arXiv:2405.12956v1 [math.DG] 21 May 2024

A Fueter operator for 3/2-spinors

Ahmad Reza Haj Saeedi Sadegh and Minh Lam Nguyen

Abstract. We show the non-compactness of moduli space of solutions of the monopole equations for 3{2-spinors on a closed 3-manifold is equivalent to the existence of ‘3/2-Fueter sections’ that are solutions of an overdetermined non-linear elliptic differential equation. These are sections of a fiber bundle whose fiber is a special 4-dimensional submanifold of the hyperkähler manifold of center-framed charged one SUp2q-instantons on R^4. This fiber bundle does not inherit a hyperkähler structure. Keywords: Rarita-Schwinger operator, Seiberg-Witten equations, gauge theory, Fueter sections

Contents

Introduction 2 Main result 2 Organization of the paper 4 1. Preliminaries 4 1.1. Connections on fiber bundles 4 1.2. 3/2-spinors 5 1.3. Hyperkäler manifolds 6 1.4. Hyperkähler reduction 6 1.5. Hyperkähler bundles 8 1.6. The Fueter operator 9 2. An aquaternionic moduli space 10 2.1. SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q action 10 2.2. An aquaternionic quotient 10 2.3. The tangent bundle T W^μ 12 2.4. A normal line bundle on W^μ 13 2.5. Two examples of hyperkähler bundles 14 2.6. Special subbundles of hyperkähler bundles 14 2.7. The 3/2-Fueter operator 15 3. A Haydys’ correspondence for 3{2-spinors 15 4. The overdetermination of Q_A 16 Appendix 17 References 19

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

Introduction

Main result. Let Y be a closed, oriented smooth Riemannian 3-manifold. Suppose P_{spin}c Ñ Y is a spin^c structure on Y and {S :“ P_{spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} H is denoted by the associated spinor bundle over Y . {S is a Clifford module; and thus there is a Dirac operator D_A on it. D_A is determined by

‚ a Clifford multiplication induced by the Riemannian metric on Y , ‚ the covariant derivative ∇_A induced by the Levi-Civita connection on Y and a Up1q-connection A P Apdet P_{spin}c q on det P_{spin}c “ P_{spin}c {Spinp3q. The Dirac operator D_A acts on sections of {S, which are referred to as 1{2-spinors in Physics. There is also a cousin to the Dirac operator called the Rarita-Schwinger (RS) operator [11, 8, 2]. Associated to a spin^c structure on Y , a RS operator is also defined based on a choice of a Up1q-connection on the determinant line bundle of the spin^c structure. Very briefly, an RS operator Q_A is defined by

Q_A “ π_{3{2} ˝ D^{T Y}_A |_{ΓpX,ker cq},

where

‚ ker c denotes the sub-bundle of T^˚Y b {S that is the kernel of the Clifford multiplication c : T^˚Y b {S Ñ {S, ‚ D^{T Y}_A is a Dirac operator on T^˚Y b {S, ‚ π_{3{2} is the orthogonal projection of T^˚Y b {S Ñ ker c.

The operator Q_A acts on sections of ker c, which are referred to as 3{2-spinors. Q_A is the first example of many higher-spin Dirac operators associated with a spin^c structure on Y . Having set up the terminologies, the Rarita-Schwinger-Seiberg-Witten (RSSW) equations is a system of geometric PDEs on Y that look for unknowns pA, ψq P Apdet P_{spin}c q ^ ΓpY, ker cq satisfying (0.1) # Q_Aψ “ 0, ‹_3F_A ´ μpψq “ 0.

where μ : ker c Ă ΓpY, T^˚Y b {Sq Ñ isup2q is a quadratic map that maps each 3{2-spinor ψ to the traceless part of the endomorphism ψψ^˚ on {S.

By blowing-up along the locus of the reducible solutions ψ ” 0 of (0.1), we obtain the equations with an extra unknown ϵ P p0, 8q

(0.2) $ ’& ’% ‖ψ‖_L4 “ 1, Q_Aψ “ 0, ϵ^2 ‹_3 F_A ´ μpψq “ 0.

The equation (0.1) has an abelian gauge symmetry given by G “ MapspY, S^1q. The moduli space is defined to be the solution space of (0.1) mod G. Note that the solutions to (0.1) can also be thought of as critical points of a certain modified Chern-Simons-Dirac functional L^{RS} , where (0.1) is interpreted as the minimizing condition for L^{RS} (see [12] for more details).

In dimension four, the RSSW equations were first introduced by the second-named author in [10]. The moduli space of the 4-D RSSW equations is known to be not compact in general–a feature that is different from the classical Seiberg-Witten theory. There is a topological obstruction in terms of an inequality relating the second betti number b_2 and the signature of the four manifolds that guarantees the non-compactness of the moduli space. Thus, on those four manifolds that satisfy such topological conditions, we are guaranteed to have non-trivial solutions of the RSSW equations.

The story is a bit different in dimension three. In [12], we studied the behavior of convergence of solutions of (0.1) after the blow-up procedure. In particular, we proved that if tpA_n, ψ_n, ϵ_nqu is a sequence of solutions of (0.2) such that F_{An} are uniformly bounded in L^6 and ϵ_n gets arbitrarily small, then away from a closed nowhere-dense subset Z Ă Y , after passing through a subsequence and up to gauge transformations, A_n converges weakly to A in L^2_{1,loc}, ψ_n converges weakly to ψ in L^2_{,loc}, and pA, ψq must satisfy the following degenerate situation

(0.3) Q_Aψ “ 0, μpψq “ 0.

The limiting solutions of the moduli space are called 3{2-Fueter sections. Formally, they solve (0.2) by setting ϵ “ 0. Then one of the consequences of the above statement is that the existence of 3{2-Fueter sections is obstruction to the compactness of moduli space of (0.1). Indirectly, if one can show that (0.2) with ϵ “ 0 has no solution in certain situations, then potentially the moduli space of (0.1) would be compact!

In this paper, we study the degenerate situation of (0.1). Viewing the Clifford module T^˚Y b {S as a (linear) hyperkähler fiber bundle over Y and μ as an associated hyperkähler moment, the hyperkähler reduction μ^{´1}p0q{S^1 in turn is another hyperkähler fiber bundle over Y [7]. We consider a subbundle of μ^{´1}p0q{S^1 by intersecting the entire total space with ker c. Denote such a subbundle by W_0 . Note that W_0 no longer necessarily inherits a hyperkähler structure. However, there is a one-to-one correspondence between solutions of (0.3) and solutions of a certain non-linear differential operator Q_B defined on W_0 . In particular, the main result of this paper shows that

Theorem. (ref. Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.1) Let ψ P ΓpY, ker cq be a nowhere vanishing 3/2-spinor section that satisfies the equations # Q_Aψ “ 0, μpψq “ 0. Then there exists a section Φ_0 P ΓpY, W_0 q and a connection B satisfying Q_B Φ_0 “ 0. The converse also holds: For every Φ_0 P ΓpY, W_0 q satisfying Q_BΦ_0 “ 0, there is a solution pA, ψq of (0.3). Furthermore, Q_B is a non-linear over-determined elliptic operator.

