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CHERN-SIMONS THEORY, SURFACE SEPARABILITY,
AND VOLUMES OF 3-MANIFOLDS

PIERRE DERBEZ, YI LIU, AND SHICHENG WANG

ABSTRACT. We study the setol (M, G) of volumes of all representations m M —

G, whereM is a closed oriented-manifold andG is eitherIso H? or IsoeSL2 (R).

By various methods, including relations between the volofirepresentations and the
Chern-Simons invariants of flat connections, and recenttsesf surfaces in 3-manifolds,
we prove that any 3-manifold/ with positive Gromov simplicial volume has a finite cover
M with vol(M, Isoy H3) % {0}, and that any non-geometric 3-manifdld containing

at least one Seifert piece has a finite cov@mwith vol(M, IsoesiZ(f@)) # {0}.
We also find 3-manifold$/ with positive simplicial volume butol(M, Iso. H3) =

{0}, and non-trivial graph manifolds/ with vol(1, IsoeSf;(I/R)) = {0}, proving that it
is in general necessary to pass to some finite covering t@agtes thatol(M, G) # {0}.
Besides we determineol (M, G) when M supports the Seifert geometry.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The volume of representations of 3-manifolds groups is afifedtheory which has
rich connections with many branches of mathematics. Homtinesbehavior of those vol-
ume functions seems still quite mysterious. To make our ingamore explicit, we first
give some basic notions (which will be defined later) and prtgs of volume of represen-
tations. LetN be a closed orientablemanifold. LetG be eitherso H? = PSL(2;C),

—_~—
~

the orientation preserving isometry group of the hyperb8lispace, offso.SLa(R) =

—_~

R xz SL2(R), the identity component of the isometry groupSdfz(R). For each repre-
sentatiorp: m M — G, the volume ofy is denoted byolg (M, p).
Define

vol (M, G) = {volg(M, p)whenp runs over the representations/ — G}

SupposeM supports a hyperbolic, respectively 8h, (R)-geometry. Then/ naturally

has its own hyperbolic volumeplyys (M), respectively Seifert vqumeole\(TR)(M). We
2

denote by/|M|| the Gromov norm of\/, which measures, up to a multiplicative constant,
the total hyperbolic volume of the hyperbolic piecesMf[Gr, [SA]. The following the-
orem contains some known basic results of the theory of veltepresentations. For its
development, seé [BGIL, BG2, Re] and their references.

Theorem 1.1. Let N be a closed orientablg-manifold.

(1) Bothvol(V, PSL(2;C)) and vol(N, Iso.SL2(R)) contain at most finitely many
values. Hence the supremui¥/(N) and SV () of vol(N,PSL(2;C)) and

vol(N,Iso.SL2(R)) are reached.
(2) If N admits a hyperbolic geometric structure, thBiV (V) equalsvolgs (N),
reached by any discrete and faithful representation. A lainstatement holds

e~

whenN admits arSL.(R) geometric structure.

(3) HV(N) < u3 || N||, whereyus denotes the volume of any ideal regular tetrahedron
in H3.

(4) Let f: M — N be a map between closed orientaBBlenanifolds and lep :
m N — G denote a representation. Then

VOlG(Mv f*p) = deg(f) VOIG(Na p)

Hence,
HV(M) > |degf|HV(N) andSV (M) > |degf|SV(N).
We callHV () andSV(N) in the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 (1) thgperbolic volume
and theSeifert volumef NV, respectively.

Remark1l.2. Let M and N be two closed oriented-dimensional manifolds and let
D(M, N) be the set of degrees of maps frami to N. Let D be the set of all closed
orientable 3-manifoldsV with D(M, N) finite for any fixedM. By Theoren[ 11 (4),
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SV(N) = HV(N) = 0if N ¢ D. Itis known that (sed [DSW] for exampleN € D
if and only if N contains a prime facto) with non-trivial geometric decomposition, or

—_~

supporting arBLy(R) or a hyperbolic geometry. This fact combined with Theofefh 1.
(2), (3), (4) implies that ifvol (N, IsocSLQ(R)) # {0} then necessarily a prime factor

of N has a non-trivial geometric decomposition, or supportSas(R) or a hyperbolic
geometry and ifol (IV, PSL(2; C)) # {0} then necessarily a prime factor df contains
some hyperbolic JSJ pieces.

Besides Theoremn 1.1, Thurston pointed out the relationé@tvChern—Simons invari-
ants and the hyperbolic volume of hyperbolic 3-manifoldsdiscrete and faithful repre-
sentations [Th2]. Such a relation is extended by Kirk—kéad¥K] for cusped hyperbolic
3-manifolds and discrete and faithful representations RftL(2; C), and by Khoi [KH]

A

for closed manifolds with the groufi.; (R) (as a subgroup dsoSLy(R)).

Despite those significant results, the answer to the questielow, which is a main mo-
tivation of this paper, seems still remarkably unknown. &le¢bat a non-negative invariant
n of 3-manifolds is said to satisfy thmvering propertyn the sense of Thurston, if for any
finite coveringp : N — N, we haven(N) = |deg(p)|n(N).

—_—~

Questionl. Let M be a closed-manifold and letG be eithePSL(2, C) or Iso.SLa(R).
(1) (a) How to find non-zero elementsnl(M, G)?
(b) More weakly, how to find non-zero elementsvisl(M, G) for some finite

coverM of M?
(2) DoesHV or SV satisfy the covering property?

Remarkl.3. Three-manifold invariants with the covering property wastfaddressed by
Thurston in the 1970s [Ki, Problem 3.16(A)]. The simplicialume has the covering
property (See Gromov, Thurston, Somal[Gr, [Th1, So], an eatilyence of such applica-
tion appears in Milnor—Thurstoh [MT]). Some papers definairants with the covering
property for graph manifolds, say [W\W, LW, Ne], but each oaeighes for some graph
manifolds.

So far it seems that we only know thHtV, respectivelySV, satisfies the covering
property for the hyperbolic, respectively, Seifert maldf In hyperbolic geometry this
property comes from the relation between the simplicialived anddV. In Seifert geom-
etry one can comput&V in terms of the Euler classes of the Seifert manifold and thlelE
characteristic of its orbifold and these invariants behatairally under covering maps.

The results of Brooks—Goldmahn [BG2] and Eisenbud—HirsauiNann[[EHN] allow
us to describe the setl (M, IsocSLQ(R)) for each closed 3-manifold/ supporting an

SLo(R)-geometry. It is known thad/ supports arsLs(R)-geometry if and only ifM is

a Seifert manifold with non-zero Euler numbei\/) over an orbifold of negative Euler
characteristic. We usez, and™a™ for a € R to denote respectively, the greatest integer
less than or equal to and the least integer greater than or equal.to

Proposition 1.4. SupposeV/ supports arSL,(R)-geometry and that its baseorbifold
has a positive genug Then

) - 2
(1.1) vol (M, Isocsm)) = {@L)' (Z <Z—) —n> }
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whereny, ..., n,,n are integers such that
T T
Z\_ni/ap—n§2g—2, Z’_ni/ai—'—nEQ—Zg
1=1 =1
anday, . . ., a, are the indices of the singular points of the orbifoldidt

Remarkl.5. In order to check Propositidn 1.4, we will describe all reygmtations with
non-zero volume. Propositidn 1.4 presents explicitly taonality of the elements in

vol(M, Isoesf;(ﬁ)), which was proved by Reznikov [Re].

As a partial answer to Questidd 1 (1) for non-geometric nudd, i/tvwas known
recently that each non-trivial graph manifoltdf has a finite coverM such that
vol(fvf, Iso.SL2(R)) contains non-zero elements, see [DW]. Thus Quesfion 1 idra}
duced to the non-geometric 3-manifolds containing hyplrli®J pieces (the so-called
mixed 3-manifold). In view of Theorem 1.1 (2) (3), as well be tesult of [DW)], and in an
attempt to seal a relation between G®@mov simplicial volumand thehyperbolic volumge
M. Boileau and several others wondered the following moredliversion of Questidnl 1

(1):
Questiorn2. Suppose that the Gromov notfid/|| is positive.
(1) Isthere arepresentatipn 7; M — PSL(2; C) with positive volume?
(2) More weakly is there a representation mM — PSL(2; C) with positive vol-
ume for some finite coverinﬁ of M?

From now onM will always be assumed to be a closed oriented irreducible no
geometric 3-manifold.

The main results of this paper are the following two theoremsch answer Questions
and2 respectively.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose thal/ is a closed oriented irreducible non-geometric 3-manifold

(1) If M contains at least one hyperbolic geometric piece, then yipetbolic volume
of some finite covel/ is positive.

(2) If M contains at least one Seifert geometric piece, then thei$edlume of some
finite cover)/ is positive.

Theorem 1.7.

(1) There are closed oriented non-trivial graph manifolds witimishing Seifert vol-
ume.

(2) There are closed oriented irreducible 3-manifolds with namishing Gromov
norm but vanishing hyperbolic volume.

Corollary 1.8. Neither the hyperbolic volume nor the Seifert volume haeecthvering
property.

Now let us have a brief discussion of our proofs of the mainltes

The difficulty of Questioffl can more or less be seen from tiimitien: to get a non-
zero element invol (M, G) we need first to find am priori “significant” representation
p: mM — G, and then to be able to compute its volume. In the geometsie,dhere is
a natural significant representation given by the faithfd discrete representation of its
fundamental group in the Lie group of its geometry. In the-geometric case one might
think to use the geometry of its pieces to construct a glolgdificant representation.
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However in this new situation many problems occur: Firstghemetric pieces have non-
empty boundary and the volume of representation is not easyahipulate and moreover
we must make sure that the local representations are cdstgpatithe toral boundaries
in order to be glued together. Then another problem ariseswle want to compute the
volume of a global representation from the local volumesn @a add the volumes of
those pieces to get the volume of the presentation?

In order to prove Theorem 1.6 and Theoreml 1.7, we will firstsider the volume
of representations from the perspective of Chern—Simoesryhand prove the so-called
additivity principle.

Denote byG the semi-simple Lie groupso.SL2(R) or PSL(2, C) with the associated

—~—

Riemannian homogeneous spacéswhich is SLy(R) or H? endowed with the closed
G-invariant volume formw .

Denote byg the Lie algebra ofz. We recall (see Section 3 for more details) that
the Chern—Simons classes with structure grBSj.(2, C) are based on the first Pontrja-
gin class and in the same way we define the Chern—Simons sladtestructure group

Iso.SLa(IR) based on the invariant polynomial definedRyA ® A) = Tr(X?) +¢> where
Ais an element of the Lie algebralb.SL2(R) which decomposes int§ +t whereX is

—_~—

in the Lie algebra 08L.(R) andt € R. Denote the imaginary part of the complex number
z by (z).

Proposition 1.9. Let p be a representation of; M into G and A be a corresponding flat
G-connection in the principal bundl® = M x, G. Suppose thaP admits a sectior
over M.

(1) If G equalslso.SL2(R) then

(1.2) CSM(A,5) = /

1 2
SR (dA NA+ZAN [A,A]) = Zvola(M, p).
" 3 3

e~

In particular, the Chern—Simons invariant of flab. SL» (R)-connections is gauge
invariant.
(2) If G equalsPSL(2;C) then

(1.3) S (esm(A,9)) = —%Volg(M, ).

Remarkl.10 Assuming that? = M x, G admits a section in Propositidn 1.9 (1) means

—_~—

equivalently thap admits a lift intoSL2(R) so that the bundle admits a reduction to an

SLs(R)-bundle and we reckon that the correspondenceifor= SLo(R) is pointed in
[Re], and verified in[[Kh] by a long and subtle computation wédweer for our own under-
standing we reprove it in a very simple way underscoringtiraicorrespondence is quite
natural and comes directly from the structural equationte®t.ie group involved (Section
3.3). The correspondence in Proposition] 1.9 (2) is derivethf[KK], using a formula
established by Yoshida in_[Yo] (Section 3.4). The imaginpayt of the Chern—Simons
invariants of flaPSL(2; C)-connections is gauge invariant from the formula for it doet
depend on the chosen section.

Then from the representations in normal form developed K|[Kve have the so-called
additivity principle, that is, we can add the volumes of #apgeces to get the globe vol-
umes. We state it in the following
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Theorem 1.11. Let M be an irreducible oriented close@-manifold with JSJ tori
Ti,---,T, and JSJ piecedy, - - - , Ji, and let(y, - - - , ¢ be slopes offy, - - - T,., respec-
tively.

Suppose thaf is eitherIso.SL2(R) or PSL(2; C), and that

p:m(M)—G

is a representation vanishing on the sloggsand thatp; : m1(J;) — G are the induced

representations, wheré, is the Dehn filling of/; along slopes adjacent to its boundary,
with the induced orientations. Then

volg(M, p) = vola(Ji, p1) + vola(Ja, p2) + - . . + vola (Jk, Pi)-

With Propositio 1.9 and Theordm 1111 at hands, for a givema8ifold M satisfying
the conditions of Theorefn 1.6, how do we contstruct a finiteecd/ of M and a repre-
sentatiorp : m (]\Z/) — G with positive volume? Such a covaf and a representation
are not difficult to describe up to some finite cover and coaiiog as we see below.

The prime picture of the covel/ is simple. Fix a JSJ piecé of M with the right
geometry. The regular finite covéd of M can be cut along some of its JSJ tori into
three parts: Part 1 are some disjoint preimage compondat&{®ns) ofJ, Part 2 some
“corridors”, and Part 3 the remaining part; components irt Pand Part 3 are connected
by those corridors in Part 2. The crucial property of comrgdis that in each corridak
there is a corridor surfack, so that ifX is a corridor connecting somgin Part 1 through
a componeni of 3., thendR has exactly one component (circular doorsill¥in

It seemed hopeless to find such corridors in general, usitélent striking results of
surfaces in 3-manifolds due to Wise and his co-authors|[HW/PW1,[PW2] PWB]. In
this paper we will construct such corridors (Theolem U.1@jnf what we call parallel-
cutting partial Przytycki-Wise subsurfaces (Theofem.ttien we will merge the three
parts above to provide the designed finite coVv&rPropositiof 4R, Corollary4.5). To
understand the key issue that we will address, consideotlosving situation: IfS' is ar-
injectively immersed, virtually embedded, connectedsetbsubsurface dff, and if T"is a
JSJtorus o\, is there a regular finite covér of M such that any elevation fintersects
any elevation off” in at most one connected component? Generally speakingngwer
seems to be negative whéhandT intersects in more than one component. In particular,
the double separability betweeghand 7" does not automatically lead to such a colér
However, the main new input of Theordm 4.12 is the parallédimy condition, which
morally assumes thaf intersects every JSJ torus df in virtually parallel components
(Definition[4.10). Under this and other suitable workinguamsptions, we will be able
to resolve the key issue by applying the separability ddteof Rubinstein—Wang [RW]
in graph submanifolds af/ and the relatively quasiconvex separability of Wise|[Wi] in
hyperbolic pieces.

