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Abstract

The proposals of Joyce [Joy18], and Doan and Walpuski [DW19] on counting closed associa-

tive submanifolds of𝐺2-manifolds depend on various conjectural transitions. This article

contributes to the transitions arising from the degenerations of associative submanifolds

into conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds. First, we study the moduli space of

CS associative submanifolds with singularities at a finite number of points locally modeled

on associative cones in R7
and their transversality in a co-closed𝐺2-manifold as well as in a

path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures. We prove that for a generic co-closed 𝐺2-structure and for

a generic path of co-closed𝐺2-structures, there are no CS associative submanifolds having

singularities modeled on cones with stability-index greater than 0 and 1, respectively. We

establish that associative cones with links null-torsion holomorphic curves in 𝑆6
have

stability-index greater than 4, and all special Lagrangian cones in C3
have stability-index

greater than equal to 1 with equality only holding for the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone and a

transverse pair of planes. Second, we study the desingularizations of CS associative sub-

manifolds in a one parameter family of co-closed𝐺2-structures. Consequently, we derive

desingularization results relating the above transitions for CS associative submanifolds

with Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone singularity and for associative submanifolds with transverse

self-intersection.

1 Introduction: Main results

Joyce [Joy18], and Doan andWalpuski [DW19] have made proposals of constructing enumerative

invariants of 𝐺2-manifolds by counting closed associative submanifolds. It has been observed

that the counting (possibly with sign) of associative submanifolds does not lead to an invariant

due to various transitions (see Figure 3) that may occur along a generic path of 𝐺2-structures.

One type of such transitions is the degenerations of associative submanifolds into conically

singular associative submanifolds. In particular, it has been conjectured (see Joyce [Joy18,

Conjecture 4.4, Conjecture 5.3]) that at least the following transitions can occur along a generic

path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures 𝜙𝑡 on a 7-dimensional manifold 𝑌 .

1. Three families of embedded closed associative submanifolds, 𝑃1

𝑡 with −𝑇 < 𝑡 < 0 and

𝑃2

𝑡 , 𝑃
3

𝑡 with 0 < 𝑡 < 𝑇 in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 ), converge in the sense of currents to an associative

submanifold 𝑃 with a Harvey-Lawson (HL) 𝑇 2
-cone singularity at 𝑥 in (𝑌, 𝜙0), as 𝑡 → 0.
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The 𝑃𝑖𝑡 are diffeomorphic to the Dehn filling of 𝑃𝑜 := 𝑃\𝐵(𝑥) along simple closed curves

𝜇𝑖 ⊂ 𝜕𝑃𝑜 � 𝑇 2
which satisfy 𝜇1.𝜇2 = 𝜇2.𝜇3 = 𝜇3.𝜇1 = −1.

𝑃1

𝑡

𝑃2

𝑡

𝑃3

𝑡

𝑃

𝜙𝑡

Figure 1: Three associatives arising from a singular associative.

2. Two families of embedded closed associative submanifolds, 𝑃𝑡 with 0 ≠ 𝑡 ∈ (−𝑇,𝑇 ) and 𝑃#

𝑡

with 0 < 𝑡 < 𝑇 in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 ), converge in the sense of currents to an associative submanifold

𝑃 with a self intersection in (𝑌, 𝜙0), as 𝑡 → 0. The 𝑃#

𝑡 are diffeomorphic to the connected

sums 𝑃𝑡#(𝑆1 × 𝑆2) if 𝑃𝑡 is connected, and otherwise to 𝑃+𝑡 #𝑃−
𝑡 , where 𝑃𝑡 = 𝑃

+
𝑡 ⨿ 𝑃−

𝑡 .

𝑃𝑡

𝑃#

𝑡

𝑃

𝜙𝑡

Figure 2: Birth of an associative out of an associative with self intersection.

One of our main goals is to confirm the above two transitions, provided there is an asso-

ciative submanifold with a self intersection (see Theorem 1.29) and an associative submanifold

with a Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
cone singularity (see Theorem 1.21), respectively. More generally,

we prove a desingularization theorem (see Theorem 1.16) for conically singular associative

submanifolds under a certain hypothesis in (1.17). This is done in a 1-parameter family of co-

closed 𝐺2-structures by gluing rescaled asymptotically conical associative submanifolds of R7
.

Consequently we derive the first transition (see Theorem 1.21) and partially derive the second

transition (see Theorem 1.29). We would like to point out that desingularization theorems for

conically singular special Lagrangian submanifolds in Calabi-Yau manifolds and coassociative

submanifolds of 𝐺2-manifolds have been studied by Joyce [Joy04c; Joy04d] and Lotay [Lot09;

Lot14] respectively.

To make further progress in the proposals of Joyce [Joy18], and Doan and Walpuski [DW19]

about enumerative invariants of 𝐺2-manifolds one has to figure out all possible degenerations

of closed associative submanifolds that can occur in a generic 𝑑-parameter family of co-closed

𝐺2-structures with 𝑑 = 0, 1. It is known in geometric measure theory (see Theorem 2.28) that

the associative submanifolds can only degenerate into an associative integral current with a

singular set of Hausdorff dimension at most 1. The regularity of this singular set is not clear

yet. If all the tangent cones are Jacobi integrable multiplicity 1 associative cones with smooth
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link, then the associative integral current is conically singular with isolated singular points (see

Definition 3.53). It is therefore natural to ask the following question.

Question 1.1. What are all the possible conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds that

may appear in a generic 𝑑-parameter family of co-closed 𝐺2-structures with 𝑑 = 0, 1?

To answer this question we study the deformation theory of conically singular associative

submanifolds. We explain that (see Theorem 1.9) the index of the deformation operator can be

expressed completely in terms of certain non-negative integer associated the tangent cones, we

define this to be the stability index (see Definition 1.4). In particular, CS associative submanifolds

having one singularity modeled on cones with stability-index 0 and 1 can only appear in a

generic 0 and 1-parameter family of co-closed 𝐺2-structures, respectively (see Theorem 1.11).

Therefore we ask the following subsequent question.

Question 1.2. What are all the associative cones in R7
with stability index equal to 0 and 1?

We establish that the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone and a union of two transverse special La-

grangian planes have stability index 1 (see Theorem 1.7). Also we prove that all other special

Lagrangian cones in C3
have stability index strictly greater than 1 with the help of a result

obtained by Haskins [Has04b]. Furthermore, we prove that all associative cones in R7
whose

links are null-torsion holomorphic curves in 𝑆6
(see Bryant [Bry82]) have stability index strictly

greater than 4 with the help of a result obtained by Madnick [Mad21]. In particular, this holds

for all associative cones whose link in 𝑆6
is of genus 0 but not a totally geodesic sphere. We

also see that associative cones with link of genus 1 always have stability index greater than

equal to 1.

We now summarize all the main results obtained in this article.

Moduli space of conically singular associative submanifolds

Since our aim is to study the deformation theory of conically singular associative submanifolds

and the associative cones play an important role there, we have chosen to study first associative

cones in R7
. These are the cones whose links in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ) are pseudoholomorphic curves (see

Section 3.1). For this purpose, we express the moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves in 𝑆6

locally as the zero set of a nonlinear map (see Definition 3.19). We prove the following theorem

in Section 3.1.

Theorem 1.3. Let Σ be a closed holomorphic curve in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ). Then a neighbourhood of Σ in
the moduli space of holomorphic curves Mhol is homeomorphic to the zero set of a smooth map
(obstruction map/Kuranishi map)

obΣ : IΣ → coker(DΣ + 2𝐽 ),

where the operator DΣ is defined in (3.16) and IΣ is an open neighbourhood of 0 in ker(DΣ + 2𝐽 ).
Moreover the index of the operator DΣ + 2𝐽 is zero and there is a 𝐽 -anti-linear isomorphism
𝜸Σ : HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑁Σ) → 𝑁Σ such that the normal Cauchy-Riemann operator 𝜕𝑁∇ (see Definition 3.8)
satisfies

𝜸Σ ◦ 𝜕
𝑁
∇ = DΣ + 2𝐽 .
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For each associative cone 𝐶 in R7
we associate integer invariants s-ind(𝐶), called stability

index and s-ind𝚫 (𝐶), called 𝚫-stability index (see Definition 1.4). It turns out that the negative

of these stability indices are essentially the virtual dimensions of the moduli spaces of conically

singular associative submanifolds.

Definition 1.4. Let 𝐶 be an associative cone in R7
. Denote the link by Σ, which is a closed

𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6
. Let 𝑑𝜆 be as in Definition 3.21. Let Σ = ⨿𝑙𝑗=1

Σ 𝑗 be the decomposition

into connected components. Denote the cone of Σ 𝑗 by 𝐶 𝑗 . Let 𝐻 𝑗 be the maximal subgroup of

𝐺2 which fixes Σ 𝑗 under the standard action of𝐺2 on 𝑆
6
. 𝐻 𝑗 is called the symmetry group of

𝐶 𝑗 . The stability index of 𝐶 is defined by

s-ind(𝐶) :=
𝑑−1

2

+
∑︁

−1<𝜆⩽1

𝑑𝜆 − 7 −
𝑙∑︁
𝑗=1

(dim𝐺2 − dim𝐻 𝑗 ).

The associative cone 𝐶 is called rigid if all the infinitesimal deformations of its link are

induced by the 𝐺2-action, that is,

𝑑1 =

𝑙∑︁
𝑗=1

(dim𝐺2 − dim𝐻 𝑗 ).

We denote by Mhol

• the moduli space of closed connected holomorphic curves in 𝑆6
. The

moduli spacesMhol

• andMhol
might not be manifolds. Therefore we fix a decomposition Δ of

Mhol

• into a countable disjoint union of 𝐺2-invariant manifolds1, that is,

(1.5) Mhol

•
𝚫

=
⊔
𝑘∈𝐼

Z𝑘

where the indexing set 𝐼 is countable, and𝐺2·Z𝑘 = Z𝑘 andZ𝑘 are finite dimensional submanifolds

of S (see Definition 3.7). Let Z𝑗 , 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑙 , be the manifolds in the above decomposition 𝚫

containing Σ 𝑗 . Set Z :=
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z𝑗 . We define the 𝚫-stability index of 𝐶 by

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) :=
𝑑−1

2

+
∑︁

−1<𝜆⩽1

𝑑𝜆 − 7 −
𝑙∑︁
𝑗=1

dimZ𝑗 . ♠

Remark 1.6. Note that the definition of 𝚫-stability index depends on the decomposition 𝚫 in

(1.5). It is also clear that s-ind(𝐶) ⩾ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶). We will see in Remark 3.32 that if 𝐶 is not a

3-plane then s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾ 0. If an associative cone 𝐶 is rigid then for any decomposition of

Mhol

• we have s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) = s-ind(𝐶). ♣
We prove the following theorem in Section 3.1.

Theorem 1.7. Let 𝐶 be an associative cone in R7 with link Σ ⊂ 𝑆6.

(i) If genus of Σ is 1 then s-ind(𝐶) ⩾ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾ 1.

1SinceM
hol

• is an analytic space, there exists always such a decomposition.
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(ii) If Σ is a null torsion holomorphic curve in 𝑆6 (see Example 3.5) then

s-ind(𝐶) ⩾ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) > 4.

In particular this holds for any holomorphic curve of genus 0 in 𝑆6 which is not a totally
geodesic sphere.

(iii) If 𝐶 is the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2-cone (see Example 3.4) or a union of two special Lagrangian
planes with transverse intersection at the origin (see Example 3.3) then

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) = s-ind(𝐶) = 1.

(iv) Let 𝐶 be a special Lagrangian cone in C3 which is not a plane. Then2

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾
𝑏1(Σ)

2

+ 𝑏0(Σ) − 1 ⩾ 1

with equality if and only if 𝐶 is the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2-cone or a union of two special
Lagrangian planes with transverse intersection at the origin.

Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold (see Definition 2.4). We denote by P the space of all

co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and byP the space of all smooth paths [0, 1] → P. We consider

conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds with isolated singularities at finite number

of points in (𝑌, 𝜙) (see Definition 3.53). These singularities are locally modeled on associative

cones in R7
. The moduli space of all conically singular associative submanifolds in (𝑌, 𝜙) is

denoted by M
𝜙
cs
(see Definition 3.75). Given a path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures 𝝓 ∈ P, the

1-parameter moduli space of all closed embedded associative submanifolds is denoted byM
𝝓
cs

(see Definition 3.100). More explicitly,

M
𝝓
cs
= {(𝑡, 𝑃) : 𝑡 ∈ [0, 1], 𝑃 ∈ M

𝜙𝑡
cs
}.

Both these moduli spaces are equipped with weighted 𝐶∞
topology (see Definition 3.79). We

will now decompose the moduli spaces M
𝜙
cs
and M

𝝓
cs
as a countable union of sub moduli spaces

whose deformation theory will be studied.

Definition 1.8. Fix a decompositionMhol

•
𝚫

=
⊔
𝑘∈𝐼 Z𝑘 as in Definition 1.4. Let Z =

∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 where

Z𝑖 =
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z
𝑗

𝑖
with Z

𝑗

𝑖
is one of the manifold in the decomposition. We define byM

𝜙

cs,Z
all CS

associative submanifolds whose asymptotic cones 𝐶𝑖 have links Σ𝑖 = ⊔𝑙𝑗=1
Σ 𝑗
𝑖
with Σ 𝑗

𝑖
∈ Z

𝑗

𝑖
. We

also define

M
𝝓
cs,Z

:= {(𝑡, 𝑃) : 𝑡 ∈ [0, 1], 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙𝑡

cs,Z
}.

We write the moduli spacesM
𝜙
cs
and M

𝝓
cs
as a countable union of sub moduli spaces, namely

M
𝜙
cs
=
⋃
Z

M
𝜙

cs,Z
and M

𝝓
cs
=
⋃
Z

M
𝝓
cs,Z

.

Here the unions run over all possible Z =
∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 where Z𝑖 =
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z
𝑗

𝑖
as above. ♠

2The stability index in Definition 1.4 is not same as the stability index defined for special Lagrangian cones in

[Joy04b, Definition 3.6].
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We prove the following thereom in Section 3.5 about local Kuranishi models for the above

moduli spaces.

Theorem 1.9. Let Z,M𝜙

cs,Z
andM𝝓

cs,Z
be as in Definition 1.8. Let 𝑃 ∈ M

𝜙

cs,Z
be a conically singular

associative submanifold in a co-closed𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) whose singularities are modeled on cones
𝐶𝑖 ∈ Z𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚 (see Definition 3.53). Let 𝝓 : [0, 1] → P be a path of co-closed𝐺2 structures
such that 𝜙 (𝑡0) = 𝜙 . Then there exist open neighbourhoods Ĩ𝑃,Z and I𝑃,Z of 0 in ker D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z and
kerD𝑃,𝜇,Z respectively (where D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z and D𝑃,𝜇,Z are defined in Definition 3.98 and Definition 3.100
respectively and 𝜇 is chosen as in Definition 3.79) such that

(i) the moduli spaceM𝜙

cs,Z
near 𝑃 is homeomorphic to ob

−1

𝑃,Z(0), the zero set of a smooth map

ob𝑃,Z : Ĩ𝑃,Z → coker D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z.

Moreover, index D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z = −
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝑖) .

(ii) the 1-parameter moduli spaceM𝝓
cs,Z

near (𝑡0, 𝑃) is homeomorphic to ob
−1

𝑡0,𝑃,Z
(0), the zero set

of a smooth map
ob𝑡0,𝑃,Z : I𝑃,Z → cokerD𝑃,𝜇,Z.

Moreover, indexD𝑃,𝜇,Z = index D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z + 1 = −
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝑖) + 1.

The moduli spaces M
𝜙

cs,Z
and M

𝝓
cs,Z

are not always smooth manifolds. The following

definition will make these moduli spaces smooth in a generic situation.

Definition 1.10. Let Z, M𝜙

cs,Z
and M

𝝓
cs,Z

be as in Definition 1.8. We define P
reg

cs,Z
to be the subset

consisting of all 𝜙 ∈ P which has the property that for all CS associative 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙

cs,Z
the linear

operator

D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z is surjective.

Similarly P
reg

cs,Z
to be the subset consisting of all 𝝓 ∈ P which has the property that for all

(𝑡0, 𝑃) ∈ M
𝝓
cs,Z

the linear operator

D𝑃,𝜇,Z is surjective.

The operators D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z and D𝑃,𝜇,Z are defined in Definition 3.98 and Definition 3.100 respectively.

In addition we define

P
reg

cs,𝚫
:=

⋂
Z

P
reg

cs,Z
and P

reg

cs,𝚫
:=

⋂
Z

P
reg

cs,Z
.

Here the intersections run over all possible Z =
∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 where Z𝑖 =
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z
𝑗

𝑖
as in Definition 1.8

and hence are countable intersections. ♠
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We prove the following theorem about generic transversality of the above moduli spaces

in Section 3.6. It also tells us about what type of singularity model cones appear in a generic

co-closed 𝐺2-structures and as well as in a generic path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures.

Theorem 1.11. Let Z =
∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 where Z𝑖 =
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z
𝑗

𝑖
as in Definition 1.8. Then the subsetsPreg

cs,Z
,

P
reg

cs,𝚫
inP, andPreg

cs,Z
,Preg

cs,𝚫
inP are comeager, respectively. In particular, the following holds.

Let 𝐶𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚 be associative cones in R7 having links Σ𝑖 = ⊔𝑙𝑗=1
Σ 𝑗
𝑖
with Σ 𝑗

𝑖
∈ Z

𝑗

𝑖
.

(i) If
∑𝑚
𝑖=1

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝑖) > 0, then for any co-closed𝐺2-structure 𝜙 ∈ P
reg

cs,𝚫
the moduli space M𝜙

cs

contains no conically singular associative submanifolds having singularities modeled on
cones with links in a neighbourhood of Σ𝑖 in Z𝑖 .

(ii) If
∑𝑚
𝑖=1

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝑖) > 1, then for any path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs,𝚫
the moduli

space M
𝝓
cs
contains no conically singular associative submanifolds having singularities

modeled on cones with links in a neighbourhood of Σ𝑖 in Z𝑖 .

Remark 1.12. We conclude from Theorem 1.11 that if 𝜙 ∈ P
reg

cs,𝚫
then the moduli space M

𝜙
cs

essentially can contain only conically singular associative submanifolds having singularities

modeled on cones 𝐶 with s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) = 0. Similarly, if 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs,𝚫
then the moduli space M

𝝓
cs

essentially can contain only conically singular associative submanifolds having singularities

modeled on cones 𝐶 with s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) = 0 or 1. ♣

Desingularizations of conically singular associative submanifolds

Let 𝐿 be an asymptotically conical associative submanifold in R7
(see Definition 3.42).

Definition 1.13. The dilation action of R+
on R7

generates a canonical Fueter section 𝑠𝐿 ∈
𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿), that is, D𝐿𝑠𝐿 = 0 (see Definition 2.23, Remark 2.24). This 𝑠𝐿 vanishes at infinity. ♠

Let 𝑃 be a conically singular associative submanifold in a co-closed𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) with
singularity at a single point modeled on a cone 𝐶 whose link is Σ ⊂ 𝑆6

(see Definition 3.53).

Let 𝐿 be an asymptotically conical associative submanifold in R7
with the asymptotic cone 𝐶 .

The operators D𝑃 and D𝐿 are defined in Definition 2.23. The space kerD𝑃,𝜆 and kerD𝐿,𝜆 can be

expressed informally as follows:

kerD𝑃,𝜆 := {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃) : D𝑃𝑢 = 0, 𝑢 = 𝑂 (𝑟𝜆) as 𝑟 → 0}

and

kerD𝐿,𝜆 := {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿) : D𝐿𝑢 = 0, 𝑢 = 𝑂 (𝑟𝜆) as 𝑟 → ∞}.

Definition 1.14. We define the matching kernel K𝔪
by

K𝔪
:= {(𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 ) ∈ kerD𝐿,0 ⊕ kerD𝑃,0 : 𝑖∞𝑢𝐿 = 𝑖0𝑢𝑃 },

where the maps 𝑖∞ and 𝑖0 are the asymptotic limit maps 𝑖𝐿,0 and 𝑖𝑃,0 respectively, defined in

Definition 3.93. ♠
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Let 𝝓 ∈ P be a path of co-closed𝐺2-structures on𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) such that𝜙𝑡0 := 𝝓 (𝑡0) = 𝜙 .
We set 𝜙𝑡 := 𝝓 (𝑡). The 𝐺2-structures 𝜙𝑡 induces the 4-forms𝜓𝑡 (see Definition 2.2).

Definition 1.15. We define the extended matching kernel by

˜K𝔪
:= {(𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 , 𝑡) ∈ kerD𝐿,0 ⊕ 𝐶∞

𝑃,0 ⊕ R : D𝑃𝑢𝑃 + 𝑡 ˆ𝑓𝑃 = 0, 𝑖∞𝑢𝐿 = 𝑖0𝑢𝑃 },

where
ˆ𝑓𝑃 is as in Definition 3.100 and 𝐶∞

𝑃,0
:= {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃) : 𝑢 = 𝑂 (1) as 𝑟 → 0}. ♠

We prove the following desingularization theorem in Section 4.3.

Theorem 1.16. Let 𝑃 be a conically singular associative submanifold in a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold
(𝑌, 𝜙) with singularity at a single point modeled on a cone 𝐶 . Let 𝐿 be an asymptotically conical
associative submanifold in R7 with the asymptotic cone 𝐶 and rate 𝜈 < 0. Let 𝝓 ∈ P be a path of
co-closed𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) such that 𝜙𝑡0 = 𝜙 . Assume that, the matching kernel
K𝔪 and the extended matching kernel ˜K𝔪 both are one dimensional, that is,

(1.17)
˜K𝔪 = K𝔪 = ⟨𝑠𝐿⟩R .

Then there exist 𝜀0 > 0, a continuous function 𝑡 : [0, 𝜀0) → [0, 1] with 𝑡 (0) = 𝑡0 and smooth closed
embedded associative submanifolds ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 (𝜀 ) ) for all 𝜀 ∈ (0, 𝜀0) such that ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 as
𝜀 → 0 in the sense of integral currents.

Now we will apply Theorem 1.16 to desingularize CS associative submanifold with Harvey-

Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone singularity and associative submanifold with a transverse unique self intersec-

tion.

Desingularizations for CS associatives with Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2-cone singularity:

We start with CS associative submanifoldwithHarvey-Lawson𝑇 2
-cone singularity. Let 𝝓 ∈ P

reg

cs

(see Definition 1.10) be a path of co-closed𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1). Let 𝑃 be a conically

singular associative submanifold in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) with Harvey-Lawson𝑇 2
-cone singularity at a single

point (see Example 3.4). We prove in Lemma 4.26 that kerD𝑃,−1 = ⟨𝑣𝑃 ⟩R and

(1.18) 𝑎 := ⟨𝑣𝑃 , ˆ𝑓𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 ≠ 0.

where
ˆ𝑓𝑃 is as in Definition 3.100.

Definition 1.19. P• ⊂ P
reg

cs
consists of all 𝝓 ∈ P

reg

cs
such that for all CS associative submanifolds

𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) for some 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) with Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone singularity at a single point, the

asymptotic limit of 𝑣𝑃 has the form

(1.20) 𝑖𝑃,−1𝑣𝑃 = 𝑏1𝜉1 + 𝑏2𝜉2, 𝑏1 ≠ 0, 𝑏2 ≠ 0, 𝑏1 ≠ 𝑏2.

where 𝜉1, 𝜉2 are in (3.48) of Example 3.47. ♠

Note that
𝑏1

𝑎
,
𝑏2

𝑎
are independent of various choices of 𝑣𝑃 . We hope that P• ⊂ P

reg

cs
is

comeager. We prove the following desingularization theorem for conically singular associatives

with Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone singularity at a single point in Section 4.4.

8



Theorem 1.21. Let 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs
be a path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1). Let 𝑃

be a conically singular associative submanifold of (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) inM
𝝓
cs
with Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2-cone

singularity at a single point 𝑥 . There exist 𝜀0 > 0, three continuous functions 𝑡𝑖 : [0, 𝜀0) → [0, 1]
with 𝑡𝑖 (0) = 𝑡0, 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 and smooth closed embedded associative submanifolds ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) in
(𝑌, 𝜙𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) ) for all 𝜀 ∈ (0, 𝜀0) such that ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 as 𝜀 → 0 in the sense of integral currents.
The 𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) are diffeomorphic to the Dehn filling of 𝑃𝑜 := 𝑃\𝐵𝜀 (𝑥) along simple closed curves
𝜇𝑖 ⊂ 𝜕𝑃𝑜 � 𝑇 2 which satisfy 𝜇1.𝜇2 = 𝜇2.𝜇3 = 𝜇3.𝜇1 = −1. Furthermore, if 𝝓 ∈ P• then there is a
constant 𝑐 ≠ 0 such that

𝑡1(𝜀) = 𝑡0 −
𝑐𝑏2

𝑎
𝜀2 + 𝑜 (𝜀2), 𝑡2(𝜀) = 𝑡0 +

𝑐𝑏1

𝑎
𝜀2 + 𝑜 (𝜀2),

and 𝑡3(𝜀) = 𝑡0 +
𝑐 (𝑏2 − 𝑏1)

𝑎
𝜀2 + 𝑜 (𝜀2) .

(1.22)

We would like to point out that our proof of (1.22) is influenced by [Joy18, Remark 5.4 a)].

Desingularizations for associative submanifolds with transverse intersection:

We will now move on to state the main results obtained in this article about desingularization

of associative submanifold with a transverse unique self intersection. Let 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs
be a path

of co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1). Let 𝑃 ∈ M
𝝓
cs
be an associative submanifold

in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) with a transverse unique self intersection. In other words 𝑃 is a conically singular

associative with singularity at a unique point, which is modeled on a union of two transverse

associative planes Π± in R7
so that 𝐵Π0 = Π+, 𝐵Π𝜃 = Π− and

R7 = ⟨n⟩R ⊕ 𝐵Π0 ⊕ 𝐵Π𝜃

is an orientation compatible splitting as in Example 3.33 and 𝐵 ∈ 𝐺2. There is an asymptotic

limit map (see Lemma 3.70 and Example 3.33)

(1.23) {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃,0 : D𝑃𝑢 = 𝑂 (𝑟 ) as 𝑟 → 0} → Π⊥

+ ⊕ Π⊥
−, 𝑢 ↦→ (𝑢+(0), 𝑢− (0)).

It turns out
ˆ𝑓𝑃 = 𝑂 (𝑟 ) as 𝑟 → 0 (see Definition 3.100).

Definition 1.24. P† ⊂ P
reg

cs
consists of all 𝝓 ∈ P

reg

cs
such that all associative submanifolds 𝑃 in

(𝑌, 𝝓 (𝑡0)) for some 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) with a transverse unique self intersection are (rigid) unobstructed

in (𝑌, 𝝓 (𝑡0)) as immersed associative submanifolds. In other words, kerD𝑃,0 = {0} and there

exists 𝑣𝑃 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃,0

such that

(1.25) D𝑃𝑣𝑃 = ˆ𝑓𝑃 , and 𝑎 := (𝑣+𝑃 (0) − 𝑣−𝑃 (0)) · n ≠ 0.

The above is also equivalent to saying that there exists a family of immersed closed associative

submanifolds

♠(1.26) {𝑃𝑡 : |𝑡 − 𝑡0 | ≪ 1, 𝑃𝑡0 = 𝑃, 𝑃𝑡 is embedded closed associative ∀𝑡 ≠ 𝑡0}.
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Definition 1.27. P‡ ⊂ P†
consists of all 𝝓 ∈ P†

such that for all associative submanifolds

𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝝓 (𝑡0)) for some 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) with a transverse unique self intersection , there exists

𝑢𝑃 ∈ kerD𝑃,−2 such that

(1.28) 𝑖𝑃,−2𝑢𝑃 = (𝐵𝜉+, 𝐵𝜉−), and 𝑏 := (𝑢𝑃 − 𝐵𝜉+) (0) · n − (𝑢𝑃 − 𝐵𝜉−) (0) · n ≠ 0,

where 𝜉± are defined in (3.45) of Example 3.44 and 𝐵 is as in Example 3.33. ♠

Note that choosing −n instead of n will swap Π+ and Π− and therefore the definitions of 𝑎

and 𝑏 are well defined. We hope thatP† ⊂ P
reg

cs
andP‡ ⊂ P

reg

cs
are comeager subsets. We

prove the following desingularization theorem for associative submanifolds with a transverse

unique self intersection in Section 4.5.

Theorem 1.29. Let 𝝓 ∈ P† be a path of co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1). Let 𝑃 be an
associative submanifold of (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) in M

𝝓
cs
with a transverse unique self intersection at 𝑥 . There

exist 𝜀0 > 0, a continuous function 𝑡 : [0, 𝜀0) → [0, 1] with 𝑡 (0) = 𝑡0 and smooth closed embedded
associative submanifolds ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 (𝜀 ) ) for all 𝜀 ∈ (0, 𝜀0) such that ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 as 𝜀 → 0 in
the sense of integral currents. The ˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) are diffeomorphic to the connected sums 𝑃𝑡#(𝑆1 × 𝑆2) if
𝑃𝑡 is connected, and otherwise to 𝑃+𝑡 #𝑃−

𝑡 , where 𝑃𝑡 = 𝑃
+
𝑡 ⨿ 𝑃−

𝑡 . Here 𝑃𝑡 is as in (1.26).

Remark 1.30. We discuss in Remark 4.32 following [Joy18, Remark 4.5 a)] that if 𝝓 ∈ P‡
then

one would expect that there is a constant 𝑐 ≠ 0 such that

(1.31) 𝑡 (𝜀) = 𝑡0 −
𝑐𝑏

𝑎
𝜀3 + 𝑜 (𝜀3) .

We would like to point out that Nordström [Nor13] had previously proven Theorem 1.29, but did

not establish (1.31). Although we have enhanced his proof by making pregluing error smaller,

still it lacks required estimates to prove (1.31). We hope that a further modification by deforming

Lawlor neck might result in obtaining the expression (1.31). ♣
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and advice during this work. Additionally, I extend my thanks to him, Johannes Nordström,
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to Dominik Gutwein and Viktor Majewski for their careful reading and helpful comments on

the draft. This material is based upon work supported by the Simons Collaboration on Special

Holonomy in Geometry, Analysis, and Physics.

2 Preliminaries: 𝐺2-manifolds and associative submanifolds

In this section we review definitions and basic facts about 𝐺2-manifolds, more generally almost

𝐺2-manifolds and associative submanifolds, which are important to understand this article. To

delve further into these topics, we refer the reader to [SW17; Joy07; KLL20; Har90] and other

relevant sources mentioned throughout the discourse.
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2.1 𝐺2-manifolds

The group 𝐺2 is the automorphism group of the normed division algebra of octonions O,

i.e. 𝐺2 := Aut(O) ⊂ SO(7) . This is a simple, compact, connected, simply connected Lie

group of dimension 14. Furthermore there exists a fibration SU(3) ↩→ 𝐺2 → 𝑆6
. Writing

O = Re O ⊕ Im O � R ⊕ R7
, we define the cross-product × : Λ2R7 → R7

by

(𝑢, 𝑣) ↦→ 𝑢 × 𝑣 := Im(𝑢𝑣) .

