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5 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 r ≥ 1, where
f is 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, Yc ⊂ Y , and
an isometry

ι : (−∞, 0)t × Σ− ⊔ (0,∞)t × Σ+ → Y \Yc,
where:

• Σ± are nonempty oriented compact surfaces;

• (−∞, 0)t × Σ− and (0,∞)t × Σ+ are both equipped with a product
metric, with the first factor endowed with the metric induced from the
affine metric on Rt.
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A metric satisfying the above constraints is called a cylindrical metric. Y is
called a CCE from Σ− to Σ+, and is frequently denoted by Y : Σ− → Σ+. We
call E−[Y ] := ι

(

(−∞,−2)t ×Σ−

)

and E+[Y ] := ι
(

(2,∞)t ×Σ+) respectively
the negative end and the positive end of Y .

Definition 1.2. Let Y be a CCE from Σ− to Σ+, and adopt the notations
from Definition 1.1. 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 Yc such that all critical points of f lie in the interior of Yc;

(2) There exists constants C± ∈ R such that f − (ι∗t + C±) ∈ L2
1(E±[Y ])

respectively. Here, where t : (−∞, 0) × Σ− ⊔ (0,∞) × Σ+ → R\{0}
denotes the projection to the first factor.

Let (Y, s) be a Spinc 3-manifold, and let S denote the associated spinor
bundle. Let Conn(S) denote the space of Spin-connections on S. Let ρ :
∧∗ T ∗M → End(S) denote the Clifford action, with the convention1 chosen
such that

ρ(∗ν) = −ρ(ν) ∀ν ∈ Ω1(M).

The 3-dimensional Seiberg-Witten equation on (Y, s) concerns an element
(A,Ψ) ∈ Conn(S)× Γ(S), called a (Seiberg-Witten) configuration, and takes
the following general form:

Fµ(A,Ψ) :=

(

1
2
∗ FAt + ρ−1(ΨΨ∗)0 +

i
4
∗ µ

∂/AΨ

)

= 0, (1.1)

where µ is a closed 2-form (the previously mentioned perturbation form on
whose cohomology class the monopole Floer homology depends on). ρ stands
for the Clifford action, and ∂/A is the Dirac operator. The subscript (·)0 in
(ΨΨ∗)0 means the tracelss part, and At 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 At ∈ Conn(det S) together with the Levi-Civita connection determines
a Spinc-connection A; so we shall use A and At interchangeably to specify a
Spinc connection.

1This convention agrees with that in [KM], but is opposite to that in [L1].
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There is an action of C∞(Y ;U(1)) on Conn(det S)× Γ(S) given by

g · (At,Ψ) = (−2g−1dg, gΨ) 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 Fµ is invariant under the
gauge action; so we may refer to a gauge equivalence class as a solution to
the Seiberg-Witten equation (1.1).

Let Y be a CCE from Σ− to Σ+, and let f : Y → R be an admissible
function. Fix a Spinc structure s, and write c1(s) = c1(det S), 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

c1(s)|Σmin
= 2d+ χ(Σmin),

where Σmin ⊂ Y is a regular level surface of f which has minimal genus among
all level surfaces of f. Note that the preceding definition does not depend on
the choice of Σmin.

Let w be an admissible two form on Y , as defined in Definition 2.3 below.
We consider a family of perturbation forms parametrized by r ∈ R:

µr = µr,w = r ∗ df + w, r ≥ 1. (1.2)

The notion of an admissible configurations is introduced in Definition 2.4
below. We use Zr,w(Y, s; f) to denote space of gauge equivalence classes of
admissible solutions (A,Ψ) to Fµr,w(A,Ψ) = 0.

Given a compact Kähler surface, we endow the symmetric product Symk Σ
is equipped with the Kähler form induced by its identification with the mod-
uli space of vortex solutions on a degree k line bundle on Σ. (See e.g. [G].)

Theorem 1.1. Let Y : Σ− → Σ+ be a CCE, and f is an admissible function.

Fix a Spinc structure s on Y with degree d, and let d± := d + χ(Σmin)−χ(Σ±)
2

.

Let Ŵ be the space of admissible 2-forms defined following Definition 2.3.
Then there exists a constant r0 ≥ 1 depending only on the metric, d and
w, such that ∀r ≥ r0, there is a Baire subset Ŵreg ⊂ Ŵ such that ∀w ∈
Ŵreg, Zr,w(Y, s; f) is empty when d < 0, and otherwise an orientable smooth
manifold of dimension d− + d+. It is equipped with an “end point map”

Π−∞ × Π+∞ : Zr,w(Y, s; f) → (−Vr,d−(Σ−)× Vr,d+(Σ+),
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which is a Lagrangian immersion. In the above, Vr,d(Σ) denotes the moduli
space of the solutions to the version of vortex equation defined in (3.6). As
explained in [G], Vr,d(Σ) ≃ SymdΣ and is endowed with a natural symplectic
structure.

1.1 Notation and Conventions

• Let V → Y be a euclidean or hermitian vector bundle over a mani-
fold (possibly with boundary) Y . We use Γ(Y ;V ) = Γ(V ) to denote
the space of smooth sections of V , and use C∞

0 (Y ;V ) to denote the
space of smooth sections whose support lie in compact subspaces in

the interior of Y . Given ¯s ∈ Γ(Y ;V ), ‖¯s‖Lp(Y ;V ) :=
(

∫

Y

|¯s|p
)1/p

. This

is sometimes abbreviated as ‖¯s‖Lp or ‖ · ¯s‖p. Given a connection A

on V , ‖¯s‖Lp
k/A

(Y ;V ) :=
(

k
∑

i=0

∫

Y

|∇k
A ¯s|p

)1/p

, where ∇A 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 ‖¯s‖Lp

k/A

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 Lp

k(Y ) denotes Lp
k/A(Y ;R) when A is taken

to be the trivial connection.

Let Lp
k/A,loc(Y ;V ) denote the space consisting all sections of V whose

restriction to any compact subspace of Y is in Lp
k/A.

• Given a topological space M , M̊ denotes the interior of M .

• C∗, C
′
∗ with various subscripts ∗ usually denote positive constants whose

precise values are not important, and possibly vary with each occur-
rence. Similarly for r0.

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, FA/2 above is replaced by
FA. This results in a difference of factor 2 in many expressions below from
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their analogs in Taubes’s articles. To sum up,

Ψ = ΨKM = ΨLT/
√
2 = ψL1/

√
2

iµ

4
= irwf |LT = −2w|KM = − i

2
ω|L1;

[ρ−1(Ψ∗Ψ)0] = [ρ−1(Ψ∗Ψ)0]KM = −[Ψ†τΨ]LT

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 χ(t) denote a non-negative, non-decreasing smooth real function on R

such that χ(t) = 0 on (−∞, 1], and χ(t) = 1 on [2,∞). Let χ̄(t) := χ(t) +
χ(−t). Let χe : Y → R be the nonnegative function defined by

χe =

{

ι∗π∗
R
χ̄ on Y \Yc, where πR : R

±
t × Σ± → R

±
t denotes the projection,

0 on Yc,

and let t̃ : Y → R denote the function defined by

dt̃ =

{

χe ι
∗π∗

R
dt on Y \Yc,

0 on Yc,
; t̃

∣

∣

∣

Yc

= 0.

