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LIMITING CONFIGURATIONS FOR THE SU(1,2) HITCHIN EQUATION

XUESEN Na

Abstract

We study the limiting behavior of the solutions /4, of the Hitchin’s equation
associated with a family of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundles (L, F, 73, ty) on a com-
pact connected Riemann surface X as + — oo under the assumption that the
quadratic differential g = 8 - y have simple zeros at D. The spectral data of the
SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (L, F, 8,) can be represented by a Hecke modification
of V = L72Ky @ LKx. We show by a gluing construction that after appropriate
rescaling, the limit is given by a metric on V singular at D, induced by harmonic
metrics adapted to parabolic structures on L and on Ky at D. We give rules to
determine the parabolic weights of the limit.

1. Introduction

Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface of genus g > 2 with a Kéhler
form w with fx w = 2n. Let (E, hp) be a rank r holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle
and ® € Q'9(End(E)). The Hitchin’s self-duality equation is an equation of the pair
(A, D):

INS(Fp +[PAD ) =p, 0, =0
with u = deg(E)/r, A an hp-unitary connection, ®* the hg-adjoint of ®. This is
equivalent to the Hermitian- Yang-Mills equation

iAy(Fy, + [ A D™]) = 4

with V;, Chern connection of 4. It was studied by Hitchin [Hit87] as dimension reduc-
tion of the self-dual Yang-Mills equation. Together with the work Simpson [Sim88],
the gauge-theoretic moduli space of its irreducible solutions M, called Hitchin mod-
uli space, is identified with the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles (E, ®). The rich
structures on M build bridges between the fields of algebraic geometry, symplectic
geometry and topology.

An important feature of M is the Hitchin map Hit : M — 8B given by taking
the characteristic polynomial of ®. The space of coefficients 8 = @j HO(X, K)é) is
a finite dimensional vector space. Equivalently 8 parametrizes the space of spectral
curves: for b € B, the curve X, C |Kx| may be viewed as marking eigenvalues of ®.
It is given by divisor det(d — p*®) of p*K} where p : |[Kx| — X is the projection and
A € p*Kx is the tautological section. For generic choice of b € B, %, is smooth.

The Hitchin moduli space M is not compact. As a consequence of Uhlenbeck’s
weak compactness, both ||®||;» and the Hitchin map are proper (see proofs in [Wen16]).
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A sequence (E;, ®;) on M escapes to infinity only if [|®}]|;= — oo and Hit(®;) — oo
on $B. It is an interesting problem to study the limiting behavior of the family of sta-
ble Higgs bundles (E, r®) as t — oco. Gaiotto-Moore-Netizkhe [GMN10] conjectured
that as radial variable + — oo on the Hitchin base, the natural hyperkihler metric —
the Hitchin metric on M is asymptotic to a semi-flat metric, constructed from the
special Kihler structure on 8. Inspired by this work, Mazzeo-Swoboda-Weill-Witt
[MSWW16] studied the above family for rank-two Higgs bundles where the qua-
dratic differential det @ has simple zeros. This condition is equivalent to the spectral
curve being smooth. In particular they constructed solutions /. called limiting con-
figurations which solve the decoupled version of the Hitchin’s equation

Fg =0, [DAD"]=0

where L it the trace-free part. They then showed that for each A there is a fam-
ily (E, t®) whose Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric &, converge in C* sense to it, away
from the zeros of det ®. Fredrickson [Frel8] extended the convergence result to ar-
bitrary rank with smooth spectral curve. Mochizuki [Moc16] obtained similar con-
vergence (after appropriate rescaling) more generally for any rank-two Higgs bundle
with generically semisimple Higgs field.

The situation of limiting behaviors in higher rank with a singular spectral curve
is more complicated and largely unexplored. The choice of the real form SU(1,2) of
the complex Lie group SL(3, C) thus provides a natural next step in this direction. In
generic case, its spectral curve is reduced with two irreducible components meeting at
nodal singularities and the form of the Higgs field is more restrained than the general
SL(3, C)-Higgs bundle with same spectral curve.

An SU(1,2) Higgs bundle is given by a triple (F, 3, ), or equivalently an SL(3, C)-
Higgs bundle of the form

_ _(0 B
(1 (E_LeaF,cD_(y 0))

where L = det F*, g = yo 8 € H'(X, K)Z() is a quadratic differential and the spectral
curve X is given by the divisor Z(A(22 - q)) on |Kx|. We assume all zeros of g are
simple and let D = p; + ...+ p4g_4 be the zero divisor. Therefore X has 4g — 4 simple
nodes. The goal of this article is to study the limiting behavior of the Hermitian-
Yang-Mills metric &, for such a family (F, 18, ty) of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle as

t — oo.

In order to describe the SU(1,2) limiting configuration, we need a good description
of the Hitchin fiber of the Hitchin map Msua2 — Bsuaz = HY(X, K3). This is
provided by the author in [Na21]]: with L and ¢ fixed, the data in (F, 8,7) is equivalent
to a holomorphic Hecke modification of L~2Ky @ LKy at D: an injective map of Ox-
modules ¢ : F — L™2Ky & Ky isomorphic over X — D. Solutions /., of the decoupled
equation has the form

heo =" (h?hg ® hph)

with hg resp. hy metrics on Kx resp. L such that induced metric on K)Z( satsifies
lgl = 1 and Ay is a harmonic metric adapted to filtered line bundle (L, 1) for some
weights with };4; = —deg L. The difference between two Hermitian metrics is an
automorphism. We write 4’ = h - g if i’ (o, u) = h(go, u) and we say that h, — he, in
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C*if hy = h - gs and g, — 1 in C* under some fixed background metric. The main
result of this article is the following

Theorem 1.1. Fix xo € X — D, vy € L|,, and Xo C X — D a compact set. Let h;
be Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric of (F,13,ty) and t : F — L™Ky & LKx the Hecke
modification corresponding to (F, 3,7). Identify the two bundles by ¢ over X — D and
let hy the normalization of h; (by a diagonal automorphism) such that

|05 Vo), 00| = |0, vo aCxo)| = 1.

Let heo = hZiOhK ® hy hg where hy o is adapted to the filtered bundle (L, As,) over
(X, D) such that

o Ao j=1/4 (resp. —1/4) for B(p;) = 0 (resp. y(p;) = 0), and
o Ao, is a constant independent of j for B(p;), v(p;) # 0
® > idwj=—degL

Then we have
~ inc>
hy — he as t > ©

The method of proof is a combination of that in [MSWW16] and [Mocl6]. In
[MSWW16], the authors constructed an approximate solution 4, by gluing local
model solutions on small disks around points in D to a limiting configuration. The lo-
cal model solution has an explicit form in terms of solutions of an ODE of Painlevé III
type, asymptotic to the limiting configuration outside the disk when ¢ > 1. They then
showed by contraction mapping principle that for # > 1 there is a Hermitian-Yang-
Mills metric &, close to h;™ . Let Hy(u) = Fy, +[@AD* | where b’ = h;™ -¢". The key
estimates are certain lower bounds of the operator L, given by linearizing H; at u = 0.
In [Moc16] an explicit local model is not readily available, the author instead relied
on existence theorem of Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric for wild harmonic bundle by
Biquard-Boalch [BB04] and convergence is not proven through contraction mapping
principle. As a consequence, the rate of convergence to limiting configuration is not
given in [Moc16].

The local model solution needed to prove Theorem [L1]is constructed as follows.
Note first there are three types of simple zeros of ¢ = y o 8. It can either be a zero
of 8, a zero of y or neither. The Hecke modification map ¢ : F — L™Ky ® LKy
provides a choice of local frames in which the Higgs field has a certain standard local
form near each type of zero. For the first two types, we use an explicit local model
solution in terms of Painlevé transcendentals. Near the boundary of the disk for ¢ > 1,
these local models are asymptotic to the decoupled solution with parabolic weight
on L given by 1 = +1/4. For the last type, we apply Biquard-Boalch theorem and
construct it from a wild harmonic bundle over P! with SU(1,2) symmetry. These local
models are asymptotic to decoupled solution with parabolic weight —1/4 < A < 1/4.
The stability condition restricts possible numbers of zeros of each type. As a result,
the space of admissible tuple of weights A is contained in a convex polytope inside a
hyperplane in R*~*. The set of partitions of zeros in D satisfying stability condition
is in one-to-one correspondence with the faces of the polytope.

For a fixed t > 1, the parabolic weight A determines leading order terms ~ Alog |z
for the harmonic metrics on L as a part of local model solution. However by the
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uniqueness in Biquard-Boalch theorem, the next-to-leading order is also determined
by the weight. In order to construct a good approximate solution /;"" by gluing the
local model to decoupled solution given by a tuple of weights 4 = (4i,..., Ad4g-4),
it will be necessary to match the next-to-leading order as well. In fact, this issue is
also discussed in [Mocl6] and we adapt the proof to show that the next-to-leading
order constant ¢, depends continuously on A and use it to show that for a partition
of zeros corresponding to a certain face of the polytope of admissible weights, for
t > 1 there exists a family A(f) matching the next-to-leading order. Furthermore we
show that as t — oo, the matching weight A(f) — A, given in Theorem[L 1l which is
also characterized by being the centers of the corresponding face in the polyhedron of
admissible weights.

The approximate solution /;*” is then constructed by gluing local model solutions
to decoupled solution outside of the disks, for the carefuly chosen tuple of weights
A(t). Due to this t-dependency of weight, the ensuing analysis including the key
estimates of L, are significantly more complicated than that of [MSWW16|. This
and other complications (e.g. a t-independent L>-lower bound of operator L, does not
exist, see §4.2)) partily explains the length of the article.

There are a multitude of potential avenues to continue and extend the present work.
Limiting configurations serves as natural class of objects to compactify the Hitchin
moduli space. A clear picture of the interplay between spectral data for more gen-
eral singular spectral curves and the limiting behavior of solutions is an important
topic for this program. Another potential direction is the asymptotic geometry on the
moduli space of G-Higgs bundles. Furthermore, there has recently been some impor-
tant progress (see [OSWW20]) connecting the SL(2, C)-limiting configurations via
non-abelian Hodge correspondence to equivariant pleated surfaces in H>. It will be
interesting to apply and extend the present work to explore limiting objects on the
other side of non-abelian Hodge correspondence for both SU(1,2) and perhaps other
rank-one Lie groups such as SU(1, n) for n > 3 and SOq(1, n).

Lastly we comment on a recent work of Mochizuki [MS23]. It contains two re-
sults related to the limiting behavior of 4, for families of SL(r, C)-Higgs bundles.
The first result is the independence of limit /., on choice of subsequences when the
spectral curve is irreducible. The second is the exponential convergence of A, un-
der the condition that the corresponding spectral data is given by a line bundle L
on the normalized spectral curve. Let n : T — X be the normalization A’ the pull-
back of 4 € p*Kx on . This condition applies when the Higgs bundle is given by
(E,®) = ((p o n).L,(p o n),A") for a line bundle L on >. Both results go beyond the
restriction of smoothness of the spectral curve. However, neither conditions apply to
the present work. For the first condition, the spectral curve £ of an SU(1,2)-Higgs
bundles discussed in this work is always reducible; for the second result with spectral
curve X, the only SU(1,2)-Higgs bundles induced by a line bundle L on the normaliza-
tion T are the strictly polystable ones. In that case, the question of limiting behavior
is reduced to that of SU(1,1) = SL(2, R).

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In §2] we introduce some notations
and conventions, and review the notion of filtered bundle as well as the description of
spectral data of SU(1,2) Higgs bundles using Hecke modification. In §3] we construct
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local model and approximate solution. In we study linearization of the equation
and prove the main theorem.

Acknowledgements

This article is a part of the Ph.D. thesis of the author. The author wishes to thank
his advisor Prof. Richard Wentworth, for suggesting this problem and for his patient
guidance and encouragement during my doctoral studies. The author is also thankful
to Brian Collier, Johannes Horn, Qiongling Li and Andrew Neitzke for helpful dis-
cussions and comments. The author is supported by 2020-21 Patrick and Marguerite
Sung Fellowship in Mathematics at the University of Maryland.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. SU(1,2) Higgs bundle and stability conditions. We review the definitions of a
(G-)Higgs bundle, in particular an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle, the stability conditions, as
well as the notion of a filtered bundle following notations in §3 of [Moc16]. We will
also review the description of spectral data for SU(1,2) Higgs bundles from [Na21].
Throughout this work X is a fixed closed Riemann surface of genus g(X) > 2. All
vector bundles are holomorphic.

Let G be a complex reductive Lie group. A G°-Higgs bundle is a pair (P, ®)
with P a holomorphic principal G°-bundle over X and @ € HO(X, P a4 o° ® Ky).
For G c GL(r,C), a G°-Higgs bundle can also be viewed as a rank-r Higgs bundle.
The celebrated non-abelian Hodge correspondence [Don87, |(Cor88, Hit87, [Sim88|]
established a homeomorphism between the moduli of polystable G°-Higgs bundles
and the moduli space of reductive representations Hom* (7 (X), G°) / G°. Hitchin
[Hit92] exploited this correspondence to study the topology of character variety of
real representations Hom™ (71 (X), PSL(n, R)) / PSL(n, R) and constructed the Hitchin
component. Along this line, the notion of G-Higgs bundle is developed in [BGG06].
Let G be a connected reductive real Lie group, H C G a maximal compact subgroup,
and g = ) @ m a Cartan decomposition. Let H° and m¢ be the respective complexifi-
cations and ¢ : H° — GL(m°) the isotropy representation.

Definition 2.1. A G-Higgs bundle over X is a pair (P, ¢) where P is a holomorphic
principal HC-bundle over X, ¢ € H°(X, P x, m¢ ® Kx).

The Hitchin map for G-Higgs bundle is given by (see, e.g. [GPR18])

Hit : Mg — 86 = D H°(X. K})
i=1
where m;’s are the exponents of G and a is the real rank of G.

For G¢ = SL(3,C), there are up to conjugation three real forms: SU(3), SU(1,2)
and SL(3, R). Higgs bundle corresponding to compact real form SU(3) has vanishing
Higgs field. On the other hand, the real form SL(3,R) gives no restriction to the
spectral curve. We will therefore focus on the real form G =SU(1,2). The Lie algebra

g = su(1,2) = {X € Mats(C)|X*J + JX = 0, trX = 0}
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where J = diag(—1, 1, 1) and X" is the conjugate transpose of X. 6 : X — —X* = JXJ
is the Cartan involution on g. The Cartan decomposition g = ) @ m is the eigende-
composition for 6 with eigenvalues 1 and -1. We have

{5 el m={(2 2}

Definition 2.2. An SU(1,2) Higgs bundle is a triple (F,B,7y): F is a rank-two
bundle, v € H(X, Hom(L, F) ® Kx), B € H*(X, Hom(F, L) ® Kx) where L = det F*.

Equivalently vy : LK);1 — F, B : F — LKx are holomorphic bundle maps. The
composition q = Boy : LK);l — LKy is a holomorphic quadratic differential. We say
that (F,B,v) is an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle associated to q and L.

ViaG — G° = SL(3,C), an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle is also an SL(3, C) Higgs bundle
E=LeF, O= (0 ’8)
vy 0

The corresponding notions of (poly)stability are equivalent (see [BGGO03] for a more
general statement).

Proposition 2.3 (Lemma 2.2, [[Got01]). Let (E, ®) as above, E' C E a ®-invariant
subbundle. There are subbundles L' C L and F' C F such that u(E") < u(L’ & F’).

As a result, we need only test slope stability on nonzero proper subbundles of the
form L’ @ F’. Since deg E = 0, and the only subbundles of a line bundle L are O and
L itself, we have

Proposition 2.4. (F,f,vy) is stable iff

e for a subbundle 0 # F' C F, Bl = 0 we have deg(F') < 0, and
e for a subbundle F”" C F with y(L) C F”" ® Kx has deg(L® F") <0

We make the following assumption throughout this work: ¢ = 8 o v has simple
zeros. Let D = py + ... + pagx)-4 be the zero divisor.

Definition 2.5. A zero of q has three types: B(p) = 0, y(p) = 0, or neither vanishes.
This gives a partition D = Dg+ D, +D,. Let dg = deg Dg, d, = deg D,,, d, = deg D, =
4g(X) — 4 —dg — d,. Denote D = (Dg, D,, D,) to denote a partition of D into three
effective divisors.

The Toledo invariant T = 2 deg L labels the connected components of the moduli
space. We have the Milnor-Wood type inequality |7| < 2(g — 1). With dg, d,, we have
the following refinement.

Proposition 2.6. (F,(,7y) is stable iff

1 1
(2) —(g—1)+§dﬁ<d<(g—1)—§d7
equivalently
3) dg <2(g—1+d) and,

4) dy<2(g—1-d.
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In particular if (F,3,y) stable then d, > 0. Furthermore, (F,(3,) is strictly polystable
iff < in above inequalities are replaced with equality, in which case F = L‘ngl(Dﬁ)GB
LK, '(D,).

In the following we will say D is stable (resp. strictly polystable) if (3), @) (resp.
their equality versions) hold.

Proof. The saturation of img(y) gives a subbundle F"" = LK;‘(Dy). This is the
unique proper subbundle of F such that y(LK. ;1) C F”. Wehavedeg F" = —-d—-2(g—
1) +d,.

On the other hand, 8 : F — LKy factors through the surjective sheaf map ,E :
F — LKx(—=Dg). We have that ker(8) = ker(,E) giving a line subbundle F’ c F.
This is the unique nonzero proper subbundle of F such that S|, = 0. We have
deg F’ = deg F' —deg LKx(—Dg) = —=2d —2(g — 1) + dp. The statements about stability
now follow from Prop

The spectral curve of (E, @) (corresponding to (F, 3, y) as above) is given by zero
divisor of the section (1% — q) € n*Ki where 7 : |[Kx| — X is the projection. This has
two irreducible components (one of which is the zero section in |Kx) corresponding
to the two ®-invariant subbundles (one of which is ker(83) = L’ngl(Dﬁ)). (F,B,y)1is
polystable iff E is a direct sum of these two subbundles, i.e. F = L’ @ L™K (Dp),
each of which a stable Higgs bundle of slope 0. Under this identification £ =
(Lo L)®L*Ky'(Dg), ® = @' & 0 where

_ B
CD_(V’ 0)

We have Dg = Z(8'), D, = Z(y'), D = Dg + D, anddeg L' =d - 2(g - 1) +d, = —d
and deg L™?Ky'(Dg) = —2d —2(g— 1) +dg = 0. These implies the equalities instead of
< in (@), @. Conversely if equalities instead of < holds in ), @), D = Dg + D,. We
have that y factors through s, : LK)}1 — F"" with simple zeros at D, 8 = s oﬁ where
sg : LKx(-Dg) — LKy with simple zeros at Dg. Since foy = q : LKy' — LKx

with simple zeros at D = Dg + D,, the composition F”" — F ﬁ) LKx(—Dg) is an
isomorphism. Since Ox(D) = K)Z( and D = Dg + D,, we have F" = LK;(DV) =
LKx(=Dpg). Therefore F = F” @ L’lKX(Dﬁ), where the latter summand is ker(g). It
follows that (E, @) is a direct sum of ®-invariant stable Higgs bundles of slope 0.
g.e.d.

2.2. SU(1,2) Hitchin equation. In this part we write down the Hitchin’s equation for
an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle in global and local form. We also fix some convention and
notations about local form of a Hermitian metric and some other related objects.

Theorem 2.1. For (F,B,vy) stable, there is a unique metric h on F such that

(®)] Fy,+y" ANy +BAS™" =0

In more generality the above is a consequence of Theorem 3.21 of [GGMI12].
By viewing SU(1,2) Higgs bundle as SL(3, C)-Higgs bundle, there is also a more
straightforward proof:
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Proof. By the existence and uniqueness theorem of Hitchin and Simpson [Hit87,
Sim88], there is a unique Hermitian metric H on E = L & F solving Hitchin equation
Fy, +[® A®*] = 0 inducing the standard metric on det E = Ox. Let @ = 1, ®(—1p),
we have @~ !®a = —®. By uniqueness, o*H = H. Thus H = diag(deth~', h) with h a
Hermitian metric on F. The form (3) follows by a direct calculation. q.e.d.

For s = (s1,...,s,) be a local frame, the matrix Ay is defined by (hy);; = h(sj, s;).
For € Hom(E, E’) with local frames s, u, we define the matrix ¥, by ys; =
Zj (tﬁs,,,)ij uj. We write Y5 if E' = E,u = 5. Let (Ej, h;), i = 1,2 be Hermitian vector
bundles. Let s; be local frames of E; and H; = (h;),;. Let ¢ € Hom(E}, E>) with
M = ¢g, 5, Then under induced metric we have |¢3|ﬁl,h2 = tr(¢p¢d*) = tr(MHl’lM*Hz).
Let A, H € Mat,(C) where H > 0 is Hermitian, we denote

(6) AL}, = tr (AH'A"H)

Let (F,B,y) be an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle and {s, 52} local frame of F over (U;z),
gl A sz)’l} the induced frame on L = det F*. Let 85 = Bodz, vs = yodz, H = hg, then
is given by the following equation

(7) 0:(H™'0:H) = yoy;H (det H) — (det H)™' H™' B350

2.3. Filtered bundle. In the following, we review the notion of filtered bundle fol-
lowing §3 of [Mocl6]. Let D C X be a finite set of N points and O = Ox, O’ =
Ox(xD) sheaf of meromorphic functions with poles in D. Let & be a locally free
O’-module. A metric on & will mean a metric on &Ely_p.

Definition 2.7. A filtered bundle structure on & over (X, D) is a family of coherent
O-submodules P.E labeled by a tuple a = (ap)pep, ap € R such that

PE®0 O =8,

the stalk of P& at p € D depends only on ap € R, denoted by P,,Ep,
P.Ep C PpEp for a < b and there is € > 0 such that P,Ep = PureEp,
P.Sp ®0y p O(nP)P = 7)¢1+n8Pf0r nez.

