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Symplectic groupoid and cluster algebras
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Abstract

We consider the symplectic groupoid of pairs (B,A) with A unipotent upper-triangular matrices and

B ∈ GLn being such that Ã = BABT are also unipotent upper-triangular matrices. We explicitly solve
this groupoid condition using Fock–Goncharov–Shen cluster variables and show that for B satisfying the
standard semiclassical Lie–Poisson algebra, the matrices B, A, and Ã satisfy the closed Poisson algebra
relations expressible in the r-matrix form. Identifying entries of A and Ã with geodesic functions for geodesics
on the two halves of a closed Riemann surface of genus g = n− 1 separated by the Markov element, we are
able to construct the geodesic function GB “dual” to the Markov element. We thus obtain the complete
cluster algebra description of Teichmüller space T2,0 of genus two. We discuss also the generalization of our
construction for higher genera. For genus larger than three we need a Hamiltonian reduction based on the
rank condition rank (A+ A

T) ≤ 4; we present the example of such a reduction for T4,0.
Dedicated to the memory of great mathematician and person Igor Krichever

1 Introduction

• Denote by An the space of unipotent upper-triangular n × n real matrices. The symplectic groupoid
of upper-triangular matrices M is formed by pairs (B,A) such that B ∈ GLn(R),A ∈ An satisfying
BABT ∈ An. Here, A is considered as an object and B as a morphism taking A to BABT. Natural
source and target maps s and t from M to An are defined s((B,A)) = A, t((B,A)) = BABT. Let
M(2) ⊂ M×M be the subset of all compatible pairs

{(
(C,BABT), (B,A)

)}
and p1, p2 be two natural

projections M(2) → M to the first and to the second component, m : M(2) → M be the multiplication
map m

((
(C,BABT), (B,A)

))
= (CB,A). Symplectic groupoid M is equipped with a natural symplectic

form ω satisfying m∗(ω) = p∗1(ω)+p
∗
2(ω)[54]. Push forwards by (p1)∗ the nondegenerate Poisson structure

Ps dual to ω makes A into a Poisson manifold equipped with the reflection Poisson bracket {, } satisfying
relation (p1)∗(Ps) = −(p2)∗(Ps) (see (2.14) and (2.15)).

Recall that the group SLn is a Poisson variety equipped with the standard trigonometric Poisson-Lie
bracket {, }SLn

. Consider subset Bn ⊂ SLn of matrices B such that there is a pair (B,A) ∈ M. We show
that Bn is a symplectic leaf of {, }SLn

. Moreover, we show that the choice of B ∈ Bn determines unique
A ∈ An such that (B,A) ∈ M. This construction determines a map ψ from Bn to An. It was shown in
[15] that the map ψ : (Bn, {, }SLn

) → (An, {, }) is Poisson. In this paper we provide another, simpler proof
of this claim using the network realization of matrix B and matrices A and BABT obtained by studying
the moduli space PSLn,� of SLn-pinnings on the planar square introduced in [35].

The Poisson variety SLn, {, }SLn
has a compatible cluster structure, i.e., the collection of cluster coordinate

charts C(t) = {zi(t)}, t ∈ E where E is the exchange graph of the cluster algebra, such that {zi(t), zj(t)} =
ǫijzi(t)zj(t), ǫij form a skew-symmetric matrix with half-integer entries. We extend the map ψ to the

Poisson map ψ̃ : Bn → An × An which maps B 7→ (A, BABT). The image I = ψ̃(Bn) is of codimension
⌊n
2 ⌋ subvariety of An ×An defined by the conditions that the values of some Casimirs of An coincide for

A and BABT. One can think of Bn as ⌊n
2 ⌋-parameter extension of I. The symplectic leaf Bn possesses

a cluster structure obtained by restricting and amalgamating the cluster structure from the moduli space
of pinnings.
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• There is a well known braid group action on An. To describe this action we identify the elements of the
space An of the objects of symplectic groupoid M with the space of triangular unipotent bilinear forms.
The morphisms are changes of basis that preserve the triangular unipotent shape of the form. For a fixed
form Φ let’s call the basis compatible if the form has the triangular unipotent shape. The braid group
Bn acts on the set of compatible bases. The ith generator βi maps the basis (v1, . . . , vn) to the basis
(v1, . . . , vi+1, vi − Φ(vi, vi+1)vi+1, vi+2, . . . , vn).

In the matrix form βi is realized as the action βi(A) = Bi(A)ABi(A)
T where the matrix Bi(A) has the

block form Bi(A) =




Idi−1 0 0

0
ai,i+1 1
−1 0

0

0 0 Idn−i−1


 with Idk denoting the k × k identity matrix and ai,j

denoting entries of the matrix A.

We show below that the braid group action is cluster, i.e., can be obtained as a sequence of cluster
mutations.

• The algebra C(Tg,s) of functions on the Teichmüller space Tg,s of curves Σg,s of genus g with s holes is
generated by the geodesic functions {Gℓ}, ℓ is a simple loop on a topological surface Σg,s. Functions Gℓ

satisfy skein relations based on two “resolutions” of the crossing between two geodesics. All algebraic
relations hold for the corresponding geodesic functions (we assume that the pattern outside the circle
containing the crossing remains intact):

G1G2

γ1

γ2
GI

1·

GH

1·= +

The algebra C(Tg,s) is Poisson with Goldman Poisson bracket, which, for the same choice of geodesics and
the corresponding geodesic functions, has the form

{G1, G2}

γ1

γ2
GI

1

2

GH

1

2
= −

• In the case s ≥ 1 an ideal triangulation of surface Σg,s with the set of edges E gives parametrization Tg,s
by so-called shear coordinates ye, e ∈ E introduced by W.Thurston. The shear coordinates have very
nice Poisson properties; they are log-canonical coordinates generaing the Goldman bracket. Namely, the
Goldman bracket satisfy relations {ye, ye′} = ǫe,e′ where ǫe,e′ =

∑
∆ ǫe,e′(∆) taken over all triangles ∆ of

the triangulation and ǫe,e′(∆) = 1/2 if e′ follows e in counterclockwise direction inside ∆, ǫe,e′(∆) = −1/2
if e follows e′ in counterclockwise direction inside ∆, and ǫe,e′(∆) = 0 otherwise. Dually, one can replace
triangulation with the dual 3-valent ribbon graph with the same parameter ye assigned to the edge of the
ribbon graph dual to the edge e of the triangulation. We will denote the dual edge by the same letter e.

In [23] an expression for geodesic functions in terms of shear coordinates was found. In [12], the authors
considered the special collection of loops on genus ⌊n

2 ⌋ surface with s = 2 − (n mod 2) holes (where the
parity n mod 2 = 0 for even n and n mod 2 = 1 for odd n). That collection gives rise to the corresponding

set of geodesic functions Gi,j , i < j. The map that takes the surface to the matrix



1 Gi,j

. . .

0 1


 is a

Poisson embedding Tg,s → An.

Recall that a morphism B ∈ B determines uniquely the pair: the source object A ∈ An and the target
object Ã = BABT ∈ An. The map B 7→ (A, Ã) defines a fiber bundle with fibers of positive dimension.

We consider in details the case n = 3. In this case the projection B 7→ (A, Ã) has a one-dimensional fiber.
By [12], each of the matrices A and Ã encodes a hyperbolic torus with one hole. Moreover, the geodesic
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length ℓM of the hole is determined by the so-called Markov element M = G1,2G2,3G1,3 −G2
1,2 −G2

2,3 −

G2
1,3 = eℓM/2+e−ℓM/2−2 which coincide for A and Ã. Since the lengths of the geodesic boundaries of both

tori coincide one can glue two hyperbolic tori along the boundary to obtain a hyperbolic genus two surface
with no holes. The extra parameter in B determines the gluing. Therefore the space B3 equipped with
cluster structure describes the Teichmüller space of closed genus two curves T2,0 and its cluster structure
is compatible with the Goldman Poisson bracket on T2,0. To the best of our knowledge such construction
is new.

The previous approaches to construct cluster coordinates for surfaces with no boundaries were documented
in [5] however, their construction includes taking a Hamiltonian reduction by some expression which is
hard to compute and whose cluster meaning needs to be clarified. We do not need such a Hamiltonian
reduction in our approach for g = 2 and g = 3, but we need a Hamiltonian reduction of a different sort
for higher genera.

• We omitted this construction’s quantum version to make the text more readable. The quantum algebras
will be described in a separate publication.

• The main results of this paper include

– solution of groupoid condition in terms of a planar network;

– construction of cluster coordinates on the space of (an extension of) pairs (source,target) objects of
symplectic groupoid of triangular unipotent forms compatible with the natural Poisson bracket;

– cluster representation of braid group action

– construction of cluster coordinates on Teichmüller space of closed (with no boundary) genus two
hyperbolic Riemann surfaces. Some elements of this construction are built for higher genus Riemann
surfaces.

2 Semi-classical symplectic groupoid

2.1 Solving the groupoid compatibility condition

Recall that the moduli space of pinnings PSLn,Σ [35] on a hyperbolic Riemann surface Σ with marked points is
described by the collection of so-called Fock-Goncharov-Shen (FGS-) parameters. FGS-parameters are defined
by an ideal triangulation T of Σ with vertices of triangles at the marked points and geodesic sides of triangles.
It is convenient to subdivide each triangle into the lattice of smaller triangles (each side of T is subdivided into n
subintervals) and assign one FGS-parameter to each vertex of this lattice (see Figure 1). The pinning described
by the collection of the FGS-parameter assigns a basis in Rn to every side of T and, therefore, determines the
transport matrix between two sides of every triangle of T . All transport matrices can be realized as ”boundary
measurement” matrices (or response matrices) [48, 17] of the appropriately oriented networks with face weights
given by the FGS-parameters. The Goldman Poisson bracket is described by the quiver Q with vertices equipped
with FGS-parameters Zabc, more precisely, {Zabc, Zpqr} = εpqrabcZabc, Zpqr where εpqrabc is the number of arrows in
Q from vertex abc to the vertex pqr minus the number of arrows from vertex pqr to the vertex abc.

In this paper, we consider only two cases: either Σ is the disk with three punctures (marked points) on the
boundary, or the disk with four punctures (marked points) on the boundary. In the first case, we call Σ triangle
and denote it by △, in the second case, we call Σ square and denote it by �.

In this section we solve the groupoid compatibility problem: find the pairs (B,A) such that B ∈ SLn,

A ∈ An, and Ã = BABT ∈ An in terms of transport matrices in the square.
Let us consider PSLn,�. Our main object is the network and the corresponding quiver obtained by the

amalgamation of two FGS triangle-shaped networks (see, Fig. 2) [25]. Let T1, T̃1, and T 1 be (upper-triangular,

non-normalized) transport matrices in the right triangle and let T2, T̃2, and T 2 be (lower-triangular, non-
normalized) transport matrices in the left triangle. Cluster variables in different triangles Poisson commute.

Every transport matrix T satisfies the Lie–Poisson algebra [17]

{ 1

T ,⊗
2

T
}
= −r

1

T
2

T +
1

T
2

Tr = rT
1

T
2

T −
1

T
2

Tr
T, (2.1)

3



Z111

Z012Z102

Z021Z201

Z120Z210

T 1 T̃1

T1

Figure 1: FGS-parameters of PSL3,△. Double arrows show the direction of transport matrices T1, T̃1, T 1.

