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A NOTE ON THE EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO HITCHIN’S

SELF-DUALITY EQUATIONS

YU FENG, SHUO WANG†, AND BIN XU

Abstract. In 1987, Hitchin introduced the self-duality equations on rank-2 complex vector
bundles over compact Riemann surfaces with genus greater than one as a reduction of the
Yang-Mills equation and established the existence of solutions to these equations starting
from a Higgs stable bundle. In this paper, we fill in some technical details in Hitchin’s original
proof by the following three steps. First, we reduce the existence of a solution of class L

2

1
to

minimizing the energy functional within a Higgs stable orbit of the L
2

2
complex gauge group

action. Second, using this transformation, we obtain a solution of class L2

1
in this orbit. These

two steps primarily follow Hitchin’s original approach. Finally, using the Coulomb gauge, we
construct a smooth solution by applying an L

2

2
unitary gauge transformation to the L

2

1
solution

constructed previously. This last step provides additional technical details to Hitchin’s original
proof.

1. Introduction

In his 1987 paper [5], Hitchin introduced the self-duality equations for rank-2 Hermitian bun-
dles over compact Riemann surfaces of genus greater than one. Employing Sobolev completion
and weak convergence techniques, he obtained a solution to the self-duality equations via a gauge
transformation applied to a stable Higgs bundle, as elaborated in [5, Theorem 4.3]. This result
stands as a foundation in the study of Hitchin systems and provides a geometric framework of
non-Abelian Hodge correspondence.

The space of smooth complex Higgs structures on Hermitian bundles forms an infinite-
dimensional affine space equipped with a natural Kähler structure, where Hitchin derived his
self-duality equations. Hitchin computed the moment map for the action of unitary gauge group
on this space, constructed an energy functional, and reduce the existence of a solution of class
L2
1 to finding the minimum of this energy functional on a Higgs stable orbit, thereby proving the

existence theorem. Following Hitchin’s approach, our proof proceeds in three steps. First, using
Hitchin’s energy functional, we extend his reduction process on the space of smooth complex
Higgs structures to the space of L2

1 complex Higgs structures. Specifically, we translate the exis-
tence of a solution of class L2

1 into finding a minimizer of the energy functional restricted to the
Higgs stable orbit under the action of bundle automorphisms of class L2

2. Second, by applying L2
2

bundle automorphisms to a stable Higgs bundle, we construct an L2
1 solution to the self-duality

equations. An important observation here is that a unitary bundle automorphism of class L2
2

maps one L2
1 solution to another L2

1 solution to the self-duality equations. Finally, employing
the Coulomb gauge, we construct a smooth solution to the self-duality equations by applying a
unitary bundle automorphism of class L2

2 to the solution obtained in the second step, as stated
in Theorem 2.15. This final step provides more details for the original proof by Hitchin and
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2 YU FENG, SHUO WANG†, AND BIN XU

rigorously confirms the existence of smooth solutions to the self-duality equations as originally
demonstrated in [5, Theorem 4.3].

We conclude this section by outlining the organization of the remaining four sections of this
note. In Section 2, we provide the necessary background on the self-duality equations and gauge
groups, and state the main result, Theorem 2.13. In Section 3, we transform the existence
problem of L2

1 solutions to the self-duality equations into finding the critical point of the energy
functional restricted to the orbit under the L2

2 complex gauge group action. Building on this
crucial transformation, we construct a solution lying in L2

1 space to the self-duality equations in
Section 4 and establish Theorem 2.14. Finally, in Section 5, we demonstrate how to construct a
smooth solution from the solution obtained in Section 4 and establish Theorem 2.15. Together,
Theorems 2.14 and 2.15 provide a complete proof of the main result, Theorem 2.13.

Theorem 2.13

Theorem 2.14 Theorem 2.15

Proposition 4.5 Proposition 3.1

Proposition 4.2 Lemma 3.5 Corollary 3.7 Corollary 3.10

2. Background and Main Result

LetM be a compact Riemann surface of genus greater than one, and let (V,H) be a Hermitian
bundle overM of rank 2. Denote by ωM the Kähler form, normalized such that Vol(M,ωM ) = 1.
In the first three subsections, we introduce the space N of smooth complex Higgs structures on
V , the group G of smooth unitary gauge transformations, the group G C of smooth complex gauge
transformations, and their respective group actions on N . These spaces can be completed under
some Sobolev norms, yielding the Kähler Banach space (N2

1 , g, I), the Banach real Lie group G 2
2 ,

and the Banach complex Lie group G C2
2. Hitchin’s self-duality equations can be extended to N2

1 ,
as stated in (2.2). We also provide the moment map µ of the action of G 2

2 on N2
1 . Subsequently,

in the final two subsections, we present Atiyah-Bott’s result, as stated in Theorem 2.11, along
with the main results of this note, Theorems 2.13, 2.14, and 2.15.

2.1. Self-duality equations.

2.1.1. Self-duality equations on principal bundles. Let P → M be an SO(3) principal bundle,
and denote by adP its adjoint vector bundle. The self-duality equations for (A,Φ) are given by

(2.1)

{

FA + [Φ,Φ∗] = 0,

d′′AΦ = 0,
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where A is a connection on P , d′′A is the holomorphic structure on adP ⊗ C induced by A, and
Φ ∈ Ω1,0(M, adP ⊗C). We will transfer the self-duality equations (2.1) on the principal bundle
to their version on the associated vector bundle. First, let us describe the associated vector
bundle of P . Consider the following short exact sequence

1 U(1) U(2) SO(3) 1

SU(2)

η0

ξ

where U(2) 99K SU(2) is a multi-valued map given by multiplying by two suitably chosen con-
stants, and ξ is the universal covering map. By the argument in [7, Appendix A, p. 373], the
induced long exact sequence is given by:

· · · → H1(M,U(1)) → H1(M,U(2)) → H1(M,SO(3)) → 0.

implies that there exists a U(2) principal bundle P̃ and a bundle map η : P̃ → P satisfying

η(p̃ · a) = η(p̃) · η0(a) for any p̃ ∈ P̃ , a ∈ U(2). Define V := P̃ ×id C
2 as a rank 2 complex vector

bundle over M , where id is the natural representation of U(2) on C
2. The canonical metric on

C2 induces a Hermitian metric H on V . The Hermitian bundle (V,H) is called the associated
bundle of P in Hitchin’s original paper [5, Section 2]. An important observation is

adP ∼= Endsk0 V, ad P̃ ∼= Endsk V, adP ⊗ C ∼= End0 V, ad P̃ ⊗ C ∼= EndV,

where End0 V and Endsk V are the bundles of trace-free and skew-Hermitian endomorphisms of
(V,H), respectively. Thus, Φ ∈ Ω0,1(M, adP ⊗ C) can be regarded as a trace-free element in

Ω0,1(M, ad P̃ ⊗ C), denoted by Φ̃.

Define det P̃ := P̃ ×det U(1) as a U(1)-principal bundle overM . Following Hitchin [5, Section

2], we fix a connection A0 on det P̃ . Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence between

connections A on P and connections Ã on P̃ with induced connection A0 on det P̃ . Under this
context, we have

FÃ = FA +

(

1

2
FA0

)

idV ∈ Ω2(M, ad P̃ ) ∼= Ω2(M,Endsk V ).

In particular, F⊥

Ã
= FA ∈ Ω2(M,Endsk0 V ), where F⊥

Ã
denotes the trace-free part of FÃ. Hence,

the self-duality equations (2.1) can be reformulated as equations on P̃ , given by

{

F⊥

Ã
+ [Φ̃, Φ̃∗] = 0,

d′′
Ã
Φ̃ = 0.

In fact, P̃ and det P̃ are the unitary frame bundles of (V,H) and (detV,H0), respectively, where

H0 is the induced Hermitian metric of H . Therefore, by [6, Definition 2.1.8], connections on P̃

correspond one-to-one with unitary connections on (V,H), and connections on det P̃ correspond
one-to-one with unitary connections on (det V,H0). To summarize, once a unitary connection

A0 on (det V,H0) is fixed, a connection A on P induces a unitary connection Ã on (V,H) whose
induced connection on detV is exactly A0. Furthermore, Φ is a smooth section of End0 V . At
this point, we can discuss the self-duality equations (2.1) in the version of the associated bundle
as follows.
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2.1.2. Self-duality equations on associated bundles. Let (V,H) be a rank-2 Hermitian vector
bundle over M . Fix a unitary connection A0 on (detV,H0), where H0 is the induced Hermitian
metric on detV . Denote by A the space of smooth unitary connections on (V,H) that induce
A0 on det V . Given a fixed connection A ∈ A , the space A can be described as an affine space

A = A+Ω1,sk(M,End0 V ),

where Ω1,sk(M,End0 V ) consists of smooth 1-forms ψ on End0 V satisfying

〈ψ(s), t〉H + 〈s, ψ(t)〉H = 0, ∀s, t ∈ Ω0(M,V ).