The 3-form 𝜙𝑒 ∈ Λ3(R7)∗ is defined by

𝜙𝑒 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤) := 𝑔𝑒 (𝑢 × 𝑣,𝑤),

where 𝑔𝑒 : 𝑆2(R7) → R is 𝑔𝑒 (𝑢, 𝑣) = −Re(𝑢𝑣), the standard Euclidean metric on R7
. These are

related by an important identity

(2.1) 𝜄𝑢𝜙𝑒 ∧ 𝜄𝑣𝜙𝑒 ∧ 𝜙𝑒 = 6𝑔𝑒 (𝑢, 𝑣)vol𝑔𝑒 .

More explicitly, here {𝑒1, . . . , 𝑒7} is an oriented orthonormal frame on R7
such that

𝜙𝑒 = 𝑒
123 − 𝑒145 − 𝑒167 − 𝑒246 − 𝑒275 − 𝑒347 − 𝑒356,

where 𝑒𝑖 𝑗𝑘 := 𝑒𝑖 ∧ 𝑒 𝑗 ∧ 𝑒𝑘 . The Lie group 𝐺2 can also be expressed as

𝐺2 := {𝐴 ∈ GL(R7) : 𝐴∗𝜙𝑒 = 𝜙𝑒 }.

There is also a 4-form𝜓𝑒 := ∗𝑔𝑒𝜙𝑒 ∈ Λ4(R7)∗, which also can be defined by

𝜓𝑒 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤, 𝑧) := 𝑔𝑒 ( [𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤], 𝑧),

where [·, ·, ·] : Λ3(R7) → R7
is the associator, defined as follows:

[𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤] := (𝑢 × 𝑣) ×𝑤 + ⟨𝑣,𝑤⟩𝑢 − ⟨𝑢,𝑤⟩𝑣 .

Definition 2.2. A 𝐺2-structure on a 7-dimensional manifold 𝑌 is a principal 𝐺2-bundle over 𝑌

which is a reduction of the frame bundle GL(𝑌 ).
An almost 𝐺2-manifold3 is a 7-dimensional manifold 𝑌 equipped with a 𝐺2-structure or

equivalently equipped with a definite 3-form 𝜙 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ), that is, the bilinear form𝐺𝜙 : 𝑆2𝑇𝑌 →
Λ7(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ) defined by

𝐺𝜙 (𝑢, 𝑣) := 𝜄𝑢𝜙 ∧ 𝜄𝑣𝜙 ∧ 𝜙

is definite. ♠

A 𝐺2-structure 𝜙 on 𝑌 defines uniquely a Riemannian metric 𝑔𝜙 and a volume form vol𝑔𝜙

on 𝑌 satisfying the identity (2.1). Moreover it defines

• a cross product × : Λ2(𝑇𝑌 ) → 𝑇𝑌 ,

3A 7-dimensional manifold is an almost 𝐺2-manifold if and only if it is spin, see [Gra69, Theorem 3.1-3.2]
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• an associator [·, ·, ·] : Λ3(𝑇𝑌 ) → 𝑇𝑌 ,

• a 4-form𝜓 := ∗𝑔𝜙𝜙 ∈ Ω4(𝑌 ).

A𝐺2-structure is also equivalent to having a definite 4-form𝜓 ∈ Ω4(𝑌 ) with an orientation

on 𝑌 ; see [Hit01, Section 8.4]. Here 𝜓 is definite means the bilinear form 𝐺𝜓 : 𝑆2𝑇 ∗𝑌 →
Λ7(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ) ⊗ Λ7(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ) defined by

𝐺𝜓 (𝑢, 𝑣) := 𝜄𝑢𝜓 ∧ 𝜄𝑣𝜓 ∧𝜓

is definite. In this definition, the 4-form 𝜓 is considered as a section of Λ3(𝑇𝑌 ) ⊗ Λ7(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ) �
Λ4(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ) and the contraction 𝜄𝑢𝜓 is a section of Λ2(𝑇𝑌 ) ⊗ Λ7(𝑇 ∗𝑌 ).

Definition 2.3. A 𝐺2-manifold is a 7-dimensional manifold 𝑌 equipped with a torsion-free

𝐺2-structure, that is, equipped with a definite 3-form 𝜙 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ) such that ∇𝑔𝜙𝜙 = 0, or

equivalently4

𝑑𝜙 = 0 and 𝑑𝜓 = 0. ♠

Since themoduli space of torsion free𝐺2-structures over𝑌 is a smoothmanifold of dimension

𝑏3(𝑌 ) [Joy96a, Part I, Theorem C], usually we need to consider the following larger spaces of

𝐺2-structures for enumerative theories [DS11, Section 3.2; Joy18, Section 2.5].

Definition 2.4. A 𝐺2-structure 𝜙 is called a co-closed 𝐺2-structure if 𝑑𝜓 = 0, where𝜓 := ∗𝑔𝜙𝜙 .
An almost 𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) is called a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold if 𝜙 is a co-closed 𝐺2-

structure.

A 𝐺2-structure 𝜙 is called tamed5 by a closed 3-form 𝜏 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ) if for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝑌 and

𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝑇𝑥𝑌 with [𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤] = 0 and 𝜙 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤) > 0 we have 𝜏 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤) > 0. ♠

Example 2.5. (R7, 𝜙𝑒) is a 𝐺2-manifold. •

Example 2.6. Let (𝑋,𝜔𝐼 , 𝜔 𝐽 , 𝜔𝐾 ) be a hyperkähler 4-manifold. The manifolds R3 ×𝑋 and𝑇 3 ×𝑋
are 𝐺2-manifolds with 𝐺2-structure

𝜙 := 𝑑𝑡1 ∧ 𝑑𝑡2 ∧ 𝑑𝑡3 + 𝑑𝑡1 ∧ 𝜔𝐼 + 𝑑𝑡2 ∧ 𝜔 𝐽 + 𝑑𝑡3 ∧ 𝜔𝐾 ,

where (𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝑡3) are the coordinates of R3
. •

Example 2.7. Let (𝑍,𝜔,Ω) be a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, where 𝜔 is a Kähler form and Ω is a holo-

morphic volume form on 𝑍 satisfying

𝜔3

3!

= −
( 𝑖
2

)
3

Ω ∧ Ω̄.

The product with the unit circle, 𝑌 := 𝑆1 × 𝑍 is a 𝐺2-manifold with the 𝐺2-structure

𝜙 := 𝑑𝑡 ∧ 𝜔 + Re Ω, 𝜓 =
1

2

𝜔 ∧ 𝜔 + 𝑑𝑡 ∧ Im Ω,

where 𝑡 denotes the coordinate on 𝑆1
. In this case the holonomy group Hol(𝑌,𝑔𝜙 ) ⊂ SU(3). •

4The equivalence was established by Fernández and Gray [FG82, Theorem 5.2]

5This definition can be ignored for this article; it is used only in Theorem 2.28 to bound the volume of associative

sub-manifolds for compactness.
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Remark 2.8. Any 𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) admits a nowhere vanishing parallel spinor and therefore

the metric 𝑔𝜙 is Ricci-flat [LM89, pg. 321; Hit74, Theorem 1.2]. A compact 𝐺2-manifold 𝑌 has

holonomy exactly equal to 𝐺2 if and only if 𝜋1(𝑌 ) is finite [Joy07, Proposition 11.2.1]. ♣

Example 2.9. Bryant [Bry87], Bryant and Salamon [BS89] first constructed local and complete

manifolds with holonomy equal to 𝐺2 respectively. Joyce [Joy96b] first constructed compact

manifolds with holonomy equal to 𝐺2 by smoothing flat 𝑇 7/Γ where Γ is a finite group of

isometries of 𝑇 7
. This has been generalized later by Joyce and Karigiannis [JK17]. Kovalev

[Kov03] introduced the twisted connected sum construction of 𝐺2-manifolds which glues a

suitable matching pair of asymptotically cylindrical𝐺2-manifolds. This construction was later

improved by Kovalev and Lee [KL11] and Corti, Haskins, Nordström, and Pacini [CHNP15] to

produce hundreds of thousands examples of compact manifolds with holonomy equal to𝐺2. •

Example 2.10. Nearly parallel 𝐺2-manifolds (i.e. co-closed 𝐺2-manifolds (𝑌, 𝜙) satisfying 𝑑𝜙 =

𝜆𝜓 for some constant 𝜆 ∈ R) are examples of co-closed 𝐺2-manifolds. •

2.2 Associative submanifolds

In any almost𝐺2-manifold we can consider a special class of 3-dimensional calibrated submani-

folds, called associative submanifolds, which are the main objects of study in this article. These

were first invented by Harvey and Lawson [HL82].

Definition 2.11. Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be an almost𝐺2-manifold. A 3-dimensional oriented submanifold 𝑃

of 𝑌 is called an associative submanifold6 if it is semi-calibrated by the 3-form 𝜙 , that is, 𝜙 |𝑃 is

the volume form vol𝑃,𝑔𝜙 on 𝑃 , or equivalently 7 [𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤] = 0, for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝑃 and 𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝑇𝑥𝑃 . ♠

Example 2.12. In Example 2.6, R3
and 𝑇 3

are associative submanifolds. •

Example 2.13. Let 𝑍 be a Calabi-Yau 3-fold and 𝑆1 ×𝑍 be the𝐺2-manifold as in Example 2.7. For

any holomorphic curve Σ ⊂ 𝑍 and special Lagrangian8 𝐿 ⊂ 𝑍 the 3-dimensional submanifolds

𝑆1 × Σ and {𝑒𝑖𝜃 } × 𝐿 are associative submanifolds of 𝑆1 × 𝑍 for all 𝑒𝑖𝜃 ∈ 𝑆1
. •

Example 2.14. Joyce [Joy96a, Section 4.2] has produced examples of closed associative subman-

ifolds which are the fixed point loci of𝐺2-involutions in his generalized Kummer constructions.

Recently new examples of associative submanifolds in generalized Kummer constructions have

been constructed by Dwivedi, Platt, and Walpuski [DPW23]. •

Example 2.15. Examples of closed associative submanifolds in the twisted connected sum (TCS)

𝐺2-manifolds first constructed by Corti, Haskins, Nordström, and Pacini [CHNP15, Section 5,

Section 7.2.2] from closed holomorphic curves and closed special Lagrangians in asymptotically

cylindrical (ACyl) Calabi-Yau submanifolds. The author in [Ber22] has constructed more ex-

amples of closed associative submanifolds in the twisted connected sum 𝐺2-manifolds. These

6If 𝜙 is a calibration (i.e. 𝑑𝜙 = 0) and 𝑃 is compact then it is a minimal submanifold and volume minimizing in its

homology class [HL82, Theorem 4.2].

7The equivalence follows from the identity |𝑢∧𝑣 ∧𝑤 |2 = 𝜙 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤)2 + |[𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤] |2, see [HL82, section IV, Theorem

1.6]

8i.e. 𝐿 is calibrated by Re Ω.
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are obtained from ACyl holomorphic curves and ACyl special Lagrangians in ACyl Calabi-Yau

submanifolds using a gluing construction. It is also expected that this gluing construction can be

used to produce infinitely many closed associative submanifolds in a certain TCS 𝐺2-manifold

discussed by the physicists [BDHLMS18]. •

Remark 2.16. Examples of associative submanifolds of nearly parallel 𝐺2-manifolds have been

constructed by Lotay [Lot12] in 𝑆7
, Kawai [Kaw15] in the squashed 𝑆7

and Ball and Madnick

[BM20] in the Berger space. ♣
The following definitions are useful to set up the deformation theory for associative sub-

manifolds in this article, which also have been discussed in [Ber22].

Definition 2.17. Let𝑀 be any submanifold of a manifold 𝑌 . The normal bundle 𝜋 : 𝑁𝑀 → 𝑀

is characterised by the exact sequence

(2.18) 0 → 𝑇𝑀 → 𝑇𝑌|𝑀 → 𝑁𝑀 → 0.

The tangent bundle 𝑇𝑁𝑀 fits into the exact sequence

0 → 𝜋∗𝑁𝑀
𝑖−→ 𝑇𝑁𝑀

𝑑𝜋−−→ 𝜋∗𝑇𝑀 → 0.

This induces an inclusion of the space normal vector fields of𝑀 into the space vector fields of

𝑁𝑀 ,

•̃ : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) ↩→ Vect(𝑁𝑀), 𝑢 ↦→ 𝑢̃ := 𝑖 (𝜋∗𝑢) .

Here 𝜋∗𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝜋∗𝑁𝑀) is the pull back section. Observe that, [𝑢̃, 𝑣] = 0 for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀).
For any section 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) we define the graph of 𝑢 by

Γ𝑢 := {
(
𝑥,𝑢 (𝑥)

)
∈ 𝑁𝑀 : 𝑥 ∈ 𝑀}.

For any section𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀), the graph, Γ𝑢 is a submanifold of 𝑁𝑀 and the bundle 𝜋∗𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢
fits into the split exact sequence

(2.19) 0 𝑇 Γ𝑢 𝑇𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢 𝜋∗𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢 0.

𝑑 (𝑢◦𝜋 )
1−𝑑 (𝑢◦𝜋 )

In particular, this induces an isomorphism 𝑁 Γ𝑢 � 𝜋
∗𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢 . Moreover, the composition

𝑇 Γ𝑢 → 𝑇𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢
𝑑𝜋−−→ 𝜋∗𝑇𝑀 |Γ𝑢 is an isomorphism.

The choice of a Riemannian metric 𝑔 on 𝑌 induces a splitting of the exact sequence (2.18),

that is,

𝑇𝑌|𝑀 = 𝑇𝑀 ⊥ 𝑁𝑀.

Denote by ·∥ and ·⊥ the projections onto the first and second summands respectively. The

Levi-Civita connection ∇ on 𝑇𝑌|𝑀 decomposes as

∇ =

[
∇∥ − II

∗

II ∇⊥

]
.

14



Here II ∈ Hom(𝑆2𝑇𝑀, 𝑁𝑀) is the second fundamental form of M, ∇∥
is the Levi-Civita

connection on𝑀 and ∇⊥
is the normal connection on 𝑁𝑀 .

A tubular neighbourhood map of𝑀 is a diffeomorphism between an open neighbouhood

𝑉𝑀 of the zero section of the normal bundle 𝑁𝑀 of 𝑀 which is convex in each fiber and an

open neighbourhood𝑈𝑀 (tubular neighbourhood) of𝑀 in 𝑌 ,

Υ𝑀 : 𝑉𝑀 → 𝑈𝑀

that takes the zero section 0 to𝑀 and the composition

𝑁𝑀 → 0
∗𝑇𝑁𝑀

𝑑Υ𝑀−−−→ 𝑇𝑌|𝑀 → 𝑁𝑀

is the identity.

Let Υ𝑀 : 𝑉𝑀 → 𝑈𝑀 be a tubular neighbourhood map of𝑀 . We define

𝐶∞(𝑉𝑀 ) := {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) : Γ𝑢 ⊂ 𝑉𝑀 }.

Let 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑀 ). Denote by𝑀𝑢 the submanifold Υ𝑀 (Γ𝑢) of 𝑌 . Then there is a canonical bundle
isomorphism

(2.20)

𝑁𝑀 𝑁𝑀𝑢

𝑀 𝑀𝑢 .

Θ𝑀𝑢

Υ𝑀◦𝑢

induced by the following commutative diagram of bundle isomorphisms.

𝑁𝑀 𝑁𝑀𝑢

𝜋∗𝑁𝑀 |Γ𝑢 𝑁 Γ𝑢 .

Θ𝑀𝑢

𝑢∗
𝜋∗

1−𝑑 (𝑢◦𝜋 )

𝑑Υ𝑀 ♠

Notation 2.21. By abusing notation we will always denote the above 𝑢̃ again by 𝑢. ▶

Definition 2.22. Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be an almost 𝐺2-manifold. Let S3 be the set of all 3-dimensional

oriented, closed smooth submanifolds of 𝑌 .

We define the 𝐶𝑘-topology on the set S3 by specifying a basis, which is a collection of all

the sets of the form {Υ𝑃 (Γ𝑢) : 𝑢 ∈ V𝑘
𝑃
}, where 𝑃 ∈ S3, Υ𝑃 is a tubular neighbourhood map of 𝑃 ,

and V𝑘
𝑃
is an open set in 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃 ), whose topology is induced by the 𝐶𝑘 -norm on 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃).

The𝐶∞-topology on the set S3 is the inverse limit topology of𝐶𝑘 -topologies on it, that is, a

set is open with 𝐶∞
-topology if it is open for every 𝐶𝑘 -topology.

The moduli space M𝜙
of closed associative submanifolds in (𝑌, 𝜙) is the subset of all

submanifolds in S3 which are associatives. The𝐶∞
-topology onM𝜙

is the subspace topology of

S3. LetP be the set of all co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 . Denote the universal moduli space of

closed associative submanifolds by

M := {(𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ P × S3 : 𝑃 ∈ M𝜙 }.
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Equip P with the 𝐶∞
topology. The topology of M ⊂ P × S3 is then given by the subspace

topology of the product 𝐶∞
-topologies.

LetP be the space of paths 𝝓 : [0, 1] → P which are smooth as sections over [0, 1] × 𝑌 .
Set 𝜙𝑡 := 𝝓 (𝑡). Define the 1-parameter moduli space of closed associative submanifolds by the

fiber product

M𝝓
:= [0, 1] ×P M � {(𝑡, 𝑃) ∈ [0, 1] × S3 : 𝑃 ∈ M𝜙𝑡 }.

The topology on M𝝓
is the fiber product topology, which is same as the subspace topology of

the product topology of [0, 1] × S3. ♠

Definition 2.23. Let𝑀 be an associative submanifold (compact or noncompact) of an almost

𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙). The operator D𝑀 : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) is defined by

⟨D𝑀𝑣,𝑤⟩𝐿2 :=

ˆ
𝑀

〈
3∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑒𝑖 × ∇⊥
𝑀,𝑒𝑖

𝑣,𝑤

〉
+
ˆ
𝑀

𝜄𝑤∇𝑣𝜓,

for all 𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑀). Here 𝑁𝑀 is the normal bundle of𝑀 and ∇⊥

𝑀
is the normal connection

and {𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3} is an oriented local orthonormal frame for 𝑇𝑀 with respect to the metric 𝑔𝜙 .

The operator D𝑀 is formally self adjoint if 𝑑𝜓 = 0 (see Proposition 3.88). If (𝑌, 𝜙) is a 𝐺2-

manifold then ∇𝜓 = 0 and D𝑀 is a Dirac operator, called Fueter operator. A closed associative

submanifold 𝑀 of a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold is called rigid or equivalently unobstructed if

kerD𝑀 = {0}. ♠

Remark 2.24. The operator D𝑀 is the linearization of a nonlinear map𝔉
𝜙

𝑀
which controls the

deformation theory of associative submanifolds (see Proposition 3.86). Let Υ𝑀 : 𝑉𝑀 → 𝑈𝑀 ⊂ 𝑌
be a tubular neighbourhood map. The map𝔉

𝜙

𝑀
: 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑀 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) is defined by

(2.25) ⟨𝔉𝜙
𝑀
𝑢,𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤Υ
∗
𝑀𝜓, 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑀 ),𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑀)

The notation 𝑤 in the integrand is the extension vector field of 𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) in the tubular

neighbourhood as in Notation 2.21. The associative submanifolds can also be thought of as

critical points of a functional [DT98, Section 8; DW19, Section 2.3] on the space of submanifolds.

The differential of this functional is a 1-form which is locally of the form𝔉
𝜙

𝑀
. This led Doan

and Walpuski [DW19] to make a proposal of constructing Floer homology groups whose chain

complex is generated by associative submanifolds. ♣
The following theorem summarizes the deformation theory of closed associative submani-

folds.

Theorem 2.26 ([McL98, Theorem 5.2; Joy18, Theorem 2.12; DW19, Theorem 2.20, Proposition

2.23, Section 2.7]). Let 𝑃 be an associative submanifold of a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) and
𝝓 : [0, 1] → P be a path of co-closed 𝐺2 structures such that 𝜙 (𝑡0) = 𝜙 . Then there exists an open
neighbourhood I𝑃 of 0 in kerD𝑃 such that

(i) the moduli spaceM𝜙 near 𝑃 is homeomorphic to ob
−1

𝑃 (0), zero set of a smooth map (obstruc-
tion map/Kuranishi map)

ob𝑃 : I𝑃 → cokerD𝑃 .
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Moreover, there is a comeager subset Preg ⊂ P such that for all 𝜙 ∈ Preg the moduli space
M𝜙 is a 0-dimensional manifold and consisting only of unobstructed (rigid) closed associative
submanifolds.

(ii) there is a comeager subsetPreg ⊂ P such that for all 𝝓 ∈ Preg the moduli spaceM𝝓 is a
1-dimensional manifold and there is a discrete subset 𝐼𝑜 ⊂ [0, 1] having the property that

a. for each 𝑡 ∈ [0, 1]\𝐼𝑜 the moduli space M𝜙𝑡 is consisting only unobstructed (rigid)
closed associative submanifolds.

b. for each 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼𝑜 the moduli spaceM𝜙𝑡 is consisting only closed associative submanifolds
𝑃 having dim kerD𝑃 ⩽ 1. If 𝑃𝑜 ∈ M𝜙𝑡 and dim kerD𝑃𝑜 = 1 then there exist non zero
constants 𝑎, 𝑏 such that ob(𝑡,𝑃𝑜 ) can be written as

ob(𝑡,𝑃𝑜 ) (𝑡, 𝑥) = 𝑎𝑡 + 𝑏𝑥
2 + higher order terms.

𝑃
𝑚𝑃

𝑃sing

𝑃sing

𝑃𝑜

𝜙𝑡

𝑃𝑜𝑃𝑜

𝑃𝑜

Figure 3: 1-parameter moduli space of associative submanifolds.

The above Theorem 2.26 leads us to the following natural question, which is still open.

Question 2.27 (Joyce [Joy18, Conjecture 2.16]). Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be a compact almost𝐺2-manifold and

𝜏 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ) be a closed 3-form. Let P𝜏 be the space of all co-closed 𝐺2-structures that are tamed

by 𝜏 . Does there exist a comeager subsetP♦𝜏 ⊂ P𝜏 such that for all 𝜙 ∈ P♦𝜏 the moduli space

M𝜙
is compact?

If (𝑌, 𝜙) is a compact almost 𝐺2-manifold which is tamed by 𝜏 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ), then there is a

constant 𝑐 > 0 such that for every closed associative submanifold 𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝜙) we have (see [DS11,
Section 3.2; Joy18, Section 2.5])

vol(𝑃,𝑔𝜙 ) ⩽ 𝑐 [𝜏] · [𝑃] .

Therefore, we can use the following theorem of geometric measure theory to get a Federer-

Fleming compactification of M𝜙
. For a discussion on the proof of the following theorem in the

special Lagrangian context we refer the reader to [Joy04a, Section 6; DW21, Section 4].
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Theorem 2.28 (Simon [Sim83, section 6, Section 32], Spolaor [Spo15], Adams and Simon [AS88,

Theorem 1], Joyce [Joy04a, Theorem 6.8]). Let 𝑃𝑛 be a sequence of closed associative submanifolds
in a sequence of compact almost 𝐺2-manifolds (𝑌, 𝜙𝑛) which are tamed by a fixed 𝜏 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ).
Assume 𝜙𝑛 converges to 𝜙 in 𝐶∞-topology. Then after passing to a subsequence 𝑃𝑛 converges (in
the sense of currents) to a closed integral current 𝑃∞ which is calibrated by 𝜙 . Moreover

(i) the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set of 𝑃∞ is at most 1.

(ii) if all the tangent cones of 𝑃∞ are Jacobi integrable9 multiplicity 1 associative cone with
smooth link, then 𝑃∞ is a conically singular associative submanifold of (𝑌, 𝜙), in the sense
of Definition 3.53.

The above Theorem 2.28(ii) gives a hint why we chose to study in this article the conically

singular associative submanifolds.

3 Moduli space of conically singular associative submanifolds

3.1 Associative cones

Definition 3.1. Let Σ be a 2-dimensional closed submanifold of 𝑆6 ⊂ R7
. Define the inclusionmap

𝜄 : (0,∞) × Σ → R7
by 𝜄 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝑟𝜎 . A cone 𝐶 with link Σ is the image of 𝜄 in R7

. The Euclidean

metric on R7
induces a metric 𝑔Σ on Σ and a cone metric 𝑔𝐶 on 𝐶 , that is, 𝑔𝐶 = 𝑑𝑟 2 + 𝑟 2𝑔Σ.

Furthermore, it induces a metric 𝑔𝑁𝐶 and a connection ∇⊥
𝐶
on the normal bundle 𝑁𝐶 of the

cone 𝐶 . Let 𝜋 : R7\{0} → 𝑆6
be the projection. Then 𝑁𝐶 = 𝜋∗(𝑁Σ), pullback of the normal

bundle 𝑁Σ of Σ in 𝑆6
, 𝑔𝑁𝐶 = 𝑟 2𝜋∗𝑔𝑁Σ and ∇⊥

𝐶
= 𝜋∗∇⊥

Σ .

The standard almost complex structure on 𝑆6
, 𝐽 : 𝑇𝑥𝑆

6 → 𝑇𝑥𝑆
6
is defined by the standard

cross product ‘×’ on R7
as follows:

𝐽 (𝑣) = 𝜕𝑟 × 𝑣

where 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆6, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑥𝑆6 ⊂ R7
.

If the cone 𝐶 is an associative submanifold then we call it an associative cone. This is
equivalent to saying that the link Σ is a pseudoholomorphic curve in the almost complex

manifold (𝑆6, 𝐽 ). ♠

Example 3.2. Any special Lagrangian cone in C3
is an associative cone in R7 = R ⊕ C3

and its

link is special Legendrian in 𝑆5
. Example 3.3 and Example 3.4 describes two examples of special

Lagrangian cones in C3
that are important for the disingularization theorems (see Theorem 1.29

and Theorem 1.21) discussed in this article. For more examples of special Lagrangians cones, see

[Has04a; HK07; Joy01; Joy02]. •

Example 3.3. (Transverse pair of SL planes [Joy03, page 328]) Let 𝐶× be the union of a pair of

special Lagrangian (SL) planes in C3
with transverse intersection at the origin. Then there exist

9i.e. A cone in R7
with smooth link Σ ⊂ 𝑆6

is called Jacobi integrable if for every 𝜈Σ ∈ ker(DΣ + 2𝐽 ) ⊂ 𝐶∞ (𝑁Σ),
{exp(𝑡𝜈Σ) : |𝑡 | ≪ 1} is a 1-parameter family of holomorphic curves in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ). Here ’exp’ is the exponential map

with respect to the round metric on 𝑆6
, and DΣ + 2𝐽 is the deformation operator controlling the deformation theory

of holomorphic curves in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ) (see Proposition 3.86).
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a 𝐵 ∈ 𝑆𝑈 (3) and unique 𝜃1, 𝜃2, 𝜃3 ∈ (0, 𝜋) satisfying 𝜃1 ⩽ 𝜃2 ⩽ 𝜃3 and 𝜃1 + 𝜃2 + 𝜃3 = 𝜋 such that

𝐶× = 𝐵Π0 ∪ 𝐵Π𝜃 , where

Π0 = R3
and Π𝜃 := diag(𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑒𝑖𝜃3) · R3.

We define Π+ := 𝐵Π0 and Π− := 𝐵Π𝜃 . Note that Π± are uniquely determined. •

Example 3.4. (Harvey-Lawson 𝑇 2-cone [HL82, Theorem 3.1])

𝐶𝐻𝐿 := {(𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3) ∈ C3
: |𝑧1 | = |𝑧2 | = |𝑧3 |, 𝑧1𝑧2𝑧3 ∈ (0,∞)}

= {𝑟 (𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑒−𝑖 (𝜃1+𝜃2 ) ) ∈ C3
: 𝑟 ∈ (0,∞), 𝜃1, 𝜃2 ∈ [0, 2𝜋)}

is a special Lagrangian cone in C3
with link Σ𝐻𝐿 = 𝐶𝐻𝐿 ∩ 𝑆5

isometric to the flat Clifford torus

𝑇 2
. •

Example 3.5. (Null torsion holomorphic curves [Bry82, Section 4])We will be following here

the exposition about null torsion holomorphic curves given in [Mad21]. Let Σ be a closed

holomorphic curve in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ). Then the characteristic SU(3) connection ˜∇ (see (3.9)) induces

holomorphic structures on 𝑇𝑆6

|Σ,𝑇Σ and 𝑁Σ. The second fundamental form of Σ is the obstruc-

tion II ∈ Ext
1(𝑁Σ,𝑇Σ) � 𝐻 0(Σ, 𝐾2

Σ ⊗ 𝑁Σ) (by Serre duality) to the holomorphic splitting of the

following exact sequence:

0 → 𝑇Σ → 𝑇𝑆6

|Σ → 𝑁Σ → 0.

Moreover, II ≠ 0 if and only if Σ is not a totally geodesic 𝑆2
. In this case, denote the effective

divisor of the zero set of II by 𝑍 . We define a holomorphic line bundle 𝐿𝐵 by the following exact

sequence:

(3.6) 0 → 𝐿𝑁 := 𝐾−2

Σ ⊗ O(𝑍 ) ↩→ 𝑁Σ → 𝐿𝐵 → 0.

The torsion on Σ is the obstruction III ∈ Ext
1(𝐿𝐵, 𝐿𝑁 ) � 𝐻 0(Σ, 𝐾3

Σ ⊗ O(−𝑍 ) ⊗ 𝐿𝐵) (by Serre

duality) to the holomorphic splitting of the exact sequence (3.6).

If Σ is null-torsion (i.e. II ≠ 0, III = 0), then there is a holomorphic isomorphism

𝐿𝐵 � 𝐾
3

Σ ⊗ O(−𝑍 ) and Area(Σ) = 4𝜋𝑏 ⩾ 24𝜋,

where 𝑏 = −𝑐1(𝐿𝐵) = 3𝜒 (Σ) + [𝑍 ] . Moreover, no null torsion holomorphic curves in 𝑆6
are

contained in a totally geodesic 𝑆5
. If Σ is genus zero and not a totally geodesic 𝑆2

, then it

must be a null-torsion holomorphic curve. Bryant [Bry82, Theorem 4.10] and later Rowland

[Row99] proved that closed Riemann surfaces of any genus can be conformally embedded as a

null-torsion 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6
. •

There are more examples of associative cones which are not special Lagrangians discussed

in [Lot11, Section 7; Lot07b].
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3.1.1 Moduli space of 𝐽 -holomorphic curves in 𝑆6.

