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Abstract

The proposals of Joyce [Joy18], and Doan and Walpuski [D'W19] on counting closed associa-
tive submanifolds of G,-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-closed G,-manifold as well as in a
path of co-closed G,-structures. We prove that for a generic co-closed G,-structure and for
a generic path of co-closed G;-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 S® have
stability-index greater than 4, and all special Lagrangian cones in C* have stability-index
greater than equal to 1 with equality only holding for the Harvey-Lawson T?-cone and a
transverse pair of planes. Second, we study the desingularizations of CS associative sub-
manifolds in a one parameter family of co-closed G,-structures. Consequently, we derive
desingularization results relating the above transitions for CS associative submanifolds
with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity and for associative submanifolds with transverse
self-intersection.

1 Introduction: Main results

Joyce [Joy18], and Doan and Walpuski [DW19] have made proposals of constructing enumerative
invariants of G,-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 G;-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 G;-structures ¢; on a 7-dimensional manifold Y.

1. Three families of embedded closed associative submanifolds, P} with —T < ¢ < 0 and
Pf, Pf with 0 < t < T in (Y, ¢;), converge in the sense of currents to an associative
submanifold P with a Harvey-Lawson (HL) T?-cone singularity at x in (Y, ¢), as t — 0.



The P! are diffeomorphic to the Dehn filling of P° := P\B(x) along simple closed curves
[i C OP° = T? which satisfy py.p1y = pro.pis = piz.piy = —1.
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Figure 1: Three associatives arising from a singular associative.

2. Two families of embedded closed associative submanifolds, P, with 0 # ¢ € (=T, T) and Pf
with 0 < ¢t < T in (Y, ¢;), converge in the sense of currents to an associative submanifold
P with a self intersection in (Y, ¢), as t — 0. The P} are diffeomorphic to the connected
sums P#(S! x $?) if P, is connected, and otherwise to P/ #P;, where P, = P} L1 P; .

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? 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 G,-structures by gluing rescaled asymptotically conical associative submanifolds of R”.
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 G,-manifolds have been studied by Joyce [Joyo4c; Joyosd] and Lotay [Lotoo;
Loti4] respectively.

To make further progress in the proposals of Joyce [Joy18], and Doan and Walpuski [DW19]
about enumerative invariants of G,-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
G,-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



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 G,-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 G;-structures, respectively (see Theorem 1.11).
Therefore we ask the following subsequent question.

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

We establish that the Harvey-Lawson T?-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 C* have stability index strictly greater than 1 with the help of a result
obtained by Haskins [Hasosb]. Furthermore, we prove that all associative cones in R’ whose
links are null-torsion holomorphic curves in S (see Bryant [Bry82]) have stability index strictly
greater than 4 with the help of a result obtained by Madnick [Madz21]. In particular, this holds
for all associative cones whose link in S° 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 (S%, J) are pseudoholomorphic curves (see
Section 3.1). For this purpose, we express the moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves in S°
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 ¥ be a closed holomorphic curve in (S, ]). Then a neighbourhood of 3 in
the moduli space of holomorphic curves M™! is homeomorphic to the zero set of a smooth map
(obstruction map/Kuranishi map)

obs : Js — coker(Ds, + 2)),

where the operator Dy is defined in (3.16) and Js is an open neighbourhood of 0 in ker(Dy + 2J).
Moreover the index of the operator Dy, + 2] is zero and there is a J-anti-linear isomorphism
Vs Homc(T3, NX) — N such that the normal Cauchy-Riemann operatoréjvv (see Definition 3.8)
satisfies

Ys © é@j =Dy +2].



For each associative cone C in R’ we associate integer invariants s-ind(C), called stability
index and s-inda (C), called A-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 R’. Denote the link by %, which is a closed
J-holomorphic curve in S®. Let d; be as in Definition 3.21. Let % = I_I;:le be the decomposition
into connected components. Denote the cone of X; by C;. Let H; be the maximal subgroup of
G, which fixes ¥ under the standard action of G, on S°. H; is called the symmetry group of
C;. The stability index of C is defined by

1
d_
s-ind(C) := 71 + Z dy—7- Z(dirn G, — dim Hj).

—1<A<1 j=1

The associative cone C is called rigid if all the infinitesimal deformations of its link are
induced by the G;-action, that is,

1
di = ) (dim G, - dim Hy).

=

We denote by ME®! the moduli space of closed connected holomorphic curves in S°. The
moduli spaces M2 and MP°! might not be manifolds. Therefore we fix a decomposition A of
Ml,“’l into a countable disjoint union of G,-invariant manifolds?, that is,

(15) M 2| | %
kel

where the indexing set I is countable, and G, 2 = 2y and Zj are finite dimensional submanifolds
of 8 (see Definition 3.7). Let Zj, j = 1,...,[, be the manifolds in the above decomposition A
containing ;. Set Z, := ]—[;:1 Zj. We define the A-stability index of C by

1
d_
s-inda (C) = 71 + § dy—7- E dimZ;. N
J=1

—-1<A<1

Remark 1.6. Note that the definition of A-stability index depends on the decomposition A in
(1.5). It is also clear that s-ind(C) > s-inda (C). We will see in Remark 3.32 that if C is not a
3-plane then s-inda(C) > 0. If an associative cone C is rigid then for any decomposition of
Mol we have s-inda (C) = s-ind(C). )

We prove the following theorem in Section 3.1.
Theorem 1.7. Let C be an associative cone in R” with link > c S°.

(i) If genus of 3 is 1 then s-ind(C) > s-inda(C) > 1.

1Since M2 s an analytic space, there exists always such a decomposition.



(ii) If> is a null torsion holomorphic curve in S® (see Example 3.5) then
s-ind(C) 2 s-inda(C) > 4.

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

(iii) IfC is the Harvey-Lawson T*-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-inda (C) = s-ind(C) = 1.

(iv) Let C be a special Lagrangian cone in C* which is not a plane. Then”

1()

s-inda (C) > +0°)-1>

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

Let (Y, ¢) be a co-closed G,-manifold (see Definition 2.4). We denote by & the space of all
co-closed G;-structures on Y and by & the space of all smooth paths [0,1] — 9. We consider
conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds with isolated singularities at finite number
of points in (Y, ¢) (see Definition 3.53). These singularities are locally modeled on associative
cones in R”. The moduli space of all conically singular associative submanifolds in (Y, #) is
denoted by Mfs (see Definition 3.75). Given a path of co-closed G;-structures ¢ € 9P, the
1-parameter moduli space of all closed embedded associative submanifolds is denoted by M?S
(see Definition 3.100). More explicitly,

M = {(t,P): t € [0,1],P € M¥}.
Both these moduli spaces are equipped with weighted C* topology (see Definition 3.79). We

will now decompose the moduli spaces M?S and M?; as a countable union of sub moduli spaces
whose deformation theory will be studied.

Definition 1.8. Fix a decomposition MhOI | lker Zk as in Definition 1.4. Let Z = []%; Z; where
2 =1 =1 ZJ with Z] is one of the manifold in the decomposition. We define by J\/[¢ all CS

associative submanifolds whose asymptotic cones C; have links X; = u Zj with ZJ € Z] We

also define
M2, = {(t,P):te[0,1],P e M”,}.

We write the moduli spaces M?s and M?; as a countable union of sub moduli spaces, namely

M2 = U:W‘ and M? = UMZ

Here the unions run over all possible Z =[]}, Z; where Z; = Hi-:l Z{ as above. .

2The stability index in Definition 1.4 is not same as the stability index defined for special Lagrangian cones in
[Joyosb, Definition 3.6].



We prove the following thereom in Section 3.5 about local Kuranishi models for the above
moduli spaces.

Theorem 1.9. Let Z, M¢ and M¢ be as in Definition 1.8. Let P € M¢ be a conically singular
associative submanlfold m a co- closed G2-manifold (Y, ¢) whose smgularztzes are modeled on cones
Ci € Z;,i=1,...,m (see Definition 3.53). Let ¢ : [0,1] — &P be a path of co-closed G structures
such that ([)(to) = ¢. Then there exist open neighbourhoods Jp 2 and Jpy of 0 in ker Dp,l 2 and

ker Dp’,,,z respectively (where Dp,u,z, and DP)H,Z are defined in Definition 3.98 and Definition 3.100
respectively and i is chosen as in Definition 3.79) such that

(i) the moduli space Mfs,z near P is homeomorphic to ob;’lz(o), the zero set of a smooth map

ObP,Z : jp,z — coker DP,,u,Z-

m
Moreover, index ]Sp”u’z = - Z s-inda (C;).

i=1

(ii) the 1-parameter moduli space M¢ near (to, P) is homeomorphic to obt P, +(0), the zero set
of a smooth map B
oby, pz : Jpz — cokerDp 2.

m
Moreover, index Dp , 2 = indexDp o +1 = — Z s-inda (C;) + 1.
i=1

The moduli spaces M¢ 62 and M¢ <, are not always smooth manifolds. The following

definition will make these moduh spaces smooth in a generic situation.
Definition 1.10. Let Z, MZSS 2 and M?S 2 be as in Definition 1.8. We define g’z:gz to be the subset

consisting of all ¢ € & which has the property that for all CS associative P € Mfs ,, the linear
operator _
Dp, 2 is surjective.

Similarly ‘@Zgz, to be the subset consisting of all ¢ € S which has the property that for all
(t,P) € Mfs ,, the linear operator

Dp, 2 is surjective.

The operators ]Sp)u’z and ]Sp”u,z are defined in Definition 3.98 and Definition 3.100 respectively.

In addition we define
cs A cs, 2"

PE = ﬂgvfgg and P = () P
Z

Here the intersections run over all possible Z = [];Z; Z; where Z; = H§'=1 Z,{ as in Definition 1.8
and hence are countable intersections. o



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

Theorem 1.11. Let Z = []%, Z; where Z; = H Z] as in Definition 1.8. Then the subsets 9’ 7

g’reg in P, and szgz,

Let C,, i=1,...,m be associative cones in R’ having links %; = uﬁ.:lZ{ with Z{ € Z{

.@rzg in P are comeager, respectively. In particular, the following holds.

(i) If X2, s-inda(C;) > 0, then for any co-closed G,-structure ¢ € 9’ A the moduli space M
contains no conically singular associative submanifolds having smgularltles modeled on
cones with links in a neighbourhood of %; in Z;.

(ii) If 2, s-inda(C;) > 1, then for any path of co-closed G,-structures ¢ € 9"‘ g the moduli

space MCS contains no conically singular associative submanifolds havzng smgularztzes
modeled on cones with links in a neighbourhood of %; in Z;.

Remark 1.12. We conclude from Theorem 1.1 that if ¢ € g’reg then the moduli space M

essentially can contain only conically singular associative submanlfolds having smgularltles
modeled on cones C with s-inda(C) = 0. Similarly, if ¢ € F/’reg then the moduli space MCS
essentially can contain only conically singular associative submanlfolds having singularities
modeled on cones C with s-inda(C) = 0 or 1. *

Desingularizations of conically singular associative submanifolds

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

Definition 1.13. The dilation action of R* on R’ generates a canonical Fueter section §; €
C*(NL), that is, D $; = 0 (see Definition 2.23, Remark 2.24). This §; vanishes at infinity. &

Let P be a conically singular associative submanifold in a co-closed G;-manifold (Y, ¢) with
singularity at a single point modeled on a cone C whose link is & C S® (see Definition 3.53).
Let L be an asymptotically conical associative submanifold in R” with the asymptotic cone C.
The operators Dp and Dy, are defined in Definition 2.23. The space ker Dp 3 and ker Dy » can be
expressed informally as follows:

kerDp ) := {u € C°(NP) : Dpu=0,u = O(r") asr — 0}

and
kerDy ) :={u € C*(NL) : Dpu=0,u = O(r") asr — oo}.

Definition 1.14. We define the matching kernel X™ by
"™ .= {(ur,up) € kerDr o ® ker Dpy : icoti, = iguip},

where the maps i, and iy are the asymptotic limit maps ir ¢ and ipy respectively, defined in
Definition 3.93. o



Let ¢ € &P be a path of co-closed G;-structures on Y and ty € (0, 1) such that ¢, := ¢(ty) = ¢.
We set ¢, := ¢(t). The G,-structures ¢, induces the 4-forms i, (see Definition 2.2).

Definition 1.15. We define the extended matching kernel by
fkm := {(ug,up,t) € kerDL,g & C;’?O @R : Dpup + tﬁn =0, iUy = igup},

where fp is as in Definition 3.100 and Cp; := {u € C*(NP) :u = O(1) asr — 0}. 'y
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 G,-manifold
(Y, $) with singularity at a single point modeled on a cone C. Let L be an asymptotically conical
associative submanifold in R” with the asymptotic cone C and rate v < 0. Let ¢ € &P be a path of
co-closed Gy-structureson Y and ty € (0, 1) such that ¢,, = ¢. Assume that, the matching kernel
K™ and the extended matching kernel K™ both are one dimensional, that is,

(1.17) K™ =KK™ = (§p)r.

Then there exist & > 0, a continuous function t : [0, &) — [0, 1] with t(0) = ty and smooth closed
embedded associative submanifolds Py ;. in (Y, ¢;(r)) for all e € (0, &) such that P.;,) — P as
€ — 0 in the sense of integral currents.

Now we will apply Theorem 1.16 to desingularize CS associative submanifold with Harvey-
Lawson T?-cone singularity and associative submanifold with a transverse unique self intersec-
tion.

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

We start with CS associative submanifold with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity. Let ¢ € P

(see Definition 1.10) be a path of co-closed G;-structures on Y and t, € (0, 1). Let P be a conically
singular associative submanifold in (Y, ¢,) with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity at a single
point (see Example 3.4). We prove in Lemma 4.26 that kerDp _; = (dp)r and

(1.18) a = (bp, fo)z # 0.
where fp is as in Definition 3.100.

Definition 1.19. PP* C PLE consists of all ¢ € PE such that for all CS associative submanifolds
Pin (Y, $y,) for some t; € (0,1) with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity at a single point, the
asymptotic limit of 9p has the form

(1.20) l.p)_lﬁp = b1§1 + b2§2, b1 # 0, bz # 0, bl * bz.

where &, & are in (3.48) of Example 3.47. o

Note that %, %2 are independent of various choices of dp. We hope that P* ¢ PLE is

comeager. We prove the following desingularization theorem for conically singular associatives
with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity at a single point in Section 4.4.



Theorem 1.21. Let ¢ € P be a path of co-closed Gy-structures on Y and ty € (0,1). Let P
be a conically singular associative submanifold of (Y, ¢y,) in MZSS with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone
singularity at a single point x. There exist & > 0, three continuous functions t' : [0,&,) — [0,1]
with t'(0) = to, i = 1,2,3 and smooth closed embedded associative submanifolds Isg,ti(g) in
(Y, ¢si(e)) forall e € (0,&) such that lag,ti(g) — P ase — 0 in the sense of integral currents.
The Pg’ti(g) are diffeomorphic to the Dehn filling of P° := P\B.(x) along simple closed curves
Wi C dP° = T? which satisfy p1.1z = p2.u3 = p3.p1 = —1. Furthermore, if ¢ € P° then there is a
constant ¢ # 0 such that

cb cb
tl(s) =ty — R 0(52), t2(e) =ty + Rt 0(52),
a a

(1.22)
b, —b
and t3(¢e) =ty + %Ez +o(?).
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 ¢ € PLL be a path
of co-closed G,-structures on Y and t, € (0,1). Let P € M?; be an associative submanifold
in (Y, ¢;,) 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 IT. in R’ so that BII, = I1,, BITy = I1_ and

R’ = (n)r @ BII, @ Blly

is an orientation compatible splitting as in Example 3.33 and B € G;. There is an asymptotic
limit map (see Lemma 3.70 and Example 3.33)

(1.23) {ueCpy:Dpu=0(r)asr — 0} — O eI, u— (u(0),u (0)).
It turns out pr = O(r) asr — 0 (see Definition 3.100).

Definition 1.24. P C PLE consists of all ¢ € P.E such that all associative submanifolds P in
(Y, ¢(to)) for some ¢y € (0, 1) with a transverse unique self intersection are (rigid) unobstructed
in (Y, ¢(ty)) as immersed associative submanifolds. In other words, ker Dpy = {0} and there
exists dp € C}’,‘jo such that

(1.25) Dpip = fp, and a := (65(0) — 65 (0)) -1 # 0.

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

(1.26) {P; : |t —ty| < 1, Py, = P, P; is embedded closed associative Vt # t}. .



Definition 1.27. P* ¢ P consists of all ¢ € P' such that for all associative submanifolds
Pin (Y, ¢(ty)) for some t;, € (0,1) with a transverse unique self intersection , there exists
tip € ker Dp _; such that

(128)  ip_pip = (BE',BE), and b = (ip — BEY)(0) - n— (ip — BE)(0) - n # 0,
where £* 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 II; and II_ and therefore the definitions of a
and b are well defined. We hope that P c PIE and P c PLE 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 ¢ € P be a path of co-closed Gy-structures on Y and ty € (0,1). Let P be an
associative submanifold of (Y, ¢,) in J\/[st with a transverse unique self intersection at x. There
exist & > 0, a continuous function t : [0,&) — [0, 1] with t(0) =ty and smooth closed embedded
associative submanifolds 136,;(8) in (Y, ¢(c)) forall e € (0,&) such thatﬁe,t(g) — Pase —>0in
the sense of integral currents. The f’g,t(g) are diffeomorphic to the connected sums P,#(S! x S?) if
P, is connected, and otherwise to P;#P; , where P, = P} 11 P, . Here P, is as in (1.26).

Remark 1.30. We discuss in Remark 4.32 following [Joy18, Remark 4.5 a)] that if ¢ € P* then
one would expect that there is a constant ¢ # 0 such that

(1.31) t(e) =ty — %83 +o(e).

