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1. INTRODUCTION

Translation surfaces and translation flows were introduced in the study of the dy-
namics of billiards in rational polygons and interval exchange transformations
(IET’s). Later the renormalization theory of translation flows and IET’s provided
a fundamental tool for the study of the dynamics of smooth locally Hamiltonian
(area-preserving) flows on higher genus surfaces with singularity of saddle type.
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2 GIOVANNI FORNI

In these notes, after reviewing basic definitions and results in the ergodic theory
of translation flows, we outline a cohomological approach, based on Hodge theory,
to the basic effective ergodic properties of translation flows: polynomial unique
ergodicity and polynomial weak mixing.

We emphasize how this point of view allows for a largely unified treatment to
the theory of unique ergodicity and weak mixing of translation flows (and related
dynamical systems). Methods of Hodge theory were introduced in the subject in
the seminal papers of Kontsevich and Zorich [Ko97], [KZ97], developed in the
work of the author on effective unique ergodicity starting in [F02] (and in a dif-
ferent direction by M. Möller [Mö06]), and perfected in the more recent work of
S. Filip [Fi16a], [Fi16b], [Fi17].

The power of the Hodge theoretic approach consist in formulas and results about
the Lyapunov exponents of a linear cocycle (the so-called Kontsevich–Zorich co-
cycle) which on the one hand encodes the topological (homological) behavior of
trajectories of translation flows, and on the other hand is related to the tangent co-
cycle of the Teichmüller flow on the moduli space of Abelian differential. Results
on the Lyapunov structure of the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle are therefore funda-
mental for both the ergodic theory of translation flows and for the theory of the
Teichmüller flow and of the related SL(2,R) action (see for instance [ABEM12],
[EM18]).

Similar methods of Hodge theory (for the twisted cohomology) were first intro-
duced in the author’s work on effective weak mixing [F22a], and have provided a
new point of view on earlier work on mixing (in particular a new cohomological
proof of a fundamental weak mixing criterion of Veech [Ve84]), as well as formu-
las and estimates onthe Lyapunov exponents of a “twisted cohomology cocycle”
which lead to bounds on the speed of weak mixing of typical translation flows. A
similar linear cocycle was introduced in the work of A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak
[BS14], [BS18], [BS20], [BS21] on Hölder property of spectral measures which
motivated our own, although the Bufetov-Solomyak cocycle differs as it is not
cohomological and the analysis of its Lyapunov spectrum is based on a different
method (Erdös-Kahane argument), not related to Hodge theory.

These notes are thus based mostly on [F02], [AtF08], [FM14] (and also [F06],
[FMZ12]) for unique ergodicity and on [AvF07], [F22a] for the weak mixing prop-
erty of translation flows. The cohomological proof of the Veech criterion for weak
mixing was so far unpublished.

There are many excellent surveys on interval exchange transformations, transla-
tion surfaces and flows, Veech surfaces, polygonal billiards, dynamics on moduli
space, which can complement these notes, for instance (the list is not exhaustive):
[Fi], [MT02], [HS06], [Zo06], [Yo10], [FM14], [Wr15b]. However, with the ex-
ception of [FM14] (which does not cover weak mixing) none of the above sources
covers applications of Hodge theory to the ergodic theory of translation flows.

The notes are an expanded version of lectures given at the CIME school Modern

Aspects of Dynamical Systems in Cetraro, Italy, in August 2021.
I am very grateful to the organizers Claudio Bonanno, Alfonso Sorrentino and
Corinna Ulcigrai for the opportunity to lecture there.
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2. BACKGROUND: DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

2.1. Polygonal Billiards. A billiard in an euclidean (planar) polygon P is a dy-
namical systems defined by the motion of a point mass on the billiard table with
undergoes “elastic” collisions at the boundary edges (according to the reflection
law of geometric optics: angle of incidence equal angle of reflection). We refer to
the survey of H. Masur and S. Tabachnikov [MT02] for an introduction to billiards
in polygons and translation surfaces and flows.
We note that the phase space of the polygonal billiard in P, restricted to an energy
surface, can be take to be P× S1 since the dynamics on all energy surfaces are
isomorphic and the velocity can be taken to be of unit norm, hence an element of
S1 = {v ∈ R2|‖v‖ = 1}. We also note that the dynamics of a polygonal billiard
is not defined (for all times) for all trajectories that end up in corners, hence it is
defined almost everywhere (on the complement of the union of a countable set of
lines in the phase space).
Polygonal billiards in right triangles are famously related to the motion of two
point masses on an interval with elastic collisions between the masses and at the
endpoints.

Exercise 2.1. Prove that the Hamiltonian system given by point masses m1 and m2

on the interval [0,1] with elastic collisions between the masses and between the

masses and the endpoints of the interval is isomorphic to the Hamiltonian system

given by a right triangle billiard with an angle tan−1
√

m1/m2.

The unfolding construction of Zemlyakov and Katok [KZ75] uncovers a funda-
mental dichotomy in the dynamics of polygonal billiards between the so-called
rational billiards and non-rational billiards. The geometric idea of the construc-
tion is to continue a trajectory as a straight line beyond the reflection at an edge by
reflecting the table with respect to that edge. It replaces therefore the motion with
reflections on the billiard table by a straight line flow on a surface endowed with
a flat (indeed a translation) structure. The dichotomy appears since this (minimal)
unfolding surface can be a a closed (finite genus) orientable surface (rational case)
or a non-closed, infinite surface (non-rational case). Indeed, the unfolding surface
is given by glueing (by translations) along boundary edges of a number of copies of
the given table P equal to the cardinality of the group GP generated by reflections
with respect to lines (through he origin) parallel to edges of P.

Definition 2.2. The table P is called rational if and only if the group GP has finite

order. If P is simply connected the condition that GP has finite order is equivalent

to the condition that all angles of P are rational multiples of π .

If P is rational, the billiard flow in P is equivalent to the straight line flow on a
translation surface, that is, on a closed orientable surface MP with a well-defined
horizontal (and vertical) directions (away from finitely many conical points). The
straight line flow on a translation surface has a first integral: the angle between
the unit tangent vector and the horizontal direction. It follows that the phase space
P×S1 is foliated by invariant surfaces (level surfaces of the prime integral) which
are isomorphic to MP (as translation surfaces).
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In other terms, the angle of the unit tangent vector with the horizontal on the orig-
inal table, although not invariant since the trajectory undergoes reflections at the
boundary edges, is invariant modulo the action of GP on S1. If GP is finite (ratio-
nal case), then the angle defines a prime integral with values in the interval S1/GP,
hence the phase space of the billiard flow is foliated by invariant surfaces. Bil-
liards in rational polygons are a main example of pseudo-integrable Hamiltonian
systems.

An alternative construction going back to R. Fox and R. Kershner [FK36] consists
in forming the double SP of the table P (given by two copies of P glued along
corresponding edges), which is a flat sphere with finitely many conical singularities
with angle which are twice the angle of P.

If all angles are rational multiple of π , it is possible to consider a branched cover
of SP with suitable branching orders at the cone points to get a higher genus sur-
face endowed with a flat metric with trivial holonomy (that is, with well defined
horizontal and vertical directions) and, in particular, with cone singularities of total
angles which are integer multiples of 2π .

We conclude this brief introduction to billiards in polygons with the formula for
the genus of the unfolding surface of a rational polygonal billiard.

Proposition 2.3. (see for instance [MT02]) Let GP be as above the group gener-

ated by all reflections with respect to the edges of the rational polygon P. Let NP :=
#GP/2 (since GP is a dihedral group, it has even order). Let {πmi/ni|i = 1, . . . ,σ}
denote the (rational) angles of P. Then the genus gP of MP is given by the formula:

gP = 1+
NP

2
(σ −2−

σ

∑
i=1

1
ni

) .

Exercise 2.4. Prove the above formula and find all the completely integrable poly-

gons (characterized by gP = 1).

2.2. Moduli space of translation surfaces. The unfolding construction motivated
the introduction of the notion of a translation surface.

Definition 2.5. The following definitions of a translation surface are equivalent :

• A closed orientable surface endowed with a translation structure, that is,

endowed with an equivalence class of atlases such that coordinate changes

are given by translations of the plane;

• A closed orientable surface which can be obtained by glueing planar poly-

gons along boundary edges such that all glueing maps are translations;

• A closed orientable surface endowed with a flat metric with finitely many

cone singularities (of total angles integer multiples of 2π) and trivial ho-

lonomy (that is, such that the holonomy representation of the fundamental

group of the complement of the cone points is trivial);

• A closed orientable surface endowed with a complex structure, hence a

Riemann surface M, and a holomorphic differential h on M;

• A closed orientable surface endowed with a pair {X ,Y} of transverse vec-

tor fields defined on the complement of finitely many points {p1, . . . , pσ}
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such that [X ,Y ] = 0 and such that, for every i ∈ {1, . . . ,σ} there exists

ki ∈ N and a complex coordinate zi defined on a neighborhood Ui of pi

such that

X = Re(z−ki

i

∂

∂ zi

) and Y =−Im(z−ki

i

∂

∂ zi

) on Ui .

The vector fields X and Y are called respectively the horizontal and vertical vector

fields of the translation surface.

Exercise 2.6. Prove the equivalence of the above definitions.

Linear flows on translation surfaces are called translation flows:

Definition 2.7. A translation flow on a translation surface M is the flow (defined

almost everywhere, outside the union of countable many lines) generated by a vec-

tor field V which is parallel with respect to the flat metric. All translation flows are

generated by linear combinations with constant coefficients of the horizontal and

vertical vector fields of the translation surface.

We are interested in the ergodic theory of the “typical” translation flow. A precise
notion of a typical translation flow can be immediately given on every given transla-
tion surface since linear flows for normalized generators are naturally parametrized
by their angle with the horizontal direction and the set of angles is naturally en-
dowed endowed with the (normalized) Lebesgue measure. However, most ergodic
properties have been proved, at least initially for “typical” translation surfaces.
This notion requires the introduction of finitely many parameters on the space of
all translation surfaces and of natural measures on such a space, thereby provid-
ing motivation for the introduction of a Teichmüller space and a moduli space of
translation surfaces.

