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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 Hit3(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) × Hit3(S) to the SL(3,C)-character variety that restricts to the

identity on the diagonal and to Bers’ simultaneous uniformization on T (S)×T (S). The

open subset contains Hit3(S) × T (S) and T (S) × 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
C3 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 T (S) be the Teichmüller space
of marked complex structures on S. By the uniformization theorem, every point in T (S)
determines a unique conjugacy class of Fuchsian representations of π1(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 CP1. If we deform
such a representation inside the character variety χ(π1(S),PSL(2,C)) in a controlled man-
ner, the resulting representation is quasi-Fuchsian, which means it preserves a Jordan curve
in CP1. 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 H3 is a quasi-Fuchsian 3-manifold. Given a quasi-Fuchsian
representation ρ preserving a Jordan curve γ, ρ also preserves and acts properly discontin-
uously on the two connected domains Ω+

ρ ,Ω
−
ρ ⊂ CP1 that are complementary to γ. The

resulting quotients Ω+
ρ�ρ and Ω−

ρ�ρ represent points in T (S) and T (S) respectively, where

T (S) is the Teichmüller 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) ⊂ χ(π1(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)× T (S)→ QF(S).
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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 χ(π1(S),PSL(n,R)) is called a Hitchin rep-
resentation, and by definition such representations fill up a connected component Hitn(S)
of χ(π1(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 Teichmüller 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 T (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 [c,Q], where c is a complex structure on S and Q is a holomorphic cubic
differential on (S, c). Labourie in [Lab07] and Loftin in [Lof01] independently constructed
a mapping class group equivariant and real analytic diffeomorphism

L :M3(S)
∼−→ Hit3(S) .

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

Similar to the case n = 2, we can deform the Hitchin locus inside χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)),
and moreover we can inquire to what extent a Bers’ phenomenon might hold for SL(3,C),
when we give Hit3(S) the complex structure induced by L. That is, one could–perhaps
optimistically–try to holomorphically identify points inM3(S)×M3(S) with representations
to SL(3,C). In fact, embeddingM3(S) as the “diagonal” insideM3(S)×M3(S), by analytic
continuing power series, one can find neighbourhoods U of this diagonal and V of the Hitchin
representations inside χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)) on which L extends uniquely to a biholomorphism

LC : U → 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 LC extends surprisingly far into M3(S) ×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 Teichmüller
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 L above.

We define (positive hyperbolic) complex affine spheres to be immersions of surfaces inside
C3 satisfying a geometric condition and structural equation analogous to that of the real
affine spheres in R3 (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
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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

M3(S)×M3(S) ⊃ Ω
LC−−−→ χ(π1(S), SL(3,C))

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

Above, we are using T (S) to denote the embedding of T (S) into M3(S) as the zero
section. The fact that Ω contains M3(S) × T (S) and T (S) ×M3(S) is very interesting
to us because, a priori, LC is not expected to extend this far from the diagonal. In fact,
Ω can be constructed to be invariant under what we call the C∗ twistor action, defined
by ζ · ([c1,Q1], [c2,Q2]) = ([c1, ζ Q1], [c2, ζ

−1Q2]), which also shows that Ω 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 LC does on M3(S) × 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 LC are Anosov. Note that

real affine spheres descend to maps from S̃ → RP2, 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 LC 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 CTS, 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 c1 and c2 to S of opposite orientations, and one can always
locally find coordinates z for c1 and w for c2, and a function λ to C∗ such that

g = λdzdw.

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, c2), one can find a special positive complex metric h(c1,c2) 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 LC, 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 (c1, c2), then the Codazzi equation is equivalent to the fact that the Pick
tensor is of the form C = Q1 +Q2, with Q1 and Q2 holomorphic cubic differentials for c1
and c2 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

G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) := ∆hu− e2u +
1

4
h(Q1,Q2) · e−4u + 1 . (1)

where h = h(c1,c2). Note that for a “diagonal” point (c, c,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)×CD(S) is a complex Banach manifold, and when we take the quotient by Diff0(S)×
Diff0(S), where Diff0(S) is the space of diffeomorphisms of S isotopic to the identity, we
get M3(S)×M3(S). Our distinctive subset of affine spheres is parametrized by

CAS(S) = {(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) ∈ CD(S)× CD(S)× C∞(S,C) : G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = 0}.
We say that a complex affine sphere (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, 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 π̂ : CAS∗(S)→ CD(S)×CD(S) is a local biholomorphism and
the holonomy map hol : CAS∗(S)→ χ(π1(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 Diff0(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 Hörmander’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) → χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)) and π̂ descends to a local
biholomorphism π : CAS(S)→M3(S)×M3(S).

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

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

Theorem C. There is no holomorphic map

CD(S)× CD(S)→ CD(S)× CD(S)× C∞(S,C)

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

In particular, π̂ : CAS∗(S) → CD(S) × CD(S) has no globally defined right inverse ex-
tending the real affine spheres parametrization.
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For input data (c, c,Q,−Q), Equation (1) is exactly the structural equation for minimal
Lagrangians in CH2. Theorem C is a consequence of the fact that for (c, c,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 σ is equivalent to a minimal surface f , then the Higgs bundle of f encodes
the Pick tensor of σ. 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) =: Yn 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 Y3,
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)×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 CP1-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, c) with canonical bundle K, every connected component of the moduli
space of SL(n,C)-opers is parametrized by the Hitchin base ⊕n

i=2H
0(S,Ki).

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

Since Bers’ simultaneous uniformization procedure goes through constructing CP1-structures
with quasi-Fuchsian holonomies, it feels quite natural that opers appear in the image of LC.
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 LC does onM3(S)×
T (S) and T (S) × 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 [Gai14], 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 g = λdzdw, and µ is the Beltrami
form of w as a function of z, i.e., ∂zw = µ∂zw, then the Laplace operator of g is

∆g =
1

λ∂zw
∂z (∂z − µ∂z) . (2)

Note that the factor ∂z − µ∂z is the complex conjugation of the Beltrami operator. Since
|µ| < 1, ∆g 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 ∆g (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, let
V ⊂ C×C2 be an open domain, let F : U ×V → C be a real analytic function, and let L be
a semi-linear second order complex elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = ∆gu+ F (z, u,Du).

If a function u ∈ C2(U,C) with (u,Du)(U) ⊂ 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 Ω toM3(S)×T (S) andM3(S)×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 Lh(c1,c2)
: C∞(S,C)→ C∞(S,C) defined by

Lh(c1,c2)
u = ∆h(c1,c2)

u− 2u

is invertible for an open and dense subset of elements (c1, c2) ∈ C(S) × C(S), including all
the pairs (c1, c2) such that c1 and c2 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 (c1, c2) inducing the same real analytic structure to pairs (c, c),
for which the result of Theorem G is elementary.

In fact, we believe that Lh(c1,c2)
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 u 7→ ∆hu − ku is an isomorphism for every
k > 0. Studying the spectrum of ∆h 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 Teichmüller 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 ∆g, 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 ∆g 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 Cn+1, 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 Cn+1, 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 C2 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 CH2, hyperbolic affine
spheres in R3, and Bers embeddings in the holomorphic space form CP1 × CP1\∆. 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) ×M3(S), 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,p(·),
k ≥ 1, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 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. Teichmüller space. Fix a basepoint complex structure on S that’s compatible with
the orientation, say c0, and let K be the canonical bundle. A Beltrami form µ on S is an
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L∞-measurable section of the bundle K∗ ⊗ K−1 with L∞ norm strictly less than 1. Recall
that marked complex structures are parametrized by Beltrami forms. Explicitly, given a
Beltrami form µ on (S, c0), the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem produces a unique
pair consisting of a compatible complex structure cµ together with a quasiconformal map
fµ : (S, c0) → (S, cµ) (see Section A.3 for further comments). We say that a complex
structure is in W k,p if the Beltrami form is W k,p. For a positive integer l > 1, denote by
Cl(S) the space of W l,∞ 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 Diff0(S) be the normal subgroup of diffeomorphisms

isotopic to the identity. The quotient Diff+(S)�Diff0(S) is the mapping class group MCG(S).

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

T (S) = C(S)�Diff0(S).

For l <∞, Cl(S) is a complex Banach manifold modelled on the space of W l,∞ Beltrami
forms, and for l = ∞, C(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold, with semi-norms coming from
the W l,∞ 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 Diff0(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 Teichmüller space T (S) of the oppositely oriented
surface S, identifies with the complex structure conjugate to the usual one on T (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
Sym2(T 1,0(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 Z1, Z2 one has DJZ1Z2 = J (DZ1Z2). 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 < TpX such that dimCV = 2 and that 〈·, ·〉 |V 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 V,W ∈
TASL(n,C), 〈V,W 〉|A = 2ntr(A−1V A−1W ). We highlight two examples that arise from
taking quotients of complex Lie groups.

(1) Cn with the canonical symmetric C-bilinear form given by 〈z, w〉 =
∑n

k=1 zkwk, for
z = (z1, . . . , zn), w = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ Cn. (Cn, 〈·, ·〉) 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

Xn = {z ∈ Cn+1 | 〈z, z〉 = −1}
is a complex submanifold of Cn and it inherits a holomorphic Riemannian metric,

under which it identifies with SO(n+ 1,C)�SO(n,C). For n ≥ 2, Xn is the unique

complete simply connected holomorphic Riemannian manifold with constant sectional
curvature -1 [BE22, Theorem 2.6]. Moreover, for all p, q with p + q = n, Hp,q =
SO(p, q)�SO(p)× SO(q) embeds isometrically in Xn in a unique way up to composition

with ambient isometries.

Observe that, since all non-degenerate bilinear forms on Cn are isomorphic, one can
define several isometric models for Cn+1 and Xn by changing the ambient bilinear form.
For instance, in Example 3.24, we will refer to the isometric model for (Cn+1, 〈·, ·〉) given by
Cn,1, namely Cn+1 endowed with the bilinear form 〈z, w〉n,1 = −zn+1wn+1 +

∑n
k=1 zkwk.

Via the isometry between these two spaces one gets that Xn is equivalent to (X̂n, 〈·, ·〉n,1)
with

X̂n = {z ∈ Cn+1 | 〈z, z〉n,1 = −1} . (3)

Finally, X2 models the space of oriented geodesics of hyperbolic space H3, which will be

relevant below. Indeed, identifying SO(3,C) with PSL(2,C) and viewing X2 as PSL(2,C)�SO(2,C),

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 H3 with its endpoints
in CP1, we obtain a biholomorphism from

X2 → G := CP1 × CP1\∆.
Under this biholomorphism, the pushed-forward holomorphic Riemannian metric has the
following description: given any complex affine chart (U, z) on CP1, the metric on (U ×U \
∆, (z1, z2)) has the form

〈·, ·〉
G

= − 4

(z1 − z2)2
dz1 · dz2 .

See [BE22, Section 2.4] for details. Several relations between immersions of surfaces into H3

and G are treated in [ES22].

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 CTM, 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 Sym2(CTM) 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 M̃,
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 ∇g : Γ(CTM) → Γ(End(CTM)) uniquely determined by the fact that it is
torsion-free and compatible with the metric, i.e. ∇gg = 0.
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(2) Through g and its Levi-Civita connection ∇g, one can define the (0, 4)-type and the
(1, 3)-type curvature tensors, which we both denote by Rg when there is no ambiguity,
as

Rg(X,Y, Z,W ) = g(Rg(X,Y )Z,W ) := g(∇g
X∇

g
Y Z −∇

g
Y∇

g
XZ −∇

g
[X,Y ]Z,W )

for all X,Y, Z,W ∈ Γ(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 CTM , we have
the sectional curvature

K(X,Y ) =
Rg(X,Y, Y,X)

g(X,X)g(Y, Y )− (g(X,Y ))2
.

When M is a surface, this sectional curvature is called the Gauss curvature and
defines a function Kg : M → C .

(3) For any C1 function f : M → C, one can define the gradient of f as the unique vector
field ∇gf defined by df = g(∇gf, ·). If f is also C2, we can define the Hessian and the
Laplacian of f as

Hessg(f)(X,Y ) = g(∇g
X∇gf, Y ),

∆g(f) = trg(Hessg(f)).

(4) Assume M is a surface, and let ̺ : M → C∗. Then, the conformal metric ĝ = ̺ · g
satisfies ∆ĝ = 1

̺∆g and

Kĝ =
1

̺
(Kg −

1

2
∆g log(̺)). (4)

While the function log(̺) is only locally well-defined, up to choices, ∆g log(̺) 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 ∈ CTpS | gp(v, v) = 0} consists of two complex
lines of CTpS, corresponding to two points in PCTpS. Observe that PTpS embeds into the
sphere PCTpS as an equatorial circle, which cuts PCTpS into two connected components.

Definition 2.4. A complex metric g is positive if for each point p ∈ S, no isotropic direc-
tion of gp lies in PTpS, and the two isotropic directions are contained in distinct components
of PCTpS \ PTpS.

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. W l,2 – positive complex metrics on S by CM(S) –

resp. CMl(S). Being open subsets of the space of C∞ – resp. W l,2 – sections of Sym2(CTS),

one can see that CM(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold and CMl(S) is a complex Banach
manifold.

We further define CM−1(S) and CMl
−1(S) to be the subsets of positive complex metrics

of constant curvature −1 in CM(S) and CMl(S) respectively.
The isotropic directions of a positive complex metric determine a pair of oppositely ori-

ented complex structures c1 and c2 on S. In fact, if z and w are local holomorphic coordinates
for c1 and c2 respectively, then g(∂z, ∂z) = g(∂w, ∂w) = 0, and g can be locally written as
g = λdzdw, for some non-vanishing complex valued function λ (see [BE22, Section 6.1] for
details).
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This defines a projection map

(c+, c−) : CM(S)→ C(S)× C(S)

whose fibers correspond to conformal classes of positive complex metrics.
The locally defined basis for CTS given by {∂w, ∂z} will be particularly useful for com-

putations, so we record a few elementary facts here. Let ∇g be the Levi-Civita connection
for g, and let Π1 and Π2 be the projections of CTS onto the isotropic directions of g for c1
and c2 respectively, which are locally spanned by ∂z and ∂w respectively.

Lemma 2.5. For any locally defined complex vector field X, ∇g
X∂z is parallel to ∂z, and

∇g
X∂w is parallel to ∂w.

Proof. By metric compatibility, g(∇g
X∂z, ∂z) = 1

2∇
g
Xg(∂z , ∂z) = 0, and likewise for ∂w. �

Lemma 2.6. ∇g
z∂w = Π2([∂z , ∂w]) and ∇g

w∂z = Π1([∂w, ∂z]).

Proof. Since ∇g is torsion free, ∇g
z∂w −∇g

w∂z = [∂z, ∂w]. We apply Lemma 2.5.
�

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 ρ is quasi-Fuchsian, preserving a Jordan curve γ ⊂ CP1, the domains complementary to
γ are called the domains of discontinuity. Recall that, identifying π1(S) with the group of

covering transformations of S̃ → S, given an action ρ of π1(S) on a space X, we say that

f : S̃ → X is ρ-equivariant if for all γ ∈ π1(S), f ◦ γ = ρ(γ) ◦ f .

Theorem 2.7 (Bers’ Simultaneous Uniformization Theorem [Ber60]). For all (c1, c2) ∈
Cl(S)×Cl(S), there exists a quasi-Fuchsian representation ρ : π1(S)→ PSL(2,C), unique up
to conjugation, with domains of discontinuity Ω+

ρ and Ω−
ρ , together with unique ρ-equivariant

holomorphic diffeomorphisms

f+(c1, c2) : (S̃, c1)→ Ω+
ρ , f

−
(c1, c2) : (S̃, c2)→ Ω−

ρ .

This correspondence determines a biholomorphism

T (S)× T (S)
∼−→ QF(S).

Fix a pair (c1, c2) ∈ C(S) × C(S). The two maps f1 = f+(c1, c2) and f2 = f–(c1, c2)

define an immersion (f1, f2) : S̃ → G ⊃ Ω+
ρ ×Ω−

ρ , and the pull-back of 〈·, ·〉
G

is the positive
complex metric

h(c1,c2) := − 4

(f1 − f2)2
df1df2 (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(c1,c2) and a function ̺ : S → C∗ such that

g = ̺ · h(c1,c2) .

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, c2) 7→ h(c1,c2)

defines a bijective correspondence between pairs of complex structures and Bers metrics. If
the complex structures are W l,∞, then the Bers metric, viewed as a metric on S, is a W l,2
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bilinear form on CTS. Indeed, briefly, by Proposition 5.7 stated later on, the maps f+ and

f
−

are W l+1,p
loc for some small p > 2, hence W l+1,2

loc , and routinely estimating the formula

(5) using that W l,2(U) is a Banach algebra for any U ⊂ C (see Proposition 5.17), one sees

that the Bers metric on S̃ is W l,2
loc . 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 Cl(S) × Cl(S) → CMl(S), defined by (c1, c2) 7→ h(c1,c2), with

image in CMl
−1(S), is holomorphic.

From the definition of the Fréchet structures on C(S)×C(S) and CM(S), it follows that
the map (c1, c2) 7→ h(c1,c2) 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 ∈ C(S) (resp. c ∈ C(S)), denote by QD(c) (resp. QD(c)) the space of holomorphic
quadratic differentials for c (resp. c). If g is a positive complex metric, then by openness of
the positive property, for all q1 ∈ QD(c) and q2 ∈ QD(c) small enough, g + q1 and g + q2
are positive metrics as well.

Proposition 2.10. Let g be a positive complex metric, with (c1, c2) = (c+, c−)(g), and
q1 ∈ QD(c) and q2 ∈ QD(c) so that g + q1 and g + q2 are both positive. Then

Kg = Kg+q1 , and c+(g + q1) = c1,

and
Kg = Kg+q2 , and c

−
(g + q2) = c2 .

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 + q1 and h + q2 descend to give complex charts on Teichmüller
space.

Theorem 2.11 (Theorems A and B in [Ema23]). Let (c1, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S), h = h(c1,c2),
and let U(c1,c2) ⊂ QD(c1) be an open neighborhood of zero such that h(c1,c2) + q1 is a Bers
metric. The map

U → T (S)

q1 7→ [c
−

(h+ q1)]

is a biholomorphism onto its image. The analogous statement holds for deformations of the
form h(c1,c2) 7→ h(c1,c2) + 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 = Cn 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 M̃ be its universal cover,
and identify π1(M) with the deck group of the covering map. From now on until Section 3.3,

fix a representation ρ : π1(M) → Aff(X, D) and let σ : M̃ → X be a equivariant map. We
refer to ρ as the holonomy of σ. Note that one can see immersions M → X as equivariant

immersions M̃ → X with the trivial holonomy ρ ≡ idX.

The tangent map σ∗ : TM̃ → σ∗(TX) extends to a C-linear map σ∗ : CTM̃ → σ∗(TX)
by defining σ∗(v+ iw) := σ∗(v) + J(σ∗(w)). In the following, with σ∗ we will always denote

the extension to CTM̃ .

Definition 3.1. We say that an immersion σ : M̃ → X is admissible if the induced map

σ∗ : CTM̃ → σ∗TX is injective.

Admissibility means that σ∗ maps R-linearly independent vectors in TpM̃ to C-linearly
independent vectors in σ∗(TX). The admissibility condition allows the construction of sev-
eral geometric tensors associated with the immersion, imitating the theory of hypersurfaces
in smooth manifolds.

Since σ is ρ-equivariant, π1(M) acts on the bundle σ∗(TX) through ρ preserving both
σ∗D and σ∗J: the quotient defines a bundle Eρ → M that inherits both a connection,
which we still denote with σ∗D, and a complex structure that we denote with i to relax the
notation. Assuming σ is admissible, CTM can be seen as a complex subbundle of Eρ with
complex co-rank 1. We abuse notation slightly and write this subbundle as CTM ⊂ Eρ

when the context is clear.

Definition 3.2. A ρ-equivariant complex affine immersion of M̃ in X is a pair (σ, ξ)
where σ : M → X is a ρ-equivariant admissible immersion, and ξ is a smooth section of Eρ

called the transversal vector field, such that CTM̃ ⊕ SpanC(ξ) = Eρ.

Compare with [NS94, Definition II.1.1].
A complex affine connection ∇ on M is a C-bilinear affine connection on the bundle

CTM . Observe that all affine connections on TM can be extended by linearity to complex
affine connections on CTM . 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 CTM⊕SpanC(ξ), we get that for all X ∈ Γ(TM), Y ∈ Γ(CTM)
{

(σ∗D)XY =: ∇XY + g(X, Y ) · ξ
(σ∗D)X ξ =: −S(X) + τ(X) · ξ.

(6)

Remark 3.3. One can see that:

• for all X,Y ∈ Γ(CTM), with X = X1 + iX2, ∇XY := ∇X1Y + i∇X2Y is a torsion-free
complex affine connection on CTM ;
• g extends to a symmetric C-bilinear form on CTM , which, by analogy with the theory of

real affine spheres, we call the affine fundamental form;
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• S is linear, and it extends to a section of End(CTM), called the shape operator;
• τ is linear as well, and it extends to an element in Ω1(CTM), 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 (σ, ξ) be a complex affine immersion, with ∇, g, S, τ as in Equation (6).

Let ξ̂ = αξ + η be a different transversal vector field for σ, with α ∈ C∞(M,C∗) and

η ∈ Γ(CTM). Then, the complex affine immersion (σ, ξ̂) induces ∇̂, ĝ, Ŝ, τ̂ according to:

(1) ĝ = 1
αg,

(2) ∇̂XY = ∇XY − 1
αg(X,Y )Z,

(3) Ŝ(X) = αS(X)−∇Xη + τ(X)η + ∂Xα+g(X,η)
α η,

(4) τ̂(X) = τ(X) + ∂Xα+g(X,η)
α .

Proof. For X,Y, η ∈ Γ(TM), the proof follows by direct computation, as shown for the real
case in [NS94, Proposition II.2.5]. The equations for X,Y ∈ Γ(CTM) follow by C-linearity,
while the result for η ∈ Γ(CTM) follows by applying transformations repeatedly, namely:

ξ  ξ +Re
( η
α

)
 −i

(
ξ +Re

( η
α

))
+ Im

( η
α

)
= −iξ − i η

α
 

 iα
(
−iξ − i η

α

)
= αξ + η.

