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CONNECTION PRESERVING ACTIONS OF
CONNECTED AND DISCRETE LIE GROUPS

EDWARD R. GOETZE

ABSTRACT. This paper examines connection preserving actions of a non-
compact semisimple Lie group G on a compact fiber bundle and connec-
tion preserving actions of a lattice I' C G on a compact manifold. The
results rely on a new technique that increases the regularity of sections
of bundles naturally associated to the actions under consideration.

1. Introduction

Let M be a connected smooth z-dimensional manifold, and H a sub-
group of GL(n, R). An H-structure on M is a reduction of the full frame
bundle over M to H. If we allow H to be a subgroup of GL(n, ]R)(k) ,
the subgroup of k-jets at 0 of diffeomorphisms of R” fixing 0, we can
extend the notion of an H-structure to include reductions of higher order
frame bundles to H . Given an H-structure P — M , the automorphism
group of P, Aut(P), is the subgroup of Diff(M) consisting of the diffeo-
morphisms of M whose induced action on the frame bundle preserves P .
We wish to examine relationships between a Lie group G and manifolds
M with H-structures such that G C Aut(P). Also, we are interested in
the situation where, instead of a G action, we have only I" C Aut(P),
I C G being a lattice subgroup. This case deals with the issue of the rigid-
ity. of the action of a higher rank lattice, an area of much recent research.
The use of hyperbolic dynamical systems by Hurder in [7], and Katok and
Lewis in [9] and [10] has produced recent results.

If we assume M is a compact manifold and G preserves a volume
form on M, then the study of the ergodic theory of the action has been a
successful technique in answering some of these questions. In particular,
we mention Zimmer’s work in [15] and [16] as examples of this technique.
One drawback of this approach, however, is that the use of ergodicity
provides measurable information which is often difficult to translate into
meaningful information of a higher regularity. This information, which
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typically is represented as a section of an associated bundle to a principal
bundle over M, is often defined only on an open dense subset of M.
Hence, an additional difficulty in applying these methods is the problem of
demonstrating that such a section has completeness properties rich enough
to imply useful geometric information, for example, the section is defined
on all of M. See [17] for a discussion.

In §2 of this paper, we develop a technique that under suitable hypothe-
ses allows one to improve the regularity of this information, e.g., to pass
from the measurable to the smooth. The approach we take is to combine
elements of the theory of hyperbolic dynamical systems and the ergodic
theory of the action, in the form of Zimmer’s measurable superrigidity,
with geometric considerations to construct smooth sections of bundles nat-
urally associated to M . We prove '

Theorem 2.19. Let X be a compact fiber bundle over Y with fibers F .
Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group of higher rank without com-
pact factors. Suppose G acts ergodically on X via bundle automorphisms
preserving a volume density and a C™ connection such that the fibers are
autoparallel. If the algebraic hull of @' : G x X — SL(f), the derivative
cocycle in the fiber direction, equals SL(f), then, by possibly having to pass
to a finite algebraic cover of G, there exists an abelian subgroup A C G
such that the Oseledec decomposition of TF corresponding to A is paral-
lel, C" regular, and everywhere defined on F, for almost every x € X . In
particular, there exists a C” section of the full flag bundle over T(F,).

Although this result assumes the algebraic hull is SL(f), this assump-
tion is much stronger than necessary, and the proof can easily be adapted
to other situations. Theorem 2.20 describes a similar result for actions of
- lattices on manifolds. ,

The existence of these sections is often too weak to provide meaningful
geometric results. To strengthen this information we can use either of two
methods described in this paper. The first of these methods, developed
in §3, is to employ C'** Superrigidity which is a generalization of Zim-
mer’s topological superrigidity [14]. Where applicable, use of topological
or C"¥ superrigidity allows us to conclude that sections of an associ-
ated bundle over M come from sections of the corresponding principal
bundle over M . More specifically, if P — M 1is a principal bundle H
bundle, and E, = (P x V)/H is an associated bundle with ® a sec-
tion of E, — M, then topological or C 9) superrigidity ensures the
existence of a section ¢ of P — M and an element v, € V' such that
®(m) = [¢(m), v;]. The essential point to note is that ¢ possesses the
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same regularity and completeness properties as ®. C"* superrigidity
extends topological superrigidity in that it holds in the case where one
makes more delicate regularity or completeness assumptions on ®. See
the definition of C**) regularity below.

By exploiting the algebraic properties of H , this section of the principal
‘bundle P — M can be used to provide much stronger information about
M, and we use such a section below to classify the possibilities for M
under certain conditions.

The second technique, developed with Renato Feres, is discussed in
§4.2. Here we analyze the local holonomy of the connection, and, if con-
ditions are appropriate, we conclude directly from this information that
our original sections have originated from sections of principal bundles.
In [5], Feres uses this technique to draw similar conclusions under more
general situations, illustrating the ability to generalize the techniques to
broader situations.

The motivation for the development of these techniques was to analyze
the following geometric problems. Suppose G is a higher rank noncom-
pact semisimple Lie group with I' ¢ G a lattice. Let I'" act ergodically
on a compact manifold M preserving a volume density and a connection.
Does this action place any restriction on the possibilities for M? More
generally, let X be a fiber bundle over Y with compact fibers F . Suppose
G acts ergodically on. X via bundle automorphisms preserving a volume
density and a smooth connection. Does the G action restrict the choices
for F? If T is cocompact, by inducing the action of I" to G, we find
that determining the possibilities for F restricts the possibilities for M .

We use the methods described above to obtain the following results,
which are presented in §4.

Theorem 4.1. Let X, Y, F, and G be as described above, and assume
the fibers in X are autoparallel. Let L be the algebraic hull for the cocycle

/
o .

(1) If L is compact, then there exists a smooth Riemannian metric g
on F with respect to which F has a transitive group of isometries,
ie., : '

Isom(F, g)

Isom(F, g).~

(ii) If L = SL(f), where f =dim(F), then F is a torus.

Theorem 4.4. Let I' C G be an irreducible lattice in a higher rank
semisimple Lie group without compact factors. Suppose I acts ergodi-
cally on a compact n-dimensional manifold M preserving a volume and a

F
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smooth connection. Let o : T x M — SL(n) be the derivative cocycle with
measurable algebraic hull L.

(i) If L is compact, T acts isometrically on M preserving a smooth
Riemannian metric.

(ii) If L = SL(n), and n(T') C SL(n) contains a lattice, where m is
the superrigidity homomorphism, then M admits a torus as a finite
affine cover.

This last theorem is a generalization of the results presented in [6] where
we no longer require the rather restrictive assumption that the connection
has bounded parallel transport.

As a simple corollary to Theorem 4.4, we mention

Corollary 4.8. Suppose SL(n,Z),n > 3, acts ergodically on an n-
dimensional manifold M preserving a connection and a volume density.
Then M admits a torus as a finite affine cover.

