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Canonical Maps from Spaces of Higher Complex

Structures to Hitchin Components
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Abstract

For S a closed surface of genus g ≥ 2, we construct a canonical diffeomorphism from
the degree 3 Fock-Thomas space T 3(S) of higher complex structures to the SL(3,R)
Hitchin component. Our construction is equivariant with respect to natural actions
of the mapping class group Mod(S). For all n ≥ 3, we show that the Fock-Thomas
space T n(S) has a canonical vector bundle structure over Teichmüller space. We then
construct a Mod(S)-equivariant bundle isomorphism from T n(S) to a sub-bundle of the
restriction of the tangent bundle of the PSL(n,R) Hitchin component to the Fuchsian
locus. As consequences, we prove that the higher degree moduli space of complex
structures is a bundle over the moduli space of Riemann surfaces and that the action
of Mod(S) on T n(S) is a proper action by holomorphic automorphisms with respect to
a canonical complex structure. The core of our approach is a careful analysis of higher
degree diffeomorphism groups.

1 Introduction

Let S be a closed, oriented, smooth surface of genus g ≥ 2. For G an adjoint group of the
split real form of a complex simple connected Lie group, the Hitchin component Hit(S,G)
of the character variety Rep(π1(S), G) is the connected component containing the Fuch-
sian representations. Here, Fuchsian representations π1(S) → G are discrete and faithful
representations with image contained in a principal SL(2,R) (see [20]).

In seminal work [20], Hitchin used Higgs bundles [19] to show that Hit(S,G) is diffeo-
morphic to R−χ(S) dim(G). A guiding question in the study of Hitchin components is to what
extent and in what ways Hit(S,G) admits geometric interpretations analogous to geometric
interpretations of Teichmüller spaces T (S).

One approach to finding geometric descriptions of Hit(S,G) that has seen substantial
progress is to generalize the description of Teichmüller spaces in terms of hyperbolic struc-
tures on S by realizing Hitchin representations as holonomies of (G,X) structures on mani-
folds associated to S. At the time [20] was published, it was known from work of Goldman
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[16] that holonomies of marked properly convex projective structures on S were an open
subset of Hit(S, SL(3,R)), and closedness was proved soon afterwards by Choi and Goldman
[8]. Guichard and Weinhard have since interpreted Hit(S,PSL(4,R)) and Hit(S,PSp(4,R))
in terms of (G,X) structures on the unit tangent bundle T 1(S) in [17], and found (G,X)
structures interpretations for Hit(S,G) in general in [18].

In [15], a conjectural approach to generalizing the description of Teichmüller spaces in
terms of complex structures on a surface was proposed by Fock and Thomas. Their higher-
degree analogues to complex structures are sections of bundles of punctual Hilbert schemes
(see Section 2).

We denote the collection of degree-n complex structures on S byMn(S) and the collection
of complex structures on S by M(S). Symplectic diffeomorphisms of the cotangent bundle
T ∗(S) that setwise fix the zero section act on Mn(S). Denote by Ham0

c(T
∗S) the group of

compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of T ∗(S) generated by compactly sup-
ported Hamiltonian flows setwise fixing the zero section. Fock and Thomas investigate
T n(S) = Mn(S)/Ham0

c(T
∗S), which we shall call the degree-n Fock-Thomas space of S.

The degree-2 Fock-Thomas space T 2(S) is canonically diffeomorphic to T (S), in the
sense that a Mod(S)-equivariant diffeomorphism is obtained through a Diff0(S)-equivariant
construction that identifies M(S) with M2(S).

Fock and Thomas conjecture in [15] that T n(S) is canonically diffeomorphic to the Hitchin
component Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) for n ≥ 2. We shall prove this for n = 3 and give an interpre-
tation of T n(S) in terms of the Hitchin component for all n ≥ 3.

Theorem 1.1. Let T n(S) denote the degree-n Fock-Thomas space of S, and let Fn(S) denote
the Fuchsian locus of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)).

(a). There is a canonical Mod(S)-equivariant diffeomorphism T 3(S) → Hit(S, SL(3,R)).

(b). For all n ≥ 3, T n(S) has a natural vector bundle structure over T (S). There is a sub-
bundle Ln(S) ⊂ (THit(S,PSL(n,R))|Fn(S) and a canonical Mod(S)-equivariant bundle
isomorphism T n(S) → Ln(S).

The maps in Theorem 1.1 are canonical in the following sense, loosely described. We
construct elements of a vector bundle HM

n(S) over M(S) from elements of Mn(S). This
construction depends on no choices of reference data and is equivariant with respect to
actions of Diff0(S) on Mn(S) and HMn(S). The maps of statements (a) and (b) are then
obtained through Diff0(S)-invariant constructions of elements of Hit(S, SL(3,R)) and Ln(S)
from elements of HMn(S), and are Mod(S)-equivariant.

Propositions 1.3-1.4 document relationships between the maps of Theorem 1.1 and the
geometry of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)), and we explain the construction of these maps in more depth
below.

To give a more detailed description of the construction of the maps in Theorem 1.1,
let Gn(S) be the quotient of Ham0

c(T
∗S) by the stabilizer of its action on Mn(S). We

find a decomposition of Gn(S) as an internal semidirect product Diff0(S) ⋉ N (S), where
N (S) is the subgroup of Gn(S) that fixes every element of M2(S) (Theorem 7.10). Viewing
T n(S) as a “two step” quotient (Mn(S)/N (S))/Diff0(S), we use the structure of N (S)
to inductively apply a Hodge decomposition theorem for appropriate tensors, producing
distinguished representatives of N (S)-orbits of Mn(S) (Theorem 8.2).
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This construction identifies Mn(S)/N (S) with a vector bundleHM
n(S) overM(S). Here,

the fiber of HMn(S) over Σ ∈ M(S) consists of tuples (µ3, ..., µn) with µk ∈ Γ(K1−k
Σ KΣ)

satisfying that µkgΣ
k−1 is a holomorphic k-adic differential on Σ for 3 ≤ k ≤ n, where gΣ

is the hyperbolic metric in the conformal class of Σ and KΣ is the canonical bundle of Σ.
We call such tensors harmonic k-Beltrami differentials, and elements of HMn(S) harmonic
n-complex structures. A feature of our construction is that the induced action of Diff0(S) on
HMn(S) is by pullback, so the identification descends to a diffeomorphism of the quotients
T n(S) and Bn(S) = HMn(S)/Diff0(S) (Theorem 8.3).

Statement (a) is then obtained by using the data of the harmonic representatives ofN (S)-
orbits to develop affine spheres in R3 equivariant under Hitchin representations following
Labourie [25] and Loftin [30]. Statement (b) is obtained by viewing harmonic n-complex
structures as infinitesimal deformations of connections with Fuchsian holomomy using Higgs
bundles.

One aspect of our approach worth remarking upon is that we only directly associate
information about Hitchin components to harmonic n-complex structures (Definition 6.1).
It would be interesting to understand to what extent general n-complex structures admit
analogous interpretations.

Another approach to the conjecture of Fock and Thomas has been initiated by Thomas
in [41] and [43]. He seeks to create an analogue of the non-Abelian Hodge correspondence
for the cotangent bundle T ∗T n(S). In this approach, from a covector v ∈ T ∗T n(S), a vector
bundle V and pair of commuting nilpotent End(V )-valued one-forms are constructed. It
is conjectured by Thomas that there is a canonical parametrization of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) as
monodromies of connections on deformations of V . We follow a different route, focusing on
clarifying the intrinsic structure of T n(S), then using the picture developed to guide the
construction of our maps to Hitchin components.

A number of subsidiary results about the structure of T n(S) follow from our main results,
which we explain in the following subsections.

1.1 Complex Structure, Kähler Metrics, and Compatibility with

the Geometry of Hitchin Components

The relationship of the maps constructed in Theorem 1.1 to the map that appears in
Labourie’s conjecture [24] allows for some results obtained in the study of Hitchin com-
ponents ([27], [28]) to be applied to clarify the geometry of T n(S) and to describe how the
maps in Theorem 1.1 interact with the geometry of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)). The relevant results
used are discussed in Section 9. We begin with the intrinsic geometry of T n(S).

For this, we introduce some notation. Let B(k,Σ) denote subspace of the fiber of Bn(S)
over Σ ∈ T (S) consisting of classes of harmonic k-Beltrami differentials. The Petersson L2

pairing on harmonic k-Beltrami differentials µ, ν ∈ B(k,Σ) is given by 〈µ, ν〉 =
∫
Σ
µνgk−1Σ .

Combining our result canonically identifying T n(S) and Bn(S) (Theorem 8.3) and work of
Labourie [28] and Kim-Zhang [22], we obtain:

Theorem 1.2. The degree-n Fock-Thomas space T n(S) has a canonical complex structure
and a real dimension n− 2 family Kn(S) of Mod(S)-invariant real-analytic Kähler metrics.
Every h ∈ Kn(S) is compatible with this complex structure and realizes the zero section of

3



T n(S), identified with Bn(S), as a totally geodesic submanifold on which the induced metric
coincides with the Weil-Petersson metric on T (S).

After identifying T n(S) with Bn(S), on the vertical subspaces B(k,Σ) of the tangent
spaces to the fibers of T n(S) every h ∈ Kn(S) restricts to a multiple of the Petersson L2

pairing. For every h ∈ Kn(S), the subspaces B(k,Σ) and B(j,Σ) are orthogonal for j 6= k.

We remark that as the Kähler metrics in Theorem 1.2 are real-analytic (see Appendix A),
it follows from work of Feix [13] and Kaledin [21] that T ∗T n(S) admits hyperkähler structures
on neighborhoods of its zero section, confirming a conjecture of Thomas ([41], Conjecture
18.1). In [15], a formal argument for the existence of an almost complex structure on T n(S)
appears.

We also remark that the existence of a natural inclusion of T 2(S) → T n(S) was shown
in [42]. The image of this inclusion corresponds to the zero section of T n(S) under its
identification with Bn(S).

In [22] and [27], Kim-Zhang and Labourie construct a real 1-parameter family of Kähler
metrics on Hit(S, SL(3,R)) which are all compatible with an appropriate complex structure.
Let this family of metrics be denoted by {ht}. The construction of the maps in Theorem 1.1
(a) is compatible with these metrics.

Proposition 1.3. Let Φ3 be the diffeomorphism of Theorem 1.1 (a). The map Φ3 is holomor-
phic with respect to the same complex structure on Hit(S, SL(3,R)) that the Kähler metrics
{ht} constructed by Labourie and Kim-Zhang are compatible with, and K3(S) = {Φ∗3ht}.

The pressure metric P , as considered in [6], is a Mod(S)-invariant metric on the PSL(n,R)
Hitchin component Hit(S,PSL(n,R)). Little is currently known about the pressure metric
in general, but an explicit formula along the Fuchsian locus has been found by Labourie
and Wentworth in [28]. The construction of the maps in Theorem 1.1 (b) and the results of
[28] imply the following compatibility between the Kähler metrics of Theorem 1.2 and the
pressure metric.

Proposition 1.4. Let Ψn be a bundle isomorphism from Theorem 1.1 (b). Let P be the
pressure metric on Hit(S,PSL(n,R)), and let || · ||P denote the Finsler norm induced by the
pullback of Ψ∗nP . Then for every h ∈ Kn(S), there are constants C(k, h) so that for any
Σ ∈ T (S) and µk ∈ B(k,Σ), we have h(µk, µk) = C(h, k)||µk||2P . Here, B(k,Σ) is viewed as
a subspace of the restriction of TT n(S) to the zero section.

For harmonic Beltrami differentials µk ∈ B(k,Σ) and µj ∈ B(j,Σ) with k 6= j, we have
h(µk, µj) = (Ψ∗nP )(µk, µj) = 0.

1.2 The Mapping Class Group Action on Fock-Thomas Spaces

One effect of Theorem 1.1 is to Mod(S)-equivariantly identify T n(S) with a vector bundle
over T (S) on which the mapping class group acts by bundle isomorphisms that restrict to
the standard Mod(S) action on T (S). This establishes an analogue of Labourie’s conjecture
[24] for T n(S). As a consequence, we obtain results for T n(S) analogous to what a positive
resolution to Labourie’s conjecture would imply for Hit(S,PSL(n,R)). In particular, our
identification T n(S) → Bn(S) descends to an identification of the respective quotients by
Mod(S). Let M(S) = T (S)/Mod(S) denote the moduli space of Riemann surfaces.
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Theorem 1.5. The moduli space of n-complex structures Mn(S) = T n(S)/Mod(S) is
canonically identified with the bundle Bn(S)/Mod(S) over M(S) of tuples of classes of har-
monic Beltrami differentials.

In [24], Labourie proves that Anosov representations are well-displacing and uses this
to show that the action of Mod(S) on Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) is proper. As a consequence of
Theorem 1.5 and the classical theorem of Fricke, an analogous theorem holds for the action
of Mod(S) on T n(S).

Theorem 1.6. The action of Mod(S) on T n(S) is proper.

Another consequence of Theorem 1.1 is that if a natural Mod(S)-equivariant diffeo-
morphism were found between Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) and T n(S), one would obtain a Mod(S)-
equivariant identification of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) and Bn(S). This would be a partial solution
to Labourie’s conjecture. Negative evidence on Labourie’s conjecture in rank 3 has recently
been found by Marković [32].

1.3 Auxiliary Results

From the identification of T n(S) and Bn(S) (Theorem 8.3) underlying Theorem 1.1 and a
well-known corollary of the Riemann-Roch theorem, we may determine the diffeomorphism
type of T n(S).

Corollary 1.7. T n(S) is diffeomorphic to R
−χ(S)dim(PSL(n,R)) = R

(2g−2)(n2−1).

Remark. A mildly weaker statement appears in [15]: that T n(S) is a contractible manifold
of dimension −χ(S) dim(PSL(n,R)).

In [15], the proposed contraction of T n(S) is defined as a family of maps induced on the
quotient T n(S) = Mn(S)/Gn(S) from a contraction of Mn(S). However it can be shown, at
least for n ≥ 4, that this contraction of Mn(S) does not map orbits of Gn(S) into orbits of
Gn(S). The proof of this is carried out by using results from Section 7 and a Stokes’ Theorem
argument to show that if the contraction of Mn(S) in [15] were to map Gn(S) orbits to Gn(S)
orbits for some n ≥ 4, then there would be a Riemann surface Σ, type (−3, 1) tensors on
Σ of the form s∂w3 with w3 a (−3, 0)-tensor, and holomorphic quartic differentials ϕ so that∫
Σ
(s∂w3)ϕ 6= 0. So the argument in [15] demonstrates path-connectivity of T n(S), rather

than full contractibility.
The aspect of [15] that is of consequence to our methods here is that the discussion in [15]

of the manifold structure and dimension of T n(S) is formal, based on infinitesimal analysis
of the action of Ham0

c(T
∗S). In general, though, global behavior of group actions can cause

quotients to become singular or lose dimension in a way not seen by infinitesimal analysis.
In the present case, the action of Gn(S) on Mn(S) is neither proper nor free (see Section 7).

Much of this paper can be seen as working out a sufficiently clear picture of Gn(S) to
fully address the dimension of T n(S): a proof of our main results using a lower bound to the
dimension of T n(S), in place of results we prove in Section 7, is sketched in Section 8.

The underlying source of the vector bundle structure of T n(S) is the appearance of linear
behavior in Gn(S) analogous to features of some jet groups (see Example 7.1).
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Theorem 1.8. The degree-n diffeomorphism group Gn(S) is an internal semi-direct product
Diff0(S)⋉N (S), where Diff0(S) is included via taking lifts of diffeomorphisms to T ∗S. The
group N (S) is nilpotent and has a nested sequence of subgroups N (S) = N 2(S) ⊲ N 3(S)... ⊲
N n(S) = {Id} so that [N (S),N k(S)] ⊂ N k+1(S) and N k(S)/N k+1(S) is isomorphic to
Γ(Sk(TS)) with group operation addition. Here, Sj denotes j-fold symmetric product.

From the theorem of Earle and Eells [10] that Diff0(S) is contractible for closed surfaces
S of genus at least 2, we immediately find a generalization to the setting of higher degree
diffeomorphism groups:

Corollary 1.9. Gn(S) is contractible.

Remarks. 1. The algebraic structure of N (S) allows for an analysis of the quotient
Mn(S)/N (S) that requires less of the machinery of infinite-dimensional Lie groups
than often occurs with similar quotients. For instance, we do not need to use inverse
limits of approximations of N (S) by Banach-Lie groups to access implicit function
theorems, in contrast to the analysis of an action of Diff0(S) in a similar setting in
[14].

2. In Section 7, we endow Gn(S) with a regular Fréchet-Lie group structure by parametriz-
ing N (S) with spaces of sections, and show this coincides as a topological group with
the description of Gn(S) as a quotient of Ham0

c(T
∗S) (Propositions 7.13, 7.15). A nat-

ural question is if the map induced by the quotient of Ham0
c(T

∗S) yields isomorphisms
of appropriate stronger structures as well.

1.4 Outline of the Paper

Broadly speaking, our proof of Theorem 1.1 requires three main inputs. The first is a
sufficiently concrete description of the action of symplectic diffeomorphisms of T ∗S onMn(S)
to act as foundation for later study of Gn(S). The second is a coordinate system on M

n(S)
well-adapted to the action of maps on T ∗S induced by diffeomorphisms of S. The third and
most complicated component, relying on the other two, is a detailed picture of the structure
of the higher-degree diffeomorphism group Gn(S).

In Section 2, we give a description of Mn(S) in terms of jets of functions f : T ∗S → C.
The benefit of this perspective is that it allows for our desired non-infinitesimal description
of the action of Ham(T ∗S) on Mn(S), which is carried out in Section 3.

We then describe the mapping class group action on T n(S) and the natural projection
maps between Fock-Thomas spaces in Section 4. In Section 5, we recall the first variation
formula of Fock and Thomas for the action of Ham0

c(T
∗S) on Mn(S) and find a geomet-

ric interpretation of the first variation formula in terms of Maaß derivatives (see [47] for
definitions and an exposition).

In Section 6, we introduce coordinates on Mn(S) that do not depend on a choice of a
reference complex structure Σ on S. In these coordinates, maps of T ∗S induced by diffeo-
morphisms of S act by pullback on appropriate objects. Our analysis of the finer structure
of Gn(S) is then done in Section 7.

We then show that T n(S) admits a vector bundle structure over T (S) in Section 8,
through application of previous results and a Hodge decomposition theorem for k-Beltrami
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differentials. The link this establishes between Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) and T n(S) is described in
Section 9. We give an explicit and geometric description of the diffeomorphism in the the
T 3(S) case in Section 10.

Acknowledgements. It is the author’s great pleasure to thank Mike Wolf for suggesting
thinking about higher complex structures, and for his continued support and guidance. The
author also thanks Leo Digiosia for helpful conversations about symplectic topology and
Alexander Thomas for careful comments on a previous draft of this paper.

2 Higher Complex Structures via Jets

An n-complex structure is a special section of a bundle over S whose fiber at x0 is the space
of ideals of complex codimension n in C[∂x, ∂y], where (x, y) is a coordinate chart about x0.
In this section, we give a description of n-complex structures in terms of jets of functions
f : T ∗S → C. The objects produced are the same as in [15], but their concrete origin in our
perspective is essential to our methods in later sections. One benefit is a non-infinitesimal
description of the action of higher degree diffeomorphisms, which we carry out in Section 3.

Let M be a closed smooth manifold, T ∗M the cotangent bundle of M , and Z∗(M) the
zero section of T ∗M . The cotangent bundle T ∗(M) has a canonical symplectic form ωcan.
The canonical symplectic form is exact: if λtaut is the tautological one-form on T ∗(M), we
have ωcan = −dλtaut. In a linear coordinate system (xi, pi), the tautological one-form and
canonical symplectic form are expressed λtaut = pidxi and ωcan = dxi ∧ dpi. The symplectic
form ωcan induces a Poisson bracket on C∞(T ∗M,R) by {f, g} = ωcan(Xf , Xg). Here, for any
smooth function H , the vector field XH is defined by the requirement ωcan(XH , ·) = dH . In
linear coordinates (xi, pi) for T

∗M , the Poisson bracket is given by

{f, g} =
dimM∑

i=1

(
∂f

∂xi

∂g

∂pi
−
∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂xi

)
.

