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ALGEBRAIC HARMONIC MAPS, TOTALLY SYMMETRIC HARMONIC

MAPS AND A CONJECTURE

JOSEF F. DORFMEISTER, PENG WANG

Abstract. In this paper, we discuss the associated family of harmonic maps F : M → G/K
from a Riemann surface M into inner symmetric spaces of compact or non-compact type which
are either algebraic or totally symmetric. These notions are the two components of the definition
of a harmonic map of finite uniton number, as stated by [2]. We finish this paper by comparing
these to notions and by stating a conjecture.
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1. Introduction

Harmonic maps from Riemann surfaces into symmetric spaces arise naturally in geometry
and mathematical physics and hence became important objects in several mathematical fields,
including the study of minimal surfaces, CMC surfaces, Willmore surfaces and related integrable
systems. For harmonic maps into compact symmetric spaces or compact Lie groups, one of the
most foundational and important papers is the description of all harmonic two spheres into U(n)
by Uhlenbeck [28]. It was shown that harmonic two-spheres satisfy a very restrictive condition.
Uhlenbeck coined the expression “finite uniton number” for this property. Since the uniton
number is an integer, one also obtains this way a subdivision of harmonic maps into U(n).

Uhlenbeck’s work was generalized in a very elegant way to harmonic two spheres in all compact
semi-simple Lie groups and into all compact inner symmetric spaces by Burstall and Guest in
[2]. Using Morse theory for loop groups in the spirit of Segal’s work, they showed that harmonic
maps of finite uniton number in compact Lie groups can be related to meromorphic maps into
(finite dimensional) nilpotent Lie algebras. They also provided a concrete method to find all such
nilpotent Lie algebras. Finally, via the Cartan embedding, harmonic maps into compact inner
symmetric spaces are considered as harmonic maps into Lie groups satisfying some algebraic
“twisting” conditions. Therefore the theory of Burstall and Guest provides a description of
harmonic maps of finite uniton number into compact Lie groups and compact inner symmetric
spaces, in a way which is not only theoretically satisfying, but can also be implemented well for
concrete computations [2, 16].

Let us take a somewhat closer look at the paper [2]. The title and the introduction of loc.cit.
only refer to harmonic maps F : S2 → S, where S is a compact inner symmetric space. A large
part of the body of the paper, however, deals with harmonic maps F : M → S, where S is as
above and M is an arbitrary, connected, compact or non-compact, Riemann surface satisfying
the following conditions:

• There exists an extended solution Φ(z, z̄, λ) : M → S, λ ∈ S1, such that

Φ has a finite uniton number k ≥ 0.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12487v1


2 JOSEF F. DORFMEISTER, PENG WANG

Such harmonic maps are said to be of finite uniton number k. See page 546 of [2] for more
details.

In the present paper we use the DPW method to investigate harmonic maps into non-compact
inner symmetric spaces. Therefore we consider extended frames, not extended solutions. These
frames are defined on the universal cover M̃ of M . One can include, with some caveat, the case
M = S2, see Section 3 of [12] and (2) of Remark 2.10. The two conditions above defining finite
uniton number harmonic maps translate into the following two properties of extended frames
(see Proposition 4.11 and Proposition 3.3):

Theorem 1.1. Let F : M → S be a harmonic map from a connected Riemann surface M into
a compact, inner symmetric space. Then F has a finite uniton number (k ≥ 0 for some integer
k) if and only if

(U1) There exists an extended frame F : M̃ → ΛGσ for F which has trivial monodromy relative

to the action of π1(M) on M̃ .

(U2) There exists some frame F : M̃ → ΛGσ for F , whose Fourier expansion relative to λ is a
Laurent polynomial.

Here ΛGσ denotes the twisted loop group associated to S.

Note that property (U1) for some extended frame is equivalent to property (U1) for all
extended frames. Harmonic maps F , as well as the corresponding extended frames, are said
to be of finite uniton type if the properties (U1) and (U2) are satisfied. We will apply the
notion of ”finite uniton type” analogously, if S is a non-compact symmetric space (see Definition
3.7). A discussion of the properties (U1) and (U2) will be given in Section 3. Both properties
together (i.e. the case of finite uniton type harmonic maps) will be investigated in Section 4.
Moreover, in Proposition 4.11 we will show that for a compact Riemann surface M harmonic
maps of finite uniton type are in a bijective relation with finite uniton number harmonic maps
in the sense of Uhlenbeck [28] (see also [2]).

While in the literature primarily harmonic maps F : M → G/K were considered, where
G/K is a compact symmetric space, in the theory of Willmore surfaces in Sn, and many other
surface classes, one has to deal with “Gauss type maps” which are harmonic maps into non-
compact symmetric spaces. Therefore we will also consider the case that G/K is a non-compact
symmetric space. Moreover, it is in fact the goal of the paper [14] to generalize results of [2] to
harmonic maps of finite uniton type into a non-compact inner symmetric space and this paper
is the first part of this project.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the basic results of the loop group
theory for harmonic maps. In Section 3, we provide a detailed description of harmonic maps
of finite uniton type. Several equivalent definitions are given for such maps. Moreover, we also
discuss briefly the monodromy and dressing actions for harmonic maps of finite uniton type.
In Section 4, we first collect the relations between the extended frames and extended solutions
associated to a harmonic map into inner symmetric spaces. Then we show that for harmonic
maps into inner symmetric spaces, the notion “of finite uniton type” is equivalent to the notion
of “of finite uniton number”. We then end the paper with a conjecture concerning a result of
Segal by Section 5.

2. Review of basic loop group theory

For any inner involution σ of a semi-simple real Lie group G the center of G is contained in the
connected component of the fixed point set of σ. To begin with, we first recall some notation.
Let G be a connected real semi-simple Lie group, compact or non-compact, represented as a
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matrix Lie group. Let G/K be an inner symmetric space, compact or non-compact, with the
involution σ : G → G such that Gσ ⊃ K ⊃ (Gσ)0, where “0” denotes “identity component”.
For the purposes of this paper the actual choice of K will be of little importance. The reader
may thus simply assume that K = K̂ = Gσ holds. In particular, we can assume without loss of
generality that G has trivial center. We will keep this assumption throughout this paper, except
where we state the opposite. Note that (the tangent bundle of) G/K carries a left-invariant
non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form. Let g and k denote the Lie algebras of G and K
respectively. The involution σ induces a decomposition of g into eigenspaces, the (generalized)
Cartan decomposition

g = k⊕ p, with [k, k] ⊂ k, [k, p] ⊂ p, [p, p] ⊂ k.

Let π : G → G/K denote the projection of G onto G/K.
Now let gC be the complexification of g and GC the connected complex (matrix) Lie group

with Lie algebra gC. Let τ denote the complex anti-holomorphic involution g → ḡ, of GC. Then
G = Fixτ (GC)0. The inner involution σ : G → G commutes with the complex conjugation τ
and extends to the complexified Lie group GC, σ : GC → GC. Let KC ⊂ Fixσ(GC) denote the
smallest complex subgroup of GC containing K. Then the Lie algebra of KC is kC.

Occasionally we will also use another complex anti-linear involution, θ, which commutes with
σ and τ and has as fixed point set Fixθ(GC), a maximal compact subgroup of GC. For more
details on the basic setting we refer to [13].

Remark 2.1. In this paper we only consider inner symmetric spaces. However, several of our
results also hold for arbitrary symmetric spaces. To keep the presentation of the paper as simple
as possible we will not consider the case of outer symmetric spaces in any detail in this paper.

2.1. Harmonic Maps into Symmetric Spaces. Let G/K be an inner symmetric space as
above and let F : M → G/K be a harmonic map where M is a connected Riemann surface.
Without specification, M may be compact or non-compact. In this paper we will always

assume that F is “full” in the following sense. We will mention the assumption ”full” only
where it seems to be particularly important.

Definition 2.2. A harmonic map F : M → G/K is called “full” if only g = e fixes every
element of F(M). That is, if there exists g ∈ G such that gF(p) = F(p) for all p ∈ M , then
g = e.

Let π̃ : M̃ → M be the universal cover of M and z0 ∈ M̃ satisfying π̃(z0) = p0. Then F has a

natural lift F̃ : M̃ → G/K satisfying F̃ = F ◦ π̃ and obviously F̃(z0, z̄0) = eK. Moreover, there

exists a frame F : M̃ → G such that F̃ = π ◦ F and F (z0, z̄0) = e.
Let α denote the Maurer-Cartan form of F . Then α satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation

and we have

F−1dF = α, dα+
1

2
[α ∧ α] = 0.

Decomposing α with respect to g = k⊕ p we obtain

α = αk + αp, αk ∈ Γ(k⊗ T ∗M), αp ∈ Γ(p⊗ T ∗M).

Moreover, considering the complexification TMC = T ′M ⊕ T ′′M , we decompose αp further into
the (1, 0)−part α′

p and the (0, 1)−part α′′
p . Set

(2.1) αλ = λ−1α′
p + αk + λα′′

p , λ ∈ S1.
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Lemma 2.3. (Pohlmeyer Lemma, see [10]) The map F : M → G/K is harmonic if and only if

(2.2) dαλ +
1

2
[αλ ∧ αλ] = 0, for all λ ∈ S1.

