arXiv:2406.16276v1 [math.DG] 24 Jun 2024

ISOLATED SINGULARITIES OF 3-DIMENSIONAL YANG-MILLS-HIGGS FIELDS

BO CHEN AND CHONG SONG

Abstract. In this paper, we derive decay estimates near isolated singularities of 3-dimensional (3d) Yang-Mills-Higgs fields defined on a fiber bundle, where the fiber space is a compact Riemannian manifold and the structure group is a connected compact Lie group. As an application, we obtain removable singularity theorems for 3d Yang-Mills-Higgs fields under different types of energy conditions, which generalizes classical removable singularity theorems for 3d Yang-Mills fields [21, 22] and 3d harmonic maps [10].

1. Introduction

1.1. The Yang-Mills-Higgs functional and backgrounds. Let G be a compact connected Lie group and g be its Lie algebra. Let (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold, which supports a left action of G preserving the metric h. Let (P, π) be a G-principal bundle over a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and (F = P ×_G N, π_F ) be the associated Higgs bundle. Let V : N → R be a G-invariant function, which gives rise to a so-called Higgs potential, i.e. a gauge invariant function defined on the bundle F.

For a smooth connection A on P and a smooth section Φ of F, the Yang- Mills-Higgs (YMH) functional is defined by

E (A, Φ) = ∫ M |F_A|^2dμ_g + ∫ M |∇_AΦ|^2dμ_g + ∫ M V (Φ)dμ_g, (1.1)

where F_A and ∇_A are the curvature and the covariant exterior derivative induced by the connection A respectively, and dμ_g is the volume element of M. A Yang-Mills-Higgs field (A, Φ) is a critical point of the YMH functional, which solves the following elliptic system { D^∗_AF_A = −Φ^∗∇_AΦ, ∇^∗_A∇_AΦ = −∇V (Φ), (1.2)

where D^∗_A is the dual operator of the extrinsic derivative D_A and the term Φ^∗∇_AΦ lies in the dual space of Ω^1(P ×_{ad} g), namely, for all B ∈ Ω^1(P ×_{ad} g), we have ⟨Φ^∗∇_AΦ, B⟩ = ⟨∇_AΦ, BΦ⟩ . Here BΦ is induced by the infinitesimal action of g-coefficients of B on Φ. 1

The YMH functional, originating from electromagnetic phenomena research, plays a fundamental role in the classical gauge theory and in particle physics. YMH fields illuminate diverse gauge field models, including the Ginzburg-Landau model in superconductivity theory and the Chern-Simons model in quantum physics, depending on bundles and Higgs potentials. See for example [9, 12, 4, 5].

Mathematically, YMH fields provide a unified framework, generalizing both classical Yang-Mills (YM) fields and harmonic maps. Specifically, YMH fields reduce to pure YM fields when the fiber space collapses to a point and to harmonic maps from the base manifold M to the fiber space N when the structure group G is trivial. In the context of symplectic fibrations on a surface, minimizing YMH fields are known as symplectic vortices and their moduli space serves as a tool for defining invariants on symplectic manifolds with Hamiltonian actions, as discussed in [2, 13, 14, 27]. The well-known Hitchin’s model [8] arises when F = Ω^1(adP).

The investigation of removable singularities of YM fields and YMH fields began when Uhlenbeck established the fundamental compactness results of YM fields in [30, 32]. In [31], Uhlenbeck showed that a 4d YM connection with a point singularity is gauge equivalent to a smooth connection if its YM energy is finite. Later Råde [17] gave two different proofs of the removability of isolated singularities for 4-dimensional YM fields. Parker [16] extended this result to YMH fields with scalar and spinor fields.

In dimension 3, YM fields with finite energy in the entire space are trivial [9]. For dimensions greater than 4, there exist finite-energy YM fields with non-removable singularities [30]. This suggests that finite YM energy is an inadequate criterion for removing point singularities in dimensions other than 4. A natural candidate in dimension n is a finite L^n2 -norm of curvature, which is a conformally invariant functional. This was verified in dimension 3 by Sibner [21] and in dimension greater than 4 by Sibner and Sibner [22]. They also extended this result to YMH fields [15].

Point singularities of 2-dimensional YMH fields turned out to exhibit new features. In fact, codimension two singular sets of n-dimensional YMH fields are in general not removable due to possible non-trivial limiting holonomy supported at the singular points, see [25, 24, 18, 19]. The analysis of higher dimensional singular sets of YMH fields becomes more complicated and often requires additional assumptions. For example, Tao and Tian [28] proved the removability of codimension 4 singularities of small energy stationary admissible YM fields. Smith and Uhlenbeck [26] provided another proof of this result for YMH fields by using Kato inequalities for YM fields and elliptic regularity theory in Morrey spaces.

Note that all the above results on removable singularities of YMH fields require the coupling Higgs bundle being a vector bundle. When the fiber space is a Riemannian manifold, the equation of the Higgs field becomes nonlinear and significantly affects the asymptotic behavior of YMH fields near singularities. Indeed, the study of singularities of harmonic maps [20, 10] clearly shows that new difficulties arise when the fiber space is curved. In this case, few results exists on the removability of singularities, even for isolated singularities. In our privious work [1], we established a sharp decay estimate for YMH fields with point singularities on a surface, leading to a theorem on removable isolated singularities for 2d YMH fields if the limiting holonomy is trivial. When the dimension exceeds 2, there is no limiting holonomy at isolated singularities, but the asymptotic behavior of the YMH fields and, in particular, the interaction between the connection and the Higgs field near the singular points remains unclear. We aim to establish decay estimates and removable singularity theorems for isolated singularities of 3d YMH fields in this paper and of higher dimensional YMH fields in another sequel.

1.2. YMH fields with isolated singularities. Now we focus on 3d YMH fields with isolated singularities, where the fiber space is a compact Riemannian manifold. For local regularity theory, the curvature of the base manifold is not particularly important and we can set the base manifold to be flat for simplicity. Let B_1 ⊂ R^3 denote the unit Euclidean ball and B^∗_1 = B_1 \ {0} denote the punctured ball. Let P be a trivial principal G-bundle over B^∗_1 and F = P ×_G N be the associated bundle with fiber modeled on a compact Riemannian manifold N. We denote the space of smooth sections by S = Γ(F) , and the affine space of smooth connections on P by A . Under a fixed trivialization of the bundles, we can identify a section Φ ∈ S with a map u : B^∗_1 → N and a connection A ∈ A with a g-valued 1-form. And the Higgs potential is simply a gauge invariant smooth function V : N → R.

Then the YMH functional (1.1) becomes E (A, u) = ∫ B^∗_1

(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|^2 + V (u))dx, (1.3)

and a YMH field (A, u) with isolated singularity at the origin is a solution of the following equation { D^∗_AF_A = −u^∗∇_Au, ∇^∗_A∇_Au = −∇V (u), (1.4)

defined in the punctured ball B^∗_1 .

Our main result gives an almost optimal decay estimate of 3d YMH fields near isolated singular points.

Theorem 1.1. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that if (A, u) is a YMH field on B^∗_{R0} ⊂ R^3 with R_0 ≤ 1, which satisfies one of the following energy bounds

(a) energy bound I: sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR0} 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) (|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|)dx ≤ ε^2_0, (1.5)

(b) energy bound II: 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇_Au|^2dx + R^κ_0 (∫ B_{R0} (|F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2)dx ) 1_2

≤ ε^2_0, (1.6)

for some κ ∈ (0,^1_2 );

then there is a 0 < r_0 ≤ R_0/2 such that (A, u) satisfies

r^2 √ |F_A(x)|^2 + 1 ≤ C(ε^2_0 + r^2_0) ( r r_0

)_{1+2α} , (1.7) and r √ |∇_Au(x)|^2 + 1 ≤ C (ε_0 + r_0) ( r r_0

) 8α+1_5 (1.8)

for any r = |x| ≤ r_0, where α =

√_1

4 − C(ε^2_0 + r^{2/3}_0 ). Here the constant C in (1.7) and (1.8) depends only on the geometry of N in the case of energy bound I, and depends on the geometry of N and κ for energy bound II.

Here the energy bound I (1.5) is a natural confomally invariant Morrey norm, while the energy bound II (1.6) only requires an energy bound on a disk of fixed size R_0, which is more convenient for applications. Indeed, the second part of energy bound II, i.e. the bound on the curvature and the Higgs potential can be easily achieved provided the YMH energy of the YMH field is bounded and R_0 is sufficiently small.

As a by product, we also obtain the following decay estimates for pure Yang-Mills fields and pure harmonic maps in the vicinity of isolated singularities, as both are specific instances of YMH fields. There estimates are sharp and parallel to the well-known results for 4d YM fields [31] and 2d harmonic maps [20].

Theorem 1.2. (1) There exists an ε_1 > 0 such that if A is a smooth Yang-Mills connection on B^∗_{R0} ⊂ R^3 , which satisfies the energy bound sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR0} ( 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |F_A|dx ) ≤ ε^2_1,

then

r^2|F_A(x)| ≤ Cε^2_1 ( r R_0

)_2

for any r = |x| ≤ R_0/2;

(2) There exists an ε_2 > 0 such that if u is a smooth harmonic map u on B^∗_{R0} ⊂ R^3 , which satisfies the energy bound 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇u|^2dx ≤ ε^2, then r|∇u(x)| ≤ Cε_2 r R_0 for any 0 < r ≤ R_0/2.

As an application of Theorem 1.1, we get the following theorem of removable isolated singularities of 3d YMH fields.

Theorem 1.3. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that if (A, u) is a smooth YMH field on B^∗_1 ⊂ R^3 , which satisfies energy bound I (1.5) or energy bound II (1.6) with some R_0 ≤ 1, then (A, u) extends to a smooth YMH field on B_1.

In particular, the removable singularity theorem holds for 3d YMH fields with bounded conformally-invariant energy.

Corollary 1.4. Let (A, u) be a smooth YMH field on B^∗_1 ⊂ R^3 with bounded conformally invariant energy ∫ B_1 |∇_Au|^3dx + ∫ B_1

|F_A|^{32} dx < ∞. (1.9)

Then (A, u) extends to a smooth YMH field on B_1.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4 generalizes the removable singularity theorems for 3d Yang-Mills fields in [21, 22] and for 3d harmonic maps in [10] with finite conformally invariant L^p energy. In fact, here we provide a new proof for these classical results.

Here we outline the proof of the main Theorem 1.1, as the rest results follows easily from Theorem 1.1. The main idea of proof follows that of Smith-Uhlenbeck [26] which originated from Råde [17].

