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Abstract

We develop the deformation theory of instantons on asymptotically conical Ga-manifolds, where
an asymptotic connection at infinity is fixed. A spinorial approach is adopted to relate the space of
deformations to the kernel of a twisted Dirac operator on the G2-manifold and to the eigenvalues of a
twisted Dirac operator on the nearly Kahler link. This framework is then used to calculate the virtual
dimension of the moduli spaces of Ga-instantons on which several known examples live. One such
example considered is the Ga-instanton of Giinaydin-Nicolai, which lives on R”. As an application of
the deformation theory, we show how knowledge of the virtual dimension of the moduli space allows
us to prove that unobstructed connections in the moduli space are Ga-invariant. By classifying such
connections we prove a uniqueness result for unobstructed Ga-instantons on the principal Ga-bundle
over R7.
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1 Introduction

Instantons are connections whose curvature satisfies a certain algebraic equation. In this article we study
the deformation theory of instanton connections on manifolds with holonomy G5 which asymptote to a cone.
The physical motivation for studying instantons on Go-manifolds stems from the fact that such connections
automatically satisfy the Yang-Mills equation. Furthermore on a compact manifold Gs-instantons are ab-
solute minima of the Yang-Mills energy functional. Interest in these connections has grown significantly in
recent years since the suggestion of Donaldson-Thomas [I5] and Donaldson-Segal [14] that it may be possible
to define invariants from their moduli spaces.

The first example of a Ga-instanton was constructed on the principal G bundle over R” by Giinaydin-
Nicolai in 1995 [24] and we shall refer to this example as the standard Gs instanton. Other examples of
instantons on non-compact manifolds have been found in more recent years. Firstly, Clarke [II] found a
family of instanton connections on the manifold $(S3) which was shown by Bryant-Salamon to carry a Gs-
metric [§]. The other G>-manifolds constructed by Bryant-Salamon are A2 (S*) and A% (CP?) and examples
of instantons have been constructed on these spaces by Oliveira [35]. Recently Lotay-Oliveira [31] studied the
moduli spaces of instantons on non-compact GGo-manifolds where the connections are required to be invariant
under a group action. In particular, they found a limiting connection of Clarke’s family of instantons. The
important observation here is that all of these examples are defined on asymptotically conical manifolds and
the Gs-instantons converge to instanton connections on the nearly Kéhler 6-manifold at infinity.

Since the deformation space is the kernel of an elliptic operator we can develop a deformation theory that
relies on the analytic framework for asymptotically conical manifolds that has been developed by Lockhart-
McOwen [28] and Marshall [32]. These tools enable one to determine when elliptic operators on non-compact
manifolds are Fredholm, and hence a Kuranishi model is applicable to study the moduli space of solutions.
In the holonomy Gs-setting, this framework has been used to study the moduli space of associative and
coassociative submanifolds by Lotay [29][30] and the moduli space of G2 structures by Karigiannis-Lotay
[26]. In the gauge theory setting Nakajima [34] has used a similar analysis to study the moduli space of
ASD-instantons on asymptotically locally Euclidean manifolds where a flat connection at infinity is fixed.



Since the asymptotic connection in our setting is a nearly Kéhler instanton it is interesting to compare
deformations of the G5 instanton with deformations of this asymptotic connection. In particular there is a
projection between the moduli spaces of these two instantons and one can try to understand the properties of
this map. The deformation theory of nearly Kéhler instantons has been developed by Charbonneau-Harland
[9] and we use many of the ideas and techniques they develop to analyse the asymptotic connection.

This paper studies the deformation theory of Gs-instantons on asymptotically conical manifolds by pre-
scribing a fixed rate of decay at infinity. We take a spinorial approach and relate deformations of the
instanton to the kernel of a Dirac operator on a Hilbert space of spinors with fixed decay rate. In contrast
to the compact case the index of the Dirac operator controlling the deformation theory is not expected to
be 0. This can be seen in Section @] where we show that the dimension of the space of solutions to the
linearised Gs-instanton equation is determined by the spectrum of a twisted Dirac operator on a nearly
Kahler 6-manifold and apply the implicit function theorem to show the moduli space is a smooth manifold
when the deformation theory is unobstructed.

In order to calculate the virtual dimension of a given moduli space in practice, one must be able to
calculate some eigenvalues of certain twisted Dirac operators on nearly Kéhler 6-manifolds. In Section [ we
develop methods suitable for studying eigenvalues of Dirac operators on homogeneous nearly Kéhler mani-
folds where a twisting is provided by the canonical connection. The assumptions made here are appropriate,
since this framework is applicable to study every known asymptotically conical Gs-instanton. We develop
a suitable Lichnerowicz formula which allows us to reduce the calculation of the virtual dimension to the
calculation of eigenvalues from certain Hermitian matrices.

Once the tools from Section Bl have been developed, we are ready to study some examples of G-instantons.
We begin this work in Section [61] introducing Clarke’s Go-instantons [I1]] before performing the necessary
calculation to find the virtual dimension of the moduli space. Similar work is then carried out for the Go-
instanton of Lotay-Oliveira [31], which also lives on R* x S, and certain Ga-instantons of Oliveira [35] on
A% (CP?) and A2 (5%).

The final example, considered in Section [7 is the Ga-instanton of Giinaydin Nicolai [24], which lives on
R”. To perform the necessary calculation of eigenvalues we first present a formula for the (twisted) Dirac
operator on S® which is, to the author’s knowledge, new. As an application of the work to this point, we
show in Section [8 how to prove a uniqueness theorem for unobstructed connections in the moduli space.
We show that such a connection is necessarily invariant under an action of G2 and then use the algebraic
framework of Wang’s theorem [37] to classify such connections.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 (Gy-Manifolds

A Gy-structure on a 7-manifold is a choice of 3-form ¢ that at each point can be identified with the standard
positive 3-form ¢y on R” which we take to be

0o = d$127 4 d$347 4 d$567 4 d$145 4 d$136 4 d$235 _ d$246 (1)

where dz* = da’ A dz? A da®.

Such a 3-form ¢ determines an orientation Vol; and hence a metric g = g, via the formula (t,¢) A (o) A
¢ = 6g(u,v)Vol; (the notation “positive” 3-form refers to this associated quadratic form being positive
definite). This allows us to define a 4-form 9 := ..



Definition 2.1. A Gs-manifold is a 7-manifold M together with a Ga-structure ¢ such that Vi = 0, where
V is the Levi-Civita connection of the metric determined by . Such a Gs-structure is called torsion free.

The following result of Fernandez-Gray [18] gives an alternate characterisation of G5 manifolds:
Theorem 2.2. Let (M, ) be a Ga-structure manifold. Then the following are equivalent:

1. Vp=0

2. Hol(g,) C G2

3. dp =dy =0.

On any manifold with a Ga-structure there is a decomposition of the exterior bundles determined by the
irreducible representations of the group G2 (a more detailed coverage can be found in [7] for example). We
denote this splitting A*(T*M) = @, A% where A%(T*M) is a rank d vector bundle, fiberwise isomorphic to
an irreducible representation of G of dimension d. The splitting is

ANT*M) = A}
A (T*M) = A2 @ A3,
ANT*M) = (p)r ® A7 © A3
Furthermore, the Hodge star operator yields isomorphic splittings A7"*(T*M) = @, * (A’j(T*M)) . We
have explicit models for these spaces as follows:
A2 = {usp;ue AN(T*M)}
Ay ={a € AX(T*M); any =0} = {a € A2(T*M);*(a A p) = —a}
A3 = {usp;ue AN (T*M)}
AS, ={ne N3 (T*M);nAp=nAt =0}
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We call the seven dimensional irreducible representation the standard representation and denote it V. The 14-
dimensional irreducible representation is isomorphic to the adjoint representation go and the 27-dimensional
representation is isomorphic to Symg (V) [7].

Since G is simply connected, manifolds with a Ga-structure are spin. The spin bundle is constructed
from an irreducible representation of Spin(7) arising by restricting a representation of the Clifford algebra
CI(R") = Matg(8) ® Matg(8). There are two choices of representation W* and W~ they are both 8
dimensional and distinguished by the fact that the volume form Vol; acts as +1 on W*. The resulting spin
bundle is independent of this choice [27]. We make that choice that the volume form acts as +1 since this
will ensure our formula for Clifford multiplication is the standard one in the literature. Since G2-manifolds
are Ricci flat, they come with a unique non-zero parallel spinor which we denote s7. The stabiliser of s7 is
(G2 and this leads to another description

A, ={a e A*(T*M); a-s; =0}

of the bundle A2, corresponding to the adjoint representation of go. The map A° @ A — (M), (f +v) —
(f + ) - s7 is an isomorphism [I] so that §(M) = A° @ AL

Lemma 2.3. The 3-form ¢ and 4-form 1) act with the following eigenvalues on the subspaces of (M ):

A0 AL
o | -7 1
Y| -7 1

Proof. Since ¢ is Gp-invariant Schur’s lemma says that it preserves this decomposition since A and A® are
irreducible representations of Go. Furthermore it must act as a constant on each space and the action is



traceless. We first consider the case A?: We have that 1 = xp = ¢ - Vol; and a direct calculation shows that
@ -1 =TVoly — 6. Let ¢ - s7 = As7 then we find

g0-1/1-57:g02-V017-87:)\257
= (TVol; — 6¢p) - s7 = (7T — 6))s7.

Therefore A\ = —7 or A = 1. The eigenvalues of ¢ acting on A! satisfy the same equation and since ¢ is
traceless we must have that ¢ acts as —7 on A and as 1 on Al O

Remark 2.4. Had we instead chosen Vol; to act as -1, the eigenvalues of ¢ would differ from those above
by a minus sign, while the eigenvalues of ¢ are independent of this choice.

An argument similar to those of [30] and [9] yields the following corollary:

Corollary 2.5. Let a € Q?(M), then
a-s7=x(aN)- sy

Proof. Since the A%, component of o annihilates s; we have that
- s7=m7(a) - s7.

Now 77(a) = v for some v € Q'(M) so Lemma 23] says

1
Q- 87 = (UJP) c 87 = —5{1}790} - S7

= 3v - s7.
To find v, note that for v € A! we have *(x(v A1) A ) = 3v (see [7] for details) and thus we can calculate

*(aAp) = #(mr(a) Ap) = #((vap) AY)
=3v
so that v = £ % (& A ¢) and the result follows. O
Corollary 2.6. Let f € Q°(M) and u,v € Q*(M). Then Clifford multiplication of the spinor (f +v) - s7 by
u is
cd(w)(f +v)-s7=(—usv+ fut+x(uAvAY))- sy

Recall the Dirac operator D: T'($(M)) — T'($(M)) is given in a local orthonormal frame e’ of T*M by
the formula D(s) = e' - V;s. It is easily verified that

D((f+v)-s)=(d"v+df +*(dvAv)) - sy

so we can write the Dirac operator as the 2 x 2 matrix

2= (i wwnan): “

2.2 Nearly Kihler Manifolds

Let (3, g) be a Riemannian spin manifold and let $(X) denote the real spinor bundle associated to Y. A
spinor s € I'($(X)) is called a real Killing spinor if there exists a non-zero real constant A such that

Vys=MX-s (7)

for all X € T'(T'Y) and where V is the Levi-Civita connection acting on the spin bundle. From here on we
fix ¥ to be 6-dimensional.



Definition 2.7. A 6-manifold (¥, g) together with a real Killing spinor sg € I'($(X)) is called a nearly
Kihler 6-manifold.

By scaling the metric, we can also scale the constant A. In order that the Killing spinor lifts to a parallel

spinor on the cone we shall fix

1
)\—5.

Such a manifold is Einstein with Ric = 5g [5]. The group fixing a Killing spinor on a 6-manifold is SU(3)
and the spinor defines an SU(3)-structure on ¥ as described in [9]. Thus we have a holomorphic (3, 0)-form
) and an almost complex structure J which allows us to define a fundamental 2-form w = g(J-,-). In a
suitable local orthonormal frame these take the form

Q= (e' +ie?) A (e* +ie*) A (e° +ief)

W= el2 4 B4y 56
On a nearly Kéhler manifold w is not closed but the following equations are satisfied:
dw = 3Im¢, dReQ = 2w? (8)

In fact, a 6-manifold is nearly Kéhler if and only if it is an SU(3)-structure manifold such that () holds
[22]. The SU(3)-structure has non-vanishing torsion and therefore the holonomy group of the Levi-Civita
connection V need not be an SU(3) subgroup. There is however a distinguished connection on the tangent
bundle with skew parallel torsion and holonomy SU(3). This connection is known as the canonical connection
and is defined via the formula

. 1
g(VS™ Y, Z) = g(VxY, Z) + §RGQ(X,Y,Z) 9)

forall XY, Z € T(TY). It proves useful to define a one parameter family of connections interpolating between
the Levi-Civita connection and the canonical connection by setting

t
§(VKY. Z) = (VXY 7) + SRe(X,Y, 7) (10)

for ¢t € R. The torsion tensor T of the connection V? is
9(X,T'(Y, Z)) = tReQ(X, Y, Z).

The fact that the holonomy group of the canonical connection V3" = V! is a subgroup of SU(3) follows

from the equation
1—t
Vi s = —— X 56

The first examples of nearly Kahler manifold were given in [38] whilst in recent years the first compact,
non-homogeneous examlpes were gievn in [19]. For the purpose of this article, the most important examples
of nearly Kéhler manifolds will be the homogeneous ones. There are precisely four such manifolds

S6 =G, /SU(3), S3 x 83 =8U(2)3/SU(2)
CP® = Sp(2)/Sp(1) x U(1), F123=SU(3)/U(1)%

In each case the homogeneous space G/H is reductive, meaning there is a splitting g = h ® m with m closed
under the adjoint action of H. These coset spaces are called 3-symmetric since in each case the subgroup
H is fixed by an automorphism s of G satisfying s> = Id. The induced Lie algebra automorphism S also
satisfies 52 = Id. This acts trivially on h and non-trivially on m; one defines a almost complex structure
J:m — mvia

1 V3



The Riemannian metric on each space is determined by the Killing form on g. In [33] it is shown that —%
is the normalisation that yields A = % in the Killing spinor equation (7). So the metric is induced from the

bilinear form

B(X,Y) = —%Trm (ad(X)ad(Y)) VX,V € go. (12)

We will refer to (I2) as the nearly Kdihler metric on g. Extending this metric by left translation furnishes
G/H with a G-invariant metric.

The tensors defining the SU(3)-structure admit local expressions in terms of the Lie algebra data. We
record here only the identities required for this article and refer the reader to [25] for further details: Let
{I4} be a basis for g such that I, for 1 < a < 6 forms a basis for m and I; for 7 < i < dim(G) forms
a basis of h. The choice of orthonormal basis for m induces a local orthonormal frame e® which trivialises
T*(G/H)|y and we can write e’ = e’e® with locally defined smooth functions e’. Let f§5 be the structure
constants defined by [I4, Ig] = ngIC and use the nearly Kiihler metric to lower an index fapc = f{gdpc-
The local coordinate expression we shall require is that of the 3-form Re{2 and this is

1
ReQ) = —gfabcea Ael Ael. (13)

Reductive homogeneous spaces come with a distinguished connection, also called the canonical connection,
on the principal H bundle G — G/H whose horizontal distribution is given by left translation of m. The
tangent bundle T'(G/H) is associated to G — G/H via the representation m of H. The canonical connection
coming from the reductive homogeneous structure therefore defines a connection on 7'(G/H) and this agrees
with the connection (@), justifying the nomenclature.

Analogously to the G5 case the exterior bundles split according to how the fibres split as representations
of SU(3). The splitting A*(T*M) = @, Ak, where A has fibre dimension d, is as follows:

AYT*S) = AL (14)
A (T*Y) = (w)r DA ® AZ (15
ANT*S) = (ReQ)r @ (ImQ)g & A§ @ A, (16)

~

and there are isometric splittings A®~* = @, *(A¥). These spaces are modelled as follows:

(17)

AZ =Re (A*° @ A"?) = {v_Re(Q); v e A'} (18)

A2 ={a € A?; x(a Aw) = —a} (19)

A ={vAw;ver} (20)

Afy =Re{y e A*' @AYy Aw =10} (21)

The bundle AZ has fibres isomorphic to su(3). Since the action of the group SU(3) fixes the Killing spinor
it is clear that the Lie algebra action annihilates it, hence we have a - s¢ = 0 for any a € AZ. The Killing

spinor sg determines a bundle map from A%(T*X) @ AY(T*X) @ AS(T*M) to $(X), defined by n + - s¢ and
Charbonneau-Harland [9] note this is an isomorphism:

$(2) = AN(T*S) @ ANT*S) @ AS(T*M). (22)

The almost complex structure can be constructed from this splitting; let Volg be the volume element of the
Clifford algebra, then one defines Volg - v - s¢ = Jv - sg for any v € A'. The forms Ref) and *w act as scalar
multiples on the summands of this splitting:

Lemma 2.8 (|9, Lemma 2|). The subspaces of $(¥) isomorphic to A%, A' and A% are eigenspaces of the
operations of Clifford multiplication by Re{2 and *w with the following eigenvalues

| A0 Al AS
ReQY | 4 0 -4
*W -3 1 -3.




We would like to understand Clifford multiplication by 1-forms under this splitting of the spin bundle.
We begin with a lemma:

Lemma 2.9. For any o € Q?(2) we have that
a- s8¢ = (—(auw)Volg — aiReQ) - s6. (23)

Proof. Let mq denote projection from A? to the subspace A2. The description (IJ) shows that ms(c) - s¢ = 0,
so that

a-sg = (m1(a) + me(@)) - s6.

The m; component of « is a multiple of w so we calculate
w - 8¢ = Volg - *w - s = —3Volg - sg
by Lemma 2.8 Since [w|> = 3 we see that 71 (c) = #(ev_w)w and thus
mi(a) - s¢ = (auw)Volg - s¢.

We have thatmg(a) = viRe(2 for a unique v € A! and we find
1
vaReQ) - 56 = —5{1), ReQ} - s6 = —2v - s6

again by Lemma An application of Schur’s lemma shows that v = %CYJRGQ. Therefore
me(a) - s = —(aaRef) - s6.

Overall we see that
a- s = (—(aaw)Volg — (a_ReQ)) - se.

o
Corollary 2.10. Clifford multiplication of a spinor (f + v + hVolg) - s¢ by a 1-form u € Q'(X) is given by
(u)(f + v+ hVolg) - s¢ = (—uw + fu—hJu — (uAv)_ReQ — (usJv)Volg) - sg. (24)
Proof. Since the volume form anti-commutes with 1-forms we have that
cl(w)(f + v+ hVol) - sg = (fu+uAv—uw—hJu)- sg
and the term (u A v) - s¢ is handled using the previous lemma and the identity uaJv = (u A v)_w. O

We can apply these results to understand the Dirac operator on a nearly Kihler manifold. Let D! =
clo Vt: T(#(X)) — I'($(X)) be the Dirac operator constructed from the connection V* acting on the spin
bundle. Charbonneau-Harland [9] show that these operators differ by a multiple of the action of Re) on the
spin bundle:

3t
Dt =D+ 7 Re®2 (25)

where DV is the Levi-Civita Dirac operator. Note that, since ReQ) - v - s¢ = 0 for any 1-form v, this family
of operators have the same action on 1-forms, namely

D'(v - s6) = (dv + d*v + 2v) - s6.

Corollary 2.11. Under the splitting $(3) =2 A° @ A! @ A® the Dirac operator is

-3+ 3t d* 0
D' = d 2—(d)2ReQ? Jdx |. (26)
0 w(dw) 33t



3 Asymptotically Conical G3-Manifolds

The link between Nearly Kahler and Gs-geometry is via the cone construction, which we now describe:

Definition 3.1. Let (X°, gg) be nearly Kéhler. The G5 cone of ¥ is C(X) = (0,00) x X together with the
torsion-free G-structure (C(X), p¢) defined by

vo = r?w Adr + r3ImQ

where 7 is the coordinate on (0, cc0). The metric determined by ¢¢ is the cone metric go = dr? + r2gs. We
choose the orientation such that dr A r%Vjy is the volume form on C. We call C' a G5 cone and ¥ the link of
the cone. Finally, we denote the natural projection map 7w: C(X) — .

A G5 cone is of course not complete, but we will consider complete G-manifolds whose geometry is
asymptotically that of a G cone. The next definition makes this notion precise.

Definition 3.2. Let (M, g, ¢) be a non-compact Go-manifold. We call M an asymptotically conical (AC)
(G2-manifold with rate p < 0 if there exists a compact subset K C M, a compact, connected nearly Kéhler
6-manifold ¥, a constant R > 1 and a diffeomorphism

h: (Ryo0) x X — M\ K

such that ‘ _
\Z (h*(<p|M\K) — goc) |(r,o) =O@r"™7) as T — 00 (27)

for each 0 € X, for j =0,1,2,..., where V¢ is the Levi-Civita connection for the cone metric go on C(X¥),
¢ is the Ga-structure on the cone and | - | is calculated using go. We call M \ K the end of M and ¥ the
asymptotic link of M.

Remark 3.3. We shall often drop the notation showing the dependence of a norm of the form in (27) on a
point in ¥. Such a norm is always to be understood pointwise in 3.

It follows from Taylor’s theorem that the metric ¢ = g, and ¥ = *,¢ satisfy the same asymptotic
condition

VL (P (glani) — 90) | = O 7)  asr— oo (28)
VL (W (lank) — vc) | = 0@ as r — 0o. (29)

Example 3.4. 1. (R7, ) is clearly an AC G2-manifold with any rate p < 0 since C(S¢) = R7\ {0}. In
our convention o = ¢ and the induced metric is the Euclidean metric.

2. The total space of $(S?), the spin bundle of S3, carries a metric of G holonomy. This was the first
non-trivial complete example of a Gs-manifold to be found and is due to the work of Bryant and
Salamon in 1989 [6]. This example has cohomegeneity one, i.e there’s a group acting isometrically
with generic orbits of codimension one. This symmetry allows one to reduce the problem of finding
a torsion free Go-structure to solving an ODE. Furthermore the Gs-structure can be shown to be AC
with asymptotic link ¥ = S% x $3 and rate -3. Bryant-Salamon also find G-holonomy metrics on
A2 5% and A2 CP? using this method. Here the asymptotic links are CP* and F1 23 respectively and
the rate of converge is -4 in both cases.

3. Foscolo, Haskins and Nordstrom find in [20] infinitely many new diffeomorphism types of AC Gs-
manifolds with asymptotic link (a quotient of) S% x S3.

3.1 Analysis on AC Manifolds

For the remainder of this article, unless stated otherwise, M will be an AC Gs-manifold with asymptotic
link ¥ and A the diffeomorphism identifying the end of M with the cone on ¥. Weighted Sobolev spaces
provide a natural setting for analysis on AC manifolds. Let us denote by M, for any ¢ > R the subspace of
M given by h((t,00) x X).



Definition 3.5. A radius function p on M is a smooth function on M that satisfies the following conditions.
On the compact subset K of M, we define p = 1. Let x be a point in Mag, then h=1(x) = (r,y) for some
r € (2R, 00) and we define p(x) = r for such a point. Finally, in the region h((R,2R) x X), the function
p is defined by interpolating smoothly between its definition near infinity and its definition in the compact
subset K, in a decreasing fashion.

