arXiv:2311.11902v1 [math.GT] 20 Nov 2023

The three-dimensional Seiberg-Witten equations for 3{2´spinors: a compactness theorem

Ahmad Reza Haj Saeedi Sadegh and Minh Lam Nguyen

Abstract. The Rarita-Schwinger-Seiberg-Witten (RS-SW) equations are defined similarly to the classical Seiberg-Witten equations, where a geometric non-Dirac-type operator replaces the Dirac operator called the Rarita-Schwinger operator. In dimension four, the RS-SW equation was first considered by the second named author [15]. The variational approach will also give us a three-dimensional version of the equations. The RS-SW equations share some features with the multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations, where the moduli space of solutions could be non-compact. In this note, we prove a compactness theorem regarding the moduli space of solutions of the RS-SW equations defined on 3-manifolds. Keywords: Rarita-Schwinger operator, Seiberg-Witten equations, gauge theory

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Main results 3 1.2. Outline of the argument 4 1.3. Organization of the paper 5 2. The equations 6 2.1. Rarita-Schwinger operator on a Clifford module 6 2.2. Rarita-Schwinger operator of a spin^c structure 8 2.3. The Seiberg-Witten equations for 3{2´spinors 10 3. The first compactness theorem 12 4. Curvature controls the 3{2´spinors 16 5. A frequency function for the RS-SW equations 20 5.1. 3{2´spinors on the boundary 21 5.2. Analysis of N 24 5.3. Control of the critical radius 29 6. The second compactness theorem 37 7. Discussion 39 References 40

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 53Cxx, 57Rxx, 58Jxx, 57Kxx . 1

1. Introduction

Let Y be a closed Riemannian 3-manifold with fixed spin structure s_{1{2} with W_{s1{2} denoting the spinor bundle. We denote by D the Dirac operator on W_{s1{2} and denote by D^T the twisted Dirac operator on the twisted vector bundle W_{s1{2} b T Y , where T Y is equipped with the Levi-Civita connection. The bundle of 3/2-spinors, W_{s3{2} , is given as the kernel of the Clifford multiplication morphism γ : W_{s1{2} b T Y Ñ W_{s1{2} . We have an orthogonal decomposition of vector bundles W_{s1{2} b T Y “ W_{s1{2} ‘ W_{s3{2} , with respect to which the twisted Dirac operator has the following matrix form:

D^T “ ^ D P^˚ P Q ˙

where P : ΓpW_{s1{2} q Ñ ΓpW_{s1{2} b T Y q is the Penrose operator and Q : ΓpW_{s3{2} q Ñ ΓpW_{s3{2} q is the Rarita-Schwinger operator. Similar to Dirac operators, the operator Q is a first-order elliptic differential operator that is essentially self-adjoint. The bundle of 3{2-spinors is not a Clifford module so the Rarita-Schwinger operator is not a Dirac-type operator.

For the gauge-theoretic purposes, fix a Up1q-line bundle L over Y and denote by ApL q its affine space of all Up1q-connections. For any A P ApL q, one then obtains the twisted Rarita-Scwhinger operator Q_A : ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q Ñ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q.

The Rarita-Schwinger-Seiberg-Witten equation (RS-SW) is the following system for the pairs pA, ϕq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q:

(1.1) # Q_Aϕ “ 0 F_A “ μpϕq

where F_A is curvature of the connection A, and μ is the quadratic function that gives the traceless part of ϕϕ^˚. Fix A_0 to be the referenced Up1q-connection in ApL q. The solutions of this equation correspond to critical points of the modified Chern-Simons-Dirac functional

(1.2) L^{RS} pA, ϕq “´ ż Y pA ´ A_0q ^ pF_A ` F_{A0} q` 1 2 ż Y xQ_Aϕ, ϕy where the Dirac operator is replaced by the Rarita-Schwinger operator.

A solution pA, ϕq of (1.1) is called reducible if ϕ “ 0. By blowing up along the locus of the reducible solutions [13], we then obtain the blown-up equations

(1.3) $ ’& ’% ‖ψ‖_L4 “ 1 Q_Aψ “ 0 ϵ^2F_A “ μpψq

for triples pA, ψ, ϵq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q. In this paper, we will study the moduli space of solutions of (1.3) up to gauge transformations.

There have been several generalizations to the classical Seiberg-Witten equations, one of which is the multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations. The four-dimensional version of the equations was first considered in [6] and later on was systematically studied by Taubes in [20]. Haydys and Walpuski [10] and several other people also study the three-dimensional variant of the multiple-spinor Seiberg- Witten equations. Broadly speaking, each variant of the multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations associates with a choice of a compact Lie group G equipped with a quaternionic representation G Ñ SppSq, where SppSq is the group of quaternion-linear isometries on a quaternionic vector space S. For example, when G “ Up1q, then one obtains the classical Seiberg-Witten equations. Note that Dirac (or Dirac-type) operators are among the key ingredients in defining these equations.

One could consider (1.1) as a kind of generalization to the classical Seiberg-Witten equations where the Dirac operator is replaced with the Rarita-Schwinger operator. The Rarita-Schwinger operator was first defined by Rarita and Schwinger in 1941 to study wave functions in supergravity and superstring theory [16]. It is studied extensively in theoretic Physics. In contrast to its Dirac cousin, the Rarita-Schwinger operator has not been studied as much in Mathematics. However, there are some recent interests in the applications of the Rarita-Schwinger operator in geometry and topology by several people, see [22], [12] and [4].

1.1. Main results. Similar to some other variants of the generalized Seiberg-Witten equations, the RS-SW equations could have non-compact moduli space of solutions. In dimension four, the noncompactness of the moduli space of the RS-SW equations is exhibited by some topological condition on the manifold via P inp2q´equivariant degree theory [15]. In dimension three, to the best of our knowledge, there is no such analogous statement. As a result, one must take on a more analytical approach to understand the behavior of solutions of the three-dimensional RS-SW equations.

Since the quadratic map μ in the curvature equation of the system fails to be proper, we do not have an a priori universal bound on the 3{2´spinors. However, if a hypothetical universal bound does exist for the 3{2´spinor solutions, then roughly speaking, via integration-by-parts argument, we should expect that the moduli space should be (sequentially) compact in some appropriate sense. Note that the first equation in the system is homogeneous. This suggests that we should re-scale the equations so that, at the very least, we have a uniform finite norm of the 3{2´spinor solutions at the expense of introducing an extra unknown to the system. Hence, the hope is that some sort of integration-by-parts argument will also apply to us.

With that being said, regarding the moduli space of the RS-SW equations, the main featured theorem of the paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem 3.1, Theorem 6.1). Fix a Riemannian metric g on a smooth, oriented, closed three-dimensional manifold Y .

(1) Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu Ă ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q be a sequence of solutions of the blown-up RS-SW equations (cf. (3.2)). There exists a constant c depending only on the Riemannian metric g on Y , A_0 such that if lim sup ϵ_n ą c, then after passing through a subsequence and up to gauge transformations pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nq converges to a solution pA, ψ, ϵq in the C^8 topology.

(2) Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu Ă ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q be a sequence of solutions of (3.2) where tF_{An} u is uniformly bounded in L^6´norm. If lim sup ϵ_n “ 0, then (a) There is a closed nowhere-dense subset Z Ă Y , a connection A P ApL |_{Y zZ} q and a 3{2´spinor ψ P ΓpY zZ, W_{s3{2} bL q such that pA, ψ, 0q solves (3.2). Furthermore, after to passing through a subsequence, |ψ_n| converges to |ψ| in C^{0,α}´topology. Specifically, Z “ |ψ|^{´1}p0q.

(b) On Y zZ, up to gauge transformations and after passing through a subsequence, A_n converges weakly to A in L^2_{1,loc} and ψ_n converges weakly to ψ in L^2_{,loc}.

As we vary the Riemannian metric on the three-manifold, a version of Theorem 1.1 is still true. Specifically, we have

Theorem 1.2 (cf. Theorem 6.2). Denote M by the space of all Riemannian metrics on Y . Let tg_nu be a sequence of metrics on Y converging to g P M. Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu be a sequence of solutions of the g_n´(3.2) equations (i.e, the blown-up g_n´RS-SW equations) such that the L^6´norms of F_{An} are all uniformly bounded.

(1) If lim sup ϵ_n ą c ą 0, then after passing through a subsequence and up to gauge transformations tpg_n, pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqqu converges to pg, pA, ψ, ϵqq in the C^8 topology.

(2) If lim sup ϵ_n “ 0, then there exists a closed nowhere-dense subset Z Ă Y , a connection A on Y zZ, a g ´ 3{2´spinor ψ on Y zZ such that (a) Q_Aψ “ 0 and μpψq “ 0 (b) ż Y zZ |ψ|^4 “ 1 and ż Y zZ |∇_Aψ|^2 ă 8

(c) |ψ| extends to a C^{0,α}´Hölder continuous function on Y where Z “ |ψ|^{´1}p0q; furthermore, A_n converges weakly to A in L^2_{1,loc} and ψ_n converges weakly to ψ in L^2_{,loc} on Y zZ.

Remark 1.3. One should compare our main theorem (cf. Theorem 1.1) with the compactness results of Haydys-Walpuski in [10], and of Taubes in [20]. However, there are two notable differences in our statement. Firstly, we have to blow up our equations by rescaling the 3{2´spinor unknown by the reciprocal of its global L^4´norm. Secondly, we have to impose a universal bound on the curvatures of the connections. These two differences will addressed in a later subsection. It would be interesting to know if one has an analogous result without assuming the universal bound on the curvatures.

Follow [10], we call the potential limiting solutions that appear in the moduli space of the RS- SW equations 3{2´Fueter sections (cf. Definition 6.4). It turns out that the existence of 3{2´Fueter sections is an obstruction for the moduli space to be compact.

Corollary 1.4 (cf. Corollary 6.5). Let g P M. If there is no g ´ 3{2´Fueter section, then the charged-k moduli space (cf. Definition 6.3) is always compact on some neighborhood of g in M.

Remark 1.5. In the multiple-monopole Seiberg-Witten equations setting, the limiting objects of the associated moduli space correspond to solutions of a certain non-linear Dirac operator defined on a hyper-Kähler fiber bundle over the three-manifold [9]. We suspect that an analogous correspondence also holds for our 3{2´Fueter sections. In particular, we believe that the 3{2´Fueter sections should appear as solutions to a certain non-linear Rarita-Schwinger operator defined on some hyper-Kähler fiber bundle over Y . This circle of ideas will be addressed elsewhere in our future work.

Remark 1.6. The existence of Fueter sections (or Z{2´harmonic spinors) have been shown by Doan-Walpuski in [7]. To the best of our knowledge, there is no such analogous statement for the 3{2´Fueter sections.

Lastly, just as the study of Rarita-Schwinger fields is intimately tied with the deformation problem of Einstein metrics, the non-existence of g ´ 3{2´Fueter sections gives us some interesting information about the Einstein geometry of the underlying three-manifold. Recall that to define the RS-SW equations, besides picking a Riemannian metric g, we also have to pick a spin^c structure.

Corollary 1.7 (cf. Corollary 2.22). Let s_{1{2} be a spin^c structure on Y such that c_1ps_{1{2}q is torsion in H^2pY ; Zq. Let g be a Riemannian metric on Y . If there is no g ´ 3{2´Fueter section associated to the RS-SW equations corresponding to g and s_{1{2}, then

(1) The charged moduli space M_kpgq is compact for some charge k.

(2) Either g is not an Einstein metric with non-negative scalar curvature or pA, ψq is never a solution where A is a flat Up1q´connection on det ps_{1{2}q.

1.2. Outline of the argument. As a convention, all geodesic balls we consider throughout this paper have radius r P p0, r_0s, where r_0 is the injective radius of Y that is taken to be much lesser than 1. Sobolev completions of the space of connections and spinors play an essential role in the analysis of various mathematical gauge-theoretic elliptic PDEs, so they will be of importance in our setup. Firstly, we describe how these spaces are defined in the setting of the RS-SW equations. We use the notation L^p_k to describe the space of L^p´integrable objects with their derivatives up to order k.

Fix a referenced Up1q´connection A_0 on a complex line bundle L over Y . Every other connection A can be written as A “ A_0 ` a, where a P ΓpY, T^˚Y b iRq :“ iΩ^1pY q. Denote ApL q by the space of all Up1q´connections on L . Then ApL q can be viewed as an affine space over iΩ^1pY q. The L^p_k´Sobolev completion of ApL q is taken to be the Sobolev completion of iΩ^1pY q with respect to the fixed referenced connection A_0. In particular, ‖A‖^p_Lp_k is taken to by ř_k j“0 ‖ ‖∇bj_{A0} a ‖ ‖^p L^p . The topology on ApL q induced by the L^p_k´norm does not change as one changes the referenced connection.

The 3{2´spinors are sections of the bundle T^˚Y b W_{s1{2} b L . A covariant derivative for the 3{2´spinors is constructed from the Levi-Civita connection and a covariant derivative ∇_A, where A P ApL q. We consider the L^p_k´Sobolev completion of the space of 3{2´spinors by using ∇_{A0} . That is, ‖ψ‖^p_Lp_k :“ ř_k j“1 ‖ ‖∇bj_{A0} ψ ‖ ‖^p L^p . Once again, changing the fixed referenced connection does change the topology induced by the Sobolev norm on ΓpT^˚Y b W_{s1{2} b L q.

With the notations explained, we give an outline for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Following [13, Chapter 6], and similar to [10], we study a blow-up version of the RS-SW equations. The first part of the theorem (cf. Theorem 3.1) follows from a combination of the Weitzenböck formula of the Rarita-Schwinger operator (cf. Lemma 2.14 or Lemma 3.2) and Green’s integration by parts formula (cf. Lemma 3.6). This is a standard technique that is also used to prove similar compactness results for the multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations [10] and the equations of flat P SLp2, C q´connections [18]. However, there is one notable technical difference that we now describe. Unlike the Dirac operator, the square of the Rarita-Schwinger operator contains an additional second-order term contributed by the Penrose operator P_A (a more detailed definition is given in Subsection 2.1). As a result, in our version of Green’s integration by parts formula, there is an appearance of ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_{L2} which we have to control. Essentially, we can control the divergence of ψ by the curvature F_A (cf. Lemma 3.5) via Uhlenbeck’s gauge fixing lemma (cf. Lemma 3.4) at the expense of ψ having unit L^4´norm. In short, the main reason to use the L^4´norm has to do with the requirement for higher regularity conditions due to the appearance of the Penrose operator in the Weitzenböck formula. Thus in our set-up, we blow up the equations differently compared to other variants of generalized Seiberg-Witten equations [10] by re-scaling the 3{2´spinor by the reciprocal of its global L^4´norm. Since the L^4´norm is continuous with respect to the topology of the configuration space, this is enough for the blow-up construction.

The second part of the theorem (cf. Theorem 6.1) is more involved. We prove that, for a solution pA, ψ, ϵq of the blown-up RS-SW equations (3.2), we can uniformly control the L^2_{,A}´norm of ψ on a geodesic ball Bpx, rq on Y as long as r is less than the critical radius (cf. Definition 4.7) ρpxq at x. To control ρ, we use a frequency function Nprq, which measures how much ψ vanishes near x. Roughly speaking, if the vanishing order of ψ near x is not too large, then we always have a lower bound for the critical radius. Hence by Uhlenbeck’s local slice theorem (cf. Lemma 4.1), connections can be put in appropriate gauge-slice so that we can establish convergence away from the vanishing set of the 3{2´spinors.

The frequency function is an important tool for studying the nodal set of eigenfunctions and the growth rate of solutions of elliptic PDEs. It was first developed by Almgren [2] and Agmon [1]. The gauge-theoretic version of the frequency function was first considered by Taubes [18] and then Haydys-Walpuski [10]. In spirit, we follow closely the approach of [18], [19], [20], [10] in our setup with a technical difference. For us to obtain a uniform control of the L^2_{,A}´norm of the rescaled 3{2´spinor solution ψ on Bpx, rq and a control the critical radius ρpxq, we must establish some local estimates in terms of ϵ for ψ. Just as in the case of the first part of the main theorem, to achieve this, we have to rely on the control of divergence of ψ by the curvature F_A. Therefore, it seems natural for us to impose a universal for bound for the curvatures F_A and study the behavior of such a sequence of solutions.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In this section, we briefly survey the current literature about the Rarita-Schwinger operator. A motivation to why we study the RS-SW equations as a generalization of the classical Seiberg-Witten equations is also given. Although the main analytical problem of the RS-SW equations is similar to other variants of generalized Seiberg-Witten equations, some of the stark differences are addressed. The main theorem (cf. Theorem 1.1) regarding the compactness phenomenon of the moduli space of the RS-SW equations is stated. Lastly, we give a brief outline of the strategy employed in proving the main theorem and discuss the motivation of the approach we take.

In Section 2, we present some preliminary material about the construction of Rarita-Schwinger operators. A general definition of the Rarita-Schwinger operator on a Clifford module is given in Subsection 2.1 (cf. Definition 2.1). In Subsection 2.2, we construct the Rarita-Schwinger operator associated with a spin^c structure on a three or four-dimensional manifold. Various Weitzenböck-type formulas associated with the Rarita-Schwinger operators will be derived in Section 2 (cf. Lemma 2.9, Lemma 2.14). These formulas play an important role in many computations and estimates which are employed throughout the paper. Although the results of the paper mainly concern the threedimensional setting, we think that it is also appropriate to include the four-dimensional construction so that we have the terminologies to discuss our future works in the discussion section. Having established the background, in Subsection 2.3, we define the three-dimensional RS-SW equations (cf. (2.2), (3.1)).

The proof of the main theorem (cf. Theorem 1.1) is divided into two parts. In Section 3, we give proof of the first part of our main theorem (cf. Theorem 3.1). The rest of the paper, namely Section 4–6, will be devoted to the proof of the second part of the main theorem (cf. Theorem 6.1). The technical tool in the analysis of PDEs we use to prove the second part of the main theorem is the frequency function method. To apply this method effectively to our gauge-theoretic equations, we must exhibit some sort of control on the 3{2´spinors by the curvatures. The main content of Section 4 is to establish this control. In section 5, we define our gauge-theoretic frequency function (cf. Definition 5.1) associated with the RS-SW equations (cf. (2.2), (3.1)). Various necessary analyses of our frequency function will be established to set up for Section 6 (cf. Proposition 5.14, Corollary 5.11, Corollary 5.13, Proposition 5.16). In Section 6, we give a proof of the second part of our main theorem (cf. Theorem 6.1).

