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On the extended Bogomolny equations on
R? x R" with real symmetry breaking

Weifeng Sun

Abstract

In this paper, we construct solutions to the extended Bogomolny equations on
X = R? x R* with certain boundary conditions and asymptotic conditions.

Let y be the coordinate of R*. Roughly, both the boundary condition and
the asymptotic condition say that a configuration (variables in the extended
Bogomolny equations) approaches to certain model solutions when y — 0 and
y — 400 resepctively. The boundary condition (y — 0) is called “generalized
Nahm pole boundary condition” and the asymptotic condition (y — +00) is
called “real symmetry breaking condition”.

For each triple of polynomials with complex coefficients (P(z), Q(z), R(2))
with degR < deg@®, and @, R are co-prime, P, () are monic, we construct a
solution. This solution should be thought as an analog of the instanton solu-
tions that Taubes created in [20] or the solutions that Dimakis created in [3],
while their solutions satisfy a different asymptotic condition as y — +oo.

The idea of the construction is almost identical with Dimakis’ construction
in [3]. The main difference is: We rely on the newly constructed model solu-
tion that satisfies the new asymptotic condition as the starting point.

Section 1 is a breaf introduction on background settings and terminologies.
Section 2 constructs the model solution. Section 3 uses an analog of Dimakis’
argument to construct more solutions based on the model solution.
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1 Introduction

In this section, we set up the basics for the extended Bogomolny equations. We
need some preparation in linear algebra, which are summarized in appendix
[Al Readers are supposed to be familiar with them.

1.1 The extended Bogomolny equations

Suppose X = R? x (0, +00). Suppose 1, x3 and y are coordinates of X, where
y being the one for R*. We use 0y, 0, 9, to represent the partial derivatives.
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Sometimes we treat R? as C and let z = 1 + iz be its coordinate.

One way to introduce the extended Bogomolny equations on X is as follows:
It is a set of equations on configurations. Each configuration is a collection
of 6 su(2)-valued functions ¥ = (A;, As, Ay, D1, D2, P3) on X. Here are the
equations:

( 81142 - 82141 + [Al, AQ] - [@1, @2] - 8y@3 - [Ay,@g] - O,
8,®1 + [Ay, D1] + [, B3] = 0,

8, B + [Ay, Do) + [@3,P1] = 0,

WA, — 0,A; + [A1, A,] + 0o®5 + [A2, 5] =0, (1.1)
OhA, — 0,As + [Ag, Ay)] — 0105 — [Ay ] 0,
—82¢1 [AQ, ] + 01¢2 + [Al, ]
Olsbl + [Al, @1] + 82¢2 + [A2, @2] =

0
\

Remark: If the background metric on X is not the Euclidean metric, then
there should be additional terms in the extended Bogomolny equations that

come from the metric. But this is not what we focus on in this paper.

These equations are SU(2) gauge invariant. Moreover, all bullets of (1.1)
except the first one are also SL(2,C) gauge invariant. Here an SU(2) (or
SL(2,C)) gauge transformation is represented by an SU(2)-valued (or SL(2, C)-
valued) function g that sends

(A +iAs, A, — iP5, Dy — iPy)
to

(9(A1+iAs)g™" — (01 +iD2)g)g ™", g(Ay —iP3)g~ " — (0,9)9 ™", g(P1 —iDa)g ™).

An easy way to check that the gauge invariant properties of the equations
is as follows: Define three operators acting on sections of a trivial SL(2,C)
bundle (that is to say, the bundle is just the trivial C* bundle but all the
operators keep the SL(2,C) structure):

Dy = 0y +i0y + (Ay +idy), Dy =&y —idy, Dy =0, + A, — ids

Then all but the first bullet of the extended Bogomolny equations can be
written as

(D1, Dy] = [Dy, D3] = [D3, D1] = 0,

which is clearly SL(2,C) gauge invariant (as commutators of operators).



The first bullet of the extended Bogomolny equations is equivalent to
[DlvDﬂ + [D27D>2k] + [D37D§] =0,

where * represents the ad-joint. Then it is obviously SU(2) gauge invari-
ant. It is not SL(2,C) gauge invariant in general because the * operator in
the equation relies on the SU(2) structure.

It is proposed that the extended Bogomolny equations on X are related
with certain type of Kapustin-Witten equations, which are further conjec-
tured to be related with the Jones polynomial of knots. The details of this
proposal may be found in [5][21][22] [23] [24] . Some relevant studies include
[2] [3]14][8][9] [XO][11] [15] [16] [17] [18] [19] [20] . The author does not attempt
to list all the relevant references here.

According to the proposal, an interesting solution ¥ should satisfy the
so-called “generalized Nahm pole boundary condition” as y — 0 and one of
several certain asymptotic conditions as y — +o0.

Full descriptions of the generalized Nahm pole condition can be found in [5]
and [15] [16]. Several different but essentially equivalent definitions occurred
in these literature. Here is what we choose to use in this paper: When y — 0,
in a certain SU(2) gauge, |V — Wpoa| = O(y~17¢) for some € > 0, where W04 is
a model solution which already satisfies the generalized Nahm pole boundary
condition (to be described later) that goes like O(y~!) when y — 0. Note that
we do not require that the inequality is uniform in z.

We choose finitely many points with degrees (a positive integer assigned
to each point) in R% These points are called “knotted points”. If the choice
of points are given, then according to proposition 6.1 in [10], there is a special
solution to the extended Bogomolny equations that satisfies the generalized
Nahm pole boundary condition and |¥| — 0 as y — 4o00. This special solu-
tion is the model solution that we use. Note that strictly speaking, different
choices of knotted points give different versions of the “generalized Nahm pole
boundary condition”.

On the other hand, there are three types of asymptotic conditions that we
are interested in:

e The first type says that, under a certain SU(2) gauge, |[¥| — 0 as y —
+o00. Solutions with this type of asymptotic condition are well studied
in Section 6 of [10], [20], [19] and [3].
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e The second type of asymptotic condition says that
|Axl, [ Az, [Ay|, [P, [ — 0, [|®3] — 1

as y — +o00. This condition is called “real symmetry breaking con-
dition” in Gaiotto and Witten’s paper [5]. And this is what we study in
this paper. Sometimes we assume a stronger condition which says that:

A17A27Ay7@17@2 = O(y6)7@3 =0+ O(yé)’

where € is a positive real number, o is a constant su(2) element with
norm 1.

e The third type of asymptotic condition is to require |A;|, |As|, |4,|, | P3| —
0, but @; and @, approach the same constant su(2) element with norm
1. This is called “complex symmetry breaking condition” in [5].
The author hopes to study it in the future.

1.2 The metric representation

Let E be the trivial C? bundle over X. It is convenient to use a pair (H, )
to represent (at least locally) a configuration, where H is an SU(2) Hermitian
metric on E, ¢ is an s/(2,C) matrix whose items are holomorphic functions.

Suppose @ is written as

_ (A(z)  B(z)
PR -AR)
where A, B, P are holomorphic functions. Typically we assume they are poly-

nomials. Then there is a configuration ¥, which trivially satisfies all but the
first bullets of the extended Bogomolny equations, described by

Ay = Ay = Ay =By =0, Dy — iy = p = (ﬁgz; _BX(ZZ))) .

Any SL(2,C) gauge transformation g sends ¥, to another configuration
¥ which also satisfies all but the first bullets of the extended Bogomolny
equations. (Because they are SL(2,C) gauge invariant.) Let H = g*g be
the Hermitian metric. (See appendix [Al) Then we say ¥ corresponds to the
pair (H,¢). We call the pair (H,y) a metric representation of ¥. Note
that this is not a 1-1 correspondence. In fact,

e Each configuration ¥ can be locally represented by a pair (H, ¢) if and
only if it satisfies all but the first bullets of the extended Bogomolny
equations.



e [t is possible that two different pairs (Hy, ¢1) and (Ha, ¢o) represent the
same configuration ¥. This happens if and only if there is a holomorphic
SL(2,C) gauge transformation (represented by a matrix g whose items
are holomorphic functions in z and independent with y), such that

Hy = g*Hag, 1 =g "¢ag.

In fact, we may use different pairs of (H, ¢) at different regions to repre-
sent the same configuration. They are connected by SL(2,C) holomor-
phic gauge transformations in the overlaps. So technically speaking, a
configuration ¥ corresponds to a Cech cocycle of pairs (H, ).

e It is also possible that two different ¥; and ¥, correspond to the same
pair (H, ). This happens if and only if ¥; and W, are SU(2) gauge
equivalent.

Here is the illustration of the above statements:

From ¥ to (H, )

Suppose ¥ is a configuration such that [Dy, Do| = [Ds, D3] = [D3.D;] = 0.
Keep in mind that the SL(2,C) structure of E is preserved under the opera-
tors Dy, Dy, D3, whose definitions are in the last subsection.

Fix any y = yo > 0. Then D; can be viewed as a d-bar operator on sec-
tions of E|,—,,. So it gives E|,—,, a holomorphic structure. Note that since
[Dy, D3] = [D1, D3] = 0, both Dy and D3 keeps this holomorphic structure.

On the y = g, slice, we may choose (at least locally) two holomorphic
sections of E, namely s; and sy. Since D; keeps the SL(2,C) structure, we
may assume that s; A so = 1 everywhere.

We may identify the choices of si,s, at different y slices by requiring
Ds3s; = D3ss = 0. Then s; and sy form a basis of £. Under this basis,
Dy is just 20 = 0, + i0, and Ds is just 0y. The operator D, is represented
by an sl(2,C) matrix whose items are holomorphic in z and doesn’t depend
on y. We call this matrix ¢. Note that [Dy, Dy] = [Da, D3] = [D3, D] = 0 is
obvious in this basis.

Note that the definition of (H,¢) depends on a choice of the holomorphic
basis si,sy. Different choices of the basis can be related by a holomorphic



SL(2,C) gauge transformation g (an SL(2,C) matrix whose items are holo-
morphic functions in z) which sends (H, @) to (¢*Hg, g~ ¢g).

A warning: The holomorphic SL(2,C) gauge transformation ¢ is not an
actual gauge transformation on the original configuarition ¥. In fact, it doesn’t
affect ¥ at all. It only changes (H, ) by changing the pairs (s, sy) that we
use to define it. Readers should not get confused by the (somehow misleading)
term “gauge transformation” that we use here.

From (H,p) to ¥

Suppose we have a pair (H, ¢). Recall that the “trivial” configuration ¥,
satisfies all but the first bullets of the extended Bogomolny equations.

We may choose an SL(2,C) gange transformation g such that g*g = H.
Then g sends ¥, to some configuration ¥. Clearly ¥ corresponds to (H, ¢).

Note that adding another SU(2) gauge transformation u to g doesn’t
change H = g*g. In fact, if we replace g by ug, we still have

(ug)*(ug) = g*g = H.

So essentially, what we get is a configuration ¥ up to an SU(2) gauge
transformation.

For each pair (H, ), there is a preferred way to choose g which we’ll
frequently use in this paper: Each SU(2) Hermitian metric H can be written
in the following format:

EETTNT g
H:<h+h lw]* h w)’

h~tw h!
where h is a positive real-valued function and w is a complex-valued function.
1A
Then we have H = g*g, where g = 12 0 . Under the SL(2,C) gauge

h~zw h2
transformation given by this specifically chosen g, the trivial configuration ¥,
becomes



p

A—wB hB
B i — -] —
@—@1 7/@2 aeg (h_l(wA+P—wQB+wA) wB—A)’

0
s —iOyh 20w
" op \ 20w io,h )’

A2: 7 (81}1 28’(1_1)

\ % 25’(1] —81h

We use Wy, to denote this particular configuration that corresponds to

(H,p). Any other configuration that corresponds to (H,¢) is SU(2) gauge
equivalent to ¥y .

et + e Ywl? e T"w
e “w e
formulas of V(H, ¢) := V(¥p,,) in terms of H and ¢ in two special situations:

For each H = ( ) and ¢, we write down the concrete

Special case 1

- ev + e “|w|?* eTvw (0 0
B e w en ) PT P(z) 0/)°

Then V(H, ¢) = % (? _FE), with

E = Aute " (4|0w]*+|0,w|*+|P?), F = e *“(Aw—2(d,u)(d,w)—8(0w)(u)).

