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

Xuesen Na

Abstract

We study the limiting behavior of the solutions ht of the Hitchin’s equation

associated with a family of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundles (L, F, tβ, tγ) on a com-

pact connected Riemann surface X as t → ∞ under the assumption that the

quadratic differential q = β · γ have simple zeros at D. The spectral data of the

SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (L,F, β, γ) can be represented by a Hecke modification

of V = L−2KX ⊕ 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 KX 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 Kähler

form ω with
∫

X
ω = 2π. Let (E, h0) be a rank r holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle

and Φ ∈ Ω1,0(End(E)). The Hitchin’s self-duality equation is an equation of the pair

(A,Φ):

iΛω(FA + [Φ ∧ Φ∗]) = µ, ∂̄AΦ = 0

with µ = deg(E)/r, A an h0-unitary connection, Φ∗ the h0-adjoint of Φ. This is

equivalent to the Hermitian-Yang-Mills equation

iΛω(F∇h
+ [Φ ∧Φ∗h ]) = µ

with ∇h Chern connection of h. 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 solutionsM, called Hitchin mod-

uli space, is identified with the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles (E,Φ). The rich

structures onM build bridges between the fields of algebraic geometry, symplectic

geometry and topology.

An important feature of M is the Hitchin map Hit : M → B given by taking

the characteristic polynomial of Φ. The space of coefficients B =
⊕

j
H0(X,K

j

X
) is

a finite dimensional vector space. Equivalently B parametrizes the space of spectral

curves: for b ∈ B, the curve Σb ⊂ |KX | may be viewed as marking eigenvalues of Φ.

It is given by divisor det(λ − p∗Φ) of p∗Kr
X

where p : |KX | → X is the projection and

λ ∈ p∗KX is the tautological section. For generic choice of b ∈ B, Σb is smooth.

The Hitchin moduli space M is not compact. As a consequence of Uhlenbeck’s

weak compactness, both ‖Φ‖L2 and the Hitchin map are proper (see proofs in [Wen16]).
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A sequence (E j,Φ j) onM escapes to infinity only if ‖Φ j‖L2 → ∞ and Hit(Φ j) → ∞
on B. It is an interesting problem to study the limiting behavior of the family of sta-

ble Higgs bundles (E, tΦ) as t → ∞. Gaiotto-Moore-Netizkhe [GMN10] conjectured

that as radial variable t → ∞ on the Hitchin base, the natural hyperkähler metric –

the Hitchin metric on M is asymptotic to a semi-flat metric, constructed from the

special Kähler structure on B. Inspired by this work, Mazzeo-Swoboda-Weiß-Witt

[MSWW16] studied the above family for rank-two Higgs bundles where the qua-

dratic differential detΦ has simple zeros. This condition is equivalent to the spectral

curve being smooth. In particular they constructed solutions h∞ called limiting con-

figurations which solve the decoupled version of the Hitchin’s equation

F⊥∇h∞
= 0, [Φ ∧ Φ∗h∞ ] = 0

where ⊥ it the trace-free part. They then showed that for each h∞ there is a fam-

ily (E, tΦ) whose Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric ht converge in C∞ sense to it, away

from the zeros of detΦ. Fredrickson [Fre18] 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, β, γ), or equivalently an SL(3,C)-

Higgs bundle of the form

(1)

(
E = L ⊕ F, Φ =

(
0 β

γ 0

))

where L = det F∗, q = γ ◦ β ∈ H0(X,K2
X

) is a quadratic differential and the spectral

curve Σ is given by the divisor Z(λ(λ2 − q)) on |KX |. We assume all zeros of q are

simple and let D = p1 + . . .+ p4g−4 be the zero divisor. Therefore Σ has 4g− 4 simple

nodes. The goal of this article is to study the limiting behavior of the Hermitian-

Yang-Mills metric ht for such a family (F, tβ, tγ) of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle as

t → ∞.

In order to describe the SU(1,2) limiting configuration, we need a good description

of the Hitchin fiber of the Hitchin map MSU(1,2) → BSU(1,2) = H0(X,K2
X

). This is

provided by the author in [Na21]: with L and q fixed, the data in (F, β, γ) is equivalent

to a holomorphic Hecke modification of L−2KX ⊕ LKX at D: an injective map of OX-

modules ι : F → L−2KX ⊕ KX isomorphic over X − D. Solutions h∞ of the decoupled

equation has the form

h∞ = ι
∗
(
h−2

L hK ⊕ hLhK

)

with hK resp. hL metrics on KX resp. L such that induced metric on K2
X

satsifies

|q| ≡ 1 and hL is a harmonic metric adapted to filtered line bundle (L, λ) for some

weights with
∑

j λ j = − deg L. The difference between two Hermitian metrics is an

automorphism. We write h′ = h · g if h′(σ, µ) = h(gσ, µ) and we say that ht → h∞ in
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C∞ if ht = h∞ · gt and gt → 1 in C∞ under some fixed background metric. The main

result of this article is the following

Theorem 1.1. Fix x0 ∈ X − D, v0 ∈ L|x0
and X0 ⊂ X − D a compact set. Let ht

be Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric of (F, tβ, tγ) and ι : F → L−2KX ⊕ LKX the Hecke

modification corresponding to (F, β, γ). Identify the two bundles by ι over X − D and

let h̃t the normalization of ht (by a diagonal automorphism) such that
∣∣∣∣(v−2

0

√
q(x0), 0)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣(0, v0

√
q(x0))

∣∣∣∣ = 1 .

Let h∞ = h−2
L,∞hK ⊕ hL,∞hK where hL,∞ is adapted to the filtered bundle (L, λ∞) over

(X,D) such that

• λ∞, j = 1/4 (resp. −1/4) for β(p j) = 0 (resp. γ(p j) = 0), and

• λ∞, j is a constant independent of j for β(p j), γ(p j) , 0

• ∑
j λ∞, j = − deg L

Then we have

h̃t

in C∞−−−−→ h∞ as t → ∞

The method of proof is a combination of that in [MSWW16] and [Moc16]. In

[MSWW16], the authors constructed an approximate solution h
app
t 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 t ≫ 1. They then

showed by contraction mapping principle that for t ≫ 1 there is a Hermitian-Yang-

Mills metric ht close to h
app
t . LetHt(u) = F∇h′+[Φ∧Φ∗h′ ] where h′ = h

app
t ·eu. The key

estimates are certain lower bounds of the operator Lt given by linearizingHt 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 1.1 is constructed as follows.

Note first there are three types of simple zeros of q = γ ◦ β. It can either be a zero

of β, a zero of γ or neither. The Hecke modification map ι : F → L−2KX ⊕ LKX

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 t ≫ 1,

these local models are asymptotic to the decoupled solution with parabolic weight

on L given by λ = ±1/4. For the last type, we apply Biquard-Boalch theorem and

construct it from a wild harmonic bundle over P1 with SU(1,2) symmetry. These local

models are asymptotic to decoupled solution with parabolic weight −1/4 < λ < 1/4.

The stability condition restricts possible numbers of zeros of each type. As a result,

the space of admissible tuple of weights λ is contained in a convex polytope inside a

hyperplane in R4g−4. 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 λ determines leading order terms ∼ λ log |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 h
app
t by gluing the

local model to decoupled solution given by a tuple of weights λ = (λ1, . . . , λ4g−4),

it will be necessary to match the next-to-leading order as well. In fact, this issue is

also discussed in [Moc16] and we adapt the proof to show that the next-to-leading

order constant cλ depends continuously on λ 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 λ(t) matching the next-to-leading order. Furthermore we

show that as t → ∞, the matching weight λ(t) → λ∞ given in Theorem 1.1, which is

also characterized by being the centers of the corresponding face in the polyhedron of

admissible weights.

The approximate solution h
app
t is then constructed by gluing local model solutions

to decoupled solution outside of the disks, for the carefuly chosen tuple of weights

λ(t). Due to this t-dependency of weight, the ensuing analysis including the key

estimates of Lt are significantly more complicated than that of [MSWW16]. This

and other complications (e.g. a t-independent L2-lower bound of operator Lt 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 H3. 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 SO0(1, n).

Lastly we comment on a recent work of Mochizuki [MS23]. It contains two re-

sults related to the limiting behavior of ht for families of SL(r,C)-Higgs bundles.

The first result is the independence of limit h∞ on choice of subsequences when the

spectral curve is irreducible. The second is the exponential convergence of ht un-

der the condition that the corresponding spectral data is given by a line bundle L

on the normalized spectral curve. Let n : Σ̃ → Σ be the normalization λ′ the pull-

back of λ ∈ p∗KX on Σ̃. This condition applies when the Higgs bundle is given by

(E,Φ) = ((p ◦ n)∗L, (p ◦ n)∗λ
′) for a line bundle L on Σ̃. 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 Σ of an SU(1,2)-Higgs

bundles discussed in this work is always reducible; for the second result with spectral

curve Σ, the only SU(1,2)-Higgs bundles induced by a line bundle L on the normaliza-

tion Σ̃ 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 §4, we study linearization of the equation

and prove the main theorem.
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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 Gc be a complex reductive Lie group. A Gc-Higgs bundle is a pair (P,Φ)

with P a holomorphic principal Gc-bundle over X and Φ ∈ H0(X, P ×Ad g
c ⊗ KX ).

For Gc ⊂ GL(r,C), a Gc-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 Gc-Higgs bundles

and the moduli space of reductive representations Hom+(π1(X),Gc) � Gc. Hitchin

[Hit92] exploited this correspondence to study the topology of character variety of

real representations Hom+(π1(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 ⊂ G a maximal compact subgroup,

and g = h ⊕ m a Cartan decomposition. Let Hc and mc be the respective complexifi-

cations and ι : Hc → GL(mc) the isotropy representation.

Definition 2.1. A G-Higgs bundle over X is a pair (P, ϕ) where P is a holomorphic

principal Hc-bundle over X, ϕ ∈ H0(X, P ×ι mc ⊗ KX).

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

Hit :MG → BG =

a⊕

i=1

H0(X,K
mi

X
)

where mi’s are the exponents of G and a is the real rank of G.

For Gc = 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 ∈ Mat3(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. θ : X 7→ −X∗ = JXJ

is the Cartan involution on g. The Cartan decomposition g = h ⊕ m is the eigende-

composition for θ with eigenvalues 1 and -1. We have

h =

{(
−trY 0

0 Y

) ∣∣∣∣∣∣ Y ∈ u(2)

}
, m =

{(
0 Z

Z∗ 0

)}

Definition 2.2. An SU(1,2) Higgs bundle is a triple (F, β, γ): F is a rank-two

bundle, γ ∈ H0(X,Hom(L, F) ⊗ KX), β ∈ H0(X,Hom(F, L) ⊗ KX) where L = det F∗.

Equivalently γ : LK−1
X
→ F, β : F → LKX are holomorphic bundle maps. The

composition q = β◦γ : LK−1
X
→ LKX is a holomorphic quadratic differential. We say

that (F, β, γ) is an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle associated to q and L.

Via G → Gc = SL(3,C), an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle is also an SL(3,C) Higgs bundle

E = L ⊕ F, Φ =

(
0 β

γ 0

)

The corresponding notions of (poly)stability are equivalent (see [BGG03] for a more

general statement).

Proposition 2.3 (Lemma 2.2, [Got01]). Let (E,Φ) as above, E′ ⊂ E aΦ-invariant

subbundle. There are subbundles L′ ⊂ L and F′ ⊂ F such that µ(E′) ≤ µ(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 0 and

L itself, we have

Proposition 2.4. (F, β, γ) is stable iff

• for a subbundle 0 , F′ ( F, β|F′ = 0 we have deg(F′) < 0, and

• for a subbundle F′′ ( F with γ(L) ⊂ F′′ ⊗ KX has deg(L ⊕ F′′) < 0

We make the following assumption throughout this work: q = β ◦ γ has simple

zeros. Let D = p1 + . . . + p4g(X)−4 be the zero divisor.

Definition 2.5. A zero of q has three types: β(p) = 0, γ(p) = 0, or neither vanishes.

This gives a partition D = Dβ+Dγ+Dr. Let dβ = deg Dβ, dγ = deg Dγ, dr = deg Dr =

4g(X) − 4 − dβ − dγ. Denote D = (Dβ,Dγ,Dr) to denote a partition of D into three

effective divisors.

The Toledo invariant τ = 2 deg L labels the connected components of the moduli

space. We have the Milnor-Wood type inequality |τ| < 2(g − 1). With dβ, dγ we have

the following refinement.

Proposition 2.6. (F, β, γ) is stable iff

(2) −(g − 1) +
1

2
dβ < d < (g − 1) − 1

2
dγ

equivalently

dβ < 2(g − 1 + d) and,(3)

dγ < 2(g − 1 − d) .(4)
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In particular if (F, β, γ) stable then dr > 0. Furthermore, (F, β, γ) is strictly polystable

iff < in above inequalities are replaced with equality, in which case F � L−2K−1
X

(Dβ)⊕
LK−1

X
(Dγ).

In the following we will say D is stable (resp. strictly polystable) if (3), (4) (resp.

their equality versions) hold.

Proof. The saturation of img(γ) gives a subbundle F′′ � LK−1
X

(Dγ). This is the

unique proper subbundle of F such that γ(LK−1
X

) ⊂ F′′. We have deg F′′ = −d−2(g−
1) + dγ.

On the other hand, β : F → LKX factors through the surjective sheaf map β̃ :

F → LKX(−Dβ). We have that ker(β) = ker(β̃) giving a line subbundle F′ ⊂ F.

This is the unique nonzero proper subbundle of F such that β|F′ = 0. We have

deg F′ = deg F −deg LKX (−Dβ) = −2d−2(g−1)+dβ. The statements about stability

now follow from Prop 2.4.

The spectral curve of (E,Φ) (corresponding to (F, β, γ) as above) is given by zero

divisor of the section λ(λ2 − q) ∈ π∗K3
X

where π : |KX | → X is the projection. This has

two irreducible components (one of which is the zero section in |KX) corresponding

to the two Φ-invariant subbundles (one of which is ker(β) � L−2K−1
X

(Dβ)). (F, β, γ) is

polystable iff E is a direct sum of these two subbundles, i.e. F � L′ ⊕ L−2K−1
X

(Dβ),

each of which a stable Higgs bundle of slope 0. Under this identification E �

(L ⊕ L′) ⊕ L−2K−1
X

(Dβ), Φ = Φ
′ ⊕ 0 where

Φ =

(
0 β′

γ′ 0

)

We have Dβ = Z(β′), Dγ = Z(γ′), D = Dβ + Dγ and deg L′ = d − 2(g − 1) + dγ = −d

and deg L−2K−1
X

(Dβ) = −2d−2(g−1)+dβ = 0. These implies the equalities instead of

< in (3), (4). Conversely if equalities instead of < holds in (3), (4), D = Dβ + Dγ. We

have that γ factors through sγ : LK−1
X
→ F′′ with simple zeros at Dγ, β = sβ ◦ β̃where

sβ : LKX (−Dβ) → LKX with simple zeros at Dβ. Since β ◦ γ = q : LK−1
X
→ LKX

with simple zeros at D = Dβ + Dγ, the composition F′′ → F
β̃
−→ LKX(−Dβ) is an

isomorphism. Since OX(D) � K2
X

and D = Dβ + Dγ, we have F′′ � LK−1
X

(Dγ) �

LKX (−Dβ). Therefore F � F′′ ⊕ L−1KX(Dβ), where the latter summand is ker(β). It

follows that (E,Φ) is a direct sum of Φ-invariant stable Higgs bundles of slope 0.

q.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, β, γ) stable, there is a unique metric h on F such that

(5) F∇h
+ γ∗h ∧ γ + β ∧ β∗h = 0

In more generality the above is a consequence of Theorem 3.21 of [GGM12].

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

F∇H
+ [Φ∧Φ∗H ] = 0 inducing the standard metric on det E = OX . Let α = 1L⊕ (−1F),

we have α−1Φα = −Φ. By uniqueness, α∗H = H. Thus H = diag(det h−1, h) with h a

Hermitian metric on F. The form (5) follows by a direct calculation. q.e.d.

For s = (s1, . . . , sr) be a local frame, the matrix hs is defined by (hs)i j = h(s j, si).

For ψ ∈ Hom(E, E′) with local frames s, u, we define the matrix ψs,u by ψs j =∑
j

(
ψs,u

)
i j u j. We write ψs if E′ = E, u = s. Let (Ei, hi), i = 1, 2 be Hermitian vector

bundles. Let si be local frames of Ei and Hi = (hi)si
. Let φ ∈ Hom(E1, E2) with

M = φs1,s2
. Then under induced metric we have |φ|2

h1,h2
= tr(φφ∗) = tr(MH−1

1
M∗H2).

Let A,H ∈ Matn(C) where H ≥ 0 is Hermitian, we denote

(6) |A|2H = tr
(
AH−1A∗H

)

Let (F, β, γ) be an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle and {s1, s2} local frame of F over (U; z),{
(s1 ∧ s2)−1

}
the induced frame on L = det F∗. Let βs = β0dz, γs = γ0dz, H = hs, then

(5) is given by the following equation

(7) ∂z̄

(
H−1∂zH

)
= γ0γ

∗
0H (det H) − (det H)−1 H−1β∗0β0

2.3. Filtered bundle. In the following, we review the notion of filtered bundle fol-

lowing §3 of [Moc16]. Let D ⊂ X be a finite set of N points and O = OX , O′ =
OX(∗D) sheaf of meromorphic functions with poles in D. Let E be a locally free

O′-module. A metric on E will mean a metric on E|X−D.

Definition 2.7. A filtered bundle structure on E over (X,D) is a family of coherent

O-submodules P∗E labeled by a tuple a = (aP)P∈D, aP ∈ R such that

• PaE ⊗O O′ = E,

• the stalk of PaE at p ∈ D depends only on aP ∈ R, denoted by PaP
EP,

• PaEP ⊂ PbEP for a ≤ b and there is ǫ > 0 such that PaEP = Pa+ǫEP,

• PaEP ⊗OX,P
O(nP)P = Pa+nEP for n ∈ Z.

A filtered Higgs bundle is a pair (P∗E, θ) where θ ∈ H0(X,End(E) ⊗ Ω1
X

). (P∗E, θ)
is an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle if at each P there is a finite subset of

germs of meromorphic functions, I(P) ⊂ O′
P

with I(P) → OX(∗D)P/OX,P injective,

and a decomposition PaEP =
⊕

f∈I(P)
PaEP, f such that

(θ − (d f ) Id)PaEP, f ⊂ PaEP, f ⊗Ω1
X(log D)P

For each a ∈ R, let δPaEP = PaEP/P<aEP.

Note that by the last property in the above definition,PP
aP
EP/PP

aP−1
EP is the fiber of

the vector bundlePaE at P. For−1 < α ≤ 0, we have filtration FP
α = PP

aP−1+α
EP/PP

aP−1
EP

of the fiber. In this way for any a, a filtered bundle structure P∗E is equivalent to a

parabolic structure on holomorphic vector bundle PaE.

Definition 2.8. A metric h on E is called adapted to P∗E on (X,D) if

• PaE � E as O-module on X − D for all a, and
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• s ∈ PaE iff

(8) |s|h = O
(|zP|−aP−ǫ) , ∀ǫ > 0

where zP is a holomorphic coordinate centered at P. Given a metric h on E, the

second condition defines a filtered bundle structure Ph
∗E.

For a tuple b, define

degP∗E = degPbE −
∑

P∈D

∑

bP−1<a≤bP

a · dimC (PaEP/P<aEP)

whereP<aEP =
⋃

c<aPcEP. This is independent of the choice of b. For G ⊂ E locally

free O′-submodules, let PaG = PaE ∩ G. This gives a filtered bundle structure on

G. Let µ(P∗E) := degP∗E/rankE. A filtered Higgs bundle (P∗E, θ) is stable if any

nonzero proper θ-invariant locally free O′-submodule G satisfies µ(P∗G) < µ(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, θ) be a stable unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle

with degP∗E = 0. Then there exists h (unique up to R+) adapted to (P∗E, θ) with

F∇h
+ [θ ∧ θ∗h] = 0 on X − D.

Theorem 2.3. Let L be a line bundle and λ = (λ1, . . . , λN) a tuple of real numbers

satisfying

(9) degL +
N∑

j=1

λ j = 0

Let (U j; z j) be disjoint local charts centered at p j ∈ D and s j a nowhere vanishing

section over U j. Then there is a metric h on L, unique up to positive constant, such

that F∇h
= 0 on X − D and

(10) log |s j|h = λ j log |z j| + O(1) as
∣∣∣z j

∣∣∣→ 0

We call h a harmonic metric adapted to filtered line bundle (L, λ).

Proof. Let L̃ = L ⊗O O′ and Lm the O-submodule generated by z
−m j

j
s j over U j.

We have Lm = L
(∑

j m j[p j]
)
. Let PbL̃ = L⌊b1+λ1⌋,...,⌊bN+λN ⌋. We have degP∗L̃ =

degL + ∑
j λ j = 0. By Theorem 2.2, there is a harmonic metric h on L̃ adapted to

P∗L̃ unique up to positive constant.

Note that u j := log |s j|h is a harmonic function on U j−{p j}. Take ξ < λ j. Since s j ∈
P−λ we have by (8) that there is some constant C such that−u j+ξ log |z j|+C ≥ 0 for |z j|
small enough. By Bôcher’s Theorem (see, e.g. [Axl01] Theorem 3.9) characterizing

positive harmonic functions on a punctured disk, we have u j = µ log |z j| + Re( f )

with some µ ∈ R and f ∈ O(U j). By (8) µ ≥ λ j. If µ > λ j we have some b with

b j = −µ < −λ j such that s j ∈ Pb, a contradiction. Therefore µ = λ j. q.e.d.

In the following we give a second proof in terms of solution to Poisson equations

with prescribed logarithmic poles.



10 XUESEN NA

Lemma 2.9. Let a = (a1, . . . , aN), n = −∑
j a j and D = {p1, . . . , pN} finite set on

X. Then there is ϕ : X − D → R, unique up to a constant on X, satisfying ∆∂ϕ = n

where ∆∂ = ∂
∗∂ + ∂∂∗ = iΛ∂̄∂ on functions and ϕ + 2a j log |z j| are bounded near p j.

Proof. Suppose n = 0, N = 2 and a = (1/2,−1/2). Let D = {p, q} with p , q.

Consider the divisor p−q and denote byL the associated line bundle. Let s ∈ L⊗OM ∗

be the defining meromorphic section with a zero at p, a pole at q and holomorphic on

X − D. Let h be a Hermitian-Einstein metric on L, i.e. iΛF∇h
= 0 on X − D. Set

ϕ = log |s|h. For a chart (U; z) (resp. (V; w)) centered at p (resp. q), ϕ − log |z| (resp.

ϕ + log |w|) is bounded and we have ∆∂ϕ = 0 on X − D.

For n = 1, N = 1 and a = (1). Let D = {p}, L a line bundle of degree 1, h

(resp. h0) a Hermitian-Einstein metric on L (resp. L(−p)) and s : L(−p) → L the

inclusion induced by O(−p) ⊂ O. As bundle map s has a simple zero at p and is

isomorphic away from p. By this inclusion we view h as a metric on L(−p)|X−D and

write h = h0eϕ. We have F∇h0
= 0 away from p and ∆∂ϕ = iΛ∂̄∂ϕ = iΛF∇h

= 1 on

X − D.

Let σ0 (resp. σ) be a trivializing section for L(−p) (resp. L) on a chart (U; z)

centered at p, we have eϕ/2 |σ0|h0
= |σ0|h = | f | |σ|h with f holomorphic with simple

zero at p. Therefore ϕ = 2 log |z| + O(1) as z→ 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. q.e.d.

We now give a second proof of Theorem 2.3:

Proof. Let h be a solution of the Hermitian-Einstein equation for L, i.e. iΛF∇h
=

degLidL. By the above lemma, there is ϕ on X − D such that ∆∂ϕ = − degL and

ϕ = 2λ j log |z j| + O(1) at p j. It is now easy to verify that heϕ is a harmonic metric

adapted to filtered line bundle (L, λ). q.e.d.

We first fix some local charts around zeros of q.

Definition 2.10. Let (F, β, γ) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle and q = β ◦ γ,

D = Z(q) = Dβ + Dγ + Dr as in Def 2.5. Let (D j; ζ j) be disjoint charts centered

at p j ∈ D such that q = ζ j(dζ j)
2 and D j =

{∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ < R
}

for some R > 0. Denote by

D×
j
= D j −

{
p j

}
. Let

(11) D′j =
{
|ζ j| < 2R/3

}
, D′′j =

{
|ζ j| < R/3

}
.

The construction in the above proof allows us to get rid of the ambiguity of positive

constant and give a λ-family of harmonic metric adapted to (L, λ). This will be useful

in constructing the approximate solution later.

Definition 2.11. Fix hL,HE a solution to the Hermitian-Einstein equation for the

line bundle L, i.e. iΛF∇hL,HE
= degLidL. Fix G j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N (existence follows by

Lemma 2.9), such that

∆∂G j =


0 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, on X −

{
p j, p j+1

}

1 j = N, on X − {pN }
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and 
G j − 2 log

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ bounded on D×
j

1 ≤ j ≤ N

G j + 2 log
∣∣∣ζ j+1

∣∣∣ bounded on D×
j+1

1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1

For λ ∈ RN , let

(12) ϕλ =

N∑

j=1


j∑

ℓ=1

λℓ

G j

Define

(13) h0
L,λ = hL,HEeϕλ .

This is a harmonic metric adapted to (L, λ) with

∆∂ϕλ = −d

ϕλ = 2λ j log |ζ j| + O(1) as ζ j → 0

Define on Dℓ bounded harmonic functions

g jℓ =



G j − 2 log |ζ j| ℓ = j, 1 ≤ j ≤ N

G j+1 + 2 log |ζ j+1| ℓ = j + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1

G j otherwise

Note that the for filtered line bundles, the estimate in (8) sharpens to () thanks to

Bôcher’s Theorem. We will need a similar sharpening for higher rank case. Let E be

a locally free sheaf of O′-modules and h a metric on E as a vector bundle on X − D.

Fix P ∈ D and (U; z) a chart centered at P.

P∨aE∗P =
{

s ∈ E∗P
∣∣∣∣∣∣

for all c ∈ R, e ∈ Ph
cE,

s(e) = O(|z|−a−c−ǫ) ∀ ǫ > 0

}
.

Let h∗ be the induced metric on E∗. By Prop 3.1 of [Sim90], P∨aE∗P = Ph∗
a E∗P for all

a ∈ R. It is also straightforward to see that for nonzero representative e ∈ δPh
aEP,

there is s ∈ P∨−aE∗P such taht s(e) = 1. The following result is a consequence of the

proof of Lemma 6.2 in [Sim90].

Proposition 2.12. Let E, h and (U; z) as above and suppose that near P ∈ D we

have ∣∣∣F∇h

∣∣∣
h
≤ f ∈ Lp

Then

log |e|h = −a log |z| + O(1) as |z| → 0

where e , 0 ∈ δPh
aEP.

Proof. We view e ∈ δPh
aEP as a nonzero section defined in some open subset of

U containing P. For all ǫ > 0 there is Cǫ with log (|z|−a |e|h) ≤ ǫ
∣∣∣log |z|

∣∣∣ + Cǫ . Let

s ∈ P∨−aE∗P = Ph∗
−aE∗P be such that s(e) = 1. By Cauchy-Schwarz we have 1 = |s(e)| ≤

|s|h∗ |e|h. For all ǫ > 0 there is C′ǫ such that

log
(|z|−a |e|h

) ≥ − log (|z|a |s|h∗ ) ≥ −ǫ
∣∣∣log |z|

∣∣∣ −C′ǫ .

