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Morse theory and Seiberg-Witten moduli
spaces of 3-dimensional cobordisms, I

Yi-Jen Lee

Preliminary

Abstract

Motivated by a variant of Atiyah-Floer conjecture proposed in [L2]
and its potential generalizations, in this article and its sequel we study
as a first step properties of moduli spaces of Seiberg-Witten equations
on a 3-dimensional cobordism with cylindrical ends (CCE) Y, per-
turbed by closed 2-forms of the form r % df + w, where » > 1, where
fis a harmonic Morse function with certain linear growth at the ends
of Y, and w is a certain closed 2-form.

1 Introduction

Definition 1.1. A 3-dimensional cobordism with cylindrical ends (“CCE” for
short) is a connected complete oriented Riemannian 3-manifold Y, such that:
there is a compact 3-dimensional submanifold with boundary, Y, C Y, and

an isometry
t: (—00,0); x X_ U (0,00); x Xy — Y'Y,

where:
e Y. are nonempty oriented compact surfaces;

e (—00,0); x ¥_ and (0,00); x ¥, are both equipped with a product
metric, with the first factor endowed with the metric induced from the
affine metric on R;.
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A metric satisfying the above constraints is called a cylindrical metric. Y is
called a CCFE from ¥ _ to ¥, and is frequently denoted by Y: ¥ — 3,. We
call E_[Y] :=¢((—00, —2); x ¥_) and E,[Y] := ¢((2,00); x E) respectively
the negative end and the positive end of Y.

Definition 1.2. Let Y be a CCE from »_ to ¥, and adopt the notations
from Definition [LTI An admissible function f: Y — R is a harmonic Morse
function such that:

(1) It has finitely many critical points. Thus, we may and will choose to
define Y, such that all critical points of flie in the interior of Y,;

(2) There exists constants Cy. € R such that f— (1t + Cy) € L3(E4[Y])
respectively. Here, where t: (—00,0) x X_ L (0,00) x ¥4 — R\{0}
denotes the projection to the first factor.

Let (Y,s) be a Spin® 3-manifold, and let S denote the associated spinor
bundle. Let Conn(S) denote the space of Spin-connections on S. Let p :
N T*M — End(S) denote the Clifford action, with the conventionl] chosen
such that

p(s0) = —p(v) V€ Q'(M).

The 3-dimensional Seiberg- Witten equation on (Y,s) concerns an element
(A, V) € Conn(S) x I'(S), called a (Seiberg-Witten) configuration, and takes
the following general form:

Lyt oo () i
2 * Faetp (W)O“*”):o, (1.1)

54 = o

where p is a closed 2-form (the previously mentioned perturbation form on
whose cohomology class the monopole Floer homology depends on). p stands
for the Clifford action, and ¢4 is the Dirac operator. The subscript (-)¢ in
(WU*)y means the tracelss part, and A’ is the connection on det'S induced
from A. (In general, a further abstract perturbation is needed to make the
Floer homology well-defined, but that is unnecessary in our context.) Note
that A* € Conn(detS) together with the Levi-Civita connection determines
a Spin°-connection A; so we shall use A and A’ interchangeably to specify a
Spin® connection.

!This convention agrees with that in [KM], but is opposite to that in [LI].
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There is an action of C*°(Y;U(1)) on Conn(detS) x I'(S) given by
g+ (A" ) = (=2¢g7'dg,g¥) g€ C*(Y;U(1)),

called the gauge action. To configurations are said to be gauge equivalent
if they are related by such an action. Note that §, is invariant under the
gauge action; so we may refer to a gauge equivalence class as a solution to
the Seiberg-Witten equation (I.1]).

Let Y be a CCE from ¥_ to ¥, and let f: ¥ — R be an admissible
function. Fix a Spin® structure s, and write ¢;(s) = ¢1(detS), where S is
the spinor bundle associated to s. We define the degree of s (relative to f),
denoted by d = ds, by the formula

G (5> |2min = 2d _'_ X(Emin)7

where X, C Y is aregular level surface of fwhich has minimal genus among
all level surfaces of £ Note that the preceding definition does not depend on
the choice of X i,.

Let w be an admissible two form on Y, as defined in Definition below.
We consider a family of perturbation forms parametrized by r € R:

P = fp =T % df+w, 7 >1 (1.2)

The notion of an admissible configurations is introduced in Definition 241
below. We use Z,,(Y,s;f) to denote space of gauge equivalence classes of
admissible solutions (A, ¥) to §,, (A4, ¥) =0.

Given a compact Kéhler surface, we endow the symmetric product Sym* 2
is equipped with the Kéhler form induced by its identification with the mod-
uli space of vortex solutions on a degree k line bundle on X. (See e.g. |G].)

Theorem 1.1. LetY: ¥_ — ¥, be a CCE, and fis an admissible function.
Fiz a Spin® structure s on Y with degree d, and let dy = d + M
Let W be the space of admissible 2-forms defined following Definition [2.3.
Then there exists a constant rq > 1 depending only on the metric, d and
w, such that ¥Yr > rg, there is a Baire subset Wreg C W such that Vw €
Wreg, Zyw(Y,5; f) is empty when d < 0, and otherwise an orientable smooth

manifold of dimension d_ + d,.. It is equipped with an “end point map”

H—oo X H—i—oo: Z’r,w(}/a S;f) — (_Vr,d, (Z—) X Vr,d+(z+)>
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which is a Lagrangian immersion. In the above, V, 4(X) denotes the moduli
space of the solutions to the version of vortex equation defined in (3.4). As
explained in [G], V,4(X) ~ Sym? % and is endowed with a natural symplectic
structure.