For a smooth function f : T ∗(M) → R, we denote the k-jet of f by jk(f) (see [23] for
definitions and basics on jets). We typically restrict to the case where f(Z∗(M)) = {0}.
This condition is equivalent to j0(f)(x) = 0 for all x ∈ Z∗(M). We adopt the notation
that for a function f : T ∗(M) → R vanishing on Z∗M , the restriction of jk(f) viewed as a
polynomial function TαT

∗M → R for each α ∈ T ∗S to the tangent spaces of the fibers of
T ∗M along the zero section is j0k(f). Formally, let π : T ∗M → M be the projection and
V = (TT ∗M)|Z∗M . Denote by K the kernel of (Dπ)|V . Then j0k(f) is defined for x ∈ M to
be j0k(f)x = jk(f)(x,0)|K. Note that jk(f)|Z∗S is completely determined by j0k(f). For any
integers k and l with 0 ≤ l ≤ k + 1, write as

J l,R
k = {j0k(f) | f : T ∗M → R has j0m(f) ≡ 0 for m < l}

the space of restricted k-jets that vanish to order l − 1 on Z∗S.
The symplectic structure of T ∗(M) endows J 1,R

k with the structure of a Poisson algebra
with operations

j0k(f)j
0
k(g) = j0k(fg), {j0k(f), j

0
k(g)} = j0k({f, g}).
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With this product, J l
k has a decreasing filtration by degree of vanishing J l,R

k ⊃ J l+1,R
k ⊃

· · · J k+1,R
k = {0} so that

Jm,R
k · J n,R

k ⊂ Jm+n,R
k , {Jm,R

k ,J n,R
k } ⊂ Jm+n−1,R

k .

In particular, when m < n we have that J n,R
k is an ideal in Jm,R

k . Beneath the formalism,
this corresponds to the well-known fact from calculus that the product of functions vanishing
to degree m and n vanishes to degree m+ n.

It is often useful to record the data of a jet in terms of the Taylor expansion of a repre-
sentative function. Fix an auxiliary metric g on M , which induces a metric on T ∗M . Let
f : T ∗(M) → R be a smooth function vanishing on Z∗(M). Then f has a degree k Taylor
expansion on fibers of T ∗M along Z∗M of the form

f(x, p) = a1(x, p) + · · ·+ ak(x, p) +Rk(x, p) (x ∈M, p ∈ T ∗xM)

where aj(x, p) is a homogeneous degree j polynomial in p for any fixed x. The aux-
iliary metric is used here to make a1, ..., ak well-defined by demanding that for any se-
quence (xn, pn) with pn 6= 0 converging to (x, 0), the remainder Rk(xn, pn) is bounded
by lim

n→∞
Rk(xn, pn)||pn||−k−1 ≤ Ck(f, g). Compactness of M ensures the sections ak ∈

Γ(Sk(TM)) and the existence of Ck are independent of the auxiliary metric.
By identifying the tangent spaces T(x,0)T

∗
xM to T ∗xM with T ∗xM for x ∈ M , the data of

j0k(f) is equivalent to the functions a1, ..., ak. This identifies elements of J 1,R
k with sums of

sections of the symmetric product bundles Sj(TM) for 1 ≤ j ≤ k.
One special subspace of J 1,R

n is the collection X 1
n of linear n-jets, which consists of the

purely linear j0n(f). Elements of X 1
n are those jets j0n(f) whose coordinate expansion in terms

of homogeneous polynomials a0, a1, .., ak have a0 ≡ 0 and a2, ..., an ≡ 0. The linear n-jet space
X 1

n is closed under Poisson bracket but not multiplication, and corresponds canonically to
the space of vector fields on M .

For complex-valued functions f : T ∗M → C on the real cotangent bundle, we obtain
analogous definitions by breaking f up into real and imaginary parts and extending the
product and Poisson bracket bilinearly. Denote by J l

k the analogue of J l,R
k for complex-

valued f : T ∗M → C, and Sj,C(TM) = Sj(TM)⊕ iSj(TM).
Now restrict to the case of a closed, oriented surface S. For any point x ∈ S, the

fiber of
⊕k

j=0 S
j,C(TS) over x is identified with the algebra of of degree k complex-valued

polynomials on the real vector space T ∗xS modulo degree k + 1 polynomials. Elements of(⊕k
j=0 S

j,C(TS)
)

x
extend uniquely to complex polynomials on the complexification T ∗Cx S

naturally with respect to multiplication, identifying the fiber of
⊕k

j=0 S
j,C(TS) over x with

Sj(TC
x S).

As fibers of
⊕k

j=0 S
j,C(TS) are algebras, we can consider their multiplicative ideals. In

[15], Fock and Thomas show that the collection

Ik
x =

{
Ideals I ⊂

k−1⊕

j=0

Sj(TC

x S)

∣∣∣∣ I supported at 0, codim(I) = k, I + I maximal

}

of ideals is a smooth manifold by giving an explicit parametrization in coordinates. In our
notation, the maximal ideal supported at 0 is

⊕k−1
j=1 S

j(TCS). Taking these parametrizations
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in coordinate patches yields trivializations of the bundle Ik(S) with fiber over x given by
Ik
x .

Definition 2.1 (Fock-Thomas [15]). An n-complex structure is a section I ∈ Γ(In(S)). We
denote by Mn(S) the space of all n-complex structures modulo conjugation.

Now, let Σ be a Riemann surface structure compatible with the orientation of S. In a
complex coordinate z = x+ iy, a basis determined by z for pointwise degree-1 polynomials
on T ∗CM is given by p = 1

2
(px − ipy) and p = 1

2
(px + ipy), where px : T ∗CS → C is defined

by px(dx) = 1 and px(dy) = 0, and py is defined analogously. The basis vectors p and p
correspond under the identification of X 1

n and vector fields to ∂z and ∂z̄ , respectively.
Fock and Thomas show that picking a Riemann surface structure Σ on S determines

global coordinates on Mn(S). We call these coordinates on Mn(S) centered coordinates
based at Σ.

Proposition 2.2. (Fock-Thomas [15]) Let Σ be a Riemann surface compatible with the
orientation of S. If I is an n-complex structure, then either I or Ī admits in local coordinate
patches a unique expression of the form

〈−p + µ2(z)p + µ3(z)p
2 + · · ·+ µn(z)p

n−1〉, |µ2(z)| < 1 (2.1)

with respect to a complex coordinate z.
Globally, µk is a smooth (1−k, 1)-tensor for k = 2, ..., n. A map assigning to every x ∈ S

an ideal in
⊕n−1

j=0 S
j(TC

x S) is an n-complex structure if such local expressions exist, and for
any smooth (−1, 1), ..., (1−n, 1)-tensors µ2, ..., µn with |µ2(z)| < 1 for all z, then there is an n-
complex structure determined by the local expressions 〈−p+µ2(z)p+µ3(z)p

2+· · ·+µn(z)p
n−1〉.

We note that our realization of higher complex structures as ideals inside jet spaces of
fixed degree removes the presence of a term in Fock-Thomas’ description that has the effect
of working modulo terms of degree at least n in the above.

We say that an n-complex structure I is compatible with the orientation of S if I has
the form of (2.1) with respect to a Riemann surface Σ compatible with S. For every I ∈
Mn(S), exactly one of I and I is compatible with the orientation of S. In the following, we
identify Mn(S) with the space of n-complex structures compatible with the orientation of S.
We adopt the notation that the k-Beltrami differential associated to a n-complex structure
I ∈ M

n(S) is µk(I).

3 First Features of Higher Diffeomorphisms

We now explain the action of symplectic diffeomorphisms of T ∗S that setwise fix the zero
section on Mn(S), and establish some first computations and lemmata about this action. We
begin with an action on sections of arbitrary ideals, and show that it restricts to an action
on Mn(S). We explain how linear lifts of diffeomorphisms of S act on Mn(S), and then as
an example show how in our framework T 2(S) can be canonically identified with T (S).

Let Symp(T ∗S) denote the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms of T ∗(S) with respect
to the canonical symplectic form. Consider the subgroup Symp0(T ∗S) of Symp(T ∗S) con-
sisting of ϕ so that ϕ|Z∗(S) is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of Z∗(S), and denote
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by Symp0
c(T

∗M) the subgroup of Symp0(T ∗S) consisting of compactly supported symplecto-
morphisms. The group Symp0(T ∗S) acts on J 1,R

k by j0k(f)ϕ = j0k(f ◦ϕ). This is well-defined
as j0k(f) completely determines jk(f)|Z∗S, and is an action by multiplicative algebra isomor-
phisms on fibers that respect the filtration of J 1,R

k by degree.
The symplectomorphisms ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) arising from compactly supported Hamilto-

nian flows ϕt so that ϕt|Z∗S is a diffeomorphism of Z∗S for all times t form a subgroup
of Symp0

c(T
∗S), which we denote by Ham0

c(T
∗S). The subgroup of Ham0

c(T
∗S) consisting

of elements of Ham0
c(T

∗S) that pointwise fix Z∗S is denoted HamP
c (T

∗S). The condition
in these definitions that ϕt restrict to diffeomorphisms of Z∗S for all times is essential for
the following. See Appendix B for discussion of how this restriction avoids some potential
pathologies.

A smooth family of compactly supported smooth functions Ht : T
∗S → R that vanish on

Z∗S for all t defines a Hamiltonian flow ϕt. For such an Ht,

dHt =
∂Ht

∂xi
dxi +

∂Ht

∂pi
dpi =

∂H

∂pi
dpi, XHt

= −
∂H

∂pi
∂xi
.

So XHt
is tangent to the zero section for all t, hence ϕt ∈ Symp0

c(T
∗S) for all t. Conversely, if

Ht is not constant on Z
∗S, then XHt

is not tangent to Z∗S. For any function f ∈ C∞(S,R),
we have that d

dt
f ◦ ϕt = {f ◦ ϕt, Ht}.

Any section σ ∈
⊕k

j=0(S
j,C(TS)) is identified with a k-jet j0k(f). For ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S),

define as with real sections j0k(f)ϕ = j0k(f ◦ϕ). A symplectomorphism ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) acts

on σ ∈
⊕k

j=0 Γ(S
j(TCS)) by defining σϕ to be the unique complex-polynomial extension to

T ∗CS of j0k(f)ϕ, where j
0
k(f) is the jet associated to (σ|T ∗S). Here, the real cotangent bundle

T ∗S is identified with the fixed-point set of conjugation in T ∗CS. This action is once again
by multiplicative algebra isomorphisms on fibers that respect the filtration by degree.

Remark. It is crucial for well-definition here that we restrict sections to the real cotangent
bundle, act, then re-extend to the complexified cotangent bundle: there is no natural action
of Symp0(T ∗S) on T ∗CS.

Denote by Nn(S) the collection of functions f from S to the collection of pairs (x, I) with
x ∈ S and I an ideal in

⊕n−1
j=0 S

j(TC
x S) so that for all x ∈ S the S-coordinate of f(x) is x.

For our purposes it is sufficient to view Nn(S) as a set containing Mn(S). Since ϕ acts by
algebra isomorphisms, it induces an action on N

n(S). We shall show ϕ maps Mn(S) to itself.
A first observation about the action of Symp0(T ∗S) is that for any ideal I ∈ Nn(S), if

ϕ = ϕ′ on a neighborhood of Z∗S, then Iϕ = Iϕ′. This makes restricting attention to flows
supported on a fixed compact set K containing Z∗S in its interior still yield the same possible
actions of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms generated by these flows on Nn(S) as considering
the full group Ham0

c(T
∗S). To see this, if ϕ is the time-1 flow of Ht and η : T ∗S → R is a

compactly supported function that is 1 on a neighborhood of Z∗S, then the time-1 flow ϕ̃
of ηHt agrees with ϕ on a neighborhood of Z∗S as the flow of Ht fixes Z

∗S setwise for all
times t.

Diffeomorphisms f : S → S lift to exact linear symplectomorphisms of the cotangent
bundle f# : T ∗S → T ∗S by f#α = α ◦ (Df)−1. Lifts of diffeomorphisms provide the
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simplest class of actions of elements of Symp0(T ∗S) to understand, and are a first stepping-
stone towards obtaining a picture of the action.

Now, let ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) and write fϕ = ϕ|Z∗S. In linear coordinates on T ∗S, the
condition that ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) implies that on the zero section, Dϕ has the form

[
Dfϕ A
0 (Dfϕ)

−1

]
, DfϕA

T = A(Dfϕ)
T .

Here, ϕ agrees with the lift of fϕ to first order along Z∗S if and only if A = 0 everywhere.

Lemma 3.1. Fix a Riemann surface structure Σ on S compatible with the orientation of S.
Let g : T ∗S → C vanish on Z∗S and have local expression j01(g) = −p+µ2(z)p with |µ2| < 1,
and ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S). Then in N2(S),

〈j01(g ◦ ϕ)〉 =

〈
−p+

(
s∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)s∂f̄ϕ
∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)∂f̄ϕ

)
p

〉
. (3.1)

Proof. First consider the case where fϕ = Id. Then in local linear coordinates, Dϕ has

the form

[
Id A
0 Id

]
. As g vanishes on Z∗S, we see that j01(g) = j01(g ◦ ϕ). So for any

ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S), we have j01(g ◦ ϕ) = j01(g ◦ f
#
ϕ ). Thus it suffices to compute the action of

a lift of an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of S.
Now let f : S → S be an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism. A standard computation

shows that for any ζ , with respect to the bases of appropriate complexified tangent spaces
given by ∂ and s∂,

Dfζ =

[
∂f s∂f
∂f̄ s∂f̄

]
, (Dfζ)

−1 =
1

|∂f |2 − |s∂f |2

[
s∂f̄ −s∂f
−∂f ∂f

]
.

We then obtain

j01(g ◦ f
#) = −

(
(−s∂f)p+ (∂f)p

|∂f |2 − |s∂f |2

)
+ (µ2 ◦ f)

(
(s∂f̄)p− (∂f̄)p

|∂f |2 − |s∂f |2

)
,

so that

〈j01(g ◦ f
#)〉 = 〈(s∂f)p− (∂f)p+ (µ2 ◦ f)(s∂f̄)p− (µ2 ◦ f)(∂f̄ )p〉

=

〈
−p +

(
s∂f + (µ2 ◦ f)s∂f̄

∂f + (µ2 ◦ f)∂f̄

)
p

〉
.

�

A subtlety of the action of higher diffeomorphisms appears in the previous proof: ϕ fixes
every 2-complex structure if and only if fϕ = Id, which does not fully specify Dϕ along
Z∗(S). So two symplectic diffeomorphisms ϕ, ψ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) agreeing in their action on
N2(S) does not imply equality of the 1-jets of ϕ and ψ along Z∗(S). This persists in Nn(S)
for n > 2, and shapes our approach to finding effective coordinates to analyze the structure
of higher degree diffeomorphism groups in Section 7.

Proposition 3.1 can be used to show the action of Symp0(T ∗S) on N
n(S) restricts to an

action on the space Mn(S) of n-complex structures.
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Proposition 3.2. If I ∈ M
n(S) and ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S), then Iϕ ∈ M

n(S).

Proof. Let j0n−1(g) = −p + µ2p + ... + µnp
n−1 generate I locally and ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S). We

show that Iϕ ∈ M
n(S) by demonstrating that it admits a local expression of the form of

formula (2.1).
Since the action of ϕ on j01(g) depends only on Dϕ, following Lemma 3.1 we see that

〈j0n−1(g ◦ ϕ)〉 =

〈
−p+

(
s∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)s∂f̄ϕ
∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)∂f̄ϕ

)
p+ P (z, p, p)

〉
. (3.2)

where P (z, p, p) is a polynomial in p and p with coefficients functions of z and no linear or
constant terms in p or p. Note that as |µ2| < 1 and fϕ is orentation-preserving,

∣∣∣∣
s∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)s∂f̄ϕ
∂fϕ + (µ2 ◦ fϕ)∂f̄ϕ

∣∣∣∣ < 1.

So the condition |µ2| < 1 is preserved by the action of ϕ. Repeated application of the
relation specified by formula (3.2) yields a representative of 〈j0n−1(g ◦ ϕ)〉 of the form of
formula (2.1). �

Proposition 3.2 ensures that Symp0(T ∗S) acts on Mn(S), which justifies the following
definitions.

Definition 3.3. T n(S) = M
n(S)/Ham0

c(T
∗S) is the degree-n Fock-Thomas space of S.

The space T n(S) can be treated as just a topological space for now. A formal argument for
T n(S) being a manifold appears in [15]. Our later analysis independently yields a manifold
structure on T n(S).

Definition 3.4. The degree n-diffeomorphism group Gn(S) is the quotient of Ham0
c(T

∗S)
by the kernel of its action on Mn(S).

The 2-stationary diffeomorphism group N (S) consists of all h ∈ Gn(S) that fix all 2-
complex structures. For 2 ≤ k ≤ n, we define the k-stationary diffeomorphism group N k(S)
to be the subgroup of N (S) that fixes all k-complex structures. An element of N k(S) or in
the pre-image of N k(S) in Symp0(T ∗S) is said to be k-stationary, and a Hamiltonian Ht is
said to be k-stationary if Ht generates a flow by k-stationary higher diffeomorphisms.

Remark. Matters of topology require care for groups, such as Gn(S), arising from groups of
diffeomorphisms with compact supports. One source of complications is that the compactly
supported diffeomorphism groups Diffc(T

∗S) of connected, noncompact, σ-compact manifolds
are never topological groups with respect to the standard topology—their group operations are
not continuous [40].

A consequence of this is that even though the groups Gn(S) and N (S) inherit topolo-
gies from their definition, that they are even topological groups with these topologies is not
immediately clear.

Our structural results for Gn(S) in Section 7 will allow us to resolve some foundational
matters about groups of higher diffeomorphisms, which we carry out in Section 7.2 and
Appendix B.
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In the sequel we will make use of elements of Ham0
c(T

∗S) agreeing with lifts of arbitrary
diffeomorphisms f ∈ Diff0(T

∗S) in a neighborhood of Z∗S. As lifts of nontrivial diffeomor-
phisms f : S → S are not compactly supported, we must verify that these exist.

Lemma 3.5. For a diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff0(T
∗S), the lift f# of f agrees with an element

of Ham0
c(T

∗S) in its action on Mn(S). For an isotopy ft ∈ Diff0(S), there is an isotopy
ϕt ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S) so ϕt = f#

t on a neighborhood of Z∗S for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Proof. For an isotopy ft ∈ Diff0(S), every f
#
t is exact: (f#

t )∗λtaut = λtaut. It follows from
standard symplectic topology (e.g. [33] 9.19-9.20) that f#

t is Hamiltonian on T ∗S. Let Ht

be a generating function. Multiplying Ht by a cutoff function gives a Hamiltonian that
generates the desired isotopy in Ham0

c(T
∗S). �

3.1 An Example: 2-Complex Structures and Teichmüller Space

We now describe the identification between T 2(S) and T (S) in our framework, and prove
a lemma used in our later analysis of the finer structure of Gn(S). The identification has
been established in the machinery of [15] there; the utility of doing this for us is an explicit
description within our framework.

We begin by recalling the formula for the action of diffeomorphisms on M(S) in terms of
smooth Beltrami differentials on a fixed Riemann surface Σ.

Given a Beltrami differential µ, an atlas of isothermal coordinates ϕi (so s∂ϕi = µ∂ϕi) can
be found, and these define a complex structure. Diffeomorphisms act on complex structures
by pullback, and an explicit formula for how diffeomorphisms act on Beltrami differentials
can be found as follows. Given a complex structure Σ defined by an atlas of charts {ϕi}
and an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff+(S), another complex structure f ∗Σ
is determined by the atlas {ϕi ◦ f}. If ϕi are isothermal coordinates for µ, then

s∂(ϕi ◦ f) = (s∂f)[(∂ϕi) ◦ f ] + (s∂f̄)[(s∂ϕi) ◦ f ] = [(∂ϕi) ◦ f ](s∂f + (µ ◦ f)s∂f̄),

∂(ϕi ◦ f) = (∂f)[(∂ϕi) ◦ f ] + (∂f̄ )[(s∂ϕi) ◦ f ] = [(∂ϕi) ◦ f ](∂f + (µ ◦ f)∂f̄).

This shows that f ∗Σ is the complex structure determined by the Beltrami differential

f ∗µ =
s∂f + (µ ◦ f)s∂f̄

∂f + (µ ◦ f)∂f̄
. (3.3)

The observation that the same expression appears in formulas (3.3) and (3.1) yields the
following useful description of G2(S).

Lemma 3.6. The map Ham0
c(T

∗S) → Diff0(S) given by ϕ 7→ fϕ induces an isomorphism
G2(S) → Diff0(S), equivariant with respect to the actions of G2(S) on M2(S) and Diff0(S)
on M(S).

