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THE GEOMETRIC TODA EQUATIONS FOR NONCOMPACT
SYMMETRIC SPACES.

TIAN MCINTOSH

ABSTRACT. This paper has two purposes. The first is to classify all those
versions of the Toda equations which govern the existence of 7-primitive har-
monic maps from a surface into a homogeneous space G/T for which G is a
noncomplex noncompact simple real Lie group, 7 is the Coxeter automorphism
which Drinfel’d & Sokolov assigned to each affine Dynkin diagram, and T is the
compact torus fixed pointwise by 7. Here 7 may be either an inner or an outer
automorphism. We interpret the Toda equations over a compact Riemann sur-
face ¥ as equations for a metric on a holomorphic principal TC¢-bundle Q€ over
3> whose Chern connection, when combined with holomorphic field ¢, produces
a G-connection which is flat precisely when the Toda equations hold. The sec-
ond purpose is to establish when stability criteria for the pair (Q€, ) can be
used to prove the existence of solutions. We classify those real forms of the
Toda equations for which this pair is a principal pair and we call these totally
noncompact Toda pairs: stability theory then gives algebraic conditions for the
existence of solutions. Every solution to the geometric Toda equations has a
corresponding G-Higgs bundle. We explain how to construct this G-Higgs bun-
dle directly from the Toda pair and show that Baraglia’s cyclic Higgs bundles
arise from a very special case of totally noncompact cyclic Toda pairs.

1. INTRODUCTION.

The version of the Toda equations we are concerned with here comes from
the study of a special class of harmonic maps from a Riemann surface ¥ into a
Riemannian symmetric space N. In the case where surface is a torus and the
symmetric space is of compact type with simple compact isometry group G the
Toda equations have the form

Az’wj = Z é'jkew’“, with ijwj =0. (11)
k=0

=0
Here w; : ¥ — R are smooth functions, Ay, = d*d is the (non-negative) Laplacian

on functions on X, the matrix C'is an (r + 1) x (r + 1) affine Cartan matrix
associated to the complexification g® of the Lie algebra of G, and the positive
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integers m; are the coefficients of linear dependence of the rows of C normalized
so that my = 1 (a summary of the relevant facts about affine Cartan matrices is
given in §3 below). Equations (LL1)) are a real form of what is often called the
affine Toda (field) equations: there is also a version when C is replaced by the
standard Cartan matrix C for g©, which we will refer to as the non-affine Toda
equations.

Equations (I.I)) govern the existence of a “7-primitive” harmonic map into
a homogeneous space G/T which lies over the symmetric space N ~ G/H by
homogeneous projection. Here T' is a maximal torus in the isotropy subgroup
H < G and r = dim(7"). This 7-primitive map projects down to produce a
conformal harmonic, and hence minimal, surface in N. Here 7 denotes a specific
finite order automorphism on G, called the Coxeter automorphism, whose fixed-
point subgroup is 7. The harmonic map into G/T is often referred to as the 7-
primitive lift of the harmonic map to N and the idea has its origins in Riemannian
twistor theory (see especially [9, 29, [5]).

In the literature the affine Cartan matrix C is usually taken to correspond
to an extended Dynkin diagram, in which case 7 is an inner automorphism,
T < G is a maximal torus and N is an inner symmetric space (one can also use
a symmetry trick to adapt these inner Coxeter Toda systems to get harmonic
maps into outer symmetric spaces: see e.g. [28, [0, [7, 3]). However, to treat inner
and outer symmetric spaces on equal footing we allow C to be the affine Cartan
matrix of any affine diagram, following Drinfel’d & Sokolov [12].

To adapt the Toda equations to a noncompact real group G it must be preserved
by the Coxeter automorphism 7 and the compact torus T' < G fixed pointwise.
The effect on ([ILJ)) is to produce a different distribution of plus and minus signs
on the coefficients. Classifying which of these are possible amounts to answering
the question: which real forms g of a complex simple Lie algebra g© are invariant
under a Coxeter automorphism 7 which fixes a compact toral subalgebra t C g7
We originally thought this question had been answered, at least for inner Coxeter
automorphisms, by Carberry & Turner in [10], but closer inspection shows that
they have overlooked many cases (essentially they overlook the fact that a real
involution can also change the sign as it swaps root vectors and is therefore not
determined by its action on roots alone).

Our classification goes as follows. Let g® have Dynkin diagram I'. Recall
(from e.g. [I7, Ch. X]) that for each symmetry v of T' there is a unique affine
diagram '™ where n € {1,2, 3} is the order of v (these can be found in Appendix
B). To each '™ we assign a unique, up to conjugacy, Coxeter automorphism 7
which is an inner automorphism when n = 1 (the more usual case) and outer
otherwise. Every noncompact real form can be classified up to equivalence by its
Cartan involution o, thought of as a complex involution. Since we are assuming
g® is simple the noncompact symmetric spaces we describe are those of Type
IIT in the standard classification (cf. [I7]), i.e., the real form g is not itself a
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complex Lie algebra. We say o is compatible with 7 when it commutes with 7
and fixes pointwise the fixed-point subalgebra of 7. We say two such involutions
are T-equivalent when they are conjugate in Aut(g®) by an automorphism which
commutes with 7. The following theorem combines Prop.[3.9and Cor.[3.10/below.

Theorem 1.1. Let T™, n € {1,2,3}, be an affine Dynkin diagram with vertex
set indexed by I = {0,...,r} and Coxeter automorphism . Every involution o
of §¢ which is compatible with T is determined by a map ¢ : I — {—1,1} for
which —1 € {(I) and satisfying [[;c; €(7)"™ = 1. Two such involutions are T-

equivalent if and only if they are related by a symmetry of T™ . Every noncompact
symmetric space of Type III has a least one compatible Coxeter automorphism.

The vertices of I'™ correspond to the simple affine roots, and the labels £(j) are
the eigenvalues of o on the corresponding root space. Since those root spaces gen-
erate g© under Lie bracket this determines o completely, with the relation being
the sole condition required to ensure that o is well-defined as an automorphism
of g¢. The distribution of signs within the Toda equations follows easily. Each
labelling ¢ partitions I into I, U I_ according to the sign, and the corresponding
affine Toda equations become

T T s
Agwj' = Z C'jkewk - Z C’jkewk, ijwj =0. (12)
kel kel_ =0

When ¥ is a torus these equations are the zero curvature conditions for a
certain flat G-connection, where G is the real form determined by the choice of
signs, and their solution corresponds to a 7-primitive map ¢ : & — G /T which
is equivariant with respect to the holonomy representation 7> — G of that flat
connection.

When the compact Riemann surface ¥ is not a torus these equations need to be
modified to fulfil the same purpose. In the second half of the paper we derive these
geometric Toda equations. Motivated by the relationship between Higgs bundles
and harmonic maps, we take the point of view that the Toda equations are really
the equations for a metric, or equivalently a reduction of structure group, from
a holomorphic principal T¢-bundle Q€ over ¥ to a T-bundle Q C Q€. The
equations governing the metric require an initial choice of Hermitian metric on
¥ and the bundle Q€, together with a holomorphic section ¢ of the associated
bundle Q%(g,) ® Ky, where g; C g® is the direct sum of root spaces for the simple
affine roots.

Since TC is abelian and its action on g; is completely reducible we can equate
this pair (Q%, ¢) with a choice of line bundles and holomorphic sections. These
choices determine the precise form of our geometric Toda equations.

Definition 1.2. Fiz a compact Riemann surface X of genus g, equipped with a
Kahler metric of constant curvature 2 — 2g and let ws, denote its Kdahler form.
Fiz an affine Dynkin diagram, with Cartan matrix C, vertex indexr set I =
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{0,1,...,7} and simple affine roots {ay : k € I}. Choose a vertex labelling
¢: I — {—1,1} satisfying the conditions of Theorem [I1] and let I = I, U I_
be the partition it induces. Choose holomorphic line bundles Qi(C), k € I, over
Y such that Qke;Qr(C)™ ~ C and set dy = deg(Qy). For each k € I take the
unique, up to constant scaling, Hermitian metric on Qx(C) whose Chern connec-
tion has curvature —idyws. Finally, for each k € I choose a holomorphic section
or € H(Qr(C) ® Kyx)). Then the geometric Toda equations for this data are the
system of elliptic p.d.e.

apl? wip A apl? wi A .
Asw; =Y ol e Co = > llonl* e C —dj, jeI,  (1.3)

kely kel

for functions w; : X — R with Z;:o mjw; = 0.

We call the pair (QF,¢) a Toda pair. We say it is cyclic when all ¢, are
non-trivial and non-cyclic otherwise. A particular case of the latter is the simple
non-affine case, for which ¢, = 0 only for £ = 0, and we show that every non-
cyclic case is a union of simple non-affine cases. For the holomorphic section
pr to be non-trivial the degree dj must satisfy d > 2 — 2g. Hence a necessary
condition for the existence of cyclic pairs is that g > 1 and the vector (dy, ..., d,)
of degrees lies in a bounded polytope

2-29<d;, j=0,....,r, Y mdp=0. (1.4)
k=0

Note that for g = 1 this polytope is a single point (0,...,0). Since Ky ~ C this
forces Q1(C) ~ C to obtain non-trivial ¢, and leads to the more standard form
of the Toda equations where all coefficients are constants.

Regarding existence of solutions, when G is noncompact the only general
method we are aware of is when we can treat (QF, ) as a principal pair in
the language of Bradlow et. al [4] (cf. Banfield [2]). We show that for cyclic Toda
pairs this only applies when ¢(j) = —1 for j = 0,...,r. We call this case totally
noncompact since it is the case where every affine simple root is noncompact (its
root space lies in the complexification of the noncompact summand m in the Car-
tan decomposition g = h @ m). There is precisely one such case for every affine
Dynkin diagram except a;?, since this is the only case for which the relation
[1;cr €(7)" = 1 cannot hold. It is not immediately obvious which symmetric
spaces these are in the standard classification of, say, [17, Ch. X, Table V] so we
provide a list in Table [

The geometric Toda equations for this totally noncompact case are

(7 2 w a .
Asw; + E HS%HL Sl e Cip+d;j =0, jel. (1.5)
kel

In this case by checking the stability conditions for the Toda pair we prove the
following (Prop. and [0.4)).
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Theorem 1.3. Let (Q, ¢) be a totally noncompact Toda pair. If it is cyclic then
(L) has a unique solution. If it is simple non-affine then a solution exists (and

it is unique) whenever the vector of degrees (dy, . . ., d,) lies in the convex polytope
2-29<d;, Y Rydy<0, (1.6)
k=1

where R, are the entries to the inverse of the matriz whose entries are (o, o).
In particular, this requires g > 2.