A filtered Higgs bundle is a pair (P.E,0) where 8 € H(X, End(E) ® Q)lf). (P.E,60)
is an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle if at each P there is a finite subset of
germs of meromorphic functions, I(P) C O}, with I(P) — Ox(xD)p/Ox.p injective,
and a decomposition P,Ep = @ ferp) P.Ep s such that

0= (df) 1) P.Epy C Pubp s ® Qy(log D)p
For each a € R, let P, Ep = P.Ep/P<uEp.

Note that by the last property in the above definition, ngap / Pﬁ ,_16p is the fiber of
the vector bundle P,& at P. For —1 < @ < 0, we have filtration F% = ng_ 1+aSp/ pr_l
of the fiber. In this way for any a, a filtered bundle structure $.E is equivalent to a

parabolic structure on holomorphic vector bundle $,E&.

Ep

Definition 2.8. A metric h on E is called adapted to P.E on (X, D) if
e P,E =& as O-module on X — D for all a, and
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o sePEIff
(®) Islh = O (lzp[™*"™), Ye>0

where zp is a holomorphic coordinate centered at P. Given a metric h on &, the
second condition defines a filtered bundle structure P'E.

For a tuple b, define

degP.E=degPpE— D > a-dime (Pubp/Peubp)
PeD bp—1<a<bp

where P,Ep = U<, P-Ep. This is independent of the choice of . For G ¢ & locally
free O’-submodules, let P,G = P,E N G. This gives a filtered bundle structure on
G. Let w(P.E) := degP.E/rank E. A filtered Higgs bundle (P.E, 0) is stable if any
nonzero proper 6-invariant locally free O’-submodule G satisfies u(P.G) < u(P.E).
The following theorem from [BB04] is a generalization of [Hit87, [Sim88] on closed
Riemann surfaces and of [Sim90] on punctured Riemann surface for ‘tame’ case and
of [Biq91]] for parabolic vector bundles.

Theorem 2.2. Let (P.E,0) be a stable unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle
with degP.E = 0. Then there exists h (unique up to R,) adapted to (P.E,0) with
Fy, +[0A0"]=00nX - D.

Theorem 2.3. Let L be a line bundle and A = (4y, . .., dy) a tuple of real numbers
satisfying

N
) deg L+ ;=0
j=1

Let (Uj; z;) be disjoint local charts centered at p; € D and s; a nowhere vanishing
section over Uj. Then there is a metric h on L, unique up to positive constant, such
that Fy, =0 on X — D and

(10) log|sjls = A;loglz; + O(1) as |z — 0
We call h a harmonic metric adapted to filtered line bundle (L, ).

Proof. Let £ = L ®p O’ and L, the O-submodule generated by z]_.m’ s;j over U;.

deg L + ;4; = 0. By Theorem[2.2] there is a harmonic metric & on L adapted to
#..L unique up to positive constant.

Note that u; := log|s|; is a harmonic function on U ;—{p;}. Take £ < ;. Since 5; €
P_, we have by (8) that there is some constant C such that —u;j+&log|zj|+C = Ofor|z)|
small enough. By Bocher’s Theorem (see, e.g. [AxI01] Theorem 3.9) characterizing
positive harmonic functions on a punctured disk, we have u; = uloglz;| + Re(f)
with some u € R and f € O(U;). By ) u > A;. If u > A; we have some b with
bj = —pu < —A; such that s; € Py, a contradiction. Therefore u = A4;. q.e.d.

In the following we give a second proof in terms of solution to Poisson equations
with prescribed logarithmic poles.
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Lemma 2.9. Leta = (ay,...,ay), n = — Zi ajand D = {p1,..., pn} finite set on
X. Then there is ¢ : X — D — R, unique up to a constant on X, satisfying App = n
where Ag = 0"0 + 00" = iANO on functions and ¢ + 2a;log|z;| are bounded near p;.

Proof. Supposen = 0, N =2 and a = (1/2,-1/2). Let D = {p, g} with p # q.
Consider the divisor p—¢ and denote by £ the associated line bundle. Let s € L&o.Z "
be the defining meromorphic section with a zero at p, a pole at g and holomorphic on
X — D. Let h be a Hermitian-Einstein metric on £, i.e. iAFy, = 0 on X — D. Set
¢ = log|s|y. For a chart (U; z) (resp. (V;w)) centered at p (resp. q), ¢ — log|z| (resp.
¢ + log [w|) is bounded and we have Ay = 0 on X — D.

Forn = 1, N = 1 and a = (1). Let D = {p}, £ a line bundle of degree 1, h
(resp. ho) a Hermitian-Einstein metric on £ (resp. L(—p)) and s : L(—p) — L the
inclusion induced by O(-p) c O. As bundle map s has a simple zero at p and is
isomorphic away from p. By this inclusion we view & as a metric on L(—p)ly_, and
write h = hoe?. We have Fy, = 0 away from p and Ay = iNGOp = iNFy, = 1 on
X -D.

Let o (resp. o) be a trivializing section for £(—p) (resp. L) on a chart (U;z)
centered at p, we have ¢#/? |ol,, = lool, = |f] lol, with f holomorphic with simple
zero at p. Therefore ¢ = 2log|z] + O(1) asz — 0

In general the solution is a linear combination of the above cases. Uniqueness
follows from the fact that a harmonic funtion on X is a constant. g.e.d.

We now give a second proof of Theorem 2.3

Proof. Let h be a solution of the Hermitian-Einstein equation for £, i.e. iAFy, =
deg Lid,. By the above lemma, there is ¢ on X — D such that Ay = —deg L and
¢ = 24;loglz;| + O(1) at p;. It is now easy to verify that he” is a harmonic metric
adapted to filtered line bundle (£, 2). q.e.d.

We first fix some local charts around zeros of q.

Definition 2.10. Let (F,(B,y) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle and g = B o v,
D = Z(q) = Dg + Dy + D, as in Def2.3 Let (Dj;{;) be disjoint charts centered
at pj € D such that g = {j(d{j)2 and D; = {|§,| < R} for some R > 0. Denote by

D; = Dj - {P/} Let
(11) D = {ig)l < 2R/3}, DY = {11 < R/3} .

The construction in the above proof allows us to get rid of the ambiguity of positive
constant and give a A-family of harmonic metric adapted to (L, ). This will be useful
in constructing the approximate solution later.

Definition 2.11. Fix h yr a solution to the Hermitian-Einstein equation for the
line bundle L, i.e. iNFy, == degLid;. Fix Gjfor1 < j < N (existence follows by
Lemmal2.9), such that

NG 0 1<j<N-1, onX—{pj,PjH}
A j=N, on X —{pn)
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and

Gj—2log |§’,| bounded on D I1<j<N
Gj+2log|¢ji| boundedon DY, 1<j<N-1
For e RV, let

N J
(12) p1= Z{Z A |G
j=1 \e=1
Define
(13) hg/l = hL,HEe‘“ .
This is a harmonic metric adapted to (L, A) with

Agpar = —d
pi=24;loglljl+O(1)as {; — 0

Define on Dy bounded harmonic functions

Gj—2loglgjl t=j1<j<N
gje =4G 1 +2loglml €=j+1,1<j<N-1

G; otherwise

Note that the for filtered line bundles, the estimate in (8) sharpens to () thanks to
Bocher’s Theorem. We will need a similar sharpening for higher rank case. Let & be
a locally free sheaf of O’-modules and / a metric on & as a vector bundle on X — D.
Fix P € D and (U 7) a chart centered at P.

forallc € R, e € PIE,
s(e) = 0(zZ ) Ve>0 |-

Let 7" be the induced metric on &". By Prop 3.1 of [Sim90], P&}, = P&}, for all
a € R. It is also straightforward to see that for nonzero representative e € §P"Ep,
there is s € Y, &}, such taht s(e) = 1. The following result is a consequence of the

proof of Lemma 6.2 in [Sim90].

PrEp = {s €&p

Proposition 2.12. Let &, h and (U; ) as above and suppose that near P € D we
have
|Fv,|, < feL?
Then
logle|, = —aloglz| + O(1) as |zl > 0
where e #0 € 6@281:.

Proof. We view e € §P!Ep as a nonzero section defined in some open subset of
U containing P. For all € > 0 there is C with log (|z]™ le];) < e|10g |z|| + C.. Let
s € PY,E, = P".E; be such that s(e) = 1. By Cauchy-Schwarz we have 1 = |s(e)| <
| sl lely,. For all € > O there is C such that
log (|27 lel,) = —log (121 Isl;-) = —e [log |2I| - C_.
Let g = log (|z]™ lel;,), it follows that

8
log |z]

— 0 as |zl — 0.
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Let D be a sufficiently small disk centered at P. The fact that curvature decreases
in holomorphic subbundle (spanned by e € &) implies that we have —Ag < h away
from x for some h € LP. Letu € L’27 (D) c C%D) be some bounded function such
that Au = hand g < u on dD. We have —A(g — u) < 0 on D — {P}. We have that
|(g —u)/log Izll — 0as |zl — 0. By [Sim90, Lemma 2.2], —A(g —u) < 0 weakly on all
of D. By the maximum principle, g < u, i.e. g is bounded from above. Replace g with
—g, consider holomorphic subbundle spanned by s € £*, note that the induced metric
has Fy,. = _Ftv,, (see e.g. Prop 4.3.7 (iii) [Huy0S]). Repeating the above argument
shows that g is bounded from below as well. The conclusion then follows. q.e.d.

2.4. SU(1,2) Higgs bundle as Hecke modification. We next review from [Na21] the
construction an stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, S, y) associated to a g € HO(X, K)Z()
and a line bundle L via holomorphic Hecke modifications of

V=L"2Ky® LKy.

A Hecke modification of a holomorphic vector bundle E at D = {xj,...,xy}is a
pair (£, s) where E is a holomorphic vector bundle and s : E|X_D — Ely_p is an
isomorphism which induces isomorphism ES EwhereE=E ®p O(xD), E = E ®p
O(+D). This is related to the Hecke operator and the Hecke eigensheaves, which play
central roles in the geometric Langlands program (see, e.g. [Fre07]). [Hor22| used
the Hecke modification to parametrize the non-abelian part of the singular Hitchin
fiber for SL(2, C)-Higgs bundles. (E , 8) is called a holomorphic Hecke modification if
s is a holomorphic bundle map £ — E. The data in a holomorphic Hecke modification
of E at D is equivalent to specifying a locally free subsheaf of Ox-modules of the same
rank that is isomorphic on X — D to E. We introduce three sets equipped with some
equivalence relations.

Definition 2.13. Let D = (Dg, D,, D,) be a partition of the finite set D and set
M | EBY) detF* =L, Boy=g¢q
LeD = SU(1,2) Higgs bundle | Z(B) = Dg, Z(y)=D,,. [’
with (F,B1,v1) ~ (F', B2, y2) if there is an isomorphism y : F — F', A*y = idy- with
Bi=p2oy, andy, = oy Let
t: F -V injective map of O-modules, isomorphic over X — D
A=q: L' — detV
-2
Higp = (F,0) L(Flpj) cL Klp/_ C Vl,, forpj€Dg
t(Fl,) € LK, c Vl,, forp;eD,
L (Flpj ¢ either summand in V|p], forp;e D,

with (F,t) ~ (F’,() if there is an isomorphism  : F S F A = id;- and A € CX
such that
(14) diag(/lz,/lfl)cu =/ oy
For a finite set 6 C X and a line bundle L on X, set
- 31V 2 lp =
Fre = l_[ (L |p) - {b - (bp)peb‘}
pes

with b ~ b’ if there is T € C* such that bj, = tb), for all p € 6. Foré = D,, b € F1.p,
is called an admissible Hecke parameter with respect to D.
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Note that the equivalence classes in My 4 p are the isomorphism classes of stable
SU(1,2) Higgs bundles associated to g and L. The following gives a correspondence
between the three sets, see [Na21] for more details of the corresponding moduli prob-
lem.

Theorem 2.4. There are bijections

Migp —> Higp — Frp,

(F,B,7) ¥ > (F,0) > b

respecting the equivalence relations. For each b € ¥, p_and p; € D,, there are frame
-2
so,j of L, {slyj, sz,j} of F, and oy = ((soyj) di;, O), 02, = (O, soyjd{j) of V over D;
with
. s‘g’j, = by, for each pj € D,

e local formof 1 : F — V is given by % (? _11),
J

® S jASy; = sg,lj, and
e B,y have local forms over D; with p; € D, given by

B=(V2)(¢; 1)dg, v=(1/V2)(1 &) ag;.

We say o = (0’1,]-, 0'2,]-), sj= (slyj, sz,j) are induced by {soyj} of LID/_.

Proof. For a rank-two vector bundle &, denote ¢g : & @ det& — & with £ ® 51 A
§2 > £(s2)s1 — €(s1)s2. This is an isomorphism that induces identity on det &.

Given (F,8,7) € Mrgp, seti; = B, and let ¢; be the composition

¢r e ro1 Vel 1 _ g2
F— FF®L —— L K®L =L"K.

Lett =¢; ®w: F >V =L2K®LK. Let {s1, 52} be a local holomorphic frame
of F over (U, {). The induced local frame of L consists of a nowhere vanishing holo-
morphic section (s; A 52)~'. Under these frames there are 81, 82, v1, v» € O(U) such
that

T
(15) B=(n1 m)dl, y=( B) d¢
and
Y2 =Y
16 = .
(16) ‘ (,51 B2 )
It follows that ¢ (F | 1,/_) lies in fiber of first (resp. second) summand iff S(p;) = O (resp.

y(p;) = 0), therefore we get a map My ,p — H 4 p. From the above local form, it is
also clear that the map is a bijection preserving respective equivalent relations.

Given (F, 1) € H; 4 p, we have an exact sequence of O-modules

0 —> F ‘S V=L2kelK 250, —> 0
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where Op, is a direct sum of skyscraper sheaves with stalks C at points in D, and 7 is
unique up to AutpOp = (CX)*~4. Foreach p € D,, 1 (F|p) = ker « for © # 0 lying
in aline £ € P(( L’szlp ® LKXIP)*), corresponding to b, € L* |[7 which gives the
slope. This gives the map (dependent on D) from H; 4 p to ¥z p,. Again it is easy to
verify that this is a bijection preserving respective equivalences.

Let 57, s, be a local frame of F over (U;{) around p € D,. Without loss of
generality, suppose s| generates the subbundle ker3 over U. Under local frames
(s} A s5)”" of L and d¢ of Ky, we have

,3=(0 ,32),7’:()’1 )’2)T

where 8,y, = {. By definition of D,, 8,({ = 0) # 0, therefore y,({ = 0) = 0 and
y1(£ = 0) # 0. We may assume S, is nowhere vanishing on U. Therefore ;' € O(U)
and y, = {B;". Let ¢ be a cube root of the nonzero complex number B3y (£ = 0) and
set

1
V2¢p,

4
V2¢

5| = (\/iczﬁgl + Bivi — c3)] ST+ 5,
1 o1

= \/jcgﬁz (ﬂ%’}/l _ C3)S1 + \/ECSZ

Under this local frame for F, (s A s,)~! for L and d¢{ for Kx, we have

B=/VD( 1) y=/VD(1 ¢)

Under sy, s, for F, so = (s; A 52)~! for L and o) = (sgzdg’, 0), o2 = (0, 50d¢) for V,
by (16) ¢ takes the form in the statement. ¢ (F|p) is the line spanned by (=1, 1)7 in
le = L*ZKX|[) @ Llep under o1, 0. It follows straightforwardly that b, = 1 under
the frame sg, therefore the rest of the statement follows. q.e.d.

It is worth mentioning that there is an equivalent interpretation of the Hecke pa-
rameters which is in a sense dual to the above construction. Given (F,8,v) € My p,
F may be viewed as extension of line bundles in two different ways

0 — Lk (D,) - F —— L2K(-D,) — 0

0 < LK (-Dp) ¢~ F <—— LK (Dg) <— 0
where (1) (resp. (2)) are induced by 7y (resp. §) and s have simple zeros at D,. The
line bundles LK™ (Dy) (resp. kerf = L2K"! (Dﬁ)) are realized as subbundles imgy
(resp. kerp) inside F. Their fibers meet precisely at D,. Up to a global constant,
the tuple b provides a recipe to match their fibers at D, inside of F. This picture of
extensions is similar to the reconstruction of an SO(2m + 1) bundle from an Sp(2m)
bundle in §4.2 of [Hit07|] which inspired our description of SU(1,2) spectral data.
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We consider an example of SU(1,2) Higgs bundle with ¢ € HO(X, Kf() having
simple zeros:

(17) (F:K’IGBK,,B:(I/\/i)(q 1), v =(1/V2)(1 q)T).

It is stable by Prop2.6 (16) holds globally and the corresponding Hecke modification
¢ : F — V fits into a short exact sequence

0 —> F=K'eK ‘S V=K®K —=2350p —> 0

_ ! (61 —1)
L= —
v2la 1
and 7, (f1d{, FHdOT = fi(p) + fr(p) where (U; ) is a chart centered at p. The corre-
sponding tuple b = (b,)ep, is given by b, = 1.
For an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F,B,y) and p € D,, Theorem 2.4 provides local
frames under which Higgs field takes a standard form. We give below similar frames

at points in Dg and D,. We view the sections of F as sections of V via ¢ from the
correspondence in Theorem 2.4

where

Definition 2.14. For p; € Dg, given frame {SOJ} of Llp, define a local frame of V

byoy;= (sayid{j, 0), 0= (O, so,jdg“j) and set 51 = {j0,j, 82,j = —01,j. These form
a frame of F over D;. Under these frames,

B=(¢ 0)dg. y=(1 0) dg.

For p; € D,, given frame {SOJ} of Llp, define a local frame o\,j, 0,; of V as above
and set s1; = 02, S2.; = —{jo1,j. These form a frame of F over D;. Under these
frames,

p=(1 0)dg. y=(4 0) dg.

We will say that frames o ; = {O’l’j, 0'2,1»} ands; = {sl,j, sz,j} are induced by {so,j}.

It will be useful to note that if 5o ; induces frame sy j, s, ;, then for f a nowhere van-
ishing holomorphic function on D}, fso; induces frame fsy j, f s, ;. Furthermore,
note that under o j, 0,; on D7 we have

_ T
as) p=(0 G')deiy=(0 &) dg
3. Construction of approximate solution

Let (F,,y) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle, ¢+ > 1 and recall notations in Def
In this part we construct an approximate solution to the Hitchin equation for
(F,1B,ty) for t > 1 by gluing an decoupled solution on X — []; D; to local model
solutions on D’i’. In §3.11 we characterize solutions to decoupled equation. In §3.2]
we describe a family of local model solutions parametrized by A € (—1/4, 1/4) as well
as two other local model solutions which may be viewed as the cases 4 = =1/4. In
§3.3] we apply estimates from [Moc16] to study asymptotic properties of these local
model solutions. In particular in §3.3.4] we show that the next-to-leading order coef-
ficients of the A-family of local solutions depends continuously on 4 € (—1/4,1/4).
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In §3.4 we show that for ¢ > 1, there is a family A(¢) for which we can glue the local
model solutions to a decoupled solution. A family of approximate solution /™" is
constructed using this 7-dependent tuple of parabolic weights A(f) and we show that it
is very close to solving the Hitchin equation.

3.1. Decoupled solution. A metric 4 on Fly_p, solving the decoupled form of (3)
(19) Fy, =0, yAy" +B"AB=0 onX-D.

will be refered to as a decoupled solution. Lett : F — V = L™2K @ LK be the Hecke
modification associated to (F,3,y) as in Theorem[2.4]

Lemma 3.1. A, on Fl|y_p is a decoupled solution iff it has the form
(20) heo = ¢ (h*hi ® hihg)

where hy is the unique metric on K such that |q| = 1 under induced metric on K* and
hy is a harmonic metric adapted to a filtered line bundle (L, A) with deg L+ 3, ; 4; = 0.

Proof. Over X — D we use ¢ (resp. dett) to identify F (resp. detF = L~!) with
V=L2K&LK (resp. detV = L™'K) and write o, as ¢*h for some metric i on V|x_p.

On X — D we have (F,8,y) = (V, b= (O q’l) ,C= (0 qz)T). Locally let o (resp.

6) be nowhere vanishing holomorphic section of L (resp. K) such that 6> = g. The
sections o) = (072 ®6,0), 0, = (0,0 ® ) (resp. {o- ® 9’2}) form a frame of V (resp.
det V*). With respect to these, the Higgs field is given by b = (0, 1), ¢ = (0, 1)T. Let
H = hy. The second equation in (I9) implies cc*H (det H) = (det H)Y ' H 'b*b. We
have by a direct calculation

21 Hyy=Hy =0, Hy = Hy; .

Therefore the holomorphic direct sum V = L™K @ LK is also h-orthogonal. We have
h = h; & hy where hy, h, are metrics on the two summands on X — D. Equivalently,
these are induced by metrics Ay, (resp. hg) on L (resp. K). By flatness of V;, Vj,,
Vi, are both flat on X — D. We have Hyy = |of,* 16, = lo,* 1g1))%, Haa = o}, lql)””.

n’ hg
)2/3

_ 2 _
Therefore, |q|h§( = (H11H22 =1.

Let f = log|o,, . Since Fy, =0on D}(, f is a positive harmonic function on D}‘.

By Bocher’s theorem (see Theorem 3.9 [Ax101])), it has the form A log |§ ,~| + fo with
fo harmonic on D;. The condition on the sum of A; now follows from Theorem[2.3]
g.e.d.