T1

T 1 T̃1

T2

T̃2T 2

Figure 2: Transport matrices in the triangulation of the square.

where r =
∑

i,j θ(i − j)
1

Ei,j

2

Ej,i is the trigonometric r-matrix; θ(x) = {1 x > 0; 1/2 x = 0; 0 x < 0}, and

r + rT = P—the permutation matrix. Having a transport matrix T , the transport matrix T ⋆ in the opposite
direction is related to the inverse of T as

T ⋆ = ST−1S, where S =

n∑

i=1

(−1)iEi,n+1−i, S
2 = ±Id, ST = ±S (2.2)

with sign + for even n and sign − for odd n.
Then the basic relation proved in [17],[33],

{ 1

T1 ,⊗
2

T̃ ⋆
1

}
=

1

T1

2

T̃ ⋆
1 r,

implies
{ 1

T1 ,⊗
2

T̃1

}
= −

1

T1(
2

Sr
2

S)
2

T̃1 (2.3)

with analogous relations holding for the pairs (T̃1, T 1) and (T 1, T1) permuted in the cyclic order.
The corresponding relation for T2 reads

{ 1

T̃2 ,⊗
2

T2

}
= −

2

T2(
1

Sr
1

S)
1

T̃2, (2.4)

with analogous relations holding for other two pairs, (T 2, T̃2) and (T2, T 2).
The groupoid path conditions proved in [17] in the quantum case, imply the following relations in the

semiclassical limit q → 1:
T̃1ST 1ST1S = Id (2.5)

and
T̃2ST 2ST2S = Id. (2.6)

We use the network Fig. 2 to solve relaxed (non-normalized) symplectic groupoid compatibility problem.
Let Bn be the Borel subgroup of nondgenerate upper-triangular matrices of SLn. We say that the pair (B,A),
B ∈ SLn, A ∈ Bn satisfies the non-normalized symplectic groupoid compatibility condition if A ∈ Bn, BABT ∈
Bn. The following construction solves the non-normalized symplectic groupoid compatibility condition for the
network depicted in Fig. 2.
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Theorem 2.1. For the matrix B given by the product of transport matrices

B = T2T1. (2.7)

in the network depicted in Fig. (2), the non-normalized symplectic groupoid condition that both A and Ã :=
BABT are upper-triangular is resolved by taking

A = T−1
1 ST̃2T̃

T

1 S. (2.8)

Then
Ã := BABT = S[T 2]

−1
[
T

T

1

]−1
STT

2 (2.9)

is automatically upper triangular itself. When deriving these expressions we used the groupoid path relations
(2.5) and (2.6).

Proof. Indeed, factorize A = T−1
1 ST̃2T̃

T
1 S = (−1)n+1 · T−1

1 · ST̃2S · ST̃T
1 S. Note that all the matrices T1,

ST2S, and ST
T
1 S are upper-triangular by construction which implies that A is upper-triangular too. Similarly,

Ã = S[T 2]
−1
[
T

T

1

]−1
STT

2 = (−1)n+1 ·S[T 2]
−1S ·S

[
T

T

1

]−1
S ·TT

2 is upper-triangular and it remains to show that

Ã = BABT.
BABT = T2T1T

−1
1 ST̃2T̃

T
1 ST

T
1 T

T
2 =

(
T2ST̃2

)
·
(
T̃T
1 ST

T
1

)
TT
2 . Using groupoid conditions (2.5,2.6) we rewrite

the latter expression as
(
S[T 2]

−1S
)
·
(
S[T

T

1 ]
−1S

)
· TT

2 = S[T 2]
−1[T

T

1 ]
−1STT

2 = Ã.

Now we discuss the normalization conditions that matrices A and Ã are unipotent. For B ∈ SLn, define

δk = det(B
[1,k]
[n−k+1,n]), δ̃k = det(B

[k+1,n]
[1,n−k]) for all k ∈ [1, n− 1], δ0 = δ̃4 = 1, δ4 = δ̃0 = det(B). Here, I, J are two

subsets of [1, n] of the same cardinality |I| = |J | = ℓ, BJ
I denotes the ℓ× ℓ submatrix of B formed by rows from

I and columns from J .

Lemma 2.2. Let B ∈ SLn satisfy conditions δk/δ̃k = 1 for all k ∈ [1, n− 1]. Then we have a unique A ∈ An

such that BABT ∈ An.

Proof. Express variables Ak,ℓ 1 ≤ k < ℓ ≤ n from the system of equations that the lower triangular part of

Ã = BABT is zero and substitute these expressions in diagonal elements of Ã. We obtain

Ãk,k

Ak,k
= (−1)n+1

(
δ̃n−k

δn−k

)(
δn−k+1

δ̃n−k+1

)
.

Assumig unipotency condition Ãk,k = Ak,k = 1 these equations imply that there exists a unique solution of

normalized symplectic groupoid compatibility condition if δk/δ̃k = (−1)(n−k)(n+1) ∀k ∈ [0, n].

Remark 2.3. Note that functions det(B), δk/δ̃k provide complete collections of independent Casimir functions
of the standard R-matrix Poisson-Lie bracket for GLn.

Remark 2.4. It is easy to satisfy conditions of unipotency of A and δi/δ̃i = 1 simultaneously (see Theorem 3.1)

in terms of network Fig. 2. Since the matrices A and Ã are uniquely determined by the matrix B in a general
position, and by the condition of unipotency for the matrix A, the above solution is, in fact, unique! If, in
addition, we require the matrix Ã to be unipotent, it imposes additional restrictions on Casimir elements of the
matrix B, see [4]. We resolve these conditions in the next section.

Remark 2.5. The quantum version of transport matrices were considered in [17]. Their entries are elements
of quantum torus algebra. It is straightforward to generalize the construction of Theorem 2.8 to the upper-
triangular matrices with entries in quantum torus algebra. The quantum construction will be published in a
separate paper.
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2.2 Semiclassical symplectic groupoid algebra

One of the most attractive features of the symplectic groupoid construction is that elements of any admissible
pair (B,A) satisfy closed Poisson algebra. In [15] it was shown that the Poisson–Lie relations on the matrix B

induce the reflection equation relations on A and Ã as well as all other commutation relations between B and
A and Ã; in particular, elements of A and Ã mutually Poisson commute. The proof in [15] was straightforward,
but technically cumbersome: it was based on expressing elements of A in terms of B provided that BABT is
unipotent and on deriving induced Poisson relations. We now derive all these algebraic relations from Poisson
relations enjoyed by transport matrices.

Theorem 2.6. The trigonometric Poisson-Lie bracket on SLn induces reflection Poisson bracket on An and
other Poisson relations between elements of B, A, and Ã.

2.2.1 B −B relations

That B = T2T1 itself satisfies the Poisson–Lie algebra follows immediately from that each matrix T1 and T2
satisfies the Poisson–Lie bracket and T1 Poisson commute with T2:

{ 1

B ,⊗
2

B
}
=
{ 1

T 2 ,⊗
2

T 2

} 1

T1
2

T 1 +
1

T 2

2

T 2

{ 1

T 1 ,⊗
2

T 1

}
= r

1

T 2

2

T 2

1

T 1

2

T 1 −
1

T 2

2

T 2r
1

T 1

2

T 1 +
1

T 2

2

T 2r
1

T 1

2

T 1 −
1

T 2

2

T 2

1

T 1

2

T 1r

= r
1

T 2

2

T 2

1

T 1

2

T 1 −
1

T 2

2

T 2

1

T 1

2

T 1r = r
1

B
2

B −
1

B
2

Br. (2.10)

2.2.2 B − A relations

Here we have

{ 1

B ,⊗
2

A
}
=

2

T−1
1

2

S
{ 1

T 2 ,⊗
2

T̃2
} 2

T̃T
1

2

S
1

T 1 +
1

T 2

{ 1

T 1 ,⊗
2

T−1
1

} 2

S

2

T̃2

2

T̃T
1

2

S +
1

T 2

2

T−1
1

2

S

2

T̃2
{ 1

T 1 ,⊗
2

T̃T
1

} 2

S

=
2

T−1
1

2

S
( 1

T 2

2

Sr
T

2

S

2

T̃2
) 2

T̃T
1

2

S
1

T 1 +
1

T 2

(
−

2

T−1
1 rT

1

T 1 +
1

T 1r
T

2

T
−1

1

) 2
S

2

T̃2

2

T̃T
1

2

S +
1

T 2

2

T−1
1

2

S

2

T̃2
(
−

1

T 1

2

T̃T
1

2

Sr
t2

2

S
) 2
S

=
1

T 2

1

T 1r
T

2

T−1
1

2

S

2

T̃2

2

T̃T
1

2

S −
1

T 2

2

T−1
1

2

S

2

T̃2
1

T 1

2

T̃T
1

2

Sr
t2

2

S
2

S

=
1

Br
T

2

A−
1

B
2

Ar
t2 , (2.11)

where rt2 is a partially transposed r-matrix.

2.2.3 B − Ã relations

{ 1

B ,⊗
2

Ã
}
=

2

S
{ 1

T 2 ,⊗

2

T
−1

2

}[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2

1

T 1 +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
{ 1

T 2 ,⊗
2

TT
2

} 1

T 1 +
1

T 2

2

S

2

T
−1

2

{ 1

T 1 ,⊗
[ 2

T
T

1

]−1} 2

S
2

TT
2

=
2

S
( 1
Sr

1

S
1

T 2

2

T
−1

2

)[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2

1

T 1 +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
(
−

2

TT
2 r

t2
1

T 2 +
1

T 2r
t2

2

TT
2

) 1

T 1 −
1

T 2

2

S

2

T
−1

2

([ 2

T
T

1

]−1 1

Sr
t1

1

S
1

T 1

) 2
S

2

TT
2

=rT
2

S
1

T 2

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2

1

T 1 −
2

S

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2 r

t2
1

T 2

1

T 1

=rT
1

B

2

Ã−
2

Ãrt2
1

B, (2.12)

where we have used that rt1
1

S
2

S =
1

S
2

Srt2 and
1

S
2

Sr = rT
1

S
2

S.

2.2.4 A− Ã relations

{ 1

A ,⊗
2

Ã
}
=

2

S

2

T
−1

2

{ 1

T−1
1 ,⊗

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1} 2

S
2

TT
2

1

S

1

T̃2

1

T̃1
T 1

S +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

1

T−1
1

1

S

1

T̃2
{ 1

T̃1
T

,⊗
[ 2

T
T

1

]−1} 2

S
2

TT
2

1

S

+
2

S
1

T−1
1

1

S
{ 1

T̃2 ,⊗

2

T
−1

2

}[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2

1

T̃1
T 1

S +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
1

T−1
1

1

S
{ 1

T̃2 ,⊗
2

TT
2

} 1

T̃1
T 1

S

6



=
2

S

2

T
−1

2

( 1

T−1
1

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 1

Sr
t1

1

S
) 2
S

2

TT
2

1

S

1

T̃2

1

T̃1
T 1

S +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

1

T−1
1

1

S

1

T̃2
( 2
Sr

T
2

S

1

T̃1
T[ 2

T
T

1

]−1) 2
S

2

TT
2

1

S

+
2

S
1

T−1
1

1

S
(
−

1

T̃2

2

T
−1

2

2

Sr
T

2

S
)[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
2

TT
2

1

T̃1
T 1

S +
2

S

2

T
−1

2

[ 2

T
T

1

]−1 2

S
1

T−1
1

1

S
(
−

1

Sr
t2

1

S

1

T̃2
2

TT
2

) 1

T̃1
T 1

S.

In this expression, the first term is canceled with the fourth term and the second term is canceled with the third
term, so we obtain that

{ 1

A ,⊗
2

Ã
}
= 0. (2.13)

2.2.5 A− A relations

{ 1

A ,⊗
2

A
}
=
{ 1

T−1
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T−1
1

} 1
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2

T̃2
} 1

T̃T
1

1

S

2

T̃T
1

2

S +
1

T−1
1

1

S

1

T̃2
2

T−1
1

2

S

2

T̃2
{ 1

T̃T
1 ,⊗
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2
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1
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2
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1
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1

) 2
S

1
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1

T̃2

1

T̃T
1

1

S

=r
1

A
2

A−
1

A
2

Ar −
1

Ar
t2

2

A+
2

Ar
t2

1

A = −rT
1

A
2

A+
1

A
2

Ar
T −

1

Ar
t2

2

A+
2

Ar
t2

1

A, (2.14)

that is, we have obtained the semiclassical reflection equation.

2.2.6 Ã− Ã relations

Analogously to the previous relation, we obtain

{ 1

Ã ,⊗
2

Ã
}
= −r

1

Ã

2

Ã+
1

Ã

2

Ãr +
1

Ãrt2
2

Ã−
2

Ãrt2
1

Ã, (2.15)

so the mapping A 7→ Ã is anti-Poisson.

