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HARMONIC MAPS AND REPRESENTATIONS OF NON-UNIFORM
LATTICES OF PU(m,1)

VINCENT KOZIARZ AND JULIEN MAUBON

ABSTRACT. We study representations of lattices of PU(m, 1) into PU(n,1). We show that
if a representation p is reductive and if m > 2, then there exists a finite energy harmonic
p-equivariant map from Hg' to Hg. This allows us to give a differential geometric proof of
rigidity results obtained by M. Burger and A. Iozzi. We also define a new invariant associated
to representations into PU(n, 1) of non-uniform lattices of PU(1,1), and more generally
of fundamental groups of orientable surfaces of finite topological type and negative Euler
characteristic. We prove that this invariant is bounded by a constant depending only on the
Euler characteristic of the surface and we give a complete characterization of representations
with maximal invariant, thus generalizing the results of D. Toledo for uniform lattices.

0. INTRODUCTION

Lattices in semi-simple Lie groups with no compact factor (say, defined over R and with
trivial center) enjoy several rigidity properties. For example, with the exception of lattices in
groups locally isomorphic to PSL(2,R), they all satisfy Mostow strong rigidity, which roughly
means the following. Take two such Lie groups G and H, an irreducible lattice I' in G,
and a representation (that is, a homomorphism of groups) of T into H. Assume that the
representation is faithful and that the image of I is also a lattice in H. Then the representation
extends to a homomorphism from the ambient Lie group G to H (see [Mo73]). Another type
of rigidity, known as Margulis superrigidity, provides the same kind of conclusion but with
much weaker assumptions: the only hypothesis is that the image of I' should be Zariski-dense
in H. Superrigidity holds for lattices in Lie groups of rank at least 2 ([Ma91]) and for lattices
of quaternionic or octonionic hyperbolic spaces (that is, lattices in the rank one Lie groups
Sp(m, 1), m > 2, and F;?°) (see [Co92] and [GS9Z]). On the contrary, for lattices of real and
complex hyperbolic spaces, namely, lattices in the other rank one Lie groups PO(m,1) and
PU(m, 1), superrigidity is known to fail in general.

In this paper, we will focus on lattices in PU(m, 1), the group of orientation-preserving
isometries (or equivalently, of biholomorphisms) of complex hyperbolic m-space Hf¥ =
PU(m,1)/U(m). They are of particular interest because they lie somewhere in between the
very flexible lattices of PO(m, 1) and those, superrigid, of the higher rank Lie groups.

In [GM87|, W. M. Goldman and J. J. Millson studied representation spaces of uniform
torsion-free lattices I' < SU(m, 1) (which can be considered as lattices in PU(m,1)) into
PU(n,1), for n > m > 2. They proved that there are no non-trivial deformations of the
standard representation of such a lattice. This means that all nearby representations are
C-Fuchsian, namely, they are discrete, faithful, and they stabilize a totally geodesic copy of

¢ in HE. The case m = 1 was previously treated by Goldman in [GoS83|. Note that the
corresponding statement for lattices in PO(m, 1) is false (cf. for example [[IM&T]).

They also conjectured that a much stronger rigidity should hold. The volume of a represen-
tation p of a torsion-free uniform lattice I' < PU(m, 1) into PU(n, 1) is defined by pulling-back
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the Kéhler form of H on H¥ via the representation, taking its m-th exterior power to obtain
a de Rham cohomology class in H%%(F\H@) and evaluating it on the fundamental class of
the compact quotient I'\H{'. Observe that if I' < SU(m, 1) and if p : I' — PU(n, 1), n > m,
is the standard representation, then vol(p) = Vol(I'\H{). Their conjecture then reads: any
representation p such that vol(p) = Vol(I'\H#) must be C-Fuchsian. This was proved by
K. Corlette in [Co88] for m > 2 and by D. Toledo in [To89] for m = 1. Remark that the
volume assumption is needed precisely because lattices in PU(m, 1) are not superrigid.
Recently, M. Burger and A. Iozzi proved in [BIOT] (see also [[002]) that the conjecture is
also true for non-uniform lattices of PU(m, 1), m > 2, if one suitably modifies the definition
of the “volume” of the representation (indeed, with the former one, any representation of a
non-uniform lattice has zero volume). We will explain precisely how this invariant is computed
in section BTl but here we sketch its definition. Again, the Kahler form w, of Hf is pulled-
back to the quotient I'\H{ via the representation. It turns out that this gives a well-defined
L?-cohomology class in H (22) (I'\HZ). Now, integrating a L?-representative p*w,, against the
Kahler form wy, of T\H{, we get the Burger-Iozzi invariant (slightly modified from [BI0T]):
1

= o * s Wi ) AV,
7(p) = 5 F\ﬂg(/)w wn ) dV;

In complex dimension 1 and for uniform lattices, this invariant coincides with the invariant

defined in [To89]. We can now state the main theorem of [BIOT]:

Theorem A Let I' be a torsion-free lattice in PU(m, 1), m > 2, and let p: ' — PU(n, 1)
be a representation. Then |7(p)| < Vol(I'\HE") and equality holds if and only if there exists a
totally geodesic isometric p-equivariant embedding of HE' into HE (in particular, p(I') seen as
a subgroup of PU(m, 1) is a lattice).

Burger and lozzi’s proof heavily relies on the theory of bounded cohomology developed by
Burger and N. Monod in [BM02]. As a corollary, they obtain the result of Goldman and
Millson for a general lattice:

Corollary A’ Let T be a torsion-free lattice in SU(m, 1), m > 2, and let n > m. Then there
are no non-trivial deformations of the standard representation of T' into PU(n, 1).

The aim of this paper is to use harmonic map techniques to give a new and more (differential)
geometric proof of Theorem A and to extend this result to the case of complex dimension 1,
that is, of non-uniform lattices of PU(1,1).

The over-all harmonic map strategy for proving rigidity results about representations of
lattices in a Lie Group G to another Lie group H goes as follows. First, one has to know
that there exists a harmonic map between the corresponding symmetric spaces, equivariant
w.r.t. the representation. Then, one must prove, generally by using a Bochner-type formula,
that there are additional constraints on the harmonic map, which force it to be pluriharmonic,
holomorphic, totally geodesic, or isometric, depending on the situation.

For a uniform I" and when the target symmetric space is non-positively curved (which
will be assumed from now on), the existence results for harmonic maps go back to J. Eells
and J. H. Sampson in [ES64] and have been extended by several authors, in particular by
Corlette in [Co88]. The second step was pionneered by Y.-T. Siu in [Si8()] where he proved
a strenghtened version of Mostow strong rigidity theorem in the case of Hermitian locally
symmetric spaces. This has later on been applied in different directions by many authors. We
should mention the proof of the above conjecture of Goldman and Millson by Corlette in [CoSS|
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and the geometric proof of Margulis superrigidity theorem in the Archimedean setting worked
out by N. Mok, Y.-T. Siu and S.-K. Yeung in [MSY93].

When the lattlce is not uniform, the only general existence theorem for harmonic maps is
due to Corlette in [Co92|, see Theorem [CTbelow. The main issue is that to apply this theorem,
one needs to prove that there exists an equivariant map of finite energy (see section [l for the
definition). If this is the case, the harmonic map also has finite energy and the second step
generally goes as if the lattice was uniform, but is technically more involved. The energy
finiteness condition is very important, and in general difficult to prove. In some particular
cases it is possible to obtain a harmonic map by other means (see for example [JZ97] and
section B of this paper) but then its energy is infinite and the analysis that follows becomes
much harder. These are the reasons why, for example, “geometric superrigidity” for non-
uniform lattices is not yet proved.

Our paper is organized as follows. The first three sections are devoted to the proof of
Theorem A. In section [l we give the necessary definitions and we prove that Corlette’s general
theorem applies in our setting, so that we obtain our main existence theorem (cf. Theorem [[2):

Theorem B Let I' be a torsion-free lattice in PU(m, 1), m > 2, and p: ' — PU(n,1) be a
representation such that p(I') has no fized point on the boundary at infinity of H¢.. Then there
exists a finite energy harmonic p-equivariant map from HZ to HE.

In section [ we prove that the harmonic map previously obtained is pluriharmonic and
even holomorphic or antiholomorphic if its rank is high enough (at least 3 at some point).
Section Blis devoted to the precise definition of the Burger-lozzi invariant and to the proof of
Theorem A.

In section Bl we study the case of lattices of PU(1,1), that is, of fundamental groups
of Riemann surfaces with a finite volume hyperbolic metric. The analogue of Theorem A for
uniform lattices was proved by Toledo in [T089)]. In [GP03]| (see also [GPO0]), N. Gusevskii and
J. R. Parker claim that if one restricts to type-preserving representations, then the original
definition of the Toledo invariant can be used to generalize Toledo’s result to non-uniform
lattices. However, it seems to us that this claim is not entirely exact (see for example the
remark following Proposition EH).

There are mainly two reasons why the 1-dimensional case is different from the higher dimen-
sional one. First of all, Toledo and/or Burger-lozzi invariants are not defined for non-uniform
lattices. Secondly, there are representations for which no equivariant map of finite energy
exists. It should also be noted that Corollary A’ fails in this case by a result of Gusevskii and
Parker (cf. [GPO0]).

As we shall see, it is in fact more natural to work in the general setting of fundamental
groups of orientable surfaces of finite topological type, that is surfaces obtained by removing
finitely many points from closed orientable surfaces. Using cohomology with compact support,
we define at the beginning of section Hl a new invariant associated to representations of these
fundamental groups into PU(n, 1), which we again call 7. We obtain (see Theorem E3)):

Theorem C Let I" be the fundamental group of a p-times punctured closed orientable surface
M of negative Euler characterisic x(M), and let p: T' — PU(n, 1) be a representation. Then
I7(p)] < —2mx(M) and equality holds if and only if p(I') stabilizes a complex geodesic L in
HE, p is faithful and discrete, and M is diffeomorphic to the quotient p(I')\L.
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The proof relies on the fact that though there may be no equivariant map of finite energy,
there exists an equivariant harmonic map whose energy density can be controlled. This control
allows us to extend the proofs given in the finite energy case to this setting.

Remark. In an earlier version of this paper, Theorem C was proven in a weaker form, and
only for what we call tame representations (see Definition EL2). M. Burger and A. Iozzi then
informed us that their methods should allow them to get rid of this tameness assumption.
Later, they communicated us the text [BI03], where they define a “bounded Toledo number”
and prove Theorem C.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank J.-P. Otal who suggested that it would be
interesting to have a more geometric proof of Burger and lozzi’s result. We also are grateful
to F. Campana and J. Souto for helpful conversations. We finally thank M. Burger and

A. Tozzi for their interest in our work and for having encouraged us to improve the first draft
of Theorem C.

1. EXISTENCE OF FINITE ENERGY EQUIVARIANT HARMONIC MAPS

In this section, we assume that m > 2.

Let T be a torsion-free lattice in PU(m, 1), the group of biholomorphisms of complex hy-
perbolic m-space H¥ and let p : I' — PU(n, 1) be a representation into the group of biholo-
morphisms of complex hyperbolic n-space H.

We call M the quotient manifold I'\H{'. The representation p determines a flat bundle
M x, H¢ over M with fibers isomorphic to H. Since HF is contractible, this bundle has
global sections. This is equivalent to the existence of maps (belonging to the same homotopy
class) from H{¥ to Hf, equivariant w.r.t. the representation p. Let f be such a map (or
section).

We can consider the differential df of f as a f*THg-valued 1-form on H. There is a
natural pointwise scalar product on such forms coming from the Riemannian metrics g,, and
gn (of constant holomorphic sectional curvature —1) on H{¥ and H{: if (e;)1<i<om is a gm-
orthonormal basis of T,H, then ||df||2 := Y, gn(df(e;),df(e;)). Since f is p-equivariant and
the action of I' on H via p is isometric, ||df| is a well-defined function on M. We say that

as finite energy if the energy density e =3 o) 1s Integrable on M:
f has fi if th gy density e(f) := 1||df||? of f is integrable on M

B() =5 [ 1451PdVin < o0

where dV,, is the volume density of the metric g,,. When there is no risk of confusion, we will
write e instead of e(f) for the energy density of f.

There is also a natural connection V on f*THg-valued 1-forms on HF coming from the
Levi-Civita connections V™ and V" of Hf" and H. If VI THE denotes the connection induced
by V" on the bundle f*TH? —s H?, then VAf(X,Y) =V  Cdf(Y) - df(VEY). Since
V™ and V" are torsion-free, Vd f is a symmetric 2-tensor taking values in f*TH.

A map f: HF — HE is said to be harmonic if try, Vdf = 0.

The following theorem of Corlette ([Co92]) implies that if there exists a finite energy p-
equivariant map from the universal cover Hf' of M to Hf, and under a very mild assumption
on p, then there exists a harmonic p-equivariant map of finite energy from HP' to H:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a complete Riemannian manifold and'Y a complete simply-connected
manifold with non-positive sectional curvature. Let p : m(X) — Isom(Y') be a representation
such that the induced action of m1(X) on the sphere at infinity of Y has no fized point (p is
then called reductive). If there exists a p-equivariant map of finite energy from the universal
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cover X of X toY, then there exists a harmonic p-equivariant map of finite energy from X
toY.

Theorem B will therefore follow from the

Theorem 1.2. Let T' be a torsion-free lattice in PU(m, 1), m > 2, and let p be a representation
of I' into PU(n, 1). Then there exists a finite energy p-equivariant map HE — HE.

Proof. Of course this is trivially true if the manifold is compact, that is, if I' is a uniform
lattice. To prove the theorem in the non-uniform case, we recall some known facts about the
structure at infinity of the finite volume complex hyperbolic manifold M = T'\H¥, cf. for

example [Go99|, or [Bi97] and [HS96].