Thus the term “surface separability” in the title of this papnostly refers to virtual
simplification of intersection between an immersed sulasariand any JSJ torus, rather
than intersection of an immersed subsurface with itself.

We describe the representatipn 7 (M) — G (Theoreni5.R) as followsp| on the
group of each componeritof Part 1 factors through a “mighty and natural” represéoitat
of the wl(f), where.J is the closed 3-manifold obtained by Dehn filling #falong its
doorsills and the representation is discrete and faithifid ¢corridor surfaces can be chosen
to be so);p| on the group of each component of Part 3 is trivial; andn the group of
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each corridor is based on the crucial property of its corrgloface and is given by the

homological pairingr; (X) — H1(X; Z) LN Z—@G, where everything is oriented,
[R] € Ho(X,0X;7Z) = H'(X;Z). The global representatigncan be obtained by gluing
together the local representatiopisprovided they induce conjugate representations on
each boundary components of the Parts 1, 2 and 3 (Lédmrha 3.2mafR5.5). To make
sure that the local representations are conjugate in thedawy, we need the concepts of
colored chunks and colored merging, where colored chunk®eanerged with matching
color in a further finite covelg_/emrr@.S) and also certaincatted “class invertible
properties” of the groupso.SLy(R), andPSL(2; C) (Lemmd6.1). Finally the conjugacy
issue above will be managed in Lemmal5.4

To prove Theorern 117, some arguments in [EHN], an exampleatiyl [Md] and a
result of Hoffman—Matignon [HM] are also used.

The organization of this paper is reflected by the table otexus. Efforts have been
made in organizing the materials so that our results can biedesmoothly, and readers
can access the topic more easily.

Acknowledgement We thank Professor Michel Boileau and Professor Danielidgrian
for helpful communications.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review the geometric decompositiof-afianifolds and volume of
representations of closed manifolds.

2.1. Topology of 3-manifolds after Thurston. Let NV be a connected compact prime ori-
entable 3-manifold with toral or empty boundary.

2.1.1. Geometric decompositiorAs consequence of the geometrization3efanifolds
[Th1,[Th2] achieved by G. Perelman and W. Thurston, exacte/af the following holds:

e Either V is geometric, supporting one of the following eight geonestr H?,

SL2(R), H? x R, Sol, Nil, R?, S? andS? x R (whereH", R andS™ are then-
dimensional hyperbolic space, Euclidean space, and sathepace respectively);
e or N has a canonical nontrivial geometric decomposition. Ireptkords, there
is a nonempty minimal uniofiyy C N of disjoint essential tori and Klein bottles
of N, unique up to isotopy, such that each componenYof 7y is either Seifert
fibered or atoroidal. In the Seifert fibered case the piecpaip theH? x R

geometry and th8L,(R) geometry, and in the atoroidal case the piece supports
the H? geometry.

When N has nontrivial geometric decomposition, we call the congmis of N \ Ty the
geometric piecesf N, or more specificallySeifert piecesr hyperbolic piecesiccording
to their geometry. We calV a mixed 3-manifoldf N contains at least one hyperbolic
piece, or agraph manifoldotherwise.

A chunkof N is a submanifold that is a union of a subset of geometric giegleed up
along the cut tori between them. A graph chunk is a chunk wisiehgraph manifold.

Traditionally, there is another decomposition introdubgdlaco—Shalen [JS] and Jo-
hannsonl[[Jah], known as thkESJ decompositionWhen N contains no essential Klein
bottles and has a nontrivial geometric decomposition, Siedecomposition oV coin-
cides with its geometric decomposition, so the cut tori dreldeometric pieces may be
referred to as thdSJ toriand theJSJ piecesrespectively. Possibly after passing to a
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double cover ofV, we may assume th&f contains no essential Klein bottle. In fact, the
following lemma of virtual reduction is well known, (cf._[P8YLemma 3.1]).

Lemma 2.1. If N is a closed prime 3-manifold which is not geometric, themetfesists a
regular finite coveringV of N satisfying the following:

e N contains no essential Klein bottle;
e each JSJ torus aV is adjacent to a pair of distinct JSJ pieces;
¢ each Seifert piece is a product 6t and a compact surface of positive genus.

2.1.2. Hyperbolic pieces A hyperbolic piece/ can be realized as a complete hyperbolic
3-manifold of finite volume, unique up to isometry by Mostowgklity. With respect

to the geometry, any properly; -injectively immersed connected subsurfgce S ¢

J of finite type, is eithelgeometrically finiteor geometrically infinite unlessr(S) is
elementary (trivial or infinite cyclic). Geometrically infte subsubsurfaces are virtual
fibers; geometrically finite subsurfaces are quasi-Fuchstaany conjugate af;(.S) in
m1(J) is quasiconvex relatively to the cusps. It follows from therkvof Wise [Wi] that
m1(S) is separable inr, (J) in the cusped case, and the closed case follows from Agol's
proof of the Virtual Haken Conjecturg [Ag]. In particuldt,is virtually embedded .

We briefly recall the Thurston’s Hyperbolic Dehn Filling Tdrem. LetJ denote a
compact, orientabl8-manifold whose boundary consists of tdri, ..., 7T, and whose
interior admits a complete hyperbolic metric. We denote/hy. the interior of M with a
system of maximal cusps removed. Identifwith J,,.., thendJ has a Euclidean metric
induced from the hyperbolic metric and each closed Eudfidgeodesic inDJ has the
induced length. The Hyperbolic Dehn Filling Theorem [Thhgdrem 5.8.2] can be stated
in the following form.

Theorem 2.2. LetJ be a compact oriente8-manifold with toral boundar{’; U...U T,
whose interior admits a complete hyperbolic structure.ntifg J with J,,... Then there
is a positive constanf' such that the the closed 3-manifald(, ..., ¢,) obtained by
Dehn filling eachr’; along(; admits a complete hyperbolic structure if each slgpbas
then length greater thaw. Moreover, with suitably chosen base poinf§(i, ..., ()
converges td in the Gromov—Hausdorff sense as the minimal length tdnds to infinity.

2.1.3. Seifert piecesA Seifert pieceJ of a non-geometric prime closeddmanifold N
supports both th#l? x R geometry and th8L,(R) geometry. In this paper we are more

interested in the latter, so we describe the structufdefR) geometric manifolds in the
following.

We consider the grouBSL(2; R) as the orientation preserving isometries of the hyper-
bolic 2-spaceH? = {z € C,3(z) > 0} with i as a base point. In this waySL(2; R)
is a (topologically trivial) circle bundle ove?. Denote byp: SLo(R) — PSL(2;R)

o~

the universal covering d?SL(2; R) with the induced metric. TheSL2(R) is a line bun-
dle overH?. For anya € R, denote bysh(a) the element oBL.(R) whose projection

into PSL(2; R) is given by (_C:;E%;:C?[) Zg;(éjrz))) Then the sefsh(n),n € Z}, is

the kernel ofp as well as the center &fL.»(R), acting by integral translation along the

fibers of SLo(R). By extending thisZ-action on the fibers by thR-action we get the

whole identity component of the isometry groupSdfz(R). To summarize we have the
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following diagram of central extensions

0 ——z SL,(R) PSL(2;R) — {1} .

T

{0} —= R ——Ts0.SLy(R) ——= PSL(2;R) —— {1}

In particular the grougso.SL2(R) is generated byL.(R) and the image oR which
intersect together in the image®f where each elementonR is naturally identified with
the translatiorr, of lengtha. More precisely we state the following useful lemma which
is easy to check.

—_—~ e~

Lemma 2.3. We have the identificatiolso.SL2(R) = R xz SL2(R): where (z,h) ~
(', k') if and only if there exists an integer € Z such thatz’ — z = nandh’ =
sh(—n) o h.

Let £, ,, be an oriented-punctured surface of genys> 0 with boundary components
$1,...,8, Withn > 0. ThenJ' = F,,, x S! is oriented ifS! is oriented. Let; be the
orientedS*-fiber on the torug; = s; x h;. We say thats;, h;) is asection—fibebasis of
T;. Let0 < s < n. Now attachs solid tori V;’s to the boundary torf;'s of J’ such that the
meridian ofV; is identified with the slope;s; + b;h; wherea; > 0, (a;,b;) = 1 fori =
1,...,s. Denote the resulting manifold b@g, n—s Z—) which has the Seifert
fiber structure extended from the circle bundle structure/’of Each orientable Seifert
fibered space with orientable baBg,,—, and with< s exceptional fibers is obtained in
such away. If/ is closed, i.e. it = n, then define the Euler number of the Seifert fibration

by
S bl
e(J) = Z; €Q
i=1 "

and the Euler characteristic of the orbif@ld.J) by
- 1
Xo(J) 22—29—Z<1—;) € Q.
i=1 v

From [BG2] we know that a closed orientaBBlenanifold J supports th&L.(R) geom-

etry, i.e. there is a discrete and faithful representatianr; J — IsoSLa(R), if and only
if J is Seifert fibered with non-zero Euler numbe€r/) and negative Euler characteristic
Xo() of the base orbifold.

A properly 71 -injectively immersed subsurfage: S ¢ J of finite type is said to
be horizontalif it can be properly homotoped to be transverse to the fibengtpoint.
Otherwise it is said to beertical, and in this case, it is an annulus or a torus fibering over
a properly immersed path or loop in the base orbifold.

2.2. Volume of representations of closed manifoldsWe recall three definitions of vol-
ume of representations.

2.2.1. Via developing mapsGiven a semi-simple, connected Lie groGpand a closed
oriented manifoldM™ of the same dimension as the contractible sp&te = G/K,
where K is a maximal compact subgroup 6f we can associate, to each representation
p: mM — G, avolumevolg (M, p) in the following way.
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First fix aG-invariant Riemannian metrigx on X, and denote by x the correspond-
ing G-invariant volume form. Lef/ denote the universal covering 8. We think of the
elementst of M as the homotopy classes of paths [0,1] — M with (0) = z which
are acted byr, (M, x) by setting[o].Z = [0.7], where. denotes the paths composition.

A developing mapD,,: M — X associated t@ is aw; M-equivariant map such that
foranyx € M anda € w1 M, then

D, (a.x) = pla) ' D,(x)

wherep(«) acts onX as an isometry. Such a map does exist and can be constructed
explicitly as in [BCG]: Fix a triangulatiod\ 5, of M. Then its lift is a triangulation\ ;7

of M, which ism; M -equivariant. Then fix a fundamental domé&irof M in M such that

the zero skeletoﬂ\?\7 misses the frontier df. Let {1, ..., 2;} be the vertices oa‘k(])\7 in

0, and let{y1, ...,y } be anyl points in X . We first set

Dp(:vi):yi, izl,...,l.

Next extendD,, in an m; M-equivariant way toﬁ%?: For any vertexz in A(lev, there is
a unique vertexr; in Q anda, € m M such thata,.z; = z, and we setD,(z) =
plaz)~1D,(z;). Finally we extendD, to edges, faces, etc., amdsimplices of A7 by
straightening the images to geodesics using the homogsemeetric on the contractible
spaceX. This map is unique up to equivariant homotopy. Thef(wx) is am M-
invariant closech-form on M and therefore can be thought of as a clogsefdrm on M.
Thus define

volg (M, p) = / Di(wx) =Y evolx (D,y(Ay))
M i=1
where{Aq,..., A} are then-simplices ofA ,, A, is aliftof A; ands; = +1 depending
on whetherD,|A; is preserving or reversing orientation.

2.2.2. Via continuous cohomology classd=st g and¢ denote the Lie algebra @ and
K. Leto = {K} be the base point oK = G/K and for anyg;,...,9; € G denote
by A(gi, ..., g) the geodesié-simplex of X with vertices{o, g1(0),...,g;...g291(0)}.

There is a natural homomorphism

H*(g,¢R) = H*(G—invariant differential forms on X) — H

cont

(G;R)

defined in[Dul] by; ((gl, ceqgl) = fA(m o) 77) which turns out to be an isomor-

phism by the Van Est Theorem|V].

Recall that for each representation 71 M — G one can associate a flat bundle over
M with fiber X and group’ constructed as followst; M acts diagonally on the product
M x X by the following formula

(2.1) 0.(Z,9) = (0.2, p " (0)g)

and we can form the quotient Xp X = (]\7 x X)/m1 M which is the flatX -bundle over
M corresponding t@.

Then for eaclG-invariant closed forru on X, ¢*(w) is aw; (M)-invariant closed form
on M x X, whereq : M x X — X is the projection, which induces a foraf on
M x, X. Thens*(w’) is a closed form on\/, wheres : M — M x, X is a section
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(since X is contractible, such a section exists all such sectiont@meotopic). Thus any
representatiop: 7, M — G leads to a natural homomorphism

p* H:,..(G;R) = H*(G—invariant differential forms on X) — H*(M;R)

induced byp*(w) = s*w’. The volume of is therefore defined by

volg(M.p) = [ 9"(x)
M
The equivalgﬂce tlgtween the two definitions is immediateesiher; M -equivariant
mapld x D,: M — M x X descends to a sectiddl — M x, X.

2.2.3. Via transversely projective foliationsThis definition only makes sense for the
Seifert volume. Lef§ be a co-dimension one foliation on a closed smooth manifdld
determined by a 1-formy. Then by the Froebenius Theorem one tkas= w A § for some
1-form§. It was observed by Godbillon and Vey [GV] that the 3-fosém do is closed
and the clas§ A dd] € H3(M,R) depends only on the foliatiofi (and not on the chosen
form w). This cohomology class is termdéite Godbillon—Vey classf the foliation§ and
denoted byGV (F).

Proposition 2.4([BG1, Proposition 1]) Suppos§ is a horizontal flat foliation on a circle
bundleS' — E — M with structural groupPSLy(R). Then

GV (F) = 4n?e(E),
S1
where [, : H?(E) — H?*(M) denotes the integration along the fiber afdenotes the
Euler class of the bundle.

Let M be a closed orientable 3-manifold apd 7 M — PSL2(R) be a representation
with zero Euler class. SindeSL»(R) acts onS! then one can consider the corresponding
flat circle bundleM x, S' over M and the associated horizon{®SL.(R), S*)-foliation
§¢. Since the Euler class gfis zero we can choose a sectibaf M x4 S! — M. Brooks
and Goldman showed thatGV (§,;) only depends o (and not on a chosen sectioh
[BGI, Lemma 2]. Then they defined tBodbillon—Veyinvariant of¢ by setting

GV (¢) = "GV (F4).