1.1 Notation and Conventions

e Let V — Y be a euclidean or hermitian vector bundle over a mani-

fold (possibly with boundary) Y. We use I'(Y; V) = I'(V) to denote
the space of smooth sections of V', and use C§°(Y; V) to denote the
space of smooth sections whose support lie in compact subspaces in

1/
the interior of Y. Given » € I'(Y; V), ||/ zevivy i= (/ |j>|p) " This

is sometimes abbreviated as ||s||z» or || - 8||,. Given a connection A

k
1/p
(viv) = ( E / |V]j11>|p> , where V4 is used to denote
i=0 VY

covariant derivatives with respect to connections induced from A and
the Levi-Civita connection on 7*Y. It is also abbreviated as |/4|| 2,

on V., allyy

or |[s||p,k/a. The connection A is sometimes omitted from the notation
when its choice is obvious or insignificant. For example, when V' = R is
the trivial R-bundle, then Lj(Y) denotes Li ,(Y;R) when A is taken
to be the trivial connection.

Let L? /A 10e(Y5 V) denote the space consisting all sections of V' whose
restriction to any compact subspace of Y is in L} /A

e Given a topological space M, M denotes the interior of M.

e (., with various subscripts * usually denote positive constants whose
precise values are not important, and possibly vary with each occur-
rence. Similarly for rg.

This article frequently refers to various literature, which unfortunately
use different conventions. For the reader’s convenience, we clarify some of
their relations here. The Seiberg-Witten equations in this article follow the
convention of [KM] and [L3]. In Taubes’s articles, F4 /2 above is replaced by
F4. This results in a difference of factor 2 in many expressions below from



their analogs in Taubes’s articles. To sum up,

U= Vgy = Vpr/V2 =L /V2
(T B ot
—_— = ’LT’UJf‘LT = —2w\KM = —5

4
[0 (W W)o] = [p7 (U* W)o]km = —[¥T 701y

W|L1;

where the first expressions in all three lines are in the notation used in this
article, and the subscripts KM, PFH, har refer respectively to their coun-
terparts in [KM], [LT], and [L1].

Acknowledgement This work is supported in part by Hong Kong RGC
grant GRF-14301622.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Some definitions

Let x(t) denote a non-negative, non-decreasing smooth real function on R
such that x(t) = 0 on (—oo, 1], and x(t) = 1 on [2,00). Let x(t) := x(t) +
X(—t). Let x.: Y — R be the nonnegative function defined by

B {L*Wﬁgx on Y\Y,, where mp: RF x ¥4 — R denotes the projection,
‘o on Y,

and let : Y — R denote the function defined by

dt = ;o tl =0.
0 on Y, \

- {Xe vrrdt on Y\Ye, -
Definition 2.1 (Weighted Sobolev norms). Let V' — Y be a euclidean or
hermitian vector bundle over a CCE Y. Fix ¢ € R. Given » € I'(Y; V),

Jollzavr = (
Y

|| - 5||pe. Given a euclidean/hermitian connection A on V/, ||A||L£/A
N3

7P\ o : :
el s ) . This is sometimes abbreviated as ||5]|zz or

(V) =



- P\ 1/p
ERRA VAP ) , where V4 is used to denote covariant derivatives

>

with respect to connections induced from A and the Levi-Civita connection
on T*Y. It is also abbreviated as ||A||LZ/A< or ||4]|pk/a.. The connection

A is sometimes omitted from the notation when its choice is obvious or in-
significant. L2(Y; V) and L} /4.(Y; V) denote respectively the Banach spaces
resulting from completing C§°(Y; V') with respect to the norms || - ||,. and

- llp e
w is in the cohomology class 2mcy(s).

Definition 2.2 (Extended (weighted) Sobolev space). Let YV: ¥_ — X
be a CCE. Let w5 denote the projection to the second factor of the product
(—00,0) x X_ or (0,00) x 3¢, and let ms: EL[Y] — X4 be given by 7y :=
mp 0 1=t where

ERY] = 1((—o0, —R) x X_), EF[Y] = t((R, 00) x ).
Let V' — Y be a euclidean/hermitian vector bundle with bundle isomor-

phisms vy : mVye =V
bundles.

, where V. — Y. are euclidean/hermitian vector
e [Y]

Ve =V
€L 1Y)

! |

R* x ¥y —— &L[Y]
Fix eucliean /hermitian connections Ay on V1. Let Aj be a euclidean /hermitian
connection on V such that it agrees on the induced connection from A.

over V . Let A be a euclidean/hermitian connection on V' such that
€y [Y]

A—Ag€LP 1>3/p, 1>k Let xer: Y — R be

Xe on EL[Y],
Xe:l: = 0
0 on Y\Ei[Y].

Given (b_, ) € Ly )y (S5 Vo)X Ly y (B3 Vi), let ey € Ly g 4,0 (Y5 V)
be given by
€(s_ 5y) i= Xet T b + XeTsb_.
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Then given € > 0, let ﬁZ/A:E(Y; V') denote the space

Ei/f‘:e(y; V) ={s| or € L} ,, (Ba; Vi) s.b. b —eq_ny) € Ly )y (Y3 V).}

~

Let iy : Li/A:e(Y; V) — Li/Ai(Ei; V) denote the epimorphism given by
b+ by Given a subspace L C Ly, (S-; V) x L, (545 V4), let

LR (Y3V|L) = (g x o) L.

By construction, L is a Banach subspace of Li/A, (X_; Vo) x Li/A+(Z+; Vi),

and (I x Ijoo): Ly 4.(Y;VIL) — L is a Banach bundle over L, with

fibers isomorphic to the Banach space L, (Y3 V). We endow IALZ/A:E(Y; V|L)

with the topology induced from the Banach topology on its fibers and base.

In the case when V = T*Y, we identify T*Y . with 73V,, where
e[y

Vi = R& TyX4, where R is the trivial bundle spanned by dt. In this
manner, we regard LY (X4; T*Y,) as a subspace of L} (X4;V.) by regarding
T*>. as a subbundle of V4. We define

D (V;TY) =1 (V;TY|LA(S_; T8 ) x LA(S4T°%,)).

