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INVARIANT QUASIMORPHISMS FOR GROUPS ACTING ON THE
CIRCLE AND NON-EQUIVALENCE OF SCL

SHUHEI MARUYAMA, TAKAHIRO MATSUSHITA, AND MASATO MIMURA

ABsTRACT. We construct invariant quasimorphisms for groups acting on the circle. Fur-
thermore, we provide a criterion for the non-extendablity of the resulting quasimorphisms
and an explicit formula which relates the values of our quasimorphisms to those of the
Poincaré translation number. By using them, we show that the stable commutator length
sclg and the stable mixed commutator length sclg,n are not bi-Lipschitzly equivalent
for the surface group G = m1(X¢) of genus at least 2 and its commutator subgroup
N = [m1(Z¢),71(2¢)]. We also show the non-equivalence for a pair (G, N) such that
G is the fundamental group of a 3-dimensional closed hyperbolic mapping torus. These
pairs serve as the first family of examples of such (G, N) in which G is finitely generated.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Invariant quasimorphisms. A real-valued function p: G — R on a group G is called
a quasimorphism if

D(p) = gS}?ePG [u(gh) — pu(g) — pu(h)| < oco.

A quasimorphism p is said to be homogeneous if u(g") = n-u(g) for every g € G and n € Z.
Let Q(G) denote the real vector space of homogeneous quasimorphisms on G. Homogeneous
quasimorphisms are studied in many branch of mathematics, such as dynamical system,
geometric group theory, and symplectic geometry (see [PR14], [Cal09]).

For a normal subgroup N of G, a homogeneous quasimorphism g on N is said to be
G-invariant if

plgrg™) = (@)

for every g € G and x € N. Let Q(N)® denote the real vector space of G-invariant ho-
mogeneous quasimorphisms on N. Invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms have been con-
structed in symplectic geometry and geometric group theory (e.g., [EP03], [Oh05], [Oh15] for
symplectic geometric constructions and [BNM19], [Kar21al, [Kar21b], [FFW22] for geometric
group theoretic ones; see also [[{IXM722]). Since every homogeneous quasimorphism on G
is conjugation invariant, its restriction to N is a G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism
on N. That is, the pullback i*: Q(G) — Q(N) by the inclusion i: N — G factors through
Q(N)@. This is one of the sources of G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms on N.

A G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism on N is said to be non-extendable if it is not
a restriction of a homogeneous quasimorphism on G. In this paper, we provide a method to
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construct non-extendable G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms on N. Set I' = G/N
and let p: G — I' be the projection. Let

H = Homeo, (S)

be the group of orientation preserving homeomorphisms of the circle, eg € H?(H;R) the
real Euler class, and Y, the canonical Euler cocycle. Let G be a group acting on the circle
S1 and p: G — H the representation induced from the action. Under the assumption that
the pullback p*eg € H?(G;R) is contained in the image of p*: H*(T;R) — H?(G;R), we
construct invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms

VP7A7U 6 Q(N)G7

where A is a group 2-cochain on I' and u is a group 1-cochain on G satisfying p*x, —p*A = du
(Construction 3.4).
Related to the non-extendability, we set

(L.1) W(G,N) = QIN)/HY(N;R)® +°Q(G)),

where H'(N ;]R)G is the vector space of real-valued homomorphisms on N which are in-
variant under G-conjugation. This space W(G, N) naturally appears in the context of the
comparison of stable commutator length (see Subsection 1.2). Note that, if a G-invariant
homogeneous quasimorphism on N is non-zero in W(G, N), then it is non-extendable to
G. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the following example is the essentially only one
concrete example of G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism that is non-zero in W(G, N).
Let ¥y be a closed connected oriented surface of genus ¢ > 2 and w a symplectic form on
it. Let G be the identity component Sympg(3,,w) of the symplectomorphism group of ¥,
and N the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism group Ham(Xy,w). Kawasaki and Kimura showed
in | | that Py’s Calabi quasimorphism, which is an element of Q(N), is non-zero in
W(G,N).

The space W(G, N) is studied in | |, and the dimension of W(G, N) is determined
for certain pairs of groups. For instance, if G is the fundamental group 71(3;) of the
closed connected oriented surface of genus ¢ > 2 and N is the commutator subgroup, then
dim W(G, N) = 1. However, since the dimension of W(G, N) is determined in a homological
manner, the explicit representatives of the non-zero element in W(G, N) were unclear at that
point. The above v, 4, provides such a representative as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (criterion of the non-extendability). Assume that the second bounded coho-
mology group Hg(F; R) is trivial. If the Euler class p*er is non-zero, then v, 4, is non-zero
in W(G,N). In particular, if p*er is non-zero, then v, 4, is non-extendable to G.

Note that if I is amenable (e.g., abelian, nilpotent, solvable), then the bounded cohomol-
ogy groups H}'(I';R) are trivial for n > 1.

In the case that G = m1(Xy) of genus ¢ > 2 and its commutator subgroup N, we take
p: G — H as a Fuchsian representation for instance. Then the G-invariant homogeneous
quasimorphism v, 4, provides a representative of the unique element of W(G,N) up to
non-zero constant multiple.

Furthermore, we study numerical aspects of v, 4 ,,. More precisely, we show that D(v, 4.) <
1 and obtain an explicit formula connecting the value v, 4,(z) for z € [G,N] and the
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Poincaré translation number (see Theorem 3.6). Such numerical pieces of information may
be useful when we apply the Bavard duality theorem (see Theorem 2.4) to certain elements
of [G, NJ; in fact, we employ them to show the non-equivalence of the stable commutator
length, which we will explain in the next subsection.

We also obtain a rigidity result on v, 4, with respect to semi-conjugacy. We set
Hom(G, H)pasic = {p: G — H: a homomorphism with p*er € p*(H*(I';R))}.

If we assume that N is contained in the commutator subgroup of G, then Construction 3.4
gives rise to a well-defined map

®: Hom(G, H)pasic — Q(N)“/H' (N;R).

In particular, the class ®(p) = [V 4.,] € Q(IN)¢/HY(N;R)® is independent on the choice of
A and w. It will be shown that the map ® is rigid under semi-conjugacy (Proposition 8.5).

1.2. Application to the non-equivalence of SCL. By using the above invariant homo-
geneous quasimorphisms, we provide the first family of examples of finitely generated group
G and its normal subgroup N for which sclg and sclg n are not equivalent.

A (single) mized commutator is an element of the form [g, w] = gwg™'w™! with ¢ € G and
w € N. Let [G, N] be the subgroup of G generated by mixed commutators, which we call
the mized commutator subgroup. For an element z € [G, N|, the mized commutator length
clg n(x) is the least number of mixed commutators needed to express x as their product.

Definition 1.2 (stable mixed commutator length). Let G be a group, N its subgroup, and
I' the quotient group G/N. The stable mized commutator length sclg n is defined as the
function

1 m
sclgn: [G,N] = R>p; 2+~ lim C(;Ni(x)
= m—o0o m

It follows from Fekete’s lemma that the limit above always exists. If N = G, then [G, G|,
clg.¢ and sclg ¢ coincide with the commutator subgroup G’, the commutator length clg
and the stable commutator length sclg: G — R, respectively. We study the equivalence
problem of sclg and sclg, v, which asks whether sclg and sclg, v are equivalent in the following
sense.

Definition 1.3 (equivalence of sclg and sclg n). Let G be a group and N its normal
subgroup. We say that sclg and sclg n are equivalent if there exists a positive real constant
C such that for every x € [G, N],

sclg n(z) < C - sclg(x)
holds.
By definition, the inequality sclg < sclg n always holds on [G, N]. Hence, sclg and sclg n

are equivalent (in the sense of Definition 1.3) if and only if they are bi-Lipschitzly equivalent
in the standard sense on [G, N]. (We note that sclg y is not defined on G’ \ [G, N].)