We will work with the Siegel model of complex hyperbolic space:
¢ ={(z,w) eC"' xC | 2Re(w) > ((2,2))}
where ((,.)) is the standard Hermitian product on C™~!. We will call h the function given
by h(z,w) = 2Re(w) — ({2, 2)). The boundary at infinity of H is the set {h = 0} U {occ} and
the horospheres in H{¥ centered at oo are the level sets of h. The complex hyperbolic metric
(of constant holomorphic sectional curvature —1) in the Siegel model of H¥ is given by

_ 4
Im = h(z,w)?

The stabilizer P of co in PU(m, 1) is the semi-direct product N?™~1 x (U(m —1) x {¢s }ser)
where N2™~1 is the (2m — 1)-dimensional Heisenberg group, U(m — 1) is the unitary group
and {¢s}ser is the one-parameter group corresponding to the horocyclic flow associated to co.
The group N2~ is a central extension of C™~! and can be seen as C™~! x R with product
given by (&1,v1)(&2,v2) = (&1 + &2, v1 + v2 + 2Im((&1, &2))). This is a two-step nilpotent group
which acts simply transitively and isometrically on horospheres. Its center Z is the group of
“vertical translations™ {(0,v), v € R}.

If we set w4+ iv = 2w — ((z, z)), we obtain the so-called horospherical coordinates (z,v,u) €
C™ 1 xR x R% , in which the action of P on H' is given by:

(6, 0)Ads.(5,0,u) = (Ae™52 + £, e~ + v + 2m((€, Ae~>2)), ¢ 2u)
and the metric g,, takes the form
du? 1

2
an =+ (- dv+ 2m((da)) 4

[(dw — {{dz, 2)))(dw — ({z,dz))) + h(z,w){{dz,dz))

%((dz,dz» .

Replacing u by t = log u, the metric tensor decomposes as:
2
Gm = dt* + 6_2t( — dv + 2Im((z, dz))) + de M {{dz, dz)) .

The coordinates (z,v,t) € C™ ! x R x R will also be called horospherical coordinates.

A complex hyperbolic manifold M of finite volume is the union of a compact part and a
finite number of disjoint cusps. Each cusp C of M is diffeomorphic to the product N x [0, +00),
where N is a compact quotient of some horosphere H.S in Hf'. We can assume that HS is
centered at co. The fundamental group I'c of C, hence of N, can be identified with the
stabilizer in T' of the horosphere HS: it is therefore equal to I' N (NV2™~1 x U(m — 1)).

If we call 3 the 1-form —dv+2Im((z, dz)) on H, it is easily checked that dt := Jdt = e™*f.
Therefore, since N2™~1 5 U(m — 1) preserves the horospheres, ¢, dt?, and § are invariant by
T'c. The decomposition of g,, hence goes down to the cusp C' and we have:

Jm = dt® + e_2tﬁ2 +elg,
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where g is the image of 4((dz, dz)).

Remark. The Kahler form w,,, which we normalize so that wy,, (X, JX) > 0, is of course exact
on H. More precisely, wy, = —dd“t = —d(e~*3). The invariance of t and § implies that this
relation still holds in the cusps of M.

For lattices in Sp(m, 1), m > 2, or in FZQO, Corlette proves in [C092] a simple lemma that
allows him to deduce the existence of finite energy equivariant maps. Here, the same idea will
only provide the result for m > 3:

Lemma 1.3. Assume m > 3. Then there exists a finite energy retraction of M = I'\H® onto
a compact subset of M.

Proof. 1t is enough to construct the retraction on a cusp C' = N x [0,+00) of M: we define
r: N x[0,+00) — N x {0} obviously by r(x,t) = (x,0).

If ( t, gv, €3, - - -,€2m) is an orthonormal basis of T(, ¢yC' compatible with the splitting of g,
then (at,e av,et/2

If we call dViy the volume element of N x {0}, the volume element of N x {t} is given by
L(—2t—(2m—2)t)
e2

es,...,e%ey,,) is such a basis of T(,+)C. Hence, ||d7“||(m =2+ (2m—2)e

dVy = e"™dVy. Hence, the energy of r on C is

—+o00
/||dr||2de— / / m — Dt + e2)e ™ qVy dt .

This is clearly finite if m > 3. (]

This retraction lifts to a map 7 : H¥ — H¥, invariant by I'. Therefore, if f : H" — Hg
is any p-equivariant map, so is f o7, and its energy is finite. The theorem is therefore proved
if m > 3.

In the case m = 2, the energy density of the retraction 7 grows like e* when t goes to
infinity whereas the volume element grows like e=2': the energy of r is infinite and we need a
deeper analysis of the situation in the cusps.

We fix a cusp C = N X [0,400) of M and we look for a finite energy map from the
universal cover HS x [0,+00) of C to Hf, equivariant w.r.t. the fundamental group I'c of C
(equivalently, a section of the restriction of the flat bundle M x, Hf to C' C M).

As we said, T'c can be seen as a subgroup of ANV x U(1), where now N := N3 is just
C x R. Tt follows from L. Auslander’s generalization of Bieberbach’s theorem (cf. [Au60])
that Ty := I'c NN is a discrete uniform subgroup of A, of finite index in I'c. Therefore
(JAu60|, Lemma 1.3.), T’y cannot be contained in any proper analytic subgoup of N. From
this, it is easy to deduce that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all v = (§,,v,) € T,
|&y| > € as soon as &, # 0. In other words, the image of the homomorphism of groups
T:Ty—C,y+—¢&,, is alattice in C. Let v1 = (§1,11) and v2 = (§2,12) be two elements
of T'xr such that & and & generate the lattice T(I'ar). A straightforward computation yields
(71, 72) = My27; e T = (0, —2Im(&;E,)). Since & and & are linearly independent (over R),
Im(&€,) # 0 and hence the subgroup I'z := I'c N Z of Ty is non trivial. It is therefore
isomorphic to Z and we call 7y its generator. Note that g, v1 and o generate I'y .

The construction of the equivariant map will depend on the type of p(7yy). Recall that an
isometry of Hf can be of one of the following (exclusive) 3 types:

e clliptic if it has a fixed point in H;
e parabolic if it has exactly one fixed point on the sphere at infinity of H and no fixed
points in H;
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e hyperbolic if it has exactly two fixed points on the sphere at infinity of H and no fixed
points in H. In this case, the isometry acts by translation on the geodesic joining its
fixed points at infinity.

Claim 1.4. p(vy9) can not be a hyperbolic isometry of Hf.

Proof. Assume that p(7o) is a hyperbolic isometry of H and call Ay its axis (the geodesic
joining its fixed points). Then, since y; and 2 commute with 7, their images by p commute
with p(70), hence they must fix Ay and act on it by translations: there exist 71,7 € R such
that p(v1)Ao(t) = Ao(t + 1) and p(y2)Ao(t) = Ao(t + 72). This implies that p([y1,72]) acts
trivialy on Ag. But [y1,72] = 0P for some p € Z* and p(~yp) does not act trivially on Ag. This
is a contradiction. O

Hence p(7p) is either elliptic or parabolic. In both cases we will start by constructing an
equivariant map from the universal cover HS ~ A of N and then we shall extend it to the
universal cover of the whole cusp.

Case 1: p(v0) is parabolic. The idea is to find an equivariant map from H S to a horosphere
in HE centered at the fixed point of p(7) on the sphere at infinity OHF of Hf and then to
extend it to HS x [0,400) using the horocyclic flow defined by the fixed point. Roughly
speaking, when ¢ goes to infinity, the image of HS x {t} must go to infinity in H fast enough
so that the decay of the metric in Hf prevents the energy density of the map from growing
too quickly.

Using again the Siegel model for Hf:, we may assume that the fixed point of p(7) is co. Since
Yo is in the center of I'¢, the whole group p(I'¢) must fix co, and therefore must be contained
in its stabilizer in PU(n, 1). Moreover, p(I'c) must stabilize each horosphere centered at co.
For, if this was not the case, there would be an element v € I'c such that p() is hyperbolic.
But then, since vy commutes with 7y, p(7y) would fix the axis of p(y). This is impossible since
we assumed that p(7g) is parabolic.

We see HZ: as C"~! x R x R with horospherical coordinates (z/,v',# = log ). The metric
gn at a point (2,0, 1) is given by g, = dt’? + e~ (—dv’ 4 2Im((', d2")))? + 4e~* ((d2', d2')).

Let HS' C HZ be the horosphere C"~! x R x {0}. The representation p can be seen as a
homomorphism from the fundamental group of N to the isometry group of HS’. Since HS’
is contractible, there exists a p-equivariant map ¢ from the universal cover HS C HF¥ of N
to the horosphere HS' C H{. Now, define a p-equivariant map f from the universal cover
HS x [0,+00) of the cusp C' = N x [0,400) to H by:

fiHS % [0,400) — HS' x [0,400) C HZ
(z,1) — (p(2),2t)

Using the same notation as in Lemma [[3], the energy density of f can be estimated as follows:

laf 12 = 14F G oo + €1 (E) o e j e ey 1S (R [ (a0
< A+ e (o) w0 T ¢ Thas Idso(ek)@o(z)ﬁ))
< 4+ |de|Z

where ||dg]|| denotes the norm of the differential of ¢ : HS — H S’ computed with the metrics
of HS and HS' induced from g, and g,.
The energy of f in the cusp C is therefore finite since:

1 1 [toe
Bof) =5 [ 1arPave < 5 [ [ (44 laal?)e *avvar < oo
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Case 2: p(70) is elliptic. In this case, there is no canonical “direction” in which to send the
slices HS x {t} to infinity in H?. Once the equivariant map f is constructed on HS x {0},
the most natural way to define it on HS x {t} is to set figgx{1} = flmsx{o}- Therefore, the
growth of the energy density in the cusp cannot be controled by some decay of the metric in
H¢, and we must control it at the start. We shall achieve this by demanding the equivariant
map HS — H to be constant in the “vertical direction” R of HS = C x R.

As mentionned before, I'ys is a finite index subgroup of I'c and we have the tower of
coverings:

HS=CxR2 N4 N
where N = (C xR)/I'pr is a circle bundle over the 2-torus T = C/T(I'yr), and I'c/T'zr can be
seen as a finite subgroup of U(1), acting freely on this bundle.

The group I'c /Ty is generated by a primitive p-th root of unity a and its action on C
preserves the lattice T'(I'yr) C C. This implies that a is a root of a degree 2 polynomial with

27 -
integer coefficients and hence the possible values of a are 1, —1, '3, i, or ¢’3. On the other
hand, the number of possible lattices is also restricted:

e ifa=1o0ra=—1,T(I'y) can be any lattice of C,

e if a =i, T(I'yr) must be a square lattice, meaning that we can choose the first two
generators y; = (&1, v1) and v = (&2, v2) of T'zr so that & = i&y;

o ifa=es ora= e's, T(I'a»r) must be an equilateral triangle lattice, meaning that we
can choose v; and 9 so that & = ei%&.

We start with the case a = 1, namely I'yy = I'c. We want to define a map ¢ from C to H
and then to extend ¢ to CxR by ¢(z,v) = ¢(z), so that this extended map is equivariant w.r.t.
the action of I'c. An obvious necessary condition is that ¢ : C — Hg must be equivariant
w.r.t. the action of T(I'c') on C. Another necessary condition is that ¢ should send C to the
fixed points set Fixg of p(7y) in Hf. Indeed, for any z € C, 40(2,0) belongs to {z} x R and ¢
maps {z} X R to the point ¢(z). These two conditions are also clearly sufficient.

So let xop € HE be a fixed point of p(70) and set ¢(0) = x¢. Since v; = (&, 14), i = 1 or 2,
commutes with v, the point x; = p(7;)zo must also be fixed by p(vy9). Let og; be the geodesic
arc in Hg joining xq to ;. Note that Fixg is a convex subset of H and hence og; is included in
Fixg. Let ¢ map the segment [0, &;] onto og;. We then map the segment [£1, &1 +&2] to p(71)002
and the segment [£2,&1 + &2] to p(y2)oo1. This is well defined since p(y1)(z2) = p(7172)(x0) =
p(r271)p(r 3 )0 = plrem)p(1)zo = p(r2m)wo = p(r2)(w1). Moreover, because of
the commutation of v; and 9 with g, p(71)002 and p(72)og1 are included in Fixg.

Hence we get an equivariant map ¢ from the boundary of a fundamental domain of T'(T'¢)
in C to Fixg (¢ can be made smooth, for example by taking it constant near 0, & and &2).
We can therefore extend ¢ to a T(I'¢)-equivariant map from C to Fixg.

Define now f : HS x [0,4+00) = C x R x [0,4+00) — Fixg C H{ by f(2,v,t) = ¢(2). The
map f is p-equivariant and its energy density is:

) ) -
1A f (1,0 = \df(a) 2@+ €2t|df(%)\fo(z) +e' Y ldf(er) By = 0+ 0+ €' dplf2
k=3

where ||dg|| denotes the norm of the differential of ¢ : C — Fixy computed with the metrics
of C x {0} Cc HS C H¥ and Fixg C Hf induced from g,, and g,.

Therefore, Ec(f) =1 0+°° [ ldel?e tdVdt < 400 .

Now, consider the cases where a # 1. We want to proceed as we just did, namely, we
want to first construct a map ¢ from C to Hg and then extend it to H.S by requiring that
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©(z,v) = ¢(z). The two conditions we mentioned are of course still necessary but we need to
be more careful because of the action of I'c:/T'sr.

Let 3 be an element of I such that y3I'ar = a. Then 3 = (§3, 13, a) for some & € C and
vs € R. It is easy to check that g, 71, 72 and 73 generate ['c.

