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Abstract. We prove a Freed—Uhlenbeck style generic smoothness theorem for the
moduli space of solutions to the Vafa—Witten equations on a closed symplectic four-
manifold by using a method developed by Feehan for the study of the PU(2)-monopole
equations on smooth closed four-manifolds. We introduce a set of perturbation terms
to the Vafa—Witten equations, and prove that the moduli space of solutions to
the perturbed Vafa—Witten equations on a closed symplectic four-manifold for the
structure group SU(2) or SO(3) is a smooth manifold of dimension zero for a generic
choice of the perturbation parameters.

1. Introduction. In this paper, we consider the Vafa—Witten equations [4, 6, 10, 11]
on a compact symplectic four-manifold. First, let us introduce the equations in their
original form.

The Vafa—Witten equations. Let X be a closed, oriented, smooth Riemannian
four-manifold with Riemannian metric g, and let P — X be a principal G-bundle over
X with compact Lie group G. We denote by Ap the set of all connections of P and
by Q1 (X, gp) the set of self-dual two-forms valued in the adjoint bundle gp of P. We
consider the following equations for a triple (4, B, T") € Ap x Q+(X, gp) x QUX, gp):

d,T +dB =0, (1)
1 1
Fi+ g[B.B] + E[B, =0, ()

where [B.B] € QT (X, gp) is defined by a point-wise Lie-algebraic structure on A™
together with the bracket of gp (see [6, Section A.1] or [8, Section 2] for more detail).
We call these equations the Vafa—Witten equations. The equations (1) and (2) with a
gauge fixing equation form an elliptic system with the index always being zero.

The equations on compact symplectic four-manifolds and a perturbation. We
rewrite the equations (1) and (2) when the underlying manifold X is a compact
symplectic four-manifold.

Let X be a compact symplectic four-manifold with symplectic form w. We take an
almost complex structure J compatible with the symplectic form w. In this setting, the
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equations (1) and (2) can be written as follows (see Section 2 for more detail).
5,40[ + 5;/3 =0,

1 1
FO2 Sl =0, W A (iAF};l + 3l oz*]) +[8.871=0,

where A 1= (Aw)*, and a € Q¥0(X, gp), B € QU(X, gp).
We then introduce the following perturbation for the Vafa—Witten equations on a
compact symplectic four-manifold:

dact + 3B + p(0)(a + B) = 0, 3)

i+ %u[a, Bl=0. o’ A (iAFiH + %Tz[oh a*]) +nlf, =0, 4
where p: T*X ® C — Homg(A%? @ A%2, A%1) is the Clifford multiplication map,
71 € C"(GL(A%?)), 1 € C"(GL(A*)), 13 € C"(GL(A*?) and 6 € T"X ® C are
perturbation parameters. We write 7 := (71, T, 73), and denote by P; the Banach
space of the perturbation parameters (z,6), namely, we set P; := C"(GL(A%?)) x
C"(GL(A"%) x C"(GL(A*?)) x C"(A' ® C).

This perturbation does not depend upon connections. Hence, one needs not be
careful about the compatibility with the bubbling-off of connections.

Generic smoothness of the moduli spaces. Before stating results in this paper, let
us introduce some terminology here first.

DEFINITION 1.1. A connection 4 of a principal G-bundle over X is said to be
irreducible if the stabilizer Z4 in Gp coincides with the centre of the group G, and
reducible otherwise.

We also introduce the following notion of rank for sections.

DEFINITION 1.2. We say a gp-valued form o + 8 € I'(gp @ (A% @ A%?))is of rank
r if, when considered as a section of Hom((A%? @ A%?)*, gp), the section (a + B)(x)
has rank less than or equal to r at every point x € X with equality at some point.

We then denote by M(z,6) the moduli space of solutions (4, («, 8)) to the
perturbed Vafa—Witten equations (3) and (4) with A4 irreducible, o —@ =0 and o + 8
being of rank three. We prove the following in Section 3:

PROPOSITION 1.3. Let X be a closed symplectic four-manifold, and let P — X be a
principal G-bundle over X, where we assume that G is either SU(2) or SO(3). Then there
is a first category subset P; C Py such that, for each (v, 6) € Py \ P|, the moduli space
M(t, 0) is a smooth manifold of dimension zero.

Here, a subset of S’ of a topological space S is said to be a first category subset if
S’ is a countable union of closed subsets of S with empty interior. We mean a generic
choice of elements in S by taking an element from S\ S'.