Proof. In this special case, suppose h = e". Then

)
b=y — i, = (h_olp 8)
o _i(—ayh —(9yw)

PTon\-0w 9, )’
1/ 0 duw
Ay ﬁ(—ﬁyw 0 )’
4L (—ia_gh 28@)
2h \—20w idyh) "
A _i(&lh 28@)
L 7 20 \ 20w —8h)



The first bullet of the extended Bogomolny equations is:
V(H, (p) = (81A2 — 02A1 + [Al, Ag]) — (0y¢3 + [Ay,gpg] + [@1, @2])

We have

(01 Ay — A1 + [Ay, Ay
_(29) (h(&éh) — |0R)? + [0w|*  h(QOw) — 2(d0w)(Oh) )
~ 12\ h(00w) — 2(0w)(8h)  —h(dDh) + |Oh)? — |w|? )
0yPs + [Ay, D] — [P, D]
_ L <—h(5§h)+(3yh)2—Iazﬂ»UIQ—IPI2 —h(O5w) + 2(9yh)(9,w) )
Y —h(82w) + 2(,h) (Dyw) h(B2h) — (9,h)? + |B,w]* + |P|2)

) _
So indeed V (H, p) = 5 <§ _FE), with

E = h™(hAh—|Vh[*+4|8w[*+|8,w|*+|P|?) = Aute 24 (4|8w[*+|0,w|>+|P]),

F = h72(h(Aw)—2(9,h)(9,w)—8(0w)(dh)) = e “(Aw—2(8,u)(d,w)—8(0w)(du)).
]

Special case 2

) _
Then V(H, ¢) = 3 (? _FE), with

E = Au+e 2| P> —e®™B]?, F =2e"(BA)—e¢ (AP + PA).

Proof. In this special case, suppose h = e*. Then

(o — ity — (hfp ﬁi) ,
s = ﬁ (_ﬁyh 8Sh) ’
A, =0,

| A= # (a(l)h —glh) '




We have

( 01As — 02 Ay + [{11> Ay B
B @ h(0Oh) — |Oh|? 0
~ h? 0 —h(00h) + |OR|?)’
89@3 + [Ayv @3]
_ L (—h(@;h) + (8yh)2 0 )
\ 2h? 0 h(@gh) — (8yh)2 '

And

1 | A mB\ (A h'P A KPP A
[gpl’%]_Q_z'[@’@]_Q_z'((h‘lP —A) (hB —A)_(hB —A)(h—lp —A

1 h?|B|? — h=2|P|? h~'(AP + PA) — 2h(BA)
~ 2i \W (AP + PA) — 2h(BA) h=2|P|> — h?|B|?
So indeed

E = h7?(hAh — |Vh]* = Y| B|* + |P]?) = Au+ e | P|* — **| B,

F = 2h(BA) — h™Y(AP + PA) = 2¢"(BA) — ¢ (AP + PA).

1.3 The deformation of a configuration

In this paper, one general strategy to find a solution to the Bogomolny equa-
tions is: Construct a configuration ¥, that satisfies all but the first bullet of
the equations first. (This can usually be done using the metric representation
described in subsection [[L2]) And then seak an SL(2,C) gauge transforma-
tion to make the first bullet vanish. So we need to study how the first bullet
behaves under SL(2,C) gauge transformations.

Suppose V¥ is a configration. We always assume it satisfies all but the first
bullet of the extended Bogomolny equations. Recall that the first bullet can
be written as

V(&) := [Dy, DY) + [Da, D3] + [Ds, D3] = 0.

Suppose u is an SU(2) gauge transformation sending ¥ to u(¥). We may
think u as an SU(2)-valued function on X. Then V(u(¥)) = uV (¥)u~'. And
the norm |V (¥)] is invariant under this transformation.
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On the other hand, suppose g is an SL(2, C) gauge transformation. If in ad-
dition, g* = g, then we call it a Hermitian SL(2, C) gauge transformation.

The following fact is simple in linear algebra: For each g € SL(2,C), there
is a unique u € SU(2) such that ug is Hermitian. Because ug(¥) and g(¥) are
SU(2) equivalent. If we are not sensitive to SU(2) transformations on what
we get, we may only consider Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transformation when
we deform .

Suppose ¥ is a configuration. Given any section s € isu(2), there is a
I-parameter family of Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transformations e'* parame-
terized by t € R. Since sl(2,C) = su(2) @ isu(2), this deformation is perpen-
dicular with SU(2) gauge transformations initially.

On the other hand, any Hermitian SL(2, C) valued function g can be writ-
ten as either e® or —e® for some s € isu(2) uniquely. Note that —e® and e*
act the same way on ¥ as SL(2,C) gauge transformations. So effectively any
Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transformation can be represented by e® for some
s € isu(2).

Deformation of the equation

Suppose s is a section in isu(2). We consider the Hermitian SL(2, C) gauge
transformation e® acting on ¥. What we get is written as W,. Then the first
bullet of the extended Bogomolny equations is written as

3

V(W,s) = V(%)= [Di— (Di(e")e*, Di = ((Die*))e*)’]

i=1

= D~ (D), i e (D ()]

where Dy, Dy, D3 are given by ¥. Note that the last inequality used the fact
that s* = s.

This formula seems awful. But actually we only need two facts:

The first fact is

VW, s) =V(¥) = (v(s)+7(=5))(Aws) + %(7(8)—7(—8))([‘/(@),8]) + “remaining terms”,
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here the “remaining terms” include multi-linear terms R(s®* @ (D;s)®?) and
R(s®* @ (D7s)®?) with any integer k > 0 with convergent coefficients (com-
parible with the coefficients in the Taylor expansion of e*). The operator Ay
behaves like the Laplacian, whose definition is

Ays = Z (st) + Z ([@i’ [gﬁi,s]]),
=12,y i=1,2,3
where V;s = 0;s + [A;, s|, and A;, ®; are six components of ¥.
Proof. We have

3 3

> [Di = (Dy(e*))e™*, D; + e~*(D; ()] = > (D, D))

i=1 i=1

=
S
I

3
+ Z(e‘s(Din(es)) + (D;D;(e"))e™*) + “remaning terms”

i=1
3
=V(¥)+ Z(’Y(_S)(DiD:S) +7(s)(D;D;s)) + “remaining terms”.
i=1

Recall that Vi, Vs, V, is the connection defined using A, A3, A,. And @ =
&1 — iPy. We have V; =07 + A7 = —V,;. We have

DlDIS + DQD;S + D3D§S

= (Vi +1iVy)(V] —iV3)s + [@1 — iPy, [] + iP5, s]] + (V, — iD3)(V, +iD3)s

= - Z (Vis) — Z (123, (23, 5]]) = S [V(P), 5] = —Au(s) = S[V(¥),5].
And ) )
; D!D;s = ;(D;Dis + [D;, Df]s) = —Ags + %[V(@), s].

Thus the first fact follows directly.
O

There are two alternative ways to write the first fact that will be useful
later:

V(#,5) = V() + Ly(s) + Q(s) = V(¥) + L(s) + Q(s),

where Ly = —(7(s)+7(—s)) Ay is the second order term and Q(s) is the lower
order terms; Ly = —Ay is the linear term and Q(s) contains all the non-linear
terms.
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The second fact is a Weitzenbock type of formula:

3
< V(@) = V@), s >=—A(ls]) + Y 2[vo(=25)D; ()],
i=1
where the undefined linear algebra notations can be found in appendix [Al

This is a very mysteries (at least to the author) and happy formula. It
comes from [I1] as proposition 5.1 there (with some adaptions). It may be
also more or less originated from Donaldson, Uhlenbeck and Yau’s series of
famous work on Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence. Note that it is only true
when s € isu(2), that is, Hermitian. It is generally false if only s € sl(2,C).

Proof.

<V(¥,)-V(¥),s >=< Z([Di—(Di(es))e_s, Di+e~*(D;(€e®))]—-[D:, Df]), s >

3
=Y < (Di(e™*D;j(e")) + D} (Dy(e*)e™) — [(Di(e)e ™, e7*Di (e*))]), s > .
The following identity can be checked directly:
Di(e™*Dj(e®)) + D; (Di(e*)e™*) — [(Di(e®)e™*, e *Dj(e”))]
= *(Dy(e** D (e*)))e™* — (DiDj (¢*) — D; Dy(e%))e.

Thus

<V(W,)-V(¥),s>= Z < ef(Di(e”*D;(e*)))e *—(D;Di (e®)—D; Dj(e®))e™ %, 5 >

1=1

3
= (< Di(e™Di(e™)),s >)— < [V(¥), e, 5 > .
i=1
Here we used the fact that Ad.s is self-adjoint and Ad.s(s) = s. Moreover,
< [V(W@),e’le”® s >=<y(s)([V(¥),s]),s >=< [V(¥), s],s >= 0.

< Di(e7®Di(e*)),s >=< (01+i0y) (e 2 D (e**))+[A1+i Ay, (e 2 Di(e*))], s >
= 01(< v(—=25)(D7(25)),s >)+0(< iv(—2s)(Di(29)),s >)+ < v(—2s)Di(2s), Dis >
= 201(< Di(s),5 >) + 20,(< iD}s, s >) + 2|v(—2s)Di(s)|>.
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The last step used the fact that v(—2s) and ~(—2s) are self-adjoint and
v(—2s)(s) = s. Similarly,

< Dy(e”*D3(e*)), s >= 2|v(—2s)Dj(s)|>.

< D3(6_28D§(628)), §>=< ay(e_Qng‘(er)) + [A, — iDs, (6_25D§(625))], 5 >
= 20,(< Dj(s), s >) + 2[u(=28)Di(s) "

Finally,
201(< Di(s),s >) +20:(< iDjs, s >) +20,(< D3(s),s >)

=201 < —015+1025,5 > +20, < —i015—045,5 > +20, < —0ys,5 >= —A(|s]?).
So ,
< V(W) = V(W),s >=—A(]s]”) + Y _ 2lv(—2s)D; (s)|*.
i=1

Adding Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transformations

We need to be very careful to add two Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transfor-
mations. If we have two different Hermitian SL(2,C) gauge transformations
el and e®2. If we apply e*? first and then e®' on a configuration ¥, what we
get is e1e*?(¥), which is generally not equivalent with e®°2(¥).

Here is the correct way to add them: Let o satisfy e?? = e*2e*1e%2. Note
that e®2e?*1e*? is Hermitian. So o € isu(2) exists and is unique.

Moreover, (e'e®?e=7)*(e®te®e ) = I. So u = (e*e™e™7) is in SU(2).
And e*1e® = ue?. So e*e2(¥) is SU(2) equivalent with e?(¥).

Sometimes, we still use the sloppy notation s;+ s, to represent ¢ mentioned
above if there is not a potential confusion. Note that if [V¥s;| and |V¥s,| are
all bounded for k < K, where V¥ is the kth derivative and K is a non-negative
integer, then |V ¢| is also bounded accordingly. This is the key that guaran-
tees the elliptic estimates later are not ruined by the non-commutative way of
taking sums.

One should also be careful with the differences here: For example, s;+ s #

s9+51. And the bound of [V¥o| may also depend on the lower order derivatives
of s; and ss.
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2 The model solution

This section studies a very special case in which the extended Bogomolny
equations can be reduced to a single scalar equation. We assume the solution
W corresponds to a pair (H, ) such that

(0 2 ()

In another word, H can be diagonalized and ¢ can be made as a lower trian-
gular matrix at the same time. This section studies solutions to the extended
Bogomolny equations in this special case with generalized Nahm pole bound-
ary condition at y — 0 and real symmetry breaking condition as y — +oc.

Based on the special case 1 in subsection [[.2] the extended Bogomolny
equations are reduced to a scalar equation:

Au+ e ?|P(2)|* = 0. (%)

This section finds a solution to (%) that gives us a solution to the extended
Bogomolny equations with Nahm pole boundary condition as y — 0 and real
symmetry breaking condition as y — 4o00. This solution will serve as a model
solution to construct more solutions later in this paper.

2.1 Boundary/assymptotic conditions

In order for a solution of (*) to represent a solution to the extended Bogo-
molny equations that we are interested in, we need to translate the bound-
ary/asymptotic conditions that we mentioned into conditions on wu.

The generalized Nahm pole boundary condition as y — 0

We define the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition in an indirect
way: We quote Section 6 of [10] for a model solution that has the general-
ized Nahm pole boundary condition. The following theorem can be found as
proposition 6.1 in [10].