3 Casimir elements

In this section we will describe, first, the Casimir elements (or, using a widely accepted jargon, Casimirs) of the
Goldman Poisson bracket collection on the moduli space of pinning PSLn,� and, then, of the reflection bracket
on An. Since FGS-parameters Zabc are log-canonical coordinates for both brackets, it is convenient to use these
parameters for computing Casimirs in both cases. Indeed, the bracket becomes constant in logZabc, and the
equations for Casimirs become linear. In particular, it implies that the generators of the algebra of Casimir
elements can be expressed as Laurent monomials in Zabc.

Below we show the pictorial representation of monomials Ci and C̃i that describe Casimirs of both brackets.
One picture describes one monomial. Each vertex of a quiver below is assigned a corresponding FGS-parameter.
Blue arrows of the quiver describe the Poisson-Lie bracket between parameters assigned to endpoints of the
arrow. Red numbers at the vertices mean the exponent of the corresponding variable in the monomial Ci or C̃i

as indicated in the caption; unnumbered vertices do not contribute.
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Figure 3: Pre-Casimirs C̃2, C̃3, and C̃4 (from left to right) for the full-rank quiver Q� for PGL4
.
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Figure 4: Pre-Casimirs C2, C3, and C4 (from left to right) for the full-rank quiver Q� for PGL4
.
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22
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Figure 5: Two exceptional Casimirs C0 and C1 (from left to right) for the full-rank quiver Q� for PGL4
.

The quiverQ� associated to the moduli space of pinnings PGLn,� therefore contains (n+1)2 cluster variables.
The vertices of the quiver form a skew (rhombus-shaped) lattice. Let’s label vertices by pairs (i, j) ∈ [0, n]×[0, n],
i increasing from left to right, j from bottom to top, and the corresponding cluster variable by Kij .

Note that not all variables Kij of Q� are used in expression of transport matrix B. Namely, all variables in
the bottom row do not contribute to B. Also, only the product of all variables in the top row enters as a factor
in the expression for any entry of matrix B. The corresponding quiver is shown on Fig. 6.

Figure 6: The quiver of factorization parameters for matrix B ∈ GLn, n = 4 (the quiver for B-system). The cluster
variable at the top vertex is the product

∏n

j=0
Kn,j . In the remaining part of the quiver the vertex (i, j) ∈ [1, n−1]×[0, n]

carries the variable Ki,j .

Theorem 3.1. The full list of Casimir elements is as follows:

(i) Q� (see, Figures 3,4,5) has exactly n+ 1 Casimirs: C0, C1 and C̃iCi for i = 2, . . . , n.

(ii) the quiver for the transport matrix B normalized to the unit determinant (detB = 1) contains exactly

n− 1 Casimirs C̃i/Ci.

(iii) the quiver for An obtained from the quiver Q� with Moebius-like amalgamation of variables in the upper

and lower rows contains n(n + 1) cluster variables and has exactly 2n Casimirs: C0, C1 and all C̃i and
Ci for i = 2, . . . , n.
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Proof. (i) The fact that monomials C0, C1 and CiC̃i for i = 2, . . . , n are Casimirs of the Poisson -Lie bracket fol-
lows immediately from the Figs. 3, 4, and 5 and the definition of monomials by counting the signed number of ar-
rows connecting the monomial with any vertex of the quiver. It is easy to observe that {log(C0), log(C1), log(Ci)+

log(C̃i)} are linearly independent functions, hence {C0, C1} ∪ {CiC̃i}i=2,...,n form the set of transcendentally
independent generators. Finally, since the Poisson bracket in logarithms of FGS-parameters is constant, its
corank can be directly computed and coincides with the dimension n+1 of the nullspace of the skew-symmetric
coefficient matrix which implies that there are exactly n+ 1 generators of the field of Casimir functions.

(ii) Denote by Ki the product of all variables in the ith row Ki =
∏n

j=0Ki,j , i ∈ [1, n]. Obviously,

{Ki,Kj} = 0. Determinant of transport matrix det(B) = Kn
n · Kn−1

n−1 · · · · · K2
2 · K1. Hence, the condition

det(B) = 1 is rewritten as Kn =
1

∏n−1
j=1 K

j/n
j

. It is easy to observe that {det(B), Bk,ℓ} = 0. Indeed, we

will show that {det(B),Ki,j} = 0 ∀(i, j) ∈ [1, n − 1] × [0, n]. For (i, j) satisfying j 6= 0, j 6= n, j 6= i we
observe that {Ka,Ki,j} = 0 ∀a ∈ [1, n]. Note that {K0,j, det(B)} =

(
1
2 · j+1

n − j
n + 1

2 · j−1
n

)
K0,j det(B) =(

j
2n + 1

2n − j
n + j

2n − 1
2n

)
K0,j det(B) = 0. Similar arguments show that det(B) Poisson commutes with Ki,j

in all remaining cases. Hence, the condition det(B) = 1 defines a Poisson submanifold SLn of GLn. The
Poisson bracket on factorization parameters Ki,j of matrix B is recorded in the structure of quiver (Fig. 6).

The structure of quiver directly implies that C̃i/Ci is a Casimir for i = 2, . . . , n. It is well known that the
Poisson bracket induced on SLn coincides with the standard Poisson-Lie bracket. Moreover, corank of the
standard Poisson-Lie bracket is n− 1, implying that functions C̃i/Ci generate the field of the rational Casimir
functions.

(iii) Let’s recall that the Poisson bracket on the amalgamated network becomes constant in logarith-

mic coordinates logKi,j and all functions logC0, logC1, logCi, log C̃i are linear in logKi,j, and they are lin-
early independent. A direct observation of the quiver implies that each of this function is a Casimir, hence
C0, C1, Ci, C̃i, i = 2, . . . , n form a system of 2n independent Casimir functions on the amalgamated network.
To show the completeness of this system of Casimirs we consider the rank of the Poisson tensor on the amalga-
mated network. The statement (i) claims that corank of the Poisson tensor before amalgamation is n + 1. In
logarthmic coordinates the amalgamation projects the space of network weights onto the new space of dimension
n+1 lesser with (n+1)-dimensional linear fiber. The corank of the Poisson tensor is easily computed from the
corresponding quiver 7, and it equals 2n. This fact accomplishes the proof of part (iii) of the Theorem.

Figure 7: The amalgamated quiver [1, n]× [0, n].

Lemma 3.2. The condition that both A and Ã := BABT are unipotent implies that C0 = C1 = Ci = C̃i = 1.
This implies that all central elements of B equal the unity.

Proof. Direct computation.

4 The moduli space of framed flag configurations on marked surfaces

In this section, we describe an enhanced decorated space of flat connections on non-oriented surfaces.
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Let Σ be, generally speaking, a non-orientable two-dimensional topological surface with holes and marked
points. We assume that each boundary component of Σ has at least one marked point. Let T be a triangulation
of Σ with vertices at marked points. Each triangle ∆ of T is contractible. Hence we can co-orient all triangles
by coloring each triangle’s top and bottom faces in green and blue. Triangles glued along their edges form
the surface Σ. We don’t assume that gluing is compatible with coloring (i.e., crossing a common edge of two
glued triangles, one can go from one color to the other, see Fig. 8 ). Each marked point p has a point on
the green face (called green point and denoted by pg) and a corresponding point on the blue face (called blue
and denoted by pb). All green marked points are equipped with framed complete flags [25], i.e., an element of
GLn/N , where N is the subgroup of unipotent upper-triangular matrices. By N− we denote the subgroup of
unipotent lower-triangular matrices.

Lemma 4.1. A framed flag x ∈ GLn/N determines a unique dual framed flag x∗ ∈ N− \GLn.

Proof. Let V = Rn, ωℓ be ℓ-form assigned to the ℓ-space xℓ, ω∗
ℓ be ℓ-form assigned to the ℓ-space (x∗)ℓ. Note that

ωk ∈ ∧kV
∗, (ω∗)k ∈ ∧kV , the standard map ∧kV ⊕ ∧n−kV → ∧nV ≃ R determines the nondegenerate pairing

π : ∧kV ≃ ∧n−kV ∗. Define x∗ as follows: the space (x∗)k = Ann(xn−k) and the form (ω∗)k = π−1(ωn−k)
restricted on (x∗)k. The restriction of k-form is nondegenerate by construction.

By abusing notation, we define the isomorphism between the framed and dual framed flags by π. A framed
configuration assigns to any white vertex pi a framed flag f(pi) and to the corresponding black vertex pb the
dual framed flag π(f(pi)) such that all flags are pairwise in general position.

f(pg1)

f(pg2)

f(pg3)

f(pb1)

f(pb2)

f(pb3)
f(pb1)

f(pb3)

f(pg1)

f(pg3)

Figure 8: Two-sided surface: the green faces carry framed flags; the blue faces carry dual framed flags.

Let ~e = (t, h) be an oriented side of triangle ∆ whose endpoints are equipped with the framed flags in
general position, t be the tail endpoint of ~e, h be the head of ~e. Let φ be the forgetful map from the framed
flags to unframed flags by forgetting corresponding forms, φ∗ be the forgetful map from the dual framed flags
to unframed dual flags. The pair (φ(f)(t), f(h)) assigns to the oriented side ~e the basis b(~e). The basis is
constructed as follows. First of all, flags φ(f)(t), φ(f)(h) determine n-tuple lines in V with kth line ℓk obtained
as intersection of k-subspace of the second flag with n − k + 1-dimensional subspace of the first. Let ωh

k be
the k-form on the k-subspace of the flag f(h). Choose the vector vk ∈ ℓk such that ωh

k (v1 ∧ . . . vk) = 1. These
conditions consecutively determine v1, v2, etc uniquely. Gluing two similarly oriented triangles along the side
(t, h) we obtain two bases v1, . . . , vn and v′1, . . . , v

′
n where vk is proportional to v′n−k. The transition from one

basis to another results in an extra multiplication by the antidiagonal matrix S and a diagonal matrix. Gluing
two oppositely oriented triangles along side (t, h) we obtain two bases along this side (each in its triangle),
with one basis in V (green triangle) and the other in V ∗. We postulate that gluing corresponds to an operator
V → V ∗, which transforms the basis in V to the corresponding basis in V ∗. Therefore, the non-oriented loop
leads to a bilinear form.

5 Expressing A, Ã

5.1 The quiver for A, Ã

We now use Lemma 3.2 to construct a special quiver for entries of the matrices A and Ã. Starting with
expressions (2.8) and (2.9), we first observe that due to the transposition operation, (frozen) cluster variables
on upper and lower rows are amalgamated in ”Moebius-like” way, with inverting the orientation like in Section 4.
We then declare newly obtained amalgamated variables distinct from the variables at corners of the graph to
be new dynamical variables and express all remaining 2n frozen variables (including two variables obtained by

10



amalgamating opposite corners of the quiver) via dynamical variables using that all 2n Casimir elements must
be equal to the unity. Since frozen variables come with power two into these Casimirs, the resulting expressions
will contain dynamical cluster variables in powers 0, 1/2. and −1/2 only. Details of the calculation are the
same as in [17], so we only present the result.

0 1 2 3

3′ 2′ 1′ 0′

0 1 2 3 4

4′ 3′ 2′ 1′ 0′

Figure 9: The amalgamated quivers for SL3 and SL4. Removed frozen cluster variables are depicted in light gray; the
new pairwise amalgamated variables are enumerated (ith variable is amalgamated with i′th variable).

1 2 3

3′ 2′ 1′

Figure 10: The directed networks for SL3: on the left is the directed network for T−1

1 ST̃2 and on the right is the

one for T̃T
1 S.. Removed frozen cluster variables are depicted in light gray; pairwise amalgamated sources and sinks are

enumerated (ith sink is joined with with i′th source).

i

j

j

i

∼ Z1/2

∼ Z−1/2

Figure 11: The schematic depiction of calculating a normalized element ai,j of A (on the left) and ãi,j of Ã (on the
right): we have a sum over all admissible paths between ith and jth sources; variables in the hatched areas come in
power −1/2; variables in the cross-hatched areas come in power 1/2.