Definition 2.1 (Weighted Sobolev norms). Let V → Y be a euclidean or
hermitian vector bundle over a CCE Y . Fix ǫ ∈ R. Given ¯s ∈ Γ(Y ;V ),

‖¯s‖Lp
:ǫ(Y ;V ) :=

(

∫

Y

∣

∣

∣
eǫ|t̃| ¯s

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

. This is sometimes abbreviated as ‖¯s‖Lp
:ǫ

or

‖ · ¯s‖p:ǫ. Given a euclidean/hermitian connection A on V , ‖¯s‖Lp
k/A:ǫ

(Y ;V ) :=
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(

k
∑

i=0

∫

Y

∣

∣

∣
eǫ|t̃|∇k

A ¯s

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

, where ∇A 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 ‖¯s‖Lp

k/A:ǫ
or ‖¯s‖p,k/A:ǫ. The connection

A is sometimes omitted from the notation when its choice is obvious or in-
significant. Lp

:ǫ(Y ;V ) and Lp
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ) denote respectively the Banach spaces

resulting from completing C∞
0 (Y ;V ) with respect to the norms ‖ · ‖p:ǫ and

‖ · ‖p,k/A:ǫ.

w is in the cohomology class 2πc1(s).

Definition 2.2 (Extended (weighted) Sobolev space). Let Y : Σ− → Σ+

be a CCE. Let π2 denote the projection to the second factor of the product
(−∞, 0)× Σ− or (0,∞)× Σ+, and let πΣ : E0

±[Y ] → Σ± be given by πΣ :=
π2 ◦ ι−1, where

ER
−[Y ] = ι

(

(−∞,−R)× Σ−

)

, ER
+[Y ] = ι

(

(R,∞)× Σ+

)

.

Let V → Y be a euclidean/hermitian vector bundle with bundle isomor-

phisms ιV : π∗
2V± → V

∣

∣

∣

E′
±[Y ]

, where V± → Σ± are euclidean/hermitian vector

bundles.
π∗
2V±

ιV−−−→ V
∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]





y





y

R± × Σ±
ι−−−→ E0

±[Y ]

Fix eucliean/hermitian connections A± on V±. Let A0 be a euclidean/hermitian
connection on V such that it agrees on the induced connection from A±

over V
∣

∣

∣

E′
±[Y ]

. Let A be a euclidean/hermitian connection on V such that

A− A0 ∈ Lp
l , l > 3/p, l ≥ k. Let χe± : Y → R be

χe± :=

{

χe on E0
±[Y ],

0 on Y \E0
±[Y ].

Given (¯s−, ¯s+) ∈ Lp
k/A−

(Σ−;V−)×Lp
k/A+

(Σ+;V+), let e(¯s−,¯s+) ∈ Lp
k/A,loc(Y ;V )

be given by
e(¯s−,¯s+) := χe+π

∗
Σ ¯s+ + χe−π

∗
Σ ¯s−.
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Then given ǫ ≥ 0, let L̂p
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ) denote the space

L̂p
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ) := {¯s | ∃¯s± ∈ Lp

k/A±
(Σ±;V±) s.t. ¯s− e(¯s−,¯s+) ∈ Lp

k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ).}

Let Π±∞ : L̂p
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ) → Lp

k/A±
(Σ±;V±) denote the epimorphism given by

¯s 7→ ¯s±. Given a subspace L ⊂ Lp
k/A−

(Σ−;V−)× Lp
k/A+

(Σ+;V+), let

L̂p
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V |L) :=

(

Π−∞ × Π+∞

)−1
L.

By construction, L is a Banach subspace of Lp
k/A−

(Σ−;V−)× Lp
k/A+

(Σ+;V+),

and
(

Π−∞ × Π+∞

)

: L̂p
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V |L) → L is a Banach bundle over L, with

fibers isomorphic to the Banach space Lp
k/A:ǫ(Y ;V ). We endow L̂p

k/A:ǫ(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
∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

with π∗
2V±, where

V± = R ⊕ TjΣ±, where R is the trivial bundle spanned by dt. In this
manner, we regard Lp

k(Σ±;T
∗Σ±) as a subspace of Lp

k(Σ±;V±) by regarding
T ∗Σ± as a subbundle of V±. We define

L̃p
k:ǫ(Y ;T

∗Y ) := L̂p
k:ǫ

(

Y ;T ∗Y |Lp
k(Σ−;T

∗Σ−)× Lp
k(Σ+;T

∗Σ+)
)

.

Let L̃p
k:ǫ(Y ;

∧2 T ∗Y ) be similarly defined: This time identify V± with T ∗Σ±⊕
∧2 T ∗Σ±, and use this splitting to identify L2

l (Σ±;
∧2 T ∗Σ±) as a subspace

of L2
l (Σ±;V±).

Definition 2.3. Fix a Spinc CCE (Y, s). Given l ∈ N, an l-admissible 2-form
w ∈ Ω2(Y ) is a closed 2-form satisfying the following conditions:

• w ∈ L̃2
l:ǫ(Y ;

∧2 T ∗Y ), where ǫ > 0 satisfies (2.3);

• w is in the cohomology class 4πc1(s).

w is said to be admissible if it is l-admissible for all l ∈ N.

Let Ŵl = Ŵl,s denote the space of l-admissible 2-forms, and let Ŵ =
⋂

l Ŵl. Let W±/W±
l denote the space of smooth/L2

l closed 2-forms on Σ±

in the cohomology class 4πc±1 , where (c−1 , c
+
1 ) ∈ H2(Σ−;Z) ⊕ H2(Σ+;Z) =

H2(∂Yc;Z) is the image of c1(s) under the pullback map ı∗c : H
2(Y ;Z) →

7



H2(∂Yc;Z), where ıc : ∂Yc → Y is the embedding. The end-point maps Π+∞

define a bundle structure on Ŵ and Ŵl:

(

Π−∞ × Π+∞

)

: Ŵ → W− ×W+;
(

Π−∞ × Π+∞

)

: Ŵl → W−
l ×W+

l .

By construction, the fibers of Ŵl are affine spaces under the space of exact
L2
l:ǫ 2-forms on Y , denoted as Wl. We endow Ŵl with the topology induced

from the Banach topologies on its base and fibers, and similarly endow Ŵ

with topology induced from the Fréchet topologies of W± and W :=
⋂

l Wl.

Definition 2.4. Fix a Spinc CCE (Y, s), and let S denote the associated
spinor bundle. Fix an isomorphism ιS : π

∗
2SΣ± → E0

±[Y ]

π∗
2SΣ±

ιS−−−→ S

∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]





y





y

R± × Σ±
ι−−−→ E0

±[Y ].

