arXiv:2203.04224v2 [math.DG] 23 Oct 2023

HIGGS BUNDLES AND SYZ GEOMETRY

Sebastian Heller, Charles Ouyang & Franz Pedit

Abstract

Using non-Abelian Hodge theory for parabolic Higgs bundles, we construct infinitely many non-congruent hyperbolic affine spheres modeled on a thricepunctured sphere with monodromy in SL_3(Z). These give rise to non-isometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics on special Lagrangian torus bundles over an open ball in R^3 with a Y-vertex deleted, thereby answering a question raised by Loftin, Yau, and Zaslow in [32], [33].

1. Introduction

One of the predictions of string theory, which describes particles by strings rather than by points, is mirror symmetry. It asserts an equivalence between type IIA string theory in a spacetime Y and type IIB string theory in a spacetime Y̌ . In this setting, spacetime is 10-dimensional and to make contact with 4-dimensional physics, one assumes that at least locally Y = R^4 × X. Consistency of string theory then requires X to be a Calabi–Yau 3-fold and whence mirror symmetry predicts that Calabi–Yau 3-folds come in mirror pairs (X, X̌). Calculations in the A-model involve the symplectic geometry of X given by the Kähler form, whereas calculations in the B-model involve the complex structure of X̌. This dichotomy led to a number of spectacular predictions and eventual proofs of deep results in pure mathematics, such as the number of rational curves of a given degree in a quintic 3-fold ([15], [29]; see also [10]).

With the introduction of Dirichlet branes, serving as endpoints of open strings, the correspondence between symplectic data on X and holomorphic data on the mirror X̌ was formulated in differential geometric terms by Strominger, Yau, and Zaslow [42]. In the A-model, a Dirichlet brane is a special Lagrangian submanifold together with a flat, unitary line bundle over it. In the B-model, a Dirichlet brane is a complex submanifold together with a holomorphic line bundle over it. Mirror symmetry then predicts a bijection between the moduli spaces of A-branes on X and B-branes on X̌. Since points with the trivial line bundle are B-branes in X̌, this bijection implies that X be swept out by a family of A-branes. The moduli space of special Lagrangians S ⊂ X has tangent space H^1(S, R) at S and the flat unitary line bundles L → S are parametrized by their Abelian monodromies Hom(H_1(S, Z), S^1) [35], [22]. Thus, equating dimensions, the first Betti number of S is b_1(S) = 3 and X → B should be a 3-torus fibration over the 3-dimensional moduli space B of special Lagrangians in X. Elaborating on these ideas and interchanging the roles of X and X̌ leads to the SYZ-conjecture [42]: 1

If (X, X̌) is a mirror pair of Calabi–Yau 3-folds, then π : X → B and π̌ : X̌ → B are special Lagrangian 3-torus fibrations over the same 3-dimensional base B whose fibers π^{−1}(b) and π̌^{−1}(b) are dual tori.

The base B inherits a integral flat special affine structure, that is, a torsion-free flat connection ∇ with a parallel volume form det_B ∈ Ω^3(B, R) such that the monodromy of ∇ takes values in SL_3(Z). The simplest examples of such fibrations are the semi-flat ones, where the Calabi–Yau metric is invariant—and hence flat—along the fibers. The geometry of such a Calabi–Yau manifold X is completely determined by a Monge–Ampère metric ∇dϕ on the base B. The real Kähler potential ϕ: B̃ → R is a convex function on the universal cover B̃ with monodromy in the Abelian group of affine functions. The Ricci-flatness of the resulting Kähler metric on X is given by the Monge–Ampère equation det_B ∇dϕ = 1 for the positive definite Hessian ∇dϕ. Moreover, as a manifold, X = T B/Λ is constructed from the tangent bundle of the base B after quotiening by a ∇-parallel full rank lattice bundle Λ ⊂ T B.

In order to obtain interesting examples, as compact semi-flat Calabi–Yau manifolds are flat tori, the fibration π : X → B needs to degenerate along a singular set Γ ⊂ B of codimension at least two [23]. Besides point singularities and intervals—which have been studied in this context—Loftin, Yau, and Zaslow [32] construct examples of Monge–Ampère metrics with certain prescribed asymptotics, assuming Γ to be modeled on a single trivalent vertex, a “Y-vertex”, in a 3-ball.

Their construction makes use of classical centro-affine differential geometry—the study of hypersurfaces in R^{n+1} with symmetry group SL_{n+1}(R)—initiated by the Blaschke School [6], [36]. A natural class of such hypersurfaces are the affine spheres, which come in three types: elliptic, hyperbolic, and parabolic, depending on whether their affine normal lines intersect in a point on the concave or convex side of the hypersurface, or are parallel. A parabolic affine sphere in R^{n+1} is obtained as a graph of a convex function ϕ on a domain B ⊂ R^n satisfying the Monge–Ampère equation det_B ∇dϕ = 1 for a torsion-free flat connection ∇ on T B preserving a determinant form det_B ∈ Ω^n(B, R). In other words, constructing Monge–Ampère metrics is the same as constructing parabolic affine spheres.

The analysis of Monge–Ampère equations in dimensions three and higher is difficult, let alone controlling the asymptotics and monodromy of a solution along a singular set. To overcome this, the authors [32], [33] utilize a method of Baues and Cortés [3], initiated in special cases by Calabi [8], to construct parabolic affine spheres as cones over elliptic or hyperbolic affine spheres. Whence, one can construct Monge– Ampère metrics on B, a 3-ball minus a Y-vertex, by constructing elliptic or hyperbolic 2-dimensional affine spheres modeled on the thrice-punctured sphere^1 Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3}. The integrability equation for the existence of an elliptic or hyperbolic 2-dimensional affine sphere is the Tzitzéica equation

(1.1) 2△_{g0} u + 2|Q|^2_{g0} e^{−4u} − He^{2u} + 1 = 0 ,

whose solution g = e^{2u}g_0 gives the Blaschke metric of the affine sphere. Here g_0 denotes the hyperbolic background metric of curvature −1 on Σ and Q ∈ H^0(K^3_Σ) is the holomorphic Pick differential of the affine sphere. The sign of the constant H distinguishes the elliptic, H = −1, from the hyperbolic, H = 1, affine spheres and

1The complex structure on Σ is understood to be that of P^1 \ {p1, p2, p3}.

has significant impact on the analysis of the Tzitzéica equation (1.1). Note that the hyperbolic metric g_0 satisfies (1.1) in the hyperbolic affine sphere case for Q ≡ 0.

The main content of [32] is the construction, via non-linear elliptic analysis, of a solution to (1.1) in the elliptic affine sphere case assuming the cubic differential Q to be small with quadratic poles at the punctures p_k and the metric g = e^{2u}g_0 to be asymptotic to a rotational metric near p_k. Such a solution gives rise to an elliptic affine sphere immersion f : Σ̃ → R^3 from the universal cover Σ̃ together with a surface group representation ρ: π_1(Σ) → SL_3(R) such that γ^∗f = ρ_γ f for γ ∈ π_1(Σ) acting via deck transformations. Applying the coning method of [3] then provides a flat special affine structure on B, a 3-ball minus a Y-vertex, with monodromy ρ and a convex function ϕ: B → R giving rise to the Monge–Ampère metric ∇dϕ on B. Finally, to construct the Calabi–Yau manifold X = T B/Λ as a special Lagrangian torus fibration over B, the monodromy ρ: π_1(B) → SL_3(R) needs to be integral. As of yet, it is unknown whether the monodromy of the elliptic affine sphere constructed in [32] is integral and thus one cannot compare this Calabi–Yau manifold to examples with integral monodromy constructed by algebro-geometric methods [12], [16], [17]. In other words, the metric constructed in [32] only provides an example of a semi-flat Calabi–Yau fibered over a 3-ball minus a Y-vertex by special Lagrangian 3-planes, rather than 3-tori.

It has been pointed out in [33] that one can modify the construction in [3] and obtain parabolic affine spheres, and thus Monge–Ampère metrics, by coning hyperbolic affine spheres. In this situation, the analysis of the Tzitzéica equation (1.1) becomes much more tractable. The equation is a particular reduction of Hitchin’s SU_3 self-duality equation over a Riemann surface [19], in our case the thrice-punctured sphere Σ, rather than a reduction of the non-compact SU_{2,1} self-duality equation for the elliptic affine sphere case. We can thus avail ourselves to results in non-Abelian Hodge theory, which sets up correspondences between solutions to Hitchin’s self-duality equations, Higgs bundles, and representations of surface groups in the case of a compact structure group such as SU_3. These correspondences turn out to be explicit enough to construct infinitely many non-isometric solutions with integral monodromy ρ to (1.1) in the hyperbolic affine sphere case. Therefore, we obtain infinitely many non-isometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau 3-folds fibered by special Lagrangian tori over a 3-ball minus a Y-vertex.

Our starting point is the observation that a hyperbolic affine sphere modeled on the thrice-punctured sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3}, whose holomorphic cubic Pick differential Q ∈ H^0(K^3_Σ) extends meromorphically with quadratic poles into the punctures, corresponds to a stable parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) over the Riemann sphere S^2, where

(1.2) W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1) and Φ =

0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 0 0 .

If we introduce the singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, then its corresponding line bundle O(D) = O(3) and since the canonical bundle K = K_S2 = O(−2), the entries of the Higgs field should be interpreted as follows: 1 is the unique (up to scale) section in KO(−1)O(D) = O and Q, as a cubic differential with quadratic poles at p_k, is a holomorphic section of K^3O(2D) = O.^2 This is consistent with viewing Q as a holomorphic 1-form with values in O(2). Therefore, the Higgs field Φ ∈ H^0(Ksl(W )O(D)) is a meromorphic, trace-free endomorphism-valued 1-form on Σ with simple poles at the punctures p_k—encoded by the simple poles of the section 1—and maximal nilpotent residues

(1.3) Res_{pk} Φ =

0 Res_{pk} 1 0 0 0 Res_{pk} 1 0 0 0 . Note that the moduli space of Higgs bundles (1.2) is parametrized by meromorphic cubic differentials Q with quadratic poles at the punctures p_k ∈ S^2 and therefore is a complex line C .

Applying Simpson’s [39] generalization of the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence to parabolic bundles, we obtain to a Higgs bundle (1.2) a unique Hermitian metric h on W_{|Σ} such that Φ satisfies the self-duality equation

(1.4) F^{Dh} + [Φ ∧ Φ^{†h} ] = 0

over Σ with D^h the Chern connection. Due to the special form of our Higgs bundle (1.2), the Hermitian metric h has to respect the decomposition W = O(−1)⊕O⊕O(1), that is, has to be diagonal h = h_{−1} ⊕ h_0 ⊕ h_1 with h_{−1} = h^{−1}_1 . Since O(1) = KO(D), the construction of the Higgs bundle (1.2) from the hyperbolic affine sphere implies that h_1 defines a Riemannian metric g on Σ solving the Tzitzéica equation (1.1). Moreover, the simple pole structure of the Higgs field Φ at the punctures p_k implies that the Blaschke metric g has bounded distance near the punctures p_k ∈ S^2 to the cusp metric g_0, the hyperbolic metric on the punctured disk which solves (1.1) for Q ≡ 0. In particular, this metric has the same asymptotic behavior as the metric constructed in [33], [31]. The Blaschke metric g and the cubic differential Q = det_W Φ determine a unique hyperbolic affine sphere immersion f : Σ̃ → R^3 on the universal cover Σ̃, which is equivariant with respect to a representation ρ: π_1(Σ) → SL_3(R). This representation is of course the monodromy representation of the flat connection D^h +Φ+Φ^{†h} . Thus, we need to understand for which cubic differentials Q ∈ H^0(K^3_Σ), with quadratic poles at the punctures p_k, this representation is integral, that is, takes values in SL_3(Z) possibly after a conjugation.

It is known [39] that for Higgs bundles (1.2) the local monodromies ρ_k around the punctures p_k have minimal polynomial (λ − 1)^3. Let M^{ps}_B denote the relative character variety, that is, the moduli space of conjugacy classes of completely reducible representations ρ: π_1(Σ) → SL_3(C ), whose generators have characteristic polynomial (λ − 1)^3. Based on a description of Lawton [26], we show that M^{ps}_B can be realized via a character map X as a cubic hypersurface F ⊂ C^3 , whose only singularity corresponds to the trivial representation. All the smooth points are irreducible representations. The variety of real points F(R) = F ∩R^3 corresponds to conjugacy classes of real representations M^{ps}_B (R). The latter has exactly two connected components: C_1, containing the trivial representation, and the Hitchin component C_2, containing the uniformization representation [21]. In particular, C_2 is smooth and we show that the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence [39] restricts to a homeomorphism between the moduli space of Higgs bundles of type (1.2) and the Hitchin component C_2 ⊂ M^{ps}_B (R)

2We often omit the tensor product symbol if there is no risk of confusion.

in the real relative representation variety. Via this correspondence, the Higgs bundle (1.2) with Q ≡ 0 corresponds to the uniformization representation.