Section 7 is reserved for the discussion of some of the conjectural pictures regarding the RS-SW equations. Several of the future works and problems will also be stated in this section.

2. The equations

2.1. Rarita-Schwinger operator on a Clifford module. Suppose M is a smooth, oriented, closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n and S is a Clifford module over M. Let ∇ be a compatible connection on S Ñ M, i.e., it is compatible with a fixed hermitian metric on S and the Levi-Civita connection ∇^{LC} of M associated with some fixed Riemannian metric g on M (e.g, see [17] or [5]). Together with the Clifford multiplication γ, we have D “ γ ˝ ∇ : ΓpSq Ñ ΓpSq, which is called the Dirac operator of S. When n is even, there is a chirality of S induced by γ extended to top complexified volume form ω_C of M. Then one has the following orthogonal decomposition S “ S^` ‘ S^´, where S^˘ corresponds to the ˘1´eigenspace of γpω_C q. With respect to the above decomposition, we have D “ ^ 0 D^´ D^` 0 ˙ , i.e, D^˘ : ΓpS^˘q Ñ ΓpS^¯q.

Consider S b T M. One can show that S b T M is also a Clifford module over M. The Clifford multiplication on such bundle is defined by tensoring γ with the identity on T M. We are also going to use γ to refer to this new Clifford multiplication. A compatible connection on S b T M is given by ∇ :“ ∇ b 1 ` 1 b ∇^{LC} . Then one obtains another Dirac operator D^T : ΓpS b T Mq Ñ ΓpS b T Mq. Again, when n is even, D^T exchanges the chirality of S b T M, D “ ^ 0 D^{T´} D^{T `} 0 ˙ , i.e, D^{T ˘} : ΓpS^˘ b T Mq Ñ ΓpS^¯ b T Mq.

We want to think of γ as follows. It is a linear map γ : T M b S Ñ S. Denote ker γ :“ S_{3{2}, this is a sub-bundle of T M b S. One can show that we have the following orthogonal decomposition T M b S – S_{3{2} ‘ ιpSq, where ι : S Ñ S b T^˚M – S b T M is an embedding given by

ιpϕqpvq “´ 1 n γpv b ϕq “´ 1 n γpvqϕ, ϕ P ΓpSq, v P ΓpT Mq. Let π be the orthogonal projection from T M b S onto S_{3{2}. With this orthogonal projection, we have the Penrose operator P “ π ˝ ∇, and another first order operator Q “ π ˝ D^T |_{S3{2} . In fact, with respect to the orthogonal decomposition T M b S – S_{3{2} ‘ ιpSq, one can write D^T in matrix from as following

D^T “

^_{2´n} n ιDι^{´1} 2ιP^˚ 2 n P ι^{´1} Q ˙ . Definition 2.1. Q : ΓpS_{3{2}q Ñ ΓpS_{3{2}q is called the Rarita-Schwinger operator of a Clifford module S over M.

Definition 2.2. ψ P ΓpS_{3{2}q is called a Rarita-Schwinger field if and only if Qψ “ 0 and P^˚ψ “ 0. Since P^˚ “ ∇^˚, ψ is a Rarita-Schwinger field if and only if ψ P ker Q and divergencefree. Equivalently, one can view Rarita-Schwinger field ψ as a harmonic S´valued 1´form such that γpψq “ 0.

Remark 2.3. One can check that an explicit formula of the projection π is given by π “ 1 ´ ι ˝ γ. Remark 2.4. Just like D, D^T , it can be shown that Q is a first-order elliptic operator that is formally self-adjoint, see [3].

Remark 2.5. When n is even, Q also exchanges the chirality of S_{3{2}. We put in the superscript decorations ˘ appropriately in the context where we restrict our attention to positive (negative) Rarita- Schwinger fields.

Remark 2.6. Since Q is a first-order elliptic operator, upon appropriate Sobolev completion of ΓpS_{3{2}q, Q extends to a bounded Fredholm operator.

Remark 2.7. Via the canonical isomorphism induced by g, we have ψ P ΓpT M b Sq – ΓpT^˚M b Sq. Thus, we can view ψ P ΓpHompT M, Sqq.

Next, we establish some Weitzenböck-type formulas related to the Rarita-Schwinger operator Q. Consider the covariant exterior derivative d^∇_k : Λ^kT^˚M b S Ñ Λ^{k`1}T^˚M b S. Let π_k : Λ^kT^˚M b S Ñ Λ^{k´1}T^˚Y b S be a map defined (locally) by π_kpψqpv_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , v_{k´1}q “ ÿ j γpe_j qψpe_j , v_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , v_{k´1}q.

As a convention, we set π_0 “ 0. Note that π_1pψq “ γpψq. With the maps π_k and d^∇_k , we define D^{k,T} “ π_{k`1}d^∇_k ` d^∇_{k´1}π_k : Λ^kT^˚M b S Ñ Λ^kT^˚M b S, which is called the higher-spin Dirac operator. For example, consider D^{0,T} ” D and D^{1,T} ” D^T . These are the Dirac operators on S and S b T M that we defined above, respectively.

Lemma 2.8. We have the following formulas (1) D^T ι ` ιD “ 2 n d^∇.

(2) D^T d^∇_0 ´ d^∇_0 D “ π_2pF^∇q, where F^∇ is the curvature of the connection ∇ on a Clifford module S.

Proof. Let te_j u be a local orthonormal frame on M and ϕ P ΓpSq. We have

D^T ιpϕqpe_j q “ ÿ i γpe_iq∇_{ei} ^ ´ 1 n γpe_j qϕ ˙ “´ 1 n ÿ i γpe_iqγpe_j q∇_{ei} ϕ. On the other hand,

ιpDϕqpe_j q “´ 1 n γpe_j qDϕ “´ 1 n ÿ i γpe_j qγpe_iq∇_{ei} ϕ.

Thus D^T ιpϕqpe_j q ` ιpDϕqpe_j q “´ 2 n ∇_{ej} ϕ. This proves the first part. To show the second part, we appeal to the definition of the higher-spin Dirac operator described above. We have D^T d^∇_0 ´ d^∇_0 D “ pπ_2d^∇_1 ` d^∇_0 π_1qd^∇_0 ´ d^∇_0 D “ π_2d^∇_1 d^∇_0 ` d^∇_0 D ´ d^∇_0 D “ π_2F^∇ This is exactly the formula in the second part. □ Lemma 2.9. We have the following formulas (1) 2p2 ´ nq n^2 P D` 2 n QP “ 2 n ππ_2pF^∇q.

(2) Q^2` 4 n P P^˚ “ ∇^˚∇` s 4 ` πpγ b F^∇q, where s is the scalar curvature of g and γ b F^∇ is understood as the Clifford contraction of the twisting curvature F^∇ on the Clifford module S. Proof. We apply D^T to both sides of Lemma 2.8 part one and part two to obtain

pD^T q^2ι “ ´D^T ιD` 2 n D^T d^∇ “ ^ ιD´ 2 n d^∇ ˙ D` 2 n D^T d^∇ “ ιD^2` 2 n pD^T d^∇ ´ d^∇Dq “ ιD^2` 2 n π_2pF^∇q

(2.1)

Note that in the matrix form of D^T , we have

pD^T q^2 “

~`_{2´n} n ˘_2

ιD^2ι^{´1} `^4_n ιP^˚P ι^{´1 2p2´nq}_n ιDP^˚ ` 2ιP^˚Q

2p2´nq n^2 P Dι ´1 `^2_n QP ι^{´1 4}_n P P^˚ ` Q^2 ¸ . So the lower left block of pD^T q^2 is determined exactly by πpD^T q^2ι. Thus, when combined with (2.1), we have 2p2 ´ nq n^2 P D` 2 n QP “ 2 n ππ_2pF^∇q.

This proves the first part. To see the second part, recall the Weitzenböck formula for pD^T q^2,

pD^T q^2 “ ∇^˚∇` s 4 ` γ b F^∇.

One simply applies π to both sides of the above formula and arrives at the Weitzenböck-type formula for the Rarita-Schwinger operator Q. □ Remark 2.10. Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9 both have versions when we restrict our attention to either only S^˘_{3{2} in the case, n is even. This will become more apparent when we expand these formulas on a 4´ dimensional manifold.

Since P^˚P is an elliptic operator, we can orthogonally decompose ΓpS_{3{2}q “ ker P^˚ ‘ im P . In general, it is not true that Q should preserve this decomposition. However, in an ideal situation, we do have the following.

Lemma 2.11. If ∇ is a flat connection of S Ñ M, then Q preserves the orthogonal decomposition ker P^˚ ‘ im P . Proof. If ∇ is a flat connection, by the first part of Lemma 2.9, we have 2p2 ´ nq n^2 P D` 2 n QP “ 0 ñ

2p2 ´ nq n^2

DP^˚` 2 n P^˚Q “ 0.

Clearly, if ψ P ker P^˚, then P^˚Qψ “ 0 by the above formula. Thus, Qψ P ker P^˚. On the other hand, if ψ P im P , then there is a ϕ P ΓpSq such that P ϕ “ ψ. Thus,´ 2 n Qψ “ 2pn ´ 2q n^2 P Dϕ. Immediately, this implies that Qψ P im P . □ Remark 2.12. Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9 should be compared with similar results in [22]. Our formulas are more general and hold for any Clifford module.

Remark 2.13. Lemma 2.11 is a general version of a result in [12] applied to the setting of any Clifford module over the base manifold.

2.2. Rarita-Schwinger operator of a spin^c structure. Let Y be a 3´manifold that is smooth, oriented, and closed. It is a standard fact that any such 3´manifold is spin and thus spin^c. Consider s_{1{2} to be any spin^c structure over Y . The Levi-Civita connection combined with a choice of a unitary connection 2A on det s_{1{2} gives us a compatible connection ∇_A on W_{s1{2} . Following the general construction in the previous subsection, one obtains the following operators D_A : ΓpW_{s1{2} q Ñ ΓpW_{s1{2} q, D^T_A : ΓpT Y b W_{s1{2} q Ñ ΓpT Y b W_{s1{2} q,

Q_A : ΓpW_{s3{2} q Ñ ΓpW_{s3{2} q, where W_{s3{2} notation-wise refers to the kernel of γ : T Y bW_{s1{2} Ñ W_{s1{2} . Respectively, they are the spinor Dirac operator on the spinor bundle, the twisted Dirac operator on the twisted spinor bundle, and the Rarita-Schwinger operator associated with the spin^c structure s_{1{2}. We want to emphasize that the construction of these various first-order elliptic operators depends not only on the Riemannian metric of Y but also on a choice of a unitary connection on det s_{1{2}. Let L “ det s_{1{2}. Then we can view W_{s1{2} “ W_s b_C L^{1{2}, where W_s is some spinor bundle over Y . The connection on the spinor bundle is determined by the Levi-Civita connection ∇^{LC} of g. From this perspective, a unitary connection 2A on L corresponds to a unitary connection A on L^{1{2}. Thus, the compatible connection ∇_A on W_{s1{2} maybe regarded as ∇^{LC} b 1 ` 1 b ∇_A. Hence, F_A “ F^{∇LC} b 1 ` 1 b F_A, where F_A genuinely is a curvature on L^{1{2}. Note that if ϕ b s P ΓpW_s b L^{1{2}q where ϕ P ΓpW_sq and s P ΓpL^{1{2}q, then for v P ΓpT Y q locally

π_2pF^{∇LC} pϕq b Sqpvq “ ~ ÿ i γpe_iqF^{∇LC} pe_i, vqϕ ¸ b s “ 1 2 Ricpvqϕ b s, where Ric is the Ricci curvature of g. Furthermore, the Weitzenböck formula for D^T_A will look like the following in this setting

pD^T_Aq^2 “ ∇^˚_A∇_A` s 4 ` γpF_Aq ´ 1 b Ric. Then, one can rewrite Lemma 2.9 in this setting as follows.

Lemma 2.14. We have the following formulas

(1)´ 2 9 P_AD_A` 2 3 Q_AP_A “ 1 3 ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯ ` 2 3 ππ_2p1 b F_Aq.

(2) Q^2_A` 4 3 P_AP^˚_A “ ∇^˚_A∇_A` s 4 ` πpγpF_Aqq ´ πp1 b Ricq. Corollary 2.15. If g is an Einstein metric on Y , then we have the following:

(1)´ 2 9 P_AD_A` 2 3 Q_AP_A “ 2 3 ππ_2p1 b F_Aq.

(2) Q^2_A` 4 3 P_AP^˚_A “ ∇^˚_A∇_A´ s 12 ` πpγpF_Aqq. Proof. If g is an Eistein metric, then Ric “ s 3 and πp1bRicq “ s 3 . Then, the results immediately follow. □

Similarly, on a smooth, oriented, closed 4´manifold X, one can also consider a Rarita-Schwinger operator associated to a spin^c structure s_{1{2} on X. Again, the construction of the Rarita-Schwinger operator Q^˘_A associated to s_{1{2} depends on the Riemannian metric of X and a choice of a unitary connection 2A on det s_{1{2}. Following the discussion above for 3´manifold, we obtain the following lemmas regarding various Weitzenbock-type formulas for Q^˘_A.

Lemma 2.16. We have the following formulas

(1)´ 1 4 P^˘_A D^¯_A ι^{´1}` 1 2 Q^¯_AP^¯_A ι^{´1} “ 1 4 ´ Ric´ s 4 ¯ ` 1 2 ππ_2p1 b F^˘_A q.

(2) Q^´_AQ^`_A ` P^`_A P^{`˚}_A “ ∇^˚_A∇_A` s 4 ` πpγpF^`_A qq ´ πp1 b Ricq^`.

Corollary 2.17. If g is an Einstein metric on X, then we have the following

(1)´ 1 4 P^˘_A D^¯_A ι^{´1}` 1 2 Q^¯_AP^¯_A ι^{´1} “ 1 2 ππ_2p1 b F^˘_A q.

(2) Q^´_AQ^`_A ` P^`_A P^{`˚}_A “ ∇^˚_A∇_A ` πpγpF^`_A qq.

2.3. The Seiberg-Witten equations for 3{2´spinors. Let s_{1{2} be a spin^c structure on a 3- manifold Y . We consider the following system

(2.2) # Q_Aψ “ 0, F_A “ γ^{´1}pμpψqq.

The unknowns of the system (2.2) are pairs pA, ψq, where 2A P Apdet s_{1{2}q, which is the space of all unitary connections on the determinant line bundle, and ψ P ΓpW_{s3{2} q. We have that the Clifford multiplication γ : iΛ^2T^˚Y Ñ isupW_{s1{2} q is an isometry and μ is a quadratic map defined on ΓpW_{s3{2} q as following ψ P ΓpW_{s3{2} q Ă ΓpW_{s1{2} b T Y q – ΓpW_{s1{2} b T^˚Y q.

This means that we can view ψ P ΓpEnd pT Y, W_{s1{2} qq. Then ψψ^˚ as composition of operators is a section of the bundle End pW_{s1{2} q that is self-adjoint. And μpψq is taken to be the traceless part of ψψ^˚ so that μpψq P isupW_{s1{2} q. Unlike the quadratic map defined in the classical Seiberg-Witten equations, this map μ is not proper, i.e., there might be a non-zero ψ such that μpψq “ 0. This feature is one of the many difficulties in analyzing solutions of (2.2).

The equations (2.2) fall under the umbrella of abelian gauge theory. The gauge group is given by G “ MapspY Ñ Up1qq and it acts on the configuration space C “ Apdet s_{1{2}q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} q of (2.2) by the following: For u P G, 2A P A, ψ P ΓpW_{s3{2} q, u ¨ A “ A ´ u^{´1}du, u ¨ ψ “ uψ. Let F be the defining map of (2.2), FpA, ψq “ pQ_Aψ, F_A ´ γ^{´1}pμpψqqq.

F can be shown to be G´equivariant. As a result, solutions of (2.2) are preserved under G´symmetry.

It turns out that (2.2) can be viewed as the equations of motion of the following modified Chern- Simon-Dirac functional that was introduced in the Introduction section. Let A_0 be a fixed referenced connection. We recall the definition of the functional (cf. (1.2)). L^{RS} pA, ψq “´ ż Y pA ´ A_0q ^ pF_A ` F_{A0} q` 1 2 ż Y xQ_Aψ, ψy. Consider a small change in pA, ψq given by pA ` tb, ψ ` tϕq, where t P p´ϵ, ϵq. Note that pA ` tb ´ A_0q ^ pF_A ` tdb ` F_{A0} q “ pA ´ A_0q ^ pF_A ` F_{A0} q` ` tpA ´ A_0q ^ db ` tb ^ pF_A ` F_{A0} q ` Opt^2q xQ_{A`tb}pψ ` tϕq, ψ ` tϕy “ xQ_Aψ, ψy` ` 2t Rexϕ, Q_Aψy ` txb ¨ ψ, ψy ` Opt^2q. As a result, by Stoke’s theorem, we have d_{pA,ψq}L^{RS} pb, ϕq “ ż Y b ^ F_A` ż Y xb ¨ ψ, ψy` ż Y Rexϕ, Q_Aψy Recall that b can be viewed as a traceless skew-adjoint endomorphism of the spinor bundle, so it can be easily seen that xb ¨ ψ, ψy “ xb, γ^{´1}pμpψqqy. Since ‹^2_3 “ 1, we can rewrite the above formula as d_{pA,ψq}L^{RS} pb, ϕq “ xb, ‹_3F_A ` γ^{´1}pμpψqqy_L2 ` Rexϕ, Q_Aψy_L2 .

Thus, the gradient of L^{RS} at pA, ψq is given as grad L^{RS} pA, ψq “ p‹_3F_A ` γ^{´1}pμpψqq, Q_Aψq.

Since γp‹_3αq “ ´γpαq for a 1´form α, the critical points of L^{RS} correspond to the solutions of (2.2). We summarize the above discussion in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.18. The RS-SW equations (2.2) give the minimizing condition of the modified Chern-Simon-Dirac functional associated with the Rarita-Schwinger operator L^{RS} pA, ψq “´ ż Y pA ´ A_0q ^ pF_A ` F_{A0} q` 1 2 ż Y xQ_Aψ, ψy. Proposition 2.19. Suppose g is an Einstein metric on Y such that it has non-negative scalar curvature. Let pA, ψq be a solution to (2.2). If A is flat, correspondingly, c_1ps_{1{2}q is torsion in H^2pY ; Zq, then ψ must be a Rarita-Schwinger field.