For any Toda pair the existence of a solution to means there is an equi-
variant 7-primitive harmonic map 9 : & — G/T on the universal cover of ¥ (the
equivariance is with respect to the holonomy representation 73 — G of the flat
G-connection). It is a property of 7-primitive maps that after homogeneous pro-
jection G/T — G/H ~ N we obtain an equivariant harmonic map f : S — N
into the symmetric space. When G is noncompact this has a corresponding G-
Higgs bundle. In §6 we explain how the Toda pair (QF, ¢) is related to this Higgs
bundle. We show that this Higgs bundle is a Hodge bundle (i.e., fixed by the
C*-action on Higgs bundles) if and only if the Toda pair is non-cyclic.

Section [6] ends with an explanation of how Baraglia’s cyclic Higgs bundled]
are the totally noncompact Toda pairs for an inner Coxeter automorphism in
the special case that Q;(C) ~ Kg', and hence ; is a nonzero constant for
7 =1,...,r, to obtain the system

Aij + Z C’jkckewk + C«j0|a(2)\2 HQO(]”Qewo + dj =0, jel, (17)
k=1

for vg € HY(Ky / ") and certain constants c;. These choices can be made even
when 7 is an outer Coxeter automorphism, providing two distinct systems of
equations for the Lie algebras ag;_1, 0, and eg (and three distinct versions for
04).

Existence of solutions to (L7) has been a topic of significant recent interest. For
Bargalia’s cases existence when g > 2 is guaranteed by nonabelian Hodge theory:
Hitchin’s Higgs bundles are all stable. Miyatake [26] provides an alternative
existence theorem via his study of generalized Kazdan-Warner equations. In fact
all totally noncompact systems (LH) fit into his theory, providing an alternative
proof of Theorem [[.3l Solutions over noncompact domains, especially ¥ ~ C*
and assuming rotational symmetry, have been treated in [I5] 16, 27, 2T, 22],
motivated by the relationship with the ¢¢* equations and quantum cohomology
(see, for example, [14], for a discussion of the motivation). Most of the existence

IThese were originally studied many years earlier by Aldrovandi & Falqui [1] although they
were not called “cyclic”. We call these “Baraglia’s” to distinguish them from Collier’s [I1] use
of “cyclic Higgs bundle” which actually means cyclotomic in the sense of Simpson [31]. See
also Remark
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)

results treat the al’ equations with an additional symmetry (which for r = 2k

gives the same system as for aéi)), but we note that the method of sub/super-
solutions elucidated in [21], §5.1], derived from the method used in [15], can be
applied to any totally noncompact Toda system (LO) since the affine Cartan
matrix has the property that C’jk < 0 whenever j # k.

Beyond these results lies the question of the existence of solutions to the general
noncompact Toda system ([2). To my knowledge this has not been studied
outside the al’ case (see [24] for a survey) where the equation is effectively
scalar. A surprising feature of the totally noncompact Toda systems (L) over
a compact domain is that the norms ||¢;|| play no role in the existence theory
(apart from whether or not they are identically zero). One does not expect this
to be the case more generally: one expects to need bounds on ||¢x|| whenever
k € I, to control the terms with “bad” (i.e., positive) signs in (L.2]).

Acknowledgments. This work arose out of discussions with Martin Guest on
the topic of real forms of the Toda equations while the author was visiting him at
Waseda University, Japan, during July 2022 as a Japan Society for the Promotion
of Science Short Term Fellow. Discussions of an early draft also took place during
a visit to Waseda University in April 2024. The author is grateful to JSPS for
their support and to Martin for the stimulating discussions and critical feedback.

2. PRIMITIVE HARMONIC MAPS.

2.1. Some reductive homogeneous geometry. For what follows we will need
the following facts about reductive homogeneous spaces of noncompact Lie groups
G. We will deal exclusively with real noncompact simple Lie groups G which are
not complex Lie groups. We will always choose G to have trivial centre (i.e., to be
the adjoint group). Given a maximal compact subgroup H < G the homogeneous
space G/H can be given the structure of a noncompact symmetric space (these
are the symmetric spaces of Type III in Cartan’s classification cf. [I7, Ch 5,Thm
5.4]). Let h C g denote the Lie algebras of H < G. The real form g C g© is
determined by a real involution p on g® whose fixed point subalgebra is g. Write
the corresponding Cartan decomposition as g = h + m. Let u be a compatible
compact real form, i.e., whose real involution x commutes with p. Then h = gnu
and m = g N (iu).

Let T' < H be any closed subgroup. Then its Lie subalgebra t C g is part of a
reductive decomposition g = t-+p: since b the Killing form ( , ) is non-degenerate
on g we can choose p = t* to be the orthogonal complement with respect to the
Killing form. Then [t,p] C p and G/T is a reductive homogeneous space whose
tangent space at any point is modelled on p. We equip G /T with the G-invariant
Riemannian metric given by restricting the Adg-invariant Hermitian form

pogtx gt = C,op(E,n) = — (& rn), (2.1)
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to p. When G/H is equipped with the symmetric space metric given by the re-
striction of u to m the homogeneous projection 7 : G/T — G/H is a Riemannian
submersion.

Let wg : TG — g be the left Maurer-Cartan form and use the reductive
decomposition of g to write this as w¢ + w,. The first factor, w, provides the
canonical connection for the right principal T-bundle G — G/T', while the second
factor is tensorial and therefore descends to a 1-form 5 : T(G/T) — [p], where
[p] = G X7 p is the associated bundle over G/T. In fact § is an isomorphism
known as the Maurer-Cartan form of G/T. Now consider [p| as a subbundle of
[g]. The latter has canonical trivialisation

Gxrg~G/T xg; (9,8)r+ (¢T,Adg-§).
This carries two connections: the flat one d from this trivialisation and the con-

nection D induced from wy. It is shown in [9 Prop 1.1] that d = D + 8 and
therefore the curvatures satisfy

0=F'=F’+DB+1Bn4.

Now [g] = [t|+ [p] and this splitting is D-parallel. Since [t,p] C p when we project
this equation onto the subbundles [t], [p] we obtain two equations

FP+1papl = 0,

DB+5[BABl, = 0.
Now let M be any smooth manifold and ¥ : M — G/T a smooth map. Let
Q = ¥ ~1G be the pull-back T-bundle over M and set § = *3. For any Ady-
invariant subspace v C g define Q(v) = @ Xr v = ¢*[v]. This inherits the

connection V = ¢*D. Then we obtain what can be considered the structure
equations for maps into G/T":

FY+ion6 = o, (2.2)
VO +3[0A0], = 0. (2.3)

These are exactly the conditions for the connection V + 6 on Q(g) to be flat. By
considering the corresponding flat connection on the principal G-bundle Q) x1 G
one obtains the following well-known theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q — M be a principal T-bundle with connection V and
0 € EYQ(p)) be such that 2Z2) and [Z3) both hold. Then there exists a smooth

map ¥ : M — G/T from the universal cover of M, unique up to isometries, for
which ¥* B = 0 and ¥ 1s equivariant with respect to a representation xy : mM — G.

The representation yx is the holonomy of the flat connection V + 6.
The application which interests us most is when M is a Riemann surface X
and 0 satisfies the conditions

[0 A 0], =0 and V"0 =0, (2.4)
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where 7Y = 7' @ T"Y is the type decomposition determined by the complex
structure on X. Both of these conditions hold when v is a 7-primitive harmonic
map, the definition of which we will now recall.

2.2. 7-primitive harmonic maps. Suppose we have an automorphism 7 of g©
of finite order m > 3 which commutes with p and whose fixed points all lie in §C.
It induces a Z,,-grading on the complexified Lie algebra g© which we will write
as
o“ =P g 10708 Cojype (2.5)
kEZm,

Here gf is the eigenspace of 7 for eigenvalue ¢**/™. Clearly p maps g} to g7,.

We define t = h N gj to be the real Lie subalgebra t C g with t© = g7. Because 7
has finite order gj is a reductive subalgebra with complement @;0gj. Since the
latter is also 7-invariant it is the complexification of a complementary subspace
p C g, and g = t+ p is a reductive decomposition. Moreover, (g7, g;) = 0 when
j+k#0€Z, [17, Ch. X, Lemma 5.1], so p = t- with respect to the Killing
form. As above T' < H denotes the Lie subgroup with Lie algebra t and G /T is
a reductive homogeneous space.
The adjoint action of 7" on each g} provides a bundle decomposition

TG/T) ~ [p°] = Ploil.
k0

and the subbundle [g7] is called the primitive distribution with respect to 7.

Definition 2.2. A smooth map ¢ : ¥ — G/T of a Riemann surface ¥ is T-
primitive when Y : T'S — TC(G/T) has its image in [g7].

The crucial property here is that [g7,p(g7)] = [g7,97,] C t©. This makes
T-primitive maps F-holomorphic with respect to the G-invariant horizontal F'-
structure on G /T characterised by the Adp-invariant F' € End(p®) defined by

i on gy,
F=4{—iongl ., (2.6)
Oon gy for k#1,m— 1.

F-structures of this type were studied by Black [5]. The following theorem is a
special case of his results.

Theorem 2.3 ([5]). A smooth map 1 : ¥ — G/T of a Riemann surface which
is T-primitive is harmonic. Further, let 7 : G/T — G/H be the homogeneous
projection, then f =mo : % — G/H is also harmonic.

Our notation anticipates our application, in which & will be the universal cover
of a compact Riemann surface ..
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Remark 2.4. In [5, Lemma 5.4] a more general result is given, which asserts
that both maps are equi-harmonic (harmonic with respect to every G-invariant
metric). But this level of generality requires the assumption that the TC action
on p® decomposes it into distinct irreducible summands. This assumption will
not hold when we take 7 to be an outer Coxeter automorphism, since then 7€
is not maximal abelian in G® (see below). Nonetheless for our particular choice
of metric and F-structure Black’s arguments apply. An alternative proof which
applies to our situation, using local frames, can be found in [8, Thm 3.7].