We next consider irreducible solutions to the equations with rank less than or equal
to two, and show that there are no such solutions for a generic choice of perturbation
parameters. In order to do this, we further perturb the equations, that corresponds
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to moving metrics or almost complex structures of the underlying manifold. More
precisely, we introduce an extra perturbation parameter f € C"(GL(T*X)), and
consider the following equations:

daso+ 35,8+ (@) + B) =0, )

PR2(F) + %n[a, Bl=0, o A (iAR}v’I(FA) + érz[a, a*]) + 08, £1=0, (6

where P;J and P}’l are the projections to (0, 2) and (1, 1)-parts with respect to the
almost complex structure f*J, and

day =Y fOVAVau. Bipi=—> W)V,

where {v} is an orthonormal frame of A!, and {v;} is its dual. These 94, and 37 ,
can be seen as a variation of the Dirac operator corresponding to moving metrics or
almost complex structures of the underlying manifold.

We denote by P> := C"(GL(T*X)) x C"(A' ® C) the perturbation parameter
space and by M*(f, ) the moduli space of solutions (4, («, B)) to the equations
(5) and (6) with 4 irreducible, « — & = 0 and (o, 8) # 0. We prove the following in
Section 4:

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let X be a closed symplectic four-manifold, and let P — X be a
principal G-bundle over X, where the structure group G is either SU(2) or SO(3). Then
there is a first category subset Py C P, such that for all (f, 0) € P, \ P;, the moduli space
M*O(f. 0) contains no solutions (A, (a, B)) to the perturbed Vafa—Witten equations (5)
and (6) such that A is irreducible, « — @ = 0 and o + B is of rank one or two.

Our proof of Proposition 1.4 invokes a series of ideas by Feehan [2] in the study of
the PU(2)-monopole equations, which uses a version of the Sard—Smale theorem (see
Section 4.1). Note that Teleman [9] independently obtained a similar generic-parameter
smoothness result for the PU(2)-monopole moduli spaces on closed four-manifolds as
well.

We now take P = C'(GL(T*X)) x C"(GL(A%?)) x C"(GL(A"?)) x
C'(GL(A*?)) x C"(A' ® C) as the perturbation parameter space. Combining
Propositions 1.3 and 1.4 above, we obtain the following:

THEOREM 1.5. Let X be a closed symplectic four-manifold, and let P — X be a
principal G-bundle over X, where the structure group G is either SU(2) or SO(3). We
denote by M*(f, t,0) the moduli space of solutions (A, (a, B)) to the perturbed Vafa—
Witten equations (5) and (6) with A irreducible, « — & = 0 and («, B) # 0. Then there
is a first category subset P’ C P such that for all (f,t,0) € P\ P, the moduli space
M*O(f, 1, 0) is a smooth manifold of dimension zero.

Note that the C"-perturbation parameter space P and its first category subset in
the above theorem can be replaced by C*°-perturbation parameter space and its first
category subset by using an argument by Feehan—Leness [3, Section 5.1.2].

2. Perturbations. We recall some descriptions of Spin‘-structures and the Dirac
operators on compact symplectic manifolds in Section 2.1. We then describe the
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perturbations to the equations on compact symplectic four-manifolds in Sections 2.2
and 2.3.

2.1. Spinor bundles and the Dirac operator on symplectic manifolds. A general
reference for Spin®-structures and the Dirac operators is [5].

Spinor bundles. A spinor bundle S splits into the direct sum of vector bundles S+
and S, where ST, S~ are the eigenspaces of the Clifford element of &1 eigenvalues,
respectively. If X is an oriented smooth four-manifold with Spin‘-structure, we have
the following isomorphism induced from the Clifford multiplication:

T"X ® C = Home(S™, S7).

See [7] (or [2, A.3]) for a proof. If X is an almost complex four-manifold, this
isomorphism can be written as

T*X @ C = Home(A®? @ A%2, A%,

The Dirac operator on symplectic manifolds. Let £ be a vector bundle on X. The
Dirac operator D4 associated to a connection 4 on E is given by the composition:

metric

I'S) A INT*X @S ®E) 2 IN(IX e (S ®E) S I'(S® E),

where p is the Clifford multiplication map.
In the almost complex case, the Dirac operator is written as

Dy =~234+ 39,

where 4 is a connection on E. Thus, if the underlying manifold X is a symplectic four-
manifold, the Dirac equations become 84 + 8% 8 = 0, where a € QUO(E), B € QU(E).

2.2. The equations on symplectic four-manifolds and a perturbation. Let X be a
compact symplectic four-manifold with symplectic form w, and let P be a principal G-
bundle over X, where G is a compact Lie group. We take an almost complex structure
J compatible with the symplectic form w.

Let us rewrite the equations (1) and (2), when the underlying manifold is a compact
symplectic four-manifold. This was thoroughly described by Mares [6, Section 7]. We
follow his notations. First, we denote an orthonormal frame of Al by {¢°, ¢!, €2, ¢*}.
We write dz! = €° + ie!, dz? = ¢ + ie?. Note that we have @ = ¢® A el + 2 A €. We
write B € Q*(gp) as B=Bi(® Ae' + > Aed)+ By(e® A +ed Ael)+ By(® A e’ +
el A e?). We then define a € Q¥°(X, gp) and B € QU2(X, gp) by

1
a:=T+iB, B := —E(Bz + iB3)dz' A dZ.