Choose a reference connection A0 ∈ Conn(S) such that its restriction to
E0
±[Y ] agrees with a pull-back connection π∗

2B0,±, B0,± ∈ Conn(SΣ±). Given

l ∈ N, we say that A ∈ Conn(S) is l-admissible if At − (A0)t ∈ L̃2
l (Y, iT

∗Y ).

Let l ∈ N, l ≥ 2. A configuration (A,Ψ) is l-admissible if it satisfies:

1. A is l-admissible and Ψ ∈ L̂2
l/A0

(Y ; S). Note that by Sobolev embed-

ding, when A is l-admissible with l ≥ 2, Ψ ∈ L̂2
l/A0

(Y ; S) iff Ψ ∈
L̂2
l/A(Y ; S).

2.
(ρ(df)

|df|
− i

)

Ψ
∣

∣

∣

E±[Y ]
∈ L2

l/A(E±[Y ]; S). Note that
ρ(df)
|df|

is well-defined on

the ends of Y as the zero locus of df falls in Yc.

(A,Ψ) admissible if it is admissible ∀l.
By Condition 1 above, there are end-point maps Π±∞ from the space of

l-admissible configurations to Connl(SΣ±)× L2
l/B0,±

(Σ±; SΣ±), where

Connl(SΣ±) := {B0,± + b| b ∈ L2
l (Σ±; iT

∗Σ±)}.

8



Meanwhile, use ρ(dt) to split S

∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

= Ê ⊕ Ê ′, where Ê is the eigenbundle

of ρ(t) with eigenvalue −i. This induces a splitting of

SΣ± = EΣ± ⊕EΣ± ⊗ T 1,0Σ± (2.1)

via the bundle isomorphism

ιS : π
∗
2SΣ± = π∗

2EΣ± ⊕ π∗
2EΣ± ⊗ T 1,0Σ± → S

∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

= Ê ⊕ Ê ′.

Condition 2 above implies that Π±∞ maps an admissible to an element
(B±,Φ±), where the EΣ± ⊗ T 1,0Σ±-component of Φ± under the splitting
(2.1) vanishes. Thus, we may identify Φ± as a section of EΣ± , and take
the codomain of Π±∞ to be Connl(SΣ±) × L2

l/BE
0,±

(Σ±;EΣ±), where BE
0,± :=

BE
0,±

∣

∣

∣

EΣ±

.

Define the end-point maps Π±∞ from the space of admissible configura-
tions similarly.

2.2 Existence and genericity of admissible functions

Proposition 2.1. Let Y : Σ− → Σ+ be a CCE. Then there exists a harmonic
function f on Y satisfying Condition (2) of Definition 1.2. Moreover, any
two such functions differ by a constant function. Given ǫ > 0 satisfying (2.3)
and a non-negative integer k, there are constants Cf > 0, f± (depending on

f) such that the following pointwise bound holds:

k
∑

i=1

|∇k(f − t̃) |+ |f − t̃− f±| ≤ Cf e
−ǫ|t̃| over E±[Y ]. (2.2)

Proof. Consider the differential operator D : Ω0(Y ) ⊕ Ω1(Y ) → Ω0(Y ) ⊕
Ω1(Y ) given by

D :=

[

0 d∗

d ∗d

]

.

Then D is formally L2 self-adjoint, and D(f, θ) = 0 implies that both f and
θ are harmonic. D is of the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS [APS]) type: Over

9



ι−1E0
±[Y ] = R

±
t ×Σ±, identify each element in Ω0(R±

t ×Σ±)⊕Ω1(R±
t ×Σ±)

with a family of elements in Ω0(Σ±) ⊕ Ω0(Σ±) ⊕ Ω0(Σ±) parametrized by
t ∈ R± as follows: Assign to each

(

f(t, z), θ(t, z) = ϑ(t, z)dt + θz(t, z)
)

∈ Ω0(R±
t × Σ±)⊕ Ω1(R±

t × Σ±)

the family

t 7→ (f(t, ·), ϑ(t, ·), θz(t, ·)) ∈ Ω0(Σ±)⊕Ω0(Σ±)⊕Ω1(Σ±) = Γ(Σ±;R⊕R⊕T ∗Σ±).

In the above, t ∈ R
±, z ∈ Σ±, ϑ(t, ·) ∈ Ω0(Σ±), and θz(t, ·) ∈ Ω1(Σ±). Then

under the aforementioned identification,

ι∗ ◦D ◦ (ι∗)−1 = σ
( d

dt
+B

)

,

where σ : E± → E± is a bundle automorphism, E± := R⊕ R⊕ T ∗Σ±:

σ =





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 ∗z



 ;

and B : Γ(Σ±;E±) → Γ(Σ±;E±) is the differential operator

B± =





0 0 − ∗z dz
0 0 d∗z

∗zdz dz 0



 .

In the above, ∗z : Ω∗(Σ±) → Ω2−∗(Σ±) denote the 2-dimensional Hodge dual;
dz = d : Ω∗(Σ±) → Ω∗(Σ±) denotes the 2-dimensional exterior derivative.

Note that σ and B± satisfy the properties that

σ2 = −1, σ∗ = −σ, σB± +B±σ = 0,

and B is formally L2 self-dual adjoint. It extends to a self-adjoint Fredholm
operator denoted by the same notation:

B± : L
2
1(Σ±;E±) → L2(Σ±, E±).

The kernel and the cokernel of B± are both

HB± = {(f, ϑ, θz) | f, ϑ, θz harmonic} ≃ H0(Σ±)⊕H0(Σ±)⊕H1(Σ±).
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Moreover, as observed in [CLM], σ induces a symplectic form Ωσ
± on L2(Σ±, E±):

Ωσ
±(h, h

′) := 〈h, σh′〉L2 ,

which restricts to a symplectic form (denoted by the same notation) on HB± .
Let Ω̄σ denote the symplectic form (−Ωσ

−)⊕Ωσ
+ on L2(Σ−, E−)⊕L2(Σ+, E+),

which in turn induces a symplectic form on HB− × HB+ denoted by the
same notation. Let σ̄ := (−σ) ⊕ σ. Then σ̄ defines a complex structure
on L2(Σ−, E−) ⊕ L2(Σ+, E+) compatible with Ω̄σ, which in turn induces a
complex structure on HB− × HB+ compatible with Ω̄σ, also denoted by the
same notation.

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

ǫ > 0 such that ǫ < min
(

min
λ∈Spec(B+),λ6=0

, |λ| min
λ∈Spec(B−),λ6=0

|λ|
)

=: ǫ0. (2.3)

Let
D:ǫ : L

2
1:ǫ(Y ;R⊕ T ∗Y ) → L2

:ǫ(Y ;R⊕ T ∗Y )

denote the operator obtained by completingD : C∞
0 (Y ;R⊕T ∗Y ) → C∞

0 (Y ;R⊕
T ∗Y ) with respect to the L2

1:ǫ-norm.