Definition 2.8. The moduli space Hg of translation surfaces of genus g ≥ 1 is

the quotient of the space of all translation structures on a given smooth closed

orientable surface S of genus g under the action of the group Diff∞(S) of all

smooth diffeomorphisms of the surface S. The Teichmüller space Ĥg of transla-

tion surfaces of genus g ≥ 1 is the quotient of the space of all translation struc-

tures on a given smooth closed orientable surface S of genus g under the action

of the subgroup Diff∞
0 (S) of all smooth diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity.

Consequently, the moduli space Hg can be naturally identified to the quotient

Ĥg/Γg of the Teichmüller space Ĥg under the action of the mapping class group

Γg := Diff∞(S)/ Diff∞
0 (S).

Taking into account the equivalent definition of a translation surface as the data
of a holomorphic differential on a Riemann surface, it can be proved that the Te-
ichmüller and moduli spaces of translation surfaces can be respectively identified
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with finite dimensional vector bundles (of dimension g) over the classical Teich-
müller and moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces. This connection allows for meth-
ods of Riemann surface theory to be extended and applied to the study of transla-
tion surfaces. In particular, the various extensions and refinements of the Deligne-
Mumford compactification of the moduli space of Riemann surfaces have played a
crucial role in the theory of translation surfaces [Ma76], [MW17], [BCGGM18] .

The Teichmüller and moduli spaces of translation structures are stratified according
to the pattern of multiplicity of zeroes of Abelian differentials, or equivalently or
total cone angles. For every κ = (κ1, . . . ,κσ ) ∈ Nσ , such that ∑σ

i=1 ki = 2g−2, the
subsets of translation surfaces of genus g≥ 1 with a set of cone points of cardinality
σ ≥ 1 and multiplicities κ is invariant under the action of the diffeomorphism
group, hence it descends to a subset Ĥκ ⊂ Ĥg of the Teichmüller space and to a
subset Hκ ⊂Hg of the moduli space, called a stratum.
We summarize below several fundamental structures on strata of Teichmüller and
moduli spaces of translation structures:

• A function Aκ : Ĥκ → R+ which gives the total area of the flat metric
of the translation surface; the function Aκ is invariant under the mapping
class group hence is well-defined on the stratum Hκ of the moduli space;

• An atlas of affine charts given by the so-called period maps

Ĥκ → H1(M,Σ;C) ,

with values in the relative cohomology (with complex coefficients) of the
surface M relative to a set of Σ = {p0, . . . , pσ−1} of cone points; the period
maps are locally defined on the stratum Hκ of the moduli space since the
mapping class group acts properly discontinuously on Ĥκ ;

• A measure class defined on Hκ , and on Ĥκ , by the pull-back of the Lebesgue
measure class on the euclidean space H1(M,Σ,C) via the local coordinates
given by the period map;

• A natural action of the Lie group GL(2,R) on the stratum Ĥκ , which de-
scends to an action on the stratum Hκ since the action of GL(2,R) and of
the mapping class group Γg commute.

The period maps can be defined as the (locally defined) map into the relative coho-
mology with complex coefficients

(M,h)→ [h] ∈ H1(M,Σ,C)

or more explicitly as follows: let {a1,b1, . . . ,ag,bg,γ1, . . . ,γσ−1} denote a stan-
dard basis of the relative homology H1(M,Σ,Z) (recall that {a1,b1, . . . ,ag,bg} is
a canonical basis of the homology and {γ1, . . . ,γσ−1} is a set of relative cycles
joining, for instance, p0 to p1, . . . , pσ−1 respectively). The the period map can be
defined as follows:

(M,h)→ (

∫

a1

h,

∫

b1

h, . . . ,

∫

ag

h,

∫

bg

h,

∫

γ1

h, . . . ,

∫

γσ−1

h) ∈ C2g+σ−1 .

The action of the group GL(2,R) on Hκ (hence on Hg) can be defined as follows:
on translation structures given as the data of a translation atlas, the group GL(2,R)
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acts by post-composition of all charts (which are maps with values in R2) by a given
element of the group; on translation structures as the data of planar polygons glued
along the edges by translations, the group GL(2,R) acts by the natural action on
GL(2,R) on planar polygons; on translation structures given as the data (M,h) of a
Riemann surface M and a holomorphic differentials h, the action can be described
as follows: for all A ∈ GL(2,R),

A · (M,h) = (MA,hA) with

(

Re(hA)
Im(hA)

)

= (At)−1
(

Re(h)
Im(h)

)

=

and MA the unique Riemann surface such that hA is holomorphic on MA; on trans-
lation structures given as the data (X ,Y ) of a pair of infinitesimally commuting
vector fields, the action can be described as follows: for all A = (ai j) ∈ GL(2,R),

(1) A · (X ,Y) = (XA,YA) with

(

XA

YA

)

= A

(

X

Y

)

=

(

a11X +a12Y

a21X +a22Y

)

Since dilations of the translation structure do not affect the dynamical properties of
its translation flows, it is natural to restrict consideration to the subset of translation
surfaces of unit total area:

Ĥ
(1)
κ =A

−1
κ {1} = Ĥκ/R

+ and H
(1)
κ := Ĥ

(1)
κ /Γg .

Exercise 2.9. Prove that by Riemann bilinear relations the subset Ĥ
(1)
κ ⊂ Ĥκ is

given locally by a quadratic equation with respect to period coordinates.

It can be verified that the area function Aκ is invariant under the action of SL(2,R)<
GL(2,R), hence the action of GL(2,R) on Ĥκ introduced above induces an action

of SL(2,R) on Ĥ
(1)
κ , that descends to an action of SL(2,R) on H

(1)
κ .

The sub-actions of the above action of SL(2,R) on the union H
(1)
g of all strata H

(1)
κ

given by the subgroups gR and h±R , defined (for t ∈ R) as

(2) gt =

(

et 0
0 e−t

)

and h+t =

(

1 t

0 1

)

, h−t =

(

1 0
t 1

)

,

are known as the Teichmüller geodesic flow gR (introduced by H. Masur [Ma82]),
and the unstable and stable Teichmüller horocycle flows h±R (introduced in [Ma85]).

A fundamental theorem of H. Masur [Ma82] and W. Veech [Ve82] establishes for
every stratum the existence of a probability absolutely continuous measure in the
Lebesgue measure class.

Theorem 2.10. ([Ma82], [Ve82]) For every stratum Hκ , there exists a unique

GL(2,R)-invariant measure µκ on Hκ , which belongs to the Lebesgue measure

class and projects to a probability SL(2,R)-invariant measure µ
(1)
κ on H

(1)
κ .

We can now introduce several precise definition of “typical” (in measure sense) for
translation surfaces and flows.

Definition 2.11. Let µ denote any SL(2,R)-invariant probability measure on H
(1)
κ .

A translation surface in H
(1)
κ is called µ-typical if it chosen randomly with respect
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to µ . It is called Masur–Veech typical if it is µ-typical for µ = µ
(1)
κ , the Masur–

Veech measure. A translation flow is called µ-typical if it the horizontal (or verti-

cal) flow of a µ-typical translation surface and Masur–Veech typical if µ = µ
(1)
κ is

the Masur–Veech measure. Finally, a translation flow is called directionally typ-

ical for a given translation surface with horizontal/vertical vector fields (X ,Y ), if

it chosen randomly with respect to the Lebesgue measure on the circle S1, among

the flows generated by vector fields in the one parameter family

{Vθ := cosθ ·X + sinθ ·Y , θ ∈ S1} .

A well-known difficulty in the study of the dynamics of rational polygonal billiards
is that they are never Masur–Veech typical (for genus g ≥ 2), hence the wealth of
results for Masur–Veech typical translation surfaces are not directly relevant for the
dynamics of rational billiards.
The strategy to go beyond results that can be proved for all translation surfaces,
for directionally typical translation flows (which of course are relevant for rational
billiards), is to consider a natural SL(2,R)-invariant measure µ supported on the
SL(2,R)-orbit closures of a given translation surface, and to prove results for µ-
typical translation surfaces, hoping that they can be extended to the initial surface.

This program presents a priori several very serious difficulties, beginning with
the fact that since SL(2,R) is not an amenable group, there is no guarantee that
an SL(2,R)-invariant measure supported on any SL(2,R)-orbit closure even exists.
The celebrated theorems of Eskin and Mirzakhani [EM18] and Eskin, Mirzakhani
and Mohammadi [EMM15] made the above strategy possible.

Theorem 2.12. [EM18], [EMM15] For any (M,h)∈Hκ , its orbits closure GL(2,R)-
orbit closure M := GL(2,R)(M,h) is locally in period coordinates an affine man-

ifold. In addition, every ergodic probability measure invariant for the (amenable)

maximal parabolic subgroup P of upper triangular matrices is SL(2,R)-invariant,

hence every GL(2,R)-orbit closure supports a GL(2,R)-invariant ergodic mea-

sure. Conversely, every ergodic SL(2,R)-invariant probability measure on Hκ is

supported on a codimension 1 submanifold of an orbit closure (given by transla-

tion surface of a given total area) and belongs to the Lebesgue measure class on

it.

S. Filip [Fi16a], [Fi16b] later refined the above result and proved several algebraic
properties (real multiplication and torsion) of orbit closure characterizing (together
with a dimensional constraint) orbit closures, which imply that they are always
algebraic varieties defined over Q.
The above mentioned results of Eskin, Mirzakhani and Mohammadi, and Filip have
motivated a program of classification of orbit closures. However, from the point
of view of questions concerning the dynamical properties of arbitrary translation
surfaces, and of rational polygonal billiards in particular, the above theorem do not
establish that the initial translation surface is ”typical” in its orbit closure (with
respect to the associated Lebesgue measure class).
In fact, for the purpose of understanding the dynamics of the directionally typical
translation flow, for all translation surfaces, it may be necessary to understand the
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limits of orbit segments of the circle subgroup or of the unipotent subgroups of
SL(2,R) as they are pushed under the action of the diagonal subgroup.
Recent results (see [CW22], [CSW]) on the dynamics of the unipotent subgroup
(Teichmüller horocycle flow) have confirmed that it has a complicated dynamical
behavior, although they do not address in general the question of limits of geo-
desic push-forwards of horocycle arcs or invariant measures (see [F21] for a partial
result).