On a local chart (U, z), an element of Ω1,sk(M,End0 V ) can be expressed as −θ†H dz + θ dz̄,
where θ ∈ Ω0(U,End0 V ), and †H is the adjoint operator with respect to H .

Define the space of smooth complex Higgs fields on V as Ω1,0(M,End0 V ). For any smooth
Higgs field Φ, we can locally express it on a chart (U, z) as Φ|U = φdz, where φ ∈ Ω0(U,End0 V ).
We denote by Φ∗ the smooth (0, 1)-form on End0 V , given locally by Φ∗|U = φ†H dz̄.

Denote by N := A × Ω1,0(M,End0 V ) the space of smooth complex Higgs structures on V .
Define an invariant Riemannian metric 〈·, ·〉1 on A by

〈Ȧ1, Ȧ2〉1 = −i

∫

M

Ȧ
1,0
1 ∧ Ȧ0,1

2 + Ȧ
1,0
2 ∧ Ȧ0,1

1 , ∀ Ȧi ∈ TAA .

Similarly, we define an inner product 〈·, ·〉2 on Ω1,0(M,End0 V ) by

〈Φ̇1, Φ̇2〉2 = i

∫

M

Φ̇1 ∧ Φ̇∗
2 + Φ̇2 ∧ Φ̇∗

1, ∀ Φ̇i ∈ Ω1,0(M,End0 V ).

These inner products induce a Riemannian metric on N , denoted by g. The complex structure
on A is given by I1(Ȧ) := −iȦ1,0 + iȦ0,1, while on Ω1,0(M,End0 V ) it is given by I2(Φ̇) := iΦ̇.
Together, these complex structures induce a complex structure on N , denoted by I, and the
resulting triple (N, g, I) forms a Kähler structure.

The self-duality equations in the setting of vector bundles is

(A,Φ) ∈ N such that

{

F⊥
A +

[

Φ,Φ∗
]

= 0,

d′′AΦ = 0,

where F⊥
A denotes the trace-free part of FA, and

[

Φ,Φ∗
]

:=
[

φ, φ†H
]

dz ∧ dz̄ locally on (U, z). A
pair (A,Φ) ∈ N that satisfies the equation above is called a smooth solution of the self-duality
equations.

2.1.3. Sobolev Case. First, we introduce some results on Sobolev spaces

Lemma 2.1. Denote by Lp
k the space of Lp

k functions defined on the unit disk in C. Then

(1) ([3, Theorem 6.7]) Assume u ∈ L
p
k for some 0 < k < 1 and 1 < p < 2

k . Let q > 1 satisfy
1
q = 1

p − k
2 . Then, there exists a constant C depending only on k, p such that

‖u‖Lq ≤ C‖u‖Lp
k
.

This embedding is denoted by Lp
k →֒ Lq. In particular

L2
1 →֒ L2

p
p+1

→֒ Lp ∀1 ≤ p <∞.

We will refer to this result as the Sobolev Embedding Theorem.
(2) ([2, Theorem 6.1]) Let ki and 1 ≤ pi, p <∞ for (i = 1, 2) be real numbers, and let k be a

nonnegative integer such that ki ≥ k, ki−k ≥ 2
pi
− 2

p , and k1+k2−k >
2
p1

+ 2
p2

− 2
p ≥ 0.

If u1 ∈ L
p1

k1
and u2 ∈ L

p2

k2
, then there exists a constant C depending only on k, ki, p, pi

such that
‖u1 · u2‖Lp

k
≤ C‖u1‖Lp1

k1

‖u2‖Lp2
k2

.
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This embedding is denoted by Lp1

k1
× L

p2

k2
→֒ L

p
k. In particular, L2

2 × L2
1 →֒ L2

1. We will
refer to this result as the Sobolev Multiplicative Theorem.

Let E be a vector bundle over a compact Riemann surface M . Denote by Lp
k(M,E) the vector

space of Lp
k sections of E. Then

(3) ([8, Chapter 4, Proposition 4.4])L2
k(M,E) is compactly embedded into L2

k−ε(M,E) for
any k ∈ R, ε > 0.

Corollary 2.2. For any 1
2 > ε > 0, the following embeddings hold

L2
1 × L2 →֒ L2−ε and L2

1 × L2−ε
1 →֒ L2−2ε

1 .

Proof. In fact, we only need to prove the following two cases

L2
1 × L2−ε →֒ L2−2ε and L2 × L2−ε

1 →֒ L2−ε.

First, from (1), we know that L2
1 embeds into Lp, where p satisfies 1

p = 1
2−2ε − 1

2−ε . Then, by

Hölder’s inequality, we have Lp×L2−ε →֒ L2−2ε, which completes the proof of L2
1×L

2−ε →֒ L2−2ε.
Second, L2−ε

1 embeds into Lq, where q satisfies 1
q + 1

2 = 1
2−ε . Then, by Hölder’s inequality, we

have L2 × Lq →֒ L2−ε, which completes the proof of L2 × L2−ε
1 →֒ L2−ε. �

Corollary 2.3. L2
1(M,E) is compactly embedded into Lp(M,E) for any 1 ≤ p <∞.

Proof. By (3), L2
1(M,E) is compactly embedded into L2

1−ε(M,E) for any ε > 0. From [?,

], L2
1−ε(M,E) is embedded into L2/ε(M,E). Combining these results, L2

1(M,E) is compactly

embedded into L2/ε(M,E) for each ε > 0. �

Definition 2.4. The space of unitary connections of class L2
1 on (V,H) is defined as

A
2
1 :=

{

A = Asm + θ
∣

∣

∣
θ ∈ (L2

1)
sk(M,End0 V ⊗ T ∗

CM)
}

,

where Asm is a fixed smooth unitary connection in A . Note that the space A 2
1 is independent of

the choice of Asm. The space of complex Higgs fields of class L2
1 is defined as the space of L2

1 sec-
tions of the vector bundle End0 V ⊗KM , denoted by L2

1(M,End0 V ⊗KM ) or (L2
1)

1,0(M,End0 V ).
We denote N2

1 := A 2
1 × L2

1(M,End0 V ⊗KM ).

In this setting, the Kähler structure (N, g, I) extends naturally to N2
1 , which we also denote

by (N2
1 , g, I).

Lemma 2.5. FA, [Φ,Φ
∗], and d′′AΦ lie in L2(M,End0 V ⊗ Λ2T ∗

C
M) for any (A,Φ) ∈ N2

1 .

Proof. The curvature map A → Ω1,1(M,EndV ), which assigns to a connection A its curvature
FA, can be continuously extended to:

A
2
1 → L2(M,EndV ⊗ Λ2T ∗

CM) ([9, Lemma 1.1]).

Locally on (U, z), represent A = d − θ†Hdz + θdz̄ and Φ = φdz. Then both θ and φ have L2
1

regularity. Locally, we have:

d′′AΦ = −

(

∂φ

∂z̄
+ [θ, φ]

)

dz ∧ dz̄, [Φ,Φ∗] = [φ, φ†H ]dz ∧ dz̄.

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, L2
1 →֒ L4, and we know L2

1×L
2
1 ⊆ L2. Therefore, ∂φ

∂z̄ , [φ, θ],

and [φ, φ†H ] all have L2 regularity. This implies that both d′′AΦ and [Φ,Φ∗] lie in L2(M,End0 V ⊗
Λ2T ∗

C
M). �
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Consequently, we consider the self-duality equations in the Sobolev setting as follows

(2.2) (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 such that

{

F⊥
A +

[

Φ,Φ∗
]

= 0

d′′AΦ = 0
a.e.

A pair (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 that satisfies (2.2) is called a solution of class L2

1 to the self-duality equations.

2.2. Gauge Groups.

2.2.1. Smooth Case.

Definition 2.6. Define the group G of smooth unitary gauge transformations on (V,H) as

G :=
{

ϕ ∈ Ω0(M,EndV )
∣

∣

∣
detϕ = 1 and ϕ · ϕ†H = idV

}

,

and the group G C of smooth complex gauge transformations on V as

G
C :=

{

ϕ ∈ Ω0(M,EndV )
∣

∣

∣
detϕ = 1

}

.