The first thing to notice is that the point { = 15_—3a is fixed by the action of 3 on the
C-factor. Since we want ¢ to be constant on {¢} x R, ¢ must send ¢ to a fixed point of p(~3).
This can be done because of the:

Claim 1.5. Let v = (§,v,b) € T'c be such that b # 1. Then p(7y) and p(vo) have a common
fized point in H.

Proof. Since 7 and 7o commute, p(v) stabilizes the totally geodesic submanifold Fixg of Hf.
Let ¢ be such that b2 = 1. Computing, we get v¢ = (&, v,0)? = (( Z;é V)¢, v, b9) = (0,v,1)
for some v € R. Hence <7 belongs to I'z: 9 is a power of 79. The orbit under the group
generated by p(7) of any point in Fixy must therefore be finite and this implies that the action
of p(7y) on Fixg has a fixed point. O

With this in mind, it is now possible to complete the proof by constructing ¢ on the
boundary OF of a fundamental domain F of the action of I'c on the C-factor. Since 73 acts
on C by rotation around its fixed point (, we can choose a fundamental domain G of the
action of T'(T'xr) on C, centered at ¢ and invariant by ~3. For F' we then take a fundamental
domain for the action of 43 on G.

We do it in the case a = €3, the other cases are handled similarly.

The lattice T'(T'y) is generated by &; and & = e'3¢;. Let G be the regular hexagon centered
at ¢ with one vertex at the point ¢ + %(51 +&2). G is a fundamental domain for the action of
T(Tnr) and it is invariant by 3. Let then F' be the quadrilateral whose vertices are ¢, ( + %51,
¢+ %(51 + &) and ¢ + %{2. F is clearly a fundamental domain for the action of I'c on C. See
Fig. 1 for a picture.

Fig. 1
Let now x¢ € HE be a fixed point of both 7 and ~3 (such a point exists by Claim [L3). Set
¢(¢) = .
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The point ¢ + %{1 is fixed by 7173, hence it must be sent by ¢ to a fixed point of p(v173).
It follows from Claim that p(y173) and p(7p) have a common fixed point, say z1. Let ¢
send the vertex ( + %fl to 1 and the edge [(,{ + %51] of F' to the geodesic arc og; joining zg
to 1 in Fixg. Similarly, the vertex ¢ + %(51 + &) is a fixed point of 4274 and we let » map
it to a fixed point z3 of p(y273) in Fixg. We map the edge [¢ + %gl,c + %(51 + &)] to the
geodesic arc o192 joining x; and x9 in Fixg.

Now the edge [(, (4—%52] is the image of [(, (4—%51] under 3 80 we must map it to p(3)(oo1)-
In the same way, [¢ + 5&2,C + 3(&1 + &)] is the image of [( 4+ 5£1,¢ + $(&1 + &2)] by 1273
and we must therefore map it to p(7274)(c12). These definitions of ¢ agree at the point $&.
Indeed, a simple computation shows that there exists ¢ such that v9v3 = yd~371 and therefore,

4y, _ 3V, — o (ad 3\, q 3\, ay,.
p(r2y3)z1 = p(v2v373)21 = p(smM3)1 = p(53)p(nys)er = p(v3)p(g)er = p(v3)21.
Hence ¢ is well defined on JF. By construction, ¢ is equivariant w.r.t. 7y and the face-
pairings 3 and 273 which generate the whole group T'c.
The construction of ¢ and f then goes on as in the case a = 1.

In this way we obtain a section f; of the bundle M x, H on each cusp C; of M. This
section can be extended to a section f defined on the whole manifold M and since the energy
of f; : C; — M x, Hf is finite for each 4, the energy of f: M — M x, Hf is finite and we
are done. O

2. PLURIHARMONICITY AND CONSEQUENCES

In this section, we study the properties of finite energy harmonic maps H{¥ — H which
are equivariant w.r.t. a representation p of a torsion-free lattice I' < PU(m, 1) into PU(n, 1).

2.1. Pluriharmonicity.

Theorem 2.1. Let f: H¥ — HE be a p-equivariant harmonic map of finite energy. Then f

1s pluritharmonic, namely, the J-invariant part (Vdf)l’l of Vd f vanishes identically. Moreover
the complexified sectional curvature of HE is zero on df(Tl’OHfC”).

We first prove a general Bochner-type formula due to Mok, Siu and Yeung (cf. [MSY93])
in case I' is a uniform lattice. We state it in the case of maps H' — Hg but it is valid in
the more general setting of equivariant maps from an irreducible (rank 1) symmetric space
of non-compact type to a negatively curved manifold, as can be seen from the proof. Our
exposition follows [Pad5].

Let R™ and R"™ be the curvature tensors of ¢, and g,, and @ be any parallel tensor of
curvature type on Hi¥. For h a symmetric 2-tensor with values in a vector bundle over H¥,

define (Q h)(X,Y) = tr(W — h(Q(W, X)Y,W)).
Remark that if f is a p-equivariant map Hp' — Hg, then, since @ is parallel and p(I") acts

by isometries on H, the R-valued functions (@, f*R") and (Q Vdf,Vdf) on H{¥ are in fact
p-invariant and hence can be considered as functions on M = I'\H{:

Proposition 2.2. Let f be a p-equivariant harmonic map of finite energy from HF to HE
and Q) a parallel tensor of curvature type on H. Then,

S 1, sepn 1 . )
(<) /M [(Q Vdf,Vdf>—§<Q,f R >} de_—m/M@Q’R VIdFN2 dViy |
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where if T' is non-uniform, that is if M 1is non-compact, the left-hand side should read
e]

limp oo [3, nR[(Q VAf,VAf) — HQ, f*R™)]dVy,, for {nr} a well-chosen family of cut-off

functions on M.

Proof. Let us first assume that M is compact. All the computations will be made in a normal
coordinates system.

By definition, (Q Vdf)(X,Y) =Y ,.(Vdf)(Q(ex, X)Y,ex). Since df is closed, i.e. Vdf is
symmetric, and @) is parallel, we have in fact

QVAf(X,Y) =) (Ve df)(Qe, X)Y) =Y (Ve df 0 Q)(ex, X)Y = =V*(df 0 Q)(X,Y) ,
k k
where V* is the formal adjoint of V: if T'is a (p+1)-tensor, (V*T)(X1,...,X,) == —tr(W —
(VWT)(VVv X, 7Xp))'
Integrating this relation over M (we assumed M compact), we get

/ (Q VS, Vdf)dVy, = - / (V*(df © Q). Vdf)dVy, = - / (df 0 Q, V2df)dVy,
M M M

where V2df is the 3-tensor V(Vdf).
Using that @, and hence df o @), is skew-symmetric in its first two variables, one checks
that

(4 0 Q,V24f) = —[(d] 0@ F*R") — (df 0 @, df o B™)]

We have (df o Q, f*R"™) = (Q, f*R™), where in the r.h.s. f*R™ and @ are considered as
(4,0)-tensors. Moreover, computations show that

(AF0Qdf o B") = 37 ({10, @t B™) + {16,Q. 10, B™)) Fglearr)

a,b

where ¢ denotes interior product. Now, since M is locally symmetric, the symmetric 2-tensor
f given by

0(X,Y) = %(@XQ, W R™ + (1yQ,ex R™))

is parallel. Thus it must be proportionnal to g,, (M is locally irreducible): 6 = ﬁ(trgmﬂ) Im.
Now, trg,.0 = (Q, R™) and (g, f*gn) = ||[df||?, so that (df o Q,df o R™) = 5-(Q, R™)||df|*
and hence

5 _1 * PN\ L m 2
[ @varvanav, = [ Q.1 m) - @ RmasR] v,

This ends the proof in the compact case.

Now assume M is non-compact of finite volume. The only global step in the preceding
proof is the initial integration by parts. Thus we only have to show that this can be done in
the finite volume case. We mimic the argument given by Corlette in [Co92].

As mentionned earlier, M is the union of a compact manifold with boundary My and of a
finite number of pairwise disjoint cusps Cj, each diffeomorphic to a compact (2m —1)-manifold
N; times [0, +00). For each i, let ¢; be the parameter in the [0, +00) factor.

For R > 1, we define a cut-off function nr on M in the following manner. Take a smooth
function 7 on [0, +00) identically equal to 1 on [0, 1] and to 0 on [2, +00). Set

1 if x € My,
{ n(%) it z € C;.
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Since ng is a horofunction along each cusp (cf. [Hel84|, 11.3.8), the absolute value |Ang| of

its Laplacian is bounded independently of R. Moreover, the norm ||dng|| of its differential is

bounded by a constant times }%.

Introducing 7g in the integration by parts, we obtain
[ (@ vagvapdv, = - [ (v(@f o QL vdfdv,

= — [ (df o Q,nr VZdf +dngr @ Vdf)dV,,

- - /MM me(df 0 Q. V2NV, — [ (af 0 Q.dnn @ VAfIY,,
[ e | @t my - - @urmas] av,

—/M(dfoQ,an®Vdf>de .

N —

Thus,
o 1 1
[ | @ var.van - g@rrn|ave =~ [ e@ rmlarPay,

— [ (dfoQ,dnr @ Vdf)dV,, .

M
The tensors @ and R™ are parallel and hence (Q,R™) is constant on M. Therefore,
(Q,R™)||df||? is integrable and the first term in the r.h.s. goes to — g [,,(Q, R™)||df|?dVa,
as R goes to infinity. On the other hand we have ||dng|| < }% for some constant C independent

of R and hence
2

(/M(dfoQ,an@)Vdf)de) < (/ ldf o QIPdvin ) (/MHan®Vde2de>
< (C 21%% QP I EaV,,) ([ 2m lanall Va7 avi,)
< T ([ 1eriarpa) ([ vasEav,).

Since @ is parallel, ||Q]| is constant and [, [|Q||?||df[[*dV;, is finite.
The next lemma implies that limg oo fM<df 0 @Q,dnr ® Vdf)dV,, = 0 and therefore ends
the proof of Proposition EZ2 O

Lemma 2.3. |[Vdf|| belongs to L*(M): [,,[IVAf|]* dVy < +oc.

Proof. Because the energy density e of f is integrable on M, and using Green’s formula, we
see that

[ @eymav, = [ eauav,

is bounded independently of R. Now, since we assumed that f is harmonic, the Bochner-type
formula of Eells-Sampson ([ES64]) reads:

Ae = —||Vdf||* 4 Scal(f*R™) — (df o Ric™, df) ,
where Scal(f*R") denotes the scalar contraction of the curvature tensor f*R"™ and Ric™ is
the Ricci tensor of g, seen as an endomorphism of TH. Since H is negatively curved and
Ric” = —3(m + 1)Id, we get [|[Vdf|? < —Ae+ (m + 1) e and thus ||[Vdf||? is integrable. [
Let us call I, resp. Ic, the (3,1)-tensor of curvature type on M = I'\HF¥ (or on H) given
by I(X,Y)Z = gn(X,Z)Y — gn(Y,2)X, resp. Ic(X,Y)Z = 1(I(X,Y)Z + I(JX,JY)Z +
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29m(JX,Y)JZ), for all X,Y,Z € THE¥. The curvature tensor R™ of M (or of H) is just
—Ic. Both I and I¢ are parallel tensors, and in fact they form a basis of the space of parallel
tensors of curvature type on M. I and I¢ will also denote the corresponding (4,0)-tensors.

We will apply the Bochner-type formula () to the parallel tensor of curvature type @ =
Ie —1I.

Lemma 2.4. Let f: H¥ — Hg be a harmonic map and let Q) = Ic — 1.

Then (é Vdf,vdf) = —%||(Vdf)(1’1)||2, where (VA f)WY s the J-invariant part of Vdf: for
all X,Y € TH?, (VAf)ED(X,Y) := L[VAf(X,Y) + Vdf(JX, JY)].

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that for A a symmetric 2-tensor taking values in

fTHE, I h = h — g trg, h and I(c hX,Y) = [ (X,Y) = 3h(JX,JY) — gn(X,Y) try, hl.
Therefore, since try,, Vdf = 0, Q vdf = —E(Vdf) (1) The decomposition of a 2-tensor in
J-invariant and J-skew-invariant parts is orthogonal, hence the result. g

Lemma 2.5. I¢ is the orthogonal projection of I onto the space of Kdhler curvature type ten-
sors, namely, the space of tensors of curvature type T such that T(X,Y)JZ = J(T(X,Y)Z),
for all XY, Z € THF.

Proof. Since I¢ is clearly of Kéhler curvature type, it remains to show that Ic —1I is orthogonal
to all tensors of Kédhler curvature type. Simple computations shows that if 7" is any tensor of
curvature type, (I,7) = 2 Scal(T"), whereas

2m

> (T(ek, Je, Je, er) + T (ex, Jex, Jey, ez)),
k=1

1 1
Ic,T) = =Scal(T) — -
(Te.T) = 3Seal(T) - 5

for {ex} an orthonormal basis of TM. It is then easy to check that if T is moreover of Kéahler
type, this last formula reduces to (Ic,T’) = 2Scal(T), hence the result. O

Let us recall what the complezified sectional curvature of a Hermitian manifold (N, g, J) is:
if E and F are two vectors of the complexified tangent space TN = TN ®g C of N then
the complexified sectional curvature of the 2-plane they span is defined to be RN (E, F, E, F)
where RY is the curvature tensor of g extended by C-linearity to TCN. Despite its name, the
complexified sectional curvature takes real values.

If T is a tensor of curvature type, we define its complexified scalar curvature Scalc(T') as
follows: Scalc(T) == 31—y T(Ck, 1, Cry 1), for {¢1.} an orthonormal basis of the (1,0)-part of
TCHR.

Using the formulae given in the proof of the previous lemma, one gets
Lemma 2.6. (Ic —I,T) = —6Scalc(T).