The (i, j) entry of A reads (−1)i+jai,j with positive ai,j given by the sum over all admissible paths from i to
j (as shown in the left side of Fig. 11) of products of cluster variables: those in cross-hatched areas come in the
power 1/2 and those in hatched areas come in the power −1/2; ai,j are sums of nonnegative terms, which always
include two mutually reciprocal terms with either hatched or cross-hatched areas empty, so for any choice of
real-valued cluster variables we have that

ai,j > 2 and ãi,j > 2.

This is in line with identifying matrix elements of A and Ã with geodesic functions in the next section.
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Example 5.1. Calculation of ai,j for n = 4.
We first redraw the pattern in Figs 10 and 11 by attaching a mirror copy of the right triangular sub-network

to the top of the left triangle in Fig. 11. The obtained network is depicted in Fig. 12; cluster variables correspond
to faces (and only inner faces contribute to the normalized entries ai,j), variables si and fi are obtained by
amalgamations, and variables {a, b, c} and {p, q, r} are inner variables of the respective right and left triangles.
All horizontal double arrows are from right to left and all vertical double arrows are from top to bottom. To
simplify the picture, we do not indicate edges of the quiver encoding Poisson relations between cluster variables.

f3

f2

f1

s3

s2

s1

b

a

c

ba

c

rp

q

1

2

3

4

1′

2′

3′

4′

Figure 12: The network for calculating ai,j for n = 4: it contains two copies of the right triangle (one is a mirror
reflection of the other) and a single copy of the left triangle; dashed lines indicate amalgamated boundaries of triangles;
cluster variables of faces separated by the dashed lines are obtained by amalgamations of former frozen variables. A
matrix element ai,j is obtained by taking a sum over all paths from ith source to j′th sink; only cluster variables “inside”
the i− j′ rectangle contribute: in powers 1/2 for variables of faces above the path and in powers −1/2 for variables of
faces below the path. In the figure, circled are variables contributing to a2,4.

To obtain the normalized element ai,j we take all paths from ith source to j′th sink; they all lie between
the uppermost path and the lowest path; we take cluster variables of faces confined between the uppermost and
lowest paths and set into correspondence to every path the product of these variables: those corresponding to
faces above the path enter with the power 1/2 and those corresponding to faces below the path enter with the
power −1/2. We then take the sum over all paths. Diagonal entries ai,i = 1. We have

a1,2 = (s1f1ab)
1/2 + s

−1/2
1 (f1ab)

1/2 + (s1f1)
−1/2(ab)1/2 + (s1f1a)

−1/2b1/2 + (s1f1ab)
−1/2

a2,3 = (as2qf2c)
1/2 + a−1/2(s2qf2c)

1/2 + (as2)
−1/2(qf2c)

1/2 + (as2q)
−1/2(f2c)

1/2 + (as2qf2)
−1/2c1/2 + (as2qf2c)

−1/2,

etc. The longest entry, a2,4, comprises 17 terms:

a2,4 = (f2qs2a)
1/2
(
(f3prs3b)

1/2 + (f3prs3)
1/2b−1/2 + (f3pr)

1/2(s3b)
−1/2

+(f3p)
1/2(rs3b)

−1/2 + f
1/2
3 (prs3b)

−1/2 + (f3prs3b)
−1/2

)

+ (f2qs2)
1/2(ab)−1/2

(
(f3prs3)

1/2 + (f3pr)
1/2s

−1/2
3 + (f3p)

1/2(rs3)
−1/2 + f

1/2
3 (prs3)

−1/2 + (f3prs3)
−1/2

)

+ (f2q)
1/2(s2ars3b)

−1/2
(
(f3p)

1/2 + f
1/2
3 p−1/2 + (f3p)

−1/2
)

+ f
1/2
2 (qs2aprs3b)

−1/2(f
1/2
3 + f

−1/2
3 ) + (f2qs2af3prs3b)

−1/2

6 Groupoid of triangular forms and Teichmüller spaces of Riemann

surfaces

Groupoid structures are closely related to Teichmüller spaces Tg,s of genus g Riemann surfaces with s = 1, 2
holes.

It is well-known (see [12]) that we can identify entries ai,j of A ∈ SLn with geodesic functions, ai,j = Gi,j ,
where Gi,j = eℓi,j/2 + e−ℓi,j/2, for a special subset of geodesics loops γi,j having lengths ℓi,j on a Poincaré
uniformized Riemann surface of genus g = ⌊(n − 1)/2⌋ with one hole (s = 1) for odd n and with two holes
(s = 2) for even n. Then the braid-group transformations A 7→ Bi,i+1AB

T
i,i+1 can be interpreted as Dehn twists

along geodesics γi,i+1 acting on the corresponding geodesic functions Gk,l.
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A known subtlety is that dimensions of An and of the related Teichmüller spaces Tg,s coincide only for n = 3
and n = 4; starting with n = 5, Tg,s are embedded as non-maximal dimension Poisson leaves into An. So, we
prefer to keep the notation Gi,j for geodesic functions, although they coincide with matrix entries ai,j for real
positive cluster variables only for n = 3, 4.

Geodesic functions enjoy the classical skein relations and semiclassical Poisson relations (Goldman brackets);
using these two relations we can construct any other geodesic function for a smooth Riemann surface of genus
g > 1 out of 2g+1 specially chosen geodesics.1 Say, having n− 1 geodesic functions Gi,i+1, i = 1, . . . , n− 1, we

can construct all Gi,j : since γi,i+1 and γi+1,i+2 has a single intersection point, Gi,i+1Gi+1,i+2 = Gi,i+2+ Ĝi,i+2,

where Ĝi,i+2 is the geodesic function not in our list, but {Gi,i+1, Gi+1,i+2} = 1
2 (Gi,i+2 − Ĝi,i+2), and therefore

Gi,i+2 =
1

2
Gi,i+1Gi+1,i+2 + {Gi,i+1, Gi+1,i+2}.

We can continue this process to construct all Gi,j .
It was proved in [45] that A of the geometric leaf satisfies the condition rank(A+AT) ≤ 4. Geodesic functions

of loops around holes of the surface form a complete set of Casimir functions of the Goldman Poisson bracket
on Tg,s. A complete set of Casimirs of the reflection Poisson bracket is given by the coefficients of powers of λ
of polynomial det(A + λAT), or, equivalently, by the eigenvalues of A-TA. By Theorem 4.4 [14], for A in the
geometric leaf the spectrum of A-TA consists of λ, λ−1, µ, µ−1 and −1’s for even n and λ, λ−1 and −1s for odd
n. Hence there are maximum two independent eigenvalues for even n and one independent eigenvalue for odd n.
We can conclude that in the geometric case the algebra of Casimir function is generated by two generators for
even n and by one generator for odd n. The generators are described by the geodesic functions corresponding
of two holes (for even n) and one hole (for odd n) of the hyperbolic surface.

7 Cluster variable description of closed genus-two Riemann surface.

We now exploit the correspondence between entries of A and Ã satisfying reflection equations (2.14), (2.15)
and the commutation relation (2.13) and geodesic functions of geodesics on Riemann surfaces satisfying SL2

Goldman brackets and skein relations.
Cluster mutations µf are operations on directed graphs (quivers) and variables associated with vertices of a

quiver; mutations transform a quiver in a standard way, whereas variables are transformed as follows: for four
typical cases in this paper,

f a f b f c f d

we have that the mutation µf in the vertex f results in transformations

µf{f, a, b, c, d} =
{
f−1, a(1 + f−1)−1, b(1 + f−1)−2, c(1 + f), d(1 + f)2

}
.

For arrows of higher orders, the rule is clear.
Various convenient ways to represent the quiver for SL3 are below:

f e

“original”

µf

c

d

a

bf

e

K3,3, or “symmetric”

µeµf

c

d

a

bf

e

“papillon”

Here the rightmost quiver is known as X6 and it is one of a handful of mutation-finite nongeometrical quivers.
(Recall that geometrical quivers are those dual to an ideal-triangle decompositions of (open) Riemann surfaces
Σg,s with the number of holes s > 0 and 2g + s− 2 > 0.)

Let us introduce special ordered combinations (“telescopic sums”) of letters a, b, c, d, e, f denoted by 〈. . . 〉:
for example

〈defa〉 := (defa)1/2
(
1 +

1

d
+

1

de
+

1

def
+

1

defa

)
.

1up to a Z2-symmetry subtlety discussed below in Sec. 8.2.
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Then in the middle quiver (K3,3) we have

G1,2 = 〈defa〉, G1,3 = 〈bcde〉, G2,3 = 〈fabc〉

G̃1,2 = 〈befc〉, G̃1,3 = 〈dabc〉, G̃2,3 = 〈fcda〉.

After mutations: first in f , then in e, we obtain the right quiver (“papillon”). It is convenient to introduce the
notation

ê := e(abcdf)1/2.

Then the only variable with which ê does not commute is f ; the rule is that {ê, f} = 2êf .
After the above mutation, the geodesic functions in question become

G1,2 = (da)1/2
(
1 +

1

d
+

1

da

)
= 〈da〉

G1,3 = a−1/2ê+ (df)1/2G̃1,2 +
a1/2

ê
(1 + f)(1 + d) (7.16)

G2,3 = d−1/2ê

(
1 +

1

a

)
+ (f/a)1/2G̃1,2 +

d1/2

ê
(1 + f)

and

G̃1,2 = (bc)1/2
(
1 +

1

b
+

1

bc

)
= 〈bc〉

G̃1,3 = c−1/2ê+ (bf)1/2G1,2 +
c1/2

ê
(1 + f)(1 + b) (7.17)

G̃2,3 = b−1/2ê

(
1 +

1

c

)
+ (f/c)1/2G1,2 +

b1/2

ê
(1 + f),

Our novel interpretation of the X6 quiver is that it parameterizes the Teichmüller space T2,0 of smooth
Riemann surfaces of genus two with one distinguished separating geodesics (the Markov element); we checked

that cluster mutations correspond to Dehn twists along Gi,j or G̃i,j and leave the Markov element invariant.
Our next goal is to construct the full modular group of Σ2,0 out of the elements of X6. This task is seemingly

possible because the total Poisson dimension of the {a, b, c, d, e, f} is six and we therefore have elements not
commuting with the Markov element M. We need to find the geodesic function GB (see Fig. 13) such that the
twist τB that is dual to ℓM and is given by the expression (see [47], [9])

eτB + e−τB =
MGB − 2G1,2G̃1,2√(
M+G2

1,2

)(
M+ G̃2

1,2

) , (7.18)

has the proper Poisson relations. Here M = eℓM/2 + e−ℓM/2 − 2, where we identify ℓM with the hyperbolic
length of the separating geodesics that commutes with all Gi,j and G̃i,j (but, of course, NOT with GB)

14



A

Ã

G1,2

G2,3

G1,3

M

G̃1,2

G̃2,3

G̃1,3
GB

Figure 13: A smooth Riemann surface of genus two with sets of geodesics (labeled by the corresponding geodesic
functions): the separating geodesic is the Markov element M; geodesics corresponding to A are located in the upper part

(a torus with a hole, represented by the Markov element), geodesics corresponding to Ã are located in the lower part;
these two sets of geodesic functions obviously commute. A missed geodesic that we need to construct the twist variable
dual to the Markov element M is GB .

