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ZARISKI-DENSE SURFACE GROUPS IN NON-UNIFORM
LATTICES OF SPLIT REAL LIE GROUPS

JACQUES AUDIBERT

ABsTRACT. For SL(n,R) (n > 3), SO(n + 1,n) (n > 2), Sp(2n,R)
(n > 2) and for the adjoint real split form of the exceptional group
G2, we exhibit non-uniform lattices in which we construct thin Hitchin
representations by arithmetic methods. These representations give in-
finitely many orbits under the action of the mapping class group (except
maybe for G2). In particular, we show that when p # 2 is prime every
non-uniform lattice of SL(p, R) contains thin Hitchin representations.
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INTRODUCTION

Let G be a semi-simple algebraic Lie group. A lattice in G is a discrete
subgroup I" such that G/I" has finite volume with respect to the Haar mea-
sure. We say that I" is uniform if G/I" is compact, non-uniform otherwise.
Let I' be a lattice in G. We say that a subgroup II < I' is thin if it is of
infinite index in I" and Zariski dense in G. Thin groups have been shown to
share many properties with lattices and are an active field of research (see
Sarnak [ | and | ]). The main purpose of this paper is to find
thin surface groups in non-uniform lattices of the classical split groups and
the adjoint split form of Go.

Denote by S, a closed connected orientable surface of genus g at least 2,
m1(Sy) its fundamental group and MCG(Sy) = Aut(m(Sy))/ Int(m1(S,)) its
mapping class group.

The surface groups we find are images of representations that lie in
the Hitchin component of the corresponding split group G (see Hitchin
[ ]). This is a special connected component of the character variety
X(m1(S¢),G) = Hom(m(Sy),G)/G, which for G = PSL(n,R) can be de-
fined as follows.

For any n > 2 denote by 7, : SL(2,C) — SL(n,C) the representation

where
a b
(C d> € SL(2,C)

acts on the space of homogeneous polynomials in two variables X and Y of
degree n — 1 as

<Z Z) XY = (aX 4+ oY) (bX 4+ dY)

for every 0 < i < n — 1. We call 7, the irreducible representationl. De-
note also by 7, : PSL(2,C) — PSL(n,C) the induced representation. The
Hitchin component is the connected component of X(7(S,), PSL(n,R)) that
contains the equivalence class of a representation of the form 7, o j with
J:m(Sy) = PSL(2,R) faithful and discrete. We call Hitchin representation
a representation whose equivalence class is in the Hitchin component. An
important feature of Hitchin representations is the following result.

Theorem 0.1 (Labourie | |, Fock and Goncharov [ |). Hitchin
representations are discrete and faithful.

Faithfulness of a Hitchin representation plays a crucial role in our con-
struction. We say that a Hitchin representation is thin if its image is a thin
subgroup of a lattice of G. The question we address is: which lattices of G
contains the image of a thin Hitchin representation?

The lattices we will consider are Q-arithmetic subgroups (we introduce
this notation to simplify the exposition). A R/Q-form of G is a Q-algebraic

lWe are not considering its conjugacy class: 7, is fixed.
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group that is isomorphic to G as an R-algebraic group. We say that two
subgroups I'; and I'y of G(R) are commensurable if T'y NT'y has finite index
in both I'y and I's. If H is a Q-algebraic subgroup of GL,,, we define its
Z-points as H(Q) N GL,(Z). This latter depends on the embedding of H in
GL,,, but two different embeddings give rise to commensurable subgroups.

Definition 0.2. A Q-arithmetic subgroup is a subgroup of G that is con-
jugate to a subgroup commensurable with the integer points of a Q-form of
G2

Such groups are lattices of G as shown by Harish-Chandra. See Section
1 for more details.

In this paper we find thin Hitchin representations with image in some Q-
arithmetic lattices of the Lie groups SL(n,R), SO(k + 1,k), Sp(2n,R) and
Go. We start by fixing a cocompact Q-arithmetic lattice of SL(2,R). Let
a,b € IN* and denote by

xo ++/ax; Vbxa + Vabxs
T, = L€7Z, Det =15,
b { <\/5x2 —Vabrs  x9— +/ar: | @i € ¢

This is a cocompact lattice of SL(2,R) if and only if az? + by? = 1 has no
solution (x,%) € Q2. If it is cocompact, then up to finite cover the quotient
H?/T, is a closed surface of genus at least 2. For some a,b € IN* T, ;,/{Z I}
is torsion-free (e.g. a = b # 1). In this case we construct representations
of 'y p. Otherwise we construct representations of a torsion-free finite-index
subgroup of I'y .

We begin by classifying the Q-arithmetic lattices A of G that contain
Tn(Lap) up to finite index, where G is one of the Lie groups above. This
is the core of the proof and uses nonabelian Galois cohomology. The group
Tn(Lap) is not Zariski-dense in G since it lies in 7,(SL(2,R)). We then
"bend” the representation enough so that it sill lies in A but is Zariski-dense.
The bending technique was introduced by Johnson and Millson | | and
has already been used to construct thin subgroups, for example in Long and
Thistlethwaite | | or Ballas and Long | ]. To bend, we need to find
a simple closed curve on the surface which has a big enough centralizer in A.
For A = SL(n,Z), this is not possible. Using nonabelian Galois cohomology,
we are able to compute the centralizer of this curve in A explicitely. Since
the deformed representations lie in the Hitchin component, we know that
they are still faithful. Their image will be thus a thin® surface subgroup of
A.

2Note that some arithmetic groups are not Q-arithmetic groups. Indeed we only con-
sider the Q-forms of G while arithmetic groups also refer to the integer points of a Q-forms
of G x K with K a compact group. However if G is simple and not compact, every non-
uniform arithmetic group is Q-arithmetic (see Morris’s book [ | corollary 5.3.2).

3We know that the surface subgroups we constructed have to be of infinite index in the
lattices because the virtual cohomological dimension of a surface group is 2 and the virtual
cohomological dimension of the lattices considered here is at least 3 (see Aramayona,
Degrijse, Martinez-Pérez and Souto | D-
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We first state our results for n odd. For d € IN not a square and o €
Cal(Q(v/d)/Q) non-trivial denote by*

SU(L,,, o; Z[Vd]) = {M € SL(n, Z[Vd]) | c(M)" M =I,,}

where o(M) consists of applying o to all entries of M. This is a lattice of
SL(n,R). Here is a description of the Q-arithmetic lattices of SL(n,R) that
contain 7, (g ).

Proposition A.1. Let T be a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R) and n > 3
be odd. Then 7,(T') lies in a subgroup of SL(n,R) commensurable with a
conjugate of SL(n,Z) and in a subgroup commensurable with a conjugate
of SU(I,,, 03 Z[Vd]) for every d € N not a square with o € Gal(Q(Vd)/Q)
non-trivial.

Furthermore these are the only Q-arithmetic subgroups of SL(n,R) that
contain T,(I") up to commensurability.

Remark 0.3. As a consequence, even though 7,(I'y5) has coefficients in
Z[\/a,/b] it can be conjugated to a subgroup of SL(n, Z).

The proposition implies that the corresponding locally symmetric spaces

where A is (a torsion free finite index subgroup of) one of the arithmetic sub-
groups listed above, contain a totally geodesic surface of irreducible type®.
Except when A = SL(n,Z), we manage to bend the representation 7, to
make it Zariski-dense.

Theorem A.1. Let n > 3 be odd. Let d € IN be not a square and o €
Gal(Q(vd)/Q) non-trivial. There exists g > 2 such that the Q-arithmetic
subgroup SU(L,, o; Z[V/d]) of SL(n,R) contains infinitely many MCG(S,)-
orbits of thin Hitchin representations of m1(Sy).

See Theorem 5.15 for a slightly stronger version of this result. Theorem
A.1 should be compare to the result of Borel which states that there is
only finitely many arithmetic surfaces of a given genus up to isometry (see
Theorem 11.3.1 in | ]). Note that the group SL(n,Z) for n odd is not
part of our list but has been shown to contain infinitely many conjugacy
classes of thin Hitchin representations by Long and Thistlethwaite | ].
This result was also announced® by Burger, Labourie and Wienhard (see
Theorem 24 in | | and [ ]). Together with Proposition 1.3 below,
this implies the following.

AMT is the transpose of the matrix M.
5i.e. such that the copy of the hyperbolic plane in the universal cover of the locally
symmetric space comes from an irreducible embedding of SL(2,R) in SL(n, R)

6They announced that for n > 5 odd, SL(n,Z) contains infinitely many MCG-orbits

of thin Hitchin representations.
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Corollary A.1. Let p # 2 be a prime. All non-uniform lattices of SL(p,R)
contain a thin Hitchin representation.

They moreover contain infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin rep-
resentations except maybe the lattices commensurable with a conjugate of
SL(p,Z). For p = 3, Long, Reid and Thistlethwaite proved in [ ]
and [ ] that all non-uniform lattice of SL(3,R) contain infinitely many
conjugacy classes of thin Hitchin representations.

We also construct Zariski-dense surface groups in Q-arithmetic subgroups
of other split Lie groups. For p, ¢ € IN denote by

I
().

Theorem A.2. Let k > 2. For each of the following Q-arithmetic subgroups
A of SO(Ip41,k, R), there exists g > 2 such that A contains infinitely many
MCG(Sy)-orbits of thin Hitchin representations of m1(Sg):

L] ifk = 0,3[4] : SO(Ik+1,k7 Z)

o if k=1,2[4] : SO(Q,Z) for Q € SL(2k +1,Q) a symmetric matric

of signature (k + 1,k) which is not equivalent to Ij41 5 over Q.

In particular, for k = 1,2[4], every non-uniform lattice of SO(Iyy1k, R) not
commensurable with a conjugate of SO(Ix1k,7Z), contains infinitely many
MCG(Sy)-orbits of thin Hitchin representations of m1(Sg) for some g > 2.

This is shown by establishing an analogue of Proposition A.1 in the case

of SO(I].H_L]C,R).

Theorem A.3. There exists g > 2 such that the group Go(Z), which is
a Q-arithmetic subgroup of Ga(R), contains infinitely many non-conjugate
thin Hitchin representations of m1(Sy).

Here G2(R) is the ajoint connected split real Lie group of type Ga (see
Definition 3.6). We expect Ga(Z) to contain infinitely many MCG-orbits of
thin Hitchin representations (see Remark 5.16). It appears that Go(Z) is the
only non-uniform lattice of G2(RR) up to commensurability and conjugation
(see Remark 3.8).

Proposition A.1 shows that for n odd, the list of Q-arithmetic subgroups
of SL(n,R) that contain the group 7,,(I") up to commensurability is the same
for all I'. For n even, the list depends on the group I". To be more precise
we need to define more concepts.

The Q-arithmetic subgroups of SL(2,R) can be described in terms of
quaternion algebras. We say that a unital associative algebra A over a field
k is a quaternion algebra if there exists ¢ and j in A such that (1,4, 7,4j) is
a basis of A with i2 =a € k*, j2 =b € k* and ij = —ji. We denote by

A= (CL, b)k

Note that (a,b); ~ (b,a)r ~ (a,—ab); and if z € kX then (ax? b); ~
(a,b)r. We say that A is a division algebra if every non-zero element of A is
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invertible. Quaternion algebras are endowed with an involution called the
conjugation

A— A x=x9+ 210+ 22] + 230 — T =29 — T11 — T2j — X317,

which allows us to define a norm” Nyeq : A — k, = — xZ. Suppose that k is
a number field and denote Oy, its ring of intergers. An order of A is a finitely
generated Og-submodule containing a basis of A over k, containing 1 and
which is a subring of A. For exemple if a,b € Oy then O = Ok[1,14, j,ij] is
an order of A.