Since the requirement that L = SL(f) is stronger than necessary in
Theorem 2.19, the same holds true for these results. There should be little
problem in adapting these results to hold when L 1is any noncompact
semisimple Lie group, regardless of its type, as long as the dimension of
L is comparable to the dimension of F . This point will be addressed in
future work.

We wish to thank Robert Zimmer and Renato Feres for their helpful
conversations and suggestions.

2. Improving the regularity of sections

Throughout this section and those that follow, we assume the reader is
familiar with the elements of Zimmer’s measurable superrigidity as pre-
sented in [15] and [16].

2.1. Measurable superrigidity and the multiplicative ergodic theorem.
Let X be a compact fiber bundle over Y with fibers F, dim(X) = x,
dim(F) = f. Let G be a connected noncompact semisimple Lie group of
higher rank. Suppose G acts ergodically on X via bundle automorphisms
preserving a connection and a volume density. A bundle automorphism is
a diffeomorphism of X which factors to a difftfomorphism of Y . Natu-
rally associated to this situation are two cocycles:

B:GxY — Diff(F), a:Gx X — GL(x).

B describes the lift of the G actionon Y to X, and « is the derivative
cocycle (x = dim(X)). Since the G action maps fibers to fibers, a induces
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another natural cocycle
o 1Gx X - GL(f),

which describes how the G action maps tangent vectors in one fiber to
tangent vectors in another fiber. We let L be the algebraic hull of o’ .

We shall make extensive use of the following result.

Theorem 2.1 (Superrigidity for cocycles[15]). Suppose G is a connect-
ed semisimple Lie group, R-rank (G) > 2, with no compact factors. Let X
be an irreducible ergodic. G-space, H and algebraic R-group, and o: G x
X — H a cocycle with algebraic hull L. If Ly is noncompact and center
free, then a~m: G — L.

Remark 2.1. If L, has a finite center Z, we apply the theorem to
Lp/Z , and by lifting this homomorphism we obtain a homomorphism
from a finite algebraic cover of G into L itself (Remark 6.2 [14]). This
point necessitates the inclusion of the “up to finite cover” phrases in most
of our results.

Remark 2.2. We may dispense with the assumption of irreducibility if,
instead, we assume every simple factor of G has higher rank.

Remark 2.3. If I' ¢ G is a lattice acting on X as above, then the
conclusion still holds, ie., if a: ' x X — H is a cocycle, there exists
n: G — H such that o ~ . See Theorem 9.4.14 in [15].

We will use this theorem in conjunction with some classical results from
ergodic theory.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be a compact smooth manifold, f M - M a
c! diffeomorphism, and || - || the norm of some Riemannian metricon M .
Let # be the a-algebra of Borel subsets of M and let # be the set of all
f-invariant probability measures on B . Then there exists an f-invariant
set B € % such that

(1) u(B)=1 forevery ue #,
(ii) there exists a measurable f-invariant function s:B — L,
(iii) there exist measurable f-invariant functions x, : B — R, for i =
1 ’ 2 A
(iv) there exists a measurable decomposition TM|, = E, ®E,®---® E,
into f-invariant subbundles, and
(v) if x€ B,V e€E(x)~{0}, 1<i<s(x), then

.1 '
Lm —log IT £ (N = x, ).

The objects are unique and independent of the choice of Riemannian metric.
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Proof. This is Oseledec’s Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem (Theorem
10.41in [13]). g.ed.

The decomposition is called the Oseledec decomposition, the functions
{x;} are called the Lyapunov exponents, and B is called the set of regular
points. ’

If A consists of a family of commuting C ! diffeomorphisms, we can
choose the Oseledec decomposition to be common to all elements of A
on some conull set A. The Lyapunov exponents then become functions
X;: A— Func(A, R).

We wish to combine superrigidity and the Multiplicative Ergodic The-
orem to yield information concerning the Lyapunov exponents in the di-
rection of the fibers in X . Let TF < TX consist of the subbundle of
vectors tangent to the fibers in X . Assuming L is not compact, super-
rigidity yields a measurable trivialization of TF 2 X x R’ such that the
G action becomes

glx,V)=(gx,n(g)V),

where o’ ~ 7: G — SL(f). For an abelian subgroup 4 C G, let {x;(a)}
be the set of Lyapunov exponents corresponding to the Oseledec decom-

position
TF, = @ F,,
7

the tangent space through the fiberat x € X .

Proposition 2.3. The Lyapunov exponents for a € A are {logla;|},
where a; are the eigenvalues for n(a) € SL(f).

Proof. See [6]. q.e.d.

We now assume the fibers in X are autoparallel with respect to the given
connection [11], i.e., we need to assume the restriction of the connection
to a fiber yields a connection. For a vector V € TF_, let P, denote
the parallel translation along the geodesic exp(¢V), ¢t € [0, 1], provided
that the geodesic is defined for all such ¢. Also, recall that x"(a, Z) =
lim, . llog|Tal(Z)|.

Lemma 2.4. There exist constants C and K suchthatif V € TF and
VIl < K, then ||P,|| < C.

Proof. Let I(t) be a geodesic in F starting at x. By continuity of
the connection, for any V' € TF,, PI(z)(V) is a continuous function in
t. Hence, by continuity of the norm on F, f(¢) = ||P1(t)(V)|| is also
continuous.

For a fixed C > 1, continuity of f implies for every x € F, there
exists a neighborhood U, of x such that for any geodesic generated by
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V € TF,_, starting at x and stayingin U, we have ||P,|| < C. Using the
local diffeomorphic property of exp, there exists K, such that for every
V e TF, with ||[V]| < K, exp(tV) lies in U, for t € [0, 1]. For such
V', we thus have ||P, ]| < C. Note that K varies continuously with x .
Using compactness of F we can choose a K > 0 such that K < K, for
every x € F . The lemma now follows. q.e.d.

By the usual arguments, the previous result is independent of our choice
of norm. v

Proposition 2.5. Fix a € A and suppose x,y € A and [(t) = exp(tZ)
for t€[0, 1] is a geodesic from x to y with x™(a, Z) < 0. ‘

() o V € F(x). then y;(a, P,(V) < z,(a, V).
(i) If V € F(x) where x(a, V) is minimal, then P/(V) € F(y), ie,
P, preserves the maximal contracting direction.
(iii) If x,(a) < x,(a) < --- < Xs(a), then P, preserves the flag F, C
FeFc---CF&---oF,.

Proof. Since the G action preserves the connection, we have
Tay oP =P, oTa,.

Note that a” o I(t) = a” o exp(tZ) is a geodesic at a”(x) in the direc-
tion Tay(Z). Since x"(a,Z) <0, {||Ta}(Z)|[},>, is bounded, and, in
fact, converges to 0. Thus, there exists' N such that for every n > N,
”Ta;'(Z )l < K, where K is as in the previous lemma. Therefore, there
exists C > 0 such that

ITa; o P(V)| < CiTay(V)Il  Vn2>0.