Note that for any h̄ = (h−, h+) ∈ HB− × HB+ , Deh̄ is compactly sup-
ported; so D:ǫ extends to define an operator

D̂:ǫ : L̂
2
1:ǫ(Y ;R⊕ T ∗Y |HB− ×HB+) → L2

:ǫ(Y ;R⊕ T ∗Y ).

Given a subspace L ⊂ HB−×HB+ , let D̂:ǫ|L : L̂
2
1:ǫ(Y ;R⊕T ∗Y |L) → L2

:ǫ(Y ;R⊕
T ∗Y ) denote the restriction of D̂:ǫ to L̂2

1:ǫ(Y ;R ⊕ T ∗Y |L) ⊂ L̂2
1:ǫ(Y ;R ⊕

T ∗Y |HB− ×HB+).

Lemma 2.2. Fix ǫ satisfying (2.3). Then:

(1) The operators D:ǫ, D̂:ǫ|L are Fredholm, where L is an arbitrary subspace
of HB− ×HB+ .

(2) Let HY := ker D̂:ǫ, then

HY = {(C, θh) |C is a constant function; θh is a harmonic 1-form on Y }.

Moreover, LD := (Π−∞ × Π+∞)HY is a Lagrangian subspace in (HB− ×
HB+ , Ω̄

σ). The fiber of the surjection Π−∞ ×Π+∞ : HY → LD is isomorphic
to the image of H1(Yc, ∂Yc) in H1(Yc).
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(3) D̂:ǫ|σ̄LD
is of index 0, whose kernel and cokernel are both isomorphic to

the image of H1(Yc, ∂Yc) in H1(Yc).

Proof. (1) Since D̂:ǫ|L is a finite dimensional extension of D:ǫ for any L, it
suffices to verify that D:ǫ is Fredholm. This follows from the argument in
[APS], noting that when ǫ satisfies (2.3), the parametrix R constructed in
p.54 of [APS] is also a parametrix for D:ǫ.

(2) The first statement follows from Proposition 3.15 of [APS], noting
that D2 = d∗d + dd∗, and the observation that when ǫ satisfies (2.3), an
extended L2-solution ¯s of D ¯s = 0 in the sense of [APS] is in L̂2

1:ǫ, since over
E0
±[Y ], ¯s takes the form

¯s

∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

= ι∗
∑

λ∈Spec(B±),±λ≥0

e−λtξλ,

where ξλ is an eigenfunction of B± with eigenvalue λ.

The second statement follows from [CLM] Proposition 2.3.

The third statement follows from the following observations: Each fiber
of Π−∞ ×Π+∞ is an affinement space over

kerD:ǫ = {(0, θh)| θh ∈ L2
:ǫ is a harmonic 1-form},

and the space of L2
:ǫ harmonic 1-forms on Y agrees with the space of L2

harmonic 1-forms, since both kerD:ǫ and kerD:ǫ0 consist of elements ¯s with
taking the form

¯s

∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

= ι∗
∑

λ∈Spec(B±),±λ>0

e−λtξλ,

where ξλ is again an eigenfunction of B± with eigenvalue λ. We denote
this space as H1

c(Y ). Finally, the latter space is isomorphic to the image of
H1(Yc, ∂Yc) in H1(Yc) according to [APS] Proposition 4.9.

(3) Observe that

ker D̂:ǫ|σ̄LD
= HY ∩ (Π−∞ ×Π+∞)−1σ̄LD

= HY ∩ (Π−∞ ×Π+∞)−1(σ̄LD ∩ LD)

= HY ∩ (Π−∞ ×Π+∞)−1(0)

= kerD:ǫ = {0} ⊕H1
c(Y ).
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Regard L2
:ǫ as a Hilbert space with inner product

〈f, g〉2:ǫ := 〈eǫ|t̃|f, eǫ|t̃|g〉2,

where 〈·, ·〉2 = 〈·, ·〉L2 denotes the L2 inner product. Then q ∈ cokerD:ǫ iff

〈D ¯s, q〉2:ǫ = 〈¯s, D(e2ǫ|t̃|q)〉2 = 0 ∀¯s ∈ L2
1:ǫ.

Since C∞
0 is dense in both L2 and L2

1:ǫ, this implies that e2ǫ|t̃|q ∈ L2
:−ǫ is

harmonic. The argument in part (2) above implies that such an element is
in L̂2

1:ǫ, and hence

cokerD:ǫ = {e−2ǫ|t̃|h| h ∈ HY }. (2.4)

We claim that

coker D̂:ǫ|σ̄LD
= {e−2ǫ|t̃|(0, θh)| θh ∈ H

1
c(Y )} ≃ H

1
c(Y ). (2.5)

Since L̂2
1:ǫ(Y ;R ⊕ T ∗Y | σ̄LD) = Span{eh̄| h̄ ∈ σ̄LD} ⊕ L2

1:ǫ(Y ;R⊕ T ∗Y ),
it suffices to show that:

(i) For each h̄ ∈ LD, h̄ 6= 0, there exists h ∈ HY such that 〈Deσ̄h̄, e
−2ǫ|t̃|h〉2:ǫ 6=

0;

(ii) 〈Deσ̄h̄, e
−2ǫ|t̃|(0, θh)〉2:ǫ = 0 ∀ h̄ ∈ LD, θh ∈ H1

c(Y ).

Both of the statements above follows from the following computation: Given
h ∈ HY , let h±∞ := Π±∞h. Write h̄ = (h−, h+). By the Stokes’ theorem,

〈Deσ̄h̄,e
−2ǫ|t̃|h〉2:ǫ
= 〈Deσ̄h̄, h〉2
= 〈eσ̄h̄, Dh〉2 + 〈σσh+, h+∞〉L2(Σ+;E+) − 〈σ(−σh−), h−∞〉L2(Σ−;E−)

= −〈h+, h+∞〉L2(Σ+;E+) − 〈h−, h−∞〉L2(Σ−;E−).

To verify (i), simply take h to be an element with h±∞ = h±. To verify (ii),
take h = (0, θh), θh ∈ H1

c(Y ). Then h±∞ = 0. ✷

Return now to the proof of Proposition 2.1. We shall show that there
exists a f ∈ L̂2

1:ǫ(Y ), such that f = t̃ + f is a harmonic function satisfying
Condition (2) of Definition 1.2. That is, d∗df = −d∗dt̃. Note that −d∗dt̃ is
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compactly supported on (E1
−[Y ]\E−[Y ]) ∪ (E1

+[Y ]\E+[Y ]), and

∫

Y

(−d∗dt̃) =
0. Thus, by (2.4) and Lemma 2.2 (2), (−d∗dt̃, 0) is L2

:ǫ-orthogonal to the
cokernel of D:ǫ; hence there exists (f0, θ0) ∈ L2

1:ǫ(Y ;R ⊕ T ∗Y ) such that
D(f0, θ0) = (−d∗dt̃, 0). Morever, the space of all such solutions is an affine
space under kerD:ǫ = {(0, θh)| θh ∈ H1

c(Y )}. Thus, we can and shall choose
a solution (f0, θ0) such that

〈(f0, θ0), (0, θh)〉2 = 〈(f0, θ0), e−2ǫ|t̃|(0, θh)〉2:ǫ = 0 ∀θh ∈ H1
c(Y ).