We would like to point out that Nordstréom [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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2 Preliminaries: G,-manifolds and associative submanifolds

In this section we review definitions and basic facts about G,-manifolds, more generally almost
G»-manifolds and associative submanifolds, which are important to understand this article. To
delve further into these topics, we refer the reader to [SW17; Joyo7; KLL20; Hargo] and other
relevant sources mentioned throughout the discourse.
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2.1 Gy-manifolds

The group G, is the automorphism group of the normed division algebra of octonions O,
ie. Gy := Aut(O) c SO(7). This is a simple, compact, connected, simply connected Lie
group of dimension 14. Furthermore there exists a fibration SU(3) < G, — S°. Writing
O =ReO®ImO = R®R’, we define the cross-product x : A’R” — R by

(u,0) > u X v :=Im(uv).
The 3-form ¢, € A3(R7)* is defined by

Ge(u,0,w) := ge(u X v, w),

where g, : S?(R7) — Ris g.(u,0) = —Re(uv), the standard Euclidean metric on R’. These are
related by an important identity

(2.1) e N LyPe N Pe = 6ge(u,v)voly,.
More explicitly, here {e!,..., e’} is an oriented orthonormal frame on R’ such that

¢e - 6123 _ 6145 _ e167 _ e246 275 347 356

k

where ¢'/F := ¢! A e/ A ¥, The Lie group G, can also be expressed as

Gy :={A € GL(R) : A*¢, = ¢.}.
There is also a 4-form | := x4, ¢. € A*(R7)*, which also can be defined by

¢e(u’ o, w, Z) = ge( [u> o, W]’ 2)5
where [+, -, -] : A3*(R”7) — R’ is the associator, defined as follows:
[u,0,w] :== (u X 0) X w+ (v, w)u — {u, w)o.

Definition 2.2. A G,-structure on a 7-dimensional manifold Y is a principal G,-bundle over Y
which is a reduction of the frame bundle GL(Y).

An almost G;-manifold® is a 7-dimensional manifold Y equipped with a G,-structure or
equivalently equipped with a definite 3-form ¢ € Q*(Y), that is, the bilinear form G : S*TY —
A7(T*Y) defined by

Gy (u,0) = 1y AN 1, A ¢

is definite. o

A G;-structure ¢ on Y defines uniquely a Riemannian metric g4 and a volume form voly,
on Y satisfying the identity (2.1). Moreover it defines

« across product X : A>(TY) — TY,

3A 7-dimensional manifold is an almost Gz-manifold if and only if it is spin, see [Gra6g, Theorem 3.1-3.2]
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. an associator [-,-,-] : A3(TY) — TY,
« ad4-form i) := x5, ¢ € Q*(Y).

A G,-structure is also equivalent to having a definite 4-form ¢ € Q*(Y) with an orientation
on Y; see [Hito1, Section 8.4]. Here ¢ is definite means the bilinear form Gy : S’T*Y —
A(T*Y) ® A7(T*Y) defined by

Gy (u,0) ==,y ANy AY

is definite. In this definition, the 4-form ¢/ is considered as a section of A3(TY) ® A7(T*Y) =
A*(T*Y) and the contraction 1,1 is a section of A%(TY) ® A7(T*Y).

Definition 2.3. A G,-manifold is a 7-dimensional manifold Y equipped with a torsion-free
G,-structure, that is, equipped with a definite 3-form ¢ € Q*(Y) such that V, 49 = 0, or
equivalently*

dg =0 and dy = 0. )

Since the moduli space of torsion free G,-structures over Y is a smooth manifold of dimension
b3(Y) [Joy9b6a, Part I, Theorem C], usually we need to consider the following larger spaces of
G;-structures for enumerative theories [DS11, Section 3.2; Joy18, Section 2.5].

Definition 2.4. A G-structure ¢ is called a co-closed G,-structure if dy = 0, where i := 4, ¢.
An almost G,-manifold (Y, ¢) is called a co-closed G;-manifold if ¢ is a co-closed G»-
structure.
A Gj-structure ¢ is called tamed” by a closed 3-form 7 € Q3(Y) if for all x € Y and
u,0,w € T,Y with [u,0,w] = 0 and ¢(u,v, w) > 0 we have 7(u,v, w) > 0. I

Example 2.5. (R7, ¢.) is a Gy-manifold. °

Example 2.6. Let (X, @}, @}, k) be a hyperkihler 4-manifold. The manifolds R* X X and T x X
are Gy-manifolds with G,-structure

¢ = dt' AdtP AdE +dt' A wop +dE A wp +dEP A ok,
where (t1, 12, t3) are the coordinates of R®. °

Example 2.7. Let (Z, w, Q) be a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, where  is a Kdhler form and Q is a holo-
morphic volume form on Z satisfying
3 i\ 3 B
@ _ —(i) QAQ.
3! 2
The product with the unit circle, Y := S X Z is a G;-manifold with the G,-structure

1
¢:=dt ANw+ReQ, lﬁ:Ew/\a)+dt/\ImQ,

where t denotes the coordinate on S'. In this case the holonomy group Hol(Y, g4) c SU(3). e

“The equivalence was established by Fernandez and Gray [FG&2, 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 Gy-manifold (Y, ¢) admits a nowhere vanishing parallel spinor and therefore
the metric g4 is Ricci-flat [LM89, pg. 321; Hit74, Theorem 1.2]. A compact G,-manifold Y has
holonomy exactly equal to G, if and only if ; (Y) is finite [Joyo7, Proposition 11.2.1]. *

Example 2.9. Bryant [Bry87], Bryant and Salamon [BS89] first constructed local and complete
manifolds with holonomy equal to G, respectively. Joyce [Joyg6b] first constructed compact
manifolds with holonomy equal to G, by smoothing flat T’ /T where T is a finite group of
isometries of T7. This has been generalized later by Joyce and Karigiannis [JK17]. Kovalev
[Kovos] introduced the twisted connected sum construction of G,-manifolds which glues a
suitable matching pair of asymptotically cylindrical G;-manifolds. This construction was later
improved by Kovalev and Lee [KL11] and Corti, Haskins, Nordstrém, and Pacini [CHNP15] to
produce hundreds of thousands examples of compact manifolds with holonomy equal to G,. e

Example 2.10. Nearly parallel G,-manifolds (i.e. co-closed G,-manifolds (Y, ¢) satisfying d¢ =
Ay for some constant A € R) are examples of co-closed G;-manifolds. °

2.2 Associative submanifolds

In any almost G,-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, ¢) be an almost G,-manifold. A 3-dimensional oriented submanifold P
of Y is called an associative submanifold® if it is semi-calibrated by the 3-form ¢, that is, ¢, is
the volume form volp 5 on P, or equivalently 7 [u,0,w] =0, forall x € P and u,0,w € T,P. &

Example 2.12. In Example 2.6, R* and T® are associative submanifolds. .

Example 2.13. Let Z be a Calabi-Yau 3-fold and S! X Z be the G,-manifold as in Example 2.7. For
any holomorphic curve ¥ C Z and special Lagrangian® L C Z the 3-dimensional submanifolds
S x ¥ and {e'’} x L are associative submanifolds of §* x Z for all e € S. .

Example 2.14. Joyce [Joyg6a, Section 4.2] has produced examples of closed associative subman-
ifolds which are the fixed point loci of G,-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)
G,-manifolds first constructed by Corti, Haskins, Nordstrém, and Pacini [CHNP15, Section s,
Section 7.2.2] from closed holomorphic curves and closed special Lagrangians in asymptotically
cylindrical (ACyl) Calabi-Yau submanifolds. The author in [Berz2] has constructed more ex-
amples of closed associative submanifolds in the twisted connected sum G;-manifolds. These

SIf ¢ is a calibration (i.e. d¢ = 0) and P is compact then it is a minimal submanifold and volume minimizing in its
homology class [HL82, Theorem 4.2].

"The equivalence follows from the identity [u Ao Aw|? = ¢(u, 0, w)? +|[u, v, w]|
1.6]

8i.e. L is calibrated by Re Q.

2 see [HL82, section IV, Theorem
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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 G,-manifold
discussed by the physicists [BDHLMS18]. °

Remark 2.16. Examples of associative submanifolds of nearly parallel G;-manifolds have been
constructed by Lotay [Loti2] in §7, Kawai [Kaw15] in the squashed S” and Ball and Madnick
[BMz0] 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. Let M be any submanifold of a manifold Y. The normal bundle 7 : NM — M
is characterised by the exact sequence

(2.18) 0—>TM — TYjyy > NM — 0.

The tangent bundle TN M fits into the exact sequence

S i d *
0 — T*NM— TNM 5 7°TM — 0.

This induces an inclusion of the space normal vector fields of M into the space vector fields of
NM,
°:C”(NM) — Vect(NM), u+> i:=i(n"u).

Here 7*u € C*(n*NM) is the pull back section. Observe that, [%, 3] = 0 for all u,0 € C*(NM).
For any section u € C*(NM) we define the graph of u by
L, = {(x,u(x)) € NM : x € M}.

For any section u € C*(NM), the graph, T}, is a submanifold of NM and the bundle 7*NM|r,
fits into the split exact sequence
d(uorr)

O~
_d o
(2.19) 0 TT, TNMr, 2% s NMy, —— o.

In particular, this induces an isomorphism NI, = 7*NMjr,. Moreover, the composition

TT, — TNM, d—”> 7*TM]r, is an isomorphism.
The choice of a Riemannian metric g on Y induces a splitting of the exact sequence (2.18),
that is,
TYjy =TM L NM.

Denote by -l and -* the projections onto the first and second summands respectively. The
Levi-Civita connection V on TY|); decomposes as

VAL §
=% o)
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Here II € Hom(S?*TM, NM) is the second fundamental form of M, V! is the Levi-Civita
connection on M and V+ is the normal connection on NM.

A tubular neighbourhood map of M is a diffeomorphism between an open neighbouhood
Vi of the zero section of the normal bundle NM of M which is convex in each fiber and an
open neighbourhood Uy, (tubular neighbourhood) of M in Y,

v : Ve — Uy

that takes the zero section 0 to M and the composition

. dlnm
NM — 0°'TNM — TY|yy — NM

is the identity.
Let Yas : Vi — Ups be a tubular neighbourhood map of M. We define

COO(VM) = {u € COO(NM) : T, C VM}.

Let u € C*(V)y). Denote by M,, the submanifold Ya;(T},) of Y. Then there is a canonical bundle
isomorphism

o'

NM —— NM,

(2.20) l l

M %A

induced by the following commutative diagram of bundle isomorphisms.

@M
NM = NM,
a* (‘lu* dYMT o
T NM|1"u m NFu
Notation 2.21. By abusing notation we will always denote the above @ again by u. >

Definition 2.22. Let (Y, ¢) be an almost G,-manifold. Let 83 be the set of all 3-dimensional
oriented, closed smooth submanifolds of Y.

We define the C*-topology on the set 85 by specifying a basis, which is a collection of all
the sets of the form {Yp(I},) : u € Vf,}, where P € 83, Yp is a tubular neighbourhood map of P,
and ij is an open set in C* (Vp), whose topology is induced by the C*-norm on C*(NP).

The C*-topology on the set 8 is the inverse limit topology of C*-topologies on it, that is, a
set is open with C*®-topology if it is open for every C*-topology.

The moduli space M? of closed associative submanifolds in (Y, @) is the subset of all
submanifolds in 85 which are associatives. The C*-topology on M? is the subspace topology of
S3. Let & be the set of all co-closed G,-structures on Y. Denote the universal moduli space of
closed associative submanifolds by

M :={(¢,P) € Px83:PeM?}.
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Equip & with the C* topology. The topology of M C 9 X 85 is then given by the subspace
topology of the product C*-topologies.
Let & be the space of paths ¢ : [0,1] — & which are smooth as sections over [0, 1] X Y.
Set ¢, := ¢(t). Define the 1-parameter moduli space of closed associative submanifolds by the
fiber product
M? = [0,1] X M = {(t,P) € [0,1] X 85 : P € M?%}.

The topology on M? is the fiber product topology, which is same as the subspace topology of
the product topology of [0, 1] X 8. .

Definition 2.23. Let M be an associative submanifold (compact or noncompact) of an almost
G,-manifold (Y, ¢). The operator Dy; : C*°(NM) — C*(NM) is defined by

3

(Dpo, w)p2 == / <Z e; X Vztre-UsW> +/ 1w Vo,
M o M

i=1

for all v, w € C°(NM). Here NM is the normal bundle of M and Vjtl is the normal connection
and {ey, ez, e3} is an oriented local orthonormal frame for TM with respect to the metric g.
The operator Dy is formally self adjoint if di = 0 (see Proposition 3.88). If (Y, ¢) is a G-
manifold then Vi = 0 and Dy, is a Dirac operator, called Fueter operator. A closed associative
submanifold M of a co-closed G;-manifold is called rigid or equivalently unobstructed if
ker Dy = {0}. 'y

Remark 2.24. The operator Dy is the linearization of a nonlinear map 3’;51 which controls the
deformation theory of associative submanifolds (see Proposition 3.86). Let Ypr : Vag > Uy C Y
be a tubular neighbourhood map. The map ‘&‘CI : C® (Vi) — C*(NM) is defined by

(2.25) (33u,w>Lz =/ Ly, ueC®(Viy),we Co(NM)
L,
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 form 8"](51 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 ([McLg8, 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 G,-manifold (Y, $) and
¢ : [0,1] — P be a path of co-closed G, structures such that ¢(ty) = ¢. Then there exists an open
neighbourhood Jp of 0 in ker Dp such that

(i) the moduli space M? near P is homeomorphic to obp'(0), zero set of a smooth map (obstruc-
tion map/Kuranishi map)
obp : Jp — coker Dp.
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Moreover, there is a comeager subset P*°6 C P such that for all p € P8 the moduli space
M? is a 0-dimensional manifold and consisting only of unobstructed (rigid) closed associative
submanifolds.

(ii) there is a comeager subset P*® C P such that for all ¢ € P8 the moduli space M? is a
1-dimensional manifold and there is a discrete subset I, C [0, 1] having the property that

a. for eacht € [0,1]\I, the moduli space M?t is consisting only unobstructed (rigid)
closed associative submanifolds.

b. foreacht € I, the moduli space M%: is consisting only closed associative submanifolds
P having dimker Dy < 1. IfP, € M¢?# and dimker Dp, = 1 then there exist non zero
constants a, b such that ob; p | can be written as

ob(ip,(t,x) = at + bx? + higher order terms.

Psing

P
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, ¢) be a compact almost G,-manifold and
7 € Q*(Y) be a closed 3-form. Let &, be the space of all co-closed G,-structures that are tamed
by 7. Does there exist a comeager subset ¢ ¢ %, such that for all ¢ € P? the moduli space
M? is compact?

If (Y, ¢) is a compact almost G,-manifold which is tamed by € Q3(Y), then there is a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for every closed associative submanifold P in (Y, ¢) we have (see [DS11,
Section 3.2; Joy18, Section 2.5])

vol(P, g¢) < c[7] - [P].

Therefore, we can use the following theorem of geometric measure theory to get a Federer-
Fleming compactification of M?. For a discussion on the proof of the following theorem in the
special Lagrangian context we refer the reader to [Joyo4a, 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 [Joyosa, Theorem 6.8]). Let P, be a sequence of closed associative submanifolds
in a sequence of compact almost G;-manifolds (Y, ¢,) which are tamed by a fixed r € Q3(Y).
Assume ¢, converges to ¢ in C™-topology. Then after passing to a subsequence P, converges (in
the sense of currents) to a closed integral current Po, which is calibrated by ¢. Moreover

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

(ii) if all the tangent cones of Ps, are Jacobi integrable’ multiplicity 1 associative cone with
smooth link, then P, is a conically singular associative submanifold of (Y, ¢), 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 . be a 2-dimensional closed submanifold of S® ¢ R”. Define the inclusion map
1:(0,00) X% — R” by i(r,0) = ro. A cone C with link X is the image of ¢ in R”. The Euclidean
metric on R’ induces a metric gs on ¥ and a cone metric gc on C, that is, gc = dr?® + rigs.
Furthermore, it induces a metric gyc and a connection Vé on the normal bundle NC of the
cone C. Let 7 : R7\{0} — S° be the projection. Then NC = n*(NZ), pullback of the normal
bundle N of 3 in $°, gne = rPn*gns and VE = 7* V5.

The standard almost complex structure on S°, J : T,S® — T,.S® is defined by the standard
cross product ‘X’ on R7 as follows:

J(v) =9, Xv

where x € S% v € T,.S® c R.
If the cone C is an associative submanifold then we call it an associative cone. This is

equivalent to saying that the link ¥ is a pseudoholomorphic curve in the almost complex
manifold (S, J). .

Example 3.2. Any special Lagrangian cone in C? is an associative cone in R” = R @ C® and its
link is special Legendrian in S°. Example 3.3 and Example 3.4 describes two examples of special
Lagrangian cones in C* 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
[Haso4a; HKo7; Joyozi; Joyoz]. °

Example 3.3. (Transverse pair of SL planes [Joyo3s, page 328]) Let Cx be the union of a pair of
special Lagrangian (SL) planes in C* with transverse intersection at the origin. Then there exist

%.e. A cone in R” with smooth link 3 ¢ S° is called Jacobi integrable if for every vs € ker(Ds +2J) € C*(NZ),
{exp(tvs) : |t| < 1} is a 1-parameter family of holomorphic curves in (S°, J). Here ’exp’ is the exponential map
with respect to the round metric on S%, and Dy, + 2] is the deformation operator controlling the deformation theory
of holomorphic curves in (S°, J) (see Proposition 3.86).
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a B € SU(3) and unique 04, 05, 05 € (0, ) satistying 0; < 0, < 65 and 61 + 05 + 65 = 7 such that
Cy« = BII, U BIly, where

IIo=R® and IIp:= diag(eiel, eiez,ei‘%) “R3.
We define I1; := BIl; and II_ := Blly. Note that II.. are uniquely determined. °

Example 3.4. (Harvey-Lawson T2-cone [[1L.82, Theorem 3.1])

Cur = {(z1,22,23) € C* : |z1| = |22| = |23, 212223 € (0,00)}
= {r(e'®, %, ¢710+%)) € C3 . r € (0, ), 04,6, € [0,27)}

is a special Lagrangian cone in C* with link g7 = Cgr N S® isometric to the flat Clifford torus
T?. °

Example 3.5. (Null torsion holomorphic curves [Bry82, Section 4])We will be following here
the exposition about null torsion holomorphic curves given in [Madz1]. Let X be a closed
holomorphic curve in (S, J). Then the characteristic SU(3) connection V (see (3.9)) induces
holomorphic structures on TSl6 , T3 and NX. The second fundamental form of ¥ is the obstruc-
tion II € Ext!(NZ,TX) = H’(Z, K2 ® NX) (by Serre duality) to the holomorphic splitting of the
following exact sequence:

0—>TZ—>TS|62—>NZ—>O.