Let P (Y; N> T*Y) be similarly defined: This time identify Vi with 7*X. @
A’ T*%., and use this splitting to identify L?(S.; \>T*X.) as a subspace
of L%(Zi, Vj:)

Definition 2.3. Fix a Spin® CCE (Y, s). Given ! € N, an [-admissible 2-form
w € Q*(Y) is a closed 2-form satisfying the following conditions:

e we L2 (Y; \N>T*Y), where ¢ > 0 satisfies (2.3);

e w is in the cohomology class 47cy(s).
w is said to be admissible if it is [-admissible for all [ € N.

Let W, = WL5 denote the space of [-admissible 2-forms, and let W =
N, Wi. Let W= /W5 denote the space of smooth/L? closed 2-forms on Y.
in the cohomology class 47c;i, where (¢, ¢) € H*(X_;7) © H*(X4;7) =
H?(0Y,;Z) is the image of c¢;(s) under the pullback map *: H*(Y;Z) —
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H?(0Y,;Z), where 1.: dY, — Y is the embedding. The end-point maps IT,
define a bundle structure on W and W;:

(T X o) : W — W™ x W (T X o) : W, — W, x W

By construction, the fibers of W, are affine spaces under the space of exact
L?_2-forms on Y, denoted as W;. We endow W, with the topology induced
from the Banach topologies on its base and fibers, and similarly endow W
with topology induced from the Fréchet topologies of W and W := (), W,.

Definition 2.4. Fix a Spin® CCE (Y,s), and let S denote the associated
spinor bundle. Fix an isomorphism tg: 75Ss, — EL[Y]

L
W;SZi —S) S

€q[y)

l |

R x ¥y —— EY[Y].

Choose a reference connection Ay € Conn(S) such that its restriction to
&Y [Y] agrees with a pull-back connection 75 By +, By + € Conn(Ss, ). Given
[ € N, we say that A € Conn(S) is l-admassible if Ay — (Ag); € LE(Y,iT*Y).

Let [ € N, [ > 2. A configuration (A, V) is [-admissible if it satisfies:

1. A is l-admissible and ¥ € f)lz/ 4,(Y;S). Note that by Sobolev embed-
ding, when A is [-admissible with [ > 2, U € ﬁ%/AO(Y;S) iff ¥ €
L12/ A(Y5S).
2. (M - z)\If‘ € L?,(€L]Y];S). Note that o(dp is well-defined on
aff ey A ’ aff
the ends of Y as the zero locus of df falls in Y.
(A, W) admissible if it is admissible VI.

By Condition 1 above, there are end-point maps Il from the space of
l-admissible configurations to Conn;(Sy, ) X le/ Bo . (X+; Sz, ), where

COHHl(SZi) = {BO,:I: + b| be L%(Zi, ZT*Zi)}



Meanwhile, use p(dt) to split S "y — E® E’, where F is the eigenbundle
QY
of p(t) with eigenvalue —i. This induces a splitting of

Sgi = Egi EBEEi ®T1’02i (21)
via the bundle isomorphism

ls: T3Sy, = T Fy, ® T Ey, @ TH'YL — S . —EoF.
Qv

Condition 2 above implies that Il.,, maps an admissible to an element
(By,®), where the Fy, ® T'%, -component of ®. under the splitting
(2.1) vanishes. Thus, we may identify &, as a section of Fy,, and take
the codomain of IIis to be Conny(Sg, ) x L7, ,» (X+: Ex, ), where BY, :=

l/Bg ..
E
BO,:I:
Bx,

Define the end-point maps Il from the space of admissible configura-
tions similarly.

2.2 Existence and genericity of admissible functions

Proposition 2.1. LetY: ¥ — ¥, be a CCE. Then there exists a harmonic
function f on'Y satisfying Condition (2) of Definition [L.4. Moreover, any
two such functions differ by a constant function. Given € > 0 satisfying (2.3)
and a non-negative integer k, there are constants C'][> 0, o (depending on

f) such that the following pointwise bound holds:
k ~
SOIVRE=) |+ - Tt < Cre~ll over e4[Y]. (2.2)
i=1
Proof. Consider the differential operator D: Q°(Y) & QY(Y) — QYY) &

QYY) given by
D = [ 0 d ] .

d *d

Then D is formally L? self-adjoint, and D(f,6) = 0 implies that both f and
@ are harmonic. D is of the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS [APS]) type: Over
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1 TLEL[Y] = RE x Y., identify each element in Q°(RF x Y1) @ QYR x X4)
with a family of elements in Q°(31) & Q°(21) & Q°(X1) parametrized by
t € R* as follows: Assign to each

(f(t,2),0(t,z) = 0(t, 2)dt + 0.(t, 2)) € Q(R] x Ty) & (R} x Ty)
the family
te (f(t,0),0(,),0:(t, ) € Q(Z4)8Q° (20) 0 (Bx) = [(Z4; RORGTE).

In the above, t € R, 2 € ¥4, 9(¢,-) € QY(24), and 0.(t,-) € Q'(X1). Then
under the aforementioned identification,

FoDo (1)t = 0(% + B),

where o: EL — F, is a bundle automorphism, £y :=R®R G T*X,:

0
0

and B: T'(X4; Ey) — I'(X4; Ey) is the differential operator

0 0 —=x,d,
By=| 0 0
x.d, d, 0

In the above, *,: Q*(X1) — Q227*(3.) denote the 2-dimensional Hodge dual;
d, =d: Q"(X1) — Q*(X1) denotes the 2-dimensional exterior derivative.

Note that o and B4 satisfy the properties that
0>=—-1,0"=—0,0B. + B,o =0,

and B is formally L? self-dual adjoint. It extends to a self-adjoint Fredholm
operator denoted by the same notation:

Bii L%(E:b Ei) — L2(2:|:, E:t)
The kernel and the cokernel of By are both

Hp, = {(f,9.0:)] f,0,0. harmonic} ~ H*(L.) & H*(L:) & H' (L)
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Moreover, as observed in [CLM], o induces a symplectic form Q7 on L*(X4, EL):
QL(h, 1) := (h,oh') e,

which restricts to a symplectic form (denoted by the same notation) on Hp, .
Let 7 denote the symplectic form (—Q7)®Q% on L2(X_, E_)& L* (X4, E4),
which in turn induces a symplectic form on Hp_ x Hp, denoted by the
same notation. Let ¢ := (—o) @ 0. Then 7 defines a complex structure
on L*(X_,E_) ® L*(X, E;) compatible with 7, which in turn induces a
complex structure on Hp_ x Hp, compatible with Q7. also denoted by the
same notation.

