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Abstract

Calorons, or periodic instantons, are anti-self-dual (ASD) connections on S* x R?, and
form an intermediate case between instantons (ASD connections on R%) and monopoles
(translation invariant instantons). Complete constructions of instantons and monopoles
have been found: there is a complete construction of instantons from algebraic data,
the ADHM construction due to Atiyah and others, while Nahm gave a construction of
monopoles from solutions to a system of ODEs known as Nahm’s equation. Both these
constructions can be thought of as generalizations of a correspondence between ASD
connections on the 4-torus, and ASD connections over the dual 4-torus, originally due to
Mukai and Braam-van Baal. This correspondence, often called the ‘Nahm transform’,
is invertible and the inverse of the transform is the transform itself up to sign. Given
an ASD connection on the 4-torus it is defined in terms of the kernel of a family of
Dirac operators parameterized by the dual torus. The aim of this thesis is to generalize
the Nahm transform to the caloron case. In particular, our approach is via analysis of
these families of Dirac operators rather than via twistor theory.

We start by exploring topological aspects of calorons and boundary conditions.
These are needed to ensure that the Dirac operators that define the Nahm transform
are Fredholm. Our main innovation is to regard R? as the interior of the closed 3-ball
F?’, and to stipulate fixed behaviour on the boundary, rather than imposing asymptotic
boundary conditions. The boundary conditions for calorons can be stated as follows:
given a bundle on S x B® we fix some gauge f on the boundary, and we require that
in the gauge f, a U(n) caloron must resemble the pull-back of a U(n) monopole. There
is a topological obstruction to extending f to the interior of St x Eg, which we call the
‘instanton charge’ of the caloron.

The Nahm transform of a caloron consists of a solution to Nahm’s equation on S*,
which we refer to as Nahm data. Many aspects of the 4-torus transform generalize
readily to the caloron case, and the construction of calorons from Nahm data is very
similar to the construction of monopoles. The main difficulty in the construction lies
with recovering the boundary conditions for the caloron and calculating its instanton
charge. The caloron constructed from a set of Nahm data is defined using a family of
Dirac operators A(x) parameterized by x € S x R3. Our approach is to deform A(x)
to some model A(:E) for which we can recover the boundary conditions and calculate
the instanton charge. We then show that this deformation does not affect the behaviour
on the boundary. Thus we prove that every set of Nahm data on S' gives rise to a

caloron via the Nahm transform.



Going the other way, from the caloron to the Nahm data, we encounter two main
problems: first, we must calculate the rank of the Nahm data, which can jump at
isolated points on S'; and secondly, we must show that the Nahm data has certain
prescribed singularities at these points. The transform is defined in terms of a family of
Dirac operators parameterized by S'. We show that the caloron boundary conditions
ensure this family of Dirac operators is Fredholm away from the prescribed points on
S1. We also prove an index theorem for Dirac operators coupled to connections on
S1 x R3 that allows us to calculate the rank of the Nahm data. We obtain partial
results concerning the behaviour of the Nahm data at singularities. These are based
on Nakajima’s method for recovering the singularities in Nahm data constructed from

SU(2) monopoles.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Anti-self-dual (ASD) connections have been studied intensively by mathematicians over
the last three decades, and have many remarkable properties and applications. One of
the original problems in the area, the construction of finite-action ASD connections on
R*, was solved in 1978 by Atiyah and others [0, @]. They gave a complete construction
of all such connections—the celebrated ADHM construction of instantons—by means
of twistor theory and algebraic geometry. For the purposes of this introduction we
will call any anti-self-dual connection on R* an instanton. Instantons are of great
interest to physicists, since they are solutions to the Yang-Mills equation in a gauge field
theory, and so represent minimum-energy configurations. They have had an important
impact on quantum chromodynamics (QCD), with applications to symmetry breaking,
tunnelling, and confinement.

In fact the ADHM construction can be regarded as a special case of a correspondence
we will refer to as the Nahm transform. If A C R* is a sub-group of translations, and
A* C (RY)* is the dual of A (so that A* consists of elements taking integer values on
A), then the Nahm transform is a correspondence between ASD connections on R*/A
and ASD connections on (R*)*/27rA*. The details of the transform vary depending on
the nature of A, and the existence and invertibility of the transform have been proved
rigorously in several cases. For example, the case A = {0} corresponds to the ADHM
construction, as presented by Donaldson and Kronheimer [12].

Another area of interest to mathematicians and physicists alike is that of monopoles,
which are solutions to the Bogomolny equation on R3. The Bogomolny equation is
a translation reduction of the ASD equation, and so monopoles can be thought of
as translation-invariant instantons, or equivalently, ASD connections on R*/A where
A = R. In this case, the Nahm transform is a correspondence between monopoles and
objects defined on the ‘dual torus’ (R*)*/27A* = R, which we will refer to as Nahm
data. The construction of monopoles from Nahm data and the inverse correspondence
has been described by Hitchin [I7] (for SU(2) monopoles) and Hurtubise-Murray [20]
(for arbitrary gauge group).



Periodic connections on R* correspond to A = Z, and form an intermediate case
between instantons and monopoles. A periodic anti-self-dual connection over R* is
called a periodic instanton, or caloron. The aim of this thesis is to study the geometry
of calorons and the Nahm transform. Since A = Z, the transform will be a correspon-
dence between calorons lying on R*/A = S x R and Nahm data on (R*)*/27A* = S
In some sense a caloron can be thought of as a hybrid between an instanton and a
monopole. For example, a caloron has an ‘instanton charge’ (an invariant that depends
on the 4-dimensional topology of the caloron) together with ‘monopole charges’ (which
characterize the 3-dimensional topology). We will see this reflected in the Nahm trans-
form for calorons, as it shares features with both the ADHM construction of instantons
and the construction of monopoles. Originally introduced by Nahm in [33], the trans-
form for calorons has been studied recently for calorons with unit instanton charge and
zero monopole charges, in a series of papers [23], 24}, 22] and [26].

Completeness of the ADHM construction of instantons and construction of mono-
poles was originally proved using twistor theory. In the case of monopoles, there is a
correspondence between monopoles and certain algebraic curves in twistor space, called
spectral curves, and this was used in [I7] and [20] to go from monopoles to their Nahm
data. The twistor picture for calorons was studied in [I3], and there is a similar corre-
spondence between calorons and their spectral curves. While the twistor picture could
be used to prove the existence of the Nahm transform for calorons, the approach in
this thesis is via analysis of families of Dirac operators, regarding the caloron case as a
generalization of the Nahm transform on the 4-torus.

With the scene set, we go on to introduce anti-self-duality and the Nahm transform
more formally in Section [l In Section we review existing work on calorons, before
giving an overview of the aims and results of this thesis in Section From the outset,
we draw the reader’s attention to the Glossary of Notation on page in the hope it

will make the thesis easier to read.

1.1 Anti-self-dual connections and the Nahm transform
1.1.1 The anti-self-duality equation on R*

Let xg, 1, x2, 3 be the standard coordinates on R*, and equip R* with the standard
Euclidean inner product. Fix an orientation by decreeing that the ordered basis of
1-forms dxg, dz1, dzs, dzs be positive. The space of p-forms on R?* is denoted APR?,
and a p-form « will be represented by its skew-symmetric covariant tensor aug as,... q,

of components, defined by

1
o= H Z Qayag,.ap@Tay N oo N dTg,.

a1,...,0p



In general, the Hodge star operator is defined on any n-dimensional Riemannian man-
ifold M with volume form 7. It is the linear map * : APM — A" PM defined pointwise
by

(a, By = xax \ B

where o, 8 € APM and (o, ) is the inner product between p-forms defined by the
metric. Integrating over the manifold M gives an inner product on forms defined

globally:
(a, B) = /M<a,ﬁ>n = /M *a A\ 3. (1.1)

On R* the Hodge star becomes

1
(*ar)gy, = BY Z €abeded

c,d

for any 2-form «, where €44 is the 4-dimensional alternating tensor with €pio3 = 1.
Since #* = 1, % has eigenspaces with eigenvalues £1. A 2-form « is self-dual (SD) if
xa = « and anti-self-dual (ASD) if xa = —«. In terms of components, « is anti-self-dual
if

apr + a3 =0, ape+agz; =0, and «p3 + a2 = 0. (1.2)
Given a connection A on a bundle E on R*, A is anti-self-dual, or satisfies the anti-self-
duality equation, if its curvature F) is anti-self-dual as an endomorphism-valued 2-form
ie. if

xFpy = —Fy. (1.3)

If we consider the action of a discrete sub-group A C R* of translations on R*, so
that R*/A is 4-dimensional, the anti-self-duality condition makes sense on the quotient
manifold R* /A. The ASD 2-forms are those that satisfy (L2) where z¢,z1, 22,23 are
the coordinates on R*/A corresponding to the standard coordinates on R*. Note that
throughout we will use the symbols E, A etc. to refer to vector bundles and connections
over 4-manifolds and the corresponding symbols F, A etc. to refer to vector bundles
and connections over 3-manifolds.

An instanton is a unitary ASD connection A on R* whose action
”FA”2 = / tr o« Iy A F
R4

is finite. Uhlenbeck [A0] showed that any such connection extends smoothly to the
compactification S* of R?%, and that every ASD connection on S* arises in this way.
Thus instantons really live on S* and are characterized by their second Chern class,

which is often called the instanton number, or charge.



1.1.2 Translation reduction: the Bogomolny and Nahm equations

Next, we define the Bogomolny equation and Nahm’s equation, and show how these can
be thought of as translation reductions of the anti-self-duality equation. The Bogomolny
equation applies to connections over R3, and we need to fix the following conventions.
Throughout, we will consider R? as a slice of R* of the form zy = constant, oriented
so that the ordered basis dz1,dzs, drs is positive. The Hodge star operator is given in

components by
%1 A°R? — A'R?

1
(*Oé)a = 5 ; €abcObc
c

where €, is the 3-dimensional alternating tensor with €103 = 1. To distinguish between
the star operators on R? and R* we will sometimes write them as %3 and 4.

Consider what happens to the anti-self-duality equation (L3) if we decree that
a connection A is translation invariant. Of course, this is equivalent to looking at
connections on the ‘generalized torus’ R*/A with A = R, that satisfy a symmetry
reduction of the ASD condition. Let Ag, A1, As, Ag be the matrices representing A in
some global trivialisation of [E, and suppose that the matrices are independent of xg.
Then, using (C2) and (Fa)ij = 0;A; — 0;A; + [Ay, Aj], we see that F is ASD iff

023 — 03A9 + [Ag, Ag] = 01A¢ + [A1, Ag] (1.4)

holds, together with the two equations obtained by cyclic permutations in {1,2,3}. Let
E be a unitary bundle over R? with some fixed trivialisation. From this point on we
will restrict to unitary bundles for the rest of the thesis. Let A be the connection on F
with components A1, Ay, Ag in this trivialisation and let ® be the endomorphism of FE

represented by Ag. Then (L) and its cyclic permutations can be written as
xI'y =V ®. (1.5)

This is the Bogomolny equation. Note that conversely, any solution to the Bogomolny
equation can be used to construct a translation invariant ASD connection on R* via
the same argument. The endomorphism @ is called a Higgs field.

A monopole is a unitary solution (A, ®) to the Bogomolny equation whose energy
[Fall® + | Va®|? = / tr {*Fa A Fg ++V 20 A VP}
R3

is finite. The finite energy condition can be re-expressed in terms of the asymptotic
behaviour of A and ®. For SU(2) monopoles the asymptotic condition is that ||®| — u
as r — 0o where r is the standard polar coordinate on R3. (In fact there are additional

conditions that will not concern us till later.) On the 2-sphere at infinity ® therefore

7



has eigenvalues +iu, defining two eigenbundles. We let £k be the first Chern classes
of these eigenbundles, and say that the monopole (A, ®) has charge k. Note that
instantons cannot be translation invariant, since this would contradict the finite action
condition.

We can perform further translation reduction: consider an ASD connection A on
R* whose components Ag, A1, Ay, Az are independent of x1, o, x3 in some trivialisation.

The anti-self-duality equation becomes
OoA1 + [Ag, A1] + [Ag, A3] =0 (1.6)

plus cyclic permutations in {1,2,3}. In a similar way to the reduction to the monopole
case above, A determines a connection V and three endomorphisms T7,75,73 on a

vector bundle over R; from ([CO) we see that these satisfy

1
VIi+3 Z €ijk[ Ty, Tk] = 0. (1.7)
Jk
This is Nahm’s equation. Following the sketch of the Nahm transform at the start of
the Chapter, we expect solutions to Nahm’s equation to correspond to solutions of the

Bogomolny equation under the transform.

1.1.3 Gauge transformations

Monopoles and instantons are studied modulo the action of the group of bundle auto-
morphisms preserving the base manifold. These automorphisms are referred to as gauge
transformations. In particular, the Nahm transform is defined modulo this gauge ac-
tion. If local trivialisations are fixed, the action of a gauge transformation is the same
as a change of trivialisation. We therefore sometimes refer to fixing a local trivialisation
as ‘fixing a gauge’.

For an instanton A on a U(n) bundle E — R*, a gauge transformation g acts on

sections of E by s + gs and on A by V, — ¢gVg~ L

In a local trivialisation over
some open region U C R*, ¢ becomes a map g : U — U(n) and V, is represented by

matrix-valued functions Ag, Ay, Ag, A3 : U — u(n). The action of g is given by

Ay ghag™! —dgg'.

Similarly, for a monopole (A4, ®) on a U(n) bundle E — R3, a gauge transformation g

1 and on ® by ® — gPg~!. In

acts on sections of E by s — gs, on A by V4 +— gVag™
a local trivialisation over some open region U C R?, g becomes a map g : U — U(n),
® becomes a map ® : U — u(n), and V4 is represented by Aj, Ay, A3 : U — u(n). The
action of g on ® is given by

P — gbg !



and on A by

1 1

Ay = gAag " —dgg .

Gauge transformations for bundles over the 4-torus and over S! x R3 are defined in an

analogous way.

1.1.4 Spin structures and Dirac operators

The Nahm transform is defined using Dirac operators on R*/A. In this Section we fix
our notation and conventions for such operators. We start, however, by recalling the
definition of a spin structure on an arbitrary manifold. References [12], [39] and [T4]
provide more background material, and proofs of all the statements.

Suppose M is an oriented smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let F' be
the principal SO(n) bundle of oriented orthogonal frames for the tangent bundle. A
spin structure for M is a pair (F ,0) where F is a principal Spin(n)-bundle over M,
and o : I/ — F is a two-to-one covering such that the restriction to each fibre is the
double covering Spin(n) — SO(n). The obstruction to the existence of a spin structure
is the second Stiefel-Whitney class, which is contained in H?(M,Zs) (see [I2, Section
1.1.4]), and the number of spin structures is counted by H'(M, Zs). If a spin structure
exists then M is called a spin manifold. The spin bundle S — M is defined to be the
vector bundle associated to the Spin(n) principal bundle F via the spin representation.
It comes equipped with a representation ~ of the Clifford algebra of the tangent space
T,.M on the fibre S, for each x € M, and this is used to define the Dirac operator.

When M = R%, it is easy to check that there is a unique spin structure. Since
Spin(4) = SU(2) x SU(2) it follows that the spin bundle S decomposes into two SU(2)
bundles S*,S~ with S = ST ® S~ (see [12, Section 3.1.1]). The spin representa-
tion 7 respects this decomposition in the following way. Given the orthonormal frame
(Ozgs Oy » Oy s Ong) the endomorphisms v(9;,) : S — S decompose as

Y(Or,) = (70 76’) ST ST - STesT,

fora = 0,1,2,3. Since +y is a representation of the Clifford algebra these endomorphisms
satisfy

Yo + V5 Ya = 20ap- (1.8)
In particular, we can choose bases for ST and S~ in which the endomorphisms are

given by matrices

S ) BT ) L) SRS B R

Note that these satisfy
Vi = =% and VY = —W, (1.10)
9



where {i,j,k} is a cyclic permutation of {1,2,3}. Let V be the covariant differential
operator on some bundle E — R?* associated to some unitary connection A, and let

Vo, V1, Va, V3 be its components in the frame (0y,, Oz, , Oy, Oz;). The Dirac operators

DI :T(ST®E)—»T(S"®E) and D, :T(S”®E) =T (ST ®E) (1.11)
are defined by
3
Dfs= Z%V@S (1.12)
a=0
and
3
Dys=— Z’y;kvas, (1.13)
a=0

and are called the Dirac operators coupled to the bundle E via the connection A.

Next consider the two cases M = R*/A where A = Z or Z* (i.e. M = S x R3 or
M = T*%). The spin bundle and spin representation v are invariant under the action of
A, and so descend to the quotient. Thus in both cases M has a spin bundle S = ST®S ™,
together with Dirac operators defined by equations ([CIIl)—([CT3).

The following Weitzenbock formula holds on M = R?*, S1 x R?, and T*:

Lemma 1.14. Given any section s of ST @ E we have

DyDfs==> VaVas— > %iw(F N ab
a a<b

where Fg 18 the self-dual part of the curvature Fa of A.

Proof: Using the relations (C8) and definitions (CI2)-(CI3]) we have

3
DyDf == %wVaVs

a,b=0
=—(D_%1VaVa) = (D nwVaVs)
a a#b
==Y VaVa— > % n(VaVe = Vi Va).
a a<b
The last term can be rewritten as
> vi(Fa)ab- (1.15)

a<b

A basis of anti-self-dual 2-forms is given by
dxg N\ dxr1 — dxo A dxs, dzg N\ dry — dxs Adxy, drg A dxs — dxy A dxs.

Substituting these forms into ((CIH) and using (LI0), we see that the final term vanishes

on the anti-self-dual part of Fj, establishing the lemma. O

10



Finally, consider M = R3. In this case the spin bundle is a Spin(3) = SU(2)
bundle which we denote S(3). We can find a trivialisation of S(3) in which the spin
representation y(0;) for j = 1,2,3 is given by 7;, where the «; are defined by ([LCH).
Given a unitary bundle E over R? and a unitary connection A on E, the Dirac operator

coupled to A is defined by
Da:T(S3 @ FE) = T(S3 ®FE)
3
DA = Z ’}’jv]'.
j=1
Note that we will often want to use identifications
St g’ﬂ'*S(g,), S™ %W*S(g), (1.16)
where 7 is the projection m : R* — R3 or 7 : S x R? — R3.

1.1.5 The Nahm transform on the 4-torus

As described on page B, the Nahm transform is a correspondence between ASD con-
nections on R*/A and ASD connections on (R*)*/27A*, where A C R?* is a group of
translations. The Nahm transform on the 4-torus (when A = Z%) is in some ways the
most natural version, and the other cases of the transform can be regarded as general-
izations of the 4-torus version. In this Section we present the Nahm transform on T*
following Braam-van Baal [6] and Donaldson-Kronheimer [I2, Section 3.2]; later, we
will use this as the framework into which the other cases fit, in particular the transform
for calorons.

Let A be a maximal lattice in R* and let T = R*/A. As before, the dual lattice A*
consists of elements of (R*)* taking integer values on A, and we define the dual torus
to be T* = (R*)*/2rA*. We equip T* with the flat Riemannian metric induced from
(R*)*, and denote the spin bundles S*. Note that if A is generated by {moeo, - - ., u3es}
where 1, € R and e, ..., es is the standard basis of R* then T* has periods 27/ g for
a=0,1,2,3.

The dual torus T™ parameterizes flat U(1) connections on 7' in the following way.
Any ¢ € (RY)* can be regarded as a 1-form with constant coefficients on T' via &
> &adxy. The connection d — i€ on the trivial line bundle C x T is flat, and we denote
the line bundle with this connection by L¢. Two points £1,& € (R*)* determine gauge

equivalent connections iff there is a well-defined gauge transformation g satisfying

i(61 — &) = dgg ™"
< g(z) = expi(§s — &2) - @ (1.17)

11



where x is the coordinate on R*. The map g¢ is a well-defined gauge transformation
g: T —=U(1)iff & —& € 2mA*. Thus L¢, and L, are gauge equivalent iff & —&; € 2mA¥,
and T parameterizes gauge equivalence classes of flat U(1) connections on 7.

Next, fix a unitary vector bundle E over T with a unitary ASD connection A. We
restrict to connections that are ‘irreducible’ in the following sense (the definition is

taken directly from [12]):

Definition 1.18. The connection A is WFF (without flat factors) if there is no splitting
E =E’' @ L¢ compatible with A for any flat line bundle L.

For each ¢ € (R*)* we can consider the bundle E; = E ® L¢ equipped with the
induced connection A¢. Using some fixed trivialisation of E, A¢ is represented by
A®1—1®i€ where (by abuse of notation) A is a matrix of 1-forms. It is easy to check
that A¢ is ASD for all {. We can write down the Dirac operators on 1" coupled to E¢

via Ag, following definitions ([CIT)—(CI3):
D :T(S*@E® L) » T(STRE® L)

where
D} = Df —in€), D; =Dy +ir"(€), (1.19)

and 7 is the spin representation for R%. Since A¢ is ASD, applying Lemma [T we have
— + o *
D£ Df — VAEVAE'

Thus s € ker Dg iff [[Vacs|| = 0, in which case s is a covariant constant section of
E ® L¢, and, if non-trivial, yields a splitting E = E' & Lz. Since we are assuming that
A is WFF it follows that Dg is injective.

Via standard results on elliptic operators, Dg is Fredholm for all £ € T™ and has
constant L?-index. Since Dgr is injective, using the Fredholm alternative it follows that
dim ker Dg = —index Dgr and this is independent of £&. Moreover, the fibres I@lg =
coker Dg = ker D, define a vector bundle E over (R*)* which inherits an hermitian
metric from the L? hermitian metric on T'(S~ ® E). Let F be the bundle over (R*)*
whose fibre at & consists of L? sections of S~ ® E ® L¢ so that [ is a sub-bundle of I,
and let ]55 be the L? orthogonal projection onto ker Dg . Let P be the map on ) given
fibrewise by P:. Using the standard covariant derivative d on the trivial bundle FF, we

can define a unitary connection AonE by
V,=P-d (1.20)

Finally, note that

D¢y, = (expin - z)D; (exp —in - z)

12



for all n € 2rA* so that (expin-x): T — U(1) is a gauge transformation identifying
ker D, with ker D . Hence 2rA* acts on E — (R*)*, and the quotient is a bundle
over 1™, which we also denote . The connection A respects this action and descends

to a connection over T™ in the same way.

Definition 1.21. If A is a unitary WFF ASD connection on a unitary bundle E — T
then (I@,A) is called the Nahm transform of (E,A), where [E — T* is given fibrewise by
E¢ = coker DZ and A is defined by ([CZ0).

The transform is non-trivial, in that, when ¢;(E) = 0, the rank and Chern classes

of £ are given by:

rank(E) = ¢, (E)
a(E)=0
¢o(E) = rank(E).

(When ¢;(E) # 0 there is a very similar formula.) The relations are a direct result of
the index theorem for families due to Atiyah-Singer, and a proof is given in [I2, Section
3.2.2].

The key point is the following:

Proposition 1.22. The Nahm transform (E,A) of (E,A) is ASD.

Proof: The curvature Fj of A is given by
F; = PdPdPP,

where P is the L?-projection onto ker Dg at each point £ € T™. Now

P =1-DfG:D;
where

Ge = (Dg DH) ™
Substituting this into the expression for Fj; we obtain

Fy = P(dDF)G(dD; ) P.

From (CI9), we have

dD} = =iy yadé, and dDg =i ~;dg,.
a b

Since

(Z '}/adga) A (Z ’yl’)kdgb)
a b
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is ASD (which can be checked by substituting in the matrices v, from ([C3) and compar-
ing with the anti-self-duality equation), it follows that A is ASD provided G¢ commutes
with Clifford multiplication for all £. But Lemma [CT4] shows that Ggl =D, Dg com-

mutes with Clifford multiplication, so the Proposition follows. O

Another remarkable property of the Nahm transform is that—like the Fourier
transform—it is invertible, and the inverse is the transform itself (up to factors of
27 and sign). It turns out that given an ASD WFF connection (E,A), not only is A
ASD, but it is also WFF, so the transform can be applied again to (E, A) The inverse
transform is defined in the following way.

Just as T* parameterizes the flat line bundles on T, the torus T parameterizes flat
line bundles over T* via the identification = +— d — i) z,d¢,. We write f}x to denote
the line bundle and flat connection corresponding to € T', and, given a unitary bundle
F and unitary connection B over T, let D;ct be the Dirac operators coupled to F ® L,

via B twisted by Ly:
Df:T(S*@F® L) = T(SToF® L,).

If B is WFF and ASD then the inverse Nahm transform, (F,B), is defined entirely

analogously to the original transform, so that F has fibre ker D, foreach x € T.

Theorem 1.23. If A is a WFF ASD unitary connection on E — T then A is WFF.
Hence (VE, VA) is well defined and there is a natural isomorphism w : E — E such that
w*(A) = A.

The analogy with the Fourier transform for functions on R™ is obvious—indeed
Donaldson-Kronheimer call the Nahm transform the ‘Fourier transform for ASD con-
nections’.

There are two approaches to proving the Theorem, as described by Braam-van Baal
[6] and Donaldson-Kronheimer [I2] respectively. The first approaches uses relations
between harmonic spinors on T" and harmonic spinors on 7*. Given an ASD connection
A and its transform A, there is an elegant relation between the Greens function G of
Dy D} on T* and solutions 1¢(z) to D¢ on T. The Greens function G, is given very
explicitly, and it follows quite readily that A is WFF. There is also a formula expressing
the solutions 1, (€) to D, on T* in terms of the solutions 1¢(z) to D, . Using these
two relations one constructs the desired isometry w: E — E. The second approach to
the Theorem is to convert the problem into an equivalent one in holomorphic geometry
that can be solved using 0-cohomology and spectral sequences. ASD connections on
T are characterized by the following: a unitary connection A on a unitary bundle E is
ASD if and only if it defines a holomorphic structure on E for each complex structure

on T. There is also an identification between the spaces of forms Q%9 @ Q%2 and
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Q%1 over T with the spin bundles S*,S~. This characterization allows one to move
between ASD connections on unitary bundles and d-operators on holomorphic bundles.
The holomorphic version of the transform was first given by Mukai [30]; Donaldson-
Kronheimer also give a proof of the holomorphic version together with the details of

how to move between ASD connections and holomorphic bundles.

Remarks

(1) In algebraic geometry the transform of Mukai between holomorphic bundles over
complex tori has been generalized to give the ‘Fourier-Mukai’ transform—a transform
between bundles over algebraic varieties (e.g. elliptic surfaces, K3 surfaces). This has

been very successful in the study of moduli spaces of bundles over these surfaces.

(2) The Nahm transform is a hyperKé&hler isometry between the moduli spaces M(E)
and /Vl(fE) of WFF ASD connections on E and E. The moduli spaces are smooth
manifolds away from the connections with flat factors and are equipped with natural
metrics, given by the L? metrics on 1-forms over T' and T*. The ASD equation implies
that these metrics are hyperKéhler. Braam-van Baal [6] prove the Nahm transform on
the 4-torus is a hyperKéahler isometry. It is conjectured that this holds for the transform

for other cases of A, and this has been proved in certain cases.

This concludes our description of the Nahm transform on 7%. Next we consider the
transform when A is a general group of translations, reviewing the cases that have been

studied in the literature.

1.1.6 The Nahm transform on the generalized torus

We want to consider the ‘generalized torus’ T = R*/A where A = \g X A1 X Ay X A3
and A\, = {0}, Z, or R for each a = 0,...,3. It can be thought of as the limit of
the 4-torus with generators {ugeg,...,puses} C R* where some of the Lo tend to zero
or infinity. Recall that the dual torus has periods 27/p,, so ‘shrinking’ u, to zero
(i.e. taking A, = R) corresponds to ‘stretching’ a period on the dual torus (i.e. taking
Ar = {0} where A* = A\§ x ... x A\}) and vice versa. Given some generalized torus,
one can attempt to carry across all the theory in Section to give a version of the
Nahm transform in this new setting. Many aspects carry across readily, but two main

problems are encountered:

1. In all cases other than the 4-torus we can assume 7' is non-compact (since if T
is compact then 7™ must be non-compact and we can swap the two around). It
becomes necessary to impose boundary conditions at infinity on the connection
A to ensure that Dg is Fredholm—and even with these conditions Dgr may fail
to be Fredholm for certain values of £&. The Nahm data will contain singularities

at the points where Dgr is not Fredholm. In fact E will not in general be a single
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vector bundle, but may change rank at these singular points. This introduces a
new element into the problem: one must give boundary conditions for A and A
at infinity and singular points, and then show that these can be recovered from

each direction of the transform.

2. A related problem is that the index theorem for families relating the topology
of E and E does not hold on non-compact manifolds or for singular connections.
Furthermore, while index theorems on non-compact manifolds do exist in the
literature, they depend heavily on the precise nature of the geometry at infinity.
It may therefore be necessary to prove a new index theorem depending on A and
the nature of the boundary conditions being imposed, for each different case of

the transform.

Various cases of the transform on the generalized torus exist in the literature, and
we review these next. We describe the constructions of instantons and monopoles in
some detail, as these cases are directly relevant to the caloron case, but delay comment-

ing on the literature until Section [CIZZl We let 7™ denote the n-torus S* x --- x S

The case T = R*, T* = {0}: the ADHM construction of instantons. A de-
scription of the ADHM construction as a generalization of the Nahm transform on the
4-torus is given in [I2, Chapter 3]. We give a brief sketch of the construction, comparing
with what you might expect naively from the 4-torus transform.

Let (E,A) be an instanton with charge k (recall the definition in Section [CTTI).
There is a unique flat line bundle over R* and the dual torus 7% is a single point, so
to perform the Nahm transform we consider only the Dirac operator Dg rather than
the family of operators Dgr . The boundary condition on (E,A) (i.e. the assumption
that the instanton extends to the compactification S*) allows the Atiyah-Singer index
theorem to be applied. This shows that D;{ is Fredholm with index —k, so [ is just the
k-dimensional vector space coker D;{. In analogy with the transform for 7%, we expect
A to be an ASD connection over R?* invariant under any translation. This would be

represented by skew-hermitian endomorphisms
Tus = iP(245) (1.24)
for s € coker D;{, satisfying

[To, Th] + [13, T3] = 0 (1.25)

and cyclic permutations in {1, 2,3} (the fully translation invariant ASD equation). In
fact when we perform the transform, the RHS of equation ((LZH) turns out to be non-

zero. This ‘surprise’ arises as a direct result of the non-compactness of R?.

16



The correct dual picture is the following. Let

Ax) = Z (Ta iam) @70 : CF@ 8§t = CFlg §- (1.26)

where Ty, is a k X k skew-hermitian matrix and A\, a rank k row vector, for a =0, ..., 3.

The map A(z) is the analogue of the Dirac operator D} . Under the assumptions

A(z) is injective for all , and

A*(x)A(xr) commutes with the v matrices for all , (1.27)

coker A(x) defines an SU(2) bundle E over R* as z varies. This has ca(E) = k, and an
analogue of Proposition shows that the induced connection A is ASD. Atiyah and
others [0, @] proved that every SU(2) instanton can be constructed in this way—this is
the ADHM construction. Expanding ((CZ7) gives

[To, Th] + [T2, Ts] = (AgA1 — ATAo) + (A2A3 — A3)2)

and cyclic permutations in {1,2,3}; this is the correct version of equation (LC2H). To
obtain the ADHM data {T,,\, : a =0,...,3} from a given instanton (E,A) one must
consider the Nahm transform less naively than we did above. Careful analysis of the

asymptotic behaviour of the solutions in coker D;{ can be used to obtain the A,.

The case T = R3, T* = R: the construction of monopoles. The following sketch
of the Nahm transform for SU(2) monopoles as a generalization of the transform on
the 4-torus follows Nakajima [34]. We comment on other approaches in the literature
in Section [CT7

We have already seen how a translation invariant anti-self-dual connection A is
equivalent to a solution (A, ®) of the Bogomolny equation. We can perform a similar

reduction on the Dirac operator Dg . Using the identifications [LT0, Dg reduces to
De=Da+®—i:T(S3 @ E) = T(S3 @ F) (1.28)

where ¢ € R is the coordinate on the dual torus. The rank of the Nahm transform is
given by the dimension of the cokernel of D.

An important role will be played in this thesis by Callias’ index theorem [7], which
gives a formula for the index of operators like D¢ on odd dimensional manifolds. The
original version of the theorem applied to operators on bundles over M = R"™ for odd m,
but was generalized by Anghel [3] and Rade [38] to apply more widely. The generalized

version applies to operators of the form
Dyo=Da+10®:C®°(M,S®E)— C®(M,S®E)

where M is a complete open odd-dimensional spin manifold with spin bundle S; E is

a unitary vector bundle on M; D4 is the Dirac-operator coupled to F via a unitary
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connection A; and & is a skew-adjoint endomorphism of £. The main condition required
is that ® should be invertible outside some compact set My C M and on the boundary
OMy (some mild additional conditions are also required). If this is the case, then ®
decomposes E|gyy, as a direct sum E|gp, = ET@® E~ where E™T consists of eigenvectors
of —i® that have positive eigenvalue, and E~ consists of eigenvectors with negative

eigenvalue.

Theorem (Callias-Anghel-Rade). Under the assumptions above, Dy ¢ is Fredholm
with L?-index given by

ind Dag = — A(dMp) A ch(ET) (1.29)
OMy

where ch denotes the Chern character of a bundle and A is the fl—genus. (See [39,

Chapter 2] for background on characteristic classes and genera.)

Returning to the operator D¢ defined by (L28), we want to apply Callias’ theorem
to compute its index. Suppose that (A, ®) satisfies the SU(2) monopole boundary
condition, so that at infinity ® has eigenvalues +iu defining eigenbundles with Chern

classes k. Since the A-genus of the two sphere is trivial, ([CZ3) gives
ind D¢ = —c;(ET)[S%)]

provided ®—i€ is invertible on 51%2 for all sufficiently large R. Here E™ is the eigenbundle
over 512% on which —i(® — i) is positive, ¢; denotes the first Chern class, and S%% is the
2-sphere with radius R. Since this result is independent of R we can take the limit as
R — oo, and write ind D¢ = —ci(ET)[S%]. When £ > p, ET is trivial so the index
is zero; when ¢ < —pu, ET is the whole vector bundle over 512%7 so the index is zero
again; and when p > £ > —u, ET is the eigenbundle with Chern class k so the index is
—k. A Weitzenbock formula like Lemma [LT4] shows that Dg is injective, so the Nahm
transform of (A, ®) consists of a bundle £ over the interval (—u, ) C R with rank k.
The analogue of A is a connection V and skew-adjoint endomorphisms 77, 75,75 on

F defined by

Vs = P(9s) (1.30)
Tjs = iP(zjs), j=1,2,3 (1.31)

for a family s(¢) € coker De¢. These satisfy Nahm’s equation (L). Near the singulari-
ties £ = £ there is a parallel gauge in which the T} have a simple pole:
RE
T;(¢€) = —2— + analytic function,
! EEp

and at each singularity the residues Rji define an irreducible representation of su(2)

with dimension k.
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Conversely, given such a connection V and endomorphisms 7} on a rank k bundle

E— (—u, i), the analogue of D is the operator

3 3
A@)=V+) Tjoy—iy 207 T(ES5T) +T(EeS) (1.32)
j=1 j=1
for € R3. Nahm’s equation implies A is injective, and the singularity condition

implies that A has index —2, so coker A(z) is a rank 2 bundle over R3. We then define

Vas = P(ds)
bs =iP(&s)

where s(x) € coker A(x) for each . An analogue of Proposition [[2ZAshows (A, ®) satis-
fies the Bogomolny equation ([CAl), and the monopole also satisfies the SU(2) monopole

boundary condition with eigenvalues +iu and charge k.