�

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

Given (σ, ξ) a complex affine immersion of M̃ into X, we define a nowhere vanishing

section θ of
∧k

CT ∗M̃ on M̃ by

θ(X1, . . . , Xm) = (σ∗ω)(X1, . . . , Xm, ξ) . (7)

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

Proposition 3.5. For any X ∈ CTM, ∇Xθ = τ(X)θ.

Proof. The proof for X ∈ Γ(TS) is identical to the proof of the analogous result for real
affine immersions [NS94, Proposition II.1.4], then the statement follows by C-linearity of
∇θ and τ . �

Proposition 3.5 and Equation (6) tell us that θ is∇-parallel if and only if (σ∗D)ξ preserves

the sub-bundle CTM̃ .
We say that σ is non-degenerate if, given a transversal vector field ξ, 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 M̃ , on each simply connected
chart with local coordinates (xi)

m
i=1 one can define a local metric volume form dVg =√

det(g(∂xi
, ∂xj

))i,j · dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn, which is well-defined up to a sign. Since M̃ is simply

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

Definition 3.7. Let ρ : π1(M) → Aff(X, D, ω) be a homomorphism. A ρ-equivariant

Blaschke affine immersion of M̃ in X is an (equivariant) affine immersion (σ, ξ) such
that:

(1) the affine fundamental form g is nowhere degenerate, and there exists a global metric
volume form dVg on M ,

(2) ∇θ = 0, hence τ = 0 by Proposition 3.5,
(3) θ = dVg.

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

Proposition 3.8. Let M = M̃ be simply connected. Given a non-degenerate affine immer-

sion (σ, ξ) of M̃ into X, there exists a transversal vector field ξ̂, unique up to a sign, such

that (σ, ξ̂) is a Blaschke affine immersion. (σ, ξ̂) is called the Blaschke normalization of
(σ, ξ).

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 M̃ is simply connected, the nondegenerate affine fundamental form g of (σ, ξ) admits
a global metric volume form dVg . Given α ∈ C∞(M,C∗) and η ∈ Γ(CTM), if we transform

ξ to ξ̂ = αξ + η, the metric volume form dVg and the induced complex volume form θ of
(σ, ξ) change according to dVĝ = 1

αdVg and

θ̂(X,Y ) = ω(X,Y, αξ + η) = ω(X,Y, αξ) = αθ(X,Y ).

Since M is simply connected, there exists a function α ∈ C∞(M̃,C∗), unique up to multi-
plication by −1, such that

α2 =
dVg
θ
.

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

g(η, ·) = −(ατ + dα).

Using item (4) from Lemma 3.4, we see that ξ̂ = αξ + η satisfies the requirements of the
proposition. Observe that if we exchange α with −α, then η becomes −η, and hence ξ is
unique up to multiplication by ±1. �

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 ρ : π1(M) → Aff(X, D, ω), a ρ-
equivariant non-degenerate affine immersion (σ, ξ) might not admit a ρ-equivariant Blaschke
normalization. In fact, one needs to assume that (M, g) admits a global volume form (equiv-

alently, a π1(M)-invariant metric volume form for g̃ on M̃), and - even assuming this - the

function
dVg

θ might not admit a π1(M)-invariant square root.
Nevertheless, the obstructions only depend on the topological properties of g, dVg, and θ,

so, if σ is a deformation of a real affine immersion, then it admits a Blaschke normalization.
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Example 3.10 (Graph immersions). Let U a domain in Rn and F : Rn → C a C1 function.
A graph immersion is an admissible immersion σ : U → Cn+1 of the form

σ(x1, . . . , xn) = (x1, . . . , xn, F (x1, . . . , xn)).

The choice of transversal vector field ξ = (0, . . . , 0, 1) yields S = 0 and τ = 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 (x, y) = (x, y, 12 (x2 +

eiθy2)). Taking eiθ = 1 gives the well-known elliptic paraboloid, and taking eiθ = −1 gives a
hyperbolic paraboloid. It is not hard to compute that ξ = (0, 0, e−iθ) produces a transversal
vector field with τ = 0 and θ = dVg .

3.3. The fundamental theorem for complex affine immersions. From now on, we
will assume that X = Cn+1 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 (σ, ξ) of M̃ into
(Cm+1, D) inducing the data ∇, g, S, τ on M as in Equation (6).

The following equations hold for all X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(CTM).

Gauss equation: R∇(X,Y )Z = g(Y, Z)S(X)− g(X,Z)S(Y ), (8)

Codazzi equation 1: (∇Xg)(Y, Z) + τ(X)g(Y, Z) = (∇Y g)(X,Z) + τ(Y )g(X,Z), (9)

Codazzi equation 2: (∇XS)(Y )− τ(X)S(Y ) = (∇Y S)(X)− τ(Y )S(X), (10)

Ricci equation: g(X, S(Y ))− g(S(X), Y ) = dτ(X,Y ). (11)

Proof. The corresponding results hold for (real) affine immersions between real manifolds
[NS94, Theorem II.2.1], as a result of the flatness of D. Indeed, one can see explicitly from
Equation (6) that for all X,Y,Z ∈ Γ(TM)

RD(X,Y)Z =R∇(X,Y)Z − g(Y,Z)S(X) + g(X,Z)S(Y)

+ (∇Xg)(Y,Z)ξ − (∇Yg)(X,Z)ξ + g(Y,Z)τ(X) − g(X,Z)τ(Y),

RD(X,Y)ξ = −(∇XS)(Y) + (∇YS)(X) − τ(X)S(Y) + τ(Y)S(X)

− g(X, S(Y))ξ + g(Y, S(X))ξ + dτ(X,Y)ξ,

(12)

hence Equations (8)-(9)-(10)-(11) follow by RD(X,Y)Z = 0 = RD(X,Y)ξ. Finally, the
statement follows for all X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(CTS) by C-linearity of ∇ and of the tensors. �

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

Theorem 3.13. Let M be a smooth real m-manifold. Let ∇ : Γ(CTM)→ Γ(EndC(CTM))
be a torsion-free affine connection, let g be a complex metric, S an endomorphism of CTM ,
and τ ∈ Ω1(CTM) such that Equations (8)-(9)-(10)-(11) hold.

Then, there exists a π1(M)-equivariant complex affine immersion (σ, ξ) : M̃ → Cm+1

with affine connection ∇, affine fundamental form g, shape operator S, and transversal
connection form τ . Such affine immersions are unique up to composition with elements in
Aff(Cm+1, D) = GL(m+ 1,C) ⋉Cm+1.

Moreover, if τ = 0 and ∇dVg = 0, (σ, ξ) can be chosen to be an equivariant Blaschke

affine immersion for Cm+1 endowed with the canonical volume form ω = dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn+1,
and its holonomy takes values in SL(m+ 1,C) ⋉Cm+1.
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Fo this statement, too, the computation follows as in the real case [NS94, Theorem II.8.1],
up to a few adjustments. We recall the essential ideas and point out the main differences.

Proof. Step 1: Existence for M = M̃ . Let N : C×M̃ → M̃ be the trivial bundle, and fix

ξ̂ ∈ Γ(N) a nowhere zero section. Consider the bundle V = CTM̃ ⊕N and the connection

D̂ defined for all X ∈ Γ(TM̃) and Y ∈ Γ(CTM̃) as




D̂XY = ∇XY + g(X, Y )ξ̂

D̂Xξ̂ = −S(X) + τ(X)ξ̂

D̂X(iξ̂) = −iS(X) + iτ(X)ξ̂.

Then, one gets the same equation as in (12) after replacing D with D̂, and RD̂(X, Y )(iξ) =

iRD̂(X, Y )(ξ), hence the hypotheses of the theorem imply that RD̂ = 0. Moreover, D̂iY =

iD̂Y , so there exists a bundle isomorphism

Φ: (CTM̃ ⊕N, D̂)→ (Cm+1×M̃,D)

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

For all X ∈ Γ(CTM̃), we can see Φ(Xp) =: (p, α(Xp)) with α a Cm+1-valued 1-form

on M̃ . With a little abuse of notation, we will say that α = Φ|CTM̃
. Then, for all X,Y ∈

Γ(TM̃), DX(Φ(Y)) = α(Y), and

dα(X,Y) = ∂X(α(Y)) − ∂Y(α(X)) − α([X,Y]) = Φ(∇XY −∇YX− [X,Y]) = 0

as a result of ∇ being torsion-free. Hence, there exists σ : M̃ → Cm+1 such that dσ = α.
As a consequence, σ∗(X) = dσ(X) = Φ(X) so σ∗(X) = 0 iff X = 0, implying that σ is an
admissible immersion.

Moreover, if we consider the pull-back bundle σ∗(Cm+1) with the pull-back connection

σ∗D and transversal vector field ξ defined by σ∗(ξ) = Φ(ξ̂), we get that, for all X ∈ Γ(TM̃)

and Y ∈ Γ(CTM̃), we have at each point that
{
σ∗ ((σ∗D)XY ) = DX(σ∗(Y )) = DX(Φ(Y )) = Φ(D̂XY ) = Φ(∇XY + g(X, Y )ξ̂) = σ∗(∇XY ) + g(X, Y )σ∗(ξ)

σ∗ ((σ∗D)Xξ) = DX(σ∗ξ) = DX(Φ(ξ̂)) = Φ(D̂Xξ̂) = −Φ(S(X)) + τ(X)Φ(ξ̂) = σ∗(−S(X) + τ(X)ξ),

which implies that (σ, ξ) has immersion data given by ∇, g, S, τ .

Step 2: Uniqueness and the equivariant case. Let (σ, ξ) and (σ′, ξ′) be two affine immer-
sions with the same immersion data ∇, g, S, τ . We prove that there exists A ∈ GL(m +

1,C) ⋉Cm+1 such that σ′ = A ◦ σ and σ′
∗ξ

′ = A(σ∗ξ).

Define the function L : M̃ → GL(m + 1,C) as the unique matrix such that, for all X ∈
Γ(CTM̃), σ′

∗(X) = L ◦ σ∗(X) and σ′
∗(ξ′) = L(σ∗(ξ)).

Then (recalling that σ∗((σ∗D)XY ) = ∂X(dσ(Y )) = ∂X(σ∗(Y ))), we have that for all

X ∈ Γ(TM̃), Y ∈ Γ(CTM̃),

(∂XL)(σ∗Y ) = ∂X((L ◦ σ∗)(Y ))− L(∂X(σ∗Y )) = ∂X(σ′
∗(Y ))− L(∂X(σ∗Y ))

= σ′
∗(∇XY ) + g(X, Y )ξ′ − L(σ∗(∇XY ))− g(X, Y )L(ξ) = 0,

(∂XL)(σ∗ξ) = ∂X(L(σ∗ξ))− L(∂X(σ∗ξ)) = ∂X(L(σ∗ξ))− L(∂X(σ∗ξ))− L(∂X(σ∗ξ))

= −σ′
∗(S(X)) + τ(X)σ′

∗(ξ) + L(σ∗(S(X))) + τ(X)L(σ∗(ξ)) = 0,



20 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

hence dL = 0, implying that L is a constant. Moreover, d(σ′ − Lσ) = 0, hence there exists
b ∈ Cm+1 such that σ′ = L · σ + b, proving uniqueness. The equivariant case follows from
uniqueness in the usual way.

Step 3: Blaschke immersions. Let ω = dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzm+1 be the standard D-flat volume
form on Cm+1. Assume τ = 0, and that∇dVg = 0 and construct a corresponding equivariant

affine immersion (σ, ξ) : M̃ → Cm+1, and let θ = (σ∗ω)(·, ξ) be the pull-back form. Then,
by Proposition 3.5, ∇θ = 0. Assuming ∇(dVg) = 0 as well, we get that dVg = Cθ for some

constant C as a consequence of the fact that
∧n

CT ∗M̃ is rank-1. Up to replacing now
(σ, ξ) with the affinely equivalent affine immersion ( 1

C σ,
1
C ξ), we can assume that C = 1,

therefore (σ, ξ) is a Blaschke affine immersion in (Cm+1, D, ω). If (σ, ξ) is equivariant, its
holonomy must have image in SL(m+ 1,C) ⋉Cm+1.

�

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 = C3 with the standard affine connection
D and volume form ω = dz1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dz3. We have that Aff(C3, D, ω) = SL(3,C) ⋉C3.

Definition 3.14. Let ρ : π1(M)→ Aff(C3, D, ω), and let (σ, ξ) be a ρ-equivariant Blaschke
affine immersion. We say that (σ, ξ) is a (proper) complex affine sphere if the shape
operator has the form S = λ · id, where λ ∈ C∗. A complex affine sphere (σ, ξ) is positive

and hyperbolic if λ = −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 (σ, ξ) has shape operator in the form S = λ · id with
λ a function, by Codazzi Equation in Proposition 3.12 one gets that dλ = 0, hence λ is a
constant.

Remark 3.17. If (σ, ξ) 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 7→ σ(p) + 1

λξ(p) is a constant.

Convention. By Remark 3.17, up to composing σ with a translation, from now on we will
assume that the meeting point of the affine normals is 0 ∈ C3, hence

σ = − 1

λ
ξ (13)

and the data of σ and λ include the data of ξ. In this setting, if σ 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 ∇ and the Levi-Civita connection of g, say ∇g. The
difference tensor on CTS is

K(X,Y ) = KX(Y ) = ∇XY −∇g
XY.

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) = −2g(KXY, Z).

The proposition below can be proved as in the real case for real vector fields (see [NS94,
Section II.4]), and by C-linearity we get the general case.
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Proposition 3.18. Let (σ, ξ) be an equivariant proper complex affine sphere. Then, for all
X,Y, Z,W ∈ Γ(CTS), we have that

(1) C = ∇g,
(2) trgKX = 0,
(3) C,∇C, ∇K, ∇gC, and ∇gK are symmetric in all of their entries,
(4) g((∇g

XK)(Y, Z),W ) = g((∇g
XK)(Y,W ), Z),

(5) R∇(X,Y )Z = Rg(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 ∇gC 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 (σ, ξ) be an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere in
C3. Let g be the Blaschke metric, with conformal classes given by (c1, c2) ∈ C(S) × C(S).
Then,

C = Q1 +Q2,

where Q1 is a c1-holomorphic cubic differential and Q2 is a c2-holomorphic cubic differential.

Proof. Let z and w denote local coordinates for c1 and c2 respectively. By Proposition 3.18,
C is symmetric, so it decomposes as

C = pdz3 + qdz2 · dw + rdz · dw2 + sdw3 ,

where p, q, r, s are local C-valued functions. By (2) in Proposition 3.18, trg(K∂z
) = 0, hence

0 = trg(C(∂z , ·, ·)) = 2
1

g(∂z, ∂w)
C(∂z , ∂z, ∂w) =

∂zw · ∂wz
h(∂z , ∂w)

r ,

hence r = 0. Similarly, from trg(K∂w
) = 0 we deduce that q = 0.

We are left to prove that p is c1-holomorphic and s is c2-holomorphic. First, by Lemma
2.5, for all X ∈ Γ(CTS), ∇g

X∂z ∈ Span(∂z) and ∇g
X∂w ∈ Γ(Span(∂w)). As a result,

(∇gdz)(∂z) = d(dz(∂z))− dz(∇g∂z) = 0− 0 = 0.

Moreover, by Cartan’s formula, for all X,Y ∈ Γ(CTS),

(∇g
Xdz)(Y )− (∇g

Y dz)(X) = ∂X(dz(Y ))− dz(∇g
XY )− ∂Y (dz(X)) + dz(∇g

YX) =

= ∂X(dz(Y ))− ∂Y (dz(X))− dz([X,Y ]) = (ddz)(X,Y ) = 0,

hence ∇gdz is commutative and ∇gdz ∈ Γ(Span(dz2)). In the same fashion, ∇gdw ∈
Γ(Span(dw2)). Iterating the derivative, one can see that for all m ∈ Z+

∇g(dzm) ∈ Γ(Span(dzm+1)) ∇g(dwm) ∈ Γ(Span(dwm+1)).

Now, by (3) in Proposition 3.18, we have that ∇gC is symmetric. Hence, from

∇gC = dp⊗ dz3 + p∇g(dz3) + ds⊗ dw3 + s∇g(dw3)

we finally observe that

∂zp · (∂wz)3 = (∇g
∂z
C)(∂w , ∂w, ∂w) = (∇g

∂w
C)(∂w, ∂w, ∂z) = 0,

∂ws · (∂zw)3 = (∇g
∂w
C)(∂z , ∂z, ∂z) = (∇g

∂z
C)(∂z , ∂z, ∂w) = 0,

implying that ∂zp = ∂ws ≡ 0. �

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 complex metric on a closed oriented surface S, with
conformal class (c1, c2) ∈ C(S)×C(S), and let Q1 and Q2 be holomorphic cubic differentials
for c1 and c2 respectively.

There exists an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere σ : S̃ → (C3, D, ω)
with Blaschke metric g, Pick tensor C = Q1 +Q2, and with holonomy in SL(3,C) if and
only if g and C satisfy

Kg = −1 +
1

4
g(Q1,Q2). (14)

Moreover, such a complex affine sphere is unique up to composition with elements in SL(3,C).

In local holomorphic coordinates z and w for c1 and c2 respectively, if g = λdzdw and
Q1 = ϕdz3, Q2 = ψdw3, then

1

4
g(Q1,Q2) = 2

ϕψ

λ3
.

As well, take note that, in terms of the Pick tensor, g(Q1,Q2) = 1
2g(C,C), since Q1 and Q2

are g-isotropic.

Proof. As above, let z and w be coordinates for c1 and c2 respectively, and g = λdzdw,
Q1 = ϕdz3, and Q2 = ψdw3.

Let ∇ be the affine connection on CTS defined by C = −2g(∇−∇g, ·). It suffices to show
that g, ∇, S = id, and τ = 0 satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.13, as well as ∇dVg = 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 ∇gg = 0, for all X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(CTS),

(∇Xg)(Y, Z)− (∇Y g)(X,Z) = (∇Xg)(Y, Z)− (∇Y g)(X,Z)− (∇g
Xg)(Y, Z)− (∇g

Y g)(X,Z)

= −g(∇XY, Z)− g(Y,∇XZ) + g(∇YX,Z) + g(X,∇Y Z)

=
1

2
(C(X,Y, Z) + C(X,Z, Y )− C(Y,X,Z)− C(Y, Z,X)) = 0,

where in the last line we used the symmetry of C.
We next prove that ∇dVg = 0. Suggestively defining the symmetric tensor K by KXY =

∇XY −∇g
XY , we observe that for all X,

0 = C(·, ∂z , ∂w) = −2g(K·∂z , ∂w),

and hence KX∂z = K∂z
X ∈ Γ(Span(∂w)). Similarly, KX∂w = K∂w

X ∈ Γ(Span(∂z)). One
can compute the tensor K explicitly:

K∂w
∂w = −1

2

(∂wz)3

g(∂z, ∂w)
ϕ∂z ,

K∂z
∂z = −1

2

(∂zw)3

g(∂z, ∂w)
ψ∂w,

K∂z
∂w = K∂w

∂z = 0.

(15)

Observe that, for all 1-forms θ, one has KX(θ) := ∇Xθ − ∇g
Xθ = −θ(KX). Hence,

K∂w
dz = −dz(K∂w

) = 0, implying that Kdz ∈ Span(dw2) and Kdw ∈ Span(dz2).
As a result, writing dVg in the form dVg = δdz ∧ dw, we have that for all X ∈ Γ(CTS)

∇XdVg = ∇XdVg −∇g
XdVg = δKX(dz) ∧ dw + δdz ∧KX(dw) = 0,

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

∇gC = ∂z ϕ dz
4 + ϕ∇g(dz3) + ∂wψdw

4 + ψ∇g(dw3)

and, as seen in the proof of Proposition 3.19, ∇g(dz3) ∈ Γ(Span(dz4)) and ∇g(dw3) ∈
Γ(Span(dw4)). As a consequence, ∇gK is symmetric in all of its entries because one can
easily check that

(∇g
XC)(Y, Z,W ) − (∇g

Y C)(X,Z,W ) = −2g((∇g
XK)(Y, Z),W ) + 2g((∇g

YK)(X,Z),W )

for all X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(CTS). Now, from ∇ = ∇g +K, we have that

R∇(X,Y )Z = Rg(X,Y )Z + (∇g
XK)(Y, Z)− (∇g

YK)(X,Z) + [KX ,KY ]Z

= Rg(X,Y )Z + [KX ,KY ]Z,

so the Gauss Equation (8) for S = −id is equivalent to

Rg(X,Y )Z = −[KX ,KY ]Z − g(Y, Z)X + g(X,Z)Y,

hence to

g(Rg(X,Y )Z,W ) = −g([KX ,KY ]Z,W )− g(Y, Z)g(X,W ) + g(X,Z)g(Y, Z) (16)

for all X,Y, Z,W ∈ Γ(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 = ∂z and Y = Z = ∂w. Finally
writing out the Gauss curvature as

Kg =
g(Rg(∂z, ∂w)∂w, ∂z)

−(g(∂z , ∂w)2)
=
g(K∂z

K∂w
∂w, ∂z)− g(K∂w

K∂z
∂w, ∂z)− (g(∂z, ∂w))2

(g(∂z , ∂w))2
,

Equation (15) returns that the Gauss equation (8) is equivalent to

Kg =
g(K∂w

∂w,K∂z
∂z)

(g(∂z, ∂w))2
− 1 =

1

4
ϕψ · (∂wz)3(∂zw)3

(g(∂z, ∂w))3
− 1 = 2

ϕψ

λ3
− 1.

�

From now on, we will be interested only in Blaschke metrics g of the form g = e2uh, 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) : S̃ → G and applying to f a
2π-grafting around a closed non-separating curve γ: precomposing with a suitable isotopy

before grafting, we get a new developing map f̂ : S̃ → CP1 with the same holonomy and

such that f̂(p) 6= f(p) for all p ∈ S̃, hence (f̂ , f) : S̃ → 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 γ̇ 6= 0, g(γ̇, γ̇) 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.



24 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

Corollary 3.22. Let h = h(c1,c2) be a Bers metric, with (c1, c2) ∈ C(S) × C(S). Let Q1

and Q2 be holomorphic cubic differentials for c1 and c2 respectively. Then g = e2u · h, with
u : S → C, and C = Q1 +Q2 are the Blaschke metric and the Pick tensor of an equivariant
positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere in C3 if and only if

G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) := ∆hu− e2u +
1

4
h(Q1,Q2) · e−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.

