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HARMONIC METRICS AND SEMI-SIMPLENESS

DI WU AND XI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Given a flat vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold, Corlette |[Coll]
and Donaldson |[Do3] proved that it admits harmonic metrics if and only if it is semi-simple.
In this paper, we extend this equivalence to arbitrary vector bundles without any additional
hypothesis, the result can be viewed as a Riemannian Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence.
Furthermore, we also prove an equivalence of categories in Sasakian geometry, relating the
category of projective flat complex vector bundles to the category of Higgs bundles.

1. INTRODUCTION

A unifying principle in geometric analysis predicts that existences of canonical metrics
should be closely related to appropriate algebraic stability conditions on underlying geomet-
ric objects, one may refer to the works on Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture for extremal metrics
in Kéhler geometry and Donaldson-Uhlenbeck-Yau characterization(also referred as Hitchin-
Kobayashi correspondence or Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence) for Hermitian-Einstein met-
rics in holomorphic vector bundles. It is our aim in present paper to investigate the issue on
general vector bundles. Unless indicated explicitly otherwise, vector bundles could be real or
complex, whose metrics are Riemannian or Hermitian respectively.

Suppose that E is a smooth vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g)
and V is a connection on E. We call (E, V) semi-simple(also called completely reducible or
reductive in the literature) if it splits as a direct sum of simple sub-bundles, where simple(also
called irreducible or stable in the literature) means that there exists no nontrivial V-invariant
sub-bundle. A vector bundle E is said to be semi-simple if (E, V) is semi-simple for some V.
Naturally there arises a fundamental problem: Does there exist certain best canonical metrics
on (E,V)? On the other hand, motivated by calculating the Euler characteristic number
X(F) via the Gauss-Bonnet-Chern formula and its ramifications, one may ask: How to find
metric compatible connections on E¢ For this purpose, we write for a metric K on E,

(1.1) V =V + ¢k,
where Vg is a connection preserving K and ¢ is a End(E)-valued 1-form. We define
1
(12) £o(K) = 5/ |2 dvol,,
M

and the point is to minimize &y (K) when K varies.
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The canonical metric concerned in this paper is the critical point of &y which means
(1.3) Vv =0,

and we then call H a harmonic metric. Another reason for this candidate lies in the scenario
of nonabelian Hodge theory in Kéhler geometry [Si3], in which V is assumed to be flat and
the existence of harmonic metrics leads to the existence of Higgs structures. It is remarked
that the flatness means any metric H corresponds to an equivariant map

(1.4) fu: M — GL(r)/U(r),

where M is the universal covering space of M and r = rank(E), Moreover, it is known that

H being harmonic iff fr; being harmonic. So in general case, lacking of flatness may block off

methods used in equivariant harmonic maps. Detecting harmonic metrics on vector bundles is

a nonlinear system generalization of solving Laplace equations and obstructions would appear.
In this paper, we prove(see Theorem [2.1])

Theorem 1.1. Let (E,V) be a vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold with an
arbitrary connection V, then it admits harmonic metrics if and only if it is semi-simple.

Note that Theorem [I.1]is a Riemannian counterpart of the Hitchin-Kobayashi correspon-
dence in Kéhler geometry [Doll, D02, [UY]. Concerning Theorem [[LT], there are a few previous
works in the presence of extra assumptions which we should mention. As a postscript to
Hitchin’s paper [Hi] on self-duality equations, borrowing ideas from harmonic maps, Donald-
son |Do3] proved that any vector bundle over a compact Riemannian surface equipped with
a semi-simple flat connection must admit harmonic metrics. Deforming a semi-simple flat
connection via an evolution equation and utilizing Uhlenbeck compactness [Uh], it is Corlette
who proved Theorem [Tl for flat vector bundles in [Col]. Many works are constantly engaged
in generalizations and applications on Corlette-Donaldson’s tremendous criterion since then,
see [CJY, Co2, JZ1,JZ2, KV, Li, ILd, [Li, Ma, PZZ, Si2, WZ]. Among other things, if (E, V)
is non-Hermitian Yang-Mills(see [KV] for precise definition) instead of flatness and the base
space is a compact Kahler manifold, Kaledin-Verbitsky conjectured([KV,, Conjecture 8.7])
that the existence of harmonic metrics is equivalent to a kind of stability condition, see [PSZ].

Given an automorphism o € Aut(E), it acts on a connection V by V + 0oV oo~ and
the space Mg of isomorphism classes of simple connections is realized as the quotient

(1.5) {Simple connections on E}/ Aut(E).

We say a connection V irreducible if there is no nontrivial V-invariant endomorphism and the
space M g of isomorphism classes of irreducible connections with V-4 x = 0 is defined by
(1.6) {Irreducible connections V on E with Viyg =0}/ U(E, K),

where U(E, K) C Aut(E) is the sub-group preserving K.
Using Theorem [[I] we have(see Corollary [2.1])

Corollary 1.1. Assume (F,K) is a Hermitian vector bundle over a compact Riemannian
manifold, then there is a bijection from Mg to My k.