2.3. Ergodic properties of translation flows:unique ergodicity. A celebrated
theorem proved independently by H. Masur and W. Veech states that, in the ter-
minology introduced above:

Theorem 2.13. [Ma82] , [Ve82] For all strata of translation surfaces, the Masur–

Veech typical translation flow is uniquely ergodic.

Note that, as remarked above, this theorem does not apply to rational billiards.

An equivalent statement for IET’s had been conjectured by M. Keane for IET’s and
was then known as the Keane conjecture. Keane had investigated conditions for
the minimality of IET’s [Ke75] and had first conjectured that minimality implies
unique ergodicity. Counterexamples to this first version [KN76] prompted him to
formulate a revised form of the conjecture.
Equivalent results on the minimality of translation flows had been proved inde-
pendently by Zemlyakov and Katok [KZ75], and it appears their paper was not
immediately accessible to mathematicians in the West.
We recall that a dynamical system is uniquely ergodic if the cone of all probability
invariant measures is one-dimensional, a property that, for minimal continuous
dynamical systems, is equivalent to the uniform convergence of ergodic averages
to the mean, for all continuous functions. This characterization holds for IET’s and
translation flows (despite the fact that they are not continuous dynamical systems)
for all points with well defined semi-orbits.

The above mentioned Masur–Veech theorem was later extended by Kerckhoff,
Masur and Smillie to all translation surfaces.

Theorem 2.14. [KMS86] For all translation surfaces, the directionally typical

translation flow is uniquely ergodic. In particular, for any rational billiard table

and for Lebesgue almost all directions, the billiard flow is uniquely ergodic on the

corresponding invariant surface.

An effective version of the above unique ergodicity result was given by Y. Vorobets
[Vo97], who proved bounds in mean which however are not polynomial (power-
law) in time, but have the significant advantage to come with explicit estimates
for the constants in terms of the genus of the surface. Indeed, the main result of
[Vo97] is a condition for the ergodicity (on the 3-dimensional phase space) of a
non-rational polygonal billiard flow in terms of its rational approxximations.

The polynomial unique ergodicity of directionally typical translation flows on all
translation surfaces was proved in [AtF08].



10 GIOVANNI FORNI

Theorem 2.15. For each stratum H
(1)
κ of translation surfaces there exists a con-

stant ακ > 0 such that, for all translation surfaces (M,h) ∈ H
(1)
κ and for the di-

rectionally typical translation flow φVθ

R on (M,h) there exists a constant Kh(θ)> 0
such that the following holds. For all functions f ∈ H1(M) (the Sobolev space of

functions with square integrable first weak derivative) of zero average, and for all

(x,T ) ∈ M×R+ such that x has infinite forward orbit, we have
∣

∣

∣

1
T

∫ T

0
f ◦φVθ

t (x)dt

∣

∣

∣
≤ Kh(θ)T

−ακ .

We outline below a cohomological proof of the Masur–Veech unique ergodicity
theorem which, thanks to the results of J. Athreya [At06], can be strengthened to a
proof of the above theorem on effective unique ergodicity.

2.4. Ergodic properties of translation flows:weak mixing. We recall the defi-
nition of the weak mixing property. It is a standard result of ergodic theory that
weak mixing can be defined is several equivalent ways. We consider below the
equivalent formulations which are more relevant for our purposes.

Definition 2.16. A flow φR on a probability space (M,µ) is weakly mixing if it

satisfies any of the following equivalent properties:

• The flow φR has no non-constant (square-integrable) eigenfunctions, that

is, there exists no function u ∈ L2(M,µ) of zero average with the property

that for some λ ∈ R

u◦φt = e2πiλt u , for all t ∈ R .

• The spectral measures of the flow φR for all functions f ∈ L2(M,µ) of zero

average, defined as the Fourier transforms of the self-correlation functions

〈 f ◦φt , f 〉 for t ∈ R, are continuous, that is, have no atoms.

• The Cesaro averages of correlations with respect to the flow φR of all pairs

of square integrable functions of zero average converge to zero: for all

f ,g ∈ L2(M,µ) of zero average, we have

1
T

∫ T

0

∣

∣〈 f ◦φt ,g〉
∣

∣dt → 0

• For all c ∈ R, the product φR×Rc
R of the flow φR with the linear flow Rc

R

on T, defined as

Rc
t (y) = y+ ct mod. Z , for all (y, t) ∈ T×R ,

is ergodic on the product (M×T,µ ×LebT).

Exercise 2.17. Prove the equivalence of all the properties listed in Definition 2.16.

We recall that weak mixing is a Gδ dense properties in the space of measure pre-
serving transformations [Ha44], while mixing is not [Ro48]. For IET’s and trans-
lation flows, A. Katok [Ka80] proved that they are never mixing.

The weak mixing property of Masur–Veech typical translation flows on surfaces of
higher genus was first proved in [AvF07].



EFFECTIVE UNIQUE ERGODICITY AND WEAK MIXING OF TRANSLATION FLOWS 11

Theorem 2.18. For all strata of translation surfaces of genus g ≥ 2, the Masur–

Veech typical translation flow is weakly mixing.

We note that on the related problem of weak mixing of interval exchange transfor-
mations which are not rotations, Katok and Stepin [KS67] proved the weak mixing
property for IET’s on 3 intervals, and Veech [Ve84] generalized the result to IET’s
of rotation type on any number of intervals by introducing an important criterion
for weak mixing which will be explained below.

We also note that, as pointed out above, Theorem 2.18 does not imply any weak
mixing property for rational polygonal billiards. The argument can be generalized
to prove the weak mixing property for µ-typical translation flows for all SL(2,R)-
invariant measures supported on orbit closure of rank at least 2 (in the sense of
A. Wright [Wr15a]). In the rank one case, directionally typical weak mixing was
proved by Avila and Delecroix [AD16] for translation surfaces, which are not torus
covers, on closed SL(2,R) orbits (non-arithmetic Veech surfaces). This class in-
cludes billiards in regular polygons with at least 5 edges. A generalization to all
rank one orbifolds has been announced by Aulicino, Avila and Delecroix.

Finally, it is well known that weak mixing cannot be directionally typical for trans-
lation surfaces which factor over a circle T= R/Z (that is, that have a completely
periodic directional foliation with commensurable cylinders), since non-constant
eigenfunctions for the linear flow on T give by pull-back non-constant eigenfunc-
tions for all ergodic directional flow on the translation surface. The presence of ex-
ceptional surfaces makes the problem of characterizing surfaces with directionally
typical weak mixing more challenging. The most natural and simplest conjecture
can be stated as follows:

Conjecture 2.19. For all translation surface which do not factor over the circle

(and in particular are not torus covers), the directionally typical translation flow is

weakly mixing.

We now turn to the notion of polynomial weak mixing. The study of effective weak
mixing (in particular of the Hölder property of spectral measures) for substitution
systems and translation flows was initiated by A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak in a
series of papers [BS14], [BS18], [BS20], [BS21].

Definition 2.20. A smooth flow φR on a probability space (M,µ) is polynomially

weakly mixing for functions in a Banach space W ⊂ L2(M,µ) if it satisfies any of

the following (roughly equivalent) properties:

• The spectral measures of the flow φR for all functions f ∈W of zero average

satsfy a Hölder property: there exists α > 0 such that, for all λ ∈ R there

exists a constant C(λ ) > 0 such that the following holds. For any f ∈ W

the spectral measure σ f of f ∈W satisfies the bound

σ f (λ − r,λ + r)≤C(λ )‖ f‖W · rα , for all r > 0;

• The Cesaro averages of correlations with respect to the flow φR of all pairs

of functions of zero average in W converge to zero polynomially: there
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exists α ′ > 0 and C > 0 such that for all f ,g ∈W of zero average, we have

1
T

∫ T

0

∣

∣〈 f ◦φt ,g〉
∣

∣dt ≤ C‖ f‖W ‖g‖W ·T−α ′
;

• The twisted ergodic integrals of functions in W decay polynomially in mean:

there exists α ′′ > 0, and, for all λ ∈R, there exist a constant C(λ )> 0 such

that, for all f ∈W and all T > 0, we have

‖
1
T

∫ T

0
e2πiλt f ◦φtdt‖L2(M,µ) ≤ C(λ )‖ f‖W ·T−α ′′

.

Exercise 2.21. Discuss the equivalence of all the properties listed in Definition 2.20.

The polynomial weak mixing of Masur–Veech typical translation flows in all higher
genus strata was proved in [F22a] and by a somewhat different approach by A. Bufe-
tov and B. Solomyak [BS21]. We will outline below our cohomological approach
to (effective) weak mixing based on (twisted) Hodge theory.

Theorem 2.22. For all strata of translation surfaces of genus g ≥ 2, the Masur–

Veech typical translation flow is polynomially weakly mixing.

Once more, the argument can be generalized to prove the polynomial weak mixing
property for µ-typical translation flows for all SL(2,R)-invariant measures sup-
ported on orbit closure of rank at least 2. The rank one case, including the case of
non-arithmetic Veech surfaces is open.

Problem 2.23. Establish polynomial weak mixing for directionally typical transla-

tion flows on non-arithmetic Veech translation surfaces.

All of the above results are concerned with translation flows and with rational bil-
liard flows We conclude this section with a digression on general polygonal bil-
liards, whose ergodic theory is poorly understood.

Conjecture 2.24. For almost all (simply connected) polygonal tables the billiard

flow is ergodic and weakly mixing (in the 3-dimensional phase space).