To find a candidate for GB we explore different expressions for the Markov element M. Two original
expressions are

M = G1,2G1,3G2,3 −G2
1,2 −G2

1,3 −G2
2,3 (7.19)

= G̃1,2G̃1,3G̃2,3 − G̃2
1,2 − G̃2

1,3 − G̃2
2,3. (7.20)

When we substitute expressions from (7.16) and (7.17) into this expression collecting wherever possible terms

constituting G1,2 and G̃1,2, we find that one combination plays a prominent role; this combination is

GB :=
1

f1/2

(
ê+

1 + f

ê

)
. (7.21)

Then the Markov element M can be written as

M = f
(
G1,2G̃1,2GB +G2

1,2 + G̃2
1,2 +G2

B − 4
)
− 4, (7.22)

and since GB commutes with G1,2 and G̃1,2, it is only the presence of the variable f in M that makes commu-
tation relations between M and GB nonzero. Substituting (7.21) in (7.18), let us evaluate

{eτB + e−τB , eℓA/2 + e−ℓA/2} =
M√

(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)
{GB,M}

=
M√

(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)

[
e(abcd)1/2 −

1

fe(abcd)1/2
−

1

e(abcd)1/2

]
f ·
(
G1,2G̃1,2GB +G2

1,2 + G̃2
1,2 +G2

B − 4
)

=
√
G2

B − 4− 4/f
(M+ 4)M√

(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)

=

√

G2
B − 4− 4

G1,2G̃1,2GB +G2
1,2 + G̃2

1,2 +G2
B − 4

M+ 4

(M+ 4)M√
(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)

=

√
M(M+ 4)√

(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)

√
(MGB − 2G1,2G̃1,2)2 − 4(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)
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=
√
(M+ 2)2 − 4

√√√√√


 MGB − 2G1,2G̃1,2√

(M+G1,2)(M+ G̃1,2)



2

− 4

=
√
(eℓM/2 + e−ℓM/2)2 − 4

√
(eτB + e−τB )2 − 4 = (eℓM/2 − e−ℓM/2)(eτB − e−τB ),

which implies {τB, ℓM/2} = 1.
A longer but still straightforward calculation, which we omit, demonstrates that the twists τ1,2 and τ̃1,2

along the geodesics γ1,2 and γ̃1,2 determined by the formulas

(eτ1,2 + e−τ1,2)2 = −4 +
G2

2,3(G
2
1,2 − 4)

M+G2
1,2

, (eτ̃1,2 + e−τ̃1,2)2 = −4 +
G̃2

2,3(G̃
2
1,2 − 4)

M+ G̃2
1,2

(7.23)

commute with τB. The quantity τB satisfies therefore all determining properties of a twist variable dual to ℓM.
The next and (almost) final step of the construction is to find cluster variable transformations that correspond

to twists alongGB . Note that these transformations are not mutations ofX6 since the latter preserve the Markov
element. All elements Gi,j and G̃i,j must nevertheless remain Laurent polynomials upon these transformations.

The new (“extended”) mutations that correspond to the twist along GB in the X6 quiver are

e→ e

(
1 +

1

f

)−1

, f1/2 →
f1/2 + f−1/2

e(abcd)1/2
. (7.24)

These transformations preserve commutation relations in the “papillon” quiver, so the quiver is not changed.
Note that the transformation of f in (7.24) is not a standard cluster mutation. However, the following

extension of quiver X6 to quiver X7 of finite mutation type [29] provides a framework for cluster interpretation
of this ”extended” mutation. Namely, the transformation (7.24) is a standard cluster mutation in X7 under
condition that seven cluster coordinates in X7 satisfy relation (7.26).

Extended quiver X7. Consider a “papillon” quiver with a new vertex added:

cd

a b

f

e

g

(7.25)

Adding the new vertex does not change the Poisson dimension because we now have a new Casimir operator.
We impose the condition that this Casimir is equal the unity:

e2abcdfg = 1. (7.26)

Then the above “extended” transformation is just the mutation µg at the newly added vertex g followed by
the operation Sf,g of interchanging f ↔ g. Indeed, we have:

Sf,gµg(g, f
1/2, e) = Sf,g

(
g−1, f1/2(1 + g), e(1 + g−1)−1

)
=
(
f−1, g1/2(1 + f), e(1 + f−1)−1

)
,

and, upon substitution g = e−1(abcdf)−1/2, we obtain transformation (7.24) for f1/2 and e.
Note that we can always express g via other variables using (7.26); e.g., the above ê is nothing but g−1/2.
We now formulate the theorem that gives a complete cluster-algebra description of the Teichmüller space of

smooth Riemann surfaces of genus two.

Theorem 7.1. The Teichmüller space T2,0 of smooth Riemann surfaces of genus two in the Poincaré uni-
formization is identified with the space of real positive cluster variables {a, b, c, d, e, f, g} of the X7 quiver (7.25)
with the restriction (7.26) imposed. Then,

• all geodesic functions are elements of an upper cluster algebra (positive Laurent polynomials) of the X7

quiver variables generated, using skein and Poisson relations, by five elements:

G1,2 = (da)1/2
(
1 +

1

d
+

1

da

)
, G̃1,2 = (bc)1/2

(
1 +

1

b
+

1

bc

)
, GB = (fg)1/2

(
1 +

1

f
+

1

fg

)
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G2,3 = (gd)−1/2 (1 + 1/a) + (f/a)1/2G̃1,2 + (gd)1/2(1 + f),

G̃2,3 = (gb)−1/2 (1 + 1/c) + (f/c)1/2G1,2 + (gb)1/2(1 + f)

• every sequence of mutations preserving the graph (7.25) is a combination of Dehn twists and symmetry
transformations in Σ2,0. All these mutations and Dehn twists are Poisson morphisms of both the X7

cluster algebra and of the Goldman Poisson algebra of geodesic functions.

Remark 7.2. Due to Birman–Hilden the modular groupMod(S2) has the following presentation. Let d1, d2, d3, d4, d5
denote the Dehn twists about the curves shown on the Figure 13 with geodesic functionsG1,2, G2,3, GB , G̃2,3, G̃1,2.
Then,

Mod(S2) = 〈d1, d2, d3, d4, d5 | didj = djdi for |i− j| > 1,
didi+1di = di+1didi+1,
(d1d2d3)

4 = d25,
[(d5d4d3d2d1d1d2d3d4d5), d1] = 1,
(d5d4d3d2d1d1d2d3d4d5)

2 = 1〉.

Equivalently,

Mod(S2) = 〈d1, d2, d3, d4, d5 | didj = djdi for |i− j| > 1,
didi+1di = di+1didi+1,
(d1d2d3d4d5)

6 = 1,
(d5d4d3d2d1d1d2d3d4d5)

2 = 1, 〉.

Lemma 7.3. Cluster transformations in X7 corresponding to the Dehn twists G1,2, G1,3, GB , G̃2,3, G̃1,2 satisfy
relations (7.2)

Proof. We checked using symbolic calculations that mutations satisfy relation d5d4d3d2d1d1d2d3d4d5 = Id.
This implies the last two relations in the first set of relations. The third relation of the first set is checked
directly using symbolic computations. Symbolic calculations show also that (d1d2d3d4d5)

2 realizes permutation(
a b c d e f g
c f g b e d a

)
. of order 3. This proves the third relation of the second set.

Remark 7.4. Note that since the modular group transformation is a Poisson morphism, Casimir operators are
always preserved by this action, In particular, in any other cluster having the X7 form, the combination (7.26)
expressed in the transformed variables will be equal to the unity.

Remark 7.5. Expressions for geodesic functions for separating geodesics are amazingly long when expressed in
terms of cluster variables. Depending on the choice of initial cluster, the Laurent polynomial for M comprises 46
terms for X7 and 50 terms for both K3,3 and for the “original” cluster. This is in stark contrast to geometrical
clusters describing surfaces with holes where expressions for boundary geodesic functions always contain just
two terms, and the lengths of the corresponding geodesics (which are Casimirs) are linear sums of logarithms
of cluster variables.

Proof. To proof Theorem for each collection of geodesic functions G1,2, G2,3, GB , G̃2,3, G̃1,2 we will construct
the set of 2 × 2 matrices representing these elements. We fix two points α and β on the surface and consider
the vector bundle over the surface with fiber R

2. Let R
2
α be the fiber over α, R

2
β be the fiber over β. A

flat PSL2(R)-connection associates with every path γ connecting α to β a transport operator Tγ : R2
α → R2

β.

Choosing bases in R2
α and R2

β we obtain matrix Mγ .

Changes of bases Cα : R2
α → R2

α, Cβ : R2
β → R2

β lead to the action Mγ 7→ C−1
β MγCα. If γ1, γ2 are two

paths connecting α to β then we associate the matrix Mγ1
M−1

γ2
to a loop bases at β which follows γ2 in the

opposite direction and then γ1. Clearly, this construction defines a representation of the fundamental group
of the surface with the basepoint β. Let us denote by γ1,2, γ2,3, γB, γ̃2,3, γ̃1,2 the elements in the fundamental
group represented by the cycles shown on the left part of Figure 15. Note that such cycles are not independent.
Namely, γB = γ1,2γ̃1,2, and hence, Mγ̃1,2

=M−1
γ1,2

MγB
.

Below we denote by Mi the matrix Mγi
. In order to construct such representation, we are looking for five

2 × 2 matrices Mi each matrix representing parallel transport Mγi
satisfying Gi,j = tr

(
MiM

−1
j

)
(see Fig.14)

for genus two. As we discussed above, the collection of matrices M1, . . . ,M5 is determined up to left and right
multiplications by nondegenerate 2× 2 matrices.
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α

β
γ1

γ2

γ3

γ4
γ5

γ6

Figure 14: The hyperbolic genus 2 surface is equipped with natural PSL2-connection. The choice of bases in two-
dimensional fibers R2

α and R
2
β at points α and β associates to every path connecting α to β a 2× 2 matrix. M1, . . . ,M6

are matrices of parallel transports along paths γ1, . . . , γ6 connecting points α and β. The matrices MiM
−1

i+1 for i = 1 . . . 6

give parallel transport along the loops with geodesic functions G1,2, G2,3, GB , G̃2,3, G̃1,2 (see Fig. 13) being their traces.
Collection M1, . . . ,M5 up to a diagonal conjugation determines a flat PSL2 connection on a genus two surface.

We choose bases in R2
α and R2

β in such a way that that M1 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, M2 =

(
eℓ1,2/2 0

0 e−ℓ1,2/2

)
, M3 =

(
a b
b c

)
. These conditions exhaust all the freedom in choice of bases and we set M4 =

(
d e
f g

)
, M5 =

(
h i
j k

)
,

where parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, i, j, k satisfy conditions ac − b2 = 1, dg − ef = 1, kh − ij = 1. Note that
parameter |ℓ1,2| is determined by G1,2 and ℓ1,2 is therefore completely determined by G1,2 up to a sign. By
definition, the geodesic functions satisfy

G1,3 = a+ c, G1,4 = d+ g, G1,5 = h+ k, G2,3 = eℓ1,2/2c+ e−ℓ1,2/2a,

G2,4 = eℓ1,2/2g + e−ℓ1,2/2d, G2,5 = eℓ1,2/2k + e−ℓ1,2/2h.

These relations give a system of six linear equations for a, b, c, d, g, h, k whose solution is

c =
G2,3 −G1,3e

−ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2
a =

−G2,3 +G1,3e
ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2

g =
G2,4 −G1,4e

−ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2
d =

−G2,4 +G1,4e
ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2

k =
G2,5 −G1,5e

−ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2
h =

−G2,5 +G1,5e
ℓ1,2/2

eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2

Let us now express the remaining parameters b, e, f, i, j using relations

G3,4 = trM3M
−1
4 = ag − bf − be+ cd

G3,5 = trM3M
−1
5 = ak − b(i+ j) + ch

G4,5 = trM4M
−1
5 = dk − ej − if + gh

Let Mabc = Ga,bGb,cGa,c −G2
a,b −G2

b,c −G2
a,c. Notice

b2 = ac−1 =
(eℓ1,2/2 + e−ℓ1,2/2)G1,3G2,3 −G2

2,3 −G2
1,3

(eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2)2
−1 =

G1,2G2,3G1,3 −G2
1,2 −G2

2,3 −G2
1,3 + 4

(eℓ1,2/2 − e−ℓ1,2/2)2
=

M123 + 4

G2
1,2 − 4

Hence, b =

[
M123 + 4

G2
1,2 − 4

]1/2
. Similarly,

ef =
M124 + 4

G2
1,2 − 4

and

(f + e)b = ag + cd−G3,4 =
2G2,3G2,4 −G1,2G1,3G2,4 −G1,2G2,3G1,4 +G1,3G1,4(G

2
1,2 − 2)−G3,4G

2
1,2 + 4G3,4

G2
1,2 − 4
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Parameter f can be found from the latter equation and e from the former one.
Parameters i, j are found from equations

ij =
M125 + 4

G2
1,2 − 4

and

(i + j)b =
2G2,3G2,5 −G1,2G1,3G2,5 −G1,2G2,3G1,5 +G1,3G1,5(G

2
1,2 − 2)−G3,5G

2
1,2 + 4G3,5

G2
1,2 − 4

These equations allow to find all parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, i, j, k. The last equation dk+ gh− ej− if = G4,5

checked by computer simulations gives the consistency condition for G1,2, G1,3, G1,4, G1,5, G2,3, G2,4, G2,5,
G3,4, G3,5, G4,5. We have also checked the condition of triviality of monodromy along the composition of
commutators of A- and B-cycles given in this case by the following matrix product:

M−1
5 M4M

−1
3 M2M

−1
1 M5M

−1
4 M3M

−1
2 M1 = I,

which completes the proof.

