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Non-maximal Anosov Representations from Surface Groups to

SO0(2, 3)

Junming Zhang∗

Abstract

We prove the representation given by a stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle through

the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence is {α2}-almost dominated. This is a generalization of Filip’s

result on weight 3 variation of Hodge structures and answers a question asked by Collier, Tholozan

and Toulisse.
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1 Introduction

Higher Teichmüller theory, as a generalization of classical Teichmüller theory, is con-

cerned with the study of representations of fundamental group π1(S) of oriented hyperbolic

surface S into simple real Lie groups G of higher rank. The concept of Anosov repre-

sentations introduced by F. Labourie in [Lab06] plays an important role in the study of

higher Teichmüller theory.

On the other hand, another useful tool in higher Teichmüller theory is the Higgs bun-

dle. For a closed oriented hyperbolic surface S equipped with a Riemann surface structure

X = (S, J), by the celebrated non-Abelian Hodge correspondence founded by Hitchin in

[Hit87] and developed by Corlette, Simpson and many others, reductive representations

π1(S) → GL(n,C) correspond to polystable GL(n,C)-Higgs bundles, which is a holomor-

phic concept consisting of a holomorphic vector bundle E with rank n, degree 0 and a

Higgs field Φ ∈ H0(X,End(E)⊗ KX), where KX denotes the canonical line bundle of X .

When G is a linear group, we can equip additional structure on the Higgs bundles and

obtain the G-version non-Abelian Hodge correspondence. Moreover, there is also ana-

logue for general real reductive Lie groups (c.f. [GPG+09]). One can use the non-Abelian

Hodge correspondence to deduce lots of topological properties of the character varietes of

the surface group representations into the Lie group G.

For instance, to get a representation from a Higgs bundle (E ,Φ), we need to solve a

PDE called the Hitchin’s self-dual equation. It is with respect to the Hermitian metric h

on E :
F (∇h) + [Φ,Φ∗h ] = 0,

where F (∇h) denotes the curvature form of the Chern connection of h, and ∗h denotes

the adjoint with respect to h. The solution gives a flat connection ∇h +Φ+Φ∗h and the

monodromy representation ρ is the desired representation. The solution metric h here is

called the harmonic metric and it can be illustrated as a ρ-equivariant harmonic map hρ

from the universal cover S̃ of S to the symmetric space of G. And to (uniquely) solve the

equation, we need the stability conditions on (E ,Φ).
Also, the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence for some non-compact hyperbolic sur-

faces of finite-type, which are the compact surfaces with finitely many points removed,

are developed by Simpson, Biquard, Garćıa-Prada and many others by linking the repre-

sentations with parabolic Higgs bundles, c.f. [Sim90] and [BGPiR20]. Roughly speaking,

a parabolic Higgs bundle means there will be some parabolic weights at the punctures

and we allow the Higgs field having some poles compatible with the weights.

While, in general, it is hard to check the Anosov property of a representation corre-

sponding to a given Higgs bundle other than the known higher Teichmüller spaces or some

trivial embeddings of known Anosov representations since we must solve the Hitchin’s self-

dual equation to get the correspondence.
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In this article we will mainly focus on the case when G = SO0(2, 3). Its Lie algebra

so(2, 3) has two simple restricted roots α1, α2, where α1 is longer than α2. In [CTT19],

Collier, Tholozan and Toulisse considered the cyclic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundles over a com-

pact surface whose genus g > 2 of the following form:

L−2 L−1 L0 L1 L2
α∨ β∨ β α

γγ∨

with Li
∼= L∨

−i and L0 is the trivial line bundle, α : L1 → L2⊗KX is an isomorphism and

β 6= 0. They can be called α1-cyclic Higgs bundles in the sense of [Lab17], [Col16, Section

6& Section 7] and [CT23, Section 6]. When β is an isomorphism instead of α, such Higgs

bundles have the maximal Toledo invariants and the corresponding representations are

called the maximal representations. It is well-known that maximal representations are

Anosov (c.f. [BIW10]).

In [CTT19, Section 4.3], Collier, Tholozan, Toulisse showed that α1-cyclic Higgs bun-

dles correspond to maximal fibered CFL (conformally flat Lorentz structure) structures

on a degree deg(L−1) =: d circle bundle over X whose holonomy factor through represen-

tations in the connected component of the character variety whose Toledo invariant is d.

But unfortunately, when d < 2g − 2, these representations do not form an open domain

in the representation variety. Hence in [CTT19, Remark 4.22], the following question was

asked:

Question 1.1. Do α1-cyclic Higgs bundles give Anosov representations through the non-

Abelian Hodge correspondence?

This question is partially answered by Filip recently. In [Fil21], Filip proved it for the

monodromy representations of some weight 3 variation of the Hodge structure. Actually,

it corresponds to the α1-cyclic Higgs bundles whose γ = 0. Another markable point is

that his result holds not only for compact surfaces, but also for the surfaces of finite type

with a technical assumption called “Assumption A” (c.f. [Fil21, Definition 2.3.9]) with

the Anosov property is changed into the relative analogue which is called “log-Anosov”

(c.f. [Fil21, Definition 4.3.2] and Definition 1.3). Indeed, he proved a domination property

which is equivalent to the Anosov property when the surface is compact (c.f. [KLP18] and

[BPS19]). Since it is well-known that the Anosov property is an open condition, this also

gives the Anosov property when γ is small in some sense. However, there is no closedness

for Anosov representation. Hence the Anosov property when γ is large is still unknown.

In this article, we give a positive answer of Question 1.1:

Theorem 1.2. Given a compact hyperbolic Riemann surface X. Any stable α1-cyclic

SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle over X gives an {α2}-Anosov representation π1(X) → SO0(2, 3)

through the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence. Moreover, when γ 6= 0, the stability holds

automatically.
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Theorem 1.2 means that we construct a non-compact closed subset of Anosov repre-

sentations which is unbounded in the character variety by identifying it with a family of

Higgs bundles which can go to infinity in the Dolbeault moduli space, although we still do

not know whether such Higgs bundles with varying complex structure define a connected

component in the character variety like Hitchin representations.

Similarly, our proof is also effective for non-compact surfaces and Theorem 1.2 is just

a special case. We generalize Filip’s result with mimicking his method in the language

of parabolic Higgs bundles to show some domination property of its corresponding repre-

sentation.

Now we fix a hyperbolic Riemann surface X = X \ D of finite type, where X is a

compact surface and D is a finite (maybe empty) subset of X. The interpreted definition

(c.f. [Zhu21] for relatively case) of (relatively “almost”) dominated representation we will

use is below:

Definition 1.3. A representation ρ : π1(X) → G is θ-almost dominated for a set of

simple roots θ if there exist C, ε > 0 such that

α (µ(ρ(σ))) > ε · d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ)− C, ∀α ∈ θ, ∀σ ∈ π1(X),

where x̃0 is a fixed base point on the universal cover X̃ ∼= H2, d denotes the hyperbolic

distance and µ denotes the Cartan projection from G.

When X is compact, θ-almost dominated is known to be equivalent to θ-Anosov.

For parabolic case, we give the following natural generalization of α1-cyclic SO0(2, 3)-

Higgs bundles and “Assumption A”:

Definition 1.4. A parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is called α1-cyclic if it is of the fol-

lowing form:

L−2 L−1 L0 L1 L2
α∨ β∨ β α

γγ∨

with Li
∼= L∨

−i and L0 is the trivial line bundle, α : L1 → L2 ⊗KX(D) (here D means the

effective divisor on X corresponding to the finite subset D above) is an isomorphism and

β 6= 0. Moreover, we require that L1 and L2 shares the same weight αj for every puncture

xj ∈ D. We say that such Higgs bundle is of non-zero weights if the parabolic weights of

L1 are not 0 for every puncture xj ∈ D.

Our main result is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Any stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle of non-zero weights

gives an {α2}-almost dominated representation through the non-Abelian Hodge correspon-

dence. Moreover, when γ 6= 0, the stability holds automatically.

Now Theorem 1.2 directly follows from taking D as the empty set in our main result

Theorem 1.5.
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The key point in our proof is that: the norm of α and γ with respect to the harmonic

metric has a positive gap over the surface X . Although it has been known in [CTT19] for

compact surface, we need do more careful analysis on the harmonic metric and the norm

of γ around the punctures by the model metric introduced in [Sim90]. Furthermore, this

reduces to [Fil21, Proposition 2.2.11] proven by Schmid’s SL2-orbit theorem when γ = 0.