Given sy a nowhere vanishing section of L over (D, {) centered at p € D and let oy,

0 be the induced frame as in the statement of Theorem 2.4l A decoupled solution
heo = * (hith @ thK) under these frames are given by

~ =251 )
(22) hoo - ( fp—l

where f = |sol;, and p = I].
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3.2. Local model. In this part, we construct a family of local model solutions in D;
depending on a real parameter A asymptotic to /& defined in Lemma [3.1] outside D
with 4 = 4;. It will be defined by harmonic metric adapted to an unramifiedly good
filtered Higgs bundle over (P!, [1 : 0]) for p; € D, and by an explicit formula using
solution to a Painlevé III type equation for p; € Dg, D,. It will be shown below that
the stability condition of these filtered Higgs bundles are equivalent to

/lj = —1/4 Dj S D/g

/lj = 1/4 Dj S Dy

|| <1/4 pjeD,.
A tuple A satisfying these conditions will be called admissible with respect to a parti-
tion D of D. We will first describe the set of these admissible weights. Let
(23) Pp = {4] Ais admissible w.r.t D} c R*™*
Set

gd,g = ]_[ gZQ C R*% 4,
D stable
We have the following simple fact
Lemma 3.2. Let C be the cube in R* with vertices V = {(£1/4,...,+1/4)} (i.e.

C is the convex hull of V), m an integer with |m| < n. f(xi,...,%) = X ;x; and
H = f~'(m). Forx € CNH, letd\(x) = #]jlx; = 1/4}, dy(x) = #{jlx; = —1/4}. Then
we have that either (i) d) < 2(n+m), dy < 2(n—m) or (ii) d; = 2(n+m), dy = 2(n—m).
The latter case corresponds to x being one of the vertices.

Withn = g—1,m = —degLand d, = d,, d, = dp, it follows from Prop[2.6land the
above lemma that the closure &, is the intersection C N H. It is easy to show that no
edges of the cube C passes through H, therefore V N H is the extremal set of C N H.
This is a compact convex polytope whose vertices VN H = &y, — &4, consists of
&p with D strictly polystable. The interior (f@d,g)o = Pp with dg = d, = 0, whereas
Zp for D stable and dg or d,, > 0 are the interiors of the positive-dimensional faces
of ﬁd,g.

Note that the face &7p has vertices consisting of tuples A such that 4; = 1/4 for
pj € Dp. A; = —1/4for p; € Dy and #{j| ;= 1/4, p;e D,} = 2(¢ - 1 - d) - dp.
#{jl/lj =-1/4, pj € D,} =2(g — 1 +d) —d,. It follows easily that the barycenter is
characterized by the conditions listed in Theorem[T. T}

We begin by constructing the local model for points in D,. Let [xo : x;] be the
homogeneous coordinate on P! and U; = {x; # 0} (resp. Uy = {xo # 0}) the affine
chart with coordinate z = xo/x; (resp. w = x;/xp). Set
(24) piP' P [x:xi] — [x]: x]]

and { = z% coordinate on affine chart p(Uy) and let p = |£]. Denote O’ = O(+[1 : 0])
and O = Opi. Let & = (0)® with free generators {eg, 1, e2}. Note z € O’ whereas

w¢ O, anddz € O Qo inm, as in Define

2
zz 1
(25) 0:E>E0QL, 0= \/Ez{l ]dz.
2
Z
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Define v; = Ty j+16x € & for j =0, 1,2 where

[\/Ez -2z O]
T = .
P

(26) 1 1 1

Z2 Z2 -3

These generate & over Uy, and vy = 2z% vy ® dz, Ov; = —27% v| ® dz, and 6v, = 0.

Let mgy, my, my € Z and

2
Fmgmimy = ijvj
j=0

It is a locally free O-submodule of &. Sections eg, ey, ez (resp. w™vy, w™vy,
w™"2vy) trivialize Fym,m, OVer U; (resp. Up). The corresponding transition matrix
is Go; = T - diag (™, 2™, 7™). We have det Go; = (const)z™ *"2*":+3 ig the transition
function of the line bundle det 7, u, m,. Therefore, deg Frngmym, = 3 +m1 +my +m3.
For ¢ = (cy, 1, ¢2), the b-family of O-submodules

27 PE = Flo-collb-c1 L Lb-c:)

defines a filtered bundle structure on & with deg(PE) = 3 — ¢p — ¢1 — ¢2. By Def[27]
(7’;8, 9) is an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle.

OI‘d[];()]fj > —mj} .

ForO0<i<j<21letL;=0"v;and
Sij = {(E +g1)vi + (—E +82)Vj
z z
with induced filtered bundle structure P, L; = L;NPLE, PpSi; = S;;NP;E. We have
deg P*LI = —Cj, deg P*S,’j =1- Ci—Cj.

g1,82€0, a_ € C}

These are the only nonzero proper 6-invariant O’-submodules. Let

(28) S = {(co,cl,cz) eR?

cotci+ce=3,¢;>0V
citci>1Vi#j '

We have that for all 7 € R, (svga, tH) is a stable with degP¢E = 0 iff c € S.

Lemma 3.3. Fort > 0, —1/4 < A < 1/4, there is a unique smooth function
K = K, : C, = iu(2), positive definite, satisfying

(29) 0z (K™'0.K) = 4z (y1}K det K - (det K)™' K™'B;1 )

with

T
(30) Bi=(1/V2)(2 1), m=(1/V2)(1 2) .
o Let
- detK!

31 K= £ .
(31) 1 ( KM)

The metric defined by h(ej,ej) = (EJ)JHJH fori,j = 0,1,2 is adapted to

filtered bundle PSE with ¢ = (1 +24,1+ 24,1 —42).
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Let¢ = 2. We haveatz # 0,

07 (K™'0,K) = (4202 (K™ 0.K) = #* (y17{K det K — (det K)™' K~'Bi31) .

Proof. We havec = (1+24,1+24,1-44) € S iff —1/4 < A < 1/4, in which case
(PEE, 1) is a stable unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle. By Theorem 2.2 there
is a harmonic metric i = h;, on & adapted to it, unique up to R..

Letg : & — Ebe given by eg = —ep, ¢; = ¢; for j = 1,2. We have g(vo) = vy,
g(v1) = vp, and g(v2) = vo. Forany v € &, b € R, we have that v € P& iff g(v) € P E.
Therefore, g*h is also adapted to filtered bundle P<E.

We have 7! - Fy, - g = Fy,.,. g ' [0 A6"]g = [6° A (64)" ] and 6% = g~'0g = —6.
Therefore

Fy,., + £ [(=0) A (=0)" D] = 0.
It follows that g*/ is a harmonic metric adapted to (P<E, 16). Thus there is ¢ > 0 such
that g*h = ch. For j = 1,2, we have —h(eq, e;) = h(geo, ge;) = g"h(eo, e;) = ch(eo, ;).
Therefore, h(eg, ¢;) = 0, and h = h;, has block diagonal form which we may write as

5
(32) (ht,/l)e = ( A KM)

where K, ; is 2 X 2 Hermitian matrix-valued function of z € C and 6, ; > 0. Note that
VoAVIAvy = —4 \51360 AeiAey and cy+c1+cp = 3. We have that [eg A e A 62|(zielh is

harmonic on U, and bounded near [1 : 0] € P!. Therefore, 6;; det K, , is a constant.

We may normalize this to 1 and the resulting K, 4, d;, is uniquely determined. We
have 6, = det K, ;. (29) follows from (@) and (23). q.e.d.

Let B, C (resp. K) be function of z € C valued in 3 X 3 matrices (resp. 3 X 3
positive-definite Hermitian matrices). Define
R(K) = 0: (K™'0.K)
S(K,B,C)=CK (detK) — (detK) ' K™'B,

and let E(K, B,C) = R(K) — 2S (K, B, C). is equivalent to E,(K, 8181, v1y]) = 0.
Letpg : 7+ ez and

(33) gy = diag (ei¢,e_i¢) .
-1
It is easy to verify that R(K) = p}R (07K ). 0B = gBgs, p;C = 8;'C (g})  where
B = BiB;, C = yjy1 with B, y; as in Lemma 3.3l It follows that S(K,B,C) =
L3806 S (g;; (pi¢K) g4 B, C) g, Thus we have
Ed(K, B, C) = pjgsEi (8} (-6K) 29 B, C) g, -

As aresult, z g;Kt,A(ze’i¢)g¢ satisfies (29). Let

1 V2z -V2z 0

T, = ( ) T=|1 11|
8¢ 2

Z2 Z2 —<
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We have that v; = Ty ji1e for j,k = 0,1,2 and p:;T = ei¢F¢T. The metric on &
corresponding to z — g K, 1(ze7 ) g, is given by

detK~! detK!
T o (T 14 Ly|T =p* |\T" tA T
under {vg, v, v2}. Note that ordj.q f = ord[lz()]p:;f and ¢ € R. It follows that v € PZS

iff p;v € P;&. Therefore, z — g;Kt,A(ze’i¢)g¢ is a smooth function C — u(2)
satisfying properties in Lemma[3.3 It follows from the uniqueness that

(34) Kia(ze”) = g5Kia(2)gs -

Fort > 0,letn, : 7+ t'/3zand
(35) T, = diag (t1/3, f1/3) )
We have that
R(K) = #PniR (). K) = PP TR (T] -7 K - T,) T}
and that
n; B =1"T;Bl, n;C =1"T.CT,.
It follows that S (K, B, C) = t*7n;S (7, H,T,BI},T* ,CT ). By direct calculation,
we have
E(K.B.C) = #PyT, - E (T} (n. K)T,. B.C) - T,
Thus z - T K, 1(:732)T; solves (29). On the other hand,
\ 1
T =13 ( r_l) T.

t

It follows that the metric given by z - I'7K; ; (t’l/ 31) I'; on & has a local form under
{vo,v1, 2} given by

L1 . [detK ! 1 253w [ (et KD
T ( F;‘) n_t( K. I; T=rom|\T Kia Tl

For f; € O’, we have that 3 ; fv; € PLEIfT Y, i*n* fiv; € PLE. Therefore, 7 -
7K, 1(t732)T; gives a harmonic metric adapted to P¢E. By the uniqueness in Lemma
we have

(36) Ki(t"2) =T} K ()T

It follows from (34) and (36)) that K; , has the form

t_2/3f1 (t1/3r) A (tl/3r) o0
Wezie t’2/3f2 (t1/3r) ’

where f; for j = 1,2,3 are smooth functions on R, and each entry is a smooth
function on C. It is clear that there is a function H,, : C — ju(2) such that K; 4(z) =
H, ,(z?) for all z € C. By the continuity and positive-definiteness of K; ,, in a bounded
neighborhood of the origin, det H; , is bounded away from zero. Furthermore, it is
not hard to see that we have f; € C*([0, o)) with f]T(O) = 0 and f3(0) = 0. A direct

calculation shows 0.F, 9:F = O(|z]) as z — 0. As = 7> we have 0 = (22)718, and

Kt,/l(”eie) =
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62 = (22)719:. The entries of 0:H, ,, aZHt,/l are bounded at the origin. Thus the same
is true for 9, (det Ht‘ﬂl) and 6; (det Ht‘ﬂl) Let
detH!
M = 1A )
N
We have by (29), M solves
0z (M™'0:M) ~ o, M~ " M] = 0,

on C* with

1 0 ¢ 1
p=—|1 0 0],
V2l 0 0
and for any 0 € Q bounded, M € C*(Q*) N L7*(Q) where Q* = Q — {0}.
Let
D: M —M(3; (M9 M) - [p, M~ ¢ M1)

= %AM - T1(M) — T2(M)

where A = 40;0, is the Laplacian and
Ti(M) = (9;M) M~ (9:M),
To(M) = Mlp. M~'¢"M].

A bootstrap argument can be used to improve our knowledge on the regularity of M
at 0. Consider two intermediate open neighborhoods: 0 € Q” € Q' € Q. By elliptic
regularity estimate (see, e.g. [DK90] Appendix III), there is some C > 0 such that

1
Ml 20 SC(H—A(M)H + Ml )
2@ 1 e r@)

To show M € L% near the origin, it suffices to bound ||iA(M)||L2 < T2 +
I72(M)]|12. Using the elliptic regularity of the Cauchy-Riemann operator dz, we have
C’ > 0 such that

|70, < €

o

From the above M*! is bounded at 0 and HagM || L2y < By the Sobolev embedding
L} c L, ”a,ZM”U(Qf
;M = (9:M*) = (9;M) . Thus there is C”" > 0 such that

0; (M9 M)

o] )

+ ”M_lalM”LZ(Qf)) :

2(Q

o4ty

Q)

) is bounded. This implies the same bound on ||6ZM H @) since

7" 2
IT1MDl2@) < CTNIMILs ) < 00
By L® bound on M*! and ¢, l72(M)l| 12y < o0. Therefore M € Lg(Q").

Suppose M € LiH(Qk) for some k > 1 and O € Ql’C € Q. By elliptic estimate,
there is C > 0 such that

1Ml < C(ITUMlIzq) + IT2(MDlIz gy + 1My -
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Use V to denote either d; or 62, and V¢ will denote 6? 6? with ¢; + £, = €. Then

VET1(M) is a sum of terms of the form
(%) M (VM) MM (VM) M

where n; € Z and ¢; > 0, Z’}’Zl ¢; = k + 2, and for at least two indices j, we have

t; > 1. For the terms with £; < k for all j, take py,...,p, > 2 with 1/2 = ij]‘.l we
have:

¢ .
169l < ]_1[ v, < ]_[ vl
= =1
We have £{; — = < {; < k. Therefore, by Sobolev embedding theorems (e.g. [DK90]
Appendix IV), there is C" > 0 such that ||M]|,. ’i <C ||M||L£ (@ < . The only terms

left are of the form (V"“M) MY (VM) or (VM) M! (V"“M). These have finite

L*(€)-norms since both M~ and VM have bounded entries at 0 and M € L7 (Q)
by assumption. It follows by induction on k and Sobolev embedding theorems that
M e C™.

Summarize the above discussion, we have proven the following.

Proposition 3.4. For —1/4 < A < 1/4, there is a smooth function H, ) : C — iu(2)
scuh that K, ,(z) = H, (%) where K, , is the function in Lemma[3.3) In particular,

phia(PPp)  fia(PPp)e™
fa(PPp)e”  p7! f4(Pp)

where f;, is a smooth function on R, and H = H,, satisfies

37 H,, (pe) =

(38) 0z (H™'0.H) = £ (yoyyH det H — (det H) ™ H™'By3o)

with

fo=(UV2)(e 1) 0=(/V)(1 o)

Let (F,3,) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle. Recall notations in Def and s
be a trivializing section of L over the coordinate disk (D; {) centered at p € D, and let
s = {s1, 52} (resp. o = {071, 02}) be frames of F (resp. V) over D induced by sy as in
the statement of Theorem[2.4l We fix notation for Hermitian metrics corresponding
to the Hermitian-matrix valued functions above.

Definition 3.5. Denote by h,,l the metric on F over D with h,, = (H,,), where
H, , is as in Prop[3.4l Denote by h, 1 the metric on € given by h, (e, exs1) = (K, ,1)

where i,k =0,1,2 and KM is as in Lemma3.3]

ki

We have by a direct calculation

9) (hua)y = P15 M, ()
where

_ s\—1 -1 _ 1 é’ _1
40) M, = (") H S ,S—$(§ 1)
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and in particular we have the following explicit expression.
1 (fu +ha=fia=Ba fa=fatfa- E)
20\fia—foa—Fatfa fiatfaatfiatfia

Thus H,, is determined by a Hermitian-matrix-valued radial function M,. Alterna-
tively, M, is a submatrix of @ 1*")& where the frame on & is given by o for j = 0, 1,2

(41) M, (p) =

~ 2
where 07; = 37_g (Ter)rs1,j+1 € Where

L (Y2 0 0
(42) Te(r =—10 272 272 .
\5 0 -1 1
We have
) (), <[t (e P)"
1)z 2BM, (tz/a |Z|2) ’

where m, = det M,. For later use, we have

P (va,v2) = 202 (M1 (2P, B (v, v2) = 2021* (M) (2P)
B2 (v0, v0) = 212 (2> (Ma)aa (1) + 2 maclz®) ™),
@4 haov) = 22 (12 (M) () = = ma™ ™) -
Note that A in H, ; is characterized by det H; 1(¢) = O(|£|) as { — 0 for ¢ < =21 and
detH, () # O(|Z°) as £ — O for ¢ > —2A.
For local model around points in Dg, D,, replace 6 in by

010 0 22 0
0=2z|z> 0 O|dz, resp. 6=2z|1 0 O0fdz

0 00 0 0 0

and let v; € & with j = 0,1,2 be such that vy = V2vy ® dz, v; = — V2zv; ® dz,
and 6v, = 0. Same procedures as above defines an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs
bundle (PE, 6) = (Pic“‘c‘)S’, 91) ® (0'e3,0) where & = O'ey @ O'e;. By a similar
discussion the rank-two summand is stable if cg, c; > 0 and cp+c¢; = 1. By arguments
similar to the proof of Lemma[3.3] the corresponding metric has a local form iff
co = c¢; = 1/2. In fact in these cases, there is a more explicit formula similar to
the local fiducial solution of [MSWW16] the local model, in terms of the a smooth
solution of an ODE of Painlevé type I11:
2
(45) (x0)* ¥ = 5 sinh (2y) .

Following [MTW77] (with a simplified proof in [Wid00]), there is the unique solu-
tion ¢ with following properties

W(x) ~ —log (x1/3 F ajx4f/3), x—0

(46) W'(x) <0, x>0
Y(x) = O(x’l/ze’”) R X — 400
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There exists a harmonic metric adapted to strictly polystable good filtered Higgs bun-
dle (P<E, ) is unique up to positive scalar on each summand. The result below there-
fore follows by a direct calculation verifying that H, indeed satisfies (38) with respec-
tive By, Yo and that ¢ p defined below is smooth at the origin.

Proposition 3.6. Let {slyj, sz,j} be a frame of F over (Dj; {;) centered at p; as in
Def2.14] Then

diag(c-1p\ 2%\ p.eD
iy = [ () e Dy
dlag(cp Re™¥r ¢ ) pj €D,
where ¢ € C*, and
8
(47) Up = w(gtp”)

(where  is the unique solution above and p = |{|) solves (B8) with
T
(¢ 0) pjeDg (1 o) pieDg
Bo = s Y0 = T
(1 0) pieD, (¢ o) pjeny

and logdet Hi({) = —24;log|l| + O(1) as { — 0 with A = —1/4 for p; € Dg (resp.
A = =1/4 for p; € D,). Furthermore, the solution satisfying the above asymptotic
estimate is unique up to the choice of c € C*.

In the following we will refer to p as the Painlevé function. The estimate below
follows easily from and will be useful later.

Lemma 3.7. There are Cy, ¢c; > 0 and x; > 0 such that for all x > x|, and
k=0,1,2,
|6’;¢(x)| < Cie™ .

Note that the Painlevé function also provide explicit formula for H, ; in Prop
with 4 = 0O:
(48) H;o (pef‘/’) = diag (pez‘pf’,pflefz‘/"“) .
3.3. Asymptotics of local models. In order for the gluing construction to work well
it will be necessary to know the behavior of function M, at large radius with bounds
uniform in A in some interval. We fix a small enough 6 > O and let I = (-1/4 +

0, 1/4 — 9). Constants in an inequality will be said to be independent of A if it holds
for all A € I. (These could still depend on choise of §.) In particular, we will show:

Proposition 3.8. There are pg > 1 and C,C, > 0 such that for all A € I and
p = po, we have

|Ma(p) = Mo a(p)|» |8, (Ma(p) — M a(p))] 1p“6p (00, (Ma(p) - Mm,xp)))] :
lomae) = mao)| [0 (*mate) = 1))+ o718, (00, (0 mate) = o)) |
< Cie©r

where M, = diag (p™"13, p™'pi3") with

(49) wa(p) = 4c;'p™.

where A v ¢, is continuous.
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The coefficient ¢, will play a central role in the gluing construction. Constants in
the estimates below which does depend on A € I will often depend on it through a
continuous function of c¢,. Furthermore, the above gives asymptotics of the metric
ﬁu defined in Def[3.3 Therefore by (@8), we have ¢y = 4.

The estimates will build upon relevant results in [Moc16]. We first review these
results. Then we use the local form of /1 ; under & as well as Prop 212 to get the
estimates in value. The gradient estimate relies on results similar to Lemma 3.12 and
3.13 in [Mocl6]. The continuity of ¢ and uniformity of constants C;, C, on [ are
similar to Prop 3.15 [Moc16] using an identity from [Sim88].

3.3.1. Asymptotic estimates of Mochizuki. (E ,0E, 6, h) is called a harmonic bundle

if g0 = 0 and h solves the Hitchin equation Fy, + [0 A §™] = 0. The following
combines Propositions 2.1, 2.3, 2.10, 2.12 and Cor 2.6 of [Moc16].

Theorem 3.1. Let (E, Ok, 0, h) be a harmonic bundle of rank N with holomor-
phic decomposition (E, 3E,9) = @7:1 (Ej, 3E/.,9j) over a chart (D;z) C X with
D = {lz| < R} where E; is a line bundle over D. Let 8; = fidz and M > 0 such
that|fj| < M on D. Suppose d = min“f,- —fi| S j} > 1. Then forany0 <r <R
let D' = {|z] < r}, there are C, c > 0 depending only on R, r, M/d, N such that

(50) Foilge - [Fou

(51) h(si,s;) < Ce™Isily|s;|, on D’ fors; € E;, s; € Ej, i # j

, |6h7rj|h <Ce“onD’
8c 8C

where h; is the restriction of h to Ej, ; the holomorphic projection onto Ej, and gc
the Euclidean metric on D.

The following bounds the covariant derivative by the gradient of the norm. It is a
slight generalization of Lemma 3.12 in [Moc16].

Lemma 3.9. Notation as in Theorem Bl with N > 2 and suppose Ce ¢ <
102N=3/2. Then for any nonzero section vj € E;j, we have on D’

|6hvj|h!gc <10|v), (|ag log [v;[2] + Ce_"d) .