8 Cluster variable description of higher genus closed Riemann sur-

faces

In this section, we discuss extensions of our construction to higher genus surfaces. Note that for genus three, we
obtained the description of the finite quotient of Teichmüller space T3,0/Z2. For genus g > 3 the construction
requires Hamiltonian reduction, which is discussed for n = 3 (as a toy example) and n = 5.

In Figure 15 we present patterns for surfaces of genera 2,3, and 4.

A

Ã

G1,2

G2,3

M

G̃1,2

G̃2,3

GB

A

Ã

G1,2

G2,3

G3,4

M1 M2

G̃1,2

G̃2,3

G̃3,4
GB

A

Ã

G1,2

G2,3

G3,4

G4,5

M

G̃1,2

G̃2,3

G̃3,4

G̃4,5

GB

Figure 15: Smooth Riemann surfaces of genus two, three and four with sets of geodesics γi,i+1 and γ̃i,i+1 (labeled

by the corresponding geodesic functions) that generate the corresponding subsets A and Ã of geodesic functions; the
corresponding Casimir elements separate these two subsets. In each case we have to add one more geodesic with the
geodesic function GB to produce the complete set of algebraic elements that generate all other geodesic functions using
Goldman brackets and skein relations. Vertical dotted axes are the axes of Z2-symmetry.

8.1 Genus three

In this section we give cluster expressions for geodesic functions of a genus three surface.
The matrix elements ai,i+1, ãi,i+1, which we identify with the geodesic functions Gi,i+1, G̃i,i+1 are

G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2c3〉, G2,3 = 〈c3c2b2a2d3〉, G3,4 = 〈d3d2d1c1b1a1〉,

G̃1,2 = 〈d1a3b2c1〉, G̃2,3 = 〈c1c2d2a2b1〉, G̃3,4 = 〈b1b2b3c3d3a1〉,
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with |G1,2| = 5, |G2,3| = 6, and |G3,4| = 7. For example, the action of mutations on G1,2 gives

µa1
G1,2 = G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2c3〉, µa2

G1,2 = 〈b3a3a2d2c3〉,

µa3
G1,2 = 〈b3d2c3〉, µb1G1,2 = G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2c3〉,

µb2G1,2 = 〈b3b2a3d2c3〉, µb3G1,2 = 〈a3d2c3b3〉,

µc1G1,2 = G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2c3〉, µc2G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2c2c3〉,

µc3G1,2 = 〈c3b3a3d2〉, µd1
G1,2 = 〈b3a3d1d2c3〉,

µd2
G1,2 = 〈b3a3c3〉, µd3

G1,2 = 〈b3a3d2d3c3〉.

We now transform the original quiver to a more symmetric one: for this, we perform four mutations:
µd1

µc2µb3 and µa1
(in arbitrary order since those are commuting). The resulting quiver has a Moebius strip-like

structure depicted on the right-hand side of Fig. 16.
Expressions for the same geodesic functions become more symmetric in the quiver in the right-hand side:

G1,2 = 〈a3d1d2c2c3b3〉, G2,3 = 〈c3b3b2a2a1d3〉, G3,4 = 〈a1d3d2c2c1b1〉,

G̃1,2 = 〈a3b3b2c2c1d1〉, G̃2,3 = 〈c3d3d2a2a3b3〉, G̃3,4 = 〈a1b1b2c2c3d3〉,

with all |Gi,i+1| = 7.
Geodesic functions M1 and M2 corresponding to two separating cycles are determined by algebraic relations

M1 +M2 = G1,3G2,4 −G1,2G3,4 −G2,3G1,4 (8.27)

M1M2 = G1,2G2,3G3,4G1,4 −G1,2G2,3G1,3 −G2,3G3,4G2,4 −G1,2G1,4G2,4 −G3,4G1,4G1,3 +
∑

1≤i<j≤4

G2
i,j − 4

(8.28)

The first relation is obtained as Pfaffian of the matrix A−AT (or,
√
A+ (−1)AT). The second relation is minus

the coefficient of λ in A+ λAT. They remain invariant under the replacement Gi,j → G̃i,j and commute with

all geodesic functions Gi,j and G̃i,j .

a1 a2 a3

b1 b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

µa1
µd1

µc2µb3

a1 a2 a3

b1 b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

Figure 16: The original SL4: quiver on the left is transformed by the chain of mutations (from right to left)
µa1

µd1µc2µb3 := µa1d1c2b3 to the symmetric quiver on the right. We use the same letters to denote both the origi-
nal and transformed cluster variables hoping it will not lead to confusion.

Lemma 8.1. Each SLn quiver can be transformed into a “regular” quiver with vertices si,j, i = 1, . . . , n− 1,
j = 1, . . . n and arrows joining si,j with si±1,j and si,j±1, where we set si,n+1 = sn−i,1 and si,0 = sn−i,n (the
Moebius-type gluing); the directions of arrows alternate as shown in Fig. 16. A new vertex at is of order 2n and
is incident to all vertices a1,j and an−1,j with arrows arrangement such that every vertex ai,j has order four and
has exactly two incoming and two outgoing edges. The Casimir of the thus amended quiver is at

∏
i,j ai,j = 1.

Proof. A sequence of mutations similar to the one shown on Figure 16 proves the statement.

We now address the problem of constructing a still missing geodesic function GB, which, in particular, does
not commute with M1 and M2. For this, we refer to the original SL4 quiver in the left-hand side of Fig. 16.
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Mutations first at a3 and then at a2 produce the quiver in which the vertex a1 has order one (Fig. 17, on the
right). We then proceed by analogy with the SL3 case adding a new vertex (with the variable at associated)
and joining it with only a1 and a2 (thus obtaining a ”wing of a papillon”); we simultaneously introduce the
Casimir C = ata1a

2
2a

2
3b1 · · · d3 whose value is to be determined below from compatibility conditions.

a1 a2 a3

b1
b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

a1 a2 a3

b1
b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

at

µa3
µa2

a1 a2 a3

b1 b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

at µa1
µd1

µc2µb3

a1 a2 a3

b1 b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

at

Figure 17: The mutations at a3 and then at a2 brings the original quivers for SL4 into the form depicted on the left;
in the middle picture we add the new vertex at together with two directed edges; the new geodesic function, which we
identify with GB , is 〈a1at〉. Transforming this quiver back to the original one by performing mutations at a2 and then
at a3, we obtain the original quiver with the vertex at of order four added; note that with the added edges, the number
of incoming and outgoing edges is now the same at all thirteen vertices of the quiver. If we transform the original quiver
into a “symmetric” one by performing mutations at d1, c2, b3 and then in a1, we obtain the quiver with the vertex at of
order eight and with all other vertices of order four (it is the last quiver in the chain of transformations in the figure).

The new geodesic function, which we associate with the missing cycle B, in the transformed quiver (the
second picture in Fig. 17 ) reads

GB = 〈a1at〉 = (a1at)
1/2

(
1 +

1

a1
+

1

a1at

)
.

It is easy to see that GB commutes with G1,2 and G2,3. For this, let us examine geodesic functions for the
upper-right quiver in Fig. 17):

µa3
µa2

G1,2 = 〈b3d2c3〉, µa3
µa2

G̃1,2 = 〈d1b2c1〉,

µa3
µa2

G2,3 = 〈c3c2b2a3d3〉, µa3
µa2

G̃2,3 = 〈c1c2d2a3b1〉,

µa3
µa2

G3,4 = 〈d3a2d2a3d1c1b1a2a1〉, µa3
µa2

G̃3,4 = 〈b1(b2a2)a3b3c3d3a2a1〉.

The first two expressions do not contain variables a1 and a2 and therefore GB = 〈a1at〉 commutes with the

transformed G1,2 and G2,3 and G̃1,2 and G̃2,3 (and does not commute with G3,4 and G̃3,4).
Transforming back to the original SL4 quiver, we obtain the third quiver in chain in Fig. 17: the added

vertex at becomes of order four, and the numbers of incoming and outgoing edges coincide in every vertex, so
the Casimir is just the product of all variables taken in power one:

C = ata1a2a3b1b2b3c1c2c3d1d2d3. (8.29)
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In the amended original SL4 quiver, GB becomes

GB = 〈a1a2a3at〉. (8.30)

If we proceed, by performing mutations at d1, c2, b3 and a1, we obtain the last in the chain “symmetric”
quiver in Fig. 17. The vertex at then becomes of order eight, all other vertices will be of order four, and the GB

geodesic function becomes 〈a2a3(d1b3)ata1〉, where . . . (xy) . . . indicates that we have terms . . .
(
1+ 1

x+
1
y+

1
xy

)
. . .

in the corresponding expression. For example, this expression for GB contains eight terms:

GB = (a2a3d1b3ata1)
1/2

[
1 +

1

a2
+

1

a2a3
+

1

a2a3d1
+

1

a2a3b3
+

1

a2a3d1b3
+

1

a2a3d1b3at
+

1

a2a3d1b3ata1

]

We hope to identify the constructed quantities

{G12, G23, G34, GB, G̃34, G̃23, G̃12} (8.31)

with geodesic functions associated with loops on genus three surface (see Figure 15). Note that these loops form
a chain with intersection numbers one for two consecutive loops and zero otherwise. We construct a matrix
U ∈ A8 with Ui,i+1, i = [1, 7] given by the corresponding element of sequence (8.31) and all other terms
computed using the skein and Poisson relations

Ui,j =
1

2
Ui,kUk,j + {Ui,k, Uk,j}, here i < k < j.

To identify entries Ui,j with geodesic functions of the corresponding loops on the genus three surface, the
matrix U must satisfy the rank condition: rank(U + UT) ≤ 4. Symbolic computation on Maple demonstrates
that the rank condition holds only for the Casimir (8.29) C = −1.

8.2 Z2 symmetry

We now address the topic mostly overseen in the literature on the braid-group transformations in An: do these
transformations generate the full modular group of Tg,s (s = 1, 2)? Alternatively, do the twists over Gi,i+1,

G̃i,i+1, and GB generate the full modular group of Tn−1,0? The answer is affirmative for T1,1 and T2,0, but for
higher genera we have a problem of Z2 symmetry: indeed, leave for a moment metric structures on Σg,s aside
and consider only topology of Σn−1,0 and homotopy types of closed paths on this surface.

Let us examine the structure of closed paths in Fig. 15. Note that all paths corresponding to Gi,i+1, G̃i,i+1,
and GB enjoy Z2 symmetry w.r.t. rotation by 180o (or reflection) w.r.t. the vertical axis. It follows immediately
that if we perform any binary operation of summation, multiplication, or the Poisson bracket on Z2-symmetric
objects, then the result will be Z2-symmetric itself. This means that we can never obtain a single geodesic
function corresponding to a non-Z2 symmetric curve (say, either M1 or M2 in the n = 4 case) in the right-hand
side of these relations; all such functions will arise only in Z2-symmetric combinations (like M1+M2 or M1M2).

Worth mentioning is that the genus two case is free of this subtlety as all closed curves are Z2-symmetric
(which reflects the well-known fact that genus two curves admit a hyperelliptic uniformization).

Note that the same problem of Z2 symmetry exists also in the case of An algebras with n ≥ 5: if we do
not restrict to geometrical Poisson leaves related to ideal triangulations of the corresponding Riemann surfaces
Σg,s, then expressions for non-Z2-symmetric elements of the algebra generally cease to be Laurent polynomial.