M

For a given representatiait m M — PSLy(R), ¢ liftsto ¢: m M — Sm) if and
only if &(¢) = 0in H2(M, Z). The following fact has been verified in [BG1].

Proposition 2.5. Let M be a closed oriente8-manifold, let¢: 7 M — PSL2(R) be a

—_~—

representation with zero Euler class and fix ad?f:t m1 M — SLy(R) of ¢. Then

GV (¢) = vol M, ),

SL2(R) (

—_~

whereSL, (R) is viewed as a semi-simple Lie group acting on itself by mlidation with
corresponding homogeneous sp&te (R).
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3. CHERN—-SIMONS THEORY AND ADDITIVITY PRINCIPLE

In this section, we consider volume of representations filmenperspective of Chern—
Simons theory. In particular, we prove the additivity pipie (Theoreni 315).

Throughout this section we refer {0 [CS] and [KN]. In thistpail the objects we deal
with are smooth. Let: P — M denote a principalr-bundle over a closed manifold .
We suppose thal is a Lie group acting on the right aft and we denote by, the right
action

P>zx—axgeP
whereg in an element of7. Denote byg the Lie algebra of7. Let V P be the vertical
subbundle of/"P.

Let P, and P, denote two principal7;, respectivelyGs-bundles over manifolda/;
respectively,M,. Following the formalism in[[KN, p. 53] &domomorphism of principal
bundlesconsists of a mag: P, — P as well as a homomorphisifi: G; — G2 such
that f(x.g) = f(z).f'(9), wherez € P, andg € G;. We say that a bundle homomor-
phism induces th&entity in the structural groufif G; = G> = G and f’ is the identity
map.

3.1. Connections on principal bundles. We denote by2*(P; g) the set of differential
k-forms taking values i. We define the exterior product af, € Q*(P;g) by ws €
Q(P; g) as an element; A w, of Q! (P; g ® g) by setting

wi Awa(Xq,.., Xpy) =

Z sign(a)w1 (Xg(l), . ,Xg(k)) ® wz(Xg(kJrl), S ,XU(Z)).

c€S 4

1
(& +1)!

The Lie brackef., .] in g induces a ma@*+!(P; g ® g) — QFT(P; g) and we denote
[w1, w2] the image ofu; A we under this maps. Explicitly we get:
[wl,wg](Xl, P an-i—l) =

1 .
m Z Slgn(O’)[uﬂ (Xa'(l)7 ceey Xa(k))7w2(Xa'(k+1)a . 7Xa'(l))]'

€S K4
The differentiald: QF(P;g) — QFT1(P; g) is defined by the Cartan formula
k+1

1 /\
dw(X1,..., Xpg1) = ZXi-w(Xla---ina---anJrl)_"
=1

k+14

1 i —~ —~
Y S D)X X)X, Xy X, X)),
i<j
The derivative at the identity of G of the map
Gog—xgeP

induces an isomorphism,: g — VP C T,,P and we get the exact sequence

0— g% TP Ty yM — 0.

A horizontal subbundléf P of T'P is a smooth distribution such th& P =V, P® H, P
foranyx € P thatisG equivariant:H, , = dR,(z)H,. This is given equivalently by the
kernel of an element € Q' (P; g) such that for any: € P

(1) wy o vy =1dg and

(2 Ryw = Ady-1 (w).
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An element of2}(P; g) satisfying (1) and (2) is termealconnection ofP. Denote by
A(P) the space of all conections dh This space is naturally acted on by tieuge group
denoted byG p consisting of the7-equivariant bundle automorphismsBf

The basic example is the group itself, viewed as a trivial bundle over a point or
more generally the trivialized bundld x G with the so-called Maurer—Cartan connection
wm.c. = d(Lg-1 oma), whereL, denotes the left translation @& andr, the projection of
P ontoG. This connection satisfies the Maurer—Cartan equationeham

1
dwnic. = —3 [wMm.c., wM.c.]-

Let us make a concrete computationarLet X4, ..., X,, be a basis of. Sinceg can
be thought of as the space of left invariant vector field€ jiits dualg* is the space of left
invariant differential 1-forms od;. Letd!, ..., 6" denote the dual basis gf. Then

wMe =0l X1+ ... +0"®X,,.
Let us write the constants structuregofvhich are given by the formula

(X5, Xi] = > e X,

Thus by the Maurer—Cartan equation we get the equalities

i 1 i j
(3.1) do' = =2 > it N0
gk
In general, for a given connectianin a bundleP, the element
1
(3.2) FY =dw+ §[w,w]

is thecurvatureof w lying in Q2(P; g) and measuring the integrability of the correspond-
ing horizontal distribution. Whed™ = 0 we say that the connection is flat. Denote
by FA(P) the subset ofA(P) which consists of flat connections dh This space is
preserved by the gauge group action.

We recall the following basic fact that will be used very ofta this paper. To each flat
connectionw one can associate a representagiont; M — G by lifting the loops of M
in the leaves of the horizontal foliation given by integnatihe distributiorker w.

On the other handy can be recovered from by the following construction. The
fundamental group of\/ acts on the producd/ x G by the formula[s].([y],g) =
([o:7], p([0]71).g) and the quotienfi/ %, G under thism, M-action is isomorphic ta?
and the push forward of the vertical distribution/af x G in M x , G corresponds tw in
P. We get a natural map

Ip: B(P)=FA(P)/Gp — R(m M,G)/conjugation,

whereR(m M, G) is the set of representations®ofM into G acted by the conjugation in
G.

3.2. Chern—-Simons classesGiven a Lie group, a polynomial of degrekis a symmet-
ric linear mapf: ®'g — K, whereK denotes either the real or the complex numbers
field. The groupG acts ong by Ad and the polynomials invariant under this action are
called theinvariant polynomials of degreleand are denoted bif (G') with the convention
I°(G) = K. Denotel (G) the sumdenI!(G).

The Chern—Weil theonygives a correspondend®p from I'(G) to H?(M;K) con-
structed in the following way. Choose a connectioim P then for anyl > 1 a polynomial
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f € IY(G) gives rise to &I-form f(A'F“) in P. It follows from the Chern—Weil Theory
that f(A'F“) is closed and is the pull-back of a unique form bhunderr: P — M
denoted byr, f(A'F). ThenWp(f) is by definition the class of., f(A'F«) in H2(M).

The Chern—Weil Theorem claims théfp(f) does not depend on the chosen connection
w and thafiWp is actually a homomorphism.

Let EG denote theuniversal principalG-bundle and denote byG the classifying
space ofG. This means that any princip&l-bundle P — M admits a bundle homo-
morphism¢: P — EG descending to the classifying map, still denofedM — BG,
that is unique up to homotopy. There exists the universaln@h&eil homomorphism
W: I(G) — H2(BG) such that* W (f) = Wp(f).

The Chern—-Simons invariants were derived from this conttrm by Chern and Simons
who observed thaf (A'F«), for I > 1, is actually exact inP and a primitive is given
explicitly in [CS] by

(3.3) Tf(w)= 1/0 flwA (ANTLFEY)at

whereF! = tF* + (t* — t)[w,w]. The formT f(w) is closed when\/ is of dimension
2] — 1. For instance wheh= 2 and M is a3-manifold, pluggingF* and (3.2) into (3.3)
we get a closed-form on P, namely

34) Tf(w)=f(F*Aw) — %f(w/\ [w,w]) = fdw Aw) + %f(w/\ [w,w])

ConsideringZ as a principal bundle over the point this yields to

Tf(wm.c.) = _%f(WM.C. A [wam.c., wm.c.)-

The (21 — 1)-form T f (wm.c.) is closed, bi-invariant and defines a clasgif —!(G; R).
Let us denote by

I(G) ={f € I(Q),Tf(wn.c.) € H1G;Z)}.

The elements of, (G) are termedntegral polynomialslif f € I(G) then there is a well
defined functional

(3.5) sy Auxa = K/Z

defined as follows: sinc® = M x G is a trivial(ized) we can consider, for any sectign
the Chern—Simons invariant

(3.6) sy (w,d) = /M 0T f(w)

Sincef is an integral polynomial, the elemesty; (w, §) is well defined modul& when
the section changes. Then defing, (w) to be the class ofsys(w, d) in K/Z.
The fundamental classical examples &re- SU(2; C) andG = SO(3;R).
The Chern—Simons classes for the gr8liff2; C) are based on the second Chern class
f = Cy € IZ(SL(2; C)). We recall that the Chern classes, denote@byCs for SU(2; C),
are the complex valued invariant polynomials such that

1
™
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whenA € sl;(C). Thus after developing this equality we get
1
Cr(A® A) = —tr(AQ),
872

so that we get the usual formula (using (3.4))

(3.7) TCy(w) =g Tr (FYAw— gwA [w,w])

1 1
= WTI‘ (dw ANw+ 3w A [w,w])

The Chern-Simons classes of the special orthogonal gfbup SO(3;R) are based
on the first Pontrjagin clasg = P, € I3(SO(3;R)) that is a the real valued invariant
polynomial such that

det (/\.Ig - %A) =X+ P(A® AN,
v
whenA € so3(R). Thus after developing this equality we get
— 1 2
P(A® A) = 87T2tr(A ).
Example 3.1. When M is an oriented Riemaniann closedmanifold one can consider
its associate®O(n; R)-bundleSO (M) which consists of the positive orthonormal unit
frames endowed with thkevi Civita connection When M is of dimension3 it is well
known that its is parallelizable so that there exist sestibof SO(M) — M. Therefore

one can consider the Chern-Simons invariant of the Levit€mdnnection od/ that will
be denoted bysy, ¢ (M, 9).

A natural question arises in the following situation. Thésean epimorphism
ma: SU(2;C) — SO(3;R) that is the2-fold universal covering. Thus any connection
w on the trivializedSU(2; C)-bundle overM induces a connectian’ on the correspond-
ing SO(3; R)-bundle overM. How can we computé& P, (w’) from T'Cy(w)? The answer
is given in [KK|, pp 543, end of Section 3] by recalling that induces a homomorphism
between the corresponding classifying spaces

75 HY(BSO(3;R)) — H*(BSU(2;C)),
such that N N
W (Py) = —4W(Cy).

Thus using the definition and the Chern—Weil universal hommguiism we get the equality
(3.8) CSs (w', 5’) = —4c5M(w, 5)

whered is a fixed section in th8U(2; C)-bundle overM and¢’ is the corresponding
section in theSO(3; R)-bundle overM. On the other hand sing&@ = SO(3; R), respec-
tively, SU(2; C), are the maximal compact subgrougRfL(2; C), respectivelySL(2; C),
whose quotient®SL(2; C)/SO(3; R), respectivelySL(2; C)/SU(2; C) are contractible
then it follows from [Ho, Chapter 15, Theorem 3.1] ahd [DugyBosition 7.2, p. 98] that

the natural inclusion gives rise to isomorphisid$(BPSL(2; C)) — H*(BSO(3;R))
andH*(BSL(2;C)) — H*(BSU(2;C)). We have the following commutative diagram

H*(BPSL(2;C)) —— H*(BSO(3;R)) .

l l

H*(BSL(2;C)) —=— H*(BSU(2;C))



16 PIERRE DERBEZ, YI LIU, AND SHICHENG WANG
Hence we also get (fixing a trivialization, using (3.6), (3(3.8))

(39) S (wlv (SI) = _4C5]\4 (wa 6)

1 1
:——/ OTr | FY ANw — —w A [w,w]
27T2 M 6

where/ is a fixed section in th€L(2; C)-bundle overM and§’ is the corresponding
section in thé®SL(2; C)-bundle overl .

3.3. Volume and Chern—Simons classes in Seifert geometryn this section we check
Proposition 1.0 (1) keeping the same notation as in the dnttion. The proof is in-
spired from [BG2, p. 532] and we we will follow faithfully tlrepresentation. I1iG =

—_—~

Iso.(SL2(R)) then the matrices

1 0 0 0 0 1
x=(o &) r=(7 0)amaz=(g o).

together with the generatdr of R form a basis of the Lie algebgaof G. SettingiV =
Z —Y — T we getanew basi§X, Y, Z, W} of g with commutators relations

(3.10) [X,Y] = —2Y,[X, Z] = 27,

Y, Z) = [Y,W] = [Z,W] = —X,[X,W] =2V + 27

which determine the coefficients in the Maurer—Cartan dqonst Denote by
vx, Py, vz, ew the dual basis of*. The Maurer—Cartan form @ is given by

WM.C. =px QX +poy QY +0z Q72+ ow @ W.

Denote byA a flat connection o/ x, G. By Section 3.1, if\ denotes the universal
covering and ifg: M x G — G denotes the projection, theh corresponds to the form

q*(wm.c.), where—: MxG— M x, G denotes the push-forward which makes sense
sinceg*(wm.c.) is m M-invariant. The Chern—Simons class of the flat connectiois

TR(A) = ¢*TR(wm.c.). Using equations (3.1) and (3.10), we calculate

(3.11) dpox = @y Npz + oy Npw + 0z A pw
(3.12) dpy = 20x Ny — 20x N pw
(3.13) dpz = —20x Nz —20x N ow
(3.14) dow = 0

Notice that those equations also imply tRébx A vy + px A wz) = d(py — pz) and
therefore

2 1
TR(wm.c.) = 39X Noy Nz + gd(ﬁﬁy Now — @z Now).
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The end of the proof follows from the commutativity of the gliam below and from the
Stokes formula, since x A ¢y A ¢z represents the volume form on = SLa(R).

This completes the proof of Proposition11.9 (1).

3.4. Volume and Chern—-Simons classes in hyperbolic geometrye now check Propo-
sition[1.9 (2). The following construction is largely insgi from [KK|, pp. 553-556], using
a formula established by Yoshida in [Yo].

Denote byp: PSL(2;C) ~ Iso, H* — H? the natural projection. For short denote
PSL(2; C) by G. For each representatipn 7 M — G admitting a lift intoSL(2; C), we
have the (trivial) principal bundl@/ x, G and the associated bundlé¢ x , H3. Denote
by A the flat connection ove¥! corresponding t@ andwyys the G-invariant volume form
onH? corresponding to the hyperbolic metric.