The key ingredient is a new improved Kato inequality for YMH fields (A, u), which actually holds in all dimensions. In particular, in dimension 3 it has the following form: |∇F_A|^2 ≥ 3 2 |∇|F_A||^2 − |u^∗∇_Au|^2, |∇_A∇_Au|^2 ≥( 3 2 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C_δ(1 + |F_A|^2) for δ ∈ (0,^1_4 ), where C_δ is a constant depending only on δ. The above Kato inequalities improve those derived by Smith and Uhlenbeck [26] and are almost optimal in the sense that δ can be arbitrarily small.

Equipped with the above Kato inequalities, we can derive a differential inequality for the YMH field by applying the Bochner formula. Actually, we find that the functions (f, g) := ( (|F_A|^2 + 1)^14 , (|∇_Au|^2 + 1)^{1+2δ}4 ) satisfies

Δf + C(|∇_Au|^2 + f^2)f ≥ 0, (1.10)

Δg + C(|F_A|^2 + |∇_Au|^2 + 1)g ≥ 0. (1.11)

Now suppose the YMH field satisfies the Morrey-type energy bound I, i.e. (1.5). It follows from standard ε-regularity theorem that

r^2(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|) ≤ Cε^2. (1.12)

To obtain the desired decay estimates for YMH fields from the coupled differential inequalities, we start by estimating the curvature F_A. By rewriting inequality (1.10) in cylindrical coordinates (t = − log |x|, θ), we get that the function f̄(t) = e^{− 1}2^tf(t) satisfies

∂^2_t f̄ + Δ_S2f̄ − α^2f̄ ≥ 0, (1.13)

where α =

√_1 4 − C(ε^2_0 + r^{2/3}_0 ). But this is not sufficient to get the decay estimate of |F_A| since α is strictly less than 1/2. To overcome this difficulty, we need to invoke the broken Coulumb gauge constructed by Uhlenbeck [31] to show that F_A actually enjoys an estimate stronger than (1.12). Namely, we have e^{−2t}|F_A|(t, θ) ≤ Cε^2_0e^{−2κ0t} for a positive constant κ_0 > 0, see Lemma 4.1. This improved estimate together with the inequality (1.13) yields the desired estimate (1.7) for the curvature F_A. To prove the estimate of ∇_Au, we combine the curvature estimate (1.7) and inequality (1.11) to show that the scaled function ḡ(t) = e^{− 1}2^tg(t) satisfies ∂^2_t ḡ + Δ_S2ḡ − α^2ḡ ≥ −Ce^{−4α(t−t0 )}ḡ, where t_0 = − log r_0. Then the decay estimate (1.8) follows from the comparison principal for ODEs. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case of energy bound I.

For YMH fields satisfying energy bound II (1.6), the standard ε-regularity theorem does not apply. Fortunately, we are still able to prove an improved ε-regularity theorem (Theorem 5.3) under energy bound II, which is in turn based on a new monotonicity inequality for YMH fields (see Lemma 5.2 below). The rest arguments are similar to the case of energy bound I.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some preliminary results for YMH fields. In Section 3, we derive the improved Kato inequalities for 1-forms and 2-forms on vector bundles, which yields an improved Kato inequality for 3D YMH fields. Next we prove our main Theorem 1.1 for YMH fields satisfying energy bound I in Section 4 and for YMH fields satisfying energy bound II in Section 5. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 5.3. Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4 in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Equations for YMH fields. Let G be a compact connected Lie group equipped with a bi-invariant metric and g be its Lie algebra. Let (N, h) be a compact Riemannian manifold, which supports an left action of G preserving the metric h. For any fixed R > 0, let B_R ⊂ R^n be the Euclidean ball with radius R and B^∗_R = B_R \ {0} be the punctured ball. Let P be a trivial principal G-bundle over B_R and F = P ×_G N be the associated bundle with fiber N. Under a fixed trivialization, a section Φ of F can be identified with a map u : B_R → N, while a connection A ∈ A is just a g-valued 1-form.

For simplicity, let S := C^∞(B_R, N) denote the space of smooth sections of F and A = Ω^1(B_R, g) denote the space of smooth connections. A connection A ∈ A induces an extrinsic derivative D_A = d + A and the curvature of A is defined by

F_A = D^2_A = dA + 1 2 [A, A]. The connection A also induces a covariant derivative ∇_A = ∇ + A such that for any u ∈ S we have ∇_Au = ∇u + A · u, where · denote the infinitesimal action of g on N.

Under a gauge transformation s : B_R → G, a pair (A, u) ∈ A ×S satisfies s^∗A = s^{−1}ds + s^{−1}As, s^∗F_A = F_s∗_A = s^{−1}F_As, and s^∗D_Au = D_s∗_As^∗u = s^{−1}D_Au, V (s^∗u) = V (u)

since the Higgs potential V (u) is a gauge invariant. The Yang-Mills-Higgs functional (1.3) is invariant under the gauge transformation s, that is E (A, u) = E (s^∗A, s^∗u). A YMH field (A, u) is a critical point of YMH functional E , which satisfies the following equation { D^∗_AF_A = −u^∗∇_Au, ∇^∗_A∇_Au = −∇V (u). (2.1)

We write equation (2.1) in a more explicit form. Recall that the infinitesimal action of g on N is defined as follows. For ∀c ∈ g, let φ_s = exp(sc) : N → N be the 1-parameter group of isomorphism generated by c. Then c · y := d ds | |_{s=0}φs(y) = Xc(y), where X_c is a Killing vector field on N. Similarly, c acts on a vector field Y ∈ Γ(T N) by c · Y := ∇ ds | | s=0 (φ_s)_∗(Y ) = ∇_Y X_c.

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on N. Since the G-action preserves the metric h on N, X_c is a Killing field, then ∇X_c is skew-symmetric, i.e. h(∇_Y X_c, Z) = −h(∇_Z X_c, Y ), Y, Z ∈ Γ(T N). Then a direct calculation shows that equation (2.1) is equivalent to { d^∗dA + [A, dA] + [A, [A, A]] = −u^∗(∇_Au), τ(u) − d^∗A · u + 2A · du + A · (A · u) = −∇V (u), (2.2)

where τ(u) = ∇^∗∇u denote the tension field of map u.

For the purpose of PDE analysis, we also need an extrinsic form of (2.2). First we recall that by the equivariant embedding theorem by Moore and Schlafly [11], there exists an isometric embedding i : N → R^K and a representation ρ : G −→ SO(K), such that i(g.y) = ρ(g)i(y), for any y ∈ N and g ∈ G. Under this representation, the Lie algebra g corresponds to a sub-algebra of so(K), i.e. the space of skew-symmetric K × K matrices. Thus for any c ∈ g and y ∈ N → R^K , the infinitesimal action of c on y is simply c · y = X_c(y) = ρ(c)y. It follows that the action of a on a vector field Y ∈ Γ(T N) is c · Y = ∇_Y X_c = (ρ(c) · Y )^⊤ = ρ(c)Y − Γ(y)(X_c, Y ), where ⊤ denotes the projection from R^K to the tangent space of N and Γ denotes the second fundamental for of N in R^K .

Using these notations, we can rewrite equation (2.2) as { d^∗dA + [A, dA] + [A, [A, A]] = −u^∗(∇_Au), Δu − d^∗Au + 2Adu + A(Au) = Γ(u)(∇_Au, ∇_Au) + ∇V (u). (2.3)

2.2. Bochner formula for YMH fields. Next we derive the Bochner formula for a YMH field (A, u). Let {x^i} be natural coordinates on B_R. For any p ∈ B_R, let {y^α} be normal coordinates at u(p) ∈ N. Then we have ∇_Au = ∇u + A · u = u^α_i dx^i ⊗ ∂ ∂y^α , where we denote the components

u^α_i = ∂y^α(u) ∂x^i + (A_i)^α_β y^β(u).

Let R^N denote the curvature tensor of N. A simple calculation shows (Δ_A∇_Au)^α_j =∇_{Ai} ∇_{Ai} u^α_j = ∇_{Ai} ∇_{Aj} u^α_i + ∇_{Ai} (F_{ij} · u)^α =∇_{Aj} ∇_{Ai} u^α_i + R^N_{γzwα}u^γ_i u^z_j u^w_i + (F_{ij} · ∇_{Ai} u)^α + (∇_{Ai} F_{ij} · u)^α + (F_{ij} · ∇_{Ai} u)^α = − (∇_A∇^∗_A∇_Au)^α_j + R^N_{γzwα}u^γ_i u^z_j u^w_i + 2(F_{ij} · ∇_{Ai} u)^α − (D^∗_AF · u)^α_j .

(2.4)

Since (A, u) is a YMH field which satisfies (2.1), we can derive from (2.4) that 1 2 Δ|∇_Au|^2 =|∇_A∇_Au|^2 + |u^∗(∇_Au)|^2 + 2F_A(∇_Au, ∇_Au) + ∇^2V (u)(∇_Au, ∇_Au) + R^N #∇_Au#∇_Au#∇_Au#∇_Au ≥|∇_A∇_Au|^2 + |u^∗(∇_Au)|^2 − C(1 + |F_A| + |∇_Au|^2)|∇_Au|^2,

(2.5)

where the constant C depends only on ‖∇^2V ‖_L∞ and ‖R^N ‖_L∞ .

For the curvature F_A, a direct computation gives (−∇^∗_A∇_AF_A)_{ij} = −(D_AD^∗_AF_A)_{ij} + [(F_A)_{ik}, (F_A)_{kj}], (2.6) where we have used the Bianchi identity D_AF_A = 0. Hence by (2.1) and (2.6) we get 1 2 Δ|F_A|^2 ≥ |∇_AF_A|^2 + |F_A · u|^2 − C|F_A||∇_Au|^2 − C|F_A|^3, (2.7) where C is a universal constant. In summary, we obtain Lemma 2.1. There exists positive constants a, b, c such that if (A, u) is a YMH field on B_R, then the following holds

(1) |∇_Au|^2 satisfies the differential inequality Δ|∇_Au|^2 ≥ −a(1 + |F_A|)|∇_Au|^2 − b|∇_Au|^4; (2) |F_A| satisfies the differential inequality Δ|F_A| ≥ −a|F_A|^2 − b|∇_Au|^2; (3) Let f = |∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|, we have Δf ≥ −c(1 + f)f. 2.3. ε-regularity theorems. The following ε-regularity theorem for YMH fields with energy bound I is standard. We state the theorem for general dimensions n ≥ 2 and include a proof here for completeness. Lemma 2.2. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that for any YMH field (A, u) on B_R, satisfying energy bound I: sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR} ( 1 ρ^{n−2} ∫ B_ρ(y) |∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|dx ) ≤ ε^2_0, (2.8)

then we have sup_B R/2 R^2(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|) ≤ C_N ε^2_0,

where C_N is a constant depending only on the curvature of N.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, the function f = |∇_Au|^2 + |F_A| satisfies Δf ≥ −c(1 + f)f. on B_R. It follows that the rescaled function G(x) = R^2f(Rx) satisfies ΔG ≥ −c(R^2 + G)G (2.9) on B_1.