As a self-adjoint operator, By has a discrete spectrum Spec(By) in the
real line. Fix

€ > 0 such that € < min ( min |\l min |>\\> =: €. (2.3)
A€Spec(B4),A#0 A€Spec(B-),A#0

Let
D.: L (Y;ReTY) = LA(Y;R®T*Y)

denote the operator obtained by completing D: C3°(Y; R&T*Y) — C°(Y; R®
T*Y') with respect to the L%, -norm.

Note that for any h = (h_,hy) € Hp_ x Hpg,, Dey, is compactly sup-
ported; so D.. extends to define an operator

D.: L} (Y;ROT'Y|Hp xHp,)— LA(Y;R®T*Y).

Given a subspace L C Hp_ xHp, , let lA);E‘L: [A/%:E(Y; RET*Y|L) — L2(Y;R®
T*Y) denote the restriction of D.. to L? (Y:R® T*Y|L) c L? (Y:R @
T*Y|Hp_ x Hpg,).

Lemma 2.2. Fiz e satisfying (2.3). Then:

(1) The operators D., ﬁ;E‘L are Fredholm, where L is an arbitrary subspace
Of H37 X HBJr.

(2) Let Hy := ker D.., then
Hy = {(C,0;) | C is a constant function; 6, is a harmonic 1-form on Y'}.

Moreover, Lp := (I_o x I o)Hy ds a Lagrangian subspace in (Hp_ X
Hp, ,$27). The fiber of the surjection II_o, x Il : Hy — Lp is isomorphic
to the image of H (Y., dY,) in H'(Y,).
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(3) D.cjsrp s of index 0, whose kernel and cokernel are both isomorphic to
the image of H*(Y,,dY.) in H(Y,).

Proof. (1) Since D:el 1 is a finite dimensional extension of D.. for any L, it
suffices to verify that D.. is Fredholm. This follows from the argument in
[APS|, noting that when e satisfies (23]), the parametrix R constructed in
p.54 of [APS] is also a parametrix for D...

(2) The first statement follows from Proposition 3.15 of [APS|, noting
that D? = d*d + dd*, and the observation that when ¢ satisfies (23]), an
extended L2-solution 5 of Ds = 0 in the sense of [APY] is in [A/%:E, since over
&Y[Y], » takes the form

b =" Z e_’\tQ,
eq[Y]

A€Spec(B4),£X>0

where £, is an eigenfunction of By with eigenvalue .
The second statement follows from [CLM]| Proposition 2.3.

The third statement follows from the following observations: Each fiber
of II_, x Il is an affinement space over

ker D.. = {(0,6,)| 6, € L2 is a harmonic 1-form},

and the space of L2 harmonic 1-forms on Y agrees with the space of L?
harmonic 1-forms, since both ker D.. and ker D. consist of elements .5 with

taking the form
* —At
b = e ,
2 v) > 3)
A€Spec(B4),£A>0

where &, is again an eigenfunction of B with eigenvalue A. We denote
this space as H!(Y). Finally, the latter space is isomorphic to the image of
H(Y,,0Y.) in H'(Y,) according to [APS] Proposition 4.9.

(3) Observe that
ker Do, = Hy N (IT_o x 1) 'aLp
= HY N (H—oo X H+oo)_1(5'LD N LD)
=Hy N (IT_o x I;5) 7 (0)
=ker D.. = {0} ® H (V).
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Regard L2 as a Hilbert space with inner product

<.fa g>2:5 = <65‘ﬂf7 66|£‘g>2a

where (-, )3 = (-, )12 denotes the L? inner product. Then ¢ € coker D.,. iff
(D3, q)2c = (6, D( ), =0 Vs € L.

Since C° is dense in both L? and L2, this implies that e*Iflg € L% _is
harmonic. The argument in part (2) above implies that such an element is
in L2, and hence

coker D, = {e 21h| h € Hy }. (2.4)

We claim that

coker Do, = {e7211(0,6,)| 6 € H(Y)} =~ HL(Y). (2.5)

Since L2 (Y;R & T*Y|5Lp) = Span{e;| h € 6Lp} @ L2 (V:R& T*Y),
it suffices to show that:

(i) Foreach h € Lp, h # 0, there exists h € Hy such that (De,, e 21 h),.. #
0;

(i) (Deyz, e 211(0,0,))9.c =0V h € Lp, 6, € H(Y).

Both of the statements above follows from the following computation: Given
h € Hy, let hyo, := [Ii,ch. Write h = (h_, hy). By the Stokes’ theorem,

= <De67u h>2
= (€sh Dh)2 + (o0hy, h+°0>L2(E+;E+) — (o(=0ch-), h—OO>L2(Zf;E7)

—(hy, hioo) 2y m0) — (Ao hoso) 26 )-

To verify (i), simply take h to be an element with hi = hy. To verify (ii),
take h = (0,6y), 0, € HL(Y). Then hy,, = 0. 0

Return now to the proof of Proposition 211 We shall show that there
exists a f € L2 _(Y), such that £f=t + f is a harmonic function satisfying
Condition (2) of Definition That is, d*df = —d*dt. Note that —d*dt is
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compactly supported on (EL[YN\E_[Y]) U (EL[Y\E4[Y]), and /(—d*dt) =
N Y
0. Thus, by (24) and Lemma (2), (—d*dt,0) is L:-orthogonal to the

cokernel of D..; hence there exists (fo,0) € L (Y;R & T*Y) such that
D(fo,60) = (—d*dt,0). Morever, the space of all such solutions is an affine
space under ker D.. = {(0,6,)|6, € HL(Y)}. Thus, we can and shall choose
a solution (fy,8p) such that

((fo,00),(0,04))2 = ((fo.00), e >W(0,6))) 2 = 0 VO, € HL(Y).