Given a principal G bundle P — M we denote by AdP the adjoint bundle of P, this is the vector bundle
associated to P via the adjoint representation of G (hence the fibers are copies of the Lie algebra which we
denote g). We assume that G is compact and semi-simple and define a metric —(, )4 on the fibers using the
negative of the Killing form on g. Furthermore a choice of connection A on P gives rise to a linear connection
acting on sections of AdP which we shall denote V4. This is extended in the usual way to Q*(M, AdP) and
for a section f € T'(AdP) we use the notation VA f = d f interchangeably.

We need to construct spaces of sections suitable for our purposes. For this let E — M be a vector bundle
with a bundle metric and denote by the subscript loc the space of sections 77 such that fn lie in the desired
space for all compactly supported functions f on M. For example, CF (E) denotes the space of sections that
in this sense lie in C*(E).

Definition 3.6. Let p > 1,k € NU {0} and p € R. Let (M, ¢) be an AC Ga-manifold and fix a radius

function p. Let P — M be a principal bundle with connection A and let T be either a tensor or spinor

bundle, so that T inherits a metric and Levi-Civita connection. Define a norm |[-[|» ~on LY .. sections 7
" )

of T ® AdP by defining

1

k .
Il = (X [ 10l o7y,
j=0"M

where | - | is calculated using a combination of g and (, ), and V = VZ¢ @ V4 is the tensor product of the
Levi-Civita connection on 7" and the connection V4 on AdP. We let Ly H(T ® AdP) denote the completion
under this norm.

The weighted Sobolev spaces are Banach spaces and, when p = 2, Hilbert spaces. An element n € LZ) H(E)
can be thought of as a section that is k times weakly differentiable such that the derivative V77 is growing
at most like 7#~7 on the end of M. Indeed if || = O(p*) on the end of M then n € L§ i e (E) for any € > 0.

Denote L, = Lg_’ ,» then we have a weighted Holder inequality [4]

€@l e

ptv

< l€llzgllnll o

where 1—17 =14 %. As in the familiar L? case, this gives a duality pairing provided we use the correct weight

q
(Lh(E))* = LY, ,(E) where % + % = 1. We will mostly work with the Hilbert spaces L%)H(E). For such

—T—p
*

spaces one has that (L%H(E)) = L2_,€7_7_H(E)7 but in practice we will only ever be interested in the kernel

of an operator with regularity properties that ensure the kernel is in fact independent of k. In this way we

can always work with Sobolev spaces with a positive degree of differentiability.
We will also require weighted C* and C'*° spaces.

Definition 3.7. Let 4 € R and let k € NU{0}. The weighted C* space C}'(E) is the subspace of C}!

bc(E)
such that the norm

k
Inllcs = Zskl}olp]‘“vjnl
=0

is finite. We also define C3°(E) = Ni>oCF(E). The spaces Cf are Banach spaces but C° need not be.

The usual embedding theorems for Sobolev spaces can be adapted to the weighted case, we state here
only the results needed for the purposes of this article. The theorem is stated using u-weighted Holder
spaces CL’O‘(E), where « € (0,1) is the Holder exponent. These are spaces of sections with | continuous
derivatives and controlled growth on the end of M. The definition of a weighted Holder space is stated here
for completeness but we shall mostly choose to work with Sobolev spaces.
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Definition 3.8. Let o € (0,1), let k € N and let u € R. Let d(z, y) be the geodesic distance between points
z,y € M, let 0 < c; <1 < cy be constants and let

H={(z,y) € MxM; z #y,c1p(x) < p(y) < cop(x) and the exists a geodesic in M of length d(z,y) from = to y}.

A section 7 of a vector bundle E, endowed with a fibre metric and a metric connection V is called Hdélder
continuous with exponent « if

Ml = sup n(x) — n(g)lE < o
(z,y)€H d(l‘, y)
Here V is used to identify the fibers ), and E, via parallel transport along a geodesic v connecting x and
y (note we can find such a geodesic since (z,y) € H).

The weighted Hélder space Cl’j’o‘(E) of sections of E is the subspace of C{ZC‘Z(E) such that the norm

Il e = lInllos + e

is finite, where

D A A

The spaces C%*(E) is a Banach space and there are embeddings C}*(E) — C!,(E) whenever | < k.
With this definition in hand we can state the Sobolev embedding theorem we require:

Theorem 3.9 (Weighted Sobolev Embedding Theorem). Let k,1 > 0 and let « € (0, 1).

1. Itk — 1—7) > | + « then there is a continuous embedding LZM(E) — O,ljo‘(E)'

2. If k >1>0and k—% > l—g, p < gand p < v then there is a continuous embedding L% M(E) — L} (E).

Throughout this article we choose to work with the spaces L? , for k > 4 so that the sections we consider
are continuous. We can use the weighted embedding theorem to form a multiplication theorem, this is done
by adapting the argument of [I0] to the weighted setting.

Theorem 3.10 (Weighted Sobolev Multiplication Theorem). Let £ € Lj ,(E), n € Lj,(F) and suppose
! > k.If k > I then multiplication L7 (E)xL{,(F) < L} ., (E®F)is bounded, i.e there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

1€ @ nllk v < ClENk pllnlle-

For convenience we shall adopt the following notation:

QP (M) = O (A™T*M), (M) = g;H(AmT*M)
QO (M, AdP) = C*(T*M @ AdP), Q' (M, AdP) := L} ,(A"T*M ® AdP).

4 Gauge Theory On AC (G5-Manifolds

In this section we show that the basic setup of gauge theory familiar from the compact case follows through
to the case of weighted spaces.

Let (X™, g) be an n dimensional Riemannaian manifold and let P — X be a principal bundle. The bundle
P comes with a gauge group 4 = {principal bundle isomorphisms: P — P covering the identity}. The gauge
group acts on the space of connections &/ and one may form the space of connections modulo gauge, <7 /9.
The space of connections is an affine space identified with Q!(X, AdP) since any two connections differ by
a section in this space.

When X is equipped with an (n —4) form « we may define an operator on 2-forms by

To: Q3 (M) — Q*(M)
Ta(n) = #(a An).

11



Given such a set-up we seek connections A whose curvature F4 satisfies T, (F4) = AF4 for a specified A € R.
This mimics the ASD instanton equation on a 4 manifold, where & = 1 and A = —1. We have two cases of
interest:

1. When X = X is a nearly-K&hler 6-manifold we take &« = w and A = —1. The equation to be solved is
“(WAFy)=—Fy4 (30)

which is called the nearly Kéhler instanton equation. A connection whose curvature solves this equation
is called a nearly Kdhler instanton (or sometimes a pseudo Hermitian-Yang-Mills connection). It is
a non-trivial fact that solutions are Yang-Mills, as noted in [39]. By (I9) a nearly Kéhler instanton
is a connection whose curvature has 2-form component lying in A2. Furthermore the nearly Kéhler
instanton equation is equivalent to

FA'SGZO. (31)

In [25] it is shown that the canonical connection defines a nearly K&hler instanton. For our purposes
this is the most important example of a nearly Kéhler instanton and many of the tools we develop will
be specifically for this connection.

2. In the case when X = M is a Gz-manifold we take a = p and A = —1, thus we look to solve
k(@ ANFa)=—Fy (32)

which is called the Ga-instanton equation. A connection A whose curvature solves this equation is
called a Ga-instanton. Since ¢ is closed it is not hard to see that such connections are automatically
Yang-Mills, d4 x F4 = 0. By [B) a Ga-instanton is a connection whose curvature has 2-form component
lying in A%,. It follows that the Ga-instanton equation is equivalent to either of the equations

Fany =0 (33)
FA-S7=0. (34)

For the remainder of this article we denote by As a connection on a bundle @ — ¥ and A¢c = 7*(A)
denotes the pullback connection on 7*Q — C(X). It is easily verified that A is a nearly Kéhler instanton
if and only if A¢ is a Ga-instanton. Furthermore examples of Gs-instantons on AC Gs-manifolds have been
observed to decay to nearly Kéhler instantons on the asymptotic link:

Example 4.1. e In [24] an instanton Agq on the trivial Go-bundle over R” in constructed. This example
decays to the canonical connection living on the trivial Go-bundle over S®. We refer to this as the
“standard” instanton. This example will be covered in more detail in Section [7l

e Nearly Kéhler instantons have been constructed on the Bryant-Salamon manifolds by Clarke [I1],
Oliveira [35] and Lotay-Oliveira [31]. All such examples decay to the canonical connection living on
an appropriate bundle. In particular, a limiting connection of the family of Clarke’s instantons was
constructed in [31] and it is interesting to note that this connection actually decays faster than Clarke’s
examples.

We now make precise the concept of a Gs-instanton decaying to a nearly Kéhler instanton. To do so we
first specify the class of principal bundles we work with:

Definition 4.2. Let M be an asymptotically conical Go-manifold, with asymptotic cone ¥, and let P — M
be a principal bundle over M. We call P asymptotically framed if there exists a principal bundle @ — %
such that

h*P = 71*Q
where 7: C(X) — X is the natural projection map.

Remark 4.3. Such a framing always exists [31], so no generality is lost by fixing a framing. This condition
is the slightly more general than the setup of Taubes in [36] where it is assumed that @ is trivial. When this
is the case Taubes notes that if G is simple and simply connected then P must also be trivial.

12



It will now be assumed that the principal G-bundle P has G semisimple and that an invariant metric is
fixed on the fibers of AdP.

Definition 4.4. Let M be an asymptotically conical manifold. A connection A on an asymptotically framed
bundle P — M is called asymptotically conical with rate u if there exists a connection A, on @ — X such
that, denoting Ac = 7*(As) we have

VL (R*(Alar.) — Ac)le = O(rk=177) (35)

for all non-negative integers j, for some p < 0 and where V¢ is a combination of the Levi-Civita connection
on the cone metric and Ac. Here | - |¢ is the norm induced by the cone metric and the metric on g.
Furthermore, we call the quantity po = inf{u; A is asymptotically conical with rate u} the fastest rate of
converge of A.

It is natural to introduce Sobolev spaces of connections. Recall the space of connections is an affine
space, a choice of reference connection A identifies the space of connections A with Q! (M, AdP), since other
connection B is B = A + a where a is a uniquely determined Lie algebra valued 1-form. We let

Ap -1 = {A+a; a € Q;lg)u_l(M, AdP)}

be the space of Li)u_l connections and Ay, 1 = Ng>0Ak,,—1 the space of C72; connections.

We also need to introduce gauge transformations with specified decay properties. Recall a gauge transfor-
mation g is an automorphism of the principal bundle that covers the identity and that g acts on a connection
A via the formula g - A = gAg~! — dgg~!. Following the setup of Nakajima in [34] suppose P — M is a
principal G bundle, pick a faithful representation G — GL(V) and form the associated bundle End(V'). We
define

Grr1,u = {9 € CO(End(V)); [1d = gllkt1,6 < 00, g € G ae}. (36)

Furthermore we define G, := (), Gi,u- The main difference between our setup and that of [34] is that we
shall consider varying the weight 1. As in the compact case one can check directly that the exponential map
provides the (weighted) gauge group with charts making them into manifolds and that the action on the
space of connections is smooth. See [2]] for details on this construction.

Lemma 4.5. The sets Gy41,, are Hilbert Lie groups with Lie algebra Q%H,H(Mv AdP) for k > 3. The group
Gr+1,, acts smoothly on Ay, via gauge transformations when k > 4.

With this in hand we can define our main object of study:

Definition 4.6. Let M be an AC G3-manifold with asymptotic link .. Let P — M be a bundle asymptot-
ically framed by @Q — X and let A, be a nearly Kéhler instanton on ). The moduli space of G3-instantons
asymptotic to Ao, with rate pu is

M (Ao, 1) = {G2 instantons A on P satisfying B5)}/G,.. (37)

Remark 4.7. It follows from [35, Proposition 3] that an asymptotically conical Ga-instanton A must have
connection at infinity Ao, a nearly-K&hler instanton.

To begin studying this moduli space we first try to understand it as the zero set of a (non-linear)
elliptic operator. Pick a reference connection A and write any other connection B as B — A = a where
a € Q'(M,AdP). The relationship between the curvatures is Fg — Fa = daa + a A a and hence the Go-
instanton equation for B becomes the non-linear equation ¥ A (dga+aAa) = 0. From an analytic perspective
it is advantageous to work instead with the Gs-monopole equation

daf+*@WA(daa+ana))=0 (38)

for some f € Q°(M,AdP). This is because adding the gauge fixing condition d%a = 0 to @B8) yields an
elliptic equation. Solutions of this equation are precisely elements of the zero set of the non-linear operator
Da:T((A° @A) ® Ad(P)) — T((A° @ A') ® Ad(P)) given by

Da(f,a) =dha+daf +a, fl]+*( A (daa+ a A a)). (39)
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To see that the linearisation of D, is elliptic we compare the expression for the Dirac operator (@) and
conclude the linearisation is the twisted Dirac operator D s where

Da= <d(?4 f () S%A- )> : (40)

Nothing is lost in moving to this setup for if (f, A) satisfies the Ge-monopole equation (with a decay condition)
then f = 0. Thus the zero set of D4 consists of solutions B to the Go-instanton equation together with the
gauge fixing condition d¥ (B — A) = 0. Similarly if (f,a) satisfies the linearised G2-monopole equation then
f =0. We delay the proof of these facts until later in this section.

Being a twisted Dirac operator, D4 is first order elliptic and formally self adjoint [27]. The kernel of
D 4 consists of gauge fixed solutions to the linearised Go-monopole equation. In studying the behaviour of
this operator we are lead to consider various other Dirac operators, so we briefly list those operators we will
require. If A is an asymptotically conical connection then there is a connection A, on @ — 3 and we define
Ac = 7 A as in ([B5). Hence we have operators

Operator Bundle Formula
Dy $(M)® AdP clo Vi€ g vA
Da, | $(C) @ Ad(1*Q) | clo V€ @ V7 A
DY $(2) ® AdQ clo Vi@ VA=

The operator D 4 fits into the analytic framework for operators on AC manifolds which has been developed
by Lockhart-McOwen in [28] and by Marshall in [32], whose work we now adapt to our setting. Suppose (M, g)
is asymptotically conical and p is a radius function, then gacy1 :== p~2g is asymptotically cylindrical [32]. Let
E any vector bundle with fibre metric induced from the Riemannian metric (the cases we shall consider all
fall into this category) and let Tg: (E, g) — (E, gacy1) be the natural isometry from the conformal change of
AC to Acyl metrics. Let F and F be two such bundles over M. We will call an operator P: I'(E) — T'(F)
asymptotically conical with rate v if

p"(Tp) ' PTg

is asymptotic to an operator Py, that is invariant under the RT action on Mo = h((R,o0) x X). More
details of this construction can be found in [32]. An important fact is that an AC rate v order | operator
P:T(E) — I'(F) admits a bounded extension P: L%H,H(E) — L2 (F). Our main cases of interest are:

k,p—v
e E=F=8M)®Ad(P) = (A°® A')® Ad(P) and T = ((1) 0}, The asymptotic conditions on the

Go-structure and the connection A ensure the operator D 4 is asymptotically conical with rate 1.

e £ =F = Ad(P) and Ty = Id. Here the asymptotic conditions on the metric and the connection ensure
the coupled Laplace operator d% d 4 is asymptotically conical with rate 2.

Furthermore the above operators are uniformly elliptic, which is to say they are elliptic operators that
converge to elliptic operators on the cone. The operators in consideration converge to D4, and (da.)* da,
which are built from the connection A¢ living on the cone. Such operators come with estimates that ensure
desirable regularity properties analogous to the situation on a compact manifold.

Theorem 4.8. Suppose P: C°(E) — C2°(F) is asmooth uniformly elliptic, asymptotically conical operator
of rate v and order [ > 1. Suppose that n € L{ (F) and £ € L{, _(E) is a weak solution of P& = 1.

If§ € L 5, (E) and n € LY, 5(F) then £ € L}, 5. (E) with

ez, < C (Inllag oo + €lsg,, o)

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of &.
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Thus the kernel of an order | AC uniformly elliptic rate v operator P: L? Sl L%) u—v 18 independent of
k, we therefore denote the kernel simply by KerP, = KerP: L,, , — L} , . Using this Sobolev estimate
together with the weighted Sobolev embedding theorem we find that the kernel of an AC uniformly elliptic
operator has the desirable property of consisting of smooth sections. To study the kernel of our operators
we will need to determine the set of critical weights which are determined by the asymptotic operators.

Definition 4.9. Let C be a G cone with asymptotic link 3 and Ac = 7*(A ). Let Po be either the twisted
Dirac operator D .. or the coupled Laplace operator d% , da. acting on sections of E = $(C) ® Ad(7*(Q))
and E = Ad(7*(Q)) respectively. The set Weyit(Pe) of critical weights of the operator Po is

Wait(Po) = {\ € R; 3 a non-zero homogeneous order \ section 7 of E with Po(n) = 0}. (41)

In the case of a twisted spinor, a section 7 is homogeneous of order A if n = (f +v) - s¢ (here S¢ denotes
the parallel spinor on the cone) with f = 1’ 7*(fs) and v = r*T17*(vs), Where fo, voo are sections of the
appropriate bundles over ¥ (equivalently n = r#s., where s is a spinor on ¥ lifted to the cone). In general
one has to allow for complex critical weights but the formal self-adjoint property of the above operators in
question ensures all such weights are real. The set Wey(Pc) is countable and discrete. Recall an operator
between Banach spaces is called Fredholm if it has finite dimensional kernel and cokernel. An operator
whose range admits a finite dimensional complementary subspace automatically has closed range, so this is
in particular true of Fredholm operators.

Theorem 4.10. Let £ and P be as above. Then the extension P: Ly, (E) — L

by (F) is Fredholm
whenever p € R\ Wit (Pc). Furthermore if [, '] N Weis (Pe) = @, then

KerP, = KerP,.

Thus the kernel of P is independent of the weight provided we do not pass through any critical weights.
For any k£ > 4 and p < 0 we define:

(i da)py =dida: Q) ,(M,AdP) — Q) , (M, AdP) (42)
(D) = Dt Ly ,($(M) @ AdP) — Ly |, 1 ($(M) ® AdP). (43)

The last result we shall require is a Fredholm alternative for AC manifolds.

Theorem 4.11. Let P be an AC uniformly elliptic order | and rate v operator and suppose that u &
Werit (Pe) so that the extension

P: Ly (E) = Li,,(F)

is Fredholm. Then

1. There exists a finite dimensional subspace O,,_, of Li, v such that
L{ o (F) = P(Li 4y, (E) © Oy (44)
and
Ou_ = KerPf7_H+U. (45)

2. If p> —% + v then we can take
Ou—v =KerP*;_ ..

3. The image of the extension P is the space

P(Liyy ,(BE)) ={neLi, ,(F); (nr) 2 =0 for all k € Ker(P*) 7_,4,} . (46)

15



4.1 The Space of Connections Modulo Gauge

The aim of this subsection is to give a description of the space of connections modulo gauge. Given a reference
connection A we may view the gauge orbit Gy41,, - A as a subset of Q,lC u—1 (M, AdP). The infinitesimal action
of the p-weighted gauge group is —da: Qngl,u(M’ AdP) — Q}wﬁl(M, AdP) and our strategy is to show
this image is closed and hence admits a complement. We aim to find a particular complement for this image,
which is called a “slice” of the action and as usual is given by the Coulomb gauge fixing condition. Such
a splitting of Q}C u—l(M ,AdP) shows the quotient space is a smooth Hilbert manifold if the action is free.
As in the case of a compact manifold the Coulomb gauge fixing condition may not pick out a unique class
representative globally, so we also give a sufficient condition for this property to hold. Our strategy for this
task is to develop the Fredholm theory of the coupled Laplacian d% d .

To learn when d% d4 is Fredholm Theorem tells us to look for homogeneous order A elements of the
kernel of d7 , da.. Such a solution looks like f = r\¢ for some ¢ € Q°(X, AdP) and we calculate

Ay, dacf =2 (dh da & — AMA+5)E)

so such a solution exists if and only if A(A +5) is an eigenvalue of d% _da., . Given that the coupled Laplace
operator is positive, we find that there are no critical weights in the range (—5,0). Therefore:

Proposition 4.12. Let A be an asymptotically conical Gs-instanton. If u € (—5,0) then the coupled
Laplacian d% da: Q),, ,(M,AdP) — Q) , ,(M,AdP) is Fredholm.

Remark 4.13. All known examples of AC (GGo-instantons converge at a rate in this interval.

The next lemma is a gauged version of integration by parts on AC manifolds, the proof goes through
identically to [26, Lemma 4.16].

Lemma 4.14. Let ¢ € Q) '(M, AdP) and n € Q)" (M, AdP). If k,1 > 4 and pu + v < —6 then

<dA§777>L2 = <§7d:k4n>L2
Corollary 4.15. Let f € Ker(d¥ da),. If # <0 then daf = 0.

Proof. We have seen that there are no critical weights of d% d4 in the region (—5,0), so d% daf = 0 and
p < 0 then f € QY(M,AdP)ki2,,, for some py < —% and for any k. It follows that dsf € Qllc+1,uo—1 and
integration by parts is valid for such and weight and we see that

[dafllpz = (dadaf, fr= =0.
O

The following useful lemma is due to Marshall [32], it is a straightforward application of the maximum
principle. We denote by A = d* d the usual Laplacian on functions.

Lemma 4.16. Let (M, g) be an asymptotically conical manifold. If 4 < 0 then Ker(A), = {0}.
As an immediate corollary we find that harmonic sections of the adjoint bundle must vanish:
Corollary 4.17. Let f € Ker(d¥ da),. If 4 <0 then f =0.

Proof. Since f € Ker(d¥ da), we know by Corollary that daf = 0 and the connection is compatible
with the inner product so that
Alf|? =d*d|f| =2d*(daf, f) = 0.

So | f|? is a harmonic function and hence zero. O

Pausing for a moment we can finally justify our switch from the Ga-instanton equation ([B3) to the
G2-monopole equation (3).
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Corollary 4.18. If 4 < 0 and (f, A) € Qg+1,u(M= AdP) @ A satisfies the Go-monopole equation

dAf+*(1/)/\FA):O
then f = 0.

Proof. We apply d* to the Ga-monopole equation da f + *(1) A Fa) = 0 and use that ¢ is closed together
with the Bianchi identity to find that d% d4f = 0 and hence Corollary 17 is applicable.
O

Corollary 4.19. Let A be an asymptotically conical Ga-instanton. If y < 0 and (f,a) € Li, ,(A"®AY) @
AdP) satisfies the linearised Go-monopole equation

daf+*(bAdaa)=0
then f =0.
Proof. Again we apply d¥% any observe that
dydaf +x(¥ Ad4a) =0
and since A is a Ga-instanton 1 A da = 1 A [Fa,a] = 0 so we may appeal to Corollary E.I7 O

We return our attention to splitting the space of 1-forms. It is sufficient for our purpose to work in the
regime where —5 < p < 0. Note from (@2)) that (d* da)x,, has trivial cokernel, since the adjoint maps from
the space with weight —5 — u < 0. The bounded inverse theorem then yields:

Lemma 4.20. Let (M, g) be an asymptotically conical Ga-manifold and let A be an asymptotically conical
connection on a principal bundle P — M. If =5 < p < 0 then

Ay da: Qo (M, AdP) — Q) , (M, AdP)
is an isomorphism of topological vector spaces.

