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Abstract

We prove the representation given by a stable a1-cyclic parabolic SOo (2, 3)-Higgs bundle through
the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence is {2 }-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 Teichmiiller theory, as a generalization of classical Teichmiiller theory, is con-
cerned with the study of representations of fundamental group 7 (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 Teichmiiller theory.

On the other hand, another useful tool in higher Teichmiiller 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
m(S) — GL(n, C) correspond to polystable GL(n, C)-Higgs bundles, which is a holomor-
phic concept consisting of a holomorphic vector bundle £ with rank n, degree 0 and a
Higgs field ® € H*(X, End(€) ® 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. [GPGT09]). 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 (£, ®), we need to solve a
PDE called the Hitchin’s self-dual equation. It is with respect to the Hermitian metric h
on &:

F(V") + [®, ®*] = 0,

where F(V") denotes the curvature form of the Chern connection of h, and %, denotes
the adjoint with respect to h. The solution gives a flat connection V" 4+ ® 4+ ®*» and the
monodromy representation p is the desired representation. The solution metric h here is
called the harmonic metric and it can be illustrated as a p-equivariant harmonic map h,
from the universal cover S of S to the symmetric space of G. And to (uniquely) solve the
equation, we need the stability conditions on (&, ®).

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, Garcia-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 Teichmiiller spaces or some
trivial embeddings of known Anosov representations since we must solve the Hitchin’s self-

dual equation to get the correspondence.



In this article we will mainly focus on the case when G = SOy(2,3). Its Lie algebra
50(2,3) has two simple restricted roots oy, as, where «; is longer than ay. In [CTT19],
Collier, Tholozan and Toulisse considered the cyclic SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bundles over a com-

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

Y Y
£_27>£_1 ,BV>£O ,3>£1 a>£2

with £; = LY, and L is the trivial line bundle, a: £; — Lo ® K is an isomorphism and
B # 0. They can be called a;-cyclic Higgs bundles in the sense of [Lab17], [Coll6, Section
6& Section 7] and [CT23, Section 6]. When f is an isomorphism instead of «, 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 «;-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 < 2¢g — 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 ai-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 ai-cyclic Higgs bundles whose v = 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 v is small in some sense. However, there is no closedness
for Anosov representation. Hence the Anosov property when - 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 ay-cyclic
SO0 (2, 3)-Higgs bundle over X gives an {ag}-Anosov representation m(X) — SOg(2,3)
through the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence. Moreover, when v # 0, the stability holds

automatically.



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 1s below:

Definition 1.3. A representation p : m(X) — G is 0-almost dominated for a set of
simple roots 0 if there exist C,e > 0 such that

a(u(p(o))) = e-d(xg,zg-0) — C,)Va € 0,Yo € m(X),

where xy is a fized base point on the universal cover X H2, d denotes the hyperbolic
distance and p denotes the Cartan projection from G.

When X is compact, #-almost dominated is known to be equivalent to #-Anosov.
For parabolic case, we give the following natural generalization of a;-cyclic SOg(2, 3)-

Higgs bundles and “Assumption A”:
Definition 1.4. A parabolic SOy(2,3)-Higgs bundle is called cy-cyclic if it is of the fol-

lowing form.:

Y Y
£_2T£_1 5V>£0 3 >£1 3 >£2

)

and Ly is the trivial line bundle, ov: L1 — Lo @ K5 (D) (here D means the
effective divisor on X corresponding to the finite subset D above) is an isomorphism and
B # 0. Moreover, we require that L, and Lo shares the same weight o/ for every puncture
xj € D. We say that such Higgs bundle is of non-zero weights if the parabolic weights of
Ly are not 0 for every puncture x; € D.

Our main result is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Any stable ay-cyclic parabolic SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bundle of non-zero weights
gives an {aw }-almost dominated representation through the non-Abelian Hodge correspon-
dence. Moreover, when v # 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.



The key point in our proof is that: the norm of o and ~ 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 v around the punctures by the model metric introduced in [Sim90]. Furthermore, this

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

Remark 1.6. The condition “non-zero weights” is added for this positive gap. When the
parabolic weight s 0 at some punctures, we need an extra condition on v when following
our strategqy. 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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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 GG and let its Lie algebra
be £ := Lie(K). This gives Cartan involutions ©¢: G — G and ©4: g — g on both Lie
group level and Lie algebra level such that K and & are the fixed points of O and 6,
respectively. Now the eigenspaces decomposition of the Cartan involution ©, gives the
Cartan decomposition g = € @ p, where p is the (—1)-eigenspace of O,.

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

g=200® P o

acd

weight space decomposition

where ® C aV is the set of restricted roots of g with respect to a.

We fix a set of positive roots ®* C @, i.e. ®T is contained in a half-space of a" and
O =PT[]P, where = = —d*. Let A C ®* denote the corresponding set of simple
roots. The associated closed positive Weyl chamber at C a is defined as

at ={vealal)=0Vaec Al



There is a decomposition of GG called KAK decomposition as a generalization of singular
value decomposition. Explicitly, for any g € G, there exists a unique p(g) € at such that
there exist two elements k_(g), k. (g) € K satisfying

g="Fk_(g)exp(u(g))k(g)-

Moreover, if there is £’ (g), K/, (g) such that g = k' (g) exp(u(g))k’ (g), then there is an

m € K commutes with exp(u(g)) such that &’ (g) = k—(g)m and &’ (g) = m 'k, (g). The

well-defined map
p: G —at
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 k°? € K such that for any ¢ € G decomposes as
k_(g) exp(u(g))k(g), the KAK decomposition of g~ can be given by

9" = ((k(9)) (k) ~") exp (Ad(A™)(—1u(g))) (K7 (k-(9) ") ,

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

plg™") = Ad(E™)(=p(g))-
The map ¢°?: p + Ad(k?)(—pu) 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* x RP4 — R
1 Y1 p q

) : — Z TiYi — Z Lp+iYp+j

Tp+q Yp+q = =
of signature (p,q) to get the group

SO(p,q) = {A € SL(p+ ¢, R) | Q(z,y) = Q(Ax, Ay),Vx,y € RPT}
={AeSL(p+qR) | AL, A=1,,},

I 0
L.,=1{"7 i
psq ( O _[q)

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

where

so0(p, q) :=Lie(SOo(p,q)) = {A € sl(p+ ¢, R) | A'L, 4+ I, ,A =0}

All A12
= eslip+q,R
(o ) eawram)

A11 + Agl = O, A22 + A;2 = O, A21 - Atl?}
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Below we denote that G = SOq(p,q), g = s0(p,q). We fir K = SO(p) x SO(q) as the
mazximal compact subgroup of G, and € := Lie(K) = so(p) @ so(q). Thus the Cartan
decomposition of g can be expressed as

g = t S p

W W W

A Ap _ An 0 N 0 Ao
Ay Ag 0 Ao Aoy 0

where A1y and Asy are skew-symmetric real matrices and A1o = AL, is a real (pX q)-matriz.

