
EXPLICIT LIE BRACKET OF CLOSED GEODESICS ON A
HYPERBOLIC SURFACE WITH APPLICATIONS

MOIRA CHAS AND ARPAN KABIRAJ

Abstract. In this note we develop a tool box of non-Euclidean plane geometry meth-

ods that yield a constructive way to define in terms of closed geodesics the Goldman

bracket on deformation classes of closed, directed curves. We use this construction to

algebraically characterize closed geodesics without self- intersection on hyperbolic sur-

faces.

1. Introduction

In the mid eighties Goldman [14] defined an unanticipated Lie bracket on the vector

space with basis the set of deformation classes of closed, oriented curves on a closed

surface. The definition combined two basic operations on curves: the intersection and

the loop product. More precisely, the bracket of (the classes of) two curves intersecting

transversally is the signed sum of (the classes of) the loop products over intersection

points.

Once there is an algebraic structure associated to geometric objects, mathematicians,

often wonder how much of the geometry can be recovered from the algebra. In our case,

this compelled us to find a way to characterize (classes of) simple closed curves, in terms

of the Goldman Lie bracket, leading to the following result:

Characterization of simple curves. A nonpower conjugacy class x contains a simple

representative if and only if one of the following holds:

(1) [x, xn] = 0 for some n in {2, 3, . . . } or,

(2) [x, x̄] = 0 (where x̄ denotes the class of x with opposite orientation)

Remark 1.1. Part (2) of the above result is recently proved in [1]. The proof uses a

generalization of the combinatorial methods developed by the first author in [5].

Historical note: The item (2) in the above theorem was unanticipated even by Goldman

and was forced on our notice by a large amount of computer evidence. Thus, it can be
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regarded as the innovative result of this work. Moreover, its proof seems to require these

methods of plane hyperbolic geometry. The quadratic operation x −→ [x, x̄] now seems

very interesting. Item (1) was proven earlier for n ≥ 3 and for surfaces with boundary by

group theory methods (references and more details below).

Since each free homotopy class of closed, directed curves on a hyperbolic surface is

represented by a unique closed, directed geodesic, the Goldman Lie bracket of two such

closed geodesics is the signed sum of closed directed geodesics. For each intersection point

of two closed geodesics we give an elementary geometric construction of a geodesic on the

universal cover that projects to the closed geodesic in the class of that term.

Given two closed directed geodesics on a surface intersecting at a point P , a piecewise,

directed, closed geodesic is determined by going around one of the geodesics, and then

the other, starting and ending at P in both cases. (This piecewise geodesic is, of course,

in the class of term of the bracket associated to the point P .) The lift of this piecewise

geodesic to the universal cover of the surface is piecewise geodesic that zig-zags over a lift

of the closed geodesic in the term (because both have the same endpoints on the circle

at infinity on the hyperbolic plane). When we have two canceling terms, we have two

piecewise geodesics zig-zagging over a lift of the closed geodesic in the term. The possible

configurations of these three curves display geodesic triangles and quadrilaterals in the

universal cover. By studying these shapes we obtain the main results of the present work.

In a subsequent work the Turaev Lie cobracket will be treated with these types of direct

geometric constructions.

1.1. History of the Goldman bracket. This Lie algebra was related to the symplectic

structure on the moduli space of homomorphims of the fundamental group to various

Lie groups· Turaev later augmented the discussion with a Lie bialgebra on the space

generated by closed curves classes and raised questions about the cobracket and self-

intersection of closed curves. One of the authors in studying Turaev’s question about the

cobracket extended the Lie bialgebra structure to the equivariant homology of the free

loop space of oriented manifolds of all dimensions [12]. The motivation for this extension

of Goldman-Turaev to all manifolds was the possible connection to the Jaco-Stallings

equivalent statement to the Poincaré conjecture: “Any surjective homomorphism from

the fundamental group of a closed surface of genus g to Fg × Fg contains an essential

simple closed curve in the kernel.” (Here, Fg denotes the free group on g generators).

Of course, now that the Poincaré conjecture is resolved, Jaco-Stallings is true. So a new
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problem arises: why is it true and how can we understand it? This is one compelling

reason to study closed curves on surfaces directly and concretely as we do here.

1.2. Relation between the Goldman Turaev Lie bialgebra and the intersection

and self-intersection of curves. In [14], (the same paper where the definition of the

Goldman bracket on (classes of) directed closed curves is introduced) Goldman proved

that if the bracket of two (classes of) curves is zero, and one of the classes contains a simple

curve, then the two classes have disjoint representatives. This result was generalized by

one of the authors in [6]: the bracket of two classes counts intersection if one of the classes

is simple.