This allows us to split the space of 1-forms, heuristically €} u—1(M,AdP) = Imds®Kerd}. Note however
that the splitting may not be orthogonal, since the weights we require need not be in the L? integrable regime.
Instead we make use of the following basic lemma from Banach space theory:

Lemma 4.21. Suppose T: X — Y is a bounded linear operator between Banach spaces, so that the kernel
KerT is closed and admits a closed complement. A closed subspace Xy C X is a complement to KerT if and
only if

1. T|x, is injective
2. T(X) =T (Xo).

We would like to apply the above lemma with X = Qllc+1,u—1 (M,AdP), T =d% and Xo = dyu (Qg_ﬂ’“ (M, AdP)),
thus we must first establish that the image of d4 is closed.

Lemma 4.22. The operator da: Qf,, ,(M,AdP) = Q. , (M, Ad) has closed image.

Proof. Let {dafn}22; be a sequence in d4 (09

b2, (M,AdP)), and let a € Q; (M, AdP) be such that

k+1,u—1
ldafn = allk+1,u-1 — 0.

Applying the bounded operator d’ we see that d% daf, converges to d’a in Q%M_l(M, AdP). Since d¥ da

admits a bounded inverse we find that f,, converges to f := (d% da)~'d%a in Q) ,, ,(M,AdP). Finally we
apply the bounded operator d4 and see that

ldafn —daflle+1,u—1 — 0.

So a = d4 f by uniqueness of limits and hence Imd 4 is closed. O
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Theorem 4.23 (Slice Theorem). Let —5 < 1 < 0 then
Qi1 (M, AAP) = Ker(dy: Qi y 1 (M, AdP) — Q) , (M, AdP)) ® da(Q,5,(M,AdP)).  (47)

Proof. We apply Lemma E2]] to the operator d%: Qi , (M, AdP) — Q] , ,(M,AdP). Since d¥ is AC
this extension is bounded and hence the kernel is a closed subspace. We claim that da (€Y 42, H(M ,AdP))
satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma [£.21] Firstly, as noted above this is a closed subspace.
Claim 1: d7 is injective when restricted to da(€) ., ,(M, AdP)).
To see this suppose that d% da f = d% dag for f,g € QQHM(M, AdP). Then f — g is harmonic and hence 0,
so certainly da f —dag = 0.
Claim 2: d dA(Qg+27#(M, AdP)) = dZ(Q,lc+17#71(M, AdP)).
This follows from Lemma

O

The importance of this result is that it gives us a local description of the space Bry1,, = Agt1,u—1/Gk+2,4
of connections modulo gauge. The infinitesimal action of the gauge group Gy42,,, is —da: Q9 42, M(M ,AdP) —
Q) 41, M_l(M ,AdP), so we can interpret Theorem [£.23] as a so called “slice” theorem— we have found com-
plements for the action of the gauge group. If the action is free, it will follow from general theory that the
quotient space is a smooth manifold.

To see that the action is free set ' ,, = {g € Gy . ; g-A = A}. Recall we are viewing gauge transformations
as sections of End(V') as defined in (3€). By a standard argument I' 4 ,, is closed Lie subgroup of End(V},), for
some base point x, whose elements are covariantly constant sections of End (V') [I3] Section 4.2.2] (i.e sections
g for which d4g = 0). Recall G is assumed to be semi-simple and the inner product on the representation V'
is assumed to be invariant. The connection A has Hol(A) C G so it preserves the inner product on V' and
thus also preserves the induced inner product on End(V) = V ® V*. Thus, regarding gauge transformations
as sections of End(V) as in (B8], if g € T'a,, then [g —1d| € Q) , ,(M,AdP) and Alg —1d|* = 2d*(da(g —
Id), g —Id) = 0. We have seen that such a function must vanish, so that I"4 , = Id. This is in contrast to the
case when M is compact since, in the AC case, reducible connections (those with Hol(A) a proper subgroup

of G) do not lead to singularities in the space of connections modulo gauge. As a consequence, if we set
Tape={acKerdy: Q. , (M,AdP) = Q) , o(M,AdP); |lallku—1 < €} (48)
then T4 . models a local neighbourhood of A in Bj41,,,. We summarise this in the following corollary:

Corollary 4.24. Let P — M be a principal G-bundle with G semisimple. If —5 < y < 0 then the moduli
space Br11,u = Ak+1,u—1/Gk+2,, is a smooth manifold and the sets T4, provide charts near [A].

Working with the local models T4, . amounts to solving Coulomb gauge condition d*%a = 0. This con-
dition picks out a unique gauge equivalence class locally but may not do so sufficiently far away from A.
The failure of a global gauge fixing is a reflection of the rich topology of B [12]. Using the surjectivity of
the coupled Laplacian one can prove a weighted version of [I3] Proposition 2.3.4] which gives a sufficient
condition for solving the Coulomb gauge condition:

Proposition 4.25. Let P — M be a principal G-bundle with G a compact Lie group. Let A be an L%H#hl

connection on P for u € (—5,0). There is a constant ¢(A) > 0 such that if B is another Li+1,u—1 connection
on P and a = B — A satisfies
lallzz < c(A)

then there is a gauge transformation g € %2, such that u(B) is in Coulomb gauge relative to A.

4.2 A Regularity Result

We observed that elements of the zero set of the operator D4 from ([BY) consists of (smooth) Gg-instantons
B together with the Coulomb gauge condition d% (B — A) = 0 which fixes a gauge near to A. The decay
condition (B3]) we impose on connections in the moduli space M(Axo, 1t)k, that a neighbourhood of 0 in the
zero set of Dy : C;2y — C;2 5 is homeomorphic to a neighbourhood of [A] in M(A, it). We now show that
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we may instead study the moduli space using the weighted Sobolev spaces; this is advantageous since these
spaces are the natural setting for studying elliptic operators on AC manifolds. Let us denote by M (A, 1)
the space of Li, u—1 connections by L? +1,, gauge transformations. Note that the Sobolev multiplication
theorem (Theorem [B.I0) ensures D4 : Li+1)u_1($(M) ® AdP) — Li7u_1($(M) ® AdP) is bounded if k£ > 3.

We use the regularity of uniformly elliptic, asymptotically conical operators to obtain a result comparable
to Donaldson and Kronheimer [I3] Proposition 4.2.16].

Proposition 4.26. Let k > 4 and —5 < g < 0. Then the natural inclusion M(Aso, pt)k+1 < M(Aso, 1)k is
a homeomorphism.

Proof. Suppose A is an asymptotically conical Ga-instanton of rate p and class Li, p—1., We will show that
there exists a gauge transform g such that g(A) is in L? +1,u—1- Firstly we know by Proposition .25 there is
an € > 0 such that any L%)H_l connection B with ||A— BHL%,M—I < € can be gauge transformed into Coulomb
gauge relative to A. Since C;2; lies densely in Li) u—1 we may pick a smooth connection B satisfying this
condition, then we know there exists a g in Li+1,,u with

(g7 (B) — A) =0
The Coulomb gauge condition is symmetric, so that A is also in Coulomb gauge relative to g~!(B), i.e
&1 (A — g7 (B)) = 0. (49)
Let us denote g(A) = B + a, then we can apply ¢ to [@39) deduce
za = 0.
Furthermore we have the relation
x(p Ndpa) = —x (YA Fg) — (¥ AaAa).

Now the weighted multiplication theorem Theorem [3.10] ensures that a A a € Li,z( u—1) and the curvature
of B lies in C;2,. Thus Dp(a) € Liy u—2 and the asymptotically conical uniformly elliptic estimates for the
smooth operator Dp allow us deduce that a € L%H,u—l' That is, we have bootstraped to gain a degree of
differentiability. This establishes the surjectivity of the inclusion.

The map is clearly injective and continuous; to see it is a homeomorphism we show that the two spaces
have the same convergent sequences with their induced topologies. Let {a,}%2 ; be a sequence in M (A, 11)
which is convergent in the Li,,ufl norm, i.e there is some aoo € M(Aoo, i) With [|an — @oc|lku—1 — 0 as
n — oo. Observe that, since a,, and a., are in the zero set of D, we have that

|Dg(an — aco)| = | % (¥ A (an A Gn — oo A @oo))| = |T7(an A Gn — Qoo A aoo)]

where the final equality follows from the facts that the Hodge star operator acts isometrically and since the
operation of wedging with ¢ is an isomorphism of representations between A2 and A® which preserves the
norm. To see that {a,};2; also converges in the L}, , norm we observe that

lan — ascllk+1,u—1 < C([[Dplan — aco)llku—2 + llan — acsllou—1)
< C(Han Alp = Qoo N aoonk,u—? + ||an - GOOHO,H—l)

< Cl(Han”k,—lHan - aoonlwt—l + ”aoonk,—lnan - aoonlwt—l + ”an - a00||07u—1)

with the constants C,C’ > 0 coming from the elliptic estimate for the smooth operator Dp and the
weighted Sobolev multiplication Theorem Now since {a,}52, converges in L%) u—1 and there is a
continuous embedding Lj , , < L{ _;, the sequence ||ay||x,~1 is bounded independent of n and therefore
lan — ool k+1,u—1 — 0. Since the spaces M (Ao, tt)k and M (Ao, tt)k+1 have the same convergent sequences,
the inclusion is a homeomorphism.

O
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Note the weighted Sobolev embedding theorem ensures the spaces M (A, i) consists of smooth connec-
tions. This yields the following important corollary; the moduli space near [A] is modelled on a neighbourhood
of 0 in the zero set of the non-linear elliptic operator D4 in any Sobolev extension.

Corollary 4.27. Let A be an AC Ga-instanton, asymptotic to A, with rate p where —5 < p < 0. The
zero set of the operator Da: L7, , 1 (§(M)® AdP) — L3 , ,($(M)® AdP) is independent of k > 3 and
a neighbourhood of 4 in M(A, 1) is homeomorphic to a neighbourhood of 0 in (DA);il(O).

4.3 Fredholm and Index Theory of the Twisted Dirac Operator

Recall that the operator (D4),—1 is Fredholm when there are no non-zero solutions to
Da, (T“ilsg) =0

where sy, is a spinor on $(X), lifted to $(C). We will find an expression for the Dirac operator on the cone
in terms of the operator on the link 3 to determine the solutions to this equation.

We begin by comparing the Dirac operators on the link ¥ and the cone C. Let ¥ a nearly Kéhler 6-
manifold and (C, gc¢) = (¥ x Rsg,dr? 4+ r?g) be the cone on . We consider first the case of the ordinary
Dirac operators

DY: T($(2)) — I'($(%))
D T(4(C)) = T(4(C))

arising from the Levi-Civita connection acting on the spin bundle.

Let €' be a local orthonormal frame for T*%, then E° = dr, E* = re’ forms a local orthonormal frame
for T*C. We use the convention that an index of y or v runs from 0 to 6 whilst an index of 7,j or k runs
from 1 to 6. Denote by 0; differentiation with respect to the vector field dual to e’ using the metric g and
denote by D; differentiation with respect to the vector field dual to E? with respect to the metric go. We
write V¢ for the Levi-Civita connection on the cone and V for the Levi-Civita connection on ¥, similarly
we write d¢, d for the exterior derivatives on the cone and ¥ respectively.

The connection one form of the Levi-Civita connection on the cone should be metric compatible and
torsion free, which here means that dg = Vo A . Let wj- be the connection one form of the Levi-Civita

J
A

connection on T*¥, so that Ve' = —w’e’ in this frame. Then w} = —w/ and

de’ + wj- ANel =0 (50)

(this is equivalent to d = VA).
On the cone we let Qf = —QJ be the Levi-Civita form, then testing that (B0) holds we first note that
dE® = d?r = 0 so that QY A E? = 0, and testing when ¢ > 0 we find

doE' = —Q), A E*
:—QE/\rej—Qé/\dr

and also

deE' =dr Ae' +rde

:dr/\ei—w;-/\ej.

Since we know (B0) holds we conclude that

The connection acts on one forms as

Veve! = (dcv# — UVQZ) ® et.
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Let I'#, be the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection on the cone, so that
BT, = 9

and v ; be the Christoffel symbols on the Levi-Civita connection on ¥ so that
ekv,ij = w;

Note that Y, =0and I'l, = 15““. We take the natural Clifford algebra embedding of Ci, into CI5YT
given by e’ — E'EC. The action of the Dirac operator on ¥ is

i 1 j
D% = E'E° <81-s + Z’yijOEJEOEks> . (51)
The operator on the cone acts as
- 1
DY (s) = E°Vys + E' (Dis + ZF;EﬂE%)

0 |
=BV + (D s+ (rgOEOEﬂs + T B E%s + rijﬂEks))

:E0%+Ei( Ois + - (5UEOEJS—5 ETEs + BT EF s ))

1 . 1. 1
% L pipipogs tii(os+ “AEEEIEOE"s
or 2r r 4
Thus we have that 5 5 )
DC = 0% L 2RO T (s + % kORI Ok
ar r r J
and comparing to (BI) one finds
o 1
DY=E"-(—+-(3+D"). 52
(5 +36+0" 52

Remark 4.28. The above calculation generalises easily to the case of (X", g) an n-dimensional Riemanninan
manifold and (C(X),dr? 4+ r2g) the (n + 1)-dimensional cone of X.

We would like to generalise this to the case of twisted spinors and twisted Dirac operators. Recall the
notation Ac = m* A, and consider the operators

Dy _:T($(%) © AddQ) — T(3(3) ® AdQ)
Da,: T($(C) ® Adr*Q) — T'($(C) ® Ad7*Q).
These operators factor as follows:
DY =cso(Ve1l+1@VA)=D"®1+clgo(1® Vi)
Do =clio(Ve®1+10VA) =D ®1+4clyo (1@ VT A=)

it suffices consider the terms clg(1 ® VA=) and cl7(1 ® V4¢). We choose a local frame {v,} of AdQ and let
@} = €'3%, the the connection 1-form of V4 and let Q) = E'T'?, be the connection 1-form of V™A, Then

@0 =  and we can apply a similar analysis to before. Let s4 be a local frame for the spin bundle. One
finds

D%w(ansA @) = D°(faa54) @ g + E'E fau54 ® ’yf-’avb
whilst

0 1 ) ~
Dac(faasa ®ve) = E° - <Ean5A +-6+ DO)(anSA)) ® Va + (B’ faasa) @ Lhyue
o (0 1 0 - b
=E"- ngaSA'i‘;(g"*'D )(faasa) ®Ua+;(E fAasa) @ AUt

0 1
— Y. (5 4 - (3—|— D%oo)) (faa54 ®Vq).
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So the twisted Dirac operators satisfy the same relation as in the case of the ordinary spin bundle.

A simple calculation shows that the volume form Volg anti-commutes with the Dirac operator, so the
spectrum is symmetric about 0 and hence Wit (D 4, ) is symmetric about —3. Furthermore the spectrum of
a Dirac operator is unbounded and discrete.

Proposition 4.29. The set of critical weights for the twisted Dirac operator D4 is Wit (Da,) = {1 €
R: p+3¢ SpecD%m} where D%m is the Dirac operator on the link twisted by the asymptotic connection
A Furthermore this set is discrete, unbounded and symmetric about —3. The operator (D 4),, is therefore
Fredholm whenever 1+ 3 € R\ SpecDY .

Recall that in studying the deformation theory of M(Ay, 1) we are lead to work with the operator
(Da)u—1 on a p — 1 weighted Sobolev space, since the kernel of this operator consists solutions to the
linearised G2-instanton equation converging with rate p. Therefore let us set

W= {p € R; u+2 € Spec(D} )}, (53)
so that (Da)u—1 is Fredholm whenever y € R\ W and W is symmetric about —2.

Remark 4.30. In [9] Charbonneau and Harland show that the linearised nearly Kéhler instanton equation
on the link ¥ is solved by one forms a satisfying Da__(a-s) = 2a-s . Therefore we may think of rate 0
deformations on cone C(X) as being deformations of the nearly K&hler instanton A.

Recall the index of a Fredholm operator P is the quantity ind P = dim(ker P) —dim(cokerP). The Lockhart
McOwen theory provides an index change formula that describes how the index varies as we vary the weight
of the Sobolev space.

Definition 4.31. Let 1 € R and define

K1) = nc € KerDa, ; ne(r,o) = r*=t Z(log 7)/n;j(0) each 7n;is a section of $(¥) ® AdQ
=0

That is, K(u) consists of sections in the kernel of D4, which are polynomials in logr whose coefficients are
homogeneous order p spinors.

The importance of these spaces is that they describe the change in index as the weight varies. We let
k(u) be the dimension of the dimension of the space K(x) in Definition 311

Theorem 4.32. Let ind,, denote the index of D4: Li+1,u—1($(M) ® AdP) — Li7u_2($(M) ® AdP). If
w, i/ € R\ W are such that p <y, then

ind,yDa —ind,Da= Y k().
veWwn(u,pu')

Remark 4.33. Being self adjoint the operator (D4)—_2 has index zero, since the dual of the target space has
the same weight as the domain. It follows that when D%x has non-trivial kernel we have ind(D4)_24c =
(dim KerDY ) for e sufficiently small that [—2, —2+ €) contains no other critical weights. Observe that in
this situation the virtual dimension is negative for all rates p < —2.

In analogy with the results of [32] we show that being self adjoint ensures that elements of K(u) have no
polynomial terms.

Proposition 4.34. Suppose
Da, | r#71 Z(log rYvi(o) | =0.
j=0
Then m = 0.
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Proof. Let ve € K(u), then we may write
vo(r,o) =1y "(logr)v;(0),
3=0

Suppose for a contradiction that m > 0. Thinking of D4 ,vc as a polynomial in logr we first compare
coefficients of (logr)™ to find
DY _vm = —(pt + 2)vm.

Now comparing coefficients of (log 7)™~ ! we find
(1 + 2)vp—1 + muy, + D%wvm,l =0
and we us the self-adjointness of D%wv to compute
MV, Um) r2(s) = —(D%_Vm—1,Vm) r2(s) — (1t + 2)(Vm—1, Vm) 12(x)

= —(Um-1,D%_vm)r2s) — (1t + 2)(Vm—1, Vm) r2(s)
= —(Um-1, (1 + 2)vm) r2(z) — (1 + 2)(Vm—1,Vm) r2(z) = 0.

Thus v, = 0 which yields our contradiction. O
This proposition shows that /() is simply the —(u+2) eigenspace for the operator D%m. The dimension

of these spaces therefore determines how ind, D 4 varies as we change the weight .

4.4 Structure of the Moduli Space

Suppose we work in a small enough neighbourhood of A in the space of Liy u—1 connections so that we may
solve the Coulomb gauge condition. Then we have seen that the the zero set of (D4),—1 consists of smooth
sections and that its linearisation is Fredholm whenever (u + 2) ¢ SpecDY .

Definition 4.35. For a given weight ;1 < 0 we define the rate p infinitesimal deformation space to be
Z(A p) = {(f,a) € Q1,1 (M,AdP) ® Q} 1, , 1 (M,AdP); Da(f,a) =0}.
By AC uniform elliptic regularity this is independent of k and is finite dimensional.

When (Da)k+t1,u—1 is Fredholm it has closed range and finite dimensional kernel, furthermore we can
choose a finite dimensional subspace O(A, u) of Q%M_Q(M, AdP)® Q,lg)u_2(M, AdP), called the obstruction
space, such that

Q) (M, AAP) ® Q) ,, o(M,AdP) = D (2, , 1(M,AdP) ® Q4 , (M, AdP)) & O(A, ).

Again by elliptic regularity we have that O(A, 1) is isomorphic to the kernel of the adjoint map (Da)i41,—5—,
for any | € N . If —% < p < 0 then the kernel of the adjoint is contained in the target space and we may
choose O(A, p) =ker(Da)*.

Remark 4.36. One can also describe the framework for study deformations of Gs-instantons in the form
of an elliptic complex. In this weighted setting, the complex takes the form

da P Ada da
QIOL(M, AdP) —_ Qllhl(Ma AdP) _ QELQ(M, AdP) — QZ#S(M’ AdP).

Denote the cohomology groups of this complex by H f" .- We have already noted that the zeroth
cohomology group is trivial Hgl,u = {0}, whilst H;l,u > T(A, ) and Hi)u >~ O(A, p) provided —5 < p < 0.

With this in hand we can apply the implicit function theorem to integrate our infinitesimal deformation
theory. We state here the version of the implicit function theorem we shall apply.
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Theorem 4.37. Let X and ) be Banach spaces and let Y C X be an open neighbourhood of 0. Let
F:U — Y be a C* map, for some k > 1, with F(0) = 0. Suppose dF|y: X — Y is surjective with kernel K
such that X = K @& Z for some closed subspace Z.
Then there exists open sets V C K and W C Z both containing 0, with V x W C U/ and a unique C* map
G:V — W such that

FHONWxW) ={(2,6(z)): x € V}.

Theorem 4.38. Let A be a nearly Kéhler instanton and let A be an AC Gs-instanton converging to A..
Suppose that ;. € (R\W)N(=5,0). There exists a smooth manifold M(A, 1), which is an open neighbourhood
of 0 in Z(A, 1), and a smooth map m: M(A, ) — O(A, u), with 7(0) = 0, such that an open neighbourhood
of 0 in 771(0) is homeomorphic to a neighbourhood of A in M(Aw, p1). Thus, the virtual dimension of the
moduli space is dimZ(A, ) — dimO(A, u) and M (A, i) is smooth if O(A4, p) = {0}.

Proof. For k > 5 let
X = (Qg-l-l,u—l(Ma AdP) S5 Qllc-l—l,u—l(Mv AdP)) X O(Anu)

and let
V=00, o(M,AdP) @ QL ,(M,AdP).

Pick a sufficiently small neighbourhood of A so that we may solve the Coulomb gauge condition. This in
turn gives an open neighbourhood U of (0,0) in QF , | (M,AdP)® Q;} , (M, AdP).
We define a map of Banach spaces F: X — ) by

F,w) =Da(v) +w
and note F(0,0) = 0. The differential of F at 0 acts as

d]:|(070)2 X — y
(v,w) — Dyv + w.
By the definition of the obstruction space d.F| o) is surjective and dF|o,0) (v, w) = 0if and only if (Dav,w) =

(0,0). Thus kerdF|,0y = K = Z(A, ) x {0} is finite dimensional and splits X'. That is, there exists a
closed Z C X such that K @ Z = X and we can moreover write Z = Z; x O(A,p) for some closed

Z) C Qg+1,u—1(M= AdP) @ Qllc+1,u—1(M= AdP). We are now in a position to apply the implicit function
theorem— we deduce that there are open sets
V CI(A p)
Wl C Zl
Wa C O(A, )

and smooth maps G;: V — W, for j = 1,2 such that
FHO) N (Y x W1) x Wa) = {((v,G1(v)) , Ga(v)) - v € V}

in X = (Z(A, u) ® Z1) x O(A, ). Therefore the kernel of F near (0, 0) is diffeomorphic to an open subset of
Z(A, j1) containing 0.
Define M(A,p) = V and 7: M(A, 1) — O(A, p) by m(v) = Ga(v). Then an open neighbourhood of
0 in (D)~ !(0) is homeomorphic to an open neighbourhood of 0 in 771(0). Finally, Theorem 38 says a
neighbourhood of 0 in the zero set of D4 is homeomorphic to a neighbourhood of A in the moduli space.
O

Remark 4.39. When p € W or when O(A, 1) # {0} the moduli space may not be smooth, or may have
larger than expected dimension.
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5 A Lichnerowicz Formula and Eigenvalue Bounds

The results of the previous section inform us that the virtual dimension of the Gs-instanton moduli space is
determined by (part of) the spectrum of a twisted Dirac operator on a nearly Kéhler 6-manifold. The required
eigenvalues lie in an interval determined by the fastest rate of converge of the example being considered. This
section develops methods for determining these eigenvalues. In all known examples of AC G2-instantons the
nearly Kéhler link is a homogeneous space and the limiting connection is the canonical connection. To study
these examples we are thus able to develop a representation theoretic approach.