Let g = log (|z|−a |e|h), it follows that
∣∣∣∣∣∣

g

log |z|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ −→ 0 as |z| −→ 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 ∈ E) implies that we have −∆g ≤ h away

from x for some h ∈ Lp. Let u ∈ L
p

2
(D) ⊂ C0(D) be some bounded function such

that ∆u = h and g < u on ∂D. We have −∆(g − u) ≤ 0 on D − {P}. We have that∣∣∣(g − u)/ log |z|
∣∣∣→ 0 as |z| → 0. By [Sim90, Lemma 2.2], −∆(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 ∈ E∗, note that the induced metric

has F∇h∗ = −F t
∇h

(see e.g. Prop 4.3.7 (iii) [Huy05]). 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, β, γ) associated to a q ∈ H0(X,K2
X

)

and a line bundle L via holomorphic Hecke modifications of

V = L−2KX ⊕ LKX .

A Hecke modification of a holomorphic vector bundle E at D = {x1, . . . , xN} is a

pair (Ê, s) where Ê is a holomorphic vector bundle and s : Ê
∣∣∣
X−D
→ E|X−D is an

isomorphism which induces isomorphism Ê ∼−→ E where Ê = Ê ⊗O O(∗D), E = E ⊗O
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. (Ê, s) is called a holomorphic Hecke modification if

s is a holomorphic bundle map Ê → E. The data in a holomorphic Hecke modification

of E at D is equivalent to specifying a locally free subsheaf ofOX-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 = (Dβ,Dγ,Dr) be a partition of the finite set D and set

ML,q,D =

{
(F, β, γ)

SU(1,2) Higgs bundle

∣∣∣∣∣∣
det F∗ = L, β ◦ γ = q

Z(β) = Dβ, Z(γ) = Dγ .

}
,

with (F, β1, γ1) ∼ (F′, β2, γ2) if there is an isomorphism ψ : F → F′, Λ2ψ = idL∗ with

β1 = β2 ◦ ψ, and γ2 = ψ ◦ γ1. Let

HL,q,D =



(F, ι)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ι : F → V injective map of O-modules, isomorphic over X − D

Λ2ι = q : L−1 −→ det V

ι
(
F |p j

)
⊆ L−2K

∣∣∣
p j
⊂ V |p j

for p j ∈ Dβ

ι
(
F |p j

)
⊆ LK|p j

⊂ V |p j
for p j ∈ Dγ

ι
(
F |p j

)
* either summand in V |p j

for p j ∈ Dr



with (F, ι) ∼ (F′, ι′) if there is an isomorphism ψ : F
∼−→ F′, Λ2ψ = idL∗ and λ ∈ C×

such that

(14) diag
(
λ2, λ−1

)
◦ ι = ι′ ◦ ψ

For a finite set δ ⊂ X and a line bundle L on X, set

FL,δ =
∏

p∈δ

(
L3

∣∣∣
p

)×
=

{
b =

(
bp

)
p∈δ

}

with b ∼ b
′ if there is τ ∈ C× such that b′p = τbp for all p ∈ δ. For δ = Dr , b ∈ FL,Dr

is called an admissible Hecke parameter with respect to D.
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Note that the equivalence classes inML,q,D are the isomorphism classes of stable

SU(1,2) Higgs bundles associated to q 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

ML,q,D HL,q,D FL,Dr

(F, β, γ) (F, ι) b

∼ ∼

respecting the equivalence relations. For each b ∈ FL,Dr
and p j ∈ Dr, there are frame

s0, j of L,
{
s1, j, s2, j

}
of F, and σ1, j =

((
s0, j

)−2
dζ j, 0

)
, σ2, j =

(
0, s0, jdζ j

)
of V over D j

with

• s⊗3
0, j
= bp j

for each p j ∈ Dr,

• local form of ι : F → V is given by 1√
2

(
ζ j −1

ζ j 1

)
,

• s1, j ∧ s2, j = s−1
0, j

, and

• β, γ have local forms over D j with p j ∈ Dr given by

β =
(
1/
√

2
) (
ζ j 1

)
dζ j, γ =

(
1/
√

2
) (

1 ζ j

)T
dζ j .

We say σ j =
(
σ1, j, σ2, j

)
, s j =

(
s1, j, s2, j

)
are induced by

{
s0, j

}
of L|D j

.

Proof. For a rank-two vector bundle E, denote φE : E∗ ⊗ detE ∼−→ E with ℓ ⊗ s1 ∧
s2 7→ ℓ(s2)s1 − ℓ(s1)s2. This is an isomorphism that induces identity on detE.

Given (F, β, γ) ∈ ML,q,D, set ι2 = β, and let ι1 be the composition

F
φF−−−−−→ F∗ ⊗ L−1 γT⊗1

−−−−−→ L−1K ⊗ L−1 = L−2K .

Let ι = ι1 ⊕ ι2 : F → V = L−2K ⊕ LK. Let {s1, s2} be a local holomorphic frame

of F over (U, ζ). The induced local frame of L consists of a nowhere vanishing holo-

morphic section (s1 ∧ s2)−1. Under these frames there are β1, β2, γ1, γ2 ∈ O(U) such

that

(15) β =
(
γ1 γ2

)
dζ, γ =

(
β1 β2

)T
dζ

and

(16) ι =

(
γ2 −γ1

β1 β2

)
.

It follows that ι
(
F |p j

)
lies in fiber of first (resp. second) summand iff β(p j) = 0 (resp.

γ(p j) = 0), therefore we get a mapML,q,D → HL,q,D. From the above local form, it is

also clear that the map is a bijection preserving respective equivalent relations.

Given (F, ι) ∈ HL,q,D, we have an exact sequence of O-modules

0 F V = L−2K ⊕ LK OD 0
ι π
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where OD is a direct sum of skyscraper sheaves with stalks C at points in D, and π is

unique up to AutOOD � (C×)4g−4. For each p ∈ Dr, ι
(
F |p

)
= ker π for π , 0 lying

in a line ℓ ∈ P
((

L−2KX

∣∣∣
p
⊕ LKX |p

)∗)
, corresponding to bp ∈ L⊗3

∣∣∣
p

which gives the

slope. This gives the map (dependent on D) fromHL,q,D to FL,Dr
. Again it is easy to

verify that this is a bijection preserving respective equivalences.

Let s′
1
, s′

2
be a local frame of F over (U; ζ) around p ∈ Dr. Without loss of

generality, suppose s′
1

generates the subbundle ker β over U. Under local frames

(s′
1
∧ s′

2
)−1 of L and dζ of KX , we have

β =
(
0 β2

)
, γ =

(
γ1 γ2

)T

where β2γ2 = ζ. By definition of Dr, β2(ζ = 0) , 0, therefore γ2(ζ = 0) = 0 and

γ1(ζ = 0) , 0. We may assume β2 is nowhere vanishing on U. Therefore β−1
2
∈ O(U)

and γ2 = ζβ
−1
2

. Let c be a cube root of the nonzero complex number β2
2
γ1(ζ = 0) and

set

s1 =


√

2c2β−1
2 +

1
√

2cβ2

(β2
2γ1 − c3)

 s′1 +
ζ
√

2c
s′2,

s2 =
1

√
2cζβ2

(
β2

2
γ1 − c3

) s′1 +
1
√

2c
s′2

Under this local frame for F, (s1 ∧ s2)−1 for L and dζ for KX , we have

β = (1/
√

2)
(
ζ 1

)
, γ = (1/

√
2)

(
1 ζ

)T
.

Under s1, s2 for F, s0 = (s1 ∧ s2)−1 for L and σ1 = (s−2
0

dζ, 0), σ2 = (0, s0dζ) for V ,

by (16) ι takes the form in the statement. ι
(
F |p

)
is the line spanned by (−1, 1)T in

V |p = L−2KX

∣∣∣
p
⊕ LKX |p under σ1, σ2. It follows straightforwardly that bp = 1 under

the frame s3
0
, 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, β, γ) ∈ ML,q,D,

F may be viewed as extension of line bundles in two different ways

0 LK−1
(
Dγ

)
F L−2K

(
−Dγ

)
0

0 LK
(
−Dβ

)
F L−2K−1

(
Dβ

)
0

(1)

s

(2)

where (1) (resp. (2)) are induced by γ (resp. β) and s have simple zeros at Dr. The

line bundles LK−1
(
Dγ

)
(resp. ker β � L−2K−1

(
Dβ

)
) are realized as subbundles img γ

(resp. ker β) inside F. Their fibers meet precisely at Dr. Up to a global constant,

the tuple b provides a recipe to match their fibers at Dr 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 q ∈ H0(X,K2
X

) having

simple zeros:

(17)

(
F = K−1 ⊕ K, β =

(
1/
√

2
) (

q 1
)
, γ =

(
1/
√

2
) (

1 q
)T

)
.

It is stable by Prop 2.6. (16) holds globally and the corresponding Hecke modification

ι : F → V fits into a short exact sequence

0 F = K−1 ⊕ K V = K ⊕ K OD 0
ι π

where

ι =
1
√

2

(
q −1

q 1

)

and πp( f1dζ, f2dζ)T = f1(p) + f2(p) where (U; ζ) is a chart centered at p. The corre-

sponding tuple b = (bp)p∈Dr
is given by bp = 1.

For an SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, β, γ) and p ∈ Dr , Theorem 2.4 provides local

frames under which Higgs field takes a standard form. We give below similar frames

at points in Dβ and Dγ. We view the sections of F as sections of V via ι from the

correspondence in Theorem 2.4.

Definition 2.14. For p j ∈ Dβ, given frame
{
s0, j

}
of L|D j

define a local frame of V

by σ1, j =
(
s−2

0, j
dζ j, 0

)
, σ2, j =

(
0, s0, jdζ j

)
and set s1, j = ζ jσ2, j, s2, j = −σ1, j. These form

a frame of F over D j. Under these frames,

β =
(
ζ j 0

)
dζ j, γ =

(
1 0

)T
dζ j .

For p j ∈ Dγ, given frame
{
s0, j

}
of L|D j

define a local frame σ1, j, σ2, j of V as above

and set s1, j = σ2, j, s2, j = −ζ jσ1, j. These form a frame of F over D j. Under these

frames,

β =
(
1 0

)
dζ j, γ =

(
ζ j 0

)T
dζ j .

We will say that frames σ j =
{
σ1, j, σ2, j

}
and s j =

{
s1, j, s2, j

}
are induced by

{
s0, j

}
.

It will be useful to note that if s0, j induces frame s1, j, s2, j, then for f a nowhere van-

ishing holomorphic function on D j, f s0, j induces frame f s1, j, f −2 s2, j. Furthermore,

note that under σ1, j, σ2, j on D×
j

we have

(18) β =
(
0 ζ−1

j

)
dζ j, γ =

(
0 ζ2

j

)T
dζ j

3. Construction of approximate solution

Let (F, β, γ) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle, t ≥ 1 and recall notations in Def

2.10. In this part we construct an approximate solution to the Hitchin equation for

(F, tβ, tγ) for t ≫ 1 by gluing an decoupled solution on X − ∐
jD j to local model

solutions on D′′
j
. In §3.1, we characterize solutions to decoupled equation. In §3.2,

we describe a family of local model solutions parametrized by λ ∈ (−1/4, 1/4) as well

as two other local model solutions which may be viewed as the cases λ = ±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 λ-family of local solutions depends continuously on λ ∈ (−1/4, 1/4).
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In §3.4, we show that for t ≫ 1, there is a family λ(t) for which we can glue the local

model solutions to a decoupled solution. A family of approximate solution h
app
t is

constructed using this t-dependent tuple of parabolic weights λ(t) and we show that it

is very close to solving the Hitchin equation.

3.1. Decoupled solution. A metric h on F |X−D solving the decoupled form of (5)

(19) F∇h
= 0, γ ∧ γ†h + β†h ∧ β = 0 on X − D .

will be refered to as a decoupled solution. Let ι : F → V = L−2K ⊕ LK be the Hecke

modification associated to (F, β, γ) as in Theorem 2.4.

Lemma 3.1. h∞ on F |X−D is a decoupled solution iff it has the form

(20) h∞ = ι
∗
(
h−2

L hK ⊕ hLhK

)

where hK is the unique metric on K such that |q| ≡ 1 under induced metric on K2 and

hL is a harmonic metric adapted to a filtered line bundle (L, λ) with deg L+
∑

j λ j = 0.

Proof. Over X − D we use ι (resp. det ι) to identify F (resp. det F = L−1) with

V = L−2K⊕LK (resp. det V = L−1K) and write h∞ as ι∗h for some metric h on V |X−D.

On X − D we have (F, β, γ) �

(
V, b =

(
0 q−1

)
, c =

(
0 q2

)T
)
. Locally let σ (resp.

θ) be nowhere vanishing holomorphic section of L (resp. K) such that θ2 = q. The

sections σ1 = (σ−2 ⊗ θ, 0), σ2 = (0, σ ⊗ θ) (resp.
{
σ ⊗ θ−2

}
) form a frame of V (resp.

det V∗). With respect to these, the Higgs field is given by b = (0, 1), c = (0, 1)T . Let

H = hσ. The second equation in (19) implies cc∗H (det H) = (det H)−1 H−1b∗b. We

have by a direct calculation

(21) H12 = H21 = 0, H11 = H−2
22 .

Therefore the holomorphic direct sum V = L−2K ⊕ LK is also h-orthogonal. We have

h = h1 ⊕ h2 where h1, h2 are metrics on the two summands on X − D. Equivalently,

these are induced by metrics hL (resp. hK) on L (resp. K). By flatness of ∇h, ∇hL
,

∇hK
are both flat on X − D. We have H11 = |σ|−4

hL
|θ|hK
= |σ|−4

hL
|q|1/2

h2
K

, H22 = |σ|2hL
|q|1/2

hK
.

Therefore, |q|h2
K
=

(
H11H2

22

)2/3 ≡ 1.

Let f = log |σ|hL
. Since F∇hL

= 0 on D×
j
, f is a positive harmonic function on D×

j
.

By Bôcher’s theorem (see Theorem 3.9 [Axl01]), it has the form λ j log
∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ + f0 with

f0 harmonic on D j. The condition on the sum of λ j now follows from Theorem 2.3.

q.e.d.

Given s0 a nowhere vanishing section of L over (D, ζ) centered at p ∈ D and let σ1,

σ2 be the induced frame as in the statement of Theorem 2.4. A decoupled solution

h∞ = ι
∗
(
h−2

L
hK ⊕ hLhK

)
under these frames are given by

(22) h∞ =

(
f −2ρ−1

fρ−1

)

where f = |s0|2hL
and ρ = |ζ |.
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3.2. Local model. In this part, we construct a family of local model solutions in D j

depending on a real parameter λ asymptotic to h∞ defined in Lemma 3.1 outside D j

with λ = λ j. It will be defined by harmonic metric adapted to an unramifiedly good

filtered Higgs bundle over (P1, [1 : 0]) for p j ∈ Dr and by an explicit formula using

solution to a Painlevé III type equation for p j ∈ Dβ, Dγ. It will be shown below that

the stability condition of these filtered Higgs bundles are equivalent to


λ j = −1/4 p j ∈ Dβ

λ j = 1/4 p j ∈ Dγ∣∣∣λ j

∣∣∣ < 1/4 p j ∈ Dr .

A tuple λ 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) PD =
{
λ
∣∣∣ λ is admissible w.r.t D

} ⊂ R4g−4

Set

Pd,g =
∐

D stable

PD ⊂ R4g−4 .

We have the following simple fact

Lemma 3.2. Let C be the cube in R4n with vertices V = {(±1/4, . . . ,±1/4)} (i.e.

C is the convex hull of V), m an integer with |m| < n. f (x1, . . . , x4n) =
∑

j x j and

H = f −1(m). For x ∈ C ∩H, let d1(x) = #
{
j|x j = 1/4

}
, d2(x) = #

{
j|x j = −1/4

}
. Then

we have that either (i) d1 < 2(n+m), d2 < 2(n−m) or (ii) d1 = 2(n+m), d2 = 2(n−m).

The latter case corresponds to x being one of the vertices.

With n = g− 1, m = − deg L and d1 = dγ, d2 = dβ, it follows from Prop 2.6 and the

above lemma that the closure Pd,g is the intersection C∩H. It is easy to show that no

edges of the cube C passes through H, therefore V ∩ H is the extremal set of C ∩ H.

This is a compact convex polytope whose vertices V ∩ H = Pd,g −Pd,g consists of

PD with D strictly polystable. The interior
(
Pd,g

)◦
=PD with dβ = dγ = 0, whereas

PD for D stable and dβ or dγ > 0 are the interiors of the positive-dimensional faces

of Pd,g.

Note that the face PD has vertices consisting of tuples λ such that λ j = 1/4 for

p j ∈ Dβ, λ j = −1/4 for p j ∈ Dγ and #
{
j | λ j = 1/4, p j ∈ Dr

}
= 2(g − 1 − d) − dβ,

#
{
j | λ j = −1/4, p j ∈ Dr

}
= 2(g − 1 + d) − dγ. It follows easily that the barycenter is

characterized by the conditions listed in Theorem 1.1.

We begin by constructing the local model for points in Dr . Let [x0 : x1] be the

homogeneous coordinate on P1 and U1 = {x1 , 0} (resp. U0 = {x0 , 0}) the affine

chart with coordinate z = x0/x1 (resp. w = x1/x0). Set

(24) p : P1 → P1, [x0 : x1] 7−→ [x2
0 : x2

1]

and ζ = z2 coordinate on affine chart p(U1) and let ρ = |ζ |. Denote O′ = O(∗[1 : 0])

and O = OP1 . Let E = (O′)⊕3 with free generators {e0, e1, e2}. Note z ∈ O′ whereas

w < O′, and dz ∈ O′ ⊗O Ω1
P1 as in §2.3. Define

(25) θ : E → E ⊗Ω1
P1 , θ =

√
2z


z2 1

1

z2

 dz .
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Define v j = Tk+1, j+1ek ∈ E for j = 0, 1, 2 where

(26) T =



√
2z −

√
2z 0

1 1 1

z2 z2 −z2

 .

These generate E over U0, and θv0 = 2z2 v0 ⊗ dz, θv1 = −2z2 v1 ⊗ dz, and θv2 = 0.

Let m0, m1, m2 ∈ Z and

Fm0,m1,m2
=



2∑

j=0

f jv j

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ord[1:0] f j ≥ −m j


.

It is a locally free O-submodule of E. Sections e0, e1, e2 (resp. w−m0 v0, w−m1 v1,

w−m2 v2) trivialize Fm0,m1,m2
over U1 (resp. U0). The corresponding transition matrix

is G01 = T · diag (zm1 , zm2 , zm3 ). We have det G01 = (const)zm1+m2+m3+3 is the transition

function of the line bundle detFm0,m1,m2
. Therefore, degFm0,m1,m2

= 3+m1 +m2 +m3.

For c = (c0, c1, c2), the b-family of O-submodules

(27) Pc

bE = F⌊b−c0⌋,⌊b−c1⌋,⌊b−c2⌋

defines a filtered bundle structure on E with deg(Pc
∗E) = 3 − c0 − c1 − c2. By Def 2.7,(

Pc

b
E, θ

)
is an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle.

For 0 ≤ i < j ≤ 2, let L j = O′v j and

Si j =

{(
a−1

z
+ g1

)
vi +

(
−a−1

z
+ g2

)
v j

∣∣∣∣∣g1, g2 ∈ O′, a−1 ∈ C
}

with induced filtered bundle structurePbL j = L j∩Pc

b
E, PbSi j = Si j∩Pc

b
E. We have

degP∗L j = −c j, degP∗Si j = 1 − ci − c j .

These are the only nonzero proper θ-invariant O′-submodules. Let

(28) S =

{
(c0, c1, c2) ∈ R3

∣∣∣∣∣∣
c0 + c1 + c2 = 3, c j > 0 ∀ j,

ci + c j > 1 ∀ i , j

}
.

We have that for all t ∈ R+,
(
Pc

b
E, tθ

)
is a stable with degPc

∗E = 0 iff c ∈ S .

Lemma 3.3. For t > 0, −1/4 < λ < 1/4, there is a unique smooth function

K = Kt,λ : Cz → iu(2), positive definite, satisfying

•
(29) ∂z̄

(
K−1∂zK

)
= 4|z|2t2

(
γ1γ

∗
1K det K − (det K)−1 K−1β∗1β1

)

with

(30) β1 =
(
1/
√

2
) (

z2 1
)
, γ1 =

(
1/
√

2
) (

1 z2
)T
.

• Let

(31) K̃t,λ =

(
det K−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)
.

The metric defined by h(ei, e j) =
(
K̃t,λ

)
j+1,i+1

for i, j = 0, 1, 2 is adapted to

filtered bundle Pc
∗E with c = (1 + 2λ, 1 + 2λ, 1 − 4λ).
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Let ζ = z2. We have at z , 0,

∂ζ̄

(
K−1∂ζK

)
= (4|z|2)−1∂z̄

(
K−1∂zK

)
= t2

(
γ1γ

∗
1K det K − (det K)−1 K−1β∗1β1

)
.

Proof. We have c = (1+ 2λ, 1+ 2λ, 1− 4λ) ∈ S iff −1/4 < λ < 1/4, in which case(Pc
∗E, tθ

)
is a stable unramifiedly good filtered Higgs bundle. By Theorem 2.2, there

is a harmonic metric h = ht,λ on E adapted to it, unique up to R+.

Let g : E → E be given by e0 7→ −e0, e j 7→ e j for j = 1, 2. We have g(v0) = v1,

g(v1) = v0, and g(v2) = v2. For any v ∈ E, b ∈ R, we have that v ∈ Pc

b
E iff g(v) ∈ Pc

b
E.

Therefore, g∗h is also adapted to filtered bundle Pc
∗E.

We have g−1 · F∇h
· g = F∇g∗h , g−1[θ∧ θ∗h ]g = [θg ∧ (θg)∗(g∗h)] and θg = g−1θg = −θ.

Therefore

F∇g∗h + t2 [
(−θ) ∧ (−θ)∗(g∗h)

]
= 0 .

It follows that g∗h is a harmonic metric adapted to
(Pc
∗E, tθ

)
. Thus there is c > 0 such

that g∗h = ch. For j = 1, 2, we have −h(e0, e j) = h(ge0, ge j) = g∗h(e0, e j) = ch(e0, e j).

Therefore, h(e0, e j) = 0, and h = ht,λ has block diagonal form which we may write as

(32)
(
ht,λ

)
e
=

(
δ−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)

where Kt,λ is 2 × 2 Hermitian matrix-valued function of z ∈ C and δt,λ > 0. Note that

v0∧v1∧v2 = −4
√

2z3e0∧e1∧e2 and c0+c1+c2 = 3. We have that |e0 ∧ e1 ∧ e2|2det h is

harmonic on U0 and bounded near [1 : 0] ∈ P1. Therefore, δ−1
t,λ det Kt,λ is a constant.

We may normalize this to 1 and the resulting Kt,λ, δt,λ is uniquely determined. We

have δt,λ = det Kt,λ. (29) follows from (7) and (25). q.e.d.

Let B, C (resp. K) be function of z ∈ C valued in 3 × 3 matrices (resp. 3 × 3

positive-definite Hermitian matrices). Define

R(K) = ∂z̄

(
K−1∂zK

)

S (K, B,C) = C K (det K) − (det K)−1 K−1B ,

and let Et(K, B,C) = R(K) − t2S (K, B,C). (29) is equivalent to Et(K, β
∗
1
β1, γ1γ

∗
1
) = 0.

Let ρφ : z 7→ eiφz and

(33) gφ = diag
(
eiφ, e−iφ

)
.

It is easy to verify that R(K) = ρ∗φR
(
ρ∗−φK

)
, ρ∗φB = g∗φBgφ, ρ

∗
φC = g−1

φ C
(
g∗φ

)−1
where

B = β1β
∗
1
, C = γ∗

1
γ1 with β1, γ1 as in Lemma 3.3. It follows that S (K, B,C) =

ρ∗φgφ S
(
g∗φ

(
ρ∗−φK

)
gφ, B,C

)
g−1
φ . Thus we have

Et(K, B,C) = ρ∗φgφEt

(
g∗φ

(
φ−φK

)
gφ, B,C

)
g−1
φ .

As a result, z 7→ g∗φKt,λ(ze−iφ)gφ satisfies (29). Let

Γφ =

(
1

gφ

)
, T =



√
2z −

√
2z 0

1 1 1

z2 z2 −z2

 .
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We have that v j = Tk+1, j+1ek for j, k = 0, 1, 2 and ρ∗φT = eiφΓφT . The metric on E
corresponding to z 7→ g∗φKt,λ(ze−iφ)gφ is given by

T ∗ρ∗−φ

(
Γ∗φ

(
det K−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)
Γφ

)
T = ρ∗−φ

(
T ∗

(
det K−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)
T

)

under {v0, v1, v2}. Note that ord[1:0] f = ord[1:0]ρ
∗
φ f and φ ∈ R. It follows that v ∈ Pc

b
E

iff ρ∗φv ∈ Pc

b
E. Therefore, z 7→ g∗φKt,λ(ze−iφ)gφ is a smooth function C → iu(2)

satisfying properties in Lemma 3.3. It follows from the uniqueness that

(34) Kt,λ(zeiφ) = g∗φKt,λ(z)gφ .

For t > 0, let ηt : z 7→ t1/3z and

(35) Γt = diag
(
t1/3, t−1/3

)
.

We have that

R(K) = t2/3η∗t R
(
η∗

t−1 K
)
= t2/3η∗t ΓtR

(
Γ∗t · η∗t−1 K · Γt

)
Γ−1

t

and that

η∗t B = t4/3Γ∗t BΓt, η
∗
t C = t4/3Γt−1CΓ∗

t−1 .

It follows that S (K, B,C) = t−4/3η∗t S
(
η∗

t−1 H, Γt BΓ
∗
t , Γ
∗
t−1CΓt−1

)
. By direct calculation,

we have

Et(K, B,C) = t2/3η∗t Γt · E1

(
Γ∗t

(
η∗

t−1 K
)
Γt, B,C

)
· Γ−1

t .

Thus z 7→ Γ∗t Kt,λ(t−1/3z)Γt solves (29). On the other hand,

η∗t T = t1/3

(
1

Γ−1
t

)
T .

It follows that the metric given by z 7→ Γ∗t Kt,λ

(
t−1/3z

)
Γt on E has a local form under

{v0, v1, v2} given by

T ∗
(
1

Γ∗t

)
· η∗−t

(
det K−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)
·
(
1

Γt

)
T = t2/3η∗−t

(
T ∗

(
det K−1

t,λ

Kt,λ

)
T

)
.

For f j ∈ O′, we have that
∑

j f jv j ∈ Pc

b
E iff

∑
j t2/3η∗−t f jv j ∈ Pc

b
E. Therefore, z 7→

Γ∗t Kt,λ(t−1/3z)Γt gives a harmonic metric adapted toPc
∗E. By the uniqueness in Lemma

3.3, we have

(36) K1,λ(t1/3z) = Γ∗t Kt,λ(z)Γt .

It follows from (34) and (36) that Kt,λ has the form

Kt,λ(reiθ) =


t−2/3 f1

(
t1/3r

)
f3

(
t1/3r

)
e−2iθ

f3
(
t1/3r

)
e2iθ t−2/3 f2

(
t1/3r

)
 ,

where f j for j = 1, 2, 3 are smooth functions on R>0, and each entry is a smooth

function on C. It is clear that there is a function Ht,λ : C → iu(2) such that Kt,λ(z) =

Ht,λ(z2) for all z ∈ C. By the continuity and positive-definiteness of Kt,λ, in a bounded

neighborhood of the origin, det Ht,λ is bounded away from zero. Furthermore, it is

not hard to see that we have f j ∈ C∞([0,∞)) with f ′
j
(0) = 0 and f3(0) = 0. A direct

calculation shows ∂zF, ∂z̄F = O(|z|) as z → 0. As ζ = z2 we have ∂ζ = (2z)−1∂z and
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∂ζ̄ = (2z̄)−1∂z̄. The entries of ∂ζHt,λ, ∂ζ̄Ht,λ are bounded at the origin. Thus the same

is true for ∂ζ
(
det H−1

t,λ

)
and ∂ζ̄

(
det H−1

t,λ

)
. Let

M :=

(
det H−1

t,λ

Ht,λ

)
.