It was proved by S. Kerckoff, H. Masur and J. Smillie [KMS86] that there exists
a Gδ dense set of polygons with ergodic billiard flow. Recently J. Chaika and
the author [CF] have proved that there exists a Gδ dense set of polygons with
weakly mixing billiard flow. It is not known whether there exists a polygon with
mixing billiard flow, although numerical evidence [CP99] suggests that it is the
case for almost all acute triangles. However, while (unique) ergodicity and weak
mixing are Gδ properties, dense in the space of measure preserving transformations
[Ha44], mixing is not [Ro48]. The above-mentioned results on ergodicity and
weak mixing of general polygons are proved by fast approximation based on the
corresponding properties of rational billiards, an approach that cannot be applied
to prove existence of mixing polygons.

The striking gap in our knowledge of the dynamics of billiards in general poly-
gons when compared to rational billiards is related to the discovery (by Rauzy,
Masur, Veech) of a renormalization dynamical system for the dynamics of Interval
Exchange Transformations and Translation flows.
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3. (EFFECTIVE) UNIQUE ERGODICITY: A COHOMOLOGICAL APPROACH

In this section we review the cohomological approach, based on Hodge theory, to
effective unique ergodicity expounded in a series of work including [F02], [AtF08],
[FM14], [Tre14].
Recently, it has been rediscovered by C. McMullen [McM20], who has often pre-
sented it without reference to the much earlier above-mentioned work in his subse-
quent papers (see for instance [McM23], page 210).

The cohomological approach has its roots in A. Katok’s [Ka73] proof of the finite-
ness of the cone of invariant measures for quasi-minimal flows on surfaces with
saddle-like singularities.

3.1. Katok’s finiteness theorem. In this section, we outline, following [Ka73],
the proof of the following fundamental result.

Theorem 3.1. [Ka73] The cone of invariant measures for any minimal translation

flow on a surface M of genus g ≥ 1 has dimension at most g.

This result sharpens an earlier finiteness result by Oseledets (who proved for IET’s
an upper bound equivalent to 2g+#Σ−1 for the dimension of the cone of invariant
measures of a translation flows on a surface of genus g with singularity set Σ).
In the case M = T2 (g = 1), Katok’s upper bound already implies that all (linear)
minimal flows are uniquely ergodic.

The first step of Katok’s argument consists in introducing the (flux) cohomology
class of an invariant probability measure. Let φV

R denote a flow with generator V

on M and let µ an invariant probability measure for φV
R .

Definition 3.2. The flux current ıV µ of the invariant probability measure µ for the

flow φV
R is the closed current of dimension 1 (and degree 1, since M has dimension2)

defined as follows:

(ıV µ)(α) =
∫

M
ıV α dµ , for every 1-form α ∈ Ω1(M,C) .

(The symbol ıV denote the contraction operator with the vector field V on differen-

tial forms, which can be extended to currents by duality).

The (flux) cohomology class F(µ)∈ H1(M,R) of the invariant probability measure

µ is the (de Rham) cohomology class of the flux form of µ , that is,

F(µ) := [ıV µ ] ∈ H1(M,R) .

Note: We adopt here the point of view of L. Schwartz and G. de Rham that a
current of dimension k ∈ N is a continuous linear functional on the Fréchet space
of smooth k-forms, and that every closed current of dimension k has a well-defined
k-cohomology class, defined as the de Rham cohomology class of an appropriate
de Rham regularization (that is a smooth closed k-form).

In the above definition, it remains to prove that the current ıV µ is indeed closed.
This property follows from the invariance of µ with respect to φV

R . In fact, we have
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to prove that the boundary b(ıV µ) or, equivalently, its differential d(ıV µ) vanish.
For every f ∈ Ω0(M,C), we can compute

d(ıV µ)( f ) = (ıV µ)(d f ) =
∫

M
ıV d f dµ

=

∫

M
V f dµ =

d

dt

(

∫

M
f ◦φV

t dµ

)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= 0 .

We have introduced the language of currents since it is essential in proving effective
results. However, following [Ka73] it is possible to bypass the flux current and
directly define the flux cohomology class as an element of the dual H1(M,R)∗. It
is sufficient to define the flux class F(µ) on a basis of the homology H1(M,Z)
and then extend it by linearity. As as basis of the homology, we can choose a
canonical basis {a1,b1, . . . ,ag,bg} of cycles. It is therefore sufficient to define the
flux through a loop and prove that it only depends on the homology class of the
loop.

Indeed, the contraction ıV µ of the invariant measure µ can be interpreted as a
transverse invariant measure for the orbit foliation of φV

R in the following sense.
For every rectifiable arc I ⊂ M, we define its (transverse) measure (ıV µ)(I) as

(ıV µ)(I) := lim
t→0

1
t

µ
(

∪s∈[0,t]φ
V
t (I)

)

It can be proved that the limit exists and that, in addition, the one-dimensional
transverse measure ıV µ is invariant for the orbit foliation: for every pair of trans-
verse arcs [p,q] and [p′,q′] with endpoints p,q and p′,q′ respectively, such that
p′ ∈ φV

R+(p) and q′ ∈ φV
R+(q) we have

(ıV µ)([p,q]) = (ıV µ)([p′,q′]) .

The above properties follows from the fact that by Jordan curve theorem the union
of the transverse intervals [p,q], [p′,q′] and of the orbits segments joining p to p′

and q to q′ bounds a (simply connected) domain D(p,q, p′,q′) such that, for all
t > 0, by the invariance of the measure µ with respect to φV

R , we have

µ
(

∪s∈[0,t]φ
V
t ([p′,q′])\∪s∈[0,t]φ

V
t ([p,q])

)

= µ(φV
t (D(p,q, p′,q′))−µ(D(p,q, p′,q′)) = 0 .

Once the notion of a cohomology class of an invariant measure, the argument pro-
ceeds by the following steps:

• if the flow φV
R is minimal, then the map flux class map F : CV → H1(M,R)

is injective from the cone CV of its invariant measures into the cohomology;
• the image of the map F : CV → H1(M,R) is contained in a Lagrangian

subspace for the natural symplectic structure on H1(M,R) (hence it has
dimension ≤ g).

The natural symplectic structure on H1(M,R) expresses a fundamental symmetry
in the structure of deviations of ergodic averages of translations flows and related
dynamical systems.

We now outline the proof of the above two steps:
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Lemma 3.3. If φV
R is minimal, then F : CV → H1(M,R) is injective.

Proof. Let us assume that for µ1, µ2 ∈ CV we have [ıV (µ1)] = [ıV (µ2)]∈ H1(M,R).
By the de Rham theorem there exists a current U of dimension 2 (and degree 0)
such that

dU = ıV (µ1)− ıV (µ2) .

From the above identity, since ı2V = 0, it follows immediately that

VU = ıV (dU) = ı2V (µ1)− ı2V (µ2) = 0 ,

hence U is invariant with respect to φV
R . In addition, for any transverse interval

I ⊂ M and for any p,q ∈ I we have, by integrating along the subsegment [p,q] ⊂ I

with enpoints p, q,

U(p)−U(q) =

∫

[p,q]
ıV (µ1 −µ2) .

Since by minimality of the flow, the current ıV (µ1 −µ2) is a continuous transverse
measure (it has no atoms), the current U is a continuous function. Since it is
invariant U is a constant function, again by the minimality of the flow. It follows
that ıV (µ1) = ıV (µ2) and, since the contraction operator ıV : Ω1(M,R)→ Ω0(M,R)
is surjective, it follows that µ1 = µ2, thereby concluding the argument. �

For every (p,T ) ∈ M×R+, let γV
T (p) denote the (oriented) orbit segment (defined

for almost all p ∈ M for all T > 0)

γV
T (p) =

⋃

0≤t≤T

{φV
t (p)} , .

For any pair of points p,q ∈ M, let I(p,q) ⊂ M denote an (oriented) arc of uni-
formly bounded length (with respect to a fixed Riemannian metric) joining p to q,
union of a subsegment of a transverse arc I ⊂ M with orbit segments joining p and
q to I. Let then

γV
T (p) := γV

T (p)∪ I(φV
T (p), p) .

Lemma 3.4. For any pair of ergodic invariant measures µ1 and µ2 for φV
R , we have

that the intersection of their flux forms vanishes

F(µ1)∧F(µ2) = 0 ,

Proof. The argument is based on Poincaré duality P : H1(M,R)→ H1(M,R) and
Birkhoff ergodic theorem. By the ergodic theorem, there exists p1, p2 in M, with
distinct orbits, such that the following identity of currents holds :

lim
T→+∞

1
T

γV
T (p1) = ıV (µ1) and lim

T→+∞

1
T

γV
T (p2) = ıV (µ2) .

The above identity concerns currents of dimension 1, hence it can be checked on
smooth 1-forms. For any ergodic measure µ and µ-almost all p ∈ M, for every
smooth 1-form α , by the ergodic theorem we have

lim
T→+∞

1
T
〈γV

T (p),α〉= lim
T→+∞

1
T

∫ T

0
ıV α(φV

t (p)dt =

∫

M
ıV (α)dµ = F(µ)(α) .
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The cup product F(µ1)∧F(µ2) is therefore given as the limit

F(µ1)∧F(µ2) = lim
T→+∞

1
T 2 · ([γ

V
T (p1)]∩ [γV

T (p2)]) .

By Poincaré duality, the above cup product between cohomology classes is equal
to the algebraic intersection number (in homology) between their Poincaré duals,
which in turn is bounded by the total number of intersections between the loops
γV

T (p1)] and γV
T (p1)]:

[γV
T (p1)]∩ [γV

T (p2)] = P[γV
T (p1)]∩P[γV

T (p2)]≤ #
(

γV
T (p1)∩ γV

T (p2)
)

.