By embedding R3 inside C3, any immersion σ : S̃ → R3 can be viewed as an admissible

immersion σ : S̃ → C3. Moreover, if we can pick a section ξ of σ∗TR3 that is transverse
to TS, in which case σ is an affine immersion in the traditional sense [NS94, Definition

II.1.1], then σ : S̃ → C3 is a complex affine immersion. If we demand that the image of σ
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, c,Q,Q). Equation (17) is a real semilinear elliptic PDE,

∆hu = e2u − 1

4
h(Q,Q)e−4u − 1,

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 C2,1, namely C3 with the complex bilinear form

〈·, ·〉 defined by 〈z, w〉 = z1w1 + z2w2 − z3w3, and define X̂2 = {z ∈ C3 | 〈z, z〉 = −1}
with the inherited holomorphic Riemannian metric. With reference to Section 2.2, one has
X̂2
∼= X2

∼= G.
We show that positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres with Pick tensor C = 0 corre-

spond to equivariant immersions into X̂2 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 Isom0(X̂2) = Isom0(C2,1) = 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 g of curvature

−1 on S, there exists a (π1(S), SO(3,C))-equivariant admissible immersion σ : S̃ → X̂2 with

pull-back metric g. Moreover, such an immersion is totally geodesic, namely (σ∗DX̂2)XY =

∇g
XY where DX̂2 denotes the Levi-Civita connection of X̂2. On the other hand, Nz = iz is a

normal vector field for X̂2 inside C2,1 (namely, at each point it is the unique vector - up to a

sign - with norm 1 orthogonal to T X̂2). As a result, one can easily see that (σ∗D)XN = iX
and the second fundamental form of the immersion inside C3 is −ig⊗N = g ⊗ σ(p), where

σ(p) denotes σ(p) seen as a vector of C3. Hence, denoting ξp = σ∗(σ(p)), we have that
{

(σ∗D)XY = ∇g
X
Y + g(X, Y )ξ

(σ∗D)Xξ = X.
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Fix the canonical volume form ω on C2,1 given by the determinant. One can easily see

that ω(·, ·, z) on X̂2 is a volume, i.e. it is compatible with the holomorphic Riemannian

metric. Up to composing σ with the map −id on X̂2 (which does not lie in SO(2, 1,C)),
we have that dVg = σ∗(ω(·, ·, z)). We therefore conclude that σ is a positive hyperbolic
complex affine sphere. Since the affine connection coincides with ∇g, 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) ∼= Isom0(G) ∼= Isom0(X̂2) ∼= SO(2, 1,C), one has trivially that the holonomy
π1(S) → SO(2, 1,C) of the positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere with Blaschke metric
being the Bers metric h(c1,c2) and Pick tensor C = 0 is the quasi-Fuchsian representation
ρ(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) : R2 → C be diffeomorphisms, and ζ = e2π
i
3 the third root

of unity. For each c ∈ C∗, we consider the surface given by,

f(x, y) = c(ez+w, eζ
2z+ζw, eζz+ζ2w).

Note that the image lies inside the complex surface

{z = (z1, z2, z3) ∈ C3 : z1z2z3 = c}.
When z = w, the parametrization becomes

f(x, y) = c(eRez, eRezζ−1

, eRezζ−2

),

and if we assume as well that c ∈ R, then this surface lives in R3 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 6= 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 + dw3.

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 Teichmüller 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)×C(S) is the complexification of C(S), the natural group acting on C(S)×C(S)
is the product Diff0(S) × Diff0(S), which returns a finite dimensional quotient, namely
T (S) × T (S) (note that if we naively act by Diff0(S) on the left or right or diagonally,
we get an infinite dimensional quotient). The map (c1, c2) 7→ h(c1,c2) pushes forward the
action of Diff0(S)×Diff0(S) onto the space of Bers metrics, but the meaning of the induced
quotient is not clear. For instance, if φ ∈ Diff0(S), it is not straightforward to see in what
sense or why − 4

(z−w)2 dzdw and − 4
(z−φ∗(w))2 dzφ

∗(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



26 CHRISTIAN EL EMAM AND NATHANIEL SAGMAN

Diff0(S)×Diff0(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

Tensp,q(M) = Γ ((TM)p⊗ ⊗ (T ∗M)q⊗)

the space of (p, q)-type tensors on M . The Lie derivative along a vector field can be seen as
a bilinear map

Γ(TM)× Tensp,q(M)→ Tensp,q(M),

(X,α) 7→ LXα.

We extend it C-bilinearly to a map

Γ(CTM)× (Tensp,q(M)⊗ C)→ Tensp,q(M)⊗ C .

That is, we extend by the rule

LZα = LReZ(Re(α)) −LImZ(Im(α)) + iLReZ(Im(α)) + iLImZ(Re(α)).

We call LZα the complex Lie derivative of α along the complex vector field Z. LZ

is characterized by the following algebraic properties:

(1) for all C1 function f : S → C, LZ(f) = ∂Zf,
(2) for all complex vector fields W ∈ Γ(CTM), LZW = [Z,W ],
(3) for all complex differential forms ω ∈ Ωr(M)⊗ C, LZω = dω(Z, ·) + d(ω(Z, ·)),
(4) for all α, β smooth complex tensors, LZ(α⊗ β) = (LZα)⊗ β + α⊗ (LZβ),
(5) one has the recursive formula for every α ∈ Tensp,q(M)⊗ C given by

(LZα)(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq) = ∂Z(α(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− α(LZω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− . . .
− α(ω1, . . . ,LZωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− α(ω1, . . . , ωp,LZW1, . . . ,Wq))− . . .
− α(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,LZWq)),

where ω1, . . . , ωp ∈ Ω1(CTM), and W1, . . . ,Wq ∈ Γ(CTM).

Remark 4.1. We show a way to define the complex Lie derivative of a complex

structure c1 ∈ C(S) for which LZc1 ∈ Tc1C(S) lies in the kernel of the projection C(S)→
T (S).

We define it as follows. Let Z ∈ Γ(CTS) and let z be any local holomorphic coordinate
for c1, and decompose Z with respect to the basis {∂z, ∂z}, hence Z = pr∂z

(Z) + pr∂z
(Z).

We define

LZc1 := Lpr∂z (Z)+pr∂z (Z)c1

where the RHS is a standard real Lie derivative, corresponding to the infinitesimal defor-
mation through the isotopy φt with φ̇0 = pr∂z

(Z) + pr∂z
(Z).

A motivation for this choice is that

LZz = Lpr∂z (Z)z = Lpr∂z (Z)+pr∂z (Z)z =
d

dt

∣∣
t=0

(z ◦ φt),

and also LZdz = Lφ̇0
dz. Moreover, by the properties of the complex Lie derivative, one

has that for all c1-holomorphic n-th differential α, LZα = Lφ̇0
α.

Using the same approach on S, one defines the complex Lie derivative of any element in
C(S).
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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 φt : [0, 1]× S → S be an isotopy, and let (c1, c2) ∈ C(S)×C(S) with Bers
metric h(c1,c2). Let z and w be local coordinates for c1 and c2 respectively, and consider the
path of Bers metrics given locally by

ht = h(c1,φ∗
t (c2))

= − 4

(z − φ∗t (w))2
dz · (φ∗t (dw)).

The variation ḣt = d
dt

∣∣
0
ht defines a bilinear form on CTS. We claim that this variation can

be seen as a complex Lie derivative of ht. Indeed, let wt := φ∗t (w) be a local coordinate for

φ∗t (c2), denote φ̇t =: γt∂z + γt∂z , and consider the complex vector field

Zt :=

(
γt
∂zwt

∂zwt
+ γt

)
∂z.

One can easily check that this description of Zt does not depend on the choice of the local
holomorphic coordinates z and wt, so Zt ∈ Γ(CTS).

By construction, one has that:

LZt
c1 = 0,

LZt
φ∗t (c2) = γt∂zwt + γt∂zc2 = Lφ̇t

φ∗t (c2).

In particular, LZt
z = 0, LZt

dz = 0, LZt
wt = Lφ̇t

wt and LZt
dwt = Lφ̇t

dwt. In conclusion,
by applying the properties of the complex Lie derivative, one gets that

ḣt = LZt
ht.

Recall the quotient map C(S)→ T (S), which we label as Ψ. 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 Ψ.

Proposition 4.3. Let (c1, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S) and consider the map

dc1Ψ⊕ dc2Ψ : Tc1C(S)× Tc2C(S)→ T[c1]T (S)× T[c2]T (S).

The map

Γ(CTS)→ Tc1C(S)× Tc2C(S)

Z 7→ (LZc1,LZc2)

defines a linear isomorphism onto the kernel of dΨc1 ⊕ dΨc2 .

As a result, one can see

T(c1,c2)C(S)× C(S) ∼= T[c1]T (S)× T[c2]C(S)× Γ(CTS).

Proof. Use the notation of Remark 4.1 and Example 4.2. The map is injective: since
Span(∂z) ∩ Span(∂w) = {0}, pr∂z

Z = 0 = pr∂w
Z implies Z = 0.

By Remark 4.1, we see that the image of the map is in fact contained in the kernel.
Let φ̇1, φ̇2 ∈ TidDiff(S), hence Lφ̇1

c1 ∈ Tc1C(S) and Lφ̇2
c2 ∈ Tc2C(S). As in Example

4.2, one can find Z1, Z2 ∈ Γ(CTS) such that

LZ1c1 = Lφ̇1
c1 and LZ1c2 = 0,

LZ1c1 = 0 and LZ1c2 = Lφ̇2
c2,

hence
(LZ1+Z2c1,LZ1+Z2c2) = (Lφ̇1

c1,Lφ̇2
c2),
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proving surjectivity. �

Corollary 4.4. Let ht = h(ct1,c2
t) be a C1 path of Bers metrics with constant holonomy,

then ḣt = LZt
ht, where Zt is such that (ċt1, ċ2

t
) = (LZt

ct1,LZt
c2

t).

Proof. Applying the same method as in example 4.2, denoting by zt and wt complex coor-
dinates of ct1 and c2

t, we get

d

dt
ht =

8(∂Zt
zt − ∂Zt

wt)

(zt − wt)3
dztdwt −

4

(zt − wt)2
((LZt

dz) · dwt + dz · (LZt
dwt)) = LZt

ht.

�

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 Zt ∈ Γ(CTM), t ∈ [0, T ] and a tensor α, we are interested in
solutions αt to the system {

LZt
αt = α̇t

α0 = α,
(18)

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)∂z a time-
dependent vector field and f a given function, find ft such that

{
g(z, t)∂zft(z) = d

dtft(z)

f0(z) = f(z).
(19)

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 Hörmander’s classical criterion, the problem (19) is not locally solvable, which
means one can find C∞

0 input data for which no short time solution even exists. For more
on local solvability, see [Fol95] and [Tre70].

Definition 4.5. We will call a solution to (18) a transport of α through Z• and we
denote it by αt =: TZt

α.

We will also use the notation TZt
c to denote paths of complex structures such that

d
dtTZt

c = LZt
(TZt

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→ CP1 × CP1\∆ for which there exists points p, q ∈ D such that f1(p) = f2(q).
Then let φt be any isotopy of the disk taking p to q at a time t0. For t < t0, we have a
family of positive complex metrics given by

− 4

(f1 − φ∗t f2)2
df1 · (φ∗t d(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 t0.

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 ω ∈ Ωp(S)⊗ C is transportable through Z•, then

TZt
(dω) = d(TZt

ω).

(2) For all complex tensors α, β which can be transported through Z• one has

TZt
(α⊗ β) = (TZt

α)⊗ (TZt
β).

(3) If α in Tensp,q(S) ⊗ C, W1, . . .Wq ∈ Γ(CTS), and ω1, . . . ωp ∈ Ω1(CTS) can all be
transported through Z•, then

TZt
(α(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq)) = (TZt

α)(TZt
(ω1), . . . ,TZt

(ωp),TZt
(W1), . . . ,TZt

(Wq)).

Remark 4.8. Let (c1, c2) ∈ C(S) × C(S), let φ1t , φ
2
t be isotopies. Let Zt ∈ Γ(CTS) be

such that d
dt ((φ

1
t )∗c1, (φ2t )∗c2) = (LZt

ct1,LZt
c2

t) as in Proposition 4.3. Then, for all c1-
holomorphic (resp. c2-holomorphic) tensor α, one has (φt1)∗α = TZt

α (resp. (φt2)∗α =
TZt

α). Moreover, by Corollary 4.4, h((φt
1)

∗c1,(φt
2)

∗c2) = TZt
h(c1,c2).

Here are a few more remarks about the transport through complex vector fields. Observe
that the hypothesis of the following proposition holds for Zt ∈ Γ(CTS) corresponding to
d
dt ((φ

t
1)∗c1, (φt2)∗c2) and for Tt(h(c1,c2)) = h((φt

1)
∗c1,(φt

2)
∗c2).

Proposition 4.9. Denote by Tt = TZt
the transport of tensors through the path of vec-

tor fields t 7→ Zt ∈ Γ(CTS), t ∈ [0, T ]. Assume that g is a positive complex metric
on S for which Ttg exists and is a positive complex metric, and that (c+, c−)(Ttg) =
(Tt(c+(g)),Tt(c−(g))).

(1) Up to reducing T , there exists a local orthonormal frame (e1, e2) for g which admits a
transport through Z• and such that (Tte1,Tte2) is orthonormal for Ttg.

(2) If α ∈ Tensp,q(S)⊗ C can be transported through Z•,

Tt(g(α, α)) = (Ttg)(Ttα,Ttα).

(3) If X,Y ∈ Γ(CTS) can be transported through Z•,

Tt(∇g
XY ) = ∇Ttg

TtX
(TtY ),

where ∇Tt(g) denotes the Levi-Civita connection of Tt(g).
(4) The curvature changes according to Tt(R

g) = RTt(g) and Tt(Kg) = KTtg.
(5) If α can be transported through Z•,

Tt(∇gα) = ∇Ttg(Ttα).

(6) If f ∈ Cr(S,C) can be transported through Z•, higher-order derivatives change according
to

Tt ((∇g)rf) =
(
∇Ttg

)r
(Ttf).

In particular, the Hessian and the Laplacian change according to

Tt(Hessg(f)) = HessTt(g)(Ttf),

Tt(∆g(f)) = ∆Tt(g)(Ttf).

Proof. In the proof, we denote gt = Ttg and (c1, c2) = (c+, c−)(g), with z and w local
holomorphic coordinates for c1 and c2 respectively. Observe that since Ttc1 and Ttc2 cor-
respond, by Proposition 4.3, to deformation by isotopies, up to shrinking the charts and
reducing T , we can take zt = Ttz and wt = Ttw local holomorphic coordinates for Ttc1 and
Ttc2.
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(1) We first determine a transportable orthonormal coframe. Use gt to denote also the dual
bilinear forms on CT ∗S. By hypothesis, gt(dzt, dzt) = gt(dwt, dwt) = 0. It is therefore
easy to check that

θ1t =
dzt + dwt√
2gt(dzt, dwt)

θ2t = i
dzt − dwt√
2gt(dzt, dwt)

determine an orthonormal coframe for gt, and satisfy d
dθ

j
t = LZt

θjt , hence θjt = Ttθ
j
0.

(Here the square roots exist up to shrinking to a contractible neighborhood.)
Denote with (et1, e

t
2) the dual frame to (θ1t , θ

2
t ), which is therefore gt-orthonormal.

Then, applying d
dt −LZt

to the equations θjt (etk) = δjk, we get that d
dte

t
k −LZt

etk lies in

the kernel of both θ1t and θ2t , therefore it is zero and etk = Tte
0
k.

(2) Let (e1, e2) be a g-orthonormal frame as in item 1. Denote the dual frame (θ1, θ2), which
is therefore such that there exist transports for which (Ttθ

1
t ,Ttθ

2
t ) is an orthonormal

frame for gt. Then,

Tt

(
g
(
θm1 ⊗ θmp ⊗ en1 ⊗ enq

, θm
′
1 ⊗ θm′

p ⊗ en′
1
⊗ en′

q

))

= δm1,m′
1
· · · · · δmp,m′

p
· δn1,n′

1
· · · · · δnq,n′

q

= (Ttg)
(
Tt

(
θm1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θmp ⊗ en1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ enq

)
,Tt

(
θm

′
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm′

p ⊗ en′
1
⊗ · · · ⊗ en′

q

))
.

To conclude the proof, observe that applying d
dt − LZt

to the basis decomposition

Ttα =
∑

I,J a
t
I,JTt(θ

I) ⊗ Tt(eJ), with I, J multi-indices, one gets that atI,J = Tta
0
I,J ,

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 gt and the orthonormal frame (Tte1,Tte2) coframe (Ttθ

1,Ttθ
2)

induce the forms (ωj
i )t defined by

∇gtTt(ei) =
∑

j

(ωj
i )t ⊗Tt(ej),

and which are characterized as the unique 1-forms such that
{

Tt(dθ
i) = −∑

j(ω
i
j)t ∧ Tt(θ

j)

(ωi
j)t = −(ωj

i )t.

Applying d
dt −LZt

to the equation on top, one gets by Remark 4.7 that
(
d

dt
−LZt

)
(ωi

j)t ∧ (Ttθ
j) = 0 = −

(
d

dt
−LZt

)
(ωi

j)t ∧ (Ttθ
i),

hence ( d
dt − LZt

)(ωi
j)t = 0, thus Tt(∇gej) = ∇Ttg(Ttej) for all j. Finally if X ∈

Γ(CTS) admits a transport through Z•, and X =
∑

j ajej , we obtain once again that

TtX =
∑

j TtajTtej and

Tt(∇gX) = Tt


∑

j

daj ⊗ ej +
∑

j

aj ⊗∇gej




=
∑

j

d(Ttaj)⊗ (Ttej) +
∑

j

Tt(aj)⊗∇Tt(g)(Ttej) = ∇Tt(g)Tt(X).

which concludes the proof.
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(4) The proof follows easily by applying iteratively the previous step to the tensor

Rg(X,Y )Z = ∇g
X∇

g
Y Z −∇

g
Y∇

g
XZ −∇

g
∇g

X
Y−∇g

Y
X
Z.

With the notation as in the previous steps, we also see that

Tt(Kg) = Tt(g(Rg(e1, e2)e2, e1)) = (Ttg)(RTtg(Tte1,Tte2)Tte2,Tte1) = K(Ttg).

(5) By the first item and Remark 4.7, the statement is true if α is a 1-form since

(Tt(∇gα))(Ttej) = Tt((∇gα)ej) = Tt(d(α(ej))) −Tt(α(∇gej)) = (∇Tt(g)Tt(α))(Ttej).

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

(∇gα)(ω1, . . . , ωp, Y1, . . . , Yq) = d(α(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− α(∇gω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− · · · −
− α(ω1, . . . ,∇gωp,W1, . . . ,Wq))− α(ω1, . . . , ωp,∇gW1, . . . ,Wq))− · · · −
− α(ω1, . . . , ωp,W1, . . . ,∇gWq))

for ωk ∈ {θ1, θ2} and Wk ∈ {e1, e2}.
(6) The statement is true for r = 1:

gt (Tt (∇gf) ,Ttek) = Tt(g(∇gf,Ttek)) = Tt(df(Y )) = dft(Ttek) = gt(∇gtft,Ttek).

where gt = Tt(g), ft = Tt(f), Yt = Tt(Y ). The proof then follows directly by induction
on r.

To see the equality for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, one can just compute that

Tt(∆gf) =
∑

j

Tt(Hessg(f)(ej , ej)) =
∑

j

HessTtg(Ttf)(Ttej ,Ttej) = ∆(Ttg)(Ttf).

�

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:

• 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.
• The space Cω(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 t 7→ φt such that t 7→ φt(p) is piecewise
analytic for all p ∈M .
• The space Diffω(M) of analytic diffeomorphisms of M is an open subset of Cω(M,M),

and it is therefore locally path-connected through paths of the same type.
• Diffω(M) is dense in Diff(M) and the inclusion is a homotopy equivalence (see [Tsu09]).

In particular, Diffω
0 (M) is dense in Diff0(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 7→ Zt be a path of (local) real
analytic complex vector fields on M that is piecewise real analytic with respect to t ∈ [0, T ].
Let α be a real analytic (local) complex tensor on M .

Then, for all p ∈M there exists a neighborhood Up ⊂M , T0 ∈ (0, T ], and a unique path
of tensors t 7→ αt, t ∈ [0, T0], such that on Up{

α̇t = LZt
αt

α0 = α.

A posteriori the path t 7→ αt is piecewise real analytic with respect to t and each αt is a real
analytic tensor.

Moreover, if M is compact, one can take M = Up.

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 α. In a real analytic
chart (x1, . . . , xn) centered in p, solving the equation α̇t = LZt

αt with prescribed α0 is
equivalent to solving the Cauchy problem (with real coefficients)





u̇t1 =
∑

j a
t
j∂xj

ut1 − btj∂xj
ut2 + atj∂xj

Re(α0)− btj∂xj
Im(α0)

u̇t2 =
∑

j b
t
j∂xj

ut1 + atj∂xj
ut2 + btj∂xj

Re(α0) + atj∂xj
Im(α0)

u01 = u02 = 0,

where ut1 + iut2 := αt − α0, and Zt =
∑

j(a
t
j + ibtj)∂xj

.

By the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya Theorem, there exists a unique real analytic solution (ut1, u
t
2)

to this problem in a neighborhood U0 of the point and for small enough time.

Step 2. We prove existence for tensors. Consider again a local analytic chart (x1, . . . , xn)
around p. By the previous step, there exists a neighborhood Up contained in the chart and
T0 > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T0]:

• there exists a unique xtj : Up → C such that d
dtx

t
j = ∂Zt

xtj and x0j = xj ,

• dxt1, . . . , dxtn are C-linearly independent 1-forms.