We say that A splits over a field extension K if A ®) K ~ Ms(K). For
example, a quaternion algebra over @ splits over R if and only if a or b is
positive. The R/Q-forms of SLy are algebraic groups defined by

H(K) = {z € A®q K|Nyed(z) =1}

for any field extension K of Q, with A a quaternion algebra over Q that splits
over R. Its integer points are commensurable with O! = {z € O|N,eq(x) =
1} for O an order of A. We can embed O! in SL(2,R) using

O! — A' — (A®qR)' ~ SL(2,R)

and the image will be commensurable with I'y;, defined above. Thus Q-
arithmetic subgroups of SL(2,R) are subgroups commensurable to conju-
gates of O, for @ an order of a quaternion algebra A that splits over R.
Furthermore O! is cocompact if and only if A is a quaternion division alge-
bra, which is equivalent to az? 4 by? = 1 having no solutions (z,y) € Q2.
We can now state our result for n even. If A splits over R we can embed
Mz (0) in Mp(R). This allows us to define SL(3,0) as the matrices of

Mz (O) which have determinant 1 in My (R). For o € Gal(Q(Vd)/Q) define
2, " ®0;0 @ ZVd]) = {M € SL(%,0 @z Z[Vd])|oM) T M =12}

where 0 : A®q Q(Vd) - A®q Q(Vd), x®t— T®o(t) and (M) consists
of applying 0 to all entries of M. Here is the list of Q-arithmetic groups that
contain 7, (' ).

su@

Proposition A.2. LetI' be a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R) and n > 4
be even. Let O be an order of a quaternion algebra A over Q such that T is
commensurable with O,
Then 7,(T") lies in a subgroup of SL(n,R) commensurable with a conjugate

of

e SL(3,0),

e SU(I,,0; Z[\/d)) for any d € N not a square such that A splits over

Q(Vd) with o € Gal(Q(v/d)/Q) non-trivial,
. SU(I%,_ ® 0;0 @ Z[\Vd]) for any d € N not a square such that A

does not split over Q(v/d) with o € Gal(Q(v/d)/Q) non-trivial.

Tthis is not a norm in the usual sense
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Furthermore these are the only Q-arithmetic subgroups of SL(n,R) that
contain 1,(I') up to commensurability.

For some arithmetic groups above, we manage to bend the representation
T, to make it thin.

Theorem A.4. Let n > 4 be even. For the following Q-arithmetic sub-
groups A of SL(n,R), there exists g > 2 such that A contains infinitely
many MCG(Sy)-orbits of thin Hitchin representations of m(Sg):

e SU(L,,0;Z[V/d)) for any d € N not a square with o € Gal(Q(V/d)/Q)
non-trivial
. SU(I%,_®U; O®Z[Vd)) for any d € N not a square and O an order

of a quaternion algebra over Q that does not split over Q(v/d) with
o € Gal(Q(Vd)/Q) non-trivial.

See Theorem 5.15 for a slightly stronger version of this result. Note
that the subgroup SL(4,7Z) is not part of our list but has been shown to
contain infinitely many non-conjugate thin Hitchin representations by Long
and Thistlethwaite [ . We also construct thin Hitchin representations
in Q-arithmetic subgroups of Sp(n, R).

Theorem A.5. Let n > 4 be even. Let O be an order of a division quater-
nion algebra over Q with conjugation —. There exists g > 2 such that
the Q-arithmetic subgroup SU(I%,_; O) of Sp(n, R) contains infinitely many
MCG(Sy)-orbits of thin Hitchin representations of m1(Sy).

Together with Proposition 1.5 below, the theorem implies the following.

Corollary A.2. Let n > 4 be even. For every non-uniform lattice A of
Sp(n, R) not commensurable with a conjugate of Sp(n,Z.), there exists g > 2
such that A contains infinitely many MCG(Sy)-orbits of thin Hitchin repre-
sentations of m1(Sy).

Again, the group Sp(4, Z) is not part of our list but has been shown to con-
tain infinitely many non-conjugate thin Hitchin representations in | ].
Together with [ |, the corollary shows that every non-uniform lattice of
Sp(4,R) contains a thin Hitchin representation.

Constructing surface subgroups in lattices of Lie groups (not necessarily
Zariski-dense) has been done for uniform lattices of many semisimple Lie
groups. In | |, Hamenstédt proves that any cocompact lattice of a
rank one simple Lie group of non-compact type not isomorphic to SO(2n, 1)
contains surface subgroups. Kahn, Labourie and Mozes | | prove the
same result for many other semi-simple Lie groups, notably the complex
ones. It is expected that their construction provides Zariski-dense surface
groups. As it is explained in §1.2 of [ | their proof does not work in
setting we are dealing with, namely split real Lie groups.
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Organisation of the paper. In Section 1 we give some background on
Q-arithmetic subgroups in semi-simple Lie groups and describe their classi-
fication for the relevant Lie groups. In Section 2 we consider the relations
between the irreducible representation 7,, and the R/Q-forms of SL,. We
prove there Propositions A. In section 3 we give the corresponding results
for Sp(2n,R), SO(Ix41,%, R) and G2(R). In Section 4 we describe the “bend-
ing” construction and show some technical lemmas. Finally in Section 5 we
give the proof of Theorems A.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to say that this paper would
have not been possible without the monitoring of Andrés Sambarino. The
author is especially grateful for all the enlightening and entertaining discus-
sions and the numerous yet careful reading of this article. He would also
like to thank Xenia Flamm for her remarks which made this article more
understandable and Maxime Wolff for the time he spends discussing with
us. The author is in debt with Marc Burger who recommended to look at
his talk [ | from 2015. This talk inspired our proof on the existence of
infinitely many mapping-class-group-orbits.

1. BACKGROUND ON Q-ARITHMETIC GROUPS

Let k be an algebraic number field with ring of integers Oy. A central
stmple algebra over k is a unital associative algebra D which is simple and
whose center is exactly k. Quaternion algebras are a particular case of
central simple algebras. If D ®; R ~ My(R), then there is an isomorphism
¢ : M, (D) @ R = Mg, (R). It induces a norm® on M, (D) which is N,q :
M,,(D) — k, M — Det(¢(M)). This is independant of ¢. We can thus define

SL(n,D) = {M € M,,(D)| Nyeq(M) = 1}.
If Be M, (D) and 0: D — D is an involution we denote by
SU(B,d; D) = {M € SL(n, D)|d(M") BM = B}.
If R is a subring of D then we define SL(n, R) = SL(n,D) N M,,(R) and
SU(B, 9; R) = SU(B, 9; D) "M, (R). Those notations will be used to define

Q-arithmetic subgroups of SL(n, R).
An anti-involution of D is a map 0 : D — D such that for all a,b € D

d(a +b) = d(a) + A(b), d(ab) = d(b)d(a) and ?(a) = a.

For example, the conjugation ~ of a quaternion algebra is an anti-involution.
An anti-involution induces an involution of k that can be trivial or not. If A
is a quaternion algebra over k, with L a quadratic extension of k and o the
non-trivial element of Gal(L/k) then ~ ® o is a anti-involution on A ®j L
which takes z ® [ to T ® o(l) and thus induces a non-trivial involution of L.

We say that D is a division algebra if every non-zero element of D is in-
vertible. The degree of a division algebra is the square root of its dimension.

8this is not a norm in the usual sense
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An order of D is a finitely generated Og-submodule of D containing a basis
of D over k, which is a subring of D and contains the unit element.
Let 0 be an anti-involution on D and let f : D™ x D™ — D satisfy

fQu+v,w) = Af(u,w) + f(v,w)
flu, Ao+ w) =9\ f(u,v) + f(u,w)
f(u,v) = a(f(”?”))

for all u,v,w € D™ and A € D. Then x — f(x,z) is called a 0-Hermitian
form. If 9 is trivial, we call it a quadratic form. The discriminant of a O-
Hermitian form is the determinant of a matrix representing f in any basis.
It is well-defined up elements of the form Ad(A), A € D. The rank of a form
is the rank of a matrix representating f in any basis. The form is said to
be non-degenerate if it has full rank. Here are the result we will need about
O0-Hermitian forms.

Proposition 1.1 (See §4 in Lewis | ] or example 5 of §1 in Milnor
[ ]). Let d € N be not a square and let o € Gal(Q(v/d)/Q) be non-
trivial. Then o-Hermitian forms on Q(v/d) are classified by their rank and
their discriminant’.

Proposition 1.2 (See §5 in | D). Let A be a quaternion division algebra
over Q that splits over R with conjugation —. Then ~-Hermitian forms on
A are classified by their rank.

We can state the classification of Q-arithmetic groups in the cases of
SL(n,R), Sp(2n,R) and SO(Iy41k, R). It is based on the classification of
arithmetic subgroups in classical Lie groups, see Morris §18.5 | ]. See
also Remark 3.8 for the classification of Q-arithmetic subgroups in the case
of GQ.

The Q-arithmetic subgroups of SL(n,R) are the subgroups commensu-
rable with conjugates of:

e SL(m,O) where O is an order of a division algebra D over Q of
degree d such that D ®q R ~ M4(R) and with n = dm,

e SU(B, 9; O) where L is a quadratic real extension of Q, D is a division
algebra over L of degree d such that D®qgR ~ Mg(R)®My(R), O is
an order in D, 0 is an anti-involution of D whose restriction to L is
the non-trivial automorphism of L over @, B is an invertible matrix
in M,, (D) satisfying d(B") = B with n = md.

The following proposition will be used in the proof of Corollary A.1.
Proposition 1.3. Let p # 2 be prime. Non-uniform lattices of SL(p,R) are

subgroups commensurable with conjugates of SL(p, Z) or of SU(1,,, o; Z[/d])
for d € N not a square and for the non-trivial o € Gal(Q(V/d)/Q).

9since d > 0 we have that Q(Vd) ®qR ~ R® R and thus there is no local invariant at
the infinite place of Q
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Proof. By Margulis Arithmeticity Theorem (Theorem 16.3.1 in | )]
all non-uniform lattices of SL(p,R) are arithmetic subgroups. As can be
seen in | |, Corollary 5.3.2, non-uniform arithmetic subgroups are Q-
arithmetic. Thus they are commensurable with conjugates of the Z-points
of a R/Q-form of SL,. As shown in §18.5 of | |, their Q-points can
only be of two kinds.

First they can be of the form SL(m, D) for D a division algebra of degree
r over Q such that D ®g R ~ M,(R). Here we must have rm = p. If
(r,m) = (1,p) the arithmetic subgroup is of the form SL(p, Z). If (r,m) =
(p, 1) the arithmetic subgroup is of the form SL(1,O) for O an order of D,
but this is a uniform lattice (see the classification in §18.5 in | D-

Secondly they can be of the form SU(B,d; D) for D a division algebra
of degree r over a real quadratic extension L of Q such that D ®q L ~
M, (R) & M,(R), 0 an anti-involution of D whose restriction to L is the
non-trivial o € Gal(L/Q) and B € M,,(D) invertible satisfying (B ) = B.
Once again we must have mr = p. If (r,m) = (1, p) the arithmetic subgroup
is of the form SU(B,o;Z[Vd]) where L = Q(v/d). If (r,m) = (p,1) the
arithmetic subgroup is of the form SU(B, 0; O) where O is an order of D,
but this is a uniform lattice (see the classification in §18.5 in | D-

It remains to show that all subgroups of the form SU(B,o;Z[Vd]) are
conjugates of SU(I,, o; Z[\/E]) By Proposition 1.1, up to scalar multipli-
cation and conjugation there is only one non-degenerate hermitian form on
Q(v/d)?. Hence SU(B, ¢; Z[\/d]) is conjugate to SU(L,, o; Z[/d]). O

Proposition 1.4. Let k > 2. The Q-arithmetic subgroups of SO(Ij11 %, R)
are the subgroups commensurable with conjugates of SO(B,Z.) for B € SL(2k+
1,Q) symmetric of signature (k + 1,k).

Proof. This follows form the classification in §18.5 in | | when we re-
strict to F' = Q. Note that we can always assume that B has determinant 1
up to multiplying B by a scalar and up to congruence. O

The Q-arithmetic subgroups of Sp(2n,R) are the subgroups commensu-
rable with conjugates of:
e Sp(2n,7Z)
e SU(B,7;O) where A is a division quaternion algebra over @ such
that A®qgR ~ My(R), O is an order in A, ~ is the conjugation of A

and B is an invertible matrix in M, (A) satisfying B' =B.

Proposition 1.5. Let n > 2. Non-uniform lattices of Sp(2n,R) are sub-
groups commensurable with conjugates of Sp(2n,7Z) or of SU(I,,™;O) for
O an order of a division quaternion algebra over Q that splits over R with
conjugation ~.

Proof. By Margulis Arithmeticity Theorem (Theorem 16.3.1 in | )]
all non-uniform lattices of Sp(2n,R) are arithmetic subgroups. As can be
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seen in | |, Corollary 5.3.2, all non-uniform arithmetic groups are Q-
arithmetic. From the classification those can only be commensurable to
conjugates of Sp(2n, Z) or of SU(B, ~; O) with notations as above. By Propo-
sition 1.2 there is only one nondegenerate ~-Hermitian form on a division
quaternion algebra over Q that splits over R. Thus SU(B,™; O) is conjugate
to SU(L,, 5 O). O

2. R/Q-FOrRMS OF SL,

In this section we study R/Q-forms of SL,, using cohomological tools.

