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ON A BERS THEOREM FOR SL(3,C)

CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

ABSTRACT. For S a closed surface of genus at least 2, let Hitz(S) be the Hitchin com-
ponent of representations to SL(3,R), equipped with the Labourie-Loftin complex struc-
ture. We construct a mapping class group equivariant holomorphic map from a large
open subset of Hit3(S) x Hitz(S) to the SL(3, C)-character variety that restricts to the
identity on the diagonal and to Bers’ simultaneous uniformization on 7(S) x 7(S). The
open subset contains Hit3(S) x 7(S) and T(S) x Hit3(S), and the image includes the
holonomies of SL(3, C)-opers.

The map is realized by associating pairs of Hitchin representations to immersions into
C® that we call complex affine spheres, which are equivalent to certain conformal har-
monic maps into SL(3, C)/SO(3, C) and to new objects called bi-Higgs bundles. Complex
affine spheres are obtained by solving a second-order complex elliptic PDE that resem-
bles both the Beltrami and Tzitzéica equations. To study this equation we establish
analytic results that should be of independent interest.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a closed oriented surface S of genus g > 2, let 7(S) be the Teichmiiller space
of marked complex structures on S. By the uniformization theorem, every point in 7 (S)
determines a unique conjugacy class of Fuchsian representations of 71 (S) into PSL(2, R).

Embedding PSL(2, R) inside its complexification PSL(2,C), any Fuchsian representation
produces a representation to PSL(2,C) that preserves a round circle in CP'. If we deform
such a representation inside the character variety x(m1(S5), PSL(2,C)) in a controlled man-
ner, the resulting representation is quasi-Fuchsian, which means it preserves a Jordan curve
in CP'. Quasi-Fuchsian representations have a number of nice properties; for example, quasi-
Fuchsian representations are discrete and faithful, and hence the quotient of the action of a
quasi-Fuchsian representation on H? is a quasi-Fuchsian 3-manifold. Given a quasi-Fuchsian
representation p preserving a Jordan curve v, p also preserves and acts properly discontin-
uously on the two connected domains Qj, Q, C CP' that are complementary to 7. The

resulting quotients Q;r/p and Qp/p represent points in 7(S) and 7(S) respectively, where
T(S) is the Teichmiiller space of the oppositely oriented surface S. On the other hand, Bers
proved that one can associate a quasi-Fuchsian representation to any pair of oppositely ori-
ented complex structures, in a way that reverses the process above. Moreover, if we denote
by QF(S) C x(m1(S),PSL(2,C)) the open subset of quasi-Fuchsian representations, and
give T(S) its natural complex structure, then Bers’ simultaneous uniformization theorem
(Theorem 2.7 below) says that this construction descends to a biholomorphism

T(S) x T(S) — QF(9).
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In another direction, for every n > 2, given a Fuchsian representation into PSL(2,R),
we can turn it into a representation to PSL(n,R) by post-composing with Kostant’s prin-
ciple embedding from PSL(2,R) — PSL(n,R) (see [Kos59] for details on this embedding).
Any deformation of that representation inside x(m(S), PSL(n,R)) is called a Hitchin rep-
resentation, and by definition such representations fill up a connected component Hit,, ()
of x(m1(S),PSL(n,R)) called a Hitchin component. Introduced in Hitchin’s seminal paper
[Hit92], Hitchin representations are Anosov (hence discrete and faithful) [Lab06], and are
central objects of study in higher Teichmiiller theory.

For n odd, SL(n,R) = PSL(n,R), so for the rest of the paper we use SL(3,-) over
PSL(3,-). Let M3(S) be the holomorphic vector bundle over 7 (S) whose fiber over a class
of a Riemann surface is identified with its space of holomorphic cubic differentials, i.e., it
consists of pairs [¢, Q], where ¢ is a complex structure on S and Q is a holomorphic cubic
differential on (S, ¢). Labourie in [Lab07] and Loftin in [Lof01] independently constructed
a mapping class group equivariant and real analytic diffeomorphism

L : M3(S) = Hits(9) .

Both authors build this map using hyperbolic affine spheres. Labourie also gave a way to
see £ using minimal surfaces in symmetric spaces [Lab17], which generalizes to other higher
Teichmiiller spaces for Lie groups of rank 2 (see [CTT19]).

Similar to the case n = 2, we can deform the Hitchin locus inside x(m(S5),SL(3,C)),
and moreover we can inquire to what extent a Bers’ phenomenon might hold for SL(3,C),
when we give Hitg(S) the complex structure induced by £. That is, one could—perhaps
optimistically—try to holomorphically identify points in M3(S)x M3(S) with representations
to SL(3,C). In fact, embedding M3(S) as the “diagonal” inside M3(S)x M3(S), by analytic
continuing power series, one can find neighbourhoods U of this diagonal and V' of the Hitchin
representations inside x(m1(S), SL(3,C)) on which £ extends uniquely to a biholomorphism

,C(cZU—>V.

In this paper, we introduce maps from surfaces to C3, called complex affine spheres, that
provide a concrete and geometrically meaningful realization of Lc. We use our affine spheres
to show that L¢ extends surprisingly far into M3(S) x M3(S), well past the diagonal as
shown in Theorem A below, providing a more substantial and interesting Bers’ phenomenon
for SL(3,C). These results should have incarnations for more general higher Teichmiiller
spaces.

1.1. The main result. The Labourie-Loftin parametrization via hyperbolic affine spheres
comes from the classical theory of affine differential geometry. See the book [NS94] for
references. It follows, from work of Cheng-Yau in [CY77] and [CY86] on affine differential
geometry, and Goldman in [Gol90] and Choi-Goldman in [CG93] on geometric structures,
that every Hitchin representation to SL(3,R) is uniquely associated with an equivariant
hyperbolic affine sphere. Labourie and Loftin proved that every equivariant hyperbolic
affine sphere is determined by the data of a complex structure on S and an accompanying
holomorphic cubic differential (see also Wang [Wan91]), determining the map £ above.

We define (positive hyperbolic) complex affine spheres to be immersions of surfaces inside
C? satisfying a geometric condition and structural equation analogous to that of the real
affine spheres in R? (see Definition 3.14 and the subsection below). We show in Corollary
3.22 that a complex affine sphere is equivalent to a pair of complex structures on S with
opposite orientations (not necessarily conjugate), holomorphic cubic differentials for the two
complex structures, and a solution to an equation that depends on the complex structures



4 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

and differentials. Through this formalism, we explicitly construct and study Lc. Denote
the mapping class group by MCG(.S). The following is proved in Section 6.

Theorem A. The Labourie-Loftin parametrization extends uniquely to a MCG(S)-equivariant
holomorphic map

M;(S) x M3(8) D Q =55 y(m1(S), SL(3,C))

where ) is a MCG(S)-invariant open subset containing the diagonal, M3(S) x T(S), and
T(S) x M3(S). The image consists of holonomies of complex affine spheres. Moreover, L¢
agrees with Bers’ simultaneous uniformization map on T(S) x T(S).

Above, we are using 7 (S) to denote the embedding of T(S) into M3(S) as the zero
section. The fact that Q contains M3(S) x T(S) and T(S) x M3(S) is very interesting
to us because, a priori, L¢ is not expected to extend this far from the diagonal. In fact,
Q can be constructed to be invariant under what we call the C* twistor action, defined
by ¢ - ([e1,Q], 62, Qs)) = ([e1,¢ Qq], [E2,(1Qy)), which also shows that € is large. Note
we need to be precise when talking about holomorphicity around the character variety (see
Remarks 6.4 and 7.16).

We partially address what L¢ does on M3(S) x T(S) and its partner in Theorem E
below. See Section 1.3 for further comments.

We do not know whether the representations in the image of L¢ are Anosov. Note that
real affine spheres descend to maps from S = RP?, which then pull back convex projective
structures to S. In light of this point, it would be interesting to understand if one can use
complex affine spheres to see geometric structures.

1.2. The space of complex affine spheres. We prove Theorem A by constructing a finite
dimensional moduli space of complex affine spheres through which L¢ factors.

The first ingredient in the construction is the notion of complex metrics on S (discussed
in detail in Section 2). A complex metric on S is a non-degenerate bilinear symmetric form
on the complexified tangent bundle CT'S, and it is called positive if it satisfies a further
non-degeneracy condition (see Definition 2.4). Given a positive complex metric g, one can
associate two complex structures ¢; and ¢3 to S of opposite orientations, and one can always
locally find coordinates z for ¢; and w for ¢z, and a function A to C* such that

g = Adzdw.

In [BE22], the authors formulate a covariant differential calculus for positive complex
metrics, analogous to that of Riemannian metrics, in which we have Levi-Civita connections,
curvature, Laplacians, and other usual objects. Finally, for every pair of oppositely oriented
complex structures (c1,Tz), one can find a special positive complex metric h(, ) of constant
curvature —1 in that conformal class, which is called the Bers metric, and every positive
complex metric is conformally equivalent to a Bers metric.

Toward building L¢, in Section 3 we study (positive hyperbolic) complex affine spheres
that can be deformed to real affine spheres. Complex affine spheres carry a number of
tensors that generalize those from the real theory, such as (complex) Blaschke metrics and
Pick tensors, satisfying Gauss and Codazzi-type equations. If the Blaschke metric has
conformal class (c¢1,¢3), then the Codazzi equation is equivalent to the fact that the Pick
tensor is of the form C' = Q; +Q,, with Q; and Q, holomorphic cubic differentials for ¢;
and ¢ respectively (see Theorem 3.20). For a distinctive subset of complex affine spheres,
including those deformable to the real locus, solving the Gauss equation corresponds to
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finding complex solutions u to the equation
_ 1 —
G(e1,e2,Qq, Qosu) 1= Apu — e+ Zh(Q17Q2) et (1)

where h = h(, ). Note that for a “diagonal” point (c, 2,Q,Q), Equation (1) reduces to
the ordinary Tzitzéica equation for real hyperbolic affine spheres, as studied by Labourie
and Loftin.

Let C(S) be the space of complex structures on S, let CD(S) be the bundle of cubic
differentials over C(S), and let C(S) and CD(S) be the analogous spaces for S. The product
CD(S) x CD(S) is a complex Banach manifold, and when we take the quotient by Diff(S) x
Diffy(S), where Diff(S) is the space of diffeomorphisms of S isotopic to the identity, we

get M3(S) x M3(S). Our distinctive subset of affine spheres is parametrized by
CAS(S) = {(c1,3,Qq, Qy,u) € CD(S) x CD(S) x C>(S,C) : G(c1,¢2, Qq, Qq,u) = 0}.

We say that a complex affine sphere (c1,ez, Qp, Qq,u) is infinitesimally rigid if linearization
of G in the direction of u is an isomorphism. We denote the space of infinitesimally rigid
complex affine spheres by CAS*(S). The space CAS*(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold for
which the natural projection #: CAS*(S) — CD(S) x CD(S) is a local biholomorphism and
the holonomy map hol: CAS*(S) — x(m1(S),SL(3,C)) is holomorphic (see Section 6.2).

An important issue concerning the spaces CAS(S) and CAS*(.S), which stems from a gen-
eral issue around complex-metric related objects, is that their quotients under the diagonal
action of Diff((S) are infinite-dimensional. To contend with this matter, in Section 4 we
introduce notions of complex Lie derivative and transport through paths of complex vector
fields, which allow to construct local deformations through “double isotopies” (also see the
introduction to Section 4). Defining the transport amounts to solving a Cauchy problem (see
Equation (18)), which is analytically not so well-behaved. Precisely, the Cauchy problem
fails Hérmander’s criterion for local solvability (see Section 4.2).

Using complex Lie derivatives and transport, we manage to take a finite-dimensional
quotient CAS(S) of the space CAS*(S) for which the fibers roughly correspond to double
isotopies of the cubic differentials. The space CAS(S) keeps track of the geometric informa-
tion of the complex affine spheres, as summarized in the following theorem (corresponding
to the statements in Section 6.3 of the text).

Theorem B. The space CAS(S) admits the structure of a finite dimensional complex man-
ifold for which the quotient CAS*(S) — CAS(S) is holomorphic. Moreover, hol descends
holomorphically to a map hol: CAS(S) — x(m1(S5),SL(3,C)) and & descends to a local
biholomorphism m: CAS(S) — M3(S) x M5(S).

As we show in Section 6, the map L¢ in Theorem 1.1 is the composition of hol with a
local inverse of .

A natural question is whether L¢ admits a global extension. The following statement
provides evidence towards a negative answer.

Theorem C. There is no holomorphic map
CD(S) x CD(S) — CD(S) x CD(S) x C>(S,C)

with image in CAS(S) that inverts  and that coincides with the real affine spheres parametriza-
tion on the real locus.

In particular, 7: CAS*(S) — CD(S) x CD(S) has no globally defined right inverse ex-
tending the real affine spheres parametrization.
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For input data (¢, ¢, Q, —Q), Equation (1) is exactly the structural equation for minimal
Lagrangians in CH?. Theorem C is a consequence of the fact that for (¢,2,Q,—-Q), as Q
grows larger the linearization of Equation (1) eventually develops a kernel, which was proved
by Huang-Loftin-Lucia in their paper about minimal Lagrangians [HLL13]. More discussion
in Section 6.6.

1.3. Bi-Higgs bundles, opers, and future work. Labourie and Baraglia have shown
that real hyperbolic affine spheres are equivalent to certain minimal surfaces in the SL(3,R)
Riemannian symmetric space (see [Lab07, Section 9] and [Bar10, Section 3.4]). Moreover, if
an affine sphere o is equivalent to a minimal surface f, then the Higgs bundle of f encodes
the Pick tensor of ¢. Naturally, one might expect complex affine spheres to be equivalent
to minimal surfaces in some SL(3, C)-homogeneous space.

While working on this paper, by first studying complex affine spheres, we came to re-
alize a generalization of the theory of harmonic maps, minimal surfaces, and Higgs bun-
dles. Specifically, harmonic maps into holomorphic Riemannian symmetric spaces such as

SL(n, C)/SO(n, C) = Y,, give rise to new objects that we call bi-Higgs bundles. In Section

7.3, we define a class of harmonic maps into Y3, which we call bi-Hitchin conformal har-
monic maps, which are equivalent to certain bi-Higgs bundles, and which come along with
a pair of cubic differentials. We prove the following in Sections 7.4 and 7.5. See Section 7
for more definitions and precise details.

Theorem D. There is a one-to-one correspondence, up to conjugation, between equivariant
positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres and bi-Hitchin conformal harmonic maps to Ys,
which preserves the cubic differentials. When the affine sphere is deformable to a real affine
sphere within the infinitesimally rigid locus, the holonomies are the same.

Regarding the holonomies, one can certainly remove the additional assumption, which
we keep to simplify the exposition.

A complete development of the theory of bi-Higgs bundles would take us too far afield
from the aim of this paper, so we have chosen to defer a more extended treatment to an
upcoming paper. As well, writing this paper from the perspective of complex affine spheres
has its advantages: firstly, complex affine spheres might shed more light on the geometry of
representations to SL(3,C), and also, Equation (1), our main tool in proving Theorem A,
appears to arise more naturally using complex affine spheres (see the end of Section 7.3).

Using bi-Higgs bundles, we also observe that a certain subset of M3(S) x M3(S) corre-
sponds to meaningful objects: opers. SL(n,C)-opers are gauge theoretic objects that arise
from globalizing differential equations on Riemann surfaces (the full definition is in Section
7.6), and they are equivalent to CP'-structures when n = 2. The modern theory of opers
stems from Drinfield-Sokolov [DS84] and the work of Beilinson-Drinfield on the Geometric
Langlands Conjecture [BD96]. In the latter work, Beilinsion-Drinfield showed that, over a
Riemann surface (S, ¢) with canonical bundle C, every connected component of the moduli
space of SL(n, C)-opers is parametrized by the Hitchin base &7, H(S, K?).

Theorem E. Given [c, S| € M3(S), Lc([c,Q], [, 0]) is represented by the holonomy of an
SL(3,C)-oper on (S, c) with Hitchin basepoint (0,Q), and Lc([c,0], [¢,Q]) is represented by
the holonomy of an oper on (S,¢) with Hitchin basepoint (0, Q).

Since Bers’ simultaneous uniformization procedure goes through constructing CP'-structures
with quasi-Fuchsian holonomies, it feels quite natural that opers appear in the image of L¢.
As well, from our understanding, it’s been an open question whether opers have a geometric
interpretation; Theorems A and E seem to answer that question positively in a special case.
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The relations between complex harmonic maps and opers seem worthy of further study.
As we mentioned above, we have not addressed the general case of what L¢ does on M3(S) x
T(S) and T(S) x M3(S). These loci suggest a notion of “bi-opers,” which we plan to
develop in future work. As well, it’s worth pointing out that the C* twistor action is really
an artifact of a well-known C*-action from non-abelian Hodge theory. In [Gail4], Gaiotto
conjectured, motivated by physics, that the Hitchin component and the space of opers
are holomorphically identified by taking a “conformal limit” through this C*-action. This
conjecture was proved for closed surfaces in [Dum+21a] (see also [CW19]). Thus, bi-Higgs
bundles seem to provide another perspective on Gaiotto’s conjecture and conformal limits,
which we’re eager to explore. We discuss this topic in more detail in Section 7.6.

1.4. Analytic results. As indicated above, proving Theorem A requires studying Equation
(1). In Section 5, we compute in local coordinates that if ¢ = Adzdw, and p is the Beltrami
form of w as a function of z, i.e., zw = pd,w, then the Laplace operator of g is

A 0= (9, — 7id=). (2)

1
7 N\
Note that the factor 0, — 05 is the complex conjugation of the Beltrami operator. Since
lu| < 1, A, is a second order complex elliptic operator, i.e., it’s principle symbol never
vanishes. The general class of such PDE’s is not so well studied (see [AIM09, §7.8] and
[Beg94, §5] for references), and hence we have to develop some general results ourselves. We
record our two most substantial and important results as theorems below.

Drawing on the Ahlfors-Bers analysis for the Beltrami operator, we prove interior ellip-
tic estimates for complex operators such as A, (Proposition 5.5), from which we deduce
Fredholm properties (Proposition 5.9). Our first main analytic theorem shows that complex
affine spheres with real analytic input data are real analytic. Using this theorem, we’re able
to use our transport method, defined in Section 4, on complex affine spheres in the proofs
of Theorems A and B (we also use it in the proof of Theorem G below).

Theorem F. Assume that g is a real analytic positive complex metric on U C C, let
V C Cx C? be an open domain, let F: U x V — C be a real analytic function, and let L be
a semi-linear second order complex elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = Ayu + F(z,u, Du).
If a function u € C*(U,C) with (u, Du)(U) C V satisfies Lu = 0, then u is real analytic.
We prove Theorem F by adapting a proof of the analogous result for real ellitpic PDE’s,
which is attributed to Kato [Kat96], Hashimoto [Has06], and Blatt [Bla20]. There are
some genuine differences in our complex setting (see Remark 5.11), but still the idea pushes

through.
Theorem G below is the key result in extending Q to M3(S) x T(S) and Mj5(S) x T(S):

it is used to show that we have infinitesimally rigid complex affine spheres lying over this
locus. For the theorem below, see the more precise statement in Theorem 5.23.

Theorem G. The operator Ly, . : C*(S,C) — C>=(S,C) defined by
Lhie, ot = Do, oy = 20

is invertible for an open and dense subset of elements (c1,¢3) € C(S) x C(S), including all
the pairs (c1,¢3) such that ¢1 and 3 induce the same real analytic structure on S.

Theorem G can be recast as saying that a dense class of Bers metrics are infinitesimally
rigid in their conformal class. In [BE22], it is proved that Bers metrics form a connected
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component of the space of positive complex metrics of constant curvature —1; this result is
consistent with that one.

The proof of Theorem G falls outside the standard analytic toolkit: we use a continuity
argument, relying on the transport technique defined in Section 4 and on one of the main
theorems proved in the first author’s work on variations of positive complex metrics [Ema23,
Theorem A], to connect pairs (¢, ¢3) inducing the same real analytic structure to pairs (¢, ),
for which the result of Theorem G is elementary.

In fact, we believe that Lh(q@) in Theorem G is an isomorphism for all Bers metrics,
but we didn’t need to prove the result in this generality. While Theorem G shows that 2 is
not in the spectrum, we do not know whether v — Apu — ku is an isomorphism for every
k > 0. Studying the spectrum of A;, further seems interesting.

1.5. Outline of the paper. Toward understanding Theorem A, on a first reading one might
want to focus on Sections 2, 3, and 6, and take the more analytic results from Sections 4 and
5 (such as Theorems F and G) for granted. Theorems A, B, and C are proved in Section
6, while in Section 7, a lot of which can be read independently of Sections 3-6, we prove
Theorem D, which we then use to prove Theorem E.

In Section 2 we give the preliminaries on Teichmiiller theory and complex metrics, among
other things. Section 3 contains the geometry that underpins the rest of the paper: we
develop a general theory of complex affine immersions, define complex affine spheres, and
investigate their basic properties. We also give a number of explicit examples of complex
affine immersions and complex affine spheres. Key results include Theorem 3.20, which
shows that every positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere determines a pair of complex
structures and cubic differentials, and Corollary 3.22 ;, which shows that if one can solve
Equation (1) built out of that data, then one can recover a complex affine sphere.

In Section 4, a lot of which can be read independently of the rest of the paper, we develop
the notion of complex Lie derivatives and transport along complex vector fields. The main
takeaways toward our main theorems are Theorem 4.11 and Proposition 4.13, which are used
in the proof of Theorem F, and then eventually used to show in the proofs of Theorems A
and C that local double isotopy deformations preserve the holonomy classes of infinitesimally
rigid complex affine spheres.

In Section 5, which is independent of the theory of affine spheres, we carry out our general
analysis of complex elliptic operators. We first derive our expression for Ay, prove interior
elliptic estimates, and Fredholm properties. We then prove Theorem F and Theorem G.

With the essential tools developed, in Section 6 we return to complex affine spheres. Here
we formalize the strategy outlined in Section 1.2, construct the moduli space of infinites-
imally rigid complex affine spheres (thus proving Theorem B), and then give the proof of
Theorem A. We then prove Theorem C in Section 6.6.

As indicated above, in Section 7, we define harmonic maps to holomorphic Riemannian
manifolds, show how bi-Higgs bundles arise out of them, and prove Theorem D. After giving
a brief introduction to opers in Section 7.6, we use Theorem D to prove Theorem E.

To prove the interior elliptic interior estimates for Ay in Section 5, and to show that the
map Lc is holomorphic in Section 6, we need a number of results on the Beltrami equation
that should be known to experts but which we couldn’t find in the literature. So we prove
these results in an appendix. Theorem A.5 should be independently valuable: extending a
classical result of Ahlfors and Bers [AB60, Theorem 11], Theorem A.5 is the statement that
the Riemann Mapping Theorem solutions to the Beltrami equation vary holomorphically in
higher Sobolev spaces.
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1.6. Related work. There have been a number of works related to representations of
surface groups into complex Lie groups close to the Hitchin locus, although the perspectives
of all of the works so far are distinct from ours. See for example [DS20], [DS21], [ADL21],
[Ale+23], [Dav23], and in particular [DS21], where Dumas-Sanders find a local continuation
of Bers’ theorem in a setting that falls more in line with the theory of Anosov representations.

We could frame the first half of Section 3 as the formulation of a basic theory of affine
real submanifolds of dimension n inside C"*!, which then leads to the definition of complex
affine spheres. We’d like to point out that there is an established theory of complex affine
differential geometry, but centered around complex hypersurfaces in C"™*, developed in
[Abe91] and [DVV88] among other sources.

There might be some interesting relations between bi-Higgs bundles and Hodge’s thesis
[Hod06], in which Hodge places some results about quasi-Fuchsian representations in a Higgs
bundle context, and also with the latter work [LS20].

After writing this paper, we were notified about the paper [Kim07], in which Kim studies
a complex extension of the Riemannian Laplacian, which seems to agree with our Bers
Laplacians, and studies their determinants. Our analytic results, such as elliptic estimates
and Fredholmness for our Laplacians, Theorem F, and especially Theorem G, can be seen
as contributing to the study initiated in [Kim07]. We also mention that Kim proves that
the complex Laplacians vary holomorphically in a C? sense, but for our aims, we still need
to prove (via Theorem A.5) that our operators vary holomorphically in our specific Sobolev
spaces.

Around the end of writing this paper, we learned of independent work of Rungi and
Tamburelli [RT24], who introduce complex minimal Lagrangian surfaces in the bi-complex
hyperbolic space, which generalize minimal Lagrangian surfaces in CH?, hyperbolic affine
spheres in R3, and Bers embeddings in the holomorphic space form CP' x (C]P’l\A. In
[RT24], the authors define what they call SL(3,C)-bi-complex Higgs bundles, and they
give a parameterization of a subset of SL(3,C)-Anosov representations by an open set in
M3(S) x M3(8S), from which they deduce that this subset of representations is endowed
with a bi-complex structure. The approach of their work seems to give a different point of
view and it would be interesting to analyze the interplay further. Nevertheless, we underline
that the two works are completely independent.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

For the rest of the paper, let S be a closed oriented surface of genus g > 2, and let S
be that same surface with the opposite orientation. Throughout the paper, we use W*?(.),
k>1,1<p< oo, for Sobolev spaces. As we will see, the analysis of the equations that we
will eventually encounter require precise choices of Sobolev spaces.

2.1. Teichmiiller space. Fix a basepoint complex structure on S that’s compatible with
the orientation, say cg, and let IC be the canonical bundle. A Beltrami form y on S is an
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L>*-measurable section of the bundle X* ® K~! with L> norm strictly less than 1. Recall
that marked complex structures are parametrized by Beltrami forms. Explicitly, given a
Beltrami form p on (5, ¢p), the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem produces a unique
pair consisting of a compatible complex structure c, together with a quasiconformal map
fu o (S;c0) = (S,cu) (see Section A.3 for further comments). We say that a complex
structure is in W*? if the Beltrami form is W*P. For a positive integer [ > 1, denote by
C!(S) the space of W complex structures on S that are compatible with the orientation.
We write C(S) for the C* complex structures. Let Diff ; (S) be the space of orientation
preserving diffeomorphisms of S and let Diff(.S) be the normal subgroup of diffeomorphisms

isotopic to the identity. The quotient Diff (S )/Diffo (S) is the mapping class group MCG(S).

Definition 2.1. The Teichmiiller space of marked complex structures on S is the quotient

T(S) = C(S)/Diffo(S)'

For | < oo, C!(S) is a complex Banach manifold modelled on the space of W Beltrami
forms, and for | = oo, C(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold, with semi-norms coming from
the W5 norms (by Sobolev embedding theorems, this Fréchet structure is biholomorphic
to all of the more common ones). The following is due to Earle-Eells. [EE69).

Theorem 2.2 (Earle-Eells). Under the quotient topology, T (S) inherits a complex structure
with respect to which the map from C(S) — T(S) is holomorphic and a principle Diffo(S)-
fiber bundle.

Throughout the paper, we insist on viewing C(S) as a Fréchet manifold, so that we can
directly apply the result of Earle-Eells.

Note that the complex structure on the Teichmiiller space 7 (S) of the oppositely oriented
surface S, identifies with the complex structure conjugate to the usual one on 7 (.S).