Proof. By Corollary 2.15 part one, since A is flat, we have Q_AP_A “ 1 3 P_AD_A. We then apply Q_A to both sides of this identity and apply Corollary 2.15 part one again to obtain Q^2_AP_A “^1_3 Q_AP_AD_A “ 1 9 P_AD^2_A “^1_9 P_A ` ∇^˚_A∇_A `^s_4 ˘ . One can easily check that the Penrose operator commutes with the Böchner Laplacian ∇^˚_A∇_A. As a result, we see that Q^2_A “ 1 9 ´ ∇^˚_A∇_A` s 4 ¯ on im P_A. Furthermore,

by taking the adjoint of both sides of Q_AP_A “ 1 3 P_AD_A, one also has P^˚_AQ_A “ 1 3 D_AP^˚_A. Hence, a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.11 will give us Q_A : ker P^˚_A Ñ ker P^˚_A, Q_A : im P_A Ñ im P_A. Thus if we decompose ψ “ ψ_1 ‘ ψ_2, where ψ_1 P ker P^˚_A and ψ_2 P im P_A, then Q_Aψ “ 0 ñ Q_Aψ_1 “ 0, Q_Aψ_2 “ 0. We focus on the ψ_2´part. Because we also have Q^2_Aψ_2 “ 0, we are going to consider an L^2´paring with ψ_2 and apply the Weitzenböck formula of Q^2_A restricted to im P_A to expand 0 “ xQ^2_Aψ_2, ψ_2y_L2 “ 1 9 |∇_Aψ_2|^2` s 36 |ψ_2|^2 ě s 36 |ψ_2|^2.

As a result, if s ě 0, then ψ_2 ” 0. Therefore, ψ “ ψ_1 must be divergence-free. In other words, ψ is a Rarita-Schwinger field as claimed. □ Remark 2.20. Proposition 2.19 should be considered to be the twisted version of Proposition 4.1 in [12].

Proposition 2.21. Suppose g is an Einstein metric on Y such that it has non-negative scalar curvature. Consider a spin^c structure s_{1{2} over Y where c_1ps_{1{2}q is torsion in H^2pY ; Zq. If pA, ψq is a solution of (2.2) where A is flat, then pA, ψq corresponds to a solution of the following degenerate multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations # D^T_Aψ “ 0, μpψq “ 0, γpψq “ 0.

Proof. By Proposition 2.19, we know that if pA, ψq is a solution and A is flat, then ψ is a Rarita- Schwinger field. This means that D^T_Aψ “ 0 and γpψq “ 0. Since A is flat, F_A “ 0. As a result, we also have μpψq “ 0. □ Assuming Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.4 are true, we observe the following consequence regarding the geometry of Y .

Corollary 2.22. Let s_{1{2} be a spin^c structure on Y such that c_1ps_{1{2}q is torsion in H^2pY ; Zq. Let g be a Riemannan metric on Y . If there is no g ´ 3{2´Fueter section associated to the RS-SW equations corresponding to g and s_{1{2}, then

(1) The charged moduli space M_kpgq is compact for some charge k.

(2) Either g is not an Einstein metric with non-negative scalar curvature or pA, ψq is never a solution where A is a flat Up1q´connection on det ps_{1{2}q.

Proof. Suppose that g is an Einstein metric with non-negative scalar curvature, and pA, ψq is a solution where A is flat. Take a sequence of solutions tpA_n, ψ_nqu where A_n is flat. By Theorem 1.1, pA_n, ψ_nq may converge weakly to a solution pA_8, ψ_8q in L^2_{1,loc} and L^2_{,loc}, respectively. By definition, pA_8, ψ_8q is a g ´ 3{2´Fueter section. If that is not the case, then from Proposition 2.21 we may take pA, ψq itself, which corresponds to a g ´ 3{2´Fueter section. □

3. The first compactness theorem Recall that the RS-SW equations in dimension 3 read as follows

(3.1) # Q_Aϕ “ 0, F_A “ μpϕq. Here ϕ P ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, A is a Up1q´connection on the line bundle L Ñ Y and μ is the quadratic map defined on ΓpT^˚Y bW_{s1{2} bL q “ ΓpHom pT Y, W_{s1{2} bL qq given by μpϕq “ ϕϕ^˚´ 1 2 |ϕ|^2 ¨1.

Modding out by the gauge group G “ MapspY Ñ Up1qq, the moduli space of solutions of (3.1) could be non-compact. That is, there could be a sequence of solutions tpA_n, ϕ_nqu to (3.1) such that ‖ϕ_n‖_L4 Ñ 8. For this reason, we blow up our equation by introducing an extra unknown to the equations. Suppose pA, ϕq is a solution to (3.1), denote

ψ “ ϵϕ, where ϵ “ 1 ‖ϕ‖_L4 . Note that then ‖ψ‖_L4 “ 1, and Q_Aψ “ ϵQ_Aϕ “ 0. Furthermore, F_A “ μpϕq “ μpψ{ϵq ñ ϵ^2F_A “ μpψq.

As a result, with the new unknown ϵ P p0, 8q, the equations (3.1) now read as following

(3.2) $ ’& ’% ‖ψ‖_L4 “ 1, Q_Aψ “ 0, ϵ^2F_A “ μpψq.

Solutions of (3.2) are triples of the form pA, ψ, ϵq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q. Similar to (3.1), the equations (3.2) is G´invariant. Of course, when we fix a referenced connection A_0 on L , any other Up1q connection can be written as A “ A_0 ` a, where a P iΩ^1pY q. Then (3.2) can also be equivalently re-written as

(3.3) $ ’& ’% ‖ψ‖_L4 “ 1 Q_{A0} ψ ` πpa ¨ ψq “ 0 ϵ^2pF_{A0} ` daq “ μpψq.

The first compactness theorem we will prove regarding the moduli space of solutions of (3.2) is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu Ă ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q be a sequence of solutions of (3.2). There exists a constant c depending only on the Riemannian metric g on Y , A_0 such that if lim sup ϵ_n ą c, then after passing through a subsequence and up to gauge transformations pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nq converges to a solution pA, ψ, ϵq in the C^8 topology.

We begin the proof of Theorem 3.1. Firstly, recall that we have the Weitzenböck formula for the twisted Rarita-Schwinger operator.

Lemma 3.2 (Weitzenböck formula of Q_A). For all pA, ψq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, we have

Q^2_Aψ` 4 3 P_AP^˚_Aψ “ ∇^˚_A∇_Aψ` s 4 ψ ` πpF_Aψq ´ πp1 b Ricqψ, where P_A “ π ˝ ∇_A is the twisted Penrose operator, s is the scalar curvature of the Riemannian metric g on Y , and Ric is the associated Ricci curvature. □ Since P^˚_A “ pπ ˝ ∇_Aq^˚ “ ∇^˚_A ˝ π^˚, for any ψ P ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, we have π^˚ψ “ πpψq “ ψ. As a result, P^˚_Aψ “ ∇^˚_Aψ. With respect to the referenced connection A_0, we re-write the divergence of ψ as ∇^˚_Aψ “ ∇^˚_{A0} ψ ` a^˚ψ.

Lemma 3.3. For any pa, ψq P iΩ^1pY q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, we have ‖a^˚ψ‖_L2 ď ? 3 ‖a ¨ ψ‖_L2 .

Proof. Note that a^˚ψ is defined as following: Since ψ can be viewed as a spinor-valued 1´form, in local frame te_iu^3_{i“1}, it can be written as ψ “ ř_3

i“1 ψ_i b e^i, where ψ_i P ΓpW_{s1{2} b L q. Then simply, a^˚ψ “ ř_3 i“1 ape_iqψ_i. By triangle inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

|a^˚ψ|^2 ď

~_3 ÿ i“1 |ape_iqψ_i|

¸_2 ď 3 3ÿ i“1 |ape_iq|^2|ψ_i|^2 ď 3|a|^2|ψ|^2.

At the same time, recall that the Clifford multiplication by a P iΩ^1pY q on ΓpT^˚Y b W_{s1{2} b L q gives us a skew-adjoint linear map. Thus,

|a ¨ ψ|^2 “ xa ¨ ψ, a ¨ ψy “ ´xa^2 ¨ ψ, ψy “ |a|^2|ψ|^2.

As a result, we have

‖a^˚ψ‖^2_L2 “ ż Y |a^˚ψ|^2 ď 3 ż Y |a ¨ ψ|^2 “ 3 ‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 .

After taking the square root, we have the desired estimate. □

The following Up1q´gauge fixing lemma is well-known.

Lemma 3.4 (Gauge fixing lemma for Up1q´bundle). Suppose L is a complex line bundle over Y equipped with a Hermitian metric. Fix a C^8 unitary connection A_0 on L . For any k ě 0, there exists constants c_1pg, kq, c_2pg, A_0, kq such that for L^2_k unitary connection A on L , there is an h P G_L2_{k`1} such that h ¨ A “ A_0 ` a, where a P L^2_kpiT^˚Y q and

d^˚a “ 0, ‖a‖^2_L2_k ď c_1pg, kq ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{k´1} ` c_2pg, A_0, kq.

Lemma 3.5. For any pA, ψ, ϵq that solves (3.3), there are constants c_3, c_4 depending only the Riemannian metric g of Y and the fixed reference connection A_0 such that ż Y |P^˚_Aψ|^2 ď c_3 ż Y ϵ^{´4}|μpψq|^2 ` c_4.

Proof. Firstly, based on the above observation and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have ż Y |P^˚_Aψ|^2 “ ż Y |∇^˚_Aψ|^2 ď ż Y p|∇^˚_{A0} ψ| ` |a^˚ψ|q^2 ď 2 ż Y p|∇^˚_{A0} ψ|^2 ` |a^˚ψ|^2q.

(3.4)

Since ∇_{A0} is a first-order differential operator, ∇^˚_{A0} is also a first-order differential operator which extends to a bounded operator from L^2_1pW_{s3{2} b L q Ñ L^2pW_{s1{2} b L q. Thus, there is a constant cpg, A_0q ě 0 such that ‖ ‖∇^˚_{A0} ψ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ď cpg, A_0q ‖ψ‖^2_{L21} .

(3.5)

On the other hand, by the elliptic estimate and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there is a constant c^1pg, A_0q such that

‖ψ‖^2_L2_1 ď c^1pg, A_0qp‖Q_{A0} ψ‖^2_L2 ` ‖ψ‖^2_L2 q

ď c^1pg, A_0qp‖πpa ¨ ψq‖^2_L2 ` vol^{1{2}_g pY q ‖ψ‖^2_L4 q

(3.6)

Since π is an orthogonal projection, ‖πpa ¨ ψq‖_L2 ď ‖a ¨ ψ‖_L2 . Hence, (3.6) can be further estimated by ‖ψ‖^2_L2_1 ď c^1pg, A_0qp‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 ` 1q.

(3.7)

Combine (3.5) and (3.7), there is a non-negative constant which we shall denote by c again that depends only on g and A_0 satisfying

(3.8) ‖ ∇^˚_{A0} ψ ‖_2 L^2 ď c ‖a ¨ ψ‖ 2 L^2 ` c.

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3, we already have ‖a^˚ψ‖^2_L2 ď 3 ‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 . Thus, combine (3.4) , (3.8), and Lemma 3.3, we have the following estimate

(3.9) ż Y |P^˚_Aψ|^2 ď 2pc ` 3q ‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 ` 2c

Now, by the Sobolev multiplication theorem, there is a constant c^2pg, A_0q ě 0 such that ‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 ď c^2pg, A_0q ‖a‖^2_L2_1 ‖ψ‖^2_L4 “ c^2pg, A_0q ‖a‖^2_L2_1 . Then the gauge-fixing lemma (Lemma 3.4) tells us that up to a gauge transformation, we have ‖a ¨ ψ‖^2_L2 ď c^2c_1pgq ‖F_A‖^2_L2 ` c^2c_2pg, A_0q

“ c^2c_1pgq ż Y ϵ^{´4}|μpψq|^2 ` c^2c_2pg, A_0q.

(3.10)

Combine (3.9) and (3.10), there exists non-negative constants c_3 and c_4 depending only g and A_0 such that we have the desired estimate for ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2} as claimed. □ Lemma 3.6. Suppose pA, ψ, ϵq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q is a solution of (3.2) (or (3.3)). Let f be any smooth function on Y , and U is a closed subset of Y with a smooth boundary. Denote ν by the outward pointing normal vector field of U. Then we have ż U Δf ¨ |ψ|^2 ` f ^ ´8 3 |P^˚_Aψ|^2` s 2 |ψ|^2 ` 2ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ´ 2xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ` 2|∇_Aψ|^2 ˙

“ ż BU f ¨ B_ν |ψ|^2 ´ B_ν f ¨ |ψ|^2.

Proof. Since for any f_1, f_2 smooth function on Y , we already have ż U Δf_1 ¨ f_2 ´ f_1 ¨ Δf_2 “ ż BU f_1 ¨ B_ν f_2 ´ B_ν f_1 ¨ f_2.

The identity in the lemma will follow as soon as we apply the above for f_1 :“ f, f_2 “ |ψ|^2, and compute Δ|ψ|^2. Recall that for each x P Y , we have the following point-wise formula

(3.11) 1 2 Δ|ψ|^2 “ x∇^˚_A∇_Aψ, ψy ´ |∇_Aψ|^2.

By the Weitzenböck formula of the twisted Rarita-Schwinger operator (Lemma 3.2), we can expand the RHS of (3.11) further as 1 2 Δ|ψ|^2 “ B Q^2_Aψ` 4 3 P_AP^˚_Aψ´ s 4 ψ ´ πpF_Aψq ` πp1 b Ricqψ, ψ F ´ |∇_Aψ|^2 “ 4 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy´ s 4 |ψ|^2 ´ xπpF_Aψq, ψy ` xπp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ´ |∇_Aψ|^2.

(3.12)

Note that for any ψ_1 P ΓpT^˚Y b W_{s1{2} b L q and ψ_2 P ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, point-wise we have xπpψ_1q, ψ_2y “ xψ_1, πpψ_2qy “ xψ_1, ψ_2y. Furthermore, xμpψqψ, ψy “ |μpψq|^2 for any twisted 3{2´spinor ψ. Hence, we can re-write (3.12) as following

(3.13) ´Δ|ψ|^2 “´ 8 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy` s 2 |ψ|^2 ` 2ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ´ 2xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ` 2|∇_Aψ|^2.

Multiply both sides of (3.13) by f and integrate over U, we obtain ż U ´f ¨ Δ|ψ|^2 “ ż U f ^ ´ 8 3 |P^˚_Aψ|^2` s 2 |ψ|^2 ` 2ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ´ 2xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ` 2|∇_Aψ|^2 ˙

The last equality is true as long as ψ is compactly supported in U. As a result, we have the desired identity. □ Proof of Theorem 3.1. Firstly, we apply Lemma 3.6 when U :“ Y and f ” 1 to obtain the following ż Y ^ ´ 8 3 |P^˚_Aψ|^2` s 2 |ψ|^2 ` 2ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ´ 2xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ` 2|∇_Aψ|^2 ˙ “ 0.

This immediately implies that

(3.14) ż Y |∇_Aψ|^2 “ 4 3 ż Y |P^˚_Aψ|^2` ż Y ´ s 4 |ψ|^2´ ż Y ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2` ż Y xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy. Now, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there is a non-negative constant c_5pgq depending only on g such that ż Y xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ď ż Y c_5pgq|ψ|^2 ď c_5pgq ¨ vol^{1{2}_g pY q ‖ψ‖^2_L4 .

Of course, it is not hard to see that ż Y ´ s 4 |ψ|^2 ď ż Y max_Y |s| 4 |ψ|^2 ď max_Y |s| 4 ¨ vol^{1{2}_g pY q ‖ψ‖^2_L4 .

The two estimates above combined with Lemma 3.5, we estimate (3.14) further by ż Y |∇_Aψ|^2 ď 4 3 ^ c_3 ż Y ϵ^{´4}|μpψq|^2 ` c_4 ˙ ´ ż Y ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2` ż Y ^ c_5pgq ` max_Y |s| 4 ˙ |ψ|^2 “ ż Y ^ 4c_3 3 ϵ^{´4} ´ ϵ^{´2} ˙ |μpψq|^2` ż Y ^ c_5pgq ` max_Y |s| 4 ˙ |ψ|^2`

4c_3c_4 3 vol_gpY q (3.15)

Since lim sup_{ϵÑ8}p4c_3ϵ^{´4}{3 ´ ϵ^{´2}q “ 0, there is a positive constant c such that if ϵ ą c ą 0, then 4c_3ϵ^{´4}{3 ´ ϵ^{´2} ď 0. As a result with all such ϵ, we estimate the RHS of (3.15) by ż Y |∇_Aψ|^2 ď ż Y ^ c_5pgq ` max_Y |s| 4 ˙ |ψ|^2`

4c_3c_4 3 vol_gpY q “ Op1q. Apply Kato’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding theorem for L^2_1 ãÑ L^6, we have ‖ψ‖_L6 “ Op1q.

We still assume the condition that ϵ ą c ą 0. Next, we apply Lemma 3.6 when U :“ Y zBpx, δq and f :“ Gpx, yq, which is the positive Green’s function of the invertible operator Δ ` 1. Passing to the limit as δ Ñ 0 and apply Lemma 3.5, we have 1 2 |ψ|^2pxq` ż Y Gpx, ‚qpϵ^{´2}|μpxq|^2 ` |∇_Aψ|^2q À ż Y Gpx, ‚q|ψ|^2` ż Y Gpx, ‚q|P^˚_Aψ|^2 À ż Y Gpx, ‚q|ψ|^2` ż Y Gpx, ‚qc_3ϵ^{´4}|μpψq|^2 ` max_Y G ¨ c_4 vol_gpY q.

(3.16)

As a result of re-arranging (3.16), we obtain 1 2 |ψ|^2pxq` ż Y Gpx, ‚qpϵ^{´2} ´ c_3ϵ^{´4}q|μpψq|^2` ż Y Gpx, ‚q|∇_Aψ|^2 À ż Y Gpx, ‚q|ψ|^2 .

Since ‖ψ‖_L6 “ Op1q, the RHS of the above estimate is also Op1q. Therefore, when taking supremum of the LHS overall x P Y , we obtain ‖ψ‖_L8 “ Op1q, (3.17) ‖∇_Aψ‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}q,

(3.18) ‖μpψq‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}pϵ^{´2} ´ c_3ϵ^{´4}q^{´1{2}q.