Conjecture 8.2. The cluster algebra constructed in Section 8.1 for the extended amalgamated quiver for GL4

gives a description of the Z2-quotient of the Teichmuller space T3,0 of flat SL2(C)-connections on a smooth
Riemann surface of genus three in such a way that

(A) to every Z2-invariant geodesic γ we set into the correspondence a geodesic functionGγ ∈ Z+[a
±1/2
1 , . . . , a

±1/2
t ]

that is an element of an upper cluster algebra.

(B) all thus constructed Gγ satisfy skein relations and Poisson Goldman bracket.

(C) in order to satisfy the rank condition, which is a necessary condition for Ui,j = trM−1
i Mj wtih Mi ∈

SL2(C), we have to set Casimir C = −1.
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8.3 Braid group transformations for n > 3

Consider a subgraph in the “symmetric” quiver: it goes along a “zig-zag” path passing through 2n− 2 vertices
such that the first two vertices a1 and a2 and the last two vertices a2n−3 and a2n−2 are on the outer boundary
of the quiver. We also include the vertex at and all vertices b1, . . . , b2n−4 adjacent to the vertices ai; in the
symmetric quiver (say, in Fig. 16), these vertices are situated alternatively on the right and on the left from the
“zig-zag” path. The pattern that we have looks as follows:

a1

a2 a3 a4 a5 a6 a2n−4

a2n−3 a2n−2

b1 b2 b3 b4 b5 b2n−5 b2n−4

at

To this subgraph we set into the correspondence a matrix element (a geodesic function) 〈a1a2 · · · a2n−3a2n−2〉.
We now perform mutations consecutively at vertices a2, a3, . . . , a2n−4, a2n−3. The resulting subgraph is

a1

a2 a3 a4 a5 a6 a2n−4

a2n−3 a2n−2

b1
b2 b3 b4 b5 b2n−5 b2n−4

at

and it contains a “papillon wing” subgraph with vertices a1, a2n−2, and a2n−3. Upon the same chain of
mutations, the matrix element 〈a1 · · · a2n−2.〉 becomes just 〈a1a2n−2〉. Then, mutation at a1 or a2n−2 results in
the braid-group transformation (direct or inverse). So the chain of mutations that correspond to this twist in
the “symmetric” quiver is

µa2
µa3

· · ·µa2n−3
µa2n−2

µa2n−3
· · ·µa3

µa2
, (8.32)

or a similar chain with replacing µa2n−2
by µa1

.
After the sequence of mutations (8.32) we obtain the same quiver in which the transformed variables a′i and

b′j are

a′i = ai
ηi+1

ηi−1
, i = 2, . . . , 2n− 3, a′1 =

η2
a2n−2a2n−3 · · · a2

, a′2n−2 =
a1a2 · · · a2n−3a

2
2n−2

η1η2n−3
, (8.33)

b′j = bj
ηj
ηj+2

, j = 1, . . . , 2n− 4

(
a′t = at

η1η2n−3

η2a1a2n−2

)
, (8.34)

where

η2n−2 = 1,

η2n−3 = 1 + a2n−2,

η2n−4 = 1 + a2n−2 + a2n−2a2n−3, (8.35)

...

η1 = 1 + a2n−2 + a2n−2a2n−3 + · · ·+ a2n−2a2n−3 · · · a3a2,

(note the absence of a1 in formulas for ηi.)
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Lemma 8.3. Transformations (8.33), (8.34) with ηk defined by (8.35) correspond to the braid-group transfor-
mation with the matrix element Gi,i+1 = 〈a1a2 · · ·a2n−2〉.

Proof. We begin with demonstrating that Gi,i+1 is preserved under transformation (8.33):

G′
i,i+1 =(a′1 · · · a

′
2n−2)

1/2

(
1 +

1

a′1
+

1

a′1a
′
2

+ · · ·+
1

a′1a
′
2 · · · a

′
2n−3

+
1

a′1a
′
2 · · ·a

′
2n−3a

′
2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2 1

η1

(
1 +

a2n−2 · · · a2
η2

+
a2n−2 · · · a3η1

η2η3
+
a2n−2 · · · a4

η1η2
η2η3η4+

+
a2n−2 · · · a5
η1η2η3

η2η3η4η5 + · · ·+
a2n−2η1

η2n−3η2n−2
+

η21η2n−3

a1a2 · · · a2n−2η2n−3η2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

(
η2 + a2n−2 · · ·a2

η1η2
+
a2n−2 · · · a3

η2η3
+ · · ·+

a2n−2

η2n−3
+

η1
a1a2 · · · a2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

([
1

η2
+
a2n−2 · · · a3

η2η3

]
+ · · ·+

a2n−2

η2n−3
+

η1
a1a2 · · · a2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

([
1

η3
+
a2n−2 · · · a4

η3η4

]
+ · · ·+

a2n−2

η2n−3
+

η1
a1a2 · · · a2n−2

)

= · · · = (a1 · · ·a2n−2)
1/2

([
1

η2n−3
+
a2n−2

η2n−3

]
+

η1
a1a2 · · · a2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

(
1 +

η1
a1a2 · · ·a2n−2

)

=(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

(
1 +

1

a1
+

1

a1a2
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · · a2n−2

)
= Gi,i+1.

Next, since the transformation (8.33), (8.34) is a Poisson isomorphism, it preserves both the product and Poisson

algebras, so it suffices to consider transformations for generating elements Gl,l+1, G̃l.l+1 and GB.
An important observation is that, for any path · · · → bk → ak → ak+1 → bk−1 → · · · crossing the

path a1 → a2 → · · · → a2n−2, both the product bkakak+1bk−1 and the combination 1
bk

+ 1
bkak

+ 1
bkakak+1

are

preserved. Whereas the invariance of bkakak+1bk−1 is straightforward and left as an easy exercise, the invariance
of 1

bk
+ 1

bkak
+ 1

bkakak+1
follows from the chain of equalities,

1

b′k
+

1

b′ka
′
k

+
1

b′ka
′
ka

′
k+1

=
ηk+2

ηkbk
+

ηk+2ηk−1

bkakηkηk+1
+

ηk−1

bkakak+1ηk+1

=
ηk+2

ηkbk

akηk+1 + ak · · · a2n−2 + ηk
akηk+1

+
ak · · ·a2n−2 + ak+1 · · · a2n−2 + ηk+1

bkakak+1ηk+1

=
ak+2 · · · a2n−2

bkηk+1
+
ak+2 · · ·a2n−2 + ηk+2

bkakηk+1
+
ηk+2(ηk+1 + ak+1 · · · a2n−2)

bkηkηk+1
+

1

bkakak+1

=
ak+2 · · · a2n−2

bkηk+1
+

1

bkak
+

ηk+2

bkηk+1
+

1

bkakak+1

=
ak+2 · · · a2n−2 + ηk+2

bkηk+1
+

1

bkak
+

1

bkakak+1

=
1

bk
+

1

bkak
+

1

bkakak+1

This implies that G̃l,l+1 for all l as well as Gl,l+1 with |l− i| ≥ 2 are invariant under this sequence of mutations.
It remains to check the transformation laws for

Gi−1,i = 〈b2x3b4x5 · · ·x2n−5b2n−4b1a1a2〉 (8.36)

and for
Gi+1,i+2 = 〈a2n−3a2n−2b2n−4b1x2b3x3 · · ·x2n−6b2n−5〉, (8.37)

where we let xk denote variables not transformed by the above sequence of mutations (for brevity we often
omit subscripts of x-variables in calculations below). After some algebra we obtain the transformed Gi−1,i and
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Gi+1,i+2:

G′
i−1,i =

(b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)
1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

(
η2 +

η4
b2

+
η4
b2x

+
η6

b2xb4
+

η6
b2xb4x

+ · · ·

+
1

b2xb4x · · · b2n−4

[
1 +

1

b1

])
, (8.38)

and

G′
i+1,i+2 =

(a2n−3a2n−2b2n−4b1xb3x · · ·xb2n−5)
1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

(
(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)

[
1 +

1

a2n−3

]
+

η2n−4η1
a2n−2a2n−3

+
1

a2n−2a2n−3b2n−4

[
η1 +

η3
b1

+
η3
b1x

+
η5

b1xb3
+

η5
b1xb3x

+ · · ·+
η2n−3

b1xb3x · · ·xb2n−5

])
.

We present only the transformation law for G′
i−1,i, that for G

′
i+1,i+2 can be obtained analogously.

We begin with the Poisson relations:

{
bk, 〈a1 · · ·a2n−2〉

}
=− bk(a1 · · · a2n−2)

1/2

(
1

a1 · · ·ak
+

1

a1 · · · akak+1

)
, k = 1, . . . , 2n− 4, (8.39)

{
a1, 〈a1 · · ·a2n−2〉

}
=a1(a1 · · · a2n−2)

1/2

(
1 +

1

a1
−

1

a1 · · · a2n−2

)
, (8.40)

{
a2, 〈a1 · · ·a2n−2〉

}
=a2(a1 · · · a2n−2)

1/2

(
1

a1
+

1

a1a2

)
. (8.41)

For the Poisson bracket between non-transformed matrix elements, we then have:

{Gi−1,i, Gi,i+1} = Gi−1,i(a1 · · · a2n−2)
1/2

[
−
1

2

(
1

a1
+

2

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · · a2n−3

)

+
1

2

(
1 +

2

a1
+

1

a1a2
−

1

a1 · · ·a2n−2

)]

+ (b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)
1/2(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)

1/2

{(
1

b2
+

1

b2x

)(
1

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3

)
+

+

(
1

b2xb4
+

1

b2xb4x

)(
1

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+

1

a1a2a3a4
+

1

a1a2a3a4a5

)

+ · · ·+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4

(
1

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · ·a2n−3

)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1

(
1

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · · a2n−3
+

1

a1
+

1

a1a2

)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1

(
−1 +

2

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · · a2n−3
+

1

a1a2 · · · a2n−3a2n−2

)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2

(
−1−

1

a1
+

1

a1a2
+

1

a1a2a3
+ · · ·+

1

a1a2 · · ·a2n−3a2n−2

)}

= −
1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 +Gi−1,i(a1a2 · · ·a2n−2)

1/2

(
1 +

1

a1

)

+
(b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)

1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

{(
1

b2
+

1

b2x

)
(η2 − η4) + +

(
1

b2xb4
+

1

b2xb4x

)
(η2 − η6)+

+ · · ·+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4
(η2 − η2n−2) +

1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1
(η2 − η3 + η1 − 1)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1
(−a1 · · ·a2n−2 + 2a3 · · · a2n−2 + a4 · · ·a2n−2 + · · ·+ a2n−2 + 1)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2
(−a1 · · ·a2n−2 − a2 · · · a2n−2 + a3 · · · a2n−2 + a4 · · · a2n−2 + · · ·+ a2n−2 + 1)

}

= [cf. (8.38)] −
1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 −G′

i−1,i +
(b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)

1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

{
η2 +

1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1
+
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+

(
1

b2
+

1

b2x
+ · · ·+

1

b2x · · ·xb2n−4b1

)
η2

+

(
1 +

1

b2
+

1

b2x
+ · · ·+

1

b2x · · ·xb2n−4b1
+

1

b2x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1
+

1

b2x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2

)
(a1 · · · a2n−2 + a2 · · · a2n−2)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1
(η1 − η3 − 1)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1
(−a1 · · · a2n−2 + 2a3 · · · a2n−2 + a4 · · ·a2n−2 + · · ·+ a2n−2 + 1)

+
1

b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2
(−a1 · · ·a2n−2 − a2 · · · a2n−2 + a3 · · · a2n−2 + a4 · · · a2n−2 + · · ·+ a2n−2 + 1)

}

= −
1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 −G′

i−1,i +Gi−1,iGi,i+1 +
(b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)

1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

{
η2 −

(
1 +

1

b2 · · · b1a1
+

1

b2 · · · b1a1a2

)
η2

+
1

b2 · · · b1
(η1 − η3) +

1

b2 · · · b1a1
(−a1 · · · a2n−2 + a3 · · · a2n−2 + η2) +

1

b2 · · · b1a1a2
(−a1 · · · a2n−2 − a2 · · · a2n−2 + η2)

}

=
1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 −G′

i−1,i +
(b2xb4x · · ·xb2n−4b1a1a2)

1/2

(a1a2 · · · a2n−2)1/2

{
1

b2 · · · b1
(a2 · · · a2n−2 + a3 · · ·a2n−2)

−
a2 · · · a2n−2

b2 · · · b1
+
a3 · · · a2n−2

b2 · · · b1a1
−
a3 · · · a2n−2

b2 · · · b1
−
a3 · · ·a2n−2

b2 · · · b1a1

}
=

1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 −G′

i−1,i.