Remark 1.6. The condition “non-zero weights” is added for this positive gap. When the

parabolic weight is 0 at some punctures, we need an extra condition on γ when following

our strategy. See Remark 2.18 for instance.

Structure of the article We will give some preliminaries on Anosov representations and

parabolic Higgs bundles in Section 2 and prove our Higgs field estimates in Section 3. In

Section 4, we recall Filip’s estimates on a certain class of Morse functions. Finally, we

give the proof of our main result in Section 5.
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problem and many helpful discussions. The author also thanks Brian Collier and Zachary

Virgilio for comments on an earlier version of this paper. The author is partially supported

by the National Key R&D Program of China No. 2022YFA1006600, the Fundamental

Research and Nankai Zhide Foundation.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Lie Theory Background

Let G be is a semisimple real Lie group with Lie algebra g := Lie(G) and the expo-

nential map exp : g → G. We fix a maximal subgroup K of G and let its Lie algebra

be k := Lie(K). This gives Cartan involutions ΘG : G → G and Θg : g → g on both Lie

group level and Lie algebra level such that K and k are the fixed points of ΘG and Θg

respectively. Now the eigenspaces decomposition of the Cartan involution Θg gives the

Cartan decomposition g = k⊕ p, where p is the (−1)-eigenspace of Θg.

We take a maximal Abelian subspace a of p. The adjoint action of a on g gives a

weight space decomposition

g = g0 ⊕
⊕

α∈Φ

gα,

where Φ ⊂ a∨ is the set of restricted roots of g with respect to a.

We fix a set of positive roots Φ+ ⊂ Φ, i.e. Φ+ is contained in a half-space of a∨ and

Φ = Φ+
∐

Φ−, where Φ− = −Φ+. Let ∆ ⊂ Φ+ denote the corresponding set of simple

roots. The associated closed positive Weyl chamber a+ ⊂ a is defined as

a+ = {v ∈ a | α(v) > 0, ∀α ∈ ∆}.
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There is a decomposition of G called KAK decomposition as a generalization of singular

value decomposition. Explicitly, for any g ∈ G, there exists a unique µ(g) ∈ a+ such that

there exist two elements k−(g), k+(g) ∈ K satisfying

g = k−(g) exp(µ(g))k+(g).

Moreover, if there is k′
−(g), k

′
+(g) such that g = k′

−(g) exp(µ(g))k
′
+(g), then there is an

m ∈ K commutes with exp(µ(g)) such that k′
−(g) = k−(g)m and k′

+(g) = m−1k+(g). The

well-defined map

µ : G → a+

is called the Cartan projection of G.

Since the analytic Weyl group W (G,A) acts freely and transitively on the Weyl

chambers, there exists an element kop ∈ K such that for any g ∈ G decomposes as

k−(g) exp(µ(g))k+(g), the KAK decomposition of g−1 can be given by

g−1 =
(
(k+(g))

−1(kop)−1
)
exp (Ad(kop)(−µ(g)))

(
kop(k−(g))

−1
)
,

where Ad: G → GL(g) denotes the adjoint action of G. In other words, we have

µ(g−1) = Ad(kop)(−µ(g)).

The map ιop : µ 7→ Ad(kop)(−µ) is called the opposition involution on a+.

Example 2.1 (Restricted Root System of so(p, q) for p < q). We use the standard non-

degenerate bilinear form

Q : Rp+q × Rp+q −→ R






x1

...

xp+q


 ,




y1
...

yp+q





 7−→

p∑

i=1

xiyi −
q∑

j=1

xp+jyp+j

of signature (p, q) to get the group

SO(p, q) =
{
A ∈ SL(p+ q,R) | Q(x, y) = Q(Ax,Ay), ∀x, y ∈ Rp+q

}

=
{
A ∈ SL(p+ q,R) | AtIp,qA = Ip,q

}
,

where

Ip,q =

(
Ip 0

0 −Iq

)
.

Then SO0(p, q) is defined as the identity component of SO(p, q). Its Lie algebra is

so(p, q) :=Lie(SO0(p, q)) = {A ∈ sl(p+ q,R) | AtIp,q + Ip,qA = 0}

=

{(
A11 A12

A21 A22

)
∈ sl(p+ q,R)

∣∣∣∣∣A11 + At
11 = 0, A22 + At

22 = 0, A21 = At
12

}
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Below we denote that G = SO0(p, q), g = so(p, q). We fix K = SO(p) × SO(q) as the

maximal compact subgroup of G, and k := Lie(K) = so(p) ⊕ so(q). Thus the Cartan

decomposition of g can be expressed as

g k p

(
A11 A12

A21 A22

) (
A11 0

0 A22

) (
0 A12

A21 0

)
∈

⊕

∈

+

∈

=

=

where A11 and A22 are skew-symmetric real matrices and A12 = At
21 is a real (p×q)-matrix.

Now we take

a =





A =

(
0 A12

A21 0

)
∈ p

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

A12 =




0 · · · 0 a1 0 · · · 0

0 · · · a2 0 0 · · · 0

0 . .
.

0 · · · · · · · · · 0

ap 0 · · · · · · · · · · · · 0




, A21 = At
12





.

Let θi ∈ a∨ be the linear functions such that θi(A) = ai for i = 1, . . . , p. The corresponding

restricted roots are

Φ = {±θi ± θj | 1 6 i < j 6 p} ∪ {±θi,±2θi | 1 6 i 6 p}.

We choose ∆ = {αi := θi − θi+1 | 1 6 i 6 p − 1} ∪ {αp := θp} as the simple roots. The

closed positive Weyl chamber is

a+ =





(
0 A12

A21 0

)
∈ a

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

A12 =




0 · · · 0 a1 0 · · · 0

0 · · · a2 0 0 · · · 0

0 . .
.

0 · · · · · · · · · 0

ap 0 · · · · · · · · · · · · 0




, a1 > · · · > ap > 0





.

The opposition involution is trivial on a+.

2.2 Anosov Representations and Almost-domination

Any Riemann surface whose universal cover isomorphic to the upper half-plane H2 can

be equipped with a unique complete hyperbolic metric ghyp compatible with the complex

structure, i.e. the hyperbolic metric descended from the hyperbolic metric on H2. Now

let X be a compact Riemann surface, D ⊂ X be a possibly empty finite set of points. We

will also denote by D the corresponding effective divisor over X . Let X := X \D be the

corresponding punctured Riemann surface with its canonical line bundle KX . Assume that

the Euler characteristic χ(X) of X is negative. Then its universal cover is isomorphic to

H2 and it can be equipped with a unique complete hyperbolic metric ghyp compatible with

the complex structure. Fix a basepoint x0 ∈ X such that with respect to the universal

cover π : H2 ∼= X̃ → X , x0 can be lifted to
√
−1 = x̃0 ∈ H2.
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Example 2.2 (singularity of the hyperbolic metric). For the punctured unit disk

D∗ := {z ∈ C | 0 < |z| < 1},

its universal cover is
π : H2 −→D∗

w 7−→ exp(2π
√
−1w).

The hyperbolic metric on H2 is |dw|2

(Imw)2
and it descends to |dz|2

(|z| ln |z|)2
on D∗.

Let ρF : π1(X) → PSL(2,R) denote the Fuchsian representation coming from the hy-

perbolic metric ghyp on X . For an element σ ∈ π1(X), we will use ‖σ‖ to denote the

matrix norm of ρF (σ) (after choosing one of its matrix representation in SL(2,R).). One

can easily check that if we identify (X̃, x̃0) with (H2,
√
−1), then

‖σ‖ =
√

2 cosh(d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ)),

where d denotes the distance function on (X̃, ghyp).

Definition 2.3. For a fixed subset of simple restricted roots θ ⊂ ∆, a representation ρ is

called θ-almost dominated if there exist C, ε > 0 such that

α (µ(ρ(σ))) > ε · ln ‖σ‖ − C, ∀α ∈ θ, σ ∈ π1(X).

Or equivalently, a representation ρ is θ-almost dominated if there exist C, ε > 0 such that

α (µ(ρ(γ))) > ε · d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ)− C, ∀α ∈ θ, σ ∈ π1(X).

We have the following equivalence proven in [KLP18] and [BPS19] when the surface is

compact:

Fact 2.4. When X is compact, a representation ρ : π1(X) → G is θ-almost dominated if

and only if it is θ-Anosov.