Note that B can be written as B = Bijw + 8 + p*. Note also that « —a =0 if 4 is
irreducible, since I' = 0 in this case.
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With these notations, the equations (1) and (2) are rewritten as follows.

daa + 338 =0, Q)
Fy? + %[a, Bl=0, w* A (z‘AF}{l + %[a, a*]) +[8.1=0, ®)

where A = (Aw)*.

Perturbation. We consider the following perturbed Vafa—Witten equations:

a0 + 3B + p(O) (e + p) = 0, )

1 1
F§? + sle. f] = 0. o A (z‘AFJ{1 + 5ol a*]) +nlg, p1=0,  (10)

where p: T*X ® C — Homg(A%? @ A%, A%!) is the Clifford multiplication,
11 € C"(GL(A%?)), 1 € C'(GL(A%?), 13 € C'(GL(A*>?) and 6 € T*X @ C are
perturbation parameters.

Note that this perturbation does not involve connections. In Section 3, we prove
that the moduli space of solutions to the above equations (9) and (10) with A4 irreducible,
a —a = 0 and o + B being of rank three is a smooth manifold of dimension zero for
a generic choice of the perturbation parameters.

2.3. Further perturbation. Following Feechan [2, Section 3], we consider a
perturbation of the Dirac operator. We take f € C"(GL(T*X)), and consider the
following:

dag =) SOYVAVan. T5p=—Y W)V,

where {v'} is an orthonormal frame of A%! and {v;} is its dual. These 94, and 5;‘1/'
can be seen as a variation of the Dirac operator corresponding to moving metrics or
almost complex structures of the underlying manifold.

We then consider the following equations:

daso+ 358+ (@) (e + B) =0, (11)

PYA(F,) + %n[a, Bl =0, & A (iAP}‘l(FA) + %rz[a, a*]) +ulp.p1=0. (12)

where 6 € T*X ® C, P/?-’z and P}-’l are the projections to (0, 2) and (1, 1)-parts with
respect to the almost complex structure f*J. We denote the left hand side of (11) by

(31600 + 33 10)) @+ B).
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As in [2, Lemma 3.2], the differential of the above perturbed Dirac operator
(5/1'(/,9) + 520(’0)) is given by

D (Bainr+Fign) ) @1 D@ +0)

=Y fO)AVana =Y i(f@)Vaub
+ p(f(@)(a+b) + p(f(@))(a +b),

where a € Q!(gp).f € C"(g(T*X)), 0 € C"(A' ® C) and a € Q°%gp), b € Q%%(gp).

In Section 4, we prove that there are no rank one or two solutions (4, («, B)) to
the equations (11) and (12) with 4 irreducible, « — @ = 0 and («, B) # 0 for a generic
choice of perturbation parameters.

3. Generic smoothness for the rank three case. In this section, we prove
Proposition 1.3. In order to do that, we consider the parametrized moduli space, and
prove that it is a smooth manifold (Proposition 3.1). Then, Proposition 1.3 follows
from Proposition 3.1.

3.1. Parametrized moduli space. Let X be a compact symplectic four-manifold
with symplectic form w, and let P be a principal G-bundle over X. From now on, G
is either SU(2) or SO(3). We take an almost complex structure J compatible with the
symplectic form w.

We denote by Ai(P) the L,%—completion of the space of connections on P, and by
G(P) = G, (P) the L{_ -completion of the gauge group. We set

C(P) = AYP) x Li(gr ® (A™" @ A"?),
and Py := C"(GL(A%?)) x C"(GL(A*?)) x C"(GL(A*?)) x C"(A' ® C). This P is the
parameter space for the perturbation described in Section 2.2. We denote the quotient
C(P)/G(P) by B(P).
We define
s:C(P)x P — L}, (gr® Ao’l) x L} (gr® (A" @ AMh)

by s(4, («, B), 7,0) := (51(4, (o, B), T, 0), 52(4, («, B), T, 0)), where

s1(4, (@, B), 7,0) 1= 040 + 33 + p(O)( + B).

1
52(4, (@, ), 7,0) := Fy* + 5Tl B+ AFY Ao

+ %1—2[0{, "I A w+ At[B, B

This is a G(P)-equivariant map, where the action of G(P) on P; is taken to be trivial.
Here, p : T*X ® C — Homg(A%® ® A%2, A%y is the Clifford multiplication map,
and 7 := (11, 1, 13) € P;. We say M(P) := s~'(0)/G(P) C B(P) x P, the parametrized
moduli space.
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We denote by B(P) gauge equivalence classes of pairs (4, (o, 8)) € C(P) with
A irreducible, « —a = 0 and « + 8 being of rank three. We set M} (P) := M(P)N
(B:(P) x Pr1). We then have the following:

PROPOSITION 3.1. The zero set s~'(0) in B:(P) x Py is regular, in particular, the
parametrized moduli space M%(P) is a smooth Banach submanifold of B3 (P) x P;.