Proof. By assumption Ce™? < 1/(2N). Let w = 27:1 c;v; be a section with
1 ¢N 3 ¢N
vj € Ej, we get by (51D 2 2it1 lci? |Vi|;21 < |W|;21 <3 2ic1 lcil? |Vi|;21~

For a o define operator d by 9,0 = (00") d{ where dj, is the (1,0)-part of the Chern
connection of the induced metric. Let dv = Y, c,vy, then

Dol [ (@vsve) = 3wy [|cl»| ilh = | > ech (e, vi)

C#i
) 1 1
(52 = el = )5 > Ce e vel 2 5 ) leid il 2 AR

i C#




26 XUESEN NA

The i = jtermin }; |vi|;l ’h (6vj, v[)’ is |vj|h ’64 log |vj|z’ whereas i # j terms satisfy,

by (50),
Wil 'h (6vj, vi)' < vil;! (’h ((a”j) Vjs Vi)' + ’h (nf (6\//) ’ vi)’)
53 sceffoml v+ (on)]) < (o) ol + ol
We have
(54) el i, < D lei vl < VN1avi],

We have N VNCe=“? < 1/100. Thus by (32), (33)
1 1
v ], < va(|v,.|h octoguff| + e, + oo |6v‘,~|h) .
q.e.d.

3.3.2. Asymptotics of metrics. Recall definition of coordinates z and w = z~! from
32 Consider the harmonic bundle (&,6,71.4) on {iw| < 1} ¢ P with /; ; defined

in Def B3l We have (&,60) = @520 (O’vj,fjdz) where O’ = Opi ([1 : 0]) and

(fi, fo, f3) = 22(z,—z,0). In the following we denote Fﬁm by h. An estimate is said to
hold for p > 1 if there is pg > 1 such that it holds for p > py. Note that the distance
between eigenvalues

=min (|f; - fil) = 2lz* > 1
d = min(If; - f) = 20

are bounded below, and L = max; |f;| = 2|z]%. In particular L/d = 1 is independent of
lzl. We have for h; = h|1:,-’ |(FV”/)‘h . = |6Z(35 loglvjh;l. By Theorem [3.1] there are

Jo

C, ¢ > 0 independent of A such that |6§65 log |V/'Z| < Ce ¥l and

(55) [ (viovi)| < vl il e, 0 j<2.

Furthermore, by Theorem [3.1] |F Vz'% is bounded by an L? function near [1 : 0]. By

Prop[2.12] there are constants 0 < C; < C», which could depend on A, such that
Cip < |Vj|% < Cp'™, j=0,1

(56) Cip'™ <l < Cp'™.

We can improve the norm estimate and give a gradient estimate using the following
result, which follows easily from Proposition 3.10 in [Moc16].

Lemma 3.10. Let f > 0 be a smooth radial function on {|{| > 1} such that there
are Cy,c; > 0 with

(57) 10,0 1og | < Cre™"
for some £ € N and a € R, C2,C}, > 0 such that
(58) Gl < fF < Cle".

Then there is b = b(a, f) > 0 and Cs,c3 > 0 independent of a such that
log f —logb121%|, |0, log f — /2| < C3e™4".
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Applying the above and {4), there are C3,c3 > 0 independent of A and cﬁl) , cf)

such that
[log (207 (M1 () — Tog (<P )|, [0, 102 (20> (M1 () - (1 = 4) /2],
[log (207 (M2 (0) + 29 ma(o) ") = Tog (21|,
(59)
[¢0: 108 (207 (M)22 () + 207 mae)™) = (14200 /2| < Cre™¥
For (i, j) = (0, 1) resp. (0,2) in (33), by (36), there are C4, c4 > 0 independentof A € [
such that for p > 1,
(M) (0) — p7m, (0)!| < CacDpH-lgmcw

1/2
(MD)12 (0] < Cy (D) prttemewe

Using |x — 1| < (const) |10g x| for small |x|, by (39) there are Cs and ¢s > 0 depend-
ing continuously on ¢(1) and ¢ (1), such that for p > 1,

My(p) - diag (Do /2, ¢0p? 1 14)| . mato) - 4 () p22| < Cseew

In the following, denote ¢, = cfll). By m, = det M, we have cflz) = 326}2. For M, ,
and p1,(p) in Prop[3.8] there are CZ, ¢ > 0 depending continuously on c; such that for
p>1,

(60) |Ma(p) = M ()]s 0P ma) = patp)| < Cie™ .

In the rest of §3.3.20 constants in an inequalities not in lemmas will be depending
continuously on ¢, unless stated otherwise.

Since M., is diagonal with diagonal entries of the form cp®, @ € R and ¢ > 0, it
follows that for p > 1, IMuM_', = 1| = O (e’(“’““)p). For p > 1 we also have CY,

k
¢? > 0 such that [Me M7' = 1| = ’2;:; . (1 - M;I’AMA)

but easier argument for m,, we have that for p > 1 there are Cf", c;” > ( such that

(61) [Ma()™" = Mo (0)™'] [0°mao)™ = pa(p) ™| < €575

< CYe 5P, With a similar

3.3.3. Asymptotics of the first and second derivative of the metric. We will need
the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose f is a function on {p > 1} and C; > 0, j = 1,2,3, ¢, &2
and c3 > 0 satisfy |p6p (log f —log g)| < Ci1e " where g(p) = Cop® and |f — g| <
Cse™4P. Then there are Cy4,ca,po > 0 depending on the previous constants that for
p>1,

lod, (f = 9)| < Caem .

Note that {d; = 3pd, on radial functions and pd,, log p* = @. By Lemma[3.ITland
(39), we have Cg, ¢ > 0 with

o3, ()22 ) + p7matp)™ = cap™*22)|

(62) lpd, (M1 (0) = 166%™ 4)| < Coe™v .
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In order to bound the first derivatives of off-diagonal elements, we apply Lemma
BI0to |vj|ﬁ, and given that || < 1/4, we have for || > 1 there is C; > 0 independent
of A1 € I with ‘6; log |v]|%‘ <y |§|—l. This provides a bound for the first term on the

right-hand side of the inequality in the statement of Lemma[3.9] The other term is
bounded by e~ and is certainly bounded by the first term for p > 1. It follows
that for p > 1, there is Cs > 0 independent of A € [ with

10viki, g < Coo™" ik
Since |v j|ﬁ satisfies (38), by (33), in proof of Lemma and the above there

are C9 and c9 > 0 such thz%)ﬁzﬁ(vj, v,-)' = 'z};(aﬁv‘j, v,-)’ < Cge_ct)lz\z fori % j. For

(i, j) = (0,1) and (0, 2), by there are Cj and cj > 0 such that

(63) I8, M 12 )], 98, (M2 (0) = p7ma)™)| < e
At this point, we showed that there are C{, cg' > 0 such that

(64) |8, (Ma(p) = Mo a(p))| < Ce™5 .

We have

tr (M7 0, (M) = Meo.)) + e (M7 = M) 0, M )

= my' 9y (ma — p7w) + (07" = m3") 8, (07 2a) -
By (&I, (&) there are C}’, ¢’ > 0 such that for p > 1,

0, (0 mate) - pao))| < €575
We next bound the difference in the second derivatives. For i # j, we have

0:00 (viyv,)| < [ (9nvi, 0u)| + [ (F,vi,v))|
< (). (Ggm )| + [ (@) iy (33)
i (@50)  (@5) v)] + [ i (05m) s (003))|

where 7; is the holomorphic projection to O'v;. Let 8;v; = 3., c,ve we have by the
proof of Lemma[3.9]

i (3501)|. = ledd ity < V2| -
By (30, there are Cjo and c¢j¢ > 0 such that for |z] > 1,
85617[(1),-, Vj)' < Cl()e—clo\zlz .

For (i, j) = (0, 1), (0, 2), by (63) there are Cyy, ¢;; > 0 such that for p > 1,
65) |90 Mrz )] (3200 (M)sz (0) — pmato)™)| < Crreeve.

By the estimates of the curvature along O’v; for j = 0,2 in (30) there are Ci,, c12 > 0
independent of A such that for p > 1,

(M) (p) + p~>ma(p) ™"
12

We will need the following elementary lemma.

< Cpe 9,

El

(M1 (p) )

16c/’12p*“*1

0z0; log( 0z0; log(
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Lemma 3.12. Let f(p) onp > 1, g(p) = C1p%, Cy, ¢ > 0 be such that
If =810, (f = 9)] < Cae™.

Let D := p', (pﬁp) and suppose lD (log f —log g)l < Cre™P. Then there are Cs,
c3 > 0 depending on previous constants such that for p > 1,

ID(f — gl < Cze™ .
By (60), (62) and Lemma[3.12] there are C3 and c13 > 0 such that for p > 1,
020 (M2 () + p7map)™ = exp™ 212,
]aza{ (M1 (0) - 16c;2p—1—“)] < Cpyeerr
With (63), there are C}, and ¢}, > 0 such that for p > 1,
1020 (M2 (p) = cap'™2/4)| < Clemir.
Combining (63),there are C}; and ¢}, > 0 such that
'agag (M2 () = cap' /4)| < Clyeior
At this point, we have proved the following:

Proposition 3.13. All the estimates in Prop[3.8 hold with C1, C, > 0 depending
continuously on c,.

3.3.4. Uniform boundedness of family of Hermitian-Yang-Mills metrics. In this
part we finish proof of Prop which follows from Prop[3.13]and:

Proposition 3.14. The function A — c, is continuous.

This is the continuity of the next-to-leading order in A +— EL 1- We build on the
proof of Prop 3.15 in [Moc16] for the rank-two case. Note that the conclusion will
follow once we can show that for any Ay € (—=1/4, 1/4)on {p > 1}, p*do=Dmigm;'~1
uniformly as 1 — Ay. We have

-1

l%cjl _ 1| < |p2(1710 n 2%01 (pfzm _ m})| + ‘Pzﬂiolmﬂo (pZ(/l—/lom/lm/ijl _ 1)‘
+ oty ma =1
Denote the three terms by I, IT and III. By Prop there are Ci(A4), c1(4), Cr, Cr,

cm > 0 such that I < Ci(A)e %, III < Crre " and that |p2;1§0m/10| < Cy. Therefore
by first taking p — oo, we have that c; — c,, as 1 — Ao.

Let Iy € (—1/4, 1/4) containing Ay. All constants in inequalities below will depend
only on I unless stated otherwise. Consider an auxiliary family Zg for A € Iy such
that (1) hS, = 1 4,. (2) deth§ = deth; 4 = 1 the standard metric on trivial bundle, (3)
Eg — hy, uniformly on any K € P' — {[1 : 0]} in C* sense as 1 — Ao, and (4) on
2> 1) o

HY =TH, 3, s
where ﬁu = (EM)E’ o is defined in (42)), ﬁg = @3)5 and

Iy = diag (o, Jgf 40, [oP40)
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ie. Zg have the same leading order asymptotic behavior as £ ; near [1 : 0]. Fix gpi a
Kéhler metric on P'.

Lemma 3.15. Let Fy = Fy, + [0,0™] where h = Zg There is C > 0 independent
of A such that

[Falng, <C

Proof. Let G, € Aut(&) such that (G))z = I'y;. Under o for |z| > 1, [6, 9%0] =
A
I7'[6.62 1. For y € End(8) with ¥ = yz, we have [y2, = t (‘P ()" l{f*ﬁg) -
1.1 1

|1"A¢1"/‘11|%H . By Theorem[3.1] there is C; > 0 such that for |z| > 1,
Ao

2
He’ eﬁs]

2
- He e |
h‘}yé’yl 1,4

<C;.

1,485

! [9 o ]rl

9
hi4y

.81

(va )~ = 8- ((ﬁ;’)_1 aﬁ;’)dz Adz
— 1 _ = ~
= 62 (F}l (Hl,/lo) (FE) ! az (F/l) HMOI})dz Adz

+ 0o (17 (i) 0. (s Ta) d2 A dz+ 0 (171 0.T) d2 A dz.

Note that 0; (171611]) = 0 and using
AA'BA)=[A"'BA,A7'9A1+ A" (OB) A
where 0 = 9, or 9;, we get
(FV;;J )& = 1";1(95 (ﬁiﬁoazﬁlyﬁo) I+ [F;lﬁl_,}lg (6ZIF-IV1,AO)FA, 1";1 0:I' D]
+ [0y Hp, (T30.T%) Hy g T T3 Hi b 0z (Hoag D)l
Recall we have
-1
7|l ma (1P)
L = NE
M, (|Z| )

To bound the commutator terms it suffice to bound the off-diagonal elements. By Prop
off-diagonal elements in H l’ﬁo (6ZH 1. 10) and F}lHl’le (6ZH 1,/10) ', are bounded

by Cre™ with C», ¢; > 0. On the other hand, |0; (ﬁl‘janHMO)l < Cze * with Cs,
c3 > 0. g.e.d.

Let k, be given by Zm = ng}. We have that k, is self-adjoint (with respect to
both metrics) and positive-definite. It follows that |k,| < Ctrkﬁl/2 < Ctr (ky) for some
constant C > 0. Since detky = 1, trk; > 3 where equality happens iff k; = Id. By
design of h?l we have for all A, supp: |k,| < oo.

The rest of the proof is almost identical to that of [Mocl6, Prop 3.17]. We still
include it here for completeness. The following identity is from Prop 3.1 in [Sim88]]
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expressing the difference between curvatures of two metric connections associated
with 9 + 6 for two different metrics:

(66) iAg, 80 trky = iAg,, tr (k) — ‘((5 +0) )y 2

2

.g51

We will also need the following result from Prop 2.1 in [Sim88].

Lemma 3.16. Let (X, g) be a compact Kdhler manifold and b € L? (X, g) for some
p > dim X. Then there is C = C(b) > 0 such that for any f > 0 bounded on X with
Ay f < b, we have supy |f| < C”f”L](X,g).

Lemma 3.17. k; — 1 uniformly on P!

Proof. Denote by [llzs = Iy , 10

to show that tr k; — 3 uniformly. For fixed A, F, and k, are bounded on P!, therefore
|Ag]p1 tr (Faky)| € L? where the LP-norm may depend on A. Set s; = k,/ ||ka|| where

llkall = [lkall,». By (66D
(67) iNg,, 00tr sy < |Ag, tr(Fasy)| .

and fix p > 2. As remarked above, it suffices

The right-hand side now has a uniformly-in-A4 L? bound. There are ¢, € L‘z’ c C°,
Cs > 0 with sup |¢,| < Cg, and C7 > 0 such that

iNg, 00 (trs) — ¢) < C7.
By Lemma[3.1@l there are Cg, Cg > 0 such that
S];P|SA| < Gylsalpijog, <Cs-
We have that F; — 0 uniformly on compact sets as 1 — Ag. By (&6), (67), and the
uniform boundedness of sup |s,| we have as 4 — Ay

”(5 + 0) s,1”L2 - 0.

It follows that [|ds,[|,. = 184sll;2 — O where & = hS. Therefore [|s,ll,> is bounded
uniformly in 2. Choose 5, — se weakly in L2. We have ||sell;, = 1 > 0, se is a
nonzero holomorphic endomorphism commuting with 6. By stability of (Pjg, 9), Soo
must be a nonzero multiple of the identity. Since detk, = 1, we have lim,_,, det s,, =
lim, oo ||k, | = det s # 0.

Suppose ||k4|| is not uniformly bounded below near Ay. There is a sequence ”k/l,, ||_3 -
0 as n — oo, which also holds for any further subsequence, leading to a contradiction.
Therefore, ||k,|| is bounded uniformly in A. It follows that k; = ||k,|| s, is uniformly
bounded in L%. For a sequence 1, — Ay as n — oo, there is a weakly Lf-convergent
subsequence k,, — ko as { — co. By the same argument, ko, is a nonzero multiple
of the identity. Furthermore, k., = Id since detk, = 1. It follows that k; — Id weakly
in Lf.

We have

iNg,, 00 (trky —3) = iAg, 00 ky < Ay, tr (Fys2)| [kl

which is bounded in L? uniformly in A. By Lemma[3.16 there is C1o > 0 such that
sup (trky — 3) < Cyo lltr ky — 3||;1. For any sequence k,, with 4, — Ap as n — oo, we
may take subsequence k,, as above such that trk;, — 3 in L? hence L!. The above
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inequality implies that k;, — 3 uniformly, hence k,, — Id uniformly. Therefore, we
have that k; — Id as A — Ao uniformly on P'. g.e.d.

Corollary 3.18. The A-family of matrix-valued function H, , defined in Prop
is continuous with respect to A in C%(Q) for any Q c C bounded. Furthermore, for
Iy € (—1/4,1/4) we have C = C(k, Iy, Q) > 0 such that

sup |00 Hy 4| < C
Kp’ % '
forany {+m =kand A € I.

Proof. For Ay € Iy, it follows from the proof of Prop[3.14] that:

° ﬁg — ;;1,/10 as A — Ao uniformly, in C* sense, on Q € P! —{[1:0]},
e kj — Id as 1 — Ag uniformly on P!,

It follows that El’l = ngz - ZI,AO uniformly as A — Ao. Since Hy 1(z%) = K;1.(z), we
have that the map (—1/4, 1/4) — C%(Q, iu(2)) given by A — H| , is continuous.

Recall from Lemmal[3.3] K A= @1, /l)e satisfies the local form of Hitchin equation
o (KoK = [o Kok, o= P
e ’ ’ 04!
We have that on a bounded domain Q P! —{[1 : 0]}, &1 , is uniformly bounded in L

0 Tl I
anfi C . T?erefore, ”Ku”Lm(Q) ar.ld ||VK1,/1”L2(Q) .
elliptic estimate of the Cauchy-Riemann operator, on Q" € Q there is C > 0 such that

are uniformly bounded. By interior

+ ||75iﬁ‘9zEM||Lz

(Q’)) ’

||gf,iazilvﬂ”q(g/) <C (”[9’ gf,ig*avﬂ]”um)

By Sobolev embedding L? < L*, we have that ||VK L
On Q" € Q by interior elliptic estimate of Laplacian and

@) 1 uniformly bounded.

0:0-K 4 = (32Eu) K (@Eu) +Ki.a [9, Eiﬁg*gu] ;

there are C’ and C”” > 0 such that

1Rl < € ((|(0:R00) K2 (0K

— 2 —
|K1J“L4(Qf) + ”KM“LZ(Q”)) >

uniformly bounded on A € Iy. Then arguments similar to the proof of Prop [3.4] take
over, and the second statement follows from Sobolev embedding theorems.  g.e.d.

ey * IRl

SC"(

3.4. Gluing. In this part, we construct a z-family of approximate solutions to the
Hitchin equation for the familly of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, 18, ry). We will
use the notations in Def2.10]as well as andletb = (b,,)peD be the corresponding
Hecke parameter as in Def Let gx be a metric on X which restricts to Euclidean
metric on (Dj; ¢;) with Kihler form w = %dg“j AdL.
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3.4.1. Gluing in disks. We will define a metric on F|p, for each j which interpolates
smoothly between local model solutions and a decoupled solution. This will be done
on disk D} by pulling back the function M, via a diffeomorphism

D}——N——>R2

which restricts to identity on D” This metric will be singular at GD’I which is then
compensated by a gauge transformatlon connecting it continuously to a decoupled
solution on D; — D",

Let A be an admissible weight with respect to D (see §3.2). As in previous sections,
we fix I € (—1/4,1/4) and constants will be independent of A € I unless otherwise
stated. We say an inequality holds for 7 > 1 if there is #y > 1 such that it holds for all
t > to. Recall we defined for matrices |M| = max; j|M;;|. We have |AB| < n|A||B| for
A, BnXn.

Define on D;
(68) H™ = PG00 My (PPx'p) Galy). on D
(69) H?Y =P Mo, (#Pp) onD;-D
where Mo, , is as in PropB.§ with 1 = 4;,
(70) Ga(y) = diag (y>12,y7112)

and y(¢) := xo(I{|/R) with yo € C*(Rx¢) such that yo = 1 on [0, 1/3] and ¢ = 0 on
[2/3, +00). Note that there are Cy, C, > 0 with [0,x] < CiR! and |6§)(| < CyR72. Let

) = H™() 11 < 2R/3
/ HZ() 2R/3<I{I<R

(71)
Note that ﬁf’“({ ;) can be naturally extended to 0 < |£;| < 2R/3 where
HNE) = PP M (Pp) = PPGa(0) Meoa (PPx'0) Galy)
Let a; = max(24, —1). We have |G, (y)| < x~(“*2) and
1
‘apG)(X)‘ < (a) + E)C]Rl)(‘”%,

1 3 —a,—5 1 —a,=3
|65Ga00)| < (aﬁ + E)(a,1+ Z)CZR P +(aﬁ + Z)CZR AR

Note that y~! > 1. By Prop on a compact set in D} - {pj}, there are C, ¢ > 0,
such that for ¢t > 1,

|24 = ) [o, (A0 - AE©)|

(72) [0:0; (o) - A )| < e

Similarly on a compact set in D', - {p;} there are C’, ¢’ > 0 such that for t > 1,
|0 - B, [0, (i) - HC*‘@)){

(73) 0:0; () - H(©)| < €
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By regularities of M, and (Z3), ﬁzgp e C'(M)n CZ(Df). (It will be singular at p;
since the frame o is singular there.) We will need the following elementary estimate
of matrix norms.

Lemma 3.19. Let A, B be such that |A|, |A — B| < M. Then there are Cy, C} > 0
such that

(74) |detA — detB| < C;M |A — B
(75) |(detA) A — (det B) B| < C;M*|A — B

Let A, B be as above and |detA| > € > 0 and |A — B| < €/(2C\M). Then there is
C, > 0 such that

(76) A7 = B! < Coe™! (1+ Me?)|A - B|
7 |(detA)™ A" - (det B)™' B! < Coe7 (1 + M*e?)|A - B]
Set

(78)  Hiypyy, (H) := 07 (H™'0.H) - PyoyyH (det H) + £ (det H) ™' H™' B3y .
Hi gy, (H) = 0 gives the local form of the Hitchin equation with 8 = Sod{, v = yod(.
Lemma 3.20. For p; € D,, there are C, ¢ > 0 such that on D; - D’j’ fort>1,
’Wfﬁoﬂo (H;yilr)

where By = (0 {:;1) Yo = (0 {:]2)7- are the local forms under o on D? in (Z8).