2.1. Non-abelian cohomology. Let G be a topological group acting con-
tinuously on a topological group H'° by automorphism. For ¢ € G and
¢ € Aut(H) we denote by

I$: x> gp(g ' x).

A 1-cocycle is a map € : G — Aut(H) that satisfies

£(9192) = &(g1) 0 7' &(g2)

for all g1, 92 € G. We say that two 1-cocyles £ and ( are equivalent if there
exists ¢ € Aut(H) such that for all g € G we have

&(g) = 1 o((g) 09

Definition 2.1. The first Galois cohomology set of G (with coefficient in
H ) is the set of equivalence classes of continuous 1-cocycles. It is denoted
by HY(G, H). Tt is not a group in general.

2.2. R/Q-forms and nonabelian Galois cohomology. We want to de-
scribe R/Q-forms of SL,,. Unfortunately, the extension R/Q is not Galois,
which prevents us from using the cohomological description of forms of al-
gebraic groups. However, thanks to Proposition 2 of I1I1.§1 in | |, R/Q-
forms of SL,, are Q/Q-forms of SL,, where Q is the subfield of C of algebraic
numbers over Q.

Let k be an algebraic number field. We start by recalling the cohomolog-
ical description of Q/k-forms of an algebraic group. The main references for
the material covered here are [ | chapter 18 and Platonov and Rap-
inchuk’s book | ] section 1.3.

Let G be a k-algebraic subgroup of GL,,. A Q/k-form of G is an algebraic
group H over k such that H ~ G over Q. We endow Gal(Q/k) with its
profinite topology (see [ ] page 22) and Aut(G(Q)) with the discrete
topology. An element o € Gal(Q/k) acts on G(Q) by applying o to all entries
of the matrix g € G(Q). This allows us to define H'(Gal(Q/k), Aut(G(Q))),
the first Galois cohomology set of G.

10We do not suppose H abelian.
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Let & : Gal(Q/k)) — Aut(G(Q)) be a 1-cocycle and denote Q[G] the
coordinate ring of G. We define
KlG]={f€Q[G] | oo foo tot(o)™! = f Vo € Gal(Q/k)}.

This is a k-algebra and we let (G be the k-algebraic subgroup of GLj, that
has (k[G] as coordinate ring. It is a Q/k-form of G since Q@kfkr[(}] ~ Q[G].
Concretely, its k-points are

¢G(k) ={M e G(Q) | (o) o o(M) =M Vo € Gal(Q/k)}.

Reciprocally if H is a Q/k-form of G then denote by ® : H(Q) — G(Q)
an isomorphism and let

¢ :Gal(Q/k) = Aut(G(Q)),0 —» ®Pocod tos L.

This is a 1-cocycle. In this way, H'(Gal(Q/k), Aut(G(Q))) classifies Q/k-
forms of G (see [ ] Theorem 2.9 and §2.2.3):

Proposition 2.2. Denote by F the set of isomorphism classes of Q/k-forms
of G. The map

H' (Gal(Q/k), Aut(G(Q))) — F, [€] = [¢G]
s a bijection.

A Q/k-form of G is said to be inner if its associated 1-cocycle has values
in Inn(G(Q)), the group of inner automorphisms. Since Aut(SL(2,Q)) =
Inn(SL(2,Q)), every Q/k-form of SLs is inner.

2.3. Compatible cocycles. Let a,b € IN. Denote by!'!
T : Gal(Q/Q) — PSL(2,Q)

y if 0(/a) = va and o(v/5) = Vb

é _01> if o(y/a) = v/a and o(vb) = —v/b

o (1) (1)> if o(y/a) = —y/a and 0—(\/5) - Vb
O 4) ioa) = —va md o(vB) = —B

For simplicity we will often write Ty or T%® instead of T%*(c).

Lemma 2.3. For every continuous 1-cocycle ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q))

such that :SLy(R) ~ SL(2,R) there exist a,b € N and P € SL(2,Q) such
that &(o) = Int(P~L T% o(P)) for every o € Gal(Q/Q)".

Tt is well defined since PSL(n, Q) = PGL(n, Q).
12\ use the convention Int(M)(X) = MXM™!.
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Proof. Every Q/Q-form of SLy is of the form H(K) = SL(1, A®q K) (K any
field extension of Q) with A = (a,b)q a quaternion algebra (see Proposition
217 in [ ]). If @ and b are both negative then .SLy(R) ~ SU(2). Thus
a or b is positive and up to a change of basis we can assume that a and b
are both positive integers. Denote by

B xo +v/ax; Vbrs + Vabzs , _
SL(l’A)_{<\/5x2—\/%a:3 2o — /ay >\a:,€Q, Det—l}

the elements of norm 1 of A. When the z; are taken in Q we actually
get SL(2,Q). Denote by ® the identity embedding in SL(2,Q). Direct
computation shows that the 1-cocyle associated to ® is o +— Int(T%®). The
Q/Q-form of SLy associated to ¢ is actually a conjugate of SL(1, A) whence
the result. O

3 and let G be a Q-algebraic subgroup of SLj,
G(Q). Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q)) and
)) be 1-cocyles. We say that ( is 7,-compatible
(Q).

Definition 2.4. Let n
such that 7,(SL(2,Q)) <

>
¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(G(Q
with £ if 7,(:SL2(Q)) < (G
Definition 2.5. For all n > 2 define J,, as

(n—1)!

DT = - 1) .

i

Note that for any M € SL(2,C), 7,(M)T J, 7,,(M) = J,, (see for example
McGarraghy | D).

Proposition 2.6. Let n > 3. Let £ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q)) and
¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL,(Q)) be continuous 1-cocycles. Suppose that
¢SLa(R) ~ SL(2,R). Write {(0) = Int(P~L T% ¢(P)) for all o with P €
PSL(2,Q). Then C is T,-compatible with & if and only if either

(1) C: o — Int(r,(P71 T4 5 (P)))

or there exists a quadratic field extension Q(\/E) of Q such that
(2)
C30"—>{ Int(Tn(P_ Teb o J(P))) if o(Vd) = Vd

Int(r,(P~1 T2%) J; 1) o w o Int (7, 0 0(P)) if o(Vd) = —V/d

where w(M) = (M"T)~!

Proof. Up to conjugation we can assume that P = I. Suppose that 7, (¢SL2(Q)) <
¢SL,,(Q). From now on, we fix 0 € Gal(Q/Q). Since Aut(SL,(Q)) =

Inn(SL,(Q)) x (w) (see Theorem 2.8 in | 1), ¢(o) is either inner or the
composition of an inner automorphism with w.
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Suppose that ((o) = Int(A,) for some A, € PSL(n, Q). Then, by defini-
tion, all M € ¢SLy(Q) satisfy
Ta(To o(M) T 1) = 7 (M) = Ay o (7 (M)) A
= Ag (T )7 (M) = 7(M) Ag 70 (T,) ™
since 7, 00 = 0 o 7,,. Hence A, 7,,(T,)~! commutes with Tn(¢SLa(Q)) thus

(T
with its Zariski-closure which is 7,,(SL2(Q)). Schur’s lemma (see Lemma 1.7
in [ ]'3) shows that A, = 7,(T,). It follows that if ¢ is inner, it is of
the form of equation (1).
Suppose that ((o) = Int(A,)ow for some fix o and some A, € PSL(n, Q).
Then for all M € (SLy(Q)
Tn(To (M) T, 1) = 7, (M) = Ay w(o 0 7, (M)) AL
= 7 (T, o(M) T, 1) = 7,(M) = Ay Jy o(7,(M)) I, P AT

— Ay Ju 7 (To) trn(M) = 7,(M) Ay J,, 70 (To) 7L

By the argument as above we get A, = 7,(To) J,; L.

Since J,, is in PGL(n, Q) and T, has a representative in PSL(2, Q), for all
o the automorphism ( (o) is fixed under the action of Gal(Q/Q). Applying
the 1-cocycle formula we see that ((o7) = ((0)¢(7) for all 0,7 € Gal(Q/Q)
which means that ¢ is group homomorphism. Suppose ( is not inner. Then
W = (~}Inn(SL,(Q))) is of index 2 in Gal(Q/Q). It is closed and open
because ( is continuous. Thus its fixed field is a quadratic extension of Q
which we denote Q(v/d) for some d € Z. Finally we have shown that ¢ is of
the form of equation (2).

Reciprocally, all maps defined by (1) or (2) are 1-cocyles as shown by
computation using the fact that 7,(T,) and J,, commute. O

2.4. Determining the Q-form associated to a 7,,-compatible cocycle.
We now explain how to determine the Q/Q-form ¢SLy, for a 7,-compatible
1-cocyle &.

Let k be a field. Wedderburn’s Theorem (see | | Theorem 2.9.6)
states that every central simple algebra over k is isomorphic to M, (D) for
some n and some division algebra D. We say that two central simple algebras
Ay and Ag over k are equivalent if Ay ~ M, (D) and Ay ~ M,,(D) for a
division algebra D over k. The set of equivalence classes of central simple
algebras over k is called the Brauer group denoted Br(k). It has a group
structure induced by the tensor product, the inverse of a given central simple
algebra being its opposite algebra.

Suppose k is an algebraic number field and consider Q  endowed with
the discrete topology. A factor set or a 2-cocyle is a map f : Gal(Q/k) x
Gal(Q/k) — Q" that satisfies

o1f(02,03) f(o102,03) " f(01,0003) f(o1,00) ' =1

13Lemma 1.7 of | ] is true even if the group is not finite.
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for any o1,09,03 € Gal(Q/k). We will often denote f, . for f(o,7). The
abelian group structure of @ induces a group structure on the set of factor
sets. A factor set f is said to be trivial if there exists ¢ : Gal(Q/k) — Q"
such that

flo1,09) = ¢(o109)$(01) " o1(p(02)) "
for all 01,09 € Gal(Q/k). We denote by H?(Gal(Q/k), Q") the group of
continuous factor sets modulo the subgroup consisting of trivial factor sets.
Since Q" is abelian, this is traditional group cohomology.
From an equivalence class [(ay.r)sr] € H(Gal(Q/k), Q") we construct an
associated central simple algebra as follows. Since

H*(Gal(Q/k), Q") = liy H*(Gal(K/k), K*)

where K runs through all finite Galois extensions of k, there exists such a K
and a class of factor set [(by.r)o.r] € H*(Gal(K/k), K*) such that [(as.;)er] is
the image of [(by.7)o.r]. We then consider (K, k, (byr)s,+) the central simple
algebra over k whose underlying vector space is

@ Kuv,
o€Gal(K/k)
and multiplication defined by
(xv5)(yvr) = 20(Y)bor V0, for all o, 7 € Gal(K, k).
The equivalence class of central simple algebras corresponding to [(as,r)e,r]

in the Brauer group is the class of (K,k, (b)) It follows that (see
Theorem 4.4.7 in | D:

Proposition 2.7. The map that associates an equivalence class of central
simple algebras to a class of factor set induces an isomorphism
H?(Gal(Q/k),Q") ~ Br(k).
The exact sequence
1-Q — GL,(Q) & PSL,(Q) — 1
gives rise to a map
¢ : HY(Gal(Q/k), PSL,(Q)) — H%(Gal(Q/k),Q") ~ Br(k)
such that if [¢] € H(Gal(Q/k), PSL,(Q)) gives rise to the inner Q/k-form'4
H(K) = SL(n,D ® K)

for any field extension K of k and with D a central simple algebra over
k, then 6(¢) = D. We can calculate §([¢]) explicitly. First for every o €

Gal(Q/k) choose an element M, € GL,,(Q) such that 7(M,) = ((¢). Then
define a,, = M, o(M,)M;! € Q" for every 0,7 € Gal(Q/k). This is a

oT
factor set. Under the isomorphism of Proposition 2.7, it corresponds to the

equivalence class of D.

1Al inner Q/k-forms of SL,, are of this form (see Proposition 2.17 in | D-
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If ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — PSL(2,Q) is a cocycle we denote by
M2(Q) = {z € M2(Q) | £(0)(0(2))(0) ™" =}

It is a quaternion algebra over Q.

Proposition 2.8. Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q)) be a 1-cocycle such
that (SLo(R) ~ SL(2,R). Let (: Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL,(Q)) be a 1-cocycle
Tn-compatible with & such that SL,(R) ~ SL(n,R). If ¢ is inner, then

_ J SL(n,Q) if nis odd
(SLn(Q) = { SL(3,M2(Q)) if n is even.