As the map µ2 7→ 〈−p + µ2p〉 from M(S) → M2(S) is equivariant with respect to the
actions of Diff0(S) and G2(S), an identification of T 2(S) and T (S) is obtained.
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4 Projections and the Higher Degree Mapping Class

Group

Two further basic structural features of T n(S) play roles in the following: there are natural
projections πk : T n(S) → T k(S) and a mapping class group action on T n(S). The existence
of projections was proved in [15] and the existence of a mapping class group action is remarked
upon there. We explain a way to see the mapping class group action in terms of permuting
markings of n-complex structures, which we use in our proofs of Mod(S)-equivariance of
mappings later.

Following [15], there are projections pk,j : J
1
k → J 1

j for 0 < j ≤ k given by identifying

J 1
k /J

j+1
k with J 1

j . In terms of homogeneous functions, pk,j : (a1, ..., aj, ...ak) 7→ (a1, ..., aj).

As Symp0(T ∗S) respects the filtration of J 1
k by degree, the projections pk,j are equivariant

with respect to the action of higher degree diffeomorphisms. Furthermore, the induced maps
Nk(S) → Nj(S) restrict to maps Mk(S) → Mj(S). So for a fixed n, the maps pn,j induce
projections πj : T n(S) → T j(S).

For our desired description of the Mod(S) action on T n(S), we shall need an analogue
of the description of T (S) as the space of marked complex structures considered up to
orientation-preserving diffeomorphism, which we now describe.

To begin, note that by Lemma 3.6 for any I ∈ Mn(S) the projection pn,2(I) ∈ M2(S) is
identified with a complex structure Σ(I) on S. This identification is equivariant with respect
to the actions of G2(S) on M2(S) and Diff0(S) on M(S). We remark that another description
of Σ(I) appears in Section 6.

The markings in our setting now carry over from classical Teichmüller theory essentially
without modification. Specifically, we define a marked n-complex structure to be a pair (I, φ)
where φ : S → Σ(I) is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism. Markings on the same n-
complex structure are subject to the equivalence relation defined by identifying (I, φ1) and
(I, φ2) if φ1 and φ2 are isotopic, which is to say that φ−12 ◦ φ1 is isotopic to Id.

Denote by Ṁn(S) the collection of marked n-complex structures on S. The group
Symp0(T ∗S) of symplectic diffeomorphisms acts on Ṁ

n(S) by (I, φ)ϕ = (Iϕ, φ ◦ fϕ), where
as before fϕ = ϕ|Z∗S. Note that ϕ ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S) acts trivially on Ṁn(S) if and only if it

acts trivially on Mn(S).
The other component of our description of T n(S) as a quotient of Ṁn(S), and the com-

ponent that requires care in its definition, is an appropriate analogue to the orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism group Diff+(S) in Teichmüller theory. Such a group should en-
large the degree-n diffeomorphism group Gn(S), which plays a role analogous to Diff0(S) in
classical Teichmüller theory. A note here is that we must remove the restriction to compactly
supported symplectic diffeomorphisms in some form, in order to include actions on Ṁ

n(S)
of diffeomorphisms of the form f# for f ∈ Diff+(S) not isotopic to the identity.

The following are the groups of diffeomorphisms we work with, and have the benefit
of including all lifts f# of diffeomorphisms f ∈ Diff+(S), while still being sufficiently re-
stricted to behave similarly to the group Sympc(T

∗S) of compactly supported symplectic
diffeomorphisms.

Definition 4.1. A symplectic diffeomorphism ϕ ∈ Symp0(T ∗S) so that ϕ|Z∗S is an orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism of Z∗S is tame if there is a compact set K ⊂ T ∗S and f ∈
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Diff+(S) so that ϕ(α) = f#(α) for all α /∈ K. The group of tame symplectomorphisms of
T ∗S is written as Symp0

T (T
∗S).

A tame symplectic diffeomorphism ϕ ∈ Symp0
T (T

∗S) is said to be standard if there is a
diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff+(S) so that ϕ◦f# ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S), and ϕ ∈ Symp0

T (T
∗S) is otherwise

said to be exotic. The group of standard tame symplectic diffeomorphisms is denoted by
Symp0,S

T (T ∗S).
Denote by Ham0

T (T
∗S) the group of tame symplectic diffeomorphisms ϕ so that there

exists f ∈ Diff0(T
∗S) so that ϕ ◦ f# ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S).

The quotient of Symp0
T (T

∗S) by the kernel of its action on the collection of marked n-
complex structures Ṁn(S) is the full degree-n diffeomorphism group Hn(S). The quotient
Hn,S(S) of Symp0,S

T (T ∗S) by the kernel of its action on Ṁn(S) is called the n-standard
diffeomorphism group.

A few observations and remarks are in order. The point of these definitions is that T n(S)
is identified with Ṁn(S)/Symp0,S

T (T ∗S), which is explained in the coming paragraphs. As a
consequence, we obtain a definition of T n(S) in terms of marked n-complex structures that
allows for a concrete description of the mapping class group action. Any ϕ ∈ Symp0

T (T
∗S)

agrees with the lift of a unique diffeomorphism except on a compact set. We denote this
diffeomorphism by fϕ.

We begin with a remark on the on algebraic and topological structure of the groups of
Definition 4.1. Let D+(S) denote the subgroup of Symp0

T (T
∗S) consisting of lifts f# of

diffeomorphisms f ∈ Diff+(S). Then Symp0
c(T

∗S) is a normal subgroup of Symp0
T (T

∗S), the
intersection Symp0

c(T
∗S)∩D+(S) = {Id} is trivial, and Symp0

T (T
∗S) = Symp0

c(T
∗S)D+(S).

So Symp0
T (T

∗S) is the internal algebraic semidirect product Symp0
c(T

∗S)⋊D+(S). We give
Symp0

T (T
∗S) the topology of the product Symp0

c(T
∗S) × Diff+(S) in the obvious fashion.

Due to analogous reasoning, we have a semidirect product decomposition Symp0,S
T (T ∗S) =

Ham0
c(T

∗S) ⋊ D+(S). One final algebraic remark used in the sequel is that Ham0
T (T

∗S) is
normal in Symp0,S

T (T ∗S).
Another useful observation is that the quotient of Ham0

T (T
∗S) by the stabilizer of its

action on Ṁn(S) is identified with Gn(S). To see this, for any ϕ ∈ Ham0
T (T

∗S), let ψ ∈
Ham0

c(T
∗S) agree with (fϕ)# on a neighborhood of Z∗S. Such a diffeomorphism ψ exists by

Lemma 3.5. Then ψ ◦ ((fϕ)#)−1 ◦ ϕ ∈ Ham0
c(T

∗S) agrees with ϕ in a neighborhood of Z∗S,
and so has the same action on Mn(S).

One verifies that the maps

M
n(S)/Ham0

c(T
∗S) → Ṁ

n(S)/Symp0,S
T (T ∗S)

[I] 7→ [(I, Id)]

and

Ṁ
n(S)/Symp0,S

T (T ∗S) → M
n(S)/Ham0

c(T
∗S)

[(I, φ)] 7→ [I(φ−1)#]

are well-defined and inverse to each other. The verification that the second map is well-
defined uses the normality of Ham0

T (T
∗S) in Symp0,S

T (T ∗S). This gives an identification
between T n(S) and Ṁn(S)/Symp0,S

T (T ∗S).
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We are now ready to define the mapping class group action on T n(S) and to give an
equivalent description in terms of marked n-complex structures.

Definition 4.2. The action of the mapping class group on T n(S) is defined by [I][f ] = [If#].
In the description of T n(S) as Ṁ

n(S)/Symp0,S
T (T ∗S), this action is given by [(I, φ)][f ] =

[(I, f−1 ◦ φ)].

One notes here that our identification Φ : T n(S) → Ṁn(S)/Symp0,S
T (T ∗S) is equivariant

with respect to the mapping class group action:

Φ([I][f ]) = Φ([If#]) = [(If#, Id)] = [(I, f−1)] = [(I, Id)][f ] = Φ([I])[f ].

Inspired by a talk of Thomas, we conclude this section with a brief discussion of a pecu-
liarity of the Fock-Thomas spaces: there is a group containing Mod(S) that acts naturally
on T n(S), but which is not clear is only Mod(S).

Definition 4.3. The degree-n mapping class group HModn(S) is the quotient Hn(S)/Gn(S).

We prove in Appendix B that Hn(S) is a topological group, that Gn(S) is the identity
component of Hn(S), and that HModn(S) is discrete. The proof is somewhat delicate: it
uses substantial theorems about infinite-dimensional Lie groups and our structural results
from Section 7. The proof also makes crucial use of the facts that the compactly supported
De Rahm cohomology group H1

c (T
∗S) is 0 and that ωcan is exact.

The degree-n mapping class group HModn(S) has a natural projection to Mod(S) by
taking mapping classes of restrictions to the zero section: [ϕ] 7→ [fϕ] is a surjective homo-
morphism HModn(S) → Mod(S). If we denote the kernel of this map by K, there is a split
short exact sequence

1 K HModn(S) Mod(S) 1,

with splitting given by i : [f ] 7→ [f#]. We call elements of HModn(S) degree-n mapping
classes and adopt the terminology that a mapping class [ϕ] ∈ HModn(S) is n-standard if it
is in i(Mod(S)) and exotic otherwise. A question of Thomas is if exotic degree-n mapping
classes exist for n > 2. In any matter, HModn(S) acts on T n(S) viewed as Mn(S)/Gn(S) by
[I][ϕ] = [Iϕ].

5 The First Variation Formula

In this section, we discuss the infinitesimal action of Ham0
c(T

∗(S)) on the space of n-complex
structures. The main computational tool we apply in our later analysis of Gn(S) is the first
variation formula of [15], which we recall as Proposition 5.2. We also give a new geometric
interpretation of the first variation formula in Section 5.1.

Let Σ be a Riemann surface compatible with the orientation of S. As before, in a complex
coordinate z = x+ iy, a basis determined by z for pointwise degree-1 polynomials in T ∗CM
is given by p = 1

2
(px − ipy), p =

1
2
(px + ipy), corresponding to ∂z and ∂z̄ respectively.

The basic formula underlying infinitesimal analysis of Gn(S) is an expression of the Pois-
sion bracket in complex coordinates. Considering the restriction of polynomials to the real
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subspace of the complexified contangent bundle, a computation shows that the Poisson
bracket of w(z)pkp̄l and a(z)pmp̄n is given by

{wpkp̄l, apmp̄n} = ∂p(ap
mp̄n)∂z(wp

kp̄l) + ∂p̄(ap
mp̄n)∂z̄(wp

kp̄l)− ∂z(ap
mp̄n)∂p(wp

kp̄l)

− ∂z̄(ap
mp̄n)∂p̄(wp

kp̄l).

We emphasize here that as in Section 3, even though an expression is given in complex
coordinates, the Hamiltonian flow is only acting directly on the restriction of complex poly-
nomials to the real cotangent bundle. The complex coordinate expression arises from taking
unique complex polynomial extensions to T ∗CS.

A useful simplification to infinitesimal analysis of higher diffeomorphisms is that the first
variation of I ∈ Mn(S) under the flow generated by a Hamiltonian H only depends on
j0n−1(H) (mod I).

Lemma 5.1 (Fock-Thomas [15]). Let Σ ∈ T (S) be fixed. Let H be a Hamiltonian, and
identify j0n−1(H) with a function on T ∗S. Then the first variation of I ∈ Mn(S) locally
generated by f under the Hamiltonian flow generated by H in centered coordinates associated
to Σ is given by {f, j0n−1(H)} (mod I) = {f, j0n−1(H) (mod I)} (mod I).

Modulo an ideal I = 〈−p+µ2p+ ...+µnp
n−1〉 in local coordinates, the (n− 1)-jet of any

Hamiltonian H can be written uniquely in the local form w1p+w2p
2+ ...+wn−1p

n−1, where
wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ) globally. We call this the normalized form of H in centered coordinates based
at Σ. We have the following first variation formula.

Proposition 5.2 (Fock-Thomas [15]). The first variation of an n-complex structure I under
a Hamiltonian flow generated by H ≡ wk (mod I) with wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ) is given in centered
coordinates based at Σ by

µ̇l =





−s∂wk + µ2∂wk − kwk∂µ2 if l = k + 1,

(l − k)µl−k+1∂wk − kwk∂µl−k+1 if l > k + 1,

0 if l < k + 1.

We remark that our convention that higher diffeomorphisms act on the right results in a
negation of the first variation formula from what appears in [15].

A first indication of linearity phenomena in Gn(S) is that when µ2 = 0, the l = k + 1
term of the Fock-Thomas first variation formula is linear and independent of µ3, ..., µk+1 for
Hamiltonians of the form wk (mod I) with k ≥ 2.

5.1 Geometric Interpretation

The first variation formula of Fock and Thomas plays a central role in our analysis, and
admits a concrete description in terms of Maaß derivatives, which we explain. The l = k+1
term has the most complicated description, and most of the subsection is spent investigating
it. Roughly, the formula for µ̇k+1 (Proposition 5.4, formula (5.1)) says that, viewed correctly,
µ̇k+1 is “seeing” the first variation formula centered at the Riemann surface represented by
µ2 from the perspective of the Riemann surface used to center coordinates.

17



See [47] for definitions and basic features of Maaß operators. Some similar computations
appear in [9] for variations of period matricies, covariant derivatives, and Green’s functions.

In order to get the desired geometric interpretation, we slightly modify the normalization
of standard forms of n-complex structures. The normalization used by Fock and Thomas is
that an n-complex structure locally has a single generator of the form −p+µ2p+ ...+µnp

n−1,
which precisely matches the standard setup of Beltrami differentials in the n = 2 case. An
alternative but equivalent normalization is that a n-complex structure locally has a single
generator of the form p + µ2p + ... + µnp

n−1. An analogous characterization of n-complex
structures to Proposition 2.2 holds in this normalization. We call this normalization negative
normalization, since the tensor coordinates of an element of Mn(S) negate when changing
normalization.

Negative normalization seems well-suited for computations involving generators of higher
complex structures, and appears as the preferred normalization for the coordinate system
introduced in Section 6. Here, the reason for adopting negative normalization is for a slight
change it introduces to the first variation formula. In negative normalization, the corre-
sponding formula to Proposition 5.2 is

µ̇l =





s∂wk + µ2∂wk − kwk∂µ2 if l = k + 1,

(l − k)µl−k+1∂wk − kwk∂µl−k+1 if l > k + 1,

0 if l < k + 1.

Note the change in the l = k + 1 term of −s∂wk to s∂wk. The proof is identical to that of the
first variation formula in [15].

Now let Σ be a Riemann surface with local coordinate z. Let Σ′ be the Riemann surface
determined by the Beltrami differential µ2 with local coordinate w. Many basic identities
we use in the following can be found in [9]. One computes that tensors on Σ′ given in
w-coordinates can be represented in z-coordinates by

η(w)dwn =

n∑

k=0

(
n

k

)
η(w)(∂z̄w)

n(−µ2)
k(dz̄)n−k(dz)k,

η(w)∂nw =

n∑

k=0

(
n

k

)
η(w)(∂wz)

n(µ2)
k∂n−kz ∂kz .

For a general tensor ω(w) of type (k, l) with k, l ∈ Z, we define ιz←w to be the (k, l)-part
of ω(w) represented in z-coordinates. For example, the above shows that ιz←wη(w)dw

n =
η(w)(∂z̄w)

ndz̄n. Composition of these operators differs from the identity by a Jacobian term:

ιz←wιw←z(ϕ(z)dz̄
n) = ϕ(z)(∂z̄w)

n(∂wz̄)
ndz̄n =

ϕ(z)

(1− |µ2|2)n
dz̄n.

Similar Jacobian terms appear when applied to more general tensors.
On tensors of type (−n, 0) on a Riemann surface Σ, the Maaß s∂ operator s∂Maaß

Σ : Γ(K−nΣ ) →
Γ(K−nΣ KΣ) has coordinate expression ϕ(z)d/dz

n 7→ −s∂ϕ(z)(dz̄/dzn). When a Riemann sur-
face Σ′ is represented by a Beltrami differential µ2, we sometimes denote the corresponding
Maaß derivative by s∂Maaß

µ2
. The following computation locates the l = k+1 term of the first

variation formula in terms of these operations on tensors.
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Lemma 5.3. For (−n, 0) tensors on Σ, with z a local holomorphic coordinate for Σ and w
a local holomorphic coordinate for the Riemann surface represented by µ2 on Σ,

(1− |µ2|
2)n+1ιz←w

(
s∂Maaß
µ2

(
ιw←z

(
ϕ(z)

d

dzn

)))
= (−∂zϕ(z)− µ2∂zϕ(z) + nϕ(z)∂zµ2)

dz̄

dzn
.

Proof. We have ιw←zϕ(z)∂
n
z = ϕ(z)(∂zw)

n∂nw, and compute

∂w(ϕ(z)(∂zw)
n) = (∂wz)(∂z̄ + µ2∂z)(ϕ(z)(∂zw)

n)

= (∂wz)

[
(∂z̄ϕ(z))(∂zw)

n + nϕ(z)(∂zw)
n−1(∂z̄∂zw) + µ2(∂zϕ(z))(∂zw)

n

+ nµ2ϕ(z)(∂zw)
n−1(∂z∂zw)

]

= (∂wz)

[
((∂z̄ϕ(z) + µ2∂zϕ(z))(∂zw)

n + nϕ(z)(∂zw)
n−1[∂z(∂z̄w + µ2∂zw)]+

− nϕ(z)(∂zw)
n(∂zµ)

]

= (∂wz)(∂zw)
n(∂z̄ϕ(z) + µ2∂zϕ(z)− nϕ(z)∂zµ)

+ nϕ(z)(∂wz)(∂zw)
n−1∂z

[
∂ww

∂wz

]

= (∂wz)(∂zw)
n(∂z̄ϕ(z) + µ2∂zϕ(z)− nϕ(z)∂zµ).

Expanding this (−n, 1) tensor in w-coordinates with respect to z-coordinates,

s∂Maaß
w (ιw←zϕ(z)∂

n
z ) = −

(
n∑

k=0

(
n

k

)
(∂z̄ϕ+ µ2∂zϕ− nϕ∂zµ)(∂zw)

n(∂wz)
n(−µ2)

k∂n−kz ∂kz̄

)

· ((∂wz̄)(∂z̄w)(dz̄ − µ2dz)).

Inspecting terms yields

ιz←w

(
s∂Maaß
w (ιw←z (ϕ∂

n
z ))
)
= (∂zw)

n(∂wz)
n(∂wz̄)(∂z̄w)(−s∂zϕ− µ2∂zϕ+ nϕ∂zµ2)

dz̄

dzn

=
−s∂zϕ− µ2∂zϕ+ nϕ∂zµ2

(1− |µ2|2)n+1

dz̄

dzn

�

The l > k + 1 terms of the first variation formula can be described in terms of Maaß
derivatives on the base Riemann surface Σ as follows. In a coordinate z, express the hy-
perbolic metric gΣ in the conformal class of Σ as gΣ = σ2|dz|2 with σ(z) > 0. For any

(k, j)-tensor w ∈ Γ(Kk
ΣK

j

Σ) with k, j ∈ Z, the Maaß ∂-derivative of w is expressed

∂Maaß
Σ (w(z)dzkdzj) = (∂w(z)− ikσ(z)w(z))dzk+1dzj.

19



For a uniformized Riemann surface Σ = H
2/Γ, the description of the Maaß ∂-derivative in

terms of functions on H2 is

∂Maaß
Σ w(z) = ∂w(z) +

2k

(z − z)
w(z).

The description above of the Maaß ∂-derivative on an arbitrary Riemann surface can be
obtained by pulling back this expression under a biholomorphism to a uniformized Riemann
surface.