By the properties of the complex Lie derivative, LZt
dxtj = d

dt(dx
t
j). Now, denote by

et1, . . . , e
t
n ∈ Γ(CTUp) the dual frame corresponding to dxt1, . . . , dx

t
n. Then, e0j = ∂xj

,
and

0 = LZt
(dxtj(e

t
k)) = (LZt

dxtj)(e
t
k) + dxtj(LZt

etk),

0 =
d

dt
(dxtj(e

k
t )) = dẋtj(e

t
k) + dxtj(ė

t
k) = (LZt

dxtj)(e
t
k) + dxtj(ė

t
k),

so d
dt(e

t
k) = LZt

etk.
Finally, let I = (i1, . . . , ip), J = (j1, . . . , jq) be multindices. Denote etI = eti1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ etiN

and dxtJ = dxtj1 ⊗ dxtjN′
. One can easily check that d

dte
t
I = LZt

etI and d
dtdx

t
J = LZt

dxtJ .

Finally, for any analytic tensor α0 =
∑

I,J αI,JeI ⊗ dxJ tensor, let αt
I,J be the unique

function defined for small times in a neighborhood of p0 such that α̇t
I,J = ∂Zt

αt
I,J ; then it

is straightforward to see, using the properties of the complex Lie derivative, that

d

dt
αt = LZt

αt,
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with αt =
∑

I,J α
t
I,Je

t
I ⊗ dxtJ .

Step 3. We prove uniqueness. Assume that αt and βt satisfy α̇t = LZt
αt, β̇t = LZt

βt
and α0 = β0. With respect to the bases above we can write αt =

∑
I,J α

t
I,Je

t
I ⊗ dxtJ and

βt =
∑

I,J β
t
I,Je

t
I⊗dxtJ for some functions αt

I,J and βt
I,J . Using the properties of the complex

Lie derivative, we deduce that d
dtα

t
I,J = ∂Zt

αt
I,J and d

dtβ
t
I,J = ∂Zt

βt
I,J with α0

I,J = β0
I,J ,

hence αt
I,J = βt

I,J 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 t ∈ [0, T ′] for some T ′ > 0 small enough. �

Corollary 4.12. Let M be a real analytic manifold. Let t 7→ Zt 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 C1 tensors α, the problem (18) has at most one solution.

Proof. It follows by the linearity of the equation and by the fact that by Theorem 4.11,
αt ≡ 0 is the unique solution for α = 0. �

We can therefore transport real analytic complex affine spheres.

Proposition 4.13. Let σ : S̃ → C3 be an equivariant positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere with analytic Blaschke metric g and Pick tensor C = Q1 +Q2. Let (c+, c−)(g) =:

(c1, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S), Q1 ∈ CD(c1), and Q2 ∈ CD(c2).
Let φt ∈ Diffω

0 (S) be an analytic isotopy. Then, there exists T0, and a real analytic vector
field Zt ∈ Γ(CTS), t ∈ [0, T0] such that: for all t ∈ [0, T0], gt = TZt

g is a positive complex
metric with (c+, c−)(gt) = (c1, φ

∗
t (c2)), and there exists an equivariant positive hyperbolic

complex affine sphere with Blaschke metric gt and Pick tensor Ct = Q1 +φ∗t (Q2).
Moreover, the holonomy is constant.

Proof. Since g is real analytic, its isotropic directions vary in a real analytic way on the
surface, hence c1 and c2 are real analytic.

Let z and w be local holomorphic coordinates for c1 and c2. Choose T0 such that all the
following transports are well-defined.

As in Example 4.2, denoting φt = γt∂z + γt∂z, one has that Zt =
(
γt

∂zwt

∂zwt
+ γt

)
∂z is

such that TZt
dz = dz and TZt

dw = φ∗t (dw). As a result, if g = λdzdw, then gt = TZt
g =

(TZt
λ) · dz · (φ∗t dw), so (c+, c−)(gt) = (c1, φ

∗
t (c2)).

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

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×S̃ → S̃ be the

trivial bundle with generator ξ̂ ≡ 1 and let E = CT S̃ ⊕ N . Then the data gt and Ct as
above define a flat connection





D̂t
X
Y = ∇t

X
Y + gt(X, Y )ξ̂

D̂t
X
ξ̂ = X

D̂t
X
(iξ̂) = iX,
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where ∇t is the affine connection on CTS defined by Ct =: gt(∇t − ∇gt , ·). Since Ċt =

LZt
Ct and ġt = LZt

gt, one can immediately see that LZt
∇t = ∇̇t, where we denote

(LZt
∇t)XY = LZt

(∇t
XY )−∇t

LZtX
Y −∇t

X(LZt
Y ).

For a general section s = X + bξ̂ of the bundle E, denote LZt
s = LZt

(X) + (LZt
b)ξ̂.

Fix a section s0 = X0 + b0ξ̂ such that D0s0 = 0. Then, since the Dt’s are analytic, both X0

and b0 are analytic, and denoting

st := TZt
X0 + (TZt

b0)ξ̂,

a straightforward computation shows that

d

dt
(Dtst) = Ḋtst +Dtṡt = LZt

(Dtst).

Hence, since D0s0 = 0, applying Theorem 4.11 we conclude by uniqueness that Dtst = 0
for all t, hence st is Dt-parallel.

Finally, fixing a basis of D0-parallel sections (sk0), we have that (skt ) with skt = TZt
sk0 is a

basis of Dt-parallel sections. The holonomy of Dt, and of the corresponding complex affine

sphere is given by the matrices (mjk
t (γ))jk where γ ∈ π1(S) and

γ∗sjt =
∑

k

mjk
t (γ)skt .

Since Zt is π1(S)-invariant we have

d

dt
(γ∗sjt ) = LZt

(γ∗sjt ) =
∑

k

mjk
t (γ)LZt

(skt ) =
∑

k

mjk
t (γ)

d

dt
skt ,

from which we conclude that d
dt (m

t
jk(γ)) = 0, hence the holonomy is constant. �

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 a1, . . . , an,
we write C(a1, . . . , an). 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 W k,p(U) respectively, and local spaces

by Lp
loc(U) and W k,p

loc (U). We use || · ||Lp(U), || · ||Wk,p(U) to denote the norm. When U = C,
we’ll just write || · ||p or || · ||k,p. 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,
for r > 0, Dr = {z ∈ C : |z| < r}, and D1 = 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 C2

reparametrization of D, w = w(z). Let µ denote the Beltrami form, defined by µ = ∂zw
∂zw

,

which satisfies |µ| < 1. Let g be a C2 positive complex metric on D that is locally of the
form g(z) = λ(z)dzdw, where λ ∈ C2(D,C∗). We compute the Laplacian as a function of z.
First we record a lemma. Let ∇g be the Levi-Civita connection of g.

Lemma 5.1. ∇g
∂w
∂z = ∂wz · ∂zµ · ∂z.
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Proof. Recall from Lemma 2.6 that if Π1 is the projections of CTD onto the the line spanned
by ∂z , with kernel spanned by ∂w, then ∇g

∂w
∂z = Π1([∂w, ∂z ]). As well, note that ∂wz

∂wz = −µ,
as can be seen from the expression

0 = ∂ww = ∂wz∂zw + ∂wz∂zw.

Thus, writing out
∂w = ∂wz · ∂z + ∂wz · ∂z = ∂wz(∂z − µ∂z), (20)

we get that

[∂w, ∂z] =∂z(∂wzµ) · ∂z − ∂z∂wz · ∂z

= ∂z(∂wzµ) · ∂z −
∂z∂wz

∂wz
∂w − ∂z∂wzµ∂z

= ∂wz∂zµ∂z −
∂z∂wz

∂wz
∂w,

so ∇g
∂w
∂z = ∂wz∂zµ∂z . �

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

∆g =
4

λ∂zw
∂z(∂z − µ∂z).

Proof. In the g-isotropic basis {∂z, ∂w} for the complexified tangent bundle CTD, for all
C2 functions f : D→ C,

∆gf =
2

g(∂w, ∂z)
Hessg(f)(∂w , ∂z) =

2

g(∂w, ∂z)

(
∂w∂zf − (∇g

∂w
∂z)f

)
.

Hence, by Lemma 5.1 and Equation (20),

∆g =
2

g(∂w, ∂z)
(∂w∂z − (∂wz)(∂zµ)∂z)

=
2∂wz

g(∂w, ∂z)
(∂z∂z − µ∂z∂z − ∂zµ∂z)

=
4

λ∂zw
(∂z(∂z − µ∂z)).

�

Remark 5.3. Observe that, from Equation (20), we equivalently have

∆g =
4

λ∂zw
∂z

(
1

∂wz
∂w

)
.

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 T, defined on C∞
0 (C) by the principal value integral

T (u)(z) = lim
ε→0
− 1

π

∫

|ζ−z|>ε

u(ζ)

(ζ − z)2
dxdy.

Via the Calderon-Zygmund theory, the continuity properties of T are well understood.

Proposition 5.4. For all 1 < p < ∞, 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) →
Lp(C) varies continuously with p.
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For a source, see [IT92, Chapter 4].
Henceforth, we set Cp to be the operator norm of T : Lp(C)→ Lp(C). As in the previous

subsection, let g be a positive complex metric on D of the form g = λdzdw, and let µ be the
Beltrami form of w. We now choose k > 2 and l > k + 2. We assume that µ is W l,∞. We
use W k+2,p for the Sobolev spaces on which our linear maps act. For a linear differential
operator L, we define ||L||Wk,p(U) to be the sum of the W k,p(U) norms of the coefficients,

and we say that L is W k,p (resp. W k,p
loc ) if all of the coefficients are W k,p (resp. W k,p

loc ). The
main estimate is as follows.

Proposition 5.5. Let L be a W k+1,∞
loc linear second order operator with the same principle

symbol as ∆g. Let u ∈ Lp
loc(C) and v ∈ W k,p

loc (C), with u satisfying Lu = v in the weak

sense. Then u ∈ W k+2,p
loc (C) and for all r < R < ∞ and p such that ||µ||∞Cp < 1, there

exists C = C(||L||Wk+1,∞(DR), ||µ||Wk+1,∞(DR), r, R, k, p) such that

||u||Wk+2,p(Dr) ≤ C(||u||Wk,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(DR)).

Remark 5.6. If (c1, c2) are W l,∞ complex structures, then the associated Bers metric h is
W l,2, as discussed around Proposition 2.9. For l > k + 2, by Morrey’s inequality, h is k + 1
times differentiable with Hölder continuous (k+ 1)th-derivatives, hence ∆h is W k+1,∞, and
the hypothesis of Proposition 5.5 applies to L = ∆h.

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 µ ∈W k,∞
loc (C), u ∈ Lp

loc(C), and v ∈ W k,p
loc (C), with u satisfying

(
∂z − µ∂z

)
u = v (21)

in the weak sense. Then u ∈W k+1,p
loc , and for all r < R <∞ and p such that ||µ||∞Cp < 1,

there exists C = C(||µ||Wk,∞(DR), r, R, k, p) such that

||u||Wk+1,p(Dr) ≤ C(||u||Wk,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(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
[AIM09], it is explained how to obtain higher regularity for u ∈ W 1,p, assuming µ, v ∈
C∞

0 (C). As well, Schauder estimates for the Beltrami equation are proved in Chapter 15 of
[AIM09]. 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 = ∆g. 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
(
∂z − µ∂z

)
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 ∆gu = v means that u′ :=
(
∂z − µ∂z

)
u

satisfies ∂zu
′ = λ∂zwv. Let 0 < r < s < R. By elliptic regularity for ∂z, we obtain

||u′||Wk+1,p(Ds) ≤ C(s,R, k)(||u′||Wk,p(DR) + ||λ∂zwv||Wk,p(DR))

≤ C(||L||Wk,∞(DR), s, R, k)(||u′||Wk,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(DR)).
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Note that ||u′||Wk,p(DR) ≤ C(||µ||Wk,∞(DR))||u||Wk+1,p(DR), so we can turn the inequality
above into

||u′||Wk+1,p(Ds) ≤ C(||L||Wk,∞(DR), s, R, k)(||u||Wk+1,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(DR)). (22)

Now, applying Proposition 5.7 to the equation
(
∂z − µ∂z

)
u = u′, we have

||u||Wk+2,p(Dr) ≤ C(||µ||Wk+1,∞(DR), s, r, k, p)(||u||Wk+1,p(Ds) + ||u′||Wk+1,p(Ds)). (23)

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

||u||Wk+2,p(Dr) ≤ C(||L||Wk+1,∞(DR), r, R, k, p)(||u||Wk+1,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(DR)). (24)

We want to adjust the constants in order to replace the ||u||Wk+1,p(DR) on the right with
||u||Wk,p(DR). By the interpolation inequality [GT01, Theorem 7.28], there exists C(R, k) > 0
such that for every ε > 0,

||u||Wk+1,p(DR) ≤ C(R, k)(ε||u||Wk+2,p(DR) + ε−(k−1)||u||Wk,p(DR)). (25)

Inserting (25) into (24), for ε > 0 small enough we can rearrange to obtain

||u||Wk+2,p(Dr) ≤ C(||L||Wk+1,∞(DR), r, R, k, p)(||u||Wk,p(DR) + ||v||Wk,p(DR)), (26)

which is the statement of the proposition for L = ∆g.
Finally, we establish the result for arbitrary L. Toward this, we just need to control

||∆gu||Wk,p(DR) in terms of ||Lu||Wk,p(DR) and ||u||Wk,p(DR). The only needed observation is
that our hypothesis guarantees that (L−∆g) is an operator of order at most 1, and therefore

||∆gu||Wk,p(DR) ≤ ||Lu||Wk,p(DR) + ||(L−∆g)u||Wk,p(DR)

≤ ||Lu||Wk,p(DR) + C(||L||Wk,∞(DR), ||µ||Wk+1,∞(DR))||u||Wk+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 ||u||Wk+1,p(DR) term into a ||u||Wk,p(DR) term. �

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 and V ⊂ C×C2 be open domains, let F :

U×V → C be a W k+1,∞ function, and let L be a W k+1,∞
loc semi-linear second order complex

elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = ∆gu+ F (z, u,Du).

If u ∈W k,p
loc (U) satisfies Lu = 0, then for p such that ||µ||∞Cp < 1, u is in W k+2,p

loc (U).

It of course follows that, if L is C∞, then u is C∞.

Proof. Since u ∈ W k,p
loc (U) the function G(z) = F (z, u(z), Du(z)) is W k−1,p

loc (U). Therefore,

∆gu ∈ W k−1,p
loc (U). Applying the interior elliptic estimate from Proposition 5.5 with ∆g, we

obtain that u is W k+1,p
loc . This implies that G and hence ∆gu are W k,p

loc . Elliptic estimates

then give that u is W k+2,p
loc . �

On closed surfaces, we have the expected Fredholm property. Given a positive complex
metric g, locally of the form g = λdzdw, with ∂zw = µ∂zw, we say that g has Beltrami form
µ.
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Proposition 5.9 (Fredholmness). Let S be a closed surface, g a positive complex metric
on S with induced W l,∞ complex structures (c1, c2), and with Beltrami form µ ∈ W l,∞. For
l > k + 2, let

L : W k+2,p(S)→W k,p(S)

be a linear operator whose principle symbol agrees with that of ∆h. For p such that ||µ||∞Cp <
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. �

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

a∂2z + b∂z∂z + c∂2z ,

where a, b, c are complex-valued functions satisfying

aζ2 + bζζ + cζ
2 6= 0

for all ζ ∈ 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, locally of the form g = λdzdw. Recalling the setup, let
V ⊂ C×C2 be an open domain, let F : U × V → C be a real analytic function, and let L
be a semi-linear second order complex elliptic operator of the form

Lu(z) = ∆gu+ F (z, u,Du).

Throughout the subsection, suppose we are given u ∈ C2(U,C) with (u,Du)(U) ⊂ V that
satisfies Lu = 0. The statement of Theorem F is that u 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

∂z∂z + c∂2z ,

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-

tegers α = (m1, . . . ,mN), and we write |α| = ∑N
i=1mi. Given (real or complex) coordinates

x1, . . . , xn and a multi-index α = (m1, . . . ,mN ), we set ∂α = ∂xm1
. . . ∂xmN

. 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 ⊂ Rn, a C∞ function
f : U → C is real analytic if and only if for any relatively compact sub-domain V and all
multi-indices α, there exist constants A,C > 0 such that

||∂αf ||L∞(V ) ≤ CA|α||α|!.
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 L2 bound rather than
an L∞ bound: namely, when working on the unit disk D, one need only prove that for any
0 < r < 1,

||∂αu||L2(Dr) ≤ CA|α||α|!, (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 : Km1 → K and g : Km2 →
Km1 be two functions. Then for any multi-index α,

∂α(f ◦ g) = Pα
m1,m2

((∂γf(g(x)))|γ|≤|α|, (∂
γg)γ≤|α|),

where Pα
m1,m2

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

∂xi1
. . . ∂xil

f(g(x))∂γ1gi1 . . . ∂
γlgil

with 1 ≤ m2 ≤ |α| and |γ1|+ · · ·+ |γm2 | = |α|.
The expressions are given by Faa di Bruno’s formula, but we do not need the explicit

form. When m1 = m2 = 1, we write Pα
m1,m2

= Pα. 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 LN be a sequence of positive numbers satisfying
the recursive inequality

LN+1 ≤ CP |α|((EkAkk!)k≤|α|, (Lk)k≤|α|) + CN2LN−1 + CNLN . (28)

Then there exists B,D > 0 such that

LN ≤ BDNN !.

Proof. This is shown implicitly in [Bla20]: in [Bla20, Section 3.3], Blatt constructs an
analytic function whose (N + 1)th 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]. �

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 (aγ)γ≤|α|, (bγ)|γ|≤|α|
with the condition that aγ and bγ depend only on the length |γ| of the multi-index γ, and
not the specific γ. Then,

Pα
m1,m2

((aγ)|γ|≤|α|, (bγ)|γ|≤|α|) = Pα((aγ)|γ|≤|α|, (bγ)|γ|≤|α|).
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In the proofs of Lemma 5.18 and Theorem F below, we will use that W k,2 spaces are
Banach algebras under multiplication.

Proposition 5.17. There exists C = C(r, k) > 0 such that for any two compactly supported
W k,2 functions f1, f2

||f1f2||Wk,2(Dr) ≤ C||f1||Wk,2(Dr)||f2||Wk,2(Dr).

As another adjustment for convenience, we replace || · ||Wk,2(Dr) with C(r, k)|| · ||Wk,2(Dr)

so that multiplication in W k,2(Dr) has norm at most 1.
Preliminary results aside, fix r > 0. As in [Kat96], [Has06], and [Bla20], we define a

cutoff function η in C∞
0 (D, [0, 1]) that is equal to 1 in Dr. We prove the estimates (27) for

∂αu by induction on the length N of the multi-index α. We will actually estimate things
like ηN∂αu in a subdisk DR, R > r, containing the support of η, and then simply restrict to
Dr. Since the support does not go past DR, we will abuse notation slightly and write || · ||k
for || · ||Wk,2(DR). The point of multiplying by ηN 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 Ds also contains
the support of η, then,

||ηv||k+2 ≤ C(||L0(ηv)||k + ||ηv||k).

The following notation will be helpful. For N = 0 and 1, set L̃N = max|α|=N ||∂αu||k and
for N ≥ 2 put

L̃N = max
|α|=N

||ηN−2∂αu||k.

Further set

LN = L̃N+1 + L̃N + 1.

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

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

||η|α|∂αf(x, u,Du)||k ≤ P |α|((E|γ|||D|γ|f ||k)|γ|≤|α|, (Lj)j≤|α|),

where E = (1 + ||η||k)2.

This lemma is analogous to Lemma 2.10 from [Bla20], which concerns functions of the
form f(x, u,Du,D2u). 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 ◦ g, where g(x) = (x, u,Du), and obtain

η|α|∂αf(x, u,Du) = η|α|Pα
n,2n+1((∂γf(g(x)))|γ|≤|α|, (∂

γg)|γ|≤|α|). (29)

We estimate the W k,2 norms for all expressions of the form

η|α|∂xi1
. . . ∂xil

f(g(x))∂γ1gi1 . . . ∂
γlgil ,

where 1 ≤ l ≤ |α|, |γ1|+ · · ·+ |γl| = |α|. The main task is to estimate

η|α|∂γ1gi1 . . . ∂
γlgil = η|γ1|∂γ1gi1 . . . η

|γl|∂γlgil . (30)

To understand the derivatives, take note that for i = 1, . . . , n ∂γgi = 1 for |γ| = 1 and 0 for
|γ| > 1. Via the Banach algebra property and the triangle inequality, we thus obtain

||η|γ|j∂γjgij ||k ≤ ||η|γj |||k + ||η2||k sup
|β|=|γj|

||η|γj |−2∂βu||m + ||η||k sup
|β|=|γj|+1

||η|γj |−1∂βu||k.
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By the Banach algebra property, all three terms ||η|γj |||k ||η||k, and ||η2||k, are crudely
controlled by E|γj|, and hence

||η|γ|j∂γjgij ||k ≤ E|γj|L|γj|.

Returning to (30), by the Banach algebra property again,

η|α|∂xi1
. . . ∂xil

f(g(x))∂γ1gi1 . . . ∂
γlgil ≤ El||∂lxi1 ...xil

f(g(x))||kL|γ1| . . . L|γl|.

And going back to (29), we have

||η|α|∂αf(x, u,Du)||k ≤ η|α|P |α|
n,2n+1((E|γ|||D|γ|f ||k)|γ|≤|α|, (Lj)j≤|α|).

Applying Lemma 5.16 then yields the result. �

Proof of Theorem F. Let u be a solution to Lu = 0, which we know is C∞. Let’s write the
equation ∆gu+F (x, u,Du) = 0 as L0 +λ∂zwF̂ (x, u,Du) = 0, where now L0 = ∂z∂z −µ∂2z ,
and F̂ contains all of the first order information of L. To simplify things, let’s just abuse
notation and redefine F to be λ∂zwF̂ . Getting rid of the conformal factor and the first
order terms from ∆g 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,
||∂αF ||m ≤ Akk! (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 α be a multi-index of length N, and β a
multi-index of length 2. Write

ηN∂α+βu = ∂β(ηN∂αu) + [ηN , ∂β]∂αu.

The elliptic estimate of Proposition 5.5 then returns

||ηN∂α+βu||k ≤ ||∂βηN∂αu||k + ||[ηN , ∂β]∂αu||k
≤ ||ηN∂αu||k+2 + ||[ηN , ∂β]∂αu||k
≤ C(||L0(ηN∂αu)||k + ||ηN∂αu||k) + ||[ηN , ∂β]∂αu||k.