< Ce™ "

bl

Proof. Write H; = H,p,y,, Hi = 17;“;, H, = ﬁf’;‘ Note that H, as well as its

extension solves the local form of Hitchin equation, i.e. H; (H;) = 0. We have Cy,
co > 0 such that for r > 1,

H\ — Hal, |0 (Hy — Ho)| = |0 (H) — Hy)|, [8;0, (Hy — H»)| < Coe "
On the other hand there is C; > 0 such that for r > 1, |H|, l&ZHzl = |6§H2|,
|826§H2| < C24% where @/, = max(-24,4) > 0. By Lemma 319 for t > 1,
|6ZH1| <2 |6_ZH2| and |H1‘1| <2 |H2‘1|. Note also that
0 (' 0cH,) = —H;' (0pH,) H;' (0cH;) + Hy'9:0H

Forn > 0 and x > 1 we have x"¢™* < ¢™?* for some a’ < a. By (Z2) there are C,,
c> > 0 such that for > 1,

(79) '32 (Hfla[Hl) — 62 (Hzflasz)‘ < Cze,CZtZ/a

We have that there is C3 > 0 such that for r > 1, |det Hy| > C3r~*/3. By Lemma
there are C4, ¢4 > 0 such that on D} - D}' with > 1,

|(det H)™ Hy'Bio - (det H) ™ Hy'Bio| < Cye™
b’o)’(*)Hl (det Hy) — yoyoH> (det H2)| < C4e_c4r2/3
The conclusion follows from this and (79). qe.d.
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Define
20 Htint,ﬁ’ = diag (pl/z exp (X ) yp (%tp3/2)) , 1) for p; € Dg
(80 H™ = diag (p™'% exp (- $10°2)),1) forp;e D
- =diag{p™""exp(—x (@) Yr(31077)), orpj €D,
where p = |§ Jl and yp is the Painlevé function. Note that for any £ we have for

o € 6D;, lim_, 0% = 0 where |¢y] = 2R/3,0 = 0 or g.
Lemma 3.21. For p; € Dg or D, there are C, ¢ > 0 such that on D; - D’I.’ with

t>1,
|ﬂt,ﬁo,yo (H:m’ﬁ)| or |7’{t,,36,76 (H;"r’y)' < Ce™,

where fo = (; 0).8y=(1 0}y =(1 0).%=(¢ 0)

Proof. For p; € D,, define H*" = diag (p‘”z, 1) on DY ~D’ with p = |¢/| solving
the local form of decoupled equation with § = Byd{;, ¥ = Yd¢;. By properties of
W = yp in Lemma[3.7 there are C3, C4 > 0 such that for 7 > 1,

Hrim,y _ Hexl,y’ , ’ 3, ( Hrim,y _ Hexl,y)’ , ' 070, ( Hint,‘}/ _ Hext,y)' < CyeC

The rest of the estimate follows from the proof of Lemma [3.20] using Lemma [3.19
The case p; € Dg is similar. q.e.d.

Lemma 3.22. Let p; € D,. The family of functions Hi”/’l is continuous in CO(D;)
with respectto A € 1.

Proof. We have Hilnj1 =H;,on D}’ continuous in CO(D’].’) with respect to A € I by

Cor[3.18 We will focus on the annulus Q = D’I. - D’j’.
Let D, = diag (4c;1, c;/z/z). We have M., 1(p) = (D1Ga(p))* (DG a(p)) with G,
as in (70). Let
Fa(p) = (D)™ (Ga(p)") ™ Ma(p)Galp)™ ' D} .
Since G (a)G(b) = G, (ab), we have that

H = Ga(p)'D3Fa (x ' p) DaGap) -

We have H™ = §*H™S with

1 (¢ -1
S =—
wle )
whose entries are bounded on Q. Furthermore, note that Gﬁ(p)‘lD;1 is continuous
with respect to 4 € [ in C%(Q). Therefore, the conclusion follows if ¢ — F2)) is
continuous on C°(R? — B(0, R/3)).

For € > 0, by Prop B8] there is p; = p1(€) > max (po, R/3) such that for p > p;
and all 1,1y € I, |F1(p) - Fﬂo(p)| < e. On the other hand, by Cor B.18] there is
& = (p1) > 0 such that for [ — do| < § and R/3 < p < p1, |Fa(p) — F,(p)| < €. Note
that 6 depends only on € > 0. Therefore we have that F, — F,, in CO(R?-B(0,R/3)).

q.e.d.
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3.4.2. Global construction. In this part, we will assemble a metric £, pp on F for
a choice of weight A by gluing metric defined on Flp, in §3.4.1] and a decoupled
solution on X — [[;D;. It is no surprise that for contmulty at dD; we need to choose
the decoupled solution, i.e. the weight A carefully. We will be using notations ¢,,
hg,/l’ hL,HE and 8¢j in Def[ml

For a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, 3, ) let b be corresponding Hecke parame-
ters as in Def[2.13] For each p; € D we fix once and for all a trivializing section { sf) )}

3
of Llp, with (sg?;(m)@ = by, if p; € D,. Let A be an admissible weight with respect
to D (see §3.2).
Definition 3.23. Fort > 1, A is called t-compatible with b if there is a trivializing
s0,j of Llp, for each p € D, such that

o (1)s330) = by,
e (2) there is a harmonic metric hy adapted to (L, A) such that on D,

(81) (hi*h ® hihi) = £ M, (PPp) for all p; € D,

where p = |{j| and o is induced by s j as in Theorem[2.4)

Note that (&1 is exactly ﬁf’;‘/ in (®9). Furthermore, the condition (2) is equivalent
to

* (3) given any choice of {so,j}p,ep, With so,j € Llp, and 50,;(0)% = by,, there is a
harmonic metric Ay adapted to (L, 2),
2 140, 24;\ ¢4—0
(82) |s0.1l, / (4@}#‘/“ i ) — 1
Note that (2) = (3) by a direct calculation. We next show (3)=(2) and introduce

some notations.

Suppose (3) holds and denote the harmonic metric by Az, ,,. Foreach p; € D,,

(83) log’ ' = log ¢y, /4)+(4/3) (log ) 4, +24;log|¢,| + o(1)
as {; = 0g| 3| + ¢ . By the uniqueness there is
na: € R such that
(84) hia = hg /lerh.f — hL,HEewHM"
therefore log' 3| =+ log' | . Thus we have for all j
N (¢

0) . . .

85)  log soj = + log' (0) Lt ; [; /lk] g0 +2;logz|

Compare (83) and (83) we get for all p; € D,

l
(86)  mas = (4/3)(10g1) A; + log (c1,/4) ~ log ‘0)(0)1 [Z A ]gai(O)
k=1
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Since D; is simply connected, there are unique holomorphic functions ¢;, fy; on D;
such that
2

2
_ (0) ©)
Reé; = log 'So»f'hL,HE ~ log |s0’j(0)

hiHE

87) Refej = gej — 8¢j(0)
and £;(0) = f;;(0) = 0. Set

N (¢
(88) FM=§-‘/-+Z[ Ak]fgj.

e=1 \k=1

Definition 3.24. For each p; € D,, let

(89) sf)l!j = e’F”-f/zs(()(i)l..
Let 0';0) = {0'(1(1)]., 0'(2(1)1.} and s;O) = {S(l(»).)/" s(zo)l} for all j (resp. 0';? = {a'fj, O'/Zlyj} and
s? = {sf!j, s’zlyj} for p;j € D,) be the frames induced by the frame {sg?;} (resp. the frame

} ) as in Theorem[2.4] Note that the frame o = 0'? satisfies (8.

)
50,7
From the above, condition (3) is also equivalent to

e (4) There is 7 € R such that for all p; € D,, we have
(90) n+y,; () = log (c}/?/2) + (2/3) (log ) 4,
where y/; (1) = log 1sg>;<0)1h +(1/2) T, (SE, A¢) 8¢/(0) is an affine function
’ LHE
in /lj with pj€ D,.

For the example in (I7), L = Ox, b = (1,...,1) and h; g may be taken to be the
trivial metric on Oy. Recall that ¢,-¢ = 4. It follows that 4 = (0, . .., 0) is --compatible
with b for all 7. Note also that ¢y, in [86) is independent of ¢ in this case.

Proposition 3.25. There are C > 0, ty > 1 such that for t > 1 there is an admissi-
ble weight A(t) € Pp, t-compatible with b and such that

C
1) ) = Ao < ——
logt
where Ao, is defined in Theorem[L1]

Proof. Let A, = — (degL + (dg - dy)/4) /d, which is the value A ; for p; € D,.
Set

§_= {ﬂ = (/~‘1’~-~’/1d,)

i + A € (=1/4,1/4), Zuk =O} Cc HcR%,
X

an open subset of H = {u| Y, = 0}, a hyperplane in R*. By Prop 0 =
— d,
0,...,00 € Pp. Letm : R* > H, u (,uk -d! Z"“‘)k:f We have that
n(p — p') = O iff there is a constant ¢ such that y; = y; + ¢ for all k.
Set

Gt Pp — R, G = (3/2)logn™ (wi, (W) —log (12, /2))"
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where 1 <i; <...<1iy < 4g— 4 are the indices such that pi; € Dy and A is the tuple
with A;, = A, + p and set F, = 7 o G,. We can rewrite (Q0) as

e = G () +((3/2)(n/ logt) — A) .
i.e., A is t-compatible with b iff
Fiw=p

F; is continuous by Prop[3.14l There is ry > 0 such that H N B(0, ry) & 552 and

that F, : H N B(0,ry) — H N B(0, ry). The conclusion follows then from Brouwer’s
fixed point theorem. g.e.d.

Let ro > 0 be as in the proof and set I = [, — rp, 4. — ro]. Let
92) I={1e Pp|rjelforpjeD,).
We fix a family A(¢) € 1 for ¢ > 1, t-compatible with b.

Definition 3.26. Let 0'5.0) (resp. sg.o) ) be the frames of Vlp, (resp. Flp,) defined
in Def 324 Let h{™ be a Hermitian inner product on F defined by a piecewise
expression

(h;lpp) o =T, ;Hm o L A0.j onDj, pj€ D,
/
app int,B gy
(ht )s<j (T//Kt) lt) H"T, e on Dj pje Dg
app int,y
(hf )si‘” (Tio) /r) H, T//l(t) jeoon Dj pje D,
h?pp = hooys onX — UjD

where
hooy = t° (hz,z/l(t),thK D hL,/l(t),thK)
withe: F >V = L‘ZKX ® LKy the Hecke modification corresponding to (F,,y) as
in land H' (resp. H"*, H"") is defined in (ZI) (resp. (80)) and
T/l,j — dlag (e—F/L;” eF/L/'/Z) ,
(93) T; . = diag (T2 Tawe) »
where Fy; is defined in (88) and
Tor = 46512 i3~ Fa
where jg is a fixed index such that p, € D, (recall by Prop[2.6lwe have D, # 0) and
Frj=Faj- logﬁa,/‘,
0)

S 4g-4
~ 0.j hLHE {Z

naj =
S(O)

J
’01

4

Z ] glio(o) —gai(O)) ]

k=1

hi.nE

In view of (89) and the form of 4;"" on D; with p; € D,, it is not hard to verify that
for p; € D,, we have that

(H™),, = P1*M,(#p) on DY for p; € D, .
J
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Therefore, we have by Def[3.3land (39)) that on D7, (h“pp) w0 = Hia,) the local model
S

solution in Prop[3.4l In particular we see that 4" is smooth and non-singular at D, .

2 _ [
Define §5, = { 1,:752”} on Flp, by
A 1/2 (0)
s7 . =T1)/7s
1)t At 1,
G {s‘ = 7150
2,4t — T2,

By a direct calculation for D-admissible weight A,

95) (1), = {H" forp € Dy,
ro ) T Him,‘y f )
i p orp; €D,

‘We have

diag (p”z, 1) p; € Dg
(hoo,l‘)s/? = . -1/2 .

dlag(p ,1) pj€D,
By the definitions of H"* and H™” in (80) as well as the asymptotic properties y/p
in Prop[3.6l we have that ;" is C? at 9D for p; € Dg and D,. On the other hand, we
saw that H,'\, is in C? (D¥) in §341 By condition (2) in DefB23| we see that h;"
onD; — D’ is identical to A« . Therefore it is also C? at dD; for p; € D,. This proves
the first statement in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.27. h = k"’ as above is a C* metric on F over X. There are C,
¢ > 0 such that fort > 1,

e/

|Fy, + 2y Ay + 28" APl < Ce
o

Proof. By definition, & solves the Hitchin equation everywhere except on D’,— D"/
Note that &, f;; in (&7) are independent of ¢ and A. There is Cy > 0 such that for all
e, |F,1,j| < Cp on D; for p; € D,. Therefore, there is C; > 0 such that |TM|,

'T;i’ < Cy. We have C, > O such that forall 1 € 7,
'(H’ﬁo% (T3, HT ) | |Tu(Ht/30yo( 0 )Tu| <G '(Htﬁoyo( dpp)| :

with B = % ({,- 1), Yo = \/ii (1 g’j) On the other hand since 77, ; , Hg ;. and

Hogyoy with By = (1 0}, 7 = (& 0.7 =(5 0).andy) = (1 0))areall
diagonal we have
7—{’,37(( /ljt) HappT/,l/t) = ( /l/t) 7-{7‘,37( aPP) T/,l/t - 7-{’,37( aPP)

for g = g3 (resp ,8 /) and y = y; (resp. ). The conclusion follows by combining
Lemmas[3.200 3.21] and the fact that 4" is independent of 7. g.e.d.

The following will be a consequence of and Lemma in the next section.

Proposition 3.28. On Xy C X — D compact, there are C, ¢ > 0 such that for all
> 1,

—e
g — Id”L%(XO),hf(’;p <Ce

where g, is given by "’ = heo, - g and || - l20x0). s defined in (100).
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For future reference, we gather below the local forms of 4;™ in various regions
and frames.

Region Frame | Local form of 4™

A1) 773PP
DJ’ - {pj}v Pj € Dr O'j Ht,/lj(r)’ see (Z1)

0) % 77
Dj={ps}, pieD; | o T3, iHiyo Tao.s see Def3.28

Dj, pj € D, s?(') S *stlj(r)s where S is defined in (I33)
0) s 77app
DJ’, pj€ D, Sj S T/l(t),jHr,/l,»(r)Tfl(T)ij

A() r7int
D’i — {pj}, pj€D, o Htl’“A/_(t), see (68)

D}/ - {pj}’ pj € D, 0’;?(") l2/3M,1f(r) (t2/3 |{]|), see (E-I])

D", p; € D, s’;(') Hy ) see Prop[3.4l

D, -D/, pj € D, a'?(’) P Moo, (t2/3 |§,~|), see Prop[3.8]

2 int,
Dj, p; € Dg sj’(,') H™" see (80)
(0) * o intB
D;, pj € Dg 5 (T//l(t),j,t) H, (T/’l(t),j’,), see Def[3.26]
A int,
Dj, pj € Dy S H™, see (80)
D.p.eD 0) (T, )* Hint,y (T, ) see Def326)
PpPjS Yy 5 anie) Ao i ) 0

4. Proof of the main theorem

4.1. Linearization. In this part, we linearize the operator assocated to the Hitchin’s
equation at hfap and use contraction mapping principle to find a solution near it. We
begin by deﬁfling various norms that will be used later. Let gx be the Kéhler metric
defined in §3.4] For a matrix-valued L? function M and an open subset Q C X, we
use two equivalent definitions of L2-norms interchangably when no ambiguity arises:

1/2
(96) ”M”LZ(Q) = (f tr(M*M)dvolgx) s
Q

12
2
97) M2 = (f sup |Mij| dVOlgx) ,
Q i

When Q = X, we write ||. . .||;2. Let F be the rank-two bundle in a stable SU(1,2) Higgs
bundle (F,B,vy). Fix on X a finite atlas (Uy; zo)een Over which F is trivialized by
holomorphic frames s,. Fix a smooth partition of unity 0 < p, < 1, with suppp, C U,
and ), po = 1. The difference in metrics on F will be measured by an automorphism
of the form g = ¢" with u € End(F). For u with local forms uy, € C*(U,), define

k
98) [leel|cx = Zmax sup  max _ |0; ...0;us,
=0 ¢ Uan

(15 slk=ZasZa
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and for u,, € L*(U,), h a metric on F, define

1/2 1/2
99) ullz2 p = (f |u|,21 dvolgx) = (f tr(uu*h)dvolgx) .
X X

We note that for a fixed 4, the norm

s =Y, [ pules,
@ YUe

is equivalent to ||-/|;2 5. Define inductively two equivalent norms,

(100) hll = fU I X

h,
aeA {+m=k

(101) hlff, = fU po 3 1040w,

{+m=k

: dxady,

2
 dvolg +[lulfp, .

2 2
dvol,, + ”u”Lil

Given a metric 4 on F and u € End(F), define
H,;, - Herm (F, h) — Q! (End(F))
(102) ur— Fy, + Py Ay + 2B AR

where g = ¢". Note that by Sobolev embedding, if u € L3(Q), then g = ¢" € L as
well. We have

H, : L2 (Herm(F, b)) — L (Q“ (End(F))) )
This has a Fréchet derivative at u = 0 given by
DH,j, : u+— 00u + Py Ay i—aB" AB),

where it = u + (tru) Id. Note that H, ,(u) is Hermitian with respect to 4 - ¢* instead of
h. We instead consider u +— g'/?H,, (u) g~'/> where g'/? = e*/2,

Definition 4.1. Forha L% metricon F and t > 1, let
L" : 12 (Herm(F, h)) — L* (Herm(F, h))
u +— iA 2QDH, j(u) + [u, H; 4(0)]) .
It follows from direct calculations that L,(u) is Fréchet derivative of
U 2iAg1/27’(,,h(u)g_l/2

at u = 0. We have a more convenient form of L, which follows from the Kahler
identities [iA, 8] = — (3) ,[iA, 8] = (9),)" and the Kodaira-Nakano identity A” — A’ =
[iFy,, Al (see e.g. [Dem86])

Proposition 4.2. We have
(103) L") = A+ 2 {Ypp. 1)

where {A, B} := AB + BA, it = u+ (tru)1d, A, = d), (dy)* + (dy)* dy, with dj, = 0 + 0y,
((-)" is the formal adjoint with respect to h and gx) and

(104) Upyn = IN(y Ay =B AB) .
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Definition 4.3. Let h be a metric on F. This induces a pointwise pairing (u,v), =
tr V*u) for u, v € End(F). Define

L, vy o= u, VY, = @, v)y,

where it = u + (tru) Id and denote ((u,v));, := fX K, v, w.

The following lemma is easy to verify by a direct calculation.
Lemma 4.4. We have for u € L (Herm(F, h)),
(105) Q") := (L, w))y, = lld e w) I + 2110ul’ + 2711 0 yI* + 22718 o

where ||| = |Ill2 p.gy-

As a consequence of the above lemma ker L, = 0. To see this suppose L;h)u =0,
then Qgh)(u) = 0. As aresult tru = ¢ a constant. As noted in the proof of Lemma[3.1]

we have on X — D, (F,B,y) = (V, (0 q’l) s (O qz)T) under Hecke modification ¢ of
Theorem[2.4] Since iy, Bii = 0 we have u = diag(2c, —c). By stability of (F, 8, y) from
Prop[2.6l d, > 0. A calculation using local forms from e.g. (I3), (16) over D; with
pj € D, shows that ¢ = 0. Note that this last step is crucial. In fact when restricted to
X — D, the operator L, does have a nontrivial kernel spanned by diag(2c¢, —c).

Let i = A" be the approximate solution as in Def In the following we will
denote L; = Lgh) and omit the subscripts to write ((u, v)), ((&, v)).

The proof of the main theorem will proceed as follows. First, we prove a ¢-
dependent bound for L, from below for + > 1. In particular, we show there are
C, p > 0 such that [|Liull2 > Ce”|lullz. Write h = h*® and g = €" and define the
remainder term R, by

(106) 2iNg" P Hyp (u) g% = 2iAg" > H,; (0) g™ + Ly () + Ry (u) .

A fixed point of
u— —L" (2iAg"*H,n(0)g ™ + Ri(w)) .

is a solution of the Hitchin equation. We prove relevant upper bounds for R, and use
the contraction mapping principle to show convergence of the corresponding iteration
sequence to a fixed point.

It is worth remarking that even though the outline the proof resembles the work in
[MSWW16], there are some significant differences. For instance, the global estimates
for the analogous operator L, in [MSWW16] are by a combination of local estimates
and the domain monotonicity principle. As we saw above this no longer works for
our context since on X — [[;D; the operator L, has a nontrivial kernel. Furthermore
in contrast to Prop 5.2 (i) and Lemma 6.3 of [MSWW16], there is no t-independent
L? — L? lower bound of L,. We are able to give a t-dependent lower bound in Prop
A9 which — 0 as t — oo. The analysis is further complicated by t-dependency of the
weight A(¢) in A}™".

4.2. L? lower bound for L,. We will need the following technical lemma. Let D be
the unit disk and define on Lf(D),

0 2
0O () = lldull?s ) + (Futt, )20
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where F({) = F (#{),and F € L®R?)is a non-negative function such that there are
A>0and0 <6 < 1suchthat F > A > 0 on B(0, 6). An ineqaulity is said to hold for
t > 1 if there is #y > 1 such that it holds for 7 > 7.

