arXiv:2207.03701v2 [math.DG] 8 Nov 2022

ON THE GENERAL PART OF THE PERTURBED VAFA-WITTEN MODULI SPACES ON 4-MANIFOLDS

REN GUAN

Abstract. In this paper we consider the Vafa-Witten equations on closed, oriented and smooth 4-manifolds, and construct a set of perturbation terms to establish the transversality of the perturbed Vafa-Witten equations at the general part of the solutions. Then we show that for a generic choice of the perturbation terms, this part of the moduli space for the structure group SU(2) or SO(3) on a closed 4-manifold is a smooth manifold of dimension zero.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Vafa-Witten equations and their perturbations 3 2.1. The Vafa-Witten map 3 2.2. The perturbed Vafa-Witten map 4 2.3. The Kuranishi complex 4 3. Quadratic expansion of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map 6 4. Transversality of the general part of the moduli spaces 7 4.1. The linearization of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map 7 4.2. The Agmon-Nirenberg unique continuation theorem 8 4.3. Establishment of the transversality 8 Appendix 14 References 17

1. Introduction

The celebrated Donaldson’s polynomial invariants [3,4] and Seiberg-Witten invariants [16] are of great importance to low dimensional topology, especially in the research of the smooth structures of 4-manifolds. For example, we can use both invariants to show that K3#C P^2 and #3C P^2 #20C P^2 are homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic (see [3, Theorem A], [16, §2, §4]). Both invariants are defined by the moduli spaces of solutions to certain equations arised from gauge theory. Donaldson’s polynomial invariants are defined via the anti-self-dual (ASD) Yang-Mills equations on 4-manifolds with non-abelian structure group [3, 4], and Seiberg-Witten invariants rely on the U(1) monopole equations [11, 16].

When study an N = 4 topologically twisted supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory on 4-manifolds, Vafa and Witten proposed a pair of new gauge equation [15], and nowadays we call it Vafa-Witten

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 58D27, 53C07, 81T13.

Key words and phrases. Vafa-Witten equations, Vafa-Witten moduli spaces, transversality, perturbations, 4- manifolds. 1

equation. Vafa-Witten equation has the following form:

(1.1) d^∗_AB + d_AC = 0,

F^+_A + 1 8 [B ▪ B] + 1 2 [B, C] = 0, where A is a connection on a principal G-bundle P over a smooth 4-manifold X, B is a self-dual 2-form with values in the adjoint bundle g_P , and C is a section of g_P . On closed 4-manifolds, Vafa-Witten equation (1.1) is equivalent to

(1.2) d_AC = d^∗_AB = 0

F^+_A + 1 8 [B ▪ B] = [B, C] = 0. When G = SU(2) or SO(3) and the connection A is irreducible, d_AC = 0 implies C = 0 (cf. [10, §2.1]), and then the equation (1.2) is further reduced to

(1.3) d^∗_AB = 0

F^+_A + 1 8 [B ▪ B] = 0. We call equation (1.3) the reduced Vafa-Witten equation.

Since Vafa-Witten equation is gauge-equivariant [10, §1.3], we can define the Vafa-Witten moduli space: M_{V W} = {(A, B, C) ∈ C_k(P ) : VW(A, B, C) = 0}/G_{k+1}(P ), i.e., the set of solutions to the equation (1.1) modulo the gauge transformation (See §2 for details). In general, M_{V W} is very complicated because the transversality often fails. According to the values of B and C on the underlying manifold X, M_{V W} can be divided into three parts: M_{V W} = M_{asd} ∪ M_{RV W} ∪ ~M_{V W} where

M_{asd} := {[A, B, C] ∈ M_{V W} : B ≡ 0 and C ≡ 0 on X}, M_{RV W} := {[A, B, C] ∈ M_{V W} : B ≢ 0 and C ≡ 0 on X}, ~M_{V W} := {[A, B, C] ∈ M_{V W} : C ≢ 0 on X}. The space M_{asd} is the well-known moduli space of the anti-self-dual (ASD) connections, and has been deeply studied by Donaldson, Uhlenbeck and others [3,4,7]. We call M_{RV W} the reduced part of M_{V W} and ~M_{V W} the general part.

The Lie group used by Donaldson’s invariants is the noncommutative Lie group SU(2), and the moduli spaces are defined by the ASD (anti-self-dual) equations F^+_A = 0; The Lie group used by Seiberg-Witten invariants is the commutative Lie group U(1), and the Seiberg-Witten invariants depend not only on the connections A but also on the additional fields Φ [11, 12]. Due to the commutativity of U(1) and a priori boundness of the additional field Φ [11, §5.2], the transversality of Seiberg-Witten equations and the compactness of the moduli spaces can be established more easily than the Donaldson’s case, and that makes Seiberg-Witten invariants easier to construct and more applicable to the study of differential structures of smooth 4-manifolds.

The Vafa-Witten equations studied in this paper are also defined on the SU(2)- and SO(3)- principal bundles. Mares said that if the transversality is established, then the dimensions of the

Vafa-Witten moduli spaces are zero [10, Section 1.1.3], which do not desided by the geometric structure of bundles and the underlying manifolds. Perhaps the invariants defined by Vafa-Witten equations have wider applications.

Before defining the invariants, Donaldson, Seiberg and Witten construct perturbations to the corresponding equations first (see [3, 11] for details), the main reason for doing this is that the moduli spaces of solutions to the original equations are not smooth manifolds due to the lack of transversality. This can be settled down by constructing proper perturbations and consider the moduli spaces of solutions to the perturbed equations. After a lot of sophisticated analysis, the invariants are constructed and can be applied to distinguish the differential structures of topologically homeomorphic 4-manifolds.

In [13], by applying the method of [5], Tanaka constructs suitable perturbations of Vafa-Witten equations on closed symplectic 4-manifolds, then he shows that if the structure group is SU(2) or SO(3), the moduli spaces are smooth manifolds of dimension zero for generic choices of the perturbation parameters. In this paper, we construct perturbations and establish the transversality of the perturbed Vafa-Witten equations on closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifolds at the general part of the solutions, i.e., the set of solutions (A, B, C) where A is irreducible and C ≢ 0, then we show that the dimensions of this part of the moduli spaces are zero for generic perturbations. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, g) be a closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold, r > k ≥ 3 are two integers. Then there is a first-category subset T^r_{f c} ⊂ T^r := C^r(GL(Λ^1)) × C^r(GL(Λ^{2,+})) × C^r(GL(Λ^{2,+})) × C^r(X, Λ^1) × C^r(X, Λ^{2,+}) such that for all (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) in T^r − T^r_{f c}, the moduli space of the L^2_k solutions [A, B, C] to the equation

(1.4) d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ ) = 0 F^+_A + 1 8 [B ▪ B] + 1 2 τ^2[B, C] + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ = 0

with A irreducible and C ≢ 0 is a smooth manifold of dimension zero.

Note that the Lie algebra of SU(2) and SO(3) are isomorphic: su(2) ∼= so(3), so in the following, so(3) is replaced by su(2) wherever it appears.

2. Vafa-Witten equations and their perturbations

In this section we lay out the general set-up of Vafa-Witten equations and construct the perturbations for establishing the transversality.

2.1. The Vafa-Witten map. Let (X, g) be a closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold, P → X a principle SU(2)- or SO(3)-bundle on X and A_k(P ) the space of L^2_k connections where k ≥ 3 is an integer. A_k(P ) is an affine space, so for any fixed L^2_k connection A_0, we have

A_k(P ) = A_0 + L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1).

Then we define the configuration spaces and target spaces C_k(P ) := A_k(P ) × L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ), C^′_{k−1}(P ) := L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}).

It’s easy to see that C_k(P ) is also an affine vector space, which means for any fixed L^2_k triple (A_0, B_0, C_0) ∈ C_k(P ), we have

C_k(P ) = (A_0, B_0, C_0) + L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ).

