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Abstract

The main purpose of this paper is to give a general regularity result
for Cauchy-Riemann equations in complex Banach spaces with totally
real boundary conditions. The usual elliptic LP-regularity results hold
true under one crucial assumption: The Banach space is isomorphic to a
closed subspace of an LP-space. (Equivalently, the totally real submanifold
is modelled on a closed subspace of an LP-space.) Some minor corrections
are in order on the Sobolev arithmetic in the estimates.

Secondly, we describe a class of examples of such totally real subman-
ifolds, namely gauge invariant Lagrangian submanifolds in the space of
connections over a Riemann surface. These pose natural boundary con-
ditions for the anti-self-duality equation on 4-manifolds with a boundary
space-time splitting, leading towards the definition of a Floer homology
for 3-manifolds with boundary, which is the first step in a program by
Salamon for the proof of the Atiyah-Floer conjecture. The principal part
of such a boundary value problem is an example of a Banach space valued
Cauchy-Riemann equation with totally real boundary condition.

1 Introduction

A complex Banach space is a Banach space X equipped with a complex struc-
ture, i.e. J € End X that satisfies J2 = —1. The Cauchy-Riemann equation for
amap u:Q — X on a domain Q C R? with coordintes (s, t) is su + JOyu = 0.
We will also study the equation with an inhomogeneous term on the right hand
side. As in the finite dimensional case, totally real boundary conditions are
natural for this Cauchy-Riemann equation. A Banach submanifold £ C X is
called totally real with respect to the complex structure J if for all z € £ one
has the direct sum decomposition

X =T, LB JT,L. (1)
Let Q C H be a compact 2-dimensional submanifold in the half space

H:= {(s,t) € R*| t > 0}.



i.e.  has smooth boundary that might intersect OH = {t = 0}. We will
consider Cauchy-Riemann equations for maps u : Q — X that satisfy totally
real boundary conditions on the boundary part 9Q2N0OH. Fix an inhomogeneous
term G : QQ — X, a family J : Q@ — End X of complex structures on X, and let
L C X be a Banach submanifold that is totally real with respect to J,, for all
(s,t) € 2. Then we study the following boundary value problem for v : Q — X,

88U + Js’tatu = G, (2)
u(s,0) € L V(s,0) € 00N OH.

The Cauchy-Riemann equation itself is linear, but for the linearization of this
boundary value problem one has to linearize the boundary conditions. So fix
a path x : R — £, then we will also study the Cauchy-Riemann equation with
linearized totally real boundary conditions for v : Q — X,

Osu + Js,tatu = Ga (3)
u(s,0) € Ty L V(s,0) € 902N IH.

In this case, there also is a weak formulation of the boundary value problem.
We denote by X* the dual space of X and denote by J* € End X* the dual
operator of the complex structure J € End X. Then the weak formulation of
(3) for u: Q — X is

[ awraure) = - [0

for all ¢ € C°°(, X*) with suppt C intQ and ¢(s,0) € (J(s,0)Ty(sL)" for
all (s,0) € 02N JH. In order to obtain regularity results for any of the above
boundary value problems we make the following crucial assumption.

(Hp) Throughout we suppose that the Banach submanifold £ C X is modelled
on a closed subspace Y C Z of an LP-space Z = LP(M,R™) for some
p>1, meN, and a closed manifold M.

Remark. Consider (1) to see that for a totally real submanifold £ C X the
assumption (H,) is equivalent to X being isomorphic to a closed subspace of an
LP-space.

To show that this assumption still allows £ to be modelled on a wide variety
of Banach spaces, we give the following examples.

Example 1.1

(i) Every finite dimensional space R™ is isometric to the subspace of constants
in LP(M,R™) for VolM = 1.

(ii) The Sobolev space W*P(M) (and thus every closed subspace thereof) is
isomorphic to a closed subspace of LP(M,R™).



To see this, choose vector fields X1, ..., Xy € T'(TM) that span T, M for
all . € M. Then the map u — (u,Vx,u,..., V‘}(ku) running through all
derivatives of u in the direction of the X; up to order { gives an isomor-
phism between W5P(M) and a closed subspace of LP(M,R™) =: Z.

(#ii) Finite products of closed subspaces in LP(M;,R™) are isometric to a
closed subspace of LP(|J MivaaX{mi})_

Our first main theorem gives regularity results and estimates for solutions
of (2) depending on the regularity of the inhomogeneous term in the Cauchy-
Riemann equation. Here and throughout the interior of Q is defined with re-
spect to the topology of H, so int Q still contains 02 N OH. We use the notation
N={1,2,...}.

Theorem 1.2 Fiz 1 < p < oo and a compact subset K C intQ. Let L C X be
a Banach submanifold that satisfies (H,).

(i) Fiz k € N and let

P sifk >3 o0ork=2p> 2,
) anyq>2 ifk=2,p=2,
1= s sifk=2p<2,
2p sif k= 1.

Suppose that u € W*9(Q, X) solves (2) for G € W*4(Q, X) and with a
family J € WEtL2(Q End X) of complex structures on X, with respect
to which L is totally real. Then u € WF1P(K X).

(ii) Let Jy € C°(Q,End X) be a smooth family of complex structures on X,
with respect to which L is totally real. Let ug € C*(Q, X) be such that
uo(s,0) € L for all (s,0) € 92N IH. Then there exists a constant 6 > 0
with the following significance: For every constant ¢ and for every k € N
there exists a constant' C such that the following holds: If u, G, and J
satisfy the hypotheses of (i) and

lu — uoll Lo (a,x) < 6, | — Jollzo=(,End x) < 6,
v —wollwrax)y <e, I = Jollwrtro(@End x) < 6

then
||uw— u0||Wk+1,p(K,X) < C(HG”W’W(Q,X) + Ju— UOHW"’Q(Q,X))'
Firstly note the special form of this theorem for £ = 1 and k = 2. In order

to deduce W2P-regularity of u one needs to assume that u and G are W12P-
regular, due to nonlinearities introduced by the coordinates. If now p > 2 then

1 More precisely, the constant C' can be bounded by a polynomial in ¢ of order 2k.



g < p, so W?P-regularity directly implies W3P-regularity. If however p < 2,

then W?3P-regularity would only follow if we had W?24-regularity for the given
q > p. For maps with values in a finite dimensional space, such arguments can
be iterated together with Sobolev embeddings to prove smoothness, starting
from W'2P_regularity for any p > 1. For functions with values in a Banach
space, and the Lagrangian modelled on an LP-space, this iteration only works
if p> 2.

Secondly, note that the ug in (ii) satisfies the Lagrangian boundary condition
but is not a solution of the Cauchy-Riemann equation. It will be required as
reference for the construction of coordinates near £ that straighten out the
boundary condition but do not depend on the solution u and hence allow to
deduce an estimate for u. In order that the constant in the estimate becomes
independent of the complex structure J, this construction moreover requires
that J is C%-close to a fixed family Jy of complex structures. The Wk+1.oo.
bound on the complex structure is only required in order to obtain uniform
constants.

Moreover, for fixed &k € N in theorem 1.2 it would actually suffice to have
Whthoo_regularity of ug and .Jy. For the interior regularity and estimates it
even suffices to have W*>_regularity and bounds on J since one does not need
to write u in coordinates that are adapted to the boundary condition and hence
depend on J. This is the same situation as in the finite dimensional case, c.f.
[MS]. Finally, the submanifold £ need only be totally real with respect to Jy ¢
for (s,t) € 02 N OH. Since this is an open condition, it is then automatically
totally real in a neighbourhood of 92 N OH.

The second main result concerns the linearized boundary value problem (3).
We use its weak formulation to state the following regularity result.

Theorem 1.3 Fiz 1 < p < 00, a compact subset K C int(), and a Banach
submanifold L C X that satisfies (H,). Fiz a path x € WH°(R, L) in L and
let J € WHe(Q,End X) be a family of complex structures on X, with respect
to which L is totally real. Then there is a constant C' such that the following
holds:

Suppose that u € LP(Q, X) and that there exists a constant ¢, such that for
all € Who(Q, X*) with supptp C int Q and ¥(s,0) € (J(s,0)Ty(s)L)* for all
(s,0) € 092N OH

w00 < el oo
Then u € WYP(K, X) and

ullwrer,x)y < Ccu + lJullLe,x))-

For strong solutions of the linearized boundary value problem (3) the more
suitable formulation of theorem 1.3 is the following estimate.



Corollary 1.4 In the setting of theorem 1.3 there exists a constant C' such that
the following holds: Suppose that u € WHP(Q, X) satisfies u(s,0) € Ty L for
all (s,0) € 9Q N OH, then

lullwrrx,x) < C (105w + JOpull Lo o.x) + llull Lr,x))-

A first application of the above results is the elliptic theory for anti-self-
dual instantons with Lagrangian boundary conditions. It is developed in [W2],
where theorem 1.2 is used to obtain nonlinear regularity and compactness re-
sults, whereas theorem 1.3 enters in the Fredholm theory. Since the Fredholm
theory is performed on a special compact model domain, we make the following
remark.

Remark. Theorem 1.3 and corollary 1.4 remain true when R is replaced by S*,
i.e. when one considers compact domains K C intQ C S! x [0,00) in the half
cylinder and a loop x € C*(S*, L).

To see this, identify S* =2 R/Z, identify K with a compact subset K’ C H
in [0,1] x [0,00), and periodically extend x and u for s € [—1,2]. Then u is
defined and satisfies the weak equation on some open domain ' C H such that
K’ C int Y, so theorem 1.3 and corollary 1.4 apply. These assert regularity and
estimates on K’ and hence also on K.

‘We now proceed to describe a class of examples, to which the above regularity
theory for the Cauchy-Riemann equation can be applied.

A symplectic Banach space (Z,w) consists of a Banach space Z and a sym-
plectic structure w, that is a nondegenerate,? skewsymmetric, bilinear form
w : Z x Z — R. In the finite dimensional case there always exists an w-
compatible complex structure J € End Z, i.e. a complex structure such that
w(-, J-) defines a positive definite inner product on Z. In the case of an infinite
dimensional Banach space this is not necessarily true. If an w-compatible com-
plex structure exists, then the norm on Z that is induced by the inner product
will be bounded but not necessarily complete. The completion of Z with re-
spect to that norm is then a complex Hilbert space. In the example below, this
Hilbert space will always be the same — only the complex structure varies.

Our example of a symplectic Banach space will be the space of connections
over a Riemann surface ¥. We restrict the discussion to the trivial G-bundle over
¥, where G is a compact Lie group.® Then the space of LP-regular connections
is given by the LP-regular 1-forms with values in the Lie algebra g of G. We
denote this space

AP (2) = LP(Z; T*Y ® g).

2Nondegeneracy means that for all z € Z \ {0} there exists a y € Z such that w(z,y) # 0.
3The discussion directly generalizes to nontrivial bundles, where the connections can be
described as 1-forms with values in an associated bundle.



