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Abstract

The Hitchin component of the character variety of representations of a surface
group m1(.S) into PSLy(R) for some d > 3 can be equipped with a pressure metric
whose restriction to the Fuchsian locus equals the Weil-Petersson metric up to a
constant factor. We show that if the genus of S is at least 3, then the Fuchsian
locus contains quasi-convex subsets of infinite diameter for the Weil-Petersson metric
whose diameter for the path metric of the pressure metric is finite. This is established
through showing that biinfinite paths of bending deformations have controlled
bounded length. To this end we give a geometric interpretation of Fock—Goncharov
positivity and show that bending deformations of Fuchsian representations stabilize

a uniform Finsler quasi-convex disk in the symmetric space PSL4(R)/PSO(d).
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Introduction

The Teichmiiller space T (S) of a closed oriented surface S of genus g > 2 is the space of
marked hyperbolic structures on S. Equivalently, it can be described as a distinguished
component of the space of conjugacy classes of homomorphisms 71 (S) — PSLa(R), with
target the group PSLy(R) of orientation preserving isometries of the hyperbolic plane. It
was discovered by Hitchin that an analog of the Teichmiiller space also exists for conjugacy
classes of representations of 71(.S) into simple split real Lie groups of higher rank.



The so-called Hitchin component Hit(S) for the target group PSL4(R) (d > 3) is the
component of the character variety containing conjugacy classes of discrete representations
which factor through an irreducible embedding PSLa(R) — PSL4(R). Hitchin [Hit92]
showed that the Hitchin component is homeomorphic to R™ for some explicit m > 0,
and later Labourie [Lab06] and Fock—Goncharov [FGO06] independently proved that all
representations in the Hitchin component are faithful with discrete image.

In [BCLS15], a Mod(S)-invariant metric on Hit(S) was introduced, the so-called
pressure metric (see also [BCLS18; BCS17]). Fix a positive linear functional o on the
convex cone of vectors © = (x1,...,24) with 1 > -+ > x4 and 1 + --- + 24 = 0, for
instance ag(x) = 1 — x4. The starting point is that o determines a conjugacy invariant
translation length function on PSL4(R) by applying this functional to the logarithm of
the absolute values of the eigenvalues. Hence this yields a length function for the images
of 71(S) under a representation in the Hitchin component.

Now let us assume that, after choosing a hyperbolic metric on S, this function can be
represented by integration of a Holder continuous positive function over periodic orbits
for the geodesic flow ®' on the unit tangent bundle T'S of S. Then one can associate
to such a representation the equilibrium state of a positive multiple of the function,
chosen to be of vanishing pressure. Using that the pressure is a strictly convex functional,
this construction gives rise to a positive semi-definite symmetric bilinear form on the
tangent space of the Hitchin component (see (12)). Although this symmetric bilinear
form may not be positive definite everywhere, it nevertheless defines a length metric on
the component [Sam24].

Using results of [Sam14; BCLS15], we verify in Section 2 that this assumption of
representability by Holder potentials always holds, so that we can talk about the induced
pressure metric on Hit(S). Related statements are contained in [BPS19]. Note that
while the pressure metric is defined for any Hitchin component, there are several other
interesting constructions of Riemannian metrics on the Hitchin component for PSL3(R),
see [DGI6; Lil6; KZ17]. It seems unknown whether these metrics coincide with one of
the pressure metrics.

As there are many natural choices for the positive linear functional cg on the Weyl
cone, there are many natural length functions on the Hitchin component, and hence many
natural pressure metrics. The restriction to the Fuchsian locus of each of these metrics is
a multiple of the Weil-Petersson metric on the Teichmiiller space [Bon88| (relying in an
essential way on the article [Wol86], see also Corollary 1.6 of [BCLS15] and [McMOg| for
an explicit statement).

The linear functional oy we shall use for the pressure metric determines a PSL;(R)-
invariant Finsler metric § on the symmetric space X = PSL;(R)/PSO4(R), see e.g.
Section 5.1 of [KL.18], called a nice Finsler metric in the sequel. An example of «ag
determining a nice Finsler metric, that the reader may keep in mind thoughout this
article, is ap(x) = 21 — x4. The metric § depends on «ap, but its geodesics do not by
Lemma 5.10 of [KL18| (see Proposition 4.11).

Infinitesimal properties of the pressure metric at the Fuchsian locus were studied
in [LW15], and also in [Dai23| in the case d = 3. The large scale geometry of the



Weil-Petersson metric on Teichmiiller space is quite well understood. In particular, this
metric is incomplete [Wol86], and its metric completion 7(S), sometimes called augmented
Teichmiiller space, is a CAT(0) stratified space whose strata are Teichmiiller spaces of
marked finite area hyperbolic metrics on surfaces obtained from S by replacing some
essential simple closed curves by nodes.

For d = 3, Loftin [Lof04] defined an augmented Hitchin space (see also [LZ21]).
However, it turns out that unlike in the case of Teichmiiller space, this construction is
not well related to geometric properties of the pressure metric. A first instance of this
possibility arose in the study of large scale properties of pressure metrics for other kinds of
moduli spaces: for instance, for hyperbolic structures with boundary [Xul7], for marked
metric graphs [ACR22|, and for quasi-Fuchsian representations [FHJZ24|. The following
result gives an illustration of this fact in the context of Hitchin representations.

Theorem A. Suppose S has genus at least 3 and consider a pressure metric coming
from a nice Finsler metric on the symmetric space PSL(3,R)/PSO(3). Let Hit5"#(S) be
Loftin’s augmented Hitchin space and Hit3(S) the Pressure metric completion.

Then there exist paths (x¢)e>0, (yt)e>0 C Hits(S) converging to two distinct points
z,y € Hit3"8(S), but converging to the same point of Hits(S).

Theorem A is obtained as an application of a large scale geometric study of the path
metric for all Hitchin components. To formulate our first main result, consider an essential
subsurface Sy of S whose connected boundary 9.5 is an essential simple closed curve.
Choose a hyperbolic metric X on S and a marked point on the geodesic representing 0.Sp.
Let £ > 0 be the length of 05 for the metric X, and let 7 (Sp,¢) be the Teichmiiller space
of marked hyperbolic metrics on Sy with geodesic boundary of fixed length ¢ > 0 and one
marked point on 9Sy. The choice of X determines an embedding 7 (So,¢) — T(S) by
associating to a point Xy € T (Sp, ) the metric on S obtained by gluing Xy to X|s_g,
identifying marked points.

It is known that this embedding is quasi-isometric for the Weil-Petersson metric on
T (So,¢) and T(S). Although there does not seem to be an explicit statement available
in the literature, this is a fairly easy consequence of the fact that augmented Teichmiiller
space contains the product of the Teichmiiller spaces T (Sp), T(S — Sp) of the surfaces
S0, S — Sp, with the boundary replaced by cusps, as convex subspaces. FEach factor in
this product is of infinite diameter, and the image of the embedding of 7 (Sp,¢) contains
T(So) x {pt} in a uniformly bounded neighborhood [Yam04]. In particular, the image
of the embedding 7 (Sp,¢) — 7 (S) has infinite diameter for the Weil-Petersson metric
on T(S).

The mapping class group Mod(S) acts on the Hitchin component by precomposition
of marking. As this action is isometric for the pressure metric, it extends to an action on
the metric completion of Hit(S). For any essential subsurface Sy of S, the mapping class
group Mod(Sp) of Sp is a subgroup of Mod(S). We show

Theorem B. Let g > 3 and let Sy C S be any essential connected subsurface of genus
go < g — 2 with connected boundary.



1. The image of an embedding T (So,?) — T (S) has finite diameter for the pressure
metric.

2. The action of the subgroup Mod(Sp) of Mod(S) on the metric completion of Hit(S)
with respect to the pressure metric has a global fixed point.

As in the case of Teichmiiller space, metric completions and partial compactifications
of Hit(S) can be studied through embeddings into the space PC(S) of projective geodesic
currents on S. Namely, the length function f, on T 1S defined by a representation
p € Hit(S) determines the projective geodesic current O(p) defined by the equilibrium
state of a multiple of f,. In this way one obtains a continuous mapping © of Hit(.5)
into the space of projective geodesic currents on S. Its restriction to the Fuchsian locus
coincides with the standard embedding of Teichmiiller space [Bon88| which associates to
a hyperbolic metric its projective Liouville current.

Since S is compact, the space of projective geodesic currents on S, equipped with
the weak*-topology, is a compact space. To establish Theorems A and B, we shall make
use the following result, interesting in its own right, on the behavior of © along the
degenerating sequences of Hitchin representations obtained by bending a fixed Fuchsian
representation.

Note that by Corollary 1.4 of [PS17], for each nice Finsler metric on X the entropy of
a Hitchin representation is defined and is maximized only on the Fuchsian locus.

Theorem C. Let Sy C S be a proper connected essential subsurface such that no
component of S1 = S — Sy is a pair of pants, and let h be any hyperbolic metric on
So so that the boundary of Sy is geodesic. Then there exists a sequence p; of Hitchin
representations with the following properties.

1. The projective currents ©(p;) converge weakly to the projective current of mazximal
entropy for the geodesic flow on (Sp, h).

2. The entropies of the representations p; converge to the entropy of the geodesic flow

on (So, h).

3. For a suitable choice of basepoint, the quotient manifolds p;(mw1(S))\X converge in
the pointed Gromov Hausdorff topology to the Fuchsian manifold defined by the
bordered hyperbolic surface (So, h).

See Theorem 9.14 for the first two points, and the end of Section 6 for the third
property.

There exists a natural embedding of the Teichmiiller space T (Sp, ¢) into the space
of geodesic currents for Sy, and the pressure metric on this space of currents is defined.
Theorem C implies that the metric completion of the Hitchin component contains a
subspace which is naturally isometric to T (Sp,¥) equipped with the pressure metric
(which does not coincide with the Weil-Petersson metric, see [Xul7]). It then also
contains a subspace which is isometric to the space of marked metric graphs equipped



with the Weil-Petersson metric [Xul7], as this space is contained in the metric completion
of T(So,¢) equipped with the pressure metric.

By work of Bonahon (Corollary 16 of [Bon88|), the restriction of the map O to T (S)
is an embedding into the space of projective geodesic currents PC(S), and the boundary
of the resulting compactification O(7(S)) — O(T(S)) is precisely the space PML(S) of
projective measured geodesic laminations, that is, currents with vanishing self-intersection.
Theorem C implies that O(Hit(S)) — O(Hit(S)) is bigger than PML(S), since the
projective current of maximal entropy for Sy is not a measured geodesic lamination.
Section 1.3 of [BIPP21] contains related results. That the map © is an embedding
for some choices of length functions, different from ours, is due to Bridgeman, Canary,
Labourie and Sambarino (Theorem 1.2 of [BCLS18]).

Question 1. Forn >3, is ©(Hit(S)) dense in the space of projective geodesic currents?

As the map which associates to a Holder continuous positive length function f on TS
the entropy of the normalized Gibbs current of f is continuous we obtain the following

Corollary D. For any number a € [0,1) there exists a sequence of degenerating Hitchin
representations whose entropy converges to a.

The case a = 0 is due to Zhang [Zhal5| and was reworked in [SWZ20], using mainly
algebraic methods. Our proof is entirely geometric. For d = 3 and in the context of real
projective structures on surfaces, Corollary D is independently due to Nie [Niel5|. In
this context, the article [FK16] also contains related results, embarking from the same
deformations we use, but with a different geometric interpretation.

Theorems A, B and C rest on a geometric understanding of specific paths in Hit(S)
which is of independent interest. These paths are so-called grafting deformations, also
called bending deformations or bulging deformations. They are defined as follows.

For d > 2, the (unique up to conjugation) d-dimensional irreducible representation
of PSLy(R) defines an embedding PSLy(R) — PSL4(R) whose image stabilizes a totally
geodesic subspace H? C X = PSLy(R)/PSO(d) where X is equipped with the symmetric
metric. Up to scaling, H?2 is isometric to the hyperbolic plane. Its tangent bundle TH?
consists of regular tangent vectors in TX. In particular, for d > 3, every geodesic line
v C H?2 is contained in a unique maximal flat F' of dimension d — 1. This flat intersects
H2 orthogonally along ~.

Let now I' be the fundamental group of a closed oriented surface S of genus at
least 2. Let v € T" be defined by a simple closed curve on S. This curve defines a one
edge graph of groups decomposition I' = I'1 x¢ I's where C is the infinite cyclic group
generated by v (we also allow HNN-extensions here). Let p be a discrete and faithful
representation of I' into PSLa(R) C PSL4(R). Let a € PSL4(R) be an element in the
centralizer of p(C') but not contained in p(C'). Partial conjugation of p by « then defines
a new representation, obtained from the Fuchsian representation p by Hitchin grafting
at v with o. More precisely, this new representation coincides with p on I'y, but maps
any 3 € I'y to ap(B)a~!. More generally, if t — a(t) is a one-parameter subgroup of the
centralizer of C' then we obtain in this fashion a path in Hit(.S) which we call a Hitchin
grafting path. We show



Theorem E. Hitchin grafting paths have finite length for the pressure metric.

Theorem 10.1 contains a more precise version of this result.

Hitchin grafting paths are also well defined if the grafting is performed at a simple
geodesic multicurve with more than one component and if the starting representation is
not contained in the Fuchsian locus. It seems likely that our argument can be extended
to show finite pressure length for such paths as well, however we do not carry out such an
extension. In view of the work [BD17]|, it may be possible to extend this analysis to an
even large class of naturally defined paths in Hit(.S). This raises the following

Question 2. Is the diameter of Hit(S) with respect to the pressure metric finite?

The answer to this question is yes in a different context, namely for the pressure
metric on quasi-Fuchsian space [FHJZ24|. Note that any two points in Hit(S) can be
connected by finitely many grafting paths [AZ23], however not starting from points in the
Fuchsian locus, and it is unclear whether the number of such paths needed has a uniform
upper bound.

The mechanism behind the proof of Theorem E relies on and expands a novel geometric
approach towards Anosov representations introduced by Kapovich, Leeb and Porti [KLP17;
KL18; KLP18]. By [Lab06; FGO06], all Hitchin representations belong to the larger class of
Anosov representations introduced by Labourie, which can be thought of as higher rank
analogs of the familiar convex cocompact representations in hyperbolic space. The latter
are characterized by acting properly and cocompactly on a convex subset of hyperbolic
space.

In higher rank, the naive generalisation of this requirement does not lead to interesting
examples, in the sense that if a discrete subgroup of PSL4(R) acts cocompactly on a subset
of the symmetric space X which is convex for the Riemannian metric, then this group
is in fact a uniform lattice, see [K1.97; Qui05]. This lead to the development of Anosov
representations, which aims at capturing the dynamical properties of convex cocompact
representations in rank one. Later several other characterisations of the Anosov property
were found, some of them with a more geometric flavor closer to the idea of convex
cocompactness, see [Kas24] for a general survey. There are however several inequivalent
notions of Anosov representations. Hitchin representations are Anosov representations in
the strongest sense.

One of the ideas of Kapovich, Leeb and Porti is to work directly in the symmetric
space, but equipped with one of the nice invariant Finsler metrics we mentioned previously
(see (3)) instead of with the symmetric Riemannian metric. Another idea is to coarsify the
requirement of convexity as follows. For a number R > 0, call a subset A of a symmetric
space X roughly Finsler R-convez if any two points in A can be connected by at least
one Finsler geodesic at distance at most R to A. As nice Finsler metrics have the same
geodesics, see Proposition 4.11), this notion does not depend on the choice of nice Finsler
metrics. Proposition 12.2 of [KL18] shows that for any Anosov representation, there
exists R such that the image of the representation acts cocompactly on a roughly Finsler
R-convex subset of the symmetric space (they use the terminology “quasiconvex”).



The following statement, which is contained in Theorem 6.1, strengthens the previous
result in the case of Hitchin grafting representations, by making the constant R uniform
across large families of representations.

Theorem F. For every o > 0 there exists R = R(o) > 0 with the following property. Let
p € Hit(S) be a Hitchin representation, obtained by any Hitchin grafting of a Fuchsian
representation at a simple geodesic multicurve all of whose components have length at
most o. Then p(m1(S)) acts properly and cocompactly on a roughly Finsler R-convex
piecewise totally geodesic disk in X.

The uniform control over the constant R is crucial in the present article, and it is
based on a different mechanism. Namely, as the representation varies, the diameters of
the quotients of the roughly Finsler convex invariant disks are unbounded in general.

A natural question arises from our result:

Question 3. Does there exists R > 0 such that any Hitchin representation acts cocompactly
on some roughly Finsler R-convexr subset of the symmetric space?

We expect the answer to this question to be no.

The result in [KL18] on rough Finsler convexity of an orbit of an Anosov group relies
on a version of a Morse lemma for Anosov representations in higher rank symmetric
spaces (Theorem 1.3 of [KLP18]). The proof of Theorem I is independent of the results
in [KLP18|, but also embarks from a (different) Morse-type lemma for Finsler metrics. In
the formulation of this result, d® denotes the distance function of a nice Finsler metric
on X.

Theorem G. For every C > 0 there exists a number C' > 0 with the following property.
Let ¢ : [a,b] — (X,d%) be a map such that

dS(c(s), e(w)) + d¥(c(u), c(t)) < d¥(c(s), 5(t) + C

for all s < wu <t. Then there exists a Finsler geodesic connecting c(s) to c(t) at Hausdorff
distance at most C' to c.

This result allows to make a link between the notion of convex cocompactness in the
real projective space from [DGK17] and the existence of a roughly Finsler convex subset
on which the action is cocompact: Consider a subgroup I' C PSLy(R) that preserves a
properly convex open subset  C RP?! on which it acts naively convex cocompactly, in
the sense that it acts cocompactly on a convex subset of €2 (see Definition 1.9 of [DGK17]).
Then I' acts cocompactly on a roughly Finsler convex subset of the symmetric space X, see
Proposition 4.13. In particular, there exists Gromov-hyperbolic groups acting cocompactly
on a roughly Finsler convex subset of X which are not Anosov. This shows that the
extra condition of uniform regularity in Kapovich—Leeb’s characterisation Proposition
12.2 of [KL18] is necessary.



Organization of the article and structure of the proof The article has three parts.
The first part, consisting of Section 1 and Section 2, is introductory, and its results can
mostly be found in the literature, although not always in the form we need. Section 1
contains the information on Lie groups and symmetric spaces we are going to use. In
particular, we introduce the class of nice invariant Finsler metrics on the symmetric
space X. Section 2 turns to the dynamical aspect of this work. We establish that the
nice Finsler metrics defined in Section 1 indeed define a pressure metric for the Hitchin
component.

In a second part, Section 3 to 6, we focus on the geometry of Hitchin representations.
Section 3 introduces abstract grafting and Hitchin grafting representations. To a Hitchin
grafting representation p we associate an abstract grafted surface S, and a path isometric
embedding @, : S, = p(71(S5))\X. We then introduce a particular class of paths on the
grafted surface S, which are piecewise geodesics and are called admissible. Their images
under the map @, are piecewise geodesics in the locally symmetric manifold p(m(5))\X.

The preimages of admissible paths in X play a crucial role for our goal. In Section 6
we show that admissible paths are uniform quasi-geodesics in X, equipped with the
Finsler distance function d¥, with precise quantitative control. The proof of this result
uses Fock—Goncharov positivity in an essential way. This then leads to the proof of
Theorem 6.1, which is a vast and more precise extension of Theorem F'. It uses Theorem G
as an essential tool, which is proved in Section 4.

A first and fairly easy application of Theorem 6.1 is contained in Section 7. We show
that there are sequences of representations in the Hitchin component whose normalized
intersection with any Fuchsian representation tend to infinity. Here the normalized
intersection number is the entropy normalized intersection number in the space of currents.

The third part of the article turns to the pressure metric. In Section 8 we use the
geometric information established in Section 6 and Ehresmann connections to give precise
norm bounds for first and second derivative of the Finsler length of a conjugacy class in
71(S) under two specific classes of paths in Hit(S).

Sections 9 and Sections 10 contain the main dynamical results of this article. We use
the geometric information on Hitchin grafting representations obtained in the previous
sections to analyze the geodesic currents defined by such representations. This leads
to the proof of Theorem C and Theorem E. The proof of Theorem B is contained in
Section 11.

The appendix collects information on the entropy of the geodesic flow on compact
hyperbolic surfaces with boundary which we were unable to find in the literature in the
form we need.
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1 Lie groups and symmetric spaces

This section collects some basic facts on Lie groups and symmetric spaces and introduces
conventions and notations used lated on.

Consider the simple Lie group G = PSL4(R) and a representation 7 : PSLy(R) — G,
that is, a locally injective Lie group homomorphism. Many (but not all) of our results
work for other semisimple Lie groups, and their proofs are easier to write using the
abstract language of semisimple Lie groups, which we recall below.

Recall that the Lie algebra s[(2,R) of PSLa(R) is the Lie algebra of trace free real
(2,2)-matrices. Denote by g = TiqG the Lie algebra of G, by a C g a Cartan subalgebra
(maximal abelian subalgebra when G is split) that contains d7(§ % ) and by a* C a
an open Weyl cone whose closure a™ contains dr(§ %) (the definition of Weyl cone is
recalled later in this section).

We require the representation 7 to be regular, that is, dT((l) _01) belongs to the interior
a’ of the Weyl chamber, or equivalently, there is a unique Cartan subspace a containing
dT(é _01). If G is real split, then such a representation exists and is unique up to
conjugation.

Maximal compact subgroup and symmetric space

Let K C G be a maximal compact subgroup which contains 7(PSO(2)) and whose
Lie algebra ¢ is orthogonal (for the Killing form) to a.

The symmetric space of G is X = G/K with basepoint x = [id] = K € G/K . Denote
by mx: G — X the projection. The space X is endowed with a nonpositively curved
G-invariant Riemannian metric whose induced norm is denoted by ||- ||, and whose distance
function is denoted by dx. The metric is normalised so that ||dr(§ % )| = 2.

Maximal Flats

The subspace exp(a) - x is a totally geodesic embedded Euclidean subspace of X of
maximal dimension. This flat will often be identified with the abelian subgroup A = exp(a)
which acts simply transitively on it. Each maximal Euclidean subspace of X can be
represented as g - A for some g € GG. These maximal Euclidean subspaces are called
mazimal flats.

Root systems
Let R C a* be the set of restricted roots of GG, that is, the set of non-zero linear
one-forms « on a such that

0o :={X €g|[a,X]=ala)X Va €a} #0.

Recall that G being split means that
0=08 €D ga-
aER

The kernels of the restricted roots are the walls of a, and the open Weyl cones are the
connected components of the complements of the walls. By our regularity assumption
on 7 there is a unique open Weyl cone containing dT((l) 9 )

10



Let RT := {a € R:a(dr(§ ")) > 0} be the set of positive roots, and R~ = —R™
the set of negative roots. Let A C R™ be the set of simple roots (the positive roots that
are not sums of several other positive roots).

Minimal parabolic subgroups and flag variety

The normalizer P := Ng(,cr+ 8a) C G for the adjoint representation is a minimal
parabolic subgroup. Its Lie algebra is p := a © @, cr+ 8o The opposite parabolic
subgroup is P~ := Ng(@P cr- 9a)-

The flag variety F := G/P is compact. In fact, K acts transitively on it, with finite
point stabilizer.

A notable subgroup of P is U = exp (®aeR+ ga). The dynamics coming from the
geometry of the symmetric space and other homogeneous spaces of G has some contraction
properties that are recorded in the following algebraic fact: for any u = exp(}_ cr+ Xa)
in U, for any sequence (a,), C a® that diverges from the walls (i.e. a(a,) — +oc for
any a € R4 ), we have

exp(—ap) - u - exp(a,) = exp Z el x | —id. (1)
aER4+

If (an)n does not diverge from all the walls but only some of them, then there is still a
more complicated weaker contraction property.

Maps induced by 7

Let T' C PSLa(R) be the subgroup of upper triangular matrices. The ideal bound-
ary OsxH? = PSLy(R)/T of the hyperbolic plane H? = PSLy(R)/PSO(2) is natu-
rally homeomorphic to the circle R U {oc} under the map t — [(§1)-(19)] and
oo — [id] =T € PSLo(R)/T.

One can check that 7(7") C P and that 7 induces an embedding

O : O H? < F = G/P.

Transversality in the flag variety

Two flags £,n € F are said to be transverse if there exists g € G such that g§ = 97(0)
and gn = 07(00); in this case we write & h 1. The set of transverse pairs of flags is an
open dense subset of F2.

The set of flags transverse to 07(0) is

AT(0)" := P~ - 9r(c0) = exp @ ga | - O7(00). (2)

aER™

Similarly, for any flag & denote by &M the set of flags transverse to &. It is an open dense
subset of F. Note that by our convention, P~ equals the stabilizer of 07(0) in F.

Any two transverse flags are contained in the boundary of a unique maximal flat. The
maximal flat asymptotic to the transverse flags 97(0) and 97(c0) equals A - x C X.
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More generally, the flat between (that is, asymptotic to) any two transverse flags

(&,m) = g(97(0),07(0)) is

F(&,n) =gA-x=gACX

Jordan and Cartan projections, and loxodromic elements

For any g € G, the Cartan projection is the unique element x(g) € a™ such that g €
K exp(k(g))K. Putting AT = exp(aT), it is characterized by the fact that exp(x(g))x is
the unique intersection point of A™x with the K-orbit of gx. Note that d(x, gx) = ||x(g)||
(here d is the distance of the symmetric metric on X).

Similarly, the G-orbit of any vector v € TX intersects at C p in precisely one point
k(v) which is called the Cartan projection of v.

For the Jordan projection A(g) € at we choose the following unnatural but convenient
definition (see Remark 5.31 of [BQ16])

R S
Mg) = lim —r(g").

The element g € G is called lozodromic if A(g) is contained in the interior a* of a¥,
which is equivalent to saying that g has an attracting/repelling fixed pair of transverse
flags (g7, g"). Then g acts as a translation on the flat F(g~, g").

That the representation 7 is regular means that the image 7(g) of any loxodromic

g € PSLy(R) is loxodromic in G.

Weyl Chambers and special directions

Since the symmetric space X is nonpositively curved, it admits a visual boundary OxoX,
which is naturally identified with the set of unit speed infinite geodesic rays starting at
the basepoint x.

By the normalization of the metric on X, the representation 7 induces an isometric
embedding H? < X. The isometric embeddings A4 — X, H? — X extend to embeddings
of the visual boundaries Jso A — 050X, JooH? — OnoX.

For any g € G, we identify £ = g07(c0) € F with a compact subset of the visual
boundary 0-X, called a (closed) Weyl Chamber:

£ =g0,AT =g- {tlim exp(tv)x : v € at} C gOsA C OxoX.

It is the boundary at infinity of the Weyl Cone gA™" based at gx. The facets of £ =
gOT(00) € F are the subsets of the form

g Oso (A*ﬂ ﬂ kera) C &,
a€esS

where S is a subset of A; they are boundaries at infinity of facets of the Weyl Cone gA™.
Every G-orbit in 0, X intersects exactly once every Weyl Chamber. In particular, to
every Weyl Chamber ¢ € F and every point p in the standard Weyl Chamber 07(o0) one
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can associate a point of &, which is the intersection point of £ with G - p. The embedding
OscH? — 05X determines a special point of d7(c0). Its orbit under G determines a
special point in every Weyl Chamber.

The Weyl group

Let us recall the definition of the Weyl group, denoted by Weyl. It is the intersection
of the maximal compact subgroup K of G with the stabilizer of a, in restriction to a
(so quotiented out by the fixator of a in G). It can also be described as the group of
orthogonal transformations of a generated by the reflections along the walls (ker ) e a+
of the closed Weyl Chamber at. The Weyl group is finite, and any Weyl-orbit in a
intersects at exactly once.

A Finsler metric coming from a linear functional on «a

Notation 1. We fiz a linear functional ag on a which is positive on at and such that
ao(gv) < ap(v) for all v € at and g € Weyl.

We assume that ag is symmetric in the sense that if g is the transformation in the
Weyl group that maps a*t to its opposite —a™ then ap(gv) = —ag(v) for any v € a.

Let us denote by af the vector in a such that ap(v) = (v, o) for any v € a, where (-, )
is the inner product on a defined by the Riemannian metric on X. Then the assumption
above on ayp is equivalent to asking that ofy € at. We also denote by oy € Osca™t the point
at infinity to which the ray spanned by of limits.

Let £ C g be the Lie algebra of the maximal compact subgroup K of G. The orthogonal
complement p of € with respect to the Killing form is naturally isomorphic to T4 X, and it
contains a. For any vector v € TX we set

3(v) = ao(k(v)) 3)
where as before, k(v) is the Cartan projection of v.
Proposition 1.1 (Lemmas 5.9-10 of [KL18]). The following hold.
1. § defines a G-invariant Finsler metric on X.
2. The unparameterized Riemannian geodesics of X are also geodesics for §.

3. The translation length for § of any element g € G acting on X is given by £5(g) =
ap(A(g)) where X(g) € a™ is the Jordan projection.

In the sequel we always normalize the functional «q in such a way that the embedding
H? — X which is isometric for the symmetric metric also is isometric for the Finsler
metric §.

Busemann functions

The Busemann functions, or horofunctions, are generalisations of distance functions
on X: they record relative distances to a point at infinity. Geometrically, their level sets,
called horospheres, are limits of spheres whose center go to infinity. Since there are several
kinds of metrics on X, there are also several kinds of horofunctions.
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Because of the contraction property of the subgroup U C G explained in (1), horo-
spheres centered at a point p in the interior of the Weyl chamber d7(oc0) will always be
U-invariant, since for any u € U, for any (x,), converging to p we have d(zy, uz,) — 0
for any G-invariant metric d. In fact every sphere of X (for any metric) is foliated by
orbits of the stabilizer of the center, and U-orbits can be described as limits of these
leaves when the center tends to a point in the interior of 97 (c0).

The leaves foliating the spheres centered at a given point can be parameterized by
vectors of a®, which one may think of as vector-valued distances. Namely, the G-orbit of
any pair (z,y) € X? intersects {x} x AT exactly once, and the intersection is denoted
(x,exp(k(x,y))), where k(x,y) € at is thought of as a vector-valued distance from z to y.
The orbits of the stabilizer of x are the level sets of k(z,-). The Riemannian distance
from x to y can be expressed as ||x(z,y)||, and the Finsler distance as defined in (3) can
be expressed as

dS(z,y) = ao(k(z,y)). (4)

Using the U-orbits one can define a vector-valued Busemann function centered at
071(00): for any = € X the U-orbit U - x intersects the standard flat A C X in exactly
one point, and taking the logarithm we get a vector bgT(oo) (x,z) € a, that records the
relative distance from z to 97(oc0) compared to the basepoint x. One can check using the
contraction property of U that if (y,), C A1 converge to a point in the interior of the
Weyl Chamber 07(oc0) then the Stab(y,)-orbits converge to level sets of b3 (o) (x,-).

Using the action of K, one can extend these vector-valued Busemann functions to
other Weyl chamber than 07(c0). For any Weyl Chamber ¢ = kd7(c0) € F = G/P,
the vector-valued Busemann function or horofunction centered at £ between x and z is
bi(x,z) = b5 (00) (x,k~'z), and more generally for x,y € X we have:

V() = ~B(x, ) + B(x,9) = i (20, @) — Alzn,0) € 0,

where (z,), C X is any sequence converging to a point of the visual boundary in the
interior of £. One way to check the above formula is to find k,, € K such that k,z, € AT,
use that k(zy,z) = k(kpzn, knx), and extract to make k, converge to some k € K.

A horosphere in X based at a point in the visual boundary d,,A of A = A - x equals
the U-obit of a horosphere in A. Given a sequence (z,), in A going to a point p in
the visual boundary of A, in the interior of the Weyl chamber O, AT, the sequence of
Riemannian spheres in A which are centered at z, and pass through the origin 0 converges
to the hyperplane in A containing 0 and perpendicular to the ray from 0 to p. One can
check that on the other hand, the sequence of Finsler spheres, that is, the level sets of d¥,
converges to the kernel of ag, which does not depend on p and which, in the notation 1,
is the hyperplane perpendicular to of) € 9 A™.

In general the Busemann function by (z,y) associated to the Riemannian metric on X
and centered at a point p in the interior of some Weyl chamber £ C 9, X is the limit
limy, o0 d(z, 2,) — d(y, z,) Where 2z, — p. If ¢ is the intersection point of 97(o0) with the
G-orbit of p then we have by(z,y) = <bg(x, y),v) where v € a is the unit vector pointing
at ¢ and (-, -) is the inner product on a.
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The Busemann function associated to our choice of Finsler metric is given by
b3 (z.y) = ao(b(z.y)) = lim d¥(z,2,) — d(y, z0) € R (5)

Here the last equality in the identity (5) is valid since § is defined by a linear functional
on at. Moreover, for any loxodromic element g € G with attracting fixed point £ € F,
the translation length of g acting on X endowed with the Finsler metric d5 equals the
quantity |bg(x, gz)|.

Note that using Notation 1 we have the following link between the Finsler and
Riemannian Busemann functions: if p € 0,,X is the intersection point of £ € F with the
G-orbit of the point in £ C 95X corresponding to ofy € a™ then

bi(x,y) = (bi(x,y), af) = by(z,y), (6)

in other words Finsler horospheres are Riemannian horospheres.

When z,, converges to a point of the visual boundary which is not regular, that is,
not in the interior of a Weyl Chamber, then the Riemannian Busemann functions are
still well defined, the limit lim,_,~ d(x, 2,,) — d(y, 2p,) still exists. For the Finsler metric
the situation is more complicated: up to passing to a subsequence of (zy),, the limit
limy, 00 dS (2, 2,) — dS(y, 2,) is still well defined for all z,y € X (we say that z, converge
in the horoboundary), but it will give a more complicated, less algebraic, function of x
and y. This was described by Kapovich-Leeb in Lemma 5.18 of [KL18|, and will be used
in Section 4.3.

Before we state the result let us analyze geometrically the limits of spheres in the
flat A. A Finsler ball is a convex polyhedron whose faces are contained in hyperplanes
parallel to ker(ag) and their images under the action of the Weyl group by reflections. If
the centers of a sequence of such convex polyhedra tend to infinity away from the walls of
the Weyl chambers, then the convex polyhedra converge to a halfspace bounded by the
image of ker(ag) under an element of the Weyl group. If the centers of such a sequence
tend to infinity away from all walls but one, then the convex polyhedra converge to the
intersection of two such halfspaces. For example, they could be {z : bg(aﬁ, 0) < 0} and

{z: bg (x,0) < 0} determined by two Weyl chambers ¢ and 7 that share a codimension 1
face. So the associated Busemann function associated to this intersection should be
f(x) = max(b§ (x,0), b5 (x,0)).

The precise statement is as follows. Let (z,,), C X be a sequence converging to a point
D € OsoX. The point p is contained in finitely many closed Weyl chambers &;,...,& € F
(¢ > 1). Let £ € F and let C be the Weyl cone based at x and asymptotic to &. If
EEB={&,...,&} then d(z,,C) — co. Otherwise d(zy,C) remains bounded; in this
case let pe be the intersection point of £ with G - o} where we view of) as a point in 9 AT
Up to passing to a subsequence, there exists zg € X such that for any z € X we have

dS(x, zn) — d5 (o, 2 2 I?eaé{ bg(:p, xo) = I?eaé( bp (2, T0), (7)

In other words, the Finsler balls centered at z, whose boundary contain xy converge to
the intersections of the Riemannian horoballs centered at pg¢ for £ € {&1,...,&} whose
boundary contains xg.
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Gromov product
The Gromov product between two transverse flags £, € F computed at the basepoint
x € X is defined as

1 1
S(€lm)z = lim = (d5(ya,2) + (@, 20) = &¥ (Y ) ) € Roo (8)

where (Yn)n, (2n)n C X are sequences converging to points of the visual boundary in the
interior of £ and 7 respectively. Note that for the notation (£|n), we used a different con-
vention than the usual one by not including the factor % This will make the computations
a bit easier to read.

Note that if « is contained in the flat connecting 7 to & then (£|n), = 0, which leads to

(€ln)e = b (2, p) + b5 (x,p)

We refer to [KLP18| for more information on this construction, in particular on the
existence of the limit in the formula (8).

Concrete description of the above objects for G = PSLy(R)

The Lie algebra g is the algebra of trace free (d, d)-matrices. As Cartan subspace a
we choose the linear subspace of diagonal (d, d)-matrices with vanishing trace, and the
open Weyl chamber a* is the open cone of diagonal matrices whose entries (A1, ..., A\g)
fulfill Ay > Ao > -+ > Ay

The subgroup K C PSL;4(R) is chosen as the group PSO4(R), and P C PSLy(R) is
taken as the image in PSL4(RR) of the set of upper triangular matrices with positive entries
on the diagonal and determinant one.

The flag variety F has the following explicit description. Namely, a full flag in R? is
a sequence

(=G Cc&HCCcgy=RY

where &; is a linear subspace of R? of dimension i for each i < d. Clearly PSLy(R)
acts transitively on the space of all full flags, with point stabilizer a minimal parabolic
subgroup. Thus F is just the space of full flags in R?.

The Busemann functions also have a concrete description, using the identification
between X and the set of inner products on R¢ that induce the standard volume form.
Namely, given z,y € X, let ||-||; and |||, denote the norms of the associated inner products
on R% and on the exterior products A*R? (1 <k <d). Let £ = (£, C& C -+~ C &) be a
full flag in R%. Let v = (vq,...,v4) = bg(x,y) € a with v1 +--- +v4 = 0. Then for all
k < d, we have

|1 X1

|1 XLy

U1+"'+'Uk;:10g

where X € A*R? is any representative of the k-plane &.