The Vafa-Witten map is defined as

(2.1) VW : C_k(P ) → C^′_{k−1}(P ), VW(A, B, C) := ( d^∗_AB + d_AC F^+_A +^1_8 [B ▪ B] +^1_2 [B, C] ) . The action of an L^2_{k+1} gauge transformation ζ ∈ G_{k+1}(P ) on any (A, B, C) ∈ C_k(P ) is given by ζ · (A, B, C) := (A − (d_Aζ^{−1})ζ, ζ^{−1}Bζ, ζ^{−1}Cζ), and a connection A is called irreducible if Stab(A) := {ζ ∈ G_{k+1}(P ) : ζ · A = A} = Z(G), the center of G.

It’s not hard to see that VW(ζ · (A, B, C)) = ( ζ^{−1}(d^∗_AB + d_AC)ζ ζ^{−1}(F^+_A +^1_8 [B ▪ B] +^1_2 [B, C])ζ ) , so the map VW is gauge-equivariant (cf. [10, §3.2.1]). Define the quotient space B_k(P ) := C_k(P )/G_{k+1}(P ) (cf. [6, Propostion 2.8], [10, Theorem 3.2.3]).

Denote by C^⋄_k (P ) the triples (A, B, C) ∈ C_k(P ) where A is irreducible and C ≢ 0, and we call it the general part of C_k(P ). The slice theorem (cf. [6, Propostion 2.8] [10, Theorem 3.2.3]) implies that the quotient space B^⋄_k(P ) := C^⋄_k (P )/G_{k+1}(P ) ⊂ B_k(P ) is an open and smooth Hilbert submanifold of B_k(P ).

2.2. The perturbed Vafa-Witten map. We now construct the perturbed Vafa-Witten map as follows:

(2.2) VW : T^r × C_k(P ) → C^′_{k−1}(P ), VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) := ( d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ ) F^+_A +^1_8 [B ▪ B] +^1_2 τ^2[B, C] + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ ) , where T^r := C^r(GL(Λ^1)) × C^r(GL(Λ^{2,+})) × C^r(GL(Λ^{2,+})) × C^r(X, Λ^1) × C^r(X, Λ^{2,+}) is the Banach manifold of C^r perturbation parameters (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) (with r large enough, say r > k). The gauge group G_{k+1}(P ) acts trivially on the space of perturbations T^r, so the map VW is also gauge-equivariant, and PM_k(P ) := VW^{−1}(0)/G_{k+1}(P ) ⊂ T^r × B_k(P ) is the parametrized moduli space of the perturbed Vafa-Witten equation. Let PM^⋄_k(P ) = PM_k(P )∩(T^r ×B^⋄_k(P )). Note that the gauge-equivariant map VW defines a section of a Banach vector bundle E_k over T^r × B^⋄_k(P ) with total space E_k := (T^r × C^⋄_k (P )) ×_{Gk+1(P )} C^′_{k−1}(P ). In particular, the parametrized moduli space PM^⋄_k(P ) is the zero set of the section VW(·, ·) of the vector bundle E_k over T^r × B^⋄_k(P ).

2.3. The Kuranishi complex. Recall that the deformation complex associated to the ASD connection A is given by

0 → Ω^0(X, g_P )^{dA}−−→ Ω^1(X, g_P )^d + A−−→ Ω^{2,+}(X, g_P ) → 0. The first differential d_A is the infinitesimal action of the gauge transformation and the second differential d^+_A is the linearization of the equation F^+_A = 0. The cohomology groups H^•_A each have a geometric interpretation: H^0_A = Ker d_A is zero if and only if A is irreducible, H^1_A = Ker d^+_A/Im d_A is the formal tangent space T_{[A]}M_{ASD}, here [A] denotes the equivalent class of A under the gauge transformation, H^2_A = Coker d^+_A is zero if and only if d^+_A : Ω^1(X, g_P ) → Ω^{2,+}(X, g_P ) is surjective, or equivalently, the map A → F^+_A vanishes transversely at A. The sum of d^∗_A : Ω^1(X, g_P ) → Ω^0(X, g_P ) and d^+_A : Ω^1(X, g_P ) → Ω^{2,+}(X, g_P ):

d^∗_A + d^+_A : Ω^1(X, g_P ) → Ω^0(X, g_P ) ⊕ Ω^{2,+}(X, g_P )

is elliptic, which is crucial to the construction of Donaldson’s polynomial invariants.

For each chosen perturbation parameters (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ), the associated deformation complex of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map is

0 →L^2_{k+1}(X, Λ^0 ⊗ su(2)_P )^d 0 (A,B,C) −−−−−→ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+})⊕

L^2_k(X, Λ^0 ⊗ su(2)_P )^d 1 (A,B,C) −−−−−→ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) → 0, where (2.3) d^0_{(A,B,C)}(ξ) = (d_Aξ, [B, ξ], [C, ξ]) is the linearization of the action of gauge group, and

(2.4) d^1_{(A,B,C)}(a, b, c) = (DVW)_{(A,B,C)}(a, b, c) = ( d^∗_Ab + d_Ac − [B ▪ a] − [C, a] + τ^1 ( (b + [b, C] + [B, c]) ▪ θ + c ⊗ θ ) d^+_Aa +^1_4 [b ▪ B] +^1_2 τ^2[b, C] +^1_2 τ^2[B, c] + τ^3b + c ⊗ γ )

is the linearization of the perturbed Vafa-Witten maps. Also we have (cf. [5, 10]) d^1_{(A,B,C)} ∘ d^0_{(A,B,C)}(ξ) = ( [ξ, d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ ) ] [ξ, F^+_A +^1_8 [B ▪ B] +^1_2 τ^2[B, C] + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ] ) . Therefore d^1_{(A,B,C)} ∘ d^0_{(A,B,C)} = 0 if and only if VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) = 0, i.e. the sequence is a complex if and only if [A, B, C] ∈ ~M_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) := {[A, B, C] ∈ B_k(P ) : VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) = 0}. The L^2 adjoint of d^0_{(A,B,C)} is (cf. [10]) d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)}(a, b, c) = d^∗_Aa + [b · B] + [c, C], and the combined opertor

D_{(A,B,C)} = d^1_{(A,B,C)} + d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)} : L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ) → L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ) differs from the following operator

(2.5) D_A =

0 d^∗_A d_A d^+_A 0 0 d^∗_A 0 0 : a b c → d^∗_Ab + d_Ac d^+_Aa d^∗_Aa by zeroth-order terms. The Sobolev multiplication theorem and the Rellich embedding theorem imply that the Sobolev multiplication map L^2_k × L^2_k → L^2_k is continuous and the inclusion L^2_k →

L^2_{k−1} is compact when k ≥ 3, so we have ind(D_{(A,B,C)}) = ind(D_A) = 0, the second equality is derived from the self-adjointness of elliptic operator D_A.

The above complex is an elliptic deformation complex for the perturbed Vafa-Witten equation with cohomology groups

H^0_{(A,B,C)} := Kerd^0_{(A,B,C)}, H^1_{(A,B,C)} := Kerd^1_{(A,B,C)}/Im d^0_{(A,B,C)}, H^2_{(A,B,C)} := Cokerd^1_{(A,B,C)}. Similarly, H^0_{(A,B,C)} is the Lie algebra of the stabilizer of the triple (A, B, C), and H^0_{(A,B,C)} = 0 if the stabilizer of (A, B, C) is Z(G), which means A is irreducible, H^1_{(A,B,C)} is the tangent space T_{[A,B,C]} ~M_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) and if H^2_{(A,B,C)} = 0, then Coker(DVW)_{(A,B,C)} = 0 and [A, B, C] is a regular point of ~M_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ). We will prove later that every point of ~M∗_{P,V W} (τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ) := ~M_{P,V W} (τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ)∩B⋄_k(P ) is regular and hence ~M∗_{P,V W} (τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ) is a smooth manifold of dimension ind(D_A) = 0, which is precisely the Theorem 1.1 says.