Definition 3.7. Let S be the set of all 2-dimensional oriented, closed smooth submanifolds of

𝑆6
. Equip S with 𝐶∞

-topology in the same way as in Definition 2.22. The moduli spaceMhol

of embedded holomorphic curves in (𝑆6, 𝐽 ) is the subset of all submanifolds Σ in S which are

𝐽 -holomorphic. The topology onMhol
is the subspace topology of the above. ♠

Let Σ be a pseudoholomorphic curve in 𝑆6
, that is, Σ ∈ Mhol

. We denote the complex structure

on Σ by 𝑗 , which is just the restriction of 𝐽 . Let ΥΣ : 𝑉Σ → 𝑈Σ be a tubular neighbourhood map

of Σ. For 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ) denote the submanifold ΥΣ (Γ𝑢) by Σ𝑢 . Note that Σ𝑢 is 𝐽 -holomorphic if

and only if 𝑢 satisfies the following non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equation

0 = 𝜕𝐽𝑢 :=
1

2

(𝑑𝑢 + Υ∗Σ 𝐽 (𝑢) ◦ 𝑑𝑢 ◦ 𝑗) ∈ 𝐶∞(HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑢∗𝑇𝑉Σ)) .

The linearization of the nonlinear map 𝜕𝐽 : 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ) → 𝐶∞(HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑢∗𝑇𝑉Σ)) at the zero

section, is described in [MS12, Proposition 3.1.1]. This is the linear map 𝔡Σ,𝐽 : 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) →
𝐶∞(HomC(𝑇Σ,𝑇𝑉Σ |Σ)) defined by

𝔡Σ,𝐽 𝜉 :=
1

2

(∇Σ𝜉 + 𝐽 ◦ (∇Σ𝜉) ◦ 𝑗 + ∇𝜉 𝐽 ◦ 𝑗), 𝜉 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) .

The tangential component of 𝔡Σ,𝐽 can be discarded for the deformation theory. The following

normal component actually controls the deformation theory.

Definition 3.8. For Σ ∈ Mhol
the normal Cauchy-Riemann operator 𝜕𝑁∇ : 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) →

𝐶∞(HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑁Σ)) � Ω0,1(Σ, 𝑁Σ) is defined by

𝜕𝑁∇ 𝜉 :=
1

2

(∇⊥
Σ 𝜉 + 𝐽 ◦ (∇⊥

Σ 𝜉) ◦ 𝑗 + ∇⊥
𝜉
𝐽 ◦ 𝑗) . ♠

The moduli space of holomorphic curves usually studied using the non-linear Cauchy-

Riemann map (see [MS12, Theorem 3.1.5]) but here we study this in a different way. On R7
, the

Euclidean metric is 𝑔𝑒 = 𝑑𝑟
2 +𝑟 2𝑔 and the standard𝐺2-structure 𝜙𝑒 ,𝜓𝑒 = ∗𝑔𝑒𝜙𝑒 can be written as

𝜙𝑒 = 𝑟
2𝑑𝑟 ∧ 𝜔 + 𝑟 3

Re Ω, 𝜓𝑒 =
𝑟 4

2

𝜔2 − 𝑟 3𝑑𝑟 ∧ Im Ω

where 𝜔 (𝑋,𝑌 ) := 𝑔(𝐽𝑋,𝑌 ), and Ω is a nowhere vanishing complex (3, 0)-form. Together they

give an SU(3)-struture on 𝑆6
. Also

volR7 = 𝑟 6𝑑𝑟 ∧ vol𝑆6 and vol𝑆6 =
𝜔3

6

=
𝑖

8

Ω ∧ Ω̄ =
1

4

Re Ω ∧ Im Ω.

In particular, ∗𝑔 Re Ω = Im Ω, ∗𝑔 Im Ω = −Re Ω. Moreover, 𝑑𝜙𝑒 = 0 and 𝑑𝜓𝑒 = 0 on R7
are

equivalent to the following equations on 𝑆6
respectively:

𝑑𝜔 = 3 Re Ω and 𝑑 Im Ω = −2𝜔2.
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That means 𝑆6
with this SU(3) structure is a nearly Kähler manifold. Let ∇ be the Levi-Civita

connection on 𝑆6
with respect to the round metric 𝑔. The characteristic SU(3) connection

(3.9)
˜∇𝑢𝑣 := ∇𝑢𝑣 +

1

2

(∇𝑢 𝐽 ) 𝐽𝑣,

satisfies
˜∇𝑔 = 0,

˜∇𝐽 = 0 and Hol( ˜∇) ⊂ 𝑆𝑈 (3). But ˜∇ is not torsion free.

Definition 3.10. Let Σ be a 𝐽 -holomorphic embedded curve in 𝑆6
. The characteristic Cauchy-

Riemann operator on 𝑁Σ, 𝜕𝑁
˜∇

: 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) → Ω0,1(𝑁Σ) is defined to be the induced Cauchy-

Riemann operator from the characteristic SU(3) connection ˜∇, that is,

𝜕𝑁
˜∇ 𝜉 :=

1

2

( ˜∇⊥𝜉 + 𝐽 ◦ ( ˜∇⊥𝜉) ◦ 𝑗) . ♠

Lemma 3.11 (McDuff and Salamon [MS12, Lemma C.7.1]). For any vector fields 𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤 on 𝑆6,

(i) (∇𝑢 𝐽 ) 𝐽𝑣 = −𝐽 (∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑣 and 𝑔((∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑣,𝑤) = −𝑔((∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑤, 𝑣),

(ii) (∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑣 = −(∇𝑣 𝐽 )𝑢 and the torsion 𝑇 ˜∇ (𝑢, 𝑣) =
1

4
𝑁 𝐽 (𝑢, 𝑣) = (∇𝑢 𝐽 ) 𝐽𝑣 ,

(iii) 3𝑔((∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑣,𝑤) = 𝑑𝜔 (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤) = 3 Re Ω(𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤)

Definition 3.12. The 𝐽 -antilinear multiplication map, ×𝑆6 : 𝑇𝑆6 ×𝑇𝑆6 → 𝑇𝑆6
is defined by the

orthogonal projection on 𝑇𝑆6
of the cross product in R7

, or equivalently for all vector fields

𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤 on 𝑆6
,

𝑔(𝑢 ×𝑆6 𝑣,𝑤) = Re Ω(𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤), or equivalently 𝑢 ×𝑆6 𝑣 = (∇𝑢 𝐽 )𝑣 . ♠

Remark 3.13. Let Σ be an oriented smooth surface in 𝑆6
and 𝐶 be the cone in R7

with link Σ.
The following are equivalent: (i) Σ is 𝐽 -holomorphic, (ii) 𝐶 is associative, (iii) for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑇Σ
and𝑤 ∈ 𝑇𝑆6

, Re Ω(𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤) = 0, (iv) for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑇Σ, 𝑢 ×𝑆6 𝑣 = 0, (v) for all 𝑢 ∈ 𝑇Σ and 𝑣 ∈ 𝑁Σ,
𝑢 × 𝑣 ∈ 𝑁Σ. ♣

Proposition 3.14. Let Σ be an embedded 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6. Then for all 𝜉 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ)

𝜕𝑁∇ 𝜉 = 𝜕
𝑁
˜∇ 𝜉 − (∇⊥ 𝐽 ) 𝐽 𝜉 .

Proof. By Lemma 3.11 we have for all 𝜉 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ),

𝐽 ◦ ˜∇𝜉 ◦ 𝑗 = 𝐽 ◦ ∇𝜉 ◦ 𝑗 + 1

2

𝐽 (∇𝐽 ) 𝐽 𝜉 ◦ 𝑗 = 𝐽 ◦ ∇𝜉 ◦ 𝑗 + 1

2

(∇𝐽 ) 𝐽 𝜉 .

The proposition now follows from (3.9). ■

Definition 3.15. Let Σ be an embedded 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in𝑍 . By Lemma 3.11 and Remark 3.13,

the map 𝛾Σ : 𝑇Σ → EndC(𝑁Σ) given by

𝛾Σ (𝑓Σ) (𝑣Σ) := 𝑓Σ × 𝑣Σ, ∀ 𝑣Σ ∈ 𝑁Σ, 𝑓Σ ∈ 𝑇Σ,
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is a skew symmetric 𝐽 -anti-linear Clifford multiplication. Moreover the normal bundle 𝑁Σ
together with the metric 𝑔𝑁Σ, Clifford multiplication 𝛾Σ and the metric connection

˜∇⊥
:= ˜∇⊥

Σ is

a Dirac bundle, that is,
˜∇⊥𝛾Σ = 0. The associated Dirac operator is given by

(3.16) DΣ :=

2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑓𝑖 × ˜∇⊥
𝑓𝑖
,

where {𝑓𝑖} is a local orthonormal oriented frame on Σ. Note that DΣ is 𝐽 -anti-linear. Moreover

the map 𝛾Σ induces a 𝐽 -anti-linear isomorphism

𝜸Σ : HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑁Σ) → 𝑁Σ,

which is defined by

𝜸Σ (𝑓
∗
Σ ⊗ 𝑣Σ) = 𝛾Σ (𝑓Σ) (𝑣Σ). ♠

Remark 3.17. 𝜸Σ satisfies the following commutative diagram:

𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) 𝐶∞(HomC(𝑇Σ, 𝑁Σ))

𝐶∞(𝑁Σ).

𝜕𝑁
˜∇,𝐽

DΣ

𝜸Σ
♣

Proposition 3.18. DΣ =
∑

2

𝑖=1
𝑓𝑖 × ∇⊥

𝑓𝑖
− 𝐽 and 𝜸Σ ◦ 𝜕𝑁∇ = DΣ + 2𝐽 .

Proof. First we prove that 𝜸Σ ((∇⊥ 𝐽 ) 𝐽 ) = −2𝐽 . For a local oriented orthonormal frame {𝑓1, 𝑓2 =
𝑗 𝑓1} on Σ we have ∇⊥

𝑓𝑖
𝐽 = 𝛾Σ 𝑓𝑖 because of Definition 3.12 and Lemma 3.11. Therefore

𝜸Σ ((∇
⊥ 𝐽 ) 𝐽 ) =

2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑓𝑖 × (∇⊥
𝑓𝑖
𝐽 ) 𝐽 =

2∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝛾Σ 𝑓𝑖)2 𝐽 = −2𝐽 .

Now the first equality in the proposition follows from (3.16) and (3.9). The second equality

follows from Proposition 3.14 and Remark 3.17. ■

Definition 3.19. For Σ ∈ S, we define F : 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) by

⟨F(𝑢), 𝑣⟩𝐿2 :=

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω)

where 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ) and 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ). The notation 𝑣 in the integrand is the extension vector

field of 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) in the tubular neighbourhood as in Notation 2.21. ♠

Proposition 3.20. For𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ), we have F(𝑢) = 0 if and only if Σ𝑢 := ΥΣ (Γ𝑢) is 𝐽 -holomorphic.
If Σ ∈ Mhol, then the linearization of F at zero, 𝑑F0 : 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) is given by

𝑑F0 = 𝐽DΣ − 21 = 𝐽 (DΣ + 2𝐽 ).

This is a formally self adjoint first order elliptic operator of index 0.
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Proof. The first part follows from Remark 3.13. Let {𝑓1, 𝑓2 = 𝐽 𝑓1} be a local oriented orthonormal

frame for 𝑇Σ. For 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ),
𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0

⟨F(𝑡𝑢), 𝑣⟩𝐿2 =
𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0

ˆ
Γ𝑡𝑢

𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω) =
ˆ
Σ
L𝑢𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω) .

This is same as

´
Σ 𝜄𝑣L𝑢 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω) + 𝜄 [𝑢,𝑣 ] (Υ∗Σ Re Ω). As, [𝑢, 𝑣] = 0 (by Notation 2.21) and Σ ∈ Mhol

,

this is equal toˆ
Σ
𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω) (∇𝑓1𝑢, 𝑓2) + 𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω) (𝑓1,∇𝑓2𝑢) + 𝜄𝑣∇𝑢 (Υ∗Σ Re Ω)

=

ˆ
Σ
−⟨𝑓2 × ∇⊥

𝑓1
𝑢, 𝑣⟩ + ⟨𝑓1 × ∇⊥

𝑓2
𝑢, 𝑣⟩ − 𝜄𝑣 (𝑢 ∧ Υ∗Σ𝜔) (as ∇ Re Ω = −𝜔 ∧ ·)

=

ˆ
Σ
⟨𝐽 (𝑓1 × ∇⊥

𝑓1
𝑢), 𝑣⟩ + ⟨𝐽 (𝑓2 × ∇⊥

𝑓2
𝑢), 𝑣⟩ − ⟨𝑢, 𝑣⟩ =

ˆ
Σ
⟨(𝐽DΣ − 2 Id)𝑢, 𝑣⟩.

Therefore 𝑑F0 = 𝐽DΣ − 21. Since DΣ is a 𝐽 -anti-linear (this follows from the fact that
˜∇𝐽 = 0

and 𝛾Σ is 𝐽 -anti-linear), self adjoint Dirac operator, it proves the last part of the proposition. ■

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In Proposition 3.18 we see that 𝜸Σ ◦ 𝜕𝑁∇ = DΣ + 2𝐽 . Extending the

nonlinear map F to Hölder spaces we get a smooth map

F : 𝐶2,𝛾 (𝑉Σ) → 𝐶1,𝛾 (𝑁Σ) .

Proposition 3.20 implies that the linearization of F at zero is an elliptic operator and hence

is Fredholm. By implicit function theorem applied to F we obtain the map obΣ as stated in

the theorem (see [DK90, Proposition 4.2.19]). We need to only prove that, if 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶2,𝛾 (𝑉Σ) with
F(𝑢) = 0, then 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉Σ). To prove this, we observe

0 = DΣ (F(𝑢)) = 𝑎(𝑢,∇⊥
Σ𝑢) (∇⊥

Σ )2𝑢 + 𝑏 (𝑢,∇⊥
Σ𝑢)

Since𝑎(𝑢,∇⊥
Σ𝑢) ∈ 𝐶1,𝛾

and𝑏 (𝑢,∇⊥
Σ𝑢) ∈ 𝐶1,𝛾

, by Schauder elliptic regularity (see [Joy07, Theorem

1.4.2]) we obtain 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶3,𝛾
. By repeating this argument we get higher regularity, which completes

the proof of the theorem. ■

3.1.2 Fueter operator on the cone 𝐶

The operator controlling the deformation theory for AC and CS associatives will be AC and CS

uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to a conical elliptic operator (see Definition 3.64). This

conical opperator is the Fueter operator on the asymptotic associative cone. The Fredholm theory

of AC and CS uniformly elliptic operator has been studied by Lockhart and McOwen [LM85],

see also [Mar02; KL20]. It suggests that we must study the indicial roots and homogeneous

kernels of this Fueter operator.

Let 𝐶 be an associative cone in R7
with link Σ. The Fueter operator (see Definition 2.23) on

the cone 𝐶 , D𝐶 : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶) is

D𝐶 =

3∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑒𝑖 × ∇⊥
𝐶,𝑒𝑖

,
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where {𝑒𝑖} is a local oriented orthonormal frame on𝐶 and ∇⊥
𝐶
is the normal connection induced

by the Levi-Civita connection on R7
.

Definition 3.21. For 𝜆 ∈ R we define the homogeneous kernel10 of rate 𝜆 by

𝑉𝜆 := {𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶) : 𝜈Σ ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑆6Σ), D𝐶 (𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ) = 0}

and

𝑑𝜆 := dim𝑉𝜆 .

The set of indicial roots is defined by

D𝐶 := {𝜆 ∈ R : 𝑑𝜆 ≠ 0}. ♠

Proposition 3.22. Let 𝜈Σ be an element in 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑆6Σ) and 𝜆 ∈ R. Then the following hold

(i) D𝐶 = 𝐽 𝜕𝑟 + 1

𝑟
DΣ + 2

𝑟
𝐽 .

(ii) D𝐶 (𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ) = 𝑟𝜆−2
(
DΣ𝜈Σ + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ

)
.

(iii) D𝐶 (𝑟𝜆−1(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗𝜈Σ) = 𝑟𝜆−2(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗
(
DΣ𝜈Σ + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ

)
+ 𝑗𝑟𝜆−2(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗−1 𝐽𝜈Σ.

(iv) DΣ (𝐽𝜈Σ) = −𝐽DΣ𝜈Σ.

(v) 𝑉𝜆 = {𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ : DΣ𝜈Σ = −(𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ} = {𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ : (𝐽DΣ)𝜈Σ = (𝜆 + 1)𝜈Σ}

(vi) 𝐽𝑉−1+𝜆 = 𝑉−1−𝜆 and 𝑑−1+𝜆 = 𝑑−1−𝜆 for all 𝜆 ∈ R.

Proof. We have ∇⊥
𝐶
= 𝑑𝑟 ⊗ 𝜕𝑟 + ∇⊥

Σ . For a local oriented orthonormal frame {𝑓𝑖} on Σ ⊂ 𝑆6
and

𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶), applying Proposition 3.18 we compute

D𝐶𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝜕𝑟 × ∇⊥
𝐶,𝜕𝑟

𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) + 1

𝑟 2

2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑓𝑖 × ∇⊥
𝐶,𝑓𝑖
𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎)

= 𝜕𝑟 ×𝑆6 𝜕𝑟𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) +
1

𝑟
𝜕𝑟 ×𝑆6 𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) + 1

𝑟

2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑓𝑖 ×𝑆6 ∇⊥
Σ,𝑓𝑖
𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎)

= 𝐽 𝜕𝑟𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) +
1

𝑟
DΣ𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) +

2

𝑟
𝐽 .

This proves (i). Now (ii) and (iii) follows from (i), indeed

D𝐶 (𝑟𝜆−1(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗𝜈Σ) = 𝑟𝜆−2(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗
(
(𝜆 − 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ + DΣ𝜈Σ + 2𝐽𝜈Σ

)
+ 𝑗𝑟𝜆−2(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗−1 𝐽𝜈Σ .

Finally, (v) follows from (ii) and (vi) follows from (iv). And (iv) follows from the fact that
˜∇𝐽 = 0

and 𝛾Σ is 𝐽 -anti-linear. ■

Proposition 3.23. Let𝑚 ∈ N0 and 𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) =
𝑚∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑟𝜆−1(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗𝜈Σ, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶) and𝜈Σ, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑆6Σ).

If D𝐶𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 0 then𝑚 = 0 and therefore 𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ,0.

10Note that, |𝑟𝜆−1𝜈Σ |𝑔𝑁𝐶 = 𝑟𝜆 |𝜈Σ |𝑔Σ .
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Proof. IfD𝐶𝑣 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 0, then by Proposition 3.22(iii) and comparing the coefficients of 𝑟𝜆−2(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗−1
,

𝑗 ⩾ 1 we see that

DΣ𝜈Σ,𝑚 + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ,𝑚 = 0 and 𝑗 𝐽𝜈Σ, 𝑗 + DΣ𝜈Σ, 𝑗−1 + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ, 𝑗−1 = 0.

Therefore,

𝑚∥𝜈Σ,𝑚 ∥2

𝐿2 (Σ) = −⟨𝐽𝜈Σ,𝑚,DΣ𝜈Σ,𝑚−1 + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ,𝑚−1⟩𝐿2 (Σ)

= ⟨𝐽 (DΣ𝜈Σ,𝑚 + (𝜆 + 1) 𝐽𝜈Σ,𝑚), 𝜈Σ,𝑚−1⟩𝐿2 (Σ) = 0.

Here we have used Proposition 3.22(iv). The proof is complete by backwards induction starting

with 𝑗 =𝑚. ■

Remark 3.24. Although it follows from [LM85, Equation 1.11] that a general element in the

homogeneous kernel is of the form

∑𝑚
𝑗=0
𝑟𝜆−1(log 𝑟 ) 𝑗𝜈Σ, 𝑗 ,Proposition 3.23 implies that it must

be of the form we have defined in Definition 3.21. We also see that there is a canonical one

to one correspondence between the indicial roots and eigenvalues of the self adjoint elliptic

operator 𝐽DΣ − 1. In particular they are countable, discrete and will have finite intersection

with any closed bounded interval of R. Moreover, Proposition 3.22(vi) implies that the indicial

roots and homogeneous kernels are symmetric with respect to −1. ♣

Definition 3.25. Let 𝐿 be a special Lagrangian submanifold in C3 ⊂ R ⊕ C3
. Set 𝑒1 = (1, 0) ∈

R ⊕ C3
. We define the isometry Φ𝐿 : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿) → Ω0(𝐿,R) ⊕ Ω1(𝐿,R) by

Φ𝐿 (𝜈) := (⟨𝑒1, 𝜈⟩,−(𝑒1 × 𝜈)♭) .

Also we define Ď𝐿 : Ω0(𝐿,R) ⊕ Ω1(𝐿,R) → Ω0(𝐿,R) ⊕ Ω1(𝐿,R) by Ď𝐿 := Φ𝐿D𝐿Φ−1

𝐿
. ♠

The operator Ď𝐿 can be written as (for the proof see [Ber22, Proposition 3.67])

Ď𝐿 =

[
0 𝑑∗

𝑑 ∗𝑑

]
.

A direct computation yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.26. Let 𝐶 be a cone in C3 with link Σ, then for (𝑓Σ, ℎΣ, 𝜎Σ) ∈ Ω0(Σ,R) ⊕ Ω0(Σ,R) ⊕
Ω1(Σ,R) we have

(i) 𝑑 (𝑟𝜆 𝑓Σ) = 𝜆𝑟𝜆−1 𝑓Σ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆𝑑Σ 𝑓Σ.

(ii) 𝑑 (𝑟𝜆ℎΣ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆+1𝜎Σ) = −𝑟𝜆𝑑𝑟 ∧ 𝑑ΣℎΣ + (𝜆 + 1)𝑟𝜆𝑑𝑟 ∧ 𝜎Σ + 𝑟𝜆+1𝑑Σ𝜎Σ.

(iii) ∗𝑑𝑟 = 𝑟 2 ∗Σ 1, ∗𝜎Σ = −𝑑𝑟 ∧ ∗Σ𝜎Σ, ∗(𝑑𝑟 ∧ 𝜎Σ) = ∗Σ𝜎Σ, ∗𝑑Σ𝜎Σ = 𝑟−2𝑑𝑟 .

(iv) 𝑑∗(𝑟𝜆ℎΣ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆+1𝜎Σ) = −(𝜆 + 2)𝑟𝜆−1ℎΣ + 𝑟𝜆−1𝑑
∗Σ
Σ (𝜎Σ).

(v) ∗𝑑 (𝑟𝜆ℎΣ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆+1𝜎Σ) = −𝑟𝜆 ∗Σ 𝑑ΣℎΣ + (𝜆 + 1)𝑟𝜆∗Σ𝜎Σ + 𝑟𝜆−1(∗Σ𝑑Σ𝜎Σ)𝑑𝑟 .
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Proposition 3.27. If 𝐶 is a special Lagrangian cone in C3 whose link is Σ, then

𝑉𝜆 �

{
{𝜎Σ ∈ Ω1(Σ,R) : ΔΣ𝜎Σ = 0} if 𝜆 = −1,

{(𝑓Σ, ℎΣ) ∈ Ω0(Σ,R)⊕Ω0(Σ,R) : (𝑓Σ, ℎΣ) satisfies (3.28)} if 𝜆 ≠ −1,

(3.28) ΔΣ 𝑓Σ = 𝜆(𝜆 + 1) 𝑓Σ, ΔΣℎΣ = (𝜆 + 2) (𝜆 + 1)ℎΣ .

Proof. Since 𝐶 is a special Lagrangian,

𝑉𝜆 � {(𝑓Σ, ℎΣ, 𝜎Σ) ∈ Ω0(Σ,R) ⊕ Ω0(Σ,R) ⊕ Ω1(Σ,R) : (𝑓Σ, ℎΣ, 𝜎Σ) satisfies (3.29)},

(3.29)

{
𝑑∗(𝑟𝜆ℎΣ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆+1𝜎Σ) = 0

𝑑 (𝑟𝜆 𝑓Σ) + ∗𝑑 (𝑟𝜆ℎΣ𝑑𝑟 + 𝑟𝜆+1𝜎Σ) = 0.

By Lemma 3.26 we obtain that (3.29) is equivalent to the following:

(3.30)


(𝜆 + 2)ℎΣ = 𝑑

∗Σ
Σ (𝜎Σ)

𝜆𝑓Σ = −∗Σ𝑑Σ (𝜎Σ)
(𝜆 + 1)∗Σ𝜎Σ = −𝑑Σ 𝑓Σ + ∗Σ𝑑ΣℎΣ .

This yields the required proposition. ■

Corollary 3.31. If 𝐶 is a special Lagrangian cone in C3 whose link is Σ, then

𝑉𝜆 �


{ℎΣ ∈ Ω0(Σ,R) : ΔΣℎΣ = (𝜆 + 2) (𝜆 + 1)ℎΣ} if 𝜆 ∈ (−1, 0)
𝐻 0(Σ,R) ⊕ {ℎΣ ∈ Ω0(Σ,R) : ΔΣℎΣ = 2ℎΣ} if 𝜆 = 0

𝐻 1(Σ,R) if 𝜆 = −1

{𝑓Σ ∈ Ω0(Σ,R) : ΔΣ 𝑓Σ = (𝜆 + 1)𝜆𝑓Σ} if 𝜆 ∈ (−2,−1) .

■

Remark 3.32. Since 𝑑1 is the dimension of the space of infinitesimal deformations of Σ in 𝑆6
,

𝑑−1

2

+
∑︁

−1<𝜆<1

𝑑𝜆 − 7 ⩽ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩽ s-ind(𝐶).

If the associative cone 𝐶 is not a 3-plane then all the translations by vectors in R7
yield a

7-dimensional subspace of 𝑉0 and hence 𝑑0 ⩾ 7. Indeed, there are no non-trivial translations

which preserves the cone 𝐶 because 0 is the unique singular point of 𝐶 . Thus if 𝐶 is not a

3-plane,

𝑑−1

2

⩽ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩽ s-ind(𝐶). ♣
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Example 3.33. (Pair of transverse associative planes) Let Π± be a pair of associative planes

in R7
with transverse intersection at the origin that is Π+ ∩ Π− = {0}. Set 𝐶× := Π+ ∪ Π− and

𝑒1 := (1, 0 . . . , 0) ∈ R7 = R ⊕ C3
. We choose a unit vector n ∈ R7

orthogonal to both Π± so that

we have an orientation compatible splitting

R7 = ⟨n⟩R ⊕ Π+ ⊕ Π− .

Here the orientations ofΠ± are given by the restrictions of the standard 3-form𝜙𝑒 and orientation

of ⟨n⟩R is given by n. If we choose −n instead of n in the above, we interchange the role of Π+
and Π− . Then there exists 𝐵 ∈ 𝐺2 such that

n = 𝐵𝑒1, 𝐵Π0 = Π+, 𝐵Π𝜃 = Π−,

where Π0 and Π𝜃 are special Lagrangian planes in C3
as in Example 3.3. By Corollary 3.31 we

have

𝑉𝜆 �


0 if 𝜆 ∈ [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1)
(R ⊕ R) ⊕ (R3 ⊕ R3) if 𝜆 = 0

(R3 ⊕ R5) ⊕ (R3 ⊕ R5) if 𝜆 = 1

If 𝐻 is the symmetry group of Π0 = R3
for the standard action of 𝐺2 on R7

, then 𝐻 � 𝑆𝑂 (4).
Hence 𝐶× is rigid and

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶×) = s-ind(𝐶×) =
𝑑−1

2

+
∑︁

−1<𝜆⩽1

𝑑𝜆 − 2(dim𝐺2 −dim𝐻 ) − 7 = 0+ 8+ 16− 16− 7 = 1. •

Example 3.34. (Harvey-Lawson cone) Let 𝐶𝐻𝐿 be the Harvey-Lawson special Lagrangian cone

with link the flat Clifford tori in C3
as given in Example 3.4. Then by Corollary 3.31 and [Mar02,

Section 6.3.4, p. 132] we have

𝑉𝜆 �


R2

if 𝜆 = −1

0 if 𝜆 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1)
R ⊕ R6, if 𝜆 = 0

R6 ⊕ R6
if 𝜆 = 1

If 𝐻 is the symmetry group of 𝐶𝐻𝐿 for the standard action of 𝐺2 on R7
, then 𝐻 � 𝑈 (1)2

. Hence

𝐶𝐻𝐿 is rigid and

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝐻𝐿) = s-ind(𝐶𝐻𝐿) =
𝑑−1

2

+
∑︁

−1<𝜆⩽1

𝑑𝜆 − (dim𝐺2 − dim𝐻 ) − 7 = 1 + 19 − 12 − 7 = 1 •

Proposition 3.35. Let𝐶 be a connected special Lagrangian cone in C3 whose link Σ is not a totally
geodesic 𝑆2. Then

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾
𝑏1(Σ)

2

⩾ 1

with equality if and only if𝐶 is𝐶𝐻𝐿 , the Harvey-Lawson𝑇 2-cone (up to special unitary equivalence).
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Proof. As Σ is not a totally geodesic 𝑆2
, 𝐶 is not contained in any hyperplane [Has04b, Lemma

3.13] in C3
. Moreover the genus of Σ is at least 1 (see [Has04a, Theorem 2.7]). The space of real

linear functions on C3
induces a 6 dimensional subspace of the 2-eigenspace of ΔΣ. Therefore,

by Corollary 3.31 we have (see Remark 3.32) 𝑑0 ⩾ 7 and

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾
𝑑−1

2

=
𝑏1(Σ)

2

⩾ 1.

In Example 3.34 we see s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝐻𝐿) = 1. If s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) = 1, then 𝑏1(Σ) = 1, 𝑑0 = 7 and 𝑑𝜆 = 0

for all 𝜆 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1). This implies that the first eigenvalue of ΔΣ is 2 with multiplicity 6.

Then by a theorem of Haskins [Has04b, Theorem A] 𝐶 is 𝐶𝐻𝐿 , the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇
2
-cone (up

to special unitary equivalence). ■

Proposition 3.36. Let Σ be a null-torsion holomorphic curve in 𝑆6 and let 𝐶 be the cone in R7 with
link Σ. Then

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾ 5.

In particular, this inequality holds for any genus zero holomorphic curve in 𝑆6 except a totally
geodesic 𝑆2.

The proof of this proposition needs the following small preparation.

Definition 3.37. Let Σ be a 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6
. The Jacobi operator LΣ : 𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) →

𝐶∞(𝑁Σ) is

LΣ = (∇⊥
Σ )∗∇⊥

Σ +
2∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑅(𝑓𝑖 , ·) 𝑓𝑖)⊥ −
2∑︁

𝑖, 𝑗=1

⟨II(𝑓𝑖 , 𝑓𝑗 ), ·⟩ II(𝑓𝑖 , 𝑓𝑗 ) ♠

Proposition 3.38. Let Σ be a 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6. Then the Jacobi operator LΣ satisfies

LΣ = (DΣ + 𝐽 ) (DΣ + 2𝐽 ) = (𝐽DΣ)2 − (𝐽DΣ) − 2 Id .

