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THE BEHAVIOR OF SEQUENCES OF SOLUTIONS TO THE
HITCHIN-SIMPSON EQUATIONS

SIQI HE

ABSTRACT. The Hitchin-Simpson equations are first order non-linear equations for a pair
of connection and a Higgs field, which is closely related to the Higgs bundle theory over
Kaéhler manifold. In this paper, we study the behavior of sequences of solutions to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations over closed Kihler manifold with unbounded L? norms of the
Higgs fields. We prove a compactness result for the connections and renormalized Higgs
fields.

As an application, we study the realization problem of Taubes’ Zs harmonic 1-form over
closed Kéhler manifold. Using the Hitchin morphism for SL(2, C) Higgs bundle, we give a
necessary and sufficient condition that whether a Zs harmonic 1-form can be realized by
a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of compactness problem for flat SL(2, C) connections over 3 and 4 manifold was

pioneered by Taubes [33, 32]. In dimension 4, Taubes also proved a compactness theorem for
SL(2,C) connections of the Kapustin-Witten equations [32] and the Vafa-Witten equations
[31]. We also refer to [12, 38] for related compactness results. In addition, over Riemann

surface, flat SL(2,C) connections are closely related to the theory of Higgs bundle and
Hitchin fiberation. Using the theory of Higgs bundle and complex geometry tools, there are
series of papers gave terrific understandings of the ends of the Taubes’ compactified space,
c.f. [18, 19, 11, 22].

This paper is an attempt to generalize Taubes’ compactness results to higher dimensional
Kéhler manifold and to GL(r,C) connection that satisfies the Hitchin-Simpson equations.
The method we use relies on a combination of fundamental contributions by Taubes [33, 32]
on the SL(2, C) connections and Mochizuki [22] on the asymptotic behavior of Higgs bundle
over Riemann surface.

The Hitchin-Simpson equations were introduced by Hitchin [13] on Riemann surface
and studied by Simpson [25, 26] over general Kahler manifold. It has great interaction with
different areas of math, including gauge theory, the theory of Higgs bundles, representations
of fundamental group, etc.

Let (X,w) be a closed Kédhler manifold with real dimension 2n and Ké&hler class w, let E
be a rank r complex vector bundle with Hermitian metric H. Let A be a unitary connection
and ¢ be a End(E) valued Hermitian 1-form. We write dq = 94 + 04 and ¢ = ¢ + ! with
Y E Q;O(End(E)), then the Hitchin-Simpson equations for A and ¢ can be written as

F3" =0, 9ap =0, 9 Ap =0, iA(Ey" + [, ¢]) = 1ldp,

where A : QUY(End(E)) — Q°(End(E)) is the contraction with the Kéhler class and 7 is
?5_07%(5). In addition, we can define D = da + ¢, then when
deg(F) = 0 and chy(E).[w]"2 = 0, then the Hitchin-Simpson equations are equivalent to
the flat connection equation D? = 0.

a constant defined as v =

1
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Recall a Higgs bundle over Kéhler manifold is a pair (&£, ¢), where £ is a holomorphic vec-
tor bundle, p € H 0(End(E)®Q}0) with integrable condition ¢ A = 0. The main advantage
of studying flat connections over Kéhler manifold is the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence
[10, 13, 25]: there is a one-to-one correspondence between the moduli space of polystable
Higgs bundle and the moduli space of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations.

The Hitchin morphism, which is introduced by Hitchin [14] and studied in [27, 28, 5], also
plays a very important rool in our article. Let Mpjges be the moduli space of polystable
Higgs bundle and let pi,---,p, be a basis of invariant polynomials of End(FE), then for
any (£,¢) € MHiggs, we can define the Hitchin morphism (€, ¢) = (p1(p), - ,pr(p)) €
@ H O(SiQko), where SiQﬁéO is the i-th symmetric tensor of Q}O. Using the Hitchin
morphism, we can study the eigenvalues and spectrum dates of a Higgs bundle.

Our main result is the follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a closed Kdhler manifold and let E be a rank r vector bundle
with Hermitian metric H. Let (A;, ¢;) be a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson
equations (1) and we write ; := ||¢; || 12(x)-

(i) Suppose the sequence {r;} has a bounded subsequence, then there exist a Haus-
dorff codimension 4 singular set Zuy, (Fooy Hoo) a rank r Hermitian vector bundle,
Aso a unitary connection, ¢oo a Hermitian 1-form such that (Aso, o) Satisfies the
Hitchin-Simpson equations over X \ Zyn. Moreover, passing to a subsequence and
up to unitary gauge (Aj;, ¢;) convergence smoothly to (Aso, doo) over any compact
set of X \ Zyn.
(i1) Suppose the sequence {r;} has no bounded subsequence, we write <;3, = Ti_l(bi =
i + gbj- and denote (p1($i),- -+ ,pr(Pi)) € EBg’ZlHO(SiQ}O) be the image under the
Hitchin morphism, then
(a) (pl(qg,-), e ,pr(qg,-)) convergence smoothly over X to (p1.oc, -+ , Pr.oo) With i o €
HO(SkQ})éO), let Zr C X be the discriminant locus defined by (p1,00s-** »Proo)-

(b) Suppose Ztr C X, then there exists a codimension 4 subset Zyy C X \ Zr, a
Hermtian vector bundle (Fs, Hoo) over X \ (ZynUZr), unitary connection A,
and Hermitian 1-form ¢, such that over X \ (Zyy U Zt), for any p > 1, up
to unitary gauge and passing to a subsequence, we have (A;, QASZ) convergence to
(Aoos Do) in L‘iloc topology

(¢) Ao is a Hermitian-Yang-Mills connection and (A, ¢oo) Satisfies the adiabatic
Hitchin-Simpson equations (12),

(d) Zt and Zyy are complex analytic subset of X. In addition, suppose deg(E) =0
and chy(E).[w]?"=2 =0, then Zyy = 0,

(e) When rank E = 2, then Zt can be choosen to have codimension at least 2.

The discriminant locus are roughly the points in X corresponding to the common eigen-
values of a Higgs fields which will be explicitly defined on Chapter 2. When rank (E) > 3
and Tr(¢;) # 0, it is possible that Zp = X and in this situation, Theorem 1.1 doesn’t say
anything. The adiabtic Hitchin-Simpson equations will be explicitly defined in Chapter 6.
Here (i) is well-known and follows by classical elliptic theory and Uhlenbeck compactness.

In [33, 32], Taubes introduced the concept of Zs harmonic 1-form, which roughly is the
boundary of the compactification of flat SL(2,C) connection. A Zs harmonic 1-form is
a triple (Z,Z,v), where Z is a subset of X with codimension at least 2, Z is a R bundle
over X \ Z, v € Qﬁ( ® Z is harmonic. There are a lot of interesting papers studied the Zs
harmonic 1-forms, [3, 29, 40]. In addition, when we consider Theorem 1.1 when rank F = 2
and Tr(¢;) = 0, the adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations will give us a Zy harmonic 1-form.
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We said a Zy harmonic 1-form (Z,Z, v) can be realized if there exits a sequence of solutions
(A;, ¢;) to the Hitchin-Simpson equations convergence to (Z,Z,v) in the sense of Theorem
1.1. Over a closed Kahler manifold, we could give the following description when a Zs
harmonic 1-from can be realized by a sequence of solutions:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a closed Kdhler manifold, let Mmiges be the moduli space of

SL(2,C) polystable Higgs bundle and write £ : Muiggs — HO(S2Q§0) be the Hitchin mor-
phism.

(i) Let (Z,Z,v) be a Zo harmonic 1-form over X such that there ezists a sequences of
solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations convergence to (Z,Z,v), then

(v v)? eTmk C HO(S2Q;0),

where Im k is the closure of Im k.

(ii) Let s € Im k, then for every Zs harmonic 1-form (Z,T,v) with (v ® v)*0 = s,
there exists a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations converge to
(Z,Z,v).

Conventions. In all estimates below, C,C’, are all constants which arise and depend
only on X, F and the background Hermitian metric H over F, but whose values change
from one line to the next. We always specify when a constant depends on further data.
In this paper, we always denote X be a closed Ké&hler manifold with Vol(X) = 1 and
dimpg(X) = 2n. We usually write Ry as the injective radius of X.

Acknowledgements. The author wishes to thank Mark Cataldo, Tsao-Hsien Chen,
Xuemiao Chen, Alexander Doan, Simon Donaldson, Andriy Haydys, Rafe Mazzeo, Clifford
Taubes, Song Sun for numerous helpful discussions. Part of this work was done when the
author was visiting Stanford University and the author is grateful to the Stanford math
department for their hospitality.

2. HIGGS BUNDLES AND THE HITCHIN-SIMPSON EQUATIONS OVER KAHLER MANIFOLD

In this section, we will introduce the theory of Hitchin [13] and Simpson [25, 26] about
Higgs bundles and the Hitchin-Simpson equations over closed a Kéahler manifold.

2.1. Higgs bundles over Kahler manifold. Let £ be a complex vector bundle over a
Kéhler manifold X, we write Q%?(E) be the E-valued (p,q) forms over X. The holomorphic

structures over E can be identified with connections op : Q% (E) — Qg?’l) (E) with integrable
condition 0% = 0. We usually write & = (F, dg) be a holomorphic vector bundle.

Definition 2.1. A Higgs bundle on X is a pair (Op, ) such that

e Op : QOX — Qg&l is a conmection with 5%3 = 0, which gives a holomorphic structure
of E,

s p: E—- E® Q}O is holomorphic Opp = 0. We write ¢ € H(End(E) ® Q}O) and
call ¢ a Higgs field.

e o Np=0.

We define the complex gauge group Gc := Aut(E), then for g € Gc, Gc acts on Higgs
bundle by ¢(dg, ) == (g7 0 drog,g7 opoyg).

To form the moduli space of the Higgs bundle, we need to introduce the concept of the
stability.

Definition 2.2. For every holomorphic bundle £, we define the slope of the bundle u(E) :=

riig}i“' A Higgs pair (E,p) is stable if for every p-invariant holomorphic subbundle F C &,
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o(F) C F® Q}O, we have u(F) < w(E). A Higgs pair (€, ) is polystable if it is a direct
sum of stable Higgs bundles.

The G orbit of polystable Higgs bundle are closed and we can define the Higgs bundle
moduli space Miiggs := {Polystable Higgs bundles (€, ¢)}/Gc. In addition, we call a Higgs
bundle (£, ¢) an SL(r,C) Higgs bundle if det(€) = Ox, rank €& = r and Tr(p) = 0.

2.2. The Hitchin-Simpson equations and the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence.
Now, we introduce the Hitchin-Simpson equations which is defined by Hitchin [13] over
Riemann surfaces and Simpson over general Kéhler manifolds [25].

2.2.1. The Hermitian Geometry over Kdhler Manifold. Let X be a closed Kahler manifold
with Kéhler metric g. We denote the corresponding Kéahler class as w. In an orthogonal
normal frame dz; of X with |dz|? = 2, we write w = 3", dz; A d%;. Then we can define

the contraction map with the Kéahler class A : Qg’éq — Qf’)’(_l’q_l which acts on Q})él by
A(Zaﬁ aapdze N dzZg) = —2iy ;| ai;. In addition, we have Aa.vol, = ﬁa A w1l for

ae QL
LetXE be a rank r complex vector bundle with Hermitian metric H and let d4 be a
connection on F. We define a connection d4 is unitary w.r.t to the Hermitian metric H
if for any section s, s2 of E, we have dH (s1,$2) = H(das1,82) + H(s1,das2). If we write
da = 0z + 04, the A unitary is equivalent to dH (sy, s2) = H(0as1,52) + H(s1,0452).
Given a Higgs bundle (9, ¢), we can define the adjoint 0y, ! as follows:

OH (s1,52) = H(dpsy,s2) + H(s1,0ms2), H(ps1,s9) = H(s1,¢'s9),

where s1, sy are sections of E. Therefore, given any Hermitian metric, we can define a
unitary connection dy := 040y and a Hermitian 1-form ¢ := ¢+p!. We denote D := ds+¢,
then D is a complex connection with the curvature D? = Flgl’l) + [¢, ¢']. If D = 0, then
we call D a flat connection.