We call Q_B a 3/2-Fueter operator. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time such an operator is defined in the literature. Its construction mirrors that of the Fueter operator, which can be thought of as a generalized (non-linear) Dirac operator defined on a hyperkähler fiber bundle over Y associated with a spin^c structure (see [5, 6, 13]). Whenever there is a Dirac operator, there is also an RS operator. Following this philosophy, it is not unexpected to have a counterpart of the Fueter operator for the 3{2-spinors. Our 3/2-Fueter operator Q_B fulfills exactly this role. In other words, Q_B is the gauged-sigma model for the RS operator.

Remark 0.1. One should think of the main theorem above as a so-called Haydys’ correspondence for 3/2-spinors (see [5, 6]). However, there is a notable difference in our situation: Q_B is over-determined, which indicates there might be certain situations of three-manifolds where there should be no solutions of (0.3). Combined with our result in

[12], possibly on certain three-manifolds, the moduli space of RSSW equations is compact. This begs further investigation and will be addressed in our future works.

Remark 0.2. We have a rather explicit local description of the fibers of W_0 (ref. Proposition 2.1). The fibers are 4-dimensional manifolds and can be viewed as a variety, which means that the total space W_0 is 7-dimensional. It would be interesting to know more about the topology and geometry of W_0 .

The RSSW equations can be of interest to high-energy Physics. From a physical perspective, the equations describe a minimally coupled Up1q gauge field with spin 3{2- charged matter. In Physics, spin 3{2-fields are usually considered to be a part of the supergravity multiplet, but those would not be charged under Up1q gauge symmetry. Thus, solutions of (0.1) should be referred to as matters. However, it is possible to swap out Up1q with some other compact Lie group G to account for twisted supergravity phenomenon and derive a similar behavior of convergence result as in [12] and a version of Haydys’ correspondence analogous to the main result of this paper. This circle of ideas will be addressed elsewhere.

As a concluding remark for this subsection, we state the main motivation for us to study (0.1). Our larger goal is to derive a new 3-manifold invariant using RS operator. The equations we study fall largely within a framework of Langragian QFTs. Thus, one could either define a numerical invariant via Rozansky-Witten’s approach by taking a formal path integral of exppconst ¨ L^{RS} q against the moduli space of (0.1), or define a homological invariant via a certain Floer theory approach that should categorify the previously mentioned numerical invariant. The results in our previous paper [12] and in this current one serve as a first step toward this program.

Organization of the paper. In Section 1 of the paper, we discuss background materials. We begin by recalling the notions of connection and covariant derivative on fiber bundles, 3/2-spinors, and hyperkähler structure and its reduction. We then discuss the notion of hyperkähler bundles and their associated generalized Dirac operators.

In Section 2, we introduce an 8-dimensional hyperkähler manifold with an action of SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q and special invariant 4-dimensional submanifold W_0. We study this 4-manifold in more detail in the subsequent subsections. We show the existence of a canonical line bundle over this manifold. We then construct a rank four fiber with fiber W_0 and introduce a nonlinear differential operator on this bundle that is called the 3/2- Fueter operator.

In Sections 3 and 4, we prove the paper’s main result by dividing it into two parts. In the first part, we prove the existence of solutions to the degeneracy equations (0.3) is equivalent to the existence of solutions to the 3/2-Fueter operator. In the second part, we prove that the 3/2-Fueter equation is an overdetermined elliptic equation.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Vafa Cumrum and Sergei Gukov for a discussion about the broad physical framework that our work could fit into. The second-named author would like to thank Gregory Parker for some of the discussions and suggestions regarding the construction of the 3/2-Fueter operator Q_B .

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Connections on fiber bundles. We first recall some basic facts about Ehressman connections on a fiber bundle. Consider a fiber bundle bundle π : M Ñ Y . The vertical bundle VM Ñ M is defined as the kernel of the differential map dπ : T M Ñ T Y . A choice of (Ehressman) connection on M Ñ Y determines a bundle decomposition T M “ VM ‘ HM where we call HM is called the horizontal bundle whose fibers naturally identify with tangent spaces of Y , i.e., for all p P M : HM |_p^π» T_{πppq}Y. The covariant derivative (associated with the connection) of a section of the fiber bundle is defined as follows. Let ϕ P ΓpM q be a section, i.e., a map ϕ : Y Ñ M such that π ˝ ϕ “ id_Y . Taking a differential gives a bundle map dϕ : T Y Ñ T M . Composing with the projection map T M Ñ VM gives the covariant derivative of the section: ∇ϕ : T Y Ñ VM and equivalently, a ϕ^˚VM -valued one-form

(1.1) ∇ϕ P Ω^1pY, ϕ^˚VM q.

Remark 1.1. When π : M Ñ Y is a vector bundle, one has a natural isomorphism M » ϕ^˚VM and hence the covariant derivative above is an M -valued one-form.

When P Ñ Y is principal G-bundle, by a connection, we mean an equivariant decomposition T P “ VP ‘ HP . Fixing a connection on the principal bundle P Ñ Y gives a covariant derivative on any associated bundle M “ P ^_G M where M is a G-manifold; any section ϕ P ΓpM q can be considered as an equivariant function ϕ : P Ñ M. The restriction of the differential dϕ : T P Ñ T M to the horizontal subbundle HP gives an bundle map dϕ|_{HP} : HP Ñ T M. Since HP Ñ T Y is a principal G-bundle and using the canonical isomorphismV M » HP ^_G T M (» P ^_G T M) we obtain a bundle map ∇ϕ : T Y Ñ VM » P ^_G T M, and equivalently, a vector bundle valued one-form

∇ϕ P Ω^1pY, ϕ^˚VM q.

1.2. 3/2-spinors. In this article, H denotes the division algebra of quaternions with its natural inner product, and ImH denotes its subspace of pure imaginary elements. Let H^˘ be the positive and negative half-spin representation of the Clifford algebra Cℓp4q with their natural identification with quaternions H. Both H^˘ give the two spin representation of the Clifford algebra Cℓp3q; however, they are equivalent as the representation of the spin group Spinp3q Ă Cℓp3q.

The Clifford action on the spinors H » H^` gives the linear map

c : HompC b ImH, Hq Ñ H

whose kernel we call the space of 3/2-spinors:

W :“ kerpcq.

The complement of W in HompCbImH, Hq is a copy of spinor space H. Indeed, consider the map

(1.2) ι : H Ñ HompC b ImH, Hq

ιpsq “ I^˚ b Is ` J^˚ b Js ` K^˚ b Ks.

One has the orthogonal decomposition

HompC b ImH, Hq “ ιpHq ‘ W.

By “orthogonal”, we refer to the hermitian structure on HompC b ImH, Hq given by xϕ, ψy :“^1_2 trpϕψ^˚q. This Hermitian structure coincides with the tensor hermitian structure on pC b ImHq^˚ b H » HompC b ImH, Hq.

We also put a Riemannian structure on S :“ HompCbImH, Hq, by putting the inner product on the tangent spaces T_ϕS » S given by pA, Bq :“ 1 2 ReptrpAB^˚qq.

1.3. Hyperkäler manifolds. Let pM, g, I, J, Kq be a hyperkähler manifold that is a Riemannian manifold pM, gq with three integrable almost complex structures on the tangent bundle that are g-kähler and satisfy the quaternionic relations:

I^2 “ J^2 “ K^2 “ IJK “ ´1.

One has three Kähler forms ω_I pu, vq :“ gpIu, vq, ω_J pu, vq :“ gpJu, vq, ω_K pu, vq :“ gpKu, vq. Proposition 1.2. [7] With respect to the complex structure I, one has the holomorphic symplectic form Ω “ ω_J ` iω_K .