We have by (29), M solves

∂ζ̄

(
M−1∂ζM

)
− [ϕ, M−1ϕ∗M] = 0 ,

on C× with

ϕ =
1
√

2


0 ζ 1

1 0 0

ζ 0 0

 ,

and for any 0 ∈ Ω bounded, M ∈ C∞(Ω×) ∩ L∞
1

(Ω) where Ω× = Ω − {0}.
Let

D : M 7−→M
(
∂ζ̄

(
M−1∂ζM

)
− [ϕ, M−1ϕ∗M]

)

=
1

4
∆M − T1(M) − T2(M)

where ∆ = 4∂ζ̄∂ζ is the Laplacian and

T1(M) =
(
∂ζ̄M

)
M−1

(
∂ζM

)
,

T2(M) = M[ϕ, M−1ϕ∗M] .

A bootstrap argument can be used to improve our knowledge on the regularity of M

at 0. Consider two intermediate open neighborhoods: 0 ∈ Ω′′ ⋐ Ω′ ⋐ Ω. By elliptic

regularity estimate (see, e.g. [DK90] Appendix III), there is some C > 0 such that

‖M‖L2
2
(Ω′′) ≤ C

(∥∥∥∥∥
1

4
∆(M)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω′)

+ ‖M‖L2(Ω′′)

)
.

To show M ∈ L2
2

near the origin, it suffices to bound
∥∥∥ 1

4
∆(M)

∥∥∥
L2 ≤ ‖T1(M)‖L2 +

‖T2(M)‖L2 . Using the elliptic regularity of the Cauchy-Riemann operator ∂ζ̄ , we have

C′ > 0 such that
∥∥∥M−1∂ζM

∥∥∥
L2

1
(Ω′)
≤ C′

(∥∥∥∥∂ζ̄
(
M−1∂ζM

)∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)
+

∥∥∥M−1∂ζM
∥∥∥

L2(Ω′)

)

= C′
(∥∥∥∥

[
ϕ, M−1ϕ∗M

]∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)
+

∥∥∥M−1∂ζM
∥∥∥

L2(Ω′)

)
.

From the above M±1 is bounded at 0 and
∥∥∥∂ζM

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

< ∞. By the Sobolev embedding

L2
1
⊂ L4,

∥∥∥∂ζM
∥∥∥

L4(Ω′)
is bounded. This implies the same bound on

∥∥∥∂ζ̄M
∥∥∥

L4(Ω′)
since

∂ζ̄M =
(
∂ζM∗

)∗
=

(
∂ζM

)∗
. Thus there is C′′ > 0 such that

‖T1(M)‖L2(Ω′) ≤ C′′ ‖M‖2
L4

1
(Ω′)

< ∞ .

By L∞ bound on M±1 and ϕ, ‖T2(M)‖L2(Ω′) < ∞. Therefore M ∈ L2
2
(Ω′′).

Suppose M ∈ L2
k+1

(Ωk) for some k ≥ 1 and 0 ∈ Ω′
k
⋐ Ωk. By elliptic estimate,

there is C > 0 such that

‖M‖L2
k+2

(Ω′
k
) ≤ C

(
‖T1(M)‖L2

k
(Ωk) + ‖T2(M)‖L2

k
(Ωk) + ‖M‖L2(Ω′

k
)

)
.
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Use ∇ to denote either ∂ζ or ∂ζ̄ , and ∇ℓ will denote ∂
ℓ1

ζ
∂
ℓ2

ζ̄
with ℓ1 + ℓ2 = ℓ. Then

∇kT1(M) is a sum of terms of the form

(∗) Mn1

(
∇ℓ1 M

)
Mn2 . . .Mnm

(
∇ℓm M

)
Mnm+1

where n j ∈ Z and ℓ j ≥ 0,
∑m

j=1 ℓ j = k + 2, and for at least two indices j, we have

ℓ j ≥ 1. For the terms with ℓ j ≤ k for all j, take p1, . . . , pm > 2 with 1/2 =
∑

j p−1
j

we

have:

‖(∗)‖L2(Ωk) ≤
m∏

j=1

∥∥∥∇ℓ j M
∥∥∥

L
p j ≤

m∏

j=1

‖M‖
L

p j

ℓ j

.

We have ℓ j − 2
p j
≤ ℓ j ≤ k. Therefore, by Sobolev embedding theorems (e.g. [DK90]

Appendix IV), there is C′ > 0 such that ‖M‖
L

p j

ℓ j

≤ C′ ‖M‖L2
k+1

(Ωk) < ∞. The only terms

left are of the form
(
∇k+1M

)
M−1 (∇M) or (∇M) M−1

(
∇k+1M

)
. These have finite

L2(Ωk)-norms since both M−1 and ∇M have bounded entries at 0 and M ∈ L2
k+1

(Ωk)

by assumption. It follows by induction on k and Sobolev embedding theorems that

M ∈ C∞.

Summarize the above discussion, we have proven the following.

Proposition 3.4. For −1/4 < λ < 1/4, there is a smooth function Ht,λ : C→ iu(2)

scuh that Kt,λ(z) = Ht,λ(z
2) where Kt,λ is the function in Lemma 3.3. In particular,

(37) Ht,λ

(
ρeiψ

)
=


ρ f1,λ

(
t2/3ρ

)
f3,λ

(
t2/3ρ

)
e−iψ

f3,λ
(
t2/3ρ

)
eiψ ρ−1 f2,λ

(
t2/3ρ

)
 ,

where f j,λ is a smooth function on R+ and H = Ht,λ satisfies

(38) ∂ζ̄

(
H−1∂ζH

)
= t2

(
γ0γ

∗
0H det H − (det H)−1 H−1β∗0β0

)

with

β0 =
(
1/
√

2
) (
ζ 1

)
, γ0 =

(
1/
√

2
) (

1 ζ
)T
.

Let (F, β, γ) be a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle. Recall notations in Def 2.10 and s0

be a trivializing section of L over the coordinate disk (D; ζ) centered at p ∈ Dr and let

s = {s1, s2} (resp. σ = {σ1, σ2}) be frames of F (resp. V) over D induced by s0 as in

the statement of Theorem 2.4. We fix notation for Hermitian metrics corresponding

to the Hermitian-matrix valued functions above.

Definition 3.5. Denote by ht,λ the metric on F over D with ht,λ =
(
Ht,λ

)
s

where

Ht,λ is as in Prop 3.4. Denote by h̃t,λ the metric on E given by h̃t,λ (ei+1, ek+1) =
(
K̃t,λ

)
ki

where i, k = 0, 1, 2 and K̃t,λ is as in Lemma 3.3.

We have by a direct calculation

(39)
(
ht,λ

)
σ = t2/3 Mλ

(
t2/3ρ

)

where

(40) Mλ = (S ∗)−1
H1,λS

−1, S =
1
√

2

(
ζ −1

ζ 1

)
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and in particular we have the following explicit expression.

(41) Mλ (ρ) =
1

2ρ

(
f1,λ + f2,λ − f3,λ − f3,λ f1,λ − f2,λ + f3,λ − f3,λ

f1,λ − f2,λ − f3,λ + f3,λ f1,λ + f2,λ + f3,λ + f3,λ

)
.

Thus Ht,λ is determined by a Hermitian-matrix-valued radial function Mλ. Alterna-

tively, Mλ is a submatrix of
(̃
h1,λ

)
σ̃

where the frame on E is given by σ̃ j for j = 0, 1, 2

where σ̃ j =
∑2
ℓ=0 (Teσ)ℓ+1, j+1 eℓ where

(42) Teσ =
1
√

2



√
2 0 0

0 z−2 z−2

0 −1 1

 .

We have

(43)
(̃
ht,λ

)
σ̃
=


t−4/3 |z|−4 mλ

(
t2/3 |z|2

)−1

t2/3 Mλ

(
t2/3 |z|2

)
 ,

where mλ = det Mλ. For later use, we have

h̃1,λ (v2, v2) = 2|z|4 (Mλ)11 (|z|2), h̃1,λ (v0, v2) = 2|z|4 (Mλ)12 (|z|2)

h̃1,λ (v0, v0) = 2|z|2
(
|z|2 (Mλ)22 (|z|2) + |z|−4mλ(|z|2)−1

)
,

h̃1,λ (v0, v1) = 2|z|2
(
|z|2 (Mλ)22 (|z|2) − |z|−4mλ(|z|2)−1

)
.(44)

Note that λ in Ht,λ is characterized by det Ht,λ(ζ) = O(|ζ |c) as ζ → 0 for c < −2λ and

det Ht,λ(ζ) , O(|ζ |c) as ζ → 0 for c > −2λ.

For local model around points in Dβ, Dγ, replace θ in (25) by

θ = 2z


0 1 0

z2 0 0

0 0 0

 dz, resp. θ = 2z


0 z2 0

1 0 0

0 0 0

 dz

and let v j ∈ E with j = 0, 1, 2 be such that θ v0 =
√

2v0 ⊗ dz, θ v1 = −
√

2zv1 ⊗ dz,

and θ v2 = 0. Same procedures as above defines an unramifiedly good filtered Higgs

bundle
(Pc
∗E, θ

)
=

(
P(c0,c1)
∗ E′, θ1

)
⊕ (O′e2, 0) where E′ = O′e0 ⊕ O′e1. By a similar

discussion the rank-two summand is stable if c0, c1 > 0 and c0+c1 = 1. By arguments

similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, the corresponding metric has a local form (31) iff

c0 = c1 = 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 III:

(45) (x∂x)
2 ψ =

x2

2
sinh (2ψ) .

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

tion ψ with following properties

(46)



ψ(x) ∼ − log
(
x1/3

∑
j a jx

4 j/3
)
, x→ 0

ψ′(x) < 0, x > 0

ψ(x) = O
(
x−1/2e−cx

)
, x→ +∞

.
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There exists a harmonic metric adapted to strictly polystable good filtered Higgs bun-

dle (Pc
∗E, θ) is unique up to positive scalar on each summand. The result below there-

fore follows by a direct calculation verifying that Ht indeed satisfies (38) with respec-

tive β0, γ0 and that ψP defined below is smooth at the origin.

Proposition 3.6. Let
{
s1, j, s2, j

}
be a frame of F over (D j; ζ j) centered at p j as in

Def 2.14. Then

Ht(ζ j) =


diag

(
c−1ρ1/2eψP , c2

)
p j ∈ Dβ

diag
(
cρ−1/2e−ψP , c2

)
p j ∈ Dγ

,

where c ∈ C×, and

(47) ψP = ψ

(
8

3
tρ3/2

)

(where ψ is the unique solution above and ρ = |ζ |) solves (38) with

β0 =



(
ζ 0

)
p j ∈ Dβ(

1 0
)

p j ∈ Dγ

, γ0 =



(
1 0

)T
p j ∈ Dβ(

ζ 0
)T

p j ∈ Dγ

and log det Ht(ζ) = −2λ j log |ζ | + O(1) as ζ → 0 with λ = −1/4 for p j ∈ Dβ (resp.

λ = −1/4 for p j ∈ Dγ). Furthermore, the solution satisfying the above asymptotic

estimate is unique up to the choice of c ∈ C×.

In the following we will refer to ψP as the Painlevé function. The estimate below

follows easily from (46) and will be useful later.

Lemma 3.7. There are C1, c1 > 0 and x1 > 0 such that for all x ≥ x1, and

k = 0, 1, 2, ∣∣∣∂k
xψ(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ C1e−c1 x .

Note that the Painlevé function also provide explicit formula for Ht,λ in Prop 3.4

with λ = 0:

(48) Ht,0

(
ρe−ψ

)
= diag

(
ρe2ψP , ρ−1e−2ψP

)
.

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 Mλ at large radius with bounds

uniform in λ in some interval. We fix a small enough δ > 0 and let I = (−1/4 +

δ, 1/4 − δ). Constants in an inequality will be said to be independent of λ if it holds

for all λ ∈ I. (These could still depend on choise of δ.) In particular, we will show:

Proposition 3.8. There are ρ0 > 1 and C1,C2 > 0 such that for all λ ∈ I and

ρ ≥ ρ0, we have
∣∣∣Mλ(ρ) − M∞,λ(ρ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∂ρ

(
Mλ(ρ) − M∞,λ(ρ)

)∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣ρ−1∂ρ

(
ρ∂ρ

(
Mλ(ρ) − M∞,λ(ρ)

))∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣ρ2mλ(ρ) − µλ(ρ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ρ

(
ρ2mλ(ρ) − µλ(ρ)

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣ρ−1∂ρ

(
ρ∂ρ

(
ρ2mλ(ρ) − µλ(ρ)

))∣∣∣∣
≤ C1e−C2ρ

where M∞,λ = diag
(
ρ−1µ2

λ
, ρ−1µ−1

λ

)
with

(49) µλ(ρ) = 4c−1
λ ρ
−2λ .

where λ 7→ cλ is continuous.
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The coefficient cλ will play a central role in the gluing construction. Constants in

the estimates below which does depend on λ ∈ I will often depend on it through a

continuous function of cλ. Furthermore, the above gives asymptotics of the metric

h̃1,λ defined in Def 3.5. Therefore by (48), we have c0 = 4.

The estimates will build upon relevant results in [Moc16]. We first review these

results. Then we use the local form of h̃1,λ under σ̃ as well as Prop 2.12 to get the

estimates in value. The gradient estimate relies on results similar to Lemma 3.12 and

3.13 in [Moc16]. The continuity of c and uniformity of constants C1, C2 on I are

similar to Prop 3.15 [Moc16] using an identity from [Sim88].

3.3.1. Asymptotic estimates of Mochizuki.
(
E, ∂̄E , θ, h

)
is called a harmonic bundle

if ∂̄Eθ = 0 and h solves the Hitchin equation F∇h
+ [θ ∧ θ∗h ] = 0. The following

combines Propositions 2.1, 2.3, 2.10, 2.12 and Cor 2.6 of [Moc16].

Theorem 3.1. Let
(
E, ∂̄E , θ, h

)
be a harmonic bundle of rank N with holomor-

phic decomposition
(
E, ∂̄E, θ

)
=

⊕N

j=1

(
E j, ∂̄E j

, θ j

)
over a chart (D; z) ⊂ X with

D = {|z| < R} where E j is a line bundle over D. Let θ j = f jdz and M > 0 such

that
∣∣∣ f j

∣∣∣ < M on D. Suppose d = min
{∣∣∣ fi − f j

∣∣∣ : i , j
}
≥ 1. Then for any 0 < r < R

let D′ = {|z| < r}, there are C, c > 0 depending only on R, r, M/d,N such that

∣∣∣F∇h

∣∣∣
h,gC

,
∣∣∣∣F∇h j

∣∣∣∣
h j ,gC

,
∣∣∣∂hπ j

∣∣∣
h,gC
≤ Ce−cd on D′(50)

h(si, s j) ≤ Ce−cd |si|h
∣∣∣s j

∣∣∣
h

on D′ for si ∈ Ei, s j ∈ E j, i , j(51)

where h j is the restriction of h to E j, π j the holomorphic projection onto E j, 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 3.1 with N ≥ 2 and suppose Ce−cd <

10−2N−3/2. Then for any nonzero section v j ∈ E j, we have on D′

∣∣∣∂hv j

∣∣∣
h,gC
≤ 10

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h

(∣∣∣∂ζ log |v j|2h
∣∣∣ +Ce−cd

)
.

Proof. By assumption Ce−cd < 1/(2N). Let w =
∑N

j=1 c jv j be a section with

v j ∈ E j, we get by (51) 1
2

∑N
i=1 |ci|2 |vi|2h ≤ |w|2h ≤

3
2

∑N
i=1 |ci|2 |vi|2h.

For a σ define operator ∂ by ∂hσ = (∂σ) dζ where ∂h is the (1,0)-part of the Chern

connection of the induced metric. Let ∂v =
∑
ℓ cℓvℓ, then

∑

i

|vi|−1
h

∣∣∣∣h
(
∂v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ ≥
∑

i

|vi|−1
h

|ci| |vi|2h −
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

ℓ,i

cℓh (vℓ, vi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣



≥
∑

i

|ci| |vi|h −
∑

i

∑

ℓ,i

Ce−cd |cℓ | |vℓ|h ≥
1

2

∑

i

|ci| |vi|h ≥
1
√

6

∣∣∣∂hv j

∣∣∣
h
.(52)
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The i = j term in
∑

i |vi|−1
h

∣∣∣∣h
(
∂v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ is
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h

∣∣∣∣∂ζ log
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣2
h

∣∣∣∣ whereas i , j terms satisfy,

by (50),

|vi|−1
h

∣∣∣∣h
(
∂v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ |vi|−1
h

(∣∣∣∣h
((
∂π j

)
v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣h

(
π j

(
∂v j

)
, vi

)∣∣∣∣
)

≤ Ce−cd
(∣∣∣∂π j

∣∣∣
h

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h
+

∣∣∣∣π j

(
∂v j

)∣∣∣∣
h

)
≤

(
Ce−cd

)2 ∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h
+Ce−cd

∣∣∣c j

∣∣∣
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h

(53)

We have

(54)
∣∣∣c j

∣∣∣
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h
≤

∑

i

|ci| |vi|h ≤
√

N
∣∣∣∂v j

∣∣∣
h
.

We have N
√

NCe−cd ≤ 1/100. Thus by (52), (53)

∣∣∣∂v j

∣∣∣
h
≤
√

6

(∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h

∣∣∣∣∂ζ log
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣2
h

∣∣∣∣ +
1

2
Ce−cd

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣
h
+

1

100

∣∣∣∂v j

∣∣∣
h

)
.

q.e.d.

3.3.2. Asymptotics of metrics. Recall definition of coordinates z and w = z−1 from

§3.2. Consider the harmonic bundle
(
E, θ, h̃1,λ

)
on {|w| < 1} ⊂ P1 with h̃1,λ defined

in Def 3.5. We have (E, θ) =
⊕2

j=0

(
O′v j, f jdz

)
where O′ = OP1 (∗[1 : 0]) and

( f1, f2, f3) = 2z (z,−z, 0). In the following we denote h̃1,λ by h̃. An estimate is said to

hold for ρ ≫ 1 if there is ρ0 > 1 such that it holds for ρ ≥ ρ0. Note that the distance

between eigenvalues

d = min
i, j

(
| fi − f j|

)
= 2|z|2 ≥ 1

are bounded below, and L = max j | f j| = 2|z|2. In particular L/d = 1 is independent of

|z|. We have for h j = h̃
∣∣∣∣L j

,
∣∣∣∣
(
F∇h j

)∣∣∣∣
h j ,gC
=

∣∣∣∂z∂z̄ log
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h

∣∣∣. By Theorem 3.1, there are

C, c > 0 independent of λ such that
∣∣∣∂ζ∂ζ̄ log

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−c|ζ | and

(55)
∣∣∣∣̃h

(
vi, v j

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C |vi |̃h
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h

e−cρ, 0 ≤ i , j ≤ 2 .

Furthermore, by Theorem 3.1 |F∇
h̃
|2
h̃

is bounded by an Lp function near [1 : 0]. By

Prop 2.12, there are constants 0 < C1 < C2, which could depend on λ, such that

C1ρ
1+2λ ≤

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣2
h̃
≤ C2ρ

1+2λ, j = 0, 1

C1ρ
1−4λ ≤ |v2|2

h̃
≤ C2ρ

1−4λ .(56)

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 {|ζ | ≥ 1} such that there

are C1, c1 > 0 with

(57)
∣∣∣∂ζ∂ζ̄ log f

∣∣∣ ≤ C1e−c1 |ζ |ℓ

for some ℓ ∈ N and α ∈ R, C2,C
′
2
> 0 such that

(58) C2|ζ |α ≤ f ≤ C′2|ζ |α .
Then there is b = b(α, f ) > 0 and C3, c3 > 0 independent of α such that

∣∣∣log f − log b |ζ |α
∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣ζ∂ζ log f − α/2
∣∣∣ ≤ C3e−c3 |ζ |ℓ .
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Applying the above and (44), there are C3, c3 > 0 independent of λ and c
(1)

λ
, c

(2)

λ

such that∣∣∣∣log
(
2ρ2 (Mλ)11 (ρ)

)
− log

(
c

(2)

λ
ρ1−4λ

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣ζ∂ζ log

(
2ρ2 (Mλ)11 (ρ)

)
− (1 − 4λ) /2

∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣log

(
2ρ2 (Mλ)22 (ρ) + 2ρ−1mλ(ρ)−1

)
− log

(
c

(1)

λ
ρ1+2λ

)∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣ζ∂ζ log
(
2ρ2 (Mλ)22 (ρ) + 2ρ−1mλ(ρ)−1

)
− (1 + 2λ) /2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C3e−c3ρ .

(59)

For (i, j) = (0, 1) resp. (0,2) in (55), by (56), there are C4, c4 > 0 independent of λ ∈ I

such that for ρ≫ 1,
∣∣∣(Mλ)22 (ρ) − ρ−3mλ (ρ)−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C4c
(1)

λ
ρ2λ−1e−c4ρ

|(Mλ)12 (ρ)| ≤ C4

(
c

(1)

λ
c

(2)

λ

)1/2
ρ−λ−1e−c4ρ .

Using |x− 1| ≤ (const)
∣∣∣log x

∣∣∣ for small |x|, by (59) there are C5 and c5 > 0 depend-

ing continuously on c(1)(λ) and c(2)(λ), such that for ρ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣Mλ(ρ) − diag

(
c

(2)

λ
ρ−4λ−1/2, c

(1)

λ
ρ2λ−1/4

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣mλ(ρ) − 4

(
c

(1)

λ

)−1
ρ−2λ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C5e−c5ρ .

In the following, denote cλ = c
(1)

λ
. By mλ = det Mλ we have c

(2)

λ
= 32c−2

λ . For M∞,λ
and µλ(ρ) in Prop 3.8, there are C′

5
, c′

5
> 0 depending continuously on cλ such that for

ρ≫ 1,

(60)
∣∣∣Mλ(ρ) − M∞,λ(ρ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣ρ2mλ(ρ) − µλ(ρ)

∣∣∣ ≤ C′5e−c′
5
ρ .

In the rest of §3.3.2, constants in an inequalities not in lemmas will be depending

continuously on cλ unless stated otherwise.

Since M∞,λ is diagonal with diagonal entries of the form cρα, α ∈ R and c > 0, it

follows that for ρ ≫ 1, |MλM−1
∞,λ − I| = O

(
e−(const)ρ

)
. For ρ ≫ 1 we also have C′′

5
,

c′′
5
> 0 such that |M∞,λM−1

λ − I| =
∣∣∣∣∣
∑∞

k=1

(
I − M−1

∞,λMλ

)k
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′′

5
e−c′′

5
ρ. With a similar

but easier argument for mλ, we have that for ρ ≫ 1 there are C′′′
5

, c′′′
5
> 0 such that

(61)
∣∣∣Mλ(ρ)−1 − M∞,λ(ρ)−1

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣ρ2mλ(ρ)−1 − µλ(ρ)−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C′′′5 e−c′′′
5
ρ

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 {ρ > 1} and C j > 0, j = 1, 2, 3, c1, c2

and c3 > 0 satisfy
∣∣∣ρ∂ρ

(
log f − log g

)∣∣∣ ≤ C1e−c1ρ where g(ρ) = C2ρ
c2 and | f − g| ≤

C3e−c3ρ. Then there are C4, c4, ρ0 > 0 depending on the previous constants that for

ρ≫ 1, ∣∣∣ρ∂ρ ( f − g)
∣∣∣ ≤ C4e−c4ρ .

Note that ζ∂ζ =
1
2
ρ∂ρ on radial functions and ρ∂ρ log ρα = α. By Lemma 3.11 and

(59), we have C6, c6 > 0 with
∣∣∣∣ρ∂ρ

(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) + ρ−3mλ(ρ)−1 − cλρ

−1+2λ/2
)∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣ρ∂ρ
(
(Mλ)11 (ρ) − 16c−2

λ ρ
−1−4λ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C6e−c6ρ .(62)
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In order to bound the first derivatives of off-diagonal elements, we apply Lemma

3.10 to
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h
, and given that |λ| < 1/4, we have for |ζ | ≫ 1 there is C7 > 0 independent

of λ ∈ I with
∣∣∣∣∂ζ log

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣2
h̃

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C7 |ζ |−1. 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−(const)ρ and is certainly bounded by the first term for ρ ≫ 1. It follows

that for ρ≫ 1, there is C8 > 0 independent of λ ∈ I with
∣∣∣∂

h̃
v j

∣∣∣̃
h1,λ ,gC

≤ C8ρ
−1

∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h

Since
∣∣∣v j

∣∣∣̃
h

satisfies (58), by (53), (54) in proof of Lemma 3.9 and the above there

are C9 and c9 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣z∂z̃h

(
v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣z̃h

(
∂

h̃
v j, vi

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C9e−c9|z|2 for i , j. For

(i, j) = (0, 1) and (0, 2), by (60) there are C′
9

and c′
9
> 0 such that

(63)
∣∣∣ρ∂ρ (Mλ)12 (ρ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣ρ∂ρ

(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) − ρ−3mλ(ρ)−1

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′9e−c′
9
ρ .

At this point, we showed that there are C′′
9
, c′′

9
> 0 such that

(64)
∣∣∣∂ρ

(
Mλ(ρ) − M∞,λ(ρ)

)∣∣∣ < C′′9 e−c′′
9
ρ .

We have

tr
(
M−1
λ ∂ρ

(
Mλ − M∞,λ

))
+ tr

((
M−1
λ − M−1

∞,λ
)
∂ρM∞,λ

)

= m−1
λ ∂ρ

(
mλ − ρ−2µλ

)
+

(
ρ2µ−1

λ − m−1
λ

)
∂ρ

(
ρ−2µλ

)
.

By (61), (64) there are C′′′
9

, c′′′
9
> 0 such that for ρ≫ 1,

∣∣∣∣∂ρ
(
ρ2mλ(ρ) − µλ(ρ)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′′′9 e−c′′′
9
ρ .

We next bound the difference in the second derivatives. For i , j, we have
∣∣∣∣∂z̄∂z̃h

(
vi, v j

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣h

(
∂hvi, ∂hv j

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣h

(
F∇h

vi, v j

)∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣̃h

((
∂

h̃
πivi

)
,
(
∂

h̃
π jv j

))∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣̃h

((
∂

h̃
πi

)
vi, π j

(
∂

h̃
v j

))∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣̃h
(
πi

(
∂

h̃
vi

)
,
(
∂

h̃
π j

)
v j

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣̃h

(
πi

(
∂

h̃
vi

)
, π j

(
∂

h̃
v j

))∣∣∣∣ ,

where π j is the holomorphic projection to O′v j. Let ∂
h̃
vi =

∑
ℓ cℓvℓ we have by the

proof of Lemma 3.9,
∣∣∣∣πi

(
∂

h̃
vi

)∣∣∣∣̃
h
= |ci| |vi |̃h ≤

√
2
∣∣∣∂

h̃
vi

∣∣∣̃
h
.

By (50), (51) there are C10 and c10 > 0 such that for |z| ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣∂z̄∂z̃h

(
vi, v j

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C10e−c10 |z|2 .

For (i, j) = (0, 1), (0, 2), by (63) there are C11, c11 > 0 such that for ρ≫ 1,

(65)
∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ (Mλ)12 (ρ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ

(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) − ρ−3mλ(ρ)−1

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C11e−c11ρ .