In this section the link 3 of the AC Gi3-manifold M is assumed to be a compact homogeneous nearly
Kihler 6-manifold ¥ = G/H. We shall denote by G the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible, complex
unitary representations of G and for v € G we write (V4, pv,) to denote any class representative. Similarly

H denotes the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible, complex unitary representations of H and for v € H
a class representative is denoted (W, pw, ).

5.1 Homogeneous Bundles

When constructing examples of G-instantons on cohomogeneity one manifolds, it is natural to seek to extend
the group action on the manifold and look for connections invariant under this action. The framework of
homogeneous bundles is for this reason important when studying the examples of Gs-instantons considered
in this article. We give here a brief introduction to homogeneous bundles, before revisiting in Section [7}

Recall on a principal K-bundle 7: Q — X the structure group K acts on the right and for any p € P
this action defines a homomorphism K 2 Q) = 7~ '({p}).

Definition 5.1. Let Q — G/H be a principal K-bundle. We say that @ is a G-homogeneous K-bundle if
there is a lift of the natural left action of G on G/H to the total space ) which commutes with the right
action of K.

Let @ be a homogeneous K-bundle over G/H. Choose a point gy € 7~ *({eH}), then for all h € H, we
see that h- gy € 7~ *({eH}). Thus, for each h € H there exists a unique k € K such that h-qo = g, - k. This
defines a map \: H — K and it is not difficult to see that this is a homomorphism. We call A the isotropy
homomorphism. This allows one to reconstruct the bundle @ as follows: Consider the associated bundle

Q X K= (GxK)/~

where ~ is the equivalence relation (gh, k) ~ (g, A(h)k) for all g € G,h € H and k € K. One can then check
that the map

G Xy K —Q, (9, k)] = g-q0 -k

defines an isomorphism of principal bundles. Thus, G-homogeneous K-bundles over G/H are determined by
isotropy homomorphisms A: H — K. More precisely, isomorphism classes of homogeneous K-bundles are in
bijection with conjugacy classes of homomorphism \: H — K.

Suppose now we have a homogeneous K-bundle Q = G x(g,,) K and a representation (V,p) of K.
Then the lift of the G-action to @) endows the associated bundle F' = Q X ,) V with an an action of G.
Furthermore there is an isomorphism of homogeneous bundles

I=ye X (H,poA) V.

A section S € T'(E) is then said to be invariant if, once viewed as and H-equivariant map s: G — V, it is
constant. We can also understand gauge transformations in the homogeneous setting. Let Q = G X (g ) K
be a homogeneous K-bundle and consider gauge transformations of @ as sections of ¢(Q) = Q X(k ) K
where c(k1)kas = k1 kgkfl. Using the isomorphism ¢(Q) = G X (g con) K We can define a G-invariant section
of ¢(Q) from an element k of the centraliser of A\(H) via the map

9] = [g, k]

where [-] denotes an equivalence class.
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5.2 Frobenius Reciprocity

To calculate eigenvalues explicitly we utilise results from harmonic analysis. The main tool we shall require is
the Frobenius reciprocity theorem which generalises the classical Peter-Weyl theorem to the space of sections
of an associated vector bundle.

The Frobenius reciprocity theorem provides a method for decomposing (pr,, L>(G,V)x) as a represen-
tation of G. The left action of G on this space gives a representation which is said to be induced by the
representation py and which is denoted Indg (V). Suppose we have an irreducible representation V., of G
and a non-trivial element ® of Hom(V,, V)n. Here Hom(V,,V)n denotes the space of H-equivariant maps
V,—=V

Hom(V,,V)g = {® € Hom(V,,V); ® o py, (h) = py(h) o ® for all h € H}.

Then for any v € V, we have a map
V, = L*(G, V), v (g @(pv, (97 1)v)). (54)

Frobenius reciprocity uses this construction to show that an irreducible representation V., is contained in the
induced representation if and only if Hom(V,,V)m # {0} and the multiplicity of V, in the induced repre-
sentation is dim(Hom(V,, V) ). Thus if we denote by Res$ (V) the restriction of (p., V;) to the subgroup
H, we have

mult(V,, Ind% (V) = mult(Res% (V5), V).

This construction enables one to decompose the space of sections of E' := G x g V into an orthogonal Hilbert
sum
L*(E) 2 L*(G,V)r = @ Hom(V,, V) @ V. (55)
'yeé

The element of L*(G,V )y that one obtains via (54) from an element ® ® v € Hom(V,,V)y ® V, will be
denoted

Fg.,(9) = @(pv, (g ")) (56)

Since G is assumed to be compact any irreducible representation must be finite dimensional. Furthermore,
each summand in the above Hilbert space sum in fact lies in C*°(G, E)g.

5.3 The Family of Dirac Operators

Let ¥ = G/H be a compact, homogeneous nearly Kéhler 6-manifold. We choose to work with complex
spinor bundle $¢(X) which is the associated bundle

$(C(E) =G X(H,p) S.

Here S, which we refer to as spinor space, is a complex eight dimensional vector space which as an H-module
is

S=ComiaC (57)

where m¢ carries the adjoint action of H and p is the representation defined by this action. The splitting
(B7) of S as an H-module comes from the splitting $¢(3X) = A2 & AL @ A% of the spinor bundle. We shall
consider a twisting of the spinor bundle by an associated bundle

E=G X(H,pv) 14
constructed from some representation V of H. Thus the twisted spinor bundle is given by
$C(Z) QFE =G X(H,ps®pv) S®V.

The space of twisted spinor fields, which is isomorphic to L?(G,S ® V)g, carries several natural actions,
including:
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e The left regular representation p;, where pr.(g)s(¢’) = s(¢97'¢'), V9,9’ € G, s € L*(G,S®@V)y
e The right right representation pr where pr(g)s(g’) = s(¢’g), V9,9’ € G, s € L*>(G,S @ V) g
e The representation induced by the representation py on V, which we still denote as py .

We shall seek to apply tools from Harmonic Analysis to study the space of twisted spinor fields and the
family of twisted Dirac operators. When the operator is twisted by the canonical connection, that is Ay, =
Acan, the covariant derivative can be understood using the Frobenius reciprocity theorem. Recall that
DY ., =clo V1Aean is constructed from the canonical connection acting both on the spinor bundle A and
the associated bundle E. We can therefore understand this operator using this formalism since the covariant
derivative defined by the canonical connection is determined by the right regular representation [2]:

Vi = pr(X)s (59)

for s € L*(G,S ® V) g and where we think of a vector field X as an element of L*(G, m)y. Recall g is given
the nearly Kéhler metric (I2]) and that {I4} denotes a basis for g such that I, for 1 < a < 6 forms a basis
for m and I; for 7 < i < dim(G) forms a basis of h. The basis {I,} defines a local orthonormal frame {e®}
of T*Y|y [25] and we can think of these local 1-forms as equivariant maps from 7=1U to m*. By (58] the
operator DYy  takes the form

Dl = cl(e")pn(e) (59)

when acting on elements of L?(G, S ®V)g. Furthermore we know from [9] that the family of Dirac operators
differ by the action of the 3-form Re{Q2on the spin bundle

3(t—1)
t Dl
4

Da... = Da,,, + Ref1.

By combining these facts with the Frobenius reciprocity theorem we can understand how each of these
operators act with respect to the splitting of the space of sections given in (G5). The next result is due
to Bér, although the version presented here is generalised to the case of a twisted spinor. The proof goes
through identically since in either case the covariant derivative being used in determined by the right regular
representation.

Proposition 5.2. Let E be a vector bundle associated via a representation V of H and split the space of
sections

L*($c(2) @ BE) = LX(G,S @ V)y = @ Hom(V,, S @ V)g @ V.
'yeé

For any v € G and for every t € R, the operator Di‘can leaves invariant the space Hom(V,, S® V) ® V,, and
Di... lHom(v, sev)nev, = (D, )y ©®1d (60)

where (D ),: Hom(V,,S®V)yg — Hom(V,, S ® V) is the operator

3@4_ YReqr - 0. (61)

(DY, )4® = —cl(ly) - (®opy, (L)) +

Proof. The formula is calculated for DY, A, N [2, Proposition 1]. The fact that the family of Dirac operators
differ by the above multiple of Re(2 is calculated in [A. O

Note that under the isomorphism Hom(V,,S ® V) = V> ® S ® V an H-equivariant homomorphism
corresponds to a vector fixed by the H action and the formula for (D? Y1... )y takes the form

(chan)'y = C]'(Ia)pv.f (Ia) +

3(t—1)
1 Ref. (62)

This point of view will be the one we adopt when calculating eigenvalues explicitly.
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5.4 Eigenvalue Bounds

Recall A is assumed to be an AC Ga-instanton with fastest rate of convergence pg < 0 and the limiting
connection Ay, = Acan Will be assumed to be the canonical connection living on some bundle associated via
a representation of H. We shall consider the family of moduli spaces M(Acan, 1) with g ranging from the
fastest rate of convergence of the example we are studying, to 0. We have seen the virtual dimension of these
moduli spaces jumps as we pass through eigenvalues in this interval shifted by 2. Our method is to develop
a representation theoretic Lichnerowicz formula to determine the eigenvalues of a related Dirac operator.

The relevant Lichnerowicz type formula is calculated for the action of the Dirac operator on A1(X) C $(%)
in [9] and we shall build on this work. The formula gives the square of the Dirac operator as a sum of Casimir
operators, so we first remind the reader how these operators are constructed. Any representation (V,p) of
a Lie algebra g, equipped with an invariant inner product B, yields a quadratic Casimir operator p(Casg)
defined as p(Casg)v = p(La)p(la)v for any v € V and where I4 is an orthonormal basis for g. In the case
at hand the metric on g is the nearly Kéhler metric B(X,Y) = —4Trg(ad(X)ad(Y)) and the metrics on
m and h are the restrictions of B. Since the Casimir operators commute with the group action they act as
multiples of the identity on irreducible representations and so we can write

py(Casg) = c§1d
p~(Casp) = cf’yld.

These eigenvalues are calculated, for G and H such that G/H is a nearly Kéhler 6-manifold and using the
above metric, in [9].

To obtain a suitable Lichnerowicz formula we combine [9] Proposition 8] with the results of [33] to obtain
a formula for (Djmn)z. The operator we would like to calculate eigenvalues for is D%can, however we are
unable to calculate these eigenvalues directly using our Lichnerowicz formula. We shall see that we are
nonetheless able to gain useful information in the form of eigenvalue bounds.

Lemma 5.3. Let G/H be a homogeneous nearly Kahler manifold. Let E be the vector bundle obtained
from G — G/H through some representation V of H. Let A.,, be the canonical connection on F, then

(Dican)2 preserves the decomposition I'($¢(X) @ E) =T(A2® E) T (AL ® E) @ T(AL ® E) and

1

(D3..)°n = (—pL(Casg)n + pyv (Casy)n + 4n) (63)

for any n € T($c() ®@ E).
Proof. The formula is calculated for sections of Al ® E in [9, Proposition 8| so we need only consider the
case where n € (A2 & A%) ® E. It is also shown in [9] that

(D5 )2k = (VhAcnyryben s 4 4p

for k € T((A2 & AL) ® E) and so we aim to show this admits the required Casimir expression. It is a
standard fact, see [33] for example, that the rough Laplacian (V1 Acan)*y14can ig identified with the action
of a Casimir operator

(V17Acan)*vl7Acan _ —pR(CaSm)

on L?(G, (A°(RS)* @ AS(R%)*) @ V) . Note if k € L?(G, (A2(R)* AL (R®)*) ® V) then we have pr(X)r+
pv(X)k = 0 for any X € b and therefore pr(Casy) = py(Casy). Combining this with the fact that
pr.(Casy) = pr(Casgy) yields the result. O

1
The operator (chan)2 preserves the decomposition (B3)), so as in Proposition we can define an
1
endomorphism (D3 )2 of Hom(V,, S ® V) g such that

1 1
(Djlca,,)?y ®Id = (Djxcan )2 |H0111(V.Y,S®V)H®V»y' (64)
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Since we are considering unitary representations the space Hom(V, S ® V)i carries a natural inner product
given by
(X,)Y) =Tr(X*Y)

where X* is the hermitian adjoint with respect to the hermitian inner products on V, and S ® V. The self-

1
adjointness of (D jcan)Q ensures that the restriction to any of the subspaces Hom(V,, S ® V)g ® V, defines

a hermitian opertor, hence it is diagonalisable with real eigenvalues. Furthermore the spectrum satisfies

1 1
Spec(D} )* = J (D},,.)5
76@

1
It follows from Frobenius reciprocity and Lemma [5.3] that (D3 )2 acts as the endomorphism

(D305 = —pv; (Casg) + py (Casy) +4. (65)

Corollary 5.4. Let V,, be an irreducible representation of G, and let V' = P, . - W, be the decomposition of

V into irreducible representations of H, where K is a finite sequence in H. The eigenvalues and multiplicities

1
of the operator (D} )2 are

Eigenvalue Multiplicity

—c8 +c) +4 | dimHom(V,,S @ W,)u

where cf is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator on the irreducible representation V, with respect to the
inner product B from ([2) and ¢! is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator on the irreducible representation

1
W, with respect to this metric. The eigenvalues of (D} ), are +1/—c§ + ¢} +4 and the -5+ ) +4

and —\/ —c3 + ) +4 eigenspaces are isomorphic.

Proof. We have a splitting
Hom(V,, S @ V) = €P Hom(V,, S @ W, )i
veK

1 1
which is respected by the operator (D} _)2. Inspection of (63) reveals that (D} )2 acts as a constant with
the advertised value on each of these summands.

1
It follows that the eigenvalues of (D} ), are given by 41/ —c§ + ¢} + 4 (verification of this fact is given

1
in [3] for example). Furthermore one can check that (D3 ), anti-commutes with the action of the volume
form Vol on the spin bundle and since Vol?> = —1 one sees that the volume form provides an isomorphism

between the y/—c% + ¢ + 4 and —\/—c2 + ¢} + 4 eigenspaces. O

Note that the eigenvalues of —py. (Casg) change as  varies, whereas the eigenvalue of py (Casy) + 4 are
fixed. Furthermore, large dimensional irreducible representations V, lead to the Casimir operator —py. (Casg)
having a large positive eigenvalue. Intuitively this should mean that, if V, is a large dimensional irreducible

2

5 are large. The following lemma allows us to compare

1
representation, the eigenvalues of the operator (D jcan)
eigenvalues of operators in this way.

Lemma 5.5. Let X and Y be n x n Hermitian matrices with eigenvalues {\¥,...,AX} and {\Y,...,A\}}
respectively. Let {A\ ... AX+Y} be the set of eigenvalues of X + Y. Then

min{]AT ] IR > min{ AT = max{ AT AT

Proof. See [16, Lemma 5.3.4]. O
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1
Recall the operators (DY ), from (60), as was the case for (D} ), these anti-commute with the volume
form Vol so have spectra symmetric about 0 and satisfy

Spec(DYy.,) = | Spec(DYy,)-.
'yeé

Recall that our task is to determine the eigenvalues of D%wn in the region (ug + 2, 2) where pyg is the fastest
rate of convergence of A, therefore we would like to know which representations V, have eigenvalues in this
region.
L L

Suppose that the operator (D3 )2 has eigenvalues A7,---, )}, then the eigenvalues of (D} ), are

precisely £Aq, -+ A,,. Now since
1 1
(DS.,)y = (D}, ), — {Re® (66)

and the eigenvalues of —%ReQ are contained in the set {£1,0}, we can apply Lemma to obtain lower
bound on the smallest positive eigenvalue of (D% ).

n

Theorem 5.6. Let V,, be an irreducible representation of G. If the quantity

L, = \/min{—cg +e)+4} -1
v
is positive, then it is a lower bound on the smallest positive eigenvalue of (D%CM)V.

1
Proof. Inspection of Corollary 5.4l reveals that the smallest eigenvalue of (D} ), is \/ =S+ ) + 4. Since
the cigenvalues of —1Re) are contained in the set {+1,0} we can apply Lemma to yield the result. O
in (po +2,2):

1. Use Theorem [5.6 to rule out the irreducible representations V, such that (D% ), has no eigenvalues
in the interval (m, 2) where m = min{—2, uo + 2} and pg is the fastest rate of converge of the example
we are studying (in every case but one we just need to consider eigenvalues in the region [0, 2)).

With this in hand we can outline our strategy for calculating the eigenvalues of DY

can

2. For the remaining representations, if all maps in Hom(V,, S ® V)g factor through AL @V C S@V

1
then (DY ), = (D} )y on this space (this is thanks to Lemma Z8) and Corollary 54| informs us of
the eigenvalues.

3. If there are maps factoring through (A2 # AY) ® E C S @ E then ReQ acts non-trivially and one must
work harder to calculate the relevant eigenvalues.

In the last case here, when Ref) acts non-trivially, we shall attack the known examples using two different
methods. When the nearly Kihler 6-manifold is CP3 we adapt the work of Bir [2] and develop a representa-
tion theoretic framework to calculate directly the matrix (and hence the eigenvalues) of the Dirac operator
on one of the homomorphism spaces from (55) via the formula 62). On S® we instead write the Dirac
operator as a sum of Casimir operators and this again allows us to calculate the matrix and eigenvalues of
the Dirac operator on the relevant homomorphism spaces.

6 Deformations of Gs-Instantons over the Bryant-Salamon Mani-
folds

Having developed the deformation theory in Section Ml and provided a suitable framework for studying
twisted Dirac operators on homogeneous nearly Kéhler 6-manifolds in the previous section, we are now
ready to apply these results to concrete examples. We do so by first considering known examples of Clarke
[11], Lotay-Oliveira [31] and Oliveira [35], which live on the Bryant-Salamon manifolds. In each example that
we study, the aim shall be to calculate the virtual dimension of the moduli space on which the connection
lives. The results developed in the previous section are sufficient for this calculation, with one exception: In
studying Oliveira’s Ga-instanton on A% (S%) we present a different method for calculating the eigenvalues of
the operator (D%can),y given in (G]), in the case where V, = V(¢ 1) is the standard representation of Sp(2).
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6.1 Clarke’s Family of Instantons on R* x S3

We begin by briefly introducing the construction of the Bryant-Salamon metric on R* x S3, based on the
presentation given in [3I]. The idea is to consider a 1-parameter family of SU(3) structures (w(t),v2(t)) on
3 x §% = SU(2)? such that, setting v;(¢) = Ja(t) :

(1)
2

¢ =dt ANw(t) + (1), P = =dt Aya(t)

defines a torsion free Go-structure on S% x S x (0,7). To construct such an SU(3)-structure, let I; for
i = 1,2,3 be a basis of su(2) with [I;,I;] = 2,1k, then we may split su(2)? = su(2)* @ su(2)~ where
It = (I;,I;) and I, = (I;,—I;) provide bases for su(2)* and su(2)~ respectively. We define ;" and 7; to
be dual to [ l+ and I; respectively. The Maurer-Cartan relations take the form

dn = —eije(n A+ 07 Anb), (67)
dn; = —2eim; A ne. (68)

K2

The group SU(2)? acts on SU(2)? as follows:

(91,92, 93) - (G1,92) = (919195 '+ 929295 ")

and under this action we can impose SU(2)? symmetry on our SU(3) structure; this yields the following
expressions:

w=4XYn; Anf (69)
71 =8Yn Amy Ang —4AX Yegn Anf An (70)
vo = 8X3n And AnT —4Y2Xeiim; A n; A ny (71)

where X and Y are real valued functions of ¢ € R™. The equations defining a torsion free Ga-structure,
which in this situation are known as the Hitchin flow equations, are:

) 1 X? . X
X=1(1—-"2 Y = —. 2
2( Y2>, . (72)

Set Y = s and X = sF(s), then (72)) becomes

— (sF) = 73
(sF) =+ (73)
Solutions are given by
1 _ 353
F(s) =/ —5— (74)

where ¢ > 0 and s > ¢.This yields

X(s) = %\/ 1— 3573 and Y(s) =s.

Let us choose ¢ = 1 and define a coordinate r € [1, +00) as follows: recall ¢ is the arclength parameter along
the geodesic parameterised by s, so we may set

') / " ds
)= _—

1 \/1 — 8_3
then our functions take the form

X = 1—9-3 and Y =

Sl
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We now switch focus to Clarke’s family of Ga-instantons. These live on the trivial SU(2)-bundle over the
Bryant-Salamon manifold R* x S3.

We will denote by Py the bundle over R* x S3 whose extension over the singular orbit is determined by an
isotropy homomorphism A: SU(2) — SU(2). Clarke’s Ga-instantons live on the bundle P;, the bundle whose
isotropy homomorpshism is the trivial homomorphism A(g) = 1. The connections are globally well-defined

and take the form s s
A=azX (Zlie@nj) +yY (Zliébnf)

i=1 i=1
with
x(t) = 1 2x0)§(t) I
+ x9 (Y (t) — §)
for some xg € R. The connections are generically AC with fastest rate of convergence —2, although note that
when 2y = 0 the connection A is the trivial flat connection.

and y(t) =0 (75)

6.2 Eigenvalues of the Twisted Dirac Operator on S3 x S3

Since Clarke’s Go-instantons are AC with fastest rate of convergence —2 and limiting connection Acay, the
results of Section [ tell us that the virtual dimension of M(Acan, it), for —2 < p < 0, is determined by the
eigenvalues of D%can in the interval [0, 2). In this section the eigenvalues in this interval are calculated, using
the method developed in

An asymptotic framing for the bundle P; is provided by the homogeneous bundle Q = SU(2)3 x (ASU(2),id)
SU(2). Away from the associative S3, which is the singular orbit for the action of SU(2)?, we have P, = 7*Q
where 7: C(S3 x S3) — §3x S? is the projection map. The bundle AdQ is associated to the canonical bundle
via the adjoint representation of SU(2) on its Lie algebra. As a complexified representation the vector space
is (su(2))c = sl(2,C). Let us denote by W; the unique irreducible representation of SU(2) with dimension
(i+1). Irreducible representations of SU(2)? are then given by Vi) = Wi@W; @ Wi. As a representation
of SU(2) we have m§ = Wy @ Wy so the complexified spinor space is S = Wy @ Wao @ Wy @ Wy and an
application of the Clebsch-Gordan rule shows that the twisted spinor space is

S ®su(2)c = 2Wy ® 4Ws @ 2W,. (76)
The Frobenius reciprocity theorem says that the space of sections splits as
L*(8c(S° x §%) ® AdQ) = L*(SU(2)%, S ® su(2)c)su(z)

o @ Hom(V;, S @ su(2)c)suz) @ Vy (77)
v63®3

—

where SU(2)3 denotes the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of SU(2)® and V, is a
class representative for . The action of the Casimir operators on irreducible representations is given by

su(2)°3
PViiim (Cas5u(2)3) = C(;E,Iz) 1d

PW; (Cassu(Q)) = Cf‘u@)ld

where these eigenvalues of the Casimir operators are with respect to the nearly Kéhler metric. The eigenvalues
are calculated in [9] to be

s 3

) = —5 (i +2) +( +2) +k(k+2))
1

M@ = —5ili +2).