(3.19)

Because of the above estimates, if tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu be a sequence of solutions of (3.2) with lim sup ϵ_n ą c ą 0 for some universal constant c, then the standard elliptic boot-strapping technique will give us a sub-sequence pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nq up to some gauge transformations that converges to a solution pA, ψ, ϵq in C^8´sense as desired. □

4. Curvature controls the 3{2´spinors

From the previous section, we already see that if lim sup ϵ_n is bounded away from zero by a universal positive constant, then the sequence of solutions tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu of (3.2) convergers to a C^8 solution up to a subsequence and gauge transformations. Now we deal with the case when lim sup ϵ_n “ 0. The main idea is to use the frequency function method to analyze the convergence behavior of a sequence of solutions of such type. To put ourselves in the set-up where we could apply this method, we need to establish some more local estimates. Note that the estimates (3.17),(3.18),(3.19) do not hold anymore. However, one can obtain similar estimates for connections whose curvature densities are controlled by a small constant on a small geodesic ball of Y . All 3{2´spinors in this section are considered to have compact support inside the interior of a geodesic ball around a point unless otherwise stated.

We recall Uhlenbeck’s local slice theorem for connections with L^p´bounds on curvatures.

Theorem 4.1 (Local slice theorem). [21] Let Bpx, rq be a small geodesic ball in Y where x is any point on Y and r ą 0. There are constants c, k_0 ą 0 (possibly depending on x, r, g) such that for any connection A “ A_0 ` a and ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ď k_0, there exists a gauge transformation h P L^2pBpx, rq, Up1qq such that for b “ a ` hdh^{´1}, we have

d^˚b “ 0, ‹b|_{BBpx,rq} “ 0, ‖b‖^2_L2_{1pBpx,rqq} ď c ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} .

Here A_0 is the connection from the trivialization of L on Bpx, rq and a is an L^2_1 purely imaginary valued 1-form on Bpx, rq.

With the local slice theorem (Theorem 4.1), on a small geodesic ball Bpx, rq, various estimates established in the previous section still hold (e.g, (3.9), (3.10), etc.). Hence, for any pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q that is a solution of (3.2), we have ż Bpx,rq |P^˚_Aψ|^2 ď c ~ż Bpx,rq |F_A|^2 ` 1 ¸ ď cpk_0 ` 1q.

Then a similar argument using the integration by parts formula (cf. Lemma 3.6) for f ” 1 and U “ Bpx, rq yields for us ż Bpx,rq |∇_Aψ|^2 ď 4 3 cpk_0 ` 1q ` c^1 ‖ψ‖^2_L4 “ Op1q.

As a result, by Kato’s inequality and the fact that L^2_1 ãÑ L^6 is a compact embedding, ‖ψ‖_L6_{pBpx,rqq} “ Op1q.

Again, we apply the integration by parts formula (cf. Lemma 3.6) for f :“ Gpx, yq´the positive Green’s function of Δ ` 1 and U :“ Bpx, rqzBpx, δq where 0 ď δ ď r and let δ Ñ 0 to obtain ‖ψ‖_L8_{pBpx,rqq} “ Op1q, (4.1)

‖∇_Aψ‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}q,

(4.2)

‖μpψq‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}ϵq.

(4.3)

We summarize the above discussion in the form of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any solution pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q of (3.2), we have

‖ψ‖_L8_{pBpx,rqq} “ Op1q, ‖∇_Aψ‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}q, ‖μpψq‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ Opr^{1{2}ϵq.

Here Bpx, rq is a small geodesic ball on Y , and k_0 is a constant as in Theorem 4.1. □

Next, we control ‖ ∇^2_Aψ ‖ L^2 in terms of the critical radius of a connection A P Vk^0 pBpx, rqq. For

us to achieve this, we need to establish some more local estimates. Firstly, we recall the following Weitzenböck-type formula that relates P_A, Q_A, and D_A on a three-manifold.

Lemma 4.3. For any pA, ψq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q, we have ´ 1 3 P_AD_Aψ ` Q_AP_Aψ “ 1 2 ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯ ψ ` ππ_2F_Aψ. Here π_2 is the map that takes spinor-valued 2´forms to spinor-valued 1´forms. □ Lemma 4.4. For any pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q that solves (3.2), we have

‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_{1pBpx,rqq} ď c ~ ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq}` ż Bpx,rq |F_A|^2 ¨ |ψ|^2 ` k_0 b k^2_0 ` 1 ` k_0 ` 1 ¸ , where Bpx, rq is a small geodesic ball on Y and k_0 is as in Theorem 4.1.

Proof. We take the adjoint of the Weitzenböck-type formula in Lemma 4.3 to obtain ´ 1 3 D_AP^˚_Aψ “ 1 2 ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯_˚

ψ ` F_Aπ^˚_2 πpψq “ 1 2 ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯_˚

ψ ` F_Aπ^˚_2 ψ.

If we write A “ A_0 ` a, then we can re-arrange the above identity as

(4.4) D_{A0} P^˚_Aψ “ ´a ¨ P^˚_Aψ´ 3 2 ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯_˚ ψ ´ 3F_Aπ^˚ψ. Combine 4.4 with the elliptic estimate and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_{1pBpx,rqq} ď c ´ ‖D_{A0} P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ` ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ¯

ď c ~ ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2` ż Bpx,rq ˇ ˇ ˇ ´ Ric´ s 3 ¯_˚ ψ ˇ ˇ ˇ^2` ż Bpx,rq |F_Aπ^˚_2 ψ|^2 ` k_0 ` 1 ¸ . (4.5)

It is not hard to see that ż Bpx,rq ˇ ˇ´Ric ´ s 3 ¯_˚ ψ ˇ ˇ^2 ď c_1 ż Bpx,rq |ψ|^2 ż Bpx,rq |F_Aπ^˚_2 ψ|^2 ď c_2 ż Bpx,rq |F_A|^2 ¨ |ψ|^2.

Thus, (4.5) can be further estimated by

(4.6) ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_1 ď c ~ ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq}` ż Bpx,rq |F_A|^2|ψ|^2 ` ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2 ` k_0 ` 1 ¸ . It remains for us to control ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2pBpx,rqq}. The Sobolev multiplication theorem gives us

‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2 ď c_3 ‖a‖^2_L2_1 ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L4 .

And the local slice theorem (Theorem 4.1) already tells us that

‖a‖^2_L2_1 ď c_4 ż Bpx,rq |F_A|^2 ď c_4k_0.

Thus, we further control ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2pBpx,rqq} by controlling ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_{L4} . To achieve this, firstly, by applying the Minkowski inequality, we have

(4.7) ż Bpx,rq |P^˚_Aψ|^4 ď ż Bpx,rq |∇^˚_{A0} ψ ` a ¨ ψ|^4 ď 2^3 ż Bpx,rq p|∇^˚_{A0} ψ|^4 ` |a ¨ ψ|^4q.

Since ∇^˚_{A0} is a first-order differential operator, it extends to a bounded operator from L^4_1 Ñ L^4. Hence, the elliptic estimate obtains for us ‖ ‖∇^˚_{A0} ψ ‖ ‖^4_{L4} ď c_5 ‖ψ‖^4_{L41pBpx,rqq}

ď c_6p‖Q_{A0} ψ‖^4_L4 ` ‖ψ‖^4_L4 q ď c_7p‖Q_{A0} ψ‖^4_L4 ` 1q.

Since pA, ψ, ϵq is a solution of (3.2), the above estimate implies ‖ ∇^˚_{A0} ψ ‖_4 L^4 ď c8p‖a ¨ ψ‖ 4 L^4 ` 1q.

Hence, combine with (4.7), we get that

(4.8) ż Bpx,rq |P^˚_Aψ|^4 ď c_9 ~ż Bpx,rq |a ¨ ψ|^4 ` 1 ¸ . By the Sobolev multiplication theorem, for any p ą 12, we have ‖a ¨ ψ‖^4_L4 ď c_{10} ‖a‖^4_L2_1 ‖ψ‖^4_Lp ď c_{11} ‖a‖^4_L2_1 ¨ ‖ψ‖^4_L8_{pBpx,rqq} ď c_{12} ‖F_A‖^4_L2_{pBpx,rqq} .

(4.9) The last estimate of (4.9) is given by Uhlenbeck’s local slice theorem (Theorem 4.1) and Lemma 4.2 (cf. (4.1)). We use (4.9) to further estimate the RHS of (4.8) as following (4.10) ż Bpx,rq |P^˚_Aψ|^4 ď c_{13} ´ ‖F_A‖^4_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ` 1 ¯ “ c_{14}pk^2_0 ` 1q.

Combine (4.10) and the Sobolev multiplication estimate for ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2} earlier, we have ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2} ď c_3c_4c_{15}k_0 a k^2_0 ` 1. Apply this estimate to the RHS of (4.6), we immediately obtain our desired estimate. □ We need one more useful identity before getting to the main point of this section, which is the curvature-control of ‖ ‖∇2_Aψ ‖ ‖_{L2loc} . Lemma 4.5. Let ψ P ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q such that Q_Aψ “ 0 and and arbitrary f P C^8pY q. Then one has the following

∇^˚_A∇_Apfψq “´ s 4 fψ ´ πpF_Apfψqq ` πp1 b Ricqfψ` 4 3 fP_AP^˚_Aψ ´ 2π∇^A_{∇f} ψ ` pΔfqψ. Proof. Firstly, it is not difficult to see that

D^{T 2}_A pfψq “ D^T_ApD^T_Apfψqq “ D^T_ApfD^T_Aψ ` df ¨ ψq “ fD^{T 2}_A ψ ` df ¨ D^T_Aψ ´ df ¨ D^T_Aψ ´ 2∇^A_{∇f} ψ ` pΔfqψ “ fD^{T 2}_A ψ ´ 2∇^A_{∇f} ψ ` pΔfqψ. Thus, when applying the orthogonal projection π onto the 3{2´spinor bundle to both sides of the above identity, we have

Q^2_Apfψq` 4 3 P_AP^˚_Apfψq “ f ^ Q^2_Aψ` 4 3 P_AP^˚_Aψ ˙ ´ 2π∇^A_{∇f} ψ ` pΔfqψ. Remember that Q_Aψ “ 0 so that we can re-arrange the above formula as (4.11) Q^2_Apfψq “´ 4 3 P_AP^˚_Apfψq` 4 3 fP_AP^˚_Aψ ´ 2π∇^A_{∇f} ψ ` pΔfqψ. On the other hand, the Weitzenböck formula for Q^2_A (Lemma 3.2) gives us (4.12) Q^2_Apfψq “´ 4 3 P_AP^˚_Apfψq ` ∇^˚_A∇_Apfψq` s 4 fψ ` πpF_Apfψqq ´ πp1 b Ricqfψ. Compare (4.11) and (4.12), we have our formula. □ We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q. For any δ P p0, 1s, we have

r^{1{2} ‖ ‖∇^2_Aψ ‖ ‖_{L2pBpx,rp1´δqqq} À_δ r^{´3{2} ‖ψ‖_{L2pBpx,rqq} ` r^{´1{2} ‖∇_Aψ‖_{L2pBpx,rqq} ` r^{1{2} ‖F_A‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ‖ψ‖_L8_{pBpx,rqq} ` Op1q.

Here, Bpx, rq is a small geodesic ball around x on Y , and k_0 is a constant as in Theorem 4.1.

Proof. Since the statement is scale-invariant, without loss of generality, we shall work on the geodesic ball Bpx, 1q of radius 1. Let χ be a cut-off function such that supp χ Ď Bpx, 1 ´ δ{2q and χ equals to 1 on Bpx, 1 ´ δq. By integration by parts, we have

(4.13) ż |∇^2_Apχψq|^2 À ż` |∇^˚_A∇_Apχψq|^2 ` |F_A| ¨ |∇_Apχψq|^2 ` |F_A| ¨ |ψ| ¨ |∇^2_Apχψq| ˘ . Using the identity in Lemma 4.5, we can estimate

(4.14) ż |∇^˚_A∇_Apχψq|^2 À_δ ż` |ψ|^2 ` |F_A|^2|χψ|^2 ` |∇_Aψ|^2 ` |P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 ˘ . Keeping the first three terms of the RHS of (4.14) unchanged, we estimate the RHS of (4.14) further as follows. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(4.15) ż |P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 ď ż |∇_{A0} P^˚_Aψ ` a ¨ P^˚_Aψ|^2 À ż p|∇_{A0} P^˚_Aψ|^2 ` |a ¨ P^˚_Aψ|^2q.

Since ∇_{A0} : L^2_1 Ñ L^2 is bounded, ‖∇_{A0} P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2} À ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_1 . From this, by Lemma 4.4, we then have

‖P^˚_Aψ‖^2_L2_{1pBpx,1qq} ď c ~ ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,1qq}` ż Bpx,1q |F_A|^2 ¨ |ψ|^2 ` k_0 b k^2_0 ` 1 ` k_0 ` 1 ¸ . Combine with the fact that somewhere in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we also established that ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^2_{L2} ď c_3c_4c_{15}k_0 a k^2_0 ` 1 to obtain a further estimate of (4.15) ż |P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 À c ~ż Bpx,1q |ψ|^2` ż Bpx,1q |F_A|^2|ψ|^2 ` 2k_0 b k^2_0 ` 1 ` k_0 ` 1 ¸ . This means that we have the following estimate for (4.14) ż |∇^˚_A∇_Apχψq|^2 À_δ ż` |ψ|^2 ` |F_A|^2|ψ|^2 ` |∇_Aψ|^2 ˘ ` Op1q.

In turn, we obtain an estimate for the LHS of (4.13) ż |∇^2_Apχψq|^2 À_δ ‖ψ‖^2_L2 ` ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2` ż |F_A|^2|ψ|^2 ` ż` |F_A| ¨ |∇_Apχψq|^2 ` |F_A| ¨ |χψ| ¨ |∇^2_Apχψq| ˘ ` Op1q.

(4.16)

Keeping the first three terms of the RHS of (4.16) the same, we give estimates for the last two terms in the integrand of the RHS of (4.16). By the Peter-Paul version of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all τ ą 0, we have ż |F_A| ¨ |χψ| ¨ |∇^2_Apχψq| ď ż` τ^{´1}|F_A|^2 ¨ |χψ|^2 ` τ|∇^2_Apχψq|^2 ˘ ď τ^{´1} ‖ψ‖^2_L8 ‖F_A‖^2_L2 ` τ ‖ ‖∇^2_Apχψq ‖ ‖^2_{L2} .

(4.17) If τ is small enough, the second term of the RHS of (4.17) can be moved to the LHS of (4.16). Now for the fourth term in the integrand of the RHS of (4.16), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain ż |F_A| ¨ |∇_Apχψq|^2 ď ^ż |F_A|^2

˙_{1{2} ^ż

|∇_Apχψq|^4

˙_{1{2}

“ ‖F_A‖_L2 ¨ ‖∇_Apχψq‖^2_L4 ď a k_0 ¨ ‖∇_Apχψq‖^2_L4 .

(4.18) By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality

‖f‖_L4 À ‖∇f‖^{3{4}_{L2} ‖f‖^{1{4}_{L2} the second factor on the RHS of (4.18) is estimated by

(4.19) ‖∇_Apχψq‖^2_L4 À ‖ ∇^2_Apχψq ‖_{3{2} L^2 ‖∇Apχψq‖ 1{2 L^2 .

Finally, by the Peter-Paul version of Young’s inequality, for all u, v ě 0 , τ ą 0, and 1{p ` 1{q “ 1 with p, q ą 1, uv ď 1 p τ^pu^p` 1 q τ^{´q}v^q applied in the situation when u “ ‖ ‖∇^2_Apχψq ‖ ‖^{3{2}_{L2} , v “ ‖∇_Apχψq‖^{1{2}_{L2} , and pp, qq “ p4{3, 4q, we have

(4.20) ‖∇_Apχψq‖^2_L4 À 3 4 τ^{4{3} ‖ ‖∇^2_Apχψq ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ` 1 4 τ^{´4} ‖∇_Apχψq‖^2_L2 .

When τ is sufficiently small, the first term on the RHS of (4.20) can be moved to the LHS of (4.16). Therefore, with all of the above estimates combined, we obtained the desired estimate of the proposition. □

Definition 4.7. The critical radius ρpxq of a connection A P ApL q is

ρpxq “ sup ! r P p0, r_0s : r^{1{2} ‖F_A‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} ď 1 ) . We combine Lemma 4.2 (cf. (4.1), (4.2), (4.3)) with Proposition 4.6 to immediate obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. For all pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, ρpxq{2qq^ΓpW_{s3{2} bL |_{Bpx,ρpxq{2q}q^p0, 8q that are solutions of (3.2), we have

ρpxq^{1{2} ‖ ‖∇^2_Aψ ‖ ‖_{L2pBpx,ρpxq{2qq} “ Op1q.

Here, as before, Bpx, ρpxq{2q is a geodesic ball around x on Y , and k_0 is its associated constant as in Theorem 4.1. □

5. A frequency function for the RS-SW equations

We continue with our analysis of the sequence of solutions pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nq of (3.2) when lim sup ϵ_n “ 0. Roughly speaking, we expect that up to a subsequence and gauge transformations, such a sequence of solutions of (3.2) will converge to a solution away from a certain singular set on Y . To proceed, we first define a frequency function for the RS-SW equations. The notion of frequency function was first introduced by Almgren in the study of critical sets of elliptic partial differential equations [2]. It was also used to analyze the moduli space of solutions of the multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations. In fact, the frequency function for the RS-SW equations is an adaptation of the ones used in [10] and [18].

Definition 5.1. Let x be any point on Y and 0 ă r ď r_0 ăă 1 where r_0 is the injective radius of Y . For any pA, ψ, ϵq P ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q, we define

H_xprq “ ż Bpx,rq ^ |∇_Aψ|^2 ` ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2´ 4 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy ˙ , h_xprq “ ż BBpx,rq |ψ|^2.

The frequency function N_x : p0, r_0s Ñ p0, r_0s of (3.2) is given by

N_xprq “ rH_xprq h_xprq . When the context is clear, sometimes we will ignore the subscript of the base point x and write N, H, h instead.

For the rest of this section, we will assume that x is a fixed base-point on Y , and pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q is a solution of (3.2), where k_0 is the constant that appears in Theorem 4.1. We will study the dependence of N on the base point (cf. Proposition 5.14). Furthermore, we will establish the following important properties of N:

(1) N is almost monotone in r. (cf. Corollary 5.11)

(2) N controls the growth of h. (cf. Corollary 5.13) (3) |ψ|pxq controls N. (cf. Proposition 5.16) Versions of Proposition 5.14, Corollary 5.11, Corollary 5.13, and Proposition 5.16 appear in the original context of [1] and [2]. They also appear in the gauge-theoretic setting of [10], [18] and [20]. The novelty of these statements in the current context is the appearance of the Penrose operator in our definition of the frequency function. Once a control of xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy is well understood, we demonstrate that standard technique can also be applied to deduce the expected properties of N listed above. Closely following [10], we include the proofs of these statements in the next few subsections.