Recalling (2.5), this implies that (f0, θ0) is in the image of D̂:ǫ, and thus
there exists a (f, θ) ∈ L̂2

1:ǫ(Y ;R ⊕ T ∗Y |HB− × HB+) such that D(f, θ) =
(f0, θ0). Now, D2(f, θ) = (−d∗dt̃, 0) implies that f := t̃ + f is a harmonic
function satisfying Condition (2) of Definition 1.2. Morever, if g is another

such function, then g − f ∈ L̂2
1 and d∗d(g − f) = 0. Thus, g − f is a constant.

To verify (2.2), note that since (−d∗dt̃, 0) = 0 over E±[Y ], (f, θ) takes the
form

(f, θ)
∣

∣

∣

E±[Y ]
= ι∗

(

∑

λ∈Spec(B±),±λ>0

e−λ(t∓2)

λ
ξ±λ + ξ±0

)

, (2.6)

where ξ±λ is an eigenfunction of B±. Now, (f, θ)
∣

∣

∣

E0
±[Y ]

−ι∗ξ±0 ∈ L2
2:ǫ(E

0
±[Y ];R⊕

T ∗Y ). On the other hand,

∥

∥

∥

∑

λ∈Spec(B±),±λ>0

1

λ
ξ±λ

∥

∥

∥

Ck

≤ ‖(f, θ)− ι∗ξ±0 ‖Ck(E
1
±[Y ]\E3

±[Y ];R⊕T ∗Y )

≤ C‖(f, θ)− ι∗ξ±0 ‖L2
k+2(E

1
±[Y ]\E3

±[Y ];R⊕T ∗Y )

(2.7)

by Sobolev embedding, where C is a (f-independent) positive constant. By
elliptic bootstrapping,

‖(f, θ)− ι∗ξ±0 ‖L2
k+2(E

1
±[Y ]\E3

±[Y ];R⊕T ∗Y ) ≤ Ck‖(f, θ)− ι∗ξ±0 ‖L2
2(E

1
±[Y ]\E3

±[Y ];R⊕T ∗Y )

≤ C ′
k‖(f, θ)− ι∗ξ±0 ‖L2

2:ǫ(E
0
±[Y ];R⊕T ∗Y ),

(2.8)

where Ck C
′
k are (f-independent) positive constants. (2.2) now follows from a

combination of (2.6)-(2.8) together with the observation that ξ±0 = (f±, h±),
where f± are constants, and h± are harmonic 1-forms. ✷
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Admissible functions are generic in the following sense.

Proposition 2.3. Let Y be a CCE with cylindrical metric g0, and let f
0

be
a function satisfying Condition (2) of Definition 1.2 that is harmonic with
respect to g0. Note that by (2.2), there exists R ≥ 0 such that ‖df‖C0(ER

±[Y ]) >

1/2. We redefine Yc to be Yc\(ER
−[Y ] ∪ ER

+[Y ]). Given ε > 0, let

Uε := {h | h ∈ C∞
0 (Yc; Sym

2 T ∗Y ), ‖h‖C2 ≤ ε},

endowed with the Fréchet topology. Choose ε to be sufficiently small such that
∀h ∈ Uε,

gh :=

{

g0 + h over Yc

g0 over Y \Yc
is also a cylindrical metric on Y . By the previous proposition, there exists a
unique function f

h
satisfying:







































• Condition (2) of Definition 1.2 holds;

• f
h

is harmonic with respect to gh;

•
∑k

i=0 |∇k(f
h
− f

0
)| ≤ Ch e

−ǫ|t̃| over E+[Y ], where Ch > 0 is a
constant depending on both h and f.

(2.9)

Then when ε is sufficiently small, the zero locus of df
h

lies in the interior
of Yc ∀h ∈ Uε, and there exists a Baire subset Ureg

ε ⊂ Uε, such that f
h

is
admissible when h ∈ Ureg

ε .

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 ∗g denote the Hodge dual with respect to the metric g, and let δh∗ :=
∗gh − ∗g0 . Then fh := f

h
− f

0
satisfies:

d ∗gh dfh = −d
(

(δh∗)df
0

)

. (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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fh ∈ L̂2
2:ǫ, unique modulo constant functions. We choose the constant so

that the third bullet of (2.9) holds. In [LiT], a symmetric Green’s function
Gg(x, y) is constructed for complete Riemannian manifolds. This Green’s
function has the following properties:































• Gg(x, y) ∼ 4π dist(x, y)−1 as x→ y;

• Gg(x, y)
∣

∣

∣

y∈Y \Bx(R)
is bounded, where R > 0 and Bx(R) is a

geodesic ball of radius R centered at x.

(2.11)

Thus, the function

fh(x) := −
∫

Y

Ggh(x, y)dy
(

(δh∗g0)dyf
0
(y)

)

=

∫

Y

(dyGgh(x, y))(δh∗)dyf
0
(y)

is also a solution to (2.10). (In the above, dx, dy respectively denote the
exterior derivative in the variable x, y.) Moreover,

dxfh(x) =

∫

Y

(

dxdyGgh(x, y)
)

(δh∗g0)dyf
0
(y) ∈ L2

:ǫ. (2.12)

To see this, note that since when x ∈ E±[Y ], y ∈ Yc, (Ggh(x, y)
∣

∣

∣

E
2|t̃(x)|
±

, 0) is

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

∑

λ∈Spec(B±),±λ≥0

ξλ,ye
−λt̃(x),

where for fixed y ∈ Yc, ξλ,y is an eigenfunction of B± varying smoothly with
y. Since ξ0,y = (C0,y, 0), where C0,y is a constant function (depending on

y), there is constant C such that |dxdyGgh(x, y)| ≤ Ce−ǫ0|t̃(x)| ∀y ∈ Yc as Yc
is compact. Plugging this into the right hand side of the equation (2.12),
and recalling that h is compactly supported on Yc, we have thus verified that
dfh ∈ L2

:ǫ.

Next, note that both (0, dfh) and (0, dfh) are L2:ǫ solutions to

D:ǫ,gh(−) =
(

− ∗ghd
(

(δh∗g0)df
0

)

, 0
)

,

16



and both are L2-orthogonal to kerD:ǫ,gh. Thus,

dfh = dfh =

∫

Y

(

dxdyGgh(x, y)
)

(δh∗g0)dyf
0
(y).

It follows that ‖dfh‖C0 ≤ C‖h‖C0 for a positive constant C. Since Yc is chosen
such that |df

0
| > 1/2 over Y \Yc, for sufficiently small ε > 0, |df

h
| > 0 over

Y \Yc ∀h ∈ Uε. Thus, the zero loci of df
h

lies in the interior of Yc ∀h ∈ Uε.
In particular, since Yc is compact, the zero loci of df

h
is compact and when

f
h
, 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 U

reg
ε,l in

Uε,l := {h| h ∈ C l
0(Yc; Sym

2 T ∗Y ), ‖h‖C2 ≤ ε}

for every integer l ≥ 2. More explicitly, modify the argument in [H] as
follows:

• Replace Equation (32) in [H] with

ev0,x(gh)(h) =

∫

Y

(

dxdyGgh(x, y)
)

(δh∗gh)dyf
h
(y),

where x ∈ (df
h
)−1(0) ⊂ Y̊c, h ∈ Uε,l, and h ∈ C l

0(Yc; Sym
2 T ∗Y ). (Note

that the Gg in [H] denotes the Green’s function for 1-forms instead.)