Definition 2.4. Let F : M → G/K be harmonic and let F : M̃ → G be a frame satisfying

F = π ◦ F and F (z0, z̄0) = e, stated as above. Define αλ as in (2.1) and consider on M̃ a
solution F (z, z̄, λ), λ ∈ C∗, to the equation

(2.3) dF (z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)αλ, F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e.

As a consequence, the choice of initial condition stated determines F (∗, ∗, λ) uniquely by F .

Moreover, we then also obtain F (z, z̄, λ)|λ=1 = F (z, z̄) for all z ∈ M̃ . Any such solution will be
called an extended frame for the harmonic map F .

Finally we would like to point out that Fλ := F (z, z̄, λ) mod K gives a family of harmonic
maps with Fλ|λ=1 = F . It will be called the associated family of F .

Remark 2.5. In this paper, we will usually assume for a harmonic map the conventions introduced
above. In particular, we will assume (without further saying) the existence of a base point z0
and an extended frame such that F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e holds.

2.2. Loop Groups and Decomposition Theorems. For the construction of harmonic maps
we will always employ the loop group method. In this context we consider the twisted loop
groups of G and GC and some of their frequently occurring subgroups:

ΛGC
σ = {γ : S1 → GC | , σγ(λ) = γ(−λ), λ ∈ S1},

ΛGσ = {γ ∈ ΛGC
σ | γ(λ) ∈ G, for all λ ∈ S1},

ΩGσ = {γ ∈ ΛGσ| γ(1) = e},

Λ−GC
σ = {γ ∈ ΛGC

σ | γ extends holomorphically to D∞},

Λ−
∗ G

C
σ = {γ ∈ ΛGC

σ | γ extends holomorphically to D∞, γ(∞) = e},

Λ+GC
σ = {γ ∈ ΛGC

σ | γ extends holomorphically to D0},

Λ+
SG

C
σ = {γ ∈ Λ+GC

σ | γ(0) ∈ S},

where D0 = {z ∈ C| |z| < 1}, D∞ = {z ∈ C| |z| > 1} ∪ {∞} and S is some subgroup of KC.

If the group S is chosen to be S = (KC)0, then we write Λ+
C G

C
σ . If the group S is chosen to

be S = {e}, then we write Λ+
⋆ G

C
σ .

In some cases subgroups S, different from the above, are chosen, like in cases where there
exists a Borel subgroup. In such cases one can derive a unique decomposition of any loop group
element. In other cases, like in [12], one can only derive unique decompositions for elements in
some open subset of the given loop group:

Remark 2.6. If G = SO+(1, n + 3) and K = SO+(1, 3) × SO(n), then there exists a closed,
connected solvable subgroup S ⊆ (KC)0 such that the multiplication ΛG0

σ × Λ+
SG

C
σ → (ΛGC

σ )
0

is a real analytic diffeomorphism onto the open subset ΛG0
σ · Λ+

SG
C
σ ⊂ (ΛGC

σ )
0.

We frequently use the following decomposition theorems (see [23], [10], [24], [12]).

Theorem 2.7.

(1) (Iwasawa decomposition)
(a) (ΛGC)0σ =

⋃
δ∈Ξ(ΛG)0σ ·δ ·Λ

+
C G

C
σ , where Ξ denotes a (discrete) set of representatives

for the double-coset decomposition;
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(b) The multiplication ΛG0
σ×Λ+

C G
C
σ → (ΛGC

σ )
0 is a real analytic map onto the connected

open subset ΛG0
σ · Λ+

C G
C
σ = Ie ⊂ ΛGC

σ .
Here Ie denotes the (connected) open Iwasawa cell containing the identity element.

(2) (Birkhoff decomposition)
(a) (ΛGC)0 =

⋃
ω∈W Λ−

C G
C
σ ·ω·Λ

+
C G

C
σ where W denotes a (discrete) set of representatives

for the double coset decomposition
(b) The multiplication Λ−

∗ G
C
σ × Λ+

C G
C
σ → ΛGC

σ is an analytic diffeomorphism onto the

open and dense subset Λ−
∗ G

C
σ · Λ+

C G
C
σ ( big Birkhoff cell ).

Remark 2.8.

(1) We would like to recall that for inner symmetric spaces the twisted loop algebras are
isomorphic to the untwisted ones. For the algebraic case see, e.g. [22], chapter 8, and
our case follows by completion in the topology used in this paper.

(2) The middle terms of the Birkhoff decomposition, item (2)(a) above, form, in the un-
twisted case, the Weyl group of the corresponding untwisted loop algebra (see e.g. [24])
and therefore form a discrete subset of the loop group.

(3) The middle terms in item (1)(a) above can be determined quite precisely by using [23].
Roughly speaking, they correspond to factors in a natural product decomposition of the
Weyl group elements of the Birkhoff decomposition and thus they form a discrete subset
of the loop group as well. For the present paper we will not need any special information
about these factors.

(4) It is well known that in the Birkhoff decomposition only one of the double cosets is
an open subset of the loop group under consideration. Therefore the name “open cell”
seems to be appropriate. In the case of the Iwasawa decomposition, in general, several
open double cosets can occur (see, e.g., [23] for an explicit example and also [5]). But
the open cell Ie containing the identity element plays naturally a special role. Therefore
it gets a name.

Loops which have a finite Fourier expansion are called algebraic loops and denoted by the
subscript “alg”, like ΛalgGσ, ΛalgG

C
σ , ΩalgGσ as in [2], [16]. And we define

(2.4) Ωk
algGσ :=



γ ∈ ΩalgGσ |Ad(γ) =

∑

|j|≤k

λjTj



 ⊂ ΩalgGσ.

2.3. The DPW Method and its Potentials. With the loop group decompositions as stated
above, we obtain a construction scheme of harmonic maps from a surface into G/K.

Theorem 2.9. [10], [12], [31]. Let D be a contractible open subset of C and z0 ∈ D a base
point. Let F : D → G/K be a harmonic map with F(z0) = eK. The associated family Fλ (See
Definition 2.4) of F can be lifted to a map F : D → ΛGσ, the extended frame of F , and we can
assume without loss of generality that F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e holds. Under this assumption,

(1) The map F takes only values in Ie ⊂ ΛGC
σ , i.e. in the open Iwasawa cell containing the

identity element.
(2) There exists a discrete subset D0 ⊂ D such that on D \ D0 we have the decomposition

F (z, z̄, λ) = F−(z, λ)F+(z, z̄, λ),

where

F−(z, λ) ∈ Λ−
∗ G

C
σ and F+(z, z̄, λ) ∈ Λ+

C G
C
σ .

and F−(z, λ) is meromorphic in z ∈ D and satisfies F−(z0, λ) = e.
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Moreover,

η = F−(z, λ)
−1dF−(z, λ)

is a λ−1 · pC–valued meromorphic (1, 0)–form with poles at points of D0 only.
(3) Spelling out the converse procedure in detail we obtain: Let η be a λ−1 · pC–valued

meromorphic (1, 0)–form such that the solution to the ODE

(2.5) F−(z, λ)
−1dF−(z, λ) = η, F−(z0, λ) = e,

is meromorphic on D, with D0 as set of possible poles. Then on DI = {z ∈ D \

D0 | F−(z, λ) ∈ Ie} we define F̃ (z, λ) by the Iwasawa decomposition

(2.6) F−(z, λ) = F̃ (z, z̄, λ)F̃+(z, z̄, λ)
−1.

This way one obtains an extended frame

F̃ (z, z̄, λ) = F−(z, λ)F̃+(z, z̄, λ)

of some harmonic map from DI to G/K satisfying F̃ (z0, z̄0, λ) = e.
(4) Any harmonic map F : D → G/K can be derived from a λ−1 · pC–valued meromorphic

(1, 0)–form η on D. Moreover, the two constructions outlined above are inverse to each
other (on appropriate domains of definition).

Remark 2.10.

(1) A typical application of the theorem above arises as follows: one considers a harmonic
map F : M → G/K, where M is any Riemann surface and G/K any inner semi-simple

symmetric space and considers the natural lift F̃ : M̃ → G/K. Then, if M is compact

of positive genus or non-compact, then M̃ is contractible and one can apply the theorem
above to F̃ .

(2) So the question is: what happens if M = S2? This case has been discussed in detail
in Section 3.2 of [12]. Basically, the theorem above still holds, if one admits some
singular points. More precisely, if F : S2 → G/K is harmonic, then (see e.g. loc.cit.
Theorem 3.11) after removing at most two (different, but otherwise arbitrary) points
{p1, p2} from S2 one can find an extended frame F ′ : S2 \ {p1, p2} → ΛGσ for F ′ =
F|S2 \ {p1, p2} : S2 \ {p1, p2} → G/K. Moreover, F ′

−, formed by Birkhoff decomposing

F ′, extends meromorphically to S2 and the normalized potential formed with F ′
− extends

meromorphically to S2. The converse, the construction of a harmonic map defined on
S2 from a normalized potential, can be carried out as usual if one admits at most two
singularities in the extended frame associated with the original normalized potential.
For more details we refer to loc.cit. Of course, if one wants to obtain a harmonic map
defined and smooth on all of S2, then additional conditions at the poles of the original
normalized potential need to be imposed. We will use this result at several places below.