If ¢ is not inner , denote Q(\/a) the associated quadratic extension. Then

s (0) ~ ) SUw, 0 Q(Vd)) if n is odd
Sla(Q) = SU(I%v_ ® U§§M2(Q) ®Q Q(V/d)) if n is even.

Proof. Let k denote either @ or Q(v/d) depending on wether ¢ is inner or
not and &, the restriction of £ to Gal(@_/k:). Restricted to Gal@/ k), € has
values in PSL(2, Q). For every o € Gal(Q/k) choose M, € GL2(Q) such that
m(M,) = & (o). Define a,, = M, o(M;)M_! for every o,7 € Gal(Q/k).
Note that (i(0) = 7,(x(0)) for all 0. Then

Ck(0) = Ta(8k(0)) = Tn(T(Ms)) = 7(15 (Mo )).-
for every o € Gal(Q/k). Thus

Tn(Mo)O'(Tn(MT))Tn(M_I) = 71,(Mg o (M) M_l)

oT oT

for every o, 7 € Gal(Q/k) so §(¢) is the 2-cocycle given by (a,.,)" 1. Define

Y Gal(Q/k) - Q
o — Det(M,)
and note that
(0)a((7))p(o7) ™" = Det(My)o(Det(M,)) Det(Myr) ™"
= Det(M, o(M,) M_})

= Det(a,r I2) = (a077)2

for all 0,7 € Gal(Q/k). If n is odd then (a,, )" = (o) o( () (oT)™
where I = 221 50 (40,7 )0, is actually trivial in H*(Gal(Q/k), Q). Ifnis even
then (ao,T)"—1 = 1[)(0)10(1/)(7'))%(07')_1&077 where | = "52 SO (ao,T)"—1 is
equivalent to a,., in H?(Gal(Q/Q), Q). Thus we have determined ¢, 5L (k).

It remains to compute CSLn(Q) in the case where ( is not inner. Note that
since -SL,(R) ~ SL,(R) we must have d > 0. For all o € Gal(Q/Q(V4d))
we have ((0) o 0(M) = M. This means that M € CQ(\/g)SL"(Q(\/E))' Us-

ing Lemma 2.3 there exists a,b € IN and P € SL(2,Q) such that £(o) =
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Int(P~1 T2 o(P)) for every ¢ € Gal(Q/Q). Up to conjugation we can as-
sume that P =1Tp.
Foe any o € Gal(Q/Q) such that o(v/d) = —V/d the equations becomes

(3) U(M)T In Tn(T?b)_l M=1J, Tn(Tg’b)_l

It remains to understand the Hermitian form J,, 7, (T%%)~!.

Let n be odd. By Proposition 1.1 o-Hermitian forms over Q(v/d) are
classified by its rank and its discriminant. Direct computations show that
Jp T (T%®)~1 has rank n and its discriminant is a square or minus a square.
Up to multiplying the matrix by —1, which does not affect the unitary group,
we see that it is congruent to I, and the corresponding unitary groups are
conjugate.

Let n be even. An element of o \/g)SLn(Q(\/E)) satisfies equation (3) for
one automorphism o € Gal(Q/Q) such that o(v/d) = —/d if and only if it
satisfies it for all such o. Up to change of basis, we can suppose that neither
a nor b is a square'®. Under this assumption, ¢ induces on CQ(\/E)M2(Q(\/E))

the anti-involution ~ ® 7 where 7 € Gal(Q(v/d)/Q) is non-trivial and ~ is
the conjugation of CQ(\/a)l\/lg(@(\/a)). From §7 in | |, ~ ® 7-Hermitian

form over a quaternion algebra over Q(v/d) is classified by its discriminant
and its rank. Again, direct computations show that J,, 7,(T%*)~! has rank
n, and its discriminant is a square up to sign. Thus it is congruent to

Iy € M(5.¢, . M2A(Q(V)

and the corresponding unitary groups are conjugate. O

2.5. Proof of Proposition A.1 and A.2.

Definition 2.9. Let G be a linear Q-algebraic group. Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) —
G(Q) a continuous 1-cocycle. We denote by -G(Z) any subgroup of .G(Q)
commensurable with the Z-points of .G(Q).

Proof of Propositions A.1 and A.2. If ¢ : G — G’ is a Q-homomorphism of
algebraic groups over @ then for any Q-arithmetic subgroup I" of G(Q), ¢(T")
is contained in an Q-arithmetic subgroup of G'(Q) (see Milne Proposition 5.2
of Appendix A | ]). It implies that if £ and ¢ are 1-cocyles which are 7,,-
compatible, any Q-arithmetic subgroup of §SL2(Q) has image under 7;,, which
lies in a Q-arithmetic subgroup of CSLn(Q) with ¢ a 1-cocyle 7,-compatible
with . The Q-arithmetic subgroups of -SL,(Q) are commensurable with
groups isomorphic to

e SL(n,Z) if n is odd and ( is inner

e SU(I,, 0; Z[V/d)) if n is odd and ¢ is not inner

e SL(%,0) if n is even and ( is inner

I5Note that M2(Q) ~ (5, 5)q.
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e SU(Iz,"®0;0®z Z[/d)) if n is even, ¢ is not inner and Ma(Q) ®q

Q(Vd) # Ma(Q(Vd))
e SU(I,,0,Z[\/d)) if n is even, ¢ is not inner and M2(Q) ®q Q(Vd) ~
My(Q(Vd))
O is an order of the quaternion algebra £M2(Q) and d € IN square free. We
get arithmetic subgroups of SL(n,R) exactly when ( is inner or when ( is
not inner and d > 0.

Conversely let I' be a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R). Since every
R/Q-form of SLy is a Q/Q-form of SLy (see Proposition 2 of IT1.§1 in [ )]
there exists

¢ : Gal(@/Q) — Aut(SLo(Q)
a 1-cocycle such that (SLy(Z) is commensurable with I' . Let A be a Q-
arithmetic subgroup of SL(n,R) and

¢ Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SLn(Q))

be a l-cocycle such that -SL,(Z) is commensurable with A. We assume
that 7,(I') < A and we want to show that 7,,(;SL2(Q)) < (SL,,(Q). For any

o € Gal(Q/Q) denote
77 :SL2(Q) — SL,(Q), g +— (o) oo o1y 0 (£(0) 0 0) " (g).

This is an algebraic morphism that coincides with 7,, on a finite index sub-
group of 5SLQ(Z). For any o consider

(Tn;77) : SLa(Q) = SLn(Q) x SLn(Q).
Since {(g9,h) € SL,(Q) x SL,(Q)|h = g} is closed in the product for the

Zariski topology, its inverse image by (7,,,77) has to be closed in SLy(Q) so
contains the Zariski-closure of £SL2(Z). Since any finite index subgroup of

¢SLo(Z) is Zariski-dense in SLo(Q), we conclude that 7, and 7,7 coincide on

SLa(Q).

For every o € Gal(Q/Q) and g € ¢SL2(Q) we have 7,(g9) = 77(g). It
means that 7,(;SL2(Q)) < SL,(Q). Thus £ and ¢ are 7,-compatible and
Proposition 2.8 concludes the proof. O

3. R/Q-FORMS OF OTHER SPLIT REAL LIE GROUPS

In this section we establish analogues of Propositions A.1 and A.2 in the
cases of Sp(2n,R), SO(J,, R) and Go.

3.1. R/Q-forms of Sp(2n,R). Let n > 2.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) —>_Aut(SL2(Q)) be a 1-cocycle such that
¢SLa(R) =~ SL(2,R). Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(Spy,(Q)) be a 1-cocycle
Ton-compatible with £. Then

SP2n(Q) = SU(Izn, 75 M2(Q)).
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Proof. Using the embedding

Aut(Spy,(Q)) = PSp(2n, Q) — Aut(SL2n(Q))

we see that -Spy,(Q) < SL2,(Q). All Q/Q-forms of Sp,, are isomorphic
to Sp,,, or to H(K) = SU(I,,”, A ®q K) for any field extension K of @ and
with a quaternion division algebra A over Q (since there is only one non-
degenerate ~-Hermitian form on A, see Proposition 1.2). There can only
be one 1-cocycle To,-compatible with ¢ since all automorphisms of Sps,,(Q)

are inner (see Proposition 2.6). Using Proposition 2.8 we see that the only
possibility is that A ~ f1\/[2((1(2). O

Proposition 3.2. Let I' be an arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R). Suppose
' is commensurable with O' where O is an order of a quaternion division
algebra over Q.

Then 1o, (T') lies in a subgroup of Sp(2n,R) commensurable with a conju-
gate of SU(L,,— O).

Furthermore this is the only Q-arithmetic subgroup of Sp(2n,R) that con-
tains 1, (') up to commensurability.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 5.2 of Appendix A in Milne | ] Q-arithmetic
subgroups of (SLy(Q) have image under 73, which lies in a Q-arithmetic
subgroup of -Spy, (Q) with ¢ a 1-cocyle To,-compatible with ¢&. Lemma 3.1
shows in which arithmetic subgroup 7,(I") lie in. They are all arithmetic
subgroups of Sp(Ja,, R).

The converse is proven the same way as in the proof of Proposition A.1
and A.2. O

3.2. R/Q-forms of SO(k+1,k). Let n =2k +1 > 3 be odd. Theorem 2.8
of [ | implies that Aut(SO(J,,Q)) ~ SO(J,,Q). Hence isomoprhism
classes of Q/Q-forms of SO(J,,) are classified by H'(Gal(Q/Q),SO(J,, Q)),
as explained in Section 2. Proposition 2.8 in [ | states that elements of
H!(Gal(Q/Q),S0(J,,, Q)) are in one-to-one correspondence with Q-equivalence
classes of quadratic forms over Q™ that have discriminant 1.

The correspondence works as follows. If B € SL(n,Q) is a symmetric
matrix, then the associated equivalence class of 1-cocycle is the one defined
by the Q/Q-form SO(B). Reciprocally let ¢ is a 1-cocyle. The embedding
SO(J,, Q) — GL(n, Q) induces a map

H'(Gal(@/Q), 80(Jn, Q) & H'(Gal(Q/Q), GL(n,Q)).
The latter is trivial by Hilbert’s Theorem 90 (see Lemma 2.2 in [ D).
Thus there exists S € GL(n, Q) such that for all o € Gal(Q/Q) we have
#(€)(0) = S~ o (S). The associated symmetric matrix is'® S=T J, S7L.
Here is the way to determine the matrix S (it comes from an examination
of the proof of Hilbert’s Theorem 90). Since £ € lim H!(Gal(K/Q),S0(J,, K)),

16The convention is SO(J,, Q) = {M € SL(n, Q) | MT J, M = J,,}.
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where K runs through all finite extensions of @), there exists such a K with
¢ € HY(Gal(K/Q),S0(J,, K)). Define

f:K"—> K" o Z &(o)o(x).
ceGal(K/Q)
Pick vy,...,v, € K™ such that (f(v1),..., f(vn)) is a basis of K™. Then
S = (f(vr)|--| flvn)) ™"

Quadratic forms over Q are classified up to equivalence by global and
local invariants. The main reference for this subject is Serre’s book [ ]-
If g(x) =5 aix? is a non-degenerate quadratic form over Q and p is a prime
number, define its Hasse invariant in Q, as

&p(q) = Q)(ai,a5)q, € Br(Qy).
1<j
The Hass-Minkowski Theorem (Theorem 9 in | ]) now states that two
quadratic forms over @ are equivalent if and only if they have the same
discriminant, the same signature and the same Hasse invariant in Q,, for all
primes p.

We can compute the invariants of J,,. Its discriminant is a square. Its
signature is (k + 1,k) if n = 1[4] and (k,k + 1) if n = 3[4]. Using the fact
that

Ela L q) =Ep(a) ®&(d) ® (disc(q), disc(q'))q,
for all primes p, we can show that £,(J,) = 1 for p # 2 and that &(J,) =1
if n = £1[8] and &(J,) = (—1,—1)q, if n = £3[8].

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q)) be a 1-cocycle such that
£(o) = Int(P~E T o(P)) for all o with a,b € N. Letn = 2k +1 > 3 be
odd and ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SO(J,,Q)) be a 1-cocycle T,-compatible with
& Then
) SO(Jn,Q) ifn==+1[g]

SOUR)(Q) = { S0(Q,Q) if n = +3[8]
where Q € SL(n, Q) is a symmetric matriz of signature equal to the signature
of Jn and of Hasse invariant £,(Q) = (a,b)q, ® (—1,—1)q, for all primes
p.