Moreover, II # 0 if and only if 3. is not a totally geodesic S. In this case, denote the effective
divisor of the zero set of Il by Z. We define a holomorphic line bundle Lg by the following exact
sequence:

(3.6) 0— Ly =K;>®0(Z) = N — Lg — 0.

The torsion on ¥ is the obstruction Il € Ext'(Lg, Ly) = H°(Z, K ® O(-Z) ® Lp) (by Serre
duality) to the holomorphic splitting of the exact sequence (3.6).
If ¥ is null-torsion (i.e. Il # 0,1I = 0), then there is a holomorphic isomorphism

Lp = K; ® O(=Z) and Area(Z) = 4znb > 247,

where b = —c;(Lg) = 3x(2) + [Z]. Moreover, no null torsion holomorphic curves in S® are
contained in a totally geodesic S°. If ¥ is genus zero and not a totally geodesic S?, then it
must be a null-torsion holomorphic curve. Bryant [Bry82, Theorem 4.10] and later Rowland
[Rowgg] proved that closed Riemann surfaces of any genus can be conformally embedded as a
null-torsion J-holomorphic curve in S°. .

There are more examples of associative cones which are not special Lagrangians discussed
in [Lot11, Section 7; Loto7b].
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3.1.1  Moduli space of J-holomorphic curves in S°.

Definition 3.7. Let S be the set of all 2-dimensional oriented, closed smooth submanifolds of
S°. Equip 8 with C*-topology in the same way as in Definition 2.22. The moduli space M°!
of embedded holomorphic curves in (S°, J) is the subset of all submanifolds ¥ in 8§ which are
J-holomorphic. The topology on M"! is the subspace topology of the above. »

Let 3 be a pseudoholomorphic curve in S°, thatis, > € M"°!, We denote the complex structure
on X by j, which is just the restriction of J. Let Y5, : V5 — Us; be a tubular neighbourhood map
of 2. For u € C*(Vx) denote the submanifold Ys(T},) by X,. Note that ¥, is J-holomorphic if
and only if u satisfies the following non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equation

- 1 -
0 =dju:= E(du + Y5 J(u) odu o j) € C*(Homc(TZ, u*TVs)).

The linearization of the nonlinear map d; : C*(V5) — C*(Homc(TZ,u*TVs)) at the zero
section, is described in [MSi2, Proposition 3.1.1]. This is the linear map by ; : C*(NX) —
C*(Homc(T%, TVs)z)) defined by

5= (Vo + 0 (Vs 0 j+ Ve o)), £ e C™(ND).

The tangential component of Dy, ; can be discarded for the deformation theory. The following
normal component actually controls the deformation theory.

Definition 3.8. For £ € M"! the normal Cauchy-Riemann operator 5@’ : CP(NX) —
C®(Hom¢ (T2, N3)) = Q%1(Z, N) is defined by

- 1
oNE = §(V§§+]o(v§§)oj+vg]oj). .

The moduli space of holomorphic curves usually studied using the non-linear Cauchy-
Riemann map (see [MSi2, Theorem 3.1.5]) but here we study this in a different way. On R’, the
Euclidean metric is g, = dr? + r?g and the standard G,-structure ¢, /o = *,4,¢. can be written as

4
e =r2dr Aw+1*ReQ, 1, = %wz —r’dr AImQ
where 0 (X,Y) :=g(JX,Y), and Q is a nowhere vanishing complex (3, 0)-form. Together they
give an SU(3)-struture on S°. Also

3

] - 1
volgr = r®dr A volgs and volgs = @ ‘onQ= 2 ReQ AIm Q.

6 8
In particular, *;Re Q = Im Q, *;ImQ = —Re Q. Moreover, d¢. = 0 and dy. = 0 on R’ are
equivalent to the following equations on S° respectively:

do=3ReQ and dImQ = —-2w>.
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That means S® with this SU(3) structure is a nearly Kihler manifold. Let V be the Levi-Civita
connection on S® with respect to the round metric g. The characteristic SU(3) connection

(39) 6uv =V, + %(Vu.])]v:

satisfies 69 =0, VJ = 0 and Hol(V) c SU(3). But V is not torsion free.

Definition 3.10. Let X be a J-holomorphic embedded curve in S¢. The characteristic Cauchy-
Riemann operator on N, 5@’ : C*(NX) — Q%(NY) is defined to be the induced Cauchy-

Riemann operator from the characteristic SU(3) connection V, that is,
- 1 -~ -
W= (TE+T 0 (F20) 0 ). .

Lemma 3.11 (McDuff and Salamon [MS12, Lemma C.7.1]). For any vector fields u, v, w on S,
(i) (VuJ)Jo==J(Vu])v and g((ViJ)o,w) = =g((Vi])w,0),
(i) (VuJ)o = —(VoJ)u and the torsion Ty, (u,v) = $Nj(u,0) = (Vo ])Jo,
(iii) 3g((V))v, w) = de(u,0, w) = 3Re Q(u, v, w)

Definition 3.12. The J-antilinear multiplication map, X6 : TS® X TS® — TS® is defined by the
orthogonal projection on TS® of the cross product in R?, or equivalently for all vector fields
u,v,won S°,

g(u Xg6 v,w) = Re Q(u, v, w), or equivalently u Xgs 0 = (V.. J)v. o

Remark 3.13. Let 3 be an oriented smooth surface in S® and C be the cone in R? with link 3.
The following are equivalent: (i) ¥ is J-holomorphic, (ii) C is associative, (iii) for all u,0 € TZ
and w € TS®, Re Q(u,v,w) = 0, (iv) forall u,0 € T, u Xgs 0 = 0, (v) forallu € TX and v € N3,
uXov e N3. &

Proposition 3.14. Let 3 be an embedded J-holomorphic curve in S°. Then for all ¢ € C*(NY)
HRE=RE- (VHJE
Proof. By Lemma 3.11 we have for all £ € C*(NZ),
Jo¥Eoj=JoVEo j+ 2 J(V)JEoj=]oVEo j+ (VL
The proposition now follows from (3.9). [ ]

Definition 3.15. Let > be an embedded J-holomorphic curve in Z. By Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.13,
the map ys : T2 — Endc(NZ) given by

)/z(fz)(l)z) = fz X U3, A4 Uy € NZ, fz € TZ,
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is a skew symmetric J-anti-linear Clifford multiplication. Moreover the normal bundle NX
together with the metric gns, Clifford multiplication ys and the metric connection V* := Vi is
a Dirac bundle, that is, V*ys = 0. The associated Dirac operator is given by

2
(3.16) Dy = Zﬁ X @ll
i=1
where {f;} is a local orthonormal oriented frame on X. Note that Dy is J-anti-linear. Moreover
the map yy induces a J-anti-linear isomorphism
ys : Homc (T2, NX) — N2,

which is defined by
(s ®05) = yu(f5) (0s). L

Remark 3.17. yy satisfies the following commutative diagram:

éN

C®(N3) —Ls C*(Home(TS, N3))

e, 2 *

C®(N3).
Proposition 3.18. Dy = 2, f; X V]% —Jandys o 5g =Ds +2].

Proof. First we prove that y5((V+])J) = —2]. For a local oriented orthonormal frame {f;, f> =
jfi} on X we have V}_] = ys f; because of Definition 3.12 and Lemma 3.11. Therefore

2 2
ys((VEDD = D fix (VEDT = ) (ysf)*] = -2J.
i=1 i=1
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 X € §, we define F : C*(Vx) — C*(NZX) by

(F(u),v)e :=/ 15(15 Re Q)

L

where u € C*(V5) and v € C*(NZX). The notation v in the integrand is the extension vector
field of v € C*(NZ) in the tubular neighbourhood as in Notation 2.21. 'y

Proposition 3.20. Foru € C*(Vy), we have F(u) = 0 if and only if 3, := Y5 (T,) is J-holomorphic.
If% € ML then the linearization of F at zero, dFy : C*(NZ) — C*(NZ3) is given by

d\rfo =JDy - 21 =](D2+2_]).

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 { f, f2 = J f1} be a local oriented orthonormal
frame for T3. For u,0 € C*(NY),

d

d * *
EL:O(?(tu),U)Lz = E|t=0/ 1o(Yz Re Q) = /Lutv(Yz Re Q).
Ty b

This is same as [ 1,£,, (Y5 Re Q) +11,0] (Y5 Re Q). As, [u,0] = 0 (by Notation 2.21) and 3 € vhol,
this is equal to

/ 1o(Y3s Re Q)(Viu, fo) + 1,(Y5 Re Q) (f1, Viu) + 1.V, (Y5 Re Q)
s
= /2_<f2 X V]%lu,v) +(fi X V};u,v) —1,(u A zw) (as VReQ = —w A +)

= [0 V3000 + U X Tiw,0) = o = [ (UDs = 21du0).

Therefore dFy = JDs — 21. Since Dy, is a J-anti-linear (this follows from the fact that V=0
and ys is J-anti-linear), self adjoint Dirac operator, it proves the last part of the proposition. m

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In Proposition 3.18 we see that y5 o Y = Dy + 2]. Extending the
nonlinear map F to Holder spaces we get a smooth map

F : C*Y (V) — CY(NY).

Proposition 3.20 implies that the linearization of J at zero is an elliptic operator and hence
is Fredholm. By implicit function theorem applied to F we obtain the map oby as stated in
the theorem (see [DK9o, Proposition 4.2.19]). We need to only prove that, if u € C>¥(Vy) with
F(u) =0, then u € C* (V). To prove this, we observe

0 =Ds(F(u)) = a(u, Véu)(Vé)zu +b(u, Vyu)

Since a(u, Vyu) € C LY and b(u, Viu) € CY, by Schauder elliptic regularity (see [Joyo7, Theorem
1.4.2]) we obtain u € C>Y. 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 [Maroz; 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 %. The Fueter operator (see Definition 2.23) on
the cone C, D¢ : C*°(NC) — C*(NC) is

3

1
DC = Z e; X VC,e,-’
i=1
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where {e;} is a local oriented orthonormal frame on C and V{ is the normal connection induced
by the Levi-Civita connection on R”.

Definition 3.21. For A € R we define the homogeneous kernel'® of rate A by
Vi = {r* vy € C°(NC) : vy € C*°(NgsZ), De(r*vg) = 0}

and
dy = dim V.

The set of indicial roots is defined by
De:={AeR:dy #0}. )
Proposition 3.22. Let vs be an element in C*(NgsX) and A € R. Then the following hold

(i) Dc = Jo, + D5 + 2].

(ii) Dc(r*~tvy) = r*=2(Dgvy + (A + 1) Jvy).
(iii) De(r*'(logr)/vs) = r*~2(logr)’ (Dzvs + (A +1)Jvs) + jr*=2(logr)?~1Jvs.
(iv) D5(Jvs) = =]Dsvs.

(v) Va={r*"vs : Dyvy = —(A+1)Jvs} = {7 lvg : (JDg)vs = (A + 1)vs}
(i) JV_pur=V_i_prandd_14y =d_1-) forallA € R.

Proof. We have V{ = dr ® 9, + V. For alocal oriented orthonormal frame {f;} on = c 5 and
o(r,0) € C*(NC), applying Proposition 3.18 we compute

2
1
Dco(r,0) = 9, X V&, 0(r,0) + = > fix V& co(r,0)
»Yr r sJ1
i=1

2
1 1
= 9, Xgs dp0(r,0) + ;8, Xgs 0(r, o) + - ;f, X g6 Vg,ﬁv(r, 0)

1 2
= Jo,u(r,0) + =Dxov(r,0) + —].
r r
This proves (i). Now (ii) and (iii) follows from (i), indeed
Dc(rl_l(log r)jVE) = rl_z(log r)j((A —1)Jvs +Dsvs + 2]1/2) + jr’l_z(log r)j_1]v2.

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

and ys is J-anti-linear. [
m .

Proposition 3.23. Letm € Ny ando(r, o) = Z " 1(log r)/vs; € C*(NC) andvs,j € C*(NseX).
j=0

If Dco(r, 0) = 0 then m = 0 and therefore v(r, 0) = r'"lvs,.

10Note that, |VA_1V2|9NC = rl|vz|gz.
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Proof. IfDco(r, o) = 0, then by Proposition 3.22(iii) and comparing the coefficients of *~2(log r)/ 1,
j = 1 we see that

D2V2,m + (A + I)JVz,m =0and j]l/z,j + DZVZ,j—l + (/1 + 1)]\/2,]'_1 =0.
Therefore,
mHVZ,mlliZ(z) = —(Jvsm: Dsvsm-1+ (A + 1) Jvsm-1)12(3)
= (J(Dsvsm+ (A+1)Jvsm), vem-1)12(3) = 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 [LMS85, Equation 1.11] that a general element in the

homogeneous kernel is of the form }, r*~1(logr)/ vs, 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 /Ds, — 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 C* ¢ R @ C>. Set e; = (1,0) €
R ® C3. We define the isometry ®; : C*(NL) — Q°(L,R) @ Q'(L,R) by

@p(v) = ({er, v), —(er X v)°).
Also we define Dy, : Q°(L,R) & Q'(L,R) — Q°(L,R) ® Q'(L,R) by Dy := &, D, &} L. .

The operator Dy, can be written as (for the proof see [Berz2, Proposition 3.67])
« 0 d*
D = [d *d} )
A direct computation yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.26. Let C be a cone in C* with link 3, then for (fs, hs, 05) € Q°(Z,R) @ Q°(Z,R) @
Q' (2, R) we have

(i) d(r' ) = ! fodr + rds fr.

(i) d(r*hsdr + r'*'os) = —rAdr A dshs + (A + 1)rtdr A os + ' *dsos.
(iii) *dr = r? %5 1, %05 = —dr A *x0%, *(dr A o) = *s05%, *dsos = r~2dr.
(iv) d*(r*hsdr + r'*os) = —(A +2)r* Thy + r’l_ldzz(az).

) =d(r*hsdr + r**os) = —rt 5 dshs + (A + D) rtssos + 1A~ (sxdsos)dr.
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Proposition 3.27. IfC is a special Lagrangian cone in C* whose link is 3, then

- {Cfg S Ql(Z, R) 1 Asos = 0} lf)t =-1,
YT () € QUER)®Q(S,R) : (f5, hy) satisfies (3.28)}  if A # -1,
(3.28) Asfs = AA+ 1), Ashy = (A+2)(A+ Dhy.

Proof. Since C is a special Lagrangian,

Vi = {(fs, hs,05) € Q°(S,R) ® Q°(3,R) ® Q'(3,R) : (f5, hs, 05) satisfies (3.29)},

d*(r*hsdr + r'**los) = 0
(3-29)

d(r* f5) + #d(r*hsdr + r'*los) = 0.
By Lemma 3.26 we obtain that (3.29) is equivalent to the following:

(A+2)hs = dg (o3)
(3-30) Afs = —xsds(o3)
(A+1)#s05 = —dsfs + *sdshs.

This yields the required proposition.
Corollary 3.31. IfC is a special Lagrangian cone in C* whose link is %, then

{hs € Q°(Z,R) : Ashy = (A+2)(A+1)hs} ifA e (-1,0)
H°(3,R) @ {hs € Q°(3,R) : Ashs = 2hs}  ifA=0
H!'(Z,R) ifA=-1
{£€QZ,R): Asfy = (A+1DAfs} ifA e (=2,-1).

Remark 3.32. Since d; is the dimension of the space of infinitesimal deformations of ¥ in S°,

i, Z dy — 7 < s-inda (C) < s-ind(C).

2
—-1<A<1

If the associative cone C is not a 3-plane then all the translations by vectors in R” yield a
7-dimensional subspace of V) and hence dy > 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_
71 < s-inda (C) < s-ind(C).
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Example 3.33. (Pair of transverse associative planes) Let I1.. be a pair of associative planes
in R” with transverse intersection at the origin that is I, N TI_ = {0}. Set Cy := IT, UTI_ and
e1 :=(1,0...,0) € R” = Ra® C3. We choose a unit vector n € R” orthogonal to both IT, so that
we have an orientation compatible splitting

R'=(n)r@®Il, oIl_.