Lemma 4.5. There are C > 0 and for all u € L%(D) andt > 1, we have

C
0 (u) > @nuuiz(m)

Proof. Let G({) = tzG(t{) with G({) = A for |{| < ¢ and zero elsewhere. Let

2 2 24, 112
Pi(u) = lldullpz gy + (G, w2y = lldullps gy + A lully

D) D) (B(0,r716))

We have F; > G,, therefore Q;O)(u) > P;(u), and it suffices to bound P, from below.
By Rayleigh’s theorem,
P(u)

(107) Ay =4 := in 5
MEL%(D)*{O} ”M”LZ(D)

is the first eigenvalue of the self-adjoint operator u — —Au + G,u on L*>(D) with the
Neumann boundary condition d,u# = 0 on dD.

For ¢t > 0, we have 4;(r) > 0. To see this, suppose there is a sequence u, € L%(D)
with [lu,|l,2py = 1 and P;(u,) — 0 as n — oo. It follows that du, — 0 in L*(D) as
n — oo. Thus u, is bounded in Lf(D)-norm. Denote again by u,, a subsequence such
that u, — ue weakly in L?(D) and strongly in L*(D). We have ||ull;2(n) = 1 and

< Fimi _
”uooHL%(D) = h}}iglf”Mn”Lf(D) 1

therefore du,, = 0, and u. is a nonzero constant. We would have 0 < Py(ue) <
liminf,_, P;(u,) = 0 which leads to contradiction.

Next note that 1;(#) — 0 as t — co. This is a consequence of the existence of an
L%(D) function which is unbounded at the origin, e.g. { — loglog (2 + 1/|{]). In fact
there is C > 0 such that

(108) A1(8) < 5 -
(log log 2—’6)
To see this, let @, = 1/ loglog (2 + 6’1t) < 1/loglog(¢/(26)) and consider the family
of functions
u; (0) = max(l — a,loglog (2 +p_1),0) s
where p = |£]. We have that u, = 0 on B(0, t~16), thus G,u, = 0. Since u; is Lipschitz,
it is in Lf(D). Since 1 = u, + (1 — u;) < u; + a,loglog(2 + 1/p), we have for ¢ large
enough
1
iz = M2y = e loglog 2+ 1/p)| 2 ) 2 5 M) -
On the other hand, we have C > 0 such that
ldudizo) < @ ||dloglog 2+ 1/p)|| 2, < Car .
The estimate (T08)) follows from the above and (107).
Suppose u € L%(D) satisfies
—Au+Gu = Au
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By the elliptic estimate for —A + G, (see e.g. [GT83, Theorem 9.11]) and the Sobolev
inequalities, we have that for any Q € D, there are C and C’ > 0 such that

||M||L‘2‘(Q) < Cllullp oy + lellzs oy < C/”“”Lf(m) <

We have that u € L}(Q) c C'(Q) by Sobolev embedding theorem (see [DK90, (A.9)
Appendix IV]). By repeated application of the interior elliptic regularity estimates in
D — 0B(0, 6) where G, is smooth, we have that u € C'(D) N C*(D — dB(0, 5)).

For some ¢ > 1, suppose u € C'(D) N C*(D — dB(0,8)) is a real-valued eigen-
function of the first eigenvalue for the self-adjoint operator —A + G, with Neumann
boundary condition. By Courant’s nodal domain theorem (see [CHS3, §VI.6]), u has
no node in D, i.e., we may assume that # > 0. It is easy to see that any function
orthogonal to « in L?(D) cannot have a definite sign. Therefore the eigenspace of 1;
is one-dimensional. As a consequence, it follows from the rotational symmetry of G,
that u is a radial function. Let v be given by

u(§) = v -
We have that v solves the boundary value problem on p € [0, 1]:
V' +p W —Gu=-Auon[0,1]
V(1) =0

As aresult, the lowest eigenvalue of (I09) is 4;(¢). Assume without loss of generality
& = 1. Note for ¢ > 1, (I09) is given piecewise by

vV i+ p Y - (At2 - /l)u =0on[0,r 1

(109)

V+p W +au=0on[r! 1]
For t > 1, we have 1; < A, and there are ¢y, ¢, ¢z such that
v(p) = colo (VA = ap) for0 < p <!
v(p) = c1Jo (Vap) + e2¥o (Vap) for ! <p <1

where J,, and Y,, are Bessel functions of the first and second kind, and I, is the modi-
fied Bessel function of the first kind. We refer to [AS72, Chapter 9] for their definition
and properties. Note that Iy and K, form a basis of the space of solutions on (0, 77'],
and K is unbounded at the origin. The continuity of v, v at p = 1/¢, as well as the
boundary condition v'(1) = 0, implies

C()I()( Af? — /11‘71) = Cl.]()(\/zfl) + CzY()(\/zfl)
co VAP = Ay (VA2 = ") = =y VAT, (Var) = cp Vay, (Var™)
Clll(\/z)+C2Y1(\/§)=O.

The coefficient matrix for cg, ¢y, ¢, is singular iff A is an eigenvalue. Thus the eigen-
values of (IQ9) are precisely the zeros of

0 W) n(V)
5i() :=det|  —Io( VAL = A1) Jo(Var?) Yo (Var?)

VAZ = I, (\/Atz - Afl) VA, (x/ifl) VY, (x/ﬁfl)
= Valy (VA = 4r72) g() + t VA = 2121y (VA = ar72) (D)
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where

() = 1y (V) Yy (V) = 1y (Vart) v (Va)
£ =1 (V) Yo (VAr!) = 1o (VAr!) vi (V2)

Using asymptotics of the relevant Bessel functions (see [AS72l Chapter 9, (9.1.7),
(9.1.8) and (9.1.9)])

X 2 X 21
Ji(x) ~ =, Yo(@) ~ =log =, Jo(x) ~ 1, Y1(x) ~ ==~
2 n 2 X
where f1(x) ~ fo(x) if fi/f, = 1 as x — 0. We have that for 4 > 0 small enough and

t>1,
() 2[5 Fioe ) <2 e
D2 ()
(0 () 25 355) -
0 (255G
therefore

1 Va

T
2 1
D> —=t+—>-t.
&) > T ot =
It is also easy to see that for 2 > 0 small enough, and # > 1 we have some C,C’ > 0

with
I(VA-a/2)<C NA- 2L (VA= a/2) > ¢

Therefore for # > 1 and small enough A, we have

ot Va
> —
5, > -CtVa+C 7 (1 +22log )

T
2c'm/‘ 1
log A — log(2¢f) —
- (u 3 logd = log(2) 2c')
2C’t\/_
__1 2 1’
bd (2/1 e(2€ t))

where C” = ¢/ Form (I08), we see that for ¢ > 1, the above inequality holds
with A = 4;(¢), therefore

1
-1 2C ’” y
N0 0g(2C"1) < 27t T( — =0 @)=

and we have that for 7 large enough,

1
>
W02 G
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We next prove the L2 lower bound of Q, = Q" with i = h™™ is defined in (T03).
For this we will need the following three elementary lemmas. We omit the proofs
except for one of them.

Lemma 4.6. Let xi,...,xy, € LX(Q) and A = (A,-j) N> X N with entries in L®
such that for a.e. x € Q, the singular values of A satisfy A; < 1 for all j. Then

N, || N 2

Ny

2
Z”"f”wn)zz ZAJ’-”“’-’
Jj=1 j=11¢=1

Lemma 4.7. There is C > 0 such that for A, B > 0, 2 X 2 Hermitian matrices with
|A — B| < |A|/2, |A| < L, we have |AY* — B'?| < C|A - B.

L2(Q)

Recall that for A positive-definite Hermitian, we denote by A'/? the unique positive-
definite Hermitian square root. We have:

Lemma 4.8. Let A be 2 X 2 positive-definite Hermitian and B = A%, Then,
_Anp

By, =
12 trB

Proof. Leta = agl + a 0| + a,05 + azo3 where o; is defined in (IT7) and a; € R,
such that
sinh r

A=¢"=e® ((COSh r) I+ (a101 + aroy + azo3)

where r = [a} + a} + d3. In particular, A1y = ® (a) — iay) sinh(r)/r. We also have
B = ¢“? and tr B = 2¢%/% cosh(r/2). The conclusion follows since B, = e%/%(a; —
iay) sinh(r/2)/r. g.e.d.

Proposition 4.9. There is C > 0 such that foru € L3, 1 > 1

¢ 2
Qt(”) 2 th”u”Lz!h/nﬁp .

Proof. Recall the t-family of tuple of weights A = A(r) € 7 in Def defined
for ¢ large enough with A € I and 4;() € I;. We say a constant in an inequality is
uniform in A if the inequality holds for all 1 € U;;.

We first focus on the terms of Q,(u) related to the Higgs field. Set

Higgs WATPN 2 2 A2
(110) O () = 42 0 B, o + 420y 0 A, o

Write Q%ggs(u) for the above with L? replaced by L*(Q2). We have

4g-4

fﬁggs(u) - QLX—UZEIA D;(u) + Z QtD}(”) .
=)

Consider first I, for p; € D,. We construct an 4, -unitary frame and decompose u
Higgs
1D}

with u, components in the decomposition. For ¢ > 1, the lower bound for f, will
be t-independent for all but one term. Similarly, -independent lower bounds will

be obtained for Qi{]li)g,gs(u) with p; € Dg, D, as well as Q?;(g_gﬁ_m, (u) for all but one
D X-L1;Dj

with respect to it. We then bound QO (u) from below by terms of the form || f[u[Hiz
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term. The lower bounds for the remaining terms and the L>-norm of its derivative will
follow from Lemma[4.3]

Let p; € D, and set { = {j, A = A;. Let N, (resp. Nw ) be the unique positive
definite Hermitian matrix satisfying

(111) N} =M,, resp. NZ, = Mew,.
where M, (resp. M ,) are defined in (39) (resp. Prop[3.8). Similar to ﬁ;“; and ﬁf’;‘
in (68) and (69), set

E = 776007 Na(@Pxp) on I
(112) EY =1 'PNoa(*p) on D; - D,
where p = |/] and y, G, are defined in §3.4 Note that Ef’;‘ can be extended to D}
where we have E () = t7'2Ga(x)Neo a(t*/*xp). The piece-wise function

int ’

(113) E® = {Emm on
L) t Ry
7B onbi=D;

is C? at GD’].. Lete;j, = Zl%:l (E23€(,))ki o-ﬁf? forl < j<4g—4andi=1,2 where the

frame O'j(t) is given in Def[3.24] Note that on D; — D’; we have
' /3 A
el = (1/4)CA,(r)PM’(T)+l/zt“fﬂo-lf;)

€0 = 2671/2 71j(t)+1/2t—21j/30_;’(;) )

40P
We have that e, is an ;™ -unitary frame of F over D;. Let p = >y~ p and set
nija() = (N (), j=1,2
(114) m@) =p ' det Ny (p) .
Let 8 = Bod{ and y = yod{. On D} with 4; = 4;(1),
Bode,, = 1%y, (n12,/1/- nzz,ﬂj) .
(115) 0)e,, = 0P (niza, mgy)

For u € Herm(F, h;""), we write

T

(116) (u)e],_f = Uugoo + U0 + U0y + U303

where

(117) 0'0=(2 _1),0—1=(1 1),02:1‘(1 "1),0—3=(1 _1).

Note that oy, 03, o3 are the Pauli matrices (a basis of the space of 2 X 2 trace-free
Hermitian matrices) and by comments at the end of 0 spans the nontrivial ker
L, when restricted to X — D.

Recall that we have gy = d{; - dZ; on D, therefore ld¢* = 2. Thus ||ﬁﬁ||12f,pp =
2||,80ﬁ||iapp and ||12y||iapp = 2||ﬁyo||iapp. We have from the above decomposition,

4
Hi 2 (11a20112 ~112 4/3 2
A18) QM) = 4 (11, o + I 00 ) = 46" [ZHSK,,-HLZ(D})]
=1

1
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1/2[
1/2[
[
[

Slj =X
X
Xl/z
X

n12/1 )(3M0 +u3) + (n/l ni., )(Ml luz)]
nyni2,0 )(3u0 +u3) + (n/i,nzz,ﬁ) (u — luz)]

(-2
(
(” niL, )(—us) + (—n;zm) (uy + iuz)]
(

7

21 (nana.0, )( uz) + (n/l n2,1 )(Ml luz)]

Let
X X2 0 0
B= 3O 0 X;”znﬁ x 1?2
—mnaa N Mg Rz
The matrix B*B has characteristic polynomial

~1/2,3
m

charg-p(t) = l(l —)(_1 (1 + ng)) (lz - V/;zl‘ +)(_1 (n11!,1 + I’lzzy,{)z nf’l)
where
(119) = (X’l (1 + ng) + (”%1,1 + Inlml2 + nﬁ (”%2,1 + Inlmlz)))_l/2

The largest eigenvalue of B*B is bounded above by 1/vﬁ. Let A = v;B, by direct
calculation,

4 vana(niia + no ) (uy — ius) k=1,
Z AkeSe =50 AaeS ¢ = —vama(nin + no a)us k=2,
= 4
=1 Sio1 AseS e = 3vax Prania g (nia + nn ) ug k=3

Note that y = 1 on D'.' , we have by Lemma 46|

Hi 473
0, lggs(”) > 41 |vana(niia + no)(ur — luz)”Lz(D,

(120) +4*7 ||vana(nira + nZZ,/l)M3”Lz + 417 |3n1g.0vna (n11a + n22.0) M()”iz

@) ®7)
where 1 = A;(t).

Next, we provide a lower bound for the positive function v n, (1111 + n22.2) on D}
uniform in A. Fix p; € [R/3,2R/3) and consider p € (p;,2R/3) and (0, p;] separately.
For the first region, we use the asymptotics in Pro3.8] For the second region, rela-
tively compact in D', we use continuity in A in Cor[3.18 By Prop[3.§ and Lemmas
[3.19 4.7 there are C, ¢ > 0 such that forp > 1 and A € I,

(121) [Nt = Neoa| < Ce™*
Note that Ne, (p) = d1ag (clp2/1+1/2/4 2c1/2 "”1/2). For p > 1,t > 1, we have
x' =13p7"p < p;'p. Therefore from (T19 -,
vt < palﬁ(l + ng) + (”%1,/1 + ol +n (”%2,/1 + Inlzy/llz))
By (IZ1), there are py, Cy, C> > 0 uniform in A such that for all p > py,
va 2 Cip 37, my(ny g+ no ) = Cop 3
where a, = max(0, 1). For A € I we have

(122) V/ﬂ/l,l(nll’,l + n22,,1) > C1C2 > (0 for 52 ;50 .
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Note that p — p = *py (0)™! gives a diffeomorphism (0, 2R/3) — R.. Let p;
be such that p (p;) = po, for 0 < p < py, there is a constant y¢ > 0 such that y > yo.
We have

(123) V/—{Z S)(El (1 + ng) + (n%u + |n12,,1|2 + ng (n%u + |n12!,1|2)) .
By a direct calculation using @Q), tr Ma(p) = p~2 (H1.2),, + (Hi1.1)5» det M (p) =

p‘2 det H; ;. Let x1, xo > 0 be the two eigenvalues of M, then

_ _12\2
(n11.4(0) + n21(p))* = (xl 2 4 le/z)

X1+ X2 2 1 1/2 2

+ = H + 2 (detH +(H
L O 2 )
and ny(p) = (detH;,)""*. By Cor there is C;3 > 0 uniform in A such that
ny(npia+nxn,) > Cs for p < py. By the same corollary, n, is bounded above
uniformly for 2 € I = I;. Therefore there is C; > 0 uniform in A such that on
p < po, vy* < Cg(nﬂ/l + ”%2,/1 + |n1a4* + 1). Furthermore, by detN; > 0, we have

(124) =

|n12,1|2 < nianpna < (n%u + n%u)/Z. Therefore there is C4 > 0 uniform in A such

that v, > C4 for p < pg. Therefore
vany (1 +nx.) = C3Cy for p <po.
Consequently, on D’I.
vang (niia +nxna) = Cs = min {C1C2, C3Cy)
where Cs uniform in A.

By (I20) and the above estimate, we have for ¢ > 1,
Higgs 2 2 2 2 2.4/3 2
(125) 02 > 4C3 (B, + 1l oy, + sl ) + AC 1z, o

From (37) and (@), we have
1
(Mil)lz () = TdetH . ((Hu)“ - 2pRe (f3.4(0)) - p (Hl,/l)zz)

By Cor[3.I8] this gives a continues family in CO(D;) in A. As H, , is regular at the
origin, f3 4(p) — 0 as p — 0. We have

-1 (Hl,/l)u (0)
(ZVI/1 )12 ) = 2detH; 4(0)

as p — 0. By (I24) and Cor B8] tr N; = nyy 4 + nx, is bounded near the origin
uniformly in A. By Lemma [.8] and Cor there are A > 0and 0 < § < R/3
uniform in A such that for p < ¢,
-1
(1),

=L 2B S 4.
|n12,,1(p)| niia+ N0 =

For p < R/3, x (p) = 1. Therefore with t > 1, p < § iff p < 17/36. Define function y;
with y;({;) = A for|{;| < 6 and zero elsewhere. From (123), we have Cg uniformin A4,

Hi 2 2 2
(126) O > Co (Il + il + sl )+ Co D (vt o)
) J J J
pjeD:

2
L2(X)

where y;, = 3y j (tz/ 3 j) on D’I. and zero elsewhere.
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Next, we consider the term Q =85 with p; € D,. Let s . be the frame defined
in (O4) and let e, j, = S;(j),, e js = aSA . where a = Pl/4€”’1’/2 and p is Painlevé
function defined in §3.21 By (80) and (]ZI), the frame e, = {e 1t €2, j,,} is A" -unitary

T
and (Bo),, = (O az), (Y0)e, = (O a’zg’) . Write u,, = ugoo + U101 + U202 + U303 as

in (T16), we have
T
Bo- ), = (a® (uy +iun)  —aus), (- o)y, = (a7 (wy —iwn)  —a™*{us)
It follows from a direct calculation that

01120 = 47 (I wilP + 1f walP + 1f wslP)

where || - || = ||-~-||L2(D;_) and f = (2pcosh (Zpr))l/z. By [MTWY77], there is an
asymptotic expansion of the form

00

eV L x13 Z ajx4j/3 asx— 0.
/=0

In particular there is Cp > 0 such that e?/*® > Cox~%/3 for x small enough. On the
other hand, yp — 0 exponentially as t — oo. It follows that there is C > 0 such that
fort > 1, f > Ct'/3, therefore 1> Hfu,-”z > C3 ||uj”2 > C? ”ujllz. Thereis C" > 0
with
(127) O EE @) 2 C (Il ) + a2l ) + sl

A = 1 2(D) 2 () 3 IEAY
The same estimate holds for p; € Dg case with an similar argument.

For the last region, consider Qg(g_gil/_ Dy Let {(W,; w,)} be a finite atlas of X—] | j D}
by charts with ¢ = (dw,)?. As in the proof of Lemma [3.1] after identifying F with
V = L2Kx @& LKy via the Hecke modification, we have 8 = (0 q‘l), Y= (O qz)T
over W,. On this region, ;"™ = ¢* (h;2h) ® (hphg) where hy = hy e, and hy both
have flat Chern connections. It is easy to see that there is o~ € Oy, such that o], = 1.
Let e = (072dwa,0), e2 = (0,0°dw,). The frame e = {ey, e} is both holomorphic
and h;""-unitary. We write u, = ugo + u107| + 0 + u3073 as in (I16). From a direct
calculation,

Bo - ), = (M1 + iUy —M3), (@ - o) = (M1 —iup —M3)T .

We have

(128) Ot ) = 82 (llr 72y, , + oy, + MussllF gy ) -
and that

(129) O o) 2 Z Oy (u).

From the above discussion on regions covering the entirety of X, we defined -
dependent frames e, over D; for p; € D and e over W, C X — D; providing a smooth
decomposition of F

(130) F=L el
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such that over X — D}, L, (resp. L) coincides with L’K (resp. LK) summand of V
under the identification ¢ as in Theorem 2.4l Let oy = diag(2, —1) corresponding to
(I30). There is an induced decomposition

EndF = (o) ® EndyF .
For u € Herm(F, h;""), we write
u=({tru)yoy+v

with trv = 0 which is compatible with (I16) and similar decompositions on each

region. By the estimates in (126), (127), (IZ8), and (129), there is C;7 > 0 such that
forallt>1,

dy

Hi
0, () > C4 IIVIIiz’hi.pp +C Z (yj,,tr u, tr u)

1277
J=1

where y;; is defined below (126). Recall from Prop [2.6 that the stability of (F,8,7y)
implies that D, > 0. Fix an index jy with p;, € D,. For ¢t > 1 there is Cg > 0 such
that

(131) 0i(u) > Cy (Qi”(tr u) + ||v||iz,,,¢pp)
with
(132) OV () = ldfI2: + Guf. e

where y; = yj, ;.

By the uniformization theorem, X = I'\H for I" a Fuchsian group, denote the quo-
tient map by p : H — X. Furthermore, there exists a fundamental polygon IT € H for
the action of I on H with finitely many edges and positive angles at vertices (see e.g.
[Sti92]). We can arrange so that a lift of pj, is in the interior of I1. As a result there
are finitely many g € I such that g(I1) is adjacent to I1, denote the union of these with
IT by I1. Consider Q with Q smooth and IT € Q e II. By the Riemann mapping
theorem, there is biholomorphism r : D — Q mapping the origin to the unique point
corresponding to p;, under quotient in II. By a result of Painlevé (see [Bell90])), r
extends smoothly to dD. The above identification corresponds to a constant curvature
metric g% on X. Note that both gx and g are independent of ¢, we will use them
interchangeably to define norms. We use > (resp. ~) to denote (in)equalities up to
constants independent of 7 and A omitted. Let F, ::=(por)y;and let

0 p) = ||d¢”i2<D) + (F,qﬁ, ¢)Z<D)

There is a non-negative function F' € L™ (Q2) such that I?r > F, with F,(0) = 2F(#0).
By Lemmal[4.3]for ¢ > 1

0" (9) 2 (log )™ 1911725,
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Therefore,
0N ~ Il P Dl + DY )P Dy
2 1ld (p* ity + (03 ), D" Py 2 (9
2 (logH)™ Igll720) 2 log ) Ip" fl2 g

2 (log 1) 117
where ¢ = (p o r)* f. Let { (resp. z) be a coordinate on H as the upper half-plane (resp.
D as the unit disk) we have also used above the fact that for the map b { -z,

|(9(Z|2 is bounded above and below on D.