In fact the map f is weakly conformal harmonic, i.e., a minimal surface.

Proposition 2.5. The map f = 7 o 1 obtained from Theorem 15 weakly
conformal, i.e., (f*u)?% =0 where u denotes the metric on G/H.

Proof. Since f*u = ¥*7*u we have

f*,u(Q’O) - <Pma¢> Pma¢>a
where Py : [p¢] — [m®] is the projection derived from the splitting p¢ = (h¢ N
p%) @ mC. Since 1 is T-primitive P,0v takes values in [g]] and now (g7, g7) = 0
implies ()% = 0. O

Now we can apply the theory of subsection R.1] to observe that a 7-primitive
map satisfies the equations

FY+lpAppl = 0, (2.7)
Ve =0, (2.8)

where ¢ = 91, using the fact that pp = 1. Here we are using p to also denote
the real involution on Q(p®) fixing Q(p). The second equation holds because
0 = ¢ + py decomposes 0 into [g]] and [g”,] components, which are independent
and V-invariant. In particular, we have the following corollary of Theorem 211

Corollary 2.6. Let Q) — X be a principal T-bundle over a Riemann surface X,
with connection V. Let Ky be the canonical bundle of ¥ and let ¢ be a holo-
morphic section of Q(g]) ® Kyx where the holomorphic structure is given by V.
If (V, ) satisfy 21) and [2.8) then there exists a m X-equivariant T-primitive
map Y : % — G/T for which Oy = @. It is unique up to isometries.

Our particular application of Theorem and Corollary will be when 7
is the Coxeter automorphism and 7' its fixed-point subgroup. Then the Toda
equations are the conditions that (2.7)) and (2.8]) hold.

3. COXETER AUTOMORPHISMS AND NONCOMPACT LIE ALGEBRAS.

We now want to apply the results above to the situation where 7 is what we
will call the Coxeter automorphism for an affine Dynkin diagram. This requires
our noncompact real form be compatible 7. To enable the classification of these,
we fix first a compact real form u C g%, with real involution . All other real
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forms are identified, up to conjugacy, by their Cartan involution o € End(g®),
for which p = ok = ko. We will write h© = g, m® = g7 when it becomes
necessary to compare Cartan involutions. Our strategy will be to describe the
Coxeter automorphism 7 on g® first and then explain which complex involutions
o are compatible with it to provide the 7-primitive distribution over G /T such
that T'< H.

3.1. The Coxeter automorphism for an affine diagram. To describe the
Coxeter automorphism we need to summarise the relevant parts of the theory of
affine root systems from [17, Ch. X, §5]. Given g® as above let v be an automor-
phism of the Dynkin diagram of g&. We include the identity automorphism, so
that v has order n € {1,2,3}. By fixing canonical generators we can construct
an automorphism of g€ of order n, which we also call v, which represents this
symmetry (see Appendix [A]). The eigenspaces of v equip g© with a Z,-grading
which we will write as

o“=Pua; o ={ca”vE) =)
JEZLn

It can be shown that g4 is a simple Lie subalgebra of g Let t© be a choice of
Cartan subalgebra for g¥. A root for g€ relative to (v,t%) is a pair a@ = («,j) €
(t)* x Z,, for which

o ={¢eg]: [h&=a(hEVhet}£{0}

Let R be the set of all these roots and R_O be the subset of those for which a = 0.
Then g® is one-dimensional for & € R— R°, whereas t€ = g(®% and the centralizer
3(t%) of t€ in g€ is a Cartan subalgebra of g© with

3t = P o™
a€ERO
Then
‘=3 | P o
a€R—RO

The Killing form is non-degenerate on t€ and hence for every & € R — R there
is a unique h, € t¢ for which a = (h,, ) and one defines

(@, B) = (ha; hg).

For such roots [g*, g~*] = C.h,. The following theorem summarises the results
we need regarding these roots (see, e.g. Helgason [17, Ch. X,§5]).

Theorem 3.1. Let (g€, v, t%) be as above.
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(1) If ay,...,ap € ()" is a basis of simple roots for g then R is generated
by roots &y, oy, . .., a,. Here a; = (;,0) for j # 0 and

o (v, 0) when n =1,
0 (v, 1) when n # 1,

is characterised by the property that &y — a; € R for j # 0. There are
positive integers mg = 1,mq, ..., m, such that Z;ZO mja; = 0, equally,

anj@j = (0,0) S (t(c>* X Zn
j=0

(2) The affine Cartan matriz for (g€, v) is defined by
Cro =2 {0, an)

<Oék, Oék)

By the previous part it has corank 1.

We will call B = {ag,...,a&,} a system of simple affine rootd for R. The
corresponding affine diagram is said to be of type n. We will call the integers

, 0<4,k<r.

Mo, . .., m, the affine coefficients of the affine diagram corresponding to C'. When
v is the identity, and hence g© = g¥, ay, ..., a, will be a basis of simple roots for
g and o will be the lowest root with respect to these.
Set 5
hi=-—hy,, 7=0,1,...1, 3.1
T ' (31)
so that R
aj(hk) = Cjk-
Then we can choose elements e; € g%, f; € g~% such that we have the relations
lejo fr] = =0ikhy,  [hy,ex] = Cigen,  [hy, fil = —Chjfr (3.2)
This collection {h;,e;, f; : 5 =0,...,r} is a system of generators for g©. Define

m = Z;:o nm; and call this the Cozeter number for (g%, v). By assigning each
generator e; the weight 1 € Z,, and each f; weight —1 € Z,, one obtains a
Zm-grading on g€. We will write this grading as
=P
kE€Zm

and notice that

ar =t g7 = Spanc{ey,...,e.}, g7, = Spanc{fo,..., [ }. (3.3)
Definition 3.2. The Coxeter automorphism for (g%, v,t¢, B) is the order m au-

tomorphism T which has g}, as its eigenspace of eigenvalue e* /™.

2This is a slight abuse of usage, as the affine roots are usually the elements of (t)* x Z which
reduce to ours under Z +— Z,,.
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In the language of Kac [19] (cf. [I7, Ch. X]) our Coxeter automorphism is the
unique, up to conjugacy, automorphism of type (1,...,1;n) on g®. In particular,
7 is an inner automorphism when n = 1 and an outer automorphism otherwise.
Clearly there is exactly one Coxeter automorphism up to conjugacy for every
affine Dynkin diagram (equally, for every affine Cartan matrix).

The next lemma gives an explicit expression for 7 given (g%, v, t¢, B).

Lemma 3.3. Let € € be the unique element for which aj(x) = 1 for j =
1,...,7. Then the Coxeter automorphism for (g, v,t%, B) is given by
T =vexp(2adz) = exp(¥ ad z)v. (3.4)

Proof. Clearly the right hand side of (3.4)) fixes t© pointwise so it suffices to show
that g] is an eigenspaces of the correct eigenvalue.

By definition of ¢;, v(e;) = ¢; for j = 1,...,r and v(ey) = exp>™/™ ¢. So for
j=1,...,r, since [z,¢;] = a;(z)e; = ¢;
yexp(m adz)(e;) = V(e%i/mej) = ezﬂ/mej.
For j = 0 we have ag = — > m;a; so

[z, o] ijeo (1 —")eo.

Therefore
Vexp(Qm ad SL’)( ) _ V<€27ri(17m/n)/m)eo) — 627ri/m€727ri/ny<€0) — €2ﬂ/m€0.

U

Remark 3.4. The only Lie algebras whose Dynkin diagrams admit a non-trivial
symmetry are a, (r > 2), 0, (r > 3) and ¢s. These will have one inner Coxeter
automorphism, call it 7;,,, and at least one outer Coxeter automorphism (with 94
being the only case with two distinct outer Coxeter automorphisms). However,
it is only for ag, that the outer Coxeter automorphism equals v7;,,. Indeed, this
is the only case where the eigenspace g7 for the outer Coxeter automorphism is
contained in that for 7;,,. This can be seen clearly in Appendix [Al where the root
space g* is identified for each case.

Finally, we want to understand the properties of elements of g7. Consider the
adjoint action of T on g7. Write & = > i—ocje;j for ¢; € C. Then for every h € t¢

exp(adh) - € = Z c;eiMe;

J=0

It follows that when ¢; # 0 for all j this orbit is the zero level set of the polynomial

P(Xo,....X,) = f[X}”j — f[c}”j,
=0 j=1
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where X : g] — C are the coordinates for which X;(§) = ¢;. Thus the orbit is
Zariski closed when c¢; # 0 for all j. If ¢; = 0 for any j then then the Zariski
closure of the orbit contains 0. By results from Vinberg [32], an element of g7 is
semisimple if and only if its 7TC-orbit is Zariski closed and nilpotent if and only
if the Zariski closure of its orbit contains 0. Thus we deduce the following.

Lemma 3.5. An element Z;ZO cjej € 97 is semisimple if and only if ¢; # 0 for
all 7 and nilpotent otherwise.

We will call elements of g] cyclic when they are semisimple. When v is the
identity this agrees with Kostant’s definition [20] since in that case the root
system R is just the standard root system for g© and oy = —& where where §
is the highest positive root relative to the root basis {aq,. .., . }; this follows at
once from part (1) of Theorem Bl It is useful and interesting to understand how
the roots in R are related to a standard root system for g© when v # 1. This
information can be found in Appendix [Al

Remark 3.6. It follows from the discussion above that the Coxeter automorphisms
are uniquely characterised amongst finite order automorphisms by the two prop-
erties:

(1) g is abelian, and

(2) g7 admits a non-trivial semisimple element.

3.2. Real forms compatible with the Coxeter automorphism. Fix the
data (g%, v, t¢, B) to obtain a Coxeter automorphism 7. By [I7, Ch. X, Thm 5.2]
there is a 7-invariant compact real form u C g©. We define

t =t Nu = Spang {ih, ...,ih.}.

As before we denote by x the real involution which fixes u pointwise and let
be the Hermitian inner product (2.1)). Since a(h;) € R for all roots & it follows
that k : g¢* — g~® Now using the same argument as [I7, Ch. ITI, Thm 4.2] it can
be shown that g® is orthogonal to g? with respect to the Killing form whenever
a+ 8 # 0, and therefore distinct root spaces are orthogonal for y. Hence the
generators e;, f; will be p-orthogonal and we may choose them so that f; = xe;.