Set e(s) = (1 − s) sup_{Bs} G, where 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. Then there exists e_0, s_0 < 1 and x_0 ∈ B_{s0} such that e_0 = e(s_0) = sup_{0≤s≤1} e(s) = (1 − s_0)G(x_0).

Let ρ_0 =^{1−s0}_2 . It is easy to see that ρ_0 sup

B_{ρ0} (x_0) G ≤ e_0. Now assume e_0 > 1. Set ρ_1 =^{ρ0}_{e0} ≤ ρ_0 < 1 and consider the function v(x) = ρ^2_1G(ρ_1x + x_0). It follows from (2.9) that Δv ≥ −c(R^2ρ^2_1 + v)v on B_1 with sup_{B1} v(x) ≤ 1.

Then the standard Nash-Morse estimate (see Theorem 8.17 in [6] or Theorem 4.1 in [7]) yields

1 = v(0) ≤ C (∫ B_1 v(x)dx ) = C (Rρ_1)^{n−2} ∫ B_{Rρ1} (x_0) f(x)dx ≤ Cε^2_0, which is a contradiction, since ε_0 can be chosen to be small enough.

Consequently, we must have e_0 ≤ 1. It follows sup_{Bs} G ≤ 1 1 − s . Taking s =^3_4 , we have that sup_{B3/4} G ≤ 4 and by (2.9) ΔG ≥ −cG, in B_{3/4}. Then the Nash-Morse estimate gives

sup_B 1/2 G ≤ C ∫ B_{3/4} G(x)dx = C 1 (3/4R)^{n−2} ∫ B_{3/4R} f(x)dx ≤ Cε^2_0. Rescaling back, we get the desired estimate for f and the proof is finished. □ A direct corollary of Theorem 2.2 is as follows.

Corollary 2.3. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that for any YMH field (A, u) on B_R, satisfying ∫ B_R |∇_Au|^n + |F_A|^{n/2}dx ≤ ε^n_0 , (2.10) then we have sup_B R/2 R^2(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|) ≤ C_N ε^2_0 where C_N is a constant depending only on the curvature of N.

For later applications, we also need the following more general ε-regularity theorem for 3-dimensional YMH fields.

Corollary 2.4. Let B_R ⊂ R^3 be a ball with radius R ≤ 1. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that for any YMH field (A, u) on B_R, satisfying sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR} ( 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |∇_Au|^2dx ) + R^κ‖F_A‖_Lp_{(BR)} ≤ ε^2_0, (2.11)

for some 0 ≤ κ ≤ 2 −^3_p and p ≥^3_2 , then we have sup_B R/2 ( R^2|∇_Au|^2 + R^{3p +κ}|F_A| ) ≤ C_N ε^2_0,

where C_N is a constant depending only on the curvature of N and p. Proof. Since 0 ≤ κ ≤ 2 −^3_p and p ≥^3_2 , by Hölder inequality, we have for any 0 < ρ ≤ R ≤ 1, 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ |F_A|dx ≤ Cρ^{2−3/p}‖F_A‖_Lp_{(Bρ)} ≤ CR^κ‖F_A‖_Lp_{(BR)}. So condition (2.11) implies (2.8) and it follows from Theorem 2.2 that sup B_{3R/4} R^2(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|) ≤ Cε^2_0

where C is a constant depending only on the curvature of N and p.

To improve the estimate of F_A, note that by item (2) of Lemma 2.1, Δ|F_A| ≥ −a|F_A|^2 − b|∇_Au|^2 ≥ − C R^2 |F_A| − Cε^2_0 R^2 . By rescaling and letting v(x) = |F_A|(Rx), we get Δv ≥ −Cv − Cε^2_0 on B 3_4 . Then standard Nash-Morse estimate gives sup_B 1/2 v ≤ C‖v‖_Lp_{(B3/4 )} + Cε^2_0. Rescaling back, we obtain

sup_B R/2 |F_A| ≤ C R^{3p} ‖F_A‖_Lp_{(B3R/4 )} + Cε^2_0 ≤ C( ε^2_0 R^{3p +κ} + ε^2_0).

This gives the desired estimate of |F_A| and finishes the proof. □

3. Kato inequalities In this section, we establish almost-optimal Kato inequalities for YMH fields in general dimensions, which play a crucial roles in obtaining decay estimates for 3d YMH fields in the next section and in our sequel for ndimensional YMH fields.

Let B_1 be the unit ball in R^n . Let E be a trivial vector bundle over B_1, which is equipped with a smooth bundle metric h. Suppose that there is a connection ∇ on E, which is compatible with the metric h, and we use D to denote the exterior derivative induced by ∇. For any k ∈ N, we denote Ω^k(E) = G(∧^kT^∗B_1 ⊗ E) the space of E-valued k-forms on B_1. Let {x^i}^n_1 be the natural coordinates on B_1, {e_β }^K_1 be a moving frame on E.

3.1. Kato inequalities for 1-forms. Let ω be a 1-form in Ω^1(E). Then ω and ∇ω can be written locally as ω = ω^β_i dx^i ⊗ e_β and ∇ω = ω^β_{ij}dx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ e_β. Then for each β, ( ω^β_{ij} ) is a matrix in M_{n×n}(R). We start with the following basic lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let B ∈ M_{n×n}(R) be a matrix. Then B has the following orthogonal decomposition with respect with the standard inner product B = B̆_{sym} + 1 n tr B I_{n×n} + B_{anti}, where B_{anti} =^{B−BT}_2 is the antisymmetric part of B, B_{sym} =^{B+BT}_2 is the symmetric part of B and B̆_{sym} is the trace free part of B_{sym}.

For the 1-form ω, since locally

• ∇ω = ω^β_{ij}dx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ e_β corresponds to the matrix B = (ω^β_{ij}), • Dω = ∑ i<j (ω^β_{ij} − ω^β_{ji})dx^i ∧ dx^j ⊗ e_β corresponds B_{anti} with norm |Dω|^2 = ∑ β ∑ i<j (ω^β_{ij} − ω^β_{ji})^2, • D^∗ω = − tr B, then Lemma 3.1 implies that ∇ω locally has the following orthogonal decomposition ∇ω = − 1 n D^∗ωI_{n×n} + 1 √ 2 Dω + ˘∇ω_{sym}. Lemma 3.2. Let ω be a C^1-smooth 1-form in Ω^1(E) with n ≥ 2. Then we have n n − 1 | |∇|ω| − D^∗ω n ω |ω| − 1 2 Dω · ω |ω| | |^2 ≤ |∇ω|_2 − (D^∗ω)^2 n − 1 2 |Dω|^2.

Furthermore, if ω is harmonic, i.e. Dω = 0 and D^∗ω = 0, then n n − 1 |∇|ω||^2 ≤ |∇ω|^2. Proof. For any C^1-smooth 1-form X ∈ Ω^1(E), a simple computation shows X · ∇|ω||ω| = X · ∇( 1 2 |ω|^2) = ⟨∇ω, X ⊗ ω⟩ . On the other hand, Lemma 3.1 yields the following orthogonal decomposition for ∇ω and X ⊗ ω respectively

• ∇ω = −^1_n D^∗ωI_{n×n} +^{1√}_2 Dω + B_1, • X ⊗ ω =^1_n ⟨X, ω⟩ I_{n×n} +^{1√}_2 X ∧ ω + B_2.

Then we have ⟨∇ω, X ⊗ ω⟩ = − 1 n D^∗ω < X, ω > + 1 2 ⟨Dω, X ∧ ω⟩ + ⟨B_1, B_2⟩ . Consequently, we can derive from this formula that | |X · ∇|ω||ω| − 1 n D^∗ω < X, ω > − 1 2 ⟨Dω, X ∧ ω⟩ | |^2

= ⟨B_1, B_2⟩^2 ≤ |B_1|^2|B_2|^2 ≤ n − 1 n ( |∇w|^2 − 1 n (D^∗ω)^2 − 1 2 |Dω|^2 ) |X|^2|ω|^2. (3.1)

Here we have used the fact that

|B_1|^2 =|∇w|^2 − 1 n (D^∗ω)^2 − 1 2 |Dω|^2; |B_2|^2 =|X|^2|ω|^2 − 1 n ⟨X, ω⟩^2 − 1 2 (|X|^2|ω|^2 − ⟨X, ω⟩^2) = 1 2 |X|^2|ω|^2 + n − 2 2n ⟨X, ω⟩^2 ≤ n − 1 n |X|^2|ω|^2. Now the lemma follows from (3.1) and the arbitrariness of X. □

3.2. Kato inequalities for 2-forms. A C^1-smooth 2-form F ∈ Ω^2(E) can be written locally by F = 1 √ 2! F^β_{ij} dx^i ∧ dx^j ⊗ e_β , where F^β_{ij} = −F^β_{ji} for each β ∈ {1, 2, · · · , K}. Thus we can view F as an antisymmetric matrix (F^β_{ij} ).

Let Ω be an another 2-form (Ω^β_{ij} ). The inner product of F and Ω is defined by ⟨F, Ω⟩ = 1 2 F_{ij} Ω_{ij} = ∑ β ∑ i<j F^β_{ij} Ω^β_{ij}.

We also have • ∇F =^{1√}_2 F^β_{ij,k}dx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k ⊗ e_β with F^β_{ij,k} = F^β_{ji,k} and |∇F |^2 = 1 2 F_{ij,k} · F_{ij,k} = ∑ β ∑ i<j,k F^β_{ij,k} · F^β_{ij,k},

• DF =^{1√}_{3!} (F^β_{ij,k} + F^β_{jk,i} + F^β_{ki,j})dx^i ∧ dx^i ∧ dx^k ⊗ e_β and |DF |^2 = 1 3! ∑ β ∑ i,j,k (F^β_{ij,k} + F^β_{jk,i} + F^β_{ki,j})^2 = ∑ β ∑ i<j<k (F^β_{ij,k} + F^β_{jk,i} + F^β_{ki,j})^2,

• D^∗F = ∑ j≠i F β ij,jdx i ⊗ e_β . The following result for 2-forms is analogous to Lemma 3.1 for 1-forms.