The homomorphism 7 is obtained as follows. For d > 3 there exists up to conjugation
a unique irreducible representation of SLa(R) on R?. This representation determines
the following embedding 7: PSLa(R) — PSL4(R). Let R® [X,Y] be the set of degree
d — 1 homogeneous polynomials with real coefficients. A matrix M = (2¢%) € SLy(R)
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acts on the vector space R[X,Y] of polynomials in two variables by M - X = aX + ¢V
and M -Y = bX + €Y. This action SLa(R) ~ R[X,Y] preserves the d-dimensional
linear subspace Rg_l[X , Y], with determinant one elements. So it induces an embedding
PSL2(R) — PSL4(R) which is just the representation 7.

Using a suitable basis we have 7(SO(2)) C K, the representation 7 induces an isometric
embedding H? = PSLy(R)/PSO(2) < X. Denote by H? = 7x o 7(PSLy(R)) the image
of H? inside X.

The following statement is a consequence of the fact that dr(T1H?) consists of regular
vectors contained in a single G-orbit, and each such vector is tangent to a unique maximal
flat. It is well known and immediate from the above discussion.

Fact 1.2. 1. Every geodesic in H? lies in a unique mazimal flat.

2. For any hyperbolic element g € PSLa(R), the centraliser of 7(g) in G acts by
translations on the unique flat containing the image under wx of the axis of g in H?.

2 Equilibrium states, Hitchin representations and Pressure
metrics

In this section we turn to the dynamical aspects of this work. It is subdivided into
three subsections. In the first subsection we introduce geodesic currents for closed
surfaces and the intersection form. The second subsection contains an account of Hitchin
representations and length functions defined by Finsler norms. We show, using [BCLS15],
that such length functions can be used to construct a pressure metric on the Hitchin
component. The third subsection contains a summary of the main properties of Patterson
Sullivan theory we shall use later on.

Throughout, S denotes a closed surface of genus g > 2, equipped with a fixed choice
of a hyperbolic metric. Thus the universal covering S of S can naturally be identified
with the hyperbolic plane H?.

2.1 Geodesic currents, length and intersection

A geodesic current for S is a non-trivial m(S)-invariant Radon measure on the space of
oriented geodesics oo H? X OooH? — A of the hyperbolic plane H? (here A is the diagonal).
Two such currents are projectively equivalent if they are constant multiples of each other.
An equivalence class for this equivalence relation is a projective geodesic current. The
space C(S) of geodesic currents for S is equipped with the weak*-topology which descends
to a topology on the space PC(S) of projective geodesic currents. A (projective) measured
geodesic lamination is a (projective) geodesic current whose support consists of pairwise
disjoint simple geodesics. The space PML of projective measured geodesic laminations
is a closed subset of PC(S5).

Each hyperbolic metric on S determines a geodesic current, the Liouville current of
the metric. The following is due to Bonahon [Bon8sg].
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Theorem 2.1 (Bonahon). Associating to a hyperbolic metric on S its projective Liouville
current defines an embedding of the Teichmiller space into PC(S), and its complement in
its closure is the space of projective measured geodesic laminations.

The idea behind this theorem rests on the existence of an intersection form
L:C(S) xC(S) — [0,00)

which extends the geometric intersection number between two closed curves on S. The
form ¢ has the following properties (see Chapter 8 of [Marl6]).

1. ¢ is continuous for the weak*-topology.

2. If X is the Liouville current of a hyperbolic metric p, on S and if a C S is any closed
geodesic, then ¢(A\, a) = ¢,(c) the p-length of a.

The intersection ¢(A1, A2) of two Liouville currents A1, A2 of two hyperbolic metrics
on S has another interpretation which is important for us. Namely, the choice of a
hyperbolic metric h1 on S determines the geodesic flow ®' on the unit tangent bundle
TS of S and a Hélder structure on T1S. Given these data, any geodesic current y for S
extends to a ®’-invariant finite Borel measure /i on T*S. Thus given a Hélder continuous
positive function f : T1S — (0, 0), the integral

/ fdi=T(u, f) (9)

is defined. By invariance, this integral only depends on the cohomology class of f. This
means that if f’ is another Holder function such that fﬁ/ f= f7 f for every periodic
orbit « for ® then [ f'djy = [ fdji and hence I(y, f') = I(pu, f).

As a consequence, the pairing I(p, f) is a pairing between cohomology classes of
(positive) Holder functions on 1S and geodesic currents without having to make reference
to the geodesic flow ®' which depends on the background metric. Furthermore, the pairing
is continuous, where as before, C(S) is equipped with the weak*-topology, and the space
of Holder cohomology classes is equipped with the quotient topology obtained from the
space of Holder functions on T1S for a fixed reference metric. We refer to [Ham99] for
more details.

Assume now that fo is a Holder function which integrates over each periodic orbit
for ®! to the length of the free homotopy class of v for another hyperbolic metric ho. If
A1, Ag are the Liouville currents of hq, ho, then we have

t(A1, A2) = I(Ag, fo).

A Hélder continuous positive function f on 715 can be used to reparameterize the
flow ®!. This reparameterization is defined by

Y (v) = 27" (v)
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where foa(v’t) f(®%v)ds = t. For the reparameterized flow, the function f is cohomologous
to the constant function 1. This is equivalent to stating that the period of a periodic orbit
~ for the flow <I>§c equals the integral of f over the corresponding orbit for ®. The identity
(TS, ®t) — (TS, <I>§c) is an order preserving orbit equivalence between the flows ®¢, <I>§c.

Denote by hy, the entropy of a ®'-invariant Borel probability measure y on T'S. For
a positive Holder function f let 6(f) > 0 be such that pr(—d(f)f) = 0 where

pr(u) = Sup (hu + / udu)

and g runs through all ®!-invariant Borel probability measures on 71S. Then

hu—5(f)/fdu§0

for all u. A measure p is called a Gibbs equilibrium state for f if the equality in this
inequality holds. Using the fact that an order preserving orbit equivalence between
two flows induces an isomorphism between the flow invariant probability measures
and a formula relating entropies due to Abramov [Abr59]|, existence and uniqueness
of an equilibrium state for the continuous function §(f)f is equivalent to existence and
uniqueness of a measure of maximal entropy for the geodesic flow ®% on TS, which is
well known for Holder functions (see [KH95| for more details). The constant 6(f) then
equals the topological entropy of @jc.

The unique Gibbs equilibrium state py for f, viewed as an invariant measure for the
flow @’}, can be obtained as a limit

) 1 Dy,
pr= lim ——— :
7™ Rooo #Nj(R) ef(%:@ ()

where £;(y) = fv f is the period of ~ for @}, where Dy, is the q)?—invariant measure on

the periodic orbit v of total mass £¢(y) and where Nf(R) = {v | ¢;(v) < R}. Thus by
continuity of the pairing I, for any (positive) Holder function u we have

- 1 Eu(')’)
Wt = 0 SR, 2 B4y (10

Following [BCLS15], we also define the normalized intersection number by

where h(u) = limp_o 5 log #Ny(R).
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2.2 Hitchin representations

In this section we introduce Hitchin representations and summarize those of their properties
which are important later on. Our main goal is to show that the G-invariant Finsler
metric § defined in (3) induces a pressure metric on the Hitchin component.

The Hitchin component Hit(S) for conjugacy classes of representations m(S) —
PSL4(R) is the connected component of the set of conjugacy classes of representations
which factor through an irreducible representation PSLa(R) — PSLg(R). In the sequel
we always work with explicit representations rather than with conjugacy classes.

An important property possessed by Hitchin representations is the Anosov property
first introduced by Labourie [Lab06]|, which plays a central role in [BCLS15| in the
definition of the pressure metric. There are many different versions of the Anosov property,
and many equivalent characterisations of the Anosov property, see for example [Lab06;
GW12; KLP17; GGKW17; BPS19; KP22], and Theorem 4.37 of [Kas24| for more details
and history.

Definition 2.2. A representation p : m1(S) — PSLq(R) is projective Anosov if there exist
p-equivariant Holder continuous maps € : 9o0S — RPT1 0 : 055 — (RP41)* (where
(RPY1)* is the dual projective space) such that

1. if 2,y are distinct points in 9,05, then &(z) + ker 6(y) = R%, and

2. if v, € m(9) is a sequence so that for some basepoint x € S = H2, the sequence
X converges to ¥ € OxH2, and 7, 1x — y € 0,,H2, then we have p(v,)p — &(z)
for any p € RP4~! —ker§(y) and p(y; *)q — 0(y) for any ¢ € (RP?1)* such that

{(x) & kerq.

Remark . In the references given for the characterisations of the Anosov property, the
limit map s only required to be continuous, and then the Hoélder reqularity is derived as a
consequence of the other conditions, see for instance Theorem 6.58 of [KLP17].

The following is due to Labourie [Lab06] and Fock-Goncharov [FGO6].

Theorem 2.3 (Labourie, Fock—Goncharov). Every representation in the Hitchin compo-
nent is projective Anosov.

As in [BCLS15], let F' be the total space of the bundle over
(RP1HP) = RPE! x (RPD* — {(U,V) | U C ker(V)}
whose fiber at a point (U, V) is the space
MU, V)={(u,v) |[ueUveV,(v|u =1}/ ~

where (v | u) is the natural pairing between a vector and a covector and (u,v) ~ (—u, —v).
Note that u determines v so that F' is an R-bundle.
The bundle F' is equipped with a natural R-action, given by

OL(U,V, (u,v)) = (U, V, (e'u, e "v)).
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Given a projective Anosov representation p : m1(S) — PSL4(R) and &, 6 the associated
limit maps, we consider the pullback bundle

F,=(£,0)*F = 055 X 855 — A

by the map 9o S X 9o S — A &9, (RP*1)®) which inherits an R-action from the action
of ®%. The actions m(S) ~, R? and 71(9) ~ 0508 X 8509 — A extend to an action
on F,. If we let

UpS = m(S)\Fp

then the R-action on F), descends to a flow @Ito on U,S which is called the spectral radius
flow of the representation (see p.1118 of [BCLS15]).

The following statement combines Propositions 4.1, 4.2 and 6.2 of [BCLS15]. It is
valid for any analytic family of projective Anosov representations.

Proposition 2.4. 1. For every representation p in the Hitchin component there exists
a Holder continuous order preserving orbit equivalence W, : (TS, ®%) — (U,S, CIJZ).
Any primitive element v € m1(S) has period log A(p)(y) where A(p)(y) is the spectral
radius of p(y) € PSLy(R).

2. If D is the unit disk and if p, (u € D) is a real analytic family of Hitchin repre-
sentations, then up to decreasing the size of D, there exists a real analytic family

{fou: T'S — Rluep of positive Hélder functions such that the reparameterization
of T'S by f,, is Hélder conjugate to U, for all u € D.

As a consequence, the spectral radius length defines a pressure metric on Hit(S) as
follows. For any smooth deformation p; of a representation p = pg, put

/ d?
16"(0)[|* = ﬁh:oJ(fp(o),fp(t)) (11)

(Theorem 1.3 of [BCLS15]) where f,,) is the Holder function constructed from p(s) as in
Proposition 2.4. That this construction defines indeed a (mildly degenerate) Riemanian
metric on the Hitchin component which determines a distance function was established
in [BCLS15]. It is based on the fact that projective Anosov representations are dominated
in the sense of [BPS19]. We refer to [BCLS15|, [BPS19] and [Sam24] for more precise
information.

The pressure metric we are interested in is a more geometric version of the metric (11).
To define this metric we need to review some additional properties of representations in
Hit(S). Let as before F be the variety of full flags in R

Definition 2.5 ([GGKW17; KLP17]). A representation p : m1(S) — G is Borel Anosov
if the following holds true.

1. There exists a (unique) equivariant Hélder embedding Osp : 0H2 — F such that
Doop(§) M Doop(n) for all € # 1 € IH?.
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2. For any diverging sequence (v,), C 71(S) such that v, — ¢ € OH? and 7, ' — 7,
we have p(v,)¢ = Oxp(n) for any ¢ € F transverse to Juop(§).

By the groundbreaking work of Labourie and Fock—Goncharov, we have

Theorem 2.6 ([Lab06; FGO06|). All Hitchin representations m1(S) — PSLg(R) are Borel
Anosov.

Our goal is to construct a pressure metric on Hit(.S) as in (11), but using the fixed
length function £5(g) = ag(\(g)) of the Finsler norm and its associated renormalised
intersection form

N M) 1 Ty
J(P,p) - h(ﬁ) P}aoo #Np(R) gg(p%;)gR ¢

where
Ny(R) = {[7] € [m1 ()] (p()) < R} and h(p) = lim — log #N,(R).

To this end we have to establish an analog of Proposition 2.4 for this new length function.
We shall reduce this statement to Proposition 2.4 using the following classical observation.

Let £ = (&, C --- C &) be a full flag in R%. Then for each k < d — 1 the k-th exterior
power AF(&) is one-dimensional. A non-zero element w of this vector space defines a
non-zero linear functional ¥(w) : A2"¥(R?) — R as follows. Choose a non-zero element
v € A(R%) and put ¥(w)(a) = ¢ if w A a = cv. Note that the kernel of w is spanned by
all decomposable elements of A%*R? which are not transverse to &.

If p:m(S) = G is Borel Anosov, then by the definition of the transversality relation
i, for any two distinct points & # 1 € JH?, the n — k-th subspace 0o p(€)n_t of the flag
Osop(€) defines a line of linear functionals on A¥(R?) which do not evaluate to zero on
N0 p(n)k, Where Osop(n)i is the k-dimensional subspace of the flag d.op(n). Thus if
Nep 2 71 (S) — PSLg, (R) denotes the representation induced by p into the full linear group
of A*(R?) where dj denotes the dimension of A¥(R?), then as the map duop : O H? — F
is Holder continuous, we have

Lemma 2.7. If p : m(S) — G is Borel Anosov, then for any k < d, the induced
representation N¥p is projective Anosov.

Remark . It follows from the above discussion that in fact, p is Borel Anosov if and only
if for each k < d — 1 the induced representation on N¥(R?) is projective Anosov. We refer
to Section 4 of [BPS19] for more details of this relation.

Thus we can apply Proposition 2.4 to each representation A¥p. Recall from Section 1
the definition of the Jordan projection . As implicitly stated in [BPS19], we obtain

Proposition 2.8. For every Borel Anosov representation pg : w1(S) — PSLy(R), there
exists an open neighborhood U of py made of Borel Anosov representations and a real
analytic family {f, : T*'S — a},cv of Hélder functions, valued in a*, such that for
any v € m1(S), we have

Ap(r)) = / fo.
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Proof. Proposition 2.4 implies that there exists an open neighborhood U of py and real
analytic families {g’/j’ : T1S — R} ep of Holder functions such that for any p € U, each
exterior product A¥p is projective Anosov, and for any v € 71(S) we have

log A(N*p(y)) = / ghdy.

Then we can consider the following Hélder function

d—
fp:(g})a ggigfl)a g‘zfgi’, g 7gp I)Ea'

By Proposition 2.4, the function f, depends analytically on p. Moreover, for any v € m(S),

we have
= /fpd’}“

It is not clear, however, that f, is valued in the open Weyl chamber a™. We shall use
the work [SamH] to find another Holder function f’: 1(S) — a taking values in at and
such that A(po(7)) = [ f'dy for any ~.

For any 1 S k < d — 1 consider the cocycle ¢, : m(S) x OH? — R given by
ck(v,p) = ak(bg(p) (x,p0(7))), where ¢ : OH? — § is the Holder limit map of py and
a : a — R is defined by ag(v1, . ..,v4) = vk — vkt1. As pg is Borel Anosov, these cocycles
are Holder, and their entropy

1
hi = lim —log#{[7] : a0 Ao po(7) < R}
R—oo R

is well defined and in (0, c0).
Thus we can apply Sambarino’s reparametrization result, see Theorem 3.2 of [Sam14],
to obtain positive Holder functions u* : T1S — R such that for any v € m(S), we have

ak o Ao po(7) Z/de%

Let f: T'S — a be such that ay, o f/(v) = uF(v )>Oforallv€TlSand1<k:<d—1.
Then f’ is valued in the interior of a® by definition, it is Holder, and A(po(7y)) = [ f'dy
for any ~.

For any periodic orbit v in T*S we have [ foody = | f'dy, so by Theorem 1 of [Liv71]
f" and f,, are cohomologous, in the sense that there exists F: T1S — a differentiable in
the direction of the geodesic flow ® such that f' = f,, + %“:OF o ®!. Put

f =f,+ dt‘ Fo<I>t

for any p € U, so that A\(p(7)) = [ fp ! dy for any . This yields an analytic family of Holder
functions which take values in at for all p contained in a sufficiently small neighborhood
U’ C U of pg. This is what we wanted to show. O
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Consider now a C?—path of representations (p;); in the neighborhood U constructed
in Proposition 2.8 with initial value pg. Let pg be the equilibrium state on 7S associated
to fp, introduced in Subsection 2.1, normalized so that [ f,,dpo = 1. Denote by h(t) the
entropy associated to f,,. Following [BCLS15] we set

|
~ h(0)

It follows from Proposition 2.8 and [BCLS15] that this is well defined and is indeed the

square norm for a (perhaps degenerate) Riemannian metric on Hit(S) which is a variant

of the simple root length metric (11) considered in [BCLS15]. We call this metric the
Finsler pressure metric on Hit(S).

[

2
%ﬁ:op / : (h(t) - a0 0 fp,)dpo. (12)

dt? =0

2.3 Patterson—Sullivan theory

Patterson—Sullivan theory for hyperbolic metrics. Patterson [Pat76] and Sulli-
van [Sul79] introduced a construction of measures on doH? which allows to obtain the
entropy maximizing invariant probability measure of the geodesic flow on a compact
hyperbolic surface as a product measure. This construction has been generalised in various
settings. We recall some important facts about their theory and the generalization to the
case of interest for us.

Let as before S be a closed surface of genus g > 2 and let I' = p(m1(S)) C PSL2(R)
be a Fuchsian representation, determined by the choice of a hyperbolic metric on S. For
¢ € 05H? and z,y € H?, we denote by be(z,y) the Busemann function of (z,y) based
at &, defined as in (5). Up to multiplication by a constant, there exists a unique family of
finite measures (v*),cyz which all define the same measure class, and which satisfy the
following. For all ,y € H? and ¢ € 0,,H?,

ov®

OV~ ey  be(my)
G = e, (13)
The measures vY can be obtained as a limit of measure of the form
1 .
- Z esdy.g DGy (14)
s gel

with s converging from above toward 1 (which equals the critical exponent of '), and the
constant ¢ is chosen so that for y = z, the measures in (14) are probability measures.

From the measure class v* we define a measure on JsH? x O,H? \ A invariant by the
action of I'. Recall from (8) the definition of the Gromov product (£|n), of (£,7n) based
at x. It can be computed by

<§’n>x = bg(l‘, z) + bn(.%', Z) (15)

for any z on the geodesic with endpoints £ and 7. The value does not depend on the
choice of z. Then define the measure o on 9,,H? x d5H? \ A by

di(&,m) = eCMe - dy® (&) x dv®(n) (16)
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The measure ¥ is invariant under the action I' ~ 05 H? x O5oH? \ A, is finite on compact
sets and does not depend on z [Sul79].

The unit tangent bundle T'S of the surface S = I'\H? is endowed with a geodesic
flow ®'. It is Anosov, so it admits a unique entropy maximizing invariant probability
measure. This measure lifts to a I-invariant ®-invariant Radon measure on 7T H? which
disintegrates to the measure . Namely, 0,H? x 0,H? \ A is just the set of oriented
geodesics in H?, and di x dt defines a ®‘-invariant I'-invariant Radon measure on 7 H?,
where dt is the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on flow lines. This measure projects
to a finite Borel measure on 7S in the Lebesgue measure class, which can be scaled to
be a probability measure.

Patterson—Sullivan theory for Hitchin representations Patterson Sullivan theory
was generalized to many different geometric settings. In the setting of Finsler metrics on
higher rank symmetric space and Hitchin representations, such a generalization is due to
Kapovich and Dey [DK22| (the results are valid for all Anosov representations). Namely,
given a Hitchin representation p : m(S) — PSLg(R), define a Poincaré series

PS(p,s)(z,y) = Y. el
Yep(mi(S))

where as before, d¥(y,z) is the distance between z,y for the Finsler metric §. Part
(iv) of Theorem A of [DK22] shows that this series diverges at the critical exponent J,.
Moreover, it defines a family u® of Borel measures on the limit set A C F of p(I') in the
flag variety F, that is, the image of O, H? under a p-equivariant Holder continuous map,
indexed by the points z € X. These measures are a conformal density, that is, they are
equivariant under the action of p(71(S)) and transform via

dpy
du®

(€) = eXbE @) (17)

where bg is the Busemann function for the Finsler metric.

Conformal densities had been constructed earlier by Sambarino in [Sam14], using a
different method and work of Ledrappier [Led95]. Sambarino’s construction is dynamical
and does not use the Finsler metric d5. Here we will need the geometrical approach of
Dey-Kapovich.

Remark . As the limit curve of a Hitchin representation is a curve in the flag variety
rather than the limit set of the representation in the geometric boundary of X, the above
construction can not be carried out for the symmetric metric. Namely, as the limit set of
the representation in the geometric boundary O X of X may have points in asymptotic Weyl
chambers which are not opposite in the Weyl chamber and hence can not be connected by
a geodesic, it may not be possible to correctly encode translation lengths for the symmetric
metric by a global Hélder continuous function on T'S.

25



3 Hitchin grafting representations

The Hitchin representations we are interested in are the familiar bending or bulging
deformations of Fuchsian representations, that is, representations which factor through
the embedding 7 : PSLy(R) — PSL4(R). We refer to |Gol86; AZ23] for an account on the
bending construction. The goal of this section is to introduce these representations as well
as an abstract geometric model for them, and we establish some first geometric properties
of the representations and the model. The precise relation between the geometry of
bending representations and the geometry of the model will be established in Section 6
and constitutes the main geometric result of this article.

The material in Subsections 3.1 — 3.3 is well known, and the purpose is to summarize
the properties and the viewpoint we are going to pursue.

3.1 Abstract grafting

In this subsection we introduce abstract grafting of a hyperbolic surface as initiated by
Thurston. We refer to [Tan97| for an early account on this construction. Contrary to the
common definition in the literature, our grafting contains a twist which is needed for our
purpose.

Consider a closed oriented surface S of genus g > 2 endowed with a hyperbolic metric.
A simple (geodesic) multi-curve «* is the union of pairwise disjoint essential mutually not
freely homotopic simple closed curves (geodesics) on S. We fix moreover an orientation
on each component of v*.

Consider the special direction u = dT((l) 91) € a given by 7. For any z € a and ¢ > 0,
let Cyl(¢, 2) C a/fu be the cylinder obtained by quotienting the strip {tu+sz:t € R, s €
[0,1]} C a under the translation by ¢u. The (Finsler) height of such cylinder is defined as

height = min{F(tu + z) : t € R}. (18)

We fix for every v € v* a vector z, € a; the collection z = (2)e+ is interpreted as a
grafting parameter.

Definition 3.1. The abstract grafting of S along the geodesic multi-curve v* is the
surface S, obtained by cutting S open along each of the components ~ of v*, inserting
flat cylinders C, = Cyl(£s(), 2y) and gluing the surface back with the translation by z.

If z, is not parallel to u for any v € ~*, then this grafting comes with a natural
homotopy equivalence 7, : S, — S projecting the flat cylinders onto v*, which allow us
to identify 71(S;) and m1(S).

More precisely, for each v € v*, the metric completion of S — ~ is a surface whose
boundary consists of two geodesics 71,7v2 of the same length £g(y). The choice of a
parameterisation y(t) defines parameterisations 71 (t), v2(t). Attach the flat cylinder C,
to 1 and 72 by identifying [tu| € C, with 1 (t) and [tu + 2] with y2(2).

Let C = UW@/* C, C S, and S’ be the metric completion of S — ~*, so that S, =
(8" U C)/ ~ where ~ is the gluing procedure explained above. The projection map
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7, : S, — S satisfies the following. Its restriction S’ — S is the continuous extension of
the inclusion S —~v* < S. It projects each [tu + sz,] € Cy to v(t) € S.

We call this operation abstract grafting to distinguish it from the Hitchin grafting that
we will introduce for Hitchin representations. We shall refer to .S, as a grafted surface.

Note that if z, = 0 for every 7 in v*, then the grafting is trivial and S, = S. If all 2,
are parallel to u, then the grafted surface is hyperbolic and obtained from S by shearing
along v* with shearing length given by the size of the parameters z,.

More generally, S, is an orientable surface which admits a canonical piecewise smooth
structure as well as a natural conformal structure which in turn induces a global C'-
structure on S. Any norm on a which coincides with the norm induced by the hyperbolic
metric on the distinguished direction u induces a Finsler metric on S, which coincides
with the hyperbolic metric on S” and whose restriction to the cylinders C. is flat.

In particular, the norm defined by the Riemannian metric of X can be used to endow
the Cl-surface S, with a C° Riemannian metric which is smooth everywhere except at
the gluing locus, has constant curvature —1 in S, — U,C, and has constant curvature 0
in the interior of the cylinders C.,. Since the curvature of this metric is non-positive
whereever it is defined and the gluing is performed along geodesics, S, is non-positively
curved in the sense of Alexandrov and hence its universal covering S, is a CAT(0)-space.

Thus in this case every free homotopy class has a Riemannian geodesic representative
whose length is minimal in the free homotopy class. Such a Riemannian geodesic is unique
unless it is a core curve of a flat cylinder. If all the 2, are orthogonal to the special
direction u, then the natural homotopy equivalence 7, : S, — S is 1-Lipschitz and hence
in this case, free homotopy classes have longer lengths in S, than in S. Moreover, the
unit tangent bundle T'S, of S, is well defined, and there is a geodesic flow which is
topologically mixing and admits a unique measure of maximal entropy [Kniog].

As the pressure metric for the Hitchin component we are interested in is defined
by a Finsler metric on X using «q (see (3)) rather than the Riemannian one, we also
endow S, with a Finsler metric by equipping each cylinder C, with the quotient of the
non-Euclidean norm § on a. Observe that in general, for a given C'-structure on S,
as constructed above, this metric is discontinuous at the gluing locus between the flat
cylinders and the hyperbolic part. Additionally the metric on the flat part is sensitive in
the direction of z, and does not depend only on the height of the grafting (contrarily to
the Riemannian metric). Nevertheless it induces a well defined path metric on S,.

The following observation will be useful later on when estimating lengths.

Lemma 3.2. If all z. are in ker(«y), then the natural projection 7, : S, — S is 1-Lipschitz
for the Finsler metric on S,. In particular, all free homotopy classes of curves have bigger
Finsler lengths in S, than in S.

Proof. By definition, the restriction of our projection map 7, : S, — S to each flat
cylinder C, = {tu + szy}/ls(y)u comes from the linear projection of a onto the line
spanned by wu, parallel to the direction z, € ker(ag). To conclude it suffices to note
that this projection is 1-Lipschitz for the non-Euclidean norm on a, which was defined
using ag (see (3)). O
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3.2 Particular case of an amalgamated product

In this section we explain briefly the construction of the following two Sections 3.3 and 3.4
in the special case where v* has only one component and is separating.

Let ¥ be a closed orientable smooth surface of genus at least 2 and let v* C X be
a separating simple closed curve. Then ~* splits ¥ into two subsurfaces ¥; and Yo,
and 71 (X) can be written as an amalgamated product 71 (1) x mo(X2).

Consider a discrete and faithful representation p : 71 (S) — PSLa(R) = G such that
p(7*) = exp(€,(7v*)u) where u = dr(§ % ) is the special direction of a. Let z € a be a
grafting parameter. The Hitchin grafting representation p, : m1(S) — G is defined by
requiring that p,(v) = p(v) for any v € m1(31) and p,(v) = exp(z) - p(y) - exp(—z) for
any vy € m1(22).

One can then define an immersion @, : S, — p.\X whose restriction to any
of the hyperbolic pieces of S, and to the flat cylinder is totally geodesic. Indeed,
pz(m1(X1)) = p(m1 (1)) preserves ¥y C H? C X, inducing a totally geodesic embedding
Y1 = po(m1(31))\X1 = p.\X. Similarly, if one identifies 3o with p(71(32))\¥2 where
Yo C H2 C X, then p,(m1(X2)) = exp(2) - p(71(S2)) - exp(—2) preserves exp(z)Yy and
hence induces a totally geodesic embedding ¥ < p.\X. In general the image of the bound-
ary components 031 and 0% in p,\X are disjoint. However they can be connected by the
natural totally geodesic embedding of the cylinder C = {tu+sz:t € R, s € [0,1]}/p.(7*)
into p,\X. Gluing these three embeddings yield a piecewise totally geodesic embedding

of S, = (X1 UCUZX3)/ ~ into p,\X.

3.3 Graphs of groups decomposition and bending

A classical reference for the theory of graph of groups is [Ser77]. We collect some facts we
need. Let X be a closed orientable smooth surface and let v* C % be a simple multi-curve.
The multi-curve determines the following graph of groups decomposition of 71 (%), which
will be used to define a family of Hitchin representations.

Let G+ be the oriented graph such that each vertex v € V' corresponds to a component
3y of X —~* and each edge e € E corresponds to an oriented component 7, of v*. Given
an edge e € F, we denote by € the opposite edge of e, for which vz corresponds to the
curve 7, with the reverse orientation. The oriented edge e is adjacent to the two (not
necessarily distinct) components Yo(e)s t(ey of ¥ —~" which contain 7, in their boundary.
One can embed G+ into the surface 3 such that each vertex v lies in the interior of ¥,
and each edge e connects o(e) to t(e), crossing transversally 7. once. Since we assume
that X is oriented, choosing an orientation on +* is the same as choosing for each pair
of opposite edges e,é € E a preferred one by declaring that the ordered pair (uq,us)
consisting of the oriented tangent u; of the oriented edge e at x. and the oriented tangent
of the oriented geodesic v* defines the orientation of X.

The graph of groups decomposition of 71(.S) defined by this datum associates to each
vertex v € V' the fundamental group A, := m1(3,,v) where v is seen as a point in the
interior of ¥,. To each edge e is associated the fundamental group Ae := w1 (e, ze) ~ Z
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of ¥e, where z, is the intersection point of 4, with e (which is seen as an arc in ¥ transverse
to 7). The inclusions Y — ¥,(c), Ve <> Zy(e) determine the following monomorphisms,
by connecting z. to respectively o(e) and t(e) via e.

Qop(e) * A, = 7['1(’_)76,.75@) — Ao(e) = 7['1(20(6),0(6)) and Qy(e) * Ay — At(e)‘

Note that a(e)(Ye) = ey (Fe) -

That this construction indeed defines a decomposition of 71(X) as graph of groups
with cyclic edge groups is well known. More precisely, choose a spanning tree T' C G«
of G+, with edge set Ey C E invariant under the orientation reversing map e + €. For a
vertex v € V put A,, and for an edge e € E put A.. Denote by . the oriented geodesic
defined by the oriented edge e.

Let m1(G++,T) be the quotient group

ﬂ-l(G’Y*’T) = (*'UA'U) * FE/R

where * denote the free product, Fg is the free group generated by the edge set F, and R
is the normal subgroup of (x,A4,) * Fr generated by the union of the sets

e c-cforalle e F,

o ¢ forall e € B,

® ey (g)e‘lat(e) (9" foralle € E and g € A, which we think of as eQo(e) (gle~! =

ey (9)-

Thus 71(X) is obtained from simultaneous HNN-extension of the tree of groups defined
by the spanning tree T'.

Recall that the isomorphism between 71(G++,T') and 7 (S) is constructed by choosing
a basepoint vy € V', embedding each vertex group A, into 71 (S, vg) by connecting v to vy
via the spanning tree 7', and mapping Fg into 71 (S, vg) by connecting the endpoints o(e)
and t(e) of each e to vg via the tree T

Take a discrete and faithful representation p: m1(G4+,T) — PSL2(R) © G which
factors through the embedding 7 : PSLa(R) — PSL4(R). We use the graphs of groups
decomposition of 7 (%) to perform a bending of the representation in G with parameter
Z2 = (2y)yeys € a?". This construction can be thought of as bending the surface S along
the geodesic multicurve v* in the space of representations into G.

Let p: (%, Ay) * Fp — G be the composition of p with the projection

(*vAv) * FE — 7T1(G7*,T). (19)

Fix an orientation on v*, so that for every v € v*, we get a preferred edge e € E.

Then there exists B € PSLg(R) such that p(a,(e)(Ye)) = Bexp(£y(y)u)B~!, where
u = dT((l) 91) is the special direction of a (note that the £,-length of v does not depend
on the orientation of 7 since a was taken symmetric).
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Set (. = Bexp(zy)B™1, so that ¢, commutes with p(ao(e)(Te)). Note that by definition
of our relations R and ay,e)(Ve) = () ()~ we have

oz (Fe) = Ple)Pl () (Fe)) ™ ple) ™ = ple) B exp(—L,(v)u) B~ ple) ™.

Set (e = ple)Bexp(—z,)B~'p(e)~! = ple)¢.'p(e)~!, that commutes with pare)(7e))
and satisfies p(€)(zp(e)Ce = 1.

Geometrically, the group A, acts on H? as a translation on a geodesic 7. By Fact 1.2,
the image of ¥ C H? in X is contained in a unique maximal flat, and (. preserves this flat
and acts on it as a translation.

A Hitchin grafting representation is obtained by performing a partial conjugation of
m1(G~+,T) by the elements ( = (¢c)ecr. Fix a basepoint vy € V. For any v € V, we
denote by

Wy :Ce1"'Cen

where (e - - -e,) is an oriented path in the tree T from vg to v. Since ¢z = (!

in Ep and T is a tree, the value of w, does not depend on the chosen path.
Then define the representation p,: (x,4,) * Fg — G by

when e is

i) p.(9) = wep(g)w, ! forallv € V and g € A, = m1(%,),

ii) pz(e) = wo(eyple)Cewy, for alle € E.

Lemma 3.3. The representatwn p. contains R in its kernel.

Proof. For all e € E, we have
pe(ee) = (woteple)eewih ) (worop(@)Ceawyl ) =1

since wy(g) = Wy(e) and p(e)Cep(e)Ce = 1.
For all e € By, we have p(e) = 1 and wy(¢) = Wy(e)Ce, SO

p=(€) = wo(e) pl€)Cew t(e)—l
Take e € E and g € A.. Then

pe(eacla)e™) = (woople)ewr ) (neplaelo)wiy) (ot 7o) wigs))

= Wo(e)P(€)CePere(9))¢ () wo_(i)
O(E)p(e) plae(g))ple)” ) since (. and p(ae(g)) commute
— e lean(9)er,
(e)p(ae(9))wy g = ps(ae(9)) 0

Definition 3.4. We denote by Grz p: m(Gy+,T) — G the representation induced by p.,
and sometimes just p, if there is only one hyperbolic structure involved. We call it the
Hitchin grafting representation with data z along v*.

Up to conjugation, the representation p, does not depend the choices made for the
graph of group decomposition.
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3.4 The characteristic surface for Hitchin grafting representations

Consider a Fuchsian representation p : m1(S) — PSLy(R) — G and denote by S the
hyperbolic surface defined by this representation. Choose some grafting datum z and let p,
be the Hithin grafted representation defined by p and z. As this representation is contained
in the Hitchin component, it follows from Labourie [Lab06] and Fock-Goncharov [FGO6]
that p, is faithful, with discrete image. In particular, the quotient manifold p,\X is
homotopy equivalent to S; in fact p induces a natural homotopy class of homotopy
equivalences between p,\X and S.

The goal of this subsection is to construct a geometrically controlled homotopy
equivalence from an abstract grafted surface into p,\X. The following proposition is the
main result of this subsection.

Proposition 3.5. Consider a Hitchin grafting representation p, obtained from p and with
grafting datum z. Recall that S, denotes the abstract grafting of S from Definition 3.1,
with universal covering S Then there exists a pzecewzse totally geodesic immersed surface
SL C X and a_p.-equivariant immersion Qz . — SL c X.

The map Qz is a path isometry for the Rzemannzan (resp. Finsler) metric on S. and
the induced path metric on SL from the Riemannian (resp. Finsler) metric on X.

Before we prove the proposition, note that the surface §§ is p,-invariant and hence
descends to compact piecewise smooth immersed surface S. C p,\X. We call this
surface characteristic. We shall show in Proposition 5.6 that the corresponding map
S, — S C p,\X is actually an embedding, and hence that S’ is not only an immersed
surface but an embedded one.

Recall that the Riemannian (resp. Finsler) cylinder height of the Hitchin grafting
representation p, is the minimum of all d(z, Ru) (resp. d¥(z,,Ru)) for all v € v*, where
U= dr( ! 01) is the special direction in a.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Denote by S and ~*, respectively, the universal cover of S and
the pre-image of v* in S. Using the hyperbolic metric, we can fix an identification
S = m1(S)\H? so that S = H2.

Let S, be the universal cover of the abstract grafted surface S,. This surface consists
of a countable union S™? of simply connected hyperbolic surfaces with geodesic boundary,
called hyperbolic pieces in the sequel, and a countable union of flat strips separating these
hyperbolic pieces. Let T C S be an embedded graph with one vertex v in the interior
of each of the hyperbolic pieces Y, of S — ~* and where two such points are connected
by an edge e if the pieces containing them are separated by a single component 4, of 7*.
To each vertex v of T is also associated a hyperbolic piece ii C §z which is naturally
isometric to f]v.

By construction, for any vertex v of 7 the stabilizer A, := Stab,, S)(iv) is mapped
by p. onto a conjugate g,p(Ay)g, ' of p(A,) in G and hence it stabilises a unique totally
geodesic embedded bordered surface ifj = gviv C X which is naturally isometric to iv
and ifj Define (éz)\iﬁ 3, = f]f, to be this natural isometry. By the construction of p,,

the thus defined map @Z : S*? YP s X is equivariant with respect to the representation p,.
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Figure 1: Geometric description of the Hitchin representation: the hyperbolic part in
green, the flat part in yellow and an admissible path in red.

