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REPRESENTATION VARIETIES OF RAAGS

A.BAO, A. CHAKRABORTY, D. L. DUNCAN, J. LARSON, AND K. MCBRIDE

ABSTRACT. We investigate the G-representation varieties of right-angled Artin
groups (RAAGs) for various Lie groups G. We show these varieties are connected
for a large class of such G, including SU(n),Sp(n) and U(n), while they are gen-
erally not connected for other large classes, such as SO(n) and Spin(#n) for n > 3.
When G = SO(3) we determine the number of connected components of the rep-
resentation variety associated to any RAAG that is also a 3-manifold group.

Right-angled Artin groups (RAAGs) arise in various areas of mathematics from
topology to geometric group theory. From a geometric point of view, RAAGs are
prototypical examples of CAT(0) groups and serve as toy examples that mirror
many important properties of and inform conjectures about more complicated
groups, such as mapping class groups [5][11]. RAAGs also play a key role in the
study of three-manifold topology through, e.g., Agol’s virtual fibering criterion
[2], which culminated in his resolution of the virtual Haken conjecture [3]. There
is a natural way to associate to any (finite) graph K a RAAG Iy, and we review
this in Section 1.

Given a finitely-presented group 7t and a topological group G, one can form
the G-representation variety R (7, G), consisting of all homomorphisms from 7 to
G. This too has emerged as a powerful tool in many areas of mathematics. For
example, low-dimensional topologists have observed that even relatively simple
topological features of R(711(X), G), such as its number of connected components,
can detect subtle features of a manifold X. An early instance of this can be seen in
Casson’s invariant [1], while a somewhat more recent instance is Zentner’s result
[14] that representation varieties can distinguish the standard 3-sphere among all
homology 3-spheres.

Our focus here is on the case where 77 = I'k is the RAAG associated to a graph
K. We seek to determine the number of connected components of R(K,G) :=
R(Tk, G). This number depends on both K and G but, as our analysis shows, this
dependence on G is trivial when G satisfies the following property.

Property A. If S C G is a finite set, then the inclusion Z(G) < Cg(S) induces a
surjection on 71g.

Here Z(G) is the center of G and C;(S) is the centralizer of S C G. We will give
a complete characterization of the compact, connected, semisimple Lie groups that
satisfy Property A: Such a Lie group satisfies Property A if and only if it is a prod-
uct of SU(n)’s and Sp(n)’s (see Propositions 2.4 and 3.1). Thus, SO(n) does not
satisfy Property A for n > 3. Our first main result motivates the relevance of
Property A to the connectedness of the G-representation variety.

Theorem 1. If G is connected and satisfies Property A, then R(K, G) is connected for
all finite graphs K. In particular, R(K,SU(n)), R(K,Sp(n)), and R(K,U(n)) are each
connected.
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The proof is given in Section 2.2. This extends to arbitrary finite graphs a result
of Florentino-Lawton [10, Lem. 5.16], who were working in the context of trees.

We therefore turn our attention to groups G that do not satisfy Property A. We
focus primarily on the case where G = SO(3). As we will see, the number of con-
nected components of R(K,SO(3)) depends in a subtle way on the combinatorial
features of K, and we do not know a general formula for this number. However,
in some cases a reasonable count can be had.

Theorem 2. If K is a tree or a cycle, then R(K,SO(3)) has 21| connected components,
where £ is the edge set of K.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 4.3 and is predicated on a com-
parison between the components of R(K,SO(3)) and the edge markings of K by
elements of 711 (SO(3)) = {+£1}. This comparison is brought about by a certain ob-

struction map o : R(K,SO(3)) — {:I:l}g, which is related to the second Stiefel-
Whitney class for principal SO(n)-bundles; see Section 3.4. Indeed, there is a close
link between the representation variety R (711 (X), G) and the space Ag,(P) of flat
connections on a given principal G-bundle P — X. In terms of principal bundles,
we have the following.

Theorem 3. Suppose X is a smooth manifold with 111 (X) = T'x a RAAG for a graph K
that is either a tree or a cycle. Let P — X be a principal SO(3)-bundle (or an oriented
real vector bundle of rank 3). Then the quotient Aga(P)/G(P) is connected when it is
nonempty, where G(P) is the group of bundle automorphisms of P covering the identity.

We give a general discussion of bundles in Section 3.3, where we also indicate
precisely when Ag,;(P) is nonempty. In particular, when X is a 3-manifold we can
couple our results with a theorem of Droms [5] to get:

Corollary 1. Suppose X is a 3-manifold with 711(X) a RAAG. If P — X is a principal
SO(3)-bundle (or oriented real vector bundle of rank 3), then the space Ag,(P)/G(P) is
connected and not empty.

Proofs of Theorem 3 and Corollary 1 will be given in Section 4.3.

Remark. (a) One might ask whether Theorem 2 extends to other groups without Property
A, such as SO(n) for n > 4. Though some of our analysis does extend, much of it does
not. More specifically, our proof of Theorem 2 relies heavily on an understanding of the
commutator map in the universal cover G = S° of G = SO(3); see Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2.
Another feature we use is that noncentral elements of G have abelian centralizers. This
latter feature, for example, is not true of SO(n) for n > 4.

(b) Wang [13] has given explicit faithful representations of RAAGs into various groups
of higher rank.
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1. DEFINITIONS AND BASIC CONSTRUCTIONS

Suppose K = (V, &) is a simple graph with vertex set V and edge set &; we
will always assume K is a finite graph. If e € £ is an edge, we will write v(e) and
w(e) for the vertices to which e is incident; since there are no multi-edges, we can
identify e with the pair {v(e), v(w)}. Define I'k to be the group with a generator
X, for each v € V and the relation x,x;, = XX, for each edge {v,w} € £. When K
is the empty graph (no vertices and no edges), we take I'x to be the trivial group.
We call I'g the right-angled Artin group (RAAG) associated to K.