. 1 0 0 0 0 1 . .
The matricesX = 0 _1), Y = (1 O)’ 7 = (0 0) form a basis of the Lie

algebras!(2; C) with commutators relations
[(X,Y]=—-2Y,[X,Z]|=2Z,[Y,Z] = - X.
Denote bypx, vy, ¢z the dual basis ofl*(2; C). The Maurer—Cartan form a¥ is
wMe =px X +oy QY + 9z ® 7,
and
1
TP (wm.c.) = S Px Noy N pz.

By the formula of Yoshida in[Yo] we know that
. 1, . 3
ZTPl(vac_) = pp wys + ZCBch_(H ) + d’}/,

where p*wys is the pull-back ofwgs under the projectiorp : PSL(2;C) — HS3,
csp.c.(H?) is the Chern—Simons 3-form of the Levi Civita connectionrok® (see Ex-
ample 3.1) with the hyperbolic metric in i (3)-frame bundlePSL(2; C) anddy is an
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exact real form. Consider the following commutative diagra

G4P>H3

qG TQHS

M x G —L - M x H

] l

M x,G—= M x,H?

5 /
M

Notice that the sections in the bottom triangle are obtaamébllows. SinceVf is a3-
manifold then it follows from the obstruction theory that/grincipal bundle with simply
connected group is trivial. Singe: m M — G admits a lift intoSL(2;C) M x, G is
trivial. Denote bys a section ofM x, G — M. Itinduces, byp o § = s, a section of
M x,H3 — M.

Since all the maps are clear from the context, in the sequelyilv drop the index in
the projectiong andgz and we denote them just lgy Now the 3-formwys induces a
3-formg*wgs on M x, H? and

—_— 1
1*T Py (wm.c.) = Fq*p*st + ig*cesy. o (H3) + g*dy

in M x, G, where the push-forward operatiogr(.) indeed makes sense since
TP (wm.c.), p*was andesy, ¢ (H3) are left invariant forms iz. Then

. | S -
iespr(4,0) = 3 M5 Fprwps +1i M§ q*csy.c.(H3) + M5 q*dry.

Sinced*¢*p*wps = 8*p**wns = s ¢*wns and [, 6*¢*dy = 0 by the Stokes Formula,
we have

1 S _ 1
icsp (A, 0) = —2/ s*¢fwps +i [ 6"q*esp.c.(H3) = —vol(M, p) +ics(M); ),
™ JMm M m
where we denot¢,  6*¢*csp.c.(H?) by ¢s(M,; 6). We get eventually

(3.15) esnr(A,0) = cs(M,;0) — %VOI(M, )
This completes the proof of Propositionl1.9 (2).

3.5. Normal form near toral boundary of 3-manifolds. In this part we recall the ma-
chinery developed in [KK]. Lef\/ be a compact oriented&¥manifold with toral boundary
OM endowed with a preferred basish of H1(0M;Z) (this implies that for each com-
ponentT; of OM, there is a basis;, h;, but for simplicity, we omit the sub-index). Let

e~

p: m M — G be arepresentation wheggis eitherPSL(2; C) or SL(2; R). We consider
the space of flat connectiodSA(P) whereP is the trivialized bundlel/ x G. For rep-

resentations int8L(2; R) the corresponding principal bundles are always trivial iehs
the representations into PSL(2; C) leading to a trivial bundle are precisely those who
admit a lift p into SL(2; C). Moreover if follows from [KK] and [Kh] that after a con-
jugation, the representatigri7; T can be put imormal form which eitherhyperbolic
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elliptic or parabolic Since the parabolic form will not be used in the explicit wag
only recall the definitions of those representations whighedliptic or hyperbolicin the

PSL(2; C) case anctlliptic in the SL/(EER) case in the boundary df/. Then by [KK],
whenG = PSL(2; C), we may assume, after conjugation, that there exigt € C such

that 0 ping
elima 0 e2im 0
p(S) - < 0 e—2i7ro¢> and p(h) - ( 0 e2irr[5> )

—_~—

whenG = SL(2; R), after conjugation, we may assume that after projectirig3h(2; R)
there existy, 8 € R such that
cos(2ra)  sin(2mar) cos(2mfB)  sin(27p)
~ (— sin(2ra)  cos(2mar) andh = { _ sin(27f3) cos(27p) )
In either case, ifA denotes a connection dhcorresponding tp then after a gauge trans-
formationg the connectioy = A is in normal form:

g* A|T x [0,1] = (iadz + idy) @ X.

Let M be a closed oriented 3-manifold affdbe a union of finitely many tori cutting
M into Jy,...,Ji. For eachl’ in 7, we endow a homology basisr, ) and a base
pointzr = my N Ip; and for simplicity we assumé shared byJ; andJ;, j # [ (this
condotion can be reached in afinite cover, see Lemma 2. 1. th\tsetting above, we have
the following cut and paste result according to the corradpace between connections in
normal form and representations for manifolds with toraltdary due to Kirk and Klassen
(the similar fact has been used(in [DW]).

Lemma 3.2. Letp;: m1J; — G be a elliptic/hyperbolic representation, wheteis either

SL(2;R) or PSL(2;C), ¢ = 1,...,k. If for eachT the induced representationg|m, T
andp;|m; T are conjugated ir7, then there exists a global representatignsm M — G
inducingp; overJ; up to conjugacy; = 1, ..., k.

Proof. For eachT in T, p; inducesp;|r : m (T x [-1,1],z7) — G, wherei = j,1,
T x [—1,1] is a regular neighborhood @f with T’ x [—1,0] C J; andT x [0,1] C J;.

Denote byA; be a flat connection ovef; corresponding t@;. ThenA4;|T x [—1,1]
can be put into normal form after gauge-transformation ctalg, there existgy; r: 7' x
[—1, 1] = G, i = j,l, such thalgi7T*Ai|T X [—1, 1] = (z’aLde + iﬂi,Tdy) ® X. By
obstruction theory one can extend

I 9ir—¢G
TedJ;

to gauge transformationg: J; — G.

Since for each toru¥, p;|r andp,|r are conjugated, they have the same eigenvalues,
therefore the connectios  A; andg; x A; match onl” x [—1, 1]. So their union define a
flat and smooth connectidri over M and therefore a representatioof 7, M intoG. O

We quote the following result stated in [KK, Lemma 3.3] with= SL(2;C) and in
[Kh] Theorem 4.2] withG = SL(2; R), that will be used latter :
Proposition 3.3. Let A and B denote two flat connections in normal form over an oriented

3-manifold with toral boundary. 1A and B are equal near the boundary and if they are
gauge equivalent then

i) espr(A,0) = esp(B,d) whenG = SL(2; R) and,
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II) CEM(A, 5) — CSM(B, 5) € Z whenG = PSL(Q; (C)
The second statement follows from [KK, Lemma 3.3] using tdgi3.9).

Remark3.4. As a consequence of Proposition]3.34i&ndB are flat connections on a solid
torus that are equal near the boundary then the associgedeatations are automatically
conjugated so that the conclusion of the proposition applie

3.6. Additivity principle. Fix a closed oriented 3-manifold/ and denote byM] its
orientation class. Lef be a union of finitely many tori cutting/ into Jy, ..., J. For
eachl’ € T, supposé’ is shared by/; andJ;. Denote by J;, 9J;] the induced orientations
classes so that the induced orientationg/dnando.J; are opposite off’, and we have

k
[M] = > [(Ji, 0.
i=1
Fix a regular neighborhodd (T") = [0, 1] x T'such thafl’ = {1/2} x T, ;"W (T) =
[0,1/2] x T andJ; N W(T) = [1/2,1] x T. Let A denote a flat connection ovér.
Applying the same arguments as(in [KK] we may assume AHt (T') is in normal form.
Then by linearity of the integration

k
Cﬁ]u(A) = Z €57, (A|Jl)
i=1

Denote byV the solid torus with meridiam:. Denote byc a slope inT and for each
T € T, we perform a Dehn filling toJ; identifying ¢ with m and denote by/; = J; U
(Ueca; Ve) the resulting closed oriented manifold. Suppose e&d; smoothly extend

to flat connections over; denoted byﬁi fori € {1,...,k}. Thisis to say that for any
representatiop corresponding tol then[c| € ker p. By the linearity we have

es7 (Ai) = cap (AlT) + Y s (AilV.) ().
cCaJ;

Since the extensions fromy and.J; over their ownV,, based on the normal form on
[0,1] x T, are the same on tHE direction but opposite on the, 1] direction, then using
Propositior 3.8 and Remdrk 8.4 we have

esv, (Ail Vo) + esv (V) =0 (%),
Summing up(z) from 1 to k, then apply (*), we get

k
Cﬁ]w(A) = Z Cﬁj‘i (A|Jl)
i=1
Then applying Propositidn 1.9 (1.2) and (1.3) in the intrctéhn to the former equality we
get the so-called additivity principle:

Theorem 3.5. Let M is an oriented closed-manifold with JSJ toril}, - -- , T, and JSJ
pieces/y,--- ,Ji, andlet(y,- - - , (. be slopes oy, - - - , T, respectively.

Suppose thaf is eitherIso.SLa(R) or PSL(2; C), and that
p:m(M)—G
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is a representation vanishing on the sloggsand thatp; : m@) — @ are the induced

representations, wheré, is the Dehn filling of/; along slopes adjacent to its boundary,
with the induced orientations. Then:

volg(M, p) = vola(Ji, p1) + vola(Ja, p2) + - . . + vola (Jk, P )-

We end this section by a simple lemma which will be used latenahich is based on
computation already developed in [KK].

Lemma 3.6. Suppose thaf is eitherIso.SLy(R) or PSL(2; C) and thatM is a closed
oriented 3-manifold. Ifp : m M — G has image either infinite cyclic or finite, then
volg(M, p) = 0.

Proof. Suppose first the imagem, M) is a cyclic group generated lgy SinceG is path
connected, there is a path connecting the eialhdg which provides a path of representa-
tion p; : 1M — G such thap; = p andpy is the trivial representation.

Consider the associated path of flat connectidnsThis path defines a connectidron
the productM x [0, 1] that is no longer flat but whose curvaturé satisfies the equation
FA A F& = 0 (this latter point follows from the fact tha4+ = 0 for anyt). Hence
it follows from the construction of the Chern—Simons ineaticombined with the Stokes
Formula thaksy, (A1) = cspr(Ao) = 0. Hencevolg (M, p) = 0 by Propsotiof 1]9.

Suppose then the imagér, M) is a finite groud”. Letp : M —s M be the finite cover
corresponding to the unit df, then we have the induced trivial representationp.. :
m M — G. Clearlyvolg(M, pop,) = 0. Then byvolg (M, pop,) = |T|vola(M, p) and
thereforevolg (M, p) = 0. O

4. PRzYTYCKI-WISE SUBSURFACES AND SEPARABILITY

Sectiong ¥ andl5 are prepared for the construction part girthef of Theorend 116.

This section is inspired by recent work of P. Przytycki and\lise on surface subgroups
of mixed3-manifolds [PW1, PWZ, PW3]. We first review the merging trickich will be
used repeatedly in the constructions of finite covers. Thenniroduce the partial PW
subsurfaces and the parallel cutting condition. We showheallel-cutting partial PW
subsurfaces with virtually prescribed boundary exist ungey general conditions (The-
orem[4.11), and that any parallel-cutting partial PW sutager can virtually be arranged
in nice position with respect to the JSJ tori (Theofem4.T2)ese results are interesting
on their own right from the perspective of geometric topgland they should be extend-
able to certain more natural contexts. Besides techniqoasPrzytycki—Wise, the proofs
essentially employ results of Wise [Wi] and Rubinstein—g/RW] as well.

For notational convenience and to avoid repetition we asyagm now, consider mixed
3-manifolds that contain no essential Klein bottles so thattSJ decomposition coincide
with the geometric decomposition. This causes no loss ofigdity as we are interested
in virtual properties (Lemma?2.1).

4.1. Merging finite covers. In the study of virtual properties of mixettmanifolds, we
often need to construct a finite cover df-ananifold from given covers of geometric pieces.
This is possible via a procedure callegrging

Definition 4.1. Let M be a compact orientable irreduciblemanifold with (possibly
empty) incompressible toral boundary. For a positive iateg, we say that a finite cover
M is JSJm-characteristi¢ if every elevationI’ of a JSJ torus or of a boundary torus
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T C dM is them-characteristic cover df', namely, which means that every slopelof
covers a slope dof’ with degreemn.

Proposition 4.2. Let M be a compact orientable irreduciblemanifold with (possibly
empty) incompressible toral boundary. Suppdse - - , J!. are finite covers of all the JSJ
piecesJy, - - -, Js Of M, respectively. Then there is a positive integey, satisfying the
following. For any positive integral multiple: of m,, there is a regular finite covet/ of
M, which is JSIn-characteristic, such that any elevatioh of a JSJ piecé; is a cover
of J; that factors throughy;.

Proof. First observe that ifi/’ is a JSJn-characteristic finite cover a¥/, then there is a
further JSJn-characteristic regular finite covar of M that factors through/’. To see
this, we may choose base points and assiMiecorresponds to a finite-index subgroup
7' of the pointed fundamental groupof M. Then the coverl/ corresponding to the
normal corer = Ny (g~ n'g) of ' is clearly a regular finite cover af/. To see that

it is JSJIm-characteristic, note that for any torus subgrdupc 7 that represents a JSJ or
boundary torug” of M, we haveP = PN for some JSJ or boundary torifiof M. Since
Png~'a'gforanyg € n is them-characteristic subgroup @f, and them-characteristic
subgroup ofP is unique, denoted a8,,, then

P=Pn#=Pn (09677(9717/9)) = ﬁgEW(Pm (gilﬂ/g)) = NgerPrm = Pn

is them-characteristic subgroup @t as well. In other words, any JSJ or boundary torus
T of M is also ann-characteristic cover of a JSJ or boundary taFusf M.

Furthermore, we may reduce the proof to the case whkrs either hyperbolic or
Seifert fibered. In fact, assuming that we have proved thed,daen applying the lemma
to eachJ; allows us to take the positive integer, (J;) corresponding to each. Letm,
be the least common multiple of aty(J;). Then for any multipler. of J;, there is a
further regular finite covey; of J!, which is JSdn-characteristic ove#;. Now (seel[Ll]
384-385) letd; be the degree of; over J;, and letD be the least common multiple of all
d;. We taked copies of eachy;. For anyT in 8.J;, there will be exactly— = %
elevations for each side @f, and they are alin-characteristic ovef'. Thus we may glue
these copies naturally along boundary, and a connectedamenp\/ will be a finite cover
of M which is JSJdn-characteristic. The observation at the beginning of tl®pallows
us to pass to a further regular finite J8Jdharacteristic cover of/.