Conversely, any Kähler manifold with a holomorphic symplectic form is hyperkähler.

The 2-sphere of complex structure

(1.3) bpM, gq “ taI ` bJ ` cK : a^2 ` b^2 ` c^2 “ 1u

consists of the integrable almost complex structures on M that are Kähler with respect to the metric g. When the Riemannian metric is fixed we drop the reference to the metric for brevity of the notation. Hence for any orthonormal basis u_1, u_2, u_3 of R^3, the triple pI^1, J^1, K^1q with

I^1 :“ u_1 ¨ pI, J, Kq, J^1 :“ u_2 ¨ pI, J, Kq, K^1 “ u_3 ¨ pI, J, Kq,

give a hyperkähler structure on pM, gq equivalent to the original one (obtained by a rotation). If we drop the oriented condition, we need to consider the triple pI^1, J^1, ´K^1q.

The most basic examples of a hyperkähler manifolds are quaternionic vector spaces, including {S or EndpE, {Sq where E is a hermitian vector space. One obtains more such examples via hyperkähler quotients.

1.4. Hyperkähler reduction. Consider a hyperkähler manifold pM, g, I, J, Kq carrying action of a compact Lie group G under preserving the symplectic forms ω_I , ω_J , ω_K . Such an action of G on M is called a hyperkähler action.

For any complex structure S P tI, J, Ku and any ξ P g, by the Cartan’s magic formula, we have 0 “ L_X M_ξ ω_S “ dpι_X M_ξ ω_S q ` ι_X M_ξ pdω_S q,

where ι_v denotes the usual contraction operator of a differential form by a vector field on M, and X^M_ξ denotes the killing vector field on M associated with ξ. Since ω_S is a symplectic form, the above identity tells us that ι_X M_ξ ω_S is a closed 1-form. Furthermore, if we assume that H^1_{dR}pM; Rq is trivial, then every closed 1-form is exact. Thus, there exists a function μ^S_X M_ξ : M Ñ R, dμ^S_X M_ξ “ ι_X M_ξ ω_S.

For this, we may define (assume that there is an Ad-invariant metric on g) a map μ^S : M Ñ g^˚ where xμ^S pmq, ξy “ μ^S_X M_ξ pmq.

We can combine each of the moment maps defined above as μ “ μ^I i ` μ^J j ` μ^K k : M Ñ g^˚ b ImH – g^˚ b sup2q.

Note that by construction, such a map μ is G-equivariant. This prompts the following definition.

Definition 1.3. A hyperkähler moment map of a hyperkähler action G ñ M is a map μ : M Ñ g^˚ b sup2q such that

(1) μ is G-equivariant, (2) dμ “ ι_X M_ξ ω, for all ξ P g and ω is the hyperkähler form associated with the hyperkähler structure on M.

If a hyperkähler G-action possesses a hyperkähler moment map μ, we say that G ñ M is a tri-Hamiltonian action.

To get a new hyperkähler manifold from an old one, we suppose that there is a tri-Hamiltonian action of G and consider the associated hyperkähler moment map μ : M Ñ g^˚ b sup2q.

Theorem 1.4. [7] If c P g^˚ b sup2q is an invariant regular value, then the quotient μ^{´1}pcq{G is a hyperkähler manifold of dimension dimpMq ´ 4 dimpGq.

When the choice of the invariant regular value c is clear, we simply denote by M {{{ G the hyperkähler reduction μ^{´1}pcq{G. Denote by L Ă T M the subbundle spanned by the Killing vector field of the action of G. So, the fibers of L are isomorphic to the Lie algebra g. We will need the following lemma in the subsequent sections:

Lemma 1.5. [7] One has the following G-equivariant orthogonal decomposition: T M|_μ´1_{pcq} “ H ‘ L ‘ IL ‘ JL ‘ KL where H is a vector bundle whose fiber isometrically isomorphic to tangent spaces of M {{{G under the quotient map τ : M Ñ M {{{ G and one also has T μ^{´1}pcq “ H ‘ L.

Example 1.6. The hyperkähler manifold M :“ HompE, Hq – H b E, where E is an n-dimensional hermitian vector space, comes with a Up1q-moment map associated with a Up1q ñ M induced by the left multiplication of Up1q on H μ : HompE, Hq Ñ up1q b sup2q

(1.4) ψ ÞÑ ψψ^˚´ 1 2 |ψ|^2id_H.

Although 0 is a critical point of μ, the set μ^{´1}zt0u consist of only regular points. Hence one has the hyperkähler reduction

(1.5) ´ HompE, Hqzt0u ¯ {{{ Up1q :“ ´ μ^{´1}p0qzt0u ¯ {Up1q. It follows from the ADHM construction [1, 4] that the hyperkähler quotient (1.5) can be identified with the moduli space M_{fr}p1, nq of framed charge one SUpnq-instantons on R^4 which is a 4pn´1q-dimensional non-compact hyperkählaer manifold. The action of Spinp3q on H and the action of SUpnq on E induce an action of the Lie group SUpnq ^ Spinp3q on M_{fr}p1, nq.

1.5. Hyperkähler bundles. The hyperkähler structure gives a parallel action of ImH on the tangent bundle M:

γ : ImH Ñ EndpT Mq ai ` bj ` ck ÞÑ aI ` bJ ` cK which satisfies the Clifford relations:

γpvq^2 ` |v|^2 “ 0.

(Note that γ can be equivalently given by an isometry between the unit sphere SpImHq and bpMq.) Hence, one obtains the Clifford action (1.6) γ : Cℓp3q Ñ EndpT Mq that is parallel with respect to the Riemannian metric. Conversely, any parallel Clifford action (1.6) is given by an oriented isometry γ : SpImHq Ñ bpMq.

This observation extends to hyperkähler bundles over 3-manifolds due to Taubes [13]. Fix an oriented Riemannian 3-manifold pY, g_Y q which is always parallelizable. We then can write T Y » T Y^˚ » P_{SO} ^_{SOp3q} ImH.

Here P_{SO} is the bundle of oriented orthonormal frames of Y .

Definition 1.7. By a hyperkähler bundle over Y we mean a fiber bundle π : M Ñ Y with fiber a hyperkähler manifold pM, g, I, J, Kq with an isometry of bundles γ : SpT Y^˚q^»Ñ bpM q. Here SpT Y^˚q is the unit tangent bundle and bpM q is defined fiberwise as in (1.3). By the discussion above we then obtain an action γ : π^˚T Y^˚ Ñ EndpVM q that extends to a bundle map γ : π^˚CℓpT Y^˚q Ñ EndpVM q. Equivalently, one obtains a section of the tensor bundle (1.7) γ P Γpπ^˚T Y b HompVM qq.

In this paper, the main examples of hyperkähler bundles are associated bundles. For some compact Lie group K , a principal K -bundle P , and a hyperkähler manifold M with a K -action, we form the hyperkähler bundle M :“ P ^_K M. A special case treated here is for M “ HompC^n, Hqzt0u or ´ HompC^n, Hqzt0u ¯ {{{ Up1q,

K “ SUpnq ^ Spinp3q, and P is a principal SUpnq ^ Spinp3q-bundle.

1.6. The Fueter operator. Let M Ñ Y be a hyperkähler bundle and fix a connection. For a section ϕ P ΓpM q, we can pull back the Clifford section (1.7) to obtain: (1.8) ϕ^˚γ : ΓpY, T Y b ϕ^˚EndpVM qq.

