choice of gauge as the temporal gauge, and the curvature
of A = A; in this gauge is given by Fa = Fa, — 0;A¢ A dt, where 9;A; € Q! (adP) denotes the limit
as € — 0 of % (Ay — Asye). Since the space of connections on a given bundle is affine, 9, A; is a genuine
one-parameter family of adjoint-valued one-forms on V.

With this said, using (B and the temporal gauge on a tubular neighbourhood of N, [20) takes the
form:

1
FAtAngn+§dAtq>Awf:0 (21a)
1
Fa, Nwr An+ 50040 A wi=0 (21Db)
1
Fy, Nws + 0t Ay /\wg/\n:dAt@/\wl/\nfaat@w% (21c)

We refer to the equation (2Ia)) as the static monopole equation, and (21h]), (ZId), as the monopole evolu-
tion equations, where (2ID) is just the condition (20al), and the other two arise from (20b]). Furthermore,
it is not difficult to compute that the static equation (2Ial) is preserved by the evolution equations. Sim-
ilarly, in the case ® = 0, we will refer to the respective equations as the static and dynamic instanton
equations.

Remark 3.1. A solution of [2II) with ® =0 is equivalent to a solution A; of the t-dependent flow:
* (FAt A wl) = *atAt

with initial conditions Ai—y, satisfying @Ial). By fizing a choice of reference connection Ay, this flow can
be written as the gradient flow for a Chern-Simons functional CS,, : A x I — R:

1
CS., (Ao + a,t) = 5/

2
tr (a/\ (QFAO +da,a+ ga/\a)) Awi(t)
N

3.1 Invariant Monopole and Instanton ODEs

Away from the singular orbit, the general set-up of (2I]) clearly applies to the co-homogeneity one metrics
on O (—2,-2), T*S3, and O (—1)® O (—1). We will also suppose that the bundle, connection, and Higgs
field are invariant under the SU(2)?-action, so that (21]) is a system of ODEs for the invariant connection
and Higgs field on SU(2)?/H, where the relevant principal isotropy subgroup H is given by H = K3 _o
or H=AU(1).

Recall from [Wan58] that we can write such invariant bundles as SU(2)? xy G — SU(2)?/H for
some compact gauge group G and homomorphism X : H — G. These bundles are referred to as SU(2)2-
homogeneous. Recall also that an invariant connection on this bundle can be written as an H-equivariant
linear map A : su(2) @ su(2) — g, such that Al = dA. Here, g, h = u(1) denotes the lie algebra of G,
H C SU(2)?%, and d) is the image of the canonical connection on SU(2)? — SU(2)?/H under ).

If H= Ky _9, G = SU(2) then the defining homomorphism Ky _» — SU(2) of the homogeneous
bundle is classified by a pair (n,j) € Z x Zs. Using the isomorphism Ka 5 = AU(1) x Zy C U(1)%, we

can write these as:
. . . . —1 0 J ein@ 0
0 0 2im _im
(6 € )(6 ) € ) = < 0 _1) < 0 e—in@) (22)

for some (n,j) € Z x Zs, and similarly (with j = 0) for every homomorphism AU(1) — SU(2). We will
denote the corresponding homogeneous SU (2)-bundles over SU(2)?/H as P, ;, P, respectively, although
since the action of Zs in ([22)) is trivial on the Lie algebra of the gauge group SU(2), for the following
section, it will suffice just to consider P,.

The canonical connection on P, appears as nE; ® u™t, and the space of invariant connections can be
identified as an affine space for intertwiners of AU (1)-representations given by left-invariant one-forms on
SU(2)?/AU(1) and the composition of ([22) with the adjoint action on su(2). We summarise the results
in the following proposition, and compute curvatures:
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Proposition 3.2. SU(2)%-invariant connections A on P,, and corresponding curvatures Fa, are of the
following form.:

(i) If n =0, then for some ai,as,a3 € R,

A= a1E1 Rdu + a2E2 XRu + 0,3E3 Rdu FA == %(alEl + GQEQ + 0,3E3) X wfe (23)

(ii) Otherwise, for some ag,a1,a2,b1,bs € R, where ay = as =by =by =0 if n # 1:

A: al(Eg ®’Ul +E3 ®w1)+b1(E3 ®’Ul 7E2 ®’LU1)
+ a9(Fy @ v* 4 E3 @ w?) + by(E3 @ v — By @ w?) + aoF1 @ u™ +nEy @ ut

FA = 3(0,1(12 + b1b2>E1 & wge + 3(0,1()2 - b1a2)E1 & w;e (24>
+ 3 (af+ b7+ a3 +b3 —n) By @w® + 3 (—af — b + a3 + b3 + ag) B1 ® wi®
+3(ap—1) (a1 (B2 @w' —E3®@0") + by (B2 ®@v' + Bs@w')) An*
+ 2(ao+ 1) (a2 (B2 @ w* — B3 @ v*) + by (B2 ® v° + Es @ w?)) An*
Proof. As mentioned previously, the canonical connection appears as nE; @ u™, the derivative of the map

given by ([22)). As AU(1)-representations, we have the following splitting of su(2), the Lie algebra of the
gauge group SU(2), and m, the space of left-invariant 1-forms on SU(2)?/AU(1):

su(2) = (Eq) @ (Fa, E3) 2R @ Cyy, m=(u")® (@ w')® @, w) ZRGCy®Cy

For any invariant connection A, by [Wan58, Thm.A], we have that A|  is an element in the vector space
of AU(1)-intertwiners m — su(2). If n # 0,1, this is space is spanned by F; ® u~, while if n = 0 it is
spanned by Fy ® u™, Es @ u™, B3 @ u~. For n = 1, define:

112:E2®’U1+E3®w1 J1::E3®’L)17E2®’LU1

25
IQZ:E2®’U2+E3®’LU2 J22:E3®’U2—E2®’w2 ( )

where I;, J; respectively correspond to the identity map and multiplication by imaginary number
between AU (1)-representations C; — Cy. Clearly, the space of AU(1)-intertwiners is spanned by
FEy ®u, 11, J1, 1, Jo, and curvatures can then be computed from the Maurer-Cartan formula Fy4 =
dA + % [A, A]. Explicitly, we compute the following derivatives:

dl; =2J, A (u+ + u_) dJ, = —-2I; A (u+ + u_) dEy®ut)=-E ® (U1 Aw' +v? /\w2)

dly =2J5 A (ut —u™)  dlo=-2LA(ut—u") dEi®u)=-E& @ Aw' —0? Aw?)
and the following commutators:

[I;, ;] = 2E, @ v' A w' [Ji, Ji] = 2B, @ v* A w' [I;,J;] =0

for i = 1,2. The mixed terms are given by:

[I1, 5] = [J1, J2) = 2F1 ® (vl Aw? — w! /\02) [J1,I) = — [, J2] =2E1 ® (vl AV +wl A w2)
and finally:

[Ii, By @ u] = —2J; Au* [Ji, By @ u¥] = 2I; Au*

For an invariant connection on Py, the expression for the curvatures follows immediately. Otherwise, the
connection is of the form A = a1y +b1J1+asls+baJo+nE; ®u++a0E1 U, for some ap, a1, a2, bl, by €R
where a; = as = by = bs = 0 when n # 1, so applying the above in the Maurer-Cartan formula and
comparing with the expression for the standard Sasaki-Einstein structure (@) on SU(2)?/AU(1) gives the
result. O

In a similar way, we can classify SU(2)-invariant sections of the adjoint bundle: an SU(2)2-invariant
section of AdP,, appears as an element of the Lie algebra su(2) invariant under the AU(1) action. This
understood, the following proposition is immediate:
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Proposition 3.3. SU(2)%-invariant sections of AdP, are of the form ® = ¢1E1 + ¢ Fa + ¢3E3 for some
$1, 2, 03 € R, where ¢o = ¢3 =0 if n # 0.

There are some useful facts about the bundle data of Propositions and [3.3] that should be noted
before continuing: firstly, it is clear that the bundles P,, admit only reducible invariant connections when
n # 1, and when n = 1, from the explicit expressions for curvature, we see that the invariant connection
is reducible iff either ag = 1,a0 = by =0, or ag = —1,a1 = by =0, or a1 = by = as = by = 0.

Secondly, on P, — SU(2)?/AU(1), there is an invariant gauge transformation generated by the
vector field E; on the fibre, which acts by rotation on the plane spanned by FEs, F3, and leaves FEj
fixed. In the notation of Propositions B.2] for n # 0, this acts as a rotation (aj + b1, as + ibs) —
(e(ay + ib1), e (az + ibs)) by some common angle 6, and acts trivially on (ao, ¢1).

Using Propositions[3.2] B3] we can now write down ) on O (-2, —2), T*S?, and O (-1)®O (—1) as
ODE systems for the coefficients appearing in these two propositions. Since we are primarily interested
in finding non-abelian solutions to (21I), it will suffice to consider the case for n = lﬂp

Proposition 3.4. On P, — R+ x SU(2)?/AU(1) with Calabi-Yau structure ([, invariant monopoles
(A, ®) can be written, up to gauge, as:

A=a1(By®v' + B3 @w") + as (B> ® v* + B3 @ w?) + agFBy @ u™ + By @ ut P = ¢F,

with (ag, a1, az, ) real-valued functions satisfying the following ODE system:

. 4\
o = 2 ((af + a3 — Dug — (ap — ai + a3)u1)
: 3 U —u
dy = =— ((ao — 1)arvs — (ao + 1)agvo) — 2———az¢
! i (26)
a _i((a —1)aivg — (ao + 1)asv )—QLJFUOG ¢
T 2\ 0 170 0 2Y3 m 1

. 3
¢ = F ((a% + a% — 1) Vo — 2a1a2v3)

Proof. We use Propositions[3.2]and [3.3]in the monopole equations (2I]): we use the temporal gauge to put
the connection into the form At = a1]1 +b1J1 +a212+b2J2+a0E1 XKu— +7’LE1 ®u+, where Il, IQ, Jl, JQ are
as in ([28). Then da,® = [A,®] = ¢[A, E1] = 2¢ (—a1J1 + b1]1 — aaJe + balz). This implies da, ® A w?
vanishes, so the static equation ([2Ia) is just the single condition aiby — bjas = 0. Equation (211) also
only has a single component, giving:

. 4N
dp = E ((a%+b%+ag+b§—1)uo— (aofa%fb%Jra%er%)ul)
Splitting ([2Id) into E1, Es, E3 components, the E; component gives:

.3
d): E ((a%+b%+a§+b§71)0072(&1@24’()1[)2)’03)

Meanwhile the E5, F5 components together give:

3 —
a; = m ((ao — 1)@1?}3 — (ao + 1)@2?}0) - QU1 m uoa2¢
b.l = m ((ao — 1)b1U3 — (ao + 1)()2’1}0) — 2UI — Yo b2¢
3
ay = m ((ao — 1)@1?}0 — (ao + 1)@2?}3) — Q%Cll(b
. Ul +u
by = m ((ao — 1)b1U0 - (ao + 1)()2’1}3) -2 ! Ob1¢

We can now use the invariant gauge-transformation generated by E; to simplify this ODE system, which
appears as the symmetry of the equations. Using the static condition a1bs — asb; = 0, we will use this
symmetry to set by = bs = 0, thus giving the ODEs in the form stated. O

"See §3.2 for explicit abelian solutions in the case n = 1: the solutions for n # 1 are similar.
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We note here that (28] displays some further discrete symmetries:

Proposition 3.5. The following involution is a discrete symmetry of (20]):
(a05a1;a23¢) = (aoa_ala_aQa(b) (27)

Specialising to the case of [28) with ug = 0, we have an additional symmetry:

(ag, a1, az,¢) — (—ao, az, a1, ¢) (28)

Remark 3.6. If one is also free to vary the Calabi-Yau structure, [28]) becomes a symmetry of the full
system (26) with ug — —ug.

Proof. One can easily check that the symmetries of this proposition are indeed symmetries of the ODE
systems in question. We comment instead on the origin of such symmetries: ([27)) is a residual symmetry
from the invariant gauge transformation that we used to set by = by = 0: it is simply the rotation by
angle 7 of the plane spanned by Es, E5. Meanwhile, (28)) is the symmetry arising from interchanging the
two factors of SU(2) on the principal orbits: this explains why one must alter the Calabi-Yau structure
to see it as a symmetry of (20)). |

We also recall that a natural condition on solutions to the monopole equations on asymptotically
conical CY 3-folds is to require quadratically decaying curvature. In terms our ODE system (28], this
requirement takes the following form:

Lemma 3.7. An invariant solution (A, ®) to the monopole equations determined by a solution (ag, a1, az, @)
to 26)) has quadratically decaying curvature if and only if ag, a1, az,ta1d,tasd are bounded.