(3) The restriction above to factorizations on DI implies that on this set we have globally
an Iwasawa decomposition of the form (2.6) with F± globally smooth. This implies, of
course, the smoothness of the associated harmonic map. At isolated points of DI in D the
frames generally exhibit singular behaviour. In some cases, however, the corresponding
harmonic maps are nevertheless non-singular. When considering, e.g., Willmore surfaces,
singularities in the frame may or may not induce singularities in the associated harmonic
map [12], [30]. For example, singularities can occur in the extended frame, while both the
associated harmonic conformal Gauss map as well as the corresponding Willmore surface
stays smooth at the singularities [30]. Therefore, when discussing concrete examples of
global immersions one needs to determine separately for all singularities of the frame,
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whether the final surface has a singularity, i.e. a branch point, or whether it is smooth
and an immersion there. We refer to [30] for examples of Willmore surfaces with or
without branch points.

Definition 2.11. [10], [31]. With the conventions as above, let F : M → G/K be a harmonic

map with basepoint p0, π̃ : M̃ → M the universal cover of M and F̃ : M̃ → G/K the natural lift
of F with basepoint z0, where π̃(z0) = p0. Then the λ−1 · pC–valued meromorphic (1, 0)–form η

defined in (2) of the last theorem for F̃ is called the normalized potential for the harmonic map
F with the point z0 as the reference point. And F−(z, λ), satisfying F−(z0, λ) = e, given above
is called the corresponding meromorphic extended frame.

The normalized potential is uniquely determined, since the extended frames are normalized
to e at some fixed base point on M̃ . The normalized potential is meromorphic in z ∈ M̃ .

In many applications it is much more convenient to use potentials which have a Fourier
expansion containing more than one power of λ. And when permitting many (maybe infinitely
many) powers of λ, one can obtain holomorphic coefficients:

Theorem 2.12. [10], [12]. Let D be a contractible open subset of C.

(1) Let F (z, z̄, λ) be an extended frame of some harmonic map from D to G/K. Then there
exists some real-analytic V+ : D → Λ+GC

σ such that C(z, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)V+(z, z̄, λ) is
holomorphic in z ∈ D and in λ ∈ C∗, with C(z0, λ) = e and V+(z0, z̄0, λ) = e. The
Maurer-Cartan form η = C−1dC of C is a holomorphic (1, 0)–form on D and λη is
holomorphic for λ ∈ C.

(2) Conversely, Let η ∈ ΛgCσ be a holomorphic (1, 0)–form such that λη is holomorphic in λ
for λ ∈ C, then by the same process as given in Theorem 2.9 we obtain a harmonic map
F : D → G/K.

Definition 2.13. The matrix function C(z, λ) associated with the holomorphic (1, 0)–form η as
in Theorem 2.12 will be called a holomorphic extended frame for the harmonic map F .

2.4. Symmetries and Monodromy. It is natural to investigate harmonic maps with symme-
tries. Since harmonic maps frequently occur as “Gauss maps” of some surfaces, the investigation
of harmonic maps with symmetries also has implications for surface theory.

Definition 2.14. Let F : M → G/K be a harmonic map. Then a pair, (γ,R), is called a
symmetry of F , if γ is an automorphism of M and R is an automorphism of G/K satisfying

F(γ.p) = R.F(p)

for all p ∈ M .

We would like to point out that an intuitive notion of ”symmetry” for F would be an auto-
morphism R of G/K such that RF(M) = F(M). In some cases one can prove that this intuitive
definition implies the actual definition given just above.

Lemma 2.15. Let F : M → G/K be a harmonic map and (γ,R) a symmetry of F . Let M̃

denote the universal cover of M and F̃ : M̃ → G/K, F̃ = F ◦ π, its natural lift. Then:

(1) F̃ satisfies

F̃(γ.z) = R.F̃(z).

(2) For any frame F : M̃ → G of F one obtains

(2.7) γ∗F (z, z̄) = RF (z, z̄)k(z, z̄),

where k(z, z̄) is a function from M̃ into K.
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(3) For the extended frame F (z, z̄, λ) : M̃ → ΛGσ of F there exists some map ργ : C∗ → ΛGσ

such that

(2.8) γ∗F (z, z̄, λ) = ργ(λ)F (z, z̄, λ)k(z, z̄),

where k is the λ–independent function from M̃ into K occurring in the previous equation.
Moreover, ργ(λ)|λ=1 = R holds.

Note, since F is full, for each symmetry (γ,R) the automorphism R of G/K is uniquely
determined by γ. We therefore write ργ(λ) = ρ(γ, λ) and ignore R in this notation. Also note
that ργ actually is defined and holomorphic for all λ ∈ C∗.

Proof. The first two equations follow immediately from the definitions. In view of (2.1) the
equality of Maurer-Cartan forms of (2.7) implies the equality of the Maurer-Cartan forms of
(2.8). Therefore only the last statement needs to be proven. But evaluating (2.8) at the base

point z0 of F̃ yields F (γ.z0, γ.z0, λ) = ργ(λ)k(z0, z̄0). Hence we obtain ργ : S1 → ΛGσ, with
holomorphic extension to C∗, and putting λ = 1 we infer F (γ.z0, γ.z0) = ργk(z0, z̄0). On the
other hand, from (2.7) we obtain F (γ.z0, γ.z0) = Rk(z0, z̄0), whence R = ργ(λ)|λ=1. �

Definition 2.16. With the notation above, the matrix ργ(λ), λ ∈ S1, ( for all λ ∈ C∗ in fact)
occurring in (2.8) is called the monodromy (loop) matrix of γ for F .

The following result has been proven in Theorem 4.8 of [15].

Theorem 2.17. Let M be a Riemann surface which is either non-compact or compact of positive
genus.

(1) Let F : M → G/K be a harmonic map and F̃ : M̃ → G/K its natural lift to the

universal cover M̃ of M . Then there exists a normalized potential and a holomorphic
potential for F , namely the corresponding potential for F̃ .

(2) Conversely, starting from some potential producing a harmonic map F̃ from M̃ to G/K,
one obtains a harmonic map F on M if and only if
(a) The monodromy matrices χ(g, λ) associated with g ∈ π1(M), considered as auto-

morphisms of M̃ , are elements of (ΛGσ)
0.

(b) There exists some λ0 ∈ S1 such that χ(g, λ)|λ=λ0
= e, i.e.

F (g.z, g.z, λ)|λ=λ0
≡ χ(g, λ)|λ=λ0

F (z, z̄, λ)|λ=λ0
mod K

≡ F (z, z̄, λ)|λ=λ0
mod K

for all g ∈ π1(M).

We also need the existence of normalized potentials for harmonic maps from a 2−sphere to
an inner symmetric space, compact or non-compact. An important difference to the previously
discussed cases is that the extended frames will not be smooth globally on S2, but will be smooth
(actually real analytic) on S2 \ {two points}. See Remark 2.10. The details can be found in (2)
of Remark 2.10 or Theorem 3.11 of [12] which we recall for the convenience of the reader:

Theorem 2.18. (Theorem 3.11 of [12]) Every harmonic map from S2 to any Riemannian or
pseudo-Riemannian symmetric space G/K admits an extended frame with at most two singulari-
ties. Furthermore, it admits a global meromorphic extended frame. In particular, every spacelike
conformal harmonic map from S2 to any Riemannian or pseudo-Riemannian symmetric space
G/K can be obtained from some meromorphic normalized potential.

While we generally restrict in this paper to inner symmetric spaces, the last and the following
theorem are stated more generally because of their importance. As stated before, the case of
outer symmetric spaces will not be considered in any detail in this paper.
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2.5. Invariant Potentials. IfM has a non-trivial fundamental group, then invariant potentials
are of particular interest. The first part of the theorem below (the case of a non-compact M)
has been proven first in [7] for the case of harmonic maps into S2. The case of harmonic maps
from a compact Riemann surface M into the (inner) symmetric space G/K = SO+(1, n +
3)/SO+(1, 3) × SO(n) was treated in Section 6 of [15].

For the case of compact M no proof for a general inner (semi simple) symmetric space is
known. For the case of non-compact M the published proofs are not very clear nor explicit. We
therefore include a new proof using work of Bungart [1] and Röhrl [25].

Theorem 2.19. Let M be a Riemann surface.

(1) If M = S2, then every harmonic map from S2 to any symmetric space can be generated
from some meromorphic (clearly invariant) potential on S2.

(2) If M is compact, but different from S2, then every harmonic map from M to the inner
symmetric space G/K = SO+(1, n + 3)/SO+(1, 3) × SO(n) can be generated by some
meromorphic potential defined on M , i.e. from a meromorphic potential defined on the
(contractible) universal cover M̃ of M which is invariant under the fundamental group
of M .

(3) If M is non-compact, then every harmonic map from M to any symmetric space G/K can
be generated from some invariant holomorphic potential on M , i.e. it can be generated
from some holomorphic potential on the universal cover M̃ of M which is invariant
under the fundamental group of M .