For example, if K has no edges, then Iy is a free group. At the other extreme,
when K is a complete graph, I'x is a free Abelian group. As such, RAAGs interpo-
late between free groups and free Abelian groups.

The study of RAAGs goes back at least to Braudisch [4], where they are referred
to as semi-free groups. Other names have also been used; for example, Droms [8]
refers to them as graph groups.

Suppose 7 is a finitely presented group and G is a topological group. The G-
representation variety of 7t is the set

R(m,G) := Hom(7, G)

of all homomorphisms from 7t to G. We equip this with the compact-open topol-
ogy relative to the discrete topology on 7. The G-representation variety gets its
name from the case where G is an algebraic group, for then R (7, G) is naturally a
variety. Here we will be primarily interested in the topological features of R (7, G)
and so we do not require that G be an algebraic group; see [9, §2.2] for a discussion
of related matters.

Restrict attention to the case where m = T is a RAAG and set R(K,G) =
R(Tk, G) as above. The map

@ R(K,G) — G, o — (p(v))oey

is a topological embedding with image equal to the set of tuples (g, )yc) satisfying
(g0, gw] = 1 for all {v,w} € &. Here [g,h] = ghg~'h~! is the group commutator
and 1 is the identity. We will identify R (K, G) with its image under (1).

2. GROUPS WITH PROPERTY A

2.1. Examples. Let’s start with a straight-forward case.
Proposition 2.1. If G is abelian, then G has Property A.

Proof. When G is abelian Z(G) = G = Cg(S) for all S C G. Thus, the inclusion
Z(G) — Cg(S) is the identity map, which is certainly 7rp-surjective. O

Proposition 2.2. If Gy and Gy each have Property A, then so does G x Gj.

PTOOf. Let S C Gy x Gy, and write S = {(501, 511),. ..y (Son,51n)} for 5ij € G;. Fix
g € ZgyxG,(S) and write ¢ = (g9, 41). Define S; := {Sij}j/ which is a finite subset
of G;. By assumption there is a path +; : [0,1] — Zg,(S;) from g; to Z(G;). Then
Y(t) := (70(f), 71(t)) commutes with each element of S, and so defined a path in
ZG0><G1(5> from g to Z(Gp x Gq) :Z(Go) XZ(Gl). O
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Next we will show that each of SU(n),Sp(n), and U(n) have Property A. Writ-
ing E)(A) for the A-eigenspace of a square matrix A, we will first prove the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose G C GL,(C) is a matrix group and let A, A’,B € G. Assume
that (i) A is diagonalizable and (ii) if A € C is an eigenvalue of A, then there is some
eigenvalue A" € C of A’ with

Ex(A) CEp(A").
If A € Cg(B), then A’ € Cg(B).

Proof. Enumerate the eigenvalues of A’ by {A}} . Since A is diagonalizable, con-
dition (ii) implies that, for each index i, there are eigenvalues {A; }, of A with

Ey(A) = @ En, (A).
k
This also implies that A’ is diagonalizable:

C"=EPE\(A) CEPEN(A) CC.
A A

If B commutes with A, then B preserves each A-eigenspace E,, (A). Thus, B
preserves each A’-eigenspace E,/(A’). Since A’ is diagonalizable, this implies B
commutes with A’. O

Proposition 2.4. For n > 1, the groups SU(n), Sp(n) and U(n) have Property A.

Proof. Write G for SU(n),Sp(n) or U(n) and fix a finite set S C G. Let A € Cg(S).
To prove the proposition, we will connect A by a path in C5(S) to an element of
Z(G). Denote by T C G the standard maximal torus, so T consists of the diagonal
matrices with complex entries (we are viewing Sp(n) C U(2#n) in the usual way).
Then there is some P € G so that P"1AP = diag(Aq, ..., A1, Az, ., Ay) lies in T,
with A; € sl appears ¢; times for somee; > 1. If r = 1, then A = A1 € Z(G)is
already central, and so we can take the constant path. Suppose r > 1. Since T is
connected we can find a path 7 : [0,1] — T from (A, Ay, ..., Ay) to (1,1, ..., 1). Write
the components of vy as ¥ = (71,72, .-.,7r). Then

A(t) = P diag(11(t), ..., m(t), 72(), ..., 7 (1)) P

defines a path [0,1] — G; again, 7;(t) is repeated e; times. By the previous lemma,
A(t) € Cg(S). Since A(1) € Z(G), this is the desired path. O

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1. Fix an enumeration V = {1,...,n} of the vertex set, and
thus identify GY 2 G" Letx = (x1,...,x) € R(K,G) C G".

First we claim that for each 0 < r < n, there is a path in R(K, G) from x to
Z(G)" x G"7". The case r = 0 is trivial. Working inductively, we assume there is
a path from x to some y = (y;); € Z(G)" ! x G" ™. Let S, = {y; | {i,r} € £}
be the components of y corresponding to the vertices adjacent to r. Thus, the rth
component y, € Cg(S,;) commutes with all elements of S, C G. Since G satisfies
Property A, there is some path y : [0,1] — Cg(S;) from y, to an element of Z(G).
Define

nt) = W Yr—1, Y Yrgts - Yn).-
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Then 7(t) € R(K,G) since (t) commutes with y; for all j € S;. Assuch, 7isa
path from y to an element of Z(G)" x G"~". Concatenating with the path from x
to y, we get the claimed path from x to Z(G)" x G" .