2.3 Higgs Bundles and Hitchin–Kobayshi Correspondence

Recall that X is a compact Riemann surface with an effective divisor D =
∑s

j=1 xj on

it satisfying that X := X \D has negative Euler characteristic. We fix a real semisimple

Lie group G with its Cartan decomposition g = k⊕ p. Let KC be the complexification of

K and gC = kC ⊕ pC be the complexified Cartan decomposition. Below we freely use the

notations in Section 2.1 and the following bundles are all holomorphic.

SupposeM is aKC-set, i.e. KC has a left action on it, then we can define the associated

bundle

E[M ] = E×KC M := (E×M) /KC,

8



where the KC-action on E×M is

KC × (E×M) −→ E×M

(k, (e,m)) 7−→ (e · k−1, k ·m).

The concept of parabolic G-Higgs bundle over (X,D) was introduced by O. Biquard,

O. Garćıa-Prada and I. M. i Riera in [BGPiR20]. By their definition, a parabolic G-Higgs

bundle over (X,D) consists of the following data:

(1) a parabolic principal KC-bundle E with parabolic structure (Qj , αj) at each xj ∈ D;

(2) a parabolic G-Higgs field Φ ∈ H0(X,E[pC] ⊗ KX) with singularities of certain type

around D, where KC acts on pC via the isotropic representation which is restricted

from the adjoint action KC → Ad(gC).

Note that a metric h ∈ H0
(
X,E

[
K\KC

])
gives a reduction of E to a principal

K-bundle Eh. They also proved the following Hitchin–Kobayashi correspondence in

[BGPiR20, Theorem 5.1 & Section 6.1].

Fact 2.5. For any stable parabolic G-Higgs bundle (E, Qj, αj ,Φ), there exists a harmonic

metric h ∈ H0
(
X,E

[
K\KC

])
, i.e.

R(h)− [Φ, τh(Φ)] = 0, (2.1)

or equivalently,

D = A(h) + Φ− τh(Φ)

is a flat G-connection on the principal G-bundle obtained by extending the structure group

of Eh to G via the embedding H →֒ G, where A(h) denotes unique connection compatible

with the holomorphic structure of E and the metric h, R(h) denotes its curvature and τh is

the conjugation on Ω1,0(E[pC]) defined by combining the metric h and the standard conju-

gation on X from (1, 0)-forms to (0, 1)-forms and h is quasi-isometric to the model metric.

Moreover, such harmonic metric is unique up to an automorphism of (E, Qj , αj,Φ).

The definition of the model metric will be given in Section 3.1.

Definition 2.6. The map NAH sending a stable parabolic G-Higgs bundle to the mon-

odromy representation π1(X) → G of the flat principal G-bundle induced by the harmonic

metric (Fact 2.5) is called the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence.

In this section we illustrate the above concepts: parabolic Higgs bundle, stability

condition, and harmonic metric through the viewpoint of vector bundles for G =

SL(n,C) and our case G = SO0(p, q).

We first define the following notations.

9



Definition 2.7. Suppose V is a C-linear space. A subspace sequence of V

0 = Fk ( Fk−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ F2 ( F1 = V, (resp. 0 = F1 ( F2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fk−1 ( Fk = V )

is called a reverse flag (resp. flag). If V is equipped with a bilinear form Q, then the

above reverse flag (resp. flag) is called a reverse isotropic flag (resp. isotropic flag)

if every Fi is isotropic or coisotropic under Q and Fi = (Fk+1−i)
⊥Q.

Below if dimV = p, then we only consider the reverse flag (Fi)
p+1
i=1 such that if Fi+1 (

Fi, then

Fi = · · · = Fi+1+dimFi+1−dimFi
( Fi+dimFi+1−dimFi

.

We say a reverse flag (Fi)
p+1
i=1 is equipped with decreasing real numbers (αk)

p
k=1 if

αi > αi+1 and the “=” holds if and only if Fi = Fi+1. For our convenience, we usually

set αp+1 = 0. A basis {e1, . . . , edimV } of V is called compatible with a reverse flag

(Fi)
p+1
i=1 if

edimV−dimFi+1, . . . , edimV

spans Fi for any i = 2, . . . , p.

Parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs Bundle When G = SL(n,C), we take K = SU(n), then KC is

also SL(n,C). For a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle (E,Φ), from the viewpoint of the

vector bundle E[Cn] induced by the standard action, we obtain that a parabolic SL(n,C)-

Higgs bundle is equivalent to the following data:

(1) a holomorphic vector bundle E , with rank(E) = n and det(E) = O which is the trivial

line bundle;

(2) a reverse flag
(
E j
i

)
16i6n+1

of Exj
equipped with decreasing real numbers

(
αj
i

)
16i6n

satisfying that αj
i ∈ (−1/2, 1/2) and

n∑

i=1

αj
i = 0

for every marked points xj ∈ D;

(3) a Higgs field Φ which is a holomorphic section of End(E)⊗K(D) such that tr(Φ) = 0

and with respect to a coordinate chart (U, z) centered at xj , a holomorphic frame

{e1, . . . , en} compatible with the reverse flag
(
E j
i

)

Φ =
(
O
(
z⌈α

j
k
−αj

l⌉−1
))

16k,l6n
dz, (2.2)

Now an automorphism of a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle (E , E j
i , α

j
i ,Φ) is an auto-

morphism of E which stablizes Φ and preserves the reverse flag E j
i .

The parabolic degree defined below will be used to test the stability condition.
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Definition 2.8. For any holomorphic subbundle E ′ of a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle

(E , E j
i , α

j
i ,Φ), we define the parabolic degree of E ′ as

pardeg(E ′) := deg(E ′)−
s∑

j=1

n∑

i=1

(αj
i − αj

i−1) dim
(
(E ′)xj

∩ E j
i

)
,

where we assume αj
0 = 0.

Definition 2.9. A parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle (E ,Φ) is stable if for any proper

holomorphic subbundle E ′ ⊂ E which is Φ-invariant, pardeg(E ′) < 0.

Let the standard basis of Cn be (εi). Below we will call a basis (ei) of C
n is a unit-

basis if e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en = ε1 ∧ · · · ∧ εn. Similarly, for a vector bundle E whose determinant

bundle is trivial, a frame (ei) of E is called a unit-frame if e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en is the standard

section of O ∼= det(E).
Any Hermitian metric h with standard volume on Cn corresponds to a positive def-

inite Hermitian matrix (h(εk, εl))16k,l6n with determinant 1. Hence there is a natural

correspondence given by

SU(n)\SL(p,C) −→ {Hermitian metric with standard volume on Cn}
SU(p) · g 7−→ gtg.

Hence a metric h ∈ H0(X,E[SU(n)\SL(n,C)]) on a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle

(E,Φ) corresponds to an Hermitian metric hE on E = E[Cn] whose induced metric on

det(E) ∼= O is the standard trivial metric. Now the conjugation τh(Φ) of Φ is just −Φ∗hE ,

where ∗hE
denotes the adjoint with respect to the metric hE .

Parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundle When G = SO0(p, q), we take

K = SO(p)× SO(q),

then KC = SO(p,C)× SO(q,C). For a parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundle (E,Φ), from the

viewpoint of the vector bundle E[Cp⊕Cq] induced by the standard action, we obtain that

a parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundle is equivalent to the following data:

(1) a holomorphic vector bundle: E = U ⊕ V, where rank(U) = p and rank(V) = q with

det(U)⊗ det(V) = O which is the trivial line bundle;

(2) two holomorphic symmetric non-degenerate bilinear forms QU : Sym2(U) → O and

QV : Sym2(V) → O with the induced isomorphisms qU : U → U∨ and qV : V → V∨;

(3) a reverse isotropic flag
(
U j
k

)
16k6p+1

(resp.
(
Vj
l

)
16l6q+1

) of Uxj
(resp. Vxj

) with

respect to QU (resp. QV) equipped with decreasing real numbers
(
αj
k

)
16k6p

and

(resp.
(
βj
l

)
16l6q

) satisfying that αj
k, β

j
l ∈ (−1/2, 1/2) and

αj
k + αj

p+1−k = 0, βj
l + βj

q+1−l = 0
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for every marked points xj ∈ D;

(4) a Higgs field Φ =

(
0 −γ∗

γ 0

)
with respect to the decomposition E = U ⊕ V which is

a holomorphic section of End(E) ⊗ K(D), where γ∗ = q−1
U ◦ γ∨ ◦ qV , such that with

respect to a coordinate chart (U, z) centered at xj , a holomorphic frame {e1, . . . , ep}
(resp. {f1, . . . , fq}) compatible with the reverse isotropic flag

(
U j
i

)
(resp.