Theorem 2.1. For each non-zero polynomial P(z), there is a unique solution
to (x), denoted as u = g, that has the following properties:

o When y — 0, it satisfies the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition.

o When R — +00, ug = NInR + Iny + O(1), uniformly with respect to
Yy

7
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The following feature of uy will be useful later: On the entire X (either
y — 0 or y — 4+00), we have

e~ [P(2)] = O(L).
)

Note that the definition of ug here differs from the one in some literature,
say [10], up to a sign. But it agrees with some other literature, say [3].

In this paper, taking the above theorem for granted, we can simply define
a generilized Nahm pole boundary conditions for a solution u as follows:

Let ¥, be the configuration that is represented by ug. Then to say that a
general configuration ¥ satisfies the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition
means: There is a positive number e such that, possibly after an SU(2) gauge
transformation,

U =¥+ 0y '), as y— 0.

If we have a solution of (x), then the following condition on u implies that
it represents a solution with the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition:

|V(u - u0)| = O(y_l—‘rg)a u = ug + O(yg)a as y — 0.

Real symmetry breaking as y — +o00

Definition 2.2. We say that a configuration (A;, Az, A, @1, P2, P3) satisfies
the real symmetry breaking condition if, possibly after an SU(2) gauge trans-
formation, for some € > 0, when y — 400

. 1 (=i 0 B
Ay, Ag, Ay, D1, P2 = O(y ™), ¢3=§(OZ Z.)+O(?/ ).

If we have a solution of (x), then the following condition on u implies that
it represents a solution with the real symmetry breaking: As y — +oo,

aluv 82“7 e_u‘P(Z)‘ = O<y_6)7 8yu =1+ O(y_e)

2.2 The construction of a solution

We use a version of the Perrons’ method. This method is somehow standard
in many PDE books, say [6].

16



Super /sub-solutions

A function u such that

—Au—e | P(2)*<0

is called a sub-solution. A function w such that

—Au—e | P(2)*> >0

is called a super-solution.

We always assume u is continuous, but allow the possibility that u is not
differentiable. If this is the case, then a sub-solution/super-solution is defined
in the weak sense: For example, to say

—Au—e | P(2)]* >0

means for any non-negative smooth function v on X supported on a com-
pact region, we have

/X(—UAU — 2 P(2)[20) > 0.

If u is both a sup-solution and a sub-solution, then it is a weak solution.
The following argument is standard, showing that a weak solution is an actual
smooth solution:

Suppose u is a weak solution. Choose any ball whose closure is in X.
Since Au + e 2%|P(2)|?> = 0 in the ball and e 2*|P(z)|*> € L*(B), using the
standard elliptic regularity argument, we see that v € W2?(B’), where B’ is a
slightly smaller ball in B, W?? is the Sobolev space. This further implies that
e 24| P(2)|? € W*2(B') using the Chain rule for derivatives, the fact that u is
continuous and bounded, and the Sobolev embedding/multiplication inequal-
ities in a 3-dimensional space. This further implies that v € W?2* in a even
smaller ball. We can do boot-strapping and conclude that u € W?2" for any
positive n in a smaller ball. So it is smooth in that small ball. Since the ball
is arbitrary chose, u is smooth everywhere in X. In particular, it is an actual
solution.

We construct a preferred super-solution u; and a preferred sub-solution us

such that: They both satisfy the generalized Nahm pole condition plus real
symmetry breaking condition. And u; > wuy pointwise.

17



Here is the definition of wu;:

U = Ug + Y.
Here is the definition of us:
uy = up + f(y),
0, y <C;

where =
f) {y—Clny—C’—C’lnC’, y>C

where C' is a large enough constant.

Clearly they all satisfy the desired boundary/assymptotic conditions. More-
over,

Auy + e 2| P(2)[2 = Aug + e e 20| P(2) |2 < Aug + 29| P(2)[? = 0.

So uq is indeed a super-solution.

Aug+e722|P(2)|? = Aug+f"(y)+e HWe 20| P(2)|? = (e~ W —1)e 20| P(2) >+ f"(y).

Note that although f”(y) doesn’t exist, we do have

0, y<C
" >
f(y) > % y>C

in the weak sense.

So replace f”(y) by the above function on the right, we get 0 when y < C'
and we get

C C
(e W 1) |P(2)P+ ["(y) = (W —1)e 2| P(2) P4+ —5 > —e 72| P(2)P+— > 0,
Y Yy
when y > C.

Thus wu, is indeed a sub-solution.

18



Perron’s argument

In general, if we have a collection of functions u € U that are bounded
above point-wise, then we define supi to be another function whose value at
each point p is:

sup{u(p) | u € U}.

For each point p € Z, let
ug(p) = sup{u(p) | u is a sub-solution with u < uy on the entire X'}.

We still use U to denote the set {u(p) | u is a sub-solution with u <
us on the entire X'}.

Then clearly us is a function that satisfies:
up < ug < us.
We prove that us is an actual solution. We need two lemmas first:

Lemma 2.3. If we have two sub-solutions vy, vq, then max{vy,vo} is still a
sub-solution.

Proof. Clear max{vy, vy} is still continuous. Moreover,
A(max{vy,v2}) > Avy,  A(max{vi,ve}) > Avsg
in the weak sense. We write it as
A(max{vy, va}) > max{Av;, Avs}.
S0
A(max{vy, vo}) + e 2max{vivzt p(2)|2 > max{ Avy, Avy} 4 e~ 2max{viead) p(y))2

> min{Av; + e[ P(2)[%, Avy + e7*|P(2)]} 2 0.

So {vy,v9} is also a sub-solution.
]

Lemma 2.4. Suppose B is a ball whose closure is a compact subset of X.
Suppose v € U. Then there is a unique solution vy in B that is continuous up
to the boundary, such that vo > v in B and vo = v on OB. We call it a “lifting
to an solution” of v in B. Moreover v < vs.
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Proof. We show the uniqueness first. Suppose two actual solutions vy, v in B
both equal v on 0B. Then

Alvg — v}) + (6720 — e720)|P(2) > = 0.

Since vy — v}, is continuous up to boundary in B. If they are not the same
in B, without loss of generality, we may assume that p is a positive maximal
point of vy — v inside of B with the property

A(vg — vp)(p) < 0.

Since we have
(670 — e 0)|P(2)]> < 0

at p, it contradicts with the fact that

A(vg — vp) + (€720 — e720)|P()[* = 0.

To prove the existence, choose a large enough positive constant C'. Using
a standard Dirichlet argument, we may construct a function v; such that

Av; — Cv; = —e |P(2)|* = Cv in B and v; =v on 0B.

Using the fact that Av; — Cv; < Av — C'v and maximal principle, we know
v; > v. Then successively construct a sequence {v,} that have the same
boundary values on 0B and

Avpy1 — Copyy = —e 27| P(2))? — Cu,

in B. Since B and P(z) are fixed and since v is bounded below by wu; from
the construction, we may assume C' is large enough such that, if v, is also
bounded from the below by u; and if v,,1 > v,, then

e 2 P(2)]? + Copyg > €72 P(2) > + Co,.
Thus
Unt1 2 Up
implies
Avyyo — Copyo < Avyyr — Cugyg,
which further implies
Unt2 = Untl-

So inductively we get v, is an increasing sequence and Awv, is a decreasing
sequence.
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On the other hand, we have v < us. So

e 22| P(2)|* 4+ Cug > e 2| P(2)]* + Cw.
Auy — Cuy < —e™ 22 — Cuy < —e 2| P(2)]? — Cv = Avy — Cuy.
And we know that v; < us on the boundary. A maximal principle implies
that v; < us in B as well. And inductively we get v, < usy for all n. In

particular, the increasing sequence v, has an upper bound uy. So it converges
uniformly to a continuous function wvy.

Clearly v < vg < us.
Finally, suppose G is the Green’s function of A for B centered at any point

p € B and P is the Poisson’s kernel on 0B evaluated at p. Since all v, are
bounded uniformly in B, using dominated convergent theorem,

P(2)]? = Cvy)) + / Po)

0B

vo(p) = lim v,44(p) = ( lim G(Cvpgr — e 2un

n—-4o0o n—-4o0o B

:_/Ge—2vo|P(z)|2—|—/ P’Uo.
B OB

Avg + e 2|P(2)]? =0

This implies that

in B. So vy is what we want.
]

Note that in the above proof, suppose v € U. Then its lifting to a solution
in B (while keeping the outside part of B unchanged) is still in U.

Given the above two lemmas, we prove that us is an actual sotluion:

Proof. Consider a ball B whose closure is a compact subset of X. Since ele-
ments in U are continuous and bounded above uniformly by wuy in the closure
of B, we may find an increasing sequence v,, in U that converges to uz on the
closure of B. Note that this implies that us is also continuous in B.

For each element in U, replacing it with its “lifting to a solution” in B
makes it larger without violating being in U. Without affecting the argument,
we may assume each v, that we chose equal to its “lifting to a solution” in B.
In particular, each v, is an actual solution in B.

Finally, suppose G is the Green’s function of A for B centered at any point
p € B and P is the Poisson’s kernel on 0B evaluated at p. Since all v, are
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bounded uniformly in B and convergent uniformly to us in B, using dominated
convergent, theorem,

ug(p) = lim wv,(p) = lim (/B G(—6_2””|P(2)|2)—|—/ Puv,)

n——+00 n——+o0o 9B

:—/ Ge_2“3|P(z)|2+/ Pus.
B OB

This implies that
Avg + e 2| P(2)]? =0

in B. Since B is arbitrary, ug is a solution on the entire X. O
The real symmetry breaking condition

Let ui,u9,u3 have the same meaning as before. Remember that u; <
us < us. We verify that us satisfies the real symmetry breaking condition as
y — +oo. We always assume € is a small enough constant, and y — 400
(which means, all the inequalities only work when y is large enough).

It suffices to verify that:

Orusz, Oguz, e "*|P(2)] = O(y™°), Oyuz =1+ O(y™).
Since uz > u; = ug + ¥,

e ?|P(z)] <e Ve ™| P(2)| = O(e™).
Let v =u3 —y — N1n R. It only remains to verify that

Vol = O(y™).

The equation for v is:

Av+ NR 2+ e 2|P(2)]* = 0.
Then

e 23| P(2)|* = O(e™ ).

So
Av = O(y™2).

Moreover, we have

|v| <max{|us —y— NInR,us —y — NInR|} = O(lny).

We need a lemma:
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Lemma 2.5. Choose a point (z,y) first. Suppose r < =. Let B, be the ball of

RS

radius v centered at (z,y). Then

/ Vol = O(r| Inyf?).
By

Proof. For each ball B,, we may choose a cut-off function y that is supported
in By, (the ball of radius 2r with the same center) such that:

x=1in B,, and |V"x|=0O(r"%), for any non-negative integer k.
Then

/B V() = / Axw) (xv) < / (18010l 4219 () [V x| o]+ (| Al 4219 x2) o)

Bar

1 C
<5 [P+ [ vl + SloP)
BQ,,« B27“ r

where C' is a large enough constant.
Recall that

Av=e?|P(2)*=0(y™?), v=0(ny).

It implies
C
Vol < [ V0P <2 [ (ellel+ 1) = 06y gl 0t (tny)?) = O tny)?).
B',« BQT BZT

]
Now we prove that |Vv| = O(y ™).

Proof. We assume r < g and let G be the Green’s function of the Laplacian

centered at (z,y). Let B, be the ball of radius r with the same center. Let x
be the same cut-off function as in the previous lemma. Then

(Vo) (z.y) = / GALTY),

B2r'
where (Vv)(z,y) is Vv evaluated at the point (z,y). Using integration by
parts, one can verify that

(V0)(2,9)] < /

Bay

GlAX V)] S/ BUVEGI(VX)+IGI VXDVl +[V (G| Av]).

Bay
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We have |[VG||(Vx)| + |G||V2x| = O(r3), so

/B(8(|VG|I(VX)|+|G||V2X|)IWI)S/ (8(|VG||(VX)|+|G||V2X|)2)é(/ Vol?)?

BQ,,« B27“
= O(r_g : r%| Iny|) = O(r~'Iny).

Moreover,

/B V(Gx)| = 0().

/B V(61 40] =00y,

Remember that we are working on the region such that y — +o0c. We may
choose r = ,/y, then we get

Vo] = O~ Iny|) + O(r?y~2) = O(y 3| Iny|) = O(y ™),

1
where 0 < € < 7

The generalized Nahm pole boundary condition

We verify the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition for us. In this
section, we always assume € is a small enough constant and y — 0 (which
means, all inequalities only work when y is small). Note that both u; and us
satisfy the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition.