Turaev defined the cobracket and Lie bialgebra in [20] and remarked that this cobracket

of the power of (the class of) a simple curve is zero and wondered whether the converse

held.

In [5], the first author gave an algorithmic presentation of the Goldman-Turaev Lie

algebra for surfaces with boundary. She wrote a computer program implementing this

presentation [11]. Running this program, she found examples of (classes of) curves on

surfaces of genus larger than zero with cobracket zero which are not simple, nor powers

of simple curves. Thus, Turaev’s question is answered negatively for surfaces of genus

larger than zero. Despite extensive computer experiments, Chas was not able to find such

counterexamples on surfaces of genus zero, which lead to the conjecture that Turaev’s

cobracket detects self-intersection number in genus zero surfaces.

In the proof of a lemma in [14], it was stated that [x, x̄] = 0 for all curves x. By

running the program [11], one of the authors found that the opposite statement seems to

hold, namely, the number of terms (counted with multiplicity) of [x, x̄] is twice the self-

intersection number of x. The operation x −→ [x, x̄] is interesting and still mysterious.

At first, one thinks, as Goldman did, that it is always zero. But computer experiments

suggest, as we said the opposite. This operation is, in some sense, a quadratic form.

Moreover, each of the terms of [x, x̄] is the conjugacy class of a commutator.

Le Donne [19] showed that in genus zero, the cobracket of a class being equal to zero

implies the class contains a power of a simple curve. The conjecture whether in genus

zero the cobracket counts minimal self-intersection remains open.

Via computer experiments, Chas explored various ways that the Goldman-Turaev Lie

bialgebra might detect the intersection and self-intersection of closed curves on surfaces.
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Computer experiments suggested the statement that for each non-power class x, the

number of terms of [x, xn], for n ≥ 2 or n = −1, (counted with multiplicity) is the

product of |2n| and the self-intersection number of x. We prove here a special case of this

conjecture: if [x, xn] = 0 n ≥ 2 or n = −1 then the non-power x is a simple curve.

This result was proven in [9] for surfaces with boundary and n ≥ 3. Similarly, the

statement that δ(xn), n ≥ 2 counts self-intersection was proven for the case of surfaces

with boundary and n ≥ 3 in [10] (where δ denotes Turaev’s cobracket)

In [7] it is proven that[xp, yq] counts intersection and self-intersection if p, q even for

orientable orbifolds, if p and q are larger than a constant depending on x and y.

In [13] it is proven that the center of the Goldman Lie algebra on closed surfaces is

generated by the trivial loop. In [15] it is proven that the center of the Goldman Lie algebra

is generated by the trivial loop and powers of loops parallel to boundary components in

all surfaces.

In Goldman’s original work [14] there is also a Lie algebra structure on classes of

undirected curves. In [8] it is proven that the center of this Lie algebra of undirected

curves is generated by the class of the trivial loop and the classes of loops parallel to

boundary components or punctures. Also it was conjectured (suggested by computer

experiments) that if the bracket of two undirected curves is zero then these classes have

disjoint representatives.

In [4] it is shown that the Andersen-Mattes-Reshetikhin bracket accurately counts in-

tersection of two curves. (The Andersen-Mattes-Reshetikhin bracket is a Poisson bracket

defined on the vector space spanned by chord diagrams on a surface. It can be viewed as

a generalization of the Goldman bracket. )

In [3] a generalization of Turaev’s cobracket is given (following the Andersen-Mattes-

Reshetikhin Lie algebra), and it is proven that this cobracket counts self-intersection.

See works of Kawazumi and Kuno for interesting geometric results about the Goldman

Lie algbra expressed more algebraically [16, 17, 18].
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2. Goldman Lie algebra

Let Σ be an oriented surface that admits a complete hyperbolic metric of finite area

with (may be empty) geodesic boundary.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between free homotopy classes of directed closed

curves in Σ and the set of all conjugacy classes in the fundamental group π1(Σ) of Σ,

both of which will be denoted by π. We denote the free homotopy class of a directed

closed curve x by 〈x〉. When two curves x and y intersect in transversal double points,

we denote it by x t y.