Proof. (1) comes from (2) of Remark 2.10 and the reference given there.
(2) comes from Section 6 of [15].
(3) In this case M is non-compact and F : M → G/K is a harmonic map into an inner

symmetric space G/K. Let F (z, z̄, λ) be an extended frame of F . Then by [10, Lemma 4.11] we

obtain a (real analytic) matrix function Ṽ+ : M̃ → Λ+GC
σ such that the matrix C defined by

(2.9) C(z, λ) := F (z, z̄, λ)Ṽ+(z, z̄, λ)

is holomorphic in z ∈ M̃ and λ ∈ C∗. Moreover, F (z, z̄, λ) satisfies (2.8). As a consequence, C
inherits from F (z, z̄, λ) the transformation behaviour

(2.10) C(τ.z, λ) = M(τ, λ)C(z, λ)W+(τ, z, λ),

where τ ∈ π1(M) and W+ : M̃ → Λ+GC
σ is holomorphic in z and λ ∈ C∗. It is straightforward

to verify the “cocycle condition”

(2.11) W+(τµ, z, λ) = W+(τ, µ.z, λ)W+(µ, z, λ) for all τ, µ ∈ π(M).

Our goal is to split the cocycle W+(τ, z, λ) in Λ+GC
σ . For this we begin by following the first

few lines of the proof of Theorem 3 of [25].The paper refers to complex Lie groups, which, in
our case we consider the complex Banach Lie group H = Λ+GC

σ . If H is a complex Banach Lie
group, then we denote by (Hω)

C the sheaf of continuous sections from open subsets of M to H.
Similarly, by (Hω)

H we denote the sheaf of holomorphic sections from open subsets of M to H.
First we prove:

(a) Let M be a non-compact Riemann surface and HC a complex Banach Lie group then

H1(M, (Hω)
C) = 0.

For the convenience of the reader we translate the first 10 or so lines of this proof: For
ξ ∈ H1(M,H) we need to prove that in the principal bundle associated with ξ there exists a
continuous section. Since the principal bundle can contain, for dimension reasons, at most two-
dimensional obstructions, it suffices for the existence of a continuous section the verification that
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the two-dimensional obstruction vanishes. But this obstruction is an element of H2(M,π1(H)).
Moreover, for a non-compact Riemann surface M it is known that H2(M,Z) vanishes, whence
by the universal coefficient theorem also H2(M,π1(H)) vanishes. This proves claim (a). From
this we derive the complex Banach group version of [25, Theorem 3]:

(b) Let M be a non-compact Riemann surface and H a complex Banach Lie group then

H1(M, (Hω)
H) = 0.

But [1, Theorem 8.1] implies

H1(X, (GC
ω)

C
) ∼= H1(X, (GC

ω)
H
),

and claim (b) follows.
To finish the proof of the splitting result for the cocycle W+(τ, z, λ), we can now use [19,

Exercise 31.1]. For a detailed proof one can follow the proof of [19, Theorem 31.2], but with
Ψi(z) = W+(ηi(z)

−1, z, λ)−1 where we refer for notation to loc.cit.

We now know W+(τ, z, λ) = P+(z, λ)P+(τ.z, λ)
−1 and consider Ĉ = CP+. A simple compu-

tation shows Ĉ(τ.z, λ) = M(τ, λ)C(z, λ) for all τ ∈ π1(M) and all λ ∈ C∗. As a consequence,

the differential one-form η = Ĉ−1dĈ is invariant under π1(M). �

The differential 1-form η = Ĉ−1dĈ as above will be called an invariant holomorphic potential
for the harmonic map F .

3. Algebraic Harmonic maps and Totally Symmetric Harmonic Maps

In this section we denote by M̃ a simply-connected Riemann surface, i.e., S2, E = {z ∈

C | |z| < 1}, or C. Let G/K denote an inner symmetric space and F : M̃ → G/K a harmonic
map. Here G is a semi-simple Lie group with trivial center. We would like to recall more
conventions: Let F : M̃ → G/K be a harmonic map defined on a simply-connected Riemann

surface M̃ . Then we assume at least tacitly that a basepoint z0 ∈ M̃ is chosen and we also
assume that any extended frame F , the corresponding normalized extended frame F− and any
holomorphic extended frame C associated with an extended frame F all attain the value e at
z0. Some special feature for the case of M = S2 has been addressed in item (2) of Remark 2.10,
including the reference given there.

3.1. Algebraic Harmonic Maps. We first consider the property (U2) of Theorem 1.1.

Definition 3.1. (Algebraic Harmonic Maps) Let M̃ be a simply-connected Riemann surface. A

harmonic map F : M̃ → G/K is said to be of finite uniton type if some extended frame F of

F , i.e. some frame satisfying F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e for some (fixed) base point z0 ∈ M̃, is a Laurent
polynomial in λ.

Remark 3.2. (1) Note that the condition F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e is not a restriction. Assume some F̂

satisfies the conditions of the definition above, except F̂ (z0, z̄0, λ) = e, then F (z, z̄, λ) =

F̂ (z0, z̄0, λ)
−1F̂ (z, z̄, λ) satisfies all conditions.

(2) We would also like to point out that for any extended frame F of some harmonic map
which is a Laurent polynomial in λ, both factors in the unique meromorphic Birkhoff
decomposition F (z, z̄, λ) = F−(z, λ)F+(z, z̄, λ), i.e. assuming F−(z, λ) = e + O(λ−1),
also are Laurent polynomials.

(3) If a harmonic map is algebraic, then any extended frame is a Laurent polynomial in λ.

Proposition 3.3. Let F : M̃ → G/K be a harmonic map defined on a contractible Riemann

surface M̃ . Let z0 ∈ M̃ be a base point. Then the following statements are equivalent:



ALGEBRAIC AND TOTALLY SYMMETRIC HARMONIC MAPS 11

(1) F is an algebraic harmonic map.
(2) There exists a frame F (z, z̄, λ) of F which is a Laurent polynomial in λ.

(3) The normalized extended frame F̂−(z, λ) of any extended frame F̂ (z, z̄, λ) of F is a
Laurent polynomial in λ.

(4) Every holomorphic extended frame Ĉ(z, λ) associated to any extended frame F̂ (z, z̄, λ)

of F , thus satisfying Ĉ(z0, λ) = e for all λ, only contains finitely many negative powers
of λ.

(5) There exists a holomorphic extended frame C♯(z, λ) which only contains finitely many
negative powers of λ.

For the case M̃ = S2, the above equivalences remain true, if one replaces in the last two state-
ments the word “holomorphic” by “meromorphic” and also admits for all frames at most two
singularities.

Proof. For a contractible domain, the definition of an algebraic harmonic map can be rephrased
by (1) ⇔ (2). Hence we only need to show that (2), (3), (4) and (5) are equivalent.

(2) ⇒ (3): Let F (z, z̄, λ) and F̂ (z, z̄, λ) be as in (2) and (3) respectively, w.l.g. being extended

frames. Then F̂ (z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)k(z, z̄, λ). Inserting the unique Birkhoff decompositions

F (z, z̄, λ) = F−(z, λ)F+(z, z̄, λ) and F̂ (z, z̄, λ) = F̂−(z, λ)F̂+(z, z̄, λ) we infer F−(z, λ) = F̂−(z, λ)
and the claim follows.

(3) ⇒ (4): By Theorem 2.12, Ĉ(z, λ) = F̂ (z, z̄, λ)V̂+(z, z̄, λ), where V̂+ is actually real-

analytic. Inserting the Birkhoff decomposition F̂ (z, z̄, λ) = F̂−(z, λ)F̂+(z, z̄, λ), we obtain

Ĉ(z, λ) = F̂−(z, λ)F̂+(z, z̄, λ)V+(z, z̄, λ) and the claim follows.

(4) ⇒ (2): Let Ĉ(z, λ) be any holomorphic extended frame for F . Consider the Iwasawa

decomposition F (z, z̄, λ) = Ĉ(z, λ)C̃+(z, z̄, λ) near z0, where C̃+ ∈ Λ+GC
σ and where F (z, z̄, λ)

and C̃+(z, z̄, λ) attain the value e at z0. Since Ĉ(z, λ) only contains finitely many negative
powers of λ by assumption, also F (z, z̄, λ) contains only finitely many negative powers of λ.
Since F (z, z̄, λ) is real, it is a Laurent polynomial.

(4) ⇔ (5): Note that for any two holomorphic extended frames C1(z, λ) and C2(z, λ) there
exists some W+(z, λ) ∈ Λ+GC

σ such that C1(z, λ) = C2(z, λ)W+(z, λ) holds.

For the case M̃ = S2, using the results just proven for M1 = S2 \ {∞} and M2 = S2 \ {0}
respectively, one will obtain the last claim of the proposition. For more details see (2) of Remark
2.10 and Section 3.2 of [12]. �

We wonder, under what conditions the based (at z0) normalized extended frame F−(z, λ)
will be a Laurent polynomial. Let η denote the normalized potential F−(z, λ)

−1dF−(z, λ) = η.
Then F−(z, λ), F−(z, λ)|z=z0 = e, can be obtained from η by an application of the standard
Picard iteration of the theory of ordinary differential equations. Since η is a multiple of λ−1, it
is easy to see that each step of the Picard iteration decreases the occurring power of λ by −1.
So F−(z, λ) is a Laurent polynomial if and only if the Picard iteration stops after finitely many
steps. See for example, Section 1 of [16]. The most natural reason for the Picard iteration to
stop is that the normalized potential η takes values in some nilpotent Lie algebra 1.

The following result is a slight generalization of Appendix B of [2], (1.1) of [16]. We would
like to point out that in particular G does not need to be compact.