2.2. Holomorphic Riemannian manifolds. Let X be a complex manifold with almost
complex structure J. A holomorphic Riemannian metric (-,-) on X is a holomorphic
assignment of a symmetric non-degenerate C-bilinear form on each fiber of the holomor-
phic tangent bundle of X, or more concisely a holomorphic nowhere degenerate section of
Syma(TH0(X)). These objects have been widely studied in literature with different ap-
proaches, see for instance [DZ09].

A holomorphic affine connection D on TX is an affine connection such that DJ = 0 and
for local holomorphic vector fields Z;, Za one has Dyz, Zo = J (Dz, Z2). Holomorphic Rie-
mannian manifolds (X, (-,-}) have a natural notion of Levi-Civita connection D, which
is a holomorphic affine connection on TX that makes the metric parallel. Such a connec-
tion induces a natural notion of C-multilinear curvature tensor and, for all complex vector
subspace V' < T, X such that dimcV = 2 and that (-, -) | is non-degenerate, one can define
the sectional curvature.

Given a complex semisimple Lie group, its complex Killing form extends to the whole
tangent bundle by left or right translation and hence determines a holomorphic Riemannian
metric (-,-). For G = SL(n,C), at A € SL(n,C), the metric is given by, for VW €
TaSL(n,C), (V,W)|a = 2ntr(A"*VA='W). We highlight two examples that arise from
taking quotients of complex Lie groups.

(1) C™ with the canonical symmetric C-bilinear form given by (z,w) = > ,_; zxwy, for

z=(21,--,2n),w = (w1,...,w,) € C". (C", () is the unique simply connected
complete holomorphic Riemannian metric with constant sectional curvature zero [BE22,
Theorem 2.6].
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(2) The hyperboloid
Xo={z€C" | (z2) =-1}

is a complex submanifold of C™ and it inherits a holomorphic Riemannian metric,
under which it identifies with SO(n + 17(C)/SO(n C)- For n > 2, X,, is the unique
complete simply connected holomorphic Riemanni,an manifold with constant sectional
curvature -1 [BE22, Theorem 2.6]. Moreover, for all p,q with p + ¢ = n, HP? =
SO(p, Q)/SO(p) % SO(q) embeds isometrically in X,, in a unique way up to composition
with ambient isometries.

Observe that, since all non-degenerate bilinear forms on C" are isomorphic, one can
define several isometric models for C""* and X,, by changing the ambient bilinear form.
For instance, in Example 3.24, we will refer to the isometric model for (C™*, (-, )) given by
C™!, namely C"*!' endowed with the bilinear form (Z, W1 = —Zn41Wni1 + D ey ZkWk.
Via the isometry between these two spaces one gets that X,, is equivalent to (X,,, (-, V1)
with

Xo={2eC"™ | (z.2)n1 =1}, (3)

Finally, X, models the space of oriented geodesics of hyperbolic space H?, which will be
relevant below. Indeed, identifying SO(3, C) with PSL(2, C) and viewing Xy as PSL(2, (C)/SO(Q, )
SL(2,C) acts transitively on the space of oriented geodesics, and the stabilizer of any ori-
ented geodesic is conjugate to SO(2, C). By identifying a geodesic in H® with its endpoints
in CP', we obtain a biholomorphism from

X; = G := CP' x CPH\A.

Under this biholomorphism, the pushed-forward holomorphic Riemannian metric has the
following description: given any complex affine chart (U, z) on CP', the metric on (U x U\
A, (z1,22)) has the form
B 4
e T TEp
See [BE22, Section 2.4] for details. Several relations between immersions of surfaces into H3
and G are treated in [ES22].

le . dZQ .

2.3. Complex metrics. Complex metrics first appeared in a paper by the first author
on immersions of (real) smooth manifolds into holomorphic Riemannian manifolds [BE22].
Throughout the paper, given a smooth manifold M, we denote the complexified tangent
bundle TM ®r C by CT M, and likewise for the complexified cotangent bundle CT*M.

Definition 2.3. A complex metric on a smooth (real) manifold M is a smooth section
of Sym?(CT M) that determines a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form in each fiber.

Of course, the bilinear extension of a Riemannian metric to the complexified tangent
bundle is a complex metric. Throughout the paper, we will view a complex metric on a
manifold M as the same thing as an invariant complex metric on the universal cover M ,
and we won’t distinguish notation.

A lot of the usual constructions in Riemannian geometry extend to the setting of complex
metrics and the proofs apply verbatim. Here are a few objects and facts that we will use in
this paper.

(1) Every complex metric g has a natural Levi-Civita connection, namely an affine con-
nection V9: I'(CTM) — T'(End(CTM)) uniquely determined by the fact that it is
torsion-free and compatible with the metric, i.e. V9g = 0.
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(2) Through g and its Levi-Civita connection V9, one can define the (0,4)-type and the
(1, 3)-type curvature tensors, which we both denote by RY when there is no ambiguity,
as

RY(X,Y, Z,W) = g(RUX,Y)Z,W) := g(V4V§ Z ~ V4 V% Z ~ Vi Z,W)

for all X,Y,Z, W € I'(CTM), which is C-multilinear and has the usual symmetries as
in the Riemannian case. If X and Y span a g-non-degenerate 2-plane in CT M, we have
the sectional curvature
RI(X,Y,Y, X)
When M is a surface, this sectional curvature is called the Gauss curvature and
defines a function K, : M — C.
(3) For any C* function f: M — C, one can define the gradient of f as the unique vector

field V9 f defined by df = g(VIf,-). If f is also C?, we can define the Hessian and the
Laplacian of f as

K(X,Y) =

HeSSg(f>(X, Y) = g(vg{vgfa Y)a
Ag(f) = trg(Hessy(f)).

(4) Assume M is a surface, and let g: M — C*. Then, the conformal metric § = ¢ g
satisfies Ay = %Ag and

Ky = 5, — 54, 1og(0)). (4)

While the function log(p) is only locally well-defined, up to choices, A4 log(p) is globally
well-defined.

In the following, we restrict to the case of surfaces M = S. The fact that a complex metric
g on S is non-degenerate implies that g has two isotropic directions at each point. In other
words, for each point p € S, the set {v € CT,S | gp(v,v) = 0} consists of two complex
lines of CT,,5, corresponding to two points in PCT,S. Observe that PT},S embeds into the
sphere PCT,S as an equatorial circle, which cuts PC7T,S into two connected components.

Definition 2.4. A complex metric g is positive if for each point p € S, no isotropic direc-
tion of g, lies in IPT},S, and the two isotropic directions are contained in distinct components
of PCT,S \ PT,S.

Riemannian metrics complexify to positive complex metrics: the isotropic directions are
the eigen-lines of the almost complex structure and are hence antipodal.

We denote the space of C* — resp. W2 — positive complex metrics on S by CM(S) —
resp. CM'(S). Being open subsets of the space of C°° — resp. W2 - sections of Sym?(CT'S),
one can see that CM(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold and CM'(S) is a complex Banach
manifold.

We further define CM_1(S) and CM" (S) to be the subsets of positive complex metrics
of constant curvature —1 in CM(S) and CM'(S) respectively.

The isotropic directions of a positive complex metric determine a pair of oppositely ori-
ented complex structures ¢; and ¢z on S. In fact, if z and W are local holomorphic coordinates
for ¢; and 3 respectively, then ¢g(9z,0z) = g(Ow, 0w) = 0, and g can be locally written as
g = Adzdw, for some non-vanishing complex valued function A (see [BE22, Section 6.1] for
details).
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This defines a projection map
(cy,e_): CM(S) = C(S) x C(S)

whose fibers correspond to conformal classes of positive complex metrics.

The locally defined basis for CT'S given by {9y, 9z} will be particularly useful for com-
putations, so we record a few elementary facts here. Let V9 be the Levi-Civita connection
for g, and let II; and Il be the projections of CT'S onto the isotropic directions of g for c;
and ¢ respectively, which are locally spanned by 0z and 9,, respectively.

Lemma 2.5. For any locally defined complex vector field X, V% 0z is parallel to 0z, and
V4% 0w is parallel to 0y,.

Proof. By metric compatibility, (V% 9z, 9z) = $V%g(0z,8z) = 0, and likewise for d,,. [
Lemma 2.6. V20, = Ily([0z, 0w]) and V9,0z = I11 ([0, 07]).

Proof. Since VY is torsion free, VL9, — V9 0z = [0z, 0,,]. We apply Lemma 2.5.

O

2.4. Bers’ theorem and Bers metrics. In the introduction we defined quasi-Fuchsian
representations. Bers’ Simultaneous Uniformization Theorem is more formally stated below.
If p is quasi-Fuchsian, preserving a Jordan curve v C CP!, the domains complementary to
~ are called the domains of discontinuity. Recall that, identifying 71 (S) with the group of
covering transformations of S = S, given an action p of 71 (5) on a space X, we say that
f:8 = X is p-equivariant if for all v € m1(S), foy=p(y)of.

Theorem 2.7 (Bers’ Simultaneous Uniformization Theorem [Ber60]). For all (c1,¢3) €
CY(S) xCY(S), there exists a quasi-Fuchsian representation p: m1(S) — PSL(2,C), unique up
to conjugation, with domains of discontinuity Qj and 2, , together with unique p-equivariant
holomorphic diffeomorphisms

f+(cl76): (§,Cl)—>Q:, f_—(claa): (gua)%Q;
This correspondence determines a biholomorphism
T(S) x T(S) = QF(9).

Fix a pair (c1,¢) € C(S) x C(S). The two maps fi = fi(c1,%) and fo = f-(c1,%)
define an immersion (f1, f2): S — G D Q;r x 0, and the pull-back of (-, ) is the positive

complex metric
4 _
h =) = —mdfldﬁ (5)

that, as a result of Theorem 6.7 in [BE22], has constant curvature —1. We refer to the metrics
obtained in this fashion as Bers metrics. In [BE22], the first author with Bonsante proved
that one can uniformize positive complex metrics via Bers metrics.

Proposition 2.8 (Theorem 6.11 in [BE22]). A complex metric g is positive if and only if
there exists a (unique) Bers metric h., =) and a function o: S — C* such that

g=0-hi, ) -

As proved in [BE22], in the smooth category, Bers metrics form a connected component
of the subset of smooth complex metrics of constant curvature —1, and (c1,¢2) = h(c, &)
defines a bijective correspondence between pairs of complex structures and Bers metrics. If
the complex structures are W5, then the Bers metric, viewed as a metric on S, is a W2
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bilinear form on CT'S. Indeed, briefly, by Proposition 5.7 stated later on, the maps f4 and
f_ are VVll;l’p for some small p > 2, hence Wllotm, and routinely estimating the formula
(5) using that Wh2(U) is a Banach algebra for any U C C (see Proposition 5.17), one sees
that the Bers metric on S is Wll(;i. Descending to S gives the result. A few times in the
paper, especially in Section 6, we’ll need to know the following.

Proposition 2.9. The map C'(S) x C1(S) — CMY(S), defined by (c1,e) — h
image in CM' |(S), is holomorphic.

with

c1,62) 1

From the definition of the Fréchet structures on C(S) x C(S) and CM(S), it follows that
the map (c1,¢2) = Ay, &) is holomorphic in these spaces as well. Proposition 2.9 follows
from the analytic dependence of solutions to the Beltrami equation in higher Sobolev spaces;
since we couldn’t find a source for the results we need, we prove these results, as well as
Proposition 2.9, in the Appendix A.

Finally, we record some results from [Ema23] on holomorphically perturbing positive
complex metrics, which we will use in the proof of Theorem G in Section 5.3. For all

¢ € C(S) (resp. ¢ € C(S)), denote by QD(c) (resp. QD(2)) the space of holomorphic
quadratic differentials for ¢ (resp. ¢). If g is a positive complex metric, then by openness of
the positive property, for all ¢; € QD(c) and gz € QD(¢) small enough, g + ¢1 and g + @&
are positive metrics as well.

Proposition 2.10. Let g be a positive complex metric, with (c1,¢2) = (c4,c—)(g), and
@1 € QD(c) and gz € QD(€) so that g+ q1 and g+ Gz are both positive. Then

Ky =Kgiq:s and ¢y (g + ‘h) = (1,

and
Ky = Kgpqr, and c_(g+0) =73 .

This Proposition is stated as Proposition 3.8 in [Ema23] for Bers metrics, but the proof
works verbatim for any positive complex metric. Moreover, in [Ema23] it is proved that
deformations from h to h + ¢; and h 4+ @z descend to give complex charts on Teichmiiller
space.

Theorem 2.11 (Theorems A and B in [Ema23]). Let (c1,¢2) € C(S) x C(S), h = h(c, =),
and let Uc, z) C QD(c1) be an open neighborhood of zero such that h., =) + q1 is a Bers
metric. The map

U — T(5)

g1+ [e—(h +q1)]
is a biholomorphism onto its image. The analogous statement holds for deformations of the
form h(clya) — h(clya) +q2.

Although we won’t use this fact in the paper, it is worthwhile to note that the charts
from the theorem above are affine reparametrizations of the Schwarzian parametrization.

3. COMPLEX AFFINE SPHERES

In this section we develop the theory of complex affine immersions and complex affine
spheres as an extension of the theory of (real) affine immersions and affine spheres. We
don’t recall the real theory here, but we highlight it as a special case of our construction
(see Example 3.23, and also Section 6.1 later on). Sources on the real theory include [NS94],
[Lof01], and [Lab07].
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In the section below, if regularity is unspecified, we will assume that all the objects are
regular enough for the operations to be well-defined.

3.1. Complex affine immersions. Let X be a complex manifold of complex dimension
n = m+1 with almost complex structure J and torsion free holomorphic affine connection D.
Starting in Section 3.4, X = C3, equipped with the Levi-Civita connection of its holomorphic
Riemannian metric, so it might be helpful to have X = C™ in mind as the typical target
space. We denote by Aff(X, D) the space of biholomorphisms of X that preserve D.

Now, let M be a (real) smooth manifold of dimension m, let M be its universal cover,
and identify 71 (M) with the deck group of the covering map. From now on until Section 3.3,
fix a representation p: m (M) — Aff(X, D) and let o: M — X be a equivariant map. We
refer to p as the holonomy of 0. Note that one can see immersions M — X as equivariant
immersions M — X with the trivial holonomy p = idx. .

The tangent map o,: TM — o*(TX) extends to a C-linear map o.: CTM — o*(TX)
by defining o, (v + iw) := 0. (v) + J(ox(w)). In the following, with o, we will always denote

the extension to CT M.

Definition 3.1. We say that an immersion o : M — X is admissible if the induced map
0« : CTM — 0*TX is injective.

Admissibility means that o, maps R-linearly independent vectors in TpM to C-linearly
independent vectors in o*(7'X). The admissibility condition allows the construction of sev-
eral geometric tensors associated with the immersion, imitating the theory of hypersurfaces
in smooth manifolds.

Since o is p-equivariant, w1 (M) acts on the bundle o*(TX) through p preserving both
o*D and o*J: the quotient defines a bundle £, — M that inherits both a connection,
which we still denote with ¢* D, and a complex structure that we denote with ¢ to relax the
notation. Assuming o is admissible, CI'M can be seen as a complex subbundle of E, with
complex co-rank 1. We abuse notation slightly and write this subbundle as CTM C E,
when the context is clear.

Definition 3.2. A p-equivariant complex affine immersion of Min X is a pair (o,€)
where o: M — X is a p-equivariant admissible immersion, and ¢ is a smooth section of E,

called the transversal vector field, such that CTM @ Spanc(€) = E,.

Compare with [NS94, Definition I1.1.1].

A complex affine connection V on M is a C-bilinear affine connection on the bundle
CT M. Observe that all affine connections on T'M can be extended by linearity to complex
affine connections on CT M. Notice that this notion, defined on smooth manifolds, is very
different from the notion of holomorphic connection on a complex manifold introduced
above.

According to the splitting CT' M & Spang (§), we get that for all X e I'(TM), Y € I'(CT M)

(6*D)xY =:VxY +g(X,Y) &
(c*D)x & =:—=S(X) +7(X) -&.
Remark 3.3. One can see that:
e for all X,Y € I'(CTM), with X = X; +iXe, VxY := Vx,Y +iVx,Y is a torsion-free
complex affine connection on CT'M;

e ¢ extends to a symmetric C-bilinear form on CT'M, which, by analogy with the theory of
real affine spheres, we call the affine fundamental form;

(6)
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e S is linear, and it extends to a section of End(CT M), called the shape operator;
e 7 is linear as well, and it extends to an element in Q'(CT'M), called transversal con-
nection form.

3.2. Blaschke affine immersions. In this subsection we construct preferred transversal
vector fields called affine normals. The theory here is roughly parallel to [NS94, §II.3].
However, unlike the real case, we will see that there are topological obstructions to the
existence of such an affine normal. First of all, let us see how the affine tensors defined in
the previous subsection change according to a change in the transversal vector field.

Lemma 3.4. Let (0,8) be a complex affine immersion, with V,g,S, T as in Equation (6).
Let £ = af + n be a different transversal vector field for o, with a € C>*°(M,C*) and
n € T(CTM). Then, the complex affine immersion (o, é) induces @,g, é, 7 according to:

(1) §= 39,

(2) VxY =VxY - Lg(X,Y)Z,

(3) S(X) = aS(X) — Vxn + 7(X)n + 2xeteXm,

(4) 7(X) = 7(X) 4 ey,

Proof. For X, Y,n € T'(T'M), the proof follows by direct computation, as shown for the real
case in [NS94, Proposition I1.2.5]. The equations for X,Y € T'(CT M) follow by C-linearity,
while the result for n € T'(CT M) follows by applying transformations repeatedly, namely:

§ ~ €+Re(g) ~ —i(§+R€(g))+Im(g):—i§—ig —
~ il (—i{—i%) =af+1.
]

From now on, assume that X carries a holomorphic D-flat volume form w, i.e. a
nowhere vanishing holomorphic n-form w such that Dw = 0, and that our actions p preserve
this volume form. We denote by Aff(X, D,w) the space of biholomorphisms of X that
preserve both D and w. .

Given (0,¢) a complex affine immersion of M into X, we define a nowhere vanishing
section 6 of A¥ CT*M on M by

O(X1,..., Xm) = ("w)(X1,. .., X, E) . (7)

We call 6 the induced complex volume form. By equivariance, the induced complex
volume form 6 descends to a volume form on M.

Proposition 3.5. For any X € CTM, Vx0 = 7(X)0.

Proof. The proof for X € I'(T'S) is identical to the proof of the analogous result for real
affine immersions [NS94, Proposition I1.1.4], then the statement follows by C-linearity of
V6 and 7. |

Proposition 3.5 and Equation (6) tell us that 6 is V-parallel if and only if (¢* D)¢ preserves
the sub-bundle CT M.

We say that o is non-degenerate if, given a transversal vector field £, the affine funda-
mental form g is nowhere degenerate, i.e., it is a complex metric. By Lemma 3.4, all choices
of affine transversal sections determine conformally equivalent fundamental forms, so this
notion of non-degeneracy is independent of our choice of the transversal section.
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Remark 3.6. Given a complex metric g on a smooth manifold M on each simply connected
chart with local coordinates (:1:1) ", one can define a local metric volume form dV, =

\/det (02,5 0z;))i,j - dry A -+ A dxy, which is well-defined up to a sign. Since M is simply

connected, there always exists a global metric volume form on M.

Definition 3.7. Let p: m (M) — Aff(X,D,w) be a homomorphism. A p-equivariant
Blaschke affine immersion of M in X is an (equivariant) affine immersion (o,&) such
that:
(1) the affine fundamental form ¢ is nowhere degenerate, and there exists a global metric
volume form dV; on M,
(2) V8 =0, hence 7 = 0 by Proposition 3.5,
(3) 6 =dV,.

The transversal vector field ¢ is called affine normal and g is called Blaschke metric.

Proposition 3.8. Let M = M be simply connected. Given a non-degenerate affine immer-
sion (o,§) ofM into X, there exists a transversal vector field {, unique up to a sign, such
that (o,&) is a Blaschke affine immersion. (o, 5) is called the Blaschke normalization of

(0,6).-

Proof. This proof is totally analogous to that of the corresponding result in the real case
(see [NS94, Theorem II.3.1]), but we include the full proof to show where the topological
assumption is used.

Since M is simply connected, the nondegenerate affine fundamental form g of (o, £) admits
a global metric volume form dVj. Given aw € C*°(M,C*) and n € I'(CTM), if we transform
£ to é = a& + 7, the metric volume form dV; and the induced complex volume form 6 of
(0,&) change according to dV; = 1dV; and

0(X,Y) =w(X,Y,0f +1) =w(X,Y,af) = af(X,Y).

Since M is simply connected, there exists a function o € C’OO(M ,C*), unique up to multi-
plication by —1, such that

0
Choosing such « guarantees that the condition (3) holds, so it remains to pick 7 so that (2)
holds. Since g is non-degenerate, there exists a unique complex vector field n such that, as

g(n, ) = —(ar + da).

Using item (4) from Lemma 3.4, we see that £ = af + 1 satisfies the requirements of the
proposition. Observe that if we exchange o with —a, then 7 becomes —n, and hence ¢ is
unique up to multiplication by +1. 0

Remark 3.9. Looking into the proof of Proposition 3.8, one can see that, unlike the
real case, for general M and for a general representation p: m (M) — Aff(X,D,w), a p-
equivariant non-degenerate affine immersion (o, £) might not admit a p-equivariant Blaschke
normalization. In fact, one needs to assume that (M, g) admits a global volume form (equiv-
alently, a 71 (M)-invariant metric volume form for g on M ), and - even assuming this - the
function % might not admit a my (M )-invariant square root.

Nevertheless, the obstructions only depend on the topological properties of g, dV,, and 0,
so, if o is a deformation of a real affine immersion, then it admits a Blaschke normalization.



18 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

Example 3.10 (Graph immersions). Let U a domain in R” and F : R™ — C a C*! function.
A graph immersion is an admissible immersion o : U — C""! of the form
o(x1,. ey xp) = (1, oy &, Fx1, ... my)).
The choice of transversal vector field £ = (0,...,0,1) yields S =0 and 7 = 0.
Example 3.11 (Complex paraboloids). As a special example of a graph immersion, we
have what we call complex paraboloids. Consider, for instance, F(z,y) = (z,y, 5(2% +
e%y?)). Taking e’ = 1 gives the well-known elliptic paraboloid, and taking e = —1 gives a

hyperbolic paraboloid. It is not hard to compute that ¢ = (0,0, e~*) produces a transversal
vector field with 7 = 0 and 0 = dVj,.

3.3. The fundamental theorem for complex affine immersions. From now on, we
will assume that X = C"*! endowed with the Levi-Civita connection of the holomorphic
Riemannian metric, say D. The standard equations from affine differential geometry admit
complex extensions.

Proposition 3.12. Consider an equivariant complex affine immersion (0,§) of M into
(C™*Y D) inducing the data V,g,S,7 on M as in Equation (6).
The following equations hold for all X,Y,Z € T(CTM).

Gauss equation: RY(X,Y)Z = g(Y, Z)S(X) — g(X, Z)S(Y), (8
Codazzi equation 1: (Vxg)(Y,Z) +1(X)g(Y,2Z2) = (Vyg9)(X, Z)+7(Y)g9(X, Z), (9
Codazzi equation 2: (VxS)(Y) = r1(X)S(Y) = (VyS)(X) — 7(YV)S(X), (10

Ricci equation: g(X,S(Y)) —g(S(X),Y) =dr(X,Y). (11
Proof. The corresponding results hold for (real) affine immersions between real manifolds

[NS94, Theorem I1.2.1], as a result of the flatness of D. Indeed, one can see explicitly from
Equation (6) that for all X,Y,Z e T'(T'M)

RP(X,Y)Z =RV (X,Y)Z — g(Y,Z)S(X) + g(X, Z)S(Y)
+ (Vxg) (Y. 2)€ = (Vvg)(X, Z)€ + (Y, Z)7(X) — g(X, Z)7(Y),
RP(X,Y)¢ = —=(VxS)(Y) + (VyS)(X) — 7(X)S(Y) + 7(Y)S(X)
= g(X,S(Y))E + g(Y, S(X))§ + dr (X, Y)E,

hence Equations (8)-(9)-(10)-(11) follow by RP(X,Y)Z = 0 = RP(X,Y)¢. Finally, the
statement follows for all X,Y, Z € T'(CTS) by C-linearity of V and of the tensors. 0

(12)

Conversely, the immersion data V,g,S, and 7 determine uniquely an affine immersion,
as shown in the following statement.

Theorem 3.13. Let M be a smooth real m-manifold. Let V: T (CTM) — I'(Endc(CTM))
be a torsion-free affine connection, let g be a complex metric, S an endomorphism of CTM
and 7 € QY(CTM) such that Equations (8)-(9)-(10)-(11) hold.

Then, there exists a w1 (M)-equivariant complez affine immersion (o,€): M — Cm+1
with affine connection V, affine fundamental form g, shape operator S, and transversal
connection form 7. Such affine immersions are unique up to composition with elements in
Aff(C™*!, D) = GL(m +1,C) x C™ ",

Moreover, if T = 0 and VdV, = 0, (0,) can be chosen to be an equivariant Blaschke
affine immersion for C™ ' endowed with the canonical volume form w = dzi A--- A dzpy1,
and its holonomy takes values in SL(m +1,C) x C™ 1,
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Fo this statement, too, the computation follows as in the real case [NS94, Theorem I1.8.1],
up to a few adjustments. We recall the essential ideas and point out the main differences.

Proof. Step 1: Existence for M = M. Let N: CxM — M be the trivial bundle, and fix
& € I(N) a nowhere zero section. Consider the bundle V= CTM @& N and the connection
D defined for all X € T(TM) and Y € T(CTM) as

DxY  =VxY +g(X,Y)E
l?xé =S+ r(X I3 A
Dx(i€) = —iS(X) + iT(X)E.

Then, one gets the same equation as in (12) after replacing D with D, and RP (X, Y)(zf)
iRD (X,Y)(€), hence the hypotheses of the theorem imply that RD = 0. Moreover, Diy =
’LDY so there exists a bundle isomorphism

®: (CTM & N, D) = (C™t' x M, D)

with D denoting the standard connection on the trivial bundle, and ® being a C-linear
isomorphism fiberwise.

For all X € T'(CTM), we can see ®(X,) =: (p,a(X,)) with a a C""'-valued 1-form
on M. With a little abuse of notation, we will say that a« = ® Then, for all X,Y €
D(T'M), Dx(®(Y)) = a(Y), and

da(X,Y) = dx(a(Y)) = & (a(X)) — a(X, ¥]) = B(VxY = VyX = [X,Y]) = 0

|cTM"

as a result of V being torsion-free. Hence, there exists o: M — C™! such that do = a.
As a consequence, 0.(X) = do(X) = ®(X) so 0,(X) = 0 iff X = 0, implying that o is an
admissible immersion.

Moreover, if we consider the pull-back bundle o*(C™!) with the pull-back connection

o*D and transversal vector field ¢ defined by o, (£) = ®(£), we get that, for all X € F(T]Tj)
and Y € I'(CTM), we have at each point that

7« ((0"D)xY) = Dx(0:(Y)) = Dx(®(Y)) = fI’(PxY) = O(VxY +g(X, ?)é) = 0. (VxY) + g(X,Y)o.()
*D)x§) = Dx (0.8) = Dx(®(§)) = ®(DxE) = —P(S(X)) + 7(X)@(£) = 04 (=S(X) + 7(X)§),

which implies that (o, ¢) has immersion data given by V,g,S, 7.