At last we come to the question of integral representations. A necessary (and possibly sufficient) condition for a representation ρ: π_1(Σ) → SL_3(R) to be integral is that its image under the character map X_ρ ∈ F(Z) is contained in the integer points F(Z) = F ∩ Z^3 of the character variety. In other words, we have to solve a Diophantine problem. Utilizing the fact that the character variety F ⊂ C^3 admits an explicit birational parameterization, we construct an infinite sequence of non-congruent integral representations in the Hitchin component C_2 and also in the component of the identity representation C_1. This proves the following

Theorem. There exists an infinite family of non-isometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics on π : X/Λ → B fibered by special Lagrangian 3-tori, where B is an open 3-ball with a Y-vertex deleted.

The paper navigates between aspects of classical differential geometry and the theory of Higgs bundles, whose practitioners traditionally do not strongly interact. With this in mind, we have attempted to make the exposition largely self-contained and accessible to readers from both communities. This approach leads to passages in the paper of a more expository nature.

Acknowledgements. This project was initiated during a research visit of the first and third author to the Tata Institute of Fundamental Research Mumbai. We thank Indranil Biswas for valuable discussions and TIFR for its hospitality and excellent research conditions. The first author was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft within the priority program Geometry at Infinity. The second author acknowledges support from the National Science Foundation through grant DMS- 2202832. We thank Max Alekseyev [1] for providing an argument for the existence of infinitely many integer solutions of a certain Diophantine equation. Finally, we thank the referees for their careful reading of the original manuscript and thoughtful comments.

2. Affine spheres, Higgs bundles, and Kähler metrics

2.1. Affine hypersurface immersions. We recall some of the results relating affine spheres with flat affine structures and Higgs bundles in a language suitable for the development of this paper. There are many accounts of the various relationships between these topics, for instance, the classical works of Blaschke [6], Calabi [8], Cheng and Yau [9], and more recently Loftin, Yau, and Zaslow [32], Labourie [25], and Loftin [30]. Affine differential geometry studies the geometry of oriented hypersurface immersions f : M^n → R^{n+1} under the symmetry group of special affine transformations SL_{n+1}(R) ⋉ R^{n+1} with respect to a constant volume form det ∈ Λ^{n+1}(R^{n+1} )^∗ on R^{n+1} . The immersion f is called non-degenerate if the second fundamental form d^2f : T M × T M → R^{n+1}/T M is non-degenerate as a symmetric bilinear bundle map, where R^{n+1} = M ×R^{n+1} denotes the trivial bundle. In this case, there exists a unique transverse line subbundle L ⊂ R^{n+1}, that is R^{n+1} = T M ⊕ L, and a unique up to sign trivializing section ξ ∈ Γ(L) satisfying

(2.1) ∇^Lξ = (dξ)^L = 0 and det_g = det(df, . . . , df, ξ) .

Here det_g ∈ Ω^n(M, R) denotes the volume form of the pseudo-Riemannian metric g = d^2f on M obtained from the second fundamental form d^2f by identifying R^{n+1}/T M ∼= L ∼= R via the trivializing section ξ. The line bundle L is called the affine normal line, the trivializing section ξ the affine normal, and the pseudo-Riemannian metric g the Blaschke metric. In case g is a definite metric, which means f is convex, the sign of ξ is chosen so that g is positive definite and hence a Riemannian metric. The infinitesimal invariants of the hypersurface f : M → R^{n+1} are obtained from the decomposition of the trivial R^{n+1} connection

(2.2) d = ( ∇ Sξ^∗ gξ ∇^L )

with respect to the splitting R^{n+1} = T M ⊕ L. Here ξ^∗ ∈ Γ(L^∗) denotes the unique section satisfying ⟨ξ^∗, ξ⟩ = 1. The resulting torsion-free connection ∇ on T M is called the Blaschke connection and S ∈ Γ(End(T M)) the affine Weingarten map. The flatness of d provides affine versions of the Gauss-Codazzi equations

(2.3) R^∇ = g ∧ S , g ∘ S = S^∗ ∘ g , d^∇g = 0 , d^∇S = 0

where the second identity expresses the self-adjointness of S with respect to the Blaschke metric g. The Blaschke connection ∇, even though torsion-free, is not metric. It relates to the Levi-Civita connection ∇^g of the Blaschke metric via

(2.4) ∇^g = ∇ + 1 2 g^{−1} ∘ ∇g . Due to the third equation in (2.3), the Pick or cubic form

(2.5) C = − 1 2 ∇g ∈ Γ(Sym^3(T M, R))

is symmetric and—since both ∇ and ∇^g preserve the volume form det_g—has vanishing trace with respect to g. The Pick form C measures the deviation of the hypersurface f from a quadric: it vanishes identically if and only if f is a quadratic hypersurface.

2.2. Reconstruction and monodromy. For our purposes, it will be necessary to reconstruct a hypersurface immersion f : M → R^{n+1} from the geometric invariants g, S and C. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with a (pseudo)-Riemannian metric g, a self-adjoint bundle map S ∈ Γ(End(T M)), and a symmetric form C ∈ Γ(Sym^3(T M, R)) which is trace-free with respect to g. Assume that these data fulfill the integrability conditions (2.3), where the putative Blaschke connection ∇ is given by (2.4), (2.5) as ∇ = ∇^g + g^{−1} ∘ C. Then the connection

(2.6) d_V = ( ∇ S g d_R )

on the real rank n + 1 bundle V = T M ⊕ R is flat and the volume form det_V = det_g ∧ dt on V is parallel. Thus, (V, d_V , det_V ) trivializes over the universal cover M̃ to (R^{n+1}, d, det) and fixing a base point p_0 ∈ M, we have the holonomy representation

(2.7) ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL_{n+1}(R)

of the flat connection d_V . Furthermore, since ∇ is torsion-free, the inclusion T M̃ ⊂ R^{n+1} is a closed, and thus exact, 1-form df : T M̃ → R^{n+1} for a non-degenerate immersion f : M̃ → R^{n+1} . The holonomy representation (2.7) and the period representation τ : π_1(M, p_0) → R^{n+1} of df combine to give the special affine representation

(ρ, τ): π_1(M, p_0) → SL_{n+1}(R) ⋉ R^{n+1} , under which the hypersurface immersion f is equivariant, that is,

(2.8) γ^∗f = ρ_γ f + τ_γ .

By construction, the Blaschke metric, affine Weingarten map, and Pick form are the data g, S and C from which we started.

2.3. Affine spheres. For the construction of examples of mirror pairs of Calabi–Yau 3-folds fibered by special Lagrangian 3-tori, we need to understand the geometry of the special class of affine sphere immersions f : M → R^{n+1} which are convex, that is, the Blaschke metric g is Riemannian. Those come in three types characterized by the condition that the affine normal lines L_p for p ∈ M meet in a point—which we may assume to be the origin in R^{n+1} not contained in the image of f—or are parallel (meet at infinity). Depending on whether the origin lies on the same or opposite side of the tangent planes as the hypersurface, the affine sphere is called elliptic or hyperbolic. If the affine normal lines are parallel, the hypersurface is called a parabolic affine sphere. For the hyperbolic or elliptic affine spheres, the affine normal is ξ = f or ξ = −f so that the affine Weingarten map is S = I or S = −I, respectively. The pictures to have in mind are one sheet of a hyperboloid or an ellipsoid. A parabolic affine sphere has constant affine normal ξ and hence the affine Weingarten map S = 0 is trivial. The integrability equations (2.3) for affine spheres reduce to the first equation

(2.9) R^∇ = g ∧ S .

In particular, parabolic affine spheres carry a flat special affine structure given by the Blaschke connection ∇ and the parallel—with respect to ∇ and also ∇^g—volume form det_g. By choosing a transverse hyperplane E ⊂ R^{n+1} to Rξ, a parabolic affine sphere can be (locally) parametrized as a graph over M ⊂ E via f(p) = p + ξϕ(p) for a smooth convex function ϕ: M → R. From (2.2), we read off that the Blaschke metric g of a parabolic affine sphere is the Hessian g = ∇dϕ of ϕ. The second condition in (2.1), characterizing the affine normal, is equivalent to the Monge–Ampère equation

det_E ∇dϕ = 1 for the graph function ϕ where det_E = det(−, ξ). Thus, constructing Monge–Ampère metrics on a domain is equivalent to constructing parabolic affine spheres. This observation lies at the heart of the construction of semi-flat Calabi–Yau mirror pairs initiated in [32]. The authors construct 3-dimensional parabolic affine sphere metrics from 2-dimensional hyperbolic or elliptic affine sphere metrics via a coning method [3]. In our setup, it is easier to work with an intrinsic version which also simplifies the proof of this construction.

Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with Riemannian metric g and a symmetric, trace-free form C ∈ Γ(Sym^3(T M, R)) satisfying the integrability condition (2.9) with S = HI and ∇ = ∇^g + g^{−1} ∘ C where H = ±1. As explained in Section 2.2, the connection

(2.10) d_V = ( ∇ HI g d_R ) is flat on the rank n+1 bundle V = T M ⊕R with parallel determinant det_V = det_g ∧dt. Consider the “coning” B = M × (0, 1) of M and let π : B → M be the projection π(p, r) = p. The tangent bundle of B is canonically identified with the pullback bundle π^∗V → B via the bundle isomorphism (2.11) F : T B → π^∗V , F (v, μ∂_r) = (rv, μH) . We denote by ~∇ = F^{−1} ∘ π^∗d_V ∘ F and det_B = HF^∗π^∗det_V the flat connection and ~∇-parallel volume form on T B corresponding to π^∗d_V and π^∗det_V under the isomorphism F .

Lemma 1. The connection ~∇ on T B is torsion-free. Since the fundamental groups of M and B are canonically isomorphic, the monodromy representation ρ: π_1(B) → SL_{n+1}(R) of ~∇ is the same as that of the connection d_V in (2.7). Hence, B is a special affine flat n + 1 dimensional manifold with monodromy ρ. The function ϕ: B → R , ϕ(r) = −H ∫_r 0 (1 − Hρ^{n+1})^{1n+1} dρ , H = ±1

is convex and satisfies det_B ~∇dϕ = 1, thereby defining the Monge–Ampère metric ~∇dϕ on B.

Remark 1. This Lemma is an intrinsic version of results in [3], [32], [33] and in a special case attributed to Calabi [8]. The authors consider the hyperbolic, H = 1, respectively elliptic, H = −1, equivariant affine sphere immersion f : M̃ → R^{n+1} obtained from the flat connection d_V as discussed in (2.2). The n + 1 dimensional manifold B is the domain B ⊂ R^{n+1} obtained by coning the hypersurface f. The graph of ϕ over B is then shown to give a parabolic affine sphere in R^{n+2} . This extrinsic view point somewhat obscures the monodromies of the affine spheres so constructed.

Proof. Both assertions follow from calculating the covariant derivative ~∇_{X̃}Ỹ for vector fields X̃ = (X, a ∂_r ) and Ỹ = (Y, b ∂_r) on B, where X, Y ∈ Γ(T M) are vector fields on M and a, b ∈ R are constants. Using the explicit form (2.10) of the connection d_V , we obtain F ( ~∇_{X̃}Ỹ ) = (π^∗d_V )_{X̃} F (Ỹ ) = (π^∗d_V )_{X̃} (rY, bH) = r(π^∗d_V )_{X̃} (Y, 0) + dr(X̃)(Y, 0) + (π^∗d_V )_{X̃} (0, bH) = r(d_V )_X (Y, 0) + a(Y, 0) + bH(d_V )_X (0, 1) = (r∇_X Y + aY + bX, rg(X, Y )) = F (^{aY +bX}_r + ∇_X Y, rHg(X, Y ) ∂_r) , and therefore (2.12) ~∇_{X̃}Ỹ = (^{aY +bX}_r + ∇_X Y, rHg(X, Y ) ∂_r) .

The latter is symmetric in X̃, Ỹ and since ∇ has no torsion, the connection ~∇ is torsion-free.

The Monge–Ampère metric ~∇dϕ calculates to

~∇dϕ = −H ~∇((1 − Hr^{n+1})^1n+1 dr) = (1 − Hr^{n+1})^{−n}n+1 r^ndr^2 − H(1 − Hr^{n+1})^1n+1 ~∇dr .

With X̃, Ỹ as above and (2.12), we obtain ( ~∇_{X̃} dr)_Ỹ = X̃ · dr(Ỹ ) − dr( ~∇_{X̃}Ỹ ) = −rHπ^∗g(X̃, Ỹ ) and therefore

(2.13) ~∇dϕ = (1 − Hr^{n+1})^{−nn+1} r^ndr^2 + r(1 − Hr^{n+1})^{1n+1} π^∗g .

Since r ∈ (0, 1), this metric is positive definite on B = M × (0, 1). Furthermore,

det_B = HF^∗π^∗(det_g ∧ dt) = HF^∗det_π∗_g ∧ dt = r^ndet_π∗_g ∧ dr ,

which implies that ~∇dϕ satisfies the Monge–Ampère equation det_B ~∇dϕ = 1. q.e.d.