It remains to prove the result whed is either hyperbolic or Seifert fibered. Af is hy-
perbolic, the conclusion is implied by the omnipotence imsmed hyperboli8-manifolds
due to Wise[[Wi, Corollary 16.15] (cf. [ [PW3, Lemma 3.2]). keH, in this case, a cover
M’ is given and there is no JSJ torus insitle Denote the boundary tori éfM by {T'}
andoM’ by {T'}. By [PW3, Lemma 3.2], there are finite coverE”} of {7’} such that
for any further finite covef 7'} of {7} there is a finite covel! of M’ so that the restric-
tion on the boundary is the covél’} = M — {T’}. Therefore, we may pick a positive
integerm, and{T"} above so that the compositigfi’} — {T'} is m-characteristic, and
then the compositiod/ — M is a desired cover. I/ is Seifert fibered, the conclusion
can be seen directly. Indeed, in this case, suppdses M — O is the Seifert fibration
over the base orbifol@. Letm, be the maximal order of torsion elementsiéf(O; Z).
SinceM contains no essential Klein bottlel; (M; Z) = H,(S*;Z) @ H,(O;Z). Thus,
the coverlM, corresponding to the kernel af (M) — H,(M;Z,,,) is a regular finite
cover of M that ismg-characteristic on the boundary. For any positive multiplef m,
we may takel/ to be the cover corresponding to the kernetofMy) — Hy (M; Loy frm)-
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Note that), is homeomorphic to a product 6f with an orientable compact surfade,
is a regular finite cover ol which ism-characterisitc on the boundary. This means
is as desired. O

Remark4.3. In the proof of Propositiofi 4l 2, if the covar is chosen to be corresponding
to the subgrou = Nacaut(-)a(r’), whereAut(n’) is the automorphism group af, it
will be a characteristic finite cover @ff, and similarly we can verify that this cover is JSJ
m-characteristic.

Definition 4.4 (Cf. [PW3, Definition 3.3]) For a compact orientable irreducibs
manifold M with (possibly empty) incompressible toral boundargeaicovenf M with
respect to the JSJ decomposition is a compact orientabtiicible3-manifold V together
with an immersior, : N — M, so that restricted to each componentid¥, 1 covers a
JSJ torus of\f.

Corollary 4.5 (Cf. [PW3, Proposition 3.4]) With the notations above, jif : N — M is

a semicover, then there is a JBdcharacteristic regular finite covel/ of M in which a
finite coverN of N is embedded as a chunk or a regular neighborhood of a JSJ tands
the semicoveN — M induced fromu is isotopic to the compositioN < M — M.

Proof. This has essentially been proved[in [PW3, Proposition aAd, we derive it from
Propositio 4.R. For each JSJ pieg®f M, if J; is covered by a JSJ piece &, let J/ be a
common finite cover of all JSJ piecesMfthat isotopically coved, otherwise let] = J;.
By Proposition 4.2, we can obtain a J&Jcharacteristic regular finite covef : M —
M, such that any elevatioff’ of a JSJ piecd; factors throughJ;. Lety” : N — M"”
be any elevation of:, where N”’ coversN. SupposeJ! is an elevation of a JSJ-piece
J. of N, thenJ! covers a JSJ-piec&’ of M" undery”, whereJ! is an elevation of a
JSJ-piece); of M. By our construction we have! (71 (J!")) C p(m1(Jx)) and therefore
w! s m (J)) — m(J]") is surjective ang”’| : J! — J!” is a homeomorphism. That jg’
is an embedding restricted to each JSJ piec¥ '6f

Notice that the virtual embedding property is preservedrgiassing to a finite cover-
ing. Now eitherN" is isotopic to a regular neighborhood of a JSJ torud/df, or every
JSJ piece ofV” is mapped to a unique JSJ pieceMf’ by a homeomorphism. In the
latter case, it follows that the induced map on the dual g&phe JSJ decompositions
A(N") — A(M") is a canonical combinatorial local isometry, whichrisinjective. Be-
causer; (A(N")) is a free group of finite rank, and hence is LERF, there is afuverA
of A(M"), in which an elevation of\(N") is embedded as a complete subgraph. There-
fore, we have a regular finite J$tharacteristic covering/ — M" so that any elevation
Ik N — M of 4 is an embedding. Therefore we have a #&8dharacteristic covering
M — M so that any elevatiop : N — M of 11 is an embedding. As we discussed at the
beginning proof of Propositidn 4.2, by passing to a furthatdicovering, we may assume
thatM — M is regular. O

4.2. PW subsurfaces and partial PW subsurfaces.

Definition 4.6. Let M be a closed orientable irreducible mix&ananifold containing no
essential Klein bottles. Rrzytycki-Wise subsurfacé M, or simply aPW subsurfaces
an immersed closed orientable surface

j: S+ M

in minimal general position with respect to the JSJ decoiitipassatisfying the following:
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e jismi-injective;
¢ for each maximal graph-manifold chuidk of A/, each component of 1 (Q) is
virtually embedded i); and
o for each hyperbolic piece of M, each component of ~!(.J) is geometrically
finite in J.
We may also regard any JSJ torus as a basic PW subsurface.

In our discussion, it will usually be convenient to regard timpointed fundamental
groupm (M) of a 3-manifold M as the group of deck transformations on its universal
cover)M. Then, by @W surface subgroypve mean the stabilizer of an elevationif of
a PW subsurface, which depends on the choice of the elevation

Recall that a subsét” of a groupG is said to beseparabléf it is closed in the profinite
topology. More precisely, this means that for @ny G not contained iV, there is a
finite quotientG in whichh ¢ V.

The following lemma is a consequence of [PW2, Strong sejparptoperty] and [HW,
Corollary 9.20].

Lemma 4.7. Let M be a closed orientable irreducible mix8emanifold /. Then every
PW surface subgroup af; (M) is separable.

We introduce the notion of partial PW subsurfaces.

Definition 4.8. Let M be an orientable closed irreducible mixgenanifold. A partial
PW subsurfacés a triple(.S, R, j) satisfying the following:

e j:S9% MisaPW subsurface aif/;
e R C Sisaconnected compact essential subsurface; and
e every component d@R is immersed into a JSJ torus unger

We often ambiguously say that: R ¢ M is a partial PW subsurface, with the triple
(S, R, j) implicitly assumed. Théoundaryof the partial PW subsurface is the boundary
of R.

Definition 4.9. Let M be an orientable closed irreducible mix&enanifold containing
no essential Klein bottles. Lef be a JSJ piece, arifi) be a JSJ torus adjacent fg,

and(, be a slope orfy. A partial PW subsurfacg : R & M is said to bevirtually

bounded by, outside.Jy, if the boundanpR of R is nonempty, covering, underj, and
if the interior R of R missesJ, under;j. In this case, thearrier chunkX (R) ¢ M of

R is the unique minimal chunk that contaifs and thecarrier boundaryof X (R) is the
componenfy C 90X (R).

Definition 4.10. We say that a partial PW subsurface R & M is parallel cuttingif for
every JSJ toru$' C M, all components of ~(7) in R cover the same slope @f.

4.3. Virtual existence of partial PW subsurfaces.

Theorem 4.11. Let M be an orientable closed irreducible mix8emanifold containing
no essential Klein bottles. L&t be a slope on a JSJ toruk adjacent to a JSJ piece
Jo. Then for some finite coveY/ of M together with an elevatiof.Jy, Ty, (o) of the
triple (Jo, To, (o), there exists a parallel-cutting partial PW subsurfager M, bounded
virtually by ¢, outsideJ.

Proof. We need to strengthen some arguments in the work of Przytyike [PW1,
PWZ2]. Below is an outline of the construction. Note that ins€2 one needs a little
extra argument.
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By Lemmal[2.1, we may assume that every JSJ toru&/dé adjacent to two distinct
pieces. We will rewrite/y asJ_, and writeJ, C M be the other JSJ piece adjacenito
The discussion falls into three cases according to the typ® pieces/...

Case 1 If Jy are both hyperbolic, by [PW2, Proposition 3.11], we may ¢t two
geometrically finite subsurfacds.., 7 -injectively, properly immersed io4, such that
OR4 are nonempty and coveg. The merging trick allows us construgt More precisely,
we pass to a possibly disconnected finite coiter of R, so that they have the same
number of boundary components, and such that all compoér&, cover ¢, with
the same unsigned degree, [PW2, Lemma 3.14]. Thean be obtained by arbitrarily
matching up the boundary components and taking a conneotaganent of the result.
In this case, we do not need to pass to a further covéf pso we takel/ to be M/, and
(Jo. To, (o) to be(Jy, To, &o). SetS = S, j : S & M the immersion and? a copy ofR, .
The partial PW subsurface itf can be picked agS, R, j).

Case 2 If J1 are both Seifert fibered, we need to recall the antennas giyojoe graph
manifolds, introduced in the proof af [PW1, Proposition]3.1

For simplicity, letN be a graph manifold with nonempty boundary that satisfiep@ro
sition[2.1. Then in our notations, we say théthas theantennas propertyif for any two
adjacent JSJ piecel, Ji, there is a chunkl of NV, called arantennawhich is the union
of consecutively adjacent distinct piecés Ji, - - - , J,, (more precisely/; N J; is a JSJ
torus if|j — i| = 1, and is empty otherwise), such thht contains a boundary component
of N.

In our discussion, we consider the maximal graph-manifbleh&k@ C M containing
Ty as a JSJ torus. Itis implied by the proof of [PW1, Proposifdi] that there is a finite
coverM of M, such that any elevatiaf) has the antennas property.

Note that/, C Q. Take elevationd. c Q of J adjacent along an elevatidf of T,
and take an elevatiofy C T; of ¢,. For simplicity, still denote/;. and so on by/; and
so on in this and further coverings. We take two antentiasstarting withJ, = J+ and
J1 = Jy, respectively. Passing to a finite coveridfinduced by a cover of its dual graph
if necessary, we may assume andA_ have no common JSJ piece other thian so we
call B = A, U A_ a bi-antennas througHt,. We may further assume the dual graph of
Q has no cycle of at most three edges, then there is no JSJ fi€cadjacent to two JSJ
pieces ofB.

DenoteB. the two parts ofB separated by,. We proceed to construct a properly
embedded, incompressible, and boundary-incompressib&isfaceE* such thate* in-
tersectsT} in slopes parallel t@, and thatTy cuts E* into two partsE% c Q. This
follows the construction in [PW1, Proposition 3.1], as gt below.

Start with ¢y and try to extend a surface; C B.. Due to the symmetry, we just
discuss the extension dB... Suppose first, is not a fiber ofJ; up to isotopy. One can
find a horizontal properly embedded incompressible subsaif,, of B, such that?,.
intersectsT} in parallel copies ofy. Moreover, if a component a?E,. does not lie on
dQ, one can also make sure that it lies on a JSJ torus in@igearallel to the adjacent
fiber. Take a pair of oppositely oriented parallel copigs and E¥ of E,. For each
component C dF, that lies in a JSJ torus insidg, one can find a properly embedded,
boundary-essential vertical annulus in the adjacent giecedingc” U ¢t, and glue this
vertical annulus to@fr andEi along the boundary, correspondingly. Since we assumed

that no piece of) is adjacent to two JSJ pieces Bf the result is a properly embedded,
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incompressible, and boundary-incompressible subsuﬁacas desired. Suppose thén
is a fiber of.J;. Then two copies of, with opposite direction bound an essential vertical
annulus inJ; as we just discussed, which will be ofig. = E* .

In general,E* is not closed, andE* intersects)Q in parallel slopes on each com-
ponent that it reaches. Sin€gis a maximal graph-manifold chunk af, for each such
component as above, there is a geometrically finiteinjectively immersed proper sub-
surface of the adjacent hyperbolic piece whose boundatglfrgovers the corresponding
slope. Performing the merging trick again, we obtain a PWsstfacej : S & M, so
that the part ofS inside coversE*. Note that the virtual embeddednessSin graph-
manifold chunks follows from[[PW2, Lemma 3.6]. In particyl& intersectsT} along
covers of¢y. Moreover,S is cut by Ty into two partsSy, and the part o5 inside Q
coversE;, respectively. We pick a connected componenf offor R.

Now the triple (S, R,j) defines a partial PW subsurface 8f with respect to

(J07T01 CO)

Case 3 Suppose one of is hyperbolic and the other is Seifert fibered. This case is a
mixture of the previous two cases, and the constructionrig sienilar, so we omit the de-
tails. In fact, this case was also covered by the constmicti§PW2, Section 3], although
not explicitly stated. O

4.4. Virtual existence of corridor surfaces. The surfaces provided in the following the-
orem, later serving as corridor surfaces, will be cruciglioving Theorerh 116.

Theorem 4.12. Let M be an orientable closed irreducible mix8emanifold and let(,
be a slope on a JSJ toruk, adjacent to a JSJ piecdy C M. SupposekR + M is
a parallel-cutting partial PW subsurface bounded virtyally ¢, outsideJ,. Then there
exists a regular finite covek of the carrier chunkX (R) in which every elevation oR is
embedded, intersecting any elevation of the carrier bouy@ga in at most one slope.

The major part of the proof of Theorém 4112 is the followingaker version Proposition
[4.13, which is stated in a rather complicated form so thaagmication of Przytycki—Wise
results, the merging process, and the intersection cayitome more explicit in the
proof. To state Propositidn 4.113, we need some terminatogie

For any positive integem, we construct &-complexY,,(R) immersed inX (R) as
follows. For each componentc dR, let T¢"(c) be a copy of a cover dfp, in which there
are exactlym distinct elevations of,, each of them covering, with the same degree as
c. We glueT*(c) with R naturally by identifying an elevation a@f, with ¢ ¢ dR. After
the gluing for each boundary componentifwe get &-complex

Ya(R) = RuU |J T3 (o),
cCOR

and there is a natural immersion
Yin(R) & X(R),

which is the immersion of the partial PW subsurface restd¢d R, and is the covering of
the boundary torug}, restricted to the torij(c). Note thaty;, (R) is naturally defined
in the sense that if we chose a different co¥gt(c) or a different elevation of, for the
gluing, the resulted immersion would differ only by a homewophism ofY,,,(R). If R is
oriented, so i$) R and its covers.
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Proposition 4.13. With the notations above and the oriented surfét;ethere exists an
integermo > 0 such that for any positive integral multipte of m,, there is a regular finite
coverX of X (R) in which every elevatioi;, (R) of Y,,,(R) is embedded, and moreover
R N T, consists of directed paraIIeI circles il induced from9 R, whereR is the union
of elevations of? contained inY;, (R), T, is an elevation of, contained inY,, (R), and

r is a positive integer.