The case T = T' x R3, T* = T': calorons. Existing work on the transform for

calorons is reviewed in Section

The case T = T? x R?, T* = T2. Jardim [ZT] has recently proved the existence and
invertibility of the transform for this case. The transform takes instantons on 72 x R?
satisfying certain decay conditions to solutions of the so-called Hitchin equations on 72
with point singularities. The proof has a strong algebro-geometric flavour by regarding
T as a complex manifold 72 x C, and in broad terms follows the proof of the transform

on T* in [TZ, Chapter 3].

The case T = T3 x R, T* = T3. Van Baal [41], 42] has studied instantons on 73 x R
and the Nahm transform, in particular with ‘twisted boundary conditions’ (conditions

on every half period, as well as full periodicity).

1.1.7 Notes on the literature for the Nahm transform

In Section [CTH we presented the constructions of instantons and monopoles as gen-
eralizations of the Nahm transform on the 4-torus. Historically, this is not how these
constructions arose—in this Section we describe approaches to the Nahm transform for
instantons and monopoles as they occurred in the literature.

The ADHM construction of instantons [5] arose from developments in twistor theory
in the late 1970’s. Ward [&3] proved a correspondence between instantons on S* and
certain holomorphic bundles on the twistor space P3(C) of S*. In turn, the ADHM
construction [B] was a complete construction of these bundles, thereby giving a complete
construction of instantons.

In the early 1980’s Nahm [32, B3] sketched the Nahm transform, showing how it

encompassed the ADHM construction, and describing the transform for monopoles and
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SU(2) Monopole

/

Nahm data

Spectral curve

Figure 1.1: Hitchin’s circle of ideas

calorons. It was apparent from this work, but not explicitly stated, that the transform
would work on T# and generalized tori. At roughly the same time Mukai [30] proved the
existence and invertibility of the transform between holomorphic bundles over complex
tori which we mentioned on page Later, Corrigan-Goddard [9] provided some of
the details missing from Nahm’s original work on the transform for instantons and
monopoles.

Up to this point there was no rigorous proof of the transform for monopoles including
the singularities in the Nahm data. Hitchin [I7] proved the correspondence between
SU(2) monopoles and Nahm data via spectral curves of monopoles. Using twistor
theory he proved a correspondence between SU(2) monopoles and certain algebraic
curves in the twistor space TP1(C) of R? [I6]. Instead of constructing the Nahm
data directly from the cokernel of a Dirac operator coupled to a monopole, Hitchin [I7]
considered the spectral curve of the monopole and constructed a set of Nahm data from
this. By going round the circle shown in Figure [[Jl and proving the monopole obtained
is isomorphic to the monopole started from, Hitchin showed that the construction
of SU(2) monopoles from Nahm data is complete. Hurtubise-Murray [20] adopted a
similar approach to prove completeness of the Nahm transform for SU(n) monopoles.

In 1989 Braam-van Baal [6] described the Nahm transform on T* as we presented
it in Section [CTH, in terms of ASD connections and Dirac operators, rather than the
holomorphic approach of Mukai [30]. At a similar time, Nakajima [34] proved the exis-
tence and invertibility of the Nahm transform for SU(2) monopoles by ‘direct’ means
(i.e. via analysis of the relevant Dirac operators obtained by dimensional reduction of
the transform on 7%), rather than by the spectral curve method. A direct proof for

SU(n) monopoles is yet to be given.

1.1.8 Twistor theory and spectral curves for monopoles

In this Section we expand on the twistor theory used to prove the existence of the Nahm
transform for monopoles. The twistor space for R? is the set of oriented geodesics in R3.
This can be identified with the tangent space to the 2-sphere, 7'S? = TP (C). Hitchin

[T6] proved a correspondence between certain rank 2 holomorphic bundles over twistor
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space TP1(C), and SU(2) solutions (A, P) to the Bogomolny equation on a bundle
E — R3. Given a solution (A4, ®), the fibre E, at z € TP(C) of the corresponding
bundle is given by

E.={scT(E}.): (Vy —i®)s =0}

where «, is the oriented geodesic in R3 corresponding to z, and U is the unit vector
along ~v,. Imposing the SU(2) boundary conditions on the monopole, some analysis
reveals that there is a holomorphic rank 1 sub-bundle L™ of E, whose fibre at z is given

by sections of E over «, solving
(Vuy —i®)s =0 (1.33)

that decay in the direction of the oriented geodesic 7,. Similarly there is a holomorphic
rank 1 sub-bundle L~ whose fibre at z is given by solutions of (L33]) over v, that decay
in the opposite direction. The spectral curve S C TP;(C) is then defined by

S={zecTP(C): LT =L}

so S consists of geodesics over which there exist solutions to (L33]) which decay at both
ends of the geodesic. The spectral curve is a compact algebraic curve, and from it one
can reconstruct E and hence the original monopole. In other words, monopoles are
uniquely determined by their spectral curves. Proofs for all these statements are given
n [16]. As described in Section [[T7, the spectral curve is used to prove completeness
of the construction of SU(2) monopoles from Nahm data in [I7]. The Nahm data is
given in terms of a flow on the Jacobian of the spectral curve.

As we mentioned above, twistor theory and spectral curves have also been used to
prove completeness of the Nahm transform for SU(n) monopoles. In [20] Hurtubise-
Murray describe spectral curves and Nahm data for SU(n) monopoles, and give a
chain of constructions equivalent to those in Figure [LTl The spectral curve of an
SU(n) monopole has (n — 1) components in TP (C) with some prescribed intersection
relations. More relevant to us, however, is the Nahm picture for SU(n) monopoles.

Given an SU(n) monopole (A,®) we assume that at infinity ¢ has eigenvalues
i1, ..., ip, which define eigenbundles with Chern classes ki, ..., k,. (There are other
boundary conditions which we ignore for the moment.) The pu; are ordered so that
pn < ... < pi. Hurtubise-Murray [20] show that the Nahm picture for (A4, ®) consists
of (n — 1) bundles X,, over the intervals [pp41, itp], p=1,...,n — 1, such that

rank X, = ki + -+ + kp. (1.34)

Each bundle is equipped with a connection V, and endomorphisms Tg , = 1,23,

satisfying Nahm’s equation. At each p, there is a gluing condition between the bundles
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Terminating component:

this piece of the Nahm data
Rank has a singularity exactly like
Rank= k; + ks that for SU(2) data.

Continuing component: this
piece of the Nahm data is
Rank= ki + ko + k3 continuous across the join.

/ Rank= ki

a4 143 p2 pa 3

Figure 1.2: Typical U(4) monopole Nahm data illustrating gluing conditions at the
singularities

Rank

Zero jump: the Nahm data
has a prescribed discontinu-
ity across the join.

4 143 p2 pa 3

Figure 1.3: Typical U(4) monopole Nahm data with a zero jump

22



Xp and X1, which depends on the ranks of X}, and X,_;: see Figures and
When k, = 0, rank X, = rank X, 1 and we call this a ‘zero jump’.

This form for the Nahm data is precisely what you expect if you consider the cokernel
of Dg¢, the Dirac operator defined by equation (L2§). Applying Callias’ index theorem
in a similar way as that on page[[§, D¢ is Fredholm except when & € {1,..., i, }, and

the dimension of the cokernel is given by

k1++kp Whenf c (Hp+l7:up)7

dim coker D¢ =
0 when £ < pp, or € > .

This agrees with equation ([C34).

1.2 Review of existing work on calorons

Recent work on calorons consists of two main strands. First there is the work of
Garland-Murray in which SU(n) calorons are regarded as monopoles whose structure
group is the loop-group of SU(n). Secondly, Kraan and others have proved the existence
of a version of the Nahm transform for a special kind of caloron, namely those with
unit instanton charge and vanishing monopole charges. Before reviewing this work,
however, we make some remarks on other places calorons appear in the literature.
Calorons and their applications to QCD at finite temperature were first studied
in the late 1970’s: [I0] contains a review of this work. In [I5], Harrington-Shepard
constructed an explicit SU(2) caloron by arranging a periodic array of charge-1 in-
stantons in R*. Later, others showed how to take monopole and instanton limits of the
Harrington-Shepard caloron (by letting the period tend to zero or infinity respectively).
Other explicit solutions have been constructed by Chakrabarti using various anséatze,
including calorons with non-trivial monopole charges: see [§] and the references therein.
Calorons and the Nahm transform have an interpretation in string and brane theory: a
caloron can be regarded as a periodic arrangement of strings and D-branes; the Nahm
transform is a correspondence between different brane configurations, called ‘T-duality’.

In this thesis, however, we steer clear of these stringy issues.

1.2.1 The loop group point of view

Garland and Murray [I3] make the remarkable observation that SU(n) periodic in-
stantons are the same as monopoles with the group LS U(n) as their structure group,
where LSU (n) is the semi-direct product of the loop group LSU(n) and U(1). In other
words, they show that the anti-self-duality equation (3] for a SU(n) connection on
R* is equivalent to the Bogomolny equation () for a LSU(n) monopole. Garland
and Murray go on to develop twistor theory and the spectral curve picture for periodic

instantons, by regarding them as loop-valued monopoles, and extending known results
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for regular monopoles. In a similar vein, Norbury [35] has extended the rational map
construction of SU(n) monopoles [T1] to a construction of LSU(n) monopoles based
on holomorphic maps from S? to a certain flag manifold.

In general we will not make much use of the loop group approach in this thesis;
on the other hand it often gives clues as to what one might expect for calorons, by
extending existing results for monopoles. In this Section we prove the correspondence
between calorons and loop-group monopoles, before sketching Garland and Murray’s
work [I3] on the spectral curve of a caloron. Finally we describe the form we expect
caloron Nahm data to take, as sketched by Garland and Murray [I3, Section 8]. First,
however, we make the following definitions.

Let G be a Lie group and g its Lie algebra. The loop group LG of G is the group of
smooth maps from S! to G with pointwise composition. Let Lg denote the Lie algebra
of LG, that is Lg = Map(S?, g). Define the Lie group LG to be the semi-direct product
of LG and U(1): as a set

LG = LG x U(1)

and the composition is
(91(0), €") 0 (g2(6),€*) = (g1(0 — g) © ga(8), €(*1792)),

(Note that there is a choice as to how we let U(1) act on LG. We have taken the choice
as above since, as we shall see, it gives an adjoint action corresponding to ordinary

gauge transformation on S x R3.) The Lie algebra ﬁg is then
Lg=Lg®iR.

The adjoint action of LG on ﬁg is given by

Ad(g(p),c10)(£(0),32) = (9()&(O)g™(©) — A%(@)g—l(@mx) (1.35)
where ©® = 0 + «, and the Lie bracket is
. N 0% 23!
[(£1(0), A1), (§2(0), iA2)] = ([€1(0), &2(0)] + )\IW - )\2W’0)' (1.36)

Next we want to describe the correspondence between SU(n) calorons and LSU (n)

monopoles. We will consider calorons with period 27 /p for some pg € R. These can
3 1 _ 2

/o X R where Sy, = R/(%Z).

x R3 fix a global trivialisation of E, and

be thought of as connections on bundles over S;
Given a connection A on a bundle E — 521

define A and ¢ by

/1o

Vi = Va + dwo(ds, + D) (1.37)

so that A is a loop of connections on a bundle £ — R3 and ® a loop of endomorphisms

on F, parameterized by x € S%W 0" We then define

A= (A(0),0), and ® = (®(6),iuo) (1.38)
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to be the LSU (n) monopole configuration on E corresponding to A, where § = poxg.
Conversely, given an LSU (n) monopole configuration of the form (C38) on a bundle E,
let E = p*E where p is the projection p : 53 _ o X R3 — R3, and define A using (IC37).
(Garland and Murray show that by gauge transforming, every finite energy LSU(n)
monopole can be written in the form (C38]).) We want to show that this correspondence

is gauge invariant. Let g : S; x R3 — SU(n) be a gauge transformation on E and

/1o
let () be the corresponding map R? — LSU(n). The LSU(n) gauge transformation

corresponding to g is then
G =1(g(0),0) : R® » LSU(n).
Under g, A and ® transform as
A AdjA — dgg™ = (gAg™ — dgg™,0)
& — Ady® = (gBg! — uo%g‘l,wo)

using the adjoint action (L3A)). Since g0y = Oy, this is exactly the same as the action

of g on A:

A, — gAag_l - agg_l'

Proposition (Garland and Murray [13]). Under the correspondence given above,

A is ASD if and only if A,® satisfy the Bogomolny equation.

Proof: Fixing a global trivialisation of E, A is represented by a matrix of 1-forms

3

=1

The coordinate form of the anti-self-duality equation () then implies

(Fa)as + (Fa)o1 =0

& O Az — 0349 + [Ag,Ag] + O0pA; — 01D + [@,Al] =0
0A
& 02 A3 — 03As + [Ag, As]+ = 01D + [41, @] — Moa—el

and cyclic permutations in {1,2,3}. These equations can be written invariantly as

0A
*FA :VAQ)—/L()%. (139)

On the other hand, the LSU(n) Bogomolny equation is
«[; =V ;0 (1.40)

where F' 4 is the curvature of A. However F 'i = (Fa(0),0), while from the bracket (36

we have
Vi@ = ((Va®)(0) — (1005A)(6),0).
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Hence (C39) and (C40) are equivalent. O

With the correspondence between SU(n) calorons and LSU(n) monopoles estab-
lished, Garland and Murray go on to consider the twistor theory and spectral curves of

calorons. The twistor space of S; x R3 can be obtained by lifting the translation

T
T — T + 27/po on R* to an actii)/i(l) on the twistor space P3(C) \ P1(C) of R*, and
quotienting by this action. (The twistor space TP1(C) of R? can be obtained in a
similar fashion.) The quotient is a bundle 7° over TP;(C) with fibre C* = C\ {0},
and it can be embedded in a fibre bundle 7 — TP;(C) with fibre P;(C). Just like the
monopole case, standard twistor theory methods show that a caloron (E, A) determines
a holomorphic bundle E° over twistor space T°. Garland and Murray show that if the
caloron satisfies certain boundary conditions, then E° extends to the compactification
to define a holomorphic bundle E — 7. The bundle E can then be used to define n
spectral curves in TP;(C): a point z € TP (C) lies in a given curve depending on the
existence of certain sections of E over the fibre of 7 — TP (C) above z. In particular,
sections over a fibre P1(C) of T are characterized by how they extend from C* to zero
and infinity. Garland and Murray then show how a caloron is determined by its spectral
curves, constructing a caloron from a set of spectral data.

Given the twistor picture for calorons, and arguing by analogy with the monopole
case, one can predict what the Nahm picture for calorons should look like — this is
sketched in [T3), Section 8|. First, however, we need to describe Garland and Murray’s
boundary conditions for calorons. They require that there is a gauge at infinity in which
a LSU(n) monopole (A,®) of the form (I38) agrees with a static (f-independent)
SU(n) monopole configuration. Thus a caloron can be characterized asymptotically
by the eigenvalues iu1,...,iu, of the Higgs field in this gauge, and the Chern classes
k1,...,k, (the ‘monopole charges’). There is an additional topological characteristic,
denoted kg and called the ‘instanton charge’, that is the obstruction up to deformation
on the interior of R? to the entire configuration being 6-independent. In terms of an
SU(n) periodic instanton (E, A) the boundary condition requires that there is a gauge
at infinity in which Ag = ® has eigenvalues iu1, ..., iu, etc.

We expect the Nahm data corresponding to such a caloron to consist of n bundles

Xp, p=1,...,n, over the intervals

I, o= [ppr1, pbp) CR/poZ, p=1,...,n—1, and I, := [p1—po, tn) C R/poZ. (1.41)

Each bundle X, is equipped with a connection and endomorphisms satisfying Nahm’s

equation. Furthermore, we anticipate the rank of the data to be given by
rank X, = ko + k1 +---+ k. (1.42)

(Garland-Murray do not give this formula, but it is implicit from their work.) At each
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Rank

ko + k1

S 1 A e

—(po + p1)  p1— po - 0 po —p1 po+ p1 3
Figure 1.4: Typical SU(2) caloron Nahm data

point £ = p, we expect the Nahm data to satisfy conditions entirely similar to those
for SU(n) monopoles (recall Figures [[2 and [[3]). A typical set of SU(2) caloron Nahm
data is illustrated in Figure [C4l

1.2.2 Calorons with vanishing monopole charges

The Nahm transform for calorons has been studied recently for SU(n) calorons with
unit instanton charge and vanishing monopole charges in a series of papers [23, 24, 22]
and [26]. In terms of the boundary conditions described in Section [[Z1] these calorons
have kg = 1 and k; = 0 for j = 1,...,n. In [23], 4], and [22], Kraan and others
construct such calorons from infinite arrays of ordinary ADHM data, corresponding to
an arrangement of instantons in R* repeated periodically, possibly with some topological
‘twist’. (This is, of course, a similar approach to the Harrington-Shepard construction,
but more general.) The caloron is given by the cokernel of an infinite-dimensional matrix
operator A(x), similar to the operator ([L26l) for the regular ADHM construction, but
constructed from this array of data. By regarding the algebraic equation A*(x)v =0
as a equation for the Fourier coefficients of a function on S', Kraan obtains the Nahm
picture for calorons. This agrees exactly with the Nahm picture conjectured at the end
of Section [CZT and consists of bundles X,,, p=1,...,n over the intervals ([C41]), each
equipped with a connection and skew-adjoint endomorphisms 77,75, 75. The bundles

all have rank 1, and so Nahm’s equation reduces to
VT; =0, j=12,3,

since the T; commute. Working in a parallel gauge on each bundle, the matrices
T1,T5,T3 are constant. At each point { = p, there is a ‘zero jump’ (i.e. rank X, =
rank X,,), and the matrices have some prescribed discontinuity there. Kraan and van
Baal [24] show that each discontinuity determines (and is determined by) a vector

Yp € R3. Note that each block of data X, is exactly the same as the Nahm data for a
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The Nahm matrices have On the interior of each in-

a prescribed discontinuity terval the Nahm matrices
Rank across each zero jump. are constant.
—— rank=

/

—(po + p1)  p1— po - 0 Bo —p1 po+ 3

Figure 1.5: Typical SU(2) caloron Nahm data with vanishing monopole charges and
unit instanton charge

charge-1 SU(2) monopole, and so the caloron can be said to consist of n ‘constituent
monopoles’. Kraan and van Baal show that the constituent monopoles are located
at the points y, € R3. This interpretation does not hold for higher charge calorons:
for example, consider a caloron with ky = 2 and vanishing monopole charges. The
Nahm data for the caloron should be discontinuous, but not singular, at each { = p,,
while the data for a charge-2 SU(2) monopole has singularities at its endpoints. The
caloron Nahm data therefore cannot be assembled from n sets of monopole Nahm data.
Figure illustrates Nahm data for Kraan’s calorons.

Since Nahm'’s equation can be solved completely in the case of unit instanton charge
and vanishing monopole charges, the construction of calorons can be given very explic-
itly. Roughly speaking, the locations of the ‘constituent monopoles’ yi,...,y, and
the values p1, ..., u, determine the Nahm data completely: expressions for the corre-
sponding caloron are given in terms of these data in [24]. Kraan and van Baal go on to
consider the moduli space of calorons, and argue completeness of their construction by
counting parameters. They also take various limits for the SU(n) caloron, obtaining
monopole (g — oo) and instanton (pg — 0) limits on the moduli space. Shrinking one
interval of the Nahm data gives a caloron with a ‘massless’ constituent monopole—the
Harrington-Shepard caloron can be obtained in this way. Independently of Kraan, Lee

[26] has given a very similar construction of calorons from this kind of Nahm data.

1.3 Overview of results

The aim of this thesis is to prove the existence of a version of the Nahm transform
for calorons as a generalization of the transform on the 4-torus. As indicated in Sec-
tion [LTBl many aspects of the Nahm transform on the 4-torus carry across directly to

the caloron case, but we encounter the following difficulties:

1. Boundary conditions. We need to specify boundary conditions on the caloron
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that are sufficiently strong for the transform from the caloron to the Nahm data
to be possible, but sufficiently weak to be recovered for a caloron constructed
from some set of Nahm data. The ‘dual’ problem—specifying conditions for the
Nahm data at singularities—is much more straightforward as we take these to
be exactly the same as the conditions for SU(n) monopoles. The main difficulty
in the construction of calorons from Nahm data is proving the caloron obtained
satisfies the boundary conditions; conversely, obtaining the singularity conditions

for the Nahm data constructed from a caloron is also a difficult problem.

2. The index formula. Given a caloron A we need a formula for the L%-index of
the Dirac operator D;{S = D;{ — 1€ in order to calculate the rank of the Nahm

data obtained from the transform.

Our approach to these problems and our main results can be summarized in the

following way:

Chapter 2: the topology of calorons.

We define boundary conditions for calorons and explore topological aspects such as
deformation of caloron configurations. The main innovation is that we work on closed
manifolds with boundary rather than open manifolds with asymptotic boundary con-
ditions, and thus consider calorons on S' x B° where R3 is the interior of the closed
ball B°. This allows the boundary conditions to be stated very succinctly, but the
drawback is that we have to do more work to recover them in the Nahm transform. A
U(n) bundle E — St x B is framed if it is equipped with a trivialisation f at infin-
ity. There is a topological obstruction, denoted co(E, f), to extending this to a global
trivialisation of E. Our boundary condition for a caloron A on E is that it should
resemble the pull-back of a U(n) monopole configuration in the trivialisation f. Thus
calorons are characterized by the eigenvalues iuyq, ..., iu, of the Higgs field at infinity,
the Chern classes ki, ..., k, of the corresponding eigenbundles, the period 27 /pg, and
the invariant kg = c2(E, f) of the framed bundle. We go on to define a map between
calorons in different topological classes which corresponds to a rotation of the Nahm
data round S*. This ‘rotation map’ has been considered previously by Lee [26 25] for
calorons with vanishing monopole charges, but its relation with the Nahm transform
has not been fully explored. It plays an important réle in our construction of calorons

from Nahm data.

Chapter 3: the transform from Nahm data to calorons.

Nahm data for calorons was described at the end of Section [L2Z1] Let N*(ko, E, 1o, [1)
denote the collection (modulo gauge transformations) of Nahm data characterized by

(ko, k, o, i), so that the data is singular at & = 1, ..., uy, and has rank given by ([CZ2).
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Here k = (k1,...,kyn) and similarly for /i, and we call (k:o,l;, Lo, [1) a set of caloron
boundary data. Let C*(ko, k, 1o, ) be the collection of calorons (modulo gauge trans-
formations) with boundary conditions defined by (ko, k, o, i1). We prove the following
in Chapter 3:

Theorem (Nahm data — caloron). For each set of boundary data (ko, k, o, i), the
Nahm transform is a well-defined map from N*(ko, k, o, 1) to C*(ko, k, 1o fL) -

Showing that the connection constructed from the Nahm data is ASD, periodic,
and SU(n), is relatively easy, and the main difficulty lies in recovering the boundary
conditions. In the notation of Section [LTH D, is the Dirac operator whose cokernel
gives the caloron. We define a model operator D} —a deformation of D —and prove
that the cokernel of D; gives a periodic connection satisfying the desired boundary
conditions, but not the ASD condition. We then prove that the boundary conditions
are not affected by the deformation, and conclude that the cokernel of D, therefore
satisfies the desired boundary conditions. This approach was used by Hitchin [T7] to
recover the boundary conditions for an SU(2) monopole. We have extended it in three
ways: firstly to deal with zero jumps (which cannot occur for an SU(2) monopole);
secondly to work right up to the boundary of ES; and finally to model D on the
interior as well as at infinity. This last point is necessary to recover kg, which is the
obstruction to extending the framing of the caloron to the interior, and so requires
understanding of D} (at least up to deformation) when x is in the interior of S* x B
Defining the model operator D; requires some ingenuity, and recovering the boundary

conditions occupies the majority of Chapter 3.
Chapter 4: the transform from calorons to Nahm data.
We aim to prove:

Theorem (Caloron — Nahm data). For each set of boundary data (ko,k, o, i),
the Nahm transform is a well-defined map from C*(ko, k, o, f£) to N*(ko, k, 140, fL)-

In particular, we have to prove that the rank of the Nahm data obtained is given
by (CZ2), and that the Nahm data obtained satisfies the desired singularity conditions.

The rank condition follows from the following theorem:

Theorem (The index theorem). Given a caloron A on a framed bundle (E, f) which
satisfies the boundary conditions specified by (ko, E, 1o, L), D;{’g = D;{ — 1€ is Fredholm
with L?-index

ind D ¢ = —(ko + k1 + ... + kp)

when & € interior I, and I, is defined by (LAD) forp=1,...,n.
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The proof of the index theorem involves two main steps. The first is a calculation of
the index when ko = ¢2(E, f) = 0, in which case the caloron can be deformed through
the space of calorons satisfying the boundary conditions, until it is independent of xg.
Callias’ index theorem [{] is used to compute the index in this case. The second step
uses an excision theorem of Gromov-Lawson [I4] to reduce the problem to the case
ko = 0. The theorem has been published, together with some material from Chapter 2,
n [36], and a copy of this paper is attached to the thesis.

The singularity conditions are recovered, in part at least, by generalizing Nakajima’s
analysis [34] of the singularities for SU(2) monopoles. We successfully recover the
singularity conditions at points { = p, where k, # 0 under the assumption of two
analytic conjectures given in Section EEZ4l Note that we do not give a complete proof
of the Theorem (Caloron — Nahm data): we do not recover the gluing conditions at
zero jumps in the Nahm data, and we do not show that the Nahm data obtained gives

rise to an injective operator D —a necessary condition for the Nahm data to lie inside
N*(k07 k7 Mo, ﬁ)

1.4 Open problems

Behaviour at the singular points. There are a few problems concerning the be-
haviour of the Nahm data constructed from a monopole or caloron which we do not

resolve. These are explained in Section EEZ41

Injectivity of the Nahm operator and invertibility of the transform. An ob-
vious ‘next step’ following this thesis is to prove that the transform from Nahm data to
calorons and the transform from calorons to Nahm data described in Chapters 3 and
4 are mutually inverse. One approach to proving invertibility is to adapt Donaldson
and Kronheimer’s method [I2, Chapter 3] that uses holomorphic geometry and 0-
cohomology. Another approach, more in keeping with the rest of this thesis, is to adapt
Nakajima’s analytic proof that the Nahm transform for SU(2) monopoles is invertible
[34, Sections 4 and 5]. We remarked above that our proof of the Theorem (Caloron —
Nahm data) is incomplete because we do not prove injectivity of the ‘Nahm operator’
D} = A(z) constructed from the Nahm data in a similar way to ([32)). Without this
established, it may not be possible to apply the inverse transform to go back to the
caloron. This is not a serious problem: if we perform the transform on a caloron, and
then form the Nahm operator A from the Nahm data obtained, it is easy to prove
that A(z) is injective away from a finite collection of points, so the inverse transform is
defined almost everywhere. A first step towards proving invertibility is to express the
Greens function of A*(z)A(z) in terms of smooth solutions ¢ of Dy ¢ = (D +i&)y) =0

(see 6, Section 2.3] for the 4-torus calculation). This Greens function should have some
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canonical form in terms of the spinors ¥. A proof by contradiction shows that A(z)
is injective: if it is not then the spinors ¢ cannot be smooth. Braam-van Baal [0
Proposition 2.5] and Corrigan-Goddard [9, Section 3] use an argument like this for the
4-torus and ADHM construction respectively. With this in place, adapting Nakajima’s
proof of invertibility should be quite straight-forward.

The moduli space of calorons. There are many open problems concerning the
moduli space of calorons, including fundamental problems such as proving existence
and smoothness, calculating the dimension of the space, and proving the existence of a
hyperKahler metric. These fundamental problems also apply to the space of Nahm data.
With these problems solved, it might be possible to prove that the Nahm transform is a
hyperKahler isometry between the two spaces. One could then explore the moduli space
of calorons by working on the space of Nahm data. Many of the problems investigated
for monopoles, for example calculation of the metric for widely separated constituents

or scattering for symmetric configurations, could be carried over to calorons.

Monopole and instanton limits of calorons. One of the reasons for studying
calorons is that they form an interpolating case between monopoles and instantons.
An obvious question to ask is whether we can find families of calorons with a monopole
or instanton limit. In terms of moduli spaces it might be possible to prove that mono-
poles and instantons form the boundary of the caloron moduli space in some sense.
Kraan and van Baal [22], 24] have constructed such families for calorons with vanishing
monopole charges and unit instanton charge. However, these involve taking the limit
as one interval of the Nahm data is contracted to zero (taking the ‘massless monopole
limit’ in physics language). This is the same as looking at monopoles and calorons with
non-maximal symmetry breaking—opening up a wide range of problems. Throughout

this thesis we will only consider calorons with maximal symmetry breaking.
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Chapter 2

The Topology of Calorons

This Chapter is concerned with topological aspects of calorons, especially boundary
conditions. Based on the boundary conditions used by Garland-Murray [I3, Section
3], in Section Il we define a set of boundary conditions which are sufficiently strong
for the Nahm transform from calorons to Nahm data to be possible, but which can
be recovered for a caloron constructed from some set of Nahm data. We draw the
reader’s attention to definitions 26 2O and BT these are central to the rest of
the thesis. In Section we study ‘large’ gauge transformations (non-periodic gauge
transformations that leave the caloron periodic) and a map between different calorons
given by such a gauge transformation, that in some sense corresponds to rotation of
the Nahm data round S!. Section contains a slight digression in which the caloron
boundary conditions are derived by regarding a SU(n) caloron as a LSU (n) monopole

and imposing the monopole boundary conditions.

2.1 Boundary conditions

Boundary conditions for objects on open manifolds can be regarded from two points of

view:

1. one can specify a set of asymptotic conditions that control behaviour as ‘infinity’

is approached;

2. alternatively, one can glue on a boundary to obtain a compact manifold with
boundary, and demand that objects extend to the boundary and have fixed be-

haviour there.

The second approach is motivated by the work of Melrose (see [27, 28]). It allows
the boundary conditions to be stated more concisely, and is the approach we adopt
to define the boundary conditions in Sections 211 and I acknowledge the help
of my supervisor, Michael Singer, with the definitions in this Section, many of which

appeared in our joint publication [36].

33



We compactify R3 by identifying it with the interior of the closed 3-ball B®. As

previously, we consider calorons with period 27/pug, and let S%W o = R/ (i—’gZ) Let
X = S%W/“O X ES, denote the boundary by 0X = S%w/uo x S2 andlet p: X — B° be
x R3.

the projection on to B°. The interior X° = X \ X can be identified with S2l7r I

Let xzg,...,x3 be the coordinates on X corresponding to the standard coordinates on

R* under projection R* — X, and orient X° so that dx, dz1,dxs, dxs is positive. Let

1
27 /po

length 27 /pg. Next we write down coordinates near the boundary of X and derive the

the metric g on S x R3 be the standard flat product metric that gives the circle
form of the metric ¢ in these coordinates. Let 7, y1,y2 be polar coordinates on R3, so
that r is the distance from the origin in R? and y1, y» are some local angular coordinates

on Sgo. We suppose y1 and y9 are chosen so that g takes the form

g = dr?* + r?(hidyi + hody3) + daj,
for some positive locally-defined functions h1, ho. Local coordinates near the boundary
of X will be x = 1, y1,y» and z, so that x becomes a boundary defining function:

x > 0 on X, with equality only at X, and dyx # 0 on 0X. Writing ¢ in terms of ¥,

dy* dy? dys | o
g = —r +h1—5 + ha—= + dag, 2.1
X4 XQ X2 0 ( )

so g is singular at the boundary.

2.1.1 Boundary conditions for monopoles

Let E — B° be the trivial U (n) vector bundle and let Eo, = E|g2 . Suppose Ay is
a U(n) connection on F,, @ is a skew-adjoint endomorphism on E,, and that the

following conditions are satisfied:

®, has n distinct constant eigenvalues, and (2.2)
n

A =P -d (2.3)
j=1

where P; is projection onto the j-th eigenbundle, and d is the covariant derivative on
Ew. It follows that V4 P = 0. The condition that the eigenvalues are distinct is
that of maximal symmetry breaking: although this is not required for many of our
results, we only prove the existence of the Nahm transform for calorons with maximal
symmetry breaking. We therefore assume maximal symmetry breaking from the outset.

Note that we also assume n > 2 (since we are ultimately interested in the gauge group

SU(n)).

Definition 2.4. A U(n) monopole configuration framed by (Ax, Poo) is a unitary con-

nection A on F and a skew-adjoint endomorphism ® on F that satisfy
A|S(2>o = Aoo and ¢|Sgo = q)oo
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We will also work with SU(n) monopole configurations, in which case we require ®
and ®,, to be trace-free and A to be compatible with the volume form. Note that a
monopole configuration is not required to satisfy the Bogomolny equation. The gauge
transformations are the unitary bundle automorphisms of E that are the identity at
infinity.

Let ip1,...,iuy be the eigenvalues of @, and order them so that p, < p,—1 <
-+ < p1. Let k; be the Chern class of the eigenbundle with eigenvalue ¢x;. Thus we
have k = (ki,...,kn) €Z"™ and i = (u1,. .., pn) € R™ satisfying:

1. Y7k =0,
2. pin < plp—1 < < pr.
This choice of notation matches that in [I3] and [20].

Definition 2.5. A pair (k, /i) is a set of U(n) monopole boundary data if it satisfies
these two conditions. It is a set of SU(n) monopole boundary data if in addition it

satisfies y 7 pj = 0.

We have shown that on one hand a pair A, P satisfying the boundary conditions
determines a set of boundary data; on the other hand note that a set of monopole

boundary data (E, i) determines A, P, uniquely up to isomorphism.

2.1.2 Framed bundles

Definition 2.6. A U(n) framed bundle over X consists of a pair (E, f) where E — X

is a U(n) vector bundle and f : E|sgx — p*Es is a unitary bundle-isomorphism.

There exists a topological obstruction to extending f to a global identification of E
with p*E, and we use this to define an invariant co(EE, f) of a framed bundle. Consider
what happens when we try to extend f: for each s we can find an identification F, :
E|zy=s — E that agrees with f,) = f|z,=s on S2.. We can do this continuously, and

obtain a path of maps Fi,) for s in some interval I = (—¢,27/po + €). Define
cos) = F(s+27r/uo)F(;)l € Autg £ (2.7)

where Auty F is the group of unitary automorphisms of E that are the identity on S2..

Then c¢ represents an element of
moAuty E = moMap(S3,U(n)) = m3U(n) = Z
which we call deg c. Note that deg c is independent of the choice of F', that the choice

of F' corresponds to a bundle automorphism of [E, and that F' can be chosen so that ¢ is
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independent of s. If ¢ is sufficiently smooth then there is the following integral formula

for deg c:
deg ¢ — — tr (dec™ )3 2.8
egc—m§3r(cc )°. (2.8)

To establish this formula it is easier to work with a map c: S* — U(n) and prove that
deg c is given by the same integral over S3. It is easy to check that the formula holds

when c is the standard map with deg ¢ = 1:

3

c(z) = Z'yaxa where ||z|| = 1.
0

To prove that the integral depends only on the homotopy class of ¢, consider a family

of maps ¢; defined for all £ in some open interval in R. The form
tr O(deie; t)3

is exact, so
at/ tr (dege; M) =0
S3

and it follows that the integral is homotopy invariant. Finally, given some ¢ : S — U(n)

and some k € Z, a short calculation shows that
tr [d(c®)c ] = ktr (dec™) 4 exact terms.