Next we are concerned with vector bundles which have Sasakian manifolds as base spaces.
Recall Sasakian manifolds were first introduced in [Sa], which is a subject lying on the inter-
section of contact, CR, Riemannian and Ké&hler geometry. A standard model of a compact
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Sasakian manifold is the odd dimensional unit sphere S2"*!. With the robust discovery of its
relevance in string theory and anti-de Sitter space duality conjecture/conformal field theory
in mathematical physics [Mal, there has been a considerable increase of interests in Sasakian
manifolds of late, see [BG, |IGMSW, IMS, MSY] and references therein.

An application of Theorem [[T] emerges in Sasakian geometry, we prove(see Theorem [3.1))

Theorem 1.2. For a compact Sasakian manifold (M, T, oM,n) of dimension 2n + 1, there
exists an equivalence between the category of rank r semi-simple basic projective flat complex
vector bundles over M and the category of rank r poly-stable basic Higgs bundles over M with

(17) [ (camn(B) = 52 (B)) a2 A =0,

where £ is the characteristic direction and F¢ is the associated foliation.

The existence of harmonic metrics is employed to produce the functor that from semi-simple
basic projective flat complex vector bundles to basic Higgs bundles. Beyond that, it requires
to prove the key property Vg (¢g(£)) = 0 for harmonic metric H, known by Biswas-Kasuya
[BK1] for flat vector bundles via modifying the spinorial proof of [Pe, Theorem 4.1]. Under the
weaker condition Vg Vg = 0, we shall give a simple maximum principle proof without
involving special curvature theory of Tanaka-Webster connections on Sasakian manifolds and
the commutative formula [Pe, Corollary 2.1] concerning the Dirac operator, see Lemma
The opposite direction is mainly inspired by [Sil] and Baraglia-Hekmati’s work |[BH| on a
foliated Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence, where the notion of stability was addressed.

Our Theorem [[2extends the main result in [BK1](see also [BM] for the case of quasi-regular
Sasakian manifolds) to the nonvanishing Chern classes case. Note these are Sasakian analogues
of the Corlette-Donaldson-Hitchin-Simpson correspondence built upon [Col,Do3, Hi, ISil, Si3],
dating back to Narasimhan-Seshadri [NS]|, Donadlson [Dol, IDo2] and Uhlenbeck-Yau [UY]].
Readers are also refereed to [BK2, [Ka, [KM)] for recent works concerning related topics.

2. HARMONIC METRICS ON VECTOR BUNDLES

2.1. Preliminaries. We assume FE is a vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold
(M,g) and set AP(M,E) = I'(APT*M ® E), the space of p-forms on M with values in E.
Associated to a connection V on FE, the exterior differential operator

(2.1) D: AP(M,E) — AP™Y(M, E)

is defined by requiring D(a ® u) = da ® u+ (—1)P?a A Vu for any a € AP(M) and u € I'(E).
Then the curvature is given by Fy = D oV € A%(M,End(E)). For w € AP(M, E), we have
p
Duw(eg, ...,ep) = Z(—l)kvek (w(eo, €1, -es €ky ees€p))
(2.2) k=0
+ Z (—1)k+lw([ek,el],el,...,eAk,...,él,...,ep),
0<k<I<p

where ey, ...,e, € I'(T'M) and symbols covered by A are omitted. If the tangent bundle T'M
is equipped with a connection VT the action of V may be further extended to tensorial
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combinations of TM and E as well as their duals. Then it also holds

p

Duw(eg, ...,ep) = Z(—l)k(vekw)(eo, vy €y ey €p)
(2.3) k=0
— Z (—1)k+lW(TvTM(€k,El),el,...,ék,...,él,...,ep),
0<k<I<p

where Tyrm denotes the torsion. For a metric K on F, we have the pointwise inner-product

(2.4) (o,0) : AP(M, E) x AP(M, E) — C*(M),

(2‘5) (w,@) — Z K(w(eil,...,eip),H(eil,...,eip)),

11<...<ip

where {e; is an orthogonal unit basis of T M. Henceforth, we will omit the subscript K
if there is no ambiguity. The generalized inner-product

i

(2.6) K(e,0): AP(M,E) x AYM,E) — APT(M)
is defined by requiring K(a ® u,8 ®@ v) = (u,v)a A § for any o € AP(M), f € AY(M) and
u,v € I'(E). In particular, for w,0 € AP(M, E) we have K (w,*0) = (w,§)dvol,, where x is

the Hodge star operator acting on the form component.
Given above V and K, we define ¢ € A'(M,End(E)) by

(2.7) K (5 (), v) = % (K(Vu,v) + K (u, Vo) — dEK (u,v)),
where u,v € I'(E). One can easily check 9 is self-adjoint and

(2.8) Vi =V -t : A%M,E) - AY (M, E)

is a connection preserving K. The co-differential operator

(2.9) Di; i AP(M,E) — AP~Y(M, E)
is determined by D, the exterior differential operator of Vg,
(2.10) / (Dgw,8)dvol, = / (w, Dx0) dvolg,
M M
where w € AP71(M, E),0 € AP(M, E). Then it holds
(2.11) Dib(er,...,ep—1) = —trg Vi ob(e, €1,...,ep—1),

where for notational simplicity, Vi also denotes the connection on APT*M ® E which acts
on APT*M by the Levi-Civita connection VY.
For two metrics K and H on E, we denote by f = K~'H the endormorphism given by

(2.12) H(e,0) = K(f(e),e).
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By (277) and the fact that f is self-adjoint with respect to K and H, we have

(2.13) -

(¢K(u)vv) - §H((f_15Kf)u’U)7

where 0 = Vi — ¢¥k. It follows
1. 1,
(2.14) Vi =Vk +5f Yo f, v =K — 3/ 'Sk f.
According to the definition, we deduce
Vavy = —trg Vg
1. 1,._
= —trg(Vk + 3/ ok f) (W — 5f 'Sk f)

(2.15) =ty Vit 3ty Vie( 0 f) — 5 g0 ]

= Victk — 5 Vielf0) + 5 gl 0]
= Vk{k + %trg V(o).