(
Vj
i

)
),

γ =
(
O
(
z⌈α

j
k
−βj

l ⌉−1
))

16k6p,16l6q
dz.

Therefore, a parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundle can be viewed as a parabolic SL(p+q,C)-

Higgs bundle naturally. But the stability condition for parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundles

are different.

Definition 2.10. A parabolic SO0(p, q)-Higgs bundle (U ⊕ V, QU , QV ,Φ) (2 6 p < q) is

stable if for any isotropic subbundle U ′⊕V ′ ⊂ E which is Φ-invariant, pardeg(U ′⊕V ′) 6 0,

and the inequality is strict when



U ′ ⊕ V ′ 6= 0,U ⊕ V when p > 2,

V ′ 6= 0,V when p = 2.

Now the harmonic metric h ∈ E[(SO(p)× SO(q))\(SO(p,C)× SO(q,C))] corresponds

to two Hermitian metrics hU and hV on U and V which are compatible with the orthogonal

structures QU and QV in the following sense:

hU = (qU)
∗(h∨

U), hV = (qV)
∗(h∨

V),

where h∨
U and h∨

V are the dual metric defined on U∨, V∨ respectively and the original

harmonic metric on E is just hE = hU ⊕ hV . So the process from the SO0(p, q)-Higgs

bundle (E,Φ) to a flat principal SO0(p, q)-bundle follows the steps below:

(1) the SO(p,C) × SO(q,C)-principal bundle corresponds the orthonormal unit-frame

bundle of U and V with respect to the symmetric bilinear forms QU , QV respectively;

(2) the SO(p) × SO(q)-principal bundle obtained from the reduction h corresponds the

product of the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of U with respect to QU , hU simulta-

neously and the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of V with respect to QV , hV simulta-

neously; furthermore this gives real subbundles UR and VR of U and V respectively

and hU |UR
= QU |UR

, hV |VR
= QV |VR

;

(3) the SO0(p, q)-principal bundle corresponds to the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of

ER = UR ⊕ VR with respect to the indefinite bilinear metric (hU ⊕ (−hV))|ER whose

signature is (p, q).
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2.4 α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs Bundles

In this article, we will mainly consider the parabolic α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs

bundles, which are parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundles of the following form.

Definition 2.11. A parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle (U ,V, QU , QV ,Φ) is called α1-cyclic

if it satisfies the following properties:

(1) U = L−1 ⊕ L1, V = L−2 ⊕ L0 ⊕ L2 for some holomorphic line bundles Li, where

L−i
∼= L∨

i ;

(2) QU =

(
0 1

1 0

)
and QV =




0 0 −1

0 −1 0

−1 0 0


 , where all 1’s are given by the natural

pairing;

(3) every subspace E j
i in the reverse isotropic flag (i.e. the parabolic structure at xj of

the associated SL(5,C)-bundle E =
⊕2

i=−2 Li) is a direct sum of a subset of

{(L0)xj
, (L1 ⊕ L2)xj

, (L−1 ⊕ L−2)xj
}

for every 1 6 j 6 s. In other words, (L1)xj
and (L2)xj

share the same parabolic

weight;

(3) the Higgs field Φ is of the following form

Φ =




0 0 0 γ∨ 0

α∨ 0 0 0 γ

0 β∨ 0 0 0

0 0 β 0 0

0 0 0 α 0




with respect to the decomposition E =
⊕2

i=−2 Li. Furthermore, we require that

α : L1 → L2 ⊗KX(D) is an isomorphism and β 6= 0.

We may use the following graph to denote an α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bun-

dle.

L−2 L−1 L0 L1 L2
α∨ β∨ β α

γγ∨

Note that for α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundles, the parabolic weights are

(αj, αj, 0,−αj,−αj) at a puncture xj ∈ D. We call such a Higgs bundle is of non-zero

weights if αj 6= 0 for every j = 1, . . . , s.

Remark 2.12. When β ≡ 0, the target Lie group reduces into SO0(2, 2).
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Remark 2.13. When γ ≡ 0, an α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle coincides

with a real variation of Hodge structure (RVHS) whose Hodge numbers are (1, 1, 1, 1, 1)

satisfying assumption A introduced by Filip in [Fil21].

Proposition 2.14. When γ 6= 0, any α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is stable.

When γ ≡ 0, an α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is stable iff pardeg(L1) <

g − 1 + s/2.

Proof. When γ 6= 0, there is no proper isotropic Φ-invariant subbundle, hence it must be

stable.

When γ ≡ 0, the only proper isotropic Φ-invariant subbundles are L2 and L1 ⊕
L2. Hence the stability condition Definition 2.10 is equivalent to pardeg(L2) < 0 and

pardeg(L1) + pardeg(L2) < 0. Note that L1
∼= L2 ⊗ KX(D) and L1,L2 share the same

parabolic weight. The Higgs bundle is stable iff pardeg(L1) < g − 1 + s/2.

The proof of the following lemma for Hitchin section can be found in [CL17, Corollary

2.11] and there is no difference for our case because the key point is the uniqueness of the

harmonic metric and the compatibility between the harmonic metric and the holomorphic

bilinear form. We omit its proof.

Lemma 2.15. The harmonic metric hE of a stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs

bundle splits as
⊕2

i=−2 hi, where hi is an Hermitian metric on Li. Furthermore, h−i = h∨
i .

The α1-cyclic condition gives the following estimates of field σ.

Proposition 2.16. For any stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle with non-

zero weights (i.e. αj 6= 0 for all j = 1, . . . , s), there exists a constant C > 0, such that

‖α‖ − ‖γ‖ > C, where α, γ are viewed as sections of L∨
1 ⊗L2 ⊗KX and L∨

2 ⊗L−1 ⊗KX

respectively, whose metrics are induced by the harmonic metric and the hyperbolic metric.

We will give its proof in Section 3.3.

Remark 2.17. Proposition 2.16 is already known for compact surface, c.f. [CTT19]. But

we need extra analysis on the behavior of the background metric and the Higgs fields to

use the maximum principle when the surface is non-compact.

Remark 2.18. For stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundles with all weights zero

at some puncture xj ∈ D, we need to add a technical condition for γ to prove Proposition

2.16. More precisely, with respect to compatible basis, γ = O(1)dzj is enough and this

coincides with assumption A when γ = 0 as well. But for our convenience, we only

consider non-zero weights here.

For the real structure given by the harmonic metric of a stable α1-cyclic parabolic

SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.19. There are real subbundles (Li)R ⊂ L∨
i ⊕ Li for i = 1, 2 and (L0)R ⊂ L0

such that the real subbundle given by the harmonic metric of a stable α1-cyclic parabolic

SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is
⊕2

i=0(Li)
R. Furthermore, Li and L−i are conjugate with respect

to (Li)R for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Below we use •̄ to denote the conjugation of • induced by the real subbundle given

by the harmonic metric. Note that with respect to the bilinear form Q = QU ⊕QV ,

Q(Li,L−j) = 0 for any i 6= j.

Therefore, the conjugate of Li must be L−i by Q(•, •) = h(•, •) and Lemma 2.15.

3 Higgs Field Estimates

In this section, we will give the proof of Proposition 2.16 by using Cheng–Yau maximum

principle. We fix a stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle

L−2 L−1 L0 L1 L2
α∨ β∨ β α

γγ∨

with nonzero weight and its corresponding harmonic metric ⊕2
i=−2hi. Since α : L1 →

L2⊗KX is an isomorphism, we can obtain an Hermitian metric gh := h∨
1 ⊗h2 on K∨

X
∼= TX ,

i.e. an Hermitian metric on the holomorphic tangent bundle. To use the maximum

principle with respect to the background metric gh, we would like to prove its completeness

and that its curvature must be bounded from below.

Below we use the notation A . B or B & A to denote that there exists some positive

constant c > 0 such that A 6 c · B.

3.1 Model Metric

We will show the completeness of gh by using the following fact proven in [Sim90,

Theorem 6] for G = SL(n,C) and [BGPiR20, Theorem 5.1] for general reductive Lie

group G.

Fact 3.1. The harmonic metric h given by a stable parabolic G-Higgs bundle (E ,Φ) (Fact
2.5) is quasi-isometric to the model metric hmod.

Below we will illustrate what the model metric is for a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs

bundle via filtered regular Higgs bundles. We recommend [KW18] as a reference here.