2.4. Two dimensional affine spheres and Higgs bundles. The integrability condition for affine spheres (2.9), when expressed in terms of the Levi-Civita connection (2.4) and the Pick form (2.5), splits into skew and self-adjoint components with respect to the Blaschke metric

(2.14) R^g = Hg ∧ I − g^{−1} ∘ C ∧ g^{−1} ∘ C , ∇^gC ∈ Γ(Sym^4(T M, R))

with H = ±1 or H = 0. In case M has dimension n = 2, the Blaschke metric g defines a conformal structure and M becomes a Riemann surface. The Pick form

C = Q + Q̄ , Q ∈ Γ(K^3)

being trace-free with respect to g, can be expressed in terms of a cubic differential Q. The second condition in (2.14) now expresses the fact that Q ∈ H^0(K^3) is holomorphic. The first condition in (2.14), when written with respect to a fixed conformal background metric g_0, that is g = e^{2u}g_0 for a smooth function u on M, gives the Tzitzéica or the Liouville equation

2△_{g0} u + 2|Q|^2_{g0} e^{−4u} − He^{2u} − K^{g0} = 0

depending whether H = ±1 or H = 0. Here K^{g0} denotes the curvature function of the metric g_0. There are two natural choices for a background metric: first, a local flat metric g_0 = |dz|^2 for a holomorphic chart (U, z) which, with the holomorphic cubic differential Q = qdz^3, gives

△u + 8|q|^2e^{−4u} −^1_2 He^{2u} = 0 ,

and second, the global hyperbolic metric g_0 of curvature −1 yielding

(2.15) 2△_{g0} u + 2|Q|^2_{g0} e^{−4u} − He^{2u} + 1 = 0 .

Given a Riemann surface M and a holomorphic cubic differential Q ∈ H^0(K^3), the Tzitzéica and Liouville equations (2.15) are zero curvature equations. They express the flatness of the connection

d_V = ( ∇ HI g d_R )

on the rank 3 bundle V = T M ⊕ R over M. Zero curvature equations play an important role in geometry and mathematical physics. In addition to solving such equations by methods of non-linear analysis, their special structure allows for solutions via integrable systems [20], [7], non-Abelian Hodge theory [19], [39], and loop group factorization techniques [13], [18]. The latter methods aim to reduce these equations to a ¯∂-problem, which significantly facilitates the understanding of the monodromy representation ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL_3(R) of the flat connection d_V .

Since the integrability equation (2.15) for a parabolic affine sphere, H = 0, is Liouville’s equation, such a surface has a holomorphic Weierstrass representation similar to minimal surfaces in R^3 . We shall exclude this case from here on and focus entirely on the elliptic and hyperbolic affine spheres. The diagonal connection ∇^g ⊕ d_R on V = T M ⊕ R then is metric with respect to the diagonal metric g ⊕ Hdt^2 and by (2.4), (2.5) the flat connection d_V has the decomposition

(2.16) d_V = ( ∇^g 0 0 d_R ) + ( 0 HI g 0 ) + ( g^{−1} ∘ C 0 0 0 ) . Since I = Hg^† with respect to g ⊕ Hdt^2 and C is symmetric, the second and third terms are self-adjoint.

Consider the complexified bundle V ⊗ C = T M ⊗ C ⊕ C . Using the Riemann surface structure of M, we can further decompose T M ⊗ C = K^{−1} ⊕ K^{−1} into the direct sum of the dual canonical bundle and its conjugate. Any conformal metric g on M is a Hermitian metric on the complex line bundle K^{−1} identifying K^{−1} with K. Rearranging the order of the line bundles, we obtain the rank 3 bundle

(2.17) V ⊗ C = K^{−1} ⊕ C ⊕ K

with direct sum (pseudo) Hermitian metric h = g ⊕ Hdt^2 ⊕ g^{−1}. The flat connection d_V in (2.16) then has the form

(2.18) d_{V ⊗C} = D + Φ + Φ^†

where D = ∇^g ⊕ d_C ⊕ (∇^g)^∗ is the diagonal (pseudo) Hermitian connection with respect to h and the Higgs field Φ ∈ Γ(Ksl(V ⊗ C )) is given by

(2.19) Φ =

0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 0 0 . Here we use the fact that the cubic form C = Q+Q̄ with Q ∈ Γ(K^3), whence Q is a section of K Hom(K^{−1}, K), and 1 denotes the constant section in C = K Hom(C , K^{−1}) = K Hom(K, C ). The flatness condition for the connection d_V are Hitchin’s [19] selfduality equations

(2.20) R^D + [Φ ∧ Φ^†] = 0 , ¯∂^D Φ = 0

for the (pseudo) Hermitian connection D and Higgs field Φ, which reformulate the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) and the holomorphicity of the Pick differential Q ∈ H^0(K^3). Note that the connection D is the Chern connection of the metric h due to the fact that it is metric and induces the holomorphic structure on the bundle V ⊗ C . We summarize this discussion in the following lemma, versions of which can be found in [14], [34], and [25].

Lemma 2. Let M be a Riemann surface, Q ∈ Γ(K^3) a cubic differential, g a conformal Riemannian metric on M, and V = K^{−1} ⊕ C ⊕ K the (pseudo) Hermitian rank 3 bundle with diagonal metric h = g ⊕ Hdt^2 ⊕ g^{−1} where H = ±1. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) g and Q are the Blaschke metric and Pick differential for an affine sphere immersion f : M̃ → R^3 equivariant with respect to a representation ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL_3(R);

(ii) g and Q satisfy the Tzitzéica equation (2.15);

(iii) The diagonal connection D = ∇^g ⊕ d_C ⊕ (∇^g)^∗ and the Higgs field Φ in (2.19) satisfy the self-duality equations (2.20).

The representation ρ is the monodromy of the flat connection D + Φ + Φ^†. Note that for elliptic affine spheres, H = −1, the structure group of the self-duality equations is the non-compact group SU_{2,1}, whereas for hyperbolic affine spheres, H = 1, the structure group is SU_3.

Our goal is to construct solutions to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) on a thrice-punctured sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3} for holomorphic cubic differentials Q ∈ H^0(K^3) with quadratic poles at the punctures. Due to the previous lemma, this amounts to solving the self-duality equations (2.20). The basic tenet of our approach to solving those equations is to use the correspondences of non-Abelian Hodge theory for which the Riemann surface and the structure group need to be compact. The latter is guaranteed once we restrict to hyperbolic affine spheres, H = 1, which we shall assume from now on. For the former, we need to extend the bundle

(2.21) V ⊗ C = K^{−1} ⊕ C ⊕ K

and the Higgs field Φ from Σ to S^2. Since the bundle V ⊗ C over Σ is holomorphically trivial (Σ is non-compact), there is no unique extension. But there are guiding principles:

• A holomorphic bundle over S^2 splits as a sum of holomorphic line bundles. In view of (2.21) this suggests that the extension of V ⊗ C should be of the form O(−d) ⊕ O ⊕ O(d), see also Lemma 4 below;

• The structure (2.19) of the Higgs field should persist and since Q has quadratic poles at the punctures, that is Q ∈ H^0(S^2, K^3O(2D)) for the pole divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, we conclude d = 1.

These considerations give rise to the rank 3 bundle

(2.22) W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1)

over S^2 and Higgs field Φ ∈ H^0(S^2, Ksl(W )O(D)) of the form

(2.23) Φ =

0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 0 0 . Here 1 denotes the constant section of KO(−1)O(D) = O, that is, a meromorphic 1-form with values in O(−1) with simple poles, and thus non-trivial residues, at the punctures p_k. Since Q is a meromorphic cubic differential with quadratic poles at p_k, it can be viewed as a holomorphic section of K^3O(2D) = O. By the natural inclusion H^0(O) ⊂ H^0(O(D)) and the isomorphism O(D) = KO(2)O(D), we see that Q has the correct form to be an entry in the Higgs field Φ. Because Q ∈ H^0(O) = C , it is holomorphic at p_k as a 1-form and thus has no residues. Thus, the Higgs field Φ has maximal nilpotent residues

(2.24) Res_{pk} Φ =

0 Res_{pk} 1 0 0 0 Res_{pk} 1 0 0 0 ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) .

at the punctures p_k ∈ S^2.

At this stage, we have started from a hyperbolic affine sphere over a thrice-punctured 2-sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3} and derived what is known as a parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) over the 2-sphere S^2. Our construction of semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics is based on solutions of the Tzitzéica equation (2.15), that is, self-duality solutions (2.20), which form one of the three cornerstones of the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence. The other two cornerstones are Higgs bundles and surface group representations, and eventually we shall need the full triangle of correspondences. Since parabolic non- Abelian Hodge theory is more delicate and perhaps less well-known to an intended wider audience of this paper, we briefly review the basic background and refer the reader to [39], and [24], [5] for further details.

Let M be a compact Riemann surface and D = p_1 + · · · + p_n the singularity divisor given by distinct points in M. We shall denote the punctured Riemann surface by M̊ = M \ supp D. A parabolic vector bundle is a holomorphic vector bundle W → M of rank r together with a flag

W_p = F^1_p ⊋ F^2_p ⊋ · · · ⊋ F^{mp}_p ⊋ {0}

in the fiber over each singular point p ∈ supp D. Attached to each flag, there is an increasing sequence of real numbers, called the parabolic weights,

0 ≤ α^1_p < α^2_p < · · · < α^{mp}_p < 1 .

Note that a holomorphic vector bundle on a punctured Riemann surface has no unique extension across the punctures. The extra data provided by the parabolic weight filtration generically characterize such an extension.

A parabolic Higgs bundle is a parabolic vector bundle W → M with a trace-free, meromorphic endomorphism-valued 1-form, the Higgs field,

Φ ∈ H^0(M, Ksl(W )O(D))

with at most simple poles along D, such that the residues Res_{pk} Φ ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) preserve the flags {F^i_{pk} }^{mpk}_{i=1} . If the residues satisfy Res_{pk} Φ(F^i_{pk} ) ⊂ F^{i+1}_{pk} , hence are nilpotent, the parabolic Higgs bundle is called strongly parabolic. Two parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ) and (W̃ , Φ̃) are isomorphic, if there exists a holomorphic bundle isomorphism W ∼= W̃ intertwining the Higgs fields.

For the purposes of this paper, we shall only consider parabolic vector bundles W with trivial flags W_{pk} ⊃ {0_{pk} } and zero parabolic weights. In this case, we call the parabolic bundle strongly parabolic if the residues Res_{pk} Φ ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) are nilpotent. Since all parabolic weights are zero, the notion of parabolic degree coincides with the usual degree of the bundle. A parabolic Higgs bundle of deg W = 0 is then called stable, respectively semi-stable, if every Φ-invariant holomorphic subbundle E ⊂ W has deg E < 0, respectively deg E ≤ 0.

Note that the parabolic Higgs bundle

(2.25) W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1) , Φ =

0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 0 0

derived in (2.22), (2.23) is stable strongly parabolic, and all its residues (2.24) are maximally nilpotent, that is, have minimal polynomial χ(λ) = λ^3.

In order to recover a solution to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) from the parabolic Higgs bundle (2.25), we first need to solve the self-duality equations

(2.26) F^D + [Φ ∧ Φ^{†h} ] = 0 , ¯∂^D Φ = 0

for a Hermitian metric h on W_{|M̊} . Here D = D^h denotes the Chern connection, that is, the unique Hermitian connection for h on M̊ compatible with the holomorphic structure on W . The self-duality equations imply the flatness of the SL-connection

(2.27) d_W = D + Φ + Φ^{†h} ,

which in turn defines the surface group representation ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL(W_{p0} ) via its monodromy.

The non-Abelian Hodge correspondences between Higgs bundles (W, Φ) and selfduality solutions (2.26), and between the latter and flat connections, or equivalently, surface group representations ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL_r(C ), are well established [19], [39]. We collect the relevant results only for the special case of strongly parabolic Higgs bundles of degree zero with trivial flags and weights at the punctures and refer the reader to [39] for the more general setup. The centerpiece of these correspondences is the existence of a unique harmonic Hermitian metric h on the Higgs bundle or the flat bundle belonging to a representation of the fundamental group.

In the parabolic setting, uniqueness of the harmonic metric h requires a certain growth condition, called tameness,

(2.28) sup p∈U^×_{pk} dist(h_p, h̃_p) < C

to be imposed at the punctures p_k ∈ M for some C > 0. Here z : U_{pk} → D denotes a centered chart onto the open unit disk D ⊂ C over which W holomorphically trivializes. To calculate the distance, we view the Hermitian metrics—in the holomorphic trivialization—as maps into the symmetric space SL_r(C )/SU_r.