Our aim is to classify all the noncompact real forms p (equally, all o = pk) for
which 7 preserves g and t = g N t® is the 7-fixed torus in the maximal compact
subspace h C g. Since k preserves € these properties hold precisely when 7
commutes with ¢ and o fixes t© pointwise.

Definition 3.7. We will say a complex involution o is compatible with the Coz-
eter automorphism 7 for (g%, v, 1€, B) when o commutes with T and fizes t© point-
wise.

Lemma 3.8. A complex involution o is compatible with the Coxeter automor-
phism 7 for (g%, v,t%, B) if and only if it acts by scaling on every root space g*
and fizes t€ pointwise.
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Proof. Suppose o is compatible with 7. Let ¢ € g% for @ = (a,j) € R. Since
o(h) = h for all h € t€ it follows that [h, 0(£)] = a(h)o(€) and therefore o : g& —
g” where 8 = (a,j'). Since ¢ commutes with 7 it preserves the eigenspace g7,
and since this is the sum of root spaces for the simple affine roots ay, ..., a, (for
which ay, ..., a, are all distinct) it must preserve each g% . Each of these is one
dimensional and hence o acts by scaling (by 41). Since every other root space is
generated by these roots spaces o must act by scaling on every root space.

The converse is clear since 7 also acts by scaling on the root spaces. U

It follows that o is completely determined by its sign £1 on the root spaces g
and hence o is determined by a map

(:R—{-1,1}, (3.5)
satisfying

Ua+ B) = ta)l(B), ta)(—a) =1, Hf(aj)nmj =1. (3.6)

The second condition on ¢ is equivalent to ok = ko. We could replace the last
two conditions by £((0,0)) = 1, but they are useful if we choose to describe ¢ by
its restriction to B. Clearly at least one sign must be negative on B to give a
genuine involution. For example, when v is itself an involution then taking o = v

corresponds to the map
_ 1, 5=1,...,r
l(a;) = {

We will call a root & compact when ¢(&) = 1, since this is equivalent to g* lying
in the complexification h of the compact summand in the Cartan decomposition
of g. When {(a) = —1 we will say it is noncompact.

Given two such maps £,/ we obtain real forms G, G’ of G each containing 7" in
their maximal compact subgroup. 7-primitive maps into G/7T" can be identified
with those into G’/T" when there is an isomorphism G/T" — G’/T identifying
primitive distributions. The existence of a real group isomorphism ¢ : G — G’
is equivalent to the existence of a complex linear automorphism y of g& which
maps g to g’: x is just the complex linear extension of the tangent map to ¢ at
the identity. The additional conditions require that y preserves both t* and g,
and since gy generates g© this is equivalent to saying x commutes with 7. Now
since y maps the Cartan decomposition g = h + m to a Cartan decomposition of
g we may, by altering y by an inner automorphism if necessary, choose y so that

x(h)=b=gnu, x(m=m'=g¢gnNu

It follows that y commutes with x. Thus the natural equivalence for p, p’ for our
situation can be written in terms of o, 0’, namely, that there exists x € Aut(g®)
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such that o/ = yox~! and y commutes with 7. When these conditions holds we

will say o, 0’ are T-equivalent. This leads us to the following characterisation.

Proposition 3.9. There is a one-to-one correspondence between complex involu-
tions o which are compatible with the Coxzeter automorphism 7 for (g%, v, %, B)
and additive maps £ of the type [B3). Two such involutions o, ' are T-equivalent
if and only if €, 0 satisfy { = {' ow where w : R — R is a symmetry of the affine
root system which preserves B. All such symmetries come from symmetries of
the affine Dynkin diagram.

Proof. The first statement is clear from the discussion above. Now suppose o’ =
xox~! for some y € Aut(g®) which preserves t and g;. Clearly  : g7 — g?l
and therefore whenever h € t© and ¢ € g® we have

[h, €] = a(h)€ = [x(h), x(§)] = (a0 x™ ") (x(h))x(E),

so that (o, j) € R implies (¢ o x™*,j) € R. Since every automorphism of g©
leaves the Killing form invariant y induces a symmetry of R:

w:R— R, (a,7) = (aox7h7),

for which
y:g® — g¥@. (3.7)
Now let £ € g* be non-zero, then
Ua)E=o(&) =x""0'(x§) = {'(w(@))E. (3.8)

Thus ¢ = ¢' o w. Clearly w must preserve B since y preserves g.

Conversely, suppose £ = ¢’ o w. A standard argument (cf. [I7, Ch. IX, Thm
5.1]) shows that w extends to an automorphism x of g© satisfying ([B.7). Now
rearranging (B3.8)) shows that on every root space ¢/ = yox~!. Since the root
spaces generate g* as a Lie algebra, this equation holds on all of g°. 0

When we combine this construction of compatible involutions with the classifi-
cation of noncompact symmetric spaces in [I7] we deduce that every noncompact
symmetric space has at least one compatible Coxeter automorphism.

Corollary 3.10. For every noncompact symmetric space G/H of Type III there
is at least one compatible Cozeter automorphism.

Proof. First we recall from [17, Ch. X, §5] that each symmetric space is deter-
mined by a involution of type (s, $1, . - ., s;; 1), obtained by labelling the j-th ver-
tex of the affine Dynkin diagram '™ with s; € {0, 1} such that > i—gnm;s; = 2.
The involution fixes t© and acts by (—1)% on g%. Thus we choose ¢ to have

Uay) = (~1). O
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Finally, we can be quite explicit about what the involution is for a given map

(. First, by (3.0
[[uay)m =+1
=0

and can only equal —1 when n = 2.

Lemma 3.11. Let { : R — {—1,1} satisfy B.8) and o be the involution deter-
mined by it. Let h € € be the unique element which satisfies, for j =1,....r,

0 when l(a;) =1,
a;j(h) = <,7) B
1 when ((a;) = —1.

If [Tj—o t(a;)™ =1 then o = exp(im ad h) and is hence an inner automorphism.
If H;:o l(a;)™ = —1 then o = vexp(imad h) and is therefore an outer automor-
phism.

Proof. For simplicity set ¢; = {(a;). For j =1,...,r

exp(imadh) - e; = ™ MWe; = (e
T m;

i=ol; " =1 we have

Since ag = — > 7 mja;, when []

exp(iradh) - ey = e ™21, — Hﬂj_mjej.

j=1
Hence when H;:o (" =1 we have exp(imradh) - e = fyeop and therefore o =
exp(imadh).

When ngo ETj = —1 then exp(iradh) - eg = —lpeg. But in this case v
is an involution with v(e;) = e; for j = 1,...,7 and v(ey) = —ep, therefore
o =vexp(iradh). O

An important consequence of this Lemma is that the symmetric space G/H
need not be an outer symmetric space when the Coxeter automorphism is outer.

FEzample 3.12. As an illustration, consider the diagram af) (see Appendix [B)).
The root system is

R — {(0, O), (0, 1), :l:(jéo, :l:(jél, :l:(O_é(] —|— O_él)},
where a; = (o, 1) and ag = (—2a4, 1). This diagram has three distinct labellings:

(1) (bo, £1) = (—1,1) with £of2 = —1. Hence o is an outer automorphism with
fixed-point subalgebra

h(C — g(0,0) @gézl @g—&l ~ qay.

(2) (o, ¢1) = (1,—1) with £of3 = 1. Hence o is an inner automorphism with
fixed-point subalgebra

hC =g g @ g g g ~a; ¢ C.
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(3) (lo, £1) = (=1,—1) with £of2 = —1. Hence o is an outer automorphism
with fixed-point subalgebra

he =gV @ g™t @ g > ay,

In the second case the real form G is PU(2,1) with inner symmetric space CH?,
the complex hyperbolic plane. The first and third cases yield isomorphic real
forms G ~ G' ~ PSL(3,R), but there is no isomorphism G/T — G'/T which
identifies the respective primitive distributions [g;]. These labellings give three
inequivalent versions of the Toda equations, sometimes referred to as equations
of Tzitzeica type, with very different geometries and solution existence proper-
ties. In the order given above the equations govern the existence of, respectively,
elliptic affine spheres in R?, minimal Lagrangian surfaces in CH?, and hyperbolic
affine spheres in R? (equally, convex RP? structures). These are discussed quite
extensively in the survey article [24].

3.3. Totally noncompact pairs. We will say that the pair (7,0) is totally
noncompact when gi C m, which is equivalent to ¢(a;) = —1 for j = 0,...,r.
Clearly this determines ¢ completely and when n = 1,3 ([B.0) requires Z;ZO m;
to be even. Hence there exists precisely one totally noncompact pair for each
affine Dynkin diagram except for a;?. The main reason for paying attention to
the totally noncompact case is that it is precisely the case for which the theory of
principal pairs can be applied to establish the existence of solutions to the Toda
equations: this is done in §8l Therefore it is worthwhile giving a classification
of the symmetric spaces corresponding to totally noncompact pairs here. We

represent the symmetric spaces by their symmetric pairs (g, h).

Theorem 3.13. The noncompact symmetric spaces corresponding to totally non-
compact pairs are those listed in Table[1l.

The notation in Table [ follows Helgason [I7, Ch. X, Table V]. In particular,
gr(s) is the noncompact real form of type g, rank r and character §. This is a
split real form (called normal in [I7]) precisely when r = .