Set f = h*h and H(e,e) = K(h(e),h(e)). Consider the gauge action h(e) = hoeoh™?
and write (V) = h(V)k + ¥p(v),ix for the decomposition of A(V) in term of K, then
dK (u,v) = dH(h™" (u),h ™" (v))
(2.16) = H((Vy o h™Yyu, i) + H(h™ (), (Vir o b))
= K(hM(Vu)u,v) + K(u, h(Vg)v),

K(nw),x (), 0) = 5 (K(W(V)u,v) + K(u, h(V)v) — dK (u,v))

H((V o h~Vu, i~ (v)) + %H(h_lu, (Vo =)o)
(2.17)

N o =N =

dH (h™" (u),h™" (v))

(a0 B~ u, h™H(v))
(h(Yr)u, v).

I
==
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Namely, we have h(V)x = h(Vy), ¥nv),x = h(1v 1), and hence it holds

h(V)knw),x = —trg h(V)k¥nvy). i
= —try RV )h(Vm)
= —h(try Vavn)
= h(Vydn).

Moreover, by (Z2]) we also know h(Dpr) is the exterior differential operator relative to h(V)k.

(2.18)

2.2. Harmonic metrics. We shall apply the method of continuity to detect harmonic metrics
on a simple vector bundle (E, V) over a compact Riemannian manifold (M.g). Let us fix a
background metric K and consider the following family of equations:

(219) V}}J/JHe = elog f67 fe = K_IHE'

Pick a metric Ky and a function u with Aju = —2rank(E) ! tr Vi, VKo» where Ay denotes
the Beltrami-Laplace. Define K = e“Ky, K = K exp(—V}?[) %), and then by (2.I5]), we obtain

(2.20) tr Vichg = tr Viapg =0

Moreover, one easily concludes f; = exp V}?[) 4 must solve (ZI9) with e = 1.

We denote by I the set of € € [0,1] such that (2.I9]) is solvable and thus 1 € J. For the
openness of I, we consider the operator

(221) L (0,1 % LR(SK) = L _5(Sk), (e, f) = f o (Vieptues — €log f),

where LP(Sk)(LY(SF)) is the Sobolev space of (positive)self-adjoint sections of End(E). Set
(2.22) V/ = Adf2oVoAdf 2, 6 = Adf 2 ok o Ad f2,

where Ad f 3 (o) =f Toeo f ~3 and Ad f =3 is defined accordingly. In the normal coordinate,

by /6L (F20F£72) = trg VI (F 26 (3F £ 1) £2)
= try Ad f2(V(f L0 (5 F 1) S))

(2.23) = tr, Ad £2(V(f 16k 6f) + V(f 05k f1F))
= trg Ad f2(V(f'650f) + V(6 f 0k f))
= 2Ad f2 (0 jrcs)-

It follows for any (e, f.) with Vi iy — €log fe =0,

0aL(e, fo) = 0fe(Vicpbi s, — elog fo) + fO(Vic ok s — elog f)
(2.24) = fo0Vk ks — efedlog fe

5Ffs 2 )R — ef.blog f..

S
2

1 1
= 5 fe trg VIoj (fe
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On the other hand, since d(u,v) = (V/u,v) + (u, 5}[(1)) for u,v € I'(End(E)), we have for any
¢ € Si(where Sk is the space of self-adjoint sections of End(E)) with d5L(e, fo)(¢) = 0,

DRGSR = (trg VIOLe (72007 2), 2072
(00T SV (017 ))
V(SRR 0 (200 )
> (tr, vfeafwf;%f;%),f;%fe )
RS (g VO (2 047)))
oty VRS (FTR0f ), f 20007
— 2(cf2dlog f(9)f 7, f 20 ?)
> 9 £ R s 7P,
where we have used the following pointwise inequality(see [LT, pp.69-70]):

(226) (F28108 Fo(@) 2. 120002 2 12003 P

So the maximum principle shows ¢ = 0 and therefore one easily concludes that 52f/(e, fe) is
an isomorphism. By the standard implicit function theorem, we get

(2.25)

=

Proposition 2.1. [ is a nonempty open subset.
Lemma 2.1. If [|log fellco(nry are uniform bounded, so are ||fe|lck(ary for any k > 1.