Since u; < uz < usg, cleary we have

Uz = Uog + O(ye)
So it suffices to check that

[V (uz = uo)| = O(y~").
Let v = ug — ug = O(y). Then

Av+ (e7 — 1)e 2™ |P(2)]* = 0.
S0

Av = —(e7® — 1e 2| P(2)|* = O(y ™).
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The following lemma is similar with lemma [2.5] except that we are working
in the region y — 0 now and the definition of v is also different.

Lemma 2.6. Choose a point (z,y) first. Suppose r < % Let B, be the ball of

radius r centered at (z,y). Then

[Vol* = O(ry?).

By

Proof. We choose the same cut-off function supported in By, and equal 1 in
B, as always. Then the same argument as in the last paragraph,

J 19 =0 (avlel + 1) = 06%) + Otry) = Ory?)

O

Now we prove that |Vu| = O(y~'*). This is also similar with the last
subsection (the real symmetry breaking).

Proof. We assume r < L4 and let G be the Green’s function of the Laplacian

centered at (z,y). Let B, be the ball of radius r with the same center. Let x
be the same cut-off function as always. Then

(Vo) (z.y) = /B GA().

where (Vv)(z,y) is Vv evaluated at the point (z,y).
We have

IVGII[(VX)]+|GIIVx| = O(r™), /B IV(GX)=0(r).

Using the same method as the real symmetry breaking case,

(V0)(2,9)] < /

Bar

(8(|VG|I(VX)I+IGHV2XD2)%(/

Vo) [ VGl
B2»,« BZT

= O(r2 -r2y) + O(r*y ™),
We may choose r = 1_y6 Then we get

3
2

Vol =02 -r2y) + O(r2y™) = O(1).
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2.3 The uniqueness

Suppose ug, U1, Uz, uz all have the same meanings as in the last subsection. We
prove that the solution of (%) is unique under certain constraints:

Proposition 2.7. Suppose u is a solution of (%) such that,

lu—w| < Cly +y'™),

where C' is any fized large constant and € € (0,1) is another fized real number.
Then u = us.

The author conjectures under weaker conditions it is still unique.
Conjecture 2.8. Suppose u is a solution of (x) such that, for some e > 0,

o Wheny — 400, e “|P(2)| =0y ) and |V(u—y)| = O(y™).

o Wheny — 0, u=uy+ O(y°) and |V(u — up)| = O(y~7°).

Then uw = ug. (The inequalities do not necessarily uniform in z in the conjec-
ture.)

The remaining of this subsection proves proposition 2.7

Lemma 2.9. Suppose v is a smooth function on X such that for some € > 0
and C > 0, |v| < C(y* + y'=¢). Moreover, Av > 0 on the entire X. Then
v <0.

Proof. Let f(y) = supwv(z,y). Note that since v is bounded on each fixed
zeC
y slice, f(y) is a well-defined function on y € [0,400). Moreover, f(y) <

C(y + y'7¢). In particular, we have f(0) = 0. N

Note that since v is continuous, f(y) is also a continuous function. We
show that f(y) is a concave up function.

In fact, for any € > 0 and y = yo > 0. Let 2y be a point such that
flyo) — v(yo, 20) < €. Moreover, we may assume v(z,1o) — €|z — 2] has a
strict maximum over z € C at z = zp. In particular, the 97 + 97 acting on
v(2,y0) — €|z — 20|? has a negative value at z = z.

Note that A(v(z,y0) — €[z — 20|*) > —2e. Since A = 97 4 95 + 9;. This
indicates that

(97v) (20, y0) > —2e.

26



Since 8521 is smooth, we actually have
(051)) > —3€
in a neighbourhood of (zp, 49). So using the mean value theorem,

lim inf v(20, Yo — h) + v(20, yo + k) — 2v(20, Yo)
h—0 h2

= aZ,U(ZOa 5) > _3€a
where ¢ is a number that can be arbitrarily close to .

So

liminff(yo —h)+ flyo+h) —2f(yo) + 2¢ -

m 11 % —3e.

Letting € — 0, we get

i 4 Wo = ) + fyo + h) = 2f ()

h—0 h? =0

Since this is true at any point, we know that f(y) is a concave up function.

Fix any yo > 0. Then since f(y) is concave up, for any other y > 0,

FW)yo + FO)(y —yo) = fyo)y-
Recall that f(0) = 0, we have

f(yo)
fly) > m

But f(y) < C(y*+y'=¢). We must have f(y9) < 0. This is true for any .
Thus f(y) <0 for any y > 0. And it implies that v < 0.

Y.

O

Corollary 2.10. If v; and vy are two solutions of (x) on X such that 0 <
v — vy < C(y* +y'¢) on the entire X for some C > 0 and € € (0,1). Then
V1 = Vag.

Proof. We have
Alvg —v1) = (72 —e722)|P(2)]* > 0.
So from the lemma 2.9 vy — vy < 0. Hence v; = v,. O

Lemma 2.11. Suppose C' is a large constant and € € (0,1). Then there is
a second order differentiable function f(y) on y € [0,400) with the following
properties:
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C
o W)+ (e 1) 20

Proof. In fact, we may choose a even larger C’ and let
fy)=y—C'y +y'™).

Then all three bullets are satisfied provided that C’ is large enough. Here is
the reason: The first two bullets are obvious. For the third bullet,

1
(e /® 1) = —(C'e(l—e)(y +y' ) + Ce 2 _ ().
Y
when y is small, y < C'(y* +4'7¢). So e 2/ — C > 0 and hence the above
expression is non-negative.

Otherwise, since C” is large, when y > C'(y¢ + y*~¢), since y has a lower
bound, we may assume

C'e(1—e)(y* +y' ) —C >0.

So in any case, the third bullet is also true.

Now here is the proof of proposition 2.7
Proof. Suppose u is a solution of (x) such that,
lu—w] <Oy +y'™).

In the Perron’s argument, we may instead choose u; to be ug+y+ C(y° +
y17¢) for a possibly larger constant C' and choose sy to be ug+y—C(y*+y*~¢).
Since C' is assumed to be large, by lemma 2.11] one can verify that they are
indeed super/sub solutions.

Using these substituted w; and us, we may run Perron’s argument again
and get a solution, still call it uz. But recall that

uz = sup{u | u is a sub-solution with u < uy on the entire X}.

And u is a solution with u < us. So we have us > w.
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On the other hand, we may modify the Perron’s argument to define
uy = inf{u(p) | u is a super-solution with u > u; on the entire X }.

By the same reason, uj is also an actual solution. And u; < u. So in order
to prove u is unique, we only need to show that

uz = us.

Since we know that uf < ugz. And

Auz — uj) = (6_2“3 — 6_2“{3)|P(z)|2 <0.

Moreover,
uz — uh < Jup — ug| < 2C(y< +y'7).

Thus by lemma [2.9] we know that us = uj. O
A remark on poly-homogeneous expansion

Based on Section 6 of [10], uy has a poly-homogeneous expansion on X ,
where X is a preferred way to compactify X as a manifold with boundaries
and corners whose definition can be found in either appendix [Bl or [10]. How-
ever, surprisingly, this is not the case for us. In fact, uz3 may have a poly-
homogeneous expansion on each boundary away from the corners of X, but
they do not seem to compatible at the corner. Even in the simplest case:
Suppose there is no knot singularity as y — 0, but only Nahm pole sigular
boundary condition with real symmetry condition. The solution is written
explicitly as

6y — 6_y
2 )
This solution doesn’t seem to have a poly-homogeneous expansion at the
corner of X given by R — +o0o while ¢y — 0 at the same time, where y =
Rsin .

u = In(

3 The continuity method

In this section, we use the continuity method to construct more solutions to
the extended Bogomolny equations with generalized Nahm pole boundary con-
dition and the real symmetry condition. This construction is almost identical
with Dimakis’ argument in [3]. By way of looking ahead, here is a brief sketch:
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With the help of the solution uz constructed in the last section, for each
triple (P(z),Q(2), R(z)), where P,Q, R are polynomials with degR < deg(@,
@ and R are coprime, P, () are monic, we construct an approximate solution
(H.,p) that corresponds to it. Then we improve the approximate solution
near y — 0. Finally, we use a continuity method to further improve it to get
an actual solution.

3.1 The approximate solution

Suppose a triple (P, @, R) is given. The approximate solution constructed in
this section will be a pair (H.,, ¢) with

- (P&) 8)‘

We define H, separately in different regions. Recall that in general, we
may write H, as

~(h+hHw* o
H*‘( e Bt )

For an approximate solution, we only require that it behaves nicely near
all boundaries/corners, but allow it to behave awfully in the middle area. We
only need to define H, near each boundary and use any arbitrary smooth one
to fill the inside.

Note that a preferred compactification of X and preferred coordinates near
boundaries/corners are used as always. See appendix [B] for the definitions of
all types of boundaries/corners and local coordinates.

When p is large (near type I boundary)

Recall that when p is large, p? = |2|? + y2. In this region,

~(h+hHw* o
H, = ( h™lw Rt )7

R(z)
Q(z)

where h = €™, w = X(M)
)

which satisfies

, and wug is the function constructed in section

Aus + e~ P(2)]* = 0
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and generalized Nahm pole bounary condition plus real symmetry breaking
condition.

Since p is large, we may assume that X(M) = 0 at all roots of Q(z) and w

well-defined. Moreover, V(H, @) can be represented by (see special case 1 in

subsection [[.2)):
1 (E F

E = Aug + e (40w]* + [9,w]* + |P]*) = e (4]0w* + |0,w]?),

with

F = e (Aw — 2(0yu3)(9,w) — 8(0w)(dus)).
||

Note that Aw,d,w and dw are only non-zero when 1 < = < 2. So
Yy
E = F = 0 except in the region 1 < B < 2. In this region, since we
Yy
have assumed p is large, e™* = O(e™) = O(e™?), |w| = O(p~dee@tdeelt),

|Vw| = O(p~des@tdeslt _ 1) | Vuy| = O(1) and |Aw| = O(p~%). So in fact, the
first bullet of the extended Bogomolny equtauions
[V(H, )| =O(e™),
||

as p — 400, uniformly in —.

When r is small (near type III boundary)

We construction H, on a region such that y is small and |z| is bounded
above. This region contains all the points with small r.

We have to work in a different basis. (That is to say, a different choice of
S1, $2 in the definition of (H, ¢), see subsection [[2])

Since ) and R are coprime, we assume QS + TR = 1, where S,T are

also polynomials. Consider the holomorphic SL(2,C) gauge transformation
T

u = ( @ ) (Recall, it is not an actual gauge transformation on the

-R S
configuration, see subsection [[2l) It sends ¢ to

31



uLou — S =T\ /(0 0 Q T\ (-PQT —PT?
=\r @ )\P o)J\=r 5) "\ P@* Por)
In this basis, we choose
N _ e’ 0
u' Hu = < 0 e‘“é) ;

where wj is the version of uz but using PQ? instead of P. That is to say, uj
satisfies the following equation:

Auly + e 25| P(2)Q(2)** = 0.

Using the new pair (H,, p,) = (u*Hu,u pu), its preferred configuration
Ui, .0 18 SU(2) gauge equivalent to ¥y ,. (Recall the definition of ¥y, is in
subsection [L2) This is in the special case 2 there. So the first bullet of the
extended Bogomolny equations is

1 /E F
with
E = Aul+e 25| PQ?*+e%3| PT?|?, F = 2¢“s(PT*PQT)+e | PQI*(TQ+TQ).

When |z| is bounded, all the polynomials P, Q, R, T, S are bounded. Note

/ / 1
that when y is small and |z| is bounded, e“s = O(1) and e | PQJ* = O(-).
Y

Thus

/ 1
E = |PT?* = O(1), F=0(~),
Y
uniformly in z when |z| is bounded.