Now we take

0 0O a 0 -0
0 A 0 --- a 0 0 -0
a=<K A= 12 ep A12: ) ? 7A21:A1i2
Ay 0 0o .-~ 0 -0
a, 0 -0

Let 0; € a be the linear functions such that 0;(A) = a; fori =1,...,p. The corresponding

restricted roots are
O ={40,+0, | 1<i<j<pluU{H,+20;|1<i<p}

We choose A = {a; :==0; — 0,41 | 1 < i <p—1}U{a, := 0,} as the simple roots. The

closed positive Weyl chamber is

0O -+ 0 a O -0
_ 0 A 0 - as 0 0 - 0
at = €alAp = Ay 2 2 >0
<A21 0) 2 0o .- 0 -0 “ @
a, 0 -0

The opposition involution is trivial on at.

2.2 Anosov Representations and Almost-domination

Any Riemann surface whose universal cover isomorphic to the upper half-plane H? can
be equipped with a unique complete hyperbolic metric gy, compatible with the complex
structure, i.e. the hyperbolic metric descended from the hyperbolic metric on H?. Now
let X be a compact Riemann surface, D C 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 K. Assume that
the Euler characteristic x(X) of X is negative. Then its universal cover is isomorphic to
H? and it can be equipped with a unique complete hyperbolic metric gy, compatible with
the complex structure. Fix a basepoint xq € X such that with respect to the universal
cover m: H2 2 X — X, xy can be lifted to /—1 = 7, € H2.



Example 2.2 (singularity of the hyperbolic metric). For the punctured unit disk
D*:={2eC|0<|z| <1},
its universal cover is
m: H? —D*
w — exp(2mv —1w).

|dw]?

Tmw)? and it descends to —2_ on D*.

(Iz[In]2[)?

The hyperbolic metric on H? is

Let pp: m(X) — PSL(2,R) denote the Fuchsian representation coming from the hy-
perbolic metric gy, on X. For an element o € m(X), we will use ||o|| to denote the
matrix norm of pr(c) (after choosing one of its matrix representation in SL(2,R).). One
can casily check that if we identify (X,7o) with (H2, v/—1), then

ol = /2 cosh(d(zo, 7o - ),
where d denotes the distance function on (X, Ghyp)-

Definition 2.3. For a fixed subset of simple restricted roots 8 C A, a representation p is
called 0-almost dominated if there exist C e > 0 such that

a(u(p(0))) Ze-Inlo|| - C.Va € 0,0 € m(X).
Or equivalently, a representation p is 0-almost dominated if there exist C,e > 0 such that
a(u(p(y) = e-d(xg,x9-0) — C,Va € 0,0 € m(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 p : m1(X) — G is 0-almost dominated if

and only if it is 6-Anosov.

2.3 Higgs Bundles and Hitchin—Kobayshi Correspondence

Recall that X is a compact Riemann surface with an effective divisor D = Zj.:l 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 = €@ p. Let K be the complexification of
K and g© = £© @ p® be the complexified Cartan decomposition. Below we freely use the
notations in Section 2.1 and the following bundles are all holomorphic.

Suppose M is a KC-set, i.e. K© has a left action on it, then we can define the associated
bundle

E[M] =E xxc M := (E x M) /K,



where the KC-action on E x M is
Kix (Ex M) —ExM
(k,(e,m)) — (e- k™1 k-m).

The concept of parabolic G-Higgs bundle over (X, D) was introduced by O. Biquard,
O. Garcfa-Prada and 1. 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 K®-bundle E with parabolic structure (Q;, ;) at each x; € D;

(2) a parabolic G-Higgs field ® € H(X,E[p®] ® Kx) with singularities of certain type
around D, where K© acts on p® via the isotropic representation which is restricted
from the adjoint action K€ — Ad(g®).

Note that a metric h € H° (X,E [K\KC]) gives a reduction of E to a principal
K-bundle E;,. 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, Q;, a;, @), there exists a harmonic
metric h € H* (X, E [K\K€]), i.e.

R(h) — [®, 7,(®)] = 0, (2.1)

or equivalently,

D= A(h) + & — 7,(D)

15 a flat G-connection on the principal G-bundle obtained by extending the structure group
of E, to G wvia the embedding H — G, where A(h) denotes unique connection compatible
with the holomorphic structure of B and the metric h, R(h) denotes its curvature and 1, is
the conjugation on Q°(E[p®]) 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, Q;, o, ®).
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 m(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 = SOq(p, q).

We first define the following notations.



Definition 2.7. Suppose V is a C-linear space. A subspace sequence of V
OZFngk_1C'-'CF2§F1:M (7“65}?. O:FlgFQC"'CFk_lng:V)

is called a reverse flag (resp. flag). If V is equipped with a bilinear form @, then the
above reverse flag (resp. flag) is called a reverse isotropic flag (resp. isotropic flag)
if every Fy is isotropic or coisotropic under Q and Fy = (Fjy1_;)*<.
Below if dimV = p, then we only consider the reverse flag (Fz)f:ll such that if Fi 11 C
F;, then
Fy=-=FiitdmF—dinF S FirdimFiyp—dim £y -

We say a reverse flag (F3)'2] is equipped with decreasing real numbers (oy)!_, if

o; = a;11 and the “=7 holds if and only if F; = F;.1. For our convenience, we usually
set apr1 = 0. A basis {e1,...,eamv} of V is called compatible with a reverse flag
(F) if

€dimV—dim F;+15 - - - » Edim V

spans F; for anyi=2,....p.

Parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs Bundle When G = SL(n,C), we take K = SU(n), then K€ is
also SL(n,C). For a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle (E, ®), from the viewpoint of the
vector bundle E[C"] 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 £, with rank(£) = n and det(€) = O which is the trivial
line bundle;

J

of &, equipped with decreasing real numbers (Ozi)1 cicn

(2) a reverse flag (Sg)KKnH
satisfying that of € (—=1/2,1/2) and

for every marked points z; € D;

(3) a Higgs field ® which is a holomorphic section of End(&) ® K(D) such that tr(®) =0
and with respect to a coordinate chart (U, z) centered at z;, a holomorphic frame

{e1,...,e,} compatible with the reverse flag (EZ] )
¢ = (O (z hi*aﬂ*l)) dz, (2.2)
1<k,I<n

Now an automorphism of a parabolic SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle (£, &7, a/, ®) is an auto-
morphism of & which stablizes ® and preserves the reverse flag Ef )
The parabolic degree defined below will be used to test the stability condition.
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Definition 2.8. For any holomorphic subbundle £ of a parabolic SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle
(&, Sij, af, ), we define the parabolic degree of £ as

pardeg(&’) := deg(&') — Z Z(a{ —al_,)dim ((5’)% N 53) :

j=1 i=1
where we assume of) = 0.

Definition 2.9. A parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle (£, ®) is stable if for any proper
holomorphic subbundle &' C £ which is ®-invariant, pardeg(E’) < 0.

Let the standard basis of C" be (g;). Below we will call a basis (e;) of C" is a unit-
basisife; A---Ae, =1 A--- Ag,. Similarly, for a vector bundle £ whose determinant
bundle is trivial, a frame (e;) of £ is called a unit-frame if e; A --- A e, is the standard
section of O = det(E).

Any Hermitian metric h with standard volume on C™ corresponds to a positive def-
inite Hermitian matrix (h(e, 1)), <4 <, With determinant 1. Hence there is a natural

correspondence given by
SU(n)\SL(p, C) — {Hermitian metric with standard volume on C"}
SU(p) - g — g'g.
Hence a metric h € H°(X,E[SU(n)\SL(n,C)]) on a parabolic SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle
(E, ®) corresponds to an Hermitian metric hg on & = E[C"] whose induced metric on

det(€) = O is the standard trivial metric. Now the conjugation 73, (®) of ® is just —P* e,
where *;,, denotes the adjoint with respect to the metric hg.

Parabolic SOq(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle When G = SOy(p, ¢), we take
K =S0(p) x 50(q),

then K€ = SO(p,C) x SO(q,C). For a parabolic SOg(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (E, ®), from the
viewpoint of the vector bundle E[C? @ C?] induced by the standard action, we obtain that
a parabolic SOy(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle is equivalent to the following data:

(1) a holomorphic vector bundle: £ =U &V, where rank(i) = p and rank(V) = ¢ with
det(U) @ det(V) = O which is the trivial line bundle;

(2) two holomorphic symmetric non-degenerate bilinear forms Q: Sym?(U) — O and
Qy: Sym?*(V) — O with the induced isomorphisms g, : U — U" and qp: V — VY,

(3) a reverse isotropic flag (I/{,g)lggngrl (resp. (V;)1<l<q+1) of U, (resp. V,,) with

respect to Qy (resp. @y) equipped with decreasing real numbers (O‘i)l <k<p and
(resp. (6{)1<l<q) satisfying that of, 3/ € (=1/2,1/2) and

o + O‘;ka = 0,6 + BéJrlfl =0
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for every marked points x; € D;

0 —
~
a holomorphic section of End(£) ® K(D), where v* = q;,;' 04" o gy, such that with

(4) a Higgs field & = ( with respect to the decomposition & = U @ V which is

respect to a coordinate chart (U, z) centered at z;, a holomorphic frame {eq,...,e,}
(vesp. {f1,-.., fq}) compatible with the reverse isotropic flag (U;) (resp. (V!)),

v = (O (J@fﬁﬂq)) dz.
1<k<p,1<I<q

Therefore, a parabolic SOy (p, ¢)-Higgs bundle can be viewed as a parabolic SL(p+q, C)-
Higgs bundle naturally. But the stability condition for parabolic SOq(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles
are different.

Definition 2.10. A parabolic SOy(p, q)-Higgs bundle (U DV, Qu, Qyv,P) 2 < p < q) is
stable if for any isotropic subbundle U'®V' C & which is ®-invariant, pardeg(U'®V’) < 0,

and the inequality is strict when

UadV 4£0,UdY  whenp> 2,
V' #£0,V when p = 2.

Now the harmonic metric h € E[(SO(p) x SO(q))\(SO(p, C) x SO(q, C))] corresponds
to two Hermitian metrics hy; and hy, on U and V which are compatible with the orthogonal
structures @y, and )y, in the following sense:

hu = (qu)" (hgg), by = (qv)" (hy)),

where hy; and hy, are the dual metric defined on U, V¥ respectively and the original
harmonic metric on & is just he = hy @ hy. So the process from the SOg(p, ¢)-Higgs
bundle (E, ®) to a flat principal SOg(p, ¢)-bundle follows the steps below:

(1) the SO(p,C) x SO(g, C)-principal bundle corresponds the orthonormal unit-frame
bundle of ¢ and V with respect to the symmetric bilinear forms )y, @y, respectively;

(2) the SO(p) x SO(gq)-principal bundle obtained from the reduction h corresponds the
product of the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of & with respect to (Qy, hyy simulta-
neously and the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of V with respect to @y, hy simulta-

neously; furthermore this gives real subbundles Ug and Vr of U and V respectively

and hylu, = Qulug, hvlve = Qvlvg;

(3) the SOq(p, q)-principal bundle corresponds to the orthonormal unit-frame bundle of
Er = Ur @ Vg with respect to the indefinite bilinear metric (hy @ (—hy))|s, whose
signature is (p, q).
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2.4 aj-cyclic parabolic SOy (2, 3)-Higgs Bundles

In this article, we will mainly consider the parabolic a;-cyclic parabolic SOy(2, 3)-Higgs
bundles, which are parabolic SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bundles of the following form.