G is an infinite-dimensional real Lie group with Lie algebra

Lie(G ) = Ω0,sk(M,End0 V ) :=
{

s ∈ Ω0(M,End0 V )
∣

∣

∣
s+ s†H = 0

}

.

There is an action of G on N given by

N × G → N ; (A,Φ) · g := g−1(A,Φ)g, for g ∈ G and (A,Φ) ∈ N.

G C is the complexification of G with Lie(G C) = Ω0(M,End0 V ). There is an action of G C on N
given by

(2.3) N × G
C → N ; (A,Φ) · g := (Ã, g−1Φg), for g ∈ G

C and (A,Φ) ∈ N,

where Ã denotes the Chern connection on (V,H) whose (0, 1)-component is given by g−1d′′Ag.
This G C-action extends the one of G on N .

2.2.2. Sobolev case. Consider that G and G C are embedded in Ω0(M,EndV ). The group of uni-
tary gauge transformations of class L2

2, denoted by G 2
2 , and the group of complex gauge transfor-

mations of class L2
2, denoted by G C2

2, are defined as the closures of G and G C in L2
2(M,EndV ).

We observe that if (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 is a solution to the self-duality equations (2.2), then so is (A,Φ)·g

for each g ∈ G 2
2 .

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, L2
2 →֒ C0,γ for any γ ∈ (0, 1), so elements of G 2

2 or G C2
2

can be considered pointwise by continuity. The Lie algebras are given by

Lie(G 2
2 ) = (L2

2)
sk(M,End0 V ) =

{

ϕ ∈ L2
2(M,End0 V )

∣

∣

∣
ϕz + ϕ†H

z = 0 ∀z ∈M
}

,

and Lie(G C2
2) = L2

2(M,End0 V ). By the Sobolev multiplication theorem L2
2×L

2
1 →֒ L2

1, there are

actions of G 2
2 and G C2

2 on N
2
1 , which are extensions of the actions of G and G C on N , respectively.

Lemma 2.7. Take (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 and s ∈ Lie(GC2

2). Locally, on a chart (U, z), represent d′′A = ∂̄+

θ, then d′′As is locally given by
(

∂s
∂z̄ + [θ, s]

)

dz̄. Denote by (d′′As)
∗ the L2

1 section of End0 V ⊗KM ,

which is locally given by
(

∂s
∂z̄ + [θ, s]

)†H
dz.

The fundamental vector field induced by s ∈ Lie(GC2
2) with respect to the GC2

2 action on N2
1 is

given by

V s
∣

∣

∣

(A,Φ)
=

(

− (d′′As)
∗ + d′′As, [Φ, s]

)

.
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Proof. Consider a curve in N2
1 given by γ(t) = (At,Φt) := (A,Φ) · exp(ts), and by definition, we

have V s
∣

∣

(A,Φ)
= γ′(0). By the definition of the GC2

2 action on N2
1 , we have

d′′At
= exp(−ts)d′′A exp(ts), and Φt = exp(−ts)Φ exp(ts).

Locally, on the chart (U, z), we write d′′At
= ∂̄ + exp(−ts)∂̄

(

exp(ts)
)

+ exp(−ts)θ exp(ts)dz̄ and
Φt = exp(−ts)φ exp(ts)dz. Taking the limit as t→ 0, we compute

lim
t→0

d′′At
− d′′A
t

=

(

∂s

∂z̄
+ [θ, s]

)

dz̄ = d′′As locally,

Similarly, we have lim
t→0

Φt−Φ
t = [φ, s]dz, which coincides exactly with the form [Φ, s].

By the skew-Hermitian property of TAA 2
1 , the term lim

t→0

dAt−dA

t is given by

−

(

lim
t→0

d′′At
− d′′A
t

)∗

+ lim
t→0

d′′At
− d′′A
t

.

Finally, we conclude γ′(0) =
(

− (d′′As)
∗ + d′′As, [Φ, s]

)

. �

2.2.3. Higgs stable pair.

Definition 2.8. A pair (A,Φ) ∈ N is called Higgs (semi-)stable if d′′AΦ = 0 and any holomorphic
line subbundle L of (V, d′′A) satisfying Φ(L) ⊆ L⊗KM must satisfy:

degL < (≤)
degV

2
.

Lemma 2.9. If (A,Φ) lies in a G
C2
2-orbit of a Higgs semi-stable pair (B,Ψ) ∈ N , then d′′AΦ = 0.

Proof. By the definition of the G C2
2 action on N2

1 given in (2.3), we have:

d′′A = g−1d′′Bg, Φ = g−1Ψg,

for some g ∈ G C2
2. Consequently d′′AΦ = g−1(d′′BΨ)g = 0. �

Definition 2.10. A pair (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 is called Higgs (semi-)stable if it lies in a G C2

2-orbit of
some Higgs (semi-)stable pair in N .

2.3. Moment Map. The moment map µ : N → Lie(G )∗ of the action of the Lie group G

on N can be explicitly computed, with detailed calculations provided in [1, Section 9] and [5,
Section 4]. This result can naturally extend to the case of G 2

2 action on N2
1 as

(2.4) µ : N2
1 → Lie(G 2

2 )
∗, (A,Φ) 7→ µ(A,Φ)(s) :=

∫

M

Tr
(

(

F⊥
A + [Φ,Φ∗]

)

s
)

.

For convenience, we write the moment map as µ(A,Φ) = F⊥
A + [Φ,Φ∗].

Introduce the standard inner product on (L2)sk(M,End0 V ), which induces an inner product
on the linear subspace Lie(G 2

2 ) = (L2
2)

sk(M,End0 V ) as

〈s, t〉L2 =

∫

M

Tr
(

s†H t+ t†H s
)

ωM , s, t ∈ (L2)sk(M,End0 V ).

Define the map µ♯ : N2
1 → (L2)sk(M,End0 V ) as

µ♯(A,Φ) =
F⊥
A + [Φ,Φ∗]

ωM
.
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Whenever x ∈ N2
1 is a pair such that µ(x) has L2

2 regularity, then µ♯(x) can be regarded as an
element in Lie(G 2

2 ) = (L2
2)

sk(M,End0 V ). Finally, we define the energy function as

‖µ‖2L2 : N2
1 → R≥0, (A,Φ) 7→

〈

µ♯(A,Φ), µ♯(A,Φ)
〉

L2
.

2.4. Atiyah-Bott’s Result. One of the key tools employed in this note is a result from Atiyah-
Bott [1, Lemma 14.8-9], which provides a method for finding smooth connections within the

G C2
2-orbit in A 2

1 .

Lemma 2.11 (Atiyah-Bott). For any connection A ∈ A 2
1 , the set consisting of smooth connec-

tions in the G C2
2-orbit of A is a dense subset of this orbit. Furthermore, if A1, A2 are smooth

and A1 = A2 · g for some g ∈ G C2
2, then g ∈ G C.

For any pair (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 , based on the lemma above, we can find smooth pairs in N within

any stable G C2
2-orbits in N

2
1 as follows:

Lemma 2.12. Let (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 satisfy d′′A Φ = 0. Denote by O(A,Φ) the G

C2
2-orbit of (A,Φ) in

N2
1 . Then the subset of O(A,Φ) consisting of smooth pairs is dense in O(A,Φ). Moreover, if both

(A1,Φ1) and (A2,Φ2) are contained in N and (A1,Φ1) = (A2,Φ2) · g for some g ∈ G C2
2, then

g ∈ G
C.

Proof. By Lemma 2.11, there exists g ∈ G
C2
2 such that Ã := A · g is smooth, and thus (Ã, Φ̃) :=

(A,Φ) · g is a smooth pair in O(A,Φ). The smoothness of Φ̃ follows from the elliptic equation

d′′
Ã
Φ̃ = 0. Therefore, the set

{

(Ã, Φ̃) · g | g ∈ G C

}

is a dense subset of the G C2
2-orbit O(A,Φ). �

2.5. Main Result. Hitchin’s result [5, Theorem 4.3] includes both the existence and uniqueness
of solutions to the self-duality equations. Here, we focus only on the existence, which is stated
as follows.

Theorem 2.13 (Hitchin). For any Higgs stable pair (A,Φ) ∈ N , there exist smooth solutions to

the Hitchin self-duality equations (2.2) within the G C2
2-orbit of (A,Φ).