Recalling (2Z3]), this implies that (fy,60y) is in the image of D.., and thus
there exists a (f,0) € L2 (Y;R @ T*Y|Hp_ x Hp,) such that D(f,0) =
(fo,00). Now, D2?(f 0) = (—d*dt,0) implies that f:= ¢ + f is a harmonic
function satisfying Condition (2) of Definition [[L2l Morever, if gis another
such function, then g— fe L? and d*d(g— f) = 0. Thus, g— fis a constant.

To verify (Z.2), note that since (—d*dt, 0) = 0 over £L[Y], (f,0) takes the

form
e—)\(t:F2)

- X —E 65, (2.6)

A€Spec(B+),£A>0

(f,0)

Ex[Y]

oy~ € BAELNVERD
+

where ¢ is an eigenfunction of By. Now, (f,6)

T*Y). On the other hand,

1 .
H Z XffHC <NI(f,0) = & lleper ynet prer )
A€Spec(B+),£A>0 F (27)

< C(f,0) - 4*53:||L§+2(eli[y}\53i[y];g@T*y)

by Sobolev embedding, where C' is a (Findependent) positive constant. By
elliptic bootstrapping,

1(f,0) — L*fgt||L§+2(eli[y]\eft[Y];BeaT*y) < Cill(f,0) = &5l aer e virary)

< CL(f,0) = &5 13 eo pyrer )
(2.8)

where Cy, C}, are (findependent) positive constants. (2.2]) now follows from a
combination of (Z.6)-(Z38) together with the observation that & = (fi, hy),
where f; are constants, and hy are harmonic 1-forms. O
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Admissible functions are generic in the following sense.

Proposition 2.3. Let Y be a CCE with cylindrical metric go, and let f be
a function satisfying Condition (2) of Definition [L2 that is harmonic with
respect to go. Note that by (2.2), there exists R > 0 such that ||dfl|cyexryy) >

1/2. We redefine Y, to be Y \(EE[YTU EF[Y]). Given e >0, let
U. == {h|h € C3°(Ye; Sym* T*Y), [[h| o= < e},

endowed with the Fréchet topology. Choose € to be sufficiently small such that
Vh € U,

Jgot+h overY.
= 90 over Y\Y,

15 also a cylindrical metric on Y. By the previous proposition, there exists a
unique function f, satisfying:

p

e Condition (2) of Definition[L2 holds;

° fh 18 harmonic with respect to gy; (2.9)

. Zf:o IVF(f, — £)] < Ca e~ over &,[Y], where C, > 0 is a
constant depending on both h and f.

\

Then when € 1is sufficiently small, the zero locus of df, lies in the interior
of Y. Vh € U, and there erists a Baire subset UL C U., such that f, is
admissible when h € UL .

Proof. This follows from a more-or-less standard transversality argument via
the Sard-Smale theorem. Detailed proofs in similar contexts are written down

in e.g. [H| (for compact Y') and |[L1:v2| (for MEE).

Let *, denote the Hodge dual with respect to the metric g, and let §;,* :=
g, — *go- Lhen fj, = f, — fo satisfies:

d g, dfy, = —d((6,%)df,). (2.10)

Since the integral of the right hand side over Y equals 0, the arguments in
the proof of the previous proposition the preceding equation has a solution
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fn € E%zg, unique modulo constant functions. We choose the constant so
that the third bullet of (2.9) holds. In [LiT], a symmetric Green’s function
Gy(x,y) is constructed for complete Riemannian manifolds. This Green’s
function has the following properties:

;

o Gy(z,y) ~4drdist(z,y) ' as z — y;

o Gy(z,y) is bounded, where R > 0 and B,(R) is a (2.11)
yeY\Bz(R)

geodesic ball of radius R centered at x.

\

Thus, the function

fr(z) = _/YGgh(xay)dy((éh*go)dyﬁ)(y)) = /Y(dngh(SL’,y))(5h*)dyJ[0(y)

is also a solution to (Z.I0). (In the above, d,,d, respectively denote the
exterior derivative in the variable x, y.) Moreover,

A, () = / (dody G (2.9)) Gnion i) € L2 (212)

To see this, note that since when « € E.[Y], y € Y, (Gy,(2,9)| ;0 0) s
ey

harmonic and thus by the second bullet of (2.11]) takes the form

Z 5)\7y6—)\t~(:c)’

AeSpec(B4),£A>0

where for fixed y € Y, £, is an eigenfunction of By varying smoothly with
y. Since &y, = (Coy,0), where Cy, is a constant function (depending on
y), there is constant C' such that |d,d,Gy, (z,y)| < Ce=l@l vy € Y, as Y.
is compact. Plugging this into the right hand side of the equation (212,
and recalling that h is compactly supported on Y., we have thus verified that
dfy, € L26

Next, note that both (0, dfy,) and (0, df},) are Ls.. solutions to
Dievgh(_) = < - *ghd((éh*go)dfo)a 0>>
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and both are L2-orthogonal to ker D..,4, . Thus,

dfy = dfy = /Y (4o, G (2.9)) Gneos )y (1)

It follows that ||dfy||co < C||h||co for a positive constant C'. Since Y, is chosen
such that |df)| > 1/2 over Y'\Y,, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, |df,| > 0 over
Y\Y, Vh € U.. Thus, the zero loci of df, lies in the interior of Y, Vh € U..
In particular, since Y, is compact, the zero loci of df, is compact and when
f,,» it consists of finitely many points.

With the above understood, a straightforward adaptation of the argument
in Theorem 2.19 in [H| shows that there is an open dense subset U7 in

U, == {h|h € C{(Ye; Sym* T*Y), ||h||c2 < €}

for every integer [ > 2. More explicitly, modify the argument in [H| as
follows:

e Replace Equation (32) in [H| with

cv0.0(gn) (h) = / (dudy G (,9)) (Gukr ), (4).