We are now ready to prove Theorem EZIl Recall that Q = Ic — I. First, Lemma -5 implies
that the right-hand side in the Bochner-type formula ({) vanishes. Next, it follows from
Lemma 24 and Lemma 28] that

2 1 * PN 3 * N
/M R [@ Vdf,vdf) = 5(Q. f*R >} Vi = 3 /M nie (V)2 = 2Seale(f*RY)| dVi,
for any R > 1. Thus, formula () reads:

lim / 77R [|](Vdf)(1’1)|]2 —2Sca1(c(f*R”)] AV = 0.
R—o0 M
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It is known that, since the sectional curvature of (H,g,) is pinched between —1 and
—%, its complexified sectional curvature is non-positive (see for example [Her91]). Therefore,
Scalc(f*R") being a mean of complexified sectional curvatures of Hg, it is non-positive. Thus
R+— [y, 1R [H(Vdf)(l’l) | — 2Scalc(f*R™)] dV;y, is a non-negative non-decreasing function
whose limit as R goes to infinity is zero. It follows at once that (Vdf )(1’1) vanishes identically,
that is, f is pluriharmonic. Finally, we also have Scalc(f*R™) = 0 everywhere and this implies

that R™(fiCr, £, fxCrs fxG) = 0 for all k,l =1,...,n. Theorem Elis proved.

2.2. Holomorphicity of “high” rank harmonic maps.

Let f : H¥ — HZ be a finite energy harmonic map, equivariant w.r.t a representation of
a torsion-free lattice I' < PU(m, 1) into PU(n, 1). In this section, we exploit the full strength
of Theorem EZT] to prove a result that was first obtained by J. A. Carlson and D. Toledo
in [CTRY| in the case I' is cocompact and p(I") is discrete in PU(n,1) or in a more general
target Lie group G. Their proof relies on a careful study of maximal abelian subalgebras of
the complexification of the Lie algebra of G. In our setting, the simple form of the curvature
tensor of (HE, g,) allows a more elementary proof that we give for completeness.

Proposition 2.7. Let f : HY — Hg be a finite energy harmonic map equivariant w.r.t. a
representation p of the torsion-free lattice I' < PU(m, 1) in PU(n,1). If the real rank of f is
at least 8 at some point, then f is holomorphic or anti-holomorphic.

Before proving this proposition, we introduce some notations that will be needed in the
proof and later on in the paper.

For [ = m,n, let T(C]I-}IfC = T]Hlfc ®Rr C be the complexification of T]Hlfc and TCHfC = Tl’OHfCEB
To’lec be its decomposition in (1,0) and (0,1) part. We extend the differential of f by C-
linearity and still write d f : TCH® — TCHZ (if the distinction is necessary we will use d*f).
Its components are

oMOf TCHE — TVOHE |
oY f: TEHE — TOTHE .
We extend g, by C-linearity to TCHE. We will sometimes write (X,Y) = g,(X,Y) and
X2 = (X,X) for X,Y € T°HP.
If (e;)1<i<2m = (€a, J€a)1<a<m is an orthonormal R-basis of TH, we set z, = %(ea—iJea).
(2a)1<a<m 1is an orthogonal C-basis of Tl’OHg.
To lighten the notations, we will sometimes use f, instead of 'Y f(z,) and fg instead of
M0 f(z3), so that 0% f(z,) = fo and 8% f(z5) = ]%.
In the sequel, we will often restrict 90 f, resp. 9%'f, to Tl’OHg and consider them as
sections of Hom (THOHE, f*TOHR), resp. Hom(THOHE, f*TOTHZ). We will call €/(f), resp.
e”(f), the square of the norm of 9*°f, resp. %! f, namely:

Cf) = 1M =2 ga(00F (20), T0F () = 23 Ifal? .

a=1 a=1
CF) = 0P =23 gn(0 F(z) O () = 23 fal?
a=1 a=1

Note that with these definitions, the energy density of f is given by e(f) := %deH2 =
e'(f)+ €’ (f). Again, we will often abreviate ¢/(f) and e”(f) to € and €” when no confusion
is possible.
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Proof of Proposition [ZZ1.  Theorem BTl shows that f*R"(za, 23, 2a,28) = 0 for all o, 5 €
{1,...,m}. Let us see what this implies in more details.

f*R™ (20,28, 20, %8) = R™(fa+ fa, f5 + f5, fa + far o + f3)
= 3| lfalPlf5P + VSalP IS5 = (Fa S5 S f)
_(fﬁ’fa)(fﬁa fa) - (faafﬁ)(fa, fb’) - (fb”fa)(fﬁ, fa)
(S5, J) o F) + (oo F5) (F5 o)
= —%(Hfa A J% — [ A faHz + |(fa J%) - (f,87 fa)|2)

Therefore, for all @ and 3, we have f, A ]% = fg N fa

Suppose that the families (fq)i<a<m and (fg)lg/jgm are both of rank less than or equal to
1. We may assume that for all a there exits A, such that f, = Ay f1 and that for some k and
for all 3 there exists pg such that fE = ugfr-

If fi = 0, then for all o, d®f(2,) = fa and d®f(Z4) = fa. Therefore the complex rank of
d®f is at most 2, namely the real rank of df is at most 2. The same is true if 5 =0.

If both fi and f; are non zero, then from the fact that f; A fa = fa A f; we deduce that

Taf1 A f = AaBi1f1 A f5, that is, Tig = Aafiz. Then,
d(cf(za) = fa+ fa = Aaf1 +M_a]% =Aaf1+ )\am]% = Aa(fl + fT) = Aa d(cf(zl) :

Hence the family (d€f(24))1<a<m has rank < 1. This also holds for the family (A% f(Z3))1<g<m
and we conclude that the real rank of f is again less than or equal to 2.

In any case, we see that if the real rank of f is at least 3 at some point, then the rank of
one of the families (fa)i<a<m and (f)1<p<m is at least 2 at this point.

Suppose now that at some point of Hi, the rank of the family (fa)i<a<m is at least 2, for

example fi A fo # 0. Then fi A fz = fa A fr implies f; = f5=0. From fi A f5 = fy A I, we
conclude that f5 =0 for all 1 <~ <m,i.e. ¢’ =0 at this point.

In the same way, if the rank of the family (fg)lgﬁgm is at least 2, then €’ = 0.

Finally, since f is pluriharmonic and the complexified sectional curvature of Hf is zero
on df(THPHZ) (see Theorem EZIl above), and because HZ is a Kihler symmetric space,
it is known that 9Vf, resp. 0%!f, are holomorphic sections of the holomorphic bundles
Hom(T1OHZ, f*THOHZ), resp. Hom(THCHE, f*TO HZ) (JCTRI], Theorem 2.3). So they have
a generic rank on H. Therefore, if for example the family (fa)i<a<m has rank at least 2 at
some point, it has rank at least 2 on a dense open subset of H¥ and so €” = 0 on a dense open
subset of H', hence everywhere, and f is holomorphic. Similarly, if rk( fB, 1<B8<m)>2at
some point, f is antiholomorphic. O

2.3. Some technical lemmas.

If f: HF — HE is a p-equivariant pluriharmonic map whose rank is at most 2 everywhere,
f needs not be holomorphic nor antiholomorphic. Nevertheless, pluriharmonicity has other
consequences that will be useful later. Namely, if €/(f) and €”(f) are the previously defined
squared norms of 0 f and %! f, we have

2m

<f*wnawm> = Z f*wn(eia ej)wm(ei, ej) = 2(6/(f) - e//(f)) s

1,j=1

as it is easy to check. Because of this, some results on the energies €'(f) and €”(f) will be
needed in the proof of Theorem Bl and we shall prove them in this section.
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The results stated here were obtained in complex dimension 1 in [To79] and [Wo79]. The
proofs in the general case (see also [Lic70]) go almost exactly as in the case m = 1 and they
are given only for completeness and to fix the notations.

We will work on the complexifications of the tangent spaces of Hi' and Hf and therefore
we extend all needed sections, tensors and operators defined on the real tangent spaces by
C-linearity to these complexifications.

Since 9V f can be considered as a section of Hom(TCHg,f*TCH%), we can define its
covariant derivative VOO f Hom(TCHg’ ® TCHZ, f*TCHE). It follows easily from the fact
that (HZ, g,,) is Kihler that VO f belongs in fact to Hom(TCHP ® TCHE, f*THOHL). We
will call V'O f € Hom(T'OHE @ THOHE, f*THHE) its restriction to THCHE @ THOHY.
We define V/0%!f € Hom(TYHZ @ TYOHE, f*T9THL) and V/df = V/OL0f + V0% f €
Hom(THHZ ® TYOHE, f*TCHR) similarly. Note that ||[V/df]|, ||[V/00f| and [|[V/0%1f||
belong to L?(M) because ||Vdf| does (Lemma 3.

In the entire section, f denotes a p-equivariant pluriharmonic map H¥ — H.

Lemma 2.8. We have

1 1 1
10¢ = [ VOOfP — 2R 4 T

1 1
A = —Z V0L 112 — 2R
¢ and e 2||V3 fll R +

1
m 2_ e//

where

R = 3,5 R"(df(2a),df(Za), 0" f(25), 00 f (2))
R" = 3,5 R"(df(2a),df(Za), 0% f(25),0% f(25)) -

Proof. We make the computation for Ae’; and we use normal coordinates:

iAe’ = — ZVde'(ZQ, 2q) == — Za: Zo-2a-€

Now, 24.(0V0f, 010 f) = (V, Y0 f, 010 f) 4+ (991 f,V,, 0LO0f). The map f is pluriharmonic
and therefore Vdf(Z, W) = Vdf(Z W) = 0 for all Z,W in THYHZ. Since HJ is Kéhler,
Vz, 010 f = (Vs, df)l’0 and hence vanishes identically on T'CHZ. It follows that V, 010 f =
V;:, 010f =0. Thus,

A = = 7.(V., 0N f,0500)

4
= - [(Vzavzcﬁlvof, ANOfy (v, 0"0F, Wﬁ

1Cy —_—
SIVOLIE =) (Ve V., 00, 010F)

07

Therefore, since (Vz, V., 00 f)(25) = (Vgavza(‘)l’of)(z/g) — (V2. V5,0 f)(25), we have
2 (V2 V20" 0N)es) = D RN (), A (GO (o) = 3OV F (R (e Za)25)

« a

Z R(Af(20), 4f (20))0" f(25) + 5 00 (Ric™ (29))

The result follows since the Ricci curvature tensor of g, is —m—“ Im- (]

We also have

Lemma 2.9. At each point of H" where € # 0, resp. €” # 0,

1 R 1 1 R" 1
—Aloge = —a —2—+& , resp. —Aloge” = —a”—2—+& ,
4 e/ 4 4 e
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where

of = 26,2(\\V’810f|!2’ |(v'a-0 1, 3T
and

o = o (I e’ — (/0% £.50T) ?)

2e!2
are both nonnegative by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality.

Proof. Again, we make this (easy) computation only for 1Aloge’ = L Ae' + ﬁHde’H? Now,

- - 1 -
|de 1> = Zde 2a)de'(7a) = D (V2,0 f 00 F) (010, V2, 080 F) = S| (V'O 0f, 010 )

where (V/0"0f d10f) denotes the 1-form on TYOHE given by (V/OMWf,010f)(z) =
<VZ81’Of, 81’0f> =2 Zﬁ 9n ((vzal’of)(zﬁ)7 81’0f(25)). U

Finally, easy computations show that:

Lemma 2.10.
R = 5 5 (90 (@7 (), TOTE)|* ~ [ga (007 (), 007 )] + 5/ — ")

B
R =53 [|9n(001 o). TOFEN [ — 9n (01 F (20, TTFEN | + 5" — )

B

Remark. In the sequel, we shall use the fact that all the functions involved in those three
lemmas are well defined on M = I'\H'".

3. RIGIDITY OF REPRESENTATIONS OF LATTICES OF PU(m, 1) INTO PU(n,1)

3.1. Burger-lozzi invariant.

We again assume that m > 2.

Let T be a torsion-free lattice in PU(m, 1), and let p : I' — PU(n, 1) be a homomorphism.
M. Burger and A. Iozzi assign to p an invariant which can be defined as follows (see [BIOT]).

Take any p-equivariant map f : H¥ — HZ and consider the pull-back f*w, of the Ké&hler
form wy, of HIz. Note that we can consider f*w, as a 2-form on M = I'\H{". The de Rham
cohomology class [f*w,] € H#x(M) defined by f*w, is independent of the choice of the
equivariant map f since all such maps are homotopic, and therefore we call it [p*wy].

Now, Burger and Iozzi remark that the class [p*w,] is in the image of the natural compar-
ison map from the L2-cohomology group H (22)(M ) of M to the de Rham cohomology group

H? ,(M). Since m > 2, the comparison map is injective (see [Zu82]; the arithmeticity of
the lattice I' is not necessary for the result in the present case), this yields a well-defined
L2-cohomology class, denoted by [p*w;,] (2)» and they define (in a slightly different form)

1
T(p) = % /M<p*wnawm>dvm )

where p*w,, is any L2-form representing [p*wn]@) (observe that, because wy, is parallel, 7(p)
depends only on [p*wn](2), hence on p).

Remark. In complex dimension 1 and for a uniform lattice I', 7(p) is also well-defined and
coincides with the classical Toledo invariant (cf. [To89]).

The main result of [BIOT] then reads:
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Theorem 3.1. Under the above assumptions,
‘T(p){ < Vol(M) .

Moreover, equality holds if and only if there exists a p-equivariant totally geodesic isometric
embedding HE — HE.

Let I" be a torsion-free lattice in SU(m,1). Via the natural inclusion of SU(m,1) into
PU(n, 1) for n > m, we obtain the so-called standard representation of I" into PU(n, 1) (which
is of course C-Fuchsian). Theorem Bl then implies:

Corollary 3.2. Let T" be a torsion-free lattice in SU(m, 1), m > 2. Then any deformation of
the standard representation of T into PU(n,1) (n > m) is also C-Fuchsian.