Proof. Using the expression for curvature Fq4 = Fa, — 0;A: A dt in the temporal gauge, the explicit
expressions for Fa,, A, given in (23], and the scaling of k-forms on the cone, it is clear that t2|Fy4| is
bounded if ag, ay, as, tao, tai, tas are bounded. The converse is clear for tag, tay, tas, and note that t2|Fla, |
is bounded only if a% + a% — 1, and —a% + a% + ag are: the first of these implies a1, as must be bounded,
and since | — a? + a3 + ag| > |aog| — |a? — @3] this implies ap must be bounded also.

Up to terms decaying faster than O(t~1), as t — oo, the ODE system (28] is asymptotic to (Z6) on
the conifold:

) 4
ag = —; (ao —a% +a§)
) 3
ay = % (ao — 1) ay — 2a2¢
; (29)
(ig = 72—t (ao + 1) ag — 2a1¢
92.5 = *t—2111112
and comparing the expressions for tag, ta;,tas gives the statement of the lemma. [l

Remark 3.8. One can show that any solution (ag, a1, az,d) to @8) converging in C° as t — oo must
converge to a t-invariant solution of [29): (1,1,0,0),(—1,0,1,0), or (0,0,0,m), m € R, up to gauge i.e.
A% A5 or A with parallel Higgs field ®,, = mE;. In the following sections, we will also see that any
bounded solution to [28) extending over the singular orbit at t = 0 must converge to one of these solutions
ast — oo.

3.2 Reducible Solutions

Before conducting an analysis of the full system (26]), we will briefly say something about the reducible
case, i.e. if we consider abelian or flat connections. Firstly, note that the trivial flat connection A” on
P — SU(2)2/AU(1) = S2 x $3 appears in two distinct SU(2)%invariant gauge-equivalence classesd,
which can be represented by:

A =B ou +EBov + Es@uw! A= By @ u? + Ey ® v® + B3 @ w? (30)

8although these represent the same connection up to non-equivariant gauge, at least on S2 x S3.
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i.e. in terms of Proposition B2l we have ag = 1,a1 = 1,b1 =as =by =0,0r ag = —1,a0 = 1,b1 = a; =
ba = 0 respectively. These are clearly just lifts of the standard Maurer-Cartan form on SU(2) to P, and
A, Ay are exchanged via non-equivariant diffeomorphism obtained via exchanging the factors of SU(2)
in SU(2)?/AU(1).

Secondly, note that if both a1 = a3 = 0 then the connection is abelian, and we can solve (28] explicitly
on the space of principal orbits:

C -2
- ¢ = —3I(t) (31)

ap (t) = 0

where I(t) = 2%, and C'is a constant of integration.

Using the results of Appendix [Al we see that generic solution [BI]) can extend over the singular orbits
52, or 52 x 52 only if] C = 2ugus(0), and can never extend over the singular orbit 3.

Remark 3.9. For later reference, we note that the generic abelian solution (&) on O(—1)&O(—1)\ CP*
is also unbounded near CP' unless C = 2uguy(0).

3.3 Local Solutions

We now consider the full system (26). Unlike with the reducible case, in general this will not have explicit
solutions, and instead, we will analyse the qualitative behaviour of solutions as they move away from the
singular orbit. To determine their behaviour near the singular orbit, we will apply the theory of singular
initial value problems of the form [FHI7, Thm.4.7]: t§ = M_1(y)+M (t,y), where M (t,y)t~1, M_1(y) are
smooth functions of their arguments. To have unique solution near ¢t = 0, we require that M_1(yo) = 0
at initial value y(0) = o, and that the linearisation dy,M_; has no positive integer eigenvalues. This
theory, combined with the boundary conditions found in Appendix [A]l will allow us to construct local
solutions to (26]) extending over the singular orbits at ¢t = 0.

In all cases, we will find that solutions to the monopole equations are in a local two-parameter
family for each bundle extending P; over the singular orbit, with the vanishing of the second parameter
corresponding to the vanishing of the Higgs field ¢, and thus a local one-parameter family of instantons.

First of all, here is a countable family of bundles Pi_;;, | € Z extending P; over the singular orbit
S2x S2. However, we can reduce our computations to the case I > 0 by the diffeomorphism exchanging the
factors of SU(2) in the SU(2)?-orbits on the total space of the bundle, since this map sends Py _;; — Py1—;.
As this map acts on the underlying Calabi-Yau structure by sending the constant wg — —ug, the monopole
ODEs (6] also transform, but solutions of the transformed system are equivalent to solutions of (26])
under the symmetry (28):

Proposition 3.10. In a neighbourhood of the singular orbit of Pi_;; — O(—2,—2) local solutions to
@86)) are in a two-parameter family (Ql,@l) = (ao,a1,a2,9),, g, for each | € Z. For | > 0, these
solutions satisfy:

B’

1 U, - U
ap=1-2+40(%) a = =Bl —=t' + O(t"*?) ay =it + O ¢ =B+ O?)
l Ui+ Uy
Proof. We write (26)) for a Calabi-Yau structure of type Z:

ANy s _ 2 2

ag = 2 ((a1 +a5—1ug — (ap — a] + a2)u1)
. 6

¢ = *;alaQ

: 73( ~1) _ g1 T Uo 8 (82)

=gyl am “

d2 = 73(0,0 + 1)(12 — 2ma1¢

2A L

We consider solutions to ([B2) with this Calabi-Yau structure given by (8], for any Uy, Uy with Uy >
|Ug| > 0. The power-series of A, u, u near t = 0 are given by:

A(t) =3t +O(t?) uy = Uy + O(t?) p=1/Ut - U2+ O(t?)

9the converse will also hold for a suitable choice of bundle extension.
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Although we cannot apply [FHI7, Thm.4.7] directly, we can use the boundary conditions for extending
to the singular orbit to re-write this system in the correct form:
First, assume [ > 0. Using Proposition [A.8 we can define smooth functions X1, X such that a; =
t'X1, ay = 71 Xy, and (B2) becomes:
ap = O(t)
§=0()

. 1/(1 Ui - Uo

X, ==|= —1-20)X; —2X —_ o(t
1= (2(a0 ) X1 2(b\/ U1+U0>+ ®)
. 1

ngf—(a0—1+2l)X2+O(t)

2t

Since the extension conditions also require ag(0) = 1 — 21, once we fix «; := X5(0), é; := ¢(0) such that
1X1(0)+ X2(0)$(0),/ gi%gg =0, then y(t) = (ag, X1, X2, ¢) satisfies a singular initial value problem with

linearisation

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
dy M_1 = — _
ot 3X1(0) -2 51+52 o =20 =2 gi‘Fgg Y
—1q 0 0 0

U,—Ugy
Ui1+Up?

det (kId — dyyM_1) = (k+21) k* > 0 for k > 0.

To recover the local solutions extending for [ < 0 from these solutions, we can send Uy — —Ujy and
apply the transformation (28). It is easy to verify from Proposition [A.8] that these solutions extend to
P O

at initial value yo = (1 — 2, f%alﬂl al,ﬂl). This has a unique solution once we fix yq, since

Remark 3.11. By setting 8, =0 in (Ql,@l)al g We obtain a local one-parameter family of instantons
i.e. solutions to [26) with ¢ =0, and for 1 > 0 these solutions have:

ap — aiP = 776%2 2L+ O(t*'1?) (33)
WUy +Uy)

where ai® denotes the abelian solution to [26) extending over the singular orbit of Pi_y .
Moreover, when | = 1, these solutions have:

6

1— —— 2_D2+0tt 34
s ailal —DE+0()  (34)

3
ap = — (@2 — Dt* + O(t") as = aq + 5

(U + Up)
As their proofs are similar, we will state the results for solutions extending over singular orbits S?
and S? without proof. The correct re-parametrisations, corresponding initial values 7o, and linearisations
dy,M_1 as in [FH17, Thm.4.7] can be found in Appendix Bl
The bundle P; extends uniquely over S$3, and we denote this extension Piq:

Proposition 3.12. In the neighbourhood of the singular orbit, solutions to 28) on Piq — T*S? are in a

two-parameter family (S, @)506 = (ag, a4, a_, (b)&x’ where ay = a1 + az, a_ = a; — ag. These solutions
satisfy:
9
ap=6+0(t*) ay=1+ (5(52 - 1) - x) 4+ 0"  a-=E+0(")  ¢=xt+O(t)

Remark 3.13. By setting x = 0 in (S,<I>)g o Wwe obtain a local one-parameter family of instantons i.e.
solutions to ([20) with ¢ =0, and we give some additional terms in the resulting power-series:

a0 = 4 E LN O) 0y =14 L1 EPFO) 0 =€+ ZE(-1+ ) + O
(3)

Finally, the bundle P; extends in exactly two ways over S% = SU(2)?/U(1) x SU(2), and we denote
these possible extensions Py 1q and P o:
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Proposition 3.14. In the neighbourhood of the singular orbit of Pp1a — O(—1) @ O(—1), solutions to
@8) are in a two-parameter family (R, ¥)_s = (ao,a1,az, @), 5, with:

5 1
ap=—1+e>+ 0" a1 = fﬁﬂ +O0@tY)  ax=1- §et2 +O0@Y) =6t +0(")
Proposition 3.15. In a neighbourhood of the singular orbit of Py o — O(—1) @ O(—1), solutions to (28]
are in a two-parameter family (R, \Il’)6/76/ := (ap, a1, as, ¢>e/,6/’ with:
ap =1+ O(t?) a; =€ + O(t?) as = O(t?%) =0 +0(t?)

Remark 3.16. On Py o, we have ay = —@6'6’152 + O(t*) once we fiz €', §'.

Having computed these two-parameter families of local solutions to the monopole equations (20]),
by uniqueness, we see that the following one-parameter families are the local solutions to the instanton
equations, i.e. (26]) with ¢ = 0:

Se = (8, )¢ g Rc:=(R,¥),_, R = (R, ¥, 0 = (@101, 4

For later reference, we have already computed some additional terms in the power-series of Sg, L in

)

@8, B3), B4). For the analysis of the family R/,, it will be more useful to first apply the transformaltion
([28), and then compute higher-order terms with respect to ([26]) with ug — —ug. To explain why, observe
that the instanton equations for a hypo-structure of type Z, i.e. ([26]) with ¢, vy vanishing, has at least
one of aj or as vanishing identically, and if both vanish we have the abelian solution. From the boundary
conditions of Propositions [A.3] [A7] which of a; or as must necessarily vanish will depend on how we
extend the bundle P; to the singular orbit: we have a; vanishing for Py 1q and P1_;; for [ > 0, while as
vanishes for P, o and P;_;; for [ <0.

However, we can always reduce our analysis to a single ODE system with, say, a; vanishing identically
by applying ([28)) to (26) and mapping ug — —ug: this is the same as pulling back these equations by the
diffeomorphism exchanging the factors of SU(2) in the SU(2)2-orbits on the total space of the bundle.
This has been previously explained for the solutions lal, and we can apply the same reasoning to the
family R/,: the caveat here is that if we exchange the factors on the singular orbit S2, then the bundle
Py and the Calabi-Yau structure on the principal orbits now extends over S% = SU(2)%/SU(2) x U(1)
rather than our convention S? = SU(2)%/U(1) x SU(2).

With this explained, let us denote Fp i the bundle obtained from P; ¢ by exchanging the factors
of SU(2)?, and pull back the local one-parameter family of invariant instantons R/, on P to a local
one-parameter family of invariant instantons on Py 1. Corollary [A.8 ensures that these solutions actually
extend to SU(2)?/SU(2) x U(1), and for later reference, we compute some higher order terms in the
power-series:

Lemma 3.17. In a neighbourhood of the singular orbit, solutions to [26) on Pp1 with ¢ = 0 are in a
one-parameter-family, pulled back via 28)) from the one-parameter family R., .
3

3
ag=—1-3 (% —1) 2 +0(th az =€ + ge' (? —1) ¢ +0(t") (36)

4 ODE Analysis

4.1 Solutions to the Instanton Equations

Using the description of solutions to (26) near the singular orbit, we will now describe the qualitative
behaviour of the solutions as we move away from this orbit. We will focus first on the case ¢ vanishes
i.e. instantons: in this case, the requirement of quadratic curvature decay in Lemma [3.7]is equivalent to
considering bounded solutions.

We will start with the smoothing T*S3. A single explicit solution to (26) on the smoothing was found
in [Oli16, Theorem 2]:

4

1
5 3)\(’03 - ’Uo) (37)

ap=¢=0 a1 = az =

given locally by the power-series S¢ in ([B5]) with £ = 0. We now show that this instanton actually lies in
a one-parameter family:

16



Theorem 4.1. Invariant instantons with quadratic curvature decay on Pq — T*S® are in a one-
parameter family Se, —1 <& <1, up to gauge. Moreover:

i) The isometry exchanging the factors of SU(2) on the principal orbits of T*S3 sends S¢ — S_¢, with
3 3
explicit fixed point Sy given by (BT).