Before we get into the analysis of the frequency function N, we need to establish some preliminary observations about 3{2´spinors on the boundary of a three-ball. These facts might be well-known, but we will nevertheless record them in the following subsection for the sake of self-containment and clarity.

5.1. 3{2´spinors on the boundary. Consider the punctured ball 9Bpx, rq by removing the basepoint x. It is foliated by the surfaces BBpx, rq with the normal vector field B_r in the radial direction. The restriction of the spinor bundle on 9Bpx, rq to the boundary is exactly the spinor bundle on BBpx, rq, which we will denote by S and S̃, respectively. Let γ̃, ~∇, and D̃ be the Clifford multiplication, compatible connection, and the Dirac operator associated to the bundle of spinor bundle on BBpx, rq. For any vector v P T BBpx, rq, we have

(5.1) γpvq “ ´γpB_rqγ̃pvq, ∇_v “ ~∇_v` e^{Opr2q} 2r γ̃pvq, D “ γpB_rq ~ ∇_r` e^{Opr2q} r ´ D̃ ¸ . Denote D^{T B} by the Dirac operator associated with the bundle of spinor-valued 1´forms. Let P be the Penrose operator and Q be the Rarita-Schwinger operator on Bpx, rq. We also consider D^{T BB} , P̃, Q̃ to be the Dirac operators on T BBpx, rq b S̃, the Penrose operator and the Rarita-Schwinger operator on BBpx, rq, respectively. Finally, we write W , W̃ as the 3{2´spinor bundles on Bpx, rq and BBpx, rq, respectively. The objective of this subsection is to derive an analog of the last formula of (5.1) for the Rarita-Schwinger operators.

Suppose Φ P ΓpW̃ q is a 3{2´spinor on BBpx, rq. Naturally, we can view it as a 3{2´spinor on Bpx, rq but restricted to the boundary. Note that then we have the following orthogonal decomposition ΓpW |_{BBpx,rq}q “ ΓpW̃ q ‘ ΓpW̃^Kq. First, we would like to describe ΓpW̃^Kq explicitly.

Let tB_r, e_1, e_2u be orthonormal vector fields on Bpx, rq where te_1, e_2u are orthonormal vector fields on BBpx, rq. Then in local normal coordinate, we can write ϕ as Φ “ ϕ_1 b e_1 ` ϕ_2 b e_2, where ϕ_i P ΓpS̃q. By virtue of Φ being a 3{2´spinor, it is not hard to see that ϕ_1 “ ´B_r ¨ ϕ_2. As a result,

ΓpW̃ q “ t´B_r ¨ ϕ b e_1 ` ϕ b e_2 : ϕ P ΓpS̃qu.

Suppose Ψ is any 3{2´spinor of Bpx, rq restricted to the boundary such that Ψ P ΓpW̃^Kq. In local normal coordinate, we write Ψ “ ψ b B_r ` ψ_1 b e_1 ` ψ_2 b e_2, where ψ, ψ_i P ΓpS̃q. Then for any ϕ P ΓpS̃q, we must have

x´B_r ¨ ϕ b e_1 ` ψ b e_2, ψ b B_r ` ψ_1 b e_1 ` ψ_2 b e_2y “ 0.

Since the Clifford multiplication is skew-adjoint, the above is equivalent to

xϕ, B_r ¨ ψ_1 ` ψ_2y “ 0, @ϕ P ΓpS̃q.

As a result, we must have ψ_1 “ B_r ¨ ψ_2. Furthermore, since Ψ is a 3{2´spinor, we have

B_r ¨ ψ ` e_1 ¨ ψ_1 ` e_2 ¨ ψ_2 “ 0.

Combine with the fact that ψ_1 “ B_r ¨ ψ_2 ” B_r ¨ ψ, we obtain ψ “ 2γ̃pe_2qψ. Therefore,

ΓpW̃^Kq “ t2γ̃pe_2qψ b B_r ` B_r ¨ ψ b e_1 ` ψ b e_2 : ψ P ΓpS̃qu.

By a change of variable, setting ψ Ñ e_2 ¨ ψ, then in local normal coordinate any 3{2´spinor Ψ P ΓpW̃^Kq can be written as Ψ “ ´2B_r ¨ ψ b B_r ` e_1 ¨ ψ b e_1 ` e_2 ¨ ψ b e_2 “ ´3ιpψq ´ 3B_r ¨ ψ b B_r.

Therefore, if we define the embedding ι̂ : S̃ Ñ T Bpx, rq b S|_{BBpx,rq} “ T BBpx, rq b S̃ ‘ pC B_r b S̃q to be ι̂pψq “ ´3ιpψq ´ 3B_r ¨ ψ b B_r, then ΓpW̃^Kq “ ι̂pS̃q. We summarize the above discussion in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let W , W̃ be the 3{2´spinor bundle on Bpx, rq and BBpx, rq, respectively. Let S̃ be the spinor bundle on BBpx, rq induced by restricting S to the boundary. We have the following orthogonal decomposition W |_{BBpx,rq} “ W̃ ‘ ι̂pS̃q. □

Define L : S̃ Ñ S̃ b C B_r to be a vector bundle isomorphism (in fact, it is also an isometry) given by Lpϕq “ ϕ b B_r. Note that then ι̂pS̃q ‘ W̃ – pS̃ b C B_r q ‘ W̃ via T “ ^ Lι̂^{´1} 0 0 1 ˙ . This fact will be useful later when we perform a coordinate change on the matrix representation of D^{T B} .

Recall that the Levi-Civita connection on the boundary is related to the Levi-Civita connection on the whole Bpx, rq as follows

∇^{LC}_v ‚ “ ~∇^{LC}_v ‚` e^{Opr2q} r xv, ‚yB_r, @v P ΓpT BBpx, rqq. With this fact, we compute D^{T B} |_{BBpx,rq} in matrix form with respect to the orthogonal decomposition T Bpx, rq b S|_{BBpx,rq} “ pS̃ b C B_r q ‘ T BBpx, rq b S̃. By definition of the Dirac operator, we have

D^{T B} “ 2ÿ i“0 e_i ¨ p∇_{ei} b 1 ` 1 b ∇^{LC}_{ei} q “ D b 1` 2ÿ i“1 e_i ¨ b∇^{LC}_{ei} , where e_0 ” B_r

“ B_r¨ ~ ∇_r` e^{Opr2} r ´ D̃ ¸ b 1 ` B_r ¨ b∇^{LC}_r´ 2ÿ i“1 B_r ¨ e_i~¨ b ~ ~∇^{LC}_{ei} ` e^{Opr} 2q r xe_i, ‚yB_r ¸

“ B_r¨ # ∇_r` e^{Opr2q} r ´ ~ D̃ b 1 `^2 ÿ i“1 e_i~¨ b ~∇^{LC}_{ei} ¸ ´ e^{Opr2q} r 2ÿ i“1 e_i~¨ b xe_i, ¨yB_r + . Hence, when we apply D^{T B} to ψ b B_r, we obtain

D^{T B} pψ b B_rq “ B_r¨ ~ ∇_rpψ b B_rq` e^{Opr2q} r ψ b B_r ´ D̃ψ b B_r ¸ . On the other hand, if we apply D^{T B} to ψ_1 b e_i, we get

D^{T B}pψ_i b e_iq “ B_r¨ ~ ∇_rpψ_i b e_iq` e^{Opr2q} r ψ_i b e_i ´ D^{T BB} pψ_i b e_iq´ e^{Opr2q} r e_i~¨ψ_i b B_r ¸ . As a result, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. With respect to the orthogonal decomposition T Bpx, rq b S “ pS b C B_r q ‘ T BBpx, rq b S, D^{T B} has the following matrix form

D^{T B} “ ^ B_r ¨ p∇_r ` e^{Opr2q}{r ´ D̃ b 1q e^{Opr2q}{r γ̃ b B_r 0 B_r ¨ p∇_r ` e^{Opr2q}{r ´ D^{T BB} q ˙ .

Corollary 5.4. Let Φ be a 3{2´spinor on Bpx, rq. The restriction of Φ to BBpx, rq can be written as Φ “ ι̂pϕq ` Ψ, where Ψ P ΓpW̃ q and ϕ P ΓpS̃q. Then QΦ|_{BBpx,rq} equals to ¨ ˝ ι̂L^{´1}B_r¨ ´ ∇_r `^{eOpr2q}_r ´ D̃ b 1 ¯ Lι̂^{´1} 0 0 π̃B_r¨ ´ ∇_r `^{eOpr2}_r ´ D^{T BB} ¯ ˛ ‚¨ ^ ι̂pϕq Ψ ˙ ,

where π̃ is the orthogonal projection from T BBpx, rq b S̃ onto the 3{2´spinor bundle W̃ .

Proof. Note that γ̃ ” 0 when restricted to ΓpW̃ q. And a change of basis via T immediately tells us that the matrix representing Q|_{ΓpW̃ q} is given by

T^{´1} ^ 1 0 0 π̃ ˙ ¨ ^ B_r ¨ p∇_r ` e^{Opr2q}{r ´ D̃ b 1q e^{Opr2q}{r γ̃ b B_r 0 B_r ¨ p∇_r ` e^{Opr2q}{r ´ D^{T BB} q ˙ T. Then, a straightforward calculation yields the result. □ Lemma 5.5. ∇_r maps 3{2´spinors to 3{2´spinors on BBpx, rq. Proof. Let Ψ be a 3{2´spinor on BBpx, rq. In local normal coordinate, we have ∇_rΨ “ ∇_rψ_1 b e_1 ` ∇_rψ_2 b e_2.

Applying γ to both sides of the above identity, we get γp∇_rψq “ γpe_1q∇_rψ_1 ` γpe_2q∇_rψ_2.

By the compatibility of the connection with the Clifford multiplication and the fact that we are working with normal coordinates, we can re-write the above identity as γp∇_rψq “ ∇_rpγpe_1qψ_1q` ∇_rpγpe_2qψ_2q “ ∇_rpγpe_1qψ_1 ` γpe_2qψ_2q “ 0. Therefore, ∇_rΨ is also another 3{2´spinor as claimed. □ Lemma 5.6. γpB_rq maps 3{2´spinors to 3{2´spinors on BBpx, rq.

Proof. Let Ψ be 3{2´spinor on BBpx, rq. In the local normal coordinate, we have ψ “ ψ_1 b e_1 ` ψ_2 b e_2. Thus, γpB_rqψ “ γpB_rqψ_1 b e_1 ` γpB_rqψ_2 b e_2. We compute

γpγpB_rqψq “ γpe_1qγpB_rqψ_1 ` γpe_2qγpB_rqψ_2 “ ´γpB_rqγpe_1qψ_1 ´ γpB_rqγpe_2qψ_2 “ ´γpB_rqpγpe_1qψ_1 ` γpe_2qψ_2q.

Clearly, this implies that γpB_rqΨ must also be a 3{2´spinor. □ Corollary 5.7. Let Φ be a harmonic 3{2´spinor on Bpx, rq, i.e, QΦ “ 0. Consider the restriction of Φ to BBpx, rq that is written as Φ “ ι̂pϕq ` Ψ, where ϕ P ΓpS̃q and Ψ P ΓpW̃ q. Then we must have

D̃ϕ b B_r “ ∇_rϕ b B_r ` e^{Opr} 2q r ϕ b B_r

(5.2)

Q̃Ψ “ ∇_rΨ ` e^{Opr} 2q r Ψ. (5.3)

Proof. (5.2) follows directly from Corollary 5.4. It remains for us to prove (5.3). From Corollary 5.4, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6, we have that

B_r ¨ ∇_rΨ ` B_r¨ e^{Opr2q} r Ψ ´ π̃pB_r ¨ D^{T BB} Ψq “ 0.

It is not hard to see that π̃pB_r ¨ D^{T BB} Ψq “ B_r ¨ Q̃Ψ ´ ι̃γ̃pB_r ¨ D^{T BB} Ψq ` B_r ¨ ι̃γ̃pD^{T BB} ψq.

To complete the proof, we must calculate the second and third terms on the RHS of the above identity. Note that in local normal coordinate, we have D^{T BB} Ψ “ D̃ψ_1 b e_1 ` D̃ψ_2 b e_2. As a result, γ̃pD^{T BB} Ψq “ e_1~¨ D̃ψ_1 ` e_2~¨ D̃ψ_2 “ ´D̃pe_1~¨ψ_1q ´ 2 ~∇_{e1} ψ_1 ´ D̃pe_2~¨ψ_2q ´ 2 ~∇_{e2} ψ_2 “ 2P̃^˚Ψ.

Applying B_r ¨ ι̃ to both sides of the above equation, we get B_r ¨ ι̃pγ̃pD^{T BB} ψqq “ ´B_r ¨ e_1~¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_1 ´ B_r ¨ e_2~¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_2.

On the other hand, it is not difficult to see that γ̃pB_r ¨ D^{T BB} Ψq “ ´2B_r ¨ P̃^˚Ψ. Note that e_i~¨B_r “ ´B_r ¨ e_i~¨. Then we have ´ι̃γ̃pB_r ¨ D^{T BB} Ψq “ 2ι̃pB_r ¨ P̃^˚Ψq “ ´e_1~¨B ¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_1 ´ e_2~¨B ¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_2 “ B_r ¨ e_1~¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_1 ` B_r ¨ e_2~¨ P̃^˚Ψ b e_2.

Thus, B_r ¨ ∇_rΨ ` B_r ¨^{eOpr2q}_r Ψ ´ B_r ¨ Q̃Ψ “ 0. By applying the Clifford multiplication by B_r to both sides, we obtain (5.3) as claimed. □ We are now ready to prove the properties of N stated at the beginning of the section. 5.2. Analysis of N. Note that the first derivative of the frequency function Nprq is given by (5.4) N^1prq “ Hprq hprq ` rH^1prq hprq ´ rh^1prqHprq h^2prq . To understand the monotonicity of N, we need to analyze H^1, h^1 further.

Lemma 5.8. hprq satisfies the following properties: (5.5) h^1prq “ 2hprq r ` ż BBpx,rq B_r|ψ|^2 ` Oprqhprq.

(5.6) h^1prq “ p2 ` 2Nprq ` Opr^2qqhprq r . (5.7) ż Bpx,rq |ψ|^2 À rhprq.

Proof. The proof of (5.5) is a standard computation in PDE. When the metric is flat, note that a change of variable that turns the circle centered at x of radius r to a unit concentric circle and the product rule allows us to write h^1prq “ 2 r ż BBpx,rq |ψ|^2` ż BBpx,rq B_r|ψ|^2.

If the metric is not flat, there is an additional error term given by Oprqhprq. We move on to the proof of (5.6) and (5.7). Firstly, we make the following claim.

Claim 1: ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} À p1 ` Nprqqhprq. Indeed, recall the following fact (5.8) ż Bpx,rq dpx, ‚q^{´2}f^2 À r^{´1} ż BBpx,rq f^2` ż Bpx,rq |df|^2.

We apply (5.8) to f :“ |ψ| to obtain r^{´2} ż Bpx,rq |ψ|^2 À r^{´1} ż BBpx,rq |ψ|^2` ż Bpx,rq |d|ψ||^2

“ r^{´1}hprq` ż Bpx,rq |d|ψ||^2.

(5.9)

The second term on the RHS of (5.9) can be estimated further by Kato’s inequality to arrive at r^{´2} ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} À rhprq ` ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq}. As a result, we do have

(5.10) ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} À p1 ` Nprqqhprq.

Claim 2: h^1prq ą 0.

We apply the integration by parts formula from Lemma 3.6 to U “ Bpx, rq and f ” 1 to obtain ż Bpx,rq ^ ´ 8 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy` s 2 |ψ|^2 ´ 2xp1 b Ricqψ, ψy ` 2ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ` 2|∇_Aψ|^2 ˙

“ ż BBpx,rq B_r|ψ|^2.

(5.11)

The LHS of (5.11) can be re-arranged to become 2Hprq ` Op1q ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq}. So, we do have

(5.12) 2Hprq ` Op1q ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBpx,rqq} “ ż BBpx,rq B_r|ψ|^2.

Now, we combine (5.12) with (5.10) and (5.5) to immediately obtain

h^1prq “ p1 ` Opr^2qqp2 ` 2Nprqqhprq r . Since r ď r_0, the above implies that h^1prq ą 0 as claimed. Lastly, (5.6) follows directly from the fact that h^1prq ą 0. And (5.6) can be verified by combining (5.12) with (5.6) and (5.5). □

Lemma 5.9. H satisfies the following

(5.13) H^1prq “ Hprq r ` ż BBpx,rq ` 3|∇^A_r ψ|^2 ` ϵ^{´2}|ipB_rqμpψq|^2 ˘ ` Opp1 ` Nprqqhprqq ` Op1q.

Proof. Using Stoke’s theorem and a change of variable that turns the ball centered at x of radius r to a unit concentric ball, we already have

(5.14) H^1prq “ Hprq r ` ż BBpx,rq ^ |∇_Aψ|^2 ` ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2´ 4 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy ˙ . It remains for us to match up the second terms of the RHS’s of (5.14) and (5.13). When restrict ψ to the boundary, we write it as ψ “ ι̂pϕq ` ξ. In local normal coordinate, ξ “ ξ_1 b e_1 ` ξ_2 b e_2, where ξ_i P ΓpS̃q. Note that for each e_i, we have

|∇_{ei} ψ|^2 “ ˇ ˇ ˇ ~∇_{ei} ϕ b B_r ` e^{Opr} 2q r e_i~¨ϕ b B_r` e^{Opr2q} r ξ_i b B_r ` ~∇_{ei} ξ` e^{Opr2q} 2r e_i~¨ξ ˇ ˇ ˇ 2

“ | ~∇_{ei} T ψ|^2` e^{Opr2q} r x ~∇_{ei} ϕ b B_r, e_i~¨ϕ b B_ry` e^{Opr2q} r x ~∇_{ei} ξ, e_i~¨ξy` ` e^{Opr2q} r^2 xe_i~¨ϕ, ξ_iy` e^{Opr2q} r^2

|ξ_i|^2` e^{Opr2q} 4r^2

|ϕ|^2` e^{Opr2q} 4r^2

|ξ|^2`

2e^{Opr2 q} r x ~∇_{ei} ϕ, ξ_iy. Thus, |∇_{e1} ψ|^2 ` |∇_{e2} ψ|^2 can be written as

| ~∇T ψ|^2´ e^{Opr2q} r xD̃ϕ, ϕy´ e^{Opr2q} r xD^{T B}ξ, ξy` 3e^{Opr2 q} 2r^2

|ξ|^2` e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ϕ|^2` ` 2e^{Opr2q} r x ~∇_{e1} ϕ, ξ_1y` 2e^{Opr2q} r x ~∇_{e2} ϕ, ξ_2y.