Thus,
1 1
Jlim —log||Tay o R(V)|| < lim - log(C||Ta,(V)]) = x;(a)-

This proves the first claim. The second statement follows as minimality
of x; assures us that equality is achieved, and that P(V) € F;(y). The
third claim is deduced immediately from the first. q.e.d.

Remark 2.4. Without mention, we have made substantial use of our
assumption that the fibers are autoparallel. This assumption assures us
that parallel translation along a path in the fiber takes tangent vectors to
the fiber to tangent vectors to the fiber.

If I(t) = exptZ is a geodesic and there exists a € 4 such that x (a, Z)
< 0, then call / a contracting geodesic for a.
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Using Fubini’s theorem, there exists x € A such that AN F_ is conull
in F. We now fix such an x. ;
Proposition 2.6. Let R and T be the curvature and torsion tensors of

the connection on F,_, and let X, € F;(x). Then
(i) (a) R(X,, X))X;=0, 0r
(b) R(X,, X,)X; has Lyapunov exponent x; + X, + X3 -
(i) (a) T(X,, X,)=0,0r
(b) T(X,|, X,) has Lyapunov exponent x, + X, .
Proof. Let W = R(X,, X,)X,. We have

i < IRI- TT XA
i

Hence,
log(I Ta,(W)))) = log(I(R(Ta, X, , Td, X,))(Ta, X;)})
< log(IIRI T 1 Ta;x;1)
i
=log |R|| +_ log || Td, X,].
i
Thus,
M tim Liog | Ta2 W)l < 3 @)
i

Replacing a with b = a! , we obtain
.1
(2) Jlim —log 176, (W) < in(b) = - Zx,-(a),
1 !
and if W # 0, then
. 1 n .
(3) m  —log | Ta, (W) = Z x,(a@). |
; :
Combining (1) and (3) and using regularity of x € A yield
. 1 n
Jlim ~ log[|Ta; (W)l = Z,-:X"(a)'
A similar argument works for 7 as well.
2.2. Construction of C’ sections. Throughout this subsection we as-

sume that the fibers F in the bundle X over Y are f dimensional ( f >
3), and that the algebraic hull L = SL(f, R). Using superrigidity, by
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passing to a finite (algebraic) cover of G, we may assume o' ~7n:G — L
is a surjection. If D is the set of diagonal matrices in SL(f, R), then we
may choose 4 C G such that n(4) = D. Thus the eigenvalues for #(a)
are just the elements along the diagonal. By Proposition 2.3, we have

Lemma 2.7. Let {x;} be the set of Lyapunov exponents corresponding
to the A action. Then the following hold:

(i) If x € A and TF, = @ F,(x) is the Oseledec decomposition corre-
sponding to the A action, then dim(F(x)) =1 forall i.

(ii) If o is a permutation on the set of f elements, then there exists
a € A such that

X,,(l)(a) < Xa(z)(a) <--<0< X,,(f)(a)~

Recall we have x € X such that F, N A is conull in F_. Since the
fibers are autoparallel, the connection on X yields one on F,. Let R
and T be the curvature and torsion of this connection.

Propesition 28. R=0and T=0.

Proof. Let i,j,ke{l,2,---, f}. If R(X,, Xj)Xk # 0, then x, +
X+ X is a Lyapunov exponent, and hence, must be x, for some / €
{1,2,.--, f}. Using Lemma 2.3, this corresponds to an algebraic rela-
tion among the a;’s for every n(a) € D. In other words, we have that
aaa, = a for all diagonal matrices in SL(f). However, no such rela-
tion exists for a// matrices in D . Thus, R(X,, X )X, =0 forall i, j, k.
Hence, R = 0. A similar argument shows 7' =0. q.e.d.

If x € A and TF, = @{;lFi(x), let Wj(x) = ,,; F;(x) be a hy-
perplane in TF, (so Wj(x) has constant j-coordinate), and let V;.(x) =
exp Bj(x) where exp is defined. Since R, T = 0, in some neighbor-
hood U of x we may assume that U is a flat affine space, and that exp
is the identity map. For x € A, let {X,(x)} be a basis of TF_ with
X;(x) € Fi(x). , _

Lemma 29. Let x € ANU and suppose z € V(x)NANU. Then
F(x) is parallel to Fi(z) for j#1.

Proof. Pick a € A such that a; > 1 and a i is minimal. Then any
vector in W,(x) is contracting for a, and since a; is minimal, parallel
translation along any geodesic from x to z in Vj(x) maps Fj(x) to
Fj(z) . However, the parallel translation in U is just ordinary translation,
and so F;(x) is parallel to F;(z).

Lemma 2.10. Suppose [(t) = exptX,(x) is a geodesic in U from x
through z e A. Then Fj(x) is parallel to Fj(z) forall j=1,2,---, f.
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Proof. Pick k # i. Then I(¢) liesin V,(x), so by Lemma 2.9, Fj(x) is
parallel to Fj(z) for all j # k. It remains only to see F,(x) is parallel to
F,(z). However, we repeat the same argument using / # i, k (possible
since F is at least 3 dimensional), and conclude F(x) is parallel to
F.(z). qed.

We define a geodesic of the form /() = exp¢X,;(x) for x € A to be a
primary geodesic.

Remark 2.5. The upshot of this lemma is that if we can join two regular
points by a primary geodesic, then the entire decomposition is preserved.
If we can connect enough of the regular points together in this fashion
(enough, of course, meaning a conull set), we will have established that
the Oseledec decomposition is preserved by parallel translation. From
there, we simply define, via parallel translation, a decomposition on all
of F_, which is consistent with the Oseledec decomposition. Of course,
we need to demonstrate that we can join enough regular points via these
primary geodesics.

2.2.1. Ultraregular points. We now wish. to establish the existence of a
conull set of regular points with some special properties.

Proposition 2.11. There exists a conull set Ay C A such that if x € A,
then almost every point of exptX,(x) liesin Ay forall i=1,2,.--, f
andall teR. '

We begin the proof by noting that we need only show the proposition
holds in a neighborhood of every point. Throughout this section, then, we
fix an x € F_, and a neighborhood U of x which we may assume is a
flat affine space.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose x,y € UNA. If V(x)NV,(y)NU # &, then
Vix)=V,(y) forany i=1,2,---, f. :

Proof. Pick a € 4 such that g, < 1. Let z € V(x)nV,(y)nU.
Then there exist a geodesic /,(¢) = exp(¢tZ,) with Z € W,(x) joining
x to z, a geodesic ,(t) = exptZ, with Z, € W(y) joining y to z,
and a geodesic [;(¢) = exptZ, joining x to y. Since Z, and Z, lie
in W(x) and W/(y) respectively, both /’s are contracting for a. Hence
ITaZ(Z)Il, I Ta,(Z,)ll — O exponentially as n — co. By the triangle
inequality, ||Ta;(Z3)|| — 0 exponentially as n — co. Since W,(x) con-
sists of vectors with exactly this property, Z, € W(x), and therefore,
Vix)=V,(¥). qe.d

A Lipschitz Function. We now wish to view V| : UN A — {Hyperplanes
in U}. Choose a fixed x; € UNA and a basis for U at x;. Use this
basis to define a norm, so that for r > 0, B,(x) = {y | [|[x —y|l <r}. Then
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there exists a > 0 such that B (x,) Cc U. Let U, = Ba/4(x0).