Here the orientations of IL,. are given by the restrictions of the standard 3-form ¢, and orientation
of (n)r is given by n. If we choose —n instead of n in the above, we interchange the role of IL,
and II_. Then there exists B € G, such that

n = Be;, BIlj=1II;, Bllp=II_,

where Iy and Iy are special Lagrangian planes in C* as in Example 3.3. By Corollary 3.31 we

have
0 ifAe[-1,0)U(0,1)

Vi={(RoR)® (R*®R?® ifi=0
R*eoR)® (R*®R%) ifl=1
If H is the symmetry group of [T, = R® for the standard action of G, on R’, then H = SO(4).
Hence Cy is rigid and

d_
s—indA(CX)=s—ind(C><)=Tl+ D di-2(dimG,~dimH) -7 = 0+8+16-16-7=1. »
—-1<A<1

Example 3.34. (Harvey-Lawson cone) Let Cyy, be the Harvey-Lawson special Lagrangian cone
with link the flat Clifford tori in C* as given in Example 3.4. Then by Corollary 3.31 and [Maroz,
Section 6.3.4, p. 132] we have

R? ifl=-1

0 ifle(-1,0)U(0,1)
ROR, ifA=0

RCOR® ifA=1

Vﬁ =

If H is the symmetry group of Cpy, for the standard action of G, on R?, then H = U(1)?. Hence
Cyy is rigid and

d_
s-ind (Cryp) = s-ind(Cyr) = 71 + Z dy — (dimGy — dimH) = 7=1+19-12-7=1 e
—-1<A<1

Proposition 3.35. Let C be a connected special Lagrangian cone in C* whose link 3. is not a totally
geodesic S%. Then

1
b(Z)>1
2

with equality if and only if C is Cyy, the Harvey-Lawson T?-cone (up to special unitary equivalence).

s-inda (C) >
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Proof. As . is not a totally geodesic S?, C is not contained in any hyperplane [Haso4b, Lemma
3.13] in C3. Moreover the genus of ¥ is at least 1 (see [[Haso4a, Theorem 2.7]). The space of real
linear functions on C? induces a 6 dimensional subspace of the 2-eigenspace of As. Therefore,
by Corollary 3.31 we have (see Remark 3.32) dy > 7 and

1
s-inda (C) > % b (%)

In Example 3.34 we see s-inda (Cgr) = 1. If s-inda (C) = 1, then b}(2) = 1,dy = 7and d; = 0
for all A € (—1,0) U (0, 1). This implies that the first eigenvalue of Ay is 2 with multiplicity 6.
Then by a theorem of Haskins [[Haso4b, Theorem A] C is Cpyr, the Harvey-Lawson T2?-cone (up
to special unitary equivalence). ]

Proposition 3.36. Let X be a null-torsion holomorphic curve in S® and let C be the cone in R” with
link 3. Then
S-iIldA(C) 2> 5.

In particular, this inequality holds for any genus zero holomorphic curve in S° except a totally
geodesic S%.

The proof of this proposition needs the following small preparation.

Definition 3.37. Let T be a J-holomorphic curve in S¢. The Jacobi operator L5 : C°(NX) —
C*(NY) is

2 2
L3 = (V)Y + ) (R = D (U £ U £) .
i=1

i,j=1
Proposition 3.38. Let X be a J-holomorphic curve in S°. Then the Jacobi operator Ly satisfies
L5 = (D3 +])(Dy +2]) = (JD5)* = (JD5) - 21d.

Moreover, spec(Ls) = {A2 + 1 —2: A € D¢}, where D¢ is defined in Definition 3.21. Denote by
Eiz the § eigenspace of Lx. Then

S ~ ~
EL; = V—3+V9+45 @ V—3—V9+4 = V—3+\/9+45 @ V—1+\/9+45
2 2 2 2

In particular, EZS =V_1 PV and E%Z =V, P V.

Proof. We denote the Jacobi operator for the cone C of % in R” by L¢. Gayet [Gay14, Theorem
2.8, Appendix 5.3] proved that
Lc =DE.

Now for all vs € C®(NseZ) we have Lcovs = r~2Lxvs. Therefore by Proposition 3.22(ii) we
conclude that
D% =r%(Ds + J)(Ds +2)). ]
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Proof of Proposition 3.36. Let J be an almost complex structure on N3 defined by the fol-
lowing exact sequence of complex vector bundles (see Example 3.5):

0~ (L) S (NE) 5 (Ls,~]) = 0.
Madnick [Mad21] has proved that ¥ is null-torsion iff V*+ J =0 and in that case
Ly = 23;L’jévl,j -2
where éVi, j is the Cauchy-Riemann opeartor induced by V. and J on N. Moreover,
(3.39) dim E;® > index dg. j = 2c1(N, J) +2x(3) = —4c1(Lp) = 4b > 24.

Here b = Ar%ﬂ(z) > 6. By Proposition 3.38 we see that dim EZ; = d_q +d, and therefore we have

s-indp (C) > -722b-72>5. [ |

d_l + d()
2

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 ¥ is 1 then K5 = O and therefore O(Z) ® Ly = Ly ® Lg = O.
Assume ¥ is not a null-torsion holomorphic curve, then the zero set of IIl induces an effective
divisor, in particular deg Lg > [Z]. Therefore deg Ly = [Z] = 0 and hence Lg = O and Ly = O.
This implies that there is a non zero section vy of N¥ such that égf vs = 0 and hence d_; > 2.
Moreover, considering the long exact sequence of sheaf cohomologies corresponding to (3.6)
we obtain
0—-C— HS,N3) - C e H'(3,NX) - C — 0.

Since III # 0 we obtain more precisely that d_; = 2 dimc H°(Z, NX) = 2. [ |

Remark 3.40. Let ¥ be a J-holomorphic curve in S°. The Morse index of the Jacobi operator Ly
is defined by Ind Ly := ) 5., dim Egz. Now Proposition 3.38 implies that

IndCs =d_, +2 Z dy + Z dy.

—-1<A<0 0<A<1

If genus of ¥ is 1 then the proof of Theorem 1.7 implies that Ind £5 > 9. If ¥ is a null-torsion
holomorphic curve in S° then L5 does not have an eigenvalue less than —2. Therefore by (3.39)
the Morse index of £x
Ind L5 > 4b + Z dy > 24.
0<A<1

Comparing the above observations with a generalized Willmore type conjecture made by Kusner
and Wang [KW18, Remark 3.6 (1)] we make the following conjecture that if an associative cone
Cin R’ is not a plane then s-ind(C) > s-indx(C) > 1 and equality if and only if C is the Harvey-
Lawson T?-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
C. Fs
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3.2 Asymptotically conical (AC) associative submanifolds

Definition 3.41. Let C be a cone in R” with link ¥ < S°, that is, C = 1((0,00) X ). Let Iz : Vs C
Ngs% — Us, be a tubular neighbourhood map for 3. We define a tubular neighbourhood map

Yc:VC—>UC

for C as follows. Define V¢ at (r,0) by rVx and Ye(u(r,0)) = rYs(r~lu(r,0)) and Uc :=
im Ye. )

Observe that, for each ¢ > 0, the scaling map s, : R” — R’, x — ex induces an action s,, on
NC. Moreover, Y¢ is equivariant with respect to these actions, that is,

Yo (seett) = s Xeu.

Definition 3.42. Let C be a cone in R” with link ¥ and 3 = LI, >; be the decomposition into
components and C; be the cone with link ¥;. An oriented three dimensional submanifold L of
R’ is called asymptotically conical (AC) submanifold with cone C and rate v := (v1,- -+ , ;)
with v; < 1 if there exist

« areal number Ry, > 1, a compact submanifold with boundary Ky of L,
« a diffeomorphism ¥ : (R, ) X % — Lo, := L\K; C R,

« ¥} — 1 is a section of the normal bundle NC over (((Rw, ) X X) C C lying in the tubular
neighbourhood V¢ of C and

(V)5 (¥ - )] = 0(-7F),
forallk e NU {0} asr — oo.

Here V is the normal connection on NC induced from Levi-Civita connection on R” 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 v and cone C
if L is associative and an asymptotically conical submanifold with rate v and cone C in R” 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 v < 1 is also an AC Riemannian
manifold with rate v — 1 and also AC submanifold of any rate v’ with v < v < 1. Deformation
theory of AC associative submanifolds has been studied by Lotay [Lot11]. *

There are many examples of AC special Lagrangians in C3, see [Joyo1; Joyoz], 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; Loto7b].
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Example 3.44. (Lawlor neck, [Law89; Joy18, Section 4.1; Hargo, pg. 139-143] Let IT_ := IT;, = R®
and I1, := ITy be a pair of transverse special Lagrangian planes in C* as in Example 3.3. Define

i RY xS — Iy, [+(r, o) = rdiag(eiel, 6192’ eiGs) -

and 1™ : R* xS? — Iy, 1~ (r,0) = ro. For any A > 0 there exists a unique triple of positive real

numbers (aj, az, a3) such that A = - :Zrazaa and 0 = 0y (o0), where

dx :;:1(1 +ajx?) -1

y
8 = 5 R, k= y dy d, P =
v = [ T YR kL2 P

The Lawlor neck Lg 4 is defined as follows:

x2

LQ’A = {(Zl(y)O'l,Zz(y)O'z,Z3(y)0'3) S C3 1 Y,01, 02,03 € R, 0'12 +O'22 + O'g = 1}

where for k = 1,2,3, z1(y) = e“gk(y)1 /a;l +y2. The Lawlor neck Lg 4 is a smooth special
Lagrangian submanifold [Hargo, Theorem 7.78] diffeomorphic to R x S%. The map

®r,, :RXS* — Loy
(y, (a3, 02, 0'3)) = (Zl(y)Ul,Zz(y)02,23(y)03)

is a diffeomorphism. Define @ : R* x §* — Ly 4 by CDfQA(r, o) = ®r, ,(£r,0). For every
e > 0, we observe that the rescaled Lawlor neck '

ELQ’A = L9,53A‘

Therefore, Lawlor neck for us is always Ly 4 with the normalization A = 1, if not mentioned
otherwise.

We define &~ € C*(NTly )\ 0}) and &F := diag (e, €%, ¢%) . £~ € C®(NTlg|m,\{0}) as
follows:

(3.45) £ (o1, %2, x3) := 12 (ixy, ixz, ix3), where r = \[x? + x2 + x2.

Observe that, Dy, &* = 0 and &* € V_,. The Lawlor neck Lg 4 is an AC special Lagrangian
submanifold asymptotic to II, U ITp with rate v = —2. Moreover, the asymptotic normal sections
can be written as

(3.46) ‘Iffe’l —F=EF+00™).
The ‘I’Lie1 are defined (up to normalizations) as follows:

v, (Re®;, ) = o7, and ¥, (Rediag(e™, e, e®)a7, ) = @ .

Lo Loy

Example 3.47. (Harvey-Lawson AC special Lagrangians, [[HL82, Theorem 3.1; Joy18, Section
5.1]) Let C := Cp be the Harvey-Lawson T2-cone as in Example 3.4 and let 1 be the inclusion
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map in R, For any positive real number a > 0, the Harvey-Lawson special Lagrangian 3-folds
are defined by

L}l = {(z1,22,23) € Cc3: |21|2 —a= |22|2 = |23|2, Z12223 € [0,00)},

L2 = {(z1,22,23) € C : |z1]* = |za|* — a = |z3]%, 212223 € [0,00)},

L) = {(z1,22.23) € C’ : |z1|* = |z2|* = |z3|* — a4, 212023 € [0, 0)}.

Each Lk, k = 1,2, 3 is a smooth special Lagrangian in C* [HL82, Section II.3.A] diffeomorphic
to S' X C. Define the diffeomorphims

D1 RY xT? — L, (r, €%, %) 1 (e Vr2 + g, re'®, re=1(01+02)),
O RV XTE— L), (re'®,e'®) o (re /0402 01Vi2 4 g rei®2),
D5 R xT? — L(ll, (r, it eiez) — (reiez, re 1 01402) o012 | a).

For every ¢ > 0, we have !’
k_ 1k
eL, = nga.

Each Lk is an AC special Lagrangian submanifold asymptotic to Cgy, with rate v = —1. Moreover,
the asymptotic normal sections can be written as

(3.48) Yo — 1= &+ 0(r™),
where & € V_j and & = & — &. °
Definition 3.49. Let p : (0,00) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that
1,r <1
(3-50) p(r) = {O,r -

For every s > 0, ps : (0,00) — [0, 1] is defined by ps(r) := p(s~!r). Let L be an AC submanifold
with cone C as in Definition 3.42. We define another AC submanifold L¢ which is diffeomorphic
toL

Le = Kp U Xe(pg, (P —1).
We define Cq := 1((2Re0, 0) X %) C L¢e and Kp. := Lo\ Coo. 'y

Definition 3.51. Let L be an AC submanifold with cone C as in Definition 3.42 and Y¢ be as in
Definition 3.41. We choose a tubular neighbourhhood map

YLC : VLC i ULC

of Lc such that V7. and ;. agree with V¢ and Yc respectively on Cq.
There is a section f in V. € NLc which is zero on Kf and Y;.(I3) is L, and

(V&) Bl = O(r" )

for all k € N U {0} as r — oo, where V{ is the normal connection on NL¢ induced from
Levi-Civita connection on R’. .

Therefore, we always assume ng with the normalization a = 1, if not mentioned otherwise.
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Figure 4: Construction of AC submanifold L¢ 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 R’. Similar work for special Lagrangians and
for coassociatives have been done by Joyce [Joyosb] and Lotay [Loto7a].

Definition 3.52. Let (Y, ¢) be an almost G,-manifold (see Definition 2.2) and let p be a point
in Y. A G,-framing at p is a linear isomorphism v : R” — T,,Y such that v*(¢(p)) = ¢ where
e is the standard G, structure on R’. A G,-coordinate system at p with G,-framing v is a
diffeomorphism

Y:Br(0) cR? - U

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

Two G;-coordinate systems Y; and Y, at p are called equivalent if they have the same
G,-framing at p. )

Definition 3.53. Let P be a compact subset of an almost G;-manifold Y and sing(P) := {p1,..., pm}
be a finite set points in P such that p .= P\sing(P) is a smooth three dimensional oriented
submanifold of Y. We call P the smooth part of P and sing(P) the singular set of points of P.
Let {Cy,...,Cn} be a set of cones in R”. Denote the link of C; by %; and inclusion map into R’
by ;. Let

Y :Bgr(0) > UcCY

be G;-coordinate systems with G,-framings v; at p;, i = 1,...,m.

(1) P is said to be a conically singular (CS) submanifold with singularities at p; modeled on
cones C; and rates y; with 1 < y; < 2 if there exist

« & > 0 with 26y < R and a compact submanifold with boundary Kp of P,

« smooth embeddings
¥5 : (0,260) X Z; — Br(0), i=1,2,...,m

such that J, Y’ o ‘Ifl’; : (0,2¢9) X 3; — Y is a diffeomorphism onto P\Kp,
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. ‘I’}", — 1; is a smooth section of the normal bundle NC; over 1((0, 2¢y) X X;) which lies
in V¢, and
[(VE) (¥} — 1) = 0(r#75)

forallk e NU{0}asr - 0,i=1,2...,m

Here VL is the normal connection on NC; induced from Levi-Civita connection on R’
and || is taken with respect to the normal metric on NC; and cone metric on C;.

(2) If all the above sections ‘I’I‘; — 1; are zero sections then P is said to be end conical singular
(ECS) submanifold.

(3) The cone C; := v;(C;) C T,,Y is said to be the tangent cone of P at p;.
pi g p

(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, ¢). o

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

(i) A CS submanifold with rates y is also a CS submanifold with all rates y’ such that
<y, <p<2foralli=1,2,..m

(ii) A CS submanifold with rates p is a conically singular Riemannian manifold with rates
H y sing
p — 1 for the metric g4 induced by ¢. Indeed

k+1
[(VEH (X 0 ) g9 = gc,)| < D I(VE ) (%) - 1)].
j=0

(iii) p; > 1 also implies that if P is a CS associative submanifold as above, then each cone C; is
also an associative cone in R”. Indeed, the associator on C;

Il Jiel = O ™1), as r — 0.
But [[, -, -]|c,| is dilation invariant and therefore [-, -, -]|¢c, = 0.

(iv) pi < 2 guarantees that the above definition of CS submanifold is independent of the
choice of a G,-coordinate system in an equivalence class. Moreover it is independent of
the choice of a G,-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 [LMS85]. A very good exposition can be found in [Maroz], [KL20].

Notation 3.55. For a conically singular manifold P we will denote by NP the normal bundle of
P = 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 = [I’” C;.

Notation 3.56. We denote

P if Pis a CS submanifold
L if L is a AC submanifold.

and

p if P is a CS submanifold with rate y
7= v if L is a AC submanifold with rate v.

Notation 3.57. We would like to define weighted Sobolev and Hoélder spaces with rate A =
(A, A2, Am) € R We say A <,=> A" if for each i = 1,2,.,m we have 4; <,=> A
respectively. For any s € R, A+ s := (A1 + 5,43+ 5, ..., A,y + 5) and set |A] := 272, [Ai]. >

Definition 3.58. For each A = (14,4, ..., A4y) € R™, a weight function on P, wp) P— (0, 00),
is a smooth function on P such that if x = Y o ¥p(r, o) with (r, o) € (0, 2¢9) X Z; then

wpa(x) = rh,
The weight function on L, w3 : L — (0, 00) is defined by

wi () = (14 [x]) 4.

Let A €e R"and k > 0,p > 1,y € (0,1). For a continuous section u of NM we define the
weighted L norm and the weighted Holder semi-norm respectively by

lullzy,, = Iwmaullisovm, Tulor = Twpa-yulcor vm).-

For a continuous section u of NM with k continuous derivatives we define the weighted C*
norm and the weighted Holder norm respectively by

k
— LyJj o — 1\k
lullex, = Z;H(VM) ulig, Wl = leller +[(Vi) ulear
J:

and, the weighted Sobolev norm by

k 1

j P

”u”wk,p = (Z/ |wM,,1_j(Vj4)]u|pr,3dVM) .
MA =0 M

Here, the connection V3, on NM is the projection of the Levi-Civita connection induced by g,
for the decomposition TY|y; = TM & NM and the || is with respect to the metric g4. We denote

always W&’i by Lf\’/I Iy
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We define the weighted Holder space C v , to be the space of continuous sections of NM
with k continuous derivatives and finite we1ghted Holder norm ||- || ky This is a Banach space
but not separable.