When integrating the above expression over BBpx, rq, we can replace the last two terms with ż BBpx,rq 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃^˚ξy.

Therefore, combining with Corollary 5.7, we obtain ż BBpx,rq |∇ψ|^2 ´ |∇_rψ|^2 “ ż BBpx,rq | ~∇T ψ|^2´ e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rϕ, ϕy´ e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rξ, ξy` ` 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃ξy´ e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ϕ|^2` e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ξ|^2.

(5.15)

On the other hand, by the Weitzenböck formulae of the Rarita-Schwinger operator and Dirac operator on BBpx, rq, we have ż BBpx,rq | ~∇T ψ|^2 “ ż BBpx,rq x ~∇^˚ ~∇T ψ, T ψy “ ż BBpx,rq B^~ ∇^˚ ~∇ 0 0 ~∇^˚ ~∇ ˙ ¨ ^ ϕ b B_r ξ ˙ , ^ ϕ b B_r ξ ˙F . “ ż BBpx,rq |D̃ϕ|^2´ e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ϕ|^2 ` |Q̃ξ|^2 ` 2|P̃^˚ξ|^2´ 3e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ξ|^2

(5.16)

Using Corollary 5.7 again, we can expend the first and the third term on the RHS of (5.16) and rearrange to obtain ż BBpx,rq | ~∇T ψ|^2 “ ż BBpx,rq |∇_rϕ|^2` 2e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rϕ, ϕy` e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ϕ|^2`

` |∇_rξ|^2` 2e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rξ, ξy´ e^{Opr2q} 2r^2

|ξ|^2 ` 2|P̃^˚ξ|^2.

(5.17)

Plug in (5.17) into the first term on the RHS of (5.15), we get ż BBpx,rq |∇ψ|^2 ´ |∇_rψ|^2 “ ż BBpx,rq |∇_rT ψ|^2` e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rT ψ, T ψy` ` 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃^˚ξy ` 2|P̃^˚ξ|^2.

(5.18)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.2, it is not hard to see that ‖∇_rT ψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,rqq} À 2 ‖T ∇_rψ‖^2 ` ‖ψ‖^2 “ 2 ‖∇_rψ‖^2 ` Op1q.

Hence, we can re-write (5.18) as ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 “ ż BBpx,rq 3|∇_rψ|^2` e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rT ψ, T ψy` 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃^˚ξy ` 2|P̃^˚ξ|^2 ` Op1q.

The above immediately implies that ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,rqq}´ 4 3 ‖Pψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,rqq} is exactly equals to ż BBpx,rq 3|∇_rψ|^2` e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rT ψ, T ψy` 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃^˚ξy ` 2|P̃^˚ξ|^2´ 4 3 |P^˚ψ|^2 ` Op1q.

(5.19)

Via the change of basis given by T , we can think of the norm of the divergence of ψ as follows |P^˚ψ|^2 “ ´2xP̃^˚ξ, ∇_rϕy ` |P̃^˚ξ|^2 ` |∇_rϕ|^2 “ ´2d xP̃^˚ξ, ϕy ` x∇_rP̃^˚ξ, ϕy ` |P̃^˚ξ|^2 ` |∇_rϕ|^2.

As a result, (5.19) can be re-written as ż BBpx,rq 3|∇_rψ|^2` e^{Opr2q} r x∇_rT ψ, T ψy` C ϕ, 2e^{Opr2q} r P̃^˚ξ ` 8 3 ∇_rP̃^˚ξ G

` 2 3 |P̃^˚ξ|^2´ 4 3 |∇_rϕ|^2 ` Op1q.

(5.20)

But by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have 2 3 |P̃^˚ξ|^2 “ 2 3 |P^˚ψ ` ∇_rϕ|^2 ď 4 3 p|P^˚ψ|^2 ` |∇_rϕ|^2q.

At the same time by Lemma 4.2, 2e^{Opr2q} r xϕ, P̃^˚ξy_L2_{pBBpx,rqq} “

2e^{Opr2 q} r xP̃ϕ, ξy ď 2e^{Opr2q} r ‖ ‖ ~∇ϕ ‖ ‖^2 ¨ ‖ξ‖2 “ Op1q. Another application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality combined with Lemma 4.2 also yields B ϕ, 8 3 ∇_rP̃^˚ξ F À 8 3 ‖ϕ‖^2¨ ‖ ‖ ‖P̃^˚ξ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 À ‖ϕ‖^2 ¨ p‖P^˚ψ‖^2 ` ‖∇rϕ‖^2q

À ‖ϕ‖^2 ¨ p‖P^˚ψ‖^2 ` ‖ϕ‖^2q “ Op1q.

Finally, from somewhere at the beginning of Section 2, we have already shown that ‖P^˚ψ‖^2_L2 “ Op1q. Combine all of the above estimates with (5.12), we have our desired identity in the case when A is a product connection. Lastly, when A is not a product connection, a similar calculation as the above, up to a change in notation, yields a similar result with two additional terms. The first is estimated by Op1qhprq, whereas the second term is the curvature term which can now be written as ż BBpx,rq ϵ^{´2}|ipB_rqμpψq|^2.

Therefore, (5.13) is verified as claimed. □

Now, we are ready to state one of the main propositions of this subsection. With this proposition, we can finally prove the almost monotonicity of Nprq.

Proposition 5.10. The frequency function for the RS-SW equations satisfies N^1prq ě Oprqp1 ` Nprqq.

Proof. We substitute (5.6) and (5.13) into (5.4) to obtain

N^1prq “ 2Hprq hprq ` r hprq ~ż BBpx,rq 3|∇^A_r ψ|^2 ` ϵ^{´2}|ipB_rqμpψq|^2 ¸ ` ` rOpp1 ` Nprqq` rOp1q hprq ´ p2 ` 2Nprq ` Opr^2qqHprq hprq “ 3r hprq ~ż BBpx,rq |∇^A_r ψ|^2` ϵ^{´2} 3 |ipB_rqμpψq|^2 ¸ ` rOp1q hprq ` ´ 2rH^2prq h^2prq

´ Opr^2q Hprq hprq ` rOpp1 ` Nprqqq.

(5.21)

Now, if we use (5.6) and (5.12), we can re-write the fourth and fifth term on the RHS of (5.21) as

(5.22)´

2rH^2prq h^2prq

´ Opr^2q Hprq hprq “´ 2r h^2prq ~ż BBpx,rq x∇^A_r ψ, ψy ¸_2 . As a result, (5.22) and (5.21) yields

N^1prq “ 3r hprq ~ż BBpx,rq |∇^A_r ψ|^2` ϵ^{´2} 3 |ipB_r qμpψq|^2 ¸ ` rOp1q hprq `

´ 2r h^2prq ~ż BBpx,rq x∇^A_r ψ, ψy ¸_2

` Oprqp1 ` Nprqq.

(5.23)

Note that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, ~ż BBpx,rq x∇^A_r ψ, ψy ¸_2 ď ~ż BBpx,rq |∇^A_r ψ|^2 ¸ ¨ hprq As a result, the first term on the RHS of (5.23) is greater or equal to the fourth term on the RHS of the same equation. Therefore, we have N^1prq ě Oprqp1 ` Nprqq as claimed. □ Corollary 5.11 (Nprq is almost monotone in r). For all 0 ă s ď r, we have Npsq ď e^{Opr2´s2q}Nprq ` Opr^2 ´ s^2q.

Proof. By Proposition 5.10, we have

(5.24) d dr logp1 ` Nprqq “

N^1prq 1 ` Nprq ě Oprq “ ´2cr. We integrate both sides of (5.24) to obtain ż_r s d dt logp1 ` Nptqq dt ě ż_r s ´2ct dt “ ´cpr^2 ´ s^2q.

Equivalently, logp1`Nprqq´logp1`Npsqq ě ´cpr^2 ´s^2q, which immediately gives us the desired estimate. □ Our next item on the agenda is to exhibit the fact that Nprq controls the growth of hprq. Proposition 5.12. For any 0 ă s ă r, we have hpsq À ps{rq^2hprq. Consequently, positive hpsq implies that hprq is also positive. Furthermore, |ψ|^2pxq À hprq{r^2.

Proof. Firstly, we claim that

(5.25) hprq “ e^{Opr2q} ´ r s ¯_2 exp ^ 2 ż_r s Nptq t dt ˙ hpsq. From (5.6), we have d dr log hprq “ h^1prq hprq “ 2 ` 2Nprq r ` Oprq. Integrating both sides of the above equation, we obtain log hprq hpsq “ ż_r s 2 t dt ` 2 ż_r s Nptq t dt ` Opr^2 ´ s^2q

“ log ´r s ¯_2 ` 2 ż_r s Nptq t dt ` Opr^2q

Exponentiate both sides and re-arrange to get (5.25). As a result, the desired estimates follow directly from (5.25). □ Corollary 5.13 (Nprq controls the growth of hprq). For any 0 ă s ă r, we have e^{Opr2q} ´s r ¯_eOpr^2q_{p2`2Nprqq} hprq ď hpsq ď e^{Opr2q} ´ s r ¯_eOpr^2q_{p2`2Nprqq} hprq. Proof. The estimate is a direct consequence of (5.25) and Corollary 5.11. □ Finally, we will exhibit the dependence of N on the base point.

Proposition 5.14 (Dependence of N on the base-point). Let x P Y and r ą 0 such that N_xp10rq ď 1. For any y P Bpx, rq, we have N_yp5rq À N_xp10rq.

Proof. We claim that for any x, y P Y and r ą 0, (5.26) h_xprq À 2r ` dpx, yq r h_yp2r ` dpx, yqq. Indeed, by Proposition 5.12, we already have hprq ď ´ r 2r ¯_2 hp2rq “ 1 4 ż BBpx,2rq |ψ|^2.

Remember that we always take r ăă 1. As a result, rh_xprq ď r 4 ż BBpx,2rq |ψ|^2 À ż Bpx,2rq |ψ|^2 ď ż Bpy,2r`dpx,yqq |ψ|^2.

The RHS of the above estimate can be estimated further by (5.6) of Lemma 5.8, which gives us (5.26) as claimed.

Now note that since Bpy, 5rq Ď Bpx, 10rq, we obviously have 5r H_yp5rq ď 5r H_xp10rq ď 10r H_xp10rq.

Hence, (5.27) N_yp5rq ď

10r H_xp10rq

h_yp5rq

“ N_xp10rq h_xp10rq h_yp5rq . At the same time, by Corollary 5.13 applied to s :“ r and r :“ 10r and the fact that N_xp10rq ď 1, e^{Opr2q} ´ r 10r ¯_eO_{pr}2_{qp2`2Nxp10rqq} h_xp10rq ď h_xprq

ñ h_xp10rq ď e^{´Opr2q}10^{eOpr2qp2`2Nxp10rqq}h_xprq À h_xprq.

(5.28) Finally, by (5.26) and Proposition 5.12 applied to s :“ 2r ` dpx, yq and r :“ 5r,

h_xprq À 2 ^ 2r ` dpx, yq 5r ˙_2

h_yp5rq À h_yp5rq.

(5.29) Combine (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29), we have our estimate as claimed. □ 5.3. Control of the critical radius. In this subsection, we will show that Proposition 5.15. There exists a constant ω ą 0 such that for each pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q that is a solution of (3.2), we have mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} pxqu À ρpxq.

Proposition 5.15 follows from the following two propositions.

Proposition 5.16 (|ψ|pxq controls the growth of N). Suppose we have that 0 ă ω ăă 1 and s À_ω mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} pxqu. Then we must have Npsq À ω.

Proposition 5.17. There are constants ω ą 0 and ρ_0 ą 0 such that for any pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0} pBpx, rqq^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,rq}q ^ p0, 8q that is a solution of (3.2), we have Np50rq ď ω ñ ρ ě mintr, ρ_0u.

Proof of Proposition 5.15 assuming Proposition 5.16 and 5.17. Let 0 ă ω ăă 1 and 0 ă c ăă 1 be as in Proposition 5.16 so that for s “ c ¨ mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} pxqu one has Npsq ď ω. We may assume ρ_0 to be as in Proposition 5.17, and additionally, ω also satisfies the assumption of Proposition 5.17. Hence, we have inequality ρpxq ě min ! ρ_0, s 50 ) “ mintρ_0, c, c ¨ |ψ|^{1{ω}pxqu.

Since 50, c, and ρ_0 are constants, we may rewrite the latter inequality as follows ρpxq Á mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} pxqu as claimed. □ We give a proof of Proposition 5.16 first.

Proof of Proposition 5.16. Combine Lemma 4.2 with Proposition 5.12 and Corollary 5.13 and remember that we always take 0 ă s ă r ăă 1 to obtain

s^2|ψ|^2pxq À h_xpsq ď c^2 ´s r ¯_eOpr^2q_{p2`2Nxpsqq} r^2.

The above implies that

c^2|ψ|^{´2}pxq ě s^2 ´ r s ¯_eOpr^2q_{p2`2Npsqq} r^{´2} “ ´r s ¯_{´2`2e}Opr^2q_{`e}Opr^2q_{2Npsq} . Since 2e^{Opr2q} ´ 2 ´ Opr^2q ě 0, we can further esimate the above by

(5.30) c^2|ψ|^{´2}pxq ě ´r s ¯_eOpr^2q_{2Npsq`Opr}2_q . Taking the logarithm of (5.30), we have

pe^{Opr2q}2Npsq ` Opr^2qq log ´r s ¯ ď 2 log pc|ψ|^{´1}psqq

ñ Npsq ď log pc|ψ|^{´1}pxqq log ´r s ¯ e^{´Opr2q} ´ Opr^2q À log pc|ψ|^{´1}pxqq log ´ r s ¯ ` Opr^2q.

(5.31)

Case 1: c|ψ|^{´1}pxq ď 1.

By the above estimate, we have Npsq À Opr^2q for all 0 ă s ă r. Since s À_ω mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} u, s À_ω 1. So we can pick r to be large enough in terms of ω to immediately get our desired estimate for Npsq.

Case 2: c|ψ|^{´1}pxq ą 1.

Note in this case, we have c^{´1{ω}|ψ|^{1{ω}pxq ă 1. Thus, ω c^{´1{ω}|ψ|^{1{ω}pxq ă ω. Since s À_ω |ψ|^{1{ω} , we can choose c such that s ď ω c^{´1{ω}|ψ|^{1{ω}pxq ă ω :“ r. As a result, we can use (5.31) to estimate Npsq À ω ` Opω^2q À ω, as claimed. □ The rest of this subsection will be devoted to the proof of Proposition 5.17. We start with the following potentially well-known technical lemma.

Lemma 5.18. Let δ P p0, 1q. let f be a non-negative function on B^3p0, 1q such that f P L^2ppB^3px, 1´ δqq X L^2pBB^3px, 1 ´ δqq (with respect to their natural respective measure). Let c ą 0. Suppose that f satisfies the following

‚ ‖f‖_C0,1{4_{pBpx,1´δqq} À_δ c ‚ ż BBpx,1´δq f^2 Á ż BBpx,1q f^2 ‚ ‖ ‖f^2 ‖ ‖_{L2pBBpx,1qq} ‰ 0 If c ăă_δ 1, then f never vanishes in Bpx, 1´δq. Consequently, there exists λ ą 0 such that fpyq ě λ for all y P Bpx, 1 ´ δq.

Proof. Since the statement is scale-invariant, without loss of generality, we may assume that the f has unit L^2´norm on BBpx, 1q. Let y be any point inside Bpx, 1 ´ δq. Consider Bpy, rpδqq to be a neighborhood around x inside Bpx, 1 ´ δq. Let χ_{y,rpδq} to be the indicating function of Bpy, rpδqq. Note that ż Bpy,rpδqq f^2 “ ż Bpx,1q χ_{y,rpδq}f^2.

Firstly, we claim that there exists an n P N^˚ such that (5.32) ż BBpx,1´δq f^2 ď n ż Bpx,1´δq f^2.

Indeed, otherwise and since ‖f‖_L2_{pBBpx,1´δqq} Á 1, for all n P N^˚ we have ‖f‖_L2_{pBpx,1´δqq} ‖f‖_L2_{pBBpx,1´δqq} ă 1 n ùñ 0 ď ‖f‖_L2_{pBpx,1´δqq} ‖f‖_L2_{pBBpx,1´δqq} ă 0, which is a contradiction.

By the same argument as above, we also have an m P N^˚ such that (5.33) ż Bpx,1´δq f^2 ď m ż Bpy,rpδqq f^2 “ m ż Bp0,1q χ_{x,rpδq}f^2 With (5.32) and (5.33) in mind, by the hypothesis, we have ż Bpx,1q χ_{y,rpδq}f^2 Á ż BBpx,1´δq f^2 Á 1.

At the same time, as δ Ñ 1, χ_{y,rpδq}f^2p‚q Ñ f^2pyq almost everywhere. Furthermore, sup Bpx,1q |χ_{y,rpδq}f^2| “ sup_{Bpx,1´δq} |f|^2 ď ‖f‖^2_C0,1{4_{pBpx,1´δqq} À_δ c^2 ăă_δ 1.

This means that the family of function tχ_{y,rpδq}f^2u_{δPp0,1q} is uniformly bounded. As a result, by the bounded convergence theorem, for each y P Bp0, 1 ´ δq we must have that f^2pyq ¨ volpBpx, 1qq Á 1.

In other words, there is a λ ą 0 such that f ě λ inside Bpx, 1 ´ δq as desired. □ Now we give an L^6´bound for P_AP^˚_Aψ, where pA, ψq is a solution to the 3{2´monopole Seiberg- Witten equations. The proof is a variation of the proof in Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.6. Recall that on a geodesic ball Bpx, rq, by Uhlenbeck’s local slice theorem, there are constants c, k_0 ą 0 (possibly depending on x, r, g) such that any connection A “ A_0 ` a and ‖F_A‖_L6_{pBpx,rqq} ď k_0, A is gauge equivalent to A_0 ` b where ‖b‖_L6_{1pBpx,rqq} ď c ‖F_A‖_L6_{pBpx,rqq} , d^˚b “ 0.

Assume r “ 1. Denote all such Up1q´connections satisfy the above by V_{k0,6}. For any solution pA, ψq P V_{k0,6} ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,1q}q, we first claim that

Lemma 5.19. ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_{L6pBpx,1qq} “ Op1q. Proof. By the Minkowski inequality, we have (5.34) ż Bpx,1q |P^˚_Aψ|^6 “ ż Bpx,1q |∇^˚_Aψ|^6 À ż Bpx,1q |∇^˚_{A0} ψ|^6 ` |a^˚ψ|^6.