Proposition 3.4. Let n ⊂ gC be a nilpotent subalgebra and assume that η is a (holomorphic or

meromorphic) potential of some harmonic map such that η(z) ∈ n for all z ∈ M̃ \ { poles of η},

1Note: If η(z) is only nilpotent for every z ∈ M̃ , it does not follow, in general, that the Picard iteration will
stop.
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and η only contains finitely many positive powers of λ. Let F : M̃0 → G/K be the harmonic

map associated with η on an open subset M̃0 ⊂ M̃, z0 ∈ M̃0. Then F is algebraic..

Proof. When η(z) ∈ n for all z ∈ M̃ , then it is easy to see that the Picard iteration producing
the solution dC(z, λ) = C(z, λ)η, C(z0, λ) = e, stops after finitely many steps. Since η is a
Laurent polynomial in λ, so is the solution C. By Proposition 3.3, F is algebraic. �

Remark 3.5.

(1) The conformal Gauss maps of many Willmore surfaces (see [11], [29] and [30]) can be
constructed as discussed in the proposition above. In these examples the group G is
non-compact.

(2) For harmonic maps into arbitrary Lie groups G with a bi–invariant non–degenerate
metric, one can also produce harmonic maps of finite uniton type following the above
procedure by considering G as the symmetric space (G×G)/G. Harmonic 2−spheres in
U(4) provide standard examples for the proposition (see Section 5 of [2] or Appendix B
of [16]). In this case the group G = U(4) is compact.

(3) For the construction of examples of Willmore spheres it is important to show that har-
monic maps defined on M = S2 are algebraic. We will show this in [14].

We close this subsection by an application of the Duality Theorem in [13].

Theorem 3.6. We retain the general assumptions of this paper and assume in addition that M
is contractible. Let G/K be an inner symmetric space of non-compact type and Ũ/(Ũ ∩ K̃C) its

compact dual. Let F : M → G/K and F̃U : Ũ → Ũ/(Ũ ∩ K̃C) be a “dual pair” of harmonic
maps as constructed in then Appendix, then

F is algebraic ⇐⇒ F̃ is algebraic.

Proof. This follows from the crucial Iwasawa decomposition formula

F (z, z̄, λ) = FŨ (z, z̄, λ)S+(z, z̄, λ)

which can be read both ways. So if F (z, z̄, λ) is an extended frame for F which is a Laurent poly-
nomial in λ, then FŨ (z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)S+(z, z̄, λ)

−1 shows that also FŨ (z, z̄, λ) only contains
finitely many negative powers of λ. Since FŨ (z, z̄, λ) is real, it follows that FŨ (z, z̄, λ) actually
is a Laurent polynomial in λ. The converse follows analogously. �

For the case M = S2, we can perform Theorem 3.6 to S2 \ {p1} and S2 \ {p2} respectively, in
the same way as done in [12, Section 3.2].

3.2. Totally Symmetric Harmonic maps. We retain the general assumptions of this pa-
per, and of this section. In the last subsection we considered exclusively simply-connected
Riemann surfaces M . Obviously then, the monodromy representation of any harmonic map
F : M → G/K is trivial. But there also exist non-simply-connected Riemann surfaces which
admit harmonic maps F : M → G/K with trivial monodromy representation. It is this type of
harmonic maps which we will discuss in this subsection.

Definition 3.7. (Totally Symmetric Harmonic Maps) We retain all general assumptions made

for this paper. Let M be a Riemann surface with universal cover M̃ and let G/K be an inner
symmetric space. A harmonic map F : M → G/K is said to be totally symmetric, if there exists

some extended frame F (z, z̄, λ) : M̃ → G of F which has trivial monodromy for all g ∈ π1(M);
i.e.

F (g.z, g.z, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄), for all g ∈ π1(M) and all λ ∈ S1 (resp. λ ∈ C∗).
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This is equivalent to that for all λ ∈ S1, any extended frame F (z, z̄, λ) : M̃ → (ΛGσ) descends
to a well defined map on M , i.e.

F (z, z̄, λ) : M → (ΛGσ)/K,

up to two singularities in the case of M = S2.

Remark 3.8.

(1) We would also like to point out that we will use, by abuse of notation, the same notation
for the frame F with values in ΛGσ and its projection with values in ΛGσ/K.

(2) Moreover, we sometimes express equivalently “totally symmetric” by “with trivial mon-
odromy (representation)”.

(3) Note that in Section 4 below we discuss the relations between the DPW theory (using
extended frames) and the Burstall-Guest theory (using extended solutions). It turns
out that the properties “algebraic” and “totally symmetric” taken together are closely
related to the notion of a minimal (finite) uniton number harmonic map defined on page
546 of [2]. ( Also see Proposition 4.11.)

(4) Condition of being “totally symmetric” is a very strong condition. Of course, in the
case of a non-compact simply connected Riemann surface M and of S2 respectively, it
is always satisfied.

Recall, that we assume that all harmonic maps in this paper are considered to be full, see
Definition 2.2. In the following proposition we will use, as in the definition just above, by abuse
of notation the same notation for the maps C and F− and their projections respectively to some
quotient space.

Proposition 3.9. Let M 6= S2 be any Riemann surface and let F : M → G/K be a harmonic
map which is full in G/K. Then the following statements are equivalent

(1) The monodromy matrices χ(g, λ), g ∈ π1(M), λ ∈ S1, satisfy χ(g, λ) = e, for all g ∈
π1(M), λ ∈ S1.

(2) Any extended frame F of F is defined on M “modulo K”, i.e. F descends from a map

defined on M̃ with values in ΛGσ to F (z, z̄, λ) : M → (ΛGσ)/K.
(3) Any holomorphic extended frame C of F is defined on M “modulo Λ+GC

σ” , i.e. C

descends from a map defined on M̃ with values in ΛGC
σ to C(z, λ) : M → ΛGC

σ/Λ
+GC

σ .
(4) The normalized extended frame F− relative to any given base point z0 is defined on M , i.e.

F− descends from a map defined on M̃ with values in Λ−GC
σ to F−(z, λ) : M → Λ−GC

σ .

Proof. Let’s consider any Riemann surface M different from S2. By general theory we have for
every g ∈ π1(M) and all λ ∈ S1 on the universal cover M̃ the equations:

F (g.z, g.z, λ) = χ(g, λ)F (z, z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄),

C(g.z, λ) = χ(g, λ)C(z, λ)W+(g, z, z̄, λ),

F−(g.z, λ) = χ(g, λ)F−(z, λ)L+(g, z, z̄, λ),

for some maps k(g, z, z̄) : M̃ → K, W+(g, z, z̄, λ), L+(g, z, z̄, λ) : M̃ → Λ+GC
σ , and χ(g, λ) ∈

ΛGσ. Therefore (1) implies (2), (3) and (4).

“(2) ⇒ (1)”: From the assumption we obtain F (g.z, g.z, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)k̃(g, z, z̄) for some

k̃ : M̃ → K. This shows

χ(g, λ)F (z, z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄) = F (z, z̄, λ)k̃(g, z, z̄).

Since F ≡ F mod K, this equation implies

F(z, z̄, λ) = χ(g, λ)F(z, z̄, λ), for all z ∈ M, λ ∈ S1.
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Since F is full, χ(g, λ) = e follows.
“(4) ⇒ (2)”: If F− is defined on M , then F−(g.z, λ) = F−(z, λ) for all g ∈ π1(M), λ ∈ S1.

But then F = F−F+ satisfies

F (g.z, g.z, λ) = F−(g.z, λ)F+(g.z, g.z, λ)

= F−(z, λ)F+(g.z, g.z, λ)

= F (z, z̄, λ)F+(z, z̄, λ)
−1F+(g.z, g.z, λ).

The reality of F (g.z, g.z, λ) and F (z, z̄, λ) yields F+(z, z̄, λ)
−1F+(g.z, g.z, λ) = k(g, z, z̄). Hence

(2) follows.
“(3) ⇒ (4)”: Assume C is a holomorphic extended frame defined on M . Then C(g.z, λ) =

C(z, λ)B+(g, z, z̄, λ) by assumption and F− = CS+ implies

F−(g.z, λ) = C(z, λ)B+(g, z, z̄, λ)S+(g.z, g.z, λ) = F−(z, λ)T+(g, z, z̄, λ).

But since F− = e+O(λ−1), this Birkhoff decomposition is unique and T+(g, z, z̄, λ) = e follows.
�

Corollary 3.10. Let M be any Riemann surface and G/K any inner semi simple symmetric
space and let F : M → G/K be any totally symmetric harmonic map in G/K. Then the
normalized extended frame F−, is fixed under the action of π1(M). In particular, we have

F−(g.z, λ) = F−(z, λ) for all z ∈ M̃ and g ∈ π1(M). As a consequence, the normalized potential
η− = F−(z, λ)

−1dF−(z, λ), is fixed under the action of each g ∈ π1(M).

If we assume M to be non-compact then we obtain the following stronger result:

Theorem 3.11. We retain the notation and the assumptions stated throughout this paper, but
we assume in addition that M is non-compact.

Then for any harmonic map F : M → G/K into the inner symmetric space G/K, compact
or non-compact, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) Fλ : M̃ → G/K has trivial monodromy for all λ ∈ S1.
(2) There exists some extended frame F which satisfies

F (g.z, g.z, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄) for all λ ∈ S1, g ∈ π1(M) and some k(g, z, z̄) ∈ K.