3. Quadratic expansion of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map We now find the quadratic expansion of VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) with a fixed perturbation parameter to build the regularity result (see [6, §3] for the perturbed P U(2)-monopole equations and [10, §3.2.2] for Vafa-Witten equations). Let (A_0, B_0, C_0) ∈ C_k(P ) be a fixed smooth triple and (a, b, c) ∈ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ), then

VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A_0 + a, B_0 + b, C_0 + c) = ( d^∗_{A0 +a}(B_0 + b) + d_{A0 +a}(C_0 + c) + τ^1 ( (B_0 + b + [B_0 + b, C_0 + c]) ▪ θ + (C_0 + c) ∧ θ ) F^+_{A0 +a} +^1_8 [B_0 + b ▪ B_0 + b] +^1_2 τ^2[B_0 + b, C_0 + c] + τ^3(B_0 + b) + (C_0 + c) ⊗ γ )

=VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A_0, B_0, C_0) + d^1_{(A0,B0,C0)}(a, b, c) + ( −[a ▪ b] + [a, c] + τ^1([b, c] ▪ θ) 1 2 [a ∧ a]^+ +^1_8 [b ▪ b] +^1_2 τ^2[b, c] )

=VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A_0, B_0, C_0) + d^1_{(A0,B0,C0)}(a, b, c) + {(a, b, c), (a, b, c)}, where {(a, b, c), (a, b, c)} := ( −[a ▪ b] + [a, c] + τ^1([b, c] ▪ θ) 1 2 [a ∧ a]^+ +^1_8 [b ▪ b] +^1_2 τ^2[b, c] ) . Given (A_0, B_0, C_0) ∈ C_k(P ) and (u_0, v_0) ∈ C^′_{k−1}(P ), consider the inhomogeneous equation (3.1) VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A_0 + a, B_0 + b, C_0 + c) = (u_0, v_0) for the triplets (a, b, c). To make the equation elliptic, we impose the gauge-fixing condition (3.2) d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)}(a, b, c) = w, then combine (3.1) and (3.2), we get an elliptic equation: (3.3) D_{(A0,B0 ,C0)}(a, b, c) + {(a, b, c), (a, b, c)} = (w, u, v) where (u, v) = (u_0, v_0) − VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A_0, B_0, C_0). Equation (3.3) is called the perturbed Vafa-Witten equation under Coulomb gauge.

Mimicking the regular results of [6, §3] and [10, §3.3], we have

Theorem 3.1. (Global estimate for L^2_1 solutions to the inhomogeneous perturbed Vafa- Witten plus Coulomb slice equations, cf. [6, Corollary 3.4], [10, Theorem 3.3.1]) Let (X, g) be a closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold, P → X a principle SU(2)- or SO(3)-bundle on X and let (A_0, B_0, C_0) be a C^∞ configuration in C(P ). Then there is a positive constant ϵ = ϵ(A_0, B_0, C_0) such that if (a, b, c) is an L^2_1 solution to the equation (3.3), where (w, u, v) is in L^2_k and ||(a, b, c)||_L4_{(X)} < ϵ, and k ≥ 3 is an integer, then (a, b, c) ∈ L^2_{k+1} and there is a polynomial Q_k(x, y), with positive real coefficients, depending at most on (A_0, B_0, C_0), k such that Q_k(0, 0) = 0 and ||(a, b, c)||_L2_{k+1,A0 (X)} ≤ Q_k ( ||(w, u, v)||_L2_{k,A0 (X)}, ||(a, b, c)||_L2_{(X)} ) . In particular, if (w, u, v) is in C^r then (a, b, c) is in C^{r+1}.

Theorem 3.2. (Global regularity of L^2_k solutions to the perturbed Vafa-Witten equations for k ≥ 2, cf. [6, Proposition 3.7], [10, Theorem 3.3.2]) Let (X, g) be a closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold and P → X a principle SU(2)- or SO(3)-bundle on X. Let k ≥ 3 be an integer and suppose that (A, B, C) is an L^2_k solution to VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) = 0 for fixed C^r perturbation parameters (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ), then there is a gauge transformation ζ ∈ L^2_{k+1}(G_P ) such that ζ · (A, B, C) is C^∞ over X.

4. Transversality of the general part of the moduli spaces

In this section we show that the perturbed Vafa-Witten map (2.2), when viewed as a section of the Banach vector bundle E_k over T^r × B^⋄_k(P ), is transverse to the zero section of E_k.

4.1. The linearization of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map. For (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r, if Γ := (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, A, B, C) ∈ T^r × B_k(P ) satisfies VW(Γ) = 0, then the linearization of the map VW at Γ is (DVW)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) = ( (DVW_1)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) (DVW_2)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) )

= d^∗_Ab + d_Ac − [B ▪ a] − [C, a] + δτ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ∧ θ ) + τ^1 ( (b + [b, C] + [B, c]) ▪ θ + c ∧ θ ) +τ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ δθ + C ∧ δθ ) d^+_Aa +^1_4 [b ▪ B] +^1_2 δτ^2[B, C] +^1_2 τ^2[B, c] +^1_2 τ^2[b, C] + δτ^3B + τ^3b + c ⊗ γ + C ⊗ δγ ,

where (δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) ∈ T^r × T_{[A,B,C]} ~M^∗_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) (It’s easy to see that T_{(τ} 1_{,τ} 2_{,τ} 3_{,θ,γ)}T^r = T^r). Note that (DVW)_Γ differs from d^1_{A,B,C} in (2.4) by a bounded linear operator acting on ( δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ ) . This fact, together with the estimate in Theorem 3.1, implies that (DVW)_Γ has closed range. Hence

Ran(DVW)_Γ ≠ C^′_{k−1}(P ) if and only if there is a nonzero pair (ϕ, ψ) ∈ C^′_{k−1}(P ) = L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1) ⊕ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) such that ∀(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) ∈ T^r × T_{[A,B,C]} ~M^∗_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) we have

(4.1) ⟨(DVW)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c), (ϕ, ψ)⟩_L2_{(X)} =⟨(DVW_1)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c), ϕ⟩_L2_{(X)} +⟨(DVW_2)_Γ(δτ^1, δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c), ψ⟩_L2_{(X)} = 0. The above formula also implies (ϕ, ψ) ∈ Ker(DVW)^∗_Γ (where (DVW)^∗_Γ is the L^2(X) adjoint operator of (DVW)_Γ), then the elliptic regularity for the Laplacian (DVW)_Γ(DVW)^∗_Γ with C^{r−1} coefficients implies that (ϕ, ψ) is C^{r+1}(cf. [6, §5]). Also, the Aronszajn’s theorem (cf. [2, Remark 3], [9, Theorem 1.8]) implies that (ϕ, ψ) ∈ Ker ((DVW)_Γ(DVW)^∗_Γ) has the unique continuation property (cf. [6, Lemma 5.9]). Therefore, to prove that (ϕ, ψ) ≡ 0 on X, it is only necessary to prove that (ϕ, ψ) is zero on an open subset of X.

4.2. The Agmon-Nirenberg unique continuation theorem. As in the case of the ASD equations [4, Lemma 4.3.21] and P U(2)-monopole equations [6, §5.3.2], our proof of the unique continuation property for zero points [A, B, C] of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map (2.2) in radial gauge relies also on the Agmon and Nirenberg’s unique continuation theorem for the solutions to an ordinary differential equation on a Hilbert space [1]. We state the version of that theorem we need here:

Theorem 4.1. Let (H, (·, ·)) be a Hilbert space and let P : Dom(P(r)) = H_D ⊂ H → H be a family of symmetric linear operators for r ∈ [r_0, R). Suppose that η ∈ C^1([r_0, R), H) with η(r) ∈ H_D and Pη ∈ C^0([r_0, R), H) such that | | | | | | | | dη dr − P(r)η(r) | | | | | | | | ≤ c^1||η(r)|| for some positive constants c_1 and all r ∈ [r_0, R). If the function r → (η(r), P(r)η(r)) is differentiable for r ∈ [r_0, R) and satisfies | | | | | | | | dP dr η | | | | | | | | ≤ c^2(||Pη|| + ||η||) for positive constants c_2 and every r ∈ [r_0, R), then the following holds: If η(r) = 0 for r_0 ≤ r ≤ r_1 < R, then η(r) = 0 for all r ∈ [r_0, R).