Applying the claim with r = n, we see that each element of R(K, G) can be
connected by a path in R(K, G) to Z(G)". To finish the proof, we will show that
each z € Z(G)" can be connected by a path in R(K, G) to the trivial representation
(1,...,1)in R(K,G) C G". Towards this end, fixz = (z1,...,2z,) € Z(G)" and for
0 < k < ndefine z* = (2,...,2K) € Z(G)" to be the tuple with

z;‘zlforjgk and z;‘:zjforj>k,
soz’ = zand z" = (1,...,1). Since G is connected, for each 0 < k < n —1
we can find a path ; : zF ~» ZF*1 that sends the kth component to 1 € G and
fixes the other components. Since all other components are in the center of G, the
kth component commutes with the components of adjacent vertices, so v, (t) €
R (K, G). Thus the composition of the ;s is a path from z to (1,...,1), as desired.
0

3. GROUPS WITHOUT PROPERTY A
3.1. Examples. We begin with a general result.

Proposition 3.1. Let G be a compact, connected, semisimple Lie group. If G is not a
product of SU(n)’s and Sp(n)’s, then G does not have Property A.

Proof. Let G¢ be the complexification of G. Then G¢ is a connected complex Lie
group (hence a complex algebraic group) that is not a product of SL(n,C)’s and
Sp(n,C)’s. Since G is semisimple, so too is G¢ and so [9, Thm. 5.10] implies the G¢-
character variety X' (Z3, G¢) is not connected. This implies the G-character variety
X(Z3,G) = R(Z3,G)/G is not connected [9, Thm. 1.1]. Hence, the representation
variety R(Z',G) is not connected and so the proposition follows from Theorem
1. O

Example 3.2. If G = SO(n) for n > 3, then G does not have Property A.
Example 3.3. If G = Spin(n) for n > 3, then G does not have Property A.
Example 3.4. If G is a compact exceptional Lie group, then G does not have Property A.

Example 3.5. If G is a compact, connected, semisimple group that is not simply-connected,
then G does not have Property A.

The next proposition can be used to analyze Lie groups beyond the scope of
Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 3.6. Let H be a Lie group and assume there is a central element c € Z(H)
that (i) is not in the identity component of Z(H), and (ii) lies in the derived subgroup
[H, H]. If L is any Lie subgroup of Z(H) containing c, then the quotient H/L does not
have Property A.

Proof. By assumption on ¢, we can find g,# € H/L having lifts g, h € H with
commutator [§, /] = c. Then g and & commute in H/L and so i € Cpy/;(g) lies in
the centralizer of g. We will show that / cannot be connected by a path in Cp;,1(g)
to an element of the center of H/L. Indeed, if v : [0,1] — Cp,(g) were such a
path, then we could lift it to a path 4 : [0,1] — H with
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e ¥(0) = h,

e ¥(1) € Z(H), and

e [3,7(t)] € L, forallt € [0,1].
Then t — [g,¥(t)] would be a path in Z(H) from c to the identity, which is contrary
to our assumption on c. U

Example 3.7. Here we use Proposition 3.6 to give a second proof that SO(n) does not
have Property A for n > 3. Tuke H = Spin(n). The center of Spin(n) is discrete and
contains a preferred subgroup L = Z, with

Spin(n)/L = SO(n).
Let ¢ € L be the non-trivial element of L; this is not in the identity component of Z(Spin(n)).
Being a simple group, Spin(n) is perfect and so it equals its derived subgroup; thus,
¢ € [Spin(n),Spin(n)]. It follows from Proposition 3.6 that SO(n) does not have Prop-
erty A.

Example 3.8. Essentially the same argument shows that the projective linear group
PSL(n,C) = SL(n,C)/Z(SL(n,C))

does not have Property A, provided n > 2. The key features are that (i) the center
Z(SL(n,C)) = Z,, is not connected, and (ii) SL(n, C) is perfect.

3.2. The obstruction map. Throughout this section we assume that G is a con-
nected topological group that admits a universal cover G, in the following sense:
G is a topological group that is simply-connected and equipped with a covering
map G — G satisfying the universal property for universal covering spaces. By
the general theory for covering spaces, if G is locally path-connected and semilo-
cally simply-connected, then G admits such a cover. All Lie groups, being locally
modeled on R”, admit universal covers.
Fix a finite simple graph K and consider the commutator map

HKG * GY — Gg, (x0)pey ([xv(e)rxw(e)])eeg-

Technically, this depends on a choice of orientation for each edge, which we as-
sume has been made; we will write v(e) for the initial vertex of e and w(e) for the
terminal vertex. Our main results are not sensitive to how exactly this choice was
made: When G = SO(3) all elements of 711 (G) are involutions, in which case the
map y is independent of the choice of edge orientations. (From a group-theoretic
standpoint, this choice of edge-orientation amounts to pinning down the relations
in our presentation for I'x: do we want our presentation to have [v(e), w(e)] or
[w(e), v(e)]?)

Note that the representation variety R(K,G) = HE}; (1g) is the inverse image,
where 1 : £ — G sends everything to the identity in G.

Lemma 3.9. The value of i, =(X) is independent of choice of lift X of x.

Proof. Let %, &' be distinct lifts of x. Then for all v, there is some ¢, € 711(G) so
that ¥, = %,c,. Let e € & be an edge. Then since 711 (G) C Z(G) consists of central
elements, we have

Vn,é(f/)e = [f;(e)’fgo(e)] = [fv(f)’ftU(e)] = P (%)e-
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Due to the lemma, we can define a map 7 : G¥ — G¢ by 7i(x) = py (%) for
any lift ¥ of x. This fits into a commutative diagram:

~ Hk,G
GV
i

GE
A l
S, GE

Lemma 3.10. The map 3 is continuous.