Step 2: Uniqueness and the equivariant case. Let (0,&) and (0/,&’) be two affine immer-
sions with the same immersion data V,g,S,7. We prove that there exists A € GL(m +
1,C) x €™ such that o’ = Ao o and o.&" = A(0.£).

Define the function L: M — GL(m + 1,C) as the unique matrix such that, for all X €
F((CTM), ol (X)=Loo.(X) and ¢, (&) = L(0.(£)).

Then (recalling that o.((6*D)xY) = Ix(do(Y)) = Ox(0.(Y))), we have that for all
X € I(TM),Y € I(CTM),

(OxL)(0.Y) = Ox((L 0 0.)(Y)) = L(9x(0:Y)) = Ox(07(Y)) — L(Ox (0 ))
= 0L (VxY) + g(X,Y)¢§" = L(0.(VxY)) = g(X, Y)L(£) =

(OxL)(04&) = Ox(L(0+§)) — L(9x(04€)) = Ox(L(0+§)) — L(Ox(0+€)) — L( (04€))
= —0L(S(X)) + 7(X)oL (&) + L(04(S(X))) + 7(X) L(0+(£)) = 0,
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hence dL = 0, implying that L is a constant. Moreover, d(¢’ — Lo) = 0, hence there exists
b e C™* such that o/ = L - o + b, proving uniqueness. The equivariant case follows from
uniqueness in the usual way.

Step 3: Blaschke immersions. Let w = dzy A --+ A dzpy,41 be the standard D-flat volume
form on C™ !, Assume 7 = 0, and that VdV, = 0 and construct a corresponding equivariant
affine immersion (o,&): M — C™**' and let 6 = (0*w)(+, &) be the pull-back form. Then,
by Proposition 3.5, V6 = 0. Assuming V(dV;) = 0 as well, we get that dV; = C6 for some
constant C as a consequence of the fact that /\"(CT*M is rank-1. Up to replacing now
(0,€) with the affinely equivalent affine immersion (%o, £¢), we can assume that C = 1,
therefore (o, €) is a Blaschke affine immersion in (C™**, D,w). If (0, &) is equivariant, its

holonomy must have image in SL(m + 1,C) x C™**,
|

3.4. Complex affine spheres. We now restrict to the case where M is a closed oriented
surface, and accordingly now write M = S, and X = C? with the standard affine connection
D and volume form w = dz; A dza A dzz. We have that Aff(C?, D,w) = SL(3,C) x C3.

Definition 3.14. Let p: 71 (M) — Aff(C3, D,w), and let (0,&) be a p-equivariant Blaschke
affine immersion. We say that (,€) is a (proper) complex affine sphere if the shape
operator has the form S = A - id, where A € C*. A complex affine sphere (o, £) is positive
and hyperbolic if A = —1 and the Blaschke metric g is a positive complex metric.

Remark 3.15. As shown in [BE22, Theorem 6.5], every positive complex metric on an
oriented surface S admits a metric volume form compatible with the orientation. We will
assume that the affine normal is compatible with the induced volume form.

Remark 3.16. If an affine sphere (o,&) has shape operator in the form S = X - id with
A a function, by Codazzi Equation in Proposition 3.12 one gets that d\ = 0, hence A is a
constant.

Remark 3.17. If (0,€) is a proper complex affine sphere, then all of the affine normals
meet at a single point. Indeed, one can see that the map p — o(p) + %g(p) is a constant.

Convention. By Remark 3.17, up to composing ¢ with a translation, from now on we will
assume that the meeting point of the affine normals is 0 € C®, hence

1
0= —Xf (13)

and the data of ¢ and A include the data of £. In this setting, if ¢ is an equivariant affine
sphere, then its holonomy fixes 0, and hence takes values in SL(3,C).

Pick tensors play a prominent role in the real theory, and we turn to them now. Given g,
we have both the induced connection V and the Levi-Civita connection of g, say V9. The
difference tensor on CT'S is

K(X,)Y)=Kx(Y)=VxY — V%Y.
Since both connections have no torsion, K is symmetric. The Pick tensor is the complex
3-form defined by lowering indices,
C(X,Y,Z) = ~29(KxY, Z).

The proposition below can be proved as in the real case for real vector fields (see [NS94,
Section I1.4]), and by C-linearity we get the general case.
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Proposition 3.18. Let (0,&) be an equivariant proper complex affine sphere. Then, for all
XY, Z, W e T(CTS), we have that

(1) € =Vy,

(2) trg Kx =0,

(8) C,VC, VK, VIC, and VIK are symmetric in all of their entries,

(4) 9(VSE)(Y, Z),W) = g(VEK)(Y, W), Z),

(5) RV(X,Y)Z =RI(X,Y)Z + [Kx, Ky|(Z).

We use only items (2) and (3), but the other results above help motivate some aspects

of the proof of Theorem 3.20 below. Using that VIC' is symmetric, we show that positive

hyperbolic affine spheres come with holomorphic cubic differentials, and thus we see the link
to Theorem A.

Proposition 3.19. Let (0,&) be an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere in
C3. Let g be the Blaschke metric, with conformal classes given by (c1,ez) € C(S) x C(9).
Then,

C = Ql +Q_27

where Q is a c1-holomorphic cubic differential and Q, is a T3-holomorphic cubic differential.

Proof. Let z and w denote local coordinates for ¢; and ¢z respectively. By Proposition 3.18,
C' is symmetric, so it decomposes as

C = pdz® + qdz* - dw + rdz - dw* + sdw® |
where p, ¢, r, s are local C-valued functions. By (2) in Proposition 3.18, trq(Ks.) = 0, hence

0=1try(C(0,-) = QMC(‘%’ Oz, 0u) = 70z,0,)

hence r = 0. Similarly, from ¢ry(Kp, ) = 0 we deduce that ¢ = 0.
We are left to prove that p is ¢;-holomorphic and s is ¢z-holomorphic. First, by Lemma
2.5, for all X € T(CTS), V%8s € Span(dz) and V%9, € I'(Span(d,)). As a result,

(V9dz)(0z) = d(dz(0%)) — dz(VI0z) =0—-0=0.
Moreover, by Cartan’s formula, for all X,Y € T'(CTS),
(V& d2)(Y) = (V§.dz)(X) = 0x (dz(Y)) — dz(V4Y) — Oy (dz(X)) + dz(V].X) =
= 0x(dz(Y)) — Oy (d2(X)) — dz([X,Y]) = (ddz)(X,Y) =0,

hence V9dz is commutative and V9dz € I'(Span(dz?)). In the same fashion, VIdw €
I'(Span(dw?)). Tterating the derivative, one can see that for all m € Z,

V9(dz™) € T'(Span(dz™"1)) V9 (dw™) € T'(Span(dw™™)).
Now, by (3) in Proposition 3.18, we have that VIC is symmetric. Hence, from
VIC = dp @ dz> + pV9(d2®) + ds @ dw® + sVI (dw?)
we finally observe that
0 (902)° = (V3 C)(Ou, Ou Ou) = (T, C) (D Do 82) = 0,
Ows - (0=1)° = (V§, C)(0z,0z,05) = (V§_C)(0z, 0z,0u) = 0,
implying that 0zp = 0, s = 0. g

Conversely, the data of g and C' completely characterize the complex affine immersion,
as described by the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.20. Let g be a positive complexr metric on a closed oriented surface S, with
conformal class (c1,¢3) € C(S) x C(S), and let Q; and Qy be holomorphic cubic differentials
for c1 and &3 respectively.

There exists an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere o: S — ((Cg,D,w)
with Blaschke metric g, Pick tensor C = Q; +Q,, and with holonomy in SL(3,C) if and
only if g and C satisfy

1 J—
Kg=-1+ Zg(Ql’ Qy)- (14)
Moreover, such a complez affine sphere is unique up to composition with elements in SL(3,C).

In local holomorphic coordinates z and w for ¢; and ¢ respectively, if g = Adzdw and
Ql = @dzgv QQ = 1/}@35 then

Ly @) =22Y.

As well, take note that, in terms of the Pick tensor, g(Qy, Qy) = 39(C, C), since Q; and Q,
are g-isotropic.

Proof. As above, let z and W be coordinates for ¢; and ¢ respectively, and ¢ = Adzdw,
Q; = pdz?, and Q, = Ydw>.

Let V be the affine connection on CT'S defined by C = —2¢(V—V¥Y,-). It suffices to show
that g, V, S = id, and 7 = 0 satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.13, as well as VdV,; = 0,
to produce an equivariant complex affine sphere. As in Remark 3.17, by translating we can
ensure that the holonomy lies in SL(3, C).

Observe that Equations (10) and (11) hold trivially. We prove that Equation (9) holds.
Since V9g =0, for all X,Y,Z e T(CTS),

(Vxg)(Y.Z) = (Vyg)(X, Z) = (Vxg)(Y. Z) = (Vyg)(X, Z) = (Vi9)(Y. Z) = (V§9)(X, Z)
=—9(VxY,Z) - g(Y,VxZ) +g(Vy X, Z) + g(X,Vy Z)
1

= 5(C(X.Y,2) + O(X,2,Y) = C(Y, X, Z) = O(Y, Z,X)) = 0,

where in the last line we used the symmetry of C.
We next prove that VdV, = 0. Suggestively defining the symmetric tensor K by KxY =
VxY — V%Y, we observe that for all X,
0= 0(7 6?7 8’111) = _29(K6§7 a’w)a

and hence Kx0z = Kp. X € I'(Span(d,,)). Similarly, Kx8, = Kp,X € I'(Span(dz)). One
can compute the tensor K explicitly:

1 (0w2)?
K@waw - 2 9(827 811;) (pl%v
1 (9w)° — (15)
K = —-——F5—~V0y,
=0 = 5 y0m 00
Ko.04p = Kp,0- =0

Observe that, for all 1-forms 6, one has Kx(0) := Vx0 — V%0 = —0(Kx). Hence,
Kp,dz = —dz(Kp,) = 0, implying that Kdz € Span(dw?) and Kdw € Span(dz?).
As a result, writing dV; in the form dV, = édz A dw, we have that for all X € T'(CTS)

VxdV, = VxdV, — V%dV, = 6Kx(dz) A dw + dz A K x (dw) = 0,

as desired.
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Now we prove that Equation (8) holds. First of all, observe that VIC' is symmetric in all
of its entries. In fact,

VIC = 0, pdz* + ¢ VI(d2?) + dgpdw™ + VI (dw?)

and, as seen in the proof of Proposition 3.19, V9(dz?) € T'(Span(dz*)) and V9(dw®) €
I'(Span(dw*)). As a consequence, VIK is symmetric in all of its entries because one can
easily check that

(V4O)Y, Z,W) — (V4O)(X, Z, W) = —2g(V4K)(Y, Z), W) + 29((VE K)(X, Z), W)
for all X,Y,Z € T(CTS). Now, from V = V9 4+ K, we have that
RY(X,Y)Z = RY(X,Y)Z + (VLK) (Y, Z) — (VLK)(X, Z) + [Kx, Ky]Z
=RIX,Y)Z + [Kx,Ky|Z,
so the Gauss Equation (8) for S = —id is equivalent to
RI(X,Y)Z = —[Kx, Ky]Z — g(Y, Z2)X + g(X, Z)Y,
hence to
G(RI(X,Y)Z, W) = —g([Kx, Ky|Z,W) — g(¥, Z)g(X, W) + (X, Z2)g(¥, Z)  (16)

for all X,Y,Z W € T'(CTS). It is now easy to check, using that K is g-self-adjoint, that
in Equation (16) the right-hand side has the same symmetries as the left-hand side, so it
is sufficient to check that the equality holds for X = W = 0z and Y = Z = 0,,. Finally
writing out the Gauss curvature as

K — g(Rq((%zu aw)awal%z) o g(K%KOwawu(%) - Q(KawKagawal%z) - (9(857 aw))z
g= =

_(9(627 6111)2) (g(azu aw))2 ,
Equation (15) returns that the Gauss equation (8) is equivalent to
T (9(05,00)) — 17 e, ))3 A

O

From now on, we will be interested only in Blaschke metrics g of the form g = e2*h, with
h being a Bers metric and u : S — C a function. Any Blaschke metric that’s connected to
a Riemannian metric can be written in this way.

Example 3.21. We are not providing a full construction, but there are in fact positive
complex metrics g that have constant curvature —1 and that are conformal multiples of
Bers metrics by a conformal multiple that does not admit a logarithm; by 3.20, g and
C = 0 define a positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere. To construct such a metric, one
can imagine starting from a Fuchsian type immersion (f, f): S = G and applying to f a
2m-grafting around a closed non-separating curve 7: precomposing with a suitable isotopy
before graftmg, we get a new developing map f S — CP! with the same holonomy and
such that f(p) # f(p) for all p € S, hence f, 7): S — G is an equivariant immersion. The
induced complex metric g now has curvature —1 by Theorem 6.7 in [BE22], and it is such
that, assuming 4 # 0, g(%,%) defines a homotopically nontrivial loop on C*, defining an
example as above.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.20 and of the formula for the curvature of conformal
metrics in Section 2.3, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.22. Let h = h(., &) be a Bers metric, with (c1,¢z) € C(S) x C(?). Let Q,
and Qq be holomorphic cubic differentials for ¢1 and 3 respectively. Then g = e** - h, with
u: S — C, and C = Q; +Q, are the Blaschke metric and the Pick tensor of an equivariant
positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere in C* if and only if

J— 1 —
G(Cluau Qlu QQau) = Ahu - e2u + Zh(Qh QQ) : 6_4u + 1 = 0 (17)

3.5. Motivating examples. Our first two examples show that complex affine spheres gen-
eralize both real affine spheres and the quasiconformal maps from the Bers theorem.

Example 3.23 (Real affine spheres). Affine differential geometry is a special case of the
theory outlined here. N

By embedding R? inside C?, any immersion o : S — R3 can be viewed as an admissible
immersion o : § — C°. Moreover, if we can pick a section ¢ of o*TR? that is transverse
to T'S, in which case o is an afﬁne immersion in the traditional sense [NS94, Definition
I1.1.1], then o : S5 Cisa complex affine immersion. If we demand that the image of o
is locally strictly convex, then one can find a global real transverse normal. Choosing the
transverse normal to be the complexification of a real transverse normal, all of the tensors
that come into play are complexifications of real tensors. Moreover, the Blaschke metric is
Riemannian, the Pick tensor is real, and the immersion data from Theorem 3.20 is always
of the form (c,¢, Q, Q). Equation (17) is a real semilinear elliptic PDE,

Apu = e* (Q Qe ™ —

which is the ordinary Tzitzéica equation and is known to admit a unique real solution [Lof01,
Proposition 4.0.2], [Lab07, Lemma 4.1.2]. If one takes that real solution and integrates it
out to an affine sphere using Theorem 3.20, then by uniqueness that affine sphere lives in
an isometrically and totally geodesically embedded copy of R3.

Example 3.24 (Bers maps). Consider C*', namely C* with the complex bilinear form
(,-) defined by (z,w) = zyw; + zpwy — z3ws3, and define Xy = {z € C* | (z,2) = —1}
with the inherited holomorphic Riemannian metric. With reference to Section 2.2, one has
Xo 2 X, = G.

We show that positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres with Pick tensor C' = 0 corre-
spond to equivariant immersions into X, with pull-back metric being the Blaschke metric
(which, by Theorem 3.20, has curvature -1). Moreover, in the identification of PSL(2,C)
with Tsomg(Xy) = ITsomo(C*') = SO(2,1,C), if the Blaschke metric is a Bers metric, then
the holonomy is quasi-Fuchsian, which shows that the construction is compatible with Bers’
theorem.

As a consequence of Theorem 6.7 in [BE22], for all positive complex metric gc of curvature
—1 on S, there exists a (7 (S), SO(3, C))-equivariant admissible immersion o: 5 — Xy with
pull-back metric g. Moreover, such an immersion is totally geodesic, namely (o *DXQ) xY =
V%Y where D¥2 denotes the Levi-Civita connection of Xs. On the other hand, N, =izisa
normal vector field for Xy inside C2! (namely, at each point it is the unique vector - up to a
sign - with norm 1 orthogonal to TX5). As a result, one can easily see that (o*D)x N = iX
and the second fundamental form of the immersion inside C3 is —ig® N = g ® o(p), where
o(p) denotes o(p) seen as a vector of C3. Hence, denoting &, = o*(c(p)), we have that

(c*D)xY = V;Y +9(X,Y)¢
(0*D)xé =X,
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Fix the canonical volume form w on C*' given by the determinant. One can easily see
that w(-,-,2z) on X, is a volume, i.e. it is compatible with the holomorphic Riemannian
metric. Up to composing o with the map —id on X (which does not lie in SO(2, 1,C)),
we have that dV, = o*(w(:,+,2)). We therefore conclude that o is a positive hyperbolic
complex affine sphere. Since the affine connection coincides with V9, the Pick tensor is
zero, and by uniqueness, we conclude that this is the unique positive hyperbolic complex
affine sphere with Blaschke metric g and Pick tensor C' = 0. Finally, in the identification
of PSL(2,C) 2 Isomg(G) = Isomo(Xz) =2 SO(2,1,C), one has trivially that the holonomy
m1(S) = SO(2,1,C) of the positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere with Blaschke metric
being the Bers metric h(, =) and Pick tensor C' = 0 is the quasi-Fuchsian representation

p(c1,c2).

Example 3.25 (Complex Tzitzéica surfaces). The Tzitzéica surface plays an important
role in studying high energy harmonic maps to symmetric spaces [DW15]. We can explicitly
construct a complex analogue. We won’t refer to this example again, but we hope it conveys
that one can make a lot of examples of positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres by hand.

Let z = z(x,y),w = w(x,y) : R> = C be diffeomorphisms, and ¢ = ¢?*5 the third root
of unity. For each ¢ € C*, we consider the surface given by,

Fla,y) = c(e”™, e§2z+CE, egz+gzm)'
Note that the image lies inside the complex surface

{z = (21,22,23) € C* : 212023 = c}.
When 2z = w, the parametrization becomes

f(x,y) _ C(eRcz7 (5f{oz<*1,eftcz<*2)7

and if we assume as well that ¢ € R, then this surface lives in R? and is called the Tzitzéica
surface. In this real case, the map f describes a connected component of the surface in R3
defined implicitly by xyz = c. For this reason, when z # w, we call our surfaces complex
Tzitzéica surfaces. We leave it to the reader to compute that f defines a positive hyperbolic
complex affine sphere, and that the Blaschke metric is 2dzdw and the Pick tensor is C =
dz3 + dws.

4. COMPLEX LIE DERIVATIVES AND TRANSPORT

The space of complex structures on a surface is an infinite-dimensional Banach manifold.
Still, its quotient up to isotopy, namely Teichmiiller space, is finite-dimensional and the
holonomy map factors through it. Generally speaking, taking the quotient up to isotopy
is a powerful tool for constructing finite-dimensional configuration spaces while preserving
their geometric significance. This is also the case for the moduli space of real hyperbolic
affine spheres (discussed in Section 6.1).

Since C(S) x C(S) is the complexification of C(S), the natural group acting on C(S) x C(S)
is the product Diffy(S) x Diff((S), which returns a finite dimensional quotient, namely
T(S) x T(S) (note that if we naively act by Diffo(S) on the left or right or diagonally,
we get an infinite dimensional quotient). The map (c1,¢2) — h(c, =) pushes forward the
action of Diffy(.S) x Diff((S) onto the space of Bers metrics, but the meaning of the induced
quotient is not clear. For instance, if ¢ € Diff((S), it is not straightforward to see in what
sense or why —ﬁdzdw and —mdzd‘ (dw) should be identified.

In this section, we define the notions of complex Lie derivative and of transport of tensors
through paths of complex vector fields. As we will see, these tools allow us to study the
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Diff((S) x Diff(.S) action and will motivate the construction of the finite-dimensional space
CAS(S) in Section 6.3. Moreover, this approach will be a key tool in proving Theorem G.

4.1. Complex Lie derivatives. Let M be a smooth manifold. Denote by

Tens? ! (M) =T ((TM)?® @ (T*M)?®)
the space of (p, q)-type tensors on M. The Lie derivative along a vector field can be seen as
a bilinear map

D(TM) x Tens?9(M) — Tens™ (M),

(X,0) = Zxa.
We extend it C-bilinearly to a map
INCTM) x (Tens?4(M) ® C) — Tens” (M) @ C.
That is, we extend by the rule
Lza = Lrez(Re(a)) = Lrmz(Im(a)) + iLrez(Im(a)) + i-Lrmz(Re(a)).

We call Z7a the complex Lie derivative of o along the complex vector field Z. %,
is characterized by the following algebraic properties:

(1) for all C* function f: S — C, Z%z(f) = 0z f,

(2) for all complex vector fields W € T'(CT M), L, W = [Z, W],

(3) for all complex differential forms w € Q" (M) ® C, Lzw = dw(Z,-) + d(w(Z, ")),
(4) for all a, 8 smooth complex tensors, Zz(a ® ) = (Lza) @ B+ a® (ZLz8),
(5) one has the recursive formula for every a € Tens?4(M) ® C given by

)

(fza (wl,...,wp,Wl,...,Wq) :8Z(a(w1,...,wp,W1,...,Wq)) —a(fzwl,...,wp,Wl,...,Wq)) — ..
—a(wl,...,fzwp,Wl,...,Wq))—a(wl,...,wp,.fZWl,...,Wq))—...

— a(wl,...,wp,Wl,...,.fZWq)),
where wy,...,w, € QY(CTM), and Wy,..., W, € I(CTM).

Remark 4.1. We show a way to define the complex Lie derivative of a complex
structure c¢; € C(5) for which .Zz¢; € T, C(S) lies in the kernel of the projection C(S) —
T(S).

We define it as follows. Let Z € T'(CT'S) and let z be any local holomorphic coordinate
for ¢1, and decompose Z with respect to the basis {0, 0z}, hence Z = pra_(Z) + pro-(Z).
We define

Zch = f

pro. (2)+pro. (2) !
where the RHS is a standard real Lie derivative, corresponding to the infinitesimal defor-
mation through the isotopy ¢; with ¢o = pra, (Z) + pra. (Z).

A motivation for this choice is that

d
L22 = Lo ()2 = Ly (D) 4910 (D) T @\tzo(z °d1);

and also Zzdz = ‘Zd;odz. Moreover, by the properties of the complex Lie derivative, one

has that for all ¢;-holomorphic n-th differential o, £z = fd;oa.
Using the same approach on S, one defines the complex Lie derivative of any element in

().
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Example 4.2. Here is a key example to motivate the complex Lie derivative. Let S be a

closed surface, let ¢, : [0,1] x S — S be an isotopy, and let (¢1,¢z) € C(S) x C(S) with Bers
metric b, z). Let z and w be local coordinates for ¢; and 3 respectively, and consider the
path of Bers metrics given locally by
4
h = h c *(Co R d N x d_ .
t (1,6 (c2)) (z — o1 (W))2 z - (¢ (dw))

The variation h; = % ‘Oht defines a bilinear form on CT'S. We claim that this variation can
be seen as a complex Lie derivative of h;. Indeed, let Wy := ¢ (W) be a local coordinate for
@7 (¢2), denote ¢ =: 110, + 7105, and consider the complex vector field
0, Wy
Zy = — +7 | 0=
t (% EET +7 | 0=
One can easily check that this description of Z; does not depend on the choice of the local

holomorphic coordinates z and w,, so Z, € I'(CT'S).
By construction, one has that:

fztcl = O,
Lz,0; (@) = 10:W; +T0:C2 = L5, ¢; (C2).
In particular, %7,z = 0, Zz,dz = 0, Lz, Ww; = .Zq;twt and .Zz, dw; = ‘Z@dw_t. In conclusion,
by applying the properties of the complex Lie derivative, one gets that
hi = %Lz, hy.
Recall the quotient map C(S) — T (S), which we label as ¥. As Example 4.2 suggests, Lie
derivatives through complex vector fields allow to deform simultaneously pairs of complex

structures. This is made clearer by the following Proposition which can be seen as a complex
extension of the natural description for TC(S) through the bundle ¥.

Proposition 4.3. Let (¢1,¢3) € C(S) x C(S) and consider the map
de, UV @ dezV : T,,C(S) x T5C(S) = Tiey) T (S) X Tz T(S).
The map
[(CTS) — T.,C(S) x T5C(S)
Z v (ZLycr,L7¢3)
defines a linear isomorphism onto the kernel of d¥., © dV4; .

As a result, one can see
Tie1,e)C(8) x C(S) 2 Tje T(S) x Tiz1C(S) x T(CTS).

Proof. Use the notation of Remark 4.1 and Example 4.2. The map is injective: since
Span(9dz) N Span(dy,) = {0}, pro.Z = 0 = pro_Z implies Z = 0.

By Remark 4.1, we see that the image of the map is in fact contained in the kernel.

Let ¢1,¢2 € TiaDiff(5), hence £ 1 € T,C(5) and £, 5 € TC(S). As in Example
4.2, one can find Z1, Zy € I'(CTS) such that

Lz, c1 = qulcl and Lz, =0,
ZLz,c1=0 and $Z16:$¢}267

hence

(ZZHrchla ZZ1+Z26) = (gd}lcla $¢26)7
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proving surjectivity. 0
Corollary 4.4. Let hy = bt
then hy = Ly, hy, where Zy is such that (¢t,%3) = (Lz.ct, L7,53).

+) be a C' path of Bers metrics with constant holonomy,

Proof. Applying the same method as in example 4.2, denoting by z; and w; complex coor-
dinates of ¢{ and 73", we get
d 8(8tht — 8th_t) 4

—hy = dzydivy —
dt ! (zt—Et)3 Frdte

((fztd?}) . d@t + dZ . (Zztdwt)) = thht.

(2t —Wy)?
O

4.2. Transport through complex vector fields. Unlike real Lie derivatives, realizing
complex Lie derivatives as infinitesimal deformations is difficult. More precisely, given a
path of complex vector fields Z; € T(CTM), t € [0,T] and a tensor «, we are interested in
solutions a; to the system

{ZZtOlt =y (18)

oy = &,
and understanding the existence and uniqueness for this Cauchy problem (18) is not in

general straightforward. A simple case is as follows: on the unit disk, for g(z,t)0 a time-
dependent vector field and f a given function, find f; such that

{g(z,wazft(z) = 2 fi(2)
fo(Z) = f(Z)'

As we will see below, by the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya and Holmgren theorems, when g and f
are real analytic, we can find a unique short time solution. But in fact, as can be verified
through Hormander’s classical criterion, the problem (19) is not locally solvable, which
means one can find C§° input data for which no short time solution even exists. For more
on local solvability, see [Fol95] and [Tre70].

(19)

Definition 4.5. We will call a solution to (18) a transport of a through Z, and we
denote it by oy =: Iz, a.

We will also use the notation J7,c¢ to denote paths of complex structures such that
4 Ty,c = %L2,(Tz,c), in the sense of Remark 4.1.

For the rest of this subsection, we assume that one can solve the problem (18), and in
the next subsection we discuss existence in the real analytic case.

Example 4.6. In fact, the theory of Bers metrics suggests that we shouldn’t hope for long
time existence of the transport either. Using the unit disk as a toy model, consider a map
(f1, f2) : D — CP' x CP"\A for which there exists points p,q € I such that fi(p) = fa(q).
Then let ¢; be any isotopy of the disk taking p to ¢ at a time ¢y. For ¢t < tp, we have a
family of positive complex metrics given by

4 _
= df1- (¢7d(f2)),
(fr = 91 f2)?
which is tangent to a complex Lie derivative at time zero (see Example 4.2), but which also
blows up at p as t increases to tg.