4.3. Establishment of the transversality. Before establishing the transversality, we prove the following two lemmas first: The first lemma establishes the unique continuation property of the connection A when [A, B, C] is a zero point of the perturbed Vafa-Witten map (2.2), the second lemma provides a full rank part of the first component of the map (2.2), which is crucial to the establishment of the transversality.

Lemma 4.2. Let (X, g) be an oriented, closed and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold and P → X a principle SU(2)- or SO(3)-bundle on X. For every perturbation parameter (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r, if [A, B, C] ∈ B_k(P ) is a solution to the perturbed Vafa-Witten equation

(4.2) d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ ) = 0 F^+_A + 1 8 [B ▪ B] + 1 2 τ^2[B, C] + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ = 0

such that C ≢ 0 and [B, C] ≡ 0 on X, then A is reducible on X.

Proof. For a solution [A, B, C] ∈ B_k(P ) to (4.2) such that C ≢ 0 and [B, C] ≡ 0 on X, the first equation of 4.2 is reduced to

d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1(B ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ) = 0.

For (λ, μ) ∈ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) ⊕ L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ), define the linear map

L_{A,τ} 1_{,θ}(λ, μ) := d^∗_Aλ + d_Aμ + τ^1(λ ▪ θ + μ ⊗ θ) ∈ L^2_{k−1}(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^1), then L_{A,τ} 1_{,θ}(B, C) = 0 and also, L^∗_{A,τ 1,θ}L_{A,τ} 1_{,θ}(B, C) = 0 where L^∗_{A,τ 1,θ} is the L^2 adjoint of L_{A,τ} 1_{,θ}. So the Aronszajn’s theorem (cf. [2, Remark 3], [9, Theorem 1.8]) implies that (B, C) has the unique continuation property. Let X_{B,C} := {x ∈ X : B(x) ≠ 0} ∩ {x ∈ X : C(x) ≠ 0} ⊆ X, then X_{B,C} is either X or an open dense subset of X. Then the property of Lie algebra su(2) implies B is at most rank 1 on X, so there is ξ ∈ Ω^0(X_{B,C} , su(2)_P ) with ⟨ξ, ξ⟩ = 1 and ω ∈ L^2_k(X, Λ^{2,+}) such that B = ξ ⊗ ω (cf. [10, §4.2]) and C = ⟨C, C⟩^{12} ξ = |C|ξ. In addition, we have [B ▪ B] ≡ 0 on X, so the equation (4.2) can be reduced to

(4.3) d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1(B ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ) = 0 F^+_A + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ = 0.

We have

(4.4)

0 = d^∗_AB + d_AC + τ^1(B ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ) = d^∗_A(ξ ⊗ ω) + d_A(|C|ξ) + τ^1(ξ ⊗ ω ▪ θ + |C|ξ ⊗ θ) = −d_Aξ ▪ ω + ξ ⊗ d^∗ω + |C|d_Aξ + ξ ⊗ d|C| + ξ ⊗ τ^1(ω ▪ θ + |C|θ). ⟨ξ, ξ⟩ = 1 implies ⟨d_Aξ, ξ⟩ = 0, take inner product with ξ we get d^∗ω + d|C| + τ^1(ω ▪ θ + |C|θ) = 0, so −d_Aξ ▪ ω + |C|d_Aξ = 0 on X_{B,C} and Lemma A.2 implies d_Aξ = 0 on X_{B,C} (cf. [10, §4.2]). That’s means A is reducible on X_{B,C} .

Next we will show that in fact A is reducible on X. The method used here is analogous to the cases of the ASD equations [4, Lemma 4.3.21] and P U(2)-monopole equations [6, §5.3.2].

Choose a point x_0 ∈ X_{B,C} and let ρ be the injectivity radius of X at x_0, there is a positive number 0 < ϵ <^1_2 ρ such that the geodesic ball B(x_0, ϵ) ⊂ X_{B,C} . We will show that A is reducible on B(x_0, 2ϵ). We trivialize su(2)_P over B(x_0, 2ϵ) − {x_0} using parallel transport along radial geodesics (cf. [4, §2.3.1]), this gives an isomorphism (4.5) su(2)_P |_{B(x0,ϵ)−{x0}} ∼= su(2)_{x0} × S^3 × (0, 2ϵ)

where su(2)_{x0} ∼= su(2). Note that A is in radial gauge with respect to the point x_0, so the radial component of connection A in this trivialization is zero. We let A := A(r), r ∈ (0, 2ϵ), denote the resulting one-parameter family of the connection on the bundle su(2)_{x0} × S^3 over S^3. A section B of the bundle L^2_k(X, su(2)_P ⊗ Λ^{2,+}) over B(x_0, 2ϵ) − {x_0} pulls back, via the isomorphism Λ^{2,+} ⊗ su(2)_P |_{B(x0,2ϵ)−{x0}} ∼= Λ^{2,+} ⊗ su(2)_{x0} × S^3 × (0, 2ϵ), to a one-parameter family of sections B(r) of the bundle Λ^{2,+} ⊗ su(2)_{x0} × S^3 over S^3.

Under the isomorphism (4.5), ξ can be viewed as a map to the structure group SU(2) or SO(3) and it satisfies 0 = ⟨d_Aξ, ∂ ∂r ⟩ = ∂ξ ∂r , hence we can extend ξ by parallel translation via A along radial geodesics emanating from x_0 to a gauge transformation ξ̂ on connections on the bundle su(2)_{x0} × S^3 × (0, 2ϵ).

Let Â := ξ̂^{−1} · A = A − (d_Aξ̂)ξ̂^{−1}, note that d_Aξ̂ = 0 on B(x_0, ϵ), we have Â = A on B(x_0, ϵ). Under the isomorphism S^3 × (0, 2ϵ) ∼= B(x_0, 2ϵ) − {x_0}, the metric g on B(x_0, 2ϵ) − {x_0} pulls back to g = dr^2 + g_r = dr^2 + γ(r, θ)dθ^2, where g_r := γ(r, θ)dθ^2 is the metric on S^3 pulled back from the restriction g|_S3_{(x0,r)} to the geodesic sphere S^3(x_0, r) := {x ∈ X : d_g (x, x_0) = r}. Denote by ∗_{gr} the Hodge star operator for the metric g_r on S^3 and ∗_g the Hodge star operator for the metric g on X. For any differential form η on S^3, we have ∗_gη = dr ∧ ∗_{gr} η, ∗_{gr} η = ∗_g(dr ∧ η). Let {e^1, e^2, e^3} be an oriented, orthonormal frame for T^∗S^3, then {e^0 := dr, e^1, e^2, e^3} is an oriented orthonormal basis for T^∗X over B(x_0, 2ϵ) − {x_0}. Note that the linear space of self-dual R-valued two forms on X is 3-dimensional C(X)-linear space and R-valued two forms on S^3 is 3-dimensional C(S^3)-linear space, hence a endomorphism τ^3 ∈ C^r(End_R(Λ^{2,+}(X))) can also be regarded as an endomorphism of L^2_k(S^3, Λ^2).

With all above understood, {e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3, e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1, e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2} is an orthonormal basis of Λ^{2,+}(B(x_0, 2ϵ)) (cf. [10, §4.1.1]). Let A =

∑_3 i=0 A_ie^i and F_A = ∑ 0≤i<j≤3 Fij e i ∧ e^j be the linear representation in the corresponding basis. The radial component of connection A is zero implies A_0 = 0 on B(x_0, 2ϵ) and we have F_{0j} =^{dAj}_{dr} , hence

F^+_A = 1 2 (1 + ∗_g)F_A = 1 2 (F_{01} + F_{23})(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + 1 2 (F_{02} + F_{31})(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + 1 2 (F_{03} + F_{12})(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) = 1 2 e^0 ∧ (F_{01}e^1 + F_{02}e^2 + F_{03}e^3) + 1 2 (F_{23}e^2 ∧ e^3 + F_{31}e^3 ∧ e^1 + F_{12}e^1 ∧ e^2) = 1 2 dr ∧ dA(r) dr + 1 2 F_{A(r)}.