In any matter, in the setting of the first variation formula, for l > k + 1 we have that
µl−k+1 ∈ Γ(Kk−l

Σ KΣ). So in a local coordinate z,

(l − k)

(
µl−k+1(z)

dz

dzl−k

)
∂Maaß
Σ

(
wk(z)

d

dzk

)
− k

(
wk(z)

d

dzk

)
∂Maaß
Σ

(
µl−k+1(z)

dz

dzl−k

)

= [(l − k)µl−k+1(z)∂wk(z) + ik(l − k)σ(z)wk(z)µl−k+1(z)]
dz

dzl

− [kwk(z)∂µl−k+1(z) + ik(l − k)σ(z)wk(z)µl−k+1(z)]
dz

dzl

= [(l − k)µl−k+1(z)∂wk(z)− kwk(z)∂µl−k+1(z)]
dz

dzl
,

which describes the µ̇l-term of the first variation formula in terms of Maaß derivatives. In
summary:

Proposition 5.4. For a n-complex structure I = (µ2, ..., µn), the first variation of µk+1(I)
under a Hamiltonian flow generated by H ≡ wk (mod I) with wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ) is given in
negative normalization centered coordinates based at Σ by

µ̇k+1 = −(1 − |µ2|
2)k+1ιz←w

(
s∂Maaß
µ2

(ιw←zwk)
)
. (5.1)

For l > k+1, the first variation of µl(I) under the Hamiltonian flow generated by H is given
in negative normalization centered coordinates based at Σ by

µ̇l = (l − k)µl−k+1∂
Maaß
Σ wk − kwk∂

Maaß
Σ µl−k+1. (5.2)

Formula (5.1) makes precise the idea that µ̇k+1 in Proposition 5.2 is “seeing” the first
variation in centered coordinates based at the Riemann surface represented by µ2 from
the perspective of the reference Riemann surface. We remark that one auxiliary effect of
Proposition 5.4 is to give a verification that, as expected, all terms in the first variation
formula are globally tensors of appropriate types on the base Riemann surface Σ.

If S has genus at least 2, there are no nonzero holomorphic sections w ∈ Γ(K−kΣ′ ) for
k ≥ 1 and any complex structure Σ′ on S. We will have use of the following corollary of the
preceding proposition.

Corollary 5.5. Let S have genus g ≥ 2. If H 6≡ 0 (mod I) has first nonzero term in
normalized form wk (mod I) with wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ), then µk+1(I) has nonzero first variation
under the flow of H.
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6 Natural Coordinates

Our eventual goal is to analyze the quotient T n(S) = Mn(S)/Gn(S) by viewing it as a
quotient taken in two steps—first finding distinguished representatives of the action byN (S),
then taking the quotient of the space of these representatives by Diff0(S). Making this work
requires that the action of Diff0(S) on Mn(S) by lifts of diffeomorphisms to T ∗S restrict
to an action on our distinguished elements of N (S)-orbits. The representatives we produce
in Section 8 do not satisfy this in centered coordinates, for reasons arising from centered
coordinates’ dependence on a reference Riemann surface.

In this section, we produce coordinates on Mn(S) in which the collection of harmonic
n-complex structures (Definition 6.1) is invariant under Diff0(S) (Proposition 6.4). Our coor-
dinates are obtained without a choice of a reference Riemann surface through a modification
of the procedure used to produce centered coordinates in [15].

We begin by reviewing the construction of the associated complex structure to an n-
complex structure (see [15]) from the perspective we make use of in the construction of
natural coordinates. Let I ∈ M

n(S) and x ∈ S. Then Ix is a codimension-n ideal in⊕n−1
j=0 S

j(TC

x S) with Ix + Ix maximal. Fock and Thomas show that maximality of Ix + Ix
implies the collection of degree-1 homogeneous polynomials appearing in elements of Ix has
dimension 1 ([15], Section 5.1). Let fx be a generator.

Then fx is a nonzero degree-1 homogeneous complex polynomial, and so has a unique
zero in CP

1 identified with the space of complex lines in T ∗Cx S. That T ∗Cx S arises as a
complexification endows this copy of CP1 with complex conjugation, a distinguished real
axis, and an orientation. By possibly interchanging I and I we may consistently arrange for
Im(f−1x (0)) > 0.

This determines for any x an endomorphism J∗x : T ∗Cx S → T ∗Cx S by specifying that
J∗x |f−1

x (0) = iId and J∗x |f−1
x (0)

= −iId. Then J∗x restricts to an endomorphism of T ∗xM so that

(J∗x)
2 = −Id. Taking duals identifies almost complex structures on S and endomorphisms

J∗ ∈ End(T ∗S) so (J∗)2 = −Id. This associates an almost complex structure J(I) to I, and
thus a complex structure Σ(I) to I by the Newlander-Nirenberg theorem.

The almost complex structure J(I) then determines a decomposition by type of

TCS = T (1,0)S ⊕ T (0,1)S = K−1J ⊕K
−1

J

and in turn decompositions Sj(TCS) =
⊕j

k=0K
−k
J K

k−j

J for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1.
We now take generators of linear terms of I in neighborhoods. Denote by π the projection

T ∗S → S. For any x in S, there is a neighborhood U of x and a function g : π−1(U) → C

vanishing on the zero section so that Ix = 〈(j0n−1(g))x〉 for all x ∈ U . The polynomial
j0n−1(g)x must have nonzero degree-1 term fx for all x in U by maximiality of I + I. Once
again, we may arrange for Im(f−1x (0)) > 0 for all x ∈ U . Our choice of J(I) ensures that fx
vanishes on the i-eigenspace of J(I) and so must have tensor type (0,−1) at x. In symbols,

fx ∈ T
(0,1)
x S. The relation g ≡ 0 (mod I) then defines a map

P̃U : T (0,1)U →
n−1⊕

j=2

Sj(TCU).
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Repeated application of P̃U defines a projection

PU :
n−1⊕

j=1

Γ(Sj(TCU)) →
n−1⊕

j=1

Γ(K−jJ (U))

so that PUh ≡ h (mod I) for any h ∈
⊕n−1

j=1 Γ(S
j(TCU)) and PU restricted to

⊕n−1
j=1 Γ(K

−j
J (U))

is the identity.
Now let g′ = j01(g)+PU(j

0
n−1(g)−j

0
1(g)) be viewed as a sum of homogeneous polynomials.

The above implies that Ix = 〈g′x〉 for all x ∈ U . By construction, g′ has the form

g′ = w0,1 + 0 + w2,0 + ... + wn−1,0 (6.1)

where wi,j ∈ Γ(K−iJ (U)K
−j

J (U)) and w0,1 vanishes nowhere. All generators of IU of the
form (6.1) are of the form hg′ with h a nowhere vanishing function on U , because Ix has
codimension n for x ∈ U . So the collection of sections µk,U = wk−1,0/w0,1 of KJ(U)K

1−k
J (U)

for 3 ≤ k ≤ n are independent of the choice of a generator g′ of the form of formula (6.1).
If V is another open set, the independence of µ3,V , ..., µn,V on the generator g′ of the form

of formula (6.1) ensures that µk,V (x) = µk,U(x) for all x ∈ U ∩ V and 3 ≤ k ≤ n. So for
x ∈ S, defining µk(x) = µk,U(x) for any open set U containing x produces a global family of
sections µk = µk(I) of KJK

1−k
J .

The almost complex structure J(I) and the associated sections µ3(I), ..., µn(I) com-
pletely determine I and depend smoothly on I. Conversely, any almost complex structure
J and sections {µk}3≤k≤n of KJK

1−k
J produce an n-complex structure. Denote Ln(S) =

{(Σ, µ3, ..., µn) | Σ ∈ M(S), µk ∈ Γ(KΣK
1−k
Σ )}. Then the map

Φn : Mn(S) → L
n(S)

I 7→ (Σ(I), µ3(I), ..., µn(I))

gives coordinates on Mn(S).

Definition 6.1. The coordinates given by the map Φn are called natural coordinates on
Mn(S). For an n-complex structure I, we denote the natural coordinates of I by Σ(I) and
µ3(I), ..., µn(I).

Natural coordinates on Ṁn(S) are given by adjoining markings. When working with nat-
ural coordinates, it is sometimes technically simpler to work with almost complex structures
rather than complex structures in the first coordinate, which is equivalent by the Newlander-
Nirenberg theorem.

The main advantage of these coordinates to us is the following.

Proposition 6.2. If f ∈ Diff+(S), then the action of f# on Mn(S) in natural coordinates
is given by (J, µ3, ..., µn)(f

#) = (f ∗J, f ∗µ3, ..., f
∗µn).

The analogue of Proposition 6.2 for marked n-complex structures is (J, µ3, ..., µn, φ)f
# =

(f ∗I, f ∗µ3, ..., f
∗µn, φ ◦ f) for f ∈ Diff+(S).
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Proof. We address the first coordinate first. The action by diffeomorphisms on almost
complex structures is given by (f ∗J)(v) = (Df)−1J(Df)v, so the dual endormorphism is
(f ∗J)∗α = α ◦ (Df)−1 ◦ J ◦Df . So if V ∗x is the i eigenspace of J∗ at x, the i-eigenspace of
(f ∗J)∗ at x is (f#)−1(V ∗f−1(x)). On the other hand, if g : T ∗CS → C is linear on fibers with

V ∗x its zero in CP
1 at x, then the zero of g ◦ f# at x is (f#)−1(V ∗f−1(x)). We conclude that

J(If#) = f ∗(J(I)).
As the action of f# on J 1

1 coincides with the contravariant action by diffeomorphisms

on vector fields, the induced actions on K−jJ and K
−j

J of f for j ∈ N through jets and
pullback coincide. So if there is a local expression for generators of I = 〈g〉 of the form
g = w0,1 + w2,0 + ... + wn−1,0, then g ◦ f# = f ∗w0,1 + f ∗w2,0 + ... + f ∗wn−1,0 is of the form
(6.1) with respect to J(If#) = f ∗(J(I)). The conclusion follows. �

The following shall be our distinguished representatives of N (S)-orbits of n-complex
structures in Section 8.

Definition 6.3. A section µk ∈ Γ(K1−k
Σ KΣ) is called a harmonic k-Beltrami differential if

µkg
k−1
Σ is a holomorphic k-adic differential, where gΣ is the unique hyperbolic metric in the

conformal class of Σ.
An n-complex structure I written in natural coordinates as (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) is a harmonic

n-complex structure if µk(I) is a harmonic k-Beltrami differential on Σ for 3 ≤ k ≤ n. We
denote by HMn(S) the collection of harmonic n-complex structures.

Proposition 6.2 yields a naturality statement for the collection of harmonic n-complex
structures, and is essential to the proofs of our main results.

Corollary 6.4. HMn(S) is invariant under the action of Diff+(S) on Mn(S).

Proof. If s∂Σ(µkg
k−1
Σ ) = 0, naturality of pullback shows that for any f ∈ Diff+(S) we have

0 = s∂f∗Σ(f
∗µkf

∗gk−1Σ ) = s∂f∗Σ(f
∗µkg

k−1
f∗Σ). So if I = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) is harmonic, then If# =

(f ∗Σ, f ∗µ3, ..., f
∗µn) is harmonic. �

In order to analyze flows in natural coordinates later, we need a description of the first
variation formula in natural coordinates. For fixed Σ ∈ M(S), natural coordinates with
M(S)-coordinate Σ agree with negative-normalization centered coordinates with respect to
the reference complex structure Σ in the sense that (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) is represented in negative-
normalization centered coordinates based at Σ by (0, µ3, ..., µn) (see the appendix of [15]).
As 2-stationary diffeomorphisms fix the collection of elements of Mn(S) with underlying
complex structure Σ(I), the first variation formula yields the first variation of n-complex
structures under k-stationary flows for k ≥ 2 in natural coordinates.

Proposition 6.5. Fix an n-complex structure I ∈ Mn(S). Under a 2-stationary flow gener-
ated by Ht ≡ wk (mod I) with k ≥ 2 and wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ), the first variation of (Σ(I), µ3, ..., µn)
in natural coordinates is given by

µ̇l =






s∂wk if l = k + 1,

(l − k)µl−k+1∂wk − kwk∂µl−k+1 if l > k + 1,

0 l < k + 1.
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7 Structure of Higher Diffeomorphism Groups

The canonical vector bundle structure we find on T n(S) = Mn(S)/Gn(S) in Section 8 arises
from structure present in the degree-n diffeomorphism group Gn(S). We have now con-
structed enough machinery to prove the relevant results about Gn(S).

The outline of our approach is to decompose Gn(S) as a semidirect product Diff0(S) ⋉
N (S), where N (S) is as before the group of 2-stationary diffeomorphisms. We then analyze
N (S) on its own and combine this with the basics from Section 3 to get a picture of Gn(S).
Separating the analysis of N (S) from that of Diff0(S) is helpful because the two behave quite
differently.

The main structural result for the 2-stationary diffeomorphism group N (S) is that it has
strong linearity properties: N (S) is a contractible nilpotent regular Fréchet-Lie group with
factor groups consisting of smooth sections of appropriate bundles, and the group operation
on factors is addition. Our main results rely heavily on two claims we prove in this section
that show that the only actions of N k(S) on elements of I ∈ Mn(S) are as simple as possible
(Proposition 7.8 and Lemma 7.12).

An essential component of the analysis is to show that every element of N (S) is rep-
resented by a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism arising from an autonomous flow. This is quite
surprising at first glance, and is not true for Diff0(S). In fact it is well-known (see for exam-
ple [34]) that even for the circle S1, there are examples of diffeomorphisms arbitrarily close
to the identity that are not realizable as autonomous flows. So to frame expectations of the
structure of N (S), a different analogue than Diff0(S) is in order: the structure we find is
also present in less complicated groups of jets than Gn(S).

Example 7.1. Consider the group N of n-jets at 0 of maps f : R → R so f(0) = 0 and
f ′(0) = 1. Then N ∼= {x + a2x

2 + ... + anx
n ∈ R[x]} with product operation composition

modulo degree ≥ n+ 1 terms. One sees that the subgroup Nk < N consisting of polynomials
of the form x+ f with the minimal degree of terms of f equal to k is normal in N , and the
group operation on Nk fixes degree < k coefficients. Furthermore, the group operation on
Nk is addition on degree k coefficients. Also, [N,Nk] ⊂ Nk+1, so that N is nilpotent. The
factor groups Nk/Nk+1 are isomorphic to (R,+).

N has the simplest possible exponential map. To see this, note that as N is nilpotent
the Baker-Campell-Hausdorff series of its Lie algebra n converges on all of n. So the Baker-
Campell-Hausdorff series gives a Lie group structure Ñ on n so that the exponential map is
the identity. As N is simply connected, the identity map n → n integrates to an isomorphism
N → Ñ .

Two features of Gn(S) are helpful to keep in mind in the following. The first is the
phenomenon that for ϕ ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S), the k-jet jk(ϕ) of ϕ vanishing to degree j along Z∗S

does not directly correspond to ϕ representing an element of N j+1(S). See Section 3 for the
j = 1 case. No such phenomenon appears in the first variation formula, which inspires us to
instead seek a parametrization in terms of Hamiltonians.

The second feature is that the action of Gn(S) on Mn(S) is effective but not free. This
would complicate an analysis of the quotient Mn(S)/Gn(S) by more general (see for instance,
[14]) methods of understanding quotients of infinite-dimensional Lie groups that are not
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Banach-Lie groups. The following example can be used to construct examples of nontrivial
stabilizers of higher complex structures on any surface.

Example 7.2. Consider the trivial 3-complex structure I0 on the disk given by µ2 = µ3 = 0
in negative normalization centered coordinates. For any function η(x, y) vanishing on a
neighborhood of ∂D, the flow ϕt generated by H = η(x, y)(∂2x + ∂2y) fixes I0 by Proposition
5.2. On the other hand, for a 3-complex structure of the form I = 〈p + µ2p〉, we have
η(x, y)(∂2x + ∂2y) ≡ −4ηµ2p

2 (mod I). The first variation formula shows this does not fix I
whenever there is a point where neither H nor µ2 vanishes.

The lack of freeness of the previous example can be controlled in the sense that au-
tonomous Hamiltonian flows always act nontrivially on some k-complex structure of the
smallest possible k.

Lemma 7.3. A flow by a Hamiltonian Ht that vanishes on Z
∗S is k-stationary if and only

if j0k−1(Ht) vanishes identically for all t.

Proof. Any Ht with j
0
k−1(Ht) = 0 for all t acts trivially on Mk(S) by Proposition 5.2. Con-

versely, suppose that Ht has j
0
k−1(Ht) not identically 0 for some t0. Represent the (k−1)-jet

of Ht0 with homogeneous polynomials a1(z, v) + a2(z, v) + ...+ ak−1(z, v). Let 1 ≤ j < k be
the minimal integer so that aj(z, v) 6≡ 0, and work at a point z0 so that aj(z0, ·) 6= 0.

With respect to any almost complex structure J∗z0 on the fiber T ∗z0S, the decomposition

of aj(z0, ·) by type has no K−jJ∗

z0

term if and only if aj(z0, ·) vanishes on the i-eigenspace of

J∗z0. As aj(z0, ·) has only finitely many projective zeros, this is only possible for finitely many

choices of J∗z0. Thus there are n-complex structures I ∈ Mn(S) so aj(z0, ·) has nonzero K
−j
Σ(I)

part at z0. For any such I, Corollary 5.5 shows I is not stationary under the flow of Ht−t0

at t = 0. Then, denoting the time-t flow of Ht by ϕt, in centered coordinates based at Σ(I),
we have d

dt

∣∣
t=t0

µj+1((I(ϕt0)
−1)ϕt) 6= 0. So the flow of Ht is not k-stationary. �

We now turn to examiningN (S). The general strategy of the remainder of this subsection
is to show that every element of N k(S) arises as a k-stationary flow and leverage this to
produce a decomposition of h ∈ N (S) as a product of increasingly stationary autonomous
flows.

Recall the notation from Section 3 that HamP
c (T

∗S) is the subgroup of Ham0
c(T

∗S) whose
elements pointwise fix Z∗S. Lemma 3.6 implies that ϕ ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S) is 2-stationary if and

only if it is in HamP
c (T

∗S), which is used without being explicitly mentioned throughout the
following. Our first observation is that N (S) is connected through 2-stationary flows.

Lemma 7.4. If h ∈ N (S), then there is a 2-stationary flow ϕt ∈ HamP
c (T

∗S) so that ϕ0 = Id
and [ϕ1] = h.

Proof. Let h ∈ N (S) be represented by a symplectomorphism ϕ generated by a compactly
supported Hamiltonian flow ϕt setwise fixing Z∗S. Let ψt be a smooth path of Hamilto-
nian diffeomorphisms identical to (ϕt|Z∗S)

# on a neighborhood of Z∗S and supported on a
compact set. Such paths exist by Lemma 3.5.

Then ψt is smooth in t and ψ0 = ψ1 = Id in a neighborhood of Z∗S. So (ψt)
−1ϕt is a

path in HamP
c (T

∗S) between Id and (ψ1)
−1ϕ1 = ϕ, and hence [ψ−11 ϕ1] = [ϕ]. Such a path of

Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms must be Hamiltonian (see Appendix B or [33] ch. 10). �
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We remark that the restriction that elements of Ham0
c(T

∗S) are generated by Hamiltonian
flows fixing Z∗S for all times t was used essentially in the previous proof.

The following computation is quite elementary but used repeatedly in the following. Let
H be a function T ∗M → R with j0k−1(H) = 0 for some k ≥ 2 with time-1 Hamiltonian flow
ϕ. Let I = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) be given. We compute µk+1(Iϕ) in natural coordinates.

Write the complexified k-jet of H (mod I, degree ≥ k + 1 terms) as wk ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ). Let
ϕt be the flow of Ht. For any I ′ with Σ(I ′) = Σ(I), the first variation formula shows that
d
dt
µk+1(Iϕt) = s∂wk, and that the flow of Ht leaves the family of n-complex structures I ′ with

Σ(I ′) = Σ(I) invariant. So

µk+1(Iϕ) = µk+1(I) + s∂wk. (7.1)

In particular, if we denote the time-1 flow associated to a function H with j0k−1(H) = 0 by
ϕH , the map H 7→ µk+1(IϕH)− µk+1(I) is linear in H .

The means by which we are able to reduce from arbitrary k-stationary flows to au-
tonomous flows is an averaging procedure. This procedure produces from a k-stationary
flow an autonomous k-stationary flow with the same time-1 action on µk+1-coordinates of
all n-complex structures as the original flow.

Lemma 7.5. If ϕt is generated by a k-stationary (k ≥ 2) Hamiltonian Ht vanishing on Z
∗S,

let H̃ =
∫ 1

0
Htdt and ϕ̃ be the time 1 flow of H̃. Then for every I ∈ Mn(S), µk+1(Iϕ1) =

µk+1(Iϕ̃).

Furthermore, H̃ is determined to degree k in the sense that if H̃ ′ is another k-stationary
Hamiltonian vanishing on Z∗S with time-1 autonomous flow ϕ̃′ satisfying µk+1(Iϕ1) =

µk+1(Iϕ̃
′) for all I ∈ Mn(S), then j0k(H̃) = j0k(H̃

′).