(ii) S1 =A%, S_1 =45, and S¢, —1 < & < 1 are irreducible with lim;_,oo Se(t) = A,

Proof of Theorem[£.1] We will prove that the local solutions S¢ given by the power-series (B3] near the
singular orbit exist for all time if |£] < 1 and are otherwise unbounded.
First, we formulate (26]) with ¢ = 0 in terms of a1 = a1 + a2, a— = a3 — aa:

ao = folaya_ — ag) ay = fy(apa— —ay) a_ = f_(apay —a_) (38)

where we define:

4\ 3(’03 +’Uo)

for= 2 fi= o= Hemt0)
i

2\ 2\
As the functions fo, f4, f- are all strictly positive on (0, c0), the following lemma is immediate:

Lemma 4.2. Critical points of B8) for t € (0,00) are given by the following triples (ag, ay,a_):
(1,1,1) (1,-1,-1) (-1,1,-1) (-1,-1,1) (0,0,0)

Proof. This follows by a simple computation: note that these critical points are just the canonical con-
nection A°®® and the flat connections A}, A% under the symmetries ([27) and (28). O

We will define a subset S C R™ to be forward-invariant for an ODE system x = F (x,t) if a solution
x(t) contained in S at some non-singular initial time ¢*, must remain in S for all forward time ¢ > ¢* for
which the solution exists.

Lemma 4.3. The following sets in R® are forward-invariant for [B):
(0,00)° (0,1)° (1, 00"

Proof. (i) We bound a solutions (ag,a+,a—) lying in the quadrant (O,oo)3 with boundary ag = 0,
a+ =0, and a_— = 0. We can exclude the axes at intersections of these planes by local uniqueness
to ODEs, since (B8] has three families of solutions given by setting any two of (ag,at,a_) to be
identically zero.

At a9 =0,a4 > 0,a_ >0, a9 = foara_ > 0, with equality iff a; = 0 or a_ = 0. Since a solution
cannot hit any of the axes, this implies both are zero if a9 = 0, but since (0,0,0) is a critical
point, by uniqueness one cannot have this situation either, and hence the inequality is strict. This
implies a solution with ag > 0,a+ > 0,a— > 0 for some non-zero time cannot leave this region at
ap =0,a4+ > 0,a_ > 0.

One obtains the same result for a; and a_ by repeating the proof with permuted subscripts 0, 4, —.

(ii) We show that the boundary of the unit cube also bounds solutions lying inside it. By the symmetry
of permuting 0,4, —, and the previous result, it will be enough to show this for the top face of
the cube: i.e. prove that a solution with 1 > ag > 0,1 > ay > 0,1 > a_ > 0 cannot leave this
region via ag = 1,1 > a4 > 0,1 > a— > 0. We have, at a9 = 1,1 > ax > 0,1 > a_ > 0,
ap = fo(ata— —1) <0, with equality iff both a;. = a_ = 1. However since (1,1,1) is a critical
point for (B8], this cannot be the case, hence the inequality is strict, and we cannot have a solution
with 1 > a9 > 0,1 > ay > 0,1 > a_ > 0 leaving this region at ag = 1,1 > a4+ > 0,1 > a_ > 0,
arguing as before.

(iii) The proof that the quadrant (1, oo)3 bounded by the planes ag = 1, ayx = 1, and a_ = 1 goes almost
exactly as for the previous part of the lemma: at ag = 1,a4+ > 1,a— > 1, a9 = fo(ara— —1) >0
with equality iff both ay = a_ = 1, hence the inequality is strict, and we cannot have a solution
leaving this region via ag = 1,a4 > 1,a_ > 1.

([l
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Having established these results, we can immediately see from the local solutions Se in (B5) for some
sufficiently small non-zero time (ag,a,a-), € (0,1)% for 0 < € < 1, and (ap,a,a-), € (1,00)* for
1 < &, so we have a rough bound on the behaviour of our solutions as ¢t — co. However, we can use the
previous lemma to show an improved statement:

Lemma 4.4. The following sets in R® are forward-invariant for [B8):
(i) Sw :={(ag,a4,a-) €R3|ara_ >ag > 1,a0a— > ay > 1l,a0a4 >a_ > 1}
(i) So :={(ag,a+,a_) ER3|0<ara_ <ap<1,0<apa_ <ay <1,0 <apay <a_ <1}.

Proof. Given an ODE system x = F (x,t) in R", if one has a hypersurface h(x) = 0 such that Vh -
F (x,t) > 0, where V is the gradient of h, and “-” denotes the standard dot product on R™, then for
all time for which a smooth solution x(t) exists, it can only cross hypersurface h(x) = 0 in the same
direction as Vh.

In the case of (B8], we use the hypersurfaces {(ag,a+,a_) € R | ap = aya_}, {(ap,a4,a_) € R? |
a; = apa_}, and {(ag,ay,a_) €R3 | a_ = ayap}:

(i) Seo is the region in (1, 00)3 bounded by these three paraboloids, with triple intersection at (1,1, 1),
and intersecting pairwise along three line segments in R3. We can exclude the intersections: note
that {(ag,ay,a_) € [1,00)° | ay = aga_,a_ = apay} = {(ag,ay,a_) € [1,00)° | a_ = ay,a9 = 1}
which lies in the boundary of (1, oo)3 so using the previous lemma, and the symmetry of permuting
0,4+, —, it will be enough to prove that a solution contained in S, at some initial time, cannot
leave via {(ag, at,a_) € (0,00)° | ag = apa_}. We calculate for h = aya_ — ag, with ag > 1,a; >
l,a_ > 1:

Vh (a0, a4, a-)|,—o = (=1,a—,a4) - (folaya— —ao), f1(ava— —ay), f-(aoay — a-))|y o, 0
= a4+0a_— (er(a,Q — 1) =+ ff(a+2 — 1)) > 0

Repeating the proof with indices 0,4, — permuted gives the result for surfaces defined by aga_ —
a4+ =0 and apay — a_ = 0 respectively.

(ii) So is also bounded by these three paraboloids, but in (0, 1)3, Vh (as we have defined it) points
outward. As for the intersections, we can again exclude them, as before for (ag,a+,a—) € (0, 00)3,
but also for {(ag, ay,a_) € [0,1] | ay = apa_,a_ = apay} = {(ao,ay,a_) €[0,1° |ay = a_, a0 =
1} U {(ag,ay,a_) € [0,1]° | ay = a_ = 0}, which lies in the boundary of the unit cube. Now the
calculation is exactly the same as the previous part of the lemma, with 0 < ag < 1,0 < a4 < 1,0 <
a_ <1land h =aya_ — ag, giving Vh - (ao, a4,a—-)|,_, <O0.

O

Note that solutions (ag, ay,a—) to (B8) lying inside Sp, Soo have ag, a4, a— monotonic in t. We can
then use this fact to determine their asymptotic behaviour:

Lemma 4.5. A solution (ag,a+,a—) to B) lying inside Sy at some time t* > 0, exists for all forward
time t > t*, and is asymptotic as t — oo to (0,0,0). A solution (ag,a+,a—) lying inside S at some
time t* cannot be bounded for all t > t*.

Proof. We begin by looking at solutions lying in Sp. Forward-time existence and boundedness of these
solutions follows from the boundedness of Sy, and since ag,at,a_ are all (strictly) monotonically de-
creasing in Sp, the solution (ag, a+,a—) must have a limit lying in the closure. To determine that limit,
we reparameterize (38)) in terms of the variable s, as in the explicit solutions given by (I9):

0= 2 )
apg = —l(ara—- —a
0 L + 0
3
ay = w(aoa_ —ay) (39)
7’
PRI k) YR

21

In particular, by using (), one can check that Afy — Cy > 0 as s — oo for some strictly positive
constant Cp, and similarly A\fx — Cy > 0. If a solution (ag,a+,a—) to B9) lying in Sy does not have
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ara_ —ag — 0 as s — oo, then we get a contradiction: otherwise for s sufficiently large we can bound
ap above, away from 0. Said more explicitly, if we do not have aya_ — ag — 0, then we do not have
aop — 0, so for some constant C§ < 0, there exists s* > 0 such that ao(s) < C§ for all s > s*. Integrating
this inequality would give the contradiction ag — —o0 as s — oo, thus we must have aya_ — a9 — 0 as
5 — 00.

One then repeats this argument for a4 (s), to obtain that a solution in Sy must tend to a critical point
of this system in the closure of Sy as s — oo: either (0,0,0), or (1,1,1) by Lemma [£2 Since ag,a+,a—
are all strictly decreasing, we must have (ag,ay,a—) — (0,0,0).

Now we deal with solutions (ag, a+,a—) to (38) lying in Sw. These have ag, a4, a_ strictly increasing
as long as the solution exists, so again, if a solution is bounded and exists for all time, it must have
limit lying in the closure of S. Let us assume this is the case and derive a contradiction: since the
right-hand side of [BY)) has a limit as s — oo, this implies that (ag, G+, a—) must also have a limit. Since
Afo — Co > 0 we have, for a fixed constant Cj > 0, some S > 0 such that for all s > S5

ag > Cy(ayra— — ap)

and likewise for a4. As such, a bounded solution existing for all time cannot have simultaneously
ag,a4,a— — 0 as s — oo, since this would require (ag,a+,a—) — (1,1,1), which is impossible by the
monotonicity of ag,ay,a_. Therefore, at least one of ag, a4, a— must be bounded below away from 0 for
s sufficiently large, and hence the corresponding ag, a4, a— must be unbounded above as s — co. O

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 1} the first point is clear by applying the symmetry
outlined in ([28) to the local power-series of (ag, a, a,)g, i.e. (33), and noting that the fixed point £ = 0 is
the explicit solution (B7). For the rest, by using (B5]), one finds the flat connection (ag, a4,a-); = (1,1,1)
is a critical point, and:

ap — a—_aq = —% (€ -1) &2 +0o@th
_ g2
ay —apa_ =1—¢&* — % (52—1)t2+0(t4)
27

a— —atag =

-3 (€ -1 +0o@h

In particular, for non-zero ¢ sufficiently small, and 0 < £ < 1, we have (ag, a4, a_)g (t) € So, while for
1 <& we have (ag, a+,a-), (t) € Sw. Using the symmetry ([28) for { <0, Theorem E.T] follows. O

On O(—1)® O(—1) and O(—2,—2) there are multiple ways of extending the invariant bundle P; to
the singular orbit. The local solutions on each extension exhibit a slightly different behaviour:

Theorem 4.6. Invariant instantons with quadratic curvature decay on Py1qa — O(—1)® O(—1) are in a
one-parameter family R., € > 0, up to gauge. Moreover:

(i) Ry = A%, and R, are irreducible for e > 0.
(i) limyyeo Re(t) = A for e > 0.

Theorem 4.7. Invariant instantons with quadratic curvature decay on Py o — O(—1) ® O(—1) are in a
one-parameter family R.,, 0 < ¢ <1, up to gauge. Moreover:
(i) R} is abelian, R, = A%, and R., are irreducible for 0 < ¢’ < 1.
(ii) limyyoo RL/(8) = A for 0 < € < 1.

For insantons over O(—2,—2), we also split the statement of the theorem into two cases. The first
case is similar to the situation of Theorem [T

Theorem 4.8. Invariant instantons with quadratic curvature decay on Pi_;; — O(—=2,—-2) with 1 = 0,1,
are in a one-parameter family Qlal,O <o <1, up to gauge. Moreover:

(i) Qb is abelian, QY = A?, Ql = Ag, and Qlal are irreducible for 0 < a; < 1.

.o . l _ n
(ii) limgyoo @y, (1) = A for 0 <oy < 1.
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The second case exhibits a new phenomenon: now, the instantons appearing at the boundary of the
moduli-space of instantons with asymptotics A®®™ are not themselves flat, but are asymptotic to the flat
connection:

Theorem 4.9. Invariant instantons with quadratic curvature decay on P1_;; — O(—2,—-2) withl # 0,1,
are in a one-parameter family Qlal, 0 <a; <o for some o™ >0, up to gauge. Moreover:

(i) Qf are abelian, and Qlal are irreducible for 0 < oy < ™.

(11) hmt_mo Qlal (f) = Acan fO'I“ 0 S o) < alcrit7 hmt—>oo Qla;:rit (t) = A? fO'I“ I < 0; and hmt—>oo Qlafrit (t) =
A forl > 1.