For any connection 0 : ngg,q)(E) — Qg’g’qﬂ)(E) and 0 : Qg’g’q)(E) — QgIgH’q)(E), using
the metric on E and the Kéhler metric on X, we can define the adjoint operator 9*,9* and
they will satisfy the Kéahler identities

0* =i[A, 9], 0* =i[A, ).

Moreover, for the action of Laplacian A on Q%, we have A = d*d = 20*0 = 2070 =
2iA00. In addition, for every s € QL9(E) and we denote s’ be the adjoint of s, then we
have iA(s A sT) = |s]2.

2.2.2. The Hitchin-Simpson equations over Kdhler manifold. Let (E,H) be a rank r Her-
mitian vector bundle, the Hitchin-Simpson equations are equations for a unitary connection
A and a Hermtian 1-form ¢ = ¢ + ¢

F%zzov e N =0, 5A(10:07

1
W iNFL + [p,97]) =0,

where F+ = Fi' — v(E)Id is the trace free part of FYand y(E) = 27rd_0g(,5).
A A A (n—1)lr

The first three equations of (1) is invariant under the complex gauge group g € Gc which
define a Higgs bundle (04,¢). In addition, (da,¢) is the Chern connection for (04, ¢)
together with the Hermitian metric H. Therefore, we can also regard (1) as equations for

a triple (0, ¢, H).
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In addition, we define the complex gauge group g € Gc acts on (A4, ¢) by
dpg = 0a0 +0a0 =g ' 0daog+glodaog™,

=09+ () =g lopogtglopogh

The complex gauge group Gc also acts on the Hermitian metric as H9(s1, s2) = H(gs1,9s2)

for any sections s; and s3. We have the following proposition explaining the relationship
between these two descriptions:

Proposition 2.3. Let E be a complex vector bundle over X, suppose (0a,p, H) is a solu-
tion to the Hitchin-Simpson equations, then (Oas,@?, H9) is also a solution to the Hitchin-
Simpson equations.

Let A9,¢9 be the Chern connection of (Das,?, HY), then we have |Fas|ge = |Falg and

|99 N ¢ s =9 A @l
Proof. Let s1,s9 be two sections of E, we compute
Hg(5g81,82) = H(95981,982) = H(é(gsl),.sz)
= OH(gs1,g9s2) — H(gs1,0a(gs2)) = OH(s1,82) — H (51,97 Dagsa).
Therefore, using the Hermitian metric HY for the adjoint, we have dqs = ¢~ o d4 o g and
similarly, we have ¢9 = g1 o po g. We write ¢9 = @9 + (¢9)f, then Fys = g7' 0 F4 0 g and
(09, ()] = g7 o [, ¢T] 0 g. The proposition follows immediately. O

We define the unitary gauge transform G := {g € Gc|gg" = Idg}, then G preserves (1).
We define the moduli space of the Hitchin-Simpson equations Mpyg as

(2) Mus = {(A, 9)|(A4, ¢) satisfies (1)}/G.

In addition, there is a natural map Z : Myg — Mpiggs given by forgetting the second line of
(1). We define (A, ¢) irreducible if Ker d A\Qg( = Ker [¢, ”Q% = 0 and completely reducible

if the pair (A, ¢) are direct sums of irreducible pairs.

Theorem 2.4. [13, 25] The map E is one-to-one. To be explicitly, given any Higgs bundle
(&, ), there exists an irreducible solution (A, @) to the Hitchin Simpson equations (1) with

4 = 0g and ¢10) = © if and only if the Higgs bundle is stable, and a reducible solution if
and only if it is polystable.

2.2.3. Energy Identity for Solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson Equations. For every pair (4, ¢ =
@0+ ! with 94 = 0 and p A ¢ = 0, we define the energy function of (A, ¢) as E(A, ¢) =
[ |Fa+ [0, 91> + |dag|* then we have

Proposition 2.5. Let (A, ¢) be a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations (1), then

n—2
E(A, ¢) =4n> [ chy(E “rank(E).
( 7¢) 7T/XC2( )/\(n_2)|+7ran( )
Proof. We have the following energy identity:
n—2
(3)  E(4,¢) = / liN(F4 + @, 0'] — 41d)[2 4 42rank(E) 4 47> / cho(E) A — '
X X (Tl — 2)
O
Corollary 2.6. [25] Suppose deg(E) = 0 and cha(E).[w]"™2 = 0, then (1) is equivalent to

the flat connection equations for the complex ds + ¢ + -
FA9172 =0, pAp=0, 5A(10:07
1,1
Fy' + e 0] =0.
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2.3. Hitchin Morphism and Spectrum Cover. We will introduce the spectrum geom-
etry of Higgs bundle moduli space, which is introduced by Hitchin on Riemann surface

[13, 14].

2.3.1. Hitchin Morphism. Let (€,¢) be a Higgs bundle over X. As ¢ € H°(X,End(€) ®
Qko), if pi is a invariant polynomial of End(€) with deg(px) = k, it defines a map py :
H°(X,End(£) ® Q}O) — HO(S'{Q}O), where Skao are the symmetric product of Q}O. We
define the Hitchin base Ax := &_; H(X, SiQko) and let pq,...,pr be a basis for the ring
of invariant polynomials on End(€), we can define the Hitchin morphism

K MHiggs — Ax,

(4) (& 0) = (p1(9), - pr())-

2.3.2. Spectrum Cover. Given any element © = (p1,---,p,) € Ax, we can define the
spectral cover Sg of X:

(5) S@ = {)\ c Q§0|AT +p1)‘r_1+"'+p7« :0}

Locally, we can choose a trivialization of Q}O =~ C™ and consider the defining equation of
Se on each component of C". However, this definition will depends on the choice of the
trivialization. We need the input of the integrable condition ¢ A .

Proposition 2.7. [16] If © = k() for some Higgs field ¢ satisfies ¢ A o = 0, then Sg is
well-defined.

Let (£, ) be a Higgs bundle, for each p € X, we define \ € Qko be the eigenvalue of ¢ if
there exists a section s € E|, such that ¢s = As. In addition, A will be holomorphic as A is
a solution of Sg. Based on the previous proposition, the ¢ A ¢ = 0 will guarantee that over
every point of X, ¢ has well-defined eigenvalues. Therefore, given a Higgs bundle (€, ¢)
with spectral cover Sg, then the points in Sg correspond to different eigenvalues of .

Let A1, Ag, -+, A be r eigenvalues of ¢, then we define the discriminant section as:

Ay X = ()
©) p= S ) = A0)*
1<i<j<r
The zero set of the discriminant section will be the called the discriminant locus, which we

denoted as Zg. The spectral cover are ramified along the discriminant locus.

2.3.3. The Image of the Hitchin Morphism. Over general Kahler manifold, due to the con-
dition that ¢ A ¢ = 0, one should not expect that x is surjective. The Hitchin morphism
will factor through a subset of Ay based on the condition ¢ A ¢ = 0.

Given © = (s1,--- , 5,) € Ax, with spectral cover Sg = {\A\" + s A"~ ! +--- + 5, =0}

Definition 2.8. We define Bx consists of elements © = (s1,--- ,8,) € Ax such that there
exists a proper subset Zg C X and for every p € X \ Zg, there exists r holomorphic sections

(7}17' o 7”7“) Of Q§0 such that
sy =vr+tv2+-+ 0,

89 = V1V2 + V13 + -+ + Vp_1Vp,

Sp = U1 Uy

Theorem 2.9. [5]|The space Bx satisfies the following properties:
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(i) Bx is closed in Ax and Im k C Bx. In addition, for © € Bx, then spectral cover
So is well-defined.

(ii) After restricting the Hitchin morphism to the rank 2 trace free Higgs bundle moduli
space, we define Bx = {s € HO(S2Q}0)\rank s <1}, then Im k C Bx

Proof. We will only use the statement of (ii) in our paper and we will give a direct proof.
MEERE) bo the moduli space of polystable SL(2,C) Higgs bundle, then the Hitchin base

Higgs
for Mflfggs’c) will be Ax = H 0(529}0) and the Hitchin morphism can be written as

k(@) = det(yp). We choose a local holomorphic frame {dz1,--- ,dz,} of T*X and write
@ = >, idz. Then the condition ¢ A ¢ = 0 is equivalent to [p;, ;] = 0. Suppose at
some p € X, ¢|p # 0, without loss of generality, we can assume ¢ # 1. As the Cartan sub-
algebra of sly is rank 1, we set o = ;1 then p; = A\jp;. If we set v = dz1+Xadzo+- - -+ Apdzy,
then ¢ = 0 ® v. Therefore, det(¢) = det(c)v ® v € Bx, in other word, Im(x) C Bx. O

We have the following easy but important corollary follows by the closeness of Bx.

Corollary 2.10. Let s; € Bx and suppose s; convergence to Soo € Ax in C° topology,
then sso € Bx. In other word, we have a well-defined spectrum cover for Sso.

As every © € By, the spectrum cover Sg has well-defined eigenvalues, we can define
the discriminant section Ag : X — (Q&O)"L” in the same way as (6), then as Ag can be
expressed as invariant polynomials, Ag is holomorphic over X, Ag € H 0((9;%0)?2_?). We
define the discriminant locus Dg := Ag'(0) and obtain

Proposition 2.11. The discriminant locus is complex analytic. When r = 2, s1 = 0 and
© # 0, then Do will be codimension at least 2.

Proof. As Dg is the zero set of a holomorphic section, the complex analytic statement
follows immediately. When r» = 2 and s; = 0, then © = s3 # 0. There Dg = s5 1(0) will be
codimension at least 2. O

Remark. There are many examples of Higgs bundle (€, ) has discriminant locus Zg = X,
where rank & = 3. Given any rank 2 Higgs bundle (€, ), let (L,0) be a rank 1 Higgs bundle
with vanishing Higgs field, then the discriminant locus of (€ ® L, & 0) will be X.

2.4. Tensor Products of the Higgs Bundles. Follows by [26], we can define different
operators, including the tensor product, dual, pull back of the Higgs bundles in an obvious
way.

To be more explicit, let (€1, 1) and (&2, p2) be two Higgs bundle, then we can define
the tensor product of the Higgs bundle as (£; ® £2,¢1 ® Idg, + Idg, ® ¢2). Let Dy :
&1 — & and Dy : & — & be two complex connection, then for e; € T'(&;), we can
define D1 ® Da(e1 ® e2) := Di(e1) ® ez + €1 ® Da(ez). For any Hermitian metric Hy, Ho
over &£1,&y, we can define a Hermitian metric over the tensor product bundle & ® & with
H, ® Ha(eq ® e2, f1 ® f2) = Hi(e1, f1)Ha(ez, f2), where e;, f; € I'(&;).

The Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence behaves well under the tensor product and fol-
lowing proposition follows directly by a straight forward computation.