Definition 2.11. A parabolic SOy(2, 3)-Higgs bundle (U, V, Qu, Qy, P) is called o -cyclic
if it satisfies the following properties:

(1)U =L 1 DL,V =L oD LyD Ly for some holomorphic line bundles L;, where
»C—i = E;/,

0 0 -1
) and Qy = | 0 —1 0 |, where all 1’s are given by the natural
-1 0 0

(2) Qu = ((1’ X

paITIng;

(3) every subspace Eij in the reverse isotropic flag (i.e. the parabolic structure at z; of
the associated SL(5, C)-bundle £ = @7__, L;) is a direct sum of a subset of

{(‘Co)xjv (‘Cl % EQ)xja (E—l D »C_Q)xj}

for every 1 < j < s. In other words, (L1).; and (L3),, share the same parabolic
weight;

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

0 0 0 ~Y 0
a0 0 0 ~
=10 pBY 0 0 O
0O 0 g 0 0
0 0 0 a 0
with respect to the decomposition € = @?:72 L;. Furthermore, we require that

a: L1 — Lo @ Kx(D) is an isomorphism and [ # 0.

We may use the following graph to denote an «a;-cyclic parabolic SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bun-
dle.

E_Q T) ,C_l > ;CO > £1 > ;CQ

Note that for a;-cyclic parabolic SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bundles, the parabolic weights are
(a?,a7,0,—ad, —ad) at a puncture z; € D. We call such a Higgs bundle is of non-zero
weights if o/ # 0 for every j =1,...,s.

Remark 2.12. When § =0, the target Lie group reduces into SOg(2,2).

13



Remark 2.13. When v = 0, an «;-cyclic parabolic SOq(2,3)-Higgs bundle coincides
with a real variation of Hodge structure (RVHS) whose Hodge numbers are (1,1,1,1,1)

Y ) Y )

satisfying assumption A introduced by Filip in [Fil21].

Proposition 2.14. When v # 0, any a;-cyclic parabolic SOy(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is stable.
When v = 0, an ay-cyclic parabolic SOy(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is stable iff pardeg(L;) <
g—14s/2.

Proof. When ~ # 0, there is no proper isotropic ®-invariant subbundle, hence it must be
stable.

When v = 0, the only proper isotropic ®-invariant subbundles are L5 and L£; &
Ly. Hence the stability condition Definition 2.10 is equivalent to pardeg(L,) < 0 and
pardeg(L;) + pardeg(Ls2) < 0. Note that £ = Lo ® K5 (D) and Ly, Ly share the same
parabolic weight. The Higgs bundle is stable iff pardeg(L;) < g — 1 + s/2. O

The proof of the following lemma for Hitchin section can be found in [CL.17, 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 aq-cyclic parabolic SO¢(2,3)-Higgs
bundle splits as @?:72 hi, where h; is an Hermitian metric on L;. Furthermore, h_; = h} .

The ay-cyclic condition gives the following estimates of field o.

Proposition 2.16. For any stable ay-cyclic parabolic SO (2, 3)-Higgs bundle with non-
zero weights (i.e. o # 0 for all j = 1,...,s), there exists a constant C' > 0, such that
|| = ||v]] > C, where o, v are viewed as sections of L @ Lo @ Kx and LI @ L1 @ 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 ay-cyclic parabolic SOy (2, 3)-Higgs bundles with all weights zero
at some puncture x; € D, we need to add a technical condition for v to prove Proposition
2.16. More precisely, with respect to compatible basis, v = O(1)dz; is enough and this
coincides with assumption A when v = 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 a;j-cyclic parabolic
SOg(2, 3)-Higgs bundle, we have the following lemma.

14



Lemma 2.19. There are real subbundles (L))g C LY @ L; for i = 1,2 and (Lo)r C Lo
such that the real subbundle given by the harmonic metric of a stable aq-cyclic parabolic
SO(2, 3)-Higgs bundle is @7_,(L:)¥. Furthermore, L£; and L_; are conjugate with respect
to (Li)r fori=1,2.

Proof. Below we use ® to denote the conjugation of e induced by the real subbundle given
by the harmonic metric. Note that with respect to the bilinear form @ = Qy ® Qy,

Q(Li, L_;) =0 for any i # j.

Therefore, the conjugate of £; must be £_; by (e, ®) = h(e,e) and Lemma 2.15. O

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 a;-cyclic parabolic SOy(2, 3)-Higgs bundle

[»72 T) ,Cfl > »CO > ,Cl > LQ

with nonzero weight and its corresponding harmonic metric ®% ,h;. Since a: £; —
Lo®Kx is an isomorphism, we can obtain an Hermitian metric g, := hy ® hy on £ = Ty,
i.e. an Hermitian metric on the holomorphic tangent bundle. To use the maximum
principle with respect to the background metric g, 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 2 A to denote that there exists some positive
constant ¢ > 0 such that A <c¢- B.

3.1 Model Metric

We will show the completeness of g, 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 (£, ®) (Fact
2.5) is quasi-isometric to the model metric hpoq-

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 £ over X
together with a collection of extensions Es ., (which gives the global extension Es of £ as

locally free sheaf over X ) for any § € R across the punctures x;, such that:
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(1) the extensions are decreasing: Es,, C Ey ., for d >0’
(2) the extensions are left continuous Es cx; = Esz; for small e > 0;
(3) if z is a local coordinate centered at xj, then Esi1., = 2+ Esg,.

For any 6 € R, we can define the graded pieces
GI"(;( . E5 T Z E(;/ ey

which are C-linear spaces.

Note that by (3), the extensions are determined by all § 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 (€, Es,,), together with a Higgs field ® € H'(X,End(£) ® Kx) satisfying
that ®(Es;) C Ese; @ Kx(D) around x; for every j.