Proof . Since T' is torsion-free, it projects isomorphically into PU(m,1). We can therefore
consider the standard representation of I" as a representation of a lattice of PU(m, 1) and apply
Theorem Bl Now, when seen as a cohomology class in H3,(M), [p*w,] is a characteristic
class of the principal PU(n, 1)-bundle over M associated to p and so, it is constant on connected
components of Hom(I',PU(n,1)). On the other hand, |7(p)| = Vol(M) holds when p is the
standard representation of I' into PU(n, 1), hence the result. O

The main tool in [T089)] and [BIOT) is bounded cohomology. Corlette in [Co88| was the first
to obtain Corollary for m > 2 and I' cocompact. He worked with an invariant similar to
7(p), the volume of p (see the introduction and the remark at the end of Section B2), and he
used harmonic maps techniques to obtain a result equivalent to Theorem Bl

We will now show that Theorem B.lis a consequence of our results on harmonic maps.

3.2. Proof of Theorem .11

We will first prove that the invariant is well-defined, that is, that the de Rham cohomology
class [p*wy] can be represented by an L2?-form. We will actually show that there exists a
compactly supported form in the class [p*wy,]. This will be done by choosing for each cusp C
of M a Kéhler potential for w,, invariant by the image of the fundamental group of C.

Let f be a p-equivariant map from H@ to H. Let C' be a cusp of M and 7y a generator
of the center of I'c. Depending on the type of p(7g), the whole image p(T'¢) of I'c will fix a
point, either in H or on the boundary at infinity of H.

If p(~p) is parabolic, we can assume that its fixed point is oo in the Siegel model of complex
hyperbolic space. We then have w, = —dd“t’ where t' = log(2Re(w’) — ((2/,2'))) (see section
1). As can be easily checked, the 1-form ¢ := —dt’ is invariant by the stabilizer in PU(n, 1)
of the fixed point. Hence f*¢ can be seen as a 1-form in the cusp C' and we have, on C, that
[rwn = df*s.

If p(0) is elliptic, then p(I'c) fixes a point in HE. We can assume that the fixed point is
0 in the ball model of complex hyperbolic space, so that p(I'c) C U(m). In this case, we can
write wy, = d¢ with ¢ := —d“log(1 — ((z, z))) where in this case z is a point in the unit ball of
C™ and ((, )) denotes the standard Hermitian product on C™. Again, this 1-form is invariant
by U(m) and therefore we have f*w, = df*s on C.

Repeating this operation in each cusp C; of M, we obtain that there exists a 1-form ¢; on
C; such that f*w, = df*s; on C;. Therefore, if x is a function on M identically equal to 0 on
the compact part of M and to 1 far enough in the cusps of M, the form f*w, —d(>_, xf*<)
is cohomologous to f*w, and has compact support, hence is L?.

We are now ready to prove the theorem. We begin with the:

Lemma 3.3. Suppose the representation p is not reductive. Then 7(p) = 0.
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Proof. Let f be any p-equivariant map from H to H. Since the image p(I') fixes a point at
infinity in Hg, p(I") is a subgroup of the stabilizer of this fixed point in PU(n, 1) and therefore,
the form f*¢ on H¥ defined above goes down to a form defined on the whole quotient M such
that f*w, =d f*g. Hence the de Rham cohomology class of f*w, is zero and the invariant
7(p) vanishes. O

We may now assume that p is reductive. Theorems[[Tland [[2 then guarantee the existence
of a finite energy p-equivariant harmonic map f : H' — HZ.

We first prove that we can use f to compute 7(p). This follows from the
Lemma 3.4. The 2-form f*w, is L?.

Proof. If f is (anti)holomorphic, it follows from the generalization of the Schwarz-Pick lemma
(see [KoT0]) that in an obvious sense, f*g, < ¢m. An easy computation then shows that
| f*wn|| < 2m everywhere on M: f*w, is a L>-form.

Assume now that f is not (anti)holomorphic. Then Proposition 27 implies that rkg f < 2.
When rkg f <1, f*w, = 0, whereas rkg d,.f = 2 (or ke dSf = 2) is equivalent to

dimc d5 f(THHZ) = 1 and dS f(THOHZ) N dS f(THOHZ) = {0} .

But, if df (TLO]HITC”) contains no real vectors, it contains no purely imaginary vectors, thus
d,f(X) = 0 if and only if dSf(X —iJX) = 0. This means that Kerd,f is J-invariant,
hence, we may choose an orthonormal basis (e;)1<i<2m = (€, J¢€i)1<i<m of THF in which
computations give

2m
(frwn, [rwn) = D frwnlei,ef)? =2f wn(er, Jer)? = 2(e' — ") .

ij=1
Thus, if ke f = 2, we have ||f*wy,||? = 2(¢/ — €¢”)? on HY. Using the fact that rkgf = 2
in the formulae of Lemma PZI0, we find that R’ > 1e'(e/ — ”) and R” > Le’(e” — ¢') so that

(e/ — e")? < 4(R' + R"). Now, adding the two equalities in Lemma 8, we get

20 — ") <8R +R") = —-Ae—2|V'd°f|2+ (m+1)e
Since f has finite energy, we conclude that f*w, is L? (see the proof of Lemma and the
beginning of section E3). O

We now prove the inequality |7(p)| < Vol(M).
The above lemma implies that the Burger-lozzi invariant of p is given by

1
2m / wnawm vm = E /M(e/ — 6”)de R

since (f*wp,wnm) = 2(e/ —€").

Therefore, if f is a complex rank 7 holomorphic map, the Schwarz-Pick lemma implies that
0 < (f*wn,wnm) < 2r at each point of M, whereas if f is a rank r antiholomorphic map, then
—2r < (f*wp,wm) < 0. Integrating these inequalities yields the result.

If f is neither holomophic nor antiholomorphic, then we know from Proposition B that
rkr f < 2. We will prove that in this case,

‘/ (f*wn,wm)dVin| < (m+1)Vol(M) .

As in the proof of Lemma 4, we have R’ > te'(¢/ —¢”) and R” >
then implies that

¢’(e"” —¢€'). Lemma 20

i

Aloge <2(e" —€e)+m+1,
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resp.
Aloge” <2(e/ —€'Y+m+1,
at each point where €’ # 0, resp. €’ # 0.
Let € > 0 be a regular value of /. We set M, = {xz € M, €/(x) > ¢}, and we introduce the

cut-off function ng defined in the proof of Proposition P22
By Green’s formula we have

/ {nRA loge’ — (grad ng, grad log e’>}de = / nr(v,grad loge’)dA >0 .
€ OM.

The latter is nonnegative because v is the inward unit vector field along M, which is pointwise
orthogonal to dM;. From

v/al,Of v/al,Of
erac i grad og )] < VEldnel 0T < Vapane 0 ot

we get

1/2
[ mnstogetav,, —\/29 [ 155 slav, > —\/29 Vo [ varosav,] "
M, & R M & R M

Using the fact that |[V/00f|| € L?(M), we obtain that, for some constant C’ and for all
R>1,

2 /
/ nrAloge dV,, > — 2
: e R

and so

/ (2(6” —e)+m+ 1)de = lim 773(2(6” —e)+m+ 1)de >0.
M. R—+4o00 M.

The subset {x € M, €/(z) = 0} has zero measure since 910 f is a holomorphic section of
Hom(TTOHZ, f*THYHZ). Hence, letting ¢ — 0, we conclude that

/ (f*wn, wm)dVpy, = / 2(¢" — €")dV,,, < (m+ 1) Vol(M) .
M M

Integrating Aloge” in the same way, we get the required inequality.

Assume now that equality holds in the theorem: | [} (f*wy,wm)dV;,| = 2mVol(M).

Since m > 2, it follows from the proof above that f is a complex rank m holomorphic or
antiholomorphic map. Since the inequality |{f*wy,,wm)| < 2m is therefore true pointwise, the
global equality implies that |(f*wp,wm)| = 2m everywhere on M: f is an isometry. On the
other hand, the Bochner-type formula () with @ = I reads:

1 1
2 _ = *pny 2 m
/MHVde Vi = 3 /M (scal(f R") = o= |df |PScal(R ))de.
Since f is an isometry, ||df||> = 2m and f*R™ = R™. Therefore Vdf = 0, namely, f is totally
geodesic and we are done.

Remark. It should be noted that if one is interested only in proving Corollary B2 it is actually
possible to define another invariant, that one could call the L?-volume of the representation,
in the following way: just take the m-th exterior power of any L2-form representing the L2-
cohomology class [p*wy](2) and integrate it over M. The so-obtained number is independent
of the choice of the L2-representative and therefore depends only on p. One can then prove
Theorem BT with 7(p) replaced by this (suitably normalized) L2-volume. The proof is in fact
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easier since this invariant will be zero if the real rank of the harmonic map is less than 2m.
Therefore one does not need to deal with non (anti)holomorphic maps.

Nevertheless, there exist representations p with zero L?-volume but 7(p) # 0 and one can
hope to be able to get informations on these representations from the Burger-lozzi invariant
that the volume would not give. An example of such a representation was given by Livné in
his thesis ([Liv&1], see also [Ka98]). He constructed a (closed) complex hyperbolic manifold
M of complex dimension 2 and a surjective holomorphic map f from M to a (closed) Riemann
surface ¥ such that the induced map on the fundamental groups is surjective. This gives a
representation of the lattice m (M) C PU(2,1) into PU(1,1). Of course the volume of this
representation is zero. But its Burger-lozzi invariant does not vanish since the pull-back f*w;
is a semi-positive (1,1)-form on M which is not identically zero.

4. THE CASE OF NON-UNIFORM LATTICES OF PU(1,1)

In this section we want to extend the previous results to the 1-dimensional case, namely
the case of non-uniform lattices of PU(1,1). We remark that if p is a representation of such
a lattice into PU(n, 1), the Burger-lozzi invariant of p is not defined since H%z(M) = 0
and the comparison map H, (22) (M) — H%,(M) is of course not injective anymore. As we
mentionned in the introduction, Corollary fails in this case. Indeed, Gusevskii and Parker
prove in [GP0O0| that there exist lattices in PU(1,1) admitting quasi-Fuchsian deformations
into PU(2,1).

Geometrically, a torsion-free lattice I' < PU(1, 1) is the fundamental group of the complete
hyperbolic surface of finite volume M = F\H%:. It turns out that we don’t need a Riemannian
structure on M to define an invariant associated to representations of its fundamental group
into PU(1,1). We will therefore work in the more general setting of fundamental groups of
orientable surfaces of finite topological type.

Let M be the open surface obtained by removing a finite number of points mq,...,m,,
called punctures, from a closed orientable surface M of genus g. We will call such an M a p-
times punctured closed orientable surface of genus g. We assume that the Euler characteristic
X(M) =2—2g —p of M is negative. Let I' = m;(M) be the fundamental group of M and

m: M — M be the universal cover of M.

Loops going once around the puncture m; in the direction prescribed by the orientation of
M correspond to a conjugacy class ¢; of elements of I'. The elements of the conjugacy classes
¢; are called peripheral. For each i, choose 7; € ¢; and denote by (v;) the cyclic subgroup
generated by ;. There exist small disjoint open topological discs D; C M around each m;
and disjoint open simply-connected sets U; in M, precisely invariant under (v;) (meaning that
Ui = Ui and yU; NU; = 0 if v ¢ (7;)), such that the punctured discs Df := D;\{m;} C M
are given by D = (;)\U; (This can for example be seen by uniformizing M as a finite volume
hyperbolic surface, and then choosing precisely invariant horospherical neighbourhoods of the
parabolic fixed points of I).

Let p be a homomorphism from I' to PU(n,1). At the beginning of section (there, T
was a lattice in PU(m, 1) for m > 2), we saw how to find a compactly supported 2-form in
the de Rham cohomology class [p*w,]|. Here, as we said, this class is zero but we shall in the
same way associate to p a class in the cohomology with compact support.

For each 4, choose a fixed point & of p(v;), in HE if p(v;) is elliptic, else in OHE, and
then a Kéhler potential 1; of wy,, invariant by the stabilizer in PU(n,1) of & if & € HE or
by the stabilizer of the horospheres centered at &; if & € O Hg. If § € HE, we can assume
that & = 0 in the ball model of H and take 9; = log(1 — ((2,2))) (here ((, )) denotes the
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standard Hermitian form on C"). If & € 0 HE, we can take ¢; = log(2Re(w’) — ((#/, %)),
where (w’,2") € C x C"~! are horospherical coordinates centered at &;. Note that, up to an
additive constant, these potentials are unique. The potential v; is invariant by p(7;) only if
p(7;) is elliptic or parabolic but the 1-form ¢; := —dy);, which satisfies dg; = wy, is always
invariant by p(7;).

Given a p-equivariant map f : M — Hg, we can pull-back the Kéhler form w, and the
forms ¢; to get a 2-form f*w, invariant by I' and 1-forms f*; invariant by (vy;). We can
therefore consider f*w, as a 2-form on M and each f*¢; as a 1-form on the punctured disc
Dy (by restricting it first to U;). If now x is a function identically equal to 0 outside the
D7’s and to 1 in small neighbourhoods of the punctures, we get a compactly supported 2-form
[rwn —d (>, xf*si) on M. This yields a class [f*w, —d(>_; xf*<)]e in the second cohomology
group with compact support H2(M).

Proposition-definition 4.1. The class [f*w, —d (>, xf*<i)|c depends only on the represen-
tation p, and will therefore be denoted by [p*wy).. Moreover, we set

o) = [ Il

Proof. This class is clearly independent of the cut-off function y, and therefore also of the
choice of the punctured discs D} where the f*¢;’s are defined.