Lemma 3.3. Let F be a C^1-smooth 2-form in Ω^2(E). Then ∇F has the following orthonogal decomposition ∇F = 1 (n − 1) √ 2 δ_{jk}(i)(D^∗F )_idx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k + 1 √ 3 DF + F̆ , (3.2)

where F̆ satisfies ∑ j≠i F̆_{ij,j} = 0 and F̆_{ii,k} = 0;

the (δ_{jk}(i)) satisfies δ_{jk}(i) = 1 for j = k ≠ i and d_{jk}(i) = 0 for other cases.

Proof. By definition, F̆ = ∇F −^1_{n−1} δ_{jk}(i)(D^∗F )_idx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k −^{1√}_3 DF . Then a simple calculation gives ∑ j≠i F̆_{ij,j} = ∑ j≠i F^β_{ij,j}e_β − 1 n − 1 (D^∗F )^β_i e_β ∑ j≠i 1 = 0, F̆_{ii,j} =F^β_{ii,j} = 0. To show ∇F has the orthogonal decomposition (3.2), we only need to show (1) ⟨_1 n−1 δ_{jk}(i)(D^∗F )_idx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k, DF ⟩ = 0, (2) ⟨ ∇F,^1_{(n−1)}^√_2 δ_{jk}(i)(D^∗F )_idx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k ⟩ =^1_{2(n−1)} |D^∗F |^2; (3) ⟨ ∇F,^{1√}_3 DF ⟩ =^1_3 |DF |^2.

The identity (1) and (2) follows from a straight forward calculation and we only give the proof of (3). For simplicity, we set C^β_{ijk} = F^β_{ij,k} + F^β_{jk,i} + F^β_{ki,j}, then C^β_{ijk} = C^β_{jki} = C^β_{kij} for any i, j, k. On the other hand, we have ⟨∇F, DF ⟩ = 1 2 √ 3 ∑ β ∑ i,j,k ⟨ F^β_{ij,k}, C^β_{ijk} ⟩

= 1 2 √ 3 ∑ β ∑ i,j,k ⟨ F^β_{jk,i}, C^β_{jki} ⟩

= 1 2 √ 3 ∑ β ∑ i,j,k ⟨ F^β_{ki,j}, C^β_{kij} ⟩ . Thus, the fact that C^β_{ijk} = C^β_{jki} = C^β_{kij} yields 3 ⟨∇F, DF ⟩ = 1 2 √ 3 ∑ β ∑ i,j,k (C^β_{ki,j})^2 = √ 3|DF |^2. □ Therefore, we can apply Lemma 3.3 to obtain the following improved kato inequalities for 2-forms.

Lemma 3.4. Let F be a C^1-smooth 2-form in Ω^2(E) with n ≥ 3. Then we have

(1) If F is a harmonic 2-form, i.e. D^∗F = 0 and DF = 0, then {_3 2 |∇|F ||^2 ≤ |∇F |^2 n = 3; n−1 n−2 |∇|F ||^2 ≤ |∇F |^2 n ≥ 4. (2) If F is closed, then 3 2 | |∇|F | −_1 2 √ 2 ⟨ D^∗F,^F_{|F |} ⟩ | |^2 ≤ |∇F |^2 −^1_4 |D^∗F |^2 n = 3, n−1 n−2 | |∇|F | −_1 (n−1) √ 2 ⟨ D^∗F,^F_{|F |} ⟩ | |^2 ≤ |∇F |^2 −^1_{2(n−1)} |D^∗F |^2 n ≥ 4.

Proof. For any C^1-smooth 1-form X ∈ Ω^1(E), we have X · ∇|F ||F | = ⟨∇F, F ⊗ X⟩ . By Lemma 3.3, ∇F has the orthonormal decomposition ∇F = 1 (n − 1) √ 2 δ_{jk}(i)(D^∗F )_idx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k + 1 √ 3 DF + F̆ . Similarly, we can also show that F ⊗ X has the following orthonogal decomposition F ⊗ X = 1 n − 1 δ_{jk}(i) ⟨F, X⟩_i dx^i ⊗ dx^j ⊗ dx^k + 1 √ 3 F ∧ X + B̆. It follows that ⟨∇F, F ⊗ X⟩ = 1 (n − 1) √ 2 D^∗F · ⟨F, X⟩ + 1 3 ⟨DF, F ∧ X⟩ + ⟨ F̆ , B̆ ⟩ , where |F̆ |^2 =|∇F |^2 − 1 2(n − 1) |D^∗F |^2 − 1 3 |DF |^2; |B̆|^2 =|F |^2|X|^2 − 1 n − 1 | ⟨F, X⟩ |^2 − 1 3 |F ∧ X|^2 =|F |^2|X|^2 − 1 n − 1 | ⟨F, X⟩ |^2 − 1 3 (|F |^2|X|^2 − | ⟨F, X⟩ |^2) = 2 3 |F |^2|X|^2 + n − 4 3(n − 1) | ⟨F, X⟩ |^2 ≤ n − 2 n − 1 |F |^2|X|^2 if n ≥ 4. While for n = 3 we have |B̆|^2 ≤ 2 3 |F |^2|X|^2. Consequently, we get | |X · ∇|F ||F | − 1 (n − 1) √ 2 D^∗F · ⟨F, X⟩ + 1 3 ⟨DF, F ∧ X⟩ | |^2 ≤ |F̆ |_2|B̆|_2

≤ {_2

3 |F̆ |^2|F |^2|X|^2 n = 3, n−2 n−1 |F̆ |^2|F |^2|X|^2 n ≥ 4. Since the above inequality holds for all X, the lemma follows. □

In the 3-dimensional case, we also have the following useful Kato inequality.

Lemma 3.5 (Proposition 4.17 in [3]). Let F be a C^1 smooth closed 2-form in Ω^2(E) with n = 3. Then we have 3 2 |∇|F ||^2 ≤ |∇F |^2 + |D^∗F |^2. Similarly, if ω is a C^1 smooth coclosed 1-form in Ω^1(E) with n = 3, then we have 3 2 |∇|ω||^2 ≤ |∇ω|^2 + |Dω|^2.

3.3. Improved Kato inequalities for YMH fields. Now we can apply Lemma 3.2-3.5 to obtain the following almost optimal Kato inequalities for YMH fields.

Theorem 3.6. Let B_1 × N → B_1 be a trivial fiber bundle with compact structure group G, where N is a compact Riemannian manifold. Suppose that (A, u) is a smooth YMH field on B^∗_{2R0} , then for any δ > 0, there exists a constant C(n, δ) > 0 such that we have

(1) the section u satisfies |∇_A∇_Au|^2 ≥( n n − 1 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C(n, δ)(1 + |F_A|^2); (3.3) (2) the curvature F_A of A satisfies { |∇F_A|^2 ≥^3_2 |∇|F_A||^2 − |u^∗(∇_Au)|^2 n = 3, |∇F_A|^2 ≥ (^{n−1}_{n−2} − δ)|∇|F ||^2 − C(n, δ)|u^∗(∇_Au)|^2 n ≥ 4. (3.4)

Proof. Since D_Au satisfies D^∗_AD_Au = ∇V (u), D_AD_Au = F_A · u, we can apply Lemma 3.2 to get |∇_A∇_Au|^2 ≥( n n − 1 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C(n, δ)(|∇V (u)|^2 + |F_A · u|^2) ≥( n n − 1 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C(n, δ)(1 + |F_A|^2), for any δ > 0, where have used the fact that N is compact to show |∇V (u)| + |u| ≤ C. Next, by using the fact that F_A satisfies the following equation D^∗_AF_A = u^∗(∇_Au), D_AF_A = 0, we can apply Lemmas 3.4-3.5 to get the desired inequality (3.4). □ 3.4. Differential inequalities of 3d YMH fields. By applying the above Kato inequalities, we can get the differential inequalities for 3d YMH fields, which plays a key role in our proof of the main theorems. Lemma 3.7. Suppose (A, u) is a smooth YMH field on B^∗_{R0} . Then for any δ ∈ (0,^1_2 ), there exists a universal constant C and a constant C_δ > 0 such that the function (f, g) = ((|F_A|^2 + 1)^{1/4}, (|∇_Au|^2 + 1)^12^{( 1}2^{+δ)}) satisfies Δf + C(|∇_Au|^2 + f^2)f ≥ 0, (3.5) Δg + C_δ(|F_A|^2 + |∇_Au|^2 + 1)g ≥ 0 (3.6) on B^∗_{R0} .

Or equivalently, in cylindrical coordinates (t = − log r, θ), we have ∂^2_t f − ∂_tf + Δ_S2f + Ce^{−2t}(|∇_Au|^2 + f^2)f ≥ 0, (3.7) ∂^2_t g − ∂_tg + Δ_S2g + C_δe^{−2t}(|F_A|^2 + |∇_Au|^2 + 1)g ≥ 0. (3.8) Proof. First we derive the differential inequality (3.5) and hence (3.7).

Let p > 0. For any smooth function f on B^∗_{2R0} , we have

Δf^p = pf^{p−2} ( 1 2 Δf^2 + p − 2 4 |∇f^2|^2 f^2 ) . (3.9)

By letting f = √ |F_A|^2 + 1 in equation (3.9) and p ∈ (0, 2), we get Δf^p =pf^{p−2} ( 1 2 Δ|F_A|^2 + p − 2 4 |∇|F_A|^2|^2 |F_A|^2 + 1 )

≥pf^{p−2}( 1 2 Δ|F_A|^2 + (p − 2)|∇|F_A||^2). Then the Bochner formula (2.7) for F_A and the Kato inequality (3.4) Lemma 3.6 together implies 1 2 Δ|F_A|^2 ≥|∇_AF_A|^2 − C|F_A||∇_Au|^2 − C(1 + |F_A|)|F_A|^2 ≥ 3 2 |∇|F_A||^2 − C(1 + |F_A|)(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|^2). Therefore, by choosing^1_2 ≤ p < 2, we get Δf^p ≥pf^{p−2}( 3 2 + p − 2)|∇|F_A||^2 − Cpf^{p−2}(1 + |F_A|)(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|^2) ≥ − Cf^{p−1}(|∇_Au|^2 + f^2) ≥ − C(|∇_Au|^2 + f)f^p, where we have used the facts that |F_A|+1 ≤ √ 2f and f ≥ 1. Then inequality (3.5) follows by taking p =^1_2 .