Let τ^3 = τ^3_{11} τ^3_{12} τ^3_{13} τ^3_{21} τ^3_{22} τ^3_{23} τ^3_{31} τ^3_{32} τ^3_{33} be the representation matrix under the basis {e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3, e^0 ∧

e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1, e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2}, it’s not hard to see that the representation matrix of τ^3 under the basis {e^2 ∧ e^3, e^3 ∧ e^1, e^1 ∧ e^2} of L^2_k(S^3, Λ^2) is the same one. Let

ω = B_1(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + B_2(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + B_3(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2)

where B_i ∈ L^2_k(B(x_0, 2ϵ), R), i = 1, 2, 3, then

B(r) = ξ ⊗ (B_1e^2 ∧ e^3 + B_2e^3 ∧ e^1 + B_3e^1 ∧ e^2)

and we have

τ^3B =τ^3(ξ ⊗ ω) =ξ ⊗ ( B_1τ^3(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + B_2τ^3(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + B_3τ^3(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) )

=ξ ⊗ ( B_1 ( τ^3_{11}(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + τ^3_{12}(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + τ^3_{13}(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) ) + B_2 ( τ^3_{21}(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + τ^3_{22}(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + τ^3_{23}(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) ) + B_3 ( τ^3_{31}(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + τ^3_{32}(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + τ^3_{33}(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) )) =ξ ⊗ e^0 ∧ ( (B_1τ^3_{11} + B_2τ^3_{21} + B_3τ^3_{31})e^1 + (B_1τ^3_{12} + B_2τ^3_{22} + B_3τ^3_{32})e^2

+ (B_1τ^3_{13} + B_2τ^3_{23} + B_3τ^3_{33})e^3 ) + ξ ⊗ ( (B_1τ^3_{11} + B_2τ^3_{21} + B_3τ^3_{31})e^2 ∧ e^3

+ (B_1τ^3_{12} + B_2τ^3_{22} + B_3τ^3_{32})e^3 ∧ e^1 + (B_1τ^3_{13} + B_2τ^3_{23} + B_3τ^3_{33})e^1 ∧ e^2 ) =dr ∧ ∗_{gr} τ^3B(r) + τ^3B(r), C ⊗ γ =C ⊗ ( γ_1(e^0 ∧ e^1 + e^2 ∧ e^3) + γ_2(e^0 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^1) + γ_3(e^0 ∧ e^3 + e^1 ∧ e^2) ) =C(r) ⊗ ( dr ∧ ∗_{gr} γ(r) + γ(r) ) . So F^+_A + τ^3B + C ⊗ γ = 0 is equivalent to dr ∧ ( 1 2 dA(r) dr + ∗_{gr} τ^3B(r) + C(r) ⊗ ∗_{gr} γ(r) ) + ( 1 2 F_{A(r)} + τ^3B(r) + C(r) ⊗ γ(r) ) = 0,

which means

(4.6) 1 2 dA(r) dr + ∗_{gr} τ^3B(r) + C(r) ⊗ ∗_{gr} γ(r) = 0 1 2 F_{A(r)} + τ^3B(r) + C(r) ⊗ γ(r) = 0

and hence on B(x_0, 2ϵ),

(4.7) dA(r) dr = ∗_{gr} F_{A(r)}.

Â(r) and A(r) are both solutions to (4.7), and Â(r) = A(r) when 0 < r ≤ ϵ. Let a(t) := Â(r)−A(r), then a(r) = 0 when 0 < r ≤ ϵ and

(4.8) da dr = ∗_{gr} ( dÂ(r) − dA(r) + 1 2 [Â(r), Â(r)] − 1 2 [A(r), A(r)] )

= ∗_{gr} ( da + 1 2 [A, a] + 1 2 [a, Â] ) . Hence | | | | | | | | da dr − ∗_{gr} da | | | | | | | |_{L2k} ≤ c^1||a||^{L2}k for some constant c_1 depending on Â(r) and A(r).

On Ω^1(S^3), ∗^2_{gr} = (−1)^{1∗(3−1)} = 1. Hence for any two 1-forms a_1, a_2 ∈ L^2_k((S^3, g_r), Λ^1), we have ∫ S^3 ⟨a_1, ∗_{gr} da_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3

⟨a_1, ∗_{gr} d ∗^2_{gr} a_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3

⟨a_1, (−1)^{3(2+1)+1}d^{∗gr} ∗_{gr} a_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3

⟨da_1, ∗_{gr} a_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3 ⟨∗_{gr} da_1, a_2⟩dvol_r, which means the operators ∗_{gr} d are self-adjoint with respect to the metrics g_r, r ∈ (0, 2ϵ). Let dvol be the volume form on S^3 defined by the standard metric g_{std}, then

dvol_r = h^2_rdvol, r ∈ (0, 2ϵ) for some positive function h_r on S^3. Define the operators Q_r := h_r ∘(∗_{gr} d)∘h^{−1}_r for every r ∈ (0, 2ϵ) and Hilbert-space isomorphisms L^2_k((S^3, g_r), Λ^1) → L^2_k((S^3, g_{std}), Λ^1) by a → α := h_ra, then ∫ S^3

⟨Q_r(α_1), α_2⟩dvol = ∫ S^3

⟨h_r ∘ (∗_{gr} d) ∘ h^{−1}_r h_ra_1, h_ra_2⟩dvol = ∫ S^3

⟨∗_{gr} da_1, a_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3 ⟨a_1, ∗_{gr} da_2⟩dvol_r = ∫ S^3

⟨h_ra_1, h_r ∘ (∗_{gr} d) ∘ h^{−1}_r h_ra_2⟩dvol = ∫ S^3

⟨α_1, Q_r(α_2)⟩dvol,

therefore Q_r is self-adjoint with respect to g_{std} for every r ∈ (0, 2ϵ) and has dense domain L^2_1((S^3, g_{std}), Λ^1). Since a = h^{−1}_r α, we have da dr = −h^{−2}_r dh_r dr α + h^{−1}_r dα dr and subsituting into (4.8) gives

(4.9) −h^{−2}_r dh_r dr α + h^{−1}_r dα dr = h^{−1}_r Q_rh_ra + 1 2 ∗_{gr} ([A, h^{−1}_r α] + [h^{−1}_r α, Â]), dα dr = Q_rα + 1 2 ∗_{gr} ([A, α] + [α, Â]) + h^{−1}_r dh_r dr α for r ∈ (0, 2ϵ). On compact interval [^1_2 ϵ, 2ϵ], the continuous function h^{−1}_r^{dhr}_{dr} is bounded and hence there is a constant c_1 independent of a such that | | | | | | dα dr − Q_rα | | | | | | L^2_k ≤ c_1||α||_L2_k , 1 2 ϵ ≤ r ≤ 2ϵ. Also, the definition of Q_r yields the pointwise bounds | | | | ( dQ_r dr a ) (r) | | | | ≤ c^′(|(∇a)(r)| + |a(r)|) for^1_2 ϵ ≤ r ≤ 2ϵ and some constant c^′ independent of a, where ∇ denotes covariant derivatives on Λ^1 ⊗ su(2)_{x0} × S^3 over S^3 which is independent of r. Thus the standard elliptic estimate for Q_r implies | | | | | | dQ_r dr a | | | | | |_{L2k} ≤ c^2(||Q^ra||^{L2}k + ||a||^{L2}k ) for^1_2 ϵ ≤ r ≤ 2ϵ and some constant c_2 independent of a. The conditions of Theorem 4.1 have been verified and a(r) = 0 when r ∈ (0, ϵ), so we must have a(r) = 0 for r ∈ (0, 2ϵ), which means d_Aξ̂ = 0 on B(x_0, 2ϵ).

By applying the above argument to every point x_0 of the open dense subset X_{B,C} ⊆ X, we can see that the extension ξ̂ of ξ can be extended to all of X and d_Aξ̂ = 0 on X, hence A is reducible on X. □

Lemma 4.3. Let (X, g) be an oriented, closed and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold and P → X a principle SU(2)- or SO(3)-bundle on X. Then there is a first-category subset T^r_1 ⊂ T^r such that for every perturbation parameter (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r − T^r_1 , if [A, B, C] ∈ B^⋄_k(P ) is a solution to the perturbed Vafa-Witten equation (4.2), then (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ is rank 3 on some open subset U ⊂ X.