The Bavard duality theorems (| I, [ |; see Theorems 2.3 and 2.4) state that
the equalities

()]
SCleN(‘T) = Sup .
WleQ(v)e/HL (v:iR)G 2D (1)

sclg(y) = sup ,
W) WeQ(G)/mL(Gr) 2D (1)
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hold for every y € [G, G] and for every z € [G, N]. Hence it is expected that the difference be-
tween sclg and sclg v is caused by the difference of Q(G)/H!(G;R) and Q(N)/H!(N;R)%,
that is, the space W(G, N) = Q(N)Y/(HY(N;R)¢ +i*Q(G)). In fact, if W(G, N) = 0, then
sclg and sclg y are equivalent (| |, see also Remark 7.3). In | |, it is also
shown that if H?(G;R) = 0 and T is amenable, then the space W(G, N) is trivial. For
example, if G is either a free group or the fundamental group of a non-orientable surface
and N is the commutator subgroup, then the space W(G, N) is trivial, and in particular,
sclg and sclg v are equivalent.

If sclg and sclg n are not equivalent, then W(G, N) must contain a non-zero element.
Kawasaki and Kimura used Py’s Calabi quasimorphism, which is non-zero in W(G, N),
to show the non-equivalence of sclg and sclg y for G = Sympy(Xy,w) and Ham(X,,w)
( |). This is the first example of such pairs (G, V). Based on the work in | ],
we have variants (G, N) of this example (with smaller G) in | , Example 7.15].

By using our representative v, 4, of non-zero elements of W(G, N) in Theorem 1.1 and
its explicit formula (Theorem 3.6), we show the following; this answers the latter question
in Problem 9.9 of | | in the negative.

Theorem 1.4 (non-equivalence for surface groups). Let Gy be the fundamental group of a
closed connected oriented surface Xy of genus £ > 2 and G, its commutator subgroup. Then
sclg, and SCle,G; are not equivalent.

Furthermore, we provide a pair (G, N) of a 3-manifold group G and its normal subgroup
N with solvable G/N such that sclg and sclg ny are not equivalent. The precise setting goes
as follows: let £ > 2. Let X be a hyperbolic 3-manifold that fibers over the circle with fiber
Y¢. Then the fundamental group 7;(X) has the presentation

Gy =Gy ¥y Z = (Goc| b(y)eyte ™)

for some 1) € Auty(Gy). More precisely, X is a mapping torus of some pseudo-Anosov surface
diffeomorphism fy; fy induces an action on Gy, which corresponds to the automorphism
above. Then the abelianization map Abg,: Gy — 72" induces a surjection

Py: Gy — 2% x4,y L.

Here, s;: Auty (Gy) — Sp(2¢,7Z) denotes the symplectic representation. Set N, = Ker(py),
which equals «(G)). Here, v: Gy — Gy = Gy Xy Z is the natural inclusion.

Theorem 1.5 (non-equivalence for hyperbolic mapping tori). For the pair (Gy, Ny) in the
setting above, SCle and SCleNw are not equivalent.

In the proof of Theorem 1.4, we use a (non-standard) action of Gy on the circle and a
resulting invariant homogeneous quasimorphism. In the proof of Theorem 1.5, we replace
them with a Fuchsian representation of G, the representation extended to Gy, and the re-
sulting invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms (see Subsection 1.3 for more detailed outline
of the proofs).

In Section 3, we provide the construction of our invariant quasimorphisms (Construction
3.4) mentioned in Subsection 1.1, as well as the criterion for the non-extendability (Theorem
1.1) and the explicit formula (Theorem 3.6). We employ these results to deduce Theorems
1.4 and 1.5: we describe the outline of the deduction in Subsection 1.3.



INVARIANT QUASIMORPHISMS AND NON-EQUIVALENCE OF scl 5

1.3. Outlined proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. Here we describe the outline of the
proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5; this description simultaneously provides the organization of
the present paper from Section 4. Throughout this paper, we use the following symbol for
group conjugation

(1.2) hy = hzh™1
for a group H and for h,z € H. Recall that we set
H = Homeo, (S').

As we already mentioned, this group H plays a key role for our constructions of quasimor-
phisms (Subsection 2.3 and Section 3).

Let G be a group and N its normal subgroup. To show the non-equivalence of sclg and
sclg n, it suffices to find a sequence (z,,)nen of elements in [G, N] that fulfills the following
two conditions:

(a) sup,ensclg(zy) < oo;
(b) sup, ey sclg n(zy) = co.

To obtain such a sequence (z,,)nen, We employ one auxiliary lemma (Lemma 4.2) estab-
lished in Section 4, one of whose conditions is stated in terms of a G-invariant homogeneous
quasimorphism on N.

To find an element of the mixed commutator subgroup which applicable to the auxiliary
lemma, we use the group Ry, = {(a,b | [a,b]’) for £ > 2. We consider the elements y =
ba’p=1 = pa2b1(ba?)! and z = "’a~¢ = ba%a~*(ba?)"'. The commutator [y, 2] is an
element of [Ry, Rj], and in fact, it is written as a product of £ — 1 mixed commutators
(Corollary 4.5). These y and z are the source of elements to which we apply the auxiliary
lemma.

Due to the theorem of Eisenbud-Hirsch-Neumann | | (Theorem 2.5), we can con-
struct a representation py: Ry — H with non-zero Euler class. By using this representation,
we obtain an Ry-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism fi,, = v, 4, on R}, by Construction
3.4. By employing Theorem 3.6, we will show that this 1, and the copmmutator expression
[y, z] fit in the auxiliary lemma (Lemma 4.2); this implies that the sequence ([y, z"])nen
fulfills conditions (a) and (b). Thus, we obtain the non-equivalence of sclg, and sclg, g,
(Theorem 5.1), which will be shown in Section 5.

In Section 6, we show Theorem 1.4. Recall that G; denotes the fundamental group of
a closed connected oriented surface of genus ¢ > 2. The natural projection ¢: Gy — Ry
induces a surjection ¢': G — R} on their commutator subgroups. Then the pullback ¢"* 1,
is a Gy-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism on G). By taking lifts y;, z; € Gy of y,z € Ry
appropriately (the precise form is given in (6.1)), we can apply the auxiliary lemma to ¢"*p,,
and the commutator expression [y, 21] - [ye, 2¢]. This implies that the sequence (x;,)nen
fulfills conditions (a) and (b), where we set

(1.3) (@n)nen = ([y1, 21 - [ve, 2 Dnen-

Thus we obtain Theorem 1.4.

In Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.5. Let Gy be the fundamental group of a hyperbolic
3-manifold that fibers over the circle with fiber ¥,. We note that there exists an inclusion
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t: Gy — Gy. We use a universal circle representation p: Gy, — H whose restriction to
t(Gy) ~ Gy is a Fuchsian representation p: Gy — H. Let p: Ny — R be the Gy-invariant
homogeneous quasimorphism defined via the representation p. Take the sequence (x;,)nen
in [Gy, G}] defined by (1.3). By comparing the restriction 1l gy, with q*pp, (Lemma 7.2), we
can apply the auxiliary lemma: thus we conclude that the sequence (t(xy,))nen fulfills (a)
and (b). This proves Theorem 1.5.