Combining (I3T) we have for 7 > 1,
0,(u) 2 (1og )™ (Il + M, )

-1 2 2 -1 2
2z (IOg t) (”(tr u) 0—0”L2,h?pp + ”V”Lz’h;ﬁpp) 2z (10g t) ”uHLZ,hf‘pp .

q.e.d.

Note that the pointwise norm associated given by ({-,-)) and (:,-) are mutually
bounded. We have the following.

Corollary 4.10. There is C > 0 such that for u € Lg (Herm (F, h?”")) andt> 1

C
MLtz e 2 Tl o

4.3. L3 lower bound for L,. Building on the inequality in Cor @10, we will prove
the following ¢-dependent elliptic estimate for L,.

Proposition4.11. Fixty > 1. There are C > 0 such that foru € L% (Herm (F, h?pp))
andt>1,
WLl oo > €28 [l

2 parp 2 papp
L2 12K

and

The proof combines elliptic estimate of Ahfgp and bounds on “Ah?pp - Ahfgp
[l{, @1}]|. Note that in contrast to Cor[£.10Q] the norms in the above inequality are given
by fixed metric /,"". We begin by proving a comparison result (Lemma.T3) between
the norms induced by ||'||hf‘§*’ and ||-||h7pp. For an r X r matrix M and positive-definite

Hermitian matrix H of the same dimension, recall the norm |M| Ii, =tr (MH‘lM*H)
defined in (@). We will need the following three comparison lemmas of matrix norms
associated to different Hermitian matrices.

Lemma 4.12. Let H > 0 be a 2X2 Hermitian matrix with eigenvalues 0 < a; < ap,
then for L > 0 the following are equivalent

o Forany A, L'Al} <|Al, < LIA;
e wp/a; <L
Lemma 4.13. There is g > 0 and C > 1 such that for 2 x 2 Hermitian matrices

Ho, Hi > 0 with
|H'? (Hy - H) H | < &
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we have for a 2 X 2 matrix A,
A}, < CIAR, -

Proof. We have for A # 0, |A% /A%, = |Bly /B where B = H|?AH,""* and
M = HII/ZHOHII/Z. There are g, Cp > 0 such that for any 2 X 2 matrix X with
X =1 < ¢ we have |X’1 - I| < Cope. Suppose |[M — 1| < ¢ and without loss of
generality that IBI% = 1. There is C; > 0 such that

1BE, — 1BE| < |t (B(M™ = 1) B'M)| +Itr (BB* (M = D)| < C16o.
Thus there is C; > 0 such that |B|ﬁ,1 < C,. g.e.d.

Lemma 4.14. Let H > 0 be a 2 X 2 Hermitian matrix and 0 < a; < a its
two eigenvalues. There is C > 1 such that for all A and T, 2 X 2 matrices with T
non-singular, we have

2 2 2
a |A] Ca 2
st <Al < — TP |77 14T,
Ca; T |T‘1| aj

Proof. We have with B = H'/ZAH/2,

_ _ _ 2
|A|%*HT _ |H1/2TH \2BH'’T"'H l/zll < |H1/2|4 |H71/2|4|T|%|T71|2
Al B} ! ! !

2 2
Note that |H1/2|1 =trH = a; + a» < 2, and |H‘1/2|I =tuwH' =o' +a;' <207
The conclusion follows from similar argument as in Lemma4. 13 q.e.d.

Lemma 4.15. There is C > 1 such that for u € End(F) and t > 1,

C P Nl <l < C1 Jul
) t )

Proof. We consider four types of regions covering X together with local frames of

F and prove the claim by studying local form of ;™:

e (1)for p; € D,, ﬁj,, = {p < pot‘2/3} with pg as in Prop[3.8t
e (2)forp; € D, ;- Djs

e (3) D;. for p; € Dg or D,, and

o 4)X -],

On (1), (2), (3), we use holomorphic frame sj.o) defined in §3.4.2] We cover (4) by a
finite atlas over which L and K are trivialized and take a unitary frame with respect
to the metric ¢* (hith & thK) where h; = hg, A)- BY LemmalE T2 it suffices bound
the ratio ap(H)/a(H) where 0 < a(H) < a,(H) are the eigenvalues of H the local

form of A;*".

Region (1): Note that for t > 1, pot™>/* < R/3 and ﬁ,;, c D”. From (36) and Def
we have ‘
Ho(0) = (T)™ Hia (2P0) 17!

with T, = diag (tl/ 3l 3). The matrix-valued function (h?pp)s 1« on Dj; (where the
J

frame sj(') is defined in Def[3.24) is therefore given by H, 4t *°¢’) = T Hy, 4,0

-1
t
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where ' = *3¢ € K = B(0,py) is a fixed compact set. The eigenvalues are roots
0< a1 <z of
X - (t2/3 (Hl,/l)“ +1723 (Hu)zz)x + det Hi,= 0

for A = A;(r). By Cor[3I8]there is Cy > 0 such that forall 2 € 1,
T4 g
@12

Therefore there is C; > 1 such that for all A on D its

—1,—4/3 | 412 4/3 1412
C'rP Al < Ay, < C\ 17 |Al
J

Region (2): let Hy = ﬁi“;m and H, = I:Ivfy’/‘l"(r). We have by (72) there are C, ¢; > 0
such that |Hy — H| < Cye=™". By the definition of ﬁf’;‘ in (&9 and Prop[3.14] there
is C3 > 0 such that |H;| < C3*/3 where a’, = max (=24, 4) and A = A;(¢). Fort > 1,
we have |Hy| < 2C31*%/3. Therefore if € is as in Lemma[13] for > 1,

|H,'? (Ho — H) Hy'?| |H P (Ho - HD H | < e,

and there is C4 > 1 such that C;' IAIIZLI1 < |A|12L10 < Cy IAI%# By Prop B.14] there is
Cs > 0 such that ax(H,) /e (H)) < C5t4|”f’)| < Cst. Combining the above, by Lemma
412 there is Co > 1 such that on D', — Dy, for 7 > 1, C'r Al < IAIIZL,(J < Cet |A]?
for all A.

By (&8) and Def[3.26, [3.24, we have
app\! _ ¢ int _ (g -1
(133) (1), = S"H}% oS, S = oAt

We have C; > 0 such that on D', — ﬁ,;,, IS| < C7, and |S~!| < C7£2/3. Therefore by
Lemmal.14] there is Cg > 1 such that

-1,-10/3 2 2 2 10/3 2
Ci' P IAR, < 1AR-ps = Al Gy, < Cst PIAL, -
5j

Combining results on regions (1) and (2): on D}, there is C9 > 1 such that for all
A?

(134) Cot 1AL < A any | < Cor P 1AL}

)t

Note that by DefB28l (™) , = (ST}, S) (H") , (S~'Ta;S ). By direct calcula-
J J

tion, we have

1 etF 4 oFF12 {—1 (_E:F + o¥F12

2 g(_eiF n e:F/z) otF 1 oFFI2 ’

where F = F ), ; defined in (88) is a linear combination of fixed holomorphic func-
tions &; and f;; with coeflicients linear in A € 7. In particular, £;(0) = f;;(0) = 0.
Thus there is Cjg > 0 such that ford € T,

(136) |s~'T3i8| < Cuo.
By Lemmal4.14 there is C;; > 1 such that for any u € End (F) over D’ and > 1,

(135) S’lTi}S =

—1.-13 .2 2 13,12
C“t |u|happ < |M|happ <Cyt |u|happ
fO 1 fO
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Region (3): Note that by the properties yp in Prop there is Cj2 > 0 such that
H"P| |H™?| < C1,. By @3) and Prop[B.I4l there is C;3 > 0 such that

b}

ay (H) fen (H) < CiatPol < €yt
where H = (hfpp )s“’" By Lemma[.T2 there is C14 > 1 such that on I, for 7 large
enough, '

—-1,-1 2 2 2
(137) C14t |M|h;1pp < |u|h7pp < C14I|M|h;wpp
0 0

Region (4): from Def B.23 D11l we have hy 3, = hg €™ and hga = hpype#
where ¢, is a linear combination of fixed functions G; bounded on X — [];D’; with
coefficients linear in A. By Prop 3.14] there are Cy5 and Cj5 > 0 such that for all
t>1,

|1 = (4/3)2;, log 1] < Cis, lpal < Ci5
H be a local form of /;**. From Def[3.26] there is C75 > 0 such that a»(H)/a(H) <
Cruthtil < €2t Therefore there is Ciq > 1 such that on X — []; D/, with £ > 1,

-1.-1 2 2 2
(138) C16t |u|h§\§p < |“|h§lpp < C16t|u|h?gp .
g.e.d.

Lemma 4.16. There is C > 0 such that fort > 1, u € L% (Herm(F, h;'l’l’)) we have

2
HAh"W u— Ah“ﬁl’ u
1 10 12, hf(fb

< Cl4 (”dhfwbt
0

2 2
Lz,hfé)p + |u||L2!h;‘(§’P )

where dy, = 8, + 0 the exterior covariant derivative with respect to the Chern connec-
tion V.

Proof. Let H (resp. U) be the local form of a metric 4 (resp. an endomorphism
u) with respect to a holomorphic frame over a chart (V;z). Up to a positive scalar
independent of /, the local form of Aju = iA,, (Sahu - 8h5u) is

(139) ~40:0.U — 4 [H™'0.H,0:U| - 2[0: (H™'0.H), U] .
Fix local holomorphic frames as in the proof of Lemma 4.1l Since the first term

—40;0.U is independent of H, it suffices to bound the differences in H~'9,H, 0z (H “19.H )

for H given by ;™" (resp. h,"") over the four types of regions listed at the beginning of
the proof of Lemmald.13] Note that the second term is proportional to the curvature
Fy,, which vanishes for both /;* and A;*” outside D',

Region (1): On ﬁ,;, with p; € D,, denote by Ty = S ™' Ty, ;S (see (I33) and Def
3.20), Tp = S_ITA(TO)J'S, H, = Hr,/l,»(r)’ and Hy = Hfo,/l,'(to)' Let HZ, = T;Hng for
€=0,1. We have (k) , = Hj and (h;"") ,, = Hy. Note that ;T = 0, we have by
a direct calculation,

(Hé),l OcH] = T7 (H; 9 H) To + 70T,

(140) 9 ((H,;)’1 S;H{’,) = 7,19, (H;'0.He) T,
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By (38) and Def we have

H;lang = [2/3Ft (Hiﬁj(t)ang,Aj(,)

-1
[2/3{) Ft B

(32 (Hfla{Hl) = 4/31}65 (( = Hl”ﬁj(t)ang,Aj(,)

Jre'
237

where I, = diag(r'/®,171/3). We have [[;AL,!| < #3|A|. On Dj,, we have |¢| <
pot~23, thus 237 € B(0, py) a compact set independent of #. By Cor B.I8] there are
Co, Cj, C1, C| > O such that for t > 1,

|H'0:H\| < Cot*?, |Hy'0.Ho| < C,
‘65 (Hf16§H1)| <C\7, ‘az (Halaé'H())‘ <C.

Similar to the proof of Lemmald.13] there is C; > 0 such that |Tt,i1|, |T€’164T¢»| <
for£=0,1andt > 1. Thus there are C3, C} > 0 such that

’(Hi)*1 O H| - (H(’))f1 A H)| < C3t*3

(141) ’az ((H;)‘1 ocH; ~ (Hy)™! agH()) <Ci.

Region (2): On D’I. -D i With p; € D,, we have by the frame defined at the

beginning of §3.22] DefB.24 and B.28 that (™) , = S* T, ; (A™) i Taw,;S and

To = Taw).jS» T1 = Taw.jS -

that (k™) ,, = H™ . Let Ho = H!

nt
1,4;(0)° 10,4(t0)’

H =H

int
1ALD)?
and let H, = T;HT,. The calculations in (I40) still apply. Let He 1 = I:Ivfy’/‘l"(r). Note
that we have por>/* < p < 2R/3 on I/, — Dj,. By a direct calculation using (69), @9,
and Prop[3.14] there are C14, C7, > 0 such that

CuR™ < |H !\ 0:Hei| < C47 05!
By (Z3), there are Cs, C% > 0 such that
|HT'0cHy — HO) 0 Heos| < Cs < CSHC) 0cHeo,
Therefore there are C¢, C é > 0 such that
(142) |HT'0.H\| < (1 + Co) |H) 0;Heo 1| < C4*?
Since 9; (H;O{Ia{Hm,l) = 0, again by (Z73) given , there is C; > 0 such that
0 (7 ocH:)| <

By ([I33), there are Cg and C; > 0 such that |[S| < Cs, |S’1| < Cétz/3 on D’I. — ﬁj,,.
Therefore there are Co, C, Cy > 0 such that |7y < Co, |T1’1| < Cyr*3 and |T1’16§T1| <
Cyr*. Note that H} is independent of 7. By (T40), there are Co, C}, > 0 such that
on D;. - ﬁj,,,
- ’ / -1 ’
|0 0k = (Hp) ™ 9cHy| < Cuot*”,

(143) 'az ((H;)‘1 OcH; - (Hp) a{H(;)

r 2/3
< Cipt
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Region (3): On D, with p; € D,, let Hy = H,"", Hy = H", To = T}, . . T =

T} Lot Hy = T;HT; with € = 0,1. We have Hj = (h’;‘opp)s@ and H) = (hj‘Pp)s;m.
Note that H;', 8;H, and T;' are diagonal, we have from (I40) that (H2)71 8H) =
H;\OcHe+ T, 0,Te and 0 ((H) ™ 0cH;) = 97 (H;0cH). The later has all but (1,1)
entry zero. By a direct calculation,

Hy'8,Hy = diag (~x'vp — 20)™" (1 + 208,0p) . 0)
where yp is the Painlevé function (see (47)). We have 1 + 2pd,yp = 8np where
(144) e =n(8/3)10*%), n(x) = (1 +3xp/(x) /8.

By Lemma 3.4 of [MSWW16]], we have that 77(x) < C;x*? for x < 1and 0 < 5(x) <
1/8 for all x > 0. For ¢ > 1, let p; be such that +2/3p, < R/3, therefore for p < py,
x(0) = 1 and there is C|; > 0 such that

o) |1+ 2xpd,wp| = 40" mp < C1i .

On the other hand for r23p; < p < 2R/3, we have 2xp|0.0p| < 20(0,¥p| =
[np — 1] < 1. It follows that

o) |1+ 2xpdwp| < p7 < p7' PP

Note that y” is supported only on D} - D}', where (8/3)tp3/2 > (8/3)(R/3)%2. Since
¥p > 0 is decreasing monotonically, there is C, > 0 such that [y'¥p| < Cy» on D;..
By the form of T/’ljt in Def[3.26] there is C13 > 0 such that |Tli1|, |T1’164T1| < Cis.

By (140) since H; is independent of ¢, there is Cy4 > 0 such that on D} fort> 1,
(145) ()" 0cH; — (Hy) ™ 0cHy| < Cra®
On D}', x = 1 therefore
](az (H;lang))LJ = '(4,0)—l (pup + pazwp)' = [2p sinh (2yp)|

By the asymptotic expansion of ¥p(x) for x — 0, there is C;5 > 0 such that sinh (2¢/p) <
C15x~%/3. Thus there is Cis > (0 with

0 (7 0.Hy)| <[220 sinh Qup)| < €7
On D;. - D}’, we have Ci¢, C} > 0 such that

@)™ (el +2010ue]) + (1/4) ¢

(0 (H k) || < Ol @pn |, + p3Rwe| + ¢ Wl
<Cis ((4;0)71 |5plﬁP +P5§lﬁP| + el +2p |5plﬁP|)

(146)

= Ci ([2°p sinh @up)| + Wl + I87p — 1]) < Clgr*"

where we used property of n7p as well as the fact that yp decreases monotonically.

Combining the above estimates, there is C17 > 0 such that on D} with > 1,

- ’ \! ’
(147) ’ag ((H;) " 0.H; — (Hy) agHO) < Oyt
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Note that H"# = (H‘m’y) . The same estimates hold on I, for p; € D.

On region (4): Fix a finite atlas (Uq, Zo)oea trivializing line bundle L of X —[[; D'
Let s, be a holomorphic frame of V|, induced by that of |y, and dz, and 1dent1fy
F with V via « over each U,. Let Hy (resp. H,) be the local form of 4,™ (resp. ™)
with respect to this frame over U,. From Def 2.11] and we have hL,,l(,),, =
ho/l e = hL ppefotmio: "We have

(148) (¢ (uehx © hesehy)), = diag (k57 o)
where hy > 0 on U,,. It follows that
Hy = diag (hye 40w geio o )
Hy = diag (hg?e 20407 2m0r, et o)

where ¢, is a linear combination of fixed functions G, with coeflicients linear in A.
Thus there is C;g > 0 such that for all A € J and a we have on U,,

|3z(,90/1| <Cis
Therefore there is C ig > 0 such that

(149) max sup |H;'0., Hy — Hy'0.,Ho| < Cig
v Uy

Combining (41D, (143D, (I47), and (149), there are C, C’ > 0 such that for u €
L (Herm (F, hj“’p)) and 7> 1,

Zhw— c f ! (10, Hi — Hy'.,Ho, 0 us]2

”Ahﬂppu - Ahappu

acA
4g-4 2
+C' Yy f [H;la{,,Hl - H(}lﬁ;jHo,ﬁzjus@]
=1 P !
4g-4 2

Y f '[65/ (HY' 0y, H1) = 9, (Hg" g, Ho) us@]
=1 P j

. 2
< Ct “dh;‘ppu
0

1pp + ||M”L2 h‘PP)

where Hy (resp. H) is the local form of /" (resp. h;*"), and in the last step, we used
the fact that there is C”” > 0 such that forz > 1,

2 2
‘55014% s |(3Zjus<p)
U, ]D;. J

As a consequence of (I41), (I43), and (I47) in the above proof we have:

B C//(“dh;‘gpu W+||u|| )

Lemma 4.17. There is C > 0 such that fort > 1,
|Fellu < Ct*
0

where V =V an.
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Lemma 4.18. There is C > 0 such thatu € L% (Herm (F, h;zpp)) andt large enough,
b 8l e < € il
*o M

where Y =Yg, o is defined in PropH.2]

Proof. As in the proof of Lemmas we use the decomposition of X into four
types of regions, use holomorphic frames sj.o) in 3.4 over D; -D I D r and s, over
U, induced by that of L and dz, of K. Let H (resp. U) be the local form of 4™ (resp.
u) with respect to respective holomorphic frames and let U = U + (tr U) Id. The local
form of {i, it} is given by

{yoviH det H + (det H)™' H™' B33, U}

Region (1): By (36) and Def[3.3] we have that H, () = (I7) ™" H, (r2/3§) ;! with
I', = diag (t1/3, t‘1/3). Fort > 1, H;, on ﬁ,;, is determined by values of H, , on the

fixed compact set B(0, pg). We have |1",AF,‘1| < 23 |A| for A a 2 x 2 matrix. Thus
there is Cy > 0 such that for ¢ > 1

+1
Ht,/lj(t)

< Coi*P, 'det Hfjj(,)

<Cy.

H*!  det H*!

Furthermore, there is C; > 0 such that A0 A0

< Ci*3. LetH = (h';lpp)s(m
J
we have H = (S_lT,l(,)y‘jS) H,Jj(,) (S_ITA(,)JS) where S is given in m By m,
there is C, > 0 such that
\HdetH|, |H™ detH™| < Co*

Region (2): On DD, — Dj, let H' = (h?pp)sm) we have
i

H' = (TaoS) H} oy (Tao S )
By arguments below (I33) and (133)) there is C4 > 0 such that for r > 1, |Tm, S |,
-1
‘det (T,l(t),jS)‘ < Cy, |S’1T/;(1)J. , |det (S’lT,l(t),j) | < C4*/3. By arguments in the
proof of Lemma[3.20/ and applying Lemma[3.19 and (72), there are Cs, cs > 0 such
that on D’I. -Dj, fort>1,

ryint it \E! ryext ext )L —cst?3
'(Hr,/if(r) detHr,/i,»(z)) - (Hr,ﬁj(r) deth,/lj(t)) ' < Cse™@" .
By a direct calculation and Prop[3.14] there is Cg > 0 such that

rrext ext ! 4|2;(0
|(Ht’/1j(t) deth,/lj(t)) ' < Cet Lol < Cet

— ~ 1
Therefore there is C; > 0 such that ’(H;f‘;j(t) det Htl?;j(r))i ' < Cgt. Combining the

above, we have that there are C7, C} > 0 such that on D} - ﬁj,,,

|H' det H’

<Cot, [(H) " det(H) | <yt
Region (3): On D; = {p < 2R/3} for p; € Dg or D,, we have by direct calculation,

(H™) det H™ = diag (o' 2007, o200 = () (dee )
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On Dj,, we have p~'e ¢ = 213 f(123p) where f(x) = x"'e2(5") and yp, ¥ are as
in @7). By the properties of ¢p in Prop[3.6] there is Cg > 0 such that |f], |f’1| < Cg for
0 < x < po. Therefore there is Cy > 0 such that on D;, we have lo~te 20| < Cp?3,
‘pez)(‘/”’| < Cg.