Proof. Using
Aut(S0(J,, Q) ~ SO(J,,, Q) = PSL(n, Q)

we consider o€ as 1-cocycle with value in Aut(SL,,(Q)) which is 7,,-compatible
with &. Proposition 2.6 implies that for all o the automorphism

i(¢(0)) = Int( (P~ T o (P))).

Let TZ’b be a lift of T%® to SLy(Q). Then ¢(0) = 7,(P~* TZ’ba(P)) for all
o € Gal(Q/Q). Up to conjugation, we can assume that P = Iy.
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Let K = Q(v/a, vb). Then ¢ € H(Gal(K/Q),SO(J,,, K)). We define

f:K"— K" = Z TZ’ba(:E).

ceGal(K/Q)
If K is a degree 2 extension of Q let 0 € Gal(K/Q) be the non-trivial
element. If K is a degree 4 extension of Q, let ¢ € Gal(K/Q) be such
that o(y/a) = —y/a and o(v/b) = Vb and let 7 € Gal(K/Q) be such that
7(v/a) = v/a and 7(v/b) = —v/b. We note (ey, ..., e,) the canonical basis of
K™

Suppose n = 1[4]. If K = Q then the symmetric matrix associated to ¢
is Jp,.

We suppose that K is a degree 2 extension of Q. If a or b is a square,
then (a,b)q = 1 and up to change of basis we can assume both of them is
a square. This has been treated in the previous case. Suppose that a and b
are not squares. We have

1
f: K" — K", :EI—>:L'—|-< ot >a($).
1

We then define for all 1 <14 < %

€21+ €25-2i+3 €24 — €2k _2i42
V2i—1 = y Vor = —
2 2
_ Vaeg ++/aegp 212 _ Vaegi1 — yaeg_2i43
V2k—2i4+2 = 9 y U2k—2i+3 = 5
and vg 1 = e’“2+1. Denote
1 Vva
1 Va
ST = (f(v1), ., fn)) = 1
-1 Va
1 —Va
The symmetric matrix associated to ¢ is S™' J,, S™! =
2(n—1)!
2(n — 2)!
klk!
—2a(n — 2)!
—2a(n —1)!

which has for Hasse invariant for any prime p

n—1 n—1

(-1L-Dg @ & (a,—jln— g, = (-1,-1)gF @ (a,(-1)"T)q,
j=1,3,...k—1
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since [[,_1 3 x_1J(n—J) is a square as can be shown by induction. Thus if
n = 1[8] then S~ J,, S™! is equivalent to J,,. If n = —3[8] then S~' J, S7*
has for Hasse invariant (-1, —1)q, ® (a,a)q, for all primes p.

We suppose that K is a degree 4 extension of . Then f: K" — K"

T+ (1 -t 1>T(Z’)+ <1 o 1>J(az) + <1 T 1)0(7(:5)).

Foralllgiggwelet

Vaesi—q Vbes;
M

Vo; =
2 ! 2
Vab €2k—2i+3

V2k—2i+2 = _Te2k—2i+27 V2k—2i+3 = 2

V2i—1 =

and v = e’“f. Denote

Vva 1
Vb Vab

S7L = (f(vr), . f(vn)) = o

Y . . a
—Ja 1

The symmetric matrix associated to ¢ is S™' J,S™! =

—2a(n —1)!
—2b(n — 2)!
k'k!
2ab(n — 2)!
2(n —1)!
which has Hasse invariant
n-l . . n-l n—1
(_17 _1)Qi ® ® (a7 b](n - j))Qp = (_17 _1)Qi ® (CL, b 4 )Qp‘

=1,3,...k—1

Thus if n = 1[8], S~" J, S™! is equivalent to J,. If n = —3[8], S~' J,S7!
has for Hasse invariant (-1, —1)q, ® (a,b)q, for all primes p.
Suppose n = 3[4]. If K = Q, the symmetric matrix associated to ¢ is J,,.
We suppose that K is a degree 2 extension of Q. If a or b is a square
then (a,b)qg = 1 and up to change of basis we can assume both of them are
squares. This has been treated in the previous case. Assume none of them
is a square. We have

1
f: K" — K", :17»—>:17—|—< Tt >0(:17).
1
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We then define for all 1 <7 < %

V2i—1 = €2i—1, V2; = €24,

V2k—2i+2 = \/5€2k—2z‘+2, V2k—2i+3 = _\/a€2k—2i+3
and vk = % Denote
! Va
1 Va
S™h=(f(v1), s fvn)) = Va
1 Ja
1 ~va
The symmetric matrix associated to ¢ is S™' J, S7! =
2(n —1)!
2(n —2)!
—ak!k!
—2a(n — 2)!
—2a(n —1)!
which has Hasse invariant
ntl . . ntl n—3
(_17_1)Q; ®(a7 _ZG)Qp® ® (CL, _J(n_j))Qp = (_17_1)Qi ®(a7 (_1) 4 a)Qp
j:1737"'7k

for all primes p since 2]_[]-:1737”'7,6(7'(71 — j) is a square as can be shown by
induction. Thus if n = —1[8] then S~ J,, S~1 is equivalent to J,,. If n = 3[§]
then S~ ' J,, S™! has Hasse invariant (—1, —1)q, ® (a,a)q,-

We suppose that K is a degree 4 extension of . Then f: K" — K"

T T+ <_1 L _1>T(:E) + <_1 Lt _1>0(:17) + <1 Lt 1>U(T(x)).

We then define for all 1 < i < %

- Vbegi—1 €94

V2i—1 = B y V24 = DR
_ Vaea_2i42 _ Vabegg_2i13
Vok—2i42 = — 5 » V2k—2i+3 = —5

2 2
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and vy = %. Denote

Vb Vab

L= (f(v1), . F(vn)) =  Va

L o
Vb Vab

The symmetric matrix associated to ¢ is S™' J,, S7! =

—2b(n — 1)!
2(n — 2)!
—ak!k!
—2a(n — 2)!
2ab(n — 1)!
which has Hasse invariant
ntl ) . ntl n+1
(—L-1)g! ®(a,2)q,® Q) (abjin—j)g, =(-1,—-1)g! @(a,b"+ )q,
J=1,3,...k
for all primes p. Thus if n = —1[8], S™' J,S™! is equivalent to J,. If
n =3[8], S™" J, S7! has for Hasse invariant (—1,—1)q, ® (a,b)q, - O

Proposition 3.4. Let I be a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R) and n =
2k +1 > 3. Suppose I' is commensurable with the norm 1 elements of an
order of a quaternion algebra (a,b)q.

If n = £1[8], then 7,(T") lies in a subgroup of SO(J,,R) commensurable
with a conjugate of SO(J,,7Z).

If n = +£3[8], then 7,(') lies in a subgroup of SO(J,,R) commensu-
rable with a conjugate of SO(Q,Z) for Q € SL(n,Q) a symmetric matrix
of signature equal to the signature of J, and of Hasse invariant £,(Q) =
(a,b)q, ® (—1,—1)q, for every prime p.

Further more these are the only Q-arithmetic subgroups of SO(J,,R) that
contain 1,(I') up to commensurability.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 5.2. in Milne | | Q-arithmetic subgroups

of (SLy(Q) have image under 7, which lies in a Q-arithmetic subgroup of

g;SO(Jn,Q) with ¢ a 1-cocycle 7,-compatible with £. Lemma 3.3 shows in

which Q-arithmetic subgroup 7,,(I") lie in. They are all arithmetic subgroups
of SO(J,,R).

The converse is proven the same way as in the proof of Proposition A.1.

O
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3.3. R/Q-forms of Go. We now give the corresponding result for G.

Definition 3.5. An octonion algebra over a field F' of characteristic not
equal to 2 is a unital but non associative algebra of dimension 8 over F' such
that there exists a nondegenerate quadratic form N on the algebra staisfying
N(zy) = N(z)N(y) for all z,y. We say that the octonion algebra is split if
N is isotropic.

Definition 3.6. Let R be a ring. Let us denote x : R” x R” — R”

) Y1 6(z1y4 — ay1) — 4(22y3 — T3Y2)
T2 Y2 24(w1y5 — w591) — 6(T2ys — T4Y2)
x3 Y3 60(r1y6 — w6y1) — 6(r3y4 — T4Y3)
wa |, | ya | = | 120(z1y7 — 2791) + 20(22Y6 — T6y2) — 8(23Y5 — T5Y3)
x5 Y5 60(r2yr — 7y2) — 6(T4y5 — T5Y4)
T6 Y6 24(w3y7 — w7Y3) — 6(T4y6 — T6Y4)
x7 Y7 6(zayr — w7ys) — 4(25Y6 — T6Y5)

Define Go(R) = {M € SO(J7, R)|M(z x y) = Mz x My, Vz,y € R"}.

It appears that Go(RR) is a Lie group isomorphic to the connected cen-
terless real split form of type Gso. To prove this we should prove that
G2(R) is the automorphism group of the unique split octonion algebra over
R (see Theorem 1.8.1 in Springer and Veldkamp’s book | ). Denote
O =R & R”. We define the product on O by

(t,v)(s,w) = (ts — v Jrw, tw + sv +v x w)

for all t,s € R and v,w € R’. With this product, O has a structure of a
unital algebra over R. Denote N : O — R

N(t,v)=t>+v' Jrv.
This is a nondegenerate quadratic form on O. We can check that
v Jr(v x w) =0

and
(v xw)" Jr(v xw) = (v J7v)(w' Jrw) — (v Jrw)?

for all v,w € R”. Those two properties together imply that N(zy) =
N(xz)N(y). Since N is isotropic, O is isomorphic to the unique split oc-
tonion algebra over R.

Let us show that Go(R) ~ Aut(O) to conclude that Go(R) is a Lie group
of type Ga. Pick g € G2(R) and define its action on O by g.(t,v) = (t, g.v)
for all (¢,v) € O. Then for all z,y € O g(xy) = g(x)g(y). Thus g defines an
automorphism of O. Suppose ¢ € Aut(O). Then ¢(1,0) = (1,0) and thus ¢
fixes R @ {0}. Since

N(t,v) = (t,v)(t,—v)
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N(¢(z)) = N(z) for all x € O. This implies that ¢ has to preserve the
orthogonal of R@ {0} for N, i.e. ¢ preserves R”. For any v,w € R” we have

¢(07 U)¢(07 w) = ¢((07 U)(()? w))
= (0, $r7(v))(0, dr7 (w)) = $(—v" Jrw, v x w)

= (—r7(v) " J7 Prr(w), prr (V) X PR (w)) = (0" Jrw, Prr (v X w))

which imply that ¢r7 € G2(R).

Remark 3.7. We can show that 77(PSL(2,R)) < G2(R) by checking it
only for PSL(2,Z), since the latter is Zariski-dense in PSL(2, R).

Denote Og the unique octonion algebra over Q (see §1.10 in | D-

Since Aut(G2(Q)) ~ G2(Q) (see Theorem 2.8 in | D
H'(Gal(Q/Q), Aut(G2(Q))) ~ H'(Gal(Q/Q), G2(Q)))
~ H(Cal(Q/Q), Aut(Og))-

The latter has only two elements for there is only two octonions algebras
over Q, as stated in §1.10 of | ]. Since there is two connected centerless
simple real Lie groups of type Gg, the split one and the compact one, it
implies that G, has only one R/Q-form which is itself.

Remark 3.8. Since Gg has only one R/Q-form, all its Q-arithmetic sub-
groups are commensurable up to conjugation. In particular, all its non-
uniform lattices are commensurable up to conjugation (see Corollary 5.3.2

in [ D).
Proposition 3.9. Let T be a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R). Then 17(T")
lies in a subgroup of Ga(R) commensurable with a conjugate of Go(Z).

Furthermore this is the only Q-arithmetic subgroups of Ga(R) that con-
tain (') up to commensurability.

Proof. Suppose T is the Z-points of a Q-form of SLs(RR) associated to the
1-cocycle &. Thanks to Proposition 2.6, there is only one 1-cocycle

¢: Gal(Q/Q) — G2(Q)
which is 77-compatible with . We have .G2(Q) ~ G2(Q). Furthermore
() < Go(Z).
The converse is proven the same way as in the proof of A.1. O

4. GENERALITIES ON BENDING

Let T be a cocompact Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(2,R). Propositions
A.1 and A.2 tell us that there exists a Q-arithmetic subgroup of SL(n,R)
A such that 7,(I') < A. This implies that 7,(I'/{x12}) < A when n is
odd and 7,(I'/{£1I2}) < A/{£1,} when n is even. There exists a finite-
index subgroup of I'/{£ Io} which is torsion free and hence a surface group.
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Thus 7, induces a representation of a surface group into an arithmetic sub-
group of PSL(n,R) which, by definition, is a Hitchin representation. The
image of this representation is not Zariski-dense in PSL(n,R) since it lies
in 7,,(PSL(2,R)). We will deform it so that it becomes Zariski-dense. The
technique used is called bending, as introduced by Johnson and Millson

[JMSG6].

Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus at least 2 and v be a simple
closed curve on S. We say that v is separating if the complement of its
image has two connected components, otherwise it is non-separating. Let j :
m1(S) — PSL(2,R) be a discrete and faithful representation. Let p = 7, 0 j.
Choose B € PSL(n,R) which commutes with p([y]).

Suppose 7 is separating and denote by C' and D the two connected com-
ponents of the complement of its image. Van Kampen’s theorem tells us
that the fundamental group of S is an amalgamated product:

7T1(S) = 7T1(C) *M 7T1(D)
Denote by
p':m(C) = PSL(n,R) g — p(g)
p? (D) — PSL(n,R) g — Bp(g) B~}
Together they induce a new representation
PB : 7T1(S) — PSL(n,]R)

Suppose v is non-separating and denote by C' the complement of its image.
Then the fundamental group of S is an HNN-extension of the fundamental
group of C. More precisely let T' be a tubular neighborhood of the image
of v in S. The curve  separates T into two connected components which
we denote by 77 and T5. Denote by i : 77 — C the inclusion. Pick p; € T,
pe € Ty and 7 : [0;1] — S a path from p; to py that does not intersect ~.
Let

¢ 1 (Ta,p2) = m(T1,p1), Y]+ [0 oyon
Suppose m1(C,p1) = (g1, .-, gk). Then
T1(S) = (g1, s 05 | 10(0(9)) = 57 Yiu(g)s Vg € ma(T1, p1)).

Denote by

p' 7 (C,p1) — PSL(n,R), g — p(g)

P2 (s) = PSL(n,R), s* — (Bp(s))*
Together they induce a representation

pB : m1(S) = PSL(n,R)

since elements of i, (71 (71, p1)) are actually powers of ~.
We call pg the bending of p using B.

Lemma 4.1. Let By, By € PSL(n,R) which commute to p([y]). The repre-
sentations pp, and pp, are conjugate if and only if Bo = Bj.
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Proof. Suppose that there exists P € PSL(n, R) such that P pg, P~ = pg,.
Then
P o) P = pimio)
and since j(m1(C)) is Zariski-dense in PSL(2, R), P commutes with all matri-
ces in 7, (PSL(2,R)). The latter is an absolutely irreducible group!”, see for
example Theorem 2.5 in [ ]. Thus Schur’s lemma implies that P = 1I,,.
Suppose 7 is separating. Then

Bo pjmy () Bo " = B1 pjry(0) BT
From this we deduce that Bl_1 Bo = L, by the same argument as above.

Suppose 7 is non-separating. Then Bgp(s) = Bjp(s) which shows that
By = B;. (]

Lemma 4.2. The group pp(m1(S)) lies in a conjugate of 7,(PSL(2,R)) if
and only if B € 7,(PGL(2,R)).

Proof. Suppose pp(m1(9)) lies in P 7,,(PSL(2,R)) P~ for some P € PSL(n, R).
The group pp(m1(C)) is Zariski-dense in 7,(PSL(2,R)), since j(71(C)) is
Zariski-dense in PSL(2,R). Hence the equality

7.(PSL(2,R)) = P7,(PSL(2,R)) P! .

Thus Int(P) induces an automorphism of 7,(PSL(2,R)). We deduce that
there exists X € PGL(2, R) such that 7,,(X) P~ commutes with all elements
of 7,(PSL(2,R)) which is an absolutely irreducible subgroup of PSL(n, R).
Schur’s lemma implies that P = 7,,(X). Consequently pg(m1(S)) lies in
To(PSL(2,R)).

Suppose now v is separating. Then pg(m1(D)) = B p(n1(D))B™! lies in
B7,(PSL(2,R)) B~! which is thus equal to 7,(PSL(2,R)). By the above
argument we get that B € 7,(PGL(2,R)). Suppose 7 is non-separating,
then B p(s) € 7,(PSL(2,R)) so B € 7,,(PSL(2, R)). O

Lemma 4.3. The group pp preserves a bilinear form represented by a matriz
J € PGL(n,R) if and only if J, = B" J, B in PGL(n,R) and in that case
J=1J,.

Proof. Suppose pp preserves J. Then for all s € 71(C)
I, =p(s)"L I T, p(s)
so J71J, commutes with p(71(C)), and so with 7,(PSL(2,R)). The latter
is absolutely irreducible, so Schur’s lemma implies that J is a scalar multiple
of J,,. Finally pp preserves J,,.
Suppose 7 is separating. For all s € 71(D) we have
(Bp(s)B™H)T Jn(Bp(s) B™) = J,

— p(s) BT J,Bp(s)=B"J,B

17A subgroup G < PGL(n,R) is said absolutely irreducible if G < PGL(n,C) is
irreducible.
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so p(m (D)) preserves J,, and BT J,, B which thus must be equal in PGL(n, R)
by the same argument as above. Suppose  is non-separating. Then

Bps) " J.(Bp(s) =J, = B'J,B=1J,.
0

Lemma 4.4. The group pp(m1(95)) lies in a conjugate of Ga(R) if and only
if Be Ga(R).

Proof. Suppose pp(m1(S)) C P Go(R)P~! for some P € PSL(n,R). Then
p(m1(C)) lies in P Go(R) P! and so does 77(PSL(2,R)). Thus

P17 (PSL(2,R)) P

is a Lie subgroup of G2(R). Denote by h = di,77(sl2(R)) and go the Lie
algebra of Go(RR). The algebra b is a principal sly-subalgebra of gy in the
sense of Kostant §5 | ] since it acts irreducibly'® on R”. There exists
g € Ga(R) such that

P lhP =ghg!

since all autormorphisms of g are inner, as can be seen in Giindogan | ].
We can deduce that X — P gX (P ¢g)~! induces an inner autormorphism of b.
There exists M € PSL(2, R) such that for all X € h we have gP X(gP)~! =
77(M) X 77(M)~! which implies that 77(M)~'g P commutes with all elements
of h. We conclude that g~'7(My7) = P since b acts absolutely irreducibly on
R” and P € G3(R). We have shown that pg(7m1(S)) € Go(R). Suppose
is separating. Then B p(71(D)) B~ € Go(R) and its Zariski closure, which
is B77(PSL(2,R)) B}, is also in Go(R). By the same argument as above,
we show that B € Go(R). If 7 is non-separating, then B p(s) € Ga(R) so
B € G2(R). O

5. CONSTRUCTION OF ZARISKI DENSE SURFACE GROUPS

Let O! be a torsion-free Q-arithmetic cocompact lattice of SL(2,R). As
shown in Section 2, the irreducible embedding 7,, provides a representation
of O! that lies in the Hitchin component of the surface H?/O! with image in
a lattice A. We will bend this representation along a specific simple closed
curve using a matrix in A so that the image of the new representation will
be Zariski-dense.

5.1. The simple closed curve used to bend. Let A be a quaternion
division algebra over Q that splits over R. Up to isomorphism, it is of the
form (a,b)q with a,b € IN not squares. Denote {1,1, j,ij} a basis of A such

18\e can show that a sly-subalgebra that acts irreducibly on R’ is principal by using

Theorem 5.3 in | ] and using the Hasse diagram of the representation of Gz(RR) for
the fundamental weight associated to the short root (see for example Figure 1 in | D
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that 2 = a, j2 = b and ij = —ji. We embed A in My(Q) using the map
defined by
(4)

o3 (F ) (5 ) e ()

Thus SL(1, A) corresponds to the obtained matrices which have determinant
1.
Let O be the order Z[1,1i, 7, k]. Then

xo + vaxy Vbxos 4+ Vabxs
L(1,0) ~ €7, Det =1V,
SL(1,0) {(\/5:172 —Vabrs o — ar > @i € et }

Diagonal elements of this group are in bijective correspondence with the

solutions of the Pell equation :173 — a:n% = 1 and are thus infinite in number
by Dirichlet Unit’s Theorem (see Theorem 0.4.2. in | D-

Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus at least 2 and suppose there
exists a faithful representation j : m1(S) — PSL(1,O) = SL(1, O) /{£ I2}.

Lemma 5.1. There exists a simple closed curve on S which image under j
is diagonal for the canonical basis.

Proof. First of all, there exists diagonal elements in j(m1(S)) because it is
a finite index subgroup of PSL(1, ). Diagonal elements in j(w(S)) form
a cyclic group. Let D be a generator and denote by = the closed curve it
represents. Then v is simple if and only if its lifts to H? are disjoints from
each other. We identify
~ Lo ify#0
2 _ 2 ) gy WY
O = P(RY) = R, [o:y]— { oo otherwise.

The curve v has a lift a which is the geodesic joining 0 to oo since D is
diagonal. To check if ~ is simple we only need to check that the images of

this lift under j(7(95)) are either a or do not intersect a. Let

_ xo + Vaxy Vbry + Vabxs
9= \Vowy — Vabzs 0 — Vax:
be an element of j(m(S)) which is not diagonal. The image of o under g
is the geodesic joining ¢(0) to g(co). Note that neither of those can be 0 or

oo since j(m1(S)) is a discrete subgroup. We need to prove that the product
g(0)g(00) is positive; computation gives

(zo + vaz1)(Vbxs + Vabas)
(Vbzy — Vabzs)(zo — v/axy)
& (23 — ax?)(bas — abr3) > 0

& (22 —az?)(xd —az? —1) >0

>0

9(0)g(o0) =

because Det(g) = 1, and the latter is positive because the product of two
consecutive integers is always positive or null. O
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From now on, we denote by « the simple closed curve on .S whose image
under j is diagonal. For every n > 3 7,(j(v)) is diagonal. Our bending
construction requires to find matrices that commute with 7,,(j(7y)), i.e. which
are diagonal, this is the goal of next part.

5.2. Computation of the centralizer in A. Since the algebraic group
defined by H(K) = SL(1,A ®q K), for every field extension K of Q, is
a Q/Q form of SLy, we can calculate the associated 1-cocycle using the
embedding described in (4). Direct computations show that the 1-cocycle
associated to H is

€: Gal(Q/Q) — PSL(2,Q), o — Int(T%").
Lemma 2.3 tells us that all continuous 1-cocycles 7 : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL2(Q))
such that , SLo(R) ~ SL(2, R) are equivalent to £. Denote by ( : Gal(Q/Q) —

Aut(SL,(Q)) a 1-cocycle 7,-compatible with &.
Let

w1 )
(5) ) sz'zl
W, ;
be a diagonal matrix.

Lemma 5.2. If ( is inner, the diagonal elements ofCSLn(Q) are of the form
(5) with w; € Q(vVa) and o(w;) = wp—iy1 for all i with o € Gal(Q(v/a)/Q)

non-trivial.
If ¢ is not inner let Q(v/d) be the associated extension of Q.
i) If va € Q(v/d) then the diagonal elements of (SLn(Q) are of the form
(5) with w; € Q(v/a) and wio(w;) =1 for all i with o € Gal(Q(\/a)/Q)

non-trivial.
i) If \Ja ¢ Q(Vd) then the diagonal elements of CSLn(Q) are of the

form (5) with w; € Q(v/a,Vd), o(w;) = wp_i11 for all i with o €
Cal(Q(v/a, Vd)/Q(Vd)) non-trivial and w;T(w,—iy1) = 1 for all i with
7 € Gal(Q(ya, Vd)/Q(v/a)) non-trivial.

Proof. Since ( is 7,-compatible with £, Proposition 2.6 describes { explic-
itly'?.

First suppose ¢ is inner. We are looking for diagonal matrices D €
SL(n, Q) such that {(#) o §(D) =D for all § € Gal(Q/Q), i.e.

72(Tg)0(D)7,(Tg) "t =D.

If 6 fixes \/a the previous equation tells us that D has coefficients in
Q(v/a). If 6 doesn’t fix y/a then the equation tells us that 6(w,_;11) = w;
for all 7. Hence the result.