Definition 3.2. A filtered vector bundle over (X,D) is a vector bundle E over X

together with a collection of extensions Eδ,xj
(which gives the global extension Eδ of E as

locally free sheaf over X) for any δ ∈ R across the punctures xj, such that:
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(1) the extensions are decreasing: Eδ,xj
⊂ Eδ′,xj

for δ > δ′;

(2) the extensions are left continuous Eδ−ε,xj
= Eδ,xj

for small ε > 0;

(3) if z is a local coordinate centered at xj, then Eδ+1,xj
= z · Eδ,xj

.

For any δ ∈ R, we can define the graded pieces

Grδ(Exj
) := Eδ,xj

/
∑

δ′>δ

Eδ′,xj

which are C-linear spaces.

Note that by (3), the extensions are determined by all δ lying in a closed interval of

length 1.

Definition 3.3. A filtered regular Higgs bundle over (X,D) consists of a filtered

vector bundle (E , Eδ,xj
), together with a Higgs field Φ ∈ H0(X,End(E) ⊗ KX) satisfying

that Φ(Eδ,xj
) ⊂ Eδ,xj

⊗KX(D) around xj for every j.

Now for a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle
(
E , E j

i , α
j
i ,Φ
)
, we can define a filtered vector

bundle by the following extensions (for the convenience of notation, below we consider the

case αj
i is strictly decreasing, but the process is easily extended to other cases): for a given

holomorphic frame (eji )
n
i=1 compatible with the reverse flag

(
E j
i

)
and a local coordinate

(U, z) centered at xj , we define

Eδ,xj
|U =






OUe
j
1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ OUe

j
n δ ∈ (−αj

n − 1,−αj
1]

z · OUe
j
1 ⊕OUe

j
2 · · · ⊕ OUe

j
n δ ∈ (−αj

1,−αj
2]

...
...

z · OUe
j
1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ z · OUe

j
n−1 ⊕ ·OUe

j
n δ ∈ (−αj

n−1,−αj
n]

where OU is the structure sheaf of U . Now for any k, l, we have the ejk-part of Φ(OUe
j
l )

is contained in

z⌈α
j
k
−αj

l
⌉ · OUe

j
k ·

dz

z

by (2.2). Hence one can readily check that
(
E , Eδ,xj

,Φ
)
is a filtered regular Higgs bundle.

For a local coordinate chart (U, z) centered at a puncture xj ∈ D, the Higgs field Φ

can be represented as φ(z)dz/z, where φ is a holomorphic endomorphism of E0|U . The

residue of Φ at xj is defined as

Resxj
Φ := φ(0).

Since Resxj
Φ preserves the filtration, the graded pieces split as a direct sum

Grδ(Exj
) =

⊕

λ

Grλδ (Exj
)
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with respect to the generalized eigenspaces of Resxj
Φ and the residue induces a nilpotent

endomorphism Yδ (with Y m+1
δ = 0 for some m > 0) on each Grδ(Exj

) by taking the upper

triangular part of each Jordan block. The Yδ then induces a (unique) further filtration

{Wk Grλδ (Exj
)}k∈Z called the weight filtration with corresponding grading

Grδ(Exj
) =

⊕

k∈Z

⊕

λ

Grk Grλδ (Exj
), (3.1)

where Grk = Wk/Wk−1, which satisfy that

(1) 0 ⊂ W−mGrλδ (Exj
) ⊂ · · · ⊂ WmGrλδ (Exj

) = Grλδ (Exj
);

(2) Yδ(Wk Grλδ (Exj
)) ⊂ Wk−2Grλδ (Exj

);

(3) Y k
δ induces an isomorphism between Grk Grλδ (Exj

) and Gr−k Grλδ (Exj
).

Therefore if we define the diagonal endomorphism

Hδ =
∑

k∈Z

k · idGrk Grλδ (Exj
),

then [Hδ, Yδ] = −2Yδ. Then there exists an endomorphism Xδ such that (Hδ, Xδ, Yδ) is

an sl2-triple, i.e. we also have [Hδ, Xδ] = 2Xδ and [Xδ, Yδ] = Hδ. Now choose an initial

metric hxj
on E0,xj

such that the subspaces Grδ(E0,xj
) are orthogonal and such that Hδ

is self-adjoint and Xδ is adjoint with Yδ with respect to hxj
.

Given a trivialization of E0 → X in a coordinate chart (U, z) centered at p with a

projection π : U → {xj}, we can pullback by π to extend the weight filtration to this

chart.

Definition 3.4. The model metric on E|U\{xj} is defined as

hmod :=
⊕

k,δ,λ

|z|2δ · |ln |z||k · (π∗hxj
)|Grk Grλδ (Exj

).

Now we can extend it to a global metric hmod on E|X .

3.2 Background Metric gh

In this subsection, we prove that the background metric gh is complete and its curvature

is bounded from below.

Lemma 3.5. The metric gh is quasi-isometric to the hyperbolic metric ghyp. In particular,

it is complete. Moreover, ‖α‖ is bounded by positive constants from above and below.

Proof. Suppose that (Uj , zj) are coordinate charts centered at punctures xj ∈ D respec-

tively and X \
⋃s

j=1Uj is compact. α can be represented as v∨j ⊗ wj ⊗
dzj
zj

for some

non-vanishing local section vj ∈ H0(Uj,L1), wj ∈ H0(Uj ,L2), where v∨j is the dual of vj ,
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since α is an isomorphism between L1 and L2 ⊗KX(D). By Fact 3.1, it suffices to prove

that
‖wj‖hmod

‖vj‖hmod

·
∥∥∥∥
dzj
zj

∥∥∥∥
g∨
hyp

∈
[
1

c
, c

]
for some positive c.

Now since the Higgs bundle is α1-cyclic, L1 and L2 share the same weight αj 6= 0 at

xj . Therefore, the weight graded pieces are Grαj = (L−2 ⊕ L−1)xj
, Gr0 = (L0)xj

and

Grαj (L1 ⊕ L2)xj
. By definition, α : L1 → L2 ⊗ KX(D) is an isomorphism and hence its

residue on Grαj is (
0 0

1 0

)
.

This implies that
‖wj‖hmod

‖vj‖hmod

= 1/| ln |zj || over (Uj , zj) by the dedinition of model metric.

Due to ghyp is the complete hyperbolic metric compatible with the complex structure,

xj is a cusp of ghyp, hence we get that ‖dzj/zj‖g∨
hyp

= 1/‖zj · ∂/∂zj‖ghyp = | ln |zj || by
Example 2.2. Therefore,

‖wj‖hmod

‖vj‖hmod

·
∥∥∥∥
dzj
zj

∥∥∥∥
g∨
hyp

=
1

| ln |zj||
· | ln |zj|| = 1.

Below we do some local analysis. Fix a local coordinate (U, z = x +
√
−1y) on X .

By choosing holomorphic frames ei for each Li such that e−i = e∨i and α∨(e2) = e1dz,

the harmonic metric hE can be written as
∑2

i=−2Hie∨i ⊗ e∨i for positive smooth functions

Hi by Lemma 2.15. Furthermore, we have H−i = H−1
i and H0 = 1. Let ∆ denote the

coordinate Laplacian, i.e. ∂2/∂z∂̄z = (∂2/∂x2 + ∂2/∂y2)/4. We use | • |2 to denote the

coordinate norm for a field with respect to the local coordinate and frames ei, dz. With

our choice of frame, we have |α|2 = 1.

Now the Hitchin’s self-dual equation (2.1) implies that:



∆ lnH−2 = H−2H

−1
1 |γ∨|2 −H−1

−2H−1,

∆ lnH−1 = H−1H
−1
−2 +H−1H

−1
2 |γ|2 −H−1

−1 |β|2
(3.2)

by taking projection onto L−2 and L−1.

Lemma 3.6. The curvature Kgh of gh is nowhere smaller than −4.

Proof. It follows from that

Kgh =− 2 · ∆ ln(H−1
−2H−1)

H−1
−2H−1

(by curvature fomula of conformal metric)

=− 2 · 2H−1H
−1
−2 −H−1

−1 |β|2
H−1

−2H−1

(|γ|2 = |γ∨|2)

>− 4.
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3.3 Proof of Proposition 2.16

Below we give the proof of Proposition 2.16 by using the following Cheng–Yau maxi-

mum principle, c.f. [CY75, Theorem 8]. Let ∆g denote the metric Laplacian with respect

to a metric g.