Proof. Since the involution o with ¢(a;) = —1 for all j = 0, ..., r is unique, up to
equivalence, when it exists it is determined by its fixed point subalgebra h€. Let
z € t© be the unique element for which o;(z) =1 for j = 1,...,7. Then z is the

semisimple element in a principal three dimensional subalgebra. For diagrams of
type 1 this is immediate from [20, Lemma 5.2] and for the diagrams of type 2 or
3 it follows from the fact that, for j = 1,...,7, o; is the restriction of a simple
root to t€ (see Appendix [A]). By Lemma B.I1] the totally noncompact cases have
involution o = exp(imad x) when o is inner (i.e, for affine diagrams of type 1 or
3) and 0 = vexp(imad x) when o is outer. It is easy to check that exp(imadx)
is rotation by 7 in the associated principal su(2) subalgebra, whose semisimple
element is tx. Hence these cases include all the involutions introduced by Hitchin
[18, Remarks 6.11]. Since the real form for Hitchin’s involution is split and there



18 TAN MCINTOSH

Diagram g b rank(G/H) | g split?

aly) su(k, k) u(k) @ su(k) ki No
b\ so(r+1,r) so(r+ 1) @ so(r) r Yes
cM sp(r, R) u(r) r Yes
Dé? s0(2k, 2k) 50(2k) @ so0(2k) 2k Yes
DSC)H s0(2k + 2,2k) | so(2k + 2) & so(2k) 2k No
eél) ¢6(2) su(6) @ su(2) 4 No
egl) e7(7) s5u(8) 7 Yes
eV es(8) 50(16) 8 Yes
iy Facw 5p(3) @ su(2) 1 Yes
gél) 92(2) su(2) @ su(2) 2 Yes
al® sl(r+ 1,R) so(r+1) r Yes
@ so(r,r) so0(r) @ so(r) r Yes
6((;2) €6(6) 5P (4) 6 Yes
oY 50(4,4) s0(4) @ so(4) 4 Yes

TABLE 1. Noncompact symmetric spaces for totally noncompact pairs.

is exactly one split real form for every simple Lie algebra, this provides all the

split real form cases in Table [l In particular, since 04(13) cannot produce an outer

involution, its involution must be the same as 05}).

For those cases where o is not Hitchin’s involution (i.e., aé?fl, D;E)H and eél))
we check h® by hand by considering the root system generated by the roots with
la) = 1.

For a;}c)_l it is easy to see that the roots with /(@) = 1 provide two independent
simple root systems, each of type a;_1, generated by roots of the form o; + a1,
the distinct cases being where j is odd or j is even. Since t€ has rank 2k — 1 we
have h® ~ a;,_1 ® a;_1 ® C.

To deal with Dgﬁ)ﬂ we note first that the roots o, j # 0, generate a Vg4
system. The root system for 0, can be explicitly represented by

R(®,) ={acZ :|af* =2},

where the length is the standard Euclidean length in R" (see, for example, [17,
Ch. X, §83]). Let €1,...,&, be the standard basis for R", then the generators for
R(d,) are

aj=¢j—¢cinn (G=1,....,r=1) ,a, =&,1 + &,

It follows that for R(dsx41) we get two independent subsystems generated by
{agjo1+agj =1, k}U{aok—1 + o1}, {owj+agp:j=1,....k—1},
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which are therefore of type 041 and 0y, respectively. The affine roots with /(&) =

1 are generated by sums of pairs of simple roots, and therefore for D;? +1 We have

C~
b~ >0 DOy
For eél) one checks that there are 16 positive roots with ¢(a@) = 1 and these are

generated by
Y1 = Q3+ Qq, Yo = Q5+ Qg, Y3 = Q2 + Qu, Y4 = Q1+ Q3, V5 = Q4 + Qs,
Y6 = Q2 + a3+ ay + as.

The first five roots generate a system of type a; and 74 is independent. Thus
h® ~ a5 @ a;. O

Remark 3.14. A real form g is quasisplit when the centralizer of a Cartan subspace
of m® is a Cartan subalgebra of g¢. This happens if and only if m® contains a
regular semisimple element of g&. All the real forms in Table [Il are quasisplit
because Z;ZO e; is regular semisimple. However, there are quasisplit real forms
which do not appear in this table, namely su(k + 1, k) and so(2k + 3,2k + 1).

4. GEOMETRIC TODA EQUATIONS.

In this section we will derive the geometric Toda equations as given in Definition
[L2l From now on we assume that ¥ is a compact Riemann surface of genus g
and equip it with a metric of constant curvature 2 — 2¢g, so that the Kahler form
satisfies fz wy, = 2m. Motivated by Higgs bundles and more generally principal
pairs [2, 4, [13], we want to view equations (Z7) and (Z8) as equations on the
gauge orbit of an T-connection V in a holomorphic TC-bundle Q€, given ¢ €
H°(Q%g1) ® Kx). The gauge group is G = C®(X,T°) and these equations
will be our geometric Toda equations: they are the equations which ensure that
the reduction of structure group @ C Q€ corresponds to a 7-primitive harmonic
map using Corollary Since T' acts unitarily on g7 when it is equipped with
the metric p from (), a reduction of structure group Q@ C Q€ equips the
holomorphic bundle Q(g7) with a Chern connection.

Remark 4.1. Note that any complex automorphism of g& which fixes t© pointwise,
such as 7 or o, induces a holomorphic automorphism on Q%(g®) which we will
denote by the same name. For every reduction of structure group Q C Q€ the
bundle Q(g®) also inherits the real involutions p,x. What follows also applies
when Q€ is a holomorphic (7”)%-bundle where 7" < T. Such a reduction can
apply when considering Toda solutions with additional symmetry. Henceforth
we will assume that this is understood.

Given (QF, ), choose an initial T-bundle Qo C Q°. Let || - || denote the norm
of this initial metric and V denote the corresponding Chern connection. The
action of the gauge group G on connections is such that, for s € G, s- V is the
Chern connection compatible with sV”s~!. Specifically this means

5-V =V —(s'0s+ p(s105s)).
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Here d = 0 + 0 is the type decomposition of the exterior derivative on 3. To
simplify notation define 5 = p(s)~! = k(s)~!, and then we have

5s-V =V — (dlogs— dlogs).
Note that Ad s - ¢ is holomorphic with respect to (s-V)”. Hence
F*V = FY —200log(s5),
and note that 200 = i x Ayx. Now observe that
[Ads- @A p(Ads- )] =[Adss- oA py],

since TC is abelian. From now on set u = s5. Since p = x on TC it follows that u :
¥ — exp(it) and log(u) is well-defined. Using the root spaces we may decompose

Q°(g7) = ®j_oQ%(g%) and hence write o = Y"_¢; for p; € H(Q%(g%) ® Ky).

Lemma 4.2. For 0 <j <,

|ay[?
2

[Adu- ¢ A pp;] = ie® 18 || p |12, hjws, (4.1)

where {; = {(a;) determine the real involution p.

Proof. First we note that
Adu . 90] — eaj(IOgu)goj'

It is also clear that [p; A pypy| = 0 for k # j. Now let 7; be a p-unitary local
section of Q(g%) and write ¢; = A;7;dz locally, where A; is a locally smooth
function. Then
[0 A pips] = [, 73] Aj Pdz A dz.
Now ||¢;[1* = |4;[%||dz||* and dz A dz = —i||dz|]*ws so that
|A;12dz A dz = —i]|p;]|*ws.

Finally, [, p7;] is a local section of the adjoint bundle Q%(t%) which is trivial
since t€ is abelian. To calculate this we need a unit length vector in each g®.
We note that
2
plej e5) = —ej f3) = —5{[hy 5, fi) = 5{hg, hy) = PRES
j
by (B). Therefore relative to the p-induced metric on Q(g7) ~ Q xr g7 we can
take 7; to be the equivalence class of
2

(q, ﬁej) € Q" x gv.

Hence
|| .
[Tjaij] = 9 [%/Jeg‘] :—5(%’) 9 h;.
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Hence (2.7) holds if and only if

|O‘j|2 - v

Aslog(u) = ) e 0|y )

Jj=0

Since u : ¥ — exp(it) it has a well-defined logarithm w = log(u). To make this
look a little more familiar we define functions

w; = aj(log(u)), (4.3)
and partition the index set I = {0,1,...,r} into the union of
Iy={jel:;=1}, I.={jel:l;=-1}.

Then equation (£2) is equivalent to the system of equations

2 N 2 A . .
Ayw; = Z ||<pk||2%ew’“0jk— Z ||<pk||2%ew’“0jk—aj(z*Fv), j=0,...,7

kel kel_
(4.4)
These variables satisfy the relation E;:o mjw; = 0.
Remark 4.3. Note that after the gauge transformation s the new metric || - ||* on

Q%(g%) is given by || - [I2 = ™| - |*

We can simplify the term a;(* V) by choosing the initial connection as follows.
First we observe that, since we have chosen GG to have trivial centre, the basis
€1,...,€6 € itdual to the root basis a, ..., a, for Hom(it, R) generates the kernel
I' of the exponential map

e = exp(2rmi-) : € — TF,

(see, e.g., [30, Ch VIII]). Therefore the root basis freely generates the weight
lattice

I'={\e () :\D)cz},
and this is isomorphic to the character group of TC by
I — Hom(T®,C*); A—A=eoloe .

Therefore we use the root basis to identify TC with (C*)". Thus our holomorphic
TC-bundle Q€ can be canonically identified with a product of holomorphic C*-
bundles

QF ~ Q1 x5 ... x5 Qr;  Qj = QF x4, C.
Now let Q);(C) denote the line bundle associated to the C*-bundle @);. Then
Q%(g1) = ®j_0Q;(0).
It follows that

Q(C) = Q) Q;(C) ™.
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Set d; = deg(Q;), so dy = — > 7, dym;. Then in H*(3,7Z)

i d; .
[%aj(Fv)] = [ﬁwz], j=0,...,m

Since we are working with line bundles we may choose the initial metric so that
iaj(FY) = djws, and therefore

a;(ix F¥)=d;, 0<j<r
With this choice of initial metric we finally arrive at the system of equations

agl? wi A agl? wp A .
Asw; =Y lloel2Ee Cop = > lloel e Ci —d;, jel,  (45)

kel kel_

for functions w; : ¥ — R with Z;ZO mjw; = 0. These are the geometric Toda
equations of Definition

Remark 4.4. We choose not to absorb the multipliers |ay|?/2 into either e“*, by
a change of variable, or [|i.]|?, so as to retain the clear link between the ini-
tial data and the equations. For simply-laced diagrams (those with no multiple
edges) |ax|?/2 = 1 for all k. Note also that the curvature only specifies the initial
metric Q C Q€ up to constant scaling on each Q;(C), j =1,...,r, but any two
such metrics are equivalent under the action of the constant gauge transforma-
tions g € T, ¢ — Adg- . With the initial metric fixed, the constant gauge
transformations act on solutions by constant translation, w + w + log(gr(g) ™).

As one knows from the earlier studies of Toda systems there is a significant
qualitative change in solutions when one or more ¢y, is identically zero.

Definition 4.5. We will call the system (IL3)) cyclic whenever . is not identically
zero for all k = 0,...,7, and refer to (Q%, ¢) as a cyclic Toda pair. Otherwise
we will say it is non-cyclic. We will say it is simple non-affine when ¢, = 0 only
for k=0.