Proposition 2.12. Let (£1, 1, Hy) and (€2, 2, Ha) be two solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson
equations with Dy, Dy be the corresponding complex connections, then ((E1,¢1)®(E2, p2), H1®
Hs) is a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations with Dy ® Do be the corresponding com-
plex connection.
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3. L? CONVERGENCE AND THE EIGENVALUE ESTIMATES

This section will be the starting point for the analysis of sequences of solutions (A;, ¢;)
to (1). We will give a L? estimate of |¢;| and C°° estimate for the invariant polynomials of

®i-

3.1. Useful Identities. To begin with, we will compute some useful identities for solutions
to the Hitchin-Simpson equations. Let (E, Hyp) be a Hermitian vector bundle over X with
Hermitian metric Hy and let (A4, ¢ = ¢+¢') be a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations,
then

Lemma 3.1. (i) ([iA[p, ¢"],¢],¢) = 3/[0, ¢T]]°.
(ii) Let s be a holomorphic section of E with [p,s] =0, then
(7) Als]* +2(04s[* +2|[1, 5]* = 0,

(iii) Let A, ¢ = o+ ' be a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equation (1), we denote V 4
be the wrapped connection of ds and the Levi-Civita connection over Q'(End(FE)),
then we have the identity:

(8) Alp? + 2|V 4¢]* + 2|[e, '] |* + 2Ric(, ¢) = 0,

where suppose we choose a real frame dx; and write ¢ = ZZ 1 $idx;, then Ric(¢, ¢) =
Zm-:l Ric;j¢;¢; and Ric;; is the Ricci curvature over the plane dx; A dx;.

Proof. For i), let A, B be any two matrix with [A, B] = 0, then Tr([[4, Af], B]BT) =
Tr([Af, B][A, BY]) = ([A, BY],[A, B']). Locally, let dz1,dzs,--- ,dz, be a orthonormal basis
of Q})éo and we write ¢ = > | p;dz;. Then the condition ¢ A ¢ = 0 implies [¢;, p;] = 0.
We compute (iAlg, '], ) = 3o 1 2([lei#l) oul, pr). As i or] = 0, we obtain
([li» 1], ox], o) = ([pir o} [@i }])- The claim follows by [0, 01112 = 43, [, @l]%.

For ii), let s be a holomorphic section of a vector bundle E with connection d4 and
curvature F'4, then we compute

o) Als|? = 20%0|s|* = —2iADD|s|* = —2iAD(s,Das)
= —2iA(045,048) — 2iN(s,04045) = —2|0a5|* + 22’A(Fj{18, s).

we obtain iAFy = —iA[p, '] +~v(E)Idg, where y(E) = 2?nde%( ). In addition, as

)
0, we compute

By (1
[, 5] =

n

(2iAFas,s) = —4(s, > [lpi, 1], s) + (s, [2y(E)ld g, ])
i=1

— —4(s, Y i [ 5] _—42\%, 17 = =2/l 5.

=1

For (iii), we consider ¢ as a holomorphic section of Q}BR ® End(€), and denote d4 be
the Chern connection of H. The Hermitian metric H of £ and metric g of Br induced a
metric of Q}BR ® End(€) with induced connection V 4. We write the induced curvature over

Q}BR ® End(€) as F, then iANFp = [iAF4, ] + Ric(p), where Ric is the Ricci tensor of g.
By the Weizenbock formula, we obtain

Alp|? = =2|Vapl* + 2(iAF o, o)
= —2[0a¢|* + 2(iAFap, ) — 2Ric(ip, )
= —2|V.ael? — [, ¢T]|? — 2Ric(p, p).
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O

3.2. L*™ estimates. In this subsection, we will explain some techniques developed by
Taubes [32], which used (8) and [|¢||z2(x) to control [|@] z(x) when dim(X) < 4. There
are also some generalizations without the dlmenswn assumption [(].

Lemma 3.2. [0, 32] Let |f| be a non-negative function. Suppose there exists positive con-

stants R, 0 satisfies AIf[2 + [d|f|[2 < RIf2, [y |20 < C, then [y |f|)7 < ¢,
where Cs is a constant depends on 6.

Proof. First, we multiple |f|?® in both side of the inequality and integrating it over X, then

we obtained
t&ﬂﬂ%Mﬂf+uWuuW>scjﬁﬂH%.

In addition, we compute

/v@mm+uﬁwm%ﬂw+n/uﬁwm%
X X
/um”W=u+W/ﬁmeﬁ

X X

Therefore, we obtain

s 45+ 1 s s
[ < S (1P AR+ )

s [y |£12049) 1 1d| £|*+°|? < Cj, by the Sobolev inequality L? < Lm, we obtain the
desire estimate. O

Proposition 3.3. [0, 32] Given any solution (A, $) to the Hitchin-Simpson equations, for
any p > 1, we have |[¢[|Lr(x) < Clélr2(x)

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and Kato inequality, we have Alp|? + 2|d|¢||> < C|¢|?. Integrating
2n

over X, we have [y |d|¢||* < C [y |¢|*. By Sobolev inequality, we obtain [y [¢|7-2 < C.

Take 0o such that 2 + 269 = %, applying Lemma (3.2). We obtain [ ]a\ (1+60) 725 <C.

For k > 1, we define 2 + 2§, = (1 + 5k—1)n 5, by iteration using Lemma 3.1, we obtain
Ix l[?06%2 < C. As limy_, ) = 00, we obtain the desire estimate. O

Proposition 3.4. Given any solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations, we have supx |¢| <

Clloll 2 (x)

Proof. For each p € X, let B be a radius R ball centered in p and denote r be the distance
function to p. We take a cut off-function () which vanishes at dBsr and equals to one
on Bpg. Let G be the Green function of A at p, then by (8), we obtain

[ (BGuA0P + 286, Va0 + 2Golo o) < € [ Gylof
X Bap
We compute

/ﬁGAWF./AﬁGhW 6P (p / ol4P,

where © = (Vyx, VG,)— (A, XG,), with [|O]| L < OR72". As BG,|V ad|>+xGploAd|? > 0,

we obtain

wﬂngk%/ 62+ [ Gylof.

Baogr Baor
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As |Gyl < R we let | = gz:% and ¢ = —+ = 2n — 1 and by Hélder inequality, we

=

1
obtain [p Gplol? < (me |Gp|l)%(fB2R |$|2)a. By Proposition 3.3, we obtain the desire
bound. O
Proposition 3.5. Let (4;, ;) be a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations,
let ri := ||@il|L2(x) and write ¢; = ri s, then

i) Jxldoill® +leif* < C,

ii) |¢;| convergence weakly in the L? topology and strongly in LP topology for any p < oo.
Proof. We integrating (8) and obtain [y |da, $il?+|d:? < C. By Kato inequality, we obtain
i). As QASZ weak convergence to fio, in L? topology, by Sobolev embedding, we obtained the

2n

strong convergence in L for any p < -=4. By Proposition 3.4, sup |qu52| is bounded implies

the strong convergence of |<;ASZ| in LP for all p, which completes ii). O

3.3. C° Estimate in terms of Eigenvalues. For any R > 0, p € X, we set By := {z €
X|dist(z,p) < R} be the unit disc with radius R and g be the Kéhler metric over Bg. Let
(€,¢) be a rank r Higgs bundle, we consider a solution (&, ¢, H) to the Hitchin-Simpson
equations (1) over Bpg.

Lemma 3.6. [26] For every matriz A with eigenvalues A1, -+ , A, we write g(A) = >_; [Nif%,
then |[A, AT]|? > C(|A]* — g(A)).

Proof. We choose a unitary bases such that A = P 4+ N, where P is diagonal and N is
strictly upper triangle. Then |A|? = |P|?+|N|? = g(A) +|N|?. Now we will present a proof
in [39] which prove |[N, NT]| > C|N|? by contradiction. Suppose there exists a sequence
N; which are strictly upper triangle with |N;| = 1 and lim|[NZ-,NZ.T]| = 0. Passing to a
subsequence, we have lim N; = Ny such that |Noo| = 1 and |[Nuo, Ndo]| = 0. If we denote
ai, - ,ap and by,--- b, be the rows and columns of N, then the condition [N, NT] = 0
implies that |a;|? = |b;|>. We have a; = 0, then b; = 0, which implies a; = 0. Continuing
this induction, we obtain N = 0, which gives a contradiction. O
Corollary 3.7. Let (£,¢) be a Higgs bundle with Hermitian metric H, let Ay, , A, be r
different eigenvalues of the Higgs bundle. We denote g(p) := Y .i_; |\i|?, then there exists
a constant independent of the Higgs bundle such that |[p, ¢T]|?> > C(lp|> — g(p))?.

Proof. This is a local statement and near a point p € X with open neighborhood Bg, we
choose a orthonormal base dz1,--- ,dz, such that ¢ = Z;Zl pjdzj. We denote A],--- A

be the eigenvalues of ¢; and denote g;(¢) = 32—, |M[%. Then g(p) = > i=19i(p). As

lo|? = Z;Zl l¢;|%, we compute

e @1 > Hles oIP > €D (loil® — 9i(0))?
i=1 i=1

C n
>=(3 (leil* = 9i0))* = C'(|¢l* = 9(9))*.
i=1
O
Proposition 3.8. [26] Let (£,¢) be a Higgs bundle with Hermitian metric H which solves

the Hitchin-Simpson equations over Bgr. Let M be the maximal of the eigenvalues of ¢ over
Bg, then there exists a constant such that

max |p|lg < C(M +1).
g



THE BEHAVIOR OF SEQUENCES OF SOLUTIONS TO THE HITCHIN-SIMPSON EQUATIONS 11

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we obtain
Al < —lp, @"? + Clepf.
Over Bg, we denote A1,--- , A, be the eigenvalues of ¢ and define g := >_I_, ||?, then by
Corollary 3.7, we obtain
Alp* < =C(lpl* = 9)* + C'lel.
Over B R, suppose |¢| achieved maximal at some point in B , we denote @ := maxp 5 |l

then we obtain Q(Q — C) < C’g < C'M. Therefore, either we have Q < 2C or Q < %M,
which implies the claim. O

3.4. Comparing Different Norms of the Higgs fields. Let (A4, ¢ = ¢+¢', H) be a solu-

tion to the Hitchin-Simpson equations (1), let k() = (p1(p), -+ ,pr(p)) € @leHo(S"Q;O)

be the invariant polynomials of (€, ) under the Hitchin morphism x. In this section, we
1

will compare the size of the following norms |¢||z2(x) [z~ and max;<g<, ||pk(g0)\|fz(x).
Proposition 3.9. We have the following estimates:
(i) Let A be an eigenvalue of @, then |A| < |¢|.
1
(i) Hpk(@”ff(x) < Cl|9llz2(x), where the constant C; depends on the positive integer
l.

Proof. Locally, let A be the eigenvalue with eigenvector s, we have |\|?(s,s) < (ps, ps) <
|o|?|s]?, which implies (i). For (ii), as p(y) are invariant polynomials of ¢, we obtain
1Pk (@)l L2(x) < ]cpllzoo(x). In addition, as pg(p) € HO(S'“Q}O) are holomorphic sections,

Lemma 3.10. Let Bop C X be a small open ball, let M denote the mazimal of eigenvalues

then by elliptic estimates, we obtain |[pr(@)llLx) < Clior()lzx) < C\(p\lzoo(X) <

1
of ¢ over Bg, then M < C maxy |]pk(<p)H£2(BR).

Proof. Let A be an eigenvalue of ¢, then A is a solution of the spectral cover equations A" +

P1(P)N "I+ 4p,(¢) = 0. We denote t := max)<j<, Hpk(<p)||%2(BR) and by elliptic estimate

k(D)L= (Br) < IIPk(@)l|z2(By)- Then we obtained [A]" < C(A™™" + - + [A[E"! +¢7),

therefore |A[(|]A]"~! — Ct|A|""2 — -+ — C|A[t"!) < #7, which implies |\ < C't. O
In summary, we can compare different norms of ¢:

Corollary 3.11. Let Bar be a open ball over X with radius 2R less than the injective
radius, let M be the maximal of eigenvalues of @ over Bgr, then

1
(i) M < Cmay [pe(9) e 5,
1
(i) maxy, [|pr (@)l 25, < C”‘P”f?(X)}
(i) [lpllz2 ) < Clmase (@) Fagpy + 1.
The following statement is obtained by Tanaka [31] for SL(2,C) Higgs bundles over
Kahler surface. We strength his result and prove:

Theorem 3.12. Let (E,H,A;,¢; = ¢; + <,0T) be a sequences of solutions to the Hitchin-

i
Simpson equations, we define r; := ||¢i||2(x) and write ¢; = rl-_lgpi, then

(i) Suppose r; < C, then pi(p;) convergence in C* topology over X.