Fact 3.7. Suppose (M,h) is a complete manifold with Ricci curvature bounded from below.

Let u be a C2-function defined on M such that ∆hu > f(u), where f : R → R is a function.

Suppose there is a continuous positive function g : [a,∞) → R+ such that

(1) g is non-decreasing;

(2) lim inft→+∞
f(t)
g(t)

> 0;

(3)
∫∞

a
(
∫ t

b
g(τ)dτ)−1/2dt < ∞, for some b > a,

then the function u is bounded from above. Moreover, if f is lower semi-continuous,

f(sup u) 6 0.

In particular, for δ > 1 and a positive constant c0, one can check if f(t) > c0t
δ for t

large enough, g(t) = t(δ+1)/2 satisfy the above three conditions.

Proposition 2.16. For any stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle with non-

zero weights (i.e. αj 6= 0 for all j = 1, . . . , s), there exists a constant C > 0, such that

‖α‖ − ‖γ‖ > C, where α, γ are viewed as sections of L∨
1 ⊗L2 ⊗KX and L∨

2 ⊗L−1 ⊗KX

respectively, whose metrics are induced by the harmonic metric and the hyperbolic metric.

Proof. We first show that ‖γ‖ → 0 when tends to a puncture x ∈ D. Let δ be the

parabolic weight of L2, then δ 6= 0. If δ > 0, with respect to a compatible basis at x,

we have γ = O(1)dz/z. Then by Fact 3.1 we obtain that ‖γ‖ . |z|2δ · | ln |z|| and when

z → 0, ‖γ‖ → 0. Otherwise δ < 0, with respect to a compatible basis at x, we have

γ = O(z)dz/z. Then by Fact 3.1 we obtain that ‖γ‖ . |z|1+2δ · | ln |z|| and when z → 0,

‖γ‖ → 0.

Set u = ‖γ‖2/‖α‖2. Locally we have

u =
H−2H

−1
1 |γ|2

H−1H
−1
−2

= H2
−2|γ|2.

Since γ is a holomorphic section, we obtain that

∆ ln u =2∆ lnH−2

=2(H−2H
−1
1 |γ|2 −H−1

−2H−1)

=2(H−1
−2H−1)(u− 1).

Hence globally we have that ∆gh ln u = 2(u− 1) and this implies that ∆ghu > 2u(u− 1).

Note that by Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 the right-hand side has a quadratic growth rate.
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Hence the background metric gh satisfies the conditions of Fact 3.7 and we then obtain

that sup u 6 1.

Moreover, if the supremum is attained at some point x ∈ X , then u ≡ 1 by the strong

maximum principle. However it contradicts with β 6= 0 and X is a hyperbolic Riemann

surface. Therefore, ‖α‖ > ‖γ‖ over X . And when tending to a puncture, ‖α‖−‖γ‖ has a

positive lower bound by ‖γ‖ → 0 and Lemma 3.5. Hence ‖α‖ − ‖γ‖ has a positive lower

bound over X .

Remark 3.8. When αj = 0 at some punctures xj ∈ D, the only weight graded piece is the

total fiber at xj whose weight is 0. If we require γ = O(1)dz around xj, then the residue

of the Higgs field is of the form




0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 0

0 Resxj
β 0 0 0

0 0 Resxj
β 0 0

0 0 0 1 0




,

where Resxj
β = O(1). It gives the same estimates on ‖α‖, ‖γ‖ and gh.

4 Index Estimates

In this section we give some estimates for a general class of functions. The estimates

can be used to establish domination property for Higgs bundles by choosing different

functions given by different Higgs bundles. The crucial estimates below can be found in

[Fil21, Section 2.2] for a special function fw. We rewrite the statements and their proofs

for completeness.

We fix a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) with the distance function d : M×M →
R and mainly consider the smooth function f : M → R ∈ C∞(M ;R) satisfying part of

the following conditions:

(S1) f is a non-negative Morse function, i.e. f > 0 and all critical points of f are non-

degenerate;

(S2) ‖df‖g & f ;

(S3) ‖df‖g & f 1/2.

4.1 Auxiliary Results

In [Fil21, Theorem 2.2.8], the following mountain pass lemma and the Ekeland varia-

tional principle for Riemannian manifolds are used in his proof.
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose F : M → R ∈ C2(M ;R) is a twice continuously differentiable

function satisfying that

(1) F (x0) = 0 for some x0 ∈ M .

(2) There exists α > 0 and r > 0 such that F (x) > α for any x with d(x, x0) = r.

(3) There exists an x1 ∈ M such that d(x0, x1) > r and F (x1) < α.

Then there exists c > α and a sequence (yn)
∞
n=1 ∈ MN such that F (yn) → c and

‖∇F (yn)‖g → 0, where ∇F denotes the gradient of F with respect to the Riemannian

metric g and ‖ − ‖g denotes the norm associated with g.

In [Bis15, Theorem 3.1], J. Bisgard proved Lemma 4.1 for the standard Euclidean

space, we point out that his proof is also effective for any complete Riemannian manifold.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Set w(x) =
‖∇F (x)‖g

1 + ‖∇F (x)‖2g
, we consider the normalized gradient

flow ϕt : M → M which is generated by the vector field −w(x)∇F (x). In other words,

we have 



dϕt

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(x) = −w(x)∇F (x),

ϕ0(x) = x.

Note that

‖ − w(x)∇F (x)‖g =
‖∇F (x)‖2g

1 + ‖∇F (x)‖2g
∈ [0, 1)

and M is complete, we know that the flow ϕt exists all the time. Since

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

F (ϕt(x))

=dF (−w(x)∇F (x))

=g(−w(x)∇F (x),∇F (x))

=− w(x)‖∇F (x)‖2g 6 0,

F is decreasing along ϕt(x). We claim that d(x0, ϕt(x0)) < r for all t > 0. Otherwise,

there exists t0 > 0 such that d(x0, ϕt0(x0)) = r, then

α 6 F (ϕt0(x0)) 6 F (x0) = 0,

contradiction. Similarly we have d(x0, ϕt(x1)) > r for all t > 0. Suppose now that there

is a path γ : [0, 1] → M connecting x0 and x1, i.e. γ(0) = x0 and γ(1) = x1. For any

t ∈ R, we set γt := ϕt ◦ γ. For any non-negative integer n ∈ N, since

d(x0, γn(0)) = d(x0, ϕn(x0)) < r < d(x0, ϕn(x1)) = d(x0, γn(1)),
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there exists sn ∈ (0, 1) such that d(x0, γn(sn)) = r. Hence

α 6 F (γn(sn)) 6 max
s∈[0,1]

F (γn(s)) = F (γn(s
′
n)).

Suppose that s∗ ∈ [0, 1] is an accumulation point of {s′n}. We claim that F (γn(s
∗)) > α

for all n ∈ N. Otherwise there exists N ∈ N such that F (γN(s
∗)) < α. Therefore there

exists a subsequence (s′nj
) of (s′n) converging to s∗ and J ∈ N such that F (γN(s

′
nj
)) < α

for any j > J . Thus we can take j′ > J large enough such that nj′ > N , and then

α 6 F (γnj′
(s′nj′

)) 6 F (γN(s
′
nj′

)) < α,

contradiction.

Now due to the sequence F (γn(s
∗)) is decreasing and bounded from below by α, c :=

limn→∞ F (γn(s
∗)) exists and c > α. We know the integral

∫ +∞

0

w(γt(s
∗))‖∇F (γt(s

∗))‖2gdt =
∫ +∞

0

− d

dt
F (γt(s

∗))dt = F (γ(s∗))− c

is finite. Hence there is a sequence (tn) ∈ RN
>0 such that

lim
n→+∞

w(γtn(s
∗))‖∇F (γtn(s

∗))‖2g = 0.

Let yn := γtn(s
∗). Then limn→∞ F (yn) = c > α and

w(yn)‖∇F (yn)‖2g =
‖∇F (yn)‖3g

1 + ‖∇F (yn)‖g
→ 0 when n → ∞

implies that limn→∞ ‖∇F (yn)‖g = 0.

We will also use the following fact which implied by the Ekeland variational principle

which is proven in [AMR16, Proposition 2.2].

Fact 4.2. Suppose u ∈ C1(M ;R) is a continuously differentiable function with u∗ =

supM u < +∞. Then, for every sequence (yn)
∞
n=1 ∈ MN such that u(yn) → u∗ as n → ∞,

there exists a sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 ∈ MN with the properties

(1) u(xn) → u∗;

(2) ‖∇u(xn)‖g → 0;

(3) d(xn, yn) → 0.