Next we derive the differential inequality (3.6) and hence (3.8). Replacing f with g = √ |∇_Au|^2 + 1 in formula (3.9) and p ∈ (0, 2), we obtain Δg^p ≥ pg^{p−2}( 1 2 Δ|∇_Au|^2 + (p − 2)|∇|∇_Au||^2). For any δ > 0, the Bochner formula (2.5) and the Kato inequality (3.3) in Lemma 3.6 together gives 1 2 Δ|∇_Au|^2 ≥|∇_A∇_Au|^2 + |u^∗(∇_Au)|^2 − C(1 + |F_A| + |∇_Au|^2)|∇_Au|^2 ≥( 3 2 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C_δ(1 + |F_A|^2 + |∇_Au|^2)(|∇_Au|^2 + 1) =( 3 2 − δ)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C_δ(|F_A|^2 + g^2)g^2.

Therefore, by choosing 2 > p ≥^1_2 + δ for any small δ > 0, we get Δg^p ≥pg^{p−2}(p − δ − 1/2)|∇|∇_Au||^2 − C_δpg^{p−2}(|F_A|^2 + g^2)g^2 ≥ − C_δ(|F_A|^2 + g^2)g^p.

Taking p =^1_2 + δ, we get the desired inequality (3.6). □

4. Decay estimates of 3d YMH fields: energy bound I In this section, we derive the desired decay estimates for 3d YMH fields and prove the main Theorem 1.1 under energy bound I (1.5).

4.1. Improved regularity of F_A. For 3d YMH fields satisfying energy bound I, we first observe that the curvature F_A actually satisfies an estimate that is stronger than the standard ε-regularity theorem (Theorem 2.2). For this purpose, we first recall the broken Coulomb gauge constructed by Uhlenbeck in [31] (see also [21]). For any fixed number 1 < τ <^5_4 , let Ω_i ={x| τ^{−i−1} < r ≤ τ^{−i}}, S_i ={x| r = τ^{−i}}. Then we have B^∗_1 = ∪^∞_{i=0}Ω_i.

Lemma 4.1. There exists an ε^′_0 > 0 such that for any connection A satisfying r^2|F_A|(x) ≤ ε^′_0 for all x ∈ B^∗_1 , there exists a continuous gauge transformation on B^∗_1 such that the following properties hold for any i ≥ 0:

(1) d^∗A^i = 0 in Ω^i, where we set A^i = A|_{Ωi} ; (2) A^i_θ|_{Si} = A^{i−1}_θ |_{Si} ;

(3) d^∗_θA^i_θ = 0 on S_i and S_{i+1}; (4) ∫ S_i A i rdθ = ∫ S_{i+1} A i rdθ = 0; (5) |A_i|(x) ≤ Cε^′_0τ^{i+1}; (6) ∫ Ω_i |A i|^2dx ≤^1 (μ−Cε^′_0)τ^{2(i+1)} ∫ Ω_i |FA^i | 2dx, where μ ≥ 2; (7) ∫ S_0 |A 0 θ|^2dV_{S0} ≤^1_{(ν−Cε}′_{0)} ∫ S_0 |FA| 2dV_{S0} , where ν = 2 is the first eigenvalue of Hodge Laplace operator for coclosed 1-form on S^2.

Here we set A = A_rdr + A_θ, where (r, θ) is the polar coordinates for B^∗_1 .

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (A, u) is a smooth YMH field on B^∗_{R0} , which satisfies r^2(|∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|)(x) ≤ ε^′_0. (4.1) for any x ∈ B^∗_{R0} , where ε^′_0 is given in Lemma 4.1. Then there exists a positive constant κ_0 ∈ [^1_{16} , 1) such that r^2|F_A| ≤ Cε^′_0 ( r R_0 )_{2κ0} (4.2)

for any x ∈ B^∗_{R0/2}.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. First we give an integral estimate of F_A by using the broken Coulomb gauge.

Given any R ≤ R_0, (A, u) restricts to a smooth YMH field on B^∗_R. Rescaling by R, we may assume that A satisfies the equation D^∗_AF_A = −R^2u^∗(∇_Au) (4.3) on the unit disc B^∗_1 , and (4.1) holds for all x ∈ B^∗_1 . By Lemma 4.1, there exists a broken Coulomb gauge such that A satisfies properties (1)-(7). By definition, in each annulus Ω^i, we have τ^{−i−1} < r ≤ τ^{−i}. It follows from property (6) that

(6^′) ∫ Ω_i r^α|A^i|^2dx ≤ τ^α (2 − Cε^′_0)τ^{2(i+1)} ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx. for any α ∈ (1, 3).

On the other hand, since F_Ai = dA^i +^1_2 [A^i, A^i], integration by parts gives ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_Ai |^2dx = ∫ Ω_i ⟨ dA^i + 1 2 [A^i, A^i], r^αF_Ai ⟩ dx = ∫ Ω_i ⟨ D_Ai A^i − 1 2 [A^i, A^i], r^αF_Ai ⟩ dx = ∫ Ω_i ⟨ A^i, D^∗_Ai (r^αF_Ai ) ⟩ dx − 1 2 ∫ Ω_i ⟨ [A^i, A^i], r^αF_Ai ⟩ dx + ( ∫ S_i − ∫ S_{i+1} )r^α(A^i_θ ∧ ∗F_Ai )

Inserting in equation (4.3), we get ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_Ai |^2dx = ∫ Ω_i r^α ⟨ A^i, R^2u^∗(∇_Au) ⟩ dx − α ∫ Ω_i r^{α−1} ⟨ A^i, ∗(dr ∧ ∗F_Ai ) ⟩ dx − 1 2 ∫ Ω_i r^α ⟨ [A^i, A^i], F_Ai ⟩ dx + ( ∫ S_i − ∫ S_{i+1} )r^α(A^i_θ ∧ ∗F_Ai ) =:I + II + III + ( ∫ S_i − ∫ S_{i+1} )r^α(A^i_θ ∧ ∗F_Ai ). (4.4) Next we estimate the above three terms I-III respectively. Using Hölder inequality and (6^′) above, we have |I| =| ∫ Ω_i r^α ⟨ A^i, R^2u^∗(∇_Au) ⟩ dx| ≤ε ∫ Ω_i r^α|A^i|^2dx + Cε^{−1}R^4 ∫ Ω_i r^α|∇_Au|^2dx ≤ε τ^α (2 − Cε^′_0)τ^{2(i+1)} ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_Ai |^2dx + Cε^{−1}R^4 ∫ Ω_i r^α|∇_Au|^2dx, For the second term, we have |II| ≤α ∫ Ω_i |x|^α|A^i||F_A|r^{−1}dx ≤ατ^{i+1} (∫ Ω_i r^α|A^i|^2dx )_{1/2} (∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx )_{1/2}

≤α( τ^α 2 − Cε^′_0 )^{12} ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx,

For the third term, using estimates (5) in Lemma 4.1, we get |III| ≤ 1 2 ‖A^i‖_L∞ (∫ Ω_i r^α|A^i|^2dx )_{1/2} (∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx )_{1/2}

≤Cε^′_0τ^{i+1} (∫ Ω_i r^α|A^i|^2dx )_{1/2} (∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx )_{1/2}

≤Cε^′_0 ( τ^α 2 − Cε^′_0 ) 1_2 ∫

Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx. Since 1 < τ <^5_4 , we can take α closed to 1, ε_0 and ε small enough such that

1 − (Cε^′_0 + α)( τ^α 2 − Cε^′_0 )^{12} − ετ^α (2 − Cε^′_0)τ^{2(i+1)} ≥ 1 8 . Putting the above estimates into (4.4), we arrive at 1 8 ∫ Ω_i r^α|F_A|^2dx ≤ Cr^4 ∫ Ω_i r^α|∇_Au|^2dx + ( ∫ S_i − ∫ S_{i+1} )r^α(A^i_θ ∧ ∗F_Ai ). (4.5)

Summing up (4.5) for all i ≥ 0 and noting that

lim sup i→∞ ∫ S_i r^α|A^i_θ ∧ ∗F_Ai |dV_{Si} ≤ C(ε^′_0)^2 lim_{i→∞} τ^{−iα+1} = 0,

we obtain ∫ B_1 r^α|F_A|^2dx ≤ CR^4 ∫ B_1 r^α|∇_Au|^2dx + 8 (2 − Cε^′_0) ∫ ∂B_1 |F_A|^2dV_{∂B1} . (4.6)

Now rescaling back to B_R, inequality (4.6) becomes ∫ B_R r^α|F_A|^2dx ≤ CR^2 ∫ B_R r^α|∇_Au|^2dx + CR ∫ ∂B_R r^α|F_A|^2dV_{∂BR} . (4.7) If we set I(R) = ∫ B_R r α|F_A|^2dx, inequality (4.7) and (4.1) together yields I(R) ≤ Cε^′_0R^{α+3} + bRI^′(R) where b =^8_{(2−Cε′0)} is independent of α. Solving this differential inequality, we find I(R) ≤Cε^′_0(R^{3+α−1/b} 0 + ε^′_0R^{α−1−1/b} 0 )r^{1/b} ≤Cε^′_0(R^4_0 + ε^′_0)R^{α−1−1/b} 0 R^{1/b}. (4.8)

Step 2. Next we apply a similar argument as in Corollary 2.4 to get pointwise estimate of F_A.

For any x ∈ B^∗_{R0/2}, we have B_r(x) ⊂ B_{2r}(0) with |x| = r. Combining item (2) in Lemma 2.1 with (4.1), we have Δ|F_A| ≥ − Cε^′_0 r^2 |F_A| − Cε^′_0 r^2 on B_r(x). Therefore, for any fixed 0 < p <^6_{3+α} , the Nash-Moser estimate implies r^2|F_A|(x) ≤C_pr^{2− 3p} (∫ B_{2r} (x) |F_A|^pdy )_{1/p} + Cr^2ε^′_0

≤C_pr^{2− 3p} (∫ B_{2r} (x) |y|^α|F_A|^2dy )_{1/2} (∫ B_{2r} (x) |y|^{− αp2−p} dy ) 2−p_p + Cr^2ε^2_0.

≤C_pI^{1/2}(r)r^{1−α2} + Cr^2ε^′_0 Applying (4.8), we finally obtain r^2|F_A|(x) ≤ Cε^′_0 ( r R_0 )_{2κ0} + Cr^2ε^′_0,

where 2κ_0 =^{1+1/b−α}_2 =^{1−α}_2 +^{2−Cε20}_8 . □ 4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1: energy bound I. Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1 for YMH fields (A, u) satisfying energy bound I, which we restate as follows.