Going back to the original basis, H is written as

e 0 4 (S R\(es 0 S =T

[ |SP%e% + e % |R|? —TSes + RQe
— \—TSe" + RQe™ |T|%e% + |Q?e™"s )

1
We still have |V (H.,, ¢)| = O(—) since its norm doesn’t change under SU(2)
)

gauge transformations. This is what we want.
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When 1) is small (near type II boundary)

We assume 1 is small. When |z| is large at the same time, recall that H,
R(z)

is already defined by h = e“3, w = o) We call it
g (€7 T e IREPIQR)T e R(2)Q(2)7
1 eHR(2)Q(:) et |

On the other hand, when |z| is small at the same time, H, is also defined
to be

H. — |S2e% + e |R|?  —TSe" + RQe %\ (et +e %af> e b
27 \=TSe" + RQe~vs  |T|2e" + |Q|2evs | — u )
When |z] is neither too large nor too small and ¢ (or y) is small, we have
e |S|,|T| are all bounded.

o s = O(y) (or O(¢)) and e** = O(y) (or O(¥)).

e As y — 0, and when |z| is not small (to stay away from zeros of P and
Q), u3 = —Iny—In|P|+ O(y), while u} = —Iny — In(|PQ?) + O(y). So

uz —uz = —2In Q|+ O(y).

All these properties imply that in this region, as y — 0

R(z)
Q(z)
So using a smooth cut-off function in z to connect us and @, we get an H,

defined on the entire region where ¢ is small such that H, = H; when with
|z| is large and H, = Hy when |z| is small. The error in the middle is

u=uz+ O0(y), w=

+ O(y).

V(H,,p) = V(Hy, @) =0y "), V(H.,e)—=V(Hye)=0(@y").

when |z| is neither too small nor too big.

So V(H,,¢) = O(y™!) uniformaly in 2z and V(Hi, p) = 0 when |z| is large.
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To sum up

We have defined an H, near each boundary/corner with

. (P?z) 8)

We can define H, in the middle area smoothly and arbitrarily. The prop-
erties of the pair (H,, ) are:

e H, is smooth on X.

The configuration that corresponds to it satisfies the generalized Nahm
pole boundary condition as y — 0 (but of the version of PQ?, not P)
and real symmetry breaking condition as y — 4-00.

1
When y — 0, V(H,, ¢) = O(—) uniformly in 2.
Y

When R — +o00, V(H,,¢) = O(e™®) uniformly in L

||
When |z] is large but y is small, or when y is large but |z| is small,
V(H,, ) =0.

An estimate on ¥y,

For later analysis, we will need an estimate on the point-wise norm ¥y, |.
Here the norm is the sum of the norms on all its six components A, Ay, Ay, @1, Do, Ps.

Recall that if (H.,,¢) is written in the format

h+h 1t w|> htw
HI( hlw pt) ¥

Il
VRS
P
IS
S~—
o o
N

then Wy, . is written as

P =P, — id, (h_olp 8)
5 _i(—ayh —(9yw)
ST on \—ow 9, )’
1/ 0 dw

Ag_ﬁ(—ﬁyw O)’
4L (—ia_gh 28@)

2h \—20w idsh
o (m 28@)

L P 20 \20w —81h



Examining the construction of H, it is clear that when y > 1, all these
terms are point-wise bounded above by a constant which doesn’t depend on y
or z.

1
When y — 0, one also examines that |V, | = O(—) uniformly in 2.
Yy
So overall, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
1
V. ol < C(=+1)
Y
on the entire X.

A remark on geometrical meanings of (P, ), R) and boundary condi-
tions

We briefly explain the geometrical meanings of (P, @, R). There is no dif-
ference in this regard between our situation and the situation described by
Dimakis in [3] without real symmetry breaking .

Note that zeros of PQ? are the “knotted points” for the generalized Nahm
pole boundary condition with degrees. And zeros of P are the zeros and van-
ishing orders of ¢. Moreover, under a certain SL(2, C) gauge, there is a “small

section” described by (ggg

data are irrelevant with the SU(2) gauge transformations. So in particular,
different choices of (P, @, R) do not give SU(2) equivalent solutions.

). Readers may see [3] for more details. These

3.2 Improve the approximate solution when y is small

Suppose ¥, = ¥y, , is the approximate solution in the last subsection. We
modify ¥, when y is small and |z| is bounded to make V (¥,) = O(y™) for any
positive integer n as y — 0. Without leading to an ambiguity, we may still
use ¥, to denote the modified version after this subsection in this paper.

The idea of the modification is to inductively construct a smooth section
s of isu(2), k > 0. Suppose e®0T511 5% acts on ¥, and gets W,. (Note that
the summation is in the sense described in subsection [[.3] written in a sloppy
way.) Then ¥} has the property

V(%) =0, si=0(@y""),
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when y — 0, with e arbitrarily small. We assume all the derivatives of s
also have the correct vanishing order as y — 0. We further assume each s
is supported in a region where y is small and |z| is bounded. So it doesn’t
ruin other good properties that ¥, has as listed in Bl In particular, we as-

1
sume originally V' (¥,) = 0 when y < i and |z| > M for some large constant

1
M > 0. Then for each ¥, we inductively assume V(%) = 0 when y < i
and |z| > (2 — 2=+ M7,

Here is the construction:

Suppose W_; is constructed. (When k& = 0, we assume ¥;,_; = ¥,.) When
y is small, for any arbitrarily small € > 0,

V(#1) = Oy"17),

1
and V(¥;_1) = 0 when y < " and |z| > (2 — 27F)M at the same time.

We use Lj;_; to denote the operator Ly, , for simplicity. We haven’t stud-
ied the mapping properties of L;_; yet, which is in fact awful. But luckily
since we don’t care about the region when either y or |z| is large, we may
modify Lj_; to remain unchanged when both y and |z| are small, but equals
Ly, when either y or |z| is large, where ¥, , is a configuration with the
same version of generalized Nahm pole boundary condition and without real
symmetry breaking at y — +o0o0. When y is small and |z| is bounded, as an
elliptic operator with “edge” type (strictly speaking, y2L&p];71 is the elliptic
operator of “edge” type locally), only non-leading terms are modified. This
operator Ly, is already well studied in [16] and [I1]. And it equals Ly,
when y is small and |z| is bounded (whose bound is larger than 2M, say when
|z| < 100M).

Suppose x1(y) is a smooth cut-off function in y which is 1 when y is small
and 0 when y is large. Suppose x2(z) is a smooth cut-off function in z which
is 1 when |z| < 100M and 0 when |z| is large. By the same reason as the proof
of proposition 7.1 in [11] or the arguments in paragraph 4.3 in [3], we have a
smooth section §j such that when y — 0, in this region,

Ly (k) = =xa@)x2(2)V (#), 8 = O(y*179),

All the derivatives of §; also have the appropriate decay rates at y — 0.
Note that 5, may behave bad outside the region mentioned above.
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In fact, the operator Ly, is locally invertible in the region y is small
and |z| < 100M above the lower Fredhohm weight. To be more precise, if V'
is supported in this region and V € y‘;C'i]Z’a when 6 > —2, then there is an
Sk € YT Cl™ such that Ly, 3 =V in this region. The definition of ok
can be found in [I1], [3] or appendix [Cl The fact that the Fredholm weight is
above —2 can be found in [I6], [II] or [3]. (Strictly speaking, near a corner
both ¢ and r goes to 0, we should use w‘;r‘sCfe’a. However even there, ¥r is
equivalent with y.) Since we only require the equation holds in the local region
mentioned above, this is a local property and there is no need to define the
space in other parts of X, say, when R — +o00. This also means, s; is allowed
to behave bad outside the region that we are interested in. Note that the
small constant € exists because of the fact that 5, may have additional terms
of O(y°*?Iny) which make it not reside exactly in y*+2CF.

We may take a third cut-off function x3(z) in z which is 1 when |z| <
(2—27F)M and 0 when |z| > (2—2~* D) M. Recall the fact that V(¥,_;) = 0
when |2| > (2 —27%)M and y is small. This implies that Lys (5x) = 0 in the
same region.

Thus let s = x3(2)x1(y)Sk.- We have s is supported in the region |z| <
(2 — 2*1)M and y is small. And in particular, when |z] < (2 — 28F1)M and

1
y < % (We assume y1(y) = 1 in this region),

Li-1(sk) = Loy, (sx) = Ly, (x3(2))3k-

So let ¥ be the configuration that we get after applying e on Wj_;.
According to the first fact in subsection [[.3]

V(@) =V (Ph-1) + Li—1(sk) + Q(sk).

1
When |z| < (2 —2F)M and y < I

V(W) = V(W) + L1 (se) + Qse) = Qsi) = O(y*™).
When (2 —2F)M < |2| < (2 = 2M1)M and y < %,
V(Wi1) = Li—1(5,) =0

and
Li—1(x3(2)3k) S [V2xal86] + | Vxs| [ V3R] = Oy ).

V(%) = V(¥o1) + L1 (se) + Q(si) = Le—1(xs3(2)3k) + Q(s) = O(¥* ).
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1
Finally, when |z| > (2 — 281)M and y < 2 e have s, = 0 thus ¥y, = ¥j_;.

So the inductive construction is finished.

We take summation in a convergent way of {s;} (and in the sense described
in subsection [[.3]) and get a new configuration, still denoted as ¥,, with the
additional property besides what are listed in subsection B.1k

V() =0(y"),

for any positive integer n when y — 0 uniformly in z. Here “in a convergent
way” means we may freely multiply a cut-off function in y supported and
equals to 1 near y = 0 (but becomes 0 quickly when y gets away from 0) onto
each s (whose support depends on s;) to make the infinite sum of s converge.
In the remaining of this paper, we will use this new W, instead of the old one.

3.3 The continuity argument

Let ¥, be the approximate solution from the last subsection. Let s, = V(&,).
Clearly s, € isu(2). Consider e acting on ¥, and call it ¥,. Note that s,
vanishes up to any finite order on any boundaries. (We’ll need this property
to make sure that ¥ still satisfies the same generalized Nahm pole condition
and real symmetry condition as ¥,. ) Then e~ % acting on ¥, gets back to ¥,.
We have

V (W, —S4) = Ss,

where the notation V (¥, —s,) is defined in subsection [[.3l
On the other hand, by the first fact described in subsection

se = V(W) = Lug(s4) + Q(=s5.)-

Thus V(%) = 0 whenever s, = 0. And V(%) = O(y") for any n when
y — 0 just like s,. And it decays exponentially when R — 0 just like s,. That
is to say, for some small constant € > 0,V (%) = O(e™ %) as R — +oc.

The following equation
V(!po, S) +ts=0

has an obvious solution s = —s, when ¢ = 1. In general, suppose s is a section
of isu(2). Let S C [0, 1] be the set of ¢ values such that

V(!po, S) +ts=0
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has a solution with s € Xlk/2_6 1/2—e—1te for some small ¢ > 0 and any non-

+
negative integer k, where the definition of Xlk/2—e 1/2—em

appendix [Cl Then S is non-empty. (Because 1 € S.)

l4e Can be found in

By way of looking ahead, we prove that S = [0, 1] by showing it is both
relatively open and relatively closed. In particular, when t = 0, it gives an
actual solution to the extended Bogomolny equations. In fact, we have the
following five facts:

e The initial s; = —s, is in X,

33071

is straightforward from the construction.

for any non-negative integers k, [. This

e Suppose at some t = t, > 0, there is a solution s,, € XV, »

for all k, 1.
2720
Then for some small € > 0 depending on ., there is also a solution in
X%, whent, —e <t <t,+e This is proved in subsection 3.5

e For each 0 < ty < 1, suppose when t; < t < 1 there is a solution
s, € XF | . Then there is a constant C' which only depends on k, [, ¢,

2727

and ¥, such that
[sellxe < C.

11 5
2°2

Note that the constant C' doesn’t depend on s; or ¢t. This is proved in
subsection [3.4]

e Suppose t > 0. If s, is a solution in XF | for all £ and [ and some

276276

small € > 0. Then it is also in X¥, | for all k and [. This is proved in

11
subsection

e There is a constant C' which depends only on k and ¥, such that for
any 0 < t < 1, if there is a solution s, € XF | L Then

227

Il <C.

11
2°2

Note that C' doesn’t depend on s; or t. This is proved in subsection B.4l

Proof that S = [0, 1] using the above facts

Let S” be the subset of S such that additionally s, € X%, _, for all £, 1.
2727
Then 1 € S".

The second bullet indicates that S’ is relatively open in [0, 1]. If there is
a sequence {t,} in S’ converging to ty > 0. Then by the third bullet and
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by choosing a sub-sequence, we may assume s;, converges to an element in
Xf—e,l—g,—z for all k,l. We don’t need to add an € on —I since it is true for all
L. 2Th2e1r1 by the fourth bullet the limit s;, actually lies in X g’%’_l. This limit
solves the ty version of the equation. So S’ M (0, 1] is a relatively closed subset

of (0,1]. Thus (0,1} C S’. In particular, (0,1] C S.