Consider an edge e of 7 between two vertices v = o(e) and w = t(e) that projects onto
a component v C 7 matching the fixed orientation on 7*. We also call e € 71(S) the
preferred generator of the stabilizer of 7, = 3, N%,,. Its holonomy p,(e) acts cocompactly
by translation on boundary components ¢; and ¢y of f]j and f]fu, respectively.

Let as before u = dT((l) _01) be the special direction of a. By construction, there exists
a unique h € PSLy(R) such that

e hp.(A,)h~! C PSLa(R) C PSLy(R);
o WS CH2 C X;
e hp.(e)h™! = exp({,(e)u);

e hey C H2Na C X is an axis of exp(u), that is, it is invariant under exp(u) and
exp(u) acts on it as a translation.

Recall that hp,(A,)h™! = hgyp(A,)g, th~! and hg, € PSL2(R). One can then check

the following formula for the holonomy of the adjacent stabilizer A,,:
hp=(Aw)h ™ = exp(zy)hgup(Aw)gy 'h ™" exp(—2,),

and hence hSZ, C exp(z,)H? and ¢ = exp(z4)¢1 C a is another axis of exp(u). Thus the
flat strip h='{tu + sz, } is p,(e)-invariant, connects ZZ to Zz is the only such flat strip,
and is naturally isometric to the flat strip between EZ and EZ in S..

Doing this for all flat strips in Sz yields an extended map QZ S — X, which is an
isometry on each hyperbolic and flat piece. Furthermore, by construction, the map QZ is
continuous and p,-equivariant.

O
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Figure 2: Admissible path in the closed surface obtained as an abstract grafting.

3.5 Admissible paths

In Section 6 we shall show that the characteristic surface not only is embedded, but it
also can be used effectively to compare the large scale geometry of the locally symmetric
manifold p,\X to the large scale geometry of the grafted surface. This comparison relies
on the analysis of some specific paths which we introduce now.

3.5.1 Admissible paths in abstract grafted surfaces

We begin with introducing a family of paths in grafted surfaces, called admissible paths,
which are from a technical point of view easier to handle than geodesics.

Let S, be an abstract grafted surface with hyperbolic part S™P and cylinder part C. In
a nutshell, an admissible path c is a continuous path of S, which is a geodesic everywhere
except possibly at S™P N C, where it might have a singularity. Moreover, we require that
the "hyperbolic part” ¢ N S™P of the path ¢ is orthogonal to S™P N C where it meets it.

It is clear that lifts of admissible paths to the universal cover are quasi-geodesics
(although we will not need it). Our goal will be to show that the images of admissible
paths under the map constructed in Proposition 3.5 are quasi-geodesics of the symmetric
space, with control on the multiplicative constant.

Definition 3.6. Consider a closed hyperbolic surface S, a multicurve v* C S and a
grafting parameter z. Then S, is the abstract grafted surface with hyperbolic part
SYP = S and flat (cylindrical) part C C S,. An admissible path in S, is a continuous
path ¢ C S, such that

e cis geodesic outside p = SYP N C;
e the hyperbolic part ¢ N S™P intersects v* orthogonally;

e a component of the flat part ¢ N C connects the two distinct boundary components
of the flat cylinder containing it.

Similarly one can define admissible loops.

Note that if z is trivial then S, = S and the above definition still makes sense. The
flat part C is just v*, and the path is allowed to contain arcs in v* separating two geodesic
arcs which emanate to the two distinct sides of v* in a tubular neighborhood of ~*.

An admissible path in the universal cover S, is the lift of an admissible path in S,.
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Note that any two points of S, are connected by a unique admissible path; in other
words, any path of S, is homotopic (with fixed endpoints) to a unique admissible path.

Similarly, any loop in S, not homotopic to a component of v* is freely homotopic to a
unique admissible loop.

Observation 3.7. The image under m, : S, — S (or the lift S, — §) of admissible paths
m S, are admissible paths in S.

In fact, this induces a correspondence in the sense that any admissible path in S is
the image under m, of a unique admissible path in S,.

3.5.2 Admissible paths in the symmetric space: geometric description

There are complete analogs of admissible paths in grafted surfaces for the symmetric
space X of GG, which are also called admissible paths. Such paths include the image of all
admissible paths in S, under a path isometry Q¢ : S, — X constructed in Proposition 3.5.

Roughly speaking, admissible paths are piecewise geodesics that alternate between
following a geodesic of the same type as the geodesics in the embedded H? < X, and
then following a geodesic in a flat, orthogonal to the previous geodesic, and then following
a H2-type geodesic orthogonal to the previous flat... etc, see Figure 2.

The above description is not quite correct, in particular because it does not encapsulate
the positivity assumption which is crucial in our proofs. There are several ways to define
rigorously admissible paths. We are going to start with a geometric definition, which is
easier to picture, and then in the next section we will give an algebraic definition. In
the sequel the geometric definition will never be used, instead all the proofs will use the
algebraic one, in particular because the positivity property of admissible paths is more
naturally encoded in the algebraic definition.

Recall that H? embeds isometrically into X. In fact there are many isometric embed-
dings, and PGL4(R) acts transitively on the set of all isometric embeddings. Let us call
an H2-frame the datum of a point z € X and a pair of orthogonal unit tangent vectors
(v,w) which are tangent to a common embedded H?. Let Y be the space of H2-frames, on
which PGL4(R) also acts transitively. This action is even simply transitive since PGL4(R)
is split real.

On Y there is a natural geodesic flow (geod,)ser: given (z,v,w) € Y one can follow
the geodesic ray spanned by v and parallel transport v and w along it. In other words,
this action is the action of the one-parameter group of transvections on X along the
geodesic ray spanned by v.

There is also a natural action of a, which we shall call the “orthogonal sliding action”
and denote (slide,).ecq: given (z,v,w) € Y there is a unique maximal flat F' containing w,
and a unique identification of the tangent space of F with a such that w is sent into a™.
Thus given z € a one can follow the geodesic ray spanned by the associated vector in F’
and parallel transport v and w along it. Note that the image of the vector v under this
sliding action remains orthogonal to the flat F'.

We define an (w, L)-admissible path in X to be a path obtained by choosing an H?-
frame and pushing it via the geodesic flow for some time at least w, and then sliding
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orthogonally via (silde;,); for some time at least L using some direction z € a, and then
pushing along the geodesic flow again for time at least w... etc.

In particular, an admissible path does not backtrack in any obvious way because it
remembers directions along which the path can be continued. This is the property which
can be thought of as a geometric interpretation of positivity in the sense of [FGO06]. In
fact we get quantitative positivity properties from the lower bound w on the times we
push along the geodesic flow.

3.5.3 Admissible paths in the symmetric space: algebraic definition

Let us now give an algebraic definition of admissible paths in X. For this we will first
define admissible paths in G. The description of these paths uses a basepoint for the
action of G which is determined by the Fuchsian representation 7.

Notation 2. We set
t
e q; = T(% 69t) € G;

cos(6/2) sin(6/2) .
T( —sin(6/2) cos(0/2)) €G;

°
<
)

Il

® Ay =Trpcat- T‘;/12 e G,
o for everyt € RU {oco} = OH? we write & = Oso7(1).

The group G = PSL4(R) identifies with one component of the space of H2-frames
Y introduced in the previous section via the orbit map G — Y; g — g - F,, where
F, = (0,05, w,) is a fixed H2-frame, so that o is fixed by rg, and v, = %Itzoag -0 and
Wy = %| @t - 0 are tangent to the axes of ay and ay, respectively.

Under this identification, the geodesic flow on Y corresponds to the multiplication
on the right by aj: i.e. geod,(gF,) = (g9a})F,. On the other hand, the orthogonal sliding
flow corresponds to the multiplication on the right by exp(z): that is, slide,(gF,) =
(g9 - exp(z))F, for any z € a. This leads us to the following definition of admissible path.

Definition 3.8. A path ¢:[0,7] — G or ¢: [0,00) — G is said to be of

e flat type if c(t) = g - exp(tz) for some g € G and z € a of norm 1 for the Finsler
metric §;

e hyperbolic type if ¢(t) = ga} for some g € G.

An admissible path of G is a continuous (possibly infinite) concatenation of paths of
flat and hyperbolic type.

It is moreover called (w, L)-admissible for some parameters w, L > 0 if all hyperbolic
(resp. flat) pieces, except maybe the first and last pieces, have length at least w (resp. L).

A (w, L)-admissible path in X is a path of the form t — ¢(t) - x where ¢ is a (w, L)-
admissible path of G; note that it is piecewise geodesic.
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Remark . Another way to describe admissible paths in G is the following: a path c :
[0,T] — G is admissible, starting with a hyperbolic piece, if there exist to = 0 < t; < ta <
o <tpo1 <tp, =T and z1,23,...,2; € a of norm 1 (where k is the biggest odd integer
< n) such that for any 0 < i < n, for any t € [0,t;41 — t;],

e if i is even then c(t; +t) = c(t;) - aj,
e if i is odd then c(t; +1t) = c(t;) - exp(tz;).

The following is fairly immediate from the definition of the construction of the
characteristic surface of a Hitchin grafting representation p, and the map Q. from
Proposition 3.5. In its formulation, the collar size of a simple closed multi-geodesic
~* C S is the supremum of all numbers » > 0 such that the tubular neighborhood
of radius r about v* is a union of annuli about the components of v*. By hyperbolic
geometry, an upper bound on the length of the components of v* yields a lower bound on
the collar size of v*.

Observation 3.9. Consider a closed hyperbolic surface S, a multicurve v* C S with
collar size w and a grafting parameter z such that all cylinder heights are at least L. Then
the image under the grafting map Q. of any admissible path of S, is a (w, L)-admissible
path of X.

Remark 5.10. We define admissible loops of a quotient of X as quotients of periodic
infinite admissible paths.

In the next section we recall the notion of positivity in G in the language of
Lusztig [Lus94| and some basic results, and see that admissible paths have interest-
ing positive properties, coming from the fact that (a});~¢ are totally positive matrices,
and (exp(z)).eq are totally nonnegative matrices.

4 A Morse-type lemma in the symmetric space

The goal of this section is to establish a Morse-type lemma in the symmetric space. Recall
that in d-hyperbolic geodesic metric spaces, the Morse lemma says that any (A, C)-quasi-
geodesic is at distance at most C’ from a geodesic, where C’ depends on 6, A, C. In R?,
equipped with any norm, this lemma does not hold true anymore for all quasi-geodesics,
and the same can be said for the higher-rank symmetric spaces endowed with a Finsler
or Riemannian metric, since they contain totally geodesic copies of R?. Recall that a
path ¢(t) in a metric space is a (A, C')-quasi-geodesic if for all times ¢, s we have

At —s| — C < d(c(t),c(s)) < M\t —s|+ C.

Kapovich-Leeb—Porti [KLP 18| (see also Section 12.1 of [KL18]) proved a Morse lemma
for certain families of well-behaved quasi-geodesics in symmetric spaces of arbitrary
rank, equipped with the standard Riemannian metric, and in Euclidean buildings, see
also Section 7 of [BPS19]. There is also a version of the Morse Lemma for quasi-flats
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instead of quasi-geodesics, see [KL97; EF97]. We propose here a different approach to
a generalization of the Morse lemma: we prove that nearby every Finsler (1, C)-quasi-
geodesic, so with multiplicative error term of 1, there is at least one Finsler geodesic.
Other Finsler geodesic could be far, as in (X, dS) there are Finsler geodesics with the
same endpoints and arbitrarily large Hausdorff distance.

We first present our result using the notion of quasi-ruled paths as in [BHM11], and
then translate it in terms of (1, C')-quasi-geodesics. A C-quasi-ruled path c¢: [0,T] — X,
where (X, dx) is a metric space, is a path such that for any 0 <t <s<u <T,

dx (e(t), e(s)) + dx (e(s), e(w)) < dx (c(t), e(w) + C.
Note that any reparameterization of a quasi-ruled path is quasi-ruled.

Theorem 4.1. For any C > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that any Finsler C-quasi-ruled
continuous path ¢ : [0,T] — X is at Hausdorff distance at most C" from a Finsler geodesic
in (X, dS) connecting c(0) to c(T).

One can translate the above theorem in terms of (1, C')-quasi-geodesic paths, using
the following lemma, which is probably well-known to experts. We provide a proof in
Subsection 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,d) be a geodesic metric space and C > 0. Any (1, C)-quasi-geodesic
mn X is 3C-quasi-ruled and is at Hausdorff distance at most 1 + C' from a continuous
6(1 + C)-quasi-ruled (1,2(1 4+ C))-quasi-geodesic with the same endpoints.

Conversely, any continuous C-quasi-ruled path is at Hausdorff distance at most 3C
from a (1,3C)-quasi-geodesic.

Note that for C' = 0 this lemma says that any (1, 0)-quasi-geodesic is a (continuous,
0-quasi-ruled) geodesic, and that for any continuous 0-quasi-ruled path ¢: [0,7] — X
from x to y there exists a geodesic ¢’ : [0, d(z,y)] — X from z to y whose image is exactly
the same as that of c.

Remark . Theorem J.1 is false for the Euclidean metric on R? (d > 2), and for the
Riemannian metric on X, as can be seen as follows.

Let £ : R — R? be a line through £(0) = 0 parameterized by arc length for the Euclidean
metric. Forn > 1 put x, = (—n),y, = €(n). Consider the balls B, , B\ of radius n
about Ty, y,. Asn — oo, the boundaries OB of the balls BX converge in the pointed
Gromov Hausdor{f topology of (R?,0) to the hyperplane through 0 orthogonal to £. Thus
for any m > 0 and sufficiently large n, there are points z* on OB} of distance m to £ with
d(z;,25) <1 (here d is the euclidean distance). Since the subsegment of ¢ connecting
Ty to yn is the unique euclidean geodesic between these points, the piecewise geodesics

connecting x,, to y, with breakpoints at z,, , 2, violate the conclusion of Theorem /.1.

This section is subdivided into four subsections. The first subsection is very short and
provides a proof of Lemma 4.2 for the reader’s convenience. In the second subsection,
which is the longest, we establish Theorem 4.1 for polyhedral norms on R?, that is,
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norms whose norm one ball is a finite sided symmetric convex polyhedron. In the third
subsection, we prove that any quasi-ruled continuous path in the symmetric space lies
near a flat, using a description of Finsler horoballs of Kapovich-Leeb [KL18]. Finally the
last section, which is very brief, contains the proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.1 Proof of Lemma 4.2

Let (X, d) be a geodesic metric space. Then for any (1, C')-quasi-geodesic ¢ : [0,T] — X
the following holds true.

e ¢ is 3C-quasi-ruled.

e cis at distance 1 + C from a continuous (1, 2 + 2C')-quasi-geodesic with the same
endpoints.

The first property is an elementary computation which is left to the reader, and the
second property is Lemma 1.11 in Chapter IIL.H of [BH99|. The two properties together
yields the first part of the lemma.

Let us prove the second part of the lemma. For an arbitrary C' > 0 consider a
continuous C-quasi-ruled path c¢: [0,7] — X from x to y.

Let us use an idea we found in the arXiv version of [BHM11], Lemma A.2. Observe
that the map

f:e0,T] = [0,d(z,y) + C); 2z d(z,z)

is continuous and is a (1, C')-quasi-isometry. Indeed, if 0 <t < s < T then

[F(e()) = fle(s))| = d(z, (1)) = d(z, c(s))] < d(c(?), c(s)),

and
d(c(t),c(s)) < d(, c(s)) — d(z,c(t)) + C < [f(e(t) — flels)] + C.

Moreover, since ¢[0, T is path-connected, and f is continuous and attains the values 0
and d(z,y), by the Intermediate Value Theorem f attains all values in [0, d(z,y)] and
hence f is C-quasi-surjective. By a classical result from coarse geometry f admits a
(1,3C)-quasi-inverse ¢ : [0,d(z,y)] — ¢[0,T] C X.

4.2 A Morse-type lemma for normed vector spaces

This subsection is entirely devoted to the study of the geometry of R, equipped with a
Finsler metric defined by a translation invariant norm on TR%. We begin with defining
the Finsler metrics we are interested in. To this end call a cone in R? properly convex if
it is convex and its closure does not contain any affine subspace of R% of dimension at
least 1.

A (symmetric) polyhedral norm |- | on R is a norm of the form

|v] = max{a(v) : « € A},
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where A is a finite set of nonzero linear forms which spans (R%)*, and which is symmetric
in the sense that —A4 = A. This norm induces a metric d(z,y) = |z — y| on R? that is
invariant under translations. The goal of this section is to show.

Proposition 4.3. For any polyhedral norm | - | on R?, there exists u > 0 such that for
any C > 1, any C-quasi-ruled continuous path c : [0,T] — R? is at Hausdorff distance at
most uC' from a geodesic in (R%,|-|) connecting ¢(0) to ¢(T).

Note that this statement is false for a Euclidean norm on RY.
Proposition 4.3 has the following reformulation in terms of (1, C)-quasi-geodesics,
thanks to Lemma 4.2.

Corollary 4.4. For any polyhedral norm |- | on R?, there exists > 0 such that for any
C > 1, any (1, C)-quasi-geodesic ¢ : [0, T] — R? is at Hausdorff distance at most uC' from
a geodesic in (R?,|-|) from c(0) to c(T).

4.2.1 Diamonds

In this section we introduce several geometric objects relative to our polyhedral norm,
including diamonds. We prove that (1, C)-quasi-geodesics stay at bounded distance from
diamonds, which is the main technical step towards the proof of Proposition 4.3.

For any a € A, the set C, = {v € R?: [v| = a(v)} is a polyhedral convex cone based
at 0. Note that C_, = —C,. Up to removing unnecessary elements of A, we may assume
that C, has nonempty interior. We call special cones (based at = € R%) the cones of R?
that are translates of a cone C,, (by the translation y — y + x).

The unit closed ball B(0,1), and more generally any closed ball B(x,r) for such a
norm, is a polyhedral convex set, that is, a finite intersection of (affine) half-spaces of R?.
More precisely,

B(x,r) = ﬂ{yeRd:a(y—m)Sr}:x—l—T-B(O,l).
acA

The codimension-1 faces of B(x,r) are the intersections of its boundary dB(z,r) with
the special cones based at x.

Definition 4.5. Denote by C(xz — y) the intersection of all special cones based at x that
contain y. We define the diamond of the pair z,y to be D(z,y) =C(x — y) NC(y — x)
(see Figures 3 and 4 for illustrations).

Note that C(y — =) = y —x — C(z — y). This follows from the fact that for any
a € A, the special cone x +C, based at x contains y if and only if the special cone y+C_,,
based at y contains x.

Lemma 4.6. For any =,y € RY, we have

D(x,y) = {z € R | d(z,2) + d(z,y) = d(z,y)}
= U{geodesics from x to y}
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In particular, for any z € D(x,y), the concatenation of a geodesic from x to z with a
geodesic from z to y is a geodesic from x to y.

Given a cone C = C(0 — y), set a¢ to be the mean of all a € A for which C,, contains C.
It follows from the definition that |z| > a¢(z) holds for all z € R?, with equality exactly
on C.

Proof. For a cone C = C(x — y), consider the form a¢ defined above. The point z
belongs to D(z,y) if and only if |2 — x| = ac(u_y) (2 — @) and |2 — y| = acy—a) (2 —y) =
—Q¢(z—y) (2 — y). This implies

d(.’E, y) < d($a Z) + d(zv y) = Q¢(z—y) (Z - l’) + AC(z—y) (y - Z) = Q¢(z—y) (y - CL') = d(x, y)

and so d(z,y) = d(z,z) + d(z,y).

Conversely if |z — 2| > ac(z—y)(z — ) or [z — y| > —ag(g—y) (¥ — 2), then the above
inequality yields d(z,z) + d(z,y) > d(z,y).

It is clear that if z lies on a geodesic from x to y, then d(z,z) + d(z,y) = d(z,vy).
Reciprocally, if d(x, z) + d(z,y) = d(x,y) then the concatenation of any geodesic from x
to z and any geodesic from z to y is a geodesic from x to y. O

From the previous lemma and the triangle inequality we infer that for any point z not
too far from a diamond D(z,y) we almost have the triangle equality d(z, z) + d(z,y) ~
d(z,y). The following lemma is the key technical result towards the proof of Proposiion 4.3;
it says that the converse also holds.

Lemma 4.7. There is A\; > 0 such that for all x,y,z € R? it holds
d(z, D(z,y)) < M(d(z, 2) + d(z,y) — d(z,y)).

The two terms are equal to zero when z belongs to D(z,y). One can think of the
lemma in the following way: z — f,,(2) = d(z,2) + d(z,y) — d(x,y) is convex, non-
negative, and piecewise affine. Take a point z € 0D(x,y) and follow a ray {z + tv,t > 0}
for a unit vector v for | - | at z whose euclidean angle (for some fixed euclidean inner
product) to D(z,y) is at least /2. By this we mean the angle between v and any line
segment in D(z,y) starting at z. The restriction of f,, to the ray is convex, piecewise
affine and is equal to zero exactly at z. It follows that it grows at least linearly in £,
the slope being given by the derivative at ¢t = 0. And so for 2/ = z + tv, one has
Fogl2)) = t- f1(0) = Cstf2,,(0) - d(=', D(x, y).

The issue is that the slope does not vary continuously in z, not even lower semi-
continuously, so one can not hope to use a compactness argument to obtain a uniform
bound on the union of the rays. One might study carefully the combinatorics of the map f
to obtain a uniform bound on the slope. We instead take a slightly different approach,
which requires one intermediate lemma.

Let us fix a Euclidean inner product (,) defining the Euclidean metric deyc on RA. By
"orthogonal projection" to a closed convex set C' we will mean closest-point projection for
deuct to C, which is well defined by convexity of dgyel-
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Given a cone C C R? based at 0, define the dual cone of C to be the set
C'={z e R (z,C) <0} = {x € R? whose orthogonal projection to C is 0}.

Lemma 4.8. Let C be a polyhedral convex cone of R? based at 0, that is, the intersection
of finitely many closed half-spaces Hi, . .., H, containing 0 in their boundary. Let C' C R?
be the polyhedral convex dual cone to C. Then there exists A > 0 such that for any x € C’,

deucl(xa C) < Amax (deucl(xa Hl)’ cee 7deucl(x7 Hn)) .

The results holds true for all z € R? (for a bigger constant ), but the special case
x € C' is shorter to prove.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the fact that the function
f(.T) = max (deucl(xa Hl)7 ) deucl(x7 Hn))
is homogeneous, continuous, and positive on C' — {0}. O

Note that in the previous lemma we allow C to have empty interior, or be reduced
to {0}, or to be the entire space R? (but this last case is not very interesting since then
the dual €’ is just {0}).

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Denote by {H,,a € A} the finite family of closed half spaces given
by H, = {w € R% a(w) < 0}.
For any subset S of A, the intersection

CS = maESHa

is a polyhedral convex cone. Let Kg be the dual cone to Cg. We can apply Lemma 4.8
to Kg, and get a number Ag > 0. Let A = max{\g | S C A}.

We now prove the inequality for z,y, 2z € R? fixed. When z belongs to D(z,y), we
have d(z,z) + d(z,y) — d(z,y) = 0 =d(z, D(x,y)) by Lemma 4.6 and so the inequality
holds.

Suppose that z ¢ D(z,y). If d(x, z) > d(z,y) holds, then one has

d(z, 2) +d(z,y) — d(z,y) > d(2,y) > d(z, D(z,y))

since y € D(z,y). So by symmetry in z,y we may assume that r := d(z, z) is smaller
than R := d(z,y).

Let B, = B(z,r) and By = B(y, R —r) be closed balls for the polyhedral norm | - |,
illustrated in Figure 3. They are polyhedral convex sets, i.e. finite intersection of affine
half-spaces. More precisely

B,=HiN---NH, and B,=H{N---NH,

where H; = {w € RY a;(w — x) < r} and H; = {w € Rd,a;(w —y) < R—r} for
some orderings A = {aq,...,a,} = {af,...,al,} (it will be convenient later to have two
different orderings).
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Figure 3: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 4.7. Three points x,y, z and a fourth point

The intersection
B,NB,=HiNn---NH,NH{N---NH,

is a closed polyhedral convex subset of the diamond D(z,y) by Lemma 4.6, with empty
interior, and it is not empty (one can verify that B, N B, contains the point &y + RET x).

Let p be the Euclidean closest-point projection of z to B, N By. Up to translation,
we may assume that p = 0 to be able to use Lemma 4.8. Up to reordering we may
also assume that the half-spaces containing p in their boundary are Hjy,..., H; and
Hi,...,Hy; note that k and ¢ are both positive since p € 9B, N 0B,. Since p = 0
we have H; = {w : a;(w) < 0} for i < k and Hj = {w : aj(w) < 0} for j < 1. Let
S ={a;,i <k}U{aj},j <} C A Then using the notation introduced at the beginning
of the proof we have

B,NB,CHiNn---NH,NH N---NH;=Cs.

Observe that p is also the Euclidean closest-point projection of z to Cg. Indeed if by
contradiction there was p’ € Cg closer to z, then by convexity of the euclidean distance
function, any point of the line segment (p, p’] would be closer to z. But any point of (p, p/|
close enough to p is contained in each Hyy1,..., H, and Hé+1v ..., H], (since p is in their
interior), and hence is in B, N By, which contradicts that p is the Euclidean closest-point

projection of z on B, N By. In particular, z is contained in the dual cone Kg to Cg.
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By Lemma 4.8, the distance d(z,p) is comparable to the distance between z and one
of the half spaces Hi, ..., Hy, H, ..., H;. But since z € B, it must be contained in every
H;, so Lemma 4.8 implies that there exists a half space H}, j€{1,...,¢}, for which

deucl(za D(l‘, y)) < deucl(za p)
< )\Sdeucl(za HJ,)
< )\deucl(za By)'

Let us translate what this means for the polyhedral norm, using a constant v such
that v7'd < deyel < vd. The previous equation yields

d(z, D(z,y)) < v*\d(z, By).

Let ¢ be the intersection point of [y, z] with 0By, which satisfies d(z, q) = d(z, By).
Indeed for any ¢’ € 9B, we have d(¢',y) = d(q,y), and so

d(2,q') = d(z,q) +d(d",y) — d(d,y) > d(z,y) — d(g,y) =d(z,q9) = R—r
since [y, z] is a geodesic for d. Then

d(z,2) +d(z,y) —d(z,y) =r+d(z,y) — R
=d(z,q) +d(¢y) +7 - R
=d(z,q) = d(z, By)
> v 227 Yd(z, D(z,9)). O

4.2.2 Proof of Proposition 4.3

In addition to diamonds we shall consider two other geometric objects: crowns and cores
of diamonds. We refer to [KLP18]| for closely related constructions and to Figure 4 for an
illustration.

o z,y € R? are called generic if the diamond between them has nonempty interior,
that is, if there is only one a € A such that |z — y| = a(z — y).

e The Crown Cr(z,y) is 0C(x — y) N 0C(y — x) if x,y are generic, and otherwise it
is just D(z,y). Note that if z € Cr(x,y) then the pair (z, z) is not generic.

e The Core Co(z,y) is the convex hull of the crown, which is just D(z,y) if z and y
are not generic.

Note that for generic z,y, the core Co(z,y) separates x from y in D(z,y), in the sense
that = and y are in different connected components of D(z,y) ~\ Co(z,y).

Note also that for generic z,y the intersection of the core Co(xz,y) with the boundary
OD(x,y) of the diamond is exactly the crown Cr(x,y).

We will need the following elementary result on properly convex cones, which implies
that if a tip of a diamond is not too close to the crown then it is not too close to the core.

Given a set K C R? denote by Conv(K) the convex hull of K.
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Cr(z,y)

Figure 4: Illustration of the diamond, crown and core of two points z,y € R? in generic
position.

Lemma 4.9. Let C C R" be a closed properly convex cone with vertex 0. Then there
exists Ay > 0 such that for any compact set K C C, we have

d(0, K) < Aad(0,Conv(K)).

Proof. Since C is properly convex, 0 is an extremal point of it and does not belong to the
convex hull Conv(C — B(0,1)) where B(0, 1) is the open ball of radius one around 0 for the
metric d. Let A~! = d(0, Conv(C — B(0,1))) be the distance from 0 to Conv(C — B(0,1)).
Let K C C be a compact subset. If 0 € K then d(0, K) =0 < Ad(0, Conv(K)).
Suppose 0 ¢ K and and put a = d(0, K)~!. Then the compact a - K is included in
C—B(0,1) and so Conv(a- K) C Conv(C — B(0,1)), which yields d(0, Conv(a-K)) > A~ L.
As Conv(a- K) = a - Conv(K), one has

d(0, Conv(K)) = d(0,K) - d(0,a - Conv(K)) > \~1d(0, K). O

Finally we will need the following observation about quasi-ruled paths, whose proof is
a simple calculation.

Observation 4.10. Let a,b: [0,T] = X and c¢: [T,T'] — X be paths in a metric space.
1. If a is C-quasi-ruled and d(a(t),b(t)) < C" for all t then b is C' + 6C’-quasi-ruled.

2. If a is C-quasi-ruled and if d(c(t),a(T)) < C" for all t then the concatenation of the
path a with ¢ is C + 2C"-quasi-ruled.

Proof of Proposition /.3. We proceed by induction on the dimension d. In the case d = 1
there is nothing to show, so assume that for some d > 2, the claim holds true for all
dimensions < d, with a constant depending on the dimension and on the polyhedral norm.
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Let | - | be a polyhedral norm on R?. Note that the restriction of | - | to any linear
subspace is polyhedral. Thus by the induction assumption, there exists a constant g > 1 so
that the proposition is valid with this constant for paths contained in the linear subspaces
{ay =+ = aj, | a;; € A} which are the linear spans of the faces of the special cones C,
for o € A.

Let Ay > 0 be as in Lemma 4.7, ¥ > 1 be such that v 'd < deya < vd where
d(z,y) = |x — y|, and X| = 2. Then for all z,y € R, if

I, : R — D(z,y)

is the Euclidean closest-point projection onto D(z,y) (which is well defined continuous
since D(x,y) is compact and convex, contrarily to the closest-point projection for d), then
by Lemma 4.7 we get

d(2, Ly (2)) < Vewet(2: L1y (2)) = vdenct(z D(w,y)) < Ny (d(z, 2) + d(z,y) — d(x,y))-
(20)
Let A2 > 0 be the maximum of the constants from Lemma 4.9, applied to the special
cones Cq, o € A. Then for all z,y € R? we have

d(z,Cr(z,y)) < Xad(z, Co(z,y)). (21)

We claim that the statement of the proposition holds true for (R9,| - |) with the
constant p/ = (14 2A)(u(1 + 6X]) + A]), where A = max(\|, A2).

To this end we proceed by induction on k where d(z,y) € (k— 1, k]. Note first that by
Lemma 4.2, by adjusting the constant ' we may assume that all considered quasi-ruled
paths are continuous.

Let C > 1,k =1 and let ¢ be a C-quasi-ruled continuous path from x to y such that
d(xz,y) < 1. Then the segment [z, y] is at distance at most C' + 1 from ¢ and hence the
claim holds true in this case.

Let k£ > 2 and assume that the claim holds true for all continuous C-quasi-ruled paths
from x to y such that d(z,y) < k — 1. Let ¢ be a C-quasi-ruled continuous path from x
to y such that d(z,y) € (k — 1, k.

There are two possible cases. In the first case, ¢ stays CA-far from the crown Cr(z,y).
The projection Il;, o ¢ is a continuous path from z to y in D(z,y), so it must cross the
core Co(x,y) at some time ¢.

Note that we have II,,(c(t)) = c(t). Namely, otherwise II,,(c(t)) is contained in the
boundary dD(z,y), and hence contained in the crown. But since IL,y(c(t)) is C\}-close
to ¢(t) by Inequality (20), then c(t) is C\j-close and hence C'A-close to the crown, which
contradicts our assumption.

Moreover, we must also have the inequalities

d(x,c(t)) > d(z,Co(x,y)) > 1 and d(y, c(t)) > 1.

Otherwise by Equation (21), it holds d(z, Cr(z,y)) < A2 < A < C\, which contradicts
our assumption that ¢ stays C'A-away from the crown. Lemma 4.6 yields that

d(x7c(t)) = d(.%',y) - d(y,C(t)) <k-1
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and similarly d(y,c(t)) < k— 1. We can apply the induction hypothesis (on k) to
the path ¢[0,¢] and the path c[t,T]. As the concatenation of a geodesic connecting x
to ¢(t) € D(x,y) and c(t) to y is a geodesic, this suffices for the induction step.

In the second case, ¢ passes at some time ¢ at distance less than CA from the crown.
Let p € Cr(x,y) be such that d(p,c(t)) < CA. Recall that this means the pairs (z,p)
and (y,p) are not generic.

Concatenate ¢; = ¢[0,t] with a geodesic from c(t) to p, to get a continuous (1 + 2X)C-
quasi-ruled path ¢} from x to p by Observation 4.10. By Inequality (20), the projection
I, o ¢} is at distance at most A} (1 + 2A)C from ¢;. Using again Observation 4.10, it is a
continuous (1 4 2A)C(1 + 6] )-quasi-ruled path

in D(z,p) from x to p.

As the pair (z,p) is not generic, we can apply our induction on the dimension and
deduce that there is a geodesic ¢ C D(z,p) at distance at most puC(1 + 2X)(1 + 6)])
from I, o ¢}, which is then at distance at most C'(1 + 2X)(u(1 + 6A}) + \]) from the
original path c.

With a similar construction for ca = ¢[t,T], one obtains a geodesic ¢j from p to y
which is at distance at most C'(1 + 2X)(u(1 4+ 6A)) + A}) from c.

The concatenation of ¢/ and ¢J is by Lemma 4.6 a geodesic from x to y at distance at
most C'(1+ 2X)(u(1 4+ 6X)) + A}) from ¢, which concludes the proof. O

4.3 Projecting to a flat

In this subsection we extend Proposition 4.3 to the symmetric space X = PSLy(R)/PSO(d)
equipped with the Finsler metric d5. We begin with extending the geometric notions
from Section 4.2 to X.

Recall, for instance from [KL18|, that the diamond between two points z,y € X is
defined as follows. A Weyl cone of a flat of X is the translation under an element of
PSL4(R) of the standard Weyl cone expat C expa based at the basepoint x of the
standard flat exp a. Consider a flat F' containing x and y, a Weyl cone W C F based
at x and containing y, and the opposite Weyl cone W’ based at y (which automatically
contains x). Then the diamond D(x,y) is defined as

D(x,y) =WnWwW'.

It does not depend on choices, and as an intersection of convex subsets of X, it is convex.
The analog of Lemma 4.6 holds true.

Proposition 4.11 (Lemma 5.10 of [KL18]). For all x,y € X, the diamond D(x,y) is the
set of points z € X such that dS(x,z) + d5(z,y) = d¥(z,y).

The following non-uniform version of Lemma 4.7 for (X, d%) is used to reduce Theo-
rem 4.1 to Proposition 4.3.

Proposition 4.12. For any C > 1 there exists C' > 0 such that for all z,y € X, any
z € X such that d(x, z) + d¥(z,y) < dS(z,y) + C is at distance at most C" from D(x,y).
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Proof. Our goal is to reduce the proof of the proposition to Lemma 4.7. To this end denote
for x #y € X by F(z,y) the intersection of all maximal flats containing the diamond
D(z,y). Then F(z,y) is a (not necessarily maximal) flat in X containing D(z,y). We
claim that for any C' > 0 there exists a C’ > 0 with the following property. If z,y,2 € X
are such that d¥(z, 2) + d¥(z,y) < dS(x,y) + C, then d¥(z, F(z,y)) < C".

Assuming this claim, let z,y, z € X be such that d¥(z,2) + d¥(z,y) < d5(x,y) + C.
Choose a point 2’ € F(x,y) of shortest distance to z. Then we have

dg(x, 2+ dg(z’,y) < dg(:c, y) + 20"+ C

and hence the proposition is a consequence of Lemma 4.7, applied to z,y, 2’ C F(z,y).

To show the claim we argue by contradiction and we assume that the claim does
not hold true. Then there exists a number C' > 0 and a sequence of counter examples,
consisting of pairs of points (z,,y,) and points z, such that

d%'(xm Zn) + dS(va yn) < ds(l’na yn) +C,

but d¥(z,, F(xpn,yn)) > n. In particular, we have dS(z,, z,) > n and d5(x,, y,,) > 2n—C.
By equivariance under the action of the isometry group of X we may assume that
zn = 2z is a fixed point. Furthermore, by passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that the sequence x,, converges to a point £ € 0,,X, and the sequence ¥, converges to a
point 7 € O X.

Recall that the Finsler metric d¥ is equivalent to the Riemannian metric and hence
complete. Thus after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the functions
an tu — dS(xp,u) — dS(xp, 2) and B, : u — dS(yp,u) — d¥(yn,z) converge locally
uniformly to Finsler horofunctions b¢, b, on X. These functions are 1-Lipschitz for the
metric dS.

For each n consider the Riemannian geodesic 7, connecting z to x,, parameterized to
be a geodesic for dS. As x, — &, the geodesics 7, converge locally uniformly to a geodesic
ray 7, parameterized by arc length with respect to dS, with endpoint &. The convergence
Yn — 7y is uniform on compact sets, and the same holds true for the convergence o, — be.
Since furthermore we have oy, (7,(t)) = —t for all ¢, we also have b¢(y¢(t)) = —t for all ¢.
Similarly, if +y, is a limit of Riemannian geodesics 7,, connecting z to y,, parameterized
by arc length with respect to d¥, then we have by, (v, (t)) = —t for all ¢.