(For more details on gauge theory and the notation see section 3 and [W1].) For
p > 2 the Banach space A%P(Y) is equipped with the symplectic structure

w(a,ﬁ):/2<aA/6’> Va,f € LY(S: TS © g). (4)

Moreover, for p > 2 the gauge group GP(X) = W1P(32 G) acts on A*P(2) by
wA=utAu+utdu VA € AP (D), u € GHP().

This gauge action leaves w invariant. So throughout we assume p > 2. Now
for any metric on X, the Hodge * operator induces an w-compatible complex
structure on A%P(X). The associated inner product is the L?-inner product of
g-valued 1-forms, and the completion of A%P(¥) with respect to the induced
norm is always L?(3, T*Y ® g).

We call a Banach submanifold £ C (A%P(X),w) Lagrangian if it is isotropic,
ie. w|z =0, and if ToL is maximal for all A € £. By the latter we mean that
for all a € A%P (%) the following implication holds:

(VﬁETAE w(a,ﬂ):O) = a€TyL.

In section 3 we will introduce the space of weakly flat LP-connections Ag’:t(Z).
In particular, we prove that every weakly flat connection is gauge equivalent to
a smooth connection. Then we shall show in section 4 that a gauge invariant
Lagrangian submanifold of A°P(3) that also satisfies £ C AY% (2) is automati-
cally totally real with respect to the Hodge * operator for any metric on X, i.e.
forall Ae L

AYP(R) = TAL @ *TAL.

Moreover, such Lagrangian submanifolds satisfy the assumption (H,,) for theo-
rems 1.2 and 1.3. The assumptions of gauge invariance and flatness also ensure
that the Lagrangian submanifold £ descends to a Lagrangian submanifold in
the (singular) symplectic manifold My, = Ag;ﬁ(z)/glm(z), the moduli space
of gauge equivalence classes of flat connections. The latter can be viewed as
symplectic quotient, as was first observed by [AB]. Note that both My and the
quotient £/G1P(3) are allowed to have singularities. These do not enter the
discussion since we will be working in the total space.

Now a pseudoholomorphic curve u :  — My with Lagrangian boundary
conditions on 02 N JH lifts to a solution B : Q2 x ¥ — T*¥X ® g of the boundary
value problem

Fp=0,
8SB+*8tB: C].B(I)—i-*dB\I/7 (5)
B|(s,0)><2 eL V(S, O) € 00 N OHL

Here ®,¥ : Q) x ¥ — g are determined by the solution B. For given ®, ¥, the
above boundary value problem without the first equation is a Cauchy-Riemann
equation with totally real boundary conditions as studied in this paper.



Changing the first equation in (5) to *Fp = 0;® — 9,V + [®, ¥] leads to the
the anti-self-duality equation for the connection A = ®ds 4+ ¥dt + B on ) x X
with Lagrangian boundary conditions,

*Fq+ Fy =0, (6)
A|(s,0)><2 e L V(s,0) € 0QnNoH.

This boundary value problem arises naturally from the Chern-Simons 1-form
on a 3-manifold Y with boundary ¥ : This 1-form becomes closed and it is
in fact the differential of the (multivalued) Chern-Simons functional, when it is
restricted to the space A(Y, £) of connections A on Y with Lagrangian boundary
conditions Aly, € L. Now the gradient flow lines of the Chern-Simons functional
are just the solutions of (6) in a special gauge.

It is a program by Salamon [S] to use the boundary value problem (6) to
define a Floer homology HF'™*(Y, L) for 3-manifolds ¥ with boundary Y = %
and Lagrangian submanifolds L = £/G"P(X) C My, i.e. a generalized Morse
homology for the Chern-Simons functional on A(Y, £). As a first indication
for the wellposedness of (6) we prove in corollary 4.5 that every W!lP-regular
connection satisfying the boundary condition in (6) can be approximated by
smooth connections satisfying the same boundary condition. The elliptic theory
for the definition of this Floer homology is set up in [W2], where the regularity
theorems 1.2 and 1.3 play a crucial role.

Another approach to the definition of a Floer homology for 3-manifolds with
boundary was introduced by Fukaya [F]. This also uses Lagrangian boundary
conditions, but the construction is restricted to the case of nontrivial bundles,
in which case the quotient £/G*?(3) is smooth.

Finally, a concrete example of a totally real submanifold in a complex Banach
space is given in lemma 4.6. Let ¥ = 0Y be the boundary of a handle body Y
and consider the LP-closure of the set of smooth flat connections on ¥ that can
be extended to a flat connection on Y,

Ly = cl{A€ Agat(2) | 3A € Apar (V) : A|ls = A} € A"P(D).

This is a Lagrangian submanifold and it is gauge invariant and contained in the
space of flat connections, so as above it also is totally real with respect to the
Hodge operator as complex structure.

These submanifolds occur in the Atiyah-Floer conjecture for homology 3-
spheres as follows: A Heegaard splitting Y = Yj Uy Y7 of a homology 3-sphere
Y into two handlebodies Yy and Y; with common boundary 3 gives rise to two
Lagrangian submanifolds Ly, C A%?(%) in the space of SU(2)-connections. One
then has a symplectic Floer homology HF}Y™P(Msy, Ly,, Ly, ) for the quotients
Ly, == Ly,/G'P(X) C Msx. (This is generated by the intersection points of
the Lagrangian submanifolds and the boundary operator arises from counting
pseudoholomorphic strips with Lagrangian boundary conditions, i.e. solutions
of a boundary value problem like (5).) It was conjectured by Atiyah [At] and
Floer that this should be isomorphic to the instanton Floer homology HF™' (Y,



the generalized Morse homology for the Chern-Simons functional on the space
of SU(2)-connections on Y. Now the program by Salamon [S] is to establish
this isomorphism in two steps via the intermediate HF™([0, 1] x &, Ly, x Ly, )
by adiabatic limit type arguments similar to [DS2]. These adiabatic limits will
again require elliptic estimates for boundary value problems including a Cauchy-
Riemann equation with totally real boundary conditions as studied in this paper.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we prove theorems 1.2 and
1.3 and corollary 1.4. Section 3 is of preliminary nature: We introduce the
notion of a weakly flat connection, prove the fundamental regularity result for
weakly flat connections, and discuss the moduli space of flat conections over a
Riemann surface. Section 4 deals with gauge invariant Lagrangian submanifolds
in the space of connections. We establish their basic properties and prove the
approximation result mentioned above. Moreover, we show that the Ly are
indeed examples of Lagrangian and totally real submanifolds.
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2 Regularity

In this section we prove the regularity theorems 1.2, 1.3, and corollary 1.4. Let
Q) C H be a compact 2-dimensional submanifold of the half space. Consider
a Banach space X with a family J :  — End X of complex structures. Let
L C X be a Banach submanifold that satisfies (H,,), i.e. it is modelled on a
closed subspace Y C Z of an LP-space Z = LP(M,R™) for some p > 1, m € N,
and a closed manifold M, and suppose that £ is totally real with respect to all
Js for (s,t) € Q. Then we consider maps u :  — X that solve the boundary
value problem (2), restated here:

(98u + Js’tatu = G, (7)
u(s,0) € L V(s,0) € 00N OH.

The idea for the proof of theorem 1.2 is to straighten out the boundary condition
by going to local coordinates in Y x Y near u(s,0) € X such that Y x {0}
corresponds to the submanifold £ and the complex structure becomes standard
along Y x {0}. For theorem 1.3, concerning the linearization of (7), one chooses
R-dependent coordinates for X that identify Y x {0} with T, L along the
path  : R — L. Then the boundary value problem (7) or its linearization
yields Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions for the two components of u



and one can use regularity results for the Laplace equation with such boundary
conditions.

However, there are two difficulties. Firstly, by straightening out the totally
real submanifold, the complex structure J becomes explicitly dependent on w,
so one has to deal carfully with nonlinearities in the equation. Secondly, this
approach requires a Caldéron-Zygmund inequality for functions with values in
a Banach space. In general, the Caldéron-Zygmund inequality is only true for
values in Hilbert spaces. However, due to the assumption that £ is modelled
on an LP-space, we only need the LP-inequality for functions with values in LP-
spaces. In that case, the Caldéron-Zygmund inequality holds, as can be seen
by integrating over the real valued inequality. This will be made precise in the
following lemma, in which (i),(iii) are regularity results for the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem and (ii),(iv) concern the Neumann problem with possibly
inhomogeneous boundary conditions. In (i),(ii) the minimum regularity of u is
WP — in the case of lower regularity one has to use the weak formulation in
(iii), (iv). We abbreviate A := d*d and denote by v the outer unit normal to
0. We write Z* for the dual space of any Banach space Z and write (-,-) for
the pairing of Z and Z*. The Sobolev spaces of Banach space valued functions
considered below are all defined as completions of the smooth functions with
respect to the respective Sobolev norm. Moreover, we use the notation

C5°(Q,27) = {4 € C¥(Q, Z%) | ¥]aq = 0},
C(0,2%) = {$ e C®(2,2%) | %], = O}

Lemma 2.1 Fiz 1 < p < oo and k € N and let Q be a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary. Let Z = LP(M) for some closed manifold M. Then
there exists a constant C such that the following holds.

(i) Let f € WF=1P(Q, Z) and suppose that u € WFP(, Z) solves
[wany= [0 weer@z),

Then u € WFHLP(Q, Z) and ||ullwrite < O f|lwr—1.p-
(ii) Let f € Wk=1P(Q, Z), g € WFP(Q, Z), and suppose that u € W*P(Q, Z)

solves

[ sey= [+ [ g0) weer@z),

Then u € WETLP(Q, Z) and
lullwesro < C(I1fllwe-1o + gllwres + ulzo).

(i3) Suppose that w € LP(S), Z) and there exists a constant ¢, such that

/ umw\<cu||w||W1,p*<Q,Z*> Vi € C3°(Q % M),
Qx M

Then uw € WhP(Q,Z) and ||ullw1r0,z) < Ccy.



(iv) Suppose that w € LP(QY, Z) and there exists a constant ¢, such that

/ u-Amp‘<cu||w||W1,p*<Q,Z*> Vi € C3o(Q x M),
Qx M

Then uw € WhP(Q,Z) and ||ullwir0,z) < Cleu+ HUHL;D(Q’Z)).
If moreover [, u =0 then in fact ||ullw1r0,z) < Cey.

The key to the proof of (i) and (ii) is the fact that the functions f and g can
be approximated not only by smooth functions with values in the Banach space
LP(M), but by smooth functions on Q x M.

Lemma 2.2 Let ) be a compact manifold (possibly with boundary), let M be a
closed manifold, let 1 < p,q < oo, and k,¢ € Ng. Then the following holds.

(i) C®(Q x M) is dense in Wk4(Q, WP (M)).