This proves the integral formula for deg ¢ for ¢ € Map(S3,U(n)). Identifying Auty E
with Map(S3,U(n)) then gives ().

Definition 2.9. Given a framed bundle (E, f) let c2(E, f) = deg c¢. We may also write
€2 (E7 f)[X]

We can equally well work with gauge group SU(n), in which case the clutching map
c takes values in SAutg F, the group of special unitary automorphisms of E that are

the identity on the boundary. The same formula holds for deg c.

2.1.3 Boundary conditions for calorons

Let Ao, P be a U(n) connection and endomorphism on Eo, satisfying (22) and 3).

Definition 2.10. Let A be a unitary connection on a framed bundle (E, f). Then A

is a U(n) caloron configuration framed by A, Poo if
A‘(?X = p*Aoo + p*q)oodl’o

where the framing f is being used to identify E|sx with p*Fo.
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We can define SU(n) caloron configurations in a similar way by equipping E with
a parallel volume form. Note that the gauge transformations are (strictly periodic)
unitary bundle automorphisms of E. A gauge transformation g acts on the framing f
by f — fg~', and acts on the connection in the usual way.

Just as for monopoles, the boundary conditions for a caloron configuration deter-
mine (and are determined by) a set of boundary data (kg, k, o, ii). In particular the
Higgs field at infinity, ®,, determines a set of monopole boundary data (E, i) and we
assume that p, < ... < p1. In addition the caloron configuration is characterized by
o and by

ko = c2(E, f).

We require two further conditions:

to — (1 — pon) > 0. (2.11)

and
P

> kj=0forp=0,1,...,n (2.12)

§=0
The first condition is equivalent to saying that, regarding the caloron as a loop-group
monopole as in Section [L2T] the Higgs field at infinity lies in the positive Weyl chamber
of the Lie algebra. Garland and Murray [I3] discuss this condition in greater detail.
The second condition ensures that each block of Nahm data has positive rank. It can

be derived from the spectral curve picture—see [I3), Section 4].

Definition 2.13. A set of caloron boundary data is a set (ko, k, o, i) where (k, i) is a
set of monopole boundary data, and the two conditions [ZI1]) and ([ZI2)) are satisfied.
The boundary data is said to be principal if

P
Zk‘jZOforpzl,...,n.
1

The condition of being principal is important in the context of the rotation map
which we discuss in Section 22 and is equivalent to saying that the lowest rank of any
block of the Nahm data is k.

For each set of caloron boundary data we need the following quantities. Let

p
my =Y k (2.14)
0
forp=1,...,n and
Ap = Hp — Hp+1 (2.15)

forp=1,...,n—1and take \,, = (t0+pn) — pt1. In the physics literature m,, and A, are
called the charges and masses of the ‘constituent monopoles’ of the caloron respectively.

Note that (ko, K, o, i) is principal iff m,, = min{my,...,m,}.
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2.1.4 Framed quasi-periodic connections

Let I. = (—¢,2m/1p + €) be some open neighbourhood of the interval [0, 27/ug] with
coordinate s. Let ¢ be the projection ¢q : I. X B® = B° and let E = q*E. There is
an obvious correspondence between caloron configurations and connections on E?—we

spell out the details in this Section. Let Ao, Poo satisfy ) and 3).

Definition 2.16. A U(n) connection A? on E? is quasi-periodic with clutching map c
if
AY(2m /o + 5) = (¢ 1)"A(s)

for some map

c:(—€€) = Auty E

c(s) : Bs = B9 pom/p,-

We say that A? clutches with clutching function ¢. The map c has a degree since it

represents an element of mp(Autg E).

SU (n) quasi-periodic connections are defined in exactly the same way, except the

clutching function ¢ takes values in SAutg E.

Definition 2.17. A connection A? on E? is framed by Ao, oo if
Allgs = q" Ao + q"Poods.

There is a 1 — 1 correspondence between caloron configurations and quasi-periodic
connections framed by Ay, oo (up to bundle isomorphism). Given a caloron configu-
ration A on (E, f), extend f by F (as in Section ZT2)). Let A = (F~1)*A. Then AY is
a framed quasi-periodic connection with clutching function given by (7). Conversely,
given a framed quasi-periodic connection A? with clutching function ¢, quotienting by
the action of ¢ gives a framed caloron configuration A on a framed bundle (E, f) with
c2(E, f) = deg c. The framing f is properly periodic on E because ¢ = 1 on S%. The
correspondence is determined up to bundle automorphisms on E? that are the iden-

tity on the boundary S2 , and periodic bundle automorphisms of E. Given a caloron

(e oh)

configuration A, we call the corresponding framed quasi-periodic connection A? the

quasi-periodic pull-back of A.

2.1.5 Calorons as loops of monopoles

There is a correspondence between loops of monopoles ‘with a twist’ and caloron config-

urations. Fix a set of monopole boundary data (1_5, i) and let Ay, o be the connection
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and Higgs field on S2 this determines. Let Mon(k, i) denote the set of all U(n)-
monopole configurations which are framed by A, oo (as defined by Definition 2I).
Mon(E, i) is equipped with gauge group Auty F, and ¢ € Auty E acts according to

c(A) = cAc! —dec™t, (@) = e

Now mo(Auty E) = m3(U(n)) = Z. Moreover, Mon(k, i) is an affine space, hence
contractible, so 71 (Mon(k, i)/Auty E) = mo(Auty E) = Z. Let L(ko, k, o, i) denote
the smooth (free) loops in Mon(E, ii)/Auty E with degree kg and parameterized by
s € [0,2m/up]. Some care is needed to ensure loops are smooth across the ends of
paths, so we note the following characterization of smooth loops. Suppose A(s), ®(s)

is some path in Mon(k, i) such that
A(27/ o) = ¢(A(0)), ®(2m/p0) = c(2(0))

for some ¢ € Autg E. The path defines a smooth loop in Mon(k, ji)/Auty E if and
only if it can be extended to a path defined for s € (—e¢,27/pug + €), for some small e,
such that

A2 /po + 5) = c(A(s)), (2m/po + s) = c(P(s)) (2.18)

for s € (—e¢,€). Note that ¢ is independent of s.

There is a correspondence up to isomorphism between caloron configurations with
boundary data (ko, k, to, ii) and elements of L(ko, k, to, i), which follows immediately
using the quasi-periodic pull-back of a caloron configuration. A loop in Mon(z, i)

whose ends are related by (I8]) determines a framed quasi-periodic connection via
AT = A+ ®ds (2.19)

and hence a caloron configuration with boundary data (k:o,l;, to, iZ). On the other
hand, given a framed caloron configuration consider its framed quasi-periodic pull-back
AY with clutching map c¢. As we have already seen, A? can be chosen so that ¢ is
independent of s. The splitting (ZI9) then determines an element of E(ko,E, oy fL).
Note that the correspondence does not restrict to a correspondence between loops of
monopoles satisfying the Bogomolny equation and anti-self-dual calorons (compare the
Bogomolny equation ([CH)) with the equation for loop-group monopoles ([L39)). Also
note the difference between the picture of a caloron as a twisted loop of framed monopole
configurations (where the twisting occurs on the interior of §3) and the loop-group
picture (where the twisting is at infinity).

In the light of this correspondence, it is clear that a monopole configuration can be
pulled-back from B to S%W I

will need the following converse:

x B° to give a caloron configuration with kg = 0. We
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Lemma 2.20. Let A be a framed U(n) caloron on a framed bundle with c2(E, f)[X] = 0.
Then there is a deformation B of A (through framed U(n) caloron configurations), such
that B is the pull-back of a monopole.

Proof: Let A? be a quasi-periodic pull-back of A. Then A? has clutching map ¢ with

deg ¢ = 0. Let cext be any smooth unitary automorphism of E? satisfying

2 2 53
¢ on (55 —¢€ 8 +€) x B,
Cext =% 1 on I, x §%,
1 on (—e€) X B
Such an extension exists if and only if deg ¢ = 0. Acting on A? by ceyt, we reduce to

the case ¢ = 1. If we define a connection and endomorphism (A, ®) on E by
A+ dds=A%s=0)

then
Bi(s) = A+ ®ds

is a framed quasi-periodic connection which is the pull-back of the monopole config-
uration (A, ®). Moreover, A? can be deformed to B? through framed quasi-periodic

connections with ¢ = 1 via the obvious linear path. O

2.1.6 Smoothness at the boundary

Up to this point we have been deliberately vague about the precise degree of smoothness
up to the boundary that we are assuming (i.e. whether connections are continuous or
smooth up to the boundary)—Definitions 2241 28 X9, P10, and EXT7 all make sense
if we assume only continuity up to the boundary. In this Section we specify precise
smoothness conditions for our objects. We also give a brief comparison of our boundary
conditions with the asymptotic boundary conditions for calorons used by Garland and
Murray [13] and others.

We will need the following spaces of functions:

Definition 2.21. C;Z’ (X) is the space of functions f on X such that f is smooth on
X? and for all o, 5,7 and all [ < k, 8&8;‘ 852 93, f is continuous up to the boundary.

1

Definition 2.22. A 1-form « on X is 02’1 if the dy component is C’g and the other

components are C}(.

Let A be a caloron configuration on a framed bundle (E, f) that is continuous up
to the boundary, and framed by A.,, . Then there exist local gauges on E defined

for sufficiently small x > 0 and all z(, in which

Ay, = diag(ip, ..., iun), (2.23)
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and
Ay]- = diag(<ayj €1, €1>7 cee <8yjem €n>)v =12, (2'24)

on S2

<, where ej,...,e, is a local trivialisation of E, respecting the decomposition

into eigenbundles, and such that A, ,A, ,A,,, A are continuous up to the boundary.
Here Ay, Ay, A, are the matrices representing A in the fixed gauge. Conversely, if
such gauges exist for some connection A on [E, then A is framed by A, ®o, and some
map f: E|lgx — p*E. We restrict attention to caloron configurations for which there
exist local gauges satisfying (Z2Z3)) and Z24]) in which A is C’g’l. We call these 02’1
caloron configurations.

In addition, we also require that, on the boundary, A, is diagonal and independent
of z¢ in these gauges. We impose this condition to ensure that A,, has the following

asymptotic behaviour:
Ay, = diag(ip, ..., ipn) — %diag(ikl, ..., 4ky) + higher order terms (2.25)

when A is anti-self-dual. To obtain this, extend the framing f to a neighbourhood of the
boundary, perform the “3 4+ 1”7 decomposition ([37), and consider the dx component
of the anti-self-duality equation ([C39):

x3Fy =V P — 0,,A. (2.26)

Working in the gauges described above, on the boundary dX the dx component of the
LHS of ([ZZ8) is —3diag(iks, ..., iky,), because A is the standard connection on each
constituent line bundle of Eo,. On the RHS of (220]) the second term vanishes on the
boundary, while the dy component of the first is 9, A,,. Equating the two sides of (228l)
shows that the O(x) term of A, is —3diag(iki, ..., ik,), and so we obtain [ZZH). We
will need the expansion (ZZ0]) in Chapter 4 when we construct Nahm data from a given

caloron.

Definition 2.27. Given a set of U(n) caloron boundary data, let C(ko,E, Lo, iI) be
the set of gauge equivalence classes of U(n) 02’1 caloron configurations (E,A) sat-
isfying these smoothness conditions, whose boundary conditions are determined by
(ko, k, 1o, i1). Let C*(ko, k, to, ii) denote the subset of anti-self-dual caloron configura-
tions modulo gauge. When the boundary data is SU(n) we restrict C and C* to SU(n)

configurations.

It is convenient at this point to compare our boundary conditions for calorons with
the ‘BPS’ decay conditions used in [I3]. Given a framed bundle (E, f), we can extend f
to a neighbourhood of the boundary 90X, and perform the “3+1” decomposition ([L37])
to define a loop of connections A on E over this neighbourhood, and a loop of endo-

morphisms ®. Garland and Murray [I3] impose the condition that A and ® satisfy
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the ‘BPS’ boundary conditions for monopoles uniformly in x(. (Various versions of the
‘BPS’ monopole boundary conditions exist: see [31] and [16] for example.) For a 02’1
framed caloron, V, ® and 9,,4; are O(x) as x — 0, while V, ® and 9,,4, are O(1).
Using the form of the metric in equation (JJ) it follows that

V4@ =O(*)  and |95, All = O(x*)

SO
IVa® — duy All = O(X?). (2.28)

This is a gauge invariant quantity—it does not depend on the choice of framing f. Thus

our boundary conditions imply the following;:

o there are local gauges in which ® = diag(iuy,...,ip,) — Sdiag(iky,. .., ik,)+

higher order terms,
o [Va2[l =0,

o||® .
o =003 for j =12,

and these estimates are uniform in xg. But these conditions are just the BPS monopole

boundary conditions described in [16].

2.1.7 Chern-Weil theory

Given a caloron configuration A € C(k, E, o, ii) on a framed bundle E, we will need
the ‘Pontryagin integral’
1
/ _chy(E,A) = ~%3 tr Fy A Fy, (2.29)
Sbe g ¥ B 87 Js1_ o ¥B
which we calculate in this section. Here chy(E, A) denotes the second order term of the
Chern character of E (which also depends on the connection A since we are working on

a manifold with boundary). The integral has been evaluated by different means in [I0]

and [I3]. Pulling A back to a framed quasi-periodic connection A? on E? gives:

1 1
————jib/P tr Fia A Fy ::————jio/ﬂ tr Faq N\ Fpa
81° Jo1 B 87 J (0,27 /o) x B>

27/ g

Using the familiar trick of writing
2
tr FAq /\FAq =d tr {qu A A9 + gAq N A9 /\Aq}
the integral becomes an integral over the boundary of the rectangle [0, 27 /0] x B

1
- __TEU/F tr Fag A Faa =
87 J{0,2 /o) x B*

1

2
S b {dAY A AT+ ZATAATAATY. (2.30)
8 /aao,zw/uo} <B") 3

42



Working on the boundary requires the smoothness assumptions made in Section
Regarding A? as a path in ./\/lon(/z, ii)/Auty E, we obtain a path A(s), ®(s), whose ends
are related by (ZI8)). Evaluating (2230) on the component (9]0, 27/ o)) X B® and using

the clutching formula gives

1 P
- = tr {dAY A AT+ ZAT A AT A AT} =
872 J (010,27 /o)) x B® 3

1
tr (dec™)? + 52 | d tr {A(0)c ™ dc}.
B

2472
The first term is —deg ¢ = —co(E, f)[X], and the second can be re-expressed as an
integral on S2, which vanishes because ¢ = 1 on S2,. On the other component of the

boundary we obtain

1

872 J10,2m /o] x52,
1

)
87 J 10,27 /o] x 52,

2
tr {dA‘l/\AqugAq/\Aq/\Aq}:
tr {2F4 A ®ds —dANPds+ ANdDP Nds + 0sANANds}.

The final term vanishes because dsA = 0 on S2,, and the sum of the middle two terms
is exact, so does not contribute. Since the connection A, is compatible with ®,, the

first term is given by

1 1 &
—— tr 2F4 A Pds = —— > pjei (B, )[S2%)]
872 J10.2m /ol x 52, Ho 21: R
where FE,,, C E is the eigenbundle of @, with eigenvalue ip;. Putting the terms

together, we arrive at the expression

/Sl - chy(E,A) = —co(E, f)[X] — izlj'ujcl(E“j)[SgO] (2.31)

27/ g

1
= —ko — —(,u1k1 +---+ ,Unkn)' (2.32)
Ho
Just like regular instantons, calorons minimize the action within each topological
class. Expanding ||F + *Fy|| and using ([CT)) gives

1
action = || Fy||? = §HFA+*FA”2_/I tr Fa A Fy.

xR3
27/ g

The second term is constant within each topological class, so the action is minimized
when Fy + %Fj = 0 i.e. when A is ASD. A similar result is obtained by regarding a
SU(n) caloron as a LSU(n) monopole, evaluating the energy | F4l% + ||VA<1>||2, and

performing the ‘Bogomolny trick’ (re-arranging in terms of || x3 F'; — VAfi)H)

2.2 The rotation map

Up to this point we have considered two caloron configurations to be equivalent if

related by a strictly periodic bundle isomorphism, or, in other words, we have taken
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Mp—1=ko+ ...+ kp_1 mo = kg

Mpy—o =ko+ ...+ kp_o
my1 = ko + k1
3
Hn Hn—1 Hp—2 .. H2 M1 Mo+ Hn Mo+ HUn—1

Figure 2.1: Typical U(n) Nahm data

gauge transformations to be strictly periodic. However, we can consider ‘large’ gauge
transformations—transformations that are non-periodic but leave the caloron strictly
periodic. In the quasi-periodic picture, these are equivalent to bundle automorphisms
of E? that are not necessarily the identity at infinity, and such gauge transformations
affect the framing (recall the final paragraph of Section EZT.4]). We therefore expect a
large gauge transformation (if such an object exists) to be a map between calorons with
different framings, and possibly with different boundary data.

On the other hand, consider a caloron constructed from some set of Nahm data. (For
the present we assume we have a construction like that conjectured in the Introduction.)
The choice of origin on the circle T* = S /110 = R/upZ should have no effect on the caloron
constructed from the Nahm data (as a connection over R*) because the inner product
defined on sections of the Nahm data is independent of the origin. However, changing
the origin does change the values p1,..., u, and therefore the framing of the caloron

obtained. The Nahm construction gives a connection over R* which we quotient by

1
27 /po

freedom as to how we take the quotient and make the framing. The choice of origin

some action of Z to obtain a framed connection on S x R3, and there is some
for the circle T* = S;lm corresponds in some sense to a choice of the quotient and
framing. Furthermore, calorons obtained by different quotients are related by large
gauge transformations.

All this will be made rigorous later, but we can draw the following conclusion: given
a caloron with boundary data B we expect that by applying a large gauge transfor-
mation we can obtain a caloron with boundary data B’, where B and B’ are related
by shifting the origin on S}m = R/poZ. We call this the ‘rotation map’ and prove its
existence in this Section. We will explore its relation to the Nahm transform later. Lee
[26] has described the rotation map for calorons with vanishing monopole charges, and

explained it in representation theoretical terms [25].
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3
Fn Pn—1  fn—2 Hn—3... i1 po~+ fn  Ho + fin—1

Figure 2.2: The same U(n) Nahm data after rotation

Fix a set of boundary data B = (ko, k, 1o, i) and consider the following map:

Ap = Apt1, My = Mmpyq, forp=1,...,n—1,

)\n — )\1, my — My,

where m,, and A, are defined by [ZI4) and (ZIH). This map permutes—or rotates—
the ‘constituent monopoles’. We have defined it so that it corresponds to a rotation
of the Nahm data—the map can be obtained by comparing Figures 21l and For
example, the highest rank block has width \,_1 = p,_1 — p, before rotation and width
Sm_g = [lpn—2 — jln—1 after rotation, SO A\p_1 = fn—1 — fbn = fin—2 — fin—1 = S\n_Q. In

terms of k, and p, the map is given by:

ko — ];‘0 = ko + k1 1o is fixed,
ki ki = ko p1 = i = po/m+ po
kn—2 = l;:n—2 = kn—l MUp—2 ﬂn—2 = ,lj,o/n + pn—1
kn—l — l;:n—l = kn MUp—1 ﬁn—l = ,lj,o/n + pn
ky s k= ky tn = [y, = p1 — (n— Dpo/n. (2.33)

It is easy to check that the result is a new set of boundary data (i.e. it satisfies the
conditions of Definition ZT3]), hence we have a map py defined on sets of caloron
boundary data. Note that (pg)™ is the identity and that the quantity poko+ ...+ nkn
remains constant under the action of the rotation. Each orbit under py contains at
least one set of principal boundary data, corresponding to m, being the lowest rank
(recall Definition and the remarks following it).

Our aim is to construct a map p¢ on caloron configurations that changes the bound-

ary data in the same way as pg. In other words we want a map

pc : C(B) — C(paB).
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Fix a set of boundary data B and some framed caloron configuration (E,A) € C(B).
Let Ao, ®oo be the connection and Higgs field on S% fixed by B. The map py is a
large gauge transformation on the quasi-periodic pull-back of the caloron configuration.
Let (E?,A?) be the quasi-periodic pull-back of (E,A) in the sense of Section Rl
Let ¢ : (—€,e) — Autg E be the clutching map. Start by defining a family of maps
p(s): Ex — Eo for s € (—€,2m/po + €), by

( exp(ipos(n —1)/n) on E,, (the eigenbundle of E., with eigenvalue i),
S) =
P exp(—iups/n) on the other eigenbundles.

Hence p(s) € SU(n), and p(27/pp) = exp(—2mi/n)id = w. Note that w lies in the
centre of SU(n) and acts trivially as a bundle automorphism. The rotation map can
be thought of as an action of the centre of SU(n) (which is Z,,) on the space of SU(n)
caloron configurations. Next we extend p arbitrarily (but smoothly) to the interior of
B° to obtain a family of maps p(s) : E — E. Now p defines a bundle automorphism of
E?—but it does not necessarily define a (periodic) automorphism of E.

Consider the action of p on A?. Our claim is that p(A?) is the pull-back of an
element of C(psB): we have to show p(A?) is framed correctly and that it clutches
correctly. Split A? as A? = A+ ®ds using the framing at infinity; we know that on Sgo,
A(s) = Ay and @(s) = P But p acts on @ by

dp
®)=pdp !t - Lp L.
p(®) = p@p 55"
It is easy to check that p(®)|sz is independent of s and has eigenvalues ifi1, ..., ifi,

defined by [Z33)). Moreover the eigenbundle with eigenvalue ifi; has Chern class l;:j,
so p(®) is framed in the desired manner. The map p preserves the eigenbundles of
®,,, and since A, is compatible with the decomposition of F., into eigenbundles,
p(A)|sz, = Aso. Hence p(A) is also framed in the desired manner. It remains to show

that p(A?) clutches correctly. Now
p(Aq)(%/uo-ﬁ-s) = p(27r/uo+s)cp(_3§p(Aq)(s)

so p(A7) has clutching function

Cp = p(27r/uo+s)cp(_5§ .

However, c,|g2 = w so, as it stands, p(A?) does not clutch correctly (the clutching
function should be 1 on S2). But w acts trivially as a gauge transformation since it is

in the centre of SU(n), so if we redefine

Cp = w_lp(27r/uo+s)cp(_5§ (2.34)

it becomes a well-defined clutching function. We want to show deg c, = ko + k1 so that

p has the correct action on ky. We do this indirectly by considering the action of the
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caloron configurations. The map p is a bundle isomorphism on E? so it preserves the
quantity

1
—2/ ,tI' FAq /\FAq.
877 J (0,27 /o) x B®

Using (32) this implies that
poko + pak1 + - + pinky = podeg ¢, + firks + - + finky.

Hence deg ¢, = ko + k1 = ko, and this completes the proof of the claim. Note that
the choice of extension of p corresponds to a bundle automorphism on E, so that p¢ is
really defined on isomorphism classes of connections.

Having defined p¢ we will consider its relation to the Nahm transform in subsequent
Chapters. My thanks go to Michael Murray for a useful exchange of emails about the

definition of the rotation map p¢.

2.3 Boundary conditions from the loop group point of
view

The boundary condition for SU(n) monopoles (Definition Z4]) implies that there is a
gauge at infinity in which the Higgs field, ®, lies in some adjoint orbit of SU(n).
Let A,Ci) be a LSU (n) monopole configuration on B°. The corresponding boundary

condition is that

there exists a gauge at infinity in which dog = @\ 52, lies in an adjoint
orbit of LSU(n) on Lsu(n). (2.35)

Our aim is to interpret this boundary condition in terms of the caloron A corresponding
to A, ® and compare it with Definition This attempt to ‘justify’ our boundary
conditions is not used at any point later, and is simply intended as a comparison of the
two view-points.

The first problem is to identify the adjoint orbits of LSU (n) on Lsu(n). From ([33),
the adjoint action of LSU (n) is the action of LSU(n) followed by a rotation in 6. The

following Proposition determines the orbits under the action of LSU(n).

Proposition 2.36 (Pressley and Segal [37]). Suppose G is a compact simply con-
nected Lie group with Lie algebra g. Let A € R be some non-zero constant. Given
(&,i)N) € Lg, solutions h: R — G to

oh

—h ==X h0)=1
satisfy h(0 + 27) = h(8)M¢ for some M¢ € G called the holonomy of (€,iX). The map

Adrg(&,iN) — AdgMg

is an isomorphism between the adjoint orbits of LG on i}g and conjugacy classes in G.
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Fix a LSU(n) monopole configuration A = (A(6),0),® = (®(6),iuo) on a bundle
E — R? and let (IE, A) be the corresponding caloron configuration so that E = p*E and
A is given by (L37). The boundary condition (30) says that there is a trivialisation
of E|gz in which d, lies in an adjoint orbit of LSU(n). Since the adjoint action of
LSU(n) is the action of LSU(n) followed by a rotation in 6, the orbits of the two
groups are the same, because two elements of f}g related by a rotation in # have the
same holonomy so lie in the same orbit of LG. For each y € S2%, the holonomy map
defined in the Proposition takes ®o(y) € Lsu(n) to M(y) € SU(n) so that M (y) lies

in a fixed conjugacy class of SU(n) as y varies. Thus

M(y) =~v(y) M~y (y)

for some fixed M which we can assume is diagonal, where v : S2 — SU(n)/Stab M.
Define m by
~ Qi
M = exp ( — 7T—m)
Ho

and let

(Note Stab M = Stab m because M and m are diagonal.) Clearly m(y) lies in a fixed
adjoint orbit of SU(n) as y varies. By construction, the constant loop (m(y),iug) €
Lsu(n) and ®,(y) have the same holonomy for each y, and so lie in the same adjoint
orbit of LSU(n). In other words, there is a gauge transformation g : S2, — LSU(n)
taking Poy to (m,ing). Thus we have constructed a trivialisation of E|sx in which
® = m where m : S2, — su(n) lies in a fixed adjoint orbit of SU(n) as y varies.

Since a trivialisation at infinity is really a framing, the interpretation of (Z3H) in

terms of calorons can therefore be stated as follows:

given a connection A on E there is a framing f : E|sgx — p*E in which
A = A(xg) + p*Poodxg

where A(xg) is a loop of connections on E and ®, has eigenvalues indepen-

dent of y € S2..

In other words, the dxg component of A is framed at infinity. Comparing this with
Definition ZT0, we have successfully derived a weak version of the caloron boundary
conditions from (Z30)).
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Chapter 3

From Nahm Data to Calorons

We present the construction of calorons from Nahm data. Section Bl contains material
from [20] on the construction of SU(n) monopoles from Nahm data, including the
precise conditions imposed on the Nahm data at singularities, which we use in our
definition of Nahm data for calorons. In Section we prove that the connection
constructed from our caloron Nahm data is periodic and ASD. As we explained in
Section [[3] the main difficulty in the construction of calorons lies in recovering the
boundary conditions. This occupies Sections to and follows the deformation
method outlined in Section

3.1 The Nahm transform for SU(n) monopoles

3.1.1 Nahm data for SU(n) monopoles.

Nahm data for SU(n) monopoles are defined in [20] and [19], and the following definition
is taken almost directly from these papers. Given a set of boundary data (E, i), define
my =k +---+k, forp=1,...,n—1 and fix the conventions my = m, = 0. A set of

monopole Nahm data consists of the following:

Bundles: hermitian vector bundles X, of rank m,, on each interval I, = [pp41, p) for
p=1,...,n— 1. We fix the conventions Iy = [u1,00), I, = (—o0, u,] and take
Xo, Xy, to be rank zero bundles. Let £ be a coordinate on |J I, = R.

Connections and endomorphisms: an analytic connection V, on I, and analytic
skew-hermitian endomorphisms Tg ,J = 1,2,3, on the interior of I, for each p =
1,...,n — 1. Note that the connection V, is defined on an open neighbourhood
of the closed interval I,,. The connection and endomorphisms satisfy Nahm’s
equation on the interior of each interval:

1 .
VT + 5 > eiwlT] TF] = 0. (3.1)
7.k

The bundles X, come with a means of gluing them together at each p,:
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When m,, > m,;_1: an injection X, 1|, — Xp|,,.
When m, < m,_1: an injection Xp|,, — X, 1.,
When m, = m;,_1: an identification X,|,, <+ X,_1|,,. We call this a zero jump.

Each map preserves the hermitian structure. At each boundary point 1, the data

satisfy the following boundary conditions:

When m, > m,_1: we require that for each j = 1,2, 3,
T = lim T/
p—1 et p—1
exists and Tg_l is analytic at u,. Fix a parallel unitary basis for X,_; in a neigh-
bourhood of p,. Using the injection into X, this determines a unitary parallel

basis of a rank m,_; sub-bundle of X, in a neighbourhood of p,, which we can

extend to a unitary parallel basis of X,. In this gauge there is a decomposition:

-~ mp_l k‘p
i ( %+ 0() o) > [y
P = .

O(tthw=1/2) ‘R%/HO(l) I kp

where the upper diagonal block corresponds to the image of X,_1 in X,. The
upper diagonal block is analytic in ¢ = § — p,; the lower diagonal block is mero-
morphic in ¢; and the off-diagonal blocks are of the form t(*»=1)/2 x (analytic in t).
The residues R{; define an irreducible representation of su(2): in particular the
map

P A1+ Aoy + Azys — —2(>\1R11, + )\QRZ + >\3R§) (3.2)

is the unique irreducible representation S*»~! on homogeneous polynomials in
(20,71) of degree k, — 1, where the v; are defined by ([C3).

When m, < m,_1: the situation is just the previous case but with X, and X,_;

swapped round.

When m, = m,_1: working in a gauge that is parallel either side of the join and
continuous across the join, we require that limits 7T; g’_ of T, g and Tg’+ of T g_l

exist. Setting
AR(Q) = (T +iT*) + (AT )¢+ (TF — i) )¢
we require that for all ( € C

AT(Q) = A7(Q) = (u— wl)(w” +u"()
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for some mj-dimensional column vectors w,w. At the singularity we therefore
have
. , 1
+ - _ —+ — —
T, -1, —Z%@T]g —Z’yj@)TIZ —aa*—§(a,a>
J J

where « is an element of C2 @ C™ formed from u and w.

The gauge transformations on a set of Nahm data consist of bundle automorphisms
on each of the bundles X, such that the automorphism on X, is the identity at &, and

1

§p+1 for all p. A gauge transformation g1,..., g, acts on V, by V,, = ¢gV,¢g7" and on

TS by T2 — gTig~t.
Definition 3.3. Let Nﬁon(lg, i) be the space of gauge equivalence classes of monopole

Nahm data with boundary data (k, 7).

3.1.2 Definition of the Nahm operator A

The next task is to show how to construct the analogue of the Dirac operator D} from
a set of monopole Nahm data. Consider adopting a naive approach to generalizing the
4-torus Nahm transform to the monopole case, as we did in Section [CT.6l Dimensional

reduction of the Dirac operator D by A* = R? gives an operator

3 3
V4 5@ —izg—i» v @z CO(R, 8T @ X) - C®(R, 5”@ X)  (3.4)
j=1 J=1

where V is a connection on a bundle X — R, and T3, T>, T3 are skew-adjoint endomor-
phisms of X, satisfying Nahm’s equation. Of course, this picture is not quite correct,
since the rank of the ‘bundle’ may jump, but using ([B2]) and the definition of the Nahm
data it is clear how to define D} on the interior of the intervals I,. We call the ana-
logue of D the Nahm operator, A(x). In fact, following conventions in the monopole
literature, we introduce a factor of i and define A(z) to be the analogue of i x D .
Some care is needed at the points & = p, in the definition of A(z). In particular, we
want to ensure that A(z) is Fredholm with index —n and is injective for all z € R4, so
that the cokernel of A(z) defines a rank n bundle over R*. If we can construct A(x)

with these properties then we can make the following definition:

Definition 3.5. Suppose A(z) : W — V is a family of bounded linear maps between
Hilbert spaces W,V , parameterized by € R*, such that A(z) is injective, Fredholm,
and has index —n for all x. Define Coker A to be the U(n) bundle over R* with fibre

coker A(z), equipped with the connection
P.d

where P is orthogonal projection from V onto coker A(x) for each z, and d is the

standard covariant derivative on the trivial bundle V x R*. If vy,...,v, is a local
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trivialisation of Coker A, then in this gauge the connection is represented by matrices
(Ag)ij = (Oavi,vj) (3.6)
fora=0,1,2,3.

To see that Coker A is a smooth bundle we find a trivialisation on a neighbourhood
of the origin in R*. First note that coker A(z) = ker A*(x) for all z. Identifying
ker A*(0) with C", there is a decomposition

A*(0) = (P,0): V! & C" —» W

where V = V' @ C" and P is invertible. Relative to this decomposition of V' we can
write A*(x) = (Py, Q) where P, is invertible for sufficiently small . The null-space
of A*(z) is a graph over C™:

A*(2)(u,v) =0 = u=—P,'Quu.

Thus the map
v (—P;tQuu,v)

is a smooth isomorphism from C" to ker A*(z) for all sufficiently small z. The same
argument gives a trivialisation round an arbitrary point, and the transition between
different trivialisations is smooth.

Working with some fixed set of U(n) monopole Nahm data, let X,,, p=1,...,n—1,
be the corresponding vector bundles. Using the trivialisations of the spin spaces S+
and S~ fixed by (CY) we identify SJF, S~ with C2 throughout this Chapter. Let Y, =
C’® Xp. Let WZZ) be the Sobolev space of sections of Y}, with [ derivatives in L?, where

the L? inner product (conjugate linear in the second entry) is defined by

<%Mm=z®wwﬁ

P

for v,w € Wg. Also define L?(I,) to be the Sobolev space of functions on I, with I
derivatives in L?. Often we will just write (,) where we mean the L? inner product or
the pairing between elements in dual Sobolev spaces.

One has to be slightly careful when defining spaces of distributions on manifolds with
boundary due to the different choices that can be made when taking completions. It will
be more apparent why this concerns us when we consider dual spaces in Section
These subtleties are dealt with in Hérmander’s book [I8, Appendix B2], and we will
adopt his notation. Let

LPla,b] = L}(R)/ ~
where
f~ge (f—gv)=0 Yove L?,(R) such that Supp v C [a, D]
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and
L?[a,b) = {v € L}(R) : Supp v C [a, D]}

It follows immediately that L?[a,b] is the dual of L? [a,b], where the pairing is given
by the L? inner product. We define Wll, to consist of LZ(I,) sections of Y}, and in what
follows we will often just write Ll2 to mean Elz on a manifold with boundary. Note that
differentiation is a well-defined map

%  I2[0, 6] — L2 [0, ]

since if f ~ g then
df dg B dv
<E_E’U> = (f—gva

for all v € L? ;(R) supported on [a,b]. Also note that if f € L?[a,b] then the values

) =0

f(a) and f(b) are well defined: by the Sobolev embedding theorem each representative
of f is continuous, and any two representatives must agree on [a,b]. This ends the
technical aside on the definition of the Sobolev spaces, and we return to the definition
of the Nahm operator.