In Section 8, we make concluding remarks. In the proof of Theorem 1.5, we use the most
basic case of the universal circle representation. In Subsection 8.1, we remark a relation
between Gy-invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms on N, and the universal circle repre-
sentations of taut foliations on the hyperbolic mapping torus. More precisely, we prove that
for every non-zero element of W(Gy,, Ny ), there exist taut foliations on the hyperbolic map-
ping torus such that it is written as a linear combination of quasimorphisms induced from
the universal circle representation of the taut foliations (Proposition 8.1). In Subsection 8.2,
we state our overflow argument (Lemma 8.2), which provides a useful sufficient condition
to apply the auxiliary lemma (Lemma 4.2). In Subsection 8.3, we show that the map

b Hom(G7 H)basic — Q(N)G/Hl(N7 R)G

is rigid under semi-conjugacy (Proposition 8.5).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the present paper, we use the following symbol: for every r, s € R and D > 0,
we write r 58 to mean |r — s| < D.

2.1. Group cohomology and bounded cohomology. For a group G and n > 0, let
Cp(G) be the free Z[G]-module on G™ and set C_1(G) = 0. Let 9: C,(G) — C,,—1(G) be
the map defined by

n—1 '

6(917 s 79“) = (927 s 7gn) + Z(_l)l(gb < 9iGit 1 - - ,gn) + (_1)n(917 s ,gn—l)-

i=1

The homology H.(G) of the chain complex (Cy(G),0) is called the group homology of G.
Let A =7 or R. The group cohomology H*(G; A) with coefficients in A is the homology

of the dual complex of (Cy(G),d). An explicit cochain complex (C*(G; A); ) is given by

C"(G;A) = {c: G" — A}

and
n .

60(917 e 7gn+1) = 6(927 L 7QN+1)+Z(_1)ZC(917 L 7gigi+17 e 79n+1)+(—1)n+1c(917 e 7gn)
i=1

for c € C™"(G; A) and g; € G. The subset CJ'(G; A) of all bounded functions defines a sub-
complex (C}(G; A),6). The cohomology H;(G; A) of this subcomplex is called the bounded
cohomology of G with coefficients in A. We note that Hy (G;R) = 0 for all n > 1 pro-
vided that G is amenable (see | , Theorem 3.6]). The inclusion Cj(G;A) — C*(G; A)
induces a homomorphism cg: Hy(G; A) — H*(G; A) called the comparison map. If G is
Gromov-hyperbolic, the comparison map cg: Hj (G;R) — H*(G;R) is surjective (| D).
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Remark 2.1. A group cocycle ¢ € C™(G; A) is said to be normalized if

c(g1y---y9n) =0

whenever g; = 1 for some . It is known that every element of H"(G; A) (resp. H}(G; A))
can be represented by a normalized cocycle (resp. normalized bounded cocycle). (| ,
Section 6]; see also | , Proposition 2.1].)

We note that a one-cochain ¢ € C1(G;A) is a one-cocycle if and only if it is a homo-
morphism from G to A by definition, and hence the first cohomology group H'(G; A) is
isomorphic to the vector space of A-valued homomorphisms Hom(G; A). The second co-
homology group H*(G; A) classifies the central A-extensions of G up to isomorphism, that
is,

(2.1) H?(G; A) = {central A-extensions of G'}/{split extensions}

(see | , (3.12)Theorem]| for example). For a central A-extension 0 - A - F — G —
1, the corresponding cohomology class under (2.1) is called the Euler class of the central
extension E and denoted by e(E). It is known that the Euler class e(FE) is an obstruction
to the existence of section homomorphisms G — E. In fact, the following holds:

Lemma 2.2 (see | , Lemma 2.4]). Let 0 = A — E % G — 1 be a central extension, K
a group, and ¢: K — G a group homomorphism. Then the pullback ¢*e(FE) is equal to zero
if and only if there exists a homomorphism v¥: K — E such that po i = ¢.

A function f: N — A is said to be G-invariant if f(gwg™!) = f(w) for every g € G and
w € N. Let H'(N; A)“ denote the vector space of G-invariant A-valued homomorphisms.

For an exact sequence of groups 1 — N Laebhr o 1, the following five-term ezxact
sequence holds:

(2.2) 0 HY(;R) 25 HY(G;R) 2 HY(V; R)E — H2(I;R) 25 H2(G; R).

There also exists a five-term exact sequence of bounded cohomology (see | , Theorem
12.0.2]):
(2.3) 0 — HA(I;R) 25 H2(G;R) 5 HA(N;R)C — H}(I;R) 25 HY (G R).

Here HZ(N; R)¥ is the invariant part of G-action on HZ(N;R) induced from the conjugation
G-action on the bounded cochain group CZ(N;R).

2.2. Invariant quasimorphisms and the Bavard duality theorem for stable mixed
commutator lengths. A real-valued function u: G — R on a group G is called a homoge-
neous quasimorphism if there exists a non-negative real number D such that

plgh) ~ u(g) + u(h)

for every g, h € G and if it is a homomorphism on every cyclic subgroup of G. The minimal
value D(u) of such D is called the defect of p: D(u) = sup, peq |(gh) — p(g) — pu(h)|. Every
homogeneous quasimorphism p: G — R is G-invariant (recall the definition of G-invariance
from Subsection 2.1), and hence satisfies

(2.4) (g, h])| < D(n)
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for every g, h € G (see | , Section 2.3.3| for example). Let Q(G) denote the vector space
of homogeneous quasimorphisms on G. Clearly H'(G;R) is a subspace of Q(G).

As we mentioned in the introduction, Bavard established in | | the relation between
homogeneous quasimorphisms on G and the stable commutator length sclg, which is called
the Bavard duality theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (| ). Let G be a group and y € [G,G]. Then the following holds:

| (y)|
sclg(y) = sup .
W) Weq(@)/m(Gr) 2D (1)

Note that the right-hand side of the equality in Theorem 2.3 is regarded as zero when
Q(G) = HY(G;R).

Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup of G, and Q(N)® the vector space of G-invariant
homogeneous quasimorphisms on N. Note that, by the G-invariance of every p in Q(G),
the restriction p|y is contained in Q(N)%. Kawasaki-Kimura-Matsushita—Mimura proved
the following Bavard duality theorem for stable mixed commutator lengths, which connects
sclg v and G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms on N.

Theorem 2.4 (| , Theorem 1.2]). Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup, and
x € [G,N]. Then the following equality

sclg n(7) = sup ()] .
uleQ(N)G /it (NR)E 2D (1)

holds true.

2.3. The group of orientation preserving homeomorphisms of the circle. Recall
from Subsection 1.3 that we have set H = Homeo, (S'), the group of orientation preserving
homeomorphisms of the circle S'. We regard S! as R/Z throughout this paper. For every
r € R, let T,.: R — R be the homeomorphism defined by 7, (z) = = + r for x € R. We set

H={fR>R|foTy=Tof}
Let p: H — H be the canonical projection. This projection gives rise to a central Z-extension
(2.5) 05Z—HISH—1.

Eisenbud, Hirsch, and Neumann | | completely determined the commutator lengths
of the elements of H as follows: For every f € H, we set

m(f) = min(F(@) — ) and () = max( () - o).

zeR

Theorem 2.5 (| ). Let f be an element of H. Let n > 1 be an integer. Then, the
following two conditions on [ are equivalent:

(1) clg() <n.

(2) m(f) <2n—1 and m(f) >1—2n.

In particular, f~may be expressed as a single commutator of”;q if both of the inequalities

m(f) <1 and m(f) > —1 hold.
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Poincaré | | introduced a homogeneous quasimorphism 7 € Q(’ﬁ) called the transla-
tion number. The translation number 7 € Q(H) is defined by
7(f) = lim ! (0)

n—oo N

This limit exists and defines a homogeneous quasimorphism with defect D(7) = 1 (see
| , Lemma 2.40 and Proposition 2.92|).