(ii) A function u € W*4(Q, WP (M)) with zero boundary values u|pq = 0 can
be approzimated by u¥ € C(Q x M) with u”|gaxnm = 0.

(iii) If ¢p > dim M and z € M, then a function v € W*4(Q, WHP(M)) with
u(-,z) = 0 € Wka(Q) can be approvimated by v’ € C®(Q x M) with
u’(-,z) = 0.

Proof of lemma 2.2:
We first prove (i). By definition C> (92, W%P(M)) is dense in W*4(Q, WP (M)).
So we fix g € C>®(Q, W P(M)) and show that in every W4 (Q, WHP(M))-
neighbourhood of g there exists a § € C°°(Q2 x M). Firstly, we prove this in the
case k = 0 for closed manifolds M as well as in the following case (that will be
needed for the proof in the case k > 1): M = R", g is supported in Q@ x V and g
is required to have support in Q x U for some open bounded domains V, U C R™
such that V C U.

Fix § > 0. Since 2 is compact one finds a finite covering Q) = Ufil U; by
neighbourhoods U; of z; € € such that

l9(x) — g(zi) lwerary < % Vo € U;.

Next, choose g; € C*(M) such that [lg; — g(zi)llwerr) < ¢. In the case
M = R"™ one has suppg(z;) C V and hence can choose g; such that it is
supported in U (e.g. using mollifiers with compact support). Then choose a
partition of unity vazl ¢; = 1 by ¢; € C°(,[0,1]) with supp ¢; C U;. Now
one can define § € C*°(Q x M) by

10



In the case M = R" this satisfies supp g C 2 x U as required. Moreover,

- N q
Hg_gH%q((LWLP(M)) :/QHZi:l ¢i(9i_g)||ww(M)
< [ (L) 61 - supse, 9 — 9(@)lwer )
=~ 0 i=1 ¥ zeU; T We.p (M)
g/éq = §?Vol Q.
Q

Thus we have proven the lemma in the case k = 0. For k£ > 1 this method does
not work since one picks up derivatives of the cutoff functions ¢;. Instead, one
has to use mollifiers and the result for kK =0 on M = R".

So we assume k > 1, fix g € C>®(Q, W%P(M)) and pick some § > 0. Let

M = Ufil ®,;(U;) be an atlas with bounded open domains U; C R™ and charts
O, : Uy — M. Let V; C V; C U; be open sets such that still M = Ui\il ®,;(Vh).
Then there exists a partition of unity Zf\; Yio®; 1 =1 by ¢; € C®(R™,[0,1])
such that suppvy; C V;. Now g = vazl gio(idg X <I>i_1) with

gi(x,y) = Vi(y) - g(x, ®i(y)) Ve eQ,yel,.

Here g; € C>®(Q, W5P(R")) is extended by 0 outside of suppg; C Q x V;,
and it suffices to prove that each of these functions can be approximated in
Wka(Q, WEP(R™)) by g; € C(2 x R™) with suppg; C Q x U;. So drop the
subscript i and consider g € C> (€2, WP (R™)) that is supported in Q x V', where
V,U C R"™ are open bounded domains such that V C U.

Let o.(y) = ¢ "o(y/e) be a family of compactly supported mollifiers for
e >0, le. o€ C>®(R"[0,00)) such that suppo C B1(0) and [ o = 1. Then for
all € > 0 define §. € C*(Q2 x R™) by

9e(x,y) i=[oc v g(x,)l(y) Ve eQyeR™

Firstly, suppo. C B.(0), so for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 the support of g. lies
within Q x U. Secondly, we abbreviate for j < k, m </

Fiam = Vi Vihg € C(Q, LP(R™)),

which are supported in Q x V. Then

ge — .‘JH?;Vk,q(vaé,p(Rn)) = Z /Qvaz (‘78 *g(z,-) —g(z, )) H?}V@,p(Rn)
i<k

<@+ Y > /QHJE * fim(2,7) = Fim (@, )| 7o oy

j<km<t

Now use the result for k = 0 on M = R" (with values in a vector bundle) to
find fjm € C(Q x R™) supported in Q x U such that

| fism — FimllLaca,oe@ny < 0.

11



Then for all z € €2 and sufficiently small € > 0 the functions o, * fj’m(:v, -) are
supported in some fixed bounded domain U " € R™ containing U. Moreover, the
fj.m are Lipschitz continuous, hence one finds a constant C' (depending on the
ijm, i.e. on g and 0) such that for all z €

Ha'g*fj,m( f]m HLP(]RW
) / /" 0y =) (Fn(@9) = Fym(ww)ay/|
5 / (/ oy =y) sw |fjm(ny) — Fim(wp)l dy ) amy

ly—y'|<e

d™y

< VolU'(Ce)P.

Now use the fact that the convolution with o, is continuous with respect to the
LP-norm, ||oc * fl, <||fllp (see e.g. [Ad, Lemma 2.18]) to estimate

/ o * Fim (@) = Frm ()6 g
Q
< /Q(HUE  (fim(z,-) — Fiml( )HLP @ T Hfj’ ) = fim @, .)HL”(R”)

~ ~ q
+ HUs * fim(2, ) = fim(z, ’)HLP(RH)>

<239 fim = Frm| pa oo ey + 37 VOIQ (VOLU)# (C2)? < 3-3%6°

Here we have chosen 0 < ¢ < C_I(VOIQ)_%(VOI U)_% 0. Thus we obtain
- 1 1
19e = gllwra@wer@n) <30+ 17 Bk +1)(£+1))7 6.

This proves (i). To show (ii) one first approximates in C> (€2, W%P(M)) with
zero boundary values and then mollifies on M as in (i) as follows.

In case £ = 0 the boundary condition is meaningless, but the approxima-
tion with zero boundary values can be done elementary by cutting off in small
neighbourhoods of the boundary. For k& > 1 consider a local chart of  in
[0,1] x R™ such that {¢ = 0} corresponds to the boundary, where ¢ denotes
the [0, 1]-coordinate. Let f € W*4(]0,1] x R, Z) for any vector space Z with
flt=o = 0 and compact support. Let o. be mollifiers on R™ as above, then
fo(t,) == o * f(t,-) defines f. € C®(R",W*4([0,1],2)) for all ¢ > 0. One
checks that || fo — fllwk.a(o,1]xrn) — 0 as € — 0. We choose the o. with com-
pact support, then the f. are also compactly supported and hence have finite
Wka([o, 1], W%4(R"))-norm for any ¢ € N. Moreover, note that still f.|,—o = 0.
In order to approximate f. with zero boundary values one chooses £ = k, then
(i) gives a smooth approximation g” — Oif- in the WF=La([0, 1], Whe(R™))-
norm. Now f¥(t,x) fo (7, z)dr defines functions in C*°(]0, 1] x R™, Z) that
vanish at ¢ = 0 and approxunate f- in the W*4([0, 1], W*4(R"))-norm, which
is even stronger than the W*%norm on [0, 1] x R™.
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Finally, to prove (iii), we choose an approximation by u” € C*(2 x M).
Then u”(+,2) — 0 in W*9(Q) since the evaluation at z is a continuous map
W (M) — R. Now u” — u(-,z) € C®(2 x M) still converges to u in
WHa(Q, WHP(M)) but it vanishes at z. m|

In the case ¢ = p lemma 2.2 provides the continuous inclusion
WHP(Q WP (M) € WP (M, WEP(Q))

since the norms on these spaces are identical.* Moreover, forp = gand k = ¢ =0
the lemma identifies LP (2, LP(M)) = LP(2x X) as the completion of C*(Qx M)
under the LP-norm.

Proof of lemma 2.1 (i) and (ii) :

We first give the proof of the regularity for the inhomogeneous Neumann prob-
lem (ii) in full detail; (i) is proven in complete analogy — using the regularity
theory for the Laplace equation on R-valued functions with Dirichlet boundary
condition instead of the Neumann condition.

Fix f € Wk12(Q,2), g € WFP(Q,Z), and let f' ¢g° € C>(Q2 x M) be
approximating sequences given by lemma 2.2. Testing the weak equation with
¢ = aforall @ € Z* implies [, f+ [, 9 = 0 and thus W= [o '+ [oa9" — 0
in Z as i — 00, so one can replace the f* by f*—h*/VolQ € C>*(Q, Z) to achieve

/fi(-,y)+/ g'(y)=0 VYye M,ieN.
Q o0

Now for each y € M there exist unique solutions u(-,y) € C*°(£2) of

Aui("y) = fl(ay)v
%ul('vy”ag = gl('vy)|ag,

Jou'(y)=0.

For each of these Laplace equations with Neumann boundary conditions one
obtains an LP-estimate for the solution, see e.g. [W1, Theorems 3.1, 3.2]. The
constant can be chosen independently of y € M since it varies continuously with
y and M is compact. Then integration of those estimates yields (with different
constants C')

. i || P
10 [y k10, 2) = /MHquW"“*p(Q)
= /M CIF Iwrr) + 19" wro)”

< C(Ifillwe-1ma,z) + 19 lwer,2)" -

4The spaces are actually equal. The proof requires an extension of the approximation
argument to manifolds with boundary. We do not carry this out here because we will only
need this one inclusion.
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Here one uses the crucial fact that LP(Q, LP(M)) C LP(M, L?(Q)) with identical
norms. (Note that this is not the case if the integrability indices over 2 and M
are different.) Similarly, one obtains for all i,j € N

[u" = v lwrsro,z) < C(IF* = Fllwe-rw0,2) + 119" — & lwrwi,z))-

So u’ is a Cauchy sequence and hence converges to some @& € W*+Lr(Q 7).
Now suppose that u € W*P(Q, Z) solves the weak Neumann equation for f and
g, then we claim that in fact u = @ +c € W**t1P(Q, Z), where ¢ € Z is given by

)= Jorg L (W) =) Vo,

In order to see that indeed ¢ € LP(M) = Z and that for some constant C
one has ||c|[zr ) < C(lJullr(,z) + |l Lr(0,7)) note that lemma 2.2 yields the
continuous inclusion W*»(Q, LP(M)) C LP(M,WkP(Q)) c LP(M,L'(Q)). To
establish the identity u = @ + ¢, we first note that for all ¢ € C>*(M) C Z*

/Q<1l+c—u,¢> - /M¢-(VOIQ-C—/Q(U—11)) — 0.