Proof of Theorems[£.0, [1-7, [£.8 Most of what is required to prove these theorems boils down to studying
the qualitative behaviour of a single ODE system. We study solutions to (28] with ¢ =0, a; = 0:

. 4\ . 3

ag = oz (a%(ul — ug) + agu1 + uo) G2 = —5ras (ap+1) (40)
where we have a generic family of Calabi-Yau structures defined by hypo-structures of type Z, so that
uo, U1, i, A are non-degenerate solutions to hypo-evolution equations (I3). We consider forward-invariant
sets for this system, see also Fig. [l below:

Lemma 4.10. The following sets in R? are forward-invariant under ([@Q):
(i) Half-planes {(ao,az2) € R? | £as > 0}

(i) Roo := {(ap,a2) € R?|ag < —1,1 < as}

(iii) Ro = {(ap,a2) ER? | -1 < ag < 1,0 < ap < 1}

Proof. (i) Since there is always a non-trivial abelian solution (ag,0) to (@0]), by uniqueness a solution
hitting as = 0 at some time t* > 0 must be there for all time ¢ > 0. Furthermore, since the
symmetry (27) exchanges the upper/lower-half planes, we can reduce to the case of as > 0 in what
follows.

1) In the following, we will split the upper-half plane into four quadrants centred around the critica
ii) In the following ill split th half pl i f d d d th itical
point (—1,1), and look at the sign of ag along ap = —1 and as along ag = 1.

Since A > 0 for all t > 0, and az > 0 by assumption, the sign of a5 is the same as that of —(ag + 1),
and the sign of ag is the same as that of — ((a3 — 1)(u1 — ug) + (ap + 1)u1). Then ay > 0 for all
ag < —1. Since A > 0, solutions to the hypo equations (3] must have u; + g strictly increasing. In
addition we must have u = \/u? — u3 > 0 for all time ¢ > 0, so u; & ug must be strictly positive for
all time ¢ > 0, and hence also u;. Thus at ag = —1, we have that d¢ < 0 iff as > 1. Thus a solution
in R at some initial time ¢* > 0, cannot leave via either of its boundaries ag = —1 or as = 1, and
since the intersection (—1,1) is a critical point, the solution must remain in R for all time ¢ > ¢*.

(iii) As shown in the first part of the lemma, no solution can hit az = 0, the bottom of Ry, unless it
is contained in as = 0 for all time. From the proof of the second part of the lemma, we see that a

solution in Ry cannot exit Rg via. the top as = 1,a¢9 > —1 , or the side ag = —1,a2 < 1. All that
remains to show is that the side ap = 1, 1 > ay > 0 is bounding. This follows from the fact that
w1 & ug must be strictly positive, since at ag = 1, ag = fié ((a3(u1 — up) + u1 + ug) < 0.

O

These sets determine the behaviour of solutions lying inside them:

Lemma 4.11. A solution (ag,a2) to Q) lying inside Ro at initial time t* > 0 exists for all forward
time t > t*, and is asymptotic as t — oo to (0,0). A solution lying inside Roo at initial time t* > 0
cannot be bounded for all t > t*.

Proof. For the bounded set Ry, it is clear that solutions exist for all time, but it remains to prove their
asymptotic behaviour. Since as < 0 in Ry, as is strictly decreasing, and as it is bounded below, as must
have a limit a5 € [0,1) as t = oo. To get a limit for ag, notice that the first equation for the ODEs (@0),
together with hypo evolution equations ([3]), gives:

% (aop®) = =4 (a3(ur — uo) + o) (41)
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Written in integral form on the interval ¢ > t*, this is the equation:

ap(t) = f% <</tt 4\ (a3 (ur — o) + uo)) + ao(t*)u2(t*)) (42)

7 .

Since the hypo-structure A, u1, ug, p is asymptotically conical as a function of ¢t and a¢ bounded, as t — oo

H#2) gives:

2u0 (45— 1) + O™ ~ —a2

I . X
ag(t) ~ —t—4/ 4t (a3t> + (a5 — L)ug) ~ —a3 —
T
for some T > t* sufficiently large. Hence we also have a limit ag — —a3 as t — oo. Since as > 0,
integrating the second equation of (@) gives us, as t — oo:

t t
as(t) = as(T) exp (—/ i(ao + 1)) ~ az(T) exp ((dg - 1)/ i) = O3
T 2\ T 2t
where C' is some constant of integration. As as < 1, this implies as — 0, and thus also ag — 0.

Now we come to solutions lying in Ro. Since R is forward-invariant, and a solution lying in R
has @ > 0 for all finite ¢, the statement for finite ¢ follows directly from the previous lemmas. All that is
left is to prove that if a solution exists for all time in R, then it cannot be bounded. We will assume
that it is, and derive a contradiction:

If a solution is bounded, then since as is strictly increasing in R, a2 must have a limit as t — oo,
and as before, the integral formula ([@2), and the boundedness of ag gives that (ag, a2) must have a limit
lying on the curve ag = —a3. Since as is strictly increasing, we can bound as away from 1, thus for some
t large enough, we can also bound ag away from —1. Call this bound C, i.e. there exists 7', such that for
t > T we have ag < C < —1. Then we also have that:

) 3
as > *ﬁa2(c+ 1)
So by integrating this inequality, we get:

as(t) > as(T) exp (_%(C—i—l)/t %)

T

but the right-hand side grows to O(¢~ 3(c;l)) as t — 00, hence we have a contradiction. O

We now conclude the proof of Theorem 4.6l by applying our analysis above to the local power-series
R. of Proposition B.I4] with 6 = 0, so that (ao,a2), € Ro for € > 0 while (ag,a2), € Roo for e < 0 at
sufficiently small non-zero time. Taking € = 0 gives the flat connection (ag,az), = (—1,1), which is a
critical point of (@0).

Theorems @7 and ER also follow from what has been said. In the first case, in order to apply
the results of the previous lemmas, one must first pull-back the Calabi-Yau structure via the involution
ug — —ug by exchanging the factors of SU(2) on the principal orbits, which pulls back the local solutions
to solutions of the form (B6). These invariant instantons extend on the singular orbit SU(2)%/SU(2)x U (1)
rather than SU(2)%/U(1) x SU(2) as is our convention, but one can fix this by again applying the
involution lifted to the total space of the principal bundle i.e. (28)). Similarly for the latter case, to
consider [ = 0, one considers the local solutions on P ; for the original Calabi-Yau structure pulled-back
via the involution, and then applies the involution again on the total space of Py to get the result on
Pl,O-

With this in mind, we can apply our analysis to the local power-series (BG) and ([B4]). We see that
these situations are basically the same in terms of the gauge theory: up to invariant gauge transformation
(D), for some sufficiently small t* > 0, for 1 > € > 0 (resp. 1 > a; > 0) we have (ao, a2), (t*) € Ro
(resp. (ao,a2),,), while for ¢ > 1, we have (ag,az). (t*) € Roo (vesp. (ao,az2),, (t*)). We also see that
(a0, a2), (0) = (—1,0), hence by uniqueness (ag, az), must correspond to the abelian solution to [0), and
(ao,ag)l (O) = (—1,1). ([l

The proof for the remaining case of Theorem [0 requires slightly more care:

Proof of Theorem[{.9 We are again studying solutions to the ODE (@0). Looking at the local power-
series solutions in Proposition B.10, we see that they do not initially lie in the sets R or R covered
in our previous analysis. However, we will show that the only possibilities are that such solutions either
enter Ry or R in finite time, or are otherwise asymptotic to the flat connection AZ:
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Lemma 4.12. Let Ry := {(ag,a2) € R* | 1 > as > 0,a9 < —1}. A solution (ao,as) to @) lying in Rq
at initial time t* > 0 can remain in Ry for all forward time t > t* only if it is asymptotic to (—1,1) as
t — oo, and must otherwise enter one of Ro, Roo in finite time.

Proof. We have that, in R;:

4\ . 3
—E ((a%—l)(ul—uo)—i—(ao—i—l)ul) >0 agz—ﬁag (ap+1)>0

ag =

Hence, a solution lying in R can only leave in finite time via the boundaries {as = 1,49 < —1} or

{ag = =1,0 < ag < —1}, since (—1,1) is a critical point for Q). Since a5 is strictly positive on the first

boundary, and ag is strictly positive on the second, this proves that if a solution leaves R; in finite time,
it must actually leave the boundary and end up in the regions R, Ro respectively.

If a solution remains in R4 for all forward-time, then by monotonicity (ag, a2) has a limit lying in the

closure. The existence of a limit, combined with the integral formula ([@2]), gives that (ag,as) must also

tend to a point lying on the curve ag = —a3, which only intersects the closure of Ry at (—1,1). O
az
Roo
A3
R Ro
i Acan ag

Figure 1: Distinguished sets for (@), and possible asymptotics: the flat connection A} at (ag, az) = (—1,1)
and A" at (ag,a2) = (0,0).

We must also prove a comparison lemma for two solutions to (@), which will allow us to compare our
power-series solutions away from the singular orbit at ¢t = 0:

Lemma 4.13 (Forward-Comparison). Let (ag,az), (do,d2) be two solutions to @Q). If ao(t*) < ao(t*),
as(t*) > az2(t*) > 0, at initial time t* > 0, then ag(t) < ao(t), az(t) > az(t) > 0, for all forward time
t > t* for which these solutions exist.

Proof. Let t > t* > 0 be the first time for which the condition ag < ag, as > ao fails. By uniqueness of
solutions to ODEs, we cannot have both ao(t) = ao(t) and az(t) = az(t), hence we must have exactly one
of these. In the first case, at ¢:

. 4\
Go — Qg = —E((ag — a%)(ul —ug)) <0

but this implies ag(t**) — Go(t**) > 0 for some t* < t** < t, which contradicts ¢ being the first time the
condition fails. In the second case, at t:

: 3
Qg — Gy = — 2)\((0,07(10)(12 >0
but this implies a2 (t**) — a2(t**) < 0 for some t* < t** < ¢, which is again a contradiction. O

Another ingredient we will need is a slight improvement on the comparison lemma, restricted to
solutions lying in Rq:

Lemma 4.14 (Improved Comparison). Let (ag,az), (Go, Gz2) be two solutions to [@0), with ag(t*) < ao(t*),
az(t*) > az(t*) > 0, at some initial time t* > 0. Then ay — ag is strictly increasing ¥t > t* for which
(ao, a2) ( ) Rl .
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Proof. By the forward-comparison lemma, ag < ag, az > a2 > 0 for all time ¢ > t*, and by definition
(ap +1) < 0 for all time ¢t > ¢* such that (ag,as2) (t) € Ry. Rewriting as — az using (@0):

. : 3 . . .
ag — a9 = ﬁ(ag(aofa())ﬁ*((]Q*(lg)((loﬁ*l)) >0
for all such ¢, and hence as — a9 is strictly increasing in ¢ as claimed. [l

With these out the way, we are almost ready to prove the theorem. First of all, it is clear that the one-
parameter family Qfll of local solutions to the ODEs (40]) given by Proposition BI0 with 8, = 0, > 0,
are all contained in R, for some t* > 0 sufficiently small, and up to gauge transformation ([21) we can
assume this one-parameter family has a; > 0. The local solution with ; = 0 is clearly the abelian
solution by uniqueness.

If (ao, a2), = (ag,as) and (ag,az), = (af ,as ) are any two of these solutions, then near the singular
orbit:

ag _ aS‘, _ 6 (az . a’2) t2l + O(t2l+2)
LUy + Uy) (43)
a ’

as —ay = (a—ao )t + o)

So, by the forward-comparison lemma, if (ag, ag)al hits the boundary of Ry in finite time (and thus enters
it if &y > 0) then so does (ayg, ag)a; for all 0 < o < . Similarly, if (ao, ag)al hits the boundary of R
in finite time (and thus enters it), then so does (ao, ag)a;, for all @) > ay. By continuous dependence on
initial conditions for singular initial-value problems, these sets are disjoint open intervals in R>. Clearly,
the set oy € Rx( for which (ao, ag)al hits the boundary of R in finite time is non-empty since it contains
0, so to complete the theorem, we must prove:

1. There exists oy > 0 such that (ao, ag)al enters Roo in finite time.
2. There is at most one «; such that (ao, ag)al remains in R, for all time.

The latter statement follows directly from our improved forward-comparison lemma: if o > o’ then
ag(t) < ag (t),a3(t) > ag (t) for all t > 0, and dx®(t) — ag (t) > 0 when the solutions are in Rj.
However, if two distinct solutions lie in R4 for all time ¢ > 0, they must both be asymptotic as t — oo to
(—1,1) which would be a contradiction as ag — ag’ can be bounded below away from 0.

The former statement can be proved via a rescaling argument, which we state below as a proposition:

Proposition 4.15. Fiz [ > 1. Then 3oy > 0,t* > 0 such that (ag, az2),, (t*) € Roo, where (ag, az),, is
the one-parameter family of solutions Qfll to [ Q) near t =0 given in Proposition [0

Proof. As has been said previously, every local solution (ay, ag)al is contained in the region R, for small
t > 0. Since these solutions can only fail to exist for all forward time if they leave in finite time via R,
it suffices to consider the case that, for all «;, these solutions exist for all time.