Let L = exptX,(x;). Then L intersects V|(x) transversally for all -
x € B,(x,); if not, then L C V,(x) and therefore x, € ¥ (x) N V{(x,)
contradicting the previous lemma. For all x € B, (x,), define G(x) to be
the intersection of ¥ (x) with L, and let ©(x) be the angle between L
and the plane ¥V (x). Since L is transversal to ¥V (x), ©(x) > 0.

Lemma 2.13. There exists 6 > 0 such that ©(x) > 6 for all x €
U,NA.

Proof. Choose x,, x € UyN A such that x, — x. If ©(x,) # O(x),
then there exist € > 0 and a subsequence X, such that Xy, = X, but
|8(xnk) —O(x)| > €. Thus for large n,, Vl(x"k) NV(x)NU # &, con-
tradicting the previous lemma. So ©(x) is continuous on U, N A, and
therefore, for 6 > 0, 9_1(0, 7/2] is an open set in Uy N A. By shrinking
U, if necessary, the lemma follows.

Proposition 2.14. . G: UyN A — L is Lipschitz. More specifically,

1G0) = GO < gl = 1|

Proof Let x,y € UyNA sothat |x—y|=€<a/2. If x,y€L,
then |G(x) — G(¥)| = ||[x — y||. So, we assume that x ¢ L. Let P be
the plane containing L and x, and for every z, let /(z) be the line of
intersection of V|(z) and P. Note, then, that ©(x) is less than the angle
between L and /(x) in P. Let B, = U, N P, a.circle with radius a/4,
since L C P, and L is a diameter of Uj,.

Since V{(x) and V|(y) do not intersect in U, /(x) and /(y) do not
intersect in B,. Let R be the intersection of the line perpendicular to
/(y) through x,andlet r=|x—R|. So r<e.

Assume that all lines are defined on all of R”. If /(x) and /(y) never
intersect, then

r € _lx=xl

I6X) =Gl < Ghem) <sind = smd -

So assume /(x) and /(y) intersect at the point .S. Let C be the point
of intersection of /(x) and the line perpendicular to /(y) through G(y),
and let y =|C — G(y)|. Also, let D be the point on /(x) closest to G(y)
and let 6 = |D — G(y)|.

Exploiting the similarity of the triangles SCG(y) and SxR vyields

_riS=G)l _ €(S—RI+IR-GO)) __ (, . IR=G0)l
P<V=TsoR S S-RI ‘€@+‘Fiir)
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Now,
IR-GWI < IR=-x|+|lx-yl|+ly -G <a/2+a/2+2a=3a

by Lemma 2.15 below. Since R € Ba/4(x0) and S ¢ B,(x,), |S—R| >
a/2. Thus,

IR - G()| ( 3a ) ( 3_a)_
5<6(1+ S—R] <€ 1+1S—R| <E€ 1+a/2 = Te.

Finally, using the right triangle G(x)DG(y) we have

0 Te 7

as claimed. q.e.d.

The proof shows that G is uniformly continuous on U, N A. Hence,
we can extend G to a continuous and Lipschitz function on all of U, .

Lemma 2.15. In the notation from Proposition 2.14, |x — G(x)| < 2a
forall xe UynA. ’

Proof. If I(x) and [(x;) do not intersect in P, then /(x) and I(x,)
are parallel, and since L is perpendicular to V(x,), the closest point on
I(x) to l(x,) is G(x). But |x — xy| < a/4, so |x,— G(x)| < a/4, and
therefore |x — G(x)| < |x — xy] + |x, — G(x)| < a/2.

Suppose now that /(x) and /(x,) intersect at S. Then |x, — S| >
a. Let k be the line tangent to B, through S such that if K is the
intersection of k and L, then G(x) lies on L between x, and K. Let
J be the intersection of k and B . Since x, is the center of B, and k
is tangent to B, the triangles x,JK and x,JS are both right triangles.
Note |x, — J| =a/4. Hence,

|J =)  a/4 a/4 1

=S| -S| a &
Thus, :

-S| _ 1_(|x0—J|>2>~/ﬁ>§
lxg—J| |X, — S| 4’
By similar triangles, we have

[ —K| _x=Jl _1/4_1

xo—J| ~ [J-S| ~3/4 3
But,
k |x0——J|

<a,
3

|xg = K| < |xqg = J|+|J - K| < |xy— J| +
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and as G(x) lieson L between x, and K, this implies |x;, — G(x)| < a,
from which we conclude

|x = G(x)| < |x — x5 + |x, - G(x)| <af4+a<2a,

which proves the lemma.

Theorem 2.16 (A type of Fubini theorem). Consider a Lipschitz func-
tion f:R" = R” with m > n. If U is a Lebesgue measurable set,
then ‘

/ J f(x)dZ"x = / FTUN T ) Sy,
U R"

where Z" is n-dimensional Lebesgue measure, %" is m-dimensional
Hausdorff measure, and J,f(x) = || A, Df(x)|| is the n-dimensional Jaco-
bian of f at x (this is well defined as Lipschitz functions are differentiable
almost everywhere [4, 3.1.6]).

Proof. This is 3.2.11 from [4]. g.e.d.

By applying this theorem, we see that a type of Fubini’s Theorem re-
sult holds, and we may conclude that almost every point on almost every
V()N U, liesin A. :

Lemma 2.17. Let S C {1,2,.--, f}, Wy(x) = s Wilx), and
Vo(x) = exp Wy(x). Then the following hold:

(1) There exists a conull dense A; C A such that if x € A, then almost
every point in V,(x) liesin A,;.

(i) There exists a conull set Ag C A such that if x € Ag then almost
every point of V(x) lies in Ag.

Proof. The first statement has been proven above. To see the second
statement, assume that S = {i, j}. Note that each V(x) is a hyperplane,
and that by Lemma 2.9, V(x) N V,(x) are parallel hyperplanes of codimen-
sion 2 for all x. Hence, the usual Fubini’s Theorem applies. Similarly,
for general S, the Fy(x) are also hyperplanes of higher codimension, and
so the usual Fubini’s Theorem still holds.