We adopt the following terminology from [20]. Suppose m, > mp_1. At the bound-
ary point p, of [fip41, f1p], Yp decomposes as a direct sum Yy, (1) = Yp—1(11p) ®Yp—1(11p)*
using the inclusion of X, _(u,) into X,(up). We call vectors in the first component
‘continuing’, and vectors in the second component ‘terminating’. If m, < m,_; then
all the vectors in Y),(up) are continuing. We adopt similar terminology at the other end
of the interval. See Figure for an illustration.

Let I/%/'lp C I/Vp1 be the subset of sections of Y}, whose terminating components vanish
at both ends of the interval (this definition makes sense following the remark above

about L? functions). Define

Dy(z) : W — W)
Dy(x) =iV, +iT, + =

where 5
T,=) e,
j=1
and
3
a::x0+Z’yj®xj.
j=1

Then D, is well defined since the component of the section acted on by the singular

part of T' is zero: using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality one obtains

1€ = mp) ™ fllzz < ClIf 2

for any function f € L?(I,) vanishing at i,
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The zero jumps need special consideration. Let { = pu, be a zero jump (i.e. suppose
mg = mg—1). The boundary condition on the Nahm data at a zero jump fixes a 1
(complex-)dimensional subspace of Y (1), which we denote J, (the ‘jumping space’ at

ttq). For each zero jump we fix an element ¢, of J;, with norm 1, and let

mg(w) = (w(pg), Cq) (3.7)

for any continuous section w of Y;. Let J be the set of zero jumps
J ={q:mg=mg_1}

and let Nyero = | T|.
We are now in a position to define the Nahm operator A(x) : W — V. Let

W ={(w1,...,wp_1) € I/%/ll@"'@ﬁfln_l twp(pp) = wp—1(pp) for p=2,...,n—1}
(3.8)

and
V=Wlo. - @ Wl | @CNer, (3.9)

The Nahm operator A is the direct sum of the D,, operators, together with the projec-

tion at each zero jump:

Alz) : W =V,
A(z)w = [Dy(x)wr, ..., Dp_1(2)w,_1] & [rw].

The map 7 : W — CMero has components mq for ¢ € J. Note that we deal with
the zero jumps slightly differently from Hurtubise and Murray. Instead of CNeero their
projection 7 maps into & J,—we fix a basis for this space (the ¢;), and work in this
basis. At some stages we will need to deform the projections m,; with our set-up the
deformed operator will still be a map W — V', whereas with Hurtubise and Murray’s
version, the spaces would change with the deformation, which would cause problems.
We have to check that Coker A is independent of the choice of (,: making a different
choice for the ¢, is just equivalent to a unitary change of basis in CNeero Hence the

choice of ¢, does not affect Coker A up to isomorphism.

3.1.3 Results from Hurtubise and Murray

Given a Nahm operator A(x) : W — V constructed from a set of U(n) monopole Nahm

data, Hurtubise and Murray prove the following results in [20]:

e A(z) is injective and has index —n for all = i.e. Coker A is well-defined (recall
Definition BH),

e Nahm'’s equation implies that Coker A is anti-self-dual,
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o Coker A is a translation invariant U(n) bundle and connection, and
e Coker A satisfies the monopole boundary conditions.

In other words, they show that the Nahm transform takes a set of monopole Nahm
data and produces a monopole. Since Hurtubise and Murray assume weaker boundary
conditions for monopoles than we do, we cannot assume that the Nahm transform on
an element of Nﬁ‘don(l;, ii) gives a monopole configuration as defined by Definition Z741

Thus we must state precisely which results from [20] we are free to assume. We assume:

Lemma 3.10. If A(x) is the Nahm operator constructed from some set of U(n) mono-
pole Nahm data in ./\/']’(/[m(l_c’, i) then A(x) is injective and Fredholm with index —n for
all v € R%.

Lemma 3.11. Under the same assumptions as Lemma [T11,
1
chy Coker A = ——(u1ky + -+ + pnkn).
[0,27/110] xR3 Ho

(This is just equation [Z32) except with ko = 0 since Coker A is a monopole configura-

tion.)

Both Lemmas are implicit in [20].
Later on it will be useful to consider Nahm data that does not satisfy Nahm'’s
equation. In addition, it is useful to drop the requirement that the Nahm data is

discontinuous accross zero jumps. We therefore make the following definition:

Definition 3.12. The space NMOH(E, ji) consists of gauge equivalence classes of Nahm
data with boundary data (E, ii), such that the data does not necessarily satisfy Nahm’s

equation. Moreover, at a zero jump § = fi4, either
1. the endomorphisms 71,72, T3 are discontinuous, as described previously, or

2. the endomorphisms are continuous, but there is still a projection operator 7, and

some 1-dimensional subspace J; C Y (u,) associated to the zero jump.

Some of the results of Hurtubise and Murray continue to hold for this wider class
of data. In particular, it is easy to check that the proof of Lemma still holds. We
will also assume that Lemma BT holds for data in NMOH(E, f£): this does not follow
from Hurtubise and Murray’s results, but we will give a proof later. Since we will not
require Nahm’s equation to hold most of the time, we will refer to data from NMOH(E, i)

as ‘monopole Nahm data’ and point out where we use Nahm’s equation specifically.
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3.2 The construction of calorons up to boundary condi-
tions

3.2.1 Definition of caloron Nahm data

A set of U(n) caloron Nahm data with boundary data (ko, k, 140, f1) consists of n bundles
Xi,...,X, over the intervals I, C S};o = R/poZ defined by (CZI). The rank of X,
is m,, where m,, is defined by ({I4). The bundles are equipped with exactly the
same structures as monopole Nahm data, and glued together in the same way at each
pp + poZ, p=1,...,n. Note that X; is glued to X,, at p; + poZ, and the data satisfy
exactly the same gluing conditions there. The gauge transformations are also defined
in an entirely analogous way.

Next we have to build the Nahm operator A(x) : W — V from this data. This is
entirely analogous to the monopole case in Section Define Wg , V%/%D, and D, for
p=1,...,n in the same way as in Section Label the zero jumps by ¢ € J, and

define Jy, (4, my and Nyero just as previously. Then

W= {(wi,...,wp,) € Wh@®---@WY 1 wp(uy) =wp—1(pp) forp=2,...,n

and wq (1) = wn (1 — po)}.  (3.13)
In other words, W consists of sections that are continuous around the circle. Let
V=Wle. oWl @ [CNe]
and

Alx) : W =V,
A(x)w = [Dy(x)wr,. .., Dy(z)wy,] & [rw)]. (3.14)

In the monopole case every Nahm operator A(x) built from Nahm data was injective:

Hurtubise-Murray prove this by showing
|A(2) f]|* = vasz + positive terms.

Thus any element of the kernel of A(x) has to be constant, and the vanishing condition
at the end points p1 and p, ensures that any such section is trivial. (In fact this is a
slight over-simplification because zero jumps also have to be taken into account.) This
proof does not carry over to the caloron case: there could exist covariantly constant
sections of the bundles that remain in the continuing component at each p,. It is quite
easy to construct examples of caloron Nahm data satisfying our definition that do not
give rise to injective Nahm operators: for example take a set of U(n) monopole Nahm
data and glue on a rank kg bundle over S}LO equipped with the trivial connection and

endomorphisms. This satifies the conditions to be a valid set of caloron Nahm data,
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but the Nahm operator is not injective for all z. Thus we restrict to sets of Nahm data

that do give rise to injective operators:

Definition 3.15. Let N*(ko, k, o, f1) be the set of gauge equivalence classes of U(n)
caloron Nahm data satisfying Nahm’s equation, and with boundary data (ko, E, JINTAR
such that the Nahm operator A(z) is injective for all z € R*.

It is useful to also consider caloron Nahm data that does not satisfy Nahm’s equa-
tion. We therefore define N (ko, k , o, [1) analogously to Definition B In general, we
will refer to data in N (k:o,/-c, o, f1) as ‘caloron Nahm data’ and point out where we
specifically require Nahm’s equation and discontinuities at zero jumps.

We will sometimes use the following terminology:

Definition 3.16. A set of caloron Nahm data is principal if it has principal boundary
data (in the sense of Definition EZT3).

3.2.2 The index of A

Given a set of caloron Nahm data and the corresponding Nahm operator A(z) : W — V|
we want to show that Coker A is well-defined i.e. we want to show that A(x) is Fredholm
with index —n for all z. (Recall that A(x) is injective by definition.) The calculation
of the index is an adaptation of the SU(n) monopole version [20, Section 4].

To calculate the index of A(z) we want to identify the kernel and cokernel, and
count dimensions. It is clear that the kernel of A(x) consists of (wi,...,w,) € W

satisfying
e Dy(x)w, =0, and
e at zero jumps wg(p,) is in Jql

in addition to the constraints on W (i.e. that terminating components vanish at s,
where kj, # 0 and that continuing components are continuous at any p,). To find the

cokernel we integrate by parts. Fix (wi,...,w,) € W and
v=(v1,...,0)BDsEV = @WO @ [CNzero], (3.17)

Then

n

(v, A(x)w) = Z@p’Dp(fE)wﬁL? + Z(ngqqu(ﬂq» (3.18)

p=1 q€d
and v € coker A(z) if and only if this vanishes for all w. If we assume that wy(u,) =0
and w),, is smooth for all p, then integration by parts of the first sum makes sense, and

we obtain
n

(v, Aw)w) =Y (D} (x)vp, wp) 12

p=1
Y



where

Dy(x) =iV — T, + x*.

(If we do not assume wy(u,) = 0 for all p then problems arise because vy (j,) may not
be well-defined and the boundary contribution in the parts integration may not make
sense.) Hence v, must satisfy Dy (z)v, = 0 for all p. It follows that v, is smooth on
the interior of I,,, and the continuing components of v, are continuous up to the ends
of the interval. Under these conditions integrating (BIR]) by parts makes sense for all

w, and we obtain

n

(0, A(@)w) =Y (Dp(@)vp, wp) g2 + Y A5 (1) — v5™ (1), wp (1))
p=1 p=1

+ Z<3q<qawq(ﬂq)>

qcTJ

cont

where v7™ is the continuing component of v,. Then v € coker A(z) iff

e Dj(z)vp, = 0 on each interval I, for p=1,...,n,
e the continuing components are continuous at each p, where k, # 0, and
e at zero jumps, vy(pg) — vg—1(tq) = —i5¢(q-

To count the number of solutions in the kernel and cokernel we need some analysis
of Dy(z) and Dy(z) close to the singular points § = p,. This is taken more-or-less
directly from Hitchin’s paper on the construction of monopoles [I7, Section 2]. Start by
considering the case k, > 0, and recall the conditions imposed on the endomorphisms
Tg at such a point. Let ¢ = { — p, be a coordinate in a neighbourhood of p,. For

t € (—¢,0) we have in some parallel gauge the block decomposition

Sueti=(y ) +50

where B(t) is analytic and bounded, and R, = ) ’yj®Rg). In terms of the representation
p defined by (B2),
1
Ry=—5> % ®p(%)

It is possible to express R, in terms of Casimir operators. If & is a representation of

su(2) then the Casimir operator is defined by C(S) = >_; p(7;)?. Now
CS'@s ) =10 ) +2) y@p(y) +CSH®1
SO

1
R, = —1[0(81 @St —1eCcS ) -c(ShH) ®1].
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The Casimir operator on S*» is —kp(kp +2) -id, and decomposing into irreducibles we
have S' ® S*»~1 =2 Sk» @ S¥»—2, Hence

1
Ry = 5(ky = 1) on St c St sht (3.19)

and
1
R, = —i(kp +1)on S 2cSteSL

Now let U, be the 2m,, dimensional space of solutions to D, on I,. Using the block
decomposition of D, and the calculation of R,, we see that U, decomposes as U, =

B, ® G, ® C), where

e B, is the k,+1 dimensional space of solutions that are O(t~*»=1/2) corresponding

to elements of Sk»,

e Gy, is the k), —1 dimensional space of solutions that are O(t*+»+1)/2) corresponding

to elements of S*~2, and

e (), is the 2m,_; dimensional space of solutions that are O(t%) corresponding to

elements of the other diagonal block.

The solutions in B, do not have vanishing terminating component and are not L?
so cannot be elements of V?/'p. (Here ‘B’ is for ‘bad’, ‘G’ is for ‘good’ and ‘C’ is for
‘continuing’. The ‘bad’ solutions are the ones that cannot be in ker A(x).)

Next consider the cases k, < 0 and k, = 0: the same decomposition of U, exists, but
B, and G, are trivial because all solutions are in the continuing block. Alternatively,
one can decompose U, depending on the behaviour of solutions at the other end of the
interval, and obtain U, = Bp @ Gp @ C’p. If k41 > 0 then Bp and @p are trivial, but

when kj1 < 0 we have

. Bp is the 1 — kj;1 dimensional space of solutions that are O(t0+kp+1)/2) corre-

sponding to elements of S ‘kpﬂ‘,

. ij is the —1 — k, 11 dimensional space of solutions that are O(t0—kr+1)/2) corre-

sponding to elements of S kpt11=2 and

° C’p is the 2m, 1 dimensional space of solutions that are O(t°) corresponding to

elements of the other diagonal block.

For these estimates we have taken ¢t = { — ppy1. For u € U, let Byu,Gpu, Cpu etc.
denote the projections with respect to the decomposition.

We can perform exactly the same kind of analysis for Dj. Let U, be the 2m,
dimensional space of solutions to Dy (at the moment the “+’ is just a label—but in fact

Uy will turn out to be the dual of Uy,). We obtain decompositions Uy = B, ® G, ® C,
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and U, = B; $3) é]’; &) C’; . In particular when k, > 0 we choose B, to correspond to
elements of S¥» so that it contains solutions that are O(t*»=1)/2) and when kpi1 <0
we choose B; to correspond to elements of S/*¥r+1l so that it contains solutions that are
O(t~(+kp+1)/2) When k, < 0 B} is trivial, and similarly for B;‘ when k11 > 0. Now
suppose u € Uy, w € U, for some fixed p. Then (u,w)(§) is well defined for any £ in the
interior of I;, because the elements of U, and Uy are necessarily smooth on the interior.
But because u and w are solutions to D), and Dy, d%(u,w)(f) = 0 so Uy really is the
vector space dual of U, with the pairing

(WY qual = (ftp — fipr1) {u, w) 2 = (u, w)(€) for any & in the interior of I,,.

Moreover, because the solutions in Bj, and B, correspond to elements of Shr, B is the

dual of By, and similarly for G} and C. Hence
<u’ w>dual = <Bpu7 B;w>dual + <Gpu’ G;w>dual + <Cpu7 C’;w>dual (320)
where
(Bpu; Byw)aual = (Bpu, Byw)(£)
for any & in the interior of I, etc. Note that
(Cpu, Cpw)aua = (Cpu, Cyw) (pp) = (Cpu, Cyw)(pp+1)

because the values at the end-points are well defined. We obtain a similar expression
to (B20) using the decomposition of U, at the other end of the interval, in terms of Bp,
Gp, and C‘p.

The boundary conditions for the kernel and cokernel can be stated in terms of

these decompositions. Suppose w, € U, and u,_; € U,_; satisfy the conditions to
be in the kernel at p,. This is equivalent to saying Byu, = 0 = Bp_lup_l (so that

the terminating components vanish), that Cpup(p) = Cp—1up—1(pp) (the continuing
components are continuous), and at zero jumps Cqug(pg) € JqL. Similarly, suppose
wp € Uy and wp—y € U,_; satisty the conditions to be in the cokernel at y,. This

is equivalent to saying Gjuw, = 0 = G;_lwp_l (so that w, and w,_1 are L?), that at

points y, where k, # 0 we have Cywy(pp) = Cp_jwp—1(pp) (the continuing components

are continuous), and at zero jumps g, Cqwq(pg) — Cq_wq—1(pq) € Jq-

To find the index of A(x) we introduce a map © between finite dimensional vector
spaces whose index is easy to compute, but constructed so that ker A(x) = ker ©
and coker A(x) = coker ©. Let Uﬁairs C U, x Up—1 be the set of pairs (up,lp—1)
satisfying the boundary conditions for the kernel of A(z) at p, for p = 2,...,n, and

let Uf alrs. - Uy, x U, in the same way. Consider the map
n n
o:puri= - Pu,
p=1 p=1
O = (uy,Up), (U2, 01)y ooy (Upy Up—1) = (ug — 1), (ug — U2), ..., (Up — Up).
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By construction, the kernel of © is the kernel of A(z). Also

ind © =) " dim UP*™ — > " dim U,

Checking each case (k, > 0,k, = 0, and k, < 0) we have dim U},’airs =my+mp_1 —1
while dim U, = 2m,,. Hence ind © = —n. If we can show the annihilator of im © is
coker A(z) then we can conclude that ind A(x) = —n
Fix
n
u = ((Ula '[Ln)’ (u27 ﬁl)’ ceey (um an—l)) € @ Ugauﬂs
p=1
and
n
w= (wy,...,wy) € @U;
p=1
Then

<®u7 w>dual = Z<up - ﬂpa wp>dua1
p

= Z[(Cpum C;wp>dua1 + (Gpup, G;wp>dual
p
- <épﬁ’p7 é;wp>dual - (épﬁpa é;wp>dual]

using ([B20) (plus its analogous version in terms of By, G, C,)) and the fact that Byu, =

0 = Bpi,. Now
<Opupa C;wp>dual = <Opupv O;wp>(ﬂp)v and <épapv é;wp>dual = <épapa é;wp>(ﬂp+1)'

This implies that

(Ou, w)qual = ZKCpupv Cpwp) (kp) — <ép—1ap—lv é;—lwp—1>(#p)
P

~ A~

+ <Gpupa G;wp>(£+) - <Gp—1ﬂp—1, G;—lwp—l>(£_)]

for any £+ € Iy and any ¢~ € I5_;. But Cpuy(pp) = Cp_11ip—1(pp) because (up,ipy—1)

satisfies the boundary conditions for ker A(x) at pp, so

<@’LL, w>dual = ZKCPUZH O;wp - é;—lwp—ﬁ(ﬂp)
p

~ ~

+{(Gpup, Gwp) (€7) = (Gp1itp-1, Gy ywp-1)(€7)]. (3.21)

The annihilator of im © consists of w € P U, for which this vanishes for all u. Such w

satisfy the following conditions.
1. At points 1, that are not zero jumps Cjwy (i) — é;_lwp—l(;up) =0.
2. At zero jumps pg, Cowg(pig) — C’;_lwq_l(,uq) € Jg, because Cqwg(pq) € JqL.
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3. We have seen that at any p, either G, = 0 = G}, (when k;, < 0) or Gp1=0=
A;_l (when k, > 0). In the latter case [E2I]) gives (Gpuyp, Gywy)(§) = 0 for all
w and for all £ € I)_; so G w, has to vanish. Similarly, by considering the other

: * 0 — e
case, w satisfies G w, = 0 = G w, for each p.

These are precisely the conditions that w € coker A(x) as stated on page B0 and this

completes the proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.22. If A(z) : W — V is the Nahm operator corresponding to some set of
U(n) caloron Nahm data then A(x) is Fredholm with index —n for all x.

We also need to consider the index of deformations of A, for which the following

definitions will be useful.

Definition 3.23. A multiplicative operator W — V is a map of the form
(wl,...,wn) eWwW — (Alwl,...,Anwn) & (0) ev

where A, is a smooth uniformly-bounded matrix-valued function on Y, = C? ® X,
over each interval I, C S}LO. The second component is the zero vector in C+ro, The
continuing components of the A, matrices are continuous at each { = p,, except at

zero jumps where we allow Ap(pp) and A,_1(pp) to be different.

Definition 3.24. A deformation A(z) : W — V of A(x) is framed if, for sufficiently
large 7, A(x) — A(z) is a multiplicative operator that is independent of z. (Here r is

the polar coordinate on R3.)

Definition 3.25. Suppose A(z) : W — V is the Nahm operator corresponding to a set
of U(n) caloron Nahm data, and A is defined by BI4). A deformation A(z) : W — V.

of A(x) is a controlled deformation if it is of the form

A(z)w = [Di(x)wy + Ajwy, ..., Dyp(x)w, + Apw,] & [fw] + B(x)w
where the following conditions hold:

e For each p=1,...,n, A, is a smooth uniformly-bounded matrix-valued function
on the interval I, C S /110 that is independent of x, and with the same continuity

conditions as in Definition

e The projection 7 : W — CN#ro has components

Tqw = <w(ﬂq), <q>

for ¢ € J. Here (, is some (possibly z-dependent) vector in Y, (), such that

(4(x) = ¢, for all & outside some compact set.
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e For all z, B(x) is a compact operator W — V and B has compact support i.e.

B(x) = 0 for sufficiently large r.

Note that any controlled deformation is also framed. Roughly speaking, the so-
lutions in the cokernel of a framed deformation A of A will be asymptotically close
to solutions in the cokernel of A. The condition of being a controlled deformation is

stronger, with implications on the interior as well as asymptotically:

Corollary 3.26. Suppose A is a controlled deformation of A. The proof of Lemma
applies to A, and so A(z) is Fredholm with index —n for all x.

3.2.3 The adjoint of A(x)

Given the Nahm operator A(x) : W — V, the ‘Hilbert space’ adjoint A*(z) : V — W
is difficult to compute, involving the Sobolev space inner product on L%. Instead
it is easy to consider the adjoint as a map into the dual space of W, where linear
functionals consist of pairing the L? sections in W with sections in L%, because this
can be computed by parts integration like that at the start of Section Formally,
therefore, the adjoint is the map A*(x) : V. — W*, where W* is the dual space of W,
defined by
(v, Alz)w) = (A% (2)v, w)dual

for all v € V and w € W. The bracket (,)qua; denotes the evaluation of an element in
W* on an element of W while the bracket on the LHS is just the inner product in V.

It is useful to understand W* as a sum of Sobolev spaces on the intervals I,,. First

we claim that
(I_;% [a,b])" = L2_1[a, b = E%l[a, b] ® {Span d,} @© {Span &} (3.27)

where d,,d, are the evaluation functionals at @ and b, which are certainly contained
in L2 ,[a,b]. The first equality is true from the definitions of L? and L? on page
Consider the orthogonal complement U of {Span §,} @ {Span &} in L?[a,b], and
fix some element f € U. Then the map taking f (as an element of L?,(R)) to its
equivalence class in L2 [a,b] is an isomorphism U = L? [a,b], establishing [EZ7). It
follows that
(Wz})* - (Wp_l) ® (Yb(ﬂp))* ® (YP(NPH))*‘
Recall the definition BI3) of W. Since W C @ W),

n

w* =EPW,)*/Ann W

- @ [(Wp_l) & (Yb(ﬂp))* D (Yp(ﬂpﬂ))*]/Ann w
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where Ann W is the annihilator of W in Wpl. Now, since W is the subset of €D VV]D1
consisting of sections with vanishing terminating component which are also continuous
across the pi,, we obtain

n n

we=[@DW, "] @ [ ¥ ()],

p=1 p=1
where Y;font (ip) is the space of continuing vectors at fi.

We can now compute A*(x) in terms of this decomposition, i.e. as an operator

@ WO CNzero @ W @ (Y;ont (Np))*] — W*.

p=1
If we restrict A*(x) to some domain A C V consisting of elements v € V' with v, smooth
on the interior of I,, and continuous up to the ends of the interval, then A contains the

cokernel, and integration by parts like that at the start of Section B.22 gives

A*(@)v = (Di(@)vr, .., Di(x)va) & [ €D (g2} (np) — ivg™ (1))"]
pEJ

® [@ (wzgonlt(up) Cont(ﬂp) + Spgp) ] (3.28)

peJ

where y* denotes the dual of a vector y € Y;font(up), and v is given by (BId). We will
need this expansion in Section B22Z41

Finally, we make a few remarks about the projection P = P, onto coker A(z).
Since A(z) is Fredholm, it follows that its image is closed, so the projection P exists
and coker A(x) = ker A*(x). In addition, A(x) is injective, so A*(z) is surjective, and
A*(z)A(z) is invertible. The projection P is given by

P=1-A(z)(A*(2)A(z)) " A% (z).

3.2.4 Nahm'’s equation and anti-self-duality

We want to show that when the Nahm data satisfies Nahm’s equation, Coker A(x) is
anti-self-dual. The index calculation shows that the connection A defined by Coker A(x)
is a well-defined U(n) connection on R*. Mimicking Proposition [CZ2 the curvature is
given by

Fy = Pdz(A*(2)A(z)) " tda* P, (3.29)

so anti-self-duality follows if A*(z)A(x) commutes with the v; matrices. In equa-
tion (EZ) the domain of (A*(x)A(x))~?! is restricted to the image of dz*P. Using the
conditions for sections to be in the cokernel of A(x) given at the start of Section BZ2Z2)
it follows that (A*(x)A(x))~! is only passed elements

n

u= (Ul s Un) D Y1, Yn) € W' = @W @(Y;‘mt(,up))*]

p=1
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that have u, smooth on the interior of I}, for all p and such that the continuing compo-
nents of u, are continuous up to the ends of the interval. Let A be the inverse image of
this subspace of W*. Since (A*(z)A(z))~! is smoothing, sections in A are even ‘nicer’,
and on the domain A(z)A, A*(x) is given by (B28). It is therefore sufficient to prove
that A*(z)A(x) commutes with the v; matrices on the domain A, for which we take
A*(z) to be given by [B28).

Fix w = (wy,...,wy,) € A C W. Then

A*(z)A(z)w = (D] (x) Dy (z)wn, . .., D} () Dy (x)wy,)
& [ D (w52 (np) — i0p™ (1)) ]
v

& [ @D (05 (1) — ™ (1) + 5p6p) "] (3.30)
peJ

using equation [B28), where v, = Dy (z)wp and s, = mpwy(pp). Expanding Dy (x) Dp(x)
on each interval gives
Dj(2)Dy(x) = ViVt Y |2 +2iz; T — (T9)%] =Y (i@ V,pTp+eryi @ TITE]. (3.31)
J i,5,k
The Tg satisfy Nahm’s equation (B]) on the interior of each interval I, so the term
involving the ~; matrices vanishes there. It remains to consider the components in
chont(,up). First consider a point § = p, with k, # 0. At such a point the continuing

components of T}, and w, are continuous, so

cont cont cont

d d
ivﬁ‘i“f(up) - Z.Up (Hp) = _d_gwp—l (Mp) + (:waP (,up). (3.32)

(The RHS exists since w € A.) If we replace w with v;w, the RHS of equation (B32) is

-1

multiplied by +;, so this component of (A*(z)A(x))™" commutes with the ~; matrices.

At a zero jump the continuing component of T, is discontinuous, and

- .cont d

- CON d
wp—lt(:up) — 1, (Hp) = _d_gwp—l(:up) + d_gwp(:up)
= Tp1(pp)wp(pp) + Tp(pp)wp(pp).  (3.33)
The first two terms on the RHS commute with the ~; matrices, just as for the &k, # 0
case. However,
(Tp(ip) = Tp—1(kp))wp(pp) = —Cp X mpwp(pp) = —5pGp
and these terms cancel with the contribution from the s, in E30). Substituting (B32)
and B33) into [B30) gives
A*(z)A(z)w = (Di (z)Di(z)ws, - . ., Dy () Dy (x)wn)
d con d con *
® [@ (d_gwp “(1p) — d_gwp—lt(:up)) ]
p=1
and this map commutes with the v; matrices. It follows that Coker A is ASD.
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3.2.5 Periodicity

Before considering how to frame (E, A) = Coker A, it is useful to make some remarks
about periodicity. In particular we will fix some notation required later, and explain
how to quotient (IE,A) to obtain a connection on S%ﬂ Juo % R3. As it stands, Coker A is
a bundle and connection over R*. Under translation in zq, A satisfies

Arx) = UT,VA(QJ)U_"}V (3.34)

T

where 7 is the translation
7 (0,21, x2,23) — (xo + 07,21, 22, X3) (3.35)
and U, w, U,y are unitary maps, given by

Urw(w) = (expid-&)w,
Urv((vp) @ (sq)) = ((expidr&)vp) @ ((expidrig)sq)-

These maps are not well-defined for all d;: in general U,y (w) will not be periodic in
€, so will fail to be an element of W. When 4, is a multiple of 27/ug, however, the
maps are well-defined, so fix §, = 27 /o ! and the corresponding maps Urw,Ury. Of
course, U, w, Uy correspond to the gauge transformation (LIZ) for the transform on

the 4-torus. We will often just write U, for U, y, so that

U ((vp) @ (sq)) = ((exp 2mi&/po)vp) @ ((exp 2mipy/ 110)5q)- (3.36)

Now
coker A(tx) = U, coker A(x)

so U, defines an action of Z on E. It is easy to check that
A(rz) = (UH*A(z) (3.37)

so the connection is compatible with this action. Quotienting by this action gives an
hermitian bundle on S%W Juo X R? with a compatible connection.

Note that U, and U,y are not determined uniquely: we can replace them with
(expiN)Urw and (expi\)U,y for any A € R and B34) still holds. However, the

choice (B336) is the only choice that allows the caloron to be framed in the correct way.

We can use U(n) Nahm data to construct a caloron with m times the expected period for m =
1,2,3,... by taking d; to be m X 27/uo. The point is, however, that while other periods are possible,
the Nahm data does give rise to a caloron of the anticipated period. Changing the periodicity of the
caloron in this way maps po — po/m and ko — mko because in the quasi-periodic picture the clutching
function is composed with itself m times. This should correspond to some map between sets of U(n)
Nahm data. Similarly, given a set of U(n) Nahm data, we can simply glue together m copies of it to
obtain a set of U(nm) Nahm data with period muo. This should correspond to some map between
caloron configurations, probably embedding the U(n) caloron m times in U(nm).
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3.2.6 Remarks on the rotation map

The definition of the Nahm data for a caloron implicitly involves a choice of origin
for the circle Sio. Suppose A(z) : W — V is the Nahm operator constructed from
some element of AV (B) for some set of boundary data B. The inner product on V is

independent of the choice of origin on S! . and so, as a bundle and connection over

Ho?
R*, Coker A is also independent of this choice. Recall the rotation map py defined

by [Z33)). Rotation of the Nahm data by pg/n defines a map
pN 2 N(B) = N(pyB) (3.38)

but, as it stands, Coker A is insensitive to this action. However, the way we frame
Coker A does depend on the choice of origin: if the Nahm data has boundary data B
then we want the corresponding caloron to have boundary data B too.

In fact, we only give a construction of calorons from Nahm data with principal
boundary data—for technical reasons the construction is much harder if the data is
not principal, essentially because we can only recover kg when it is the smallest rank
of the bundles Xi,...,X,,. Given a set of Nahm data with boundary data B (not
necessarily principal), we can rotate it until its boundary data B’ is principal. Our
construction will then give a framed caloron with boundary data B’, but by applying
the rotation map p¢ defined in Section to the caloron, we can transform it into a
caloron with boundary data B as desired. This method of defining the construction

when B is non-principal ensures the following diagram commutes:

N(B) Nahm. C(B)
construction
x| lpc
Nahm

N(poB) ————— C(paB)

construction
The diagram commutes by definition when there is only one principal rotation of the
Nahm data. If there is more than one principal rotation, then without loss of generality
we can assume B and ppB are both principal (by replacing the rotation maps pg, pc, pAr
with pg,pé,pf{/ for some k) The two calorons on the RHS of the diagram must be
equivalent as quasi-periodic connections over R*—in other words they are related by a
large gauge transformation—since Coker A is insensitive to the action of pas. It is easy

to see the large gauge transformation must be pc.

3.3 The model operator A
3.3.1 Strategy

The aim of the remainder of this Chapter is to show that the bundle and connection

Coker A extends to S, and is framed there. This will complete the proof that the Nahm
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construction on an element of N*(ko, E, Lo, i1) produces an element of C*(ko, l;, oy [L).
The method adopted is to consider a deformation A of A, and prove that Coker A
extends to S2 and is a framed bundle (E, f) with invariant co(E, f) = ko. We then
prove that the framing and the invariant co are independent of the deformation, and so
deduce that Coker A € C*(ky, 1_5, 1o, fi). The first task is to define the model operator
A and prove that it is injective and Fredholm with index —n, which forms Section
In Section B4l we prove that Coker A is a framed caloron configuration, and in Sec-
tion calculate co(E, f). This shows that Coker A is an element of C(ko, k, o, i).
Finally, in Section B8, we prove that A can be deformed into A in such a way that the
framing is independent of the deformation, and deduce that Coker A is an element of
C*(ko, l;, o, i2). This method is based on Hitchin’s proof that a connection and Higgs
field constructed from monopole Nahm data satisfy the monopole boundary conditions
[T7, Section 2].

From this point on fix the following notation. Fix a set of U(n) caloron Nahm data
with principal boundary data (ko, E, o, iL). If the boundary data is not principal then
we apply the rotation map pps to the Nahm data to obtain a set of principal Nahm
data; we then apply the corresponding rotation map p, ! to the caloron constructed to
obtain the correct framing, just as we explained in Section Let Ay, P be the
connection and Higgs field at infinity determined by (k, 7). Let A(z) : W — V be the
Nahm operator.

Any generic choice of model operator A will be injective (since the space of non-
injective operators is in some sense small). The problems encountered when defining
A are therefore to ensure Coker A is framed and that co(E, f) = ko. Much of the
‘engineering’ we do is to make the proof that CQ(IE, f) = ko straightforward. Note that
throughout this Section we make no claims that the model operator A is a deformation
of A; often A will be defined in terms of a deformation, but we delay the proof of the
existence of a path joining the two until later.

When defining the model operator A it is easiest to consider two special cases
first. The first is the case of vanishing monopole charges—the case that k, = 0 for all
p=1,...,n but ky # 0. (Calorons of this type were introduced in Section [[2Z2]) The
second case is the opposite of this: the case that there are no zero jumps in the lowest
rank block (we will make this precise later). We call this the case of ‘no zero jumps in
the instanton block’. In the remaining cases, the model operator is very similar to that
for no zero jumps in the instanton block, so the reader may prefer to concentrate on

that case.
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3.3.2 Defining A: the case of vanishing monopole charges

Suppose that k, = 0 for all p = 1,...,n but kg # 0 i.e. that every singularity pu, in
the Nahm data is a zero jump. By gluing together the bundles X,,, a single continuous
vector bundle |J X, over S }lo with rank kg is obtained. Similarly we can glue together
the Y, = C?® X, to obtain a vector bundle Y over S}LO. Elements of W are sections
of Y that are periodic, L%, and continuous across the singularities p,. Let 71,..., 7k,

be an orthonormal basis of sections of | J X, that are periodic, smooth on each interval

I,csS ;1107 and continuous across each § = p,,. Let
1 _ 0 _
m= <0> ® 7 and 77 = <1> ® 1 (3.39)
Working in this gauge fix
~ d
Dy(z) = Zd_f +i(1®A) +x

for each p=1,...,n, where
A = diag(iXg, ..., 1Ag,)

for some pairwise distinct A1,..., g, € (0,27/p0), and z = Y yaz,. Given A(x) :

W — V', consider the operator

Alx) W =V
A(z)w = [Dy(x)w, ..., Dp(z)w,] ® [rw]

where the projection 7 is that determined by A, as in equation (BI4I).