4.2 Exponential Growth

Below we state the index estimates of function f satisfying (S1)-(S3) given in [Fil21].

Theorem 4.3. Given a smooth function f ∈ C∞(M ;R) satisfying (S1) and (S2).

(1) The only critical points of f are local minima, which occur when f(x) = 0.
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(2) infM f = 0, and furthermore if f attains its infimum (indeed minimum 0) at some

xmin ∈ M , then for any sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 with limn→∞ f(xn) = 0, (xn)

∞
n=1 converges

to xmin. In particular, f has at most one critical point.

(3) In addition, if f satisfies (S3) as well, then f has precisely one critical point.

Proof. It follows from (S2) that if df(x) = 0, then f(x) 6 |df(x)| = 0 and by (S1) we

have f(x) = 0. So the only critical points are local minima.

We take u = −f in Fact 4.2 and obtain a sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 which satisfies that f(xn) →

infM f and ‖df(xn)‖g = ‖∇f(xn)‖g → 0. Therefore, by (S2) and (S1), we have that

infM fv = 0.

Now suppose f attains its minimum 0 at some point xmin ∈ M and there is a sequence

(xn)
∞
n=1 ∈ MN such that limn→∞ f(xn) = 0. For any r > 0 small enough, there is a

positive number α > 0 such that f(x) > α for any x with d(x, xmin) = r since xmin is an

isolated zero by (S1).

By limn→∞ f(xn) = 0, there exists an integer N > 0 such that for any n > N ,

f(xn) < α. Then d(xmin, xn) 6 r for any n > N . Otherwise, there is an xn satisfying

f(xn) < α and d(xn, xmin) > r. So f, xmin, xn satisfy the conditions in Lemma 4.1 and we

get there exists a sequence (yn)
∞
n=1 such that f(yn) > c for some positive constant c > 0

and ‖∇f(yn)‖g → 0. However, by (S2) we obtain that f(yn) → 0, contradiction. This

shows that (xn)
∞
n=1 converges to xmin. In particular, this implies that f cannot have two

critical points.

Below we assume that f satisfies (S3) as well and prove f attains its infimum exactly

once by using the gradient flow. For any x ∈ M , let γ : [0, t0) → M be the unique curve

satisfying that 




dγ

dt
(t) = −∇f(γ(t))

γ(0) = x

with the maximum existence time t0 > 0. Set h := f ◦ γ, then
dh

dt
(t)

=df(−∇f)(γ(t))

=− ‖∇f(γ(t))‖2g 6 0

and there exists ε0 > 0 such that

−dh

dt
> ε0 · h

by (S3). Hence for any [a, b] ⊂ [0, t0), by integrating the equation above, we have

h(b) 6 h(a) · exp(−ε0 · (b− a)).
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Then

(
length(γ|[a,b])

)2
=

(∫ b

a

∥∥∥∥
dγ

dt

∥∥∥∥
g

dt

)2

6

(∫ b

a

∥∥∥∥
dγ

dt

∥∥∥∥
2

g

dt

)
· (b− a) (by Chauchy–Schwarz inequality)

=

(∫ b

a

−dh

dt
dt

)
· (b− a)

= (h(a)− h(b)) · (b− a)

6h(a) · (b− a).

For any t ∈ [0, t0), the above inequality implies that

d(γ(0), γ(t)) 6 length(γ|[0,t])

=

⌊t⌋−1∑

n=1

length(γ|[n,n+1]) + length(γ|[⌊t⌋,t])

6

⌊t⌋∑

n=1

h(n)1/2

6

∞∑

n=1

h(n)1/2

6h(0)1/2 ·
∞∑

n=1

exp(−ε0 · n/2)

=h(0)1/2 · exp(−ε0/2)

1− exp(−ε0/2)
.

(4.1)

Therefore, the image of γ stays in a compact subset and this implies that not only t0 =

+∞, but also γ(+∞) = limt→+∞ γ(t) exists, which is the required minima of f .

As a corollary, we have the following exponential growth lemma of f .

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that f satisfying (S1)-(S3) achieves its minimum (necessarily exists

and unique by Theorem 4.3) at xmin. Then there exist constants C1, C2, ε > 0, such that

f(x) > C1 · exp(ε · d(xmin, x))− C2, ∀x ∈ M,

where d denotes the distance function of (M, g).

Proof. It suffices to prove that there exists a constant c1, c2 > 0 such that

d(xmin, x) 6 c1 + c2 · ln(1 + f(x)).

For any x ∈ M , we make use of the integral curve γ of the gradient flow again, i.e.




dγ

dt
(t) = −∇f(γ(t))

γ(0) = x
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and we know that the maximal existence time of γ is +∞ with γ(+∞) = xmin by Theorem

4.3 and we set h = f ◦ γ again. Then

−dh

dt
(t) = ‖∇f(γ(t))‖2g > ε1 · (h(t))2

for some constant ε1 > 0 by (S2). Hence

d

dt

(
1

h(t)

)
> ε1

and by integrating we obtain that for any t > 0,

1

h(t)
− 1

h(0)
> ε1 · t.

If h(0) < 2, then by (4.1) we obtain that

d(x, xmin) 6
√
2 · exp(−ε0/2)

1− exp(−ε0/2)
=: c1, (4.2)

where ε0 > 0 is the constant such that ‖∇f‖2g > ε0 · f which is provided by (S3).

Since h(+∞) = 0, there exists t1 > 0 such that h(t1) = h(0)/2. Thus t1 6 1/(ε1 ·h(0)).
Moreover, we obtain that

d(x, γ(t1)) 6 length(γ|[0,t1])

=

∫ t1

0

∥∥∥∥
dγ

dt

∥∥∥∥
g

dt

=

∫ t1

0

‖∇f(γ(t))‖g dt

6

(∫ t1

0

dt

t + 1

)
·
(∫ t1

0

(t+ 1) · ‖∇f(γ(t))‖2g dt
)

(by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality)

6 ln(t1 + 1) · (t1 + 1) ·
(∫ t1

0

‖∇f(γ(t))‖2g dt
)

= ln(t1 + 1) · (t1 + 1) ·
(∫ t1

0

−dh

dt
(t)dt

)

6 ln(t1 + 1) · (t1 + 1) · h(0)
2

6t1 · (t1 + 1) · h(0)
2

6
t1 + 1

2ε1
.

Now suppose that h(0) = fv(x) > 2. We know that t1 6 1/(2 · ε1). Therefore,

d(x, γ(t1)) 6
2ε1 + 1

(2ε1)2
=: c3
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Let k = ⌊log2 f(x)⌋. We can find 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < tk such that h(ti+1) = h(ti)/2

and h(ti) > 2 for any i = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1 and h(tk) < 2. From the above discussion, we

know that

d(x, γ(tk)) 6

k∑

i=1

d(γ(ti−1), γ(ti)) 6 c3 · k 6 c3 · log2 f(x) = c2 · ln f(x)

for a constant c2 > 0. Moreover, since h(tk) < 2, by (4.2) we get that

d(x, xmin) 6 d(x, γ(tk)) + d(γ(tk), xmin) 6 c2 · ln f(x) + c1 6 c2 · ln(f(x) + 1) + c1

when f(x) > 2. Also we have

d(x, xmin) 6 c1 6 c2 · ln(f(x) + 1) + c1

when f(x) < 2.

5 Proof of Main Results

In this section we prove that stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundles with

non-zero weight satisfy some domination properties.

Following S. Filip’s strategy, to establish the log-Anosov property, we need to choose

suitable function f satisfying (S1)-(S3) and use the estimates given in Section 4.

Below we denote the Chern connection induced by the harmonic metric by ∇Ch (A(h)

in Fact 2.5) and the flat connection ∇Ch + Φ + Φ∗h by ∇GM (D in Fact 2.5), where GM

means Gauss–Manin and we lift (E ,Φ) to the universal cover on X̃ ∼= H2 with respect to

the flat connection ∇GM , i.e. ∇GM is lifted to the trivial connection d on the trivial vector

bundle. With a slight abuse of notation, in this section we use E ,Φ,L, α, h, hi, (Li)R to

denote their lift.

Now we fix a real vector v ∈ (ER)x̃0
=
(⊕2

i=0(Li)R
)
x̃0

over the basepoint x̃0 ∈ X̃

satisfying that

(hU ⊕ (−hV))(v, v) = 1.