Moreover, spec(LΣ) = {𝜆2 + 𝜆 − 2 : 𝜆 ∈ D𝐶 }, where D𝐶 is defined in Definition 3.21. Denote by
𝐸𝛿
LΣ

the 𝛿 eigenspace of LΣ. Then

𝐸𝛿LΣ
� 𝑉−3+

√
9+4𝛿

2

⊕
𝑉−3−

√
9+4𝛿

2

� 𝑉−3+
√

9+4𝛿
2

⊕
𝑉−1+

√
9+4𝛿

2

In particular, 𝐸−2

LΣ
� 𝑉−1

⊕
𝑉0 and 𝐸0

LΣ
� 𝑉0

⊕
𝑉1.

Proof. We denote the Jacobi operator for the cone 𝐶 of Σ in R7
by L𝐶 . Gayet [Gay14, Theorem

2.8, Appendix 5.3] proved that

L𝐶 = D2

𝐶 .

Now for all 𝜈Σ ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑆6Σ) we have L𝐶𝜈Σ = 𝑟−2LΣ𝜈Σ. Therefore by Proposition 3.22(ii) we

conclude that

D2

𝐶 = 𝑟−2(DΣ + 𝐽 ) (DΣ + 2𝐽 ) . ■
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Proof of Proposition 3.36. Let ˆ𝐽 be an almost complex structure on 𝑁Σ defined by the fol-

lowing exact sequence of complex vector bundles (see Example 3.5):

0 → (𝐿𝑁 , 𝐽 )
𝛼−→ (𝑁Σ, ˆ𝐽 )

𝛽
−→ (𝐿𝐵,−𝐽 ) → 0.

Madnick [Mad21] has proved that Σ is null-torsion iff ∇⊥ ˆ𝐽 = 0 and in that case

LΣ = 2𝜕∗∇⊥,𝐽
𝜕∇⊥,𝐽 − 2

where 𝜕∇⊥,𝐽 is the Cauchy-Riemann opeartor induced by ∇⊥
and

ˆ𝐽 on 𝑁Σ. Moreover,

(3.39) dim𝐸−2

LΣ
⩾ index 𝜕∇⊥, ˆ𝐽 = 2𝑐1(𝑁Σ, 𝐽 ) + 2𝜒 (Σ) = −4𝑐1(𝐿𝐵) = 4𝑏 ⩾ 24.

Here 𝑏 =
Area(Σ)

4𝜋
⩾ 6. By Proposition 3.38 we see that dim𝐸−2

LΣ
= 𝑑−1 +𝑑0 and therefore we have

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾
𝑑−1 + 𝑑0

2

− 7 ⩾ 2𝑏 − 7 ⩾ 5. ■

Proof of Theorem 1.7. (ii) is proved in Proposition 3.36, (iii) is computed in Example 3.33 and

Example 3.34, (iv) is proved in Proposition 3.35. We will prove now (i). Consider the short

exact sequence (3.6). If genus of Σ is 1 then 𝐾Σ � O and therefore O(𝑍 ) ⊗ 𝐿𝐵 = 𝐿𝑁 ⊗ 𝐿𝐵 � O.

Assume Σ is not a null-torsion holomorphic curve, then the zero set of III induces an effective

divisor, in particular deg𝐿𝐵 ⩾ [𝑍 ]. Therefore deg𝐿𝐵 = [𝑍 ] = 0 and hence 𝐿𝐵 � O and 𝐿𝑁 � O.

This implies that there is a non zero section 𝜈Σ of 𝑁Σ such that 𝜕𝑁
˜∇
𝜈Σ = 0 and hence 𝑑−1 ⩾ 2.

Moreover, considering the long exact sequence of sheaf cohomologies corresponding to (3.6)

we obtain

0 → C → 𝐻 0(Σ, 𝑁Σ) → C
III−→ C → 𝐻 1(Σ, 𝑁Σ) → C → 0.

Since III ≠ 0 we obtain more precisely that 𝑑−1 = 2 dimC𝐻
0(Σ, 𝑁Σ) = 2. ■

Remark 3.40. Let Σ be a 𝐽 -holomorphic curve in 𝑆6
. TheMorse index of the Jacobi operator LΣ

is defined by IndLΣ :=
∑
𝛿<0

dim𝐸𝛿
LΣ
. Now Proposition 3.38 implies that

IndLΣ = 𝑑−1 + 2

∑︁
−1<𝜆<0

𝑑𝜆 +
∑︁

0⩽𝜆<1

𝑑𝜆 .

If genus of Σ is 1 then the proof of Theorem 1.7 implies that IndLΣ ⩾ 9. If Σ is a null-torsion

holomorphic curve in 𝑆6
then LΣ does not have an eigenvalue less than −2. Therefore by (3.39)

the Morse index of LΣ

IndLΣ ⩾ 4𝑏 +
∑︁

0<𝜆<1

𝑑𝜆 ⩾ 24.

Comparing the above observations with a generalizedWillmore type conjecture made by Kusner

and Wang [KW18, Remark 3.6 (1)] we make the following conjecture that if an associative cone

𝐶 in R7
is not a plane then s-ind(𝐶) ⩾ s-ind𝚫 (𝐶) ⩾ 1 and equality if and only if𝐶 is the Harvey-

Lawson 𝑇 2
-cone or a union of two special Lagrangian planes with transverse intersection at

the origin. This has been confirmed in Theorem 1.7 provided 𝐶 is a special Lagrangian cone in

C3
. ♣
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3.2 Asymptotically conical (AC) associative submanifolds

Definition 3.41. Let 𝐶 be a cone in R7
with link Σ ⊂ 𝑆6

, that is, 𝐶 = 𝜄 ((0,∞) × Σ). Let ΥΣ : 𝑉Σ ⊂
𝑁𝑆6Σ → 𝑈Σ be a tubular neighbourhood map for Σ. We define a tubular neighbourhood map

Υ𝐶 : 𝑉𝐶 → 𝑈𝐶

for 𝐶 as follows. Define 𝑉𝐶 at (𝑟, 𝜎) by 𝑟𝑉Σ and Υ𝐶 (𝑢 (𝑟, 𝜎)) := 𝑟ΥΣ (𝑟−1𝑢 (𝑟, 𝜎)) and 𝑈𝐶 :=

im Υ𝐶 . ♠

Observe that, for each 𝜀 > 0, the scaling map 𝑠𝜀 : R7 → R7
, 𝑥 ↦→ 𝜀𝑥 induces an action 𝑠𝜀∗ on

𝑁𝐶 . Moreover, Υ𝐶 is equivariant with respect to these actions, that is,

Υ𝐶 (𝑠𝜀∗𝑢) = 𝑠𝜀Υ𝐶𝑢.

Definition 3.42. Let 𝐶 be a cone in R7
with link Σ and Σ = ⨿𝑚𝑖=1

Σ𝑖 be the decomposition into

components and 𝐶𝑖 be the cone with link Σ𝑖 . An oriented three dimensional submanifold 𝐿 of

R7
is called asymptotically conical (AC) submanifold with cone 𝐶 and rate 𝜈 := (𝜈1, · · · , 𝜈𝑚)

with 𝜈𝑖 < 1 if there exist

• a real number 𝑅∞ > 1, a compact submanifold with boundary 𝐾𝐿 of 𝐿,

• a diffeomorphism Ψ𝐿 : (𝑅∞,∞) × Σ → 𝐿∞ := 𝐿\𝐾𝐿 ⊂ R7
,

• Ψ𝐿 − 𝜄 is a section of the normal bundle 𝑁𝐶 over 𝜄 ((𝑅∞,∞) × Σ) ⊂ 𝐶 lying in the tubular

neighbourhood 𝑉𝐶 of 𝐶 and

| (∇⊥
𝐶𝑖
)𝑘 (Ψ𝐿 − 𝜄) | = 𝑂 (𝑟 𝜈𝑖−𝑘 ),

for all 𝑘 ∈ N ∪ {0} as 𝑟 → ∞.

Here ∇⊥
𝐶
is the normal connection on 𝑁𝐶 induced from Levi-Civita connection on R7

and |·| is
taken with respect to the normal metric on 𝑁𝐶 and the cone metric on 𝐶 . The cone 𝐶 is called

the asymptotic cone of 𝐿 and 𝐿∞ is the end of 𝐿.

𝐿 is called an asymptotically conical (AC) associative submanifold with rate 𝜈 and cone 𝐶

if 𝐿 is associative and an asymptotically conical submanifold with rate 𝜈 and cone 𝐶 in R7
as

above. ♠

Remark 3.43. If 𝐿 is an AC associative submanifold, then 𝐶 is automatically an associative cone

in R7
(see [Lot11, Proposition 2.15]). An AC submanifold of rate 𝜈 < 1 is also an AC Riemannian

manifold with rate 𝜈 − 1 and also AC submanifold of any rate 𝜈 ′ with 𝜈 ′ ⩽ 𝜈 < 1. Deformation

theory of AC associative submanifolds has been studied by Lotay [Lot11]. ♣
There are many examples of AC special Lagrangians in C3

, see [Joy01; Joy02], but we

mention only two types of AC special Lagrangians in Example 3.44 and Example 3.47 which are

important for this article. For examples of AC associatives which are not AC special Lagrangians,

see [Lot11, Section 7; Lot07b].
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Example 3.44. (Lawlor neck, [Law89; Joy18, Section 4.1; Har90, pg. 139-143] Let Π− := Π0 = R3

and Π+ := Π𝜃 be a pair of transverse special Lagrangian planes in C3
as in Example 3.3. Define

𝜄+ : R+ × 𝑆2 → Π𝜃 , 𝜄
+(𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝑟 diag(𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑒𝑖𝜃3) · 𝜎

and 𝜄− : R+ × 𝑆2 → Π0, 𝜄
− (𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝑟𝜎. For any 𝐴 > 0 there exists a unique triple of positive real

numbers (𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑎3) such that 𝐴 = 4𝜋
3·√𝑎1𝑎2𝑎3

and 𝜃𝑘 = 𝜃𝑘 (∞), where

𝜃𝑘 (𝑦) = 𝑎𝑘
ˆ 𝑦

−∞

𝑑𝑥

(1 + 𝑎𝑘𝑥2)
√︁
𝑃 (𝑥)

, 𝑦 ∈ R, 𝑘 = 1, 2, 3, 𝑃 (𝑥) :=

∏
3

𝑗=1
(1 + 𝑎 𝑗𝑥2) − 1

𝑥2
.

The Lawlor neck 𝐿𝜃,𝐴 is defined as follows:

𝐿𝜃,𝐴 := {(𝑧1(𝑦)𝜎1, 𝑧2(𝑦)𝜎2, 𝑧3(𝑦)𝜎3) ∈ C3
: 𝑦, 𝜎1, 𝜎2, 𝜎3 ∈ R, 𝜎2

1
+ 𝜎2

2
+ 𝜎2

3
= 1}

where for 𝑘 = 1, 2, 3, 𝑧𝑘 (𝑦) := 𝑒𝑖𝜃𝑘 (𝑦)
√︃
𝑎−1

𝑘
+ 𝑦2

. The Lawlor neck 𝐿𝜃,𝐴 is a smooth special

Lagrangian submanifold [Har90, Theorem 7.78] diffeomorphic to R × 𝑆2
. The map

Φ𝐿𝜃,𝐴 : R × 𝑆2 −→ 𝐿𝜃,𝐴

(𝑦, (𝜎1, 𝜎2, 𝜎3)) ↦→ (𝑧1(𝑦)𝜎1, 𝑧2(𝑦)𝜎2, 𝑧3(𝑦)𝜎3)

is a diffeomorphism. Define Φ±
𝐿𝜃,𝐴

: R+ × 𝑆2 −→ 𝐿𝜃,𝐴 by Φ±
𝐿𝜃,𝐴

(𝑟, 𝜎) = Φ𝐿𝜃,𝐴 (±𝑟, 𝜎). For every
𝜀 > 0, we observe that the rescaled Lawlor neck

𝜀𝐿𝜃,𝐴 = 𝐿𝜃,𝜀3𝐴 .

Therefore, Lawlor neck for us is always 𝐿𝜃,𝐴 with the normalization 𝐴 = 1, if not mentioned

otherwise.

We define 𝜉− ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Π0 |Π0\{0}) and 𝜉+ := diag(𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑒𝑖𝜃3) · 𝜉− ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁Π𝜃 |Π𝜃 \{0}) as
follows:

(3.45) 𝜉− (𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3) := 𝑟−3(𝑖𝑥1, 𝑖𝑥2, 𝑖𝑥3), where 𝑟 =
√︃
𝑥2

1
+ 𝑥2

2
+ 𝑥2

3
.

Observe that, DΠ±𝜉
± = 0 and 𝜉± ∈ 𝑉−2. The Lawlor neck 𝐿𝜃,𝐴 is an AC special Lagrangian

submanifold asymptotic to Π0 ∪Π𝜃 with rate 𝜈 = −2. Moreover, the asymptotic normal sections

can be written as

(3.46) Ψ±
𝐿𝜃,1

− 𝜄± = 𝜉± +𝑂 (𝑟−4) .

The Ψ±
𝐿𝜃,1

are defined (up to normalizations) as follows:

Ψ−
𝐿𝜃,1

(ReΦ−
𝐿𝜃,1

) = Φ−
𝐿𝜃,1

and Ψ+
𝐿𝜃,1

(Re diag(𝑒−𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒−𝑖𝜃2, 𝑒−𝑖𝜃3)Φ+
𝐿𝜃,1

) = Φ+
𝐿𝜃,1
. •

Example 3.47. (Harvey-Lawson AC special Lagrangians, [HL82, Theorem 3.1; Joy18, Section

5.1]) Let 𝐶 := 𝐶𝐻𝐿 be the Harvey-Lawson 𝑇
2
-cone as in Example 3.4 and let 𝜄 be the inclusion
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map in R7
. For any positive real number 𝑎 > 0, the Harvey-Lawson special Lagrangian 3-folds

are defined by

𝐿1

𝑎 := {(𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3) ∈ C3
: |𝑧1 |2 − 𝑎 = |𝑧2 |2 = |𝑧3 |2, 𝑧1𝑧2𝑧3 ∈ [0,∞)},

𝐿2

𝑎 := {(𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3) ∈ C3
: |𝑧1 |2 = |𝑧2 |2 − 𝑎 = |𝑧3 |2, 𝑧1𝑧2𝑧3 ∈ [0,∞)},

𝐿3

𝑎 := {(𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3) ∈ C3
: |𝑧1 |2 = |𝑧2 |2 = |𝑧3 |2 − 𝑎, 𝑧1𝑧2𝑧3 ∈ [0,∞)}.

Each 𝐿𝑘𝑎 , 𝑘 = 1, 2, 3 is a smooth special Lagrangian in C3
[HL82, Section III.3.A] diffeomorphic

to 𝑆1 × C. Define the diffeomorphims

Φ𝐿1

𝑎
: R+ ×𝑇 2 −→ 𝐿1

𝑎, (𝑟, 𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2) ↦→ (𝑒𝑖𝜃1

√
𝑟 2 + 𝑎, 𝑟𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑟𝑒−𝑖 (𝜃1+𝜃2 ) ),

Φ𝐿2

𝑎
: R+ ×𝑇 2 −→ 𝐿1

𝑎, (𝑟, 𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2) ↦→ (𝑟𝑒−𝑖 (𝜃1+𝜃2 ) , 𝑒𝑖𝜃1

√
𝑟 2 + 𝑎, 𝑟𝑒𝑖𝜃2),

Φ𝐿3

𝑎
: R+ ×𝑇 2 −→ 𝐿1

𝑎, (𝑟, 𝑒𝑖𝜃1, 𝑒𝑖𝜃2) ↦→ (𝑟𝑒𝑖𝜃2, 𝑟𝑒−𝑖 (𝜃1+𝜃2 ) , 𝑒𝑖𝜃1

√
𝑟 2 + 𝑎) .

For every 𝜀 > 0, we have11

𝜀𝐿𝑘𝑎 = 𝐿𝑘
𝜀2𝑎
.

Each 𝐿𝑘𝑎 is an AC special Lagrangian submanifold asymptotic to𝐶𝐻𝐿 with rate 𝜈 = −1. Moreover,

the asymptotic normal sections can be written as

(3.48) Ψ𝐿𝑘
1

− 𝜄 = 𝜉𝑘 +𝑂 (𝑟−2),

where 𝜉𝑘 ∈ 𝑉−1 and 𝜉3 = −𝜉1 − 𝜉2. •

Definition 3.49. Let 𝜌 : (0,∞) → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

(3.50) 𝜌 (𝑟 ) =
{

1, 𝑟 ⩽ 1

0, 𝑟 ⩾ 2.

For every 𝑠 > 0, 𝜌𝑠 : (0,∞) → [0, 1] is defined by 𝜌𝑠 (𝑟 ) := 𝜌 (𝑠−1𝑟 ). Let 𝐿 be an AC submanifold

with cone𝐶 as in Definition 3.42. We define another AC submanifold 𝐿𝐶 which is diffeomorphic

to 𝐿

𝐿𝐶 := 𝐾𝐿 ∪ Υ𝐶 (𝜌𝑅∞ (Ψ𝐿 − 𝜄)) .
We define 𝐶∞ := 𝜄 ((2𝑅∞,∞) × Σ) ⊂ 𝐿𝐶 and 𝐾𝐿𝐶 := 𝐿𝐶\𝐶∞. ♠

Definition 3.51. Let 𝐿 be an AC submanifold with cone 𝐶 as in Definition 3.42 and Υ𝐶 be as in

Definition 3.41. We choose a tubular neighbourhhood map

Υ𝐿𝐶 : 𝑉𝐿𝐶 → 𝑈𝐿𝐶

of 𝐿𝐶 such that 𝑉𝐿𝐶 and Υ𝐿𝐶 agree with 𝑉𝐶 and Υ𝐶 respectively on 𝐶∞.
There is a section 𝛽 in 𝑉𝐿𝐶 ⊂ 𝑁𝐿𝐶 which is zero on 𝐾𝐿 and Υ𝐿𝐶 (Γ𝛽 ) is 𝐿, and

| (∇⊥
𝐶𝑖
)𝑘𝛽 | = 𝑂 (𝑟 𝜈𝑖−𝑘 )

for all 𝑘 ∈ N ∪ {0} as 𝑟 → ∞, where ∇⊥
𝐶
is the normal connection on 𝑁𝐿𝐶 induced from

Levi-Civita connection on R7
. ♠

11Therefore, we always assume 𝐿𝑘𝑎 with the normalization 𝑎 = 1, if not mentioned otherwise.
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Figure 4: Construction of AC submanifold 𝐿𝐶 from an AC submanifold 𝐿.

3.3 Conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds

In this section we study conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds with singularity at

one point and modeled on an associative cone in R7
. Similar work for special Lagrangians and

for coassociatives have been done by Joyce [Joy04b] and Lotay [Lot07a].

Definition 3.52. Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be an almost 𝐺2-manifold (see Definition 2.2) and let 𝑝 be a point

in 𝑌 . A 𝐺2-framing at 𝑝 is a linear isomorphism 𝜐 : R7 → 𝑇𝑝𝑌 such that 𝜐∗(𝜙 (𝑝)) = 𝜙𝑒 where
𝜙𝑒 is the standard 𝐺2 structure on R7

. A 𝐺2-coordinate system at 𝑝 with 𝐺2-framing 𝜐 is a

diffeomorphism

Υ : 𝐵𝑅 (0) ⊂ R7 → 𝑈

for some constant 0 < 𝑅 < 1 and some open set 𝑈 containing 𝑝 in 𝑌 satisfying Υ(0) = 𝑝 and

𝑑Υ0 = 𝜐.

Two 𝐺2-coordinate systems Υ1 and Υ2 at 𝑝 are called equivalent if they have the same

𝐺2-framing at 𝑝 . ♠

Definition 3.53. Let 𝑃 be a compact subset of an almost𝐺2-manifold𝑌 and sing(𝑃) := {𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚}
be a finite set points in 𝑃 such that

ˆ𝑃 := 𝑃\sing(𝑃) is a smooth three dimensional oriented

submanifold of 𝑌 . We call
ˆ𝑃 the smooth part of 𝑃 and sing(𝑃) the singular set of points of 𝑃 .

Let {𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶𝑚} be a set of cones in R7
. Denote the link of 𝐶𝑖 by Σ𝑖 and inclusion map into R7

by 𝜄𝑖 . Let

Υ𝑖 : 𝐵𝑅 (0) → 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑌

be 𝐺2-coordinate systems with 𝐺2-framings 𝜐𝑖 at 𝑝𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚.

(1) 𝑃 is said to be a conically singular (CS) submanifold with singularities at 𝑝𝑖 modeled on

cones 𝐶𝑖 and rates 𝜇𝑖 with 1 < 𝜇𝑖 ⩽ 2 if there exist

• 𝜀0 > 0 with 2𝜀0 < 𝑅 and a compact submanifold with boundary 𝐾𝑃 of 𝑃 ,

• smooth embeddings

Ψ𝑖𝑃 : (0, 2𝜀0) × Σ𝑖 → 𝐵𝑅 (0), 𝑖 = 1, 2, ...,𝑚

such that

⋃𝑚
𝑖=1

Υ𝑖 ◦ Ψ𝑖
𝑃

: (0, 2𝜀0) × Σ𝑖 → 𝑌 is a diffeomorphism onto
ˆ𝑃\𝐾𝑃 ,
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• Ψ𝑖
𝑃
− 𝜄𝑖 is a smooth section of the normal bundle 𝑁𝐶𝑖 over 𝜄 ((0, 2𝜀0) × Σ𝑖) which lies

in 𝑉𝐶𝑖 and

| (∇⊥
𝐶𝑖
)𝑘 (Ψ𝑖𝑃 − 𝜄𝑖) | = 𝑂 (𝑟 𝜇𝑖−𝑘 )

for all 𝑘 ∈ N ∪ {0} as 𝑟 → 0, 𝑖 = 1, 2...,𝑚.

Here ∇⊥
𝐶𝑖

is the normal connection on 𝑁𝐶𝑖 induced from Levi-Civita connection on R7

and |·| is taken with respect to the normal metric on 𝑁𝐶𝑖 and cone metric on 𝐶𝑖 .

(2) If all the above sections Ψ𝑖
𝑃
− 𝜄𝑖 are zero sections then 𝑃 is said to be end conical singular

(ECS) submanifold.

(3) The cone
˜𝐶𝑖 := 𝜐𝑖 (𝐶𝑖) ⊂ 𝑇𝑝𝑖𝑌 is said to be the tangent cone of 𝑃 at 𝑝𝑖 .

(4) 𝑃 is said to be a conically singular (CS) associative submanifold if it is conically singular

submanifold as above and 𝑃 is an associative submanifold of (𝑌, 𝜙). ♠

Remark 3.54. We make some remarks about the above definition.

(i) A CS submanifold with rates 𝜇 is also a CS submanifold with all rates 𝜇′ such that

1 < 𝜇′𝑖 ⩽ 𝜇𝑖 ⩽ 2 for all 𝑖 = 1, 2, ..,𝑚.

(ii) A CS submanifold with rates 𝜇 is a conically singular Riemannian manifold with rates

𝜇 − 1 for the metric 𝑔𝜙 induced by 𝜙 . Indeed

| (∇⊥
𝐶𝑖
)𝑘
(
(Υ𝑖 ◦ Ψ𝑖𝑃 )

∗𝑔𝜙 − 𝑔𝐶𝑖
)
| ≲

𝑘+1∑︁
𝑗=0

| (∇⊥
𝐶𝑖
) 𝑗 (Ψ𝑖𝑃 − 𝜄𝑖) |.

(iii) 𝜇𝑖 > 1 also implies that if 𝑃 is a CS associative submanifold as above, then each cone𝐶𝑖 is

also an associative cone in R7
. Indeed, the associator on 𝐶𝑖

| [·, ·, ·] |𝐶𝑖 | = 𝑂 (𝑟 𝜇𝑖−1), as 𝑟 → 0.

But | [·, ·, ·] |𝐶𝑖 | is dilation invariant and therefore [·, ·, ·] |𝐶𝑖 = 0.

(iv) 𝜇𝑖 ⩽ 2 guarantees that the above definition of CS submanifold is independent of the

choice of a𝐺2-coordinate system in an equivalence class. Moreover it is independent of

the choice of a 𝐺2-framing representing the tangent cone. ♣

3.4 Linear analysis on CS and AC associative submanifolds

By considering appropriate weighted function spaces of sections of vector bundles over CS

and AC submanifolds (where the weights represent decay rates of those sections) we obtain

a Fredholm theory for CS and AC elliptic operators if the weights avoid the wall of critical

weights or rates. The index of these operators changes when weights lie on various connected

components of the complement of the wall of critical rates. This theory originally appeared in

Lockhart-McOwen [LM85]. A very good exposition can be found in [Mar02], [KL20].

Notation 3.55. For a conically singular manifold 𝑃 we will denote by 𝑁𝑃 the normal bundle of

ˆ𝑃 = 𝑃\ sing(𝑃). ▶
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3.4.1 Weighted function spaces

Let 𝑃 be a CS submanifold as in Definition 3.53 and 𝐿 be an AC submanifold as in Definition 3.42

asymptotic to 𝐶 = ⨿𝑚𝑖=1
𝐶𝑖 .

Notation 3.56. We denote

𝑀 :=

{
𝑃 if 𝑃 is a CS submanifold

𝐿 if 𝐿 is a AC submanifold.

and

𝜂 :=

{
𝜇 if 𝑃 is a CS submanifold with rate 𝜇

𝜈 if 𝐿 is a AC submanifold with rate 𝜈 .
▶

Notation 3.57. We would like to define weighted Sobolev and Hölder spaces with rate 𝜆 =

(𝜆1, 𝜆2, ..., 𝜆𝑚) ∈ R𝑚 . We say 𝜆 <,=, > 𝜆′ if for each 𝑖 = 1, 2, ..,𝑚 we have 𝜆𝑖 <,=, > 𝜆′𝑖
respectively. For any 𝑠 ∈ R, 𝜆 + 𝑠 := (𝜆1 + 𝑠, 𝜆2 + 𝑠, ..., 𝜆𝑚 + 𝑠) and set |𝜆 | :=

∑𝑚
𝑖=1

|𝜆𝑖 |. ▶

Definition 3.58. For each 𝜆 = (𝜆1, 𝜆2, ..., 𝜆𝑚) ∈ R𝑚 , a weight function on
ˆ𝑃 ,𝑤𝑃,𝜆 :

ˆ𝑃 → (0,∞),
is a smooth function on 𝑃 such that if 𝑥 = Υ ◦ Ψ𝑃 (𝑟, 𝜎) with (𝑟, 𝜎) ∈ (0, 2𝜀0) × Σ𝑖 then

𝑤𝑃,𝜆 (𝑥) = 𝑟−𝜆𝑖 .

The weight function on 𝐿,𝑤𝐿,𝜆 : 𝐿 → (0,∞) is defined by

𝑤𝐿,𝜆 (𝑥) := (1 + |𝑥 |)−𝜆𝑖 .

Let 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚 and 𝑘 ⩾ 0, 𝑝 ⩾ 1, 𝛾 ∈ (0, 1). For a continuous section 𝑢 of 𝑁𝑀 we define the

weighted 𝐿∞ norm and the weighted Hölder semi-norm respectively by

∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝑀,𝜆

:= ∥𝑤𝑀,𝜆𝑢∥𝐿∞ (𝑁𝑀 ) , [𝑢]
𝐶

0,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆

:= [𝑤𝑀,𝜆−𝛾𝑢]𝐶0,𝛾 (𝑁𝑀 ) .

For a continuous section 𝑢 of 𝑁𝑀 with 𝑘 continuous derivatives we define the weighted 𝐶𝑘

norm and the weighted Hölder norm respectively by

∥𝑢∥𝐶𝑘
𝑀,𝜆

:=

𝑘∑︁
𝑗=0

∥(∇⊥
𝑀 ) 𝑗𝑢∥𝐿∞𝑀,𝜆− 𝑗 , ∥𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆

:= ∥𝑢∥𝐶𝑘
𝑀,𝜆

+ [(∇⊥
𝑀 )𝑘𝑢]𝐶0,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆−𝑘

and, the weighted Sobolev norm by

∥𝑢∥
𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆

:=

( 𝑘∑︁
𝑗=0

ˆ
𝑀

|𝑤𝑀,𝜆− 𝑗 (∇⊥
𝑀 ) 𝑗𝑢 |𝑝𝑤𝑀,3𝑑𝑉𝑀

) 1

𝑝

.

Here, the connection ∇⊥
𝑀
on 𝑁𝑀 is the projection of the Levi-Civita connection induced by 𝑔𝜙

for the decomposition𝑇𝑌|𝑀 = 𝑇𝑀 ⊕ 𝑁𝑀 and the |·| is with respect to the metric 𝑔𝜙 . We denote

always𝑊
0,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
by 𝐿

𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
.
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We define the weighted Hölder space 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

to be the space of continuous sections of 𝑁𝑀

with 𝑘 continuous derivatives and finite weighted Hölder norm ∥·∥
𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆

. This is a Banach space

but not separable.

We define the weighted Sobolev space𝑊 𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
, the weighted 𝐶𝑘-space 𝐶𝑘

𝑀,𝜆
, the weighted

𝐿𝑝-space 𝐿𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

, the weighted 𝐿∞-space 𝐿∞
𝑀,𝜆

to be the completion of the space of compactly

supported smooth sections of 𝑁𝑀 , namely 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑀) with respect to the weighted Hölder

norm ∥·∥
𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆

,the weighted Sobolev norm ∥·∥
𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆

, the weighted 𝐶𝑘 -norm ∥·∥𝐶𝑘
𝑀,𝜆

, the weighted

𝐿𝑝-norm ∥·∥𝐿𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

, the weighted 𝐿∞-norm ∥·∥𝐿∞
𝑀,𝜆

respectively. These are all separable Banach

spaces. Moreover, we define the weighted 𝐶∞-space 𝐶∞
𝑀,𝜆

by

𝐶∞
𝑀,𝜆

:=

∞⋂
𝑘=0

𝐶𝑘
𝑀,𝜆

♠

Remark 3.59. The spaces 𝑊
𝑘,2

𝑀,𝜆
are all Hilbert spaces with inner product coming from the

polarization of the norm. We also note that

𝐿𝑝 (𝑁𝑀) = 𝐿𝑝
𝑀,− 3

𝑝

. ♣

Proposition 3.60. Let 𝑘, 𝑙 ⩾ 0, 𝑝, 𝑞 > 1 with 1

𝑝
+ 1

𝑞
= 1 and 𝜆, 𝜆1, 𝜆2 ∈ R𝑚 . Then the 𝐿2-inner

product map

𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆1

×𝑊 𝑙,𝑞

𝑀,𝜆2

⟨·,·⟩
𝐿2

−−−−−→ R

is continuous provided𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩾ −3, or𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩽ −3. Moreover,
this 𝐿2-inner product yields a Banach space isomorphism

(𝐿𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

)∗ � 𝐿𝑞
𝑀,−3−𝜆

Proof. For 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿𝑝
𝑀,𝜆1

and 𝑣 ∈ 𝐿𝑞
𝑀,𝜆2

we consider

⟨𝑢, 𝑣⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
𝑀

(𝑤𝑀,𝜆1
𝑢𝑤𝑀, 3

𝑝
) (𝑤𝑀,𝜆2

𝑣𝑤𝑀, 3

𝑞
)𝑤𝑀,−𝜆1−𝜆2−3 Vol𝑀

≲ ∥𝑢∥
𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
1

∥𝑣 ∥
𝑊
𝑘,𝑞

𝑀,𝜆
2

,

provided𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩾ −3, or𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩽ −3. This proves that the

𝐿2
-inner product map is continuous. The isomorphism stated in the proposition follows from

the standard fact that ⟨·, ·⟩𝐿2 : 𝐿𝑝 × 𝐿𝑞 → R is a dual pairing. ■

The following is a weighted embedding and compactness theorem [Mar02, Theorem 4.17,

Theorem 4.18].