On the other hand, by assumption on x,, yn, 2, and passing to a limit, we also have
be(y(t)) >t — C and by(y¢(t)) >t — C for all t. Namely, for each n the function «, is
one-Lipschitz, and hence its restriction to the geodesic 7, connecting z to y, satisfies
(M (1) > an(yn) — dS (2, yn) +1 > d5 (2, yn) — C — dS(2n, ypn) +t = t — C and similarly
an(nn(t)) < t. Consequently we have a,(n,(t)) € [t — C,t]. This estimate then passes on
to the limit.

By the discussion in Section 1 following Section 5 of [KL18|, horofunctions for the
Finsler metric can be characterized as follows.

To each maximal simplex 0 C J5X there corresponds an interior point &, € o so that
the following holds true. If ¢, C X is a sequence converging in X U J,X to an interior
point of o, then the functions u — dg(qn,u) - dg(qn,z) converge to the Riemannian
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Busemann function b, defined by &,. If g, C X converges to a point in J,.X which is an
interior point of a simplex 7 which is not maximal, then up to passing to a subsequence
and slightly modifying the sequence so that the geodesic connecting the basepoint z to ¢,
is regular, that is, its direction is contained in the interior of a Weyl chamber, we may
assume that the functions u — d¥(g,,u) — d%(qy, z) converge to the function b, where &
is a maximal simplex containing 7. However, any such function can arise in the limit,
and the Busemann function for the Finsler metric corresponding to the simplex 7 equals

b, = max{b, | o0 D 7}.

We refer to Lemma 5.16 and Lemma 5.18 of [KL18] and their proofs for this statement.

Thus let o be a maximal simplex containing & so that the function b, arises as a limit
of the functions u — d¥(x,,u) — d¥(z,,z). We showed that the restriction of b, to the
geodesic ray ~y, satisfies b, (v, (t)) >t — C for all ¢.

Let F' C X be a maximal flat containing both the simplex o as well as the endpoint 7
of y, in its boundary. Let v C 0xF be the maximal simplex in the boundary O, F of F'
which is antipodal to 0. We claim that v contains 7 in its closure.

To this end consider the restriction of b, to F. It is given by a linear functional
on F = R? For any basepoint o € F, with b,(0) = 0, the restriction of b, to the closed
Weyl cone based at o whose boundary v C 0 F is antipodal to the cone containing o in
its boundary coincides with the linear functional defining the Finsler distance from o for
points in this cone. On the other hand, for any geodesic ray ¢ : [0,00) — F with ((0) = o
whose endpoint is contained in the complement of v and parameterized by arc length
for d%, there is a number 6(¢) > 0 such that limsup,_,, 1b5(¢(t)) <1 —8(¢).

Now the geodesic vy, C F' is strongly asymptotic to a geodesic ray ¢ C F' starting at o.
Thus we have ) ]

lim sup —bs (v, (t)) = lim sup —b,({(2)).
t—oo b t—oo b
As the left hand side of this expression equals one by the above discussion, we conclude
that the endpoint 7 of +, is contained in the closure of v.

To summarize, we showed that for any maximal simplex ¢ which contains £ in its
closure, the point n is contained in the closure of a simplex which is antipodal to o. But
this just means that 7 is contained in a simplex ¢ which is antipodal to the simplex 7.
Furthermore, the geodesic rays 7, vy, are asymptotic to the (perhaps not maximal but
unique) flat F' which contains 7,6 as maximal antipodal simplices and hence they are
contained in a uniformly bounded neighborhood of F'. As z,, — &, ¥, — 1n we know that up
to passing to a further subsequence, the flats F'(z,,, y,,) converge to a flat containing F'. But
then the distance between z and F'(zy, yy) is uniformly bounded which is a contradiction.
This completes the proof of the proposition. O

4.4 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem 4.1.
Consider a continuous path ¢ : [0,7] — X such that for any 0 <t < s <u < T, we
have dS(c(t), c(s)) + dS(c(s), c(u)) < dS(c(t), c(u)) + C.
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Let F' be a flat containing ¢(0) and ¢(T"), so that it also contains the diamond
D(¢(0),¢(T)). By Proposition 4.12 there exists C’ > 0 only depending on C' such that
for any 0 < ¢t < T, there exists a(t) € D(c(0),¢(T)) at distance at most C’ from c(t),
with a(0) = ¢(0) and a(T) = ¢(T"). By the triangle inequality, the path ¢ — a(t) is
C + 6C" quasi-ruled. By Lemma 4.2, up to enlarging C' + 6C” to a constant which also
only depends on C, we may assume that ¢ — a(t) is continuous.

Thus we can apply Proposition 4.3 to a, to find a geodesic b : [0,T] — F such that
dS(a(t),b(t)) < C" for some C” > 0 which depends only on C. Recall that geodesics for
the restricted metric on F' are also geodesics for the metric on X.

We conclude that d¥(c(t),b(t)) < C” + C' for any t where C” + C' depends on C but
not on the path c.

4.5 Rough Finsler convexity and naive convex cocompactness

In this section we apply Theorem 4.1 to prove that naively convex cocompact groups,
in the sense of [DGK17], act cocompactly on a roughly Finsler convex subset of the
symmetric space. Recall that a domain of the projective space Q C RP4! is called
properly convex if it is bounded and convex in some affine chart.

Proposition 4.13. Let I' C PSLy(R) preserve a properly convex domain QRP ! and
act naively convexr cocompactly on it, in the sense that there exist a convexr subset C' C €
on which T acts cocompactly. Then I' acts cocompactly on a roughly Finsler convex subset
of the symmetric space X.

Proof. The properly convex domain {2 can be endowed with a natural Finsler metric dg
called the Hilbert metric, which is invariant under projective transformations, and such
that projective segments in  are geodesics for this metric (see [PT14] for a broad
introduction to the Hilbert metric). Since I' acts cocompactly on C' there is R > 0 such
that any point of C is at Hilbert distance at most R from the orbit I'p.

Recall that by Proposition 4.11 all choices of the linear functional ag as in Notation 1
determine Finsler metrics on the symmetric space that have the same geodesics. Hence
we can choose the linear functional ag(z) = 3(z1 — 24), which is well adapted to the
Hilbert metric dq for the following reason. By Proposition 10.1 of [DGK17], fixing some

p € C C , there exists a constant K such that for any v € I' we have

|da(p, p) — d¥(x,7x)| < K. (22)

Let us combine this with Theorem 4.1 to prove that the orbit I'x C X (on which
I obviously acts cocompactly) is roughly Finsler convex. Fix v € I" and let us find a
Finsler geodesic from x to yx at bounded distance from I'x. The segment [p,vp] C Q is a
geodesic for the Hilbert metric.

Let po = p,p1,.-.,pn = p be points in this order on this geodesic, with at successive
distance at most 1. For any ¢ there is 7; € I such that do(p;, vip) < R, and vy = id and
Yo = 7. For all i < j < k, since py, ..., p, are on a geodesic, we have

do(vip, vjp) + do(v;p, vep) < do(vip, vkp) + 6R. (23)
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Now by (22) we get
A (vix, ;%) + d¥ (%, wx) < dS (%, 76x) + 6R + 3K, (24)
Moreover, for any ¢ we have
dg(’yix,%-“x) <2R+1+K. (25)

Linking the n + 1 points x = 9%, 11X, ..., X = 7X € X by geodesics we clearly get a
continuous path which is C-quasiruled, where C' = 6R + 3K + 6(2R + 1 + K).

By Theorem 4.1 there is a Finsler geodesic from x to yx at distance at most C’ from
this quasiruled path, where C’ only depends on C. Then by (25) this geodesic is at
distance at most C' + 2R + 1 + K from I'x. ]

An example of a Gromov-hyperbolic naively convex cocompact group which is not
Anosov can be produced using a ping-pong argument as in Proposition 12.4 of [DGK17].

Consider a Schottky subgroup I' C PSLa(R) generated by two elements coming from
two matrices g, h € SLa(R), so that T' preserves the projective model D C RP? of the
Poincaré disk, and acts cocompactly on a convex subset C' C D.

Let A > A~! be the eigenvalues of g. Consider the 3-by-3 matrices

1
g,: )\3.9 02 and h/:<h 0>’
0 A3 0 1

so that ¢’ is not loxodromic. They generate a discrete subgroup I C PSL3(R) which
preserves a projective plane RP? C RP3, where its action is exactly the action of T', so it
preserves the disk D and acts cocompactly on the convex subset C' C D.

Note that I also preserves in RP? an open convex cylinder D x R containing D, which
is not properly convex: it is contained in an affine chart, in which it is convex but not
bounded. Fix a small compact neighborhood B of a point of D in the cylinder D x R. Up
to taking g and h with larger hyperbolic translation length, another ping-pong argument
shows that the I"-orbit of B in D x R remains bounded, hence the convex hull Q ¢ D x R
of this orbit and of D is a I-invariant properly convex domain. Moreover £ contains D,
and hence C, which is a convex subset on which I'V acts cocompactly. Thus I'” acts naively
convex cocompactly in the sense of Definition 1.9 of [DGK17].

5 Fock—Goncharov positivity

This section is devoted to a geometric interpretation of positivity as introduced by
Lusztig |Lus94] and imported into the context of Hitchin representations by Fock and
Goncharov [FG06|. We collect the relevant algebraic results and relate them to admissible
paths on the characteristic surface of a Hitchin grafting representation. Throughout this
section, we put G = SL4(R) although most of the discussion is valid for all split real simple
Lie groups and although ultimately we are interested in PSLy(R). For completeness, note

50



that for G = SL4(R), most of Lusztig’s results and concepts were already known (see for
instance [And87]), but we still use Lusztig’s notation and formalism. In particular, we
will use Lusztig’s work to introduce the subsets

G>0 C GZO C G and f>0 C./T"ZO c F

and some of their basic properties. Most of the time we shall work with the matrix group
SL4(R) without further mentioning as this allows for more concrete computations.

As G = SL4(R), the subset Gs¢ C G is the set of totally positive matrices, which
are the matrices A € SLy(R) such that for any 1 < k < d — 1 the exterior product
AEA € SL(AFR) = SLg, (R) is positive, i.e. all its entries are positive. For general split
Lie groups the definition of G'~¢ is more complicated, see Sections 2.2, 2.12, 5.10 and 8.8
of [Lus94].

One can check that 7 : PSLa(R) — PSL4(R) is positive in the sense that it maps
projectivizations of positive matrices to projectivizations of totally positive matrices. Note
also that Lusztig did not introduce the concept of positive representation from PSLy(R)
into G: this is due to Fock-Goncharov [FGO06], who used it to prove among other things
that all Hitchin representations are discrete. Many ideas in this section are inspired by
the work of Fock—Goncharov.

Finally, the concept of positivity also exists in certain nonsplit real Lie group:
see [BH12; GWI18|. However in these settings the positive cone lies in a partial flag
manifold instead of the full flag manifold, which is not enough for our purposes.

5.1 Reminders on positivity

The following summarizes the results from [Lus94] we are going to use. As before, F
denotes the variety of full flags in R%.

Theorem 5.1 ([Lus94|). There exist semigroups Gso C G>o C G and a subset F~o C F
with the following properties.

1. [By definition, see §2.2] exp(a) C G>o, in particular 1 € G>q.

2. [Th. 4.8] For the standard embedding T : SLa(R) — SLg4(R), the set Gs¢ is an (open)

connected component of
{g € G : g07(c0) M O7(00) and goT(0) M AT(0)}.
3. [Th. 5.6] Every element of G~¢ is lozodromic, and in particular does not fix any
point of X.
4. [Th. 4.3 & Rem. 4.4] G>¢ is the closure of Gso.
5. [before Prop. 2.13] G50G>0 C Gso and G>0Gso C Gso.

6. [Prop. 8.14] Fsq is an (open) connected component of O7(00)™ N a7(0)™.
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7. [PT‘Op. 8.12] Gzof>o C F>o.
8. [By (7) above and by definition, see Th.8.7] Fso = G - 07(00).

Ezample . In the special case G = SL3(R), one can visualise Fo: namely, recall that
in this case, the flag variety F is identified with the set of pairs (p,£) where p is a point
of RP? and ¢ is a line containing p.

Let x, y and z € RP? be the image of the canonical basis of R3, let [z,y], [y, 2] and
[z, 2] C RIP? be the image of the segments between the vectors of the canonical basis, and
let T C RP? be the triangle enclosed by these segments. Then Fsq is the set of pairs (p,£)
such that p is contained in the interior of T and { intersects the (relative) interior of the
segments [x,y] and [y, z]. Then

Gso = {g € SL3(R) | gF>0 C F>o0}.

One can see that g € G~o maps T into its interior (this corresponds to the fact that the
entries of g, i.e. the minors of size 1, are positive), and hence g has an attracting fized
point in T'. In general it is true that any totally positive matrix is diagonalisable with
distinct positive eigenvalues.

We will also use the following, which should be well-known to the experts, but for
which we did not find a reference.

Lemma 5.2. 9. Fso ts the interior of its closure, denoted by F>q.
10 G>0]:20 C ]:>0.

11. Let us denote G<g := (Gsg)~t and F<o = G<g - 07(c0), and G<o and F<q their
respective closures. Then any pair in F<o X F>q is transverse.

Remark . It is clear that F>o contains G>q - OT(00) but they are not equal in general. For
instance consider the case SL3(R). Denote the usual basis of R3 by (e1, e, e3). Consider
the flags OT(00) = (span(es), span(ez, e3)) and F = (span(ez), span(ez, ez — e1).

Then F' lies in F>o but not in G>o - 07(c0). Indeed one can check F € F>q by
computing that F' = limy_,o+ A\OT(c0) where Ay = (5}) 3??\ i) 1s totally positive for small
positive values of \. (One can renormalize Ay to make it determinant 1.)

But if a matriz B € G>o sends 01(00) into the flag F', then it sends ez into a point
B - eg in span(es,es — e1) \ span(ez) In particular one can write B - e3 = aey + b(es — e1)
with b # 0. Then one of the coefficients of B, in position (3,1) or (3,3), has a negative
entry. It contradicts the fact that B € G>o, and that matrices in G'>o have non-negative
entries. The flag F' may be thought to correspond to a point at infinity of G>o (for the
compactification SL3(R) — PGL3(R)).

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Proof of (9). Put & = 07(00) and &y = 07(0). By definition,
the sets f@o and 58“ are open Bruhat cells in F and hence Z = ECTO N f(df is open. The
complements of the Bruhat cells f@o and 56” are (real) connected projective varieties all of

52



whose irreducible components are of codimension one. Then every point of the boundary
of 52”0 N 56” is contained in an irreducible subvariety of codimension one. Thus by property
(6), the statement(9) is equivalent to the following. Let V' be a component of Z. Denoting
by U the closure of a set U, it holds

V=F-F-V. (26)

As for any two open sets Uy, Uy we have Uy U Uy = U; U Uy, it suffices to write V
as a finite intersection V = ﬂ?;%Uj where each of the sets U; has property (26). To
construct such sets note that if £ = (¢! € --- C ¢971) (1 = 0,0) then the linear
hyperplanes £2-1 g_l are transverse and hence they decomposes R? into four connected
components which are paired be the reflection x — —x, say the components A, —A, B, — B.
The closures of the components A,—A and B, —B intersect in a linear subspace of
codimension 2. A component Z of 52“0 N 587 consists of flags ( = (3 C --- C (4—1 with the
property that ¢ is transverse to both €1, d=1 But this means that for either A or B,
say for A, any nonzero point on the line (; is contained in AU —A. As a consequence, if
we define U; to be the set of all flags ( = (3 C -+ C (41 such that {; — {0} Cc AU—-A
then Uy C Z is an open set of the required form.

Now note that U; can be described as follows. Choose a generator w, of A9~1¢d-1
(t = 0,00) and define U; to be the set of all flags ¢ with the property that for some basis
element e of (q, the wedge products e A wy, e A ws define the same (or the opposite)
orientation of R?. Then U is one of the sets determined in the previous paragraph.

For j < d — 1 define the set U; as the set of all flags ¢ so that for some generator e
of NI ¢; and some generators wg_j ,wg’g I of N3 §g_j Y\ fgo the orientations defined by
e wg_j ,eN wgo_ I coincide (or are opposite). For suitably choices of the sets U;, we then
have 58“ Nen = N;U;. Together with the first paragraph of this proof, (9) follows.

Proof of (10). Since G is open (by (2)), every Gsp-orbit in F is open. Being a
union of such orbits, G¢F>0 is also open. Moreover it is contained in F>q (by (7)) and
hence it is contained in its interior, which is precisely F~¢ by (9).

Proof of (11). Consider (§,n) € F<p X F>o. Since Fsq is open, G contains 1 in its
closure, and G~9F>9 C F>o, there exists g € G~ such that g§ € F-o and gn € Fso.

By definition, there exists h € G such that ¢g¢ = h™'¢,. Then hgé = & and
hgn € hFsg C Fso C f?o by (6). Therefore hg§ and hgn are transverse, and so are &
and n. O

5.2 Positivity and injectivity of admissible paths

We now explain the assumption that the representation 7 : PSLa(R) — PSL4(R) is
positive: it means that 7 maps every 2 x 2 matrix with positive entries into G~q. It has
the following consequences, which should be well-known to experts.

Lemma 5.3. We have the following.

1. a, € Gsg for any t > 0.

93



2. Go =rzGsory (see Notation 2).
Proof. Proof of (1). This is an immediate consequence of the fact that
VZoOV2Z\ /et V2o V2
2 2 2 2
_V2 V2 (0 et> V22
2 2 2 2

has positive entries.
Proof of (2). Let us prove that rﬂG;érﬂ = G>g. The maps g — ¢~
both preserve

Land g — rrgre

{g € G: gI7(c0) h d7(c0) and ¢d7(0) h d7(0)},

and hence permute the connected components, and so does g — rrg~ 7. To prove that
this map preserves the connected component Gx¢ (see Theorem 5.1 (2)), it suffices to
show that it fixes a point of Gg. It is clear that it fixes for instance a} € G>o. O

A first important consequence of all the facts about positivity that we have listed is
the following.

Corollary 5.4. For any admissible path ¢ : [0,T] — G, for all 0 < s <t < T we have
c(s)7te(t) € Go.

Proof. By definition, ¢(s)~1c(t) is a product of elements of G of the form a. for some
r > 0 or exp(v) for some v € a. All these elements belong to G>¢ by Theorem 5.1 and
Lemma 5.3, and so does their product since G'>¢ is a semigroup. O

The previous result, combined with the fact that totally positive matrices are not the
identity, tells us that admissible paths are injective, as explained below.

Proposition 5.5. Any admissible path in X is injective

Proof. Let ¢: [0,T] — G be an admissible path and let x € X be an arbitrarily fixed point.
Consider 0 < s <t < T, and let us prove that ¢(s)x # c(t)x, i.e. that c(s)"lc(t)x # x.
By definition, c(s)~lc(t) is a product of elements of G of the form a!. for some r > 0 or
exp(v) for some v € a. There are two cases.

Case 1: c(s)"c(t) = exp(v) for some nonzero v € a, then it is clear that exp(v)x # x.

Case 2: c¢(s)7te(t) is a product of elements of G of the form a’. for some r > 0 or
exp(v) for some v € a, with at least one element of the form al.. All the exp(v)’s belong
to G>o by Theorem 5.1.1 and all the a/.’s belong to G~ by Lemma 5.3.1, and so ¢(s) " tc(t)
belongs to Gg by Theorem 5.1.5. Therefore c(s)~'c(t) does not fix any point of X by
Theorem 5.1.3, and ¢(s) " te(t)x # x. O

This implies that the characteristic surface we have constructed in Section 3.4 is

embedded.

Corollary 5.6. The map Q. : S, — p.\X constructed in Proposition 3.5 is injective.
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Proof. Consider z,y € S, such that Q.(z) = Q(y), and let us prove that = = y.
Consider two lifts Z and g € S, of respectively z and y. Then Q. (Z) and @Q,(7) have
the same projection in p,\X, which means that there exists v € m(S) such that

Qz(j) = pz(')’)@z(g) = QZ(’Y@)

Consider an admissible path ¢ : [0,7] — S. from & to 7§. Then by Observation 3.9
Q.oc:[0,T] = X is an admissible path from Q. (%) to itself.

Since admissible paths of X are injective by Proposition 5.5, this means that T'=0
and T = ~y, and hence that x = y. ]

5.3 Positivity gives a control on default of the triangle inequality

The goal of this section is to prove the following result about totally positive transforma-
tions. We then use it to prove that admissible paths are (Finsler) quasi-ruled, quasi-convex
and quasi-geodesics, which implies that the characteristic surface in the symmetric space
associated to a Hitchin grafting representation is Finsler quasi-convex.

As before, we write G = SLy(R), and we choose a basepoint x € X = G/K, thought
of as the projection of the identity in G.

Lemma 5.7. For any w > 0, there exists C, > 0 such that for all g+ € G>o and
g- € a_,G<p, we have

dg(g—xa X) + d%(x7g+x) < dg(g—xa g—i-X) + Co.

To prove it we will need the following technical result. In its formulation, we use
a K-invariant metric dr on the flag variety F. Furthermore, we denote by &y € F the
simplex 97(00) = exp(a™) € F. Distances are taken with respect to the distance function
d defined by the symmetric Riemannian metric.

Lemma 5.8. For every € > 0 there exists a number C¢ > 0 only depending on e with
the following property. Consider g € G decomposed as g = kexp(k(g))l with k,{ € K
(the mazimal compact subgroup) and k(g) € a*. Let £ € F at dg-distance at least € > 0
from kfg. Then x is at distance at most C. from the Weyl cone with vertex at gx and
boundary at infinity the simplex in OxxX corresponding to &.

Proof. Since d]:(ﬁ,kfg ) > €, the simplices &, k&y are transverse and hence they are
contained in a unique maximal flat F'. We claim that there is x € F' at distance at most
C. > 0 from x, where C only depends on €. Indeed, this follows from the compactness
of the set {(&,m) € F2,dr(£,m) > €} and continuity of the map which associates to
two transverse flags the unique maximal flat whose visual boundary contains the Weyl
chambers that corresponds to the two flags.

Note that gx is contained in the Weyl cone connecting x to k&y (because kx = x, {x = x
and exp(k(g))x is contained in the Weyl Cone connecting x to &). Thus as Weyl cones
are convex cones, the endpoint p € J,X of the ray starting at x and passing through
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gx is contained in the Weyl Chamber k&y. The ray [z,p) is contained in the Weyl Cone
from z to k&.

We now apply the CAT(0)-property for the Riemannian symmetric metric to the
asymptotic rays [z,p) and [x,p). It yields that the point y € [x,p) at distance exactly
d(x, gx) from z is of distance at most d(x,z) < C. from gx.

By construction, the geodesic ray [z, p) is contained in the flat F', and its endpoint
is contained in the Weyl chamber k). The unique geodesic line 7 extending [z, p) is
contained in F' and is backward asymptotic to a point ¢ in the unique Weyl chamber ¢ in
the visual boundary of F' which is transverse to k&;. Recall that n passes through the
Ce-neighborhood of x.

Using once more the CAT(0)-property, this time applied to the subray of  which
connects y to ¢ and the geodesic ray ( connecting gx to ¢, we conclude that { passes
through the Ce-neighborhood of = and hence through the 2C.-neighborhood of x. On the
other hand, by construction, this ray is contained in the Weyl cone connecting gx to &.
Together this is what we wanted to show. O

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Decompose g+ = kie"‘(gi)ﬁi with ki, /1 € K (the maximal com-
pact subgroup) and k(g+) € a®. The plan is to use positivity and Lemma 5.8 to find
Weyl Chambers £+ such that their images g+ &1 are transverse, the flat F' through them
passes near x, and the Weyl Cone from x to g+&1+ passes near gix.

Recall the definition of the set F>¢, and for w > 0 the element a/,. Since a/,F>¢ has
nonempty interior and fg is a closed set with empty interior, there exists € = €, > 0 such
that for every k € K there is £ € a,F>o at dr-distance at least € from k{g . Similarly, for
every k € K there is § € o’ F<¢ at dr-distance at least € from kfg.

Let &4 € al,F>¢ be at dr-distance at least € from E;lﬁg‘ and {_ € o', F<o be at
dr-distance at least € from E:lfom .

We know £, € F>g and g4 € G>q, so by Theorem 5.1.7 we have g;{; € F>0, and
similarly g_¢_ € a’_,F<¢. In particular, by Lemma 5.2.11 g4 £, and g_&_ are transverse.
More precisely, if we denote as before by d the distance function of the symmetric metric,
then the flat ' = F(g_¢_,9+&+) through them contains a point z with d(z,x) < ¢,
for some ¢, > 0 only depending on w, because every pair in the set a’ ,F<o X F>q is
transverse and this set is compact.

Since d]:(fi,éilfg) > ¢, Lemma 5.8 implies that g+x is at Riemannian distance at
most C¢ to the Weyl Cone connecting x to g+&y. By the CAT(0) property of (X,d),
applied to the geodesics connecting x and x to all points in g+ &+, the Hausdorff distance
(for d) between this Weyl cone and the Weyl cone W C F' connecting x to g+&4 is at
most d(x,z) < q,. As a consequence, there is x4+ € Wy with

d(z+,9+%x) < g, + Ce.

Since W, and W_ are two opposite Weyl Cones in F' based at x, and since x4+ € Wy,
we deduce from Proposition 4.11 that

dS(z_,x) +d¥(x,xy) = dS(z_,xy).
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To conclude, recall that the Riemannian and Finsler metrics are comparable; that is,
there exists A > 0 such that A™'d < d¥ < Ad. Then by the triangle inequality

d¥(g-x,x) + d%(x, g4 x) — d%(g-x, g+ x)
<dS(z_,z) +dS(z,2) — dS(z_, ;) 4+ 6X(qu + Co)
< 6/\(%) + Ce)- ]

We now use the previous result to prove that admissible paths are quasi-ruled. For
this we will need the following general fact about quasi-ruled paths.

Lemma 5.9. Let (X,d) be a metric space and x1, . ..,x, € X such that for some constant
C > 0 we have d(z;, x;) + d(zj,z) < d(zi,z) + C for all i < j < k. Then any
concatenation of geodesics [x1,x3], [x2,x3],. .., [Tn_1,zn] is 4C-quasi-ruled.

Proof. Let x,y, z be three points on such a concatenation, in this order, and let us check
that d(z,y) + d(y,z) < d(x,z) +4C. Let [x;,xi41], [x),zj41] and [xg, Tp41] be three
geodesic pieces of the concatenation containing respectively x,y, z, such that ¢ < j < k.
Let us assume for the rest of the proof that ¢ < j < k; if instead we had ¢ = j < k or
i < j = k then the proof would be similar (in fact easier), and the case i = j = k is
obvious.

Using the triangle inequality and our assumption, and denoting (a,b) = d(a,b) to
lighten our estimates on distances, we have the following, which concludes the proof.

(@,9) + (v, 2) < (2, 2i01) + (i1, 25) + (25,9) + (s 2j01) + (2540, 2%) + (2%, 2)

< =@ @) + (@i, Tiv1) + (@iv1, 75) + (25, 0541) + (@541, Te) + (@Tk, Tog1) — (2, Thy1)
< = (@i, @) + (zi,25) + O+ (zj,21) + C + (2, Ths1) — (2, Tat1)

<2C — (@i, x) + (@i, 2) + C + (Th, Thy1) — (25 Tht1)

<3C — (x4, %) + (@4, Tpg1) + C — (2, Tpy1)

<4C + (z,2) O

We now prove that admissible paths are quasi-ruled.

Proposition 5.10. For any w > 0 there exists C,, such that any (w,0)-admissible path ¢
in X is Finsler C,,-quasi-ruled, and hence is at Hausdorff distance at most C!, from some
Finsler geodesic by Theorem j.1, where C}, only depends on C.,,.

Proof. By definition ¢(r) = a(r)x for any r, where a(r) is an admissible path in G.

Take 0 <t < s < u < T, and let us show d(c(t), ¢(s))+d(c(s), c(u)) < d(c(t), c(u))+C,,
for a well-chosen C,. By Lemma 5.9 above we may assume that each of the points
a(t),a(s),a(u) is at the junctions of two pieces of the admissible path a, one of hyperbolic
type, and the other of flat type (see Definition 3.8).

By Corollary 5.4, a(s)"ta(u) € G>¢ and a(s)la(t) € G<o.

Note that a(s) is adjacent to a hyperbolic-type piece of a, which has length at least w
unless this piece is the first or last piece of a. If this hyperbolic-type piece is first or last
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and has length less than w, then ¢(s) is w-close to either ¢(t) or ¢(u), and one conclude
easily with the triangle inequality (taking C,, > w). Let us assume this hyperbolic-type
piece has length at least w.

If this piece is after a(s) then a(s) la(u) € al,G>¢. If on the contrary this piece is
before a(s) then a(s)~ta(t) € a’_,G<o.

In any case, by Lemma 5.7, we can conclude:

ds(c(t), c(s)) + dg(c(s), c(u)) < dg(c(t), c(u)) + Cly. O

Finally, we deduce that the characteristic surface associated to a Hitchin grafting
representation is quasi-convex.

Corollary 5.11. Consider the map éz : §Z — 5; C X constructed in Proposition 3.5,
such that the grafting locus v* C S has collar size at least w > 0. Then :Si; is Flinsler
Cu-quasi-convez for some C,, depending on w, in the sense that any two points of S can
be connected by a Finsler geodesic that stays at distance at most Cy, from S%.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.10 and Observation 3.9. [

5.4 Estimates on eigenvalues of products of totally positive matrices

We will also need a quantitative version of the classical result that all elements of G ¢
are loxodromic. This quantitative result is probably well known to experts; since we did
not find a precise reference for what we need, we give a proof (in the case G = SL4(R)).

Recall that for any matrix g and 1 < k < d, we denote by A\x(g) the logarithm of the
norm of the k-th eigenvalue of g, such that A\;(g) > Aa(g) > -+ > Ai(g).

Proposition 5.12. For any g € Gq there exists C' > 0 such that for all hy, ..., hy, € G>o,
denoting h = ghighs - - - ghn we have A\i,(h) > Agy1(h) + & forany 1 <k <d—1.

In particular, dg(x, hx) > & for some constant C' that only depends on C' and hence
only depends on g.

To prove Proposition 5.12, we first establish an intermediate result about positive
matrices and use the fact that a matrix of size d is totally positive if and only if all its
exterior products, seen as matrices of size dy = dim(A*R?) where 1 < k < d — 1, are
positive, i.e. with positive entries.

Lemma 5.13. For any positive matriz g of size d, there exists w > 0 such that for all
Ay, ..., A, nonnegative, if A= gAy---gAy, then A\1(A) > X2(A) + nw.

Proof. By density of positive matrices it suffices to prove the lemma for A;,..., A,
positive.

Let C C R? be the open convex cone of positive vectors, and Q € RP?! its projec-
tivisation, which is a properly convex domain in the sense that there is an affine chart
of RP4~! containing € and in which  is bounded and convex.

Note that AC C C U {0} for any positive matrix A4, so AQ C Q.
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Any properly convex domain ' € RP4~! can be endowed with a classical Finsler
metric dg called the Hilbert metric, locally equivalent to the usual Riemannian metric of
RP9—!, such that (see [Bir57], or see [PT14] for a broad introduction to Hilbert geometry)

1. it is projectively equivariant: dpq o h = dgqy for any projective transformation h;
2. it is monotone with respect to inclusion: dg < dg» (on Q") for any Q" C Q;
3. if Q" C € then there is r < 1 such that dg < rdgr (on Q).

Let g be a positive matrix: As g C Q there is 7 < 1 such that do < rdyq. Then
g : 0 — Q is r-Lipschitz for dg — hence it is a contraction — by equivariance of the
Hilbert metric. In fact, gA : @ — Q also is an r-Lipschitz map for any positive matrix A
since gAQ C ¢f.

By the Banach fixed-point theorem, gA has a fixed point p €  such that (gA)"x — p
for any = € €. In particular, gA is proximal with attracting line p € ¢€2, and the
complementary invariant hyperplane does not intersect 2.

This implies the existence of a positive lower bound 6 on the angle (for the standard
Euclidean metric) between the attracting line of gA and the complementary invariant
hyperplane of gA’ for all positive matrices A, A’.

Since the restriction of the Hilbert metric dg to the compact subset ¢f2 is uniformly
comparable to the standard Riemannian metric on RP?~!, this yields that for any proximal
matrix h of the form h = gA for a positive matrix A the number e*2(")=21(h) ig comparable
to the contraction rate of h at its attracting fixed point in RP?~! for the usual Riemannian
metric, where the comparison error does not depend on A. Thus there exists a number
C > 1 such that for any proximal transformation h : Q2 — ¢, if h is R-dg-Lipschitz for
some R < 1 then

er2(h)=A1(h) < CR.

In particular, for all A1,..., A, positive, A = gA;1---gA, is r"-dg-Lipschitz so
AL(A) = Ag(A) > —log(Cr™).

In fact, for any k, the transformation A* is r™*-dq-Lipschitz so
1 —logC 1
M) = M) = L On(AY) — ra(a) = T 4 nnog (1),
and letting £ — oo we get
1
A(4) — Xo(A) > nlog () |

Hence w = log % is the positive number we were looking for. O
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Proof of Proposition 5.12. This is an immediate consequence of the previous lemma, the
fact that a matrix g € GLg(R) is totally positive if and only if A¥g € GLg, (R) is positive
for any 1 < k < d, and the fact that

Me(9) = et (g9) = A (AFg) — Aa(NFg).

The fact that d¥(x, hx) > & comes from that d¥(x, hx) is bounded from below by
the Finsler translation length of h acting on X, which is given by ag(A1(h), ..., q(h))
and o is positive on the set of vectors (vy,...,vq) such that vy > vi1 for each k, see
Notation (1). O

Proposition 5.12 has the following consequence in terms of admissible paths.

Proposition 5.14. For any w > 0 there exists Cy, > 0 such that for any (w,0)-admissible
path ¢ : [0, T] — G, we have

k—2

dg(c(O) -x,¢(T) -x) > .

where k is the number of singularities (i.e. k + 1 is the number of geodesic pieces of c).

Observe that we need the —2 term in (k — 2)/C,, because we allow the first and last
pieces of ¢ to have length less than w.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume k > 3, so that ¢ contains at least one
piece of hyperbolic type of length at least w, and that ¢(0) = 1. Let r be the number of
hyperbolic pieces of ¢ of length at least w; note that

k—2 <y < k + 2.
2 - 7 2
Then by definition of admissible (Definition 3.8) and Theorem 5.1, we can write
¢(T) € Gy as the following product:

o(T) = goa,91a.,92  * * Gr—1aL,9r,

where go, ..., gr € G>o.
By Proposition 5.12, there is C' > 0 only depending on w such that

k—2
dg(c(O)x, c(T)x) > > ETol

Ql =

6 Geometric control: Uniform quasi-isometry

This section contains the main geometric results of this article. Recall that S is a
hyperbolic closed surface, let G = PSL4(R) and 7 : PSL2(R) — G be the usual irreducible
representation. In Section 3.3, given a collection of disjoint closed curves on S and
an element of the Cartan subspace of G for each of these curves, we have recalled the
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definition of bending 7(7(.5)) inside G along these closed curves via the elements of the
Cartan subspace. Moreover, in Section 3.4, we associated to such a bending an abstract
grafting S, of S (where z is the grafting parameter) and an equivariant, 1-Lipschitz, and
piecewise totally geodesic map
Qz T

from its universal covering S, to the symmetric space X of G which projects to a map
Q.:S,— p\X

Note that G is real split and 7 is a regular and positive representation in the sense
that it maps (projectivizations of) positive matrices in PSLy(R) to (projectivizations of)
totally positive matrices in G (see Section 5). Then the bent representation of m(S)
is Hitchin, which implies by independent (and different) work of Labourie |[Lab06]| and
Fock—Goncharov [FGO6] that our equivariant map S. — X is a quasi-isometric embedding.

In this section we give an upper bound for the multiplicative error of this quasi-
isometric embedding. As mentioned in the introduction, our proof does not rely directly
on the work of Labourie and Fock—Goncharov, but follows from the results on totally
positive matrices proved in Section 5, which were greatly inspired by Fock—Goncharov’s
use of positivity.

Theorem 6.1. For every o > 0, there exist C, > 0 such that the following holds.
Consider a closed hyperbolic surface S, a multicurve v* C S whose components have
length at most o, and a grafting parameter z such that all cylinder heights of the abstract
grafting S, are bounded from below by some number L > 0.
Let us endow X with the G-invariant admissible Finsler metric § and S, with the
pullback of this metric under Q),, denoted by dg . Then the grafting map Q. : S — X is

an injective quasi-isometric embedding with multzpligative constant (1 + Cy/(L + 1)) and
additive constant C,; more precisely, for all x,y € S, we have

Cy \ ! .
(14 577) 4 @) = Cr < 700 Qulo) < (o0

Moreover, the image S’; = Qz(gz) is Cy-Finsler-quasiconvez in the sense that for all
x,y € Q,(S,), there is a Finsler geodesic from x to y at distance at most C, from S%.

The facts that Qz is injective and 5’; is quasi-convex have already been established in
Corollaries 5.6 and 5.11.

Note that the upper bound for d¥(Q.(x), Q.(y)) is an immediate consequence of the
definition of alg as the pullback of dS.

The remammg estimate will be obtained as a consequence of Observation 3.9 and
an intermediate proposition stating that the images of admissible paths in X are quasi-
geodesics, with control on the multiplicative error term. This intermediate result will be
proved using Proposition 5.10 (that admissible paths are quasi-ruled) and Proposition 5.14
(a lower bound on the displacement of admissible paths).