Similar to above, we express L0(η
N∂αu)

L0(η
N∂αu) = ηNL0(∂

αu) + [L0, η
N ]∂αu.

We further unfoil, using that L0(u) + F (x, u,Du) = 0,

L0(∂αu) = ∂αL0u+ [L0, ∂
α]u = ∂αF + ∂α(µ)∂2zu.

Moreover,

||L0(η
N∂αu)||k ≤ ||ηN∂αF ||k + ||∂α(µ)||k||∂2zu||k + ||[L0, η

N ]∂αu||k.
Returning to the main estimate, we have

||ηN∂α+βu||k ≤ C(||ηN∂αF ||k + ||[L0, η
N ]∂αu||k + ||ηN∂αu||k + ||ηN∂2zu||k) + ||[ηN , ∂β ]∂αu||k

=: J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5.

We treat each Ji individually. Firstly, for J1 we apply Lemma 5.18 to see that

J1 ≤ P |α|((EkAkk!)k≤|α|, (Lk)k≤|α|).

J3 and J4 are both straightforwardly bounded by LN−1. To handle J2 and J5, first take
note of the formula, for any sufficiently regular function v, for coordinates x1, . . . , xn, writing
∂ij = ∂xi

∂xj
,

∂ij(η
Nv) = (N(N − 1)ηN−2∂iη∂jη +NηN−1∂ijη)v +NηN−1(∂iη∂jv + ∂jη∂iv) + ηN∂ijv,
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from which we derive the identity

[ηN , ∂ij ]∂
αu = (N(N−1)ηN−2∂iη∂jη+NηN−1∂ijη)∂αu+NηN−1(∂iη∂jv+∂jη∂i∂

αu). (31)

Splitting L0 as L0 = ∂z∂z − µ∂2z ,

J2 + J5 ≤ C
(∥∥[∂z∂z, ηN

]
∂αu

∥∥
k

+
∥∥[∂2z , ηN

]
∂αu

∥∥
k

+
∣∣[∂β, ηN

]
∂αu

∥∥
k

)
.

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

J2 + J5 ≤ CN(N − 1)LN−1 + CNLN .

Putting everything together we have

LN+1 ≤ P |α|((EkAkk!)k≤|α|, (Lk)k≤|α|) + CNLN−1 + CN(N − 1)LN−1 + CNLN

= P |α|((EkAkk!)k≤|α|, (Lk)k≤|α|) + CN2LN−1 + CNLN .

We then apply Proposition 5.15 to see that LN ≤ BDNN !, for some constants B,D > 0,
and Proposition 5.13 then implies that u is real analytic. �

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, Lg,λ : W k+2,p(S) → W k,p(S) by
Lg,λu = ∆gu − λu. By Proposition 5.9, when g is deformable to a Bers metric, Lg,λ has
index zero and is invertible if and only if λ is not an eigenvalue for ∆g.

Lemma 5.19. Let g be a positive complex metric such that ∆g has Fredholm index zero,
λ ∈ C, and suppose that Lg,λ is an isomorphism. Then there exists a neighbourhood U of g
inside CM(S) such that for all g′ ∈ U , Lg′,λ 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 Lgn,λ is not an isomorphism. Since for n large, each Lgn,λ is
Fredholm of index zero, this means that for every n we can find a non-zero un ∈W k+2,p(S)
such that

Lgn,λun = 0.

Since each Lλ
gn is linear, we can rescale each un so that ||un||Wk+2,p = 1. By the Rellich-

Kondrachov theorem, un subconverges in W k,p to some non-zero u∞ that satisfies Lg,λu = 0
weakly. By Proposition 5.5, u ∈W k+2,p(S), and we’ve contradicted the fact that Lg,λ is an
isomorphism. �

We will say that c1 ∈ C(S) and c2 ∈ C(S) are co-real analytic (or that (c1, c2) is a
co-real analytic pair) if they induce the same real analytic structure on S. Equivalently,
c1 and c2 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 Diff0(S) preserves
this condition.

By the density of Diffω
0 (S) in Diff0(S), the projection C(S) × C(S) → T (S) × 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 (c1, c2), (c′1, c2
′) ∈ C(S) × C(S) be two pairs of co-real analytic

complex structures on S that project to the same point in T (S)× T (S).
Then Lh(c1,c2),λ is an isomorphism if and only if Lh(c′

1
,c2

′),λ
is an isomorphism.
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Proof. We will actually prove the contrapositive statements, namely λ lies in the spectrum
of ∆h(c1,c2)

if and only if λ lies in the spectrum of ∆h(c′1,c2
′),λ

.

Fix on S the real analytic structure induced by c1 and c2 and denote by Diffω(S) the
corresponding subgroup of real analytic diffeomorphisms.

Since, for all φ ∈ Diff(S), Lh(c1,c2),λ is an isomorphism if and only if Lh(φ∗c1,φ∗c2),λ is an

isomorphism, we can assume that c1 = c′1 and that c2
′ and c2 lie in the same Diffω

0 (S)-orbit.
As we mentioned in the introduction to Section 4.3, Diffω

0 (S) is locally analytically path
connected, so we are left to show the following: if λ is an eigenvalue for ∆h(c1,c2)

, for all real

analytic path φt ∈ Diffω
0 (S), t ∈ [0, 1], λ is an eigenvalue for ∆h(c1,φ∗

t c2)
for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Denote ht = h(c1,φ∗
t c2)

and

Aλ = {t ∈ [0, 1] : λ lies in the spectrum of ∆ht
}.

Aλ contains 0 and, by Lemma 5.19, Aλ is closed. Let t0 be the maximum of the connected
component of Aλ containing 0, and assume for the sake of contradiction that t0 < 1. Denot-
ing by z and w local coordinates of c1 and c2 respectively, as well as φ̇t = ξt∂z + ξt∂z , define

the vector field Zt :=
(
ξt+t0

∂zwt+t0

∂zwt
+ ξt+t0

)
∂z as in Example 4.2, so that, in the notation

of Definition 4.5, TZt
(h(c1,φ∗

t0
(c2))) = h(c1,φ∗

t0+t(c2))
. Now, let u be in the kernel of Lht,λ. By

Theorem F, u is a real analytic function. By Theorem 4.11, there exists t1 with t0 < t1 ≤ 1
such that the analytic transport ut = TZt

u is defined for all t ∈ [0, t1 − t0] (with ut being
non-zero), and, by Proposition 4.9, for all t ∈ [0, t0 − t1]

∆h(c1,φ∗
t+t0

c2)
ut = ∆h(c1,φ∗

t0
c2)

(TZt
u) = TZt

(
∆h(c1,φ∗

t0
(c2))

u
)

= λTZt
u = λut,

hence [t0, t1] ⊂ Aλ, contradicting the maximality of t0. �

For the case λ = 2, we can say more. Recall we’re setting Lh = Lh,2.

Proposition 5.21. Let h = h(c1,c2) be a smooth Bers metric and q a small-enough c1-
holomorphic quadratic differential such that h+ q is a Bers metric. Then, Lh is an isomor-
phism if and only if Lh+q is an isomorphism.

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

Observe that there exists ε = ε(h, q) such that, for all smooth ̺ : S → C∗ for which
‖1− ̺‖∞ < ε, ̺h+ q is a positive complex metric. In fact, one can see explicitly from the
computation of Lemma 6.1 in [Ema23] that the condition for ̺h+ q to be positive is

∣∣∣∣µ+
1

̺

q(∂z , ∂z)

h(∂z, ∂z)

∣∣∣∣ < 1,

where µ = ∂zw
∂zw

, and z and w are local holomorphic coordinates for c1 and c2 respectively.

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

Since Lh is an isomorphism, for all f ∈ C∞(S,C) there exists u̇ such that Lh(u̇) = f .
By Proposition 5.8, u̇ ∈ C∞(S,C). Now, assume t is small enough so that (1 + tu̇)h + q
is a positive complex metric, and set h′t to be the Bers metric in the conformal class of
(1 + tu̇)h+ q, so there exists a path of functions σt, with σ0 = 1, such that

(1 + tu̇)h+ q = σth
′
t.
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One can see explicitly, with computations as in [Ema23, Remark 3.9], that c+(h′t) = c1 and

that the Beltrami form of c
−

(h′t) with respect to c1 is µ+ q(∂z ,∂z)

(1+tu̇)h(∂z,∂z)
, so c

−
(h′t) depends

smoothly on t, hence, by Proposition 2.9, h′t depends smoothly on t and so does σt.
By Proposition 2.10, we have that K(1+tu̇)h = Kσth′

t
, hence, using Equation (4),

1

(1 + tu̇)

(
−1− 1

2
∆h(log(1 + tu̇))

)
=

1

σt

(
−1− 1

2
∆h′

t
(log σt)

)
,

and, taking the time derivative at 0,

∆hu̇− 2u̇ = ∆h+qσ̇ − 2σ̇, (32)

where we used that the coefficients of the operators ∆h′
t

change smoothly with respect to t,

so that
(

d
dt |0∆ht

)
(0) = 0. As a result, we get that f = ∆h+qσ̇ − 2σ̇, hence σ̇ is smooth by

Proposition 5.8, proving the surjectivity of Lh+q.
�

Lemma 5.22. Let h = h(c1,c2) be a Bers metric and q a small-enough c1-holomorphic
quadratic differential such that h + q = h(c1,c2′) is a Bers metric. If c1, c2 are co-real
analytic, then c1, c2

′ are co-real analytic.

Proof. As usual, denote h = λdzdw, h + q = λ′dzdη and q = ϕdz2 in local coordinates
z, w, η for c1, c2, c2

′ respectively.
From λdzdw + q = λ′dzdη we get that

∂zη

∂zη

dz

dz
=
λ∂zw + ϕ

λ∂zw

dz

dz
,

which is real analytic. �

Theorem G now follows from the following statement.

Theorem 5.23. The set

Breg = {(c1, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S) | Lh(c1,c2)
: W k+2,p(S)→W k,p(S) is invertible}

is an open dense subset of C(S) × C(S) which contains all the pairs of co-real analytic
complex structures. The intersection of Breg with any fiber of the projection C(S)×C(S)→
T (S)× T (S) is connected.

Proof. We first prove that Breg contains all the co-real analytic pairs.
Fix [c1] ∈ T (S). Define Y ⊆ {[c1]} × T (S) to be the subset of elements admitting a

co-real analytic pair of representatives (c1, c2) such that Lh(c1,c2)
is invertible. Conversely,

define N ⊆ {[c1]} × T (S) to be the subset of elements admitting a co-real analytic pair of
representatives (c1, c2) such that Lh(c1,c2)

is not invertible.

By Proposition 5.20, Y and N are complementary. Y contains ([c1], [c1]): in fact, for the
Riemannian hyperbolic metric h = h(c1,c1), Lh is the complexification of a real operator

W k+2,p(S,R)→W k,p(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 c1 and c2 are co-real analytic and ([c1], [c2]) lies in Y (resp N), then one can parametrize
a local neighborhood of it in Y (resp. N) whose elements are of the form ([c1], [c2

q]) where
h(c1,c2) + q =: h(c1,c2q) and q is a small-enough c1-holomorphic quadratic differential. We

conclude that Y = {[c1]} × T (S) so, by the generality of c1, we get that all the co-real
analytic pairs lie in Breg.
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By Lemma 5.19, Breg is open.
Finally, let F be a fiber of C(S) × C(S) → T (S) × T (S). By looking at any smooth

trivialization of C(S)× C(S) ∼= Diff0(S)× Diff0(S)× T (S)× T (S), the density of Diffω
0 (S)

in Diff0(S) implies that any element of F ∩Breg 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 ∩ Breg determine a connected subset. �

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 ι : PSL(2,R)→ PSL(3,R) =
SL(3,R), we can turn a Fuchsian representation ρ0 : π1(S) → PSL(2,R) into a representa-
tion to SL(3,R). A representation ρ : π1(S) → SL(3,R) is Hitchin if it can be deformed
to a representation of the form ι ◦ ρ0 through representations to SL(3,R). The space of
Hitchin representations inside χ(π1(S), SL(3,R)) determines a connected component, called
a Hitchin component and labelled Hit3(S).

Recall that a domain D ⊂ RP2 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 ρ : π1(S) → SL(3,R) acts properly discontinuously on a bounded convex

domain D ⊂ RP2, identifying S with D�ρ(π1(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 ρ-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

∆hu = e2u − 1

4
h(Q,Q)e−4u − 1

has a unique (real) solution, and thus one can parametrize a real analytic moduli space of real
affine spheres by the bundleM3(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)
∼−→ Hit3(S).

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 Ω ⊂ M3(S) ×M3(S) containing the diagonal
and the map LC : Ω→ χ(π(S), 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 Cl(S), C(S), etc., defined in Section 2. Let CDl(S) be the bundle over Cl(S) whose
fiber over c ∈ Cl(S) is the space H0(S,K3

c) 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 CDl(S) (resp. CD(S)) is a holomorphic vector bundle over Cl(S) (resp. C(S)).
Diff0(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

CDl(S), CD(S), and M3(S) the analogous spaces for the oppositely oriented surface S.
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For k > 2 and l > k + 2, we consider the function

G : CDl(S)× CDl(S)×W k+2,2(S)→W k,2(S)

G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) : = ∆h(c1,c2)
u− e2u +

1

4
h(c1,c2)(Q1,Q2) · e−4u + 1

(33)

whose zeroes, by Corollary 3.22, correspond to positive hyperbolic complex affine spheres
with Blaschke metric of the form g = e2uh(c1,c2). Moreover, we define the space

CAS(S) := {(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) ∈ CD(S)× CD(S)× C∞(S,C) : G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = 0},
(34)

with the induced subspace topology.
Note that by Proposition 5.8, if c1, c2,Q1,Q2 are C∞, then any W k+2,2 solution u to

G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = 0 is actually C∞, so in the definition of CAS(S) one can replace the
C∞ above by W k+2,2.

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

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

The map G : CDl(S) × CDl(S) × W k+2,2(S) → W k,2(S) is holomorphic: by Hartogs’
theorem on separate holomorphicity, we’re permitted to check on each coordinate separately.
Since holomorphicity in u is clear, we are left to prove it in the direction of CDl(S)×CDl(S).
By Proposition 2.9, the association (c1, c2) → h(c1,c2) is holomorphic. It follows from the
Koszul formula for the Levi-Civita connection that for fixed u, (c1, c2) 7→ ∆h(c1,c2)

u is

holomorphic as well. Similarly, (c1, c2,Q1,Q2) 7→ h(c1,c2)(Q1,Q2), being a composition of
holomorphic functions, is holomorphic.

Fix a point σ = (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) ∈ CAS(S) and consider the linearization Lσ of G
at σ in the direction of u, which is a linear map from TuW

k+2,2(S,C) = W k+2,2(S,C)
to T0W

k,2(S,C) = W k,2(S,C), where the equal sign is an implicit identification that we
will always make. The evaluation of the map Lσ at a tangent vector v ∈ W k+2,2(S,C) is
obtained by computing

Lσ(v) =
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u+ tv),

which returns

Lσ(v) = ∆h(c1,c2)
v − 2ve2u − ve−4uh(c1,c2)(Q1,Q2). (35)

By Propositions 5.8 and 5.9, Lσ defines a Fredholm operator of index zero on each W k+2,2,
and it is an isomorphism on C∞ if and only if it defines an isomorphism for every W k+2,2.

Definition 6.1. We say that σ ∈ CAS(S) is infinitesimally rigid if Lσ is an isomorphism.
We denote the subspace of infinitesimally rigid elements by CAS∗(S).

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 σ ∈ RAS(S), the linear map Lσ restricts to a mapW k+2,2(S,R)→W k,2(S,R),
and Labourie showed in his study of real affine spheres that such a restriction is bijective
[Lab07, Lemma 4.1.2]. Lσ is the complex bilinear extension of the map fromW k+2,2(S,R)→
W k,2(S,R), and hence for any v ∈ W k+2,2(S), Lσ(v) = Lσ(Re(v)) + iLσ(Im(v)), and it
follows that Lσ is injective on W k,∞(S,C). Since Lσ is Fredholm of degree zero, it is
bijective. �
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Denote by

π̂ : CAS∗(S)→ CD(S)× CD(S)

σ = (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ (c1, c2,Q1 Q2)

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

Proposition 6.3. The space CAS∗(S) is a complex Fréchet manifold and π̂ : CAS∗(S) →
CD(S)× CD(S) is a local biholomorphism.

Proof. For k > 2 and l > k+ 2, define CAS∗
l,k(S) to be the subset of elements σ ∈ CDl(S)×

CDl(S) × W k+2,2(S,C) such that G(σ) = 0 and its linearization Lσ : W k+2,2(S,C) →
W k,2(S,C) is an isomorphism. Also denote by π̂ : CAS∗

l,k(S) → CDl(S) × CDl(S) the
projection that extends the projection from the smooth setting. The map

Φ: CDl(S)× CDl(S)×W k+2,2(S,C)→ CDl(S)× CDl(S)×W k,2(S,C)

(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, G(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u))

is holomorphic and maps onto the submanifold of the target described by CDl(S)×CDl(S)×
{0}. By assumption, for all σ ∈ CAS∗

l,k(S), Lσ is an isomorphism, and hence so is dσΦ. By

the Transversality Theorem for Complex Banach manifolds, CAS∗
l,k(S) is a complex Banach

submanifold of CDl(S)× CDl(S)×W k+2,2(S,C).

Since G|CAS∗
k,l

(S) ≡ 0, dσΦ = (dσ π̂, 0), and hence dσπ̂ : CAS∗
l,k(S)→ CDl(S)×CDl(S) is

bijective, which implies that π̂ is a local biholomorphism.
From now on, set l = k+3, and CAS∗

k(S) = CAS∗
k,k+3. Then, CAS∗

k(S) parametrizes com-
plex affine spheres with lower regularity, and the intersection is ∩k′≥kCAS∗

k(S) is CAS∗(S).
To put a Fréchet structure on CAS∗(S), fix an open cover of CAS∗

k(S) by open subsets

Uk over which π̂ projects biholomorphically to open subsets Vk ⊂ CDk(S) × CDk(S),
thus giving a compatible atlas for the complex Banach structure on CAS∗

k(S). For all
k′ > k, the intersection with CAS∗

k′(S) gives complex charts Uk′ = Uk ∩ CAS∗
k′ → Vk′ =

Vk ∩ (CDk′+3(S)× CDk′+3(S)). Finally, the restriction to

Uk ∩ CAS∗(S) =
⋂

k′≥k

Uk′ →
⋂

k′≥k

Vk′ = Vk ∩ (CD(S)× CD(S))

defines Frechét charts for CAS∗(S) for which π̂ 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. �

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(π1(S), SL(3,C)) embeds inside SL(3,C)2g as a complex manifold, and the SL(3,C)-
action by conjugation is by biholomorphisms. We set χ(π1(S), 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 → χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)), with M a complex (Fréchet)
manifold, is holomorphic if, around every point of M , it locally lifts to holomorphic maps
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M ⊃ U → Hom(π1(S), SL(3,C)). As a result, if N → M is a holomorphic map between
complex (Fréchet) manifolds, then the composition N → χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)) is holomorphic.

The quotient of the subset of irreducible representations in Hom(π1(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 Ω 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 T (S) × T (S). By Theorem E, points of the
form (c, c,Q1, 0) and (c, c, 0,Q2), correspond to opers, which are known to have irreducible
holonomy (see [BD96] and [Wen15, Proposition 4.8]). As we alluded to in the introduction,
points coming fromM3(S)×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)→ χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)) is holomorphic.

Proof. The complex affine sphere σ parametrized by (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) ∈ CAS∗(S) gives rise
to structural data g = e2uh(c1,c2), ∇ = − 1

2g
−1(Q1 +Q2) +∇g, S = −id, and τ = 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 Dσ that satisfies the structural equation given at the
beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.20.

Using Proposition 2.9, the correspondence (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ e2uh(c1,c2) is holomorphic,

and it is routinely checked that (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ − 1
2g

−1(Q1 +Q2) +∇g is holomorphic

as well. Using the formula from Theorem 3.20, it is clear that σ = (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ Dσ

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 S̃ and a basis on one fiber, one
gets that the holonomy homomorphism π1(S) → SL(3,C) induced by the corresponding
basis of D-parallel sections varies holomorphically inside Hom(π1(S), SL(3,C)), hence hol
is holomorphic in the sense of Remark 6.4. �

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 : T (S) ⊃ 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 × Diff0(S), with U projecting injectively to T (S),
in such a way that the projection U × Diff0(S) → U is holomorphic (recall Theorem 2.2),
and the trivialization restricts to Cω(S) ∩ (U × Diff0(S)) = U × Diffω

0 (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 c, let h = h(c,c) be the (real analytic) hyperbolic metric in its con-
formal class, then define a local section by taking complex structures of the form c+(h+ q)
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with q ∈ K2
c(S) and ‖q‖h < 1

2 (the corresponding Beltrami form for c+(h+ q) is in fact q
h ,

see [Ema23, Remark 2.9]).

Now, define the map

[π̂] : CAS∗(S)→M3(S)×M3(S)

(c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→
(
[c1,Q1], [c2,Q2]

)
.

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

Proposition 6.7. Let σt = (ct1, c2
t,Qt

1,Q2

t
, ut) ∈ CAS∗(S) be a C1 path contained in a

fiber of [π̂]. Then, for all t, there exists Zt ∈ Γ(CTS) such that

σ̇t = (LZt
ct1,LZt

c2
t,LZt

Qt
1,LZt

Q2

t
,LZt

ut).

Proof. To simplify the notation, we do the computation in t = 0, then the statement follows
for the whole path by reparametrizing. Denote σ0 = (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u). Since σt is contained
in a fiber of [π̂], there exist φt1, φ

t
2 ∈ Diff0(S) such that

(ct1,Q
t
1) = ((φt1)∗c1, (φ

t
1)∗ Q1), (c2

t,Qt
2) = ((φt2)∗c2, (φ

t
2)∗Q2).

By Proposition 4.3 and Remark 4.1, there exist Z ∈ Γ(CTS) such that

d

dt

∣∣∣
0
((φt1)∗c1, (φ

t
2)∗c2, (φ

t
1)∗ Q1, (φ

t
2)∗Q2) = (LZc1,LZc2,LZ Q1,LZQ2).