Proof. We compute in natural coordinates. Let I = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) be given and let ϕt be
the flow of Ht. Lemma 7.3 shows that Ht has vanishing (k − 1)-jet for all times t. So the
first variation formula shows that d

dt
µk+1(Iϕt) depends only on the k-jet of Ht. Write the

complexified k-jet of Ht as

Ht =

k∑

j=0

wj,k−j(t) ≡ wk,0(t) (mod I ′, degree ≥ k + 1 terms)

where wj,k−j(t) ∈ Γ(K−jΣ K
j−k

Σ ) and I ′ is any element of Mn(S) with Σ(I ′) = Σ(I). As Ht is
k-stationary for some k ≥ 2, we have d

dt
µk(Iϕt) = s∂wk,0(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, so

µk+1(Iϕ1) = µk+1(I) +

∫ 1

0

s∂wk,0(t)dt

= µk+1(I) + s∂

∫ 1

0

wk,0(t)dt.

Now, w̃k =
∫ 1

0
wk,0(t)dt ∈ Γ(K−kΣ ) is equal (mod I ′, degree ≥ k + 1 terms) to the complexi-

fied k-jet of H̃ =
∫ 1

0
Htdt for any I

′ with Σ(I ′) = Σ(I). Denoting by ϕ̃t the autonomous flow

by H̃ , we see that as the flows of Ht and H̃ are 2-stationary,

µk+1(Iϕ1) = µk+1(I) + s∂w̃k = µk+1(I) +

∫ 1

0

d

dt
µk+1(Iϕ̃t)dt = µk+1(Iϕ̃1).
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To see determination to degree k, suppose that H̃ ′ generates ϕ̃′t and µk+1(Iϕ1) = µk+1(Iϕ̃
′
1)

for all I ∈ Mn(S). Denote the time-1 flow of H̃ − H̃ ′ by ψ. Recall that for every n-complex
structure I and autonomous Hamiltonian H with j0k−1(H) = 0, denoting the time-1 flow of
H by ϕH , formula (7.1) implies that H 7→ µk+1(IϕH)− µk+1(I) is linear in H . So we have
that

µk+1(Iψ)− µk+1(I) = µk+1(Iϕ̃1)− µk+1(I)− µk+1(Iϕ̃
′
1) + µk+1(I) = 0

for all I ∈ Mn(S). So by Lemma 7.3, j0k(H̃) = j0k(H̃
′). �

Convention. Since the action of an autonomous flow generated by a Hamiltonian H on
M

n(S) is determined by its (n− 1)-jet j0n−1(H), we shall have frequent cause when working
with autonomous flows to specify Hamiltonians by their classes in Gn(S) by their (n − 1)-
jets. Even though the (n− 1)-jets themselves, viewed as functions on T ∗S, do not in general
generate flows in Ham0

c(T
∗S) as they are not compactly supported, it saves a great deal of

repetitive language to make a minor conflation and talk about the “flow of” a degree-k Hamil-
tonian H. This should be taken to mean the flow of any compactly supported Hamiltonian
agreeing with H on a neighborhood of Z∗S.

Our first application of the averaging procedure of Lemma 7.5 is to show that every
element of N k(S) is realized by a k-stationary flow, which follows from a description of
which (k − 1)-stationary flows ϕt have k-stationary time-1 flow ϕ1.

Corollary 7.6. For k ≥ 3, a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ generated by a (k−1)-stationary
Hamiltonian flow Ht that vanishes on Z∗S is k-stationary if and only if the (k − 1)-jet

j0k−1

(∫ 1

0
Htdt

)
is 0.

Proof. Lemma 7.5 shows that µk(Iϕ) = µk(Iϕ̃) for all I ∈ Mn(S) where ϕ̃ is the time-1

autonomous flow of H̃ =
∫ 1

0
Htdt. Then Lemma 7.3 applied to H̃ gives the claim. �

Lemma 7.7. For all k ≥ 2, the k-stationary higher diffeomorphism group N k(S) is con-
nected. Every element of N k(S) is represented by a k-stationary flow.

Proof. The proof is by induction. Lemma 7.4 is the k = 2 case.
Now assume that every element ofN k−1(S) is represented by a (k−1)-stationary flow and

let h ∈ N k(S). Let Ht generate a (k − 1)-stationary flow ϕt so that [ϕ1] = h. Corollary 7.6
shows that the time-1 flows ϕs ofH

s
t = sHt are all k-stationary. Then {ϕs}0≤s≤1 is an isotopy

from ϕ1 to Id consisting of k-stationary compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms,
and hence can be realized as a k-stationary flow (see e.g. [33] ch. 10 or Appendix B). �

We have now accumulated enough information about N (S) to describe every element of
N (S) as a product of well-controlled autonomous flows.

Proposition 7.8. Any h ∈ N (S) can be written uniquely as h = h2h3...hn−1 where hk ∈
N k(S) is the class in Gn(S) of an autonomous time-1 flow of a uniquely determined homo-
geneous degree k Hamiltonian Hk.
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Proof. Let h ∈ N (S) and let ϕt be a 2-stationary generating flow. Lemma 7.5 allows us to
find a homogeneous degree-2 Hamiltonian H2 whose autonomous time-1 flow ψ satisfies that
for any I ∈ Mn(S), µ3(Iϕ) = µ3(Iψ). Then ψ

−1ϕ is 3-stationary. Putting h2 = [ψ], we have
h−12 h ∈ N 3(S). Uniqueness in Lemma 7.5 gives uniqueness.

Proceeding analogously, using Lemma 7.7 to produce initial k-stationary flows, yields for
each 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 a unique hk so that so that h−1k ...h−13 h−12 h is k + 1-stationary. The case
k = n− 1 gives h = h2h3...hn−1, and uniqueness follows from uniqueness at each step. �

The bijection provided by Proposition 7.8 between higher diffeomorphisms h ∈ N (S)
and degree n − 1 jets H2 + ... + Hn−1 gives a parametrization of N (S) as J 2

n−1. We call
this parametrization inductive coordinates for N (S). The terminology is due to both their
iterated construction and their utility for inductive arguments.

We note that the product structure on N (S) in this parametrization and the prod-
uct structure on J 2

n−1 as an algebra do not agree. To distinguish the two appearances
of jets and to emphasize that h ∈ N (S) is represented by a sequence of autonomous
flows in this parametrization, we denote the coordinates of h ∈ N (S) in inductive co-
ordinates by (H2(h), ..., Hn−1(h)), where Hk(h) ∈ Γ(Sk(TS)). In inductive coordinates,
N k(S) = {(Hj)n−1j=2 | Hj = 0 for 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 1}.

Examination of the process that produces the decomposition in Proposition 7.8 yields
smoothness in an appropriate sense. For K a compact submanifold (with boundary) of
T ∗S containing the zero section in its interior, let Ham0

K(T
∗S) and Symp0

K(T
∗S) denote the

subgroups of Ham0
c(T

∗S) and Symp0
c(T

∗S) consisting of elements supported on K.

Proposition 7.9. Let K ⊂ T ∗S be a compact submanifold containing Z∗S in its interior.
The map Ham0

K(T
∗S) 7→ J 2

n−1 given by ϕ 7→ (H2([ϕ]), ..., Hn−1([ϕ])) is smooth.

Proof. We begin by showing the Hamiltonian function generating a flow ψt ∈ Ham0
K(T

∗S)
can be chosen smoothly in {ψt}0≤t≤1. To see this, choose a Hamiltonian Gt generating ψt

as follows. The flow ψt is generated by a family of compactly supported vector fields Xt.
That ψt is a flow by symplectic diffeomorphisms is equivalent to the compactly supported
forms λt = ωcan(Xt, ·) being closed. As H1

c (T
∗S) = 0, the forms λt are exact and compactly

supported potential functions can be chosen as

Gt(p) =

∫ p

p0

λt,

where p0 is any point sufficiently far away from K. That Xt is tangent to Z
∗S forces Gt to

be constant on Z∗S (see Section 3). This construction of Gt is smooth in {ψt}0≤t≤1.
Subtracting appropriate constants from Gt and multiplying by a cutoff function yields

compactly supported Hamiltonians vanishing on Z∗S and generating the same classes in
Gn(S) as [ψt], chosen smoothly in {ψt}0≤t≤1. Every ϕ ∈ Ham0

K(T
∗S) is generated by a

Hamiltonian flow supported in K (see Appendix B) and these flows can locally be chosen
smoothly in ϕ. With this known, the proof is by checking smooth dependence in the steps
taken by our construction ofH2(ϕ), ..., Hn−1(ϕ) from ϕ. We detail the steps below for clarity.

We show that Hk(ϕ) depends smoothly on a generating Hamiltonian Ht for ϕ. Write
our decomposition as [ϕ] = h2h3...hn−1. As H

k(ϕ) depends smoothly on a k-stationary flow,
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it suffices to show that given Ht supported on K with time-1 flow ϕ so that [ϕ] ∈ N (S), a
2-stationary Hamiltonian H2

t (ϕ) supported on K generating [ϕ] can be chosen smoothly in
Ht and that given a k-stationary Hamiltonian Hk

t generating hk...hn−1 and supported on K,
a (k + 1)-stationary Hamiltonian Hk+1

t generating hk+1...hn−1 and supported on K can be
chosen smoothly in Hk

t .
Let ϕt denote the flow of Ht. For k = 2, let ψt be a compactly supported Hamiltonian

flow agreeing with (ϕt|Z∗S)
# on a neighborhood of Z∗S. Then a 2-stationary isotopy from

which H2
t is determined is given by (ψt)

−1ϕt.
Now letHk

t be k-stationary and re-define ϕt to be the flow ofHk
t . We have [ϕ1] = hk...hn−1

in the notation of Proposition 7.8. The Hamiltonian Hk is given by the k-jet j0k

(∫ 1

0
Hk

t dt
)
;

denote the flow of Hk by ϕ̃′t. Denote ϕ′t = (ϕ̃′t)
−1, and let ψt be the smoothed concatenation

of the isotopies ϕ′t and ϕt. Then [ψ1] = hk+1...hn−1 ∈ N k+1(S), and ψt determines a k-
stationary Hamiltonian Gk+1

t vanishing on Z∗S smoothly in {ψt}0≤t≤1 as above. The isotopy
{ψ′s}0≤s≤1 where ψ′s is the time-1 flow of sGk+1

t is (k + 1)-stationary by Corollary 7.6, and
Hk+1

s is determined as above from ψ′s. Each dependence is smooth. �

We now describe a central series for N (S). The key observation is that N n−1(S) is in
the center of N (S). We can see this as follows. Work in natural coordinates. If H is an
(n− 1)-stationary Hamiltonian, then Lemma 5.1 and the first variation formula imply that
the first variation of any I ∈ M

n(S) under the flow generated by H depends only on H
and Σ(I). More specifically, formula (7.1) shows that the product operation on N n−1(S) in
inductive coordinates is addition and inversion is negation.

On the other hand, if H is a k-stationary Hamiltonian for some k ≥ 2, then Lemma 5.1
and the first variation formula imply that the first variation of µn(I) under the autonomous
flow of H depends only on H and Σ(I), µ3(I), ..., µn−k+1(I). In particular, µn(I) has no effect
on the first variation of µn(I) under the flow of H . It follows that N n−1(S) is in the center
of N (S).

Induction now shows that a central series of length n − 2 for N (S) is given by 0 ✁

N n−1(S)✁ ...✁N 3(S)✁N 2(S) = N (S), so that N (S) is nilpotent. Proposition 7.9 implies
that the group operations on N (S) in inductive coordinates are smooth.

We now address the structure of the whole of Gn(S). Let D0(S) denote the subgroup of
Gn(S) consisting of elements of the form [ψ] with ψ = f# on a neighborhood of the zero
section for some f ∈ Diff0(S). As in Section 3, every ψ ∈ Ham0

c(T
∗S) determines an element

of D0(S) by restriction: ϕ 7→ [(ϕ|Z∗S)
#]. Here, we are implicitly using Lemma 3.5. Similarly,

let D+(S) denote the subgroup of the n-standard diffeomorphism group Hn,S(S) consisting
of [f#] for f ∈ Diff+(S).

Theorem 7.10. Gn(S) = D0(S)⋉N (S) and Hn,S(S) = D+(S)⋉N (S). For any compact
submanifold K ⊂ T ∗S containing Z∗S in its interior and smooth path ϕt ∈ Ham0

K(T
∗S), the

map [0, 1] → Diff0(S)× J 2
n−1 given by t 7→ (ϕt|Z∗S, H

2((ϕt|
−1
Z∗S)

#ϕt), ..., H
n−1((ϕt|

−1
Z∗S)

#ϕt))
is smooth.

Here, Hk((ϕt|
−1
Z∗S)

#ϕ) should be taken to mean Hk(ψ−1t ϕt) for any ψt ∈ Ham0
K(T

∗S)
agreeing with ϕt on a neighborhood of Z∗S. Another remark is that in Theorem 7.10, we
have given Gn(S) the product topology of the subgroups D0(S) and N (S), where D0(S)
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is given the topology induced by the map φ 7→ [ψ] where ψ is any element of Ham0
c(T

∗S)
that agrees with φ# on a neighborhood of Z∗S, and N (S) is given the topology induced by
inductive coordinates. The naturality of this choice of topology is addressed in Section 7.2.

Proof. Lemma 3.6 shows the intersection D0(S) ∩ N (S) = Id is trivial as the action of
Diff0(S) on M(S) is free. On the other hand, for any g = [ϕ], we have the decomposition g =
[(ϕ|Z∗S)

#][(ϕ|#Z∗S)
−1ϕ] ∈ D0(S)N (S). As N (S) is normal in Gn(S), this shows that Gn(S) is

the algebraic semidirect product D0(S)⋉N (S). The proof that Hn,S(S) = D+(S)⋉N (S)
is nearly identical.

The map t 7→ (ϕt|Z∗S, H
2((ϕt|

−1
Z∗S)

#ϕt), ..., H
n−1((ϕt|

−1
Z∗S)

#ϕt)) is smooth due to Propo-
sition 7.9 and the smoothness of ϕ 7→ ϕ|Z∗S. �

Theorem 1.8, which summarizes the basic structure of Gn(S), now follows from Theorem
7.10 and the preceding remarks.

7.1 A Realization Lemma

There is one more way we need to control the lack of freeness of the action of Gn(S) on
Mn(S) in our proofs of our main results. The phenomenon to understand is that an element
h ∈ N (S) can act on a specific I ∈ M

n(S) so that µj(Ih) = µj(I) for all j < k + 1, while
in fact h is not k-stationary (see Example 7.2). It is crucial to our proof of Theorem 1.1
to ensure that such examples do not provide examples of actions of N (S) on n-complex
structures I that are not already realized by an element of N k(S). In this subsection, we
prove this (Lemma 7.12).

The proof of Lemma 7.12 is organizationally simplified by representing elements ofN k(S)
as a single autonomous flow rather than as a sequence of autonomous flows, which we verify
is possible.

Proposition 7.11. Any h ∈ N (S) can be written uniquely as the class of an autonomous
time-1 flow of a degree n−1 Hamiltonian H that has no degree-1 term and vanishes on Z∗S.

Proof. Proposition 7.8 yields a decomposition h = h2...hn−1 where hk is the class of a time-1
autonomous flow of a degree k homogeneous Hamiltonian Hk for 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. The time-1
flow of G2 = H2 yields ψ2 so [ψ2] = h2. The homogeneous Hamiltonian H2 is uniquely
determined by this requirement.

Now suppose that Gk−1 is a Hamiltonian function of degree k−1 whose autonomous time-
1 flow ψk−1 satisfies µj(Iψ

k−1) = µj(Ih) for all 3 ≤ j ≤ k. This is of course equivalent to
requiring that (ψk−1)−1h ∈ N k(S). Then we see from Proposition 7.8 that there is a unique

homogeneous degree-k Hamiltonian H̃k with flow ϕk
t so that (ϕk

1)
−1(ψk−1)−1h ∈ N k+1(S),

or equivalently that µj(Iψ
k−1
1 ϕk

1) = µj(Ih) for all I ∈ Mn(S) and 3 ≤ j ≤ k + 1. Note that

H̃k may not be the same as Hk(h), due to ψk−1
t being generated by a single autonomous

flow instead of a sequence of autonomous flows.
Next, work in natural coordinates and let I be given. Let ψk

t be the flow of Gk =

Gk−1 + H̃k, and write H̃k = wk (mod I, degree ≥ k + 1 terms). The first variation formula
shows that for all I, I ′ ∈ Mn(S) with Σ(I) = Σ(I ′), we have d

dt
µk+1(I

′ϕk
t ) =

s∂wk, and Lemma
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5.1 shows that d
dt
µk+1(I

′ψk−1
t ) depends only on Σ(I ′), µ3(I

′), ..., µk(I
′), and so is independent

of µk+1(I
′).

Now, for j < k + 1, µj(Iψ
k−1
1 ) = µj(Iψ

k
1) for all I ∈ Mn(S) as the (k − 1)-jets of Gk

and Gk−1 agree. So from our tracking of dependencies of first variations, we see that for
0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

d

dt
µk+1(Iψ

k
t ) =

d

dt
µk+1(Iψ

k−1
t ) +

d

dt
µk+1(Iϕ

k
t ).

So µk+1(Iψ
k
1 ) = µk+1(Iψ

k−1
1 ) + s∂wk. On the other hand,

µk+1(Ih) = µk+1(Iψ
k−1
1 ϕk

1) = µk+1(Iψ
k−1
1 ) +

∫ 1

0

d

dt
µk+1(Iψ

k−1
1 ϕk

t )dt = µk+1(Iψ
k−1
1 ) + s∂wk.

We conclude that Gk is a degree-k Hamiltonian with autonomous time-1 flow ψk
1 satisfying

µj(Iψ
k
1 ) = µj(Ih) for all 3 ≤ j ≤ k + 1. Repeating this process yields H = Gn−1 with

time-1 flow ψ so that Iψ = Ih for all I ∈ Mn(S), and hence [ψ] = h. Uniqueness is given by
uniqueness at each stage of our construction. �

We denote by H(h) the Hamiltonian associated to h ∈ N (S) by the previous proposition.
We mention that these generating Hamiltonians can be used to give coordinates onN (S). We
call these coordinates exponential coordinates. We note that if h = (H2(h), ..., Hn−1(h)) in
inductive coordinates and h = H(h) in exponential coordinates, it may happen that H(h) 6=∑n−1

k=2 H
k(h), even though H(h) 7→ (H2(h), ..., Hn−1(h)) and (H2(h), ..., Hn−1(h)) 7→ H(h)

are smooth inverses for each other and j02(H(h)) = H2(h). An analogous parametrization to
Theorem 7.10 holds in exponential coordinates.

In any matter, we shall only use the existence of H(h) from Proposition 7.11 to prove
our realization lemma, which we now proceed to.

Lemma 7.12 (Realization Lemma). Suppose that I, I ′ ∈ Mn(S) and Ih = I ′ for some
h ∈ N (S). Let k ≥ 3 be the least integer so that µk(I) 6= µk(I

′) in natural coordinates. Then
there exists h′ ∈ N k−1(S) so that Ih′ = I ′.

Proof. The case k = 3 is vacuous, so we are free to assume k ≥ 4. We shall show that if
there is an m-stationary diffeomorphism hm ∈ Nm(S) with 2 ≤ m < k−1 so that Ihm = I ′,
then there is an (m+1)-stationary diffeomorphism hm+1 so that Ihm+1 = I ′. Our hypothesis
and the assumption that k > 3 guarantee the existence of such a diffeomorphism for m = 2.
So after showing this, induction gives the claim.

So let hm ∈ Nm(S) be a m-stationary diffeomorphism so Ihm = I ′. Write Σ = Σ(I) =
Σ(I ′). By Proposition 7.11, we can find a m-stationary autonomous Hamiltonian H(hm)
whose time-1 flow represents hm. Let ψt denote the flow of H(hm), and write Iψt = I(t) =
(Σ, µ3(t), ..., µn(t)). Our strategy to find hm+1 is to examine H(hm) (mod I(t)), and to find
an adjusted (time-dependent) Hamiltonian G(t) that is equivalent to H(hm) (mod I(t)) for
all times t but only has terms of degree at least m+1, and show that I(t) is the time-t flow
of I under G(t).