Finally, choose a sequence t,, — 0. According the the fifth bullet, by choos-
ing a sub-sequence, we may assume s, converges to some sy € X¥ |
2

__E’E_

€,—1+€’
This limit sy solves the t = 0 version of the equation. Thus 0 € S.

3.4 A priori estimates

This subsection derives some a priori estimates, which prove the third and the
fifth bullets of the facts listed in the end of subsection 3.3l These estimates
are largely due to Dimakis’ estimates in [3]. A large portion of them are also
nearly identical to Mazzeo and He’s work in [10] and Jacob and Walpuski’s
work in [I3]. Moreover, the local C%® estimate may originate in Bando and
Siu’s paper [1] and the local C** estimate may originate in Hildebrandt’s work
in [I2]. The author is not attempting to trace all the origins here, but wants
to give the readers the impression that these estimates are all standard in
analysis in some sense.

Local L estimate

Suppose we have a solution
V(lp(], 8t> + tSt =0.

Then according to the second fact (WeitzenBock formula) described in sub-
section [[L3], we have
3
2 1 2 * .12
—tlsil =< V@, 5,), 5 >=< V%), 5 > —5 Alls[*) + > Jo(—s)Djs|*.
i=1
Lemma 3.1. (Dimakis’ estimate in [3]) For each k > 1, there exists a constant
Cy which only depends on V(¥), k and to > 0, such that for each t € (ty, 1], if
s € Xk . for all k,1. Then

1
227

sup |p¥sy| < Cy.

Moreover, when k = 1, if we only assume t € [0,1] and s, € X¥,  for all k,

then there is a constant C which doesn’t depend on t such that

sup |psi| < C.
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Note that the definition of p can be found in appendix (B

Proof. The constants €} and C' may change from line to line. Keep in mind
that C only depends on ¥, k and t,, while C' only depends on ¥j.

Note that originally we have

|3t| < P_ka(St),

where Cy(s;) depends on s;.

Point-wise we have
—A(]se?) + 2t[ s> < 2]V ()] - |s4]
Consider the Green’s function for —A 4+ 2¢ on X. This Green’s function is

e~ V2tp—al  o—V2tp—q|

Gava(p) = -
2 =y Hp

where ¢ is the reflection of ¢ about y = 0 plane.

First we assume t > t5 > 0 and prove the first bullet. Choose a ball B of
radius B centered at ¢. The maximal principle implies that

MV§/%mWMMM=/ wmwmwm+/ 2Gion o V(T 5]
X BNX X\B

< 2k+ICk(St)(/ P Glarg [V (W0)| + Gatg|V (%0)])-

BNX X\B

Note that |V (¥)| has exponential decay as p — 400 and G, has expo-
nential decay with respect to the distance to ¢ outside of the ball B. So

([ 7 GuV) + [ GuVO) < O
BNX

X\B

This implies
|si] < V/CiCi(s0)p™.

Repeating this finitely many times we get,
|s¢] < Cip*

Next we assume t € [0, 1] and prove the second bullet.
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We simply have

—A(ls:*) < 2[V(%)] - |sel.

Originally we have
|sil < Cls)p™ < Clsy).

And the same maximal principle applies and we have
i < [ 2Go,V@Is] <20(:) [ [GollIV ()
X X
—~20(s)( | (GaallV@l+ [ [GoullV (@)
XNB X\B

Note that / Go4|V (¥)| is bounded above by C'p~2 since |V (¥y)| has an
X\B

exponential decay in p when p — +o00.

On the other hand, note that

1 4y(p)y(q)
Arlp—qllp—al(lp—al+[p—al)’
where y(p), y(q) means the y coordinates of p and q respectively. On X\ B,

\Go,q(P)‘

/ GoglV (Wo)| < C / VWD), (g1, < 0 / Y|V ()| < Cp2,
X\B X\B lp—q| X

So after all

[s¢* < CC(s)p™.

Which means
ls¢] < C’C’(st)p_l.

Repeating this finitely many times we get (remember that C' may change from
line to line)
|s:| < Cp.

O

We also need a point-wise estimate of |s;| when y — 0. We use ¢ to
represent y when y is small and 1 when y is not small.

Lemma 3.2. (This is inspired by a similar Taubes’ estimate in [20])
There is a constant C' which only depends V (¥,), such that,

|s¢| < C?J%-
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Proof. Since by lemma [B1] |s;| is bounded above by C' on the entire X. We
only need to assume y is small. Recall in the proof of lemma [3.1], the maximal
principle that we have:

5 < [ 2GaglV)si.
Suppose initially we suppose
js:] < min{C(s,)y*, C},
where C'(s;) depends on s;.

y(q)

Let B be the ball of radius - centered at gq. Then |Gy,| < Cy~2y(q)
outside of this ball and

/ 2G4V (20)]|31] < CC(s0)yla) / y2V (20)|
X\B

X\B

Note that / y %IV (¥)] is bounded. So centered at the point ¢, we have
b

/X | 2oalV )] £ COGy(a)

On the other hand, within the ball B, since |V (¥y)| = O(y") for any
positive integer n when y is small, we have

| 2oVl < CCsiy
B

So after all
‘3t|2 S CC(St)y
Repeating this finitely many times we get

|$t| S C\/g
U

The interior p~!C%* estimates for s; away from y = 0 (Bando and
Siu’s estimates)

We continue to assume s, € X'* solves

1
22!

V(lp(], 8t> + tSt = 0.

We first work in a region away from the y = 0 boundary.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose B, is a ball of radius r in X which is far away from
the y = 0 boundary. We assume r < 1. Let G be the Green’s function of A
centered at the center of the Ball (basically 4w times 1 over the distance to the
center). Let

P = [ GvsP

B
Then there exists a constant C' and « € (0, 1) which only depends on Wy, such
that
f(r) < Cr*.

Proof. Recall the fact that |s;| is bounded above by a constant that only
depends on V' (¥;). So the point-wise norm (largest eigenvalue) of the operator
ad_g, is also bounded uniformly on the entire X. Note that ady, is a self-dual
map. So all its eigen-values are real number. Thus

o= = Iy S

is bounded below uniformly (that is to say, the norm of all its eigenvalues are
bounded below by a positive constant).

So for a constant C' which only depends on V(¥), but may change from
line by line, we have

—A(|s:[*) CZ\D*St\2+t\8t\2 < [V(%o)llst]

=1

From now on, let x, be a standard smooth cut-off function which is 1 on

B, and 0 outside of By,. We assume |V*y,| < T—i uniformly.
Step 1 We first show that f(r) is uniformly bounded above. We have
~A(s?) + SIVs < V()] < C
On a ball B, of radius r centered at p,

/ GIVs|? < / WGIVs? < C / WG(A(s,?) +C)
o BQT- B2r'

< Cls:l*(0) +C | s ((Ax)G + (VX VG)) + C < C.

Bar
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Step 2 Let 5, be the average of s; on the region Bsy,.\B,, where B,, and
B, have the same center. That is to say,

- 1
5 = — St.
¢ VOI(BQT\BT’) /BQT\BT' '

Since §; is a constant, all its derivatives are 0. Moreover, since we are
working in a region away from the y = 0 boundary, we know that || is
uniformly bounded and hence

[D18], [Dasel, [Dssels [Di(v(=50)ls [D2(v(=50)l, [Ds(v(—5:))]
are all bounded uniformly. Thus
[V (%o, 50)| < [V(¥)| + [Ly5e| +|Q(s0)| < C.

Suppose et = eSte?? e, (See subsection [L3] for details on how to add Hermi-
tian gauge transformations.) Then o € isu(2). We will verity that

lo| < Clsy — 5], |Vs| < C|Val.

In fact, for the first inequality, suppose the eigen-values of o are \; and \s.
Then tr(e”) = e* +e*2. And the norm |o| is equivalent with |\;| +|\2|, which
is also equivalent with tr(e”) — 2 when |o| is bounded. On the other hand, we
indeed have |s;|, |8, |o| are all bounded and

Then the first inequality follows.

The second inequality is because
7(25,)(2V (81))e** = e*4(20)(2Vo)e* e™.

Again, |v(2s;)], ||, |e*|, |v(20)], |e%| are all bounded above and below
away 0. So |Vs;| and |Vo| can bound each other.

Applying the Weitzenbock formula in subsection and the fact that
s¢, S, 0 are bounded above, we get

1 1
—§A(\0|2) + 5|VU|2 < (IV(%, s0))| + [V (W0, 31)[)|o] < C.
So we have

GlVs*<C | GIVe*<C | xG|Vo>!<C x»G(1+ A(|o]?))

B B, Ba,. Ba
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< Cr2+C’/

By

1
(1ACG)GI+IVxAIVED]o]* < C’r2+C—3/
r B2T'\B7‘

lo|* < Cr2+C'/ G|Vs|2

BQT‘ \Br

The last inequality above is the Poincare inequality

/ |o|* < C/ se — 5i|* < OrQ/ Vs, |2.
B2T'\B’l‘ B2T'\B’l‘ B2T'\B’l‘

So f(r) < Cr?+ C(f(2r) — f(r)).

By some algebraic manipulations and the fact that f(r) is an increasing
function, one sees from above that

flr) < Cr*,
for some « € (0, 1). O

Note that the proof of lemma Bl implies that locally |Vs;| has a finite
L*12% norm (the Morry-Campanato norm, see appendix [D)). By theorem [D.2
in the same appendix, we know that

[St]co,a(B) < C.
So away from the y = 0 boundary (say, y > 1),
‘8t|co,a S C.

Moreover, when p is large, (Here p means the p value of the center of the
ball, hence is a constant.)

3
1 *
—Allpsil®) + 5 D_leDisel® + tptsil* < [V(20) o5
i=1

which is bounded above uniformly. And the proof doesn’t need to change if
we replace s; with ps;, where p is the p-value of the center of the ball B. In
particular, we still have

[V (%, p51)| < C.

(We need to use the first fact in subsection and lemma [B.2] here.)
So in fact, we get when y is not small (say y > 1), we get

I3/l 1cne < C

for some a € (0, 1).
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Moreover, by exactly the same reason, if ¢ > t; > 0 and allow C' to depend
on ty and an additional positive integer [. Then

Istll, 1coe < ©

for some a € (0, 1).

The y%CiOéa estimates for s; near y =0 (This is an “adapted to the edge
boundary version” of Bando and Siu’s estimate, being analog with an estimate
of He and Mazzeo introduced in [I1].)

We cannot use the same argument to show that s, is still locally in C%
near y = 0 since we don’t have a uniform bound on |¥| near y = 0, which is

required in the estimate of |V (¥, §;)|. In fact, we only have |¥y| < — when y
)

is small. On the other hand, the definition of C’ioe’a is also adjusted near this
boundary in a scale-invariant way. So in fact, we need to do the argument in
a scale-invariant way near the boundary.

Consider a ball B of radius @ centered at a point q. We hope get an

1 .
yzC2* estimate for s, and some small € > 0.

Thanks to the fact that |s,| = O(\/y) and the fact that [V (%)| = O(y")
for any positive integer n when y is small.

We still define

fr)=| GIVs,

B

where B, is the ball of radius r centered at q. We assume 0 < r < M

4
In the ball, we have

1 3
—Alsl’) + 7 ; |Dfsif” + tlse]* < [V (W0)|lse| < Cy(q)-

Then by the same reason as in the step 1 of the proof of lemma [3.3]

1(r) < Clsi?(q) + C / s PUAIG] + [Vl VED) + Co(a) < Cyla).

By
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On the other hand, in step 2, we have [¥| = O(y~') and |s;| < C\/y. So

[D15i], |D2syl, [Dssil, [Di(y(=50))|s [Da(y(=5:))] [Ds(y(=5:))|
are all bounded by Cy~2 uniformly. So |Lg,5) < Cy~2 and |Q(5,)] < Cy ™,

where 5; has the same meaning as in the proof of lemma [3.3l

So what we get is
V(W 5)| < Cy(q) ™.

And like in step 2 of the proof of lemma [3.3]

1 1 1 1
—§A(|0'\2) + 5\%'\2 < Cy(g9)™" - y(g)z = Cylq) 2.
So what we have is
GIVs?<C | x.Glylg)* + A(lo]?)
B'r BZT

1 1 1
< Cy(q)_5r2+C'— |a|2 < Cy(q)_5r2+0/ G|Vst|2.