(ii) Suppose limsupr; = oo, then passing to a subsequece, we have
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(a) pr(pi) convergence in C* topology over X to oy, where ay, € HO(Skao),

(b) (a1, ,) #0.
Proof. (i) and (a) follows directly by Proposition 3.9. For (b), by Corollary 3.11, we have

r 1
I9ill2x) < CC Ipslei) 2y + 1)

k=1
Therefore,
T

1

> k(@)1 fo iy + 17t 2 C7H

k=1

1
As limsupr; = oo, we obtain y ; Haksz(X) > C~1 > 0, which implies (ii). O

4. LocAL ESTIMATES FOR PROJECTIONS OUTSIDE OF THE DISCRIMINANT LOCUS

In this section, we will introduce the estimates for solutions outside of the discriminant
locus. Our argument follows largely by the work of Mochizuki [22], who developed the
following kind of estimates over Riemann surface.

4.1. Local Decomposition for the Higgs Bundles. Given (£,H,A,¢ = ¢ + ¢') a
solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations, we denote D, be the discriminant locus of .
We pick up p € X \ Dy, then for Bg C X be a radius R ball centered at p, as ¢ have

different eigenvalues over Br. We denote Ay, -+, A\ € Q}O be r different eigenvalues of
© over Bp, then in suitable complex gauge, we obtain a decomposition of Higgs bundles
(&,9)|Br = ®I_1(E%, ") with rank £ = 1 and ¢ = \;Idg:. Remark that this decomposition
does not preserve the Hermitian metric. However, by Proposition 2.3, we are free to work
on different holomorphic trivialization of £.

We denote the rescaled Higgs bundle as ¢ := m and write the image of ¢ under the

Hitchin morphism as ©4 = (p1(¢),p2(@), - ,pr(@)) € Ax = EB%‘ZIHO(SZ'Q;O). Note that
the discriminant locus of ¢ is the same as the discriminant locus of ¢.

Proposition 4.1. For every p € X \ D, we define dy, := min;x; |\; — A\;|(p), then there
exists radius R > 0 such that over Bgr

° "P’ S CCOdp + Cu

d

* (X = Xi(p)| < 165>

where R and Co are constants only depends on ©p. In addition, if we denote M, :=
. d T M . o .

max; \j(p), then R = min{Ry, WIW} and Cy = d—:, where Ry is the injective radius
of X.

Proof. Let M be the maximal of the eigenvalues of ¢ over Bpg, then by Propsition 3.9, we
obtain

(M — Mp| < C|9llr2x) Ry [N — Xi(p)] < Cll9llL2x) R
We take Cy = ]Zl/[—: and R = }, then M < 2M, and |\; —

: M, dy
min{ e T0CTo 2 )
Ai(p)| < %. By Proposition 3.8, we have

max lo| < C(M +1) <2C(M,+1) <2C(Cody, + 1).
R

In addition, as d, < 2M,, we have 1000||;l51|)| e < My By replacing the notation
L4(X

p
- C||¢||L2(X)
of the constants, we obtain the statement. O
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Remark. The point of the constants Proposition 4.1 is that it will only depends on the
rescaled Higgs field ¢ instead of . By Theorem 3.12, for an unbounded sequences, the
spectrum cover of the rescaled Higgs bundle will convergence. Therefore, for the constants
that depend on the spectrum data of ¢ can be well controlled.

Corollary 4.2. Under the previous convention, over Br, we have |\; — \;| > %dp. There-
fore R < dist(p, D,) and Br C X \ D,,.

Proof. By definition of dj,, we have |\;(p) — A\j(p)| > d,. The statement follows by the
inequality
1
Xi(p) = X ()] < [Ai = M)l + 1A = A+ 1A = X (P)] < 5y + i = Al
g

4.2. Estimate on the projection. Under the previous assumption, let (£, H, A, ¢ = ¢ +
¢T) be a solution with decomposition (&, ) = ®_,(£%, '), where rank £ = 1 and ¢’ =
Aildgi over Br. We can define the orthogonal projection 7} : & — &' using the Hermitian
metric H. We write x; = m; — 7, then we have

Lemma 4.3. Jzm; =0, [p, ;] =0, ﬂ{r =7l |7l =1 |m|> =1+ |xil%

Proof. Osm; = 0, [p,m;] = 0 follows by the fact that the decomposition (£,¢) = ®(E¢, )
is a holomorphic decomposition. 7T£T = 7}, |mi| = 1 follows by the definition of #’ which
respects the Hermitian metric. As (n/, x;) = 0, we obtain |m;|* = |72 + |xi|* O

We have the following point-wise estimate lemma that is widely used in [20, 21].

Lemma 4.4. [22, Lemma 2.8] For any rank r vector space V' with Hermitian metric h, let 6
be endormorphism of V', suppose there exists a decomposition such that (V,0) = &]_,(V;,6;)
with rank V; = 1. Suppose there exists the following data:
o ai, - ,a, ber complex numbers, d := min;+; [o; — oy,
b |0|h < CO(d + 1))
e 0 — | < 1%,
We write m; be the projection of E to V; and w, be the orthogonal projection of V' onto V;
and write x; = m; — 7TZ/~, then we have
i) There exists constant B depending only on r such that |m;|, < B and |x;| < B.
ii) There exists constant B' depending only on r such that |[0T, 7], > B'd|x|.

Proposition 4.5. Under previous notation, given (£, H,A,¢ = ¢ + ¢') a solution to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations and near p € X \ Dy, there exists R, B, B' depending on r and
Oy such that over Br, we have |mi|g < B, |xilu < B, |[¢",7]|x > B'd|xi|n.

Proof. Let Bpr be the ball chosen in Proposition 4.1 and we have the decomposition (&) =

" 1(E " = A\ildgi). As the desire estimates are pointwise estimate, we work on differ-
ent points in Bg. We choose a orthogonal basis dz1,---,dz, of T*Bg and write @' =
> j—1 ¥jdz;. In addition, we can write \; = vjdz; and we write ¢ = Y0 p;dz;.

We write d, j := min;zy |75 — 7;-/|(p) > 0, which is the difference of the eigenvalue under
the frame dz;. Then by definition, we have d, = > ', dp ;. We denote d;, j, = max;{dy;},
then dy jo < d < ndp jo-

By Proposition 4.1, we obtain

[@jol < Co(dp + 1) < nColdp,j, + 1),
d < ndpvj()

R < A= Xilp)| € & _
Vo = Vo () < | ) < 705 < 100
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Applying Lemma 4.4 for ¢;, with d = d,, ;, and o; = ’y;»O (p), we obtain constant B, B’ such
that |m;|g < B, |xi|g < B" and |[<,0}0,7Ti]|H > B'dy j,|Xi|r. Therefore, we compute

n
B/
el ml? =2 |l mll® > o, mil* > B'd i [xil* > pd§|Xi|2-
7j=1

O

Lemma 4.6. Let f > 0 be a smooth function over B such that f < Cy and Af < —d?f,
then | f| < Cy exp(—Cad(R? — r?)), where Cy = min{%, =1}

Proof. We take r be the radius to the center of Br and we compute
AeC2dr® — —(2nCsd + 4C22d27‘2)602d7’2
> —(2nCad + AC2d2R?)e 2.

Take C < min{%, ﬁ}, then we obtain AeC2dr® > _q2¢Codr?

Cad(r?—R2?)

We define function g := Cie , then glap, = C1 > f. Then we have

A(f —g) <d*(f —g) over Br, (f—9g)lops <0.

By maximal principal, we obtain f < g over Bpg.
0

Now, we can give an estimate on the difference of two projections m; and 7). Let
(E,H,A,¢ = ¢ + ') be a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations with Higgs bun-
dle (£, ¢) and discriminant locus D,. Given any p € X \ D, we choose d,, be the minimum
of the differences of eigenvalues at p. By Proposition 4.1,

d
< (Cd i — N < 2
holds over Br with all constants depends on ©;. We have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.7. Under the previous assumption, let r be the distance to p. Over Bgr, we
have |x;| < Ce=C'd(B=r%) " yhere C,C" depends on the 0.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we obtain

A’?T,'P + 2’8,471'2"2 + 2’[<,DT,7TZ'”2 = 0.
In addition, by Proposition 4.5, we have |[p!,m;]| > B'dy|xi| and |x;| < B with B, B’
constants depends on the spectrum date ©;. In addition, by Lemma 4.3, we has |m]? =

Xl + 1.
Therefore, we obtain

2 2 52 2 .
(10) Alxi|* < —=B%d3|xi|*, with |x;| < B'.

By Lemma 4.6, we obtain |x;|? < B2e=C'd(F*=r%) with ¢’ = min{ 22, %}

O

Corollary 4.8. Under the previous assumption, we have the following estimates over the
half-size ball Br,
2

(i) |, ]| < Ce='® over B,
(ii) Let s;, 55 be local section of & and &9, then |H (si,85)] < C'6_(’Wd|8i|H|Sj|Ha

where C,C" are constants depends on © ;.
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Proof. We compute

e, w1l = g} = mill = |l 7] — mf + i — m]| < |, X1 + [l xall < 2sup [l il
However, by Proposition 4.1 and 4.7, over Br, we have |¢| < C(d, +1) and |x;| < Ce= "%
2

which implies the statement.

For (ii), we compute H(s;,s;) = H(m;si,85) = H(si, (71';[ —m;)s;). In addition, as 7'T = 7,

we have 7riT - = XI — xi, the by Proposition 4.7, we obtain the desire estimate. O

Proposition 4.9. Under the previous assumption, over Br (p), we have |[@, of]| < Ce C'dv,
2

In particular, |AF1{| = [Alp, )] < Ce=C"%, where C,C" are constants depends on the .

Proof. We write ¢ = doij=1 w0l om;, then |[p, ]| = > kil Pk w0t om;]. By corollary
4.8, for i # j, we obtain |m; o ¢ o m;| = |[m;, 1] o 7j| < Cexp(—Cd). In addition, for
i # k, we have [pg,m o ol o] = 0. As rank E; = 1, we obtain [y, 7 0 ! o 1] = 0.
Therefore, we obtain the estimate for [, p']. The estimate for |AF4| follows directly by the
Hitchin-Simpson equations (1). O

Proposition 4.10. Over Br, we have ||d%Fa||zr < Ce™C"% ||V 4¢|| v, with C,C" depends
on O,.
Proof. We compute d Fa = i0aAF4 — i04F 4. As |0ANF4| = |0AAFy|, we only need to

estimate O4AFy. We write ¢ = @;dz;, ¢f = gp;[déi and 04 = 0;dz;
We compute

|04AF4| = |0aA[p, ©T]| < |ADale, 1] + |04, ©*]]

< [APae o'l + Y NBipis o1l + 3 llir Bispl].
=1 =1

We write pf = z;jﬂ mioplo mj. For ¢ # j, by Corollary 4.8, we have
i 0 o o 5| = [[mi, pl] o 7| < Cem @'

and [m;004¢, ;00 om;] = 0. In addition, as rank F; = 1, we have [1;004¢, m0p! om;] = 0.
Therefore, we obtain

104, o1 = |[miBap, mi 0 ot o 7}]] < Ce™ P9y

Similarly, we have the estimates |[52-<,02-,<,02]| < Ce P%|0;p;|. Therefore, ||d%Falrr <
Ce= P ||V 49| . O

4.3. The Estimate for Sequences of Solutions. Let (E, H, A;, ¢;) be a sequence of so-
lutions, let 7; := ||¢;|z2(x) and ¢; = rth = ¢ —I—QZ. We denote ©; = (p1(®i), -+, pr(i))
with discriminant locus D; then by Theorem 3.12, there exists O, such that ©; conver-
gence to O, and D; will converge to D, with D, the discriminant locus of ©,. For each
p € X\ Do, for i large enough, we have p ¢ D;. We write )\Zi, -+, AL be r different eigenval-
ues of ¢; and define d,,; := ming |\, (p) — Ai(p)| be the minimal difference of eigenvalues

. ; . d Co
at p. We write M), ; = max;<i<, |\;|(p) and R,; := min{Ry, W} which is the

T'L%X)
radius we found in Proposition 4.1, then the following holds

Proposition 4.11. For each p € X \ D, there exists ig, Ry, d, such that for any i > iy, we
have R,; > Ry, and r; *dy; > dpoo-
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Proof. Let dy, o, be the minimal difference of eigenvalues of ©, at p, then as ©; convergence

t0 Oy, we have lim;_, o ri_ldp,i = dpoo. As Rp; := min{ Ry, W}, then the claim

’||L2(X
of R, ; follows immediately. O

Theorem 4.12. For the sequences (E,H, A;, ¢; = ¢; + gp;f), let p € X\ Do, there exists
i, dp oo and Ry o only depends on O such that over Bg, ., for i > ig, we have

[iAF,| < CemCritee [y, @l]| < Cem i,
Hdl FAi HLP < Crie_Clmdp'oo ”vAz éiHL’U

Proof. This is a combination of Proposition 4.9, 4.10 and 4.11. O

5. COMPACTNESS FOR BOUNDED SEQUENCES

In this section, we will prove a compactness theorem for sequences of solutions to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations with bounded L? norms on the Higgs fields.