Now, let fi and f2 be two p-equivariant maps M — H. The map f2 is homotopic to a
p-equivariant map f3 such that, when seen as sections of the H-bundle on M associated to
p, f3 = f1 on the set {x < 1} and f3 = f5 close enough to the punctures. Then there exists a
compactly supported 1-form a such that fyw, = fjw, + doa. Hence we have

Fiwn = (Do xf3) = fiwa —d( Do xfia) +d( Do x(fis - £) +da

But
fion—d( Do xfis) = { grem - AGgial e S g, (Y ar) on 0t
Therefore

fon = d( Do xfs) = Frwn — (Do wfis) +d| Dox(fis - ) +af -

From the definition of f3, the 1-form inside the brackets is compactly supported. Hence
[f*wn —d (>, xf*si)]c does not depend on the p-equivariant map f.

If p(7;) is elliptic for some j, it might fix more than one point in H. We therefore have to
check that choosing another fixed point, say §§-, to define the Kéhler potential does not change
the class. Let ¢ be the Kéhler potential associated to ¢ and ¢} = —d“); the corresponding

I-form. To compute our class, we can choose the p-equivariant map f : M — HZ to be
constant equal to & in U; so that f*q; = f*cj’- = 0 on Dj. Therefore

Frwn — d(fo*%) = frwn — d(fo*%) :
i i#]
and the cohomology class is not affected.
In the same way, if p(v;) is hyperbolic for some j, we must show that we can choose any
of the two fixed points {; and 5;- of p(v;) indifferently. In this case, we can arrange that the
equivariant map f maps U; to the axis of p(v;). If we take the potential 1); associated to &;
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(vesp. ;) to define g; then ¢j = —d“t = dt o J in horospherical coordinates (z,v,t) chosen so
that & = oo and {;- = 0 (resp. §§- = oo and &; = 0). Since in these coordinates the axis of
p(7;) is the set {z = 0,0 =0}, f*¢; =0 on Dj. Again,

[rom=d(Yoxsrs) = fron—d( Yo xfa) -
i i#]

Finally, it is easy to check that a different choice of the peripheral elements 7; (and hence
of the U;’s) gives the same cohomology class. Indeed, let v; and ’y;» = ’y’yj’y_l be two elements
of the conjugacy class ¢;. We denote with primes the objects associated to ’y;- (for example,
v} is the Kahler potential associated to a fixed point &’ of p(v})). If p(v;), and hence p(v7),
is elliptic or hyperbolic, we can choose as above the equivariant map f so that f*¢; = 0 on U;
and f*; =0 on U] = yU;. Thus we can assume that p(v;) and p(v}) are both parabolic. But
then & = p(7)&;, ¥ = ;0 p(v71) and f* b= (y"1)* f*s; on H{. Therefore the restrictions
of f*¢i to U; = U and of f*¢; to U; induce the same form on D} = (y;)\U; = (y;)\U;. O

Before stating the main theorem of this section, we need the following definitions.

Definition 4.2. A homomorphism p from the fundamental group I' of a p-times punctured
closed orientable surface M into PU(n, 1) is called tame if it maps no peripheral element of T’
to a hyperbolic isometry of H.

It 1s called a uniformization representation if it is an isomorphism onto a torsion-free dis-
crete subgroup p(I') < PU(n,1) such that M and p(I')\HZ are diffeomorphic (then, necessarily,
n=1).

Theorem 4.3. Let M be a p-times punctured closed orientable surface of genus g. Assume
that x(M) =2 —2g —p < 0. Let T be the fundamental group of M and p : T' — PU(n, 1) be
a homomorphism. Then |T(p)| < —27nx(M). Moreover, equality holds if and only if

- the image p(T') of T’ stabilizes a totally geodesic copy of H(lc i HE, and hence p can be
seen as a homomorphism from T into PU(1,1), and

-p: T — PU(1,1) is a uniformization representation.
If moreover p is tame and equality holds then p(I') < PU(1,1) is a lattice.

Remark. (i) The number 7(p), up to sign, depends only on the diffeomorphism type of the
surface M in the following sense. If ¢ : M’ — M is a diffeomorphism and if we consider the
homomorphism p’ = p o ¢, of the fundamental group IV of M’ into PU(n, 1), then it is easily
checked that 7(p') = £7(p) depending on whether ¢ is orientation preserving or reversing.

(ii) In particular, if p : T' — I" < PU(1, 1) is a uniformization representation, so that M is
diffeomorphic to M’ := I"\Hg, then 7(p) = + [, [w1 —d(>; x<i)]- Let M{ be the convex core
of M'. M is a finite volume complete hyperbolic surface whose boundary consists of finitely
many disjoint closed simple geodesics ¢ (corresponding to the conjugacy classes of peripheral
elements of I" sent by p to hyperbolic isometries of Hf.). We can assume that y = 0 on the
boundary of M]. It is easy to see (cf. the proof of Proposition below) that the 1-forms g;
corresponding to punctures of M{ are L! forms and therefore that

[ o= a0 ns)) = [ an = Vol(agg) = —2mx(M) = ~2mx(M) .

0 j Mg

/M,\Mé w1 — d(zk: XSk)] = zk: /Ck dg, =0,

Moreover,
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as can be seen from the proof of Proposition Bl Hence 7(p) = £27x (M) as Theorem
says.

(iii) Our definition of the invariant 7 makes no reference to a Riemannian structure on the
surface M. This means that we can equip M with any Riemannian metric we want and that
our results will be independent of this particular choice. Now, the uniformization theorem
implies that there exist complete hyperbolic metrics of finite volume on M. If we choose such
a metric g; on M, we obtain a uniformization representation u : I' — PU(1,1) and M is
diffeomorphic to u(I')\H{. The composition p o u™! is a homomorphism from the torsion-
free lattice u(I") of PU(1,1) to PU(n,1). These identifications are completely transparent
for the invariant 7 and we can therefore assume that I" is a torsion-free lattice in PU(1,1)
and that M = F\H(lc with its complete hyperbolic metric g; of finite volume. The punctured
neighbourhoods D7 of the punctures m; will then be seen as cusps of M and will often be
denoted by C;.

The metric on M allows to talk about L?-cohomology groups and if we call [P*wn](2) the
image in H(22)(M) of [p*wn]. under the comparison map H2(M) — H(22)(M), we have

1

o) =3 [ el

where wy is the Kéhler form of g;.

(iv) If p is not reductive, that is, if p(I") fixes a point in OcHE, then 7(p) = 0. Indeed, we
can use this fixed point to define as before a 1-form ¢ invariant by p(I'). Then f*w, = df*s
on M. Hence f*w, —d(xf*s) = d((1 — x)f*s), that is [f*w, — d(xf*s)]c = 0 and 7(p) = 0.

Hence we assume from now on that all considered representations are reductive.

The proof of Theorem is easier if one deals only with tame representations. Since almost
all the ideas are needed in this case, we present it separately in Section EETl and we explain in
Section how to adapt the arguments to handle the general case.

4.1. Tame representations.

Note that a representation p of a torsion-free lattice I" of PU(1, 1) into PU(n, 1) is tame if
and only if p maps no parabolic elements of I" to hyperbolic elements of PU(n,1). The name
“tame” is motivated by the following proposition:

Proposition 4.4. Let I' < PU(1,1) be a torsion-free lattice, and let p : I' — PU(n,1) be a
homomorphism. There exists a p-equivariant map f : HL. — HY of finite energy if and only
if p is tame.

Proof. When p is tame, we may easily construct a p-equivariant map with finite energy. In
fact, we use the same method as in Theorem [LZ& since the fundamental group of each cusp
of M is generated by a single parabolic element, the construction is much simpler. Namely,
it is sufficient to define the p-equivariant map on each cusp of M. Let C' be a cusp of M
and let v be a parabolic element of T" generating 71 (C') (via the usual identification). We can
choose (horospherical) coordinates (v,t) on HL such that v(v,t) = (v + a,t) and such that C
is isometric to the quotient by (y) of the subset D := [0, a] x [0, +00) of HL. endowed with the
metric g1 = e~ 2tdv? + dt.
If f: HE — HZ is any p-equivariant map, the energy of f in the cusp is given by

1 +oo a _
el =5 [ [ Wi e tavar.

When p(7) is elliptic, we map D to a fixed point of p(y) and the energy of f in the cusp
is zero. If p(y) is parabolic, let (2/,v',t’) be adapted horospherical coordinates on Hg. We
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define
f:10,a] x[0,4+00) — HE
(v,t) — (e(v),2t)
where ¢ is a map from [0, a] into a horosphere HS’ C Hf, such that ¢(a) = p(7)¢(0). Comput-
ing as in the proof of Theorem (case 1: p(yo) is parabolic), we get the following estimation
of the energy of f in the cusp:

1 +oo a
Ec(f) < 5/ / (4 + ||dep|*)e tdv dt < 2a + E(p) < +o0 .
0 0

Suppose now that p(7) is hyperbolic and let f : HL. — HZ be any p-equivariant map. For
every t, we denote by ¢; : [0, a] — HE the curve v — f(v, t) Since p(7) is hyperbolic, there
exists 5 > 0 such that the distance between £(0,t) and f(a,t) = p(v)f(0,t) is at least J, hence
the length I(c;) of ¢; is at least . This implies that

2t 2t 2t
3 | 1A oo > @ Be) = 5 [ el > Sty = 50

e

2a

Ec(f) > 52/ eldt =
¢ 2a -

and

0

The next proposition shows that for a tame representation p, the invariant 7(p) can be
computed with any finite energy p-equivariant map H(lc — H.

Proposition 4.5. Let I' < PU(1,1) be a torsion-free lattice and let p : ' — PU(n, 1) be a

tame homomorphism. Then,
1

(o) =5 [ (Fomen) v

for any finite energy p-equivariant map f : H%: — HE.

Remark. One could therefore take this as a definition of the invariant for tame representations.
This gives a formulation very similar to the classical one for the Toledo invariant of a uniform
lattice.

Note that the energy finiteness assumption is necessary as the following simple example
shows. Let I' be a torsion-free lattice in SU(1,1) generated by two hyperbolic elements ~y;
and 7o such that 7o = [y1,72] is parabolic. Then M = T'\H{ is diffeomorphic to a once-
punctured torus. Let p be the inclusion I' — PU(1,1). Keeping the same notations as in
the proof of Proposition B4, we can define C* maps f, : M — M which equal identity
outside the cusp, and given by f, : [0,a] x [0,4+00) — [0,a] x R, (v,t) — (v, u(t)) in D,
where y € C*([0,+00),R). The energy of f, in the cusp is & [7°°(e! ) 4 1/ (t)%e ) dt.
Moreover, a formal computation gives: % fC(f;wl,uq) di = [, fiwi=a 0+°° p (t)e Hb dt =
a(1 —limg_, 4 o e #®). Note that this limit needs not exist and that for every ¢ € [—o0,7(p)],
we may choose p such that [, frwi = c. But if the energy of f, is finite, then u(t) — +oo as
t — 400, and then, [}, fiwi = fM w1 = T7(p).

Proof. Let f : Hi. — HZ be a finite energy p-equivariant map. Since f has finite energy,
(f*wn,w1) =2(e'(f) — €’(f)) is integrable on M and we can write

T(p) = %/MU Wn,w1) dVi —1/ fo Gi),w1)dVi .
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The function (d(}_, xf*<i),w1) is integrable on M (because so is ( f*wy,w1) in the cusps of M).
Therefore, if we prove that the 1-form >, x f*s; is an L'-form, the Stokes formula of [Ga54]
will apply and [, (d(3>; xf*<),w1) dVi will vanish as wanted.

Now, if the generator ~; of the fundamental group of the cusp C; is sent by p to a parabolic
element of PU(n, 1), we know that in horocyclic coordinates relative to the fixed point of p(;)
we have g, = dt'? +¢? 4+ 4e~¥ ((d2',d?')). Therefore,

IdfI? = trg, (f*gn) = [1F %<l -

If p(i) is elliptic, we can assume that one of its fixed points is 0 in the ball model of HE.
In this case, we have ¢; = —d“); with ¥; = log(1 — ((z, 2))). The metric g, is then given by

((dz, dz)) 2 2
oy ()7 + (i)
1—((2,2))
Again, we have ||f*g| < ||df|| on C;.

The form f*g; is therefore L' on C; for each i. The proposition follows. U

gn:4

We are now in position to prove Theorem in the case of reductive and tame representa-
tions.
Proof of Theorem [[.3  Since p is assumed to be tame and reductive, Proposition B4l and
Theorem [l imply the existence of a p-equivariant harmonic map f : Hi — HZ of finite
energy.

Proceeding exactly as in section yields the inequality |7(p)| < Vol(M).

Before treating the equality case, we remark that there are particular representations for
which it is immediate that equality can not hold:

Claim 4.6. Suppose that p maps the conjugacy classes cqy1,. .., ¢p of peripheral elements of
I toid € PU(n, 1) and denote by M’ the surface obtained by removing only the points my,. . .,
myq from the closed orientable surface M of genus g. Then, |T(p)| < maX(O, —271')((M/)).

Proof. The representation p admits a factorisation p = p’ o iy where iy, : I' — IT” := (M)
is the representation induced by the inclusion i : M — M’ and p' : I — PU(n,1) is
a homomorphism. We may equip M’ with a complex structure such that the inclusion 7 is
holomorphic.

If x(M') < 0, we endow M’ with a complete hyperbolic metric of finite volume. Then,
I7(p")| < —2mx(M’) by the above argument. If f is any section of the bundle M’ x , HE, the
restriction of f to M can be seen as a section of the bundle M x, H whose energy is finite on
neighbourhoods of the punctures mg41,..., m, (since energy finiteness only depends on the
conformal structure of M). Then, by Proposition BER, 7(p) = [y,[f*wn —d(XL xf*a)] =
Jop [P — AL xf*)] = (o).