Y

where z € (df,)~'(0) C Y, he U, and h € C4(Y,; Sym* T*Y’). (Note
that the G, in [H| denotes the Green’s function for 1-forms instead.)

e Replace the computation around Equations (33) and (34) of [H| by the
following. Choose a trivialization of A T*Y‘ ~, T*Y |, ~, TY|p,
B

over a small neighborhood B, of = in Y, where ~,, denote isomor-
phisms induced by the metric g,. Take a sequence {y;}; C B, such that
df,(y:;) # 0 and y; — x. (Such a sequence exists by Aronszajn’s theo-
rem.) Given n # 0 € (R3)*, use the same notation to denote the corre-
sponding element in 7Y}, or T*Y, under the aforementioned trivializa-
tion. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we choose y; to approach
x from the direction 8 # 0 € T,Y ~ R3. Let hy(y) := hi(:)0:(y, vs),
where h;(y;) is defined as in p.647 of [H|, where 6;(y, y;) are smooth com-
pactly supported functions approximating the Dirac d-function d(zx,y)
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in the sense of distributions. Then a computation similar to that in
Section 2.3 of [H| shows that

lim evo . (g) (hi) = lim [ (didy Gy, (yi,y)) (On%g,)dyfy (y) = Rs(n),

1—»00 1—»00

where R is the isomorphism defined in [H|, and d; denotes exterior
derivative with respect to the first variable of the Green’s function.

3 Some properties of the Seiberg-Witten solu-
tions

3.1 Vortex solutions and the case when V¥ =R x X

Proposition 3.1. Let Y = R, x X with the product metric, f = t, where
(3, ws, j) is a compact Kahler surface Let s4 be the Spin® structure on 'Y of
degree d = d;, and let w = myw, where w is a closed 2-form on ¥ such that

/wz&r(d—gﬂ),
>

g being the genus of X. Then Vr > 1, there is a 1-1 map from Z, ,(R; x
%, 54,t) to Sym? Y. Here Sym? Y is defined to be () when d < 0, and Sym® ¥
consists of a point.

Proof. Let S denote the spinor bundle corresponding to s;. Then p(dt) splits
S into a direct sum of eigen-subbundles £, E ® K~! corresponding to eigen-
values —1, ¢ respectively:

S=E®E® K™,

where K—! = 3T, and E ~ 7} Eyx, Ex, being a complex line bundle over
degree d over . Write

U =212 ) eT(YV;E® E® K™Y).
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On the other hand, Noting that a hermitian connection A® on E induces
a Spin® connection A on S and vice versa, we will also use (AZ, (a, 3)) to
specify a configuration.

Choose a reference connection AY on E to be of the form Ay = 73 BE,
where B is a hermitian connection on Ex, with

FBL%:_ZM/4_FAK/27

where AX denotes the Levi-Civita curvature on the anti-canonical bundle
K= = TS, Write af := AP — AF = a(t,2) dt + a.(t, ), where t € R,
z € (X.7), a; is an imaginery-valued function on Y, and for each fixed ¢, a. (¢, -)
is an imaginery-valued 1-form on ¥, Then a configuration (AF, (a, 3)) is I-
admissible iff a, € L2(Y;n3T*%), a, € LA(Y;4R)). Let a.(t,-) € I(Z;C) be
defined by a.(t,-) = a,(t,-)dz + a,(t.-)dz. Let BE(t,-) denote the connection

on K @ ~ Ey given by BF 4-a,(t), and let BF(t,-) denote the connection
t}xX
on (F® K‘l)‘{ } ~ Fs ® TY induced from BE(t,-) and the Levi-Civita
t}xX
connection.

With such choices, the Seiberg-Witten equation §,, , (4, ¥) = 0 takes the
following form:

ur

tgpdes + 7 (1= Jaf? + |) = 0, (3.1)
Dia, — 20,2, = %5&; (3.2)
20ppa — (O + a,)f = 0; (3.3)

2aB£’ﬁ + (&t + at)oz = O,

where *,, denotes the two dimensional Hodge dual respect to the Kahler
metric on ¥, and d, denotes the 2-dimensional exterior derivative in the
z-variable.

To proceed, note that any configuration (A”, (o, )) may be bring to one
with
a, =10
by integrating along ¢. (A configuration satisfying the above equation is said
to be in a temporal gauge.)
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Lemma 3.2. Letl > 1 be an integer. Then¥r > 1, any l-admissible solution

(AE (a, B)) to (3D[FF) in a temporal gauge satisfies 3 = 0.

Proof. Combining the admissibility condition on (A¥, (,3)), Sobolev em-
bedding, and a Weitzenbock formula, the Seiberg-Witten equation (B.IH3.4)
implies

T

(8. (Vs Ve +

= VueBlLz +

(L+[af? + |8)8)

4

L2

/Y (1+|af + 82)18 = 0,

This implies that g =0 if r > 0. O

Now, set 5 =0, a;, = 0 in (BIH34). This implies that d;a, = 0, da = 0,
that is, (a,,a) = 75 (a,a), where g is a connection on Fy, and « is a section
of Es. Moreover, (a,«) satisfies

i _ 2
U, q(a,a) = ( *ondal +82T051 lof*) ) = 0. (3.5)

Equivalently, (BY + a,r'/%q) satisfies the vorter equation on ¥, as defined in

8
[G] Equation (2), with the parameter 7 = r + cd;. Here, ¢ := —W, and BY

. Jows
is a connection on Ey, with FB{f = —des ws,.

The vortex equation is invariant under the action of C*°(%;U(1)): given
u € Gy = C>®(%;U(1)),

u-(a,0) = (a—u'du,u-a).
We denote by V, 4(X) the moduli space of vortex solutions,

Vea(%) =0, 4(0)/9s. (3.6)

Given a pair (a,a) € iQ2}(Z) x I'(Ex), we call the Seiberg-Witten config-
uration (A¥ («, B)) = (73(BE + a), (130, 0)) =: 5(a, ) the pullback of (a, ).
We saw that 7 defines a 1-1 map from the space of solutions to the vortex
equation (3.0) to the space of Seiberg-Witten solutions in temporal gauge.