Since the adjoint representation of SU(2) is the 3-dimensional irreducible representation, we are able

to combine Lemma [5.3] with the above Casimir eigenvalue formula to see that the operators (Dican)?y of
Hom(V,, S ® su(2)c)su(z), which were defined in (62)), take the form
1
(chan)?y = —Pvr (Cassu(2)3)- (78)
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1
Thus by the results of Section [B] we have found an expression for the eigenvalues of (D} _)?:

1
Lemma 6.1. The spectrum of (D3 )% is

1 3 .
Spec(chan)Q = {_C?zu,g?lz) ; dlm Hom(V(z-)M), S ®5u(2)C)SU(2) }é O} .

We can use this to rule out representations that do not lead to eigenvalues of the twisted Levi-Civita
Dirac operator in the interval [0,2). First let us recall the relation between the various operators that we
need:

The operator D}Llcan is constructed from the canonical connection acting on both the spinor space and
the adjoint bundle. We can define endomorphisms (D} ), of Hom(V,, S ® su(2)c)suy(2) such that

(Dzlé\can)’y ®Id = (Dzléczm)|Hom(VﬂY,S®5u(2)c)SU(2)®Vw

and thus a family of endomorphisms (D% ), of Hom(V, S ® su(2)c) via the formula

3(t - 1)ReQ.

(Digeu )y = (D) +

Then one has

Spec(DYy_ ) = U Spec(DY_ )y
4

and we use this to obtain eigenvalue estimates for the Levi-Civita Dirac operators (D%mn),y.
Corollary 6.2. If V,, # C then Spec(D%_ ), N[0,2) = 0.

Proof. Let V, be an irreducible representation of SU(2)? and suppose that dim Hom(V,, S®sl(2, C))su(z) # 0.
Application of Theorem shows that the smallest non-negative eigenvalue of (D% ), is bounded below
by

su(2)3

Ly =y =Cjm —1

where V., = V{; ; r). The quantity L., does not yield a lower bound when V, = C and since dim Hom(V{; ¢ ), S®
sl(2,C))su(z) = 0 the representation V{; o) need not be considered. The next representation to consider is

V(1,1,0), this yields the bound L. = V9 —1 = 2, so this bound is sufficient for the statement of the theorem.
Any other irreducible representation V,, leads to a large lower bound, which completes the proof. O

To calculate the relevant eigenvalues we therefore only need consider those coming from the trivial
representation. Let V,, = C and let us write S = Wo(l) @ W2(1) @ W2(2) @ W0(2) where Wi(a) are distinct copies
of the irreducible representation W;. A basis of Hom(C, S ® su(2)c)su(2) = Hom(C, S ® Wa)gy(g) is given by
the SU(2)-equivariant maps q(Q)’2 and 63’2 which factor as maps

@22 Co W eW, - 5@ W,
P22 Co WP W, - S® Wa.

Notice that all maps in this homomorphism space factor through A' C S. On this space (78) says that

1 1 1 1
(D3..)2 = 0. Furthermore Ker(D3 )2 = Ker(D} ), so we see that (D} ), also vanishes on this space.
Finally, since all basis vectors factor through A! C S Lemma ensures that ReQ) acts trivially on this
space. Therefore (Df%km)nY = 0 for all ¢, when V, is the trivial representation. We have shown:

Proposition 6.3. The only eigenvalue of D%wn in the interval [0,2) is 0 and has multiplicity 2.

This result tells us, by the observation in Remark 33 that ind_o, . D4 = %dim KerD%%m for e sufficiently
small, the virtual dimension of the moduli space:
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Theorem 6.4. Let P be the trivial SU(2)-bundle over R* x S3, framed at infinity by the homogeneous
SU(2)-bundle over the nearly Kihler S? x S3 whose isotropy homomorphism is the identity. Let Ac., be the
canonical connection on @, so that Clarke’s Go-instantons A live in M(Acan, pt) for p € (—=2,0). The virtual
dimension of the moduli space this family of moduli spaces is

virtdimM (Acan7 /L) =1
for all p € (—2,0).

Note that the above virtual dimension coincides with the dimension of the SU(2)3-invariant moduli space,
which is known from the work of Clarke [11] and Lotay-Oliveira [31]. This is perhaps not surprising- the
SU(2)3-invariant deformation parameter also defines an AC deformation, so it would appear we are only
seeing this in our calculation, although further work is required to rule out the case of having a larger kernel
and a non-trivial cokernel compensating. We shall observe similar behaviour in the other examples that we
study- the virtual dimension of the AC moduli space matches the number of deformation parameters known
from the invariant setting.

6.3 The Limiting Connection of Lotay-Oliveira

Consider now the bundle P4 which extends the action over the singular orbit via the identity homomorphism
id: SU(2) — SU(2). The Ga-instanton constructed by Lotay and Oliveira |31, Theorem 5] can be considered
as a limiting connection of Clarke’s family. Furthermore, the authors interpret its existence as a removable
singularity phenomena. The connection is well defined on the entire bundle P4 and takes the form

3 3
A=zxX (Zh@nj) + Y (Zh@nj)

=1 =1

with X(0)
z(t) = ="~
Y= 1vm -
This connection is asymptotically conical with fastest rate of convergence -3. Note that the Gs-instantons
of Clarke and Lotay-Oliveira live on (topologically) the same bundle and both converge to the canonical
connection on the asymptotic framing bundle @ but (in the terminology of (BHl)) have fastest rates of
convergence —2 and —3 respectively. Thus the moduli space we shall consider is identical to that considered
previously, although the range of weights we shall consider is now (—3,0). Consequently we must determine
eigenvalues of the twisted Dirac operator on the link which fall in the interval (—1,2). Note however, that
since the spectrum we consider is symmetric about 0, no extra work is required. Hence:

and y(t) = 0.

Theorem 6.5. Let P be the trivial SU(2)-bundle over R* x S3, framed at infinity by the homogeneous
SU(2)-bundle over the nearly Kihler S3 x S whose isotropy homomorphism is the identity. Let Acan be
the canonical connection on @, so that Lotay-Oliveira’s Go-instanton A lives in M(Acan, 1) for p € (=3,0).
The virtual dimension of the moduli space this family of moduli spaces is

1 ifpe(=2,0)

virtdiHlM(Acanv/L) = {_1 if e (—3 —2)

Observe that the above moduli space is necessarily obstructed when the weight is less than —2. This
reflects what we know from the general theory; suitably large negative weights will lead to the moduli space
having a negative virtual dimension. This connection is the only known AC Gs-instanton that decays with
rate faster than —2 and as we shall see it is also the only example that yields a negative virtual dimension.

6.4 The Bryant-Salamon Manifolds A% (N?)

Next we turn our attention to the Ga-instantons constructed by Oliveria in [35]. These are connections on the
Bryant-Salamon manifolds A% (N*), where N* is either CP? or 54, so we first briefly recap the contruction of
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these manifolds. We consider one example on each manifold. Note in [35] Oliveira also constructs examples
of SU(3)-instantons over A% (CP?) and shows that the pullback of an ASD instanton on S* defines a Go-
instanton on A2 (S%). These examples are not considered in this article, although the virtual dimension of
the moduli space in the latter case is calculated in the author’s thesis [16].

If (N*, gn) is a 4-dimensional Riemannian manifold, then the twistor space of N is the unit sphere bundle
in A2 (N). When N = CP? or N = S* the twistor space carries a natural nearly-Kihler structure [17] whose
metric is

1 x
g6 = 59s + 7T gnN.

The Bryant-Salamon metric on the total space of A2 (N) takes the form

9= f*(s)grs + f2(s)7"gn (79)
where s is the Euclidean distance to the zero section given by the fiber metric and where
fls)=(1+s)74 (80)

6.5 Oliveira’s Gy-Instantons on A? (CP?)

Consider now the case when N = CP2, then the twistor space is the space of flags in C? i.e the space of
complex lines contained in planes in C* and will be denoted F; 5 3. The standard action of SU(3) on C? gives
rise to a transitive action of SU(3) on the space of flags with isotropy subgroup T2. At a suitable point of
12,3 the T? isotropy subgroup of SU(3) that one obtains is the standard one [35]

e? 0 0
T2 — 0 e—i0+e)
0 0 el

and we will work with this fixed subgroup throughout this section.
The geodesic distance to the zero section then takes the form t(s) = fos f(u)du and this allows us to
rewrite the metric (79) as

g =dt* + 5*(t) f2(s(t)gs> + f 2 (s(t))7* gepe

where gg2 is the round metric on the unit sphere of a fibre in A2 (CPP2). One can also describe the Ga-structure
explicitly. To gain a suitable local expression we first study homogeneous structure of SU(3)/T2.

Under the adjoint action the real representation m splits into three irreducible subspaces m = m; Gmsdmg
and we choose orthonormal bases {I1, Ir},{I3,I4} and {Is, I} respectively (if the reader is interested this
decomposition is covered more explicitly in [35]).This induces a local frame for T*F; 2 3 which we denote
el,...e% Away from the zero section of A2 (CP?) we can think of the geodesic distance ¢ as a coordinate.

Let us define 2-forms
Qr=e2 -3 Qy=eld 2 g =eld 2

D —e2 463 Qy=edtel2 Oy=eldpe? (81)
then the 3-form ¢ of the Bryant-Salamon Ga-structure takes the form
o =dt A (a®(t)e'? — a®(t)e3* + A(1)e™0) + a®(t)c(t)(Q2 A e® — Q3 AeP) (82)

where a(t) = 2f71(t) and c(t) = 2s(t) f(t). From this viewpoint one sees that the Ga-structure is AC with
lg —gcly = Ot™).

Let us fix the standard basis I; of so(3) with [I;, I;] = 2¢;5Ix. We choose the maximal torus in SO(3) to
be the one generated by $11. Recall that SU(3)-homogeneous SO(3)-bundles over Fy 5 3 are determined by
isotropy homomorphisms from 72 to SO(3). It is shown in [35] that there is a unique isotropy homomorphism
A which yields a bundle @ = SU(3) x »SO(3) with non-trivial invariant connections and for which the pullback
7*Q extends over the zero section CP? of A% (CP?).
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To describe this bundle we first note that the singular orbit of A% (CP?) is SU(3)/U(2) = CP? and
so SU(3)-homogeneous SO(3)-bundles over the singular orbit are determined by isotropy homomorphisms
A: U(2) — SO(3). The adjoint action of U(2) on su(2) defines a homomorphism

A: U(2) = SO(3)

83
g — Ad, (83)
where we view SO(3) as a subgroup of GL(su(2)). By viewing 7?2 as the subgroup of U(2)
i
2 (€ 0
T = <0 ei¢) c U(?2)
we obtain a homomorphism 7% — SO(3) by restriction of (83), this is
A:T? = SO(3
3) (84)
g — Ad,.
We take A to be the isotoropy homomorphism of the homogeneous bundle
Q = SU(3) x SO(3). (85)

Let us denote by P the extension of 7*Q to A? (CP?) determined by the isotropy homomorphism (&3). We
denote by Acan the pullback of the canonical connection on @, this lives on P[yz cpey\cpe- An invariant
connection on P then takes the form

A= Acan + h(t)(® @ I + e° @ I3)
and one finds [35] Section 4.3.2] that the Gz-instanton equation for such a connection becomes

dh
f4h? =1, JHE +sh =0 (86)

with boundary data %‘5:0 f72h = 0,limg_,oo h = 0 and where f is defined as in ([B0). The first equation
here, which is algebraic, implies h = & f2 and one can check that the second equation is then automatically
satisfied. Note that the paired equations have a 0-dimensional space of solutions, whilst the linearisation of
the system has a 1-dimensional space of solutions. We summarise this result in the following theorem.

Theorem 6.6 (Oliveira, [35, Theorem 8]). The connection A given by
A=A £ 2(8)(* @ L+ @ I3)

defines a Ga-instanton on P. Moreover A is AC with limiting connection the canonical connection living on
the bundle Q.

The conenction A satisfies |A — Acan|, = O(t73), so in the notation of (BH]) defines an AC Ga-instanton
with fastest rate of convergence —2.

6.6 Eigenvalues of the Twisted Dirac Operator on [F; 53

We now consider the calculations necessary for determining the virtual dimension of the moduli space on

which A lives. Again we denote by @ the bundle defined in (85). The basis of su(3)c = sl(3,C) that we
choose is {F12, Er3, a3, E21, E31, E32, Hia, Haz}, where E;; is the elementary matrix with a 1 in the (i, j)th

entry and zeros elsewhere, and where

Hip = diag(1, -1,0), Hyy = diag(0,1, —1).

The matrices Hiz and Haz form a basis of a Cartan subalgebra given by the Lie algebra of the group of
diagonal matrices in SU(3), we denote this t* = (Hi2, Ha3). Irreducible representations of SU(3) are indexed
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by a pair natural numbers (a,b) with V{; ) being the standard representation C3. The representation mg
carries the adjoint action of 7?2 and, as in [9], one can calculate the weight space decomposition to be

mc =W, _1) @ W_1,2) @ Wi1,21) @ Wi_2,1) @ W,—2) @ W1y

The eigenvalues of the Casimir operator one obtains from the nearly Kéhler metric are calculated in [9].
We may write

PViary (CaSsy(3)) = f;l(f))ld

pW(c,d) (Casg) = C(C,d)Id
and the eigenvalues are

4(3) 42 2
o) ——g(a +b* + ab + 3a + 3b) (87)

2 4
ety = -3 (+cd+d?). (88)
Let us now examine the relevant Lichnerowicz formula. In the case at hand this takes the form

1
(D3, )? = —pr(Casey(s)) + pador(Case) + 4

where padox acts on s0(3)c. We split the space of sections using the Frobenius reciprocity theorem

L2($c(F1a3) © AdQ) = @ Hom(V,, S ® s50(3)c)r> @ V, (89)
'VESU(S)

1
and define an operator (chan)?y by requiring that

1 1
(Dfxcan)% ®1d = (D}, )*[Hom( Vy,5®50(3))c®Vs - (90)

can

The decomposition of s0(3)¢ under the action Ad o A is
50(3)c = W(1,-1) ®@ Wio,0) ® Wir,1)-

Remark 6.7. The reader is warned that we have chosen different generators of the maximal torus of SU(3)
to those in [35], so our labelling conventions are not the same.

1
With this in hand we can use Corollary 5.4l and (88) to state the eigenvalues of (D} )*:

Lemma 6.8. Let V, = V{44 be an irreducible representation of SU(3) such that dim Hom(V,, S®s0(3)c) #
1
0 and let (chan)?y be the operator defined by ([@0). The eigenvalues and multiplicities of this operator are

Eigenvalue Multiplicity
—cz;l(g)) +4 dim Hom(V5, S) 2

_csu(S) dim Hom(Vy, S ® (W(,L,l) ) W(1,1)))T2

Again this allows us to bound the eigenvalues of (D% ),

Corollary 6.9. Let V,, be an irreducible representation of SU(3). If V/, is not the trivial representation then
Spec(DY_ ), 1[0,2] = 0.
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Proof. Let V,, be an irreducible representation of SU(3), then the lower bound on smallest positive eigenvalue
of (DY )y that is given by Theorem 5.6l is

Ly=\/-c"® —1.

Using ([B7) we see that when V, = V(1) the lower bound that one obtains is L, = V12 —1 > 2. Any
irreducible representation V., of dimension greater than that of V(; ;) is bounded by a larger lower bound
L, so that the only remaining possibilities are V(g o), V(1,0) and V(g,1). Whilst Hom(C, S ® s0(3)c)7> is a
non-trivial vector space, one finds that the only T2-equivariant map from C? or (C3)* to S ® s0(3)c is the
zero map and so these representations do no contribute any eigenvalues to the spectrum of (D%mn).y. o

Let us thus set V, = V(g0) = C. We should expect to see a 2-dimensional kernel for (D%CM)W since
invariant solutions appear from the trivial representation and we know that the linearisation of the invariant
Go-instanton equations (86) has a 1-dimensional space of solutions.

An application of Schur’s lemma shows Hom(C, S ® so(3)c)72 is four dimensional. Let m("/) be a fixed
non-zero vector lying in the copy of W(; ;) contained in m¢ C S. Similarly we let w®h be a fixed non-zero
vector in the copy of W(; ;) contained in s0(3)c. We set

00 00) — 1 g 1(0:0)
G000 — Vol @ (00)
DL (1) g (<11

gL DD — (11 g (1)

then {q(0,0)(0,0), Cj((),O)(O,O)7 q(l,1)(71,71)q(71,71)(1,1)} forms a basis of
(S ® 50(3)C)T2 = Hom((C, S ®50(3)C)T2

where (S ® $0(3)¢)2 is the space of T?-invariant vectors in S ® s0(3)c. Let {I,} be an orthonormal basis
for m and recall from (62]) that

3
(D?Lxcan)v = Cl(Ia)pC(Ia) - ZRGQ

on this space. Since the action involved here is the trivial one we see that (D%can)"y =— %ReQ and the vectors
¢©9 and ¢33 are, by Lemma [Z8) thus eigenvectors with eigenvalues —3 and 3 respectively. In contrast
the vectors ¢(HD(=1L=1) ¢(=L=1(1) define equivariant maps that factor through A' ® so(3)c C S ® s0(3)c
and it follows from Lemma that Ref) acts trivially on these vectors. These observation yield the next
proposition:

Proposition 6.10. Let V;, = C and let (DY _ ), be the operator on Hom(Vs, S ® s0(3)c)r> given in (60).
The eigenvalues of this operator are

Eigenvalue A | Multiplicity

0 2
3 1
-3 1

Observe we have shown 2 is not an eigenvalue of (Dgwn)nY when V, is either the trivial representation, the
standard representation C® or the dual of the standard representation (C?)*. Furthermore 2 cannot occur
as an eigenvalue coming from any other representation by Corollary [6.91 According to [9] perturbations of a
nearly Kéhler instanton A, on a 6-manifold are given by 1-forms a € Q!(3, AdQ) such that D4__(a - s¢) =
2a - sg, so this observation yields the following corollary:
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Corollary 6.11. The canonical connection living on the homogeneous bundle @ defined in (8] is a rigid
nearly Kahler instanton.

We conclude this section by giving the virtual dimension of the moduli space M(Acan, pt) of which
Oliveira’s instanton is an element. This follows from Remark 33| since 0 is the only eigenvalue of D% in
[0,2) and has multiplicity 2.

Theorem 6.12. Let A be Oliveria’s G>-instanton with gauge group SO(3) on A% (CP?) given in Theorem [6.61
The virtual dimension of the moduli space is

virtdim M (Acan, p,) =1
for all p € (—2,0).

Remark 6.13. Observe that the linearisation of the SU(3)-invariant Gs-instanton equation (this is just the
equation on the right of (86])), is satisfied by A\f for any A € R and where f is defined as in (80). Although
the linearised invariant equation has a one dimensional space of solutions, the full (non-linear) invariant
equation is satisfied by £ f only. It follows that the SU(3)-invariant moduli space is obstructed.

Note that this one-parameter family of linear deformations should also appear in our calculation, as they are
also AC deformations. Whilst we emphasise that investigations into possible obstructions of the AC moduli
space are beyond the scope of this paper, we note that the AC moduli space being unobstructed would mean
there is a one-parameter family of Go-instantons which must break the SU(3) symmetry, for they cannot lie
in the invariant moduli space.

6.7 Oliveira’s Instantons on A% (S?)

Under the isomorphism Sp(2) = Spin(5) we see that Sp(2) acts transitively on S* with isotropy Spin(4) =
Sp(1) x Sp(1). We can lift this to an isometric action on the total space of A2 (S*) by asking that Sp(2) acts
on an ASD 2-form via pull back. One can understand the action of the isotropy group Sp(1) x Sp(1) on a
fiber of A% (S%) by modelling a fibre as the imaginary quaternions [35], the action is then (p, q) - z = qzq for
(p,q) € Sp(1) x Sp(1) and = € ImH. The stabiliser of a non-zero imaginary quaternion under this action is
Sp(1) x U(1), so away form the zero section the principal orbits are

Sp(2)/Sp(1) x U(1) = CP3.

Moreover since the action is isometric the principal orbits are diffeomorphic to level sets of the norm function
s = |- |? on the fibers. The metric |- | on the fibers is Euclidean and will be denoted grs. The unit sphere
bundle of A2 (S%) is the twistor fibration 7: CP? — S* and carries a nearly Kihler structure.

The geodesic distance to the zero section takes the form

t(s) :/ f(u)du
0
and this allows us to rewrite the metric (79) as

g =dt* + 57 (t)f*(s(1))gs + [ (s(t))7" gss

where gg2 is the round metric on the unit sphere of a fibre in A2 (S%). Again we can also describe the Ga-

structure explicitly in local coordinates. To gain a suitable local expression we first study the homogeneous
structure of Sp(2)/Sp(1) x U(1).
Recall the Lie algebra sp(2) is defined as

sp(2) = {X € Maty(H); X + XT =0}

where X1 is the quaternionic conjugate transpose of X. Let t = Lie(U(1)) and let 4, j and k denote the unit
imaginary quaternions. We embed the subalgebra sp(1) & t as

(b o)
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for a € R. Under the reductive decomposition sp(2) = (sp(1) @ t) @ m a suitable model for m is

(o0 h
“\=nt bj+ck

where h is a quaternion, b, c € R and h' is the quaternionic conjugate of h. Thus we have a splitting of vector
spaces m = H & (j,k)r. A choice of orthonormal basis for m determines a local frame for T*CP3, we label
the 1-forms arising from the standard basis of H as e',...e* and the one-forms corresponding to j and k
respectively are labelled e® and €5. Let us define local Sp(2)-invariant 2-forms ; identically to (8I), then
the 3-form ¢ of the Bryant-Salamon structure takes the form

o =dt A (a®(t)e” + b2 ()Q1) + a(t)b*(1)(e® A Q2 — € A Q3) (91)

where a(s) = 2sf(s?) and b(s) = v2f1(s?). This viewpoint allows us to see that the metric and indeed the
Ga-structure are again AC with |g — gc|, = O(t™%).