We start by rescaling the Calabi-Yau structure along the fibre Co _o of O(—2,—2), by defining, for
some § > 0:

As(t) = ——= (u1) 5 (t) 7= ua (1) (44)

Near the singular orbit S? x S2%, we have the power-series expansions A\ = 3t + O(t3), u; = Uy + O(t?)
for some fixed Calabi-Yau structure, and hence, for fixed ¢, A\s(t) — 3¢, (u1)s(t) = Uy as § — o,

In terms of the rescaled Calabi-Yau structure, the instanton equations @) for (a§, a3) () = (ao, a2) (6t)
become the family of ODEs, parametrized by 0:

: 467\ . 3
i = 3 (a3((u1); — uo) +ag (u1); + uo) i3 = —5y-az(ag+1)  (45)
(u1)s — ug 3

One can always rescale the one-parameter family of (local) solutions (ao, az),, to @) to obtain solutions
to (@H) for fixed § > 0, but one can show that there is a one-parameter family of (local) solutions

10if we consider the the metric on O(—2, —2), rescaled by the diffeomorphism ¢+ §t, this rescaling is the adiabatic limit
as 6 — 0 of the product of the rescaled metric on the fibres and the two copies of CP! of fixed volume. See §.2for a similar
discussion.
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extending to the singular orbit for any § > 0. To verify this claim, we apply the boundary conditions
[A3 for extending an invariant connection to the singular orbit, which allows us to write a§ = t'=1 X3 for
some smooth XJ. The ODEs (@5) can now be written as the singular IVP:

. . ag+20—1

ag = O(t) X3 = *OTXES + O(t) (46)
which, for every § > 0, has a one-parameter family of solutions by fixing XJ(0) as some constant ;.
These solutions are determined by the local power-series:

a)=1—-20+0(t?) ay = mt'"” "+ O('Y) (47)

and by comparing the two power-series, it is clear that the rescaled solutions (ao, az2),, (6t) to (@5) for
any 6 > 0 have k; = oy~ L.
Meanwhile, for 6 = 0, ([@5)) can be solved explicitly:

ad =1-21 a9 = ryt! 1 (48)

We can always fix k; = 1 for this solution by a further rescaling of ¢, so as § — 0, a solution (ag, ag)
to ([5) has (ag, ag) (t) — (1 — 21, tlil). By assumption, for all § these solutions exist for all time, and
therefore we can always find 7 > 1, § < 1, such that (a,a3) (T) € Rec. If we set d(cy) such that
517! = qy, and take t* = T'§, then the solution (aq, ag)al to the instanton equations ([@0) can be rescaled
to a solution of (4H)), so it must satisfy (ao,az2),, (t*) € R for some q, sufficiently large. O

This concludes the proof of Theorem [£.9] in the case [ > 1. As before, one can consider the case [ < 0
in the same way, by first considering solutions for the pulled-back Calabi-Yau structure by exchanging
the factors of SU(2) on the underlying manifold, and then applying this diffeomorphism again on the
total space of the principal bundle. [l

4.2 Bubbling

Having described the one-parameter family R, of solutions to (26) on O(—1) & O(—1) in Theorem [4.6]
a natural question would be to ask about the behaviour of solutions as € — oco. We will show that
there is a familiar bubbling phenomenon in this setting: after a suitable rescaling of the metric, the
one-parameter family of Calabi-Yau instantons R. converge as € — oo to an anti-self-dual connection
along the co-dimension four calibrated singular orbit S?> = CP! ¢ O(—1) ® O(—1). We use this result
to obtain the expected removable-singularity statement, which says that as R, bubbles off this anti-self-
dual connection, if we do not perform this rescaling, it will uniformly converge on compact subsets of
O(—1)@O(—1)\ CP" to the instanton R} of Theorem E7, which extends smoothly over CP'. Recall that
the abelian instanton R}, is determined by the unique solution to the ODE ({0) on [0, c0) with ag = 0,
which has explicit form @I) with C' = —2, up = —1,u1(0) = 1.

Let us first discuss this rescaling in detail: as O(—1) @ O(—1) has the structure of a vector bundle,
fibre-wise multiplication equips it with an natural SU(2)2-equivariant action of R+q. Let s; denote the
corresponding R-action for some § > 0, i.e. the map fixing the singular orbit and sending ¢ — 0t on the
space of principal orbits. Pulling back the Riemannian metric g on O(—1) & O(—1) as given in ({I6]) by
Ss:

3= 0% (462 + 23 (") + 2 ur + o)y ((02)° + (@2)?)) + 2 (o), ((01)2 + (@)?)  (49)
where s, (u1 + up)s, and (u1 — ug), are defined as:

As(t) == @ (u1 +up)s (t) := W (w1 —ug)s () := (ur — uo) (0t) (50)

We will refer to the limit § — 0 as the adiabatic limit, and recall that here, ug = —1, and that A(¢) =
3t+0(t%), ur = 1+ 312+ O(t*) near t = 0, so As, (u1 =+ ug); have well-defined point-wise limits as § — 0.
Near the adiabatic limit, restricted to any finite distance from the singular orbit, s3g is approximated

by the metric 6%gr + g for some & sufficiently small, where gr denotes a lift of the Euclidian metric on
the fibre R* and gp denotes a round metric on the base S2. Here, the lift of the Euclidian metric on
R* to the fibres identifies %nse = u! — 2, v?, w? with the standard orthonormal basis of one-forms on
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S$3 ¢ R%, and v',w' as an orthonormal basis of one-forms for the singular orbit S?, viewed upstairs on
SU(2)? — SU(2)2/U(1) x SU(2).

One can always obtain a solution to the Calabi-Yau instanton equation (2 on the flat Calabi-Yau
3-fold C? by pulling-back any anti-self-dual connection on C? to C? = C? x C, so at least at the level of
tangent spaces, if we pull back some Calabi-Yau instanton by ss; on some sufficiently large neighbourhood
of CP' € O(—1) @ O(—1) in the adiabatic limit, there should appear an anti-self-dual connection pulled
back from the fibre. However, the fibre bundle O(—1) & O(—1) is non-trivial, so to make this a global
statement, one must first choose a connection on this bundle: we will see in the next lemma that this
connection will be forced onto us by the symmetries of the problem.

Lemma 4.16. Up to gauge and rescaling, there is a unique non-flat SU (2)2-invariant anti-self-dual
connection A4 on R*. A*4 has a unique lift A*4 to the fibres of O(—1) ® O(—1) as an SU(2)%-
invariant connection on Py 1q:

1
14 1¢2

Ansd = (B1® W —u')+ By ®v* + B3 ®w?) + By @ u' (51)
Proof. We first explain how to view the SU(2)%-invariant bundle Py 1q over O(—1) & O(—1) as a bundle
over the fibres: there is an obvious SU(2)%-equivariant U (1)-action on S x R*, viewed as SU(2) x H,
where SU(2)? acts on the left and U(1) on the right, and this U(1)-action induces the quotient map
q: 53 xRY - O(—1) ® O(—1). By definition of Py 4, its pull-back via g is also the pull-back of an
SU (2)-invariant bundle over R*, via the projection 7 : §% x R* — R* onto the second factor. Here, we
view R* as a co-homogeneity one manifold with group diagram {1} C SU(2) C SU(2), and define the
SU (2)-invariant SU(2)-bundle over R* by the homomorphism Id : SU(2) — SU(2), i.e. the singular
isotropy group SU(2) acts via the identity homomorphism on the fibre SU(2).

The canonical connection of Py 1q over the singular orbit S = SU(2)?/U(1) x SU(2) is just the
flat Maurer-Cartan form A%, and this clearly pulls back via ¢ over S% x R* as the canonical connection
(pulled-back via 7) on the singular orbit {0} = SU(2)/SU(2) of the SU(2)-invariant bundle over R*.
Using this choice of reference connection, a connection defined on ¢* P14 over S x R* descends to
O(—1) ® O(—-1) if and only if the corresponding adjoint-valued one-form is basic with respect to the
U(1)-action. Furthermore, the one-form u' is the unique SU(2)-invariant connection on the principal
U(1)-bundle S* — S2, and this induces connection on the associated vector bundle O(—1) & O(—1) —
S2. We can use this connection to project any (adjoint-valued) one-form on S® x R* to its semi-basic
component, and thus uniquely lift any U(1) x SU(2)-invariant SU(2)-connection over R* to a connection
over O(—1) & O(-1).

With this understood, we now describe the invariant anti-self-dual connection 424 over R*. Since the
SU (2)-invariant bundle is trivial restricted to the principal orbit S C R*, up to gauge transformation,
we can always put any SU(2)-invariant connection A on this bundle into the form:

A = OélEl ®u2 +042E2 ®’U2 +043E3 ®w2

for some «;(t) satisfying «;(0) = 1, so that this connection extends to the singular orbit as the canonical
connection.

The basis of self-dual forms (up to cyclically permuting u?, v?, w?) for the Euclidean metrid] can be
written as tdt Au? —t2v? Aw?, so the SU(2)-invariant anti-self-dual equations can be written as the ODE
system:

ta; = 204 + QOéjOék

where ijk are cyclic permutations of (123). Imposing the additional SU (2)—symmetr, we set ay =
a2 = a3, giving:

té = —2a + 2a* (52)

which has the explicit solution a = (1 + /<;t2)_1 for any « € R, and it is not hard to see that these are
the only solutions to (B2)) extending over the singular orbit. Clearly, this exists for all ¢ > 0 if and only

the slightly non-standard orientation convention here arises from the disparity between orientation conventions for (@)
and the SU(2)-action.

126ne can show, however, that the additional SU (2)-symmetry arises a-posteriori as a consequence of the general solution
to the SU(2)-invariant anti-self-dual equations extending to the singular orbit.
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if Kk > 0, and when k > 0 we can always fix the solution to have x = 1 by rescaling ¢. This defines the
connection:

1
A .= e (E1 @ u® + By ® v* + B3 @ w?) (53)
over R%. The extra symmetry ensures, implicitly, that 425 is U(1) x SU(2)-invariant, so it can be
uniquely lifted to the connection 4254 = Aasd _ (# — 1) E; ® u! as previously explained. O

With these preliminaries out of the way, we can now state the main theorem of this section:
Theorem 4.17. Let §(¢) = /2. Then, as ¢ — oo:
(1) spR(t) — A*d(t).
(ii) Re(t) = Ry(t) uniformly on compact subsets of (0,00).

Proof of Theorem [{.17 (i). We start by rewriting the instanton equations in terms of the rescaling (9],
and the lift from an invariant connection on the fibre as in the previous lemma. If we define (aj, a3) (t) =

(1522, ay) (6t), and consider some invariant connection A defined by (ag,az) (t), as in Proposition B2
then:

sEA(t) = ad(t) (B2 ® v + B3 @ w?) + ad(t) By @ (u? —ul) + By @ ul

Written in this way, the instanton equations Q) for (ag,as2) (t) becomes the following one-parameter
family of ODEs for (aj, a3) (t):

b= o () )+ o (- a?) d= e (-af)d G

(B4)) has a one-parameter family of solutions for each § > 0 by rescaling the family of solutions R, to
Q) and we now show that one still obtains a one-parameter family as § — 0. Considering the boundary
conditions Proposition [A7] for extending (ag, ag) to t = 0, we can write ag =1—t2X,, ag =1-1t2X,
for some smooth functions Xy, X5, so that, in a neighbourhood of ¢t = 0, (54)) becomes the well-defined
initial-value problem:

tXo = 2(Xo — X2) 4+ O(t?) tXy =2 (X — Xo) + O(t?) (55)

hence, once we fix the parameter k := X((0) = X2(0), the continuous dependence of ([B4]) on & gives
existence of a sufficiently small open neighbourhood of ¢ = 0 such that, for each § > 0, solutions to (4]
are in a one-parameter family. These are determined by the power-series:

ad =1—kt? +O(th) ay =1—wt* +O(t") (56)

Comparing with the power-series in PropositionB.I4lfor R, we see that the rescaled solutions (1_2“0 , ag) . (6t)
for § > 0 have k = §2¢/2, and so the family of solutions (ag,ag) exist for all time if k > 0, § > 0 by
Theorem (4.6

By continuity, the solutions must also exist for all time for k > 0 as § — 0, but as the resulting
equations:

ta§ =2 ((a9)” - af) ta9 = 2 (ao® — 1) a (57)

have the explicit solutions af = a) = (1 + f<at2)71 as in (B2)), this is already guaranteed.
We now set § () = v2ke~! for some given x > 0, which we can always fix to be 1 by a further

rescaling. By rescaling the family R. = (ao,a2), to the instanton equations ([@0), we get a solution
(af,a3) (t) = (1522, a2) _ (6t) to B4). As we have just shown, the solution has aj(t), a§(t) — (1 + t2)_1
as § — 0, hence siR(t) — A®d(¢). O

Remark 4.18. Since (1 + FLfQ)_l blows up in finite time if kK < 0, by keeping the freedom to vary k,
this rescaling argument can be used to show that local solutions of Theorem [{-6] with ¢ < 0 are not only
unbounded but blow up in finite time.
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Proof of Theorem [{.17 (i). Let (ao,a2), (t) = (af,a5) (t) denote the one-parameter family of solutions to
#0) corresponding to R.. Using the local power-series in Proposition BI4] it follows that a§(t*), a$(t*)
are both strictly monotonic (increasing and decreasing, respectively) functions of € > 0 for any fixed
t* > 0, since we can take some 0 < ¢t** < ¢* sufficiently small to compare the power-series for (ao, a2),
and (ao, az), at t** for any pair €, € by their first few terms, and then use the forward-comparison lemma
to recover monotonicity at t*. Since (ag,a2), (t) lies in the bounded set Ro for all ¢ > 0, € > 0, this
implies (ag, az), (t) converges point-wise on (0,00) as € — co.