• Replace the computation around Equations (33) and (34) of [H] by the

following. Choose a trivialization of
∧2 T ∗Y

∣

∣

∣

Bx

≃gh T
∗Y |Bx ≃gh TY |Bx

over a small neighborhood Bx of x in Yc, where ≃gh denote isomor-
phisms induced by the metric gh. Take a sequence {yi}i ⊂ Bx such that
df

h
(yi) 6= 0 and yi → x. (Such a sequence exists by Aronszajn’s theo-

rem.) Given η 6= 0 ∈ (R3)∗, use the same notation to denote the corre-
sponding element in T ∗Yyi or T ∗Yc under the aforementioned trivializa-
tion. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we choose yi to approach
x from the direction β 6= 0 ∈ TxY ≃ R3. Let hi(y) := hi(yi)δi(y, yi),
where hi(yi) is defined as in p.647 of [H], where δi(y, yi) are smooth com-
pactly supported functions approximating the Dirac δ-function δ(x, 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
i→∞

ev0,x(gh)(hi) = lim
i→∞

∫

Y

(

d1dyGgh(yi, y)
)

(δhi∗gh)dyf
h
(y) = Rβ(η),

where Rβ is the isomorphism defined in [H], and d1 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 Y = R× Σ

Proposition 3.1. Let Y = Rt × Σ with the product metric, f = t, where
(Σ, ωΣ, j) is a compact Kähler surface Let sd be the Spinc structure on Y of
degree d = ds, and let w = π∗

2w, where w is a closed 2-form on Σ such that

∫

Σ

w = 8π(d− g + 1),

g being the genus of Σ. Then ∀r ≥ 1, there is a 1-1 map from Zr,w(Rt ×
Σ, sd, t) to SymdΣ. Here SymdΣ is defined to be ∅ when d < 0, and Sym0Σ
consists of a point.

Proof. Let S denote the spinor bundle corresponding to sd. Then ρ(dt) splits
S into a direct sum of eigen-subbundles E, E ⊗K−1 corresponding to eigen-
values −i, i respectively:

S = E ⊕E ⊗K−1,

where K−1 = π∗
2TΣ, and E ≃ π∗

2EΣ, EΣ being a complex line bundle over
degree d over Σ. Write

Ψ = 2−1/2r1/2(α, β) ∈ Γ(Y ;E ⊕E ⊗K−1).
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On the other hand, Noting that a hermitian connection AE on E induces
a Spinc connection A on S and vice versa, we will also use (AE , (α, β)) to
specify a configuration.

Choose a reference connection AE
0 on E to be of the form AE

0 = π∗
2B

E
w ,

where BE
w is a hermitian connection on EΣ with

FBE
w
= −iw/4− FAK/2,

where AK denotes the Levi-Civita curvature on the anti-canonical bundle
K−1 = T 0,1Σ. Write aE := AE − AE

0 = at(t, z) dt + az(t, z), where t ∈ R,
z ∈ (Σ.j), at is an imaginery-valued function on Y , and for each fixed t, az(t, ·)
is an imaginery-valued 1-form on Σ, Then a configuration (AE, (α, β)) is l-
admissible iff az ∈ L̂2

l (Y ; π
∗
2T

∗Σ), at ∈ L2
l (Y ; iR)). Let az(t, ·) ∈ Γ(Σ;C) be

defined by az(t, ·) = az(t, ·)dz+ āz(t.·)dz̄. Let BE
z (t, ·) denote the connection

on E
∣

∣

∣

{t}×Σ
≃ EΣ given by BE

w +az(t), and let B
′E
z (t, ·) denote the connection

on (E ⊗ K−1)
∣

∣

∣

{t}×Σ
≃ EΣ ⊗ TΣ induced from BE

z (t, ·) and the Levi-Civita

connection.

With such choices, the Seiberg-Witten equation Fµr,w(A,Ψ) = 0 takes the
following form:

∗gΣdzaz +
ir

4

(

1− |α|2 + |β|2) = 0; (3.1)

∂taz − 2∂zat =
ir

2
βᾱ; (3.2)

2∂̄BE
z
α− (∂t + at)β = 0; (3.3)

2∂BE′
z
β + (∂t + at)α = 0, (3.4)

where ∗gΣ denotes the two dimensional Hodge dual respect to the Kähler
metric on Σ, and dz denotes the 2-dimensional exterior derivative in the
z-variable.

To proceed, note that any configuration (AE, (α, β)) may be bring to one
with

az = 0

by integrating along t. (A configuration satisfying the above equation is said
to be in a temporal gauge.)
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Lemma 3.2. Let l > 1 be an integer. Then ∀r ≥ 1, any l-admissible solution
(AE, (α, β)) to (3.1-3.4) in a temporal gauge satisfies β ≡ 0.

Proof. Combining the admissibility condition on (AE , (α, β)), Sobolev em-
bedding, and a Weitzenböck formula, the Seiberg-Witten equation (3.1-3.4)
implies

〈

β,
(

∇∗
A′E∇A′E +

r

4
(1 + |α|2 + |β|2)

)

β
〉

L2

= ‖∇A
′Eβ‖2L2 +

r

4

∫

Y

(

1 + |α|2 + |β|2
)

|β|2 = 0,

This implies that β ≡ 0 if r > 0. ✷

Now, set β = 0, at = 0 in (3.1-3.4). This implies that ∂taz = 0, ∂tα = 0,
that is, (az, α) = π∗

2(a, α), where a is a connection on EΣ, and α is a section
of EΣ. Moreover, (a, α) satisfies

Vr,d(a, α) :=

(

∗gΣdza+ i
2
r(1− |α|2)

∂̄aα

)

= 0. (3.5)

Equivalently, (BE
d + a, r1/2α) satisfies the vortex equation on Σ, as defined in

[G] Equation (2), with the parameter τ = r+cds. Here, c :=
8π

∫

Σ
ωΣ

, and BE
d

is a connection on EΣ with FBE
d
= −ic

4
ds ωΣ.

The vortex equation is invariant under the action of C∞(Σ;U(1)): given
u ∈ GΣ := C∞(Σ;U(1)),

u · (a, α) := (a− u−1du, u · α).