By the estimates of the curvature along O′v j for j = 0, 2 in (50) there are C12, c12 > 0

independent of λ such that for ρ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ log

(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) + ρ−3mλ(ρ)−1

cλρ2λ−1/2

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ log


(Mλ)11 (ρ)

16c−2
λ
ρ−4λ−1


∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C12e−c12ρ .

We will need the following elementary lemma.
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Lemma 3.12. Let f (ρ) on ρ > 1, g(ρ) = C1ρ
c1 , C2, c2 > 0 be such that

| f − g| ,
∣∣∣∂ρ ( f − g)

∣∣∣ ≤ C2e−c2ρ .

Let D := ρ−1∂ρ
(
ρ∂ρ

)
and suppose

∣∣∣D (
log f − log g

)∣∣∣ ≤ C2e−c2ρ. Then there are C3,

c3 > 0 depending on previous constants such that for ρ≫ 1,

|D ( f − g)| ≤ C3e−c3ρ .

By (60), (62) and Lemma 3.12, there are C13 and c13 > 0 such that for ρ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ

(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) + ρ−3mλ(ρ)−1 − cλρ

−1+2λ/2
)∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ
(
(Mλ)11 (ρ) − 16c−2

λ ρ
−1−4λ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C13e−c13ρ .

With (65), there are C′
13

and c′
13
> 0 such that for ρ ≫ 1,

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ
(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) − cλρ

1−2λ/4
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′13e−c′

13
ρ .

Combining (65),there are C′
13

and c′
13
> 0 such that

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ
(
(Mλ)22 (ρ) − cλρ

1−2λ/4
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′13e−c′

13
ρ .

At this point, we have proved the following:

Proposition 3.13. All the estimates in Prop 3.8 hold with C1, C2 > 0 depending

continuously on cλ.

3.3.4. Uniform boundedness of family of Hermitian-Yang-Mills metrics. In this

part we finish proof of Prop 3.8, which follows from Prop 3.13 and:

Proposition 3.14. The function λ 7→ cλ is continuous.

This is the continuity of the next-to-leading order in λ 7→ h̃1,λ. 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 λ0 ∈ (−1/4, 1/4) on {ρ ≥ 1}, ρ2(λ0−λ)mλ0
m−1
λ
−1 → 1

uniformly as λ→ λ0. We have
∣∣∣cλ0

c−1
λ − 1

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣ρ2(λ−λ0 + 2µ−1

λ0

(
ρ−2µλ − mλ

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣ρ2µ−1

λ0
mλ0

(
ρ2(λ−λ0 mλm−1

λ0
− 1

)∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣ρ2µ−1
λ0

mλ0
− 1

∣∣∣
Denote the three terms by I, II and III. By Prop 3.13, there are CI(λ), cI(λ), CII, CIII,

cIII > 0 such that I ≤ CI(λ)e−cIρ, III ≤ CIIIe
−cIIIρ and that

∣∣∣ρ2µ2
λ0

mλ0

∣∣∣ ≤ CII. Therefore

by first taking ρ→ ∞, we have that cλ → cλ0
as λ→ λ0.

Let I0 ⋐ (−1/4, 1/4) containing λ0. All constants in inequalities below will depend

only on I0 unless stated otherwise. Consider an auxiliary family h̃0
λ

for λ ∈ I0 such

that (1) h̃0
λ0
= h̃1,λ0

, (2) det h̃0
λ
= det h̃1,λ ≡ 1 the standard metric on trivial bundle, (3)

h̃0
λ
→ h̃1,λ0

uniformly on any K ⋐ P1 − {[1 : 0]} in C∞ sense as λ → λ0, and (4) on

{|z| ≥ 1}
H̃0
λ = Γ

∗
λH̃1,λ0

Γλ

where H̃1,λ =
(̃
h1,λ

)
σ̃

, σ is defined in (42), H̃0
λ
=

(̃
h0
λ

)
σ̃

and

Γλ = diag
(
|z|2(λ−λ0), |z|4(λ0−λ), |z|2(λ−λ0)

)
.
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i.e. h̃0
λ

have the same leading order asymptotic behavior as h1,λ near [1 : 0]. Fix gP1 a

Kähler metric on P1.

Lemma 3.15. Let Fλ = F∇h
+ [θ, θ∗h ] where h = h̃0

λ
. There is C > 0 independent

of λ such that

|Fλ|h,g
P1
≤ C

Proof. Let Gλ ∈ Aut(E) such that (Gλ)σ̃ = Γλ. Under σ̃ for |z| ≥ 1, [θ, θ∗
h̃0
λ

] =

Γ−1
λ

[θ, θ∗
h̃1,λ0

]Γλ. For ψ ∈ End(E) with Ψ = ψσ̃, we have |ψ|2
h̃0
λ

= tr

(
Ψ

(
H̃0
λ

)−1
Ψ∗H̃0

λ

)
=

∣∣∣ΓλψΓ−1
λ

∣∣∣2
h̃1,λ0

. By Theorem 3.1, there is C1 > 0 such that for |z| ≫ 1,

∣∣∣∣∣
[
θ, θ∗

h̃0
λ

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

h̃0
λ
,g
P1

=

∣∣∣∣∣Γ
−1
λ

[
θ, θ∗

h̃1,λ0

]
Γλ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

h̃0
λ
,g
P1

=

∣∣∣∣∣
[
θ, θ∗

h̃1,λ0

]∣∣∣∣∣̃
h1,λ0

,g
P1

≤ C1 .

We have
(
F∇

h̃0
λ

)

σ̃
= ∂z̄

((
H̃0
λ

)−1
∂zH̃

0
λ

)
dz̄ ∧ dz

= ∂z̄

(
Γ−1
λ

(
H̃1,λ0

)−1 (
Γ∗λ

)−1
∂z

(
Γ∗λ

)
H̃1,λ0
Γλ

)
dz̄ ∧ dz

+ ∂z̄

(
Γ−1
λ

(
H̃1,λ0

)−1
∂z

(
H̃1,λ0

)
Γλ

)
dz̄ ∧ dz + ∂z̄

(
Γ−1
λ ∂zΓλ

)
dz̄ ∧ dz .

Note that ∂z̄

(
Γ−1
λ ∂zΓλ

)
= 0 and using

∂(A−1BA) = [A−1BA, A−1∂A] + A−1 (∂B) A

where ∂ = ∂z or ∂z̄, we get
(
F∇

h̃0
λ

)

σ̃
= Γ−1

λ ∂z̄

(
H̃−1

1,λ0
∂zH̃1,λ0

)
Γλ + [Γ−1

λ H̃−1
1,λ0

(
∂zH̃1,λ0

)
Γλ, Γ

−1
λ (∂z̄Γλ)]

+ [Γ−1
λ H̃−1

1,λ0

(
Γ∗λ∂zΓ

∗
λ

)
H̃1,λ0
Γλ, Γ

−1
λ H̃−1

1,λ0
∂z̄

(
H̃1,λ0
Γλ

)
] .

Recall we have

H̃1,λ0
=


|z|−4mλ0

(
|z|2

)−1

Mλ0

(
|z|2

)
 .

To bound the commutator terms it suffice to bound the off-diagonal elements. By Prop

3.13, off-diagonal elements in H̃−1
1,λ0

(
∂zH̃1,λ0

)
and Γ−1

λ H̃−1
1,λ0

(
∂zH̃1,λ0

)
Γλ are bounded

by C2e−c2ρ with C2, c2 > 0. On the other hand, |∂z̄

(
H̃−1

1,λ0
∂zH̃1,λ0

)
| ≤ C3e−c3ρ with C3,

c3 > 0. q.e.d.

Let kλ be given by h̃1,λ = h̃0
λ
kλ. We have that kλ is self-adjoint (with respect to

both metrics) and positive-definite. It follows that |kλ| ≤ Ctrk2
λ

1/2 ≤ Ctr (kλ) for some

constant C > 0. Since det kλ = 1, tr kλ ≥ 3 where equality happens iff kλ = Id. By

design of h̃0
λ

we have for all λ, supP1 |kλ| < ∞.

The rest of the proof is almost identical to that of [Moc16, 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 ∂̄ + θ for two different metrics:

(66) iΛg
P1
∂̄∂ tr kλ = iΛg

P1
tr (kλFλ) −

∣∣∣∣
((
∂̄ + θ

)
kλ

)
k
−1/2

λ

∣∣∣∣
2

h̃0
λ
,g
P1

.

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

Lemma 3.16. Let (X, g) be a compact Kähler manifold and b ∈ Lp(X, g) for some

p > dim X. Then there is C = C(b) > 0 such that for any f > 0 bounded on X with

∆g f ≤ b, we have supX | f | ≤ C ‖ f ‖L1(X,g).

Lemma 3.17. kλ → 1 uniformly on P1

Proof. Denote by ‖·‖Lq = ‖·‖̃
h0
λ
,g
P1
,Lq and fix p > 2. As remarked above, it suffices

to show that tr kλ → 3 uniformly. For fixed λ, Fλ and kλ are bounded on P1, therefore

|Λg
P1

tr (Fλkλ) | ∈ Lp where the Lp-norm may depend on λ. Set sλ = kλ/ ‖kλ‖ where

‖kλ‖ = ‖kλ‖Lp . By (66)

(67) iΛg
P1
∂̄∂ tr sλ ≤

∣∣∣Λg
P1

tr (Fλsλ)
∣∣∣ .

The right-hand side now has a uniformly-in-λ Lp bound. There are φλ ∈ L
p

2
⊂ C0,

C6 > 0 with sup |φλ| ≤ C6, and C7 > 0 such that

iΛg
P1
∂̄∂ (tr sλ − φλ) ≤ C7.

By Lemma 3.16 there are C8, C′
8
> 0 such that

sup
P1

|sλ| ≤ C′8|sλ|L1 ,̃h0
λ
,g
P1
≤ C8 .

We have that Fλ → 0 uniformly on compact sets as λ → λ0. By (66), (67), and the

uniform boundedness of sup |sλ| we have as λ→ λ0∥∥∥∥
(
∂̄ + θ

)
sλ

∥∥∥∥
L2
→ 0 .

It follows that
∥∥∥∂̄sλ

∥∥∥
L2 = ‖∂hsλ‖L2 → 0 where h = h̃0

λ
. Therefore ‖sλ‖L2

1
is bounded

uniformly in λ. Choose sλn
⇀ s∞ weakly in L2

1
. We have ‖s∞‖Lp = 1 > 0, s∞ is a

nonzero holomorphic endomorphism commuting with θ. By stability of
(
Pc
∗Ẽ, θ

)
, s∞

must be a nonzero multiple of the identity. Since det kλ = 1, we have limn→∞ det sλn
=

limn→∞
∥∥∥kλn

∥∥∥−3
= det s∞ , 0.

Suppose ‖kλ‖ is not uniformly bounded below near λ0. There is a sequence
∥∥∥kλn

∥∥∥−3 →
0 as n→ ∞, which also holds for any further subsequence, leading to a contradiction.

Therefore, ‖kλ‖ is bounded uniformly in λ. It follows that kλ = ‖kλ‖ sλ is uniformly

bounded in L2
1
. For a sequence λn → λ0 as n → ∞, there is a weakly L2

1
-convergent

subsequence kλnℓ
→ k∞ as ℓ → ∞. By the same argument, k∞ is a nonzero multiple

of the identity. Furthermore, k∞ = Id since det kλ ≡ 1. It follows that kλ → Id weakly

in L2
1
.

We have

iΛg
P1
∂̄∂ (tr kλ − 3) = iΛg

P1
∂̄∂ kλ ≤

∣∣∣Λg
P1

tr (Fλ sλ)
∣∣∣ ‖kλ‖

which is bounded in Lp uniformly in λ. By Lemma 3.16, there is C10 > 0 such that

sup (tr kλ − 3) ≤ C10 ‖tr kλ − 3‖L1 . For any sequence kλn
with λn → λ0 as n → ∞, we

may take subsequence kλnk
as above such that tr kλnk

→ 3 in L2 hence L1. The above
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inequality implies that kλnk
→ 3 uniformly, hence kλnk

→ Id uniformly. Therefore, we

have that kλ → Id as λ→ λ0 uniformly on P1. q.e.d.

Corollary 3.18. The λ-family of matrix-valued function H1,λ defined in Prop 3.4

is continuous with respect to λ in C0(Ω) for any Ω ⊂ C bounded. Furthermore, for

I0 ⋐ (−1/4, 1/4) we have C = C(k, I0,Ω) > 0 such that

sup
K

∣∣∣∣∂ℓζ∂m

ζ̄
H1,λ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

for any ℓ + m = k and λ ∈ I0.

Proof. For λ0 ∈ I0, it follows from the proof of Prop 3.14 that:

• h̃0
λ
→ h̃1,λ0

as λ→ λ0 uniformly, in C∞ sense, on Ω ⋐ P1 − {[1 : 0]},
• kλ → Id as λ→ λ0 uniformly on P1.

It follows that h̃1,λ = h̃0
λ
kλ → h̃1,λ0

uniformly as λ→ λ0. Since H1,λ(z2) = K1,λ(z), we

have that the map (−1/4, 1/4)→ C0(Ω, iu(2)) given by λ 7→ H1,λ is continuous.

Recall from Lemma 3.3, K̃1,λ =
(̃
h1,λ

)
e

satisfies the local form of Hitchin equation

∂z̄

(
K̃−1

1,λ∂zK̃1,λ

)
=

[
θ, K̃−1

1,λθ
∗K̃1,λ

]
, θ =

(
β1

γ1

)
.

We have that on a bounded domainΩ ⊂ P1−{[1 : 0]}, h̃1,λ is uniformly bounded in L2
1

and C0. Therefore,
∥∥∥K̃±1

1,λ

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

and
∥∥∥∇K̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

are uniformly bounded. By interior

elliptic estimate of the Cauchy-Riemann operator, on Ω′ ⋐ Ω there is C > 0 such that

∥∥∥K̃−1
1,λ∂zK̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2

1
(Ω′)
≤ C

(∥∥∥[θ, K̃−1
1,λθ
∗K̃1,λ]

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)
+

∥∥∥K̃−1
1,λ∂zK̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2(Ω′)

)
.

By Sobolev embedding L2
1
⊂ L4, we have that

∥∥∥∇K̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L4(Ω′)

is uniformly bounded.

On Ω′′ ⋐ Ω by interior elliptic estimate of Laplacian and

∂z̄∂zK̃1,λ =
(
∂z̄K̃1,λ

)
K̃−1

1,λ

(
∂zK̃1,λ

)
+ K̃1,λ

[
θ, K̃−1

1,λθ
∗K̃1,λ

]
,

there are C′ and C′′ > 0 such that

∥∥∥K̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2

2
(Ω′′)
≤ C′

(∥∥∥∥
(
∂z̄K̃1,λ

)
K̃−1

1,λ

(
∂zK̃1,λ

)∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω′)

+
∥∥∥K̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2(Ω′′)

)

≤ C′′
(∥∥∥K̃1,λ

∥∥∥2

L4(Ω′)
+

∥∥∥K̃1,λ

∥∥∥
L2(Ω′′)

)
,

uniformly bounded on λ ∈ I0. Then arguments similar to the proof of Prop 3.4 take

over, and the second statement follows from Sobolev embedding theorems. q.e.d.

3.4. Gluing. In this part, we construct a t-family of approximate solutions to the

Hitchin equation for the familly of stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, tβ, tγ). We will

use the notations in Def 2.10 as well as (11) and let b =
(
bp

)
p∈Dr

be the corresponding

Hecke parameter as in Def 2.13. Let gX be a metric on X which restricts to Euclidean

metric on (D j; ζ j) with Kähler form ω = i
2
dζ j ∧ dζ̄ j.
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3.4.1. Gluing in disks. We will define a metric on F |D j
for each j which interpolates

smoothly between local model solutions and a decoupled solution. This will be done

on disk D′
j
by pulling back the function Mλ via a diffeomorphism

D′j
∼−−−−−→ R2

which restricts to identity on D′′
j
. This metric will be singular at ∂D′

j
, which is then

compensated by a gauge transformation connecting it continuously to a decoupled

solution on D j − D′j.
Let λ 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 λ ∈ I unless otherwise

stated. We say an inequality holds for t ≫ 1 if there is t0 ≥ 1 such that it holds for all

t ≥ t0. Recall we defined for matrices |M| = maxi, j|Mi j|. We have |AB| ≤ n|A| |B| for

A, B n × n.

Define on D j

H̃int
t,λ := t2/3Gλ(χ)∗Mλ

(
t2/3χ−1ρ

)
Gλ(χ), on D′j(68)

H̃ext
t,λ := t2/3 M∞,λ

(
t2/3ρ

)
on D j − D′j(69)

where M∞,λ is as in Prop 3.8 with λ = λ j,

(70) Gλ(y) = diag
(
y−2λ−1/2, yλ−1/2

)
,

and χ(ζ) := χ0(|ζ |/R) with χ0 ∈ C∞(R≥0) such that χ0 ≡ 1 on [0, 1/3] and χ0 ≡ 0 on

[2/3,+∞). Note that there are C1, C2 > 0 with |∂ρχ| < C1R−1 and |∂2
ρχ| < C2R−2. Let

(71) H̃
app

t,λ
(ζ j) :=


H̃int

t,λ
(ζ j) |ζ j| < 2R/3

H̃ext
t,λ

(ζ j) 2R/3 ≤ |ζ j| ≤ R
.

Note that H̃ext
t (ζ j) can be naturally extended to 0 < |ζ j| < 2R/3 where

H̃ext
t,λ (ζ j) = t2/3M∞,λ

(
t2/3ρ

)
= t2/3Gλ(χ)∗M∞,λ

(
t2/3χ−1ρ

)
Gλ(χ) .

Let aλ = max(2λ,−λ). We have |Gλ(χ)| < χ−(aλ+
1
2 ) and

∣∣∣∂ρGλ(χ)
∣∣∣ ≤

(
aλ +

1

2

)
C1R−1χ−aλ− 3

2 ,

∣∣∣∂2
ρGλ(χ)

∣∣∣ ≤
(
aλ +

1

2

) (
aλ +

3

2

)
C2

1R−2χ−aλ− 5
2 +

(
aλ +

1

2

)
C2R−2χ−aλ− 3

2 .

Note that χ−1 ≥ 1. By Prop 3.8, on a compact set in D′
j
−

{
p j

}
, there are C, c > 0,

such that for t ≫ 1,
∣∣∣H̃int

t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext
t,λ (ζ)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ρ

(
H̃int

t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext
t,λ (ζ)

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ∂ζ̄

(
H̃int

t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext
t,λ (ζ)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−ct2/3

.(72)

Similarly on a compact set in D′
j
−

{
p j

}
there are C′, c′ > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

∣∣∣H̃int
t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext

t,λ (ζ)
∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣∂ρ
(
H̃int

t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext
t,λ (ζ)

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ∂ζ̄

(
H̃int

t,λ(ζ) − H̃ext
t,λ (ζ)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′e−c′χ−1

.(73)
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By regularities of M∞,λ and (73), H̃
app

t,λ
∈ C0(D j) ∩ C2(D×

j
). (It will be singular at p j

since the frame σ 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 C1, C′
1
> 0

such that

|det A − det B| ≤ C1M |A − B|(74)

|(det A) A − (det B) B| ≤ C′1M2 |A − B|(75)

Let A, B be as above and |det A| ≥ ǫ > 0 and |A − B| < ǫ/(2C1M). Then there is

C2 > 0 such that
∣∣∣A−1 − B−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C2ǫ
−1

(
1 + Mǫ−2

)
|A − B|(76)

∣∣∣(det A)−1 A−1 − (det B)−1 B−1
∣∣∣ ≤ C2ǫ

−2
(
1 + M4ǫ−2

)
|A − B|(77)

Set

(78) Ht,β0,γ0
(H) := ∂ζ̄

(
H−1∂ζH

)
− t2γ0γ

∗
0H (det H) + t2 (det H)−1 H−1β∗0β0 .

Ht,β0,γ0
(H) = 0 gives the local form of the Hitchin equation with β = β0dζ, γ = γ0dζ.

Lemma 3.20. For p j ∈ Dr, there are C, c > 0 such that on D′
j
− D′′

j
for t ≫ 1,

∣∣∣∣Ht,β0,γ0

(
H̃int

t,λ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−ct2/3

,

where β0 =
(
0 ζ−1

j

)
γ0 =

(
0 ζ2

j

)T
are the local forms under σ on D×

j
in (18).

Proof. Write Ht = Ht,β0,γ0
, H1 := H̃int

t,λ
, H2 := H̃ext

t,λ
. Note that H2 as well as its

extension solves the local form of Hitchin equation, i.e. Ht (H2) = 0. We have C0,

c0 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

|H1 − H2| ,
∣∣∣∂ζ̄ (H1 − H2)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∂ζ (H1 − H2)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ (H1 − H2)

∣∣∣ ≤ C0e−c0t2/3

On the other hand there is C1 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1, |H2|,
∣∣∣∂ζ̄H2

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∂ζH2

∣∣∣,∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζH2

∣∣∣ ≤ C1t2a′
λ
/3 where a′λ = max (−2λ, λ) ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.19 for t ≫ 1,∣∣∣∂ζ̄H1

∣∣∣ ≤ 2
∣∣∣∂ζ̄H2

∣∣∣ and
∣∣∣H−1

1

∣∣∣ ≤ 2
∣∣∣H−1

2

∣∣∣. Note also that

∂ζ̄

(
H−1

j ∂ζH j

)
= −H−1

j

(
∂ζ̄H j

)
H−1

j

(
∂ζH j

)
+ H−1

j ∂ζ̄∂ζH j .

For n ≥ 0 and x ≫ 1 we have xne−ax ≤ e−a′x for some a′ < a. By (72) there are C2,

c2 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

(79)
∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄

(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

)
− ∂ζ̄

(
H−1

2 ∂ζH2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2e−c2t2/3

We have that there is C3 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1, | det H2| ≥ C3t−4λ/3. By Lemma

3.19, there are C4, c4 > 0 such that on D′
j
− D′′

j
with t ≫ 1,

∣∣∣(det H1)−1 H−1
1 β∗0β0 − (det H1)−1 H−1

1 β∗0β0

∣∣∣ ≤ C4e−c4t2/3

∣∣∣γ0γ
∗
0H1 (det H1) − γ0γ

∗
0H2 (det H2)

∣∣∣ ≤ C4e−c4t2/3

The conclusion follows from this and (79). q.e.d.
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Define

(80)


H

int,β
t = diag

(
ρ1/2 exp

(
χ (ρ)ψP

(
8
3
tρ3/2

))
, 1

)
for p j ∈ Dβ

H
int,γ
t = diag

(
ρ−1/2 exp

(
−χ (ρ)ψP

(
8
3
tρ3/2

))
, 1

)
for p j ∈ Dγ

where ρ =
∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ and ψP is the Painlevé function. Note that for any ℓ we have for

ζ0 ∈ ∂D′j, limζ→ζ0
∂ℓχ = 0 where |ζ0| = 2R/3, ∂ = ∂ζ or ∂ζ̄ .

Lemma 3.21. For p j ∈ Dβ or Dγ there are C, c > 0 such that on D′
j
− D′′

j
with

t ≫ 1, ∣∣∣∣Ht,β0,γ0

(
H

int,β
t

)∣∣∣∣ or
∣∣∣∣Ht,β′

0
,γ′

0

(
H

int,γ
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−ct ,

where β0 =
(
ζ j 0

)
, β′

0
=

(
1 0

)
, γ0 =

(
1 0

)T
, γ′

0
=

(
ζ j 0

)T

Proof. For p j ∈ Dγ, define Hext,γ = diag
(
ρ−1/2, 1

)
onD′′

j
−D′

j
with ρ =

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ solving

the local form of decoupled equation with β = β′
0
dζ j, γ = γ′

0
dζ j. By properties of

ψ = ψP in Lemma 3.7 there are C3, C4 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣Hint,γ

t − Hext,γ
∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣∂ρ
(
H

int,γ
t − Hext,γ

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄∂ζ

(
H

int,γ
t − Hext,γ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C3e−C4 t .

The rest of the estimate follows from the proof of Lemma 3.20 using Lemma 3.19.

The case p j ∈ Dβ is similar. q.e.d.

Lemma 3.22. Let p j ∈ Dr. The family of functions Hint
1,λ

is continuous in C0(D′
j
)

with respect to λ ∈ I.

Proof. We have Hint
1,λ
= H1,λ on D′′

j
continuous in C0(D′′

j
) with respect to λ ∈ I by

Cor 3.18. We will focus on the annulus Ω = D′
j
− D′′

j
.

Let Dλ = diag
(
4c−1

λ
, c

1/2

λ
/2

)
. We have M∞,λ(ρ) = (DλGλ(ρ))∗ (DλGλ(ρ)) with Gλ

as in (70). Let

Fλ(ρ) :=
(
D∗λ

)−1
(Gλ(ρ)∗)−1

Mλ(ρ)Gλ(ρ)−1D−1
λ .

Since Gλ(a)Gλ(b) = Gλ(ab), we have that

H̃int
1,λ = Gλ(ρ)∗D∗λFλ

(
χ−1ρ

)
DλGλ(ρ) .

We have Hint
1,λ
= S ∗H̃int

1,λ
S with

S =
1
√

2

(
ζ −1

ζ 1

)

whose entries are bounded on Ω. Furthermore, note that Gλ(ρ)−1D−1
λ

is continuous

with respect to λ ∈ I in C0(Ω). Therefore, the conclusion follows if ζ 7→ Fλ(|ζ |) is

continuous on C0(R2 − B(0,R/3)).

For ǫ > 0, by Prop 3.8, there is ρ1 = ρ1(ǫ) ≥ max (ρ0,R/3) such that for ρ ≥ ρ1

and all λ, λ0 ∈ I,
∣∣∣Fλ(ρ) − Fλ0

(ρ)
∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ. On the other hand, by Cor 3.18, there is

δ = δ(ρ1) > 0 such that for |λ − λ0| < δ and R/3 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ1,
∣∣∣Fλ(ρ) − Fλ0

(ρ)
∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ. Note

that δ depends only on ǫ > 0. Therefore we have that Fλ → Fλ0
in C0(R2−B(0,R/3)).

q.e.d.
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3.4.2. Global construction. In this part, we will assemble a metric h
app

t,λ
on F for

a choice of weight λ by gluing metric defined on F |D j
in §3.4.1 and a decoupled

solution on X −∐
jD j. It is no surprise that for continuity at ∂D j we need to choose

the decoupled solution, i.e. the weight λ carefully. We will be using notations ϕλ,

h0
L,λ

, hL,HE and gℓ j in Def 2.11.

For a stable SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F, β, γ) let b be corresponding Hecke parame-

ters as in Def 2.13. For each p j ∈ D we fix once and for all a trivializing section
{
s

(0)

0, j

}

of L|D j
with

(
s

(0)

0, j
(0)

)⊗3
= bp j

if p j ∈ Dr. Let λ be an admissible weight with respect

to D (see §3.2).

Definition 3.23. For t ≥ 1, λ is called t-compatible with b if there is a trivializing

s0, j of L|D j
for each p j ∈ Dr such that

• (1) s⊗3
0, j

(0) = bp j
,

• (2) there is a harmonic metric hL adapted to (L, λ) such that on D j,

(81)
(
h−2

L hK ⊕ hLhK

)
σ
= t2/3M∞,λ j

(t2/3ρ) for all p j ∈ Dr

where ρ = |ζ j| and σ is induced by s0, j as in Theorem 2.4.