An obvious necessary condition for the existence of a cyclic pair is that for
k = 0,...,r each line bundle Qx(C) ® Ky must admit a non-trivial globally
holomorphic section ) and must therefore have non-negative degree. This im-
mediately leads to restrictions on the degrees dj.

Lemma 4.6. A necessary condition for a TC-bundle Q° to admit a cyclic Toda
pair is that the vector of degrees (dy, .. .,d,) € Z lies in the closed convex polytope
given by

2-29<dp, Y mudr<29-2 k=171 (4.6)
k=1

Corollary 4.7. For g = 0 there are no cyclic pairs. For g = 1 there is, up to
gauge equivalence, a real one-parameter family of cyclic pairs.
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Proof. The first statement is immediate from (A6]). For ¢ = 1 we are forced to
have dj, = 0 and Q;(C) ~ C for all k, and thus each ¢y, is constant, so that we may
consider ¢ € g]. Now it is easy to see that each Adpc-orbit of a cyclic element of
g7 contains exactly one element of the form ¢}, _, e for some c € R\ {0}. O

Now let us consider the non-cyclic cases.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose (QF, ) is a non-cyclic Toda pair with ¢ = 0 for
k & J where J C I is proper and non-empty. Then (L3) reduces to a union of
simple non-affine Toda systems for {w; : j € J} while for 1 ¢ J, w; and d; are
determined by a linear combination of {w; : j € J} and {d; : j € J} respectively.

Proof. Set fi, = E(dk)HgokHQ%ewk. Since fr, = 0 for k € J we can write (L3))
simply as

Asw; + d; = Z Olkfka lel. (47)
keJ

Let B be the submatrix of C' obtained by removing the rows and columns not
indexed by J. This is the (possibly decomposable) Cartan matrix for the sub-

diagram of the affine Dynkin diagram for C' obtained by removing the vertices
labelled by I\ J. Therefore

AEU}j -+ dj = Z Bjkfka j e J
keJ

This is a union of simple non-affine Toda systems. Since every Cartan matrix is
invertible, the matrix B has inverse A so that

Z Akj(Azwj —+ dj) = fk, ke J
Jje€J
Substituting this into (A7) for [ ¢ J leads to
Az](wl — Z é’lkAkjwj) = Z élkAkjdj — dl.
j,keJ j,kedJ

Since X is compact the integral of the left hand side is zero and therefore the
right hand side is zero, which determines each d;. Then, after possibly a constant
gauge transformation which leaves ¢ invariant,

w; = E ClkAkjwj.

jked
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4.1. Non-cyclic Toda pairs which are not simple non-affine. Here is the
geometric interpretation of non-cyclic Toda pairs which are not simple non-affine.
On the Dynkin diagram T'™ label the vertices by s; = 1if j € I\ J (ie.,
p; = 0) and s; = 0 otherwise. Using the method of Kac [19] this provides an
automorphism v € Aut(g®) of type (so, . . ., s,;n) which commutes with o, x (and
hence p) and 7. It has order o(v) = 37, nm;s;. Inspection shows that o(y) =1
if and only if n = 1 and the Toda pair is equivalent to a simple non-affine Toda
pair by a symmetry of the extended Dynkin diagram I'"). Otherwise the fixed
point subalgebra a = gJ is a reductive proper subalgebra of g© which we can
write as a Lie algebra direct sum

a=a;1D...Da, D3

Here each a; is simple and is determined by a connected subdiagram of the nodes
labelled by J. The ideal 3 is the centre and it is contained in t€. Let A = G7 < G
have Lie algebra a N g, and similarly A;, Z < G have Lie algebras a;Ng and 3N g
respectively. Then

A~ A x ... XA, X Z.

Moreover, T' < A and we can write T~ T7 X ... x T, X Z where T; < A; is the
T-fixed torus in A;. The factor A; will be noncompact provided ¢(a;) = —1 for
some node on the connected subdiagram corresponding to a;. Clearly, for each
A; we have a simple non-affine Toda system and each determines a primitive
harmonic map into A;/7T; (using the primitive distribution for non-affine roots).
Now

AJT = (A JT)) % ... x (Ag)Th),

since T/Z ~ T} x ... x T. Therefore the product of maps into A;/T; corresponds
to the map obtained from the original non-cyclic Toda pair and factors through
the (totally geodesic) embedding A/T C G/T.

4.2. Inner versus outer Coxeter automorphisms. Most of the literature
considers only the Toda equations for an extended Dynkin diagram (i.e., the
inner Coxeter automorphism). It was observed by Olive & Turok [28] that when
the Dynkin diagram admits a non-trivial symmetry this can be imposed upon
those Toda equations to obtain a reduced system. The aim here is to explain
how to interpret the geometry of this when v is an involution, which is the only
case relevant to a discussion of real forms.

Suppose the Dynkin diagram of g€ admits a non-trivial involution. As before
let v denote both the symmetry on the nodes of the diagram and the correspond-
ing outer automorphism of g€. Let 7/ = v7,,, and recall from Remark B3.4] that
this is not a Coxeter automorphism unless g€ ~ ay,. When 7,,, has order m the
order of 7" is m if m is even and 2m otherwise. If 7,,(£) = A and v(£) = £ then
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7/(€) = A and therefore

1, o(1") = m,

Tinn m v D) T/’ —
i SC {2, o(t") = 2m.

For the Toda equations (L3 to admit the symmetry of v we require {(a;) =
() and the Toda pair (QF,¢) to admit this symmetry, i.e., there is an iso-
morphism from Q;(C) to @, ;) which identifies ¢; with ¢,;). In particular the
involution ¢ corresponding to ¢ commutes with v and ¢’ = vo is an outer invo-
lution. Let G < G© be the real form determined by p = ok and G’ the real form
determined by p/ = o'k, with maximal compact subgroups H, H' and in each
of these maximal toral subgroups 7T',T", where T" < T is the v-fixed subgroup.
Using g}/ above we can equip G'/T" with a horizontal F-structure.

Now set A = G N G’ with Lie algebra a = gN g C g and notice 77 < A.
Choose a (T")%-bundle Q° and ¢ € HO(QC(gJT-,) ® K), then v = ¢. The Toda
equations for this Toda pair (QF, ¢) are the equations which govern the existence
of a T'-subbundle @ C Q€ so that the connection

Vitot+pe=V+otie,

is flat. Because of the symmetry this is an A-connection and provides an equi-
variant map into A/7” with holonomy representation x : m% — A. When we
post-compose with A/T" — G/T we obtain a primitive harmonic map which
projects onto a harmonic map f; : Y= G /H into the inner symmetric space.
On the other hand, post-composition with A/T" — G'/T" gives an F-holomorphic
map which projects down to a harmonic map fo : & — G’ /H' into the outer sym-
metric space. Note that these maps fi, fo are equivariant with respect to the same
holonomy representation x. When ¢ is cyclic the map f; does not agree with
any map obtained using a cyclic Toda pair for an outer Coxeter automorphism
except when g€ ~ ay, since the two primitive distributions are inequivalent.

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS VIA PRINCIPAL PAIRS.

To apply the theory of principal pairs [4, [13] (cf. [2]) it is necessary to have
g7 € m®. This is because the principal pair equations for this situation are

FY —[p kgl = 0,

vl/(p — 07
and therefore we require pp = —k¢ for the first equation to agree with (2.7)). Thus
we need o = —1 on g] and therefore the pair (7, ) is totally noncompact. Given

this, a pair (Q, ) consisting of a holomorphic T¢-bundle Q° and a holomorphic
section ¢ of Q%(g7) ® Ky, is an example of a Kx-twisted principal pair [13]. We
will refer to (QF, ¢) as a totally noncompact Toda pair.

Because the Toda equations (L3) are equivalent to the system (2.7) and (2.8))
they possess a solution when (Q€, ) is a O-polystable principal pair. Since T
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is abelian the conditions for O-stability are relatively easy to formulate, following
[13]. For each x € Hom(it,R) let h, € it be given by x = (h,,-). Define
By ={¢ € g] : Adexp(thy) - € is bounded as t — oo, t € RT}
and its subset
B) ={¢ € g7 : Adexp(thy) - £ =€ forall t € R}
Note that these are both TC-invariant and therefore the associated bundles
Q"(By) € Q°(By) € Q%(g7)

are well-defined. We also write y = Zt: xja;, where x; € R, and define
deg( QC Z x;d;

Definition 5.1 (cf. [13]). The pair (QF, ) is 0-polystable if for every non-zero
x € Hom(it,R) for which ¢ € H*(Q%(By) ® Ksx) we have deg(Q), > 0, with
equality only if ¢ € HO(QC(BQ) ® Kx). When deg(Q%), > 0 we say the pair is
0-stable.

Note that in the language of [13] x is an antidominant character. The main
theorem we wish to apply can be stated as follows, based on the exposition in
[13].

Theorem 5.2. Let (QF, ) be a totally noncompact Toda pair which is 0-polystable.
Then the Toda equations (L3) possess a solution, and there is a corresponding

equivariant harmonic map f : D — G/T. This solution is uniquely determined
when (QF, ) is 0-stable.

It is easy to check that cyclic Toda pairs are always 0-stable.
Proposition 5.3. Every totally noncompact cyclic Toda pair (QF, ) is 0-stable.
Proof. We will show that 0-stability is vacuously satisfied by a cyclic pair. Sup-
pose x € Hom(it,R), then

T

Adexp(th,) ZAdeXp (thy) - ¢ Zexp(t(ak,x))wk. (5.1)
k=0 k=0

This is bounded as t — oo if and only if
(g, x) <Oforall k=0,...,r
Since ag = — Z;Zl mja; and m; > 0 this cannot hold when x # 0. U

By Prop. the non-cyclic case is entirely determined by simple non-affine
cases. To understand the stability conditions for the non-affine case we need the
following ideas. Recall that €;,... €. € it is the dual basis, a;(e;) = ;5. The
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roots determine the closure W of the positive Weyl chamber and the interior
int(17°) of its polar cone:

W ={heit:a;(h) >0}, int(W°)={teit:(t,h) <0V heW}

Proposition 5.4. A totally noncompact simple non-affine Toda pair (QF, ) is
0-polystable if and only if it is 0-stable, which occurs if and only if the degrees
dy,...,d, are such that 2 —2g < d; and E;:1 dje; lies in int(W°). Equally,

2-29<d;, Y Rydy <0, (5.2)
k=1
where R, are the entries to the inverse of the matriz whose entries are (o, o).
In particular, this requires g > 2.