Proof. Let T^r_1 := {(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r : θ = 0 on some open subset of X}, it’s not hard to see that T^r_1 is a nowhere dense, hence first-category subset of T^r. For any fixed (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r − T^r_1 , let [A, B, C] ∈ B^⋄_k(P ) be any solution to (4.2), the definition of B^⋄_k(P ) implies that A is irreducible on X, hence by Lemma 4.2 we have [B, C] ≢ 0 on X, so there is an open subset U ⊂ X such that [B, C] ≠ 0 on U and Lemma A.2 implies (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ is rank 3 on U. □

Now we prove that (ϕ, ψ) is zero on an open subset of X. For a perturbation parameter (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r − T^r_1 , let [A, B, C] ∈ B^⋄_k(P ) be a solution to the corresponding perturbed Vafa-Witten equation (4.2). Lemma 4.2 implies that there is an open subset V ⊂ X such that [B, C] ≠ 0 on V . In equations (4.1), set (δτ^1, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) = 0 we have

⟨δτ^2[B, C], ψ⟩_L2_{(X)} = 0, ∀δτ^2 ∈ C^r(gl(Λ^{2,+})),

similiarly,

⟨δτ^3B, ψ⟩_L2_{(X)} = ⟨C ⊗ δγ, ψ⟩_L2_{(X)} = 0, ∀(δτ^3, δγ) ∈ C^r(gl(Λ^{2,+})) × C^r(X, Λ^1).

On V , [B, C] ≠ 0, so applying Lemma A.1 and [5, Lemma 2.3], we have ψ ≡ 0 on V . Then set (δτ^2, δτ^3, δθ, δγ, a, b, c) = 0 we can get ⟨δτ^1 ( (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ ) , ϕ⟩_L2_{(X)} = 0, ∀δτ^1 ∈ C^r(gl(Λ^1))

on V , Lemma 4.3 and [5, Lemma 2.3] imply ϕ ≡ 0 on V .

Hence (ϕ, ψ) ≡ 0 on V , and (ϕ, ψ) ≡ 0 on X by applying the unique continuation property of the Laplacian (DVW)_Γ(DVW)^∗_Γ. We finish the establishment of the transversality.

By the slice result (cf. [6, Proposition 2.8]), T_{[A,B,C]}B^⋄_k(P ) may be identified with Ker d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)}. For (a, b, c) ∈ Ker d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)}, we have (DVW)_{(A,B,C)}(0, 1, 0, 0, 0, a, b, c) = d^1_{(A,B,C)}(a, b, c) = (d^{0,∗}_{(A,B,C)} + d^1_{(A,B,C)})(a, b, c), which makes the differential (DVW)_{(A,B,C)}|_{{0}×T C}⋄_{k (P ))} a Fredholm operator, where {0} × T C^⋄_k (P ) = T ((τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ)×B^⋄_k(P )). Thus VW is a Fredholm section when restricted to the fixed-parameter fibers (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) × C^⋄_k (P ) ⊂ (T^r − T^r_1 ) × C^⋄_k (P ) where (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r − T^r_1 , and the Sard-Smale theorem (cf. [5, Proposition 4.12], [4, Proposition 4.3.11]) implies that there is a firstcategory subset T^r_2 ⊂ T^r − T^r_1 such that the zero sets in C^⋄_k (P ) of VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, ·) are regular for all perturbations (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) ∈ T^r − (T^r_1 ∪ T^r_2 ).

In summary, we have the following theorem, which is also Theorem 1.1:

Theorem 4.4. Let (X, g) be a closed, oriented and smooth Riemannian 4-manifold, Then there is a first-category subset T^r_{f c} ⊂ T^r such that for all (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) in T^r − T^r_{f c} the following holds: The zero set of the section VW(τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ, ·) in C^⋄_k (P ) is regular and the moduli space ~M∗_{P,V W} (τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ) := ~M_{P,V W} (τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ)∩B⋄_k(P ) = (VW(τ 1, τ 2, τ 3, θ, γ, ·)−1(0)/G_{k+1}(P ))∩ B^⋄_k(P ) is a smooth manifold of dimension zero.

Remark 4.5. Although we have established the transversalty, the construction of the Vafa-Witten invariants is still challenging. One of the main difficulties is that, unlike the Seiberg-Witten cases, we can’t get the compactness of the Vafa-Witten moduli spaces because there’s no a priori estimate for the additional section B. By attaching some additional condition to the curvature F_A of the solutions (A, B) to the original Vafa-Witten equation (1.3), Tanaka gets a compactness theorem of the moduli spaces [14, Theorem 1.3].

Remark 4.6. The celebrated orientation results of gauge-theoretic moduli spaces found by Joyce, Tanaka and Upmeier show that the Vafa-Witten moduli spaces ~M^∗_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) always have canonical orientations [8, Theorem 4.8], an orientation of ~M^∗_{P,V W} (τ^1, τ^2, τ^3, θ, γ) consists of attaching a sign ±1 to each point of it due to its dimension is zero.

In the case of zero dimensional Seiberg-Witten moduli spaces, the invariants are defined by counting the points of moduli spaces with signs. But for Vafa-Witten moduli spaces, the summation of signed points is either zero or infinity due to the lack of compactness, which is not a well defined invariant. The compactification of the Vafa-Witten moduli spaces is essential to the construction of the invariants.

Acknowledgements. This research is partially supported by NSFC grants 12201255. It’s a pleasure to thank Huijun Fan, Bo Dai and Yuuji Tanaka for their valuable advice and development during the research. Also, I thank my supervisor Kung-Ching Chang for his support and encouragement, and discussing with him makes me learn much about mathematical physics and this subject.

Appendix

In this appendix, we list the notations and the proofs of lemmas used in this paper. Let V be a finite dimensional inner product space. Let {e_1, · · · , e_n} be an orthonormal basis for V , and {e^1, · · · , e^n} the dual basis for V^∗. For any α ∈ Λ^pV^∗, β ∈ Λ^q V^∗, we define α ▪ β = (−1)^{p−1} n∑ i=1 (ι_{ei} α) ∧ (ι_{ei} β) ∈ Λ^{p+q−2}V^∗, where ι_{ei} is the contraction with e_i.

The exterior algebra Λ^•V^∗ inherits an inner product, such that {e^{i1} ∧e^{i2} ∧· · ·∧e^{ip} ; 0 ≤ p ≤ n, i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_p} forms an orthonormal basis. The inner product of two elemmaents α, β ∈ Λ^•V^∗ is denoted as α · β,

Replacing V by the tangent space T_xX at any point x ∈ X of a Riemannian manifold X, we can define the products ▪ and · for differential forms. Let g be the Lie algebra of a compact Lie group G, equipped with an invariant inner product ⟨·, ·⟩, here invariance means ⟨[ξ, η], ζ⟩ = ⟨ξ, [η, ζ]⟩, ∀ξ, η, ζ ∈ g. If g is su(2), an invariant inner product is given by ⟨ξ, η⟩ = −^1_2 tr(ξη) [10, (A.18)], where ξ, η ∈ su(2) are regarded as matrices.

Let P → X be a principal G-bundle and g_P be the adjoint bundle. For g_P -valued forms, for example, if ω_1 = ξ_1 ⊗ α_1 and ω_2 = ξ_2 ⊗ α_2, where ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ Ω^0(X, g_P ) and α_1 ∈ Ω^p(X), α_2 ∈ Ω^q (X), we define [ω_1 ▪ ω_2] = [ξ_1, ξ_2] ⊗ α_1 ▪ α_2 and [ω_1 · ω_2] = [ξ_1, ξ_2] ⊗ α_1 · α_2, ⟨ω_1 · ω_2⟩ = ⟨ξ_1, ξ_2⟩α_1 · α_2. See [10, Appendix] for more detail.

On a Riemannian 4-manifold X, the rank of a section B ∈ Ω^{2,+}(X, g_P ) is defined as follows. Choose local frames for g_P and Λ^{2,+}(T^∗X), then the section B is represented by a d × 3 matrixvalued function with respect to the local frames, where d = dim G. The rank of B at a point of X is just the rank of the matrix at that point, and rank(B) is the maximum of the pointwise rank over X. If g is su(2), then the maximum of the rank of B is d = 3.