Given two free homotopy classes of directed closed curves 〈x〉 and 〈y〉, choose directed

representatives x and y respectively, such that x t y. The Goldman Lie bracket of 〈x〉
and 〈y〉 is defined to be

[〈x〉, 〈y〉] =
∑

P∈x∩y

εP 〈x ∗P y〉

where x∩y denotes the set of all intersection points, εP denotes the sign of the intersection

between x and y at P , x ∗P y denotes the loop product of x and y at P .

Given any ring K, extend the bracket linearly to the free module Kπ generated by

π over K. Goldman [14] proved that this bracket is well defined, skew-symmetric and

satisfies the Jacobi identity on Kπ. In other words, Kπ is a Lie algebra, called the the

Goldman Lie algebra. For convenience of notation we denote [〈x〉, 〈y〉] simply by [x, y].

Given two closed curves x and y, define the geometric intersection number between x

and y as the smallest number of crossings of representatives of x and y that intersect only

in transversal double points. In symbols,

i(x, y) = min{x ∩ y : x ∈ 〈x〉, y ∈ 〈y〉,where x t y .}

If x is a non-power closed curve, define the self-intersection number of 〈x〉 to be the

smallest number of crossings of two different representatives of 〈x〉 that intersect only in

transversal double points. In symbols,

SL(x) =
1

2
min{x1 ∩ x2 : x1, x2 ∈ 〈x〉,where x1 t x2 }

A curve x is called simple if it is not a power of another curve and SL(x) is zero. In

this case we call the class 〈x〉 simple. It is clear from the definition of Goldman bracket

that if 〈x〉 has a simple representative then [xn, x] = 0 for all n ∈ Z.
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3. Loop product of closed geodesics

Consider a surface Σ of negative Euler characteristic, with a complete hyperbolic metric.

The length of a closed geodesic x on Σ is denoted by `x. We identify the universal cover

of Σ with the upper half plane H

Given a geodesic x on Σ, an x-segment is a geodesic segment of a lift of x. Geodesics

and points will be denoted by lowercase letters (x, y, . . . ) and uppercase letters (P,Q, . . . )

respectively.

3.1. The “raw product” of the two intersecting closed geodesics. If x and y

are two closed directed geodesics in Σ intersecting at a point P , denote by ΓP (x, y) the

directed, closed, piecewise geodesic on Σ that starts at P , travels once around x, and then

goes once around y. (This piecewise geodesic curve is an actual geodesic except for the

two turns at P , both of the same directed angle. The direction of the turns is determined

by the directions of the geodesics, see Figure 1, right).

Figure 1. Left: One lap of a lift of ΓP (x, y) to the universal cover of Σ.

Right: ΓP (x, y) with “turning” marked in green.

.

3.2. The piecewise geodesic on the class of the term and its lift, the zigzag

curve. Consider a lift P ′ of the point P to the universal cover of Σ and a full lift γP ′(x, y)

of ΓP (x, y) as in Figure 2.

Observe that there are two geodesic segments emanating from each preimage of P in

γP ′(x, y): one which is a lap of a lift of x and the other, a lap of a lift of y. Moreover,
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either the x-segment arrives to each preimage of P and the y segment leaves or the other

way around.

Figure 2. A portion of γP ′(x, y). (The lifts of x are are in blue, and the

lifts of y in red.

By possibly changing labels, one can assume that there is an x-segment P ′′P ′ arriving

to P ′ and a y-segment P ′P ′′
1 leaving from P ′ as in Figure 2.

Denote by S the midpoint of P ′′P ′ and by T , the midpoint of P ′P ′′
1 (see Figure 3).

Note that the lengths of the segments P ′′S and SP ′ are each `x/2, (half of the length of

the closed geodesic x). Similarly, the lengths of the segments P ′T and TP ′′
1 are each `y/2.

Figure 3. A portion of γP ′(x, y) and the line tX,Y

Denote by X (resp. Y ) the hyperbolic transformation on the hyperbolic plane associ-

ated to x (resp. y) as elements of the fundamental group of Σ based at P . Observe the

axes of X and Y contain an x-segment and an y-segment respectively. Note that X ◦ Y
and Y ◦ X are conjugate. Hence, they have have the same translation length and the

projection of their axes to the surface coincide.

Lemma 3.1. The following statements hold:

(1) Both compositions X◦Y and Y ◦X of the transformations X and Y are hyperbolic.
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(2) The axis of X ◦ Y is the line tX,Y through S and T , directed from S to T . This

line is a (full) lift of the closed geodesic in the free homotopy class of the closed

piecewise geodesic ΓP (x, y) (see Figure 3).