We denote by Vr,d(Σ) the moduli space of vortex solutions,

Vr,d(Σ) := V−1
r,d(0)/GΣ. (3.6)

Given a pair (a, α) ∈ iΩ1(Σ)× Γ(EΣ), we call the Seiberg-Witten config-
uration (AE , (α, β)) = (π∗

2(B
E
w +a), (π∗

2α, 0)) =: (a, α) the pullback of (a, α).
We saw that  defines a 1-1 map from the space of solutions to the vortex
equation (3.5) to the space of Seiberg-Witten solutions in temporal gauge.
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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 π∗

2u for certain u ∈ C∞(Σ;U(1)), and

(π∗
2u) · (a, α) = 

(

u · (a, α)
)

.

Thus,  defines a 1-1 map from Vr,d(Σ) to Zr,w(Rt × Σ, sd, t)

By Theorem 1 of [G], Vr,d(Σ) is diffeomorphic to SymdΣ when τ > cd,
namely, when r > 0. Moreover, it is endowed with a symplectic structure
induced from its embedding as a symplectic quotient in iΩ1(Σ)×Γ(EΣ), the
latter being equipped with a natural symplectic form (cf. [G] p.91). ✷

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, α) ∈ Vr,d(Σ),

‖α‖2L∞ ≤ 1 + r−1‖s−‖L∞ ,

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 Vr,d(Σ)

3.2.3 The symplectic structure on Vr,d(Σ)

3.3 A priori estimates

3.3.1 An L∞ bound on Ψ and FA.

Let ψ := 21/2r−1/2Ψ. We have the following standard L∞ bound on ψ when
(A,Ψ) is an admissible solution to (1.1).

21



Let (Y, s) be a Spinc CCE, and let s denote the scalar curvature. The
constraint on the metric on Y implies that ‖max(−s, 0)‖L∞(Y ) is well defined.
Let f be a harmonic function on Y satisfying Condition (2) of Definition 1.2.
According to Proposition 2.1, ‖df‖L∞ is also finite. Fix an integer l > 3, and

let w ∈ Ŵl,s. The admissibility condition on w, together with a version of
Sobolev embedding, shows that ‖w‖C1 is also finite.

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

‖ψ‖2L∞ ≤ ‖df‖L∞ + z′r−1, (3.7)

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

Via the curvature equation in (1.1), this gives an L∞-bound for FAt:

‖FAt‖2L∞ ≤ 2r‖df‖L∞ + z′′, (3.8)

where z′′ is a positive constant depending only on the L∞ bounds on s, w.

Proof. The Dirac equation in (1.1) together with a Weitzenböck formula
gives:

∂/A∂/Aψ = ∇∗
A∇Aψ +

s

4
ψ +

ρ(FA)

2
ψ = 0. (3.9)

Taking pointwise inner product of the preceding equation with ψ, and using
the curvature equation in (1.1), we have

1

2
d∗d|ψ|2 + |∇Aψ|2 +

r

4
|ψ|2(|ψ|2 − r−1|µr,w|) +

s

4
|ψ|2 = 0 (3.10)

The smooth function |ψ|2 must have a maximum at a certain point xM ∈ Y ,
or it is bounded by one of 2r−1‖Φ±‖L∞(Σ±,SΣ±

), where (B±,Φ±) = Π±∞(A,Ψ).
In the former case, consider the previous inequality at xM and rearranging
to get

|ψ(xM)|2
(

|ψ(xM)|2 − |df(xM)|2 − z′r−1
)

≤ 0

where z′ is a positive constant depending only on the L∞ bounds on s, w
mentioned previously. This leads directly to (3.7). In the latter case, invoke
Lemma 3.3 and the fact that ‖df‖L∞ ≥ 1. ✷
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3.3.2 A pointwise bound for |β|2.

Let (Y, s) be a Spinc CCE, and S be the corresponding Spinc bundle. Let f be
an admissible function on Y . Let Zf ⊂ Yc consists of the critical points of f.

Then over Y ′ := Y \Zf, let K−1 be the subbundle ker(df) ⊂ TY |Y ′, endowed

with the complex structure given by the Clifford action of ρ(df)/|df|. Let AK

be the connection on K−1 induced from the Levi-Civita connection. Split

S|Y ′ = E ⊕E ⊗K−1 (3.11)

as a direct sum of eigenbundle of ρ(df), where E is the eigenbundle with
eigenvalue −i|df|. Given a Spinc connection A on S, denote by AE , A

′E re-
spectively the induced connection on E, E ⊗K−1. For simplicity, we shall
use ∇A to denote covariant derivatives with respect to any connection in-
duced from A and the Levi-Civita connection. For example, ∇Aα = ∇AEα;
∇Aβ = ∇A′Eβ. Given Ψ ∈ Γ(S), write

Ψ|Y ′ = 2−1/2r1/2(α, β)

according to the splitting (3.11).

Let σ̃ be the function on Y ′ defined as follows: Suppose that |ν|−1(0) 6= ∅.
Let σ(·) denote the distance function to (df)−1(0), and set

σ̃ := (1− χ(σ)) σ + χ(σ).

When f has no critical points, let σ = ∞ and σ̃ = 1.

Let Y ′
δ := {x| σ(x) ≥ δ} ⊂ Y .

Lemma 3.5. Let (Y, s), f be as the above, and let w ∈ Ŵ. Let (A,Ψ) be an
admissible solution to Fµr,w(A,Ψ) = 0.

There exist positive constants o ≥ 8, c, c′ ζ0, ζ
′
0 ≥ 1 that depend only on

the metric, f, and w, such the following hold: Suppose r > 1, δ > 0 are such
that δ ≥ or−1/3, then

|β|2 ≤ 2c σ̃−3r−1(|df| − |α|2) + ζ0 σ̃
−5r−2;

|β|2 ≤ 2c′σ̃−3r−1(|df| − |ψ|2) + ζ ′0 σ̃
−5r−2 (3.12)

on Yδ.

Proof. This follows from a straightforward adaption of the proof of Proposi-
tion 5.5 of [L3]. ✷
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Lemma 3.6. There exist positive constants r1, ζO, ζ ′, ζ ′′, that are indepen-
dent of r and (A,Ψ), with the following significance: Let δ′0 = ζOr

−1/3. For
any r > r1, one has:

|∇Aα|2 + rσ̃2|∇Aβ|2 ≤ ζ ′r̟ + ζ ′′σ̃−2 over Yδ′0.

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. ✷

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,Ψ) is an (l-) admissible solution to Fµr(A,Ψ) = 0, Then
(BE

± ,Φ±) := Π±∞(A,Ψ) ∈ Conn(EΣ±)× Γ(EΣ±) must be a vortex solution.
More precisely, write BE

± = BE
±,0 + a±, Φ = r1/22−1/2α±, then (a±, α±) must

satisfy Vr,d±(a±, α±) = 0. This induces end-point maps

Π±∞ : Zr,w(Y, s, f) → Vr,d±(Σ±).