Next, for any ¢ € C>(Q2 x M) let

1 oo
V019/9¢ € (M),

Then one finds ¥ € C°(Q2 x M) such that ¢ = Aq + ¢g. (There exist unique
solutions (-, y) of the Neumann problem for ¢(-,y) — ¢o(y), and these depend
smoothly on y € M.) So we find that for all ¢ € C>®(2 x M), abbreviating
Ag=A

/Q(u—ﬁ—aqb):/Q(u,A¢>—/Q<€L+c,Al/}}—i—/ﬂ(u—ﬂ—c,qb(ﬁ
= [+ [ tgoo)=pm [ ae)
=i ([(r-auvys [ 1a-350)) <o

This proves u = @i +c € WFHLP(Q, Z) and the estimate for u’ yields in the limit

b0 =

- 1
[ullwrsrr(e,z) < lllwese@,z) + (Vol)7 [lell Le(ar)

< C(Hf”wkflw(g,z) + [lgllwrr,z) + Hu||LP(Q,Z))~

This finishes the proof of (ii), and analogously of (i). O

Proof of lemma 2.1 (iii) and (iv) :
Let u € LP(2, Z) be as supposed in (iii) or (iv), where Z = LP(M) and thus
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Z* = [P (M). Then we have u € LP(Q x M) and the task is to prove that
dou also is of class LP on ) x M. So we have to consider foM“ -d§T for
T € C3°(Q x M, T*Q) (which are dense in LP (Q x M, T*Q)). In the case (iii)
one finds for any such smooth family 7 of 1-forms on 2 a smooth function
Y € Cg°(Q x M) such that di,7 = Aq®. Then there is a constant C' such that
for all y € M (see e.g. [W1, Theorem D.2]

[0Clwre < ClAYGY)llwrry < ClTCY)llpe

In the case (iv) one similarly finds ¢ € Co°(Q2 x M) such that d7 = Agy and
1, y) e < CliT(,y)|lp- for all y € M and some constant C. (Note that
fQ d§7T = 0 since 7 vanishes on 9Q x M and we have used e.g. [W1, Theorems
2.2,2.3’].) In both cases we can thus estimate for all 7 € C$°(Q x M, T*Q) using
the assumption

/ w-dyT
Qx M

1

[ wsov] < o[ 16150
Qx M
%
* P
Cou [ 170miy)” < Ceulirllin @
M

Now in both cases the Riesz representation theorem (e.g. [Ad, Theorem 2.33])
asserts that [, ,, u-dgT = [o, ,, f-7 for all 7 with some f € LP(Q x M). This
proves the LP-regularity of dou and yields the estimate

IN

l[doullr@xary < Cey.

In the case (iii), one can moreover deduce u|gq = 0. Indeed, partial integration
in the weak equation gives for all ¢ € C§°(Q2 x M)

/ U'% = / u - A —/ (dou, dat)
O0xX M Qx M Qx M

< (cu + l[doullLe@xan) 1€ lwre* (@ ar)-

For any given g € C*(99Q x M) one now finds ¢ € C*(2 x M) with ¥|sq = 0
and g—f = g, and these can be chosen such that ||¢)|y1.,+ becomes arbitrarily
small. Then one obtains [, ,, 4 g =0 and thus u|go = 0. Thus in the case (iii)
one finds a constant C’ such that

llyna = [ Tullyn < € [ Taullq = Claulsan,

which finishes the proof of (iii).
In case (iv) with the additional assumption fQ u = 0 one also has a constant
C" such that [Ju(-,y)|lwir@) < C'l|dou(:, y)| Lr(q) for all y € M and thus

lullwiro,zy < C'lldaullr@xany < C'Cey.
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In the general case (iv) one similarly has

»
lulyr 0,2y = Ndoullze@uan + 1ulLo@uan < (Ceu + llullze@.z) "
O

The proof of theorem 1.2 will moreover use the following quantitative version
of the implicit function theorem. This is proven e.g. in [MS, Proposition A.3.4]
by a Newton-Picard method. (Here we only need the special case g = 21 = 0.)

Proposition 2.3 Let X and Y be Banach spaces and let U C Y be a neigh-
bourhood of 0. Suppose that f : U — X is a continuously differentiable map
such that dof : Y — X is bijective. Then choose constants ¢ > ||(dof)~!|| and
0 > 0 such that Bs(0) CU and

ldy f —dof]l < % Yy € Bs(0).

Now if || f(0)]] < 4% then there exists a unique solution y € Bs(0) of f(y) = 0.
Moreover, this solution satisfies

1yl < 2¢][ f(O)]]-

Proof of theorem 1.2 :

Let zp € £ and let Jy € End X be a complex structure with respect to which L is
totally real. Choose a Banach manifold chart ¢ : V' — L from a neighbourhood
V C Y of 0 to a neighbourhood of ¢(0) = z;. Then one obtains a Banach
submanifold chart of £ C X from a neighbourhood W C Y XY of zero to a ball
B.(z9) C X around zp,

w AN .BE (Zo)

O (v1,v2) +— @(v1) + Jody, d(v2).

To see that this is indeed a diffeomorphism for sufficiently small W and € > 0
we just check that D := d,0© = do¢ © Jodo¢ is an isomorphism. This is
since dp¢ : Y — T, L is an isomorphism and so is the map T, £ x T, , L — X
given by the splitting X = T, L& Jo T, L. The size ¢ > 0 of the chart can be
quantified by proposition 2.3 as follows. For the maps f =0 —z:V xV —- X
one finds constants ¢ = ||[D~!| and § > 0 independently of z € X such that
B;(0) CV xV and

[dyf —dofl| = [|dy© —doB] < 2% Yy € Bs(0).

Then for ||z — 20|| < £ =: € one obtains a unique y = ©~!(z) in Bs(0).

Next, if one replaces zg and Jy by z € £ and a complex structure J € End X
in sufficiently small neighbourhoods of zy and Jy respectively, then one still
obtains a Banach submanifold chart ©® : W — B.(z) with ©(0) = z. Here W
varies with (z, J), but one can choose a uniform ¢ > 0. This is since one can find
uniform constants ¢ and § in proposition 2.3. (The map © varies with z via the
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chart map ¢, : V — L, v — ¢(¢~1(2) + v) that is defined for sufficiently small
V and that satisfies ¢,(0) = z.) Moreover, one obtains the uniform estimate

107 (@)llzxz < Cllw —2llx Vo € Be(2). (8)

(Recall that Y is a closed subspace of the Banach space Z, so the norm on Y is
induced by the norm on Z.)

Now consider a solution u € Wk4(Q, X) of (2) for some G € W*4(Q, X)
and J € Wk*12¢(Q) End X) as in theorem 1.2 (i). Fix any (s,0) € K and let
z = u(sg,0) € L. Then the above construction of the coordinates © can be done
for all J = Js, with (s,t) € U for a neighbourhood U C 2 of (sp,0). Thus one
obtains a W*+1>_family of chart maps for (s,t) € U,

@s,t Y xY D Ws,t — Be(zs,t)-

Recall that w is either of class W2P or of class W5? with k > 2 and p > 1.
On the 2-dimensional domain €2, the Sobolev embeddings thus ensure that u is
continous. So on a possibly even smaller neighbourhood U of (sg,0) the map u
can be expressed in local coordinates,

u(s,t) = O4t(v(s, 1)) V(s,t) € U,

where v € W*4(U, Z x Z). This follows from the fact that the composition of
the Wk+h*_map ©~! with a W*9%-map u is again W¥%-regular if kq > 2 (see
e.g. [W1, Lemma B.8]). Moreover, v actually takes values in W C Y x Y.

In order to obtain the estimate in (ii), the map © has to be constructed inde-
pendently of u and J, using the fixed ug and Jy. In that case let z5; = ug(s,0),
which is welldefined on a small neighbourhood U of (sg,0) € K C int Q2. Then
the coordinates O, ; are defined for all (s,t) € U and for all complex structures
in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of Jy(sg,0). In particular, O, is defined
for all J = J,, with (s,t) € U, provided that J € Wk*+1°°(Q, End X) satisfies
the assumption ||J — Jo| L < d. Here one again makes sufficiently small choices
of U and 6 > 0. Thus one obtains a W*+1:>°_family of chart maps O+ as above
that now also satisfy the uniform estimate (8) for all (s,t) € U, where the con-
stant C only depends on ug and Jy. Now in order to again express u in local
coordinates, choose U even smaller such that ug(s,t) € Bg(xo) for all (s,t) € U
and let 6 < £. Then every u € W*4(Q, X) that satisfies ||u — gl (,x) < 8
can be written u = ©ov as above. Now integration of (8) together with the fact
that all derivatives of © ! up to order k are bounded (due to the W*>-bound
on J) yields the estimate

lvllwraw,zxz) < Cllu — uollwr.aw,x)-

Here and in the following C' denotes any constant that is independent of the
specific choices of J and w in the fixed neighbourhoods of Jy and ug, however,
it may depend on ¢ and k.

In the coordinates constructed above, the boundary value problem (7) now

becomes
0sv + [0 = f, )
v2(s,0) =0 VseR.
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with v = (v1,v2) and
f=(d©) (G- 08,0(v) — J3O(v)) € WH(U,Y xY),
I=(d,0)"'Jd,0 € Wh(U,End(Y x Y)).

Note the following difficulty: The complex structure I now explicitly depends on
the solution v of the equation (9) and thus is only W*%-regular. This cannot be
avoided when straightening out the Lagrangian boundary condition. However,
one obtains one more simplification of the boundary value problem: © was
constructed such that one obtains the standard complex structure along L.
Indeed, for all (s,0) € U using that J? = —1

1(5,0) = (du,.0)0) " d(1,.0)0 = (Ao, ¢ & Ty, ¢) ™ T (duy 6 & Jdy, )

(5 d)

Moreover, in case (ii) one has the following estimates on U:
Ml < C.
[ fllwra < C(IGlIwra + llu = uollwr.a).

So for every boundary point (sg,0) € K N OH we have rewritten the boundary
value problem (7) over some neighbourhood U C Q. Now for the compact set
K C Q one finds a covering K C V U Ufil U, by finitely many such neigh-
bourhoods U; at the boundary and a compact domain V' C Q\ 9Q away from
the boundary. Note that the U; can be replaced by interior domains U, (that
intersect OU; only on OH) that together with V still cover K. We will establish
the regularity and estimate for u on all domains U; near the boundary and on
the remaining domain V separately. So firstly consider a domain U; near the
boundary and drop the subscript i. After possibly replacing U by a slightly
smaller domain one can assume that U is a manifold with smooth boundary
and still U N @U < OH. The task is now to prove the regularity and estimate
for u=© ov on U from (9).

Since ©5; : Y x Y — X are smooth maps in W*+L:>*°_dependence on
(s,t) € U, it suffices to prove that v € WHT1P(U,Z x Z) with the accord-
ing estimate. (One already knows that v takes values — almost everywhere —
in Y x Y, so one automatically also obtains v € W*t1P(U,Y x Y).) For that
purpose fix a cutoff function h € C*(H,[0,1]) with h =1 on U and h = 0 on
H\ U. Moreover, this function can be chosen such that 9;h|;—o = 0. Note that
h = 0 on OU \ OH, so hvy satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition on 9U.
Indeed, we will see that hvy, € W*P(U, Z) solves a weak Dirichlet problem.