Since a§(t) is strictly decreasing in t for all ¢ > 0, ¢ > 0, if we assume that the pointwise-limit
inf. a§(t*) for any fixed t* > 0 is non-zero, then we can use the inequality a§(t) > a$(t*) > inf. a5(t*) > 0
for all e > 0, t < t* to uniformly bound a§ away from zero on (0,t*) and derive a contradiction with
the first part of the main theorem. Explicitly, by part (i), for any € > 0, T > 0, Je(e,T) such that
Ve > €(g,T), the rescaled solution (ag,a2), (V2e~1T) satisfies |a§(v2e~1T) — (1 + T?)7!| < e. By the
assumption L := inf a$(t*) > 0, we can pick €, T such that 0 < ¢ < L — (1 +T?)~!, and then apply our

inequality to any € > max{e(e, T'), 2 (tZ)Q}

e<L—(1+T*)7" < as(V2eT)| = [(L+T2) 71| < Ja5(V2e~'T) — (14 T2)7"|

since v2¢~1T < t*. However, this demonstrates the existence of an € > ¢(g,T') such that the inequality
las(V2e=1T) — (1 +T?)71| < € fails, and hence we have a contradiction.

This previous discussion implies that a§ converges uniformly to zero on any compact interval contained
in (0, 00), and by using [I]) to express the derivative a§ purely in terms of a§ (up to some fixed functions
of t), we also get the uniform convergence of af on this interval. Now consider the initial value problem
defined by the ODE #Q) with (ao,a2) (t*) = (ao,a2), (t*) for some fixed initial time ¢* > 0: this has
unique solution (ag, az), (t) on (0,00), and continuous dependence on initial conditions guarantees that
the limit as € — oo is the unique solution to [@{) with az = 0, and ao(t*) = sup, a§(t*). Since this solution
must be contained in the closure of Ry, by Remark [B.9] this must be identified with Rj on (0, c0), the
unique solution to (@) bounded on (0, c0) with as = 0. O

Bubbling on O(-2,-2)

In the rest of this section, we will discuss bubbling phenomena for instantons on O(—2, —2): we will see
that the one-parameter families of Calabi-Yau instantons Qlal on O(—2,—2) can be understood, in an
appropriate adiabatic limit, as anti-self-dual instantons for the Eguchi-Hanson metric on the cotangent
bundle of CP', fibred along a co-dimension four calibrated sub-manifold CP* ¢ O(—2, —2). Although
this discussion is unnecessary for understanding the main results of this article, we include a brief sketch
of the details, omitting any explicit proofs.

First, recall that the Eguchi-Hanson metric is SU(2) x U(1)-invariant, and can be written on T*CP"\
CP! = R.g x SU(2)/ Zsy, up to scale, as:

Geh = dt? + p? ((1 — o Hu? o+ w2) (58)

where t > 0 is the radial geodesic arc-length extending over CP! at ¢t = 0, u, v, w are the basis of left-
invariant one-forms dual to Ey, Es, E3 on SU(2), and ¢(t) is the unique solution to ¢? = 1 — ¢~* on
[0,00) with ©(0) = 1.

One can show that, up to gauge, SU(2)-invariant anti-self-dual connections for the Eguchi-Hanson
metric are in | € Z~o one-parameter families Ai{ll, 0 < k <1, and these are additionally U (1)-invariant.
Written in the temporal gauge:

Ae}:l = ool @ u+ as (EQ Qv+ FE3® w) (59)

K

with coefficients g (t), aa(t), explicit up to a smooth change of variable ¢ — :
l AN :
l 2-1 2-1 21
a=—|1+k <p2 11—k —<p2 Qg = (60)
® p*+1 pr+1 1 (w _
—K
(7]
By considering the orbit of the one-parameter family Ai{‘l, 0 < k < 1 under constant (¢-independent)

invariant gauge transformations, these invariant families can be understood in terms of the moduli-
spaces of anti-self-dual connections for the Eguchi-Hanson metric constructed by Nakajima in [Nak90]:
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he shows, under certain assumptions, that connected components of the moduli-space are themselves a
copy of Eguchi-Hanson. In our invariant set-up, the parameter x corresponds to (a parametrisation of)
the radial parameter ¢, and these gauge orbits correspond to the orbits of the co-homogeneity one action
of SU(2) on T*CP*.

Observe that the moduli-space of invariant anti-self-dual connections Ai}jl behaves similarly to the
moduli-space of invariant Calabi-Yau instantons for the metrics on O(—2, —2) in Theorems[.8] k=0
is the unique abelian solution for each [, and at x = 1 there is a transition in the asymptotic behaviour of
Ai{‘l from the canonical connection (ag, az) = (0,0) to the flat connection (ag, a2) = (1,1). Any solutions
with k greater than this critical value become unbounded (at least here, in finite time), and only when
[ =1 are these critical solutions A‘ihl themselves flat.

If we pick overall scale for the family of metrics on O(—2,—2) such that one of the copies of
CP' ¢ O(-2,-2) has fixed volume U; — Uy = 1, and consider the rescaling s; as in @), (G0)
with 62 = %(Ul + Up), then one can show that by varying in this one-parameter family of metrics,
A = o1 —p% 2 (u1 +up)s — ¢?, and (u1 —ug)s — 1 in the adiabatic limit as § — 0. In other
words, near this adiabatic limit, the metric stg is approximated by a fibration §?gen + g5 of a rescaled
Eguchi-Hanson metric over a round metric on the base CP*, for some 0 sufficiently small.

With this established, the similarity between the moduli-spaces of instantons on O(—2, —2) and anti-
self-dual connections on Eguchi-Hanson is somewhat less mysterious: if one considers the one-parameter
family of instantons Q' , for a; = 1/rd' ! for some fixed, I > 0, x > 0, and pulls back via this rescaling,
it can furthermore be shown that s;Q., (t) — AS*(t) as § — 0 along the fixed-volume copy of CP! C
O(-2,-2).

Remark 4.19. Since the explicit solution @) blows up in finite time if k > 1, up to exchanging the copies
of CP! O(—2,-2), one can use this rescaling argument to show that the instantons Qlal for metrics on
O(—2,—2) with Uy £+ Uy sufficiently close to 0 must also blow up in finite time if oy is sufficiently large.

4.3 Solutions to the Monopole Equations

In this section, we analyse the qualitative behaviour of solutions to the monopole equations (26) with
non-zero Higgs field & away from the singular orbit. Assuming that the connection is not an instanton,
we first show that there are no solutions for O(—2,—2), or O(—1) @ O(—1) with quadratic curvature
decay:

Proposition 4.20. There are no irreducible invariant monopoles on O(—2,—2) or O(—1) & O(—1) with
quadratic curvature decay.

Proof. We look at solutions to the monopole equations (28] with vg = 0,v3 = p, i.e. for a hypo-structure
of type Z given by ([I2):

S
do = =5 ((a? + a3 = 1Juo — (a0 — aF + a3)us)
. 6
¢: ——a1a9
1
) 3 ( 1) g U1 — Yo & o
a1 = —\apn — a) —4Z——a
L= g\ ! wo
3
Qs = —ﬁ(ao +1)az — 2%‘1”5

Recall from Lemma[B7] that a weak condition for solutions (ag, a1, az, ¢) was to assume at least bounded-
ness of ag, a1, as. We will show that there are no such solutions to (Gl existing for all time: in particular,
we show that if a solution exists for all time with agp bounded and ¢ non-zero, then a; — a2 must have at
least exponential growth at infinity, provided certain initial conditions are satisfied. These initial condi-
tions will be satisfied by the local solutions extending to ¢ = 0 obtained in the previous propositions, up
to certain easily-verified symmetries:

Lemma 4.21. The following involutions are symmetries of ([@&1]):

(a05a1)a23¢) — (aO)_ala_aQa(b) (62)
(a0, ar,az, @) + (ao, —a1,az, —@) (63)
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We now find the set in which our solutions remain for all time:

Lemma 4.22. The set RY = {(ap,a1,a2,¢) € R* | a1 > 0 > az,¢ > 0} is forward-invariant under

@1).

Proof. We let t be the first time a solution (ag, a1, as, @) leaves RYL. However, none of the possibilities
for a solution to leave R}, can hold at ¢:

(i) a1 =0,a2 < 0,¢ > 0, since it implies a; > 0.
(ii) a2 =0,a1 > 0,¢ > 0, since it implies as < 0.

(iii) a1 = aa = 0, » > 0 coincides with the reducible solution a; = as = 0, which by uniqueness of
solutions implies this solution coincides with the reducible solution for all time.

(iv) Since ¢(tg) > 0 for some to < t, if we assume ¢(t) = 0, then by the mean value theorem ¢(t;) < 0
for some tg < t1 < t which implies a;(t1)az(t1) > 0.

O

Remark 4.23. Although we have shown explicitly from the ODEs that solutions preserve |¢| > 0, it
also follows more generally, since the function |®|% : M — R is sub-harmonic for any monopole (A, ®)
over an arbitrary Calabi-Yau 3-fold M. In the invariant co-homogeneity one setting, this implies that if
|®(t)|? = 0 for some t > 0, then it vanishes for all t by the mazimum principle.

We also prove that solutions lying in this set, if they exist for all time, are (exponentially) unbounded
as t — oo:

Lemma 4.24. If (ag,a1,a2,®) be a solution to (@I existing for all time t > t* with ag bounded, lying
in RL at initial time t*, then ai(t) — az(t) is unbounded as t — oc.

Proof. Since the CY-structure is AC, A ~ t as t — oo, hence %(ao +1) — 0 as t = oo by assumption.
We also have that “11[—“0 — 1 in the same limit. Since a; > 0 > as, then for every ¢ > 0, 3T > 0 such
that V¢ > T™ the following inequalities hold:

3 3

—(ap — 1)ay > —eay — —(ao+ 1)ag < —eaqy

2 2 (64)
_ U1 — Ug _ U1 — Ug

ag > —(1 —€)az a1 < —(1—e€)ay
Let T := max{t*,T*} for our fixed initial time t*, and ¢ := ¢(t*) > 0. Since ¢ is strictly increasing in
R, we have ¢(t) > ¢ for t > t*. Putting all our inequalities together on ¢ > T', we obtain the following:

a; — ag > (QQE — 6(2& + 1))(@1 — ag)

and if we choose € < #, then by integrating:

(20 +1)
a1 (t) — az(t) > (a1 (T) — az(T)) exp((t — T)¢)
O

This completes the proof the proposition, since in all cases, using the symmetries (62)), (63)), for the
power series solutions near the singular orbit, one can reduce to the case of the monopole lying in RE,
for some small initial time:

1. For local solutions (R’,¥’)_ 5 defined by Proposition BI5, since €,6" # 0 by assumption i.e. we
do not have an instanton, then up to symmetry one can assume €', 6" > 0. Hence (ao, a1, az, qﬁ)e,,é,
lies in RY.

2. For local solutions (Ql,(%l)al 8

symmetry one can assume a; < 0,8 > 0. Hence (ao, a1,a2,9),, 5, lies in RI,. This also covers
the case [ < 0, by exchanging the factors of SU(2) on the principal orbits, and considering the
Calabi-Yau structure on O(—2, —2) pulled-back via this diffeomorphism.

l defined by Proposition 310 since oy, d; # 0 by assumption, up to
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3. For local solutions (R, V), s defined by Proposition .14} since § # 0 by assumption, then up to
([63), one can also assume 0 > 0. While the image of a solution under (62) may not extend to the
singular orbit, existence of a bounded solution extending to the singular orbit would imply existence
of a bounded solution in RY, under the symmetry.