Applying both d
dt and LZ to Gauss equation G(σt) = 0 in t = 0, by Proposition 4.9 one

gets that

0 =∆h(c1,c2)

(
d

dt

∣∣∣
0
u−LZu

)
− 2e2u

(
d

dt

∣∣∣
0
u−LZu

)
− e−4uh(c1,c2)(Q1,Q2)

(
d

dt

∣∣∣
0
u−LZu

)

= Lσ

(
d

dt

∣∣∣
0
u−LZu

)
.

Since σ ∈ CAS∗(S), Lσ is injective, hence d
dt

∣∣∣
0
u = LZu. �

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

Definition 6.8. Define the equivalence relation ∼ on CAS∗(S) by σ ∼ σ′ if and only if σ
and σ′ lie in the same connected component of a fiber of [π̂].

Define

CAS(S) := CAS∗(S)�∼
as the quotient by ∼. We denote the quotient map by p∼ : CAS∗(S)→ CAS(S).

By construction, π̂ descends to a map

π : CAS(S)→M3(S)×M3(S)

[σ] 7→ [π̂(σ)].

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 π : CAS(S)→
M3(S)×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 σ ∈ CAS∗(S), we can restrict π̂ to a biholomorphism in a

neighborhood of σ, namely

π̂ : Ûσ
∼−→ A1 ×B1 ×A2 ×B2 ⊂ CD(S)× CD(S),

where Uσ is a connected neighborhood of σ, while A1 ⊂M3(S), A2 ⊂M3(S), and B1, B2 ⊂
Diff0(S) are open subsets.

Denoting with p∼ : CAS∗(S)→ CAS(S) the quotient map, we therefore have the follow-
ing commutative diagram:

Ûσ A1 ×B1 ×A2 ×B2

Uσ := p∼(Ûσ) A1 ×A2

π̂ ∼

p∼

[π̂]
projection

π ∼

(36)

It is easy to check that the collection of subsets {Uσ}σ∈CAS∗(S) of CAS(S) defines a base
for a topology on CAS(S). Moreover, using the one-to-one restrictions of π to each Uσ

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) ×M3(S): by the diagram (36), π is a local
biholomorphism and p∼ is holomorphic. �

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

Theorem 6.10. The holonomy map

hol : CAS(S)→ χ(π1(S), SL(3,C))

[σ] 7→ hol(σ)

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,Q1], [c2,Q2]) 7→ ([c1,Q1], φ0, [c2,Q2], φ′0)
around each point in CAS(S). The composition with the holonomy map CAS∗(S) →
χ(π1(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) × 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

F0 := π̂−1
(
{(c′1,Q′

1)} × {φ′} × {(c2′,Q′
2)} × (Diffω

0 (S) ∩B2)
)
,

where c′1, φ′, and c2
′ are real analytic. Observe that, by Theorem F, the complex affine

spheres in F0 are of the form (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, 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 σ0 = (c1,Q1, c2,Q2, u) ∈ F0, and let ρ be its holonomy (we will have c1 =
φ′(c′1) according to the notation above). Let φt, t ∈ [0, 1], be a piecewise analytic path in
Diffω

0 (S) such that (c1,Q1, φ
∗
t (c2), φ∗t (Q2)) ∈ π̂(F0), hence there exists ut such that σt =

(c1,Q1, φ
∗
t (c2), φ∗t (Q2), ut) ∈ F0. Denote Aρ = {t ∈ [0, 1] | hol(σt) = ρ}, which is a closed
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subset of [0, 1]. Let T be the maximum of the connected component of Aρ which contains
0, and assume by contradiction that T < 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 Zt such that TZt

c1 = c1 and TZt
c2 = φ∗t c2. By Theorem 4.11 and in the

notation of Definition 4.5, there exists T ′ > T such that for all t ∈ [T, T ′] there exists
ut = TZt−T

uT which is the transport of uT through Z•−T . Moreover, by Proposition 4.13,

σt := ((c1,Q1, φ
∗
t (c2), φ∗t (Q2), ut) ∈ CAS(S) for all t ∈ [T, T ′] and it has the same holonomy

as σT , namely ρ: up to shrinking T ′, we can assume that σt ∈ CAS∗(S) (which is an open
subset of CAS(S)) for all t ∈ [T, T ′], contradicting the maximality of T , and proving that
Aρ = [0, 1]. By the generality of the path, we conclude the proof. �

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

CD(S)× CD(S) CAS∗(S)

M3(S)×M3(S) CAS(S) χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)).

Diff0(S)×Diff0(S)
action

π̂

holp∼

π
hol

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), andM3(S)×M3(S) related to Theorem
A. Recall the groups Diff+(S), Diff0(S), and MCG(S) from Section 2.

Given a positive hyperbolic complex affine sphere σ : S̃ → C3 with Blaschke metric g and
Pick tensor C, for all φ ∈ Diff+(S) one gets that σ ◦φ is a positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere with Blaschke metric φ∗g and Pick tensor φ∗C. Moreover, if σ has holonomy ρ, then
σ ◦φ has holonomy ρ ◦ π1(φ) where π1(φ) : π1(S)→ π1(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

φ · (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = (φ∗(c1), φ∗(c2), φ∗(Q1), φ∗(Q2), φ∗u).

In fact, φ defines an isometry between φ∗(h(c1,c2)) = h(φ∗(c1),φ∗(c2)) and h(c1,c2) conjugating
the respective Levi-Civita connections, hence for all Bers metric h

φ∗(h(Q1,Q2)) = (φ∗h)(φ∗ Q1, φ
∗Q2) and φ∗(∆hu) = ∆φ∗hφ

∗u,

so G(φ · σ) = φ∗(G(σ)) = 0.
Observe that, for the same reason, φ∗(Lσv) = Lφ·σ(φ∗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) × CD(S) ×W k,p(S) (it is
actually C-linear on the last factor). Restricting to CD(S) × CD(S), it is well known that
this action descends to a holomorphic action of MCG(S) on M3(S)×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)

M3(S)×M3(S) χ(π1(S), SL(3,C))

π hol

are MCG(S)-equivariant.

Proof. Since the Diff0(S)-orbit of an element in CAS∗(S) is path connected, it is contained
in a fiber of the projection [π̂] : CAS∗(S)→M3(S)×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

ζ · (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = (c1, c2, ζ Q1,
1

ζ
Q2, u),

which is easily well-defined, as a result of the fact that h(ζ Q1,
1
ζ Q2) = h(Q1,Q2), and

holomorphic. Similarly to above, this action restricts to an action on CD(S)× CD(S) that
descends toM3(S)×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 S1 action on the space of real affine spheres. It is also clear that
Lσ = Lζ·σ, hence the action restricts to CAS∗(S).

Finally, if σ0 and σ1 lie in a path-connected component of a fiber of [π̂], with σt denoting
a connecting path, then ζ · σ0 and ζ · σ1 are connected by ζ · σt and the whole path is
contained in a fiber of [π̂]. 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

π : CAS(S)→M3(S)×M3(S)

is equivariant with respect to the C∗ actions on CAS(S) and M3(S)×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)×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 π : CAS(S) → M3(S) ×M3(S)
defined on a big open subset Ω of M3(S)×M3(S) and then composing it with hol.

Recalling the space RAS(S) from Section 6.2, define

RAS(S) := RAS(S)�Diff0(S).

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

M3(S)×M3(S)
π←− CAS(S)

hol−−→ χ(π1(S), SL(3,C)). (37)

On the real locus, the maps above restrict to

M3(S) ∼= ∆M3(S)×M3(S)
∼←− RAS(S)

∼−→ Hit3(S), (38)

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

For all (c1, c2,Q1, 0) ∈ CD(S) × C(S), one can easily see that g = h(c1,c2) and C = Q1

satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.20, so σ = (c1, c2,Q1, 0, 0) ∈ CAS(S). Moreover, the
linearization Lσ of the Gauss equation (33) is Lσ = ∆ − 2id, which, in the notation of
Theorem 5.23, is an isomorphism if and only if (c1, c2) ∈ Breg: as a result we have a
holomorphic map

CD(S)× CD(S) ⊃W+ := {(c1, c2,Q1, 0) | (c1, c2) ∈ Breg} → CAS∗(S)

(c1, c2,Q1, 0) 7→ (c1, c2,Q1, 0, 0),
(39)

which has π̂ as left inverse. Notice that W+ is a finite-rank vector bundle of Breg, and,
as a result of Theorem 5.23, W+ is an open dense subset of CD(S) × C(S). By using the
fact that π̂ 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



ON A BERS THEOREM FOR SL(3,C) 53

is a continuous, injective, and closed map. Moreover, by theorem 5.23, the fibers of the
projection W+ →M3(S)× T (S) are connected, so (39) descends to a well-defined map

s1 : M3(S)× T (S)
∼−→ 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, s1 is a holomorphic embedding since π
is a left inverse and a local biholomorphism. By construction, one can also immediately see
that s1 is equivariant for both the MCG(S) action and the C∗ twistor action.

In the same fashion, the embedding

W− := {((c1, 0), (c2,Q2)) | (c1, c2) ∈ Breg} → CAS∗(S)

(c1, c2, 0,Q2) 7→ (c1, c2, 0,Q2, 0)
(41)

descends to the holomorphic embedding

s2 : T (S)×M3(S)
∼−→ R ⊂ CAS(S). (42)

which is equivariant for both MCG(S) and C∗, and whose image we denote by R.

It is easy to check that, if σ : S̃ → C3 is the complex affine sphere corresponding to the
data (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u), then σ has conjugate holonomy and corresponds to (c2, c1,Q2,Q1, u),
motivating the notation for R.

Finally, observe that s1 and s2 coincide on T (S) × T (S), defining a diffeomorphism
between T (S)×T (S) and R∩R, which, by Example 3.24, corresponds to Bers embeddings

in X̂2. As a consequence,

hol ◦ (s1 ∩ s2) : T (S)× T (S)→ χ(S, SL(3,C))

coincides with Bers parametrization of the quasi-Fuchsian space, after identifying PSL(2,C)

with SO(2, 1,C) ∼= Isom0(X̂2) ⊂ SL(3,C).
Theorem A will follow as a corollary of the following theorem.

Theorem 6.14. There exists an open subset Ω ⊂M3(S)×M3(S) containing the diagonal,
M3(S) × T (S), and T (S) ×M3(S) over which π admits a global biholomorphic inverse
ς : Ω→ CAS(S) which extends s1 and s2 above, and the real parametrization ∆→ RAS(S).

Moreover, Ω 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 ς : Ω → CAS(S) for π given by Theorem 6.14
and compose it with the holonomy map to get hol ◦ ς : CAS(S) → χ(S, SL(3,C)). By
construction, this map is holomorphic and MCG(S)-equivariant. Moreover, L = hol ◦ ς |∆,
and hol ◦ ς |T (S)×T (S) = hol ◦ (s1 ∩ s2) which, as shown above, coincides with Bers’ Theorem

after identifying PSL(2,C) with SO(2, 1,C). �

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 Ω is C∗ and MCG(S)-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
M3(S)×M3(S) for which the factorsM3(S)× {0} and {0}×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 ofM3(S)×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, V2 ⊂ CAS(S), and U1, U2 ⊂M3(S)×M3(S) open subsets such that π restricts to
the biholomorphisms

R∩R ⊂ V1 ∼−→ U1 ⊃ T (S)× T (S)

RAS(S) ⊂ V2 ∼−→ U2 ⊃ ∆.

We denote the inverse maps by ς1 and ς2 respectively.
Up to restricting these open subsets, we can make the following assumptions on U1 and

U2, which we denote by assumptions (∗).
Assumption (∗) on U1.
The intersections between U1 and submanifolds of the form CD([c1])×CD([c2]) ⊂M3(S)×

M3(S), which can be seen as open subsets in a vector space, are star-shaped open subsets
with center in ([c1, 0], [c2, 0]). Such open subsets can be obtained by taking local trivializa-
tions of the bundle M3(S)×M3(S)→ T (S)× T (S).

Assumption (∗) on U2.
If both m = ([c1,Q1], [c2, ,Q2]) and ζ ·m = ([c1, ζ Q1], [c2,

1
ζ Q2]) lie in U2, then ς2(ζ ·m) =

ζ · ς2(m): to realize this, observe that on C∗×U2 the functions (ζ,m) 7→ ς2(ζ · m) and
(ζ,m) 7→ ζ · ς2(m) are holomorphic maps that agree on the totally real submanifold S1 ×∆
as a result of ς2|∆ being S1-invariant, so, up to shrinking U2, they coincide on some open
subset W0 × U2 (hence on its intersection with the preimage of U2 itself).

Moreover, we assume that the intersections between U2 and the submanifolds of the
form {[c1,Q1]} ×M3(S) are geodesically star-shaped for the metric g ⊕ g with center in
([c1,Q1], [c1,Q1]): this can be constructed (within the previous refinements) through the
exponential map and the fact that the factors M3(S) × {0} and {0} ×M3(S) are totally
geodesic makes the construction more simple.

Step 1. We prove that if V̂i → Ûi is another biholomorphic restriction with Ui satisfying
assumption (∗), then its inverse coincides with the inverse of Vi → Ui on the intersection

Ui ∩ Ûi. We prove it for i = 1, but the proof works in the very same fashion for i = 2.
If ([c1,Q1], [c2,Q2]) ∈ U1 ∩ Û1, then by assumption (∗) the path ([c1, tQ1], [c2, tQ2]) lies
in the intersection for all t ∈ [0, 1] (for i = 2, take the geodesic contained in the leaf
{[c1,Q1]} ×M3(S) connecting it to the intersection point with ∆). Let ς̂1 be the inverse of

V̂1 → Û1. Now, the set

{t ∈ [0, 1] | ς̂1([c1, tQ1], [c2, tQ2]) = ς1([c1, tQ1], [c2, tQ2])}
contains t = 0 and is closed; if by contradiction its maximum T were less than 1, inverting
π in a neighborhood of ς1([c1, T Q1], [c2, TQ2]) 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 Ui ’s a bit further.
In fact, observe that, for all φ ∈MCG(S), φ·Ui satisfies assumption (∗) where the inverses

are given by φ ◦ ς ◦ φ−1 : φ · Ui → φ · Vi.
Moreover, for all ζ ∈ C∗, ζ · U1 satisfies assumption (∗) and an inverse of π is given by

ζ ◦ ς ◦ 1
ζ : : ζ · U1 → ζ · V1. As a result 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, π admits a biholomorphic inverse on the restrictions

V ′
1 :=

⋃

φ∈MCG(S)

⋃

ζ∈C∗

φ · ζ · V1 →
⋃

φ∈MCG(S)

⋃

ζ∈C∗

φ · ζ · U1 := U ′
1

V ′
2 :=

⋃

φ∈MCG(S)

φ · V2 →
⋃

φ∈MCG(S)

φ · U1 := U ′
1,

whose inverses we still denote by ς1 and ς2 respectively.
Observe that V ′

1 → U ′
1 restricts to R→M3(S)×T (S) and R→ T (S)×M3(S) because

for all [(c1, c2,Q1, 0, 0)] ∈ R – resp. [(c1, c2, 0,Q2, 0)] ∈ R – there exists ζ small enough such
that [(c1, c2, ζ Q1, 0, 0)] – resp. [(c1, c2, 0, ζQ2, 0)] – lies in V1.

Notice that a priori it does not seem clear whether ς1 and ς2 agree on U ′
1 ∩ U ′

2.

Step 3. We glue U ′
1 and a neighborhood of ∆.

The restriction π|V ′
1

coincides with the real analytic map RAS(S)→ ∆ on the intersection
V ′
1 ∩RAS(S): by uniqueness, ς1 must coincide with ς2 in a neighborhood W ⊂ U ′

1 of ∆∩U ′
1.

Extend now W out of U ′
1 to an open neighborhood of ∆ (to construct this extension, one

could take a thin enough neighborhood of ∆ disjoint from the closure of U ′
1 \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 ′

2, and to satisfy assumption (∗). By construction, the restriction of
ς2 on W coincides with ς1 on W ∩ U ′

1.
Finally, by the fact that U ′

2 is MCG(S)-invariant and that ς2 is MCG(S)-equivariant,
φ ·W ⊂ U ′

2 for all φ ∈MCG(S) and ς2 is well-defined on

U ′′
2 :=

⋃

φ∈MCG(S)

φ ·W,

whose image we denote by V ′′
2 := ς(U ′′) ⊂ V ′

2 .
Moreover, ς1 and ς2 coincide on U ′′

2 ∩U ′
1: 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 ∩ U ′

1 in which they are different, giving a contradiction.
We call ς the inverse constructed by patching ς1 and ς2 on U ′

1 ∪ U ′′
2 .

Step 4. We prove that ς can be extended to

Ω := U ′
1 ∪

⋃

ζ∈C∗

ζ · U ′′
2 ,

concluding the proof.

On each ζ · U ′′
2 , consider the inverse ςζ2 := ζ ◦ ς2 ◦ 1

ζ : ζ · U ′′
2 → ζ · V ′′

2 for π.

For all ζ ∈ C∗, on ζ ·U ′′
2 ∩U ′

1, ςζ2 and ς1 coincide, since if they didn’t then one would find
a point of U ′′

2 ∩ U ′
1 in which they don’t coincide, because ς1 is C∗-equivariant.

We prove that different ςζ ’s coincide on the intersection. Recall that on U2 the inverse
ς2 is such that ς2(ζ ·m) = ζ · ς2(m) when both m and ζ ·m lie in U2; since the MCG(S) and

the C∗ actions commute, this property holds also on U ′
2, hence on U ′′

2 . Finally, if ςζ2 and ςζζ̂2

did not coincide on (ζ · U ′′) ∩ (ζζ̂ · U ′′), then (by applying 1
ζ ) we would have that ς2 and ς ζ̂2

do not coincide on U ′′ ∩ (ζ̂ · U ′′), contradicting the assumption (∗) for U .
�
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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)× CD(S), namely rays

[0,∞)→ CD(S)× CD(S), t 7→ (c, c, tQ,−tQ).

The Gauss equation (17) is

∆hu = e2u +
t2

4
e−4uh(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 CH2. Minimal
Lagrangians in CH2 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 c be a complex structure
on S and Q a c-holomorphic cubic differential. There are constants T0 = T0(c,Q) > 0 and
T = T (c,Q) > T0 such that the following hold.

(1) For any t ∈ [0, T0), there are at least two real solutions to (43).
(2) For t = T0, there is a real solution to (43).
(3) For t > 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 H3, which is not particularly well behaved (see
[Uhl83]). Heuristically, issues should arise because the linearization at a solution σ is ex-
pected to have a kernel for t large. Indeed, at a solution σ = (c, c, tQ, tQ, u), the linearization
is given by

Lσt
(v) = ∆hv − v(eu − t2e−4uh(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 T0.

As in [HLL13], one can construct a nice path of real solutions around (c, c, 0, 0, 0). Define
GR : CD(S) × C∞(S,R) → C∞(S,R) by GR(c,Q, u) = G(c, c,Q,−Q, u). Taking Q = 0

and u = 0 and extending GR to all of the Banach manifolds CDl(S) ×W k+2,2(S,R), the
linearization of GR is an isomorphism in the direction of u, and it follows that there is a
unique continuous path into C∞(S,R) of real solutions t 7→ ut of G(c, c, tQ,−tQ, ut) = 0,
for t in some small interval (−ε, ε).

Theorem C follows as a consequence of the following Proposition.

Proposition 6.16. There exists no global holomorphic map ς : CD(S)×CD(S)→ CD(S)×
CD(S)×C∞(S,C) whose image is contained in CAS(S), and which inverts π and maps any
(c, c, 0, 0) to (c, c, 0, 0, 0).

Proof. Denote σt = (c, c, tQ,−tQ, ut) := ς(c, c, tQ,−tQ). By the fact that Lσ0 is invertible,
σ0 ∈ CAS∗(S), and since CAS∗(S) → CD(S) × CD(S) is a local homeomorphism, we get
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that, for t > 0 small enough, ut must be the real solution to G = 0 mentioned above, just
because they can be continuously deformed to t = 0. Moreover, since ζ is holomorphic, the
path ζ(c, c, tQ,−tQ, ut) is real analytic with respect to t, hence at each point p ∈ S, ut(p)
being real for small t implies it being real for all t > 0. This would produce a solution ut
for t > T , contradicting Theorem 6.15. �

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
(c, c,Q,−Q) ∈ CD(S) × CD(S) with Riemannian Blaschke metric have the same holonomy

as the corresponding minimal Lagrangian immersion in CH2.

7. Bi-Higgs bundles and opers

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

section we define complex harmonic maps into SL(n,C)�SO(n,C) and bi-Higgs bundles, and

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 [Gui18] and [Li19].

7.1. Complex harmonic maps. Let (S, c) 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 π1(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 G, and then the holomorphic derivative of f
determines the data of a Higgs bundle.

For G = SL(n,R), the symmetric space Yn is modelled by the space of inner products on
Rn that induce the unit inner product on ∧nRn = R, and, for SL(n,C), the symmetric space
models Hermitian forms on Cn that induce the unit form on ∧n Cn = 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.

We go a different route, and embed Yn into the homogeneous space SL(n,C)�SO(n,C),

which we denote by Yn, and which we’ll see produces a different Higgs bundle-like object.
Concretely, the space Yn models non-degenerate bilinear forms on Cn that induce 1 on
∧n Cn = C, and in our models the embedding from Yn → Yn 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 Yn. Furthermore,
the involution of the Lie algebra given by A 7→ −AT determines a holomorphic involution
of Yn, and hence we refer to (Yn, 〈·, ·〉) as a holomorphic Riemannian symmetric space.

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

complexifications, and let K ′ be a maximal compact of GC. Instead of embedding G�K into

GC

�K ′, we’ve taken G�K to G
C

�KC.
We’re almost ready to define our notion of harmonic maps to Yn, but first we’ll add

one more layer of complication (or, rather, complexification). Given (c1, c2), let g be a
positive complex metric in the conformal class of the Bers metric h(c1,c2). The derivative df

defines a section of the endomorphism bundle CT ∗S̃⊗ f∗TYn, 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 ∇g for g on CT ∗S and ∇f for f∗ 〈·, ·〉 on
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f∗TYn determine a torsion-free connection ∇̂f := ∇g⊗f∗ 〈·,·〉 on the endomorphism bundle
CT ∗S ⊗ f∗TYn that makes g∗ ⊗ f∗ 〈·, ·〉 parallel.