Proposition 3.61. Let 𝜆, 𝜆1, 𝜆2 ∈ R𝑚 , 𝑘, 𝑙 ∈ N ∪ {0}, 𝑝, 𝑞 ⩾ 1, 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ (0, 1). Then

i) If 𝑘 ⩾ 𝑙 and 𝑘 − 𝑛
𝑝
⩾ 𝑙 − 𝑛

𝑞
, the inclusion𝑊 𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆1

↩→ 𝑊
𝑙,𝑞

𝑀,𝜆2

is a continuous embedding,
provided for𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) either 𝑝 ⩽ 𝑞, 𝜆1 ⩽ 𝜆2 or 𝑝 > 𝑞, 𝜆1 < 𝜆2, and for𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) either
𝑝 ⩽ 𝑞, 𝜆1 ⩾ 𝜆2 or 𝑝 > 𝑞, 𝜆1 > 𝜆2 .
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ii) If 𝑘 + 𝛼 ⩾ 𝑙 + 𝛽 , the inclusion 𝐶𝑘,𝛼
𝑀,𝜆1

↩→ 𝐶
𝑙,𝛽

𝑀,𝜆2

is a continuous embedding, provided 𝜆1 ⩽ 𝜆2

for𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) and 𝜆1 ⩾ 𝜆2 for𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) .

iii) If 𝑘 − 𝑛
𝑝
⩾ 𝑙 + 𝛼 , the inclusion𝑊 𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
↩→ 𝐶

𝑙,𝛼

𝑀,𝜆
is a continuous embedding.

iv) All of the above embeddings are compact provided all the inequalities in the corresponding
hypotheses are strict inequalities.

3.4.2 AC and CS elliptic operator on AC and CS associatives

Let 𝑃 be a CS associative submanifold as in Definition 3.53 and𝐿 be anAC associative submanifold

as in Definition 3.42 asymptotic to 𝐶 = ⨿𝑚𝑖=1
𝐶𝑖 . We continue denoting𝑀 as either 𝑃 or 𝐿 and 𝜂

as 𝜇 for CS and 𝜈 for AC submanifolds. For any associative cone 𝐶 in R7
with link Σ, the Fueter

operator D𝐶 is a conical operator (see [Mar02, Section 4.3.2] for precise definition), that is after

the identification of the cone R7
with the cylinder R × 𝑆6

by substituting 𝑟 = 𝑒𝑡 we obtain that

(see Proposition 3.22)

(3.62) 𝑟 2D𝐶𝑟−1 = 𝐽𝑟 𝜕𝑟 + (DΣ + 𝐽 ) = 𝐽 𝜕𝑡 + (DΣ + 𝐽 )

is a translation invariant operator.

Definition 3.63. Let {𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶𝑚} be a set of associative cones. Denote 𝐶 := ⨿𝑚𝑖=1
𝐶𝑖 . Then the

set of critical rates D𝐶 is defined by

D𝐶 := {(𝜆1, 𝜆2, .., 𝜆𝑚) ∈ R𝑚 : 𝜆𝑖 ∈ D𝐶𝑖 for some 𝑖},

where D𝐶𝑖 is the set of all indicial roots of D𝐶𝑖 defined in Definition 3.21. We call D𝐶 the wall
of critical rates in R𝑚 . We define

𝑉𝜆 :=

𝑚⊕
𝑖=1

𝑉𝜆𝑖 , 𝑑𝜆𝑖 := dim𝑉𝜆𝑖 and 𝑑𝜆 :=

𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑑𝜆𝑖 .

where 𝑉𝜆𝑖 are defined in Definition 3.21. ♠

Definition 3.64. Let D𝑀 : 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑀) → 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑀) be a first order, formally self-adjoint elliptic

operator. It is called asymptotically conical (AC) uniformly elliptic operator for𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC)

and conically singular (CS) uniformly elliptic operator for𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) respectively, asymptotic

to the conical operators D𝐶𝑖 over the ends of𝑀 if the operator 𝑟 2D𝑀𝑟−1
is an asymptotically

translation invariant uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to 𝐽 𝜕𝑡 + (DΣ𝑖 + 𝐽 ) (see [Mar02,

Section 4.3.2]) and after the identifications by canonical bundle isomorphisms

D𝑀 = D𝐶𝑖 +𝑂 (𝑟𝜂𝑖−1).

The operator D𝑀 has canonical extensions to weighted function spaces and we denote them as

follows:

D𝑘,𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

:𝑊
𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
→𝑊

𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆−1
, D𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆
: 𝐶

𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆
→ 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆−1
. ♠
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The following proposition is about elliptic regularity statements for CS or AC uniformly

elliptic operator D𝑀 [Mar02, Theorem 4.6].

Proposition 3.65. Suppose 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚 , 𝑘 ⩾ 0, 𝑝 > 1, 𝛾 ∈ (0, 1). Let, 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐿1

loc
be two locally

integrable sections of 𝑁𝑀 such that 𝑢 is a weak solution of the equation D𝑃𝑢 = 𝑣 .

i) If 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆−1

, then 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆
is a strong solution and there exists a constant𝐶 > 0 such that

∥𝑢∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆

⩽ 𝐶
(
∥D𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆
𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆−1

+ ∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝑀,𝜆

)
.

ii) If 𝑣 ∈𝑊 𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆−1
, then 𝑢 ∈𝑊 𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
is a strong solution and there exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 such

that
∥𝑢∥

𝑊
𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆

⩽ 𝐶
(
∥D𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆
𝑢∥

𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆−1

+ ∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝑀,𝜆

)
.

Proposition 3.66. Suppose 𝑘 ⩾ 0, 𝑝, 𝑞 > 1 with 1

𝑝
+ 1

𝑞
= 1 and 𝜆1, 𝜆2 ∈ R𝑚 . For all 𝑢 ∈𝑊 𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆1

, 𝑣 ∈
𝑊

𝑘+1,𝑞

𝑀,𝜆2

we have ⟨D𝑘,𝑝
𝑀,𝜆1

𝑢, 𝑣⟩𝐿2 = ⟨𝑢,D𝑘,𝑞
𝑀,𝜆2

𝑣⟩𝐿2 , provided𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩾ −2, or𝑀 = 𝐿

(AC) with 𝜆1 + 𝜆2 ⩽ −2.

Proof. The result is true for 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑀) and therefore the general statement follows from

Proposition 3.60. ■

Definition 3.67. Let 𝐶 be a connected associative cone. We can define the Banach spaces𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝐶,𝜆
,

𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝐶,𝜆
and all others over 𝐶 similar to Section 3.4.1 replacing 𝑀 by 𝐶 , 𝑁𝑀 by 𝑁𝐶 and weight

function𝑤𝑀 by𝑤𝐶,𝜆 : 𝐶 → R where𝑤𝐶,𝜆 (𝑟, 𝜎) = 𝑟−𝜆 , 𝜆 ∈ R. ♠

The following lemma follows from [Don02, Lemma 3.1, Proposition 3.4, Section 3.3.1] and

[MP78, Theorem 5.1] using the observation above in (3.62).

Lemma 3.68. Let 𝐶 be a connected associative cone. The conical Fueter operator D𝐶 : 𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐶,𝜆
→

𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝐶,𝜆−1
is invertible if and only if 𝜆 ∈ R\D𝐶 . Moreover any element 𝑢 ∈ kerD𝐶 has a 𝐿2-

decomposition
𝑢 =

∑︁
𝜆∈D𝐶

𝑟𝜆−1𝑢Σ,𝜆 .

where 𝑢Σ,𝜆 are 𝜆-eigensections of 𝐽DΣ − 1, that is 𝑟𝜆−1𝑢Σ,𝜆 ∈ 𝑉𝜆 .

Proposition 3.69. Let 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚 , 𝑘 ⩾ 0, 𝑝 > 1, 𝛾 ∈ (0, 1). Then D𝑘,𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

and D𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

are Fredholm for all

𝜆 ∈ R𝑚\D𝐶 . Moreover, for all 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚 , KerD𝑘,𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

= KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

is finite dimensional, independent of
𝑘 , 𝑝 and 𝛾 .

Proof. The operatorsD𝑘,𝑝
𝑀,𝜆

andD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

are Fredholmwith weight 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚\D𝐶 follows from [Don02,

Proposition 3.6, Section 3.3.1] or [LM85, Theorem 6.2]. Independence of 𝑘, 𝑝,𝛾 follows from

Proposition 3.65 and Proposition 3.61. ■
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Lemma 3.70. Let 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚 and 𝜆1, 𝜆2 be two elements in R𝑚\D𝐶 with 𝜆1 < 𝜆 < 𝜆2 for𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC)
and 𝜆2 < 𝜆 < 𝜆1 for𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS), |𝜆2 −𝜆1 | ⩽ |𝜂 − 1| and there are no other indicial roots in between
𝜆1, 𝜆2 except possibly 𝜆. We define the set

S𝜆2
:= {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆2

: D𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆2

𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1−1

}.

Define a linear map 𝑒𝑀,𝜆 : 𝑉𝜆 →𝑊
𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑀,𝜆2

(under the identifications of normal bundles 𝑁𝑀 and
𝑁𝐶𝑖 by the canonical bundle isomorphisms over the ends) by

𝑒𝑀,𝜆 (𝑤) :=

{⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
𝜌𝜀0
𝑤𝑖 if𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS)⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
(1 − 𝜌𝑅∞)𝑤𝑖 if𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC)

Then there exists a unique linear map (asymptotic map), 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 : S𝜆2
→ 𝑉𝜆 such that for any

𝑢 ∈ S𝜆2
we have

𝑢 − 𝑒𝑀,𝜆 ◦ 𝑖𝑀,𝜆𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1

.

Moreover, the following statements hold.

(i) S𝜆2
⊂ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆
and KerD𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆2

= KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

, and Ker 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 = 𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆1

. Moreover,

Ker{𝑖𝑀,𝜆 := 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 : KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆2

→ 𝑉𝜆} = KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1

(ii) S𝜆2
= 𝐶

𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆1

+ im 𝑒𝑀,𝜆 and the restriction of D𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆2

, denoted by

D̂𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1

: 𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆1

+ im 𝑒𝑀,𝜆 → 𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,𝜆1−1

has the property that KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆2

= Ker D̂𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1

and CokerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆2

� Coker D̂𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆1

.

(iii) (Wall crossing formula) indexD𝑀,𝜆2
= indexD𝑀,𝜆1

+ 𝑑𝜆 .

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to [Ber22, Lemma 3.38]. It has also been proved in

[KL20, Proposition 4.21 - Corollary 4.24]. We will only show the existence of the asymptotic

map 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 . Given 𝑢 ∈ S𝜆2
we define 𝑢̃ ∈

⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
𝐶∞(𝑁𝐶𝑖) by

𝑢̃ :=

{⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
𝑢̃𝑖 := 𝜌𝜀0

𝑢 if𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS)⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
(1 − 𝜌𝑅∞)𝑢 if𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC).

Denote any of the asymptotic cone by 𝐶 . Since D𝑀 = D𝐶 + 𝑂 (𝑟𝜂−1) and |𝜆2 − 𝜆1 | ⩽ |𝜂 − 1|,
therefore D𝐶𝑢̃ ∈ 𝐶∞

𝐶,𝜆1−1
. Lemma 3.68 implies that there exists a unique 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝐶,𝜆1

such that

D𝐶 (𝑢̃ − 𝑣) = 0. We define the asymptotic map 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 as follows:

■(3.71) 𝑖𝑀,𝜆 (𝑢) := 𝑟𝜆−1(𝑢̃ − 𝑣)Σ,𝜆 .

Proposition 3.72. KerD𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

is independent of 𝜆 in each connected component of 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚\D𝐶 .
Moreover, for all 𝜆 ∈ R𝑚\D𝐶 , we have
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(i) CokerD𝑀,𝜆 � KerD𝑀,−2−𝜆 . If 𝜆 ⩾ − 1

2
for 𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) or 𝜆 ⩽ − 1

2
for 𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS), then

KerD𝑀,−2−𝜆 is equal to CokerD𝑀,𝜆 .

(ii) If 𝑠 > 0 for 𝑀 = 𝐿 (AC) or 𝑠 < 0 for 𝑀 = 𝑃 (CS) such that −1 is the possibly only critical
rates in between −1 − 𝑠 and −1 + 𝑠 , then

indexD𝑀,−1+𝑠 = dim KerD𝑀,−1+𝑠 − dim KerD𝑀,−1−𝑠 =
𝑑−1

2

(iii) indexD𝐿,𝜆 = − indexD𝑃,𝜆 and

indexD𝐿,𝜆 =
∑︁
𝜆𝑖⩾−1

(𝑑−1,𝑖

2

+
∑︁

𝜁𝑖 ∈D𝐶𝑖∩(−1,𝜆𝑖 )
𝑑𝜁𝑖

)
−

∑︁
𝜆𝑖<−1

(𝑑−1,𝑖

2

+
∑︁

𝜁𝑖 ∈D𝐶𝑖∩(𝜆𝑖 ,−1)
𝑑𝜁𝑖

)
.

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of part (iii) of previous lemma. Now first part

of (i) follows from Proposition 3.60 and Proposition 3.69, and if 𝜆 as in second part of (i) we

use the fact that 𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑀,−2−𝜆 ⊂ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑀,𝜆

. To see (ii), observe from (i) and the wall crossing formula of

Lemma 3.70 that

dim KerD𝑀,−1+𝑠 − dim KerD𝑀,−1−𝑠 = dim KerD𝑀,−1−𝑠 − dim KerD𝑀,−1+𝑠 + 𝑑−1.

Finally, (iii) is an immediate consequences of (ii) and the wall crossing formula stated in the

Lemma 3.70. ■

Proposition 3.73 (Marshall [Mar02, section 5, Section 5.2.3, Table 5.1]). Let 𝐿 be a AC special
Lagrangian submanifold in C3. Let Σ be the link of the asymptotic cone. Then

dim kerD𝐿,−1 = 𝑏
1(𝐿) + 𝑏0(Σ) − 1.

3.5 Moduli space of conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds

Definition 3.74. For a 𝐺2-structure 𝜙 on 𝑌 , F𝜙 := {(𝑝,𝜐) : 𝜐 is a 𝐺2-framing at 𝑝 in 𝑌 } is a
principal 𝐺2-bundle over 𝑌 . LetP be the set of all co-closed 𝐺2 structures on 𝑌 . Then

F :=
⋃
𝜙∈P

F𝜙

Π−→ P × 𝑌

is a principal 𝐺2-bundle over P × 𝑌 . ♠

Definition 3.75. We define the universal space of conically singular (CS) submanifolds,

Scs := {(𝜙, 𝑃) : 𝑃 is a CS submanifold in (𝑌, 𝜙), 𝜙 ∈ P}.

and the universal moduli spaceMcs of CS associative submanifolds,

Mcs := {(𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ Scs : 𝑃 is a CS associative submanifold}.

There is a canonical projection map 𝜋 : Scs → P and we define the moduli space of CS

associative submanifolds in (𝑌, 𝜙) by

M
𝜙
cs

:= 𝜋−1(𝜙) ∩Mcs. ♠
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We will now define a topology on Mcs, called weighted 𝐶∞
-topology. The topology will

be defined by specifying a basis. The open sets in this basis will be constructed using end

conical (EC) tubular neighbourhood maps of only end conical singular (ECS) submanifolds (see

Definition 3.76). Indeed given an CS submanifold we will chose an ECS submanifold with an

EC tubular neighbourhood containing the CS submanifold (see Definition 3.77). Then we vary

the ECS submanifolds and the EC tubular neighbourhood maps. This will be done by choosing

suitable diffeomorphisms near the singular points.

Definition 3.76. Let 𝑃 be an end conical singular (ECS) submanifold of 𝑌 with end cone 𝐶 as

in Definition 3.53. Let Υ𝐶 : 𝑉𝐶 → 𝑈𝐶 be the conical tubular neighbourhood map of 𝐶 as in

Definition 3.41. A tubular neighbourhood map Υ𝑃 : 𝑉𝑃 → 𝑈𝑃 of 𝑃 is called end conical (EC) if
𝑉𝑃 and Υ𝑃 agree with Υ∗(𝑉𝐶 ) and Υ ◦ Υ𝐶 ◦ Υ−1

∗ on Υ
(
𝜄 ((0, 𝜀0) × Σ)

)
respectively. ♠

Definition 3.77. Let 𝑃 be a CS submanifold as in Definition 3.53. We define an end conical

singular submanifold 𝑃𝐶 which is diffeomorphic to
ˆ𝑃 but conical on the ends as follows

𝑃𝐶 := 𝐾𝑃 ∪
( 𝑚⋃
𝑖=1

(Υ𝑖 ◦ Υ𝐶𝑖 ) ((1 − 𝜌𝜀0
) (Ψ𝑖𝑃 − 𝜄𝑖))

)
.

Here 𝜌𝜀0
is the cut off function defined in (3.50).

We define

𝐶𝑖,𝜀0
:= 𝜄 ((0, 𝜀0) × Σ𝑖) and 𝐾𝑃𝐶 := 𝑃𝐶\

𝑚⋃
𝑖=1

Υ𝑖 (𝐶𝑖,𝜀0
) . ♠

Figure 5: Construction of ECS submanifold 𝑃𝐶 from a CS submanifold 𝑃 (here𝑚 = 1).

Definition 3.78. Let 𝑃 be an CS submanifold as in Definition 3.53. We choose a ECS submanifold

as in Definition 3.77. Let

Υ𝑃𝐶 : 𝑉𝑃𝐶 → 𝑈𝑃𝐶

be an EC tubular neighbourhood map of 𝑃𝐶 as in Definition 3.76. There is a section 𝛼 in

𝑉𝑃𝐶 ⊂ 𝑁𝑃𝐶 which is zero on 𝐾𝑃 and Υ𝑖∗ ◦ (Ψ𝑖
𝑃
− 𝜄𝑖) = 𝛼 ◦ Υ𝑖 such that Υ𝑃𝐶 (Γ𝛼 ) is 𝑃 . ♠

41



Denote

𝑉𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

:= 𝑉𝐶𝑖 |𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

, 𝑈𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

:= 𝑈𝐶𝑖 |𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

,

𝑃𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

:= 𝑃𝐶 |Υ𝑖 (𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0
)
, 𝑉𝑃𝐶𝑖,𝜀

0

:= 𝑉𝑃𝐶 |Υ𝑖 (𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0
)
.

The following commutative diagram helps us to keep track of the definitions above.

𝐶𝑖,𝜀0
𝑉𝐶𝑖,𝜀

0

𝑈𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

𝑃𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

𝑉𝑃𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

= Υ𝑖∗(𝑉𝐶𝑖,𝜀
0

) 𝑌\𝐾𝑌 .

Ψ𝑖
𝑃
−𝜄𝑖

Υ𝑖

Υ𝐶𝑖

Υ𝑖∗ Υ𝑖

𝛼

Υ𝑃𝐶

We will now define the weighted 𝐶∞
-topology on the moduli space Mcs by specifying a

basis.

Definition 3.79 (Weighted 𝐶∞-topology). Let 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙
cs
be a CS associative submanifold with

singularities at 𝑝𝑖 modeled on cones 𝐶𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚 as in Definition 3.53. Let Σ𝑖 be the link of

𝐶𝑖 . Set,

𝜏0 := (𝜙, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0) .
We choose a ECS submanifold as in Definition 3.77. Let Υ𝑃𝐶 : 𝑉𝑃𝐶 → 𝑈𝑃𝐶 be an EC tubular

neighbourhood map of 𝑃𝐶 as in Definition 3.76. Since the singular points 𝑝𝑖 and associative

cones 𝐶𝑖 are allowed to vary we need to also vary the 𝑃𝐶 and Υ𝑃𝐶 . This is done as follows.
By Theorem 1.3, there are tubular neighbourhoodmaps ΥΣ𝑖 : 𝑉Σ𝑖 → 𝑈Σ𝑖 of Σ𝑖 and obstruction

maps obΣ𝑖 : IΣ𝑖 → OΣ𝑖 . Let 𝑈𝜙 and 𝑈𝑝𝑖 be sufficiently small neighbourhoods of 𝜙 inP and 𝑝𝑖
in Υ𝑖

(
𝐵(0, 𝜀0)

)
⊂ 𝑌 respectively. Set

𝑈𝜏0
:= 𝑈𝜙 ×

( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖

)
×
( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

IΣ𝑖

)
.

The inclusion map of normal vector fields in Definition 2.17 induces smooth families of vector

fields

(3.80) IΣ𝑖
•̃−→ Vect(𝑉Σ𝑖 )

𝑑ΥΣ𝑖−−−→ Vect(𝑈Σ𝑖 ) ↩→ Vect(𝑆6)
𝜌𝜀

0
·

−−−→ Vect(𝐵(0, 𝑅)).

Lets denote the vector fields by 𝑣𝜉𝑖 whenever 𝜉𝑖 ∈ IΣ𝑖 . There are also another smooth family of

vector fields

(3.81) 𝑈𝜙 ×𝑈𝑝𝑖 → Vect(𝐵(0, 𝑅))

defined by (𝜙 ′, 𝑝′𝑖 ) ↦→ 𝜌𝜀0
𝑣𝜙 ′,𝑝′

𝑖
which is as follows. Given 𝜙 ′ ∈ 𝑈𝜙 and 𝑝′𝑖 ∈ 𝑈𝑝𝑖 there is a

𝑣𝜙 ′,𝑝′
𝑖
∈ 𝑀7(R) satisfying 𝑣𝜙 ′,𝑝′

𝑖
· (Υ𝑖)∗𝜙 (𝑝𝑖) = (Υ𝑖)∗𝜙 ′(𝑝′𝑖 ). The (3.80) and (3.81) together yield a

smooth family of vector fields

(3.82) 𝑈𝜙 ×
( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖

)
×
( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

IΣ𝑖

)
→

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Vect(𝐵(0, 𝑅)),
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that is,

𝜏 :=
(
𝜙𝜏 , (𝑝𝜏𝑖 ), (𝜉𝜏𝑖 )

)
↦→

(
𝑣𝜏𝑖 := 𝜌𝜀0

𝑣𝜙𝜏 ,𝑝𝜏𝑖 + 𝑣𝜉𝜏𝑖
)
.

The time-1 flows of the family of vector fields in (3.82) defines a smooth family of diffeo-

morphisms,

Φ : 𝑈𝜙 ×
( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖

)
×
( 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

IΣ𝑖

)
→

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Diff (𝐵(0, 𝑅)), 𝜏 ↦→ (Φ𝜏𝑖 )

In particular, the map Φ satisfies the following:

(i) Υ𝜏
𝑖

:= Υ𝑖 ◦ Φ𝜏
𝑖
is a 𝐺2-coordinate system at 𝑝𝜏

𝑖
for the 𝐺2-structure 𝜙𝜏 ,

(ii) Φ𝜏0

𝑖
is identity on 𝐵(0, 𝑅) and Φ𝜏

𝑖
is equal to identity outside 𝐵(0, 2𝜀0) for all 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0

.

For each 𝜏 in𝑈𝜏0
, we define

𝑃𝜏𝐶 :=

( 𝑚⋃
𝑖=1

Υ𝜏𝑖 ◦ (Υ𝑖)−1(𝑃𝐶 )
)
∪ 𝐾𝑃 and

Υ𝑃𝜏
𝐶

:=

( 𝑚⋃
𝑖=1

Υ𝜏𝑖 ◦ (Υ𝑖)−1 ◦ Υ𝑃𝐶
) ⋃

Υ𝑃𝐶 |𝐾𝑃
: 𝑉𝑃𝐶 → 𝑌 .

We choose a rate 𝜇 > 1 satisfying (1, 𝜇𝑖) ∩D𝐶𝑖𝜏
= ∅ for all 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0

, where 𝐶𝑖𝜏 are associative

cones with links ΥΣ𝑖 (𝜉𝜏𝑖 ), 𝜉𝜏𝑖 ∈ IΣ𝑖 . Here 𝑈𝜏0
is always chosen small enough so that we can

choose such a 𝜇. Finally, the basis of the weighted 𝐶∞-topology on the moduli spaceMcs is a

collection of all sets of the form

{
(
𝜙𝜏 , Υ𝑃𝜏

𝐶
(Γ𝑢)

)
: 𝑢 ∈ V𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇, 𝜏 ∈ V𝜏0

}

where V𝜏0
is an open set in𝑈𝜏0

and V𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇 is an open set in𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) := 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
∩𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ). Anyway

this definition will be independent of such choices of 𝜇 (see Remark 3.101). ♠

The following definition identifies two normal bundles 𝑁𝑃𝐶 and 𝑁𝑃 .

Definition 3.83. Let 𝑃 ∈ Mcs be a CS assocciative submanifold with an asymptotic cone 𝐶 . Let

𝑃𝐶 be an ECS submanifold as in Definition 3.77 and Υ𝑃𝐶 be an EC tubular neighbourhood map

as in Definition 3.76. Then there is a canonical bundle isomorphism as in Definition 2.17,

Θ𝐶𝑃 : 𝑁𝑃𝐶 → 𝑁𝑃. ♠

Definition 3.84. Let 𝑃 ∈ Mcs be an CS assocciative submanifold. Define𝔉 : 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) ×𝑈𝜏0

→
𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) by for all 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ), 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
and𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ),

⟨𝔉(𝑢, 𝜏),𝑤⟩𝐿2 :=

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤Υ
∗
𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 .

The notation 𝑤 in the integrand is the extension vector field of 𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) in the tubular

neighbourhood as in Notation 2.21. The 𝐿2
inner product we choose here is coming from the

canonical bundle isomorphism Θ𝐶
𝑃

: 𝑁𝑃𝐶 → 𝑁𝑃 as in Definition 3.83 and the induced metric

on 𝑁𝑃 of 𝑔𝜙 . ♠
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Figure 6: Construction of 𝑃𝜏
𝐶
, a small deformation of 𝑃𝐶 (here,𝑚 = 1).

Remark 3.85. Given a CS associative 𝑃 with 𝛼 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) representing 𝑃 as in Definition 3.76,

𝔉(𝛼, 𝜏0) = 0 where 𝜏0 is as in Definition 3.79. Moreover, for 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) and 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0

we have

Υ𝑃𝜏
𝐶
(Γ𝑢) ∈ Mcs iff𝔉(𝑢, 𝜏) = 0. ♣

Proposition 3.86. For 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
, the linearization of𝔉𝜏 := 𝔉(·, 𝜏) at 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ),

𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 : 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

→ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

is given for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

and𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃) by ⟨𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 (𝑣),𝑤⟩ =

´
Γ𝑢
𝜄𝑤L𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶

𝜓𝜏 ). This is same as

ˆ
Γ𝑢

∑︁
cyclic

permutaions

〈
[𝑒2, 𝑒3,∇𝑒1

𝑣],𝑤
〉
+
ˆ
Γ𝑢

⟨𝐻Γ𝑢 , 𝑣⟩𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) + 𝜄𝑤∇𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) + 𝜄∇𝑤𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ),

where {𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3} is a local orthonormal frame for 𝑇 Γ𝑢 and the associator ‘[·, ·, ·]’ is defined with
respect to Υ∗

𝑃𝐶
𝜏𝜙𝜏 .

Proof. For a family {𝑢 + 𝑡𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) : |𝑡 | ≪ 1} we have

𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0

F𝑢+𝑡𝑣 (𝑤) = 𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0

ˆ
Γ𝑢+𝑡𝑣

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) =

ˆ
Γ𝑢

L𝑣𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) =

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤L𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 )+𝜄 [𝑣,𝑤 ] (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) .

As [𝑣,𝑤] = 0 (see Notation 2.21), this is further equal to the following:

ˆ
Γ𝑢

∑︁
cyclic

permutaions

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) (∇𝑒1

𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +
ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄∇𝑤𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) + 𝜄𝑤∇𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 )

=

ˆ
Γ𝑢

〈 ∑︁
cyclic

permutaions

[𝑒2, 𝑒3,∇⊥
Γ𝑢 ,𝑒1

𝑣],𝑤
〉

+
ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) (∇∥

Γ𝑢 ,𝑒1

𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) + 𝜄∇𝑤𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) + 𝜄𝑤∇𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) . ■
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Corollary 3.87. Let 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) and 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0

. If Υ𝑃𝜏
𝐶
(Γ𝑢) ∈ Mcs, a CS associative submanifold

then 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 is given by the following: for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

and𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ),

⟨𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 (𝑣),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝑢

〈 ∑︁
cyclic

permutations

[𝑒2, 𝑒3,∇𝑒1
𝑣],𝑤

〉
+
ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤∇𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) . ■

Proposition 3.88. For 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
, the linearization of𝔉𝜏 at 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ), 𝑑F𝜏 |𝑢 is a formally self

adjoint first order differential operator.

Proof. For all 𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ), the difference 𝑑F𝜏 |𝑢 (𝑣) (𝑤) − 𝑑F𝜏 |𝑢 (𝑤) (𝑣) is

ˆ
Γ𝑢

L𝑣𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) − L𝑤𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) =

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤L𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) + 𝜄 [𝑣,𝑤 ] (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) − L𝑤𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶
𝜓𝜏 ) .

As [𝑣,𝑤] = 0 and 𝑑𝜓𝜏 = 0, this is equal to

´
Γ𝑢
𝜄𝑤𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏

𝐶

𝑑𝜓𝜏 ) − 𝑑 (𝜄𝑤𝜄𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶

𝜓𝜏 )) = 0. ■

Definition 3.89. Given a CS associative 𝑃 with 𝛼 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) representing 𝑃 as in Definition 3.76

and 𝜏0 is as in Definition 3.79, we define the differential operator 𝔏𝑃 : 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) → 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 )
by

𝔏𝑃𝑢 := 𝑑𝔉𝜏0 |𝛼 (𝑢) . ♠

Proposition 3.90. Given a CS associative 𝑃 with 𝛼 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) representing 𝑃 as in Definition 3.76

we have
𝔏𝑃 = (Θ𝐶𝑃 )

−1 ◦ D𝑃 ◦ Θ𝐶𝑃 ,

where D𝑃 : 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃) → 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑃) is the Fueter operator defined in Definition 2.23.