Then we may compose this pullback section with the covariant derivative ∇ϕ P Ω^1pY, ϕ^˚VM q to obtain the Fueter operator F:

(1.9) Fϕ :“ ϕ^˚γ ˝ ∇ϕ P ΓpY, ϕ^˚VM q.

The Fueter operator is a nonlinear generalization of Dirac operators first introduced in [13]. When N is a representation of the Clifford algebra Cℓp3q, one obtains a Clifford module N :“ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} N. Since N is a vector bundle, for any section ϕ P ΓpNq, one has the natural identification ϕ^˚VN » N, and hence the Fueter operator is the usual Dirac operator Fϕ P ΓpNq.

We can say a bit about the linearization of the Fueter operator. Let ϕ P ΓpY, M q be section of the hyperkähler bundle. The pullback of the vertical bundle gives a Clifford module (1.10) ϕ^˚VM Ñ Y.

To see why this bundle is a Clifford module, first note that the action of quaternions on VM can be interpreted as an action of the tangent bundle T Y » Y ^ ImH. Hence, one obtains a linear Dirac operator D^ϕ on the Clifford module (1.10).

The following proposition is well-known. However, we could not pinpoint an exact reference to a proof of it in the literature. Below, we give a detailed proof of the statement. In the appendix, we contextualize the linearization of connections in the case of associated hyperkähler fiber bundles.

Proposition 1.8. The linearization L_ϕF of the Fueter operator (1.9) at ϕ is given by D^ϕ. In particular, the linearization is elliptic.

Proof. We first describe the induced connection on the Clifford module ϕ^˚VM . We may identify the tangent space T_ϕΓpY, M q with ΓpY, ϕ^˚VM q. Hence the linearization of the connection ∇ at ϕ gives a map ∇^ϕ :“ L_ϕ∇ : ΓpY, ϕ^˚VM q Ñ ΓpY, T Y^˚ b ϕ^˚VM q

ψ ÞÑ d dt |_{t“0}P_{ϕt} ∇ϕ_t where ϕ_t P ΓpT, M q is a curve of sections such that^d_{dt} |_{t“0}ϕ_t “ ψ and P_{ϕt} : ϕ^˚_t VM Ñ ϕ^˚_0 VM is the bundle isomorphism given, for every y P Y , by the parallel transport along the curve s ÞÑ ϕ_spyq in M_y via the Levi-Civita connection on the fiber M_y .

The linearization ∇^ϕ gives a connection on the vector bundle ϕ^˚VM Ñ Y . To see why this is a connection, take ψ P ΓpY, ϕ^˚VM q which can be represented by a curve of sections ϕ_t P ΓpY, M q, i.e.,^B_{Bt} ϕ_t “ ψ. We need to show ∇^ϕf ¨ ψ “ f∇^ϕψ ` df ¨ ψ for f P C^8pY q. First, note the “tangent vector” f ¨ ψ corresponds to the curve ϕ_{f ¨t}. So, we may write ∇^ϕf ¨ ψ “ d dt |_{t“0}P_{ϕf.t} ∇ϕ_{f ¨t} “ d dt |_{t“0}pP_{ϕf.t} π^vdϕ_{f ¨t}q “ d dt |_{t“0}pP_{ϕf.t} π^vpdϕq|_{f ¨t} ` t ¨ df ¨ P_{ϕf.t} π^v B Bs |_{s“f ¨t}ϕ_sq “ f∇^ϕψ ` df ¨ ψ.

Here π^v : T M Ñ VM is the projection along the horizontal bundle associated with the connection onto the vertical bundle, and ∇ “ π^v ˝ d.

The Dirac operator D^ϕ on ϕ^˚VM is then defined by D^ϕ “ ϕ^˚γ ˝ ∇^ϕ.

Since ϕ^˚γ is linear, it commutes with the linearization map; we then have L_ϕpFq “ L_ϕpϕ^˚γ ˝ ∇q “ ϕ^˚γ ˝ L_ϕ∇ “ D^ϕ, as claimed. □ Remark 1.9. The connection ∇^ϕ on ϕ^˚VM Ñ Y does not need to be a Clifford connection [3], so the Dirac operator D^ϕ does not share many of the geometric properties of the classical Dirac operators (such as the Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck formula, etc.). However, its symbol is still given by the Clifford multiplication by the corresponding covectors.

2. An aquaternionic moduli space In this section, we fix the following notations: M :“ HompC b ImH, Hqzt0u, We also denote by M^μ the inverse image μ^{´1}p0qzt0u and the hyperkähler quotient by M_0 :“ M_{fr}p1, 3q.

2.1. SOp3q^Spin^cp3q action. The observation above was crucial in the description of the noncompactness theorem for the multi-spinor Seiberg-Witten equation [6] in terms of nonlinear harmonic spinors. We are interested in the case of E “ C b ImH. The special orthogonal group SOp3q acts on ImH and by complexifying, we then obtain an action of SOp3q on E “ C b ImH. Hence HompC b ImH, Hq carries actions of the Lie groups SOp3q ^ Spinp3q and SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q where the SOp3q-factor acts on C b ImH, and Spinp3q and Spin^cp3q act on H. This action descends to the moduli space M_{fr}p1, 3q.

2.2. An aquaternionic quotient. Identifying E “ E^˚, we have the orthogonal splitting HompC b ImH, Hq » pC b ImHq b H “ ιpHq ‘ W preserved by the diagonal action of Spinp3q(^{diag.}ãÑ Spinp3q ^ Spinpp3q). Denote the image of W^μ :“ W X ´ μ^{´1}p0qzt0u ¯ under the projection M Ñ M_0 by W_0 which carries an action of Spinp3q. We call the W_0 the moduli space of aquaternionic SUp3q-instantons. We will show this is a 4-dimensional manifold.

Proposition 2.1. The moduli space W_0 is a 4-dimensional submanifold of M_0. Lemma 2.2. We have a decomposition W “ W_1 ‘ W_2 where the subspace W_1, W_2 are in the zero set of the quadratic map μ. One choice for such decomposition is given by W_1 “ tI b Is ´ J b Js : s P {Su, and W_2 “ tI b Is ´ K b Ks : s P {Su.

Proof. Clearly W_1, W_2 Ă W and also W_1 XW_2 “ t0u. Hence by dimension counting we deduce W “ W_1 ‘ W_2. We only show μpW_1q “ 0, since a similar argument applies to W_2. Consider ψ “ I b Is ´ J b Js P W_1, and using the identification H » C^2 denote the spinor vector s by „ a ` bi c ` di ȷ . Under the identification HompC b ImH, Hq » HompC^3, C^2q, the 3/2-spinor vector ψ is given by the matrix ψ “ „ ´b ` ai c ´ di 0 ´d ` ic ´a ` bi 0 ȷ . Now a direct calculation shows μpψq “ ψψ^˚ ´^1_2 trpψψ^˚qId vanishes. □

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Since the action of S^1 on W zt0u and μ^{´1}p0qzt0u is free, we only need to show that the intersection W^μ “ W X ´ μ^{´1}p0qzt0u ¯ is a 5- dimensional manifold.

Using the decomposition in Lemma 2.2, we may write ψ P W “ W_1 ‘ W_2 as ψ_1 ` ψ_2 where ψ_1 “ I b Is_1 ´ J b Js_1 and ψ_2 “ I b Is_2 ´ K b Ks_2.