Finally, we have

#
(

γV
T (p1)∩ γV

T (p2)
)

= #
(

γV
T (p1)∩ γV

T (p2))+#(γV
T (p1)∩ I(φV

T (p2), p2)
)

+#
(

I(φV
T (p1), p1)∩ γV

T (p2)
)

+#
(

I(φV
T (p1), p1)∩ I(φV

T (p2), p2)
)

,

so that since γV
T (p1)∩γV

T (p2) = /0, as they are distinct orbits of a flow, and since the
arcs I(φV

T (p1), p1) have uniformly bounded length, we conclude that there exists a
constant C > 1 such that, for all T > 1

#
(

γV
T (p1)∩ γV

T (p2)
)

≤CT ,

hence

F(µ1)∧F(µ2) = lim
T→+∞

1
T 2 · ([γ

V
T (p1)]∩ [γV

T (p2)])

≤ lim
T→+∞

1
T 2 · (#

(

γV
T (p1)]∩ [γV

T (p2)
)

) = 0 .

�

Theorem 3.1. By Lemma 3.3, the map F : CV → H1(M,R) is injective and, since
all probability invariant measures are convex combinations of ergodic measures,
by Lemma 3.4 it has image contained in a Lagrangian subspace of the symplectic
space H1(M,R), endowed with the cup product structure. Since all Lagrangian
susbspaces have dimension equal to half the dimension of the space, and H1(M,R)
has dimension 2g, the bound on the dimension of CV follows. �

3.2. Self-similar translation flows. A self-similar translation flow is a translation
flow rescaled by a (linear) pseudo-Anosov map with according to the definition.
below. Pseudo-Anosov maps were introduce by W. Thurston in his work on dif-
feomorphisms of surfaces. Those which stabilize translation flows are of a special
type, since their invariant foliations are orientable. In this section we outline a
renormalization approach to the effective unique ergodicity of self-similar trans-
lation flows. Since the (effective, polynomial) unique ergodicity of the unstable
foliation of a hyperbolic (Anosov) diffeomorphism is closely related to the (effec-
tive, exponential) mixing of the diffeomorphism, the argument outlined below is
the core of a cohomological approach to exponential mixing for a class of pseudo-
Anosov diffeomorphisms (see [F22b]).
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Definition 3.5. A translation flow φX
R is self-similar if there exists a translation

structure (M,h) with horizontal and vertical vector fields (X ,Y ), a homeomor-

phism ψ : M → M and a real number λ > 1 such that

ψ∗(X) = λX and ψ∗(Y ) = λ−1Y .

The real number λ is called the dilation factor of the pseudo-Anosov map ψ .

We note that the homeomorphism ψ : M → M which appears in the above def-
inition is a pseudo-Anosov map with orientable invariant foliations given by the
orbit foliations of the translation flows φX

R and φY
R and it is a diffeomorphism on

the complement of the set Σh = {h = 0} of conical singularities of the translation
surface. Let ψ∗ : H1(M,R)→ H1(M,R) denote the linear homomorphism induced

by the pseudo-Anosov map ψ on the first cohomology of the surface. It follows
from the definition that

ψ∗(Re(h)) = λ−1Re(h) and ψ∗(Im(h)) = λ Im(h) .

Since Re(h) and Im(h) are closed 1-form, by the de Rham theorem they have well-
defined cohomology classes [Re(h)] and [Im(h)] ∈ H1(M,R). It follows that the
spectrum of the linear map ψ∗ contains {λ ,λ−1}. Since λ > 1 equals the maximal
dilation of ψ at all points in M \Σh, it follows that

λ = ρ(ψ) , the spectral radius of the linear map ψ∗ .

It can proved, as a consequence of the Perron-Frobenius theorem, that λ and λ−1

are simple eigenvalues of the linear map ψ∗. Another proof, based on Hodge theory,
which holds in greater generality, is presented below (see Exercise 3.21).

We now explain how to derive a proof of unique ergodicity of self-similar transla-
tion flows based on the ideas of the previous section.

Theorem 3.6. All self-similar translation flows are uniquely ergodic.

Proof. We establish first that all self-similar translation flows are minimal. Let
(X ,Y ) and f be as in the above Definition 3.5. If the translation flow φX

R is not
minimal, then it has a saddle connection γ , as the surface can be decomposed as
the union of finitely many cylindrical component (foliated by periodic orbits) and
minimal components. In particular, there exists a saddle connection of minimal
length. However, by the action of ψ−1, since ψ and ψ−1 stabilize the orbit foliation
of φX

R and ψ−1 scales the time variable along the orbits by a factor λ−1, we can
find a sequence of saddle connections of φX

R with length converging to zero, which
is a contradiction.

Unique ergodicity then follows from the injectivity Lemma 3.3 and from the
following claim:

Claim 3.7. For every ergodic probability measure µ for the flow φX
R on M, we have

ψ∗(F(µ)) = λF(µ) .

By the above claim, since λ > 1 is a simple eigenvalue and ψ∗[Im(h)] = λ [Im(h)],
it follows that, for every ergodic measure µ of φX

R on M, the flux cohomology
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class F(µ) ∈ R[Im(h)] ⊂ H1(M,R), and, by the injectivity of the map F : CX →
H1(M,R), the cone CX of invariant measures for the flow φX

R is one-dimensional,
hence φX

R is uniquely ergodic.

Proof of Claim 3.7. The Claim follows from Birkhoff ergodic theorem. Let µ be
any ergodic probability measure. Let us denote γX

T (p) the orbit of φV
R starting at

p and ending at φX
T (p), as in the previous section. By the ergodic theorem for

µ-almost all p ∈ M we have (as currents of dimension 1) almost

F(µ) = lim
T→+∞

1
T

γX
T (p) = lim

T→+∞

1
T

γX
T (ψ(p)) ,

hence, by taking into account that f∗(X) = λX , we can compute

ψ∗(F(µ)) = lim
T→+∞

1
T

ψ∗(γ
X
T (p)) = lim

T→+∞

1
T

γX
λT (ψ(p))

= λ lim
T→+∞

1
λT

γX
λT (ψ(p)) = λF(µ) .

�

The proof of Claim 3.7 completes the proof of Theorem 3.6. �

The above argument already exhibits the structure of the cohomological argu-
ment for unique ergodicity, which derives it from the simplicity of the top eigen-
value of a linear dynamical system (in this case the action of the pseudo-Anosov
map on cohomology).

We now turn to the problem of proving effective unique ergodicity for self-similar
translation flows. The key point is that, not only ψ∗ : H1(M,R)→ H1(M,R) has
simple top eigenvalue, but it also has a spectral gap, that is, the rest of the spectrum
is contained within a disk of radius strictly less than the spectral radius (in the
case of homomorphisms of finite dimensional vector spaces, simplicity implies the
existence of a spectral gap).

Theorem 3.8. There exist C > 0 and α > 0 such that, for all functions f ∈ H1(M)
(the Sobolev space of square integrable functions with square integrable weak first

derivative), of zero everage, for all (p,T ) ∈ M ×R+ (such that p has infinite for-

ward orbit) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
f ◦φX

t (p)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C‖ f‖H1(M) ·T
1−α .

Proof. The first step in the argument is to write ergodic integrals in terms of the one-
dimensional currents given by orbit segments: since by definition ıX(Re(h)) = 1,
we have, for all (p,R+) and for all f ∈ H1(M),

(3)
∫ T

0
f ◦φX

t (p)dt = 〈γX
T (p), f Re(h)〉

It is therefore enough to prove bounds on the currents γX
T (p) with respect to the

dual Sobolev norm on the space W−1(M,h) of currents (defined as the dual Banach
space of the space W 1(M,h) of 1-form with coefficients with respect to {Re(h), Im(h)}
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in the Sobolev space H1(M). We note that, by the Sobolev trace theorem, the inte-
gration currents along smooth 1-dimensional submanifolds of a surface belong to
the dual Sobolev space W−1(M,h).

The second step is to generate orbit segments, and the associate currents, for large
T > 0 by iterated applications of the pseudo-Anosov map ψ : M → M on bounded
orbit segments. In fact, we have the following identity.

For any T > 1, let nT = [logT/ log λ ] and let τ = T/λ nT ∈ [1,λ ). We then have

(4) γX
T (p) = ψnT

∗ (γX
τ (ψ

−nT (p))) .

Bounds (and even asymptotics) for the currents γX
T (p) as a function for T > 1

can then in principle be derived from knowledge of the spectrum of the operator
ψ∗ : W−1(M,h) → W−1(M,h). However, this approach does not work since the
space W−1(M,h) is too large and bounds on its spectral radius are too weak to
derive interesting bounds on ergodic integrals.

The third step is based on the remark that although the currents γX
T (p) are never

closed (for minimal translation flows), they are always at uniformly bounded dis-
tance from a closed 1-current, given by the loop

γX
T (p) = γX

T (p)∪ I(φX
T (p), p) .

In fact, the integration currents along rectifiable loops are closed and there exists a
constant such that

‖γX
T (p)− γX

T (p)‖W−1(M,h) = ‖I(φX
T (p), p)‖W −1(M,h) ≤C diam(M,h) .

Let K−1(M,h)⊂W−1(M,h) denote the closed subspace defined as

K−1(M,h) = {γ ∈W−1(M,h)|〈γ , Im(h)〉 = 0} .

We note that, since ψ∗(Im(h)) = λ Im(h), the subspace K−1(M,h) is ψ∗-invariant.

Let then Z
−1(M,h)⊂W−1(M,h) denote the subspace of closed 1-currents. For all

k ∈N we write

(5) ψk
∗

(

γX
τ ( f−nT (p)

)

+(λ kτ)Im(h) = zk + rk ,

with zk ∈ Z
−1(M,h)∩K−1(M,h) and rk ∈ Z

−1(M,h)⊥∩K−1(M,h) such that

(6) ‖rk‖W−1(M,h) ≤C diam(M,h) .

By definition, for all k ∈ N we have

zk+1 + rk+1 = ψ∗(zk + rk) = ψ∗(zk)+ψ∗(rk) ,

and by orthogonal projection there exists r′k ∈ Z
−1(M,h)∩K−1(M,h) such that

(7) zk+1 = ψ∗(zk)+ r′k .