Note that (81) is exactly H̃ext
t,λ j

in (69). Furthermore, the condition (2) is equivalent

to

• (3) given any choice of {s0, j}p j∈Dr
with s0, j ∈ L|D j

and s0, j(0)3 = bp j
, there is a

harmonic metric hL adapted to (L, λ),

(82)
∣∣∣s0, j

∣∣∣2
hL
/

(
4c−1

λ j
t4λ j/3

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣2λ j

)
ζ j→0
−−−−−→ 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 hL,λ,t. For each p j ∈ Dr,

(83) log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,λ,t

= log
(
cλ j
/4

)
+ (4/3)

(
log t

)
λ j + 2λ j log

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣ + o(1)

as ζ j → 0. We have log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

h0
L,λ

= log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

+ ϕλ. By the uniqueness there is

ηλ,t ∈ R such that

(84) hL,λ,t = h0
L,λe

ηλ,t = hL,HEeϕλ+ηλ,t

therefore log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,λ,t

= ηλ,t + log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

h0
L,λ

. Thus we have for all j

(85) log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,λ,t

= ηλ,t + log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j
(0)

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

+

N∑

ℓ=1


ℓ∑

k=1

λk

 gℓ j + 2λ j log
∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣

Compare (83) and (85) we get for all p j ∈ Dr

(86) ηλ,t = (4/3)
(
log t

)
λ j + log

(
cλ j
/4

)
− log

∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j
(0)

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

−
N∑

ℓ=1


ℓ∑

k=1

λk

 gℓ j(0)
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Since D j is simply connected, there are unique holomorphic functions ξ j, fℓ j on D j

such that

Reξ j = log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

− log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j
(0)

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

Re fℓ j = gℓ j − gℓ j(0)(87)

and ξ j(0) = fℓ j(0) = 0. Set

(88) Fλ, j = ξ j +

N∑

ℓ=1


ℓ∑

k=1

λk

 fℓ j .

Definition 3.24. For each p j ∈ Dr, let

(89) sλ0, j = e−Fλ, j/2s
(0)

0, j
.

Let σ
(0)

j
=

{
σ

(0)

1, j
, σ

(0)

2, j

}
and s

(0)

j
=

{
s

(0)

1, j
, s

(0)

2, j

}
for all j (resp. σλ

j
=

{
σλ

1, j
, σλ

2, j

}
and

s
λ
j
=

{
sλ

1, j
, sλ

2, j

}
for p j ∈ Dr) be the frames induced by the frame

{
s

(0)

0, j

}
(resp. the frame{

sλ
0, j

}
) as in Theorem 2.4. Note that the frame σ = σλ

j
satisfies (81).

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

• (4) There is η ∈ R such that for all p j ∈ Dr, we have

(90) η + ψ j (λ) = log
(
c

1/2

λ j
/2

)
+ (2/3)

(
log t

)
λ j

where ψ j (λ) = log
∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j
(0)

∣∣∣∣
hL,HE

+(1/2)
∑N
ℓ=1

(∑ℓ
k=1 λk

)
gℓ j(0) is an affine function

in λ j with p j ∈ Dr.

For the example in (17), L � OX , b = (1, . . . , 1) and hL,HE may be taken to be the

trivial metric onOX . Recall that cλ=0 = 4. It follows that λ = (0, . . . , 0) is t-compatible

with b for all t. Note also that c0,t in (86) is independent of t in this case.

Proposition 3.25. There are C > 0, t0 ≥ 1 such that for t ≫ 1 there is an admissi-

ble weight λ(t) ∈PD, t-compatible with b and such that

(91) |λ(t) − λ∞ | ≤
C

log t

where λ∞ is defined in Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Let λc = −
(
deg L + (dβ − dγ)/4

)
/dr which is the value λ∞, j for p j ∈ Dr.

Set

P̃D =

µ =
(
µ1, . . . , µdr

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
µk + λc ∈ (−1/4, 1/4),

∑

k

µk = 0

 ⊂ H ⊂ Rdr ,

an open subset of H = {µ|∑k µk = 0}, a hyperplane in Rdr . By Prop 2.6, 0 =

(0, . . . , 0) ∈ P̃D. Let π : Rdr → H, µ 7→
(
µk − d−1

r

∑
ℓ µℓ

)dr

k=1
. We have that

π(µ − µ′) = 0 iff there is a constant c such that µk = µ
′
k
+ c for all k.

Set

Gt : P̃D → Rdr , Gt (µ) = (3/2)(log t)−1
(
ψik (λ) − log

(
c

1/2

λc+µk
/2

))dr

k=1
,
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where 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < idr
≤ 4g − 4 are the indices such that pi j

∈ Dr and λ is the tuple

with λik = λc + µk and set Ft = π ◦Gt. We can rewrite (90) as

µk = Gt (λ) +
(
(3/2)(η/ log t) − λc

)
.

i.e., λ is t-compatible with b iff

Ft (µ) = µ .

Ft is continuous by Prop 3.14. There is r0 > 0 such that H ∩ B(0, r0) ⋐ P̃D and

that Ft : H ∩ B(0, r0) → H ∩ B(0, r0). The conclusion follows then from Brouwer’s

fixed point theorem. q.e.d.

Let r0 > 0 be as in the proof and set I = [λc − r0, λc − r0]. Let

(92) I =
{
λ ∈PD

∣∣∣λ j ∈ I for p j ∈ Dr

}
.

We fix a family λ(t) ∈ I for t ≫ 1, t-compatible with b.

Definition 3.26. Let σ
(0)

j
(resp. s

(0)

j
) be the frames of V |D j

(resp. F |D j
) defined

in Def 3.24. Let h
app
t be a Hermitian inner product on F defined by a piecewise

expression 

(
h

app
t

)
σ

(0)

j

= T ∗
λ(t), j

H̃
app

t,λ j(t)
Tλ(t), j on D j, p j ∈ Dr

(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)

j

=
(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,β
t T ′

λ(t), j,t
on D j p j ∈ Dβ

(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

=
(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,γ
t T ′

λ(t), j,t
on D j p j ∈ Dγ

h
app
t = h∞,t on X −∐

jD j

where

h∞,t = ι
∗
(
h−2

L,λ(t),thK ⊕ hL,λ(t),thK

)

with ι : F → V = L−2KX ⊕ LKX the Hecke modification corresponding to (F, β, γ) as

in §2 and H̃
app

t,λ
(resp. H

int,β
t , H

int,γ
t ) is defined in (71) (resp. (80)) and

Tλ, j = diag
(
e−Fλ, j , eFλ, j/2

)
,

T ′λ, j,t = diag
(
τ
−1/2

λ(t),t
, τλ(t),t

)
,(93)

where Fλ, j is defined in (88) and

τλ,t = 4c−1
λ j0

t−4λ j0
/3e−F̃λ, j

where j0 is a fixed index such that p j0 ∈ Dr (recall by Prop 2.6 we have Dr , ∅) and

F̃λ, j = Fλ, j − log η̃λ, j ,

η̃λ, j =

∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j0

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE∣∣∣∣s(0)

0, j

∣∣∣∣
2

hL,HE

exp


4g−4∑

ℓ=1


ℓ∑

k=1

λk


(
gℓ j0 (0) − gℓ j(0)

)
.



In view of (89) and the form of h
app
t on D j with p j ∈ Dr, it is not hard to verify that

for p j ∈ Dr, we have that
(
h

app
t

)
σλ

j

= t2/3 Mλ j
(t2/3ρ) on D′′j for p j ∈ Dr .
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Therefore, we have by Def 3.5 and (39) that on D′′
j
,
(
h

app
t

)
s
λ(t)
j

= Ht,λ j(t) the local model

solution in Prop 3.4. In particular we see that h
app
t is smooth and non-singular at Dr .

Define s
λ
j,t
=

{
sλ

1, j,t
, sλ

2, j,t

}
on F |D j

by

(94)


sλ

1, j,t
= τ

1/2

λ,t
s

(0)

1, j

sλ
2, j,t
= τλ,t s

(0)

2, j

.

By a direct calculation for D-admissible weight λ,

(95)
(
h

app
t

)
s
λ
j,t

=


H

int,β
t for p j ∈ Dβ,

H
int,γ
t for p j ∈ Dγ

.

We have

(
h∞,t

)
s
λ
j,t
=


diag

(
ρ1/2, 1

)
p j ∈ Dβ

diag
(
ρ−1/2, 1

)
p j ∈ Dγ

.

By the definitions of H
int,β
t and H

int,γ
t in (80) as well as the asymptotic properties ψP

in Prop 3.6, we have that h
app
t is C2 at ∂D j for p j ∈ Dβ and Dγ. On the other hand, we

saw that H̃
app

t,λ j(t)
is in C2

(
D×

j

)
in §3.4.1. By condition (2) in Def 3.23, we see that h

app
t

on D j −D′j is identical to h∞,t. Therefore it is also C2 at ∂D j for p j ∈ Dr. This proves

the first statement in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.27. h = h
app
t as above is a C2 metric on F over X. There are C,

c > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,
∣∣∣F∇h
+ t2γ ∧ γ∗h + t2β∗h ∧ β

∣∣∣
h

app
t0

≤ Ce−ct2/3

Proof. By definition, h solves the Hitchin equation everywhere except onD′
j
−D′′

j
.

Note that ξ, fℓ j in (87) are independent of t and λ. There is C0 > 0 such that for all

λ ∈ I,
∣∣∣Fλ, j

∣∣∣ ≤ C0 on D j for p j ∈ Dr. Therefore, there is C1 > 0 such that
∣∣∣Tλ, j

∣∣∣,∣∣∣∣T−1
λ, j

∣∣∣∣ < C1. We have C2 > 0 such that for all λ ∈ I,

∣∣∣∣Ht,β0,γ0

(
T ∗λ, jH̃

app

t,λ j
Tλ, j

)∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣T−1
λ, jHt,β0,γ0

(
H̃

app

t,λ j

)
Tλ, j

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

∣∣∣∣Ht,β0,γ0

(
H̃

app

t,λ j

)∣∣∣∣ ,

with β0 =
1√
2

(
ζ j 1

)
, γ0 =

1√
2

(
1 ζ j

)T
. On the other hand since T ′

λ, j,t
, Ht,β′

0
,γ′

0
, and

Ht,β′′
0
,γ′′

0
(with β′

0
=

(
1 0

)
, β′′

0
=

(
ζ j 0

)
, γ′

0
=

(
ζ j 0

)T
, and γ′′

0
=

(
1 0

)T
) are all

diagonal we have

Ht,β,γ

((
T ′λ, j,t

)∗
H̃

app

t,λ j
T ′λ, j,t

)
=

(
T ′λ, j,t

)−1Ht,β,γ

(
H̃

app

t,λ j

)
T ′λ, j,t = Ht,β,γ

(
H̃

app

t,λ j

)

for β = β′
0

(resp. β′′
0

) and γ = γ′
0

(resp. γ′′
0

). The conclusion follows by combining

Lemmas 3.20, 3.21, and the fact that h
app
t0

is independent of t. q.e.d.

The following will be a consequence of (72) and Lemma 4.19 in the next section.

Proposition 3.28. On X0 ⊂ X − D compact, there are C, c > 0 such that for all

t ≫ 1,

‖ gt − Id ‖L2
2
(X0),h

app
t0

≤ Ce−ct2/3

where gt is given by h
app
t = h∞,t · gt and ‖ · ‖L2

2
(X0),h is defined in (100).
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For future reference, we gather below the local forms of h
app
t in various regions

and frames.

Region Frame Local form of h
app
t

D j −
{
p j

}
, p j ∈ Dr σ

λ(t)

j
H̃

app

t,λ j(t)
, see (71)

D j −
{
p j

}
, p j ∈ Dr σ

(0)

j
T ∗
λ(t), j

H̃
app

t,λ j(t)
Tλ(t), j see Def 3.26

D j, p j ∈ Dr s
λ(t)

j
S ∗H̃

app

t,λ j(t)
S where S is defined in (133)

D j, p j ∈ Dr s
(0)

j
S ∗T ∗

λ(t), j
H̃

app

t,λ j(t)
Tλ(t), jS

D′
j
−

{
p j

}
, p j ∈ Dr σ

λ(t)

j
H̃int

t,λ j(t)
, see (68)

D′′
j
−

{
p j

}
, p j ∈ Dr σ

λ(t)

j
t2/3Mλ j(t)

(
t2/3

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣
)
, see (41)

D′′
j
, p j ∈ Dr s

λ(t)

j
Ht,λ j(t) see Prop 3.4

D j − D′j, p j ∈ Dr σ
λ(t)

j
t2/3M∞,λ j

(
t2/3

∣∣∣ζ j

∣∣∣
)
, see Prop 3.8

D j, p j ∈ Dβ s
λ(t)

j,t
H

int,β
t , see (80)

D j, p j ∈ Dβ s
(0)

j

(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,β
t

(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)
, see Def 3.26

D j, p j ∈ Dγ s
λ(t)

j,t
H

int,γ
t , see (80)

D j, p j ∈ Dγ s
(0)

j

(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,γ
t

(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)
, see Def 3.26

4. Proof of the main theorem

4.1. Linearization. In this part, we linearize the operator assocated to the Hitchin’s

equation at h
app

t,λ
and use contraction mapping principle to find a solution near it. We

begin by defining various norms that will be used later. Let gX be the Kähler metric

defined in §3.4. For a matrix-valued L2 function M and an open subset Ω ⊂ X, we

use two equivalent definitions of L2-norms interchangably when no ambiguity arises:

‖M‖L2 (Ω) :=

(∫

Ω

tr (M∗M) dvolgX

)1/2

,(96)

‖M‖L2 (Ω) :=

(∫

Ω

sup
i, j

∣∣∣Mi j

∣∣∣2 dvolgX

)1/2

,(97)

WhenΩ = X, we write ‖. . .‖L2 . Let F be the rank-two bundle in a stable SU(1,2) Higgs

bundle (F, β, γ). Fix on X a finite atlas (Uα; zα)α∈A over which F is trivialized by

holomorphic frames sα. Fix a smooth partition of unity 0 ≤ ρα ≤ 1, with suppρα ⊂ Uα

and
∑
α ρα = 1. The difference in metrics on F will be measured by an automorphism

of the form g = eu with u ∈ End(F). For u with local forms usα
∈ Ck(Uα), define

(98) ‖u‖Ck =

k∑

j=0

max
α

sup
Uα

max
i1,...,ik=zα ,z̄α

∣∣∣∂i1 . . . ∂ik usα

∣∣∣
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and for usα
∈ L2(Uα), h a metric on F, define

(99) ‖u‖L2,h =

(∫

X

|u|2h dvolgX

)1/2

=

(∫

X

tr (uu∗h) dvolgX

)1/2

.

We note that for a fixed h, the norm

‖u‖2
L2 =

∑

α

∫

Uα

ρα
∣∣∣usα

∣∣∣2 dxαdyα

is equivalent to ‖·‖L2 ,h. Define inductively two equivalent norms,

‖u‖2
L2

k
,h
=

∑

α∈A

∫

Uα

ρα

∑

ℓ+m=k

∣∣∣∂ℓz̄α∂
m
zα

usα

∣∣∣2
hsα

dvolgX
+ ‖u‖2

L2
k−1
,h
,(100)

‖u‖2
L2

k

=
∑

α

∫

Uα

ρα

∑

ℓ+m=k

∣∣∣∂ℓz̄α∂
m
zα

usα

∣∣∣2 dvolgX
+ ‖u‖2

L2
k−1

.(101)

Given a metric h on F and u ∈ End(F), define

Ht,h : Herm (F, h) −→ Ω1,1 (End(F))

u 7−→ F∇h·g + t2γ ∧ γ∗h·g + t2β∗h·g ∧ β(102)

where g = eu. Note that by Sobolev embedding, if u ∈ L2
2
(Ω), then g = eu ∈ L2

2
as

well. We have

Ht,h : L2
2 (Herm(F, h)) −→ L2

(
Ω1,1 (End(F))

)
.

This has a Fréchet derivative at u = 0 given by

DHt,h : u 7−→ ∂̄∂hu + t2 (γ ∧ γ∗h û − û β∗h ∧ β) ,

where û = u + (tr u) Id. Note thatHt,h(u) is Hermitian with respect to h · eu instead of

h. We instead consider u 7→ g1/2Ht,h (u) g−1/2 where g1/2 = eu/2.

Definition 4.1. For h a L2
2

metric on F and t ≥ 1, let

L
(h)
t : L2

2 (Herm(F, h)) −→ L2 (Herm(F, h))

u 7−→ iΛ
(
2DHt,h(u) + [u,Ht,h(0)]

)
.

It follows from direct calculations that Lt(u) is Fréchet derivative of

u 7→ 2iΛg1/2Ht,h(u)g−1/2

at u = 0. We have a more convenient form of Lt which follows from the Kähler

identities [iΛ, ∂h] = −
(
∂̄
)∗

, [iΛ, ∂̄] = (∂h)∗ and the Kodaira-Nakano identity ∆′′−∆′ =
[iF∇h

,Λ] (see e.g. [Dem86])

Proposition 4.2. We have

(103) L
(h)
t (u) = ∆hu + t2

{
ψβ,γ,h, û

}

where {A, B} := AB + BA, û = u + (tru) Id, ∆h = dh (dh)∗ + (dh)∗ dh with dh = ∂̄ + ∂h

((·)∗ is the formal adjoint with respect to h and gX) and

(104) ψβ,γ,h := iΛ (γ ∧ γ∗h − β∗h ∧ β) .
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Definition 4.3. Let h be a metric on F. This induces a pointwise pairing 〈u, v〉h =
tr (v∗h u) for u, v ∈ End(F). Define

〈〈u, v〉〉h := 〈u, v̂〉h = 〈û, v〉h
where û = u + (tr u) Id and denote ((u, v))h :=

∫
X
〈〈u, v〉〉h ω.

The following lemma is easy to verify by a direct calculation.

Lemma 4.4. We have for u ∈ L2
2

(Herm(F, h)),

(105) Q
(h)
t (u) := ((Ltu, u))h = ‖d (tr u) ‖2 + 2‖∂̄u‖2 + 2t2‖û ◦ γ‖2 + 2t2‖β ◦ û‖2

where ‖·‖ = ‖·‖L2 ,h,gX
.

As a consequence of the above lemma ker Lt = 0. To see this suppose L
(h)
t u = 0,

then Q
(h)
t (u) = 0. As a result tr u = c a constant. As noted in the proof of Lemma 3.1,

we have on X − D, (F, β, γ) � (V,
(
0 q−1

)
,
(
0 q2

)T
) under Hecke modification ι of

Theorem 2.4. Since ûγ, βû = 0 we have u = diag(2c,−c). By stability of (F, β, γ) from

Prop 2.6, dr > 0. A calculation using local forms from e.g. (15), (16) over D j with

p j ∈ Dr shows that c = 0. Note that this last step is crucial. In fact when restricted to

X − D, the operator Lt does have a nontrivial kernel spanned by diag(2c,−c).

Let h = h
app
t be the approximate solution as in Def 3.26. In the following we will

denote Lt = L
(h)
t and omit the subscripts to write 〈〈u, v〉〉, ((u, v)).

The proof of the main theorem will proceed as follows. First, we prove a t-

dependent bound for Lt from below for t ≫ 1. In particular, we show there are

C, p > 0 such that ‖Ltu‖L2 ≥ Ctp‖u‖L2
2
. Write h = h

app
t and g = eu and define the

remainder term Rt by

(106) 2iΛg1/2Ht,h (u) g−1/2 = 2iΛg1/2Ht,h (0) g−1/2 + Lt (u) + Rt (u) .

A fixed point of

u 7−→ −L−1
t

(
2iΛg1/2Ht,h(0)g−1/2 + Rt(u)

)
.

is a solution of the Hitchin equation. We prove relevant upper bounds for Rt 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 Lt 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 −∐
jD j the operator Lt has a nontrivial kernel. Furthermore

in contrast to Prop 5.2 (i) and Lemma 6.3 of [MSWW16], there is no t-independent

L2 → L2 lower bound of Lt. We are able to give a t-dependent lower bound in Prop

4.9 which→ 0 as t → ∞. The analysis is further complicated by t-dependency of the

weight λ(t) in h
app
t .

4.2. L2 lower bound for Lt. We will need the following technical lemma. Let D be

the unit disk and define on L2
1
(D),

Q
(0)
t (u) = ‖du‖2

L2(D)
+ (Ftu, u)L2(D)
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where Ft(ζ) = t2F(tζ), and F ∈ L∞(R2) is a non-negative function such that there are

A > 0 and 0 < δ < 1 such that F ≥ A > 0 on B(0, δ). An ineqaulity is said to hold for

t ≫ 1 if there is t0 ≥ 1 such that it holds for t ≥ t0.

Lemma 4.5. There are C > 0 and for all u ∈ L2
1
(D) and t ≫ 1, we have

Q
(0)
t (u) ≥ C

log t
‖u‖2

L2(D)

Proof. Let Gt(ζ) = t2G(tζ) with G(ζ) = A for |ζ | < δ and zero elsewhere. Let

Pt(u) := ‖du‖2
L2(D)
+ (Gtu, u)L2(D) = ‖du‖2

L2(D)
+ A2t4‖u‖2

L2(B(0,t−1δ))

We have Ft ≥ Gt, therefore Q
(0)
t (u) ≥ Pt(u), and it suffices to bound Pt from below.

By Rayleigh’s theorem,

(107) λ1 = λ1(t) := inf
u∈L2

1
(D)−{0}

Pt(u)

‖u‖2
L2(D)

is the first eigenvalue of the self-adjoint operator u 7−→ −∆u +Gtu on L2(D) with the

Neumann boundary condition ∂ru = 0 on ∂D.

For t > 0, we have λ1(t) > 0. To see this, suppose there is a sequence un ∈ L2
1
(D)

with ‖un‖L2(D) = 1 and Pt(un) → 0 as n → ∞. It follows that dun → 0 in L2(D) as

n → ∞. Thus un is bounded in L2
1
(D)-norm. Denote again by un a subsequence such

that un → u∞ weakly in L2
1
(D) and strongly in L2(D). We have ‖u∞‖L2(D) = 1 and

‖u∞‖L2
1
(D) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖un‖L2

1
(D) = 1

therefore du∞ = 0, and u∞ is a nonzero constant. We would have 0 < Pt(u∞) ≤
lim infn→∞ Pt(un) = 0 which leads to contradiction.

Next note that λ1(t) → 0 as t → ∞. This is a consequence of the existence of an

L2
1
(D) function which is unbounded at the origin, e.g. ζ 7→ log log (2 + 1/|ζ |). In fact

there is C > 0 such that

(108) λ1(t) ≤ C
(
log log t

2δ

)2
.

To see this, let αt = 1/ log log
(
2 + δ−1t

)
≤ 1/ log log (t/(2δ)) and consider the family

of functions

ut (ζ) = max
(
1 − αt log log

(
2 + ρ−1

)
, 0

)
,

where ρ = |ζ |. We have that ut = 0 on B(0, t−1δ), thus Gtut ≡ 0. Since ut is Lipschitz,

it is in L2
1
(D). Since 1 = ut + (1 − ut) ≤ ut + αt log log(2 + 1/ρ), we have for t large

enough

‖ut‖L2(D) ≥ ‖1‖L2(D) − αt

∥∥∥log log (2 + 1/ρ)
∥∥∥

L2(D)
≥ 1

2
‖1‖L2(D) .

On the other hand, we have C > 0 such that

‖dut‖L2(D) ≤ αt

∥∥∥d log log (2 + 1/ρ)
∥∥∥

L2(D)
≤ Cαt .

The estimate (108) follows from the above and (107).

Suppose u ∈ L2
1
(D) satisfies

−∆u +Gtu = λ1u
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By the elliptic estimate for −∆+Gt (see e.g. [GT83, Theorem 9.11]) and the Sobolev

inequalities, we have that for any Ω ⋐ D, there are C and C′ > 0 such that

‖u‖L4
2
(Ω) ≤ C‖λ1u‖L4(D) + ‖u‖L4(D) ≤ C′‖u‖L2

1
(D) < ∞

We have that u ∈ L4
2
(Ω) ⊂ C1(Ω) by Sobolev embedding theorem (see [DK90, (A.9)

Appendix IV]). By repeated application of the interior elliptic regularity estimates in

D − ∂B(0, δ) where Gt is smooth, we have that u ∈ C1(D) ∩ C∞(D − ∂B(0, δ)).

For some t ≥ 1, suppose u ∈ C1(D) ∩ C∞(D − ∂B(0, δ)) is a real-valued eigen-

function of the first eigenvalue for the self-adjoint operator −∆ + Gt with Neumann

boundary condition. By Courant’s nodal domain theorem (see [CH53, §VI.6]), u has

no node in D, i.e., we may assume that u > 0. It is easy to see that any function

orthogonal to u in L2(D) cannot have a definite sign. Therefore the eigenspace of λ1

is one-dimensional. As a consequence, it follows from the rotational symmetry of Gt

that u is a radial function. Let v be given by

u(ζ) = v(|ζ |) .
We have that v solves the boundary value problem on ρ ∈ [0, 1]:

(109)


v′′ + ρ−1v′ −Gtu = −λu on [0, 1]

v′(1) = 0

As a result, the lowest eigenvalue of (109) is λ1(t). Assume without loss of generality

δ = 1. Note for t > 1, (109) is given piecewise by

v′′ + ρ−1v′ −
(
At2 − λ

)
u = 0 on [0, t−1]

v′′ + ρ−1v′ + λu = 0 on [t−1, 1]

For t ≫ 1, we have λ1 < At2, and there are c0, c1, c2 such that

v(ρ) = c0I0

(√
At2 − λρ

)
for 0 ≤ ρ ≤ t−1

v(ρ) = c1J0

(√
λρ

)
+ c2Y0

(√
λρ

)
for t−1 ≤ ρ ≤ 1

where Jn and Yn are Bessel functions of the first and second kind, and In is the modi-

fied Bessel function of the first kind. We refer to [AS72, Chapter 9] for their definition

and properties. Note that I0 and K0 form a basis of the space of solutions on (0, t−1],

and K0 is unbounded at the origin. The continuity of v, v′ at ρ = 1/t, as well as the

boundary condition v′(1) = 0, implies

c0I0

(√
At2 − λt−1

)
= c1J0

(√
λt−1

)
+ c2Y0

(√
λt−1

)

c0

√
At2 − λI1

(√
At2 − λt−1

)
= −c1

√
λJ1

(√
λt−1

)
− c2

√
λY1

(√
λt−1

)

c1 J1

(√
λ
)
+ c2Y1

(√
λ
)
= 0 .

The coefficient matrix for c0, c1, c2 is singular iff λ is an eigenvalue. Thus the eigen-

values of (109) are precisely the zeros of

δt(λ) := det



0 J1

(√
λ
)

Y1

(√
λ
)

−I0

(√
At2 − λ t−1

)
J0

(√
λ t−1

)
Y0

(√
λ t−1

)
√

At2 − λI1

(√
At2 − λ t−1

) √
λJ1

(√
λ t−1

) √
λY1

(√
λ t−1

)



=
√
λI0

(√
A − λt−2

)
gt(λ) + t

√
A − λt−2I1

(√
A − λt−2

)
ft(λ)
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where

gt(λ) := J1

(√
λ
)

Y1

(√
λ t−1

)
− J1

(√
λ t−1

)
Y1

(√
λ
)

ft(λ) := J1

(√
λ
)

Y0

(√
λ t−1

)
− J0

(√
λ t−1

)
Y1

(√
λ
)

Using asymptotics of the relevant Bessel functions (see [AS72, Chapter 9, (9.1.7),

(9.1.8) and (9.1.9)])

J1(x) ∼ x

2
, Y0(z) ∼ 2

π
log

x

2
, J0(x) ∼ 1, Y1(x) ∼ −2

π

1

x

where f1(x) ∼ f2(x) if f1/ f2 → 1 as x→ 0. We have that for λ > 0 small enough and

t ≥ 1,

J1

(√
λ
)

Y0

(√
λt−1

)
≥ 2


√
λ

2




2

π
log

√
λt−1

2

 = 2

√
λ

π
log

√
λ

2t

−J0

(√
λt−1

)
Y1

(√
λ
)
≥ 1

2
· 1 ·

(
2

π

1
√
λ

)
=

1

π
√
λ

J1

(√
λ
)

Y1

(√
λt−1

)
≥ −2


√
λ

2


(

2

π

1
√
λt−1

)
= −2t

π

−J1

(√
λt−1

)
Y1

(√
λ
)
≥ 1

2


√
λt−1

2


(

2

π

1
√
λ

)
=

1

2πt
,

therefore

ft(λ) ≥ 1

π
√
λ

1 + 2λ log


√
λ

2t




gt(λ) ≥ −2

π
t +

1

2πt
≥ −t .