We want A(aj) to be injective for all x, so consider the conditions for w € W to
lie in the kernel of A(x). We have A(z)w = 0 if D,(z)w, = 0 and mpw,(1,) = 0 for
all p, and if w is continuous and periodic. Parallel translation by the Dp round S}m
determines a holonomy

Hol(z) = exp[(ix — A) o).

Consider finding solutions to this parallel transport problem that are continuous and
periodic in §. Such solutions exist if and only if Hol(x) has eigenvalue 1 i.e. iff [1—Hol(z)]

is singular. This occurs if and only if

x = (N + 2mm/ o, 0,0,0) for some | € {1,...,ko} and any m € Z. (3.40)
We call such points resonating points, and label them ;7" for [ =1,..., kg and m € Z.

res

As it stands, A(:z:) is therefore injective away from the resonating points. When x = 77>,

there is a 2-dimensional space of solutions to the parallel transport problem that is

spanned by

M = [exp(2mim& /o), (3.41)
Mig, = lexp(2mim& / po)]mi-- (3.42)
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To exclude the possibility that these could be solutions to A(m), we adjust the projection
7 to be non-zero on mm,nﬁn by deforming the vectors ¢}, used to define 7 in a small
neighbourhood of each resonating point. (Recall the definition of the components of ,

equation BX).) For p=1,...,n let
5p (R — Y}?(:up)

and let
fip(@)(w) = (w(pp), Gp())-

Let 7w(z) : W — C" have components 7,(z). Fix an open 4-ball By, around each
resonating point, sufficiently small that the balls do not overlap. We deform ¢, only

inside the union | By,,: define
G(z) =G

if © ¢ |J Byyn. Then, for each [, pick ql,qll € {1,...,n} such that q; # qll. Inside By,

res

arrange the ép so that near x = x5,

6% (x) = nlm(NQz)ﬂ (3’43)
G (@) = i (g2 ) and (3.44)
o(z) =0if ¢ ¢ {q,qi}- (3.45)

The third condition is not required for injectivity, but simplifies the calculation of kg
for Coker A. Equations [8Z3) and (Z4)) imply that at a resonating point 21 g,

m>

and 7~quj_ cannot both be zero on non-trivial linear combinations of 7, and nl#n. This
ensures that

A(z)w = [Dy(x)wy, ..., Dy(x)w,] @ [fw]

is injective for all x. We can arrange the deformation of the vectors ¢, so that fp(m:) =
(p(x) for all z and p, which ensures that A satisfies (B34) under translation by 27 /po.
Note that A is a controlled deformation of A (recall Definition B2H). Corollary
therefore implies that A(:p) is Fredholm with index —n for all z. As a final remark,
note that, unlike A, A is continuous across the zero jumps: the discontinuity in A is
required to ensure Coker A is anti-self-dual, but it is not required to ensure Coker A is

framed.

3.3.3 Defining A: the case of no zero jumps in the instanton block

Moving on to the second special case, we first explain what is meant by ‘no zero jumps
in the instanton block’. A zero jump in the instanton block is a point § = pu, for
which m, = min{m,...,my,} which is also a zero jump (i.e. k, = 0). The condition
of no zero jumps in the instanton block is the opposite of the condition of vanishing

monopole charges, for which every singularity was a zero jump in the instanton block.
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Figure Bl illustrates the situation, plotting the rank of the Nahm data versus £ for
three examples.

We assume, therefore, that the Nahm data has no zero jumps in the instanton block.
We can split off a bundle over S;lm of constant rank, and thereby decompose each bundle
Y, into two sub-bundles, in the following way. Recall that we are assuming that the

Nahm data is principal so that
ko = min{rank X, :p=1,...,n}.

There exists a set {71, ...,7g, } of sections of the bundles X1, ..., X, that are defined
over all of S}W that are periodic, smooth on each interval I, C S /1107 continuous across
each singularity & = pu,, orthogonal for each { € R, normalised with respect to the L?
inner product, and linearly independent. In other words, we can find a kg-dimensional
sub-bundle Xz{ of each X, such that the X; glue together to give a continuous bundle
over S}m. Note that this decomposition is not unique: if rank X, > ko then there is
some choice for the #; over I,,. Define n; and 77[J' by B39). We can choose the 7; so

that foralll=1,..., kg and g € J
Tgm =0 = T (3.46)

This is possible because each zero jump occurs in a block with rank greater than k.
Thus we have a decomposition of each block Y, of Nahm data into a subspace Y;DI

spanned by {m(€),n-(€) : 1 =1,...,ko,& € I,} and the orthogonal complement Y;,M:
_ v M
V= e v

The bundle formed by gluing together the Y;)I is called the instanton block, and its
orthogonal complement is called the monopole block. The spaces W and V' decompose
in a similar way:

W=WreWy, V=VieVy, (3.47)
where .
V=W
p=1
and

Vir = [P WO @ [CV].
p=1

Here WO(YpI ) denotes the Sobolev space of L? sections of Y;DI etc. Note that we impose
the condition (B46) to ensure that the jumping space J; spanned by (, at a zero jump
ltq is contained in the monopole block YqM (tq), so that there really are no zero jumps

in the instanton block.
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U(5) Nahm data with vanishing monopole charges

M5 H4 3 2 M1 Mo + s o + pa

U(5) Nahm data with no zero jumps in the instanton block

5 Hy M3 2 M1 Mo + s o + pa

U(5) Nahm data with one zero jump in the instanton block

M5 H4 3 2 M1 Ho + s o + pia

Figure 3.1: Examples of classification of caloron Nahm data.
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Next we want to specify the model operator A(z) : W — V which we construct

using the decomposition into monopole and instanton blocks. Define

A](x) : W] — V] (348)
Ar(z) = z'd% +i(l®A) + (3.49)

where A = diag(i)1,...,i\g,) for some pairwise distinct Aq,..., A\g, € (0,27 /). Just
as we saw for the case of vanishing monopole charges, Ar(x) is injective, apart from at
the resonating points defined by (BZ0).

Restriction of the caloron Nahm data to the monopole block determines a set of
U(n) monopole data, i.e. an element of NMOH(E, i), and the associated Nahm operator
Ap(z) : Wayr — Viar. (Note that this data does not necessarily satisfy Nahm’s equa-
tion.) At a singularity £ = p,, with &, # 0 the Nahm data determines a |k, |-dimensional

residue R,. We deform Aj/(z) so that near such singularities it is given by

Ly
dg & —pp

on the terminating component and

+x

z’d% ta (3.50)

on the continuing component. Near zero jumps we deform so that A(m) is also given
by BE0). Thus Aps(x) : War — Vs is given by

U(ORy

. Jw]| @ [rw] (3.51)

Apy(z)w = [(Zdi& +1 Z

N

where 1, is a bump function equal to 1 on some neighbourhood of p, and zero elsewhere.

We interpret R, as acting on each terminating component in the obvious way. Note

that without condition (BZ6), Ay would not be a well-defined U(n) monopole Nahm

operator, since m would be non-zero on the instanton block. Lemma implies that

Apr(x) : Wiar — Viy defined in this way is injective and Fredholm with index —n for
all z.

Consider the operator

(Af()(x) AE(;;;)) W V.

It is injective away from the resonating points (BZ0). We want to put something into
the off-diagonal entries, supported near the resonating points, that will ensure the new

operator is injective everywhere. We need the following:

Lemma 3.52. Let Ay be the Nahm operator for some set of U(n) (n > 2) Nahm data

m N’MOH(E, i), and let x € R, Then we can find two non-trivial orthogonal continuous
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sections u,u of the bundle Coker Ays defined on some open neighbourhood R of x,
such that, for all y € R, u(y) and u™(y) are continuous across each zero jump so have

zero component in CNzero,

Proof: For any set of U(n) monopole Nahm data the singularities x4 and p, cannot
be zero jumps, so there are at most n — 2 zero jumps in the data. The restriction
that solutions be continuous across the zero jumps therefore rules out at most n — 2
dimensions, and so u(y) and u'(y) can be chosen from a 2-dimensional subspace of

coker Aps(y). Moreover, this can be done smoothly on some neighbourhood R of z. O

Let ¢y, be a set of bump functions on R x R3 that are equal to 1 on some 4-ball

res
lm

res

. We can make

with centre x = 27°° and zero outside some 4-ball with centre x = =
the support of each bump function sufficiently small that they are disjoint, and arrange
them so that ¢y ,41(72) = @rm(z). At 2 = 275, Ar(x) has two solutions mm,nﬁn
defined by BZ1) and @Z2). Let u; and uj- be the elements of coker Ay (x) fixed by
Lemma defined on some neighbourhood of z)7_,. Adjust the bump functions
so they are supported within these neighbourhoods, and extend wy, ull periodically by
defining
Ui = [exp(2mmi/po)lus,  ujh, = [exp(2mmié /po)]ui".

Define B(x) : Wy — Vi by

B(a)wn = Y @i (@) [((war, un (%)) g2 i + ((war, g, () 12, (3.53)
Il,m

and B*(x) : Wy — Vs by

B (@)wr =Y im(@) [((wr, m) £2)tim () + ((wr, 0, ) 12t () ] (3.54)
Im

We chose u; and ulL to have no component in the jumping spaces so that all inner

products can be made inside L?—this simplifies the definition of B. Define the model

A= @i ABM>. (3.55)

Lemma 3.56. A(x) is injective for all x € R*,

operator A by

Proof: We have already shown A(z) is injective outside | JSupp @y, so it remains to
consider what happens near resonating points.

First we show that there are no non-trivial solutions to
A(z) <“(’)f > = 0. (3.57)

We know Ar(z)wr(x) = 0 has periodic solutions only when x = zj;° for some I, m. At

such a point, the solutions have the form

wr = Cny + CH,
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for some constants C,Ct. Then B*w; = (Cu; + Ctujt), which is zero if and only if
C=Ct=0.
Next, note that the image of B*(x) is contained in coker Ajps(z) and so is orthogonal

to the image of Aps(x). Hence, if

A[ B wr —0
B* AM wpnr -

then Aps(z)wys(z) = 0, and so wys(z) = 0 because Ap(x) is injective. We conclude

that A(x) is injective because there are no non-trivial solutions to (Z31). O

Consider the behaviour of A with respect to translation 7 by one period in .

Suppose x € Supp @p,. Then
B(rz)w = ¢y mi1(72) [(w, (exp(2mi&/ p10) )utm (%)) L2 m+1
+ (w, (exp(2mi& / 110)) i (%)) 125y 1]
= @1.m () [((exp(=2mi& / 110) )w, g () 2 (exP(27IE / 110) )1l m

+ ((exp(—=2mi& /o) )w, ujy, () 12 (exp(2mi& / 110) )iy |
= T,VB(a:)U_"}Vw.

T

B* satisfies a similar formula, and this ensures that A satisfies (32]) under translation.

By construction, A satisfies the conditions of Definition so is a controlled
deformation of A. Corollary then implies that A is Fredholm with index —n.
Note that the model operator for a set of monopole Nahm data is implicitly dealt with
by the case of no zero jumps in the instanton block—we simply take the instanton block

to be trivial.

3.3.4 Defining A: the remaining case

We now generalize the model operator defined in Section to deal with the remain-
ing case: that of zero jumps in the instanton block together with a non-trivial monopole
block. The following classification of the singularities i, is required. Recall that we are

assuming that the Nahm data is principal and that J is the set of zero jumps. Define

Jr := zero jumps in instanton block

= {p:mp =mp_1 and my, = ko},

Jm = zero jumps in monopole block
=J\J1,

Jo = other singularities
={1,...,n}\ J.

Table Bl lists these sets for the examples shown in Figure Bl Let Ny = |J;| and

Ny = |Tu|. We assume that Ny # n i.e. we are not dealing with the case of vanishing

75



Data set JI N Jo
Vanishing monopole charges {1,2,3,4,5} {} {}
No zero jumps in instanton block {} {2} {1,3,4,5}
Zero jump in instanton block {1} {} {2,3,4,5}

Table 3.1: Classification of the singularities for the example sets of Nahm data in
Figure Bl

monopole charges so there is a non-trivial monopole block. It follows that n — Ny > 2,
because we cannot have all but one p,, being zero jumps.

Next pick a basis {17;,171l 21 =1,...,ko} for the instanton block in the usual way,
such that for each [ = 1,..., kg condition (BZ6) holds for each ¢ € Jy. (We cannot
make (B:40]) hold for every ¢ € J when there are zero jumps in the instanton block.)
This splits the data into instanton and monopole blocks as in equation (B47) so that

@ WOy e [CN] (3.58)

and

@WO ¥, & [CM]. (3.59)

The projection 7 also decomposes: let 77 : W — CN have components mq for g € Jr

and 7y : W — CNM have components mq for ¢ € Jy. We can then define

A](x) : W] — V]

Ar(z)w = [(zdil§ +i(1 @A) + z)w] @ [rjw]. (3.60)

Projection onto the monopole block determines a set of U(n — Ny) monopole Nahm
data (recall n — Ny > 2 since the case of vanishing monopole charges is excluded). In
particular, it determines a residue R, for each p € Jp. Like the case of no zero jumps

in the instanton block, define
Ap(z)w +Z Z

peJo

£ ,Up + z)w]| @ [maw] (3.61)
where R, acts on the terminating component. Then Lemma 10 implies that Ay is
injective and Fredholm with index Ny —n. We impose condition (840 for every q € Jus
to ensure that these zero jumps really do occur in the monopole block, and that Ay is
the Nahm operator of some (deformed) U(n — Nj) Nahm data.

Consider the operator Aj(z) @ Apy(z) : W — V5 it is injective away from the
resonating points (BZ0) and we want to use the tricks from Sections B3 and B33

to make it injective at the resonating points. As in the case of no zero jumps in the
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instanton block, we add an off-diagonal term. Lemma proves the existence of
sections u, u' of Coker Ay with zero component in CN™ . These can be used to define
B and B* as in equations (853) and ([B3). Defining A by equation (BB5H), we see that
A is injective by applying Lemma

We added the off-diagonal term to prevent 7, and nl#n being solutions at the
resonating point z;>; in fact the projection m; may prevent them from being solutions to

Ar(z) at the resonating point, so adding the diagonal term may have been unnecessary.

However, when we come to recover kg for the model operator, it is convenient to assume

res

. We can deform 77 to ensure this, rather

that 7, and 7;- are solutions to Aj(z) at z
like the deformation performed in the case of vanishing monopole charges. For each

q € Jr replace (; with an z-dependent vector éq such that

{(z) =0 (3.62)

res

15 containing Supp ¢y, and ((z) = ¢ away from this

in some neighbourhood of xz
neighbourhood. Changing the definition of A in this way does not affect the proof of
injectivity.

Finally, note that A is a controlled deformation of A, and so Corollary proves
A is Fredholm with index —n. We also obtain a formula like B34) for A in exactly

the same way as previously.

3.3.5 The adjoint of the model operator

We need to be able to identify the cokernel of the model operator A(z). To do this it is
easiest to write down the adjoint A*(z) on some domain A of suitably smooth elements
of V' which contains the cokernel, just as we did in Section for A*(x). Since this
is analogous to what we did in Section we will not dwell on the details but just
write down A*(z) directly.

The adjoint is given by

A= (21 B vigvy s wiew;, (3.63)
B* A%,

In the case of vanishing monopole charges the monopole block is trivial and this reduces
to A* = A%. The spaces V; and Vys are defined by ([B58) and (B59), while

n

wi = [DwW ] @ [ (" ()]
p=1

p=1

and " "
Wir=[Dw ] e [ (05" (1))]

p=1 p=1
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where Ypl’cont(up) is the continuing component of Y;f at p, etc. The off-diagonal blocks
B, B* are defined by 53] and ([854) (extended to zero on the CV™ and C™* compo-

nent of Vj; and V; respectively). Given v = (vy,...,v,) @ s € V7 we have

Aj(z)v = (Di(2)or,. .., Di(@)on) & [ @ (ivp2 (1) — 1™ (1)) ]

pEJI1
® [P (5 (p) — 0™ (1) + 5pCp()) "] (3.64)
pEJT
where
Di(z) _ng +i(1®@A) + 2" : WH(Y,) = W (Y,).
Finally, given v = (v1,...,v,) ® s € Viy we have

h(@)o = (Di(@)vr,.... Dy(x)on) @ [ @ (g2 (p) — ivg™™ (p))]

pETMm
o[ P (0 (1) — ivs™ (1) + 5pGp) "] (3.65)
pEIM
where
. d iR
D}(z) =i— — P4 g
W) =T e

on the terminating component near { = y, and
d
Di(x) =i— +z*
@ =i

elsewhere.

3.4 Framing for A

The aim of this Section is to show that the bundle and connection Coker A on R x R3
extend to R x B° and determine a quasi-periodic connection framed by Ao, ®oo. We
do this by finding ‘approximate solutions’ to coker A, by which we mean sections of the
trivial bundle V x R* that are asymptotically close to elements of coker A(aj) as r — 00.
Near infinity, the solutions of A*(aj) correspond in some sense with the singularities p,,
in the Nahm data. We construct an approximate solution for each singularity in the
monopole block in Section B41l For singularities in the instanton block, we can in
fact write down an exact solution, which we do in Section In Section we
show the approximate solutions are exponentially close to exact solutions of A*(:z:)
In Section BZ4] we show that in the gauge determined by these exact solutions the
matrices representing the connection A = Coker A extend to 52 and are framed there.
This is based on Hitchin’s proof that SU(2) monopoles constructed from Nahm data
satisfy the BPS boundary conditions [I7, Section 2]. In particular the representation

theory in Section BTl is taken directly from [I7, Section 2].
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3.4.1 Approximate solutions for A* in the monopole block

Fix a singularity p, in the monopole block of the Nahm data (i.e. p € Jyr U Jo). For
large r, we construct an approximate solution to A*(:z:) supported near § = y, which
is characterized by the sign of k,—we will deal with each case in turn. Let k = k;, and
let t =& — pyp.

The case k£ > 0: We continue the representation theory started in Section
Fix a unit vector & € R?, and let u = Z‘i’ xjvj. Then u generates a circle in SU(2) and
decomposes S¥~! ® S' 2 S* @ S¥~2 into weight spaces with weight &,k —2,..., —(k —
2),—k for S¥ and k — 2,k — 4,...,—(k — 4), —(k — 2) for S¥72. Recall that S* is
the representation of su(2) on homogeneous polynomials of degree k. If [§y : &] are

homogeneous coordinates on CP; = S2, it is easy to check that the polynomial

(€020 + E121)" (3.66)

is the highest weight vector when u = [§y : £1]. The action of 1 ® u commutes with the
action of u ® u so 1 ® u preserves the weight spaces with weights +k since they occur
with multiplicity one. Let vy, v_ be elements of S¥ with unit norm and weights +k, —k
respectively. Now (1 ® u)?2 = —1, so (1 ® u)vy = ivy and (1 ® u)v_ = +iv_. In fact
using the explicit form (B0 of the highest weight vector, we have (1 ® u)vy = vy
and (1 ® u)v_ = —iv_. As u varies, vy € S¥ spans out a line bundle L over S?, and
using ([B60) it follows that L has Chern class k. The action of SO(3) on the direction
vector Z lifts to the adjoint action of SU(2) on u € su(2). Hence, on a neighbourhood

of & € R3, we can choose the highest weight vector v, according to

v4(92) = gu(2)

where g € SO(3) acts by some unitary endomorphism on S*.
Next, we use vy to write down an approximate solution to A*(w) As previously,
let R, be the residue of Zj v ® Tg at pp. Near & = p, A*(z) is given by
~ d iR

D;:iE—Tp—i—zo—r(l@u)

on the terminating component, where r is the usual polar coordinate on R?. From (BI9)
we have that R,v; = %(k: — 1)vy and (1 ® w)vy = vy, so a solution is given on some

interval t € [—24,0] by

Up = k=172 [exp (izo(t + pp)) ] [exp(rt)]vy. (3.67)

Note that (¢t + 1) in the expression above could be replaced by (¢ + a) for any a and
i, would still be a solution. We chose 1, as above so that the result of translating by
one period 7 is given by the action of U, (where U; is defined by B30l)). This will
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ensure that the quasi-periodic connection we eventually obtain has a clutch map that
is the identity on the boundary. Also note that we could have used v_ to construct a
solution. However, such a solution would blow up in the limit ¢ — 0, and so fails to be
L2,

We want our approximate solutions to be smooth and have compact support, so
we multiply by a bump function ¢,(t) supported on t € [—24,0] that takes value 1 on
[—0,0]. We also want the approximate solutions to have unit norm, so define v,, the

approximate solution associated to p,, to be
~ —1 ~
Up = C,,  pplp (3.68)

where C), = ||¢ptyp| 2. Consider the element of V' which is 7, on the interval I, and
zero otherwise; abusing notation, let v, denote this element.

It will be useful to obtain an estimate for C), = ||@pt,| 2. Let

0
Jp = / gpi tk exp(2rt) dt (3.69)
—25
SO
leptipll7e = [Tr—1l. (3.70)
Now
0 0
\/ t* exp(2rt) dt| < |3;] < |/ t* exp(2rt) dt|. (3.71)
—0 —26

Integrating by parts gives
0 0
[ texpler/) di = [ exp(2t 0 Pt/
for some polynomial Pj of degree k. Hence
0
[ #explat/) dt = xR0 — exp(~20/) Pel-a/ )]

Then (BZI) implies that
Je = Cx**1 + smooth exponentially decreasing term in y (3.72)

where C is some constant (used in the generic sense). Thus, using [BZ0), we have an
estimate C,, = ||@pip|| 2 = Ox*/>+ exponentially decaying term.

The case k < 0: This is entirely analogous to the case k > 0. We can repeat the
representation theory on Sl @ S! to obtain vectors vy, v_ in the same way so that
v_ has weight k, (1 ® u)v_ = —iv_, and v_ determines a line bundle with Chern class
k. Define the approximate solution to be 0, = C, lgopﬂp where ¢, is a bump function

supported on I, 1 and

i, = k=172 [expi(zo(t + pp))] [ exp(—rt)]v_.
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Just as for the case k > 0, there is an analogous estimate on C), = ||¢ppl| 2.
The case k = 0: Fix a unit vector # € R® and let u = Y #;v;. Consider solutions
to A}, (z)v = 0 where A}, is defined by (BE88]). These must satisfy

d
(z’a +20—r(l®@u))v; =0

on I; for j = p,p — 1. The general solutions are

[expi(zo(t + pp))] [exp —i(rtu)]s_ on I,
and
[expi(zo(t + pp))] [ exp —i(rtu)]sy on I,

for some vectors s_,s.. We want the solutions to match the conditions to be in
ker A%}, (x) i.e. we want a discontinuity at ¢ = 0 such that the jump is a multiple of (.
Now, (1 ® u) has eigenvalues +i and let 7+ denote projection onto these eigenspaces.

Let

i, = [expi(xo(t+py))][exp—i(rtu)|mi¢y = [expi(wo(t+up))] [exp(rt)]m ¢y (3.73)

on I, and

iy = —[expi(zo(t + pp))] [exp —i(rtu)|m_¢ = —[expi(xo(t + pp)) ] [exp(—rt)|7_¢p
(3.74)

on I,_1. Then

@l (t =0) —a, (t = 0) = —[exp(izopy)][m4 s + 7_s] = —[exp(izopp)]Cp € Jp.

Finally we smooth off by bump functions gozj ,¢p and normalize to define the approxi-

mate solution v, by

p = Cy (0, 0,08 G, o5y, 0,...,0) @ (0,...,0,5,0,...,0) € V

P !

on interval I, ¢ on interval I, corresponding to ¢,

where

Co = Iy iy 172 + oy 72 +1)'/?

and
sp = iexp(izopp)-

This completes the definition of the approximate solution v, for p € Jo U Ju.
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3.4.2 Solutions for A in the instanton block

For each p € Jr (i.e. for each zero jump in the instanton block) we can write down
an exact solution to A*(:z:) that lies wholly in the instanton block and is defined away
from the resonating points. A solution v = (v1,...,v,) & s € Vi to A*(z) must satisfy
A%j(z)v =0, where A%(x) is defined by ([B&4]). Hence
d

(zd—§ +i(1®A)+2")v; =0 (3.75)
for all j, and v is continuous across the 1, except at any zero jump p; in the instanton
block, at which v can jump by a multiple of C}(m) (Recall that the vectors (; are
deformed to give z-dependent vectors (;(x) in the definition of A(z).) Solving (BTH)

round S /110 gives a holonomy
Hol(z) = exp[(iz™ — A)po). (3.76)

We know that [1 —Hol(x)] is invertible away from the resonating points (B40), so define

. -1 . x
up = —[exp ((iz* — A) (€ — pp)] [1 — Hol(z)] ™ [ exp(izopy)] G (3.77)
for each p € J7, and for pu, < &§ < py + po. It is easy to check that this is a solution to
A*(x), jumping by [exp(ia:oup)]fp at pp. Define the exact solution v, € V' by

vp = C’p_l(up) ® (0,...,0,iexp(izopp),0,...,0) (3.78)

where iexp(izopy) lies in the component of CN1 corresponding to the jump tp, and C),
is a constant that normalizes v,. Note that in the case of vanishing monopole charges,
the v, are well-defined solutions to A*(z) on the complement of the resonating points.
In the other cases, when the model operator has an off-diagonal block B, the v, are
well-defined solutions to A*(aj) on the complement of Supp B. Also note that where
some vector fp has been deformed to zero, v, is just the corresponding vector in CNeero,

Although we have written down an exact solution to A*(z) corresponding to each
singularity p, with p € J7, it is often more convenient to work with an approximate

solution. Define

if = —oi [exp(—At)] [exp (izo(t + pp))] [ exp(—rt)|m_¢, (3.79)

for some bump function ¢ on (—¢,0], and

i, = ¢, [exp(—At)] [exp (izo(t + pp))] [exp(rt)] m4.G, (3.80)

for some bump function ¢, on [0,¢). (Compare with ([E73)) and (B74)).) We can then
define an approximate solution v, € V' constructed from 1, , ﬁ; so that the CN7 compo-
nent of v, matches the jump at j1,. A short calculation shows that v, is exponentially
close to the exact solution v, in the limit » — oo. This is because in the limit the exact

solution v, becomes more and more peaked about the discontinuity at .
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3.4.3 How good is the approximation?

We need to consider in what sense the set of approximate solutions v1, ..., 7, approxi-
mate the cokernel of A(z). Let P denote the orthogonal projection onto E = Coker A

and consider 1,(2) := P(z)3,(z). Now
P11 A(AR) A",

so we need to calculate A*(az)@p in each of the cases k, > 0,k, = 0, k, < 0. For example,

in the case k, > 0 we obtain

w7 N~ _q,.d -
A*(z)v, = Cp I(Za%?)up

where dy,,/dt is supported on some interval ¢ € [—20, —0], and 1, is defined by (B61).
Using integral estimates just like those on page R{, it follows that

. ~ 1
[A"(2)tpl| 2 < Cexp(—;)

for some constant C. The norm of A(z)(A*(x)A(z))~! is bounded as r — co (we prove

this later: see equation (BII3)) and so
Wy = ]517;, = Up + (exponentially decreasing term).

The other cases k, < 0 and k, = 0 are entirely analogous, and so we obtain

P =1+ (exponentially small operator) (3.81)

as a map span{dy,...,0,} — E.

We would like, however, to replace P with a unitary isomorphism between these
spaces, so that the trivialisation wi,...,w, is orthonormal. We know that the set
01,...,0p is orthonormal by definition (by making the supports of the bump functions
disjoint), so replacing P with a unitary map will ensure we obtain a unitary basis of E.

Recall the ‘polar decomposition’ of an invertible matrix M: let
A= (MM*Y? and U = A"'M.

so that A is a positive-definite self-adjoint matrix and U is unitary, and these satisfy
M = AU. Variational methods show that this decomposition minimizes [|[M — U||.
Define

Py = (PP*)7'/?P
so that Py is a unitary map span{d,..., 0, } — E. Equation (B=T) implies that

Py =1+ (exponentially small operator),
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so if we define w, = ]5U17p, then w, = ¥,+ exponentially decreasing term. Hence the
approximate solutions o1, ..., 0, are exponentially close to a unitary basis w, ..., w,
of E in the limit  — co. Recall that the exact solutions corresponding to zero jumps in
the instanton block are exponentially close to the corresponding approximate solutions.

Hence for p € J; we have w, = v,+ exponentially decreasing term.

3.4.4 Proof that A is framed

We want to show that (E,A) = Coker A extends to the boundary S2 and is framed by

Ay, Poo. The exact statement is as follows:

Definition 3.82. Let F,B be a U(n) bundle and connection on I, x R? and let B¢
be some U(n) framed quasi-periodic connection on E?. The pair (F,B) is the interior
restriction of (E?,B?) if there is a unitary isomorphism F' : F — E?|; , s such that
B = F* (B, xrs)-

Proposition 3.83. (E,A) is the interior restriction of (E?, A7) where AY is some U(n)
quasi-periodic connection which is smooth up to the boundary and which is framed by

Ao, B

Proof: First fix local trivialisations of E, in the following way. Fix a direction vector
& € R3. BEach approximate solution Up is associated to a vector e, that spans out a line
bundle Ly, over S2_. In the case k, > 0, e, is the highest weight vector vy; for k, <0,
ep is the vector v_; and for k, = 0, e, is the constant vector (, € J,. Since > 1 k, =0
the vectors eq,...,e, form a local trivialisation of the trivial bundle E., over Sgo on
some neighbourhood of #. By construction, there is a unitary action of SO(3) on the
ep such that

ep(92) = gep(2) where g € SO(3). (3.84)

To prove the Proposition it is sufficient to show that in the local trivialisation
W1, ..., W, of E, the matrices Axv Amo, Ayl,AyQ representing A extend smoothly to the

boundary I, x S2 and are appropriately framed there. In particular, we claim that

e A, =0on I xS2,

o Ay, = diag(ip,...,iu,) on I, x S%,
o Ay, = diag((dy,ep, ep)) on I x SZ, for j =1,2.

These conditions are sufficient to deduce that A is the interior restriction of some
connection A? framed by Ao, Poo. In addition, we also have to verify that there is

some clutching map

C(S) : I~[?‘|$0=S — IAl:_;:’|:t:():8-i—27r/uo
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such that
Alxg = s+ 2m/w) = (c(s)_l)*A(:ro =s)

and that in the gauge wq,...,w,, ¢ = 1 as r — oo. It follows that A is the interior
restriction of a quasi-periodic connection AY framed by Aso, Poo.

To prove the claim about the framing we have to calculate the matrices AX, Ay,
A,,, and A, using a formula like (BH):

(Ag)ij = (Oaty, ;).
Since w; = ¥;+ exponentially decaying term, we have that
(Ao)ij = (Ba¥;,0;) + (smooth exponentially decaying term in y).

Hence it is sufficient to consider the matrices (9,0;,7;) for a = x,xo,y1,y2. By mak-
ing the supports of the bump functions ¢, used to define the approximate solutions
sufficiently small, these matrices are diagonal, and since the approximate solutions are
orthonormal, the diagonal entries in the matrices must be imaginary. Fix some p and
consider the p’th diagonal element of each matrix. Let k =k, and t = £ — p,,.

First consider Ax' When k > 0, ¥, is defined by [B&8), and 0,0, is given by

B\, = —(é + 8><ij)@p.

Thus (Ay)pp = (0yTp, Up) 12 is a real integral, and so must vanish since it is also imagi-
nary. Hence (0,0, Wp) 2 is smooth up to the boundary and vanishes there. The cases
k=0 and k < 0 are entirely similar.

Next consider A, = diag((Dy, Wy, Wy)). We want to show that (8,7, 7,) is smooth
up to the boundary and has value iy, when xy = 0. The proof depends on whether
k >0,k =0, or k <0; start by assuming k > 0 so that 0, is given by ([B&7) and (B5).
Then 0y, 0 = i(t + pp)Vp SO

<8zo77p7 77p> = <Z(t + Np)@pa 77p>L2 =iy + Z'<t771u7 2~’1D>L2-

This last term is independent of z(, and because of the SO(3) invariance (B84), inde-
pendent of y1,ys; we want to show it is a smooth function of x and tends to zero as

x — 0. Now
(tvp, Up) 2 = Tn/|Tg—1|

where J is defined by B89). So (B2) implies that
(t0p, Up) 2 = Cx + smooth exponentially decreasing term,

which completes the case kK > 0. The cases k = 0 and k < 0 are dealt with via very

similar estimates.
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Finally, consider ij for j =1,2. Fix j and let y = y;. It is sufficient to show that
(OyTp, Tp) 12 = (Oyep, €p) on SZ. As usual, we have to deal case-by-case with the sign
of k. When k > 0 or k£ < 0 this can be seen immediately from the definition of v,. For

example, when k > 0:

U 1 _ 2t
(OyUp, Up) 2 / [902 t'7~ ! exp ;](Gyep, ep) dt = (Oyep, ep).

B HSOpapH%Q I,

For k, = 0 and assuming the zero jump is in the monopole block, we have

(OyTp, Up)r2 = Cp_l [||90pﬂ;7||%2 (Oy(miep), myep) + ||90pa;>_||%2 <8y(77—€p)777—ep>]-

But integral estimates show |, 4, |2 = O(x) = ll¢fa, |2 as x — 0. Hence
(OyTp, Tp)r2 = O(x) as x — 0. However, (dyep, e,) = 0 since k = 0, and so (9,0, Up) 2
extends smoothly to X where it equals (9yep, ep). When the zero jump is in the in-
stanton block the exact solution defined by [BZd) and (BR0) gives exactly the same
result. This completes the proof of the claim about the framing.

It remains to prove that A clutches correctly. The map U, = U,y defined by (B30)

gives a map from E|;,=s to E|, —s12r/,, since A satisfies

Atz) = UT,VA(:E)U;I:/LV'
This implies that A satisfies
A(rz) = (UZH)*A(x).
In the gauge w1, ..., w, of I~E, U, is given by the matrix

(Urw;(z),wj(tz)) = (Ur0;(x),0;(T72)) + exponentially decreasing term.
By construction, however, U, 0;(x) = 0;(7x), so

U, =1+ smooth exponentially decaying term.