In | ], Matsumoto introduced the canonical Euler cocycle x € C?(H;R). The cocycle
X is defined by

(2.6) X(£,9) =7(f9) = 7() = 7(9),

where fand gin H are arbitrary lifts of f and g in H, respectively. Since 7 is a homogeneous
quasimorphism, the right-hand side of (2.6) also defines a bounded cocycle x, € CZ(H;R),
which is called the canonical bounded Euler cocycle.

It is known that the cohomology class [y] € H?(#H;R) corresponds to the Euler class ez =
e(ﬁ) € H2(H;Z) of central extension (2.5) under the change of coefficients homomorphism
H2(H;Z) — H2(H;R) (see | , Proposition 10.26] for example). We set eg = [x] €
H2(H;R) and call it the real Buler class of H.

Now we construct a central R-extension H which corresponds to the real Euler class
of H. The group Hp is defined as a quotient (ﬁ x R)/ ~ with the equivalence relation
(f,r) ~ (foTi,r —1) for (f,r) € H x R. The multiplication in Hg is induced from
(f.r) - (§,s) = (fg,r + s). By abuse of notation, (f,r) also denotes the element of Hg
represented by (f, r) € H x R. This group Hp gives rise to a central R-extension

(2.7) 0RLHe S H -1,

where i(r) = (idg,7) € Hg and 7((f,s)) = «(f) for every r € R and (f,s) € Hg. It is
verified that central R-extension (2.7) corresponds to the real Euler class eg € H?(H;R) (see
| , Remark 1| for example).

Let us define a map 7g: ﬁR — R by
(2.8) mw((f.r) =7(f) +r

This 7r is well-defined since 7(f o T1) = 7(f) + 1. Moreover, this is a homogeneous quasi-
morphism since

m=((f,r)") = m=((f"nr) = 7(f") +rn = n-=((f,7))

and
e ((f,7) - (G,5)) = mr((f,7) = (@ 9)| = |7(fg) = 7(f) = 7(F)] < D(r) =1

for every (f, 7),(7,s) € Hg and for every integer n. In particular, we have D(mg) = D(7) =
1. Note that for every f,g € H, the equality

(2.9) X(£:9) = xp(f9) = m=((f,7) - (G, 9) = T((f.7) — TR((3, 9))
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holds, where (fv, r),(g,s) € Hp are lifts of f, g, respectively. Note also that every homoge-
neous quasimorphism u satisfies

(2.10) wzy) = p(x) + p(y)

for elements x and y with xy = yz, and so does Tr.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF INVARIANT HOMOGENEOUS QUASIMORPHISMS

Let G be a group and N a normal subgroup. In this section, we construct a G-invariant
homogeneous quasimorphism on N. Set I' = G/N.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup, i: N — G the inclusion, and p: G —
T the projection. Set T = G/N. Let ¢, € CZ(G;R) be a bounded two-cocycle satisfying the
following two conditions.

(1) There exists a homogeneous quasimorphism p € Q(N) such that i*cp = dpu.
(2) There exist a normalized cocycle A € C*(T;R) and a cochain u € C1(G;R) such that
cp — ptA = du.

Then the restriction u|y: N — R is a G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism. This
quasimorphism u|y is written as u|y = pu + h for some homomorphism h € H'(N;R).

Proof. By condition (1), we have
O(uln) =0(i"u) = i*(du) = i*cp = du.
Hence there exists a one-cocycle h € C’l(N ;R) such that u|y = p + h. Since every one-
cocycle is a homomorphism, u|y is a homogeneous quasimorphism on N.
Now we show the G-invariance of u|y. For every ¢ € G and w € N, we consider group
two-chains (g%, wg), (w,g), and (g7, g) in Cz(G). Substituting them for ¢, — p*A = du by
condition (2), we obtain

u(g~ wg) = u(wg) +ulg™") — (g wg) +p Ay~ wy),

(3.1) u(wg) = u(g) +u(w) — cp(w, g9) + p*Aw, g),
0=u(le) =ulg) +u(g™") — g 9) +p" Alg", 9).

Since N = Ker(p) and A is normalized, we have

(3.2) p*A(g~", wg) =p*A(g~',g) and p*A(w,g) = 0.

Equalities (3.1) and (3.2) imply

1

u(g'wg) — u(w) = (g7, 9) — cp(w, g) — cp(g™"

,wg).
Since w € N is arbitrary and u|y is homogeneous, we have
(3.3)

nlu(g™?

-1, n

wg) — u(w)| = fu(g~ w"g) — u(w")] = |e(g™", g) — co(w”, g) — (g~ w"g)]

for every n € Z. Since ¢ is a bounded cochain, the very right-hand side of (3.3) is uniformly
bounded. This implies that u(g~'wg) — u(w) = 0. O
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Remark 3.2. As an element of Q(N)¢/(H!(N;R)% +4*Q(Q)), the resulting G-invariant ho-
mogeneous quasimorphism u|y in Lemma 3.1 depends only on the class cg([cp]) € H2(G;R).
To see this, let d, € CZ(G;R) be a bounded two-cocycle satisfying the equality cq([dp]) =
ca([e]) € H2(G;R). We take v € Q(N), B € C%(T';R), and v € C1(G;R) satisfying con-
ditions (i) and (ii) in Lemma 3.1. Since cg([cy — dp]) = 0, there exist a homogeneous
quasimorphism f € Q(G) and a bounded cochain z € C(G;R) such that §f + 0z = ¢, — dp,.
Then we have

O(uly —v|n) =" (du — dv) =i*(cp — dp) = (@ f + 1" 2).

Hence the difference (u|n —v|n)— (" f+i*2) is a homomorphism from N to R. In particular,
the boundedness of z implies that i*z is the zero map. Therefore, u|y — v|y belongs to
HY(N;R)E +4i*Q(G).

Lemma 3.3. Under the setting in Lemma 3.1, we further assume that HZ(I';R) = 0 and

the class ca([cy]) € H?(G;R) is non-zero. Then, the resulting G-invariant homogeneous
quasimorphism u|n is non-zero in W(G, N).

Proof. Recall that W(G, N) = Q(N)¢/(HY(N) +i*Q(G)). Assume for contradiction that
u|y is equal to zero in W(G, N). Then, there exist an element h' € H'(N;R)“ and an
element 1/ € Q(G) such that u|y = A’ +i*y/, and hence we have

i*(6p') = i*(6u) = i*cp.

Since HZ(I';R) = 0, the homomorphism i*: HZ(G;R) — HZ(N;R) is injective by (2.3).
Hence the bounded cohomology class [¢] € HZ(G;R) coincides with [6u]. This implies that
ca([0p]) = 0, which contradicts the assumption. O

Lemma 3.1 greatly works when the group G has a representation p: G — H(= Homeo, (S!)),
and in this case the resulting G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism has a nice formula.

Recall that the real Euler class eg € H?(#H;R) is the Euler class of extension (2.7). We
now construct G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphisms v, 4, in the introduction.

Construction 3.4. Let G be a group and N its normal subgroup. Set the group quotient
I' = G/N and the projection p: G — I". Let p: G — H be a homomorphism. Assume that
the pullback p*eg is contained in the image of the map p*: H?(I'; R) — H2(G; R).