It is also easy to see that for λ > 0 small enough, and t ≥ 1 we have some C,C′ > 0

with

I0

( √
A − λ/t2

)
≤ C,

√
A − λ/t2I1

( √
A − λ/t2

)
≥ C′

Therefore for t ≥ 1 and small enough λ, we have

δt(λ) ≥ −Ct
√
λ + C′

t

π
√
λ

1 + 2λ log

√
λ

2t



=
2C′t
√
λ

π

(
1

2λ
+

1

2
log λ − log(2t) − πC

2C′

)

≥ 2C′t
√
λ

π

(
1

2λ
− log

(
2C′′t

))

where C′′ = e−πC/(4C′). Form (108), we see that for t ≫ 1, the above inequality holds

with λ = λ1(t), therefore

1

2λ1(t)
− log

(
2C′′t

) ≤ π

2C′t
√
λ1(t)

δt (λ1 (t)) = 0 ,

and we have that for t large enough,

λ1 (t) ≥ 1

2 log (2C′′t)
.

q.e.d.
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We next prove the L2 lower bound of Qt = Q
(h)
t with h = h

app
t is defined in (105).

For this we will need the following three elementary lemmas. We omit the proofs

except for one of them.

Lemma 4.6. Let x1, . . . , xN1
∈ L2(Ω) and A =

(
Ai j

)
N2 × N1 with entries in L∞

such that for a.e. x ∈ Ω, the singular values of A satisfy λ j ≤ 1 for all j. Then

N1∑

j=1

‖x j‖2L2(Ω)
≥

N2∑

j=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

N1∑

ℓ=1

A jℓxℓ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(Ω)

Lemma 4.7. There is C > 0 such that for A, B > 0, 2× 2 Hermitian matrices with

|A − B| ≤ |A|/2, |A| ≤ L, we have |A1/2 − B1/2| ≤ C|A − B|.

Recall that for A positive-definite Hermitian, we denote by A1/2 the unique positive-

definite Hermitian square root. We have:

Lemma 4.8. Let A be 2 × 2 positive-definite Hermitian and B = A1/2. Then,

B12 =
A12

tr B

Proof. Let a = a0I + a1σ1 + a2σ2 + a3σ3 where σ j is defined in (117) and a j ∈ R,

such that

A = ea = ea0

(
(cosh r) I +

sinh r

r
(a1σ1 + a2σ2 + a3σ3)

)

where r =

√
a2

1
+ a2

2
+ a2

3
. In particular, A12 = ea0 (a1 − ia2) sinh(r)/r. We also have

B = ea/2 and tr B = 2ea0/2 cosh(r/2). The conclusion follows since B12 = ea0/2(a1 −
ia2) sinh(r/2)/r. q.e.d.

Proposition 4.9. There is C > 0 such that for u ∈ L2
1
, t ≫ 1

Qt(u) ≥ C

log t
‖u‖2

L2 ,h
app
t

.

Proof. Recall the t-family of tuple of weights λ = λ(t) ∈ I in Def 3.26 defined

for t large enough with λ ∈ I and λ j(t) ∈ I j. We say a constant in an inequality is

uniform in λ if the inequality holds for all λ ∈ ∪ jI j.

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

(110) Q
Higgs
t (u) = 4t2‖û ◦ β‖2

L2 ,h
app
t

+ 4t2‖γ ◦ û‖2
L2 ,h

app
t

.

Write Q
Higgs

t,Ω
(u) for the above with L2 replaced by L2(Ω). We have

Q
Higgs
t (u) = Q

t,X−∐4g−4

j=1
D′

j

(u) +

4g−4∑

j=1

Qt,D′
j
(u) .

Consider first D′
j

for p j ∈ Dr. We construct an h
app
t -unitary frame and decompose u

with respect to it. We then bound Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) from below by terms of the form ‖ fℓuℓ‖2L2

with uℓ components in the decomposition. For t ≫ 1, the lower bound for fℓ will

be t-independent for all but one term. Similarly, t-independent lower bounds will

be obtained for Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) with p j ∈ Dβ, Dγ as well as Q
Higgs

t,X−∐ j D
′
j

(u) for all but one
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term. The lower bounds for the remaining terms and the L2-norm of its derivative will

follow from Lemma 4.5.

Let p j ∈ Dr and set ζ = ζ j, λ = λ j. Let Nλ (resp. N∞,λ) be the unique positive

definite Hermitian matrix satisfying

(111) N2
λ = Mλ, resp. N2

∞,λ = M∞,λ .

where Mλ (resp. M∞,λ) are defined in (39) (resp. Prop 3.8). Similar to H̃int
t,λ

and H̃ext
t,λ

in (68) and (69), set

Eint
t,λ = t−1/3Gλ(χ)−1Nλ(t2/3χρ) on D′j

Eext
t,λ = t−1/3N∞,λ(t

2/3ρ) on D j − D′j(112)

where ρ = |ζ | and χ, Gλ are defined in §3.4. Note that Eext
t,λ

can be extended to D′
j

where we have Eext
t,λ

(ζ) = t−1/3Gλ(χ)N∞,λ(t
2/3χρ). The piece-wise function

(113) E
app

t,λ j(t)
=


Eint

t,λ j(t)
on D′

j

Eext
t,λ j(t)

on D j − D′j
is C2 at ∂D′

j
. Let ei, j,t =

∑2
k=1

(
E

app

t,λ j(t)

)
ki
σ
λ(t)

k, j
for 1 ≤ j ≤ 4g − 4 and i = 1, 2 where the

frame σ
λ(t)

j
is given in Def 3.24. Note that on D j − D′j we have

e1, j,t = (1/4)cλ j(t)ρ
2λ j(t)+1/2t4λ j/3σ

λ(t)

1, j

e2, j,t = 2c
−1/2

λ j(t)
ρ−λ j(t)+1/2t−2λ j/3σ

λ(t)

2, j
.

We have that e j,t is an h
app
t -unitary frame of F over D j. Let ρ̃ = t2/3χ−1ρ and set

ni j,λ(ρ̃) = (Nλ)i j (ρ̃) , j = 1, 2

nλ(ρ̃) = ρ̃−1 det Nλ (̃ρ) .(114)

Let β = β0dζ and γ = γ0dζ. On D′
j
with λ j = λ j(t),

(β0)
e j,t
= t−1/3χ1/2nλ j

(
n12,λ j

n22,λ j

)
,

(γ0)
e j,t
= t−1/3χ1/2n−2

λ j

(
−n12,λ j

n11,λ j

)T
.(115)

For u ∈ Herm(F, h
app
t ), we write

(116) (u)e j,t
= u0σ0 + u1σ1 + u2σ2 + u3σ3

where

(117) σ0 =

(
2

−1

)
, σ1 =

(
1

1

)
, σ2 = i

(
−1

1

)
, σ3 =

(
1

−1

)
.

Note that σ1, σ2, σ3 are the Pauli matrices (a basis of the space of 2 × 2 trace-free

Hermitian matrices) and by comments at the end of §4.1, σ0 spans the nontrivial ker

Lt when restricted to X − D.

Recall that we have gX = dζ j · dζ̄ j on D j, therefore |dζ |2 = 2. Thus ‖βû‖2
h

app
t

=

2‖β0û‖2
h

app
t

and ‖ûγ‖2
h

app
t

= 2‖ûγ0‖2happ
t

. We have from the above decomposition,

(118) Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) = 4t2
(
‖ûβ‖2

L2(D′
j
),h

app
t

+ ‖γû‖2
L2(D′

j
),h

app
t

)
= 4t4/3


4∑

ℓ=1

‖S ℓ, j‖2L2(D′
j
)


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where

S 1, j = χ
1/2

[(
−n−2

λ j
n12,λ j

)
(3u0 + u3) +

(
n−2
λ j

n11,λ j

)
(u1 − iu2)

]

S 2, j = χ
1/2

[(
nλ j

n12,λ j

)
(3u0 + u3) +

(
nλ j

n22,λ

)
(u1 − iu2)

]

S 3, j = χ
1/2

[(
n−2
λ j

n11,λ j

)
(−u3) +

(
−n−2

λ j
n12,λ j

)
(u1 + iu2)

]

S 4, j = χ
1/2

[(
nλ j

n22,λ j

)
(−u3) +

(
nλ j

n12,λ j

)
(u1 − iu2)

]

Let

B =


χ−1/2n3

λ
χ−1/2 0 0

0 0 χ−1/2n3
λ

χ−1/2

−n3
λ
n22,λ n11,λ n3

λ
n12,λ n12,λ



The matrix B∗B has characteristic polynomial

charB∗B(t) = t
(
t − χ−1

(
1 + n6

λ

)) (
t2 − ν−2

λ t + χ−1 (
n11,λ + n22,λ

)2
n6
λ

)

where

(119) νλ =
(
χ−1

(
1 + n6

λ

)
+

(
n2

11,λ + |n12,λ|2 + n6
λ

(
n2

22,λ + |n12,λ|2
)))−1/2

The largest eigenvalue of B∗B is bounded above by 1/ν2
λ. Let A = νλB, by direct

calculation,

4∑

ℓ=1

AkℓS ℓ =



νλnλ(n11,λ + n22,λ)(u1 − iu2) k = 1,
∑4
ℓ=1 A2ℓS ℓ = −νλnλ(n11,λ + n22,λ)u3 k = 2,

∑4
ℓ=1 A3ℓS ℓ = 3νλχ

1/2nλn12,λ

(
n11,λ + n22,λ

)
u0 k = 3 .

Note that χ ≡ 1 on D′′
j
, we have by Lemma 4.6

Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) ≥ 4t4/3
∥∥∥νλnλ(n11,λ + n22,λ)(u1 − iu2)

∥∥∥2

L2(D′
j
)

+ 4t4/3
∥∥∥νλnλ(n11,λ + n22,λ)u3

∥∥∥2

L2(D′
j
)
+ 4t4/3

∥∥∥3n12,λνnλ
(
n11,λ + n22,λ

)
u0

∥∥∥2

L2(D′′
j
)

(120)

where λ = λ j(t).

Next, we provide a lower bound for the positive function νλnλ
(
n11,λ + n22,λ

)
on D′

j

uniform in λ. Fix ρ1 ∈ [R/3, 2R/3) and consider ρ ∈ (ρ1, 2R/3) and (0, ρ1] separately.

For the first region, we use the asymptotics in Pro.3.8. For the second region, rela-

tively compact in D′
j
, we use continuity in λ in Cor 3.18. By Prop 3.8 and Lemmas

3.19, 4.7, there are C, c > 0 such that for ρ ≫ 1 and λ ∈ I,

(121)
∣∣∣Nλ − N∞,λ

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−cρ

Note that N∞ (ρ) = diag
(
cλρ

2λ+1/2/4, 2c
1/2

λ
ρ−λ+1/2

)
. For ρ ≫ 1, t ≥ 1, we have

χ−1 = t−2/3ρ−1ρ̃ ≤ ρ−1
0
ρ̃. Therefore from (119),

ν−2
λ ≤ ρ−1

0 ρ̃
(
1 + n6

λ

)
+

(
n2

11,λ + |n12,λ|2 + n6
λ

(
n2

22,λ + |n12,λ|2
))

By (121), there are ρ̃0, C1, C2 > 0 uniform in λ such that for all ρ̃ ≥ ρ̃0,

νλ ≥ C1ρ̃
− 1

2
−3aλ , nλ(n11,λ + n22,λ) ≥ C2ρ̃

1
2
+3aλ

where aλ = max(0, λ). For λ ∈ I we have

(122) νλnλ(n11,λ + n22,λ) ≥ C1C2 > 0 for ρ̃ ≥ ρ̃0 .
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Note that ρ 7→ ρ̃ = t2/3ρχ (ρ)−1 gives a diffeomorphism (0, 2R/3)
∼−→ R>0. Let ρ1

be such that ρ̃ (ρ1) = ρ̃0, for 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ1, there is a constant χ0 > 0 such that χ ≥ χ0.

We have

(123) ν−2
λ ≤ χ−1

0

(
1 + n6

λ

)
+

(
n2

11,λ + |n12,λ|2 + n6
λ

(
n2

22,λ + |n12,λ|2
))
.

By a direct calculation using (40), tr Mλ(ρ) = ρ−2
(
H1,λ

)
11 +

(
H1,λ

)
22, det Mλ(ρ) =

ρ−2 det H1,λ. Let x1, x2 > 0 be the two eigenvalues of Mλ, then

(
n11,λ(ρ) + n22,λ(ρ)

)2
=

(
x
−1/2

1
+ x
−1/2

2

)2

=
x1 + x2

x1x2

+
2
√

x1x2

=
1

det H1,λ

((
H1,λ

)
11 + 2

(
det H1,λ

)1/2
ρ +

(
H1,λ

)
22 ρ

2
)

(124)

and nλ(ρ) =
(
det H1,λ

)−1/2
. By Cor 3.18, there is C3 > 0 uniform in λ such that

nλ
(
n11,λ + n22,λ

) ≥ C3 for ρ̃ ≤ ρ̃0. By the same corollary, nλ is bounded above

uniformly for λ ∈ I = I j. Therefore there is C′
3
> 0 uniform in λ such that on

ρ̃ ≤ ρ̃0, ν−2
λ
≤ C′

3
(n2

11,λ
+ n2

22,λ
+ |n12,λ|2 + 1). Furthermore, by det Nλ > 0, we have

|n12,λ|2 < n11,λn22,λ ≤ (n2
11,λ
+ n2

22,λ
)/2. Therefore there is C4 > 0 uniform in λ such

that νλ ≥ C4 for ρ̃ ≤ ρ̃0. Therefore

νλnλ
(
n11,λ + n22,λ

) ≥ C3C4 for ρ̃ ≤ ρ̃0 .

Consequently, on D′
j

νλnλ
(
n11,λ + n22,λ

) ≥ C5 = min {C1C2,C3C4}
where C5 uniform in λ.

By (120) and the above estimate, we have for t ≥ 1,

(125) Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

≥ 4C2
5

(
‖u1‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u2‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u3‖2L2(D′

j
)

)
+ 4C2

5t4/3‖3n12,λ j(t)u0‖2L2(D′′
j
)

From (37) and (41), we have

(
M−1
λ

)
12

(ρ) =
1

2 det H1,λ

((
H1,λ

)
11 − 2ρRe

(
f3,λ(ρ)

) − ρ2 (
H1,λ

)
22

)

By Cor 3.18, this gives a continues family in C0(D′
j
) in λ. As H1,λ is regular at the

origin, f3,λ(ρ)→ 0 as ρ→ 0. We have

(
M−1
λ

)
12

(ρ)→
(
H1,λ

)
11 (0)

2 det H1,λ(0)
> 0

as ρ → 0. By (124) and Cor 3.18, tr Nλ = n11,λ + n22,λ is bounded near the origin

uniformly in λ. By Lemma 4.8 and Cor 3.18, there are A > 0 and 0 < δ < R/3

uniform in λ such that for ρ ≤ δ,

∣∣∣n12,λ(ρ)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
(
M−1
λ

)
12

∣∣∣∣
n11,λ + n22,λ

≥ A .

For ρ ≤ R/3, χ (ρ) = 1. Therefore with t ≥ 1, ρ̃ ≤ δ iff ρ ≤ t−2/3δ. Define function y j

with y j(ζ j) = A for |ζ j| ≤ δ and zero elsewhere. From (125), we have C6 uniform in λ,

(126) Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

≥ C6

(
‖u1‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u2‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u3‖2L2(D′

j
)

)
+C6

∑

p j∈Dr

(
y j,tu0, u0

)2

L2(X)

where y j,t = t4/3y j

(
t2/3ζ j

)
on D′

j
and zero elsewhere.
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Next, we consider the term Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

with p j ∈ Dγ. Let s
λ
j,t

be the frame defined

in (94) and let e1, j,t = s
λ(t)

2, j,t
, e2, j,t = as

λ(t)

1, j,t
where a = ρ1/4eχψP/2 and ψP is Painlevé

function defined in §3.2. By (80) and (95), the frame e j,t =
{
e1, j,t, e2, j,t

}
is h

app
t -unitary

and (β0)
et
=

(
0 a2

)
, (γ0)

et
=

(
0 a−2ζ

)T
. Write uet

= u0σ0 + u1σ1 + u2σ2 + u3σ3 as

in (116), we have

(β0 · û)
et
=

(
a2 (u1 + iu2) −a2u3

)
, (û · γ0)

et
=

(
a−2ζ (u1 − iu2) −a−2ζu3

)T

It follows from a direct calculation that

Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) = 4t2
(
‖ f u1‖2 + ‖ f u2‖2 + ‖ f u3‖2

)

where ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · · · ‖L2(D′
j
) and f = (2ρ cosh (2χψP))1/2. By [MTW77], there is an

asymptotic expansion of the form

e−ψ(x) ∼ x1/3

∞∑

j=0

a jx
4 j/3 as x → 0 .

In particular there is C0 > 0 such that e2ψP(x) ≥ C0x−2/3 for x small enough. On the

other hand, ψP → 0 exponentially as t → ∞. It follows that there is C > 0 such that

for t ≫ 1, f ≥ Ct−1/3, therefore t2
∥∥∥ f u j

∥∥∥2 ≥ C2t4/3
∥∥∥u j

∥∥∥2 ≥ C2
∥∥∥u j

∥∥∥2
. There is C′ > 0

with

(127) Q
Higgs

t,D′
j

(u) ≥ C′
(
‖u1‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u2‖2L2(D′

j
)
+ ‖u3‖2L2(D′

j
)

)
.

The same estimate holds for p j ∈ Dβ case with an similar argument.

For the last region, consider Q
Higgs

t,X−∐ j D
′
j

. Let {(Wα; wα)} be a finite atlas of X−∐ jD
′
j

by charts with q = (dwα)2. As in the proof of Lemma 3.1 after identifying F with

V = L−2KX ⊕ LKX via the Hecke modification, we have β =
(
0 q−1

)
, γ =

(
0 q2

)T

over Wα. On this region, h
app
t = ι∗

(
h−2

L
hK

)
⊕ (hLhK) where hL = hL,λ(t),t and hK both

have flat Chern connections. It is easy to see that there is σ ∈ OWα
such that |σ|hL

≡ 1.

Let e1 =
(
σ−2dwα, 0

)
, e2 = (0, σdwα). The frame e = {e1, e2} is both holomorphic

and h
app
t -unitary. We write ue = u0σ0 + u1σ1 + u2σ2 + u3σ3 as in (116). From a direct

calculation,

(β0 · û)
e =

(
u1 + iu2 −u3

)
, (û · γ0)

e =
(
u1 − iu2 −u3

)T
.

We have

(128) Q
Higgs

t,Wα
(u) = 8t2

(
‖u1‖2L2(Wα)

+ ‖u2‖2L2(Wα)
+ ‖u3‖2L2(Wα)

)
.

and that

(129) Q
Higgs

t,X−∐ j D
′
j

(u) ≥
∑

α

Q
Higgs

t,Wα
(u) .

From the above discussion on regions covering the entirety of X, we defined t-

dependent frames e j,t over D′
j
for p j ∈ D and e over Wα ⊂ X −D′

j
providing a smooth

decomposition of F

(130) F � L1 ⊕ L2
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such that over X − D′
j
, L1 (resp. L2) coincides with L−2K (resp. LK) summand of V

under the identification ι as in Theorem 2.4. Let σ0 = diag(2,−1) corresponding to

(130). There is an induced decomposition

EndF = 〈σ0〉 ⊕ End0F .

For u ∈ Herm(F, h
app
t ), we write

u = (tr u)σ0 + v

with tr v = 0 which is compatible with (116) and similar decompositions on each

region. By the estimates in (126), (127), (128), and (129), there is C7 > 0 such that

for all t ≫ 1,

Q
Higgs
t (u) ≥ C7 ‖v‖2L2,h

app
t

+C7

dr∑

j=1

(
y j,ttr u, tr u

)
L2 ,h

app
t

where y j,t is defined below (126). Recall from Prop 2.6 that the stability of (F, β, γ)

implies that Dr > 0. Fix an index j0 with p j0 ∈ Dr. For t ≫ 1 there is C8 > 0 such

that

(131) Qt(u) ≥ C8

(
Q

(1)
t (tr u) + ‖v‖2

L2,h
app
t

)

with

(132) Q
(1)
t ( f ) = ‖d f ‖2

L2 + (yt f , f )L2

where yt = y j0,t.

By the uniformization theorem, X = Γ\H for Γ a Fuchsian group, denote the quo-

tient map by p : H → X. Furthermore, there exists a fundamental polygon Π ∈ H for

the action of Γ on H with finitely many edges and positive angles at vertices (see e.g.

[Sti92]). We can arrange so that a lift of p j0 is in the interior of Π. As a result there

are finitely many g ∈ Γ such that g(Π) is adjacent to Π, denote the union of these with

Π by Π̃. Consider Ω with ∂Ω smooth and Π ⋐ Ω ⋐ Π̃. By the Riemann mapping

theorem, there is biholomorphism r : D
∼−→ Ω mapping the origin to the unique point

corresponding to p j0 under quotient in Π. By a result of Painlevé (see [Bell90]), r

extends smoothly to ∂D. The above identification corresponds to a constant curvature

metric g′
X

on X. Note that both gX and g′
X

are independent of t, we will use them

interchangeably to define norms. We use & (resp. ∼) to denote (in)equalities up to

constants independent of t and λ omitted. Let F̃t := (p ◦ r)∗ yt and let

Q
(0)
t (φ) = ‖dφ‖2

L2(D)
+

(
F̃tφ, φ

)2

L2(D)

There is a non-negative function F ∈ L∞ (Ω) such that F̃t ≥ Ft with Ft(ζ) = t2F(tζ).

By Lemma 4.5 for t ≫ 1

Q
(0)
t (φ) &

(
log t

)−1 ‖φ‖2
L2(D)
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Therefore,

Q
(1)
t ( f ) ∼ ‖d (p∗ f )‖2

L2
(
Ω̃
) + ((p∗yt f ) , p∗ f )

L2(Ω̃)

& ‖d (p∗ f )‖2
L2(Ω) + ((p∗yt f ) , p∗ f )L2(Ω) & Q

(0)
t (φ)

& (log t)−1 ‖φ‖2
L2(D)
&

(
log t

)−1 ‖p∗ f ‖2L2(Ω)

&
(
log t

)−1 ‖ f ‖2
L2

where φ = (p ◦ r)∗ f . Let ζ (resp. z) be a coordinate onH as the upper half-plane (resp.

D as the unit disk) we have also used above the fact that for the map r−1 : ζ 7→ z,∣∣∣∂ζz
∣∣∣2 is bounded above and below on D.

Combining (131) we have for t ≫ 1,

Qt(u) &
(
log t

)−1
(
‖tr u‖2

L2 + ‖v‖2L2 ,h
app
t

)

&
(
log t

)−1
(
‖(tr u)σ0‖2L2 ,h

app
t

+ ‖v‖2
L2,h

app
t

)
&

(
log t

)−1 ‖u‖2
L2 ,h

app
t

.

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 ∈ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
and t ≫ 1

‖Ltu‖L2 ,h
app
t
≥ C

log t
‖u‖L2 ,h

app
t
.

4.3. L2
2

lower bound for Lt. Building on the inequality in Cor 4.10, we will prove

the following t-dependent elliptic estimate for Lt.

Proposition 4.11. Fix t0 ≥ 1. There are C > 0 such that for u ∈ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))

and t ≫ 1,

‖Ltu‖2L2 ,h
app
t0

≥ Ct−38 ‖u‖2
L2

2
,h

app
t0

The proof combines elliptic estimate of ∆h
app
t0

and bounds on
∥∥∥∥∆h

app
t
− ∆h

app
t0

∥∥∥∥ and

‖{ψ, û}‖. Note that in contrast to Cor 4.10, the norms in the above inequality are given

by fixed metric h
app
t0

. We begin by proving a comparison result (Lemma 4.15) between

the norms induced by ‖·‖happ
t0

and ‖·‖happ
t

. For an r × r matrix M and positive-definite

Hermitian matrix H of the same dimension, recall the norm |M|2H = tr
(
MH−1 M∗H

)

defined in (6). We will need the following three comparison lemmas of matrix norms

associated to different Hermitian matrices.

Lemma 4.12. Let H > 0 be a 2×2 Hermitian matrix with eigenvalues 0 < α1 ≤ α2,

then for L > 0 the following are equivalent

• For any A, L−1 |A|2I ≤ |A|2H ≤ L |A|2I
• α2/α1 ≤ L

Lemma 4.13. There is ǫ0 > 0 and C ≥ 1 such that for 2 × 2 Hermitian matrices

H0, H1 > 0 with ∣∣∣H−1/2

1
(H0 − H1) H

−1/2

1

∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ0
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we have for a 2 × 2 matrix A,

|A|2H0
≤ C |A|2H1

.

Proof. We have for A , 0, |A|2H0
/ |A|2H1

= |B|M / |B|2I where B = H
1/2

1
AH

−1/2

1
and

M = H
−1/2

1
H0H

−1/2

1
. There are ǫ0, C0 > 0 such that for any 2 × 2 matrix X with

|X − I| < ǫ0 we have
∣∣∣X−1 − I

∣∣∣ < C0ǫ0. Suppose |M − I| < ǫ0 and without loss of

generality that |B|2I = 1. There is C1 > 0 such that
∣∣∣|B|2M − |B|2I

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣tr

(
B

(
M−1 − I

)
B∗M

)∣∣∣∣ + |tr (BB∗ (M − I))| ≤ C1ǫ0 .

Thus there is C2 > 0 such that |B|2M ≤ C2. q.e.d.

Lemma 4.14. Let H > 0 be a 2 × 2 Hermitian matrix and 0 < α1 ≤ α2 its

two eigenvalues. There is C ≥ 1 such that for all A and T , 2 × 2 matrices with T

non-singular, we have

α2
1

Cα2
2

|A|2H
|T |2

∣∣∣T−1
∣∣∣2
≤ |A|2T ∗HT ≤

Cα2
2

α2
1

|T |2
∣∣∣T−1

∣∣∣2 |A|2H

Proof. We have with B = H1/2AH−1/2,

|A|2T ∗HT

|A|2H
=

∣∣∣H1/2T H−1/2BH1/2T−1H−1/2
∣∣∣2
I

|B|2I
≤

∣∣∣H1/2
∣∣∣4
I

∣∣∣H−1/2
∣∣∣4
I
|T |2I

∣∣∣T−1
∣∣∣2
I

Note that
∣∣∣H1/2

∣∣∣2
I
= tr H = α1 + α2 ≤ 2α2 and

∣∣∣H−1/2
∣∣∣2
I
= tr H−1 = α−1

1
+ α−1

2
≤ 2α−1

1
.

The conclusion follows from similar argument as in Lemma 4.13. q.e.d.