Proof of Proposition 2.11. Let A, = ﬂsj Asj where

S, ={1.2, -, FI\{i).

q.e.d. ' :
Proposition 2.18. Fix x € Ay. Then there exists a conull set A, C A,
such that for every y € A there is a path consisting of broken primary
geodesics from x to y.
Proof. Pick a neighborhood U of x, which we assume is a flat affine
space. Since x € Ay, the set T’} = {exptX,(x)},;z N A, is conull in
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{exp X (x)},cg - By Lemma 2.10, if y € I'|, then X,(x) is parallel to

X;(y) forall i, and therefpre, exp ¢tX,(y) lies in the plane ﬂ{=3 V}(x) for
all y eI}, t € R. By Fubini’s Theorem, the set

1q2 = {{exP tXZ(y)}ZGR n U}yer‘l

is conull in ﬂ{=3 V.(x)nU . Further, for every z €T,, X;(x) is parallel
to X;(z) for all i. By Fubini again,

Iy = {{exp £X;(2)},g O U}zel—2

is conull in ﬂj; 4 V}(x) N U. We can continue constructing these I';’s for

all i=1,2,---,f. Let A, = Ff. Then A is conull in U, and by
construction, there exists a broken primary geodesic from x to y for any
YEA,. :

If V' is another neighborhood of a flat affine space which intersects U,
then there exists y € A, NV . Repeating the above argument for y, we
may conclude that A is conull in U UV . The proposition now follows
since we can cover F, with a finite number of such neighborhoods.

2.2.2. Regularity of the Oseledec decomposition.

Theorem 2.19. Let X be a compact fiber bundle over Y with fibers F .
Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group of higher rank without com-
pact factors. Suppose G acts ergodically on X via bundle automorphisms
preserving a volume density and a C' connection such that the fibers are
autoparallel. If the algebraic hull of o': G x X — SL(f), the derivative
cocycle in the fiber direction, equals SL(f), then, by possibly having to pass
to a finite algebraic cover of G, there exists an abelian subgroup A C G
such that the Oseledec decomposition of TF corresponding to A is paral-
lel, C" regular, and everywhere defined on F, for almost every x € X . In
particular, there exists a C section of the full flag bundle over T (F,).

Proof. We follow the outline described in §2.2. By Proposition 2.18,
there exists a conull set of regular points such that any two may be con-
nected by a series of primary geodesics. By Lemma 2.10, the Oseledec
decomposition is preserved by parallel translation along this path. Note
that any path is homotopic to a path consisting of a series of primary
geodesics. (This is certainly true locally, so we need only cover our (com-
pact) path with a finite number of neighborhoods.) Since R = 0, parallel
translation along homotopic paths is identical. Hence, the Oseledec de-
composition is preserved by parallel translation along any path. Define
the decomposition to be parallel translation to points in the complement
of A_. By construction, the decomposition is parallel. q.e.d.
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A similar result holds for certain actions of lattices on manifolds.

Theorem 2.20. Let G be as in Theorem 2.19. Suppose I' ¢ G is a
lattice acting on an f-dimensional manifold M preserving a volume den-
sity and a C" connection. If the algebraic hull of the derivative cocycle
a:I'x M — SL(f) equals SL(f), and if n(T') C SL(f) contains a lat-
tice, where m : G — SL(f) is the superrigidity homomorphism, then, by
possibly having to pass to a finte cover of T, the Oseledec decomposition on
M corresponding to an abelian subgroup A c U is parallel, C" regular,
and everywhere defined. So, there exists a C’ section of the full flag bundle
over M.

Proof. The proof follows exactly as in Theorem 2.19 once we have es-
tablished the existence of a suitable abelian subgroup, i.e., we need a result
comparable to Lemma 2.7. Since n(I") contains a lattice in SL(f), using
Lemma 3.2 in [6] and its preceding remarks, we complete the proof.

3. ¢ Superrigidity

We will need to prove a generalization of Zimmer’s topological super-
rigidity for the sequel. The difference between the results here and those
presented in [14] lies in the regularity of the sections under consideration.
In [14], Zimmer proves a result analogous to Theorem 3.4 for C” sections.
The point here is to strengthen the geometric meaning of the previously
constructed sections, and these sections are not C’ regular.

3.1. Preliminaries. Let G be a semisimple Lie group acting on set
S. Then s € S is called a parabolic invariant if there exists a parabolic
subgroup Q C G such that Q fixes s. In particular, if G acts by au-
tomorphisms of a principal H-bundle P —» M, and V is an H-space
with E, — M the associated bundle, then a parabolic invariant section is
a section of E), invariant under a parabolic subgroup of G.

Let P — M be a principal H-bundle on which G acts via bundle auto-
morphisms. If n: G — H is a homomorphism, then a section s: M — P
is said to be totally n-simple if for ge G and me M,

s(gm) = g.s(m).n(g)”".

Here, of course, M and P are right G-spaces, and P is a left H-space.

Let X be a fiber bundle over Y with fibers F. For any function
¢: X — M, and any neighborhood U C Y trivializing X, we have
¢ iy FxU—->M. Call ¢: X - M a C") function if for any

such U, ¢ |,y is C’ as a function of ¥ and C’ as a function of U.
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Similarly, if P — X is a principal H-bundle over X, V' isan H-space,
and ®: P — V isan H-equivariant map, call ® an H-equivariant c)
function if locally & is a C" function of F and a C° function of Y.
Note that by H-equivariance, ® is necessarily C™ as a function of H .

Although most of what follows will be valid for most (r, s), the most
interesting results follow when either » or s is measurable. Of particular
interest to us is the case where s is measurable. Let C(”S)(X s E,) bethe

set of C"¥ sections of the associated bundle E, over X.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a natural bijective correspondence between
C"*)X; E,) and H-eguivariant C""*) maps P — V. Furthermore,
G-invariant elements of C("’)(X ; E,) correspond to H-equivariant G-
invariant C"% maps P - V.

Proof. The proof is standard noting the appropriate changes in regular-
ity. See [1], for example. q.e.d.

Let r € [0, 0] and s be measurable. Callaset U ¢ X a C"¥
generic set if U is conull in X and for almost every x € U, F, . NU is
open, dense in F, , where F, is the fiber in X through the point x.

Now suppose G acts by automorphisms of a principal H-bundle P —
X where H is an algebraic group. Assume that the G action on X is
ergodic. An algebraic subgroup L C H iscalleda C r>9) algebraic hull
for the G action on P if

(i) there exist a G-invariant C ( generic set U ¢ X and a G-
invariant C"*¥ section of Eyy ly— U, and
(ii) the first assertion is false for any proper algebraic subgroup of L.

r,s)

Proposition 3.2. Assume the situation described in the previous defini-
tion. Then the following hold

() " algebraic hulls always exist.
(ii) Any two C"%) algebraic hulls are conjugate in H .
(iii) If there exist a G-invariant C"%-generic U c X and a C"*
section of Eyy; |,— U, then L, contains a "9 hull.