If x(M’') =0, then M’ is holomorphically equivalent to either C* or an elliptic curve. In
the first case, [" ~ Z and so p(T") is generated by a single element. If this element is parabolic
or hyperbolic, then p is not reductive and if it is elliptic, there exists a constant p-equivariant
map. Thus, 7(p) = 0. In the second case, I" is abelian, generated by two elements v and
vo. If p'(71) is parabolic or hyperbolic, by commutation, p’(v2) must fix the fixed point(s) of
p'(71) and p is not reductive. If p’(y1) and p/(72) are elliptic, they must have a common fixed
point in Hf, as they commute. In either case, 7(p) = 0.

Finally, if x(M') > 0, M’ is simply connected and 7(p) is of course zero. O

We suppose now that the equality |7(p)| = —2mx (M) holds.
The harmonic map f : H. — HZ needs not be (anti)holomorphic as in the higher dimen-
sional case, but we know that its real rank is 2 at some point, hence on a dense open subset
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U of HE by a result of [Sa7g|, and that in the proof of Theorem Bl one of the inequalities
concerning R’ and R” is necessarily an equality on M.

Suppose for example that R’ = 1e/(¢/ — ¢”) (the case where the inequality becoming an
equality is R” > 1¢”(e” — ¢') is handled similarly), that is

90 (9207 (0), 925 G) | = 0 (0207 (22), 0275 ) g (00 (200,057 (o))

for every z € H(lc.

This has the following simple but very important consequence: for all x € HL, d, f (TEH}C)
is contained in a complex one-dimensional subspace of Ty, H. To prove this fact, we only
need to consider points where rkg d, f = 2. We remark that a vector subspace V' C T'y,)Hg
is J-invariant if and only if

VE=v0 eyt =y0g V10

where VC c T}C(I)H% is the complexification of V and V10 resp. V0! is the projection of V'

on T;(’g)H% resp. TJ?(’i)H%. So, if V = d, f(T,H{) is a 2-dimensional real subspace of Ty HE,

V is J-invariant if and only if dim¢ V10 = 1. Since V10 is spanned by 8;}’0f(zl) and 891,}’0f(21),
the above equality holds if and only if d, f(T,HL) is contained in a complex one-dimensional
subspace of Ty, H¢, according to the equality part of Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality.

Now, we will use the same trick as A. G. Reznikov in his paper [Re93]. Namely, we equip
the product H(lc x H¢ with the metric h. :=€g1 + g (for a given € > 0) and we consider the
map ¢ : Hy — HE x HZ given by ¢(z) = (z, f(z)). ¢ is then a harmonic embedding of H{.
into H%: x HE. Let kgrp, be the Gaussian curvature of the induced metric ¢*h. on H%:. Since
¢ is harmonic, Lemma C.4 of [Re93] implies that for all « € H{, kg+p(2) is less than or equal
to the value of the sectional curvature of he on the 2-plane Ty, ¢(Hg) C Ty (Hp x HE)
(which we will call rp_ (Ty)d(HE)))-

Since ¢ is equivariant w.r.t. the isometric diagonal action of I" on ]HI}C x H¢, these quantities
are well defined over the Riemann surface M = I‘\H(lc. Moreover, we have

Claim 4.7. For each € > 0,
Areag (M) = —27x(M) = —/ Kgrh. AVirh,
M

where dVy«p,. denotes the volume element of the pull-back metric ¢*h. on M.

Proof. We shall apply the main theorem of [Li97] to ¢*h.. This metric is clearly complete
(because g; is), and has everywhere non-positive curvature. We have to prove that

i Areagsp, (qu*he (1"))

2 =0
r—+00 r

where Bysp_(r) is the geodesic ball of radius r (at a fixed point that belongs, for example, to
the compact part of M) w.r.t. the metric ¢*h.. Now, simple computations show that

1
dVgsp, = \/52 +2e(f) + §Hf*wn”2 dvy .

Since f has finite energy and f*w, is L?, the metric ¢*h. has in fact finite volume and we
obtain the expected limit. Then, it follows from [[i97] that ¢*h. has finite total curvature
and this implies the result (as it is explained in the same paper). O
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On U, the pull-back f*g, is a Riemannian metric. Let ks+4, denote its Gaussian curvature.
Again, since f is harmonic, for all € U, Kprg, (2) is less than or equal to kg, (T, f(HE)),
the sectional curvature of the 2-plane Tf(z)f(H%:) C TyHE wrt. the metric g,. Since
Tf(x)f(H%:) is a complex line in Ty, HE, its sectional curvature is —1. Hence, for all x € U,
lif*gn(fl,’) S —1.

Assume that at a certain point p of U, Kf+g, (p) is stricly less than —1. We are going to
prove that this can not happen. For, if it does, there exist o > 0 and a small disc D around
p whose closure D is contained in U such that for all x € D, ke, () < —1 — a. We can
assume that the image of D in M is diffeomorphic to D, and we still call it D. Now, if K is
any compact subset of V := I'\U containing D, we have

Areay (M) > - / Kgrhe (T) AV,
> - f Kgen. () dVgrn, — / tine (Tp(a) D(HE)) dVipen.
D K\D

since on K, Kgrp, < Kp, < 0.

When € goes to 0, the induced metric ¢*h. clearly goes to f*g, on D and therefore, on D,
the curvature and the volume form of ¢*h. respectively go to the curvature and volume form of
f*gn. In the same manner, on the compact set K, ki, (Ty)¢(HE)) goes to kg, (T f(HE)).
Again, all involved quantities are well defined on V. Hence

Areag, (M) > — / Koprg, (@) dVpsg, — / Kgn (Tp(z) fHE)) dVirg,, -
D K\D
Using rg, (T't(z)f(HE)) = —1 and remembering our assumption on D, we obtain
Areag, (M) > (1 + «) Areapsy, (D) + Areapsq, (K\D) = a Areapsy, (D) + Areassy, (K) .
This is true for any compact subset K of V, hence
Areag, (M) > aAreapsy, (D) + Areagpsy, (V) .

Since f(U) is (locally) a 1-dimensional complex submanifold of Hf, the volume form of the
metric induced on it by g, is simply the restriction of w,,. Therefore the volume form of the
metric f*g, on V is |f*wy,| = 1 |¢/ — €| w;. Hence

Areag, (M) > aAreag, (D)+3 fyle — ¢ wr
o Areag., (D) + 1 [y le — e[

> aAreas,, (D) + % ‘ fM(e’ — e”)wl‘

v

But we assumed that [, (¢/ —€”)w; = 2Areay, (M), so this gives ¢/ —€” > 0 on M and the
desired contradiction: we conclude that the curvature of the metric induced by g, on f(U) is
everywhere —1.

If we now take a small open set U in U on which f is an embedding, f(U) is a complex, hence
minimal, submanifold of Hg whose sectional curvature equals the restriction of the sectional
curvature of the ambient manifold H: f(U) must be totally geodesic and therefore contained
in a complex geodesic. By a result of Sampson ([SaZ8]), this implies that f maps H%: entirely
into this complex geodesic. In particular, p(I") stabilizes this totally geodesic copy of H(lc and
p thus induces a tame representation of I' into PU(1, 1) that we shall still denote by p in the
sequel. In the same way, f will be seen as a p-equivariant map from ]HI}C into ]HI}C.

Claim 4.8. The map f : H<1C — H%: 15 a local diffeomorphism.
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Proof. We apply the method of Toledo in [To79] Theorem 4.2, to prove that ¢ —e” > 0
everywhere on M. We first go back to the proof of Theorem Bl keeping the same notations.
We know that Aloge’ = 2(e” — ¢') + 2, wherever ¢/ > 0. The zeros of € (if any) are known
to be isolated and of finite order. Suppose that there exists © € M such that €/(z) = 0, and
let rg, g9 > 0 such that ¢’ > g9 on 9D(x, 7o) (where D(z,7¢) is the disc of radius rg about x).
For any 0 < r < rp and 0 < € < g9, we set M, . = (M:\D(z,79)) U (D(z,79)\D(z,r)) and
M! = M. UD(z,ro).
By Green’s formula, we have

/ [URA log ¢’ — (grad nr, grad log e’)] dvy = / nr(v,grad loge') ds |
Mr,s aM’r,s

and letting r — 0, then R — +o00, we get

/ (2(6” —e)+ 2>dV1 > 4nq
M

where 2¢ > 0 is the order of the zero of €’ at x (see [I079)] and the proof of Theorem Bl). But,
letting £ — 0, we get a contradiction with 7(p) = —27x(M). Finally, we thus have ¢/ > 0 and
e/ —e” > 0 everywhere on M.

Now, if €/(z) = ¢”(z) at some point 2z € M, there exists a positive constant A such that

/ /

e e
—Alog o <4(e — ") < Alog o

in a neighbourhood of z. This implies (see [SYZ8] and references therein) that log(e’/e”) is
identically zero on a non empty open subset of M, which is impossible, as the rank of df is
generically 2. O

We may therefore pull-back the complex structure of the target to obtain a complex struc-
ture on H(lc with respect to which f is holomorphic. In the following discussion, M will be
endowed with the new induced complex structure.

As a consequence of the uniformization theorem, there exists a properly discontinuous
subgroup I < PU(1, 1) such that M is holomorphically equivalent to I'"\H.

Claim 4.9. The discrete subgroup T < PU(1,1) is a lattice.

Proof. Each puncture of M has a neighbourhood which is holomorphically equivalent to either
a punctured disc or an annulus. We have to show that the latter cannot happen.

Let m be a puncture of M and suppose that m has a neighbourhood U which is holomor-
phically equivalent to an annulus

Ay={zeC,e™ <|z]<1},b>0.

In the former complex structure, we have horocyclic coordinates (v,t) € [0,a] x [0,400)
on a fundamental domain of the cusp C corresponding to m. Let us denote as before by
¢ @ [0,a] — H{ the curve v —> f(v,t). Since the harmonic p-equivariant map f has finite
energy, there exists a sequence (tx)ren going to infinity such that ¢ := ¢, verifies

lim (I(cx))? < kETma/O |deg||Pdv < kglfooae_tk/() deH?U’tk)e_t’vdv =0,

k—+o00

where [(c) is the length of ¢.

If v is a peripheral element of I" generating 1 (C'), p(7y) is either parabolic or elliptic, because
pis tame. In the first case, f induces a holomorphic function fy from A, into {(p(v))\H{ (which
is holomorphically equivalent to a punctured disc). The loops ay : [0,a] — C, v — (v, 1)
define a sequence (fx) of simple loops in A, (with index 1 with respect to the origin), and
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whose supports converge to the circle Cy = {z € C , |z| = "™/}, As limy_, 4o l(c) = 0, for
every € > 0, there exists k. € N such that k > k. implies |fy o Bx(t)| < e for any ¢ € [0, a].
By the maximum principle, |fy(z)| < e for any z in the connected component of A, lying
between the support of . and C%. But the holomorphic function fry admits a Laurent series
expansion fy(z) =Y, cz anz" on Ay and since, for every e <<,

L[ 19y
|

i z|=r <n+1

< e sup [f(2)]

|z[=r

lan| =

fu should be identically zero, which is a contradiction.

If p(7y) is elliptic, we know from Claim that p(y) # id and thus we may assume that it
is a rotation with center 0 € H}. and angle 6 € (0,27). We now use the cover map S — Ay,
w — e#/% where S is the strip {weC, 0<Imw < 7}. The p-equivariant map f induces
a holomorphic map fs : S — HL such that f(w + 27b) = € f(w) for every w € S. But the

holomorphic map gg : S — C, w — e_i#orbwfg(w) descends to Ay and, since |gg| < e%\fs\,
the previous arguments applied to gg instead of fiy do imply the same contradiction. O

The conclusion of Theorem now easily follows. Indeed, denoting by w) the Kihler form
of the induced complete hyperbolic metric of finite volume on M ~ I'"\H, we may apply the
Schwarz-Pick lemma to obtain 0 < (f*w,,w]) < 2 pointwise. Moreover,

1
o) = [ Fee=g [ (e dd < [ avi=—amon.

Therefore (f*w,,w]) = 2 everywhere and hence, if p/ : TV — PU(1,1) is the representation
induced by p, f defines a p’-equivariant isometry from H%: onto H(lc. In particular, p’ (and so
p) is injective, and p/(I”) = p(T') must be discrete. Finally, since f descends to an isometry
between I"\H{ and p(I')\H{, p is a uniformization representation and p(T') is a lattice in
PU(L, 1). 0

4.2. The general case.

Let now I' be the fundamental group of a p-times punctured closed orientable surface of
negative Euler characteristic M and p : T' — PU(n, 1) be a reductive representation. In the
following, we shall prove Theorem in this general setting.

As usual, we identify I" with a non-uniform torsion-free lattice in PU(1,1) and M with
I'\H¢, and we call Ci,...,C, the cusps of M. We can assume that p is not tame, namely
that for some 1 < k < p, p maps the peripheral elements corresponding to the punctures
mi,...,mk to hyperbolic isometries of PU(n,1).

We begin by showing that the proof given in the previous section, until Claim included,
still holds here.

If one looks carefully at the preceding arguments, one sees that what is really needed is the
existence of a p-equivariant harmonic map f : H%: — H such that:

(a) the norm ||Vdf|| is square integrable and hence f*w, is an L? form;

(b) we have 7(p) = 3 [},{f*wn,w1)dV;, which together with (a) implies as before the
inequality |7(p)| < Vol(M);

(c) Claim EZA holds and hence the equality |7(p)| = Vol(M) implies as for tame represen-
tations that f is a p-equivariant immersion from ]HI}C into a totally geodesic copy of H%:
in H2.