The collar lemma for hyperbolic surfaces states that for any o > 0, if

w = sinh ™! <Smh(10/2)>
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then any simple closed geodesic v* C S of length at most ¢ will have a collar size bounded
from below by w, in the sense that N,(v*) = {z | d(z,7*) < w} is an annulus. Then
Observation 3.9 says that for any multicurve v* C .S with components of length at most o,
for any grafting parameter z, the image of an admissible path of S, under QZ S, =X
will be a (w,0)-admissible path of X.

We will also prove the following coarse estimates on lengths.

Theorem 6.2. In the setting of Theorem 6.1, let (p,). be the associated family grafted
Hitchin representations. Then there is C! only depending on o such that for any v € m1(S),

Bp(7) > LCZ Lrr):

Moreover, recalling that z is the datum of a vector z. € a for each component e C ¥,
then C!. may be chosen so that if z. € ker(ag) for any e then

! -1
S 2 (14 727) 400,

where £g(7y) is the length of v in S.

6.1 Elementary observations

The triangle inequality easily yields the following.

Observation 6.3. For any piecewise geodesic curve ¢ : [0,T] — (X,d%) with m > 1
geodesic pieces, that is additionally C-quasi-ruled, we have

d%(c(0),¢(T)) > Len®(¢) — (m — 1)C.
We will also need the following technical estimates.

Lemma 6.4. Consider a,b,k, L >0 and C > 1, such that

a>b—kC and b>(k—2)L and a>L02

Then

3\ —1
a2<1+4(0+1)) bh—920.
L+1

Proof. We can assume L > 0. Consider first the case that L > 2C > 2. We use the
second equation and get

By the first equation, we have



with the additional inequality

c oy -1 4(Cc+1)3\ 1
1-¢> (1+29)7 > (144250

(indeed one can check that 0 < < & implies (1 — z)(1 + 2z) > 1).
If L < 2C then use the third equation and get k < % + 2 and so

b—2C b
> > -2
“ZirerZizer ¢
followed by .
_ 3\ —
(1+0?) 7" > (1 + 4G+ ) . 0

6.2 Admissible paths are uniform quasi-geodesics

To prove that the embedding @Z 0 S, & X is quasi-isometric, by Observation 3.9 it
suffices to show that admissible paths in X are quasi-geodesics. We prove this now with
uniform constants using the consequences of positivity established in Section 5 and the
elementary observations of the previous section.

Proposition 6.5. For all w > 0, there exist C,, > 0 such that for every L >0, all (w, L)-

admissible paths are (1 + (LCTWD, Cw) -quasi-Finsler-geodesics (where the first constant is

the multiplicative constant).

Proof. Let ¢ :[0,T] — X be an (w, L)-admissible path. It is clear that d%(c(0),¢(T)) <
Leng(c), so we only need to obtain a converse inequality.

By Proposition 5.10, ¢ is Cy-quasi-ruled, for some constant C,, depending on w. By
Observation 6.3 we get

d¥(c(0), ¢(T)) > Len®(c) — kC.,,

where k is the number of singularities of ¢ (i.e. k+ 1 is the number of geodesic pieces).
Since ¢ contains at least (k — 2)/2 geodesic pieces of flat type and length at least L,
we also know that
3 L
Len®(c) > (k- 2)5.

Finally by Proposition 5.14 we also have

for some constant C/, depending on w.
We conclude thanks to Lemma 6.4. O
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6.3 Proof of Theorem 6.1

It is an immediate consequence of Observation 3.9, Corollary 5.6, Corollary 5.11 and
Proposition 6.5. More precisely, by compactness of S, Corollary 5.6 ensures that the

natural map .S, QHZ p-\X is an embedding.

Consider an equivariant lift @, : S, — X of Q.. By Corollary 5.11, any two points in
Qz(gz) can be connected by a Finsler geodesic in X which remains at distance at most C,,
from @,(S,). This establishes the last statement in Theorem 6.1. Note that these Finsler
geodesics then project to Finsler geodesics in the quotient p,\X in the C,-neighborhood
of Q.(S.,).

To show the distance-length control, note that any admissible path in S, is sent
by Q. to an (w, L)-admissible path inside p,\X (Observation 3.9), which is therefore a
quasi-geodesic (Proposition 6.5).

6.4 Proof of Theorem 6.2

Fix [y] € [m1(5)] transverse to v* and recall that it corresponds to a free homotopy class
in the characteristic surface S% C p,\X. Let ¢ C S C p,\X be the unique admissible
loop in this free homotopy class. It has a p,(y)-invariant lift ¢ : R — X such that 0 is a
singularity and the geodesic piece of ¢ starting at time 0 is of hyperbolic type.

Denote by T the period of ¢, so that ¢(t+T') = p,()¢c(t) for any t. By Proposition 6.5
for any n > 1 we have

~1
d3(¢(0), p.(v)"e(T)) = d¥(&(0), &(nl)) > <1 + ch1> nLen®(c) — C,.

Dividing by n and letting n — co we get

—1
.00 = (14 177) Len¥(o) (27)

We may assume ¢(7y,7*) > 1 (the case ¢(,7*) = 0 is trivial). The number 2¢(7,~*) of
singularities of ¢ is even and bounded from below by 2, and also is the number of geodesic
pieces, half of which are of flat type and have length at least L, and the other half are of
hyperbolic type and have length at least w = sinh ™! (sinh(c/2)1), so

Co \ ' L+w L+w
s > a ) i ).

Finally, if for each component e C v* the vector z is taken in ker(cg) then we can
apply Lemma 3.2, which says that Leng(c) is bounded from below by the length of the
image of ¢ under the projection maps S, — S, which is itself greater than or equal
to £5(y), and this means Equation 27 implies the desired inequality.
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6.5 Proof of part (3) of Theorem C

Let S be a closed hyperbolic surface. Choose a simple closed geodesic v C S and if v
is separating, choose a component S; of S. Put S; = S — v otherwise. Consider a
one-parameter family p; of Hitchin grafting representations with grating datum ¢z for a
point z € a which is linearly independent from the direction of a tangent vector of H C X.
Then for each ¢, the bordered hyperbolic surface S; is totally geodesic embedded in p;\X.

Choose once and for all a basepoint € S; and view this a basepoint in p;\X for
all £. By Theorem 6.2 and equivalence of the Riemannian and the Finsler metric, for each
R > 0 there exists a number ¢ = ¢(R) > 0 so that the shortest closed geodesic in p;\X
which is not contained in S7 intersects the complement of the R-ball about S;. Thus for
t > t(R), the normal injectivity radius for the Riemannian metric is at least R and the
ball B(S1, R) of radius R about S is homotopy equivalent to Sj.

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the pointed manifolds (p;\X, z)
converge in the pointed Gromov Hausdorff topology to a locally symmetric pointed
manifold (V,z). This manifold contains S; as a totally geodesic embedded surface of
infinite normal injectivity radius. But this just means that N equals the manifold defined
by the Fuchsian representation p|Sy. This is precisely the statement of the third part of
Theorem C.

7 Intersection in the Hitchin component

This section contains a first application of the results from Section 6. Namely, recall
from Section 2 the definition of the intersection number I(fi, f2) and the normalized
intersection number J(f1, f2) for two Hélder continuous positive functions fi, fo on T'S.
These numbers only depend on the cohomology classes of f1, fo. Thus by the results in
Section 2.2, for any two Hitchin representations pi, p2 : m1(S) — PSLg(R), we obtain
intersection numbers I(p1, p2) and normalized intersection numbers J(p1, p2). We show

Theorem 7.1. There exists a sequence p; of Hitchin representations such that I(v, p;) —
oo and J(v, p;) = oo for any Fuchsian representation v, and this divergence is uniform
m .

The Hitchin representations which enter Theorem 7.1 are Hitchin grafting represen-
tations. More precisely, let as before v be a simple closed geodesic on the hyperbolic
surface S. This datum is used to construct for each L > 0 a Hitchin representation py,
obtained by Hitchin grafting along ~ of the Fuchsian representation defined by S, with
cylinder height L. We do not specify the twisting number of the associated abstract
grafting datum as this does not play a role in our discussion, but we assume that L — pf,
is a Hitchin grafting ray as introduced in Section 3.3.

The proof of Theorem 7.1 rests on statistical information on length averages, introduced
in the next definition. For its formulation, for a Hitchin representation p put R,(T) =
Ry, (T) for all T, where as before, Ry (T') = {n € [71(S)] | £,(n) < T} and £,(n) is the
Finsler translation length of p(n). Moreover, [m1(.5)] is the set of conjugacy classes of the
fundamental group 71 (S) of S.
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Definition 7.2. Let p be a Hitchin representation and A a subset of [m1(5)]. We say
that A is a full density set for p if
R,(T)NA

lim inf —2

= 1.
T—+oo  R,(T)

If P is an assertion on [m1(S5)], we say that a typical geodesic satisfies P if the set
{7 € [m1(S)] | vy satisfies P} is a full density set for p.

The following statement can be thought of as a statistical version of the duality
between length and intersection for hyperbolic metrics on surfaces. Recall from Section 2.1
the definition of the intersection form ¢ : C(S) x C(S) — [0, 00).

Proposition 7.3. Let p be a hyperbolic metric on S, and let a« C S be a closed geodesic.
For any e > 0, for a typical geodesic v, we have

1

(v, a) — W@(Py)ﬁp(a) < ely().

Proof. The Borel measures

1
HT = SR T > Leb,
P (st

converge weakly as T — oo to the normalized Lebesgue Liouville measure \g on TS
(see |[Mar04]).

Let A € C(S) be the (unnormalized) Liouville current of p, the current defined by the
Lebesgue Liouville measure on T'S, and for each T let fir be the current defined by pr.
Let « be a closed geodesic on S. As t(a, \) = £,(«) (see Section 2.1), by continuity of
the intersection form ¢ for the weak topology on currents, we know that

1

2 Zary(g) P

[’(:aT7a)

Note to this end that the total volume of T'S with respect to the Lebesgue Liouville
current equals —4mw2y(S).

Put k = m and let € > 0. To show that the geodesics v with

1(7,0) = Ky () Ep(0)] < erliy()
are typical we argue as follows. For T' > 0 let

AT) ={y [ 6p(7) ST, u(v, ) = (1+ €)rlp(7)lp(a)}-
We claim that jé((?) — 0 (T — o0).

To see this assume otherwise. By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
the measures vp = % Zve A(T) Leb, converge weakly to a nontrivial ®'-invariant
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measure v. By construction, the measure v is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue Liouville measure Ag. It defines a current © which satisfies

U(D,0)/v(T*S) 2 (1 + €e)rly(a). (28)

But ) is ergodic under the action of ®' and hence as v is absolutely continous with respect

to A, it is a positive constant multiple of A. This contradicts the inequality (28).

In the same way we conclude that #‘f,f(?) — 0 as T' — oo where

B(T) = {71 £p(v) < T, u(y,a) < (1 = e)rly(y)p(a)}-
Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this shows the proposition. O

Let X be a hyperbolic metric on S and let ¢ be a non-separating simple closed geodesic
on X of length ¢ > 0. For L > 0 denote by pr a representation obtained by Hitchin
grafting of X on ¢ of height L. Our goal is to estimate for a hyperbolic metric Y on S
the quantities I(Y, pr,) and J(Y, pr) as L — oo.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let X € T(S) be the marked hyperbolic metric which is the
basepoint for the Hitchin grafting ray. According to the length control as formulated in
Theorem 6.2, for every € > 0 there exist C, > 0 depending on the hyperbolic length o of
the simple closed curve ¢ such that we have

b, () 2 max { Co Ll 0). 1300 29

where we use the notations of Theorem 6.2, lengths in X are measured with respect to an
admissible Finsler metric, and £x denotes the length for the hyperbolic metric X.
Let m > 0 be a fixed number. Our goal is to find a number L > 0 so that

JY,pL) =m

for every Y € T(S) where as before, T(S) denotes the Teichmiiller space of marked
hyperbolic metric on S.

By Theorem 12 of [Bon88|, the map which associates to a marked hyperbolic metric
on S its Liouville current is a proper topological embedding. More precisely, for the given
number m > 0, there exists a compact ball B about X in 7(S) such that ¢(Ax, A\y) > m
for all marked hyperbolic metrics Y € T(S) — B, where Ax, Ay are the currents defined
by the normalized Lebesgue Liouville measures. Note that this is symmetric in X, Y.
Furthermore, we have t(Ay, Ax) = J(Y, X). We refer to p.152-153 in [Bon88| for details
on these facts.

By the estimate (29), for any € > 0 and all sufficiently large L > 0 depending on ¢,
say for all L > L(e), we have

o, (1) =2 (1 = €)lx (7).
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Thus by possibly increasing the ball B we may assume that J(Y, pr) > m for all L > Ly
and all Y € B.

We are left with showing that by possibly increasing Lo, we also have J(Y, pr) > m for
all Y € B. However, this follows once more from the estimate (29). Namely, let Y € B.
By Proposition 7.3, we know that there exists a constant x > 0 such that

Uy,¢) 2 K(1 = )by (7) by (¢)

for any geodesic v which is typical for Y.

On the other hand, by compactness of B, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
ly(c) > o for every Y € B. Then for a geodesic v which is typical for Y, we have
ly(y) < ﬁa(’y, ¢). Thus for L > m/ko(1 — €)Cy it holds

lo, (M) /ty () 2 ko (1 —€)CoL = m

which is what we wanted to show. Together with the definition, it shows that I(v, pr,) — oo
for every Fuchsian representation v.

To show that we also have J(v, p)r) — oo for all Fuchsian representations it suffices
to observe that the entropy of pr, is bounded from below by a universal positive constant.
To see that this is the case, recall that for each L, the restriction of the representation pr,
to the free subgroup A of m1(S) of all based loops which do not cross through ¢ does
not depend on L. In particular, the image of A under p; stabilizes a totally geodesic
hyperbolic plane in X. As a consequence, for each L the entropy of py, is not smaller than
the entropy of the geodesic flow on the bordered surface S — ¢, which is positive as S — ¢
is a hyperbolic surface with geodesic boundary. Together with the control on I(v, pr)
established in the beginning of this proof, this implies that J(v, pr) — oo (L — o) for
any Fuchsian representation v. O

8 Upper bound on the derivatives of length functions via
Ehresmann connections

In this section we show how to control the first and second derivatives of the Finsler
length for paths of Hitchin grafting representations. The section is divided into three
subsections.

8.1 Derivative bounds for lengths of closed geodesics

For simplicity, all Hitchin grafting representations will be obtained by grafting a Fuchsian
representation p of the fundamental group of a surface S of genus g > 2 along a single
simple closed geodesic v C S. If v is separating, then we let Sp,.S1 be the metric
completions of the two components of S — «. Recall that a Fuchsian representation is
determined by a marked hyperbolic structure on S.

Resuming the notations from Section 3, consider a discrete and faithful representation

p: m(S) = PSLe(R) - G = PSLy4(R) and let u = dr <(1) _01) € a be the special
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direction, normalized to be tangent to a preimage of p(y). Choose a vector z € a
transverse to u and for ¢ > 0 denote by

pt:m(S) — G

the Hitchin grafting representation defined by tz. We assume that the normalization of
the vector z is such that the Finsler width of the flat strip in a bounded by the line Ru
and its translate by z equals one. This amounts to saying that in the abstract grafting
model for p;, the height of the cylinder inserted at v equals precisely t.

Recall that according to Theorem 6.1, the geometry of p; is coarsely governed by the
characteristic surface S% C p;\X, which is a piecewise totally geodesic embedded surface.
Its lift to X looks like terraces with horizontal pieces conjugate into H? and vertical pieces
conjugate into the standard flat, see Figure 1.

The first main result of this section provides a quantitative control on the change of
lengths of closed geodesics along the grafting path t — p;. For its formulation, recall
that for any abstract grafted surface S,, any n € m1(S) can be represented by a unique
admissible path (up to free homotopy). This admissible path is a piecewise geodesic which
is a concatenation of hyperbolic and flat pieces. We denote by Eglat(n) the sum of the
lengths of the flat pieces, and by EQW (1) the sum of the length of the hyperbolic pieces.

Proposition 8.1. For any € > 0,0 > 0 there exists L = Ly > 0 and A = A, > 0 with
the following properties. Suppose that the injectivity radius of the Fuchsian representation
p is at least € and that £,(y) < o and that to > L. Then for any n € m1(S), we have
d < Agftat iy < Apflt
<AL T (n)  and 2o (M e=ty < (n).

toz

2 b (M) le=t0

Another way to deform the grafted representation p; is to deform p, in other words
alter the hyperbolic metric on .S. We shall analyze this situation in the case that ~ is
separating and that one only changes p on the component S7 of S —«. Thus we consider
a path s — p® of Fuchsian representations whose restrictions to the fundamental group
m1(Sp) < m1(S) is constant. For a fixed grafting parameter z and the representation p,
obtained by grafting p along v with parameter z we can consider the path s — p$. The
second main result of this section states that the length of a curve along this path only
changes proportionally to the time spent in S;.

Proposition 8.2. For any € > 0,0 > 0 there exists L = Ly > 0 and a = as > 0 with
the following properties. Suppose that the injectivity radius of the Fuchsian representation
p is at least €, that £,(y) < o and that the cylinder height of the grafting by u € a is at
least L. Let (p°)—e<s<c be a smooth path of Fuchsian representations, parameterized by
arc length with respect to the Teichmiiller metric and such that p° = p and p*(n) = p(n)
for any n € m1(Sp). Then for any n € 71(S), we have

d 2

Tl M=o < alg () and  —Lps ()ls=0 < al3* (n),

where 651 (n) is the length of 1N Sy for the admissible path 1) freely homotopic to n with
respect to the hyperbolic metric on Sy induced by p (which does not depend on ),
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Remark . The dependence of the constants in Proposition 8.1 Proposition 8.2 on an upper
bound of the length of the grafting geodesic seems necessary, but this is less clear for the
dependence on the injectivity radius of p.

Let us stress that the above results are not elementary or quick consequences of the
estimates of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 which, by their coarse nature, do not directly give
estimates on the derivatives of lengths. In fact, the proof only uses Finsler quasi-convexity
of the characteristic surface S% C X of a Hitchin grafting representation as established in
Theorem 6.1. This implies that every n € m1(.S) has a (Finsler) geodesic representative in
p:\Nc(S%), where N¢(S%) is the C-neighbourhood of S in p,\X and where C' > 0 only
depends on o.

The strategy is as follows. Consider a path s — pj of deformations of the grafted
representation p,, considered in Propositions 8.1 or 8.2. Thus we have u = tpz for some
sufficiently large to and either p; = p(s44,). as in Proposition 8.1, or p; = pf , as in
Proposition 8.2. Let also (5*) C pS\X be the associated characteristic surfaces, and
N;; their uniform C-neighbourhoods. We are going to construct geometrically controlled
diffeomorphisms N, = NB — N such that the pullbacks §s to N, of the Finsler metrics
on the sets N, depend smoothly on s, and their first and second time-derivatives 053§
and 923, are pointwise uniformly bounded at regular tangent vectors. Furthermore, these
derivatives vanish on a neighborhood of controlled size of the hyperbolic parts of the
surface which are left fixed by the deformation.

For any n € 71(S), fixing a geodesic representative 77 C N, for § = §o which we can
assume to be piecewise smooth, we will have

fpi(ﬂ) < /Ss(ﬁ/(t))dt

with equality at s = 0. As 7 is a geodesic and hence of minimal Finsler length, this will
imply that the first derivatives at s = 0 of the two sides are equal. We then apply a
trick due to Pollicott [Pol94] and deduce that the second derivative of the left hand side
is bounded from above by the second derivative of the right hand side. Then we shall
conclude using the estimates on 9yF; and 92F.

8.2 Controlled Ehresmann connections

To set up the proof, recall from Proposition 2.8 that each of the representations p;
defines a length cocycle ¢; which can be represented by a Hélder continuous positive
function f2 on the unit tangent bundle T'S of S. The function f¢ is only well defined up
to a coboundary, that is, by a Holder function whose integral over each periodic orbit
vanishes, but locally near pg = p2, it can be chosen to depend in an analytic fashion on
the representation pj,.

Recall that for each s, the image pj (m1(5)) is a discrete subgroup of PSL4(R) acting
freely on the symmetric space X. The quotient under this action is a locally symmetric
manifold M, with fundamental group isomorphic to 71(S). Put M = My and p, = p
for simplicity of notation.
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The group p3,(71(5)) acts via the adjoint representation of PSL4(R) on the Lie algebra
sl(d,R), and it acts from the left on X. Then V' = pf\ (X x sl(d, R)) is a flat vector bundle
V — My with fiber sl(d,R) over My := p5\X. The tangent space at p: of the deformation
space of pS can be identified with the first cohomology group H'(Mj, V) of M, with
values in V.

Consider the trivial bundle

M:6=Xx(-1,1) = (~1,1).

Each of the fibers of the bundle will be equipped with the symmetric metric. In particular,
there is a natural smooth Riemannian metric on the vertical bundle, that is, the kernel
of dII. The group m1(S) acts on £ as a group of smooth fiberwise isometric bundle maps
by
¥(x,s) = (P (¥)(x),5) (¢ € m(5)).

Namely, by the construction of the path s — p;,, for each ¢ € m1(S) the path s — pj ()
is a smooth path in the group PSL4(R) and hence (x,s) — pf(¢(x)) is smooth. This
action is also fiber preserving, and the differentials preserve the Riemannian metric on
the vertical bundle. The quotient 71 (S5)\& has again a natural structure of a fiber bundle
over (—1,1), however this bundle is not trivial.

An FEhresmann connection in £ is the choice of a smooth horizontal bundle H C
TE which is complementary to the vertical bundle ker dII. Given such an Ehresmann
connection H, the basic vector field % on (—1,1) lifts to a smooth section of H which
induces a fiber preserving flow on £ (at least locally). Furthermore, an Ehresmann
connection determines a smooth Riemannian metric on & which restricts to the given
metric on the fibers, for which the decomposition T'€ = kerdIl & H is orthogonal and
such that the projection II is a Riemannian submersion. Note that as the bundle £ is
naturally a product, its product structure defines an Ehresmann connection on &, however
this connection does not descend to m(S)\&.

Our first goal is to construct a geometrically controlled 7 (.S)-invariant Ehresmann
connection on £. Such an Ehresmann connection then descends to an Ehresmann
connection on 71 (S)\E.

For s € (—1,1) let S5 be the surface obtained from S by abstract grafting at v with
grafting datum determined by p;. By Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 5.6, there exists
a natural path isometric piecewise totally geodesic embedding Qs : Ss — M, whose
image is called the characteristic surface of M. The characteristic surface of My depends
continuously on s. Hence the union of these surfaces as s ranges through the open interval
(—1,1) is the image in 71 (5)\& of S x (—1,1) under a continuous (and in fact piecewise
smooth) map. We call this image S the characteristic family for m1(S)\E.

Let S; C S —« be a component of S — . If v is non-separating then 51 = 5 — 7.
Choose a basepoint p € S; C S — . We assume that the path ¢ — p;, is such that up to
adjusting with a conjugation, the restriction of p? to the subgroup 71 (S1,p) of 71 (S, p)
does not depend on s. Then the set

V= J @51).5) cScm(s)\&

—1<t<1
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is a smooth embedded submanifold with boundary. Furthermore, the product metric on £
descends to a smooth metric on V. In particular, the horizontal vector field % on the
bundle & — (—1,1) descends to a vector field on the bundle VC S C 71 (S)\€ — (—1,1)
and hence it defines an Ehresmann connection on V.

We aim at extending this Ehresmann connection to a geometrically controlled Ehres-
mann connection on a neighborhood of & C 71 (5)\€ of prescribed radius. To construct
such a connection we work directly in €. Note that the preimage S of the characteristic
family S in & is homeomorphic to a disk bundle over (—1,1). We call this preimage again
a characteristic family. A component of the preimage in £ of the trivial bundle V C § is
a trivial subbundle V of &.

Throughout this section, distance, norms || || in tensor bundles and covariant derivatives
V are taken with respect to the product Riemannian metric on £. Proposition 8.3 below
will be used to control the pressure metric along the paths ¢ — p; introduced above.
Recall that the starting time parameter tg of the deformation encodes the cylinder height
of the grafting representation.

Proposition 8.3. For every R > 0,e > 0,0 > ¢ there exist numbers T(R,e,0) > 0 and
C =C(R,0) > 0 only depending on R, € and o with the following property.

Assume that the systole of the Fuchsian representation p is at least € and that the
length of the grafting geodesic is at most o. Let tg > 7(R,€,0); then there exists a
71(S)-invariant Ehresmann connection on the R-neighborhood Ng(S) of the characteristic
family S C € which is spanned by a smooth m(S)-invariant vector field & on Ng(S) with

the following properties.
1. dII(€) = 2 on Ng(S).
2. &€= % on the R-neighborhood of V.
3. sup{[lé[|a, [IVE|lz | = € Nr(S)} < C.

Before we present the proof of Proposition 8.3 we begin with an observation about
hyperbolic surfaces which is probably well known but hard to find in the literature. This
observation will be the starting point for the proof of Proposition 8.3.

For its formulation, note that any hyperbolic surface S can be cut open along disjoint
simple geodesic arcs based at a fixed point p € .S such that the resulting polygon D with 4¢g
geodesic sides is a (not necessarily convex) fundamental domain for the action of 71 (S) on
H? and that S is the quotient of D by standard isometric side pairing transformations. For
a counterclockwise cyclic order a1, b1, al_l, bl_l, ...y Qg, by, a;l, b;l of the oriented edges
of D, the side pairings identify a; with a; L and b; with b, 1. Similarly, if S is a compact
hyperbolic surface of genus g > 1 with connected geodesic boundary, then there is a
fundamental polygon D for the action of 71(S) on the universal covering S € H? of S
with 4g + 1 sides and such that the last side is contained in a boundary geodesic of S and
projects to the boundary of S. We call such fundamental domains standard. For clarity,
we call the side of D contained in a boundary geodesic of S the open side of D.
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Lemma 8.4. For all 0 > € > 0 there exists a number k = k(e,0) > 0 with the following
property. Let S be a hyperbolic surface of genus g and injectivity radius at least €.

1. Lety C S be a non-separating simple closed geodesic on S of length at most 0. Then
there is a standard fundamental domain D for S of diameter at most k and such
that the sides aq, afl project onto 7.

2. Let v C S be a separating simple closed geodesic on S of length at most o and let
S1, Sy be the two component of S —~. Then there exists a standard fundamental
domain D for the action of w1(S) of diameter at most k such that D = Dy U Dy
where D; is a standard fundamental domain for the action of w1 (S;) with open side
Dy N Dy projecting onto vy (i =1,2).

Furthermore, for every R > 0 there exists a number m = m(e, o, R) > 0 with the property
that there are at most m(e,o, R) elements v € 71(S) with (D) N Nr(D) # (0 where
Ng(D) denotes the R-neighborhood of D.

Proof. We only show the first part of the lemma, the second part follows in the same way
and its proof will be omitted.

Thus let S be a hyperbolic surface of injectivity radius at least ¢ > 0. Then the
diameter § of S is bounded from above by a constant x > 0 only depending on the genus
of S and e. Let v C S be a simple closed geodesic of length at most ¢. Cut S open
along v and let S be a corresponding bordered surface with two boundary components
d_S, 8+§ corresponding to two copies of ~.

Since the diameter of S is uniformly bounded from above, the length of a shortest
geodesic arc in S which connects 8_S to 8+5’ is uniformly bounded. The concatentation of
such an arc with one of the two components of ¢ cut out by its endpoints is a simple closed
curve which intersects 7y in a single point. Since the length of 7 is at most o, the length
of this curve is uniformly bounded and hence the same holds true for a shortest simple
closed geodesic v which intersects = in a single point p. The curves ~, v fill a one-holed
torus Ty C S with geodesic boundary. By this we mean that a tubular neighborhood of
~vUwv in S is a one holed torus, and Tj is obtained by replacing the boundary of this torus
by its geodesic representative in S.

Let p1 be the two copies of p on 9+5. Cut S open along v. The resulting surface S’
has connected piecewise geodesic boundary with edges of uniformly bounded length. The
endpoints of these edges project to the point p in S. Choose one of these preimages of p,
say the point ¢, and let 8’ be the oriented boundary of S’ as a based loop at gq. This loop
is piecewise geodesic, with four breakpoints. By construction, the oriented angles at any
two consecutive breakpoints add up to =.

Let 8 be a lift of 8’ to the hyperbolic plane H2. By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, 3 is
simple, and the geodesic segment connecting its endpoints projects to a simple geodesic
loop 3 in S’ based at ¢ which is homotopic with fixed endpoints to 8 and meets 3’ only
at q. The length of § is bounded from above by a universal constant only depending on
the diameter of S and the upper bound o for the length of . Then 5 can be viewed as a
geodesic loop in S.
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As B is homotopic to 3 as loops in S’ based at ¢, the geodesic loop f is freely
homotopic to the boundary of Ty and hence it is contained in Tj by convexity.

Choose 2g — 2 non-separating simple closed geodesics ag, ba, ..., a4,by in Sp = S — T
of uniformly bounded length so that a; is disjoint from a;,b; for j # i and that a;, b;
intersect in a single point. The existences of such simple closed geodesic is well known
and, for example, an easy consequence of Theorem A.2. These closed geodesics can be
replaced by geodesic loops based at ¢ of uniformly bounded length so that cutting Sy
along these loops yields a polygon with 4g — 3 geodesic sides of uniformly bounded length,
one of which is 5. This polygon can be glued along £ to the polygon obtained by cutting
Ty open along v, v to yield a fundamental domain D with the required properties.

To show the last statement of the lemma, let R > 0 and let £ > 0 be an upper bound for
the diameter of D. Thenif x € D and if ¢ € 71(S) is such that ¥ (D)NNg(D) # 0, then we
have ¢(x) C B(x, R+2k) where B(x, R+ 2k) is denotes the ball of radius R+ 2k about x.
On the other hand, as the injectivity radius of S is at least €, the 71 (S)-images of the ball
B(x,¢€) are pairwise disjoint. Thus there are at most vol(B(z, R + 2k + €))/vol(B(z,¢€))
elements of 71 (S) with ¥(D) N Ng(D) # 0. O

Lemma 8.5. For allc > ¢ >0 and all R > 0 there exist numbers k = k(e,0, R) > 0 and
h = h(e,0, R) > 0 with the following property. Let S be a hyperbolic surface of genus g
and injectivity radius at least € and let v C S be a simple closed geodesic on S of length at
most o. Let S, be the surface obtained by S by abstract grafting at v with grafting datum
u and cylinder height at least h.

1. If v C S is non-separating then there is a standard fundamental domain D C S, for
Sy with side pairings ¢1, ..., Pag s0 that ¢a,. .., ¢ag € T (S — ) and that moreover
the following holds true. If y € D and if ¢ € m(S) satisfies d(D,9¥(y)) < R, then
Y can be represented as a word of length at most k in the side pairings ¢1, ..., dag,
with at most one occurrence of qﬁ{c, either at the beginning or the end of the word.

2. If v C S s separating let S1,Sa be the two component of S —~y. There exist standard
fundamental domains D; for S; with side pairings ¢, ... ,qbégi (1 =1,2) and that
moreover the following holds true. The domains D1, Dy are contained in a standard
fundamental domain D for Sy, and if y € D and ¢ € m1(S) satisfies d(y,¥(y)) < R
then 1 can be represented as a word of length at most k in either the elements gi)]l
or the elements (ij

Proof. We only show the first part of the lemma, the second part is completely analogous
and its proof will be omitted.

Thus let S be a hyperbolic surface of genus g and injectivity radius at least €, and
let v C S be a non-separating simple closed geodesic of length at most o. The hyperbolic
structure on S defines a free isometric action of 71(S) on the hyperbolic plane H2. Fix
once and for all a standard fundamental domain D for this action of 71(S) on H? with
piecewise geodesic boundary as in the first part Lemma 8.4 using the geodesic 7. Then
there exists a lift ¥ C H? of the grafting geodesic v which intersects D in the side o = a4
which is paired by the side pairing ¢; € m(S) with another side a;' = ¢1(a). The
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subarc « of 4 is a fundamental domain for the action of the stabilizer of 4 in 71 (S). In
particular, the length of « equals the length of the geodesic v and hence it is contained
in the interval [e,o]. Assume that the stabilizer of 4 in 71(S) is generated by the side
pairing ¢2. Then ¢5 identifies the endpoints of «.

Recall the notational convention from the beginning of this section. Choose a grafting
parameter z of cylinder height 1. For t > 0 let S; be the surface obtained from the
hyperbolic surface S by abstract grafting at v with grafting datum ¢z. The fundamental
domain D determines a fundamental domain D; for the action of 71(S;) on S, as follows.
Attach to both « and ¢;(«) a flat parallelogram R(¢, o), R(t, ¢1(«)) of cylinder height ¢/2
whose slope is determined by the grafting datum z. Here by slope we mean the oriented
angle between the oriented side o and a side adjacent to «, oriented to move away from a.

The polygonal surface D; with piecewise geodesic boundary is equipped with a natural
metric which restricts to the original hyperbolic metric on D, and it equals the flat metric
on the attached parallelograms. The side pairing transformations ¢, ..., ¢, for the
standard fundamental domain D for the hyperbolic metric S naturally determine side
pairing transformations of D;, where we require that the extension of the side pairing
¢2 which generates the stabilizer of 4 in m1(S) identifies the sides of R(¢, ) adjacent
to a, that is, glue R(t,«) to a flat cylinder of cylinder height ¢/2. Replace ¢; by the
side pairing of D; which identifies the two boundary components of R(t, «), R(s, ¢1(x))
disjoint from D and parallel to «, ¢1(a). The quotient of D; under these side pairing
transformations is isometric to the abstract grafted surface S;.

Namely, the above side pairings are gluing operations which glue D; along its piecewise
geodesic sides to a compact polygonal surface homeomorphic to S. The metric on Dy
descends to a natural piecewise smooth metric on this surface. By construction, this
metric does not have any cone points and is isometric to the metric of Sj.

The polygonal surface D; naturally and isometrically embeds into the universal covering
S; of Sy, and the above abstract side pairings of Dy are restrictions of a generating subset
{P1,..., P29} of m1(S;) acting as the deck group on S,. Note that for all ¢, the hyperbolic
polygon D is a subsurface of D;. It is contained in a component 3 of the preimage of
the bordered hyperbolic surface S —~ C S; in the universal covering S; of S;. The full
preimage of S —~ in S; equals the 7 (S)-orbit of 3.

Let R > 0 and let t > 4R. Let T' C 71(S) be the stabilizer of . This is the subgroup
of m1(S) generated by the side pairing transformations ¢, ..., ¢24. The I'-orbit I'D; of Dy
equals the ¢/2-neighborhood of ¥ in S;. Furthermore, the distance between I'D; and any
hyperbolic piece disjoint from ¥ equals t/2 > 2R.

Let y € D; be such that d(Dy, ¢ (y)) < R for some 1 € m1(S). Assume first that y is
contained in the R-neighborhood of . Since the infinite cyclic group generated by ¢;
acts freely on hyperbolic pieces in S, and the distance between D; and any hyperbolic
piece different from X is bigger than 2R, we conclude that ¢ can be represented as a word
in the generators ¢o, ..., ¢ag.

If y is contained in the complement of the R-neighborhood of ¥ then an admissible
path connecting y to ¥ (y) projects to a path in S which starts in the flat cylinder C; of Sy,
crosses a boundary component of Cy and returns to Cy by crossing through the second
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boundary component. Then the homotopy class of such a path, that is, the element ),
can be written in the form ¢ = qﬁf Swor Y =w- qﬁ{c for some w € m(S — ). This is
what we wanted to show. O

Proof of Proposition 8.5. We loosely follow Ehresmann as in [Sle21], beginning with the
case that the curve ~y is non-separating and hence the path s — pf (u = topz) is a Hitchin
grafting path. At the end of this proof we point out the changes necessary to cover the
case that - is separating.

The idea is as follows. The group 71(S) acts properly discontinuously on £, and
for any R > 0, it acts compactly on the closed R-neighborhood N of the characteristic
surface S. Thus we can find a compact set K C £ whose m (S)-translates cover N. For
such a set K there are only finitely many elements ¢ € m1(S) so that ¢(K) N K # (), say
the elements 91, ..., 1%, and these elements generate the group m1(.5).

By abuse of notation, let % be the vector field on £ which is tangent to the factor
(—1,1). Multiply the vector field % with a suitably chosen cutoff function § with compact
support in a compact set containing K. The push-forwards of the compactly supported
vector field 9% by the maps v; can be averaged and equivariantly be extended to
yield a 71 (9)-invariant Ehresmann connection on N C £. The main task is to do this
construction in such a way that the norm of this Ehresmann connection and its covariant
derivative can be controlled globally, only depending on the injectivity radius of the
Fuchsian representation p, the length of the grafting geodesic v and its topological type
(non-separating, or cutting from S a surface of genus g; for some g; € {1,...,[g/2]}) as
well as the given control constant R > 0 provided that tg > 0 is sufficiently large.

The implementation of this idea is divided into 4 steps.

Step 1: Construction of an adapted fundamental domain for the action of
m1(5). )

Fix once and for all a hyperbolic plane H? C X which is stabilized by the Fuchsian
representation p. In Lemma 8.5, we constructed for each s a fundamental domain Dy for the
action of 71 (.S) on the universal covering of the abstract grafted surface S, corresponding
to the representation p;. This fundamental domain contains the fundamental domain D
for the Fuchsian group p used as starting point for the grafting construction. Furthermore,
D, — D is the union of two flat parallelograms contained in a flat piece of Ss. These
parallelograms are determined by the grafting data and hence for the grafting path we
use, they all have the same slope, and the height of a parallelogram in Ds — D equals
precisely (to + s)/2 (by the choice of normalization).