In the following, Y* denotes the dual space of Y and we write (-, -} for both
the pairings between Y and Y* and between Y X Y and Y* x Y*. We obtain
A = — (040, (0s—T*0)+ (0 1) 05— (05 T*) 0y for I* € WH4(Q, End(Y* xY™))
the pointwise dual operator of I. Thus for all ¢ € C*(Q,Y* x Y*)

hA¢ = —(0s + 0,17) (95 — I70,) (hg) — (Ah)¢ + 2(9sh)0s ¢ + 2(0:h)Or¢
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Hence (9) and partial integration (for smooth approximations of v, f, I) yields
[ (b, 86)
U
:/]@v+mw4m—ﬁaxw»
U

—:/“AMU+X&M&U+M&M@U+M@D&U—M@D@m¢)
U
4 / (Iv, (9 — I"9,)(he)) + (h(D.D)v — 2(Bih)v , 6)

OUNOH

- / (h(—=0uf + 10,f + (OD)f — (0,1)0s0 + (0.T)y)
U
— (AR)v — 2(05h) D0 — 2(0:h) D, &)
+ <h-If,¢>+/ (v, 0(hd)) + (v, 0(he))

OUNOH OUNOH

:/U<F’"5”/8[]“{’"”*/aUnaH“l’8t(h¢1)+88(h¢2)>' (10)

This uses the notation ¢ = (¢1, ¢2), the boundary condition wvs|;—¢ = 0, and
the fact that I|;—o = Iy. One then reads off F' = (Fy, F,) € W=1P(UY xY),
H = (Hy,Hy) € WFP(U,Y x Y), and that in case (ii) for some constants C

1F N+ [H s < QL lwra + [Tlwrallf e + 1 woalolwea)
< O(IG ] + = o ).

We point out that the crucial terms here are (051)0:v and (9;1)0sv. In the case
k > 3 the estimate holds with ¢ = p due to the Sobolev embedding W#*=1» .
Wk=1p s Wk=1P_1In the case k = 1 one only has L?-L?? — LP and hence one
needs ¢ = 2p in the above estimate. In the case &k = 2 the Sobolev embedding
Wha . Wha — WP holds with ¢ = p for p > 2, with any ¢ > 2 for p = 2, and
requires q > 2‘:{)]) for p < 2.

Now in order to obtain a weak Laplace equation for vo we test the weak
equation (10) with ¢ = (¢1,¢2) = (0,7 o @) for v € C°(U,Z*) and where
m: Z* — Y™ is the canonical embedding. In that case, both boundary terms
vanish and one obtains for all ¢ € C3°(U, Z*)

/U<hv27A¢>:/U<F2M/J>-

By lemma 2.1 (i) this weak equation for hvy € W*P(U, Z) now implies that
hvy € WETLP(U, Z) and thus vy, € W*+LP(U, Z). Moreover, one obtains the
estimate

||U2Hwk+1-,p(0,z) < ”hU?HW’““vP(U,Z) < C”FZ”W’“*LP(U,Z)

< C([IGllwraga,x) + llu = uollwr.aa,x))-
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To obtain a weak Laplace equation for v; we test the weak equation (10) with
¢ = (¢1,¢2) = (w0 ,0), where ¢ € C>®°(U, Z*) such that ds1)|;—o = 0. This
makes the second boundary term vanish, so we obtain for all ) € C*(U, Z*)

Loy = [ (roey+ [ oo,

So we have established a weak Laplace equation with Neumann boundary con-
dition for hv;. Now lemma 2.1 (i) implies that hvy € WHT1P(U, Z), hence
vy € WEHLP(U, Z). Moreover, one obtains the estimate

lv1llyrsrn(@,2) < Ihollwesrew,z)
< C(IFlwr—rw,z) + 1 Hillwresw,z) + 1h1lwre@w,2))
< C(IGlwrago,x) + lu = uollwr.a@,x))-

This now provides the regularity and the estimate for u = ©ov on U as follows.
We have established that v: U — Z x Z is a WHk+LP_map that takes values in
W CY xY. All derivatives of © :  x W — X up to order k + 1 are uniformly
bounded on Q. Hence v € Wk+12(U, X) and®

[lu = wollyrrin@,x) < C(H””WHLP(IJ,X))

< C(IGllwraga,x) + llu = uollwr.a,x))-

For the regularity of u on the domain V' C Q\ 092 away from the boundary one
does not need any special coordinates. As for U, one replaces ) by a possibly
smaller domain with smooth boundary. Moreover, one chooses a cutoff function
h € C*(H, [0, 1]) such that h|y = 1 and that vanishes outside of 2 C H and in
a neighbourhood of 9Q. Then in the same way as for (10) one obtains a weak
Dirichlet equation. For all ¢ € C3°(2, X™)

/(hu, Ag) :/(h(—aSG+JatG+(atJ)G— (0,7)0su + (0,7)0su)
Q Q

— (Ah)u — 2(9sh)dsu — 2(O¢h)du, ¢).

Note that X 2 Y x Y C Z x Z also is bounded isomorphic to a closed

subspace of an LP-space. So by lemma 2.1 this weak equation implies that
hu € WFHLP(Q, X), and thus u € WETLP(V, X) with the estimate

[ullwesrev,x)y < CIGwra,x) + llu = tollwra,x))-

(Note that here it suffices to have a W*°-bound on J.) Thus we have proven the

regularity and estimates of u on all parts of the finite covering K C VU Uf\il Ui,
which finishes the proof of the theorem. O

5Here and in the following we dropped a constant term C(1+...) from the estimate.
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Proof of theorem 1.3 :
The Banach manifold charts near the path z : R — £ give rise to a W1H>-
path of isomorphisms ¢, : ¥ = Ty)L for all s € R. Together with the

family of complex structures J € W (Q, End X) these give rise to a family
0 € Wh(Q,Hom(Y x Y, X)) of bounded isomorphisms

Yyxy X

@Sﬁt (zl7z2) — ¢s(zl) + Js,t¢s(z2)-

The inverses of the dual operators of ©; ; give a family of bounded isomorphisms
O € Whe(Q, Hom(Y* x Y*, X*)) ,

O, =(05,)7 " Y xY* 5 X*
One checks that for all (s,t) € Q

9;%Js,t®s,t = (%73) =: [y € End(Y xY).

Next, after possibly replacing €2 by a slightly smaller domain that still contains
K in its interior, one can assume that §2 is a manifold with smooth boundary.
Then fix a cutoff function h € C°>°(H, [0, 1]) such that h|x =1 and supph C £,
i.e. h =0 near 90\ OH. Now let u € LP(£2, X) be given as in the theorem and
express it in the above coordinates as u = © o v, where v € LP(Q,Y x Y). We
will show that v satisfies a weak Laplace equation. For all ¢ € C*(Q,Y* x Y*)
we introduce 9 := ©'((0s + In0;)p) € W1>°(Q, X*) and calculate

Qs (M) + 8¢ (J*hap) = hO®'((9s + I ;) (s + To0r)d)
+ (Dsh)1h + Op(hJ* )b + h(0,0" + J*8,0")0' " ().
If (s,0) € (J(5,0) Ty L)+ for all (s,0) € 99N OH, then hy is an admissible

test function in the given weak estimate for u in the theorem and we obtain,
denoting all constants by C' and using ©*@’ = id,

/Q<hv,A¢>‘=
_ ‘/QW as(hw)+8t(J*hw)>’

/Q(G)(v) , hO' (=05 + 100,) (05 + 100;)9) >‘

+

[t @ 0y + 100"+ 70600 ™ )
Q

< (cu + CllullLe,x) 19| Lo (Q,X)

< C(Cu + HUHLP(Q,X))||¢HWLP*(Q,Y*xY*)~

Here we used the fact that J* and ©’ as well as their first derivatives and inverses
are bounded linear operators between Y* x Y* and X*. This inequality then
holds for all ¢ = (¢1,¢2) with ¢1 € Co°(Q,Y™) and ¢y € C°(Q,Y™) since in
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that case ¢ is admissible. Indeed, ¥|—g = ©'(ds¢1 — 2,0) € (JT,L)L due
to ©'(Y* x {0}) = @' (Iy(Y x {0}))*+ = (JT,L)*.

Recall that Y C Z is a closed subset of the Banach space Z with the induced
norm. Soone hasv € LP(Q), Zx Z). Let w : Z* — Y™ be the natural embedding,
then above inequality holds with ¢ = (7 0 91,7 0 1b9) for all ¥ € C°(2, Z*)
and 1, € C$°(Q, Z*). Since || o ;||y~ < ||1);]|z+ one then obtains for all such
U= (wl,wg) S COO(Q7Z* X Z*)

[ tho. Am\ < C(cu + [ull @) [l 0257

Now lemma 2.1 (iii) and (iv) asserts the W1P-regularity of hv and hence one
obtains v € WHP(Q, Z x Z) with the estimate

[ollwrrx,zxz) < Ihllwie@,zxz)y < Cleuw + llullr@,x) + 10l Lr@,2x 2))-

For the first factor of Z x Z, this follows from lemma 2.1 (iv), in the second
factor one uses (iii). Since it was already known that v takes values in Y x Y
(almost everywhere), one in fact has v € WhP(Q,Y xY') with the same estimate
as above. Finally, recall that u = © o v and use the fact that all derivatives up
to first order of © and ©~! are bounded to obtain u € W1P(K, X) with the
claimed estimate (using again [W1, Lemma B.8])

ullwiek,x) < Cllvllwirg,zxz) < Clew =+ lullLr@,x))-
O

Proof of corollary 1.4:

Let u € WHP(Q, X) and ¢ € WH(Q, X*) such that supp® C int Q and with
the boundary conditions u(s,0) € Ty(s) L and ¢(s,0) € (J(s,0)Ty(5)L)* for all
(s,0) € 092. Then one obtains the weak estimate, where the boundary term
vanishes,

/<u785w+8t(J*1/))>‘: /<8Su+J8tu,w>—/ <Ju,¢>‘
Q Q OONOH
<||0su + JOul| e, x) |1V Lo* (2, x+)-

This holds for all ¥ as above, so the estimate follows from theorem 1.3. O

3 Weakly flat connections

In this section we consider the trivial G-bundle over a closed manifold ¥ of
dimension n > 2. Here G is a compact Lie group with Lie algebra g. We recall
that g is equipped with a Lie bracket [, -] and a G-invariant inner product (-, )
that moreover satisfy the relation

(I&nl,¢)=(&Mmc]) V& (neg.
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A (smooth) connection on this bundle is a g-valued 1-form A € Q'(%;g). The
exterior derivative d4 associated to it is given by dan = dn + [A A )] for all g-
valued differential forms 7. Here the Lie bracket indicates how the values of the
differential forms are paired. Now d 4 od 4 vanishes if and only if the connection
is flat, that is its curvature F4 = dA + $[A A A] vanishes.