(3) There exists a holomorphic extended frame C for the harmonic map F which satisfies

C(g.z, λ) = C(z, λ) for all λ ∈ S1, g ∈ π1(M).

(4) The integrated normalized potential F− of the harmonic map F : M → G/K satisfies

F−(g.z, λ) = F−(z, λ) for all λ ∈ S1, g ∈ π1(M).

Proof. From Proposition 3.9 we know that (1) and (4) are equivalent.
By the proof of part (1) of Theorem 2.19 we know that in general there exists some holo-

morphic extended frame satisfying C(g.z, λ) = M(g, λ)C(z, λ) for all g ∈ π1(M). Therefore, by
using such a C(z, λ) in (3) of Proposition 3.9 we observe that the monodromy is trivial if and
only if C(z, λ) is invariant under π1(M). Finally, (2) is equivalent to (2) of Proposition 3.9. �

Remark 3.12. It is not known (except for some examples) for which M and which G/K the
factor k in (2) can be removed.

For Willmore surfaces we consider the inner symmetric space SO+(1, n + 3)/SO+(1, 3) ×
SO(n). In this case the statements of Theorem 3.11 hold, of course, for M non-compact.



ALGEBRAIC AND TOTALLY SYMMETRIC HARMONIC MAPS 15

Theorem 3.13. If the inner symmetric space is SO+(1, n + 3)/SO+(1, 3) × SO(n), and if M
is compact and different from S2, then the statements of Theorem 3.11 hold if in item (3) the
notion “holomorphic” is replaced by “meromorphic”.

Proof. We only need to consider the case of M compact and different from S2. In this case
Theorem 2.19 shows that there exists an invariant meromorphic potential for any harmonic map
defined on M . Since we assume that the harmonic map is totally symmetric, the claim follows
(by following the argument of Theorem 2.19 ). �

The case of M = S2 can be phrased like the case for all other compact Riemann surfaces, but
the usual provisos (concerning singular point of the extended frames) need to be admitted.

We close this subsection by an application of the Duality Theorem in [13]. For the case
M = S2, we can perform the Theorem to S2 \ {p1} and S2 \ {p2} respectively, in the same way
as done in [12, Section 3.2].

Theorem 3.14. We retain the general assumptions of this paper. Let G/K be an inner sym-

metric space of non-compact type and Ũ/(Ũ ∩K̃C) its compact dual. Then we obtain for a “dual

pair” F : M → G/K and F̃U : Ũ → Ũ/(Ũ ∩ K̃C) of harmonic maps as constructed in the
Appendix:

F is totally symmetric ⇐⇒ F̃ is totally symmetric.

Proof. This follows quite directly from the crucial Iwasawa decomposition formula

F (z, z̄, λ) = FŨ (z, z̄, λ)S+(z, z̄, λ).

Assume F is totally symmetric, then we obtain from Definition 3.7

F (z, z̄, λ) = FŨ (g.z, g.z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄)
−1 = FŨ (g.z, g.z̄, λ)S+(g.z, g.z̄, λ)k(g, z, z̄)

−1.

This implies
FŨ (g.z, g.z̄, λ) = FŨ (z, z̄, λ)L+(z, z̄, λ)

for each g ∈ π1(M). From this it follows (by definition) that F̃U is totally symmetric. The
converse follows analogously. �

3.3. Dressing for Algebraic and Totally Symmetric Harmonic Maps. Dressing is a
very useful operation which permits to construct new harmonic maps from a given one. Before
applying this to the harmonic maps in question we recall the definition of “dressing” (e.g. [10],
see also [17], [3], [8], [9], [27]).

We retain the notation and the general assumptions made for this paper. The symmetric
space G/K is again assumed to be compact, or non-compact, but the Riemann surface M is
assumed to be simply connected.

Let F̃ : M̃ → G/K be a harmonic map, and F an extended frame satisfying F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e
for some base point z0. Let h+ ∈ Λ+GC

σ and consider the Iwasawa splitting (on an open dense

subset M̃ ′ of M̃ containing z0, on which all factors in the following equation do not have any
singularities )

(3.1) h+F = F̂ Ŵ+.

Here we assume w.l.g. that F̂ (z0, z̄0, λ) = e holds.

Then F̂ (z, z̄, λ) defines a family of harmonic maps on M̃ ′ :

(3.2) F̂λ := h+♯Fλ : M̃ ′ → G/K, F̂λ(z, z̄) := F̂ (z, z̄, λ) mod K.

Lemma 3.15. Using the notation introduced just above, F̂ (z, z̄, λ) is an extended frame of the

harmonic map F̂ : M̃ ′ → G/K, F̂(z, z̄, λ) = (h+♯F)(z, z̄, λ), and satisfies w.l.g. F̂ (z0, z̄0, λ) = e.
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Theorem 3.16. Let’s retain the general assumptions of this paper for M and G/K.
(1) If M is simply connected and F : M → G/K is an algebraic harmonic map, then also each

dressed harmonic map (h+♯F) : M̃ ′ → G/K, is algebraic.
(2) If F : M → G/K is a totally symmetric harmonic map, then also each dressed harmonic

map (h+♯F) : M̃ ′ → G/K, is totally symmetric.

Proof. We first consider the case M 6= S2. The first claim follows, since equation (3.1) implies

that F contains only finitely many negative powers of λ if and only if F̂ does. To verify the second
claim we consider some point z′ ∈ M ′ and denote by V an open neighbourhood of z′ in M ′. Let
p ∈ V and g ∈ π1(M). Then we all factors in the dressing equation h+F = F̂ Ŵ+ are smooth

near p. Moreover, applying g we obtain (h+χh
−1
∗ )F̂W+ = (h+χh

−1
∗ )h+F = g∗F̂ g∗(̂W )+ on an

open dense subset about p. Since the given harmonic map is totally trivial, the monodromy

matrix χ(λ) is trial, whence F̂W+ = g∗F̂ g∗(̂W )+. This implies π1(M).M ′ = M ′ and that

g∗F̂ = F̂ k for some map k into K. Hence the claim.
For the case M = S2, we perform the above results on M1 = S2 \ {p1} and M2 = S2 \ {p2}

respectively, in the same way as done in [12, Section 3.2]. Note that to get (h+♯F) well-defined
on S2, some additional equation need to be satisfied.

�

4. Relating Extended Solutions to Extended frames

In [2], the authors consider harmonic maps from connected compact Riemann surfaces into
connected, real, compact, semi simple Lie groups G with trivial center. We will admit G to be
compact or non-compact. Similarly, our symmetric spaces also are admitted to be compact or
non-compact. We can assume w.l.g. that GC is a semi simple simply-connected matrix Lie group
and G a subgroup of GC [21]. Harmonic maps into inner symmetric spaces are then composed
by some natural embedding so that the results about harmonic maps into Lie groups can be
applied.

We will recall this construction and describe the relation between extended solutions, used in
[2], and extended frames, used in the DPW approach. While for the basic geometric expressions
of DPW theory we have always used twisted loop groups (and will continue to do so), in [2] only
untwisted loop groups have been used. So we will assume all along that “DPW expressions”
actually are contained in twisted loop groups, while generally expressions occurring in [2] will
not be twisted.

4.1. Relating harmonic maps into F :→ G/K̂ to modified harmonic maps Ch◦F : M →
G. For the convenience of the reader and to fix notation we start with a simple remark.

Consider the inner compact symmetric space G/K̂ with inner involution σ, given by σ(g) =

hgh−1 and with K̂ = Fixσ(G). Note that h2 ∈ Center(G) = {e}. Then with Rh(g) = gh we
consider the map

(4.1)
G/K̂ G G

g gσ(g)−1 = ghg−1h−1 Ch := ghg−1.

C Rh

In this way G/K̂ is an isometric, totally geodesic submanifold of G [2], and Ch will be called
the “modified Cartan embedding”. Note that for outer symmetric spaces the above Cartan
embedding does not apply directly.
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Next we want to relate extended frame for a harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ to the extended

frame of the modified harmonic map Ch ◦ F . So let’s consider a harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ .

By F : M̃ → ΛGσ we denote the extended frame of F which is normalized to F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e at
some fixed base point z = z0 for all λ ∈ S1. The extended frame of a harmonic map F actually
is for each fixed λ the frame of the corresponding immersion Fλ of the associated family of F .
Obviously, the twisting condition in our case means

(4.2) σ(γ)(λ) = hγ(−λ)h−1 = γ(λ) for all γ ∈ ΛGσ .

Next we consider the composition of the family of harmonic maps Fλ with the modified Cartan
embedding Ch. In our setting, since Fλ = F (z, z̄, λ) mod K̂, this yields the λ−dependent
harmonic map Fh

λ given by

(4.3) Fh
λ = F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ))−1.

Note that Fh
λ is a λ−dependent harmonic map satisfying (Fh

λ)
2 = e, where the square denotes

the product in the group G. Moreover, we also have Fh
λ(z0, z̄0, λ) = h. Harmonic maps into G

satisfying these two properties will be called “modified harmonic maps”.
Below we will use the notation:

F(z, z̄, λ) = Fh
λ(z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ))−1.