Remark 4.7. By the definition of complex Lie derivative, we can deduce some natural
properties of the transport.
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(1) If w e 7(S) ® C is transportable through Z,, then
Tz, (dw) = d(Tz,w).
(2) For all complex tensors «, 8 which can be transported through Z, one has
Tz, (a® B) = (Tz,a) ® (Tz,5).
(3) If @ in Tens?1(S) ® C, Wy,... W, € T(CTS), and wi,...w, € Q(CTS) can all be
transported through Z,, then
Tz, (w1, ..., wp, Wh, ..., W) = (Tz,0)(Tz,(w1),. .., Tz, (wWp)y Tz,(Wh),..., Tz, (Wy)).

Remark 4.8. Let (c1,c3) € C(S) x C(S), let ¢}, $? be isotopies. Let Z; € T'(CTS) be
such that &£ ((¢1)*c1, (¢2)") = (Lz,cl, L2,e") as in Proposition 4.3. Then, for all ¢;-
holomorphic (resp. ¢3-holomorphic) tensor «, one has (¢!)*a = Jz,a (resp. (¢h)*a =
Iz, ). Moreover, by Corollary 4.4, Rty er (o) em) = T2 (er,e2)-

Here are a few more remarks about the transport through complex vector fields. Observe
that the hypothesis of the following proposition holds for Z; € T'(CTS) corresponding to

F(D) cr, (5)7E3) and for Ty (e, z3)) = h(pt)-cy,(04)o2)-

Proposition 4.9. Denote by 7, = Tz, the transport of tensors through the path of vec-
tor fields t — Z, € T(CTS), t € [0,T]. Assume that g is a positive complex metric
on S for which F.g exists and is a positive complex metric, and that (c+,c_)(TFg) =

(Zi(ct(9)), Ze(c—(9)))-

(1) Up to reducing T, there exists a local orthonormal frame (e1,ez2) for g which admits a
transport through Ze and such that (Fe1, Tiea) is orthonormal for Jg.
(2) If a € TensP4(S) @ C can be transported through Z,

Zi(g(, @) = (Fg) (S, Fra).
(3) If X, Y € T(CTS) can be transported through Z,,
F(VRY) = V3% (TY),

where V74 9) denotes the Levi-Civita connection of F(g).
(4) The curvature changes according to Fi(R9) = R7*9) and Z;(K,) = Kz,,.
(5) If a can be transported through Z,,

Zi(V9a) = VT Fa).

(6) If f € C"(S,C) can be transported through Ze, higher-order derivatives change according
to

Zi (V) f) = (V79)" (T f).

In particular, the Hessian and the Laplacian change according to
Ty (Hessg(f)) = Hess ;(g) (Z2 ),

Ti(Bg(f) = Bay(g) (Fif)-

Proof. In the proof, we denote g = J;g and (c1,¢3) = (¢4, ¢-)(g), with z and @ local
holomorphic coordinates for ¢; and ¢ respectively. Observe that since Z;c¢; and ;¢ cor-
respond, by Proposition 4.3, to deformation by isotopies, up to shrinking the charts and
reducing T', we can take z; = J;z and w; = Z;w local holomorphic coordinates for Z;¢; and

Tics.
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(1) We first determine a transportable orthonormal coframe. Use g; to denote also the dual
bilinear forms on CT*S. By hypothesis, g;(dz;, dz) = g:(dw;, dw,) = 0. It is therefore
easy to check that

1 dzy + dw, 2 . dzy — dw,
¢ 29t (dZt, dwt) K 2gt (dZt, d@t)

determine an orthonormal coframe for g;, and satisfy 46} = .%7,6], hence 6] = 7,6}
(Here the square roots exist up to shrinking to a contractible neighborhood.)

Denote with (61,62) the dual frame to (6},67), which is therefore gt—orthonormal.
Then, applying 2 £ — 27, to the equations 67 (e},) = 5%, we get that — %,¢! lies in
the kernel of both 6} and 67, therefore it is zero and el = Zel.

Let (e1, e2) be a g-orthonormal frame as in item 1. Denote the dual frame (01, 6?), which
is therefore such that there exist transports for which (70}, 7;67) is an orthonormal
frame for g;. Then,

( (9’"1 0™ ® ep, ®enq,9m1 ®9mp ® €t @en,))

—~
[\
N

= Oy " Ot Oy Ong

= (Ti9) (F(0™ @ @0 Gen, @ @e,), T (@ @O ey @@y ) ).

To conclude the proof, observe that applying % — %z, to the basis decomposition
Fra =Y, yab ;. 7(0") © Fi(es), with I,J multi-indices, one gets that a} ; = Zaf 5,
hence the statement follows by linearity.

(3) Use the notation as in the previous steps. As shown in [BE22], for complex metrics
one has a natural notion of Levi-Civita connection forms that extend the Riemannian
notion. So the metric g; and the orthonormal frame (Zie1, Jrea) coframe (7,01, 7,62)
induce the forms (w?); defined by

VO Ti(e) = 3 (@) ® Tiley).
J
and which are characterized as the unique 1-forms such that

{z(dei) = =3 (Wi A F(07)

(W§)t = —(Wg)t-

Applying % — Z7, to the equation on top, one gets by Remark 4.7 that
d , . d . .
(G~ 22) @en (@0 =0= = (§ = 2a.) (W 1 (701

hence (4 — Zz,)(wh)e = 0, thus Z;(VYe;) = V79(Fe;) for all j. Finally if X €
I(CTS) admits a transport through Z,, and X = Zj aje;, we obtain once again that
T X = Zj Fra;Te; and

FZ(VIX) = Zdaj ®ej+ Z a; ® Ve,
= d(Fia;) @ (Fiej) + Z Fila;) @ V7 (Fe;) = V9 F(X).
J

which concludes the proof.
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(4) The proof follows easily by applying iteratively the previous step to the tensor
g I 7 _oIY 7 Y
RI(X,Y)Z =V VY Z -V Vi Z va(yivgYXZ.
With the notation as in the previous steps, we also see that
Ti(Ky) = Ti(9(Ry(e1,e2)ez, e1)) = (Z:9)(Ra,g(Tre1, Trea) Trea, Frer) = Kz,
(5) By the first item and Remark 4.7, the statement is true if « is a 1-form since
(Z:(V9))(Ties) = T((Via)e;) = Fi(d(ale;))) — Fi(a(Vie))) = (V79 Fi(a))(Tie;).

The proof then follows for all (p, ¢)-type real analytic tensors « using the formula

(V9a)(wi,. .. ,wp, Y1,....Y,) =d(a(wr, ..., wp, W1, ..., W) —a(Vwi, ... ,wp, Wri,..., Wy)) — -+ —
—a(wr,. .., Viwp, Wi, ..., W) — alwr, - oy wp, VIWL, L V) — - —

—a(w,...,wp, Wi,...,VIW,))

for wy, € {0*,60%} and Wy, € {e1,e2}.
(6) The statement is true for r = 1:

90 (Z (VI f), Tiew) = Ti(g(Vf, Tew)) = Z(df (V) = dfi( Trer) = g (V" fi, Tiex).

where g; = Z(9), ft = Z(f), Yi = Z:(Y). The proof then follows directly by induction
on .
To see the equality for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, one can just compute that

Ti(Ag) = Y TilHessy (f)(esoe) = S Hess iy (T0)(Ties. Tiey) = Az, (Tid)-
J J

O

Remark 4.10. The condition on the conformal type of the complex metric is used only
in the proof of the first item of the Proposition. In fact, one can prove the other items for
complex metrics on manifolds provided that an analog of step 1 is assumed as a hypothesis,
namely that there exist local orthonormal frames that admit transports that are orthonormal
for the transported metric.

4.3. Transport of real analytic tensors. A useful class of cases for which the problem
(18) admits a unique solution is for the transport of real analytic complex tensors through
real analytic complex vector fields. Real analytic objects on M have some nice density
properties, which extend some results also more generally in the smooth setting. Here we
recall a few results:

e The space of real analytic sections of a real analytic bundle over M is dense in the space
of sections (see [KM97, §30.12]). In particular, real analytic complex vector fields are
dense in the space of complex vector fields.

e The space C¥(M, M) of real analytic mappings from M to M is locally modeled on the
space of real analytic vector fields by locally applying the inverse of the exponential map
for any real analytic Riemannian metric on M (see [KM97, §37]). In particular, it is
locally path-connected through paths of the form ¢ — ¢; such that ¢ — ¢.(p) is piecewise
analytic for all p € M.

e The space Diff” (M) of analytic diffeomorphisms of M is an open subset of C¥(M, M),
and it is therefore locally path-connected through paths of the same type.

e Diff*(M) is dense in Diff (M) and the inclusion is a homotopy equivalence (see [Tsu09)]).
In particular, Diff§ (M) is dense in Diffo(M).
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As we will see, the following theorem will be very useful also in the non-analytic setting
because of the nice density properties above.

Theorem 4.11. Let M be a real analytic manifold. Let t — Z; be a path of (local) real
analytic complex vector fields on M that is piecewise real analytic with respect to t € [0,T].
Let o be a real analytic (local) complex tensor on M.

Then, for all p € M there exists a neighborhood U, C M, Ty € (0,T], and a unique path
of tensors t — ay, t € [0,Ty], such that on U,

dt Zfztat
g = Q.

A posteriori the path t — «y is piecewise real analytic with respect to t and each oy is a real
analytic tensor.
Moreover, if M is compact, one can take M = U),.

Proof. This theorem is mainly an application of the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya Theorem which
allows to find the unique real analytic solution. Uniqueness then follows by Holmgren’s
theorem, which says that any solution to the problem must be real analytic.

Step 1. We first prove the statement for a real analytic function «. In a real analytic
chart (z1,...,2,) centered in p, solving the equation &; = £z a; with prescribed «p is
equivalent to solving the Cauchy problem (with real coefficients)

uj =y, al zJU1 bt(?gc]u2 + a%0., Re(ap) — b0, Im(ap)
uh = Z] bt jui + ab0y ub 4 050, Re(ao) + a0z, Im (o)
ud =u =0,
where uf 4 iub 1= a; — ag, and Z; = 3 (al +ib})0,,
By the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya Theorem, there exists a unique real analytic solution (uf, ub)
to this problem in a neighborhood Uy of the point and for small enough time.

Step 2. We prove existence for tensors. Consider again a local analytic chart (z1,...,2,)
around p. By the previous step, there exists a neighborhood U, contained in the chart and
To > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0, TO]'

e there exists a unique z%: U, — C such that Ex] = Jz,2% and x]Q =z,

o dzl,... dxl are C- hnearly independent 1-forms.
By the properties of the complex Lie derivative, Zztdx = (da: ). Now, denote by
el,...,el, € T(CTU,) the dual frame corresponding to dx‘i dxfl. Then, €9 = 0.,
and

0= 2y, (dzl(e},)) = (Lz,dab)(e},) + dal(Ly,el),
d . ) .
0=— — (dal(ef)) = dit(e},) + da’(éf,) = (Lz,dab)(e}) + dati(ér,),

S0 %(ek) fztek
Finally, let I = (i1,...,ip),J = (j1,...,4q) be multindices Denote e} = ¢} ®---®@el

i1
and dzly = da @ daf; One can easily check that e} = .27 ef and Ldat, = Lz, da?).
Finally, for any analymc tensor g = Y ; ;ar jer ® dxy tensor, let atI) ; be the unique
function defined for small times in a neighborhood of po such that &} ; = dz,a} ;; then it
is straightforward to see, using the properties of the complex Lie derivative, that
d

ao‘t tho‘tv
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with o = ZI,J a’})Jeﬁ ® dz?.

Step 3. We prove uniqueness. Assume that oy and §; satisfy & = Lz, o, Bt = %z, Bt
and ag = fy. With respect to the bases above we can write oy = 33 ;af jef ® drly and
Br = 31, B1 sei®daty for some functions af ; and 7 ;. Using the properties of the complex
Lie derivative, we deduce that %ot ; = 87,0} ; and LB} ; = 07,08} ; with of ; = 37 |,
hence of ; = 7 ; by Step 1 and by the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya Theorem.

Step 4. If M is compact, one obtains a solution for small time in a neighborhood of
any given point, and the solutions coincide on the intersections of such neighborhoods by
uniqueness. Extracting a finite subcover from such neighborhoods, one can find analytic
solutions on the whole M for all ¢ € [0,7”] for some T” > 0 small enough. O

Corollary 4.12. Let M be a real analytic manifold. Let t — Z; be a path of (local) real
analytic complex vector fields on M that is piecewise real analytic with respect to t € [0,T).
Then, for all C* tensors «, the problem (18) has at most one solution.

Proof. Tt follows by the linearity of the equation and by the fact that by Theorem 4.11,
ay = 0 is the unique solution for a = 0. O

We can therefore transport real analytic complex affine spheres.

Proposition 4.13. Let o: S = C® be an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere with analytic Blaschke metric g and Pick tensor C = Q; +Q,. Let (c4,c—)(g) =:
(c1,23) € C(S) x C(5), Q; € CD(c1), and Q, € CD(z3).

Let ¢, € Diff§(S) be an analytic isotopy. Then, there exists Ty, and a real analytic vector
field Z, e T(CTS), t € [0, To] such that: for allt € [0,T0], gt = Tz,9 is a positive complex
metric with (c4,c—)(gt) = (c1, 95 (C2)), and there exists an equivariant positive hyperbolic
complex affine sphere with Blaschke metric g; and Pick tensor Cy = Q +¢;(Qs).

Moreover, the holonomy is constant.

Proof. Since g is real analytic, its isotropic directions vary in a real analytic way on the
surface, hence ¢; and ¢ are real analytic.

Let z and w be local holomorphic coordinates for ¢; and ¢;. Choose Ty such that all the
following transports are well-defined.

As in Example 4.2, denoting ¢, = v:0, + 7,0z, one has that Z; = (% g;@ + %) Oz is

Wt

such that Jz,dz = dz and Jz,dw = ¢} (dw). As a result, if g = Mdzdw, then g; = Tz,9 =
(Z2,7) - dz - (¢} dw), so (e, c-)(g1) = (c1, 67 (C2))-

By Proposition 4.9, g; and C; satisfy Equation (14), hence by Theorem 3.20 we conclude
that there exists an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere with Blaschke
metric g; and Pick tensor C}.

To prove that the holonomy stays constant, we need to look at the construction of the
corresponding flat connection as in the proof of Theorem 3.13. Let N: C xS — S be the
trivial bundle with generator é =1landlet E =CTS& N. Then the data g; and C; as
above define a flat connection

DY  =VLY + g(X,Y)E
D =X
Dy(i€) =X,
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where V! is the affine connection on CT'S defined by C; =: g,(V* — V9%,.). Since C;, =
ZL7,Cy and g, = ZLz,g;, one can immediately see that £z, V! = V!, where we denote
(L2, VXY = %7, (VLY) — VngtXY — Vi (Z2Y).

For a general section s = X + b€ of the bundle E, denote .Zz,s = %z, (X) + (Zz,b)E.
Fix a section sg = Xg + boé such that D%sq = 0. Then, since the D*’s are analytic, both Xg
and by are analytic, and denoting

St 1= 9ZtXO + (9th0)é,
a straightforward computation shows that

%(Dtst) = DtSt + Dtét = fzt (DtSt).
Hence, since D%sy = 0, applying Theorem 4.11 we conclude by uniqueness that D?s, = 0
for all ¢, hence s; is D*-parallel.

Finally, fixing a basis of D%-parallel sections (s%), we have that (s¥) with s¥ = 7 sk is a
basis of D!-parallel sections. The holonomy of D!, and of the corresponding complex affine
sphere is given by the matrices (m?*(v));x where v € 7 (S) and

4 .
visi = mi*(y)sf
k
Since Z; is w1 (S)-invariant we have

Lish) = 20 sh) = i ()2, (55) = Y mid
k

k

from which we conclude that <% (mf (7)) = 0, hence the holonomy is constant. O

5. COMPLEX ELLIPTIC OPERATORS

Here we derive the local expression for the Laplacian of a complex metric, investigate the
analytic properties of our complex elliptic operators, and prove Theorems F and G.

We keep the following notation. For a constant C' depending on quantities aq, ..., an,
we write C(aq,...,ay). In this notation, the value of such a constant may change in the
course of a proof. Analogous to Section 2, for U a domain inside C, or the surface S, we
denote LP spaces and Sobolev spaces by LP(U) and WP (U) respectively, and local spaces
by LY, (U) and W2P(U). We use || || o). || - [|wea @) to denote the norm. When U = C,
we'll just write || - ||, or || - [|gp. We view Beltrami forms defined on domains in C as
functions with respect to the standard coordinate z and use the terms function and form
interchangeably. We’ll often work locally in disks inside C so for this we set the notation,
forr>0,D,={2€C:|z|]<r}, and D; =D.

5.1. The Laplacian of a complex metric. Throughout this subsection, let z and w be
coordinates on the unit disk D. We view z as the standard coordinate and w as a C?
reparametrization of D, w = w(z). Let p denote the Beltrami form, defined by u = gfz,

which satisfies |u| < 1. Let g be a C? positive complex metric on D that is locally of the
form g(z) = \(z)dzdw, where A € C?(D,C*). We compute the Laplacian as a function of 2.
First we record a lemma. Let V9 be the Levi-Civita connection of g.

Lemma 5.1. V§ 9z = 0,2 - 01 - Oz
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Proof. Recall from Lemma 2.6 that if II; is the projections of CTD onto the the line spanned

by 0z, with kernel spanned by 9,,, then vgwag =111 ([Ow, O=]). As well, note that gwj = -0,
as can be seen from the expression

0 = Ogw = Ogz0zw + Opz0,w.

Thus, writing out

Ow = Owz - 0, + 0uZ - Oz = 04, 2(0, — 0z), (20)
we get that
[8105 82] :af(awzﬁ) : 8? - 82871;2 . 8z
= (%z(awzﬁ) ! ([%z - agawzaw - (‘%zawzﬁ([%z
o
= 0,070 — 0%,
Ow?
SO vgwag = Q2051105 O

Proposition 5.2. In the holomorphic coordinate z, the Laplacian A, is expressed as

4
A, = ——=05(0, — ubs).
7 NoLw ( 70z)

Proof. In the g-isotropic basis {9z, 0y} for the complexified tangent bundle CTD, for all
C? functions f: D — C,

_ 2 _ 2 (Y
A(]f - g(8w782)HeSSq(f)(awuaE) - g(aw,az) (8w62f (vawaf)f)
Hence, by Lemma 5.1 and Equation (20),
2
Ay =————5~ (0w0z — (0wz)(0:11)0=
20,2
= az(%z - _(%z(%z - z_(%z

9(0w, 0%) ( : Fidz)

4

Remark 5.3. Observe that, from Equation (20), we equivalently have
4 1
Ayj=—0z(=—0u] -
g )\8211) < 8102 >
We'll use this particular expression in Section 7.

5.2. Interior elliptic estimates. Here we deduce interior elliptic estimates for complex
Laplacians via estimates for the Beltrami operator. We make reference to the Beurling
transform 7, defined on C§°(C) by the principal value integral

F) = ili% _% ‘/|C—z|>€ (Cu_(c'z)2dxdy

Via the Calderon-Zygmund theory, the continuity properties of T' are well understood.

Proposition 5.4. For all 1 < p < oo, T extends to a continuous linear operator from
LP(C) — LP(C), which is an isometry when p = 2. The operator norm of T : LP(C) —
L?(C) varies continuously with p.
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For a source, see [IT92, Chapter 4].

Henceforth, we set C}, to be the operator norm of T : LP(C) — L?(C). As in the previous
subsection, let g be a positive complex metric on D of the form g = Adzdw, and let u be the
Beltrami form of w. We now choose k > 2 and | > k + 2. We assume that yp is W5, We
use W*+2P for the Sobolev spaces on which our linear maps act. For a linear differential
operator L, we define ||L||yyr.0 (7 to be the sum of the W*?(U) norms of the coefficients,

and we say that L is WP (resp. W/P) if all of the coefficients are WP (resp. W/P). The
main estimate is as follows.

Proposition 5.5. Let L be a VVl]Zjl’oo linear second order operator with the same principle
symbol as Ay. Let u € Lt (C) and v € WEP(C), with u satisfying Lu = v in the weak

loc

sense. Then u € W)'"I?P(C) and for all 7 < R < oo and p such that ||u||C, < 1, there

loc

exists C = C(||L||wr+1.00 gy |14l lwis1.00 gy 75 By Ky p) such that
||u||W’C+2’P(]D>T) < C(HUHW"’P(DR) + ||v||W’C’P(]D>R))-

Remark 5.6. If (c;,c) are W5™ complex structures, then the associated Bers metric h is
W2, as discussed around Proposition 2.9. For I > k + 2, by Morrey’s inequality, h is k + 1
times differentiable with Holder continuous (k + 1)t"-derivatives, hence Ay is W+ and
the hypothesis of Proposition 5.5 applies to L = Ay,.

Since the Laplacian factors as a product of first order complex elliptic operators, Propo-
sition 5.5 essentially follows from the interior elliptic estimates for the Beltrami operator,
stated below.

Proposition 5.7. Let y € WS> (C), u e LP, (C), and v € WP(C), with u satisfying

loc loc
(6; - u@z>u =0 (21)
k+1,p

in the weak sense. Then v € W, 7", and for all < R < 0o and p such that ||jt]|scCp < 1,
there exists C' = C(||ul|wr. g, 7 R, Kk, p) such that
||u||W’€+1vP(]D>T) < C(HUHW’W’(DR) + ||’U||W’€vP(DR))'

Proposition 5.7 is certainly well-known to experts, although we couldn’t locate a precise
reference. We provide the proof in Appendix A (although at some point we refer to [Nic07]
instead of repeating a standard argument). For reference, in Lemmas 5.21 and 5.22 of
[AIMO09], it is explained how to obtain higher regularity for v € W1P assuming p,v €
C§°(C). As well, Schauder estimates for the Beltrami equation are proved in Chapter 15 of
[ATMO09]. We need elliptic estimates in particular over Schauder estimates for the proof of
Theorem F and the proof of Proposition 2.9.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. We first assume that L = A,. By a routine density and reflexivity
argument (see [Nic07, Corollary 10.3.10]), it suffices to prove the estimate of Proposition 5.5
under the assumption u is smooth. Note as well that, by complex conjugation, we obtain

the conclusion of Proposition 5.7 for the conjugate Beltrami operator ((L — ﬁﬁg) as well
(we stated the estimate for the ordinary Beltrami operator since that is more familiar and
we'll use that result, too, later on). The hypothesis Aju = v means that v’ := (@ — ﬁ@;)u
satisfies Ozu/ = M\J,wv. Let 0 < r < s < R. By elliptic regularity for s, we obtain
o] wess .y < O, R RY1Io e oy + ATz lon o)
< CUILlwr )55 B ) s 9 + [ollwom))-
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Note that ||u'||wermy) < C(|pllwese mp)l|ullwripmyg), 80 we can turn the inequality
above into

[ lwerrem,) < CULlwres@g)s 8 B E) ([ullwrsrompn) + [0llwermg)- (22)

Now, applying Proposition 5.7 to the equation (@ — ﬁ@;)u =/, we have

l[ullwr+2.em,) < CUlullwrrrc gy, 8,75k, D) ([[ullwer.o ) + 6 lwrsrem,))- (23)

Composing the estimates (22) and (23), we arrive at

lullwrr2p,) < CULl w100 @) 75 Bo B ) ([ullwisro@p) + [0llwer@gy)- (24)
We want to adjust the constants in order to replace the ||u||yr+1.0(n,) on the right with

|[u|[w.»@y)- By the interpolation inequality [GTO01, Theorem 7.28], there exists C(R, k) > 0
such that for every € > 0,

lullwrsiompy < CR,K)Ellullwrzrm +eF D ullwramg))- (25)
Inserting (25) into (24), for € > 0 small enough we can rearrange to obtain

lullwrsp,) < CUILlwt1.00@p): 75 By ks D) ([ullwir ) + [[0llwer@gy),  (26)

which is the statement of the proposition for L = A,.

Finally, we establish the result for arbitrary L. Toward this, we just need to control
[[Agullwr.rDy) in terms of || Lu|lyr.pny,) and |[ullwer oy, The only needed observation is
that our hypothesis guarantees that (L —A,) is an operator of order at most 1, and therefore

||Agu||W’CvP(DR) < ||Lu||W’CvP(DR) +[I(L — Ag)u”kap(DR)
< ||Lu||W"’P(DR) + C(HL”W’C’“’(DR)a ||,U||W"+1’°°(]D>R))||u||W"+1’P(DR)-

We then insert into the last inequality into the v slot of (26) and use the interpolation
inequality as above to turn the ||ul|ywr+1.pny) term into a |[ullwermp,) term. O

Having finished Proposition 5.5, we deduce the expected consequences that should come
along with elliptic estimates. From bootstrapping the estimate of Proposition 5.5, we have
the following.

Proposition 5.8 (Regularity). Let U C C and V C C x C? be open domains, let F :
UxV — C be a WFL> function, and let L be a W/Zjl’oo semi-linear second order complex
elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = Agu+ F(z,u, Du).
If u € WP(U) satisfies Lu = 0, then for p such that ||ul|Cp < 1, u is in WT*P(U).

loc

It of course follows that, if L is C'°°, then u is C*°.

Proof. Since u € VVI]ZCP(U) the function G(z) = F(z,u(z), Du(z)) is W~ P (U). Therefore,

loc

Agu € V[/llzzl’p (U). Applying the interior elliptic estimate from Proposition 5.5 with A, we
obtain that u is VVIkH’p . This implies that G and hence Aju are VVIIZCP Elliptic estimates

oc

then give that u is W," 2P, O

loc
On closed surfaces, we have the expected Fredholm property. Given a positive complex
metric g, locally of the form g = Adzdw, with dzw = pd,w, we say that g has Beltrami form
.
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Proposition 5.9 (Fredholmness). Let S be a closed surface, g a positive complex metric
on S with induced W“> complex structures (c1,3), and with Beltrami form p € W, For
I>k+2, let

L:Wkt2P(8) = WhP(S)

be a linear operator whose principle symbol agrees with that of Ap,. Forp such that ||p]|ccCp <
1, L is a Fredholm operator. If g is deformable to a Bers metric, the Fredholm index is zero.

Proof. Once one has the estimate of Proposition 5.5, one can carry out the usual “real” proof
of Fredholmness verbatim (for example, see [Nic07, Theorem 10.4.7]). If g is deformable to
a Bers metric, then L is homotopic through Fredholm operators to the Euclidean Laplacian,
so its index is zero. 0

Remark 5.10. We believe it should be possible to prove analogous results for more general
second order complex linear elliptic operators, for example those of the form

ad? + b9, 0= + o2,

where a, b, ¢ are complex-valued functions satisfying
- =2
a¢? +bCC+ e #0
for all ¢ € C*, using more general factorizations (see [AIM09, §7.8]), or higher order singular
integral operators, as developed by Begehr (see [Beg94, §5]). We worked with the Laplacian
rather than a more general operator because doing so allows for more expeditious proofs

that use fewer tools and also highlights special features of the Laplacian.
The same remark applies to Theorem F.