Proof. In the following, we shall use C;(j = 1,2, 3...) to denote uniform constants which may
depend on || log fe||co(ary and also observe

(2.27) Wnth, < Cri(lvx? + [V fel?),
(2.28) IVfe? < Colpr? + [ l3r,)-

First of all, we have

Agtr fo = trg dK (f7 10k fe, fe)
= (trg V(fT 0k fo), fo) + (f1Oxc fes O fe)
= 2AVin, — Vics, fe) + (10 fe 65 fo)
> —Cs + [, |3,

On the other hand, we compute

Agltbm, |7, = —2(V?1€VHE¢H€=¢H€)H€ + 2|V, n, |7,

= 240 (Fo,, (o, 3 )0 (o) ),

. 0., 0
+ 20 (Y, (Fos (o 5) (5 J>> va)n. +2AVabn

- 2(VH€VE€’IZ)H€7’IZ)HG)HG - 2(DH€DH5¢H57 ’I)Z)He)He

(2.29)

(2.30)
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We note the relation

(2.31) {

It follows

Dy pu, = 3(Fg + F&),
Fo,. +vu, ANbp, = 3(Fy — F&).

Byl [, = (09 b ()] — (F — ) (o, 00 o, ()] o
+2(¢m, o Ricy, Yu, ), + 2|Va, b, 7,
—26(Vy log fe, ¥u.)m. — (D (Fy + F™), m ),
(232 > b, — (P — ) o, ) b (o) o )
— Culvom |f, + 2Vt 4,
+ |V, log felh, + D}y, (Fy + F™)|m [vm, |,
> —C5 — Colpm, |y,
Therefore it holds for suitable constants A and B,

(2.33) Ag(Atr fe+ [ l7,) = —Cr + Blgm. |3,
and thus |¢H€|%I€ (z) < Cs, where Atr fo + g, |%{6 attains its maximum at z. This implies
(2.34) max IV fel? < Co(1 + [¢m, |77, (x)) < Cro.

Now for the Laplician Ay, = Vi, Vi + VgV, we have

1 1
(235) AVKfE = _5 trg(vaKfE + 5vae) + 5 trg[wKa [wa fs]]
The elliptic LP-theory indicates
[fellz < Cuu(llfellzr + [[Avy fellzr)

(2.36) < 012(1+ Htrg V(SKfeHLp)

< C’137
where we have used Vi ¢k + %trg(vt)"e_léKf6 + f7IVoK f.) = elog f.. Finally, the higher
order estimates follow from the elliptic regularity. O

Lemma 2.2. Iflimsup ||log f||;2 = oo, there is a nontrivial V-invariant sub-bundle of E.
e—0

Proof. We may assume [, = ||log fc||f2 — o0 as € — 0. In a straightford way, we compute
Ay|log fo|? = 2tr, dK (0f log fe,log fe)

= 2try dK (f 05 fe, log fe)

= 2(trg V(f 'O fe), log fe) + 2(f 0k fe. x log fe)

= A(Vig u, — Vit log fo) + 2(f 0k fe, 6 log fe)

= 4(Vy Y. — Vivk,log fo) + 2(®[log f](Vog fc), Viog fe)

> de|log hel* — 4|V iy || log hel,

(2.37)
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where ®(x,y) = (y — x) (™% — 1) for & # y, ®(z,z) = 1 and

(2.38) log fe = Moo ® €%, Vlog fe = (Vlog feo)gea ® e,
(2.39) Dllog f](Vlog fo) = ®(Ag, Aa)(Vlog fo)Gea @ €.
Let lgg\ﬁ = [-'log f. and (Z.37) implies

(2.40) llog fel <111 +1) < .

(2.41) / 1 ([1Iog 7] (Vog J.), Viog J.) dvol, — —2 / (Vi vn. — Ve, 1og 1.) dvol,,
M M

where C'is a uniform constant independing on €. Since

l, » <y, 0o, <y,
(2.42) 1 (lz, ly) = { Sl w >y, { (x—y)~! z>y,
increases monotonically when [ — oo, it holds
04 [ (IoETI(VIog), Viog T dvoly <2 [ (Vichuc, 0T, dvol,.
M M

for any p: R x R — R with p(z,y) < (x —y)~! whenever = > y and e is small enough. Due
to the zeroth order estimate of |log f¢|, by taking small p, it follows ||Vlog f|| £z are uniform
bounded. We may assume ||uo||z2 = 1 and

(2.44) log fe — oo € L2Sk,
weakly in L3-topology and strongly in L?-topology. Meanwhile, we have

(2.45) /M(p[uoo](Vuoo), Vi) dvoly < 2/M(V*K1/JK,UOO) dvol, < oco.

As long as (2.45)) is established, by using a similar discussion as [Sill, Lemma 5.5] we know
the eigenvalues of u, are constants almost everywhere. Since uy, # 0 and

/ tr Uoo dvoly = lim / tr lgg??e dvoly
M e—0 M

(2.46) = lim e 1! / tr Vi, ¢, dvol
M

e—0

= 0’

it admits at least two distinct eigenvalues A\ with k =1,...,y and 2 < v < r(we may assume
rank(F) = r > 1). We construct smooth functions fs : R — [0,00), s = 1,2,3,...,7 — 1, such
that fs(x) =1 if z < A, and fs(x) = 0 if z > Ag. Set Iy = fy[uso] which means fs acts on
the eigenvalues of uqo, it is known that II; # 0,idgp and
(2.47) I =TI, = T12.
Applying (2.45]) and a similar discussion as [Sil, Lemma 5.6], it yields