Definition 7.1. An equivariant map f : (S̃, c1, c2)→ (Yn, 〈·, ·〉) is complex harmonic if,
for any positive complex metric g in the conformal class of h(c1,c2),

trg∇g⊗f∗ 〈·,·〉df = 0. (45)

Note that Equation (45) is conformally invariant–if it holds for one g, then it holds for
every g 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 c1
and c2 with local holomorphic coordinates z and w respectively, we have the projections
Π1,Π2 of CTS 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 Ω1(S) that we write as

Ω1(S) = Ω1,0
c1 (S)⊕ Ω0,1

c2 (S),

where Ω1,0
c1 = Π1Ω1 and Ω0,1

c2 = Π2Ω1. To understand these operators, we record that for a
1-form ω,

Π1ω =
ω(∂w)

∂wz
dz, Π2ω =

ω(∂z)

∂zw
dw, (46)

which can be verified directly. Note that, when c1 = c2, the two splittings agree and are the
ordinary splitting of Ω1 into (1, 0) and (0, 1) forms. We further define Ω1,1

c1,c2 = Ω1,0
c1 ⊗ Ω0,1

c2 .
We will write Ωp,q

c1,c2(S), where (p, q) can be (1, 0), (0, 1), or (1, 1), and for vector bundles E,
Ωp,q

c1,c2(E) will be the associated space of E-valued (p, q)-forms.
Writing d for the ordinary exterior derivative on functions, we split it as

d = Π1 ◦ d+ Π2 ◦ d =: ∂c1 + ∂c2 .

Both ∂c1 and ∂c2 extend to Ω1(S) by the rules ∂c1 = d ◦Π2 and ∂c2 = d ◦Π1. Equivalently,
we have

∂c1(fdz) = 0, ∂c1(fdw) = ∂c1f ∧ dw = d(fdw),

and

∂c1(fdw) = 0, ∂c2(fdz) = ∂c2f ∧ dz = d(fdz).

In the Riemannian setting, a map f is harmonic if and only if its holomorphic derivative
lies in the kernel of (∇̂f )0,1. Using the complex bi-grading, we obtain the analogous result

for complex harmonic maps. Denote ∇g,∇f , ∇̂f as above.

Proposition 7.2. f : (S̃, c1, c2)→ (Yn, 〈·, ·〉) is harmonic if and only if (Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f = 0.

By reversing the roles of our complex metrics, we see as well that harmonicity is equivalent
to (Π1 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c2f = 0. Proposition 7.2 follows from the lemma below, which we’ll see to be
quite useful.

Lemma 7.3. Denoting g = λdzdw,

(Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f = (trg∇̂fdf)λdz ⊗ dw.
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Proof. First, we expand trg∇̂df in the isotropic basis. Recalling from the proof of Lemma

5.1 that ∇g
∂z
∂w = ∂z∂wz

∂wz ∂w,

trg∇̂fdf =
2

g(∂z, ∂w)
(∇f

∂z
(df(∂w))− df(∇g

∂z∂w))

=
2∂wz

g(∂z, ∂w)
(∇f

∂z
(df(∂w))− ∂z∂wz

∂wz
df(∂w))

=
2∂wz

g(∂z, ∂w)
∇f

∂z

(df(∂w)

∂wz

)
.

Before expanding (Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f , observe that ∇g
∂z
dz = 0. Indeed,

(∇g
∂z
dz)(∂z) = ∂z(dz(∂z))− dz(∇g

∂z
∂z) = 0,

and

(∇g
∂z
dz)(∂z) = ∂z(dz(∂z))− dz(∇g

∂z
∂z) = 0,

where we used the parallelity from Lemma 2.5 to say dz(∇g
∂z
∂z) = 0 and dz(∇g

∂z
∂z) = 0.

Thus, using Equation (46),

(Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f = ∇̂f
∂z

(df(∂w)

∂wz
dz

)
⊗ dw

∂zw

=

(
∇f

∂z

(
df(∂w)

∂wz

)
· dz +

df(∂w)

∂wz
∇g

∂z
dz

)
⊗ dw

∂zw

= ∇f
∂z

(df(∂w)

∂wz

)
⊗ dz ⊗ dw

∂zw
.

Rearranging yields

(Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f = (trg∇̂fdf) · 2∂zw∂wz

g(∂z, ∂w)
dz ⊗ dw = (trg∇̂fdf)λdz ⊗ dw,

as desired. �

We also have a notion of Hopf differentials for complex harmonic maps. Decomposing
〈·, ·〉 according to the splitting Span(dzdw)⊕ Span(dz2)⊕ Span(dw2), we get

f∗ 〈·, ·〉 = ‖df‖2νg + q1 + q2 (47)

with q1 = 〈∂c1f, ∂c1f〉 and q2 = 〈∂c2f, ∂c2f〉. 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(c1,c2), on
the complement of its degenerate set. Note that f is weakly conformal if and only if q1 = 0
and q2 = 0.

Proposition 7.4. If f is harmonic, q1 and q2 are holomorphic quadratic differentials for
c1 and c2 respectively.

Proof. By the expansion of (Π2 ◦ ∇̂f )∂c1f in Lemma 7.3, we see that f harmonic implies

∇̂f
∂z

(
df(∂w)
∂wz dz

)
= 0. Also, recalling that g(dz, dz) = 0 and ∇g

∂z
dz = 0, we get that q1 =

ϕdz2 is such that

∂z ϕ = ∂z〈(∂c1f)(∂z), (∂c1f)(∂z)〉 = 2〈D∂z
((∂c1f)(∂z)), (∂c1f)(∂z)〉

= 2〈(∇̂f
∂z

(∂c1f))(∂z), ((∂c1f)(∂z))〉 = 0 .

The proof is analogous for q2. �
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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 [Li19, Section 2], so we’re not going to linger on every detail.

Given a representation ρ : π1(S) → SL(n,C), we form the bundle Eρ = S̃ × Cn

�ρ over

S associated with the action of ρ on Cn, which carries a flat SL(n,C)-connection D. The

bundle S̃ × Yn�ρ associated with the action of ρ on Yn identifies with a bundle of non-

degenerate C-bilinear forms on Eρ. A ρ-equivariant map f : S̃ → Yn is equivalent to a
section of this latter bundle, and hence produces exactly a non-degenerate C-bilinear form
H on (Eρ, D).

Given such a bilinear form H, we can uniquely decompose D as

D = ∇H + ΨH , (48)

where ∇H is a connection on Eρ satisfying ∇HH = 0 and ΨH ∈ Ω1(End0(Eρ)), is H-self-
adjoint, namely, for all sections s1, s2, H(ΨHs1, s2) = H(s1,Ψ

Hs2) as forms. Note that,
using the Maurer-Cartan form, ΨH identifies with the derivative df of the equivariant map f
engendered by H , and the action of ∇H on endomorphisms of Eρ identifies with that of the
Levi-Civita connection on the pullback bundle of the tangent space of Yn (the computation
is identical to that of [Li19, Sections 2.23 and 2.24] and also those found in [Gui18, Section
7]).

Next, given complex structures (c1, c2), we decompose the expression (48) according to
Ω1 = Ω1,0

c1 ⊕ Ω0,1
c2 : we split ∇H as

∇H = ∂H1 + ∂2
H
,

and ΨH as

ΨH = ΨH
1 + Ψ2

H
.

By Proposition 7.2, the harmonic map equation (45) translates to two equations,

∂
H

2 ΨH
1 = 0 and ∂H1 Ψ2

H
= 0 , (49)

and the flatness of D becomes the expression

F (∂H1 + ∂
H

2 ) + [ΨH
1 ,Ψ2

H
] = 0. (50)

It’s important to underline that ∂
H

2 is not a del-bar operator on Ω1(S) (unless c1 = c2),
since it does not satisfy the required Leibniz rule. Indeed, for s a section E and u a function,

∂
H

2 (us) = (∂c2u)⊗ s+ u∂
H

2 s.

and ∂c2u, defined as above, does not locally return ∂zudz. This all leads to the definitions
below

Definition 7.5. Let E be a complex vector bundle over S and let (c1, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S).
A (c1, c2)-del operator ∂1 on E is an operator ∂1 : Ω0(E)→ Ω1(E), such that, for all s

in Ω0(E) and u a function,

∂1(us) = (∂c1u)⊗ s+ u∂1s . (51)

Similarly, a (c1, c2)-del-bar operator ∂2 on E is an operator ∂2 : Ω0(E) → Ω1(E) such
that, for all s a section and u a function,

∂2(us) = (∂c2u)⊗ s+ u∂2s . (52)
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Observe that ∇ = ∂1 + ∂2 is a connection on E. ∂1 and ∂2 extend naturally to operators
Ω1(E)→ Ω2(E), which we still denote by ∂1 and ∂2 respectively, by

∂1(ω ⊗ s) = ∂c1ω ⊗ s− ω ∧ ∂1s,
∂2(ω ⊗ s) = ∂c2ω ⊗ s− ω ∧ ∂2s,

which satisfy the analog of (51) and (52) and which are such that ∂1◦∂1 = 0 and ∂2◦∂2 = 0.
Moreover, the curvature form of ∂1 + ∂2 is precisely given by

F (∂1 + ∂2) = (∂1 + ∂2) ◦ (∂1 + ∂2) = ∂1 ◦ ∂2 + ∂2 ◦ ∂1 .

Definition 7.6. A bi-Higgs bundle (E, ∂1, ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ2) over (S, c1, c2) is a complex vector
bundle E over S equipped with a (c1, c2)-del operator ∂1 and a (c1, c2)-del bar operator ∂2,
together with sections Ψ1 of Ω1,0

c1 (End(E)) and Ψ2 of Ω0,1
c2 (End(E)) called Higgs fields that

satisfy

∂2Ψ1 = 0, ∂1Ψ2 = 0,

and

F (∂1 + ∂2) + [Ψ1,Ψ2] = 0.

Now, given (c1, c2), we write Kc1 and Kc2 for the canonical bundles of c1 and c2 respec-
tively. We denote by Ki

c1 the ith tensor power of K1, and likewise for Kc2 . We define the
bi-Hitchin base

bH(c1, c2) =

n⊕

i=2

H0(S,Ki
c1)⊕

n⊕

i=2

H0(S,Kc2

i
)

and the bi-Hitchin map from the set of bi-Higgs bundles to the bi-Hitchin base to be the
map

(E, ∂1, ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ2) 7→
((

3√
2

tr(Ψ2
1), . . . ,

3√
2

tr(Ψn
1 )

)
,

(
3√
2

tr
(
Ψ2

2)
, . . . ,

3√
2

tr
(
Ψ2

n)
))

.

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 c1 = c2, and H is

the complexification of a Riemannian metric, tr(Ψi
1) = tr

(
Ψ

i

2

)
for all i, 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 , q1 and q2, are scalar multiplies of tr(Ψ2
1) and tr(Ψ

2

2)
respectively. So a harmonic map to Yn is weakly conformal if and only if the H0(S,K2

c1)

and H0(S,Kc2) 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 : (S̃, c1, c2)→ (Y3, 〈·, ·〉) determines a point in CD(S)× CD(S) in the fiber over (c1, c2).

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, c2) ∈ C(S)× C(S) with induced Bers metric h = h(c1,c2) and Q1 and Q2 cubic differen-

tials on (S, c1) and (S, c2) respectively. We show in this subsection that if one can solve the
Gauss equation

∆hu = e2u − 1

4
h(Q1,Q2)e−4u − 1, (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 E = Kc1 ⊕O ⊕ K−1
c1 . As in Section 7.2, we split d

as d = ∂c1 + ∂c2 . The operator ∂c2 determines a (c1, c2)-del-bar operator ∂2 on E uniquely
characterized by the Leibniz rule (52) and by having (dz, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), and (0, 0, dz−1) in
its kernel. By analogy with the ordinary Higgs bundles theory, we take

Ψ1 =




0 0 1√
2

Q1

1 0 0
0 1 0


 .

To cook up the rest of a bi-Higgs bundle, note that if we were in the case c1 = c2 and
Q1 = Q2, then taking the adjoints of ∂2 and Ψ1 with respect to a Hermitian metric on E
would return for us the data of a (c1, c2)-del operator and an End(E)-valued form. Recalling

that a Hermitian metric on a bundle E0 can be seen as an isomorphism from E∗
0 → E0

∗
,

our idea below is to build an isomorphism from E → Kc2

−1 ⊕O ⊕Kc2 , 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−1

c2 ⊕O⊕Kc2 , we have a (c1, c2)-del operator ∂̂1, characterized by the rule

(51) and sending (dw−1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), and (0, 0, dw) to 0. We set U0 to be a non-vanishing
section of Kc1 ⊗ Kc2 locally of the form U0 = λdz ⊗ dw, where λ is the density of the Bers
metric h = h(c1,c2). We then consider a function u : S → C∗ and set U = 1

2e
2uU0. We define

an isomorphism

Iu : Kc1 ⊕O ⊕K−1
c1 → Kc2

−1 ⊕O ⊕Kc2 , Iu =



U−1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 U


 .

Now, we define our (c1, c2)-del operator on E by

∂u1 = I−1
u ◦ ∂̂1 ◦ Iu,

and our second Higgs field by

Ψ
u

2 = I−1
u ◦




0 1 0
0 0 1

1√
2
Q2 0 0


 ◦ Iu =




0 U 0
0 0 U

1√
2
U−2Q2 0 0


 .

Above, the first matrix-valued form is valued in K−1

c2 ⊕O ⊕Kc2 .

Proposition 7.8. The data (E, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ) defines a bi-Higgs bundle.

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

Lemma 7.9. ∆hλ = 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 ∇∂z = d log(∂zw) ⊗ ∂z , as one
can see in the local frame {∂z, ∂z}. Using this, one gets straightforwardly that the curvature
of dz · dw is zero from R(∂z , ∂z)∂z = 0. The statement then follows by applying Equation
(4) to the metric λdzdw, which has curvature -1. �

Proof of Proposition 7.8. It follows from holomorphicity of Q1 and Q2, that ∂2Ψ1 = 0 and

∂u1 Ψ
u

2 = 0. Indeed, for Ψ1, holomorphicity just follows from the fact that ∂c2 is zero on

c1-holomorphic functions and ∂2dz = 0. For Ψ
u

2 ,

∂u1 Ψ
u

2 = (I−1
u ◦ ∂̂1 ◦ Iu) ◦ (I−1

u ◦




0 1 0
0 0 1

1√
2
Q2 0 0


 ◦ Iu) = I−1

u ◦ ∂̂1




0 1 0
0 0 1

1√
2
Q2 0 0


 ◦ Iu = 0,

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, 1

dz ).
Recall that

F (∂u1 + ∂2) = (∂u1 + ∂2) ◦ (∂u1 + ∂2) = ∂u1 ◦ ∂2 + ∂2 ◦ ∂u1
hence, since ∂2 on this local basis, we are left to compute ∂2 ◦ I−1

u ◦ ∂̂1 ◦ Iu with respect to
it. Recalling Remark 5.3 and Lemma 7.9, we get

(∂2 ◦ I−1
u ◦ ∂̂1 ◦ Iu)(dz) = ∂2

(
λe2u

∂w( 1
λe2u )

∂zw
dz ⊗ dz

)

=
λ

4
∆h(log(λ) + 2u)(dz ∧ dw)⊗ dz

=

(
1

2
∆gu+

1

2

)
(dz ∧ dw)⊗ dz.

The analogous computation for 1
dz shows that in the basis (dz, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1

dz ) the
curvature form is

F (∂u1 + ∂2) =




1
2∆hu+ 1

2 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 − 1

2∆hu− 1
2


λdz ∧ dw .

As well, writing locally Q1 = ϕ1 dz
2 and Q2 = ϕ2dw

2, we see directly,

[Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ] =



− 1

2λe
2u +

ϕ1 ϕ2

λ2 e−4u 0 0
0 0 0

0 0 1
2λe

2u − ϕ1 ϕ2

λ2 e−4u


 dz ∧ dw.

Dividing by the 2-form λdz ∧ dw, we get that F (∂u1 + ∂2) + [Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ] = 0 if and only if u
solves Equation (53). Putting everything together, we’ve established the result. �

Definition 7.10. When Equation (53) has a solution u, we call (E, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ) 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
in Yn. Set D̂ = ∂u1 + ∂2 + Ψ1 + Ψ

u

2 . The equations characterizing a bi-Higgs bundle imply

that D̂ is flat.

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

H =




0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0




gives rise to a conformal harmonic map f : S̃ → Yn whose bi-Higgs bundle is (E, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ).

Proof. Setting ∇H = ∂u1 +∂2, it is easily computed working in a frame that ∇HH = 0. One
can check by hand that ΨH is H-self adjoint.

Picking a point on S, H determines a map f to the symmetric space Yn, equivariant
with respect to the holonomy representation of D̂ at that point. By uniqueness of the
decomposition (48), and our comments near the top of the subsection 7.3, ΨH has an
identification with the derivative of f . Using Proposition 7.2, f is harmonic if and only if
∂2Ψ1 = 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, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ

u

2 ).
Since Ψ1 never vanishes, df never vanishes, and hence f is genuinely conformal. �

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, c2,Q1,Q2) 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 R3 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 σ be a complex affine sphere corresponding to a point (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) ∈ CAS(S), with
Blaschke connection ∇, Blaschke metric g, and associated flat connection D. Using ξ for
the transverse normal, we split σ∗T C3 = CTS ⊕ SpanC(ξ). Recall from Section 3.4 that σ
is equivalent to the section ξ of σ∗T C3, z 7→ ξ(z).

As well, let (E, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ) be the bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundle associated with σ, with

flat connection D̂. Let s be the tautological section of O, sitting inside E, s = [0, 1, 0]T .

Evaluating D̂ on s, we get D̂s = [U, 0, 1]T . Since U is non-vanishing, s thus determines an
isomorphism of complex vector bundles

B0 : CTS → E�O, Z 7→ [D̂Zs]O,

where the notation [·]O means the equivalence class mod O. The splitting E = (Kc1 ⊕
K−1

c1 )⊕O induces an isomorphism from E�O to (Kc1 ⊕K−1
c1 ), and hence B0 determines an

isomorphism from CTS to (Kc1 ⊕K−1
c1 ). We further extend to an isomorphism

B : σ∗T C3 = CTS ⊕ SpanC(ξ)→ E = (Kc1 ⊕K−1
c1 )⊕O
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by, in each fiber, sending ξ to s and extending linearly. The last part of Theorem D is
immediate from the following.

Proposition 7.13. For σ deformable to a real affine sphere through the infinitesimally rigid
locus, the pullback connection B∗D̂ 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 S̃.

Recall from the proof of Theorem 3.20 that we constructed σ by taking the trivial bundle

N : C×S̃ → S̃, defining structural data on CT S̃⊕N, and then choosing an isomorphism to
the trivial C3-bundle over S. Undoing this isomorphism, we view every D as a connection

on the bundle V = CT S̃ ⊕ N, and B as a map from V to E that preserves the relevant
splittings. B∗D̂ 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, c2,Q1,Q2) in CD(S)×CD(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∗D̂’s vary holomorphically. Toward this, first recall our basepoint
complex structure c0 from Section 2, and set E0 := Kc0 ⊕ O ⊕ K−1

c0 . Given any other
complex structure c1 coming from a Beltrami form µ, the diffeomorphism fµ : (S, c0) →
(S, c1) (recall the notation from Section 2.1) induces an isomorphism of complex vector
bundles from E0 to Kc1 ⊕O⊕K−1

c1 . Moreover, it follows from Theorem A.5 in the appendix
that, working in a local frame for E0, as we vary the input data, the components of the
(fµ)∗D̂’s vary holomorphically. Now, composing the isomorphisms from V → E with our

identifications from E → E0, the composite isomorphisms depend only on (fµ)∗D̂, and hence
these isomorphisms vary holomorphically as C∞ sections of Hom(V, E0). We conclude that

once the B∗D̂’s are pulled back to V they form a holomorphically varying family of flat
connections.

For real data (c, c,Q,Q, u) ∈ RAS(S) ⊂ CAS(S), D is written explicitly in [DW15]

among other sources, B∗D̂ is computed in [Bar10, Section 3.4], and the isomorphisms from
V → σ∗T C3 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. �

As one can see, we only used the extra hypothesis on σ 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 E to S̃ → S and then trivialize this pullback bundle, upon

picking a point p ∈ S, s determines an equivariant map σs : S̃ → C3. 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 σs determined by s is a positive hyperbolic complex affine
sphere. Moreover, the structural data of σs agrees with that of σ, and hence the uniqueness
of Theorem 3.13 shows that σs is identified with σ.
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7.6. Opers. As previously discussed, when given the data (c1, c2,Q1, 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, c2,Q1,Q2, u) = (c, c,Q, 0, 0), are
equivalent to opers. As above, let (S, c) 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 ∇ inducing the trivial connection on det(V ),
together with a holomorphic full filtration

0 = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vn = V

such that

(1) ∇Vi ⊂ Vi+1 ⊗K, and

(2) for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, the induced O-linear map Vi�Vi−1
→ Vi+1�Vi ⊗K is an isomor-

phism.

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

For a general introduction to opers, from a differential geometric standpoint, see [Wen15].
Opers generalize nth order linear differential operators: if one tries to globalize an nth 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 ⊕n

i=2H
0(S,Ki). Let E be the holomorphic vector bundle

K
−(n−1)

2 ⊕K
−(n−3)

2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Kn−3
2 ⊕Kn−1

2 ,

with standard holomorphic structure ∂E induced by c and let Ψ0 be the principal nilpotent
Higgs field

Ψ0 =




0 0 0 . . . 0 0
1 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 1 0 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 0 . . . 1 0




.

Let H0 be the Hermitian metric that solves Hitchin’s equations for the stable Higgs bundle
(E, ∂E ,Ψ0). That is, H0 is the unique Hermitian metric such that

∂E + ∂
∗H0

E + Ψ0 + Ψ
∗H0

0

is a flat connection, where ∂
∗H0

E and Ψ
∗H0
0 are the Hermitian adjoints. Writing

Endj(E) = ⊕|i−k|=jHom(Kn+1
2 −i,Kn+1

2 −k),

the Endj(E)’s yield a Z-grading of End(E). We interpret sections of H0(S,Ki) as sections
of Endj(E)⊗K.