20



Meanwhile, observe tha two Seiberg-Witten configurations in temporal
gauge (in particular, pullback configurations) are gauge-equivalent iff they
are related by a gauge action by miu for certain u € C*°(%;U(1)), and

(myu) - 3(a, a) = j(u - (a, @)).

Thus, 7 defines a 1-1 map from V, 4(3) to Z, ,(R; X X,8,4,1)

By Theorem 1 of [G], V,4(¥) is diffeomorphic to Sym? ¥ when 7 > cd,
namely, when r > 0. Moreover, it is endowed with a symplectic structure
induced from its embedding as a symplectic quotient in iQ(X) x I'(Ey), the
latter being equipped with a natural symplectic form (cf. |G| p.91). O

3.2 Some properties of vortex solutions

We shall need the following well-known property of vortex solutions.

3.2.1 Pointwise estimates
Lemma 3.3. Given (a,a) € V,4(2),

laZoe < 1477 s 2=,
where s is the scalar curvature, s_(z) := max(—s(z),0).

A proof can be given along the line of the proof of Lemma [3.4] below.

3.2.2 Local structure of V, 4(%)

3.2.3 The symplectic structure on V, 4()
3.3 A priori estimates

3.3.1 An L* bound on ¥ and Fjy4.

Let v := 2'/29p=%/20. We have the following standard L> bound on ) when
(A, W) is an admissible solution to (ILTI).
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Let (Y,s) be a Spin® CCE, and let s denote the scalar curvature. The
constraint on the metric on Y implies that || max(—s, 0)||Le(y) is well defined.
Let fbe a harmonic function on Y satisfying Condition (2) of Definition [[.2
According to Proposition 11 ||df || is also finite. Fix an integer [ > 3, and
let w e Wl,g. The admissibility condition on w, together with a version of
Sobolev embedding, shows that ||w||c: is also finite.

Lemma 3.4. Let (Y,s), f, w be as the above. Then any solution (A, V) to
the Seiberg- Witten equation §,, (A, V) = 0 satisfies:

I llZee < ldfllpe + 277, (3.7)

where z' is a positive constant depending only on the L bounds on s, w
mentioned previously.

Via the curvature equation in (I11), this gives an L -bound for Fae:
[Farll7e < 2rlldfll e + 2", (3.8)

where 2" is a positive constant depending only on the L™ bounds on s, w.

Proof. The Dirac equation in (L)) together with a Weitzenbock formula
gives:

Fadfat = ViV + So 4 P00y — g (3.9)

Taking pointwise inner product of the preceding equation with 1, and using
the curvature equation in (II]), we have

1, r _ s
§d dlv]? + |Vay]* + Z|¢|2(|¢|2 — ) + Z|¢|2 =0 (3.10)

The smooth function [¢)|? must have a maximum at a certain point zy; € Y,
or it is bounded by one of 21~ ||| o (s gy, ), Where (B, P1) = Mo (A, V).
In the former case, consider the previous inequality at x,; and rearranging
to get

s ((aan)? — |df (ear)? — Z77) <0

where 2/ is a positive constant depending only on the L bounds on s, w
mentioned previously. This leads directly to (87). In the latter case, invoke
Lemma 3.3 and the fact that ||df||L-~ > 1. O
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3.3.2 A pointwise bound for |3|%.

Let (Y, s) be a Spin® CCE, and S be the corresponding Spin® bundle. Let fbe
an admissible function on Y. Let Z rC Y. consists of the critical points of £.

Then over Y’ := Y\Zf, let K~! be the subbundle ker(df) C TY |y, endowed

with the complex structure given by the Clifford action of p(df)/|df|. Let AX
be the connection on K~! induced from the Levi-Civita connection. Split

Sy =E®oE® K™ (3.11)

as a direct sum of eigenbundle of p(df), where E is the eigenbundle with
eigenvalue —i|df|. Given a Spin® connection A on S, denote by A® A'F re-
spectively the induced connection on £, E ® K~!'. For simplicity, we shall
use V4 to denote covariant derivatives with respect to any connection in-
duced from A and the Levi-Civita connection. For example, Vo = V =aq;
VaB =V yef. Given ¥ € I'(S), write

Uy = 27213 (o, B)
according to the splitting (B.11).

Let & be the function on Y’ defined as follows: Suppose that |v|71(0) # 0.
Let o(+) denote the distance function to (df)~1(0), and set

¢ :=(1=x(0))o +x(0).
When £ has no critical points, let 0 = oo and 7 = 1.
Let Y{ := {z]o(x) > 6} C Y.
Lemma 3.5. Let (Y,s), f be as the above, and let w € W. Let (A, ) be an
admissible solution to §,, (A, ¥) = 0.

There exist positive constants O > 8, ¢, ¢’ (o, ¢, > 1 that depend only on
the metric, f, and w, such the following hold: Suppose r > 1,6 > 0 are such
that 5 > or~—Y/3, then

181> < 2ca 7 r M (|dfl — |al?) + oo r %

|ﬁ|2 < 20’5-—37~_1(|dﬂ . |¢|2) +¢ 55,2 (3.12)

on Y.