We prove Proposition 3.1 in Section 3.2. Proposition 1.3 follows from Proposition
3.1 as described below.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Note that s is a Fredholm section if it is restricted to
B(P) x {(z, )} for a perturbation parameter (z, 6). Thus, by the Sard—Smale theorem
([1, Proposition 4.3.11]), there exists a first category subset 7P| such that the zero set of
sin BX(P)is regular for (z, 0) € Py \ P;. Hence, M (, 0) = s~1(0) N B:(P) is a smooth
manifold for generic C"-parameters (t, 6). ]

3.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1. In this section, we prove Proposition 3.1. We
follow an argument by Feehan [2, Section 2.2] (see also [1, Section 4.3.5]). First, we
consider the linearisation Ds = (Ds1, Ds>) : Li(gp ® A*!) x L3 (gp ® (A% @ A"?)) x
Pi— L (gp @ A" x L7 (gp @ (AN @ A"?)) of s at (4, (a, B),7,0) € s7(0),
where

Dsi((z,0). a, (a, b)) = d4a+ 3%5b + p(0)(a+ b) + p(@)(a + B),

Dox(z.6).a. @ 0) = Daa+ d4a+ 37 ([a, B + o ) + 171

+ 30, ]+ [0 ) Ao+ mm o) Ao
+ AT (8. 6]+ [b. B + Ay (8. B7).

We then suppose for a contradiction that there exists (8, v) € C%gpr ® A%!) x
Cogp @ (AL @ A%?)) with (8, v) # 0 such that

(DSI(CI, (Cl, b)a z, Q)v 6)L2 - 07 (DSQ(G, (a9 b)a z, Q)7 v>L2 =0. (13)
By setting (a, b) = 0 in the first equation of (13), we get
(@)@ + B), ), =0 (14)

for6 € C"(A' ® C).

LEMMA 3.2. Assume that o + B € C%(gp ® (A%" @ A%?)) and § € CO(gp @ AO))
satisfy (14). Then o + B and § have orthogonal images in gp at each point of X, in
particular,

rankg (o + B)(x) + rankgr 6(x) <3

at each point x € X.

Proof. In (14), 8 € C'(A' ® C) is arbitrary, thus, we get the point-wise identity

(p(0 (e + B)(x), 8(x)), =0
forallg, € (T*X), ® C.
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We then recall the following.

LeEmMMA 3.3 ([2], Lemma 2.3). Let U and V be complex vector spaces with dim U <
dim V, and let W be a real vector space. We take M € U* Qg W and N € V* Qr W.
Then, if (MP, N)y+gew =0 for all P € Homc (V, U), we get RanM L Ran N in W,
in particular, rankg M + rankg N < dimg W.

Since p gives a complex linear isomorphism
(T*X), ® C — Homc (A" @ A%?, A%,

we can invoke Lemma 3.3 to obtain the assertion. O

As (4, (a, B)) € Ci(P) and o + B is C”" for some r, there is a non-empty open
subset U C X on which rankg (¢ + 8)(x) = 3 for all x € U. Then Lemma 3.2 implies
that rank §(x) = 0 for all x € U, namely, § = 0 on U.

In a similar way, by setting («, (a, b)) = 0 in the second equation of (13), we get

<lﬂ‘[1[0[, Bl+ 127,'2[0[, oI A o+ Atw[B, BF]), v> =0 (15)
2 2 LZ(X)

forall 7 € C"(g(A%?)), 12 € C'(gl(A*?)) and 13 € C"(gl(A>?)).

LEMMA 3.4. If ve C%gr @ (AY @ A%?) and o+ B € CO(gp ® (A*" @ A%?))
satisfy (15), then v and %rl[a, Bl+ %rz[a, a*] A w+ Ar[B, B*] € Hom (AM! @
A%2)* gp) have orthogonal images in gp at each point in X, in particular,

rankg v(x) + rankg (%[a, Bl+ %[a, a*TAw+ AlB, ﬂ*]) (x)<3

at each x € X.

Proof. As 71 € C"(g(A%?)), 1, € C"(gl(A*?)) and 73 € C"(gl(A*?)) are arbitrary,
we get the following point-wise identity:

1 1
<<§ﬂfl fo 81+ 30l 0] A 0+ ATHIB, ﬂ*]) ) v(x>> ~0

for all 7;(x) € C"(gl(A*?],)), Ta(x) € C"(gl(A"?],)), T3(x) € C"(gl(A*?])) and for all
x € X. Then, we again invoke Lemma 3.3 to obtain the assertion. O

The following is due to Mares [6, Section 4.1.1].