Proof. Consider an evenly covered neighborhood U, so that there is a continuous
section s : U — GY. Then 7|y is the composition Jig o, so Ji|y is continuous.
Since the evenly covered neighborhoods of GY cover GY, % is continuous. g

Let x € R(K,G). Then g c(x) maps to the identity in G¢. By the exactness of
m(G) — G — G, it follows that ug g(x) lifts to an element of 71 (G). That is, if
x € R(K,G), then 7i(x) € m1(G)¢, and so the following is well-defined.

Definition 3.11. The map og : R(K,G) — m1(G)¢ defined by x +— 7i(x) is the ob-
struction map.

The following can be viewed as justifying the use of the word “obstruction”
here.

Proposition 3.12. Let x € R(7, G). Then ox(x) = 1z ifand only if X : V — G extends
to a group homomorphism ¥ € R(r, G).

Proof. The map X extends to a group homomorphism if and only if X(v(e)) and
X(w(e)) commute for all e € £, which is the meaning of ox (x) = 15. O

The obstruction map ok is continuous and locally constant. As such, it descends
to a map

0(R(K,G)) — m1(G)E.
If this map on 71y is injective, then R (K, G) has at most |71 (G)|I¢! connected com-

ponents; if it is surjective, then R (K, G) has at least |71 (G)|I¢! connected compo-
nents.

Remark 3.13. Let 1 = (S|R) be a finitely-presented group with generating set S and
relations R. Suppose all words making up R happen to be homogeneous of degree zero
in all variables (an example of this is the commutator [a,b] = aba=1b~1). Then the same
construction given above extends to give an “obstruction map” o : R(7t,G) — 111(G)R;
the homogeneity condition is needed to extend the proof of Lemma 3.9 to this situation.
This too has the property that x € R(r, G) lifts to an element ¥ € R(7t, G) if and only if
0x(x) = 1. However, not every group 7t has a presentation admitting only degree-zero
homogeneous relations, and for such a group a different approach is needed to detect the
when elements of R(7t, G) lift; we give such an alternative approach in Section 3.4.

The following will help us give a graph-theoretic interpretation of the obstruc-
tion map.
Definition 3.14. A 7111(G)-edge marking of a graph K = (V,&) is any map A €
711 (G)¢ from & to 7t1(G). A m1(G)-marked graph is a pair (K, A) where K is a graph
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and A is a 711(G)-edge marking of K. For ¢ € m1(G), an edge e is called c-marked if
A, =c.

When G is clear from context, we drop “711(G)” from the notation.

If x € R(K,G), then og(x) is an edge marking of K. We can thus categorize
elements of R(K, G) in terms of edge markings. Indeed, if A is an edge marking,
then 0, ' (A) is either empty or a union of connected components of R(K, G). It is
through the (disjoint) union

@) RKG) = U o'(n)
AGﬂl(G)‘g
that we will analyze the components of R(K, G).

Proposition 3.15 (Naturality of 0). Let f : K' — K be a graph homomorphism. Then
the following diagram commutes:

R(K,G) —* m1(G)¢

lf* lf*

R(K',G) —% m1(G)¥'
Proof. Lete € &'. Setting v = v(e) and w = w(e), for x € R(K, G) we have

(frok(x)), = 0k (x) f(e) = [Ff (o) Xf ()] = [(F*X)o, (FX)a] = (0x (1)),
O

Corollary 3.16 (Functoriality of 0=1). Let f : K' — K be a graph homomorphism and
A € m1(G)¢ an edge marking. Then the map f* : R(K,G) — R(K', G) restricts to a
well-defined map f* : o' (A) — 0 (F*A).

3.3. Bundles and flat connections. Let G be a compact Lie group and suppose
m = (R|S) is finitely-presented. Here we give a topological interpretation of
R(m,G).

Let X be any manifold having fundamental group 7t. By a result of Dehn [6]
such a manifold always exists. Suppose P — X is a principal G-bundle, and write
Agqat(P) for the space of flat connections on P; see [12] for a general overview of
these matters. Fix a basepoint xp € X and denote by Gy(P) the group of bundle
isomorphisms of P covering the identity on X and that act as the identity on the
fiber over x¢. This fits into a short exact sequence

3) 1— Go(P) — G(P)—G — 1

where G(P) is the group of all bundle isomorphisms covering the identity. The
holonomy for connections induces an embedding

4) tp : Agat(P)/Go(P) — R(m, G).

Allowing P to run over all isomorphism types [P] of principal G-bundles on X
gives a homeomorphism

®) R(7,G) = | Agar(P)/ Go(P).
[P
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Indeed, if x € R(m,G) is a representation, then we can construct P and a flat
connection A with holonomy x as follows: Let X be the universal cover of X, and
consider the action of 7 2 71 (X, xg) on X x G with 711 (X, x¢) acting on X by deck
transformations and on G by x. Then the quotient

P=(XxG)/m(X,xg)

is naturally a principal G-bundle on X, and the trivial connection on X x G — X
descends to give the desired flat connection on P.

To simplify the discussion moving forward, we restrict attention the case where
=Tk = (V|)isaRAAG.

Lemma 3.17. Assume G is connected and X is a manifold with 1ty (X) = Tk.

(@) If x € R(K,G), then there is a bundle Py so that x lies in the image of (4) (with
Py in place of P). This bundle Py is unique up to bundle isomorphism.

(b) The isomorphism type of Py depends on x only through the value of ox (x). That is,
for x,y € R(K, G), the bundles Py and Py are isomorphic if and only if ox (x) =
ok (y).

Proof. Given x € R(K,G), we will construct the bundle P, directly; the claim
in (b) will be clear from the construction. In brief, bundles on X supporting flat
connections are entirely determined by their restriction to the 2-skeleton, and this
is encoded by ok (x).

In more detail, begin by declaring Py to be trivial over the 1-skeleton X; of
X; this is our only option since G is connected. Note that the 1-skeleton can be
explicitly constructed from the generating set V: Since 1 (X) = I'x = (V|E), for
each v € V we can find a based loop 7, in X, and these ;s for v € V give X;.