5.3. Proof of Theorem F. We prove Theorem F. Let g be a real analytic positive complex
metric on an open domain U C C, locally of the form g = Adzdw. Recalling the setup, let
V C Cx C? be an open domain, let F: U x V — C be a real analytic function, and let L
be a semi-linear second order complex elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = Agu+ F(z,u, Du).

Throughout the subsection, suppose we are given u € C?(U, C) with (u, Du)(U) C V that
satisfies Lu = 0. The statement of Theorem F is that wu is real analytic.

To prove the theorem, we will follow Kato’s strategy for establishing real analyticity of
smooth solutions to real analytic real elliptic second order equations [Kat96], which was
carried out in the general case by Hashimoto [Has06] and Blatt [Bla20].

Remark 5.11. We have to control a few extra terms compared to the real case. The reason
is as follows. For any real semi-linear elliptic second order PDE, around any point one
can find a small neighbourhood in which we have a change of coordinates that transforms
the principle symbol to the Euclidean Laplacian. For complex elliptic PDE, such local
transformations do not exist. For example, the reader can verify that no such transformation
exists for

0,0% + 02,

where c is a constant of norm strictly less than 1.

Remark 5.12. In [Bla20], Blatt proves the result analogous to Theorem F for fully non-
linear second-order elliptic operators. Thus, in comparison to [Bla20], in other ways our
proof also appears simpler. The proof here could surely be pushed through to fully non-
linear settings.
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We now begin the preparations toward the proof. A multi-index is a tuple of positive in-
. N . .
tegers o = (my,...,my), and we write |a| = > ;" | m;. Given (real or complex) coordinates
T1,..., T, and a multi-index o = (m1,...,my), we set 0 = 0,,,, ...0s, . By Proposition
5.8, we know that any solution u to Lu = 0 is C*°, so we can apply Cauchy’s method of
majorants to u.

Theorem 5.13 (Cauchy’s method of majorants). Given a domain U C R™, a C*° function
f U — C is real analytic if and only if for any relatively compact sub-domain V and all
multi-indices «, there exist constants A,C > 0 such that

110% f|| Lo vy < C A [all.

Since real analyticity is a local property, we’re welcome to work locally and assume U = D,
and furthermore we can assume that our function u admits uniform C'°*° bounds in D. By
repeated applications of Morrey’s inequality, it suffices to prove an L? bound rather than
an L*° bound: namely, when working on the unit disk D, one need only prove that for any
0<r<l,

10%ul|2(p,) < CA*al, (27)
where again A, C' > 0 are fixed constants, which now depend on r. We also need the higher
order chain rule.

Proposition 5.14 (Faa di Bruno). Let K =R or C and let f : K™ — K and g : K™ —
K™ be two functions. Then for any multi-index «,

0%(fog) =Py, 1, (9" f(9(2)))1yi<lals (O7G)y<la)s

where P2 is a linear combination with positive coefficients of terms of the form

mi,m2
amz'l s amil f(g(w))a"“gh . 6wgil
with 1 <mg < |a| and |y1] + -+ + |Ym.| = |a].

The expressions are given by Faa di Bruno’s formula, but we do not need the explicit
form. When my = mg = 1, we write Py = P% With this notation established, we can
present a criterion, extracted from the main proof in [Bla20], which will we use to show that

our function satisfies the Cauchy estimates.

Proposition 5.15. Let A,C, E > 0 and let Ly be a sequence of positive numbers satisfying
the recursive inequality
Lys1 < CPII((E* A*K <ol (Li)k<|al) + CN?Ly_1 + CNLy. (28)
Then there exists B, D > 0 such that
Ly < BDVN!.

Proof. This is shown implicitly in [Bla20]: in [Bla20, Section 3.3], Blatt constructs an
analytic function whose (N + 1)!* Taylor coefficient at 0 can be seen to dominate the right
hand side of (28). Cauchy estimates apply to the analytic function constructed in [Bla20,
Section 3.3]. O

Blatt provides a way to reduce the multivariate to the univariate case, which we’ll use in

order to apply Proposition 5.15.

Lemma 5.16 (Lemma 2.9 in [Bla20]). Suppose we are given real numbers (a~)y<|afs (by)|y|<|a|
with the condition that a, and b, depend only on the length || of the multi-index v, and
not the specific vv. Then,

Py ms ((@y)y<ian (0y)yi<ial) = PH((a) 1y1<(als (09)1y1<al)-
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In the proofs of Lemma 5.18 and Theorem F below, we will use that W2 spaces are
Banach algebras under multiplication.

Proposition 5.17. There exists C = C(r, k) > 0 such that for any two compactly supported
Wk2 functions f1, fo

I[f1fellwe2m,y < Cllfillwrzoollf2llwrzm,)-

As another adjustment for convenience, we replace || - ||yx.2p
so that multiplication in W*2(ID,.) has norm at most 1.

Preliminary results aside, fix » > 0. As in [Kat96], [Has06], and [Bla20], we define a
cutoff function 5 in C§°(D, [0,1]) that is equal to 1 in D,.. We prove the estimates (27) for
0%u by induction on the length N of the multi-index a. We will actually estimate things
like n™Y0%u in a subdisk Dg, R > r, containing the support of 7, and then simply restrict to
D,. Since the support does not go past D, we will abuse notation slightly and write || - ||«
for || - [lwk.2(ny)- The point of multiplying by #V is that we don’t have to deal with passing
to subdisks: if v is any regular enough function, with an s < r such that D; also contains
the support of 7, then,

) Wlth C('f‘, k)'l : ||Wk’2(]D)7‘)

r

Invllkve < C([Lo(mv)llk + lInollk)-

The following notation will be helpful. For N = 0 and 1, set Ly = max|q|=n ||0%u||r and
for N > 2 put

N72aa

ZN: max ||n u| -

la|]=N
Further set
Lny=Lnyy1+Ly+1.

We record one estimate before stepping into the proof of Theorem F.

Lemma 5.18. Let K =R or C. For a a multi-index of length N and f a uniformly bounded
C® function on a domain in K",

N0 f (2, u, Du)||, < PII(EYID 1)1y <lafs (L) j<al);
where E = (14 ||n||x)?.

This lemma is analogous to Lemma 2.10 from [Bla20], which concerns functions of the
form f(z,u, Du, D?>u). We give the proof, but refer to [Bla20] for one detail.

Proof. We assume N > 2, since the cases N = 0 and 1 are simpler. We apply Proposition
5.14 to f o g, where g(z) = (x,u, Du), and obtain

n|a\aaf(x, Uu, Du) = 77|01\P7(11)2n+1((a’Yf(g(x)))"”S'a" (a'yg)h‘g‘a')- (29)
We estimate the W*?2 norms for all expressions of the form
Ula‘azil . '8Iil f(g(‘r))a’hgil s 8ngzv
where 1 <1 <o, |71|+ -+ || = |a|- The main task is to estimate
nlelorg, .. omg, =nllamg, .. g, . (30)

To understand the derivatives, take note that for i = 1,...,n 97¢g; = 1 for |y| = 1 and 0 for
|v| > 1. Via the Banach algebra property and the triangle inequality, we thus obtain

177107 g 1 < "l + 1In?lle - sup |l 20%ul [ + [nllx sup ([0 .
1B1=l| 1Bl=ls 41
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By the Banach algebra property, all three terms ||n1!|[x ||n||x, and ||n?||x, are crudely
controlled by E!"il, and hence

||77‘7|j3'”gij||k < Em'L\WI'
Returning to (30), by the Banach algebra property again,
00y, 00, F(9(@)07 giy . 07 g, < B|0L, o, F(9@D|K Ly - - Ly
And going back to (29), we have

1710 f . D)l i < 0Py (BNIDI 6]y < (L))

Applying Lemma 5.16 then yields the result. O
Proof of Theorem F. Let u be a solution to Lu = 0, which we know is C*°. Let’s write the
equation Agu+ F(z,u, Du) =0 as Lo + /\[L—wﬁ'(x, u, Du) = 0, where now Lo = 0,0s — 102,
and F contains all of the first order information of L. To simplify things, let’s just abuse
notation and redefine F to be Ad.wF. Getting rid of the conformal factor and the first
order terms from A, makes for a slightly cleaner computation below.

Since F' is real analytic, there exists A > 0 such that for all multi-indices of length k,
[|09F||m < AFK! (to simplify further we enlarge A to absorb the usual constant C).

As we discussed above, we go by induction on the length of the multi-index, say N. The
base case is trivial. For the induction step, let o be a multi-index of length N, and £ a
multi-index of length 2. Write

N0t Pu = 0 (nNo*u) + [n", 0°10“u.
The elliptic estimate of Proposition 5.5 then returns
1™ 0 Pulle < [|07n™ 0%ul |k + [[[n™, 0710 ul|x
< [N 0% ullira + ™, 0710%ullk
< C(lIZo(m™ 0%l + |In™ 0% ulli) + ||[n™, 97]0%ul .-
Similar to above, we express Lo(nY 0%u)
Lo(n™0%u) = 0™ Lo(0u) + [Lo, n™]0%u.
We further unfoil, using that Lo(u) + F(z,u, Du) =0,
Lo(0%u) = 0®Lou + [Lo, 0“Ju = 0“F + 0*(71) 2u.
Moreover,
1 Lo(n™ 0% w)llx < 1™ 0 F || + 0% (@)1l 02ulli + [[[Lo, 7™ ]0%ul |-
Returning to the main estimate, we have
Y0 Pulli < C(|In™ 0 Flli + [1[Lo, n™0%ulli + |In™ 0%ul |1, + 11" 02ullx) + ([0, 0710 ul |1
=Ji+Jo+J3+Js+ Js5.
We treat each J; individually. Firstly, for J; we apply Lemma 5.18 to see that
Ji < Pl((B* A K<) (L) k<)a))-

Js and Jy are both straightforwardly bounded by Ly_;. To handle J; and Js, first take
note of the formula, for any sufficiently regular function v, for coordinates x1, . . ., z,, writing
61] = awiawju

dij(nNv) = (N(N — 1)pN=20m0;m + Nn™N~10m)v + NoN =1 (dindjv + dndiw) + n™ d;v,
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from which we derive the identity
[N, 0:5]0%u = (N (N —1)n™N~20in0;n+Nn™ ~10;;m)0%u+Nn™ ~1(9ind;v+0;10;0%u). (31)
Splitting Lo as Lo = 0,05 — md2,
T+ Js < C (||[0:020"] 0%ul|, + [|[02, 0] 07ul|,, + |[07, 0] 0%ul,) .

Via the formula (31), and the Banach algebra property, all three of the terms above can be
controlled by CN(N — 1)Ly—1 + CN Ly, and therefore

Jo+Js <CN(N —1)Ly_1 +CNLy.
Putting everything together we have
Ly+1 < PV (E* AR K k< ials (Lk)k<ia|) + CNLy_1 + CN(N = 1)Ly_; + CNLy
= Pl (E* A*kY)i<ja)s (Lk)k<ja) + CN?Ly—1 + CNLy.

We then apply Proposition 5.15 to see that Ly < BDY N!, for some constants B, D > 0,
and Proposition 5.13 then implies that u is real analytic. 0

5.4. Proof of Theorem G. The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 5.23, which
directly implies Theorem G. Toward this goal, we first prove some general results. We
define more generally, for any positive complex metric g, L,y : W22 (8) — WFkP(S) by
Lgau = Agu — Au. By Proposition 5.9, when g is deformable to a Bers metric, L, ) has
index zero and is invertible if and only if A is not an eigenvalue for A,.

Lemma 5.19. Let g be a positive complex metric such that A, has Fredholm index zero,
A € C, and suppose that Lg  is an isomorphism. Then there exists a neighbourhood U of g
inside CM(S) such that for all ¢’ € U, Ly x is an isomorphism.

Proof. Suppose that the conclusion of the lemma fails, so that we can find positive metrics
gn converging to g such that L, » is not an isomorphism. Since for n large, each Ly, » is
Fredholm of index zero, this means that for every n we can find a non-zero u,, € W*+2»(S)
such that
Lgm)\’u,n =0.

Since each L is linear, we can rescale each uy so that ||un||wr+2, = 1. By the Rellich-
Kondrachov theorem, u,, subconverges in WP to some non-zero uo, that satisfies Lyyu=0
weakly. By Proposition 5.5, u € WkT2:P(S), and we’ve contradicted the fact that Ly y is an
isomorphism. O

We will say that ¢; € C(S) and & € C(S) are co-real analytic (or that (c1,) is a
co-real analytic pair) if they induce the same real analytic structure on S. Equivalently,
c1 and ¢z are co-real analytic if the Beltrami form of one with respect to the other is real
analytic (by [AB60, Theorem 3]). Observe that the diagonal action of Diff((S) preserves
this condition.

By the density of Diff§ (S) in Diffo(S), the projection C(S) x C(S) — T(S) x T(S) is
such that co-real analytic pairs in each fiber are dense in the fiber.

We will use the following result about the spectrum of the Laplacian of Bers metrics from
co-real analytic complex structures, which is independently interesting.

Proposition 5.20. Let (¢1,¢3),(c), ") € C(S) x C(S) be two pairs of co-real analytic
complex structures on S that project to the same point in T(S) x T(S5).
Then Lh(c1 SN is an isomorphism if and only if Lh( TR is an isomorphism.
: e
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Proof. We will actually prove the contrapositive statements, namely A lies in the spectrum

of Ah(c1 = if and only if A lies in the spectrum of Ah( Y
, o

Fix on S the real analytic structure induced by ¢; and ¢ and denote by Diff(S) the
corresponding subgroup of real analytic diffeomorphisms.

Since, for all ¢ € Diff(S), Ln,,, .),x is an isomorphism if and only if Lp ., .
isomorphism, we can assume that ¢; = ¢} and that ¢’ and ¢; lie in the same Diff§ (S)-orbit.

As we mentioned in the introduction to Section 4.3, Diff§ (S) is locally analytically path
connected, so we are left to show the following: if X is an eigenvalue for Ah(q’@, for all real

analytic path ¢, € Diff§(S), t € [0,1], A is an eigenvalue for A, yiey) forallt e [0,1].
Denote hy = h(c, ¢rz) and

) Is an

AN = {t €[0,1] : A lies in the spectrum of Ay, }.

Ay contains 0 and, by Lemma 5.19, A* is closed. Let tq be the maximum of the connected
component of A* containing 0, and assume for the sake of contradiction that {p < 1. Denot-
ing by z and W local coordinates of ¢; and & respectively, as well as ¢; = &0, + £,0=, define

the vector field Z; := (§t+to azg_g:“ + §t+t0) Oz as in Example 4.2, so that, in the notation

of Definition 4.5, Iz, (h(cmb;fo @) = hc,.0;, ., @) Now, let u be in the kernel of Ly, x. By

Theorem F, u is a real analytic function. By Theorem 4.11, there exists ¢; with tg <t; <1
such that the analytic transport u; = 7, u is defined for all ¢ € [0,¢; — to] (with u; being
non-zero), and, by Proposition 4.9, for all ¢ € [0,t9 — 1]

Ah(cl,«s;‘ﬂo@)“t = Ah(cl,@(ﬁ) (Fz.u) = Iz, (Ahm,«ﬁfo @»“) = ATz,u = Auy,
hence [tg,t1] C A*, contradicting the maximality of #o. O

For the case A = 2, we can say more. Recall we're setting Lj, = Ly, ».

Proposition 5.21. Let h = h, =) be a smooth Bers metric and q a small-enough ci-
holomorphic quadratic differential such that h+ q is a Bers metric. Then, Ly, is an isomor-
phism if and only if L4 is an isomorphism.

Proof. Notice that it is sufficient to prove that if L is an isomorphism, then Lj44 is an
isomorphism. Indeed, the converse implication follows by seeing h = (h + ¢q) — q.

Observe that there exists e = e(h,q) such that, for all smooth ¢: S — C* for which
I1 = olloo <&, oh + ¢ is a positive complex metric. In fact, one can see explicitly from the
computation of Lemma 6.1 in [Ema23] that the condition for ph + ¢ to be positive is

‘ﬁ + l Q(827 82)

oh(0., 0| <

zw
D

We prove that the image of Ly, contains C*°(S,C). It will follow from Fredholmness
that Ly, is surjective, and hence an isomorphism because it has index zero.

Since Ly, is an isomorphism, for all f € C*°(S,C) there exists @ such that L (i) = f.
By Proposition 5.8, @ € C(S,C). Now, assume ¢ is small enough so that (1 4 tu)h + ¢
is a positive complex metric, and set h; to be the Bers metric in the conformal class of
(1 4+ tu)h + g, so there exists a path of functions oy, with g = 1, such that

where p = and z and w are local holomorphic coordinates for ¢; and ¢z respectively.

(14 tu)h + q = ouh;.
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One can see explicitly, with computations as in [Ema23, Remark 3.9], that ¢4 (h}) = ¢; and
9(9:,0)
(1+tu)h(0,0;) ’
smoothly on ¢, hence, by Proposition 2.9, h} depends smoothly on ¢ and so does 0.
By Proposition 2.10, we have that K1 ;4)n = Ko,n;, hence, using Equation (4),

1 1 1 1
—— | -1 — =Ap(log(1 + tz =—(-1—-=Ap(l
g (1 gAntont+ i) = - (<1 3 (oxan) )
and, taking the time derivative at 0,

Apit — 20 = Apyq6 — 26, (32)

that the Beltrami form of ¢_ (h}) with respect to ¢ is p+ so c¢_(h}) depends

where we used that the coefficients of the operators Ay, change smoothly with respect to t,

so that (%IOA’“) (0) = 0. As a result, we get that f = Ap1,6 — 25, hence ¢ is smooth by
Proposition 5.8, proving the surjectivity of Ljg.

O

Lemma 5.22. Let h = h(, z) be a Bers metric and q a small-enough ci-holomorphic
quadratic differential such that h + q = h(, =) is a Bers metric. If c¢1,¢3 are co-real
analytic, then c1,¢3’ are co-real analytic.

Proof. As usual, denote h = \dzdw, h + q = Ndzdi and ¢ = pdz? in local coordinates
z,w, 7 for c1,¢3,¢’ respectively.
From Adzdw + ¢ = N'dzdn we get that

0.9d: _ MW+ d
oMdz AW dE
which is real analytic. O

Theorem G now follows from the following statement.
Theorem 5.23. The set
B9 = {(c1,73) € C(S) x C(S) | Lny,, ,,: WHTP(S) — WHP(S) is invertible}

is an open dense subset of C(S) x C(S) which contains all the pairs of co-real analytic

complex structures. The intersection of B™9 with any fiber of the projection C(S) x C(S) —
T(S) x T(S) is connected.

Proof. We first prove that B"“ contains all the co-real analytic pairs.
Fix [c1] € T(S). Define Y C {[e1]} x T(S) to be the subset of elements admitting a

co-real analytic pair of representatives (¢1,¢z) such that Lh, ) s invertible. Conversely,

define N C {[c1]} x T(S) to be the subset of elements admitting a co-real analytic pair of
representatives (c1,¢z) such that L., = 18 not invertible.

By Proposition 5.20, Y and N are complementary. Y contains ([c1], [¢1]): in fact, for the
Riemannian hyperbolic metric h = h(, z7), Ln is the complexification of a real operator
Wkt2r (S R) — WkP(S R), which is invertible by a simple maximum-principle argument.

Moreover, both Y and N are open: by Theorem 2.11, Proposition 5.21, and Lemma 5.22,
if ¢; and ¢ are co-real analytic and ([¢1], [¢z]) lies in Y (resp N), then one can parametrize
a local neighborhood of it in Y (resp. N) whose elements are of the form ([¢1], [c2?]) where
h(c, e + @ =t h(, ) and q is a small-enough c¢;-holomorphic quadratic differential. We
conclude that Y = {[e1]} x T(S) so, by the generality of ¢;, we get that all the co-real
analytic pairs lie in B"%9.
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By Lemma 5.19, B"°Y is open.

Finally, let F' be a fiber of C(S) x C(S) — T(S) x T(S). By looking at any smooth
trivialization of C(S) x C(S) = Diffo(S) x Diffo(S) x T(S) x T(S), the density of Diff§ (S)
in Diff((S) implies that any element of F'NB"9 admits a connected neighborhood inside it
containing a co-real analytic pair; the statement follows from the fact that co-real analytic
pairs in F' N B"Y determine a connected subset. O

6. THE HOLOMORPHIC EXTENSION OF THE LABOURIE-LOFTIN PARAMETRIZATION

6.1. The Labourie-Loftin parametrization. We recall the definition of Hitchin repre-
sentations from the introduction. Firstly, irreducibly embedding ¢ : PSL(2,R) — PSL(3,R) =
SL(3,R), we can turn a Fuchsian representation pg : 71(S) — PSL(2,R) into a representa-
tion to SL(3,R). A representation p : m1(S) — SL(3,R) is Hitchin if it can be deformed
to a representation of the form ¢ o py through representations to SL(3,R). The space of
Hitchin representations inside x(m1(S), SL(3,R)) determines a connected component, called
a Hitchin component and labelled Hitz(S).

Recall that a domain D C RP? is convex if can be seen as a convex domain inside
an affine chart. By work of Goldman [Gol90] and Choi-Goldman [CG93|, every Hitchin
representation p : m1(S) — SL(3,R) acts properly discontinuously on a bounded convex
domain D C RP?, identifying S with D/ p(m1(S))" Labourie and Loftin both observed that,

by a result conjectured by Calabi [Cal72] and attributed to Cheng-Yau [CY77] [CY86] and
Calabi-Nirenberg (unpublished), there exists a unique p-equivariant hyperbolic affine sphere
centered at zero and asymptotic to the positive cone of D in R3.

Labourie and Loftin both prove that the Gauss equation for real affine spheres

Apu = e — %h(Q,Q)e“l“ -1

has a unique (real) solution, and thus one can parametrize a real analytic moduli space of real
affine spheres by the bundle M3(.S) from the introduction (which we define precisely below).
By taking the holonomies of affine spheres, one gets the Labourie-Loftin parametrization

L : M3(S) = Hits(9).

In the same spirit, we now return to complex affine spheres and our Equation (17) from
Section 3 in order to build an open subset Q C M3(S) x M3(S) containing the diagonal
and the map L¢ : Q — x(7(5),SL(3,C)) that extends L.

6.2. Global analysis and the Gauss equation. In this subsection we parametrize a class
of C*° positive hyperbolic affine spheres as a complex Fréchet manifold. In order to make
the global analysis more convenient, we first work over a family of Banach manifolds, and
then we take a projective limit.

Recall C!(S),C(S), etc., defined in Section 2. Let CD'(S) be the bundle over C'(S) whose
fiber over ¢ € C!(S) is the space H°(S,K2) of c—holomorphic cubic differentials. Similarly,
we have the analogous bundle CD(S) — C(S). It follows from work of Bers [Ber61, Theorem
2] that CD'(S) (resp. CD(S)) is a holomorphic vector bundle over C/(S) (resp. C(S)).
Diff((S) acts on CD(S) via the ordinary action on the basis C(S) and by pull-back on the
fibers. Again from [Ber61], the quotient of CD(S) by this action is a holomorphic vector
bundle over T(S), which is our bundle M3(S) from the introduction. We will denote by
CD'(S), CD(S), and M3(S) the analogous spaces for the oppositely oriented surface S.
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For k > 2 and [ > k + 2, we consider the function
G: CD'(S) x CDY(S) x WF22(5) — Wk2(9)
N U 1 N —4u
G(Ch@, Q17 QQ?U) L= Ah(cl,q)u - 62 + Zh(cha)(Qlu Q2) e ! +1

whose zeroes, by Corollary 3.22, correspond to positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres
with Blaschke metric of the form g = e2uh(cl75). Moreover, we define the space

CAS(S) == {(c1,,Q;, Qg u) € CD(S) x CD(S) x C*(8,C) : G(c1, 72, Qy, Qg u) = 0},
(34)

(33)

with the induced subspace topology.

Note that by Proposition 5.8, if ¢;,¢z, Q;,Q, are C*°, then any W*+22 solution u to
G(c1,,Qq,Qq,u) = 0 is actually C°, so in the definition of CAS(S) one can replace the
C> above by Wk+2:2,

By Example 3.23, the space of real hyperbolic affine spheres corresponds to the subspace

RAS(S) := {(c,2,Q, Q,u) € CAS(S) | u is a real function}.

The map G: CD'(S) x CD'(S) x Wk+22(8) — W*2(S) is holomorphic: by Hartogs’
theorem on separate holomorphicity, we’re permitted to check on each coordinate separately.
Since holomorphicity in  is clear, we are left to prove it in the direction of CD'(S) x CD'(S).
By Proposition 2.9, the association (c1,¢2) — h(c, =) is holomorphic. It follows from the
Koszul formula for the Levi-Civita connection that for fixed w, (¢1,¢2) — Ah(q’@u is
holomorphic as well. Similarly, (ci,%2,Q;, Qy) — h, ,6)(Q17Q_2)a being a composition of
holomorphic functions, is holomorphic.

Fix a point 0 = (c1,¢2,Qy, Qy,u) € CAS(S) and consider the linearization L, of G
at o in the direction of u, which is a linear map from T, W**+22(S,C) = Wk*t22(5 C)
to ToWH2(S,C) = WF2(S,C), where the equal sign is an implicit identification that we
will always make. The evaluation of the map L, at a tangent vector v € W**+22(S C) is
obtained by computing

d _
Lg(’U) - E t:OG(Ch@’ Qla Q27 U+ tl}),
which returns
Lo(v) = An, v — 20" —ve "R, 5)(Q1, Q). (35)

By Propositions 5.8 and 5.9, L, defines a Fredholm operator of index zero on each W#*+22,
and it is an isomorphism on C* if and only if it defines an isomorphism for every Wk+2:2,

Definition 6.1. We say that o € CAS(S) is infinitesimally rigid if L, is an isomorphism.
We denote the subspace of infinitesimally rigid elements by CAS*(.5).

First of all, we observe that CAS*(S) is non-empty and contains the real affine spheres.
Proposition 6.2. RAS(S) is contained in CAS™(S).

Proof. For all o € RAS(S9), the linear map L, restricts to a map W*+2.2(S R) — WH2(S,R),
and Labourie showed in his study of real affine spheres that such a restriction is bijective
[Lab07, Lemma 4.1.2]. L, is the complex bilinear extension of the map from W*+2.2(S R) —
WF2(S,R), and hence for any v € Wkt22(8), L,(v) = L,(Re(v)) + iLy(Im(v)), and it
follows that L, is injective on W#°(S,C). Since L, is Fredholm of degree zero, it is
bijective. 0
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Denote by
#: CAS*(S) — CD(S) x CD(S)
g = (Clvanva_Qa u) = (01;65 Ql Q_Q)

the natural projection. By transversality theory, we have the following.

Proposition 6.3. The space CAS™(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold and 7t: CAS*(S) —

CD(S) x CD(S) is a local biholomorphism.

Proof. For k > 2 and | > k+2, define CASj; (S) to be the subset of elements o € CDY(S) x
CD'(S) x WHk22(S,C) such that G(o) = 0 and its linearization L, : WFt22(S,C) —
W*2(S,C) is an isomorphism. Also denote by #: CAS;,(S) — CD'(S) x CD'(S) the
projection that extends the projection from the smooth setlcing. The map

®: CD(S) x CD'(§) x Wk*+22(5,C) — ¢D'(S) x CD'(S) x Wh2(8,C)
(01767 QlaQ_27 ’U,) — (01767Q17Q_27 G(Cluau QluQ_Qa U))

is holomorphic and maps onto the submanifold of the target described by CD'(S) x CD'(S) x
{0}. By assumption, for all ¢ € CAS;,;(S), Ly is an isomorphism, and hence so is d,®. By
the Transversality Theorem for Complex Banach manifolds, CAS;;(S) is a complex Banach
submanifold of CD'(S) x CD'(S) x Wk+2:2(S C).