With a description of the metric in hand, we can now explain Oliveira’s [35] examples of Sp(2)-invariant
Go-instantons with gauge group SU(2) on A2 (§*). Homogeneous SU(2)-bundles over CP* = Sp(2)/Sp(1) x
U(1) are determined by isotropy homomorphisms A: Sp(1) x U(1) — SU(2). By [35, Proposition 5] such
a homomorphism is either trivial, A(g,e?) = diag(e??,e="9) for | € Z or A(g,e"’) = g where we use the
standard isomorphism Sp(1) = SU(2). We shall only consider the homomorphisms );(g, e?) = diag(e®?, e=%).
By [35, Lemma 1] the only one of the bundles

Qi = Sp(2) x, SU(2)

to admit a non-trivial family of invariant connections is Q1. Let us therefore fix @ = Q. In the standard
basis I, I, Is of su(2) an invariant connection on @ is of the form

A=Aen+c(E @ L+ €5 ® I3)

for ¢ € R. Let p: (A2(S%)\ §*) — CP® denote the projection to the unit sphere bundle of A% (S*), then
the bundle p*@ admits an extension to the total space of A% (S*) which we denote P. Thus an invariant
connection on P is of the form

A=Aean +h(® @I + 8 @ I3)

with h a function of the geodesic distance coordinate t (or alternatively the Euclidean distance s). The
Go-instanton equation for A then becomes the system [35, Proposition 6]

dh
=1, f—‘*E +5sh=0

together with boundary data %L:o f72h = 0,lims_,oo h = 0. Note these equations are identical to (86)—
for more on the origins of this duality see [35, Remark 13]. Again the first equation here, which is algebraic,
implies the differential equation is automatically satisfied. Thus:

Theorem 6.14 (|35, Theorem 5]). The connection
A= Acan + f2(5)(€® @ Is + e @ I3)

is a G-instanton on the principal SU(2)-bundle P — A2 (S%). Moreover A is AC with limiting connection
the canonical connection living on the bundle Q — CP3.

This connection satisfies |A — Acan|y = O(t™3) so in the notation of [B5) defines an AC Ga-instanton

with fastest rate of convergence —2.

6.8 Eigenvalues of the Twisted Dirac Operator on CP?

Let us again denote by @ — Sp(2)/Sp(1) x U(1) the homogeneous SU(2)-bundle associated via the homo-
morphism A (g, e??) = diag(e?, e=%). Using the framework developed in Section [ we aim here to determine
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which representations of Sp(2) could lead to eigenvalues of DY in the interval [0,2). We look for eigenvalues
in this range since the connection A from Theorem [6.14 has fastest rate of convergence —2.

To achieve this we must first review the representation theory of the groups Sp(2) and Sp(1) x U(1).
Following [9] we choose the Cartan subalgebra of sp(2)c to be the space of 2 x 2 quaternionic matrices of the
form diag(zi, wi) with z,w € C. Let us call a weight positive if it evaluates to a positive real number on the
matrix idiag(2i,1). The matrices H; = idiag(0,i) and Hy = idiag(i, —i) are dual to the fundamental weights
A1 and Ay. The irreducible complex representations of Sp(2) are thus determined by their highest weight
aA1 + bAg for a,b € N and we write (V(4), pv;, ,,) for such a representation. The first few representations
are as follows

e V(0,0) = C the trivial representation

o Vo) = H? = C* the standard representation. The group Sp(2) acts on H? by matrix multiplication
and hence on C* via the isomorphism H? 22 C* of complex vector spaces.

e V(1,0) is a 5 dimensional representation which under the isomorphism Sp(2) = Spin(5) corresponds to
the vector representation of Spin(5). This means that Spin(5) acts adjointly on R® ® C ¢ CI(R%) ® C.
As noted in [9] the real 5 dimensional representation

R x h\
V(l,o)—{(m _I>,x€RandheH}

with the action being matrix commutation, satisfies V(ﬂf 0) OR C=Vu,0-

The representation theory of Sp(1) x U(1) is straightforward since irreducible representations are precisely
those of the form W ® W' where W is an irreducible representation of Sp(1) and W’ is an irreducible
representation of U(1). For a € N and b € Z let us therefore denote by (W(q1), pw,, ,,) the unique (a + 1)-
dimensional representation of Sp(1) x U(1) on which U(1) acts with weight b. We realise the Lie algebra as

_(r O
sp(l) @t = (O xi) (92)
for p € sp(1) = ImH and = € R so that sp(1) @ t naturally forms a subalgebra of sp(2). The spinor space
S =C @ me @ C is the following representation of Sp(1) x U(1) [9]

S=L)ceWu,1)®Wa1) & W 2y ® Wz & (Vol)c.

Next we consider the Casimir operators on the irreducible representations V{, ;) and W, 4y of Sp(2) and
Sp(1) x U(1) respectively. We know that the Casimir operators act as multiples on the identity on these
representations so

PV (Casapz)) = co ) Td
1
PWee.a (CaSspnyat) = C(lcg(d))@tld

and these constants are found in [9] to be

) = — (20% + 2ab + b? + 6a + 4b) (93)
c?f(dl))@lL —(c(c+2)+d?). (99)

Let us begin to apply these facts to study the spectrum of D3 . By Corollary 5.4 we need to decompose
(su(2)c, Ado A1) as a representation of Sp(1) x U(1). The action is simply the adjoint action of the maximal
torus of SU(2) on su(2)c = sl(2,C) so the decomposition is

(su(2)c, Ad o A1) = Wig,—2) ® Wig,0) © Wi,2)

and pador, (Cassp(1)et) acts as —4 on the W _s o) ® W(g 2y subspace and acts trivially on W(g o). We can once

again use Corollary [5.4] to state the eigenvalues of (chan)% are
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Lemma 6.15. Let V,, = V{, ) be an irreducible representation of SU(3) such that dim Hom(V,,, S®so0(3)c) #
0 and let (Dflcan)i be the operator defined by (62). The eigenvalues and multiplicities of this operator are

Eigenvalue Multiplicity
—cingy +4 dimHom(V(a,b), S)sp(1)xu (1)

—c® | dimHom(Via,p), S @ (Wio,—2) © W(0.2))sp(1)xu(1)

Again this will prove a useful consistency check when we come to calculate the matrices of the twisted
Dirac operators (D% ).

Recall that we are looking for eigenvalues of D% in the interval [0,2). We can use Theorem to
eliminate most of the representation V/, ;) under consideration.

Lemma 6.16. Let V, be an irreducible representation of Sp(2). If V is not one of the following represen-
tations then (DY ), has no eigenvalues in the interval [0, 2]:

e V(0,0) the trivial representation
e V(1,0) the vector representation of Spin(5).

Proof. This is a simple application of Theorem When V., = Vg 2) we find that L, = V12 — 1 > 2, this
leaves the possibility of the above irreducible representations, as well as the standard representation V(g 1).
To rule out the case of the standard representation of Sp(2), note that restricting the action to the subgroup
Sp(1) x U(1) one finds that Vg 1y = W10y @ [[W(0,1)]] but inspection of (I08) and (I09) then reveals that
there are no non-trivial Sp(1) x U(1) equivariant maps from V(g 1) — S ® su(2)c, so this case need not be
considered. O

Our task is thus to calculate the eigenvalues of the operator (D%CM)V for the irreducible representations
listed in Lemma Whilst the case V, = C is straightforward, the case V, = V|1 ) requires more work.
In this case, the tools developed in Section [l are unable to rule out the possibility that the eigenvalues of
(DY... )y lie in the interval [0, 2). To remedy this we directly calculate the matrix of the operator in a suitable
basis and thus find the eigenvalues in question. Whilst the calculation involved is somewhat lengthy, and
therefore deferred to Appendix [A] the method used can be described as follows:

1. Calculate orthonormal bases of {I,} of m and {I;} of sp(2) x t, this yields an orthonormal basis {14}
of sp(2).

2. Look for elements of Vj ;) ® S ® su(2)c which are invariant under the action of Sp(1) x U(1) and hence
pick a basis for the space of equivariant maps V(1) — S ® su(2)c.

3. Apply the formula [62)) with ¢t =0:

3
(DY, ) = cllT)pv: (1) — SRe

where Re(2 is an element of A3(m*) determined by the structure constants via (I3). Clifford multipli-
cation can be understood using Re{? and the almost complex structure J via ([24]).

This method is similar to that of Bér in [2], where the spectrum of the Dirac operator on S and a number
of 3-dimensional lens spaces was calculated. The main difference in our homogeneous space G/H has H a
connected Lie group, as opposed to a discrete group. Furthermore we are only interested in calculating part
of the spectrum- to calculate the entire spectrum would require knowledge of the relevant branching rule
and this is in general a difficult problem.

The calculations presented in Appendix [A] yield the following result:

42



Proposition 6.17. Let V, be an irreducible representation of Sp(2) and let (D% ), denote the twisted
Dirac operator on Hom(V,, S ® su(2)c)sp(1)xu() as in (62). The eigenvalues are symmetric about zero and
the =\ eigenspaces are isomorphic. The non-negative eigenvalues and multiplicities when V., = V(g o) are:

Eigenvalue | Multiplicity

0 2
-3 1
3 1

When V., = V(;¢ is the vector representation of Sp(2), the non-negative eigenvalues and multiplicities
are:

Eigenvalue | Multiplicity

V8 2

J
—_

1
3+

3

1 5
—3t g 1

Observe that 2 is not an eigenvalue of (D%CM)V when V, is either the trivial representation or the vector
representation and Lemma ensures it is not an eigenvalue for any other representation. Therefore 2 is
not in the spectrum of D%can. Since deformations of a nearly Kéhler instanton correspond to 1-forms in the
+2 eigenspace of the operator D%can [9] we obtain a corollary:

Corollary 6.18. Let Q — CP?3 be the homogeneous SU(2)-bundle
Q = Sp(2) xx, SU(2)

where A;: Sp(1) x U(1) — SU(2) is the homomorphism \;(g,e?) = diag(e?,e~"). Then the canonical
connection A,y on @ is a rigid nearly Kéhler instanton.

We conclude this section by stating the virtual dimension of the moduli space we have been studying.
This follows from the observation in Remark

Theorem 6.19. Let Aca, be the canonical connection on the homogeneous SU(2)-bundle @ = Sp(2) xx,
SU(2). Let p: A2 (S*) — CP? denote the natural projection and let P be the extension of the bundle p*Q as
described in [35]. The virtual dimension of the moduli space M (Acan, i) of Ga-instantons on P asymptotic
to Acan With rate p is

virtdimM (Acan, 1) = 1

for all u € (—2,0).

Once again the one-parameter deformations known from the invariant theory also define AC deformations,
so we expected at least a one-dimensional kernel. The dimension of the cokernel is not considered in this

paper.
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7 Deformations of the Standard Instanton

We now turn our attention to the Ga-instanton of Giinaydin-Nicolai, which lives on R” and is referred to in
this paper as the standard instanton. This example is AC with fastest rate of convergence —2, so our task is
to once more calculate the eigenvalues of the operator at infinity which lie in the interval [0,2). We follow a
similar path to that of the previous section, using eigenvalue bounds to narrow down which representations
can contribute such eigenvalues. Again we are left needing to calculate the eigenvalues of a few endomorphims
defined by D%m. To do so we write the twisted Dirac operator as sum of Casimir operators in Corollary [7.6]
and work with this expression under the Frobenius reciprocity formalism. The calculations required here
are lengthy, so are presented in Appendix [Bl The result of this work is Theorem [.9] which determines the
virtual dimension of the moduli space on which the standard instanton.

7.1 The Standard Instanton

Throughout this section we work with the AC Gao-manifold M = R”, whose asymptotic link is the homoge-
neous nearly Kahler manifold ¥ = S%. There is a well known example of a G2-instanton on R” constructed
by Giinaydin and Nicolai [24]. This example was recovered by Harland et al [25] via a different construction
method, namely they considered the instanton equation on the cylinder over the nearly Kahler 6-sphere
(which is conformally equivalent to R”\ {0}). This viewpoint makes it easier to understand the asymptotics
of the connection, in particular one easily observes that it is AC to the canonical connection. We give here
a very brief overview of the construction of this connection, the important fact we shall need is the rate at
which the instanton converges.
Form a bundle Q over S% via
Q = G2 X (sU(3),.) G2

where ¢: SU(3) < G4 is the inclusion homomorphism. Topologically Q@ = Ga x S% — S° is the trivial
Ga-bundle over S8 but it helps to keep in mind the homogeneous structure. Since the bundle @ is associated
from the canonical bundle G2 — G3/SU(3) the canonical connection lives on Q. Essentially @) extends the
canonical bundle to a Ga-bundle and the canonical connection is the connection whose horizontal spaces are
defined by the inclusion of left translates of m. In particular, the canonical connection on @ has holonomy
SU(3).

Other than the canonical connection A.,, there is another Ga-invariant connection which is in fact flat.
We denote this Afat = Acan + a. Consider P = R” x G5 so that P|R7\{0} = %@, the pullback of @ to the
cone. Let (r,0) € (0,00) x S% and make the Go-invariant ansatz

A(r,o) = Acan(o) + f(r)a(o)
where f is a function on R” depending only on the radial coordinate r. It is shown in [25, Section 5.3] that

1

f(r)= el (95)

with C' > 0 a constant yields a Go-instanton which extends over the origin in R”.

Remark 7.1. Harland et al [25, Section 5.3] work on the cylinder over S% with coordinates (o,t) for
o € S% and t € R, so to change to the conical viewpoint considered here one makes the change of variables
r = e'. Furthermore the coefficient of 2 in (@) differs from the one found in [25], this is a consequence of
the normalisations we have chosen. Namely the metric on go is —='" of the Killing form and our SU(3)

12
structure satisfies dw = 3Imf.

For any such f we define
Astd = Acan + fa

and call this the standard Ga-instanton. It is clear from (@3] that Agq aymptotes to the canonical connection
with all rates greater than —2.

In the notation of the previous section we set A = Agq and therefore Ay, = Acan. The fastest rate at
which Agq converges is —2, so we will consider the family of moduli spaces M (Acan, 1) for p € (=2,0). In
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the case at hand we expect that {—2,—1} C W for the following reason: The deformation defined by the
dilation (the Ry action on the end of M) is Lyl F4,., and this is added with rate —2, so defines an element
)

of the kernel of D%wn. The deformations determined by translation in R are ¢ o F4,, and these are added

with rate —1, therefore we expect the +1 eigenspace of D%wn has dimension at least 7.

7.2 Eigenvalues the Twisted Dirac Operator on G5/SU(3)

1
As in now familiar we can utilise the results of [5l to obtain the eigenvalues of (D} )? and to obtain bounds

on the eigenvalues of (Dican)v for each irreducible representation V,, of Gs.

Let us set G = Gy, H = SU(3) and ¥ = S5 All representations under consideration are complex
representations for simplicity. It follows from (@9) that the complexified tangent bundle is associated via the
representation (mc, Ad) = Wy o) @ W(g,1) of SU(3) and it is worth noting that m¢ = m¢ as representations.
The complex spinor bundle is associated via the representation

S = Wo,00® Wi1,0) ® Wio,1) ®@ Wio,0)- (96)

The relevant eigenvalues of the Casimir operators action on the irreducible representations V/; ;) of Gz
and Wy, ;) of SU(3) are calculated in [9] to be

pi.j)(Casg,) = C?Zj) Id

Pi,1) (Casgy(s)) = c?}iff;)ld
where
cf? ) = — (i + 35° + 3ij + 5i + 95) (97)
c?iifl?’ =—(k*+ 1>+ kl + 3k + 31). (98)

Let us turn our attention back to the operator D? = ps(I,)pr(1s). For i # j we set [W ] = Wiy @
Wii.k)- The isomorphism class of the SU(3) representation S is

S =Wi,0 @ [[Wa,0l ©Weo,-

Lemma 7.2. Let V,, be an irreducible representation of G2, then the eigenvalues and multiplicities of the

1
operator (D} )2 are

Eigenvalue Multiplicity

—cf? dim Hom(V,, S ® (W(1,0) & Wi0,1)))sus)

—ct2 —5 dim Hom(V,, S ® W(11))su(s)

where c§? is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator on the irreducible representation V., with respect to the
inner product B from (I2)).

Proof. Immediate from 29 [65] and (98]). O

Corollary 7.3. If V, is not one of the following irreducible representations of G2, then the operator (D%wn)y,
acting on Hom(V5, E)gus), has no eigenvalues in the range [0, 2):

1. V(0,0), the trivial representation

2. V(1,0), the standard representation
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3. V(o,1), the adjoint representation.
1
Proof. By Lemmal[l2lthe smallest possible eigenvalue of (D jcan)?y is —c§? —5 and it follows that the smallest
1
possible non-negative eigenvalue of (D} ), is (—c3? — 5)2. Applying Theorem [5.8) to the case when V,, =
V(2,0 one finds that the lower one the smallest positive eigenvalue one obtains is L, = /14 -5 —1 =2 so
this bound is sufficient for the statement of the lemma. When V, is an irreducible representation of higher
dimension one obtains a greater lower bound and the only irreducible representations of lower dimension are
those given in the statement of the lemma. O

For the three representations in the above list we must compute the sets of eigenvalues explicitly.

7.3 A Formula for the Twisted Dirac Operator on G,/SU(3)

We begin by establishing an explicit description of the embedding g < s0(7) = A%(R7)* in term of the
subalgebra su(3). Recall s0(7) = AZ(R7)* splits as into irreducible representations of Ga as A?2(R7)* =
A%, ® AZ where the subscript denotes the dimension of the irreducible component. We pick an orthonormal
basis el,...,e% dt of (R7)* = (R%)* ® R* so that the summand R* is identified with (d¢). Under the splitting
R” = RS @R the action of SU(3) is the obvious one. The image of the embedding go < A2(R7)* is the space
of 2-forms « satisfying o A 19 = 0. We decompose the 2-forms on R” as SU(3) modules:

A*RT)" = A2(R%)" & ((R®)" A di)
=~ A0 A @ (Wr @ ((R)* Adt).

Let us try to understand Clifford multiplication in this formalism. For this we first seek to extend the spinor
space S to a representation of G, this will allow elements of m C g (which we may view as tangent vectors
at a point) to act on the spinor bundle and we can compare this action with that of Clifford multiplication.
Extending S to a representation of G2 means seeking an action that yields the splitting ([@6) when the
action is restricted to SU(3) C Gg. Note that the standard representation V{; ) = C7 of G5 becomes the
representation V(1 0y = W(g,0)® W(1,0) ® W(,1) when one restricts to the subgroup SU(3) C G2 (this is known
as the branching rule for V{; o)). Thus V(y o) @ V(g,0) branches to the correct representation of SU(3). To
view S as the representation V{; gy © V(,0) of G2 we use the isomorphism

Comi:oC=(CH*aC
(a,v,b) = (adt +v,b).

We thus define an action pg of go on S with
PS(”)(adt + v, b) = (Wﬂ(adt + ’U), O)a

where 7 € g2 C A%(R7)* and L7 denotes the contraction from the Euclidean inner product on R linearly
extended to (C7)*. We extend this action to sections of the spin bundle $- = A2 & AL & A,

To compare this action to Clifford multiplication we think a vector field u as an element of L?(G, m)su(s),
where m is modelled as

1
m—span{ea/\dt—l— §6aJReQ;i—1,...,6}. (99)

If we set F(u) = u A dt + $u_Re() then F(u) defined a section of A%,. We can therefore apply the action of
ps to F(u) and one finds that

ps(F(u))(f,v,gVol) = <—1uv, fu— %(u A v)JReQ, O> . (100)

Here J denotes the contraction map induced by the round metric, extended complex linearly. This does
not agree with the formula for Clifford multiplication given by (24), so to fix this disparity we consider
another representation on the spin bundle. There is another natural representation of Go on given by
p5(X) = Vol " ps(X)- Vol and we shall see that the two representations ps and pg together recover Clifford
multiplication. To see this we first need a simple lemma:
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Corollary 7.4. After associating spinor fields with elements of L? (G, S)su(s) and vector fields with elements
of L?(Gy, m)su(s), Clifford multiplication of a spinor s by a tangent vector u takes the form

A(w)s = (ps(F(w)) - ps(F(u))s) s (101)
where pg is the representation (I00) of g2 on S and pg = Vol ™ - pg - Vol.
Proof. Recall that the action of the volume from on the spin bundle is Vol(f, v, hVol) = (—h, Jv, fVol), one
thus calculates that

1 1
(ps(F(u))=pg(F(u)))(f,v,hVol) = (—uw, fu— §(u Av)iReQ — hJu — §J((u A Jv)aReQ), —(’U,JJ’U)VO].) .
Using that
J ((u A Jv)aRef?) = (u A v)_ReQ

we see this exactly matches the formula for Clifford multiplication given by (24)). O

Remark 7.5. Observe that this formula for Clifford multiplication is unique to the case ¥ = G2/SU(3).
The author has been unable to find a similar formula for the other homogeneous nearly Kéhler 6-manifolds.

Having found formulae for both covariant differentiation and Clifford multiplication we can now consider
the Dirac operators relevant to this setting. Recall the operators D are built from the modified connections
V¢ and that V! is the canonical connection arising from the reductive homogeneous structure. Let us fix
bases {I,}5_, for m and {I;}}2; for b which are orthonormal with respect to —15 of the Killing form of go.

Corollary 7.6. After associating spinor fields with elements of L?(Go, S)su(s) and vector fields with elements
of L*(G2, m)sy(s), the Dirac operator of the canonical connection D': T'($¢(2)) — T'($c (X)) is

D' = (ps(a) = ps(la))pr(la)s.

Let us therefore define operators
D,
D}

can

: D(8c(2) = I(8c(2)) DPa,: T($c(R)) = T($c())
= PS(Ia)PR(Ia) EpAcan = PS(Ia)pR(Ia)

so that D} ~=Df — Dry .
One can show that the actions ps and pr commute and this observation allows us to rewrite Dgcan as:
o 1

Dy, = B (psor(Casy) — ps(Casm) — pr(Casy))

where a representation of Go defines a representation of SU(3) by restriction and p(Casy) = p(Casg,) —
p(Casgy(s)). Similarly the expression for D is

Dry,,, =

(P r(Casm) — p3(Casm) — pr(Casm))

N~

and in fact DP 4, = Vol_ngcanVol. Combining this with (28] yields a representation theoretic formula for
the Levi-Civita Dirac operator:

3
Dj.,, = DA, — (VoI "D} | Vol) — TReQ. (102)

can

This discussion transfers easily to the homomorphism space decomposition of that space of twisted spinor
fields. If V, is an irreducible representation of G5 then Hom(V, S ® ga2)su(s) ® V, embeds into the space of
sections and we can define operators DY such that

(Dgcan)’Y ®lId = (Dfﬂcan)|H01’1(V‘775®92)SU(3)®V’Y'
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One finds that

1
(D4 ) = 5 (Psev: (Casw) = ps(Casn) — pv: (Casw) ) (103)

2
and the operators (D% ), from (@0) are of the from

3(t — UReQ

(chan)’y = (DZCHD)’Y - (DZCHD)’Y +

where (D% ), = Vol '(D%_),Vol.

Remark 7.7. The formula ([I02]) holds for any twisting of the spin bundle. When the bundle is not twisted,
this formula recovers the usual family D? of Dirac operators.

7.4 Virtual Dimension of the Moduli Space

By applying Corollary [[.3] we see that in order to calculate the virtual dimension of M(Acan, 1) for p €
(—2,0), we must explicitly calculate the eigenvalues of the operators (D%wn)v for the the cases when V, is
the trivial representation, the standard representation and the adjoint representation of G,. This is done
using the formula for the twisted Dirac operator that has just been developed. Further details of the required
calculations are given in Appendix [Bl The result is the following:

Proposition 7.8. Let V, be an irreducible representation of Go, then the eigenvalues of (D%can)W are
symmetric about 0 and the £\ eigenspaces are isomorphic.

When V,, = V(o,0) is the trivial representation of Gz, the unique eigenvalue of (D%wn),y is 0 and has
multiplicity 2.