Now for a parabolic SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle (5 , Eij , ag , <I>), we can define a filtered vector
bundle by the following extensions (for the convenience of notation, below we consider the
case ] is strictly decreasing, but the process is easily extended to other cases): for a given
holomorphic frame (6]4)",1 compatible with the reverse flag (5'] ) and a local coordinate

(U, z) centered at x;, we define

(OUG{@---@OUG% §e(—al —1,—d]]

z-Opel ® Opel, - @ Opel § € (—al,—al]
Esalv =1 . ,

(- Opel @+ @z Opel,_; ®-Opel, § € (—al_y,—ad)

where Oy is the structure sheaf of U. Now for any k, [, we have the ef;—part of CID((’)Ue{ )

is contained in d
ozj —ozj j z
Zl— k 1 . OUek P

by (2.2). Hence one can readily check that (5 B, @) is a filtered regular Higgs bundle.
For a local coordinate chart (U, z) centered at a puncture x; € D, the Higgs field ®
can be represented as ¢(z)dz/z, where ¢ is a holomorphic endomorphism of Ey|y. The

residue of ® at z; is defined as
Res,; ® := ¢(0).

Since Res,; @ preserves the filtration, the graded pieces split as a direct sum

Gl"g @ Gr(s J:J
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with respect to the generalized eigenspaces of Res,; ® and the residue induces a nilpotent
endomorphism Y (with Y;"*! = 0 for some m > 0) on each Grs(E,,) by taking the upper

triangular part of each Jordan block. The Yj then induces a (unique) further filtration
{Wi Gr?(E$j)}keZ called the weight filtration with corresponding grading

Grs(E,,) = @ @ Gry, Gry(£,,), (3.1)
keZ X

where Gry = Wy, /W), which satisfy that
(1) 0 € W_,,, Gry(Ey,) C -+ C Wy, G13(Ey,) = Gry(Ey,);
(2) Ys(Wi Gr3(Ey,)) C Wi g Gry(EL));

(3) Y} induces an isomorphism between Gry, Gry(E,,) and Gr_; Gry(E,,).
Therefore if we define the diagonal endomorphism
H(S = Z k’ . idGrk Grg)\(Eacj)’

keZ

then [Hy,Ys] = —2Y5. Then there exists an endomorphism Xj such that (Hs, Xs,Ys) is
an sly-triple, i.e. we also have [Hs, X;5] = 2X;5 and [X;,Ys] = Hs. Now choose an initial
metric h,; on Ep,; such that the subspaces Gr(;(EQm].) are orthogonal and such that Hy
is self-adjoint and X; is adjoint with Y5 with respect to hy;.

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

projection w: U — {z;}, we can pullback by 7 to extend the weight filtration to this
chart.

Definition 3.4. The model metric on E|y\(.;) is defined as

k
Pmod 1= @ ‘z|25 : ‘hl ‘ZH ’ (W*hl“j)‘(}rk Grg\(Ezj)'
k,0,\

Now we can extend it to a global metric hyoq on &|x.

3.2 Background Metric g,

In this subsection, we prove that the background metric g, is complete and its curvature
is bounded from below.

Lemma 3.5. The metric gp, is quasi-isometric to the hyperbolic metric gnyy,. In particular,
it is complete. Moreover, ||| is bounded by positive constants from above and below.

Proof. Suppose that (Uj, z;) are coordinate charts centered at punctures x; € D respec-
— dz;

tively and X \ Uj.zl Uj is compact. « can be represented as vy ® w; ® — for some
z.

non-vanishing local section v; € HY(U;, £41),w; € HY(U;, £3), where v} is the dual of v,
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since « is an isomorphism between £, and Lo ® K5 (D). By Fact 3.1, it suffices to prove
that
”w]”hmod . %

||,U.7 ||hmod

1
€ [—, c} for some positive c.
Za g\/ C

J
Now since the Higgs bundle is a;-cyclic, £; and Ly share the same weight o/ # 0 at
x;. Therefore, the weight graded pieces are Gro; = (L£L_2 @ L_1)a;, Grg = (L), and

Groi (L1 @© Ly)e;. By definition, a: £; — Ly ® K%(D) is an isomorphism and hence its

residue on Gr,; is
00
10/

= 1/|In|z;|| over (Uj;, z;) by the dedinition of model metric.

This implies that 1205 [ o
||Uj||hmod

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

z; is a cusp of gnyp, hence we get that Hdzj/zj]gxyp = 1/]z - 0/8zj|]ghyp = |In|zl| by
Example 2.2. Therefore,
ijHhmod . % _ 1 -\ln\z'||:1.
10l hmoa Nl 25 g [ [zl ’
ypP

O

Below we do some local analysis. Fix a local coordinate (U,z = x + 1/—1y) on X.
By choosing holomorphic frames e; for each £; such that e_; = e/ and a¥(ey) = e1dz,
the harmonic metric hg can be written as 222272 HeY ® e} for positive smooth functions
H; by Lemma 2.15. Furthermore, we have H_; = HZ-_1 and Hy = 1. Let A denote the
coordinate Laplacian, i.e. 0?/020z = (0%/0x* + 0%/0y?)/4. We use | ® |2 to denote the
coordinate norm for a field with respect to the local coordinate and frames e;, dz. With
our choice of frame, we have |a|? = 1.

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

AIHH,Q = H,QH;1|’YV‘2 — H:%H,l,

(3.2)
AlnmH_=H_ H )+ H_H'|5> — H{|3?
by taking projection onto £_5 and £_;.
Lemma 3.6. The curvature K,, of g is nowhere smaller than —4.
Proof. 1t follows from that
Aln(H;H_
K, =—2- n(i 1*2 1) (by curvature fomula of conformal metric)
HH
2H_\Hy — H{|B? )
—_9. V2
I (" =1"T)
> —4.
O
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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 A, 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 C*-function defined on M such that Apu > f(u), where f: R — R is a function.

Suppose there is a continuous positive function g: [a,00) — Ry such that
(1) g is non-decreasing;
i f@) )
(2) liminf, , o, o > 0;
(3) f:o(fbtg(T)dT)*lﬁdt < 00, for some b > a,

then the function u is bounded from above. Moreover, if [ is lower semi-continuous,
f(supu) < 0.

In particular, for § > 1 and a positive constant ¢, one can check if f(t) > cot® for ¢
large enough, g(t) = t©FV/2 satisfy the above three conditions.