Since ∇^˚_{A0} is a first-order differential operator, we have (5.35) ż Bpx,1q |∇^˚_{A0} ψ|^6 À ‖ψ‖^6_L6_{1pBpx,1qq} .

Note that we have already established that ‖ψ‖_L8_{pBp0,1qq} “ Op1q (cf. Lemma 4.2). By the elliptic estimate, Minkowski inequality, and the Sobolev multiplication theorem, we have ‖ψ‖^6_L6_1 À ‖Q_{A0} ψ‖^6_L6 ` ‖ψ‖^6_L6 À ‖a ¨ ψ‖^6_L6 ` Op1q À ‖a‖^6_L6_1 ¨ ‖ψ‖^6_L4 ` Op1q “ Op1q.

(5.36) By Lemma 3.3 and a similar argument as above, we also have ‖a^˚ψ‖_L6_{pBp0,1qq} “ Op1q. As a result, combining (5.34), (5.35) and (5.36) yields for us the desired estimate as claimed. □ Next, we control ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_L6_{1pBpx,1qq}.

Lemma 5.20. For any solution pA, ψq P V_{k0,6} ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,1q}q, we have ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_L6_{1pBpx,1qq} “ Op1q.

Proof. We use the Weitzenböck-type formula in Lemma 4.3, the elliptic estimate with the Minkowski inequality, and Lemma 5.19 to estimate ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6_{1pBpx,1qq} À ‖D_{A0} P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6 ` ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6 À ‖ψ‖^6_L6 ` ‖ψ‖^6_L8 ‖F_A‖^6_L6 ` ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6 ` Op1q

(5.37) Since the first two terms on the RHS of (5.37) are Op1q, it remains for us to control the third term. By the Sobolev multiplication theorem, we have ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6 À ‖a‖^6_L6_1 ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L4 .

From either Lemma 5.19 or in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we have already established the second factor on the RHS of the above estimate is Op1q. Therefore, ‖P^˚_Aψ‖_L6_{1pBpx,1qq} “ Op1q as desired. □ Finally, we establish a control for ‖P_AP^˚_Aψ‖_{L6pBpx,1qq}.

Lemma 5.21. Let pA, ψq P V_{k0,6} ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,1q}q be a solution of the RS-SW equations. Then ż Bpx,1q |P_AP^˚_Aψ|^6 “ Op1q.

Proof. By the Minkowski inequality and the fact that ∇_{A0} is a first order differential operator, we have ż Bpx,1q |P_AP^˚_Aψ|^6 À ż Bpx,1q |∇_{A0} P^˚_A|^6 ` |a ¨ P^˚_Aψ|^6 À ‖P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6_1 ` ‖a ¨ P^˚_Aψ‖^6_L6 .

By Lemma 5.20, the first term on the RHS of the above estimate is Op1q. In the proof of Lemma 5.20, the second term is Op1q. Hence, we obtain the desired estimate as claimed. □ With the above technical lemmas out of the way, the proof of Proposition 5.17 will be divided into several parts.

Part 1. In this part, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.22. Let B_r be a geodesic ball of radius r ą 0 in Y . Let pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{6,k0}^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Br} q ^ p0, 8q be a solution to (3.2). We denote

‚ c “ r^4 ‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L2_{pBr q} ‖ψ‖^8_L2_{pBBr q}

` Opr^2q ‚ τ “ ϵ ‖ψ‖_L2_{pBBr q} Let δ P p0, 1q and κ ą 0. If we have r^{1{2} ‖F_A‖_L2_{pBr q} ď 1 and c ăă_{δ,κ} 1 and τ ăă_{δ,κ} 1, then r^{1{2} ‖F_A‖_L2_{pBrp1´δqq} ď κ.

Proof. Without loss of generality, because of scale invariance, it is enough if we can prove the proposition for r “ 1 and ‖ψ‖_L2_{pBBr q} “ 1. With respect to the re-normalization, the proof will be divided into several steps.

Step 1. We claim that if c ď 1 and τ ď 1, then |ψ|^2pxq À dpx, BB_1q^{´2} for all x P B_1. This implies that there is Λpδq “ Op1{δq ą 0 such that |ψ| ď Λpδq on B_{1´δ}.

Proof of Step 1. We apply Lemma 3.6 to f :“ Gpx, ‚q´the Green’s function of Δ and U :“ B_1zB_σ and let σ Ñ 0 to get

|ψ|^2pxq À ż B_1

Gpx, ‚q|ψ|^2` ż BB_1

Gpx, ‚qB_r |ψ|^2 ` |∇Gpx, ‚q| ¨ |ψ|^2` ` ż B_1 Gpx, ‚qxP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy. Since Gpx, ‚q À dpx, ‚q^{´1} and |∇Gpx, ‚q| À dpx, ‚q^{´2}, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can estimate |ψ|^2pxq further by

|ψ|^2pxq À ż B_1

|ψ|^2 dpx, ‚q ` ż B_1

|P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 dpx, ‚q ` 1 dpx, BB_1q ż BB_1

B_r|ψ|^2` 1 dpx, BB_1q^2 . (5.38)

In the above estimate, via the Hölder inequality, the first and second terms on the RHS can be estimated by ż B_1

|ψ|^2 dpx, ‚q ` ż B_1

|P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 dpx, ‚q ď ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 dpx, ‚q ‖ ‖ ‖_{L3{2 pB1q} ´ ‖ψ‖_L6_{pB1q} ` ‖P_AP^˚_Aψ‖_L6_{pB1q} ¯ . The RHS is clearly Op1q via Lemma 5.21 and the fact L^{3{2}´norm of dpx, ‚q^{´1} is also Op1q. Since dpx, BB_1q^{´1} “ Op1q, it remains for us to estimate the integral of B_r|ψ|^2 over the boundary. To do that, we apply Lemma 3.6 again to f :“ 1 and U :“ B_1, ż BB_1

B_r|ψ|^2 À ż B_1

|P_AP^˚_Aψ|^2 ` |ψ|^2 ` |∇_Aψ|^2 ` ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2.

The first three terms on the RHS are Op1q because of Lemma 5.21, Lemma 4.2, and the fact that c ď 1. Since τ “ ϵ due to re-normalization and τ ď 1, ż B_1

ϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ď ż B_1

ϵ^{´4}|μpψq^2| “ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pB1 q} ď 1.

As a result, the entire RHS of the above estimate is Op1q. Hence, from (5.38), we have the bound on |ψ| as claimed.

Step 2. We claim that ‖ψ‖_C0,1{4_{pB1´δ q} À_δ c^{1{8}. Proof of Step 2. By Morrey’s inequality, we have ‖ψ‖_C0,1{4_{pB1´δ q} À ‖ψ‖_L4_{1pB1´δ q} .

Since ‖ψ‖_L4_{pB1´δ q} “ Op1q, it is enough for us to estimate ‖∇_Aψ‖_L4_{pB1´δ q}. We apply the Gagliardo- Nirenberg interpolation inequality

‖f‖_L4_{pB1´δ q} À_δ ‖∇f‖^{3{4}_{L2pB1´δ q} ‖f‖^{1{4}_{L2pB1´δ q} ` ‖f‖_L2_{pB1´δq}

to f :“ |∇_Aψ| and combine with the Minkowski inequality and Kato’s inequality to obtain

‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L4 À_δ ‖∇|∇_Aψ|‖^6_L2 ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2 ` ‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L2

À_δ ‖ ∇^2_Aψ ‖_6 L^2 ‖∇Aψ‖ 2 L^2 ` ‖∇Aψ‖ 8 L^2 .

(5.39) By Proposition 4.6, we have ‖ ∇^2_Aψ ‖_6 L^2 Àδ ‖ψ‖ 6 L^2 ` ‖∇Aψ‖ 6 L^2 ` ‖FA‖ 6 L^2 ‖ψ‖ 6 L^8 ` Op1q.

As a result, we estimate (5.39) further by

‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L4 À_δ ‖ψ‖^6_L2 ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2 ` ‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L2 ` ‖F_A‖^6_L2 ‖ψ‖^6_L8 ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2`

` Op1q ‖∇_Aψ‖^2_L2 ` ‖∇_Aψ‖^8_L2 À_δ c.

(5.40) The above gives us the desired bound for the Hölder norm of ψ.

Step 3. We claim that if c ăă_δ 1, then ψ never vanishes in B_{1´δ}. In particular, there is a λ ą 0 such that |ψ|pxq ě λ for all x P B_{1´δ}.

Proof of Step 3. The statement is obtained by a direct application of Lemma 5.18 to f :“ |ψ|.

Step 4. In this step, we claim that if c ď 1, then ‖μpψq‖_L8_{pB1´δ q} À_δ τ^{1{8}.

Proof of Step 4. The statement is true via the previous steps, (5.40), Kato’s inequality, the Gagliardo- Nirenberg inequality, and Morrey’s inequality.

Step 5. We assemble the ingredients established and give proof to the proposition. Let x‚, ‚y : T^˚Y b T^˚Y Ñ R be the contraction operator. Then combine with the Weitzenböck formula for the Rarita-Schwinger operator (cf. Lemma 3.2), we have

∇^˚∇μpψq “ 2μp∇^˚_A∇_Aψ, ψq ´ 2xμp∇_Aψ, ∇_Aψqy

“ 2μ ^ 4 3 P_AP^˚_Aψ´ s 4 ψ ´ πpF_Aψq ´ πp1 b Ricqψ, ψ ˙ ´ 2xμp∇_Aψ, ∇_Aψqy. (5.41)

By the definition of the quadratic map μ and some straight-forward calculations, we note

μpP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψq “ P_AP^˚_Aψψ^˚´ 1 2 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy1 μpπpμpψqψq, ψq “ μpμpψqψ, ψq ` 2μ ~ ι ~ ÿ i α_iψ_i ¸ , ψ ¸

“ 1 2 |ψ|^2μpψq ` μpψq ˝ μpψq´ 1 2 trpμpψq ˝ μpψqq1` ` 2μ ~ ι ~ ÿ i α_iψ_i ¸ , ψ ¸ , where μpψq “ α_1I `α_2J `α_3K with I, J, K being identified with γpe_1q, γpe_2q, γpe_3q, respectively; and ψ “ ÿ i ψ_i b e_i. As a result, we can rewrite (5.41) as

∇^˚∇μpψq “ 8 3 P_AP^˚_Aψψ^˚´ 4 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy1´ s 2 μpψq ´ ϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2μpψq`

´ 2ϵ^{´2}μpψq ˝ μpψq ` ϵ^{´2}trpμpψq ˝ μpψqq1`

´ 4ϵ^{´2}μ ~ ι ~ ÿ i α_iψ_i ¸ , ψ ¸ ` ´ μpπp1 b Ricqψ, ψq ´ 2xμp∇_Aψ, ∇_Aψqy. (5.42)

Rearranging the RHS of (5.42) yields for us ∇^˚∇μpψq` ´ ϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2` s 2 ¯ μpψq “ 8 3 P_AP^˚_Aψψ^˚´ 4 3 xP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy1`

´ 2ϵ^{´2}μpψq ˝ μpψq ` ϵ^{´2}trpμpψq ˝ μpψqq1`

´ 4ϵ^{´2}μ ~ ι ~ ÿ i α_iψ_i ¸ , ψ ¸ ` ´ μpπp1 b Ricqψ, ψq ´ 2xμp∇_Aψ, ∇_Aψqy. (5.43)

Consider χ to be the cut-off function whose support is is B_{1´δ{2} and equals to 1 in B_{1´δ}. We multiply both sides of (5.43) by χ and pair with μpψq to integrate to obtain ż χ|∇μpψq|^2 ` χ ´ ϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2` s 2 ¯ |μpψq|^2 À_δ

À_δ ż |P_AP^˚_Aψ| ¨ |ψ| ¨ |μpψq| ` χϵ^{´2}|μpψq|^2 ¨ |μpψq|`

` 4χϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2|μpψq|^2 ` |Ric| ¨ |ψ|^2|μpψq| ` |∇_Aψ|^2|μpψq|` ` |∇_Aψ|^2|μpψq|.

(5.44)

Since ϵ “ τ, using the estimate in Step 4, we can estimate the RHS of (5.44) further and rearrange the inequality to get ż χ ´ ϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2` s 2 ´ c_δϵ^{´2`1{8} ´ 4ϵ^{´2}|ψ|^2 ¯ |μpψq|^2 À_δ

À_δ ż p|P_AP^˚_Aψ| ¨ |ψ| ` |Ric| ¨ |ψ|^2 ` |∇_Aψ|^2 ` |ψ| ¨ |∇_Aψ|q|μpψq|

(5.45)

Using the estimates established in Step 1, Step 2, and Step 3 to further estimate (5.45), we arrive at ż χ|F_A|^2 “ ż χϵ^{´4}|μpψq|^2 À_δ 1 λ^2 `^s_2 ϵ^2 ´ c_δϵ^{1{8} ´ 4Λ^2pδq pc ` c^{1{8}q.

The above estimate implies that if both ϵ “ τ and c are small, then so is ‖F_A‖_L2_{pB1´δ q}. This completes the proof of the claim made in the proposition. □

Part 2. In this part, we prove the following corollary. Recall that for a given point x P Y , we denote ρpxq by the critical radius of a connection around x. The corollary which we will prove roughly tells us that if the frequency function N_xpρq is small, so is the density of the curvature F_A on Bpx, ρpxq{2q. Corollary 5.23. Suppose pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0,6} ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,ρpxqq}q ^ p0, 8q be a solution to (3.2). For any κ ą 0, if ρ ăă_κ 1 and Npρq ăă_κ 1, then ρ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,ρpxq{2qq} ď κ.

Proof. Apply Proposition 5.22 to r :“ ρ, δ :“ 1{2 and κ ą 0. If ρ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,ρqq} ď κ, then there is nothing to prove. Assume ρ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,ρqq} ą κ. Note that

ρ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,ρqq} ϵ^2 ď ρHpρq` 4 3 ρxP_AP^˚_Aψ, ψy_L2_{pBpx,ρqq} À ρHpρq ` Opρ^2q.

As a result,

τ^2 “ ϵ^2 ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,ρqq} À ´ ρ ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx,ρqq} ¯_{´1}~ Npρq` Opρ^2q ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,ρqq} ¸

À_κ Npρq`

Opρ^2q ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{pBBpx,ρqq} . The above estimate shows that if ρ and Npρq are small, then so is τ. Furthermore, c is also small. Therefore, we deduce our assertion by Proposition 5.22. □

Part 3. In this part, we give a proof of Proposition 5.17.

Proof of Proposition 5.17 We argue by contradiction. Suppose that for any arbitrarily small κ ą 0, there is a solution pA, ψ, ϵq P V_{k0,6} ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L |_{Bpx,ρpxqq}q ^ p0, 8q such that N_xp50ρpxqq ď κ but ρpxq ď κ.

Claim 1: There is an x^1 P Bpx, 2ρpxqq such that

ρpx^1q ď ρpxq, ρpx^1q ď 2 min_{yPBpx1 ,ρpx1qq}tρpyqu.

We show the existence of x^1 by an inductive argument. The construction is a toss-pick procedure. To get a feel of the construction, we start with some base cases. Let x_0 :“ x. Obviously, ρpx_0q “ ρpxq. If ρpx_0q ď 2 mintρpyq : y P Bpx_0, ρpx_0qqu, then we take x^1 :“ x_0. Otherwise, we pick another point x_1 P Bpx_0, ρpx_0qq such that ρpx_1q ă ρpxq{2. This implies that ρpx_1q ă ρpxq. Now if ρpx_1q ď 2 mintρpyq : y P Bpx_1, ρpx_1qqu, then we take x^1 :“ x_1. Otherwise, we pick an x_2 P Bpx_1, ρpx_1qq such that ρpx_2q ă ρpx_1q{2 ă ρpxq{2^2. This implies that ρpx_2q ă ρpxq. By repeating this construction, we obtain a sequence tx_nu where ρpx_nq ă ρpxq{2^n. If this sequence is infinite, then ρpx_nq Ñ 0 as n approaches infinity. But this is simply impossible because the function ρp‚q is bounded below away from zero for a particular solution pA, ψ, ϵq. As a result, the construction must stop at some x_n where we have ρpx_nq ď ρpxq, ρpx_nq ď 2 min_{yPBpxn ,ρpxnqq}tρpyqu. Furthermore, we have x_n P Bpx, 2ρpxqq because dpx_n, xq ď n´1ÿ j“0 dpx_{j`1}, x_j q ď n´1ÿ j“0 ρpx_j q ă n´1ÿ j“0 ρpxq 2^j ă 2ρpxq. Claim 2: Let x^1 be as in Claim 1. For every y P Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq, we have ρpyq À κ, N_ypρpyqq À κ. Note that the function r ÞÑ r^{1{2} ‖F_A‖_L2_{pBpx,rqq} is monotone. From Claim 1, we also have ρpx^1q small. If ρpx^1q ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx}1_{,ρpx}1_{qqq} ă 1, then we can add a small emough amount to ρpx^1q so that the newly obtained quantity r^1 is still within p0, r_0s and r^1 ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx}1_{,r}1_{qq} “ 1. This would lead to a contradiction with the definition of the critical radius ρpx^1q. Thus, ρpx^1q ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx}1_{,ρpx}1_{qq} “ 1. With this being understood, for any y P Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq, we clearly have Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq Ă Bpy, 2ρpx^1qq. As a result, ż Bpy,2ρpx^1qq |F_A|^2 ě ż Bpx^1,ρpx^1qq

|F_A|^2 “ 1 ρpx^1q ą 1 2ρpx^1q . By the monotonicity, the above implies that ρpyq ă 2ρpx^1q ď 2ρpxq À κ. At the same time, since y P Bpx, 5ρpxqq, by Corollary 5.11 and Proposition 5.14 applied to r :“ 5ρpxq, we have N_ypρpyqq ď e^{Opκ2q}N_yp25ρpyqq ` Opκ^2q À N_xp50ρpxqq ` Opκ^2q À κ.

Claim 3: There exists a finite number of points ty_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_nu Ă Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq, where n is large enough independent of x^1 such that

Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq Ă nď i“1 Bpy_i, ρpy_iq{2q. From Claim 1, we know that for all y P Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq, ρpyq ě ρpx^1q{2. Consider a cover of Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq given by ď

yPBpx^1,ρpx^1qq Bpy, ρpx^1q{4q. Since Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq is compact, there is a finite sub-cover nď i“1 Bpy_i, ρpx^1q{4q,

where n is independent of x^1. Obviously for each i, we have Bpy_i, ρpx^1q{4q Ă Bpy_i, ρpy_iq{2q. Hence, we obtained a finite cover of Bpx^1, ρpx^1qq as desired.