O

The existence of invariant monopoles on T*S3 was shown in [OIil6]: by restricting the monopole
equations to the R3-fibre over a point in S?, i.e. solving (28] with ag = 0, a; = ag, Oliveira constructed
a one-parameter family of invariant monopoles for 7*S3, first by considering the local solutions (S, ®) Ex
with ¢ = 0 of this system, and then applying PDE methods for invariant monopoles in R3. Due to a
computational error in [Olil6, Lemma 6, Appendix A], Oliveira did not consider local solutions (.S, @) £
with & non-zero, but we fix the resulting gap in the proof of the main theorem [Olil6, Theorem 1] by

imposing quadratic curvature decay:

Proposition 4.25. Invariant monopoles with quadratic curvature decay on Piq — T*S® are in a one-
parameter family (S,@)X =(5,9), v X >0, up to gauge. Moreover:

(i) limeoo (S, @), (t) = (A", @y ), where @y is a constant non-trivial Higgs field.
(i) (S, @)y = So where Sy is the instanton of Theorem [{.1}, with a trivial Higgs field.
Proof. We rewrite the monopole equations [26) with ay := a1 % as9:

) 4\
ap = — (aya— —ag)
W

Gy = W(QOL Cas)— 2.6
L
(65)
i 3(vs — vg)
a_ = %(G@G_ﬁ_ — a_) + 2a_¢

; 3 Loy 2 Lo 2

b= e ((§(a+ +a’)— 1) vo — 5(@r —a)vs
for p, A, vs, vy explicit solutions to the hypo-equations given in ([I9)), and recall from Lemma 3.7 that we
are interested in solutions with ag, a4, a—_,tpa,tda_ bounded. There are three parts to the proof:

1. Solutions to (GH) extending over the singular orbit with ag,a— # 0 are unbounded.

2. Solutions to (63)) with ag,a— = 0, which have local power-series (S, ®) £ Biven in Proposition [3.12]
for £ = 0, are bounded iff x > 0.

3. In this case, solutions with x > 0 have a; — 0, ¢ — ¢, as t — oo for some constant ¢, > 0, and
tat+¢ bounded. The solution with &, x = 0 is the explicit instanton ([B7) found in [Oli16].

To prove the first part, we will recall the symmetries 27) and (28) of the problem:

Lemma 4.26. The following involutions are symmetries of (6H]):

(a05a+aa*7¢) = (ao,*(]_h*a,,gb) (66)

(a05a+aa*7¢) = (70’050‘4*570’*5@5) (67)
We can also prove a strict monotonicity condition for ¢:

Lemma 4.27 (Monotonicity). A solution (ag,a,a—,$) to (63) with £¢(t*) > 0,+(t*) > 0 at some
initial time t* > 0, has £¢(t) > 0,£¢(t) > 0 for all t > t*.

Proof. We calculate:
&5’ = — (a3 (vs —wo) +a® (v3+10)) ¢
In particular, since ¢ # 0 for a, = a_ = 0, and (vs +vg) > 0 for t # 0, we have ¢ > 0 at é=0iff ¢ > 0.

Hence any critical point for ¢ must be minimum, and since d(t*) > 0, we must have ¢(t) > 0,p(t) > 0
for all ¢ > ¢*. The proof for ¢(t) < 0,¢(t) < 0 is similar. O
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Using this, we find a set that contains our solutions for all time:
Lemma 4.28. A solution (ag,a4,a—,¢) to ([@3) lying in SE = {(ap,ay,a_,¢9) € R* | ag > 0,a; >
0,a— > 0,%+¢ > 0} at some initial time t* with £¢(t*) > 0, remains there for all forward time t > t*.

Proof. Let t be the first time a solution (ag, a4 ,a_, ®) leaves S . However, none of the possibilities for
a solution to leave St can hold at ¢:

(i) ap =0,a— > 0,a4+ > 0, since it implies ag > 0. The same is true if we permute indices 0, +, —.

(ii) ay = 0,a— = 0,a¢ > 0, since then @, = a_ = 0. By local uniqueness and existence for ODEs,
from (GH), one sees that the solution must have ay = 0,a— = 0, at least for some small interval
(t —e,t + €). Again one obtains similar results by permuting indices.

(iii) ap = ay = a_ = 0 coincides with solution (0, 0,0, —31), where I = 4%, which is a solution to (G5
for any choice of initial condition ¢(t) for ¢ > 0.

(iv) ¢ = 0 is impossible by monotonicity.
O

We can now use monotonicity to bound ¢ away from zero, which will show that solutions in SE must
be unbounded as t — oo:

Lemma 4.29. A solution (ag,ar,a_, ) to @5) lying in SE with +¢ > 0 at some initial time t* > 0
cannot have ax bounded for all forward-time t > t*.

Proof. We start with the case SI. Since ayag > 0, we have the following inequality:

a > (2¢— W) a_

Since 3(%_:") — 0 and ¢ strictly increasing, then for fixed ¢*, 3T > t* such that vVt > T

3(vs — wo) )

Then, since a_ > 0, integrating the inequality for a_ gives:

a_(t) > a—(T)exp((t — T)¢)

The proof for S is almost identical, since now:

3
iy > <2¢ %ﬁ) a,

with ¢ < 0 monotonically decreasing and 3(”2%2”0) — 0. O

To complete the proof of the first part of the theorem, one only need apply this lemma to the power-
series solution (.5, (I))E N of Proposition B.121 Up to symmetry, we can take x,& > 0, so for some 0 < t*

sufficiently small, the solution (ao,a,a_,¢), . (t*) lies in ST with ¢(¢*) > 0, and hence we obtain that
these solutions are unbounded.
To prove the second and third parts of the theorem (cf. [OIi16l Theorem 1]), we need to prove local

solutions (.5, @),  With £ =0, i.e. solutions to the ODE:

b= (M55 0) o= (tes-mem)

£,x

have fixed asymptotics a1 — 0, ¢ — ¢, > 0 only in the case x > 0, and if x < 0 are these solutions are
unbounded as ¢t — oco. By uniqueness, the local solution with y = 0, £ = 0 is the instanton (7)) with
¢ = 0.

We first note that the sign of a4 is preserved by (€9), hence by using the gauge symmetry (G0) we
can always reduce to the case a; > 0 in the following. Assuming this, we can prove the existence of a
set in which solutions become unbounded:
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Lemma 4.30. Solutions to ([69) with ay > 0,¢ < 0,6 < 0 at some initial time t* > 0, cannot have a4
bounded for all forward-time t > t*.

Proof. This proceeds almost identically to the proof of Proposition[£29 only now we have the inequality
([68)) is an equality. Again we have ¢ < 0 monotonically decreasing by Lemma 27 and integrating the
inequality for a4 in terms of ¢(¢*), we have that there exists T > ¢*, such that for all t > T

at(t) 2 ap(T) exp(—(t — T)¢(t"))
(|

We also prove the existence of a set in which solutions are bounded for all time, and have the desired
asymptotics:

Lemma 4.31. Solutions to [©9) with ar > 0,¢ > O,Q.ﬁ > 0 at some initial time t*, are bounded for all
t > t*, and have (at,®) = (0,¢y) ast — oo, for some constant ¢, > 0. Moreover, tai¢ is bounded for
all t > t*.

Proof. We already have lower bounds for ay and ¢. We now prove an upper bound for ¢: we have
] 3’Uo

the inequality ¢ < — 2 and hence by integrating ¢ must be bounded above. Since ¢ is also strictly

increasing, this implies the existence of a limit ¢ — ¢, > 0 as t — 0.

. 3(v3+vo)
For a., since i

Integrating this, we get:

> 0, and ¢ > 0 strictly increasing, we have the inequality a+ < —2a4¢(t*).

0 < a4 (t) < ar () exp(=2(t — )6 ("))
giving us the required asymptotics for ay, topa . O

The final two parts of the proof of the Theorem .25 are now immediate, since local solution (S, @)01 N
to ([@J) given by Proposition BI2 with £ = 0, x < 0 satisfies the conditions of Lemma 30, while for
x > 0 they satisfy the conditions of Lemma [£3T] O

A Extending invariant bundle data to the singular orbit

By considering SU (2)2-invariant instantons and monopoles on the space of principal orbits, we obtained
ordinary differential equations depending on geodesic parameter ¢ € R~g. In this appendix, we check the
boundary conditions for these data to extend smoothly to the singular orbits at ¢t = 0.

First, in a general setting for extending homogeneous bundles over the principal orbits of co-homogeneity
one manifolds to the singular orbits, we let M denote a co-homogeneity one manifold with group diagram
H c H' C K, and H'-representation V, and let the structure group be denoted G. Any K-invariant
G-bundle P over M must be of the form Py = K xpg (V x G) for some homomorphism A : H — G,
which we denote the singular homomorphism. It is not difficult to see that P, restricted to a principal
orbit K/H is a homogeneous bundle K x g G, where H acts on G via group homomorphism A| .

Focusing on the case of SU(2)2-invariant SU(2)-bundles over the co-homogeneity one manifolds 753,
O(-1) ® O(-1), and O (—2,-2), let us describe and classify the possible extensions of homogeneous
bundles in this way. Recall from §3.1] that homogeneous bundles P, over the principal orbits are classified
by the integer n, and an additional j € Zy in the case of homogeneous bundles P, ; over the principal
orbit of O (-2, —2):

Proposition A.1. Up to equivariant isomorphism, the SU(2)?-invariant SU(2)-bundles extending Py,
P, ; to the singular orbit are given by:

(i) Extending over S® = SU(2)?/ASU(2): Py, Py extend to Pia, Po defined by singular homomorphisms
Id, 0 respectively.

(ii) Extending over S? = SU(2)?/U(1) x SU(2): P, extends to P, o defined by singular homomorphism
(" x 0 for all n, and Py also extends to Py 1q defined by singular homomorphism (° x 1d.

(iii) Extending over S? = SU(2)?/SU(2) x U(1): P, extends to Py, defined by singular homomorphism
0 x /™ for all n, and Py also extends to P, defined by singular homomorphism Id x 0.

(iv) Eztending over S* x S? = SU(2)?/U(1)?: P, ; extends to P, ,, defined by singular homomorphism

dx o™, where l +m =n, and either j = mmod?2 or j = lmod2.
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where Id, 0 : SU(2) — SU(2) denote the identity and the trivial homomorphism respectively, and "
denotes the n*"-power of the diagonal embedding v : U(1) < SU(2).

Proof. The first two parts of the proposition follow directly from the previous discussion, and the group
diagrams AU(1) € ASU(2) C SU(2)?, and AU(1) C U(1) x SU(2) c SU(2)? for T*S? and O(—1) ®
O(—1), respectively. The third part follows via exchanging the factors of SU(2)? for O(—1) ® O(—-1), i.e.
writing the group diagram as AU(1) C SU(2) x U(1) C SU(2)%.

The group diagram for O (=2, —2) is given by Ko o C U(1)? C SU(2)?, so the singular homomor-
phisms are classified by a pair of integers (I, m):

) ) il01+imb2
(e, e%) = (e 0 e—ilélo—imég) (70)
where principal isotropy group Ko _o is uniquely defined as the kernel of (TQ) with (I,m) = (2, —2). One
can realise the isomorphism Ky o & AU(1) x Zs C U(1)? in exactly two ways, either with Zy C U(1)?
defined as the subgroup generated by (e2™,e'™) or Zy C U(1)? defined as the subgroup generated by
(€™, e2™), equivalent up to the automorphism exchanging the factors of U(1) € U(1)2. The first of
these isomorphisms is given by Ko o 3 (€01, ¢%02) i (1 €1 (e217 ¢¥(02=01)) € AU(1) x Zg, and if we

re-write ([T0) as:
0 0 610271'01 0 m e’L(ler)Gl 0
w01 w02
(e, e”?) 0 e—i02+i01 0 e—i(l+m)0:

and fix the Z-generator (e*™,e'™), then ([Z0) restricts to AU(1) x Zg C U(1)? as the homomorphism
[22) with j = mmod2 and [ +m = n. By exchanging the factors of U (1) C U(1)?, which also exchanges
(I,m) in (Z0), we get the homomorphism 22 with j = Imod2 and [ + m = n. O

With a little extra work, the following proposition can also be seen from the previous discussion:

Proposition A.2. Any SU(2)2-invariant SO(3)-bundle over O(—1) ® O(—1), T*S® or O(-2,-2) ad-
mitting irreducible invariant connections has a lift to an SU(2)?-invariant SU(2)-bundle.