Write H(hm) as

H(hm) = H0 +

m−1∑

j=1

wm−j,j ≡ H0 +

n−1∑

l=m+1

Pl(t) (mod I(t)) (7.2)
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where wm−j,j ∈ Γ(Kj−m
Σ K

−j

Σ ) and Pl(t) ∈ Γ(K−lΣ ). Here, H0 ∈ Γ
(⊕n−1

l=m+1 S
l(TM)

)
is real

and has no terms of degree less than m + 1. The lack of a wm,0 term in formula (7.2) is
due to H(hm) being a Hamiltonian whose autonomous flow fixes µm+1(I), written in natural
coordinates. The cause of the sum of Pl(t) beginning at the index l = m+ 1 in (7.2) is the
lack of a wm,0 term in H(hm).

We now describe a procedure that yields the desired adjusted Hamiltonian. Define

G1(t) = H0 +
n−1∑

l=m+1

(Pl(t) + Pl(t))

≡ H0 +
n−1∑

l=m+1

Pl(t) +
n−1∑

l=m+2

Ql
1(t) (mod I(t)).

Here, H0 and Pl(t) are the same sections as in formula (7.2) and Ql
1(t) ∈ Γ(K−lΣ ). Note the

start of the sum of Ql
1(t) at the index l = m+ 2.

Now, assume that we are given Gi(t) satisfying the following requirements. We require
that that Gi has the form Gi(t) = H0 + Ri(t), with H0 the same section as above and so
that Ri(t) has the form

Ri(t) =

n−1∑

l=m+1

(Pl(t) + Pl(t)) +

m+i∑

l=m+2

(Al(t) + Al(t)),

with H0 and Pl(t) the same sections as above and Al(t) ∈ Γ(K−lΣ ). We also require that
Gi(t) (mod I(t)) admit an expression of the form

Gi(t) ≡ H0 +
n−1∑

l=m+1

Pl(t) +
n−1∑

l=m+i+1

Ql
i(t) (mod I(t)),

where Ql
i(t) ∈ Γ(K−lΣ ). Note the i-dependence of the starting index of the sum of Ql

i(t). For
i = 1, G1(t) satisfies these requirements.

Given such a Gi(t), define

Gi+1(t) = H0 +Ri(t)− (Qm+i+1
i (t) +Qm+i+1

i (t)).

Then Gi+1(t) also satisfies the same requirements that Gi was specified to satisfy with i+ 1
in place of i.

This construction is so that G(t) = Gn−m−1(t) has the form

G(t) = H0 +
n−1∑

l=m+1

(Pl(t) + Pl(t)) +
n−1∑

l=m+2

(Al(t) + Al(t)) (7.3)

with the same notational requirements as above and satisfies

G(t) ≡ H0 +
n−1∑

l=m+1

Pl(t) (mod I(t)) (7.4)
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≡ H(hm) (mod I(t)). (7.5)

Let ϕt denote the time-t flow of G(t) = Gn−m−1(t).
We claim that Iϕt = I(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. That is, that the flow of I under our adjusted

Hamiltonian G(t) agrees with the flow of I under the original autonomous flow of H(hm).
We shall prove by induction on l that µl(Iϕt) = µl(I(t)) for all 3 ≤ l ≤ n and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.
Note that for l ≤ m, we have µl(Iϕt) = µlI(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 as hm is m-stationary. Also,
since Gt is (m + 1)-stationary by construction and µm+1(I(t)) is constant, we must have
µm+1(Iϕt) = µm+1(I(t)) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Now suppose that l > m + 1 and µj(Iϕt) = µj(I(t)) for all j < l. We claim that
d
dt
µl(Iϕt) =

d
dt
µl(I(t)) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. By the first variation formula, it suffices to show that

the K1−j
Σ -terms of the normalized forms of G(t) (mod Iϕt) and H(hm) (mod I(t)) agree

for all j ≤ l and times 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. For any j ≤ l, the K1−j
Σ term of G(t) (mod Iϕt)

depends only upon µ3(Iϕt), ..., µl−1(Iϕt), which agree with µ3(I(t)), ..., µl−1(I(t)) by the
induction hypothesis. Equations (7.4)-(7.5) thus ensure that for j ≤ l, the K1−j

Σ -terms of
the normalized forms of G(t) (mod Iϕt) and H(hm) (mod I(t)) agree for all t. This proves
that d

dt
µl(Iϕt) =

d
dt
µl(I(t)) for all 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, completing the induction.

This shows that in particular that Iϕ1 = I(1) = Ih. So hm+1 = [ϕ1] is the desired
(m+ 1)-stationary diffeomorphism, completing the initial induction. �

7.2 Other Features of Higher Diffeomorphism Groups

At this point, we have accumulated everything used about the degree-n diffeomorphism
group Gn(S) in the coming sections. This subsection fills out the picture of Gn(S) a bit
further, addressing the naturality of the topological group structure on Gn(S) given through
inductive coordinates and first matters about Gn(S) as an infinite-dimensional Lie group.

The degree-n diffeomorphism group Gn(S) obtains topologies through inductive coordi-
nates and as a quotient group. These coincide, as is to be expected. The proof comes down
to a verification that the map ϕ 7→ (ϕ|Z∗S, H((ϕ|−1Z∗S)

#ϕ) is open.

Proposition 7.13. Let G̃n(S) denote the quotient of Ham0
c(T

∗S) by the stabilizer of its

action on Mn(S), topologized as the quotient. Then G̃n(S) is a topological group. Further-
more, map ϕ 7→ [ϕ] from Ham0

c(T
∗S) to Gn(S) with the topological group structure induced

by Hamiltonian or exponential coordinates induces an isomorphism of topological groups
G̃n(S) → Gn(S).

Proof. The proposition follows from the induced map Φ : G̃n(S) → Gn(S) being a homeo-
morphism. The map Φ is a bijective homomorphism, and is continuous by Proposition 7.9.
So it remains to verify that Φ is open. It suffices to show that q : Ham0

c(T
∗S) → Gn(S) given

by q : ϕ 7→ [ϕ] is open.
Let U be a nonempty neighborhood in Ham0

c(T
∗S). There must exist a compact sub-

manifold K of T ∗S containing Z∗S in its interior and ϕ ∈ Ham0
K(T

∗S)∩U . As U is open in
Ham0

c(T
∗S), there must be a neighborhood UK of ϕ in Ham0

K(T
∗S) contained in the intersec-

tion U ∩Ham0
K(T

∗S). Then WK = ϕ−1UK is a neighborhood of the identity in Ham0
K(T

∗S).
Take a nonempty neighborhood VK ⊂WK so V 2

K ⊂ WK .
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The neighborhood VK contains autonomous flows whose generating Hamiltonians’ (n−1)-
jets along Z∗S contain a neighborhood of 0 in J 2

n−1, along with elements agreeing with ϕ#

on a neighborhood of Z∗S for every ϕ in some neighborhood of the identity in Diff0(S). So
q(WK) contains a neighborhood of the identity in Gn(S), and so q(U) ⊃ q(UK) = q(ϕ)q(WK),
which is an open neighborhood of q(ϕ) as Gn(S) is a topological group. �

We next construct a regular Fréchet-Lie group structure on Gn(S) equipped with C∞

projections qk : Gn(S) → Gk(S) (see [37] for basic definitions and properties). We do this
through a straightforward application of a foundational proposition on extensions of regular
Fréchet-Lie groups:

Proposition 7.14 ([38], Proposition 5.2). Consider an exact sequence of groups

1 N G G/N 1π

with N,G/N regular Fréchet-Lie groups. Suppose that there is a neighborhood U of e ∈ G/N
and a map γ : U → G so that:

1. The map γ is a cross-section in the sense that γ(eG/N ) = eG, π ◦ γ = IdU , and
(g, n) 7→ γ(g)n is a bijection from U ×N → π−1(U),

2. For some neighborhood V ⊂ U containing e ∈ G/N so that V 2 ⊂ U , V = V −1, and
π−1(U) generates G, the map rγ : V × V → N defined by

rγ(g, h) = γ(gh)−1γ(g)γ(h)

is C∞,

3. The conjugation map αγ : V ×N → N given by αγ(g,m) = γ(g)−1mγ(g) is C∞.

Then there is a natural regular Fréchet-Lie group structure on G so that π : G → G/N is
C∞.

Where the degree of the higher diffeomorphism group of interest is ambiguous in the
following, we adopt the notation that N k,j(S) is the subgroup N k(S) ⊂ Gj(S).

We begin by assembling a regular Fréchet-Lie structure on N (S). The groups N k,k+1(S)
have regular Fréchet-Lie structures as additive groups of Fréchet spaces, and the quotient
N k,n(S)/N k+1,n(S) has a regular Fréchet-Lie structure inherited from its identification with
N k,k+1(S). So begin by considering the extension N n−1,n(S) → N n−2,n(S) → N n−2,n−1(S).
Define a cross-section in inductive coordinates by γ : (Hn−2(ϕ)) 7→ (Hn−2(ϕ), 0) for U =
N n−2,n−1(S). Condition (1) is immediate, and smoothness of group operations in inductive
coordinates gives (2) and (3) for V = U = N n−2,n−1(S). Proceeding inductively with the
same argument produces a regular Fréchet-Lie group structure on N (S).

To extend this regular Fréchet-Lie structure to all of Gn(S), we use the extension N (S) →
Gn(S) → Diff0(S) defining the algebraic semidirect product structure of Theorem 7.10. As
S is compact, Diff0(S) is a regular Fréchet-Lie group ([37], for instance). Here, we take the
cross-section γ : ϕ 7→ (ϕ, 0, ..., 0) in inductive coordinates for U = Diff0(S). Then (1) is clear
and (2) is satisfied as rγ is the constant map (g, h) 7→ (0, ..., 0). Condition (3) holds due to
Proposition 7.9 and smoothness of conjugation in Ham0

K(T
∗S) for K a compact submanifold

of T ∗S containing the zero section Z∗S in its interior. Summarizing, we have shown:
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Proposition 7.15. The degree-n diffeomorphism group Gn(S) with the topology induced from
inductive coordinates admits the structure of a regular Fréchet-Lie group so that for k < n
the projections Gn(S) → Gk(S) are smooth.

Remark. The group Diff0(S) has more structure than that of a regular Fréchet-Lie group:
it has structures as inverse limits of Hilbert- and Banach-Lie [ILH, ILB] groups in the sense
of Omori [11], [36]. A natural question is if ILB-Lie group structures on the symplectic
diffeomorphisms supported on fixed compact sets give rise to isomorphisms in the category
of ILB-Lie groups between G̃n(S) and an appropriate ILB-Lie group structure on Gn(S).

8 Harmonic Higher Complex Structures

We have now developed enough machinery to study T n(S) as the quotient Mn(S)/Gn(S).
Our approach is to work in natural coordinates and show that every orbit of the action
of N (S) on Mn(S) has a unique representative in HMn(S). As the action of Diff0(S) on
Mn(S) in natural coordinates is by pullback, this identification ofMn(S)/N (S) andHMn(S)
descends to a vector bundle structure on T n(S). The main result is Theorem 8.3, which is
an analogue of Labourie’s conjecture for T n(S). Throughout this section, the genus of S is
taken to be at least 2.

We shall make use of a Hodge theorem for k-Beltrami differentials on Σ ∈ M(S) with
respect to the Petersson L2 product 〈µk, νk〉 =

∫
Σ
µkνkg

k−1
Σ . The statement for 2-Beltrami

differentials is quite well-known and widely applied. The proof for all k ≥ 2 follows standard
arguments, and is included for completeness.

Lemma 8.1. Let Σ ∈ M(S). If µk is a smooth k-Beltrami differential on Σ for some k ≥ 2,
then µk can be expressed uniquely as

µk = µ̃k + s∂wk−1

with µ̃k harmonic and wk−1 ∈ Γ(K1−k
Σ ) smooth. Both µ̃k and s∂wk−1 depend smoothly and

linearly on µk.

In fact, the map P : µk 7→ µ̃k is the L2 orthogonal projection to the space of harmonic
Beltrami differentials on Σ.

Proof. We begin by enlarging our space of sections. Denote the space of L2 sections of
KΣK

1−k
Σ by Γ2(KΣK

1−k
Σ ). Let V denote the space of sections of KΣK

1−k
Σ of Sobolev class

W 1,2, define E = s∂(V ) and let H be the orthogonal complement of E under the L2 inner
product. We obtain Γ2(KΣK

1−k
Σ ) = E ⊕ H. Now s∂ is an elliptic operator on a compact

manifold, and so must be Fredholm and hence have closed range in Γ2(KΣK
1−k
Σ ). Thus

E = E.
Now, if µk is an element of H, we have

0 = 〈s∂wk−1, µk〉 =

∫
(s∂wk−1)µkg

k−1
Σ
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for all smooth wk−1. Integrating by parts shows s∂(µkg
k−1
Σ ) = 0 weakly. Applying Weyl’s

lemma in coordinate patches shows µkg
k−1
Σ is smooth. So µk is smooth and harmonic. This

shows H consists of exactly the harmonic k-Beltrami differentials.
Now, let µk = µ̃k + α be the orthogonal decomposition of µk as above. As α ∈ E, we

must have that α = s∂wk−1 weakly for some wk−1 ∈ V . As α = µk − µ̃k is the difference of
smooth tensors, it is smooth. As α = s∂wk−1, by Weyl’s lemma wk−1 is smooth. This yields
existence of the desired decomposition. Uniqueness and smooth dependence of µ̃k and α on
µk follow from being obtained via an orthogonal decomposition. Finally, wk−1 is unique as
if s∂w′k−1 = s∂wk−1, then ω = w′k−1 − wk−1 is a smooth section of K1−k

Σ with s∂ω = 0 and so
must be identically 0 as the genus of S is at least 2. �

We now produce harmonic representatives of N (S)-orbits. This is the place where all
the machinery we have developed comes together.

Theorem 8.2. Let I = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn) ∈ Mn(S). Then I is equivalent modulo Gn(S) to a

unique Ĩ ∈ HMn(S) with Σ(Ĩ) = Σ(I). The dependence of Ĩ on I is smooth.

Proof. We address the main difficulty first: uniqueness. Suppose for contradiction that I
is equivalent under Gn(S) to two distinct harmonic n-complex structures I1 and I2 with
Σ(I1) = Σ(I2) = Σ. Then there is some g ∈ Gn(S) so I2 = I1g. Using Theorem 7.10, write
g = [f#]h with f ∈ Diff0(S) and h ∈ N (S). As the action of Diff0(S) on M(S) is free, the
hypothesis that Σ(I1) = Σ(I2) forces f = Id. So there is some h ∈ N (S) so I2 = I1h.

Now let k ≥ 3 be the smallest k so that µk(I1) 6= µk(I2). Lemma 7.12 shows that there
is a (k − 1)-stationary h′ ∈ N k−1(S) so that I1h

′ = I2. There is then by Proposition 7.11
(or Proposition 7.8) a (k − 1)-stationary Hamiltonian H whose autonomous time-1 flow ϕ′

satisfies µk(I2) = µk(I1h
′) = µk(I1ϕ

′). Writing H ≡ wk−1 (mod I, degree ≥ k terms) with
wk−1 ∈ Γ(K1−k

Σ ), formula (7.1) shows that µk(I2) = µk(I1) + s∂wk−1 with s∂wk−1 6= 0. This
contradicts uniqueness in Lemma 8.1.

We next address existence. Lemma 8.1 produces the existence of a decomposition µ3 =
µ̃3 + s∂w2. Take the autonomous degree-2 Hamiltonian H = −w2 − w2. Then H ≡ −w2

(mod I ′, degree ≥ 3 terms) for any I ′ with Σ(I ′) = Σ(I). With h2 ∈ N2 the time-1 flow of
H , we have µ3(Ih2) = µ̃3. Replace I with Ih2. Continuing in this matter produces h ∈ N (S)

so that µk(Ih) is harmonic for 3 ≤ k ≤ n. The construction in the proof of existence of Ĩ
depends smoothly on I, giving smoothness. �

Remark. The main use of our structural results about N (S) in the preceding proof is to
rule out the existence of actions of elements of N (S) not seen infinitesimally or not seen
through the simplest examples. This reduces the analysis of the action of N (S) to an in-
finitesimal analysis. If it were known beforehand that T n(S) is a manifold of dimension
−χ(S)dim(PSL(n,R)) (c.f. [15], Theorem 2), this can be used in place of representation of
elements of N k(S) by autonomous flows and the Realization Lemma in the proof above. We
outline the alternative method here.

The place where a different argument is needed is in proving uniqueness of harmonic rep-
resentatives of N (S)-orbits. If there are two distinct harmonic n-complex structures I and I ′

in a N (S)-orbit, then a 2-stationary flow ϕt connects them. Taking harmonic representatives
of Iϕt following the method of the proof of existence in Theorem 8.2 yields a nontrivial path
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of harmonic n-complex structures in the N (S) orbit of I. Uniqueness then follows from the
observation that together with tangent vectors to autonomous flows, tangent vectors to this
path would produce an unallowable upper bound on the dimension of T n(S).

Theorem 8.2 shows that Mn(S)/N (S) is canonically identified with HM
n(S). By Corol-

lary 6.4, the induced action of Diff0(S) ∼= Gn(S)/N (S) on HMn(S) is given by pull-
back. Recall the notation from the introduction that Bn(S) = HMn(S)/Diff0(S). Let
qn : Bn(S) → T (S) be the projection [(Σ, ν3, ..., νn)] 7→ [Σ].

Theorem 8.3. The degree-n Fock-Thomas space (T n(S), π2) equipped with the natural pro-
jection π2 is identified with (Bn(S), qn) as a vector bundle over T (S). This identification is
Mod(S)-equivariant.

Proof. To work with the Mod(S) action, we used marked coordinates and the description
T n(S) = Ṁn(S)/Hn,S(S). The identification Φn : (T n(S), π2) → (Bn(S), qn) is given by
[(I, φ)] 7→ [(Σ(I), ν3(I), ..., νn(I), φ)], where νk(I) (3 ≤ k ≤ n) are the harmonic k-Beltrami
differentials representing the unique harmonic n-complex structure in the N (S)-equivalence
class of I.

To see that this map is well-defined, let (Σ, µ3, ..., µn, φ) ∈ Ṁn(S) have harmonic N (S)-
orbit representative I = (Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ), and suppose that (Σ, µ3, ..., µn, φ)g = (Σ′, µ′3, ..., µ

′
n, φ

′)
with g = [f#]h ∈ Hn,S(S), and that the N (S) orbit of (Σ′, µ′3, ...µ

′
n, φ

′) has harmonic repre-
sentative (Σ′, ν ′3, ..., ν

′
n, φ

′). Write (Σ, µ3, ..., µn, φ) = (Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ)h
′ for some h′ ∈ N (S).

Then

(Σ′, µ′3, ..., µ
′
n, φ

′) = (Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ)h
′[f#]h

= (f ∗Σ, f ∗ν3, ..., f
∗νn, φ ◦ f)h̃

for some h̃ ∈ N (S) by normality of N (S) and Proposition 6.2.
So (Σ′, µ′3, ..., µ

′
n, φ

′) has harmonic N (S)-orbit representative (f ∗Σ, f ∗µ3, ..., f
∗νn, φ ◦ f).

This forces (Σ′, ν ′3, ..., ν
′
n, φ

′) = (f ∗Σ, f ∗ν3, ..., f
∗νn, φ ◦ f), showing well-definition.

The map Φn is a bijection by Theorem 8.2. Note that π2 = qn◦Φn, so that the pulled-back
bundle structure on T n(S) from (Bn(S), qn) under Φ

n is given by (T n(S), π2).
The final thing to verify is Mod(S)-equivariance. For this, let [f ] ∈ Mod(S). For any

[(I, φ)] ∈ T n(S), take a representative (I, φ) of [(I, φ)] and let Ĩ = (Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ) be the
harmonic N (S)-orbit representative of I. Then

Φn([(I, φ)][f ]) = Φn([(Ĩ , φ)][f ]) = Φn([(Ĩ , f−1 ◦ φ)]) = [(Σ, ν3, ..., νn, f
−1 ◦ φ)]

= [(Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ)][f ] = Φn([(I, φ)])[f ].

�

We obtain as a corollary:

Theorem 8.4. The degree-n Fock-Thomas space (T n(S), πk) equipped with the natural pro-
jection πk is a vector bundle over T k(S) with fiber over [I] ∈ T k(S) identified with the space
of classes of tuples [(µk+1, ..., µn)] with µj a harmonic j-Beltrami differential on a represen-
tative of π2(I) for j = k + 1, ..., n. The projections πk are Mod(S)-equivariant.
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Proof. If (Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ) = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn, φ)h is the harmonic representative of the N (S)
orbit of I = (Σ, µ3, ..., µn, φ), then writing h = hkh

′ with h′ ∈ N k(S), for any ϕ ∈
Symp0,S

T (T ∗S) so [ϕ] = h in Hn,S(S), we have (Σ, µ3, ..., µk, φ)[ϕ] = (Σ, µ3, ..., µk, φ)hk =
(Σ, ν3, ..., νk, φ). So for any n-complex structure I with harmonic N (S)-orbit representative

Ĩ, the harmonic representative of pn,k(I) in the N (S) ⊂ Gk(S) orbit is pn,k(Ĩ).
Define for 2 ≤ k ≤ n maps qn,k : Bn(S) → Bk(S) by [(Σ, ν3, ..., νn, φ)] 7→ [(Σ, ν3, ..., νk, φ)].