We divide the proof of this theorem into two main steps. First, we seek a solution to the self-
duality equations in the orbit O(A,Φ), where the solution is not necessarily smooth. Second, we

show the existence of a smooth pair in the G 2
2 -orbit of this solution. These two steps correspond

to the following theorems:

Theorem 2.14. For any Higgs stable pair (A,Φ) ∈ N , there exist solutions of class L2
1 to the

Hitchin self-duality equations (2.2) within the G C2
2-orbit of (A,Φ).

Theorem 2.15. If (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 is a solution of the self-duality equations (2.2), then there exists

a smooth pair in the G 2
2 -orbit of (A,Φ).

3. Reduction of Solving Self-Duality Equations

Let (A,Φ) ∈ N be a smooth Higgs stable pair, and denote by O(A,Φ) the G C2
2-orbit of (A,Φ)

in N2
1 . The main goal of this section is to establish four mutually equivalent conditions for the

existence of a solution to the self-duality equations within the orbit O(A,Φ). Hitchin’s original
work introduced these equivalent conditions under the assumption of smoothness, transforming
the problem of finding solutions to the self-duality equations into a more tractable form. In this
section, we remove the smoothness assumption by extending the discussion to a general Higgs
stable pair in O(A,Φ). These conditions are summarized in the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.1. For x ∈ O(A,Φ), the following conditions are mutually equivalent:

(1) x is a solution of class L2
1 to the Hitchin self-duality equation (2.2).

(2) x is a zero of the moment map µ as defined in (2.4).
(3) x is a critical point of ‖µ‖2L2 : N2

1 → R≥0.

(4) x is a critical point of the restricted function ‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

O(A,Φ)
: O(A,Φ) → R≥0.

Since (N2
1 , g) is a Banach manifold, we need to redefine the notion of critical point. First,

we introduce a general result on Sobolev sections of vector bundles from [4, Section 4.1] and [8,
Chapter 4, Proposition 3.2] as follows

Lemma 3.2. Let E be a vector bundle over a compact manifold M and g a bundle metric. For
any bounded linear functional f on L2

k(M,E), k ∈ R, there exists a unique t ∈ L2
−k(M,E) such

that: g(s, t) = f(s), ∀s ∈ L2
k(M,E). Moreover, the inequality |g(s, t)| ≤ ‖s‖L2

k
‖t‖L2

−k
holds.

Regard the tangent space at x ∈ N2
1 as the space of L2

1 sections of a vector bundle:

TxN
2
1
∼= (L2

1)
1,sk(M,End0V )⊕ (L2

1)
1,0(M,End0V ).

On the other hand, any θ = θ1,0 + θ0,1 in (L2
1)

1,sk(M,End0V ) satisfies θ1,0 = −
(

θ0,1
)∗
. Thus,

θ is determined by its (0, 1) component. Therefore, we can regard TxN
2
1 as the vector space

L2
1(M,End0V ⊗ T ∗

C
M). The Kähler metric g on N2

1 can then be viewed as a bundle metric on
End0V ⊗ T ∗

C
M .

Lemma 3.3. Denote by dxf the differential 1-form in (TxN
2
1 )

∗ associated with the smooth
function f . Then dx‖µ‖2L2 is a bounded linear functional on the Hilbert space (TxN

2
1 , ‖ · ‖L2

1
).

Proof. Let x := (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 and µ(x) = F⊥

A + [Φ,Φ∗]. Let Y = (Ȧ, Φ̇) be a tangent vector in
TxN

2
1 . Then dxµ(Y ) is an L2 section of End0V ⊗ Λ2T ∗

C
M , given by:

dxµ(Y ) = lim
t→0

1

t

(

µ(x+ tY )− µ(x)
)

= lim
t→0

1

t

(

(

FA+tȦ − FA

)

+
(

[Φ + tΦ̇,Φ∗ + tΦ̇∗]− [Φ,Φ∗]
)

)

= dAȦ+ [Φ, Φ̇∗] + [Φ̇,Φ∗].(3.1)

Suppose {Yi} := (Ai,Φi) converges to Y in L2
1. Using the embedding L2

1 ×L2
1 →֒ L2, we have

{dxµ(Yi)} converging to dxµ(Y ) in L2. On the other hand,

dx‖µ‖
2
L2(Y ) = 2

〈

dxµ
♯(Y ), µ♯(x)

〉

L2

by definition. Hence, the sequence dx‖µ‖
2
L2(Yi) converges to dx‖µ‖

2
L2(Y ). �

Definition 3.4. gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 is defined as the L2

−1 section of End0V ⊗ T ∗
C
M such that

g
(

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2, Y

)

= dx‖µ‖
2
L2(Y ), ∀Y ∈ TxN

2
1 .

We call x a critical point of ‖µ‖2L2 if gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 0.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1.

3.1.1. (1) ⇔ (2). The equivalence between (1) and (2) is a trivial observation since (A,Φ) is

stable, and for any (Ã, Φ̃) ∈ O(A,Φ), the second part of the self-duality equations, d′′
Ã
Φ̃ = 0,

automatically holds.
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3.1.2. (2) ⇔ (3). For x ∈ N2
1 , gradx ‖µ‖

2
L2 cannot, in general, be regarded as a tangent vector

in TxN
2
1 . However, under certain regularity condition, we have the following

Lemma 3.5. Consider the Banach Kähler manifold (N2
1 , ω, g, I) with G 2

2 acting on it with the
moment map µ defined in (2.4). Suppose x ∈ N2

1 such that µ♯(x) ∈ (L2
2)

sk(M,End0 V ). Then
gradx ‖µ‖

2
L2 is the tangent vector in TxN

2
1 given by

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2IV µ♯(x)

∣

∣

∣

x
= 2i

(

(

d′′A µ
♯(x)

)∗
+ d′′A µ

♯(x),
[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

,

where V µ♯(x) is the fundamental vector field on N2
1 induced by µ♯(x) ∈ Lie(G 2

2 ).

Proof. For each s ∈ Lie(G 2
2 ), define µs : N

2
1 → R by x 7→ µ(x)(s). Then, for any Y ∈ TxN

2
1

dxµ(Y )(s) = dxµs(Y ) = ω(V s
∣

∣

x
, Y ) = g(IV s

∣

∣

x
, Y ),

On the other hand,

g
(

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2, Y

)

= dx‖µ‖
2
L2(Y ) = 2

〈

dxµ
♯(Y ), µ♯(x)

〉

L2 = 2dxµ(Y )
(

µ♯(x)
)

For any x = (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 , we can explicitly express V s

∣

∣

x
=

(

− (d′′As)
∗ + d′′As, [Φ, s]

)

by

Lemma 2.7. Since µ♯(x) ∈ (L2
2)

sk(M,End0 V ) = Lie(G 2
2 ), combining the above two expressions,

it follows that

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2IV µ♯(x)

∣

∣

∣

x
= 2i

(

(

d′′Aµ
♯(x)

)∗
+ d′′Aµ

♯(x),
[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

.

�

The implication (2) ⇒ (3) is straightforward by the lemma above. Next, we focus on how (3)
implies (2). On the basis of the previous lemma, we can now analyze gradx ‖µ‖

2
L2 in the general

case for x ∈ N2
1 as follows:

Lemma 3.6. Consider the Banach Kähler manifold (N2
1 , ω, g, I) with G 2

2 acting on it with the
moment map µ defined in (2.4). For any x ∈ N2

1 , the gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 is the L2

−1 section of the
vector bundle End0V ⊗ T ∗

C
M formally given by

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2i

(

(

d′′
A µ

♯(x)
)∗

+ d′′A µ
♯(x),

[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

.

Proof. For a smooth pair x ∈ N , the result follows directly from the previous lemma. For a
general x = (A,Φ) ∈ N2

1 , let {xi = (Ai,Φi)} ⊂ N2
1 be a sequence of smooth pairs converging to

x in L2
1. By [9, Lemma 1.1] and the embedding L2

1 × L2
1 →֒ L2, both FAi

converge to FA and
[Φi,Φ

∗
i ] converge to [Φ,Φ∗] in L2. Therefore,

µ(xi) = FAi
+ [Φi,Φ

∗
i ]

L2

−−→ FA + [Φ,Φ∗] = µ(x).

For any fixed Y = (Ȧ, Φ̇) ∈ TxN
2
1 , we have

dxµ(Y ) = dAȦ+ [Φ̇,Φ∗] + [Φ, Φ̇∗],

by (3.1). Consequently, dxi
µ(Y ) → dxµ(Y ) in L2. Then

g
(

gradxi
‖µ‖2L2, Y

)

= dxi
‖µ‖2L2(Y ) = 2

〈

dxi
µ♯(Y ), µ♯(xi)

〉

L2

→ 2
〈

dxµ
♯(Y ), µ♯(x)

〉

L2 = dx‖µ‖
2
L2(Y ) = g

(

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2, Y

)

.