Lemma A.1. Let α, β be two elements of su(2) and they are linearly independent, then α, β, [α, β] form a basis of the linear space su(2).

Proof. Let α = α_1η_1 + α_2η_2 + α_3η_3 and β = β_1η_1 + β_2η_2 + β_3η_3 where α_i, β_i ∈ R, i = 1, 2, 3, {η_1, η_2, η_3} is a basis for su(2) such that [η_1, η_2] = 2η_3 and cyclic permutations (The quaternion i, j, k satisfy these equalities.). Then we have

[α, β] = 2(α_2β_3 − α_3β_2)η_1 + 2(α_3β_1 − α_1β_3)η_2 + 2(α_1β_2 − α_2β_1)η_3.

We need to show that α, β, [α, β] are linearly independent. Let k_1, k_2, k_3 ∈ R be three real numbers and k_1α + k_2β + k_3[α, β] = 0, then note that {η_1, η_2, η_3} are linearly independent, we must have k_1α_1 + k_2β_1 + 2k_3(α_2β_3 − α_3β_2) = 0 k_1α_2 + k_2β_2 + 2k_3(α_3β_1 − α_1β_3) = 0 k_1α_3 + k_2β_3 + 2k_3(α_1β_2 − α_2β_1) = 0.

The determinant of the above linear system of equations is | | | | | | α_1 β_1 2(α_2β_3 − α_3β_2) α_2 β_2 2(α_3β_1 − α_1β_3) α_3 β_3 2(α_1β_2 − α_2β_1)

| | | | | | = 2(α_2β_3 − α_3β_2)^2 + 2(α_3β_1 − α_1β_3)^2 + 2(α_1β_2 − α_2β_1)^2.

Note that α, β are linearly independent, so α ≠ 0, β ≠ 0 and there’s not a nonzero real number k ∈ R such that α = kβ, which means α_2β_3 − α_3β_2, α_3β_1 − α_1β_3, α_1β_2 − α_2β_1 cannot be all zero, so the determinant is greater than zero, which implies k_1 = k_2 = k_3 = 0, so α, β, [α, β] are linearly independent and they form a basis of the three-dimensional linear space su(2). □

Lemma A.2. Let ζ ∈ su(2) ⊗ Λ^1R^4 , ν ∈ Λ^{2,+}R^4 and ζ ▪ ν = ζ, then ζ = 0.

Proof. The equality ζ ▪ ν = ζ can be reduced to the same form of real coefficients, so to prove the lemma, we can assume ζ ∈ Λ^1R^4 .

Choose an oriented orthonormal basis {e^1, e^2, e^3, e^4} for R^4 , let ζ = ζ_1e^1 + ζ_2e^2 + ζ_3e^3 + ζ_4e^4 and ν = ν_1(e^1 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^4) + ν_2(e^1 ∧ e^3 + e^4 ∧ e^2) + ν_3(e^1 ∧ e^4 + e^2 ∧ e^3), ζ_i, ν_j ∈ R, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, j = 1, 2, 3. Then ζ ▪ ν = ζ implies

ζ_1e^1 + ζ_2e^2 + ζ_3e^3 + ζ_4e^4 =(ζ_1e^1 + ζ_2e^2 + ζ_3e^3 + ζ_4e^4) ▪ (ν_1(e^1 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^4) + ν_2(e^1 ∧ e^3 + e^4 ∧ e^2) + ν_3(e^1 ∧ e^4 + e^2 ∧ e^3)) =ζ_1(ν_1e^2 + ν_2e^3 + ν_3e^4) + ζ_2(−ν_1e^1 − ν_2e^4 + ν_3e^3) + ζ_3(ν_1e^4 − ν_2e^1 − ν_3e^2) + ζ_4(−ν_1e^3 + ν_2e^2 − ν_3e^1) =(−ζ_2ν_1 − ζ_3ν_2 − ζ_4ν_3)e^1 + (ζ_1ν_1 − ζ_3ν_3 + ζ_4ν_2)e^2 + (ζ_1ν_2 + ζ_2ν_3 − ζ_4ν_1)e^3 + (ζ_1ν_3 − ζ_2ν_2 + ζ_3ν_1)e^4

Compare the coefficients of {e^1, e^2, e^3, e^4} on both sides, we have ζ_1 + ζ_2ν_1 + ζ_3ν_2 + ζ_4ν_3 = 0 −ζ_1ν_1 + ζ_2 + ζ_3ν_3 − ζ_4ν_2 = 0 −ζ_1ν_2 − ζ_2ν_3 + ζ_3 + ζ_4ν_1 = 0 −ζ_1ν_3 + ζ_2ν_2 − ζ_3ν_1 + ζ_4 = 0

Consider ζ_1, ζ_2, ζ_3, ζ_4 as unknowns, the determinant of the above system of linear equations is

D_{ω1} =

| | | | | | | | |

1 ν_1 ν_2 ν_3 −ν_1 1 ν_3 −ν_2 −ν_2 −ν_3 1 ν_1 −ν_3 ν_2 −ν_1 1

| | | | | | | | | = ( 1 + ν^2_1 + ν^2_2 + ν^2_3

)_2 > 0,

hence ζ_1, ζ_2, ζ_3, ζ_4 are all zero and ζ = 0. □

Lemma A.3. Let B ∈ su(2) ⊗ Λ^{2,+}R^4 , C ∈ su(2) and [B, C] ≠ 0, 0 ≠ θ ∈ Λ^1R^4 , then (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ is rank 3.

Proof. According to the singular value decomposition for su(2) ⊗ Λ^{2,+}R^4 in [10, §4.1.1], there exist oriented orthonormal basis {e^1, e^2, e^3, e^4} for R^4 and a basis {η_1, η_2, η_3} for su(2) such that [η_1, η_2] = 2η_3 and cyclic permutations, B = B_1η_1 ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^4) + B_2η_2 ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^3 + e^4 ∧ e^2) + B_3η_3 ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^4 + e^2 ∧ e^3), where B_1, B_2, B_3 ∈ R. Let θ = θ_1e^1 + θ_2e^2 + θ_3e^3 + θ_4e^4 where θ_k ∈ R, k = 1, 2, 3, 4. C = C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3, C_1, C_2, C_3 ∈ R. Then 0 ≠ [B, C] = [B_1η_1, C] ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^2 + e^3 ∧ e^4) + [B_2η_2, C] ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^3 + e^4 ∧ e^2) + [B_3η_3, C] ⊗ (e^1 ∧ e^4 + e^2 ∧ e^3) implies one of [B_1η_1, C], [B_2η_2, C], [B_3η_3, C] is nonzero. Without loss of generality, let 0 ≠ [B_1η_1, C] = 2B_1C_2η_3 − 2B_1C_3η_2, which means B_1 ≠ 0 and C^2_2 + C^2_3 > 0. Note that (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ = − (B_1η_1 + [B_1η_1, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_1 ⊗ e^2 − (B_2η_2 + [B_2η_2, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_1 ⊗ e^3 − (B_3η_3 + [B_3η_3, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_1 ⊗ e^4 + (B_1η_1 + [B_1η_1, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_2 ⊗ e^1 + (B_2η_2 + [B_2η_2, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_2 ⊗ e^4 − (B_3η_3 + [B_3η_3, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_2 ⊗ e^3 − (B_1η_1 + [B_1η_1, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_3 ⊗ e^4 + (B_2η_2 + [B_2η_2, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_3 ⊗ e^1 + (B_3η_3 + [B_3η_3, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_3 ⊗ e^2 + (B_1η_1 + [B_1η_1, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_4 ⊗ e^3 − (B_2η_2 + [B_2η_2, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_4 ⊗ e^2 + (B_3η_3 + [B_3η_3, C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3])θ_4 ⊗ e^1 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_1 ⊗ e^1 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_2 ⊗ e^2 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_3 ⊗ e^3 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_4 ⊗ e^4.