Proof. For all 𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) we have,

⟨𝔏𝑃𝑣,𝑤⟩𝐿2 = ⟨Θ𝐶𝑃𝔏𝑃𝑣,Θ
𝐶
𝑃𝑤⟩𝐿2 (𝑁𝑃 )

=

ˆ
Γ𝛼

〈 ∑︁
cyclic

permutations

[𝑒2, 𝑒3,∇⊥
𝑒1

𝑣],𝑤
〉
+
ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤∇𝑣 (Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 )

=

ˆ
𝑃

〈 ∑︁
cyclic

permutations

[𝑒2, 𝑒3,∇⊥
𝑒1

(Θ𝐶𝑃 𝑣)],Θ
𝐶
𝑃𝑤

〉
+
ˆ
𝑃

𝜄Θ𝐶
𝑃
𝑤∇Θ𝐶

𝑃
𝑣𝜓

= ⟨D𝑃Θ𝐶𝑃 𝑣,Θ
𝐶
𝑃𝑤⟩𝐿2 (𝑁𝑃 ) .

The equality before the last equality holds, because 𝑤 − Θ𝐶
𝑃
𝑤 ∈ 𝑇𝑃 and 𝑣 − Θ𝐶

𝑃
𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑃 , and

[·, ·, ·] |𝑃 = 0. ■

Proposition 3.91. The operator 𝔏𝑃 is a conically singular uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to
the conical operators D𝐶𝑖 .
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Proof. Since D𝑃 is elliptic and by Proposition 3.90 𝔏𝑃 = (Θ𝐶
𝑃
)−1 ◦D𝑃 ◦Θ𝐶𝑃 , we obtain that 𝔏𝑃 is

elliptic.

Without loss of generality we assume that 𝑚 = 1 and 𝐶 = 𝐶𝑖 . It remains to prove that

𝔏𝑃 is CS asymptotic to D𝐶 . We substitute below 𝑟 = 𝑒𝑡 and denote 𝐶𝑡 := (𝑡,∞) × Σ. For all
𝑣,𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝐶𝑡 ) we have

⟨𝑟 2𝑑𝔉𝜏0 |𝛼Υ∗(𝑟
−1𝑣), Υ∗𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
𝐶𝑡

𝑟𝜄𝑤L𝑣 (Υ∗𝐶Υ∗𝜓 )

=

ˆ
𝐶𝑡

𝑟𝜄𝑤L𝑣 (Υ∗𝐶𝜓0) +𝑂 (𝑒−𝑡 )∥𝑣 ∥𝑊 1,2 (𝑁𝐶 ) ∥𝑤 ∥𝐿2 (𝑁𝐶 ) .

By Proposition 3.95 (i) we get

⟨Υ∗𝔏𝑃𝑣,𝑤⟩𝐿2 (𝑁𝐶 ) = ⟨D𝐶𝑣,𝑤⟩𝐿2 (𝑁𝐶 ) +𝑂 (𝑟 𝜇−1)∥𝑣 ∥𝑊 1,2 (𝑁𝐶 ) ∥𝑤 ∥𝐿2 (𝑁𝐶 ) .

This completes the proof of the proposition. ■

Definition 3.92. Let 𝑃 be a CS associative submanifold and D𝑃 : 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃) → 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑃) be the
Fueter operator defined in Definition 2.23. Proposition 3.91 implies that it is a conically singular

uniformly elliptic operator. Therefore it has the following canonical extensions:

D𝑘,𝑝
𝑃,𝜆

:𝑊
𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑃,𝜆
→𝑊

𝑘,𝑝

𝑃,𝜆−1
, D𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,𝜆
: 𝐶

𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,𝜆
→ 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,𝜆−1
.

Similarly we have canonical extensions of the operator 𝔏𝑃 to weighted function spaces:

𝔏
𝑘,𝑝

𝑃,𝜆
:𝑊

𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜆
→𝑊

𝑘,𝑝

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜆−1
, 𝔏

𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,𝜆
: 𝐶

𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜆
→ 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜆−1
. ♠

Definition 3.93. Proposition 3.91 and Proposition 3.90 imply that D𝑃 is also a CS uniformly

elliptic operator and asymptotic to the conical operator D𝐶 . We define the asymptotic limit
map

𝑖𝑃,𝜆 : KerD𝑃,𝜆 → 𝑉𝜆

to be the map 𝑖𝑃,𝜆 defined in Lemma 3.70 for D𝑃 . ♠

Definition 3.94. For all 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
, the nonlinear map 𝑄𝜏 : 𝐶∞

𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) is defined by

𝑄𝜏 := 𝔉𝜏 − 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |0 −𝔉𝜏 (0) . ♠

Proposition 3.95. For all 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
and 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ), and 𝜂 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
we have

(i) |𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 (𝜂) − 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑣 (𝜂) | ≲ (𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝑢 − 𝑣 | + |∇⊥(𝑢 − 𝑣) |) (𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝜂 | + |∇⊥𝜂 |).

(ii) |𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜏 (𝑣) | ≲ (𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝑢 | + |∇⊥𝑢 | +𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝑣 | + |∇⊥𝑣 |) (𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝑢 − 𝑣 | + |∇⊥(𝑢 − 𝑣) |).

(iii) ∥𝑄𝜏 (𝑢)∥𝐶0

𝑃𝐶,𝜇−1

≲ ∥𝑄𝜏 (𝑢)∥𝐶0

𝑃𝐶,2𝜇−2

≲ ∥𝑢∥2

𝐶1

𝑃𝐶,𝜇

.
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Proof. Since 𝜏 is fixed by abusing notation we denote 𝜓𝜏 by 𝜓 . For all 𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) and

𝜂 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

we write

⟨𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑢 (𝜂) − 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑣 (𝜂),𝑤⟩ =
ˆ

1

0

𝑑

𝑑𝑡

(
𝑑F𝜏 |𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣 (𝜂) (𝑤)

)
𝑑𝑡

and using Proposition 3.86 this becomes

ˆ
1

0

( 𝑑
𝑑𝑡

ˆ
Γ𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣

𝐿𝜂𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓 )

)
𝑑𝑡 =

ˆ
1

0

ˆ
Γ𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣

𝐿(𝑢−𝑣)𝐿𝜂𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓 )𝑑𝑡 .

As, [𝑢 − 𝑣,𝑤] = 0 and [𝜂,𝑤] = 0 the last expression is same as

ˆ
1

0

ˆ
Γ𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣

𝜄𝑤𝐿(𝑢−𝑣)𝐿𝜂 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏
𝐶
𝜓 )𝑑𝑡 .

The required estimate in (i) now follows from Lemma A.1. The estimate in (ii) follows from (i)

after writing

𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜏 (𝑣) =
ˆ

1

0

𝑑𝑄𝜏 |𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣 (𝑢 − 𝑣)𝑑𝑡 =
ˆ

1

0

(
𝑑𝔉𝜏 |𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣 (𝑢 − 𝑣) − 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |0 (𝑢 − 𝑣)

)
𝑑𝑡 .

Finally (iii) follows from (ii). Indeed, substituting 𝑣 = 0 we have

𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,2𝜇−2 |𝑄𝜉 (𝑢) | ≲ 𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,2𝜇−2(𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,1 |𝑢 | + |∇⊥𝑢 |)2 ≲ (𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇 |𝑢 | +𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1 |∇⊥𝑢 |)2.

Since 𝜇 > 1 therefore𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1 |𝑄𝜉 (𝑢) | ≲ 𝑤𝑃𝐶 ,2𝜇−2 |𝑄𝜉 (𝑢) |. This completes the proof. ■

Proposition 3.96. For all 𝜏 ∈ 𝑈𝜏0
and 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) we have

∥𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜏 (𝑣)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

≲ ∥𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜏 (𝑣)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑃𝐶 ,2𝜇−2

≲ ∥𝑢 − 𝑣 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

(
∥𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

+ ∥𝑣 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

)
.

Proof. Since 𝜏 is fixed by abusing notation we again denote𝜓𝜏 by𝜓 . With the above notation and

appropriate product operation ‘·’, one can express L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 formally as a quadratic polynomial

L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 = 𝑂 (𝑓1) · 𝑢 · 𝑣 +𝑂 (𝑓2) · (𝑢 · ∇⊥𝑣 + 𝑣 · ∇⊥𝑢) +𝜓 · ∇⊥𝑢 · ∇⊥𝑣

where 𝑂 (𝑓1) := 𝜓 · ∇𝐵 + 𝜓 · 𝐵 · 𝐵 + 𝐵 · ∇𝜓 + ∇2𝜓 + 𝑅 · 𝜓 and 𝑂 (𝑓2) := ∇𝜓 + 𝐵 · 𝜓 . With this

observation and a similar computations as in Lemma A.1 one can prove the proposition. ■

Lemma 3.97. The linearization of𝔉(𝛼, 𝜙, ·) at (𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0) is

𝐿1 :

𝑚⊕
𝑖=1

(R7 ⊕ 𝑉1,𝑖) → 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

,

which is defined by

𝐿1(𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) =
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

𝔏𝑃 (𝜌𝜀0
Υ𝑖∗𝑛𝑖).
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that𝑚 = 1 and 𝐶 = 𝐶𝑖 . Suppose 𝜉 ∈ 𝑉1 and for

each 𝑡 small, 𝜏𝑡 := (𝜙, 𝑝, 𝑡𝜉). For all𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) we have

⟨𝐿1(𝜉),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0
𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏𝑡

𝐶

𝜓 ) =
ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤L(𝜌𝜀
0
𝜉 ) (Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 )

The last equality follows from Definition 3.79.

Suppose 𝑝 ∈ R7
and for each 𝑡 small, 𝜏𝑡 := (𝜙, Υ(𝑡𝑝), 0). For all𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) we have

⟨𝐿1(𝑝),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0
𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏𝑡

𝐶

𝜓 ) =
ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤L(𝜌𝜀
0
𝑝 ) (Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 )

The last equality follows from Definition 3.79. The lemma now follows from the proof of

Proposition 3.86. ■

Definition 3.98. Let 𝑃 be a CS associative as in Definition 3.53 asymptotic to 𝐶𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚.

Denote the cone of Σ𝑖 by 𝐶𝑖 . Let Σ𝑖 = ⊔𝑙𝑗=1
Σ 𝑗
𝑖
be the decomposition into connected components.

Let Mhol = ⊔𝑘∈𝐼Z𝑘 be a decomposition of the moduli space of closed holomorphic curves

in 𝑆6
as in Definition 1.4. Let Z

𝑗

𝑖
be the manifold in the above decomposition containing Σ 𝑗

𝑖
.

Set Z𝑖 =
∏𝑙

𝑗=1
Z
𝑗

𝑖
as in Definition 1.8. We also denote by Σ𝑖 the product

∏𝑙
𝑗=1

Σ 𝑗
𝑖
∈ Z𝑖 . Since

𝑇Σ𝑖Z𝑖 ⊂ 𝑇0IΣ𝑖 = 𝑉1,𝑖 , we define

˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z : 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

⊕
( 𝑚⊕
𝑖=1

(R7 ⊕ 𝑇Σ𝑖Z𝑖)
)
→ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

to be the restriction of the linearization of𝔉(·, 𝜙, ·) at (𝛼, 𝜙, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0), that is,

˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z(𝑢, 𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) = 𝔏𝑃𝑢 + 𝐿1(𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) .

The operators 𝔏𝑃 and 𝐿1 are as in Definition 3.89 and Lemma 3.97. The operator D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z :

𝐶∞
𝑃,𝜇

⊕
(⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
(R7 ⊕ 𝑇Σ𝑖Z𝑖)

)
→ 𝐶∞

𝑃,𝜇−1
is the operator

˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z under the identification map Θ𝐶
𝑃

(see Definition 3.83), that is,

D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z(𝑢, 𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) := Θ𝐶𝑃
˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z((Θ𝐶𝑃 )

−1𝑢, 𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) = D𝑃𝑢 + Θ𝐶𝑃𝐿1(𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚) ♠

Lemma 3.99. The linearization of𝔉(𝛼, ·, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0) at 𝜙 is

𝐿2 : 𝑇𝜙P → 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

,

which is defined by

⟨𝐿2( ˆ𝜙),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝐶 ˆ𝜓 ) +
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝜌𝜀0
Υ𝑖∗𝑋

𝑖
ˆ𝜙
),𝑤⟩𝐿2,

where ˆ𝜓 := 𝑑
𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0
𝜓𝑡 ,𝜓𝑡 = ∗𝜙𝑡𝜙𝑡 and 𝜙𝑡 := 𝜙 + 𝑡 ˆ𝜙 . The vector fields 𝑋 𝑖

ˆ𝜙
∈ 𝑀7(R) are 𝑣𝜙+ ˆ𝜙,𝑝𝑖

as in

Definition 3.79.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that𝑚 = 1 and 𝐶 = 𝐶𝑖 . Suppose ˆ𝜙 ∈ 𝑇𝜙P and for

each 𝑡 small, 𝜏𝑡 := (𝜙𝑡 , 𝑝, 0). For all𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) we have,

⟨𝐿2( ˆ𝜙),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=0
𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝜏𝑡

𝐶

𝜓𝑡 ) =
ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝐶 ˆ𝜓 ) +
ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤L(𝜌𝜀
0
𝑋 ˆ𝜙

) (Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 ). ■

Definition 3.100. Let P be the space of paths 𝝓 : [0, 1] → P which are smooth as section

over [0, 1] × 𝑌 . Equip P with the 𝐶∞
topology. Define the 1-parameter moduli space of CS

associatives by the fiber product

M
𝝓
cs

:= [0, 1] ×P Mcs. ♠

If 𝝓 ∈ P and (𝑡0, 𝑃) ∈ M
𝝓
cs
, we denote

ˆ𝜙 :=
𝑑

𝑑𝑡

��
𝑡=𝑡0

𝜙𝑡 , 𝑓𝑃 := 𝐿2( ˆ𝜙) ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝐶 ), , ˆ𝑓𝑃 := Θ𝐶𝑃 𝑓𝑃 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃)

where 𝐿2 and Θ𝐶
𝑃
are as in Lemma 3.99 and Definition 3.83 respectively. We define

¯𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z : R ⊕ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

⊕
( 𝑚⊕
𝑖=1

(R7 ⊕ 𝑇Σ𝑖Z𝑖)
)
→ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

by
¯𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z(𝑡, 𝑢̃) = ˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z𝑢̃ + 𝑡 𝑓𝑃 , where ˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z is defined in Definition 3.98. The operator D𝑃,𝜇,Z :

R ⊕ 𝐶∞
𝑃,𝜇

⊕
(⊕𝑚

𝑖=1
(R7 ⊕ 𝑇Σ𝑖Z𝑖)

)
→ 𝐶∞

𝑃,𝜇−1
is the operator

¯𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z under the identification map

Θ𝐶
𝑃
, that is,

D𝑃,𝜇,Z(𝑡, 𝑢̃) = D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z𝑢̃ + 𝑡 ˆ𝑓𝑃 ,

where D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z is again defined in Definition 3.98

Proof of Theorem 1.9. By Proposition 3.96, Proposition 3.86 and Lemma 3.97 we conclude

that the extension of the map F𝜙 := F(·, 𝜙, ·) to weighted Hölder spaces

𝔉𝜙,Z : 𝐶
2,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) ×

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖 ×
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 ∩ IΣ𝑖 → 𝐶
1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

is a well-defined smooth map. Here the rate 𝜇 is chosen as in Definition 3.79. By Proposition 3.69

we have that the linearization of𝔉𝜙,Z at (𝛼, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0), ˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z is a Fredholm operator.

Moreover, Proposition 3.72 implies that

index
˜𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z = −

𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑑−1,𝑖

2

+
∑︁

𝜆𝑖 ∈D𝐶𝑖∩(−1,1]
𝑑𝜆𝑖

)
+

𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

(7 + dimZ𝑖) = −
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

s-ind𝚫 (𝐶𝑖).

Applying the implicit function theorem to𝔉𝜙,Z and Proposition 3.65 of elliptic regularity we

obtain the existence of ob𝑃,Z in (i) (see [DK90, Proposition 4.2.19]) of the theorem except the

following. If 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶2,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) with 𝔉𝜙0,Z(𝑢, 𝜉) = 0 for some 𝜉 ∈ ∏𝑚

𝑖=1
𝑈𝑝𝑖 ×

∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 ∩ IΣ𝑖 , then

𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ). To prove this, we observe

0 = 𝔏𝑃𝔉𝜙,Z(𝑢, 𝜉) = 𝐴𝜉 (𝑢,∇⊥
𝑃𝐶
𝑢) (∇⊥

𝑃𝐶
)2𝑢 + 𝐵𝜉 (𝑢,∇⊥

𝑃𝐶
𝑢)
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Since 𝐴𝜉 (𝑢,∇⊥
𝑃𝐶
𝑢), 𝐵𝜉 (𝑢,∇⊥

𝑃𝐶
𝑢) ∈ 𝐶1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
, by a weighted version of Schauder elliptic regularity

for second order operator (similar to Proposition 3.65) we obtain 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶3,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
. By repeating this

argument we get higher regularity. This completes the proof of (i).

The proof of (ii) is similar to (i). Indeed, we replace𝔉𝜙,Z by𝔉𝝓,Z as follows. If 𝝓 ∈ P and

𝑡0 ∈ [0, 1], then there exists an interval 𝐼 ⊂ [0, 1] containing 𝑡0 such that 𝝓 (𝐼 ) ⊂ 𝑈𝜙𝑡
0

which

was defined in Definition 3.79. We define

𝔉𝝓,Z : 𝐼 ×𝐶2,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) ×

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖 ×
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 ∩ IΣ𝑖 → 𝐶
1,𝛾

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1

by 𝔉𝝓,Z(𝑡, ·) := 𝔉𝜙𝑡 ,Z, 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼 . The linearization of 𝔉𝝓,Z is
¯𝔏𝑃,𝜇,Z as in Definition 3.100. The

remaining proof is left to the reader. ■

Remark 3.101. If 𝜇′ lying in the same connected component of 𝜇 in (1, 2)\D𝐶 , then𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

(𝑉𝑃𝐶 )
satisfying𝔉𝜏 (𝑢) = 0 implies 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
′ (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ). To see this we write 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |0(𝑢) = −𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) −𝔉𝜏 (0).

By Proposition 3.95 we see that 𝑑𝔉𝜏 |0 is also a CS uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to D𝐶 .
Also we have 𝑄𝜏 (𝑢) ∈ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝑃𝐶 ,2𝜇−2

and𝔉𝜏 (0) ∈ 𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝑃𝐶 ,1. Therefore by Lemma 3.70 we can conclude

that 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇

′ (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ). ♣

3.6 Proof of genericity results: Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space and Taubes’ trick

Proof of Theorem 1.11. We prove that P
reg

cs,Z
is comeager in P in Lemma 3.106. The proof

of the fact thatP
reg

cs,Z
is comeager inP is similar. Then (i) and (ii) in Theorem 1.11 are direct

consequences of Theorem 1.9. ■

To prove Lemma 3.106 we would like to use the Sard-Smale theorem applied to the map

𝔉Z :𝑊
𝑘+1,𝑝

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇
(𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) ×𝑈𝜙 ×

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖 ×
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 ∩ IΣ𝑖 →𝑊
𝑘,𝑝

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1
,

We have chosen Sobolev spaces over Hölder spaces as the former is separable. The reader may

observe that all the above analysis will also go through with Sobolev spaces. A serious problem

here is that𝑈𝜙 ⊂ P is not a Banach manifold. The standard way to deal with this is to consider

P𝑘 , the space of all 𝐶
𝑘
co-closed 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 to enlarge𝑈𝜙 to a Banach manifold. This

comes with a drawback that the map𝔉 will have only finitely many derivatives and it needs

extra effort to check exactly how many in order to state the regularity of the moduli space. To

avoid all this we will instead use Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space P𝜀 ⊂ P of co-closed 𝐺2-structures. Since the

Sard-Smale theorem yields the genericity results in P𝜀 instead of P we use Taubes’ trick of

exhausting the moduli spaces by countable compact subsets (see Definition 3.102) to conclude

the genericity results in P. For more details on this idea, see [Wen21].

Definition 3.102. For every 𝑁,𝑚 ∈ N and Z =
∏𝑚
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 , we define M
𝜙

cs,𝑁 ,Z
⊂ M

𝜙

cs,Z
to be the

set of all CS associative submanifolds 𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝜙) with singularities at 𝑝𝑖 , cones 𝐶𝑖 with links

Σ𝑖 ∈ Z𝑖 , rates 𝜇𝑖 ∈ [1 + 1

𝑁
, 2 − 1

𝑁
], 𝐺2-coordinate systems Υ𝑖 : 𝐵(0, 𝑅) → 𝑌 and embeddings

Υ𝑖
𝑃

: (0, 2𝜀0) × Σ𝑖 → 𝐵(0, 𝑅), 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚 satisfying
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• 1 > 𝑅 ⩾ 4𝜀0 ⩾
1

𝑁
, |∇𝑘 IIΣ𝑖 | ⩽ 𝑁,Vol(Σ𝑖) ⩽ 𝑁 for all 𝑘 = 0, . . . 3,

• 𝑑Mhol (Σ𝑖 ,Z𝑖\Z𝑖) ⩾ 1

𝑁
,

• |∇𝑘 II𝐾𝑃 | ⩽ 𝑁 for all 𝑘 = 0, . . . 3 and Vol(𝑃) ⩽ 𝑁 ,

• |∇𝑘Υ𝑖 | ⩽ 𝑁 and | (∇⊥
𝐶
)𝑘 (Ψ𝑖

𝑃
− 𝜄) | ⩽ 𝑁𝑟 𝜇𝑖−𝑘 for all 𝑘 = 0, . . . 3.

We define P
reg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
⊂ P to be the set of all 𝜙 ∈ P for which every 𝑃 ∈ M

𝜙

cs,𝑁 ,Z
has the

property that D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z is surjective. ♠

Remark 3.103. Obviously,
P

reg

cs,Z
=

⋂
𝑁 ∈N

P
reg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
⊂ P. ♣

The following lemma about convergence of CS associative submanifolds can be deduced

from [She95].

Lemma 3.104. Let 𝜙𝑛 ∈ P be a sequence of 𝐺2-structures on 𝑌 converging to 𝜙 in P with 𝐶∞

topology. Fix 𝑁 ∈ N and Z, and let 𝑃𝑛 ∈ M
𝜙𝑛

cs,𝑁 ,Z
be a sequence of CS associative submanifolds.

Then there is a subsequence of 𝑃𝑛 converging to a CS associative 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙

cs,𝑁 ,Z
with weighted

𝐶∞-topology defined in Definition 3.79.

Lemma 3.105. For every 𝑁 ∈ N and Z,Preg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
is open inP.

Proof. The complement ofP
reg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
is closed. Indeed, it follows from Lemma 3.104 and the fact

that surjectivity is an open condition. ■

Lemma 3.106. For every 𝑁 ∈ N and Z, Preg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
is dense inP. HencePreg

cs,Z
is comeager in P.

To prove Lemma 3.106 we need Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space.

Definition 3.107. Let 𝐸 → 𝑀 be a vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold𝑀 with

or without boundary. For each integer 𝑘 ⩾ 0, we denote 𝐶𝑘 (𝐸) the Banach space of 𝐶𝑘 -sections

of 𝐸. Let E be the set of all sequences (𝜀𝑘 )∞𝑘=0
of positive real numbers with 𝜀𝑘 → 0. For each

𝜀 ∈ E, Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space of sections of 𝐸 is defined by

𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) := {𝑠 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝐸) : ∥𝑠 ∥𝐶𝜀 :=

∞∑︁
𝑘=0

𝜀𝑘 ∥𝑠 ∥𝐶𝑘 < ∞}.

A pre-order ≺ on E is defined by

𝜀 ≺ 𝜀′ iff lim sup

𝑘→∞

𝜀𝑘

𝜀′
𝑘

< ∞. ♠

Remark 3.108. As 𝑀 is compact, different 𝐶𝑘 norms for different smooth atlases of 𝑀 are

equivalent but the norm on Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space is an infinite sum, therefore it might not be

equivalent. But this not a big concern as no statement in any theorem will mention this space,

it will only be used inside the proofs and where we can fix an atlas. ♣
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Lemma 3.109 ([Wen19, Appendix B]). The Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 spaces 𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) have the following properties:

(i) 𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) is a separable Banach space and𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) ↩→ 𝐶∞(𝐸) is continuous. Moreover,𝐶𝜀′ (𝐸) ↩→
𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) is a continuos embedding if 𝜀 ≺ 𝜀′.

(ii) For every countable subset Q of 𝐶∞(𝐸) there exists an 𝜀0 ∈ E such that Q ⊂ 𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) for all
𝜀 ≺ 𝜀0. In particular,

𝐶∞(𝐸) =
⋃
𝜀∈E

𝐶𝜀 (𝐸) .

Lemma 3.110 (Doan and Walpuski [DW19, Proposition A.2]). Let 𝑃 be a CS associative in (𝑌, 𝜙)
with singularities at 𝑝 and rate 𝜇 ∈ (1, 2)\D𝐶 . Then for all 𝑤 ∈ coker𝔏𝑃,𝜇 = ker𝔏𝑃,−2−𝜇 there
exists a 3-form ˆ𝜙 ∈ 𝑇𝜙P supported away from 𝑝 such that

⟨𝐿2( ˆ𝜙),𝑤⟩𝐿2 ≠ 0, 𝐿2 is defined in Lemma 3.99.

Proof. By unique continuation, there exists an open set 𝑈 in the interior of 𝐾𝑃 on which 𝑤

does not vanish identically. Let 𝑉 be a tubular neighbourhood of𝑈 in 𝑌 . Choose a real valued

smooth function 𝑓 supported in 𝑉 such that 𝑑 𝑓 (𝑤) ⩾ 0 on 𝑈 and there exists a point in 𝑈

where 𝑑 𝑓 (𝑤) > 0. Let Θ ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ) be an extension of the 3-form vol𝑈 and 𝜄𝑤𝑑Θ |𝑉 = 0. Then

there exists a 3-form
ˆ𝜙 ∈ 𝑇𝜙P supported in 𝑉 such that

ˆ𝜓 = 𝑑 (𝑓Θ) ∈ Ω4(𝑌 ), where ˆ𝜓 is as in

Lemma 3.99. By Definition 3.79 we have 𝑋 ˆ𝜙
= 0 and Lemma 3.99 implies that

⟨𝐿2( ˆ𝜙),𝑤⟩𝐿2 =

ˆ
Γ𝛼

𝜄𝑤 (Υ∗𝑃𝐶 ˆ𝜓 ) =
ˆ
𝑈

𝑑 𝑓 (𝑤)vol𝑈 > 0. ■

Proof of Lemma 3.106. For each 𝜀 ∈ E, let Ω3

𝜀 (𝑌 ) be the Floer’s 𝐶𝜀 space of smooth 3-forms

on 𝑌 . We define

P𝜀 := P ∩ Ω3

𝜀 (𝑌 ) and Mcs,𝜀,Z := {(𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ Mcs,Z : 𝜙 ∈ P𝜀, 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙

cs,Z
}.

Suppose (𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ Mcs,𝜀,Z. Let 𝑝𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚 be the singular points of 𝑃 and 𝛼 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 )

representing 𝑃 as in Definition 3.76. Set 𝜏0 := (𝛼, 𝜙, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑚, 0, . . . , 0) and

𝑈𝜏0,𝜀,Z :=
(
𝑈𝜙 ∩P𝜀

)
×

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑈𝑝𝑖 ×
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

Z𝑖 .

Let𝔉𝜀,Z :𝑊
2,𝑝
𝜇 (𝑉𝑃𝐶 ) ×𝑈𝜏0,𝜀,Z →𝑊

1,𝑝

𝑃𝐶 ,𝜇−1
be the restriction of𝔉. We define

M
reg

cs,𝜀,Z
:= {(𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ Mcs,𝜀,Z : 𝑑𝔉𝜀,Z |𝜏0

is surjective}.

By the Implicit function theorem [MS12, Theorem A.3.3] we obtain thatM
reg

cs,𝜀,Z
is a separable

Banach manifold. Moreover by [MS12, Lemma A.3.6] we see that the canonical projection map

𝜋𝜀,Z : M
reg

cs,𝜀,Z
→ P𝜀 is a Fredholm map. Therefore again by [MS12, Theorem A.3.3] we conclude

that there exists a comeager subsetP
reg

𝜀,cs,Z
⊂ P𝜀 having the property that for each 𝜙 ∈ P

reg

𝜀,cs,Z

the linear operator D̃𝑃,𝜇,Z is surjective for all 𝑃 with (𝜙, 𝑃) ∈ M
reg

cs,𝜀,Z
.
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With this preparation we are now ready to prove the lemma. Suppose 𝜙0 ∈ P. We can

choose 𝜀 sufficiently small so that 𝜙0 ∈ P𝜀 . By Lemma 3.110 and Lemma 3.109 we can conclude

that if 𝑃 ∈ M
𝜙0

cs,Z
then (𝜙0, 𝑃) ∈ M

reg

cs,𝜀,Z
for all sufficiently small 𝜀. SinceP

reg

𝜀,cs,Z
is dense inP𝜀 ,

there exists a sequence 𝜙𝑛 ∈ P
reg

𝜀,cs,Z
converging to 𝜙0 in 𝐶𝜀-topology and hence in 𝐶∞

-topology.

Our claim is that 𝜙𝑛 ∈ P
reg

cs,𝑁 ,Z
for all 𝑛 sufficiently large. If not, then there is a subsequence

𝑃𝑛 ∈ M
𝜙𝑛

cs,𝑁 ,Z
such that D̃𝑃𝑛,𝜇𝑛,Z are not surjective. By Lemma 3.104 we obtain that 𝑃𝑛 converges

to a CS associative 𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝜙0). Since (𝜙0, 𝑃) ∈ M
reg

cs,𝜀,Z
therefore (𝜙𝑛, 𝑃𝑛) ∈ M

reg

cs,𝜀,Z
for all 𝑛

sufficiently large which contradicts to the fact that D̃𝑃𝑛,𝜇𝑛,Z are not surjective. ■

4 Desingularizations of conically singular associative submanifolds

Let (𝑌, 𝜙) be a co-closed𝐺2-manifold. We will glue a conically singular (CS) associative submani-

fold 𝑃 in (𝑌, 𝜙) with singularity at one point and rescaled asymptotically conical (AC) associative

submanifolds 𝜀𝐿 in R7
with 𝜀 > 0 to construct closed approximate associative submanifolds

𝑃𝜀 . We have seen in Theorem 2.26 that for generic co-closed 𝐺2 structures the moduli space of

closed associative submanifolds is 0-dimensional and therefore we can not expect to deform the

𝑃𝜀 to associative submanifolds
˜𝑃𝜀 (desingularization) in (𝑌, 𝜙). In this section we will see that

under some hypothesis we can do this in a 1-parameter family of co-closed 𝐺2-structures12.

4.1 Approximate associative desingularizations

Let 𝑃 be a CS associative submanifold of a co-closed 𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙) with a singularity at

𝑝 , rate 𝜇 ∈ (1, 2], cone 𝐶 as in Definition 3.53. Let 𝐿 be an AC associative submanifold in R7

with the same cone 𝐶 and rate 𝜈 < 1 as in Definition 3.42. The real numbers 𝑅, 𝑅∞, 𝜀0 are as in

Definition 3.42 and Definition 3.53. Let 𝑃𝐶 , 𝑁𝑃𝐶 , 𝐾𝑃𝐶 be as in Definition 3.77 and 𝐿𝐶 , 𝑁𝐿𝐶 , 𝐾𝐿𝐶
be as in Definition 3.49.