Theorem 4.1. We retain the notation and the assumptions made just above. In particular,
z0 is a fixed basepoint in the Riemann surface M Then there is a bijection between harmonic
maps F : M → G/K̂ satisfying F(z0, z̄0, λ) = eK̂ and modified harmonic maps, i.e. harmonic
maps Fh

λ : M → Gh = {ghg−1; g ∈ G} satisfying (Fh
λ)

2 = e and Fh
λ(z0, z̄0, λ) = h for all

λ ∈ C∗. This relation is given by composition with the modified Cartan embedding (and its
inverse respectively).

Proof. We have shown “=⇒” above. Assume now we have a harmonic map F : M → Gh

satisfying F2 = e and F(z0, z̄0, λ) = h for all λ ∈ C∗. Since Ch is an isometric diffeomorphism
onto its image, we consider (for all λ ∈ C∗) the λ-dependent harmonic map Fλ = (Ch)

−1 ◦ Fλ :

M → G/K̂ . Clearly, then we have F(z0, z̄0, λ) = eK̂. Moreover, by what was shown above,
we now infer F(z, z̄, λ) = Fh

λ(z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ))−1, where F denotes the extended

frame of F . Since F(z0, z̄0, λ) = e, h = F (z0z̄0, λ)hF (z0, z̄0, λ))
−1 = Fh

λ(z0, z̄0, λ) holds. �

4.2. Extended solutions for harmonic maps into Lie groups. In this subsection, we
compare/unify the notation used in [28], [2] and [10]. For a harmonic map F : D → G, in [28],
[2] “extended solutions” are considered, while in [10] always “extended frames” are used. In this
subsection we will explain the relation between these methods. Here we include primarily the
details which we will need to use.

We have shown, among other things, in the subsections above that it is essentially sufficient
for our purposes to consider harmonic maps into Lie groups G. In this subsection we consider
harmonic maps into Lie groups following the approach of [28] and [2]. We start by relating the
different loop parameters used in [28] , [2] and [10] respectively to each other. Note that in our
work results derived from [2] assume to begin with that G and G/K respectively is compact,
but that the result used extends to the case of non-compact G and G/K respectively by the
duality theorem. Also note that M is assumed to be compact or non-compact.

To begin with, we recall the definition of extended solutions following Uhlenbeck [28],[2]. Let

F : M → G a harmonic map and let M̃ be the universal cover of M . Set

A =
1

2
F−1dF = A(1,0) + A(0,1),



18 JOSEF F. DORFMEISTER, PENG WANG

where the superscript denotes “(1, 0)−part” and “(0, 1)−part” respectively. Consider for λ̃ ∈ C∗

the equations

(4.4)

{
∂zΦdz = (1− λ̃−1)ΦA(1,0),

∂z̄Φdz̄ = (1− λ̃)ΦA(0,1).

with Φ : M̃ → ΩG, where the corresponding loop parameter is denoted here by λ̃, and ΩG
denotes all elements g(λ̃) ∈ ΛG which satisfy g(λ̃ = 1) = e. Then, by Theorem 2.2 of [28]

(Theorem 1.1 of [2]), there exists a solution Φ(z, z̄, λ̃) to the above equations such that

(4.5) Φ(z, z̄, λ̃ = 1) = e, and Φ(z, z̄, λ̃ = −1) = F(z, z̄)

hold. This solution is unique up to multiplication by some γ ∈ ΩG = {g ∈ ΛGC
σ |, g(λ = 1) = e}

satisfying γ(−1) = e. Such solutions Φ are said to be extended solutions.

Lemma 4.2. [2] Let Φ(z, z̄, λ̃) be an extended solution of the harmonic map F : M̃ → G. Let

γ ∈ ΩG. Then γ(λ)Φ(z, z̄, λ̃) is an extended solution of the harmonic map γ(−1)F(z, z̄).

Remark 4.3. Note that for extended solutions we do not need a special proviso, as we need for
extended frames.

4.2.1. Describing harmonic maps into G, when considering G as symmetric space.

Next we show how the “DPW approach” without the basepoint assumption [10] naturally leads
to Uhlenbeck’s extended solutions [28]. We follow Section 9 of [6] and consider the Lie group G
as the outer symmetric space G = (G×G)/∆, where the defining symmetry σ̃ is given by

σ̃(a, b) = (b, a)

and we have

∆ = {(a, b) ∈ G×G; a = b}.

For the purposes of the DPW approach it is necessary to consider the G × G−loop group
Λ(G × G) twisted by σ̃. We thus consider the automorphism of the loop group Λ(G × G) =
ΛG× ΛG given by

ˆ̃σ((a, b))(λ) = σ̃(a(λ), b(λ)) = (b(λ), a(λ)).

It is straightforward to verify that the twisted loop group Λ(G×G)σ̃ is given by

Λ(G×G)σ̃ = {(g(−λ), g(λ)); g(λ) ∈ ΛG} ∼= ΛG.

Let’s consider now a harmonic map F : M → G. Then the map F̊ : M → G × G, given by
F̊(z, z̄) = (F(z, z̄), e), is a global frame of F.

Following [10] one needs to decompose the Maurer-Cartan form A = F̊−1dF̊ of F̊ into the
eigenspaces of σ̃ and to introduce the loop parameter λ. One obtains (see [6], formula (68)):

(4.6) Aλ =
((

1 + λ−1
)
A(1,0) + (1 + λ)A(0,1),

(
1− λ−1

)
A(1,0) + (1− λ)A(0,1)

)
.

Theorem 4.4. Let G be a connected, compact or non-compact, semi-simple real Lie group
with trivial center. Let F : M → G be a harmonic map. Then, when representing G as the
symmetric space G = (G × G)/∆, any extended frame F̊ : M̃ → Λ(G × G)σ̃ of F satisfying

F̊(z, z̄, λ = 1) = (F(z, z̄), e) is given by a pair of functions,

F̊(z, z̄, λ) = (Φ(z, z̄,−λ),Φ(z, z̄, λ)),

where the matrix function Φ(z, z̄, λ) is an extended solution for F in the sense of Uhlenbeck [28]
as introduced above.
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Proof. Since the two components of A only differ by a minus sign in λ, any solution to the equa-
tion Aλ = F̊(z, z̄, λ)−1dF̊(z, z̄, λ) is of the form F̊(z, z̄, λ) = (B(−λ)Ψ(z, z̄,−λ), B(λ)Ψ(z, z̄, λ)),
where Ψ solves the equations (4.4). Moreover, we can assume w.l.g. that Ψ satisfies the two
conditions for extended solutions stated above for λ = ±1. Now F(z, z̄, λ = 1) = (F(z, z̄), e)
implies B(1) = B(1)Ψ(z, z̄, λ = 1) = e and B(−1)Ψ(z, z̄,−1) = B(−1)F(z, z̄) = F(z, z̄), whence
B(−1) = e follows. Therefore, Φ(z, z̄, λ) = B(λ)Ψ(z, z̄, λ) yields the claim. �

Note that in this theorem no normalization is required. Moreover, the loop parameter used in
[28] is the same as the one used in [10]. However, the matrix functions B(λ) and Φ(z, z̄, λ) are
not uniquely determined which causes the DPW procedure to yield quite arbitrary potentials,
not easily permitting any converse construction procedure.

4.3. Extended solutions and extended frames for harmonic maps into inner sym-

metric spaces. Consider as before a harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ into a symmetric space

with inner involution σ, given by σ(g) = hgh−1 and with K̂ = Fixσ(G). As above we consider

the modified harmonic map F : M̃ → G given by

(4.7) F(z, z̄, λ) = Fh
λ(z, z̄, λ) = F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ)−1.

For this λ−family of harmonic maps Fλ we compute

A =
1

2
F−1
λ dFλ

=
1

2

(
F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ)−1

)−1
d
(
F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ)−1

)

=
1

2
F (z, z̄, λ)h−1αλhF (z, z̄, λ)−1 −

1

2
dF (z, z̄, λ)F (z, z̄, λ)−1

=
1

2
F (z, z̄, λ) (α−λ − αλ)F (z, z̄, λ)−1

= −F (z, z̄, λ)
(
λ−1α′

p + λα′′
p

)
F (z, z̄, λ)−1.

Following Uhlenbeck’s approach we need to introduce a new “loop parameter” λ̃ now and con-
sider Uhlenbeck’s differential equation (4.4) for Φ(z, z̄, λ, λ̃) on M̃ with conditions (4.5) for

λ̃ = ±1 :

(4.8)

{
∂zΦdz = −Φ(1− λ̃−1)λ−1F (z, z̄, λ)α′

pF (z, z̄, λ)−1

∂z̄Φdz̄ = −Φ(1− λ̃)λF (z, z̄, λ)α′′
pF (z, z̄, λ)−1

From (4.8) it is natural to consider the Maurer-Cartan form Ã of Φ(z, z̄, λ, λ̃)F (z, z̄, λ). One
obtains:

Ã = (ΦF )−1d(ΦF )

= F−1dF + F−1(Φ−1dΦ)F

= αλ − F−1Φ−1
(
Φ(1− λ̃−1)λ−1Fα′

pF
−1 +Φ(1− λ̃)λFα′′

pF
−1

)
F

= αλ −
(
(1− λ̃−1)λ−1α′

p + (1− λ̃)λα′′
p

)

= λ−1α′
p + αk + λα′′

p −
(
(1− λ̃−1)λ−1α′

p + (1− λ̃)λα′′
p

)

= λ̃−1λ−1α′
p + αk + λ̃λα′′

p

= α
λ̃λ
.