LEMMA 3.5 ([6]). Let (A, a + B) be an irreducible solution to the equation, and let
x € X. Thenrankg (%[a, Bl+ %[a, ¥l A w+ AlB, ,3*]) (x) = 3ifandonly ifrankg (a +
B)(x) = 3.

From Lemma 3.5, if rank (¢ + B)(x) = 3 for all x € U, then rankg 1[e, ] +
%[a, a*] Ao+ AlB, B*])(x) = 3 for all x € U. Thus, Lemma 3.4 implies rank v(x) = 0
for all x € U. Therefore, v=0 on U. Hence, (§,v) =0 on U. Thus, by unique
continuation for the Laplacian (Ds)(Ds)* implies that (8, v) = 0 on the whole of X.
This is a contradiction.
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4. Non-existence of rank one and two cases. In this section, we prove Proposition
1.4. Except modifications stated as Proposition 4.2 in Section 4.2 and Proposition 4.4
in Section 4.3, the proof goes in a similar way to the case for the PU(2)-monopole
equations by Feehan [2]. In Section 4.1, we introduce some terminology and a version
of the Sard-Smale theorem from [2], which we use in the later sections. We give a
characterization of the rank one and two sections in Section 4.2. In Section 4.3, we
prove a surjectivity of some linear operator. We then prove Proposition 1.4 in Section
4.4 by using the Sard—-Smale theorem.

4.1. Banach spaces, Fredholm operators, and the Sard—Smale theorem. Let V' be
a Banach space. For each k > 1, we define the infinite dimensional Grassmannian by

Gi(V):={K Cc V : K is a k-dimensional subspace of V'}.
We write P(V) = G(V). We also define the infinite dimensional flag manifold by
Fe(V) ={(t,K) e P(V) x Gi(V) : £ C K}.

We denote the projections by 7y : Fi(V) — P(V) and 7, : Fr(V) — Gi(V). Note that
both 7r; and 7, are submersions (see Claims 4.2 and 4.3 in [2]).

We next consider a smooth submanifold Z € P(V'). We set Ix(Z) := ma(mr, 1(2) c
Gi(V). As m; is a submersion, Ix(Z) := T Y(Z) c Fi(V) is a smooth submanifold.
Note that, however, I;(Z) is not necessarily a submanifold.

Space of Fredholm operators. Let V), J, be Banach spaces. We denote by
Fred, (71, V>) the space of bounded Fredholm operators of index » in the Banach
space of the bounded operators. In our case, we take V; := L} (gr ® (A}’ @ A%?)),

where A}’ := {0 € A% : @ —@ =0} and V5 := L} (gr ® A*') in the subsequent
sections. We define

Fredy , := {4 € Fred,(V1, V») : dimg ker 4 = k}.
We also define a map
7 : Fredy ,(V1, V2) = Gi(V1)

by 4 — ker 4. This is smooth, and a submersion ([2, Lemma 4.5]). We then define the
following flag manifold for each Fredy ,(V1, V>):

Flag, ,(V1, V2) = {(¢, A) € P(V1) x Fredy ,(V1, V2) : £ € ker A}.

This Flag, ,(V1, V2) is a smooth submanifold of P(V7) x Fredy ,(V1, V2) and the
canonical map @ : Flag, ,(V1, V2) — Fix(V1) is a submersion (see [2, Lemma 4.6]).

The Sard—-Smale theorem. We state a version of the Sard—Smale theorem from
(2].

ProPOSITION 4.1 ([2], Proposition 4.12). Let C, P, F be C*-Banach manifolds.
Suppose that M C C x P is a C*°-Banach submanifold, and the restriction wyrp : M —
P of the projection map wp : C x P — P is Fredholm. Let v: M CC x P — F be a
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C™-map which is transverse to a C*°-Banach submanifold J C F. Then there exists a

first category subset P' C P such that the following holds. For allp € P\ P,

e M= nAjITP(p) is a C*-manifold of dimension ind (7)1 p), < 00;

e v:=uv(,p): M — Fistransverse to the submanifold J C F; and

e Z:=v ()T M is a Cx-submanifold of -codimension codim(Z, M) =
codim (7, F).

We use this to prove Proposition 1.4 in Section 4.4.

4.2. Rank one and two loci. We take k>4 so that V| = L,zc,l(gp ®
(MY @ A%2)) € CO%gp @ (AY" @ A®2)). We think of C%gpr® (AY’ @ A%2)) as
CO(Homg((AY° @ A%2)*, gp)), and define a determinant map

h: Cap ® (AL @ A%?) — C° (det(A(,)'O o A" det(gp)>

byp € C%gp ® (AY" @ A2)) > det g, where det(AY’ @ A%2) = A3(A)" @ A®2)and
det(gp) = A’gp. Then, ¢ € V| with ¢ # 0is of rank one or two if and only if 4(¢) = 0.
We define

Z = {lpl € P(V1) : h(p) = 0},

where [¢] is the line R - ¢ C V}. We denote by Z’ the smooth part of Z.
As in the case of the PU(2)-monopole equations [2, Lemma 4.7], one obtains the
following:

PrOPOSITION  4.2. Let [ple Z. We assume that {p 20} is a dense
open subset of X. Then the determinant map h: C’(gp ® (A?’0 ® A*?)) —
0 (det(A?’O ®A?)® det(gp)> vanishes transversely at ¢, and [¢] is a smooth point
of Z. In addition, the tangent space T, Z has both infinite dimension and infinite
codimension in T, )P(V1), in particular, we have codim (Z', P(V1)) = oo.