Let 𝝓 ∈ P be a path of co-closed𝐺2-structures and 𝑡0 ∈ (0, 1) such that 𝝓 (𝑡0) = 𝜙𝑡0 = 𝜙 . Set
𝜏0 := (𝜙, 𝑝,𝐶). Let𝑈𝜏0

be as in Definition 3.79. Let 𝑇 > 0 be sufficiently small such that for each

𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ) we have
𝜏𝑡 := (𝜙𝑡 , 𝑝,𝐶) ∈ 𝑈𝜏0

.

Let Υ𝜏𝑡 , 𝑃𝜏𝑡
𝐶

and Υ𝑃𝜏𝑡
𝐶

be as in Definition 3.79.

Definition 4.1. For any sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0, we define a closed 3-dimensional submanifold

𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 of 𝑌 as follows. For a real number 0 < 𝑞 < 1 we define a real number, 𝛿 := (𝜀𝑅∞)𝑞 . Then
for sufficiently small 𝜀 we have

𝜀𝑅∞ < 2𝜀𝑅∞ < 𝛿 < 2𝛿 < 𝛿
1

2 < 2𝛿
1

2 < 𝜀0 < 2𝜀0 < 𝑅.

We use the notation 𝐴(𝑎, 𝑏) for the annulus {𝑥 ∈ R7
: 𝑎 < |𝑥 | < 𝑏}. For any 𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ),

we define

𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 := 𝑃+𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

⋃
𝑃−
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

12One can generalize this by using similar analysis to multiple isolated points and glue that many asymptotically

conical associative submanifolds in R7
but in that case one need to desingularize in higher dimensional parameter

space of co-closed 𝐺2 structures, which we will not cover in this article.
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Figure 7: AC submanifold 𝜀𝐿𝐶 and CS submanifold 𝑃
𝜏𝑡
𝐶
.

where

𝑃+𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 := Υ𝜏𝑡
(
𝜀𝐾𝐿𝐶 ∪ (𝐶 ∩𝐴(𝜀𝑅∞, 2𝛿))

)
and 𝑃−

𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 := Υ𝜏𝑡 (𝐶 ∩𝐴(𝛿, 2𝜀0)) ∪ 𝐾𝑃𝐶 .

Here (Υ𝜏𝑡 )−1(𝑃+
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

) ⊂ 𝜀𝐿𝐶 and 𝑃−
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

⊂ 𝑃
𝜏𝑡
𝐶
. ♠

Figure 8: 𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 : gluing of 𝜀𝐿𝐶 and 𝑃
𝜏𝑡
𝐶
.

Notation 4.2. If 𝑡 = 𝑡0 then we will now on omit the subscript 𝑡 . ▶

Definition 4.3. The normal bundles 𝑁 (𝜀𝐿𝐶 ) and 𝑁𝑃𝐶 can be glued to get a normal bundle

𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 = 𝑁𝑃+𝜀,𝐶 ∪ 𝑁𝑃−
𝜀,𝐶 .

The scaling 𝑠𝜀 : R7 → R7
, 𝑥 ↦→ 𝜀𝑥 induces an isomorphism 𝑠𝜀∗ : 𝑁𝐿𝐶 → 𝑁 (𝜀𝐿𝐶 ) defined by

𝑠𝜀∗𝜈 (𝑥) := 𝜀𝜈 (𝜀−1𝑥) .

We have a tubular neighbourhood map

Υ𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 := Υ𝑃+
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

∪ Υ𝑃−
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

: 𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 → 𝑌

where (Υ𝜏𝑡 )−1 ◦ Υ𝑃+
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

◦ Υ𝜏𝑡∗ is the restriction of 𝑠𝜀 ◦ Υ𝐿𝐶 ◦ 𝑠𝜀−1

∗ and Υ𝑃−
𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

is the restriction of

Υ𝑃𝜏𝑡
𝐶
. ♠
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Definition 4.4 (Approximate associative desingularization). Let 𝛼 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝐶 ) and 𝛽 ∈
𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) be as in Definition 3.78 and Definition 3.51 representing 𝑃 and 𝐿 respectively. We

define the approximate associative desingularization 𝑃1

𝜀,𝑡 by

𝑃1

𝜀,𝑡 := Υ𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 (𝛼1

𝜀 ),

where 𝛼1

𝜀 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) is

(4.5) 𝛼1

𝜀 := 𝜌𝛿Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) + (1 − 𝜌𝛿 )𝛼.

If there exists 𝜆0 < 𝜈 such that

(i) (𝜆0, 𝜈] ∩D = {𝜆1, . . . , 𝜆𝑙 } with 𝜆1 < · · · < 𝜆𝑙 ,

(ii) there exist 𝑠0 > 0 and 𝛼𝑖 ∈ ker𝔏𝑃,𝜆𝑖 , 𝛽𝑖 ∈ 𝑉𝜆𝑖 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑙 such that

| (∇⊥
𝐶 )𝑘 (𝛽 −

𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛽𝑖) | = 𝑂 (𝑟max{𝜆0,2𝜈−1}−𝑘 ) as 𝑟 → ∞ for all 𝑘 ∈ N ∪ {0}

and

| (∇⊥
𝐶 )𝑘 (Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝛼𝑖 − 𝛽𝑖) | = 𝑂 (𝑟𝜆𝑖+𝑠0−𝑘 ) as 𝑟 → 0 for all 𝑘 ∈ N ∪ {0},

we can define the improved approximate associative desingularization 𝑃2

𝜀,𝑡 by

𝑃2

𝜀,𝑡 := Υ𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶 (𝛼2

𝜀 ),

where

♠(4.6) 𝛼2

𝜀 := 𝜌𝛿Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) +
(
1 − 𝜌𝛿

) ( 𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝛼𝑖 + 𝛼
)
.

Notation 4.7. We denote by 𝑃𝜀,𝑡 either 𝑃
1

𝜀,𝑡 or 𝑃
2

𝜀,𝑡 and by 𝛼𝜀 either 𝛼
1

𝜀 or 𝛼
2

𝜀 as in Definition 4.4.

We denote

𝜈0 := max{𝜆0, 2𝜈 − 1}

and

𝔠𝑞 := min{(1 − 𝑞) (1 − 𝜈), 𝑞(𝜇 − 1)}.13 ▶

Definition 4.8. The map
˜𝔉𝜀 : 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) × (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) is defined by

⟨ ˜𝔉𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡),𝑤⟩𝐿2 :=

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤Υ
∗
𝑃𝜀,𝑡,𝐶

𝜓𝑡

where 𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ), 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) and𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ). The notation𝑤 in the integrand is

the extension vector field of𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) in the tubular neighbourhood as inNotation 2.21. ♠
13It implies that 𝜀𝔠𝑞 ≲ max{𝜀1−𝜈𝛿𝜈−1, 𝛿𝜇−1} ≲ 𝜀𝔠𝑞 .
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Figure 9: 𝑃𝜀,𝑡 : approximate associative desingularization.

Notation 4.9. We denote
˜𝔉𝜀 (·, 𝑡) by𝔉𝜀,𝑡 . If 𝑡 = 𝑡0 we omit the subscript 𝑡 . ▶

Definition 4.10. The linearization of𝔉𝜀 at 𝛼𝜀 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) is denoted by 𝔏𝑃𝜀 , that is,

𝔏𝑃𝜀 := 𝑑𝔉𝜀 |𝛼𝜀 : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) . ♠

Definition 4.11. Let 𝛽 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) be as in Definition 3.51 representing 𝐿. We define the

differential operator 𝔏𝐿 : 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) → 𝐶∞

𝑐 (𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) by

𝔏𝐿𝑢 := 𝑑𝔉𝐴𝐶|𝛽 (𝑢),

where the map𝔉𝐴𝐶 : 𝐶∞
𝐿,𝜈

(𝑉𝐿𝐶 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) is defined by

⟨𝔉𝐴𝐶 (𝑢),𝑤⟩𝐿2 :=

ˆ
Γ𝑢

𝜄𝑤Υ
∗
𝐿𝐶
𝜓𝑒 , 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶∞𝐶∞

𝐿,𝜈 (𝑉𝐿𝐶 ),𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞
𝑐 (𝑁𝐿𝐶 ) . ♠

Remark 4.12. 𝔏𝐿 is a AC uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to D𝐶 . Moreover, there is a

identification map Θ𝐶
𝐿

: 𝑁𝐿𝐶 → 𝑁𝐿 similar to Θ𝐶
𝑃
(see Definition 3.83, Definition 3.92) such that

D𝐿 = Θ𝐶𝐿𝔏𝐿 (Θ
𝐶
𝐿 )

−1. ♣

Proposition 4.13. 𝔏𝑃𝜀 is a formally self adjoint elliptic operator for all sufficiently small 𝜀.

Proof. 𝔏𝑃𝜀 is a formally self adjoint operator follows from same arguments as in Proposition 3.88.

It remains to prove that 𝔏𝑃𝜀 is an elliptic operator. We denote the restrictions of 𝔏𝑃𝜀 over 𝑃
±
𝜀,𝐶

by 𝔏𝑃±𝜀 . By Proposition 3.95 we obtain that

𝔏𝑃−
𝜀
= 𝑑𝔉𝜏0 |𝛼 +𝑂 (𝜀𝔠𝑞 ) = 𝔏𝑃 +𝑂 (𝜀𝔠𝑞 ) .

Similar to Proposition 3.95 for AC associatives in R7
and the fact that Υ∗𝜓 = (Υ∗𝜓 ) (0) +𝑂 (𝑟 ),

we get

𝔏𝑃+𝜀 = Υ∗𝔏𝜀𝐿Υ
−1

∗ +𝑂 (𝜀𝔠𝑞 ) = 𝜀−1(Υ∗𝑠𝜀∗)𝔏𝐿 (Υ∗𝑠𝜀∗)−1 +𝑂 (𝜀𝔠𝑞 ).
Since 𝔏𝑃 and 𝔏𝐿 are elliptic, therefore 𝔏𝑃𝜀 is an elliptic operator for all sufficiently small 𝜀. ■
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4.2 Weighted function spaces and estimates

Definition 4.14. For each 𝑙 ∈ R, a weight function𝑤𝜀,𝑙 : 𝑃𝜀,𝐶 → (0,∞) is any smooth function

on 𝑃𝜀,𝐶 such that if 𝑥 = Υ(𝑟, 𝜎) ∈ Υ(𝐵(0, 𝑅)) then

𝑤𝜀,𝑙 (𝑥) = (𝜀 + 𝑟 )−𝑙 .

Let 𝑘 ⩾ 0, 𝛾 ∈ (0, 1). For a continuous section 𝑢 of 𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 we define the weighted 𝐿∞ norm and

the weighted Hölder semi-norm respectively by

∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙

:= ∥𝑤𝜀,𝑙𝑢∥𝐿∞ (𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) , [𝑢]
𝐶

0,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

:= [𝑤𝜀,𝑙−𝛾𝑢]𝐶0,𝛾 (𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) .

For a continuous section 𝑢 of 𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 with 𝑘 continuous derivatives we define the weighted 𝐶𝑘

norm and the weighted Hölder norm respectively by

∥𝑢∥𝐶𝑘
𝜀,𝑙

:=

𝑘∑︁
𝑗=0

∥(∇⊥
𝑃𝜀,𝐶

) 𝑗𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙− 𝑗

, ∥𝑢∥
𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

:= ∥𝑢∥𝐶𝑘
𝜀,𝑙
+ [(∇⊥

𝑃𝜀,𝐶
)𝑘𝑢]

𝐶
0,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙−𝑘
.

We define the weighted Hölder space 𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,𝑙

, the weighted 𝐶𝑘-space 𝐶𝑘
𝜀,𝑙

and the weighted 𝐿∞-
space 𝐿∞

𝜀,𝑙
to be the 𝐶𝑘,𝛾 , 𝐶𝑘 and 𝐿∞ spaces with the weighted Hölder norm ∥·∥

𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

, weighted

𝐶𝑘 -norm ∥·∥𝐶𝑘
𝜀,𝑙
and weighted 𝐿∞-norm ∥·∥𝐿∞

𝜀,𝑙
respectively. ♠

Definition 4.15. The map
˜𝔉𝜀 : 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) × (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ) → 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) can be written as

˜𝔉𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡) := 𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 + (𝑡 − 𝑡0) 𝑓𝜀 + ˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡) + 𝑒𝜀,

where 𝑒𝜀 := 𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) and

𝑓𝜀 :=
𝑑𝔉𝜀,𝑡 (𝛼𝜀)

𝑑𝑡

���
𝑡=𝑡0

∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) . ♠

Proposition 4.16 (Schauder estimate). There exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 such that for all 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

we have
∥𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

⩽ 𝐶
(
∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙−1

+ ∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙

)
.

Proof. For 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙
, define 𝑢± by restricting 𝑢 over 𝑃±

𝜀,𝐶,
. Using the Schauder estimates in

Proposition 3.65 and Proposition 3.95 we obtain

∥𝑢− ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

≲ ∥𝑢− ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,𝑙

≲ ∥𝔏𝑃𝑢− ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑃,𝑙−1

+ ∥𝑢− ∥𝐿∞
𝑃,𝑙
≲ ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢− ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙−1

+ 𝜀𝔠𝑞 ∥𝑢− ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

+ ∥𝑢− ∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙

Similarly

∥𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

≲ 𝜀−𝑙+1∥𝑠𝜀−1

∗ Υ−1

∗ 𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,𝑙

≲ 𝜀−𝑙+1∥𝔏𝐿𝑠𝜀−1

∗ Υ−1

∗ 𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝐿,𝑙−1

+ 𝜀−𝑙+1∥𝑠𝜀−1

∗ Υ−1

∗ 𝑢+∥𝐿∞
𝐿,𝑙

≲ 𝜀−1∥Υ∗𝑠𝜀∗𝔏𝐿𝑠𝜀−1

∗ Υ−1

∗ 𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,𝑙−1

+ ∥𝑢+∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙

≲ ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,𝑙−1

+ 𝜀𝔠𝑞 ∥𝑢+∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,𝑙

+ ∥𝑢+∥𝐿∞
𝜀,𝑙
. ■
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Proposition 4.17 (Error estimate). The error 𝑒𝜀 = 𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) can be estimated as follows:

∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

≲

{
𝛿𝜇 if 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼1

𝜀 and 0 < 𝑞 ⩽ 1−𝜈
𝜇−𝜈

𝛿𝜇 + 𝜀1−𝜈0𝛿𝜈0 + 𝜀2(1−𝜈 ) if 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼2

𝜀 and
𝜈−𝜈0

𝜈+𝜇−1+𝑠0−𝜈0

⩽ 𝑞 < 1

where 𝜈0 = max{𝜆0, 2𝜈 − 1} and 𝛿 = 𝜀𝑞 .

Proof. Let 𝜙𝑒 be the standard 𝐺2-structure on R7
and 𝐶 be a cone. Since |𝜙 − Υ∗𝜙𝑒 | = 𝑂 (𝑟 ) on

𝐵(0, 𝑅) therefore over 𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ∩ Υ(𝐵(0, 𝑅)) we have

|𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) | ≲ |𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) −𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, Υ∗𝜙𝑒) | ≲ |𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, Υ∗𝜙𝑒) | + 𝑟 .

Case 1: Suppose 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼1

𝜀 . Then over 𝑃𝜀,𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 2𝛿)), 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼 and hence 𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) = 0. Over

𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ∩ Υ(𝐵(0, 𝛿)) we have 𝛼𝜀 = Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) and therefore𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, Υ∗𝜙𝑒) = 0. Over 𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ∩ Υ(𝐴(𝛿, 2𝛿))
we have

|𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, Υ∗𝜙𝑒) | ≲ |∇𝛼𝜀 | ≲ 𝑟 𝜇−1 + 𝜀1−𝜈𝑟 𝜈−1.

Here the last inequality uses the assumption that 0 < 𝑞 ⩽ 1−𝜈
𝜇−𝜈 where 𝛿 = (𝜀𝑅∞)𝑞 . From these

estimates we conclude that ∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶0

𝜀,−1

≲ 𝛿𝜇 . A similar computation with Hölder seminorm

and higher derivatives will prove that ∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

≲ 𝛿𝜇 .

Case 2: Suppose 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼2

𝜀 . Over 𝑃𝜀,𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 2𝛿)) we have

|𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) | ≲
(
𝑟−1

�� 𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝛼𝑖
�� + �� 𝑙∑︁

𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖∇𝛼𝑖
��)2

≲
𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝜀−1𝑟 )2(𝜆𝑖−1) ≲ (𝜀−1𝑟 )2(𝜈−1) .

Over 𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ∩ Υ(𝐴(𝛿, 2𝛿)) we have 𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, Υ∗𝜙𝑒) = D𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) + 𝑄𝐶 (𝛼𝜀). The term |D𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) | can be

estimated as follows.

|D𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) | ≲ |∇𝜌𝛿 |
��𝑠𝜀∗𝛽 − 𝑙∑︁

𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝛼𝑖 − 𝛼
�� + |D𝐶 (𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) | +

��D𝐶 ( 𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝛼𝑖 + 𝛼)
��

≲ (𝜀−1𝑟 )𝜈0−1 + 𝑟 𝜇−1 + (𝜀−1𝑟 )2(𝜈−1) + 𝑟 𝜇−1

𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝑟𝜆𝑖+𝑠0−1 + 𝑟 2(𝜇−1) .

If 𝑞 ⩾ 𝜈−𝜈0

𝜈+𝜇−1+𝑠0−𝜈0

then we have

𝜀1−𝜆𝑖𝑟𝜆𝑖+𝜇+𝑠0−2 ≲ 𝜀1−𝜈𝑟 𝜈+𝜇+𝑠0−2 ≲ (𝜀−1𝑟 )𝜈0−1.

The term |𝑄𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) | can be estimated as follows.

|𝑄𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) | ≲ (𝑟−1 |𝛼𝜀 | + |∇𝛼𝜀 |)2 ≲ (𝜀−1𝑟 )2(𝜈−1) + 𝑟 2(𝜇−1) .

Hence

∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶0

𝜀,−1

≲ 𝛿𝜇 + 𝜀1−𝜈0𝛿𝜈0 + 𝜀2(1−𝜈 ) .

A similar computation with Hölder seminorm and higher derivatives will also prove that

∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

≲ 𝛿𝜇 + 𝜀1−𝜈0𝛿𝜈0 + 𝜀2(1−𝜈 )
. ■
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Proposition 4.18 (Quadratic estimate). For any 𝜀 > 0 there exists 0 < 𝑇𝜀 < 𝑇 such that for all
𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ), 𝜂 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) and 𝑡1, 𝑡2 ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇𝜀, 𝑡0 +𝑇𝜀) the following estimates hold.

(i) |𝑑𝔉𝜀 |𝑢 (𝜂) − 𝑑𝔉𝜀 |𝑣 (𝜂) | ≲ (𝑤𝜀,1 |𝑢 − 𝑣 | +𝑤𝜀,0 |∇⊥(𝑢 − 𝑣) |) (𝑤𝜀,1 |𝜂 | + |𝑤𝜀,0∇⊥𝜂 |),

(ii) ∥𝑄𝜀 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜀 (𝑣)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

≲ 𝜀−1∥𝑢 − 𝑣 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

(
∥𝑢 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ ∥𝑣 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

)
.

(iii) ∥ ˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡1) − ˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑣, 𝑡2)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

≲ 𝜀−1

(
∥𝑢 − 𝑣 ∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡1 − 𝑡2 |
) (
∥𝑢 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ ∥𝑣 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡1 − 𝑡0 | + |𝑡2 − 𝑡0 |
)
.

Proof. The proofs are exactly like Proposition 3.95, Proposition 3.96. An important observation

here is that one can express L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 over 𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 formally as a quadratic polynomial

L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 = 𝑂 (𝑓1,𝜀) · 𝑢 · 𝑣 +𝑂 (𝑓2,𝜀) · (𝑢 · ∇⊥𝑣 + 𝑣 · ∇⊥𝑢) +𝜓 · ∇⊥𝑢 · ∇⊥𝑣

where 𝑂 (𝑓1,𝜀) = 𝑂 (𝑤𝜀,1) and 𝑂 (𝑓2,𝜀) = 𝑂 (𝑤𝜀,0). Finally to see (ii) we write 𝑄𝜀 (𝑢) −𝑄𝜀 (𝑣) as
ˆ

1

0

𝑑𝑄𝜀 |𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣 (𝑢 − 𝑣)𝑑𝑡 =
ˆ

1

0

(
𝑑𝔉𝜀 |𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣 (𝑢 − 𝑣) − 𝑑𝔉𝜀 |𝛼𝜀 (𝑢 − 𝑣)

)
𝑑𝑡

and (ii) follows from (i). To prove (iii) we only observe that
˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡1) − ˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑣, 𝑡2) is equal to

ˆ
1

0

(
𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣,𝑡𝑡

1
+(1−𝑡 )𝑡

2
) (𝑢 − 𝑣, 0) − 𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝛼𝜀 ,𝑡𝑡1+(1−𝑡 )𝑡2 )

(𝑢 − 𝑣, 0)
)
𝑑𝑡

+
ˆ

1

0

(
𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝛼𝜀 ,𝑡𝑡1+(1−𝑡 )𝑡2 )

(𝑢 − 𝑣, 0) − 𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝛼𝜀 ,𝑡0 )
(𝑢 − 𝑣, 0)

)
𝑑𝑡

+
ˆ

1

0

(
𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣,𝑡𝑡

1
+(1−𝑡 )𝑡

2
) (0, 𝑡1 − 𝑡2) − 𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣,𝑡

0
) (0, 𝑡1 − 𝑡2)

)
𝑑𝑡

+
ˆ

1

0

(
𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝑡𝑢+(1−𝑡 )𝑣,𝑡

0
) (0, 𝑡1 − 𝑡2) − 𝑑 ˜𝔉𝜀 | (𝛼𝜀 ,𝑡0 )

(0, 𝑡1 − 𝑡2)
)
𝑑𝑡 . ■

Definition 4.19. Denote the asymptotic limit maps (see Lemma 3.70) 𝑖𝑃,0 and 𝑖𝐿,0 by 𝑖𝑃 and 𝑖𝐿
respectively. We define

(i) the matching kernel K𝔪
by

K𝔪
:= {(𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 ) ∈ ker𝔏𝐿,0 × ker𝔏𝑃,0 : 𝑖𝐿 (𝑢𝐿) = 𝑖𝑃 (𝑢𝑃 )},

(ii) the approximate kernel of 𝔏𝑃𝜀 by

K𝔪
𝜀 := {𝜌 𝛿

2

Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝑢𝐿) + (1 − 𝜌2𝛿 )𝑢𝑃 : (𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 ) ∈ K𝔪},

(iii) X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 := {𝑢 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0
: ⟨(Υ∗𝑠𝜀∗)−1𝑢,𝑢𝐿⟩𝐿2

𝐾𝐿

= ⟨𝑢,𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝐾𝑃

= 0 ∀ (𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 ) ∈ K𝔪}. ♠
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Proposition 4.20 (Linear estimate I). Fix a real number 𝜔 > 0. For any sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0,
there exists a constant 𝐶𝜔 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that for all 𝑢 ∈ X

𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 , we have

∥𝑢∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

⩽ 𝐶𝜔𝜀
−𝜔 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

.

Proof. By Schauder estimate in Proposition 4.16 it is enough to prove that

∥𝑢∥𝐿∞
𝜀,0
⩽ 𝐶𝜔𝜀

−𝜔 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

.

We prove this by contradiction. If this is not true then there exist a decreasing sequence 𝜀𝑛 → 0

as 𝑛 → ∞ and 𝑢𝑛 in X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀𝑛 such that

∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐿∞
𝜀𝑛,0

= 1, 𝜀−𝜔𝑛 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−1

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

Denote the restrictions of 𝑢𝑛 over 𝑃
±
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

by 𝑢±𝑛 . We define 𝑢𝑛,𝑃 := 𝑢−𝑛 and 𝑢𝑛,𝐿 := 𝜀𝑛 (Υ∗𝑠𝜀𝑛 ∗)−1𝑢+𝑛 .
By Schauder estimate in Proposition 4.16 we have ∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,0

is bounded and hence ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0

,

∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,0

are also bounded. The Arzelà-Ascoli theorem implies that there exist subsequences

which we call again 𝑢𝑛,𝑃 and 𝑢𝑛,𝐿 , and there exist 𝑢𝑃 in 𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾

2

𝑃,0
, 𝑢𝐿 in 𝐶

𝑘+1,
𝛾

2

𝐿,0
such that 𝔏𝑃𝑢𝑃 =

0,𝔏𝐿𝑢𝐿 = 0, and

∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝑃,loc

→ 0 and ∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑢𝐿 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝐿,loc

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

Moreover, by elliptic regularity in Proposition 3.65 we get,𝑢𝑃 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0
and𝑢𝐿 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,0
. By taking

further subsequences if necessary we prove the following which leads to the contradiction:

(i) ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃−
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞,

(ii) ∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑢𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿
𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛,𝐶
,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞ where 𝐿𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛,𝐶
:= 𝑠−1

𝜀𝑛
Υ−1𝑃+

𝜀𝑛,𝐶
⊂ 𝐿𝐶 ,

(iii) 𝑢𝑃 = 0 and 𝑢𝐿 = 0. Hence, ∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐿∞
𝜀𝑛,0
⩽ ∥𝑢+𝑛 ∥𝐿∞

𝑃+
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

+ ∥𝑢−𝑛 ∥𝐿∞𝑃−
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

To prove (i), we fix a real number 𝑝 with 1 < 𝑝 < 1

𝑞
. For sufficiently small 𝑠 > 0 we have

∥𝔏𝑃 ((1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 )𝑢𝑛)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝑃,−𝑠−1

≲ (𝜀𝔠𝑝𝑞𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 )∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

0,𝜀𝑛

+ ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛 (1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 )𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝜀𝑛,−𝑠−1

≲ (𝜀𝔠𝑝𝑞𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 )∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

0,𝜀𝑛

+ ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + 𝜀𝜔𝑛 .

Therefore there exists 𝑣𝑛,𝑃 ∈ ker𝔏𝑃,−𝑠 = ker𝔏𝑃,0 satisfying

∥(1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 )𝑢𝑛 − 𝑣𝑛,𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,−𝑠
≲ 𝜀

𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + 𝜀𝜔𝑛
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and hence ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑣𝑛,𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃−
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

,0

≲ (𝜀𝔠𝑝𝑞𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + +𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + 𝜀𝜔𝑛 )𝛿−𝑠𝑛 → 0 as 𝑛 → ∞. As, ker𝔏𝑃,0 is

finite dimensional, the norms ∥·∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝐾𝑃

and ∥·∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0

are equivalent. Taking further subsequence

yields ∥𝑣𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝐾𝑃

→ 0 and hence ∥𝑣𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

To prove (ii), we define 𝑢̃𝑛,𝐿 := 𝜀𝑛 (Υ∗𝑠𝜀𝑛 ∗)−1(𝜌
𝛿

1

2

𝑛

𝑢𝑛) . For sufficiently small 𝑠 > 0 we have

∥𝔏𝐿𝑢̃𝑛,𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝐿,𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀𝑠−1

𝑛 ∥Υ∗𝑠𝜀𝑛 ∗𝔏𝐿𝑠𝜀𝑛
−1

∗ Υ−1

∗ (𝜌
𝛿

1

2

𝑛

𝑢𝑛)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀𝑠𝑛 (𝜀
𝔠𝑞
𝑛 + 𝛿

𝜇−1

2

𝑛 )∥𝜌
𝛿

1

2

𝑛

𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,𝑠

+ 𝜀𝑠𝑛 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛 (𝜌
𝛿

1

2

𝑛

𝑢𝑛)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 ∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,0

+ 𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−1

≲ 𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 + 𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 𝜀𝜔𝑛 .

Then as in (i) there exists 𝑣𝑛,𝐿 ∈ ker𝔏𝐿,𝑠 = ker𝔏𝐿,0 satisfying

∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑣𝑛,𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,0

≲ (𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛)𝑠 (𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 + 𝜀𝑠𝑛𝛿
− 𝑠

2

𝑛 𝜀𝜔𝑛 )

≲ 𝛿
𝑠
2

𝑛 + 𝛿
𝑠
2

𝑛 𝜀
𝜔
𝑛 → 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

Again as in (i) by taking further subsequence if necessary we get, ∥𝑣𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑢𝐿 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝐾𝐿

→ 0 and

∥𝑣𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑢𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

It remains to prove (iii). For each 𝜎 ∈ Σ we have,

𝑖𝑃𝑢𝑃 (𝜎) = Υ−1

∗ lim

𝑛→∞
𝑢𝑛,𝑃

(
Υ
(
3𝛿𝑛

2

, 𝜎

))
= lim

𝑛→∞
𝑢𝑛,𝐿

(
3𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛

2

, 𝜎

)
= 𝑖𝐿𝑢𝐿 (𝜎).

Since 𝑢𝑛 ∈ X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀𝑛 therefore as 𝑛 → ∞ we get

∥𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐿2

𝐾𝑃

= ⟨𝑢𝑃 − 𝑢𝑛,𝑃 , 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝐾𝑃

≲ ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐿∞
𝑃,0
∥𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐿∞

𝑃,0
→ 0

and hence 𝑢𝑃 = 0. Similarly we get 𝑢𝐿 = 0. ■

Definition 4.21. We define the extended matching kernel

˜K𝔪
:= {(𝑢𝐿, 𝑢𝑃 , 𝑡) ∈ ker𝔏𝐿,0 ⊕ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0
⊕ R : 𝔏𝑃𝑢𝑃 + 𝑡 𝑓𝑃 = 0, 𝑖𝐿𝑢𝐿 = 𝑖𝑃𝑢𝑃 }

where 𝑓𝑃 is defined in Definition 3.100. ♠

Proposition 4.22 (Linear estimate II). If the extended matching kernel ˜K𝔪 is equal to the matching
kernel K𝔪 and 𝜔 > 0 be any real number, then for any sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0 there exists a
constant ˜𝐶𝜔 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that for all 𝑢 ∈ X

𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 and 𝑡 ∈ R,we have

∥𝑢∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡 | ⩽ ˜𝐶𝜔𝜀
−𝜔 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 + 𝑡 𝑓𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

.
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Proof. Let 𝑓 ±𝜀 be the restrictions of 𝑓𝜀 over 𝑃
±
𝜀,𝐶

. Then similar to the proof of Proposition 4.17 we

obtain that

∥ 𝑓 −𝜀 − 𝑓𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑃−
𝜀,𝐶

,−1

≲ 𝜀𝔠𝑞 and ∥ 𝑓 +𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝑃+
𝜀,𝐶

,−1

≲ 𝜀𝔠𝑞 .

Claim 1: For all 𝑢 ∈ X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 with ∥𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

⩽ 1 we have

1 ⩽ ˜𝐶𝜔𝜀
−𝜔 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 − 𝑓𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

.