Following the notation of the proof of Theorem 8.3, the identifications Φn : (T n(S), π2) →
(Bn(S), qn) satisfy that πk = (Φk)−1 ◦ qn,k ◦ Φn. As Φn and Φk are Mod(S)-equivariant
vector bundle isomorphisms and qn,k is a surjective Mod(S)-equivariant bundle morphism,
this gives the claim. �

We remark that Theorem 8.3 endows T n(S) with a manifold structure and Theorem 8.4
confirms a strengthening of a conjecture of Thomas ([42], Conjecture 18.8).

The harmonic representatives in Theorem 8.3 can be interpreted as minima of the norm
of µk+1(Iϕ) among N k(S) orbits. Note that as the space of coordinates µk+1(Iϕ) under a
N k−1(S) orbit is affine, any critical point of ||µk+1(Ih)||2 in aN (S)-orbit must be a minimum.

Proposition 8.5. For Σ ∈ M
n(S) and k ≥ 3, the critical points of ||µk||

2 =
∫
Σ
|µk|

2gk−1Σ

under variations by (k−1)-stationary Hamiltonian flows are harmonic Beltrami differentials.

Proof. Let I ∈ Mn(S) and write µk = µk(I). Let H be a (k − 1)-stationary Hamiltonian
with H ≡ wk−1+ ...+wn−1 (mod I). The first variation formula tells us that d

dt
µk = s∂wk−1,

hence under the flow generated by H the k-Beltrami differential transforms as µk(t) =
µk + ts∂w2 + δ(t) with δ = O(t2). So µk being a critical point of || · ||2 in a N (S)-orbit
amounts to having for all wk−1 ∈ Γ(K1−k

Σ )

0 =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∫

Σ

||µk + ts∂wk−1 + δ(t)||2

=

∫

Σ

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(
µk + ts∂wk−1 + δ(t)

) (
µk + t∂wk−1 + δ(t)

)
gk−1Σ

=

∫

Σ

(µk
s∂wk−1 + µk∂wk−1)g

k−1
Σ

= −

∫

Σ

s∂(µkg
k−1
Σ )wk−1 + ∂(µkg

k−1
Σ )wk−1

= −

∫

Σ

∂(µkg
k−1
Σ )wk−1 + (∂(µkg

k−1
Σ )wk−1)

= −2

∫

Σ

Re(∂(µkg
k−1
Σ )wk−1)

If µk is harmonic, then this holds by inspection. For the other implication, if wk−1 is taken
to be supported on a uniformized coordinate patch (U, z) and real in this chart, we have

−

∫

Σ

Re(∂(µkg
k−1
Σ ))wk−1 = −

∫

U

Re(∂(µkg
k−1
Σ ))wk−1 = 0,

−

∫

Σ

Re(∂(µkg
k−1
Σ )iwk−1) =

∫

U

Im(∂(µkg
k−1
Σ ))wk−1 = 0.
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And since this holds for all wk−1 supported in small coordinate balls and real in appropriate
charts, we must have s∂(µkg

k−1
Σ ) = 0. So µk is harmonic. �

9 Relation to Hitchin Components

We now use the results of Section 8 to connect T n(S) and Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) by constructing
the maps of Theorem 1.1. We also explain the results giving rise to Theorem 1.2 and
Propositions 1.3-1.4. The proof of Theorem 1.1 given here is efficient in a way that obscures
some of the underlying geometry of the diffeomorphisms between T n(S) and Hit(S, SL(3,R)),
which we explain in Section 10 by explicitly describing how a Hitchin representation is
obtained from a 3-complex structure.

As before, every Σ ∈ M(S) has a unique hyperbolic metric in its conformal class, which
we denote by gΣ. The Petersson pairing on differentials induced by the hyperbolic metrics
gΣ produces a Mod(S)-equivariant identification Φ′ : Bn(S) → Qn(S), where Qn(S) =
Q(3, S)⊕ ...⊕Q(n, S) is the bundle over T (S) whose fiber over Σ consists of classes of tuples
(q3, ..., qn) with qk a holomorphic section of Kk

Σ for 3 ≤ k ≤ n. Denote the identification
T n(S) → Qn(S) arising from Φ′ and Theorem 8.3 by Φ.

Hitchin gives a description of the now-called Hitchin component Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) of
Rep(S,PSL(n,R)) using Higgs bundles techniques in [20]. The input data for Hitchin’s
construction are a fixed Riemann surface Σ and holomorphic differentials (qk)2≤k≤n with qk ∈
Γ(Kk

Σ). The holonomy ρΣ,q2,...,qn of a solution to the self-duality equations for an associated
Higgs bundle is associated to these invariants; for any fixed Σ, these ρΣ,q2,...,qn parametrize
Hit(S,PSL(n,R)). Hitchin shows in [19] that such representations with q3 = ... = qn = 0
parametrize the Fuchsian representations, generalizing work of Wolf [46].

In [24], Labourie considered the map Ψ : Qn(S) → Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) given by

(Σ, q3, ..., qn) 7→ ρΣ,0,q3,...,qn,

and conjectured that Ψ was a diffeomorphism. This conjecture was known to be true for
n = 2 from [46] or [19] and for n = 3 by independent work of Labourie and Loftin [25], [30].
It is true for general rank 2 Hitchin components [27], but the analogous conjecture is false
for PSL(2,R)× PSL(2,R)× PSL(2,R) [32]. In general Ψ is surjective [26].

The map Φ gives an identification of T n(S) with the domain of Labourie’s map depending
on no choices, and through this a relationship with Hitchin components can be established.
The general case is infinitesimal in flavor. The case for n = 3 is also global and admits a
concrete geometric description (see Section 10).

Let πQ denote the projection Qn(S) → T (S), and let Qn
0 be the sub-bundle of the tangent

bundle to Qn(S) along the zero section given by ker(πQ). The bundle Qn
0 is identified with

Qn by elementary means.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Labourie’s map is a Mod(S)-equivariant diffeomorphism for n = 3,
so Ψ ◦ Φ is a Mod(S)-equivariant diffeomorphism T 3(S) → Hit(S, SL(3,R)).

Let n ≥ 3. As Hitchin’s parametrization of Hit(S,PSL(n,R)) is a diffeomorphism map-
ping tuples (q2, 0, ..., 0) to the Fuchsian locus,

DΨΣ : TΣT (S)⊕Q(3,Σ)⊕ ...⊕Q(n,Σ) → TρΣ,0,...,0
Hit(S,PSL(n,R))
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has full rank and DΨΣ((Q
n
0 )Σ) has trivial intersection with the tangent space to the Fuchsian

locus at Σ. So (DΨ)|Qn
0
is a bundle isomorphism onto its image. Identifying T n(S) with

Qn(S) then Qn
0 (S), then applying DΨ gives the result. �

Some results obtained on Bn(S) and the Labourie map Ψ give rise to structure on T n(S),
which is documented by Theorem 1.2 and Propositions 1.3-1.4. We explain the relevant
results here.

Let m = (m1, ..., mp) be a collection of integers each at least 2. Let Bm(S) be the vector
bundle over T (S) whose fiber over Σ ∈ T (S) is B(m1,Σ) ⊕ ...⊕ B(mp,Σ). In our notation
Bn(S) = Bm(S) with m = (3, 4, ..., n). Labourie constructed families of Kähler metrics on
the bundles Bm(S) [27], following the construction of Kim-Zhang [22] in the m = (3) case.

Proposition 9.1 ([27], Propositions 1.3.1, 9.0.1). Let m = (m1, ..., mp) be a tuple of integers
at least 2. Then Bm(S) admits a real p-dimensional family Km of Kähler metrics that are
Mod(S)-invariant and restrict to a multiple of the L2 pairing on each B(mj ,Σ)-subspace of
the fibers.

For every h ∈ Km, the zero section of Bm(S) is a totally geodesic submanifold and h
restricted to the zero section is the Weil-Petersson metric on T (S). For every h ∈ Km, for
distinct indicies mi1 and mi2 the subspaces B(mi1 ,Σ) and B(mi2 ,Σ) to tangent spaces of the
fibers are orthogonal.

The case m = (3, 4, ..., n) yields Theorem 1.2 except for the real-analyticity of the Kähler
metrics there, which is proved in Appendix A.

The construction of Kähler metrics on Hit(S,G) for G of rank 2 in [27] is accomplished by
using the Petersson pairing on fibers to (non-holomorphically) identify Bn(S) with Qn(S),
then applying appropriate Labourie maps Ψ. The Kähler metrics and compatible complex
structures on Hit(S,G) are then obtained by pullback. The construction of the diffeomor-
phisms of Theorem 1.1 then immediately implies Proposition 1.3.

Finally, in [28], Labourie and Wentworth show that for any holomorphic k-adic differential
qk on Σ ∈ T (S), the pressure metric P at ρΣ,0,...,0 can be evaluated on pairs of differentials
to be

P (DΨΣ(qk), DΨΣ(qk)) = C(k)

∫

Σ

qkqk
gk−1Σ

,

where C(k) is an explicit constant depending only on the tensor type of qk and the un-
derlying topological surface S. It is also shown in [28] that for k 6= j, any holomorphic
differentials qk ∈ Γ(Kk

Σ) and qj ∈ Γ(Kj
Σ) are orthogonal with respect to the pressure metric:

P (DΨΣ(qk), DΨΣ(qj)) = 0. This yields Proposition 1.4.

10 3-Complex Structures and Affine Spheres

We now give an explicit and geometric description of the Hitchin representation associated to
[I] ∈ T 3(S). Following Labourie’s parametrization [25] (see also [30]) of Hit(S, SL(3,R)), we
explain a geometric interpretation of the map used to identify T 3(S) and Hit(S, SL(3,R)).
We begin with a condensed overview of relevant facts about affine spheres in R3. An intro-
ductory text on affine surfaces that contains the basic theory we cover is [35], and [31] is a
survey on affine spheres.
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The study of affine surfaces is a rich field concerned with the structure induced on surfaces
S from immersions f : S → R3 that is invariant under the special affine linear group SAff(R3)
generated by SL(3,R) and translations of R3.

Denote by ∇ the standard connection on R3 and the standard volume form on R3 by
λ. From an immersion f : S → R3 and transverse vector field ξ one can produce a torsion-
free connection ∇, symmetric (0, 2)-tensor h, a (1, 1)-tensor Sh, a 1-form τ , and a nowhere
vanishing 2-form θ on S by defining

∇XDf(Y ) = Df(∇XY ) + h(X, Y )ξ, (10.1)

∇Xξ = −Df(Sh(X)) + τ(X)ξ, (10.2)

θ(X, Y ) = λ(Df(X), Df(Y ), ξ). (10.3)

Here, ∇ is called the affine connection, h the affine fundamental form, Sh the affine
shape operator, τ the transverse connection form, and θ the induced volume form. These
depend upon the choice of transverse vector field ξ.

In the following we restrict to strictly convex immersions f so that h is definite. In this
setting, there is a unique transversal vector field ξ, called the affine normal, specified by
the requirements that h be a Riemannian metric, ∇θ = 0, and θ = dVolh. The condition
∇θ = 0 is equivalent to τ = 0. The affine normal is equivariant under SAff(R3), and the
corresponding affine shape operator, fundamental form, and connection specified by the affine
normal are all well-defined objects on S.

The tuple (∇, h, Sh) obtained from a strictly convex immersion f : S → R3 is called
a Blaschke structure on S, the surface f(S) is called a Blaschke surface, and f is called a
Blaschke immersion. The metric h given by the affine second fundamental form is called
the Blaschke metric and ∇ the Blaschke connection. Standard arguments adapted from
Riemannian geometry show that the condition that (∇, h, Sh) arise from an immersion f :
S → R3 produce the following constraints:

R∇(Z, Y )Z = h(Y, Z)Sh(X)− h(X,Z)Sh(Y ), (10.4)

(∇Xh)(Y, Z) = (∇Y h)(X,Z), (10.5)

(∇XSh)Y = (∇Y Sh)X, (10.6)

h(X,Sh(Y )) = h(Sh(X), Y ). (10.7)

The restrictions we have found so far on Blaschke structures provide all the necessary
integrability conditions to develop an affine surface, in the following sense.

Theorem 10.1 ([35], Theorem 8.1). Let M be a simply connected oriented surface, ∇ a
torsion-free connection on M , h a Riemannian metric on M , and Sh a (1, 1)-tensor on
M . Suppose that (∇, h, Sh) satisfy (10.4)-(10.7) and that ∇dVolh = 0. Then there exists a
Blaschke immersion f : M → R3 so that the Blaschke structure induced on M is given by
(∇, h, Sh). The Blaschke immersion f is unique up to the action of SAff(R3) on the target.

A Blaschke surface is called an affine sphere if Sh = kId for some k ∈ R. An affine
sphere is proper if k 6= 0 and improper if k = 0. A Blaschke surface is a proper affine sphere
if and only if all of its affine normals meet at one point. Such a point is called the center of
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the affine sphere. Our interest is in hyperbolic affine spheres, which are the affine spheres
with k = −1.

For a hyperbolic affine sphere S with Blaschke data (∇, h,−Id), consider the difference
tensor A = ∇h − ∇, where ∇h is the Levi-Civita connection of h. A computation shows
that there is a unique holomorphic cubic differential ϕ on S with respect to the conformal
structure of h so that the cubic tensor C defined by C(X, Y, Z) = h(A(X)Y, Z) is given by
C(X, Y, Z) = Re(ϕ(X, Y, Z)). The tensor ϕ is called the Pick differential of f .

On the other hand, let S be a closed surface of genus at least 2 and let ϕ be a holomorphic
cubic differential on Σ ∈ M(S). If h is a metric in the conformal class of Σ, let Ah

ϕ denote
the cubic tensor defined by h(Ah

ϕ(X)Y, Z) = Re(ϕ(X, Y, Z)). A torsion-free connection can
be built from h and Ah

ϕ by ∇h,ϕ = ∇h + Ah
ϕ. Lifting h and ∇h,ϕ to the universal cover of S

produces a metric h̃ and a torsion-free connection ∇̃h,ϕ on the disk D that are both invariant
under the action of covering transformations.

Through reducing the integrability conditions of Theorem 10.1 to the Wang equation [44]
and following analysis analogous to Wang, Labourie and Loftin showed the following.

Theorem 10.2 ([44], [24], [30]). Let Σ ∈ M(S) and let ϕ be a holomorphic cubic differential

on Σ. In the conformal class of Σ, there is a unique metric h so that (∇̃h,ϕ, h̃,−Id) is a
Blaschke structure on D.

From an affine sphere f with Blaschke data (∇̃h,ϕ, h̃,−Id), a representation ρ : π1(S) →
SL(3,R) can be produced as follows. We are free to require f have its center be located at

0. Any γ ∈ π1(S) acts on D by a covering transformation whose induced action on ∇̃h,ϕ

and h̃ leaves both fixed. So the map z 7→ f(γz) is also an affine sphere with Blaschke

data (∇̃h,ϕ, h̃,−Id). The uniqueness assertion of Theorem 10.1 shows that there is some
Aγ ∈ SAff(R3) so that f(γz) = Aγ(f(z)) for all z ∈ D. The center of Aγ ◦f is 0 as the image
of f is invariant under precomposition by covering transformations, so Aγ ∈ SL(3,R). The
map ρ : γ → Aγ produces a representation π1(S) → SL(3,R) so that f is ρ-equivariant.

By considering the lift of the affine sphere f to a ρ-equivariant minimal surface in
SL(3,R)/SO(3), Labourie shows in [25] that the representations constructed through affine
spheres and through Hitchin’s parametrization have a simple relationship.

Theorem 10.3 ([25]). The representation ρ associated to (Σ, ϕ) via Theorem 10.2 is given
in Hitchin’s parametrization based at Σ by ρ0,ϕ/12.

In light of the preceding, the Hitchin representation ρ ∈ Hit(S, SL(3,R)) produced from
[I] ∈ T 3(S) in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is as follows.

From a 3-complex structure I representing [I], the linear order terms in generators distin-
guish a complex structure Σ as in Section 6. Taking local normalized representatives modulo
I whose degree-2 terms are purely of type (−2, 0) gives rise to a (−2, 1)-tensor µ3 on Σ. The
pairing on tensors induced by the hyperbolic metric gΣ in the conformal class of Σ associates
to µ3 a type (3, 0) tensor ϕI = µ3g

2
Σ/12.

For any metric h in the conformal class of Σ, a connection ∇h,ϕI can be formed as above.
As affine spheres have holomorphic Pick differential, for almost all 3-complex structures I
there are no metrics h in the conformal class of Σ(I) so that (∇̃ϕI ,h, h̃,−Id) is a Blaschke
structure.
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So we seek 3-complex structures equivalent to I under higher diffeomorphisms that do
develop to affine spheres. Theorem 8.3 shows there is a unique higher complex structure Ĩ in
the N (S)-orbit of I so that there is a metric h in the conformal class of Σ so (∇̃ϕ

Ĩ
,h, h̃,−Id)

is a Blaschke structure on D. Such a metric h is unique in the conformal class of Σ.
Let f be an affine sphere associated to (∇̃ϕ

Ĩ
,h, h̃,−Id) with center 0. The Hitchin repre-

sentation ρ associated to I is so that ρ(γ)f(z) = f(γz) for all z ∈ D.

A Real-Analyticity of Some Kähler Metrics

Our assertion in Theorem 1.2 that the Kähler metrics on T n(S) considered there are real-
analytic Kähler relies on the fact that the Kähler metrics constructed in [27] and [22] on
bundles over T (S) of differentials are real-analytic. We prove this here. A corollary of this
is that the Kähler metrics on Hitchin components of rank 2 constructed by Labourie and
Kim-Zhang are real-analytic Kähler. Throughout the following, let S be a closed, oriented
surface of genus g ≥ 2 and fixed topological type.

Let m = (m1, ..., mp) be a tuple of integers all at least 2. Denote by Bm(S) the bundle
over T (S) with fiber over Σ the classes B(m1,Σ)⊕ ...⊕B(mp,Σ) where B(k,Σ) is the space
of classes of k-Beltrami differentials on Σ. Let Qm(S) be the bundle over T (S) whose fiber
over Σ is the space of classes of differentials Q(m1,Σ)⊕ ...⊕Q(mp,Σ) where Q(k,Σ) is the
space of classes of holomorphic k-adic differentials on Σ. Let Bk(S) and Qk(S) denote the
sub-bundles of Bm(S) and Qm(S) corresponding to a single index of m, and consisting of
differentials of a fixed degree k. The integration pairing (q, µ) 7→

∫
Σ
qµ identifies Bk(S) with

the dual of Qk(S), and Bm(S) so inherits a holomorphic vector bundle structure.
There are pairings on Qm(S) and Bm(S) specified by

hk(q1, q2) =

∫

Σ

q1q2
gk−1Σ

(q1, q2 ∈ Q(k,Σ)),

h′k(µ1, µ2) =

∫

Σ

µ1µ2g
k−1
Σ (µ1, µ2 ∈ B(k,Σ)),

and the requirement that differentials corresponding to different elements mp of the tuple
m are orthogonal. Here, gΣ is the unique hyperbolic metric in the conformal class of Σ.
Let gWP be the Weil-Petersson metric on T (S). The metrics defined by Labourie in [27] are
given by

ǫ∂s∂h+ π∗gWP

where ǫ > 0, s∂ and ∂ are the Dobeault operators on Bm(S), the bilinear form h on fibers is a
linear combination with positive real coefficients of the pairings h′mp

, and π is the holomorphic
projection Bm(S) → T (S). So our goal follows from:

Lemma A.1. The pairings h′k are real-analytic on Bk(S).