The representation p;, determines a piecewise isometric embedding of the fundamental
domains Dy into X, with fixed image of D. The images of the parallelograms Dy — D are
contained in a fixed maximal flat in X, in such a way that for s < t we have Dy C Dy.
The two sides of Dy which are disjoint from H? are parallel to a fixed side of D c H?
and vary in a real analytic fashion on s. More precisely, for each s there is a natural
diffeomorphism 7, : Dy — D which equals the identity on D and whose restriction to
each component of Dy — D is the restriction of an affine map with respect to the Euclidean
structure of the flat. For each point z € Dy, the map s — 1s(z) is smooth, with uniformly
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bounded derivative and covariant derivative. If for each s we view the set Dy as a subset
of X x {s}, then D = U,D, C S and furthermore, D is a fundamental domain for the
action of 71(S) on S.

By Theorem 6.1, there exists a number b = b(o) € (0, 1] and numbers 7(c) > 1,C >0
depending on the upper bound o for the length of v such that for tg > 7(0) and s € (—1,1)
as before, the following properties hold true. For z,y € Qs(gs) C X we have

dS(z,y) > bds(x,y) — C (30)

where d; equals the intrinsic path distance in 5'5 ~ QS(SS) C X and d% is the Finsler
distance function on X as before. Here we use the notations from Theorem 6.1, in
particular Q denotes the grafting map

Fix a number R > C and let

to > max{7(0),4R/b+ C}.

For ¢ > 0 let Us, be the g-neighborhood of Qs(Dy) in (X,d%) and write U, = UsUs,.
Let N,(S"™P) be the union of the g-neighborhoods in (X, d¥) of the subspace Q4(SI¥")
(s € (—1,1)). Note that N,(S"P) is invariant under the action of 71 (S) on .

We claim that there exists a number m = m(e, o, R) > 0 with the following properties.

e There are at most m elements ¢ € 71(S) such that ¥(Ur) NUr # 0.

e Each such element can be written as a word of length at most m in the generators

{p1,..., 024} of m1(S) and their inverses, with at most one occurrence of ¢; or its
inverse, and such an occurrence happens either at the beginning or the end of the
word.

e The restriction of the vector field dw(%) to ¥(Ug) N Ug is of the form & + %
where &, is a section of the vertical tangent bundle of £ whose norm and norm of its
covariant derivative is bounded from above by a constant only depending on ¢, o, R.

To see that this holds indeed true, note that since the map Q, : Sy — X is a m1(S)-
equivariant path isometry (for the Finsler metric on S, and the Finsler metric on X), we
can argue as in the proof of Lemma 8.5.

Consider first an element ¢ € m1(Ss) with the property that

»(Ur) NUR N (X — Nyg/p(S"P)) # 0. (31)

As the action of 7 (S) preserves the fibers of the fibration £ — (—1,1), we can choose
some s so that ¢(Us gr) N Us g N (X — Nyg/p(S"P)) # 0.

As 1) is an isometry for d¥ and Us,r equals the R-neighborhood of QS(DS) in X, we
have

w(Us,R) N US,R 7& @ if and Only if w(Qs(Ds)) N US,QR 7& @

More precisely, if u € Y(Usr) N Ugr N (X — N4R/b(§?yp)) then there are y € Ugar N
¥(Qs(Dy)) and = € Q4(D,) with d¥(z,u) < R, d¥(u,y) < R and hence d¥(z,y) < 2R.
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By the estimate (30) and the choice of R and b, the intrinsic path distance ds(x,y)
between x,y in Q(Ss) is at most 2R/b+ C/b. Furthermore, as d¥(z,u) < R, dS(y,u) < R
and u & N4R/b(§?yp), we have

ds({z Uy}, Qs(SWP)) > 3R/b > 2R /b + C/b.

Since S, with the intrinsic path metric is a geodesic metric space, and the map Qs is a
path isometric embedding, we conclude that the points x,y are contained in the image
under Q; of a fixed flat strip in S, and the same holds true for the geodesic arc connecting
them.

In particular, we have z € Qs (Ds — D) and hence the point z either is contained in
the image of the parallelogram R(s, «) or of the parallelogram R(s, ¢1(«)). Then the flat
strip in Ss whose image under Q, contains , y either is obtained by gluing R(s, ¢1(a)) to
the side of R(s, «) parallel to o with the side pairing qbl_l and translating the resulting flat
parallelgram with powers of the side pairing ¢9, or gluing R(s, ) to R(s, ¢1(«)) with the
map ¢ and translating the resulting flat rectangle with powers of the conjugate ¢1¢2¢1_1
(here composition of maps are written from right to left, that is, in a product ab, the
map b is applied first). In both cases, the element 1) has the form claimed in the second
item above.

To study the image of the vector field % under the map 1 on the R-neighborhood
of x, note that by the discussion in the previous paragraph, the restriction ¥ of ¥ to
neighborhoods of QS(DS) in X x {s} C & consists in postcomposition of the map
with a one-parameter group of transvections s — «(s) whose derivatives and covariant
derivative near x are uniformly bounded. As the derivative of this one-parameter group
of transvections is a Killing field, its derivative and covariant derivative also is uniformly
bounded on the R-neighborhood of  and hence at w. This shows the third item above.

Since the translation length of ¢o is bounded from below by € > 0, we conclude as
in the proof of Lemma 8.4 that the cardinality of the set A(c, R) C m1(S) of elements
¥ with ¢(Ug) N Ug # 0 is bounded from above by a universal constant only depending
on ¢, 0 and R which was claimed in the first item.

The same argument as used above and in the proof of Lemma 8.5 also shows that
if € Q4(Dy) is such that dS(x,y) < 2R for some y € 1)(Q4(Ds)) and some s € (—1,1)
and if furthermore we have x € Nyp /b(S*Qyp ) then ¢ can be written as a word of uniformly
bounded length in the generators ¢o,. .., ¢24 alone.

Step 2: Construction of the Ehresmann connection

Recall from Step 1 above the definition of the set Ugr = UsUs g (R > 1). It is an open
relatively compact subset of £. As UsQs (Ds) is a fundamental domain for the action of
71(S) on the 71 (S)-invariant preimage S C & of the characteristic surface S C 1 (5)\éE,
the set 71 (S)(Ug) is 1 (S)-invariant and contains the R-neighborhood of & (for the path
metric induced by the product of the standard metric on (—1,1) and the metric d5 on X).

Let a: £ — [0, 1] be a smooth function which is constant 1 on Ugy; and vanishes on
& — Upyo. Since the symmetric distance function on X is smooth away from the diagonal,

and since R > 1, we may assume that the pointwise norms of the differential of o and
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its covariant derivative, taken with respect to the product metric on £, are uniformly
bounded, independent of tg provided that tg > 1 is large enough.
Define

n(z,s) = a(z, s)%

and let
g= 3 (32)

’L/JE?Tl(S)

where the action of 71 (5) is the action by bundle automorphisms of £ — (—1,1).

We showed in Step 1 above that there exists a number m > 0 only depending on €, o
but not depending on ty provided that tg is sufficiently large, such that there are at most
m elements ¢ € m1(S) with ¥(Ugt2) N Ugrt2 # 0. Furthermore, if ¥(Ur42) N Ugyo N
(X — UsN3(rs9)/5(S2P)) # 0 then ¢ € Ao, R).

Thus by equivariance under the action of 7 (S), for all sufficiently large ¢y and for
each y € £, all but at most m of the functions ¥« (¢ € 71(5)) vanish at y. Recall that
the action of 71(S) on & is via the representations p3,.

As a consequence, the vector field £’ is smooth and invariant under the action of m(.5).
Furthermore, it can be represented in the form

3}
! !

=& +40 o5

where & is a section of the vertical bundle ker dIT and where 6(z, s) is a smooth non-

negative function on €. On the 71 (S)-orbit of Ug, which for each s € (—1,1) contains

the R-neighborhood of S N'X x {s} with respect to the Finsler metric on the fibers, the

value of the weight function 6(x, s) is bounded from below by 1, moreover &' is invariant

under the action of 71(S). Thus £ spans a smooth one-dimensional subbundle H of
TE|m1(S)(Ur) which defines a 71 (.S)-invariant Ehresmann connection

&- — 9—151
on Wl(S)(UR) cé.

Step 3: Verifying the properties of the Ehresmann connection

We have to show that the Ehresmann connection constructed in Step 2 has properties
(1)-(3) stated in Proposition 8.3. Note that these properties only involve the restriction
of the Ehresmann connection to the set 71 (5)(Ug).

The first property is immediate from the construction.

To verify the second property, recall from Step 1 of this proof that if x € Us gpy2 N
N4(R+2)/b(§?yp) and if ¢ € m1(S) is such that ¢(z) € Us py2, then ¢ can be written
as word in the generators ¢o,..., ¢, € m(S — ) alone. But the restrictions of the
representations p5 to m1(S — 7) do not depend on s and hence the vector field % is
invariant under . On the other hand, in the formula (32) for the vector field & at =,
the sum is taken over elements ¢ € m1(S) so that x is contained in the image under 1) of
the set Ur42 (by the assumption on the support of the function «). Thus this sum is
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over positive multiples of the vector field %. This implies the second property stated in
Proposition 8.3.

To show the third property, we noted in Step 1 above that if u € Ugyo N (Ugye) for
some 9 € 71(S), then the restriction of the vector field dqﬁ(%) to Upyo NY(Ur42) can
be represented in the form &y + % where the vector field §, and its covariant derivatives
are pointwise uniformly bounded in norm. On the other hand, by the first item in Step 1
and the definition, the number of nontrivial terms in sum which defines the Ehresmann
connection at u is bounded from above by a universal constant m. But this implies
that indeed, the Ehresmann connection has the third property stated in Proposition 8.3,
completing the proof of the lemma in the case that v is non-separating.

Step 4: The case that « is separating

In the case that ~ is separating let S1, S be the two components of S — « and fix a
basepoint p € S;. Let g; be the genus of S;. By the second part of Lemma 8.4, for ¢ = 1,2
there exists a standard fundamental domain for 71 (S;) of diameter at most k and with
open side projecting onto . Gluing the open sides of D1, Dy then yields a fundamental
domain D for 71(S).

As in the case when ~ is non-separating, the fundamental domains Dy, Dy can be
used to construct for any s a fundamental domain D for the abstract grafted surface S,
along v defined by the grafting path through the Fuchsian representation p, determined by
the grafting datum (¢9 + s)z (¢ > 0), obtained by cutting D open along the image o C D
of the arcs «; and inserting a flat parallelogram of height ¢y + s and slope determined by
the grafting element.

The side pairing transformations of D; generate the subgroup 71 (S;) of m1(S5), and
their union generates m1(S). Choose a basepoint p € «. Similar to the beginning of this
proof, let C(k) be the subset of 71(S) which can be represented as a word of length & in
either the generators of 71(S7) or the generators of m1(S2). Let R > 0 and let tg > 2R and
u = toz. Let Ng(Ds) be the R-neighborhood of Dy in S,. It follows from the arguments
used in the case that ~ is non-separating that there exists a number £ > 0 such that an
element ¢ € m1(S) for which Y Ng(Ds) N Ng(Ds) # () is contained in C(k).

With this information, the argument used for the case that v is non-separating carries
over identically to yield the statement of the proposition. O

Remark . The estimates established in the proof of Proposition 8.3 are far from optimal,
but they are sufficient for our purpose.

8.3 Differentiating Finsler metrics

The vector field £ constructed in Proposition 8.3 defines an Ehresmann connection on the
R-neighborhood of the characteristic surface in the manifold M = p,\X. As dII(§) = %,
it generates a fiber preserving local flow W®, that is, ¥ maps the fiber over ¢ to the fiber
over ¢t + s. In particular, for some fixed ¢ and sufficiently small |s|, we can consider the
family of pull-back Finsler metrics §(s) = (¥*)~!F on II71(¢).

Denote by L¢ the Lie derivative in direction of the vector field {. Recall that a tangent
vector of a quotient of X is regular if it is an interior point of a Weyl chamber.
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The Finsler metrics we are interested in are determined by the choice of a closed
positive Weyl chamber a+ and a positive linear functional ag on a+. The linear functional
defines a norm on at which is then extended to a norm on a by invariance under the Weyl
group. As the flow ¥? does not need to preserve regular vectors, we shall take derivatives
on the set of regular vectors and then argue by continuity.

The following computation is well known in the Riemannian setting. As we are
working with Finsler metrics, a bit more care is required.

Lemma 8.6. If X € T(p,\X) is a regular vector then for t € (—1,1) sufficiently close
to 0 we have

H(XOlome = (W) LF(X).

Proof. Since the set of regular vectors is an open dense subset of T'(p,\X), if X € T'(p,\X)
is regular then the same holds true for d¥*(X) provided that |s| is sufficiently small.

By the definition of the Finsler metric §, this means that there is a fixed linear
functional ayy on a such that the Finsler norm of d¥*(X) equals the value of ag on d¥'X,
viewed as an element in a. Then

Bl = () 0(X)smt = (B Lela) (X) = (W) LS (X)

as claimed. O

Corollary 8.7. If X € T(p,\X) is a regular vector then for all sufficiently small |t|, the
derivative %3(8)(X)|s:t exists, and its absolute value is bounded from above by CF(X),

where C' > 0 is a constant only depending on § and an upper bound for the norm of the
vector field €.

Write ¢(t) = %3(8)’s:t, thought of in the following way. For each x in the domain
of the flow ¥* and each open Weyl chamber A C T,p,\X, there exists a number € > 0
and a smooth path s — «a(A,s) of uniformly bounded linear functionals on A so that
for every vector X € A and all sufficiently small |s| < e depending on X, we have
45(5)(X) s = (A, £)(X) = q(t)(X).

Using this terminology, we compute second derivatives. Namely, since s — ¢(s) is
smooth in the sense described above, near s = 0 and evaluated on a fixed Weyl chamber,
the assignment s — ¢(s) is a smooth time dependent local section of the vector space
of linear functionals on A. This implies that the Lie derivative L¢(q(s)) of ¢(s) along
the flow U? evaluated on regular vectors, is defined. The following lemma computes the
second derivative of the family of Finsler metrics s — §(s) using these notations in a
formal way.

Lemma 8.8. For any regular vector X € T'(p,\X), we have

2
8O0z = Lal)i=o(X) + Le(a(0) ().
Proof. Write (I4)*(q(t)) = (¥9)*(q(t) — q(s)) + (¥)*(q(s)) and differentiate at t = s =0
in direction of ¢. O
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We are now ready to prove Proposition 8.1 using the notations introduced before its
formulation.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. For ¢ > 0 let R = C, > 0 be as in Theorem 6.1. For this
number R and for € € (0,0) let 7o = 7(R + 2,¢,0) > 4R be as in Proposition 8.3.

Using the conventions in the beginning of this proof, let w = tpz for some ty > 7 and
let ¢ = p(1o4s5). = py, be a Hitchin grafting path where the grafting is performed at a
simple closed geodesic of length at most 0. Let n C S be any closed geodesic and let a,
be the admissible path in the abstract grafted surface S, defined by the grafting datum u
which represents the free homotopy class of 7. The path «,, intersects the cylinder part
of Sy in precisely k = ¢(n,y) components.

Equivalently, if &, denotes a lift of a, to the universal covering S, of S,, and
if ¢ € m1(S) is an element which preserves @, and such that the quotient of &; under 1
defines the free homotopy class of ), then there exists a fundamental domain in the
admissible path &, for the action of ¢ of the form

0
Q) = ] 0+ 0 g1,

where for each ¢, the arc ag;—1 is a geodesic contained in a hyperbolic piece of S, and
the arc aig; is a geodesic contained in a flat cylinder. We have

k

fﬁlat(ﬁ) = Zf(azi)

=1

By Theorem 6.1, there is a Finsler geodesic ( C p,\X representing the free homotopy
class py(n) which is contained in the R-neighborhood of Q. (c;) where Qy : Sy — p,\X
is the path isometry defining the characteristic surface of py,.

As a consequence, by the triangle inequality, the Finsler geodesic ¢, which is supposed
to be parameterized by arc length, can be decomposed as

¢(=Cro- -0kt

where for all j, the subarc (; is contained in the R-neighborhood of @, (c;) and the length
of each of the arcs (; does not exceed ¢(a;) + 2R. Furthermore, the arcs (; are contained
in the R-neighborhood of @,,(S,). We may replace each of the arcs by a piecewise geodesic
for the symmetric metric of the same Finsler length and with the same endpoints which
is contained in the R 4 1-neighborhood of S,,.

Consider now the Hitchin grafting path s — p;. By Proposition 8.3, there is an
Ehresmann connection £ on the corresponding bundle 71 (S)\X x (—1,1) which can be
thought of as a geometric realization of the deformation. Let W#® be the corresponding
flow. By Proposition 8.3, the restriction of ¥* to the R + 2-neighborhood of Qu(Sﬁyp) is
an isometry. Furthermore, using Lemma 8.6 and the control on the Ehresmann connection
established in Proposition 8.3, for a tangent vector X of (s; we have

d
'dsg(‘l’sX)’s:o < (Cy
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where Cpy > 0 only depends on ¢ but not on 1 or u = #pz.

Summing over the subarcs (o; and using the fact that as 7y > 4R, the flat length of
each component «ay; of the intersection of 7 is at least 4R to subsume the error in the
length estimate for the arcs (o;, we conclude that there exists a number C7 > Cy such

that
d

%Epi (77) ‘5:0

which shows the first part of the proposition.
Namely, the path ( is a Finsler geodesic and length minimizing in its free homotopy
class. This implies that

< G4 () (33)

d S
0 @lomott

indeed computes the first derivative of the Finsler lengths of 1 by the first variation
formula for the energy which also holds true in the Finsler setting on the locally symmetric
manifolds p,\X, and by construction, this derivative equals the sum

Fod

> T (Gi)ls=o-

=1

The second part of the proposition is shown in a similar way. Namely, using once more
the control of the Ehresmann connection established in Proposition 8.3 and Lemma 8.8,
we know that there exists a constant C'y > C7 such that

d2 s flat
@5(‘1’ Q)s=0 < Call*(n).
However, for s # 0 the path ¥*¢ on pf\X may not be a Finsler geodesic, that is, its length
may be larger than the shortest length of a path in the free homogopy class of pf (7).

In other words, for each s € (—1,1), the push-forward ¥*(¢) is a closed curve in p5\X
which is freely homotopic to a closed Finsler geodesic in the homotopy class of pf(n). In
particular, the p*-length b(s) of this geodesic does not exceed the length a(s) of 7 for the
pull-back metric §(s), and equality holds for s = 0.

We now use the following simple comparison lemma. Let a,b: (—1,1) — R be two
C?-functions. Assume that a()\) > b(\) for all A and a(0) = b(0); then da(0) = db(0) and
d?a(0) > d?*b(0) (compare Section 2 of [Pol94]).

From this comparison, we deduce that

d2 d2 s flat
@fpi (n) < @f(‘l’ Q)ls=0 < Caol}*(n)
which is what we wanted to show. O

We are left with showing Proposition 8.2. Recall the setup. For a fixed number
o > 0 let v be a separating geodesic on the hyperbolic surface S of length ¢ < o. It
decomposes the surface S into two hyperbolic surfaces S1, S with connected boundary.
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Let s — B(s) a smooth path in the Teichmiiller space T (S2,¢) of hyperbolic metrics on
Sy with fixed boundary length. This path determines a deformation s — S(s) of the
hyperbolic surface S preserving the hyperbolic metric on S;. We require that for each s,
there exists a diffeomorphism A® : S — S(s) with the property that the pull-back g(s) of
the hyperbolic metric on S(s) by the map A® satisfies

2

d
il <1,|5 <1
7590)| <L | —59(s)| <

where the norms are taken with respect to the hyperbolic metric on S. We call such a
deformation a geometrically controlled deformation.

For each s and u = tpz as before let p? be obtained from S(s) by grafting along ~
with datum w. Then s — p; is a smooth path of Hitchin rerpresentations which we call a
half-surface deformation of Ss.

Proposition 8.2 is the analog of Proposition 8.1 for half-surface deformations of Ss.
For its formulation, defines the half-surface length £5%(n) of a free homotopy class of 7
in S as follows. Represent n by an admissible path in Sy and let £52(n) be the sum of the
lengths of the hyperbolic pieces contained in S5. Note that the hyperbolic pieces alternate
between pieces in S7 and S5. Note furthermore that this does not depend on the grafting
datum u.

Proof of Proposition 8.2. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of the Proposi-
tion 8.1 and will only be sketched.

Namely, as in the proof of Proposition 8.1, we use the Ehresmann connection con-
structed in Proposition 8.3 to control the derivative of the Finsler metric along the
deformation defined by the connection. Together with the Theorem 6.1, the reasoning in
the proof of Propostion 8.1 applies word by word and yields the required estimate. [

9 Quantitative convergence of currents

In Section 2.2 we introduced the measure of maximal entropy for Hitchin representations
with respect to a Finsler metric. In this section we investigate the behavior of these
measures along grafting rays in the Hitchin component. Using the geometric control
established in Section 6, we compare length functions for representations obtained by
Hitchin grafting rays to length functions of the corresponding abstract grafted surfaces,
viewed as functions on the unit tangent bundle of the hyperbolic surface S which is the
starting point for the grafting, and estimate the entropy of the reparameterized flow. This
then leads to the proof of Theorem C from the introduction.

The Finsler metric on X used for the pressure metric is normalized in such a way that
its restriction to a hyperbolic plane stabilized by an irreducible representation of PSLo(RR)
coincides with the Riemannian metric of constant curvature —1.

We start with a hyperbolic metric on the closed surface S of genus g > 2 and choose
a simple geodesic multicurve v* on S (the grafting locus). For each grafting parameter

84



2 = (Ze)ecy C a, denote by p. the Hitchin grafting representation with datum z (see
Definition 3.4).

By Proposition 2.8, for each z there exists a positive Holder continuous function f,
on the unit tangent bundle TS of S with the property that for every periodic orbit -y for
the geodesic flow ® on T'S, we have that

b (v) = f/ f-

equals the translation length defined by the element p,(y) € PSL4(R) with respect to the
Finsler metric.

The Holder continuous function f, on TS determines a reparametrization Q)’}z of the
geodesic flow ®¢ on TS, whose measure of maximal entropy corresponds to a ®!-invariant
Gibbs equilibrium state v(z) on T1S. There are several possible normalizations for this
equilibrium state. We assume v(z) to be normalized in such a way that

/fzdy(z) =1 for all 2. (34)

Note that this normalization only depends on the cohomology class of f, and hence it
does not depend on choices. Our main goal is to determine the possible limits of v(z)
as the cylinder height of every component z. of z (that is, at every component of the
multi-curve *) tends to infinity, and to show that the intersection numbers with * of
the geodesic currents (z) determined by the measures v(z) decay exponentially fast.

By Section 2.3, the equilibrium measure of the function f, can be described in terms of
Patterson—Sullivan measures. Denoting as before by F the flag variety of PSLy(R), recall
that for £,7 € F and x,y € X, the function bg(ac, y) denotes the Busemann cocycle and
(&|m)¢ denotes the Gromov product associated to the Finsler metric § (see Equations 5
and 8).

For any non-trivial grafting datum z with nontrivial cylinder height, let =, : O, H? —
F be the limit map associated to the Hitchin grafting representation p,. Then there
exists a family of measures (u%),ex on OxoH? such that for all x,y € X and v € m1(5) we

have MZ)Z (=

= ypiZ and
dpf
e
where 0(z) is the critical exponent of the group p,(m1(S)), or, equivalently, the topological
entropy of the reparameterized flow <I>t on T'S. These measure are unique up to a global
multiplicative positive constant. Note that the equality 35 is immediate from the fact
that the topological entropy of the reparameterized flow equals the expansion rate of the
conditional measures on strong unstable manifolds for its unique measure of maximal
entropy, which in turn equals the critical exponent by construction.
Finally v(z) is the quotient under 7 (.S) of the measure

() = "), (35)

5V E= O (e gy () dpa? () dt (36)
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on JsoH? x O5H? x R. Note that the measures u® are finite but in general they are not
probability measures, instead their normalisation is determined by the normalisation of
v(z).

Our goal is to estimate the intersection ¢(2(2),~v*) (here v* is viewed as a Dirac
current) as the size of z tends to infinity. Since v(z) and hence 7(z) depends continuously
(in fact, analytically) on z by Proposition 2.4, we can achieve this using continuity of the
intersection form on the space of currents. However, although the space of projective
currents, equipped with the weak*-topology, is compact since this is the case for the
space of ®-invariant Borel probability measures on TS where ® is the geodesic flow,
the family 7(z) may not be precompact as the corresponding ®*-invariant measure v(z)
on T'S in general is not a probability measure. We shall use the Patterson-Sullivan
measures to estimate the total volume of v(z) and overcome this difficulty.

9.1 The entropy of the subsurfaces

The geodesic multicurve v* decomposes S into (closed) complementary components
S1,...,8k. For each ¢ < k we denote by K; C T1S the set of all unit tangent vectors
v € T'S; with the property that ®fv € T1S; for all t € R.

Lemma 9.1. For each i the set K; is compact and ®-invariant.

Proof. The set K; is clearly ®'-invariant and closed by continuity of ®! hence it is
compact. O

Since S is a closed hyperbolic surface, the geodesic flow ® on T'S is an Anosov flow
and hence for each i its restriction to the compact invariant set K; is an Axiom A flow.

The preimage of the geodesic multicurve v* in the universal covering H? of S consists
of a countable union of pairwise disjoint geodesic lines. These geodesic lines decompose H?
into countably many connected components which are permuted by the action of the
fundamental group 71(S) of S. If we denote by I' C m1(S) the stabilizer of one of these
components ¥, which is a convex subsurface of H2 with geodesic boundary, then I' acts
properly and cocompactly on 3, with quotient one of the components S; of S —~*. Thus T’
is a non-elementary convex cocompact Fuchsian group.

The limit set, that is, the set of accumulation points of a I'-orbit 'z € H? (z € XNJ) in
H? U 0, H?, is a I-invariant Cantor subset A of J,H?. The quotient under the action
of I' of the set of all unit tangent vectors of geodesics with both endpoints in A has a
natural identification with the invariant set K; C TS. In particular, the restriction of ®
to Kj; is topologically transitive. Its topological entropy equals the Hausdorff dimension
d; € (0,1) of A [Sul84].

Write K = U;K; and let § > 0 be the topological entropy of @fK. We have § =
max{d; | ¢ < k}. Recall that 6(z) denotes the topological entropy of the reparameterized
flow <I>'}Z on T'S and equals the critical exponent of the group p,(m1(S)) C PSLg(R).

We have bounds on §(z). The upper bound is very general:

Theorem 9.2 (Corollary 1.4 of [PS17]). There is a constant m > 0 that bounds from
above the entropy of any Hitchin representation.
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The lower bound depends on the choice of the grafting locus v* and the hyperbolic
metric on S, and its proof is classical.

Lemma 9.3 (e.g. Theorem 4.1 of [CZZ23]). 6(2) € (8, m] for all z, where m > ¢ is the
universal constant from the above Theorem 9.2.

Proof. By definition of a Hitchin grafting representation, the image under p, of the
fundamental group I' of any component of S — v* is conjugate to its image under p, and
hence has the same critical exponent. Suppose we picked the component with largest
critical exponent, namely 6.

Then p,(T") is also Anosov (I" is quasi-convex in 71(S)) and its limit set is a proper
subset of that of p,(m1(S)) so by Theorem 4.1 of [CZZ23] it has a strictly smaller critical
exponent. On the other hand, since I' stabilizes a totally geodesic hyperbolic plane
in X, the critical exponent of p.(I') C PSL4(R) equals the critical exponent § for the
group I'. O

Let htop(‘llt) be the topological entropy of a flow ¥! on a compact space; thus
0= htOP((I)I\tK)' A measure of mazimal entropy for <I>"5K is an invariant probability measure
p with hy, = 9.

Since QTKi is a topologically transitive Axiom A flow and K; is compact, it admits
a unique measure v; of maximal entropy. The measure v; is a Gibbs equilibrium state
for (I)TKZ- with respect to the constant function 1, and it can be obtained from a Patterson
Sullivan construction [Sul84|. The following well known fact will be useful later on.

Lemma 9.4. A measure of maximal entropy for (I)TK exists. It is unique if and only if

there exists a number i < k such that ht0p<(I)‘tKi) > max{htop(q)‘tKj) | j #1i}. In this case
the measure of mazimal entropy is supported in K;.

Proof. Write again K = U;K;. The function which associates to a (ID"SK—invariant prob-
ability measure p its entropy hy, is affine: for p,n and s € (0,1) we have hy,\ (15, =
shy + (1 = 8)hy.

The topologically transitive invariant subsets K; C K intersect at most along a finite
number of periodic orbits. As a consequence, any ®‘-invariant probability measure
on K can be decomposed as = ), p; where p; is supported in K;. The decomposition
is unique if the y-mass of any periodic orbit for ®* which projects to a component of v*
vanishes.

Since (I)lltKi is a topologically transitive axiom A flow, it admits a unique measure v;
of maximal entropy. Then we have h,, = htop(‘b‘tKi) Let u = >, p; be any ®'-invariant
Borel probability measure on K. Let s; = p1;(K;); then ) . s; =1 and

hy = Sihy, < sihiop(®fx,) <0

7

with equality if and only if s; = 0 for all j such that htop(Qij) < 6, and pj = v; if s; > 0.
In particular, a measure of maximal entropy exists, and if there exists a unique i < k
such that hmp(fb"fKi) = 0, then such a measure is unique and coincides with v;. O
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9.2 The total mass of the equilibrium state

For the fixed hyperbolic metric on S with unit tangent bundle 715 and geodesic flow ®?
denote by v!(z) the ®-invariant probability measure on TS which is a multiple of v(z).
It turns out that the two normalisations v(z) and v!(2) for the equilibrium states are
comparable independently of z, as soon as the grafting datum 2 is taken in ker cvg where ag
is the linear functional which determines the Finsler norm of the tangent of a Riemannian
geodesic in X which is invariant under p(y*) (or a component of p(v*)).

Lemma 9.5. For any o > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that if the length of each
component of v* C S is at most o, then for any grafting parameter z C ker onL,

O™l < w2l = v(x)(T'S) < C.

Proof. Put v!(z) = Hzgzg” so that v1(2) is a probability measure on T*S. Then ||v(2)| =
([ f2dvt(z))~! since by equation (34), v(z) was normalised so that [ f.dv(z) = 1.
By definition of the equilibrium state of —f, and the fact that the entropy of the

reparameterized flow QJ}Z equals 0(z), we have

1/12
}/j;dyl(z):: h(5(§))). (37)

Since h(v!(2)) <1 (the topological entropy of ®¢ is 1, and is greater than or equal to the
entropy of any invariant measure) and §(z) > ¢ by Lemma 9.3, it holds [ f.dv!(z) < 3.
It remains to get a lower bound.

By Theorem 6.2, we have

dry c \*
/f%m = <1+L+1> ’

for any v € m1(S), where L > 0 is any lower bound on the heights of the cylinders added
along the components of v* to construct S, (see Definition 3.1).

Then by density of the convex hull of currents supported on closed geodesics in the
space of all currents, we get

/ﬂw%@zu+crﬁ O

9.3 The total mass of the Patterson—Sullivan measure

In this section we establish estimates on the total mass of some of the Patterson—Sullivan
measures (see Equations (35) and (36)).

Proposition 9.6. For any o > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that if the length of

each component of v* is at most o, then for any grafting parameter z C ker ag, in any

hyperbolic piece of S, there exists a point x such that
/Lz(aooH% <C.
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Figure 5: Control of v(T'S) using the measure for u of two intervals I = a,, - A, and
J=a;!'- A, in OH?. The green hexagon H, is half of a fundamental domain of a pair of
pant P,. The purple geodesic goes from I to J and intersects H, in an arc whose length
is bounded from below.

The strategy of the proof is as follows (see Figure 5). Assume that each component
of S — ~* is a pair of pants. We fix one of them, say the pair of pants X, and its
fundamental group I'. Let 3 be the universal covering of 3. Then ¥ C H? is a convex
hyperbolic surface with geodesic boundary. We find two disjoint intervals I, J C OsH?,
numbers Cp,Cs > 0 and a fundamental domain for the action I' ~ ¥, made of two
right-angle hexagons H U H' whose diameters are bounded from above by a constant
only depending on ¢ and which depend somehow continuously on the data, so that
the following holds. Let x be the center of H. First, the masses p? () and pZ(J) are
bounded from below by C;u%(dsH?). Second, each geodesic connecting a point in I
to a point in J intersects H in an arc of length at least C'y and hence passes uniformly
near x. We then can estimate the Gromov product and bound the product measure
pE(I) x p*(J) = p® x p%(I x J) from above by a constant multiple of v(z)(T*S), which
is uniformly bounded from above by Lemma 9.5.

We begin with establishing a few estimates in a more general setting involving
representations of the fundamental group of a pair of pants (the free group Fy with two
generators) into PSLy(R). Let us introduce some notations. Let P be a topological pair of
pants, equipped with a fixed orientation. We fix a basepoint pg in P and three generators
a, b, ¢ of the fundamental group (P, pyg) = F» such that ¢-b-a =1 and each generator
corresponds to one of the boundary components of P.
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For a set of lengths u = (ug, up, uc) € [0,00)3 there is a unique hyperbolic structure
on P whose boundary components have these lengths on a, b, ¢, and up to conjugation,
there is a unique representation j, : m1(P) — PSL2(R) associated to this hyperbolic
structure which is normalised so that the following ordering assumption holds.

Put ay, by, ¢, instead of j,(a), j,(b), ju(c). Then u; are loxodromic elements of PSLa(R)
with axes @y, by, &, C H?, orlented to define the boundary orientation for the oriented
pair of pants P, with endpoints @, b, &t C 9 H2 = S'. We use the abuse of notation
that if for instance u, = 0 then j,(a) has only one fixed pomt on OH? and a, = a,} = a,, .

The representation j, is chosen so that the cycle (a;,a., b, , bl ¢, , ¢ ) is oriented
clockwise for the circular order on 9,,H?. We may also assume that the center 0 of the
unit disk D = H? is contained in the convex hull of the limit set of j, and that j, varies
continuously in u.

Consider the three intervals of 9,,H? (that is, the segment in O, H? determined by

the orientation of S! and its endpoints)

b Au:[55761-ﬂ)
i Bu:[EJa@ZFL
i Cu [u?b;r]

By construction, we have A, U B, UC, = 05H?, so for any finite measure p on OsH?,
one of the intervals has mass at least %M(OOOHQ). Put A} = ay - Ay, Ay =a;' - Ay, and
similarly for B}, B, ,C;F,C,, .

Lemma 9.7. The intervals A} and A, are disjoint. Similarly B N B, = 0 and
crno, =0.

Proof. First notice that a, - ¢} belongs to [a,},c}] since a, is an hyperbolic element with

attractive fixed point @;’. By construction, we have ¢, - by, - a,, = 1, so that

So ay - & is included in both [a},cf] and [&},b,], whose intersection is equal to

the interval [a :[,bu] Similarly, a, - b, lies inside [a], ay - cqﬂ C laf,b,). And since

Ay = [by,Et], ay - Ay C [aF,b;), and similarly a; ' - A, C (&}, a;], it follows that they

are disjoint. O
Write g = {a,a"%,b,b7 L, c,c71} C m(P)

Corollary 9.8. If u is a ju(m1(P))-quasi-invariant finite measure on 0,oH?, then the
measure for i X p of one of the three products A, x A}, By x B, C;; x C;F has mass
at least % (0scH?)2, where

C=0Cuu —inf{W(f) D £ €D H2, v e Fg}.
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We will also need an estimate on the lengths of the intersection of geodesics from A7,
to AF, with H, C H? the (possibly degenerate) right-angled hexagon adjacent to the

u

axes of jy(a), ju(b), ju(c).

Lemma 9.9. For any o > 0 there exists L, such that for any u € [0,0]3, for all (z,y) in
Ay x Af, By x B or C,; x Cf, the length of the intersection of the hexagon H, with
the geodesic from x to y is at least L.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the following three facts. A varies continuously
with u. The length length(y N H,) for a geodesic v with ends in A, x A; is positive and
continuous in the pair (u,7). And [0,0]? is compact. O

Proof of Proposition 9.6. According to Theorem A.2, we can choose a pair of pants in
S\ 7*, whose boundary curves have length bounded from above by a constant only
depending on the genus of S and o. Let us identify it topologically with P, and identify a
convex subsurface P of a hyperbolic piece inside the universal covering S. of the abstract
grafted surface with the universal cover of P. We denote by u = (ug, up, u.) the lengths
of the boundary components of this pair of pants. The surface P contains a right angled
hexagon H, whose double is a fundamental domain for the deck group m(P).

Identify PSLy(R) with a subgroup of PSL4(R) and H? with a totally geodesic subspace
of X. Up to conjugation of the Hitchin grafting representation p,, we may assume that
its restriction to 71 (P) coincides with jy, : m1(P) — PSLa(RR), so that the fixed hyperbolic
piece P of the characteristic surface is contained in H?> C X. More precisely, it is the
convex hull of the limit set of j, (71 (P)). Note that this makes sense since the boundary
of H? embeds naturally into the flag variety F as well as the visual boundary 9,,X of X.
We choose a point z in the interior of the hexagon H, C P as a basepoint in H?.

By Lemma 9.5, Corollary 9.8 and Lemma 9.9, and since the Gromov product is
nonnegative, there is a constant C' such that

L,C2
c> (e5<'|'>w§ X X Leb) (T'H,) > QC(SMg(aOOHZ)?

where T H,, denotes the set of unit tangent vectors in 7'H? with footpoint in the hexagon
H,, and Cs is the infimum of the constants C}, ,, appearing in the corollary, that is

Cs = inf {e&g(x’j“(wx) L €€ F, uel0,0]? € Fo} .