The comparison metric h̃, which we describe only for the parabolic Higgs bundle (2.22), is given as follows: the generalized eigenspaces of Res_{pk} Φ define a full flag in W_{pk} and thus, by choosing some Hermitian inner product in W_{pk} , a decomposition

W_{pk} = ℓ_{−2} ⊕ ℓ_0 ⊕ ℓ_2

into lines where ℓ_{−2} is the kernel of Res_{pk} Φ.

Extending those lines to local holomorphic line subbundles of W over the chart domain U_{pk} provides the decomposition

W_{|Upk} = L_{−2} ⊕ L_0 ⊕ L_2 .

Since O(−1) ⊂ W is contained in the kernel of Res Φ globally, we can choose L_{−2} = O(−1) over U_{pk} . The comparison metric in this splitting, with respect to a Hermitian metric making the splitting orthogonal, is then given as

(2.29) h̃ = | log r|^{−2} ⊕ 1 ⊕ | log r|^2

with r = |z| the distance in the chart U_{pk} . Even though this description involves choices on which h̃ will depend, tameness (2.28) is independent of these choices and thus well-defined.

Theorem 1 (Simpson, [39]). Let M be a compact Riemann surface, D = p_1 +· · ·+p_n the singularity divisor, M̊ = M \ supp D, and [γ_k] ∈ π_1(M̊, p_0) generators of the loops around p_k ∈ M. Then the following holds:

(i) A strongly stable parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) on M of degree zero with trivial flags and weights at the punctures admits a unique tame Hermitian metric h on W_{|M̊} with det_W h = 1, which induces a unique solution of the self-duality equations (2.26) on M̊. The resulting flat SL-connection d_W = D + Φ + Φ^{†h} on W_{|M̊} , with D the Chern connection, is irreducible and gives rise to the irreducible monodromy representation ρ: π_1(M̊, p_0) → SL(W_{p0} ) with unipotent monodromies ρ(γ_k) around the punctures p_k ∈ M.

(ii) Every irreducible representation ρ: π_1(M̊, p_0) → SL_r(C ) with unipotent ρ(γ_k) arises from (i) for a unique degree zero strongly parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) on M with trivial flags and weights at the punctures p_k ∈ M.

(iii) The minimal polynomials of the nilpotent residues Res_{pk} Φ ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) are the same as the minimal polynomials of the nilpotent parts ρ(γ_k) − I of the unipotent monodromy around the punctures p_k ∈ M.

Remark 2. The above described correspondence descends to the appropriate quotients by the natural gauge actions on the objects—Higgs bundles, self-duality solutions, flat bundles, surface group representations—and is functorial.

Remark 3. The action of S^1 ⊂ C on a stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle given by (W, Φ) → (W, μΦ) for unimodular |μ| = 1 does not change the tame metric h, but does change the resulting flat connection and representation.

In our setting of solutions to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15), Blaschke metrics, affine spheres, and Monge–Ampère metrics, the occurring monodromies take values in the real group SL_3(R). Thus, we need to understand which parabolic Higgs bundles correspond to real representations. This is well-documented for the non-parabolic case [21], [40], but less accessible in the parabolic setting. For the parabolic Higgs bundles relevant to this paper, we only need a weaker characterization for which we sketch a proof following [40].

Proposition 1. Let M be a compact Riemann surface, D = p_1 + · · · + p_n the singularity divisor, M̊ = M \ supp D, and (W, Φ) a stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle of degree zero with trivial flag and weights. Then the corresponding representation ρ: π_1(M, p_0) → SL_r(C ) is equivalent to the complex conjugate representation ρ̄, if and only if there exists an isomorphism of parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ) ∼= (W^∗, Φ^∗).

Proof. Let h be the unique tame metric for (W, Φ) over M̊ from Theorem 1 giving rise to the flat connection d_W = D + Φ + Φ^{†h} with monodromy representation ρ. The complex conjugate Higgs bundle (W, Φ) = (W̄ , Φ^{†h} ) over M̊, with holomorphic structure D^{1,0}, gives rise via h to the same flat connection d_W . Hence, its monodromy is the complex conjugate representation ρ̄. Since D is Hermitian for h, we have

h((D^{1,0} + Φ^{†h} )ψ, φ) + h(ψ, (D^{0,1}φ − Φ)φ) = ¯∂ h(ψ, φ)

for sections ψ, φ ∈ Γ(W_{|M̊} ). Since D is the Chern connection, D^{0,1} = ¯∂_W is the holomorphic structure of W . Thus, we have the isomorphism of Higgs bundles

(2.30) h: (W, Φ) → (W, −Φ)^∗ over M̊. The dual (W, −Φ)^∗ = (W^∗, Φ^∗) is a stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle with tame metric h^∗ and we have shown that it gives rise to the complex conjugate representation ρ̄. The proposition now follows from Theorem 1, which assigns to a stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle a unique representation and vice versa. q.e.d.

We are now in a position to apply the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence in Theorem 1 for stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles to obtain solutions to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) for hyperbolic affine spheres modeled on the thrice-punctured sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3}.

Lemma 3. Consider the stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) over S^2 given in (2.25) with singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3 and meromorphic cubic differential Q ∈ H^0(K^3O(2D)) having quadratic poles at the punctures p_k. Then we have the following:

(i) There exists a unique tame Hermitian metric h of unit volume on W_{|Σ} satisfying the self-duality equations (2.26). Moreover, h = h_{−1} ⊕ h_0 ⊕ h_1 is diagonal with respect to W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1) with h_{−1} = h^{−1}_1 and h_0 = dt^2. The irreducible representation ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(R) corresponding to (W, Φ), described in Theorem 1, is a real representation.

(ii) The identification K = K^{−1}_{S2} = O(2) = O(−1)O(D), given by the (up to scale) unique section with simple zeros at p_k, defines a Riemannian metric g on Σ satisfying the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) for hyperbolic affine spheres, H=1. The Riemannian metric g is bounded with respect to the hyperbolic cusp metric g_0, which is obtained from the parabolic Higgs bundle (2.25) with Q ≡ 0.

Remark 4. Since H^0(K^3O(2D)) = C , the previous lemma constructs a C -family of solutions to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) on the thrice-punctured sphere. Scaling the cubic differential Q → μQ by a unimodular complex number |μ| = 1 does not change the solution g of the Tzitzéica equation. Moreover, the maximum principle applied to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) shows [37, Proposition 4.1] that two solutions are isometric if and only if their cubic differentials relate via a unimodular scale. Therefore, we obtain a ray [0, ∞)-worth of non-isometric Blaschke metrics g on the thrice-punctured sphere. The asymptotics of the solutions at the punctures are the same as for the solutions constructed by Loftin [31].

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of a tame metric h with det_W h = 1 to the given stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) satisfying the self-duality equations (2.26) follows from Theorem 1. Applying a standard argument [19], [2], [11] for cyclic Higgs bundles, namely that the Higgs field Φ scales by ζ = e^{2πi/3} under conjugation by c = diag(ζ, 1, ζ^2) and therefore the unique tame metric h and the Chern connection D satisfy c · h = h and c · D = D, shows that h and D are diagonal with respect to W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1). Furthermore, the Higgs field Φ is symmetric and c is orthogonal with respect to the non-degenerate, symmetric bilinear pairing b: W → W^∗, b = b^∗, given by permuting O(−1) with O(1). This implies that bh^{−1} = hb and, since det W = O, the diagonal metric h has the required form h = h^{−1}_1 ⊕ dt^2 ⊕ h_1. Since Φ = Φ^{tb} , the isomorphism b is an isomorphism of Higgs bundles (W, Φ) ∼= (W^∗, Φ^∗) and Proposition 1 implies that the representation ρ corresponding to (W, Φ) is conjugate to ρ̄. As we shall prove in Theorem 4 (iii), this implies—in our special setting—that ρ takes values in SL_3(R).

To recover a solution of the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) from the parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ), we use the isomorphism K^{−1} = O(−1)O(D). This defines a bundle isomorphism a: O(−1) → K^{−1} over Σ given by multiplication with the unique (up to scale) section with simple zeros at D. Gauging the Higgs bundle (W, Φ) by the diagonal gauge a ⊕ 1 ⊕ a^{−1} yields the Higgs bundle K^{−1} ⊕ C ⊕ K over Σ with Higgs field given by (2.19). We equip the bundle K^{−1} ⊕ C ⊕ K over Σ with the diagonal metric g ⊕dt^2 ⊕g^{−1} obtained from h by the gauge a⊕1⊕a^{−1}. Then the self-duality equations (2.20) are satisfied for the gauged Higgs bundle and by Lemma 2 the metric g and cubic differential Q solve the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) on the punctured 2-sphere Σ. In other words, g is the Blaschke metric and Q the cubic form of an equivariant hyperbolic affine sphere. The asymptotics at the punctures of the metric g is determined by the asymptotics of the tame Hermitian metric h modified by the gauge a ⊕ 1 ⊕ a^{−1}, that is g = h^{−1}_1 /|a|^2. The same holds for the comparison metric h̃ on O(−1) which, after applying the gauge, becomes the hyperbolic cusp metric 1/r^2| log r|^2 near the punctures. For Q ≡ 0, the metric g obtained from the above construction is the hyperbolic metric g = g_0 due to the fact that it solves the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) for u ≡ 0. By tameness, h is in bounded distance to the comparison metric h̃, whence the Blaschke metric g is in bounded distance from the hyperbolic cusp metric g_0. We note that the simply connected hyperbolic affine sphere corresponding to Q ≡ 0 is one sheet of a hyperboloid in R^3 . The latter is a special case of the more general result by [4] that affine immersions with trivial Pick differential are quadrics. q.e.d.

At this juncture, we have constructed a [0, ∞)-family of mutually non-isometric solutions of the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) on a thrice-punctured 2-sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3}. This family of solutions is parametrized by meromorphic cubic differentials Q ∈ H^0(S^2, K^3O(2D)), up to unimodular scalings, with quadratic poles along D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3. Lemma 1 then constructs a corresponding C -family of flat special affine 3-manifolds equipped with Monge–Ampère metrics, modeled on B = Σ × (0, 1), a 3-ball S^2 × [0, 1) from which the Y-vertex {p_k} × [0, 1), k = 1, 2, 3, has been removed. Since the monodromies ρ: π_1(B) → SL_3(R) of the flat special affine structures on B are the monodromies of the non-congruent hyperbolic affine sphere immersions f : Σ̃ → R^3 determined by the Tzitzéica solutions (2.15) together with the cubic differential Q, we obtain a C -family of mutually non-congruent flat special affine 3-manifold structures on B. In particular, the Monge–Ampère metrics on B are mutually non-isometric. Lemma 3 describes the asymptotics of the Tzitzéica solutions at the punctures and thus the asymptotics of the family of Monge–Ampère metrics at the Y-vertex.

A flat special affine manifold (B, ∇, det_B ) with a Monge–Ampère metric g_B = ∇dϕ, for a strictly convex potential ϕ: B → R, equips the tangent bundle X = T B with the structure of a Calabi–Yau manifold fibered over B via the tangent bundle projection π : X → B with special Lagrangian flat fibers π^{−1}(b) = T_bB: the flat connection ∇ on B provides an integrable horizontal subbundle H ⊂ T (T B) isomorphic to π^∗T B and thus T X = π^∗T B ⊕ π^∗T B, with the second factor isomorphic to the fiber tangents ker dπ ⊂ T (T B). The almost complex structure

J : T X → T X , J = ( 0 −1 1 0 ) on X is integrable since the horizontal subbundle H ⊂ T (T B) is integrable. Together with the diagonal metric g = π^∗g_B ⊕ π^∗g_B this makes (X, g, J) into a Kähler manifold whose Kähler form vanishes on each of the summands π^∗T B. In particular, the fibers of π : X → B are Lagrangian. The Monge–Ampère condition det_B ∇dϕ = 1 is equivalent [22] to Ricci-flatness of g and thus (X, g, J) is Calabi–Yau. The real part of the parallel holomorphic n-form Ω = π^∗ det_B ⊕ iJ^∗π^∗ det_B vanishes along the fibers showing that the fibers are special Lagrangian. The Riemannian metric g depends only on the base B of the fibration π : X → B and hence the fibers are flat—justifying the terminology semi-flat for such fibrations.

In order for the metric g on X = T B to descend to a Calabi–Yau metric on the total space of a special Lagrangian torus fibration X/Λ → B, the full rank lattice bundle Λ ⊂ T B has to be ∇-parallel. The existence of such a lattice bundle is equivalent to the integrality of the monodromy representation ρ: π_1(B) → SL_n(Z) of the flat connection ∇ via Γ = B̃ ×_ρ Z^n.

We summarize those observations in the following result, which is an elaboration— using non-Abelian Hodge theoretic methods—of a suggestion made in [33]:

Theorem 2. Let Σ = S^2 \{p_1, p_2, p_3} be the thrice-punctured 2-sphere, B = Σ×(0, 1) an open 3-ball from which the Y-vertex {p_k} × [0, 1) has been removed, and X = T B the tangent bundle of B.

Then there exists a C -family, parametrized by meromorphic cubic differentials Q ∈ H^0(KO(2D)) on S^2 with quadratic poles along D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, of mutually nonisometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics on X whose fibers π : X → B are special Lagrangian 3-planes.