To prove Proposition 4.13, we need the following Lenimal4.14.

There is a canonical (possibly disconnected) compact 8aksubsurface oR, called
thehorizontal part Itis the union of all subsurfaces & that are properly horizontally im-
mersed in Seifert fibered pieces, glued up along the cut swbhere any two are adjacent.
Note that every complementary component of the union of trezbintal part and the cut
curves is either a vertical cylinder immersed in a Seifedr#a piece, or a geometrically
finite cusped subsurface immersed in a hyperbolic piece.

Lemma 4.14. For every componerf of the horizontal part oR, there is a unique graph-
manifold chunIQF C X(R) in which F' is properly horizontally immersed. Moreover,
Suppos&)  is a regular finite cover o) » in which any elevation of’ is embedded, then
for any elevatioril” of a component’ C dQ and any elevatioF' of F, the number of
components df N F depends only off’ and F.

Proof. The first claim is direct: le® r be the minimal subchunk of (R) containing the
image of F', which is unique. Sincé is parallel cutting, it is clear thalF’ cannot sit in
any JSJ torus in the interior 6} 7, SO F' is properly horizontally immersed i) . Below
we devote to the proof the "moreover” part.

SinceQy is a regular cover “of)r, it suffices to fix an elevatio’ and show that the
number of components af N F is constant for all elevatior® of 7. Let f C T be a
Seifert fiber of the adjacent JSJ pieceipf. As R is parallel cutting, there is also a slope
s C T covered by all the components &F that are immersed ifi. For any elevatiofT’
of T, we may pick elevationg, 5 T of f ands, respectively.

The (geometric) intersection numbe’($~, §) andi(f, s) are related by the formula

CATICIT

i(f,g):i(f,8)~ [TT] s

where[— : —] denotes the covering degree. This follows fromt (f) = [T T]f pi(s) =

[[ZT] sand i(p~'(f),p (s)) = [T : T]i(f,s), wherep : T — T is the discussed
covering.

Since[ is horizontally embedded) » fibers over the circle with fibeF', each compo-
nents ofl’ N ' must be a copy of. Hence the number of componentsiof F' satisfies

. i(f, F)
mo(TNF
0Bl =55

Thus it suffices to shovi( f, F) is constant for all elevation of f.
By a calculation similar to formular (4.1) we have

i(f,F) =i(f,0F) =i(f,p~ (s) = i(f8)[f: /] (4.2).
Let A andA be the dual graph associated to the JSJ decompositiofisafind Q .

Note that there is a natural combinatorial map- A induced by the covering. For any
vertexv of A, we write the corresponding JSJ piece&df as.J;, and the ordinary Seifert
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fiber of j? asfy; for any edge of A, we write the corresponding JSJ torusfasand the
slope ofT: parallel to the components 6§ N F' as3;. The notations fo are similar. As
R is parallel cutting, for any directed edge®f A, the ratio

. i(fter(e)v Se)

B i(fini(e)a Se)
is a positive rational number depending only BrandT,. Hereini(e), ter(e) denotes the
initial vertex and the terminal vertex ef respectively. Supposg, - - - , &, is a sequence

of edges ofA, consecutively joining the sequence of verticgs- - - , o, of A. We write
vk, e for the image oftg, é; underA — A, respectively. From the formula (4.2), we
have:

i(f5,, F)
i(ff)oap

kaa
ka 19 )

f’Uk7S€k . ~[.]Ef)k : ka]
k=1 ka 1’S€’<) [fﬁk—l :ka—l]
[fo. : f -
[Fao + fuo) fvm g

k=1

In particular, if f and f” are two elevations of the Seifert fibgron a given component
T c dQr, we may pick a path as above so thfat = f andf;, = f’. Sincevy = v, and
Qr is aregular coverlfs, : fu,] = [fz : fu,]- Thus it suffices to show,, --- A, =1
for any cycleeq, - - - , e, Of A.

To see this, note thakt’ is properly horizontally immersed i@ . If ¢ is a directed
edge of A, then any component of }( Jini(ey) C I is adjacent to a component of
' (Jter(e)) C F. Therefore, ifeq, - - - , e, is a cycle ofA, then starting with any compo-
nentC C j‘l(Jvo), we may find a path : [0, 1] + F so thaty(0) lies inC, consecutively
intersectsl, , - - - , T, , andy(1 )Iies in a componer®”’ C j7'(J,,). Since there are only
finitely many components of ~!(.J,,,), we may join a number of suck's as above to
obtain a loopS! s F which goes around the cycle for a positive number of timeg,rsa
times. Becausé' &~ Qp is a proper horizontal immersion which is a virtual embeddin
it follows from the criterion of Rubinstein—Wang [RW, Theon 2.3] that

Aey "+ Ae,) = 1.

Therefore ., - - - A., = 1 and this completes the proof. O

Proof of Propositiol 4.713Since one cannot directly claim th&}, (R) is m-injectively
immersed inX (R) (indeed this is not necessarily true in general), we wilMerthe propo-
sition by the following strategy: First for virtually all gdtive integermn, by using the re-
sults of Przytycki and Wise, as well as Lemma4.14, we can&iff embedy,,(R) into
a compacB8-manifold Y, and make sure that’ 3~ X (R) is virtually embedded when
restricted on each JSJ piece. And finally we will apply thegimey trick (Proposition 412)
to get the global embedding in the Proposifion #.13. For Baity we write X for X (R)
andY,, for Y,,(R).

For the triple(S, R, j) associated to the partial PW subsurfd¢ex> M, there is a
regular finite cover of\/ in which any elevation of is embedded, by the separability of
PW subsurfaces (Lemma#.7). Hence we may asskifris a regular finite cover ok in



CHERN-SIMONS, SEPARABILITY, AND VOLUMES 29

which any elevation of: is embedded. Let
R cX'

be an elevation oRk. Take a compact regular neighborhood of the horizontal gfait’,
and for each cut curve or boundary curve not adjacent to thiedrdal part, take a com-
pact regular neighborhood of it, and make sure these regalghborhoods are mutually
disjoint. LetZ’ C R’ be the union of these regular neighborhoods. For each coempon
F' c F,let Q% C X' be a compact regular neighborhood of a chunk, or of a JSJ or
boundary torus, so thdt’ is properly embedded i@’.,. HenceQ., is a bundle over the
circle with fibore 7, denoted a$F”, ¢r/ ), wheregr : F' — F’ is the gluing map, which
is a periodic on each reducible piece in the sense of Niel$rmston.

By Lemmd4.I4 and some straighforward verification, for agtfSibundary toru§’ c
X and a componerff’ C F’, any elevatiorf” of T intersectsF” if and only if 7" C Q'/;
and furthermore, suck’ intersectg” in a numbep.(F’) > 0 of components, depending
only of T and F’ (indeed, only on the subsurface Bfthat F’ covers). AsR is parallel
cutting, lets C T be the slope covered by the component&'af Note thats is (o if T is
To. Let

be the number of elevations efin any elevation of’, which is well defined sinc& is a
regular finite cover ofX. Let
mg >0

be the product of the least common multiple ofidlland the least common multiple of all
wr(F"). For any positive multiplen of my, letp, : 9%, — Q' be the cyclic covering
dual toF”, of degree
por, (F7)

kp,

d:[Q;‘V/Q/FV] = m:-

or justm if QF, contains no elevations @f.

Clearly 93, = (F’,¢%,). Sinced is a multiple of eachur, (F”), each component of
OF' (also cutting curves) is invariant undgf, . Therefore each component@®*., con-
tains one and only one componentd@#’. Note thatp, *(F”) hasd components irQ’.,
and each one is a lift of’; moreover for eaciy, coveringTy, p; ' (1}) haspr, (F') com-
ponents. Lep, : Ty — Ty be the discussed covering, thes ' () hask/, components

in T}, therefore(p, o po) " (¢o) hasd K7, components 0@ Q.. It follows that in every

component 0B Q7. that coverdly, there are exactl% = m elevations of),
0
Let W5, C X' be a compact regular neighborhood®f, and letWy,, C Q3. be a
compact regular neighbood of a fibEf. SinceWy, N Q%, is naturally homeomorphic to
Wi, we may take a copy 0V, and glue it with a copy 087, by identifyingiVy,, N Q%
andWs.,, for all component$” C F'. The result is a compa8tmanifold
FICF!
with boundary, and there is a natural immersion
o: Vi X,
which senddV},, to W, C X' by the identity and eacR7, to Q% C X' via the given
covering. Moreover, the union of the cogy/ C YV, and all components a?Q’., that
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coverTy is an embedded-complex
Y C Y.
MoreoverY;* naturally coverd’, with degreg¢R’ : R], and the hanging tofi" (¢) all lift.
In other wordsy;,, is virtually embedded g/}, , naturally in the sense that the m&p) ¢~
X' induced from the immersions &f,, and of ), are the same up to homeomorphism of
Yr.

We are going to show that : V* 9 X' is a virtual embedding. To do this we first
show that the restriction on each JSJ piec@ffis a virtual embedding.

The JSJ tori o)}, are exactly the JSJ or boundary tori of @lf.,. The JSJ pieces 0f,
are the JSJ pieces ¢}, and the pieces containing the component80fF’. To describe
the latter type more precisely, consider any connected ectrgubsurfac®”’ c R’, which
is properly immersed in a JSJ pieceXf and vertically or geometrically finite. For each
suchV’, there is a uniqgue component Bf \ 7’ contained inV’’, which is isotopic to the
interior of V/. Then the unique JSJ piece df, containingV”’ is the piece bounded by
all the JSJ tori adjacent @V, and this piece deformation retracts to the uniofy6find
all its adjacent JSJ tori, denoted By (V). In fact, Y*(V') can be described in a similar
fashion as that of,,,(R). For each component C 9V’ that covers a slope in a torus
T c X, we glue a copy of a covéF™ () (¢/) of T'to V alongc in a similar way ag " (c).
Explicitly, since there is a uniqueé’ c F’ containingc/,

K

m(c') = [Q;" : Q/F’] ’ MT(F/)a

which is a positive integer by our choiceof,.

Supposéd’’ C R’ is a vertical or geometrically finite subsurface as abovd,Eh C
Yz, is the unique JSJ piece containitig As we have seen, the inclusion of theomplex
Y*(V') — K* is a homotopy equivalence. Let C X’ be the JSJ piece in which
K* is immersed into, so that there is an induced immersibn Y* (V') ¢ J'. If J'
is hyperbolic, then by [PW3, Theorem 4.1}, restricted toY*(V’) is m;-injective and
relatively quasiconvex if alln(c¢’) above are sufficiently large; and in this case, it is a
consequence of the relative quasiconvex separability duise [Wi, Theorem 16.23]
(cf. [PW3, Corollary 4.2]) that; (Y*(V")) is indeed separable. Then we may find a finite
cover ofJ’ in which the elevations of *(V’), and hence elevations &f*, are embedded.

If J'" is Seifert fibered, thed’ is a product and@* (V") is just the union of a properly
immersed (boundary-essential) vertical annulus togetlir covers of the tori that are
adjacent to. If alin(c’) are sufficiently large, one can easily see thgft * (V")) is em-
bedded in;(J') and is separable. Then we may again find a finite cove¥ af which
elevations ofY *(V’), and hence elevations &f*, are embedded. From the formula of
m(c’) above, it is clear that:(¢’) can be arbitrarily as large as desiredbifis sufficiently
large. Therefore, we may pick

mg > 0
to be a sufficiently large multiple of:),, so that any multiple ofn is sufficiently large to
ensure that the; -injectivity and separability o¥ (V") work.

Note that if K* is a JSJ piece @¥’, that is contained in som@*(F"”), it covers a JSJ
pieceJ’ of X'.

Therefore, we have shown that for every JSJ pi&Ce C Y}, there is a JSJ piece
J’ of X’ that contains the immersed image§f, and moreover we have an embedding
¢" : K" — Jg+ which coversp| : K* — J'. Now for eachJ; C X', if J! contains the
image of a JSJ pieck™* C Y;,, let J* be the common finite cover of all thogg -, and
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otherwise set/; = J!. By Propositior 4.2, we have a regular finite JSharacteristic
coveringp” : X" — X'’ such that each covering’ — J! factor throughJ;.

Lety” : Y/ ¢+ X" be any elevation op : V¥ ¢ X'. Since the virtual embeddedness
is preserved under passage to further covgt$,on each JSJ piece is an embedding. It
follows that the induced map on the dual grapf)’,) — A(X") is a combinatorial local
embedding, which is; -injective. Because; (A(X")) is a free group, and hence is LERF,
it has a regular finite cover in which any elevation/of)!’ ) is an embedded subgraph.
Therefore, we have a regular finite JSJ 1-characteristierinyp”’ : X' — X" so that
any elevationy” : Y/ ¢ X" of ¢ : V¥ ¢ X’ is an embedding. As we discussed
in Propositio 42 and its remark, by passing to a furtheteiinbverX, we can assume
that the JSJ-characteristic covering — X’ is characteristic in the usual sense, which
implies that the covering — X’ — X is a finite regular covering.

In conclusion, for any positive multiple: of themy we have chosen, there is a regular
finite coverX of X, in which any elevation o’} , and hence any elevatian of Y,,, is
embedded.

Now we are going to prove the “moreover part”: We fix an oriéintaof R. Letm be
a positive integer ensured by the first half of ProposifidiB4so thaty,,(R) & X (R)
is a virtual embedding. We assumi is a regular finite cover of (R) constructed in
Propositiof 4113 in which any elevatidhof Y, (R) is embedded.

Note that there is a copy d® contained inY,,, (R), so for any elevatio” C X, there
is a collection of mutually disjoint, embedded elevatiofisR) with naturally induced
orientations. We fix an elevationi of Y, and letR C Y be the union of elevations d?
contained iny’.

Since(y has [C“ C“}] elevations in any elevatiofy, of Tp, and(, hasm elevations in

15" (c) C Yi(R) for each component of 9R, it follows thate C T¢"(c) C Y (R)

—[:Tz Tg]} elevations inTy. SinceR C Y;,(R) meetsT{"(c) exactly ong, it

follows that for any elevatiofiy of T, contained inY, there are exactly components of
OR N T,. Furthermore, it is clear from the constructionsf (R) that for anyT, C Y,
all components 0dR N T, cover the same component®R, and in particular, they are
directly parallel onT}, with the direction induced from@R. Note also that for an§;, not
contained inY’, Ty N 'R is the empty set.