5.1. Uhlenbeck Compactness. To begin with, we give a statement of the Uhlenbeck
compactness theorem. We define a unitary connection A has finite energy if [ « |F. 4|2 < oo

and we define A is integrable if Ff’o) = 0. Then we have

Theorem 5.1. [35, 36] Let E — X be a complex vector bundle with Hermitian metric H,
for any p > n, there exists Ry > 0 and €y > 0 such that for integrable connection A on E
Suppose over a radius 2R ball Bop C X, we have

(i) HAFAHLM(BQR) < €p,
(ii) R*>" [5, . [Fal* < e,
(iii) R < min(eo, Ro),
then there exists local trivialization in Bog, E|B,, = Bag x C" and write dqg = d + A, we
have

_2n _2n Y 2n
R 7 |[VA| 1oy + R 7 |Allir(ry < CR* ™| Fallz2(Bym) + B? |AFA| oo (Bor)-

Let Ry be the injective radius of X, for every connection A, we can define the Uhlenbeck
radius r4 : M — [0, Ry) by

(11) ra(z) :=sup{r € [0, Rp) : 7‘4_2"/ " |Fal? < e}
By (x

Together with the Uhlenbeck patching argument [9], we obtain

Theorem 5.2. [35, 36] Let U be a Kdhler manifold(not necessarily compact) and E —
U be a Hermitian vector bundle with metric H, for any p > n, let A; be a sequence of
integrable unitary connection on E' — U such that || Fa;| 2@y and |AFa;| e @) are bounded
uniformly, then after passing to a subsequence, there exist
i) a closed subset Zyy C U with Hausdorff codimension at least 4,
ii) a smooth Hermitian vector bundle (Es, Hs) defined on U \ Zyy which can be iden-
tified with (E, H) over U \ Zyn,
iii) for any compact subset W C U \ Zun, there exist LY isometry g; : (Eoo, Hoo)|lw —
(E,H)|w such that g;(A;) convergence weakly to A in LY topology where Ao has
fU ‘FAO<> ‘2 < 0.
iv) Zun can be described as

Zun = No<r<s{x € U : liminf R4_2"/ |Fg,2dV > eg} = {z|limsupra,(z) = 0},
Br(z)

1—00 1—00

where €g, 0 depends only on the geometry of U and the bounds of | Fa, || 2wy, |AFA; || L)
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In for the limiting A, we have the following theorem, which is a combination of state-
ments in [2, 7], see also [24].

Proposition 5.3. Under the previous assumption, suppose ||da;AFa, |12 — 0, then (Ax, ¢oo)
is a Hermitian-Yang-Mills connection. In addition, AFa; — AFya_, in LY (U= Zuyn). In
addition, over U — Zyy, we have a holomorphic, orthogonal, splitting

(E007 HOO7 VAOO) = @gjzl(EOO;h hOO,’h VAOO,Z)

5.2. Compactness theorem for Bounded Sequences. Now, we will state our conver-
gence theorem for solutions which have bounded L? norms of Higgs fields.The following
result is well-known, it will follows by applying the Uhlenbeck and standard elliptic theory.

Theorem 5.4. Let (E, H) be a Hermitian vector bundle over X, suppose (A;, ¢; = @; +cpj)
be a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations (1). Suppose that ||¢i||r2(x) <
C, then there exists a codimension 4 compact singular set Zyy, with finite Hausdorff measure,

a smooth vector bundle (Eso, doo) and a pair (Aso, o) such that the following holds:

e after passing to subsequence, over every compact subset W C X \ Zyy, there ex-
ists unitary gauge transforms g; : (E,H)|lw — (Eoo,Hx)|lw such that g;(A;, ¢;)
convergence smoothly to (Aso, Poo)-

o (Ew, Hoo, Aco, Ooo) satisfies the Hitchin-Simpson equations over X \ Zuyy.

o [2] There exists a codimension 6 subset Z' C Zyy such that (Fso, Heo, Aso, Poo) has
an extension to X \ Z'.

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, we obtain that |¢;|, < C. As A;, ¢; satisfies the Hitchin-Simpson
equation iA(F4, + @i, 4,01]) = 0, we obtain [AF4,|co < C. Applying Uhlenbeck compactness
theorem 5.2, we obtain a closed set Zyy, such that g7 4; = A in L’f’loc over X\ Zyy. For sim-
plification, we omit the unitary gauge g; and still write (A;, ¢;) to represent (g;(A;), gi(¢:))-
We write a; := 0a, — 0a.,, then 0a_ (i) = 0a,pi + [ai,¢i]. As a; — 0 in L’1’71007 thus
strongly in L} . In addition, as ¢; € C°, we obtain ¢; € L117,loc' As H,, is a fixed smooth

P T
1,loc” %

Do = Yoo + gplo. By standard boot-strapping argument for elliptic equations, we obtain
the smooth convergence.

In addition, as (E, H, A;, ¢;) is satisfies (1) and the convergence is Lllj,loc’ we obtain that
(Fooy Hooy Axo, Po) also satisfies the Hitchin-Simpson equations over X \ Zyy.

By the work of Bando-Siu [2], there exists codimension 6 set Z' C Zyp such that
(Eso, Hoo, Asy) can be extend over some X \ Z’ as a holomorphic vector bundle. As

|poolLoe(x\2) < C and 04 Yoo = 0, therefore, ¢, and ¢, can also be extended to X \ Z’

metric, then gp;f el Thus, there exists poo, cplo such that ¢; = ¢; + ¢, convergence to

by Hartogs theorem. O
Corollary 5.5. [26] If deg(FE) = chy(E).[w]"~2 = 0, then Zyy, = 0.
In addition, let M%iggs = {(€, ) € Muiggs| deg(E) = chy.[w]"~2 = 0}, then the restricted

Hitchin-morphism k° := Klpmo.  — Bx is proper.

Higgs

Proof. As deg(E) = chy(E) = 0, by Corollary 2.6, we obtain Fa, + [pi,!]] = 0. As
Hcpi,cpj]lco < C, we obtain |Fy,|co < C. In addition, by Theorem 5.2 and the a priori
bound of |Fa,|co, we have limg_,o R*~2" fBR(x) |Fa,|> = 0, which implies Zyy, = 0.

Let V be a compact subset of Bx, by Proposition 3.8, for any x%(£,¢) € V, [|¢]l12(x) <
Cv, where Cy is a constant only depends on V. The properness statement follows directly
from the theorem. O

In addition, by the third bullet of Theorem 5.4, we obtain
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Corollary 5.6. When dim X = 4, then k : Muiges — Bx has a closed image.

6. COMPACTNESS FOR UNBOUNDED SEQUENCES

In this section, we will study the behavior of the solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equa-
tions with unbounded L? norms on the Higgs fields.

6.1. The Adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations. Let (E, H) be a Hermitian vector
bundle and let (4;, ¢; = p; + goj) be a sequences of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equa-
tions with r; := H(;SZ-HLQ(X) and limr; = co. We write QASZ = Ti_1¢i = Q; + @j, then

Lemma 6.1. (i) lim;— 00 fX |¢32 A qASZ|2 =0, lim; oo fX |dAi<;A5i|2 =0,
(ii) For each B C X, we have [5|Fa,[* < [ |[90i,90,T-]|2 +C.

Proof. Integrating (8), we obtain r? Ix |ng52 A ¢32|2 < C. In addition, by Proposition 2.5, we
obtain [y |Fa, + [, (,D;-r]|2 + |da,#i|> < C and the statement follows immediately. O

We define the following adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations, which over Riemann surface
is studied in [19, 18, 11].

Over the Hermitian vector bundle (E, H), we say (A, p-+¢') satisfy the adiabatic Hitchin-
Simpson equations if

(12) Fﬁxo’z) =0, pAp=0, dap =0, dap =0

iAFa =0, [@7 QDT] =0, ”(10”[/2()() =1

6.2. Convergence of Rescaled Solutions. In this subsection, we will state our main
theorem.

Theorem 6.2. Let (E, H) be a Hermitian vector bundle over X and let (A;, ¢; = ¢; + goj)
.I>

i

be a sequence of solutions to (1), we take r; := ¢4 12(x) and write b;i = rthi = @i+ ¢
Let Ax be the Hitchin base and K : Muiges — Ax be the Hitchin morphism, then

o x(@i) = (p1(@i), -+ ,pr(Pi)) convergence smoothly to Koo = (P1,00s"** » Prco) € Bx.
e Suppose the discriminant locus Zt of the spectrum cover defined by ko, satisfies
Ztr € X, then there exists a Hausdorff codimension 4 set Zy, C X \ Zt and a
Hermitian bundle (Ex, Hoo) over X \ (Zyn U Zt) such that
i) there exists (Aco, Poo) 0ver (Eoo, Hoo) such that after passing to a subsequence
and up to unitary gauge transforms, (A;, ¢;) convergence to (Aco, o) weakly
in the L’iloc topology for any p.

ii) (Ao, boo) satisfies the adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations (12).

Proof. Step 1. Convergence of the spectrum cover.

To begin with, we will prove the first bullet. Recall that for given a Higgs bundle (&;, ;),
we have the Hitchin morphism (@;) = (p1(@:), - ,pr(P;)) € @zleO(SkQ%)), where
p; are invariant polynomials. By Theorem 3.12 and Corollary 2.10, we see passing to a
subsequence, k(p;) convergences smoothly to koo = (P1,00s " s Proc) and koo € Bx. We
denote the spectrum cover corresponding to ko, as

Soo = A € QY IV 4 prooN H 4 4 P = 0.

Moreover, we denote Z1 be the discriminant locus of S.
Step 2. Convergence of the curvature.
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By Theorem 4.12, for p € X \ Zs, there exists ip, Rso, dp oo such that for i > iy, over
Bpr. (p), we have

iAFy,| < OO, [y gl]] < CemCritnos,
14, Faillze < Ce 0= ||V 0,04 v,

In addition, over Bg__(p), by Lemma 6.1, we have fBR |Fa,|?> < C. We define the Uhlen-
beck singularity set as Zyy, = No<res{z € X \ Zr : liminf; o 74727 fBr(ac) |Fa, |?dV > €0},
then by Theorem 5.2, over X \ (Zyp U Z1), there exists A such that up to unitary gauge
and subsequence A; convergence to A,, weakly in L’iloc.