Since the current r′k ∈ Z
−1(M,h)⊥∩K−1(M,h) is the orthogonal projection of the

current ψ∗(rk), by the bound in formula (6) there exists a constant C′ > 0 such that

(8) ‖r′k‖W−1(M,h) ≤ ‖ψ∗(rk)‖W−1(M,h) ≤C′ diam(M,h) .
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Finally let ρψ ∈ [1,λ ) denote the spectral radius of ψ∗ on Z
−1(M,h). By the recur-

sive formula (7), we have, for all k ∈ N,

‖zk+1‖W−1(M,h) ≤ ρψ‖zk‖W−1(M,h)+C′ diam(M,h) .

which by comparison leads to the estimate

‖zk‖W−1(M,h) ≤ ρk
ψ

(

‖z0‖W−1(M,h)+C′ diam(M,h)
k−1

∑
j=0

ρ
−( j+1)
ψ

)

.

For k = nT , by formulas (4) and (5), we finally conclude that there exists a constant
C′′ > 0 such that, for all (p,T ) ∈ M×R+

‖γX
T (p)+T Im(h)‖W−1(M,h) = ‖znT

+ rnT
‖W−1(M,h)

≤ ρnT
ψ

(

‖z0‖W−1(M,h)+C′ diam(M,h)nT

)

≤C′′T
logρψ
logλ

(

λ + diam(M,h)
log T

log λ

)

which completes the argument (since 1− logρψ/ log λ > 0) up to the fourth and

last step: the proof of the following claim on the spectrum of ψ∗ on the space
Z
−1(M,h) of closed 1-currents.

Claim 3.9. The spectrum of ψ∗ on the space Z−1(M,h) of closed 1-currents outside

of the unit circle equals the spectrum of the finite dimensional homomorphism ψ∗

on H1(M,R). In fact, the restriction of ψ∗ to the space E
−1(M,h) of exact 1-

currents is isometric, hence its spectrum is contained in the unit circle.

Proof of Claim 3.9. By the de Rham theorem (for currents), there is an isomor-
phism

H1(M,R)≈ Z
−1(M,h)/E−1(M,h) .

Since E−1(M,h) is a closed ψ∗-invariant space, it is enough to prove that ψ∗|E
−1(M,h)

is isometric with respect to an equivalent norm. By definition for any exact cur-
rent γ of dimension 1 there exists a unique current Uγ of dimension 2 such that
〈Uγ , areah〉= 0 and

γ = dUγ .

Since the exterior derivative complex is elliptic with a gain of one derivative, the
current Uγ is given by integration against a square integrable function.

By the de Rham theorem the exterior derivative operator d : Ω1(M) → Ω2(M) is
onto the closed subspace Ω2

0(M) of 2-forms with vanishing total integral. For every
smooth 1-form α we can define

〈Uγ ,dα〉 := 〈γ ,α〉 ,

and the definition is well-posed since whenever dα = dβ , then d(α −β ) = 0 and
since γ is exact, by definition

〈γ ,α −β 〉= 0 .

Thus Uγ is well-defined on the subspace Ω2
0(M) and can be extended to a bounded

linear functional on Ω2(M) by the condition 〈Uγ , areah〉= 0.
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In addition, by the open mapping theorem, there exists a constant C > 0 such that,
for any smooth function f of zero average on M, there exists a smooth 1 form α f

such that dα f = f areah, such that

‖α f ‖W 1(M,h) ≤C‖ f‖L2(M,h) .

It follows that

|〈Uγ , f 〉|= |〈γ ,α f 〉| ≤ ‖γ‖W−1(M,h)‖α f ‖W−1(M,h) ≤C‖γ‖W−1(M,h)‖ f‖L2(M,h) ,

which implies that Uγ ∈ L2(M,h) and that

‖Uγ‖L2(M,h) ≤C‖γ‖W−1(M,h) .

Conversely, for all smooth 1-form α ∈ Ω1(M), we have

|〈γ ,α〉|= |〈Uγ ,dα〉| ≤ ‖Uγ‖L2(M,h)‖α‖W 1(M,h) ,

which implies the converse estimate

‖γ‖W−1(M,h) ≤ ‖Uγ‖L2(M,h) .

We have thus proved that the norm

‖|γ |‖ := ‖Uγ‖L2(M,h) , for all γ ∈ E
−1(M,h) ,

is an equivalent norm on the Banach space E
−1(M,h) (endowed with the norm

induced from W−1(M,h)).
Finally, since the action of a diffeomorphism commutes with the exterior deriva-
tive and the pseudo-Anosov map is area-preserving on (M,h), hence unitary on
L2(M,h), we have

‖|ψ∗(γ)|‖= ‖Uψ∗(γ)‖L2(M,h) = ‖ψ∗(Uγ)‖L2(M,h) = ‖|γ |‖ ,

which completes the proof that ψ∗ is isometric on E
−1(M,h) with respect to an

equivalent norm. �

The proof of Claim 3.9 completes the proof of Theorem 3.8. �

3.3. The Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle. The typical translation flow is not self-
similar, and in fact the results of the previous apply only to a countable set of
translations flows (those which are self-similar). To extend the results to typical
translation flow, it is necessary to introduce a renormalization cocycle over the Te-
ichmüller flow (or a related dynamical system such as the Rauzy–Veech induction
and the Veech “zippered rectangles ” flow [Ve82]) on a cohomology vector bundle
over the moduli space of translation surfaces, which generalizes the action of a
pseudo-Anosov map on the cohomology vector space.

Definition 3.10. [Ko97], [KZ97] The complex Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,C) over a

stratum H
(1)
κ of the moduli space of translation surfaces is the quotient (orbifold)

vector bundle H1
κ(M,R) of the product bundle Ĥ

(1)
κ ×H1(M,R) under the product

action of the mapping class group Γg by pull-back:

H1
κ(M,C) :=

(

Ĥ
(1)
κ ×H1(M,C)

)

/Γg
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The real Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,R) is the real part of the complex Hodge bundle

H1
κ(M,C), that is, the quotient of the trivial bundle Ĥ

(1)
κ ×H1(M,R).

The Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle gKZ
R on H1

κ(M,C) is the projection to the com-

plex Hodge bundle under the action of the mapping class group Γg of the product

cocycle (over the Teichmüller geodesic flow gR)

gR× Id : Ĥ(1)
κ ×H1(M,C)→ Ĥ

(1)
κ ×H1(M,C) .

The Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle on the complex Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,C) has a well-

defined restriction to the real Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,R).

Remark 3.11. The trivial bundle Ĥ
(1)
κ ×H1(M,C) is well-defined over the Teich-

müller space of Riemann surfaces, despite the fact that the Teichmüller space is an

equivalence class of surfaces with respect to the action of the group Diff+0 (M) of

diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity, since the action of Diff+0 (M) is trivial.

The bundle H1
κ(M,C) is therefore the pull-back of a bundle well-defined over the

moduli space of Riemann surfaces (forgetting the translation surface structure).

The trivial connection on Ĥ
(1)
κ ×H1(M,C) projects to a connection on H1

κ(M,R)
called the Gauss-Manin connection.

The Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle is given by the parallel transport of cohomology

classes along orbits of the Teichmüller flow with respect to the Gauss-Manin con-

nection.

Exercise 3.12. Let (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ such that there exists a pseudo-Anosov map ψ :

(M,h) → (M,h) (as in Definition 3.5) of dilation factor λ > 1. Derive from from

the definition of the Teichmüller flow gR (see formulas (1) and (2) in section2.2)

that (M,h) is a periodic point of gR on H
(1)
κ of period T = log λ . Prove that all

periodic orbits of the Teichmüller flow on H
(1)
κ are of this type. Prove that the time

T -map of the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle is given by the formula

gKZ
T ((M,h),c) = ((M,h),(ψ−1)∗(c)) , for all c ∈ H1(M,R) .

The Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle generalizes the action of a pseudo-Anosov map
on cohomology, and provides a framework to extend the results of section 3.2 to
typical translation flows. In terms of the action of elements of the mapping class
group on the cohomology, the returns of an orbit of the Teichmüller geodesic flow
to a fundamental domain of a stratum of the moduli space of translation surfaces
encode a sequence of (pseudo-Anosov) maps whose compositions replace the itera-
tion of a single map, as in the self-similar case. A natural class of translation flows
for which it is possible to prove (effective) unique ergodicity by these methods is
therefore that of horizontal flows of translation surfaces which are recurrent under
the Teichmüller flow (with strictly positive frequency).

As the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle generalizes the action of a single diffeomor-
phism on the cohomology vector space, the notion of a Lyapunov spectrum general-
izes the notion of the spectrum of a homomorphism (strictly speaking the Lyapunov
exponents generalize the logarithms of the modulus of the eigenvalues). Since the
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symplectic structure given by the cup product on the cohomology H1(M,R) is in-
variant under the action of diffeomorphisms, the Kontsevich-Zorich is a symplectic

cocycle, hence its Lyapunov spectrum, with respect to any probability gR-invariant

measure µ on a stratum H
(1)
κ , is symmetric:

λ
µ
1 ≥ λ

µ
2 ≥ ·· · ≥ λ µ

g ≥−λ µ
g ≥ ·· · ≥ λ

µ
2 ≥−λ

µ
1 .

The Kontsevich–Zorich conjectures [Ko97], [KZ97] stated that for µ = µ
(1)
κ the

Masur-Veech measure on a stratum of the moduli space

(9) λ
µ
1 = 1 > λ

µ
2 > · · ·> λ µ

g > 0 ,

and that these exponents are also the deviation exponents of ergodic averages of
Masur–Veech typical translation flows (as well as Masur–Veech typical locally
Hamiltonian flows with non-degenerate saddle singularities) in the sense that, there
exists linear functionals D2, . . . ,Dg on C∞(M) (invariant distributions) such that, for
all functions f ∈C∞(M) and for all ε > 0,

(10)
∫ T

0
f (φX

t (x))dt = T

∫

M
f areah +

g

∑
i=2

Di( f )T λi+o(1)+O(T ε) .