By Lemma 3.2, any bounded functional on L2
−1 can be written in the form g(·, Y ) for some Y .

Therefore

gradxi
‖µ‖2L2 ⇀ gradx ‖µ‖

2
L2 in L2

−1.
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On the other hand, by the embedding L2
1 × L2

1 →֒ L2, we have [Φi, µ
♯(xi)] → [Φ, µ♯(x)] in L2,

and d′′Ai
µ♯(xi) → d′′A µ

♯(x) in L2
−1. Then

gradxi
‖µ‖2L2 = 2i

(

(

d′′Ai
µ♯(xi)

)∗
+ d′′Ai

µ♯(xi),
[

Φi, µ
♯(xi)

]

)

L2
−1

−−−→ 2i
(

(

d′′A µ
♯(x)

)∗
+ d′′A µ

♯(x),
[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

.

By the uniqueness of weak limits, we conclude

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2i

(

(

d′′A µ
♯(x)

)∗
+ d′′A µ

♯(x),
[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

.

This completes the proof. �

Corollary 3.7. If x ∈ N2
1 is a critical point of ‖µ‖2L2, then µ♯(x) lies in (L2

2)
sk(M,End0 V ) =

Lie(G 2
2 ), and V

µ♯(x) = 0.

Proof. d′′
A µ

♯(x) = 0 since x is a critical point of ‖µ‖2L2. Locally, on a chart (U, z), we write

A = d− θ†Hdz + θdz̄, µ♯(x) = m,

Using the local equation ∂̄m = −[θ,m]dz̄ and Corollary 2.2, which states that L2
1 × L2 →֒ L2−ε

for any 0 < ε < 1
2 , we deduce that both m and ∂̄m have L2−ε regularity. Then, by elliptic

estimates of the operator ∂̄, m has L2−ε
1 regularity. By iteratively applying the Corollary 2.2,

L2
1 × L2−ε

1 →֒ L2−2ε
1 and elliptic regularity, we conclude that m has L2−2ε

2 regularity. Using the
Sobolev multiplication theorem mentioned in Lemma 2.1, we have

L2−2ε
2 × L2

1 →֒ L2
1,

which implies that ∂̄m has L2
1 regularity. Using the elliptic estimation, m ∈ L2

2, and consequently,
µ♯(x) has L2

2 regularity. By Lemma 3.5, we have

gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2IV µ♯(x)

∣

∣

∣

x
= 0,

which implies V µ♯(x) = 0. �

Corollary 3.7 utilizes elliptic regularity techniques, which are commonly employed throughout

this note. Next, we will prove that if x is a Higgs stable pair, then V µ♯(x) = 0 if and only if
µ♯(x) = 0, thereby completing the proof of (2) ⇔ (3). To achieve this, we introduce the following
result from Hitchin [5, Theorem 3.15].

Theorem 3.8 (Hitchin). Let (A1,Φ1) and (A2,Φ2) be Higgs semistable smooth pairs in N , with
at least one of them being stable. Let

ψ : (V, d′′A1
) → (V, d′′

A2
)

be a non-zero holomorphic bundle homomorphism such that ψΦ1 = Φ2ψ. Then ψ is an isomor-
phism. Moreover, if (A1,Φ1) = (A2,Φ2), then ψ is scalar multiplication.

The following lemma provides a slight generalization of Hitchin’s result, extending its appli-
cability to the non-smooth setting.

Lemma 3.9. Let (A1,Φ1) and (A2,Φ2) be Higgs semistable pairs in N2
1 , with at least one of

them being stable. Let ψ : V → V be a non-zero bundle homomorphism such that

ψ d′′A1
= d′′A2

ψ, and ψΦ1 = Φ2ψ.

Then, ψ is an isomorphism with L2
2 regularity. Moreover, if (A1,Φ1) = (A2,Φ2), then ψ is scalar

multiplication.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.12, there exist g1, g2 ∈ G C2
2 such that: (Ã1, Φ̃1) := (A1,Φ1) · g1 and

(Ã2, Φ̃2) := (A2,Φ2) · g2 are smooth pairs. If ψ is a non-zero bundle homomorphism satisfy-
ing ψ d′′A1

= d′′
A2
ψ and ψΦ1 = Φ2ψ, then the induced map

ψ̃ := g−1
2 ψg1 : (V, d′′

Ã1
) → (V, d′′

Ã2
)

is a non-zero holomorphic bundle homomorphism satisfying ψ̃Φ̃1 = Φ̃2ψ̃. By Hitchin’s Theo-
rem 3.8, ψ̃ is an isomorphism, and therefore ψ is also an isomorphism with L2

2 regularity. �

Corollary 3.10. Let (A,Φ) be a Higgs stable pair in N2
1 , and let x ∈ O(A,Φ). Then, for any

s ∈ Lie(G C2
2), the condition V s|x = 0 holds if and only if s = 0.

Combining Corollary 3.7 and Corollary 3.10, we have completed the proof of (3) ⇒ (2). Thus,
we have established the equivalence between (2) and (3).

3.1.3. (3) ⇔ (4). The implication (3) ⇒ (4) is straightforward. Next, we consider the converse
direction (4) ⇒ (3). We have shown that if x ∈ O(A,Φ) is a smooth pair, then

gradx

(

‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

O(A,Φ)

)

= gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2,

since gradx ‖µ‖
2
L2 = 2IV µ♯(x)

∣

∣

∣

x
is a tangent vector of O(A,Φ).

For a general x ∈ O(A,Φ), take a smooth sequence {xi = x · gi}i convergent to x, where

gi ∈ G C2
2 converges to the identity. Consider TxO(A,Φ) as a closed subset of TxN

2
1 , and define

v := 2i
(

(

d′′A µ
♯(x)

)∗
+ d′′A µ

♯(x),
[

Φ, µ♯(x)
]

)

, vi := 2IV µ♯(xi)
∣

∣

∣

xi

.

We claim that TxO(A,Φ) is a closed subspace of the Hilbert space (TxN
2
1 , ‖ · ‖L2

1
) and will prove

this later in Lemma 3.11. By the Riesz representation theorem, we regard (TxO(A,Φ))
∗ as a

closed subspace of (TxN
2
1 )

∗. What remains to show is that g(v, ·) belongs to (TxO(A,Φ))
∗.

On one hand, the vectors vi are tangent vectors in Txi
O(A,Φ), implying that (Rgi)∗vi are

tangent vectors in TxO(A,Φ). Consequently, g((Rgi)∗vi, ·) ∈ (TxO(A,Φ))
∗. On the other hand,

since vi converges to v in L2
−1(M,End0 V ⊗ T ∗

C
M) and gi converges to the identity, it follows

that g((Rgi)∗vi, ·) converges to g(v, ·) in (TxN
2
1 )

∗. By the closedness of (TxO(A,Φ))
∗, we conclude

that g(v, ·) ∈ (TxO(A,Φ))
∗. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.11. Let x = (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 be a Higgs stable pair, and let Ox be the G C2

2-orbit of x.
Then TxOx is a closed subspace of the Hilbert space (TxN

2
1 , ‖ · ‖L2

1
).

Proof. Suppose {si} is a sequence in Lie(G C2
2) such that the fundamental vector V si |x converges

to X ∈ TxN
2
1 . Then by Lemma 2.7, {d′′Asi} converge in (L2

1)
0,1(M,End0 V ). We only need to

show that X ∈ TxOx, which is equivalent to finding s ∈ Lie(G C2
2) such that V s|x = X . First we

claim that

Claim. {si} is bounded in L2

If not, we may assume that ‖si‖L2 → ∞. Take si = λis̃i such that ‖s̃i‖L2 = 1 and λi =
‖si‖L2 → ∞. The fundamental vector of s̃i satisfies

V s̃i
∣

∣

x
= λ−1

i V si
∣

∣

x
→ 0

since V si converges to X in L2
1, which in turn gives

(3.2) d′′As̃i
L2

1−−→ 0 and [Φ, s̃i]
L2

1−−→ 0.
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Hence, d′′As̃i is bounded in L2
1. By the elliptic estimates for d′′A, s̃i is bounded in L2

2. Therefore,
we may assume {s̃i} has a weak limit t in L2

2(M,End0 V ). On the one hand, since L2
2 compactly

embeds into L2, s̃i converges to t in L
2. Together with ‖s̃i‖L2 = 1, this implies t 6= 0. On the

other hand, in the limit of (3.2)

d′′At = 0 and [Φ, t] = 0.