0 = (idp —1IL,) o VII,
(2.48) = (idg —1s) o V o Il

= V(idp —II,) o 1L,
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and taking adjoint gives
0 =01l o (idg —1Iy)
(2.49) = —II 0 0k o (idp —1IL)
=1l 0 0 (idp —1IIy).
Next we show each Il is smooth. Note Loftin [Ld] also considered the similar issue in the
study of Donaldson-Uhlenbeck-Yau type theorem for flat vector bundles over special affine

manifolds. It is also remarked that we are dealing with the real operator V rather than 0.
Indeed, it is purely a local matter, we first employ (248)) and (2.49) to deduce

VI, = (idg —1Ilg) o VII, + I o VI
= Il o VII;
(2.50) = II5 0 5k TIs + 20T o [thgc, 1]
=TI, 0 6 (id g —TI) + 210 o [¢hg, TT4]
=2l o0 [¢K:H8]7

from which and us, € L>(Sk) we know Il € LY(Sk) for any p > 0. Using
(2.51) V21 = 2V, o [thre, TIg] + 2005 o Vi, T],

we have II; € L5(Sk) for any p > 0. Applying the process repeatedly, we find II; € Li(SK)
for any k,p > 0 and thus smooth.

Finally, since each II; : F — FE is a nontrivial smooth homomorphisn of bundles and has
constant rank, it represents a nontrivial sub-bundle(see [Wel, Proposition 2.10])

(2.52) Fy 2 imIl; < E.
Furthermore, (2.48) indicates Fj is preserved by V, a contradiction to the simpleness. O
Proposition 2.2. T =[0,1].

Proof. From ([237), we see |logh:| < e !|Vitk|, Proposition 2] and Lemma 2] show
I =(0,1]. For e — 0, the simpleness and Lemma[2.2imply || log fe||;2 are uniformly bounded,
from this and (2.37) we know |[|log fc||co(ps) must be uniformly bounded. We conclude the a
priori estimates up to arbitrary order in view of Lemma 2.1] and hence 0 € 1. O

2.3. Consequences. A triple (E,V, H) will be called a harmonic bundle if H is harmonic.
The semi-simpleness of a harmonic bundle follows from a vector bundle analogue of Gauss-
Codazzi equations. In fact, for any V-invariant sub-bundle F, we write F = F @ F* orthog-
onally and V takes the following form

_ (Ve B
(2.53) v_< OF v; )

where V -(V p. ) is the induced connection on F(F+) and B € A (M, Hom(F*, F)) is referred
as the second fundamental form. It is easily known that

(2.54) Vy = ( VIFZ 3Pr ) b = < Yrm  5PF >7

1
2Br Yrim
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where we decompose Vp = Vg +vpg and Ve = Vi g+v¢p. . We may choose a local
normal coordinate and deduce

dim M 1 0
« Vi (57) /BF( ) > Vimo 38r(57)
\Y% = 2 o
o= 3 () 2 ’(—%5;<%> Voo )
V*}7]7[¢FH v* 1 5]7
2.55 = . (FH)*®@F,H
= <1V cortuPr Vi gVein )

dim M 1 N
+ Z < QBF(axz) BF(axz) 2[7:Z)(F )*QF, (a/xé;(ﬁg() )] >’

~3[Vrart, (), b5 (500)] 385 (5) © Br (5

By the harmonicity Of H , we have
dim M a

(2.56) 2VEaYrH = Z /BF o BF(

8:17@)

Taking trace on both sides and 1ntegrat1ng over M indicate S = 0, therefore

(2.57) (E,V,H)=(F,Vg, H)® (F*, V., H)

splits as harmonic bundles. By an induction argument we conclude that (F, V) is semi-simple
and combing this with Proposition yields

Theorem 2.1. The existence of harmonic metrics and the semi-simpleness are equivalent.

Corollary 2.1. Given a Hermitian vector bundle (F, K), we have a natural bijection:

(2.58) Ig : ./\/ls — M[,K.

Proof. Given a simple connection V with Vf =0 for f € I'(End(E)). Let
(2.59) gA) = (A= A)™ (A =A™

be the characteristic polynomial of f, where A; are the s mutually different eigenvalues of
f. Tt is known that tr f¥ must be constants since dtr f* = tr Vf* = 0. In particular, we
conclude A;, m; are constants and we decompose E into the eigenspaces of f:
S

(2.60) (E,V) = D(Ex, VIg,,)-

i=1
If s > 2 one finds at least one nontrivial V-invariant sub-bundle, contradicting to the simple-
ness. Therefore f only has one eigenvalue, saying A. However the simpleness again implies
ker(f — Nidg) = F, f = Aidp and hence V is irreducible. Furthermore, there is a connection
in the Aut(E)-orbit through V such that K is harmonic. In fact, we pick H, the harmonic
metric given in Theorem 1] and it follows for K—'H = h*Xp,

(2.61) h(V)k¥nw),x = (V) = 0.