Proof. From (5.1]) we see that ¢ € H°(Q(B;) ® Ky) precisely when
(ag,x) <Oforall k=1,... 7 (5.3)

In particular Adexp h, -¢ = ¢ implies x = 0, hence 0-polystable implies 0-stable.
Now (B.3) is equivalent to —h, € W. If we set x = zjo; and d = 22:1 dje; then
we require

0> = a;d; = —x(d) = (~hy,d), V= hy €W,
j=1

and therefore d € int(W?). Clearly h € W if and only if h = >, axex with
ar > 0. Hence the condition above is equivalent to

Zdj(ej,ek> <0, Vk=1,...,m.

j=1

Now hg, = Y p_i{u, a)€, and therefore

Thus we obtain (5.2)). O

Remark 5.5. Tt is not necessary for (7, 0) to be totally noncompact for Prop. 54
to hold. Clearly all that is required is that the roots a, ..., &, are noncompact
(¢(a) can have either sign).

6. TODA PAIRS AND HIGGS BUNDLES.

Whenever the geometric Toda equations (L3) admit solutions there is a cor-
responding primitive harmonic map ¢ : ¥ — G /T from the universal cover )y
of ¥ by Theorem Il This is equivariant with respect to some representation
X : m12 — G. By Theorem 23] and Proposition 2.5 after homogeneous projection
7 : G/T — G/H we obtain an equivariant harmonic map f : ¥ — G/H. This
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has a corresponding G-Higgs bundle, i.e., a holomorphic principal H® bundle P®
over Y equipped with a holomorphic section ® € H°(P®(m®)® Ky,). For practical
purposes we can take the Higgs bundle to be the pair (£, ®) where £ = P%(m®).
We can describe fairly easily the relationship between the Toda pair (Q, )
for ¢) and the Higgs bundle (E,®) of f = 7o 1. To achieve this we need to
compare the reductive decompositions of g& provided by 7 and by o. Write

o€ =€ @ pC = @ mC,

for these. Then p© = £© @ m® where £© = p© N HC. In particular, Adsc preserves
both £ and m® so we have a bundle decomposition Q% (p®) = Q% (¢°) ® QF(m®)
and the corresponding decomposition on smooth sections

M) ® Ky) = T(Q(t%) ® Kx) @ I'(Q%(m") ® Kx)
Y = ¢t Pm-

Note that since Ad c preserves root spaces, for a section ¢ of Q%(g,)® Ky, written

as ) icrpj we have
o= 05 Pm= 0

Jjel+ JeI_

when o corresponds to the partition [ = 1, U I_.

Proposition 6.1. Let (Q%, ) be a Toda pair which provides a primitive harmonic
map 1 : % — G/T. Let V be the connection and p the real involution this induces
on QF(m®) by the reduction of structure group Q C Q. Then the Higgs bundle
(E,®) for its projection f = wo1) : ¥ — G/H is such that E ~ Q%(m®) as a
smooth bundle but equipped with the holomorphic structure V" + ppe, and ® = py,.

Note that the assumption that (Q€,¢) corresponds to a primitive harmonic
map implies that (E,®) is a polystable G-Higgs bundle since it corresponds to
the harmonic map f.

Proof. Recalling §2.11 the connections and Maurer-Cartan 1-forms of respectively
G/T and G/H come from the two ways of splitting the left Maurer-Cartan form
of G:

WG = Wy + Wy = Wy + Wy

Let us write 1 : T(G/T) — G x¢p and By : T(G/H) — G xy m for the
respective Maurer-Cartan 1-forms of these spaces. By definition Q = ¢~ 'G/m %
and ¢ + pp = *B;. Define P = f~1G/m ¥, then P ~ Q xr H and hence FE ~
Q%(m®) as a smooth bundle. This bundle carries two connections: a connection
D from wy and, since Ady preserves the splitting p = € 4+ m, the connection V on
Q%(p®) coming from wy restricted to E. It follows that

D=V = @"B1)e = (¢ + pp)e.
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Therefore the holomorphic structure of E is D” = V" + ppe. Using a local lift
F : U — G of ¢, and hence of f, it is easy to see that f*fy = (¥*1)n and
therefore
= (f"B2) = (¢ + pP) = P
[

Remark 6.2. In general we need to know @ C QF, i.e. have solved the geometric
Toda equations, to find py, to obtain the holomorphic structure of E. However,
when ¢ = 0 (equally ¢ = @y), which includes the totally noncompact case, the
holomorphic structure of E comes directly from Q% without solving the Toda
equations, and ® = .

An important class of G-Higgs bundles are those which are invariant under the
C* action €' - (E,®) = (F,e'®). These are usually referred to as variations of
Hodge structure (or simply Hodge bundles).

Proposition 6.3. Suppose (E,®) is a G-Higgs bundle obtained from a Toda
pair (QF, ) in the manner above. Then (E,®) is a Hodge bundle if and only if
(QF, ) is non-cyclic.

Proof. (E,®) is a Hodge bundle when there is a one-parameter family of gauge
transformations ¢, : ¥ — H® for which

Adg,-D"=D", Adg,-® =e'd.
Hence Ad g, must restrict to a holomorphic section on each End(Q;(C)) ~ C for

which ¢; # 0. Therefore without loss of generality we may assume g, is constant
over ¥ and g; = exp(y;) for v, € t€. This must satisfy
Adexp(1) - ¢m = €'

Let J ={j € I : ¢; # 0} and write its partition as J = J; U J_. Then for the
equations above to hold we require integers k; € Z, j € J, such that

Oéj(’}/t) =t+ 27T’i]€j, j eJ_ . (61)
If J =1 (the cyclic case) then these must satisfy the single equation
0= ijozj(%) = QWiijkj +t Z m;.
=0 j=0 jel-

This cannot hold for all ¢ since jer.mj # 0. However, if J 7 I then there is

no relation between the a; for j € J and therefore (6.I)) can be solved for any ¢
(e.g., for all j € J take k; = 0 and choose y; = t£ where ;(§) =1 for j € J). O

Example 6.4. We can illustrate Propositions [6.1] and Remark using the
example of agl). Let Ej; € gl(3,C) be the matrix whose only non-zero entry is a
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1 in the j-th row and k-column. Define
hi = Eas — Eni, hy = E33 — Ega, ho = E1y — Ess,
e1 = Ea1, €3 = E3, e = Ei3, f1 = Ena, fo= Ea, fo= Es.

Then {hj,e;, fj : j = 0,1,2} are the generators satisfying the relations (3.2) for
the extended Cartan matrix

X 2 -1 -1

c=\|-1 2 -1

-1 -1 2

There is only one admissible labelling ¢ : {0, 1,2} — {£1}, up to the Zz symmetry
of the affine diagram (see Table [B)), and we choose this so that ¢, = —1, ¢; =1,

¢y = —1. The corresponding Cartan decomposition is schematically
x % 0 0 0 =
ht = x % 0 , mt= 0 0 =
0 0 = x *x 0

The noncompact real form is su(2,1) and therefore the noncompact symmetric
space is PU(2,1)/U(2). The corresponding geometric Toda equations are

Aswo = —[lor|?e™ 7 = 2[|pol[*e™ + [Ia]*e” — do, (6.2)
Aswy = —[lon|?e™ 7 + [|ol|*e™® — 2[|¢a| %™ — da,
suppressing the redundant equation for w; = —wy — ws.

It will be convenient to think of each PU(2,1)-Higgs bundle as a projective
equivalence class of rank 3 Higgs vector bundles, of the form (V @& C, &) where V/
is a holomorphic rank 2 bundle, and the Higgs field ® is a holomorphic section of

(Hom(C, V) ® Hom(V,C)) ® K ~ Q%(m®) ® K.

Using the representation of a; above and Prop. V' is isomorphic to Qy(C) &
Q2(C)~! equipped with the holomorphic structure

d  pe1
(O v ) , (6.3)
where 0; are d-operators for the holomorphic structures on Q;(C) (with 5; for
the dual line bundle). The Higgs field is

0 0 o
=10 0 O
0 (Vo) 0

All such Higgs fields have Tr(®?) = 0 and therefore lie in the nilpotent cone of
the PU(2, 1)-Higgs bundle moduli space.

The labelling means the pair (7, ¢) is not totally noncompact, so unless ¢; = 0
we cannot apply the existence results of §8l In fact we know from [23, Prop.
5.8] that with the restrictions wy = ws, Q;(C) ® Ky ~ C for j = 0,2, and
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lvoll = llp2|l = 1 (which produces a version of the agZ) equations for labelling
(o, ¢1) = (1, —1)) there is no Toda solution if || || is too large. But when ¢; = 0
we can apply Remark to Prop. B4l The relevant matrix R = (R;;) in the
inequalities (B.2]) is easily computed to be

2 1
— 2
r=3(73).
With this matrix the inequalities (5.2]) are

—2<g — 1) < d,, —2(g — 1) <dy, 2dy+dy <0, dy+2dy<O0. (64)

which are equivalent to the conditions given in [25] for the Hodge bundle with
p1 =0 (and ¢; # 0, j = 0,2) to be a stable Higgs bundle. The corresponding
maps f : ¥ — CH? ~ PU(2,1)/U(2) are exactly the superminimal maps which
are not +-holomorphic [25] §5.2].

Remark 6.5. In [31] Simpson introduced the notion of a k-cyclotomic Higgs bun-
dle. This is a G®-Higgs bundle (E, ®), with ® € H°(g® ® Ky), which is a fixed
point of the action of Zj as a subgroup of C*. It is not hard to see that the Higgs
bundles in Prop. are only m-cyclotomic when ¢, = 0.

6.1. Baraglia’s cyclic Higgs bundles. In [3] Baraglia pointed out that certain
real forms of the Toda equations arise from special cases within the family of Higgs
bundles constructed by Hitchin in [I§]. In our language Baraglia’s examples
correspond to totally noncompact Toda pairs for an inner Coxeter automorphism
when Q;(C) ~ K" for j =1,...,r. In that case ; is constant for j # 0 and ¢y
is a holomorphic differential, a section of

Qo(C) ® Ky ~ @ Ky = Kp/™.