By Lemma 2.7, this gives V t|x = 0. Furthermore, by Corollary 3.10, we conclude that t = 0,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, ‖si‖L2 must be bounded, and the proof of the claim is
complete.

‖d′′Asi‖L2
1
is bounded since the sequence d′′Asi converges in L

2
1. ‖si‖L2 is bounded by the claim

above. Then, by elliptic estimate for the operator d′′A, ‖si‖L2
2
is bounded. Hence, we may assume

that the sequence {si} weakly converges to a s in L2
2(M,End0 V ). Thus, V si |x weakly converges

to V s|x in L2
1(M,End0 V ⊗ T ∗

C
M). Note that V si |x converges to X ∈ TxN

2
1 , by the uniqueness

of weak limits, we have V s = X . This completes the proof of the lemma. �

4. Solutions in Higgs Stable Orbit

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem 2.14. In the previous section, we completed the proof
of the equivalence of conditions in Proposition 3.1. Let (A,Φ) ∈ N be a Higgs stable smooth
pair. Then the problem of finding a solution to the self-duality equations in O(A,Φ), as stated in
Condition (1), reduces to finding a critical point of the restricted energy function

‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

O(A,Φ)
: O(A,Φ) → R≥0,

as stated in Condition (4). In the first two subsections, if (A,Φ) lies in a dense subset of space
of the smooth Higgs stable pair, we will identify the minimal points of ‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

O(A,Φ)
. In the final

subsection, using the conclusions from the first two subsections, we will address the general case
of any Higgs stable pair (A,Φ) ∈ N .

4.1. Weak Convergence Method. We extract some useful conclusions from Hitchin’s proof
method as stated in Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.2. Since these conclusions were not explicitly
stated as propositions in the original paper, we will outline the proof given by Hitchin.

Lemma 4.1. Let {(An,Φn)} be a sequence in N2
1 such that

d′′An
Φn = 0, ‖FAn

+ [Φn,Φ
∗
n]‖L2 < C1 and ‖ detΦn‖L2 < C2

for some constants C1, C2 > 0. Then there exists a subsequence of {(An,Φn)} that weakly
converges in L2

1 to some (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 satisfying d′′AΦ = 0.

Proof. By [5, (4.6)], for any (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 satisfying d′′AΦ = 0, we claim that there exists a

constant c1 > 0 such that
〈FA, [Φ,Φ

∗]〉L2 + c1‖Φ‖
2
L2 ≥ 0.

By combining the above inequality with the condition ‖FAn
+ [Φn,Φ

∗
n]‖L2 < C1, as asserted

by [5, (4.9)], there exist constants c3, c4 > 0 such that

(4.1) ‖[Φn,Φ
∗
n]‖

2
L2 ≤ c3 + c4‖Φn‖

2
L2 , ∀n ≥ 1.

By [5, (4.11)], recall that Vol(M,ωM ) = 1, we claim that:

(4.2) ‖[Φn,Φ
∗
n]‖

2
L2 + 4

∫

M

| detΦn|
2 > ‖Φn‖

4
L2 .

Recalling the Schwarz inequality, we know that ‖Φn‖L2 ≤ ‖Φn‖L4 , and from the condition
‖ detΦn‖L2 < C2, combining Equation (4.1) and Equation (4.2), we claim that

‖Φn‖
4
L2 ≤ c4‖Φn‖

2
L2 + (c3 + 4C2),
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which implies that ‖Φn‖L2 is bounded. Moreover, there exist constants K1,K2,K3 > 0 such
that

‖Φn‖L2 < K1, ‖[Φn,Φ
∗
n]‖L2 < K2, ‖Φn‖L4 < K3.

Furthermore, the term ‖FAn
‖L2 is also uniformly bounded by

‖FAn
‖L2 < C2 + ‖[Φn,Φ

∗
n]‖L2 .

By Uhlenbeck’s weak compactness theorem [9, Theorem 1.5], since ‖FAn
‖L2 is bounded, there

exists a subsequence of {An} that weakly converges to some A ∈ A 2
1 . For convenience, we

assume that {An} converges weakly to A in L2
1.

Locally on a chart (U, z), the pair (An,Φn) can be expressed as
(

d− θ†Hn dz + θndz̄, φndz
)

.

From the equation d′′An
Φn = 0, it follows that ∂̄φn+[θndz̄, φn] = 0. The sequence {θn} converges

weakly in L2
1 and strongly in L4, since L2

1 is compactly embedded in L4. Combined with the
boundedness of ‖Φn‖L4, we deduce that the sequence {∂̄φn = −[θndz̄, φn]} is bounded in L2.

Furthermore, since both {φn} and {∂̄φn} are bounded in L2, elliptic estimates imply that
the sequence {Φn} is also bounded in L2

1. Consequently, {Φn} admits a weakly convergent
subsequence. Moreover, d′′An

Φn weakly converges to d′′AΦ in L2, which implies that d′′AΦ = 0. �

Proposition 4.2 (Hitchin). Let x ∈ N be a Higgs stable smooth pair, and let
{

(Ai,Φi)
}

i≥1
be

a sequence in Ox such that

lim
i→∞

‖µ(Ai,Φi)‖
2
L2 = inf

y∈Ox

‖µ(y)‖2L2 ,

where x = (A1,Φ1). Then, there exists a subsequence of
{

(Ai,Φi)
}

i≥1
that weakly converges in

L2
1 to some (A,Φ) ∈ N2

1 satisfying d′′AΦ = 0. Furthermore, there exists a non-zero L2
1 section ψ

of EndV such that

Φ1ψ = ψΦ and d′′A1
ψ = ψd′′A.

Remark 4.3. For any Higgs stable pair x ∈ N , Proposition 4.2 constructs an L2
1-regular bundle

homomorphism ψ. We will focus on studying this homomorphism in Proposition 4.5.

Proof. Since {(Ai,Φi)} lies in a stable G C2
2-orbit, we have d′′Ai

Φi = 0 and detΦi = detΦ1,
which is independent of the index i. Hence, ‖ detΦi‖L2 is bounded. At the same time, (Ai,Φi)
forms a minimizing sequence of ‖µ‖2L2|Ox

. Therefore, ‖FAi
+ [Φi,Φ

∗
i ]‖L2 is also bounded. By

Lemma 4.1, we may assume that the sequence {(Ai,Φi)} weakly converges to (A,Φ) in L2
1

satisfying d′′AΦ = 0. Next, we discuss how to find the desired L2
1 bundle homomorphism ψ, still

using the weak convergence method.

Since (Ai,Φi) ∈ Ox, where x = (A1,Φ1), there exists gi ∈ G C2
2 such that (Ai,Φi) · gi = x.

We set ψi as gi composed with some scalar transformation, such that it satisfies the following
conditions:

(4.3) d′′AiA1
ψi = 0, Φ1ψi − ψiΦi = 0, ‖ψi‖L4 = C > 0.

Here, d′′AiA1
denotes the (0, 1) part of the L2

1 connection dAiA1 on EndV , given by:

dAiA1f(s) := dA1f(s)− f(dAi
s),

for any smooth f : V → V and smooth section s of V . The operator d′′AA1
can be written as

d′′AiA1
+ βi for some βi ∈ (L2

1)
0,1(M,End(V ∗ ⊗ V )). Since d′′AiA1

ψi = 0, we have

‖d′′AA1
ψi‖L2 ≤ ‖d′′AiA1

ψi‖L2 + ‖βiψi‖L2 = ‖βiψi‖L2 ≤ ‖βi‖L4‖ψi‖L4 = C‖βi‖L4.

Since A is the weak limit of Ai, it follows that βi converges weakly to 0 in L2
1. Consequently,

βi converges to 0 in L4. Thus, both ψi and d′′AA1
ψi are bounded in L2. By applying the elliptic
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estimate for the operator d′′AA1
, we obtain that ‖ψi‖L2

1
is bounded. Therefore, we can assume

that ψi converges weakly to some ψ in L2
1. The limit of (4.3) is

d′′AA1
ψ = 0, Φ1ψ − ψΦ = 0.

Given our assumption that ‖ψi‖L4 is constant and equal to C > 0, and ψi converges to ψ in L4,
it follows that ψ 6= 0. �

4.2. Existence for the Generic Case. Our goal is to find the minimal point of ‖µ‖2L2 within
Ox for some Higgs stable smooth pair x. If the weak limit (A,Φ) obtained in Proposition 4.2
lies in Ox, it minimizes the functional

‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

Ox
: Ox → R≥0.