Lemma 4.15. There is C ≥ 1 such that for u ∈ End(F) and t ≫ 1,

C−1t−13 |u|2
h

app
t0

≤ |u|2
h

app
t

≤ Ct13 |u|2
h

app
t0

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

F and prove the claim by studying local form of h
app
t :

• (1) for p j ∈ Dr, D̃ j,t =
{
ρ < ρ0t−2/3

}
with ρ0 as in Prop 3.8;

• (2) for p j ∈ Dr, D
′
j
− D̃ j,t,

• (3) D′
j
for p j ∈ Dβ or Dγ, and

• (4) X −∐
jD
′
j
.

On (1), (2), (3), we use holomorphic frame s
(0)

j
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 ι∗
(
h−2

L
hK ⊕ hLhK

)
where hL = h0

L,λ(t0)
. By Lemma 4.12, it suffices bound

the ratio α2(H)/α1(H) where 0 < α1(H) ≤ α2(H) are the eigenvalues of H the local

form of h
app
t .

Region (1): Note that for t ≫ 1, ρ0t−2/3 < R/3 and D̃ j,t ⊂ D′′j . From (36) and Def

3.5, we have

Ht,λ(ζ) =
(
Γ∗t

)−1
H1,λ

(
t2/3ζ

)
Γ−1

t

with Γt = diag
(
t1/3, t−1/3

)
. The matrix-valued function

(
h

app
t

)
s
λ(t)

j

on D̃ j,t (where the

frame s
λ(t)

j
is defined in Def 3.24) is therefore given by Ht,λ j(t)(t

−2/3ζ′) =
(
Γ∗t

)−1
H1,λ j(t)(ζ

′)Γ−1
t ,
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where ζ′ = t2/3ζ ∈ K = B(0, ρ0) is a fixed compact set. The eigenvalues are roots

0 < α1,λ ≤ α2,λ of

x2 −
(
t2/3 (

H1,λ

)
11 + t−2/3 (

H1,λ

)
22

)
x + det H1,λ = 0

for λ = λ j(t). By Cor 3.18 there is C0 > 0 such that for all λ ∈ I,

α2,λ

α1,λ

≤ C0t4/3

Therefore there is C1 > 1 such that for all A on D̃ j,t,

C−1
1 t−4/3 |A|2I ≤ |A|(h

app
t )

s
λ
j

≤ C1t4/3 |A|2I

Region (2): let H0 = H̃int
t,λ j(t)

and H1 = H̃ext
t,λ j(t)

. We have by (72) there are C2, c2 > 0

such that |H0 − H1| ≤ C2e−c2t2/3

. By the definition of H̃ext
t,λ

in (69) and Prop 3.14, there

is C3 > 0 such that |H1| ≤ C3t4a′
λ
/3 where a′λ = max (−2λ, λ) and λ = λ j(t). For t ≫ 1,

we have |H0| ≤ 2C3t4a′
λ
/3. Therefore if ǫ0 is as in Lemma 4.13, for t ≫ 1,∣∣∣H−1/2

0
(H0 − H1) H

−1/2

0

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣H−1/2

1
(H0 − H1) H

−1/2

1

∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ0 ,

and there is C4 ≥ 1 such that C−1
4
|A|2H1

≤ |A|2H0
≤ C4 |A|2H1

. By Prop 3.14, there is

C5 > 0 such that α2(H1)/α1(H1) ≤ C5t4|λ j(t)| ≤ C5t. Combining the above, by Lemma

4.12, there is C6 > 1 such that on D′
j
− D̃ j,t for t ≫ 1, C−1

6
t−1 |A|2I ≤ |A|2H0

≤ C6t |A|2I
for all A.

By (68) and Def 3.26, 3.24, we have

(133)
(
h

app
t

)λ
s j

= S ∗H̃int
t,λ j(t)

S , S =
1
√

2

(
ζ j −1

ζ j 1

)

We have C7 > 0 such that on D′
j
− D̃ j,t, |S | ≤ C7, and |S −1| < C7t2/3. Therefore by

Lemma 4.14, there is C8 > 1 such that

C−1
8 t−10/3 |A|2H0

≤ |A|2S ∗H0S = |A|2(h
app
t )

s
(0)
j

≤ C8t10/3 |A|2H0
.

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

A,

(134) C9t−13/3 |A|2I ≤ |A|2(h
app
t )

s
λ
j

≤ C9t13/3 |A|2I

Note that by Def 3.26,
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

=
(
S −1Tλ, jS

)∗ (
h

app
t

)
s
λ
j

(
S −1Tλ, jS

)
. By direct calcula-

tion, we have

(135) S −1T±1
λ, jS =

1

2


e±F + e∓F/2 ζ−1

(
−e±F + e∓F/2

)

ζ
(
−e±F + e∓F/2

)
e±F + e∓F/2

 ,

where F = Fλ(t), j defined in (88) is a linear combination of fixed holomorphic func-

tions ξ j and fℓ j with coefficients linear in λ ∈ I. In particular, ξ j(0) = fℓ j(0) = 0.

Thus there is C10 > 0 such that for λ ∈ I,

(136)
∣∣∣S −1T±1

λ, jS
∣∣∣ ≤ C10 .

By Lemma 4.14, there is C11 > 1 such that for any u ∈ End (F) over D′
j
and t ≫ 1,

C−1
11 t−13 |u|2

h
app
t0

≤ |u|2
h

app
t

≤ C11t13 |u|2
h

app
t0
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Region (3): Note that by the properties ψP in Prop 3.6, there is C12 > 0 such that∣∣∣∣Hint,β
t

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣Hint,γ

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C12. By (93) and Prop 3.14, there is C13 > 0 such that

α2 (H) /α1 (H) ≤ C13t4|λ j0
(t)| ≤ C13t

where H =
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)

j

. By Lemma 4.12, there is C14 > 1 such that on D′
j

for t large

enough,

(137) C−1
14 t−1 |u|2

h
app
t0

≤ |u|2
h

app
t

≤ C14t |u|2
h

app
t0

Region (4): from Def 3.23, 2.11 we have hL,λ,t = h0
L,λ

eηλ,t and h0
L,λ
= hL,HEeϕλ

where ϕλ is a linear combination of fixed functions G j bounded on X −∐
jD
′
j

with

coefficients linear in λ. By Prop 3.14, there are C15 and C′
15
> 0 such that for all

t ≫ 1, ∣∣∣ηλ,t − (4/3)λ j0 log t
∣∣∣ ≤ C15, |ϕλ| ≤ C′15

H be a local form of h
app
t . From Def 3.26 there is C′′

15
> 0 such that α2(H)/α1(H) ≤

C′′′
15

t4|λ j0 | ≤ C′′′
15

t. Therefore there is C16 > 1 such that on X −∐
jD
′
j
with t ≫ 1,

(138) C−1
16 t−1 |u|2

h
app
t0

≤ |u|2
h

app
t

≤ C16t |u|2
h

app
t0

.

q.e.d.

Lemma 4.16. There is C > 0 such that for t ≫ 1, u ∈ L2
2

(
Herm(F, h

app
t )

)
we have

∥∥∥∥∆h
app
t

u − ∆h
app
t0

u
∥∥∥∥

2

L2 ,h
app
t0

≤ Ct4

(∥∥∥∥dh
app
t0

u
∥∥∥∥

2

L2 ,h
app
t0

+ ‖u‖2
L2 ,h

app
t0

)
,

where dh = ∂h + ∂̄ the exterior covariant derivative with respect to the Chern connec-

tion ∇h.

Proof. Let H (resp. U) be the local form of a metric h (resp. an endomorphism

u) with respect to a holomorphic frame over a chart (V; z). Up to a positive scalar

independent of h, the local form of ∆hu = iΛω
(
∂̄∂hu − ∂h∂̄u

)
is

(139) −4∂z̄∂zU − 4
[
H−1∂zH, ∂z̄U

]
− 2

[
∂z̄

(
H−1∂zH

)
,U

]
.

Fix local holomorphic frames as in the proof of Lemma 4.15. Since the first term

−4∂z̄∂zU is independent of H, it suffices to bound the differences in H−1∂ζH, ∂ζ̄

(
H−1∂ζH

)

for H given by h
app
t (resp. h

app
t0

) over the four types of regions listed at the beginning of

the proof of Lemma 4.15. Note that the second term is proportional to the curvature

F∇h
, which vanishes for both h

app
t and h

app
t0

outside D′
j
.

Region (1): On D̃ j,t with p j ∈ Dr, denote by T1 = S −1Tλ(t), jS (see (133) and Def

3.26), T0 = S −1Tλ(t0), jS , H1 = Ht,λ j(t), and H0 = Ht0,λ j(t0). Let H′
ℓ
= T ∗

ℓ
HℓTℓ for

ℓ = 0, 1. We have
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

= H′
1

and
(
h

app
t0

)
s

(0)
j

= H′
0
. Note that ∂ζ̄Tℓ = 0, we have by

a direct calculation,
(
H′ℓ

)−1
∂ζH

′
ℓ = T−1

ℓ

(
H−1
ℓ ∂ζHℓ

)
Tℓ + T−1

ℓ ∂ζTℓ ,

∂ζ̄

((
H′ℓ

)−1
∂ζH

′
ℓ

)
= T−1

ℓ ∂ζ̄

(
H−1
ℓ ∂ζHℓ

)
Tℓ .(140)
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By (36) and Def 3.5, we have

H−1
1 ∂ζH1 = t2/3Γt

(
H−1

1,λ j(t)
∂ζH1,λ j(t)

∣∣∣∣
t2/3ζ

)
Γ−1

t ,

∂ζ̄

(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

)
= t4/3Γt∂ζ̄

(
ζ 7→ H−1

1,λ j(t)
∂ζH1,λ j(t)

∣∣∣∣
t2/3ζ

)
Γ−1

t ,

where Γt = diag(t1/3, t−1/3). We have
∣∣∣ΓtAΓ

−1
t

∣∣∣ . t2/3 |A|. On D̃ j,t, we have |ζ | ≤
ρ0t−2/3, thus t2/3ζ ∈ B(0, ρ0) a compact set independent of t. By Cor 3.18, there are

C0, C′
0
, C1, C′

1
> 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

∣∣∣H−1
1 ∂ζH1

∣∣∣ ≤ C0t4/3,
∣∣∣H−1

0 ∂ζH0

∣∣∣ ≤ C′0 ,∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄
(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1t2,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄

(
H−1

0 ∂ζH0

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′1 .

Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.15, there is C2 > 0 such that
∣∣∣T±1
ℓ

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣T−1
ℓ
∂ζTℓ

∣∣∣ ≤ C2

for ℓ = 0, 1 and t ≫ 1. Thus there are C3, C′
3
> 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
(
H′1

)−1
∂ζH

′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C3t4/3 ,
∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄

((
H′1

)−1
∂ζH

′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′3t2 .(141)

Region (2): On D′
j
− D̃ j,t with p j ∈ Dr , we have by the frame defined at the

beginning of §3.4.2, Def 3.24 and 3.26 that
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

= S ∗T ∗
λ(t), j

(
h

app
t

)
σ
λ(t)
j

Tλ(t), jS and

that
(
h

app
t

)
σ
λ(t)
j

= H̃int
t,λ j(t)

. Let H0 = H̃int
t0,λ j(t0)

, H1 = H̃int
t,λ j(t)

, T0 = Tλ(t0), jS , T1 = Tλ(t), jS ,

and let H′
ℓ
= T ∗

ℓ
HℓTℓ. The calculations in (140) still apply. Let H∞,1 = H̃ext

t,λ j(t)
. Note

that we have ρ0t−2/3 ≤ ρ ≤ 2R/3 on D′
j
− D̃ j,t. By a direct calculation using (69), (49),

and Prop 3.14, there are C14, C′
14
> 0 such that

C14R−1 ≤
∣∣∣H−1
∞,1∂ζH∞,1

∣∣∣ ≤ C′14t2/3ρ−1
0

By (73), there are C5, C′
5
> 0 such that

∣∣∣H−1
1 ∂ζH1 − H−1

∞,1∂ζH∞,1
∣∣∣ ≤ C5 ≤ C′5

∣∣∣H−1
∞,1∂ζH∞,1

∣∣∣
Therefore there are C6, C′

6
> 0 such that

(142)
∣∣∣H−1

1 ∂ζH1

∣∣∣ ≤ (1 +C6)
∣∣∣H−1
∞,1∂ζH∞,1

∣∣∣ ≤ C′6t2/3

Since ∂ζ̄

(
H−1
∞,1∂ζH∞,1

)
= 0, again by (73) given , there is C7 > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄
(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C7

By (133), there are C8 and C′
8
> 0 such that |S | ≤ C8,

∣∣∣S −1
∣∣∣ ≤ C′

8
t2/3 on D′

j
− D̃ j,t.

Therefore there are C9, C′
9
, C′′

9
> 0 such that |T1| ≤ C9,

∣∣∣T−1
1

∣∣∣ ≤ C′
9
t2/3 and

∣∣∣T−1
1
∂ζT1

∣∣∣ ≤
C′′

9
t2/3. Note that H′

0
is independent of t. By (140), there are C10, C′

10
> 0 such that

on D′
j
− D̃ j,t,

∣∣∣∣
(
H′1

)−1
∂ζH

′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C10t4/3 ,
∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄

((
H′1

)−1
∂ζH

′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′10t2/3(143)
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Region (3): On D′
j

with p j ∈ Dγ, let H0 = H
int,γ
t0

, H1 = H
int,γ
t , T0 = T ′

λ(t0), j,t0
, T1 =

T ′
λ(t), j,t

. Let H′
ℓ
= T ∗

ℓ
HℓTℓ with ℓ = 0, 1. We have H′

0
=

(
h

app
t0

)
s

(0)

j

and H′
1
=

(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)

j

.

Note that H±1
ℓ

, ∂ζHℓ and T±1
ℓ

are diagonal, we have from (140) that
(
H′
ℓ

)−1
∂ζH

′
ℓ
=

H−1
ℓ
∂ζHℓ +T−1

ℓ
∂ζTℓ and ∂ζ̄

((
H′
ℓ

)−1
∂ζH

′
ℓ

)
= ∂ζ̄

(
H−1
ℓ
∂ζHℓ

)
. The latter has all but (1,1)

entry zero. By a direct calculation,

H−1
1 ∂ρH1 = diag

(
−χ′ψP − (2ρ)−1

(
1 + 2χρ∂ρψP

)
, 0

)

where ψP is the Painlevé function (see (47)). We have 1 + 2ρ∂ρψP = 8ηP where

(144) ηP = η
(
(8/3)tρ3/2

)
, η(x) =

(
1 + 3xψ′(x)

)
/8 .

By Lemma 3.4 of [MSWW16], we have that η(x) ≤ C11x4/3 for x ≪ 1 and 0 ≤ η(x) ≤
1/8 for all x ≥ 0. For t ≫ 1, let ρ1 be such that t−2/3ρ1 < R/3, therefore for ρ ≤ ρ1,

χ(ρ) = 1 and there is C11 > 0 such that

(2ρ)−1
∣∣∣1 + 2χρ∂ρψP

∣∣∣ = 4ρ−1ηP ≤ C11t2/3 .

On the other hand for t−2/3ρ1 ≤ ρ ≤ 2R/3, we have 2χρ
∣∣∣∂ρψP

∣∣∣ ≤ 2ρ
∣∣∣∂ρψP

∣∣∣ =
|ηP − 1| ≤ 1. It follows that

(2ρ)−1
∣∣∣1 + 2χρ∂ρψP

∣∣∣ ≤ ρ−1 ≤ ρ−1
1 t2/3 .

Note that χ′ is supported only on D′
j
− D′′

j
, where (8/3)tρ3/2 ≥ (8/3)(R/3)3/2. Since

ψP > 0 is decreasing monotonically, there is C12 > 0 such that |χ′ψP| ≤ C12 on D′
j
.

By the form of T ′
λ, j,t

in Def 3.26, there is C13 > 0 such that
∣∣∣T±1

1

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣T−1

1
∂ζT1

∣∣∣ ≤ C13.

By (140) since H′
0

is independent of t, there is C14 > 0 such that on D′
j
for t ≫ 1,

(145)
∣∣∣∣
(
H′1

)−1
∂ζH

′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C14t4/3 .

On D′′
j
, χ ≡ 1 therefore

∣∣∣∣
(
∂ζ̄

(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

))
1,1

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣(4ρ)−1

(
∂ρψP + ρ∂

2
ρψP

)∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣2t2ρ sinh (2ψP)

∣∣∣

By the asymptotic expansion ofψP(x) for x → 0, there is C15 > 0 such that sinh (2ψP) ≤
C15 x−2/3. Thus there is C′

15
> 0 with

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄
(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣2t2ρ sinh (2ψP)

∣∣∣ ≤ C′15t4/3

On D′
j
− D′′

j
, we have C16,C

′
16
> 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
(
∂ζ̄

(
H−1

1 ∂ζH1

))
1,1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (χ/(4ρ))
∣∣∣∂ρψP + ρ∂

2
ρψP

∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣χ′

∣∣∣ (4ρ)−1
(
|ψP | + 2ρ

∣∣∣∂ρψP

∣∣∣
)
+ (1/4)

∣∣∣χ′′
∣∣∣ |ψP |

≤ C16

(
(4ρ)−1

∣∣∣∂ρψP + ρ∂
2
ρψP

∣∣∣ + |ψP| + 2ρ
∣∣∣∂ρψP

∣∣∣
)

= C16

(∣∣∣2t2ρ sinh (2ψP)
∣∣∣ + |ψP | + |8ηP − 1|

)
≤ C′16t4/3 ,

(146)

where we used property of ηP as well as the fact that ψP decreases monotonically.

Combining the above estimates, there is C17 > 0 such that on D′
j
with t ≫ 1,

(147)

∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄
((

H′1
)−1

∂ζH
′
1 −

(
H′0

)−1
∂ζH

′
0

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C17t4/3
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Note that H
int,β
t =

(
H

int,γ
t

)−1
. The same estimates hold on D′

j
for p j ∈ Dβ.

On region (4): Fix a finite atlas (Uα, zα)α∈A trivializing line bundle L of X−∐
jD
′
j
.

Let sα be a holomorphic frame of V |Uα
induced by that of L|Uα

and dzα and identify

F with V via ι over each Uα. Let H0 (resp. H1) be the local form of h
app
t0

(resp. h
app
t )

with respect to this frame over Uα. From Def 2.11 and §3.4.2 we have hL,λ(t),t =

h0
L,λ(t)

eηλ(t),t = hL,HEeϕλ(t)+ηλ(t),t . We have

(148)
(
ι∗

(
h−2

L,HEhK ⊕ hL,HEhK

))
sα
= diag

(
h−2

0 , h0

)

where h0 > 0 on Uα. It follows that

H0 = diag
(
h−2

0 e−2ϕλ(t0)−2ηλ(t0),t0 , h0eϕλ(t0)+ηλ(t0),t0

)
,

H1 = diag
(
h−2

0 e−2ϕλ(t)−2ηλ(t),t , h0eϕλ(t)+ηλ(t),t
)
.

where ϕλ is a linear combination of fixed functions Gℓ with coefficients linear in λ.

Thus there is C18 > 0 such that for all λ ∈ I and α we have on Uα,
∣∣∣∂zαϕλ

∣∣∣ ≤ C18

Therefore there is C′
18
> 0 such that

(149) max
α

sup
Uα

∣∣∣H−1
1 ∂zαH1 − H−1

0 ∂zαH0

∣∣∣ ≤ C′18

Combining (141), (145), (147), and (149), there are C, C′ > 0 such that for u ∈
L2

2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
and t ≫ 1,

∥∥∥∥∆h
app
t

u − ∆h
app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

L2 ,h
app
t0

≤ C′
∑

α∈A

∫

Uα

∣∣∣∣
[
H−1

1 ∂zαH1 − H−1
0 ∂zαH0, ∂z̄αusα

]∣∣∣∣
2

+ C′
4g−4∑

j=1

∫

D′
j

∣∣∣∣∣
[
H−1

1 ∂ζ j
H1 − H−1

0 ∂ζ j
H0, ∂ζ̄ j

u
s

(0)

j

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

+ C′
4g−4∑

j=1

∫

D′
j

∣∣∣∣∣
[
∂ζ̄ j

(
H−1

1 ∂ζ j
H1

)
− ∂ζ̄ j

(
H−1

0 ∂ζ j
H0

)
, u

s
(0)
j

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ Ct4

(∥∥∥∥dh
app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

L2 ,h
app
t0

+ ‖u‖2
L2,h

app
t0

)

where H0 (resp. H1) is the local form of h
app
t0

(resp. h
app
t ), and in the last step, we used

the fact that there is C′′ > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,
∫

Uα

∣∣∣∂z̄αusα

∣∣∣2 ,
∫

D′
j

∣∣∣∣∂ζ̄ j
u

s
(0)

j

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C′′
(∥∥∥∥dh

app
t0

u
∥∥∥∥

2

L2 ,h
app
t0

+ ‖u‖2
L2 ,h

app
t0

)
.

q.e.d.

As a consequence of (141), (143), and (147) in the above proof we have:

Lemma 4.17. There is C > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

|F∇|2happ
t0

≤ Ct4

where ∇ = ∇h
app
t

.
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Lemma 4.18. There is C > 0 such that u ∈ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
and t large enough,

‖{ψ, û}‖L2 ,h
app
t0

≤ Ct11/3 ‖u‖L2 ,h
app
t0

where ψ = ψβ,γ,happ
t

is defined in Prop 4.2.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemmas 4.15 we use the decomposition of X into four

types of regions, use holomorphic frames s
(0)

j
in §3.4.2 overD′

j
− D̃ j,t, D̃ j,t and sα over

Uα induced by that of L and dzα of K. Let H (resp. U) be the local form of h
app
t (resp.

u) with respect to respective holomorphic frames and let Û = U + (tr U) Id. The local

form of {ψ, û} is given by
{
γ0γ

∗
0H det H + (det H)−1 H−1β∗0β0, Û

}

Region (1): By (36) and Def 3.5, we have that Ht,λ(ζ) =
(
Γ∗t

)−1
H1,λ

(
t2/3ζ

)
Γ−1

t with

Γt = diag
(
t1/3, t−1/3

)
. For t ≫ 1, Ht,λ on D̃ j,t is determined by values of H1,λ on the

fixed compact set B(0, ρ0). We have
∣∣∣ΓtAΓ

−1
t

∣∣∣ . t2/3 |A| for A a 2 × 2 matrix. Thus

there is C0 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1
∣∣∣∣H±1

t,λ j(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0t2/3,
∣∣∣∣det H±1

t,λ j(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0 .

Furthermore, there is C1 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣H±1

t,λ j(t)
det H±1

t,λ j(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1t2/3. Let H =
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)

j

we have H =
(
S −1Tλ(t), jS

)∗
Ht,λ j(t)

(
S −1Tλ(t), jS

)
where S is given in (133). By (136),

there is C2 > 0 such that

|H det H| ,
∣∣∣H−1 det H−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C2t2/3

Region (2): On D′
j
− D̃ j,t let H′ =

(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

we have

H′ =
(
Tλ(t), jS

)∗
H̃int

t,λ j(t)

(
Tλ(t), jS

)

By arguments below (133) and (135) there is C4 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,
∣∣∣Tλ(t), jS

∣∣∣,∣∣∣∣det
(
Tλ(t), jS

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C4,
∣∣∣∣S −1T−1

λ(t), j

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣det

(
S −1Tλ(t), j

)−1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C4t2/3. By arguments in the

proof of Lemma 3.20 and applying Lemma 3.19 and (72), there are C5, c5 > 0 such

that on D′
j
− D̃ j,t for t ≫ 1,

∣∣∣∣
(
H̃int

t,λ j(t)
det H̃int

t,λ j(t)

)±1
−

(
H̃ext

t,λ j(t)
det H̃ext

t,λ j(t)

)±1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C5e−c5t2/3

.

By a direct calculation and Prop 3.14, there is C6 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
(
H̃ext

t,λ j(t)
det H̃ext

t,λ j(t)

)±1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C6t4|λ j(t)| ≤ C6t

Therefore there is C′
6
> 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
(
H̃int

t,λ j(t)
det H̃int

t,λ j(t)

)±1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′

6
t. Combining the

above, we have that there are C7, C′
7
> 0 such that on D′

j
− D̃ j,t,

∣∣∣H′ det H′
∣∣∣ ≤ C7t,

∣∣∣(H′)−1
det

(
H′

)−1
∣∣∣ ≤ C′7t11/3 .

Region (3): On D′
j
= {ρ ≤ 2R/3} for p j ∈ Dβ or Dγ, we have by direct calculation,

(
H

int,γ
t

)
det H

int,γ
t = diag

(
ρ−1e−2χψP , ρ−1/2e−χψP

)
=

(
H

int,β
t

)−1 (
det H

int,β
t

)−1
.
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On D̃ j,t, we have ρ−1e−2ψP = t2/3 f (t2/3ρ) where f (x) = x−1e−2ψ( 8
3

x3/2) and ψP, ψ are as

in (47). By the properties of ψP in Prop 3.6, there is C8 > 0 such that | f |,
∣∣∣ f −1

∣∣∣ ≤ C8 for

0 ≤ x ≤ ρ0. Therefore there is C′
8
> 0 such that on D̃ j,t we have

∣∣∣ρ−1e−2χψP

∣∣∣ ≤ C′
8
t2/3,∣∣∣ρe2χψP

∣∣∣ ≤ C′
8
.

On D′
j
− D̃ j,t for p j ∈ Dβ since χψP > 0, we have

∣∣∣ρ−1e−2χψP

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣ρ−1

∣∣∣ . t2/3. On

the other hand, since ψP is monotonically decreasing, so is χψP. Therefore there is

C9 > 0 such that
∣∣∣ρe2χψP

∣∣∣ ≤ C9.

Therefore on D′
j
for p j ∈ Dβ or Dγ, we have that there is C10 > 0,

∣∣∣∣Hint,γ
t det H

int,γ
t

∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣
(
H

int,β
t det H

int,β
t

)−1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C10t2/3 ,

∣∣∣∣
(
H

int,γ
t det H

int,γ
t

)−1
∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣Hint,β
t det H

int,β
t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C10 .

By a direct calculation, there is C11 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣T ′λ(t), j,t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C11t
2a′

λ j0
(t)
/3

,
∣∣∣∣
(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)−1
∣∣∣∣ ≤

C11t
2aλ j0

(t)/3,
∣∣∣∣det T ′

λ(t), j,t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C11t−2λ j0
(t)/3,

∣∣∣∣
(
det T ′

λ(t), j,t

)−1
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C11t−2λ j0

(t)/3 where aλ =

max (2λ,−λ), a′λ = max (−2λ, λ). Let H =
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

we have by Def 3.26

H =



(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,β
t T ′

λ(t), j,t
p j ∈ Dβ(

T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,γ
t T ′

λ(t), j,t
p j ∈ Dγ

Combining the above estimates, there is C12 > 0 such that for p j ∈ Dγ,

|H det H| ≤ C12t5/3,
∣∣∣H−1 det H−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C12t

and for p j ∈ Dβ,

|H det H| ≤ C12t,
∣∣∣H−1 det H−1

∣∣∣ ≤ C12t5/3

Region (4): On X −∐
jD
′
j
, let H be the local form of h

app
t . We have for s = ±1,

(H det H)s = diag
(
h3s

0 es(3ϕλ(t)+3ηλ(t),t), 1
)
.

By Prop 3.14, there is C13 > 0 such that
∣∣∣ηλ(t),t − 4

3
λ j0 (t) log t

∣∣∣ ≤ C13 for t ≫ 1. It

follows that there is C14 > 0 such that for all α we have on Uα∣∣∣(H det H)±1
∣∣∣ ≤ C14t

The conclusion follows from combining all the above estimates. q.e.d.