Proof. This follows from a straightforward adaption of the proof of Proposi-
tion 5.5 of [L3]. O
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Lemma 3.6. There exist positive constants 1, (o, (', (", that are indepen-
dent of r and (A, V), with the following significance: Let §) = Cor™/3. For
any r > ry, one has:

Vaal? +1r3°|VaB]? < (rw+("67%  over Yy,

Proof. This follows from straightforward adaption of the proof of Propo-
sition 5.9 in |[L3|. The argument is much simpler here, since instead of
the complicated curvature estimates in the 4-dimensional setting of [L3], in

the 3-dimensional case, the required curvature estimate follows readily from
Lemma [3.4] O

3.4 Asymptotic behaviors of admissible Seiberg-Witten
solutions

3.4.1 End-point maps from Seiberg-Witten moduli space to vor-
tex moduli spaces.

Observe that if (A, ¥) is an (I-) admissible solution to §,, (A, ¥) = 0, Then
(BE,®,) :=Tl1o(A,¥) € Conn(Eyx, ) x I'(Fx, ) must be a vortex solution.
More precisely, write BY = BE j +a., ® = r1/2272a_ , then (a., o) must
satisfy U, 4, (ay, ) = 0. This induces end-point maps

H:I:oo: Z’T’,w(}/) S,f) — Vr,di(z:t)~

3.4.2 Exponential Decay of |3]? and |V 48/%

Lemma 3.7. Let (Y,s), f be as the above, and let w € W. Let (A, ¥) be an
admissible solution to F,, (A, W) =0. Let € > 0 be as in (2Z3). Then there
exist constants ro > 1, C' > 0 depending only on the metric, w, and df, such
that ¥r > 1o, the following holds: Over EL[Y], we have the pointwise bound

‘5|2 < C'r_le_%f,

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on the metric, €, w, and df.
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Proof. Take pointwise inner product of the equation g% = 0 with § and «
respectively to get the analogs of Equations (2.3) and (2.4) of [T]:

ded  [Y|* + |df]
( 7 +r 1

d*d
5ol + [Vaal® - g(ldfl = [Y1)lal* < (Gl VBl + IV [B])]al(3.14)

B+ VaBl* < (Gfbl [Vaal + G|Vl [a])]5], (3.13)

where b arises from V(df), and by Proposition 2.1l we have
b + |Vb] < ¢he (3.15)

on E4[Y]. In the above as well as for the rest of this proof, the positive
constants (;, (! depend only on the metric, df, and w.

Using Proposition 2.1l again, we may choose R > 0 such that % <ldff <2
over EX[Y]. Assume also that r > 1 is much larger than the L> bound of w
and s. Then applying a triangular inequality to (B.I3]) and rearranging, one
has

d*d 2+ |d z

(7 +7’|¢| < | ﬁ)|ﬁ‘2 + |VAB‘2 < C37’_1€_2Et‘VAOé|2 (316)
over EFY]. Meanwhile, write @ := |df| — |a|?, and note that by Proposition
21

d*d|df]’ < zpe~ over ER]Y],
where 2y > 0 is a constant depending only on the metric on Y. Combine the
preceding inequality with (3:14]) as well as Lemma B4 to get:
d*d
2

o]

(~@) + |V aal? + —-(-w +16])

< 6_2E£(C§|VA5|2 +¢4)  over EX[Y].

(3.17)

Adding ¢yr~'e™2 times (3.17) to (B.10) for an appropriately chosen constant
(4 > 0, we have for u := \5|2 — (e g

dd |dfl
8

( 5 +r—=—)u< Crte ™ over ERY].

Combine this with the fact that

d*de " = —4%e> over EL[Y] (3.18)
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as well as Lemmas B.4] B.5] one may find a constant C’ > 0 depending only
on the metric, €, w, and df, such that

* d ~
(d2d + r%) (u—C'rte ) <0 over EX[Y];

PER[Y]

oo (u—C'r e ) =0.

(u N C/T—le—255)

Suppose that there is an € EF[Y] where v := u — C'r~'e 2% > 0. Then
v attains a positive maximum in the interior of Ef[Y]. However, at such a
maximum point, the left hand side in the first line of (3.19) is positive, which
contradicts (B19). Thus, u < 0 over EF[Y], which implies via Lemma [3.4]
that i

B> < Cr~te ™t over EX[Y].

Since €4 [Y]\EE[Y] is compact, enlarging the value of the constant C' if nec-
essary, we arrive at the coclusion of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.8. Let (Y,s), fw, (A, V) and € > 0 be as in Lemma[371. Then
there exist constants rg > 1, C" > 0 depending only on the metric, w, and df,
such that ¥r > g, the following holds: Over EL[Y], we have the pointwise
bound

[VaBI* < Crte™,
where C' > 0 s a constant depending only on the metric, €, w, and df.
Proof. Let R and r be sufficiently large positive numbers as in the proof of

the previous lemma. With (B.8)) in place, argue as in the proof of Proposition
2.8 in [T] using this bound, (B.15) and Lemma B.4] to get:

% 2 d
(M +rM)|VAﬁ|2 +|VaVaB)?

2 4
< Cor|VaBl + 77 2G|V aa? + G| VaVaal? + G)  over EX[Y]
(3.20)
and
d*d
5 |VACM|2 + |VAVACE|2

< Qr|Vaal? + e (¢ VaB? + GV AV B + G817 over ERY].
(3.21)
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Adding C{r‘le_%g times (3.21]) to (3.20) for an appropriately chosen con-
stant C7, we have for u; := |V4f8)* — Cjr~1e 2|V 4|

d*d 7
W < GrIVaBP + Grle ™ Vaal?  over EF[Y].

Adding (jr times (B.16]) to the preceding inequality, we have:

d*d

5 (w + CrlB%) < Grle [ Vaal® over EX[Y].

Using (B.I8) and Lemma 3.6, we may find another positive constant (7, such
that with v/ := u; + (4r|B]? — (re™2,

d*d
5 (v') <0 over EX[Y];

<o (3.22)

OERY]
H:I:ooV/ = 0.

A maximum principle type argumet as that in the proof of the previous
lemma then yields:

VaBI% = Cir e |V 4al? + (r|BI* < Gre ™.

A combination of the preceding inequality with Lemma [3.6] then leads to the
conclusion of the lemma. a

3.4.3 An alternative parametrization of £.[Y| and reference pull-
back configurations

We aim to show that an admissible Seiberg-Witten solution (A; V) “ap-
proaches the end-point vortex solutions I11. (A, ¥) exponentially”. To state
this precisely, we shall construct a reference configuration on Y from Il (A, ¥),
which approximate the pullback configurations on cylinders defined in Sec-
tion 3.1 on the ends of Y, then show that the difference between (A, V) and
this reference configuration decays exponentially over €.[Y]. This is done
similarly to what appears in Section 3.3 of |LI].
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