We define the weighted Sobolev space W M /1, the weighted C*-space C M 5> the weighted

LP-space L? M the weighted L*-space Ly, , to be the completion of the space of compactly
supported smooth sections of NM, namely C;°(NM) with respect to the weighted Holder
norm ||- || iy ,the weighted Sobolev norm ||- || > the weighted CK-norm ||-|| ko the weighted

LP-norm || || 2 , the weighted L*-norm ||-| Loo’ respectively. These are all separable Banach

spaces. Moreover we define the weighted C°°-space Cy by

o0
co . _ k
Cy = ﬂ ck, .
k=0

Remark 3.59. The spaces Wl\]fi1 are all Hilbert spaces with inner product coming from the
polarization of the norm. We also note that

LP(NM) =L§4_3. Fs

bS]

Proposition 3.60. Let k,l > 0, p,q > 1 with % + (11 =1and L, A1, A, € R™. Then the L*-inner
product map
kp lq (2
WM/1 xW,, —R
is continuous provided M = P (CS) with A; + A, > —3, or M = L (AC) with A1 + A, < —3. Moreover,
this L%-inner product yields a Banach space isomorphism

~ 19
(L) =Ly 5

P q ;
Proof. Foru € Lya, ando € Ly ,, We consider

(u,0)p2 = / (War 2, uwWyg 3 ) (Wa,2,0Wpg 3)Wat, -2, -2, -3 Vol
M P q

S Nullokpe |19]]5 05

Il ”wM{;l” IIWM’(Q2

provided M = P (CS) with A; + A4, > -3, or M = L (AC) with A; + A, < —3. This proves that the
L2-inner product map is continuous. The isomorphism stated in the proposition follows from
the standard fact that (-, -);2 : L? X LY — R is a dual pairing. [ ]

The following is a weighted embedding and compactness theorem [Maroz, Theorem 4.17,
Theorem 4.18].

Proposition 3.61. Let A, A;,A; € R, k,l e NU{0},p,g > 1,a,8 € (0,1). Then

i) Ifk > landk — 7 > | — 7, the inclusion W), p — qu is a continuous embedding,
provided for M = L (AC) eztherp g A <Ay orp > q, /11 < /12, and for M = P (CS) either
p<q,A.1 >/120rp>q,)tl > Ay
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ii) Ifk + @ > 1 + p, the inclusion Ckoj1 — Clﬁ is a continuous embedding, provided 11 < A,
forM =L (AC)and Ay > Ay forM P (CS)

_n . . k,p l,a' . . .
iii) Ifk ke I + a, the inclusion Wyis = Gy, 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 and L be an AC associative submanifold
as in Definition 3.42 asymptotic to C = LI, C;. We continue denoting M as either P or L and n
as y for CS and v for AC submanifolds. For any associative cone C in R with link X, the Fueter
operator D¢ is a conical operator (see [Maroz, Section 4.3.2] for precise definition), that is after
the identification of the cone R with the cylinder R x S° by substituting r = e’ we obtain that
(see Proposition 3.22)

(3.62) r*Der! = Jrop + Dz +]) = Jo, + Dz +J)
is a translation invariant operator.

Definition 3.63. Let {Cy,...,Cy} be a set of associative cones. Denote C := LI, C;. Then the
set of critical rates D¢ is deﬁned by

De = {(A1, A2y ., Am) € R™ : ; € D, for some i},

where Dy, is the set of all indicial roots of D¢, defined in Definition 3.21. We call D¢ the wall
of critical rates in R™. We define

Vy = @ Vi, dy, :==dimV), and d; = Zd)t,»~

i=1 i=1
where V), are defined in Definition 3.21. o

Definition 3.64. Let Dy : C°(NM) — C.°(NM) be a first order, formally self-adjoint elliptic
operator. It is called asymptotically conical (AC) uniformly elliptic operator for M = L (AC)
and conically singular (CS) uniformly elliptic operator for M = P (CS) respectively, asymptotic
to the conical operators D¢, over the ends of M if the operator r?Dyr~ is an asymptotically
translation invariant uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to Jd; + (Ds, + J) (see [Maroz,
Section 4.3.2]) and after the identifications by canonical bundle isomorphisms

Dy = D¢, + O(r"i 7).

The operator Dy has canonical extensions to weighted function spaces and we denote them as
follows:

ka Wk+1p N Wk,p Dk,y . Ck+1,y Ck,y

MA " MA-1 MA " “MA MA-1" 4
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The following proposition is about elliptic regularity statements for CS or AC uniformly
elliptic operator Dy [Maroz, Theorem 4.6].

Proposition 3.65. Suppose A € R™, k > 0,p > 1,y € (0,1). Let, u,0 € L be two locally
integrable sections of NM such that u is a weak solution of the equation Dpu = v.

i) Ifv € CMY/1  thenu € C Y'is a strong solution and there exists a constant C > 0 such that

”ullcﬁj{y A (”D u|| kY;L + ”uHL;\.;IA)

ii) Ifv e WMI; ;» thenu € W P is a strong solution and there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

||ulle];[;gp X (”D u” i_l + ”uHL;\.;L}L)

Proposition 3.66. Suppose k>0,p,q>1with l + l =1and A, Ay € R™. Forallu € WP 4 €

MM 2
WA’Y;‘I we have (D U )2 = {u, D v)Lz provzdedM P (CS)withAi+ A, > -2, orM =1L
(AC) “with A+ Ay < -2,

Proof. The result is true for u,v € C;°(NM) and therefore the general statement follows from
Proposition 3.60. u

Definition 3.67. Let C be a connected associative cone. We can define the Banach spaces Wc f{ ,
Ck)/; and all others over C similar to Section 3.4.1 replacing M by C, NM by NC and weight

function wyr by wey : C — R where we (7, 0) = rt, 1eR. o
The following lemma follows from [Dono2, Lemma 3.1, Proposition 3.4, Section 3.3.1] and

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

Ck+1,y R

Lemma 3.68. Let C be a connected associative cone. The conical Fueter operator D¢ :

C,A
Cé”’/;i1 is invertible if and only if A € R\Dc. Moreover any element u € kerDc has a L?-

decomposition
u= Z r’l_luz,/l.
AEDC
where us, ) are A-eigensections of JDsx, — 1, that is r’l_luz’,l eV,

Proposition 3.69. Let A € R™, k > 0,p > 1,y € (0,1). Then D}, P andD Y are Fredholm for all

A € R™\'D¢. Moreover, for all A € R™, Ker DM[,JA = Ker DMTA 1sﬁmte dzmenszonal, independent of
k,pandy.

Proof. The operators D/ kp , and D , are Fredholm with weight A € R™\Dc follows from [Donoz,
Proposition 3.6, Sectlon 3 3.1] or [LMSL;, Theorem 6.2]. Independence of k, p, y follows from
Proposition 3.65 and Proposition 3.61. [ |
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Lemma 3.70. Let A € R™ and A1, Ay be two elements in R™\ D¢ with 1y < A < Ay for M = L (AC)
and Ay < A < Ay for M = P (CS), |A; — A1] < |n — 1| and there are no other indicial roots in between
A1, A2 except possibly A. We define the set

k+1y k.y k,y
1 ={ueC, ) Dy uECM’Al_l}.

Define a linear map ey : V) — W;ﬁ;p (under the identifications of normal bundles NM and
NC; by the canonical bundle isomorphisms over the ends) by

69:'21 P Wi ifM =P (CS)

ema(w) = {@ﬁl(l —pr)w; ifM =1L (AC)

Then there exists a unique linear map (asymptotic map), iy : S;, — Vi such that for any
u € §), we have

¥ ky
u—ep)oimu € CM,/II‘

Moreover, the following statements hold.

k 1 k b4 k+1,
(i) 8;, C C s and KerD y = Ker DMYA, andKeripy ) = CNZ/MY. Moreover,

P A ky _ ky
Ker{ipa = ima : KerDM,/12 -V} = KerDA/L/11

(ii) §,, = Ay +im ey, and the restriction ofD denoted by

M, Ay’

=k, k+1,
D Y - C Y

: Y
v v +imey ) — C

M,A1-1

has the property that Ker D];;I),//IZ = Ker ]3];4’/ 1 and Coker DMY/1 = CokerD Y

(iii) (Wall crossing formula) index Dy, = index Dy 5, + d).

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to [Ber22, Lemma 3.38]. It has also been proved in
[KL 20, Proposition 4.21 - Corollary 4.24]. We will only show the existence of the asymptotic
map iy . Given u € 8,, we define 4 € @ C*(NGC;) by

_ @7:11 U; = p,u if M =P (CS)
ST\ - prou M =L(AC),

Denote any of the asymptotic cone by C . Since Dy = Dc + O(r7"1) and |4, — 44| < |p = 1],
therefore Dcu € C2 4,1+ Lemma 3.68 implies that there exists a unique v € C7 Py such that
D¢ (ii — v) = 0. We define the asymptotic map iy as follows:

(3.71) ima(w) =" (@ - o)s ) [

Proposition 3.72. KerD; Y is independent of A in each connected component of A € R™\D¢.
Moreover, for all A € Rm\ﬂc, we have
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(i) CokerDyyy = KerDyj—p-3. If A > —% forM =L (AC) or A < —%forM = P (CS), then
Ker Dy -, is equal to Coker Dy ;.

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

. . . d-y
indexDys—145 = dimKer Dys _115 — dimKerDp _1_s = —

(iii) index Dy 3 = —indexDp, and

d_1; d .
indeXDL,;L = Z (% + Z dgi) - Z (% + Z dgi).
/1;2—1 giEDcin(—l,/li) /1i<—1 {iEDciﬁ(A,—,—l)

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 A as in second part of (i) we

use the fact that C]];’Iy_z_ 5 C C];/’IYA. To see (ii), observe from (i) and the wall crossing formula of

Lemma 3.70 that
dimKer Dy 145 — dimKerDys 15 = dimKer Dy _;_s — dimKer Dps _145 + 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 [Maroz, section 5, Section 5.2.3, Table 5.1]). Let L be a AC special
Lagrangian submanifold in C3. Let 3. be the link of the asymptotic cone. Then

dimker Dy _; = b*(L) + b°(2) - 1.

3.5 Moduli space of conically singular (CS) associative submanifolds

Definition 3.74. For a G,-structure ¢ on Y, 4 := {(p,v) : vis a Go-framingat pin Y} is a
principal G;-bundle over Y. Let & be the set of all co-closed G, structures on Y. Then

F=| )T Pxy
peP
is a principal G,-bundle over & x Y. L)
Definition 3.75. We define the universal space of conically singular (CS) submanifolds,
Scs == {(¢, P) : Pis a CS submanifold in (Y, ¢), € P}.
and the universal moduli space Mg, of CS associative submanifolds,

Mes := {(@, P) € 8¢ : P is a CS associative submanifold}.

There is a canonical projection map 7 : S, — & and we define the moduli space of CS
associative submanifolds in (Y, ¢) by

M?s = ”_I(Qb) N Mes. L]
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We will now define a topology on M, 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 Yo : Vo — Uc be the conical tubular neighbourhood map of C as in
Definition 3.41. A tubular neighbourhood map Yp : Vp — Up of P is called end conical (EC) if
Vp and Yp agree with Y, (V) and Y o Yo o Y% on Y (:((0, ) X X)) respectively. 'y

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 P but conical on the ends as follows

Pe = Kp U (| (X 0 Xe) (1 = pey) () — 1)).
i=1

Here py, is the cut off function defined in (3.50).
We define

m
Ciey = 1((0,) X %) and Kp,. = Pc\ | |1 (Cigy). .

i=1

Figure 5: Construction of ECS submanifold Pc from a CS submanifold P (here m = 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
Ype : Vpo — Upc

be an EC tubular neighbourhood map of Pc as in Definition 3.76. There is a section « in
Vp. C NPc which is zero on Kp and Y! o (‘I’I’J — ;) = & o X' such that Yp.(T}) is P. 'y
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Denote

Ve Uc

ey VCilci,EO’ beg T Uci\Ci,go’

Pc

i = PCicy g VPern, = VPepiy,-

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

\I’}l,—li

/—\ YC.
Cie, VCi,so

o !

i Trc
PCi,go D VPCi!£0 = Y>k(VVCi,£o) - Y\KY

(24

We will now define the weighted C*-topology on the moduli space M by specifying a
basis.

Definition 3.79 (Weighted C*-topology). Let P € JV[Z’S be a CS associative submanifold with
singularities at p; modeled on cones C;, i = 1,...,m as in Definition 3.53. Let X; be the link of
Ci. Set,
70 = (), p1,---» Pm> 0, ...,0).

We choose a ECS submanifold as in Definition 3.77. Let Yp. : Vp. — Up,. be an EC tubular
neighbourhood map of Pc as in Definition 3.76. Since the singular points p; and associative
cones C; are allowed to vary we need to also vary the Pc and Yp,.. This is done as follows.

By Theorem 1.3, there are tubular neighbourhood maps Yy, : V5, — Us, of Z; and obstruction
maps oby, : Js, — Os,. Let Uy and U,, be sufficiently small neighbourhoods of ¢ in & and p;
in Y/(B(0, &)) C Y respectively. Set

Uy, = Uy x (ﬁ Upi) x (ﬁjgi).
i=1 i=1

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

fields

o dY; i "
(3.80) Js, = Vect(Vs,) o Vect(Us,) < Vect(S°) L 2N Vect(B(0, R)).

Lets denote the vector fields by vz, whenever ; € Js,. There are also another smooth family of
vector fields

(3.81) Ug X Up, — Vect(B(0,R))

defined by (¢',p;) > pe,0g.p; Which is as follows. Given ¢’ € Uy and p; € Uy, there is a
vy p, € M7(R) satisfying vy, - (Y)*¢(pi) = (Y)*¢’(p}). The (3.80) and (3.81) together yield a
smooth family of vector fields

(3.82) Uy x ( ﬁ U,,,.) x (ﬁ le_) o ﬁ Vect(B(0, R)),
i=1 i=1 i=1
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that is,
7= (e (P1): (D) = (0 3= ey pr +057):
The time-1 flows of the family of vector fields in (3.82) defines a smooth family of diffeo-
morphisms,

o U< ([ T0n) x ([ T2) = [ [ DiftB@.R), == (@)
i=1 i=1 i=1

In particular, the map @ satisfies the following:
(i) Y7 :=Y' 0 @7 is a G,-coordinate system at p? for the G,-structure ¢,
(ii) @ is identity on B(0, R) and @7 is equal to identity outside B(0, 2¢y) for all 7 € Uy,.

For each 7 in Uy, we define

m

P = ( Jxio (Yi)‘l(Pc)) U Kp and

i=1

m
Ypr = (270 (00) 7 0 Xpe ) [ JTreye, 5 Ve = V-
i=1

We choose a rate p > 1 satisfying (1, ;) N D = @ for all 7 € Uy, where C! are associative
cones with links Y, (&7), £ € Js,. Here Uy, is always chosen small enough so that we can
choose such a p. Finally, the basis of the weighted C*-topology on the moduli space M is a
collection of all sets of the form

{(¢T: YPE (ru)) ‘uc VPc,ya TE V’l'o}

where V7, is an open set in Uy, and Vp..,,, is an open set in C*(Vp.) = Cp, N C™(Vp.). Anyway
this definition will be independent of such choices of y (see Remark 3.101). .

The following definition identifies two normal bundles NPc and NP.

Definition 3.83. Let P € M, be a CS assocciative submanifold with an asymptotic cone C. Let
Pc be an ECS submanifold as in Definition 3.77 and Yp. be an EC tubular neighbourhood map
as in Definition 3.76. Then there is a canonical bundle isomorphism as in Definition 2.17,

©$ : NPc — NP. .

Definition 3.84. Let P € M be an CS assocciative submanifold. Define & : C;’(Vp.) X Uz, —
C*(NPc) by forallu € C’(Vp.), 7 € U, and w € C°(NPc),

G = [ i
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 L? inner product we choose here is coming from the
canonical bundle isomorphism @g : NPc — NP as in Definition 3.83 and the induced metric
on NP of gg. [
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Figure 6: Construction of P%, a small deformation of P¢ (here, m = 1).

Remark 3.85. Given a CS associative P with « € CZO(VPC) representing P as in Definition 3.76,

&(a, 79) = 0 where 1 is as in Definition 3.79. Moreover, for u € C;"(Vpc) and 7 € U, we have
ng(ru) € M, iff F(u,7) =0. *

Proposition 3.86. Fort € Uy, the linearization of §; := §(-,7) atu € Cff’cﬂ(Vpc),

(o]
- CPC,# -1

d‘&,lu :C

(o]
Pe,u

is given for allv € C;Ocu and w € CZ(NP) by (d§F, (v), w) = fr 1Ly (X5, W), This is same as
3 u C

LY llenenVaalhw)+ [ (o0 do) + 0 TulXigi) + 15,00,

cyclic
permutaions

where {e1, ez, e3} is a local orthonormal frame for TT,, and the associator -, -, -]’ is defined with
respect to Y;;crgﬁT.

Proof. For a family {u + to € C7(Vp.) : [t| < 1} we have

d d * 5 * 5
s = Tl [ g0 = [ Lo = [ Lol i o)

u u

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

/ Z tw(Xpe ) (Ve,0, €5, €3) + / v, 0(Xpe ) + 10, Vo (Xpe Yrr)
L, C L, o) c

cyclic
permutaions

[0S T
L,

cyclic
permutaions

+ / o (e ) (V1 0, €2,€3) + 17,0 (Ype Ye) + 10V (T ). =
Ly
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Corollary 3.87. Letu € CZO(VPC) andt € Uy,. Ipré(I“u) € Mg, a CS associative submanifold

then d,, is given by the following: for allv € C;"C’u andw € CZ(NPc),

(@5, o) Wi = | < > [ez,eg,velv],w>+ JA ) .

cyclic
permutations

Proposition 3.88. Fort € Uy, the linearization of & atu € C;’CH(VPC), dy, is a formally self
adjoint first order differential operator.