Now, we combine the three claims to get to a contradiction. By Claim 2, Corollary 5.23 and Claim 1, for each y_i as in Claim 3, we have ż Bpy_i,ρpy_iq{2q |F_A|^2 ď κ ρpy_iq À κ ρpx^1q . Thus, from Claim 3, we deduce that ż Bpx^1,ρpx^1qq

|F_A|^2 ď nÿ i“1 ż Bpy_i,ρpy_iq{2q |F_A|^2 À nκ ρpx^1q . This implies that 1 “ ρpx^1q ‖F_A‖^2_L2_{pBpx}1_{,ρpx}1_{qq} À κ. But κ is arbitrarily small; this is a contradiction. □

6. The second compactness theorem

In this section, we prove the second compactness theorem regarding the moduli space of solutions of (3.2). The theorem concerns the behavior of a sequence of solutions of the original formulation of the three-dimensional RS-SW equations where the 3{2´spinors become very large, yet the curvatures of the Up1q´connections are well-controlled. Roughly, in an appropriate topology, such a sequence converges away from a singular set Z on Y . In some sense, one can view the limiting data as a boundary condition of the three-dimensional RS-SW equations.

Theorem 6.1. Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu Ă ApL q ^ ΓpW_{s3{2} b L q ^ p0, 8q be a sequence of solutions of (3.2) where tF_{An} u is uniformly bounded in L^6´norm. If lim sup ϵ_n “ 0, then (1) There is a closed nowhere-dense subset Z Ă Y , a connection A P ApL |_{Y zZ} q and a 3{2´spinor ψ P ΓpY zZ, W_{s3{2} b L q such that pA, ψ, 0q solves (3.2). Furthermore, after to passing through a subsequence, |ψ_n| converges to |ψ| in C^{0,α}´topology. Specifically, Z “ |ψ|^{´1}p0q.

(2) On Y zZ, up to gauge transformations and after passing through a subsequence, A_n converges weakly to A in L^2_{1,loc} and ψ_n converges weakly to ψ in L^2_{,loc}.

Proof. Note that if pA, ψ, ϵq is a solution and if the curvature F_A is universally bounded, from Section 4 (cf. Lemma 4.2), the L^8´norm of ψ is universally bounded. In this situation, we claim that there exists an α ą 0 such that ‖ψ‖_C0,α “ Op1q. Equivalently, we have to show that for x, y P Y and x ‰ y, there is an α ą 0 such that ||ψ|pxq ´ |ψ|pyq| dpx, yq^α is uniformly controlled. Indeed, we take ω ą 0 as in Proposition 5.15. From the proof of Proposition 5.15, we may assume 0 ă ω ăă 1. Furthermore, without loss of generality, we also assume that 0 ‰ |ψ|pxq ě |ψ|pyq and dpx, yq ď ω. By Proposition 5.15, we have that

ρpxq Á mint1, |ψ|^{1{ω} pxqu.

There are two cases to consider.

Case 1: dpx, yq^{1{2} ą ρpxq{2.

In this scenario, there are two sub-cases. If |ψ|pxq ě 1, then ρpxq Á 1. As a result, dpx, yq Á 1 also. Then ||ψ|pxq ´ |ψ|pyq| dpx, yq^{1{2} À |ψ|pxq ď ‖ψ‖_L8 “ Op1q.

If |ψ|pxq ă 1, then we have |ψ|pyq ď |ψ|pxq À ρpxq^ω À dpx, yq^{ω{2}. As a result, a similar estimate above yields for us ||ψ|pxq ´ |ψ|pyq| dpx, yq^{ω{2} “ Op1q.

Case 2: dpx, yq^{1{2} ď ρpxq{2.

Since we assume dpx, yq ď ω ăă 1, dpx, yq ď dpx, yq^{1{2} ď ρpxq{2. Consider a closed ball B_{ρpxq{2} on Y of radius ρpxq{2. By Kato’s inequality, Morrey’s inequality, one of the Sobolev embedding theorems, and Proposition 4.6 (or Corollary 4.8), we have ||ψ|pxq ´ |ψ|pyq| dpx, yq^{1{2} À ‖∇_Aψ‖_L6_{pBρpxq{2q} À ‖ ∇^2_Aψ ‖ L^2pB_{ρpxq{2}q

À ρpxq^{´1{2} À dpx, yq^{´1{4}.

Hence after re-arranging, we obtain ‖ψ‖_C0,1{4 “ Op1q. This means that we do have a uniform control for ‖ψ‖_C0,α for α “ mint1{4, 1{2, ω{2u. We apply this observation to our situation of a sequence of solutions of (3.2) where the curvatures are uniformly bounded. By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, after passing through a subsequence and re-indexing, |ψ_n| converges to |ψ| in C^{0,α}´topology. By continuity, the nodal set Z :“ |ψ|^{´1}p0q is closed.

Now we prove the second assertion in the theorem. We prove the weak convergence locally first. Let x P Y zZ. By Proposition 5.15, after passing through a subsequence, the critical radius ρpx_nq of pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nq is bounded below by a constant 2R that depends only on |ψ|pxq. From the observation above, if necessary, we can make R smaller so that |ψ_n| is bounded away from zero on Bpx, 2Rq. There exists a cover of Bpx, Rq such that on each member of the covering set, we have L^2´bounds for F_{An} by Proposition 5.22 and Proposition 5.16. Note that we can take this L^2´bounds to be the minimum between the constants provided by the aforementioned propositions and the universal bound of the curvatures in the hypothesis. As a result, we can use Proposition 4.6 (or Corollary 4.8) to get L^2_{,An} ´bounds ψ_n. Putting A_n inside Uhlenbeck gauge on Bpx, Rq, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, after passing through a subsequence and re-arranging the index, pA_n, ψ_nq converges weakly to pA, ψq in L^2_1 and L^2 topology, respectively. A standard argument tells us that we can patch these local gauge transformations together to obtain a global one on Y zZ. Note that the limiting solution pA, ψq must satisfy the following degenerate equations,

Q_Aψ “ 0, μpψq “ 0.

Finally, one can follow verbatim the argument in [10] to achieve the result that Z is nowhere dense in Y . □

Recall that to write down the three-dimensional RS-SW equations, besides fixing a spin^c structure on Y , we have to fix an auxiliary choice of a Riemannian metric g on Y . Thus, theorem 3.1 and Theorem 6.1 are true for a specific a priori fixed g. A version of these theorems also holds as we vary the metrics on Y . The proof above can be adapted to this more general setting. In particular, we have the following.

Theorem 6.2. Denote M by the space of all Riemannian metrics on Y . Let tg_nu be a sequence of metrics on Y converging to g P M. Let tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu be a sequence of solutions of the g_n´(3.2) equations (i.e, the blown-up g_n´RS-SW equations) such that the L^6´norms of F_{An} are all uniformly bounded.

(1) If lim sup ϵ_n ą c ą 0, then after passing through a subsequence and up to gauge transformations tpg_n, pA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqqu converges to pg, pA, ψ, ϵqq in the C^8 topology.

(2) If lim sup ϵ_n “ 0, then there exists a closed nowhere-dense subset Z Ă Y , a connection A on Y zZ, a g ´ 3{2´spinor ψ on Y zZ such that (a) Q_Aψ “ 0 and μpψq “ 0 (b) ż Y zZ |ψ|^4 “ 1 and ż Y zZ |∇_Aψ|^2 ă 8

(c) |ψ| extends to a C^{0,α}´Hölder continuous function on Y where Z “ |ψ|^{´1}p0q; furthermore, A_n converges weakly to A in L^2_{1,loc} and ψ_n converges weakly to ψ in L^2_{,loc} on Y zZ. Motivated by the above theorem, we make the following definition regarding the limiting objects that appear in the moduli space of charge k of the three-dimensional RS-SW equations.

Definition 6.3. Let g be a Riemannian metric on Y . We say a moduli space M_kpgq of charge k of the three-dimensional RS-SW equations (3.1) to be the space of gauge equivalence classes of solutions pA, ψq where L^6´norm of F_A is bounded by k. Specifically,

M_kpgq “ " pA, ψq : pA, ψq solves (3.1) ‖F_A‖_L6_{pY q} ď k * N G. Definition 6.4. Suppose g is a Riemannian metric on Y . Let Z Ă Y be a closed proper subset of Y and pA, ψq P ApL |_{Y zZ} q ^ ΓpY zZ, W_{s3{2} b L q. We call a triple pA, ψ, Zq a g ´ 3{2´Fueter section along singular set Z if it satisfies the conditions 2 ´ paq, pbq, pcq stated in Theorem 6.2.

It turns out that the existence of g ´ 3{2´Fueter sections on Y provides an obstruction for the compactness of M_kpgq.

Corollary 6.5. Let g P M. If there is no g ´ 3{2´Fueter section, then M_k is always compact on some neighborhood of g in M.

Proof. Since there is no g ´ 3{2´Fueter section, by Theorem 6.2 (or Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 6.1), the set t‖ψ‖_L4_{pY q} : rA, ψs P M_kpgqu must have finite supremum, say, ν. Suppose that there is a sequence of metric tg_nu converging to g such that for each n we have

supt‖ψ‖_L4_{pY q} : rA, ψs P M_kpg_nqu ě ν ` 1.

This means that for each n (also g_n), there is a corresponding pA_n, ψ_nq such that ‖ψ_n‖_L4 ě ν ` 1. By Theorem 6.2, if the first scenario holds for this sequence tpg_n, pA_n, ψ_nqqu, then the sequence converges to pg, pA, ψqq, where pA, ψq P M_kpgq. This means that ‖ψ‖_L4 ě ν ` 1 ą ν, which contradicts with the observation in the beginning. If the second scenario holds instead, this is also not possible because otherwise, we would obtain the existence of a g ´ 3{2´Fueter section. Therefore, there must be a a neighborhood around g in M such that for all g^1 in such neighborhood,

supt‖ψ‖_L4_{pY q} : rA, ψs P M_kpg^1qu ă ν ` 1.

By Theorem 3.1, we must have M_kpg^1q is compact in the C^8 topology. □

7. Discussion

The non-compactness of the moduli space is a hurdle to derive the monopole invariants. The results about the compactness of the moduli space of the RS-SW equations in this paper serve as the first step in the program of defining a Seiberg-Witten type invariant using the Rarita-Schwinger operator. Corollary 6.5 provides an obstruction for compactness, i.e., the non-existence of these socalled 3{2-Fueter sections will ensure the compactness of the moduli space. Conjecturally, we expect that there should never be a 3{2-Fueter section. A few indicators are pointing to this.

Firstly, note that if pA, ψq is a solution where ψ is a Rarita-Schwinger field, then pA, ψq is also a solution to a certain 3´spinor Seiberg-Witten equations. Although the existence of limiting object in the moduli space of 2´spinor Seiberg-Witten equations has been established by Doan and Walpuski [7], such an analogous statement does not exist for n´spinor where n ą 2. Furthermore, the recent work of Bär and Mazzeo [4] suggests that there is a sequence of spin manifolds that have an arbitrarily large number of Rarita-Schwinger fields; however, these manifolds have dimensions at least 4. In the case of multiple-spinor Seiberg-Witten equations, Haydys showed that there is a correspondence between the limiting objects in the moduli space with (non-trivial) solutions to a certain non-linear Dirac-type operator defined on a hyper-Kähler fiber bundle over Y [9]. Via Hitchin’s hyper-Kähler quotient construction [11], the hyper-Kähler fiber bundle over Y has fibers given by μ^{´1}p0q{Up1q. Roughly, the non-linear Dirac operator is a Dirac-type operator F defined on the vertical component of the hyper-Kähler fiber bundle. Such an operator is called the Fueter operator, and its solutions are called Fueter sections. The study of the existence of limiting objects in the moduli space turns into the study of the existence of non-trivial (singular) Fueter sections.

Morally, whenever there is a Dirac operator, there is a corresponding Rarita-Schwinger operator. Thus, it seems natural to ask whether there is an analogous correspondence in the setting of the Rarita-Schwinger operator and 3{2´spinors. Inspired by the work of Haydys in [9], we propose that g´3/2-Fueter sections defined above correspond to non-trivial solutions of a certain nonlinear Raritia-Schwinger operator associated with the Fueter operator. Note that, in the setting of 3{2´spinors, the hyper-Kähler fiber bundle is cut down by a linear space γ^{´1}p0q. This more restrictive condition may lend insights into why one should not expect any 3/2-Fueter sections at all.

We expect the dimension of the moduli space to be zero (at least when b_1pY q ą 1). Similar to the classical Seiberg-Witten equations, one hopes the invariants are obtained as a “signed” count of the solutions [14]. Conjecturally, this requires dealing with the “transversality” of the monopole equation and showing that generic perturbations of the RS-SW equation have only irreducible solutions. This is the next goal of the authors.

Since solutions of the RS-SW equations correspond to the critical points of the modified Chern- Simon-Dirac functional L^{RS} (cf. Proposition 2.18), a compactness and transversality result of the moduli space naturally leads to the following questions

Question 7.1. Is there a homological invariant associated with L^{RS} via the Floer theory program? If so, does such a Floer homology associated with the RS-SW equations categorify the conjectural numerical invariants described above?

Various gauge-theoretic Floer homology theories turn out to have a formal p3 ` 1q´TQFT picture, see [8], [13]. If the answer to the above question is positive, it is possible to develop a similar TQFT picture for a Floer homology associated with the RS-SW equations. Thus, one should expect that the homological invariant via functoriality should let us define (indirectly) numerical invariants associated with the RS-SW equations for closed 4´manifolds. Such a supposed numerical invariant is difficult to achieve directly due to the non-compactness of the moduli space of the 4´D RS-SW equations [15].

To implement the Floer theory program in this setting, one has to understand the gradient flow line equations of L^{RS} . It can be shown that the negative gradient flow lines of L^{RS} satisfy the fourdimensional version of the RS-SW equations defined on Y ^ R

(7.1) # Q^`_Bϕ “ 0, F^`_B “ γ^{´1}pμpϕqq.

A differential of a Floer complex should be defined by the count of solutions of (7.1) interpolating between critical points of L^{RS} . Thus, it is natural for us to investigate the compactification problem of the moduli space of (7.1).

Problem 7.2. Develop a gauge-theoretic frequency function that can be applied to the analysis of four-dimensional RS-SW equations defined on four-manifolds with cylindrical ends.

We hope to explore these directions in our future works.

References

1. Shmuel Agmon, Unicité et convexité dans les problèmes différentiels, Séminaire de Mathématiques Supérieures [Seminar on Higher Mathematics], vol. No. 13 (Été, 1965), Les Presses de l’Université de Montréal, Montreal, QC, 1966. MR 252808 2. Frederick J. Almgren, Jr., Dirichlet’s problem for multiple valued functions and the regularity of mass minimizing integral currents, Minimal submanifolds and geodesics (Proc. Japan-United States Sem., Tokyo, 1977), North-Holland, Amsterdam-New York, 1979, pp. 1–6. MR 574247 3. Christian Bär and Lashi Bandara, Boundary value problems for general first-order elliptic differential operators, J.

Funct. Anal. 282 (2022), no. 12, Paper No. 109445, 69. MR 4395331 4. Christian Bär and Rafe Mazzeo, Manifolds with many Rarita-Schwinger fields, Comm. Math. Phys. 384 (2021), no. 1, 533–548. MR 4252883 5. Nicole Berline, Ezra Getzler, and Michèle Vergne, Heat kernels and Dirac operators, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 298, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992. MR 1215720 6. James A. Bryan and Richard Wentworth, The multi-monopole equations for Kähler surfaces, Turkish J. Math. 20 (1996), no. 1, 119–128. MR 1392667 7. Aleksander Doan and Thomas Walpuski, On the existence of harmonic z_2 spinors, Journal of Differential Geometry 117 (2021), no. 3, 395–449.

8. S. K. Donaldson, M. Furuta, and D. Kotschick, Floer homology groups in yang-mills theory, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, 2002.

9. Andriy Haydys, Gauge theory, calibrated geometry and harmonic spinors, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 86 (2012), no. 2, 482–498. MR 2980921 10. Andriy Haydys and Thomas Walpuski, A compactness theorem for the seiberg–witten equation with multiple spinors in dimension three, Geometric and Functional Analysis 25 (2015), no. 6, 1799–1821.

11. N. J. Hitchin, A. Karlhede, U. Lindström, and M. Roček, Hyper-Kähler metrics and supersymmetry, Comm. Math.

Phys. 108 (1987), no. 4, 535–589. MR 877637 12. Yasushi Homma and Uwe Semmelmann, The kernel of the rarita–schwinger operator on riemannian spin manifolds, Communications in Mathematical Physics 370 (2019), 853–871.

13. Peter Kronheimer and Tomasz Mrowka, Monopoles and three-manifolds, New Mathematical Monographs, Cambridge University Press, 2007.

14. Yuhan Lim, Seiberg-Witten invariants for 3-manifolds in the case b1 “ 0 or 1, Pacific J. Math. 195 (2000), no. 1, 179–204. MR 1781619 15. Minh Lam Nguyen, Pin (2)-equivariance property of the rarita–schwinger–seiberg–witten equations, The Journal of Geometric Analysis 33 (2023), no. 10, 336.

16. William Rarita and Julian Schwinger, On a theory of particles with half-integral spin, Phys. Rev. 60 (1941), 61–61. 17. John Roe, Elliptic operators, topology and asymptotic methods, Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics Series, vol.

179, Longman Scientific & Technical, Harlow; copublished in the United States with John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1988. MR 960889 18. Clifford Henry Taubes, Psl (2; c) connections on 3-manifolds with l2 bounds on curvature, arXiv preprint arXiv:1205.0514 (2012).

19. , The zero loci of z/2 harmonic spinors in dimension 2, 3 and 4, arXiv preprint arXiv:1407.6206 (2014). 20. , On the behavior of sequences of solutions to U(1) Seiberg-Witten systems in dimension 4, (2016). 21. Karen K. Uhlenbeck, Connections with L^p bounds on curvature, Comm. Math. Phys. 83 (1982), no. 1, 31–42.

MR 648356 22. McKenzie Y. Wang, Preserving parallel spinors under metric deformations, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 40 (1991), no. 3, 815–844. MR 1129331

Northeastern University Email address: a.hajsaeedisadegh@northeastern.edu

Washington University in St. Louis Email address: minhn@wustl.edu