The identity λ
µ
1 = 1 is elementary (as it be explained below), the spectral gap prop-

erty λ
µ
2 < 1 can be derived from Veech proof of non-uniform hyperbolicity of the

Masur–Veech measures, and will be proved below (following [F02]) for all proba-
bility ergodic measures. In fact, it follows from the existence of period coordinates
that the non-negative half of symmetric Lyapunov spectrum of the tangent cocycle
T gR of the Teichmüller flow are

2 ≥ 1+λ
µ
2 ≥ ·· · ≥ 1+λ µ

g ≥ 1 = · · ·= 1 ≥ 1−λ µ
g ≥ ·· · ≥ 1−λ

µ
2 ≥ 0

(with the exponent 1 appearing with multiplicity at least equal to the number of
cone points of surfaces in the stratum), hence λ

µ
2 < 1 if and only if all the non-

trivial Lyapunov exponents of the tangent cocycle T gR are non-zero.

The non-vanishing of Kontsevich–Zorich exponents, that is, the strict inequality

λ
µ
g > 0 (for µ = µ

(1)
κ ), as well as the asymptotic of ergodic averages (10) for trans-

lations flows, were proved in [F02] (see also [F11]).
The simplicity the the Kontsevich–Zorich spectrum, that is, all the strict inequalities
in formula (9), was proved by A. Avila and M. Viana [AV07].
The Kontsevich–Zorich conjecture on the deviation of ergodic averages for locally
Hamiltonian flows has been completely proved only recently [FU], and generalized
to flows with degenerate (canonical) saddle like singularities in [FK].

By the Oseledets theorem, for almost all translation surfaces (M,h) (with respect

to any gR-ergodic measure µ on H
(1)
κ ) there exists a splitting of the cohomology

H1(M,R) = E(λ1)⊕E(λ2) · · ·⊕E(λs)⊕E(−λs)⊕·· ·⊕E(−λ2)⊕E(λ1)

into subspaces corresponding to the distinct non-negative Lyapunov exponents

λ
µ
1 > λ

µ
2 > · · ·> λ µ

s >−λ µ
s > · · ·>−λ

µ
1 ,
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such that for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,s} and for all c ∈ E(±λi),

lim
t→±∞

1
t

log‖gKZ
t (c)‖ =±λi .

In particular, if λ1 = 1 is simple and λ2 < λ1, then for c ∈ H1(M,R) such that
c∧E1(λ1) = 0 we have

lim
t→±∞

1
t

log‖gKZ
t (c)‖ < λ

µ
1 = 1 .

In the following we will prove a similar, but stronger upper bound for all transla-
tion surfaces (M,h) with the property that the Teichmüller geodesic ray gR(M,h)
returns with positive frequency to any given compact subset of the moduli space
(of Riemann surfaces).

3.4. The Hodge norm and its first variation. A powerful tool to analyze the
Kontsevich–Zorich cocyle (hence the tangent cocycle of the geodesic flow) is given
by the Hodge norm on the cohomology bundle (see for instance [Ko97], [KZ97],
[F02], [ABEM12] , [EM18], [McM20], [Fr22], [KW22]).

Definition 3.13. Let M be a Riemann surface. The Hodge norm on the complex

cohomology H1(M,C) is defined as follows. For every c∈ H1(M,C) and for every

complex closed 1- form α on M such such that c = [α ] we set

‖c‖H1(M,C) := ‖α‖M =

(

ı

2

∫

M
α ∧α

)1/2

.

The Hodge norm on the real cohomology H1(M,R) can be defined via the identi-

fication (Hodge representation theorem for Riemann surfaces) of the real cohomol-

ogy H1(M,R) with the subspace of holomorphic 1-forms H1,0(M)⊂ H1(M,C).
In other terms, for every c ∈ H1(M,R) and for every holomorphic 1- form α on M

such such that c = Re[α ] we set

‖c‖H1(M,R) := ‖α‖M =

(

ı

2

∫

M
α ∧α

)1/2

.

Exercise 3.14. Prove that the Hodge norm is well-defined, that is, the definition is

independent of the 1-form representing the (de Rham) cohomology class, and that

it gives an hermitian norm on H1(M,C) and an euclidean norm on H1(M,R).

Exercise 3.15. Prove that the Hodge norm is equivariant under the action of

group Diff+(S) of the underlying smooth surface S, in the sense that, for evert

φ ∈ Diff+(S) and for every c ∈ H1(M,C), we have

‖φ∗(c)‖H1(φ∗(M),C) = ‖c‖H1(M,C) .

The Riemann surface φ∗(M) is defined by precomposition of the charts of an atlas

of the Riemann surface M with the diffeomorphism φ on S.

Prove that, since it is equivariant, the Hodge norm induces a norm on the Hodge

bundle H1
κ(M,C), and on H1

κ(M,R).
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Notation: In the following we will adopt the following notation for the Hodge

norm of a cohomology class c ∈ H1(M,R) at a translation surface (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ :

‖(c,M,h)‖ = ‖c‖H1(M,R) .

The first variation of the Hodge norm along a Teichmüller geodesic is given by the
following formula (see [F02], Lemma 2.1’ , [FM14], Theorem 29, or [FMZ12],
Lemma 2.5):

Lemma 3.16. Let (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ . For any c ∈ H1(M,R), let α ∈ H1,0(M) denote

the unique holomorphic differential such that c = Re(α). We have

d

dt
‖gKZ

t (M,h,c)‖2
∣

∣

∣

t=0
= 2ReB(M,h)(c) := 2Re

(

∫

M

(α

h

)2
areah

)

.

Proof. Since the Hodge norm is equivariant under the action of the mapping class

group Γg we prove the identity for the product cocycle on H
(1)
κ ×H1(M,R).

For all t ∈R, let gt(M,h) = (Mt ,ht) and let αt = ftht ∈ H1,0(Mt) denote the unique
1-form, holomorphic on the Riemann surface Mt , such that c = [Re(αt)].

By definition of the Hodge norm we have

d

dt
‖gKZ

t (M,h,c)‖2 =
d

dt

(

ı

2

∫

M
αt ∧αt

)

=−Re
∫

M
αt ∧

dαt

dt
.

Since [Re(αt)] is constant, it follows that, hence the 1-form

Re(
dαt

dt
) is an exact 1-form.

Since αt is an holomorphic form, hence closed, and Re(dαt

dt
) is exact, we have

∫

M
αt ∧

dαt

dt
=

∫

M
αt ∧

(

dαt

dt
−2Re(

dαt

dt
)

)

=−

∫

M
αt ∧

dαt

dt
.

By definition of the Teichmüller flow, we have ht = e−tRe(h)+ ıet Im(h), hence

(11)
dht

dt
=−e−tRe(h)+ ıet Im(h) =−ht ,

hence we have
dαt

dt
=

d ft

dt
ht + ft

dht

dt
=

d ft

dt
ht − ftht ,

hence, by taking into account that ht is holomorphic,
∫

M
αt ∧

dαt

dt
=
∫

M
αt ∧

dαt

dt
=
∫

M
ftht ∧ (

d ft

dt
ht − ftht) =−

∫

M
f 2
t ht ∧ht .

We conclude that, since ht ∧ht =−2ı areah, for all t ∈ R,

d

dt
‖gKZ

t (M,h,c)‖2 =−Im

(

∫

M
f 2
t ht ∧ht

)

= 2Re

(

∫

M
f 2
t areah

)

,

as stated (since by definition ft = αt/ht , for all t ∈R).
�
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Remark 3.17. For every (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ , the bilinear form

B(M,h)(α ,β ) =
ı

2

∫

M

α

h

β

h
h∧ h̄ =

ı

2

∫

M
(αβ )

h̄

h
, for all α ,β ∈ H1,0(M)

can be interpreted as the fundamental form of the holomorphic connection with

respect to the (flat) Gauss-Manin connection (see [FMZ12], section 2.3).

We prove a crucial estimate on the second fundamental form:

Lemma 3.18. For every (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ and for all c ∈ H1(M),R), we have

|B(M,h)(c)| ≤ ‖(M,h,c)‖2 .

Let then T(M,h) := R[Re(h)]⊕R[Im(h)] ⊂ H1(M,R) denote the so-called tauto-

logical plane and let T(M,h)⊥ denote its symplectic orthogonal:

T(M,h)⊥ = {c ∈ H1(M,R)|c∧ [Re(h)] = c∧ [Im(h)] = 0} .

We have the following estimate:

(12) Λ(M,h) = max
c∈T(M,h)\{0}

|B(M,h)(c)|

‖(M,h,c)‖2 < 1 .

Proof. Let c = Re[α ] with α ∈ H1,0(M) and let f = α/h. A straightforward esti-
mate based on the Schwarz inequality gives

|B(M,h)(c)| =
∣

∣

∫

M
f 2 areah

∣

∣= |〈 f , f̄ 〉L2(M, areah) ≤ ‖ f‖2
L2(M,areah)

= ‖(M,h,c)‖2 .

The first bound in the statement is therefore proved.

In addition, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, equality holds if and only if f̄ ∈
C f . Since the differential α = f h ∈ H1,0(M), so that the function f is meromor-
phic (and not equal to zero), if equality holds then f is meromorphic and ant-
meromorphic (as f̄ is also meromorphic), that is, if and only if f is a non-zero
constant function. However, for all cohomology classes c ∈ T(M,h)⊥ f is not a
non-zero constant function since

∫

M
f areah = ı

∫

M
Re( f h)∧ h̄ = 0 .

hence the above Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is strict. The proof of the second
inequality is therefore complete.

�

The (tautological) g KZ
R -invariant expanding and contracting line bundles T

± are
defined as

T
+(M,h) = R[Re(h)] and T

−(M,h) = R[Im(h)]

have well defined Lyapunov exponents equal to ±1 since

gKZ
t ([Re(h)]) = et [Re(gt(h))] and gKZ

t ([Im(h)]) = e−t [Im(gt(h))]

Exercise 3.19. Prove that for any gR-ergodic invariant measure µ on H
(1)
κ the top

Kontsevich–Zorich exponent λ
µ
1 = 1.
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The following lemma is the key “spectral gap” result for the Kontsevich–Zorich
cocycle:

Lemma 3.20. For all (M,h) ∈ H
(1)
κ , for all c ∈ T(M,h)⊥ and for all t ∈ R, we

have

‖gKZ
t (M,h,c)‖ ≤ ‖(M,h,c)‖exp

(

∫ t

0
Λ
(

gs(M,h)
)

ds

)

.