Under the identification {S » C^2, we denote s_1 “ „ a_1 ` b_1i c_1 ` d_1i ȷ and s_2 “ „ a_2 ` b_2i c_2 ` d_2i ȷ . So,

under the identification HompC b ImH, Hq » HompC^3, C^2q, the 3/2-spinor vector ψ is given by the matrix

(2.1) ψ “ „ ´pb_1 ` b_2q ` pa_1 ` a_2qi c_1 ´ d_1i d_2 ` c_2i ´pd_1 ` d_2q ` pc_1 ` c_2qi ´a_1 ` b_1i ´b_2 ´ a_2i ȷ . From the equation μpψq “ 0 one obtains the system of equations $ ’& ’% a_1a_2 ` b_1b_2 ´ c_1c_2 ´ d_1d_2 “ 0 c_1a_2 ` d_1b_2 ` a_1c_2 ` b_1d_2 “ 0 d_1a_2 ´ c_1b_2 ´ b_1c_2 ` a_1d_2 “ 0

or equivalently,

(2.2) » – a_1 b_1 ´c_1 ´d_1 c_1 d_1 a_1 b_1 d_1 ´c_1 ´b_1 a_1 fi fl » — — – a_2 b_2 c_2 d_2 fi ffi ffi fl “ 0.

The 3 ^ 4 matrix in (2.2) is of rank 3 unless ψ_1 “ 0 (i.e., if a_1, b_1, c_1, d_1 vanish simultaneously); indeed, the rows of the matrix are orthogonal, and if one vanishes, all rows vanish.

Consequently, there is a one dimensional solution set for ψ_2 (identified with » — — – a_2 b_2 c_2 d_2 fi ffi ffi fl). One has an explicit formula for the solutions: » — — – a_2 b_2 c_2 d_2 fi ffi ffi fl “ λ » — — – b_1 ´a_1 d_1 ´c_1 fi ffi ffi fl , λ P R.

So if ψ_1 ‰ 0, W Xμ^{´1}p0q is a line bundle over a neighborhood of ψ_1 in W_1, as a subbundle of W_1 ^ W_2 Ñ W_1. Hence W X μ^{´1}p0q is a 5-dimensional manifold in a neighborhood of ψ; one indeed has the local parameterization on W^μ near ψ given by

(2.3) pa_1, b_1, c_1, d_1, λq ÞÑ „ ´pb_1 ´ λa_1q ` pa_1 ` λb_1qi c_1 ´ d_1i ´λc_1 ` λd_1i ´pd_1 ´ λc_1q ` pc_1 ` λd_1qi ´a_1 ` b_1i λa_1 ´ λb_1i ȷ . By the symmetry between ψ_1 and ψ_2, we obtain a 5-dimensional manifold structure for W^μ in a neighborhood of ψ, when ψ_2 ‰ 0. From this, the proposition follows. □

Remark 2.3. It is worth mentioning that 0 P isup2q is a regular value for the restriction of the quadratic map μ to the space of 3/2-spinors W . To see this, first note that for any ψ P HompC^3, C^2q one has

d_ψμphq “ ψh^˚ ` hψ^˚´ 1 2 trpψh^˚ ` hψ^˚q.

When ψ P W^μ, by the proof of the Proposition 2.1, we may write ψ as the matrix ψ “ „ ´pb_1 ´ λa_1q ` pa_1 ` λb_1qi c_1 ´ d_1i ´λc_1 ` λd_1i ´pd_1 ´ λc_1q ` pc_1 ` λd_1qi ´a_1 ` b_1i λa_1 ´ λb_1i ȷ . If one choose h_1, h_2, h_3 P T_ψW » W given by

h_1 “ „ ´b_1 ` a_1i 0 ´d_1 ` c_1i d_1 ´ c_1i 0 ´b_1 ´ a_1i ȷ ,

h_2 “ „ ´d_1 ` c_1i 0 b_1 ` a_1i ´b_1 ` a_1i 0 ´d_1 ´ c_1i ȷ , and h_3 “ „ c_1 ` d_1i 0 a_1 ´ b_1i ´a_1 ´ b_1i 0 c_1 ´ d_1i ȷ , then the three vectors d_ψ μph_1q, d_ψμph_2q, and d_ψ μph_3q are linearly independent.

2.3. The tangent bundle T W^μ. In the proof of Proposition 2.1, we described the 5-dimensional manifold W^μ rather explicitly. Using the local coordinate (2.3), one has the local trivialization of the tangent tangent space T_{pa,b,c,d,λ0q}W^μ by the vector linearly independent vector fields B Ba :“ „ λ ` i 0 0 0 ´1 λ ȷ , B Bb :“ „ ´1 ` λi 0 0 0 i ´λi ȷ , B Bc :“ „ 0 1 ´λ λ ` i 0 0 ȷ , B Bd :“ „ 0 ´i λi ´1 ` λi 0 0 ȷ , B Bλ :“ „ a ` bi 0 ´c ` di c ` di 0 a ´ bi ȷ . The first four vectors^B_{Ba} ,^B_{Bb} ,^B_{Bc} ,^B_{Bd} are mutually orthogonal, but they are not orthogonal to^B_{Bλ} .

The tangent bundle has a line sub-bundle L Ă T W^μ spanned by the Killing vector field associated with the Up1q- action. This line bundle in the trivialization above is spanned by the rotation vector field

(2.4) a B Bb ´ b B Ba ` c B Bd ´ d B Bc “ „ ´bλ ´ a ` p´b ` aλqi ´d ´ ci λd ` λci ´λd ´ c ` p´d ` λcqi b ` ai ´λb ´ λai ȷ . This line bundle is the restriction of the line bundle on M :“ HompC b ImH, Hqzt0u generated by the Up1q-action which we denote still by L. Under the hyperkähler quotient map τ : M^μ Ñ M_0 one has the orthogonal decomposition (Lemma 1.5)

T M|_M μ » τ^˚T M_0 ‘ pL ‘ ImH ¨ Lq

where the components τ^˚T M_0 and pL ‘ ImH ¨ Lq are invariant under the Clifford action ([7]). Under the decomposition above, one has

(2.5) T M^μ » τ^˚T M_0 ‘ L

and similarly,

(2.6) T W^μ » τ^˚T W_0 ‘ L.

2.4. A normal line bundle on W^μ. . Remember the orthogonal decomposition

HompC b ImH, Hq “ ιpHq ‘ W

where ι : H Ñ HompC b ImH, Hq is the embedding (1.2). Clearly, ιpHq is orthogonal to the fibers of T W^μ, so in particular to the fibers of L|_W μ . The matrix form of the elements of ιpHq is given by

(2.7) „ ´b ` ai ´c ` di ´d ´ ci ´d ` ci a ´ bi b ` ai ȷ . One may consider ιpHq as a trivial subbundle of the tangent bundle of HompCbImH, Hq. We then obtain a canonical line bundle:

Proposition 2.4. The intersection of the bundles N :“ T M^μ|_W μ X ιpHq is an S^1- invariant line bundle over W^μ orthogonal to the line bundle L|_W μ . Also N carries an equivariant Spin^cp3q-action.