Now fix p > n and consider the space A%P(X) = LP(X, T*X®g) of LP-regular
connections. Their curvature is not welldefined, but the flatness condition can
also be formulated weakly: A connection 4 € A%P(Y) is called weakly flat if

/(A, d*w— 2(-1)" % [AA*w]) =0 Vw € Q3(3; 9). (11)
by

For sufficiently regular connections one sees by partial integration that (11) is
equivalent to the connection being flat. We denote the space of weakly flat
LP-connections over ¥ by

Agh(2) == {A € A%P(%) | A satisfies (11)}.

One can check that this space is invariant under the action of the gauge group
glm(g) = [/VLP(E7 G),

wA=ulAu+utdu VA e AP(X),u e GHP(D).

Note that (11) is welldefined for p > 2, but G1'?(X) and its action on A%P(X) are
only welldefined for p > n, see e.g. [W1, Appendix B|. The next theorem shows
that the quotient A(ﬂ)ﬁ(E) /G1P(%) can be identified with the usual moduli space
of flat connections Aga(2)/G(X) — smooth flat connections modulo smooth
gauge transformations.

Theorem 3.1 For every weakly flat connection A € Agﬁ(E) there ezists a
gauge transformation u € GVP(X) such that u*A € Agat(X) is smooth.

The proof will be based on the following LP-version of the local slice theorem,
a proof of which can be found in [W1, Theorem 8.3].

Proposition 3.2 Fiz a reference connection A € AYP(X). Then there exists a
constant § > 0 such that for every A € A"P(X) with |A — A, < § there exists
a gauge transformation u € GP(X) such that

/E<u*A—fl, din)y =0 Vn € C* (%, g). (12)
Equivalently, one has for v=u"1 € GHP (%)

/E@*A —A,dan)=0  VYnecC>(3,g).
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The weak flatness together with the weak Coulomb gauge condition (12) form
an elliptic system, so theorem 3.1 is then a consequence of the regularity the-
ory for the Laplace operator, or the Hodge decomposition of LP-regular 1-forms.

Proof of theorem 3.1 :

Consider a weakly flat connection A € Aﬁ;ﬁ(z). Let 6 > 0 be the constant from
proposition 3.2 for the reference connection A and choose a smooth connection
A € A() such that ||A— A, < 6. Then by proposition 3.2 there exists a gauge
transformation u € G*P(X) such that

/E<u*Af/i, dgn)y=0 VneC™(L,g).

Now [W1, Theorem 5.3(ii)] asserts that o := u*A — A € LP(X,T*Y @ g) is
in fact smooth. (By the definition of Sobolev spaces via coordinate charts it
suffices to prove the regularity and estimate for a(X), where X € T'(TY) is any
smooth vector field on ¥. Alternatively to this lemma — a consequence of the
regularity theory for the Laplace operator — one can also deduce the regularity
of a directly from the regularity of the Hodge decomposition.) This is due to
the weak equations

[tacan == [(dansdn) Vi € C (5, q),
p )
/(a,d*w):—/(d[l—!—%[u*A/\u*A],w> Vw € Q3(2; 9).
) )

Firstly, the inhomogeneous terms are of class L%, hence the lemma asserts
le%—regularity of a and u*A. Now if p < 2n, then the Sobolev embedding
gives LP-regularity of u* A with py := Q;pr (in case p = 2n one can choose any

np;
2n—p;
(or any pj+1 > 2n in case p; > 2n) with pp = p. One checks that p,;1; > Gp]j
with 0 = an—p > 1 due to p > n. So after finitely many steps this yields W1:4-
regularity for some ¢ = 2% > n. The same is the case if p > 2n at the beginning.
Next, if u*A is of class W for some k € N, then the inhomogeneous terms
also are of class W*4 and the lemma asserts the W*+1.4_regularity of a and

hence u*A. Iterating this argument proves the smoothness of u*4 = A + . O

p1 > 2n). This is iterated to obtain LPs-regularity for the sequence p; 1 =

Weakly flat connections over a Riemann surface

Now we consider more closely the special case when X is a Riemann surface.

Theorem 3.1 shows that the injection Aga:(X)/G(X) — AZP (2)/G1P(X) in fact
is a bijection. These moduli spaces are identified and denoted by My. Further-
more, the holonomy induces an injection from Msy to the space of conjugacy

classes of homomorphisms from 71 (X) to G (see e.g. [DK, Proposition 2.2.3]),

My = AY%(D)/G"7(E) = Agar(E)/G(E) — Hom(my(£),G)/ ~ .
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If G is connected and simply connected, then every G-bundle over a Riemann
surface is automatically trivial and the holonomy in fact induces a bijection. If
there exist nontrivial G-bundles with flat connections, then Hom(7 (%), G)/ ~
is identified with the union of the moduli spaces for all such bundles. From this
one sees that My is a finite dimensional singular manifold.

For G = SU(2) for example, My, =2 Hom(m(X),SU(2))/ ~ has singularities
at the product connection and at the further reducible connections ¢ — corre-
sponding to the connections for which the holonomy group is not SU(2) but
only {1} or is conjugate to the maximal torus S' C SU(2). 7 Away from these
singularities, the dimension of My, is 6g — 6, where g is the genus of X. (The
arguments in [DS1, §4] show that T4 My = kerd4/imdy = kY has dimension
3 (2g — 2) at irreducible connections A.)

For the same reasons, the space of weakly flat connections Agg’t(ﬂ) is in
general not a Banach submanifold of A%P(¥) but a principal bundle over a
singular base manifold. To be more precise fix a point z € ¥ and consider the
space of based gauge transformations, defined as

GIr(D) = {u eGP (%) | u(z) = 1}.

This Lie group acts freely on AP (). The quotient space AjY (%)/GLP (%)
can be identified with Hom(7;(X),G) (or a subset thereof if there exist non-
trivial G-bundles over ¥) via the holonomy based at z. This based holon-
omy map p, : Ag’apt(Z) — Hom(m(X),G) is defined by first choosing a based
gauge transformation that makes the connection smooth and then computing
the holonomy around loops based at z. Now p, gives Ag;ft(Z) the structure of a
principal bundle with fibre G}?(X) over the finite dimensional singular manifold

Hom(m(X), G) (or a subset thereof)
G7(¥) = AR (Z) = Hom(m (%), G).

Note that this discussion does not require the Riemann surface ¥ to be con-
nected. Only when fixing a base point for the holonomy map and the based
gauge transformations one has to adapt the definition. Whenever ¥ = JI"_; &;
has several connected components ¥;, then ’fixing a point z € ¥’ implicitly
means that one fixes a point z; € 3J; in each connected component. The group
of based gauge transformations then becomes

GrP(Ui 1 B0) ={u e G"P(2) |u(z) =1 Vi=1,....n}.

4 Lagrangians in the space of connections

Consider the trivial G-bundle over a (possibly disconnected) Riemann surface
Y of (total) genus g, where G is a compact Lie group with Lie algebra g. There

6 A connection A € Ag,;(X) is called reducible if its isotropy subgroup of G(X) (the group
of gauge transformations that leave A fixed) is not discrete.

"The holonomy group of a connection is given by the holonomies of all loops in ¥. Now the
isotropy subgroup of G(X) of the connection is isomorphic to the centralizer of the holonomy
group, see [DK, Lemma 4.2.8].
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is a gauge invariant symplectic form w on the space of connections A%P(X) for
p > 2 defined as follows. For tangent vectors «, 8 € LP(X, T*X ® g) to the affine
space A%P(X)

w(a,ﬁ)=/z<aAﬁ>- (13)

The action of the infinite dimensional gauge group G1'P(X) on the symplectic
Banach space (A%P(3),w) is Hamiltonian with moment map A — *F4 (more
precisely, the equivalent weak expression in (W' (X, g))*). So the moduli space
of flat connections My, = Ag’apt (£)/GHP(X) can be viewed as the symplectic quo-
tient A%P(X)//G1P(X) as was first observed by Atiyah and Bott [AB]. However,
0 is not a regular value of the moment map, so My is a singular symplectic
manifold. Due to these singularities at the reducible connections the infinite
dimensional setting suggests itself.

Note that for any metric on ¥ the Hodge * operator is an w-compatible

complex structure since w(-, *-) is the L%-metric: For all o, 3 € LP(Z, T*E @ g)
w(a,*x0) = /(a/\*ﬁ) = (a, B)r2. (14)
b

Next, we call a Banach submanifold £ C A%P(3) Lagrangian if it is isotropic,
ie. wlg =0, and if T4L is maximal for all A € £ in the following sense: If
w(TaL,a) = {0} for some o € A®P(X), then a € T4L. In general, this condi-
tion does not imply that £ is also totally real with respect to any w-compatible
complex structure. However, we will only consider Lagrangian submanifolds
L c A%P(X) that are gauge invariant and contained in the space of weakly flat
connections. These are automatically totally real with respect to the Hodge
operator, as lemma 4.2 will show. It is based on the following twisted Hodge
decomposition.

Lemma 4.1 Fiz a metric on ¥ and let A € Ag’apt(E). Then
L' T2 ®g) = daW'(2,8) & +daW'"(3,9) & hiy,

with the finite dimensional space h'y = kerds Nkerd’y C WH4(Z, T*Y ® g) for
i=5+3

Proof: Recall that p > 2, hence d4Wh2(X,g) C L3(Z, T*Y ® g) due to the
Sobolev embedding W12(X) « L7"(X) for any r < co. The weak flatness of
A then implies that d4W12(2, g) and *d4W12(%, g) are L?-orthogonal. The
orthogonal complement of their direct sum then exactly is hl;. (To see that every
L2-regular 1-form that is orthogonal to imd,4 and to ximd, is automatically
Wha-regular, one can use the regularity theory for the Laplace operator or
the Hodge decomposition, or see e.g. [W1, Theorem 5.3].) Next, note that
hY C LP(X, T*X ® g) due to the Sobolev embedding W4(X) — LP(¥). Now
the same regularity arguments as above show that the orthogonal decomposition

LS, T2 ®g) = daW"?(,9) & «daW"?(2,9) & hly (15)
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restricts to the claimed decomposition of LP(3, T*Y®g). Finally, to see that hl
is finite dimensional note that it is isomorphic to the cokernel of the operator
da @ *dq : WHP(E,g) x WHP(Z,g) — LP(X, T*X ® g). Now this operator is
a compact perturbation of the Fredholm operator d & *d, hence its cokernel is
finite dimensional. o

Lemma 4.2 Let £ C A%P(X) be a Lagrangian submanifold. Suppose that L is
invariant under the action of GYP(X) and that L C Ag’;(z). Then L is totally
real with respect to the Hodge * operator for any metric on X.

Proof: Pick any A € £ and denote L := T4L. Then we have to show that
A%P(X) = L @ L. Firstly, the only element o € L N *L in the intersection is
o = 0 since *a € * x L = L and thus ||o]|?, = w(a,*a) = 0.