Proof. For all v, w € C°(NPc), the difference dF;, (v)(w) — dFy, (w)(0) is

/F L) = Loto(Vize) = /r Lo )+t () = kT )

As [v,w] = 0and dy/; = 0, this is equal to [ Lyto(Yir difr) — d(1yio(Yh: Y7)) = 0. [ |
u C C

Definition 3.89. Given a CS associative P with a € C;O(Vpc) representing P as in Definition 3.76
and 7 is as in Definition 3.79, we define the differential operator &p : C.°(NPc) — C°(NP¢)
by

Lpu = dF,,,, (u). o

Proposition 3.90. Given a CS associative P with a € C;;(Vp..) representing P as in Definition 3.76
we have

Lp = (05) ! o Dp 0 65,
where Dp : C;°(NP) — C°(NP) is the Fueter operator defined in Definition 2.23.

Proof. For all v, w € C°(NPc) we have,

(2p0, w2 = (O5Lpv, O5W) 12 ()

=/Fa< Z [62,63,Vé'10],w>+/ra lev(Y;C‘//)

cyclic
permutations

= /P < > [ez,e3,le(®gv)],®gw>+ /P oS VogoV

cyclic
permutations

= <Dp®g(), ®]€W>L2(NP) .

The equality before the last equality holds, because w — @gw € TP and v — @gv € TP, and
[‘7 " '] |P = O' .

Proposition 3.91. The operator 8p is a conically singular uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to
the conical operators D, .
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Proof. Since Dp is elliptic and by Proposition 3.90 8p = (@g)_1 o Dp o ©S, we obtain that £p is
elliptic.

Without loss of generality we assume that m = 1 and C = C;. It remains to prove that
Lp is CS asymptotic to Dc. We substitute below r = e’ and denote C; := (¢, 00) X 3. For all
v,w € C°(NC;) we have

(rzd%TO|aY*(r_lv),Y*w)Lz =/ Lo (YEY™ )

Cy

= [ k() + O ol ove, Il
Cy
By Proposition 3.95 (i) we get

(X*Lpo, w2 (ne) = (Do, whrz(nvey + O(r* Hllollwre vey llwllz(ve)-
This completes the proof of the proposition. ]

Definition 3.92. Let P be a CS associative submanifold and Dp : C;°(NP) — 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:

kp 1, k+lp k.p ky . ~k+ly k,y
Dpa i Wp, W = Wph s Dpy Gy =Gy

Similarly we have canonical extensions of the operator £p to weighted function spaces:

kp 1 k+lp k.p ky . ~k+ly k.y
Lo i Weed 2 Wolar L2 Chi 2 Chay 4

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

ipy : KerDp) — V;

to be the map ip 4 defined in Lemma 3.70 for Dp. '
Definition 3.94. For all 7 € Uy, the nonlinear map Q; : C;;(Vp.) — C%(NPc) is defined by
0: = §r — dFs, — e (0). .
Proposition 3.95. Forallt € U, andu,v € C}’,"c’#(VpC), andn € Cl?c,u we have
(i) 1d&n, (n) — dFq, (M| S (wpeilu — ol + [V (u = 0)[) (weealnl + V7).
(ii) 1Q:(w) = Qr (0)| S (wWpelul + [VFul + wpeifo] + Vo)) (weei|u = o] + [V (u = 0)).

() 1Q:Wllcy | < NQr(wlley

< ul?,

Pc.2p-2 Poopt
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Proof. Since 7 is fixed by abusing notation we denote ¥, by ¢. For all w € C°(NP¢) and
ne Cf,"c,ﬂ we write

'd
(@50, ) = 0B, D) = | 52(0 g D)

and using Proposition 3.86 this becomes

1 1
d * sk
/ (d_/ L,,:w(YPﬂp))dt:/ / Lu-o)Lytw(Xpc ¥)dt.
0 t 1_‘tu+(1—t)u c 0 I1tu+(1—t)v c

As, [u —v,w] = 0 and [, w] = 0 the last expression is same as

1
/ / le(u_U)L,?(Y*T lﬁ)dt
0 rtu+(lft)u c

The required estimate in (i) now follows from Lemma A.1. The estimate in (ii) follows from (i)
after writing

1 1
Qr(1) = 0r(6) = [ Q= 00t = [ (@i (= 0) = iy (= 0.
0 0
Finally (iii) follows from (ii). Indeed, substituting v = 0 we have

wheap-2|Qe ()| S Weegp—2(Weealul + [V5ul)? s (weeplul + wee 1|V ul)?.
Since p > 1 therefore wp,. ;,—1|Q¢(4)| < Wpe24-2|Q¢(u)|. This completes the proof. [ |

Proposition 3.96. Forallt € U, andu,v € C}’;ll’ly(Vpc) we have

19 () = Q= (0)ll kv

CoH-1

S 119 (u) - Qf(v)llclf;,yzy

< ||u—v|| k+1, ||u|| K+, +||U|| k+y ).
-2 CPC,PY ( CPCJ)‘/ CPCJIY )

Proof. Since 7 is fixed by abusing notation we again denote /; by 1. With the above notation and
appropriate product operation ‘-, one can express £,£,1 formally as a quadratic polynomial

L, L0 =0(f1) u-0+0(f) (u-Vo+o-Vu)+y¢-Viu- Vo

where O(f;) == - VB+ ¢ -B-B+B-Vy+ V) +R-¢ and O(f;) := V¢ + B - . With this
observation and a similar computations as in Lemma A.1 one can prove the proposition. [ |

Lemma 3.97. The linearization of §(a, ¢, -) at (p1,..., Pm,0,...,0) is

m
L PR eV =R,
i=1

which is defined by
Li(ny,. . onm) = Y 2p(pe,Yin).

i=1
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that m = 1 and C = C;. Suppose ¢ € V; and for
each t small, 7; := (¢, p, t£). For all w € C;°(NP¢c) we have

d
(L1(8), w2 :/r EL:OlW(Y;gl//) :/ 1wl (pe ) (Xp )

T

The last equality follows from Definition 3.79.
Suppose p € R7 and for each ¢ small, 7; := (¢, Y(¢p), 0). For all w € CZ°(NP¢) we have

A d * *
<L1 (P)’ W>L2 = /l"a EL:O[W(YPZI lﬁ) = /l"a IWL (pey) (chlﬁ)
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 C;, i = 1,...,m.

Denote the cone of 3; by C;. Let X; = uﬁ.:lz{ be the decomposition into connected components.

Let MM = Lipc; 2y be a decomposition of the moduli space of closed holomorphic curves
in S® as in Definition 1.4. Let Z/ be the manifold in the above decomposition containing ¥/.

Set Z; = Hﬁ-:l Z{ as in Definition 1.8. We also denote by X; the product H§=1 Z{ € Z;. Since
Ts,2; C ToJs, = Vi, we define

m
Spuz: Ch @ (PR ©T5,2:)) - C
i=1
to be the restriction of the linearization of & (-, ¢, -) at (@, ¢, p1,. .., Pm,0,...,0), that is,

Lpuz(Uny,....,np) =Lpu+Li(ny,...,ny).

The operators £p and L; are as in Definition 3.89 and Lemma 3.97. The operator ﬁp,u,z :
Cf,‘jp ® (@21(R7 ) TziZi)) — C;‘?p_l is the operator £p , 2 under the identification map @g
(see Definition 3.83), that is,

ﬁp,y,z(u, iy nns ) o= @gﬁp,y,z((Q}C))_lu, ni,...,Nm) = Dpu+ @ng(nl, e m) '
Lemma 3.99. The linearization of (e, -, 1, --» Pm>0,...,0) at ¢ is
Lz : qugj 4 Clogoc’ﬂ_l,

which is defined by
(La($), whps = /r i)+ D@

wheregﬁ = %L:O%, Ur = *¢,$r and ¢y = ¢ + tg{;. The vector fields X; € M;(R) arev
Definition 3.79.

. asin
d+P.pi
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that m = 1 and C = C;. Suppose qg € TyS and for
each t small, 7; := (¢, p,0). For all w € C°(NPc) we have,

R d R
(Lao($), whie = /r i () = /r LG ) + /r Wl iy (Ged). m

Definition 3.100. Let & be the space of paths ¢ : [0,1] — 9 which are smooth as section
over [0,1] X Y. Equip & with the C* topology. Define the 1-parameter moduli space of CS
associatives by the fiber product

M2 = [0, 1] x Mes. N

If ¢ € P and (ty, P) € MCS, we denote

$ = L WP o= La(§) € C2(NP),, fo = 65 fp € C°(NP)

where L, and @g are as in Lemma 3.99 and Definition 3.83 respectively. We define
B m
Lz ROCY 0 (DR @T,2)) - C 4
=

by Qp,y,z(t, i) = Qp)'u)zfl + t fp, where ﬁp’u)z is defined in Definition 3.98. The operator ﬁp)u,z :
RoCy @ (P, (R T3,2)) — Cp 1 1s the operator £p .7 under the identification map
@g, that is,

Dp,,z(t i) = Dp zii + tfp,
where fjp,y,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 Fy := F(-, 4, -) to weighted Holder spaces

$¢’Z Pcp(VPC)Xl_[UP Xl_[Z mjz —C P i1

is a well-defined smooth map. Here the rate y is chosen as in Definition 3.79. By Proposition 3.69
we have that the linearization of §y 7 at (a,p1,. ., Pm:0,...,0), p 2 is a Fredholm operator.
Moreover, Proposition 3.72 implies that

index £p .7 = - Zm: (d‘T1 oy dAi) + iw +dimZ;) = — i s-inda (C)).

i=1 Ai€De;N(-1,1] i=1 i=1

Applying the implicit function theorem to 4 2 and Proposition 3.65 of elliptic regularity we
obtain the existence of obp 2 in (i) (see [DKgo, Proposition 4.2.19]) of the theorem except the
following. If u € C y 1 (Vee) with &g, 2 (u, §) = 0 for some & € [T, Up, x 1321 Zi N J5,, then

ue€ CPC u(VpC) To prove this, we observe

0=2LpFp2(u, &) = As(u, Vs u)(V )zu + Bg(u, Vpcu)
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Since Ag(u, V}l,cu), B (u, V}L,Cu) € C;;gy, by a weighted version of Schauder elliptic regularity

for second order operator (similar to Proposition 3.65) we obtain u € C?,’éy’#. By repeating this
argument we get higher regularity. This completes the proof of (i).
The proof of (ii) is similar to (i). Indeed, we replace &y 7 by ¢,z as follows. If ¢ € &P and
€ [0, 1], then there exists an interval I C [0, 1] containing #, such that ¢(I) c Uy, which
was defined in Definition 3.79. We define

m m
. 2.y Ly
Tpz I X CPC)#(VPC) X | | Up; X | | ZiNJs, = CPC#_l
i=1 i=1

by ¢.2(t,") == §g,2, t € I. The linearization of Fg 7 is Qp’y)z_ as in Definition 3.100. The
remaining proof is left to the reader. ]

Remark 3.101. If i/’ lying in the same connected component of zin (1,2)\Dc, thenu € Cp) y(Vpc)
satisfying &, (u) = 0 implies u € Cp’ o ,(Vpc). To see this we write d@;|o(u) = —Qf(u) &:(0).
By Proposition 3.95 we see that di}}m is also a CS uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to Dc.

Also we have Q,(u) € C z;; , and & (0) € C Pcyl. Therefore by Lemma 3.70 we can conclude
thatu € Cp) H,(Vpc). *

3.6 Proof of genericity results: Floer’s C, space and Taubes’ trick

Proof of Theorem 1.11. We prove that 2.5 is comeager in % in Lemma 3.106. The proof

of the fact that g’zzgz is comeager in & 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

m m
k+1,
o Wy P (Vo) x U x [ [Up x [ | 2095, = Wit

i=1 i=1

We have chosen Sobolev spaces over Holder 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 that Uy C & is not a Banach manifold. The standard way to deal with this is to consider
Py, the space of all CF co-closed G,-structures on Y to enlarge Uy to a Banach manifold. This
comes with a drawback that the map & 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 C, space &, C P of co-closed G;-structures. Since the
Sard-Smale theorem yields the genericity results in &, instead of & we use Taubes’ trick of
exhausting the moduli spaces by countable compact subsets (see Definition 3.102) to conclude
the genericity results in &. For more details on this idea, see [Wen21].

Definition 3.102. For every N,m € N and Z = [[12; Z;, we define M¢ 5 C J\/[¢ , to be the
set of all CS associative submamfolds Pin (Y, ¢) w1th singularities at p,, cones C w1th links
3 € Zj,rates y; € [1+ ,2 — —] G,-coordinate systems Y’ : B(0,R) — Y and embeddings
Yl’; : (0, 2¢9) X Z; — B(0, R), i=1,...,m satisfying
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« 1>R>4g > &, |[VFIIy,| < N, Vol(2;) < Nforallk =0,...3,

o dymol (25, Z\Zi) > %,

. |VFIIk,| < Nforallk=0,...3and Vol(P) < N

- |VEY!| < N and [(VH)F(PL - 1)| < Nr#i* forallk =0,...3.

We deﬁne;@z:ﬁ\,’z C P to be the set of all § € P for which every P € Mfs’ NZ has the
property that Dp , ¢ is surjective. )
Remark 3.103. Obviously,

reg reg
cs Z ﬂ gcs N, Z &
NeN

The following lemma about convergence of CS associative submanifolds can be deduced
from [Sheogs].

Lemma 3.104. Let ¢, € P be a sequence of Gz-structures on Y converging to ¢ in &P with C*
topology. Fix N € N and Z, and let P, € Mfs"N ., be a sequence of CS associative submanifolds.
Then there is a subsequence of P, converging to a CS associative P € MZNZ with weighted
C*-topology defined in Definition 3.79.

Lemma 3.105. For every N € N and Z, 9’;:%\] . isopen in P.

Proof. The complement of 9’;:%\] o 18 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, 92:%\] ,, is dense in . Hence g)z:gz, is comeager in P.
To prove Lemma 3.106 we need Floer’s C;, space.

Definition 3.107. Let E — M be a vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold M with
or without boundary. For each integer k > 0, we denote C¥(E) the Banach space of C¥-sections
of E. Let € be the set of all sequences (&), of positive real numbers with e — 0. For each
¢ € &, Floer’s C, space of sections of E is defined by

Ce(E) = {s € C*(E) : [lslle, = ) ekllsllex < oo}
k=0
A pre-order < on € is defined by
e<£'iff1imsupg—lf<oo. )

k— o0 Ek

Remark 3.108. As M is compact, different Ck norms for different smooth atlases of M are
equivalent but the norm on Floer’s C, 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 C, spaces C.(E) have the following properties:

(i) Ce(E) is a separable Banach space and C.(E) < C*(E) is continuous. Moreover, Co (E) —
C.(E) is a continuos embedding if e < ¢’.

(ii) For every countable subset Q of C*(E) there exists an & € & such that Q c C.(E) for all
€ < &. In particular,
c(E) =|_Jce(B).
eel
Lemma 3.110 (Doan and Walpuski [DW19, Proposition A.2]). Let P be a CS associative in (Y, ¢)
with singularities at p and rate i € (1,2)\Dc. Then for all w € coker p,, = ker 8p _,_,, there
exists a 3-form (/3 € T4 supported away from p such that

(Lz(gbA), w)rz # 0, Ly 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 of U in Y. Choose a real valued
smooth function f supported in V such that df(w) > 0 on U and there exists a point in U
where df (w) > 0. Let © € Q*(Y) be an extension of the 3-form voly and ,,d®y = 0. Then
there exists a 3-form q§ € T4 supported in V such that lﬁA =d(fO) € Q*(Y), where 1/; is as in
Lemma 3.99. By Definition 3.79 we have Xq; = 0 and Lemma 3.99 implies that

(Lo (), w2 =/ lw(Y;CVﬁ) = / df (w)voly > 0. =
T U

Proof of Lemma 3.106. For each ¢ € &, let Q2(Y) be the Floer’s C, space of smooth 3-forms

on Y. We define

Pei= PNQAY) and Megez = {($P) € Mesz 1 ¢ € P PeMP ).

Suppose (¢, P) € Mcsez. Let p;, i = 1,...,m be the singular points of P and a € C;’(Vp..)
representing P as in Definition 3.76. Set 7y := (@, ¢, P1,- - - Pm> 0, ..., 0) and

m m
UT(),E,Z = (U¢ N 95) X l_l UPi X l—[ Z;.

i=1 i=1
Let &z : Wj P (Vb)) X Uy ez — W;’C}jﬂ_l be the restriction of &. We define

M8 = {(¢, P) € Mesez : ez, is surjective}.

cs,e,% "
By the Implicit function theorem [MS12, Theorem A.3.3] we obtain that Miigg ,, 1s a separable

Banach manifold. Moreover by [MSi2, Lemma A.3.6] we see that the canonical projection map
Teq s M8 — P, is a Fredholm map. Therefore again by [MS12, Theorem A.3.3] we conclude

cs, 6,2
that there exists a comeager subset gi,ecgs,z C P, having the property that for each ¢ € ,@z’ecgs,z
reg

the linear operator ﬁp’p)z) is surjective for all P with (¢, P) € M _° .
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With this preparation we are now ready to prove the lemma. Suppose ¢, € 9. We can
choose ¢ sufficiently small so that ¢y € P,. By Lemma 3.110 and Lemma 3.109 we can conclude
thatif P € J\/[(fs"z then (¢, P) € J\/[Zgg ,, for all sufficiently small ¢. Since @Zecgs ,, is dense in &,

there exists a sequence ¢, € ‘@Z,ecgs,z converging to ¢, in C,-topology and hence in C*-topology.

Our claim is that ¢, € 9’;:%\,2 for all n sufficiently large. If not, then there is a subsequence

P, e MZSS"N 7 such that fjpn’yn,z, are not surjective. By Lemma 3.104 we obtain that P, converges

to a CS associative P in (Y, ¢). Since (¢o, P) € M 8 ., therefore (¢, Pn) € J\/[ng 2 for all n

CcS,&,
sufficiently large which contradicts to the fact that Dp, ,,, 7 are not surjective. ]

4 Desingularizations of conically singular associative submanifolds

Let (Y, ¢) be a co-closed G,-manifold. We will glue a conically singular (CS) associative submani-
fold P in (Y, ¢) with singularity at one point and rescaled asymptotically conical (AC) associative
submanifolds ¢L in R7 with ¢ > 0 to construct closed approximate associative submanifolds
P.. We have seen in Theorem 2.26 that for generic co-closed G, structures the moduli space of
closed associative submanifolds is 0-dimensional and therefore we can not expect to deform the
P, to associative submanifolds P, (desingularization) in (Y, ¢). In this section we will see that
under some hypothesis we can do this in a 1-parameter family of co-closed G,-structures®?.