Definition 7.15. Beilinson-Drinfield’s oper associated with q = (q2, . . . , qn) ∈ ⊕n
i=2H

0(S,Ki)

is the holomorphic vector bundle (E, ∂E) equipped with the holomorphic connection

∂E + ∂
∗H0

E + Ψ0 +
1√
2
q2 +

1√
2
q3 + · · ·+ 1√

2
qn + Ψ

∗H0

0 (54)
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and filtration

0 ⊂ K
−(n−1)

2 ⊂ K
−(n−1)

2 ⊕K
−(n−3)

2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ K
−(n−1)

2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Kn−1
2 = E.

Note that there are different ways of defining Beilinson-Drinfield’s oper in the literature,
but they are all gauge equivalent (see [Dum+21a, Theorem 3.2]). We choose the 21/2

normalization so that it matches up our construction. When n = 2, the q2 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, ∂E , ∂
∗H0

E ,Ψ0 + q2 + q3 + · · ·+ qn,Ψ
∗H0

0 ).

With the definitions given, Theorem E is immediate from Theorem G.

Proof of Theorem E. Fix the data (E, ∂E ,Ψ0, H0) as above for n = 3. Let σ be the pos-
itive hyperbolic complex affine sphere with immersion data (c, c,Q, 0, 0). If we apply our
construction from Section 7.4 to σ, we get the bi-Hitchin bi-Higgs bundle

(E, ∂E , ∂
∗H0

E ,Ψ0 +
1√
2

Q,Ψ
∗H0

0 ),

and that H0 corresponds to a conformal harmonic map to the symmetric space Yn. From
Theorem D we conclude that the holonomy of the complex affine sphere σ agrees with that
of the flat connection

∂E + ∂
∗H0

E + Ψ0 +
1√
2

Q +Ψ
∗H0

0 ,

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

Finally, in Section 1.3 we promised a discussion related to the C∗ twistor action. We
assume some background on Higgs bundles here. Let (E, ∂E ,Ψ) 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 = ∇H + Ψ + Ψ∗H

flat. From this data, we can build a C∗-family of flat connections via

Dζ = ∇H + ζΨ + ζ−1Ψ∗H , ζ ∈ C∗ . (55)

The family of flat connections (55) is called a real twistor line. For every R ∈ C∗, we can
find a unique Hermitian metric HR so that DR = ∇HR

+RΨ +RΨ∗HR is flat, and then we
can further apply the C∗-action. Gaiotto proposed to leave the ratio ~ = ζR−1 constant,
and then to consider the family of flat connections

D~,R = ∇HR
+ ~−1Ψ + ~R2Ψ∗HR .

The gauge equivalence class of the limit as R → 0, if it exists, is called the ~-conformal
limit of (E, ∂E ,Ψ). Gaiotto conjectured that for a Higgs bundle in the Hitchin component
(on a punctured surface), the ~-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

(c, c, ζ3 Q, ζ−3Q, u), ζ ∈ C∗ .

Since (c, c,Q, 0, 0) and (c, c, 0,Q, 0) correspond to opers, paths in Ω ⊂M3(S)×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),

ζ · (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u) 7→ (c1, c2, ζ Q1, ζ
−1Q2, u),

seems to give rise to a new type of C∗ family in the space of flat connections: if (c1, c2,Q1,Q2, u)

corresponds to a bi-Higgs bundle (E, ∂u1 , ∂2,Ψ1,Ψ
u

2 ), then we have

Dζ = (∂u1 + ∂2) + ζ3Ψ1 + ζ−3Ψ
u

2 , ζ ∈ C∗ .

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) × T (S)
or T (S)×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 [Wen15, Proposition 4.8]. For a point (c1, c2,Q1, 0), we have written out
the associated flat connection, and the proof from [Wen15, 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∞

1 (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 a1, . . . , an, we write C(a1, . . . , an), and we’re using ∂α

for multi-indices and |α| for the length of a multi-index. As well, we use || · ||Lp(U) and
|| · ||Wk,p(U) for Lp and Sobolev norms over a domain U ⊂ C . When U = C, we just write
|| · ||p and || · ||k,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 T, which
we already defined in Section 5 and on C∞

0 (C) by the principal value integral

T (u)(z) = lim
ε→0
− 1

π

∫

|ζ−z|>ε

u(ζ)

(ζ − z)2
dxdy,

and the Cauchy transform P, defined on Lp(C), 2 < p <∞, by

P (u)(z) = − 1

π

∫

C

u(ζ)
( 1

ζ − z −
1

ζ

)
dxdy.

We restate Proposition 5.4 about the Beurling transform here.

Proposition A.1. For all 1 < p < ∞, 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) →
Lp(C) varies continuously with p.

As in Section 5, we use Cp to denote the norm of T : Lp(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 <∞ and u ∈ Lp(C), in the distributional sense, ∂z(P (u)) =
u, and ∂z(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 <∞, k ≥ 0, and let u, v be C∞
0 (C) functions supported in an open

set U ⊂ C and satisfying (
∂z − µ∂z

)
u = v. (56)

For p such that ||µ||∞Cp < 1, there exists C = C(||µ||Wk,∞(U), k, p) such that

||u||k+1,p ≤ C(||u||k,p + ||v||k,p).

Proof. Let u ∈ C∞
0 (C) and set h = ∂zu, so that by Proposition A.2, u = Ph and ∂zu = Th.

Using both of these identities, Equation (56) becomes the integral equation

v = ∂z(Ph)− k∂z(Ph) = h− µTh. (57)

We claim that for all k ≥ 0

||h||k,p ≤ C(||µ||Wk,∞(U), k, p)||v||k,p,
for ||µ||∞Cp < 1, and we prove the result by induction on k. For k = 0, taking Lp norms on
(57) gives

||h||p ≤ ||v||p + ||µ||∞Cp||h||p,
and hence for ||µ||∞Cp < 1, we can rearrange to find that

||h||p ≤ (1− ||µ||∞Cp)−1||v||p.
For the induction step, let α be any multi-index with |α| = k. Applying ∂α to (57), which
commutes with T, we have

∂αv = ∂αh− µT (∂αh) +Q(µ, h), (58)

where Q is a polynomial in ∂βµ, ∂γ(Th) = T (∂γh), for 0 ≤ |γ| < |α|, 1 ≤ |β| ≤ |α|,
β+γ = α, computed straightforwardly using the product rule. ||Q(µ, h)||p is rather crudely
bounded:

||Q(µ, h)||p ≤
∑

β,γ

||∂βµ||∞Cp||∂γh||p ≤ C(k)||µ||Wk,∞(U)Cp||h||k−1,p.

Then using the induction hypothesis ||h||k−1,p ≤ ||v||k−1,p, together with the trivial bound
|| · ||k−1,p ≤ || · ||k,p, we extrapolate the final bound

||Q(µ, h)||p ≤ C(k)||µ||Wk,∞(U)Cp||v||k,p.
Returning to (58), we deduce

||∂αh||p ≤ ||µ||∞Cp||∂αh||p + (C(k)||µ||Wk,∞(U)Cp + 1)||v||k,p.
Under the assumption ||µ||∞Cp < 1, doing the same rearrangement as in the k = 0 step
returns the desired bound for ||∂αh||p. 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 ∂z relative to disks containing the support of u:

||u||k+1,p ≤ C(||u||k,p + ||h||k,p) ≤ C((||u||k,p + ||v||k,p).

�

Proof of Proposition 5.7. The result follows swiftly from Lemma A.3 and standard approx-
imation arguments, using the density of C∞

0 (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 ||µ||∞Cp < 1. �
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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 CP1 in the standard way.

Theorem A.4 (Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem). Let µ ∈ L∞
1 (C). There exists

a quasiconformal homeomorphism from CP1 → CP1 with Beltrami form µ, unique up to
postcomposing by Möbius transformations.

By the uniqueness condition, given µ ∈ L∞
1 (C), there exists a unique quasiconformal

homeomorphism fµ : C→ C fixing 0 and 1 (this is the restriction of the map from CP1 →
CP1 fixing 0, 1,∞). By Proposition 5.7, if µ ∈ W l,∞

loc (C), then fµ ∈ W l+1,p
loc (C) for p such

that ||µ||∞Cp < 1. Our result on holomorphic dependence is as follows.

Theorem A.5. Let Λ be a complex manifold and

Λ→ L∞
1 (C) ∩W l,∞(C)

t 7→ µ(t),

a family of Beltrami forms with ||µ(t)||∞ ≤ δ for some δ < 1, which varies holomorphically

with respect to the W l,∞-norm. For p such that δCp < 1, the map from Λ → W l+1,p
loc (C)

given by t 7→ fµ(t) is holomorphic.

Above, we interpret W l+1,p
loc (C) as a complex Fréchet space. For l = 0, this is a classical

result of Ahlfors and Bers [AB60, Theorem 11] (a proof is also found in [AIM09, §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 δ of Theorem A.5, and assume that all
Beltrami forms considered here have L∞(C)-norm at most δ, and we work with p such that
δCp < 1. Moving toward the proof, we first explain the proof of the l = 0 case from [AB60].

Lemma A.6 (Lemma 21 in [AB60]). Let µ ∈ L∞
1 (C), a ∈ L∞(C), and for a real or

complex parameter s, let α(s) be a continuously varying family of L∞(C) functions such
that ||α(s)||∞ is uniformly bounded in s, and lims→0 ||α(s)||∞ = 0. We assume that s is
chosen small enough so that µ(s) = µ+ sa+ sα(s) satisfies ||µ(s)||∞ ≤ δ. Then,

lim
s→0

fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ

s

exists in W 1,p
loc (C), does not depend on α and defines an element of W 1,p

loc (C).

As in Ahlfors-Bers, we denote the W 1,p
loc -limit by

θµ,a = lim
s→0

fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ

s
.

After their Lemma 21, the authors show the following. In the lemma below, µ, a, and α(s)
are as above.

Lemma A.7 (Part (iii) of Lemma 22 in [AB60]). Assume we are also given uniformly
bounded sequences (µn)∞n=1 ⊂ L∞

1 (C) and (an)∞n=1 ⊂ L∞(C) such that limn→∞ µn = µ and
limn→∞ an = a in L∞(C). Then,

lim
n→∞

θµn,an = θµ,a

in W 1,p
loc (C).
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With these two results, they prove that fµ depends differentiably on µ, in their chosen
Sobolev spaces.

Theorem A.8 (Theorem 10 in [AB60]). Let t = (t1, . . . , tn) and s = (s1, . . . , sn) be real
or complex parameters, and suppose that we are given a family of Beltrami forms µ(t) such
that for all t in some open set,

µ(t+ s) = µ(t) +

n∑

i=1

ai(t)si + |s|α(t, s),

where a1, . . . , an are uniformly bounded functions in L∞(C) satisfying ai(t+s)−ai(t)→ 0 in
L∞(C) as s→ 0, and α(t, s) is a uniformly bounded family of functions in L∞(C) satisfying
lims→0 ||α(t, s)||∞ = 0 for all t. Then fµ(t+s) admits the development

fµ(t+s) = fµ(t) +

n∑

i=1

θµ(t),ai(t)si + |s|γ(t, s), (59)

where γ(t, s) is a continuously varying family of functions in W 1,p
loc (C), uniformly bounded

in W 1,p
loc (C), and such that, for every t, γ(t, s) tends to 0 in W 1,p

loc (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 fµ(t) in t, which returns

∑n
i=1 θ

µ(t),ai(t), and Lemma A.7

shows that the remainder term in the first order Taylor expansion in W 1,p
loc (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 µ(t) depends holomorphically on complex parameters (t1, . . . , tn), then the

formula (59) shows that, as an element of W 1,p
loc (C), fµ(t) satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann

equations in every t1, . . . , tn, and hence t 7→ fµ(t) is holomorphic in W 1,p
loc (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 µ ∈ L∞

1 (C) and a ∈ L∞(C),

we keep the same definition of θµ,a, which we already know defines an element of W 1,p
loc (C).

Lemma A.9. In the setting of Lemma 21 from [AB60], now assume that µ, a, α(s) ∈
W l,∞(C), that s 7→ α(s) is continuous as a map toW l,∞(C), and that ||α(s)||l,∞ is uniformly
bounded in s, and tends to 0 as s→ 0. Then,

(1) θµ,a ∈ W l+1,p
loc (C),

(2) and

θµ,a = lim
s→0

fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ

s

in W l+1,p
loc (C).

Moreover, given uniformly bounded sequences (µn)∞n=1 ⊂ L∞
1 (C) ∩W l,∞(C) and (an)∞n=1 ⊂

W l,∞(C) such that limn→∞ µn = µ and limn→∞ an = a in W l,∞(C), we have that

lim
n→∞

θµn,an = θµ,a

in W l+1,p
loc (C).

Theorem A.5 follows from Lemma A.9 by the exact same argument as in [AB60]: if µ(t)
depends on a complex parameter t = (t1, . . . , tn), then for small s = (s1, . . . , sn) we can now
write

fµ(t+s) = fµ(t) +

n∑

i=1

θµ(t),ai(t)si + |s|γ(t, s), (60)
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with every term the same function as in Theorem A.8, but also lying in W l+1,p
loc (C), and

with γ(t, s) tending to 0 in W l+1,p
loc (C) as s→ 0 for every t. That is, fµ(t) depends differen-

tiably in t as an element of W l+1,p
loc (C). And, as in [AB60, Theorem 11], if the µ(t)’s vary

holomorphically in W l,∞(C), then by the formula (60), fµ(t) satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann

equations in W l+1,p
loc (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 W 1,p

loc (C), it suffices to prove that

for any fixed ball U , that we have bounds and convergence in W l+1,p(U). Recall that at
the beginning of this subsection we declared p to be close enough to 2 so that δCp < 1, so
in particular we can always apply Proposition 5.7. As well, choosing s small, we can always
assume that fµ+sa+sα(s) is uniformly bounded in W 1+1,p

loc (C), independently of s.
Note that (as is observed in [AB60]),

(∂z − µ∂z)θµ,a = a∂zf
µ. (61)

Thus, since a ∈W l,∞(C) and fµ ∈ W l+1,p
loc (C),

(∂z − µ∂z)θµ,a ∈W l,p
loc(C).

The first assertion of Lemma A.9 then follows routinely: by Proposition 5.7, for any ball V
containing U ,

||θµ,a||W 2,p(U) ≤ C(||µ||l,∞, U, V, 1, p)(||θµ,a||W 1,p(V ) + ||(∂z − µ∂z)θµ,a||W 1,p(V )),

so θµ,a ∈ W 2,p
loc (C). Bootstrapping that estimate as much as we can, we obtain θµ,a ∈

W l+1,p
loc (C).
For the second assertion, setting

χ̂(s) =
fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ

s
,

observe that
(∂z − µ∂z)χ̂(s) = (a+ sα(s))∂zf

µ+sa+sα(s),

which is uniformly bounded in W l,p
loc(C), since for small s the W l,p(U) norm is dominated

by (||a||l,∞ + 1)||f ||W l+1,p(U). Therefore, by Proposition 5.7, since we know by Lemma A.6

that χ̂(s) is uniformly bounded in W 1,p
loc (C), we get by Proposition 5.7 that it is uniformly

bounded in W 2,p
loc (C). Iterating the bootstrap as above, we obtain that χ̂(s) is uniformly

bounded in W l+1,p
loc (C). Moreover the function

χ(s) =
fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ

s
− θµ,a,

which we know tends to 0 in W 1,p
loc (C) as s → 0, is uniformly bounded in W l+1,p

loc (C). We
further compute that

(∂z − µ∂z)χ(s) = (a+ sα(s))∂zf
µ+sa+sα(s) − a∂zfµ,

from which we deduce that (∂z − µ∂z)χ(s) tends to 0 in W l,p
loc(C) as s→ 0, since

||(∂z − µ∂z)χ||W l,p(U) ≤ ||α(s)||l,∞||fµ+sa+sα(s)||W l+1,p(U) + ||a||l,∞(||fµ+sa+sα(s) − fµ||W 1+1,p(U))

= ||α(s)||l,∞||fµ+sa+sα(s)||W l+1,p(U) + ||a||l,∞|s| · ||χ̂||W l+1,p(U),

and both terms above tend to 0 as s → 0. Bootstrapping via Proposition 5.7 again, we
deduce that χ(s) tends to 0 in W 1+1,p

loc (C) as s→ 0, which proves the second assertion.
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Finally, for the “moreover” statement, we compute, using (61), that

(∂z − µ∂z)(θµ,a − θµn,an) = (∂z − µ∂z)θµ,a − (∂z − µn∂z)θµn,an + (µn − µ)∂zθ
µn,an

= a∂zf
µ − an∂zfµn + (µn − µ)∂zθ

µn,an ,

and hence for n large,

||(∂z−µ∂z)(θµ,a−θµn,an)||W l,p(U) ≤ (||a||l,∞+1)||fµ−fµn ||W l,p(U)+||µn−µ||l,∞||θµn,an ||W l+1,p(U).

Since the bounds on ||θµn,an ||W l+1,p(U) depend only on the W l,∞(C) norms of µn and an,
they are uniformly controlled. It follows that

lim
n→∞

||(∂z − µ∂z)(θµ,a − θµn,an)||W l,p(U) = 0.

By yet another bootstrap using Proposition 5.7, we conclude that θµn,an tends to θµ,a in

W l+1,p
loc (C), as desired. �

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, c2) ∈ Cl(S)×Cl(S), let us first assume that c2 is the basepoint with respect to which we
defined C(S), and let’s holomorphically identify the universal cover of (S, c2) with H. Then
c1 is represented by a Beltrami form µ on (S, c2), which we lift to an invariant Beltrami
form on the universal cover, and still denote by µ. One defines the Beltrami form µ̂ by
µ̂ = µ on H, and µ̂ = 0 on H. Applying the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem, we
obtain the quasiconformal map f µ̂, which we view as a homeomorphism of CP1. The maps
f+ and f− from the statement of Theorem 2.7 are defined, for z ∈ H, by f+(z) = f µ̂(z) and
f−(z) = f µ̂(z).

For the general case, we change the basepoint to c2, and then apply the procedure above.
Let’s explain how this works. To make the basepoint explicit, let us now denote by Clc0(S)

the space of W l,∞ complex structures based at a complex structure c0. Let c be some other
complex structure, and fc : (S, c0)→ (S, c) the diffeomorphism relating the two structures.
Given a Beltrami form µ giving rise via the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem to a
complex structure cµ ∈ Clc0(S) with quasiconformal map fµ : (S, c0) → (S, cµ), one can

think of cµ as a complex structure based on (S, c) by taking the Beltrami form µc ∈ Clc(S) of
(fµ◦f−1

c ). We use notation like fc and fµ (maps between surfaces) to distinguish from fµ (a

self-mapping of CP1). Going back to Bers’ Theorem, one starts with (c1, c2) ∈ Cl(S)×Cl(S),
changes the basepoint to c2 in order to turn the data of (c1, c2) into that of a Beltrami form
on (S, c2), and then follows the procedure above.

In all of this discussion, one needs to keep track of the regularity. Given c ∈ Clc0(S), fc is

in W l+1,p(C), for p slightly larger than 2. If µ is any Beltrami form as above with map fµ,
by the formula for the Beltrami form of a composition (see [IT92, Proposition 4.13]), the
Beltrami form of the map fµ ◦f−1

c is W l,∞. Moreover, the maps produced by Bers’ Theorem
are W l+1,p, for p > 2 depending on c and µ.

Lemma A.10. The change of basepoint map Clc0(S) → Clc(S), described on the level of
Beltrami forms by µ 7→ µc, is holomorphic.

Recall from classical Teichmüller theory that, in the notation above, fc is constructed by
taking the Beltrami form µ0 on (S, c0) representing c, identifying the universal cover with H

and lifting µ0 there, and extending µ0 by reflection across H to obtain a new Beltrami form
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µ∗
0. One applies the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem to obtain the solution to the

Beltrami equation fµ∗
0 , which then conjugates the Fuchsian group uniformizing (S, c0) to

the Fuchsian group uniformizing (S, c). Taking the quotients, we obtain the quasiconformal
map fc : (S, c0)→ (S, c).

Proof. Let U be a fundamental domain in H for the action of the Fuchsian group uniformiz-
ing (S, c0). The W l,∞ norm of an element in Clc0(S) can be computed by lifting to the

universal cover and computing the W l,∞ norm in U .
For any holomorphic variation λ 7→ µλ, let fλ be the lift of fµλ

to H. By Theorem A.5,

λ 7→ fλ defines a holomorphic map into W l+1,p
loc (C), for p > 2 sufficiently close to 2. It is

readily checked that λ 7→ fλ ◦ f−1
c is holomorphic as well, and moreover that the map to

Clc(S) is holomorphic, since taking the Beltrami form of a W l+1,p
loc (C) quasiconformal map is

a holomorphic operation. �

Proof of Proposition 2.9. By Hartogs’ theorem on separate analyticity, it suffices to verify
holomorphicity on variations of the form λ 7→ (cλ1 , c2) and λ 7→ (c1, c2

λ). Since the argument
will be symmetric, we’ll just carry out the first verification. Given a variation λ 7→ (cλ1 , c2),
we change the basepoint of our space of complex structures to be c2, so that our variation
is equivalent to a holomorphic variation of Beltrami forms λ 7→ µλ for c2. 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 µ̃λ, and take the quasi-
conformal maps f µ̃λ . As in the proof of Lemam A.10, if U is a fundamental domain in H

for the action of the Fuchsian group uniformizing (S, c2), the claim reduces to showing that
λ 7→ (f µ̃λ)∗ 〈·, ·〉

G
is holomorphic as a map to W l,2(U), where we recall that 〈·, ·〉

G
is the

holomorphic Riemannian metric on G.
Toward this, by Theorem A.5, for p > 2 such that ||µλ||∞Cp < 1, the variation λ 7→

f µ̃λ ∈ W l+1,p(U) is holomorphic. Since U is relatively compact, W l+1,p(U) embeds into
W l+1,2(U) linearly and continuously, thus holomorphically. Finally, by the formula (5), the
pullback map from W l+1,2(U) to W l,2(U) taking f 7→ f∗ 〈·, ·〉

G
is holomorphic, and the

result follows. �
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