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.13. O

hasr =

Proof of Theorerh 4.12We start from the conclusion of Proposition 4.13. To matah th
notations, still denote byk’, R’, Y’ and T} the spacesX, R, Y and T, obtained in
Propositio 4,113, where everything is oriented.

The oriented properly embedded subsurfaRé represents a classR’] €
Hy(X',0X’;Z). Then the homological pairing witiR’] induces a quotient homomor-
phism

o B(x52) 2 57,
Denote the group of deck transformations of the covering 6f— X asI'x. and by

taking the direct sum of at* (i), wherer runs overl"x, we define a homomorphism of
integral modules:

L= @TGI‘X,T* (ZR’) = @TGFX,ZT(R/) . Hl(X/,Z) — Z?Gal(‘x,).
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The kernel of the homomorphism of groups
K om(X) — Hy(X'5Z) -2 Z8CX)

is invariant under the deck transformation grobp., thus it follows thatKer(x') C
m1(X'") C m1(X) is a normal subgroup, so it defines a regular finite cover
ki X = X,

which factors through”’.

It remains to verify that every elevatidd ¢ X of R intersects any elevatioR, ¢ X
of Ty in at most one components. Sindgis a regular cover, we may assurfieis an
elevation of a componetdt’ C R’. Thus, an elevatiofd;, of T, intersectsR if and only if
it covers an elevatiof; C X' of T; contained irt”’. If there were at least two components
of Ty N R then we could pick two pointg, § on two distinct components, and there would
be a directed loop: formed by two consecutive directed pathg C Ty andag C R,
both joining# andy. Becausek andT, cover R’ andT}, respectively, and? ¢ X is a
two-sided proper embedded surface, we may perialbit so thaty ; is projected intaX”
missing the interior oR’. Because the algebraic intersection numbek aihda is always
an integer multiple of-, it follows that the pathivz is immersed under the covering into
T¢, and has the algebraic intersection number with the comgsmé R’ N T} an integral
multiple of ». Because there are exactligomponents of’ N T{, directly parallel ori[{,
this means that andy are projected to the same componenTpf R’. Up to homotopy,
we may assume they are the sameggois the lift of a closed path’T[,) % T}. However,
sinceR’ intersects any elevatiofi, in either the empty set or exactlydirectly parallel
components[. vanishes orH, (T}; Z) for anyT}. In other words, ever{?, lifts into X.
This means that the closed paﬂ;ﬂ(,) lifts into T}, as well, soz andy are the same. This

contradicts the assumption that they lie on distinct coneposmof R N Ty. We conclude
that X is the regular finite cover as desired. O

5. VIRTUAL EXTENSION OF REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we construct virtual extension of a repnéstgonpg : m1(Jy) — ¢ of
a JSJ piecd of a mixed3-manifold M assuming that the representatjgnhas nontrivial
kernel onm (T) for each torusl’ C 9.J, (Theoren{5.R). For the sake of generality, we
abstract a property of the target groépcalled class invertibility (Definitioi 511), with

which we can “flip” pp up to conjugation. In particulaRSL(2; C) andIso.SL2(R) are
both class invertible (Lemnia 6.1).

Definition 5.1. Let ¢ be a group, and [A;] }ic; be a collection of conjugacy classes
of abelian subgroups. By @ass inversiorwith respect tof [4;] }ics, we mean an outer
automorphisni] € Out(¥), such that for any representative abelian subgréupf each
[A;], there is a representative automorphism : 4 — ¢ of [v] that preserved;, taking
everya € A; toits inverse. We sa¥ is class invertiblewith respect to{ [A;]}ic1, if there
exists class inversion. We often ambiguously call any ctibe of representative abelian
subgroupq A; }.cs aclass invertible collection, and call any representatiwemorphism

v a class inversion.

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢4 be a group, andM be an irreducible orientable closed mix&d
manifold. For a geometric piec& C M, suppose a representation

Po - 7T1(J0) — 9
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satisfies the following:

o for every boundary toru§’ C 9Jy, po has nontrivial kernel restricted ta; (7);
and

e for all boundary toriT" C 9.Jy, po(m1(T)) form a class invertible collection of
abelian subgroups of .

Then there exist a finite regular cover
ki M — M,
and a representation )
P (M) — 9,
satisfying the following:
e for one or more elevationg, of .J,, the restriction ofp tom (jo) is, up to a class
inversion, conjugate to the pull-baek (p); and
o for any elevation/ other than the above, of any geometric pigicehe restriction
of p to w1 (J) is cyclic, possibly trivial.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorerm 3r2Subsection 511,
we construct a cover af/ by merging colored chunks. In Subsection] 5.2, each colored
chunk will be endowed naturally with a representation, upaigjugation. Then the colored
merging gives rise to a virtual representation as desirederd will be three color$
(null), +1 (positive), and-1 (negative), to be assigned to the boundary components of the
chunks in our construction. To keep in mind, the null cololl wiean that the restricted
representation to the boundary is trivial, and the signéarsavill mean that the restricted
representation to the boundary is nontrivial and the sigicates whether a class inversion
will be applied.

5.1. Colored chunks and colored merging.Let M be an orientable closed irreducible
mixed3-manifold containing no essential Klein bottles. Let

JoC M
be a selected JSJ pieceldf. The boundary off; is a disjoint union of tori:
oJo = | | T,
i=1
and for eacl{;, let
GCT;

be a selected slope. Fix a direction for egchwith this data, we construct a regular finite
coverM of M by merging colored chunks as follows.

By Theoreni 4111, for each; C M, there is a finite coved of M, and an elevation
(Jo.4> T, ¢;) of the triple(Jo, T3, (; ), and there is a parallel-cutting partial PW subsurface
R} 9 M virtually bounding(; outside.J; ;. By Theoreni 4.12, there is a regular finite
cover X/ of the carrier chunkX (R;) C M/, in which any elevation of?; is properly
embedded, intersecting each elevation of the carrier tenyriff in at most one slope.
Pick an elevatio?; C X/ of R}, and letX C X/’ be the carrier chunk ok}, namely,
the minimal chunk containin@®;. Taking a copy ofX* together withR}, we call the
(abstract) dupléX *, R}) acorridor chunkassociated to the sloped boundéFy, ¢;). The
properly embedded subsurfa& is called thecorridor surfaceof X *, and thecorridor
boundaryo* X} of X is the union of boundary components that intergett Note that
every corridor boundary component is an elevatiorf’of To color the boundary ok,
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we pick an orientation of?;. For any corridor boundary componéfit C 0* X/, R}
intersectsl™ in exactly one slope*, andc* has one direction induced from the direction
of ¢;, and another direction induced from the orientationjf \We color any corridor
boundary componerif* by +1 if these two induced directions ef agree, or by—1
otherwise. We color any non-corridor boundary componenX pfby 0. The result is a
colored corridor chunk
(X7, By).

Note thatX* has the same number of positively colored boundary compsaemnl nega-
tively colored components.

A copy of Jy with boundary components colored all ki, or all by —1, is called a
positively colored/, piece or anegatively colored/y piece respectively.

A copy of any JSJ piecé C M (possibly.J,) with all boundary components colored
by 0 is called anull colored JSJ piece

By anelevated colored chunkve mean a finite cover of any of the following:

e a positively or negatively colored, piece
e a colored corridor chunk associated t¢73, ¢;)
e anull colored JSJ piece frod

together with the naturally induced boundary coloring.

Lemma 5.3. With the notations above, there exists a regular finite cavesf M/, obtained
by gluing elevated colored chunks along boundary tori matgthe coloring. Moreover,
M contains at least one elevated positively colosggiece.

Proof. Because every colored chunk is naturally a semicove¥/ofDefinition[4.4), ap-
plying Corollary{4.5 and Propositidn 4.2, there exists atp@sintegerm, so that for each
colored chunk there is an elevated colored chunk semiaoyéd and inducing then-
characteristic covering on the boundary. Suppﬁkesuch a cover of for any JSJ piece
JCM, and)?i* is such a cover for any;".

Supposef(i* hask; positively colored boundary components, and heceegatively
colored boundary components. Suppﬁ@hasli boundary components that are elevations
of T;. Let K be the least common multiple of all. We takeK copies of positively
coloredJy, K copies of negatively coloredh, andl;‘c—K copies of eactf(i*. Then for each
i = 1,...,s, the number of positively colored elevations Bf match from both sides
and the same holds for negatively colored elevatiorig oT hus we may glue these copies
along their boundary, matching the coloring, and pick omaponent of the result to obtain
a semicoverV of M.

Note thato N is the union of all null colored tori. By Corollaky 4.5, thesea finite cover
N of N which embeds into a regular finite covi&f. We decomposé’ by elevations of
the elevated colored chunks that compdseand regard any JSJ pieceldf not contained
in NV as an elevated null colored JSJ piece. Théis as desired. O

5.2. Constructing the virtual representation. We use the construction from the previous
subsection to find a virtual extension of the representatidghe assumption of Theorem
[5.2. Asin the assumption of Theoréml5.2,1étbe an orientable closed mix8emanifold,
and suppose

Po - 7T1(J0) -9
is a representation of the fundamental group of a geomeigitep/; in a Lie group¥,
which restricted to each boundary component has nontikeialel. We also suppose that
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the images op restricted to the boundary components yield a class irbtertiollection of
abelian subgroups ¢f . Fix a representative automorphism of a class inversion

v:¥9 -9

with respect to this collection.
LetTy,---,Ts be the components éfJ,, and let

G CT;
be a slope killed byy, for eachl < i < s. By the construction of Subsectibnb.1, there is
a regular finite cover
ki M — M,
obtained by gluing elevated colored chunks matching therow (Lemmad5.B).
Lemma 5.4. With the notations above, there is a representation
p: (M) -9,
satisfying the following:
o for each elevated positively colorelj pieceJ, C M, j restricted tom, (Jo) is
conjugate tas* (po); ) ) )
o for each elevated negatively colorgd pieceJ, C M, p restricted tom (Jy) is
conjugate ta’ o k*(po); 3 3 3
o for each elevated colored corridor chuk; C M, p restricted tor (X/) is
cyclic; and o 3
o for any elevated null colored JSJ piecebf- M, p restricted tomr (J) is trivial.

Proof. By Lemmal[3.2 (see also Remdrk]5.5), we need only to constnectocal rep-
resentations with given properties so that they agree oh leagndary component up to
congugcy.

In the statement of Lemnia .4, the representations resdrict elevated colored,
pieces and to elevated null colored pieces describe theassale explain the representa-
tion for elevated colored corridor chunks as follows.

Suppose€ X/, R?) is a corridor chunk associated (@;, ;). We write the canonical
semicovering fromX* to M as

wi: X7 — M.
Remember that in Subsectibn 5.1, we have fixed an orientafidhe corridor surface
R} for convenience. The oriented properly embedded subsuffiaepresents a class
[Rf] € Ho(X[,0X};Z) = HY(X};Z). Then homological pairing witfiz;] induces a
guotient homomorphism

¢ m(X) — Hy(X5 2) Bz,

For any positively or negatively colored elevatiéyi C 90X of T;, sinceR;} meetsT};

in exactly one slopep; surjects intdZ when restricted tar; (77°). Supposey” C T is a
directed slope so that;([v;]) equalsl in Z. We define a representationy- : Z — ¢,

by assigningyr (1) to be either(po o (41:);)([7;]) or (v o po o (111):)([7¢]), according to
T being positively or negatively colored, respectively. &lttatar- is well defined up to
conjugacy of¢. By the construction of X ¥, R}), and in the notations of Subsection|5.1,
X/ is the carrier chunk oR} in a regular finite coveX/’ of the carrier chunkX’(R;) C
M, so any twdI;"’s differ only by a deck transformation of;’ over X'(R;). It follows
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thataz: up to conjugacy is independent of the choicel§t In other words, we have a
representation:
o 1o— g,
defined by anyvr-. We define
pi: m (X))~ ¥

asq; o ¢;, up to conjugacy. Finally, for an elevated corridor chuﬁk C M, with the
defining covering
Rio X7 — X7,
we define
p:m(X))—=¥
asp; o (k;)y, Up to conjugacy.

We must check that the representatiop (X») agrees with the adjacent representations
up to conjugacy along the boundary. Note tﬁ’@“tis only adjacent to elevated null colored
JSJ pieces and elevated colotgdpieces. IfT" C 85(;‘ is null colored, this means that
unders;, T covers a boundary torus of  that misse$)R;. Then is trivial restricted
to T, and it agrees with the trivial representatjpion the adjacent elevated null colored
piece. IfT C BX;‘ is positively or negatively colored, it follows from the dfion of «;
that p; restricted to eachr; (7}") is conjugate to the restriction @f or v o py according

to the coloring. Thu§|m()~(_*) is also conjugate to the restriction @f or v o py to m (T')
according to the coloring, sincfem()m is the pull back ofy; via the subgroup inclusion

(Ri)s-

Because every elevated positively or negatively colofggbiece is only adjacent to
corridor chunks, and becaugdrivially agrees along a torus adjacent to two elevated null
colored pieces, we have verified that fheve have defined on the elevated color chunks of
M agree up to conjugacy on the tori that they glue up along. Welade that there is a

representatiop : w1 (M) — ¢, as desired. O

Lemmd5.% implies Theorem 5.2, so we have completed the pfodieoreni 5.2.

Remark5.5. Note ourr; (M) isomorphic the fundamental group of the graph-of-groups
induced by the obvious graph-of-spaces decompositiomprdeal up to choosing base
points of vertex spaces and paths to base points of adjadgatpaces, and up to choosing
a base point o/ and paths to the base points of vertex spaces, df. [Se].

In general, we can glue up representations on vertex graupsg as they agree on the
edge groups up to conjugacy. This is a consequence of tlosvialy facts. Ifl' = 'y x5 'y
is an amalgamation of groups, angjf: I'; — ¢, wherei = 1, 2, are representations such
thatp; |y are conjugate tps| 7, then there is a representationT" — &. More precisely,
Suppose: |y = o, o p2|u, whereoy, is the conjugation of € ¢, thenp can be defined
by takingp; onT'; andoy, o p2 onT's. Similarly, if ' = T'gx g is an HNN extension with
stable letter, and if po : T9 — ¥ is a representation such thafl y is conjugate tqyq| g,
say byo},, then there is a representation I' — ¢, for example, defined by taking, on
Ty andp(t) = h.

6. VOLUME COMPUTATION

In this section, we prove Theordm11.6 and Propos[iioh 1.Aguie techniques devel-
oped in the previous sections.
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6.1. Virtually positive volume of representations. We apply Theoreni 512 to prove
TheoremZI.B. The lemma below verifies class inversion ptgseof PSL(2; C) and

Iso.SL2(R). Moreover, for the discussion about representation vofyme are partic-
ularly interested in whether the class inversions can blizezhby conjugation using ori-
entation preserving isomorphisms of the geometric space.