Proof. Since M^μ is given as an inverse image of a regular point of μ, the tangent bundle T M^μ is given by the equation dμ “ 0. So in order to find the intersection T M^μ|_W μ X ιpHq, we need to solve the equation d_wμ|_{ιpHq} “ 0 for every w P W^μ. Without loss of generality, we may assume, as in (2.3), w is of the form „ ´pb_1 ´ λa_1q ` pa_1 ` λb_1qi c_1 ´ d_1i ´λc_1 ` λd_1i ´pd_1 ´ λc_1q ` pc_1 ` λd_1qi ´a_1 ` b_1i λa_1 ´ λb_1i ȷ

with pa_1, b_1, c_1, d_1q ‰ p0, 0, 0, 0q and take s of the form (2.7). From the equation

d_wμpsq “ w^˚s ` s^˚w´ 1 2 trpw^˚s ` s^˚wq “ 0,

we obtain the linear system

(2.8) » – a_1 ` λ_1b_1 b_1 ´ λ_1a_1 ´c_1 ´ λ_1d_1 ´d_1 ` λ_1c_1 c_1 ` λ_1d_1 d_1 ´ λ_1c_1 a_1 ` λ_1b_1 b_1 ´ λ_1a_1 d_1 ´ λ_1c_1 ´c_1 ´ λ_1d_1 ´b_1 ` λ_1a_1 ´a_1 ` λ_1b_1 fi fl » — — – a b c d fi ffi ffi fl “ 0.

The 3^4 matrix (2.8) is of rank 3; indeed, the rows are nonzero and mutually orthogonal. So the equation (2.8) has a one-dimensional space of solutions spanned by the vector » — — – a b c d fi ffi ffi fl “ » — — – ´b_1 ` λ_1a_1 a_1 ` λ_1b_1 ´d_1 ` λ_1c_1 c_1 ` λ_1d_1 fi ffi ffi fl .

From this, the proposition follows. □

Remark 2.5. Since N is S^1-invariant is orthogonal to L|_W μ , we obtain a pushforward subbundle τ_˚N of T M_0|_{W0} . The S^1-invariance and Spin^cp3q-equivariance properties follow from similar properties of T M^μ and ιpHq.

Definition 2.6. Denote by T the orthogonal complement of N ‘ L|_W μ in T M^μ|_W μ . We also denote by T_0 the orthogonal complement of τ_˚N in T M_0|_{W0} .

2.5. Two examples of hyperkähler bundles. Let S “ HompC b ImH, Hq and M_0 “ ` Szt0u ˘ {{{ Up1q be as in Section 2. These are hyperkähler manifolds which carry an SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q action. Consider an oriented Riemannian manifold Y with its canonical spin structure. Denote by P_{SO} and P_{Spin}c its associated principal SOp3q- and Spin^cp3qbundles and define the principal SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q-bundle P :“ P_{SO} ^_Y P_{Spin}c . Now the associated bundles S :“ P ^_{SOp3q^Spinp3q} S and M_0 :“ P ^_{SOp3q^Spin}c_{p3q} M_0 are the hyperkähler bundles. Note that S is just the twisted spinor bundle T Y b {S.

These bundles can be given with structure group Spinp3q as follows. Consider the Spinp3q-action on S and M_0 given via the composition

(2.9) Spin^cp3q^ΔãÑ Spin^cp3q ^ Spin^cp3q^{pξ,Idq}Ñ SOp3q ^ Spin^cp3q

where the map Δ is the diagonal embedding and ξ : Spin^cp3q Ñ SOp3q is the canonical homomorphism. Since we have a compatible bundle maps P_{Spin}c^ΔãÑ P_{Spin}c ^_Y P_{Spin}c Ñ P_{SO} ^_Y P_{Spin}c , we have the canonical identifications

(2.10) S » P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} S and (2.11) M_0 » P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} M_0.

2.6. Special subbundles of hyperkähler bundles. Since W Ă S and W_0 Ă M are invariant under this diagonal action (2.9), we obtain the associated subbundles

(2.12) W » P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} W Ă S and (2.13) W_0 » P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} W_0 Ă M_0 .

Note that W is the bundle of 3/2-spinors. The bundles W and W_0 do not inherit hyperkähler bundle structures.

2.7. The 3/2-Fueter operator. In Subsection 2.5 we introduced the fiber bundle W_0 “ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} W_0 , which is subbundle of a hyperkähler bundle M_0 “ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} M_0 that are associated bundles for the diagonal action of Spin^cp3q(2.9). Under this action, the bundle T_0 Ñ W_0 (Definition 2.6 and Remark 2.5) is invariant; from Proposition 2.4, we see that the normal bundle N is invariant under the aforementioned action and since T M_0|_{W0} “ T_0 ‘ τ_˚N is Spin^cp3q invariant, the invariance of T_0 follows. We then define the associated bundle

(2.14) T_0 :“ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} T_0.

We define a version of the Fueter operator for W_0 . Let p : T M_0|_{W0} Ñ T_0 be the orthogonal projection map (see Definition 2.6). Clearly, this induces a projection (2.15) p_0 : VM_0 |_{W0} Ñ T_0.

Definition 2.7. Fix a connection on P_{Spin}c induced from the Levi-Civita connection and a connection A on the associated canonical Up1q-bundle. Let ϕ P ΓpW_0 q be a section that can be considered as a section of the bundle M_0 . Applying the Fueter operator on M_0 , we obtain a section F_Aϕ P ΓpY, ϕ^˚VM_0 q. Applying the projection map (2.15), we obtain the 3/2-Fueter operator Q_A by

Q_Aϕ :“ p_0 ˝ F_Aϕ P ΓpY, ϕ^˚T_0q.

3. A Haydys’ correspondence for 3{2-spinors

In this section, we show the first part of the main Theorem of the paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let Φ P ΓpW q be a nowhere vanishing 3/2-spinor section that satisfies the equations

(3.1) # Q_AΦ “ 0, μpΦq “ 0.

Then there exists a section Φ_0 P ΓpW_0 q and a connection B satisfying Q_B Φ_0 “ 0.

The converse also holds: For every Φ_0 P ΓpW_0 q satisfying Q_B Φ_0 “ 0, there is a solution pA, Φq of (3.1).

Proof. The proof of this theorem is very similar to but slightly more involved than the proof of [5, Proposition 4.2]; so we give the proof here.

Consider a nowhere vanishing 3/2-spinor Φ satisfying μpΦq “ 0, meaning Φ is a section of the bundle W^μ :“ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} W^μ. Under the quotient map

τ : W^μ Ñ W_0 , one obtains a section Φ_0 :“ τpΦq P ΓpW_0 q. One may consider the sections Φ, Φ_0 as equivariant functions Φ : P_{Spin}c Ñ W^μ and Φ_0 : P_{Spin}c Ñ W_0, whose covariant derivative is the restriction of the differentials dΦ : T P_{Spin}c Ñ T W^μ and dΦ_0 : T P_{Spin}c Ñ T W_0 to the horizontal bundle for the appropriate connection on P_{Spin}c . For p P P_{Spin}c , the projection of d_pΦ onto T_{ϕ0ppq}W_0 in the decomposition (2.6) equals d_pΦ_0. Hence, there exists a basic form b P Ω^1pP_{Spin}c , up1qq such that d_pΦ ´ d_pΦ_0 “ K_b where K_{bpXq} for X P T_pP_{Spin}c is the Killing vector.