The construction of P, on the 2-skeleton is predicated on the following obser-
vation. Suppose f : ID?> — X is a 2-cell that restricts to the boundary to be a map
a : 9D? = S! — X into the 1-skeleton. The topological type of any principal
G-bundle P over this 2-cell is uniquely determined as follows: The pullback *P is
abundle over ID? and so is trivializable. Any section of 8* P restricts to the bound-
ary of ID? to yield a map S! — G, the homotopy type of which determines P| B
uniquely, up to isomorphism.

With this understood, let e € £ be an edge with vertices v, w. Since 71(X) =
I'k, we can find based loops 7y, v» in X; with homotopy class v, w, respectively,
and with the property that [y,, 7w | is contractible in X. Thus, we can find a map
Be : ID?> — X that restricts to [v,, 7] on the boundary. Define P on this 2-cell B,
by using ok (x). € m1(G) as an attaching map. Repeat for all e € £. We claim
this uniquely defines Py on the 2-skeleton of X. To see this, suppose f3 is any other
2-cell with boundary mapping into X;. Then we can write the homotopy class of
its boundary as a product of elements of V. Then f itself represents some word in
these elements, which is in the normal subgroup generated by the words of £. To
be precise, the relations are viewed as elements in the free group Fr())) generated
by V, in which B is a product of formal elements of the form u[v, w]u~! where
u,v,w € Fr(V) and v,w € V are the endpoints of some edge e. The attaching map
for B is then given by the product of

() [2(v), ¥(w)]x(u) ™! = ok (e),

since [%(v), ¥(w)] = ok(e) is central in G.
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Finally, on any cells of dimension k > 3, define Py by taking the attaching map
oD* — G to be homotopically trivial; when this is the case for all k-cells in X, we
will say the bundle trivializes over the k-cells. This establishes the uniqueness of Py
as well since if P is any bundle that does not trivialize over the k-cells for some
k > 3, then P does not admit any flat connections. O

We see from this construction the following: If the restriction P|x, to the 2-
skeleton X, admits a flat connection, and if P trivializes over the k-cells for k > 3,
then Ag,(P) is not empty. In fact, since 1p(G) = 0 for all Lie groups G, every
principal G-bundle trivializes over the 3-cells. Thus, we have:

Corollary 3.18. Assume X is a 3-manifold with mr1(X) a RAAG. If ox : R(K,G) —
711 (G)¢ is surjective, then every principal G-bundle on X admits a flat connection.

For future reference, we also encode the following consequence of Lemma 3.17.

Corollary 3.19. Let X be any manifold with 1 (X) = I'x a RAAG.

(@) Let A € 11 (G)Y. Ifog ' (A) is nonempty, then there is a principal G-bundle P —
X, unique up to isomorphism, so that the map ip of (4) induces a homeomorphism

Apat(P)/Go(P) = o' (A).

(b) Let P — X be a principal G-bundle. If Aga(P) is not empty, then there is a
unique A € 711(G)¢ so that 1p of (4) induces a homeomorphism

Agat(P)/Go(P) = 0ic 1 (A).

In this way, the decomposition (5) in terms of bundle types corresponds precisely
to the decomposition (2) in terms of fibers of the obstruction map.

3.4. Digression: The second Stiefel-Whitney class. Here we give an interpreta-
tion of the obstruction map ok in terms of the second Stiefel-Whitney class. The
material of this section is not used elsewhere in this paper.

Fix a finitely-presented group 7r. Let G be a topological group admitting a uni-
versal cover and suppose, in addition, that 7r1(G) is discrete and abelian; such is
the case when G is a semisimple Lie group. Let 7t be a finitely-presented group
and view 711 (G) as t-module with the trivial action of 7r. Then we can associate to
this the group cohomology H* (7, 7r1(G)). We will ultimately only be interested in
this for k = 2, but we recall that the k-cochains are precisely the maps 77* — 711 (G),
and the boundary operator on 1-cochains f : T — 711(G) is given by

df(v1,72) = f(r2) f(m72) " f ()

2

while its action on 2-cochains w : 7% — 711(G) is

dw(v1,72,73) = w(v2,73)0 (1172, 73) " w(y1, Y273)w (Y1, 72) L

Since we are electing to write the elements of 71;(G) C G multiplicatively, we do
the same for cochains. In particular, we will write 1 for the identity of H? (7, 711 (G)).

Now we will associate to each x € R(7, G) an element w$ € H2 (7, 711(G)); our
approach mimics that of [7, pp. 8-9]. Viewing x asamap w — G,letx : 7 — G be
any lift (this lift need not be a group homomorphism). Define @, : 72 — G by

Wx(71,72) = X(1172)%(72) 1% (711) L
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Since x is a group homomorphism, this descends to the identity in G and so w, can
be viewed as a map 7> — 711(G). As one can check, @y is closed and so descends
to a group cohomology class

wy = [Wy] € H?(r, m1(G)).

This is independent of the choice of lift X. We will call wy the algebraic second
Stiefel-Whitney class of x.

Proposition 3.20. Let x € R(7,711(G)). Thenwy =1 € H?(7t, 11(G)) if and only if
x has a lift 1 — G that is a group homomorphism.

Proof. If wy = 1, then Wy = df for some f : > — 711(G). It follows that xf ! :
7t — 11(G) is another lift of x and the condition @, = df is exactly that Xf ! is a
group homomorphism. The converse is clear. O

Now suppose 7 has a presentation (S|R) as in Remark 3.13 so that the obstruc-

tion map o, : R(7w,G) — m (G)R is defined. Then we see from Proposition 3.12
thatif x € R(7, G), then

wy =1<4<= o0x(x) =1¢.