Proposition 2.16. For any stable ay-cyclic parabolic SO (2, 3)-Higgs bundle with non-
zero weights (i.e. o # 0 for all j = 1,...,s), there exists a constant C' > 0, such that
|| = [|v]] > C, where o, v are viewed as sections of L @ Lo @ Kx and L @ L1 @ Kx
respectively, whose metrics are induced by the harmonic metric and the hyperbolic metric.

Proof. We first show that ||7v|| — 0 when tends to a puncture x € D. Let § be the
parabolic weight of Lo, then § # 0. If 6 > 0, with respect to a compatible basis at z,
we have v = O(1)dz/z. Then by Fact 3.1 we obtain that ||v|| < |2|* - |In|z|| and when
z = 0, ||7|]| = 0. Otherwise 6 < 0, with respect to a compatible basis at x, we have
v = O(2)dz/z. Then by Fact 3.1 we obtain that ||| < |z|**% - |In|z|| and when 2z — 0,
Il 0.

Set u = ||v||*/||||?. Locally we have

 HoHT P
"=

— H2 2.
H_lH:Ql ) |7|
Since 7y is a holomorphic section, we obtain that

Alnu =2AIn H_,
=2(H o H{ ' |y|* = H3H o)
=2(H 3 H_)(u—1).

Hence globally we have that Ay, Inu = 2(u — 1) and this implies that Ay, u > 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 g; satisfies the conditions of Fact 3.7 and we then obtain
that supu < 1.
Moreover, if the supremum is attained at some point z € X, then u = 1 by the strong

maximum principle. However it contradicts with 5 # 0 and X is a hyperbolic Riemann

surface. Therefore, ||a|| > ||v|| over X. And when tending to a puncture, ||a|| — ||| has a
positive lower bound by ||| — 0 and Lemma 3.5. Hence ||a|| — ||7|| has a positive lower
bound over X. ]

Remark 3.8. When o/ = 0 at some punctures x; € D, the only weight graded piece is the
total fiber at x; whose weight is 0. If we require v = O(1)dz around x;, then the residue
of the Higgs field is of the form

0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 00
0 Res,, 8 0 0 01,
0 0 Res;; 6 0 0
0 0 0 10

where Res,, 8 = O(1). It gives the same estimates on ||al|, ||v|| and g.

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 f,. We rewrite the statements and their proofs
for completeness.

We fix a complete Riemannian manifold (M, ¢g) with the distance function d: M x 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;

(52) [ldfllg 2 f
(S3) lldfllg 2 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 € C*(M;R) is a twice continuously differentiable
function satisfying that

(1) F(xg) =0 for some xy € M.
(2) There exists a > 0 and r > 0 such that F(x) > « for any x with d(x,zq) = 7.
(3) There exists an xy € M such that d(xg,x1) > 1 and F(x;) < a.

Then there exists ¢ > « and a sequence (y,)>2,; € MY such that F(y,) — c¢ and
\VE(yn)|l; = 0, where VF denotes the gradient of F' with respect to the Riemannian

metric g and || — ||, denotes the norm associated with g.

In [Bisl5, 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.

IVE ()]l
L+ [VE(@)I5
flow ¢;: M — M which is generated by the vector field —w(z)VF(z). In other words,

we have

Proof of Lemma J.1. Set w(x) =

we consider the normalized gradient

T @=u@vre)
wo(z) = .
Note that IVF @)
I = w@)VF@l = g s € 0D
and M is complete, we know that the flow ¢, exists all the time. Since

d
3| Flo@)

=dF(—w(z)VF(z))
=9(—w(z)VFE(z), VF(x))
=—w(@)|[VF(2)|l; <0,

F is decreasing along ¢;(x). We claim that d(xg, p:(x9)) < r for all £ > 0. Otherwise,
there exists to > 0 such that d(xo, ¢4, (z0)) = 7, then

a < Fpr(r0)) < F(xo) = 0,

contradiction. Similarly we have d(xzg, p(x1)) > r for all ¢ > 0. Suppose now that there
is a path v: [0,1] — M connecting z and zy, i.e. y(0) = 2o and (1) = x;. For any

t € R, we set v := ¢ o y. For any non-negative integer n € N, since

d(20, 7(0)) = d(x0, pn(0)) <1 < d(0, Pn(w1)) = d(0, 70(1)),
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there exists s, € (0,1) such that d(zo,v,(sn)) = r. Hence

a<FMM%D<£%FW$D=FW$Q)

Suppose that s* € [0, 1] is an accumulation point of {s/,}. We claim that F(v,(s*)) > «
for all n € N. Otherwise there exists N € N such that F(yy(s*)) < a. Therefore there

n,) of (s},) converging to s* and J € N such that F(yn(s),)) < a

exists a subsequence (snj
for any j > J. Thus we can take j' > J large enough such that n;; > N, and then

o < Flo,(s),) < Flan(s),) < .

contradiction.
Now due to the sequence F(7,(s*)) is decreasing and bounded from below by «, ¢ :=
lim,, o0 F'(7,(s%)) exists and ¢ > a. We know the integral

| wl IR = [ =GP e = Pl —e

is finite. Hence there is a sequence (t,) € RY, such that

lim w(, (s VEF(.(s))llg = 0.

n—-+o0o

Let y, := v, (s*). Then lim,, o, F(y,) = ¢ > «a and

VE(,)|?
VP = WMy o e o

C1HIVE(a) g
implies that lim,,_,. ||[VF (y,)||y = 0. O

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 € CY(M;R) is a continuously differentiable function with u* =
sup,, u < +00. Then, for every sequence (y,)5%, € M™ such that u(y,) — u* asn — oo,
there exists a sequence ()%, € M™ with the properties

(1) u(x,) — u*;
(2) [Vu(za)llg = 0;
(3) d(2n,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 (52).