On D', — Dj, for p; € Dg since yyp > 0, we have [p~le™>¥r| < |p7!| < 2. On
the other hand, since yp is monotonically decreasing, so is yy¥p. Therefore there is
Cy > 0 such that |pe2)(‘/’f‘| < Co.

Therefore on ', for p; € Dg or Dy, we have that there is Cjo > 0,
Hint,‘y det Hint,‘y
t t

|(Hj“‘” det Hﬁ“‘”)_l‘ ,

, '(H;“"ﬁ det ™) 's Cro??,

H™ det H™| < Cyp.

. . . 2d' . /3 -1

By adirect calculation, there is C;; > 0 such that < Cpt Mo, '(Ti(t) jt) ' <
-1

Cy 2003, ‘ det Ti(r),'r < Cy O3, |(detTi<t),',) | < C D3 where a, =

max (24, -A), @, = max (=24, ). Let H = (™) , we have by Def[3.26

’
T/l(t),j»f

’ * o intB oy
H = {(Tw),j,t) H " T Pi<Dp
- , * o int,y oy
(Those) B Thpse Pi€Dy
Combining the above estimates, there is C1, > 0 such that for p; € D,,
|HdetH| < Cpof’”, |[H ™" det H™'| < Cyat

and for p; € D,
|HdetH| < Cpaot, |H™ detH™'| < Cppr™"

Region (4): On X — ] ; D', let H be the local form of h;*®. We have for s = +1,
(H det HY' = diag (e Gew+3m0:) 1)

By Prop 3.14] there is C13 > 0 such that |n,1(,),, - %/ljo(t) log t| < Cpfort> 1. It
follows that there is C14 > O such that for all @ we have on U,

|(H det H)*!| < Cat

The conclusion follows from combining all the above estimates. g.e.d.
Now we are ready to prove Prop .11l

Proof. Denote by f < g if there is constant C > 0 independent of ¢ such that
f < Cg fort > 1. By Prop and Lemmas 4.16 and 4.18] we have for u €
L (Herm (F, h?pp)), € > 0, such that for > 1,

|2 + “l‘z {lﬁﬁ!%h?pp, ﬁ}”z

2
| 223 P < L+ (Ah7ppu, u) o P
0

2
2
||Ahf(fp“ | < ||Lyul|” + “Ahfppu - Ah?gpu

< Ll + £ ‘|d,,7ppu
0

) €t 2 0t o
S Ll + = |[Agond[”+ 2l + £
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where ||| = ”'”Lz,h;‘g"’ G,)=0C, ’)Lz,h‘;’g"’ and we will denote below |||, = ||'||Lz!h;‘PP. By

By the elliptic estimate of A;=r on sections of End(F’), we have
0

taking € = 1™, we get that

2
2 13 2
| < Il + 1

A hi‘é’P u

2
2 2 2 2 1413002
| +llull” S NLdll™ + £ el S NLgutll™ + 2777 lull;

2 aj
”M”Lghl‘gp < “Ahl(‘)’pu
2 24 2 2 24+13 2 2 38 2
< ILadlP + 2 Qog 0 Ll < (1+ 213 (log i) Ll < % 1L

where we applied Lemma 4.15] to compare ||-||,2 and ||-||2 as well as Cor 4.10 the
conclusion follows. q.e.d.

4.4. Estimates for the remainder term. In this section, we prove an upper bound on
the remainder term defined in (106),

R/(u) = 2iAe"*H, pe™? — 2iANH, ), — Li(u)
= 2iAe“/2th,el, e
+ 2iP A" (B A B e = 2itA (B A Br)
— Mt = 2 (Y . ) = 2iAF,
+ 2P A" (Y A y)e 2 = 2i A (Y Ay)
where h = hi™. For a metric h and g € Aut(F) we have
BAB" =(BAB")og
Y AY=@ o AY)
where g = (detg) g. We have
(150) R(u) = ROw) + RV () + R® (u)
with
RO(u) = iAS (u)
Si(u) = 2¢"?Fy,e™? — 2Fy, + 2¢"23 (e "04e") €"1* — 8dyu + 0,0u
R () = 217" B, — 2B, - 1* (B, it
(151) RP(u) = 227 V2C,e™? = 2£2C, + 2 {Cy, 1)
and
B, = iABAB™, Cr=iAy™" Ay
Given u € End(F), let

00

1
(152) filu) = Fuk
k=j

The lemma below follows easily from the Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 4.19. Given 0 < r < 1, and uy,u; € B(0,r) C L% (Herm (F, hf"p)), for
each j > 1, there is C; > 0 such that

i—1
£ (o) - f,-(u1)||L%,h¢5p < Cjr! g = wall
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Lemma 4.20. There is C > 0 such that for u € L% (Herm (F, hfpp)), k=1,2and

r>1
2

2 app
L2

4 2
Hahlappu” < Ct ”“”Lf,hfg”

Proof. We prove the estimate as in the proof of Lemmas @18l on four
types of regions decomposing X. By the equivalent definitions of Lﬁ norm in (T00)
and (I0T), as well as the local form of d,u with respect to a local holomorphic frame,
the conclusion will follow from bounds on

(153) H'9.H, 0:(H'0.H), 0.(H'0.H)

where H is the local form of 4;*". Note that (T41)), (I43), (I43), and (T49) in the proof
of Lemmas 4,16} .17 already provide appropriate bounds on the first two.

Region (1): On Dj, with p; € D,, let H = (h;‘l’f’)s}o) we have H = (T) HoaT
where T = STy, ;S . We have
H™'9:H =T (H;} ,0cHia0)T +T'0,T
O (H™'0cH) = T7'0 (H 0 0cHia) T+ 0 (T7) (Hi o @cHijo) T
(154)  +T7! (H,j;j(,)a{H,,A,(,))a{ (T)+0,(To,T).
where { = ;, and we used 9;T = 0. By (36) and Def B3 9, (H;jﬁ;HM) =
#*13T,0, ({: - H£;a§H1,1|t2/3§)r, on ﬁj,,, where I'; = diag (t1/3,t’1/3). The same ar-

guments in the proof of Lemma .16 applies. We have |[,ALT!| < 3 |A| for A a
2 x 2 matrix. By Cor 3.8 and (I36), there is C; > 0 independent in A € I such

that for 7 > 1, ‘8{ (Ht‘,ﬂla{HM)‘ < C\#, |H;Al(9{H,,/1| < C;#*3. On the other hand, the
arguments in the proof of Lemmal4.16limplies that there is C, > 0 such that for # > 1

7], | (7)), |oo (T™'0.T)| < &

Combining these, there is C3 > 0 such that

(155) 0 (H'0,H)| < €57

£A;(0)
As in the proof of Lemma[4.T6lusing Prop[3.14] there are C4 and C}; > 0 such that for
t>1

Region (2): On /=D, let T = Ta;S, H = (h’;‘PP)sm) we have H = (T")* H™ T’.
J

<y

ext 7! ryext
6{ ((Ht,/lj(t)) 6( (Ht,/lj(t)))
By (Z2) and the arguments in the proof of Lemma[3.20, there are Cs, ¢s > 0 such that
onD’ —Dj,

77in -1 77in r7ex -1 r7ex
6{ ((Ht,/{j(t)) 6( (Ht,/{j(t))) - 6( ((Ht,/lt/(t)) 6{ (Ht,/lt/-(t)))
It follows that there is C¢ > O such that

64 ((ﬁfiﬁj(l‘))_l 65 (ﬁti?/{j(t)))

< Cse™™"

< Cot*?
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By arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.16] there is Cs > 0 such that |77, |6§T’| <

Cs, || [T 6, ()] < Ca and o (7)), for ()7 0,77 < cort”.

Combining these estimates and (I42) where H, = ﬁti“l‘_(t), there is C9 > O such that
»Aj

fort>1

(156) ]a; (H‘H?;H)' < Cof?.

Region (3): For p; € D,, recall that H"” = diag (p’l/ze’)(‘/"", 1) where /p is the
Painlevé function (see @7)). On D/, x = 1land

'az ((H;'“‘”)’1 a(H;“"’) < (/M) |1+ pdpwp — p*Pup| = 2|~ sinh 2up) + pnp|

where 7p = (1 + 2p0,¥p)/8 as defined in the proof of Lemma 4.16l Recall that
p’znp < 1*3 and we have that t2p sinhyp) < */3. Therefore there is C1y > 0 such
that on D}’,

9, ((H}m)il (94H}m) .

Hin
On D, — D7 by (I48), there are Cy; and Cj, > 0 such that for 7 > 1
'az ((H}m)’1 84H§“‘)

+ (" /M) el < Cri (|-27p sinh(2yp) + 207 np| + el + 18np — 11) < €712
By ([@3), there is C1, > 0 such that

’ -1 ’ ’ -1 ’
|(Tﬂ<r>,j,r) 9Ty jul '64 ((Tﬂm,j,r) 54Tﬂ<r>,j,r)

Let H = (hfp p)sm) we have H = (T’ )* H™'T By calculation in (I54) and the

< C10l4/3
t

- < (X/(4p2)) |1 +pOpp — pZazxppl + (¢ /(4p)) (llﬂpl +2p |(9p¢13|)

<Cy.

At), ).t AQ@), jit*

. i -1 i . .
estimate of ’(H;m’y) 9:H,™” | in ([43) there is Ci3 > 0 such that for # > 1

(157) 0 (H™'0,H)| < Cisr*
Since H™* = H™!, we have the same bound of the last quantity in (I33) for D', with
Region (4): On X — []; D;, notation as in the proof of Lemmal4.16] we have
9., (H™'0.,H) = diag (—202 log ho — 267 @a). 02, log ho + 32, 0.

where hy is given in (I48). ¢, is a linear combination with coefficients linear in A,
there is Ci4 > 0 such that

(158) max sup |0, (H™'0., H)| < C1s
a y,

The global bound on the last quantity in (I33)) now follows from (133), (I136), (137).
and (I38). g.e.d.

Proposition 4.21. There is C > 0, such that for 0 < r < 1, up,u; € B(0,r) €
L3 (Herm(F,i{™)) and t > 1

17/3
IR (u0) = Re(un)llzz perr < Crt' ™ Nlug = wllz e -
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Proof. We have
RV w) = 22 (B., f (2/2)} + 222 £ @/2) B.fi (2/2) ,

where R\" is defined in (I31) and we used e¥/? = 1 + f,(2/2) = 1 + /2 + f>(1/2)
where f; is defined in (I532). By the Sobolev embedding theorems there is C; > 0
such that supy |fj(u0)| , |fj(u1)| < C;r/ for j > 1. As a consequence of the proof of
Lemma T8 supy |B,l, supy |C;| < t''/3. Therefore by Lemma 419, there is Cy > 0
such that for ¢t > 1

(159) IR o) = RV )|, < Cot'r llug — w2
Similarly, there is C(’) > 0 such that for t > 1

(160) IR (o) = R @[ 2 < Cor'7Pr g = iz

where R is given in (I31). The conclusion follows once we obtain similar bounds
for S ,(up) — S,(u;). After canceling the linear terms we have

sa=ar0 (2o 5 o
+ 20 (A-0A60) + [, 300 0] + [, 5 i (-0 )] + 2 (3011, 0) £ (-5 |
+ 20 (fi-wanfi) f2 (=5 )+ 26 (5 ) (3011 0) + 26 ()3 - fia)
+2£i(5) @0nsi) i (-5) + 24 (5) 0 wansien £ (-5)

) + 28, f2(w)

where /1 = hj™. By Lemmal.I7 |Fv,| < . The relevant terms can be expanded
further using 8 (A9,B) = (6A) A (8,B) + A3,B where A, B € Q° (End (F)). For the
terms containing products of 0 () or 8 (-), we use the bounded inclusions L% X Lf C

L* x L* c L?, for all other terms use bounded inclusion L5 ¢ C° and apply Lemmas
We have for instance for the following term of the first kind,

0 (/i (=uo) = fi Gur) A B fin)| 2 < (|0 (i (muo) = fi ()| o 198 i s
$ [0 ¢fi (cuo) = i Cun) | 0nfiCaDllzz < 211 (=u0) = AC=un)lzz I1fi )z
< 2rllug - uillp2
It follows from these term-by-term estimates that there is C; > 0 such that for ¢ > 1,
(1e61) IS (o) = S s(u)ll2 < Cr*rlluo = wnllz
E[ﬁ‘léz[;:onclusion follows from (139), (I60), and (I&I) in view of the decomposition
. q.e.d.

4.5. Proof of Theorem[L1 On L2 (End(F)) define
(162) Foiur— —L! (ZiAe“/ZW,,h%(O)e_”/z + R,(u))

For ¢ > 1, with the help of Props. 21} .11l and[3.27, we use the contraction mapping
principle to find a fixed point.
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Theorem 4.1. There are Cy, C; > 0 such that for t > 1,
llg: = Idllz < Cre™"™"
where h, = b - g, is the unique solution of the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated

to (F, 1B, ty).

Proof. By Props [£21] [4.11] there are C3,C4 > 0 such that for 0 < r < 1 and
ug,u1 € B(0,r), t>1

IF (o) = Filun)llzz e < Cst' IR:(ut0) = RyCaan)l 2 e
< C4t19+17/3rl|u0 - u1||Lz L
249
By Prop[3.27 there are Cs, Cg, C7 > 0 such that for ¢ > 1,
I Oz = |7 (2iAH, o (0)

2 1,app
L

19 -CyPP
121 < Cgt’e

< Cst"? ”7‘{,’,1;11)9(0)”

Take #; > 1 that the above estimates hold and that
266t < 20y B <
fort > ; and we assume below 7 > #;. Take r with 2C¢#'% """ < r < C,' 197152,
For uo, u; € B(0,r) € L2 (Herm (F h’;‘pp)), we have [|F;(uo) — Fr(u)ll < (1/2) lluo — uill.

On the other hand, B(0, ") ¢ B(0,r) where ' = (1 — C4t"*'7/3)~1||F,(0)||. For any
n>0,

n—1
prrol = -0 < 3 0 - o) <0 -2 <
k=0

The sequence {7;*(0)}, converges to ue, € B(0, ') satisfying F;(Uoo) = Ueo;. By the
definition of ; in (I62) as well as (T06) and (T02), we see that i, = ™" - g, where
g: = e"~ is a solution to the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated to (F,#83,ty). By
Lemma[4.19] there are C;, C, > 0 such that for r > 11,

— /3 — 2/3
lge = Tdll2 v < ' < Cot'e G < Cre @
g.e.d.

Corollary 4.22. On any compact set Xo € X — D for k > 0, there are t1 4, Cy,

cx > 0 such that for all t > t,
1203
llg: — Id”ck(xo) < Cre o’

where hy = hooy - 81, hooy = (hiz/l(r) rhK ® hL,,l(,),,hK) and h; is the unique solution of

the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated to (F, 15, ty).
Proof. By Propl3.28|and the above theorem, we have Cy, cp > 0, and #; o such that
fort > 1,
—c 2/3
(163) llg: = Idl|L§(X0) < Coe™ .

This proves the statement for £k = 0 and the rest of the proof will be a standard
bootstrap argument. Let {(Uqgx; Za)} e o k=0 b€ a sequence of atlas with Uy ¢ € Ug
for £ > k and such that F is trivialized on U, . Choose local frames over each U,
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and let Hr(”) (resp. H,(ff,i, go(”)dza) be local forms of h; (resp. hy o, ®©) over Up, with

respect to corresponding frames. We have that H = Ht(”) or Ht(fi), and ¢ = ¢\@ satisfies
0:0:H = (9:H) H™" (9.H) + H [, H'¢"H]|

where z = z,. Suppose for 0 < £ < k + 1 there are C}, ¢, > 0, and #1741 > 11 such

thatforall @ € &7, t > t) p41, H; = Hr(”) and H, o, = Ht((f,i satisfies

(164) |H: - Hr,oo||L§ W) S Clei™ .

Note the case k = 0 follows from (I63). By the local form of the Hitchin equation,
we have with z = z,,

0:0- (H; = Hyoo) = 0 (H; = Hyco) Hy' (9:Hy) + (0:Hyoo) (H; ' = HL) (9:H,)
+ (0:Hy00) H; 0, (H; — Hy0)
+ 2 (H, - Hyoo) |0, Hy ' Hy| + P Hioo 0, (H = HL) " Hi|

(165)  + PH, e [0, H e (H, - H, )] -

By the interior elliptic regularity estimate, there is C > 0 such that for all @,

1 = Heooll2 (01,0) <€ (Hazaz (Hr = Hio) 20,0 + 1 - Ht,w”y(uw)) :
In (I63), we expand higher derivatives of each term to get a sum of terms of the form
V" (0 (H; = Hioo) ' (0:HY)), ..., V" (PH, oo |0, Hi " (H, - Hy0)])

with 0 < m < k. Following inductive arguments as in the proof of Prop B.4land note
that 2e=" — 0 ast — 0 for ¢ > 0, we have (I64) for all £ > 0. The conclusion

follows from the bounded inclusion L2, , ¢ C* for each ¢’ > 0.

q.e.d.

Theorem L1l will now follow by combining all the above analysis. We restate it in
a more detailed form.

Theorem 4.2. Fix xo € X — D, vy € L|,, and Xo C X — D a compact set. Let h,
be Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric of (F,18,ty) and 1 : F — V the Hecke modification
corresponding to (F,3,y) as in Theorem[2.4) Fora # 0letS, = 1" odiag(a®*,a ") o4,
an endomorphism of Fly_p. Leth, =S \*wﬂk/ h; where k; is metric on Lly_p = det F*|y_p
induced from h;. Let Xo € X — D be a compact set. Let hoo = (* (hiith @ hL,mhK)
where hy o is a harmonic metric adapted to the filtered bundle (L, As,) over (X, D)
such that |V0|hm =1 and

1/4 ijDlg

(166) Ao j=1{—1/4 p,eD, .
~d;" (deg L+ % (ds - d))) pjeD;

Let y; be given by By = heo - Y. Then for each k > 0, there is Cy such

Ci

Iy — Id| o (x,) < th .
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Proof. Let heo, = " (%) ik ® hpao)hx) and g, be as in Cor 22 We will first

define several auxiliary metrics on F|y, and automorphisms relating them.

Let k; (resp. ke ) be the metric on Lly_p induced from A, (resp. heo). Let a, = [voly,
and

(167) oos = Volker = VOl 4,

Leth, = S* s oo i+ =S4 heos and iy, = S5 heos Let gf (resp. g;) be defined

by hy = hw,t g (resp. hw,t = hiy," &) Let g/ be defined by h,, = he - g/. The
metrics and automorphism relating them are summarized in the following diagram.
In particular, ¥, = g/’ - g - g/

ht\ g 00[\~ 3 hOO

aoox

ht <_ hoot

8t

Recall again by Prop2.61d, > 0. Let jj be a fixed index such that p;, € D,. By
({167) and (84), we have that
Qoo = |v0|hL,HE

Without loss of generality we may assume [voly, . = 1. By Props[B141 3.23] and (86)
with j = jo, there is Cyp > 0 such that for r > 1

e(‘ﬂ/l(t)""]/l(t).f)/z )

< (.

4
M = g/ljo log s

We have from Def2.TTlthat ¢, is a linear combination of fixed smooth functions G on
Xo with coeflicients linear in A(z). Note also that |/l jo(t)| < 1/4 forall ¢t > 1. Therefore
there is C; > 1 such that for 1 > 1, C;'t7!/3 < e#a0*mos < Cy1'3. Therefore there
is C; > 0 such that for 7 > 1, ae, < Cot'/°. We have a; = an, (det gi(po))"/%. By
Cor [d.22] there is C, > 0 such that for r > 1, a; < Clae; < CéCztl/G. Note that
g = S;Il o g;08,,. It follows from Cor .22 that for k > 0, there are Csy, ¢34 > 0
such that for r > 1

(168) llg7 = 1]l s ) < Cane™

We have
% =" o diag(detg, (po)™", (detg, (po))"/?) 0.
Note that for any two choices of frame in (@8] over X, the resulting norms are equiv-
alent. Under a frame compatible with decomposition V = L™2K @ LK, the local forms
of g, are constant. Therefore by Cor[4.22] there are Cy4, ¢4 > 0 such that for z > 1,

(169) ”gr - Id”ck(xo) = ”Et - Id”co(xo) < C4eic4t2/3 .

Let Az o, be the metric on L with h{, , = (h Lzoo ,

hi ® hi ik ). We have that
hico = hrcorexp(@a, — ae) + ., (P0) — ©ax) (Po))

4g-4

J
= heiexp| Y D (oo = 20) (G = G (po)) | -

j=1 t=1
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For k > 0, there is Csx > 0 such that ||G; = G; (po)|| 4y, , < Csk- By PropB.23]and

Xo) —
the above, for k > 0, there is Cg > 0 such that for ¢ largé) enough
’” Cﬁ,k
(170) & = 1d]| sy, < ot "

The conclusion follows from (168}, (169) and (T70).
q.e.d.

Lastly, we comment on a special case of Thm [[.1] where the convergence rate is
improved. For the SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F = K~! @ K, 18,ty) in (I7), we have
b =(1,...,1). By the discussion in Prop[3.23] A = (0, ..., 0) is t-compatible with b
forall 7 > 1, and 17, (defined in (84)) is independent of z. It follows from the proof
that a, is uniformly bounded in # and that the convergence in C¥(Xo) may be improved
to be exponential in 7.

In fact, this also follows directly from the SL(2, C)-Hitchin equation case. The
associated Hitchin equation reduces to a scalar PDE, and the solution is given by a
metric h;' @b, on F with htl /2 the unique solution to the Hitchin’s equation associated
to SL(2, C) Higgs bundle

_ 1
2 12 5 _
(E—KX oK, ,<1>_t(q ))

In this manner, the exponential in 7 convergence b, — hg (hg defined in Lemma[3.1)
is a direct consequence of the result in [MSWW16].
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