= − B_1(η_1 + 2C_2η_3 − 2C_3η_2)θ_1 ⊗ e^2 − B_2(η_2 − 2C_1η_3 + 2C_3η_1)θ_1 ⊗ e^3 − B_3(η_3 + 2C_1η_2 − 2C_2η_1)θ_1 ⊗ e^4 + B_1(η_1 + 2C_2η_3 − 2C_3η_2)θ_2 ⊗ e^1 + B_2(η_2 − 2C_1η_3 + 2C_3η_1)θ_2 ⊗ e^4 − B_3(η_3 + 2C_1η_2 − 2C_2η_1)θ_2 ⊗ e^3 − B_1(η_1 + 2C_2η_3 − 2C_3η_2)θ_3 ⊗ e^4 + B_2(η_2 − 2C_1η_3 + 2C_3η_1)θ_3 ⊗ e^1 + B_3(η_3 + 2C_1η_2 − 2C_2η_1)θ_3 ⊗ e^2 + B_1(η_1 + 2C_2η_3 − 2C_3η_2)θ_4 ⊗ e^3 − B_2(η_2 − 2C_1η_3 + 2C_3η_1)θ_4 ⊗ e^2 + B_3(η_3 + 2C_1η_2 − 2C_2η_1)θ_4 ⊗ e^1 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_1 ⊗ e^1 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_2 ⊗ e^2 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_3 ⊗ e^3 + (C_1η_1 + C_2η_2 + C_3η_3)θ_4 ⊗ e^4.

=η_1 ( (B_1θ_2 + 2B_2C_3θ_3 − 2B_3C_2θ_4 + C_1θ_1) ⊗ e^1 + (−B_1θ_1 − 2B_3C_2θ_3 − 2B_2C_3θ_4 + C_1θ_2) ⊗ e^2 + (B_1θ_4 − 2B_2C_3θ_1 + 2B_3C_2θ_2 + C_1θ_3) ⊗ e^3 + (−B_1θ_3 + 2B_3C_2θ_1 + 2B_2C_3θ_2 + C_1θ_4) ⊗ e^4 ) η_2 ( (B_2θ_3 − 2B_1C_3θ_2 + 2B_3C_1θ_4 + C_2θ_1) ⊗ e^1 + (−B_2θ_4 + 2B_1C_3θ_1 + 2B_3C_1θ_3 + C_2θ_2) ⊗ e^2 + (−B_2θ_1 − 2B_1C_3θ_4 − 2B_3C_1θ_2 + C_2θ_3) ⊗ e^3 + (B_2θ_2 + 2B_1C_3θ_3 − 2B_3C_1θ_1 + C_2θ_4) ⊗ e^4 ) η_3 ( (B_3θ_4 − 2B_2C_1θ_3 + 2B_1C_2θ_2 + C_3θ_1) ⊗ e^1 + (B_3θ_3 + 2B_2C_1θ_4 − 2B_1C_2θ_1 + C_3θ_2) ⊗ e^2

+ (−B_3θ_2 + 2B_2C_1θ_1 + 2B_1C_2θ_4 + C_3θ_3) ⊗ e^3 + (−B_3θ_1 − 2B_2C_1θ_2 − 2B_1C_2θ_3 + C_3θ_4) ⊗ e^4 ) :=η_1 ⊗ ω_1 + η_2 ⊗ ω_2 + η_3 ⊗ ω_3

for some ω_1, ω_2, ω_3 ∈ Λ^1R^4 . If the rank of (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ is not 3, then one of ω_1, ω_2, ω_3 is zero. ω_1 = 0 means B_1θ_2 + 2B_2C_3θ_3 − 2B_3C_2θ_4 + C_1θ_1 = 0 −B_1θ_1 − 2B_3C_2θ_3 − 2B_2C_3θ_4 + C_1θ_2 = 0 B_1θ_4 − 2B_2C_3θ_1 + 2B_3C_2θ_2 + C_1θ_3 = 0 −B_1θ_3 + 2B_3C_2θ_1 + 2B_2C_3θ_2 + C_1θ_4 = 0 Consider θ_1, θ_2, θ_3, θ_4 as unknowns and note that B_1 ≠ 0, the determinant of the above system of linear equations is

D_{ω1} =

| | | | | | | | |

C_1 B_1 2B_2C_3 −2B_3C_2 −B_1 C_1 −2B_3C_2 −2B_2C_3 −2B_2C_3 2B_3C_2 C_1 B_1 2B_3C_2 2B_2C_3 −B_1 C_1

| | | | | | | | | = ( B^2_1 + C^2_1 + 4B^2 C^2_3 + 4B^2_3 C^2_2

)_2 > 0,

contradicts to θ ≠ 0, so ω_1 ≠ 0. Similarly, the corresponding determinant of ω_2 and ω_3 are

D_{ω2} = ( B^2 + C^2_2 + 4B^2_3 C^2_1 + 4B^2_1 C^2_3

)_2 and D_{ω3} = ( B^2_3 + C^2_3 + 4B^2_1 C^2_2 + 4B^2 C^2_1

)_2 . If C_2 = 0, then C_3 ≠ 0, 4B^2_1 C^2_3 > 0, we have D_{ω2} ≥ (4B^2_1 C^2_3 )^2 > 0 and D_{ω2} ≥ (C^2_3 )^2 > 0, which means ω_2 ≠ 0 and ω_3 ≠ 0, so (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ is rank 3. The case of C_3 = 0 can be discussed similarly.

Hence we must have (B + [B, C]) ▪ θ + C ⊗ θ rank 3. □

References

[1] S. Agmon and L. Nirenberg, Lower bounds and uniqueness theorems for solutions of differential equations in Hilbert spaces, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 20 (1967) 207–229.

[2] N. Aronszajn. (1956). A unique continuation theorem for solutions of elliptic partial differential equations or inequalities of second order. Mathematische Nachrichten, 108(1), 167–178.

[3] S. K. Donaldson. Polynomial invariants for smooth four-manifolds[J]. Topology, 1990, 29(3):257-315. [4] S. K. Donaldson and P. B. Kronheimer, The Geometry of Four-Manifolds, Oxford University Press, New York, 1990.

[5] P. M. N. Feehan, Generic metrics, irreducible rank-one PU(2) monopoles, and transversality, Comm. Anal.

Geom. 8 (2000), 905–967.

[6] P. M. N. Feehan and T. G. Leness. PU(2) Monopoles, I: Regularity, Uhlenbeck Compactness, and Transversality[J]. Journal of Differential Geometry, 1997, 49(2):265-410.

[7] D. Freed and K. K. Uhlenbeck, Instantons and Four-Manifolds, 2nd ed., Springer, New York, 1991. [8] D. Joyce, Y. Tanaka and M. Upmeier, On orientations for gauge-theoretic moduli spaces, Adv. Math., 2020, 362:106957.

[9] J. L. Kazdan. Unique continuation in geometry[J]. Communications on Pure & Applied Mathematics, 1988, 41(5):667-681.

[10] B. A. Mares. Some analytic aspects of Vafa-Witten twisted N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory[J]. Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 2010.

[11] J. W. Morgan, The Seiberg-Witten equations and applications to the topology of smooth four-manifolds /[M].

Princeton University Press, 1996.

[12] N. Seiberg, E. Witten. Monopoles, Duality and Chiral Symmetry Breaking in N=2 Supersymmetric QCD[J].

Nuclear Physics B, 1994, 431(3):484-550.

[13] Y. Tanaka, A perturbation and generic smoothness of the Vafa-Witten moduli spaces on closed symplectic four-manifolds. Glasg. Math. J. 61 (2019), no. 2, 471–486.

[14] Y. Tanaka. Some boundedness properties of solutions to the Vafa-Witten equations on closed four-manifolds[J].

Mathematics, 2013, 68(4):1203-1225.

[15] C. Vafa and E. Witten. A strong coupling test of S-duality[J]. Nuclear Physics B, 1994, 431(s1-2):3-77. [16] E. Witten. Monopoles and Four-Manifolds[J]. Mathematical Research Letters, 1994, 1(6):769.

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221100, China Email address: guanren@jsnu.edu.cn