Since GlCASZ,L(S) =0, dy® = (d,7,0), and hence d,7: CAS];(S) — CDY(S) x CD'(S) is
bijective, which implies that 7 is a local biholomorphism.

From now on, set [ = k+3, and CAS;(S) = CASy ;5. Then, CAS;(S) parametrizes com-
plex affine spheres with lower regularity, and the intersection is Mg >, CAS}(S) is CAS*(S).
To put a Fréchet structure on CAS*(S), fix an open cover of CAS;(S) by open subsets
Uy over which 7 projects biholomorphically to open subsets Vi < CD*(S) x CD*(S),
thus giving a compatible atlas for the complex Banach structure on CASj(S). For all
k' > k, the intersection with CAS}, (S) gives complex charts Uy = Uy N CAS;, — Vi =
Vi 0 (C’Dk/‘|r3 (S) x cDF'+3 (S)). Finally, the restriction to

Up NCAS*(S) = (| Ur = [ Vv = Vi N (CD(S) x CD(S))
K>k K>k
defines Frechét charts for CAS™(S) for which 7 is holomorphic.

The construction above can be formalized through a projective limit construction for
complex Banach manifolds. As explained in [DGV15], in the smooth category, one can take
a projective limit of Banach manifolds and the limit is a Fréchet manifold, and moreover a
projective family of locally diffeomorphic mappings between projective systems gives rise to
a local diffeomorphism between the two limiting Fréchet manifolds (see Propositions 3.13,
3.18, and Corollary 3.29 in [DGV15]). The proofs go through verbatim in the holomor-
phic category, although we don’t need to refer to [DGV15] for the whole thing since the
construction above is explicit. O

Remark 6.4. We need to make a brief digression on the character variety and holo-
morphicity, which concerns Theorem A, Proposition 6.5 and Theorem 6.10. The space
Hom(m(S),SL(3,C)) embeds inside SL(3,C)?? as a complex manifold, and the SL(3,C)-
action by conjugation is by biholomorphisms. We set x(m1(S5), SL(3,C)) to be the Haus-
dorffification of the quotient with respect to this action. In this paper, we take a naive
standpoint and say that a map F : M — x(m1(S),SL(3,C)), with M a complex (Fréchet)
manifold, is holomorphic if, around every point of M, it locally lifts to holomorphic maps



48 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

M > U — Hom(m(5),SL(3,C)). As a result, if N — M is a holomorphic map between
complex (Fréchet) manifolds, then the composition N — x(m1(5), SL(3,C)) is holomorphic.

The quotient of the subset of irreducible representations in Hom(m (S), SL(3,C)) carries
the structure of a (singular) complex analytic space (see [Mar]), and if F' has image in this
subset, then it is holomorphic in the sense of complex analytic spaces.

We don’t know whether the holonomy of a positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere is
irreducible, but a lot of the families of points in the set {2 from Theorem A have irreducible
holonomy. Indeed, by openness of irreducibility, we have the condition for free around
the diagonal and the quasi-Fuchsian space 7(S) x T(S). By Theorem E, points of the
form (¢,¢,Q4,0) and (¢, ¢,0,Qs,), correspond to opers, which are known to have irreducible
holonomy (see [BD96] and [Wenl15, Proposition 4.8]). As we alluded to in the introduction,
points coming from M3(S) x T (S) should correspond to some generalization of opers, so we
strongly believe that these points should be irreducible (see Remark 7.16 for more on this).

Proposition 6.5. The holonomy map hol: CAS™(S) — x(m1(S5),SL(3,C)) is holomorphic.

Proof. The complex affine sphere o parametrized by (c1,¢z, Qp, Qq, u) € CAS*(S) gives rise
to structural data g = €"h(., =), V = —39 1 (Q; +Q,) + V¥, S = —id, and 7 = 0. Going
through Theorem 3.13, out of this data we obtain a rank 3 complex vector bundle over S
that carries a flat SL(3, C)-connection D? that satisfies the structural equation given at the
beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.20.

Using Proposition 2.9, the correspondence (c1, ¢z, Qq, Qqg, u) 62“h(c1 ,3) is holomorphic,
and it is routinely checked that (c1,2z,Q;, Qg u) — —3971(Q; +Q,) + V¥ is holomorphic
as well. Using the formula from Theorem 3.20, it is clear that o = (c1,¢z2, Qq, Qq,u) — D,
defines a holomorphic map to the complex affine space that models flat SL(3, C) connections.

It is then well known that the holonomy map from the space of flat SL(3, C)-connections
to the character variety is holomorphic [Gun67, §9]. Intuitively, if D is a holomorphically
varying flat connection, the D-parallel section passing by a fixed element in the bundle
varies holomorphically as well: by fixing a point p on S and a basis on one fiber, one
gets that the holonomy homomorphism m(S) — SL(3,C) induced by the corresponding
basis of D-parallel sections varies holomorphically inside Hom(m (S), SL(3,C)), hence hol
is holomorphic in the sense of Remark 6.4. 0

6.3. The space CAS(S). We are now ready to define a finite-dimensional quotient of
CAS*(S) that keeps track of the geometric information of the corresponding complex affine
spheres.

For the rest of the section, we will take local trivializations of the bundle C(S) — T(S)
obtained from local holomorphic sections s: 7(S) D U — C(S) such that each element in
the image is a real analytic complex structure compatible with a fixed real analytic structure
on S. We show a way to construct such a section in Remark 6.6 below. In this way, we
can trivialize open subsets of C(S) as U x Diff(S), with U projecting injectively to T(.S),
in such a way that the projection U x Diffo(S) — U is holomorphic (recall Theorem 2.2),
and the trivialization restricts to C“(S) N (U x Diff((S)) = U x Diff§(S). By trivializing
CD(S) — C(S) over such an open subset, we also obtain local trivializations for the bundle
CD(S) — M3(S).

Remark 6.6. We can construct such sections using Theorem 2.11: starting from a real
analytic representative ¢, let h = h(. ) be the (real analytic) hyperbolic metric in its con-
formal class, then define a local section by taking complex structures of the form c4 (h +7)
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with ¢ € K2(S) and [|¢|[» < 3 (the corresponding Beltrami form for ¢ (h + ) is in fact £,
see [Ema23, Remark 2.9]).

Now, define the map
[#]: CAS*(S) — M3(S) x M3(S)
(01767 QluQ_Zv u) = ([017 Ql]? [67 Q_2]) .

Continuous deformations within the fibers of [#] can actually be better understood using
the transport formalism.

Proposition 6.7. Let o, = (ct,@", QL. Qy ,u) € CAS*(S) be a C' path contained in a
fiber of [&]. Then, for all t, there exists Z, € T'(CTS) such that

. _ —t
61 = (Lg.¢\, L2 L2, QL L2,Qy  Layur).

Proof. To simplify the notation, we do the computation in ¢ = 0, then the statement follows
for the whole path by reparametrizing. Denote og = (c1,¢3, Q1, Qq, u). Since oy is contained
in a fiber of [7], there exist ¢}, ¢ € Diff¢(S) such that

(1, Q1) = ((6))"er, (6" Q1) (@, Qh) = ((65)773, (65)"Qw)-
By Proposition 4.3 and Remark 4.1, there exist Z € T'(CTS) such that
d _ _
(00 1, (65) . (91)" Q. (6)° Q) = (L1, L5752 Q1. 24Q,).

Applying both % and %7 to Gauss equation G(o;) = 0 in t = 0, by Proposition 4.9 one
gets that

d (d » __(d
0 :Ah(cl,q) <E’O’UJ—ZZU) — 2¢2 (Elou—fzu> —e 4 h(cl,a)(leQ2> (alou—fzu>
d
=L, (E‘Ou —fzu) .

Since o € CAS*(9), L, is injective, hence 4

Ou = Yyu. O

The last proposition motivates the definition of the following quotient for CAS*(S).

Definition 6.8. Define the equivalence relation ~ on CAS*(S) by ¢ ~ ¢’ if and only if &
and ¢’ lie in the same connected component of a fiber of [7].
Define

CAS(S) := CAS™(5)
as the quotient by ~. We denote the quotient map by p..: CAS*(S) — CAS(S).
By construction, 7 descends to a map
7: CAS(S) — M3(S) x M3(9)
[o] = [7(0)].
Proposition 6.9. CAS(S) has a structure of finite-dimensional complex manifold such

that the quotient map p~.: CAS*(S) — CAS(S) is holomorphic, and the map m: CAS(S) —
M3(S) x M3(S) is a local biholomorphism.
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Proof. Consider local trivializations of CD(S) — M3(S) as in Remark 6.6.
By Proposition 6.3, for all ¢ € CAS*(S), we can restrict # to a biholomorphism in a
neighborhood of o, namely

7: Uy, =5 Ay x By x Ay X By C CD(S) x CD(S),

where U, is a connected neighborhood of &, while A; C M3(S), Az C M3(S), and By, By C
Diff(S) are open subsets.

Denoting with p..: CAS*(S) — CAS(S) the quotient map, we therefore have the follow-
ing commutative diagram:

U, —% ~ 4 A x By x Ay X By
lpwx Jprojection (36)
Uy = p(Uy) —F— Ay x Ay

It is easy to check that the collection of subsets {Us}secas+(s) of CAS(S) defines a base
for a topology on CAS(S). Moreover, using the one-to-one restrictions of 7 to each U,
and the fact that the projection is holomorphic, we get a holomorphic atlas on CAS(S) by
pulling back the complex structure on M3(S) x Mj3(S): by the diagram (36), 7 is a local
biholomorphism and p~. is holomorphic. O

The following theorem shows that CAS(S) preserves the information about the holonomy.

Theorem 6.10. The holonomy map
hol: CAS(S) — x(m1(95),SL(3,C))
[o] — hol(o)
is well-defined and holomorphic.

Proof. If we prove that the holonomy map descends in a well-defined way to CAS(S), then
it is holomorphic for free: by taking local charts for p., as in the diagram (36), one has lo-
cal holomorphic inverses of p~ in the form ([c1,Q4], [¢2, Qs]) — ([c1, Q1], 0, [z, Qal, ¢)
around each point in CAS(S). The composition with the holonomy map CAS*(S) —
x(m1(S),SL(3,C)), which is holomorphic by Proposition 6.5, gives precisely the map hol
in the statement of the theorem.

Using the diagram (36), we see that the connected components of the fibers of p.. in
CAS*(S) are open (and connected by construction). To prove that hol is well-defined on
CAS(S), it is therefore sufficient to prove that hol is locally constant on the fibers. Moreover,
the holonomy is clearly constant if we deform the complex affine sphere by pre-composition
with an isotopy (inducing a diagonal isotopy in the projection to CD(S) x CD(S)), and,
in the notation of diagram (36), the density of analytic diffeomorphisms implies that it is
sufficient to prove that the holonomy is constant on subsets of the form

Fyim 77 ({5 QD) x {6} (@', 0B} x (DIfF5(S) N Ba) ).

where ¢}, @', and &’ are real analytic. Observe that, by Theorem F, the complex affine
spheres in Fy are of the form (c1, 3, Qy, Qq,u) where u is a real analytic function.

We can therefore adapt an argument that we have used in the proof of Proposition
5.20. Fix o9 = (c1,Qq,%,Qy,u) € Fp, and let p be its holonomy (we will have ¢; =
¢'(c}) according to the notation above). Let ¢, t € [0,1], be a piecewise analytic path in
Diffy (S) such that (c1,Qq,#;(e2), ¢;(Qy)) € #(Fy), hence there exists u; such that o, =
(c1,Qq, ¢} (€2), 97 (Qs),ur) € Fy. Denote A, = {t € [0,1] | hol(c;) = p}, which is a closed
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subset of [0,1]. Let T be the maximum of the connected component of A, which contains
0, and assume by contradiction that 7" < 1; then, as shown in Example 4.2, there exists
for all ¢t € [0,1] a (real analytic and piecewise real analytic with respect to t) complex
vector field Z; such that 9%,¢1 = ¢ and 9,63 = ¢;¢z. By Theorem 4.11 and in the
notation of Definition 4.5, there exists 77 > T such that for all ¢ € [T,T"] there exists
uy = Jz,_pur which is the transport of up through Ze_r. Moreover, by Proposition 4.13,
o = ((c1,Qq, ¢} (22), 97 (Qq), ur) € CAS(S) for all t € [T, T’] and it has the same holonomy
as or, namely p: up to shrinking 7", we can assume that o € CAS*(S) (which is an open
subset of CAS(S)) for all ¢t € [T,T"], contradicting the maximality of T, and proving that
A, = [0,1]. By the generality of the path, we conclude the proof. O

In conclusion, we have the following commutative diagram of holomorphic maps:

CD(S) x CD(S) «—— CAS*(5)
Diffo(S)xDiffo(S)l Jp” hol

action

M3(8) x M5(8) +—— CAS(S) % x(m1(S), SL(3,C)).

6.4. The action by MCG(S) and the C* twistor action. We digress to discuss two
actions on the spaces CAS(S), CAS*(S), CAS(S), and M3(S) x M3(S) related to Theorem
A. Recall the groups Diff ; (S), Diffy(S), and MCG(S) from Section 2.

Given a positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere o: S — €3 with Blaschke metric g and
Pick tensor C, for all ¢ € Diff { (S) one gets that oo ¢ is a positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere with Blaschke metric ¢*g and Pick tensor ¢*C. Moreover, if o has holonomy p, then
o o ¢ has holonomy p o7y (¢) where m1(¢): m1(S) — m1(S) is the induced map in homotopy.

In the notation of the space CAS(S), Diff  (S) acts (on the right) on CAS(S) through

¢ (c1,72,Q1, Qu,u) = (¢ (c1), " (@), ¢"(Q1), ¢"(Qa), 67u).
In fact, ¢ defines an isometry between ¢* (R (c, cz)) = R(4+(c1),¢* (c5)) and P(c, oz) conjugating
the respective Levi-Civita connections, hence for all Bers metric h

¢"(h(Q1,Qy)) = ("h)(¢" Q1 ¢"Qy)  and @™ (Apu) = Agnd™u,

so G(¢ - 0) = ¢"(G(0)) = 0.

Observe that, for the same reason, ¢*(L,v) = Ly.»(¢*v), so the action of Diff ;(S)
restricts to CAS*(S). Moreover, the action is holomorphic since it is a restriction to a
complex Banach submanifold of a holomorphic action on CD(S) x CD(S) x WHP(S) (it is
actually C-linear on the last factor). Restricting to CD(S) x CD(S), it is well known that
this action descends to a holomorphic action of MCG(S) on M3(S) x M3(S).

Proposition 6.11. The action of Diff ; (S) on CAS(S) descends to an action of MCG(S)
on CAS(S) and the maps

CAS(S)

/ ol

M;(S) x M3(S) x(m(S),SL(3,C))
are MCG(S)-equivariant.

Proof. Since the Diff(S)-orbit of an element in CAS*(S) is path connected, it is contained
in a fiber of the projection [#]: CAS*(S) — M3(S) x M3(S), so it descends to an action of
MCG(S) on CAS(S). The rest of the statement follows easily from the above remarks. [
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The other action on CAS(S) that we want to highlight is the C*-action defined by

C : (01767Q17Q_27u) = (01767<Q17 %Q_Qau)u

which is easily well-defined, as a result of the fact that h(¢Qq, %Q_Q) = h(Q;,Q,), and

holomorphic. Similarly to above, this action restricts to an action on CD(S) x CD(S) that
descends to M3(S) x M3(S). These actions are strongly related to a C* action on the moduli
space of flat connections (the connection will be explained in Section 7), and in accordance
with that action we call it the C* twistor action. Observe that the C* twistor action
restricts to a well-known S' action on the space of real affine spheres. It is also clear that
L, = L¢.,, hence the action restricts to CAS*(S).

Finally, if g and o7 lie in a path-connected component of a fiber of [#], with o; denoting
a connecting path, then ¢ - o9 and ( - o1 are connected by ( - 0; and the whole path is
contained in a fiber of [#]. In conclusion, we get the following.

Proposition 6.12. The C* twistor action on CAS(S) descends to a holomorphic action on
CAS(S) and the map

T CAS(S) — M3(S) X Mg(g)
is equivariant with respect to the C* actions on CAS(S) and M3(S) x M3(S).

Remark 6.13. It is important to observe that the MCG(S) action and the C* twistor
action commute both on CAS(S) and M3(S) x M3(S).

6.5. Proof of Theorem A. We are now able to prove Theorem A. The main strategy of

the proof consists in taking an inverse of the projection m: CAS(S) — M3(S) x M3(S)

defined on a big open subset Q of M3(S) x M3(S) and then composing it with hol.
Recalling the space RAS(S) from Section 6.2, define

RAS(S) = RAS(S) 4y gy,

As a result of Theorems 6.9 and 6.10, we have two holomorphic maps from CAS(.S), namely

M3(S) x Mj(S) <= CAS(S) *% x(m1(S), SL(3,C)). (37)
On the real locus, the maps above restrict to
M3 (S) = AMS(S)st,G) < RAS(S) = Hitz(9), (38)

and the composition of the inverse of the LHS with the RHS coincides with the Labourie-
Loftin parametrization L.

For all (c1,¢2,Q;,0) € CD(S) x C(S), one can easily see that g = h(., =) and C = Q,
satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.20, so o = (¢1,¢z2,Q,0,0) € CAS(S). Moreover, the
linearization L, of the Gauss equation (33) is L, = A — 2id, which, in the notation of
Theorem 5.23, is an isomorphism if and only if (¢1,23) € B"9: as a result we have a
holomorphic map

CD(S) x CD(S) > W = {(c1,8,Q,,0) | (c1,8) € B9} — CAS*(S)
(01767 Qluo) = (01767 Q17070)7

which has 7 as left inverse. Notice that W, is a finite-rank vector bundle of B"¢Y, and,
as a result of Theorem 5.23, W, is an open dense subset of CD(S) x C(S). By using the
fact that & is a local biholomorphism and a left inverse of (39), one can easily see that

(39) is a holomorphic embedding with a closed image (as a subset of CAS™(S)) because it

(39)
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Is a confinuous, injective, and closed map. Moreover, by theorem 5.23, the fibers of the
projection W, — M3(S) x T(S) are connected, so (39) descends to a well-defined map

s1: Ms(S) x T(5) = R € CAS(S), (40)

which is injective and continuous (as one can easily see by restricting to local charts as in
(36)) and whose image we denote by R. Moreover, s; is a holomorphic embedding since =
is a left inverse and a local biholomorphism. By construction, one can also immediately see
that s; is equivariant for both the MCG(S) action and the C* twistor action.

In the same fashion, the embedding

W_ = {((c1,0), (@, Q) | (c1.75) € B“7} — CAS™(S)

_ (41)
(01767 07 Q2) = (01767 07 Q27 O)

descends to the holomorphic embedding
which is equivariant for both MCG(S) and C*, and whose image we denote by R.

It is easy to check that, if o: S — C3 is the complex affine sphere corresponding _to the
data (c1,¢2,Qq, Qq, u), then G has conjugate holonomy and corresponds to (c2,1,Qq, Q1,T),
motivating the notation for R. .

Finally, observe that s; and sy coincide on 7(S) x T(S), defining a diffeomorphism
between T (S) x T(S) and RNR, which, by Example 3.24, corresponds to Bers embeddings
in X5. As a consequence,

hol o (s1 Nsa): T(S) x T(S) — x(S,SL(3,C))

coincides with Bers parametrization of the quasi-Fuchsian space, after identifying PSL(2, C)
with SO(2,1,C) = Isomy(Xz2) C SL(3,C).
Theorem A will follow as a corollary of the following theorem.

Theorem 6.14. There ezists an open subset Q C M3(S) x M3(S) containing the diagonal,

M;3(S) x T(S), and T(S) x M3(S) over which m admits a global biholomorphic inverse

¢: 2 — CAS(S) which extends s1 and sy above, and the real parametrization A — RAS(S).
Moreover, Q2 can be chosen to be invariant for the actions of both MCG(S) and C*.

Before proving Theorem 6.14, we show how it implies Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Consider the inverse ¢: Q — CAS(S) for 7 given by Theorem 6.14
and compose it with the holonomy map to get hol o ¢: CAS(S) — x(S,SL(3,C)). By
construction, this map is holomorphic and MCG(S)-equivariant. Moreover, £ = hol o ¢|a,
and hol o §|7-( s)x7(5) = holo (s1 N's2) which, as shown above, coincides with Bers’ Theorem
after identifying PSL(2, C) with SO(2, 1, C). O

The main tool in the proof of Theorem 6.14 is the generalized inverse function theorem,
which says that if a local diffeomorphism restricts to a diffeomorphism along a submanifold
whose image is a submanifold, then it restricts to a diffeomorphism between connected
neighborhoods of them (see Exercise 1.8.14 in [GP10] and [Wan]). Theorem 6.14 is much
easier to prove if we don’t demand that Q is C* and MCG(SS)-invariant. However, the proof
for the action-invariant version will require some attention on some topological issues and on
the choice of the neighborhoods. In particular, to construct the open subsets, it’s useful to
recall the MCG(S)-invariant Riemannian metric on M3(S) defined in [KZ17] and [Lab17],
which we call g in the proof below. As a result, g ® ¢g defines a Riemannian metric on
M;5(S) x M3(S) for which the factors M3(S) x {0} and {0} x M3(S) are totally geodesic.
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Recall a subset U of a vector space is star-shaped if there is a point v € U, called the
center, such that for every point v/ € U, the segment between v and v’ is contained in U.
We call a subset of M3(S) x M3(S) geodesically star-shaped if it’s star-shaped with respect
to geodesics for g @ g.

Proof of Theorem 6.14. By the generalized inverse function theorem mentioned above, there
exist V1, Vo € CAS(S), and Uy, Us C M3(S) x M3(S) open subsets such that 7 restricts to
the biholomorphisms

RﬂﬁCVl ;Ul DT(S) XT(?)
RAS(S) Cc Vo =5 Uy D A,

We denote the inverse maps by ¢; and ¢» respectively.

Up to restricting these open subsets, we can make the following assumptions on U; and
Us, which we denote by assumptions (x).

Assumption (%) on Us.

The intersections between U; and submanifolds of the form CD([c1]) xCD([ez]) C M3(S)x
M3(S), which can be seen as open subsets in a vector space, are star-shaped open subsets
with center in ([c1, 0], [¢z2,0]). Such open subsets can be obtained by taking local trivializa-
tions of the bundle Mj3(S) x M3(S) — T(S) x T(S).

Assumption (x) on Us.

If both m = ([clv Ql]? [67 ’ Q2]) and Cm = ([017<Q1]7 [67 %QQ]) lie in U27 then <2(<'m) =
¢ - s2(m): to realize this, observe that on C* xUs the functions ({,m) — (¢ - m) and
(¢,m) = (- s2(m) are holomorphic maps that agree on the totally real submanifold S* x A
as a result of ¢3|a being S'-invariant, so, up to shrinking Uz, they coincide on some open
subset Wy x Uz (hence on its intersection with the preimage of Uz itself).

Moreover, we assume that the intersections between U, and the submanifolds of the
form {[c1,Q;]} x Mj3(S) are geodesically star-shaped for the metric g & g with center in
([c1,Qq), [e1,Q)): this can be constructed (within the previous refinements) through the
exponential map and the fact that the factors M3(S) x {0} and {0} x M3(S) are totally
geodesic makes the construction more simple.

Step 1. We prove that if V; — U; is another biholomorphic restriction with U; satisfying
assumption (), then its inverse coincides with the inverse of V; — U, on the intersection
U; N U;. We prove it for i = 1, but the proof works in the very same fashion for ¢ = 2.
If ([e1,Qy), [c2,Qy)) € Uy N Uy, then by assumption () the path ([e1,£Q,], [, tQy)) lies
in the intersection for all ¢ € [0,1] (for ¢ = 2, take the geodesic contained in the leaf
{le1, Q1]} x M3(S) connecting it to the intersection point with A). Let ¢ be the inverse of
Vl — [71. Now, the set

{t € [Oa 1] | gAl([clath]v [627tQ_2]) = §1([01,tQ1], [CQatQ_2D}

contains ¢ = 0 and is closed; if by contradiction its maximum 7" were less than 1, inverting
7 in a neighborhood of ¢ ([e1, T Q,], [c2, TQ,]) we get that such a T’ can be extended a bit
further, reaching a contradiction. We conclude that the inverses coincide in the intersection.

Step 2. We extend the U; ’s a bit further.

In fact, observe that, for all ¢ € MCG(S), ¢-U; satisfies assumption (x) where the inverses
are given by gpocoo i ¢ -U; — ¢ - Vj.

Moreover, for all ¢ € C*, ¢ - U; satisfies assumption (x) and an inverse of 7 is given by
(ogo % ::(-Up = (- V1. As aresult of the previous step, we get that the inverses match
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on the intersections. Therefore, recalling that the MCG(S) and the C* twistor actions
commute, 7 admits a biholomorphic inverse on the restrictions

vi= U Uecwv—- U Uoecu=Uu

PEMCG(S) ¢eC PEMCG(S) ¢eC
‘/2/;: U ¢‘/2—> U d)'UlS:U{,
PEMCG(S) PeMCG(S)

whose inverses we still denote by ¢; and ¢ respectively.

Observe that V{ — U] restricts to R — M3(S) x T(S) and R — T(S) x M3(S) because
for all [(c1,3,Q;,0,0)] € R —resp. [(c1,¢2,0,Q,,0)] € R — there exists ¢ small enough such
that [(c1,¢2,¢ Qq,0,0)] — resp. [(c1,¢2,0,(Q,,0)] — lies in V5.

Notice that a priori it does not seem clear whether ¢; and ¢ agree on Uj N US.

Step 3. We glue U] and a neighborhood of A.

The restriction 7|y, coincides with the real analytic map RAS(S) — A on the intersection
V{ NRAS(S): by uniqueness, ¢; must coincide with ¢, in a neighborhood W C Uy of ANUSJ.
Extend now W out of U] to an open neighborhood of A (to construct this extension, one
could take a thin enough neighborhood of A disjoint from the closure of U] \ W and then
unionize it with W), which we still denote by W. Up to shrinking it, we can also assume W
to be contained inside U}, and to satisfy assumption (). By construction, the restriction of
G2 on W coincides with ¢; on W N Uj.

Finally, by the fact that Uj is MCG(S)-invariant and that ¢z is MCG(S)-equivariant,
¢-W C Uj for all ¢ € MCG(S) and ¢ is well-defined on

v=|J ¢w

$EMCG(S)

whose image we denote by V' :=¢(U"”) C V4.

Moreover, ¢; and ¢y coincide on U NU7: in fact, if by contradiction there existed a point
in which they were different, then, since both sections are MCG(S)-equivariant, one would
find a point in W N U] in which they are different, giving a contradiction.

We call ¢ the inverse constructed by patching ¢; and ¢, on Uj U UY.

Step 4. We prove that ¢ can be extended to

Q:=vju (J ¢ Uy,
¢eCx

concluding the proof.

On each ¢ - UY, consider the inverse ¢§ := 0 ¢y 0 % :¢-U) — ¢- VY for .

For all { € C*, on ¢-UY NUj, <2< and ¢; coincide, since if they didn’t then one would find
a point of U4 NU{ in which they don’t coincide, because ¢; is C*-equivariant.