The main contribution of this paper is to show that for certain choices of meromorphic cubic differentials Q, these semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics metrics descend to a special Lagrangian torus fibration X/Λ → B given by a parallel lattice subbundle Λ ⊂ X.

Theorem 3. Among the C -family constructed in Theorem 2, there exists an infinite series of non-isometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics on X = T B invariant under a parallel lattice bundle Λ ⊂ T B. In particular, there exists an infinite series of nonisometric semi-flat Calabi–Yau metrics on π : X/Λ → B fibered by special Lagrangian 3-tori.

Remark 5. The degeneration of the Calabi–Yau metric on X/Λ along the Y-vertex is determined by the asymptotics of the solution to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15). It would be interesting to compare our analytically based approach to [28, Remark 1.2] and also to algebro-geometric constructions [16], [12], where one considers simple pole singularities of the holomorphic volume form Ω on X/Λ along divisors.

The remainder of the paper is concerned with the proof of Theorem 3. We again make use of the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence, albeit this time employing the relationship between parabolic Higgs bundles and surface group representations. Since our parabolic Higgs bundle is non-generic, we cannot directly apply known results about this correspondence. However, we shall develop some of the necessary properties— which are of interest on their own—specifically for our situation.

The basic idea of the proof is to show that the map from Higgs bundles of the form (2.25) into the Hitchin component of the SL_3(R) representation variety of the thricepunctured 2-sphere Σ with unipotent monodromies is surjective—in fact, a homeomorphism. We utilize an explicit algebraic description of this real variety to find integral representations. Essential to this approach is Simpson’s [39] bijection between the Betti moduli space of irreducible SL_r(C ) surface group representations of punctured Riemann surfaces with prescribed conjugacy classes at the punctures and the Dolbeault moduli space of rank r stable parabolic Higgs bundles with the corresponding prescribed parabolic weight filtrations and residues of the Higgs fields at the punctures.

3. The Betti moduli space

We choose a base point p_0 ∈ Σ in the thrice-punctured sphere Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3} and representative generators γ_k, k = 1, 2, 3, of the fundamental group π_1(Σ, p_0) based at p_0. It follows from [39] that parabolic Higgs bundles of the form (2.25) give rise to representations ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(C ) for which the ρ(γ_k) are unipotent with minimal polynomial χ(λ) = (λ − 1)^3. This reflects the trivial parabolic weight filtrations of the bundles and the nilpotency of the residues of the Higgs fields (2.24).

Definition 1. The Betti moduli space in our set up is given by SL_3(C ) conjugacy classes of representations ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(C ), whose generators ρ(γ_k), k = 1, 2, 3, are unipotent:

M_B = {ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(C ) ; ρ(γ_k) unipotent}/SL_3(C ).

We denote by M^s_B ⊂ M^{ps}_B ⊂ M_B the subspaces of conjugacy classes of irreducible and completely reducible, that is, sums of irreducible, representations.

The fundamental group relation of the thrice-punctured sphere implies

(3.1) ρ(γ_3) = (ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1))^{−1}

for the generators of [ρ] ∈ M_B . Therefore, we have the description of the Betti moduli space

(3.2) M_B = {(A_1, A_2) ; A_1, A_2, (A_2A_1)^{−1} unipotent}/SL_3(C )

as pairs (A_1, A_2) of SL_3(C ) matrices subject to the unipotency condition. This description equips M_B with the quotient topology, which is Hausdorff on the subspace M^{ps}_B of completely reducible representations. The subspace of irreducible representations M^s_B is a smooth complex manifold via this quotient structure.

An important aspect of our approach is an explicit description of the completely reducible part M^{ps}_B of the Betti moduli space as an affine surface F ⊂ C^3 . Consider the following character map X : M_B → C^3 defined in Lawton [26], [27] given by

(3.3) X_ρ = tr(ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2)^{−1}) tr(ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2)) tr(ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2)^{−1})

and let P ∈ Z[x, y, z] be Lawton’s polynomial, the cubic polynomial with integer coefficients

(3.4) P = 414 − 108x + x^3 − 108y + 21xy + y^3 − (51 − 9x − 9y + xy)z + z^2 .

We then have the following result characterizing the Betti moduli space:

Theorem 4. (i) The cubic affine surface F = P^{−1}(0) ⊂ C^3 is smooth away from the point (3, 3, 3) ∈ F and has the birational representation

Ψ: C^2 → F , Ψ(s, t) = ( 3 +^{(3+3s+t)2} st−s^3−1 , 3 + s (3+3s+t)^2 st−s^3−1 , 3 + t (3+3s+t)^2 st−s^3−1 ) . (ii) The map X : M_B → C^3 surjects onto F and its restriction X : M^{ps}_B → F to completely reducible representations is a homeomorphism. Moreover, every representation in M^{ps}_B , except the trivial representation ρ = I, is irreducible and X_I = (3, 3, 3). In particular, the character map restricts to a biholomorphism X : M^s_B → F \ {(3, 3, 3)}. (iii) The 2-dimensional variety of real points F(R) = F∩R^3 of the cubic affine surface F ⊂ C^3 has two connected components. Their preimages C_1, C_2 ⊂ M^{ps}_B under X : M^{ps}_B → F are the completely reducible SL_3(R) representations M^{ps}_B (R) = C_1 ∪ C_2 of the thrice-punctured sphere subject to the unipotency constraint. The component C_1 contains the trivial representation and C_2 is the SL_3(R) Hitchin component which contains the uniformization representation. In particular, C_2 is smooth.

Lawton’s polynomial (3.4), defining the character variety F, and bijectivity of the character map X : M^{ps}_B → F, are deduced from the more general setting in [26], [27] using our trace conditions (3.5) on the generators ρ(γ_k). Since we need more detailed knowledge about the character map—the set of smooth points, the number of real connected components—not given explicitly in [26], [27], we will provide proofs for our specific setting.

Proof. Part (i) follows by direct inspection. For part (ii), we construct an explicit inverse for the character map X : M^{ps}_B → F, which is also needed to describe the SL_3(R)—and later SL_3(Z)—representations in M^{ps}_B . Part (iii) will follow from analyzing the connected components of the restriction to R^2 of the birational parametrization Ψ.

Observation 1. We recall the following basic facts about SL_3(C ) matrices:

(i) A ∈ SL_3(C ) has characteristic polynomial χ_A(λ) = (λ − 1)^3 if and only if the trace conditions tr A = tr A^2 = 3 hold;

(ii) If A ∈ SL_3(C ) has tr A = 3, then tr A^{−1} = 3 if and only if tr A^2 = 3.

The first item is a consequence of Cayley-Hamilton

det(λ − A) = λ^3 − tr A λ^2 +^1_2 ((tr A)^2 − tr A^2)λ + det A,

while the second item follows from

9 = (tr A)^2 = tr A^2 + 2 tr A^{−1}

using det A = 1.

A representation [ρ] ∈ M_B is described by the pair (ρ(γ_1), ρ(γ_2)) of SL_3(C ) matrices subject to the unipotency conditions (3.2) which, using Observation 1, can be rephrased for k = 1, 2 by the more manageable trace conditions

(3.5) tr ρ(γ_k) = tr ρ(γ_k)^2 = 3 , tr ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1) = tr(ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1))^2 = 3 .

After a conjugation, we may assume that ρ(γ_1) is equal to one of three possible Jordan forms, depending on whether the geometric multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ = 1 is one, two, or three:

(3.6) A_1 =

1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1

, Ã_1 =

1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 , or I . If ρ(γ_1) = I and ρ is completely reducible, then ρ is the trivial representation. We hence assume ρ(γ_1) ≠ I and determine the possible conjugators which commute with A_1, respectively Ã_1, in order to obtain a suitable normal form for ρ(γ_2).

Observation 2. We have the following properties which follow by solving a linear system of equations for g respectively g̃:

(i) g^{−1}A_1g = A_1 for g ∈ SL_3(C ), if and only if g = g_{11} g_{12} g_{13} 0 g_{11} g_{12} 0 0 g_{11} .

(ii) g̃^{−1}Ã_1g̃ = Ã_1 for g̃ ∈ SL_3(C ), if and only if g̃ = g̃^{−2}_{22} 0 g̃_{13} g̃_{21} g̃_{22} g̃_{12} 0 0 g̃_{22} .

Next, we use the conjugators fixing ρ(γ_1), determined by Observation 2, to obtain a normal form for ρ(γ_2) by direct computation.

Observation 3. Let A_1, Ã_1 be given in (3.6), let A_2 = (a_{ij} ), Ã_2 = (ã_{ij} ) be arbitrary 3 × 3 matrices, and let g, g̃ ∈ SL_3(C ) be as in Observation 2.

(i) If a_{31} ≠ 0, then there exists a unique (up to scale) g such that

(3.7) g^{−1}A_2g =

0 b_{12} b_{13} 0 b_{22} b_{23} b_{31} b_{32} b_{33} . (ii) If a_{31} = 0, then there either exists a 1-dimensional common invariant subspace of A_1 and A_2, or there is a unique (up to scale) g such that

(3.8) g^{−1}A_2g =

0 b_{12} b_{13} b_{21} b_{22} 0 0 b_{32} b_{33} . (iii) If ã_{32} ≠ 0, then there exists a unique (up to scale) g̃ such that

(3.9) g̃^{−1}Ã_2g̃ = b̃_{11} 0 b̃_{13} b̃_{21} 0 b̃_{23} 0 b̃_{32} b̃_{33} .

(iv) If ã_{32} = 0, then there either exists a common invariant subspace of Ã_1 and Ã_2 of dimension 1 or 2, or there is a unique (up to scale) g̃ such that

(3.10) g̃^{−1}Ã_2g̃ =

0 b̃_{12} b̃_{13} 0 0 b̃_{23} 1 0 b̃_{33} .

Putting those observations together, we can characterize the irreducible and reducible representations in M_B via the character map X : M_B → C^3 defined by (3.3).

Observation 4. Let [ρ] ∈ M_B . Then ρ is irreducible if and only if X_ρ ≠ (3, 3, 3). In particular, ρ is reducible if and only if X_ρ = (3, 3, 3). In this case, the trivial representation ρ = I is the only completely reducible presentation.

Note that if ρ is reducible and satisfies the unipotency conditions (3.5), then a direct computation shows X_ρ = (3, 3, 3). The converse statement, we shall carry out in detail only for ρ(γ_1) = A_1 in (3.6). The reasoning for ρ(γ_1) = Ã_1 is simpler and follows along the same lines. By Observation 3, there are two cases to consider, depending on whether a_{31} ≠ 0 or a_{31} = 0. In the first case, ρ(γ_2) can be conjugated into the normal form B_2 as in (3.7) and there is no common invariant subspace. The trace conditions (3.5) unravel to

tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2) = tr A_1B_2 = b_{22} + b_{33} + b_{32} = 3 = tr ρ(γ_2) = tr B_2 = b_{22} + b_{33}

which yields b_{32} = 0. But then

tr ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2) = tr A^{−1}_1 B_2 = b_{22} + b_{33} + b_{31} = tr ρ(γ_2) + b_{31} = 3 + b_{31} ≠ 3

since b_{31} ≠ 0 and due to (3.3) the character map X_ρ ≠ (3, 3, 3).

We now look at the second possibility, that is, ρ(γ_1) = A_1 has a_{31} = 0. If a_{21} ≠ 0, then there is no common invariant 1-dimensional subspace (which would have to be C e_1 ) and we can work with the normal form (3.8). Using again the trace conditions (3.5), we have

tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2) = tr A_1B_2 = b_{21} + b_{32} + b_{22} + b_{33} = 3 = tr ρ(γ_2) = tr B_2 = b_{22} + b_{33}

and we can conclude b_{32} = −b_{21} .

Since b_{32} = −b_{21} ≠ 0, there cannot be a 2-dimensional common invariant subspace for A_1 and B_2. Moreover, one can directly calculate

(3.11) X_ρ = (3 − b^2_1, 3, 3 + 3b^2_1 − b^3_{21}) ,

which shows that the character map X_ρ ≠ (3, 3, 3). Finally, if a_{21} = 0, then C e_1 is a 1-dimensional common invariant subspace. The trace condition tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2) = 3 then implies a_{32} = 0 and one calculates that

X_ρ = (3, 3, 3) .

We should point out that there are reducible, but not completely reducible, representations ρ ∈ M_B which we know have to satisfy X_ρ = (3, 3, 3). But as we already have remarked, the trivial representations ρ = I is the only completely reducible such representation.

We are now in a position to prove part (ii) of Theorem 4. First, we show that the character map X is well-defined and surjects onto F. Let X_ρ = (x, y, z) ∈ C^3 and assume (x, y, z) ≠ (3, 3, 3) since we already know that X_I = (3, 3, 3).