According to Proposition EE4l there is no finite energy p-equivariant map H%: — Hg, so
that we can not apply Theorem [Tl Nevertheless, we shall prove that:
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(i) there exists a (infinite energy) p-equivariant harmonic map f : Hf — HZ;
(ii) we have a control on the energy density of f at infinity;

(iii) this control implies (a), (b) and (c).

We shall use the notations of the proofs of the tame case.

(i) Our method is the same as in [IZ97]. We first fix a particular p-equivariant map @ :
H%: — H¢. Asusual, we only define it in each cusp C; of M and extend it on the compact part
of M. We call 7; a generator of the fundamental group of C; (when working on a single cusp,
we shall drop the subscript 7). The notations are as in the proof of Proposition L4l Let C' be a
cusp of M. If p(~) is parabolic or elliptic, then we define ® as we defined f in Proposition B4l
If p(v) is hyperbolic, let ¢ : [0,a] — HF be a map sending [0, a] proportionally to arclength
into the axis of p(y) (which is a geodesic in Hf), and such that ¢(a) = p(7)e(0). Then, define
® by ®(v,t) = ¢(v) (we have ||d®||,4 = etg where 0 is the translation length of p(7)).

For each s € Ry, let M be the compact Riemann surface with boundary, obtained from
M by deleting the end {t > s} in each cusp of M, and let Fy be the restriction of the fiber
bundle F := HL x, H2 to M. From [Co92], we get the existence of a harmonic section f; of
Fs which agrees with ® on dM; and whose energy satisfies E(fs) < E(®|yy, )

We want to prove that there exists a strictly increasing sequence (sy,)nen going to infinity,
such that fs, converges uniformly on every compact subset of M. The limiting function f will
be the (infinite energy) harmonic section of F' we are looking for. Using the same argument
as in [Co92], it is sufficient to prove that for each 0 <t < s, the energy E(fs|y,) is bounded
independently of s.

Let C be a cusp of M such that p(v) is hyperbolic. If we set Cs = C' N My, from the proof
of Proposition B4 it is immediate that

2

5 S
E(fs\cs\ct) > E(®|C’S\C’t) = 2_(1(6 — et) .

Moreover, denoting by M’ the union of the compact part of M with the cusps Cyy1, ..., Cp,
and letting M" = M\M' (M. = M' N M, M = M" N M), we have
E(®n;) < E(®pur) < 400
and so, because of the energy minimizing property of f;,

E(fsia,) < E(fs) — E(@ppmany) < E(@parony)
which is independent of s.

(ii) For each i € {1,...,k}, we now define
a;:[0,400) — R
L[ 2 2 —t
g [ a1y~ el ) tan
where (v,t) € [0,a;] X [0,400) are the usual horospherical coordinates in the cusp C;. The

a;’s are non-negative functions (see the proof of Proposition E4).
We claim that the energy density e(f) is controlled by e(®), namely:

+oo
/ a;i(t)dt < +oo for any i € {1,...,k}, and E(fjap) < 400 .
0

Otherwise, there exists > 0 such that
E(fim,) =2+ E(®jpromy) < 400 .
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We may choose s > r such that

1
‘e(fs) - e(f)| < W

on M, and so,
E(fsar,) 2 1+ E(@promy) -
Now, we have
Eﬁgz/idﬁMW > 14 E(®prumy) + E(@prnary)
5 1+ E(Q),) -

But f; and ® coincide on OM; and this contradicts the energy minimizing property of the
harmonic map fs.

v

(iii) Proof of (a). First, we remark that the map ® used to construct f is a rank one

harmonic map on M”, and in fact, it is totally geodesic. From the formula of Eells-Sampson
(see Lemma ), we thus get Ae(®) = 2e(®) on M”. Let now be eg : M — R be a (C?)
function such that ey = 0 and eo| MMMy = e(<I>)|M,,\M{,. If K is the compact subset

W, we have

Ale(f) = ea) = —|VAf|* + Scal(f*R") + 2(e(f) — ea)
on M\K. Denoting by ng (R > 1) the usual cut-off functions, and using Green’s formula, we
obtain

/ nRA(e(f) — ea) dVi = / (e(f) - ea) (Ang) dVi
M

M

ko ptoo
= [ en@mai+ 3 [T st + 4.

because ngr only depends on t in the cusps (here A is a constant independent of R). Like in
Lemma 23, the inequality |[Vdf|? < —A(e(f) —es) +2(e(f) — €s), which is valid on M\K,
now implies that |Vdf|| € L?(M) and, like in Lemma B4 we also obtain that f*w, is L?. O

Proof of (b). Since f*w,, is L?, we see from the proof of Proposition that we only need
to show that each f*q; is an L? form to get 7(p) = 5 [}, {f*wn,w1) dV1.
Let i € {1,...,k}. We take horospherical coordinates (z’,v',t") € Hg such that the axis
of p(vi) is given by 2/ = v/ = 0. Then ®*g; = ®*dz’ = 0, that is ||[d®| = ||®*dt'||. Since
Oai(Hf*dt’H?U’t) - \\@*dt’H?U’t))dv > 0 for each t, the fact that ||df||*> > | f*dt'||*> + || f*<|?
together with (ii) implies that f*c; is L?.
The proof of the inequality |7(p)| < Vol(M) is like in section B2, the key point being that

|Vdf| € L3(M). (]
Proof of (¢). We only have to show that for each ¢ > 0,
A wh (B
lim r%¢“2¢“””:o.
r—+00 r

In a cusp C; for which p(v;) is hyperbolic, we first compare the volume element dVy»p, to

AVegi+0%g, = \/€> + 2 e(®) dV; induced by the model map ®. For any s > 0, we immediately

get
1

Areagsp, (Cis) < Areagg, 4a+g, (Cis) + 2/ a;(t)dt + 2—6/ ||f*wn||2dV1 )
0 Ci,s
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Recall that f*w, is L? and, since E(fimr) < 400, the other cusps have finite area w.r.t. ¢*he.
So

m Area¢*h5 (B¢*h5 (7‘)) < lim Areaggﬁ@*gn (qu*hs (7’) N M//)
r—+4o00 r2 - r—+oo r2
Areacg, +a+g, (Bg1 (%) N M”)
< lim 5
r—-+00 r

where By, (1) is the geodesic ball of radius r with respect to the metric g;.
52 _ .
But B, (%) NnC; C C’Z-7%, and dVzg, 4arg, = (/€2 + ¢ ée%e tdvdt on C;. From this, we
conclude that there exists a positive constant A. such that
r
Areacy, 1 g, (Bgl (—=)n MU) <Aer.

NG

Thus the area of balls for the metric ¢*h. grows at most linearly and the result follows. [

As in the tame case, we therefore know that p(I') stabilizes a totally geodesic copy of ]HI}C
in Hf, and hence we can consider p as a homomorphism from I' to PU(1,1). Moreover, the
harmonic map f : Hi. — H} is a local diffeomorphism and therefore we can pull-back the
complex structure of the target to M. The uniformization theorem implies that there exists
a complete hyperbolic metric gj on M compatible with this new complex structure and a
discrete torsion-free subgroup I'' = u(T") of PU(1,1), isomorphic to I', such that (M,g}) is
isometric to I"\H.

However, contrary to the case of tame representations, Claim does not a priori hold and
we will assume that I is not a lattice, namely that the volume of M with respect to ¢} is
infinite (in fact, Claim and the proof of Claim below imply that I is a lattice if and
only if p is tame). This means that some punctures, say my1, ..., mq, have neighbourhoods of
infinite ¢g}-volume. More precisely, peripheral elements of I' corresponding to these punctures
are sent by the new uniformization representation u to hyperbolic isometries of PU(1,1) and
for each i € {1,...,¢}, m; has a neighbourhood g¢}-isometric to the annulus

A ={2€C, e /b < lz| < a;}, b; >0, 1>a; > e_”/%i’

endowed with the metric )
(o 2bi ) dzdz.
|z| sin(b; log |2])

In particular, there exist disjoint simple closed g¢}-geodesics ¢, ... ¢, in M, corresponding
to the circles {|z] = e ~™?%} in A;, such that ¢; is null-homotopic in M U {m;} for each
ie{l,...,q}.

If we cut M along these geodesics and double the remaining finite volume part My (whose
interior is diffeomorphic to M) along its (possibly disconnected) g}j-geodesic boundary, we
obtain a surface 2M, on which ¢} extends by symmetry to a complete hyperbolic metric of

finite volume. We call o the gj-isometric (antiholomorphic) involution of 2M. Note that the
Euler characteristic x(2M) of 2M equals 2x(M).

We want to extend the representation p : I' — PU(1,1) to a representation 2p of the
fundamental group 2I" of 2M. For this we need an adapted presentation of 2I'.

The hyperbolic metric gj on 2M allows us to identify 2I" with a lattice in PU(1,1) and
2M with 2F\H%:. Call again 7 : H%: — 2M the covering projection and choose a connected
component X’ of HE\ UL, 771(¢;). Since UL, 771 (¢;) consists of disjoint geodesics of HE,
X' is a convex set whose stabilizer in 2I" can be identified with I”. Moreover, m(X') = I"\ X’
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is just the interior of My, seen as a subset of 2M. For each ¢ choose a lift ¢; of ¢; in the
boundary of X', a generator 4, of the cyclic stabilizer of ¢ in I”, and call o; the symmetry
w.r.t. ¢;. It is easy to see that the symmetries o; are lifts of ¢ and therefore for all 7 there
exists h; € 2I" such that o; = h;oq.

Let X” = 01X’ be the other component of H} \U ~1(¢;) adjacent to ¢1, and call T
(= 01I"0q) its stabilizer in 2I". Note that, for all ¢, h; ’yzh = 010,001 = 017,01 belongs to
r”.

The fundamental group 2I" of 2M has the following abstract presentation (see for exam-
ple [Se77]). It is generated by the sets IV and T, together with the h;’s, subject to the
relations:

- the relations of the groups I'" and T'”;
-foralli € {1,...,q}, the element ~; of I is identified with the element /' := h; '4/h; of T,

Now, it follows from the discussion in the proof of Claim EEX that for all i € {1,...,q},
gi == pou~l(q}) is an hyperbolic isometry of ]HI}C. Call s; the symmetry w.r.t. the axis of g;
and set

20(7') = pout(y) for v €T
20(y") = s1(pout(o1y"01))sy for v € T ;
2p(h;) = s;s1 fori € {1,...,q}
This is clearly compatible with the relations of 2I" and hence 2p is a well-defined representation
of 2" into PU(1,1).

Claim 4.10. The representation 2p : 2I' — PU(1,1) is tame.

Proof . 1t is enough to show that, for any i € {q + 1,...,p}, the peripheral elements ~;
corresponding to the punctures m; are not mapped by p to hyperbolic isometries of ]HI}C.
Suppose that one of them is. We drop the subscript i. The quotient (u(7))\H{ is holo-
morphically equivalent to a punctured disc D* = {z € C, 0 < |z| < 1}, whereas the quotient
(p(v))\H¢ is holomorphically equivalent to an annulus A = {z € C, a < |2| < 1}. The
p-equivariant holomorphic map f : H%: — H(lc induces a holomorphic map f from D* to
A. This map is bounded and hence extends to a holomorphic map from the whole disc D to
A. This is impossible since the p-equivariance of f implies that for all 0 < r < 1, the loops
f({z € D*, |z| = r}) are homotopically non trivial. O

Claim 4.11. The invariant 7(2p) is mazximal: 7(2p) = —2mwx(2M).

Proof. Since 2p is tame, there exists a finite energy 2p-equivariant map f : Hf — H} and

2p) = Jopr [rwr.

For each ¢ € {1,...,q}, we may choose a symmetric tubular neighbourhood Nj; of the

geodesic ¢; and a lift V; in ]HI}C such that NV; = <7{>\NZ Let 1; be a Kéhler potential associated
as before to a fixed point & of 2p(v}) and let ¢; be the corresponding 1-form. Then f*g; is
a l-form on N; such that f*wy; = df*¢. If now 7 is a symmetric cut-off function on 2M
identically equal to 0 outside the N;’s and to 1 close to the geodesics ¢;, we get:

T(2p) = /M [f*m—d(é”f*gi)]
_ /Mo[f*wl_d<gnfgl / (qu:ﬂf*qi)}
L B Fraiorra]

=1
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Extending the form f*w; —d(}>7_; nf*s) on My by zero to a form on M, one sees that

fM[f*Wl - d(Zgzl nf*%)] =T7(p).

The forms o*f*w; on M and o*f*q; on N; are respectively induced by o7 f*w; on H(lc
and o7 f*g; on o1 N;. Since sjw; = —wi, one has o] f*w; = —(s1 0 f o 01)*w;. Moreover,
G = sts7(—=dY;) = s7d(¢; o s1), and ; 0 81 = ); 0 8; 0 851 = 2p(h;)*1p;. Hence oF f*¢; =

—(s10fo01)*2p(h;)*s;. Since s1 ofoc;'l is also p-equivariant, the 1-form (sj0 fooq)*2p(h;)*s; =
hf(si o fooi)*s on h; 1N = alN induces (s1 0 f 0 01)*g; on N;. Finally,

[ praca(Emr)] - [ [oeseoraca(Seeseare)

and the r.h.s. again equals 7(p) since sy 0 foo is a p-equivariant map. Hence 7(2p) = 27(p) =
—4mx (M) = —27x(2M) and the lemma is proved. O

The representation 2p : 2I' — PU(1,1) is therefore a tame representation of maximal
invariant. It follows from the results of section LTl that there exists a 2p-equivariant isometry f
from H%: onto H%:. Since f is a fortiori (pou~!)-equivariant, p is a uniformization representation
and we are done.
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