The first and last statements follow from the descending chain condition
on algebraic subgroups. The second statement will require

Lemma 3.3. ' Let G beergodicon X , and P — X aprincipal H-bundle
on which G acts by bundle automorphisms. Let H be a real algebraic group
and let V be a quasi-algebraic H-space. Let ¢ be a G-invariant C**
section of E, — X, with ® : P — V the corresponding H-equivariant
G-invariant C"% map. Then there exist a G-invariani C"*° generic
UcCX and an H-orbit @ C V such that (P |,) C O .
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Proof. Since ®: P — V is H-equivariant, factoring by the H action,
we obtain & : X — H\V . The H action on V is quasi-algebraic and
therefore tame. As the G action on X is ergodic, ® is constant on
U C X a conull set. By Fubini, for almost every x € U, F. NU is
conull in F,_. But then | F, isa C’ function constant on the conull set

F.NUCF,. Hence F,NU =F_ forsuch x,and U is C"* generic.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let U, C X be two C"*) generic G-invariant
sets with L, C H algebraic subgroups and ®,: P |, — H|, G-invariant

H-equivariant C**) maps. Let ® = (@, D) : P ly gy — H/L < HIL,.
(Note that U, nU, isa C"% generic set.) Apply Lemma 3.3 to U,nuU,
to obtain a C"*% generic set U C U, NU, and a single H orbit & C
H/L, x H/L, such that ®(P |,) C & . Note that the stabilizer of a point

in H/L, x H/L, under the H action takes the form hlLlhl~1 N thzhz"1
for some 4,, h, € H. Thus, we have ®(P |,) - H |h,L1h,“mh2L2h;‘ . By

definition of C">* hull, &, L 4" nh,L,h;" contains L, so that L, is
contained in a conjugate of L, . Similarly, L, is contained in a conjugate
of L . Since the L/s are algebraic subgroups, L, and L, are actually
conjugate. q.e.d.

Let G act via principal bundle automorphisms on P(X, H) with ct¥
algebraic hull L. The G actionis C"'9 complete if

(i) there exists a ct9) generic set U such that for almost every x €
U, F,cU,and
(i) there existsa C"** section Egply—U.

Given a principal H-bundle P — X, and V an H-space, a section ¢
of E, is said to be effective for P if H acts effectively on ®(P) where
®: P - V is the corresponding H-map to ¢ . Suppose G acts ergodically
and C"*) completely on P where H is an algebraic group and V is an
algebraic variety. Then a C”*) section ¢: X — E, is C"9)_ G-effective
if it is effective for P, C P where P, isa G-invariant reductionto L C H,
the C"9 algebraic hull.

We are now ready to state the main result of this section. |

Theorem 3.4 (C"*% superrigidity). Let G be a connected semisimple
Lie group, R-rank(G) > 2, with G acting via bundle automorphisms on
P(X,H), H an algebraic R-group, V an R-variety on which H acts
algebraically, and G acting ergodically on X with respect to a probability
measure u where supp(u) = X . Assume the action is C"%) complete. If
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there exists a G effective C">°) parabolic invariant section y of E, — X,
then, by possibly passing to a finite cover of G, there exist

(i) a homomorphism n:G — H,
(i) vy €V, and
(iii) a totally n-simple C"*°) section s of P — X

such that y is the associated section (s, vy), i.e, w(x)=[s(x), v,].

Remark 3.1. (i) We can dispense with the completeness assumption;
however, the totally n-simple Cc"*) section s will be defined only where
v is defined. So, in essence, the necessity of the completeness assumption
is simply to ensure that the section y exists.

(ii) Effectiveness of y will ensure that we can see enough of the c9
algebraic hull by looking at 7. This is to avoid the obvious degeneracy
problems, e.g., if the C">*) algebraic hull were in the kernel of the H
action on V. By passing to a suitable subquotient, we can still obtain re-
sults without the effectiveness assumption. Let P, C P be the G-invariant

reduction to the C algebraic hull L, and let N C L be the maxi-
mal normal subgroup of L pointwise fixing ®(P,). We can then obtain
a C'%.G-effective section of the ¥ associated bundle to the principal
bundle P,/N, and apply the theorem to this new situation.

(iii) The hypothesis concerning the parabolic invariant section is the
key point in extending measurable superrigidity to topological and ct®
superrigidity. The proofs of all versions of superrigidity depend on the
existence of parabolic invariance; however, in the measurable case, it is
always possible to deduce the existence of relevant parabolic invariant
sections. This is not the case in the situations of higher regularity, thus
the need for this additional assumption.

3.2. Proof of C*¥ superrigidity. By C”*® completeness, we may
assume H is the CU*¥ algebraic hull. Let @ be the parabolic subgroup
such that y is Q-invariant. Let B C Q be a minimal parabolic subgroup.
By Proposition 3.1, w corresponds to a Q-mvanant H-equivariant c
map ¥Y:P - V. If ¥,: X - H\V is the induced map on H orbits,
then ¥, is B-invariant. Moore’s Theorem implies B is ergodic on X ;
therefore, by Lemma 3.3, there exist a C"*® generic set X, C X and an
H orbit V, C V such that ¥,(x) € ¥, forevery x € X;. We may assume
nh="r.

Let L be the measurable algebraic hull of the G action on P. Let R
be the measurable G-invariant subbundle which is a measurable principal
L bundle. Then for almost every g € R, ¥,(q) lies in a single L orbit,
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say W, C V. Note that W, C ¥ and H.WW;=V,.

Now define F : P x G/B — V so that F(p, g) = ¥(g~'p). Since ¥
is B-invariant, F is indeed well defined. From the proof of measurable
superrigidity [15], we have

Proposition 3.5. By passing to a finite (algebraic) cover of G,

(i) there exists a regular homomorphism o : G — L, and

(ii) for almost every r € R, there exists a conjugate ¢’ of ¢ in L,
such that for almost all r € R, F(r, g) = a'(g).W(r). Further, if L, is
the stabilizer in L of W, then o :G — L/L, is a surjection.

Next define ®: P — Func(G/B,V) as ®(p)(g)=F(p,g) = lI"(g_lp).
Proposition 3.5 implies that for almost every g € R, ®(q) : G/B — W is
a regular surjective map. As B 1is parabolic, G/B is a complete variety,
and therefore W), is Zariski closed in V. We also have

Proposition 3.6. There exists ®, € Reg(G/B, W,)) such that for almost
every g € R, ®(q) € L.O,.

Proof. Since ¥ is L-equivariant, so is the map ®: R — Reg(G/B, W;).
Let &: L\R: X — L\Reg(G/B, W,) be the map on L orbits. Note that
& is B-invariant since ¥ is B-invariant. Since B is ergodic on X, ®
must be constant on a conull set. q.e.d.

Let R, ={g € R|Y¥(q) € Wyand (g) € L.D)}. Then R, is conull
in R, andif P, is the H saturationin P of R, then P, isconullin P
and for every p € P;, ®(p) is regular and ®(p) € H.®, C Reg(G/B, V).

By Theorem 3.3.1 in [15], the H action on Reg(G/B, V) is tame,
so H.®, is open in its closure in C""*)(G/B, V). If P, = {p € P |
®(p) € HD,}, then since ® is H-equivariant C 29 regular, P is C r:5)
generic.