Case 1: y ≠ 3. The proof of Observation 4 shows that after a conjugation, ρ(γ_1) = A_1 has the first Jordan normal form in (3.6) and ρ(γ_2) is given by (3.7) with b_{32} = 0. To determine the remaining entries b_{ij} of ρ(γ_2), we repeatedly use the trace conditions (3.5). From (3.3) we have y = tr ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2) which, together with tr ρ(γ_2) = 3, implies b_{33} = 3 − b_{22} and b_{31} = y − 3.

Evaluating tr ρ(γ_2)^2 = 3 gives

b_{13} =

3 − 3b_{22} + b^2_2 3 − y . With these, tr(ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2))^2 = 3 is equivalent to (b_{12} + b_{22} + b_{23})(y − 3) = 0 and therefore b_{23} = −b_{12} − b_{22}.

Scaling the first component of the character map (3.3) by det ρ(γ_2), we solve x̃ = x det ρ(γ_2) = det ρ(γ_2) tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2)^{−1} for b_{22} to obtain b_{22} = − x̃ − 3 y − 3 . We now make the substitution (3.12) b_{12} =

3x̃ + 3y + z̃ − 21 (y − 3)^2 for a yet to be determined z̃. Then

1 − det ρ(γ_2) = P (x̃, y, z̃) (y − 3)^3 with Lawton’s polynomial P given in (3.4). Therefore, det ρ(γ_2) = 1 if and only if (x̃, y, z̃) ∈ F and x̃ = x. Using (3.12), the third component z = tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2)^{−1} of the character map calculates to

z̃ − det ρ(γ_2)z = 3 P (x̃, y, z̃) (y − 3)^3 which shows z = z̃ since det ρ(γ_2) = 1. Thus, we have shown that the character map has image in F. Conversely, given (x, y, z) ∈ F with y ≠ 3, the above discussion constructs an irreducible representation [ρ] ∈ M_B with generators ρ(γ_1) = A_1 and

(3.13) ρ(γ_2) =

0^{3x+3y+z−21}

(y−3)^2 −

63+x^2−15x−27y+3xy+3y^2 (y−3)^3 0 −^{x−3}_{y−3}^{30−6x−6y+xy−z} (y−3)^2

y − 3 0 3 +^{x−3}_{y−3} satisfying X_ρ = (x, y, z). This representation is unique, since P (x, y, z̃) = 0 is quadratic in z̃, and only one of the two solutions satisfies z = tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1)^{−1}ρ(γ_2)^{−1}. Case 2: y = 3 and x ≠ 3. Like in the previous case, the proof of Observation 4, in particular (3.11), shows that after a conjugation ρ(γ_1) = A_1 has the first Jordan normal form in (3.6), but now ρ(γ_2) is given by (3.8) with b_{21} ≠ 0. We calculate the remaining entries b_{ij} of ρ(γ_2): the trace conditions (3.5) tr ρ(γ_2) = tr ρ(γ_1)ρ(γ_2) = tr ρ(γ_2)^2 = 3 imply that

b_{33} = 3 − b_{22} , b_{32} = −b_{21} and b_{12} =

−3 + 3b_{22} − b^2_2 b_{21} .

The remaining trace condition tr(ρ(γ_2)ρ(γ_1))^2 = 3 gives us b_{22} = 3 − b_{21} , and det ρ(γ_2) = 1 unravels to

b_{13} =

(b_{21})^3 − 1 b^2_1 . Thus, given b_{21} ≠ 0, we have determined the unique irreducible representation ρ(γ_1) = A_1 and

(3.14) ρ(γ_2) =

0 3 −^3_{b21} − b_{21}^{(b21 −1)3}_{b21} b_{21} 3 − b_{21} 0 0 −b_{21} b_{21} . The character map evaluates to X_ρ = (3 − b^2_1, 3, 3 + 3b^2_1 − b^3_{21}), which surjects to F ∩ {y = 3} for b_{21} ∈ C .

Case 3: y = 3 and x = 3. Then P (x, y, z) = 0 implies z = 3 and we can take ρ = I. We thus have shown that the character map X : M^{ps}_B → F is bijective with X_I = (3, 3, 3). The restriction to the smooth irreducible locus X : M^s_B → F \ {(3, 3, 3)} is a holomorphic bijection onto the smooth locus of F. Applying invariance of domain, the inverse map is continuous. In fact, since we have computed explicit inverses of X : M^s_B → F \ {(3, 3, 3)} along and away from the divisor y = 0, one could show with a little more work that the inverse map is also holomorphic. We contend ourselves that X : M^s_B → F \ {(3, 3, 3)} is a homeomorphism and, extending X into the trivial representation, we get the homeomorphism X : M^{ps}_B → F, thereby finishing the proof of part (ii) of Theorem 4.

At last we come to part (iii) of the theorem. From (3.13) and (3.14), we deduce that a completely reducible representation ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(C ) is conjugated to an SL_3(R) representation if and only if X_ρ takes values in the real points F(R) = F ∩ R^3 of the character variety. In other words, the homeomorphism X : M^{ps}_B → F restricts to a homeomorphism (3.15) X : M^{ps}_B (R) → F(R) .

Moreover, the birational parametrization Ψ given in Theorem 4 restricts to the real birational map Ψ: R^2 \ {st − s^3 − 1 = 0} → F(R). We then have the disjoint union

(3.16)

F(R) = im Ψ ∪ D_1 ∪ D_2 D_1 = {(x, y, z) ∈ F(R) ; x = 3} D_2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ F(R) ; y = 6 − x, z = 3} . The complement of the singular set {st − s^3 − 1 ≠ 0} ⊂ R^2 has three connected components S_1 = {s < 0, st−s^3−1 > 0} , S̃_1 = {st−s^3 −1 < 0} , S_2 = {s > 0, st−s^3−1 > 0} , whose images under Ψ in F(R) \ D, where D = D_1 ∪ D_2, are

Ψ(S_1) = {x > 3, y < 3} , Ψ(S̃_1) = {x < 3} , Ψ(S_2) = {x > 3, y > 3}. Now D_2 = {(3 − u, 3 + u, 3) ; u ∈ R} ⊂ F(R) is a line and for (3, y, z) ∈ D_1 we can check that y < 3. Therefore, C_1 = Ψ(S_1) ∪ Ψ(S̃_1) ∪ D ⊂ F(R) is connected. Furthermore, for (s, t) ∈ S_2 we have

x = 3 +

(3 + 3s + t)^2 st − s^3 − 1 ≥ 3 + 6st st ≥ 9 , y = 3 + s

(3 + 3s + t)^2 st − s^3 − 1 ≥ 3 + 6t t ≥ 9 , whereas x ≥ 3 implies y ≤ 3 for (x, y, z) ∈ C_1. This shows that the closures of C_1 and C_2 = Ψ(S_2) are disjoint.

Thus, the real character variety F(R) = C_1 ∪ C_2 has two connected components. We already know that the real character map (3.15) is a homeomorphism and thus

M^{ps}_B (R) = C_1 ∪ C_2

has two connected components C_k = X^{−1}(C_k). From (3.16), we see that the trivial representation [I] ∈ M^{ps}_B (R) lies in C_1.

It remains to verify that C_2 is the SL_3(R) Hitchin component in M^{ps}_B (R). This is the connected component of the representation ρ_0 : π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(R) obtained from the monodromy representation ρ_u : π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_2(R) of the developing map of the thrice-punctured sphere Σ into the upper half-plane H^2 via the 2 : 1 homomorphism SL_2(R) → SL_3(R). This homomorphism is given by the irreducible representation of SL_2(R) on the symmetric product R^2 ⊙ R^2 . In the geometric context of hyperbolic affine spheres and solutions to the Tzitzéica equation (2.15), the representation ρ_0 is the monodromy of the hyperbolic affine sphere f : Σ̃ → R^3 corresponding to trivial Pick differential Q ≡ 0 as seen in Lemmas 2 and 3. The image of f is one sheet of a 2-sheeted hyperboloid and composing f with the hyperbolic stereographic projection to the Poincaré disk, followed by the standard isometry with H^2 , yields the developing map. The monodromy ρ_u of the latter, up to conjugation, is the principal congruence subgroup of level 2 generated by

ρ_u(γ_1) = ( 1 2 0 1 ) , ρ_u(γ_2) = ( 1 0 −2 1 ) . The corresponding SL_3(R) representation ρ_0 then calculates to

ρ_0(γ_1) =

1 2 0 0 1 16 0 0 1

, ρ_0(γ_2) =

0 1 −7 0 −1 8 1 0 4

, ρ_0(γ_3) =

12 14 1 −8 −9 0 1 1 0 , which is an integral representation. The character map evaluates to X_{ρ0} = (35, 35, 323) and hence [ρ_0] ∈ C_2. q.e.d.

Remark 6. From the above discussion, we have seen that the conjugacy classes of the generators ρ(γ_k), k = 1, 2, 3, of irreducible representations [ρ] ∈ M^s_B are all given by A_1 in (3.6), that is, are maximally unipotent.

We now address the issue of integral representations ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(Z), which is the main ingredient in proving the existence of Calabi–Yau metrics on special Lagrangian torus fibrations with singularity over a Y-vertex in Theorem 3. A necessary condition for [ρ] ∈ M^{ps}_B (R) to be integral is that the character map X takes values in integer points F(Z) of the character variety, a Diophantine problem.

Theorem 5. There are infinitely many integral representations [ρ] ∈ M^{ps}_B (Z) in the connected component of the trivial representation C_1 and in the Hitchin component C_2 of the real Betti moduli space M^{ps}_B (R).

Proof. The birational parametrization

Ψ: R^2 → F(R) , Ψ(s, t) = ( 3 +^{(3+3s+t)2} st−s^3−1 , 3 + s (3+3s+t)^2 st−s^3−1 , 3 + t (3+3s+t)^2 st−s^3−1 ) from Theorem 4 allows us to calculate explicit integer points in F(R), which will give rise to integral representations. For n ∈ Z, the points

Ψ(n, n^2) = (3 − (3 + 3n + n^2)^2, 3 − n(3 + 3n + n^2)^2, 3 − n^2(3 + 3n + n^2)^2) are contained in F(Z), in fact, as can be seen from (3.16), are all contained in the component C_1. Using the explicit expression (3.13) of the inverse of the character map we obtain, after a conjugation, the corresponding, non-congruent, integral representations

ρ(γ_1) =

1 3 + 3n + n^2 0 0 1 3 + 3n + n^2 0 0 1

, ρ(γ_2) =

0 0 −1 1 0 3 + n −n −1 3 in the component C_1.

To obtain integral representations in the Hitchin component C_2 turns out to be more subtle. For k, l ∈ N, the ansatz (s, t) = ( 1 k , l k ) , k > 0 , l > k^2 + 1 k has st − s^3 − 1 > 0 and thus Ψ(s, t) = ( 3 +^{k(3k+l+3)2} kl−k^3−1 , 3 + (3k+l+3)^2 kl−k^3−1 , 3 + l(3k+l+3)^2 kl−k^3−1 ) takes values in C_2 by (3.16). Moreover, Ψ(s, t) ∈ F(Z) if and only if there exist m ∈ N with (3.17) (3k + l + 3)^2 = m(kl − k^3 − 1) .

That this equation has infinitely many natural number solutions k, l, m ∈ N with l > k^2 + 1/k, we learned from Alekseyev [1]. For n ∈ N define recursively (3.18) u_{n+1} := 23u_n − u_{n−1} − 4 , u_0 = 1 , u_1 = 2 and let k_n = u_n , l_n = u^2_n + u_{n−1} , m_n = (u_{n+1} + 2)(u_n + 2) + 24 .

Then the sequences k_n, l_n > 0 are increasing and l_n > k^2_n + 1/k_n for all n ∈ N. By induction using (3.18), we have (3 + 3k_n + l_n)^2 − m_n(k_nl_n − k^3_n − 1) = (1 + u^2_n)b_{n−1} with b_n = 29 + u^2_n + u_n(4 − 23u_{n−1}) + u_{n−1}(4 + u_{n−1}).

Applying (3.18) once more, we obtain b_{n+1} = b_n for all n ∈ N, which implies b_n = 0 due to b_1 = 0.

A natural number solution k, l, m ∈ N of (3.17) with l > k^2 + 1/k yields via (3.13) the representation

ρ(γ_1) = A_1 , ρ(γ_2) =

0^{3k+l+3}_m −^{k2+3k+3}_m 0 −k −^{3k+l+3−km}_m m 0 3 + k with A_1 as in (3.6). Writing m = ab^2 with a square free—thus ab divides 3k + l + 3— and conjugating this representation by C = b m 0^{bk}_m 0 1 0 0 0 b

gives the SL_3(Z) representation

C^{−1}ρ(γ_1)C =

1^m_b 0 0 1 b 0 0 1 , C^{−1}ρ(γ_2)C = −k^{3k+l+3}_b −3(1 + k)^2 0 −k −^{b(3k+l+3−km)}_m 1 0 2k + 3 . q.e.d.