However, the real form in Hitchin’s construction is always the split real form and
for Lie algebras of type a,, 0, and e¢g this is the real form for an outer Cartan
involution. But Hitchin’s construction also implicitly applies v-symmetry upon
the Higgs field, and therefore even though Baraglia’s examples satisfy the inner
version of the Toda equations they also provide harmonic maps into the outer
symmetric space of the split real form: Baraglia’s explanation of this is essentially
the same as the mechanism described in §4.2] above. The purpose of this section
is to show what happens if we drop the insistence that the Coxeter automorphism
be inner. By Table [ (or Remark B4)) the outer Coxeter automorphisms provide
different Toda pairs from Baraglia’s except when g© ~ a,,.

Suppose (7,0) is a totally noncompact pair. We begin by adapting Kostant’s
construction of the principal three dimensional subgroup [20] to make it com-
patible with the Z,, grading for either inner or outer Coxeter automorphisms.
For any quadruple (g&, v,t%, B) let z € it C gf be the unique element for which
a;j(z) = 1for j =1,...,r. Then there are positive constants ¢; € R for which
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x=>"_, c;jh;. Define e € g by

j=1

r
e = E w/cjej,
=1

and set f = pe. Then the triple {z, e, f} satisfies
[SII,@]:@, [xaf]:_.ﬁ [e,f]:x,

and generates a principal three dimensional subalgebra s© C gy. In fact from
Appendix [A] we see that e = 22:1
generators for g€ and therefore e is also principal nilpotent for g©. Hence s® is
also a principal three dimensional subalgebra for g©.

Now take Q;(C) = Ky ' for j = 1,...,r and ¢ = e. Note that because we
normalised the Kahler metric on Y to have constant curvature 2 — 2¢g the initial

metric for this choice of Q;(C) is just this Kahler metric. This simple non-affine
Toda pair (QF, ¢) is O-stable by Prop. B.4l

a;E;, a; # 0, with respect to canonical

Lemma 6.6. For g > 2 the solution to (L3) corresponding to this Toda pair is
given by w; = log(2g — 2) for all j = 1,...,r. The metric on each Q;(C) ~ Ky'
18 just the metric on ¥ of constant curvature —1. The corresponding harmonic
map into the symmetric space is a totally geodesic embedding of the Poincaré disc

into G/H.
Proof. Since ¢y, = \/cxey, and |lex||* = 2/|ay|? the equations (L3) are

Asw; +Zéjk0k€wk =29—2, j=1,...,r
k=1
Now

Therefore taking w; = log(2¢g — 2) for all j is a solution. Therefore the solution
metric on each );(C) is the Kéhler metric of (29 — 2)wy, which has constant
curvature —1.

Now iz, e + f and i(e — f) are p-fixed and generate a Lie subalgebra s C g
isomorphic to su(1,1). Let S < G be the corresponding subgroup, with 73 < T
the U(1) subgroup tangent to iz. Then S/T7 ~ SU(1,1)/U(1) is isometric to
the Poincaré disc and the map ¢ : S/Ty — G/T is the primitive harmonic map
determined by the Toda pair above. Its projection f :S/T} — G/H is a totally
geodesic embedding. O

To obtain the cyclic version assume g > 1 and take ¢ = e + ey where
Yo € HO(Kg/n) is non-trivial. The equations then take the form (L7). The
Higgs bundle (£, ®) obtained from this Toda pair has & = ¢ by Prop. Gl
When 7 is inner these are Baraglia’s cyclic Higgs bundles [3]. When 7 is outer
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the real form is split (see Table [[) and the Higgs bundle still fits into Hitchin’s
construction [I8], because [eg, f] = 0 means eq is a lowest weight vector for the
representation of of s©, but by Table @it is only the root vector for a lowest root
of g© when g ~ ay,.

For the a;ﬂ)_l, M and eél) cases the real form is not split but (Q, ) is v-
invariant and the construction of §£.2] applies. This means that (Q€, ¢) produces
two different types of harmonic map: one into an inner symmetric space G/H
and one into an outer symmetric space G'/H'. As explained in §4.2] these two
maps have the same holonomy representation, taking values in GNG’. The maps
into G'/H’ come from Hitchin’s construction and their holonomy representations
are known as Hitchin representations.

Example 6.7. To illustrate the differences between inner and outer Toda equations
for the totally noncompact Toda pairs above, let us compare the equations for the

diagrams a:(),l) and a§2) in the case where the former has the v-symmetry imposed.

For agl) with the v-symmetry implies w3 = w; and wy = —wy — 2w;. A
computation gives ¢; = 3/2 and ¢y = 2. Choosing an arbitrary ¢, € H(K3)

gives the Toda equations
Aswy + 3e"t — 2e"2 — [[pg|?e 22 = 29 — 2,
Aswy — 3e™t +4e™? = 29 — 2. (6.5)

In the standard representation of s[(4,C) we can write the Higgs field as

0 ya 0 0
0 0 & 0
0 0 0 &
®o 0 0 0

These equations correspond to primitive harmonic maps into PU(2,2)/U(1)3
which project down onto the inner symmetric space PU(2,2)/P(U(2) x U(2)).
But the additional v-symmetry means this also produce a map, as in Baraglia’s
construction [3], into an outer symmetric space isomorphic to PSL(4,R)/H where
H ~ SO(4)/{£14}.

For agQ) ~ DgQ) we have wy = —w; — wy and ¢; = 2, ¢; = 3/2. Choosing an
arbitrary ¢y € H°(K32) gives the Toda equations

Aswy + 3e"t — 2e"2 — || |Pe 22 = 29 — 2,
Aywy —2e" 4+ 3" = 29— 2. (6.6)
In the standard representation the Higgs field for this case is
0 a O 0

0 0 & 0

o 0 0 o
0 9 0 0
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The Toda pair gives a primitive harmonic map into PSL(4,R)/T where T' < H
is a maximal torus, and this projects to the harmonic map into PSL(4,R)/H
given by Hitchin’s construction using the Higgs field above.

APPENDIX A. SIMPLE AFFINE ROOTS WHEN v IS NOT THE IDENTITY.

Given g® fix a Cartan subalgebra ¢ C g© with root system R C ¢*. Choose
simple roots f1, ..., 5 € R and canonical generators {H;, E;, F; : 1,...,1} which
satisfy

|Ej, Fy| = —0;.H;, [Hj, Ex| = CyjEx, [Hj, Fiy| = —CjiFy,

where Cj are the entries of the Cartan matrix for g€ Let v € Aut(g®) be non-
trivial and coming from a symmetry of the Dynkin diagram of g©. Specifically

Bugy = V' By, v(H;j) = Hygy, v(E;) = Eyy, v(F) = Fug),
where we are also using v to denote the symmetry of the labelled vertices on the
Dynkin diagram. Let 6 € R denote the highest root.
Our aim is to describe for each such v the affine roots &;, j = 0,...,r, and

their root spaces g% . Most of this information comes directly from Helgason [17,
Ch. X,8§5] and the rest follows by fairly straightforward calculation from the same
source. Let t© denote the v-fixed subspace of ¢ and 3 denote the restriction of
any root 3 to t&.

First we describe the affine roots for j > 1, which have the form («;,0). For
the a-type and 0-type cases where v is an involution, if v(j) = j then &; = Bj is
a simple affine root, with root space g% = g%. If j < v(j) then a; = Bj but the
root space is

g% = Spanc{E; + v(Ej))}.
For e((f) the involution is v(1) = 6, v(3) =5, v(2) = 2, v(4) = 4. We set

ar =1, az = P3, a3 =P, ag = Pa.

The root spaces are

g* = Spanc{E\ +v(E1)}, ¢% = Spanc{Bs + v(E)}, g% = g™, g™ = g™

For 2'¥ the 3-fold symmetry is v(1) = 3, v(2) = 2, v(3) = 4, v(4) = 1. We can
take

ap =P, az =[Py
with corresponding roots spaces
gal = (C{El —+ I/(El) + I/2<E)1)}7 gaQ = 962

The highest root of 04 is § = 81 + 262 + B3 + f4.

It remains to describe aq for each case.

Proposition A.1. For an affine diagram of type 2 or 3, write tvg = (BO, 1). Then
Bo is given by the Table[2
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Affine diagram Bo
aé? -0
ag}q Bor—1 — 0
05«%21 - 22:1 Bj
e Bo+ B3+ B8s—0
o) Bat =0

TABLE 2. The roots 3, for which ayg is the restriction of 3, to €.

Proof. Since oy = —Z§Z1m]‘%‘ and a; = Bj = By(j) for 7 < v(y), it suffices to
check that Table [2] satisfies

r
fo=— Z m; ;.
j=1

In each case this can be read off the labelled affine diagrams below. U

We finish by describing the corresponding root spaces g*° C gY. For a;zr) clearly

v(Bo) = Bo so g® = g’ = g=°. For all the other cases v() # [ so that

géo = SpanC{Eﬁo - V(Eﬁo)}
for n =2 and .
gao = SpanC{Eﬁo + wzy(Eﬁo) + WVQ(E@))}

for n = 3 with w = €27/3,
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APPENDIX B. TABLE OF AFFINE DIAGRAMS.

o) D —O—D
r>1 a1 Q2 Qr—1
(7)) @
D) @@ —@—D
r> 2 ‘ Qr—1
a1 D
V00— —@—
r>1 ap Qg Qr—1
ap D
£l) (%) ®7@7 e
r>3 ‘
a1 @
"
@ 2
O oo oa
6 Qg (6733 Qg Qa3
@ as
O oo
7 [e%4 Qg (071 (&%}
eél) ——0B)—@—

®7

(&3] (7))

® 2
—O—0O

Q4 Q3 Q1

(2)
a2r
r>1

r—1

O—@—0B—0——0O®
(7% o [e%) (0%} Qg
O—0O=B
(7)) a9 a1
D=
Qo aq
O—@— -+ —@—@
(7)) a1 Q1 o
ap D
a2 @—@— - —@—0
Qr_1 Oy
a1 @
D—D— - —D—D
ey} o1 Qr—1  Qp
O—@—0—00@—0
(e a3 2 aq Qg
O=0—0

g (5] [6%)

Ficure 1. Affine Dynkin diagrams. There are r + 1 vertices for
all diagrams for which r is a parameter. The numbers in the circles
are the coefficients m; for which Z;:o mjo; = 0, mg = 1.
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