When V., = V(y o) is the standard representation of G2, the non-negative eigenvalues and multiplicities
of (DY ), are:

Eigenvalue A | Multiplicity

1 1
1, /33
—3t g 2
1, /33
3+ 2

Finally, when Let V., = V(g 1) is the adjoint representation of G2, the non-negative eigenvalues and multi-
plicities of (DY _ ), are:

Eigenvalue A | Multiplicity
143t 2
1445 2
144 1
1443 1
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With this in hand our next theorem follows immediately:

Theorem 7.9. The virtual dimension of the moduli space M (Acan, tt) of AC Go-instantons on P, decaying
to Acan with rate p € (—=2,0)\ {1} is

1 fpe(-2,-1
virtdimM (Acan, 1) = 1 el )

8 ifue(-1,0).
Remark 7.10. The dimension of this moduli space appears to be related to known deformations of the
standard instanton: Dilation (radial scaling) is added with rate —2, whilst the seven translation parameters
are added with rate —1.

Establishing the virtual dimension of the moduli space is an important step towards proving a uniqueness
theorem for the standard instanton. If we assume this instanton to be unobstructed then the above result
provides a local uniqueness theorem for this instanton. In other words, there are no other genuinely different
instantons nearby in the moduli space since the only deformations are those defined by the obvious scaling
and translation maps. Proving the unobstructedness of connections in the moduli space is a difficult task since
curvature terms complicate the usual method of applying Lichnerowicz type formulae to L? twisted harmonic
spinors. We are however still able to apply the deformation theory to study the class of unobstructed
instantons, in the next section we aim to build on Theorem to attain a uniqueness result in this setting.

8 An Application of Deformation Theory

In this section we explore some applications of the deformation theory. We show in Proposition that
unobstructed connections in the AC moduli space must be invariant under the action of G5. By classifying
Go-invariant connections on the relevant bundle we prove Theorem [B.6] which says: Among unobstructed
connections, the standard instanton is the unique Ga-instanton on P = Gy x R” — R” which is asymptotic
to Acan-

8.1 Invariance of AC Instantons

Let A be an AC G5 instanton on P = G5 x R” — R7, converging to Aca,. Recall we may study the
deformations of A in terms an elliptic complex. The cohomology group
Ker (1/1 Ada: Q}hl(M, AdP) — QﬁfQ(M, AdP))

a0 (2, (M, AdP))

1
Hy, =
satisfies H }1) u = I(A, ) so we know from Theorem that the dimension of these vector spaces are

1 ifpe(=2,-1)

dimH} , =
AL {8 if p e (—1,0).

Furthermore we know by [9, Proposition 9] that these deformations are given by the cohomology classes

[Lazi FA} = [ﬁ A}

g Pa] = |2

where %, for i = 1,...,7, are coordinate vector fields and r? = x;z;. In fact any Killing field determines

a deformation of A and one can ask which Killing fields actually preserve the connection. Here we think of
Killing fields X as elements of Lie(G2 x R7) and define a map

L: Lie(Gy x R") — H}L_l
L(X) = [LxA].
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Before investigating the properties of this map we pause to collect some facts about the Lie group Go xR,
the group generated by translations and rotation by a G matrix. More precisely an element of G5 x R
consists of a pair (g,v) where g is an element of G5 and v € R”. Denote by R the standard representation of
G, then the action of (g,v) on a point p € R7 is

(g,v) -p= R(g)p +v.

Acting with two elements gives the composition formula
(¢',0") - (9,v) = (¢'9, R(g')v +1').

Denote by (G2), the elements of Gy x R7 that fix a point p € R”. Then (Ga), = {(9,p — R(g)p); g € G2} is

a subgroup of G5 x R7 isomorphic to Gg. Other connected subgroups are of the form H x U for H a proper

subgroup of Gy and U C R7 a vector subspace, or H,, the isotropy subgroup of H fixing p. If a subgroup

H x U C G2 x R” does not fix a point in R” then U is a vector space of positive dimension and it follows

that the subgroups of G x R” that are isomorphic to G5 are precisely the groups (Gz), for some p € R7.
The set of connected proper Lie subgroups of Gs, up to conjugacy, is

{SU(3),50(4),U(2),SU(2) x U(1),SU(2),80(3), U(1)*, U(1)} (104)
and we can use this to understand the kernel of the map L.
Proposition 8.1. The kernel of the map L is a Lie subalgebra of Lie(Go x R”) isomorphic to go.

Proof. First we show that KerL is a Lie subalgebra of Lie(Ga x R”). To avoid notational clutter we shall
write elements of Hix _, without square brackets indicating that they are equivalence classes. Suppose that
» T2

X,Y € KerL, then there are fx, fy € Q°(M,AdP) with L(X) = dafx and L(Y) = dafy. Observe that

Lx(dafy) = {ex,d}(dfy + [4, fy])
= [{LX7 d}Av fY] + d{LX= d}fY + [A7 {LX7 d}fY]
= [LxA, fy]+da(Lx fy)-

Therefore we find

L(X,Y]) = LxLy A — Ly Lx A
=da(Lxfy — Ly fx) + [LxA, fy] = [Ly A, fx]
=da((Lxfy — Ly fx +[fx, fr])

so L([X,Y]) is in the trivial cohomology class. Suppose now that A is unobstructed, then L maps from a 21
dimensional vector space to an 8 dimensional vector space KerL must have dimension at least 13. Looking
through the list (I04)) of subgroups of Go we observe that the only possibilities are

1. KerL = Lie(SU(3) x R®) where SU(3) acts in the obvious way

2. KerL = Lie(SU(3) x (R® & R)) where SU(3) acts on RS in the obvious way and trivially on R
3. KerL = Lie(G2 x R™) for 1 < n < 7 where G2 acts trivially
(

4. KerL = Lie(SO(4) x R”) where SO(4) acts on R7 either trivially or by restriction of the standard G
action

5. KerL = Lie(Gz), for some p € R”.

If any of the cases 1 — 4 were to hold then A would have translational symmetries, so we must rule this out.
Suppose then for a contradiction that A has translational symmetries, then A is a (globally defined) 1-form
such that £Lx A = 0, where X is the vector field generating the translations under which A is invariant, thus
X = Cia%i where ¢; are constants and % are the coordinate vector fields on R”. Note that £x A = 0 implies
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LxF = 0 and one can check that if F' = Fj; dz® A da is any 2-form on R™ then Lx F = 0 if and only if
X (F;;) =0 for all 4, 5. It follows that

X(|F|?) = X (F;;Fyj) = 2F; X (Fiy) = 0

so |F| is constant in the direction X. Pick p € S® such that {tp;t € R} is the line through the origin
generated by X, then
[Fal(tp) = c(A4)

where ¢(A) > 0 is a constant depending only on A.
Since A is asymptotically conical (up to gauge) there is a gauge transformation g such that g - A =
gAg~' — dgg! satisfies
lg- A—Ac| = la| = O("1)

where Ac = 7% Acan and a is defined as the difference of g - A and A¢. Observe that
|Fygoa — Fac| =|dac+anal = O(r=2),

in other words r*=#|F,. 4 — Fa.| is a bounded function of 7 for some R > 0 and where r € [R,00). Recall
that Fu., = 7*(Fa,,,) and therefore r?|Fa,|(rp) = c¢(Ac) where c¢(A¢c) = |Fa > 0 is a constant
independent of both r and p. We calculate

can |ground

1?7 Fya — Fac|(rp) = 7°7*||Fy.al — [Fac || (rp)
= r *r?|Fa|l = r®|Fa, ) (rp)
= r7“|r2c(A) —c(A¢g)|-

However —p > 0 and ¢(A¢) > 0 ensures r~#|r?c(A) — ¢(A¢)| is an unbounded function of 7, which yields
our contradiction. O

This proves the Gs-invariance of connections in the moduli space:
Proposition 8.2. Let A be an unobstructed AC G-instanton on P, converging to Aca,. Then A is invariant
under the action of (Gz), for some p € R7.

8.2 A Uniqueness Theorem

The constructions covered in this section come from [25]. Here we review their work using the framework of
Wang’s theorem, as has been done to study the moduli space of invariant monopoles on the Bryant-Salamon
manifolds A? (S*) and A? (CP?) in [35].

We say a connection A is G-invariant if its connection 1-form A € Q(Q, ) is left invariant. Recall the
canonical connection Ag,, lives on any bundle associated to G — G/H and clearly defines an invariant
connection. Wang’s theorem [37] gives an algebraic description of G-invariant connections on homogeneous
bundles.

Theorem 8.3 (Wang [37]). Let Q@ = G x(g,») K be a principal homogeneous K-bundle. Then G-invariant
connections on P are in one-to-one correspondence with morphisms ® of H representations

®: (m,Ad) — (&, Ado \).

The connection Ag that corresponds to such a morphism ® satisfies (Ap — Acan)([1]) = ® where we identify
linear maps m — € with elements of (T*(G/H) ® AdQ)p;.

If Q@ — G2/SU(3) is a homogeneous bundle we shall use Wang’s theorem to study

Minv(GQ/SU(?’)? Q)

the space of Gs-invariant nearly Kéhler instantons modulo invariant gauge transformations. Principal ho-
mogeneous G5 bundles are determined by homomorphisms A: SU(3) — G2. There are exactly two conjugacy
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classes of such a homomorphism; the class of the trivial homomorphism and the class of the inclusion ho-
momorphism. Hence there are exactly two equivalence classes of principal homogeneous G2 bundles over
S6.

In the first case, when A(h) =1 for all h € SU(3), Wang’s theorem says to look for morphisms of SU(3)
representations

®: (m,Ad) — RM

where R'* denotes 14 copies on the trivial representation. Since there are no such non-zero maps the only
invariant connection corresponds to ® = 0 and this yields the flat connection.

The other case to be considered is when A is the inclusion map ¢: SU(3) — G2 and we denote the
associated bundle

Q = G2 X(su(3),.) G2 (105)

In this case, Wang’s theorem instructs us to look for morphism of SU(3) representations
O: (m, Ad) — (g2, Ad).

Working with complexified representations we see that a basis for Hom(mc, (92)c)su(s) is given by the set
{Id, J}, the identity map and the complex structure. If we identify such a map a = zId+yJ, where z,y € R,
with the complex number z = x + iy, then the G5 invariant connection with

A([1]) = Acan([1]) + @ (106)

is a nearly Kihler instanton precisely when z2 — z = 0 [25]. Other than the canonical connection z = 0 the
solutions to this equation are precisely the cube roots of unity. Let us write Ay, A1, Ao for the connections
obtained from the solutions exp(zng’”) for n = 0,1,2. These connections are in fact flat and and since S°
is simply connected these connections must be gauge equivalent. In fact, a little thought shows that these
connections are equivalent through the invariant gauge transformations.

Now let 7: C(X) — X denote projection from the cone to ¥. The action of G on Q == G2 X (g,,) G2 lifts
to an action on P = R” x G5 — R7 since the usual action of Go on R” preserves length. Recall A is said to
be invariant if its connection 1-form A € Q'(P, go) is left invariant under this action. It suffices to consider
only connections A on P which are in radial gauge, i.e dr2A = 0, since such a gauge may always be chosen.
Then an invariant connection is determined as before in (I06) but now we identify f1(r)Id + fo(r)J with the
complex valued function f(r) = fi(r) +if2(r). As demonstrated in [25] such a connection is a G2 instanton
if and only if f satisfies the differential equation

rf'(r)=2(f*(r) = £(r)). (107)

Again we must remark that the coefficient of 2 is different from that found in |25, Section 5.3] due to our
normalisation of the metric and the constraint dw = 3ImQ. In [25] Section 5.3| it is shown that this is
in fact the gradient flow equation for a real superpotential “superpotential” W: C — R where W(z) =
2(2% 4 2%) — |22 Clearly (IU7) is equivalent to

r d ow
2 drf - of
If we view W as a function of two real variables then a quick calculation shows its has exactly four critical
points which are (viewed as complex numbers) 0 and the three cube roots of unity. The unique local
maximum is 0 whilst the other critical points are all saddle points. To see the advantage of interpreting
(I07) as a gradient flow equation we must first determine the relevant boundary data.

Note that this construction only yields a connection A on 7*(Q) = (R”\ {0}) x G5. To get a connection
on P we require A to extend over the origin. For this to happen it is necessary and sufficient that the

curvature be bounded at r = 0. The curvature of the connection satisfies
(S = C2
[FaPlo.r) = 307 = FP +1FF = 11) + 215

with constants c1,ca > 0. Thus f is required to satisfy

52



e [f2—fl=0()asr—0
o |[ff—1=0(r)asr—0
o |[f'|=0(r)asr—0.

As in the previous section we ask that the connection we obtain decays to the canonical connection, in other
words we also impose the boundary condition

lim f(r) =0.

T—>00
Thus our boundary data requires that f(r) tends to a cube root of unity as » — 0 and that f(r) — 0 as

r — o0o. The space of invariant connections can therefore be identified with the space of solutions to (I07)
satisfying the above boundary conditions. The solution to this system

1
fo(r) = ozl

is the unique one (up to the scaling parameter C € Ry ) with f(r) — 1 as » — 0 whilst other solutions are
obtain by applying the 3-symmetry: f1(r) = exp(28)fo(r) and fo(r) = exp(%) fo(r). Uniqueness follows
from observing that the solutions are subject to gradient flow away from a critical point and towards the
unique local maximum of W. Note that fj is precisely the solution we have seen in ([05)) and that this solution
yields the standard instanton

Asta(r[1]) = Acan([1]) + fo(r)Id.

Let the G5 instantons defined by the functions f; be denoted A;, then the invariant gauge transformations
that related the connections A; lift to the cone to relate the connections /L-. Thus we have uniqueness
of solutions for the given boundary data together with the fact that the 3 families of solutions are gauge
equivalent. Therefore, the invariant moduli space is determined precisely by the paramater C":

Proposition 8.4. Let A be a Gs-instanton on the homogeneous principal bundle P which decays to the
canonical connection of the nearly-Kéhler S° at infinity. If A4 is invariant under the action of Gy on P, then
A = Agq is the standard Ga-instanton.

Remark 8.5. The constant C' can be interpreted as the “size” of the instanton, in other words how con-
centrated it is around the origin, and is related to the conformal invariance of the G-instanton equation
[9]. It is worth noting that this parameter also arises from the dilation map, so the invariant moduli space
coincides with the moduli space (B7) for rates in the range —2 < pu < —1.

The importance of this result is that is can be combined with the results of the previous subsection
to prove a global uniqueness result for unobstructed instantons. Namely, Proposition says that any
unobstructed instanton on P, AC to Agan, must be invariant under the action of G on R which fixes some
point, so uniqueness follows from the above result.

Theorem 8.6. Let A be an AC Gs-instanton on P, converging to Acan. Then either A is obstructed or A
is the standard (GGo-instanton.
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Appendices

A Calculation of Eigenvalues: CP? Case

This appendix presents the calculations required to prove Proposition [6.171 The eigenvalues coming from
two different irreducible representations are calculated.

A.1 Eigenvalues from the Trivial Representation of Sp(2)

Thus we need only consider the 3 representations stated in Lemma [6.J6l For notational convenience let us
set [[Wia,n)ll = Wap) ® Wia,—p) and recall the twisted spinor space splits

S@su2)c =5 (S®[[Weol])-
As representations of Sp(1) x U(1) these spaces are

S =2Wio,0) ® Wi1,1) @ Wi,—1) @ Wio,2) @ Wio,—2) (108)
S [Woll = [Wasll @ [Wanll @ [We,u]l @2 ([We)] @ W) - (109)

The space of sections admits a splitting

L2(S ® AdQ) = @ Hom(V5, S)Sp(l)XU(l) @V, | ®

Y€ESP(2)

B Hom(V,, 5@ [Wo2)]Dsp)xu ® Vs

¥€8p(2)
and this is preserved by the operators (chan)v. For each irreducible representation V., of Sp(2) we will
therefore consider the operators defined by the restriction of (D’qun)V to the spaces Hom(V,, S)sp(1)xu(1)
and Hom(VW, S® [[W(O,Q)]])Sp(l)xU(l)-
The first case to consider is when V, = V| o) = Cis the trivial representation. The space Hom(C, S)sp1)xu(1)
has dimension 2 and a basis is given by the maps ¢(®9: C — A9 ¢ § and ¢33 : C — AB?3) c S defined
in the obvious way. On this space (D} ), = cl(Za)pv: (Ia) = 0 since the action is trivial. Now

3
(Df)qcan)v = (D,laxcan)v - ZRGQ

and so Lemma tells us that ¢(%9 and ¢(®3) are eigenvectors of (D%CM)V with eigenvalues —3 and 3
respectively. Note that the sections these maps define correspond to the Killing spinor sg and Vol - sg.

Consider now the space Hom(V,, S ® [[W(o,2)]])sp(1)xu(1) when V is the trivial representation so that
once again (D} ), acts trivially. This space has dimension 2 since S ® [[W(g2)]] contains two trivial
components coming from the subspaces W g 2y ® Wy _2) and W, _2) ® W(g 2). Since the spaces in question
are actually subspaces of m¢ @ [[Wg,2)]] C S ® [[W(g,2)]] we find from Lemma 2.8 that ReQ acts trivially
on Hom(C, S ® [[W(o,2)])sp(1)xu(1). Therefore (D, ), = 0 on this space for all . We conclude that the
eigenvalues are as stated in Proposition

A.2 Eigenvalues from the Vector Representation of Spin(5)

Throughout this section the representation of Sp(2) under consideration is V., = V{; o) the vector represen-
tation of Spin(5). Consider first the restriction of (DY ), to the space Hom(V{1,0y, S ® [[W(0,2)]])sp(1)xu(1)-
The branching of V(; ¢y as a representation of Sp(1) x U(1) is [9] V(1,0y = [[W(1,1)]] © W(0,0) and one therefore
finds that Hom(V(1,0y,S @ [[W(0,2)]])sp(1)xu(1) has dimension four and a basis is given by the Sp(1) x U(1)
equivariant maps which factor

0 ommy Vo) = Wigy = Wikty @ Winny = S @ [Wio2)]]
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where the first map is a projection and the second map is an embedding of W(; jy in Wy 1) @ Wiy ny C
S @ [[W(0,2)]]- The basis one obtains is
(1,1) (1,-1) (0,0) (0,0)
{q(l,—l)(0,2)’ 4(1,1)(0,-2)> (0,—2)(0,2) q(o,z)(o,—z)} )
observe that all of these maps factor through A! C S so that ReQ acts trivially on this space. Using
1
Lemma and ([@3) we find that (chan)?y acts as multiplication by 8 on this space. The eigenvalues of

1
(D jcan% are therefore ++/8, each with multiplicity 2. Since Re) acts trivially on this space the spectrum is

identical for each (D', ), for each t € R.
Let us now consider the action of the operators (Df%an)7|Hom(V(110)75)Sp(1)qu) . The space Hom(V/1 oy, S)sp(1)xu(1)
four dimensional. A basis is provided by linearly independent maps which factor

¢ Vo) = Wiy = S
with the first map being projection and the second being inclusion. This yields the basis

{qm)’q<1,—1>q<o,o>,q<o,o>} (110)

where ¢(©% maps into A% < S and G(*% maps into A®3) c S. The situation here is more complicated
than those previously considered since an Sp(1) x U(1)-equivariant map takes values in the entire spinor

1
space S, not just one of the subspaces (A(%0 @ AG3)) or A{. We know from Lemma [7.2 that (D3, )y =12

on this space and the eigenvalues of (chan),y are thus ++/12. The complication arises because the 3-form
Re() acts non-trivially on this space. To calculate the eigenvalues of (D%can)"y on this space we work with
formula (62). We will seek to calculate the action py, (I,)q""9) where I, is an orthonormal basis of m and
¢*9) is one of the basis vectors from (IIT0), as well as understanding the action of Clifford multiplication and
the almost complex structure in this basis.

The first job is to find an orthonormal basis for sp(2) with respect to the metric (I2). We choose to view
the Lie algebra sp(2) as a subspace of Maty(C) by viewing the quaternionic algebra as an algebra of 2 x 2
complex matrices in the standard way. From this point of view the Killing form is [23]

Tr(adx oady) = 6Tr XY

for X,Y € sp(2) C Maty(C).
One finds that

0 i 00 0 -1 00
(i 0y_[i 000 (i 0y\_[1t 0 00
Hl_(o 0)‘0000 HQ_(O 0) 0 0 00
0000 0 0 00
0000
i 0 00
k 0 . 0 0 0000
H3_<0 0)_(8 _0’88) H‘*‘(o i>_000i
00 i 0
000 O 000 0
0 0 000 0 00 000 0
Ml_(o j>_000—1 M2_<o k>_00i 0
001 0 000 —i
0 0 10 000 i
(0 1N_, |0 0 01 o (0 00 i 0
M3—¢§(—10_¢5 -1 0 0 0 Mi=75\i 0)=% [0 i 0 0
0 -1 00 i 000
0 0 0 -1 0 0 i 0
e (0O N_a 00 10 Mo— L (0 KY_ 1|0 0 0 —i
T vz\j o) vzlo -1 0 0 6=vzlk 0) VZ|li 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 —i 0 0
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is an orthonormal set of generators with the matrices H; generating the subalgebra sp(1) & t in ([@2). The
almost complex structure J acts as follows:

J(My) =M, J(My) = M
J(Ms) =My J(My) = —Ms
J(Ms)=—Ms J(Mg) = Ms

and by calculating the structure constants of the algebra and appealing to the formula (I3]) one finds that
ReQ) = 3% 4- 116 1 236 1 254 (111)
in the local frame {e®} of T*CP? determined by the basis {M,} of m = m*.

Note we have isomorphisms

Hom(V(u,0), S)spyxur) = (5 ® V(i,o>) = (5@ Vo)

Sp(1)xU(1) Sp(1)xU(1)
and this last space is the subspace of S ® V(; ¢y consisting of vectors fixed by the action of the Sp(1) x U(1)
subgroup of Sp(2). For the representation V{; ) we choose basis vectors

10 0 O 0 010 0 0 0 =2
01 0 O 0 0 01 0 0 ¢ 0
= 00 -1 0}’ X = 10 0 0f” Y= 0 —2 0 0
00 0 -1 01 00 - 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 2 O
0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 —2
Z = 0 -1 0 O0f” W= - 0 0 O
1 0 0 O 0 ¢+ 0 O

and the action is matrix commutation.
To determine what the maps ¢(*7) from (II0) look like in the space (V(I,O) ® S) sp(1)xU(1) Ve note first

that W, ;) ® W,y contains a copy of the trivial representation of Sp(1) x U(1) if and only if i = k& and
J = —l. We will therefore determine explicit decompositions of the representation V{; oy and the spinor space
S into irreducible representations of Sp(1) x U(1).