(1) The only critical points of f are local minima, which occur when f(x) = 0.
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(2) infy f = 0, and furthermore if f attains its infimum (indeed minimum 0) at some
Tmin € M, then for any sequence (x,,)°%; with lim, o f(z,) =0, (2,)22, converges
t0 Tmin- 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. 1t follows from (S2) that if df(z) = 0, then f(z) < |df(x)| = 0 and by (S1) we

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

We take u = — f in Fact 4.2 and obtain a sequence (z,,)2° ; which satisfies that f(z,) —
infy, f and [|[df(z,)]ly = IVf(xn)|l; = 0. Therefore, by (S2) and (S1), we have that
infy, f, = 0.

Now suppose f attains its minimum 0 at some point z,;, € M and there is a sequence
()5, € MM such that lim, o f(z,) = 0. For any r > 0 small enough, there is a
positive number « > 0 such that f(x) > « for any z with d(x, zyi,) = 7 since xp;, is an
isolated zero by (S1).

By lim, o f(z,) = 0, there exists an integer N > 0 such that for any n > N,
f(z,) < a. Then d(Zmyin, x,) < 7 for any n > N. Otherwise, there is an z,, satisfying
f(z,) < a and d(x,,, Tmin) > 7. SO f, Tmin, T, satisfy the conditions in Lemma 4.1 and we
get there exists a sequence (y,)5, such that f(y,) > ¢ for some positive constant ¢ > 0
and |V f(yn)|l; = 0. However, by (S2) we obtain that f(y,) — 0, contradiction. This
shows that (z,)5°, converges to Tmi,. 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 : [0,t9) — M be the unique curve

satisfying that
Y1) = ~vr(0))
de v’ "

1(0) ==
with the maximum existence time ¢ty > 0. Set h := f o+, then

dh
E(t)

=df(=V ()
=— V(@) <0

and there exists 5 > 0 such that

dh
—E>€O‘h

by (S3). Hence for any [a,b] C [0,1y), by integrating the equation above, we have

h(b) < h(a) - exp(—eo - (b — a)).
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Then
2
2 d')/
(length(v]ias))” = dt H dt)
g

2

f
/

dt) -(b—a) (by Chauchy-Schwarz inequality)
g

= (h(a) = h(b)) - (b —a)
<h(a) - (b—a).
For any ¢ € [0,tg), the above inequality implies that

d((0),7(t)) <length(v|j04)
1)1
=) " length(7|jnns1)) + length(7(e )

n=1

2]
< Z h(n)1/2
" (4.1)
< Z h(n)l/Q

n=1
<h(0)'? -3 " exp(—eo - n/2)
n=1

:h<0)1/2 . exp(—€0/2) )
1 —exp(—eo/2)
Therefore, the image of v stays in a compact subset and this implies that not only ¢ty =

+00, but also y(400) = lim;, 1 y(t) exists, which is the required minima of f. O

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 /.3) at xyi,. Then there exist constants C1,Cy,e > 0, such that

f(x) = Cy - exp(e - d(xmin, z)) — Co,Vx € M,
where d denotes the distance function of (M, g).
Proof. 1t suffices to prove that there exists a constant ¢y, cy > 0 such that
d(Tmin, ) < 1 + o - In(1 + f(x)).

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

D) = Vs (0)

7(0) ==
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and we know that the maximal existence time of 7 is +00 with y(+00) = xpi, by Theorem

4.3 and we set h = f o~ again. Then

dh

— O =IO} > & - (1))

for some constant £, > 0 by (S2). Hence

i (i) >

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

1 1
S N 7

h(t)  h(0)
If h(0) < 2, then by (4.1) we obtain that
_exp(—¢/2)
1 —exp(—eo/2)

where g9 > 0 is the constant such that |V f[|2 > ¢ - f which is provided by (S3).
Since h(400) = 0, there exists ¢; > 0 such that h(t;) = h(0)/2. Thus ¢, < 1/(e1-h(0)).
Moreover, we obtain that

d(x, Tyin) < V2 =: ¢, (4.2)

d(z,~(t1)) <length(vlo.))
t1
_ / il
N
t1
= [T Ivs6@),
0
b dqt t ) , ,
< / . / (t+1) IV (B)|2dt)  (by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality)
0 0

t+1

<+ 1+ 0 ([ I9s60)E)

St 1) (f 1) - </0t —i—?(t)dt)
<In(t+1)- (h+1)- @
<t1-(t1+1)~@

<t12—€|—11'

Now suppose that h(0) = f,(x) > 2. We know that t; < 1/(2-&1). Therefore,

2€1+1_

d(a:, ’y(h)) < (251)2

. C3
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Let k = |log, f(x)]. We can find 0 =ty < t; <ty < --- < tg such that h(t;11) = h(t;)/2
and h(t;) > 2 for any i = 0,1,...,k — 1 and h(ty) < 2. From the above discussion, we
know that

k
d(x,vy(tx)) Zd (t;) < cg-k <cg-logy f(x) =co-In f(x)
i=1

for a constant ¢; > 0. Moreover, since h(t;) < 2, by (4.2) we get that
d(z, Tmin) < d(x,v(tr)) + d(Y(tk), Tmin) < 2 -In f(x) + ¢4 < o -In(f(x) +1) + ¢
when f(z) > 2. Also we have
d(z, Tmin) < <c-In(f(z)+1)+ ¢

when f(z) < 2. O

5 Proof of Main Results

In this section we prove that stable «a;-cyclic parabolic SOy(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 V" (A(h)
in Fact 2.5) and the flat connection V" + & + ®*» by VM (D in Fact 2.5), where GM
means Gauss-Manin and we lift (€, ®) to the universal cover on X = H? with respect to
the flat connection V&M i.e. V&M is lifted to the trivial connection d on the trivial vector
bundle. With a slight abuse of notation, in this section we use &, ®, L, a, h, h;, (L;)r to
denote their lift.

Now we fix a real vector v € (Er)zm = (@?:O(Ei)ﬂg)% over the basepoint Zp € X
satisfying that

(hy @ (—hy))(v,v) = 1.