(3) The translation length `xy of X ◦ Y is the double of the distance between S and T

and is given by the formula

cosh (lxy/2) = cosh (lx/2) cosh (ly/2)− sinh (lx/2) sinh (ly/2) cosα,

where α is the angle indicated in Figure 4.

Proof. The proof of 1. and 2. follow from [2, Theorem 7.38.6] and we include it for com-

pleteness. For each point U on the hyperbolic plane, we denote by RU the anticlockwise

rotation about U of angle π.

Figure 4. Product of two hyperbolic transformations whose axes intersect

Observe that the axis of X contains the segment S ′S (in blue in Figure 4) and the axis

of Y contains the segment SS1 (in red in Figure 4). Also, X = RPRS and Y = RTRP .

Therefore, Y ◦X = RSRT and the axis of Y ◦X is the line from S to T . By the Cosine

Rule (see [2, Section 1.12]. Since X ◦ Y and Y ◦ X are conjugate by X, if one of the

compositions is hyperbolic so is the other.

�

3.3. The midpoint of a closed geodesic with respect to a point. For each closed

geodesic z in Σ and each point R in z, the midpoint of z with respect to R, denoted by Rz

is the point of z such that the lengths of both arcs of z from R to Rz are equal.

The next corollary follows from Lemma 3.1.
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Figure 5. Lengths of segments in Lemma 3.1

Corollary 3.2. The unique closed directed geodesic in the free homotopy class of ΓP (x, y)

(which is also the unique geodesic in the class of the loop product of x and y based at P )

is the projection (by the covering map) of the axis of the composition X ◦ Y . Moreover,

this closed geodesic intersects x in Px, the midpoint of x with respect to P , and y in Py

the midpoint of y with respect to P . (See Figure 6)

Remark 3.3. In the notation of Corollary 3.2, in Figure 5, S projects to Px and T

projects to Py.

Figure 6. Product, geodesic and lift
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4. Study of the term of the Goldman bracket associated with a given

intersection point of two closed directed geodesics

4.1. Symmetries of two cancelling terms. Throughout this section, we will assume

that P and Q are two intersection points of x and y such that the corresponding terms

of the Goldman bracket cancel. In particular, the closed, directed, piecewise geodesics

ΓP (x, y) and ΓQ(x, y) are freely homotopic. Then there exists a lift P ′ of P and a lift Q′

of Q such that the following happens. There is a full lift γQ′(x, y) of ΓQ(x, y) with the

same endpoints as γP ′(x, y) and the same endpoints as the line tX,Y . Since tX,Y is also

the unique geodesic in the class of ΓQ(x, y), γQ′(x, y) zigzags around tX,Y analogously as

γP ′(x, y).

Since the terms corresponding to P and Q in the Goldman bracket cancel each other,

the signs associated with P are Q are distinct and the local picture around P and Q is as

in Figure 7, possibly swapping P and Q (since the picture is local, the same ideas apply

to the lifts P ′ and Q′.)

Figure 7. Signs determined by the local picture around P and Q.

If T is an intersection point of two directed lines (possibly a self-intersection point) the

forward angle at T , denoted by
−→
T is the angle formed by the two forward directions of

the lines.

The next corollary follows from Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 4.1. The forward angles of at P and Q are congruent. In symbols,
−→
P =

−→
Q.

Lemma 4.2. There exist two lines U and V perpendicular to the line tX,Y (the axis of

X ◦ Y ) such that
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(1) The reflection about U and the reflection about V swap γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y).

(2) The distance between U and V is half of `xy, the translation length of X ◦ Y .

(3) If `x = `y one of the lines, say U intersects an x-segment of γP ′(x, y) and an

x-segment of γQ′(x, y)(thus the lift of a self-intersection point of x) and the other

line, V, intersects a y-segment of γP ′(x, y) and a y-segment of γQ′(x, y) (thus the

lift of a self-intersection point of y). See Figure 10, (2).

(4) If `x ≤ `y, then there are two possibilities: one is as in the previous item (3), and

the other is the following: Each of the lines, U and V intersect an x-segment of

γP ′(x, y) and an x-segment of γQ′(x, y)(thus the lift of a self-intersection point of

x). See Figure 10, (4).

Moreover, all possible configurations of U , V, γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) are those in Figure 10.