To conclude the proof one can use Theorem 9.2, which implies Cs > C,,, where C,, > 0
is a constant that only depends on the genus of S and the choice of length function on
PSL4(R) (i.e. the choice of a linear functional ag on a). O

Remark 9.10. In the proposition 9.6, we may actually take x to be any point in e-thick part
of S, for e > 0 first fized. To see that, modify the proof as follow. Fix e > 0, and instead
of taking a unique representation j, for a fived data of u € [0,0]3, take a larger compact
set of representations J so that each representation in J is conjugated to one j,, as above.
Furthermore, for each j,, and each point p in the e-thick part of the hyperbolic pair of pants
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obtained as the quotient by j, of the convex core of j,, there exists a representation jyp
in J and an isometry f of H? which conjugates Ju,p to ju and which sends the origin of
H? to a preimage of p in the convex core of Jup- The same compactness argument holds
except that the constant C my be larger. Additionally for € > 0 small enough, the e-thick
part of a surface S is equal to the union of the e-thick part of the pair of pants in any
pant decomposition of S.

9.4 Estimating the intersection number of the equilibrium state with
the grafting locus

Recall that v* is the grafting locus and 7(z) is the geodesic current defined by the
equilibrium measure v(z) for a grafting parameter z. The following is the main result of
this section.

Proposition 9.11. For any o > 0 there are C,C" > 0 such that if every component of v*
has hyperbolic length at most o, then for any grafting parameter z we have

L(ﬁ(2)7’y*) < C(L + 1)6_6(3)L < C/€_5L/27

where L is the minimum of the heights of the flat cylinders in the abstract grafting (see
Equation (18)), and 0 is the topological entropy of the geodesic flow on S — ~*.

The inequality C(L + 1)e ?®)L < C’e=9L/2 comes from the fact that §(z) > ¢ and
that by Proposition A.3, the topological entropy & of the geodesic flow on T (S — ~*) is
bounded from below by a positive constant only depending on o.

We will need the following result about Hitchin representations. In its formulation,
0m1(S) denotes the Gromov boundary of the surface group m1(S5).

Lemma 9.12. Let p' : m(S) — G be a Hitchin representation with limit map =’ :
om1(S) = F, and let (yn)n C m1(S) be a sequence converging to & € Om1(S). Then for
any compact set K C X, the accumulation points of p'(~n)K in the visual boundary 0scX
of X are contained in the interior of the Weyl Chamber Z'(£).

Proof. This is a consequence of the Anosov property discussed in Section 2.2, which is
satisfied by Hitchin representations, and a characterisation of this property in terms of
Cartan decompositions of the images p/(v) with v € 71(S5).

Let p'(vn) = kn exp(an)?, be a Cartan decomposition, so that ky, £, € K (the maximal
compact subgroup) and a, € a*. By a characterisation of the Anosov property (see
Theorem 4.37 of [Kas24| for more details and a history of this result), the angle formed
by a, with each wall of the Weyl Cone a* is bounded from below independently of n. In
other words, denoting by || - || the Euclidean norm on a, we have a(ay) > Cst||a,|| for any
positive root «, which means precisely that (exp(ay)), accumulates in the interior of the
Weyl Chamber O exp(a®) C 95X in the ideal boundary of the flat cone exp(a™) C X.

Up to passing to a subsequence we may assume that k, — k and ¢,, — £. Let a~ be
the Weyl chamber opposite to a™, with boundary 9, exp(a™), viewed as a point in F.
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Then for any 7 € F transverse to £~10., exp(a~) we have p'(v,)n — kOs exp(a™). By the
definition of the limit map Z’, this implies that Z'(¢) = kdu exp(a™) (see Definition 2.5).

Then p'(7,)x = kpe®x only accumulates in the interior of the Weyl Chamber Z/(€),
and the same holds for p'(v,,)K which lies at bounded distance from p(~,,)x. O

Proof of Proposition 9.11. Let ~§ be a component of v*. Let ¥* C H? be the preimage
of v* and choose a component 4% C 7* of the preimage of 7. Denote by I~ and I the
two connected component of 9oH? — 4% (£00). Recall that an oriented geodesic in H? can
be thought of as an ordered sets of distinct points (67,¢1) € 0o H? X O5H? — A. Then a
geodesic (£7,&7) intersects 4 transversely if and only if (§7,&t) e [~ x ITUTT x I™.

Let g, € m1(S) be a generator of the infinite cyclic subgroup (g,) of m1(S) which
preserves 4 and acts on it as a group of translations. Choose a fundamental domain QF
for the action of (g,) on IT of the form QF = [50 ,gu§0 ) C I*, where 50 € It are taken
so that the geodesic (&, ,50 ) crosses 7 orthogonally at a point x.

Using these notations, it follows from the definitions of the intersection number
between two geodesic currents of S (see the appendix of [Bon88] and Chapter 8.2.11
of [Mar16]) that

L(@D(2),75) = 0(2)(Q” x IT) +0(2)(IT x Q7). (38)

Namely, the intersection number of ©(z) with -y is just the total 7(z)-mass of all geodesics
crossing transversely through a fundamental domain for the action of g, on 4y. This
set in turn is a fundamental domain for the action of (g,) on the space of all geodesics
crossing through 4. As (@~ UIT)U (It UQ7) is another such fundamental domain,
and 7)(z) is (gy)- invariant, this yields the formula (38).

By symmetry, it suffices to bound 2(z)(Q~ x I't) from above. Recall that the map
E., : O5oH? — F is the limit map induced by the Hitchin grafting representation p,. Our
computations rely on the characterisation of 7(z) as the product

i(2) = XSO0 gy (€)dp (),

where (-|-), is the Gromov product based at p and p is any point in X. The measure
0(2)(2~ x I'") can be bounded from above by the product of p2(Q7) - pZ(0I") with the
maximum of the Gromov products based at p of points in Z,(Q7) x Z,(I"). The strategy
for estimating these quantities and completing the proof is the following.

(i) Make a suitable choice of basepoint p.

(ii) Use Proposition 9.6 to find a constant C} only depending on o such that p£(Q7) <
.

(iii) Use admissible paths and Proposition 5.10 to find a constant Cy only depending
on o such that (2,(£),2.(n))p, < Cy forall E € Q~ andne IT.

(iv) Use admissible paths and Propositions 9.6 and 5.10 to find a constant C3 only
depending on ¢ such that

(It = Zuz nt) < Cy(L + 1)e L,
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The most involved part will be the last step (iv) of the above list.
First step (i). Put ¢ := £s(7) = £5(p.(gu)), which is bounded from above by o

by assumption, and let w = sinh ™! m) be the size of the collar in S around -y,

so that the two boundaries of the collar are in the ¢p-thick part of S for some universal
constant €g. o

The geodesic line 4 is adjacent to two connected components S—, St of H? — F*.
Denote by H+, H™ the two closed half-planes of H? with boundary 45 and assume that
S* ¢ H* and that I* C 9,,H*. Let —, 2t be the points lying in this order on the
geodesic (& ,&;), both at distance exactly w from the intersection point x of (& ,&;)
with 45. In particular, xF projects into the ep-thick part of S.

Recall that for the abstract grafting surface S, there exists a natural projection map

: 8. — S which is injective outside of the flat cylinders (see Definition 3.1). Lift 7, to
a 7r1(S )-equivariant map 7, : S, — S =H2, Wthh is injective on the preimages S’ St S,
of the components S* of H?2 —5*. Then 2t € H? (but not ) have unique preimages
Tt ¢ Si The basepoint p we were looking for is p = Qz( -).

Second step (ii). Pulling the Patterson Sullivan measure p, based at p for the
action of p,(m1(9)) back to a measure uZ  on O H?, this is an immediate application
of Proposition 9.6 (and 9.10), which says that u? (9,H?) is bounded from above by a
constant depending only on o.

Third step (iii). Let £ € Q= and n € I'". There is a unique bi-infinite admissible
path a: R — H? from ¢ to i, which is a lift of an admissible path in the hyperbolic surface
S, defined with respect to the multicurve v*. Recall that a is a concatenation of geodesic
pieces, alternating between arcs contained in 7%, called flat-type, and geodesic arcs with
endpoints on ¥* and orthogonal to 7*, called hyperbolic-type.

By Observation 3.7, up to parameterization of the flat pieces, a is the image under 7,
of a unique admissible path @: R — S, € X. By Lemma 9.12, Q.(a(t)) accumulates as
t — oo (resp. t — —o0) in the interior of the Weyl Chamber uz(n) (resp. Z,(£)).

Using the map Q., which is a 7 (S)-equivariant embedding of S, onto the universal
covering of the characteristic surface of p,(m(S)), pull the Finsler distance d¥ back to S,
and denote this distance by the same symbol. With this notation and by definition of the
Gromov product (see (8)), we have

Ee)Bl@))y = Jim 5 (F@(-T).57) + G 6(T) - P @-T).a(T))).
T—o0 2

By Proposition 5.10, the path QZ(E) is Cy-quasi-ruled for some constant Cy depending
only on o, so d¥(a(—T),a(t))+dS(@(t),a(T)) < dS(@(~T),a(T))+Cs for all =T < t < T.
Thus, to find an upper bound on (Z,(n), Z,(£))z-, it suffices to prove that there exists a
number R > 0 only depending on ¢ such that & intersects the ball of radius R about 2.

As a intersects Jp, it contains a (possibly degenerate) piece of flat type which is a
subarc of 9. Choose a parameterization of a so that a(0) € 4g is the starting point of
this segment. Then the piecewise geodesic ray a\(,oo’o} : (—00,0] = H~ ends on 45 with
a hyperbolic-type geodesic piece of length at least w (the collar size). By the definition
of 7, the shortest distance projection of £ to 4 is at distance at most ¢ from the
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shortest distance projection x of 7. The constant R we are looking for is provided by
the following lemma, whose proof (which relies on hyperbolic trigonometry) is postponed
until after this proof.

Lemma 9.13. For any o > 0 there is R > 0 such that the following holds. Let 0 < £ < o
and let w = sinh™* (M) > 0 be the collar size associated to £ by the hyperbolic collar

lemmoa.

Let L C H? be a line and a : [0,00) — H? an admissible path starting on L orthogonally
to it, and with a hyperbolic-type piece of length at least w. Suppose a(t) tends ast — oo to
¢ € OH? whose orthogonal projection is £-close to the starting point of a ray r : [0, 00) — H?
orthogonal to L and in the same half-plane as a. Then dye(a(w), r(w)) < R.

Lemma 9.13 exactly tells us that the point a(—w) is contained in the ball of radius
R about ™. It remains to check that the distance between a(—w) and Z~ is at most R

as well. This holds true because a(—w) and x~ are contained in S, so their preimages
a(—w) and z~ are contained in the same hyperbolic piece S; C S,. As this piece is
isometrically embedded in S, and the Finsler distance d% is not larger than the path
distance on the grafted surface, this completes the distance estimate.

Fourth step (iv). This part of the proof is the longest and most involved. By

equivariance, we have
- (b8 . (FtET) ,
i (€)= P aut (¢

where 0(2) is the critical exponent of p, and bg (q,q") is the Busemann function of (g, q’)
based at n € F (for the Finsler metric), see Section 1.

Since u? (0soH?) < O for a constant C; > 0 only depending on o by Proposition 9.6,
to get the desired upper bound on u§ (I'") it would suffice for & € I'" to bound from above
the Busemann function bgz (x+,27) by —L plus some constant. However this is not always
possible: it is possible only if £ € QT (and another condition on z that will not matter
much), using that the admissible path from T~ to =,(€) is quasi-ruled and passes near 7T,
and using that 2~ and 2T are at distance roughly L. If £ is not in QT then it is contained
in g"Q7" for some n # 0, and the admissible path from Z~ to Z,(&) is still quasi-ruled but
passes instead near p,(g")x", which allows us to bound bgz(g) (p2(¢™)2*,27) by minus
the distance from ¥~ to p,(¢?)Z ", which is roughly max(L,nf) + 2w. We will then be
able to conclude our estimate of ¥ (I*) by computing

/éii (I-‘r) _ ZM§7 (g;LQ-l-) < Cst Z 6—5(2) max(L,nl)—26(z)w

Fix ¢ € g"Qt C I't. There exists a unique admissible path ag : [0, +00) — S = H?
from x~ to £ (lifting an admissible path of S), and it is the image under 7, of a unique
admissible path ag¢ : [0, 00) — §Z C X that starts at = and accumulates in the interior of
the simplex Z,(¢) by Lemma 9.12. By the definition of Finsler Busemann cocycles (see
Section 1), this means that we have

B (= (00T 77) = Tim d¥(pu(g0)7",3e(T)) — a7, ae(T)).  (39)
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Notice that the third geodesic piece of a¢ (the one that leaves the flat strip 45) is the
isometric image by ¢ of an admissible path going from 4§ to g, "¢ € Q7. And therefore
¢ passes within distance R of p.(g)})Z" at some time ¢.

By Proposition 5.10, a¢ is Ca-quasi-ruled (and starts at ) so

B ((t), 5 (1)) — d5 (5 a¢(T)) < —d5 (5 g(t)) + Co for any T'> ¢
This, combined with d¥(p,(g7)Z ", ag(t)) < R and (39) yields:

bE o) (p=(g)TH,T7) < =d(p:(92)T",77) + Co+ 2R. (40)

We now need to estimate dS(p,(¢")Z+,27), and we also do this using that the
admissible path from Z~ to p.(¢")x" is quasi-ruled, except that this time this path is
completely explicit. The unique admissible path ¢ in H? from 2~ to ¢g"z" has three
geodesic pieces: first the geodesic from z~ to z, of length w, then the geodesic from z to
gz, of length |n|¢, and finally the geodesic from g"x to g7z, of length w. It’s image
under 7 is the unique admissible path ¢ from T~ to p,(¢?)Z", which is also made of three
explicit geodesic pieces. The first and last pieces are just translates of the corresponding
pieces of ¢, and hence have length w.

The middle piece, however, is more complicated because instead of sliding along 4
like ¢, we are navigating in a flat strip that lifts the flat cylinder above 75 C v*, and we
must move diagonally in this flat strip to realise at the same time the horizontal translation
prescribed by the middle piece of ¢ and the vertical translation prescribed by the grafting
parameter z. Let zgp € a be the coordinate of z associated to the component ~; C ~*.
Then the above mentioned flat strip is conjugate to the strip {tvg+szp : t € R, s € [0,1]}
where vy = dr(§ ;) is the special direction of a* and the sign & depends on the choice
of orientation on 7§ (see Section 3.1). Since we are moving horizontally a distance |n|¢,
the middle piece of ¢ is conjugate in this strip to the geodesic segment from 0 to nfvg + 2.
As a consequence, the length of this middle piece is exactly §(nfvy £ z9) where § is
the norm on a defined in Equation (3). Finally, using again that ¢ is Cy-quasi-ruled
(Proposition 5.10), we get

dS(F, p.(gM)TT) > 2w + F(20 & nlvy) — 2Cs. (41)

Now we must estimate §(zp & nfvg). By the assumption, the height of the cylinder
at 7§ is mingepr §(20 + tvo) > L (see (18)). Let to be the unique point of R such that
20 + tovg € ker a (ay is the linear form which is equal to the Finsler norm in the Weyl
cone that contains wp). Then

T (20 + tvo) > |ao(z0 + tvo)| = |ao((t —to)vo)| = |t — to

for any ¢ € R. Let ng be the integer closest to to/¢, so that §(zo + nlvy) > |n — no|l — ¢,
which is bounded below by |n — ng|¢ — 0. Combining this with (40) and (41) we get

b8 (o) (p=(g0)T+, &) < —2w —max(|ng £ n|f, L) + C2 + 2R + 0 + 2C5.
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(Recall that £ is just some fixed sign depending on the choice of orientation of ~§.)
Recall the quasi-invariance of Patterson—Sullivan measures:

~ s o .
1 (ghat) :/ 65(2’)1)32(5)(Pz(gu)yw)dugz(gu)y(f).
gegnat

Since Mzz(gmg((?HQ) = ug(E)HQ) is bounded from above by some constant C; that only
depends on o by Proposition 9.6, and d(z) < m for some constant m depending only on
ag by Lemma 9.3, we get

Nf(ﬂz (QZ)Q—F) < em(2R+3Cg+o)Cle—6(z) max(|n0:|:n|é,L)e—2§(z)w

= 036—6(z) maX(|n0:tTL‘f,L)€—25(z)w’

where C5 only depends on o. After some computations, and using that e < £cosh(o)
and (1 —e )71 < 242 for any z > 0, we get

T T n L 1 —4(z —w z
) = o) < 205 (4 1y ) € PHe

1 2
<9 - ) L +1 —(2)L p26(z) h 2m
<204 (6 + 3) + ) (L+1)e 07°'%) cosh(o)

< Cymax((PE) 1 1) (L 4 1)e 9B,

To obtain C4 only depending on o, we use that §(z) > ¢ and that § is bounded from
below by a constant that only depends on o, by Proposition A.3.

By Proposition A.3, there exists €, < 1 such that if £ < €, then § > % Thus, if on one
hand 26(z) —1 > 0 then ()~ < 520(2)=1 < 52m=1_On the other hand, if 26(z) —1 < 0
then we must have £ > ¢, so 029(2)-1 < 636(2)_1 < e?,mfl. In any case ¢25(x)=1 {5 hounded
above by a constant that only depends on o, which concludes the proof. O

We now prove the technical estimate we used in the proof.

Proof of Lemma 9.13. Parallel transport £ along the first geodesic piece of a until time w,
to obtain £’ at distance w from £. Let H be the half-plane delimited by £’ that does
not contain £. Then by definition of admissible path one can check that a(t) € H for
any t > w.
By a classical formula of hyperbolic trigonometry, see Theorem 7.17.1 of [Bea83]|, the
1

orthogonal projection of any x € H is at distance at most sinh_l(m) from a(0).

In particular the orthogonal projection of € is at distance at most ¢ := sinh ™ (m)

from a(0), and by triangle inequality a and r start at distance at most ¢ + ¢'. Using
for instance again Theorem 7.17.1 of [Bea83], one can check that a(w) and r(w) are at
distance at most twice the following;:

sinh ™! (sinh(¢/2) cosh(w)) + sinh ™! (sinh(¢'/2) cosh(w)) < 2sinh™* (COShw> ’

sinh w
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which can be bounded above in terms of o because w can be bounded below in terms
of o (since £ < o). O

Note that Proposition 9.11 can be used to effectively count the number of intersections
with * of a closed geodesic which is typical for the measure v(z) and shows that it is
exponentially small in L as z — oo, uniformly in €, 0.

9.5 Convergence of currents

Recall § > 0 is the topological entropy of q)fK. The following is the main result of this
section.

Proposition 9.14. Let L; — oo and let p; = p,, be a sequence of Hitchin representations
obtained by Hitchin grafting of a Fuchsian representation at the simple geodesic multicurve
v* with cylinder heights bounded from below by L;. Then §(z;) — §, and up to passing
to a subsequence, the equilibrium measures v; = v(z;) converge weakly to a measure of
maximal entropy for ®| K.

Proof. Recall that f; = f., denotes a positive Hélder continuous potential on TS whose
periods are the Finsler translation lengths of the elements of p;(m1(S)).

Up to passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the ®!-invariant probability
measures v; = v;/||v;|| converges weakly to a ®'-invariant probability measure v on T'S.
By Lemma 9.5, we may also assume that the geodesic currents ©(z) converge weakly to a
current © which is a positive multiple of the current defined by v.

By Proposition 9.11, we have ¢(,7*) = 0 and hence the limit measure v must be
supported on K. By Lemma 9.4, we are thus left with showing that h, > J.

From Lemma 9.5 we have 6(z;) € (0, m] for any i. Recall from (37) that

h, = 5(Zz)/fldl/ll (42)
By Theorem 6.2, it holds

/flﬁs(n) = <1+ L,-+1>

for any 7 € 71(.9), and hence since the ®‘-invariant Borel probability measures supported
on closed geodesics are weak*-dense in the space of all ®*-invariant Borel probability

measures, we get
C -1
dvt > (1
/fzyl_<+Li+1> ’

lim inf h,, > lim inf 0(z;) > 0.

1—>00 1—00

and hence

Since the entropy function is lower semi-continuous, we conclude that h, > 6. As v
is supported in K, this implies that indeed, v is a measure of maximal entropy for the
restriction of ® to K by Lemma 9.4. O
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Using the above results we are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem C from
the introduction.

Proof of Theorem C. Part (3) of Theorem C was shown in Section 6, so we are left with
showing part (1) and (2). Let v* C S be a pair of pants decomposition of S = S — Sy
that contains 0S5y = 3S1. The metric h on Sy prescribes lengths for the components of ~*
in 0.5p.

Since no component of Sy is a pair of pants, every pair of pants in S; — v* has a
boundary component in v* — 957. By Proposition A.4, one can choose lengths large
enough for each component of v* — 957 such that each pair of pants of S; —~* has entropy
very close to zero, and in particular strictly smaller than the entropy of Sp.

Then by Hitchin grafting along v* flat cylinders with bigger and bigger heights, we
get a sequence p; = p,, of Hitchin representations satisfying the first two statement of
Theorem C, according to Proposition 9.14. O

10 Pressure length control

Define the entropy gap of the pair consisting of a hyperbolic surface and a separating
simple closed geodesic to be the absolute value of the difference between the entropies of
the two components of S — ~. If v is non-separating then we define the entropy gap to be
one.

Consider a path ¢ — py, of Hitchin representations obtained by Hitchin grafting along
a single geodesic v and grafting parameters a ray in a with direction in the kernel of the
linear functional defining the Finsler length of . The first goal of this section is to show

Theorem 10.1. The pressure metric length of the path t — py, is finite and bounded
from above by a constant only depending on a positive lower bound for the systole of S
and for the entropy gap, and an upper bound for the length of the grafting geodesic ~y.

We also show

Theorem 10.2. Let (Pt)te[O,T] be a smooth path of hyperbolic structures on S which are
constant on a subsurface So C S, such that for any t € [0,T] the entropy of the geodesic
flow on T'S; for S1 =S — Sy and the restriction of the metric p; is strictly smaller than
the entropy of the geodesic flow on T'Sy (which does not depend on t). Consider the
grafting locus v* = 0S5y = 051 C S, and denote by Gr,p; the Hitchin grafting of ps with
parameter z.

Then the pressure length of the smooth path (Grzpt)te[O’T] tends to zero as the cylinder
height associated to z tends to infinity.

This section is subdivided into two subsections. In the first subsection, we study second
derivatives of the length function along a grafting path, and in the second subsection, we
investigate the second derivative of the entropy.
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10.1 Second derivative of length

Resuming the notations from Section 2.2, Proposition 2.8 shows that a Hitchin grafting
path ¢t — pq in the Hitchin component gives rise to a real analytic family f; : T*.S — (0, 00)
of Holder functions defining a reparameterization of the geodesic flow on TS corresponding
to the Finsler length of pg,(m1(.5)). Thus we have

Lemma 10.3. For each tg, the first and second derivative of the Finsler length function
of t — ps. at ty is a cohomology class of a cocycle which can be represented by a Hilder
function f{ , fl on TS depending smoothly on tq.

For each t let v(tz) be its Gibbs equilibrium state, normalized in such a way that

/ fudv(t2) = 1.

For n € m1(S) we also put fi(n f ft, the Finsler translation length of the element
pz(n). The following is a fairly 1mmed1ate consequence of Lemma 10.3 and the results
from Section 8.

Corollary 10.4. There exist numbers k > 0 and C > 0 only depending on a lower bound
for the systole of S and an upper bound for the length of v* such that

d
dt/ftdy(tz) _

Proof. By Lemma 10.3, and exchanging derivatives and sums (which can be done by
uniform boundedness and uniform convergence, using continuity of the function f}), we
have

d2
| < Ce™™ and dtQ/ferth(Z)\tto < Ce o

d fto (1)
— Ldv(t —o| = i =
7 /ft dv(toz)|i=t, Jm e #Rz Z fto e

Proposition 8.1 shows that

|f1,(n)] < Csu(n,)

and hence since the intersection form ¢ is a continuous form on currents equipped with
the weak topology, we conclude that

';lt/ftd’/(to)

where ©(t9z) is the geodesic current defined by v(¢yz). Thus the first part of the corollary
now follows from Proposition 9.11.

The second part of the corollary follows from exactly the same argument. The details
will be omitted. O

| < Csu(D(toz),7)

t=to
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We now turn to the situation describe in Theorem 10.2. Thus assume that the
geodesic 7 is separating and divides S into subsurfaces Sy, S1. Let t — p; (t € [0,T]) be
a smooth path in the Teichmiiller space of marked Riemann surfaces such that for each ¢
the following holds true.

1. The restriction of the marked hyperbolic metric p; to the subsurface Sy does not
depend on t.

2. The entropy of the geodesic flow of p; restricted to the subspace of all geodesics
entirely contained in Sy is strictly larger than the entropy of the restriction of the
flow to the subspace of all geodesics entirely contained in Sj.

Lemma 10.5. Let Gr,p; be the Hitchin grafting of the Fuchsian representation p; with
grafting locus v and grafting parameter z. Let f.(p:) be a corresponding family of positive
Hélder functions and let v(Gr,p;) be the corresponding measure of maximal entropy. Then
for every € > 0 there exists a grafting height L = L(e) > 0 such that for z of height at
least L and for oll T > 0, we have

T d2
/0 G [ F-eltar(Grpn < e

Proof. Let € > 0 be a lower bound on the systoles of the hyperbolic metrics p; and let o
be an upper bound on the length of v. By Theorem 6.1, there exists a number R > 0
only depending on o such that the following holds.

Assume that Gr,p; is obtained from the Fuchsian representation p; by grafting along
with grafting datum z. Let Q. : 5}72 — X be the equivariant embedding defining the
characteristic surface Sy , of Grt,p;. Then for any ¢ € m(S), there exists a Finsler axis
for the action of ¢ which is contained in the R-neighborhood of Sm.

By Proposition 8.3, there exists numbers L = L(R,€,0) > 0 and a number C' > 0
such that for L > L(R,¢,0), the function which defines the derivative of length of the
deformation ¢ — Gr,(p;) is trivial on the C-neighborhood of the image under the natural
path isometric embedding Qt, z of the abstract grafted surface corresponding to Gr,(p¢)
into Gr,(p;)\X. By the estimates in Section 6, this implies that we may assume that for
large enough norm of z, that is, for large enough grafting height and all ¢, the restriction
of the functions fz(p;) to the compact subset K of TS consisting of all unit vectors
whose ®t-orbit remains in 7Sy does not depend on t. Furthermore, Proposition 8.3 also

shows that )

d d
@fz(ﬂt)’ < Af.(pt) and @fz(ﬂt) < Af.(pt)

pointwise up to a modification with a coboundary.

Now by assumption on Gr,(p;), Proposition 9.14 and the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, the
proportion of time a typical orbit for v(Gr,p;) spends outside of a fixed small neighborhood
of the compact invariant set K C T'Sy tends to zero as the grafting height tends to
infinity. But this means that the integral of the derivatives of the functions f.(p;) in
direction of t also tend to zero. From this the lemma follows. O
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10.2 Second derivative of the entropy

Our second goal is to deduce from the derivative control established in Corollary 10.4 and
Lemma 10.5 an upper bound for the length with respect to the pressure metric of the
Hitchin grafting path ¢ — p;.. This is not immediate as the second derivative of length,
integrated with respect to the Gibbs current v(tz), is in general not the variance of the
derivative of the length function of the path as the entropy along the path is in general
not constant. The goal of this section is to overcome this difficulty and complete the
proof of the main theorem.

Let t — h(t) be the function which associates to tz the entropy of the reparameter-
iztation of the geodesic flow ®' on T'S by the Finsler length of the representation py..
The following is due to Katok, Knieper and Weiss. We refer to Proposition 2 of [Pol94|
for an explicit statement. As before, the measure v(¢z) is the equilibrium state for the
function fy,.

f(%ftz)'t:todl/(toz)
S frozdv(toz)

Proof. For any t we have P(—h(t)fi») = 0, where P is the pressure function.

We are going to differentiate this inequality, using the fact due to Parry—Pollicott, see
Propositions 4.10-11 of [PP90], and Ruelle [Rue78], that for any C* one-parameter family
of Holder functions (g¢); we have %P(gt) = (% g¢)dvy where vy is the equilibrium state
associated to g, such that h(14) — [ g1y = P(g¢). This yields

0= / <(h’(t) fou + h(t) <;i ftz>> du(t)

which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 10.6. h/(t)|t:t0 = *h(to)

We use this to show
Corollary 10.7. |W/(mz + s) — h'(mz)| < Ce™"* for all m and all s < 1.

Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 10.4 that |% log h(t)] < Ce "™ for universal constants
C,k >0 and all t € [m,m+ 1]. As h(t) is bounded from above and below by a universal
positive constant, this implies that up to changing the constant C', this also holds true
for |/ (t)] for all t € [m,m + 1]. O

We are now ready to show

Proposition 10.8. Let p: t — py = p(tz) be a Hitchin grafting path. Then the length
of p for the pressure metric is bounded from above by a constant only depending on the
length of the grafting geodesic v and the diameter of S.

Proof. We show that for every m > 0, the length of the restriction of the path to the
interval [m,m + 1] is at most C'e™"" for some C' > 0,k > 0.
To this end recall that

J(pL, pr+t) = WKPDPLH)-
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Since
2

d
" o / 2
h'/h = p7e] logh — (h'/h)*,
differentiating twice in ¢ we get

d2 h//(L) h/(L) d d2
dt? [t=0 (pr: pr+1) h(L) * < h(L > (pL,pL+t) + di j1=o (PLs PL4L)

)
d> W(L)\? W(L)\ d d?
= gatoen )= (51 ) +2 (5} fooMoromnd) + G, Toropnio)
Now Corollary 10.4 shows that

é Ce—KZL

)

‘ (pLs prt)li=o| < Ce ", ‘dtQ (PLs pL+)|t=0

and Lemma 10.6 together with Corollary 10.4 yields

d
‘dt log h(L + t)|4=o| < Ce"L.

Thus using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any m we have

m+1 d2 1/2 m+1 d2 1/2
— J , dL < — J , dL
/Lm (dt2|t0 (rL PL+t)> > (/Lm dt2 =0 (PL, PL+t) )
m+l g2 . 1/2
< log h "emREdL
< (/L p7e] ogh+C'e )

=m

m+1 d2 1/2
< </ p7e] logh +C"e ”mdL)

S (h/(m—f— 1) - h/(m) ‘I' C/,B_Hm)1/2

Using Corollary 10.7, this yields an upper bound of C"e~""/2 for the integral, from

which the proposition follows.

11 Distortion

The restriction of the pressure metric to the Fuchsian locus is a multiple of the Weil
Petersson metric on Teichmiiller space |[BCLS15] and hence its intrinsic large scale
geometric properties are well understood. Moreover, by [PS17], the Fuchsian locus can
be characterized as the set of Hitchin representations whose critical exponent for the
symmetric metric as well as for the Hilbert metric (and other sufficiently well behaved
Finsler metrics) assumes a maximum. This intrinsic geometric characterization of the
Fuchsian locus does however not reveal information on its significance for the large scale

geometry of the Hitchin component.
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In fact, the pressure metric for the Hilbert length, which by definition is induced from
the Hilbert metric for convex domains in projective space, is degenerate and hence not
a Finsler metric for the Hitchin component. Namely, the contragredient involution of
PSL4(R) acts isometrically on the character variety equipped with the pressure metric.
If d = 2m is even, then this involution is just conjugation with the standard symplectic
form, with fixed point set the symplectic group PSp(2m,R). It turns out that the
pressure metric for the Hilbert length is degenerate on the normal bundle of the space of
representations with image in PSp(2m,R). Note that since the involution is an isometry
for the pressure metric, the locus of representations into PSp(2m, R) is totally geodesic.

In the case n = 3, the fixed point set of the involution equals the image PSO(2,1)
of PSLy(R) under the irreducible representation and hence the Fuchsian locus is totally
geodesic for the pressure metric for n = 3 (see e.g. [Dai23]). However, in spite of recent
refined information on the restriction of the pressure metric to the Fuchsian locus [LW15],
the following seems to be an open question.

Question 4. For d > 4, is the Fuchsian locus totally geodesic for the pressure metric for
representations into PSL4(R) ?

On purpose, we leave the specification of the length function defining the pressure
metric open.

The main goal of this section is to show that from a global geometric perspective, the
Fuchsian locus is distorted for the pressure distance on the Hitchin component for n > 3
and genus g > 3, where the pressure distance is taken with respect to the Finsler length
considered in the previous sections. We believe that similar arguments should lead to
corresponding results for all variants of the pressure metric.

11.1 Regions of finite diameter

Let X1 be a compact surface of genus g1 > 1 and connected boundary and let 7 (X1, )
be the Teichmiiller space of marked hyperbolic metrics on ¥; with fixed boundary length
£ and one marked point on the boundary. For a number ¢ < ¢ we also consider the
e-thick part of 7(X1, ¢), which is the subspace T¢(21,¢) of T(X1,¢) of marked hyperbolic
metrics whose systole, that is, the length of the shortest closed geodesic, is at least e.
The mapping class group Mod(X1) of all isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms of ¥; which
fix the boundary pointwise acts properly discontinuously and cocompactly on T¢(X1, ¢).
Moreover, T¢(21,¢) is path connected for sufficiently small e.

Let gg > 1 and let X be a closed surface of genus g = go + g1; then any point Sy €
T (X0, ¢) determines an embedding 7 (X1,¢) — T(S) by gluing a surface Sy € T(X1,4)
to Xy along the boundary matching marked points. Moving the marked point on the
boundary of ¥ results in gluing the two component surfaces with a twist and not changing
the marked hyperbolic metric on ¥ otherwise.

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 11.1. For g >3, £ > 0 and € > 0, there exists a number C = C(g, ¥, €) with
the following property. Let 3,31 be compact surfaces of genus 2,9 — 2, respectively,
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and connected boundary. Let 3 be a closed surface of genus g. Then the diameter for
the pressure distance of the image of an embedding T (31,€) — T (X) constructed from
So € Te(X0, ) is at most C.

Question 5. Is the diameter for the pressure metric of the Fuchsian locus finite? Is the
diameter of the Hitchin component for the pressure metric finite?

To set up the proof, consider the function h : 7(X1,¢) — (0,1) which associates to a
hyperbolic metric its entropy, that is, the critical exponent. The following results is an
easy consequence of Lemma A.7 from the appendix and the work of Wolpert [Wol86].

Lemma 11.2. If g(3¢) > 2 then for every v > 0 and any Sp € T (X0, ) there exists a
hyperbolic metric S|, € T (o, £) with §(S) > 1 — v whose Weil Petersson distance to Sy
s at most m for a universal constant m > 0.

Proof. By Lemma A.7, for v > 0 and the fixed upper bound o for the boundary length 2,
there exists a number € > 0 such that any hyperbolic metric on Sy with boundary of length
at most ¢ which contains a pair of pants all of whose geodesic boundary components are
of length at most € has entropy at least 1 — v.

By Theorem A.2, the surface Sy contains a pair of pants whose boundary lengths are
bounded from above by a constant only depending on ¢ > ¢. Shrinking each of these
simple closed geodesics to a length of at most € can be realized by a path in T(Sp,¢) of
uniformly bounded length [Wol86]. O

Proof of Theorem 11.1. Let Xy be a surface of genus 2 with connected boundary. Let
€ > 0,0 > € and let Xg € Tc(X0,¢) be a marked hyperbolic metric in the e-thick part
of Teichmiiller space. Choose a marked point on v* = 9%y. The metric Sy and the
marked point on v* determine an embedding 7 (X, ¢) — T(S). To prove the theorem,
we concatenate six paths of Hitchin grafting, illustrated in Figure 6.

The restriction of the pressure metric to the Fuchsian locus equals a multiple of the
Weil-Petersson metric on 7(X). Thus any point in 7 (3) can be connected to a point
in the e-thick part 7.(X) of 7(X) by a path of uniformly bounded length [Wol86]. As a
consequence, via pre-and postcomposition with a path of uniformly bounded length, e.g. a
Weil-Petersson geodesic segment, it suffices to show the following. Let X7,Y; € T¢(X1,4)
and let X,Y € T(X) be the images of X;,Y; under the embedding 7 (X1,¢) — T(X).
Then X can be connected to Y by a path of uniformly bounded pressure metric length.

For sufficiently small €, the set T¢(X1,¢) is connected. Thus we can connect X; to Y;
by a smooth path a(t) C T¢(X1,¢) with the following properties.

1. (0) = X1, a(m) = Y7 for some m > 0.

2. For all s,t there exists a diffecomorphism 6, : a(s) = a(t) with 8, ; = Id and the
property that 07 ,(g(t)) depends smoothly on #, and such that H%H;t(g(t))ﬂt:s <1

d2
dt?

and norms at ¢t = s are taken with respect to the metric g(s).

and

9;‘7t(g(t))Ht:s < 1 pointwise. Here ¢(t) is the hyperbolic metric on «a(t),
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3. With the natural identification, 8s; = Id on 0¥ = ~* for all s, t.

Namely, any smooth path in 7¢(21,¢) can be thought of as a path of smooth metric
deformations. Adjusting the speed of such a deformation connecting X; to Y7 in an
appropriate way results in a path with the above properties.

By Lemma A.7, applied to 7:(X1,¢), there exists a number a > 0 only depending on
e and ¢ such that the topological entropy of each of the hyperbolic metrics a(t) is at
most 1 — a.