This shows that A clutches correctly: A is the interior restriction of a framed quasi-
periodic connection A? with clutching function ¢, where ¢ extends smoothly to infinity

and is the identity there. O

3.5 Calculating k, for A

Proposition shows that Coker A determines an element of C(ko, k, lo, i) for some
ko € Z. In this Section we prove that kg = ko, where (ko,l;, o, i1) is the boundary
data for the Nahm data fixed at the start of Section We do this by calculating

[ cha(E, A) and using 3.
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The calculation is slightly different in each of the cases, but uses the following
scheme. The basic idea is to compare (fE,A) — Coker A with a caloron configuration
(Eo, Ag) which has the same framing f as (E,A), but which has cy(Eg, f) = 0, and
so is a deformation of a monopole. Regard (fE,A) as a bundle and connection over
I. x R®. Then (E,A) is the interior restriction of a framed quasi-periodic connection

with boundary data (ko, k, Lo, jL), SO
-~ ~ 1
/ cha(B, &) = —Fp — — (ki + -+ + k) (3.85)
[0,27/ 0] xR3 Ho
using (Z232). Suppose (Eg, Ag) is a bundle and connection on I, x R? such that
1
/ ChQ(Eo, Ao) = ——(,ulk:l —+ oo+ ,unkn) (386)
[0,27/ o] X R3 Ho

Moreover, suppose that on the complement R of some closed region R C (0,27 /ug) xR?

there is a unitary isomorphism
F: E|Rc — E0|Rc

such that
Alge = F*(Aore)-

Using (B8H) and ([BX6) we then have
o= [ {eha(Eo, o) — cha(B, D).
R

Suppose the isomorphism F' is such that R is the disjoint union of some small closed
balls B; for [ = 1,..., ky, with each ball containing one resonating point. For each [
construct a bundle and connection (F;,B;) over S* by gluing IE| B, and Eg|p, at their

boundaries via the isomorphism F'. Then

== o) (3.87)

where cy(F;) is the second Chern class, so if we can show ca(F;) = —1 then ko = ko.
This is done by calculating the transition function g; from Eo|p, to IE| B,, and using the
relation

co(Fy) = Tlﬂ [95 tr (dglgl_l)3 = deg g;. (3.88)
The transition function g; is found by fixing gauges on Eg|p, and E| B,- The precise
nature of these gauges differs for the different types of model operator A. In many

ways, the case of no zero jumps in the instanton block is the most illustrative, and the

reader may prefer to concentrate on that case first.
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The calculation of ko for the model operator A suggests another way of thinking
about the topology of caloron configurations, which we call the ‘spotted dick’ model.
(The term ‘spotted dick’ refers to a type of pudding consisting of a cylinder of sponge
containing currants, often served with custard.) The idea is that away from a small
neighbourhood of each resonating point, Coker A is isomorphic to a monopole con-
figuration. The obstruction to extending this to a global isomorphism comes at the
resonating points. Near each resonating point Coker A resembles a charge-1 instanton.
Thus, up to deformation, we can think of a caloron as the pull-back of a monopole
to S217f /o

the ‘sponge’ is a monopole configuration while the ‘currants’ are charge-1 instanton

x B® with ko charge-1 instantons embedded in it. This explains the name:

configurations.

3.5.1 The case of no zero jumps in the instanton block

The main idea here is that restricting to the monopole block gives a U(n) monopole
Nahm operator Ay, and we take (Eg, Ag) = Coker Ajps. This monopole configuration
is framed in the same way as E, and so we can apply the scheme outlined above.

Recall the definition of A from Section

~ (Ar B

A=(5 )
and let (Epz, Apr) = Coker Aps. We showed in Section that Ay is injective and
Fredholm with index —n. Lemma BT gives

1
/ cha(Ear, Anr) = —— (ks + -+ finks).
[0,27 /0] X R3 Ho

Next, recall the definition of A*(z), equation [BB3). Outside |JSupp @i, (i.e. away

30 = (57 agm)

so coker A(z) = coker Ays(z) for = outside |JSupp @y, because A%(x) has no so-

from the resonating points)

lutions. (From equation (B64]) we see that a solution to Aj(z) must be continuous
across all the 1, and be in the kernel of D} (). There are no such solutions away from
the resonating points.) Setting Eg = Ej; and Ag = Ajps we can then use the scheme
described at the start of Section ko is given by [BX1), and for each | = 1,... ko
we want to find the transition function g; from E|supp o, to I~E|Supp o Where ¢ = ¢ 0,
and ¢y, are the bump functions used to define B.

We have to identify coker A(z) on Supp ¢;. Let
{wrg, o} U {ug, up} (3.89)
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be an orthonormal basis of ker A}, (x) over Supp ¢;, where ul,ulL are the monopole

solutions used to define B. Note that wu;1,...,u;,—2 are all solutions of A*(aj) on
Supp ¢; because Bu; ; = Oforall j = 1,...,n—2. We know coker A(m) is n-dimensional,
so there are still 2 solutions to find. Suppose A*(x)(v; @ vpr) = 0 and decompose vy
as

vi(2) = Cur(@)u (@) + Cip(@)ui- (x) + vi ()

where v3, () is perpendicular to u;(x) and ui(z), and Cyy, Cy; are functions of z. Then

for each z € Supp ¢
B(x)vy(x) = Cur(x)pi(@)m + Cap(x)er(@)n;'
so A%(x)vr(z) + B(z)vpr(z) = 0 has solution
vr(z) = Cr(z)m + Cf (x)n;" (3.90)

for Cr(x),Ci(x) satisfying

(2" — N\) (gjj) + o <gg> = 0. (3.91)

The condition B*(z)vr(z) + A} (x)var(z) = 0 implies that

on = Caywy + Caqui — @Cr(A) ruy — O (A%) - (3.92)

1

We want to extend the solutions u;1,...,u;,—2 by two further solutions v,v— to

give a gauge for E|gupp ¢~ Consider taking

(61)-oe 5% (1)

where A and At are some constants, p = ||z* — )| and v is a bump function:

p  when x* — )\; is small, and
i) = { (3.94)

1 outside a small neighbourhood of z* — X\; = 0.

Then Cy(x) and Cy; () are well defined everywhere on Supp ¢; for any choice of A, A+.
We define v and v by taking

(1) = () e (3= ()
and using (&30), (X1, and 9Z). Then

{wa,...,up_2}U{v, UJ‘}

is a gauge for I~E|5upp o, Which is unitary on the boundary of Supp ¢;, but not necessarily

unitary on the interior. Equation (B33]) was constructed to ensure that the gauge was
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unitary on the boundary but well-defined on the interior of Supp ¢;. There is no ob-
struction to taking the unitarisation over Supp ¢;, without affecting the gauge near the
boundary. Using (B33]) we can compare this trivialisation with the trivialisation (B89,

and see that the transition function g; from Ens|supp ¢, to E\Supp o 18

idy,—o 0
g1 = ( 0 M) : (3.95)

llz*=Adll

Substituting this into (B88)) gives ca(IF;) = —1, since with our definition of deg g, the

map

g: S Cc R = U(2)
1‘*—>\l

9@) = Tl

has degree —1. Thus, using ([BXT), we have shown that kg = ko.

3.5.2 The case of vanishing monopole charges

Following the scheme outlined at the start of Section B, we want to identify the bundle
and connection (Eg,Ap). Since there is no monopole block, this is rather different to
the case of no zero jumps in the instanton block, where Eqy was the cokernel of the
restriction of A(:p) to the monopole block. Essentially, we calculate the transition
functions g; by taking a trivialisation consisting of the exact solutions v, ...,v, away
from the resonating points, while at the resonating point xj° two of these solutions
are replaced by mm,nﬁﬂ to give a local trivialisation. We take Ey to be the trivial
bundle C" over I, x R3. Let {By, : I =1,...,kg and m € Z} be a collection of closed
balls round the resonating points mlrensl, on which conditions [BZ3)—(B2H) hold, and let
B = Bjp. Let R = U]fo B; and let R° denote the complement. The exact solutions
v1,..., U, defined in Section determine a bundle isomorphism

F: E‘Rc — }EO‘RC.

After applying the Gram-Schmidt algorithm to vy, ..., v, we obtain a unitary bundle

isomorphism Fy; in the same way. Define a connection Ay on Eq by
Aglre = (Fy ') " Alge

and continue Ay arbitrarily over R. It follows that Ag is the interior restriction of a
framed quasi-periodic connection, and that (Eg,A) extends to the boundary in the
same way as (E,A). If f denotes the framing at infinity, then since (Eq,Ag) has van-

ishing monopole charges, equation (2:32)) implies that

/ ChQ(Eo,Ao) = —02(E07 f)
[0,270/po] X R3
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However, we claim that Ay has trivial clutching function, so that the RHS is zero. Now
Ay = (Fljl)*A on R¢ and A(rx) = (U-1)*A(x) where 7 is translation by 27 /g in zo,
SO
Ao(Tz) = (F_l(v'm))*(U;l)*(F(a;))*Ao(m)
= [F(x)U ' F~ (r2)]* Ao ().
However, the exact solutions v, satisfy
vp(Tx) = Urvp(x) (3.96)
S0
F) U ' F~ Y (rz) = 1. (3.97)

The Gram-Schmidt process gives some GL(n,C) function ©(z) such that

and equation (B30 implies that ©(7x) = O(x). Substituting this into ([B97) shows

that Ay has trivial clutching function, so we have proved our claim, and shown that

/ ChQ(Eo,Ao) =0.
0,27/ pio] X R3

Next we want to find a trivialisation of IE| B, foreach I =1,...,ky. Comparing this
with the gauge vy, . .., v, on R® will give the transition function g; on 9B; between Eo|p,
and E| B,- Start by fixing some ! € {1,...,ko}. From the definition of the model operator
in Section B2 there exist ¢, qll € {1,...,n} satisfying conditions BZ3)), BZ),
and ([BZH). Condition (FZH) implies that for ¢ ¢ {q;, ¢i"} the solution v, is well-defined
everywhere on By, since v, is just some vector in CNere. The set {v, : ¢ & {q, ¢ }}

can therefore be extended by two sections @qn@qf to give a trivialisation of E over B;.

(?ql> _ oA <Uql> (3.98)
Vg [z — Al Vg

where x = ) x47,. We want to show that ?,,, and @qu_ are well-defined at = = 2],

and that

Consider

{vgra ¢ {aai}} U{og, 0,0} (3.99)

is a trivialisation of E on B;. This is clearly a trivialisation away from x;°, so we only

have to understand what happens at the resonating point.

Recall the definition of the exact solution v, given by equations [BZ7) and (BIF).
Since {,,(x) = m(ug) near the resonating point (condition (FZF)), and using (B39),

the exact solution v, is given by

Vg = _Oq_zl [eXp (Z(l"* - )€~ qu))] [1 - exXp (Z(‘r* o Al)'uo)]_l

x [exp(izopq)] <[1)> ®i  (3.100)
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for pg, < & < g, + po. Note that all the terms in this expression commute. Hence

Vg, = [1 — exp (Z(:p* _ )\l)ﬂo)]—lcq—llfql(a:,g) <é> &

where
fqz(%f) = - [exp (Z(‘T* - )\l)(é - ,“qz))] [exp(z’zo,uql)]

is defined for all z € By and pg, < & < pug, + pro- Similarly, for Vg

= (1= exp (i = Mp)) 7, 0 (1) @

and so
By, > T* — N\ L ~1 ( Ja/Cq _
N = ————|1—exp (i(z" — \)po ( ® . (3.101)
(vqf [z — Al [ ( )] qu/cqll
We want to estimate Cy,(x) and quJ_ (z) near the resonating point. Let p = [|z*— ]|
Then ||1 —expi(z* — A\j)poll = O(p) as p — 0, and BI00) implies that

Cq=0(p"")=Cp (3.102)

so that v, and v . have unit norm. Next, consider (ETI01) in the limit p — 0. Equation

(BI02) implies that
. 1 ffh/cql >
) 3.103
w5 o=l <qu/0qf (3109

exists. Moreover,

lim (2" = M) [1 = exp (i(e" = Apo)] ™ = i (2 = ) [ = i(e" = Mo + O]
1

= (3.104)
tHo

Combining (BI03]) and BI04]) shows that the right-hand side of (BI0T]) is well defined

as p — 0. Thus 9y, and 'IA)qlJ_ are well-defined in the limit p — 0, and at x = 2]* are

given by some multiples of n, nf respectively. The set (B39 is therefore a trivialisation

of E over B;.

We can now calculate the transition function g;. Comparing the trivialisation (B39

with the exact solutions {v, : p=1,...,n}, we see that (up to some re-ordering)

(idn_g 0 )
g1 = T*—)\; .
O =T

The two trivialisations vy,...,v, and ([B39) are not unitary, but applying the Gram

Schmidt process is equivalent to replacing g; with
O(z)g ()0~ (z) € U(n)

where © : B; — GL(n,C). This does not affect the degree. Comparing g; with the
calculation of kg in the case of vanishing monopole charges, we have deg ¢; = —1 and

so co(F;) = —1. This completes the proof that l?:o = ko for vanishing monopole charges.
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3.5.3 Thecasel1 < N;y<n

The calculation is very similar to that in Section BZ2Jl Recall the definition of the
model operator in Section B34l the definition of the adjoint in Section B:3A and the
definition of the exact solutions v,, p € Jj, given in Section In Section we
showed that the v, are well-defined solutions to A*(az) on the complement of Supp B,
where B is the off-diagonal block of the model operator. In fact the v, are well-defined
on Supp B, and are just vectors in CNeero | because Q:p(a:) = 0 on Supp B. It follows that
B*(z)vp(x) = 0 for each p € Jr, and since the v, solve Aj(x)v, = 0 everywhere they
are solutions of A*(z) for all z. The vy, therefore define a rank N7 sub-bundle E; of E,
which is equipped with a connection Aj given by projection from V onto E;. The proof
of Proposition shows that (E;,Aj) is the interior restriction of a framed U(Ny)
quasi-periodic connection with vanishing monopole charges and clutching function cj.
The v, give a global trivialisation of E; in which Ay is framed. Since v,(7z) = Urv,(2),
using the definition of the clutching function in Proposition we have ¢y = 1, and so
c2(Er, f) = 0 where f is the framing determined by the exact solutions v,. Moreover,

since the ¢, span trivial line bundles in E, using 31) we have
/ cho(Er, Af) = 0. (3.105)
(0,2 /0] XR3

Now Ajps(z) is the Nahm operator of some U(n — Ny) monopole Nahm data. Let
(Ear, Apr) = Coker Aps. Then Lemma BT implies that

cho(Epr, Apyr) = —— Lk
/[ozw/uo}xRS 2 ks

since k, = 0 for all p ¢ Jo U Jpr. We can then define (Eg, Ag) = (Expr @ Er, Ay @ Ar).
On the complement of the region R = Supp B,

@ =" aio)

s0 E|ge = Er @ Eyr and Alge = A7 @ Ayy. Since ch(E; @ Ep, Ar @ Ayy) = ch(Er, Af) +
ch(Ear, Apr), (Eo, Ap) satisfies (BX0l).

It remains only to specify gauges on Eg and E near each resonating point and
calculate the degree of the transition function. Let u;(x) and uj-(x) be the solutions of
A%, (z) used to define the off-diagonal blocks of A. Then, as in Section Bl let

{up:p=1,....n—2—Ni} @ {u,ui"} © {v, : p € TIr}

be a gauge for Eg|gupp ,, Where u;, are solutions of A%}, (x). Again, following Sec-

tion 2511 and reproducing equations E30) to ([BX2), we construct v, v> in exactly the
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same way, so that
{fwyp:p= l,....,n—2—-Ni} @ {v,vt} @ {v,: pc Jr}

is a gauge for E|Supp o> and so that the transition function g; has deg g; = —1. This

completes the proof that ko = ko.

3.6 Deforming A to A

The last step of the construction of calorons is to prove that the Nahm operator A can
be deformed into the model operator A in such a way that we can deduce that Coker A
is a framed caloron configuration. In Section B.G.l we prove the existence of a path
of injective Fredholm operators between A and A, and in Section we use this to
deduce that Coker A is a framed caloron configuration. Finally, in Section B.6.3], we use
the boundary conditions and the anti-self-duality equation to prove that Coker A can

be equipped with a compatible volume form.

3.6.1 Existence of a path between A and A

We want to show that we can deform Ag = A to Ay = A with a path Ay in the space
of injective Fredholm operators with index —n. Let F_,, denote the space of Fredholm
operators from W to V with index —n, and let 7, denote the subset of injective

operators. Thus Ag and Ay are maps from I, x R? to F° .

Proposition 3.106. If A1 = A is a controlled deformation of Ay = A (in the sense
of Definition [ZZH) then there is a path A in Map(I. x R3, F ) between the two, such
that for all s € [0, 1],

Ay is a framed deformation of A, and (3.107)
As(rz) = Ur v As(2)U (3.108)

where Ur v, Urw were defined in Section [ZZ3, and Definition [3.24 gave the notion of

a framed deformation.

In Section we show that conditions (BI07) and (BI08]) ensure that Coker Ag
is a framed caloron configuration for each s.
Proof: We first prove the existence of a path Ay satisfying (B107) and (BI10S) that lies
in Map (I x R3, F_,,) and then perturb it so that it lies in Map(l. x R3, F%, ). Recall
that
A(x)w = [Di(x)wy, ..., Dp(z)w,] & [Tw)

and

A(z)w = [Di(x)wy + Aywy, . .., Dp(2)w, + Apwy,] & [fw] + B(x)w
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for some A, 7, and B(z) satisfying the conditions of Definition B2Al Let 7 denote a

deformation of 7 to 7 given by deforming the vectors (4, and let
Ag(z)w = [Di(x)wy + sAjwi, ..., Dp(x)w, + sApwy] @ [Tsw] + sB(z)w.

Then, for each s, Ay is a controlled deformation of A, so condition BI07) is met
(controlled implies framed) and Corollary B26 implies that A lies in Map(I, x R3, F_,,)
for each s. Since A and A satisfy (BI0F), if we make the deformation 7, strictly periodic
in xg, then Ay satisfies condition ([BI08]) for all s.

Next we want to perturb this deformation so that it lies in Map(I. x R3, 7 ). The
deformation corresponds to a five (real) dimensional surface ¥ lying in F_,, which is
the image of a map [0,1] x I. x R® — F_,,. Note that F_, is not a smooth manifold,
but is stratified, with the strata corresponding to the dimension of the kernel. Let
U C F_, denote the subset of operators that are not injective. If the codimension of
U is sufficiently large, then the surface ¥ can be deformed into F*,. To perturb ¥
into F?, we require one dimension orthogonal to ¥ and U at each point on ¥, i.e. we
require the codimension of U to be at least six (real) dimensions. The codimension of
U can be calculated in the following way. Fix a € U. Since « is not injective, it has
a non-trivial kernel which is finite dimensional, so suppose {w1, ..., w;,} is a basis for
the kernel, where m > 1. Since ind @ = —n, coker « is m + n dimensional, so fix a
basis {v1,...,Umin} for the cokernel. Note that m + n > 3 because n > 2. The paths

o on (ker o),

ai(t) = wp v, forp=1,...,m—1,
Wiy, > TUmti—1
for i = 1,2,3 define a tangent plane to U at a, contained in F’,. The condition
m +n > 3 implies that the three paths are well defined. Hence the (real) codimension
of U is at least six, and so the deformation can be shifted into F*,,.

A problem might arise: we do not want to perturb Az when s = 0 or 1, because the
perturbed path would no longer join A to A. Similarly, the other components of 9%
might be affected. First consider what happens for large r. We want the path Ay to
consist of framed deformations of A, which is certainly true before we perturb . For

sufficiently large r
Ag(z) = A(z) + sA

where A is a multiplicative operator independent of z. Equation (B31]) implies that
2 2 2
[As(z)wllze = Croflwllz.

for large r and some constant C', because A is uniformly bounded. Hence for sufficiently
large r

[As(@)wll =0 = fwllz=0 = wlz=0
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so Ag(x) is injective for sufficiently large r. Thus, combining the three boundary
components, we only have to perturb Ag(z) on some compact subset of R? to move
Y into F',. Finally consider dI.. If we perturb Ay into F?, for xg € (—¢,€) then
the periodicity rule (BI0R]) fixes the perturbation for z¢ € (27/uy — €,27/pup + €).
Thus we have some fixed perturbation of ¥ in some neighbourhood of the boundary of
[0,1] x I x R3, and we want to extend this to a perturbation of the whole of ¥. The

Proposition follows from the Lemma below. O

Lemma 3.109. Suppose X is the image of some map o : M = [0,1]x . xR3 — F_,, and
A is a neighbourhood of the boundary of M. We know that while M is 5-dimensional,
the complement of the space of mon-injective Fredholm operators has codimension 6.

Then any deformation of o(A) into F', extends to a deformation of ¥ into F°,,.

Proof: Milnor [29, Theorem 1.35] proves an equivalent result for smooth manifolds

which extends to spaces of Fredholm operators readily. O

3.6.2 Recovering the boundary conditions

We have a deformation A of A together with bundles and connections
(E,A) = Coker A and (E,A) = Coker A.

Given that A extends to 52 in the sense of Proposition BE83, our aim is to prove that
A extends to S2, and is framed there, by comparing the two connections and showing

that A is asymptotically close to A. The precise statement is as follows:

Proposition 3.110. The bundle and connection (E,A) is the interior restriction of
(E?, A?) where A? is some U(n) quasi-periodic connection which satisfies the smoothness

conditions of Section [ZA and which is framed by Aoo, Poo-

Proof: The aim is to construct a unitary isomorphism F' and framed quasi-periodic
connection A? such that F': E — E9|; ,ps and A = F*(A?|; ,gs). We start by compar-
ing the projections P(x) and P(z) from V onto coker A(z) and coker A(x) respectively,
and show that

(P(z) = P(2))lz = O(x) (3.111)

as x — 0. It follows that for sufficiently small y, P is an isomorphism as a map from
E|{x<<1} to E. We can then compare A with the pull-back of A under P.

The proof of [BITT]) is taken almost directly from [I'f, Section 2] and follows from es-
timates on the Green’s function G(z) = (A*(2)A(x)) ! A*(z) of A(z). Equations (B30)
and (B31) imply that

2
(A"(z)A(z)w, w)dual = F”w”%z (3.112)
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for all w € W and for sufficiently small x. (Throughout, C' is a constant used in the
generic sense.) Since A(z)G(z) =1 — P(x) it follows that

el ~ 1P = SlIGEeE
for all v € V, so that
IG@) e < 0 and |G @)lgare < (3.113)
Strictly speaking, G is a map L — L2, so ||G||z2_,z2 is the norm of the composition

of G with inclusion into L3. Similarly, G*(z) is a map L*; — L3, so ||G*(2)| 12— 12 is

the norm of the restriction of G*(z) to L < L?,. Fixing an element & of E, we have

(P(z) — P(z))v = (1 — P(z))v
= G (2) A (2)7
= G (2) AT

where

A=A(z) - Alz)

is a multiplicative operator that is independent of x for sufficiently small x. Since A
is uniformly bounded and smooth, A*? is L2, and together with estimate (BIT3) this
proves equation (BITT]).

The next step is to compare A and A. Equation (BITI) implies that P is an
isomorphism as a map P : E — E for sufficiently small x. Let R C I. x R? be some
region y < € on which P is an isomorphism. Consider the pull-back of A|g under P:
the difference between the connections on IE| gr is an endomorphism-valued 1-form o,
given by

a(s) = A(s) — Py 'A(Ps)

where Py s the inverse of P as a map E — E, so that B lp=p. Expanding « using
A=P-dand A =P -d gives
a(s) = —PdPs

where s is a section of E. Using the identity PdPP = 0 and the fact that Ps = s, this
gives
o = P(dP — dP)P.

Our aim is to prove that « is Cg’l and that the dxg, dy1, dyo components of o vanish
at the boundary—this will imply that A and A are framed in the same way on S%.
Now,
P — P = ApA* — ApA*
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where p(z) = (A*(z)A(z))~! and similarly for 5(z). Since A(z) = A(z) + A on R, we

have

P—P=(A+A)p(A* + A%) — ApA*. (3.114)

Hence
P(dP — dP)P = P((dz + A)pA* + Ap(dx* + A*) + A(dp)A*) P. (3.115)

By making the region R sufficiently small, A is multiplicative and therefore smooth on
each interval. Thus p is only passed L? sections in equation ([I1H), so we regard p as
being restricted to L? sections. A similar comment applies to the image of p, so p can

be regarded as a map from L? sections to L? sections rather than L2, — L?. As such,

equations (B30) and B3] give
pro—r2(z) = X* + O(°). (3.116)

It follows from ([BIIH) that the dzg, dyi, and dys components of o are O(y), and
similarly any derivative of these components of the form 8;0851 852 is O(x). Hence the
dxg, dy1, and dyy components of o are 02 and vanish on the boundary.

Next consider the dy component of «: using equation ([BITI0l), it is given by

P((&x % + A)pA*dx + Ap(*x 2 + A*)dx + A(Oyp)A*dx) P

= ﬁ(:ﬁA*dX + Ai:*dx)ﬁ + O(x)
where £ = xx is the unit vector in direction x. In the basis w1, ..., w, of fE, « is given
by the matrix

<OL’LZ)Z',’LZ)]'>, i,j:1,...,n.
So, up to O(x), the dx component is given by
((zA* + AZ™)v;, 7). (3.117)

In the limit xy — 0 the 9; become ‘square roots of §-functions’: integral estimates like
those in Section Bl show that

lin (AD;, v;) =

{O ifis (3.118)

(A(pplep,ep) fi=j=p

for any multiplicative operator A that is independent of x, where {e,} is the gauge
on E fixed in Proposition Hence the limit of (BII7) exists as x — 0 which
shows that the dy component of « is continuous up to the boundary. In fact it shows
the dy component is diagonal on the boundary and independent of xzg—so the dx
component satisfies the conditions given in Section Similarly, by considering

derivatives in xg, y1, and yo, it can be shown that the dy component of « is C’g up to
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the boundary. The same method shows that the dxg, dyi, and dys components of «
are C}(: differentiating (BITH]) with respect to x, the coefficients of the dxg, dy;, and

dyo components are of the form
multiplicative operator + O(x)

and so extend to the boundary. Thus « is 02’1.

Let F be the isomorphism F : E — E9|;_«grs whose existence was proved in Propo-
sition Let F = F Py ! so that F is an isomorphism E — E? defined on R. We
have shown that

A= F*(AlR) (3.119)

where A? is a Cg’l connection on E? framed by As, Poo. The isomorphism F' can be
extended to the interior of R? so that (EITd) holds everywhere on I, x R3. (Given
A, this determines A? on the interior.) To complete the proof of the Proposition, it
remains to be shown that A? is quasi-periodic, and that F' can be replaced with some
unitary isomorphism.
Define
c(s) = F(zg = s + 27/ o) U F~(z9 = 5).

Equation (B37) implies that

Al(s + 271/ pg) = (¢ 1(s))*AY(s) = cA%(s)c™! — dec™! (3.120)
on I, x R3. We want to show that ¢ — 1 as y — 0 and that ¢ is C’>1<. In the gauge
FPwy,...,FPw, on El|g, cis given by the matrix

(F(s+2m/po)Ur PWw;(s), F(s + 21/ po) Pw;(s + 2w/ 110)) 12 =
(P5 U, Py (s), 5 (s + 2 /po))a - (3121)

because F = FPE_ Uand F is unitary. Now (BIII) implies that the RHS is given by
= dij + O(x);

where v; is the approximate solution associated to the solution w; of A(z). Hence

¢ — 1 as x — 0. Equation (BI20) implies that

lim de = lim {cA%(s) — Al(s + 27/ ug)c}
x—0 x—0

and since A7 is Cg’l it follows that c is C}(.
The final step is to replace F' with a unitary isomorphism and show that this does
not affect the framing or clutching adversely. As in Section we replace P with the

unitary approximation Py defined by
PU = (PP*)_1/2P7
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and compare A with the pull-back of A under Py. A calculation similar to the com-

parison above shows that the difference of the two connections is given by

We can calculate Py quite explicitly as follows. Equation (BIT4]) implies that

(P(z) = P(2))lg = (Ax) + A)pA* = A(2)pA" + O(x*).

Hence
P(z)lz = 1 - Az)pA* + O(x?)
where A(z)pA* = O(x), and
PP*(z) =1 — (A(x)pA* + ApA*(x)) + O(x?).

We can use a power series expansion for (PP*)~1/2:

(PP V() =1+ %(A(az)pA* + ApA*(x)) + O(x?).

Hence
Po(e) = (1+ 3 (A(x)pA" + ApA*(2))) Plx) + O()

and we have

Py(z)=1+0(x), Py'(z)=1+0(x). (3.122)
We can then calculate ag:
1 . -
PldPy = dP + id(A(:r)pA* + ApA*(x))P + O(x)

SO
- - - - 1~ - - -
P(P;'dPy)P = PdPP + g PA(A(@)pA” + ApA™ (z)) PP + O(x).

The second term in this equation simplifies:
Pd(A(z)pA* + ApA*(2))PP = Pd(A(z)pA* + ApA*(2))P + O(x)

dzpA* + Apdz*)P + O(x)
drx?A* + Ax%dz*)P + O(x).

= P(
= P(
This implies that

P(dax®A* + Ax2da*)P + O(y)

N =

ay = o —

and so

a — ay = (bounded multiplicative operator)dy + O(x).
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It is then easy to apply the arguments used to prove that « is 02,1 to ay, and conclude
that ay is also C’g’l. This shows that A is a 02’1 connection. Moreover, it also follows
that the dy component of ay is diagonal and independent of zy on the boundary, so
A, satisfies the conditions defined in Section

The final check is to ensure that the clutching behaviour of A? has not been dis-

turbed by the change to a unitary isomorphism. The equation for the matrix of ¢,
equation (BTZT]), becomes

(P, U, Pyiv;, Pyg) = (Ui, @) + O(X)

because of equation (BI22). But the RHS is 6;; + O(x) so ¢ = 1 as r — oo, and c is
still Ci. O

It seems that the Proposition could be extended quite readily to show that A is the
interior restriction of a framed quasi-periodic connection A? that is smooth up to the
boundary, rather than 02’1. First we should indicate why this seems difficult initially.

The difficulty comes when one considers x derivatives of
(o, ;) = (at;, V) + smooth exponentially small term. (3.123)

To prove smoothness, all the y derivatives of (B123]) must extend continuously to x = 0.
However, the x derivative of ¥, includes terms like 1/x, and it is unclear how to make
these terms cancel to obtain the desired smoothness result. However, the method used
in the Proposition to show that the dxy component of « is 02 could be used to obtain
smoothness in the following way. The proof of the Proposition included the calculation
of the first few terms in the y power series expansion of a: the proof relied on the fact
that the leading coefficients for dxg, dy;, dys vanished, and that the leading coefficient in
dx was multiplicative. Equation (BII8]) showed how this multiplicative term extended
to the boundary—a more general operator would not have a limit like (B118]). However,
all the coefficients in the power series expansion of o will be ‘differential operators
of negative degree’, so should have limits like (BIIS]). Some careful analysis of the
smoothing properties of the Green’s function p could therefore lead to the stronger
result.

We can use the Proposition to prove LemmaB Tl for Nahm data in NMOH(E, i). (Re-
call that we have not yet proved Lemma BTl for monopole Nahm data that does not
satisfy Nahm’s equation and that might be continuous accross zero jumps.) Suppose
that A is the Nahm operator associated to an element of NMOH(E, i£). Then Propo-
sition implies that Coker A is the interior restriction of a U(n) quasi-periodic
connection framed by A, Poo. However, Coker A is translation invariant, and so must

have kg = 0. Applying ([232)) therefore gives

1
/ chy Coker A = ——(u1ky + -+ + pnkn).
[0,27/110] xR3 Ho
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and we have proved Lemma B.111

Next we apply the Proposition to our deformation Ag:

Corollary 3.124. Consider the path Ag defined by Proposition BI00, and fix some
s € [0,1]. The proof of Proposition [Z111 goes through if we replace (E,A) by Coker A
since it only relies on properties BI07) and BI0R)). Hence for each s there exists a
quasi-periodic connection AL on B which is framed by Ao, ®oo and which is 02’1, such

that Coker Ay is the interior restriction of (E, Al).

Recall that A was constructed from a set of Nahm data with boundary data
(ko, lg, o, fi). Since A¢ is framed by A.,, @ for each s, it must have boundary data
(K (s), k, o, ji) where K(s) € Z for each s, and so equation (Z3J) gives
1

— — (k1 + -+ pnky). (3.125)
Ho

/ cha(Coker Ag) = —K(s)
(0,27 / j10] X R3

But the LHS of this equation is continuous in s, and since pug, i, k are constant, K is
constant. From Section we know K(s = 1) = ko, so K(s = 0) = ko, and we have

proved the following:

Theorem (Nahm data — caloron, U(n) version). Suppose (ko, k, juo, fi) is a set of
principal U(n) caloron boundary data. Given an element of N (ko, k, o, i) let A(z) :
W — V be the corresponding Nahm operator. Then, up to gauge transformation,
Coker A is the interior restriction of a U(n) framed quasi-periodic connection AY on
E? with boundary data (kO,E, to, i), i.e. an element of C(ko,E, Lo, i1). This construc-
tion takes elements of /\/’*(k:o,/g, Lo, i) to anti-self-dual connections i.e. elements of
C*(k:o,E, 1o, f1). Moreover, using the rotation maps pn and pe, the construction ex-

tends to non-principal boundary data as explained in Section [T Z4.

3.6.3 Volume forms

A periodic volume form on [E, parallel with respect to A, corresponds to a volume form

v on E?, parallel with respect to A4, and clutching according to the rule

v(wi(zo =s+2m/p0), ..., wn(xo =s+27/p0)) =

v(c(s)wy(zg = 8), ..., c(s)wn(xo = 3)).

where A? and ¢ are defined by Proposition BII0l Our aim is to prove that such a
volume form exists when the boundary data (ko, k, o, i) is SU(n) and the caloron
configuration Coker A is anti-self-dual.

Let Fjq denote the curvature of AY; a parallel volume form exists on E? if tr Fq = 0.
If A? is anti-self-dual, then tr Fjq is the curvature of an anti-self-dual finite action

abelian field on I, x R3, and so vanishes. Hence E? can indeed be equipped with a
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parallel volume form v. Since v is parallel and A? is compatible with the clutching map

¢, it follows that there exists a constant A with |A\| = 1 such that
v(c(s)wi(zo = $),...,c(s)wp(xo =) = Aw(wi(zo =5),...,wp(zo=5)) (3.126)

for any sections wy, ..., w, of E4. We want to show that A = 1, so that v corresponds
to a periodic object on [E. Since A is independent of z and all the objects are continuous
up to the boundary, we can evaluate A by working on Sgo.

Suppose that the sections w1, ..., w, are parallel in the x( direction i.e. satisfy

Loy (Va,(wj)) =0

for each j. Then

v(wi(xog = s+ 27/10), - - ywp(zo = s+ 27/ 1)) = v(wi(zg = 8), ..., wy(xg = 8)).

(3.127)
It is easy to construct parallel solutions on S2: in the gauge ei,...,e, on S%, the
dzo component of A? is Al = diag(iu1,...,ipu,). Hence w; = (exp —izou;)e; defines a

linearly independent set of sections that are parallel in the x( direction. Substituting

these sections into equation ([BIZ17) gives

V(wg=0) (€1, -+ €n) = V(wg=2r /o) ((€XP —2Tip1 /po)en, - - ., (eXp —2ipin/ o) e€n)

= (H eXp _2772./%7/1“0)V(x0:27r/uo)(€1) cee en)
1

= V(zo=2r /o) (€15 - -+ » €n)s (3.128)

since Y 7 pp = 0. However, the clutching map c is the identity on the boundary, so
equation (BTZ6]) becomes

V(zg=2r/p0) (€15 - - - s €n) = AV(zg=0) (€1, - - ., €n). (3.129)

Together, equations (BI28)) and BI29) imply that A = 1, and so we have shown that

the volume form corresponds to a periodic object on E. Hence we have established:

Theorem (Nahm data — caloron, SU(n) version). Suppose (kg, k, Lo, L) is a set of
SU(n) caloron boundary data. Given an element of N*(ko, k, po, @) let A(z) : W — V
be the corresponding Nahm operator. Then Coker A is the interior restriction of an

SU(n) framed quasi-periodic connection A? on EY corresponding to some element of
C*(k()vkvﬂ())/j)'
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Chapter 4

From Calorons to Nahm Data

We present the Nahm transform from calorons to Nahm data: our aim is to prove
that the Nahm transform is a well-defined map from C*(ky, l;, o, ) to N*(ko, l;, oy [L).
Throughout this Chapter we work with a fixed SU(n) anti-self-dual caloron configura-
tion, i.e. a bundle and connection (E,A) in C*(ko, k, tto, /i), framed by the pair Ao, Poo.