Proof. The idea of the proof is the following: the two piecewise geodesics γP ′(x, y) and

γQ′(x, y) zigzag around the axis tX,Y . Since the corresponding terms have opposite signs,

and the turning angles and corresponding pairs of segments are congruent, γP ′(x, y) is

the reflection of γQ′(x, y) about U , a line perpendicular to the axis tX,Y . (In fact, because

of the translation symmetries of the figure, there are infinitely many lines with that

property). Also, both piecewise geodesics γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) are invariant under

X ◦ Y , of translation length `xy. This translation can be written as the composition of a

reflection about U and a reflection about V another line perpendicular to txy, at distance

`xy of U . Thus, the union of both lines is invariant under reflection about V , which implies

that V swaps γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y).

Figure 8. Proof of Lemma 4.2.

The piecewise geodesics are not shown overlapping for clarity.

The formal proof is below.
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Consider a preimage Q′ of the point Q on γQ′(x, y) which is on the same side as P ′ with

respect to tX,Y , the axis of the transformation X ◦ Y . Observe the following:

• The forward angles at all the lifts of P and Q are congruent by Corollary 4.1.

• The length of pairs of corresponding x-segments (respectively y-segments) forming

the piecewise geodesics, drawn in blue and light blue (respectively red and light

red) in Figure 8, are congruent.

• For each of the two piecewise geodesics, the length of the segment between two

consecutive intersection points with the axis is equal to `xy/2 (half the translation

length of X ◦ Y ) and therefore they are congruent (by Lemma 3.1)

Let U be the midpoint of the segment P ′Q′ and let U be the perpendicular to tX,Y

passing through U . The reflection ρU about U swaps γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y).

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1, the transformation X ◦ Y acts as a translation

of distance `xy on the line tX,Y . Consider now a line V , also perpendicular to tX,Y , at

distance `xy/2 from U and before U in the direction of X ◦Y . Then X ◦Y can be written

as ρU ◦ ρV . Since the union of the piecewise geodesics γP ′(x, y) ∪ γQ′(x, y) is invariant

under ρU and under ρU ◦ ρV , then γP ′(x, y) ∪ γQ′(x, y) is also invariant under ρV .

Figure 9. Proof of Lemma 4.2

.

The existence of self-intersection points on x and y follows from the following facts:

• U and V are at distance `xy/2.

• the distance between the intersection of tX,Y and two consecutive laps of x is `xy.

• If `y > `x, the segment resulting from the projection of a y-segment to the axis

tX,Y is smaller than `xy/2. (See Figure 9, where the length of the projection of a

y-segment is 2b)
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• If `x = `y, the segment resulting from the projection of either an x-segment or a

y-segment to the axis tX,Y is `xy/2.

Figure 10. Relative positions of U , V , γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y)

All the possible configurations of γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) can be obtained as follows:

Choose any possible configuration of γP ′(x, y), γQ′(x, y) and tX,Y (In Figure 10 we started

with the case (1) where P ′ and Q′ coincide). Fix γP ′(x, y) and tX,Y and then slide γQ′(x, y)

along tX,Y in any direction up to length `xy. (In our example, until P ′ coincides again

with a lift of Q). There are two generic configurations, shown in Figure 10 (2) and (4):

either U and V intersect the piecewise geodesics in the lift of a self intersection point of

one of the geodesics (the longest one) or U and V intersect the piecewise geodesics in the

lift of one self-intersection point of either of the geodesics. (The extreme cases shown in

Figure 10(1) and (3), satisfy both descriptions). �

Lemma 4.3. If `x ≤ `y then one of the following hold:

(1) There exist an intersection point W of x and y such that
−→
W <

−→
P (Figure 10, (4)).

(2) There exist a self-intersection point V of x and a self-intersection point U of y

such that either
−→
U <

−→
P , or

−→
V <

−→
P . (Figure 10, (2))
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Proof. By Lemma 4.2 (and with the same notations) all the configurations of U , V ,

γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) are as in Figure 10.

Suppose that the relative positions of U , V , γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) are as in Figure 10(4).

The sector of the plane limited by lines U and V , contains a full lap of a lift of x (in light

blue Figure 10) and is traversed by part of a lap of y (in red). As the figure shows, the

x-segment and the y-segment intersect at a point W .

By the Exterior Angle Theorem, the exterior angle at Q′ of the triangle UQ′W (that

is, the directed angle
−→
Q′) is larger than the interior angle at W (that is, the directed angle

−→
W ). In symbols,

−→
W <

−→
Q′. Thus, (1) holds.