We therefore obtain that

G′
i−1,i =

1

2
Gi−1,iGi,i+1 − {Gi−1,i, Gi,i+1} = Gi−1,iGi,i+1 −Gi−1,i+1, (8.42)

which is the correct transformation law under the braid-group transformations. This completes the proof.
We do not verify the twist along GB; instead, we use it in the next section to show the preservation of the

Hamiltonian reduction condition in the case n = 5.
Therefore, all the braid-group transformations along Gi,i+1, G̃i,i+1, and GB can be realized as sequences of

mutations in the (extended) SLn quiver.

Remark 8.4. Note that the above twists (and the corresponding braid-group action) do not generate the full
modular group for n > 3: all these twists preserve the Z2 symmetry (which naturally holds for g = 2 surfaces
since they admit a hyperelliptic uniformization). For higher genera we can only generate a Z2 quotient of the
full modular group.

For the corresponding geodesic functions, for those geodesics that are Z2-symmetric, their geodesic functions

remain Laurent polynomials in Z
±1/2
i ; in order to close the product and Poisson algebras of these Z2-symmetric

geodesic functions, we need to add symmetric combinations of non-symmetric geodesic functions (an example is
the Markov element(s) M1 and M2, which are mirror-symmetric w.r.t. the Z2 transformation for n = 4: their
sum M1 + M2 and their product M1M2 are Z2 symmetric functions and are Laurent polynomials. However
|M1 +M2| = 62 and |M1M2| = 417, so there is no chance that each of Mi be polynomial.

8.4 Hamiltonian reduction

8.4.1 n = 3

We begin with a “toy” example of the Hamiltonian reduction carried out by imposing the condition det(A +
AT) = 0 in n = 3 case. In terms of the Markov element M, for which we have that det(A + AT) = 8 + 2M,
written in three different ways (7.19), (7.20), and (7.22), this condition takes the respective forms

G1,2G1,3G2,3 −G2
1,2 −G2

1,3 −G2
2,3 + 4 = 0 (8.43)

G̃1,2G̃1,3G̃2,3 − G̃2
1,2 − G̃2

1,3 − G̃2
2,3 + 4 = 0, (8.44)

f ·
(
G1,2G̃1,2GB +G2

1,2 + G̃2
1,2 +G2

B − 4
)
= 0. (8.45)

The first two conditions are well-known from the physics literature on SL(2,R)-connections in the description
of (2 + 1) gravity on the manifold T2 × R with T2 a two-dimensional torus with a flat metric [7]: the solution
that induces braid-group and Poisson relations is

G1,2 = eX/2 + e−X/2, G2,3 = eY/2 + e−Y/2, G1,3 = eX/2+Y/2 + e−X/2−Y/2, {X,Y } = 2 (8.46)
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G̃1,2 = eX̃/2 + e−X̃/2, G̃2,3 = eỸ /2 + e−Ỹ /2, G̃1,3 = eX̃/2+Ỹ /2 + e−X̃/2−Ỹ /2, {X̃, Ỹ } = 2, (8.47)

where the total algebra of connections splits into mutually commuting chiral–anti-chiral subalgebras, SL(2,R)×
SL(2,R), each being a copy of the standard SL(2,R) algebra. We are interested in the third way (8.45) of
representing the Hamiltonian reduction condition: a solution f = 0 looks not feasible, so we resort to the
second choice that

G1,2G̃1,2GB +G2
1,2 + G̃2

1,2 +G2
B − 4 = 0. (8.48)

This equation differs from (8.43) or (8.44) only by the sign of GB, so we solve it immediately:

GB = −eX/2+X̃/2 − e−X/2−X̃/2. (8.49)

Since expression (8.48) Poisson commutes with GB, it is preserved by twists along GB , so the reduction is
Hamiltonian.

The quiver corresponding to this reduction consists of two disjoint parts,
X Y X̃ Ỹ

. We were so

far not able to identify the element GB in the corresponding (2 + 1)-dimensional geometry.

8.4.2 n = 4—genus three

In this case computer simulation shows that the condition det(A + AT) = 0 is Hamiltonian provided the
Casimir (8.29) C = −1. Note that we obtained the same condition as required by the rank condition of
Section 8.1.

8.4.3 n = 5—genus four

Starting with genus four (n = 5), the total dimension n(n−1) of the quiver becomes greater than the dimension
6g − 6 = 6n− 12 of the corresponding moduli space, that is, we encounter the same problem as in the case of
Σg,s with s = 1, 2: how to segregate Poisson leaves of the symplectic groupoid that correspond to geometrical
systems? It is well-known since Nelson, Regge, and Zertuche works [44], [46], [45] that the condition is that
rank(A+ AT) ≤ 4. For n = 5, this condition is satisfied if

det(A+ A
T) = 0. (8.50)

We have the following lemma

Lemma 8.5. The condition (8.50) in the case n = 5 is preserved by all braid-group transformations, i.e., it is
Hamiltonian.

Proof. The expression det(A+AT) = det(Ã+ ÃT) is invariant under the braid-group transformations generated

by Gi,i+1 and G̃i,i+1, so it remains to check preservation of the condition (8.50) for the twist along GB . For
this, we first transform the quiver for n = 5 to the quiver in Fig. 18 in which GB has the simplest form. In this
quiver,

GB = 〈a1at〉,

G1,2 = 〈b4e2d3c4〉,

G2,3 = 〈c4c3b3a4e3d4〉,

G3,4 = 〈d4d3d2c2b2a3e4〉,

G4,5 = (e4e3a2a3e2a4e1d1c1b1a2a1)
1/2

[
1 +

1

e4
+

1

e4e3
+

1

e4e3e2

+
1

e4a2
+

1

e4e3a2
+

1

e4e3e2a2
+

1

e4e3a2a3
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3a4

+
1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1d1
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1d1c1
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1d1c1b1

+
1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1d1c1b1a2
+

1

e4e3e2a2a3a4e1d1c1b1a2a1

]
, (8.51)

ata1a
2
2a

2
3a

2
4b1b2b3b4c1c2c3c4d1d2d3d4e1e2e3e4 = 1.
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Observe that G1,2, G2,3, and G3,4 do not depend on a1 and a2 and therefore commute with a1 and at.

a1 a2 a3
a4

b1

b2
b3 b4

c1 c2 c3 c4

d1 d2 d3 d4

e1 e2 e3
e4

at

Figure 18: In this quiver, GB = 〈a1at〉 depends only on a1 and at.

From the expression (8.51) we have that G4,5 has the structure

G4,5 = s1a2(a1)
1/2 + s2(a1)

1/2 + s3a
−1
2

(
(a1)

1/2 + (a1)
−1/2

)
, (8.52)

where we let si denote combinations commuting with a1 and at (and therefore not depending on a1 and a2).
For the bracket {GB, G4,5} we then have

{GB, G4,5} =−
1

2

(
(a1at)

1/2 − (a1at)
−1/′2

)(
s1a2(a1)

1/2 + s2(a1)
1/2 + s3a

−1
2 (a

1/2
1 − a

−1/2
1 )

)

+

(
at
a1

)1/2 (
1

2
s1a2(a1)

1/2 −
1

2
s2(a1)

1/2 −
3

2
s3a

−1
2 a

1/2
1 −

1

2
s3(a1)

−1/2

)
,

and we have that

1

2
GBG4,5 + {GB, G4,5} = (a1at)

−1/′2
(
s1a2(a1)

1/2 + s2(a1)
1/2 + s3a

−1
2 a

1/2
1

)
+ (a1at)

1/′2s3a
−1
2 a

−1/2
1

+

(
at
a1

)1/2 (
s1a2(a1)

1/2 − s3a
−1
2 a

1/2
1

)

= (at)
−1/2a2(1 + at)s1 + (at)

−1/2s2 + (at)
−1/2a−1

2 s3 = G4,5

(
a1 → 1/at; a2 → a2(1 + at)

)
(8.53)

that is, the twist along GB is given by the mutation at at with subsequent interchanging a1 ↔ 1/at in the
expression for G4,5. Since all other Gi,5 are generated by the product and Poisson relations of G4,5 and other
Gi,i+1, all these relations are linear in G4,5, and because at commutes with all other Gi,i+1, we conclude that
the action of the twist along GB on det(A+AT) is given by exactly the same substitution for variables a1 and
a2. Next, since G4,5 has the structure (8.52) and since det(A+AT) comprises terms that either do not depend
on Gi,5 or are of order two in Gi,5, we obtain that

det(A+ A
T) = αξa1a

2
2 + βa1 + γξ1/2a2a1 + δξ1/2

1 + a1
a2

+ ρξ
(1 + a1)

2

a1a22
+ ω,

where we let
at = 1/(a1a

2
2ξ) with ξ = a23a

2
4b1b2b3b4c1c2c3c4d1d2d3d4e1e2e3e4.

Denoting

a′1 = 1/at = ξa1a
2
2 and a′2 = a2(1 + at) = a2

(
1 +

1

ξa1a22

)
, (8.54)

we have that

det(A+ A
T)(a′1, a

′
2)− ξa22 det(A+ A

T)(a1, a2) = (2α− ξω)a22 +

(
α

ξ
− ξρ

)
1

a1
+ (γ − ξδ)a2 + (ω − 2ξρ).
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It is now easy to see that the condition det(A+ AT) = 0 is preserved upon substitution (8.54) if and only if

α = ξ2ρ, ω = 2ξρ, and γ = ξδ,

which can be checked by computer simulations. Upon satisfaction of these equalities, we can rewrite det(A+AT)
in the form

det(A+ A
T) = α

(
ξa1a

2
2 + 2 + 2a1 +

(1 + a1)
2

ξa1a22

)
+ (β − 2)a1 + γ

(
ξ1/2a2a1 +

1 + a1
ξ1/2a2

)

= a1
(
αG2

B + γGB + β − 2
)
, (8.55)

where α, β, and γ depend only on a3, . . . , e4.

Remark 8.6. Note the striking similarity of expressions (8.55) in the case n = 5 and (7.22) for n = 3: in both
expressions there is a single cluster variable (f for n = 3 and a1 for n = 5) such that det(A+AT) is proportional
to this variable (note that det(A+AT) = 2(M+4) for n = 3); the proportionality coefficient is a second-degree
polynomial in GB and is invariant under the twist along GB ; it is tempting to learn whether we can identify the
coefficient functions α, β, and γ in (8.55) with some expressions polynomial in Gi,j and G̃i,j with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4
and whether similar statements are valid for higher odd n. We checked that it is not the case for n = 4.

9 Conclusion

In the conslusion we would like to indicate few questions that can be approached using the same technique.

• quantization: the construction described in this paper allows straightforward quantization which will be
described in a future publication;

• symplectic structure: since (non-extended) SLn quivers are full-dimensional, their Poisson relations can
be inverted producing the corresponding symplectic structures. Say, for n = 3, the symplectic structure is

dd

d
∧

(
de

e
+

da

a

)
+

df

f
∧

(
dc

c
+

da

a

)
+

db

b
∧

(
dc

c
+

de

e

)
,

and it must coincide with the standard Fenchel–Nielsen symplectic structure

dℓ1.2 ∧ dτ1,2 + dℓ̃1.2 ∧ dτ̃1,2 + dℓM ∧ dτB ,

with the twists τ1,2, τ̃1,2 defined in (7.23). We expect similar relations to hold for higher n as well;

• calculating volumes Vg,0 of moduli spaces using Bowditch-like technique [6] based on twist transformations;
these volumes are known from the Mirzakhani’s-type recursion relations [20] and from the topological

recursion relations [22]. For example, V2,0 =
43π6

2160
.

• explore the connection with link/knot invariants (see e.g., [1]).
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