Since p*eg is contained in the image of p*: H3(T; R) — H?(G;R), we have that (poi)*eg =

0. Hence, by Lemma 2.2, there exists a homomorphism p: N — Hpg such that the following
commutes:

(3.4) N Hg
[

G

Recall that x, € Cg(?-[; R) denotes the canonical bounded Euler cocycle. The cocycle p*x,
satisfies condition (1) in Lemma 3.1 because

Pt Xy = PpTX = /5*(_57'11%) = 6(—p*R)
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by (2.9) and (3.4). Remark 2.1, together with the assumption, implies that condition (2)
in Lemma 3.1 holds, that is, there exist a normalized cocycle A € C?(I';R) and a cochain
u € CY(G;R) such that p*x, — p*A = du. We set v, 4, = uln.

By Lemma 3.1, v, 4, is a G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism on N and v, 4, =

—p*1R + h for some homomorphism h € H!(N;R). Moreover, since D(7r) = 1, we have
D(Vp,A,u) <1.

Remark 3.5. The homogeneous quasimorphism v, 4, in Construction 3.4 depends on A and
u. However, if N is contained in G’, then for two choices (A1, u1) and (Asg, uz) of A and u the
difference v 4, u, — Vp, g, lies in HY(IV; R)Y. Therefore, under this additional assumption,
the class [1,] in Q(N)®/HY(N;R)Y is determined by p and does not depend on the choice
of A or u. In other words, we obtain a well-defined map

®: Hom(G, H)pasic — Q(N)E/HL(N;R)Y,
where Hom(G, H)pasic is the space defined in Subsection 1.1. We will see in Section 8 that
this map @ is rigid under semi-conjugacy.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. This is immediately from Lemma 3.3. O

As we mentioned in the introduction, we furthermore provide the following explicit for-
mula on the resulting quasimorphisms in terms of the Poincaré translation number.

Theorem 3.6 (explicit formula). Let G be a group and N its normal subgroup. Set the group
quotient I' = G/N and the projection p: G — T'. Let p: G — H be a homomorphism. As-
sume that the pullback p*er is contained in the image of the map p*: H?(I';R) — H?(G;R).
For A and u with p*x, — p*A = du, we set i, = v, 4. Then the following hold true.

(1) p, is a G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism of defect D(ju,) < 1.
(2) Let k be a positive integer. Then for every gi,...,gx € G and wy,...,wx € N,

upllgr wnl - lgi wnd) = =7 ([o(gn), p(wn)] - [p(gn). p(wi)])

Here tr: H — R is the map defined by (2.8) and ;(\gi/), p/(vwl) € Hg are lifts of p(gi), p(wi) €
H, respectively, for everyi=1,... k.

Proof. Condition (1) is checked in Construction 3.4. We show (2). For ¢1,...,gr € G and
wi,...,wx € N, we define a group two-chain o € Co(G) by

k
o= (997 +Z (wi, w; ") +2k(1g, 1g)
=1

—((91,w1)+(91w1,gl D+ (g wr ) + (fgr,wil, g2)
+ ([g1, w1]g2, w2) + ([g1, w1]gawa, g5 1) + -+
+ (g1, w1] -+ [gr—1, wh—1)grwr, g ) + ([g1, w1 -+ [gk—1, we—1]gkwegy H wi b)-

This cochain satisfies 0o = [g1,w1] - - - [gk, wg]. Hence we have

Vp,Au([g1,w01] - -+ [gk, wi]) = u(00) = du(o) = (p*x;, — P"A)(0) = Xp(ps0) — A(ps0).
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Since A is a normalized cochain, A(p,o) = 0 holds. Let ;(zyj),p/(\/igl) € Hg be lifts of
p(9:), p(w;) € H, respectively, for every i = 1,... k. Let ¢ € C3(Hgr) be the two-chain
defined by replacing ¢;, w;, and 1¢ in each term of o by ;(\gi/), ;(Tm, and 1ﬁR’ respectively,
for every i = 1,..., k. Then w0 = p,o. Hence, by x, = —7*(d7r) and (57'R(f, f_l) =0 for
every f € Hg, we have

e~ ——~—— e~ —~——

% (p0) = =0mk(3) = —7= ([p(g1). p(wr)] - [p(ge). plw)])
This completes the proof of (2). O

4. THE AUXILIARY LEMMA

Recall our symbol (1.2) for group conjugation. We note that the equality
n n—2 n—1
holds for every g, h € G and for every positive integer n > 0.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup, and u € Q(N). Let k be a positive
integer and Y1, . . ., Yk, 21, - - -, 2k € G. Assume that the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) [yi»zi] € N for everyi=1,...,k;

(1) [y1,21] -~ [yk, 2] € [G, N].
Then for every n € N,

[y1,21] - lye, 2] € (GO N] and [yf', 2] -+ [yi!, 2] € [G, N]

hold.
Proof. We first show [y1,27] - [yk, 2] € [G, N]. We set § = g|G,N] € G/[G, N] for every
g € G. Note that, for every g € G and w € N, we have §-w = -, and hence §-w-§~! = .
Condition (i), together with (4.1), implies that

—n—2 —n—1

Since [77,7%;]’s commute with each other by (i), we obtain

bz Uk z ] = [zl Uk )" = ([T 2 - - [T, Z6))”

= (ly1, z1] - [k, 2])" = Layja,n-

Here the last equality comes from (ii). We can prove the latter in a similar manner, using

n—1 n—2

izl =% vzl - =y 2l -y 2l 0
The following auxiliary lemma is one key to the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.
Lemma 4.2 (the auxiliary lemma). Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup, and p €

Q(N)C. Let k be a positive integer, and y1, ..., Y, 21, ..., 2k € G. Assume that the following
three conditions are satisfied:

(1) same as condition (i) in Lemma 4.1;
(13) same as condition (it) in Lemma 4.1;
(#@t) T |u(ly1, 27]- - [yp, 27])] = oo
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Then, for the sequence
(Zn)nen = ([y1, 271~ (UK 21 ))nen,
we have

supsclg(z,) < oo but  lim sclg y(zy) = oo.
neN n—o0o

In particular, sclg and sclg,ny are not equivalent.

Proof. First, note that by (i) and (ii), Lemma 4.1 shows that (z,,)nen is a sequence in [G, N|.
We have

sup sclg(zy,) < supclg(z,) < k < 0.
neN neN

Contrastingly, by condition (iii), Theorem 2.4 implies that
lim sclg n(xy) = o0,
n—oo

as desired (here we only use the estimate of sclg y by Theorem 2.4 from below: it is the
easy direction). O

In Lemma 8.2, we provide a sufficient condition to apply Lemma 4.2 that seems useful.

We next provide an example of commutators which satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) in
Lemma 4.1.

Definition 4.3. We define words ¢; and w; on the alphabet {a, b} as follows:

gi:{bab ' z‘—l and wi:{[b,a] i=1

| ba®= 07y g1 > 1.
By induction, we obtain the following:
Lemma 4.4. In the free group Fy = (a,b| =) of rank 2, the equality
91, w1] -+ [gr—1, we—1] = ba*b~ a"?[a, b a®ba" b
holds for every £ > 2.

We set y = *p=1 and z = "¢~ Since [a,b]’ is trivial in the group Ry = (a,b | [a,b]%),
we have the following:

Corollary 4.5. In Ry, the equality
[91,w1] -+ [ge—1, we—1] = [y, 2]
holds for every ¢ > 2. In particular, [y, z"] € [Ry, R}| for every positive integer n.
5. ONE-RELATOR GROUPS WITH TORSION

In this section, we show the following:
Theorem 5.1. For ¢ > 2, sclg, and SClRe’RE are not equivalent.