Let S#(V) be the space of closed subvarieties of V. Define 2°: P, —
F(V) so that Z(p) = ®(p)(G/B). Then # is H-equivariant and par-
tially G-invariant (ie., if p, gp € P,, then Z(p) = Z(gp)). Also,
Z(P,) Cc HW, c (V). If H, is the stabilizer of W, in &(V'), then we
obtain an H-equivariant, partially G-invariant C"* map P,— H/H,.
This corresponds to a G-invariant C") section of Eyy |y— U, where
U= Gp(P) (p: P - X is the standard projection). Since H is the
Cc"%) algebraic hull for the G action on P, H =H. So, H stabilizes
W, and as W is closed, we have

Wy=Vy=Vo=V.

Thus, both H and L are transitive on V', and for every p € P,, ®(p) :
G/B — V is a regular surjection.
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To summarize, there is an H-equivariant C”** map @ : P,— H®,C
Reg(G/B, V). However, we will need to know that p(P,) contains entire
fibers, not just open dense subsets of fibers.

Lemma 3.7. Let U=p(P,). If F.nU isconullin F_, then F, C U.

Proof. Note that V' is complete and a transitive H-space, and can there-
fore be embedded as a closed orbit in a projective space via a representa-
tion of H. Let f, € F_. Choose {p,},>, € P, such that p, — p, and
p(p;) = f;. Since @ is continuous in the direction of F and H, and
G/B is compact, ®(p,) — ®(p,) uniformly. As ®(p,) € H.®,, we can
write ®(p,) = h, &, for 1, € H. By Lemma 6.3 in [14], %, is bounded
in PGL(n+ 1), and therefore converges to s, € PGL(n+1). Since H is
algebraic, A, lies in the image of H in PGL(n + ). Hence we conclude
that ®(p,) = h,.®,. q.e.d.

Since @, is surjective, and H is effective on V', the stabilizer of @,
in H is trivial, implying that ® defines an H-equivariant C"¥ map
P, — H and therefore a C -5} section s of P, - U CX
(U = p(P,)) as follows: for m € U, s(m) is the element of P, such
that ®(s(m)) = ®,. We have P(p)(ag) = ‘I’(g"la_lp) = <I>(a_1p)(g).
Thus, for every p € P,, the G orbit of ®(p) in Reg(G/B, V) is con-
tained in ®(P), and therefore in H.®, .

Using the proof of measurable superrlgldlty (or Lemma 3.5.2 from[15]),
we conclude that for each p € P, , there exists a homomorphism M, G-
H such that

D(p)(g) = 7,(8).P(p)(e).
Define 7, = LA Then, forall me U, ge G,
@y (8) = 7,,(8)-Py(e)-
Forany aec G,
®y(ga) = 7,,(ga).®y(e) = 7,,(8)7,,(a).Py(e) = 7,,(8)- Dy ().
So, forany g,a€ G,
nmld)o(a) = nm2<1)0(a) ,

forany m,, m, € U. Again, since ®, is surjective and H is effective on
vV, we have nml(g) = nmz(g) for all such m , m,. Hence, there exists
n:G— H suchthat n ==, forall meU.
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As ®: P, » H®, C Reg(G/B, V) is injective on the fibers of P, we

need only show <I>(g.s(m).7t(g)_1) = ®(s(gm)) to see that s is totally
m~-simple. But,

®(g.s(m).n(g)  )a) = ¥(a ' g.s(m).a(g)”") = n(g)-¥(a~' g.s(m))
= n(g)-®(s(m))(g ™' a) = n(g).B,(g 'a)
= D, (a) = D(s(gm))(a).

Finally, it is routine to verify that i is the section associated to s and
D (e)eV.

4. Geometric implications

The purpose- of this section is to explore some of the geometric conse-
quences of our previous work.

4.1. Connection preserving actions on fiber bundles. lLet X be a com-
pact fiber bundle over Y with fibers F. Let G act ergodically on X via
fiber bundle automorphisms preserving a smooth connection and a volume
density, where G is a connected semisimple Lie group- of higher rank.
Also, assume that the fibers are autoparallel. Let f: G x Y — Diff(F),
a:Gx X — GL(x), and o : Gx X — GL(f) be the cocycles described
in §2.1. Let L be the algebraic hull of o' .

Theorem 4.1.. (i) If L is compact, then there exists a smooth Rieman-
nian metric g on F with respect to which F has a transitive group of
isometries, i.e., \

Isom(F, g)

Fe —— 227
Isom(F, g),

(i) If L =SL(f), where f = dim(F), then F is a torus.

Remark 4.1. Since isometry groups of compact manifolds are rather
special (particularly when they are large in comparison to the manifold), as
are their closed subgroups, we have special restrictions on the possibilities
for F . Inlow dimensions, these possibilities are few and easy to calculate.
Examples not precluded by these results are also easy to construct.

4.1.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1.

L Compact. Compactness of L implies the existence of a measurable
invariant metric in the direction of the fibers. Equivalently, there exists a
B-invariant function @ : Y — {measurable Riemannian metrics on F}.
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Theorem 4.2. There exists a smooth invariant metric on F .

Proof. This is a main result of [2]. Note that this requires the fibers to
be autoparallel. q.e.d.

Thus, we have a cocycle 8: G x Y — Diff{(G) and a S-invariant func-
tion ®: Y — Met(F), the space of Riemannian metrics on F . Next, we
employ

Theorem 4.3. The Diff{F) action on Met(F) is tame.

Proof. Theorem 7.4 of [3] gives a construction of a slice for the action
of Diff(F) on Met(F). In particular, for every m € Met(F), there exists
a submanifold §,, of Met(F) such that there is a local cross section

x: Diff(F)/ Diff(F),, — Diff(F)

defined on a neighborhood U of the identity coset such that the map
U xS, — Met(F) is a homeomorphism onto a neighborhood of e,
(Diff(F),, being the stabilizer of m in Diff(£)). This is enough to ensure
that the action of Diff{(F) on Met(F) is tame. See, for instance, 2.1.12
in [15]. q.e.d.

Applying the Cocycle Reduction Lemma 5.2.11 in [15], there exists
g € Met(F) such that g is equivalent to f': G x Y — Diff(F )g =
Isom(F, g). As G acts ergodically on X, it must act ergodically on
F (under the appropriate measurable trivialization of X = Y x F); there-
fore F has an ergodic group of isometries. Compactness of F allows us
to conclude that F therefore has a transitive group of isometries.

L Noncompact. Let P — X be the principal SL(f) bundle over X .
Let V be the space of full flags on R’ . Theorem 2.19 establishes the
existence of a section @ of the associated bundle E;,, — X. Note that
this section varies measurably in the Y direction on X, butis C’ regular
in the direction of F . Also, note that this is a parabolic invariant section,
with the parabolic subgroup being the stabilizer of the appropriate flag.
We apply C"*) superrigidity to conclude that there exist a section ¢
of P — X with the same regularity as ®, and v € V fixed by our
parabolic subgroup, such that ® is associated to (¢, v). We now restrict
ourselves to some fiber F, with a conull set of regular points. Since ®
is parallel, C’ regular, and defined on all of F_,sois ¢, ie., there exist
linearly independent parallel vector fields on F,. Since 7 = 0 (for the
connection on F, ), parallel vector fields are commuting. The commuting

vector fields now yield a locally free, transitive R’ action on F_, allowing
us to conclude F is homeomorphic to a torus.
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4.1.2. Examples. It is possible to construct examples of bundles whose
fibers F are any of those allowed by Theorem 4.1.