As a result, (A,Φ) is the desired solution of class L2
1 to the Hitchin self-duality equation (2.2).

To show this, we first use the following result by Hitchin [5, Theorem 3.4]

Theorem 4.4 (Hitchin). Let x = (Ax,Φx) be a Higgs stable smooth pair. There exists a non-

empty Zariski open subset U ⊆ H0(M,End0 V ⊗KM ) such that any Φ̃1 ∈ U leaves no holomorphic
line subbundle of (V, d′′Ax

) invariant. Here, H0(M,End0 V ⊗ KM ) is the space of holomorphic

sections of End0 V ⊗KM with respect to the holomorphic structure induced by d′′Ax
.

As a direct corollary, any pair y := (Ay ,Φy) with Ay = Ax and Φy ∈ U is naturally a smooth
Higgs stable pair.

Proposition 4.5. Let x := (Ax,Φx) be a smooth Higgs stable pair, and let U be the Zariski open
subset in H0(M,End0 V ⊗KM ) described in Theorem 4.4. For any y := (Ay ,Φy) with Ay = Ax

and Φy ∈ U , there exists a minimal point (A,Φ) ∈ Oy of the restricted energy function

‖µ‖2L2

∣

∣

Oy
: Oy → R≥0.

The minimal point (A,Φ) ∈ Oy is a solution of L2
1 class to the self-duality equation (2.2).

Proof. Starting with y := (Ay,Φy), where Ay = Ax and Φy ∈ U , we apply the procedure outlined
in Proposition 4.2. This produces a weak limit (A,Φ) in L2

1 along with a bundle homomorphism
ψ satisfying:

d′′A Φ = 0, Φyψ = ψΦ, and d′′Ay
ψ = ψ d′′A .

Here, ψ is a bundle homomorphism with L2
1 regularity. We only need to show ψ ∈ G C2

2.
First, we prove that ψ has L2

2 regularity. While the weak limit (A,Φ) is not necessarily

smooth, Lemma 2.12 guarantees the existence of a gauge transformation g ∈ G C2
2 such that the

transformed pair (B,Ψ) := (A,Φ) · g is smooth. Consequently, the following relations hold

d′′A g = g d′′B, and Φg = gΨ.

Define ϕ := ψ ◦ g. A direct computation shows that ϕ satisfies

(4.4) d′′Ay
ϕ = ϕd′′B, and Φyϕ = ϕΨ.

Lemma 2.12 guarantees the smoothness of ϕ since both B and Ay are smooth. Hence, ψ = ϕg−1

inherits the regularity of g−1, elevating ψ from L2
1 to L2

2 regularity.
Next, we prove that ψ is a bundle isomorphism. Continuing with the notation introduced

above, it remains to show that ϕ := ψg is a smooth bundle isomorphism. Suppose, for contra-
diction, that ϕ is not an isomorphism. From the relations (4.4), we observe that

ϕ : (V, d′′B) → (V, d′′Ay
)

is a non-zero holomorphic homomorphism. Since B and Ay induce the same connection on
detV , denoted by A0, it follows that detϕ is a holomorphic automorphism of the line bundle
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(detV, d′′A0
). Thus, detϕmust act as a nonzero scalar transformation. If ϕ is not an isomorphism,

it must map V into a proper holomorphic subbundle L of V satisfying the following properties:

• L is a holomorphic subbundle of (V, d′′
Ay

),
• L is preserved under the action of Φy.

This directly contradicts Theorem 4.4, which asserts that (V,Ay) does not admit any holomorphic
line subbundle invariant under Φy. Consequently, ϕ must be a bundle isomorphism. We may

rescale ϕ by a scalar factor so that detϕ = 1 on each fiber, ensuring that ϕ ∈ G C2
2. This

completes the proof. �

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.14.

Proof. Let y = (Ay,Φy) ∈ N be a smooth Higgs stable pair, and let Oy denote the G C2
2-orbit of

y in N2
1 . Based on Proposition 4.5, for any (A,Φ) being a Higgs stable pair with Φ ∈ U , where U

is a non-empty Zariski open subset of H0(M,End0 V ⊗KM ) as described in Proposition 4.5, we
can obtain an L2

1 solution to the self-duality equation (2.2) on the orbit O(A,Φ). Consequently,
we take a sequence yi := (Ayi

,Φyi
) with Ayi

= Ay and Φyi
∈ U such that {yi} converges to y in

N2
1 . Additionally, we assume that (Byi

,Ψyi
) = yi · gi for some gi ∈ G C2

2 is a solution in the L2
1

space of the self-duality equation (2.2). Hence d′′Byi
Ψyi

= 0 = FByi
+ [Ψyi

,Ψ∗
yi
]. Moreover, we

have ‖ detΨyi
‖L2 = ‖ detΦyi

‖L2 , which remains bounded since Φyi
converges to Φy in L2

1. By
Lemma 4.1, we may assume that (Byi

,Ψyi
) weakly converges to (B,Ψ) in L2

1. Furthermore, the
self-duality equation is preserved under the weak convergence process, i.e., (B,Ψ) satisfies the
Hitchin self-duality equation (2.2) of class L2

1.
Note that (Byi

,Ψyi
) = (Ayi

,Φyi
) · gi. Then, there exists ψi, which differs from gi by a scalar

transformation, such that

d′′Byi
ψi = ψi d

′′
Ayi

, Ψyi
ψi = ψiΦyi

, ‖ψi‖L4 = C > 0.

Since Ayi
= Ay and Φyi

converges to Φy in L2
1, we have

d′′Byi
ψi = ψi d

′′
Ay
, Ψyi

ψi − ψiΦy
L2

−−→ 0.

Since Byi
converges weakly to B in L2

1, it follows that d′′B ψi − ψi d
′′
Ay

→ 0 in L2. Hence,

both ψi and d′′BAy
ψi are bounded in L2, which implies that {ψi} is bounded in L2

1. By the

weak compactness of the L2
1 space, we can assume that ψi converges weakly to some L2

1 bundle
homomorphism ψ of V . Since Byi

and Ψyi
converge weakly to (B,Ψ) in L2

1, we have constructed
a non-zero L2

1 section ψ of EndV such that

d′′B ψ = ψ d′′Ay
, Ψψ = ψΦy.

The pair (Ay,Φy) is a Higgs stable pair, and (B,Ψ) is a solution of the self-duality equation.
By [5, Theorem 2.1], (B,Ψ) is Higgs semi-stable. By Lemma 3.9, we conclude that ψ is an L2

2

bundle isomorphism. Moreover, through an appropriate scalar transformation, we can assume

detψ = 1, i.e., ψ ∈ G C2
2. Therefore, (B,Ψ) is a solution to the self-duality equation that lies in

the orbit Oy. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.14. �

5. Smooth Pairs in the G 2
2 -Orbits

In this section, we focus on proving Theorem 2.15. Let (A,Φ) ∈ N2
1 be a solution lie in L2

1

space of the self-duality equation (2.2). Our objective is to construct a smooth pair in the G 2
2

orbit of (A,Φ).
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Since the solutions to the self-duality equation (2.2) are obtained through a weak convergence
process in the previous section, they are not necessarily smooth. It is therefore crucial to estab-
lish the existence of smooth solutions. First, we recall a key result from K. K. Uhlenbeck [9,
Theorem 1.3] and Katrin Wehrheim [10, Theorem B].

Theorem 5.1 (Coulomb Gauge). Let B2 be a disk in C, and let B := B2×C2 be a trivial complex
vector bundle equipped with a Hermitian metric H. Let A = d+θ be an L2

1 unitary connection on
(B,H). Then there exist constants C > 0 and ε > 0 such that the following holds: If ‖FA‖L2 < ε,

then there exists a unitary gauge transformation g ∈ G
2
2 such that Ã := g−1Ag = d+ θ̃ satisfies:

d∗ θ̃ = 0, ∗Ã|∂B2 = 0, ‖θ̃‖L2
1
≤ C‖FA‖L2 .

5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.15.

Proof. Let (A,Φ) be an L2
1 solution to (2.2) then ‖FA‖L2 = ‖[Φ,Φ∗]‖L2 < ∞. Take a local

chart (U, z) with a given local frame of V such that ‖FA|U‖L2 is sufficiently small. We express
A = d + θ, Φ = φdz, where θ is a local skew-Hermitian 1-form and φ is a locally matrix-valued
function. The self-duality equations can then be written locally as:

dθ + θ ∧ θ + [φ, φ†H ] dz ∧ dz̄ = −πi deg(V ) idV ωM ,

∂̄φ+ [θ0,1, φ] = 0.