Let p: Ry — Ry/R) ~ Z* be the projection.
Lemma 5.2. The map p*: H*(Ry/R);R) — H?(R;;R) is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Let {[a,b]") be the normal closure of [a,b]’ in Fy. By five-term exact sequence (2.2)
applied to 1 — ([a,b]*) — F» — Ry — 1 and the triviality of H?(Fy;R), the map
(o, b)); R)™ — H*(Ri R)

is an isomorphism. Since an Fh-invariant homomorphism from (([a, b]*)) to R is determined
by its value on [a, b)’, we have H2(Ry; R) = H' (([a, b]*); R)™2 =~ R.
Five-term exact sequence (2.2) applied to 1 — R, — R; — Ry/Rj — 1 asserts that
- — HY(R,;R)* — H%(R;/R};R) — H?*(R;;R)
is exact. Since H'(Rj; R)® = 0 and H*(R,/R);R) = R, the map H?(R,/R); R) — H?(R; R)

is an injection from R to R. This implies the lemma. O
For the proof of Theorem 5.1, we employ the words g¢i,...,9¢_1,w1,...,ws_1 on the
alphabet {a,b} defined in Definition 4.3. We employ two more words y = ba®=1 and
z=ba?g=t, Corollary 4.5 states that the equality
[y, 2] = g1, w1] -~ [g0-1, we—1]
holds in Ry.
Proof of Theorem 5.1. In this proof, we regard y = bap=1 and z = 42”4~ as elements in Ry.

Recall that the map T}.: R — R is defined by T, (x) = x + r for every r € R. By Theorem
2.5, there exist f,g € H such that

Tex = /. 4]
holds. We set @ = (f,0) and 8 = (§,0) € Hg. Then we have
@8] = (F.3,0) = (Tes,0).

We set a = w(@) and = W(ﬁ) in ‘H. Then the map py: Ry — H defined by py(a) = o and
pe(b) = B is a well-defined homomorphism. Indeed,

pe([a, b)) = [0, 8] = [v(@), 7(B))" = 7([&@ B]) = w((Te-1,0)) = Ly

By Lemma 5.2, we can apply Construction 3.4 to the group pair (G, N) = (R, R}) and to this
homomorphism p;: Ry — H. (In fact, for this pair, Construction 3.4 applies to an arbitrary
homomorphism p: Ry — #H.) Thus, the resulting invariant homogeneous quasimorphism
to,: Ry — R satisfies (1) and (2) of Theorem 3.6. In particular, u,, € Q(R})" and D(p,,) <
1. In what follows, we will verify that Lemma 4.2 applies to the case where k =1, y; = v,
z1 = z and p = p,,. Condition (i) trivially holds since we take N = Rj,. Condition (ii) holds
by Corollary 4.5. Therefore, it only remains to show that condition (iii) is satisfied, namely,

(5.1) T [jag ([, 2"])] = o0

holds.
We define elements py(g;) and p;(w;) of ﬁR by replacing each a and b in the words g; and

—_—~—

w; in Definition 4.3 with elements & and B of ”HR, respectively, for every ¢ = 1,...,¢ — 1.

——~—

We set pe(y) = 73 B=1. These pe(gi), pe(w), and pe(y) are lifts of pe(gi), pe(wi), and pe(y),
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respectively, for every i = 1,...,/ — 1. By Lemma 4.4 and the fact that [&,E]Z = (Ty-1,0)
is contained in the center of Hg, we obtain

—~— —_——

[oe(g1), pe(wr)] -+ [pe(ge—1), pe(we—1)] = Ba*B~'a—2[a, B]‘a* ‘a2
(5.2) = parpta et a2t - (&, B
= e (@, B
Let n € N. By (4.1) and the equality [y, z] = [g1,w1] - [gr—1, we—1], we have

[y, 2"] =([g1, w1] - - [ge—1, we-1]) - * ([g1,w1] - - [9e—1, we-1])
2 (lgrwi] - [gemt wee]) " (lg,wi] - [ge—1, we-1]).
By (5.2), we obtain

P ,,~— e~ T M~ —_—~

(lpe(gn), po(wi)] -+ [pe(ger), pe(we—1)]) P ([pe(g1), pe(wr)] -+ [pe(ge—1), pe(we—1)])-

——n—2 e~ o~ —~—n—1 e~ e~ e~

& ([pe(gn), pe(wn)] - [oe(ge-1)s pe(we1)]) - #@ ([pe(gn)s pe(wn)] - [pe(gr1)» pe(we1)])

=P[5 &) - ) (B a—ﬂ)---%n (a0 (B a) - (@ Bl
o ([ﬂ—l,a— - a ) TR G B &) - (@, B
= E a - (@, B

Here the last equality comes from (4.1). Hence, by Theorem 3.6 and (2.10), we obtain

ey =")) = =1 (516 (@ B1)") = —me (P (B, @) — e (@, A1)
= (P, — r(T7) =~ a ) —n(t - 1).
By (2.4), we have |7'R(B/a2 [371,a))| < D(mr) = 1. Hence we conclude that

(5-3) oo (ly, 2" Z (€ = 1) — 1.

Then, (5.1) immediately follows from (5.3).
Therefore, Lemma 4.2 applies: the sequence ([y, 2"])nen Witnesses the non-equivalence of
sclg, and SClRe,R;- g

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. Let G; be the fundamental group of a closed
oriented surface of genus £ > 2. The group Gy has the following presentation:

Gg = (al, e ,ag,bl,. .. ,bg | [al,bl] e [ag,bgb.
Let ¢: Gy — Ry be a map defined by
q(a;) =a and q(b;) =b

for each i = 1,...,£. Since q([a1,b1] - [as, b)) = [a,b]* = 1g,, the map ¢ is a well-defined
homomorphism. Let G be the commutator subgroup and ¢': G — Rj, the induced map.
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Let py: Ry — H be the homomorphism and p,, the Ry-invariant homogeneous quasimor-
phism on Rj, used in the proof of Theorem 5.1. From the proof of Theorem 5.1, we continue
to use the representation p;: Ry — H and the resulting quasimorphism p,, € Q(R%)R‘f. Then
we obtain a quasimorphism ¢*u,, € Q(G})%. This approach of employing ¢: Gy — R, was
suggested to the authors by Morimichi Kawasaki.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We set

(6.1) yi =itz =0l e gy
for every i = 1,2,...,¢. In what follows, we will verify that conditions (i), (ii) and (iii)
in Lemma 4.2 are satisfied for k = ¢, y1,...,ys, 21,...,2¢ and p = ¢"*p,,. Condition (i)

trivially holds since N = G. To verify condition (ii), we first claim that
(62) [y17 bla%al_l] e [yb bea?aé_l] € [va G@]

To show (6.2), set § = g[Gy, G} € G¢/[G¢,G)] for g € Gy. Then, as we argued in the proof
of Lemma 4.1, we have g = wg and (in particular) 9w = w for every g € Gy and w € Gj.
Also, recall the surface group relation [a1, b1]- - - [as, bs) = 1¢,. Thus, we obtain the following
equalities:

2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 2 _
[y17 blalal 1] e [yf7 beay Qay 1] :[yh blalal 1] e [yf7 beay a, 1]
=betor ! ap )i b ag

=Y a7 ap
—1

=la1,b1] - [ag, by

:[ala bl] e [a£7 bg]

hence obtaining (6.2). Then by Lemma 4.1, we conclude that condition (ii) holds.
Finally, we verify condition (iii). Let n € N. Since

0" oo (1, 211+ [yes 281) = bp, [y, 2"1%) = € 1, [y, 2",
we obtain
(6.3) 6" 1o (1, 2]+ [ye, 20| = (€ = 1) = 1)
by (5.3). Inequality (6.3) in particular yields
Tim [q" g, (fy1, 24 - - [ye: 2¢1)| = oo,
verifying condition (iii). Therefore Lemma 4.2 applies, and the sequence