If K—'H = h*Kh, h(V) is isomorphic to h(V) via ho h~' € U(E, K). Moreover, let H;, Hy
be two harmonic metrics and hio = H; LH,, we have

_1
(2.62) Agtrhig = (hiy 0m, hiz, 0 hio) i, = |hyo? O, haoldy,
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from which and the simpleness we know that hio is a constant mutiple of idg. Consequently,
V uniquely corresponds to an element, saying I (V) = [A(V)] € M k. In addition, assuming
Ix(V) = [h(V)] and Ix(g(V)) = [ha(g(V))], it is not hard to see

(2.63) ha(9(V) = (ha 0 go hy 1) (hi(V)), haogohy' € U(E, K).
That is, I desends to a bijection from Mg to Mj x, as required. O

3. AN APPLICATION IN SASAKIAN GEOMETRY

3.1. Sasakian manifolds in pseudo-Hermitian geometry. We start with some basic
facts on Sasakian manifolds from the viewpoint of pseudo-Hermitian geometry, more details
can be found in [BG, IDT]]. Let M be a 2n + 1-dimensional smooth manifold, a CR structure
on M is an integrable rank n complex sub-bundle

(3.1) Ty oM CT"M =TM ®C

satisfying T oM NTp 1M = {0} for Ty 1M = Ty oM. We then call (M, Ty oM) a CR manifold
and its maximal complex or Levi, distribution is the real rank 2n real sub-bundle

(3.2) HM = Re{T1 oM & Ty M} CTM.

It carries a complex structure J : HM — HM given by

(3.3) JX+X)=vV-1(X-X), X €Ty oM.

Assume M to be orientable, we define

(3.4) E,={weT;M,HM, Ckerw} C T M,

then E a real line bundle and any globally defined nowhere vanishing section 7 is called a
pseudo-Hermitian structure and the associated Levi form L, is defined by

(3.5) Ly(X,Y)=—V-1dn(X,Y), X,Y € T1 oM.

An orientable CR manifold (M, T;,9M) is nondegenerate if L, is nondegenerate for a pseudo-
Hermitian structure n and (M,T1 oM, n) is called a pseudo-Hermitian manifold. Moreover,
(M, T1,0M,n) is said to be strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold if L, is positive definite.

For a pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M, T oM, n), dn is nondegenerate on H M and thus there
is a unique nonvanishing vector field &(referred to as the characteristic direction) such that

(3.6) n(§) =1, dn(§,e) =0,
and ¢ is transverse to the Levi distribution(that is TM = HM @ RE). Define a bilinear form
(3.7) Gp(X,)Y)=dn(X,JY), X,Y € HM,

the integrability of T} oM implies that G, is J-invariant and thus symmetric. One may extend
G, to a semi-Riemannian(Riemannian if strictly pseudoconvex CR) metric via

(38) gn(Xv Y) = Gn(Xv Y)7 gn(X7 g) = 07 977(676) = 17X7Y € HM7
and we call it the Webster metric.

Proposition 3.1 (|Ta, Webl, see also [DT]]). For a pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M, T, oM, n),
we extend J to an endomorphism of TM by requiring J§ = 0. There exists a unique affine
connection VM (called Tanaka- Webster connection) on TM such that
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(1) HM is parallel with respect to V™M,
(2) VMg, =0, VIM J=0 and VITM¢ =0,
(8) The torsion Tyrm is pure:
(a) Tgrm o J + Jorgrm =0,
(b) Tyrm (X7 Y) =0, Tyrm (Xv 7) = dn(Xv 7)5:
where Tgrm = Tyrum (€, ®)(called the pseudo-Hermitian torsion) and X,Y € Ty oM.

As an endomorphism, it is known that
(3.9) tr TyT™M = 0, TyTM (TLOM) - T()71M.

On the other hand, the relation between the Levi-Civita connection V97 and the Tanaka-
Webster connection VI is given by(see [DT])

VRY = VEMY = (g5(X, J(Y)) = go(rorn (X),Y)) €

(3.10)
+ o (X)n(Y) +n(X)J(Y) +n(Y)J(X),

for two vector fields X, Y. Define a vector field U = trg, (V97 — VIM) and it follows
Lemma 3.1. For a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold (M, T oM, n), we have U = 0.

Definition 3.1. A strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold (M, T 0M,n) with vanishing pseudo-
Hermitian torsion Tyrm s called a Sasakian manifold.

3.2. A vanishing result. In what follows we always assume {e; = &, e, ..., €9,41} is a local
frame of TM and {e! = n, €2, ...,e2" "1} is a local frame of T*M. For a vector bundle E over
M with a connection V and a metric K on F, we shall use Vi to denote the connection on
A*T*M ® E which acts on A*T*M by VIM™ and acts on E by V. We take the notation

(3.11) V%LX,YW =VuxVayw— VH’Vgl\/IYw,

for two vector fields X,Y and w € A*(E).
A connection V on a complex vector bundle F is called projective flat if the curvature
satisfies vV—1Fy = a ® idg for a 2-form «a.

Lemma 3.2. Let (E,V) be a projective flat complex vector bundle over a compact Sasakian
manifold (M, Ty oM,n) and H be a metric on E with Vg Ny =0, then V(v (§)) = 0.