Step 3. Convergence of the Higgs fields

By Proposition 3.4, for the rescaled Higgs field ¢;, we have [|@;||pe(x) < C. We write
a; = A; — Ao, as 04,; = 0, we obtain 04 ¢; = a;p;. Moreover, a; weakly convergence in

P : 5 P 5 P
LY 1o thus strongly convergence in L?, we have H(piHLzl)JM <C.oAsa; € Ly s i € LY
P

by Sobolev multiplication, for p > 2n, we have a;@; € LL10C7 thus ¢; € Lgloc. Therefore,

there exists ¢ such that ¢; convergence o, weakly in Lg,loc‘ We define ¢oo = Yoo + gplo.
Step 4. The limiting (Ao, ¢oo) satisfies the adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations.
By Theorem 4.12 and Proposition 5.3, we obtained AF4_ = 0. By Lemma 6.1, we obtain
oo N oo = 0 and da__ poo = 0, which is equivalent to (12). d

When rank F = 2, we can remove the assumption that Zr C X in Theorem 6.2

Proposition 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.2, suppose rank E = 2, then Zy
can be chosen to be codimensional at least 2.

Proof. Let (A, ¢i = pi + gpj) be a sequence of solutions with r; = [|¢;||z2(x) unbounded.

We have p1(¢;) = Tr($;) = p1,0o and pa(@i) = det(P;) = p2,co-

Suppose p1.o = 0, then by Proposition 2.11, we obtain Zt is codimensional at least 2.
Suppose pi o # 0, then we define 3; = ¢; — %Id p consider the new sequence (4;, §; —1—53 ,
then the corresponding pi o = 0. Suppose P2 oo # 0, then we set Zr := pQ_io(O) Then

convergence of r,” Ly, follows by the convergence of §; and the convergence of Tr(p;).
When p3 « = 0, in this case we have uniform bound of ||3;[| 1 (x) < C. Therefore, we can

set Z1 = () and apply Theorem 5.4. In addition, as lim r; — oo, we obtain lim; o ;- L8l =

0, therefore, the limiting Higgs field in this case would be ¢y, = Tr(gpoo)l—zd. O

Remark. When dim(X) = 4 over closed Kdhler manifold, it is shown in [31] that the
Hitchin-Simpson equations are the same as the Kapustin-Witten equations. Our theorem
for SL(2,C) Higgs bundle will be covered by the compactness theorem of Taubes [32] for the
Kapustin- Witten equations. In addition, [31] shows for SL(2,C) Higgs bundle, the set Zp
we defined in Theorem 1.1 are almost the same as the singular set that Taubes found in
[32], which explains why we label "T"” for the singular set Zr.

Follows the philosophy of [32], let (A, ®) be a solution to the Hitchin-Simpson equations
and Ry be the injective radius of X, besides the Uhlenbeck radius r4(x), one can define a
more natural radius pa : M — [0, Rp)

(13) jas(x) = sup{r € [0, 00), 42" /B Pt I ol <)

where ¢g is the Uhlenbeck constant that appears in Theorem 5.1.
Let (A;, ¢;) be a sequences of solution to the Hithin-Simpson equations, under the as-
sumption of Theorem 6.2, let Z1 be the Taubes singularity and we can define following two
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singularity set
Zun : = {r € X \ Zr|limsuprg,(x) = 0},

Z{‘Ih c={z e X]| lim sup N(Ai,fbi)(x) =0},

then we have the following relationship

Proposition 6.4. Z{}, N (X \ Zr) = Zyy. In particular, when dim X = 4, Zyy, and Z* are
finite numbers of points.

Proof. The relationship follows directly from Proposition 4.1. The finiteness statement in
dim X = 4 follows directly by [y |Fa + [, ¢!]]> < C. O

7. SL(2,C) CONNECTION AND Zs HARMONIC 1-FORM OVER KAHLER MANIFOLD

In this section, we will study the SL(2,C) version of the Hitchin-Simpson equations and
studied the relationship with previous work of Taubes [33, 32]. Recall that a SL(2,C) Higgs
bundle (€, ¢) is a Higgs bundle will rank £ = 2, det(£) = Ox and Tr(¢) = 0. Suppose
(€,¢) is stable and denote (A, ¢) be the corresponding solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson
equations, then the complex connection D = d4 + ¢ will be a SL(2,C) connection.

7.1. Zo harmonic 1-forms. The theory of Z, harmonic 1-form have been developed by
Taubes [33] and studied from different aspects [29, 10]. Now, we will discuss the relationship
between the Zo harmonic 1-forms and the limit of the SL(2,C) solutions to the Hitchin-
Simpson equations.

Definition 7.1. A Zs harmonic 1-form over X is a triple (Z,Z,v) where

(i) Z is a codimension at least 2 closed subset of X,

(il) Z is a real line bundle over X \ Z with a flat connection dvy,

(i) v €e I'(Qx ® ) such that dv =d*v =0,

(iv) |v| has a Hélder continuous extension over X with Z = |v|~1(0) and fX\Z |Vo|? is
integrable, where V is the interwise connection on I with the Levi-Civita connection

1
on Q%.

Now we will explain how do we obtain a Zy harmonic 1-form from (12). Let E be a
rank 2 Hermitian vector bundle with Hermitian metric H, we define End(E, H) := {s €
End(E)|st = s}. Let (A,¢ = ¢ + ¢!) be a solution to (12) with Tr(¢) = 0, then we have

Lemma 7.2. We define T := {s € End(E)|[¢,s] =0, s = s'}, then there exists harmonic
formwv € Qﬁ( ®ZT and A convariantly constant homomorphism o : T — End(E, H) such that
p=v®o0.

Proof. As (A, ¢) satisfies (12), we obtain ¢ A ¢ = 0. Take any p € X \ Z, we consider
a small ball B, C X \ Z with center at p. Let dxy,--- ,dxs, be any basis of 7*X and
we write ¢ = 21221 ¢idz;. The condition ¢ A ¢ = 0 is equivalent to [¢;, ¢;] = 0 for any
i,j. As |¢| # 0 over B,, WLOG, we denote o := ¢; # 0 and then ¢; = Ao for any ¢
with A; a function. Therefore, we write ¢ = 0 ® v with v is a 1-form can be written as
v =>7" 1 Nidz;. In addition, we can choose the size of v and ¢ to make |o| = 1. However,
there is an anomaly of choice of sign in this definition, ¢ = +0 ® +v and the choice of
sign defines a map X \ Z — {%1}, which defines a R line bundle Z. We have a well-
defined v € Q' ® T and ¢ : T — End(E, H). In addition, as [¢,+0] = 0, we obtain
T = {s € End(E)|[¢,s] =0, st =s}.

We write ¢ = oc®uv with || = 1, then from (12), we obtain 0 = d o0 +o@0v(10) = 0
and 0 = 940 ® v + 5 @ oY), Taking inner product with o of the previous two
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equations, we obtain (o, da0)v + (0, 0)(8 + 9)v(19) = 0. In addition, as |o| = 1, we obtain
(0,ds0) = 0. Therefore, (8 + 9)v"0) = 0, which implies dv = d x v = 0. In addition, as
a0 @ V1) = 90 @ v = 0 and v(10) # 0, taking inner product with v1:0) | we obtain
da0 = 00 = 0. O

Theorem 7.3. Let E be a rank 2 Hermitian vector bundle over X with Hermitian metric H
and det(E) = Ox. Let (A, ¢; = @i + goj) be a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson
equations with Tr(¢;) = 0 and r; = ||¢il|L2(x) unbounded, then passing to a subsequence,
we have:
(i) There erists so € Bx such that det(r; *¢;) convergence to s in the C°°(X) topol-
ogy, where Bx := {s € HO(S2Q§0)|rank s <1}
(ii) There exists the followings:
(a) Zun is a Hausdorff codimension 4 set and Zt a codimension 2 complex analytic
subset,
(b) (Z1,T,v), a Zo harmonic 1-form with (v @ v)?° = 54 and |v|> = 2|500],
(¢c) A Hermitian vector bundle (Ex, Hoo) and a Hermitian- Yang-Mills connection
Aoo:
(d) 000 : Z = End(Fw, Ho), which is a As, convariantly constant homomorphism,
(e) A sequence of isomorphisms g; : Aut(Ex, Hoo) — Aut(E, H) such that
the sequence g A; convergence in the L117710c topology to Ase over X \ (Z1 U Zuy).
(iii) The sequence Ti_lgjqﬁi convergence in the L’1’71OC topology on X \ Zp U Zyy, to vQoa.
In addition, r; *|¢;| convergence in the L? over X.

Proof. All the statements follows directly from Theorem 6.2, Lemma 7.2. We still need to
check the (Zt,Z,v) we obtained satisfies the fourth condition in Definition 7.1. As |[v]? = 54,
with ¢ a holomorphis section, we obtain |v| is Holder continuous.

After integrating (8) over X, we obtain [ |Va,0i|> < C. In addition, we have the
pointwise convergence lim;_ o, V Aiqgi = Vv over X \ (Zyy U Z7), therefore we obtain
fX\Z V|2 < C.

In addition, even the convergence is taken over X \ (Zyp U Z7), as Zyy, is a codimensional
4 set, where we can extend Z over Zy, C X \ Zp. In addition, v also extends smoothly
across Zyy as v will be a weak solution to an elliptic equations near Zyy,. O

7.2. Realization Problem of the Z, harmonic 1-form. Now, we will discuss about the
realization problem of the Zo harmonic 1-forms.

Definition 7.4. Let (Z,Z,v) be a Zo harmonic 1-form over X, we say (Z,Z,v) can be
realized if there exits a sequences of solutions (A;, ¢;) to the Hitchin-Simpson equations
such that the rescaled sequences will convergence to (Z,Z,v) in the sense of Theorem 7.3.

We would like to ask the following question:

Question 7.5. Which Zy harmonic 1-form over X can be realized by solutions to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations?

We will try to understand this question over K&hler manifold. A necessary condition for
the existence of Zy harmonic 1-form would be:

Lemma 7.6. Let (Z,Z,v) be a Zy harmonic 1-form over a Kdhler manifold, then
(v@v)?0 e By = {s|s € HO(SQQ})QO), rank s < 1}.

Proof. This is a straight forward computation using the Kéhler identities. O
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Recall that for SL(2,C) Higgs bundle, the Hitchin morphism & : Mpiges — Bx can be
written as k((€, ¢)) = det(p) € Bx, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.7. (i) Suppose (Z,Z,v) can be realized by a sequence of solutions to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations, then (v ® U)(z’o) € Im &, where Im k means the closure
of Im k in Bx.

(ii) For every s € Im k, then there exists a sequence (A;, ¢;) such that (A;, ¢;) conver-
gence to a Zy harmonic 1-form (Z,T,v) with (v ® v)Z0)

= S.

Proof. The statement in (i) follows directly from Theorem 7.3. For (ii), suppose s € Im &,
then there exists a polystable Higgs bundle (£, ¢) with k() = s. For every t € R, (&,typ)
is also polystable Higgs bundle with det(tp) = t2s. We have the corresponding solutions
(At, ¢¢) and we denote ry = ||¢¢||r2(x)- By Theorem 7.3, we obtain a Zz harmonic 1-form

(Z,T,v) such that (A, 7, ¢¢) convergence to (Z,Z,v). O
Remark. When dim X =4, by Corollary 5.0, we have Im k = Im k.
We have an uncertainty of choosing the real line bundle Z.

Lemma 7.8. Let (Z,Z1,v1) and (Z,Z,v9) be two Zo harmonic 1-form with (v ®v1)(270) =
(v ® vg)@’o), then 11 = To ® Ly with Zy a real line bundle defined over X.