Remark 7. There are many more integral representations [ρ] ∈ C_2 in the Hitchin component corresponding to integer points in the character variety F which are not contained in the series constructed in Theorem 5. We list some of them in the table below:

(s, t) x y z ρ(γ_1) ρ(γ_2)

(1, 3) 84 84 256

1 9 0 0 1 9 0 0 1

0 1 −7 0 −1 8 1 0 4

(3, 20) 35 99 643

1 11 32 0 97 288 0 −32 −95

0 1 3 0 21 64 1 −6 −18

(^7_5 ,^{18}_5 ) 93 129 327

1 18 −5 0 1 1 0 0 1

0 1 −1 2 −1 2 7 −1 −4

At this point, we do not know whether all integer points F(Z) ⊂ F in the character variety give rise to integral representations, nor can we characterize all integer points.

4. The Dolbeault moduli space

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3, we will construct a homeomorphism from the C -family (O(−1)⊕O⊕O(1), Φ^Q) of stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles (2.25) over S^2 with singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_2 parametrized by meromorphic cubic differentials Q with quadratic poles at the punctures p_1, p_2, p_3 ∈ S^2, to the SL_3(R) Hitchin component C_2 ⊂ M_B . Theorem 5 then provides an infinite series of such parabolic Higgs bundles (2.25), whose associated flat connections (2.27) have integral monodromy representations ρ: π_1(Σ, p_0) → SL_3(Z). Lemma 3 then guarantees an infinite series of mutually non-isometric solutions of the Tzitzéica equation (2.15) on the thrice-punctured sphere Σ with integral monodromy. But this is precisely the condition needed for the Calabi–Yau metric on X = T B, constructed from the Monge–Ampère metric in Lemma 1 on the three ball B = Σ×(0, 1) with the Y-vertex {p_k} × [0, 1) deleted, to descend to a special Lagrangian torus fibration X/Λ → B for a parallel lattice subbundle Λ ⊂ T B.

Definition 2. Let Σ = S^2\{p_1, p_2, p_3} be the thrice-punctured sphere. The Dolbeault moduli space M_D in our setting is given by isomorphism classes of rank 3 strongly parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ) over S^2 of degree zero with trivial flags and weights at the punctures p_k. Recall that strongly parabolic means that the residues Res_{pk} Φ ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) are nilpotent.

In accordance with our Definition 1, and justifying the notation there, we denote by M^s_D ⊂ M^{ps}_D ⊂ M_D the stable and polystable loci in the Dolbeault space.

From the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence for parabolic bundles [39], it follows that there is a bijection M^{ps}_B ∼= M^{ps}_D between the Betti space of completely reducible representations given in Definition 1 and the Dolbeault space of polystable strongly parabolic bundles. This bijection maps the trivial representation to the trivial parabolic Higgs bundle (O^{⊕3}, 0) and restricts to a bijection

M^s_B ∼= M^s_D : [ρ] ↔ [(W, Φ)]

between the Betti space of irreducible representations and the Dolbeault space of stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles. Via this bijection, as stated in Theorem 1, the unipotency orders of the generators ρ(γ_k) around the punctures of [ρ] ∈ M^s_B correspond to the nilpotency orders of the residues Res_{pk} Φ ∈ sl(W_{pk} ) of the Higgs field of the corresponding [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_D. Therefore, our study of the Betti moduli space in the previous chapter, in particular Remark 6, shows that for [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_D the residues Res_{pk} Φ of the Higgs field all are maximally nilpotent.

Our approach is to first explicitly characterize all stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ) over the 2-sphere with singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3 up to isomorphisms. Among those we then identify the Higgs bundles which give rise to real representations.

Lemma 4. Let (W, Φ) be a rank 3 stable parabolic Higgs bundle of degree zero over the 2-sphere S^2 with trivial flags and weights at the three punctures p_k ∈ S^2. Then W = O^{⊕3} or W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1).

Proof. Since every holomorphic bundle over S^2 is a direct sum of holomorphic line bundles, we must have (4.1) W = O(−k − l) ⊕ O(l) ⊕ O(k) , k ≥ 0 , k ≥ l ≥ −k − l ∈ Z . Since K_S2 = O(−2), the order of the entries Φ_{ij} of the Higgs field Φ with respect to the splitting above are given by

(4.2) ord Φ = −2 −2l − k − 2 −l − 2k − 2 2l + k − 2 −2 l − k − 2 2k + l − 2 k − l − 2 −2 .

Furthermore, the Higgs field Φ ∈ H^0(Ksl(W )O(D)) has at most simple poles along the singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, and thus any entry Φ_{ij} with respect to the splitting (4.1) has to vanish if ord Φ_{ij} < −3. Assuming k > l + 1, we obtain −l − 2k − 2 ≤ l − k − 2 < −3 which shows that O(k) is a Φ-invariant subbundle of W of non-negative degree, contradicting stability. Next, we assume 2l + k > 1, which implies −l − 2k − 2 < −2l − k − 2 < −3 and then O(l) ⊕ O(k) is a Φ-invariant subbundle of non-negative degree k + l ≥ 0, again contradicting stability. This leaves only the two bundles W listed in the lemma. q.e.d.

Knowing the possible bundle types of stable parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ) over the 2-sphere S^2, we now determine the possible Higgs fields which, as we already know, must have maximal nilpotent residues at the punctures p_k ∈ S^2.

Lemma 5. Let [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_B with underlying bundle W = O(−1)⊕O ⊕O(1). Then there is a unique meromorphic cubic differential Q ∈ H^0(K^3O(2D)) with quadratic poles along the singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, so that Φ = 0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 0 0

∈ H^0(Ksl(W )O(D))

is the Higgs field described in (2.23) and (2.24).

Proof. We write the Higgs field Φ = (Φ_{ij}) as a matrix in the decomposition W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1). Using (4.2), we see that Φ_{13} = 0. If Φ_{23} = 0 or Φ_{12} = 0, then O(1) or O ⊕ O(1) are Φ-invariant subbundles of positive degree, contradicting stability. Since Φ_{12}, Φ_{23} ∈ H^0(KO(−1)O(D)) = H^0(O), we conclude Φ_{12} = Φ_{23} = 1 after a scaling. Next we claim that there is a unique holomorphic bundle isomorphism a ∈ H^0(SL(W )), given in the decomposition W = O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1) by a = 1 0 0 a_{21} 1 0 a_{31} a_{32} 1 ,

such that a^{−1}Φa has the form (2.23) as stated in the lemma. This amounts to solving linear equations successively for the entries of a. For instance, the first equation we get is Φ_{11} + a_{21}1 = 0 , which has the solution a_{21} = −Φ_{11}. Note that this is well defined, since a_{21}, Φ_{11} ∈ H^0(O(1)). Continuing this process, we can determine all entries of a uniquely and Φ = 0 1 0 0 0 1 Φ_{31} Φ_{32} 0 . So far, we have not used the maximal nilpotency of the residues Res_{pk} Φ, which in our situation is characterized by

tr(Res_{pk} Φ)^2 = tr(Res_{pk} Φ)^3 = 0 .

Since Res_{pk} 1 ≠ 0, these conditions unravel to Res_{pk} Φ_{31} = Res_{pk} Φ_{32} = 0. Now Φ_{31} ∈ H^0(KO(2)O(D)) = H^0(O(D)) is a function with at most simple poles at p_k and therefore Φ_{31} ∈ C = H^0(K^3O(2D)) has to be constant. Similarly, Φ_{32} ∈ H^0(O(−1)O(D)) is without residues at p_k and thus, as a holomorphic section of O(−1), has to vanish. q.e.d.

For the classification of stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles (O^{⊕3}, Φ), let z denote the unique affine chart on S^2 with z(p_1) = 0, z(p_2) = 1 and z(p_3) = ∞.

Lemma 6. Consider [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_B with underlying bundle W = O^{⊕3} and denote by ℓ_k = ker Res_{pk} Φ ⊂ W_{pk} the 1-dimensional kernel of the maximally nilpotent residues of the Higgs field at the punctures p_k ∈ S^2. Then, up to constant SL_3(C ) conjugation, which is unique up to a scaling by a cube root of unity, we have the following families of mutually non-isomorphic Higgs fields characterized by the configurations of the kernels ℓ_k of the residues:

(i) If W = ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 and ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 ≠ ℓ_2, ℓ_3, then

(4.3) Φ = x

0 y + 1 y 0 1 1 0 −1 −1 dz z + x −1 0 −y −^1_{1+y} 0 −1 1 y 0 1 dz z − 1 for unique parameters (x, y) ∈ C^2 \ {(0, 0), (0, −1)}.

(ii) If W = ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 and ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 = ℓ_2, then

(4.4) Φ =

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 dz z + 0 0 0 0 0 −1 x 0 0 dz z − 1 for a unique parameter x ∈ C^× .

(iii) If W = ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 and ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 = ℓ_3, then

(4.5) Φ =

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 dz z + 0 0 −1 x 0 0 0 0 0 dz z − 1 for a unique parameter x ∈ C^× .

(iv) If dim ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 ≤ 2, then

(4.6) Φ =

0 0 x 0 0 0 0 1 0 dz z + 0 0 0 0 0 −x 1 0 0 dz z − 1 for a unique parameter x ∈ C^× .

Proof. First assume that the kernels of the residues W = ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 span W . We can conjugate so that ℓ_k = C e_k for the standard basis e_k ∈ C^3 , which fixes any further conjugations to be diagonal. Then the residues at p_1, p_2 are of the form

Res_{p1} Φ =

0 a_1 b_1 0 a_2 b_2 0 a_3 −a_2

, Res_{p2} Φ =

−a_2 0 −b_1 c_2 0 −b_2 c_3 0 a_2 , where we used that Res_{p3} Φ = − Res_{p1} Φ − Res_{p2} Φ. Next we evaluate the nilpotency conditions on the three residues

(4.7) tr(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 = 2(a^2 + a_3b_2) = 0 , tr(Res_{p2} Φ)^2 = 2(a^2 − b_1c_3) = 0

tr(Res_{p3} Φ)^2 = 2 tr(Res_{p1} Φ Res_{p2} Φ) = 2(a^2 + a_1c_2) = 0

and, using the first equation above, calculate

(4.8) (Res_{p1} Φ)^2 =

0 a_1a_2 + a_3b_1 a_1b_2 − a_2b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 .

We now assume the generic configuration ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 ≠ ℓ_2, ℓ_3. Then, given α ≠ 0, there is a unique diagonal conjugation so that

a_1a_2 + a_3b_1 = a_1b_2 − a_2b_1 = α ,

which geometrically means ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 = C (e_2 − e_3). Combining these last two equations with the trace conditions (4.7) gives a_2 = −a_3 = b_2 and thus

Res_{p1} Φ =

0 a_1 b_1 0 a_2 a_2 0 −a_2 −a_2 .

Since a_1b_2 −a_2b_1 = α ≠ 0 and a_2 = b_2, we have a_2 ≠ 0 and a_2(a_1 −b_1) = α. Therefore, choosing α = a^2 and setting x := a_2, y := b_1/a_2, we obtain

Res_{p1} Φ = x

0 y + 1 y 0 1 1 0 −1 −1

Note that y ≠ −1, since otherwise a_1 = 0 which in turn would imply a_2 = 0 by the third equation in (4.7). Finally, using (4.7) again, we determine the remaining coefficients in Res_{p2} Φ in terms of the parameters (x, y) ∈ C^2 \ {(0, 0), (0, −1)}.

The simpler configurations, where ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ∩ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 are either ℓ_2 or ℓ_3, are analyzed in the same way. In both cases, stability of the Higgs bundle (W, Φ) implies that the parameter x ≠ 0.

At last we consider dim ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 ⊕ ℓ_3 ≤ 2. If two of the lines ℓ_k are the same, then all three have to coincide, and O ⊂ W is a Φ-invariant subbundle of zero degree, contradicting stability of (W, Φ). Hence, we may assume ℓ_3 ⊂ ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2 and ℓ_3 ≠ ℓ_1, ℓ_2. We conjugate Φ so that ℓ_1 = C e_1 , ℓ_2 = C e_2 , ℓ_3 = C (e_1 − e_2), and choose a yet to be determined line C v transverse to ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2. Then the residues of the Higgs field Φ are given by

Res_{p1} Φ =

0 a_1 b_1 0 a_2 b_2 0 a_3 −a_2

, Res_{p2} Φ = a_1 0 d_1 a_2 0 d_2 a_3 0 −a_1 ,

and Res_{p3} Φ = − Res_{p1} Φ − Res_{p2} Φ =

−a_1 −a_1 −d_1 −a_2 −a_2 −d_2 −a_3 −a_3 a_1 + a_2 . As before, we evaluate the nilpotency conditions on the residues

(4.9) tr(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 = 2(a^2 + a_3b_2) = 0 , tr(Res_{p2} Φ)^2 = 2(a^2_1 + a_3d_1) = 0

tr(Res_{p3} Φ)^2 = 2 tr(Res_{p1} Φ Res_{p2} Φ) = 2(2a_1a_2 + a_3(b_1 + d_2)) = 0 .