Proof. We take a local orthonormal frame {¢, ¢,, ¢3} for gp, and local
orthonormal frame {e, e>, 3} for A?‘O @ A%2 on an open subset U C X so that

P11 Y12 @13
©=|¢1 @» @3 ]|. Then, the differential of & at ¢ with respect to these frame
¥31 Y32 @33
is given by
(Dh)y(p) =
Z [sgn(a) ((pla(l)(p2a(2)(p30(3) T Plo()P202)P30(3) T §01a(1)¢2o(2)¢3o(3))} ;
0663
1 P2 P13
where o = | @21 ¢ ¢23 | € C*(U, g1(3, R)).
P31 932 ¢33

We now suppose for a contradiction that there exists ¥ € coker(Dh), so that
(Dh)y(p), ¥} =0 for all ¢ € C%(V)). From the assumption, {¢ # 0} is dense in
U, so the union of the complements of each zero set of go;s is a dense open subset
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of U, hence, we get v =0 on U. Since U was arbitrary, ¥ =0 on X. This is a
contradiction. O

We denote by M*(P) the parametrized moduli space for the perturbed Vafa—
Witten equations (11) and (12) with A4 irreducible, « — & = 0 and («, 8) # 0. From
Proposition 4.2, we get the following:

COROLLARY 4.3. If (A, ¢ = (a, B), T, 0) is in M*°(P) so that h(¢) = 0, then [¢] is
a smooth point of Z C P(Vy), that is, 1(M*°(P)) C Z', where w : M*°(P) — P(V}) is
the projection.

For each k > n, we now define
1(2) =" (2) Cc F(1),

and I(2) := m(I(2)) C Gi(V1). By Corollary 4.3, we only consider I;(Z') gnd I(2)
for our purpose. As 7y : Fx(V) — P(V) is a submersion ([2, Claim 4.2]), [;(Z') is a
smooth submanifold of Fx(7) with codimension

codim(Zi(2"), Fx(V1)) = codim(Z’, P(V1)) = oo

We put Ji(2') := 7~ (It(2)) C Fred; ,(V1, V2) where  : Fredy ,(V1, V2) = Gp(V)).
We now define the rank one and two loci Ji(Z') := o {I(Z")) C Flag, ,(V1, V2),
where @ : Flag, ,(V1, V2) — Fi(V1) is the canonical map. As @ : Flag, ,(V1, V2) —

F«(V1) is a submersion ([2, Lemma 4.6]), the rank one and two loci Jx(Z') is a smooth
submanifold, and we get

codim(Jx(2"), Flag, ,(V1, V2)) = codim(T(2"), Fx(V1)) = oo

4.3. A surjectivity. In this section and the upcoming one, we take P, :=
C'(GL(T*X)) x C'(A' ® C) as the perturbation parameter space, since the
perturbation parameter T = (ty, 12, 73) is not needed in the proof of Proposition 1.4.

We denote by C*(P) the set of pairs (4, («, B)) € C(P) with A irreducible and
a—a =0. As in [2, Section 4.4] (see also [1, Section 4.3.3]), we consider the period
map

v : C*(P) x P, — Fred,(V1, V3)
defined by (4, (a, B). £, 0) — (5A_(,;9) n 5;;,“9)). The differential of v at (4, («, B), £, 0)
(DY)t @.p).f0) © Tt (@.ppC (P) ® T(1.0)P> — Homg(V1, V)

is given by (@, 2.6).£.0) = D (a6 + T 0)) , ) @0

We denote by C*°(P) the set of pairs (4, («, B)) € C(P) with 4 irreducible, « — & =
0 and (e, B) # 0, and by B*°(P) the quotient C*°(P)/G(P). We set M**(P) = M(P) N
(B*°(P) x P,), where M(P) is the parametrized moduli space for the equations (11)
and (12). In this section, we prove the following:

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let (A, (o, B), f.0) € M*°(P). Then, the following is surjective.