We can say a bit more in the case where m = I'k is a RAAG (so S = V and
R=¢).Lete € £, and set v = v(e) and w = w(e). Thus, vw = wv in T'x. Then we
have

el NN (o o\ —1
ok(x)e = X(v)x(w)(X(w)x(v))
Using X(v)X(w) = @y (v, w) 'X(vw) and the analogous identity for X(w)x(v), we
get
(6) 0k (X)e = Wy (v, w) Yy (w,v) L.
To tie this in with the Stiefel-Whitney class for bundles, consider the case G =

SO(n) for n > 3. Then 711(G) = {£1} consists of two elements, and we infer from
(6) that
(7) ok(x)e =1 <= wx(v,w) = wy(w,0)
foralle = {v,w} € £. Now fix x € R(m, m1(G)). By (5), there is some principal
G-bundle P — X so that x is in the image of (4). As we saw in Proposition 3.20,
the group cohomology class w$ € H?(m, 7(G)) is the obstruction to x lifting to
a representation 7 — G. When x does lift, the structure group of P reduces to
G. The second Stiefel-Whitney class w,(P) € H?(X,Z/2Z) is also precisely this
obstruction, and

wy = wy(P)
under the identification H?(7, 711 (G)) = H?(X,Z/2Z); see [7, p. 9]. Combining
this with (7) gives a relationship between the obstruction map ox and the second
Stiefel-Whitney class w, when 7w = I'x is a RAAG.

4. SPECIAL CASE: G = SO(3)

Our ultimate aim is to prove Theorems 2 and 3 as well as Corollary 1; we carry
this out in Section 4.3 after a careful analysis of the obstruction map ok in Section
4.2 and a review of quaternions.
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4.1. Quaternionic preliminaries. Recall thatif g = x¢ + x17 4 x2j + x3k is a quater-
nion with xg, ..., x3 € R, then the quaternionic conjugate of q is

q* = xg — x11 — xpj — x3k

and its real and imaginary parts of g are

1 . 1 . . ,
Re(q) = 5(9+47) = xo, Im(q) = 5(7 —q7) = x1i + x2] + x5k,
respectively. Write Im(IH) for the subspace of purely imaginary quaternions (i.e.,
those g with g = —g*). This is a 3-dimensional vector space that we identify with
R3. As such, we will view S? C S3 as the purely imaginary unit length quaternions

$? = ¥ NIm(H).
Note the formula
(a,b) = Re(ab™)
recovers the standard inner product under the obvious identification H = R*.
Moreover, if g, p € S3, then
{qap, qbp) = (a,b)
since gq* = pp* = 1. Restricting to the case where p = !, we see that S> acts on

Im(H) 2 R3 by conjugation, and this action preserves the inner product. It is in
this way that we get a map

§* —S0(3), g — (a—qag").
This is a covering map and it is through this that we view S> as the universal cover
of SO(3).
Throughout this section, for x € SO(3), the symbol £ € S® will denote a lift
of x. We identify 711(G) = {+1} C S3. As we have seen in our discussion of
the obstruction map, if x,y € SO(3) commute, then these have lifts X and y with

[%, ] € {£1}. The next lemmas give geometric interpretations for when the com-
mutator is 41 and —1, respectively.

Lemmad.1. Leta,b € S?> C S3. Then [a,b] =1 <= a = +b.

Proof. One direction is trivial. For the converse, assume [a,b] = 1 for a,b € S>.
We will first prove that @ = +b under the assumption that a = i. Write b =
byi 4 byj + bzk. A direct computation using [i,j] = [i,k] = —1 shows that when

a = i we must have by = b3 = 0. It follows that b = byi = +i.

For general a € S?, use the fact that SO(3) acts transitively on S?: There is some
q € S®so that gag~! = i. Then gaq~! and gbg~! commute, so the argument of the
previous paragraph shows that gbg~' = =+i; thus b = +a. O

Lemma 4.2. Leta,b € S®. Then [a,b] = —1 <= a,b € S?anda L b.
Proof. 1f [a,b] = —1, then —b = aba~!. Taking the real part we find
—Re(b) = Re(aba™!) = Re(b).

It follows that b € Im(IH) is purely imaginary. A similar argument shows that
Re(a) = Re(ab) = 0. The first tells us that 2 € Im(IH), while the second tells us
that 2 and b are othogonal: We have b* = —b and so

(a,b) = Re(ab*) = —Re(ab) = 0.
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Conversely, suppose a,b € S? with a,b perpendicular. The group SO(3) acts
transitively on the orthonormal pairs in S?, so there is some g € S® with a = gig~!
and b = gjg~'. This gives

[a,6] = [qiq ™", qja~"] = qli,jlg~" =q(-1)g7" = -1,
O

4.2. Analysis of the obstruction map. Fix a graph K = (V,£). The obstruction

map o is a map of the form R(K,SO(3)) — {£1}°. As such, relative to any edge
marking, each edge will be labeled with either +1 or —1. The main results of this
section are as follows.

Theorem 4.3. Let K be a disjoint union of cycles, trees, and complete graphs. Then the
map
mo(R(K,SO(3))) — {+1}°
induced by the obstruction map ok is injective. In particular,
|70(R(K,S0(3)))| < 2.
Theorem 4.4. Let K be a disjoint union of cycles and trees. Then the map
70(R(K,SO(3))) — {#1}*
induced by the obstruction map ok is surjective. In particular,
|m0(R(K,50(3)))| > 2.

Conwersely, if K is a graph with the property that ok is surjective, and if Koy C Kisa
component that is not a cyclic graph, then Ko contains no 3-cycles.

We prove these below, after we develop a better understanding of the fibers
of the obstruction map. Before getting to that, we highlight the following two
examples showing that injectivity and surjectivity can each fail.