Subtracting the third equation from the first two, we obtain a_1 = a_2. If ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 = ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2, we conclude from (4.8) that a^2_1 + a_3b_1 = 0. Maximal nilpotency implies (Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ≠ 0 and, using the first trace condition (4.9), we deduce that a_3 = 0 and hence a_1 = a_2 = 0, a contradiction to (Res_{p1} Φ)^2 ≠ 0. We therefore may assume that ker(Res_{p1} Φ)^2 contains a line C v transverse to ℓ_1 ⊕ ℓ_2. We choose v = Res_{p1} Φ e_2, which gives us a_1 = a_2 = 0, a_3 = 1, b_2 = d_1 = 0, d_2 = −b_1 and thus

Res_{p1} Φ =

0 0 b_1 0 0 0 0 1 0

, Res_{p2} Φ =

0 0 0 0 0 −b_1 1 0 0 . Setting x = b_1 and noticing that b_1 ≠ 0 due to maximal nilpotency, we obtain the family (4.6). q.e.d.

Recall that our objective is to show that the C -family of stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundles (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) in Lemma 5, parametrized by meromorphic cubic differentials Q ∈ H^0(K^3O(2D)) with quadratic poles along D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3, maps surjectively onto the Hitchin component C_2 ⊂ M^s_B(R). For that, we need to understand the image M^s_D(R) of the locus of real representations M^s_B(R) under the bijection M^s_B ∼= M^s_D : [ρ] ↔ [(W, Φ)] .

Lemma 7. A stable strongly parabolic Higgs bundle (W, Φ) over S^2 with singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3 gives rise to a real representation, that is [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_D(R), if and only if (W, Φ) = (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) from Lemma 5 or (W, Φ) = (O^{⊕3}, Φ) lies in the family (4.3) of Lemma 6 for y = −1/2.

Proof. Lemmas 4, 5 and 6 show that the stable Dolbeault space M^s_D is parametrized by the families (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) and (O^{⊕3}, Φ) given by (4.3), (4.4), (4.5), and (4.6). As we have already shown in Lemma 3, the family (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) corresponds to real representations. Thus, it remains to investigate the families from Lemma 6. From Theorem 4 (iii), we know that a representation [ρ] ∈ M^s_B corresponding to a Higgs bundle [(W, Φ)] ∈ M^s_D is real, if an only if the representation ρ is equivalent to its complex conjugate representation ρ̄. By Proposition 1, the latter is equivalent to the existence of a Higgs bundle isomorphism (W, Φ) ∼= (W^∗, Φ^∗). Choosing the standard inner product on O^{⊕3}, which provides an isomorphism (W^∗, Φ^∗) ∼= (W, Φ^t), we thus have to check for which of the families in Lemma 6 there exists g ∈ SL(3, C ) such that gΦ = Φ^tg. This last condition is equivalent to the system of linear equations g Res_{pk} Φ = Res_{pk} Φ^tg, k = 1, 2, for the matrix g = (g_{ij} ). For the first family (4.3), the equation g Res_{p1} Φ = Res_{p1} Φ^tg implies g = 0 a a a 0 b a b c . Evaluating the second equation g Res_{p2} Φ = Res_{p2} Φ^tg, we obtain b = −^a_2 , c = 0, and y = −1/2. Then 1 = det g = −a^3 determines g ∈ SL_2(C ) up to a cube root of unity.

The considerations for the remaining three families in Lemma 6 are analogous. In each of these cases one quickly sees that det g = 0, and therefore none of these families give rise to real representations. q.e.d.

Theorem 6. Consider the 2-sphere S^2 with singularity divisor D = p_1 + p_2 + p_3 and Σ = S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3} the thrice-punctured sphere. Let M^{ps}_B (R) = C_1 ∪ C_2 be the Betti space of completely reducible SL_3(R) representations of π_1(Σ). Then we have:

(i) The map H^0(K^3O(2D)) → C_2 : Q → [ρ^Q] is a homeomorphism, where ρ^Q is the representation corresponding to the Higgs bundle (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) from Lemma 5.

(ii) The map C → C_1 : x → [ρ^x] , assigning the family of Higgs bundles (O^{⊕3}, Φ^{(x,−1/2)}) from Lemma 6, (4.3) to the corresponding representation ρ^x, is a homeomorphism.

Proof. From [39], we know that the correspondence

M^{ps}_D ∼= M^{ps}_B : [(W, Φ)] ↔ [ρ]

between polystable parabolic Higgs bundles and completely reducible surface group representations is a bijection. Furthermore, [24] shows that along smooth families of parabolic Higgs bundles (W, Φ), the harmonic metric h depends real analytically on the parabolic Higgs bundle. Therefore, the corresponding flat connection d = D^h+Φ+ Φ^{†h} , and thus its monodromy representation ρ, also depends real analytically on the Higgs bundle. We have seen, that the stable locus M^s_B of the Betti space is smooth and contains the Hitchin component C_2. Since the Higgs bundle (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) for Q ≡ 0 maps to the uniformization representation, the first map of Theorem 6 is well-defined, injective, and real analytic. For the second map, we note that the real analytic assignment x → [ρ^x] for x ≠ 0 extends continuously into x = 0 with image the trivial representation. Therefore, the second map of Theorem 6 is welldefined, injective, and continuous. Since C_1, C_2 ⊂ M^{ps}_B are the connected components, Lemma 7 implies that both maps of Theorem 6 are bijective. Applying invariance of domain, we thus can conclude that the maps are homeomorphisms. q.e.d.

Remark 8. Using Lemmas 5 and 6, one can show—with some additional work— that M^s_D is a 2-dimensional complex manifold. Combined with [24], one could then conclude that the correspondence M^s_D ∼= M^s_B is a real analytic diffeomorphism extending to a homeomorphism M^{ps}_D ∼= M^{ps}_B . Lemma 7 characterizes the smooth real locus M^s_D(R) as the two connected components given by the smooth families (O(−1) ⊕ O ⊕ O(1), Φ^Q) and (O^{⊕3}, Φ^{(x,−1/2)}), x ≠ 0. These then correspond, via restriction of the real analytic diffeomorphism M^s_D ∼= M^s_B , to C_2 and C_1 \ {[I]}.

References

[1] M. Alekseyev, https://mathoverflow.net/a/414380/4572.

[2] D. Baraglia, Cyclic Higgs bundles and the affine Toda equations, Geom. Dedicata 174: 25–42, 2015.

[3] O. Baues, V. Cortés, Proper affine hyperspheres which fiber over projective special Kähler manifolds, Asian J. Math. 7(1): 115–132, 2003.

[4] L. Berwald, Die Grundgleichungen der Hyperflächen im Euklidischen R^{n+1} gegenüber den inhaltstreuen Affinitäten, Monatsh. Math. Phys. 32(1): 89–106, 1922.

[5] I. Biswas, P. Arés-Gastesi, S. Govindarajan, Parabolic Higgs bundles and Teichmüller spaces for punctured surfaces, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 349(4): 1551–1560, 1997.

[6] W. Blaschke, Vorlesungen über Differentialgeometrie II, Affine Differentialgeometrie, Springer-Verlag, 1923.

[7] F. Burstall, D. Ferus, F. Pedit, U. Pinkall, Harmonic tori in symmetric spaces and integrable Hamiltonian systems on loop algebras, Ann. of Math. 138: 173–212, 1993.

[8] E. Calabi, Complete Affine Hyperspheres, I, Symposia Mathematica 10: 19–38, 1972.

[9] S.-Y. Cheng, S.-T. Yau, Complete affine hypersurfaces. I. The completeness of affine metrics, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 39(6): 839–866, 1986.

[10] P. Candelas, X. C. de la Ossa, P. S. Green, and L. Parkes, A pair of Calabi-Yau manifolds as an exactly soluble super-conformal theory, Nuclear Phys. B 359: 21–74, 1991.

[11] B. Collier, Q. Li, Asymptotics of Higgs bundles in the Hitchin component, Adv. Math. 307:

488–558, 2017.

[12] T. Collins, A. Jacob, Y-S. Lin, The SYZ mirror symmetry conjecture for del Pezzo surfaces and rational elliptic surfaces, arXiv:2012.05416.

[13] J. Dorfmeister, F. Pedit, and H. Wu, Weierstrass type representation of harmonic maps into symmetric spaces, Comm. Anal. Geom. 6(4): 633–668, 1998.

[14] M. Dunajski, P. Plansangkate, Strominger-Yau-Zaslow Geometry, Affine Spheres and Painlevé III, Comm. Math. Phys. 290(3): 997–1024, 2009.

[15] A. Givental, Equivariant Gromov-Witten invariants, Int. Math. Res. Not. 13: 613–663, 1996. [16] M. Gross, The Strominger-Yau-Zaslow conjecture: From torus fibrations to degenerations, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 80, Part 1, AMS, Providence, RI, 2009.

[17] M. Gross, B. Siebert, Mirror symmetry via logarithmic degeneration data I. J. Differ. Geom.

72(2): 169–338, 2006.

[18] L. Heller, S. Heller, M. Traizet, Complete families of embedded high genus CMC surfaces in the 3-sphere (with an appendix by Steven Charlton), arXiv:2108.10214.

[19] N. Hitchin, The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface, Proc. London Math. Soc. 55(3):

59–126, 1987.

[20] N. Hitchin, Harmonic maps from a 2-torus to the 3-sphere, J. Differ. Geom. 31(3): 627–710, 1990.

[21] N. Hitchin, Lie Groups and Teichmüller Space, Topology 31(3): 449–473, 1992. [22] N. Hitchin, The moduli space of special Lagrangian submanifolds, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.

Pisa Cl. Sci. 25(3–4): 503–515, 1997.

[23] D. Joyce, Singularities of special Lagrangian fibrations and the SYZ conjecture, Comm. Anal.

Geom. 11(5): 859–907, 2003 [24] S. Kim, G. Wilkin, Analytic convergence of harmonic metrics for parabolic Higgs bundles, J.

Geom. Phys. 127: 55-67, 2018.

[25] F. Labourie. Flat projective structures on surfaces and cubic holomorphic differentials, Pure Appl. Math. Q. 3(4): 1057–1099, 2007.

[26] S. Lawton, SL(3, C ) character varieties and RP^2 structures on a trinion, Ph.D. thesis, University of Maryland, 2006.

[27] S. Lawton, Generators, relations and symmetries in pairs of 3 × 3 unimodular matrices, J.

Algebra 313(2): 782–801, 2007.

[28] Y. Li, SYZ geometry for Calabi-Yau 3-folds: Taub-NUT and Ooguri-Vafa type metrics, arXiv:1902.08770, to appear in Mem. Am. Math. Soc.

[29] B. Lian, K. Liu, S.T. Yau, Mirror Principle I, Asian J. Math. 1(4): 729–763, 1997. [30] J. Loftin, Survey on affine spheres, Handbook of geometric analysis No. 2, 161–191, Adv. Lect.

Math. (ALM), 13, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2010.

[31] J. Loftin, The compactification of the moduli space of convex RP^2 surfaces, I, J. Differ.

Geom. 68(2): 223–276, 2004.

[32] J. Loftin, S. T. Yau, E. Zaslow, Affine manifolds, SYZ geometry and the “Y” vertex, J. Differ.

Geom. 71(1): 129–158, 2005.

[33] J. Loftin, S. T. Yau, E. Zaslow, Erratum to affine manifolds, SYZ geometry and the “Y” vertex, arXiv:0405061v2, 2008.

[34] J. Loftin, I. McIntosh, Cubic differentials in the differential geometry of surfaces, Handbook of Teichmüller Theory, Volume VI, ed. Athanase Papadopoulos, 231–274, 2016.

[35] R. McLean, Deformations of Calibrated Submanifolds, Comm. Anal. Geom. 6(4): 705–747, 1998.

[36] K. Nomizu, T. Sasaki, Affine differential geometry: Geometry of affine immersions, Cambridge University Press, 1994.

[37] C. Ouyang, A. Tamburelli, Limits of Blaschke metrics, Duke Math. J. 170(8): 1683–1722, 2021.

[38] A. Sikora, Character varieties, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364(10): 5173–5208, 2012 [39] C. Simpson, Harmonic bundles on noncompact curves, J. Am. Math. Soc. 3(3): 713–770, 1990.

[40] C. Simpson, Higgs bundles and local systems, Publ. Math. IHÉS 75: 5–95, 1992. [41] C. Simpson, The Hodge filtration on nonabelian cohomology, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 62:

217–281, 1997.

[42] A. Strominger, S.T. Yau, E. Zaslow, Mirror symmetry is T-duality, Nucl. Phys. B 479(1–2):

243-259, 1996.

[43] N. Tholozan, J. Toulisse, Compact connected components in relative character varieties of punctured spheres, Epijournal Geom. Algebr. (5): 1–37 2021.

Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications E-mail address: sheller@bimsa.cn

Department of Mathematics, Washington University E-mail address: ouyang@math.wustl.edu

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Massachusetts Amherst E-mail address: pedit@math.umass.edu