Secondly, to see that the direct sum L @ xL exhausts all of A%P(X), assume
the contrary. Then there exists a nonzero linear functional ¢ on A%P(X) that
vanishes on L®xL. Due to the gauge invariance of £ one has d4WP(%,g) C L,
so ¢ vanishes in particular on d4W1P (2, g) @ *d WHP(X,g). Now recall the
Hodge decomposition in lemma 4.1 and (15). It implies that ¢ has to be nonzero
on hly and hence can be extended to a nonzero linear functional on A%?(¥) that
vanishes on dAW12(X, g) @ xd,WH2(%, g). Thus the extended functional can
be written as ¢ = (a, - )2 for some o € L?(X, T*X®g). But now the orthogonal
decomposition (15) implies that o € hly € A%P(X). Now for all B € L = TsL
one has

w(B,a) = (a,*B)r2 = ¢(xB) = 0.
The Lagrangian property of £ then implies that o € L and hence

lal2: = (,a)pe = ¢la) = 0.

This proves @ = 0 in contradiction to the assumption ¢ # 0. Hence L is indeed
totally real with respect to the complex structure *, i.e. for all A € £

LP(Z,T*E®Q) = TAaL & xTsL. (16)
O

The assumption £ C Ag’;’t(Z) directly implies that £ is gauge invariant if G
is connected and simply connected. On the other hand, the gauge invariance of
L implies £ C Ay (%) if the Lie bracket on G is nondegenerate (i.e. the center
of G is discrete). So for example in the case G = SU(2) both conditions are
equivalent. We will always assume both conditions. Then moreover, £ descends

to a (singular) submanifold of the (singular) moduli space of flat connections,
L= L/G'P (D) C ARF(2)/G1P(2) =: M.

This submanifold is obviously isotropic, i.e. the symplectic structure induced
by (13) on My vanishes on L. Moreover, its tangent spaces have half of the
dimension of those of My, so L C My is a Lagrangian submanifold. Indeed,
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in the Hodge decomposition, lemma 4.1, *dsW1P(X, g) is the complement of
kerds = TaAYP (2), daWP(Z, g) is the tangent space to the orbit of G1P(X)
through A, and so hl, = TajMs. Now compare this with the decomposition
(16). Here TAL = daWHP(Z,g) & V, where the complement V' C A%P(X) is
finite dimensional and V @*V can replace hl| in the Hodge decomposition. Thus
TiaL = TaL/dAWP(E, g) = V must have half the dimension of Al;.

Moreover, our assumptions on the Lagrangian submanifold ensure that the
holonomy map p, : £ — Hom(m1(X), G) based at z € ¥ is welldefined and in-
variant under the action of the based gauge group G}**(%). (The holonomy map
and based gauge group are introduced in section 3.) Note that Hom(m (2), G)
naturally embeds into Hom(71 (X \ {2}), G), which is a smooth manifold diffeo-
morphic to G29. This gives Hom(m; (2), G) a differentiable structure (that is in
fact independent of z € X)), however, it is a manifold with singularities. In the
following lemma we list some crucial properties of the Lagrangian submanifolds.
Here we use the notation

WP (S, 9) = {€ € WIP(2,9) | £(2) = 0}

for the Lie algebra T1G1P(X) of the based gauge group. (If X is not connected
then as before one fixes a base point in each connected component and modifies
the definition of W1P (X, g) accordingly.) Moreover, we will denote the differen-
tial of a map ¢ at a point z by T, ¢ in order to distinguish it from the exterior
differential on differential forms, d 4, associated with a connection A.

Lemma 4.3 Let L C A%P(X) be a Lagrangian submanifold and fix z € 3.
Suppose that L C Agft(E) and that L is invariant under the action of GHP(3).
Then the following holds:

(i) L :== L£L/G}P(X) is a smooth manifold of dimension m = g -dimG and
the holonomy induces a diffeomorphism p, : L — M to a submanifold
M c Hom(m (%), G).

(ii) L has the structure of a principal GLP(X)-bundle over M,

GLr(2) — £ 25 M.

(ii) Fiz A € L. Then there exists a local section ¢ : V — L over a neighbour-
hood V.C R™ of 0 such that $(0) = A and p, o ¢ is a diffeomorphism to
a neighbourhood of p,(A). This gives rise to Banach submanifold coordi-
nates for L C A%P(X), namely a smooth embedding

0: W — AP (%)

defined on a neighbourhood W C WIP(2, g) x R™ x WLP(%,g) x R™ of
zero by

O(0,v0,&1,v1) := exp(&o) " P(vo) + xd a1 + *Tod(v1).
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Moreover, if A is smooth, then the local section can be chosen such that
the image is smooth, ¢ : V. — LN A(X). Now the same map © is a
diffeomorphism between neighbourhoods of zero in WP(X, g?) x R*™ and
neighbourhoods of A in A%P(X) for all p > 2.

We postpone the proof and first note that this lemma shows that the La-
grangian submanifolds considered here all satisfy the crucial assumption for
theorem 1.2 and 1.3.

Corollary 4.4 Let £ C A%P(X) be as in lemma 4.3, then it satisfies (Hp), i.e.
L is modelled on a closed subspace of an LP-space.

Proof of corollary 4.4:

The bundle structure of £ in lemma 4.3 (ii) shows that £ is modelled on
WLP(%,g) x R™. This is since the Banach manifold G1?(3) is modelled on
WLP(%, g), which is a closed subspace of W1?(3, g). Now recall example 1.1 to
see that £ indeed satisfies (Hp). a

The Banach submanifold charts © in lemma 4.3 (iii) are essentially the same
as the charts © in the proof of theorem 1.2. In this special case, we have more
detailed information on the structure of ©, which is the main point in the proof
of the following approximation result for W'P-connections with Lagrangian
boundary values.

Corollary 4.5 Let L C AYP(X) be as in lemma 4.3 and let
QCH:={(s,t) eR*|t >0}

be a compact submanifold. Suppose that A € AP (2 x X) satisfies the boundary

condition
Alsoxs €L V(s,0) € 09. (17)

Then there exists a sequence of smooth connections AY € A(QL x ) that satisfy
(17) and converge to A in the W1P-norm.

Proof of corollary 4.5:

We decompose A = ®ds + Wdt + B into two functions ®, ¥ € W1P(Q x X, g)
and a family of 1-forms B € W1P(Q x 3, T*Y ® g) on ¥ such that B(s,0) € £
for all (s,0) € 9Q. Then it suffices to find an approximating sequence for B
with Lagrangian boundary conditions on a neighbourhood of QN dH. This can
be patched together with any smooth W!P-approximation of B on the rest of
) and can be combined with standard approximations of the functions ® and
U to obtain the required approximation of A.

So fix any (sp,0) € Q N JH and use theorem 3.1 to find vy € G1P(%)
such that Ag := ufB(sp,0) is smooth. Lemma 4.3 (iii) gives a diffeomorphism
© : W — V between neighbourhoods W C WP(Z,g?) x R?*™ of zero and
YV C A%P(X) of Ag. This was constructed such that C*°(X, g?) x R*™ is mapped
to A(X) and such that © : W N W2P(%,g%) x R?™ — YN AWP(Y) also is
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a diffeomorphism. Now note that B € C°(Q2, A%?(X)). Hence there exists a
neighbourhood U C € of (sp,0) and one can choose a smooth gauge trans-
formation v € G(X) that is W1P-close to ug such that u*B(s,t) € V for all
(s,t) € U. Now we define & = (&,&1) : U — WEP(X,¢?) and v = (vg,v1) :
U — R?™ by O(&(s,t),v(s,t)) = u*B(s,t). Recall that B is of class WP
on U x ¥, hence it lies in both W1P(U, A%P(X)) and LP(U, A¥P(X)). Thus
EeWhP(U WP (2, g?)NLP(U,W2P(%, ¢%)) and v € WHP(U,R*™), and these
satisfy the boundary conditions &;|t=g = 0 and vi|t=9 = 0 due to the La-
grangian boundary condition for B. Now there exist £V € C*°(U x X, g?) and
v” € C°(U,R?™) such that £ — ¢ and v¥ — v in all these spaces, £¥(-,2) = 0,
& |t=0 = 0, and v} |;=9 = 0. (These are constructed with the help of mollifiers as
in lemma 2.2. One first reflects £ at the boundary and mollifies it with respect to
U to obtain approximations in C*° (U, W2?(3, g?)) with zero boundary values.
Next, one mollifies on ¥, and finally one corrects the value at z.) It follows that
BY(s,t) == (u™1)*O(£"(s,t),v"(s,t)) is a sequence of smooth maps from U to
A(X) which satisfies the Lagrangian boundary condition and converges to B in
the W1P-norm.

Now Q2NJH is compact, so it is covered by finitely many such neighbourhoods
U; on which there exist smooth W!P-approximations of B with Lagrangian
boundary values. These can be patched together in a finite procedure since the
above construction allows to interpolate in the coordinates between £¥, v and
other smooth approximations ¢, v’ (arising from approximations of B on an-
other neighbourhood U’ in different coordinates) of £ and v respectively. This
gives the required approximation of B in a neighbourhood of 2 N OH and thus
finishes the proof. O

Proof of lemma 4.3:
Fix A € £ and consider the following two decompositions:

LP(2, T*S®g) = TAL ®«TAL (18)
— daWEP(S,8) @ +da WP (S, 9) & ha.

The first direct sum is due to lemma 4.2. In the second decomposition, h4 is a
complement of the image of the following Fredholm operator:

. WI(S.g) x WIn(S.g) — LYZTSeg)
4 (&¢) s dag + *daC.

To see that D 4 is Fredholm note that for every A € Ag’;(z) the operator D4 is
injective and is a compact perturbation of Dy. Hence the dimension of coker D 4
(and thus of h,) is the same as that of coker Dg. In the case A = 0 one can
choose the space of g-valued harmonic 1-forms k! = ker dNker d* as complement
ho. So h4 must always have the dimension dim ha =dimh! = 2¢-dim G = 2m.
(Note that in general one can choose ha to contain hl, but this might not
exhaust the whole complement.)
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Due to the G1'7(¥)-invariance of £ the splittings (18) now imply that there
exists an m-dimensional subspace L4 C h 4 such that

TaL =dsWHP(Z,9) ® La.

So T 4L is isomorphic to the Banach space WP (3, g) x R™ via d4 & F for some
isomorphism F : R™ — L,4. Here we have used the fact that d4 is injective
when restricted to W1P(2, g). Now choose a coordinate chart ® : ToL — L
defined near ®(0) = A, then the following map is defined for a sufficiently small
neighbourhood V' C R™ of 0,

o - GlrX)yxv — L
' (u,v) — u* (@ o (Te®) ™ o F(v)).