Consider the L2
2 unitary gauge transformation g on V |U provided by Coulomb gauge Theorem

5.1, and let (Ã = d + θ̃, Φ̃ = φ̃dz) := (A,Φ) · g. This gauge-transformed pair naturally satisfies
the self-duality equation (2.2), leading to the following coupled system of elliptic equations:

∆θ̃ + d∗
(

θ̃ ∧ θ̃ + [φ̃, φ̃†H ] dz ∧ dz̄
)

= 0,

∂̄φ̃+ [θ̃0,1, φ̃] = 0.

By Corollary 2.2, since ∂̄φ̃ = −[θ̃0,1, φ̃] has L2−ε
1 regularity, applying elliptic estimates again

implies L2−ε
2 regularity for φ̃. Similarly, ∆θ̃ = − ∗ d ∗

(

θ̃ ∧ θ̃ + [φ̃, φ̃†H ] dz ∧ dz̄
)

has L2−ε

regularity. Using elliptic estimates, it follows that θ̃ has L2−ε
2 regularity. Repeating this iterative

process successively improves the regularity of θ̃ and φ̃. Thus, we conclude that (Ã, Φ̃) is smooth
in U .

Let
{

(Uα, zα)
}n

α=1
be an atlas of a Riemann surfaceM , such that each Uα is diffeomorphic to a

disk in C. Let Vα := V
∣

∣

Uα
, and suppose there exists an L2

2 unitary gauge transformation gα of Vα

such that the pair (Aα,Φα) := (A,Φ)
∣

∣

Uα
· gα is a smooth pair on Uα. Since the space of smooth

unitary gauge transformations is dense in the space of L2
2 unitary gauge transformations on

(Vα, H), there exists a smooth unitary gauge transformation sα on Vα such that ‖g−1
α −sα‖L2

2
< ε1

for any fixed small positive number ε1. Let idα denote the identity map on Vα. Then,

‖idα − gαsα‖L2
2
≤ Cα‖gα‖L2

2

∥

∥g−1
α − sα

∥

∥

L2
2
,

where Cα depends only on Uα. Hence, we can make an assumption that

‖gα − idα‖L2
2
< ε2 for each α = 1, · · · , n,

where ε2 is a fixed small positive number. Denote Vαβ := V |Uα∩Uβ
for each Uα ∩ Uβ 6= ∅.

Let gαβ := g−1
β · gα, then gαβ is a gauge transformation on Vαβ that sends the smooth pair

(Aβ ,Φβ)|Uαβ
to another smooth pair (Aα,Φα)|Uαβ

. By Theorem 2.11, gαβ is smooth. Moreover,
we can assume that

‖gαβ − idαβ‖L2
2
< ε3,
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where ε3 is a fixed small positive number. There is an open neighborhood of 0 ∈ su2 such that
exp : su2 → SU(2) is a diffeomorphism on it. When we use the symbols exp ξ or exp−1 s, we
mean that ξ is near 0 ∈ su2 or s is near id ∈ SU(2), respectively. In this case, we can suppose
that gαβ = exp ηαβ , where ηαβ is a smooth function on Vαβ with values near 0 ∈ su2. Consider
the distance function d :M ×M → R given by the Kähler metric on M , and define

U δ
α =

{

z ∈ Uα | d(z, ∂Uα) < δ
}

.

For δ sufficiently small, we can assume that {Un·δ
α }nα=1 is also an open cover of M .

Next, we will construct a global unitary gauge transformation g̃ such that g−1
α ·g̃

∣

∣

Un·δ
α

is smooth

on each Un·δ
α for 1 ≤ α ≤ n. Consequently, (A,Φ) · g̃ is the smooth pair we want, since

(

A,Φ
)

· g̃ = (Aα,Φα) ·
(

g−1
α · g̃

)

is smooth on each Un·δ
α . We use induction to prove the following proposition: For any 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

there exists a sequence of local unitary gauge transformations
{

g̃(k)α : V
∣

∣

Uk·δ
α

→ V
∣

∣

Uk·δ
α

}k

α=1

such that: g−1
α g̃

(k)
α is smooth, and g̃

(k)
α = g̃

(k)
β if Uk·δ

α ∩ Uk·δ
β 6= ∅.

For k = 1, define g̃
(1)
1 = g

(1)
1

∣

∣

Uδ
1
. Clearly, g̃

(1)
1 satisfies the required conditions. Assume the

proposition holds for k. Next, we prove the statement for k + 1. Denote Uε
k :=

⋃

1≤α≤k U
ε
α and

consider the two following cases

Case 1: If U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 ∩ U

(k+1)·δ
k = ∅, define g̃

(k+1)
α := g̃

(k)
α

∣

∣

U
(k+1)·δ
α

for 1 ≤ α ≤ k and g̃
(k+1)
k+1 :=

gk+1

∣

∣

U
(k+1)·δ
k+1

. Clearly, this choice satisfies the required conditions.

Case 2: If U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 ∩U

(k+1)δ
k 6= ∅, there exists a smooth function φk+1 : U

(k+1)·δ
k+1 → [0, 1] such

that:

φk+1 =

{

0, on U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 ∩ U

(k+1)·δ
k ,

1, on U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 \ Uk·δ

k .

We define g̃
(k+1)
α := g̃

(k)
α

∣

∣

U
(k+1)·δ
α

for 1 ≤ α ≤ k, and

g̃
(k+1)
k+1 =

{

g̃
(k)
α exp

{

φk+1 exp
−1

{

g̃
(k)−1
α gk+1

}}

, on U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 ∩ Uk·δ

α ,

gk+1, on U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 \ Uk·δ

k .

Since g̃
(k)
α = g̃

(k)
β whenever Uk·δ

α ∩Uk·δ
β 6= ∅, this definition is well-defined. First, g̃

(k+1)
k+1 = g̃

(k+1)
α

on U
(k+1)·δ
k+1 ∩ Uk·δ

α 6= ∅ since φk+1 = 0. Second, g−1
k+1g̃

(k+1)
k+1 is smooth, as required, since

g−1
k+1g̃

(k+1)
k+1 = g−1

k+1g̃
(k)
α exp

{

φk+1 exp
−1

{

g̃(k)−1
α gk+1

}}

=
(

g−1
k+1gα

)

(

g−1
α g̃(k)α

)

exp
{

φk+1 exp
−1

{(

g−1
α g̃(k)α

)−1
(

g−1
α gk+1

)

}}

.

We emphasize that all components in this expression, namely g−1
k+1gα, g

−1
α g̃

(k)
α , exp(·), and φk+1,

are smooth. �

6. Conclusion

Let x ∈ N be a Higgs stable pair, and let Ox denote the G C2
2-orbit of x in N2

1 . Following
the framework of Hitchin’s existence method, we found x1 ∈ Ox, which is an L2

1 solution of
the self-duality equations (2.2). The main innovation of this note lies in utilizing the Coulomb
gauge to find a smooth pair x2 ∈ N within the G 2

2 -orbit of x1, which is a smooth solution of the
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self-duality equations. Finally, we have rigorously confirmed the existence of smooth solutions
within Ox, as originally demonstrated by Hitchin.
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Birkhäuser, 1989.
[8] M.E. Taylor. Partial Differential Equations I: Basic Theory. Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer New

York, 2010.
[9] Karen K Uhlenbeck. Connections with L

p bounds on curvature. Communications in mathematical physics,
83(no. 1):31–42, 1982.

[10] K. Wehrheim. Uhlenbeck Compactness. EMS series of lectures in mathematics. European Mathematical So-
ciety, 2004.

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University

Tianjin 300071, China,

Email address: yuf@nankai.edu.cn

School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, 230026,

People’s Republic of China

Email address: ws220122@mail.ustc.edu.cn

School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, 230026,

People’s Republic of China

Email address: bxu@ustc.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	2. Background and Main Result
	2.1. Self-duality equations
	2.2. Gauge Groups
	2.3. Moment Map
	2.4. Atiyah-Bott's Result
	2.5. Main Result

	3. Reduction of Solving Self-Duality Equations
	3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1

	4. Solutions in Higgs Stable Orbit
	4.1. Weak Convergence Method
	4.2. Existence for the Generic Case
	4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.14

	5. Smooth Pairs in the G22-Orbits
	5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.15

	6. Conclusion
	References