19Note that in the notations of Proposition 2.6, P = Iy because of the definition of £.
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Suppose now that ¢ is not inner. We are looking for diagonal matrices
D € SL(n, Q) such that {(#) o (D) =D for all § € Gal(Q/Q), i.e.

Tn(Tg)H(D)Tn(Tg)_l =D
whenever 6 fixes v/d and
Tu(Te) J-10(D) 1 J, 7,(Ty) " =D

whenever 6 doesn’t fix Vd.
Suppose that \/a € Q(\/E) The first equation tells us that D has coef-
ficients in Q(y/a) and the second that w;0(w;) = 1 for § € Gal(Q(v/a)/Q)

non-trivial.

We assume that \/a ¢ Q(v/d). If @ fixes v/d then we conclude as in the
previous case that D has coefficients in Q(v/a,v/d). If § doesn’t fix v/d
and doesn’t fix \/a then the equation we get is 6(w,_;11)~! = w; for all i.
The case where 0 fixes \/a but not V/d can be deduced from the previous
equation. Hence the result. O

5.3. Arithmetic properties of the trace. Let II be a subgroup of GL(n, R).
Definition 5.3. Denote by

TH(TT) = {Te(y) ]y € TI}.
If p: I — GL(n, R) is a representations we denote by Tr(p) = Tr(p(II)).

In order to prove that two representations p; and ps of a surface group
are not in the same orbit under the Mapping Class Group it suffices to show
that Tr(p1) # Tr(p2). This is how we will prove in the next part that there
is infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin representations in a given
lattice. For this we will study the arithmetic properties of Tr(II), where
II is a thin subgroup of a lattice, using the Strong-approximation Theorem
which we now recall.

Let G be an algebraic subgroup of GL,, over Q. Denote by I the ideal of
Q[X11, X192, ..., Xpn, Det 1] of polynomials vanishing on G and by

Iy =I1NZ[X11, X12, ..., Xpn, Det71].

Let p be a prime. We define an algebraic group over the finite field with p
elements IF), by

G, (K) = Hom(F,[X11, X12, ..., Xpn, Det ']/ 1o, K).

Definition 5.4. The algebraic group G,, is called the reduction of G modulo
p.
The latter depends on the embedding of G into GL,,. In fact, the algebraic

group G, is canonically defined for almost all?® primes p. See Section 3.3 in
[ ] for more details.

20«almost all” means “all except finitely many”.
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Let G be a connected?' semisimple Q-algebraic group. We say that G is
simply connected if for any connected Q-algebraic group H and any surjective
morphism f : G — H of Q-algebraic groups with finite kernel, f is an

isomorphism. We say that G is absolutely almost simple if G(Q) is not
commutative and has no non-trivial connected normal subgroup.

Theorem 5.5 (Strong-approximation, see | D). Let G be a connected
simply-connected absolutely almost simple algebraic group defined over Q.
Let 11 be a Zariski-dense finitely generated subgroup of G(Q). Then for
almost all primes p the reduction modulo p of 11 equals Qp(IFp).

Let n > 2. Denote by SU(I,,F,) = {M € SL(n,F.)[g(M)"M =
I,} with @ € Gal(F,2/IF,) non-trivial. Let d € IN be not a square and
o € Gal(Q(vd)/Q) non-trivial. For p sufficiently large, the reduction of
SU(I,,, 0; Q(+/d)) modulo p has for F,-points

SU(ILy, 05 Q(Vd)) (Fy) =

{ SL,(IFp) if d is a square modulo p
P

SU(I,,F,) if dis not a square modulo p.

To see this, identify Q(v/d) with Q[X]/(X2—d). Then elements of SU(I,,, o; Q(v/d))
are matrices M with coefficients in Q[X]/(X? —d) that satisfy

oM TM =1,
where 0 is the Q-linear map that sends X to — X. Note that

F, x IF, if dis a square modulo
21~ P P q p
Fp[X]/ (X" ~d) = { IF 2 if d is not a square modulo p.

P
In the first case, 0 induces the map
F,xF, =T, xI,
(z,y) = (y,2).
Hence the reduction of SU(I,, 0; Q(v/d)) is
{(M,N) € SLn(Fy) x SLn(Fp) | M, N)(NT,M") = (I, 1)} = SLy(F))

by projection onto the first coordinate.
In the second case, 0 induces the non-trivial field automorphism of It 2.
Thus the group we get is SU(I,,, ).

Lemma 5.6. For any prime p and n > 2 Tr(SL(n,F,)) = F,.
Proof. Let a € IF,. The matrix

(50)

21in the Zariski topology
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is in SL(2,TF,) and has trace equal to a. The result follows for any n > 2
since we can embedd SL(2,F,) in SL(n, F,) using

M»—><M >
In—2

Lemma 5.7. For any prime p and n > 3 Tr(SU(I,,F,)) =TF

p2.

Proof. We can embed SU(I3,F,) in SU(I,,,F,) for any n > 3 using

M»—><M >
In—2

Hence it suffices to prove the result for n = 3. Let a € IF2. Since the map
N:TFp —Fp, x— 20(x)

is surjective®®, there exists b € IF2 such that N(b) = —a — 7(a). Let

a b 1

M= |a®b) -1 0

1 0 0

Then Det(M) = 1 and (M) " JM = J where
00 1

J=1(0 10

100

Thus a conjugate of M lies in SU(I3, I},). Since Tr(M) = a—1, Tr(SU(I3,F))) =
O

Fp.

Let n > 3and A € SU(I,,, 0; Z[vd]). Then Tr(A) € Z[v/d]. The reduction
of A modulo p can be described in the following way. Identify Z[v/d] =
Z[X]/(X? —d). Then A becomes a matrix whose entries are equivalence
classes of polynomials. Since

ZX])x2 —d) fpy = ZX(p) [ x2 — q) = FeXV(X2 —a),
the entries of the reduction of A modulo p are elements of

{ F, x I, ifdis a square modulo p

Fpe if d is not a square modulo p.

If d is a square modulo p we consider the trace of the reduction of A to be
an element of I, using the projection on the first coordinate.

22pick an element that generates the cyclic group F:z. It maps under N to a generator
of F\.
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Proposition 5.8. Let n > 3 and II be a subgroup of SU(L,,, o; Z[v/d]) which
is Zariski-dense in SL(n,R). Then the reduction of Tr(Il) C Z[V/d] is equal
to

I, ifd is a square modulo p

F,2 if d is not a square modulo p

for almost all primes p.

Proof. By Strong-approximation (Theorem 5.5), for almost all primes p, the
reduction of IT is equal to SL(n, F,) or to SU(I,, o; Z[v/d]) depending on p.
Lemma 5.6 and 5.7 prove the result. O

Let n be even. Let A be a quaternion algebra over Q, ~ its conjugation
and O an order of A. For p sufficiently large, the reduction of SU(I%,_ ®

o; A®q Q(VA)) is

SL(n,F,) if d is a square modulo p
SU(I,,IF,) if dis not a square modulo p.

Proposition 5.9. Let n be even and 11 be a subgroup of SU(I%,_®0’; 0O ®z

Z[Vd)) which is Zariski-dense in SL(n,R). Then the reduction of Tr(Il) C
Z[V/d) is equal to

{ I, ifdis a square modulo p

2 ifd is not a square modulo p
for almost all primes p.

Proof. The proof is the same as Proposition 5.8. O

Denote by Sp(n,F,) = {M € SL(n,F,)|M" JM = J} where J is a block-
diagonal matrix with n block on the diagonal all equal to

(o)

For p sufficiently large, the reduction of SU(I% , 73 A) has for IF,,-points Sp(n, IF)).
To see this, recall that elements of

SU(Iz,:4) = {M € SL(Z,4) |[M' M =1Ia}.

If we embed A in My(C) using A — A ®q C ~ My(C) then the conjugation
on A agrees with

0 1 0 -1
My (C) — My(C), X <_1 o> X' <1 0 > .
Hence the equation defining SU(I%,_; A) becomes MTJM=J.

Lemma 5.10. For any prime p and n > 2 even Tr(Sp(n,F,)) =F,.
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Proof. The proof follows from Lemma 5.6 and from the embedding of SL(2, )

in Sp(n,F,) using
< - >'
In 2

Proposition 5.11. Let n > 2 be even and II be a subgroup of SU(I%,_; 0)
which is Zariski-dense in Sp(n,R). Then the reduction of Tr(Il) C Z modulo
p is equal to I, for almost all primes p.

O

Proof. By the Strong-approximation Theorem, for almost all primes the
reduction of II is equal to Sp(n,F),). Lemma 5.10 proves that the reduction
of Tr(II) is all of IF}, for almost all primes O

Let n > 4 and p # 2 be prime. Denote by
SO(I,,F,) = {M € SL(n,F,)|M" M =1,}

and by Q(I,,IF,) the commutator subgroup of SO(I,,, F,). Suppose n is odd
and let Q € SL(n,Q) be a symmetric matrix. For p sufficiently large, the
reduction of SO(Q, Q) modulo p has for F,-points SO(I,,IF)).

Lemma 5.12. For any prime p # 2 and n > 4 Tr(Q(L,,F,)) = TF,.
Proof. We can embed Q(Iy, F},) in Q(I,,, F,) using

M»—><M )
In—4

Hence is suffices to prove the result for n = 4. Pick a € IF;. Let

0 0 —a a
0 0 1 0
M=17 4 0 0
al 0 0 0

We can check that Det(M) = 1 and that M" JM = J where

0 001

0 010

= 0100

1 0 00
Since Det(J) = 1, J is congruent to I5. It follows that a conjugate of M lies
in SO(I4,F,). As we can see in | | paragraph 5 chapter 3, Q(I4,IF)) is
of index 2 in SO(I4,Fp). Hence a conjugate of M? lies in Q(I4,TF,). Since
Tr(M?) = —2a + 4 and Tr(Iy) = 4, Tr(Q(14,F,)) = T, O

Proposition 5.13. Letn > 5 be odd and Q € SL(n, Q) a symmetric matriz.

Let 11 be a subgroup of SO(Q,Z) which is Zariski-dense in SO(Q,R). Then
the reduction of Tr(II) C Z modulo p is equal to I, for almost all primes p.
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Proof. Since the algebraic group defined by G(K) = SO(Q, K) is not simply-
connected, we cannot apply Theorem 5.5. Nevertheless Theorem 5.1 in Nori
[ | shows that for almost all primes p, the reduction of IT modulo p
contains Q(I,,,F,)?. Lemma 5.12 proves that the reduction of Tr(II) is
equal to I, for almost all primes p. O

5.4. Certifying the Zariski-density of the bending. We can now prove
Theorems A.1 and A.4. Let A be a quaternion division algebra over Q
with basis {1,4,4,k} (i.e. i = a and j2 = b) that splits over R and O =
Z[1,i,5,k]. We embed O in My(Q) using the map defined in (4). Then
Ol is commensurable with ¢SLa(Z) for € : Gal(Q/Q) — PSL(2,Q) a 1-
cocycle. Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus at least 2 and suppose
there exists a faithful representation j : m(S) — PSL(1, ). Denote by ~
the simple closed curve on S which image under j is diagonal, as provided
by Lemma 5.1. Let p = 7, 0 j. Denote ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(SL,(Q)) a
1-cocycle 7,-compatible with & (see Definition 2.4).

We bend p along the curve 7 (see Section 4 for the description of bend-
ing). When it’s possible, we exhibit a diagonal matrix B with positive
coefficients which is in -SL,(Z) so that pg(m1(5)) C P(;SLn(Z)) but such
that pp(m(S)) is Zariski dense in PSL(n,R). Since B has positive coeffi-
cients, there is a continuous path from I, to B inside the centralizer of ~
and thus there is a continuous path from p to pg which guarantess that pp
is a Hitchin representation. We can thus use the classification of the Zariski
density of Hitchin representations.

Theorem 5.14 (Guichard [Gui], see also Sambarino | D). Let p :
71(S) — PSL(n,R) be a Hitchin representation®*. Then the Zariski clo-
sure of p is either PSL(n,R) or conjugated to one of the following:

7,(PGL(2,R)) N PSL(n, R)

e PSp(2k,R) if n =2k for all k > 1,
e SO(Iyy16,R) ifn=2k+1 forallk > 1,
e Gy(R) ifn=".

We could also use a weaker version of this theorem. Since our representa-
tions are constructed via bending, it is easy to see that their Zariski-closures
contain a principal SLa(RR). The classification of their Zariski-closures then
follows from a paper by Dynkin (see tables 13 and 14 in [ I, 1 ]
also gives a proof of this).