By calculating the action py,, , (H;) on the basis matrices of V{; o) we can determine explicitly the
decomposition V(1 o) = [[W(1,1)]] ® W(g,0)- Let us set
91:X—|—ZK QQZW—ZZ
0, =X —1iY, Oy =W +iZ
then one finds that W ¢y = (I)c whilst Wy 1y = (01,02)c and W3 _qy = (01,02)c.
A similar analysis works for the representation m. If we define
¢1 = Ms + 1My, ¢o = Mg + 1 M5
51 = M3 — iM4, 52 = M6 — iM5
then one finds that Wy 1y = (¢1, ¢2)c and Wy 1) = (¢, d9)c. With this in hand we can look for invariant
vectors in We; jy @ Wi; _j) C S ® V(1,0)- One finds that
OV =101
G =Vol@ I
g =61 @01 + ¢ ® 05
¢t =6, ® 601+ 6, ® 6,
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form a basis of Hom(V/g 1), S ® su(2)c)sp(1)xu(1)- We can now proceed to calculate the matrix of the Dirac
operator in this basis using the formula

(Dfl“can)'}’ = Cl(Ma)pV(l,o) (Ma)' (112)
Inspection of (24)) reveals that cl(M,)(1 ® v) = M, @ v for v € Vi1.0) and we find that PV o (M) =
PVir.oy (M2)I = 0 whilst
PVia,0) (M3)I = _\/§X7 PVi1,0) (M4)I = _\/§Y
PVa,0) (M5)I = \/§Za PVii,0 (MG)I = —\/§W

Applying these facts to (I12) one finds

(Dh,)4d ") =V2(~M3 @ X = My @Y + M5 ® Z — Mg @ W)

_ _\Lf (qm) n q<1771>> '
2

One calculates the action of (D}%an),y on the other basis vectors similarly, using the formula for Clifford
multiplication (24]) and knowledge of the 3-form Re2 (I1I)) and the almost complex structure .J. This yields
the matrix (D}4C ) in the basis q00 G0 4.1 ¢(L=1) " Given that Lemma 28 informs of the action of

an

Ref) in this basis we can appeal to (1) and find the matrix of (DY, ), to be

3(t—1) 0 —4\2  —4V2
t

0 =3(t—1) 4ivV2 —4iV2
(Dfaxm)v = 1 — i 0 2 (113)
V2 V2
_% i 2 0
2 2

1
We perform a consistency check by noting that (Djlcan)gy = diag(12,12,12,12) as predicted by ([65). Calcu-
lating the eigenvalues of (D%can)"y one finds they are as stated in Proposition 6.17

B Calculation of Eigenvalues: S° Case

In this section we present the details required to prove Proposition [[.8 We perform the calculation of
eigenvalues for the operators (D%CM)V in the cases when V; is the trivial representation (Appendix [B.1)), the
standard representation (Appendix [B.2) and the adjoint representation of G (Appendix [B.3).

Let us first recall the setup. The twisted spinor bundle on which DY actsis (E, pp) = (S® (g2)c, ps ®
Ad). As a representation of Gy this twisted spinor space is

E = (Vi1,0) ® V0,0)) ® Vio,1)
= ‘/(1)1) @ ‘/(2)0) @ ‘/(0)1) @ ‘/(170)'

The adjoint representation splits (g2)c = W1 1) @ [[W(1,0)]] as an SU(3)-module, so as a representation of
SU(3) the twisted spinor space is

E = ([[W1,0]]l © 2W(0,0) @ (W(1,1) © [[W1,0)]])
= [[Wenl] © 2[[Wi2,0]] © 4W 1) © 4[[W(1,0)]] © 2W(0,0)-

Since S = V(1,0) @ V{o,0) as a representation of G it will prove convenient to decompose

Hom(S ® V5, (g2)c)su(s) = Hom(V(1,09) ® V4, (92)c)su(z) @ Hom(Vig o) @ V5, (g2)c)su(s)
as Go-modules. We have the following models for irreducible representations of Gs :

o Vi =C"
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e Vioy = (82)c = {a € COA*(RT)*; a Agpp = 0}

* Vi) = {n€ CRA}RT)*; n Ao =nAdo =0}
For irreducible representations of SU(3) we model

o W0 = AL (RS)*

o W) = A©D (RS>

o Wi 1y =su(3) = {ae A*(C®)*; x(a Aw) =0}
where w is the standard Kéahler form on R®. Note that W(1,1) embeds into V(g 1) by inclusion and the
embedding of W, ¢y into V(g 1) is given by extending the embedding F' of (R%)* into go given by

Fv)=vAdt+ %’UJRGQ

to a complex linear map and restricting to W, o) C (R%)* ® C.

B.1 Eigenvalues from the Trivial Representation

Let V., = V|¢,0) be the trivial representation of G. Then Schur’s lemma tells us that Hom(C, S®(g.)c)su(s) =
Hom(S, (g.)c)su(s) is two-dimensional. A basis for this space is given by the maps that factor through
projections

qgiﬁ; S — W(l 0) — ( )

(0,1
q(01; S—>W(Ol)—>( )C

When V, is the trivial representation the operators (pS®V; (Caspm) — pS(CaSm)) and pv: (Casp) both
vanish. From (I03) we know that (D ), is built from precisely these operators and hence vanishes. Note

also that Lemma 2.8 ensures that Re{) acts as 0 on this space since qgl 0) and qEO B factor through A' C S.

Overall then (DY .. ) vanishes identically on this space.

B.2 Calculation of Eigenvalues from the Standard Representation

We now consider the operator (D%can),y in the case when V., = V|4 o) be the standard representation of G.
This acts on the space Hom(S ® V{1 ), (g2)c)su(s) which is ten dimensional. It is convenient to split this
space as follows:

Hom(S @ V(1,0), (92)c)su(s) = Hom(V(1,0) ® V(1,0), (82)c)su(s) © Hom(C @ Vi1,0y, (92)c)su(s)-

Recall the operator (DY ), from (I03) is built from Casimir operators. The matrix of this operator is
block diagonal with respect to this splitting, and acts trivially on Hom(C ® Vo), (g2)c)su(s) by the previous
calculation.

Our task is thus to calculate (D% ), on Hom(V((llz)) ®V((1 2)), (92)c)su(s) where V((f,)o) are distinct copies of

V(1,0)- Notice Py &V, (Cassu(s)) = P(gs)e (Cassy(s)) on this space, so we can write the operator (D% ),
as o )1
(DA )y = 3 (pVJfL)@VJfL) (Casg,) — p(gz)e (Cassu(z)) — Py, (Casy) — v (Casm)) : (114)

We shall pick two bases of Hom(V(1,0),S ® (g2)c)su(s), one which diagonalises the first term in (I14) and
one which diagonalises the other terms. We will then relate the two bases to find the matrix of (Dp )y in
one of the bases. Finally, by calculating the action of Vol and Re2, we will find the matrix of (D% an)

To first basis of Hom(V((l)) ® ‘/((122)) (g2)c)su(s) is obtained by finding non-zero SU(3)-equivariant maps

(4,9) (k1) . (1) (2)
(7njn) Vo © Vi) = Wi © Wiy = Wimm) — (82)c.
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Observe that this basis diagonalises each term on the right hand side of ([II4]), except for the first term.
These maps are constructed from the following projection maps:

o Vii,0) = Wo,0), (u + adt) — adt

o Vo) = Wiy, (u+adt) — (1 +iJ)u

o Vo) = W), (u+adt) = (1 —iJ)u
1

o ALL(RS) — Wy, a= a— §<a,w>w.

The basis we get is

Map Factorisation and Formula
@ = qé?ﬁ;(l’o) V((llz)) ® V((lzz)) = W0,00® Wi,0) = W0 = (82)c

(u+ adt) ® (v + bdt) = adt ® (1 +iJ)v —~ La(l +iJ)v — F(Xa(l +iJ)v)

= qégz?g(oyl) V((llz)) ® V((lzz)) = Wio,0 ® Wi,y = W) — (g2)c
T (ul—i-adt) @;(v + bdt) = adt ® %(1 —iJ)v %a(l —iJ)v F(%a(l —iJ)v)
@ = 4o Vi, @ V&L = W) @ Wieo = Wao) — (g2)c

(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) — 2(1+iJ)u® bdt — b(1+iJ)u— F(3b(1 +iJ)u)

1
2

qa = qES;ii(O’O) Vél,ﬁn ® Véf,%) — Wio,1) @ Wio,0) = Wio,1) = (g2)c

2b(1 = iJ)u)

(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) = (1 —iJ)u®bdt — 2b(1 —iJ)u — F(
qs = qgéf;(l’o) V((llz)) ® V((fz)) = W0y @ Weo) = W,y — (92)c _
(u+ adt) @ (v +bdt) = 5(1+iJ)u® 3(1+iJ)v = 3[(1+iJ)u) A (1 +iJ)v)] Q2 =

F(%[((l +iJ)u) A (1 +4J)v)]Q)
(0,1)(0,1)

6 = q(1)0) V((llz)) ® V((lzz)) = Wi,y @ Wi,y = W) — (92)c
(u ?L adt) ® (v + bdt) - 11— iN)u® 3(1 —iJ)v = (A1 = iJ)u) A (1 = iJ)v)]2Q —
F(z (A =iJ)u) A (1 =iJ)v)].Q)

ar=an )| Vi @ Vin = Woo @ Wi = Wan = (s2)c

(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) » F(1+iJ)u® (1 —iJ)v = H[((1+iJ)u) A (1 —iJ)v) — (1 +
iJ)u) A (1 —iJ)v),w)w]

s =0 | Vi @ Vi = W @ Wao) = Waa = (s2)e
(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) » 21 —iJ)u® 2 (1 +iJ)v — L[((1 —iJ)u) A (1 +iJ)v) — 2(((1 -

iJ)u) A (14 iJ)v), w)w]

Furthermore we can extend this to a basis of Hom(S®V(1 o), (92)c)su(s) by adding the maps gg = Vol-qg(f’g?(l’o)
and qi0 = Vol - qgg’?;(c}’l)

Next we choose a basis that diagonalises PSRV o) (Casg,). We considering projections through the split-
ting of V((llz)) ® ‘/((122)) into irreducible representations of Ga:

(i,9) . y/(1) (2)
p(k,Jl)' Vo @ Viao = Vi = Way — g2

These maps are eigenvectors of PSRV 4 (Casgy,) with eigenvalue c?f_j). To relate the two bases it is necessary
to understand each of the projection maps involved in the above construction, then by composition we will
be able to understand how they are on an element of V' ® V/ ¢).

The maps we choose are as follows:
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Map Factorisation and Formula
—T0) CO )
P1r=P(,0) Vi © Vi) = Vo = W = (92)c
(u+ adt) ® (v +bdt) — F (1 +4J) [(u A v) ImQ + bJu — aJv])
(1,0) 1)
b2 p(o 1) ‘/(170) @ ‘/(1 0) — ‘/(170) - W(O,l) — (92)((:
(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) = F (2(1 = iJ) [(u A v),ImQ + bJu — aJv])
(0,1) (1) (2)
P3 = P(1,0) Vo © Viso = Vi) = Wae) = (2)c
u+ adt) ® (v+ bdt) — F l1—|—1J 2(bu — av) — L [(u A v)_ReQ
5 ( 3 3
(0,1) (1) (2)
P4 =Po,1) Vo @ Ve = Vo = W) = (82)c
u+ adt) ® (v + bdt) — ll—zJ 2(bu — av) — L [(u A v)_ReQ
5 ( 3 3
(0,1) 1) (2)
Ps =DP(1,1) Vi) © Vi = Vo = W( 1,1) — (g2)c
(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) = 2uAv— 3% (WAUAV) + £ %6 (W A sg(w AuAv))
0) CO )
Pe p(l 0) ‘/(1)0) ‘/(1 0) - ‘/(2 0) — W(l 0) — (92)
(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) » F (51 +4J) [JuAbw + aw A Jv] Lw)
(2,0 (1) (2)
P7 = DP(o,1) Vo © Ve = Vizo = W — (92)c
(u+adt) ® (v+bdt) = F (3(1 —iJ) [JuAbw + aw A Jv] Lw)
(2,0) (1) (2)
P8 = P(1,1) Vi) © Vi = Vieo = W( 1) — (g2)c
u + adt) ® (v + bdt) — w ImQ) A (v2ImQ)) — & (k6 (usImQ) A (v2ImQ), ww
3

Each map pEZJl))

One finds that the bases p( 9

Recall the maps pEZJl))

p1,- -+ ,pg we have

PSRV

We have seen that the maps ¢

is an eigenvector of pggv =

as with eigenvalue ¢?
.0 (C Bz) h eig 1 (Z i)
(4,9)(k,0)

(mom) A€ related as follows:

(k0) and ¢

P1 =191 — 193 — 5(]6

P2 = —1q2 + 194 + =5

2
_ 2 " 2 1
p3 = 3Q1 3Q3 6%
_ 2 n 2 1
Pa = 3Q2 3(J4 6(15
1 4 1
b5 = 2(17 2Q8

P = 2iq1 + 2iq3
pr = —2iq2 — 2iqq

1. 1.
57 — 548

p8:2 5

are eigenvectors of pggy=*

. . g . .
3 1)(Casgz) with eigenvalue c(7 ) so that in the basis

(Casgy,) = diag(—6, —6, —12, —12, —12, —14, —14, —14).

(0,1)

(4,) (k1)

are eigenvectors of —p(g,).(Cassy(z)) — ps(Casm) — pvs (Casm) with

(m,n)
eigenvalue c( (g’) + C?Z(g) ?;;(?;Z) — 20‘(312 0)" In the basis ¢1,...gs we find
~Pgs (Ca‘sﬁu(3)) - pS(Ca‘Sm) - pV,;* (Casm) = dla'g(12a 12,12,12,8,8,13, 13)

and (IT4) says that (D%,
Furthermore Re() acts in the basis ¢, . ..

)~ is the sum of these two operators.

,q10 as the matrix diag(4,4,0,0,0,0,0,0, —4, —4) and hence we
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obtain via (62)) the matrix of the twisted Levi-Civita Dirac operator in this basis:

3(t—1) 0 -1 0 0 -4 00 0 0
0 3t—-1) 0 -1 —4 0 0 0 0 0
-1 0 0 0 0 8 00 —i 0
0 - 0 0 8 0 00 0 i
¢ _ 0 -1 0 3 0 0 00 0 —1
( Acan)’Y _% 0 % 0 0 0 0 0 % 0 : (115)
0 0 0 0 0 0 01 0 0
0 0 00 0 0 10 0 0
0 0 i 0 0 —4 0 0 —=3(t—1) 0
0 0 0 —i 4 0 00 0 -3(t—1)

1

A consistency check is obtained by observing that (G5l ensures the basis g1, - - - g19 diagonalises (Dfxc.

and L2 () (D) 3) (i) (1)
3 2 (7, b)) su 2 5
(DA 3y = (‘C?f,m + Commy T 4) D) -

We find

1
(D}, )2 = diag(6,6,6,6,6,6,1,1,6,6)
as expected. By calculating the eigenvalues of (T3] one finds they are as stated in Proposition [7.§

B.3 Calculation of Eigenvalues from the Adjoint Representation

We now consider the case when V., = V(g 1) is the adjoint representation. The operator (D%can)v acts on the
space Hom (S ® V{o,1), (92)c)su(3)- A similar method to the previous case, of the standard representation, is
applicable.

We have V(1,0y ® Vio,1) = Vi1,1) ® Vi2,0) © V(1,0) and the summands split as reps of SU(3) as follows:

Vi = [Wenll @ [We,oll @ 2Wa 1) @ [[Wa,o)]]
Viz,00 = [[Wee,o)ll @ Wiy @ [[Wir,0)]] © Wio,0)
Vi) = [Wa,0ll @ W,0-

We therefore see that Hom(S®V{o,1), (92)c)su(s) has dimension 12. As before we split Hom(S®V(g 1), (g2)c)su(s) =
Hom(V(1,0) ® V(0,1), (82)c)su(s) © Hom(C ® V{g,1), g2)su(s) so that the operator (D% ), is block diagonal
and its action on Hom(C ® V(¢ 1), (92)c)su(s) is 0.

On Hom(V(1,0) ® V(o,1), (82)c)su(s) the operator (D) ), takes the form

1
(Dgcan)’Y = §(pV(1,0)®V(0,1) (Casgz) - p(gz)c(cassu@)) — PVi0 (Casm) — PV, (Casm))' (116)

To calculate the action of the operator on Hom (V{1 0y ® V(o,1), (g2)c)su(s) We again pick two bases for this
space which diagonalise the various Casimir operators from which (II4) tells us (D} ), is constructed. As
before we first pick a basis consisting of maps that factor as follows:

gIED  y Vio,ny = Weijy @ Wiy = Winny — (82)c.

(m;n)

These maps diagonalise each term on the right hand side of (II8) except for the first term, they are as
follows:
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Map Factorisation and Formula
Q= qé?,’g;(l’o) Viz,00 @ Vio,)) = W00 @ Wiio) = Wia,0) = (92)c

S (u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ tviReQ) — F (ad(1+iJ)v)
92 =4y V1,00 ® Vio,)y = Wio,0) ® YV(O,I) = W, —1> (g2)c

— (u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2viReQ) — F (ai(1—iJ)v)
43 =4qn Vit,0) @ Vo) = Wio,0) @ Wi, = Wiy — (92)c

(u+adt) ® (a + v Adt+ tviReQ) — aa

qs = qﬁjg;(l’” Vi,00 ®@ Vio,)y = W0 ® ?’(1,1) = W0 ? (g2)c

— (u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2viReQ) = F ((3(1 +iJ)u)aa)
45 =41y Vo) ® Vo) = Wi, @ Wy — W1y — (82)c

I (u+adt) ® (a + v Adt+ 2viReQ) — F ((3(1 —iJ)u)aa)
96 =4qn1) Vi1,0) @ Vio,)) = Weo) @ Wiony = Wiy — (92)c

S (u+tadt)® (a+vAdt+ivReQ) = L[(1+i))u) A((1—i)v)— 2{(1+i))u) A(1—i])v), w)w]
a7 =40y Vi,00 @ Vio,y = Wi, @ YV(O,l) — W0 1—> (92)c

— (u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 3vaReQ) = F ([(1 = iJ)u) A (1 = iJ)v)]2Q)
48 =) Vi1,0) @ Vio,)) = W0y @ W0y = Wio,1y) — (82)c

— (u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2viReQ) = F (2[(1+iJ)u) A ((1+iJ)v)].Q)
99 =41y Vo) @ Vo) = W) @ W0y = Wiy — (82)c

(utadt)® (a+vAdt+3viReQ) = L[(1=i))u) A((1+i)v) = H{(1=i)u) A(1+i])v), w)w].

We extend this set to a basis of Hom(S ® V(q,1), (§2)c)su(s) by adding the three maps

10 = Vol 00
q11 = Vol - q§§j?§(°’l)
(0,0)(1,1)

q12 = Vol - q(l,l)

To diagonalise the operator PS@V: (Casgq,) we choose maps that factor as follows:

pEZJl)) Vo) @ Vo) = Vi) = Wiy — (82)c.

These maps are eigenvectors of psgv-(Casg,) with eigenvalue c?fj).

Let w € V and B € V(,1), applying Schur’s lemma where necessary gives the required projection maps

to be:

o Vo) @ Vio) = Vig,0) w ® a = AB— H(woB) 1y

® V1,00 ® Vo) = V(1,0 w® B — waf

o Vio,0) = Wio,), dt Ak +mn— 3(1+iJ)(kiReQ)

o Vigo) = Wiy, dd AE+m 35— 5 %6 (WAK) + § %6 (w A *6(w A K))

e Vii,0) = W), u+adt — 3(1+iJ)u

The difficulty in working with this basis is that the space V(; ;) cannot be modelled as a subspace of
A*(R7)*. Instead we work with maps that factor through V(1,1) by noticing that they must be orthogonal
with respect to the natural inner product on the space given by (X,Y) = Trace(X*Y), since they factor

(1,1)

through orthogonal subspaces. We can therefore find expressions for the maps Py by ensuring the basis
vectors are mutually orthogonal. The basis vectors can be described as follows:
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Map Factorisation and Formula
P1 *pﬁgi V(1o)®V(01)—>V(10)—>W10)—>(92)<c
(u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2viReQ) — (14 iJ)[usa — 3 (u A v) ReQd — av]
D2 ngg V(10)®V(01)—>V(20)—>W10 (g2)c
(u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2vaReQ) = 2(1+iJ)[uAv + ac — (= (usa) JRef2 + avaReQ)]
P3 pgég V1,00 @ Vo) = Vi, — W) — (82)c
orthogonal to p; and po
P4 pgé?g V(1o)®V(01)—>V(10)—>W01)—>(92)<c
(u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2viReQ) — (1 — i) [usa — 3 (u A v) ReQd — av]
Ds Péé(g V(10)®V(01)—>V(20)—>W01 (92)c
(u+adt) ® (a + v Adt+ 2viReQ) — (1 —iJ)[u A v+ ao — T (—(usa) JReQ + avaRe)]
D6 pgéig V1,00 @ Vo) = Vi, — Wi,y — (82)c
orthogonal to p4 and ps
D7 Pg (1)3 Vo) ® Vo) = Vie,o) = Wity — (82)c
(u+adt) ® (a+vAdt+ 2o ReQ) = aa+ 2(WAV) = £ %6 (WAUAD) + £ 56 (wAsg(wAUAD))
s pg B Vo) @ Vioy = Vi = Wany = (g2)c
orthogonal to p; and pg
Po pg 3 Viro © Vo = Vi = Wan = (92)c
orthogonal to p7 and pg

Here pEl 1; and pgl 1% factor through two different copies of W, 1) contained in V{y 1.

For the maps pEle)) with (4,7) # (1,1) we can determine their expression in terms of g; as before. The result
is the following;:

i P1=—(J1+Q4—iQ7
e po=1q+iu+3qr
d P4=—(J2+qo——q8
° p5s=3q2+ 3q5 + 2as

® p7 =q3+ qs + Qqo.
(4,5) (k,1)

(mom)  We are able to calculate the norm of each map.

By explicitly computing the matrices of the maps ¢
They are as follows:

Lemma B.1. Let ||¢||? := Trace(q'q), then the basis qgm() D s orthogonal and

0,0)(1,0
 llaglo) P =3

0,1)(0,1 1,0)(1,0
H ( )( )”2 H ( )( )H2_48
1,0)(1,1 0,1)(1,1
° H ( )( )”2 H ( )( )H2f]2

0,0)(1,1
° H ( )( )”2

‘ (1 0)(0 1)”2 _ H (0 1)(1 O)H 16

o | 7

By ensuring the maps pgllcll)) are orthogonal to the other basis maps, we obtain the following :

® p3=—8q1 —qs+qr
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® pg=—8G2— g5+ gs
® Pg =ds — 49
N P9=—%Q3+%+qg-

We calculate the matrix of (Df%km)nY in the basis g1, - - , q12 in the same way as we have done for the standard
representation and find

3(t—1) 0 0 -4 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0
0 3(t—1) 0 0 -4 0 0 8 0 0 0 0
0 0 3t—1) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
—1 0 0 0 0 0 -4 0 0 —i 0 0
0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 -4 0 0 i 0
(D) ), = 0 0 3 o 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3
Acan /77 3 0 0 -1 0 0 0 O0 0 —i 0 0
0 i 0 0o -1 0 0 0 0 0 i 0
0 0 3 o 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 -3
0 0 0 4 0 0 & 0 0 —3(t—1) 0 0
0 0 0 0 -4 0 0 =8 0 0 —3(t—1) 0
0 0 0 0 0 —i 0 0 i 0 0 —3(t—1)

Again a consistency check is carried out by calculating

(D3, )2 = diag(12,12,7,12,12,7,12,12,7,12,12,7)

ca;

as expected. By calculating the eigenvalues of the above matrix for (fo‘wn)V one finds they are as stated in
Proposition [Z.8
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