Proof. Let p € Z with B, a small neighborhood of p, we consider the trivial bundle B, x C*.
We denote s = (v; ® v1)?9 = (vy @ v9)29) then over B, x C*, £/ defines a line bundle
T, over (B, \ Z) x C*, where for every ¢ € (B, \ Z), we define the fiber of 7, as Ry/s. In
addition, as :l:vgl’o) =+/s= :l:vél’o), we obtain 7, = 7; = 7, over By, \ Z. In other word,
Ty ®Iy 1is trivial along Z. We define Iy = 7 ® y ! then 7y is a real bundle defined over
X.

]

Proposition 7.9. Let (Z,Zy,v1) and (Z,Zy,v2) be two Zg harmonic 1-form with s = (v1 ®
v1)20) = (vy @ 1)), suppose (Z,Zy,v1) can be realized by a sequences of solutions to the
Hitchin-Simpson equations, then (Z,Zs,v9) also can be realized by a sequences of solutions
to the Hitchin-Simpson equations.

Proof. By Lemma 7.8, we write Zo = 77 ® Zy with Zy is a real line bundle defined over
X. We define the complex line bundle Z§ := Iy ® C, then we have (Z5)®? = Ox with
deg(Z§) = 0. In addition, we can consider (Z{,0) be a rank 1 Higgs bundle with vanishing
Higgs field which is automatically stable with unique Chern connection (Ajg,0).

Over (E, H), let (A;,#;) be a sequences of solutions to (1) such that (A;,7; '¢;) con-
vergence t0 (Ao, Poo) With associated Zo harmonic 1-form (Z,Z;,v;1), then we tensor this
sequences by (Ag, 0) and obtain a new sequences (/L-, Ty 1@32) = (A;® Ao, r; 1¢~Si®IdIO) which
will convergence to (/Nloo = A, ® Ay, QNSOO = ¢oo ® Idz,) with associate Zy harmonic 1-form
(Z,7',v).

By definition det(dos) = (v/ @ v')(30) = det(doo). In addition, the corresponding real line
bundle of ¢, with be defined by {s € (€ @ IS)|s" = s, [doo, 5] = 0}, which by definition,
7’'=1 ® Lo which is Zs. ]

Corollary 7.10. Let (Z,Z,v) be a Zo harmonic 1-form with (v ® v)?9 € Im &, then
(Z,Z,v) can be realized by a sequence of solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations.

7.3. Examples Over Complex Surfaces. Let X be a complex surface, in this section,
we will try to compute the space Bx = {s|s € HO(S2Q§0), rank s < 1} for some specific
Kahler surface. By Theorem 7.7, it will contain all the information of Zo harmonic 1-forms.
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Example 7.11. When X is a rational surface, K3 surface, Enriques surface, hypersurface
in CP3, by [23], it is shown that H°(S2X) = 0, therefore Bx = 0. There will be no Zs
harmonic 1-form in these examples.

In these examples, let (€, ) be a SL(2,C) Higgs bundle, then as H°(S2X) = 0, we obtain
det(¢) = 0. By Proposition 3.8, we have a uniform bound for ||¢||r2(x)y < C. Therefore, by
Theorem 5./, we obtain a compactness up to Uhlenbeck bubbles.

It is unknown that whether in these examples, there exists a polystable Higgs bundle with
non-vanishing Higgs field. When X = K3, it is shown in [3, 15] that all polystable Higgs
bundle will have vanishing Higgs field.

Example 7.12. When X = X1 X Xy with 31, X9 are Riemann surface with genus g1,gs > 1.
Let m; : X — %; be the projection and we write K; := 7w} Kyx,,. Then we obtain
0y = K1 & Ky HY(X,5%QY") = &?,_ H(X, K; ® Kj).

Given s € Bx, we write s = (s;5) € @?JZIHO(X, K; ® Kj). The condition that rank s <1
is equivalent to s11592 = 5%. The discriminant locus of s are s~'(0) = s7;1(0) N 555 (0).

If s11 = 0 but s93 # 0, then s10 =0 and Z = s~ 1(0) = 32_21(0) =X1x{q1,92, - ,qago—16},
which is codimensional 2. The corresponding Zo harmonic 1-form will be the pull back from
a Zs harmonic 1-form from the Riemann surface. Similar things happen when s9o # 0 and
s11 = 0.

11[f s11 and s not identically zero, as HO(X, K®?) = WZ*HO(Zi,Kg), we have s7,1(0) =
{p1,p2, "+ s Pagi—a} X Do and 555 (0) = X1 x {q1,q2, -+ , Qugs—a}. In addition, the condition
s2, = s11892 will require that the multiplicity of 31_11(0) and 32_21(0) has to be even. In this
case, the singular set Z for the corresponding Zo harmonic 1-form is Z = 2{p1,--- ,pag,—2} %
2{q1," - ,q29,—2}, which is codimensional 4 and the corresponding line bundle over X \ Z
will extends globally to X.

Example 7.13. Let X be a ruled surface, or a non-isotrivial elliptic surface with reduced
fibers with fibration w: X — X and let g be the genus of 3. By [5], the pull back map

™ H(3, (Kx)®?) — HO(2, 520%°)

is an isomorphism, which implies Bx = W*HO(E,S2Q§O). Therefore, for any s € Bx, we
can write s = w*q with q € HO(K§2), then Z = s~ 1(0) = U?i;47r_1(p,~), where p1, -+ ,Pag—a
are the zeroes of q. The corresponding Zo harmonic 1-form will be pull back from the

Riemann surface.

Proposition 7.14. Let X be a Kdhler manifold and denote w : X — X be a fibration
over a curve ¥ with genus g > 1, then for any {pi1,--- ,pag-a} C X, then there exists a

Zs harmonic 1-form (Z,v,T) with Z = U4gz4ﬂ_1(pz’) and can be realized by sequences of

1=
solutions to the Hitchin-Simpson equations.

Proof. Let q € HO(K%ZQ) such that ¢~ 1(0) = {p1,- - ,pag—4}, as Hitchin morphism is sur-
jective over Riemann surface [11], there exists an SL(2,C) stable Higgs bundle (€, ¢) such
that det(¢) = ¢. As 7*(&, ) is polynstable and det(n*p) = n*det(yp) = 7*¢, we ob-
tain 7*q¢ € Im kK, where k is the Hitchin morphism. The statement follows by applying
Proposition 7.7. O

APPENDIX A. VAFA-WITTEN TYPE EQUATIONS OVER KAHLER MANIFOLD

In this Appendix, we will discuss a compactness result for a Vafa-Witten type equations
(14) over closed Kéahler manifold X and give a sketch of compactness argument to these
equations for finite energy solutions. When dim(X) = 4, these equations are the equations
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that studied in [37] and have been studied in [17]. These equations is also studied in [30)]
when dim(X) = 6.

A.1. Vafa-Witten Pairs and Hitchin Morphism. Let X be a closed Kéhler manifold
with Kéhler metric g, Kéhler class w and canonical bundle Kx, E be a rank r complex
vector bundle over X. For simplification, we always assume that det(E) is trivial.

A Vafa-Witten pair consists of (£, 3) where £ = (FE, Og) is a holomorphic structure of E,
9% =0 and 8 € H(Kx ® End(E)).
Definition A.1. A Vafa-Witten pair (€, ) is stable if for every B invariant subbundle
F C E, we have iefk]; < iefkgg and (&, ) is polystable if (£,B) is a direct sum of stable
pPairs.

Let Gc be the complex gauge group of F, for g € G¢, the complex gauge group action
is given by ¢(0g,8) = (971 0dr 0 g,g7 ! 0 B o g) with we define the moduli space Mpg :=
{(dg, B) polystable pairs}/Gc.

Let py,- -+, pr be r invariant polynomial of End(E) with degp; = i, then p;(¢) € HY(KY%).
We define the Hitchin base Ax := @&7_; H°(K%), then we can define the Hitchin morphism
Kk : Mpg — Ax given by k(&,8) = (p1(8), - ,pr(B)). As we don’t have extra conditions
on (8, k have a chance to be surjective.

For © := (p1, -+ ,pr) € Ax, we can define the spectrum cover

So = {A € QPN +p X 4 4 p = 0}

Note that as Kx is a holomorphic line bundle, we don’t have any difficulties in solving
Se. Let A1, -+, A\ be r different solutions of Sg, then we can define the discriminant section
Ag: X — K;?_T with Ae(p) = > 1<icjcr(Ni — A;)?, where p € X. As Ag(p) is invariant
under the symmetric group action on Ay,--- , A, we have Ag € H O(K;f ~"). We can define
the discriminant locus Dg = Ay (0).

Suppose that © = k(&,3), then the previous Ay, -+, A\, will be r eigenvalues of 8 and
the discriminant locus will correspondence to the point that S have common eigenvalues.

Proposition A.2. Dg is complex analytic. Suppose © = k(E,B) # 0 and Tr(8) = 0,
rank £ = 2, then Dg C X.

Proof. The proof is the same as Proposition 2.11. O

A.2. Vafa-Witten Equations. Let (E, H) be a Hermitian vector bundle with det(H) = 1.
Let A be a unitary connection and 3 + ' be a Hermitian n-forms with 3 € Q"’O, then the
Vafa-Witten equations over closed Kéhler manifold can be written as

(14) F3% =0, 048 =0, iNFaw™ + 8,5 = 0,
Given any (A, 8 + A7), the G¢ action is given by we define the complex gauge group

g € Gc acts on (A, ¢) by

1 1

das = Oag + Ops =g 05A09+9*08A09*_ )
BI=gtoBog (B =gloploght.
We have the following Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence for (14):

Theorem A.3. [I, 1] Let (€,3) be a stable Vafa- Witten pair, then this exists a complex
gauge transform g which is unique up to positive constant such that (A9, 39, 19) satisfies
the Vafa- Witten equations (14).
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Let (A, 3+ B") be a solution to the Vafa-Witten equations (14), over Q}’O ® End(FE), we
define V 4 be the wrapped connection of d4 and the induced Levi-Civita connection over
Q%O. We have the following identities, which can be computed exactly in the same way as
Lemma 3.1.

Lemma A.4. We have the following identities:

(i) Let s be a holomorphic section of E satisfies [3,s] = 0, we have
Als|® +10as]* + |[87, ]| = 0.

(15) AlBI* +2[V aB” + Cil[8. 8T* + R(BE6) = 0,

where Cy is a positive constant depends only on the dimension and R(BES) satisfies

the bound |R(B18)| < C|B/%.

Lemma A.5. Let Bog be a open ball over X with 2R less than the injective radius, let M
be the mazimal of eigenvalues of B over Bgr, then

(1) 18l Lo (x <CHBHL2(X

)
(i) maxy [|pk (8 )I!Lz r) < CllBllL2x),
(ii)) M < Cmaxy ”pk(ﬂ)”lzw(BR);

)

1
(iv) 18]l 22(x) < C(maxy, [Ipr(B)ll72(p,) +1)-

Proof. Using the identities in Lemma A.4, then proof of this statement will be exactly the
same as Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.8 and Lemma 3.10 by changing ¢ to § and we omit the
proof. O

We have the following corollary, which can be proved in the same way as Theorem 3.12
by changing ¢ to 5.

Corollary A.6. Let (E,H,A;, (3 + BZ) be a sequences of solutions to the Vafa- Witten
equations, we define ; := || B 12(x) and write B; = 7‘2._15@-, then
(i) Suppose r; < C, then pr(5;) convergence in C* topology over X.
(ii) Suppose limr; = oo, then passing to a unbounded subsequece, we have
(a) pk(@) convergence in C™ topology over X to py o where py o € HO(KQ),

(b) (p1,007 T 7pk,oo) 7£ 0.