We prove that different ¢¢ ’s coincide on the intersection. Recall that on Us the inverse
G2 is such that ¢3(¢-m) = ¢ - c(m) when both m and ¢ - m lie in Us; since the MCG(S) and

the C* actions commute, this property holds also on Uj, hence on Uj. Finally, if §2< and g§<
did not coincide on (¢ - U”) N (¢¢ - U”), then (by applying %) we would have that ¢ and <5

do not coincide on U” N (¢ - U"), contradicting the assumption (x) for U.
O



56 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

6.6. Proof of Theorem C. Here we prove Theorem C. As stated in Section 1.2, to do so

we analyze one of the simpler families of points in CD(S) x CD(S), namely rays
[0,00) — CD(S) x CD(S),t — (c,G,tQ, —tQ).
The Gauss equation (17) is

2 —
Apu = + e h(Q,Q) — 1, (43)

which, when restricted to real functions u, coincides with the structural equation for mini-
mal Lagrangian immersions into the 2-dimensional complex hyperbolic space CH?. Minimal
Lagrangians in CH? have been studied in a number of works, such as [LM13] and [HLL13],
and we can use known results directly.

We need only part (3) of the following theorem about real solutions, which is proved by
a calculation using Gauss-Bonnet, but we include parts (1) and (2) because they shed light
on the theory of complex affine spheres. Note that in previous works on Equation (43),
authors have considered only real solutions. Here we are allowed to have complex solutions.
So when stating previous results, we will be sure to specify that they apply only for real
solutions.

Theorem 6.15 (Theorem 1.1 in Huang-Loftin-Lucia [HLL13]). Let ¢ be a complex structure
on S and Q a c-holomorphic cubic differential. There are constants Ty = To(c, Q) > 0 and
T =T(c,Q) > Ty such that the following hold.

(1) For any t € [0,Ty), there are at least two real solutions to (43).
(2) Fort =Ty, there is a real solution to (43).
(8) Fort > T, there are no real solutions to (43).

One hint toward Theorem 6.15 is that Equation (43) strongly resembles the better-known
Gauss equation for minimal surfaces in H?, which is not particularly well behaved (see
[Uhl83]). Heuristically, issues should arise because the linearization at a solution o is ex-
pected to have a kernel for ¢ large. Indeed, at a solution o = (¢, ¢, t Q,tQ, u), the linearization
is given by

Lo, (v) = Apv — v(e® — t2e " h(Q, Q)). (44)
For Q very large, the expression in the brackets in (44) is negative. If we pretend that ex-
pression is a negative constant, then Equation (44) becomes the equation for eigenfunctions
of the Laplacian, which could have a non-zero solution. The authors in [HLL13| realize
this expectation by showing that that the linearization does have non-empty kernel at the
solution at time Tj.

As in [HLL13], one can construct a nice path of real solutions around (¢, ¢, 0,0,0). Define
Gr : CD(S) x C*®(S,R) — C=(S,R) by Gr(c,Q,u) = G(c,¢,Q,—Q,u). Taking Q = 0
and u = 0 and extending G to all of the Banach manifolds CD'(S) x W*+22(§ R), the
linearization of Gg is an isomorphism in the direction of w, and it follows that there is a
unique continuous path into C*°(S,R) of real solutions t — u; of G(c, Gt Q, —tQ, us) = 0,
for t in some small interval (—e,¢).

Theorem C follows as a consequence of the following Proposition.

Proposition 6.16. There exists no global holomorphic map ¢: CD(S) x CD(S) — CD(S) x
CD(S) x C>=(S,C) whose image is contained in CAS(S), and which inverts © and maps any
(¢,c,0,0) to (¢, 0,0,0).

Proof. Denote oy = (c,C,tQ, —tQ, us) == <(c,¢,t Q, —tQ). By the fact that L,, is invertible,

oo € CAS™(S5), and since CAS*(S) — CD(S) x CD(S) is a local homeomorphism, we get
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that, for ¢ > 0 small enough, u; must be the real solution to G = 0 mentioned above, just
because they can be continuously deformed to ¢t = 0. Moreover, since ( is holomorphic, the
path ((c,¢,tQ, —tQ, u;) is real analytic with respect to ¢, hence at each point p € S, us(p)
being real for small ¢ implies it being real for all ¢ > 0. This would produce a solution w;
for t > T, contradicting Theorem 6.15. O

Remark 6.17. We expect that, as one can possibly see by writing the connection forms
explicitly or by means of the perspective of [RT24], complex affine spheres projecting to
(¢,e,Q,—Q) € CD(S) x CD(S) with Riemannian Blaschke metric have the same holonomy
as the corresponding minimal Lagrangian immersion in CH?Z.

7. B1-HIGGS BUNDLES AND OPERS

With the proof of Theorem A complete, we move on to study further connections. In this

SL(n, (C)/SO(TL, C) and bi-Higgs bundles, and

section we define complex harmonic maps into

relate them to complex affine spheres via Theorem D. We use Theorem D to prove Theorem
E. We won'’t give the basic definitions on harmonic maps and Higgs bundles, and they won’t
be needed, although having some prior knowledge would certainly be helpful. For sources
that are in line with our presentation, see [Guil8] and [Li19].

7.1. Complex harmonic maps. Let (S,¢) be a closed Riemann surface of genus g >
2 and let G be a real semisimple Lie group with finite center. The non-abelian Hodge
correspondence for G associates reductive representations from m1(S) — G to G-Higgs
bundles over S. In a nutshell, from the representation one builds an equivariant harmonic
map f to a Riemannian symmetric space of GG, and then the holomorphic derivative of f
determines the data of a Higgs bundle.

For G = SL(n,R), the symmetric space Y,, is modelled by the space of inner products on
R™ that induce the unit inner product on A"R™ = R, and, for SL(n, C), the symmetric space
models Hermitian forms on C" that induce the unit form on A" C" = C. The embedding of
symmetric spaces is realized by taking the sesquilinear extensions of inner products. Upon
doing this embedding, a SL(n,R)-Higgs bundle can be seen as a SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle
that’s compatible with an SO(n, C)-structure.

SL(n, (C)/

SO(n,C)
which we denote by Y,,, and which we’ll see produces a different Higgs bundle-like object.
Concretely, the space Y, models non-degenerate bilinear forms on C" that induce 1 on
A" C"™ = C, and in our models the embedding from Y,, — Y, is realized by taking the bilinear
extension of an inner product. Since SO(n,C) is a complex Lie group, the complex Killing
form on SL(n,C) descends to a holomorphic Riemannian metric (-,-) on Y,,. Furthermore,
the involution of the Lie algebra given by A — —A”T determines a holomorphic involution
of Y,,, and hence we refer to (Y, (-,-)) as a holomorphic Riemannian symmetric space.

More abstractly, let K be a maximal compact subgroup of G, let K€ and G be the

complexifications, and let K’ be a maximal compact of GC. Instead of embedding G/ i into

GC/K/, we’ve taken G/K to GC/KC.

We're almost ready to define our notion of harmonic maps to Y,, but first we’'ll add
one more layer of complication (or, rather, complexification). Given (¢1,¢2), let g be a
positive complex metric in the conformal class of the Bers metric h(., z). The derivative df
defines a section of the endomorphism bundle C T*S® f*TY,, the pullback complex metric
f*(-,-) — which we will often just denote by (-, -) — descends to S, and, as would work in a
Riemannian setting, the Levi-Civita connections V9 for g on CT*S and V7 for f*(-,-) on

We go a different route, and embed Y,, into the homogeneous space
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f*TY,, determine a torsion-free connection V/ := V9®/" (-} on the endomorphism bundle
CT*S ® f*TY,, that makes g* ® f* (-,-) parallel.

Definition 7.1. An equivariant map f : (5, ¢1,7) — (Yn, (-,-)) is complex harmonic if,
for any positive complex metric g in the conformal class of h(., =),

try VIS ) gf = 0. (45)

Note that Equation (45) is conformally invariant—if it holds for one g, then it holds for
every ¢ in the conformal class. When f lands in the Riemannian symmetric space and g is
the complexification of a Riemannian metric, Definition 7.1 agrees with the usual definition
of harmonic maps. As we’ve discussed in the introduction, we’ll develop the theory of
complex harmonic maps in future work, and for now we just cover what we need.

7.2. Complex bi-gradings. To prepare for discussing bi-Higgs bundles, we introduce com-
plex bi-gradings. Recall that if g is a positive complex metric with complex structures c;
and ¢z with local holomorphic coordinates z and w respectively, we have the projections
Iy, 11, of CT'S with respect to the decomposition Span(dz) @ Span(dw), corresponding to
the isotropic directions of the dual metric g in CT™S. These projections induce a splitting
on Q'(9) that we write as

Q1(8) = 2;(5) ® Q5 (5),
where Q10 = II; Q" and Q%' = I1,Q'. To understand these operators, we record that for a
1-form w,

IIiw = w;fz)dz, Ilow = w(éjg)
which can be verified directly. Note that, when ¢; = co, the two splittings agree and are the
ordinary splitting of Q' into (1,0) and (0,1) forms. We further define Q%' = QL% Q%!
We will write 2,9, (S), where (p, q) can be (1,0), (0,1), or (1,1), and for vector bundles E,
Qpa., () will be the associated space of E-valued (p, ¢)-forms.

Writing d for the ordinary exterior derivative on functions, we split it as

d=Il;od+1Ily0d=: (901 +502.
Both 0., and 9., extend to Q!(S) by the rules 9., = doIl; and d., = d o II;. Equivalently,

we have

dw, (46)

O, (fdz) =0,  Oc,(fdw) = 0., f N dw = d(fdw),
and
O¢, (fdw) =0, Oy (fd2) = Ocy f Ndz = d(fdz).
In the Riemannian setting, a map f is harmonic if and only if its holomorphic derivative

lies in the kernel of (@f )01, Using the complex bi-grading, we obtain the analogous result
for complex harmonic maps. Denote V9, V/, V/ as above.

Proposition 7.2. f: (S, c1,) — (Y, (,-)) is harmonic if and only if (Il 0 V)., f = 0.

By reversing the roles of our complex metrics, we see as well that harmonicity is equivalent
to (II; o V¥)d,, f = 0. Proposition 7.2 follows from the lemma below, which we’ll see to be
quite useful.

Lemma 7.3. Denoting g = Adzdw,
(Tly 0 V3., f = (tr, VI df )\dz ® diw.
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Proof. First, we expand trg@df in the isotropic basis. Recalling from the proof of Lemma
5.1 that V§_0,, = 2229,

Ow 2
— ) f
try V' df = m(va?(df(aw)) —df (V};0u))
2042 T _@awz
2042 7 (df(Ow)
_g((%,aw)vaf( Ow?z )

Before expanding (TTy o V¥)d,, f, observe that Vj_dz = 0. Indeed,
(V5.d2)(0.) = 0:(dz(0.)) — dz(V$_0.) = 0,
and
(V§_dz)(0z) = 05(dz(05)) — dz(V5_0z) = 0,

where we used the parallelity from Lemma 2.5 to say dz(V3_0.) = 0 and dz(V$_0;) = 0.
Thus, using Equation (46),

(Iy 0 V)0, f = @g?(

Owz W
_(Vag( Bz z + » V. dz ®3§E
df (Ow) dw

_f

_Va%( D> ®dz®agw.
Rearranging yields

o f o f 2 zwawz _ 2 f
(I3 0o V)0, f = (try, VI df) - dz @ dw = (tr,V/ df )Adz @ dw,
’ 9(9%, Ow) ’

as desired. g

We also have a notion of Hopf differentials for complex harmonic maps. Decomposing
(-,+) according to the splitting Span(dzdw) @ Span(dz?) @ Span(dw?), we get
e =Ndig+a+@ (47)

with ¢1 = (O, f,0c, f) and @@ = (e, f, 0, f). By analogy with the Riemannnian case, we
say that f is weakly conformal if f* (-,-) is a non-zero multiple of g, hence of h(c, &), on
the complement of its degenerate set. Note that f is weakly conformal if and only if g1 =0
and gz = 0.

Proposition 7.4. If f is harmonic, g1 and Gz are holomorphic quadratic differentials for
c1 and ¢3 respectively.

Proof. By the expansion of (Il o v/ )0, f in Lemma 7.3, we see that f harmonic implies
@é(%dz) = 0. Also, recalling that g(dz,dz) = 0 and VJ_dz = 0, we get that ¢, =
pdz? is such that
Oz 0 = 0z((0c, [)(9z), (0, [)(02)) = 2(Da.((9e, [)(9-)), (Oc, )(02))
= 2<(@£?(801f))(az ) ((801f)(6Z))> =0.

The proof is analogous for gs. 0
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7.3. bi-Higgs bundles. Now we turn complex harmonic maps into Higgs bundle data. A
lot of the content here mirrors the setup for ordinary Higgs bundles, which is very well
explained in [Lil9, Section 2], so we’re not going to linger on every detail.
Q n
Given a representation p : m1(S) — SL(n,C), we form the bundle E, = §xC /p over
S associated with the action of p on C", which carries a flat SL(n, C)-connection D. The

bundle 8 x Y"/p associated with the action of p on Y,, identifies with a bundle of non-
degenerate C-bilinear forms on E,. A p-equivariant map f : S = Y, is equivalent to a
section of this latter bundle, and hence produces exactly a non-degenerate C-bilinear form
H on (E,, D).
Given such a bilinear form H, we can uniquely decompose D as
D=vV" 4+ vH (48)

where V¥ is a connection on E, satisfying VZH = 0 and V¥ € Q! (Endo(E,)), is H-self-
adjoint, namely, for all sections sy, se, H(U sy, s5) = H(s1,¥Hs,) as forms. Note that,
using the Maurer-Cartan form, ¥ identifies with the derivative df of the equivariant map f
engendered by H, and the action of V¥ on endomorphisms of E, identifies with that of the
Levi-Civita connection on the pullback bundle of the tangent space of Y,, (the computation
is identical to that of [Lil19, Sections 2.23 and 2.24] and also those found in [Guil8, Section

7).
Next, given complex structures (c1,¢z), we decompose the expression (48) according to
Ol = Q}ﬁo &) Qgélz we split V7 as
—H
VHE =0 +3,7,
and U as
ol = pH g,
By Proposition 7.2, the harmonic map equation (45) translates to two equations,
IwH =0 and 9FT," =0, (49)
and the flatness of D becomes the expression

FOf +3y )+ W, T, =0, (50)

. . =H .
It’s important to underline that d5 is not a del-bar operator on Q(S) (unless ¢; = c3),
since it does not satisfy the required Leibniz rule. Indeed, for s a section E and u a function,

gf(us) = (0cpu) ® 5+ ugfs

and 0., u, defined as above, does not locally return d;udz. This all leads to the definitions
below

Definition 7.5. Let E be a complex vector bundle over S and let (¢1,¢3) € C(S) x C(S5).
A (c1,¢3)-del operator 9; on E is an operator 91 : Q°(E) — Q! (E), such that, for all s
in Q(E) and u a function,

O1(us) = (Og,u) ® s + udss . (51)

Similarly, a (c1,%)-del-bar operator d; on E is an operator d : Q°(E) — Q'(FE) such
that, for all s a section and u a function,

02(us) = (Deytt) ® 5 + udas . (52)
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Observe that V = 8; + 95 is a connection on E . 01 and 0, extend naturally to operators
OYE) — Q2(E), which we still denote by d; and 9, respectively, by

N(Ww®S)=0,w®s—wAds,
O2(W® 8) = 0pyw @ 5 — w A a5,

which satisfy the analog of (51) and (52) and which are such that 0100, = 0 and 0900 = 0.
Moreover, the curvature form of 0; + 02 is precisely given by

F(@l —l—gg): ((91 +52)o(6l +52):61 052 +52081 .

Definition 7.6. A bi-Higgs bundle (E, 01,0, ¥, ¥s) over (S, ¢, ) is a complex vector
bundle E over S equipped with a (c1,¢z)-del operator 9; and a (c1,¢3)-del bar operator Ja,
together with sections Wy of QL(End(E)) and W of Q%! (End(E)) called Higgs fields that
satisfy

0201 =0, Vs =0,
and
F(01 4 0y) 4 [¥1,Ty] = 0.

Now, given (c1,¢z), we write K., and K., for the canonical bundles of ¢; and & respec-
tively. We denote by ICi1 the " tensor power of K, and likewise for K.,. We define the
bi-Hitchin base

bH(c1, ) = P HO(S,KL) e P HOS. K,
i=2 i=2
and the bi-Hitchin map from the set of bi-Higgs bundles to the bi-Hitchin base to be the
map

(B, 1,05, 01, T3) ((%u(q@, o %u(m) | (%tr(w—f), o %u@”))) |

The normalization is unimportant and we pick this particular one to state our theorem
more cleanly. By the formulas (46), the differentials are indeed holomorphic (we omit the
computation, since we won’t use the result). We comment that when ¢; = ¢2, and H is

the complexification of a Riemannian metric, tr(¥}) = tr(ﬁg) for all 4, so the image of
the bi-Hitchin map lies in the “diagonal.” As well, depending on the normalization of the
Killing form, the Hopf differentials of f, ¢, and gz, are scalar multiplies of tr(¥?) and tr(ﬁz)
respectively. So a harmonic map to Y,, is weakly conformal if and only if the H°(S, ICEI)
and HY(S,K.,) components of the bi-Hitchin map vanish. Specializing to the case n = 3,
we deduce:

Proposition 7.7. An equivariant weakly conformal harmonic map from a closed surface
f:(S,c1,e2) — (Y3,(-,-)) determines a point in CD(S) x CD(S) in the fiber over (ci,).

There’s a striking peculiarity in the construction above: unlike the Hitchin equation, the
expression (50) is not an equation for a harmonic metric. That is, once one prescribes all of
the holomorphic data, there is nothing to solve for. As a result, it’s not clear how to take a
point in the bi-Hitchin base and produce a bi-Higgs bundle with that same data (and then
there’s the further question of whether such a bi-Higgs bundle arises from a harmonic map).
In our situation, the Gauss equation that we’ve already derived, together with Hitchin’s
seminal construction from [Hit92], suggest an ansatz.
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7.4. Bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundles. Here we prove the first statement of Theorem D by
constructing a bi-Higgs bundle arising from a conformal harmonic map to Y3 that is equiv-
alent to the information of a positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere. More precisely, let
(c1,e3) € C(S) x C(S) with induced Bers metric h = h(., =) and Q; and Q, cubic differen-
tials on (S, c1) and (S, ¢3) respectively. We show in this subsection that if one can solve the
Gauss equation

1 _
Ahu = e?u - Zh(Qh Q2)6_4u - 17 (53)

then one can build a bi-Higgs bundle that arises from a conformal harmonic map, and then
in the next subsection we’ll show that this bi-Higgs bundle can be used to produce the
complex affine sphere associated with (53).

Let E be the complex vector bundle £ = K., & O & ICc_ll. As in Section 7.2, we split d
as d =0, + 502. The operator 502 determines a (¢1,¢3)-del-bar operator ds on E uniquely
characterized by the Leibniz rule (52) and by having (dz,0,0), (0,1,0), and (0,0,dz~") in
its kernel. By analogy with the ordinary Higgs bundles theory, we take

0 0 %Ql
Ur=1(1 0 0
0 1 0

To cook up the rest of a bi-Higgs bundle, note that if we were in the case ¢; = ¢o and
Q; = Q,, then taking the adjoints of d; and ¥, with respect to a Hermitian metric on F
would return for us the data of a (¢1,¢3)-del operator and an End(E)-valued form. Recalling
that a Hermitian metric on a bundle Ey can be seen as an isomorphism from Ej — Fo
our idea below is to build an isomorphism from E — IC_0271 ® 0@ K.,, and then to mimic
the adjoint construction in order to take objects on the latter bundle and put them on E.

On the bundle K;I ®O®K,,, we have a (cy, cz)-del operator 1, characterized by the rule
(51) and sending (dw~!,0,0), (0,1,0), and (0,0, dw) to 0. We set Uy to be a non-vanishing
section of K., ® K., locally of the form Uy = Adz ® dw, where ) is the density of the Bers
metric h = R, z). We then consider a function u : § — C* and set U = e?“U,. We define
an isomorphism

. - Ul o o0
IL.:K,®OaK'>K,, ®©0&K,, IL,=(0 1 0
0 0 U
Now, we define our (c1,¢z)-del operator on E by
=108 0l,,
and our second Higgs field by
0 10 0 U o0
Uy =1I;"0 0 0 1l})or, = o 0 U
%Qg 0 0 %U—Z% 0 0

Above, the first matrix-valued form is valued in E;I ® 0 K,,.
Proposition 7.8. The data (E,&f,gg,\lll,ﬁg) defines a bi-Higgs bundle.

In order to prove this, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.9. Ap\ =2
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Proof. A simple way to prove this statement is to remark that it holds for Riemannian
metrics and then to use a holomorphic continuation argument. Explicitly, we can argue as
follows. For the local complex metric dz - dw, one has that Vds = dlog(d;w) & 0z, as one
can see in the local frame {9,, ds}. Using this, one gets straightforwardly that the curvature
of dz - dw is zero from R(J,,0z)0z = 0. The statement then follows by applying Equation
(4) to the metric Adzdw, which has curvature -1. O

Proof of Proposition 7.8. It follows from holomorphicity of Q; and Q,, that do¥; = 0 and
"Wy = 0. Indeed, for ¥y, holomorphicity just follows from the fact that d,, is zero on
c1-holomorphic functions and d2dz = 0. For W;‘,

0 10 0 10
Wy = (It odiol)o(Iztof 0 0 1)on)=1I7t0d | 0 0 1|or, =0,
5% 00 5@ 00

where the middle term vanishes from reasoning similar to above.
We now compute the curvature equation (50) in a local basis (dz,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, ).
Recall that

F(0} + 2) = (0f + 02) 0 (0 + 82) = O} 0Dy + B3 0 OF

hence, since 5 on this local basis, we are left to compute Oy 0 Iu_l o 51 o I,, with respect to
it. Recalling Remark 5.3 and Lemma 7.9, we get

_ . — O (g
(Oy 0 I 00y 01,)(dz) = 0 <)\€2u%

z

dz ® dz)

A —
:ZAh (log(A) 4 2u)(dz A dw) @ dz
_ <%Agu + %) (dz A dw) ® dz.

The analogous computation for d—lz shows that in the basis (dz,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, é) the
curvature form is

F(OY +9;) = 0 0 0 Az A dw
0 0 —lAhu— 1

2 2

As well, writing locally Q; = ¢, d2? and Q, = P,dw?, we see directly,

. —%/\62“ + —“al)\fize_‘l“ 0 0
[0y, Ty] = 0 0 0o dz A d.
0 0 %/\eQu _ 901)\;02 ef4u

Dividing by the 2-form \dz A dw, we get that F (9% + 8;) + [¥1,Ty] = 0 if and only if u
solves Equation (53). Putting everything together, we’ve established the result. O

Definition 7.10. When Equation (53) has a solution u, we call (E,d%, 85, ¥,,Uy) a bi-
Hitchin bi-Higgs bundle.

Remark 7.11. Since Equation (53) can have multiple solutions, this construction gives
multiple bi-Higgs bundles lying over the same point in the bi-Hitchin base.
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We now show that such bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundles arise from conformal harmonic maps
inY,. Set D=0}+ 0>+ ¥ + \If; The equations characterizing a bi-Higgs bundle imply
that D is flat.

Proposition 7.12. Keeping in the setting above, if u solves (53), the C-bilinear form on
FE given by

0 0 1
H=([0 1 0
1 00
gives rise to a conformal harmonic map f: S = Y, whose bi-Higgs bundle is (E, 0%, Do, \Ill,ﬁg).

Proof. Setting VH = 0 4 0y, it is easily computed working in a frame that VZ H = 0. One
can check by hand that U is H-self adjoint.

Picking a point on S, H determines a map f to the symmetric space Y,, equivariant
with respect to the holonomy representation of D at that point. By uniqueness of the
decomposition (48), and our comments near the top of the subsection 7.3, ¥ has an
identification with the derivative of f. Using Proposition 7.2, f is harmonic if and only if
02U, = 0, which holds by construction, together with the flatness condition. Reversing the
construction of the previous subsection, we see the bi-Higgs bundle is (E, 9}, da, \Ill,@;).
Since ¥q never vanishes, df never vanishes, and hence f is genuinely conformal. O

We refer to f as the bi-Hitchin conformal harmonic map. Since positive hyperbolic
complex affine spheres and bi-Hitchin conformal harmonic maps are both determined by
input data (c1,¢2,Qq,Qs) and a solution to Equation (53), we have proved that they are
in one-to-one correspondence. To complete the proof of Theorem D, we show in the next
subsection that the holonomies agree on the special locus of Theorem D.

7.5. From bi-Higgs bundles to complex affine spheres. There is a known correspon-
dence between equivariant real affine spheres in R? and conformal harmonic maps into the
Riemannian symmetric space Y3 that are equivariant for Hitchin representations. Since
the holonomies of infinitesimally rigid complex affine spheres vary holomorphically, and the
same should hold for infinitesimally rigid conformal harmonic maps to Y3, the result should
be true. Using this reasoning, we prove the second statement of Theorem D.

We follow Section 3.4 from [Bar10]; the constructions go through with very minor change.
Let o be a complex affine sphere corresponding to a point (c1,¢z, Qy, Qq, u) € CAS(S), with
Blaschke connection V, Blaschke metric g, and associated flat connection D. Using ¢ for
the transverse normal, we split ¢*T C> = CTS & Spanc(§). Recall from Section 3.4 that o
is equivalent to the section & of o*T C?, z &(2).

As well, let (E, 0%, 02, \Ill,ﬁg) be the bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundle associated with o, with
flat connection D. Let s be the tautological section of O, sitting inside E, s = [0,1,0]7.
Evaluating D on s, we get Ds = [U,0,1]T. Since U is non-vanishing, s thus determines an
isomorphism of complex vector bundles

Bo:CTS = £/, Zw [Dyzso,

where the notation []o means the equivalence class mod O. The splitting £ = (K., &
K;!') @ O induces an isomorphism from E/O to (K¢, @ K_'), and hence By determines an
isomorphism from CTS to (K., & K_'). We further extend to an isomorphism

B:o*TC?>=CTS®Spang(§) - E= (K., K, )) @O
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by, in each fiber, sending £ to s and extending linearly. The last part of Theorem D is
immediate from the following.

Proposition 7.13. For o deformable to a real affine sphere through the infinitesimally rigid
locus, the pullback connection B*D is equal to D, up to an SL(3, C)-automorphism.

Proof. Firstly, we point out that the space of C*° connections on a rank n complex vector
bundle over a surface is modelled on a complex Fréchet manifold consisting of C'*° sections
of the rank n complex affine bundle of smooth endomorphism-valued 1-forms. We pull back
all bundles to the universal cover S.

Recall from the proof of Theorem 3.20 that we constructed o by taking the trivial bundle
N :C xS — S, defining structural data on CT'S @ N, and then choosing an isomorphism to
the trivial C*-bundle over S. Undoing this isomorphism, we view every D as a connection
on the bundle V.= CTS & N , and B as a map from V to E that preserves the relevant
splittings. B*D is now a connection on V.