3.4.2 Exponential Decay of |β|2 and |∇Aβ|2.

Lemma 3.7. Let (Y, s), f be as the above, and let w ∈ Ŵ. Let (A,Ψ) be an
admissible solution to Fµr,w(A,Ψ) = 0. Let ǫ > 0 be as in (2.3). Then there
exist constants r0 ≥ 1, C > 0 depending only on the metric, w, and df, such
that ∀r ≥ r0, the following holds: Over E±[Y ], we have the pointwise bound

|β|2 ≤ Cr−1e−2ǫt̃,

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on the metric, ǫ, w, and df.
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Proof. Take pointwise inner product of the equation ∂/2Aψ = 0 with β and α
respectively to get the analogs of Equations (2.3) and (2.4) of [T]:

(d∗d

2
+ r

|ψ|2 + |df|
4

)

|β|2 + |∇Aβ|2 ≤
(

ζ1|b| |∇Aα|+ ζ ′1|∇b| |α|
)

|β|,(3.13)

d∗d

2
|α|2 + |∇Aα|2 −

r

4
(|df| − |ψ|2)|α|2 ≤

(

ζ2|b| |∇Aβ|+ ζ ′2|∇b| |β|
)

|α|,(3.14)

where b arises from ∇(df), and by Proposition 2.1, we have

|b|+ |∇b| ≤ ζ ′0 e
−ǫt̃ (3.15)

on E±[Y ]. In the above as well as for the rest of this proof, the positive
constants ζi, ζ

′
i depend only on the metric, df, and w.

Using Proposition 2.1 again, we may choose R > 0 such that 1
2
≤ |df| ≤ 2

over ER
±[Y ]. Assume also that r > 1 is much larger than the L∞ bound of w

and s. Then applying a triangular inequality to (3.13) and rearranging, one
has

(d∗d

2
+ r

|ψ|2 + |df|
8

)

|β|2 + |∇Aβ|2 ≤ ζ3r
−1e−2ǫt̃|∇Aα|2 (3.16)

over ER
±[Y ]. Meanwhile, write ̟ := |df| − |α|2, and note that by Proposition

2.1,
∣

∣

∣
d∗d|df|

∣

∣

∣
≤ z0 e

−ǫt̃ over ER
±[Y ],

where z0 > 0 is a constant depending only on the metric on Y . Combine the
preceding inequality with (3.14) as well as Lemma 3.4 to get:

d∗d

2
(−̟) + |∇Aα|2 +

r|α|2
8

(−̟ + |β|2)

≤ e−2ǫt̃
(

ζ ′3|∇Aβ|2 + ζ ′′3 ) over ER
±[Y ].

(3.17)

Adding ζ4r
−1e−2ǫt̃ times (3.17) to (3.16) for an appropriately chosen constant

ζ4 > 0, we have for u := |β|2 − ζ4r
−1e−2ǫt̟̃:

(d∗d

2
+ r

|df|
8

)

u ≤ ζ5r
−1e−2ǫt̃ over ER

±[Y ].

Combine this with the fact that

d∗de−2ǫt̃ = −4ǫ2e−2ǫt̃ over E±[Y ] (3.18)
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as well as Lemmas 3.4, 3.5, one may find a constant C ′ > 0 depending only
on the metric, ǫ, w, and df, such that

(d∗d

2
+ r

|df|
8

)

(u− C ′r−1e−2ǫt̃) < 0 over ER
±[Y ];

(

u− C ′r−1e−2ǫt̃
)

∣

∣

∣

∂ER
±[Y ]

< 0;

Π±∞

(

u− C ′r−1e−2ǫt̃
)

= 0.

(3.19)

Suppose that there is an x ∈ ER
±[Y ] where v := u − C ′r−1e−2ǫt̃ > 0. Then

v attains a positive maximum in the interior of ER
±[Y ]. However, at such a

maximum point, the left hand side in the first line of (3.19) is positive, which
contradicts (3.19). Thus, u ≤ 0 over ER

±[Y ], which implies via Lemma 3.4
that

|β|2 ≤ Cr−1e−2ǫt̃ over ER
±[Y ].

Since E±[Y ]\ER
±[Y ] is compact, enlarging the value of the constant C if nec-

essary, we arrive at the coclusion of the lemma. ✷

Lemma 3.8. Let (Y, s), f w, (A,Ψ) and ǫ > 0 be as in Lemma 3.7. Then
there exist constants r0 ≥ 1, C ′ > 0 depending only on the metric, w, and df,
such that ∀r ≥ r0, the following holds: Over E±[Y ], we have the pointwise
bound

|∇Aβ|2 ≤ Cr−1e−2ǫt̃,

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on the metric, ǫ, w, and df.

Proof. Let R and r be sufficiently large positive numbers as in the proof of
the previous lemma. With (3.8) in place, argue as in the proof of Proposition
2.8 in [T] using this bound, (3.15) and Lemma 3.4 to get:

(d∗d

2
+ r

|ψ|2 + |df|
4

)

|∇Aβ|2 + |∇A∇Aβ|2

≤ ζ0r|∇Aβ|2 + r−1e−2ǫt̃
(

ζ1|∇Aα|2 + ζ2|∇A∇Aα|2 + ζ3
)

over ER
±[Y ]

(3.20)

and

d∗d

2
|∇Aα|2 + |∇A∇Aα|2

≤ ζ ′0r|∇Aα|2 + r−1e−2ǫt̃
(

ζ ′1|∇Aβ|2 + ζ ′2|∇A∇Aβ|2|+ ζ ′3|β|2
)

over ER
±[Y ].

(3.21)
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Adding C ′
1r

−1e−2ǫt̃ times (3.21) to (3.20) for an appropriately chosen con-
stant C ′

1, we have for u1 := |∇Aβ|2 − C ′
1r

−1e−2ǫt̃|∇Aα|2:

d∗d

2
u1 ≤ ζ ′4r|∇Aβ|2 + ζ ′5r

−1e−2ǫt̃|∇Aα|2 over ER
±[Y ].

Adding ζ ′4r times (3.16) to the preceding inequality, we have:

d∗d

2
(u1 + ζ ′4r|β|2) ≤ ζ ′6r

−1e−2ǫt̃|∇Aα|2 over ER
±[Y ].

Using (3.18) and Lemma 3.6, we may find another positive constant ζ7, such
that with v′ := u1 + ζ ′4r|β|2 − ζ7e

−2ǫt̃,

d∗d

2
(v′) < 0 over ER

±[Y ];

v′
∣

∣

∣

∂ER
±[Y ]

< 0;

Π±∞v′ = 0.

(3.22)

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

|∇Aβ|2 − C ′
1r

−1e−2ǫt̃|∇Aα|2 + ζ ′4r|β|2 ≤ ζ7e
−2ǫt̃.

A combination of the preceding inequality with Lemma 3.6 then leads to the
conclusion of the lemma. ✷

3.4.3 An alternative parametrization of E±[Y ] and reference pull-

back configurations

We aim to show that an admissible Seiberg-Witten solution (A; Ψ) “ap-
proaches the end-point vortex solutions Π±∞(A,Ψ) exponentially”. To state
this precisely, we shall construct a reference configuration on Y from Π±∞(A,Ψ),
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,Ψ) and
this reference configuration decays exponentially over E±[Y ]. This is done
similarly to what appears in Section 3.3 of [L1].
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