(D)4, 0.p)7.6)(0, ) {0} ® T1.0yP2 = Ty(u,(@.p)s0)Fred, (V1, V2).
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Proof. A proof here is a modification of that of [2, Proposition 4.9]. First we prove
the following lemma:

LEMMA 4.5. Assume that (A, (a, B))) is a solution to the Vafa—Witten equations (11)
and (12) with A irreducible and («, B) # 0 for some perturbation parameter (f, 0) € P.
Ifb e Q%0(X, gp) ® QY2(X, gp) and d € QU1 (X, gp) satisfy

¢, )d®b*> —0

<D (31600 + 1 ) -
L2(X

Jorall(f,0), thend @ b* =0 on X.

(4.(7.6))

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that d ® b* # 0 on X. By varying 0, we see that
b and d have orthogonal images in gp at each point x € X from Lemma 3.2. We then
set U :={b #0}N{d # 0} C X. Then, either b or d defines a subbundle & C gp on U
of rankg = 2. We define &, := SIL C gply so that gp|y = & @ &. The connection 4|y
on gp|y also splits into the following form:

A1 —x*
A= ,
( x A )
where A4; is a connection on & for i=1,2, and x € QU & ® &) is the second
fundamental form. As (4, («, B)) is irreducible and non-zero section from the

assumption, x # 0on U C X. We suppose that b € Q(U, &) ® Q%*(U, &). We then
get

D (Bagor +Ti) oy LD

4

W) A Vb = D )V b+ p(FE)D + p(f GOIP-

i=1

Il
i

This turns out to be
<'O (J:X(Xx)) by, dx>x —0

ateach x € U and for allf € gl(T*X),. Hence, we get dy ® bt = 0 at each x € U with
Xx#0.Asd, ® b, #0 for all x € U from the assumption, we get x = 0, thus, 4|y is
reducible.

On the other hand, by a similar argument by Feehan—Lenes [3, Section 5.3], one
can obtain that, if 4 is reducible on a non-empty open subset U C X and («, 8) # 0, 4
is reducible on X. This is a contradiction. Therefore, U C X is empty and d ® b* =0
on X. ]

We now suppose that (Dv)4,.p).7.6)(0, -) is not surjective. Then, there exist sections
be Li(Vy)andd € L (V) with d ® b* # 0 on X such that

<D (5A,(ﬁ9) + 52,020)) VAL d>

(4.(/.6))

Then, from Lemma 4.5, we get d ® b* =0. This is a contradiction. Therefore,
(D) (4,(@p).£0)(0, -) is surjective. O
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4.4. No rank one and two loci. In this section, we prove Proposition 1.4. As
mentioned in the beginning of Section 4, once Propositions 4.2 and 4.4 are obtained,
the proof of Proposition 1.4 goes along the same line with the case for the PU(2)-
monopole equations [2, Section 4.6]. Hence, we give it sketchily.

First note that the map s : C*%(P) x P> — L} (gp @ A") x L} | (9p @ (A"? @
A1) is right semi-Fredholm, namely, the differential has closed range and finite
dimensional cokernel. In particular,

. 1
H(ZA,(a,,B),p) = ImDsC, P4 (@)

is a finite dimensional subspace of L7 |(gp ® A®!) x L7 | (gr ® (A** @ A1)). We
denote by IM4,,p) the L?-orthogonal projection from L7 (gpr ® A%") x L7 (gp ®
(AO’Z (&) Al'l)) to the Im (DS(',P))(A,(a,,s)).

Let (co, po) € M*°(P). We consider the following composition:

*,0 2 L
H(t‘o,l)o) os: B (P)x P, — (H(UOWO)>

Then the differential at (co, po) of I, p,) © S is surjective, in particular, it is surjective
on some open neighbourhood U, ) of (co, po) in C*O(P) x P,. We set

1 "
7?50,}70) = u(c‘ﬂ,Po) N (H(C(),Po) © S) (0) cB O(P) x Ps.

We denote by 7 p, : T, p) = P2 the projection, and define 7, )|, 1= n;_lpz(p) N
T(co,po)- We then prove the following:

PROPOSITION 4.6. There is a first-category subset Py C P», depending on (co, po)
such that for any p € P> \ P}, Ty po)lp contains no (4, («, B), p) with a + B being of rank
one nor two.

Proof. The argument consists of the following three steps: first, we consider
the period map v defined from 7, ,, to Fred, (Vi, V>). As the differential of
v is not necessarily surjective, we stabilize the map to obtain a submersion v’ :
Vico.ps) X Lico.po) = Fred,(V1, V2), where Vi, p) 1s some finite dimensional vector space
in Ty poyFred,(Vi, V2). Second, we lift the stabilized period map v’ to Vi, ) X
T(co.p0) — Flag, ,(V1, V2) as the rank one and two loci Ji(Z) lives in Flag ,(V1, V2).
This is again not necessarily a submersion, so we stabilize it to obtain a smooth
submersion w’ : CK x Wi, poyk — Flagy,(V1, V2), where Wi, )« is a submanifold
of Vieo.po) X Zeop, With finite codimension. Third, we use the Sard—Smale theorem
(Proposition 4.1) to the w’ to obtain the assertion.