If Q_AΦ “ 0, then cpdΦ|_{HPSpinc} q P ιpHq where HP_{Spin}c Ă T P_{Spin}c is the horizontal bundle associated with connection A. Denoting by H^1P_{Spin}c the horizontal bundle associated to B :“ A ` b, we obtain cpdΦ_0|_H1_{PSpinc} q “ cpdΦ_0|_{HPSpinc} ` K_bq “ cpdΦ|_{HPSpinc} q P ιpHq, and since μpΦq “ 0, we deduce cpdΦ_0|_H1_{PSpinc} q P τ_˚N “ T M_0 X ιpHq (so it is orthogonal to T_0), i.e., Q_B Φ_0 “ 0. This argument works backward. □

4. The overdetermination of Q_A

In this section, we show the symbol of the linearization of Q_A is injective. For a section ϕ P ΓpW_0 q, we may write

L_ϕQ_A “ p_0 ˝ L_ϕF_A since the the projection map (2.15) is linear. By Proposition 1.8, we conclude

L_ϕQ_A “ p_0 ˝ D^ϕ,

where D^ϕ is the Dirac operator on the Clifford module ϕ^˚VM_0 Ñ Y.

Theorem 4.1. The symbol of p_0 ˝ D^ϕ : ΓpY, ϕ^˚VW_0 q Ñ ΓpY, T_0q is injective.

Proof. The idea is to lift the operators via the hyperkähler quotient map τ : M^μ Ñ M_0 . Consider ψ P ΓpM^μ q and ϕ P ΓpM_0 q such that τψ “ ϕ. Denote the corresponding Dirac operators D^ψ ñ Γpψ^˚VM q and D^ϕ ñ Γpϕ^˚VM_0 q; then we have the equality

(4.1) τ_˚ ˝ σpD^ψq “ σpD^ϕq ˝ τ_˚ where τ_˚ : ψ^˚VM |_M μ Ñ ϕ^˚VM_0 is the bundle map covering the quotient τ : M^μ Ñ M_0 induced from the decomposition in Lemma 1.5 and σp.q denotes the symbol of the operator. The equality (4.1) follows simply from the fact that the symbol of the Dirac operator is given by Clifford multiplication with a covector.

Consider the projection p : VM |_W μ Ñ T where T :“ P_{Spin}c ^_{Spin}c_{p3q} T . Since we have the equality τ_˚ ˝ p “ p_0 ˝ τ_˚ on the pullback bundle ψ^˚VM , and since the symbol map commutes with the projections p, p_0 we have

σpp_0 ˝ D^ϕq ˝ τ_˚ “ p_0 ˝ σpD^ϕq ˝ τ “ p_0 ˝ τ_˚ ˝ σpD^ψ q “ τ_˚ ˝ p ˝ σpD^ψ q. Now assume ψ P W^μ and ϕ P W_0 with τψ “ ϕ. Since the kernel of τ_˚|_ψ˚_{VW}μ : ψ^˚VW^μ Ñ ϕ^˚VW_0 is the given by ψ^˚L, and since τ_˚|_T : T Ñ T_0 is isomorphism on the fibers, we conclude p ˝ σpD^ψ q vanishes on ψ^˚L. So we only need to show the fiberwise rank of p ˝ σpD^ψ q|_ψ˚_{VW}μ : ψ^˚VW^μ Ñ T is equal to 4.

Consider the mutually orthogonal line bundles IN , JN and KN that are formed by the action of the quaternionic elements I, J, K on N , and they are orthogonal to N . Fix w P W^μ, and without loss of generality we may assume w is of the following form (Proposition 2.1): „ ´pb ´ λaq ` pa ` λbqi c ´ di ´λc ` λdi ´pd ´ λcq ` pc ` λdqi ´a ` bi λa ´ λbi ȷ

with pa, b, c, dq ‰ p0, 0, 0, 0q and by Proposition 2.4 we have

N “ span "„ ´a ´ λb ` ip´b ` λaq d ´ λc ` ipc_1 ´ λdq ´c ´ λd ` ip´d ` λcq ´c ´ λd ` ip´d ` λcq ´b ` λa ` ip´a ´ λbq a ` λb ` ip´b ` λaq ȷ* .

Similarly, we have

IN “ span "„ b ´ λa ` ipa ` λbq ´c ´ λd ` ipd ´ λcq ´d ` λc ` ipc ` λdq d ´ λ_1c ` ip´c ´ λdq a ` λb ` ip´b ` λaq b ´ λa ` ipa ` λbq ȷ* , JN “ span "„ c ` λd ` ip´d ` λcq b ´ λa ` ipa ` λbq ´a ´ λb ` ip´b ` λaq ´a ´ λb ` ipb ´ λaq d ´ λc ` ipc ` λdq ´c ´ λd ` ip´d ` λcq ȷ* , and KN “ span "„ d ´ λc ` ipc ` λdq a ` λb ` ipb ´ λaq b ´ λa ` ipa ` λbq ´b ´ λa ` ip´a ´ λbq c ` λd ` ipd ´ λcq d ´ λc ` ip´c ´ λdq ȷ* . Now a straightforward calculation shows IN , JN , and KN are orthogonal to L and hence IN ‘ JN ‘ KN is subbundle of T .

Remember from Subsection 2.3 that T W^μ_w is spanned by the vectors^B_{Ba} ,^B_{Bb} ,^B_{Bc} ,^B_{Bd} , and^B_{Bλ} , the first four of which are mutually orthogonal. By doing a Gram-Schmidt process, we may replace^B_{Bλ} with a new one that, up to a constant, is of the form ĂB Bλ “ „ a ` λb ` ipb ´ λaq ´λc ` iλd ´c ` id c ` λd ` ipd ´ λcq λa ´ iλb a ´ ib. ȷ . A direct calculation shows that Ă^B_{Bλ} is orthogonal to IN , JN , and KN thus T^1 :“ IN ‘

JN ‘ KN ‘ spantĂ^B_{Bλ} u is rank 4 subbundle of T . Using the fact that the symbol of the Dirac operator is given by the Clifford multiplication, by restricting σpD^ψ q|_w to the 4- dimensional space spant^B_{Ba} ,^B_{Bb} ,^B_{Bc} ,^B_{Bd} u|_w and projecting to the rank 4-dimensional space T^1|_w, we obtain its matrix form as » — — – ´2pλ^2 ` 1qb 2pλ^2 ` 1qa ´2pλ^2 ` 1qd 2pλ^2 ` 1qc 2p2λ^2 ` 1qc ´ 2λd ´2p2λ^2 ` 1qd ´ 2λc ´2p2λ^2 ` 1qa ` 2λb 2p2λ^2 ` 1qb ` 2λa ´2pλ^2 ` 2qd ` 2λc ´2pλ^2 ` 2qc ´ 2λd 2pλ^2 ` 2qb ´ 2λa 2pλ^2 ` 2qa ` 2λb a b c d fi ffi ffi fl . An explicit calculation shows the determinant of this 4 ^ 4 matrix is the following

2pa^2 ` b^2 ` c^2 ` d^2q^2p1 ` λ^2q^2

which is clearly positive and the theorem now follows. □

Appendix

In this section, we give a proof of Proposition 1.8 in the case of associated hyperkähler bundle. The proof presented here relies on the concept of a connector [9], which is roughly an equivalent way to define a linear connection on a vector bundle. One of the nice features of connectors is that they can be readily adapted in infinite-dimensional situations.