Note that, by the results of Section 6, specifically the argument of Proposition 6.3, so-
lutions to Equation (53) for infinitesimally rigid affine spheres depend holomorphically in
C*>(S, C) on the input data (namely points (c1,¢z, Q;,Q,) in CD(S) xCD(S)). As explained
in the proof of Proposition 6.5, it follows that the structural data on V from the proof of
Theorem 3.20, and hence the flat connections, vary holomorphically.

We show that also the B*D’s vary holomorphically. Toward this, first recall our basepoint
complex structure ¢y from Section 2, and set Ey = K., & O & ICgol. Given any other
complex structure ¢; coming from a Beltrami form p, the diffeomorphism f, : (S,¢co) —
(S,e1) (recall the notation from Section 2.1) induces an isomorphism of complex vector
bundles from Ej to K., @O @ lCc_ll. Moreover, it follows from Theorem A.5 in the appendix
that, working in a local frame for Fy, as we vary the input data, the components of the
( fﬂ)*f)’s vary holomorphically. Now, composing the isomorphisms from V — E with our
identifications from F — Fj, the composite isomorphisms depend only on ( fﬂ)*f), and hence
these isomorphisms vary holomorphically as C*° sections of Hom(V, Ey). We conclude that
once the B*D’s are pulled back to V they form a holomorphically varying family of flat
connections.

For real data (c,¢,Q,Q,u) € RAS(S) € CAS(S), D is written explicitly in [DW15]
among other sources, B*D is computed in [Barl0, Section 3.4], and the isomorphisms from
V — o*T C® can be chosen so that the two connections agree (note that slightly different
normalizations are chosen, but if we choose the same ones, then things match up). That is,
the two families of affine connections on V agree on RAS(S). We deduce by holomorphicity
that the two connections agree when they come from input data in the infinitesimally rigid
locus. 0

As one can see, we only used the extra hypothesis on ¢ to circumvent computing the
connections explicitly. The connection should always agree, but we prefer to carry out this
computation in a more general setting related to bi-Higgs bundles in a future work.

Note that if we pull back F to S — S and then trivialize this pullback bundle, upon
picking a point p € S, s determines an equivariant map oy : S - C°. Going back into the
proof of Theorem 3.13, Theorem 3.20 shows that, because Equation (53) is satisfied by our
input data, the equivariant map o4 determined by s is a positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere. Moreover, the structural data of o4 agrees with that of o, and hence the uniqueness
of Theorem 3.13 shows that o, is identified with o.
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7.6. Opers. As previously discussed, when given the data (¢1,¢2,Qq,0), we can always
solve Equation (53) with the function u = 0. Here we’ll show using bi-Higgs bundles that
positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres of the form (c1,¢2, Q;, Qq,u) = (¢,¢,Q,0,0), are
equivalent to opers. As above, let (S, ¢) be a Riemann surface with canonical bundle K.

Definition 7.14. An SL(n,C)-oper on (S, c) is the data of a holomorphic vector bundle
V — S carrying a holomorphic connection V inducing the trivial connection on det(V),
together with a holomorphic full filtration

o=VycVhcCc---CV,=V
such that
(1) VV; C Vi1 ® K, and
ori=1,...,n—1, the induced O-linear map "5, = — Yi+1/4, ® K is an isomor-
9) fori =1 1, the induced O-Ii V/VH Vl/m K is an i
phism.

The holonomy of the oper is the holonomy of the holomorphic connection V.

For a general introduction to opers, from a differential geometric standpoint, see [Wen15].
Opers generalize n'" order linear differential operators: if one tries to globalize an n'" order
operator on S in a way that respects the coordinate changes, one ends up with an oper.
See [Dum+21b, Section 2.11] for details and explanation. As well, as mentioned in the
introduction, for n = 2 opers are equivalent to complex projective structures.

Beilinson and Drinfield defined an explicit family of opers, parametrized by the Hitchin
base &7, H’(S,K"). Let E be the holomorphic vector bundle

—(n—1) —(n=3) n—3

K~ oKk~ o oK ok,

with standard holomorphic structure 0z induced by ¢ and let ¥ be the principal nilpotent
Higgs field

000 ... 00

100 ... 00

010 ... 00
Yy =

000 ... 00

000 ... 10

Let Hy be the Hermitian metric that solves Hitchin’s equations for the stable Higgs bundle
(E,0g,%). That is, Hy is the unique Hermitian metric such that

Op+05"° + Wy + W™
is a flat connection, where 9" and W™ are the Hermitian adjoints. Writing
End;(E) = ®);_y—;Hom(K % 1 £"5 ),

the End;(E)’s yield a Z-grading of End(F). We interpret sections of H°(S,K?) as sections
of End; (E) ® K.

Definition 7.15. Beilinson-Drinfield’s oper associated with ¢ = (g2, ..., q,) € &, H°(S,K?)
is the holomorphic vector bundle (E,dg) equipped with the holomorphic connection

_ % 1 1 .
O +0p° +Vo+ —q@+—=a + + —=qn + ¥ (54)

1
V2T V2 V2
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and filtration
—(n—1) —(n—1) —(n—3) —(n—1)

0cK— T cK T @Kk~ c--.cK =" @...0K"T =E.

Note that there are different ways of defining Beilinson-Drinfield’s oper in the literature,
but they are all gauge equivalent (see [Dum+2la, Theorem 3.2]). We choose the 21/2
normalization so that it matches up our construction. When n = 2, the ¢- is a multiple of the
Schwarzian of the associated complex projective structure. Observe that the holomorphic
connection (54) is exactly the flat connection associated with the bi-Higgs bundle

(E,EE,EEHO,\I/O + q2 + q3 + -+ anqngo)'
With the definitions given, Theorem E is immediate from Theorem G.
Proof of Theorem E. Fix the data (E,0g, ¥, Hy) as above for n = 3. Let o be the pos-

itive hyperbolic complex affine sphere with immersion data (¢,¢, Q,0,0). If we apply our
construction from Section 7.4 to o, we get the bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundle

1 * g
\/§ Q7 \IJO )7
and that Hy corresponds to a conformal harmonic map to the symmetric space Y,,. From
Theorem D we conclude that the holonomy of the complex affine sphere o agrees with that
of the flat connection

(Engvgz'Hoa\IIO +

1
V2
which is exactly the connection (54). This establishes the (¢, ¢, Q,0,0) case. Reversing ¢
with ¢ we get the analogous result, and moreover we obtain the statement of Theorem E. [J

O + 0,570 + g+ — Q+Wp",

Finally, in Section 1.3 we promised a discussion related to the C* twistor action. We
assume some background on Higgs bundles here. Let (F,dg, ¥) be a stable Higgs bundle
over a Riemann surface (S,c¢) with Hermitian metric H solving Hitchin’s equations, i.e.,
which makes the connection

D=vV"4+ ¥4y
flat. From this data, we can build a C*-family of flat connections via
D =VH 4 (U 4+ ¢1orH CeCr. (55)

The family of flat connections (55) is called a real twistor line. For every R € C*, we can
find a unique Hermitian metric Hg so that Dr = Vg, + RV + RU*#r is flat, and then we
can further apply the C*-action. Gaiotto proposed to leave the ratio h = (R~ constant,
and then to consider the family of flat connections

Dir =V, +h U+ hR*U* .

The gauge equivalence class of the limit as R — 0, if it exists, is called the A-conformal
limit of (E,dg, ¥). Gaiotto conjectured that for a Higgs bundle in the Hitchin component
(on a punctured surface), the hi-conformal limit always exists and the limit is an oper. This
conjecture was proved on closed surfaces in [Dum+21a] (see also [CW19]).

Now, by Theorem E, after doing a standard gauge transformation (as found in [Dum+21a,
Section 3]), one sees that the C*-family described by (55) corresponds exactly to the family
of complex affine spheres with immersion data given by

(€5 Q.¢°Quu), CeC .

Since (¢, ¢, Q,0,0) and (c,¢,0,Q, 0) correspond to opers, paths in  C M3(S) x M3(S) from
the real locus to (the classes of) these points should be related to conformal limits.
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The C*-action on CAS*(S),
C ! (ClvanlaQ_Qa u) = (ClaEaCQbC—lQ—% u)a

seems to give rise to a new type of C* family in the space of flat connections: if (c1, ¢z, Q;, Qq, u)
corresponds to a bi-Higgs bundle (E, 9%, 0a, \Ill,@;), then we have

D¢ = (0% +02) + C30y + (730, CeC*.

It is then natural to expect that by taking a conformal limit, analogous to Gaiotto’s, one
can arrive at the holonomy of a point in CAS*(S) that projects to the loci M3(S) x T(S)
or T(S) x M3(S), and that this holonomy should be some complex analog of an oper. We
hope to develop this picture in a future work.

Remark 7.16. Relating to Remark 6.4, a proof that opers have irreducible holonomy
can be found in [Wenl5, Proposition 4.8]. For a point (c1,¢2,Q;,0), we have written out
the associated flat connection, and the proof from [Wenl5, Proposition 4.8] appears to be
replicable for our connections. We prefer to work out such results in a more general context
in future work.

APPENDIX A. ON THE BELTRAMI OPERATOR

Here we prove Propositions 5.7 and 2.9. The main input toward Proposition 2.9 is the
holomorphic dependence of solutions of the Beltrami equation, Theorem A.5, which we
prove in Section A.2. Throughout, we set L$°(C) to be the open unit ball of L>°(C), which
we think of as the space of Beltrami forms on C. Recall from Section 5 that if we have a

constant C' depending on quantities aq, ..., a,, we write C(a1,...,a,), and we’re using 9%
for multi-indices and |a| for the length of a multi-index. As well, we use || - ||»() and
|| - |lww.»(y for LP and Sobolev norms over a domain U C C. When U = C, we just write
|- 1lp and [ - |[1,p-

A.1. Proof of Proposition 5.7. Here we provide details on Proposition 5.7, the interior
elliptic estimates for the Beltrami operator. First we recall the Beurling transform 7', which
we already defined in Section 5 and on C§°(C) by the principal value integral

T(u)(z) = lim —~ /|<-z|>s %dm%

and the Cauchy transform P, defined on L?(C), 2 < p < 00, by

1 1 1
P(u)(z =——/u§ (———)d:vdy.
W) = [ wO(7=5 ¢
We restate Proposition 5.4 about the Beurling transform here.
Proposition A.1. For all 1 < p < oo, T extends to a continuous linear operator from
LP(C) — LP(C), which is an isometry when p = 2. The operator norm of T : LP(C) —
L?(C) varies continuously with p.

As in Section 5, we use Cj, to denote the norm of T': L?(C) — LP(C). For the Cauchy
transform, we take note of the following results, which can be verified immediately.

Proposition A.2. For 2 < p < oo and u € LP(C), in the distributional sense, dz(P(u)) =
u, and 0,(P(u)) = Tu.

The following lemma represents the main step in the proof of Proposition 5.7.
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Lemma A.3. Let 1 <p < oo, k> 0, and let u,v be C§°(C) functions supported in an open
set U C C and satisfying

(83 — u@z)u = . (56)
For p such that ||u||cCp < 1, there exists C' = C(||p||lwr. ), k, p) such that
lullk+1.p < Cllullip + [[0]1k,p)-

Proof. Let u € C§°(C) and set h = dzu, so that by Proposition A.2, w = Ph and 0,u = Th.
Using both of these identities, Equation (56) becomes the integral equation

v = 0z(Ph) — k0,(Ph) = h — uTh. (57)
We claim that for all £ >0
12l |k,p < Ol lwr.ce wys ks P)V] |k,

for ||u||eoCp < 1, and we prove the result by induction on k. For k = 0, taking LP norms on
(57) gives
[1Allp < vl + [kl oo Cpl IRl lp,

and hence for ||u||Cp < 1, we can rearrange to find that

1llp < (1 = [lullocCp) ™ [0]]-

For the induction step, let @ be any multi-index with |a| = k. Applying 9% to (57), which
commutes with T, we have

8% = 8%h — uT(8%h) + Q(u, h), (58)

where Q is a polynomial in 8%y, 97(Th) = T(97h), for 0 < |y| < |af, 1 < |8] < |a,
B+~ = «, computed straightforwardly using the product rule. ||Q(u, h)||, is rather crudely
bounded:

1@, W)llp < Y1107 llse Coll07 bl < CR)lpellvws.oe (1) Cop 1.

By
Then using the induction hypothesis ||h||x—1,, < ||v||k—1,p, together with the trivial bound
I le=1,p < || - ||&,p, We extrapolate the final bound

Qs W)llp < CR) 1l lws.oe ) Coll0] | p-
Returning to (58), we deduce

10%Allp < [lullocCpllO%Allp + (C(R)|ul w2 1) Cp + Dl |v]]k.p-

Under the assumption ||p/|cocCp < 1, doing the same rearrangement as in the k = 0 step
returns the desired bound for |[0%h||,. Summing up over all multi-indices of length k
completes the induction.

To finish the proof of the lemma, we turn our estimate on h into an estimate on u using
elliptic regularity for 05 relative to disks containing the support of w:

ullk+1,p < Cllullrp +11Allkp) < Cllkp + [[0]]5,p)-
O

Proof of Proposition 5.7. The result follows swiftly from Lemma A.3 and standard approx-
imation arguments, using the density of C§°(C) in all of the Sobolev spaces in question.
One can follow the proof of Theorem 10.3.6 and Corollary 10.3.10 in [Nic07], as long as one
remembers to restrict the range of p to those such that ||y|/-cCp < 1. O
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A.2. Holomorphic dependence. The main input toward Proposition 2.9 is a holomorphic
dependence result for solutions to the Beltrami equation, which we prove in this subsection.
To state the result properly, we recall the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem. We
holomorphically embed C inside CP' in the standard way.

Theorem A.4 (Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem). Let u € L$°(C). There exists
a quasiconformal homeomorphism from CP' — CP' with Beltrami form p, unique up to
postcomposing by Mobius transformations.

By the uniqueness condition, given p € L$°(C), there exists a unique quasiconformal
homeomorphism f# : C — C fixing 0 and 1 (this is the restriction of the map from CP! —
CP* fixing 0,1,00). By Proposition 5.7, if u € VVIZC;EO((C), then f# € VVIZ;LP((C) for p such
that ||p]|ccCp < 1. Our result on holomorphic dependence is as follows.

Theorem A.5. Let A be a complex manifold and
A — L (C)nWhe(C)
t = p(t),
a family of Beltrami forms with ||u(t)||coc < 8 for some § < 1, which varies holomorphically

with respect to the Wh>°-norm. For p such that 6C, < 1, the map from A — Wllotl’p(([:)
given by t — fH®) s holomorphic.

Above, we interpret Wllotl’p (C) as a complex Fréchet space. For | = 0, this is a classical
result of Ahlfors and Bers [AB60, Theorem 11] (a proof is also found in [AIMO09, §5.7]). To
prove this higher regularity generalization we essentially go through the proof from [AB60],
but use Proposition 5.7 to bootstrap certain estimates along the way.

Throughout this subsection, we fix the number § of Theorem A.5, and assume that all
Beltrami forms considered here have L°°(C)-norm at most d, and we work with p such that
dC, < 1. Moving toward the proof, we first explain the proof of the I = 0 case from [AB60].

Lemma A.6 (Lemma 21 in [AB60]). Let u € L°(C), a € L>(C), and for a real or
complex parameter s, let a(s) be a continuously varying family of L°°(C) functions such
that ||a(s)||ee s uniformly bounded in s, and limg_ o ||a(s)|lec = 0. We assume that s is
chosen small enough so that u(s) = p + sa + sa(s) satisfies ||j(s)||oc < 3. Then,

f,qusaJrsa(s) _ f,u
lim
s—0 S

exists in VVllo’f((C), does not depend on o and defines an element of Wﬁ)’f(@).

As in Ahlfors-Bers, we denote the W, P-limit by

f,qusaJrsa(s) _ f,u
"% = lim .
s—0 S

After their Lemma 21, the authors show the following. In the lemma below, p,a, and «(s)
are as above.

Lemma A.7 (Part (iii) of Lemma 22 in [AB60]). Assume we are also given uniformly
bounded sequences (pn )52, C L3°(C) and (an)52; C L(C) such that lim, oo pin, = 1 and
lim,, o0 an, = a in L>°(C). Then,

llm 9”7@7@71 — 9”)‘1
n—oo

in Wﬁ)’cp(C).
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With these two results, they prove that f# depends differentiably on p, in their chosen
Sobolev spaces.

Theorem A.8 (Theorem 10 in [AB60]). Let t = (t1,...,tn) and s = (S1,...,5y) be real
or complex parameters, and suppose that we are given a family of Beltrami forms u(t) such
that for all t in some open set,
ult+5) = p(t) + 3 aslt)si + Islatt, ),
i=1

where ay, ... ,a, are uniformly bounded functions in L>°(C) satisfying a;(t+s)—a;(t) — 0 in
L>(C) as s = 0, and «a(t, s) is a uniformly bounded family of functions in L>°(C) satisfying
limg o ||a(t, 8)||oo = O for all t. Then f*(+5) admits the development

D) pr) 15 grheOg; 4 (5] (¢, 5), (59)
=1

where y(t, s) is a continuously varying family of functions in Wﬁ)’cp(([:), uniformly bounded
in Wﬁ)’cp((C), and such that, for every t, v(t,s) tends to 0 in Wli’cp((C) as s — 0.

This result is more or less immediate from the two lemmas above. Indeed, Lemma A.6
shows that one can differentiate f#(*) in ¢, which returns >, #():9:(") and Lemma A.7
shows that the remainder term in the first order Taylor expansion in VVlif (C) has the right
decay. See the proof of [AB60, Theorem 10] for the quick proof.

With their Theorem 10, Ahlfors and Bers deduce holomorphic dependence with ease:
assuming that u(t) depends holomorphically on complex parameters (¢1,...,t,), then the
formula (59) shows that, as an element of W,o?(C), f*() satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann
equations in every t1,...,t,, and hence t — f*) is holomorphic in VVlif (C).

Now, for Theorem A.5, we need to establish the analogue of Theorem 10 from [AB60]. We
package the needed ingredients into the lemma below. Given p € L$°(C) and a € L*>°(C),
we keep the same definition of %% which we already know defines an element of VVlif C).
Lemma A.9. In the setting of Lemma 21 from [AB60], now assume that u,a,a(s) €
W (C), that s — «a(s) is continuous as a map to WH>°(C), and that ||a(s)|[1,cc is uniformly
bounded in s, and tends to 0 as s — 0. Then,

(1) 9" € Wi 7(C),
(2) and
fu—i—sa—i—soz(s) _ fu

%% = lim
s—0 S

in WETLP(C).

Moreover, given uniformly bounded sequences ()3, C Ls°(C) N WHe(C) and (a,)3, C
Whee(C) such that lim,, o i, = p and lim, o a, = a in WH(C), we have that

lim QHn-9n — gra

n—oo
in WiEHP(C).

Theorem A.5 follows from Lemma A.9 by the exact same argument as in [AB60]: if p(t)
depends on a complex parameter t = (t1,...,t,), then for small s = (sq1,...,s,) we can now
write .

D = O 4 3 g0 O+ [s]a(t, s), (60)

=1
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with every term the same function as in Theorem A.8, but also lying in VVllotl’p (C), and

with (¢, s) tending to 0 in W/1'P(C) as s — 0 for every t. That is, f*) depends differen-
tiably in ¢ as an element of VVll;l’p((C). And, as in [AB60, Theorem 11], if the u(t)’s vary
holomorphically in W (C), then by the formula (60), f*(*) satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann
equations in Wllotl’p (C), which yields the statement of Theorem A.5. So, it remains to prove

Lemma A.9.

Proof of Lemma A.9. We bootstrap on the estimates implied by Lemmas A.6 and A.7, using
Proposition 5.7. To show our bounds and convergence in V[/lif (C), it suffices to prove that
for any fixed ball U, that we have bounds and convergence in W/ +LP(U). Recall that at
the beginning of this subsection we declared p to be close enough to 2 so that 6C, < 1, so
in particular we can always apply Proposition 5.7. As well, choosing s small, we can always
assume that frtsetsa(s) ig yniformly bounded in V[/liil’p(([:), independently of s.

Note that (as is observed in [AB60]),

(07 — p0,)0"* = ad, f*. (61)
Thus, since a € Wh*°(C) and f* € WLEHP(C),
(0= = pd:)0"" € W2 (C).
The first assertion of Lemma A.9 then follows routinely: by Proposition 5.7, for any ball V'
containing U,
10 llw2r ) < Cllpllo0, U, Vo 1, p) (10 [ lwrr vy + (182 = 102)0" % lwrr(v)),

so O ¢ Wli’cp((C). Bootstrapping that estimate as much as we can, we obtain 0*¢ €

WP ().

loc
For the second assertion, setting

f,qusaJrsa(s) _ f,u

X(s) . ,

observe that

(82 — 10X () = (a + sa(s)), frisatsa),
which is uniformly bounded in Wll(;’; (C), since for small s the WP (U) norm is dominated
by (llall1,co + )| fllwi+1.p(w). Therefore, by Proposition 5.7, since we know by Lemma A.6
that x(s) is uniformly bounded in Wﬁ)’cp (C), we get by Proposition 5.7 that it is uniformly
bounded in Wi’cp (C). Tterating the bootstrap as above, we obtain that x(s) is uniformly

bounded in W (C). Moreover the function

loc

f,u+sa+sa(s) _ f,u

x(s) or-

)

S

which we know tends to 0 in WLP(C) as s — 0, is uniformly bounded in WS '?(C). We
further compute that

(8 — u0:)x(s) = (a + sa(s))ds o) —ag, fr,
from which we deduce that (97 — pd.)x(s) tends to 0 in Wll(’fc)((C) as s — 0, since
10z = 102)Xllwraw) < lla()lliool /45 [0y + llallioo (£ — f2llwasin @)

= lla()lloo /474 rinwy + llalliools| - Rl lwso @),
and both terms above tend to 0 as s — 0. Bootstrapping via Proposition 5.7 again, we
deduce that x(s) tends to 0 in VVlHl’p((C) as s — 0, which proves the second assertion.

oc
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Finally, for the “moreover” statement, we compute, using (61), that
(0 = H:) (0 — 02%) = (B = )0 — (B — unD.)0"" + (i, — 1)20"
= a0 "' — a0 f1'" + (pn — p) 00",
and hence for n large,
(05— pd2) (0" =6 )o@y < (lalltoo+ DI =4 lwee o)+ n—pl oo 077" [lwrers @)

Since the bounds on [|6#" ||y 141,57y depend only on the W*°(C) norms of i, and an,
they are uniformly controlled. It follows that

Jim [[(9z — pd2) (6" — 0" ) [wr ) = 0.

By yet another bootstrap using Proposition 5.7, we conclude that ##*" tends to #*% in
WHTLP(C), as desired. O

loc

As discussed above, verifying Lemma A.9 completes the proof of Theorem A.5.

A.3. Proof of Proposition 2.9. Before explaining how to deduce Proposition 2.9 from
Theorem A.5, we first need to recall how to prove Theorem 2.7, our version of Bers’ Simul-
taneous Uniformization Theorem, from the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem. Given
(c1,e2) € C1(S) x C!(S), let us first assume that ¢z is the basepoint with respect to which we
defined C(S), and let’s holomorphically identify the universal cover of (S, ¢z) with H. Then
¢y is represented by a Beltrami form g on (S, ), which we lift to an invariant Beltrami
form on the universal cover, and still denote by p. One defines the Beltrami form i by
o= onH, and it = 0 on H. Applying the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem, we
obtain the quasiconformal map f#, which we view as a homeomorphism of CP*. The maps
f+ and f_ from the statement of Theorem 2.7 are defined, for z € H, by f(z) = f#(z) and
() = f7(2).

For the general case, we change the basepoint to ¢z, and then apply the procedure above.
Let’s explain how this works. To make the basepoint explicit, let us now denote by Cio (S)
the space of W complex structures based at a complex structure ¢o. Let ¢ be some other
complex structure, and f. : (S,¢p) — (S, ¢) the diffeomorphism relating the two structures.
Given a Beltrami form p giving rise via the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem to a
complex structure ¢, € C. (S) with quasiconformal map f, : (S,co) — (S,c,), one can
think of ¢, as a complex structure based on (S, ¢) by taking the Beltrami form p. € CL(S) of
(fuo f'). We use notation like f, and f,, (maps between surfaces) to distinguish from f* (a
self-mapping of CP'). Going back to Bers’ Theorem, one starts with (c1,cz) € C(S) xC!(S),
changes the basepoint to ¢y in order to turn the data of (¢1,¢z) into that of a Beltrami form
on (S, cz2), and then follows the procedure above.

In all of this discussion, one needs to keep track of the regularity. Given ¢ € C. (5), fe is
in W+LP(C), for p slightly larger than 2. If 4 is any Beltrami form as above with map f*,
by the formula for the Beltrami form of a composition (see [IT92, Proposition 4.13]), the
Beltrami form of the map f, o f; ! is Whoo Moreover, the maps produced by Bers’ Theorem
are WP for p > 2 depending on ¢ and .

Lemma A.10. The change of basepoint map C. (S) — CL(S), described on the level of
Beltrami forms by i +— pic, s holomorphic.

Recall from classical Teichmiiller theory that, in the notation above, f. is constructed by
taking the Beltrami form pg on (S, ¢o) representing ¢, identifying the universal cover with H
and lifting po there, and extending po by reflection across H to obtain a new Beltrami form
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15 One applies the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem to obtain the solution to the
Beltrami equation f*0, which then conjugates the Fuchsian group uniformizing (S, c) to

the Fuchsian group uniformizing (.5, ¢). Taking the quotients, we obtain the quasiconformal
map fe: (S,¢c0) = (S, ¢).

Proof. Let U be a fundamental domain in H for the action of the Fuchsian group uniformiz-
ing (S,co). The W' norm of an element in C. (S) can be computed by lifting to the
universal cover and computing the W> norm in U.

For any holomorphic variation A — pu, let f\ be the lift of f,, to H. By Theorem A.5,
A — fy defines a holomorphic map into VVll;l’p((C), for p > 2 sufficiently close to 2. It is
readily checked that A — fy o f-! is holomorphic as well, and moreover that the map to
CL(9) is holomorphic, since taking the Beltrami form of a withe (C) quasiconformal map is

loc
a holomorphic operation. O

Proof of Proposition 2.9. By Hartogs’ theorem on separate analyticity, it suffices to verify
holomorphicity on variations of the form A — (c7,¢z) and A + (c1,@"). Since the argument
will be symmetric, we’ll just carry out the first verification. Given a variation A — (c},¢3),
we change the basepoint of our space of complex structures to be co, so that our variation
is equivalent to a holomorphic variation of Beltrami forms A — u) for ¢o. By Lemma A.10,
for p close enough to 2, this change of basepoint operation is holomorphic.

Next, as in the proof of Bers’ Theorem, we lift to H, construct uy, and take the quasi-
conformal maps f#*. As in the proof of Lemam A.10, if U is a fundamental domain in H
for the action of the Fuchsian group uniformizing (.5, ¢2), the claim reduces to showing that
A = (fA)* (-,-)¢ is holomorphic as a map to WH2(U), where we recall that (-,-) is the
holomorphic Riemannian metric on G.

Toward this, by Theorem A.5, for p > 2 such that ||ux||Cp < 1, the variation A —
B € WHLP(U) is holomorphic. Since U is relatively compact, W!'*1?(U) embeds into
W!HL2(U) linearly and continuously, thus holomorphically. Finally, by the formula (5), the
pullback map from W!T12(U) to WH2(U) taking f ~ f*(-,-)g is holomorphic, and the
result follows. 0
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