(6.4) (@n)nen = ([y1, 211 - [Ye, 20 nen

witnesses the non-equivalence of sclg, and SCIGbGé. U
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Remark 6.1. The G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism ¢"*11,, € Q(G/)“* defines a non-
zero element of W(Gy, G}). Indeed, if not, then we may take h € HY(G})% and u € Q(Gy)
such that ¢"*p,, = h +i*p. Then we have

sup g by, (2n)] = sup |p(z,)| < (20— 1)D(p) < o0,
neN neN

contradicting li_>m |¢"* pp, (25,)| = 0o. Here, note that h(z,) = 0 since z,, € [Gy, GY)].
n—oo

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

We recall our setting from the introduction as follows. Let X be a hyperbolic 3-manifold
that fibers over the circle with fiber ¥,. Then there exists v € Auty(Gy) such that
m1(X) = Gy Xy Z. Using this ¢, we set Gy, = m1(X). The abelianization map Abg,: Gy —
Z* induces a surjection py: Gy — Z* X, () L, where sg: Auty(Gy) — Sp(2¢,Z) is
the symplectic representation, which is induced by Abg,. Set Ny = Ker(py); we have
Ny = «(GY}), where v: Gy — Gy = Gy Xy Z is the natural inclusion. Set the group quo-
tient I'y, = Gy /Ny ~ 72 Mg, () Z. It was essentially shown in the proof of Theorem 1.2
of | ] that the pullback H?(I'y; R) — H?(Gy;R) of the quotient map is surjective.
Hence every representation Gy, — H satisfies the condition in Construction 3.4.

Let t: Gy — Gy be the natural inclusion. It is known that there exists a representation
p: Gy — M whose restriction p =pov: Gy — PSL(2,R) < H is a Fuchsian representation
(see | , Section 7.1| for example). We apply Construction 3.4 to this representation
p and obtain a G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism piz: Ny — R.

Since the pullback H%(G¢/G}; R) — H?(Gy; R) is also surjective, the Fuchsian representa-
tion p: Gy — H fulfills the assumption in Construction 3.4. Let u,: G, — R be a resulting
G-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism. By condition (2) of Theorem 3.6, the pullback
t* g coincides with 1, on [Gy, G}]. Theorem 1.1, together with the fact that the class p*er
is non-zero, the quasimorphism s, defines a non-zero element of W(Gy, G}).

The quasimorphism ¢"* 11, used in the proof of Theorem 1.4 also defines a non-zero element
of W(Gy,G)) by Remark 6.1. By using the following theorem, we can compare these two
quasimorphisms up to HY(G})% + i*Q(Gy).

Theorem 7.1 (| , Theorem 1.1]). We have
dhnR\V(GQ,G%)::L

By Theorem 7.1, there exist h € H(G})%, u € Q(Gy), and a non-zero constant a such
that

fp = a- (¢  pp,) +h+i"p.
Lemma 7.2. For the non-zero constant a above, the inequality
|o(@n)| = lal - (€(n(€ —1) = 1)) — (20 = 1) D(p)

holds for every positive integer n. Here x, is the element of G, defined by (6.4) and (6.1).
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Proof. Let n € N. We have shown that z, € [Gy, G} in the proof of Theorem 1.4. Since h is
a Gy-invariant homomorphism, we have h(xy,) = h([y1, 27] - - - [ye, 2}']) = 0. Hence we obtain
po(@n) = a-q"pp,(Tn) + p(wn).

Since |u(zn)| = |p(lyr, 271 - [ye, 27])| < (2¢ — 1) D(u), we obtain
|t (n)| = lal - |q" o, (xn)] = (2€ = 1)D(p).
Hence (6.3) completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let y1,...,ys and z1,..., 2, are the elements of Gy defined in (6.1).
Let x,, € Gy be defined in (6.4). We set n; = ¢(y;) and ¢; = ¢(z;) for every i = 1,...,¢ and

n = [, G-+ e, &1 (= ()

for every n € N. Take the quasimorphism g5 € Q(N¢)G¢ constructed in the first part of
this section. In what follows, we will prove that conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 4.2
are fulfilled for k =4, y1 =m,...,ye =1, 21 = C1,. .., 20 = (¢, and p = pp. Condition (i)
is clear: recall that Ny = +(GY}). Since z, € [G¢, G)], we have &, € [L(Gp), Ny| C [Gy, Ny).
Hence condition (ii) holds. Finally, we discuss condition (iii). Note that t*uz = p, on
[G¢, G} by Theorem 3.6 (2). Hence Lemma 7.2 implies that

|Nﬁ(£n)| = |Np($n)|
> |af - (£(n(t —1) = 1)) = (2¢ = 1)D(p).
By recalling that a # 0, we conclude that
Jim|p5(&n)| = oo,

thus verifying condition (iii). Therefore, Lemma 4.2 applies, and the sequence (&,)nen

witnesses the non-equivalence of sclg,, and sclg,, N, - ]
Remark 7.3. In | |, Kawasaki, Kimura and the authors showed that in several cases
sclg and sclg,y are equivalent. Their results are summarized as follows: if

(7.1) W(G,N) =0,

then sclg and sclg v are equivalent; moreover if I' = G/N is solvable, then sclg and sclg, v
coincide on [G, N] (| , Theorem 2.1]). In | |, they also showed that (7.1)
holds for the pair (G, N) = (G,G’), where G is a free group or the fundamental group of
a non-orientable closed connected surface. Therefore, for these examples, sclg and sclg n
coincide on [G, N|. As we stated as Theorem 7.1 (| , Theorem 1.1]), the dimension
of W(Gy,G)) equals 1 for ¢ > 2. Therefore Theorem 1.4 implies that sclg and sclg,n can
be non-equivalent even if the space W(G, N) is only 1-dimensional.

We say that a surjective group homomorphism p: G — I' virtually splits if there exists a
subgroup A of finite index of " and a group homomorphism s: A — G satisfying p(s(y)) =
v for every v € A. In | , Theorem 1.5|, Kawasaki-Kimura—Matsushita—Mimura
showed that sclg y < 2-sclg on [G, N] if the projection G — G/N virtually splits. In this
case, we have Q(N)¢ = i*Q(G); see also | , Proposition 1.4].
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8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

8.1. Non-extendable quasimorphisms and taut foliations. Let X be a hyperbolic 3-
manifold that fibers over the circle with fiber 3,. Let Gy, Ny, and ¢ € Auty(G) be as in
Theorem 1.5. Let i: Ny — Gy be the inclusion. It was shown in | , Theorem 1.2]
that the space W(Gy, Ny) is isomorphic to Hz(Gw; R), and the dimension of them is equal
to 1 + dim(Ker(lo — s¢(10)). Here Is, denotes the identity matrix of size 2/.

We used the element p; of Q(Nw)Gw in the proof of Theorem 1.5, which is non-zero
in W(Gy, Ny). This Gy-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism is from Construction 3.4
applied to the representation p: Gy, — #H. This p is (the most basic) one of the universal
circle representations due to Thurston, that is, the representation corresponds to the taut
foliation on X whose leaves are the fibers. We refer to | I, | |, and | | for taut
foliations and universal circle representations.

For a taut foliation F on X, let pr: Gy — H be the universal circle representation
defined via F. As was mentioned in Section 7, the pullback H?(I'y;R) — H?(Gy;R) is
surjective. (Recall that I'y, = G /N, and that it is solvable.) Hence every representation
pF gives rise to a Gy-invariant homogeneous quasimorphism f,, on NNy via Construction
3.4. Here, note that j,,(= v, , ) itself does depend also on the choices of cochains A

and u. However, as we discussed in Remark 3.5, the class [u,,] in Q(Ny)%¥ /H(Ny; R)Gv
is uniquely determined by pr. Now we define pr as the class [p,.] in W(Gy, Ny), which
depends only on F. We set ur = [u,.] € W(Gy, Ny).