Lemma 6.1.

(1) PSL(2;C) is class invertible with respect to all its cyclic subgroupad a class
inversion can be realized by an inner automorphisfR8EL(2; C), which is orien-
tation preserving acting ofI3;

(2) Iso.SL2(R) is class invertible with respect to its cent&r and a class inversion
can be realized by an inner automorphismIséSLz(R), which is orientation

preserving acting oi8L2 (R).
Proof. The first statement follows from the fact that every elemdri®®L, (C) is conju-
gate to its inverse if?SLy(C). To see the second statement, note thatL»(R) has two

components. For anyin the non-identity component, conjugatiig.SL» (R) by v sends
anyr € Rto —r € R, soitis a class inversion fd&. Recall that there are no orientation
reversing isometries in thel.,-geometry. O

Proof of Theorerh 1]6We first show the hyperbolic volume case. Suppbseontains at
least one hyperbolic pieck. It suffices to prove the theorem whétfi is mixed. We take
sufficiently long slopes, one in each componentdf,, making sure that Dehn fillings
along these slopes yield a closed hyperb@8hmanifold J, of finite volume. Letp, :
m1(Jo) — PSL(2; C) be the representation factoring through the the Dehn fikingd the
discrete faithful representation af (Jy). By Theoren{5R, we can virtually extend
to p : m (M) — PSL(2;C). Moreover, it follows from the conclusion of Theorém]5.2
and the additivity principle (Theoreim 1]11) and Lemimd 34 thnly some elevations of
Jo could contribute to the hyperbolic representation voluhfo By Lemmd®6.1(1) the
volume of all these elevations is a positive multiple of tlypdrbolic volume of/,. Thus
the hyperbolic representation volumelaf is positive.

It remains to show the Seifert volume case. Since the thed@edmown for graph
manifolds [DW] and and for geometric manifolds [BG1], we nagain assumé/ to be
mixed. By the assumptiord/ also contains a Seifert geometric piege The rest of the
argument is almost the same as the previous case, excepithatart by picking a slope
¢; C T; which intersects the Seifert fibey C T; exactly once for each componéfit of
d.Jy, moreover thoseg; can be chosen so that the Dehn fillidg of .J, has a nontrivial
Euler class. Then we can chodsg to be they? in the proof of Lemm@&5l4 and applying
Theoreni5.R, Lemnia®.1(2), and Theofem1l.11, we will find &eficver) with positive
Seifert volume. O

6.2. Volumes of representations of Seifert manifolds.Now we will prove Proposition
La.

Let N be a closed orientefiL» (R)-manifold whose basg-orbifold is an orientable,
hyperbolic2-orbifold O with positive genug andp singular points. Then, keeping the
same notation as in section 2.3, we have a presentation

mN = (a1, p1,...,0g,Bg,81,...,8p, I

s’flhb1 = 1,...,sgphbp =1,[a1,51]...[ag, Byl = 51...5p)
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with the conditiore = >, b;/a; # 0. The following result of Eisenbud—Hirsch—-Neumann
[EHN], which extends the result of Milnor—-Wood [Mi, Wo] frogircle bundles to Seifert
manifolds, is very useful for our purpose.

Theorem 6.2([EHN, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 4.3]BupposeV is a closed orientable
Seifert manifold with a regular fibeér and base of genus 0.

(1) There is aPSL2(R), S) horizontal foliation onV if and only if there is a repre-

sentationy : 7, (N) — Sm) such thatp(h) = sh(1);
(2) SupposeV = (g,0;a1/b1,...,a,/bs), then there is dPSLs(R), S*) horizontal
foliation on \V if and only if

Y whifain < —x(Fy)i Y Tbifail = x(Fy)

In order to prove Propositidn 1.4 we will check the followipgoposition which de-
scribes those representations leading to a non zero vol&uoeeach elementa, b) €

—_~—

R x SLy(R), its image inR xz SLy(R) will be denoted aga, b).

Proposition 6.3. A representation : 71 (V) — Iso.SL2(R) = R xz SL2(R) has non-

zero volume if and only if there are integersn, . . ., n, subject to the conditions
(6.1) Z\_ni/aiJ—nSZQ—Q and Z’_ni/ai—'—n22—29
such that

(6.2) p(si) = <Z—: - Z—ié (2; (Z—:) - n) ; gish (;—T;l) 9i1>

whereg; is an element o3L, (R) and

(6.3) p(h) = (é <Z (Z—) —n) ,1)

whose volume is given by

le]

(6.4) vol(N, p) = a2t (

Moreover thep-image ofaq, 51, . . ., a4, B4 can be chosen to lie iiLy (R).

Proof. The conditionvol(V, p) # 0 implies thatp(h) = (¢,1) € G = R xz SL2(R)
by [BG1, p. 663] and [BG2, p. 537], using a cohomological-éitsion argument and the
definition in paragraph 2.2. Suppos@;) = (z;, z;). Thens{ht: = 1 implies that

(aizi, :v‘“)(big“, 1) = (aizi + biC,fL'ai) =1.
Then there is an; € Z such that (see Remdrk 2.3)

(6.5) a;z; + b;¢; inR andx; is conjugate irsm) tosh <—&) .

Qi
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Since a1, £1] ... [ag, Bg] = s1...sp and since the product of commutatorsEnxz,

—_—~ —

SL2(R) must lie inSLy(R) this implies that

(Z14 ..+ 2p @1 ... Tp) = (0, H[p(aj)ap(ﬂj)]) :
j=1

Then there is an € Z such that

g
(6.6) 21+ ...+ zand [ Jlo(ay), p(B;)] = 21 ... psh(n)
j=1
Equalities (6.6) and (6.5), imply condition (6.1) in Projtios [6.3 using Theorefn 6.2 and
its proof in [EHN]. By (6.5) and (6.6), we can calculate ditgc

n; b; 1 P n;
(6.7) ziz—_—;<,<=g<za—i—n>

Plugging (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7) intgh) = (¢, 1) andp(s;) = (z;, x;), we obtain (6.2) and
(6.3) in Propositiom 6]3. Then the “moreover” part of Prapos also follows from

Theoreni 6.P. _
Let's now compute the volume of such a representationpLetN — N be a covering

from a circle bundleV over F to N so that the fiber degreeis 1. Then we have
¢ =e(N) = (degp:)e.

Let? be the fiber ofV andp = p|m N. Then(f)g = T1%_,[a;, 3;] in m N, and therefore

o( (f)e) = (e(,1) € Z(G)NSLsy(R), since the image of the fiber must be in the center and

the image of the product of commutators must li&Ix(R). Hencee¢ = n € Z.
Letp, : N — N be the covering along the fiber direction of degéeand there =
e(N) = 1. Thenp = p| sends actuallyr; N into SL»(R) and the fibrel of N is sent

to sh(n). Finally there is a covering. : N — N* along the fiber direction of degree
n, whereN* is a circle bundle over a hyperbolic surfaewith e* = e(N*) = n. Itis

—_~

apparent thap descends tp* : m N* — SLy(R) such thatp*(h*) = sh(1), whereh*
denotes th&!-fiber of N*. According to Theorem 6.2, there(BSLz(R), S*)-horizontal
foliation on N*, and according to Propositibn 2¥hl(N*, p*) = 4n2e* = 472n, and then

vol(N, p) = 4n*7? = 4n2e%¢2.

Note that
= 2
degpidegps = fxe=2%.
(& (&
By those facts we reach (6.4) as below:
~ 2
vol(N,p)  4n?e?¢? s o Ar? (& ong
vol N, = = = 471°e = — — —n .
NP)= Sogprdogns ~ 2 Sl V0
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Remark6.4. Suppose in Propositidn 6.3 that = a;k; + r;, where0 < r; < a;. If we
chooser = 2—2¢g+> ", k; andn; = (k;+1)a;—1 then the corresponding representaign
is faithful, discrete and reaches the maximal volume givisg to the well known formula

47T2X20(N)

volll. po) = =)

7. VOLUMES OF REPRESENTATIONS DO NOT HAVE THE COVERING PROPERTY

In this section, we prove Theordm 1.7 and therefore CosdlIig. They follow imme-
diately from the two propositions of this section.

7.1. Non-trivial graph manifolds with vanishing Seifert volume.

Proposition 7.1. There are infinitely many non-trivial graph manifolds wittra Seifert
volume.

e~

We begin with an elementary lemmaSi.; (R) geometry. Recall Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 7.2. LetT be a subgroup ofi and denote b¥' its projection ontaPSL(2; R). If
T is abelian then so i§.

Proof. This follows from [EHN, Lemma 2.1]. Ley = (¢,z) andh = (n,y) be two
elements of". Then note thafg, k] = (0,[z,y]) = [z,y] is actually a commutator in

—~—

SLa(R). If T is abelian therig, k] belongs taR N SLy(R) = Z and there exists an integer
k such thafz, y] = shk.

Recall thatr can be seen as a homeomorphism of the real line and using thitons
of [EHN] we setm(z) = min,cr z(z) — z and M(z) = max,cg2(z) — z. Notice
that sincez is a lifting of an orientation preserving homeomorphism teé tircle then
x(z + 1) = z(z) + 1 and thesenin andmax can be considered only d6, 1] so that the
definition makes sense.

Besides by[[EHN, Lemma 2.1(5)m(zyz~1)s = vm(y)s and "M (zyz~1)" =
"M (y)™. Sincexyz~! = sh(k).y we have by[[EHN, Lemma 2.1(4)] and the first equality

k+m(y) < m(sh(k)y) = m(zya"),

and then
k+vcm(y)o < um(sh(k)y)a = Lm(zyx )= Lm(y)o,
and by [EHN, Lemma 2.1(4)] and the second equality
k+M(y) > M(sh(k)y) = M(zxya™"),
and then
k+TM(y)" > "M(sh(k)y)? = "M(zya”") ="M (y)".

This forcesk = 0 and thereforég, h] = [z, y] = 1. This proves the lemma. O
Proof of Propositiof 7]1.The proof follows from a construction in Moteg@i[Mo]. We rdlca
it. Let (p1,41) and(ps, ¢2) be two pairs of co-prime integers and considigrand E; the
orientable Seifert manifolds over2adisk with two exceptional fibres whose fundamental
groups are given by

mEL = (c1,c,t1, [e1,t1] = [eo, t1] = 1, et = 11", ¢ = #]"),
and

m By = (di,da, t2, [d1,t2] = [do, t2] = 1,d7* = 13%,d5* = t3?).
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These are the exterior of two torus knots whose meridianslaneted bym; andms.
Notice thatE; is Euclidean if and only ifp; = ¢; = 2 and otherwise it is afiI? x
R-manifold. The couple$m;, 1) and (ms,t2) provide a basis off;(0F,;Z) and of
H,(0F>;Z) and Motegi constucted a closed graph manifdldfrom E; and E; via an
orientation reversing identification: dF; — 90F, sendingt; to msy andm; to to.

In [Mo] Section 3] Motegi checked thaf, (M; Z) is isomorphic tdZ/ (p1p2q1g2 — 1)Z
and that any representation ef M into PSL(2;C) is abelian. Hence for any repre-
sentationp: mM — G, p(miM) C PSL(2;R) C PSL(2;C) must be abelian. By
LemmalZRp(m M) C G must be abelian and sindé, (M; Z) is finite then so is the
image p(myM) C G. This provesSV(M) = 0 by Lemmal3.6. To complete the
proof of the proposition notice that/ is a non-trivial graph manifold if and only if
|Hy(M;Z)| = p1p2qig2 — 1 > 15. O

7.2. Mixed 3-manifolds with vanishing hyperbolic volume.

Proposition 7.3. There are infinitely many 3-manifold$ with non-vanishing|N|| but
vol(N,PSL(2;C)) = {0}.

Proof. We first begin by constructing a closed mixed 3-manifold witlke hyperbolic piece
adjacent to one Seifert piece whose hyperbolic volume fasisLet)/; denoteF x S!
where F' is a surface with positive genus and connected boundary.reTisea natural
section-fiber basiss, h) C 0M;. On the other hand, it follows from [HM] that there are
infinitely many one cusped, complete, finite volume hypéadhwilanifolds M, endowed
with a basig(i, \) C dM; such that both\/2(\) andM: (1) have zero simplicial volume
(because they are actually connected sums of lens spacesdtdbyp: OM; — OMs
the homeomorphism defined bys) = pandp(h) = A~1. Let M, = M; U, M>. Then
M, is a mixed manifold. Denot&,,, by T'.

Letp: m M, — PSL(2;C) be any representation and denotesshe resulting con-
nection over),,. Notice that eithep(s) or p(h) is trivial. Indeed ifp(h) # 1, its central-
izer Z(p(h)) must be abelian i®?SL(2; C). Sinceh is central inm; My, this means that
p(m1 M) is abelian. Since is homologically zero inV{y, thenp(s) = 1.

Let ¢ be eithers or h so thatp(¢) = 1. After putting A in normal form with respect to
T, denote by4; and A, the flat connections ove¥/; and M- respectively. Since(() is
trivial then A; and A, do extend oveiM; (¢) and M»(¢) to flat connectionsﬁl andﬁg,
and thus R R

sz, (A) = sar, () (A1) + esar,(¢) (A2).
Eventually taking the imaginary part we get

(7.1) vol(My, p) = vol(M1(C), p1) + vol(M2(C), p2)
wherep; denotes the extension pfm M; to m M;({). Since bothvol(M;(¢), p1) and
vol(Mz(¢), p2) do vanish, the proof of Propositién 7.3 is complete. O

8. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, given a geometrically meaningful repreagon of a3-manifold group,
Chern—Simons theory can be applied to compute the asstbciateme. On the other
hand, recent results about separability of surface sulpgrate powerful in constructing
interesting virtual representations &manifold groups. However, a shortcoming of our
approach seems to be that we are not able to control the defgeecover that we need to
pass to, so, for instance, we do not have lower bound estinstf the growth of virtual
volumes of representations.
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We propose two further problems.
Problem8.1 Estimate the growth of virtual hyperbolic volume and vittBaifert volume.

Since the hyperbolic volume is bounded by the simplicialmeg, it has at most linear
growth asHV (M) / [M : M] is bounded byus||M||. However, we do not know whether
Seifert volume has at most linear growth as well.

Problem8.2 Is the Seifert volume of a closed prifBemanifold virtually positive if it has
positive simplicial volume?

The open case is when tlBemanifold has only hyperbolic pieces in its geometric de-
composition.
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