Example 4.5. Here we show the map 11p(R(K,SO(3))) — {:I:l}g need not be injective.
Consider the marked graph (K, A) illustrated here:

-1

PN

Suppose (a1, ap,a3,b1, by, b3) € oK

(1) Ifap = by, then az # ap = bl. Smce ay and b3 are both perpendicular to both a3
and by, it follows that ay = bz. Likewise, a3 = by.
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(2) Ifa2 7'é bl/ then a = bz, ap = b3, and as — bl.
So the fiber 0~ (A) has two components: one with (ay,az,a3) = (bs, by, by) and one with
(ull as, a3) = (bZI b3/ bl)
A similar construction yields marked graphs with y(R(K,SO(3))) — {il}g hav-
ing 2"-component fibers.

Example 4.6. Here we show the map mo(R(K,SO(3))) — {:tl}g need not be surjec-
tive. Consider the following marked graph (L, A) with vertices labeled a, b, c, d:

This edge marking A is not in the image of op: If A = op(x) for some x, then x(b)
and x(c) would admit lifts X(b), x(c) € S° that commute; likewise, X(b), ¥(d) commute.
Since b is incident to an edge labeled —1, it follows that X(b) is not in the center of S3.
Centralizers of non-central elements in S° are abelian. Since X(c), x(d) € Cso(z)(X(b)),

it follows that X(c) and X(d) commute, contrary to the label of —1 on the edge connecting
cand d.

Our strategy for detecting the components of R(K,SO(3)) is to consider its be-
havior under vertex-deletion and edge-contraction in K. We thus need an under-
standing of how the fibers of the obstruction map behave under these operations.
In general this is complicated, but the situation simplifies when the edge markings
are sufficiently controlled.

We begin with vertex-deletion. Given a vertex v € V, write K — {v} for the
graph obtained by deleting v and all edges incident to v. Write N, C V for those
vertices adjacent in K to v.

Lemma 4.7 (Vertex-Deletion). Let A be an edge-marking for K. Assume that v € V
is a vertex with the property that Ay, = 1forallw € Ny. Set K' = K — {v} and
let i : K' — K denote the inclusion. Then pullback i* : R(K,SO(3)) — R(K’,SO(3))
restricts to a well-defined surjection

i* o H(A) — o (i*A)
that induces a bijection on 1.

Proof. That the restriction of i* is well-defined is just Corollary 3.16. To see it is
surjective, let ¥’ € 012,1(1'*1\). This can be viewed as prescribing labels for the
vertices of K’ by elements of SO(3), in such a way that adjacent vertices have S°
lifts that either commute or anticommute, according to the markings given by i*A.
Passing now to K, since all edges incident to v are 1-labeled, there is a canonical
element xq of the fiber (i*)~1(x’) given by

xo(v) =1, xo(w) = x'(w) for w # v.
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Fix x € (i*)~!(x’); we will connect x to x by a path in (i*)~'(x’). Since S® =
SU(2), it follows from Proposition 2.4 that S% has Property A. In particular, there
is a path 7 : ¥, ~» 1 within the image of e, Cg3 (¥w) C S°. Let 77 be the path in
SO(3)Y that equals  on v and fixes all other components. Then 7 is the path we
are after.

We have just seen that i* is surjective with connected fibers. It is also proper
since K is finite and SO(3) is compact, so it follows that i* induces a bijection
(0 (A)) = 7o(0g! (i* A)).- O

Given an edge ¢, let K = K/e be the graph obtained from K by shrinking e to
a point and identifying to one edge any multi-edges created in this process. Let
q : K — K" denote the quotient map.

Lemma 4.8 (Edge-Contraction). Let A be an edge marking for K. Assume e € & is a
1-marked edge, and either (i) at least one of v(e) or w(e) is a leaf, or (ii) v(e) and v(w) are
each incident to some —1-marked edge. Set K" = K/e.

Assume there is an edge marking A" for K so that A = q*A". Then A" is unique
and the pullback map g* : R(K”,S0(3)) — R(K,SO(3)) restricts to a homeomorphism

7 o (A”) — oM (A).

Proof. Any continuous bijection between compact Hausdorff spaces is a homeo-
morphism, so it suffices to show that g* is bijective. Injectivity of 4* (even on the
bigger space R(K”,SO(3))) is immediate from the surjectivity of q. To see that 4* is
surjective on the inverse images, let x € 0! (A). Define amap x” : V' — SO(3) as
follows: Let v € V". If v # g(v(e)), then there is a unique v € V with v"" = g(v)
and we set x”(v"") := x(v). If v/ = g(v(e)) (and thus also equals g(w(e))), then set
x"(v") := x(v(e)) in case (ii) or if case (i) holds with w(e) of valance 1. In case (i)
where w(e) does not have valance 1, then v(e) does and we set x” (v") := x(w(e)).

In any case, we automatically have that g*x” = x, so it suffices to check that
x" € R(K"”,SO(3)) really is a representation (i.e., takes adjacent vertices to com-
muting elements). In case (i) this is immediate since the valancy condition implies
there are no new relations on x”(g(v(e))).

We may therefore assume case (ii), so each of v(e) and w(e) is the endpoint of
some —1-marked edge. See the figure in Example 4.9. It follows from Lemma 4.2
that fv(e)/fw(e) S S2. Then [fv(e)/fw(e)] =1 1mphes zv(e) = ifw(e)' Thus xv(e) =
Xy(e)- Then any new relations are automatically satisfied by x”(q(v(e))). O

In the hypotheses of Lemma 4.8 , we assumed that A = g*A” for some edge
marking A” for K”. When this is the case we say that A” is an e-reduction of A. Not
every edge marking on K has an e-reduction.