Now we are ready to prove Prop 4.11

Proof. Denote by f . g if there is constant C > 0 independent of t such that

f ≤ Cg for t ≫ 1. By Prop 4.2 and Lemmas 4.16, and 4.18, we have for u ∈
L2

2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
, ǫ > 0, such that for t ≫ 1,

∥∥∥∥∆h
app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

≤ ‖Ltu‖2 +
∥∥∥∥∆h

app
t

u − ∆h
app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

+

∥∥∥∥t2
{
ψβ,γ,happ

t
, û

}∥∥∥∥
2

. ‖Ltu‖2 + t4
∥∥∥∥dh

app
t0

u
∥∥∥∥

2

+ t22/3+4 ‖u‖2 ≤ ‖Ltu‖2 + t4
(
∆h

app
t0

u, u

)
+ t11 ‖u‖2

. ‖Ltu‖2 +
ǫt4

2

∥∥∥∥∆h
app
t0

u
∥∥∥∥

2

+
t4

2ǫ
‖u‖2 + t11 ‖u‖2
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where ‖·‖ = ‖·‖L2,h
app
t0

, (·, ·) = (·, ·)L2 ,h
app
t0

, and we will denote below ‖·‖t = ‖·‖L2 ,h
app
t

. By

taking ǫ = t−4, we get that
∥∥∥∥∆h

app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

. ‖Ltu‖2 + t13 ‖u‖2

By the elliptic estimate of ∆h
app
t0

on sections of End(F), we have

‖u‖2
L2

2
,h

app
t0

.

∥∥∥∥∆h
app
t0

u

∥∥∥∥
2

+ ‖u‖2 . ‖Ltu‖2 + t11 ‖u‖2 . ‖Ltu‖2 + t11+13 ‖u‖2t

. ‖Ltu‖2 + t24 (
log t

)2 ‖Ltu‖2t .
(
1 + t24+13 (

log t
)2
)
‖Ltu‖2 . t38 ‖Ltu‖2 ,

where we applied Lemma 4.15 to compare ‖·‖2t 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),

Rt(u) = 2iΛeu/2Ht,he−u/2 − 2iΛHt,h − Lt(u)

= 2iΛeu/2F∇h·eu e−u/2

+ 2it2Λeu/2 (β ∧ β∗h·eu ) e−u/2 − 2itΛ (β ∧ βh)

− ∆hu − t2
{
ψβ,γ,h, û

}
− 2iΛF∇h

+ 2it2Λeu/2 (γ∗h·eu ∧ γ) e−u/2 − 2it2Λ (γ∗h·eu ∧ γ) ,

where h = h
app
t . For a metric h and g ∈ Aut(F) we have

β ∧ β∗h·g = (β ∧ β∗h ) ◦ g̃

γ∗h·g ∧ γ = (̃g)−1 ◦ (γ∗h ∧ γ)

where g̃ = (det g) g. We have

(150) Rt(u) = R
(0)
t (u) + R

(1)
t (u) + R

(2)
t (u)

with

R
(0)
t (u) = iΛS t(u)

S t(u) = 2eu/2F∇h
e−u/2 − 2F∇h

+ 2eu/2∂̄
(
e−u∂heu) eu/2 − ∂̄∂hu + ∂h∂̄u

R
(1)
t (u) = 2t2eû/2Bte

û/2 − 2t2Bt − t2 {Bt, û}
R

(2)
t (u) = 2t2e−û/2Cte

−û/2 − 2t2Ct + t2 {Ct, û}(151)

and

Bt = iΛβ ∧ β∗h , Ct = iΛγ∗h ∧ γ

Given u ∈ End(F), let

(152) f j(u) =

∞∑

k= j

1

k!
uk

The lemma below follows easily from the Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 4.19. Given 0 < r < 1, and u0, u1 ∈ B(0, r) ⊂ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
, for

each j ≥ 1, there is C j > 0 such that
∥∥∥ f j(u0) − f j(u1)

∥∥∥
L2

2
,h

app
t0

≤ C jr
j−1 ‖u0 − u1‖L2

2
,h

app
t0
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Lemma 4.20. There is C > 0 such that for u ∈ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
, k = 1, 2 and

t ≫ 1 ∥∥∥∂h
app
t

u
∥∥∥2

L2
k−1

,h
app
t0

≤ Ct4 ‖u‖2
L2

k
,h

app
t0

Proof. We prove the estimate as in the proof of Lemmas 4.15, 4.16, 4.18 on four

types of regions decomposing X. By the equivalent definitions of L2
k

norm in (100)

and (101), as well as the local form of ∂hu with respect to a local holomorphic frame,

the conclusion will follow from bounds on

(153) H−1∂zH, ∂z̄

(
H−1∂zH

)
, ∂z

(
H−1∂zH

)
,

where H is the local form of h
app
t . Note that (141), (143), (145), and (149) in the proof

of Lemmas 4.16, 4.17 already provide appropriate bounds on the first two.

Region (1): On D̃ j,t with p j ∈ Dr, let H =
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)

j

we have H =
(
T̃
)∗

Ht,λ j(t)T̃

where T̃ = S −1Tλ(t), jS . We have

H−1∂ζH = T̃−1
(
H−1

t,λ j(t)
∂ζHt,λ j(t)

)
T̃ + T̃−1∂ζ T̃

∂ζ
(
H−1∂ζH

)
= T̃−1∂ζ

(
H−1

t,λ j(t)
∂ζHt,λ j(t)

)
T̃ + ∂ζ

(
T̃−1

) (
H−1

t,λ j(t)
∂ζHt,λ j(t)

)
T̃ ,

+ T̃−1
(
H−1

t,λ j(t)
∂ζHt,λ j(t)

)
∂ζ

(
T̃
)
+ ∂ζ

(
T̃−1∂ζ T̃

)
,(154)

where ζ = ζ j, and we used ∂ζ̄ T̃ = 0. By (36) and Def 3.5, ∂ζ
(
H−1

t,λ∂ζHt,λ

)
=

t4/3Γt∂ζ

(
ζ 7→ H−1

1,λ
∂ζH1,λ

∣∣∣
t2/3ζ

)
Γt on D̃ j,t, where Γt = diag

(
t1/3, t−1/3

)
. The same ar-

guments in the proof of Lemma 4.16 applies. We have
∣∣∣ΓtAΓ

−1
t

∣∣∣ . t2/3 |A| for A a

2 × 2 matrix. By Cor 3.18 and (136), there is C1 > 0 independent in λ ∈ I such

that for t ≫ 1,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
H−1

t,λ
∂ζHt,λ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1t2,
∣∣∣H−1

t,λ
∂ζHt,λ

∣∣∣ ≤ C1t4/3. On the other hand, the

arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.16 implies that there is C2 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1
∣∣∣T̃±1

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
T̃±1

)∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
T̃−1∂ζ T̃

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

Combining these, there is C3 > 0 such that

(155)
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
H−1∂ζH

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C3t2

Region (2): OnD′
j
−D̃ j,t, let T ′ = Tλ(t), jS , H =

(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

we have H = (T ′)∗ H̃int
t,λ j(t)

T ′.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.16 using Prop 3.14, there are C4 and C′
4
> 0 such that for

t ≫ 1 ∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ
((

H̃ext
t,λ j(t)

)−1
∂ζ

(
H̃ext

t,λ j(t)

))∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′4t4/3

By (72) and the arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.20, there are C5, c5 > 0 such that

on D′
j
− D̃ j,t,

∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ
((

H̃int
t,λ j(t)

)−1
∂ζ

(
H̃int

t,λ j(t)

))
− ∂ζ

((
H̃ext

t,λ j(t)

)−1
∂ζ

(
H̃ext

t,λ j(t)

))∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C5e−c5t2/3

It follows that there is C6 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ

((
H̃int

t,λ j(t)

)−1
∂ζ

(
H̃int

t,λ j(t)

))∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C6t4/3
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By arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.16 there is C8 > 0 such that |T ′|,
∣∣∣∂ζT ′

∣∣∣ ≤
C8,

∣∣∣(T ′)−1
∣∣∣,

∣∣∣(T ′)−1 ∂ζ (T ′)
∣∣∣ ≤ C8t2/3 and

∣∣∣∣∂ζ
(
(T ′)−1

)∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
(T ′)−1 ∂ζT

′
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C8t4/3.

Combining these estimates and (142) where H1 = H̃int
t,λ j(t)

, there is C9 > 0 such that

for t ≫ 1

(156)
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
H−1∂ζH

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C9t2 .

Region (3): For p j ∈ Dγ, recall that H
int,γ
t = diag

(
ρ−1/2e−χψP , 1

)
where ψP is the

Painlevé function (see (47)). On D′′
j
, χ ≡ 1 and

∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ
((

H
int,γ
t

)−1
∂ζH

int,γ
t

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (ρ−2/4)
∣∣∣1 + ρ∂ρψP − ρ2∂2

ρψP

∣∣∣ = 2
∣∣∣−t2ρ sinh (2ψP) + ρ−2ηP

∣∣∣

where ηP = (1 + 2ρ∂ρψP)/8 as defined in the proof of Lemma 4.16. Recall that

ρ−2ηP . t4/3 and we have that t2ρ sinh(2ψP) . t4/3. Therefore there is C10 > 0 such

that on D′′
j
, ∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ

((
Hint

t

)−1
∂ζH

int
t

)∣∣∣∣∣
Hint

1

≤ C10t4/3

On D′
j
− D′′

j
by (146), there are C11 and C′

11
> 0 such that for t ≫ 1

∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ
((

Hint
t

)−1
∂ζH

int
t

)∣∣∣∣∣
Hint

1

≤
(
χ/(4ρ2)

) ∣∣∣1 + ρ∂ρψP − ρ2∂2
ρψP

∣∣∣ + (
χ′/(4ρ)

) (|ψP| + 2ρ
∣∣∣∂ρψP

∣∣∣
)

+
(
χ′′/4

) |ψP| ≤ C11

(∣∣∣−2t2ρ sinh(2ψP) + 2ρ−2ηP

∣∣∣ + |ψP| + |8ηP − 1|
)
≤ C′11t4/3 .

By (93), there is C12 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
(
T ′λ(t), j,t

)−1
∂ζT

′
λ(t), j,t

∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣∂ζ

((
T ′λ(t), j,t

)−1
∂ζT

′
λ(t), j,t

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C12 .

Let H =
(
h

app
t

)
s

(0)
j

we have H =
(
T ′
λ(t), j,t

)∗
H

int,γ
t T ′

λ(t), j,t
. By calculation in (154) and the

estimate of
∣∣∣∣
(
H

int,γ
t

)−1
∂ζH

int,γ
t

∣∣∣∣ in (145) there is C13 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1

(157)
∣∣∣∣∂ζ

(
H−1∂ζH

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C13t4/3 .

Since H
int,β
t = H−1, we have the same bound of the last quantity in (153) for D′

j
with

p j ∈ Dβ.

Region (4): On X −∐
jD
′
j
, notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.16, we have

∂zα

(
H−1∂zαH

)
= diag

(
−2∂2

zα
log h0 − 2∂2

zα
ϕλ(t), ∂

2
zα

log h0 + ∂
2
zα
ϕλ(t)

)

where h0 is given in (148). ϕλ is a linear combination with coefficients linear in λ,

there is C14 > 0 such that

(158) max
α

sup
Uα

∣∣∣∣∂zα

(
H−1∂zαH

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C14

The global bound on the last quantity in (153) now follows from (155), (156), (157),

and (158). q.e.d.

Proposition 4.21. There is C > 0, such that for 0 < r < 1, u0, u1 ⊂ B(0, r) ∈
L2

2

(
Herm(F, h

app
t )

)
and t ≫ 1

‖Rt(u0) − Rt(u1)‖L2 ,h
app
t0
≤ Crt17/3 ‖u0 − u1‖L2

2
,h

app
t0

.
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Proof. We have

R
(1)
t (u) = 2t2 {Bt, f2 (û/2)} + 2t2 f1 (û/2) Bt f1 (û/2) ,

where R
(1)
t is defined in (151) and we used eû/2 = 1 + f1(û/2) = 1 + û/2 + f2(û/2)

where f j is defined in (152). By the Sobolev embedding theorems there is C j > 0

such that supX

∣∣∣ f j(u0)
∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣ f j(u1)
∣∣∣ ≤ C jr

j for j ≥ 1. As a consequence of the proof of

Lemma 4.18, supX |Bt|, supX |Ct | . t11/3. Therefore by Lemma 4.19, there is C0 > 0

such that for t ≫ 1

(159)
∥∥∥R

(1)
t (u0) − R

(1)
t (u1)

∥∥∥
L2 ≤ C0t17/3r ‖u0 − u1‖L2

2

Similarly, there is C′
0
> 0 such that for t ≫ 1

(160)
∥∥∥R

(2)
t (u0) − R

(2)
t (u1)

∥∥∥
L2 ≤ C′0t17/3r ‖u0 − u1‖L2

2
,

where R
(2)
t is given in (151). The conclusion follows once we obtain similar bounds

for S t(u0) − S t(u1). After canceling the linear terms we have

S t(u) = 2F∇h
f2

(
−u

2

)
+ 2 f2

(
−u

2

)
F∇h
+ 2 f1

(
u

2

)
F∇h

f1

(
−u

2

)
+ 2∂̄h f2(u)

+ 2∂̄ ( f1(−u)∂h f1(u)) + [u, ∂̄∂h f1(u)] + [u, ∂̄ ( f1(−u)∂h f1(u))] + 2
(
∂̄∂h f1(u)

)
f2

(
−u

2

)

+ 2∂̄ ( f1(−u)∂h f1(u)) f2

(
−u

2

)
+ 2 f2

(
u

2

) (
∂̄∂h f1(u)

)
+ 2 f2

(
u

2

)
∂̄ ( f1(−u)∂h f1(u))

+ 2 f1

(
u

2

) (
∂̄∂h f1(u)

)
f1

(
−u

2

)
+ 2 f1

(
u

2

)
∂̄ ( f1(−u)∂h f1(u)) f1

(
−u

2

)

where h = h
app
t . By Lemma 4.17,

∣∣∣F∇h

∣∣∣ . t2. The relevant terms can be expanded

further using ∂̄ (A∂hB) =
(
∂̄A

)
∧ (∂hB) + A∂̄∂hB where A, B ∈ Ω0 (End (F)). For the

terms containing products of ∂̄ (·) or ∂h (·), we use the bounded inclusions L2
1
× L2

1
⊂

L4 × L4 ⊂ L2, for all other terms use bounded inclusion L2
2
⊂ C0 and apply Lemmas

4.20, 4.19. We have for instance for the following term of the first kind,
∥∥∥∂̄ ( f1 (−u0) − f1 (−u1)) ∧ ∂h f1(u1)

∥∥∥
L2 ≤

∥∥∥∂̄ ( f1 (−u0) − f1 (−u1))
∥∥∥

L4 ‖∂h f1(u1)‖L4

.

∥∥∥∂̄ ( f1 (−u0) − f1 (−u1))
∥∥∥

L2
1

‖∂h f1(u1)‖L2
1
. t2 ‖ f1(−u0) − f1(−u1)‖L2

1
‖ f1(u1)‖L2

1

. t2r ‖u0 − u1‖L2
2

It follows from these term-by-term estimates that there is C1 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

(161) ‖S t(u0) − S t(u1)‖L2 ≤ C1t2r ‖u0 − u1‖L2
2

The conclusion follows from (159), (160), and (161) in view of the decomposition

(150). q.e.d.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 1.1. On L2
2

(End(F)) define

(162) Ft : u 7−→ −L−1
t

(
2iΛeu/2Ht,h

app

t,λ(t)
(0)e−u/2 + Rt(u)

)

For t ≫ 1, with the help of Props 4.21, 4.11, and 3.27, we use the contraction mapping

principle to find a fixed point.
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Theorem 4.1. There are C1, C2 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

‖gt − Id‖L2
2
≤ C1e−C2t2/3

where ht = h
app
t · gt is the unique solution of the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated

to (F, tβ, tγ).

Proof. By Props 4.21, 4.11, there are C3,C4 > 0 such that for 0 < r < 1 and

u0, u1 ∈ B(0, r), t ≫ 1

‖Ft(u0) − Ft(u1)‖L2
2
,h

app
t0
≤ C3t19 ‖Rt(u0) − Rt(u1)‖L2 ,h

app
t0

≤ C4t19+17/3r ‖u0 − u1‖L2
2
,h

app

1,λ0

.

By Prop 3.27, there are C5, C6, C7 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

‖Ft (0)‖L2
2
,h

app
t0
=

∥∥∥∥L−1
t

(
2iΛHt,h

app
t

(0)
)∥∥∥∥

L2
2
,h

app
t0

≤ C5t19
∥∥∥Ht,h

app
t

(0)
∥∥∥

L2,h
app
t0

≤ C6t19e−C7t2/3

Take t1 ≫ 1 that the above estimates hold and that

2C6t19e−C7t2/3

< (2C4)−1t−19−17/3 < 1

for t ≥ t1 and we assume below t ≥ t1. Take r with 2C6t19e−C7 t2/3

< r < C−1
4

t−19−17/3/2.

For u0, u1 ∈ B(0, r) ⊂ L2
2

(
Herm

(
F, h

app
t

))
, we have ‖Ft(u0) − Ft(u1)‖ ≤ (1/2) ‖u0 − u1‖.

On the other hand, B(0, r′) ⊂ B(0, r) where r′ = (1 − C4t19+17/3)−1 ‖Ft(0)‖. For any

n ≥ 0,

∥∥∥F n
t (0)

∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥F n

t (0) − 0
∥∥∥ ≤

n−1∑

k=0

∥∥∥F k+1
t (0) − F k

t (0)
∥∥∥ ≤ (

1 − 2−n) r′ ≤ r′

The sequence
{F n

t (0)
}
n converges to u∞,t ∈ B(0, r′) satisfying Ft(u∞,t) = u∞,t. By the

definition of Ft in (162) as well as (106) and (102), we see that ht = h
app
t · gt where

gt = eu∞,t is a solution to the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated to (F, tβ, tγ). By

Lemma 4.19, there are C1, C2 > 0 such that for t ≥ t1,

‖gt − Id‖L2
2
,h

app
t0

≤ r′ ≤ C6t19e−C7t2/3 ≤ C1e−C2 t2/3

q.e.d.

Corollary 4.22. On any compact set X0 ⋐ X − D for k ≥ 0, there are t1,k, Ck,

ck > 0 such that for all t ≥ t1,k,

‖gt − Id‖Ck (X0) ≤ Cke−ckt2/3

where ht = h∞,t · gt, h∞,t = ι
∗
(
h−2

L,λ(t),t
hK ⊕ hL,λ(t),thK

)
and ht is the unique solution of

the SU(1,2) Hitchin equation associated to (F, tβ, tγ).

Proof. By Prop 3.28 and the above theorem, we have C0, c0 > 0, and t1,0 such that

for t ≥ t1,0,

(163) ‖gt − Id‖L2
2
(X0) ≤ C0e−c0t2/3

.

This proves the statement for k = 0 and the rest of the proof will be a standard

bootstrap argument. Let
{
(Uα,k; zα)

}
α∈A ,k≥0 be a sequence of atlas with Uα,ℓ ⊆ Uα,k

for ℓ ≥ k and such that F is trivialized on Uα,0. Choose local frames over each Uα,0
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and let H
(α)
t (resp. H

(α)
t,∞, ϕ(α)dzα) be local forms of ht (resp. ht,∞, Φ) over U0,α with

respect to corresponding frames. We have that H = H
(α)
t or H

(α)
t,∞ and ϕ = ϕ(α) satisfies

∂z̄∂zH = (∂z̄H) H−1 (∂zH) + t2H
[
ϕ,H−1ϕ∗H

]

where z = zα. Suppose for 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k + 1 there are C′
ℓ
, c′

ℓ
> 0, and t1,ℓ+1 ≥ t1,0 such

that for all α ∈ A , t ≥ t1,ℓ+1, Ht = H
(α)
t and Ht,∞ = H

(α)
t,∞ satisfies

(164)
∥∥∥Ht − Ht,∞

∥∥∥
L2
ℓ (Uα,ℓ)

≤ C′ℓe
−c′

ℓ
t2/3

.

Note the case k = 0 follows from (163). By the local form of the Hitchin equation,

we have with z = zα,

∂z̄∂z

(
Ht − Ht,∞

)
= ∂z̄

(
Ht − Ht,∞

)
H−1

t (∂zHt) +
(
∂z̄Ht,∞

) (
H−1

t − H−1
t,∞

)
(∂zHt)

+
(
∂z̄Ht,∞

)
H−1

t,∞∂z

(
Ht − Ht,∞

)

+ t2 (
Ht − Ht,∞

) [
ϕ,H−1

t ϕ∗Ht

]
+ t2Ht,∞

[
ϕ,

(
H−1

t − H−1
t,∞

)
ϕ∗Ht

]

+ t2Ht,∞
[
ϕ,H−1

t,∞ϕ
∗ (Ht − Ht,∞

)]
.(165)

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

∥∥∥Ht − Ht,∞
∥∥∥

L2
k+2(Uα,k+2)

≤ C

(∥∥∥∂z̄∂z

(
Ht − Ht,∞

)∥∥∥
L2

k(Uα,k+1)
+

∥∥∥Ht − Ht,∞
∥∥∥

L2(Uα,k+2)

)
.

In (165), we expand higher derivatives of each term to get a sum of terms of the form

∇m
(
∂z̄

(
Ht − Ht,∞

)
H−1

t (∂zHt)
)
, . . . ,∇m

(
t2Ht,∞

[
ϕ,H−1

t,∞ϕ
∗ (Ht − Ht,∞

)])
,

with 0 ≤ m ≤ k. Following inductive arguments as in the proof of Prop 3.4 and note

that t2e−ct2/3 → 0 as t → 0 for c > 0, we have (164) for all ℓ ≥ 0. The conclusion

follows from the bounded inclusion L2
ℓ+2
⊂ Cℓ′ for each ℓ′ ≥ 0.

q.e.d.

Theorem 1.1 will now follow by combining all the above analysis. We restate it in

a more detailed form.

Theorem 4.2. Fix x0 ∈ X − D, v0 ∈ L|x0
and X0 ⊂ X − D a compact set. Let ht

be Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric of (F, tβ, tγ) and ι : F → V the Hecke modification

corresponding to (F, β, γ) as in Theorem 2.4. For a , 0 let S a = ι
−1 ◦ diag(a2, a−1) ◦ ι,

an endomorphism of F |X−D. Let h̃t = S ∗|v0|kt

ht where kt is metric on L|X−D = det F∗|X−D

induced from ht. Let X0 ⋐ X − D be a compact set. Let h∞ = ι∗
(
h−2

L,∞hK ⊕ hL,∞hK

)

where hL,∞ is a harmonic metric adapted to the filtered bundle (L, λ∞) over (X,D)

such that |v0|hL,∞ = 1 and

(166) λ∞, j =



1/4 p j ∈ Dβ

−1/4 p j ∈ Dγ

−d−1
r

(
deg L + 1

4

(
dβ − dγ

))
p j ∈ Dr

.

Let ψt be given by h̃t = h∞ · ψt. Then for each k ≥ 0, there is Ck such

‖ψt − Id‖Ck(X0) ≤
Ck

log t
.
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Proof. Let h∞,t = ι
∗
(
h−2

L,λ(t),t
hK ⊕ hL,λ(t),thK

)
and gt be as in Cor 4.22. We will first

define several auxiliary metrics on F |X0
and automorphisms relating them.

Let kt (resp. k∞,t) be the metric on L|X−D induced from ht (resp. h∞,t). Let at = |v0|kt

and

(167) a∞,t = |v0|k∞,t = |v0|hL,λ(t),t

Let h̃t = S ∗at
ht, h̃∞,t = S ∗at

h∞,t, and h′∞,t = S ∗a∞,t h∞,t. Let g′t (resp. g̃t) be defined

by h̃t = h̃∞,t · g′t (resp. h̃∞,t = h′∞,t · g̃t). Let g′′t be defined by h′∞,t = h∞ · g′′t . The

metrics and automorphism relating them are summarized in the following diagram.

In particular, ψt = g′′t · g̃t · g′t .

h̃t h̃∞,t h′∞,t h∞

ht h∞,t

g′t g̃t g′′t

S ∗at
S ∗at S ∗a∞,t

gt

Recall again by Prop 2.6 dr > 0. Let j0 be a fixed index such that p j0 ∈ Dr. By

(167) and (84), we have that

a∞,t = |v0|hL,HE
e(ϕλ(t)+ηλ(t),t)/2 .

Without loss of generality we may assume |v0|hL,HE
= 1. By Props 3.14, 3.25, and (86)

with j = j0, there is C0 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1
∣∣∣∣∣ηλ(t),t −

4

3
λ j0 log t

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0 .

We have from Def 2.11 that ϕλ is a linear combination of fixed smooth functions G j on

X0 with coefficients linear in λ(t). Note also that
∣∣∣λ j0 (t)

∣∣∣ < 1/4 for all t ≥ 1. Therefore

there is C1 > 1 such that for t ≫ 1, C−1
1

t−1/3 ≤ eϕλ(t)+ηλ(t),t ≤ C1t1/3. Therefore there

is C2 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1, a∞,t ≤ C2t1/6. We have at = a∞,t (det gt(p0))−1/2. By

Cor 4.22 there is C′
2
> 0 such that for t ≫ 1, at ≤ C′

2
a∞,t ≤ C′

2
C2t1/6. Note that

g′t = S −1
at
◦ gt ◦ S at

. It follows from Cor 4.22 that for k ≥ 0, there are C3,k, c3,k > 0

such that for t ≫ 1

(168)
∥∥∥g′t − Id

∥∥∥
Ck(X0)

≤ C3,ke−c3,kt2/3

.

We have

g̃t = ι
−1 ◦ diag

(
det gt (p0)−1 , (det gt (p0))1/2

)
◦ ι .

Note that for any two choices of frame in (98) over X0, the resulting norms are equiv-

alent. Under a frame compatible with decomposition V = L−2K⊕LK, the local forms

of g̃t are constant. Therefore by Cor 4.22, there are C4, c4 > 0 such that for t ≫ 1,

(169) ‖̃gt − Id‖Ck(X0) = ‖̃gt − Id‖C0(X0) ≤ C4e−c4t2/3

.

Let hL,∞,t be the metric on L with h′∞,t = ι
∗
(
h−2

L,∞,thK ⊕ hL,∞,thK

)
. We have that

hL,∞ = hL,∞,t exp
(
ϕλ∞ − ϕλ(t) + ϕλ∞ (p0) − ϕλ(t) (p0)

)

= hL,∞,t exp


4g−4∑

j=1

j∑

ℓ=1

(
λ∞,ℓ − λℓ(t)

) (
G j −G j (p0)

)
 .
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For k ≥ 0, there is C5,k > 0 such that
∥∥∥G j −G j (p0)

∥∥∥
Ck (X0)

≤ C5,k. By Prop 3.25 and

the above, for k ≥ 0, there is C6,k > 0 such that for t large enough

(170)
∥∥∥g′′t − Id

∥∥∥
Ck(X0)

≤ C6,k

log t
.

The conclusion follows from (168), (169) and (170).

q.e.d.

Lastly, we comment on a special case of Thm 1.1 where the convergence rate is

improved. For the SU(1,2) Higgs bundle (F = K−1 ⊕ K, tβ, tγ) in (17), we have

b = (1, . . . , 1). By the discussion in Prop 3.25, λ = (0, . . . , 0) is t-compatible with b

for all t ≥ 1, and ηλ(t),t (defined in (84)) is independent of t. It follows from the proof

that at is uniformly bounded in t and that the convergence in Ck(X0) may be improved

to be exponential in t.

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−1
t ⊕ht on F with h

1/2
t the unique solution to the Hitchin’s equation associated

to SL(2,C) Higgs bundle
(
E = K

1/2

X
⊕ K

−1/2

X
,Φ = t

(
1

q

))
.

In this manner, the exponential in t convergence ht → hK (hK defined in Lemma 3.1)

is a direct consequence of the result in [MSWW16].
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