3
r B27“ \Br BQT‘ \Br

In fact, what we get is

fr) < Cylg) 72 + C(f(2r) — f(r)).

Doing algebraic manipulations and keep in mind that r < # and we

have f(r) < Cy(q) for any 0 <r < #, we get

f(r) < Cy(g)' =2

for some a € (0, 1).

This implies that

|V8t|2 S Cy(q>1—2a7,2a+1.
B

So

[st]coa < Cy(g)' >

Transfer it to the edge version, we get

[St]c&a < Cy(Q)l_a'
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1
We may assume o < 57 50 together with the fact that |s;| < C’y%, we get

<C.

Even near the type III boundary or any corner, we have the same estimate.
There y should be written as ri. (We are somehow abuse of notations here.
The letter r here means the coordinate near the type III boundary as defined

in appendix Bl not the radius of a ball.) And here is what we get on the entire
X.

Proposition 3.4. There is a constant C' which depends only on ¥y such that
for all t, uniformly we have

||St||pilw%r%czoéa - ||St||Xf/7§,1/2,71 <C.

Moreover, if t >ty > 0 and allow C' to depend on ty and a positive integer [,
then

||Sth7lw%T’%C?éa - ||StHXf/’g,1/2,fl =C.

The C* estimates away from boundaries (Hilderbrandt’s estimate)

In the following arguments, sometimes we need to shrink a. So we allow «
to change from line to line, but always independent with s;. We first work in
a region away from the y = 0 boundary (say, y > 1).

Recall that
V(lp(], 8t> + tSt =0.

So
V(!po) + LlI/OSt -+ Q(St) + tSt = 0.

Away from boundaries, this can be written as
ASt =A + B(V(St)) + C(VSt ® VSt),
where A, B, C' are all bounded.

Lemma 3.5. Consider the region away from boundaries. Then for some a €
(0,1),
||VSt||CO,a S C,

where C' depends only on ¥.
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Proof. Let B, be a ball of radius » whose center is away from all boundaries.
We assume r < 1.

Then from the proof of lemma 3.3, we know

/ ‘vst‘2 S C’f’1+2a.

Let s; = g + h, where Ah =0 1in B, and h = s; on 0B,, Ag = As; in B,
and g = 0 on 0B,.

Use (5;), to represent the average of s; over the ball B,. That is to say,

(50)r = VolzBr) /B St

Similar definitions for g, and h, etc..

Let f(r) = / Vs, — (Vsy),|%. Using theorem [D.2in the appendix [D it
Br

suffices to prove that f(r) < Cr3+2®" for some possibly smaller 0 < o/ < a.
Note that we already have

f(r) < Crit2e,
By lemma in the appendix [D for any 0 < r; <7,

1 _ 1 _
~ | IVh=Vh,P<CE) = | |Vh- V[
7 JB,, r /B,

On the other hand,

Vil = [ <2995 < ([ lola+ Vs,
B T

B
Since ||s¢||co.« < C, we have on the entire B,,
st — (50)| < Cr.
By maximal principle on B,, we have
|h — (50),] < Cr°.
So

gl = [s: — b < Cr.
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Thus

|Vg|* < Cr® (Vs |? < Crttie,
B, B,

We know for r < R,

()= [ (Vs— (Vo< [ VAR [+ / VP
B, B, Br
< O(H)f(R) + Crioe,

If we fix R =1, then this implies
f(r) < Critse,

So the Campanato norm L£*!'*3% of Vs, over B; is bounded above by C.
By theorem [D.2 in the appendix [D], this implies that
/ |Vs:? < O max{r't 3},
B

We may use the smaller power between r173% and 73 as the new starting

point and re-run the argument. After finitely many times of iterations, we get
for some possibly smaller o/,

f(r) < Crit2e’,
Then by theorem [D.2]in the appendix [Dl we know that
I Vsil|coar < C.

O

The weighted Cil(;o‘ estimates near boundaries (an adapted version of
Hilderbrandt’s estimate)

Near the y = 0 boundary (but away from the » = 0 boundary), we have

Asy = A+ B(Vs) + C(Vs ® ),

1 1
where only C'is bounded, and A = O(—;), B = O(;) The fact that A, B are

not bounded is because |¥| is not bounded there.
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y(q)

Thus on a ball B of radius e centered at y(q), we want to re-run the
proof of lemma [3.5

To start, we have

V|2 < Cy(q)7r!+2e,
B

Let R = @ And the same argument as in the proof of lemma leads

to (we still have the same definition of f(r))

f(r) < C(%Pf (R) + C(y(q))2r' 3 < Cy(q)zr'+3,

As long as the exponent of r is less or equal than 3 we can run the same
argument and gain an extra y(q)~*r® factor. After finitely many times of
iterations, this will lead to

for some possibly smaller «'.

This implies the y(q)%CO’a/ norm of y(q)Vs; is bounded above by C on this
ball. Note that C' doesn’t depend on the ball. So we conclude that, in a region
near the y = 0 boundary away from r = 0 boundary and for possibly smaller
a, we have

Even when approaching the » = 0 boundary, the argument doesn’t need to
change and we get locally

<C.

||StH7”%’¢J%Cile’a

On the other hand, near the p — +o00 boundary, we have

Ap's; = A+ B(Vips)) + C(Vips, @ plsy),

where A, B,C are bounded, | = 1 if ¢t € [0,1] and [ can be any integer if
t >ty > 0 with the bounds of A, B, C' depends on t; and I.

So examine the proof of lemma B.5, we get:

Isellxze  <C
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where C' depends only on ¥,. When t > t; > 0 and when C is allowed to
depend on %y, the positive integer [, then

Il <C

1/2,1/2,—1

All the higher weighted C’i’a norms with k& > 2 follow by the standard
elliptic Holder type interior estimates. So to conclude we have

Proposition 3.6. There exists an o € (0,1) such that

el e < C.

1/2,1/2,—1

Here the constant C' depends only on W, and the positive integer k. When
t >ty > 0 and we assume C' depends only on to, ¥y, positive integers k and [,
we have stronger estimate:

lsell e < C.

1/2,1/2,—1

Note that this proposition is the third and fifth bullets of the facts listed
in subsection 3.3

3.5 More regularities

This subsection proves the second and the fourth bullet of the facts listed in
the end of subsection B3]

Suppose s is a solution for some t. We hope to study the operator L := Ly, .
Unfortunately this operator seems to be hard to study. However, suppose
t > 0. Consider alternatively the operator L,; := Ls +t. Then it behaves
much better and can be analysis-ed.

In fact, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Assumet > 0 and s in X¥, _, (for all positive integers k,1) is
2727
a solution of

V (¥, s) +ts =0.

Suppose F € Xf§+ﬁ_ , for some small € > 0 and all positive integers k
2 ’

e

and some large enough | > 0. Then there exists a u € X¥ | , Jor all k such

2207
that
Lsﬂg(U,) = F.
Moreover, the Xff_l norm of u is bounded above by (a constant times) the
2°2°
k
X_gﬁ’_%ﬁ’_l norm of F.
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Proof. We use two cut-off functions 1, x2 to divide F' into two parts: F; =
x:F',i=1,2. Here y; are all smooth functions with

X1+ x2=1.

We assume Y; is supported in a region such that y < min{2,2R~'}. And Y, is
supported in a region such that either y > min{1, R~'}. Clearly we only need
to solve Ly, (u;) = F; on each region.

We first consider F;. We apply Mazzeo’s theory of elliptic edge operators
(and terminologies) here, which can be found in [14]. We quote theorem 5.8 in
[T1] (where the indicial weights are actually computed in [16]). In fact, when
y — 0, the operator Ly, has the same normal operator as if ¢ = 0 and ¥ is
the model solution in their construction. Here is the only fact that we need:
The weight r%w% lies in the Fredholm range both near the »r — 0 boundary
and the ¢» — 0 boundary (and is compatible with the corners). (Alternatively,
readers may compute the Fredholm weight of L, directly. It is actually easier
than Mazzeo and Witten’s computations in [16], which takes more situations
into account.) In particular, near those boundaries,

Ls,t(u) = F1

has a solution in the support of x; with u € r%w%Cﬁ for all k. Here we
allow that u is nonzero in a slightly larger region and doesn’t satisfy the equa-
tion outside of the support of x;. But we may add Lgs,(u) — F; (which is
supported in a relatively compact region) to Fy there and throw it into the
next step.

Here is the next step: We solve the equation for F5. Consider the following

functional on u, where u € X¥, _, for all £, 1:
2727

Au) ::/( S Vel + D il < Fou ).
X =12,y i=1,2,3

We may first consider the Banach space H defined by completion of smooth
compact supported functions using the following norm:

= [ (32 Vel + Y (1)

=12,y i=1,2,3

Clearly, A(u) is bounded in H and has a Dirichlet minimizor in H. (Recall
that |Fy| < CR™! for sufficiently large [.) This minimizor is unique because
of the convexity of A(u). By a standard elliptic regularity argument, this
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minimizor, as a week solution of L,(u) = Fj, is smooth in the interior of X.
Moreover, there is a Hardy type of inequality for u € H:

[vre [ Y pal< [ 3 vl <l <+
X X =12,y X i=1,2,y
In particular, the integral of both |u| and |Vu| over the region R < A has
at most a polynomial growth as A — +o0o. We have
| < Lisu,u>| =] < Fo,u>| <|F||ul.
But

1
< Ligu,u >=< —Aguttu,u >= —§A(|u|2)+ Z |V a,ul*+ Z |[Ps, u][+t]ul?

=12,y i=1,2,3

1
> —§A(|u|2) + |Vu|2 + t|u|2 =—<Au,u> > (=Alu|+tlul|)|u|.

So we get

—Afu] + tlul < [Pl
Let x\ be a cut-off function that equals 1 when R < X\ and equals 0 when
R > 2\. Moreover, we assume |Vy,| = O(R™), |V?x,| = O(R™?). And let
uy = uxx. Then recall the Green’s function of —A + ¢ is G, (defined in
subsection B.4]) and the fact that uy has compact support, we have (centering
at any point ¢ € X)

un()] < / Grodlus] < C Gra( R 2| + R Vul) + / Gral Fa]).
X X

support(Vxy)

Note that when A — +o00, G}, has exponential decay while the integral of |u|
and |Vu| on support(Vy,) have at most polynomial growth. So

lim Giq(R7?lul + R Vu|) = 0.

A—rtoo support(Vx»)

And letting A\ — +o0,

lu(g)] < / Gl .
X

R(q)
2

We may divide X into two parts: Let B be a ball of radius
R(q) is the R value of ¢q. Then

/ Gl Fo| = / Gl Fol + / GralFil.
X XnB X\B

95
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When R(q) — 400, the second integral above decays exponentially in R(q).
The first integral is bounded by (recall that |Fy| < CR™)

CR™! / Gy < CR™! / Gy < CR7.
BNnX X

So we get

lul < CR7.

Once we have this point-wise bound, then the bound on Holder norms
p~lO* of u follows by a standard elliptic interior argument and are omitted.
(It is actually much easier than the analysis in subsection 3.4l because we don’t
have the quadratic term here.)

Finally, we add the two different u that we get for F; and F, together and
finish the proof.
]

Suppose for some t > 0, we have a solution s with

V (W, s) +ts =0.

Consider a small variation e on top of s and a small variation —e on top of t:

V(W,s+ea)+ (t—e€)(s+ea) =e(Ls () —s)+ E(Q(a) — a).

Note that (o) — a is a bounded map from Xff’_o‘l to XM¢ . So

2°2° _§+€7_g+6’_l
when € is small enough, by implicit function theorem, the equation

Lii(a) =s+e(la— Q)

has a solution in X ;ﬁv,—l' This proves the second bullet of the facts in subsec-

tion B.31

Suppose when t > 0, s; is a solution in Xf’a 1 " We have

276376

V(W) + Lot(s) + Q(s¢) = 0,

where Q(s;) actually maps X k J_f‘f‘ _, into Xffé—Qe,—l—2e,—l for sufficiently small

276276

e > 0. In particular, Q(s) is in A"
2

1

1
v € [5 — €, 5] are all Fredholm weights for Ly, near those boundaries, and

V(%) vanishes up to infinite order at all boundaries. So inductively s, lies in
Xk , for all k, 1. This proves the fourth bullet of the facts in subsection .31

227

1 1
s ;- Then because p € [5 — ¢, 5] and

s 9
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A The linear algebra

This appendix summarizes the linear algebras that we use.