We will show that this is an embedding and a submersion (and thus a diffeomor-
phism to its image). Firstly, T(3,0)¥ : ({,w) = da& + Fw is an isomorphism.
Next, note that W (u,v) = u*¥(1,v) and use this to calculate for all u € GLP(X),
Ee Whr(x,g), and v,w € R™

T ¥ (u,w) = u (de@w)é + T ¥ (0, w))u.

One sees that u(T(u,U)\Il)u*1 is a small perturbation of Ty )V, hence one can
choose V' sufficiently small (independently of u) such that T, ,) ¥ also is an
isomorphism for all v € V. So it remains to check that ¥ in fact is globally
injective.

Suppose that u,u’ € GLP(X) and v, € V such that ¥(u,v) = ¥(u/,0").
Rewrite this as (1, v) = ¥ (@, v") with @ := v/u™! € G1P(X). Now by the choice
of a sufficiently small V' the norm ||¥(1,v) — ¥(1,v)||, can be made arbitrarily
small. Then the identity ¥(1,v) = @*¥(1,v') automatically implies that @ is
C-close to 1. (Otherwise one would find a sequence of LP-connections AY — A
and v’ € GLP(X) such that [|u”*AY — A¥||, — 0 but deo(u”,1) > A > 0.
However, from (u”)~tdu” = u* *A” — (u”)~1 AYu” one obtains an LP-bound on
du¥ and thus finds a weakly W!P-convergent subsequence of the u”. Its limit
u € GLP(X) would have to satisfy u*A = A, hence u = 1 in contradiction to
deo(u,1) > A > 0.) So one can write % = exp(§) where £ € WP(X, g) is small
in the L*°-norm. Next, the identity

o tda = W(1,v) —a U (1,0)a

shows that |||y, will be small if V is small (and thus @ is C%-close to 1).
Hence if V is sufficiently small, then (@,v') and (1,v) automatically lie in a
neighbourhood of (1,0) on which ¥ is injective, and hence v = v’ and v = v’.
We have thus shown that ¥ : GIP(X) x V. — £ is a diffeomorphism to
its image. This provides manifold charts ¢ : V — L/GLP(2), v — [¥(1,v)] for
L:=L/G}?(¥). Now fix 2g generators of the fundamental group 71 (3) based at
z, then the corresponding holonomy map p, : L — G x --- X G is an embedding,
so its image M C Hom(m1(X),G) is a smooth submanifold. This proves (i).
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For (ii) the diffeomorphism ¥ gives a bundle chart over U := p,(¢¥(V)) C M,
namely

Vo (idx (po)™") : GIP(Z) xU — L.

Furthermore, the local section for (iii) is given by ¢(v) := ¥(1,v). However,
this is a map ¢ : V — L; it does not necessarily take values in the smooth
connections. Now if A € £ N A(X) is smooth, then for a sufficiently small
neighbourhood V' this section can be modified by gauge transformations such
that ¢ : V. — LN A(X). To see this, note that the gauge transformations in
the local slice theorem are given by an implicit function theorem: One solves
D(v,€) =0 for ¢ = £(v) € WHP(E, g) with the following operator:

VxWhe(S,g) — imd, c (W (3,9)"
(v,€) — dy(exp(&)d(v) — A)

Here d’; denotes the dual operator of d4 on W' (X, g). One has D(0,0) =0
and checks that 0,D(0,0) : £ — d/,da§ is a surjective map to imd/,, see e.g.
[W1, Lemma 8.5]. The implicit function theorem [L, XIV,Theorem 2.1] then
gives the required gauge transformations exp(£(v)) € GLP(X) that bring ¢(v)
into local Coulomb gauge and thus make it smooth. (By construction ¢(v) is
weakly flat, then see the proof of theorem 3.1.) This modification by gauge
transformations however does not affect the topological direct sum decomposi-
tion T4L = dAWIP(E, g) @ im Too.

To see that the given map O is a diffeomorphism between neighbourhoods
of 0 and A just note that the inverse of TyO is given by the splitting

D:

LP(Z,T*Y®g) = TAL ® *T AL
=dAWrP(2, g) ®imTop @ +xd s WP (S, g) @ *im Too

composed with the inverses of dA|Wz1,p(E o) and Tyo. O

Now observe that the choice of p > 2 for the Lagrangian submanifolds in
the above lemma is accidental. All connections A € L are gauge equivalent
to a smooth connection, and the L?-completion of £ N A(X) is a Lagrangian
submanifold in A%4(X) for all ¢ > 2. In fact, this simply is the restricted
(¢ > p) or completed (¢ < p) GL4(X)-bundle over M.

The main example

Suppose that G is connected and simply connected and that ¥ = JY is the
boundary of a handlebody Y. (Again, the handlebody and thus its bound-
ary might consist of several connected components.) The crucial property of
the handle body Y is that the inclusion ¢ : ¥ — Y induces an isomorphism
m(Y) =2 7w (3)/0m2(Y,E). This is since Y retracts onto its 1-skeleton, which
can be chosen to lie in X, so we have the exact sequence

0=m(Y) = m(¥,%) 2 m(2) 4 m(Y) — m(Y, %) = 0.
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The assumptions on G together with the fact that mo(G) = 0 for any Lie group G
(see e.g. [B, Proposition 7.5]) ensure that the gauge group G1'?(X) is connected
and that every gauge transformation on 3 can be extended to Y.

Let p > 2 and let Ly be the LP(X)-closure of the set of smooth flat connec-
tions on X that can be extended to a flat connection on Y,

Ly = cl{A€ Agar(D) | 34 € Apar(Y) : Als = A} € A°P(D).

This is an example of a totally real submanifold of (A%P(X, g),*) that satisfies
the assumption of theorem 1.2 and 1.3. This is due to the lemmata 4.2 and 4.3
and the following properties of Ly .

Lemma 4.6
(2) EY = {u*(A|g) ’ Ae .Aﬁat(Y),u S gl’p(Z)}
(ii) Ly C A%P(X) is a Lagrangian submanifold.

(i1i) Ly C Ag;ﬁ(E) and Ly is invariant under the action of G1'P(3).

(iv) Fiz any z € ©. Then
Ly ={A e AY"() | p.(A) € Hom(m, (Y),G) C Hom(m(X),G)},
where we identify
Hom(m (Y), G) = {p € Hom(m1 (%), G) | p(dm2(Y, X)) = {1} }.

So Ly obtains the structure of a GLP(X)-bundle over the g-fold product
M=Gx---xG=Hom(m(Y),G),

g;’P(Z) — Ly 2= Hom(m (Y), G).

Proof: Firstly, £y C Ag’apt(Z) follows from the fact that weak flatness is an

LP-closed condition for p > 2. The holonomy p, : Ag’apt(E) - Gx---xG
is continuous with respect to the LP-topology. Thus for every A € Ly the
holonomy vanishes on those loops in 3 that are contractible in Y. On the other
hand, in view of theorem 3.1, every A € Agft(il) whose holonomy descends
to Hom(m (Y),G) can be written as A = u*A, where v € GLP(X) and the
holonomy of A € Afiat () also vanishes along the loops that are contractible in
Y. Thus A can be extended to a flat connection on Y and smooth approximation
of u proves that A € Ly. This proves the alternative definitions of Ly in (iv)
and (i). Then (iii) is a consequence of (i).

To prove the second assertion in (iv) we explicitly construct local sections
of Ly. Let the loops aq, 51,...,04,8; C ¥ be disjoint from z and represent
the standard generators of m1(X) such that a4, ..., a4 generate m;(Y') and such
that the only nonzero intersections are o;; N B3;. 8 One can then modify the oy

871(X) is the group generated by «ai1,B81,...,0g,8s with the relation
alﬁlaflﬁfl - agﬁgag_lﬂg_l =1, whereas 71(Y') is the free group generated by aq,...,aq.
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such that they run through z but still do not intersect the 3; for j # i. Now
fix A € Ly. In order to change its holonomy along «; by some g € G close to
1, one gauge transforms A in a small neighbourhood of §; in ¥ with a smooth
gauge transformation that equals 1 and g respectively near the two boundary
components of that ring about ;. That way one obtains a smooth local section
¢ :V — Ly defined on a neighbourhood V' C g9 of 0, such that ¢(0) = A and
pz0¢:V — Hom(m (Y),G) is a bijection onto a neighbourhood of p,(A). This
leads to a bundle chart

GiPrX)yxV — Ly
(wv) = w(v).

Note that for smooth A € Ly N A(X) the local section ¢ constructed above
in fact is a section in the smooth part Ly N .A(X) of the Lagrangian. Using
these bundle charts one also checks that £y C A%P(X) is indeed a Banach
submanifold. Now a submanifold chart near ¥(u,v) € A%P(X) is given by
(&, w) = Y(exp(§)u,v + w) 4+ *T(y ) P(§,w). As in lemma 4.3 one checks that
this is a local diffeomorphism.

To verify the Lagrangian condition it suffices to consider w on T 4.A%P (%)
for smooth A € Ly. This is because both w and Ly are invariant under the
gauge action. So we pick some A € Ly N A(X) and find A € Aga;(Y) such
that A = /~1|Z. Let a, 8 € TaLy, then by the characterization of Ly in (i)
we find &, € WHP(X,g) and paths A~ AP [-1,1] — Agat(Y) such that
A%(0) = Aﬁ(O) = A and

= daé+ 3| _A%s)s, B = daC+ L] _A%)s.
Now firstly Stokes’ theorem on ¥ with 9% = @) proves

w(da&, dal) hm/ da&” ANdac”) = lim/d<§”/\dAC”> =0
V—00 >

v

Here we have used smooth W1P-approximations £ and ¢¥ of ¢ and ( respec-
tively.
Similarly, one obtains w(d4&, %AB|Z) = 0 and w(%fla\g,dflg) = 0 since
( Aa|2) dé Fj. |E = 0. Finally, Stokes’ theorem with 0Y = ¥ yields due
toFAa )f()foralls

wla, p) = /E<%AQ|ZA%A5\Z> - /Yd%zmi%
— [ (&R n g2 - [(gAndFL) =0
Y Y

This proves that w|p,z, = 0 and recalling (14) one moreover sees that T 4Ly
and *T Ly are L?-orthogonal. In fact, we even have the topological decom-
position LP(X, T*Y ® g) = TaLy @ *TaLy, and this proves the Lagrangian
property of Ly. To see that this direct sum indeed exhausts the whole space
consider the Hodge type decomposition as in the proof of lemma 4.3,

LP(S, T*S @ g) = daWP(5,9) ® xda WP (5, 9) ® ha.
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Here we have dimhy = 2¢ - dimG, and we have already seen that Ly is
a GLP(¥)-bundle over the (g - dim G)-dimensional manifold Hom(m;(Y),G).
So daWLP(X,g) C TaLy is the tangent space to the fibre through A, and
then for dimensional reasons T4 Ly @ *T 4Ly also exhausts h 4 and thus all of
LP(X, T*Y ® g). O
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