If the relative positions of U , V , γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) are as in Figure 10(2), a quadri-

lateral V Q′UP ′′
1 is determined. The desired result (2) follows from the fact that the sum

of the interior angles of a quadrilateral is less than 2π. �

Lemma 4.4. If `x = `y then there exist a self-intersection point U of x and a self-

intersection point V of y such that
−→
U =

−→
V <

−→
P =

−→
Q. (Figure 11.)

Figure 11. Study of case `x = `y

.

Proof. We refer to Figure 11 for the labels of the geometric objects.

Note that the segments AC and BD are congruent since their length is `xy/2. Hence

AB = AC − BC = BD − BC = CD. The triangles V AB and UCD are congruent by

angle-side-angle. This implies that
−→
U =

−→
V .
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The triangles BQ′D and AP ′′C are congruent by SAS (side-angle-side). Then the

interior angle at B and the interior angle at C add up to π.

Since the sum of the interior angles of the quadrilaterlal UQ’BC is less than 2π, and the

interior angle at B and the interior angle at C add up to π, π −
−→
Q′ +

−→
U < π, as desired.

�

4.2. Characterization of simple curves via powers.

Theorem 4.5. If [x, xn] = 0 for some n ≥ 2 then x is simple.

Proof. Suppose that x is not simple and that [x, xn] = 0. Let P and Q be two self-

intersection points of x, such that the corresponding terms cancel and that the forward

angles at P (and Q) are the smallest among all forward angles of self-intersection points

of x. By Lemma 4.3, there is a self-intersection point of x, with a forward angle smaller

than
−→
P . Since [x, xn] = 0, the term corresponding to this self-intersection point cancels,

which is a contradiction. Thus, the corollary holds. �

4.3. Characterization of simple curves via x, x̄. Recall that we denote by x̄ the curve

x with opposite direction.

Theorem 4.6. Let x be a non-power geodesic. Then [x, x̄] = 0 if and only if x is simple.

Proof. If x is simple then by definition of the bracket [x, x̄] = 0.

To study the other implication, we argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exists

a non-power geodesic x, such that [x, x̄] = 0 and x is not simple. Then there are pairs

of self-intersection points of x that cancel. Let P and Q one of such pairs, with the

property that the forward angles at P and Q are the largest among all forward angles of

self-intersection points of x.

We will show that there exists another self-intersection point of x whose forward angle

is larger than that of P .

By Lemma 4.4 the configuration of γP ′(x, y) and γQ′(x, y) is as in the Figure 11.

Consider a small segment s of P ′P ′′ on a neighborhood of V (highlighted in green in

Figure 12). Since [Q′Q′′) is full lift of x (its length being `x), [Q′Q′′) contains a lift of the

projection of the segment s, and a point T , a lift of the projection of V . Hence, there is
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Figure 12. Proof of Theorem 4.5. The arrows in the red and blue geodesic

segments denote the direction of x

an orientation preserving isometry mapping V to T and the interval s to an interval (or

union of two intervals in the extreme case T = Q′) in [Q′, Q′′).

There are four possibilities for the point T : T = Q′, T in (Q′, U), T = U , or T in

(U,Q′).

If T = Q′ then there is an isometry mapping a small segment of P ′′P ′ starting at V

and going in direction to P ′to a small segment starting at Q′ and going in direction of Q′′.

This implies the x is a proper power of another geodesic, contradicting our hypothesis. A

similar argument shows that the assumption T = U leads to a contradiction.

We are going to study now the case T in (Q′, T ) (the case T in (T,Q′′) follows similarly).

Since T is an intersection there is another lift of x through T , such that
−→
T =

−→
V . This

branch has to enter the parallelogram Q′V P ′′U though one of the following segments:

Q′V , V P ′′ or P ′′U , see Figure 12.

If the lift of x through T enters the parallelogram through Q′V , we have a triangle

L1TQ
′ as in Figure 12. By the Exterior Angle Theorem,

−→
Q′ <

−→
T . This contradicts the

assumption that the angle at Q′ is the largest.

If the lift of x through T enters the parallelogram through V P ′′, we have a paralelogram

L2TUP
′′. Since

−→
T =

−→
V , By Lemma 4.4,

−→
U =

−→
V . Since the sum of the interior angles of
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L2TUP
′′ is less than 2π, we have that

−→
Q <

−→
L2 once more contradicting the assumption

that the angle at Q′ is the largest.

If the lift of x through T enters the parallelogram through P ′′U , then
−→
U <

−→
T by the

Exterior Angle Theorem. This contradicts the fact that
−→
U =

−→
T . Thus, the proof is

complete. �
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