A.3. Local Estimates and the Compactness Statement. Let (E, H, A, 5; + 5;') be a
sequence of solutions to (14), we denote 7; = ||3i][2(x) and define Bi := r71B; with the
corresponding spectrum date O = (p1(Bi),--- ,pr(B;)). By Corollary A.6, ©, conver-
gence to Oy, smoothly over X. We write D; be the discriminant locus of ©4 4 and Dy, be

the discriminant locus of ©, then D; convergence to D,,. We have the following local
estimates:

Theorem A.7. Over the Hermitian vector bundle (E,H), for the sequence (A;, ;i + B;[),
let p € X \ Doo, there exists ig, dp o and Ry only depends on O« such that over BR, o>
for i > ig, we have

[iAFA | < CemTitoee (B, ]| < Cem e,

[, Fa,ll e < Crie=C %o ||V 4, 3| o,
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Proof. This is a combination of Proposition 4.5 4.9, 4.10 and 4.11 by changing ¢ to 5. In
fact, comparing to the Hitchin-Simpson equations, as Kx is a line bundle, we don’t need
to choose local frame of Kx and the proof will be much more easier in the Vafa-Witten
case. O

We define the adiabatic Vafa-Witten equations as
(16) FY? =0, 4B =0, iNF4 =0, [8,81] =0,
then we obtain the following theorem for finite energy solutions:

Theorem A.8. Let X be a closed Kdahler manifold and let E be a rank r vector bundle with
Hermitian metric H. Let (A;, 5;) be a sequence of solutions to the Vafa- Witten equations
(14) and we write r; := || B 12(x)-

Suppose the sequence {r;} has no bounded subsequence, we write BZ = 7‘2._15@- and denote
(p1(Bi), - . pe(Bs)) € ®r_HO(K%) be the image under the Hitchin morphism, then

(a) (pl(Bi),--- ,pr(ﬁAi)) convergence smoothly over X to (P1,oc, " s Droo) With Pi oo €
HO(K§(). We write Zt C X be the discriminant locus defined by (p1.cc, -+, Pr.oo)-
(b) Suppose Zt C X and suppose there exists a uniform constant Cy such that

(17) / Fal? < Co,
X\Zp

then there exists a codimension 4 subset Zyy C X \ Z7, a Hermtian vector bundle
(Eoo, Hx) over X \ (Zyn U Z1), unitary connection As, and Hermitian n-form Seo
such that over X \ (Zyn U Zt), for any p > 1, up to unitary gauge and passing to a
subsequence, we have (A;, B;) convergence to (As, Boo) in L117710c topology
(¢) A is a Hermitian- Yang-Mills connection and (Aso, Beo) Satisfies the adiabatic Vafa-
Witten equations (16),

(d) When rank E = 2, then Zt can be chosen to have codimension at least 2.

Proof. (a) follows directly from (A.6). For (b), by Theorem A.7, for each p € X \ Z, there
exists R, dj, such that for ¢ large enough, we have the following estimate over Bg,:

|ZAFAZ| < C«e—C’ridp’ |[BZ’BQL]| < Ce—C’ndp‘
We define the Uhlenbeck singularity set as

Zun = Nocresiz € X\ Zr : liminf #4727 / |Fg,|?dV > €0},
11— 00 Br(l‘)

then by our assumption (17) and the Uhlenbeck compactness Theorem 5.2, over X \ (Zy, U
Zr), there exists Ay, such that up to unitary gauge and subsequence A; convergence to A
weakly in L} | . The convergence of §; weakly to o over LY | over X \ (Zyp U Z7) follows

immediately by Lemma A.5 and the elliptic estimate for d, Bi=0.

For (c), by Theorem A.7, over X \ (Zyn U Z1), we have lim; oo [|[d% Fa,|lL» = 0 and
lim; o0 1IAF4,| = 0. Therefore, over X \ (Zyp U Z1), we have iAF4,_ = 0. (d) follows
directly from Proposition A.2. O

Remark. Unfortunately, currently we need to make a technical assumption (17) that the
connection A; has uniform energy bound. Currently, we don’t know how to obtain this
estimate. In addition, when dim X = 4, Taubes in [31] could obtain the convergence of f3;
without the assumption (17).



THE BEHAVIOR OF SEQUENCES OF SOLUTIONS TO THE HITCHIN-SIMPSON EQUATIONS 27

REFERENCES

Luis Alvarez-Cénsul and Oscar Garcfa-Prada. Hitchin—kobayashi correspondence, quivers, and vortices.
Communications in mathematical physics, 238(1-2):1-33, 2003.

Shigetoshi Bando and Yum-Tong Siu. Stable sheaves and Einstein-Hermitian metrics. Geometry and
analysis on complexr manifolds, pages 39-50, 1994.

indranil Biswas, Ugo Bruzzo, and Alessio Lo Giudice. Yang-mills-higgs connections on calabi-yau man-
ifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.7738, 2014.

Steven B Bradlow, Oscar Garcia-Prada, and Ignasi Mundet I Riera. Relative hitchin—kobayashi corre-
spondences for principal pairs. Quarterly Journal of Mathematics, 54(2):171-208, 2003.

Tsao-Hsien Chen and Ngo Bao Chau. On the hitchin morphism for higher dimensional varieties. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1905.04741, 2019.

Tristan Collins. Personal communication.

Georgios D Daskalopoulos and Wentworth Ricard. Convergence properties of the yang-mills flow on
kéhler surfaces. J. reine angew. Math, 575:69-99, 2004.

Aleksander Doan and Thomas Walpuski. On the existence of harmonic z2 spinors. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1710.06781, 2017.

Simon Donaldson and Peter Kronheimer. The Geometry of Four-Manifolds. Oxford University Press,
1990.

Simon K. Donaldson. Anti-self-dual Yang-Mills connections over complex algebraic surfaces and stable
vector bundles. Proc. London Math. Soc. (8), 50(1):1-26, 1985.

Laura Fredrickson. Generic ends of the moduli space of SL(n,C)-higgs bundles. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1810.01556, 2018.

Andriy Haydys and Thomas Walpuski. A compactness theorem for the seiberg-witten equation with
multiple spinors in dimension three. Geometric and Functional Analysis, 25(6):1799-1821, 2015.

Nigel Hitchin. The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3), 55(1):59—
126, 1987.

Nigel Hitchin. Stable bundles and integrable systems. Duke mathematical journal, 54(1):91-114, 1987.
Teng Huang. Non-existence of higgs fields on calabi-yau manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:1705.01242,
2017.

L Katzarkov, D Orlov, and T Pantev. Notes on higgs bundles and d-branes.

Bernard Mares. Some analytic aspects of Vafa-Witten twisted n=4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory.
MIT Phd Thesis, 2010.

Rafe Mazzeo, Jan Swoboda, Hartmut Weif, and Frederik Witt. Limiting configurations for solutions of
hitchin’s equation. Séminaire de théorie spectrale et géométrie, 31:91-116.

Rafe Mazzeo, Jan Swoboda, Hartmut Weiss, Frederik Witt, et al. Ends of the moduli space of higgs
bundles. Duke Mathematical Journal, 165(12):2227-2271, 2016.

Takuro Mochizuki. Asymptotic behaviour of tame harmonic bundles and an application to pure twistor
d-modules. arXiv preprint math/0312230, 2003.

Takuro Mochizuki. Wild harmonic bundles and wild pure twistor d-modules. arXiv preprint
arXiv:0803.1344, 2008.

Takuro Mochizuki. Asymptotic behaviour of certain families of harmonic bundles on Riemann surfaces.
J. Topol., 9(4):1021-1073, 2016.

Fumio Sakai. Symmetric powers of the cotangent bundle and classification of algebraic varieties. In
Algebraic Geometry, pages 545-563. Springer, 1979.

Benjamin Sibley. Asymptotics of the yang—mills flow for holomorphic vector bundles over kdhler man-
ifolds: the canonical structure of the limit. Journal fir die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles
Journal), 2015(706):123-191, 2015.

Carlos T. Simpson. Constructing variations of Hodge structure using Yang-Mills theory and applications
to uniformization. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 1(4):867-918, 1988.

Carlos T. Simpson. Higgs bundles and local systems. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math., (75):5-95,
1992.

Carlos T Simpson. Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety
i. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHES7 79:47-129, 1994.

Carlos T Simpson. Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety
ii. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHES, 80:5-79, 1994.

Ryosuke Takahashi. The moduli space of S*-type zero loci for z2 harmonic spinors in dimension 3. arXiv
preprint arXiw:1503.00767, 2015.



28

SIQI HE

[30] Yuuji Tanaka. A weak compactness theorem of the donaldson-thomas instantons on compact kéhler

threefolds. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 408(1):27-34, 2013.

[31] Yuuji Tanaka. On the singular sets of solutions to the kapustin-witten equations and the vafa—witten

ones on compact kihler surfaces. Geometriae Dedicata, 199(1):177-187, 2019.

[32] Clifford Henry Taubes. Compactness theorems for sl (2; ¢) generalizations of the 4-dimensional anti-self

dual equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:1307.6447, 2013.

[33] Clifford Henry Taubes. PSL(2;C) connections on 3-manifolds with L? bounds on curvature. Camb. J.

Math., 1(2):239-397, 2013.

[34] Clifford Henry Taubes. The behavior of sequences of solutions to the vafa-witten equations. arXiv

preprint arXiv:1702.04610, 2017.

[35] Karen K Uhlenbeck. Connections with LP bounds on curvature. Communications in Mathematical

Physics, 83(1):31-42, 1982.

[36] Karen K Uhlenbeck. A priori estimate for Yang-Mills field. preprint, 1986.
[37] Cumrun Vafa and Edward Witten. A strong coupling test of s-duality. arXiv preprint hep-th/9408074,

1994.

[38] Thomas Walpuski and Boyu Zhang. On the compactness problem for a family of generalized seiberg-

witten equations in dimension three. arXiv preprint arXiv:1904.03749, 2019.

[39] Richard A. Wentworth. Higgs bundles and local systems on Riemann surfaces. In Geometry and quan-

tization of moduli spaces, Adv. Courses Math. CRM Barcelona, pages 165-219. Birkhauser/Springer,
Cham, 2016.

[40] Boyu Zhang. Rectifiability and minkowski bounds for the zero loci of z2 harmonic spinors in dimension

4. arXw preprint arXiv:1712.06254, 2017.

SIMONS CENTER FOR GEOMETRY AND PHYSICS, STONY BROOK UNIVERSITY, STONY BROOK, NY, 11790
E-mail address: she@scgp.stonybrook.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Higgs bundles and the Hitchin-Simpson equations over Kähler manifold
	2.1. Higgs bundles over Kähler manifold
	2.2. The Hitchin-Simpson equations and the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence
	2.3. Hitchin Morphism and Spectrum Cover
	2.4. Tensor Products of the Higgs Bundles

	3. L21 Convergence and the Eigenvalue Estimates
	3.1. Useful Identities
	3.2. L estimates
	3.3. C0 Estimate in terms of Eigenvalues
	3.4. Comparing Different Norms of the Higgs fields

	4. Local Estimates For Projections Outside of the Discriminant Locus
	4.1. Local Decomposition for the Higgs Bundles
	4.2. Estimate on the projection
	4.3. The Estimate for Sequences of Solutions

	5. Compactness for Bounded sequences
	5.1. Uhlenbeck Compactness
	5.2. Compactness theorem for Bounded Sequences

	6. Compactness for Unbounded Sequences
	6.1. The Adiabatic Hitchin-Simpson equations
	6.2. Convergence of Rescaled Solutions

	7. SL(2,C) connection and Z2 harmonic 1-form over Kähler manifold
	7.1. Z2 harmonic 1-forms
	7.2. Realization Problem of the Z2 harmonic 1-form
	7.3. Examples Over Complex Surfaces

	Appendix A. Vafa-Witten Type Equations over Kähler Manifold
	A.1. Vafa-Witten Pairs and Hitchin Morphism
	A.2. Vafa-Witten Equations
	A.3. Local Estimates and the Compactness Statement

	References