Proof. By definition, an invariant SO(3)-bundle lifts if the singular homomorphism lifts. On the other
hand, to admit irreducible invariant connections, the invariant SO(3)-bundle restricted to the space of
principal orbits must lift to the invariant SU(2)-bundle P; i.e. if we denote the principal isotropy group
by H, the homomorphism H — SO(3) lifts to the homomorphism H — SU(2) given by 22)) with n = 1.
The statement for 752 and O (—1) ® O (—1) is then immediate from Proposition [ATl

As for O (=2, —2), the SO(3)-bundles are classified by the singular homomorphisms U(1)? — SO(2) C
SO(3):

1 0 0
(e e2) s | 0 cos (101 +mby)  sin (1) + mby) (71)
0 —sin(lf; +mby) cos (107 +mbs)

which lift to the SU(2)-homomorphism (70) when [, m are both even. By the assumption of irreducibility,
we require [ + m = 2, so it suffices to consider the case where [, m are also both odd. Restricted to
Ks 5 C U(1)?, this gives:

- 10 0\ /1 0 0
(e® ) s [0 -1 0 0 cos(261) sin(26y) (72)
0 0 -1 0 —sin(260;) cos(26y)

up to the automorphism exchanging the factors of U(1) C U(1)% Recall from Remark 1] that both
(e, e?™), (e*™ e'™) € Ky _o act trivially on the tangent space of the principal orbits of O (—2,—2),
but one of (i, e%™), (e2™ ¢™) acts non-trivially on s0(3) by (72)), and so every invariant so(3)-valued
connection one-form on the principal orbit can only take values in the set of fixed-points u(1) C so(3)
and must therefore be reducible. O

If there is a lift of the invariant SO(3)-bundle, then clearly any invariant connection or Higgs field
can also be lifted. Consequentially, in the irreducible case, the invariant gauge theory can also be lifted.
Returning now to the invariant SU(2)-bundles Py in Proposition [A.J] we seek to describe the condi-
tions for extending SU (2)?-invariant connections on Py and sections of the adjoint bundle Q° (AdPy) over
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the singular orbit. For any SU(2)?-invariant connection A, it will suffice to describe the conditions for ex-
tending SU (2)%invariant adjoint-valued one-forms Q'(Ad Py ), since we can use the canonical connection
dX of Py over the singular orbit as an SU(2)2-invariant reference connection to write A—d\ € Q' (AdPy).

Observe that an SU(2)%-invariant section of AdPy can be identified with an H’-equivariant map
V — su(2), where (H',V) are the singular isotropy groups and their representations as above. Similarly,
an SU(2)%invariant element of Q'(AdPy) is determined by an H'-equivariant map L : V — su(2) ®
(V* @ p*), where p* is the space of left-invariant one-forms on the singular orbit SU(2)?/H’, and H’,
A (H') act via the adjoint on p*, su(2) respectively.

In order to calculate these extension conditions, we apply a similar analysis as in [EW00, Lemma 1.1]
applied to SU(2)2-invariant adjoint-valued forms, c.f. [LOI8]. The general procedure is as follows: by
evaluating at some non-zero vy € V, H’-equivariant homogeneous polynomial maps L : V — su(2) ®
(V* @ p*) (respectively L : V' — su(2) for zero-forms) give splitting of the vector-space of AU (1)-invariant
adjoint-valued forms, indexed by the associated polynomial degree. Any SU (2)2-invariant adjoint-valued
form, away from 0 € V, can be written as the sum of AU (1)-invariant adjoint-valued forms

We now summarise the extension conditions for SU(2)?-invariant elements of Q°(AdPy), and SU(2)3-
invariant connections in the temporal gauge, as obtained in Proposition 3.2, focusing on the case that
the bundle P, restricts to the homogeneous bundle P; over the principal orbit. We adopt the notation
of writing invariant adjoint-valued one forms I, Ji, I, Jo as in (25):

L:=E v +Es@uw Ji=E3®v' —E®uw'
I := By @ v* + F3 @ w? Jy = B3 ®v* — By ® w?

Proposition A.3. An invariant connection A on P, with | +m = 1, extends to the singular orbit
5% x §? = SU(2)2/U(1>2 ’Lf and only ZfA =a1l1 + b1 J1 + asls + bads + agE1 @ u™ + (l + m)E1 X ’LLJF,
with ag(0) =1 —m, ag even, and the following cases:

(i) If1 > 1, then a1,b1 must be of degree | — 1 and aa,bs of degree |
(ii) If m > 1, then a1,b; must be of degree m and as,bs of degree m — 1.

Proposition A.4. An invariant section ® of AdP, ,, with | + m = 1 extends to the singular orbit
52 x 82 = SU(2)?/U(1)? if and only if ® = ¢E1 with ¢ even.

Proposition A.5. An invariant connection A on Pq extends to the singular orbit S* = SU(2)?/ASU(2)
if an only if A = ayly + b1Jy + asls + baJo + agEy @ u™ + By @ ut with ay, as, ag even, by, by odd,
b1(0) = =b5(0), a1(0) — a2(0) = ag(0), and a1(0) + a2(0) = 1.

Proposition A.6. An invariant section ® of AdPiy extends to the singular orbit S* = SU(2)?/ASU(2)
if and only if ® = ¢F, with ¢ odd.

Proposition A.7. An invariant connection A on Py 1a, P10 extends to the singular orbit S* = SU(2)?/U(1)x
SU(2) iff:

(1) On PO,Id; A = a1]1 + bljl + a2]2 + b2J2 + a0E1 X u- + E1 & ’(,LJr with ai, az, ag bl, b2 even,
a1(0) = by (0) = by(0) = 0, az(0) = —an(0) = 1, and all(0) + 2a%(0) = b(0) = 0.

(2) On PLO’ A= 0,1[1 + bljl + (IQIQ + bQJQ + a0E1 X u- + nE1 & ’(,LJr with ai, bl, as, bg, ap even,
GQ(O) == bQ(O) = 0, ao(O) =1.

By exchanging the factors of SU(2) C SU(2)? in Proposition [A77] we also obtain the following
corollary:

Corollary A.8. An invariant connection A on Piqo and Py extends to the singular orbit S? =
SU(2)?/SU(2) x U(1) if and only if:

(1) On Pao, A = a1lh + biJi + asls + boJo + agE1 @ u™ + By @ ut with a1, a2, ap b1, ba even,
03(0) = bs(0) = by (0) = 0, a1(0) = ag(0) = 1, and a(0) — 2a/(0) = b(0) = 0.

(2) On Poy, A = a1y + biJh + asls + by + agE1 @ u™ + By @ ut with ay, by, az, be, ag even,
a1(0) = b1(0) = 0, and ao(0) = —1.

Proposition A.9. An invariant section ® of AdPy1a, AdPio extends to the singular orbit S* =
SU(2)?/U(1) x SU(2) if and only if:
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(1) On Py1a, ® = ¢E1 with ¢ even, and ¢(0) = 0.
(2) On P, ® = ¢pE; with ¢ even.

In the remainder of this section, we will explicitly prove [A.3] and [AL4l we omit details of the others,
since these are proved similarly.

Proof of [A_3. We first calculate the boundary extension conditions for invariant sections of Q! (AdP, ;).
Here, denote g = su(2), p = (V1 W V2 W?2), and V the tangent space of the fibre Ca _2, spanned by
the Cartesian coordinate vector fields %, %. Clearly p @V is a U(1)2-invariant splitting of the tangent
space of O (—2,—2), and as U(1)?-representations:

9= (E1)® (B2, E3) XRBCooy,  p=V L, WH(VEW?)2Cop®Coa V=Csy_o (73)
while as AU(1) x Zo-representationd™:
g = (E1) ® (B2, E3) 2 R® Ca(4m) p=VLWHe(VEWw?)=CyaC, V = R? (74)

Recall that, since | +m = 1, the of AU(1) X Zg-invariant adjoint-valued one-forms in g ® (V* @ p*) is
spanned by the real and imaginary parts of Fy ® (daco + idacl), (B2 +iFE5) ® (U1 — iwl) ,(Ea+iE3) ®
(v2 — iw2). To apply the power-series analysis of [EW00, Lemma 1.1}, we use (73] to look for a basis in
terms of U(1)?-equivariant homogeneous polynomials p: V — g ® (V* @ p*), evaluated at 1 € V = C.

First assume [ > 0. By making the identification of the fibre Cartesian coordinate one-forms dz® = dt
and dz! = 3tn*¢ = 4tu~ along y(t) = (1,1,t) € SU(2)? x C, and by taking real and imaginary parts, we
obtain the following splitting:

degree | polynomial p(z) | evaluation at z = 1
1 2B @ (d2° + ida?) By @dt, By @ 4t~

=1 | 27N (Ba+iE3) @ (vl —iw') | B, @0 + Bs@w', —E; @ w! + B3 @ v!
l 2By +iE3) ® (vV2 —iw?) | B2 ®@0? + B3 @ w?, —F> ® w? 4+ E3 ® v?

We can recover the case [ < 0 by exchanging P, ,,, — P, 1, since clearly, the polynomials of degree [ — 1
and [ are exchanged by map.

We now apply this calculation to invariant connection A of the proposition: the canonical connection
d\ on P, is given by d\ = [F; @ u! + mE; ® u?, so writing the SU(2)?-invariant connection A as an
invariant section A — d\ € Q! (AdP,,,,), we get:

A—d\=a1(By @ v' + Bs@w') + b1 (B3 @ v — By @ w')
+ az(Ey @ v* + B3 @ w?) + ba(E3 @ v* — By @ w?) + (ag — 21+ 1)E; @ u™

So if I > 0, we require ag(0) = 2l — 1, ag be even, ay, by to have degree | — 1 and as, bs to have degree [
to extend A. Again, one gets the corresponding claim for I < 0 by exchanging the factors of SU(2). O

Proof of[A7]. The degree of a function appearing as the coefficient of an SU(2)?-invariant element in
Q% (AdP, ;) on the principal orbits is determined by a U(1)?-equivariant homogeneous polynomial from
V= (C21,2 to g= <E1> D <E2, E3> ~ R D (Cglﬁgm.

When [ + m = 1, there is a single degree zero polynomial given by the constant map Fp, so the
invariant section ® = ¢1 F; must have ¢, even. O

B Singular Initial Value Problems

For use in the following proof, we note that the Calabi-Yau structure on T*S? is given by (), and we
compute the power-series near t = 0 of the following expressions:

4\ 2 3(’()3 —’Uo) 1 3(1}3 +U0) 9 3
I t+ ®) 2\ t+ ®) 2\ 4+ )
3vg 1 3 9 3vg 1 3 9
12 2t2+2+ () 12 2t2+4+ ()

L3note the factor of Zs in Ka_2 = AU(1) x Z2 does not appear in the representation theory, as it always acts trivially on
the tangent space and the Lie algebra of the gauge group.
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Proof of Proposition[312. Let (ag,a1,az,¢) be a solution to 8) on T*S93. Using Prop. [AH define
smooth functions a_, A;,9 such that a; —as = a_, a1 +az = 1 +t?A,, ¢ = tp. Then y(t) =
(ap, ¥, Ay, a_) must satisfy a singular initial value problem with linearisation:

-1 0 0 1
0o -1 -1 %
2 -2 2 %
2 0 0 -2

dyoM—l =

at initial value yo = (5, %(52 -1) - X,&,x) for some &, x € R. This initial value problem has a unique
solution once we fix yo, since det(kId — d,,M_y) = (k + 3)* k2. O

For use in the following proofs, we note that the Calabi-Yau structure on O(—1) @ O(—1) is given by
([I8) with U; = —Uy = —uo = 1, and the power-series of A, w1, p near ¢ = 0 satisfy:
3 3
At) = St + o(t%) up =1+ 5152 + O(t*) 1= V3t + Ot
Proof of Propositions [313. Let (ao, a1, az, @) be a solution to 26) on O(—1) & O(—1). Using Prop.
for extending on P o, y(t) = (ao, a1, az, ¢) satisfies a singular initial value problem with linearisation:

-2 0 0 0
Y 0 0 0 —2V3¢
voi-1 = | e g 0 —L§
73
0 0 0 -2

at initial value yo = (1,€,0,4’) for some €, € R. This initial value problem has a unique solution once
we fix yo, since det(kId — dy, M_1) = (k + 2)* k2. 0

Proof of Proposition [3.14) Let (ao,a1, a2, $) be a solution to 28) on O(—1) @ O(—1). Using Prop.
for extending on Py 14, we define smooth functions X, X1, X2, such that ag = —1 + Xy, a1 = t? X7,
az = 1+t2Xy, and ¢ = t%p. Then y(t) = (Xo, X1, X2,) satisfies a singular initial value problem with
linearisation:

-4 0 0 -8
0 -2 -2v3 0
dpMa=1q9 _4 4
V3
-1 0 0 —2
at initial value yo = (e, —%5, —%6, 6). This initial value problem has a unique solution once we fix yo,
since det(kId — dy,M_1) = (k +6)* k2. O
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