We will prove this by contradiction. Suppose it is not true. Then there exist sequences 𝜀𝑛 → 0

and 𝑢𝑛 ∈ X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀𝑛 such that ∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,0

⩽ 1 and 𝜀−𝜔𝑛 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 − 𝑓𝜀𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−1

converges to 0 as 𝑛 → ∞.

After defining 𝑢𝑛,𝑃 and 𝑢𝑛,𝐿 as in Proposition 4.20 a similar argument as in there yields a smooth

section 𝑢𝑃 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0
and 𝑢𝐿 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿,0
such that

𝔏𝑃𝑢𝑃 = 𝑓𝑃 , ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝑃,loc

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞,

and 𝔏𝐿𝑢𝐿 = 0, ∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 −𝑢𝐿 ∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,

𝛾
2

𝐿,loc

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞. Moreover, we can prove as in Proposition 4.20

the following.

(i) ∥𝑢𝑛,𝑃 − 𝑢𝑃 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃−
𝜀𝑛,𝐶

,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞,

(ii) ∥𝑢𝑛,𝐿 − 𝑢𝐿 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝐿
𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛,𝐶
,0

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞ where 𝐿𝜀−1

𝑛 𝛿𝑛,𝐶
:= 𝑠−1

𝜀𝑛
Υ−1𝑃+

𝜀𝑛,𝐶
⊂ 𝐿𝐶 ,

(iii) 𝑖𝑃𝑢𝑃 = 𝑖𝐿𝑢𝐿 . This contradicts to the assumption.

To prove (i), we fix a real number 𝑝 with 1 < 𝑝 < 1

𝑞
. For sufficiently small 𝑠 > 0 we have

∥𝔏𝑃 (1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 ) (𝑢𝑛 − 𝑢𝑃 )∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝑃,−𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛 (1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 )𝑢𝑛 − 𝔏𝑃 (1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 )𝑢𝑃 )∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝜀𝑛,−𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + ∥(1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 ) (𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 − 𝑓𝑃 )∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝜀𝑛,−𝑠−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 − 𝑓𝜀𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,−1

+ ∥(1 − 𝜌𝛿𝑝𝑛 ) (𝑓𝜀𝑛 − 𝑓𝑃 )∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝜀𝑛,−1

≲ 𝜀
𝔠𝑝𝑞
𝑛 + 𝜀𝔠𝑞𝑛 + 𝛿𝑝𝑠𝑛 + 𝜀𝜔𝑛 .

Now (i) follows as in (i) of Proposition 4.20. Since 𝛿
𝑠
2

𝑛 ∥𝜌
𝛿

1

2

𝑛

𝑓𝜀𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−1

→ 0 as 𝑛 → ∞, (ii) follows

from (ii) of Proposition 4.20. Again the proof of (iii) is also similar to (iii) of Proposition 4.20.

Claim 2: For all 𝑢 ∈ X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 and 𝑡 ∈ R with ∥𝑢∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

= 1 and |𝑡 | ⩽ 1 we have

1 ⩽ ˜𝐶𝜔𝜀
−𝜔 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 − 𝑡 𝑓𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

.

Suppose it is not true. Then there exist sequences 𝜀𝑛 → 0 and 𝑢𝑛 ∈ X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀𝑛 , 𝑡𝑛 ∈ R such that

∥𝑢𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀𝑛,0

= 1, 𝑡𝑛 → 𝑡∞ and 𝜀−𝜔𝑛 ∥𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑛𝑢𝑛 − 𝑓𝜀𝑛 ∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀𝑛,−1

converges to 0 as 𝑛 → ∞. If 𝑡∞ ≠ 0 then
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similar arguments to Claim 1 replacing 𝑓𝜀𝑛 by 𝑡𝑛 𝑓𝜀𝑛 lead to a contradiction. If 𝑡∞ = 0 then similar

arguments in Proposition 4.20 leads to again a contradiction.

Observe that Claim 1 and 2 are enough to prove the proposition. ■

4.3 Proof of the desingularization theorem

To prove the desingularization theorem we solve the nonlinear PDE,
˜𝔉𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡) = 0 with (𝑢, 𝑡) is

very close to (𝛼𝜀, 0). Indeed, we use the following Lemma 4.23 which can be proved similarly to

[Ber22, Lemma 4.16].

Lemma 4.23. Let X,Y be two Banach spaces and X1 ⊂ X be a Banach subspace. Let 𝑉 ⊂ X be a
neighbourhood of 0 ∈ X. Let 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑉 . Let 𝐹 : 𝑉 → Y be a smooth map of the form14

𝐹 (𝑥) = 𝐿(𝑥) +𝑄 (𝑥) + 𝐹 (𝑥0)

such that:

• 𝐿 : X1 → Y is an invertible operator and there exists a constant 𝑐𝐿 > 0 such that for all
𝑥 ∈ X1, ∥𝑥 ∥X ⩽ 𝑐𝐿 ∥𝐿𝑥 ∥Y.

• 𝑄 : 𝑉 → Y is a smooth map and there exists a constant 𝑐𝑄 > 0 such that for all 𝑥1, 𝑥2 ∈ 𝑉 ,

∥𝑄 (𝑥1) −𝑄 (𝑥2)∥Y ⩽ 𝑐𝑄 ∥𝑥1 − 𝑥2∥X(∥𝑥1 − 𝑥0∥X + ∥𝑥2 − 𝑥0∥X) .

If ∥𝐹 (𝑥0)∥Y ⩽ 1

10𝑐2

𝐿
𝑐𝑄

and 𝐵(𝑥0,
1

5𝑐𝐿𝑐𝑄
) ⊂ 𝑉 , then there exists an unique 𝑥 ∈ 𝑥0 + X1 with

∥𝑥 − 𝑥0∥X ⩽ 𝑐𝐿 ∥𝐹 (𝑥0)∥Y, 𝐹 (𝑥) = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Let 𝛼𝜀 be 𝛼1

𝜀 as in Definition 4.4. Let𝑇𝜀 be as in Proposition 4.18. The

map

˜𝔉𝜀 : 𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0
(𝑉𝑃𝜀,𝐶 ) × (𝑡0 −𝑇𝜀, 𝑡0 +𝑇𝜀) → 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

can be written as
˜𝔉𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡0 + 𝑡) = 𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 + 𝑡 𝑓𝜀 + ˜𝑄𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡0 + 𝑡) +𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀). Since the matching kernel

K𝔪
is one dimensional and the index of 𝔏𝑃𝜀 is zero, by Proposition 4.20 and Proposition 4.22

we obtain that

˜𝐿𝜀 : X
𝑘+1,𝛾
𝜀 ⊕ R → 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝜀,−1

defined by
˜𝐿𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡) := 𝔏𝑃𝜀𝑢 + 𝑡 𝑓𝜀 , is invertible and

∥𝑢∥
𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡 | ⩽ 𝐶𝐿̃𝜀 ∥ ˜𝐿𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

where 𝐶𝐿̃𝜀 = 𝑂 (𝜀−𝜔 ) .

Again by Proposition 4.18 if 𝑡1, 𝑡2 ∈ (−𝑇𝜀,𝑇𝜀), then we have

∥𝑄̃𝜀 (𝑢, 𝑡0 + 𝑡1) − 𝑄̃𝜀 (𝑣, 𝑡0 + 𝑡2)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾
𝜀,−1

⩽ 𝐶𝑄𝜀

(
∥𝑢 − 𝑣 ∥

𝐶
𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡1 − 𝑡2 |
) (
∥𝑢 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ ∥𝑣 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡1 | + |𝑡2 |
)
,

14Note that 𝑄 (𝑥0) = −𝐿(𝑥0).
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where 𝐶𝑄𝜀 := 𝑂 (𝜀−1). Since 𝜈 < 0, by Proposition 4.17 we have,

∥𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀)∥𝐶𝑘,𝛾𝜀,−1
⩽

1

10𝐶2

𝐿̃𝜀
𝐶𝑄𝜀

= 𝑂 (𝜀1+2𝜔 )

for sufficiently small 𝜔 . Hence by Lemma 4.23, we have for all sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0, there

exist 𝑡 (𝜀) ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇, 𝑡0 +𝑇 ) and smooth closed associative submanifold
˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) := Υ𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ),𝐶 (𝛼𝜀) in

(𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 (𝜀 ) ), that is ˜𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) = 0. Moreover, if
1

𝜇
< 𝑞 ⩽ 1−𝜈

𝜇−𝜈 then

∥𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 | ≲ 𝜀𝑞𝜇−𝜔 .

Finally we see that
˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 in the sense of currents as 𝜀 → 0. Indeed, for any 3-form

𝜉 ∈ Ω3(𝑌 ) we have���ˆ
𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 )

𝜉 −
ˆ
𝑃

𝜉

��� ⩽ ���ˆ
𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 )

𝜉 −
ˆ
𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 )

𝜉

��� + ���ˆ
𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 )

𝜉 −
ˆ
𝑃

𝜉

��� → 0 as 𝜀 → 0. ■

Remark 4.24. Observe that if there exists 𝜆0 < 𝜈 satisfying (i) and (ii) of Definition 4.4 then we

can consider 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼
2

𝜀 in the proof of Theorem 1.16. Note also that for both cases in the proof of

Theorem 1.16 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) satisfies the following estimates.

∥𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀 ∥𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝜀,0

+ |𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 |

≲

{
𝜀𝑞𝜇−𝜔 , if 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼

1

𝜀 and
1

𝜇
< 𝑞 ⩽ 1−𝜈

𝜇−𝜈

𝜀𝑞𝜇−𝜔 + 𝜀1+(𝑞−1)𝜈0−𝜔 , if 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼
2

𝜀 and
𝜈−𝜈0

𝜈+𝜇−1+𝑠0−𝜈0

⩽ 𝑞 < 1.
(4.25)

Indeed these estimates follows from Lemma 4.23, Proposition 4.22 and Proposition 4.17. ♣

4.4 Desingularizations for CS associatives with Harvey-Lawson𝑇 2-cone singularity

Lemma 4.26. Let 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs
be a path of co-closed𝐺2-structures and 𝑃 ∈ M

𝝓
cs
be a CS associative

with singularity at only one point. Let 𝐿 ⊂ R7 be an AC associative with the same asymptotic cone
𝐶 of 𝑃 . If 𝑑−1 = 2, then

˜K𝔪 = K𝔪 � ker𝔏𝐿,−1.

Moreover, s-ind(𝐶) = 1, dim ker𝔏𝑃,−1 = 1 and ker𝔏𝑃,−1 = ⟨𝑣𝑃 ⟩R such that ⟨𝑣𝑃 , 𝑓𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 ≠ 0.

Proof. Since 𝝓 ∈ P
reg

cs
, for any CS associative 𝑃 and any deformation family Z of𝐶 the operator

¯𝔏
𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,𝜇,Z
: R ⊕ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,𝜇
⊕ R7 ⊕ 𝑇ΣZ → 𝐶

𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,𝜇−1

defined in Definition 3.100 is surjective. Therefore by Lemma 3.70 we obtain that

¯𝔏
𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,−1+𝑠 : R ⊕ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,−1+𝑠 → 𝐶
𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,−2+𝑠

defined by
¯𝔏
𝑘,𝛾

𝑃,−1+𝑠 (𝑡,𝑢) = 𝔏𝑃𝑢 + 𝑡 𝑓𝑃 , is surjective for all sufficiently small 𝑠 > 0. Theorem 1.11

implies that the stability index of the asymptotic cone 𝐶 satisfies s-ind(𝐶) ⩽ 1. Since 𝑑−1 = 2,
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therefore 𝑉𝜆 = 0 for all non-zero 𝜆 ∈ (−1, 1) and s-ind(𝐶) = 1. By Proposition 3.72 we have

index𝔏𝑃,−1+𝑠 = −1. Hence, ker𝔏𝑃,−1 = coker𝔏𝑃,−1+𝑠 = ⟨𝑣𝑃 ⟩ is one dimensional satisfying

⟨𝑣𝑃 , 𝑓𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 ≠ 0 and ker𝔏𝑃,−1+𝑠 = 0. This implies there does not exist any 𝑢𝑃 ∈ 𝐶𝑘+1,𝛾

𝑃,0
such that

𝔏𝑃𝑢𝑃 = 𝑓𝑃 . Indeed, Proposition 3.66 would imply

0 = ⟨𝔏𝑃𝑣𝑃 , 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 = ⟨𝑣𝑃 ,𝔏𝑃𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 = ⟨𝑣𝑃 , 𝑓𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 ≠ 0.

Hence,
˜K𝔪 = K𝔪

. Also we have ker𝔏𝑃,0 ⊂ ker𝔏𝑃,−1+𝑠 = {0} and therefore again by Lemma 3.70

we obtain that the matching kernel K𝔪 � ker𝔏𝐿,−1. ■

Proof of Theorem 1.21. We have seen in Example 3.34 that the Harvey-Lawson cone has

𝑑−1 = 2. Therefore by Lemma 4.26 and Proposition 3.73 we obtain that for each Harvey-Lawson

AC special Lagrangian 𝐿𝑖 := 𝐿𝑖
1
, 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 (see Example 3.47) the extended matching kernel and

the matching kernel are one dimensional. Indeed,

dim
˜K𝔪 = dimK𝔪 = dim ker𝔏𝑖𝐿,−1

= 𝑏1(𝑆1 × C) + 𝑏0(𝑇 2) − 1 = 1.

By Theorem 1.16 we obtain that for sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0, there exists 𝑡𝑖 (𝜀) and smooth closed

associative
˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) ) such that

˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 in the sense of currents as 𝜀 → 0.
˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 )

is diffeomorphic to 𝑃𝜀,𝑡𝑖 (𝜀 ) . Since 𝐿
𝑖
are obtained by Dehn filling of 𝐶𝑜

𝐻𝐿
:= 𝐶𝐻𝐿\𝐵(0, 1) along

simple closed curves 𝜇𝑖 as mentioned in the theorem, therefore it is diffeomorphic to the Dehn

filling of 𝑃𝑜 as required in the theorem (this was observed in [DW19, Remark 3.6]).

It remains to prove that the leading order term of 𝑡𝑖 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 is of the required form if 𝝓 ∈ P•
.

Let 𝑣𝑃 ∈ ker𝔏𝑃,−1−𝑠 be as in Lemma 4.26. Then

𝑖𝑃,−1𝑣𝑃 = 𝑏1𝜉1 + 𝑏2𝜉2, 𝑏1 ≠ 0, 𝑏2 ≠ 0, 𝑏1 ≠ 𝑏2 where 𝜉1, 𝜉2 are in (3.48) of Example 3.47.

We will prove for 𝑡 (𝜀) = 𝑡1(𝜀) only as the others follow from similar arguments. We use the

notation 𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼
1

𝜀 = 𝜌𝛿Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) + (1 − 𝜌𝛿 )𝛼 and (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) from Theorem 1.16, which satisfies

˜𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) = 𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀) + (𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0) 𝑓𝜀 +𝑄𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0) +𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) = 0.

Define 𝑃𝜀 := 𝑃𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 2𝜀𝑅∞)) and 𝑃𝛿 := 𝑃𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 𝛿)). Over 𝑃𝛿 ,

𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) = 𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼) +𝑄𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼) .

Therefore,

(4.27) 0 = ⟨ ˜𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

= (𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0)⟨𝑓𝜀, 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

+ ⟨𝔏𝑃𝛼𝜀, 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝛿

+ 𝑒1

𝜀 + 𝑒2

𝜀 + 𝑒3

𝜀 + 𝑒4

𝜀 + 𝑒5

𝜀

where 𝑒1

𝜀 := ⟨𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

, 𝑒2

𝜀 := ⟨𝑄𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

, and

𝑒3

𝜀 := ⟨𝑄𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝛿

, 𝑒4

𝜀 = −⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀

+ ⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀 \𝑃𝛿
, 𝑒5

𝜀 = ⟨𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀 \𝑃𝛿
.

By Proposition 3.88 we obtain that

(4.28) ⟨𝔏𝑃𝛼𝜀, 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝛿

=

ˆ
𝜕 ˚𝑃𝛿

𝜄𝛼𝜀 𝜄𝑣𝑃Υ
∗
𝑃𝐶
𝜓 =

ˆ
𝜕 ˚𝑃𝛿

𝜄𝑠𝜀 ∗𝛽𝜄𝑏1𝜉1+𝑏2𝜉2
Υ∗𝜓 (0) +𝑂 (𝜀2+𝑞) .

65



Now,

(4.29)

ˆ
𝜕𝑃𝛿

𝜄𝑠𝜀 ∗𝛽𝜄𝑏1𝜉1+𝑏2𝜉2
Υ∗𝜓 (0) =

ˆ
𝜕𝐵 (0,𝛿 )∩𝐶

𝜄𝑠𝜀 ∗𝜉1
𝜄𝑏1𝜉1+𝑏2𝜉2

Υ∗𝜓 (0) +𝑂 (𝜀3−𝑞),

and

(4.30)

ˆ
𝜕𝐵 (0,𝛿 )∩𝐶

𝜄𝑠𝜀 ∗𝜉1
𝜄𝑏1𝜉1+𝑏2𝜉2

Υ∗𝜓 (0) = 𝜀2

ˆ
Σ
⟨𝜕𝑟 × 𝜉1, 𝑏1𝜉1 + 𝑏2𝜉2⟩ = 𝑏2𝜀

2

ˆ
Σ
⟨𝜕𝑟 × 𝜉1, 𝜉2⟩.

We will now estimate the remaining terms in (4.27). Using (4.25) we compute

|𝑒1

𝜀 | = |⟨𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀) − 𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀

| + |⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀

|

≲ 𝜀2+𝑞𝜇−𝜔 +
ˆ
𝜕𝑃𝜀

|𝜄𝛼̃𝜀−𝛼𝜀 𝜄𝑣𝑃Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 | ≲ 𝜀
1+𝑞𝜇−𝜔

and

|𝑒2

𝜀 | ≲ 𝜀2𝑞𝜇−2𝜔 |log 𝜀 | + 𝜀𝑞𝜇−𝜔 |𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 | + |𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 |2 |log 𝜀 | ≲ 𝜀2𝑞𝜇−2𝜔 |log 𝜀 |.
We can further compute

|𝑒3

𝜀 | ≲ 𝜀2𝑞𝜇, |𝑒5

𝜀 | ≲ 𝜀3𝑞

and

|𝑒4

𝜀 | ≲
ˆ
𝜕𝑃𝜀

|𝜄𝛼 𝜄𝑣𝑃Υ∗𝑃𝐶𝜓 | + 𝜀
2𝑞𝜇 ≲ 𝜀1+𝜇 + 𝜀2𝑞𝜇 .

Hence by choosing 𝜔 sufficiently small and 𝑞 > 2

3
, we obtain

(4.31) |𝑒1

𝜀 | + |𝑒2

𝜀 | + |𝑒3

𝜀 | + |𝑒4

𝜀 | + |𝑒5

𝜀 | = 𝑜 (𝜀2).

Since ⟨𝑓𝜀, 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀

= ⟨𝑓𝑃 , 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2 + 𝑜 (1), therefore combining (4.27), (4.28), (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31) we

obtain

𝑡1(𝜀) = 𝑡 (𝜀) = 𝑡0 −
𝑐𝑏2

⟨𝑓𝑃 , 𝑣𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝜀2 + 𝑜 (𝜀2),

where 𝑐 =
´
Σ⟨𝐽 𝜉1, 𝜉2⟩ ≠ 0. Similarly we can prove for 𝑡2(𝜀) and 𝑡3(𝜀). Only thing to notice here

is that 𝜉3 = −𝜉1 − 𝜉2 as in Example 3.47. ■

4.5 Desingularizations for associative submanifolds with transverse intersection

Let 𝑃 ∈ M
𝝓
cs
be an associative submanifold in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡0) with a transverse unique self intersection.

In other words, 𝑃 is a conically singular associative with singularity at a unique point, which is

modeled on a union of two transverse associative planes.

Proof of Theorem 1.29. In Example 3.33 we see that the union of two transverse associative

planes has 𝑑−1 = 0 and 𝑉𝜆 = {0} for all 𝜆 ∈ (−1, 0). If 𝝓 ∈ P†
(see Definition 1.24), Proposi-

tion 3.73 implies that for the special Lagrangian Lawlor neck 𝐿 (see Example 3.44) the extended

matching kernel and the matching kernel are one dimensional. Indeed,

dimK𝔪 = dim ker𝔏𝐿,−1 = 𝑏
1(𝑆2 × R) + 𝑏0(𝑆2 ⨿ 𝑆2) − 1 = 1.
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By Theorem 1.16 we obtain that for sufficiently small 𝜀 > 0, there exists 𝑡 (𝜀) ∈ (𝑡0 −𝑇𝜀, 𝑡0 +𝑇𝜀)
and smooth closed associative

˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) in (𝑌, 𝜙𝑡 (𝜀 ) ) such that
˜𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) → 𝑃 in the sense of currents

as 𝜀 → 0. 𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) are diffeomorphic to 𝑃𝜀,𝑡 (𝜀 ) and hence are diffeomorphic to the connected sums

as mentioned in the theorem. ■

Remark 4.32 (Discussion on leading order term). It remains to prove that the leading order

term of 𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0 is of the required form if 𝝓 ∈ P‡
(see Definition 1.27). We can consider

𝛼𝜀 = 𝛼
2

𝜀 := 𝜌𝛿Υ∗(𝑠𝜀∗𝛽) + (1 − 𝜌𝛿 ) (𝜀3𝑢𝑃 + 𝛼).

Here 𝛼 and 𝛽 represents 𝑃 and 𝐿 repectively and 𝑢𝑃 := (Θ𝐶
𝑃
)−1𝑢𝑃 ∈ ker𝔏𝑃,−2 with

𝛽±
1
= 𝐵𝜉±, 𝑙 = 1, 𝜆1 = 𝜈 = −2, 𝜆0 = −4, 𝜇 = 2, 𝑠0 = 2, 𝑞 =

2

5

.

By abusing notation we denote 𝐵𝜉± by simply 𝜉±. We use the notation (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) from
Theorem 1.16 following Remark 4.24, which satisfies

(4.33)
˜𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0) = 𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀) + (𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0) 𝑓𝜀 +𝑄𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)) +𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) = 0.

Define
˚𝑃𝜀 := 𝑃𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 2𝜀𝑅∞)) and ˚𝑃𝛿 := 𝑃𝐶\Υ(𝐵(0, 𝛿)). Over ˚𝑃𝛿 ,

𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀) = 𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼) +𝑄𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼) .

Therefore,

(4.34) 0 = ⟨ ˜𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀)), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

= (𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0)⟨𝑓𝜀, 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

+ ⟨𝔏𝑃𝛼𝜀, 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝛿

+ 𝑒1

𝜀 + 𝑒2

𝜀 + 𝑒3

𝜀 + 𝑒4

𝜀 + 𝑒5

𝜀

where 𝑒1

𝜀 := ⟨𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

, 𝑒2

𝜀 := ⟨𝑄𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀, 𝑡 (𝜀) − 𝑡0), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

, and

𝑒3

𝜀 := ⟨𝑄𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝛿

, 𝑒4

𝜀 = −⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

+ ⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀 \ ˚𝑃𝛿

, 𝑒5

𝜀 = ⟨𝔉𝜀 (𝛼𝜀), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀 \ ˚𝑃𝛿

.

By Proposition 3.88 we obtain that ⟨𝔏𝑃𝛼𝜀, 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝛿

is

(4.35)

ˆ
𝜕𝑃𝛿

𝜄𝛼𝜀 𝜄𝑢𝑃Υ
∗
𝑃𝐶
𝜓 = 𝜀3

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π+ (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝜉+𝜄𝑢𝑃−𝜉+Υ
∗𝜓 − 𝜀3

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π− (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝜉− 𝜄𝑢𝑃−𝜉−Υ
∗𝜓 + 𝑜 (𝜀3) .

Now,

(4.36)

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π± (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝜉±𝜄𝑢𝑃−𝜉±Υ
∗𝜓 =

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π± (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝜉±𝜄𝑢𝑃−𝜉±𝜓𝑒 + 𝑜 (𝜀)

and

(4.37)

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π± (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝜉±𝜄𝑢𝑃−𝜉±𝜓𝑒 = (𝑢𝑃 − 𝜉±) (0) · n + 𝑜 (𝜀) .
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Define 𝑣𝑃 = (Θ𝐶
𝑃
)−1𝑣𝑃 . Then 𝔏𝑃𝑣𝑃 = 𝑓𝑃 . We observe ⟨𝑓𝜀, 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝜀

= ⟨𝑓𝑃 , 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

𝑃𝛿

+ 𝑜 (1).
Therefore, similar to (4.35), (4.36), (4.37) we obtain

⟨𝑓𝑃 , 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝛿

=

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π+ (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝑣𝑃 𝜄𝜉+𝜓𝑒 −
ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π− (0,𝛿 )

𝜄𝑣𝑃 𝜄𝜉−𝜓𝑒 + 𝑜 (1)

=
(
𝑣+𝑃 (0) − 𝑣−𝑃 (0)

)
· n + 𝑜 (1) .(4.38)

We can further compute

(4.39) |𝑒3

𝜀 | + |𝑒4

𝜀 | + |𝑒5

𝜀 | = 𝑜 (𝜀3) .

If |𝑒1

𝜀 | + |𝑒2

𝜀 | = 𝑜 (𝜀3) then we get the leading order expression as in (1.31). However it is not
clear from our desingularization theorem why it should hold. With the help of (4.25), we can

only express that:

|𝑒1

𝜀 | = |⟨𝔏𝑃𝜀 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀) − 𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

| + |⟨𝔏𝑃 (𝛼𝜀 − 𝛼𝜀), 𝑢𝑃 ⟩𝐿2

˚𝑃𝜀

|

≲ 𝑜 (𝜀3) +
���ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π+ (0,2𝜀𝑅∞ )

𝜄𝛼̃𝜀−𝛼𝜀 𝜄𝜉+Υ
∗𝜓 −

ˆ
𝜕𝐵Π− (0,2𝜀𝑅∞ )

𝜄𝛼̃𝜀−𝛼𝜀 𝜄𝜉−Υ
∗𝜓

���. ♣

A Appendix

Lemma A.1. Let𝑀 be a 3-dimensional oriented submanifold of an almost𝐺2-manifold (𝑌, 𝜙). Let
Υ𝑀 : 𝑉𝑀 ⊂ 𝑁𝑀 → 𝑌 be a tubular neighbourhood map. There exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 such that if
𝑤 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) and 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑠 ∈ 𝐶∞(𝑉𝑀 ) then over Γ𝑠 := graph 𝑠 ⊂ 𝑉𝑀 we have15

|𝜄𝑤L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 | ≲ |𝑤 |
(
𝑓1 |𝑢 | |𝑣 | + 𝑓2

(
|𝑢 | |∇𝑣 | + |𝑣 | |∇𝑢 |

)
+ |∇𝑢 | |∇𝑣 | |𝜓 |

)
,

with

𝑓1 := |𝜓 | |∇𝐵 | + |𝜓 | |𝐵 |2 + |𝐵 | |∇𝜓 | + |∇2𝜓 | + |𝑅 | |𝜓 |
𝑓2 := |∇𝜓 | + |𝐵 | |𝜓 |.

Here 𝑅 is the Riemann curvature tensor and 𝐵 : 𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) ×𝐶∞(𝑁𝑀) → 𝐶∞(𝑇𝑉𝑀 ) is defined by
𝐵(𝑢, 𝑣) := ∇𝑢𝑣

Proof. Let {𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3} be a local orthonormal frame for 𝑇 Γ𝑠 . For a torsion free connection we

have

L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) = ∇𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +
∑︁
cyclic

permutations

𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1
𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑣, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) .

15By abusing notation we denote again by 𝑢 the extension of the vector field 𝑢 over 𝑁𝑀 by translating fiberwise.

We also denote Υ∗
𝑀
𝜓 by𝜓 . The notation 𝔏 stands for the Lie derivative.
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And also by definition we have

L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) = 𝑢
(
L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)

)
−

∑︁
cyclic

permutations

L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2, 𝑒3).

Now,

𝑢
(
∇𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)

)
= ∇𝑢∇𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)
+

∑︁
cyclic

permutations

∇𝑣𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1
𝑢 + [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2, 𝑒3) + ∇𝑣𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑢, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) .

And,

𝑢
(
𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1

𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)
)
= ∇𝑢𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1

𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑢∇𝑒1
𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1

𝑣,∇𝑢𝑒2, 𝑒3)
+𝜓 (𝑤,∇𝑒1

𝑣, 𝑒2,∇𝑢𝑒3) +𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑢,∇𝑒1
𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) .

Furthermore,

𝑢
(
𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑣, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)

)
= ∇𝑢𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑣, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +

∑︁
cyclic

permutations

𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑣,∇𝑢𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3)

+𝜓 (∇𝑤∇𝑢𝑣 + 𝑅(𝑢,𝑤)𝑣, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) .

And

L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2, 𝑒3)
= 𝜓 (𝑤,∇[𝑢,𝑒1 ]𝑣, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) +𝜓 (∇𝑤𝑣, [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2, 𝑒3)
+𝜓 (𝑤, [𝑢, 𝑒1],∇𝑒2

𝑣, 𝑒3) +𝜓 (𝑤, [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2,∇𝑒3
𝑣) + ∇𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, [𝑢, 𝑒1], 𝑒2, 𝑒3) .

Finally, putting together after some cancellations we obtain

|L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 (𝑤, 𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3) | ≲ |𝑤 | ( |∇𝑢∇𝑣𝜓 | + |∇𝜓 | |∇𝑢 | |𝑣 |) + |∇𝜓 | |𝑣 | |∇𝑤𝑢 |
+ |𝑤 | |∇𝜓 | |𝑢 | |∇𝑣 | + |𝜓 | |∇𝑣 | |∇𝑤𝑢 |
+ |∇𝑤𝑣 | ( |∇𝜓 | |𝑢 | + |𝜓 | |∇𝑢 |) + |𝜓 | ( |∇𝑤∇𝑢𝑣 | + |𝑅 | |𝑤 | |𝑢 | |𝑣 |)

+ |𝑤 | |𝜓 |
( 3∑︁
𝑖=1

|∇𝑒𝑖 (∇𝑢𝑣) | + |𝑅 | |𝑢 | |𝑣 | + |∇𝑢 | |∇𝑣 |
)
.

Observe that,

|∇𝑢∇𝑣𝜓 | ≲ |𝑢 | |𝑣 | ( |𝐵 | |∇𝜓 | + |∇2𝜓 |),
|∇𝑒𝑖 (∇𝑢𝑣) | ≲ |∇𝐵 | |𝑢 | |𝑣 | + |𝐵 | |𝑢 | |∇𝑣 | + |𝐵 | |𝑣 | |∇𝑢 |,

|∇𝑤 (∇𝑢𝑣) | ≲ |𝑤 | |𝑢 | |𝑣 |
(
|∇𝐵 | + |𝐵 |2),

Therefore,

|𝜄𝑤L𝑢L𝑣𝜓 | ≲ 𝑓1 |𝑤 | |𝑢 | |𝑣 | + 𝑓2 |𝑤 | ( |𝑢 | |∇⊥𝑣 | + |𝑣 | |∇⊥𝑢 |) + |𝑤 | |∇⊥𝑢 | |∇⊥𝑣 | |𝜓 |. ■
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