Example 4.9. Illustrated on the top in the figure below is a marked graph (K, A) with
some of the markings highlighted. The edge e (unlabeled) connects vertices v and w, and
is 1-marked. Note that v and w are each incident to at least one —1-marked edge; this
corresponds to case (ii) in Lemma 4.8. The quotient map q deletes the edge e producing
the graph K" on the bottom with v = q(v) = q(w) and u" = g(u). In Lemma 4.8
we assumed that A has an e-reduction in the sense that A = q* A" is pulled back from a
marking A" on K". The edge marking A would not have an e-reduction if, for example,
the edge {u, v} in K were 1-marked.
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(K//, A//) .

-1 -1
The next lemma tells us what happens when A has no e-reduction (at least, in
the setting of the Edge-Contraction Lemma).

Lemma 4.10 (Edge-Contraction 2). Let A be an edge marking for K. Assume e € & is

a 1-marked edge, but all other edges adjacent to v(e) and w(e) are —1-marked edges. If A

has no e-reduction, then o' (A) is empty.

Proof. When no reduction exists there is a single vertex u € V so that {u,v(e)} € £
and {u,w(e)} € & are edges, but Ay, ()} # Afuw(e)}- As we just saw at the end
of the proof of the Edge Contraction Lemma, the existence of these edges implies

Xo(e) = FXu(e)

for any x € R(K,SO(3)). For sake of contradiction, suppose there is some x €
0 (A) € R(K,SO(3)). Then

[Xu, X)) = 0k (%) {u0(e)) = Dup(e)} 7 Duw(e)} = Ok (X) fuw(e)y = [Xur X (e)]-
However, since X,,(,) = £X,(,), we have
[furyv(e)] = [fu'fw(e)]r
which is a contradiction. O

We just saw conditions that guarantee when a fiber of the obstruction map is
empty. The next lemma gives conditions under which this fiber is connected.
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Proposition 4.11. Let (K, A) be a marked graph so that
(i) all edges are marked with —1, and
(ii) there is an ordering V = {vy,...,v,,} of the vertices so that Ny, N {v1,...,v;_1}
has cardinality at most 2 for all i.

Then o' (A) is connected.

Proof. We will use induction on |V|. Assume (K, A) satisfies (i) and (ii) and write
v1, ..., 0y for the ordering of (ii). Let K" = K — {v, }. Then (K’, i* A) satisfies (i) and
(ii) and so 012,1 (i*A) is connected by the inductive hypothesis. Consider the map

i* s 0 () — o (IFA).

It suffices to show the fibers of this map are nonempty and connected.
The fiber over x € 012,1 (i*A) is

(i) Hx) = {g€50(3) | [§ Xw] = —1forallw € Ny, }

where 7t : 3 — SO(3) is the projection. If N,, is empty, then this fiber is homeo-
morphic to SO(3), which is nonempty and connected. We may assume therefore
that Ny, is not empty. By assumption this consists of one or two points.

By Lemma 4.2, for each w the set of § € S3 with [, %] = —1 is a great circle in
S2; denote this circle by SL. Then

)M =m N S

w€E Ny,

If Ny, = {w1} consists of one element, then this intersection is the circle S, , and
so its projection to SO(3) is connected. If N, = {w, wy } consists of two elements,
then this intersection consists of two antipodal points in S?. The projection to
SO(3) of antipodal points is a single point, which is again connected. O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The class of graphs under consideration in this theorem is
closed under vertex-deletion and edge-contraction. Consider a marking A. We
claim that 0121 (A) is connected or empty. By the Vertex-Deletion Lemma 4.7 and
the Edge-Contraction Lemma 4.8, we can reduce to the case where A assigns —1
to all edges. Since

-1 -1 -1
OKlLU(z((AerZ)) = Og, (A1) x Ok, (A2),
it suffices to suppose K is connected. For cycles and trees, Proposition 4.11 implies
that 0 ' (A) is connected. If K is complete and not a cycle or a path, then [V| > 4.

In this case 0! (A) is empty: Any element x € 0~ (A) would produce 4 elements
of S® that mutually anticommute, which is impossible. g

Proof of Theorem 4.4. 1t suffices to show that 0;1(/\) is nonempty for each edge
marking A. As in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we can assume that K is connected
and A assigns —1 to all edges. The result follows from Proposition 4.11.
Conversely, suppose K is not a cycle, but contains a 3-cycle. Then K contains a
subgraph K’ of the form appearing in Example 4.6. As we saw in that example,
K’ admits an edge marking A’ with o.,'(A’) empty. Write i : K’ — K for the
inclusion and pick any edge marking A for K with i*A = A’ (since i is injective,
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. /. . . .

i* : 11(G)¢ — m(G)¢ is automatically surjective). Then by Corollary 3.16, we
have a map

i* o H(A) — 0 (A) =@

and so0 0 ! (A) is empty. O

4.3. Proofs of Theorems 2 and 3, and Corollary 1. Theorem 2 is an immediate
consequence of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4. We see also from this that the obstruction
map ok detects the components of R(K,SO(3)). Now suppose P — X is as in
Theorem 3. When Ag,(P) is not empty, we conclude from Corollary 3.19 that
Agat(P)/Go(P) is connected. Since G = SO(3) is connected, it follows from the
sequence (3) that there is a homeomorphism

Anat(P)/G(P) = (Anat(P)/Go(P)) /G

and so A (P)/G(P) is connected. This proves Theorem 3.

To prove Corollary 1, assume that X is a 3-manifold with 711 (X) = I'x a RAAG.
Droms theorem [8] implies that K is a tree or a 3-cycle. Theorem 4.4 tells us the
obstruction map is surjective with G = SO(3), so Corollary 3.18 implies that all
principal SO(3)-bundles P on X admit flat connections. Thus Ag,;(P)/G(P) is not
empty, and its connectedness is a consequence of Theorem 3. g
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