Theorem 4.3. Let (A, u) be a smooth YMH field on B^∗_{R0} , which satisfies energy bound I: sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR0} ( 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|dx ) ≤ ε^2_0, (4.9)

where ε_0 is given in Lemma 2.2. Then there exists r_0 ≤ R_0/2 such that r^2 √ |F_A|^2(x) + 1 ≤ C(ε^2_0 + r^2_0)( r r_0

)^{1+2α}, and r √ |∇_Au|^2 + 1 ≤ C (ε_0 + r_0) ( r r_0

) 8α+1_5 , for any r = |x| ≤ r_0, where α =

√_1

4 − C(ε^2_0 + r^{2/3}_0 ).

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps. Step 1: Improved regularity of F_A.

From (4.9), we see that for any x ∈ B^∗_{2R0/3} and r = |x|, sup B_{ρ(y)⊂Br/2} (x) ( 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |∇_Au|^2 + |F_A|dx ) ≤ ε^2_0.

Then the standard ε-regularity theorem (Theorem 2.2) insures the bound (4.1). Hence Lemma 4.2 applies and (4.2) holds on B^∗_{R0/2}.

In the following, we work in cylindrical coordinates for convenience. Let t^′_0 = − log(R_0/2) and (t = − log r, θ) ∈ [t^′_0, +∞) × S^2 . Then (4.1) and (4.2) becomes e^{−2t}(|∇_Au|^2(t, θ) + |F_A|(t, θ)) ≤ Cε^2_0, (4.10) and e^{−2t}|F_A| ≤ Cε^2_0e^{−2κ0(t−t′0 )}, (4.11) where κ_0 ≥^1_{16} .

Step 2: Decay estimate for F_A.

Now inserting (4.10) into the differential inequality (3.6) in Lemma 3.7, we find that the function f = (|F_A|^2 + 1)^{1/4} satisfies ∂^2_t f − ∂_tf + Δ_S2f + C(ε^2_0 + e^{−2t})f ≥ 0 on (t^′_0, +∞) × S^2. Hence the product f̄ = e^{− 1}2^tf satisfies

∂^2_t f̄ + Δ_S2f̄ − ( 1 4 − C(ε^2_0 + e^{−2t}))f̄ ≥ 0.

Then we may choose a large t_0 > t^′_0, such that

α^2 := 1 4 − C(ε^2_0 + e^{−2t0} ) ≥ ( 1 2 − κ_0)^2. (4.12) Then for any t > t_0, we have ∂^2_t f̄ + Δ_S2f̄ − α^2f̄ ≥ 0, (4.13) and by (4.11), f̄(t, θ) ≤ Cε^2_0e^κ0^{t′}0 e^{( 1}_2^{−κ}0^{)t} + Ce^{− 1}_2^t. (4.14) Next for any m ∈ Z^+ and T > mt_0, we consider the comparison function h(t) = C(ε^2_0e^{mκ0t0} e^{( 12 −κ0)T} + e^{− 12 T} )e^{−α(T −t)} + C(ε^2_0e^{m2 t0} + e^{− m2 t0} )e^{−α(t−mt0 )}. which satisfies ∂^2_t h + Δ_S2h − α^2h = 0 on [mt_0, T ]×S^2. Inequality (4.14) guarantees that h also satisfies the boundary condition f̄(mt_0, θ) ≤ h(mt_0), f̄(T, θ) ≤ f(T ). Therefore, the comparison principle gives f̄(t, θ) ≤ h(t). on [mt_0, T ] × S^2.

In particular, by (4.12), we have^1_2 − κ_0 − α < 0. Therefore, we may let T → +∞, yielding e^{−2t} √ |F_A|^2 + 1 = e^{−t}f̄^2 ≤ C(ε^2_0 + e^{−2mt0} )e^{−(2α+1)(t−mt0 )}. (4.15) By choosing r_0 = e^{−3t0} , estimate (4.15) with m = 3 gives the desired estimate of F_A.

Step 3: Decay estimate for ∇_Au.

By (4.15) with m = 1, we have e^{−2t}|F_A|^2(t, θ) ≤ C(ε^4_0e^{2t0} + e^{−2t0} )e^{−4α(t−t0 )}, for all t ≥ t_0. Inserting into inequality (3.8) in Lemma 3.7, we find that on [t_0, ∞) × S^2 the function g̃ = e^{− 1}2^tg satisfies ∂^2_t g̃ + Δ_S2g̃ − α^2g̃ ≥ −C(ε^4_0e^{2t0} + e^{−2t0} )e^{−4α(t−t0 )}g̃, (4.16) and g̃(t, θ) = e^{− 12 t}(|∇_Au|^2 + 1)^{12 ( 12 +δ)} ≤ Cε_0e^{δt} + Ce^{− 12 t}.

In particular, we may assume that α >^1_4 by choosing ε_0 and r_0 small enough. Then for t ≥ 3t_0, the term on the right hand side of the inequality (4.16) satisfies Q := −C(ε^4_0e^{2t0} + e^{−2t0} )e^{−4αt}g̃ ≥ −C(ε_0e^{δt} + e^{− 12 t}).

Now for T ≥ 3t_0, we consider the comparison function h̃(t) = 4C(ε_0e^{δT} + e^{− 1}_2^T )e^{−α(T −3t}0^) + 4C(ε_0e^{3δt}0 + e^{−3/2t}0 )e^{−α(t−3t}0^) − 2Q. for T > 3t_0. A simple computation shows that γ̃ = g̃ − h̃ solves ∂^2_t γ̃ + Δ_{gS2}γ̃ − α^2γ̃ ≥ 0, γ̃(t_0, θ) ≤ 0, γ̃(T, θ) ≤ 0 on [3t_0, T ] × S^2. Therefore, the comparison principle gives g̃ ≤ h̃ on [3t_0, T ] × S^2. Then by taking δ =^1_8 < α and letting T → +∞, we get e^{−(1/2+δ)t}g(t, θ) ≤ C(ε_0 + e^{−(1/2+δ)3t0} )e^{−(α+δ)(t−3t0 )}. Or equivalently, e^{−t} √ |∇_Au|^2 + 1 ≤ C(ε_0 + e^{−3t0} )e^{−2 α+δ1+2δ (t−3t0 )}.

This gives the desired estimate of ∇_Au and the proof is completed. □

5. Decay estimate of 3d YMH fields: energy bound II In this section, we prove the main Theorem 1.1 for 3d YMH fields satisfying energy bound II (1.6).

5.1. Monotonicity formula. Let (A, u) be a YMH field on B_1 ⊂ R^3 , which is equipped with the Euclidean metric g_{euc}. We call the following tensor as the twisted stress energy tensor of u S_A(u) = ⟨∇_Au ⊗ ∇_Au⟩ − 1 2 |∇_Au|^2g_{euc}. In fact, if A is a flat connection and the Higgs potential vanishes, S_A(u) is just the usual stress energy tensor for harmonic maps.

The divergence of S := S_A(u) satisfies (divS)_j = ⟨ ∇_{Ai} ∇_{Ai} u, ∇_{Aj} u ⟩ + ⟨ ∇_{Ai} u, ∇_{Ai} ∇_{Aj} u ⟩ − ⟨ ∇_{Ai} u, ∇_{Aj} ∇_{Ai} u ⟩ = − ⟨∇^∗_A∇_Au, ∇_j u⟩ + ⟨(F_A)_{ij} · u, ∇_{Ai} u⟩ = ⟨ ∇V (u), ∇_{Aj} u ⟩ + ⟨(F_A)_{ij} , u^∗(∇_{Ai} u)⟩ , where we have used the formula ∇_{Ai} ∇_{Aj} u − ∇_{Aj} ∇_{Ai} u = (F_A)_{ij} · u. Thus, for any 0 < R ≤ 1 and vector field X ∈ C^∞(B_R, R^3 ), we have ∫ B_R ⟨S, ∇X⟩ dx − ∫ ∂B_R S(X, ∂ ∂r )dV_{∂BR} = − ∫ B_R ⟨∇V (u), ∇_Au(X)⟩ + ⟨F_A(X), u^∗(∇_Au)⟩ dx. (5.1)

Here dV_{∂BR} denotes the volume form of ∂B_R.

The following lemma says that, for a smooth YMH field on the punctured ball B^∗_1 with bounded YMH energy, the formula (5.1) still holds true for a vector field X with X(x) = O(|x|).

Lemma 5.1. Let (A, u) be a smooth YMH field on B^∗_1 with bounded YMH energy. Then for any vector field X ∈ C^∞(B_1, R^3 ) with X(x) = O(|x|) when x → 0, then the formula (5.1) still holds true in the whole B_R for any 0 < R ≤ 1.

Proof. For any ε > 0, let η_ε be a cut-off function such that η_ε(x) = 0 in B_ε(0), η_ε(x) = 1 in B_1 \ B_{2ε} and |∇η_ε(x)| ≤^C_ε . Then for any X ∈ C^∞(B_1, R^3 ), setting Y = η_ε(x)X(x) and applying (5.1), we get ∫ B_R ⟨S, ∇Y ⟩ dx − ∫ ∂B_R S(Y, ∂ ∂r )dV_{∂BR} = − ∫ B_R ⟨∇V (u), ∇_Au(Y )⟩ + ⟨F_A(Y ), u^∗(∇_Au)⟩ dx. (5.2)

By assumption X(x) = O(|x|), it follows | ∫ B_R ⟨S, ∇Y ⟩ dx − ∫ B_R η_ε ⟨S, ∇X⟩ dx| = | ∫ B_{2ε} \B_ε ⟨S, ∇η_ε ⊗ X⟩ dx| ≤C ∫ B_{2ε}\B_ε |S|dx ≤ C ∫ B_{2ε}\B_ε |∇_Au|^2dx.

Since (A, u) has bounded YMH energy on the whole ball B_1, the desired results follows by letting ε → 0 in (5.2). □ As an application, we get a monotonicity formula for 3d YMH fields.