4.1 Generalizing the 4-torus Nahm transform

Many of the more formal aspects of the Nahm transform carry over directly from the 4-
torus case described in [LT.H to the caloron case. We cover these in this Section, delaying
the real difficulties—the calculation of the index of the Dirac operators involved, and

recovering the behaviour of the Nahm data at singularities—till later.

4.1.1 Defining the transform

Given the caloron (E, A), recall the definitions (LI2) and (LI3]) of the Dirac operators
D§ on S%ﬂ Jio < R3. Following the ideas of Section [CIH, the transform from the caloron
to its Nahm data involves the kernel of a family of Dirac operators parameterized by
the dual torus Sio. For each £ € R, let D‘:A;g denote the Dirac operators coupled to E

via the connection

A — i€ dxy,
so that
Dy .= Dy —i€
and
Dye=Dy i€
Note that, since 'y;-k = —; for j = 1,2,3, the two Dirac operators can be written as
D e = +(Vo—i€) + Da (4.1)
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where D, is defined by
3
Da=) 7V (4.2)
j=1

and Vg, V1, Vs, Vs are the components of A in the frame (9y, 01, 02,03). We use the
same symbols D;{ 5’D&5 etc. to denote the extension of these operators to Sobolev

spaces of sections:

Dy e : W' (S5, X R?, 5% @ E) - WO(S;, . x R ST QE)

/1o 27/ o

where W' is the space of sections with [ derivatives in L2.

Definition 4.3. The set of singular values, &g, for D;{S is defined by
Esing ={ptj + Npo:j=1,...,nand N € Z}.
Lemma 4.4. When A is anti-self-dual, D‘;‘{r5 is injective provided & ¢ Eing-

Proof: Applying the Weitzenbock formula [LT4] we obtain

3

Dy Df.=—(Vo—i)?=> V,V;. (4.5)
j=1

Then 5
IDF esl3> = 1(Vo —i€)sl2 + > IV;sll3s,
j=1
and so Dggs = 0 implies that ||V;s||zz =0 for j = 1,2,3 and ||(Vo — i§)s||2 = 0. By
definition, (E,A) is framed on 0X and we can extend the framing to a neighbourhood

U of X, to give an identification of E|y with p*E. In this identification we can write
Va—i€drg=Va+ dxo(axo +® —if) (4.6)

where ®(z) € End(F) for each z, and ® — &, as r — co. When £ ¢ &np there
exists a compact subset of R? outside which ® — i¢ has distinct eigenvalues, none of
which equals an integer multiple of ¢ug. Thus, on the complement of this compact set,
(0z, + ® — i€) has no non-trivial periodic solutions, and so any solution to Dggs =0
must have compact support. However, any solution s must also satisfy Vs = 0. This
is a first order ODE, so if s has compact support, it must be identically zero. It follows

that, provided & ¢ &ging, D;{S is injective. O
Proposition. D;{g is Fredholm iff £ ¢ Esing-

We prove this result in Section
From these two results it follows that coker D;{ ¢ = ker D&S is finite dimensional

and has rank independent of £ on each of the component intervals of R \ &ing. As €
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varies, the vector spaces coker D;{’g define a vector bundle on each interval in R \ &ging.
Let I y C R \ &ing be the interval (pp41 4+ Npo, pip + Npg) for p=1,...,n — 1 and
N € Z, and let I} y = (1 + (N — Dpo, pin, + Npo). Let X, v denote the bundle
coker ng_,g over the interval I;” n- The bundles inherit an hermitian inner product from
WO9(S~ ® E). We define a connection and three endomorphisms on each bundle in the
following way. Let

Vpns = P(gs) (4.7)

and
T7 s = Plizjs) for j = 1,2,3 (4.8)

where s is a section of X, y and P is the projection P : Wo(S~®E) — W°(S~®E) onto
coker ng. Here x; denotes the j-th coordinate function of R3. Note that if s is L? then
x;s is not necessarily L? so these endomorphisms may not be well-defined. However, in
Section E2Z3]we prove that sections in coker D‘;‘{r’5 are necessarily exponentially decaying,
so this problem does not arise, and the endomorphisms Tg’ y are in fact well-defined.
The connection and endomorphisms are skew-hermitian by definition. In Section
we check that they satisfy Nahm’s equation on the intervals IZ‘; n» and we check that

the transform gives periodic Nahm data in Section

4.1.2 Nahm’s equation

We want to show that the connection V), y and endomorphisms T g’ n satisfy Nahm’s
equation on the interval I;’ y for each p, N. This is an adaptation of Proposition [L22]
and relies on the fact that D&éD;{’f commutes with the Clifford matrices v,, a =
0,1,2,3. For the present we assume that sections in coker D;{é are exponentially de-
caying so that the endomorphisms T]i ~ are well-defined.

For brevity we fix the notation D = D;{’£ and D* = D&g in this Section. Note that

if 5 is a section of X, n (i.e. if D*s = 0) then
D*(zjs) = —;s.

Since

P=1-D(D*D)"'D*

it follows that

(Pz;P)s := P(z;P(s)) = [zj + D(D*D)~'~}]Ps.

Taking the adjoint of this expression gives

(ijp)s = ]5[33] +7;(D*D)"'D*s.
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Using these formulae and definition ([E8]), we can calculate the commutator [T; N TZ’Z Nl

1) 0. i) = P(PaP)(Pa,P)P — P(PayP)(PrP)P
= P[(zi+ (D" D)~ D*)(z; + D(D*D) ™47

— (zj +7v;(D*D)"'D*)(z, + D(D*D) ;)| P

P (D*D)"'D*xj + 24 D(D*D) '} + 4,(D*D) 'y
—%(D*D)~' D*wy, = a;D(D*D) "' — ;(D*D) ] P

P[— (D" D) 'y = w(D*D) 'y} + w(D*D)'v;
+7;(D*D) "'y +;(D* D) — ;(D*D) 'y;] P

= P[;(D*D) ™"} —w(D"D) '] P.

From 3l), D*D commutes with v; for j = 1,2,3, and since ~;v; — YY) =2 > €iikYi

we have
1 , R e
3 Zeijk[T;N,T;;N] = 2P[y(D*D)™'] P. (4.9)
i,k

Next, consider the left-hand side of Nahm’s equation:
VoNT y = iP(0cP)z; P + iPx;(0:P)P. (4.10)
Now

Po:P = —P:[D(D*D)"'D*|
= —P(9¢D)(D*D)”'D*

since PD = 0. But O¢D = —i so
PO:P =iP(D*D)"'D*
and
(9:P)P = —iD(D*D)"'P
Substituting this back into [EI0) gives
VT y = P2;D(D*D)"'P — P(D*D) 'D*z; P
= P(D*D)" 4} P — Py(D*D)"'P
= —2P~;(D*D)"'P.

Comparing this with equation (fE9l), we have Nahm’s equation:

. 1 .
Vp,NTZ7N + B Z Eijk[Tng,TiN] = 0.
J.k
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4.1.3 Periodicity
We have seen how to construct the Nahm data over the intervals I;” y C R. In this
Section, we explain how to identify the fibre coker D;{’g with coker D;&£ Sty SO that
the Nahm data is defined on S}LO = R/upZ. This is entirely analogous to Section BZZ5]
where we showed that Coker A is periodic for a given Nahm operator A.
Define the translation

T &= &+ o
and let

U; = exXp LLXQ-
(Compare this with equation 38).) Then Us is a unitary periodic bundle isomorphism
of E, and

Di..=U:Df U

Note that just as in Section B2ZH there is some choice for the map Us: it can be replaced
with any map of the form expiug(zo + a). It follows that

coker D;{f5 = Uscoker D;{’g
for £ € R\ &ing, and
P = U:PU!
where Py : WO(S~ @ E) — WS~ ®E) is the projection onto coker D;&£ for each &.
Substituting this back into definitions 1) and () gives
V(E+ o) = UV (U
and
TI(E+po) =T/ (U j=1,2,3
where we have dropped the subscript p, N on the Nahm data. Thus U; defines an action
of Z on the collection of bundles X, 5, and the connection and endomorphisms defined
by ) and () are compatible with this action. Quotienting by the action, the data
reduces to a collection of hermitian bundles X, defined on the intervals I C Sio, where
I3 = (pps1, pp) + poZ for p = 1,...,n — 1, and I, = (1 — pto, pin) + poZ. Since the
connection and endomorphisms are compatible with this action, under the quotient

they map to a connection V, and endomorphisms Tg, Jj =1,2,3, on each bundle X,,.

4.1.4 Further remarks on the rotation map

In analogy with Section B2Z0l we want the following diagram to commute:

c(B) M N(B)

transform
pcl LON
Nahm
C(poB) ———— N(poB)
transform
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where pe and py were defined in Section Z2, and py is defined by rotating the Nahm
data by po/n as in equation ([B38). Given our caloron (E,A), traversing the diagram
round the top right (i.e. performing the Nahm transform followed by a rotation) is
equivalent to performing the Nahm transform with the Dirac operator

+ ot
Dy e = Dy (¢—posm)

rather than the Dirac operator D;{’g, where B = A + i(puo/n)dzg. By ‘equivalent’ we
mean the two sets of Nahm data are isomorphic over S}m with a fixed origin. In the
quasi-periodic picture suppose that A7, B? are framed quasi-periodic connections on E?
corresponding to A and B. Then

B = g(A7)

where g(s) = exp —i(uops/n). If A? has clutching function ¢, then so does B? since
BY(s + 21/ o) = we(A(s)) = we(BI(s)),

and w = g(27/po) = exp —2mi/n acts trivially as a gauge transformation. (Recall that
clutching functions must be the identity at spatial infinity.)

Conversely, traversing around the bottom left of the diagram is just the Nahm
transform on pc(A). The quasi-periodic pull-back of pc(A) is p(A?) where p is the
bundle automorphism of E? defined in Section We know that © := gp~!is a
bundle automorphism of E? taking p(A?) to BY. If © descends to give a strictly periodic
isomorphism identifying p¢(A) with B then the diagram commutes. A section v of E?
descends to a periodic section under the quotient by a clutching function c, if and only

if it satisfies

U(s + 27/ o) = ctp(s).
Now, p(A9) has clutching function c, given by {34), so consider a section of E? satis-
fying

U(s +2m/po) = ot (s).

Then under the action of ® we have

OY(s + 21/ o) = g(s + 27 /p0)p™ " (s + 27/ p0) cp(s)3(s)
— wg(s)p~ (5 + 27 /o) (s + 27/ o) e(5)p () (5)
— cOU(s)

where c is the clutching function of BY, and so ©v descends to a periodic section under
the quotient by ¢. Thus © descends to a strictly periodic bundle isomorphism taking

pc(A) to B and we have shown that the diagram commutes.
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4.2 The Fredholm condition

We need to prove the Fredholm condition stated in Section EET.TE
Proposition 4.11. D;{g is Fredholm iff & ¢ Eging.

This ensures that the bundles X, y are well-defined. We also need to calculate the
rank of these bundles. Since D;{,S is injective, the rank of X, x is given by minus the
index of D;{é for any & € I;’ ~» and so the problem is equivalent to finding the index of
D;&, which we calculate in Section The proof of the Fredholm condition and the
index calculation have been published jointly with my supervisor in [36]—the material
in this Section and Section is taken more-or-less directly from that paper.

We give two proofs of Proposition ELTTE the first uses Anghel’s criterion [2], while
the second uses the machinery of pseudo-differential operators (¥DO’s) on manifolds
with fibred boundary [27]. Using this machinery in Section ELZ3 we prove that solutions

in coker D;{,S are exponentially decaying in 7, so that (LX) makes sense.

4.2.1 Proof of the Fredholm condition using Anghel’s criterion

Theorem 2.1 of [2] gives conditions for Dy ¢ := D ¢ ® Dy ¢ to be Fredholm: Dy is
Fredholm if and only if there is a compact set K C X° and a constant C' > 0 such that

|Dagtllz2 > C|[¥] 12, when ¢ € WH(S ®E) and Supp(¢)) € X°\ K.

Note that Dy ¢ is Fredholm if and only if D‘;‘{”5 is Fredholm. Now for v € W?2(S ® E),
IDsetlle = (DL ¢Dy ) ® (Dy D ), %) 12,
since D&é is the adjoint of D;{é and vice versa. Using (EI), we have
Dy D . == (Vo —i€)* + [Da, Vo] + D3

The third term here is clearly positive because D4 is self-adjoint, and the boundary
conditions allow us to estimate the other two as follows.

The first term. As in the proof of Lemma 4] extend the framing f to a neighbour-
hood of 0X. In this identification we can define A, ® using ). As the boundary 0X
is approached the eigenvalues of ® converge to the eigenvalues of ®,,. Using spherical
polar coordinates on R3, let iX;j(7,y1, Y2, T0) be the eigenvalues of ®, and iy, be the
eigenvalues of &, (j = 1,...,n) such that \; — u; as 7 — oo. Let A(r,y1,92,20) be
the smallest element in {|[A\; + Nyuo—&|:j =1,...,n; N € Z} and p be the smallest
element of the set {|u; + Nuo — €| :j =1,...,n; N € Z}. The condition £ ¢ &ing
implies that p > 0, so there exists a compact set K; C X such that A > p/2 on
X°\ K.
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Suppose ¢ € W2(St ® E) and Supp ¢ € X°\ K;. Using the isomorphism St &

P*S(3), ¥ can be written as a Fourier series
1/} = Z eXp(iNu0$0)¢N
N
where ¢ is a section of S(3)y @ E. Let

1,[)<N) = exp(iN poxo) PN -

Then
(Vo —i€)p™ = (iNug + @ — &)™)

S0
. 1 2 o
(= (Vo — i€ 6™ @) > 2 [p™[7, on XO\ K

as a pointwise estimate. (Since PN e W2(ST @ E), W) is actually continuous so
both sides of the inequality exist.) Since the inequality is independent of N it holds for

general ¢ and we obtain

1
Supp(i) € X\ Ky = (~ (Vo — i€), %) 12 > 7?02, (412)

The second term. We have

[Da, Vo] = Z’Yj [V, Vo] = Z%{L(@')(VA@ — Oz A)}

J

where +(0) denotes the interior product with a tangent vector 6, D 4 is defined by (2,
and A is defined by H). But, using Z2¥), [|[VaP — 0., A|| — 0 as 7 — o0, so there
exists a compact set Ko C X such that

1
Supp(¥) € X%\ Kz = [{(Da, VoJth,¥) 12| < g |[¥l17- (4.13)

Now let K be a compact set containing K; and K. Combining ([ET2) and ETI3)

we obtain
_ 1
Supp(v) € X2\ K = (D DL e ¥)12 > gi®|[¢lI72-

A similar bound is obtained for DX,ED&,S’ and so we obtain the following bound for

Dpy:
1

V8
By density, the inequality in fact holds for 1 € W1(S ® E). This completes the verifi-

Y € WAHS®E), Supp(y)) C X°\ K = [|[Dyetll e > —pllo)]| 12

cation of Anghel’s criterion and gives a proof of the ‘if” part of the Proposition. When
§ € &ing it is possible to use Anghel’s criterion and some analysis similar to that above
to prove that Dg ¢ is not Fredholm, but we choose to omit this. In fact the converse

statement follows much more easily if we use ¥DO’s, as we will see below. a
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4.2.2 Pseudo-differential operators on manifolds
with fibred boundaries

Mazzeo and Melrose [27] study pseudo-differential operators (¥DO’s) on manifolds
with fibred boundaries. These operators are particularly suitable for problems like our
Fredholm condition and index theorem: [27, Proposition 9] contains a necessary and
sufficient condition for a YDO on a manifold with boundary to be Fredholm, which we
apply to our operator D;{,g' I am indebted to my supervisor for explaining ¥YDO’s on
manifolds with boundary to me; the proof of the Fredholm condition using ¥YDO’s is
due to him.

The general situation considered in [27] is a fibration of the boundary 90X of X:
U—oX Y
where U is the fibre, and p is projection onto the base Y. In our example,

0X =25, ,, xS%, U=S,;

2 1o and Y = S2

/1o’

so the fibration is trivial. Mazzeo and Melrose assume X has a boundary defining
function x i.e. a function x € C*°(X) such that x > 0, 90X = {x = 0}, and dx # 0 on
0X. They consider differential operators of the form

P(x,y, u; x> Oy, X0y, Ou), (4.14)

near 0X, where P is smooth in the first three variables and polynomial in the last three
variables. Here y and u are coordinates on Y and U respectively. These operators form
the algebra of ®-differential operators. (Note that this ® has nothing to do with the
dxo component of A, but stands for ‘fibred cusp’ in [27].) In [27, Proposition 9] it is
shown that such an operator is Fredholm in L? if and only if it is fully elliptic in the
following sense. First, (I4]) must be elliptic in the usual sense over X°. This will
always be the case for Dirac operators. Secondly, the associated indicial family must
be invertible on every fibre p~!(y) C 9X. Given such a fibre, the indicial family on
p~1(y) is defined by picking a real number ¢ and a real cotangent vector 1 € T, Y, and
defining
Is(P)(ync) = P(0,y,u;i¢,in, 0y)

as a differential operator on p~!(y). To say that the indicial family is invertible is to
say that Ip(P)(,,.¢) is invertible (in any reasonable space of sections over p~(y)), for
each choice of (y,n,() as above.

For our example, we work with the boundary-adapted coordinates x, y1, y2, x¢o and

denote the components of V, in these coordinates by

Vi =0y + Ay, Vy, =0y, + Ay, Vg = 02y + Agy.
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Relative to a suitable choice of basis for the spin-bundles, we have then
Dyf ¢ = Vi + 11XV + 72XV, + 713XV — i€ (4.15)

Strictly speaking, we are making a choice of normal coordinates here; otherwise there
will be additional zero-order terms coming from connection coefficients. Hence D;{f is
a ®-differential operator as defined by [27]. Following the recipe for the indicial family

for D;{’g, we obtain

Io(P)ync) = (Vg — &) +i(mm + n27v2 + ()

where 71,792 are real numbers. This operator in C’O"(S;r /uo,p*S(g) ® Es) is a sum of
two terms B + A, where A = i(n171 + n272 + (73) is self-adjoint, B = V, — i€ is skew-
adjoint and [A, B] = 0. It follows by considering (A + B)*(A + B) that (A+ B)u =0
if and only if Au =0 and Bu = 0. Now B has a non-trivial null-space only if £ € &ing.
Hence under the assumption of the Proposition, A 4+ B is injective. Similarly the
adjoint (A + B)* = A — B is injective, so that £ ¢ &qine implies that the indicial family
is invertible, and so D;{’g is Fredholm in L?. Conversely, if £ € &sing, then B is not
invertible, and nor is B + A when n; = 0 = ¢. So in this case D;{’5 is not fully elliptic
and hence cannot be Fredholm in L?. This completes the proof of Proposition EZIT]
using material from [27].

The result that a WDO P is Fredholm if and only if fully elliptic holds in a very
strong sense. If P has degree m then P makes sense as an operator between Sobolev
spaces of degree [ and | — m for all | € Z. Mazzeo and Melrose prove that if P is fully
elliptic it is Fredholm between any such spaces, and the index is independent of this
choice. In fact, they show that if P is fully elliptic, if Py = 0, and if for some real m,
™) € L?(X), then ¢ € C*°(X) and ¢ vanishes to all orders in y at dX. There is a
similar statement for the cokernel. In particular, it follows that Dg,g is Fredholm as an

operator

Df ¢ : WH(S3y/ X R, ST QE) = WO(S5, ), X R?, S~ QE)

(i.e. restricted to X°) if and only if it is Fredholm as a DO on X. These strong decay

conditions also imply the following:

Lemma 4.16. Let A,B be two caloron configurations on (E, f), framed by (Aso, Poo)-
Then Dg is Fredholm if and only if Dg is Fredholm. When the two operators are

Fredholm their L%-indices coincide.

Proof: That D;{ is Fredholm if and only if Dg is Fredholm follows directly from

Proposition BLITl It remains to prove that the operators have the same L2-index.
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Consider the linear deformation of A into B. This clearly gives rise to a norm-continuous

path of Dirac operators between Sobolev spaces
WYX, E® ST,du) - WOX,E® S, du) (4.17)

where du is the volume form du = hyhodxodyidys in terms of the usual boundary-
adapted coordinates. However, X is equipped with the volume form dxgdzridzodrs =
x~%dp near y = 0, so it does not necessarily follow that the deformation is norm-

continuous between
WHX,E@ St x tdu) » WX, E@ S, x dp). (4.18)

However, the decay properties stated above imply that Dg is Fredholm as an operator
between spaces ([E17)) if and only if it is Fredholm as an operator between spaces ({15,
and the index is the same. Thus the deformation from A to B preserves the L?-index.

O

We can prove the Lemma without using [27, Proposition 9] in fact. Let A(s) =
(1 — s)A + sB be the linear path joining A and B. Then

1DF 0y = Doyl < I31 = 521 1Ay = Bugllz2 + Ix(Ay, = Byy)llzo+

(s = Byo)llzz + I (Ay — Byl 2]

using an expansion like ([ETH) and working in some fixed gauge. It follows that the
path of operators D;{(S) is continuous provided [|Az, — By |l2, [[X(Ay; — By, )|z, and
[X%(Ay —B,)||z2 are bounded. Since the volume form near the boundary is x ~*dpu, this
follows provided we have pointwise estimates [Az, —Bg, |, [x(Ay, —By,)|, x*(Ay—By)| =
O(x?) as x — 0. However, this is true because A and B are framed in the same way

(using the smoothness assumptions of Section EZT0).

4.2.3 Decay properties of zero modes

We want to show that the solutions to D, 511) = 0 are exponentially decaying as r — oo
so that the Nahm matrices Tg j =1,2,3 are well-defined by (L8]). Define wy by

—Ar wh >1
wy(r) = {exp r when r > 1, (4.19)

some smooth non-zero continuation on r < 1.

Lemma 4.20. Fiz some & ¢ Eing, and define
M == min{|pj + Npo —§|:j=1,...,n and N € Z} = distance (&,&ing)-

If ¢ € L?-ker D&g then w;lzp is L? for all X\ € R such that 0 < \ < M.
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This Lemma is certainly sufficient to deduce that the Nahm matrices are well-

defined. To prove the Lemma we introduce the ‘weighted’ operators
LZA = wAD;{éw;l, and
cx = wy Dy cwy.
It follows that
¢ € L*ker Ly, = wy) € L*ker D}, (4.21)

provided A > 0. Next we prove that the weighted operators are Fredholm provided
IA| < Me:
Lemma 4.22. L;A is Fredholm iff || < M.
Proof: Using the ideas in Section we prove that the indicial family is invertible

iff |\| < M, which is sufficient for the claim. Take P to be the ®-differential operator
L; - Constructing the indicial family I(P) as described in Section gives

Is(P) = (Vao — &) +imy1 + tn2y2 +iCy3 + A3

as an operator on COO(S%W /uo’p*S(?’) ® E), in some suitable choice of basis for the
spin-bundles. We can perform a Fourier decomposition in z¢: Is(P) maps each Fourier

mode to itself, and on the N’th mode is given by

Is(P)N = ®oo + iNpo — 3§ + im1y1 + imay2 +1Cy3 + 3.

Moreover, Ig(P) is invertible if and only if I (P)y is invertible for all N € Z. Working
on the eigenspace of ¢, with eigenvalue ipu; for some j € {1,...,n}, Io(P)n is given
by

ipj + AN pg — 1§ + i1y + inaye + iCy3 + Az =

ip + iNpo —i§ —m —ing — (4 iA
ing — ¢ + QA ipj +ilNpo — i +m) "

This matrix has determinant

[i(1e; + Npo — &) = m]li(kj + Npo — &) +m] = [(0x = ¢) — in2][(iA — ) + ] =
— (j + Npo — €)% —nf —n3 + X2+ 2in¢ — ¢2 (4.23)

Hence LZ y is Fredholm if and only if 23] is non-zero for all j = 1,...,n, N € Z, and
for all n1,m2,(. However, the real part of the terms ([E23]) is strictly negative whenever

N < (uj+ Npg — €)°

for all j and N, i.e. whenever |\| < M¢. Conversely, when || > M, there exist 71,72, ¢
that make the determinant ([{23]) vanish for some values of j and N. Hence I3(P) is
invertible if and only if |A\| < M¢, completing the proof of the Lemma. O
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Fixing some A with 0 < X\ < Mg and & € &ing, LgA is Fredholm and has the same
index as D;{@ since {LéF o 10 < s <1} is a continuous path of Fredholm operators. It
follows that dim L?-ker L¢, = dim L?-ker Dy ¢- Combining this with (ZI)) completes
the proof of Lemma

4.3 The index theorem

We want to prove the following:

Theorem 4.24. Suppose (E,A) is a U(n) caloron configuration framed by Aso, Poo. If
D;{ is Fredholm then the L?-index is given by

ind D} = —co(E, f)[X ch (4.25)

where for each N € Z, E(N) s the sub-bundle of Fs on which Npug — 1Py is positive
definite.

The Theorem implies the following;:

Corollary 4.26. Suppose (E,A) is a framed U(n) caloron configuration with boundary
data (kO,E, Lo, iL). When & € I>  the index of ng_,g is given by

Fe=—m, (4.27)

forp=1,...,n and N € Z, where my, is defined by @I4). Thus the bundles X, with fi-

bre coker D;{ ¢ have the correct dimension to correspond to Nahm data in N (ko, l;, 1oy L)

To see that Theorem implies the Corollary, replace A in the Theorem with
— i&dxg and P, with &, — ¢£. Then, when £ € I;’N it follows that E(ng) is the

direct sum of the eigenbundles with eigenvalues i1, ..., iu,, while E(Jz,) is trivial for all
k # N. Hence c¢1(E (N))[S2 | =ki+ -+ kp, and @ZH) becomes

ind D = —(ko + ki +--- + kp)

= —mp

which is (E2Z10).

The proof of the Theorem involves two main steps. The first is a calculation of
the index in the case that there is a trivialisation of E in which A is independent of
xo. By Fourier analysis in zg, the index problem reduces to a problem on R?® which
can be dealt with using Callias’ index theorem, which we introduced on page [l By
a deformation argument, this calculation gives the index for any caloron configuration
when ¢ (E, f) = 0, completing the first step. The precise statement of Callias’ theorem

we will use is:
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Theorem. Let (A, ®) be a U(n) monopole configuration on B framed by (Aso, Poo)
in the sense of Definition [2.4, and let

Dyo=Ds+1®®: WHR? 53 @ E) = WOR?, S5 @ E) (4.28)

where 5(3) is the spin bundle on R3. Then D¢ is Fredholm iff ® is invertible, and
the index is given by
ind Dag = —c1(EL)[S2)] (4.29)

where EY is the sub-bundle of Es on which —i®, is positive-definite.

This follows immediately from Rade’s version of Callias’ theorem [38].

The second step in the proof of Theorem invokes an excision theorem for
operators of Dirac type due to Anghel [2] and Gromov-Lawson [I4]. In our case,
this result gives ind (D)) —ind (Dg) = —c2(E, f)[X] if B is any caloron configuration
agreeing with A near 90X but living on a new framed bundle (F, f), with co(F, f)[X] = 0.
Since we calculated ind (D]'Bf ) in the first step, that completes the proof of Theorem

4.3.1 Proof when & (E, f)[X] =0

In this case, by Lemmas and it is enough to compute the index when E = p*FE
and A = p*A 4 p*ddxg is the pull-back of a monopole. Then the coefficients of Dg are
independent of xg and we can use Fourier analysis in xy to reduce the calculation of
the index to that of a collection of operators of the form (E28]).
Let
Zn = {¢ = exp(iNpozo)$ : ¢ € WO(R?, S5 ® E)} (4.30)

so that

WOt E) = {3 ¢™ :p™ € Zy and Y ™| < o0}
NEZ NEeZ

using identification ([CIH). Since by assumption the coefficients are independent of x,

D;{ maps Zy NW! into Zy and, using @), its restriction to this subspace is equal to

Dy : Wl(S(g) ®F) — WO(S(g) ®E)
Dy =Dp+iNp+1 P

where Dy is the Dirac operator on R? coupled to E via A. Using the statement
of Callias’ index theorem on the previous page, and using Proposition EETTl Dy is
Fredholm for every N € Z iff D} is Fredholm. Equation #29) shows that:

ind Dy = —cl(E(ng))[Sgo]
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where E(ng) is the subbundle of F,, on which (Nup — i®) has positive eigenvalues.
Since Z; N Zj, = 0 if j # k, the index of D;{ is the sum of the indices of the Dy, i.e.

ind Df = "ind Dy = —ch(E(ng))[Sgo].
N N

This sum is finite because E(J;v) is trivial when ||N|| is sufficiently large. That completes
the proof of Theorem when c2(E, f)[X] = 0.

4.3.2 Proof when «(E, f)[X] # 0

Anghel [2], generalizing work of Gromov and Lawson [14], has given an excision theorem
which compares the L?-indices of a pair of Dirac operators over a complete manifold
that agree near infinity. In our case this result yields the following statement. Let E
and F be a pair of bundles over X° and let A and B be unitary connections on E and
[ respectively. Suppose that there is a bundle isometry 0 : E|xo\ g — F|xo\ g which

carries A to B outside some compact set K C X°. Then
ind D} —ind Df = / chy(E) — / chy (F). (4.31)

We will deduce Theorem EE24] by taking for B a connection which agrees with A near
o0, but which lives on a framed bundle (F, f) with co(FF, f) = 0. This will complete the
proof in view of the results of Section EE3T1

Let (E, f) be a framed bundle and A a framed U(n) caloron configuration on E.
Let A? be a quasi-periodic pull-back of A (in the sense of Section LTl with clutching
function ¢. Let U be a neighbourhood of S2, so that U = §3\K where K is a compact
set K C R3. Let cext be a bundle isomorphism of E? that satisfies

c on (i—g—e,i—g+e) x U,
Coxt =41 on I, X Sgo,
1 on (—e€) % B’

and which is arbitrary elsewhere (compare with the proof of Lemma EZ20)). By gauge
transforming by cext we can assume that ¢ = 1 on U. Define B? on E? to agree with
A% on U, but extended over I, x K to define a smooth quasi-periodic connection on [E?
with trivial clutching function, cg. Note that A? and B? are framed in the same way.
Let (B,TF) be the quotient of BY,E? by cp, so that B is a framed caloron configuration
with co(F, f) = 0.

Applying (B3,
ind D} —ind Df = / chy(E) —/ chy(F).

But
N
[ eal®) = —caf®. HIX] = == 3 (B, IS
1
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from (Z3T), and
1 n
/ cho(F) = —% Zﬂjcl(Euj)[Sgo]'
1

So
ind D =ind D — (E, f)[X]

From Section B2 we know that ind D = — >y 1 (E;?V))[Sgo] so we have proved that
ind Df = —ea(E, /)[X] = ) er(Efy)IS].
N
This completes the proof of Theorem

4.4 Extension to the singular points

The final problem we consider is how to prove the Nahm data constructed from a caloron
satisfies the correct gluing and singularity conditions at the points € = pq, ..., 4. These
conditions were specified in Sections BTl and BZ2ZTl Nakajima [34], Section 2] showed
how to obtain the singularity conditions for Nahm data constructed from an SU(2)
monopole, and our approach will follow his quite closely. Nahm data corresponding to
an SU(2) monopole cannot contain zero jumps, and at the two singularities the con-
tinuing component is trivial. (Recall the definitions of the terminating and continuing
components on page B3) While Nakajima’s method therefore helps us to recover the
behaviour for the terminating component, it does not provide much insight into the
continuing component. Hurtubise and Murray’s proof [20] that the Nahm data con-
structed from on SU(n) monopole satisfies the gluing and singularity conditions uses
the spectral curve of the monopole. No ‘direct proof’ via analysis of Dirac operators
exists to date. Indeed, the proof for calorons would follow quite readily from a ‘direct’
proof for monopoles. We start, in Sections EEZT] and EEZ2] by considering the termi-
nating component for U(n) monopoles, using Nakajima’s method and filling in some of
the details he misses. In Section we show how to extend these results for calorons,
while in Section 244 we consider the continuing component, giving only sketch results
and conjectures.

The main idea is that solutions to D, ¢ are characterized by their asymptotic be-

1
27 /po

t = £ — pp (we will use this definition of ¢ for the remainder of the Chapter). We saw in

Section EEZ3| that ¢ € coker D) . decays at least as fast as exp(—r[t|) as r — 0. We will

haviour on S x R? close to each & € &sing. Suppose that & is close to p, and let

show that solutions in the terminating component at p, are of the form exp(—r|t|) x
(non-L? function), while the motivation behind our results for the continuing compo-
nent is that the corresponding solutions decay like exp(—r|t + «|) for some a # 0, and

so continue across § = i, as L? sections.
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4.4.1 The model operator for monopoles

We need to recall the boundary conditions for U(n) monopoles from Chapter 2 and
the definition of the Nahm transform for monopoles. Let (E, A) be a U(n) monopole
framed by Ay, ®o with boundary data (1_5, ii). Just as in Section X6l we need to
assume some additional smoothness conditions near the boundary. We assume that

there are local gauges on F, defined over some region 0 < x < 1/R in which
o & =diag(ip,...,iun) — Sdiag(iki, ..., iks,) + O(x?),
o Ay, =diag((9y,ep. €p)) + O(X?), j=12,
e A, is diagonal on S%, and
o &is C’}( and A is 02’1.

These are entirely analogous to the smoothness conditions we assume for calorons in
Section (compare with equations (Z24]) and 23])). Next recall the definition of
the Nahm transform for monopoles given in Sections and The transform is
given by the cokernel of D¢ as defined by equation (CL2§), and the Nahm data is defined
by equations (L30) and (L3).

Fix a singularity £ = p, with k, > 0, and let k = k, and t = { — j1,,. Nakajima’s
method is similar to the way we recovered the boundary conditions in Chapter 3. We
define a model operator Dg that approximates D¢ and find k solutions to [)gzp =0,
defined on some neighbourhood t € (—¢,0), for some € > 0. We then show that these
solutions are arbitrarily close to solutions to Dgﬂ) = 0 in the limit ¢+ — 0_, thereby
recovering the terminating component.

The definition of the model operator uses the following facts about Dirac operators
on S2,, taken from [34]. The spin bundle S(2) of S2 decomposes into two line bundles
Sy = S(Jg) &) S(_Q) and there are two Dirac operators

D¥ : C%®(5%,5(5)) = C™(5%, 5%)-

As previously, we can identify S2, = P1(C). Then

s(g) ANl o'~ and Stz = Ao gt~ gt

where H is the hyperplane bundle on P (C) and AP+? is the space of (p, ¢)-forms. There
is an identification A%! = H? so A%' @ H~! = H? ® H~! = H. The Dirac operator

D~ is then a multiple of the Cauchy-Riemann operator:

DSy = Ao A g B = 5 (4.32)
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Similarly, we can consider the Dirac operators coupled to the line bundle H* via the

homogeneous connection aj, on H*, which we denote

Dy, : C(5%, S5, ® H") = C=(5%, 5%, @ H).