It can be extended to a global section v: H? — &g with respect to V&M

. Hence it splits
into Z?:—z v;, where v;: H? — L; are global smooth sections of £; and v_; = 7;. Note
that hy @ (—hy) is flat along V&M hence

2[jvill; = @llvalli + llwollz) = 1

This implies that ||v1||, = 1 and ||v1||n 2 [|v2]|n-
Let f, := ||vo]|7, we will show that f, satisfies conditions (S1)-(S3).
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5.1 Establish (S1)-(S3) for f,

It is trivial that f, > 0. Below we first establish conditions (S2) and (S3) for f, and
then prove f, is a Morse function.
By taking projection onto L5, we obtain that

V% (vy) = —alvy) — 4™ (v_y). (5.1)
Lemma 5.1. f, satisfies conditions (S2)(53), i.e.

dfullgy,, 2 fos lldfullay,, 2 fo2.

iy
Proof.
[dfully, =ldhva, vo)ly

=[IR(V" (v2), v2) + h(va, V" (02))llgye
=[Ala(or) + 7™ (V1) v2) + hlve, a(vr) + 5™ (v1))llgy,  (by (5:1))
=V2 - ||h(y*" (v_1), vs) + h(va, a(v1))lgy,  (since dz L dz and [[dz|| = [|dz]])
>V2 - |2, awi)) gy, = 101, 7(02) gy,
=V2- (lall = 171 - llonlln - [lozln

Zllv1]ln - |lv2lln - (by Proposition 2.16)

lvallf, = fo  since [[oalln 2 [[v2lln,

lvallp, = fo/* since |Jui|[n > 1.

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

Proof. Since ”deHgfv.yp
ve(z) = 0. Now we compute the Hessian of f, at its critical points. Given two real vector

2 f,, we obtain that the critical points of f, only occur when

fields 77, Ty around a critical point z. Since vy(x) = 0, by the compatibility between V"

and the Hermitian metric h, one can readily check that
TTa(fo) (@) = (R(VE (v2), V] (v2)) + W(VE (v2), VE (v2))) (). (5.2)

Now we take a local unit frame ey of L9 around z. Locally we have a(v;)(0/0z) = sey and
v (v_1)(0/0Z) = tey for some complex-valued smooth functions s and t. By Proposition
216, [Jui|ln = lv_1lln and [[0/0z]|g,,, = [|0/0Z|l,,, we obtain that [s| > |¢].

With respect to the natural coordinate basis 9/dx,0/0y, a quick calculation shows

that the coordinate Hessian of f, at xq can be represented as

2|s + t|? \/—_1[(s+t)(s—t)—(s—t)(s+t)]
V[ O(s—1) =5 — (s +1)] 2s — ¢2
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It suffices to prove that the determinant of above matrix is not 0. Actually, the determi-

nant is

_ P 2

Afls+ 12 Js =t + |G+ O~ ) = (5= Ds +1)

- - 2
=[GF06-0+T-n+] >0
and the “=" holds iff

(s+t)(s—t)+(s—t)(s+1t)=0
= (s —t)(s +t) = rv/—1 for some real r
rv/—1+1

s = t for some real r

/=11

= s =1,

contradiction. O

Remark 5.3. The last step above to avoid the equality holds has the following Fuclidean
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 vy, so
vy 1S a holomorphic section. Then the non-degeneration of the critical points of f,, can be
easily proven by the holomorphicity. When v # 0, we must use the estimates Proposition
2.16 of Higgs fields to show the non-degeneration.

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

Corollary 5.5. There exist constants C, Cy, e > 0 independent of v such that
fy(l’) > Cl : eXp(€ : d(l‘minax)) - CQ,VZL‘ € ‘55’
where Ty, 1S the unique point such that ve(Tyin) = 0.

Proof. 1t follows from that the constants appear in ||dfv||g}¥le 2 fos ||dfv||g}¥le > Y2 are

independent of v. 0
5.2 [Establish the Domination Property

Theorem 5.6. For any stable ay-cyclic parabolic SOg(2,3)-Higgs bundle (€, P) :=

\Y

Y Y
;C_QT;C_l 5V>£O 3 >£1 3 >£2

with nonzero weights, p := NAH((E, ®)) satisfies that
as(p(p(a))) = pi = Cs - d(zo, 7 - 0) — Cy
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for some constant C3,Cy > 0 which are independent of our choice of o, i.e. p is {as}-

almost dominated.

Proof. Let V = R® be fibre of &g at Ty We can choose a basis {e1, €2, f1, f2, f3} of R® which
is an orthonormal basis of the indefinite billinear form (hy @ (—hy))|e, Whose signature
is (2, 3) given by the harmonic metric and the standard representation a — gl(1") has the
following weight space decomposition:

Voo =R (ei+ fi), Voo, =R (&i = fi), Vo =R f.
For any p € at with a;(i) = p; and p; > 0 where i = 1,2, we obtain that

2exp(p) - e; = exp(p;) - (€; + fi) +exp(—pi) - (e; — fi).

Now we take an arbitrary ¢ € m(X) and consider the KAK decomposition of p(o),
i.e. p(o) = k_exp(p)ky, where k_,k, € K and pu = u(p(o)) € a*. We have that

lWlin(Zo - o) =llp(e) " - vlla(F0)
=l exp(—p)k=" - v||n(Zo) (ki preserves the harmonic metric)
=|| Ad((k?) ") exp(p)k=" - v||n(20) (opposition involution)
—exp(oK - ollu(F) (K = k7KL € ).
Now since K preserves @, R - ¢;, we take v/ = (K)"'-¢; € @, R - ¢; (dependent on

the choice of ¢). By our choice of the basis we also know that (v')2(zo) = 0, i.e. xy is the

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

N5 (0 - o)

=l exp(n) - eill5(0)

1 - 1 -
. exp(2u) - |lei + fill7 (zo) + 1 exp(—2p;) - |le; — fill7(%o)

1 1
<§ exp(2p;) + 5

On the other hand,

[VI[5(0 - o)
[Vl (2o - 0)

>C - exp(d(zg, To - 0)) — Cy  (by Corollary 5.5).
Note that here (', Cy are independent of our choice of ¢. Therefore we have that
a;(u(p(o))) = pi 2 Cs - d(zo, 2o - 0) — Cy

for some constant C'5, Cy > 0 which are independent of our choice of o, which implies that
p is {as }-almost dominated. O
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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(Ly) = 1
except in Proposition 2.1/! One can freely change Ly 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 {cw}-almost dominated representations from my(X)

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