Since a is not a square, Z[/a]* ~ (+1) x (w), see Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem
(Theorem 0.4.2 in | |), where w is the fundamental unit of Z[/a]. Note
that wo(w) = £1.

23Indeed Remark 3.6 in [ ] shows that A(IF,)" is of index 2 in SO(I,, ;). Note
also that Q(L,,F;) is of index 2 in SO(I,,, ), as we can see in [ ] paragraph 5 chapter
3. Being the commutator subgroup, 2(I,,F,) is the only index 2 subgroup of SO(I,, F;).

24by which we mean a representation whose equivalence class is in the Hitchin compo-
nent of X(m1(S), PSL(n, R))



38 JACQUES AUDIBERT

Proof of Theorem A.1. Let n > 3 be odd and assume ( is not inner. Let
Q(\/E) be the quadratic extension of @Q associated to ¢ with d € IN. Propo-
sition 2.8 implies that CSLn(Z) is commensurable with a conjugate of the
group SU(I,, o, Z[\V/d]).

Suppose that /a € Q(\/E) To construct thin Hitchin representations
in CSLn(Z) we bend p using a diagonal matrix with positive coefficients
B € SL,(Z) which is not in SO(J,,, R). Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma 4.3
show that pp(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense in SL(n,R). By Lemma 5.2, diagonal
elements of -SL,(Z) are of the form

w1

.wn

with w; € Z[y/a] such that w;o(w;) = 1 with o € Gal(Q(+/a)/Q) non-trivial.
For instance, we can use the matrix
By = Diag(w?, 1,..., 1, w2, w™?).
The sequence of bendings (ppr ), gives infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin
Hitchins representations. Indeed, suppose that there are only finitely many
such orbits. By Theorem 5.5 and Proposition 5.8, there exists a finite set

of primes V such that for every prime p not in V and any B as above, the
reduction of Tr(pp) modulo p is equal to

{ I, if dis a square modulo p

I, if d is not a square modulo p.

There exists a polynomial P € Z[X] such that Tr(7,(A)) = P(Tr(A)). For
any prime p the polynomial P induces a map
F, - T, z— P(x)

and this map is not surjective for infinitely many primes (see Corollary 1.8
in [ ] for example). Pick a prime p ¢ V for which the map induced
by P is not surjective. Pick n € IN such that B" is not in SO(J,,R) but is
trivial modulo p, which exists since every element of a finite group has finite
order. Then modulo p, Tr(pg) = Tr(p) = P(Tr(j))[p] which is not I,,. This
is a contradiction. We have thus constructed infinitely many MCG-orbits of
thin Hitchin representations in SU(I,,, o; Z[v/d]) whenever \/a € Q(V/d).

Suppose v/a ¢ Q(v/d). Proposition 2.8 implies that CSLn(Z) is commen-
surable with a conjugate of SU(I,,, o; Z[/d]).

Let 0,7 € Gal(Q(v/a,vVd)/Q) be such that

o(Va) = ~/a, o(Vd) = Vd
r(va) = va, (V) = V.

Denote § € Z[v/d]* a fundamental unit. Since 8o (0)7(8)o(7(f)) = £1 and
o(0) = 0, we deduce that 627(0)%? = 1 and 0?0(62) = 6* # 1.
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To construct thin Hitchin representations in CSLn(Z) we bend p using a
diagonal matrix with positive entries B € .SLy,(Z) which is not in SO(J,, R).
Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma 4.3 prove that pp(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense
in SL(n, R). By Lemma 5.2, diagonal elements of -SL;(Z) are of the form

w1

.wn

with w; € Z[v/a,Vd], o(w;) = wp_i41 and w;T(w,_iy1) = 1 for all i. For
instance, we can use
By = Diag(6*,1,...,1,07%,1,...,1,6?).
To obtain infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchins representations
one proceeds as in the proof of the previous case. O

Proof of corollary A.1. It is a consequence of Theorem A.1, Theorem 1.1 in
[ ] and Proposition 1.3. O

Proof of Theorem A.4. Let n > 4 be even and suppose ( is not inner. Let
Q(V/d) be the quadratic extension of @ associated to ¢ with d € IN.
Suppose that /a € Q(v/d). Proposition 2.8 implies that CSLn(Z) is com-

mensurable with a conjugate of SU(I,,, o; Z[+/d]). To construct thin Hitchin
representations in SL,(Z) we bend p using a diagonal matrix with positive
entries B € SL,(Z) which is not in Sp(Jn,R). Then Theorem 5.14 and
Lemma 4.3 show that pg(m(S)) is Zariski-dense in PSL(n,R). By Lemma
5.2, diagonal elements of .SLy (Z) are of the form

with w; € Z[y/a] such that w;o(w;) = 1 with o € Gal(Q(y/a)/Q) non-trivial.

For instance, we can use the matrlx
By = Diag(w?, 1,..., 1, w2, w™?).

To obtain infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin representations one
proceeds as in proof of Theorem A.1.
Suppose that /a ¢ Q(v/d). Proposition 2.8 implies that SLn(Z) is com-

mensurable with a conjugate of SU(Iz,” ® 050 ® Z[Vd)).
Let 0,7 € Gal(Q(/a,/d)/Q) be such that

o(va) = —a, o(Vd) = Vd
7(Va) = Va, 7(Vd) = V.

Denote § € Z[v/d]* a fundamental unit. Since 8o (0)7(8)o(7(f)) = £1 and
o(0) = 0, we deduce that 627(0)%? = 1 and 0?0(62) = 6* # 1.
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To construct thin Hitchin representations in CSLn(Z) we bend p using a
diagonal matrix with positive entries B € .SL;,(Z) which is not in Sp(Jn, R).
Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma 4.3 prove that pp(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense
in PSL(n,R). By Lemma 5.2, diagonal elements of -SLy,(Z) are of the form

w1

.’U,)n

with w; € Z[/a,Vd], o(w;) = wy_i41 and wT(wy,_i41) = 1 for all i. For
instance, we can use

By = Diag(6%,672,1,...,1,072,6%).

To obtain infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin representations one
proceeds as in the proof of Theorem A.1.

To conclude it remains to show that Hitchin representations lift to SL(n, R).
If one Hitchin representation lifts, all its connected component lift (this fol-
lows from the presentation of a surface group). Since representations in the
Teichmiiller component of PSL(2,R) lift to SL(2,R), all Hitchin represen-
tations lift to SL(n, R). O

We actually proved a slightly stronger version of Theorems A.1 and A.4.

Theorem 5.15. Letn > 3 and suppose ( is not inner. There exists a matrix
B € SL(n,R) with positive coefficients such that for alln > 1 ppn(m1(S)) <
SLn(Z) and is Zariski-dense in SL(n,R). Further more this sequence of
representations correspond to infinitely many MCG(S)-orbits.

We can now prove Theorems A.2, A.3 and A.5. We use the same strategy
as above. For some R/Q-forms ¢G of a given algebraic split real Lie group
G we exhibit a matrix

B € (G(Z) = SLu(Z) N G(R)

which is diagonal (so that it commutes with p()) with positive entries and
such that pp(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense in the corresponding Lie group. Even

thought there is several 1-cocyle with value in Aut(SL,(Q)) which are 7,,-

compatible with &, they all induce the same 1-cocyle on SO(J,,Q), G2(Q)
and Sp(J,,, Q).

Proof of Theorem A.2. Suppose n # 7 is odd. To construct thin Hitchin
representations in -SO(J,)(Z) we bend p using a diagonal matrix B €
SO(Jn)(Z) which is not in 7, (PGL(2, R)). Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma
4.2 show that pg(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense in SO(J,,, R). For instance, we can
use the matrix
By = Diag(w?,1, ..., 1,0(w)?).

Since it preserves J,, but is not in 7,(PGL2(R)), lemma 4.2 shows that
pp(m1(S)) is Zariski dense in SO(J,, R).
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Suppose n = 7. To construct thin Hitchin representations in SO(J7,7Z)
we bend p using a diagonal matrix B € -SO(J7)(Z) which is not in Go(Z).
Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma 4.4 show that pg(m1(5)) is Zariski-dense in
SO(J7,R). For instance, we can use the matrix

By = Diag(w?, 0(w)?,1,1,1,w,0(w)?).

Let n > 5 be odd. To prove that this gives infinitely many MCG-orbits
of thin Hitchin representations, we suppose that there is only finitely many
such orbits. By Theorem 5.13, there exists a finite set of primes V such that
for every prime p not in V and any B as above, the reduction of Tr(pp)
modulo p is equal to I,. There exists a polynomial P € Z[X] such that
Tr(7,(A)) = P(Tr(A)). For any prime p the polynomial P induces a map

F, = F,, z— P(x)

and this map is not surjective for infinitely many primes (see Corollary 1.8
in | ] for example). Pick a prime p ¢ V for which the map induced by
P is not surjective. Choose B € -SO(J,)(Z) which is not in 7,(PGL(2, R))
and not in Go(Z) if n = 7 but is trivial modulo p. For instance a suitable
power of By. Then modulo p, Tr(pp) = Tr(p) = P(Tr(j))[p] which is not
IF,. This is a contradiction.

Let n = £3[8]. We still have to prove that we constructed thin Hitchin
representations in all SO(Q,Z) for Q € SL(2k + 1,Q) of signature (k +
1, k) not equivalent to I41 . The construction above can be done for any
quaternion division algebra A satisfying A ®qg R ~ R. For any finite set
Q of places of Q of even cardinality containing the real place, there is a
quaternion algebra (a,b)q such that (a,b)q ®g R ~ My(R) and

(CL, b)Qv ® (_17 _1)Qu # M2(Qv)
for all v € © and only those (see Theorem 7.3.6 in | ). The quaternion
algebra (a,b)q is a division algebra except when (a,b)q ~ M2(Q), i.e. Q=
{2,00}. The quadratic form having non-trivial Hass invariant exactly at
Q= {2,00} is J,. Since J,, is equivalent to 1I;,1 %, we constructed thin
Hitchin representations in all SO(Q, Z) with Q of signature (k+ 1, k) except
when Q is equivalent to £1j 1 . O

Proof of Theorem A.3. Suppose n = 7. To construct thin Hitchin repre-
sentations in Gz(Z) (see definition 3.6 for G) we bend p using a diagonal
matrix B which is in Ga(Z) but not in 77(PGL(2,R)). Then Theorem 5.14
and Lemma 4.2 show that pg(m1(S)) is Zariski-dense in Ga(RR). For instance,
we can use the matrix

Bo = Dia‘g(w27w27 1,11, U(w)27 O'(O.))2).

Since B ¢ 77(PGL(2,R)), Lemma 4.1 implies that the representations py
are not conjugate. O

Remark 5.16. If one can guarantee that Tr(Ge(F,)) = I, for all primes p
except maybe finitely many, then the same proof as in the other cases shows
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that Go(Z) contains infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin represen-
tations.

Proof of Theorem A.5. Let n > 4 be even. Then Sp(J,)(Z) is commen-
surable with SU(Iz,7;0). To construct thin Hitchin representations in
Sp(J5)(Z) we bend p with a diagonal matrix B that is in -Sp(J,)(Z) and
is not in 7,(PGL(2,R)). Then Theorem 5.14 and Lemma 4.2 show that
pp(m1(S)) is Zariski dense in PSp(J,, R). For instance, we can use the ma-
trix

By = Diag(w?, ...,w? o(w)?, ..., 0(w)?).

Since all Hitchin representations in PSp(n, R) lift to Sp(n,R) we have con-
structed thin Hitchin representations in .Sp,(Z).

To prove that this gives infinitely many MCG-orbits of thin Hitchin rep-
resentations, we suppose that there is only finitely many such orbits. By
Theorem 5.11, there exists a finite set of primes V such that for every prime
p not in V and any B as above, the reduction of Tr(pg) modulo p is equal to
IF,. There exists a polynomial P € Z[X] such that Tr(7,(A)) = P(Tr(A)).
For any prime p the polynomial P induces a map

F, = F,, z— P(x)

and this map is not surjective for infinitely many primes (see Corollary 1.8
in [ ] for example). Pick a prime p ¢ V for which the map induced by P
is not surjective. Choose B € Sp(J,)(Z) which is not in 7,,(PGL(2, R)) but
is trivial modulo p. For instance a suitable power of By. Then modulo p,
Tr(pg) = Tr(p) = P(Tr(j))[p] which is not IF,. This is a contradiction. [

Proof of corollary A.2. It is a consequence of Theorem A.5 and Proposition
1.5. U
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