Recall that the genus of ¥ is 2. By Lemma 11.2, applied to the surface g, there
exists a hyperbolic metric X (a) on ¥ which coincides with X on 3; and such that the
topological entropy of the restriction of the hyperbolic metric X (&) to ¥ is larger than
1 —a/2. Furthermore, X can be connected to X (a) by a path of Weil-Petersson length at
most Cp > 0, where Cj is a constant only depending on a (and the genus of X).

For each t let A(t) € T(X) be the hyperbolic metric which is the image of «(t) under
the embedding 7 (X1, ¢) — T(X), defined by gluing «(t) to X (§)|Xg. By Lemma A.7, the
entropy gap of A(t) is at least a/2. Furthermore, there exists a universal constant £ > 0
only depending on € and ¢ with the property that A(t) € T,(X) for all .

For s € [0,m] and L > 0 let O(s, L) be a representation obtained from A(s) by Hitchin
grafting along v* = 0%y = 0%; with cylinder height L. By the choice of X (§)|¥X( and
Proposition 10.8, the length of the path L — O(s, L) is bounded from above by a constant
only depending on « and ¢ but not on m.

By Theorem 10.2, there exists a number Ly > 0 so that for all L > Ly the length of
the path connecting ©(0, L) to ©(m, L) is at most 1 provided that L > Ly.

Recall that the pressure length of the grafting path connecting X (§) to its image
©(0, L) under Hitchin grafting along v* of height L is bounded from above by a constant
only depending on ¢ and k, and the same holds true for the pressure length of the path
connecting ©(m, L) to the surface Y (a) obtained by replacing Y |3y by X (a)|X. Since
the Weil-Petersson distance between X to X (a) and between Y to Y (a) is uniformly
bounded, together this yields that X can be connected to Y by a path of uniformly
bounded length for the pressure metric. This shows the theorem. O

11.2 Length comparison with a separating curve graph

Let g > 5 and let SCG(S) be the graph whose vertices are separating simple closed curves
which decompose S into a surface of genus 2 and a surface of genus g — 2 and where two
such curves are connected by an edge if they can be realized disjointly. We have

Lemma 11.3. The graph SCG(S) is connected.

Proof. The mapping class group Mod(S) of S clearly acts transitively on the vertices
of SCG(S). Thus to check connectedness, we can apply a trick due to Putman [Put08]:
Choose a vertex ¢ of SCG(S) and a generating set 11, ..., ¥, of Mod(S). If for each j
the vertex ¢ can be connected to 1j(c) by an edge path in SCG(S), then the graph is
connected.
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Figure 6: Bounded path of Hitchin representations for the pressure metric. Each path is
bounded by a constant that depends only on the length of v* and on the systole of .

To see that this condition is satisfied we choose the Humphries generating set
Y1, ..., 2941 of Mod(S) consisting of Dehn twists about the non-separating simple
closed curves ai,...,aq,c1,...,¢cq—1,m1,m2 in S as shown in Figure 4.5 of [FM11]. That
these elements generate Mod(S) is explained in Theorem 4.14 of [FM11]. Let further-
more ¢ be the separating simple closed curve which intersects the simple closed curve cs
in precisely two points and is disjoint from any of the curves a;, c;, m, for j # 2. Then
() = c for s # g+ 2, moreover both ¢, 1g42(c) are disjoint from the vertex b of SCG(.5)
which intersects c4_2 in precisely two points and is disjoint from the remaining curves.
Thus ¢, b,1442(c) is an edge path connecting ¢ to 1g42(c), which suffices for the proof of
the lemma. O

Let T : T(S) — SCG(S) be a map which associates to X € T(S) a point in SCG(S)
whose length is minimal among the lengths of all separating geodesics which cut S into a
surface of genus 2 and a surface of genus S2. We use Lemma 11.3 to show

Theorem 11.4. For any d > 3 there exists a number C(d) > 0 with the following property.
Let X, Y € T(S) be any two points in the Fuchsian locus of the Hitchin component of
representations m1(S) — PSL4(R). Then the pressure metric distance between X,Y is at
most C(d)d(YT(X),T(Y)) + C(d).

Proof. In this proof, distances between Hitchin representations are always taken with
respect to the path metric defined by the pressure metric.

The restriction of the pressure metric to the Fuchsian locus is a multiple of the
Weil-Petersson metric. Moreover, the length of a Weil Petersson geodesic which shrinks
the length of some moderate length simple closed curves to an arbitrarily small number
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is bounded from above by a universal constant. Thus for every sufficiently small € > 0,
any point in the Fuchsian locus is at uniformly bounded distance from a point in 7¢(S).
Hence it suffices to show the statement of the theorem for surfaces X,Y e 7:(S).

By invariance under the mapping class group, continuity and cocompactness, the
following holds true. For every e > 0 there exists a number £ = £(¢) > 0, and for X € 7.(S)
there exists a simple closed geodesic ¢ on X whose length is contained in the interval
[¢~1, 4] and which decomposes X into a surface Sy of genus gg = g — 2 and a surface of
genus 2. In other words, for X € 7.(.9), the length of Y(X) is bounded from above by a
universal constant.

Let X,Y € 7.(X). Connect cx = T(X) to cy = Y(Y) by a geodesic in SCG(5), say
the geodesic (¢;); (co = ¢x,em = cy). For each i choose a hyperbolic surface X; € T¢(S)
(i > 1) with the property that the X;-lengths of the disjoint simple closed curves ¢;_1, ¢;
are both contained in the interval [¢~1,¢]. Such a surface exists because the lengths of
two disjoint simple closed curves can be prescribed arbitrarily for a hyperbolic surface.
More precisely, for i = 1 we require that the length of curve ¢y coincides with its length
in X and that the length of ¢, coincides with the Y-length of cy. Furthermore, for
1 > 2 we assume that the X; and X;i-lengths of ¢; coincide. construct by induction
a path connecting X to Y whose length is bounded from above by a fixed multiple of
d(YT(X),Y(Y)) as follows.

Choose a surface Y1 € T¢(S) with the property that Y3 N Sp is isometric to X NSy and
that Y7 NSy is isometric to X1 N S7. This is possible because the lengths of the boundary
curve cx = ¢g of Sy coincide in X, X;7. By Theorem 11.1, the pressure distance between
the Fuchsian points X, Y7 is bounded from above by a universal constant.

As the intersection Y7 N .S7 is isometric to X7 NS and we have co C S1, the above
argument can be applied to X1, Y and shows that the distance between X; and Y7 is
uniformly bounded. Proceeding inductively, in m such steps we deduce that the pressure
metric distance between X and Y is at most C(n)m where C'(n) > 0 is a universal
constant. ]

The mapping class group Mod(.S) of S acts by precomposition of markings on the
Hitchin component preserving the Fuchsian locus and the pressure metric. Thus it also
acts on the metric completion of the Hitchin component for the pressure metric. This
metric completion contains the metric completion of the Teichmiiller space, equipped with
the Weil-Petersson metric, which is a stratified space. A stratum is defined by a simple
geodesic multicurve ¢ C S, and it consists of the Teichmdiiller space of all marked complete
finite volume hyperbolic metrics on S — ¢. By this we mean that each component of S — ¢
is an essential subsurface of S of negative Euler characteristic, and hence it determines a
Teichmiiller space of marked complete finite volume hyperbolic metrics on the component.
The stratum of S — ¢ then is the product of these Teichmiiller spaces.

The action of the mapping class group Mod(S) of S on boundary points for the
metric completion of 7 (.S) projects to the action of the mapping class group on the curve
complex, thought of as remembering the nodes (or cusps) of the completion points. Dehn
multitwists have global fixed points acting on this boundary: if T, is a Dehn twist about c,
then any surface with node at c is fixed by T.. However, there is no subgroup of the
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mapping class group containing a free group with two generators which acts with a global
fixed point.

In contrast, the action of the outer automorphism group of the free group Fy with & > 3
generators on the metric completion of Outer space of marked graphs with fundamental
group F}, equipped with an analog of the pressure metric, has a global fixed point
(see [ACR22|).

Our final result shows that a weaker but related statement holds true for the action
of the mapping class group Mod(S) on the metric completion of the Hitchin component,
equipped with the pressure metric, provided that the genus of S is at least 3. For the
formulation of our result, recall that for every essential subsurface S; of the surface S with
connected boundary, the mapping class group Mod(S7) of S; embeds into the mapping
class group Mod(S) of S as a group of isotopy classes of homeomorphisms of S which
fix S — 5] pointwise.

Theorem 11.5. Let S be a closed surface of genus g > 3 and let S1 C S be an essential
subsurface of genus g —2 with connected boundary. Then the action of Mod(S1) C Mod(S)
on the metric completion of Hit(S) with respect to the pressure metric has a global fized
point.

Proof. Let g > 3 and let S; C .S be an essential subsurface of genus g — 2 with connected
boundary c. For € > 0,/ > € choose X € 7(S) such that the simple closed curve ¢ on X
has length ¢. Let Sy = S — 57 and assume furthermore that the surface Sy contains a
separating curve e of length £ for the metric X which cuts Sy into a one holed torus Ty
and a two-holed torus 77 containing c in its boundary.

We follow the proof of Theorem 11.1. Namely, for j > 0 let X; € T(S) be a point
obtained from X by preserving the hyperbolic structure on 57 and shrinking the length
of e to 1/5.

There exists a number ¢y = ¢y(S) > 0 not depending on j such that the Weil-
Petersson geodesic connecting X to X; has length at most ¢y [Wol86]. Since up to a
constant the restriction of the pressure metric to the Fuchsian locus is the Weil-Petersson
metric [BCLS15], by adjusting ¢y we may assume that the distance between X and X
for the pressure metric is at most ¢y, independent of j.

For each j, L let p(j, L) be the Hitchin representation obtained by Hitchin grafting X;
along ¢ with height L. By Theorem 10.8, there exists a number ¢; = ¢1(j) > 0 so that the
length for the pressure metric of the path L — p(j, L) is at most ¢1(j). In particular, for
each j the sequence k — p(7, k) is a Cauchy sequence for the pressure metric, converging
to a point Y; in the metric completion of the Hitchin component.

The mapping class group Mod(S7) of the subsurface S; of S is finitely generated.
Let ¢1,...,¢r be a generating set. For each u < k connect the surface with boundary
S, equipped with the restriction X7 of the hyperbolic metric X, to ¢,(X1) by a smooth
path ay, : [0,my] — Tc(S1,£). We assume that this path satisfies the properties (1)-(3) in
the proof of Theorem 11.1. In particular, the entropies of the surfaces a,,(t) are bounded
from above by a universal constant 1 —a < 1.

Choose as before a number j > 0 which is sufficiently small that the entropy of the
bordered surface Sy, equipped with the restriction of the metric X}, is bigger than 1 —a/2.
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Such a number exists since the entropies of the bordered surfaces X; N Sy converge to 1
as j — oo. Denote by Yj the restriction of the metric X; to Sp, viewed as a hyperbolic
surface with geodesic boundary.

For each u < k and each s < m,, let Y (u, s) be the surface obtained by gluing Yj to
the surface ay(s) along ¢ matching marked points. Let Y (u, s, L) be the representation
obtained from Hitchin grafting of Y (u, s) along ¢ with height L (in the direction of a
fixed z in the kernel of the form defining the Finsler length of ). Note that as grafting
and deforming X to ay(s) commutes, this representation can be obtained from Y (u, 0, L)
by deforming along the path «,.

By the discussion in the proof of Theorem 11.1, as L — oo, the length for the pressure
metric of the path s — Y (u, s, L) (here L is fixed) tends to zero. Now the endpoint of this
path is the image of Y (u,0, L) under the map ¢;, and as L — oo, the points Y (¢,0, L)
converge to a point Z in the completion of the Hitchin component for the pressure metric.
Since the action of Mod(S) on the Hitchin component is isometric, this implies that Z is
a fixed point for ¢, for every ¢ < k.

As a consequence, the point Z is fixed by a set of generators of the subgroup Mod(S7)
of Mod(.S) and hence it is fixed by the entire group. This is what we wanted to show. [J

A Entropy of hyperbolic surfaces with boundary

The goal of this appendix is to collect some basic results on the entropy of hyperbolic
surfaces with boundary. We give proofs for the ones we did not find in the literature,
although they should be well known by the experts. Some of the following statements are
consequences of more general theorems.

Consider a compact surface ¥, of genus g, with at least one boundary component.
Let S be a hyperbolic surface obtained by equipping ¥ with a hyperbolic metric, so that
its boundary is geodesic, that is, S belongs to the Teichmiiller space 7 (X) for ¥. Denote
by h(S) the topological entropy of the geodesic flow on T1S. We also denote by 6(S) the
critical exponent of any representation 71 (%) — PSLa(R) representing the metric S.

Proposition A.1. The following holds true:
1. h(S)=10(S) (see [Sul79]).

2. The function §(S) is real analytic in S and invariant under the action of Mod(X)
(see [Rue78]).

3. h(S) < 1.

4. Take a pants decomposition of ¥. When sending to zero the lengths of all boundary
curves of a fized pair of pants, the entropy goes to one.

Proof. Statement 3. It follows from Proposition 5 of [PS98| that the Poincaré series
P(6(5)) is diverging at the critical exponent §(S). Consider a closed hyperbolic surface
34 obtained by doubling 3 along its boundary, equipped with the double S; of the given
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hyperbolic metric S. It follows from Proposition 2 of [DOP00] that we have §(S) < 0(Sy)
(it uses as hypothesis that P(4(5)) is diverging). The latter is known to be equal to one.
Notice that for a hyperbolic metric Sy without boundary and with finite volume, the
limit set of 71(X) in O H?, that is the accumulation points of the orbit m(X) - x for
any x € H?, is equal to the all 9 H2. It follows from Theorem 1.1 of [BJ97] that the
critical exponent of Sy is one.

Statement 4. Take a compact hyperbolic surface with boundary and pinch all boundary
components. The critical exponent of Kleinian groups is lower semi-continuous for the so
called algebraic convergence, see Theorem 2.4 of [BJ97]. It implies that when decreasing
the lengths of the boundary curves to zero, the limit inferior of the critical exponents is
at least the critical exponent of the surface obtained by pinching the boundary curves.
That is one according to the proof of statement (3). O

We mention a result of Hugo Parlier, which is a neat improvement of results already
known previously.

Theorem A.2 ([Par23]). Let S be a hyperbolic surface, possibly with boundary, and with
finite volume. Then S admits a pant decomposition for which the length of each curve is
at most max(length(05S), area(5)).

Proposition A.3. There exists a function fi depending on ¥ (0¥ # () such that the
following holds. If every boundary component has length at most o and at least one of
them has length at most € < o then §(S) > fi(o,€) > 0 with liminf._,o f1(o,€) > % for
fized o.

Proof. Denote by S, a sequence of metrics as in the item, so that all boundary components
of ¥ has length at most ¢. Using Theorem A.2, S,, admits a decomposition into hyperbolic

pairs of pants Pl(n), e ,PT(n) so that the decomposing curves have a length bounded from
above by some constant C'(X), and so that the shortest boundary component of S, is
. pn)
in P}

Suppose by contradiction that 6(S,) — 0. Then ¢ (Pl(")) — 0 since it is bounded above
)

by 6(Sy). Up to extraction we may assume that the boundary lengths of Pl(n converge,
which imply Pl(n) converge to some hyperbolic pair of pants P, possibly with cusps. By
lower semicontinuity of § (see Theorem 2.4 of [BJ97]|) we get that 0 = lim,, 5(P1(n)) =0,
which is absurd. Thus the critical exponents are bounded away from zero.

Let us now prove the second part of the statement. Suppose by contradiction that
the shortest boundary curve of S,, has length tending to zero, but liminf, §(S,) < 1/2.
Then liminf,, 5(P1(n)) < 1/2. Once again, up to extracting we may assume Pl(n) — P,
with P having a cusp (since the shortest boundary of Pl(n), which is that of S,,, is
pinched to zero). By lower semicontinuity of § (see Theorem 2.4 of [BJ97]) we get that
lim inf,, (5(P1(n)) > §(P). This is absurd as §(P) > 1/2 by Proposition 2 of [DOP00], since
the critical exponent of a neighbourhood of a cusp is 1/2, with a diverging Poincaré series
at the critical exponent. O
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Hyperbolic pairs of pants. Here suppose that ¥ is a sphere with three boundary
components, and Sy . is the metric of a hyperbolic pair of pants with boundary length
a, b and c.

Proposition A.4. There exists a function fo depending on ¥ (0% # () with the following
property. If ¥ is a pair of pants, two boundary components of S have length at least
o >0 and the third at least £ > o, then 0(S) < fa(o, L) with fo(o,l) — 0 for fized o > 0
as £ — oo.

We use the notations from [MZ19], where the authors give some control on the entropy
of a hyperbolic surface using the length of the small curves on the surface. Denote by
L(S) the systole of S, that is the length of the smallest geodesic inside S. Denote by
K(S) the length of the smallest geodesic on S\ 95 (K (S) is more complicated to define
when S is not a pair of pants). Also denote by §(.S) the critical exponent of S.

Theorem A.5 (Particular case of Theorem 1.4 of [MZ19]). There exists a constant C > 0
for which we have

ilog@) <O(9)K(S) = C <1°g(4) Tl <1 ’ 901))

K9]

where xg is the unique positive solution of the equation (1 + az)[“s) z=1.

Lemma A.6. Let S be a pair of pants with boundary lengths a,b,c. Then K(S) >
max(a, b, c).

Proof. Up to reordering we may assume max(a,b,c) = c¢. The surface S is obtained by
gluing with itself a right-angled hyperbolic hexagon H along three nonadjacent sides, such
that the three other sides have lengths g, %, 5- In particular there is a natural projection
m:S5 — H. Let A, B, C be the sides of H which are glued, so that the hyperbolic distance
from B to C is a/2, the distance from C to A is b/2, and the distance from A to B is ¢/2.

Let v be a closed geodesic of S\ 95, and let us check it has length at least ¢. Note
that m(y) C H is a concatenation of geodesics between the sides A, B, C. This path has
to intersect all these sides, for if it was alternating between only two sides then ~ would
be freely homotopic to a power of the boundary component of S between these two sides.

Say «y starts on the side A at some point z, then travels until it hits B at some point y
(maybe bouncing off C' and A in between), and then comes back to z. The first part of
the path from = to y must have length at least the distance from A to B, which is ¢/2,
and similarly the second part has length at least ¢/2 too, so in total v has length at
least c. O

Proof of Proposition A.4. Let (an)n, (bn)n, (cn)n be three sequences in R™ so that a,
and b,, are bounded away from zero, and ¢,, tends to to infinity with n. Let S,, = Sg, p,, ¢,
be the pair of pants with boundary lengths ay,, by, ¢,. By Lemma A.6, K(S,,) tends to
infinity with n.
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By assumption, L(S),) is bounded away from zero. So up to passing to a subsequence,

we can assume that IL(((SZ)) converges to y € (0, +o0]. If y < 400, then the solutions z,, of

K(Sn)

(1 +:c)h(5") _qx = 1 remain bounded away from zero. So C' (log(4) + 1+ log (1 + ﬁ))

is bounded, and 6(5,,) < %éen) goes to zero.

If y = +o0, then x,, goes to zero, and a simple analysis yields that 7% is equivalent
to IE((g:)) It follows that
1
d(Sp)K(S,) <C (log(4) +1+log <1 + $)> (43)
K(Sn)
< Cst - xp 44
st -z (5,) (44)
and hence 4(S,) < Cst - L?gn) — 0 (45)
O

Surfaces with one boundary component. Assume now that the surface X is of genus
genus g = ¢g(X), with exactly one boundary component. Let 7 (X, ¢) be the Teichmiiller
space of marked hyperbolic structures on ¥ with geodesic connected boundary of length /.
Denote also by T¢(3,¢) C T(X,£) the subset of structures whose systole is at least e.

Lemma A.7. The following holds true:
1. Ifg=1and S € T(X,0), then 6(S) is bounded from above by some b(¢) < 1.
2. If g > 2 then for all v,¢ > 0 there exists a surface S € T(X,£) with 6(S) >1—wv.
3. If S € T(X,4), then §(S) is bounded from above by some b(e, £) < 1

Proof. Statement 1. Note that the critical exponent is invariant under the action of the
mapping class group. Let S; C T (%, ) be a sequence so that

5(85) —— swp{3(2) | Z € T(S. )

Up to passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the projections of the marked surfaces
S; to the moduli space Mod(S)\7 (X, £) converge in the Deligne-Mumford compactification
of the moduli space to a surface Z with connected geodesic boundary of length ¢, of
genus ¢’ < 1, possibly with one node. Either Z is smooth and §(Z) < 1 (see point 3
of Proposition A.1). Or the surface obtained by removing the node is a sphere with 3
punctures. In this case the entropies of the surfaces S; converge to the metric entropy 6(Z2)
of the geodesic flow on the surface Z, equipped with the normalized Liouville measure,
which is also less than 1.

Statement 2. It follows from the statement 4 of Proposition A.1. Find a pair of pants
decomposition of S, take one pair of pants disjoint from 95 and shrink all its boundary
components. The critical exponent of the resulting metrics goes to one.
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Statement 3. This part of the lemma follows from invariance under the mapping class
group and compactness. Namely, let us assume that S; C T¢(3, ¢) is a sequence of marked
metrics so that the entropy

h(S;) = sup{h(S) | S; € Te(%, )}

By adjusting with elements of the mapping class group, we may assume that 5; — S in
Te(3,¢). Then h(S;) — h(S), on the other hand we have h(S) < 1. This completes the

proof of the lemma. O

References

[Abr59] L. Abramov. “On the entropy of a flow”. In: Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 128
(1959), pp. 873-875.

[ACR22] T. Aougab, M. Clay, and Y. Rieck. “Thermodynamic metrics on outer space”.
In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 43.3 (Feb. 2022), pp. 729-793.

[And87| T. Ando. “Totally positive matrices”. In: Linear Algebra Appl. 90 (1987),
pp. 165-219.

[AZ23] J. Audibert and M. Zshornack. Rational approximation for Hitchin repre-
sentations. preprint, arXiv:2310.15121. 2023.

[BCLS15] M. Bridgeman, R. Canary, F. Labourie, and A. Sambarino. “The pressure
metric for Anosov representations”. In: Geometric and Functional Analysis
25.4 (June 2015), pp. 1089-1179.

[BCLS18| Martin Bridgeman, Richard Canary, Frangois Labourie, and Andres Sam-
barino. “Simple root flows for Hitchin representations”. English. In: Geom.
Dedicata 192 (2018), pp. 57-86.

[BCS17] M. Bridgeman, R. Canary, and A. Sambarino. “An introduction to pressure
metrics for higher Teichmiiller spaces”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical
Systems 38.6 (Mar. 2017), pp. 2001-2035.

[BD17] F. Bonahon and G. Dreyer. “Hitchin characters and geodesic laminations”.
In: Acta Mathematica 218.2 (2017), pp. 201-295.

[Bea83| A. Beardon. The geometry of discrete groups. Springer New York, 1983.

[BH12| G. Ben Simon and T. Hartnick. “Invariant orders on Hermitian Lie groups”.
In: J. Lie Theory 22.2 (2012), pp. 437-463.

[BH99| M. Bridson and A. Haefliger. Metric Spaces of Non-Positive Curvature.
Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1999.

[BHM11] S. Blachére, P. Halssinsky, and P. Mathieu. “Harmonic measures versus

quasiconformal measures for hyperbolic groups”. In: Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm.
Supér. (4) 44.4 (2011), pp. 683-721.

114



[BIPP21] M. Burger, A. Tozzi, A. Parreau, and M. B. Pozzetti. “Currents, systoles,
and compactifications of character varieties”. In: Proceedings of the London
Mathematical Society 123.6 (Aug. 2021), pp. 565-596.

[Bir57] G. Birkhoff. “Extensions of Jentzsch’s theorem”. In: Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 85 (1957), pp. 219-227.

[BJ97] C. Bishop and P. Jones. “Hausdorff dimension and Kleinian groups”. In:
Acta Math. 179.1 (1997), pp. 1-39.

[Bon8§| F. Bonahon. “The geometry of Teichmiiller space via geodesic currents”. In:
Inventiones Mathematicae 92.1 (Feb. 1988), pp. 139-162.

[BPS19] J. Bochi, R. Potrie, and A. Sambarino. “Anosov representations and domi-
nated splittings”. In: J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 21.11 (2019), pp. 3343—
3414.

[BQ16] Y. Benoist and J. Quint. “Random Walks on Reductive Groups”. In: Random
Walks on Reductive Groups. Springer International Publishing, 2016, pp. 153~
167.

[CZZ23] R. Canary, T. Zhang, and A. Zimmer. Patterson-Sullivan measures for
transverse subgroups. preprint, arXiv:2304.11515. 2023.

[Dai23| X. Dai. “Geodesic coordinates for the pressure metric at the Fuchsian locus”.
In: Geometry € Topology 27.4 (June 2023), pp. 1391-1478.

[DGI6] M.-R. Darvishzadeh and W. M. Goldman. “Deformation spaces of convex

real-projective structures and hyperbolic affine structures”. English. In: J.
Korean Math. Soc. 33.3 (1996), pp. 625-639.

[DGK17] J. Danciger, F. Guéritaud, and F. Kassel. Conver cocompact actions in real
projective geometry. preprint, arXiv:1704.08711, to appear in Ann. Sci. Ec.
Norm. Supér. 2017.

[DK22]| S. Dey and M. Kapovich. “Patterson—Sullivan theory for Anosov subgroups”.
In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 375 (2022), pp. 8687-8737.

[DOPOO] F. Dal’bo, J. Otal, and M. Peigné. “Séries de Poincaré des groupes géométrique-
ment finis”. In: Israel J. Math. 118 (2000), pp. 109-124.

[EF97] A. Eskin and B. Farb. “Quasi-flats and rigidity in higher rank symmetric
spaces”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 10.3 (1997), pp. 653-692.
[FGO6] V. Fock and A. Goncharov. “Moduli spaces of local systems and higher

Teichmiiller theory”. In: Publications mathématiques de I’THES 103.103
(June 2006), pp. 1-211.

[FHJZ24] E. Fioravanti, U. Hamenstadt, F. Jackel, and Y. Zhang. The pressure metric
on quasi-Fuchsian space. In preparation. 2024.

[FK16] P. Foulon and I. Kim. Topological Entropy and bulging deformation of real
projective structures on surface. preprint, arXiv:1608.06799. 2016.

115



[FM11]

[GGKW17]

[Gol86]

[GW12]

[GW18|

[Ham99|
[Hit92]

[Kas24]

[KHO5]
[KL18]

[KL97|

[KLP17]

[KLP18|

[Knios]

[KP22]

B. Farb and D. Margalit. A primer on mapping class groups. English. Vol. 49.
Princeton Math. Ser. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2011.

F. Guéritaud, Olivier Guichard, F. Kassel, and A. Wienhard. “Anosov
representations and proper actions”. In: Geom. Topol. 21.1 (2017), pp. 485—
584.

W. Goldman. “Invariant functions on Lie groups and Hamiltonian flows of
surface group representations”. In: Inventiones Mathematicae 85.2 (June
1986), pp. 263-302.

O. Guichard and A. Wienhard. “Anosov representations: domains of discon-
tinuity and applications”. In: Invent. Math. 190.2 (2012), pp. 357-438.

O. Guichard and A. Wienhard. “Positivity and higher Teichmiiller theory”.
In: Furopean Congress of Mathematics. Eur. Math. Soc., Ziirich, 2018,
pp- 289-310.

U. Hamenstéadt. “Cocycles, symplectic structures and intersection”. In: Geom.
€ Funct. Analysis 9.1 (1999), pp. 90-140.

N. J. Hitchin. “Lie groups and Teichmiiller space”. English. In: Topology
31.3 (1992), pp. 449-473.

F. Kassel. Discrete subgroups of semisimple Lie groups, beyond lattices.
preprint, arXiv:2402.16833, to appear in the Proceedings of Groups St
Andrews 2022 in Newcastle, Cambridge University Press. 2024.

A. Katok and B. Hasselblatt. Introduction to the Modern Theory of Dynam-
ical Systems. Cambridge University Press, Apr. 1995.

M. Kapovich and B. Leeb. “Finsler bordifications of symmetric and certain
locally symmetric spaces”. In: Geom. Topol. 22.5 (2018), pp. 2533-2646.

B. Kleiner and B. Leeb. “Rigidity of quasi-isometries for symmetric spaces
and Euclidean buildings”. In: Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 86 (1997),
pp- 115-197.

M. Kapovich, B. Leeb, and J. Porti. “Anosov subgroups: dynamical and
geometric characterizations”. In: Eur. J. Math. 3.4 (2017), pp. 808-898.

M. Kapovich, B. Leeb, and J. Porti. “A Morse lemma for quasigeodesics in
symmetric spaces and Euclidean buildings”. In: Geom. Topol. 22.7 (2018),
pp. 3827-3923.

G. Knieper. “The Uniqueness of the Measure of Maximal Entropy for
Geodesic Flows on Rank 1 Manifolds”. In: The Annals of Mathematics 148.1
(July 1998), p. 291.

F. Kassel and R. Potrie. “Eigenvalue gaps for hyperbolic groups and semi-
groups”. In: J. Mod. Dyn. 18 (2022), pp. 161-208.

116



[KZ17] I. Kim and G. Zhang. “Kéhler metric on the space of convex real projective
structures on surface”. English. In: J. Differ. Geom. 106.1 (2017), pp. 127—
137.

[Lab06] F. Labourie. “Anosov flows, surface groups and curves in projective space”.
In: Inventiones mathematicae 165.1 (Mar. 2006), pp. 51-114.

[Led95] F. Ledrappier. “Structure au bord des variétés a courbure négative”. fr. In:
Séminaire de théorie spectrale et géométrie 13 (1995), pp. 97-122.

[Lil6] Q. Li. “Teichmiiller space is totally geodesic in Goldman space”. English. In:
Asian J. Math. 20.1 (2016), pp. 21-46.

[Liv71] A. Liv&ic. “Certain properties of the homology of Y-systems”. In: Mat.
Zametki 10 (1971), pp. 555-564.

[Lof04] J. Loftin. “The compactification of the moduli space of convex RIP? surfaces.

I”. English. In: J. Differ. Geom. 68.2 (2004), pp. 223-276.

[Lus94| G. Lusztig. “Total positivity in reductive groups”. In: Lie theory and geometry.
Vol. 123. Progr. Math. Birkh&duser Boston, Boston, MA, 1994, pp. 531-568.

[LW15] F. Labourie and R. Wentworth. Variations along the Fuchsian locus. preprint,
arXiv:1506.01686. 2015.

[LZ21] J. Loftin and T. Zhang. “Coordinates on the augmented moduli space of

convex RP? structures”. English. In: J. Lond. Math. Soc., II. Ser. 104.4
(2021), pp. 1930-1972.

[Mar04] G. Margulis. On Some Aspects of the Theory of Anosov Systems. Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 2004.

[Marl6| B. Martelli. An Introduction to Geometric Topology. preprint, arXiv:1610.02592.
2016.

[McMO8| C. McMullen. “Thermodynamics, dimension and the Weil-Petersson metric”.
In: Inventiones mathematicae 173.2 (Apr. 2008), pp. 365-425.

[MZ19] G. Martone and T. Zhang. “Positively ratioed representations”. In: Com-
mentarii Mathematici Helvetici 94.2 (Apr. 2019), pp. 273-345.

[Niel5| X. Nie. “Entropy degeneration of convex projective surfaces”. In: Conform.
Geom. Dyn. 19 (2015), pp. 318-322.

[Par23| H. Parlier. “A shorter note on shorter pants”. In: (2023). preprint, arXiv:2304.06973.

[Pat76] S. Patterson. “The limit set of a Fuchsian group”. In: Acta Mathematica
136.0 (1976), pp. 241-273.

[Pol94] M. Pollicott. “Derivatives of topological entropy for Anosov and geodesic
flows”. In: Journal of Differential Geometry 39.3 (Jan. 1994).

[PP90] W. Parry and M. Pollicott. “Zeta functions and the periodic orbit structure

of hyperbolic dynamics”. In: Astérisque 187-188 (1990), p. 268.

117



[PS17]

[PS98)

[PT14]

[Put08]

[Qui05]

[Rue78]

[Sam14]
[Sam24|

[Ser77]

[Sle21]

[Sul79]

[Sul84]

[SWZ20]

[Tan97]

[Wols6|

R. Potrie and A. Sambarino. “Eigenvalues and entropy of a Hitchin repre-
sentation”. In: Invent. Math. 209.3 (2017), pp. 885-925.

M. Pollicott and R. Sharp. “Comparison theorems and orbit counting
in hyperbolic geometry”. In: Transactions of the American Mathematical
Society 350.2 (1998), pp. 473-499.

A. Papadopoulos and M. Troyanov, eds. Handbook of Hilbert geometry.
Vol. 22. IRMA Lectures in Mathematics and Theoretical Physics. European
Mathematical Society (EMS), Ziirich, 2014, pp. viii+452.

Andrew Putman. “A note on the connectivity of certain complexes associated
to surfaces”. English. In: Enseign. Math. (2) 54.3-4 (2008), pp. 287-301.

J.-F. Quint. “Higher rank cocompact convex groups”. French. In: Geom.
Dedicata 113 (2005), pp. 1-19.

D. Ruelle. Thermodynamic formalism. Vol. 5. Encyclopedia of Mathemat-
ics and its Applications. The mathematical structures of classical equilib-
rium statistical mechanics, With a foreword by Giovanni Gallavotti and
Gian-Carlo Rota. Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Reading, MA, 1978,
pp. xix+183.

A. Sambarino. “Quantitative properties of convex representations”. In: Com-
ment. Math. Helv. 89.2 (2014), pp. 443-488.

A. Sambarino. Asymptotic properties of infiniesimal characters and applica-
tions. preprint, arXiv:2406.06250. 2024.

J. Serre. Arbres, amalgames, SLs. Vol. No. 46. Avec un sommaire anglais.,
Rédigé avec la collaboration de Hyman Bass. Société Mathématique de
France, Paris, 1977, 189 pp. (1 plate).

I. Slegers. “Equivariant harmonic maps depend real analytically on the
representation”. In: manuscripta mathematica 169.3-4 (Nov. 2021), pp. 633~
648.

D. Sullivan. “The density at infinity of a discrete group of hyperbolic
motions”. In: Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 50 (1979), pp. 171-202.

D. Sullivan. “Entropy, Hausdorff measures old and new, and limit sets of
geometrically finite Kleinian groups”. In: Acta Mathematica 153 (1984),
pp- 259-277.

Z. Sun, A. Wienhard, and T. Zhang. “Flows on the PGL(V)-Hitchin
Component”. In: Geometric and Functional Analysis 30.2 (Apr. 2020),
pp- 588—692.

H. Tanigawa. “Grafting, harmonic maps and projective structures on sur-
faces”. In: Journal of Differential Geometry 47.3 (Jan. 1997).

S. Wolpert. “Thurston’s Riemannian metric for Teichmdiiller space”. In: J.
Differential Geom. 23.2 (1986), pp. 143-174.

118



[Xul7] B. Xu. “Incompleteness of the pressure metric on the Teichmiiller space of a
bordered surface”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 39.06 (Sept.
2017), pp. 1710-1728.

[Yam04] S. Yamada. “On the Geometry of Weil-Petersson Completion of Teichmiiller
Spaces”. In: Mathematical Research Letters 11.3 (2004), pp. 327-344.
[Zhal5| T. Zhang. “Degeneration of Hitchin representations along internal sequences”.

In: Geometric and Functional Analysis 25.5 (Sept. 2015), pp. 1588-1645.

Pierre-Louis Blayac
University of Michigan, Math dep, 530 Church St, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA
e-mail: blayacQumich.edu

Ursula Hamenstadt
Math. Institut der Univ. Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60, 53115 Bonn, Germany
e-mail: ursula@math.uni-bonn.de

Théo Marty
Institut de mathématiques de Bourgogne, 9 avenue Alain Savary, 21078 Dijon, France

e-mail: theo.marty@u-bourgogne.fr

Andrea Egidio Monti
Max Planck Institut fiir Mathematik, Vivatsgasse 7, 53111 Bonn, Germany
e-mail: amonti@math.uni-bonn.de

119



	Introduction
	Lie groups and symmetric spaces
	Equilibrium states, Hitchin representations and Pressure metrics
	Geodesic currents, length and intersection
	Hitchin representations
	Patterson–Sullivan theory

	Hitchin grafting representations
	Abstract grafting
	Particular case of an amalgamated product
	Graphs of groups decomposition and bending
	The characteristic surface for Hitchin grafting representations
	Admissible paths

	A Morse-type lemma in the symmetric space
	Proof of Lemma 4.2
	A Morse-type lemma for normed vector spaces
	Projecting to a flat
	Proof of Theorem 4.1
	Rough Finsler convexity and naive convex cocompactness

	Fock–Goncharov positivity
	Reminders on positivity
	Positivity and injectivity of admissible paths
	Positivity gives a control on default of the triangle inequality
	Estimates on eigenvalues of products of totally positive matrices

	Geometric control: Uniform quasi-isometry
	Elementary observations
	Admissible paths are uniform quasi-geodesics
	Proof of Theorem 6.1
	Proof of Theorem 6.2
	Proof of part (3) of Theorem C

	Intersection in the Hitchin component
	Upper bound on the derivatives of length functions via Ehresmann connections
	Derivative bounds for lengths of closed geodesics
	Controlled Ehresmann connections
	Differentiating Finsler metrics

	Quantitative convergence of currents
	The entropy of the subsurfaces
	The total mass of the equilibrium state
	The total mass of the Patterson–Sullivan measure
	Estimating the intersection number of the equilibrium state with the grafting locus
	Convergence of currents

	Pressure length control
	Second derivative of length
	Second derivative of the entropy

	Distortion
	Regions of finite diameter
	Length comparison with a separating curve graph

	Entropy of hyperbolic surfaces with boundary
	References