Lemma 5.2. Let (A, u) be a smooth YMH field on B^∗_1 ⊂ R^3 with bounded YMH energy. Then for any B_R(y) ⊂ B_1 and δ ∈ (0, 1), we have 1 σ ∫ B_σ (y) |∇_Au|^2dx ≤ e^{11−δ R1−δ} 1 R ∫ B_R(y) |∇_Au|^2dx+2δ^{−1}e^{11−δ} Λ(R)R^δ, (5.3)

where σ < R and Λ(R) = ∫ B_R(y)(|FA| 2 + |∇V (u)|^2)dx. Proof. Let X = r^∂_{∂r} and hence ∇X = g_{euc}. Then X = O(|x|) and Lemma 5.1 applies, yielding ∫ B_σ ⟨S, g_{euc}⟩ dx − ∫ ∂B_σ r ⟨ S, ∂ ∂r ⊗ ∂ ∂r ⟩ dV_{∂Bσ} = − ∫ B_σ r ⟨ ∇V (u), ∇_Au( ∂ ∂r ) ⟩ dx − ∫ B_σ r ⟨ u^∗(∇_Au), F_A( ∂ ∂r ) ⟩ dx. (5.4)

By definition of S, the left hand side of (5.4) can be written as LHS = − 1 2 ∫ B_σ |∇_Au|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ ∂B_σ r|∇_Au|^2dV_{∂Bσ} − ∫ ∂B_σ r|∇_Au( ∂ ∂r )|^2dV_{∂Bσ} . (5.5)

The right hand side of (5.4) satisfies |RHS| ≤σ ∫ B_σ (|F_A| + |∇V (u)|)|∇_Au|dx ≤σ^{1−δ} ∫ B_σ |∇_Au|^2dx + σ^{1+δ} ∫ B_σ ( |F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2 ) dx (5.6)

for any δ ∈ (0, 1).

Denote E(σ) = ∫ B_σ |∇Au| 2dx and Λ(σ) = ∫ B_σ |FA| 2 + |∇V (u)|^2dx. Then we get from (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6) that σE^′(σ) − E(σ) − 2σ ∫ ∂B_σ |∇_Au( ∂ ∂r )|^2dV_{∂Bσ} ≥ − 2σ^{1−δ}E(σ) − 2σ^{1+δ}Λ(σ). (5.7)

Then a simple calculation shows that the function f(σ) = e^{11−δ σ1−δ 1}_σ E(σ) satisfies f^′(σ) ≥ 2 σ ∫ ∂B_σ |∇_Au( ∂ ∂r )|^2dV_{∂Bσ} − 2e^{11−δ} Λ(σ)σ^{δ−1}. Integrating from σ to R, we get

f(σ) + 2 ∫ B_R r^{−1}|∇_Au( ∂ ∂r )|^2dx ≤ f(R) + 2δ^{−1}e^{11−δ} Λ(R)(R^δ − σ^δ), from which (5.3) follows. □ By using the monotonicity formula (5.3), we obtain an improved ε-regularity theorem for 3d YMH fields with energy bound II.

Theorem 5.3. There exists an ε_0 > 0 such that for any smooth YMH field (A, u) on B^∗_1 , satisfying 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇_Au|^2dx + R^κ_0 (∫ B_{R0} |F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2dx ) 1_2 ≤ ε^2_0,

where R_0 ≤ 1 and κ ∈ (0,^1_2 ), for any x ∈ B^∗_{R0/2} then we have

r^2|∇_Au|^2(x) + r^{32 +κ}|F_A|(x) ≤ C_κε^2_0 (5.8) for a constant C_κ depending on the geometry of N and κ. Proof. For any y ∈ B_{R0/2} and ρ < R_0/2, we can derive from Lemma 5.2 with δ = 2κ that 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |∇_Au|^2dx ≤C_κ 2 R_0 ∫ B_{R0/2}(y) |∇_Au|^2dx + C_κR^{2κ}_0 ∫ B_{R0/2}(y) |F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2dx ≤C_κ 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇_Au|^2dx + C_κR^{2κ}_0 ∫ B_{R0} |F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2dx ≤C_κε^2_0.

This implies that for any x ∈ B^∗_{R0/2}, sup B_ρ(y)⊂B_r (x) ( 1 ρ |∇_Au|^2dx ) + r^κ‖F_A‖_L2_{(Br (x))} ≤ C_κε^2_0.

Then we can apply Corollary 2.4 with p = 2 on B_r(x) to get the desired estimate (5.8). □

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1: energy bound II. Now we restate and prove Theorem 1.1 for YMH fields satisfying energy bound II. The main difference with energy bound I is that we apply Theorem 5.3 instead of Lemma 4.2 to get the desired decay estimate of F_A.

Theorem 5.4. Let (A, u) be a smooth YMH field on B^∗_{2R0} , which satisfies energy bound II: 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇_Au|^2dx + R^κ_0 (∫ B_{2R0} |F_A|^2 + |∇V (u)|^2dx ) 1_2 ≤ ε^2_0, (5.9) where κ ∈ (0,^1_2 ) and ε_0 is the constant from Theorem 5.3. Then there exists a r_0 ≤ R_0/2 such that

r^2 √ |F_A|^2 + 1 ≤ C_κ(ε^2_0 + r^2_0)( r r_0

)^{1+2α}, and r √ |∇_Au|^2 + 1 ≤ C_κ (ε_0 + r_0) ( r r_0

) 8α+1_5 , for any 0 < r ≤ r_0, where α =

√_1

4 − C_κ(ε^2_0 + r^{2/3}_0 ). Here the constant C_κ depends only on the geometry of N and κ.

Proof. Since the YMH field (A, u) satisfies the energy bound (5.9), then Theorem 5.3 implies e^{−2t}|∇_Au|^2(t, θ) + e^{−( 32 +κ)t}|F_A|(t, θ) ≤ C_κε^2_0 (5.10) with respect to cylinder coordinates on B^∗_{32 R0} .

Then we follow the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 4.3. The only difference is that in step 1, we use (5.10) instead of (4.10) and (4.11), where now we choose κ_0 =^1_2 (^1_2 − κ) > 0. The rest arguments in step 2 and 3 are the same and we omit the details. □ 5.3. Decay estimates for pure YM fields and harmonic maps. As a byproduct, we also obtain sharp decay estimates for pure YM fields, which are special cases of YMH fields.

Theorem 5.5. There exists an ε_1 such that if A is a pure YM connection on B^∗_{R0} , which satisfies the energy bound sup B_{ρ(y)⊂BR0} ( 1 ρ ∫ B_ρ(y) |F_A|dx ) ≤ ε^2_1,

then r^2|F_A|(x) ≤ Cε^2_1 ( r R_0

)_2

for any r = |x| < R_0/2.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps. Step 1: Decay estimate for F_A.

Since a pure YM connection A can be viewed as a YMH field (A, u) with V (u) = 0 and ∇_Au = 0, the standard ε-regularity theorem (Theorem 2.2) gives r^2|F_A| ≤ Cε^2_1 (5.11) for any x ∈ B_{3R0/4}. Hence, we can apply Lemma 4.2 to get

r^2|F_A| ≤ Cε^2_1 ( r R_0 )_{2κ0} (5.12) for any x ∈ B_{2R0/3} and some κ_0 ∈ [^1_{16} , 1].

On the other hand, since A is a pure YM connection, F_A is now a harmonic 2-form with respect to D_A. By Lemma 3.4 (1), F_A satisfies the Kato inequality |∇_AF_A|^2 ≥ 3 2 |∇|F_A||^2. (5.13) A simply calculation combining the standard Bochner formula and (5.13) shows that Δ|F_A|^{12} ≥ −C|F_A||F_A|^{12} . It follows that in cylindrical coordinates, the function g = e^{− 1}2^t|F_A|^12 satisfies

∂^2_t g + Δ_S2g ≥ ( 1 4 − Ce^{−2t}|F_A|)g. (5.14) Now inserting (5.11) into inequality (5.14), we have ∂^2_t g + Δ_S2g ≥ α^2g, (5.15) where α^2 =^1_4 − Cε^2_1. Moreover, by estimate (5.12), we have g(t, θ) ≤ Cε_1e^{( 1}2^{−κ0)t}.

Hence by applying a similar argument as that in step 2 in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we get g(t, θ) ≤ Cε_1e^{12 t0} e^{−α(t−t0 )} (5.16) on [t_0 = − log(R_0/2), +∞) × S^2. Step 2: Sharp decay estimate for F_A.

The estimate (5.16) in step 1 gives e^{−2t}|F_A| ≤ Cε_1e^{−(α+1/2)(t−t0 )}. Then inserting this decay estimate into inequality (5.14), we find that g satisfies ∂^2_t g + Δ_S2g − 1 4 g ≥ −Cε^3_1e^{12 t0} e^{−σ(t−t0 )}, where σ = 1 + 3α.

Now, we consider the following comparison function

h(t) =2Cε_1e^{12 t0} ( e^{− 12 (t−t0 )} + e^{− 12 (T −t)} ) − Cε^3_1e^{12 t0} e^{−σ(t−t0 )}, which satisfies

∂^2_t h + Δ_S2h − 1 4 h ≤ −(σ^2 − 1 4 )Cε^3_1e^{12 t0} e^{−σ(t−t0 )} ≤ Cε^3_1e^{12 t0} e^{−σ(t−t0 )}.

The estimate (5.12) ensure that g satisfies the boundary condition: g(t_0) ≤ h(t_0) g(T ) ≤ h(T ).

Therefore, by the comparison principle for ODE, we have g(t) ≤ 2Cε_1e^{12 t0} ( e^{− 12 (t−t0 )} + e^{− 12 (T −t)} ) .

Letting T → +∞, we get |F_A|(t, θ) ≤ Cε^2_1e^{2t0} , and the proof is finished. □ Another byproduct is the sharp decay estimates for 3d harmonic maps.

Theorem 5.6. There exists an ε_2 such that if u is a smooth harmonic map on B^∗_{R0} , which satisfies the energy bound 1 R_0 ∫ B_{R0} |∇u|^2dx ≤ ε^2. Then ∇u satisfies r|∇u| ≤ Cε_2 r R_0 for any r = |x| ≤ R_0/2.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps. Step 1: Decay estimate for ∇u.

Since a harmonic map u can be interpreted as a YMH field (A, u) with V (u) = 0 and A = 0, the ε-regularity theorem 5.3 gives r|∇u|(x) ≤ Cε_2 (5.17) for any x ∈ B^∗_{R0/2}.

On the other hand, since u is a harmonic map, du is a harmonic 1-form with respect to the induced extrinsic derivative D, i.e. Ddu = 0 and D^∗du = 0.

So, by the Kato inequality in Lemma 3.2, du satisfies |∇du|^2 ≥ 3 2 |∇|∇u||^2. (5.18) Combining the standard Bochner formula and (5.18), we get Δ|∇u|^{12} ≥ −C|∇u|^2|∇u|^{12} . It follows that in cylindrical coordinates, the function g̃ = e^{− 1}2^t|∇u|^12 satisfies ∂^2_t g̃ + Δ_S2g̃ ≥ ( 1 4 − e^{−2t}|∇u|^2)g̃ ≥ ( 1 4 − Cε^2)g̃ = α^2g̃, (5.19)

where α^2 =^1_4 − Cε^2. By (5.17), we also have g̃(t, θ) ≤ Cε^{12}_1 for t ≥ t_0 = − log(R_0/2).