Proof. We first note Lemma [3.T] implies
Virbm = 6§ Ve (br(e;) — 9 bu (Vi e;)
= 0V u e (Vu(e;) — g ¥u(VEM e)

The projective flatness means Dyt = 0, /—1(Fy,, + ¢y Ay) = a®idg for a € A2(M).
Next we deduce the symmetry

Ve (¥u(€) = Ve, bu () + vu(VEME)
(3.13) = VH7§1[)H(BZ') — ¢H(TvTM (62)) — DH¢H(£, ei)
= Vue(u(e)),

(3.12)
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where we haved used VI™¢ = 0 and the vanishing of pseudo-Hermitian torsion. Using these
properties again, ([B.12]) and (B3] repeatedly, we have

trg, Vir(u (&) = 97V e Ve, (u(€)) - QZjVH,v;{Z_Mej (V)
= gff Herc(Wr(ej)) — Q%jVH,vg;Mej (V)
= UVH& e, (VH(ej)) — gf;jVH,veTiMej (Yu(§))
+ 03 (1P (€0, €) 0 ()] + Vit gy (e (0 (€5)))

= 9 Ve (Vr(e)) = 05 VH,veTiMej (Yu(€))

1

_ §ggj[[sz(ei),"¢H(§)]:¢H(ej)]

= IV eV ie, (W (e;)) — 69V e (b (VEMe;))

_ %gn ([r(eq), o (€))s ¥m ()]

= =VueVvn — 597 [V (e, v (©)] vu(e))].
By Lemma [3.1] and the assumption on H, it follows

Ag, [0r (©)[7r = div(V™M | (€)|F)
= 2(trg, VEWm(€), v () + 2|V u(vu (€)%

(3.14)

3.15 ]
(319 = —(g7 [[Wm(es), v ()], vu(ey)), vu () + 2V u(Vu )|k
= [ (&), Yallir + 2V (L ()F,
and we thus conclude Vg (¢ (£)) = 0 by maximum principle. d

Under the setting in Lemma [3.2] we define D = gfij (ei ANVHe — L(ei)VHﬁj), the Dirac
operator on A*T*M ® End(F). By ([B12]) and the projective flatness, we have
(316) D¢H = gfyjel A vH@ij + V?ﬂ/’Ha
and for any XY € TM,
(g€ AVie,vu)(X,Y) = Vuxua(Y) = Vaytn(X)
(3.17) =Yg (Tyrm (X,Y)) + Dayu(X,Y)
= Y (Torar (X, Y)).

Therefore we have DYy = dn ® ¥g(§) + Ve due to Proposition B.I] and the vanishing of
pseudo-Hermitian torsion. Furthermore it holds

D*py = g7l (¢ N Ve, (dn @ ¢ (€) — (Ve (dn @ vr(£)))(e:))
=g (' Ndn @ Ve, (Y (€)) — dnlei, o) @ Ve, (Yu(€))) ,

where we have used V™ dn = 0. Thanks to Lemma B2, we find Dy = 0 since D is formal
self-adjoint(see [Pé€, Proposition 2.1]). Hence, we have the following vanishing result which is
essential to construct basic Higgs structures.

(3.18)
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Proposition 3.2. Let (E,V) be a projective flat complex vector bundle over a compact
Sasakian manifold (M, Ty oM,n) and H be a metric on E with Vg Vg = 0, then H
is exactly harmonic and satisfies g (§) = 0.

3.3. Correspondence between projective flat bundles and Higgs bundles. Below we
assume the base space is a compact Sasakian manifold (M, T oM, n) and denote by Ay, (M)
¢

the space of basic forms, meaning that any w € Aj_ (M) satisfies (cqw = 0 and Lew = 0.
¢

Since kern ® C = Ty oM @ Tp,1 M, we similar have the decomposition

AR (MY C = AP (M
(3.19) By, (M) ® s Bz (M),

where A%i (M) is the sub-space of basic forms of type (p,q). It is easy to see the exterior
3

differential preserves basic forms and hence d = ¢ + d¢ on A%f{ (M) ® C, such that
(3.20) Oe : AGA(M) — (M), B : ARI(M) — AR (M),

In the presence of the CR structure 77 oM and the complex structure J, there is a transverse
holomorphic structure on M (with the transverse Kéhler structure dn) as well as the transverse
Hodge theory on the foliated manifold (M, F¢), see [Ta, Chapter 7] and [BK1, pp.275].

Let E be a complex vector bundle over M, it is called transverse holomorphic if it can
be trivialized by an open cover M = gUa so that each transition function f,s is basic and

holomorphic(that is, 55 fap = 0). We have the canonical Dolbeault operator
3 , a+1

(3.21) O : A‘j’rg(M.E) — A‘j’rg (M, E),

which satisfies 51213 =0 and for a € A’gqfé (M), ue A%fs (M, E),

(3.22) Op(aAu) =0ca®@u+ (—1)P a A dpu.

A basic Higgs bundle (F,0) consists of a transverse holomorphic bundle E and a Higgs field
0 € A}ég (M,End(E)) satisfying 0 = 0, 6 A9 = 0. Assume further £ admits a basic
3

Hermitian metric H, one may take all nontrivial sub-Higgs sheaves to define the notion of
poly-stability on (E, §) in the manner of [BH, Section 3.3]. We say a connection V on a vector
bundle F is basic if the associated D restricts to a homomorphism

(3.23) D: A% (M,E) — A’gl(M, E),

and the pair (F, V) is said to be a basic vector bundle. For a basic connection V on E, we
may define Ck, B, (E,V) € A%_—'z (M, E) by

V=1 &
(3.24) det(I + =5 —Fy) = kz_o kB, (B, V).