(4.9)
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From this we derive immediately the relation

(4.10) F (z, z̄, λλ̃) = A(λ, λ̃)Φ(z, z̄, λ, λ̃)F (z, z̄, λ).

Substituting here z = z0 we derive, in view of the normalization of F at z = z0:

(4.11) A(λ, λ̃) = Φ(z0, z̄0, λ, λ̃)
−1.

In particular, setting λ = 1 in (4.10) we obtain

(4.12) F (z, z̄, λ̃) = A(1, λ̃)Φ(z, z̄, 1, λ̃)F (z, z̄, 1).

Setting λ̃ = −1 in (4.10) we obtain A(λ,−1) = F (z, z̄,−λ) (Φ(z, z̄, λ,−1)F (z, z̄, λ))−1. The
twisting condition for F is F (z, z̄, λ) = hF (z, z̄,−λ)h−1, whence

A(λ,−1) = F (z, z̄,−λ) (Φ(z, z̄, λ,−1)F (z, z̄, λ))−1

= h−1F (z, z̄, λ)hF (z, z̄, λ)−1Φ(z, z̄, λ,−1)−1

= Φ(z0, z̄0, λ,−1)−1,

since the left side is independent of z and F (z0, z̄0, λ) = e. But now (4.5) and (4.7) yield that
the last term above is equal to F(z0, z̄0, λ)−1 = h−1. Hence we have

(4.13) A(λ,−1) = h−1.

In summary we obtain (by setting λ = 1 and replacing λ̃ by λ):

Proposition 4.5. The extended solution Φ, and the σ−twisted extended frame F satisfy

(4.14) Φ(z, z̄, 1, λ) = A(1, λ)−1F (z, z̄, λ)F (z, z̄, 1)−1.

In particular, Φ(z, z̄, 1, λ) is contained in the based loop group ΩG. Moreover, for λ = −1 we
obtain the harmonic map F(z, z̄, 1) = F(z, z̄).

Proof. We need only to verify the last statement. In fact, we have

Φ(z, z̄, 1,−1) = A(1,−1)−1F (z, z̄,−1)F (z, z̄, 1)−1

= h(h−1F (z, z̄, 1)h)F (z, z̄, 1)−1

= F (z, z̄, 1)hF (z, z̄, 1)−1

= F(z, z̄, 1).

�

Proposition 4.6. Let F : M → G/K̂ be a harmonic map with associated modified harmonic

map F : M → G and extended frame F and extended solution Φ : M̃ → ΩG respectively. Then
the harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ is algebraic if and only if there exists some B(λ) ∈ ΩG such
that BΦ is a Laurent polynomial in λ.

Proof. “⇒” If the extended frame F is a Laurent polynomial in λ, then Proposition 4.5 implies
that A(1, λ)Φ(z, z̄, λ) is a Laurent polynomial. Moreover, A(1, 1) = e.

“⇐” Assume B(λ)Φ(z, z̄, λ) is a Laurent polynomial with B ∈ ΩG. Then by Proposition 4.5
we infer that B(λ)Φ(z, z̄, λ) = B(λ)A(1, λ)−1F (z, z̄, λ)F (z, z̄, 1)−1 is a Laurent polynomial in λ.
Inserting z = z0 we obtain that also B(λ)A(1, λ)−1 is a Laurent polynomial. As a consequence,
also F (z, z̄, λ)F (z, z̄, 1)−1 is a Laurent polynomial, whence the claim. �

Analogously we can discuss the property “totally symmetric” which is equivalent to “the
monodromy representation of the extended frame is trivial”. For this we recall that in equations
(4.4) and (4.5) we have fixed an extended solution Φ for some harmonic map F : M → G

associated to a harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ .
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Proposition 4.7. Let χ(g, λ) denote the monodromy representation of F . Then we have

(4.15) g∗Φλ(z, z̄) = (A(1, λ)−1χ(g, λ)A(1, λ))Φλ(z, z̄)χ(g, λ = 1)−1, g ∈ π1(M).

Proof. It is straightforward to derive (4.15) from the equations (4.14). �

Corollary 4.8. Let F : M → G/K̂ be a harmonic map with associated modified harmonic map

F : M → G and extended frame F : M̃ → ΛGσ and extended solution Φ : M̃ → ΩG respectively.
Then the harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ is totally symmetric if and only if Φ is totally symmetric
in the sence that the monodromy representation of Φ is trivial.

4.4. Harmonic maps of finite uniton number. In view of the definition on top of page 546
of [2] we put

Definition 4.9. Let F : M → G/K̂ be a harmonic map with associated modified harmonic map

F : M → G and extended frame F and extended solution Φ : M̃ → ΩG respectively. Then the
harmonic map F : M → G/K̂ is said to be of finite uniton number if and only if

(U1) The extended solution Φ has trivial monodromy representation.
(U2) There exists some B(λ) ∈ ΩG such that BΦ is a Laurent polynomial in λ.

Moreover, we say that F has finite uniton number k if (see (2.4) for the definition of Ωk
algG)

(4.16) Φ(M) ⊂ Ωk
algG, and Φ(M) * Ωk−1

alg G.

In this case we write r(Φ) = k and the minimal uniton number of F is defined as

r(F) := min{r(γAd(Φ))|γ ∈ ΩalgAdG}.

Remark 4.10. (1) We refer to [2, 16, 28] for examples of harmonic maps of finite uniton
number.

(2) In [14] a result of [2] is translated and modified so as to produce in the DPW formalism a
family of meromorphic potentials which yield exactly all harmonic maps of finite uniton
number, when carrying out the DPW formalism with initial condition e at a fixed base
point z0, as explained in Theorem 2.9.

The notion of finite uniton number harmonic maps is related to extended solutions. In this
paper we usually use extended framings of harmonic maps and read off the notion of “finite
uniton type” from these extended frames. It is important to this paper that these two notions
describe the same class of harmonic maps.

Proposition 4.11. F is a harmonic map of finite uniton type in G/K if and only if F = Ch ◦F
given in section 4.1.1, where Ch is the modified Cartan embedding of G/K into G, is a harmonic
map of finite uniton number.

Proof. “ ⇒ ” By definition, F (z, z̄, λλ̃) is a Laurent polynomial in λλ̃ and hence also in λ̃. As a
consequence of this and (4.10) we have that

A(λ, λ̃)Φ(z, z̄, λ, λ̃) = F (z, z̄, λλ̃)F (z, z̄, λ)−1

is also a Laurent polynomial in λ̃. Hence, by the above definition F(z, z̄, λ) is of finite uniton
number.

“ ⇐ ” By definition, there exists some Φ(z, z̄, λ, λ̃) being a Laurent polynomial in λ̃ and hence

by (4.11) A(λ, λ̃) = Φ(z∗, z̄∗, λ, λ̃)
−1 is also a Laurent polynomial in λ̃. As a consequence, by

(4.10) we have that F (z, z̄, λλ̃) is also a Laurent polynomial in λ̃ and hence also in λ, i.e., F is
of finite uniton type. Consequently, F(z, z̄, λ) is of finite uniton number. �
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5. A result of Grame Segal and a related conjecture

5.1. A result of Grame Segal. In [26], Graeme Segal proved a result which was rephrased in
[2, Theorem 1.2], and which we slightly adjust to our notation just below. Note that the general
assumptions there were like ours. But M and G were assumed to be compact.:

Theorem 5.1. Let M be compact Riemann surface and G a compact connected real semi simple
Lie group with trivial center. Let F : M → G/K be a harmonic map, where G/K is a compact,
inner, semi simple symmetric space with F = Ch ◦ F : M → G as associated modified harmonic
map. Let F denote an extended frame of F and Φ an extended solution for F as in the previous
section. If Φ descends to an extended solution Φ : M → ΩG, then there exists some B ∈ ΩG
such that BΦ is a Laurent polynomial.

In view of the duality theorem, our notation and the results of the last section, this can be
rephrased as follows:

Theorem 5.2. Let M be compact Riemann surface and G a (compact or non-compact) connected
real semi simple Lie group with trivial center. Let F : M → G/K be a totally symmetric
harmonic map, where G/K is a (compact or non-compact), inner, semi simple symmetric space.
Then F is an algebraic harmonic map.

5.2. A related conjecture. The conjecture in question basically is the converse of Segal’s
result. However, in addition, the Riemann surface is no longer assumed to be compact.

Conjecture Let M be a Riemann surface, compact or non-compact and G a compact or non-
compact connected real semi simple Lie group with trivial center. Let F : M → G/K be a an
algebraic harmonic map, where G/K is a (compact or non-compact), real, inner, semi simple
symmetric space. Then F is totally symmetric.

We will finish this paper with a few remarks.

Remark 5.3. (1) In view of the duality results Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.14, we can assume

w.l.g. that G/K̂ is compact and thus can apply the results of [2].

(2) Since F is defined onM , we infer that the lifted harmonic map F̃ : M̃ → G/K̂ is invariant

under π1(M). For the associated family F̃λ of harmonic maps this is equivalent to that
its monodromy representation χ(g, λ) : π1(M) → ΛGσ is trivial for λ = 1. In general,
harmonic maps defined on M generally have non-trivial monodromy representation for
almost all λ ∈ S1 and C∗ respectively.
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