It can be extended to a global section v : H2 → ER with respect to ∇GM . Hence it splits

into
∑2

i=−2 vi, where vi : H
2 → Li are global smooth sections of Li and v−i = vi. Note

that hU ⊕ (−hV) is flat along ∇GM , hence

2‖v1‖2h − (2‖v2‖2h + ‖v0‖2h) ≡ 1.

This implies that ‖v1‖h & 1 and ‖v1‖h & ‖v2‖h.
Let fv := ‖v2‖2h, we will show that fv satisfies conditions (S1)-(S3).
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5.1 Establish (S1)-(S3) for fv

It is trivial that fv > 0. Below we first establish conditions (S2) and (S3) for fv and

then prove fv is a Morse function.

By taking projection onto L2, we obtain that

∇Ch(v2) = −α(v1)− γ∗h(v−1). (5.1)

Lemma 5.1. fv satisfies conditions (S2)(S3), i.e.

‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

& fv, ‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

& f 1/2
v .

Proof.

‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

=‖dh(v2, v2)‖g∨
hyp

=‖h(∇Ch(v2), v2) + h(v2,∇Ch(v2))‖g∨
hyp

=‖h(α(v1) + γ∗h(v−1), v2) + h(v2, α(v1) + γ∗h(v−1))‖g∨
hyp

(by (5.1))

=
√
2 · ‖h(γ∗h(v−1), v2) + h(v2, α(v1))‖g∨

hyp
(since dz ⊥ dz̄ and ‖dz‖ = ‖dz̄‖)

>
√
2 ·
∣∣∣‖h(v2, α(v1))‖g∨

hyp
− ‖h(v−1, γ(v2))‖g∨

hyp

∣∣∣

=
√
2 · (‖α‖ − ‖γ‖) · ‖v1‖h · ‖v2‖h

&‖v1‖h · ‖v2‖h (by Proposition 2.16)

&




‖v2‖2h = fv since ‖v1‖h & ‖v2‖h,
‖v2‖h = f

1/2
v since ‖v1‖h & 1.

Lemma 5.2. fv is a Morse function. Furthermore, fv satisfies the condition (S1).

Proof. Since ‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

& fv, we obtain that the critical points of fv only occur when

v2(x) = 0. Now we compute the Hessian of fv at its critical points. Given two real vector

fields T1, T2 around a critical point x. Since v2(x) = 0, by the compatibility between ∇Ch

and the Hermitian metric h, one can readily check that

T1T2(fv)(x) =
(
h(∇Ch

T1
(v2),∇Ch

T2
(v2)) + h(∇Ch

T2
(v2),∇Ch

T1
(v2))

)
(x). (5.2)

Now we take a local unit frame e2 of L2 around x. Locally we have α(v1)(∂/∂z) = se2 and

γ∗h(v−1)(∂/∂z̄) = te2 for some complex-valued smooth functions s and t. By Proposition

2.16, ‖v1‖h = ‖v−1‖h and ‖∂/∂z‖ghyp = ‖∂/∂z̄‖ghyp we obtain that |s| > |t|.
With respect to the natural coordinate basis ∂/∂x, ∂/∂y, a quick calculation shows

that the coordinate Hessian of fv at x0 can be represented as

 2|s+ t|2

√
−1
[
(s+ t)(s− t)− (s− t)(s+ t)

]

√
−1
[
(s+ t)(s− t)− (s− t)(s+ t)

]
2|s− t|2


 .
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It suffices to prove that the determinant of above matrix is not 0. Actually, the determi-

nant is

4
[
|s+ t|2 · |s− t|2

]
+
[
(s+ t)(s− t)− (s− t)(s+ t)

]2

=
[
(s+ t)(s− t) + (s− t)(s+ t)

]2
> 0

and the “=” holds iff

(s+ t)(s− t) + (s− t)(s+ t) = 0

⇐⇒ (s− t)(s+ t) = r
√
−1 for some real r

⇐⇒ s =
r
√
−1 + 1

r
√
−1 − 1

t for some real r

=⇒ |s| = |t|,

contradiction.

Remark 5.3. The last step above to avoid the equality holds has the following Euclidean

geometric illustration: The two diagonals of a parallelogram are perpendicular if and only

if the parallelogram is a diamond.

Remark 5.4. In [Fil21], the associated Higgs bundle of the RVHS has a vanishing γ, so

v2 is a holomorphic section. Then the non-degeneration of the critical points of fv can be

easily proven by the holomorphicity. When γ 6= 0, we must use the estimates Proposition

2.16 of Higgs fields to show the non-degeneration.

Therefore, fv satisfies conditions (S1)-(S3) and by Lemma 4.4 we have the following

corollary:

Corollary 5.5. There exist constants C1, C2, ε > 0 independent of v such that

fv(x) > C1 · exp(ε · d(xmin, x))− C2, ∀x ∈ X̃,

where xmin is the unique point such that v2(xmin) = 0.

Proof. It follows from that the constants appear in ‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

& fv, ‖dfv‖g∨
hyp

& f
1/2
v are

independent of v.

5.2 Establish the Domination Property

Theorem 5.6. For any stable α1-cyclic parabolic SO0(2, 3)-Higgs bundle (E ,Φ) :=

L−2 L−1 L0 L1 L2
α∨ β∨ β α

γγ∨

with nonzero weights, ρ := NAH((E ,Φ)) satisfies that

α2(µ(ρ(σ))) = µi > C3 · d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ)− C4
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for some constant C3, C4 > 0 which are independent of our choice of σ, i.e. ρ is {α2}-
almost dominated.

Proof. Let V ∼= R5 be fibre of ER at x̃0. We can choose a basis {e1, e2, f1, f2, f3} of R5 which

is an orthonormal basis of the indefinite billinear form (hU ⊕ (−hV))|ER whose signature

is (2, 3) given by the harmonic metric and the standard representation a → gl(V ) has the

following weight space decomposition:

Vαi
= R · (ei + fi), V−αi

= R · (ei − fi), V0 = R · f3.

For any µ ∈ a+ with αi(µ) = µi and µi > 0 where i = 1, 2, we obtain that

2 exp(µ) · ei = exp(µi) · (ei + fi) + exp(−µi) · (ei − fi).

Now we take an arbitrary σ ∈ π1(X) and consider the KAK decomposition of ρ(σ),

i.e. ρ(σ) = k− exp(µ)k+, where k−, k+ ∈ K and µ = µ(ρ(σ)) ∈ a+. We have that

‖v‖h(x̃0 · σ) =‖ρ(σ)−1 · v‖h(x̃0)

=‖ exp(−µ)k−1
− · v‖h(x̃0) (k−1

+ preserves the harmonic metric)

=‖Ad((kop)−1) exp(µ)k−1
− · v‖h(x̃0) (opposition involution)

=‖ exp(µ)k′ · v‖h(x̃0) (k′ = kopk−1
− ∈ K).

Now since K preserves
⊕2

i=1R · ei, we take v′ = (k′)−1 · ei ∈
⊕2

i=1R · ei (dependent on

the choice of σ). By our choice of the basis we also know that (v′)2(x̃0) = 0, i.e. x̃0 is the

unique minima of fv′ (c.f. Theorem 4.3). We obtain that

‖v′‖2h(x̃0 · σ)
=‖ exp(µ) · ei‖2h(x̃0)

=
1

4
exp(2µi) · ‖ei + fi‖2h(x̃0) +

1

4
exp(−2µi) · ‖ei − fi‖2h(x̃0)

6
1

2
exp(2µi) +

1

2
.

On the other hand,

‖v′‖2h(x̃0 · σ)
>‖(v′)2‖2h(x̃0 · σ)
>C1 · exp(d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ))− C2 (by Corollary 5.5).

Note that here C1, C2 are independent of our choice of σ. Therefore we have that

αi(µ(ρ(σ))) = µi > C3 · d(x̃0, x̃0 · σ)− C4

for some constant C3, C4 > 0 which are independent of our choice of σ, which implies that

ρ is {α2}-almost dominated.
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Now the main result Theorem 1.5 follows from Theorem 5.6, Proposition 2.14 and Fact

2.4.

Remark 5.7. We should point out that we do not use the condition that rank(L0) = 1

except in Proposition 2.14! One can freely change L0 into a parabolic orthogonal vec-

tor bundle of rank n whose underlying bundle has trivial determinant in all of other

results. Such Higgs bundles will give {α2}-almost dominated representations from π1(X)

to SO0(2, n+ 2) through the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence.
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