For each k, the class ¢, Br, (E,V) in Hp_ (M), the cohomology of complex
¢
(3.25) (Ap, (M),d

is independent of the choice of basic connections and we just write ¢, Br, (E).

Ap (M) ),
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Proposition 3.3. Let (M,ThoM,n) be a compact Sasakian manifold of dimension 2n + 1
and (E,V) be a rank r semi-simple basic projective flat complex vector bundle over M, then
it determines a poly-stable basic Higgs bundle (E,0) over M such that

(3.26) /M <62,ij§ (E) — %C%,BQ (E)> A (dn)" 2 A =0.

Proof. We employ Theorem [I.1] and Proposition to find a harmonic metric H on (E, V)
satisfying ¥ (§) = 0. It follows that Vg induces a homomorphism

(3.27) Dy : A%, (M, E) — Aij{l(M, E).
We decompose Dy = Op ¢ + 51{,5 and Yy = Oy ¢ + 5H7§ such that
(3.28) O : AGH(M,E) — ALY(M,E), Oue : ARI(M, E) — AR (M, E),

and 0 € A7 (M,End(E)), O ¢ € A% (M,End(E)).
The projective flatness implies

(3.29) 8H756H75 =0, 5H,§§H,§ =0, 8H,§§H,§ + EH,SHH,g =0,
2 1 —92 1 _
(3.30) e = —5[91{,5,91{,5]7 Ope = _5[9H,579H,5]7
- — tr Fy .
(3.31) O, 0mel = —[0me Ome] + Tv ®idg.

Set Dy ¢ = Ope + 0ue and Gye = Dy 0 Dy ¢, it follows

tr(GH’g N GH@) A (dT])n_2 = -2 tr(@H’g A §H7§ N HH,S VAN HH,S) VAN (d?’])n_2
- tr(5H7§0H7§ VAN OH,ﬁH,g) A (d?])n_2
=-2 tr(@H’g A §H7§ VAN HH,S VAN HH,S) VAN (d?’])n_2
(3.32) — 5'51"(9}175 A OH,ﬁH,g) A (d?])n_2

— tr Fs . — n—
+ 0O A0 Orrel — = @ idp, Brrel) A (d)"

=—-0 (tr(@H@ A 8H,§§H,§) A (d?’])n_2) .

The harmonicity of H is equivalent to A¢Gr¢ = 0, meaning G ¢ is primitive, where A¢ is
the adjoint of the multiplication of dn. Thus

t1(Grre A Grre) A(dn)" ™2 = 201 tr(Gyl A xeGh) — Crin(GRl A Gy
(3.33) = 201 tr(GE, N *e(GEY)™) + Crte(Gl A (G
= (Cytr (GH,g A *SG*HIQ) ,

for a constant Cy, where ¢ is the basic Hodge star operator given by x¢3 = x(n A ) for
B € Ap, (M). Therefore integrating tr(Gre A Gue) N (dn)"=2 A over M yields Gp¢ = 0,
3
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meaning (F,0) is a basic Higgs bundle with canonical Dolbeault operator 51{75. In addition,
the calculation in [Sil, Proposition 3.4] shows for a constant Cs,

r—1, n—2
[ (camn (B "5 G (B)) a2

(3.34) _ 1 > 1 2

=0y M <|FVH+9H,5+§H,§|H B |A£FVH+€H,§+§H,5|H) dVOlg”

=0,
by the projective flatness. Using the basic metric H, the stability of basic Higgs bundle can
be well-defined and one easily concludes the poly-stability, see [BH, Theorem 4.7]. g

Proposition 3.4. Let (M, T oM,n) be a compact Sasakian manifold of dimension 2n+1 and
(E,0) be a rank r poly-stable basic Higgs bundle satisfying (8.26]) over M, then it determines
a semi-simple basic projective flat complex vector bundle (E,V) over M.

Proof. The Sasakian analogue of [Sil, Theorem 1.1] shows that there exists a basic Hermitian
metric H on (E, ) such that(see [BK1])

(3.35) ANFg =0, V=Vy+0+0H

where Vg is the canonical basic Chern connection. Now by ([3.:34)) it follows
r—1
0= [ (o (B~ T i () Ay A
(3.36) = [ (IP$F — 184 ) avol,

= Cu [ R dvol,,.
M
This means (E, V) is a semi-simple basic projective flat complex vector bundle. O

Suppsoe that (F,V) is a flat vector bundle with a harmonic metric H, over a compact
Sasakian manifold (M, Ty oM, n). Define HY, R.Fe (M, F) to be the space of V-parallel elements
of Ag—g (M, F) and H,%Olf?z (M, F) to be the space of D%}l +¢}{’O—parallel elements of Ag—g (M, F).

In view of Proposition B.3], Proposition [3.4] and the natural isomorphism
(3.37) H%R,Fg(Mv F) = H%ol,]-—g(Ma F),
via transverse Kéhler identities(just as [Si3, Lemma 1.2]), we conclude
Theorem 3.1. For a compact Sasakian manifold (M, T, oM,n) of dimension 2n + 1, there
exists an equivalence between the following two categories:

e Semi-simple basic projective flat complex vector bundles over M.
e Poly-stable basic Higgs bundles satisfying (3:26]) over M.
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