To motivate the definition of a connector, we consider the following situation. Suppose π : V Ñ B is a finite rank vector bundle over a finite-dimensional manifold B and s P ΓpB, V q. We wish to find a linearization of s. Obviously, viewing s : B Ñ V as a smooth map, since s could be non-linear, the naïve usual differential ds : T B Ñ T V is not good enough to be taken as a linearization of s. Furthermore, we need the co-domain of the linearization to V again. Thus, it is natural for us to compose ds with another map K : T V Ñ V . However, we do not just want any map T V Ñ V . In fact, we want certain bundle morphisms that are compatible with both vector bundle structures on T V in a certain sense. Specifically, their construction is as follows.

Note that vertical component VV of V can be identified with V ^_B V via the map

L_V : V ^_B V Ñ VV, pv, v^1q ÞÑ d dt pv ` tv^1q ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{t“0}.

Recall that a linear connection on V can be viewed as a bundle morphism Φ : T V Ñ T V such that π_{T V} ˝ Φ “ π_{T V} , dπ_V ˝ Φ “ dπ_V , where π_{T V} : T V Ñ V denotes the tangent bundle projection and dπ_V : T V Ñ T B denotes the induced map from the bundle projection π : V Ñ B.

Definition. A connector K : T V Ñ V associated with Φ is defined to be K “ π_2 ˝ L^{´1}_V ˝ Φ, where π_2 denotes the projection of V ^_B V onto the second component.

By composing K with ds, we obtain ∇s :“ K ˝ ds P ΓpB, T^˚B b V q, which is the usual notion of a covariant derivative of s. As a result, it can be shown that each of the connectors of a vector bundle uniquely determines a covariant derivative and vice versa. In the case that V :“ T B, then the Levi-Civita connection ∇^{LC} determined uniquely a cononical connector K^B : T T B Ñ T B. Note that, for any manifold B, there is a canonical map flip_B : T T B Ñ T T B that is defined as following: Let c : R^2 Ñ B such that c_{t,s} P B and the derivative of c at t, s “ 0 is a vector belonging to a fiber of T T B, then

flip_B ~ d dt d ds c_{t,s} ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{t,s“0} ¸ “ d ds d dt c_{t,s} ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{t,s“0}. It is known that if a connector is torsion-free, i.e., the corresponding covariant derivative is torsion-free, then K ˝ flip_B “ K. In particular, the canonical connector K^B is torsion-free and thus satisfies the aforementioned property. This discussion can be extended naturally to infinite dimensional setting.

Suppose P Ñ Y is a principal K -bundle over Y . Let pM, g, I, J, Kq be a hyperkähler manifold that admits a K -symmetry. Then we can form an associated fiber bundle of P , denoted by M Ñ Y , where M :“ P ^_K M. Note that M is a hyperkähler bundle over Y (cf. Definition 1.7). A section ϕ P ΓpY, M q can be viewed as an K -equivariant map ϕ : P Ñ M. A connection on M is induced from a connection A P Ω^1padP q as follows ∇_Aϕpvq “ dϕpvq ` X^M_{Apvq}pϕq. Here, v is a vector field on P , and X^M_{Apvq} denotes the killing vector field associated with the Lie algebra element Apvq P k. Since ∇_Aϕ vanishes on the vertical component of T P , we can view ∇_Aϕ P MapspP, T^˚Y b T Mq^K . Consequently, we can view ∇_A as a section of the following infinite dimensional vector bundle (4.2) MapspP, T^˚Y b T Mq^K Ñ MapspP, Mq^K . Proof of Proposition 1.8. In the particular setup of Proposition 1.8 above, note that T ΓpY, M q can be identified with MapspP, T Mq^K . So, given a section ϕ of the hyperkähler bundle M Ñ Y , T_ϕΓpY, M q is identified with MapspP, ϕ^˚T Mq^K . Let ϕ_t P ΓpY, M q for small t P p´ϵ, ϵq such that ϕ_0 “ ϕ and 9ϕ_0 P MapspP, ϕ^˚T Mq^K . To find the linearization of F at ϕ, it suffices for us to compute the linearization of ∇_A at ϕ.

Following the finite-dimensional prototype, the linearization of ∇_A is then interpreted as a certain covariant derivative of ∇_A as a section of the above vector bundle (4.2). We now must choose a covariant derivative of MapspP, T^˚Y b T Mq^K Ñ MapspP, Mq^K . There is a canonical choice. Since we have already fixed a Riemannian metric on M, its associated Levi-Civita connection induces the canonical connector K^M on T M. In turn, K^M determines for us a canonical connector on MapspP, T^˚Y b T Mq^K . In other words, we have a linear map K^M : MapspP, T^˚Y b T T Mq^K Ñ MapspP, T^˚Y b T Mq^K . Then the covariant derivative of ∇_A is given by K^M ˝ d∇_A. As a result, we obtain (all calculations restricted to the horizontal subspace HP of T P )

K^M ˝ d∇ 9ϕ_0 “ K^M˝ d dt dϕ_t ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{t“0} “ K^M ˝ flipM ˝ d

9ϕ_0 “ K^M ˝ d 9ϕ_0.

Let π_H denote the projection of T P onto the horizontal subspace HP . Therefore, the linearization of ∇_A at ϕ gives us a map ∇^M :“ K^M ˝ d ˝ π_H which can be viewed as a covariant derivative of the Clifford module ϕ^˚T M{K . This shows that the linearization of F at ϕ is a linear Dirac operator D^ϕ defined earlier. □

References

1. Michael F Atiyah, Nigel J Hitchin, Vladimir Gershonovich Drinfeld, and Yu I Manin, Construction of instantons, Instantons In Gauge Theories (1994), 133–135.

2. Christian Bär and Rafe Mazzeo, Manifolds with many Rarita-Schwinger fields, Comm. Math. Phys.

384 (2021), no. 1, 533–548. MR 4252883 3. Nicole Berline, Ezra Getzler, and Michele Vergne, Heat kernels and dirac operators, Springer Science & Business Media, 2003.

4. Simon Kirwan Donaldson and Peter B Kronheimer, The geometry of four-manifolds, Oxford university press, 1997.

5. Andriy Haydys, Gauge theory, calibrated geometry and harmonic spinors, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 86 (2012), no. 2, 482–498.

6. 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.

7. Nigel J Hitchin, Anders Karlhede, Ulf Lindström, and Martin Roček, Hyperkähler metrics and supersymmetry, Communications in Mathematical Physics 108 (1987), no. 4, 535–589.

8. Yasushi Homma and Uwe Semmelmann, The kernel of the rarita–schwinger operator on riemannian spin manifolds, Communications in Mathematical Physics 370 (2019), 853–871.

9. Ivan Kolár, Peter W Michor, and Jan Slovák, Natural operations in differential geometry, Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

10. Minh Lam Nguyen, Pin (2)-equivariance property of the rarita–schwinger–seiberg–witten equations, The Journal of Geometric Analysis 33 (2023), no. 10, 336.

11. William Rarita and Julian Schwinger, On a theory of particles with half-integral spin, Phys. Rev. 60 (1941), 61–61.

12. Ahmad Reza Haj Saeedi Sadegh and Minh Lam Nguyen, The three-dimensional seiberg-witten equations for 3/2-spinors: a compactness theorem, 2023.

13. Clifford Taubes, Nonlinear generalizations of a 3-manifold’s dirac operator, AMS IP Studies in Advanced Mathematics 13 (1999), 475–486.

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

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