This statement is shown in [49] for h′2. The coordinate system on T (S) that seems best
adapted for this question is the Bers embedding [4], which represents T (S) as a bounded
domain in C

3g−3. We review the Bers embedding and the construction of holomorphic frames
for Qn(S) in the approach of Bers [5], since Lemma A.1 follows from their description.
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Fix a base marked Riemann surface Σ and uniformizing Fuchsian group G for Σ. The
Riemann sphere is divided into the disk D and the complementary region. To any Beltrami
differential µ on D, an extension of µ to C is made by setting µ = 0 off D. A unique
quasiconformal map fµ : S2 → S2 exists that solves the Beltrami equation fµ

z = µfµ
z and

is normalized so fµ(0) = 0, fµ(1) = 1, and fµ(∞) = ∞. The map fµ is then conformal
on the complement of the closed disk, and computing the Schwarzian derivative φµ of fµ

on the region |z| > 1 yields an embedding of T (S) into the space of holomorphic quadratic
differentials on Σ. This is known as the Bers embedding.

When working with the Bers embedding, we use τ to represent an element of T (S) and
Στ a corresponding marked Riemann surface. Bers shows ([5] Theorem I, also see [3]) that
Möbius transformations Ai(τ, z), Bi(τ, z) (1 ≤ i ≤ g) that give a standard generating list
for quasi-Fuchsian groups G(τ) uniformizing Στ can be chosen holomorphically in τ . Here,
a standard generating list is a tuple (A1, ..., Ag, B1, ..., Bg) generating π1(S) and satisfying
the single relation

∏g
j=1[Aj , Bj] = Id. Bounded domains D(τ) of discontinuity for these

representations can also be chosen analytically in τ , so that the space of pairs T̂ (S) =
{(τ, z) | τ ∈ T (S), z ∈ D(τ)} is a bounded domain in C

3g−2.
Let Wk(τ) be the space of holomorphic functions ϕ(z) on D(τ) so that ϕ(z)dzk is a holo-

morphic k-adic differential on D(τ) invariant under G(τ), and Wk the space of holomorphic
functions ϕ(τ, z) on T̂ (S) so that ϕ(τ, ·) ∈ Wk(τ) for all τ ∈ T (S). A remarkable theorem
of Bers [5] that produces local holomorphic frames of Qk(S) is that every element of Wk(τ)
is the restriction of an element of Wk.

Proof of Lemma A.1. Let µ be a local holomorphic coordinate on T (S) given by harmonic
Beltrami differentials on Σ (see e.g. [1]). Then in this set-up, D(µ) = fµ(D) and for A ∈ G,
the corresponding element Aµ of G(µ) is defined by Aµ ◦ fµ = fµ ◦ A. Let R ⊂ D be a
fundamental domain for the action of G on D. One sees that Rµ = fµ(R) is a fundamental
domain for the action of G(µ) on D(µ).

After possibly restricting the coordinate neighborhood, let Q1(µ, z), ..., QN (µ, z) ∈ Wk

give a local holomorphic frame for Qk(S). That is, for any fixed µ in our coordinate chart,
{Qi(µ, z)dz

k} is a basis for Q(k, µ). Then as the integration pairing induces the holomorphic
structure on Bk(S), we have a dual holomorphic frame for Bk(S) given by

Bi(µ, z) =

(∫

Rµ

Qi(µ, z)Qi(µ, z)

gk−1µ

)−1
Qi(µ, z)

gk−1µ

where gµ is the hyperbolic metric for Σµ pulled back to D(µ).
Let µ = µ(t) be real-analytic in t. By pulling back integration to R via fµ, we have for

all i, j that with fµ∗ the pullback on appropriate tensors,

h′k(Bi(µ, z),Bj(µ, z))

=

(∫

R

|fµ∗Qi(µ, z)|
2

fµ∗gk−1µ

)−1(∫

R

|fµ∗Qj(µ, z)|
2

fµ∗gk−1µ

)−1 ∫

R

fµ∗Qi(µ, z)fµ∗Qj(µ, z)

fµ∗gk−1µ

.

Each Qk(µ, z) varies analytically in (µ, z) by construction. Work of Ahlfors and Bers [2]
shows that fµ varies real-analytically in an appropriate Banach space, and work of Wolpert
[48] shows that fµ∗gµ varies real-analytically in µ. The result follows. �
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B Groups of Hamiltonian and Symplectic Diffeomor-

phisms

In this appendix, we describe some features of the full degree-n diffeomorphism group Hn(S)
as a topological space, and investigate the relationship between Hn(S) and Gn(S). The result
of broader interest is that HModn(T ∗S) is discrete. The following also ensures that the basic
definitions used for higher degree diffeomorphism groups are reasonable, and answers some
foundational questions on the framework used to define higher degree complex structures.

For an instance of a potential pathology addressed, Ham0
c(T

∗S) was defined in terms
of the existence of a Hamiltonian flow that fixes the zero section setwise. If there were
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms arbitrarily close to the identity that setwise fix Z∗S but are
only generated by flows that do not always fix Z∗S, this definition would be unnatural and
somewhat pathological, but at the same time essential for effective use of the first variation
formula. It is a matter of good housekeeping to ensure this does not occur (Propositions
B.2, B.5). The main result is:

Theorem B.1. Let Gn(S) be the degree-n diffeomorphism group and Hn(S) the quotient of
Symp0

T (T
∗S) by the kernel of its action on Ṁn(S). Then:

(a). The full degree-n diffeomorphism group Hn(S) is a topological group with the topology
it inherits as the quotient of Symp0

T (T
∗S) by the stabilizer of its action on Ṁn(S),

(b). The quotient HModn(S) = Hn(S)/Gn(S) is discrete,

(c). The identity component of Hn(S) is open and equal to Gn(S).

Along the way, we mention some relevant facts about Hamc(T
∗S) and Sympc(T

∗S) we
make use of throughout the paper. Many of the basic facts we address about these groups
can be found in [33], especially Chapter 10.

In the following, we shall repeatedly have cause to consider compact submanifolds K ⊂
T ∗S containing Z∗S in their interior. We shall call such a submanifold K an admissible
submanifold of T ∗S. For admissible K, denote by Ham0

K(T
∗S) the group of Hamiltonian

diffeomorphisms of T ∗S generated by Hamiltonian flows setwise fixing the zero section and
supported on K, and Symp0

K(T
∗S) the group of symplectomorphisms supported on K and

setwise fixing Z∗S. Our first goal is the following.

Proposition B.2. Let K ⊂ T ∗S be admissible. Then Ham0
K(T

∗S) is the identity component
of Symp0

K(T
∗S) and open in Symp0

K(T
∗S).

One way that Proposition B.2 rules out potential pathology is that it follows that
Ham0

K(T
∗S) is the identity component of the group of all Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms

of T ∗S supported on K and setwise fixing Z∗S, without the restriction to flows that setwise
fix Z∗S.

The first step we take towards Proposition B.2 is to show that Symp0
K(M) is locally path-

connected and has an open identity component. The local path-connectivity of Symp(M,ω)
for closed symplectic manifolds is due to Weinstein and is a consequence of the Lagrangian
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neighborhood theorem [45]. We explain how local path-connectivity in our case follows from
celebrated work of Ebin and Marsden [12].

Ebin and Marsden show that for M a compact manifold with boundary and K a closed
submanifold of M ,

DiffK
∂M(M) = {ϕ ∈ Diff(M) | ϕ(K) ⊂ K, ϕ|∂M = Id},

DiffK,P
∂M (M) = {ϕ ∈ Diff(M) | ϕ|K = Id, ϕ|∂M = Id}

are inverse limit of Hilbert [ILH] subgroups of Diff(M) in the sense of Omori, and in particular
are locally path-connected. Furthermore, Ebin and Marsden show:

Theorem B.3 ([12], Theorem 8.3). Let M be a manifold with boundary, and ω be an exact
symplectic form on M . Then

Symp∂M(M,ω) = {ϕ ∈ Diff(M) | ϕ∗ω = ω, ϕ|∂M = Id}

is an ILH subgroup of Diff(M).

Exactness of ω is essential here: the result is false if the hypothesis is omitted.
Now, let K ⊂ T ∗S be admissible, let L ⊃ K be a compact submanifold of T ∗S containing

K in its interior, and let K ′ = L − interior(K). The structure we shall use in the following
that follows from the results of Ebin-Marsden is that

Symp0
K(T

∗S) = DiffZ∗S
∂L (L) ∩ Symp∂L(L, ωcan) ∩ DiffK ′,P

∂L (L)

has an open identity component that is path-connected through smooth paths.
We next turn to the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms as a subgroup of the symplec-

tic diffeomorphisms. In general, for a symplectic manifold (M,ω) how Ham(M) sits inside
of the identity component Symp0(M) is a difficult question and is the subject of recent re-
search (for instance [29], [39], [7]). However, in the case of cotangent bundles (T ∗M,ωcan), it
is well-known that that Hamc(T

∗M) = Sympc,0(T
∗M). To see this, as (T ∗M,ωcan) is exact

there is an exact sequence

0 Hamc(T
∗M) Sympc,0(T

∗M) H1
c (T

∗M) 0,

where the first map is inclusion and the second map is given by ϕ 7→ [λtaut − ϕ∗λtaut].
By Poincaré duality, (H1

c (T
∗M))∗ ∼= H2dim(M)−1(T ∗M) ∼= {0}, so that Hamc(T

∗M) =
Sympc,0(T

∗M). A corollary of this is that any isotopy of compactly supported Hamilto-
nian diffeomorphisms of T ∗M is a Hamiltonian flow.

We have now accumulated everything necessary to prove Proposition B.2.

Proof of B.2. Let ϕt be a path in Symp0
K(T

∗S) beginning at ϕ0 = Id. Then ϕt is a path in
Sympc,0(T

∗M) and is hence a path in Ham0
K(T

∗S). This path is represented by a Hamiltonian

flow supported on K that setwise fixes Z∗S. Path-connectivity of Symp0
K(T

∗S) through
smooth paths gives that Ham0

K(T
∗S) is the identity component of Symp0

K(T
∗S), which is

open. �
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The following lemma and proposition will show that the restriction to Hamiltonian
diffeomorphisms generated by flows fixing Z∗S provides the entire identity component of
Symp0

c(T
∗S).

Lemma B.4. The identity component (Symp0
c(T

∗S))0 of Symp0
c(T

∗S) is open.

Proof. For a fixed admissible K, the intersection (Symp0
c(T

∗S))0∩Symp0
K(T

∗S) contains the
identity component of Symp0

K(T
∗S). This is because Symp0

K(T
∗S) is locally path-connected

and a path in Symp0
K(T

∗S) is also contained in (Symp0
c(T

∗S))0.
So (Symp0

c(T
∗S))0∩Symp0

K(T
∗S) is a subgroup containing a neighborhood of the identity

in Symp0
K(T

∗S), and hence open as Symp0
K(T

∗S) is a topological group. As Symp0
c(T

∗S) is
topologized as the direct limit of Symp0

K(T
∗S) under inclusion, this gives the claim. �

Proposition B.5. Ham0
c(T

∗S) = (Symp0
c(T

∗S))0. In particular, (Symp0
c(T

∗S))0 is a sub-
group of Symp0

c(T
∗S).

Proof. We first claim that Ham0
c(T

∗S) is open in Symp0
c(T

∗S). Once again, we use the
definition of the direct limit topology. So fix K ⊂ T ∗S admissible. As Ham0

c(T
∗S) contains

Ham0
K(T

∗S), Proposition B.2 shows that Ham0
c(T

∗S)∩Symp0
K(T

∗S) is a subgroup containing
a neighborhood of the identity, hence open. So Ham0

c(T
∗S) is open in Symp0

c(T
∗S).

The claim would immediately follow if it were known that Symp0
c(T

∗S) were a topolog-
ical group (c.f. [40], Theorem 6.1). In place of knowing this, we show that Symp0

c(T
∗S) −

Ham0
c(T

∗S) is open directly. So let K ⊂ T ∗S be admissible. Then as Ham0
c(T

∗S) ∩
Symp0

K(T
∗S) is an open subgroup, the complement (Symp0

c(T
∗S)−Ham0

c(T
∗S))∩Symp0

K(T
∗S)

is also open. By the definition of the direct limit topology, Symp0
c(T

∗S) − Ham0
c(T

∗S) is
open in Symp0

c(T
∗S). So Ham0

c(T
∗S) is a connected component of Symp0

c(T
∗S). �

The following is an immediate corollary of Lemma B.4 and the definition of the topologies
on Ham0

T (T
∗S) and Symp0

T (T
∗S) (see Section 3).

Corollary B.6. Ham0
T (T

∗S) is the identity component of the group of tame symplectic
diffeomorphisms Symp0

T (T
∗S) and open in Symp0

T (T
∗S).

We now turn towards a proof of Proposition B.1. We begin by introducing relevant
notation. For K admissible, let Symp0

T,K(T
∗S) be the subgroup of Symp0

T (S) consisting of ϕ

so that there is a diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff+(S) so that ϕ(α) = f#(α) for all α /∈ K. Similarly,
define Ham0

T,K(T
∗S) to be the subgroup of Ham0

T (T
∗S) of diffeomorphisms agreeing with

f# for some f ∈ Diff0(S) outside of K. For all admissible K, let Hn
K(S) denote the quotient

of Symp0
T,K(T

∗S) by the stabilizer of its action on Ṁn(S), and let qK denote the quotient

map. Let qT : Symp0
T (S) → Hn(S) denote the quotient.

Lemma B.7. For K admissible, Ham0
T,K(S) and Symp0

T,K(S) are topological groups.

Proof. As the action of Diff0(S) on Ham0
K(T

∗S) by conjugation by lifts f# of diffeomorphisms
f ∈ Diff0(S) is continuous, and the analogous action of Diff+(S) on Symp0

K(T
∗S) is contin-

uous, the semidirect products Ham0
T,K(S) = Diff0(S) ⋉ Ham0

K(T
∗S) and Symp0

T,K(T
∗S) =

Diff+(S)⋉ Symp0
K(T

∗S) are topological groups. �
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The principal difficulty of the remainder of the appendix is to show that Hn(S) inherits
a topological group structure from its definition as a quotient of Symp0

T (T
∗S) (c.f. [40]

Theorem 6.1). An outline of our approach is to confirm that the group operations on Hn(S)
are continuous by locating components of Hn(S) inside Hn

K(S) and reducing to the fact that
Hn

K(S) is a topological group for K admissible. Our structural results for Gn(S) from Section
7 are essential for this. The way that we involve our analysis of Gn(S) in Section 7 in the
proof is following lemma.

Lemma B.8. Let Gn
K(S) ⊂ Hn

K(S) be the quotient of Ham0
T,K(S) by its stabilizer on Ṁ

n(S)

and G̃n(S) the quotient of Ham0
T (S) by its stabilizer on Ṁ

n(S). Then Gn
K(S) is the identity

component of Hn
K(S) for all admissible K. Furthermore, if K ′ ⊃ K is admissible the map

Gn
K(S) → Gn

K ′(S) induced by the inclusion Ham0
T,K(T

∗S) → Ham0
T,K ′(T ∗S) is an isomor-

phism of topological groups.
Additionally, G̃n(S) is the identity component of Hn(S) and open in Hn(S), and the maps

Gn
K(S) → G̃n(S) induced by the inclusions HamT,K(S) → Ham0

T (T
∗S) are all isomorphisms

of topological groups.

Proof. For all admissible K, Lemma B.2 and the fact that quotients in the category of
topological groups are open shows that Gn

K(S) is a connected open subgroup of Hn
K(S)

containing the identity, hence the identity component of Hn
K(S). The proof of Proposition

7.13 shows that the maps Gn
K(S) → Gn

K ′(S) and Gn
K(S) → G̃n(S) induced by appropriate

inclusions are all homeomorphisms.
So what remains to be shown is that G̃n(S) is the identity component of Hn(S) and open

in Hn(S). The proof is reminiscent of Lemma B.5. We must show that q−1T (G̃n(S)) and

q−1T ((H̃n(S) − G̃n(S)) are both open, which is verified by showing their intersections with
Symp0

K(T
∗S) are open for all admissible K.

If K is admissible, then q−1T (G̃n(S))∩Symp0
K(T

∗S) = q−1K (Gn
K(S)), which is open as Gn

K(S)

is open. Also, q−1T (Hn(S)−G̃n(S))∩Symp0
K(T

∗S) = q−1K (Hn
K(S)−Gn

K(S)), which is also open

as open subgroups of topological groups are closed. This proves that G̃n(S) is the identity
component in Hn(S) and open in Hn(S), as desired. �

In the proof of the following lemma, we transfer our knowledge of Gn(S) to arbitrary
connected components of Hn(S).

Lemma B.9. Let ϕ represent an element [ϕ] ∈ Hn(S). Let K be an admissible submanifold
of T ∗S containing the support of ϕ, and let UK be the connected component of Hn

K(S) con-
taining [ϕ]. Viewed as a subset of Hn(S), the set UK is the connected component of Hn(S)
containing [ϕ]. The inclusion Hn

K(S) → Hn(S) restricts to a homeomorphism of Uk onto its
image.

Proof. Let ϕ and K be as given. Let UK be the component of Hn
K(S) containing [ϕ] and

consider UK as a subgroup of Hn(S). We claim that Uk is an open connected component
of Hn(S). The criterion used is the same as in Lemma B.8 and Lemma B.5. We begin by
showing that UK ⊂ Hn(S) is open.

As Hn
K(S) is a topological group, Lemma B.8 shows that UK is the open connected com-

ponent of Hn
K(S) given by [ϕ]Gn

K(S). For any admissible K ′ ⊃ K, we have that [ϕ]Gn
K ′(S) is
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the connected component of Hn
K ′(S) containing UK . Using Lemma B.8 to identify Gn

K ′

and the inclusion of Gn
K(S) into Hn

K ′(S), we see that the image of UK in Hn
K ′(S) un-

der inclusion is open. In fact, it is a connected component of Hn
K ′(S). So we see that

q−1T (UK)∩ Symp0
T,K ′(T ∗S) = q−1K ′ (UK) is open. As K

′ ⊃ K was arbitrary, q−1T (UK) is open in

Symp0
T (T

∗S) and so UK is open in Hn(S).
We now claim that Hn(S)− UK is open in Hn(S). To see this, let [ψ] ∈ Hn(S)− UK be

represented by ψ ∈ Symp0
T,L(T

∗S) for some admissible L. Let L′ be admissible and contain
K and L, and let V be the connected component of Hn

L(S) containing [ψ]. Since [ψ] is
not in the connected component UK of Hn

L(S), we must have V ∩ UK = ∅. Then by the
argument used to show that UK is open, V is open in Hn(S). As V contains [ψ] and has
empty intersection with UK , we see that Hn(S) − UK is open. We conclude that UK is a
connected component of Hn(S).

We finish the proof by showing that the inclusion of UK into Hn(S) is a homeomorphism
with its image. First, let U ⊂ UK be open in Hn(S). Then q−1T (U) is open in Symp0

T (T
∗S),

so q−1K (U) = Symp0
T,K(T

∗S) ∩ q−1T (U) is open and we conclude that U is open in Hn
K(S).

On the other hand, let U ⊂ UK be open in Hn
K(S). Then for any admissible K ′ ⊃ K,

we have that U = [ϕ]([ϕ]−1U), where [ϕ] : Hn
K(S) → Hn

K(S) is a homeomorphism and
[ϕ]−1U ⊂ Gn

K ′(S). Now, U is open in Hn
K ′(S). This is because [ϕ]−1(U) is open in Gn

K(S) by
hypothesis and the fact thatHn

K(S) is a topological group, and the inclusion Gn
K(S) → Gn

K ′(S)
is a homeomorphism by Lemma B.8. So we have q−1T (U)∩Symp0

T,K ′(T ∗S) = q−1K ′ (U) is open.
We conclude that U is open in Hn(S), as desired. �

We are at last ready to prove Theorem B.1.

Proof of B.1. We begin by showing statement (a): that Hn(S) is a topological group. Let
[ϕ], [ψ] ∈ Hn(S) have representatives ψ and ϕ. Let K be an admissible submanifold so
that ψ, ϕ ∈ Symp0

T,K(T
∗S). Let UK , VK , and WK be the connected components of Hn

K(S)
containing [ϕ], [ψ], and [ϕ][ψ] respectively.

As Hn
K(S) is a topological group, the restriction of the product to UK × VK → WK

is continuous. Lemma B.9 shows that the inclusions of UK , VK and WK into Hn(S) are
homeomorphisms, so that the product on the open set UK × VK ⊂ Hn(S) × Hn(S) is
continuous. We conclude from the local characterization of continuity that the product
Hn(S)×Hn(S) → Hn(S) is continuous. The proof of continuity of inversion is similar.

Lemma B.8 shows statement (b). Statement (c) follows immediately from (a) and (b). �
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