Step 1. First, we consider the period map v : 7, ) — Fred, (V1, V2). From
Proposition 4.4, the operator

(Dv)(c(),po) {0} T,,O’Pg — TU(CO,pO)Fredn (", )
is surjective. On the other hand, we have

T(COWO)’Z?COWO) + ({0} @ TPOP2) =H ® TP0P2’

1
(c0.po)
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where

1 —
H(é‘o,Po) = ker (Ds(, pO))(Co,[Io)
= ker (H(c‘oﬁpo) o (DS)(.’pO))(('o,po)
=ker (D7.2,)(¢o poy € Tico.pC(P).

Hence, (Dv) po) : H(lco,p(]) @ Ty, Py = Tyco.ppFred, (Vi, V>) is surjective.

As [2, Lemma 4.15], we also have the following isomorphism.
(H(ICOU,,O) @ Tpopz) = Teo.p0) Zico.p0) © COKET (D77 2,) 0 o) -
We then define the following finite dimensional vector space.
Vicown) = (DV)ey o) (€Oker (D77 ) (co.0)) € ToteopoyFreds (V1. V).
We denote the inclusion by i : Ve, po) = Tu(eo.po)Freds (V1, V2). We then define
V' Viepo) X Tieo.py) = Fred, (Vi, V2)

by v'(y, (¢, p)) := i(y) + v(c, p) for (y, (¢, P)) € Vico.po) X Lico.po)- As the differential of v’
is surjective at (0, co, po), there exists an open neighbourhood of the origin Vi, p,) C
Vico.po) SUch that the restriction

v Vicopo) X 7&’0470) — Fred, (71, V2) (16)

is a submersion.
We now consider the following for k > n.

Wk = Vo) X Tieopn) N () (Frede, (V1. V2)).

As (16) is a submersion, the above Wy, )k i a smooth submanifold with finite
codimension in Ve, p)) X Zico,pp)> thus, Viey,pp) X Lico,po) = U Wieo.po).k 18 @ countable
disjoint union of smooth manifolds.

k>n

Step 2. We next lift the map v’ : W, po).k = Fredi, (V1, V2) to a smooth map
W Weep.pork — Flagg , (V1, 12)

by (v, (4, (a, B)), p) — ([(«, B)], i(y) + v((4, («, B)), p). This is again not necessarily a
submersion, so we stabilize it as described below.

Let (y1, (c1, p1)) in Wi¢, po).k- Since a countable union of first category subsets is
a first category subset and W, ).« 1S paracompact, we only consider a single open
neighbourhood of (yy, (c1, p1)).

We take an orthonormal basis {bl,j}j’.‘:1 of the kernel of v'(y1, (c1, p1)) = i(1) +
v(cy, p1). We denote by

Ttery * Li1(@p ® (A @ A"%) — ker (i) + v(c. p))
the smooth family of L>-orthogonal projection. We then consider a smooth map

w' : CF x Wieo.pok — Flagy ,(V1, V)
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defined by

k
w'(zy,e.p) > [ | (@ B)+ mgeny | 2017 | |- i) +v(e.p) |
=1

where z = (z1,...,2) € Ck. As [2, Claian 4.18], the map w’ is a submersion at
(0,1, (c1,p1)), thus W[, o 1= ()" (Ji(Z')) is a C*-Banach submanifold of
Ck X W((?(),p“),k'

Step 3. We are now in a situation to invoke the Sard—Smale theorem (Proposition 4.1).
Applying it to w’, we obtain a first category subset P, C P, such that for p € P, \ P,

codimR (W(/co,po),kb” (I:k X W(CO.IJO),kLﬂ) = codimR (jk(Z/), Flagk_n(Vl, Vz)) .

Since codimp (jk(Z’), Flag, ,(V1, V2)) = o0 but dimg (C* x Wi, p)klp) < 00, we
deduce that W, o)k lp is empty.

We also have T(¢ p,)l, N wlf(q)m(-,p)’l(Jk(Z’)) C Wiy poyilp- Since Wi, ol s
empty, thus 5o is Z(¢, py)lp, N W7 0 (s )" (Ji(Z')). Hence, T(cy,po) has no rank one or
two section o + B for dim ker(d,4, + 5 ,) = kand p € P, \ P. Since a countable union

of first category subsets is a first category subset, we get the assertion by repeating this
fork > n. O

Proof of Proposition 1.4. By Proposition 4.6, M*°(P) N T(, py) C T(cyp,) has no
rank one nor two solution (4, («, B), p) for p € P, \ P}. By repeating this argument
for each (4, (a, B), p) € C*°(P) x P>, we obtain a first category subset for each open
neighbourhood of it. As C*%(P) x P, is paracompact, we can cover M*°(P) by
countable such open neighbourhoods. Since a countable union of first category subsets
of P, is again a first category subset of P, we get the assertion. ]
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