The goal of this section is to show the following:

Proposition 8.1. The space W(Gy, Ny) is R-spanned by
{pr | F is a taut foliation on X}.

Proof. Let us consider the following diagram whose rows are exact:
HL(Nys R)Go —— Q(Ny) G —S HE(Ny; R) G
T d 2 T “Cy 2
Q(Gy) —— Hy(Gy; R) —— H(Gy; R).

Here d: Q(Ny)%» — HZ(N;R)% is the map defined by d(u) = [du] € HZ(Ny;R). Note
that d(Hl(Nw;R)Gw +i*Q(Gy)) C i*(Hg(Gw;R)) and that i*: H%(Gw;]R) — Hg(Nw;]R)Gw
is an isomorphism since I'y, is amenable. Since Gy is Gromov-hyperbolic, the map cg,, is
surjective. Hence the map cg,, o (i*)~! o d induces an injection

W(Gy, Ny) = Q(Np) @ /(HH(Ny; R)¥ +0°Q(Gy)) — H*(Gy)-
By the construction of y,., we have
ca, © ()7 o d(pyy) = pir(er).
Hence it suffices to show that the cohomology group HQ(Gw; R) is R-spanned by
{pF(er) | F is a taut foliation on X}.
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This then turns out to be a direct consequence of Gabai’s theorem | , Remark 7.3| (see
also | , Theorem 1.4]). More precisely, let z*: H>(X;R) — R be the dual Thurston
norm. Since X is hyperbolic, the unit norm ball B,« of z* is a polyhedron in H?(X;R)
| , Theorem 2|. Gabai’s theorem asserts that every vertex of the dual Thurston norm
ball for a compact oriented irreducible 3-manifold can be realized as the Euler class of some
taut foliation. Hence, for every vertex v € B, there exists a taut foliation F such that
the Euler class e(TF) of the plane field of F is equal to v. Hence the cohomology group
H?(X;R) is R-spanned by

{e(TF) | F is a taut foliation on X}.

It is known that p(er) € H?*(Gy) is equal to e(TF) € H*(X;R) under the canonical
isomorphism H?(Gy;R) = H?(X;R) (see [ , Proposition 7.1]). This completes the
proof. O

8.2. Overflow argument. In this short subsection, we provide an argument to show the
non-equivalence of sclg and sclg y. In the proofs of Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and 5.1, we have
employed the auxiliary lemma (Lemma 4.2) to show the non-equivalence of sclg and sclg v
Conditions (i) and (ii) in Lemma 4.2 are purely algebraic conditions. Contrastingly, con-
dition (iii) is formulated in terms of the behavior of values u(z,) as n — oo, where
(@n)nen = ([y1,27] - [k, 21 ])nen. Given p, it seems to be a hard task to find elements
Yly- - Yks 215 - - - » 2 that fulfill condition (iii). Nevertheless, the following argument, which
we call the overflow argument, allows us to derive condition (iii) by estimating the value of
a quasimorphism at a single element.

Lemma 8.2 (overflow argument). Let G be a group, N a normal subgroup, and let p €
Q(N)E. Let k be a positive integer and let yy,..., Yk, 21,..., 2. € G. Assume that the
following three conditions are fulfilled:

(i) [yi»zi] € N for everyi=1,...,k;
(”) [y1721] e [yka Zk] € [G7N];
(iid)" u([yr, 21] -~ [yw, z6])| > (2k — 1)D(p).

Then we have

(8.1) lm p([yr, 27] - - [yk, 21]) = oc.
n—oo

In particular, sclg and sclg,ny are not equivalent.

Proof. By the definition of homogeneous quasimorphisms and G-invariance of u, we have

o2ty 2l) (ol 200 e e 22])

k(n—T)D(u) n(p(lyr, z1] + - + pu([yw, 2]))

n sz [k, 2E)).
b M 2] e 2])

Hence we obtain

\(ly1, 1] Yk, 26]) — npllys 21] - - [yks z6])] < (n(2k — 1) — 1) D(w).
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This, together with (iii)’, implies (8.1). Now the latter assertion follows from Lemma 4.2
since (8.1) is exactly condition (iii) in Lemma 4.2. O

8.3. Rigidity of the invariant quasimorphisms. Let N be a normal subgroup of G
contained in G’. In Remark 3.5, we showed that the map
®: Hom(G, H)pasic — Q(N)“/H!(N;R)“
sending p to [u,] is well-defined. The goal of this subsection is to show the rigidity of the
map ® (Proposition 8.5).
To state Proposition 8.5, we recall the notion of semi-conjugacy introduced in | |.
The following definition of semi-conjugacy can be found in | , Theorem 1.4 (iv)].

Definition 8.3. Two elements pq,pe in Hom(G,H) are semi-conjugate if there exist a
monotone map f: R — R with f(z+1) = f(x)+1 for every x € R and lifts p1(g), p2(9) € H
of p1(g), p2(g) € H for every g € G such that

p1(9)(f(2) = F(p2(9)(x))
for every g € G and z € R.

There are other non-equivalent formulations of semi-conjugacy (see | I, | ],
| | and the references therein). Semi-conjugacy in Definition 8.3 is an equivalence
relation on Hom(G, #H), and fits in the following theorem of Ghys.

Theorem 8.4 (| |, see also | , Theorem 1.4]|). Let G be a group and p1 and
p2 be elements of Hom(G,H). Let e, € HZ(H;Z) be the bounded Euler class. Then, py is
semi-conjugate to py if and only if piey is equal to p5ep in H%(G; 7).

Now we are ready to state the main result in this subsection.

Proposition 8.5. Let p1 and py be elements of Hom(G, H)pasic- If p1 is semi-conjugate to
p2, then ®(p1) = ®(p2). In particular, the map ® descends to

®: Hom(G, H)basic/semi-conjugacy — Q(N)¢ /H(N; R)C.
Proof. The exact sequence 0 — HY(N;R)Y — Q(N)¢ — HZ(N;R)“ implies that the map
Q(N)“/HY(N) — Hi(N;R)®
is injective. Let us consider the following diagram:

(8.2) Hom(G; H)basic 2 Q(N)C /H' (N; R)C

I I

H}(G; Z) —— H}(G; R) ——— HZ(N; R)C.

Here i* is the map in (2.3), ¢ is the change of coefficients homomorphism, e is the map
sending p to p*ep, and d is the map sending [u] to [§u] € HZ(N;R)C. Note that the map d
is injective since the following is exact:

0 — HY(NV;R)Y — Q(N)Y — HZ(N;R)“.
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We now show that diagram (8.2) commutes. Let p be an element of Hom(G;H). The
element ®(p) is represented by the homogeneous quasimorphism v, 4, in Construction 3.4.
Since dv, a4 = (p*x, — P*A)|N = (p*Xx,)|~ and ¥, is a cocycle of the real bounded Euler
class, we have

do®(p) = i*p*ly) = i* o co elp).

Assume that p; € Hom(G; H )pasic is semi-conjugate to pa. Then, by Theorem 8.4 and
the commutativity of (8.2), we have

do®(p1) =i"ocoe(pr) =i"ocoe(pz) =doP(p2).
Since d is injective, we have that ®(p1) = ®(p2). O

Remark 8.6. If G = 71(Xy) of genus ¢ > 2, then the space Hom(G,H) is equal to the space
of all representations Hom(G, H) from G to H.
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