Hence by applying a similar argument as that in step 2 in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have g̃(t, θ) ≤ Cε^{12}_2 e^{−α(t−t0 )}. (5.20) Step 2: Sharp decay estimate for ∇u.

By (5.20), we have e^{−2t}|∇u|^2 ≤ Cε^2e^{4α(t−t0 )}. Inserting this estimate into inequality (5.3), we have ∂^2_t g̃ + Δ_S2g̃ − 1 4 g̃ ≥ −Cε^{52}_2 e^{−5α(t−t0 )}. Now we consider the following comparison function

h̃(t) = 2Cε^12_2 e^{− 1}_2^{(t−t}0^) + 2Cε^12_2 e^{− 1}_2^{(T −t)} − Cε^52_2 e^{−5α(t−t}0^), which satisfies

∂^2_t h̃ + Δ_S2h̃ − 1 4 h̃ ≤ −(25α^2 − 1 4 )Cε^{52}_2 e^{−5α(t−t0 )} ≤ Cε^{52}_2 e^{−5α(t−t0 )}, Moreover, estimate (5.20) ensure that h̃ satisfies the boundary condition: g̃(t_0) ≤ h̃(t_0) g̃(T ) ≤ h̃(T ).

Then applying the comparison principle for ODE, we obtain g̃(t) ≤ 2Cε^{12}_2 e^{− 12 (t−t0 )} + 2ε^{12}_2 e^{− 12 (T −t)}.

Letting T → +∞, we get e^{−t}|∇u|(t, θ) ≤ Cε_2e^{−(t−t0 )}, and the proof is completed. □

6. The removability of singularities for YMH fields In this section, we apply the decay estimates in Theorem 1.1 to prove the removable singularity theorems for YMH fields, i.e. Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4.

First we recall the local existence of Coulomb gauge established by P. Smith and K. Uhlenbeck in [26].

Lemma 6.1. Let B_R be a ball in R^n with n ≥ 3, S ⊂ B_R be a closed set with finite n − 3 dimensional Hausdorff measure. There is an ε > 0 such that for any connection A that is smooth on B_R \ S, if for p > n the curvature F_A satisfies ∫ B_R |F_A|^pdx ≤ ε^pR^{−2p+3}, then there exists a gauge transformation s such that Ā = s^∗A ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (B_R) and Ā satisfies the following properties.

(1) Ā solves d^∗Ā = 0 in B_R, (2) There exists a constant C depending only on n and p such that R^{1−3/p}‖Ā‖_Lp_{(BR/2)} + R^{2−3/p}‖∇Ā‖_Lp_{(BR/2)} ≤CR^{2−3/p}‖F¯_A‖_Lp_{(BR)} ≤ Cε.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since (A, u) satisfies energy bounds (1.5) or (1.6), by applying decay estimate (1.7) for F_A in Theorem 1.1 with ε_0 and r_0 both small enough, we have ∫ B_{r0} |F_A|^pdx ≤ ε^pr^{−2p+3}_0 (6.1)

where we choose p > 6 for convenience and ε is from Lemma 6.1. Then by Lemma 6.1, there exists a gauge transformation s on B^∗_{r0} such that under this gauge transformation we have

d^∗A_1 = 0 in B_{r0} , (6.2)

‖A_1‖_W 1,p_{(Br0/2)} ≤ C(p, r_0)‖F_{A1} ‖_Lp_{(Br0 )}, (6.3)

where A_1 = s^∗A = s^{−1}ds + s^{−1}As.

Moreover, decay estimate (1.8) for ∇_Au in Theorem 1.1 implies that

‖u_1‖_W 1,p_{(Br0/2)} ≤ C(r_0), (6.4)

where we set u_1 = s^∗u = s^{−1} · u.

On the other hand, using (6.2), we know from equation (2.3) that the YMH field (A_1, u_1) satisfies the following extrinsic equation on B_{r0/2} { ΔA_1 + [A_1, dA_1] + [A_1, [A_1, A_1]] = −u^∗_1(∇_{A1} u_1), Δu_1 + 2A_1du_1 + A_1(A_1u_1) = Γ(u_1)(∇_{A1} u_1, ∇_{A1} u_1) + ∇V (u_1).

(6.5)

Then, by applying estimates (6.3)-(6.4), we can derive form equation (6.5) that (ΔA_1, Δu_1) ∈ L^{p2}_{loc}(B_{r0/2}).

Hence the L^p-estimates for elliptic equations gives

(A_1, u_1) ∈ W^{2, p2}_{loc} (B_{r0/2}) → C^{1,1−} 6 p loc (B_{r0/2}). It follows that the singularity at the origin is removable and the fiber extends to the ball B_1. Then a standard bootstrap argument implies that (A_1, u_1) is actually smooth. □ Finally, Corollary 1.4 follows directly from Hölder’s inequality and Theorem 1.3, and we omit the proof.

Acknowledgements

B. Chen is partially supported by NSFC (Grant No. 12301074) and Guangzhou Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation (Grant No. 2024A04J3637). C. Song is partially supported by NSFC no. 12371061 and Natural Science Foundation of Fujian Province of China No. 2021J06005.

References

[1] B. Chen and C. Song, Isolated singularities of Yang-Mills-Higgs fields on surfaces, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2021 (2021), on. 1, 551-581.

[2] K. Cielibak, R., Gaio and D., Salamon, J-Holomorphic curves, moment maps, and invariants of Hamiltonian group actions. Int. Math. Res. Not. 16(2000), 832-882.

[3] F. Daniel, Asymptotics of finite energy monopoles on AC 3-manifolds. J. Geom. Anal., 33(2023), no.1, Paper No. 17, 70 pp.

[4] Z. F. Ezawa, M. Hotta and A. Iwazaki, Breathing vortex solitons in nonrelativistic Chern-Simons gauge theory. Phys. Rev. Lett., 67 (1991), no. 4, 411-414.

[5] Z. F. Ezawa, M. Hotta and A. Iwazaki, Nonrelativistic Chern-Simons vortex solitons in external magnetic field. Phys. Rev. D, 44 (1991), 452-463.

[6] D. Gilbarg and S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order.

Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. xiv+517 pp. [7] Q. Han and F.H. Lin, Elliptic partial differential equations. Second edition, Courant Lect. Notes Math., 1 Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[8] N. J. Hitchin, The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface, Proc. London Math.

Soc., 55(1987), 59-126.

[9] J. Jaffe and C. Taubes, Vortices and monopolies. Structure of static gauge theories, Progress in Physics, 2. Birkhuser, Boston, Mass., 1980.

[10] G.J. Liao, A regularity theorem for harmonic maps with small energy. J. Differential Geom., 22 (1985), no. 2, 233-241.

[11] J. Moore and R. Schlafly, On equivariant isometric embeddings. Math. Z. 173(1980), 119-133.

[12] N. Manton, First order vortex dynamics, Ann. Phys., 256 (1997), 114-131. [13] I. Mundet i Riera, A Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence for Kähler fibrations. J. Reine Angew. Math., 528(2000), 41-80.

[14] I Riera I. Mundet and G. Tian, A compactification of the moduli space of twisted holomorphic maps. Adv. Math., 222(2009), no. 4, 1117-1196.

[15] T.H. Otway and L.M. Sibner, Point singularities of coupled gauge fields with low energy. Comm. Math. Phys., 111(1987), no.2, 275-279.

[16] T. Parker, Gauge theories on four-dimensional manifolds. Commun. Math. Phys., 85(1982), 563-602.

[17] J. Råde, Decay estimates for Yang-Mills fields; two new proofs. Global analysis in modern mathematics (Orono, ME, 1991; Waltham, MA, 1992), 91-105. Publish or Perish, Inc., Houston, TX, 1993.

[18] J. Råde, Singular Yang-Mills fields. Local theory: I. J. Reine Angew. Math., 452(1994), 111-151.

[19] J. Råde, Singular Yang-Mills fields. Local theory: II. J. Reine Angew. Math., 456(1994), 197-219.

[20] J. Sacks and K. Uhlenbeck, The existence of minimal immersions of 2-spheres, Ann.

of Math. (2), 113(1981), no. 1, 1-24.

[21] L.M. Sibner, Removable singularities of Yang-Mills fields in R^3. Compositio Math., 53(1984), no.1, 91-104.

[22] L.M. Sibner and R.J. Sibner, Removable singularities of coupled Yang-Mills fields in R^3 . Comm. Math. Phys., 93(1984), no.1, 1-17.

[23] L.M. Sibner,The isolated point singularity problem for the coupled Yang-Mills equations in higher dimensions. Math. Ann. 271(1985), no.1, 125-131.

[24] L.M. Sibner and R.J. Sibner, Classification of singular Sobolev connections by their holonomy. Comm. Math. Phys., 144(1992), no.2, 337-350.

[25] P. Smith, Removable singularities for the Yang-Mills-Higgs equations in two dimensions. Ann. del’ I.H.P., section C, 7, n^0 6(1990), 561-588.

[26] P. Smith and K. Uhlenbeck, Removability of a codimension four singular set for solutions of a Yang Mills Higgs equation with small energy. Surveys in differential geometry 2019. Differential geometry, Calabi-Yau theory, and general relativity. Part 2, 257-291. Surv. Differ. Geom., 24, International Press, Boston.

[27] C. Song, Convergence of Yang-Mills-Higgs fields. Math. Ann., 366(2016), 1-51. [28] T. Tao and G. Tian, A singularity removal theorem for Yang-Mills fields in higher dimensions. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 17 (2004), no. 3, 557-593.

[29] G. Tian, Gauge theory and calibrated geometry: I. Ann. of Math. (2), 151 (2000), no. 1, 193-268.

[30] K. Uhlenbeck, Removable singularities in Yang-Mills fields. Comm. Math. Phys., 83(1982), no.1, 11-29.

[31] K. Uhlenbeck, Connections with L^p bounds on curvature. Comm. Math. Phys., 83(1982), no.1, 31-42.

[32] K. Uhlenbeck, The Chern classes of Sobolev connections. Comm. Math. Phys., 101(1985), no.4, 449-457.

School of Mathematics, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, 510640, People’s Republic of China

Email address: cbmath@scut.edu.cn

School of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, Xiamen, 361005, People’s Republic of China

Email address: songchong@xmu.edu.cn