Suppose FE is the trivial C? bundle whose SL(2,C) structure is fixed. Since
we are working on the Euclidean space, we take the advantage that nearly
everything can be represented by matrices. In the following list, all matrices
have complex variable items. Note that we use * to represent the usual complex
ad-joint (conjugate of the transpose) of a matrix.

e An SU(2) Hermitian metric on £ is represented by an 2 x 2 matrix
H such that H* = H, det H = 1, and positive definite. Each such
metric gives F an SU(2) structure. (The condition det H = 1 keeps
the SL(2,C) structure unchanged.) The inner product of two sections
1,89 € I'(E) (represented by 2-d vectors with variable coefficients) is

1
< 81,89 >g= §tr(H_1s“{H52 + H 's3Hs,).

Unless otherwise specified, we typically just use the inner product defined
by H = I, that is

1
< §1, 89 >= §tr(s’{82 + 8;81)

e Infinitesimal SL(2, C) gauge transformations are represented by sections
of sl(2,C). Infinitesimal SU(2) gauge transformations are represented
by sections of su(2). And sl(2,C) = su(2) ®isu(2), where isu(2) are the
Hermitian sl(2,C) elements.

e One useful formula: Suppose s(t) is a differentiable 1—parameter family
of matrices. Then

G = e A=) =) () €

where

ets — 1 o= (ady)*
(6 = (A = 3 g ()

ads(M) = [s, M| = sM — Ms.

Proof. Let Ly(M) = sM,Rs(M) = Ms. Then L, R, ads commutes.
n!

And Ly = Ry + ads. Let C)' = ———— . Then

m!(n —m)!
d d Xm0 &R s . R, ds
— (&%) = — 2hy=\"= n—1-k 4% _\" = -1k 48
7 (¢°) dt(; ) 2 n!(k:OS (7)) ;n!(;}ﬁ’s <)



n=0 k=0 =0
400 1 n—1 v dS
(et v=1l+k) =3 —> (3 Crpp)Rad) " 7()
n=0 v=0 [=0
+o0 n—1
1
=Y LS amiad (D)
n=0 v=0
+oo +o0
1 1 - ds ds
) —n— ] — — —_RY R N(—) = — s
(let j=n—1-v) (; U!Rs)(g (j+1)!(ads) )(Z) =0)(5) e

The other identity can be derived in the same way using R, = L, +
ad_g. O

Another useful formula: Suppose s, M are two 2 x 2 matrices. Then
ad—s __

L (@doM) = M (=) (M, $)).

“SMeS = adfsM - M
e e’ = e (M) +(7ad_5

Proof. This is straightforward:

+oo 1 +oo v

M = 30 (DL R)'M = 30 S (-DML)H(R) M

k,l=1 o v=0 k=0

+o0
1 ~ 1 ) )
=2 O DAL (R M = ) Ry = L)' M = e M.

Suppose s is Hermitian. Then the operator v(s) = (

square root:

_ T

e —1

)P = exp(p - In( ),
where p is any real number. Clearly fp( ) is a real analytical function
over x € R. It has a convergent Taylor series expansion at any point. On
the other hand, when s is Hermitian, ad, is also a self-adjoint operator.
So it is diagonalizable and has real eigen-values. In particular, when

In fact, consider the function f,(z) =

p= o we use this expansion to define
v(s) = f1/2(ads)~
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B Compactification of X

This appendix gives a preferred way to compactify X as a manifold with
boundaries and corners X. In this paper, we have always assumed that X is
compactified in this way whenever we work near one of the boundaries/corners
and a compactification is needed.

There are three types of boundaries of the compactification of X. We call
them “type I, II, III boundaries” respectively. Type I and type II bound-
aries intersect at a type A corner. Type II and type III boundaries interest

at a type B corner. Type I and type III boundaries do not intersect.

Here are the definitions and local coordinates.

Type I boundary (p — +o0o, or equivalently R — +00)

Recall that R? = |z|?+y?%. Here is the definition of p: It is a smooth function
from X to [1,+00) that equals 1 when R is small and equals R when R is large.

1
So p = 400 (or equivalently — = 0) defines a boundary for the compatifi-
cation X. This is the type I boundary.

Type III boundaries (r = 0)
Here is the definition of 7: It is a smooth function from X to (0, 1].
Suppose zq is any root of P(z) (which corresponds to a “knotted point” at
z = 29,y = 0 of the generalized Nahm pole boundary condition). When both
y and |z — 2| are small, we require 72 = |z — zy|? + y2. When either y is large

or z is away from all roots of P(z), we require that r = 1.

Then r = 0 defines the type III boundaries of the compatification of X.
Note that we have blowed up at (2, 0) for each root zy of P(z).

Type II boundary (i) = 0, or when p = r = 1 equivalently y = 0 there)

Here is the definition of ¢: It is a smooth function from X to (0, 1].

59



Away from the type I and type III boundaries (say, r = p = 1), when y is
small, we require ¢ = y. When y is large, we require ¢ = 1.

Near a type I boundary, if Y is small, then we require ¢ = When %

SIS

is close to 1, we require that ¢ = 1.
Near a type III boundary, we require ¢ = g.
r

Note that effectively, away from other boundaries, 1) = 0 and y = 0 define
the same boundary. But we use 1 instead of y because it is also compactible
with other boundaries.

Type A and type B corners

1
Type A corners are given by ¥ = 0, p = +00 (or equivalently ¢ = — = 0).
P
And type B corners are given by ¢ =r = 0.

A remark on the coordinates: When p is large, since p = R, we may
freely choose to use either R or p there for the same meaning. But usually

we use p if we want to emphasize that it equals 1 (not arbitrarily small) when
R—0.

When r is not too small and p is not too large and when vy is small, y and
1 can bound each other. So they are also interchangeable there in analysis.

C Weighted Holder spaces of (iterated) edge
type

This appendix defines the Banach spaces Xifjl, where o € (0,1), k is a non-
negative integer, u,v,l are real numbers. These spaces are standard in the
aspect of Mazzeo’s micro-local analysis theory (see [14]). They’ve also occurred
in [16], [II] and [3]. (For the sake of convenience, the descriptions here may

be modified compared to other literature in a non-essential way.)
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C.1 The Holder spaces of (iterated) edge type

Suppose B is a ball in X far away from any boundary/corner (the distance to
any boundary /corner is at least 1). Then we define the Holder spaces C*(B)
over B, where k is a non-negative integer and a € (0,1). This space is given
by the norm:

k
|[ulloram) = Z ||Vju||L°°(B) + [Vku]CO’“(B%
§=0

e up) — ulq)
u(p) — u(q
[ugoa(p) = sup ————t
pacBptq [P — 4l
In a region far away from type II (¢» = 0) and type III (r = 0) boundaries,
we take the supreme of all balls of radius 1 of the above norm.

The operator that we want to study is Ls; which is introduced in sub-
section 3.5 where 0 < ¢ < 1. This operator is of the “degenerate elliptic of
(iterated) edge type” near a type II or a type III boundary as studied in [16],
[11] and [3]. It is standard to modify the Holder spaces near those boundaries.
The modified version will be denoted as [/ o

We take the boundary » = 0 as an example. One way to think about
the modification is to re-define the distance between two points p and ¢ near
the boundary to make it re-scaling invariant under a re-scaling r — Ar. This
is done by modifying the metric near the boundary. In a direction that is
perpendicular with the J, direction, there is nothing need to be changed.
But in the 9, direction, the metric should be izdrz instead of dr?. Thus the

-
distance between a point at 7, and a point at 7o (with all other perpendicular
coordinates the same) is given by

T2 1
[ el = ) = )

which is clearly re-scaling invariant.

Another equivalent way to do the modification is to define it on each ball
T
B of radius — whose center has an r-value ro. On this ball, the [-]co.e of u

should be given by

sup 0 lu(p) — :(Q)\ .
P,q€B,p#q |p - Q|
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Note that the weight r{ here works equivalently as if the metric is re-scaled
in this ball. (They bound each other in a way that doesn’t depend on 7 near
the boundary.)

When it comes to the ¢ = 0 boundary but away from the corner (or equiva-
lently, y = 0 when r is not too small and |z| is not too large), things are slightly
different. The operator Ly + t (strictly speaking, its y?*(Ly + t)) has leading
order terms which are made from combination of compositions of y9,, yo:, y0s.
So the re-scaling should be made in both y and z direction. And the metric

1
should be addapted to be — (dy® + da? 4 dx3) near the boundary.
Y

Similarly, an equivalent way is to define it on each ball B of radius %

centered at a point whose y value is yo. On this ball B, the [-] 0.« of u is given
by 1e

olu(p) —u
sup Yo lu(p) a(q)|_
P.9E€B,p#q lp— 4
Near the corner, the metric is adjusted so it is dual re-scaling invariant in
two directions that corresponds to the two boundaries.

Note that we do not need to modify the Holder norm when p — +oo (type
I boundary). Because the operator Ly + t is not of the “degenerate elliptic of
edge type” near this boundary.

For the higher Holder spaces, in the definition of Ci]f;o‘, near r = 0 boundary,
we need to replace d,u in Vu by rd,u. And near ) = 0 boundary (or y = 0
boundary but away from r = 0 boundary), we need to replace Vu by yVu.
This corresponds to the edge structure of the operator Ly + t that we study.
Nothing needs to be adjusted when p — +o00.

C.2 The weighted Holder spaces

In order to be suitable for the operator L, (occurred in subsection [3.5]) to map
between, we need to add wights near boundaries/corners of the aforementioned
Holder spaces C{>. Here is the definition:

koo o 5~k 5 k,
Xu,& = YFrlp?CUY = {YHrtp’u Ju € O}

Here are several remarks:

e If u is an element in X’ :’35 for some a € (0, 1) and all positive integers k,

then w is also in Xff; for any other o € (0,1). If this is the case, then
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the concrete a doesn’t matter and we may simply use Xfw’ s to represent
it.

e Although all these norms and spaces are defined for functions, frequently
we use them on sections of trivial bundles. The difference is only tauto-
logical so we don’t emphasize it.

e If v = p, then ¢*r*CH® is actually the same space as y*Ch, where we
treat y = 0 as a single boundary (without the blow-ups at each r = 0
point like what we did in appendix [Bl), and the subscript “0” means this
is the ordinary edge type Holder norm as y — 0, not iterated edge type.

D Morrey-Camponato spaces and inequalities

The Morrey-Camponato spaces and their embedding inequalities are standard
in analysis. We only state what we need. We always assume B is a ball of
radius R whose closure is in the interior of X.

Note that although the spaces and inequalities are stated for functions,
they work the same tautologically for sections of trivial vector bundles. So we
don’t emphasize the difference.

Definition D.1. Suppose u is a function in X and X is a real number. Let
B,(x) be the ball of radius r < R centered at x € B. Then the Morrey norm
of u is defined to be

_ 1
meam:<wpr¥/ ).
B (x) By (z)NB

The Camponato semi-norm is

_ _ 1
my«m=<wprw/' i — @),
By (x) By (z)NB

where 1, , is the average of w in the ball B, (x), that is to say

_ 1 /
Uy p 1= u.
Vol(B,(z) N B) Br(z)NB
The Camponato norm is

1 -
||u||ﬁ2v)‘(B) = (W(B) /B |U| )2 + [U]£2,>\(B).

We have some embedding theorems between different normed spaces. These
are all standard in modern analysis so we omit the proofs. Here they are:
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Theorem D.2. Suppose A > 0 is a real number. There is a constant C > 0
which depends on «. Suppose u is a function in X. Then

o If0 <X <1, then [u]coap) < C||Vul||p2142:p), where CO is the Holder
(semi- Jnorm.

[ ] [U]£2,>\+2(B) S CHVUHLZ,A(B).
[ J ]f)\ S 3, then ||U||L2,)\(B) S C||u||£2,)\(B)

Note that under a re-scaling, the two sides of all the inequalities scale in
the same way. So the constant C' doesn’t depend on the radius of the ball.

There is another inequality which is standard in analysis

Lemma D.3. (Lemma 10.3.1 in [7]) We use the same notations as in the
definition[D.1. Suppose u is a smooth function on B such that

Au = 0.

Suppose x is the center of the ball B. Then there is a constant C' such that for
any 0 <ry <ry < R

_ r _
/ |u_u:c,r1|2 S C(_I)S/ |u_ux,7’2 2‘
B ) B

1 T2
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