4.1 Approximate associative desingularizations

Let P be a CS associative submanifold of a co-closed G,-manifold (Y, ¢) with a singularity at
p, rate u € (1,2], cone C as in Definition 3.53. Let L be an AC associative submanifold in R’
with the same cone C and rate v < 1 as in Definition 3.42. The real numbers R, R, & are as in
Definition 3.42 and Definition 3.53. Let Pc, NPc, Kp.. be as in Definition 3.77 and L¢, NL¢, Ki.
be as in Definition 3.49.

Let ¢ € &P be a path of co-closed G,-structures and ¢, € (0, 1) such that ¢(t)) = ¢;, = ¢. Set
79 := (¢, p, C). Let Uy, be as in Definition 3.79. Let T > 0 be sufficiently small such that for each
t € (kg —T,tg+ T) we have

7 = (¢, p, C) € Up,.

Let Y, PZ and ng be as in Definition 3.79.
Definition 4.1. For any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we define a closed 3-dimensional submanifold

P.;c of Y as follows. For a real number 0 < g < 1 we define a real number, § := (¢R)?. Then
for sufficiently small ¢ we have

eRoo<25Roo<5<25<5%<25%<so<250<R.

We use the notation A(a, b) for the annulus {x € R’ : a < |x| < b}. Forany t € (to — T,ty + T),
we define

.— pt -
P&t,c " Pe,t,C U Pg,t,C

120ne can generalize this by using similar analysis to multiple isolated points and glue that many asymptotically
conical associative submanifolds in R” but in that case one need to desingularize in higher dimensional parameter
space of co-closed G structures, which we will not cover in this article.
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Figure 7: AC submanifold eLc and CS submanifold Pf!.

where
P!, o= Y"(eKr. U (C N A(eRw, 26))) and P, - := Y™ (C N A(8,2¢)) U Kp..

Here (Y*)~!(P!, ) C eLcand P, . C P{. -

Figure 8: P, c: gluing of eL¢c and PZ.

Notation 4.2. If t = t; then we will now on omit the subscript ¢. >
Definition 4.3. The normal bundles N(¢eL¢) and NP¢ can be glued to get a normal bundle
NP.c = NP/ UNP.
The scaling s, : R” — R’, x > ex induces an isomorphism s, : NLc — N(eLc) defined by
sev(x) = ev(e x).
We have a tubular neighbourhood map
Yoo =Xpr, VTP, VP =Y
where (Y%)™ 1o Yp;t’c o Y;* is the restriction of s, o Y;. o s.;! and ngt’c is the restriction of

Ypre. o
Pt
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Definition 4.4 (Approximate associative desingularization). Let « € C®(NP¢) and § €
C*(NLc) be as in Definition 3.78 and Definition 3.51 representing P and L respectively. We
define the approximate associative desingularization Pgl’t by

P!, =Yp,, (a}),

1,
where a! € C°(Vp, ) is
(4.5) o} = psYu(senp) + (1 - ps)ar.
If there exists Ay < v such that
() Av] N D ={Ay,...., A} withd; <--- <A,
(ii) there exist sy > 0 and a; € ker 8p5,, fi € V3, i = 1,...,1 such that
)
(VOB =D Bl = O(rm=102=117) a5 1 — oo forall k € NU {0}
i=1

and
[(VO* (X ai = Bi)| = O *7F) as r — 0 forall k € NU {0},

we can define the improved approximate associative desingularization Pf’ ; by
Pg,t = YPE,t,C (aéz‘)’
where
l
(4.6) a? = psY(se ) + (1 - pa)( el Mg + oc). .
i=1

Notation 4.7. We denote by P, either Pgl,t or P‘f’t and by «, either a! or a? as in Definition 4.4.
We denote
vo = max{Ao, 2v — 1}

and
(g =min{(1 -¢q)(1-v),q(p-1}" >

Definition 4.8. The map . : C®(Vp,o) X (tg =T, tg + T) — C*(NP) is defined by

Fel 1), whyp = /r W, U

where t € (tp—T,t+T),u € C*(Vp,.) and w € C*(NP,). The notation w in the integrand is
the extension vector field of w € C* (NP, ¢) in the tubular neighbourhood asin Notation 2.21. &

131t implies that £% < max{e!7V§V~1, 6171} < .
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Figure 9: P ;: approximate associative desingularization.

Notation 4.9. We denote ‘{Eg(-, t) by &e;. If t =ty we omit the subscript ¢. >
Definition 4.10. The linearization of §; at @, € C*(Vp,.) is denoted by £p,, that is,
L, = dFe|q, : CT(NPec) = C7(NPec). .

Definition 4.11. Let § € C*(NLc) be as in Definition 3.51 representing L. We define the
differential operator £y : C°(NLc) — C°(NLc) by

Luu = d (u),

where the map F4¢ : CZ’V(VLC) — C*(NLc) is defined by

(F2C (u), w2 = / WY Ve u€CVCY, (Vi) w € CX(NLe). .

u

Remark 4.12. £; is a AC uniformly elliptic operator asymptotic to Dc. Moreover, there is a
identification map @f : NLc — NL similar to G)}C) (see Definition 3.83, Definition 3.92) such that

D; = 672 (8%)7". Fs
Proposition 4.13. £p, is a formally self adjoint elliptic operator for all sufficiently small ¢.

Proof. £p, is a formally self adjoint operator follows from same arguments as in Proposition 3.88.
It remains to prove that £p, is an elliptic operator. We denote the restrictions of £p, over PX.
by £pz. By Proposition 3.95 we obtain that

Lp; = dn , + O(69) = Lp + O(¢%).

Similar to Proposition 3.95 for AC associatives in R’ and the fact that Y*i/ = (Y*/)(0) + O(r),
we get
QP‘; = Y*QeLr*_l + O(ECq) = E_I(Y*ss*)ﬁL(Y*ss*)_l + O(th)'

Since £p and £;, are elliptic, therefore £p, is an elliptic operator for all sufficiently small e. m
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4.2 Weighted function spaces and estimates

Definition 4.14. For each | € R, a weight function w,; : P, — (0, o) is any smooth function
on P, ¢ such that if x = Y(r,0) € Y(B(0,R)) then

wei(x) = (e + r)_l.

Letk > 0,y € (0,1). For a continuous section u of NP, ¢ we define the weighted L™ norm and
the weighted Holder semi-norm respectively by

||U||L:’l = ”Ws,lu”L‘x’(NPg,c); [”]ci’{ = [Wg,l—yu]co,y(NPE,c)-

For a continuous section u of NP, ¢ with k continuous derivatives we define the weighted C*
norm and the weighted Holder norm respectively by

k
— L Vgl e — L \k
lulx, = ;nwp&c) wllg, o Mullsy = lulle, + [(V3, ) ul oy

We define the weighted Holder space Cf’ly, the weighted C*-space Cf ; and the weighted L*-
space L) to be the CkY, CF and L™ spaces with the weighted Holder norm ||-|| ckrs weighted
5 &l

Ck-norm ||||C§z and weighted L*-norm ||-||L:vl respectively. o

Definition 4.15. The map . : C®(Vp,.) X (tg = T, tg + T) — C* (NP, ) can be written as
Fe(w 1) = Lpu+ (£ = to) fi + Qe (w 1) + e,

where e, := F:(a;) € C* (NP, ) and

A% ()
fe= dt

€ C*(NP,c). N

t=ty

Proposition 4.16 (Schauder estimate). There exists a constant C > 0 such that for allu € CSI’Y
we have

lullgenr < C(I18rullgry +lules,)-

Proof. Foru € CEI’Y, define u, by restricting u over P> .. Using the Schauder estimates in
Proposition 3.65 and Proposition 3.95 we obtain

(v
- llesonr S - Netnr S 180 llesy =+ Nl < 1200 lesy +elullcony + -z,
Similarly

el oy S € s Y wll oy < € IRLse T Y el ey € e MY g
C Cri Crin Ll

A

e o5 Y oy + sl
gl-1 ’

A

1ptellery + 6Tl ey + el .
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Proposition 4.17 (Error estimate). The error e, = §.(a.) can be estimated as follows:

o ifa, =al and0 < g < 1=

4

1
£

1 1-1 Sw 2(1-v) . _ 2 V=W

OH+e N5 + ¢ ifa, = a; and—v+y_1+30_v() <g<1

I (exe) Hcflfl < {

where vy = max{Ay, 2v — 1} and 6 = £9.

Proof. Let ¢, be the standard G,-structure on R’ and C be a cone. Since |¢ — Y.¢| = O(r) on
B(0, R) therefore over P, N Y(B(0,R)) we have

1 ()| < |Fe(e) — Felate, Y.de)| < & (e, Y*(f)e)I tr.

Case 1: Suppose &, = a}. Then over P,c\Y(B(0,25)), @ = a and hence &.(a;) = 0. Over
P.cNY(B(0,6)) we have a, = Y.(s..f) and therefore &, (., Vi) = 0. Over P,c N Y(A(J, 25))
we have

|Te (e, Yage)| S [Vare| < r gL

Here the last inequality uses the assumption that 0 < ¢ < 2=% where § = (¢éR)9. From these
H—v

estimates we conclude that ||, ()|l o S O, A similar computation with Holder seminorm
and higher derivatives will prove that ||F.(a)|| ckr S 61
£—-1

Case 2: Suppose @, = a?. Over P, c\Y(B(0,268)) we have

1 1 i
RACHIES (r_l|z €1_Ai0(i| + |Z gl_’liVa,-Dz < Z(g_lr)z(/li_l) < (E—lr)Z(V—l)'
i=1 i=1 i=1

Over P.c N Y(A(S, 26)) we have F.(ae, Yide) = De(ae) + Qc(ae). The term |De(e.)| can be
estimated as follows.

) )
De(a)] < [Vpsllse = Y e e = a] + [De(seuf)| + Do) e e + )
i=1 i=1
)
< (6—1’,)1/0—1 TS U (E—lr)Z(v—l) il Z El—Air/l,-+s0—1 + r2(,u—1).
i=1
Ifq > 55 -fo—; then we have

gl—lirl,—+p+so—2 < El—vrv+p+so—2 < (E_lr)VO_l.
The term |Qc(a,)| can be estimated as follows.
10c(@)] 5 (rlael + Va])? (707D 4+ 2670,

Hence
18 (ac)llco | < SH 4 elmgh 4 g2(1-v)
&—

A similar computation with Hoélder seminorm and higher derivatives will also prove that
& (o)l or < SH 4 1705w 4 £201-7), |
&-1
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Proposition 4.18 (Quadratic estimate). For any e > 0 there exists 0 < T, < T such that for all
u,0 € C*(Vp,.), n € C*(NPec) and ty, t; € (to — T, to + T;) the following estimates hold.

(i) 1de, () = A, (] S (werl = 0] + weol V- (1 = 0)]) (we sl + [weo VA1),
() 1Q: (1) = Qe (@l < & llu = ollssny (Ilu = el sy + 1o = tell s )
(i) 1101 t1) = Qe(s )|t
< e (llu = ol gty + 1 = o (Il = el sy + 1o = el oy + 1t = tol + 22 = tol).

Proof. The proofs are exactly like Proposition 3.95, Proposition 3.96. An important observation
here is that one can express £, £, over Vp, . formally as a quadratic polynomial

L, L0 =0(fie) - u-0+0(foe) - (u-Vo+o-Viu) +¢ - Viu- Vi
where O(fi,) = O(w,1) and O(f2,) = O(w,). Finally to see (ii) we write Q,(u) — Q.(v) as
1 1
/0 dQeyusirry, (U —0)dt = /0 (AFeppioryo (U — 0) — dFe, (u—0))dt
and (ii) follows from (i). To prove (iii) we only observe that O.(u, t1) — Qs (0, 1) is equal to
/01 (dgﬂ(tu+(1—t>v,tt1+<1—t)t2> (u—-10,0) - d&\(ae.nﬁu—mz) (u—0,0))dt
+ /01 (dgg\(ﬂf&tt1+(1*t)tz) (u—0,0) - dcgf\(ag,ro) (u—0,0))dt
+ /01 (dc&f\<zu+(1—z>v,n1+<1—z>tz) (0,11 =) = dﬁf\uum—t)m) (0,11 — tz))dt
+ /01 (A e urrryon) (011 = 12) = A, .0 (011 — 1)) dt. "

Definition 4.19. Denote the asymptotic limit maps (see Lemma 3.70) ipo and iz ¢ by ip and if,
respectively. We define

(i) the matching kernel X™ by

KM= {(uL,up) (S kerﬁL,o X kerﬂp’o : iL(uL) = ip(up)},
(ii) the approximate kernel of £p, by

jc:[gn = {ng*(SS*uL) + (1 - PZ&)”P : (UL, uP) € ij}:

(i) O = {u € Cop™  ((Luse) Mwun)yp = (wup)z =0V (ug,up) € K™}, .
’ L P
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Proposition 4.20 (Linear estimate I). Fix a real number w > 0. For any sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

there exists a constant C,, > 0 independent of ¢ such that for all u € f)Ck+1 ¥, we have

-
lll gty < Cot™l1€p.ull ey -

Proof. By Schauder estimate in Proposition 4.16 it is enough to prove that
lullzs, < Coe™l12p,ull ey -
> &-1

We prove this by contradiction. If this is not true then there exist a decreasing sequence ¢, — 0

. k+1
asn — oo and u, in X, ¥ such that

lunllLe =1, €, “I18p,, unll ky — O0asn — co.
: .

Denote the restrictions of u, over P— by uy;. We define u, p := u;, and up 1, := e, (L sgn*)
By Schauder estimate in Propoqltlon 4 16 we have ||u,,|| ety is bounded and hence ||u,,p|| Ly

(173 || ey are also bounded. The Arzela-Ascoli theorem 1mp11es that there exist subsequences

Y
which we call again u, p and u, 1, and there exist up in CP,O 2 ur in C Lo b2 such that 8pup =
0, 8rur =0, and
lunp —upll gy — 0 and [lupr —urll 4oy — Oasn — co.
Ploc L,]oc

M by elliptic regularity in Proposition 3.¢ toup € Cp’ anduy € Cp+*7. By taki

oreover, by elliptic regularity in Proposition 3.65 we get, up € Cp " anduy € C} ;. By taking
further subsequences if necessary we prove the following which leads to the contradiction:

@ llunp - uP|| ky — 0asn — oo,
Pan

(i) [lune —ucll, ey — 0asn — oo where L-15 = s;llY_lP:n,C C Le,
5:16n,"°

(iii) up = 0 and u; = 0. Hence, ||un||L;-;b0 < ||ltz||L;°+ + {lug s . — 0asn — oo,

en,C n,

To prove (i), we fix a real number p with1 < p < = g For sufficiently small s > 0 we have

4
12p((1 = paplun)llckr < (e +en)llunll . oy + I1€p,,, (1 = psp)unll cer
,—S— £n,—S—
¥ C
S (e +&y + 5§$)|Iunllck+1,y +118p,, unll kv
0,en e ,—s—1

A

¢ C S C S
el + &7 + 05 + I18p,, unll ky S e + 67 + 68 + 69
&n,—1

Therefore there exists v, p € ker £p _ = ker £p satisfying

c c
II(1- p5f:)un - Un,P”Cf)H,Y Sept e, + 555 +e,
—S

60



C ¢ S — .
and hence ||u,p — Un,pllcllgn,y < (67 + e ++68° +£9)5;5 — 0asn — oo. As, ker 8p is
N 0
en,C’
finite dimensional, the norms ||-|| .., ¥ and ||| ck+y are equivalent. Taking further subsequence
C. ' PO

Kp
yields ||lopp — upl| Ky =0 and hence ||, p — up||ck+1,y — 0 asn — oo,
Cy’ PO
P
To prove (ii), we define i, 1 := &,(Y.se,,) " (p %un) . For sufficiently small s > 0 we have
S

n

A

- -1 —1y—1
”/QLun,L”C’Z:i’_l Efl ||Y*3£n*8Lsen* T, (Pééun)llcig_l

A

-1

¢ B
(e + 80 o yunll ey +exl12r,, (0 jun)llosr
" n, " &n,s—

_3s _3 _s —
360 Nl ony + €58, 10, tnllonr < endn + 38, e
€n, &n,—

n-

A

Then as in (i) there exists v, 1 € ker £ s = ker £; y satisfying
1 S(S -3 S -3 (0]
- 2 2
lunt = vnrll ey < (€,7°80)" (660 * + 6,6, " €)
Lo
s s .
2 2
SOy +65¢e, — 0asn — oo.
Again as in (i) by taking further subsequence if necessary we get, [|on,L — Ll 4.,y — 0and
s

KL
||Un,L - UL||Ck+1,y — 0asn — oo.
Lo

It remains to prove (iii). For each o € % we have,

36 36,16
ipup(o) = X! lim un,p(Y(T",O')) = lim un,L(%,J) =irur (o).
n—oo

n—oo

Since u, € I)C];:l’y therefore as n — oo we get
lurllzy, = (=t up)gz % llne = upllug, lupllz, — 0

and hence up = 0. Similarly we get uy = 0. ]

Definition 4.21. We define the extended matching kernel

Mo k+1
K™ = {(ur,up,t) € ker &0 ® CP,O

TOR: Lpup + tﬁ> =0,ipu; = ipup}
where fp is defined in Definition 3.100. -

Proposition 4.22 (Linear estimate II). Ifthe extended matching kernel K is equal to the matching
kernel X™ and w > 0 be any real number, then for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0 there exists a
constant C,, > 0 independent of ¢ such that for allu € DCI;H’Y andt € R,we have

lull sy + 16 < Coe™12p, 1+ Lfell o
&, &=
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Proof. Let f:* be the restrictions of f; over P> . Then similar to the proof of Proposition 4.17 we
obtain that

I = foll ey e and [fflley S 6.
PS,C 1 P:,C’_l

. k+1, .
Claim 1: For all u € X; ™" with ”u”ck+1,y < 1 we have
£,0

1< Coe™ 80,0 = fill e -

We will prove this by contradiction. Suppose it is not true. Then there exist sequences ¢, — 0
and u, € DC];H’Y

n

such that ||u,,||Ck+1,y < land e, ”||8p, u, - ﬂn||ck,y 1
€n, £n,—

After defining u, p and u,, 1 as in Proposition 4.20 a similar argument as in there yields a smooth

converges to 0 as n — oo.