Example 4.1. Let i: G — H be the inclusion of G into H. It is
possible to choose H = SL(n) with n large enough so that T c H
as a closed subgroup, and G and T/ commute. Let T be a cocompact
torsion-free irreducible lattice in H. If X = H/T", then X admita G
action and a TV action that commute. If ¥ = X /'Jl‘f , we have a G action
on Y that lifts to a G action on X . Ergodicity of G on X follows by
irreducibility of I" (Moore’s Ergodicity Theorem), and the existence of a
connection preserved by the G-action follows by reductiveness of X [11].

Example 4.2. The construction above can be generalized to show that
F can be the homogeneous space of any compact Lie group K . Repeat the
construction above, replacing T/ with any compact K C H commuting
with G. Thus, X = H/T and Y = X/K. Now choose F such that K
acts by diffeomorphisms on F, and form the associated fiber bundle E,

to X with fibers F, i.e.,
E. - X x F
F K . .

The G-action on E will be connection preserving, inheriting this property
from the action of G on X . Also, if K acts transitively on F , then the
G-action on E will be ergodic. Hence, by setting F = K/K|;, we obtain
any homogeneous space of any compact Lie group. Of course, the fiber
bundle which we obtain will generally be of a very large dimension, since
H itself is quite large. It is an interesting problem to determine, for a given
G, the possible types of fibers for a fiber bundle X of a given dimension.

We remark that this construction illustrates a fundamental difference
between actions of a connected Lie group on a fiber bundle considered in
Theorem 4.1 and actions of a lattice subgroup on a manifold considered
in Theorem 4.4. In the example just constructed, we were able to ex-
ploit properties of compact principal K-bundles to obtain a fiber bundle
whose fiber admit a transitive group of isometries. The analogous con-
struction for the action of a lattice I" on a manifold M would require a
homomorphism I' — Isom(Af), which by ergodicity, must have nonfinite
image. Using the rigidity and arithmeticity theory of lattices in higher-
rank semisimple Lie groups, such a homomorphism is possible only if the
complexifications of G and Isom(M) have simple components which are
isomorphic; see [8] and [12]. Taking M = K, where K is any compact
Lie group, we see that this rarely possible.

4.2. Connection preserving actions of lattices. The following general-
izes results in [6].
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Theorem 4.4. Let T C G be an irreducible lattice in a higher-rank
semisimple Lie group without compact factors. Suppose T acts ergodi-
cally on a compact n-dimensional manifold M preserving a volume and a
smooth connection. Let o :T x M — SL(n) be the derivative cocycle with
measurable aigebraic hull L.

() If L is compact, then T acts isometrically on M preserving a

smooth Riemannian metric.

(ii) If L = SL(n) and =n(T') C SL(n) contains a lattice, where m is
the superrigidity homomorphism, then M admits a torus as a finite
affine cover.

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 4.4. In the first case, where L is compact, the
proof follows as in Theorem 4.1. In the second case we employ Theo-
rem 2.20 to deduce the existence of a C" section ¢ of the flag bundle
E, associated to the principal SL(n) bundle P — M . We wish to show
that modulo a finite subgroup, this decomposition comes from a smooth
framing. Let {X,} be the measurable framing associated with this C’
decomposition. If x is a regular point, and C is a loop at x, then let
P, be parallel translation along the loop C. Thus

(4) Po(X,(x)) ZH (C)X (%),

for some matrix H(C) = (H;;(C)) . Since the measurable framing is asso-

ciated to the C’ decomposmon we have H, ](C) is a diagonal matrix for
all C, ie.,

(5) Pc(Xi(x)) =Hii(C)Xi(x)-
Lemma 4.5. If vy €T such that x and yx are regular points, then
n(y)H(y o C) = H(C)n(y),

for any loop C at x, where © is the superrigidity homomorphism.
Proof. Using (5) and the fact that T" preserves the connection, and
hence commutes with parallel translation, we obtain

?Pe(X;(x)) = Po(v X (x))
=rIc (6(7, X) Znik(y)Xk(yx))
= Z 7> x)nlk(Y) yoC( k(yx))

= 26(7 s XT3 (V) Hy (v 0 C) X (7X),
P
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where €(y, x) is an element in the (compact) center of SL(n), and
n:I' — SL(n) is the homomorphism from superrigidity, and =, (y) is
the (i, j) entry of the matrix n(y).

On the other hand, we have

(X(x) —72 k(C k(x)
Z (O X (x))

Z k(C)( v, X)anl 7)X1(Vx))

=€(y, X)Z %(C) nkl(y)X,(yx)

By equating and summing these two equations, we obtain the desired con-
clusion.

Proposition 4.6. H(C)==xI.

Proof. Since the T' action is ergodic and preserves a volume form, H(C)
must lie in SL(n). Additionally, from (5) it follows that H(C) is a
diagonal matrix. Hence, the proposition follows once we demonstrate
H(C) is a scalar matrix.

Using Lemma 4.5 and diagonality of H(C), we have

©) | 7, (NH, (0 C) = Hy(C)m, (7).

for all y € I' such that x and yx are regular points. Since we can choose
a finite set {y,} of generators for I' and an x such that {y,x} is regular
for all 7, (6) holds for a fixed x and all y. By Zariski density of #(I'),
we have (6) holds for any matrix in SL(n). By fixing j and varying i
with any matrix with a nonzero (i, j) term, we see that all entries H,,(C)
are equal. q.e.d.

So, modulo a finite subgroup, we have established the decomposition
from a framing. Arguing as in [6], on some suitable covering, we actually
have a framing, and as in Theorem 4.1, we conclude M must be a torus,
thereby completing the proof of Theorem 4.4.

4.2.2. A few corollaries.

Corollary 4.7. Let I be a lattice in SL(n, R) acting ergodically on an
n-dimensional manifold M preserving a volume density and a connection.
Then the conclusion to Theorem 4.4 holds.
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Proof. If L is not compact, then from superrigidity, we know that #
must be a surjection with finite kernel, hence n(I') is-a lattice. The result
now follows from Theorem 4.4. '

Corollary 4.8. Suppose SL(n,Z),n > 3, acts ergodically on an n-
dimensional manifold M preserving a connection and a volume density.
Then M admits a torus as a finite affine cover.

Proof. Since SL(n, Z) is a noncocompact lattice in SL(n, R), the first
case in Theorem 4.4 is not possible. That the second case holds follows
from Corollary 4.7.
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