Equation (fE32)) becomes

- o kE ~ £0,0 k-1 20 40,1 k-1 ~v ot k
Dy i Sgy® HF = A0 @ HF! 25 A% @ B! = 58 @ HE.

so ker D, = H°(P1(C),0(k —1)).
Next, consider M = (R, 00) x S2, equipped with coordinates r, y1, y2 and the metric

dr® + 2 (hidy? + hady3)

(compare with the notation at the start of Chapter 2), so that M is isometric to R3 \F?;%,
where E?I’% is the closed 3-ball with radius R. Let o be the projection ¢ : M — S2.. The
spin-bundle of M is isomorphic to 0*S(3). Under this identification the Dirac operator

_ (i +3) D
D = ( Ipt (8, + 1) (4.33)

on M is given by

in some suitable local gauges on S(j;), where DT : S(j;) — S(jg) are the Dirac operators

on Sgo. When we couple the Dirac operator on M to ¢*HF via the connection o*ay,
equation ([E33) becomes

Dy = (i(?’"l;%) D ) . (4.34)

’ 7Da, (0 +7)

With this background material established we are in a position to define the model

operator. Given E,, — S2 we work on the pull-back o*E,. Recall that ®,, decom-

poses Eo, into eigenbundles, B = Ly, © - -+ @ Ly, where Ly, = H* and ki, ..., k, are

the monopole charges. For each p =1,...,n define

(Dg)" :T(M, 0"S(9) @ 0" Ly,) = (M, 0*S(3) ® 0" Ly,)

3
. . k
(Dg) = —i(pp =& — 2_1:,) + Dy v
(10 =y 4 55 +Da, (4.35)
= . kp—2 :

where D, ;, is defined by #34)). Using the decomposition of E into line bundles,

we can define

Df :T(M,0"S(2) ® 0" Eso) = (M, 0*S(9) ® 0" Exc)
Di=(D{)* @& @ (D)*. (4.36)

121



Fixing some identification of F|j; with ¢o*E+ and working in the local gauges on E in
which A and ® satisfy the asymptotic conditions stated at the start of this Section, we

have

Di =Dy~ ®+i€

. . k kn _
= diag(Dyy grkr s - - Dpg e ) +idiag(§ — p + j,...,g—un + Z) +0(r7?)

=D;+0(r™?). (4.37)

Since [?g is given so explicitly, we can write down solutions and these will be our

approximate solutions to Dg. Working near the singularity { = p,, (with k := &, > 0),
(0 +t + EE2) iDg
( 1pf i(=0, +t+ 52) (4.38)
on ¢*Li. Now ker D, = H°(Py(C),O(k — 1)), and every element f = f(y1,52) €
ker D, determines a solution of (BE38]) of the form

D’g is given by

0
V= <(exp Tt)T(’“‘Q)/2f(y1,y2)> ' (4.59)

Note that these solutions are L? when t € (—e¢, 0) but fail to be L? when t € [0, €). Since
H°(P1(C),O(k —1)) is k-dimensional (when k > 0), taking an orthonormal basis gives
k linearly independent orthogonal solutions to D’gz/; = 0 of the form ([39). Smoothing
these off by a bump function

1 r>R+$6
wo-{y 120

and identifying E = ¢*E over r > R gives the approximate solutions ¢, ...,y
associated to the terminating component at { = p,. Note that the approximate solu-

tions are orthogonal (because the basis of H(P1(C),O(k — 1)) is orthogonal), but not

normal.
We need some estimates as to how closely 1/;1, . ,zﬁk approximate solutions to DZ.
Now
o - o
C (exp 2rt)r*2 72 dr < |4 |2, < C/ (exp 2rt)r¥=2 ¢2 dr
R+6 R

for some constant C' (used throughout in the generic sense), where ¢ was used to define
the bump function ¢. These integrals are the same (up to a change of variable) as the
integral J; defined by [B6d). We could estimate them using integration by parts, just
as we did on page B, but this time around it is easier to change variable to u = rt,
giving . o o . g

C (R+6)t(exp QU)W du < ||Y;]|72 < C/Rt (exp QU)W du. (4.40)
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Similarly, since Dgzﬁj =0(r %) x 1/;]-, we have

—o00 w4 - —o00 k=4
C (exp 2u)——= du < ||Divjl|72 < C’/ (exp 2u) —= du. (4.41)
(R46)t th=3 e Rt th=3
Together, equations (40 and (AT give
IDg Wjllr2 < CE(l45ll 2
whenever k > 3, because the limits
- k—4 - k
tl_l}(l)l_ . (exp2u)u”"* du and tl_l)%l_ . (exp2u)u” du

both exist. However, this estimate does not hold in the cases k = 1,2,3 because the
limit on the left does not exist—note that Nakajima does not point this out. For the
cases k = 1,2, 3 the estimates ([EA) and ) give

D20 52/ 22 ~ 2(A + B /R k) (4.42)

for some constants A, B, where ‘~’ means that for sufficiently small ¢ there exist A, B
such that LHS>RHS and there exist A, B such that LHS<RHS. Evaluating the integral
in (E242)), the RHS becomes

t2(A + Bth—3)1/2

when k£ =1,2, and
t2(A + Blog |t])"/?

for £ = 3. Thus we obtain

C|t| when k=1
~ ~ C|t[3/? when k =2
D . ~ 4.43
H 5¢]HL2/|’¢]”L2 CtQ(log‘t‘)l/Q when k = 3 ( )
Ct? when k& > 3.
Note that, by very similar estimates,
sl 2 = 10ebsll L2 ~ ClE~" 1512 (4.44)

as t — 0_. At this stage it is convenient to normalise the approximate solutions z[;p,

p=1,...,k, so that they are of the form

- 0
Gy 'o(r) ((exp rt)yr®=22 f (o, y2)>
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4.4.2 The terminating component for monopoles

We want to use the approximate solutions to recover the terminating component of
the Nahm data. The method used is very similar to the proofs of Propositions
and BIT0l First, however, we need the following results from [34].

Lemma 4.45 (Nakajima). For any w € L*(R?, S(3) ® E) we have
|De(DgDe) w2 < Ot |w]l 2
for some constant C and all t € (—¢,0), where t = & — .

Proof: Since D¢ is injective and Fredholm on ¢ € (—¢,0) for some sufficiently small e,
(D¢ D) is invertible and
Q= (Dng)_lw

exists. (Nakajima gives a rather more involved argument.) For sufficiently large R and

small ||,
[t ool < 2|(® = i€) |

. . _3
pointwise on BJC%/M =R3 \BR/\t|a 50

2 / o dV < OJ|(® — i€ 2.

By

Using Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality, Nakajima obtains
W [, IeP av < OVl
BRrye
(Note that these inequalities hold for any ¢.) Combining the inequalities gives
lellz < CltI7" [|Deell 2 (4.46)

since
IDeelZe = [Vaelze + (@ —i€)pll7-
Substituting (46]) into

IDepl72 = (DEDep. ) < llglle x l|wll 2

gives

IDellze < Clt™ w2

proving the Lemma. O
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Corollary 4.47. When k > 3, the approximate solutions 1;1, . ,zﬁk satisfy

(1 = PYdjliLe < Cltl 195112
as t — 0_, where P= ]55 is the L? projection onto ker DZ. We also have

Clt|logt] ¥yll>  when k=3

1 — Pyijlle < 7
1( Uil < {C\t\lﬂ 195l 72 when k = 2.

Proof: Put w = D’gq/;j in Lemma and use ([EZ3). 0

Note that (contrary to Nakajima) we do not obtain an estimate ||(1 — 15)1/;] 2 — 0
as t — 0_ in the case k = 1. However, we expect the case k = 1 to be exceptional:
when k£ = 1 the irreducible representation of su(2) is trivial, so the Nahm data should
be analytic (rather than meromorphic) in ¢ near t = 0. We therefore have to deal with

the case k = 1 separately—see the remarks in Section EEZ.4l

Lemma 4.48 (Nakajima). Let R; be the endomorphism of H°(P1(C),O(k — 1))
defined by
(Rjf1, fa) :/ (12 f1, f2)

P1(C)
for j =1,2,3 where x; is the standard cartesian coordinate on P1(C) = 52 C R3. Then

a non-zero constant multiple of the linear map
A1+ A2ve + A3y = ARy + AR + A3R3 (4.49)
defines an irreducible k-dimensional representation of su(2).
Proof: See the Appendix to [34]. O
We are now in a position to prove the following:

Proposition 4.50. Given a Bogomolny monopole (A, ®) with boundary data (E, i),
then for any singularity & = p, with k := k, > 2 there is a parallel gauge defined on
some neighbourhood t := (£ — pp) € (—¢€,0) of the singularity in which the matrices Tg ,
Jj=1,2,3, defined by (L3T)) decompose as

iy ky

; ( * ‘ * > I my_1
1y = }
o Ampenn ) L

such that

1. R;,,R;,Rg form an irreducible representation of su(2) following equation [B2),

and
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2. in the limit t — 0_ we have

Bi(t) = oY) when k > 3 (i.e. B is bounded)
T oY) when k=2 or 3.

We make no claims about the entries marked x at this stage.

We deal with the top left block (the continuing component), and discuss the off-
diagonal blocks, the case k = 1, and analyticity in Section EEZ4l Of course, to satisfy
the conditions for Nahm data stated on page Bl B;(t) must be analytic—so in the
cases k = 2,3 it seems disturbing that we can only prove B;(t) is O(t~'/2). However,
Nahm’s equations impose additional strong conditions on B;, which we will discuss
in Section EEZ4l Note that an entirely analogous statement to holds for k, < 0,
essentially by replacing ¢ with —t in the proof of the Proposition.

Proof: The proof has two main steps. First we work in the ‘approximate gauge’

1])1, . ,z/;k and evaluate the matrices
(agi/;a, Q;Z;b>LQ and <i$jl/~)aa 1»Z}I)>L2 for ] = 17 2) 37 (451)

where a,b € {1,...,k}. Then, using Corollary ELA7], we use the approximate matri-
ces ([ERT)) to deduce that the Nahm matrices decompose as described in the claim.

First consider evaluating the matrix with entries <851,/~)a,1/~1b> 2. Since 851/311 = rz/;a,
851% is orthogonal to 1/;1, when a # b because f, is orthogonal to f;, and the matrix is
diagonal. Moreover, because 91, ...,y is an orthonormal set, the diagonal entries are
imaginary. On the other hand, the integral (rt),,,) 2 is real, and so the matrix must
be zero. Also

(Z’ﬂcﬂ/;aﬂ,/;bﬁ? = fgo il ¢2(7“)(€:§P i fPl(C) A Chsle, P
fR dr ¢%(r)(exp 2rt)rk

where ; = x;/r is the j’th unit coordinate function on Py (C), and f,, f» € H® (Pl((C),

O(k — 1)) were used to define the approximate solutions. Substituting « = r¢ into the

integrals, we obtain
[rdr ¢*(r)(exp 2rt)rk+! o

J5 dr ¢?(r)(exp 2rt)rk

for some non-zero constant «. Defining the matrix Rg; by

(Ri)ay = 0 /P o A 30 )

we have )
(Ri%)ab
t

and Nakajima’s Lemma implies that some non-zero constant multiple of the

(iz 0, Yo) 2 = (4.52)

map [EZ9) (with R; := R}) is an irreducible k-dimensional representation of su(2).
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Corollary EE41 shows that the projection P on to the cokernel of Dy satisfies P =
(1 + decaying term) on the span of V1, ..., 0. Just as we did in Proposition B0, we

can replace P with its unitarization PU, so that
PU =14 Q(t)
on the span of 1/;1, .. ,1/~Jk, where

Q) = O(t) when k£ > 3, and
1 O(t/2)  when k =2 or 3.

We can in fact obtain a better estimate in the case k = 3, but the estimate above is

sufficient for our purposes. Next define

Yg 1= PUi)a' (453)
It follows that v, ...,y is an orthonormal set of sections of the bundle X, defined over

some neighbourhood ¢ € (—¢,0). The set can be extended by m,_; further sections to
give a local trivialisation of the bundle X,.

For the time being we will assume k£ > 3 and return to the cases k = 2, 3 later. Now

(Octa, o) 12 = (Otha + Oc(Ya — V) Vo + (1 — Vo)) 12
= (0c (Y0 — Ya), Vo) 12 + (O (Yo — Ya)s (Vo — b)) 12 + (Octa, (¥ — ¥)) 12,

because (851/~Ja, zﬁbﬁz — 0. The first term is bounded as ¢ — 0_ because g — g = O(t).
Similarly, the second term is O(t), and the third term is bounded by

19gtball 2 X [14bp — Pl L2 < Ot x O(t)
using ([EZ4)). Thus we obtain a bound

[(Octar ) 12| < C (4.54)

on t € (—e¢,0) for some fixed C. Note that this bound might fail to hold in the cases
k = 2,3 due to the weaker estimates. Let T° be the matrix with entries (D¢tbq, ¥p) 2.

Then the gauge transformation

0
g(t) = exp/t T°(s) ds

satisfies

g(t) =1+ O(t) (4.55)

because T is bounded, and maps 11, ..., to a unitary parallel set of sections. We

will apply the gauge transformation later.
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Next we consider the endomorphisms T; g ,J = 1,2,3. Extend 1,...,9, by m,_1
further sections to form a gauge for X, on t € (—¢,0). In such a gauge the endomor-

phisms are given by
(T9)ab = (ij%Pa, Vo) 12
= G+ 2y — ) o+ (0~ )
Bt (i, — Bis — (o — i (450
using equation (EE2). From @), |liz;dallzz = O(lt|~1) and so
Jiaalzz = lizs (14 OW)ullx = O™,

Thus, estimating the RHS of ([EhH) gives

(Rp)a
t

(T)ap = 272 + Bj(1) (4.57)

where Bj is bounded as ¢t — 0_. Moreover, gauge transforming by g(t) into a parallel
gauge does not alter the form of ([ERT) because g(t) has the form ([EH). Nahm’s equa-
tion implies that multiplying the map ([EZ9) by —2 gives an irreducible k-dimensional
representation of su(2), as in equation (B2). This completes the proof when k > 3.
For the case k = 2 or 3 the analysis is very similar. Equation (@14l becomes a
bound [(O¢tVa, ¥p) 12| = O(t~Y/?), and the gauge transformation to the parallel gauge,
equation (EE5H), becomes g(t) = 1+ O(t'/?). Estimates on [{@50) give Tg of the form
ERD) but with B;(t) = O(t/2?). Gauge transforming by g(t) does not alter the
form of this expansion, and Nahm’s equation fixes the constant for the irreducible

representation. O

We leave monopoles at this point to prove an analogue of Proposition ER{ for

calorons.

4.4.3 The terminating component for calorons
We prove the following analogue of Proposition

Proposition 4.58. Given an anti-self-dual caloron (E,A) framed by (As, Poo) and
with boundary data (ko, l;, Lo, L), then for any singularity & = p, with k := ky, > 3 there
is a parallel gauge for X, defined on some neighbourhood t := (§ — pp) € (—¢€,0) of the
stngularity in which the matrices Tg, j=1,2,3, defined by ) decompose as

iy ky

; ( * ‘ * > I my_q
T =
o Ampesw ) Tk
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such that

1. R;,R;,Rg form an irreducible representation of su(2) following equation [B.2),

and

2. in the limit t — 0_ we have

B;(t) = O(t?) when k > 3 (i.e. Bj is bounded)
T oY) when k=2 or 3.

This follows almost directly from Proposition applied to the Fourier modes of
D&g, because up to O(r~2) a caloron is the pull-back of a monopole configuration. We
can extend the framing from the boundary to the whole of S%W Juo X M, and apply the
“3+1” decomposition (B to define A, ®. However, up to O(r—2), A and ® are exactly
the same as a monopole configuration framed by A, ®oo. Using @) and E3T) we

have

Dy o= —0s+Da—d+it
= —0p + DE+O(r™?)

where Dg is the monopole model operator determined by A, Po. Identifying the spin

bundles ST of S% x M with S(3) and using the Fourier decomposition (E30) gives

/1o

Dy (lzy = —=iNpo + D+ O(r™?).

We therefore take the model operator for Dg’g to be —¢Npug + Dg on the N’th Fourier
mode.

Working near the singularity { = p, the approximate solutions 1/;]-, g =1,...,k,
defined in Section EEZT] pull-back to S%W J0 % M and satisfy D&gzﬁj = O(r‘z)z/;j together
with the analogue of the estimates ([43]). The proof of Lemma goes through,
replacing D¢ with D‘;‘{r’5 and taking w € LQ(S%ﬂ/uo x R3St ®E), as does the proof of
Corollary EEZ7l The proof of Proposition then gives directly.

4.4.4 The continuing component and decomposition for k, # 0

We want to show that the continuing block of the Nahm data constructed from a
caloron is continuous across singularities with k, # 0, and obtain the full decomposition
of the Nahm data at such a point, as described on page While we also want to
obtain the corresponding decomposition at zero jumps, this Section concentrates on
the case k, # 0 and we will only make some brief remarks about the zero jump case.
At present, obtaining the decomposition of monopole Nahm data at singularities via
analysis of the Dirac operator is an open problem (of course, Hurtubise-Murray obtained

the decomposition via spectral curves). It should be clear that if we could obtain the
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decomposition of the Nahm data constructed from a U(n) monopole—defining the
Nahm data via the coupled Dirac operator rather than via spectral curves—then the
caloron case would be very similar. For the remainder of this Section we therefore
concentrate on the simpler case of U(n) monopoles rather than calorons, although our
conjectures and results will apply to calorons in an obvious way. Fix a U(n) Bogomolny
monopole (A, ®) on a bundle E, framed by A, P, and with boundary data (1_5, ii).
Let D¢ be the coupled Dirac operator defined by (CZ8)) and let {Xp,Vp,Tg T p =
1,...,n—1, j=1,2,3} be the Nahm data defined in terms of D¢: X, — (pps1, 1p) is
the bundle with fibre coker D¢ while V,, and Tpl, T, p2, T, 5’ are defined by (L30) and ([C3T]).
The full claim we want to prove is:

Claim 4.59. Let p, be a singularity with k, > 0 and let t = § — p,. Then there is a

parallel gauge on X,_1 for some neighbourhood t € (0,€) in which the limits

T = Jim 75, (4.60)

exist for j =1,2,3, and Tg_l(t) is analytic. Similarly, there is a parallel gauge on X,

for some neighbourhood t € (—e¢,0) in which there is a decomposition

-~ mp_l k‘p
i ( 7% + O(t) ‘O(t(kp—lw) > I Mp1
.

O(tk=1/2) ‘Ri/HO(l) I kp

The upper diagonal block is analytic in t = § — p,; the lower diagonal block is mero-
morphic in t; and the off-diagonal blocks are of the form th»=1/2 x (analytic in t). The

residues Ri define an irreducible representation of su(2).

Working with the fixed monopole (4, ®), fix some p, with k& := k, > 0 and let
m := mp_1. It is easy to show that away from the singularities {y1, ..., pu,} solutions
to D decay at least as fast as exp(—7|t|) as r — oo, by a calculation analogous to that
in Section E2Z-31 On the other hand, the ‘Nakajima solutions’ 1[)1, e ,z/;k that determine
the terminating component at p, are of the form exp(—r|t|) x (non-L? function). The
following conjecture is based on the idea that solutions in the continuing component
decay like exp(—r|t + a) across ¢t = 0 for some a # 0, and are in some sense small
in the eigenbundle with eigenvalue p,. Let vq,...,1; be the exact solutions defined

by (EL3]) that determine the terminating component.
Conjecture 1. There is an orthonormal set {tg11,...,Ykrm} of maps
P (—€€) = L2(R3,S(2) ® E)
such that for all j =k+1,...,k+m:
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1. v;(t) € coker D¢ when t # 0,

2. ;(t) is continuous in t

3. for allt € (—¢,€), ¥;(t) vanishes to all orders of r in the limit r — oo, and
4. foralli=1,....k and t € (—¢€,0), ¢;(t) is orthogonal to 1;(t).

If Conjecture [ holds, then using Proposition the following Conjecture imme-
diately holds:

Conjecture 2. There is a parallel gauge on X,_1 for some neighbourhood t € (0,¢)
in which the limits Tg’jl defined by [EBU) exist. There is also a parallel gauge on X,
for some neighbourhood t € (—¢,0) in which the T7 decompose as in Proposition [-50,
except the top left-hand block has the form Tg’fl +O(t).

Proof: Condition 3 of Conjecture [l ensures that (izjiq,, )2 exists for all t € (—e¢, ¢€)
and a,b € {k+1,...,k+m}, and is continuous in t. Moreover, transforming to a parallel
gauge cannot introduce any discontinuities, because (fixing T° to be the matrix with
entries (J¢tpq, ¥p)r2) the gauge transformation exp [T%ds will always be continuous,

even if TV is discontinuous. O

We can provide some evidence to support Conjecture [l Recall the model operator
De defined by @36). If Conjecture [l does not hold for Dg (in some sense) then we
cannot reasonably expect it to hold for Dy, so we should try to understand the behaviour
of the solutions to lN?g near the singularity p,. First consider the component (ﬁg )* of
D¢ defined by equation ([E3H). Consider a separable solution of the form
r)u
Y(r,y1,y2) = (ﬁrivééﬁ%) . (4.61)

This is a solution if
(PTfu+g(Dgv)\ _
f(Dg u) + (P~ g)v

where Pt = i(r0, + rt + (k 4+ 2)/2) and P~ = i(—rd, + rt + (k — 2)/2). We therefore

have (o ) =00 0) ()

for some constants A, u, and
0 PN(f\_ (- 0)\(f
(e ) G- 5)0) (402

— Dt + D= —
D, Dy u = \uu, Dg D, v=Auv, and (4.63)
PPt f = \uf, PP g = \ug. (4.64)

It follows that
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+

a,» Which has a

The values o = Ap are fixed by the spectrum of the operator D, D
complete set of orthogonal eigenvectors. Given any non-zero \, i, equation ([EG2) can
be solved explicitly using Maple: the solutions are Whittaker functions with argument
z = 2rt (see [, Section 13] for a description of Whittaker functions and their asymptotic

expansions). In the limit » — oo these have the form
(exp(—rt)) x (1 + lower order terms)

for t < 0, and so are not normalizable. However, when A = = 0 the equations decouple
and normalizable solutions for g exist—but these are just the Nakajima solutions. By
completeness of the eigenfunctions in ([63]) and ([E64) we can assume that any solution
to (Dé7 )* is a sum of terms of the form (&I, and by orthogonality (Dé7 )* must kill
each term in the sum. Thus we have shown that the only normalizable solutions to
(f)g )* on t € (—¢,0) are the Nakajima solutions. This analysis can be repeated for
the other components (Dg)* (¢ # p) of Df, and shows that their solutions decay like
exp(—r|€ — pq|) as 7 — oco. These solutions therefore form continuous families across
t = 0 which satisfy the conditions of Conjecture [

While this supports Conjecture [M, it certainly does not prove it. Given a family of
solutions z/;(t) to D’g that is continuous across ¢ = 0, one might hope to use 1,/; as an
approximate solution, as we did for the terminating component, and show that ¢ = Py
is a continuous family of solutions to Df. However, since ¥(t) decays like exp(—r|t+ p|)
for some p # 0 the estimates (E43)) do not hold, and we do not obtain (1 — P)y — 0
as t — 0. Nakajima’s analysis is therefore insufficient to prove that the family Pz/;(t) is
continuous across ¢ = 0. In any case, there may be the wrong number of solutions to
D’g to match the expected rank of the continuing component.

An obvious approach to proving Conjecture [ is to use weighted operators, like
those in Section EZ3], using the weighting to kill off the solutions corresponding to the

terminating component. Consider the operators
Ley = wADgw)fl and LZ,A = w;ngwA

where w) is defined by [I9). If we take A to be some small positive constant then,
given the Nakajima solutions 1, ..., ¥ of DZ, w;lwl, e ,w;lzpk are solutions to Lg)\
but are not L?. In other words, by weighting we have removed the Nakajima solutions
from the L?-kernel. If we could prove that LZA was Fredholm with L2-index m for
t € (—e¢,€), then a trivialization 94 1(t), . .., Ygrm(t) of the L? kernel of L , would give
rise to a set of solutions to Dg satisfying the properties in Conjecture [l Unfortunately,
a calculation of the indicial family like that in Section shows that LZ, ) is not
Fredholm when ¢ € (—\, \), and so the strategy fails to work.

Obtaining the continuing component at a zero jump presents further difficulties, and

we will not be so bold as to make a formal conjecture as we did for &k, # 0. Given a zero
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jump p,, we would not expect to find families ¥ (t),...,¢¥n(t) defined on t € (—¢,€)
satisfying conditions 1, 2, and 3 of the Conjecture, since the Nahm matrices would
then be continuous across the zero jump. One possibility is that there are families
P1(t),...,¢¥m(t) defined on ¢t € (—¢,¢€) satisfying conditions 1 and 2 but not 3. This
would imply that the matrices (1V)a = (izj1q,¥p) 2 do not exist at ¢ = 0 (because
xj1, might fail to be L?), while the limits as t — 0 from either side could exist but be
different. Beyond this remark we will not consider zero jumps further.

The final step is to go from Conjecture [l and Proposition to the full decompo-
sition We make the following:

Conjecture 3. Given that the data V,, Tpl, Tp2, Tg’ satisfy Nahm’s equation on the

interior of each interval I,, we obtain the full decomposition [{-59 from Conjecture [A.

Conjecture Bl follows immediately from:

Conjecture 4. Suppose we have a rank (m + k) solution ¥V, T', T?, T3 to Nahm’s
equation on a bundle over the interval t € (0,¢€), where m,k > 0. In addition, suppose

there is a parallel gauge in which the T9 decompose as

m k
Ti(t) = ( $+00 ‘ i > | m
I T D

where S7 is some fixed skew-hermitian matrix and AJ satisfies

RIJt+0(1) when k >3
Al(t) = S RIJt+O(t1/?) when k=2 or 3

could be unbounded when k=1

as t — 0. Here R', R?,R? define an irreducible representation of su(2) in the usual

way. Under these assumptions it necessarily follows that
1. the top left-hand block is analytic in t, even for k =0,
2. the off-diagonal blocks are of the form t*~Y/2 x analytic function, and
3. AJ(t) is meromorphic when k > 1 but holomorphic when k = 1.

Conjecture @ should be relatively easy to prove, and elements of a proof already exist
in the literature: [T9, Section 2| contains related results. The main assertion contained
in the Conjecture is that when k = 2,3 and A7(t) = R/ /t + O(t~'/2), Nahm’s equation
forces A’(t) to have the form R’/t+O(1). This is more straight-forward to prove when
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m = 0, according to the following outline. Suppose that the matrices T, T2 T2 have

rank k£ = 2 or k = 3, solve Nahm’s equation (with V = 9;) on (0, €), and have the form

R QY
g .
T’ = . + Y + higher order terms.
It follows that
1
—§Q1 + R*Q*+ Q’°R® - R*Q* - Q*R*=0 (4.65)

and the two equations obtained from cyclic permutations of {1,2,3}. In the case k = 2
we can express each @ as a sum Zg @7y, and assume R/ = —%’yj for j = 1,2,3.
Substituting this into (EEGH) and the other two equations, it is easy to show that Q7 L=0
for all j,1. A similar proof using more sophisticated representation theory should work
for the case m = 0,k = 3. However, when m > 0 the off-diagonal blocks make the
Conjecture harder to prove.

To conclude this Section we return to calorons to give a precise statement of our
results concerning the transform from calorons to Nahm data. Our aim was to prove
that the Nahm transform is a well-defined map from C*(ky, k, o, i) to N*(ko, k, 1oy f1)-
We have proved that the transform of an element of C*(ko, E, Lo, iL) consists of a well-
defined connection and endomorphisms {V,, T, pl, T pz’ T 5’} on bundles X;, = (tp+1, ttp) C
R/poZ for each p = 1,...,n; that the data satisfy Nahm’s equation; and that the data
has the correct rank to be an element of N'* (ko, E, 1o, f1). To complete the proof we must
also obtain the decomposition of the Nahm data at each point £ = pu, and prove that
the Nahm operator constructed from the Nahm data is injective (since N”*(ko, l;, 1o, i)
is by definition the set of caloron Nahm data that determine injective Nahm operators).
We have not addressed the problem of injectivity, but made some remarks about this
in Section [[4l Although the Conjectures above are stated for U(n) monopoles they
also apply to calorons in an obvious way, and assuming they hold, we have obtained
the correct decomposition of the caloron Nahm data at singularities with k, # 0. We
refer the reader back to Section [L4l for remarks about the invertibility of the transform

and problems that could be tackled with the Nahm transform in place.
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Glossary of Notation

Zo,T1,T2,T3
*

*3, %4
(A, )
St, S8~

Y0, 71572573
(V)
Dy, Dy
S53)

T,T*
St,8-

3

WEFF
D, Dy

P=Pp
(E,A)
Df, Dy

C2(E’ f)’c2(E’ f)[X]

X

XO
0X
52

p

standard coordinates on R*

Hodge star operator

Hodge stars on R3 and R*

monopole configuration

spin bundles on R*, S* x R? or 4-torus
spin matrices

sections of a bundle V

Dirac operators coupled to connection A
spin bundle on R3

the torus R*/A and its dual

spin bundles on the dual torus
coordinate on the dual torus

without flat factors

Dirac operators coupled to the flat line bundle param-
eterized by &

orthogonal projection on ker Dg

Nahm transform of (E, A)

Dirac operators coupled to the flat line bundle param-
eterized by x

inverse Nahm transform of (E, A)

the n-dimensional torus S* x --- x S1

vector bundle on which Nahm data is defined
connection on X,

Nahm matrices on X,

the group of smooth loops in a group G

the Lie algebra of LG

semi-direct product of LG and U(1)

27 /g is the period of the caloron

S2lzr/uo - R/(i_g )

a LSU(n) monopole

The interval [pp1, tp)

the closed 3-ball

obstruction to extending the framing f to the interior
of E (the instanton charge)

X=5} . xB

interior of X

boundary St x S2, of X

boundary of B

projection 521 x M — M for some manifold M

/1o
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Y1, Y2 polar coordinates on R3

X boundary defining function on Eg, x=7r"1

E trivial U(n) bundle on B

Fo E = E|S%,

(Aso, o) connection and Higgs field on E.,

Hlyee ey tn eigenvalues of @,

ki,..., kp Chern classes of eigenbundles of ®., (monopole
charges)

(k, i) monopole boundary data

I the interval (—e, 27/ pg + €)

Auty unitary automorphisms of F that are the identity at
infinity

deg ¢ degree of a map ¢ : S® — U(n)

SAutg E trace-free elements of Auty F

ko the instanton charge co(E, f)

(Ko, k, Lo, i) caloron boundary data

my rank of X,,, m, = Y 5 k; for calorons

q the projection ¢ : I, X B B

i the trivial bundle E? = ¢*F

Al a quasi-periodic connection on E?, often the pull-back
of A

Mon(%, i) space of monopoles with boundary data (1_5, i)

L(ko, E, o, L)  space of loops of monopoles in Mon(E, i) with period
o and degree kg

C;?(X ) functions with k derivatives in x that are smooth up
to the boundary

Cg’l space of 1-forms such that the dx component is 02,
while the other components are C’)l(

C(ko, lg, 1o, L)  space of framed caloron configurations with boundary
data (k:o,l;, Lo, i)

C*(ko, k, o, i)  subspace of ASD calorons

ch(E, A) Chern character of the bundle and connection (E, A)

c1(L) first Chern class of a bundle L

0o the rotation map on sets of boundary data

pc the rotation map on caloron configurations

RZ residue in the terminating component of the Nahm
data at & = p,

Sk irreducible (k + 1)-dimensional representation of su(2)

T p+ i limits of the continuing component of the Nahm ma-
trices either side of a singularity

K/IOH(E, i) the set of monopole Nahm data with boundary data

(F, i

A(x) : W —V  the Nahm operator

Coker A the cokernel of A(x) regarded as a bundle over R*

P=P, projection onto coker A(zx)

Y, Y, =C2® X,

Wll, Sobolev space of sections of Y}, with I derivatives in L?

Li(1,) Sobolev space of functions on I, with [ derivatives in
L2
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G
mq(w)
J
Nzero

NMon(E7 ﬁ)
N*(k07 Ea Ho, ﬁ)

N(k()v E) Ho, /j)

,Ucont , Vcont

RP
Up
Up
A*(z)
W*
<’ >dual
UT,V; UT,W
T
U,
PN
A(x)
RS
zjes
le’ 77[#,1
Cp
7~va(w)
Blm

I M
Y, Y
W=Wre Wy

A[(aj‘), AM(.’L‘)
B(x)

I, Iu
Jo

space of restrictions to [a, ] of distributions in LZ(R)
space of distributions in L?(R) supported on [a, ]
support of a function f

elements of Wpl with vanishing terminating component
the operator 1V, + i1, +x on Y,

the sum 22:1 v ® Tg

subspace of Y(jq) corresponding to the zero jump at
Hq

a vector in J;

inner product of a vector w with ¢,

the set of zero jumps {q : my = my_1}

the number of zero jumps, N0 = | J|

monopole Nahm data not necessarily satisfying
Nahm'’s equation

space of caloron Nahm data with boundary data
(Ko, k, p1o, i)

caloron Nahm data not necessarily satisfying Nahm’s
equation

continuing component of a vector or vector space

the sum Y2+, @ R}

space of solutions to D) (z)

space of solutions to Dy ()

the adjoint of A(x)

the dual space of W

pairing of an element of W and an element of W*
action of translation zg — xg + 27 /pg on V,W
translation by one period in the zg direction

UT = UT,V

rotation of Nahm data by po/n

the model operator

basis of sections of the instanton block

the resonating point (\; + 27m/ o, 0,0, 0)

deformation of the vector ¢,

inner product of w with fp

4-ball round resonating point x; >

instanton and monopole blocks of Y,

decomposition of W into instanton and monopole
blocks

components of the model operator on the instanton
and monopole blocks

the off-diagonal block of the model operator

zero jumps in instanton and monopole blocks
singularities in the Nahm data that are not zero jumps
Ny = |Ji| and Ny = | T

decomposition of the projection 7 into instanton and
monopole blocks

adjoint of the model operator

adjoints of A7, Ay
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the adjoint of D, (x)
approximate solutions to the model operator

holonomy of A%(x)

exact solutions to A*(z) corresponding to zero jumps
in the instanton block

projection onto the cokernel of the model operator
unitary approximation of P

solutions to A*(z), W, = Py,

local trivialization of F

instanton charge of Coker A

caloron configuration with zero instanton charge, used
to calculate INCO

space of all (injective) Fredholm operators W — V
with index —n

unitary approximation to the projection P

volume form

inner derivative of a vector field o with a form
Esng = {pj + Npo:j=1,...,nand N € Z}

I;,N = (Hp+1 + Npo, pp + Npto)

the bundle with fibre coker D;{’g over I;’ N

Nahm data on X, x

the translation 7: & — € + po

action of the translation 7 as a bundle isomorphism
on E

Iy = (p+1, pp) C R/ poZ

pseudo-differential operators

the indicial family of a ¥DO P

‘weighted’ Dirac operators

Dirac operator coupled to a monopole

model operator approximating D¢

spin bundles S(9) = S(“;) ) S(_2) on S2

hyperplane bundle on S%,

Dirac operators on S2 coupled to H k

M =R3\ B,

projection ¢ : M — S2

Dirac operator on M coupled to the pull-back of H*
approximate solutions to Dg that determine the ter-
minating component
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