. k+1, k+1,
section up € Cp, Vandus € Cro ¥ such that

Loup = fo, llunp —upll ik —0asn— oo,
P,loc

and 8rur =0, ||unr —urll kel 0 as n — oo. Moreover, we can prove as in Proposition 4.20
o
Loc

the following.

(@) llunp —up|| *+ry — 0asn— oo,
’ CP;n,C’O

(i) |lunr — uL||CIL<+1,y o 0asn — cowhere 15 = s;llY‘IP:mc c Le,

g,;la,,,c’
(iii) ipup = ipuy. This contradicts to the assumption.

To prove (i), we fix a real number p with 1 < p < %1. For sufficiently small s > 0 we have

121 = pap) = )l

A

¢ ¢
el +e, +|8p,, (1 p(sg)un —8p(1- p5£)up)||ck,y7

s—1

A

¢ ¢ s!
el + e + 85 +|(1 - pst) (e, un = fo)ll kv
£n,—S

A

C C
& e+ 0+ 180, un = foll gy + 1= psg) (fey = )l s
&n,— &n,—

N

C ¢
el + 67 +05° 4+ €2,

Now (i) follows as in (i) of Proposition 4.20. Since &7 ||p5%fgn l ey — 0asn — oo, (ii) follows
&n,—1

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 € DC];H’Y and ¢ € R with [lu[[ x+, = 1and |¢] <1 we have
£,0

1< Coe™||8p,u — tfill o -
£-1

Suppose it is not true. Then there exist sequences ¢, — 0 and u, € x’;:l’y, t, € R such that

||un||C§:6y =1,t;, = tw and £,“||8p, un _ﬁ"llcf,;y,-l converges to 0 as n — oo. If t,, # 0 then
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similar arguments to Claim 1 replacing f., by t,f;, lead to a contradiction. If ¢, = 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, @E(u, t) = 0 with (u,t) is
very close to (a,, 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 C X be a Banach subspace. Let V C X be a
neighbourhood of 0 € X. Let xy € V. Let F : V. — Y be a smooth map of the form**

F(x) = L(x) + Q(x) + F(xo)
such that:

« L: Xy — Y isan invertible operator and there exists a constant c; > 0 such that for all
x € Xy, [lxllx < ecllLx|ly.

« Q:V — Y is asmooth map and there exists a constant cg > 0 such that for all x;,x, € V,
1Q(x1) — Q(Xz)lly < CQ||X1 = 12l (llxcr = xollx + [lx2 = xollx)-
If||F (x0) |ly < @ and B(xy, ﬁ) C V, then there exists an unique x € xo + X1 with

[l = xollx < erllF(xo)lly, F(x) = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Let a, be a} as in Definition 4.4. Let T, be as in Proposition 4.18. The
map

- koL, N
g‘g : Ca,gl Y(VPs,c) X (tO =Tty + Tg) — Cs,)—/l

can be written as §(u, to + 1) = Lpu+tf+ Qe (u, to + t) + Fe (). Since the matching kernel
K™ is one dimensional and the index of £p, is zero, by Proposition 4.20 and Proposition 4.22

we obtain that
Lo: XM oR — Y

£,—1
defined by ig(u, t) := £p,u + tfz, is invertible and
lull e + 121 < Cp Le(u, Hllcer where Cp, = 0(e™).
Again by Proposition 4.18 if t1, t; € (=T, T;), then we have

|Q¢ (u, to + 1) — O (0, 2 + t2)||ck,f1

< cQé_(nu — ol ey + 1t - t2|)(||u — el oy + 10 = tell ony + 1] + |t2|),
£,0 £,0 £,0

14Note that Q(xg) = —L(xp).
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where Cg, := O(¢™1). Since v < 0, by Proposition 4.17 we have,

K,
I1F(a)lIC., < = O(e**)

10(:%? CQg

for sufficiently small w. Hence by Lemma 4.23, we have for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0, there
exist t(¢) € (to — T, to + T) and smooth closed associative submanifold P ;(¢) == Yp, ,(,, o (&) in

(Y, $r(e)), that is Fe (&, t()) = 0. Moreover, if 1 < g < 1=% then
llGe — aell ooy +[2(e) = to| < €.
£,0

Finally we see that ﬁg,t( ¢) — P in the sense of currents as ¢ — 0. Indeed, for any 3-form
£ € Q%(Y) we have

’/f’s,tm - /Pg' ) ’/f’g,t@ - /Pg,tm f‘ ' '/Pm(f) o /p §’ —0ase—0. "

Remark 4.24. Observe that if there exists Ay < v satisfying (i) and (ii) of Definition 4.4 then we
can consider @, = @ in the proof of Theorem 1.16. Note also that for both cases in the proof of
Theorem 1.16 (&, t(¢)) satisfies the following estimates.

lldte = atell sy + [2(€) — to
£,0

e if q, = al andlll <q< 1%‘;
(4.25) < _ e _
=@ 4 1+(g-Dw © ifa,= ag and ‘erﬁ <qg<1.
Indeed these estimates follows from Lemma 4.23, Proposition 4.22 and Proposition 4.17. )

4.4 Desingularizations for CS associatives with Harvey-Lawson T?-cone singularity

Lemma 4.26. Let ¢ € Pt be a path of co-closed Go-structures and P € M?; be a CS associative

with singularity at only one point. Let L C R” be an AC associative with the same asymptotic cone
C of P. Ifd_1 = 2, then

K™ =KK™ = ker £y ;.
Moreover, s-ind(C) = 1, dimker 8p _; = 1 and ker 8p _1 = (vp)r such that (vp, fp);2 # 0.

Proof. Since ¢ € P2, for any CS associative P and any deformation family Z of C the operator

qky . k+1,y 7 k,y
gP,,u,Z :Ra CP’” &R @ T2 — Cp’u_1

defined in Definition 3.100 is surjective. Therefore by Lemma 3.70 we obtain that

. k+1,y k,y
‘Re CP,—1+s - CP,—2+s

gk

P,—1+s

defined by f‘,f,”:lﬂ(t, u) = Lpu + tfp, 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_; = 2,
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therefore V) = 0 for all non-zero A € (—1,1) and s-ind(C) = 1. By Proposition 3.72 we have
index £p _14s = —1. Hence, ker 8p_; = coker £p _1.s = (vp) is one dimensional satisfying

(vp, fp)12 # 0 and ker £p 145 = 0. This implies there does not exist any up € C ¥ such that
Lpup = fp. Indeed, Proposition 3.66 would imply

0 = (Lpop,up)r2 = (vp, Lpup)r2 = (vp, fp)r2 # 0.

Hence, K™ = K™ Also we have ker €p C ker €p _1,s = {0} and therefore again by Lemma 3.70
we obtain that the matching kernel X™ = ker £; _;. ]

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 L' := L!, i = 1,2,3 (see Example 3.47) the extended matching kernel and
the matching kernel are one dimensional. Indeed,

dim K™ = dim X™ = dimker €] _, =b'(§' xC) +b°(T%) -1 =1.

By Theorem 1.16 we obtain that for sufficiently small & > 0, there exists ¢' '(£) and smooth closed
associative Pg ti(e) in (Y, dyi()) such that PE ti(ey) — P in the sense of currents ase — 0. P e, (£)
is diffeomorphic to P, i(,). Since L’ are obtained by Dehn filling of C?,, := Cy1\B(0, 1) along
simple closed curves y; as mentioned in the theorem, therefore it is diffeomorphic to the Dehn
filling of P° as required in the theorem (this was observed in [DW19, Remark 3.6]).

It remains to prove that the leading order term of t'(¢) — t, is of the required form if ¢ € FP°.
Let vp € ker 8p_1_s be as in Lemma 4.26. Then

ip_10p = b1&; + bo&y, by # 0,by # 0,by # by where &, &, are in (3.48) of Example 3.47.

We will prove for t(¢) = t!(¢) only as the others follow from similar arguments. We use the
notation @, = @ = psYi(se.f) + (1 — ps)a and (&, t(€)) from Theorem 1.16, which satisfies

@e(&e’ t(g)) = BPE(&‘? - 055) + (t(g) - to)ﬁ“ + Qe(de - U, t(f) - tO) + 8’6(056) =0.
Define P, := Pc\Y(B(0, 2¢R)) and Ps := Pc\Y(B(0, 8)). Over Ps,
g’e(as) =8p(a, —a) + QP(“E - 0{).
Therefore,
(427) 0= (Fe(@e t(e)),0p)z = (t(e) — to)(fo0p)z +(Lpae,vp)yz +ef+el+el+el+el
where e} = (8p, (& — ac),vp)2 , e := (Qe(a: — ae, t(e) —ty),vp);2 , and
el == (Qp(a, — a),UP>Lf; . e = —<53P(05),UP>L;{D + <8P(05),UP>L;23 5 el = (Fe(ae), vp)2

\Ps Pe\Pg

By Proposition 3.88 we obtain that

(4.28) (8pae,vp)rz = / o topYp Y = / L, plbigeba s UY(0) + O(779).
JPs 9IPs

Ps
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Now,
(4.29) / lsg*ﬁlb1§1+b2§zr*¢(0) :/ lss*§11b1§1+bz§2r*¢(0) +O(£3_q)’
oPs aB(0,6)nC
and
(4.30) / ls£*§11b1§1+b2§2Y*¢(0) =¢ /<3r X &, b1& + by&) = bye® /(ar X &, &).
aB(0,5)NC ) b)

We will now estimate the remaining terms in (4.27). Using (4.25) we compute

|€;| = |<BPS(&£ - (XE) - BP(&E - as)a UP>L125 | + |<2P(&6‘ - as)’ UP)LZ., |

(3 Pe
S IO 4 / Mg top Yp Y| < €777
9P,
and
le?| < 22 log e] + e[t (e) — to| + [t(e) — tol*[loge] < €27 |loge.
We can further compute
S O

and

|e§| < /‘., |lalyPY;C¢| +£.2ql1 < €1+[1 +€2qy'

£

Hence by choosing w sufficiently small and g > %, we obtain

1 2 3 4 5 2
(4-31) lec| + lec| + [ez] + lec| +|ez] = o(&%).

Since (f;,vp);2 = {fp,vp)r2 + 0(1), therefore combining (4.27), (4.28), (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31) we
Ly

obtain

t(e) =t(e) =ty — e +o0(e?),

Cbz
(o, 0p)12

where ¢ = [;(J&, &) # 0. Similarly we can prove for t*(¢) and > (¢). Only thing to notice here

is that & = —& — & as in Example 3.47.

4.5 Desingularizations for associative submanifolds with transverse intersection

LetP € M?; be an associative submanifold in (Y, ¢;,) 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_; = 0 and Vj = {0} for all A € (=1,0). If ¢ € 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,

dim K™ = dimker 8, _; = b'(S* xR) + b°(S* 11 5%) -1 = 1.
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By Theorem 1.16 we obtain that for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, there exists t(¢) € (ty — T, to + T;.)
and smooth closed associative 13”(6) in (Y, ¢¢(s)) such that ﬁg,t( ¢) — P in the sense of currents
as ¢ — 0. Pg,t(g) are diffeomorphic to P, ;(,) 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(¢) — ty is of the required form if ¢ € P* (see Definition 1.27). We can consider

e = 053 = ps L (ss*ﬁ) +(1- Pa)(ESUP +a).

Here o and f represents P and L repectively and up := (@)g)-lap € ker £p _, with
+ + 2
i =B& =1L A=v=-2 =—4pu=2s5=2qg= 5

By abusing notation we denote BE* by simply é*. We use the notation (&, t(¢)) from
Theorem 1.16 following Remark 4.24, which satisfies

(4-33) g‘e(ds; t(g) - tO) = ‘QPg(&E - as) + (t(g) - tO)ﬁ + Qs(ds - U, t(E)) + %s(ag) =0.
Define P, := Pc\Y(B(0, 26R)) and Ps = Pc\Y(B(0,6)). Over Ps,

&e(ae) = Lp(ae — a) + Qp(ae — ).

Therefore,

(430) 0= (Fe(@et(e))up)pz = (t() —to){fooupdyy +(Lpoeup)yz +ei+e;+e+e;+e;
£ £ S

where e} = (8p (e — ), up)p2 , €2 = (Qe (& — e t(e) — ty), up);2 , and
P, P,

£ £

el == (Qp(a, — a):uP>L}2,) , €= —<53P(05),HP>L; + <8P(a)’uP>L}25 ﬂ

> e? = <8’€(“£)> uP)L"{ .t
S \Ps Pe\

Ps

By Proposition 3.88 we obtain that (8pa,, up);2 is
Ps

(4.35) / lagluPY;Clﬂ = / Lt lyp—gr XY — e / L lyp—g- LY + o(&).
dPs 9Bp- (0,0)

9Bp+(0,0) ’
Now,
(4.36) / ety VY = L= byp— g2 e + 0(e)
9Byp= (0,6) 9By+ (0,6)
and
(437) / s tup e e = (up — E)(0) - m 4 0(e).
9B (0,6)
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Define vp = (G)g)_lép. Then Lpup = fp . We observe (fi,up);2 = (fp,up);z + o(1).
Pe Ps

Therefore, similar to (4.35), (4.36), (4.37) we obtain

e uP>L1235 - /aBH+(0,5) fopt+ e = /asn (0,5) toptg-Ye +0(1)
(4.38) = (v5(0) —vp(0)) - n+o(1).

We can further compute
(439) le?] +leg] + lel] = o(&”).

If le}| + |eZ| = o(¢®) 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:

le!| = {8p, (& — &) — Lp(@. — a’e),uP>L§) | + [(8p(a, — ), uP>L§) |

A

(&%) + |/ lg—a, Ler XY — lip—apte- YY) Iy
9B+ (0,26Rw0) 9Br1- (0,26R) ’

A Appendix

Lemma A.1. Let M be a 3-dimensional oriented submanifold of an almost G;-manifold (Y, §). Let
Yp : Vr € NM — Y be a tubular neighbourhood map. There exists a constant C > 0 such that if
w € C®(NM) andu,v,s € C*(Vyr) then over Is := graphs C Vy; we have®®

twulodl s lwl( ilullol + f(lul Vol + Jol V) + [ Val Vol ly1),
with

fi = [YIIVBI+ [YIBI* + |BIIVY| + [V2y| + [RI|Y]
Jo = VYl +[Bl[Y.

Here R is the Riemann curvature tensor and B : C*°(NM) X C*(NM) — C*(TVy) is defined by
B(u,v) :==V,o

Proof. Let {ey, e;, e5} be a local orthonormal frame for TTs. For a torsion free connection we
have

Lo (w, e, e, e3) = Vyih(w, eq,e2,€3) + Z V(w, Ve,0,e,e3) + (Vo0 e1,e2,€3).
cyclic
permutations

15By abusing notation we denote again by u the extension of the vector field u over NM by translating fiberwise.
We also denote Yy, by ¢. The notation £ stands for the Lie derivative.
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And also by definition we have

Lol (w,er, e, e3) = u(Lop(w,enenes)) = > Lof(w, [wer], ez e3).
cyclic
permutations

Now,

u(Voy(w, e1, €2, €3)) = Vi, Vo) (w, €1, €, €3)
+ Z Vo(w, Ve u + [u, e1], e2,€3) + Vo (Vyu, e, €2, €3).

cyclic
permutations

And,

u((w, Ve,0,e2,€3)) = Vi (w, Ve,0, €2, €3) + (W, Vi Ve, 0, €2, €3) + 1/ (w, Ve, 0, Vyeo, €3)
+ w(wa Vel o, ey, Vue3) + w(kua Vel 0, €y, 63)-

Furthermore,
u(Y(Vao, €1, e2,€3)) = Vih (Voy0, €1, €3, €3) + Z Y(Vwo, Vyer, e, €3)
cyclic
perm}:ltations
+ w(vwvuv + R(u: W)U: €1, €2, 63)'
And

Lvlp(wa [U, el]> €2, 63)
=Y (w, Viye 10, €2, €3) + ¥(Vo0, [u, e1], ez, €3)
+ U (w, [u,e1], Ve,0,3) + (w, [u, e1], €2, Ve, 0) + Vol (w, [u, e1], 2, €3).

Finally, putting together after some cancellations we obtain

|Luloy(w, €1, €2, €3)] < [WI(IVu Vo | + VY[ Vullo]) + [V [0]|Vyul
+ [wl[Vul[Vol + [§][Vo|[V,ul
+ Vool (IVYl[ul + [41[Vul) + |1V Vol + [R]|wlfulo])

3
+ 1wl Y1V, (Tuo) | + Rl ullo] + [Vul| Vo).
i=1

Observe that,
V. Voi| < lullo|(IBIIVY + [V2)),
[Ve,(Vuo)| < |VB[ullo] + |B|ul[Vo| + |B|lo]|Vul,
IVw(Vu0)| s [wllullo|(IVB| + |B[*),
Therefore,

ltwluloil S filwllullol + folw|([ul| V0] + [0l VEul) + [wl[VEul| V5ol ly].
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