In particular, if the forward Teichmüller orbit gR(M,h) visits a compact set K ⊂

H
(1)
κ with positive frequency, in the sense that

(13) fK := liminf
t→+∞

Leb({t ≥ 0|gt(M,h) ∈ K})> 0 ,

then, for all c ∈ T(M,h)⊥,

−1 < liminf
t→∞

1
t

log‖gKZ
t (M,h,c)‖ ≤ limsup

t→∞

1
t

log‖gKZ
t (M,h,c)‖ < 1 .

Proof. From Lemma 3.16, for all (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ , all c ∈ H1(M,R) and for all t ∈R,

we have
d

dt
log‖gKZ

t (M,h,c)‖ =
ReBgt(M,h)(c)

‖gKZ
t (M,h,c)‖

.

By the above formula and by the definition of the function Λ in formula (12), it

follows that for all (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ and for all c ∈ T(M,h)⊥,

d

dt
log‖gKZ

t (M,h,c)‖ ≤ Λ(gt(M,h)) ,

hence the estimate in the statement follows by integration.

It can be proved that the function Λ is continuous on H
(1)
κ (as the maximum of a

continuous functions on the Hodge bundle over the unit sphere in the fiber). Since

Λ < 1 everywhere, it follows that for any compact set K ⊂H
(1)
κ ,

Λmax := sup
(M,h)∈K

Λ(M,h) = max
(M,h)∈K

Λ(M,h)< 1 .

Under the assumption that the visit frequency fK > 0 (see formula (15)) we can
estimate

limsup
t→∞

1
t

∫ t

0
Λ
(

gs(M,h)
)

ds ≤ 1− (1−Λmax) fK < 1 ,

from which the estimate in the statement follows immediately. �

Exercise 3.21. Derive from Lemma 3.20 a proof (announced in section 3.2) that

the action on cohomology of all pseudo-Anosov map with orientable invariant foli-

ations has a simple top eigenvalue.

In fact, the Hodge theory approach easily gives a more general result:

Exercise 3.22. Derive from Lemma 3.20 a proof that for any ergodic gR invariant

measure the top Lyapunov exponent is simple and we have the spectral gap

λ
µ
2 < λ

µ
1 = 1 .
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Exercise 3.23. Derive from Lemma 3.20 a proof that any ergodic gR invariant mea-

sure is non-uniformly hyperbolic, in the sense that all Lyapunov exponents of the

tangent cocycle T gR are non-zero, except the (trivial) zero exponent corresponding

to the flow direction.

Remark 3.24. Lower bounds on Kontsevich–Zorich exponents of SL(2,R)-invariant

measures can be derived from second variation formulas for he Hodge norm [F02],
in particular from a formula for the (hyperbolic) Laplacian of the Hodge norm

along SL(2,R) orbits (Teichmüller disks). However, the examples of the so-called

Eierlegende Wollmilchsau [F06] and Platypus [FM08], [FMZ11] made clear that

there is no general lower bounds, as the second exponent can be equal to zero.

A criterion for the positivity of Kontsevich–Zorich exponents was given in [F11],
improving upon [F02].

3.5. Typical (effective) unique ergodicity. In this section we outline the coho-
mological proof of (effective) unique ergodicity. The arguments generalize those
given in the self-similar case in section 3.2, however we adopt a different, more
geometric, perspective, which replaces the analysis of the action of the mapping
class group on cohomology with control of the flat geometry give by the renormal-
ization dynamics (Teichmüller flow) on the moduli space.

We begin with a cohomological proof of a version of a fundamental unique ergod-
icity criterion first proved by H. Masur (see [Ma82], Prop. 6.2):

Theorem 3.25. (Masur’s criterion) Assume that the forward Teichmüller orbit

gR+(M,h) is recurrent to a compact set K ⊂H
(1)
g of the moduli space of unit area

Abelian differentials, then the horizontal flow φX
R of the translation surface (M,h)

is uniquely ergodic.

Proof. Let µ be any probability φX
R -invariant measure on M and let F(µ)∈H1(M,R)

denote its flux class. As in the proof of Claim 3.7, by the ergodic theorem the flux
class is given by the formula

F(µ) = lim
T→+∞

1
T

γX
T (p) .

For all t > 0, the segment γX
T (p) has length e−tT on the translation surface gt(M,h),

hence for any compact set K there exists a constant CK > 0 such that, whenever
gt(M,h)∈K, the norm of the current γX

T (p) in the dual Sobolev space W−1(gt(M,h))
of the (flat) translation surface gt(M,h) satisfies (for T > et ) the bound

‖γT (p)‖W−1(gt(M,h)) ≤CKe−tT .

Since over K, all norms on the cohomology bundle are equivalent we derive the
following bound for the Hodge norm of the flux class: there exists a constant C′

K >
0 such that, for all t > 0, we have

‖gKZ
t (M,h,F(µ))‖ ≤C′

Ke−t .

Under the recurrence hypothesis, the above estimate implies that F(µ) ∈ T(M,h).
In fact, if F(µ) has a component F0(µ) 6= 0 in T(M,h)⊥, by Lemma 3.20 there
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exists a constant C′′
K > 0 such that

(14)
‖(M,h,F0(µ))‖ ≤ ‖gKZ

t (M,h,F0(µ))‖exp
(

∫ t

0
Λ(gs(M,h))ds

)

≤C′′
K exp

(

− t +

∫ t

0
Λ(gs(M,h))ds

)

The assumption that F0(µ) 6= 0 hen implies that

limsup
t→+∞

(

t −
∫ t

0
Λ(gs(M,h))ds

)

<+∞ ,

in contradiction with the assumption that the forward orbit gR+(M,h) is recurrent
to the compact set K. In fact, since for any compact set K′ such that K ⊂K′ we have
maxK′ Λ < 1, and the set K′ can be chose so that, since the trajectory is recurrent to
K, the total Lebesgue measure of the time intervals that it spends in K′ is infinite.
We have thus proved that F(µ)∈T(M,h), and again by the estimate in formula (14),
it follows that F(µ) ∈ R[Im(h)] (since [Im(h)] has Lyapunov exponent equal to
1). Thus by the injectivity Lemma 3.3 the cone of invariant measures is one-
dimensional and φX

R is uniquely ergodic. �

The above Masur’s criterion implies, by the Poincaré recurrence theorem, that all
gR- invariant probability measures are supported on the set of translation surfaces
with uniquely ergodic horizontal and vertical flows.
It implies in particular Theorem 2.13, which states that the Masur–Veech typical
translation flow is uniquely ergodic (Keane conjecture).

The stronger unique ergodicity result given in Theorem 2.13, which states that
unique ergodicity is directionally typical for any given translation surface, follows
from Masur’s criterion and from the statement first proved in [KMS86] that almost
all directional flows are recurrent.

An effective (polynomial) unique ergodicity theorem (Theorem 2.15) was later de-
rived in [AtF08], from Lemma 3.20 and from the effective effective version of the
recurrence result of [KMS86] proved by J. Athreya in his Ph. D. thesis [At06].

In fact, the spectral gap result implies the following conditional effective unique
ergodicity result.

Theorem 3.26. Assume that the forward Teichmüller orbit gR+(M,h) visits a com-

pact set K ⊂H
(1)
κ with positive frequency, that is,

fK := liminf
t→+∞

Leb({t ≥ 0|gt(M,h) ∈ K})> 0 .

Then there exist constants C(M,h) > 0 and α > 0 such that, for all functions f ∈
H1(M) of zero average and for all (p,T ) ∈ M ×R+, such that p has an infinite

forward orbit under φX
R , we have

∣

∣

1
T

∫ T

0
f ◦φX

t (p)dt
∣

∣ ≤C(M,h)‖ f‖H1(M) T−α .
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The proof of Theorem 3.26 is analogous to that of Theorem 3.8 in section 3.2. It
is based on the proof of a spectral gap result for a distributional “transfer cocycle”,
which is derived from Lemma 3.20 by de Rham theorem.

We give below the precise definition of the Sobolev bundle of currents and of the
transfer cocycle.

Let (M,h) be a translation surface with horizontal and vertical vector fields (X ,Y ).
Let W 1(M,h) denote the Sobolev space of 1-forms on M endowed with the Sobolev
norm induced by the flat metric of (M,h). The Sobolev norm of the space W 1(M,h)
is defined as follows: for every smooth 1-form α on M

‖α‖W 1(M,h) :=
(

‖ıX α |‖2
L2(M,areah)

+‖ıY α |‖2
L2(M,areah)

)1/2
.

Let W−1(M,h) denotes the dual Sobolev space of currents of dimension 1 (and
degree 1) on M endowed with the Sobolev norm induced by the flat metric of
(M,h).

Definition 3.27. The Sobolev bundle of 1-currents W−1
κ over a stratum H

(1)
κ is

the quotient of the Sobolev (Hilbert) bundle
⋃

(M,h)∈Ĥ
(1)
κ

{{(M,h)}×W−1(M,h)} .

under the action of the mapping class group Γg on H
(1)
κ and, for every (M,h) ∈

H
(1)
κ , on the Sobolev space W−1(M,h) of currents by push-foward. The bundle

W−1
κ is a Hilbert bundle with norm

‖(M,h,γ)‖−1 := ‖γ‖W−1(M,h) , for all (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ and γ ∈W−1(M,h) .

The transfer cocycle g
(1)
t on W−1

κ is defined as the quotient of the trivial cocycle

gt × Id : (M,h)×W−1(M,h)→ gt(M,h)×W−1(gt(M,h)) ,

under the action of the mapping class group.

We now state the spectral gap result for the transfer cocycle (analogous of Claim 3.9)
in section 3.2.

Lemma 3.28. The subbundle Z
−1
κ ⊂ W−1

κ of closed 1-currents is invariant under

the transfer cocycle g
(1)
R and the restriction of g

(1)
R to Z

−1
κ has a spectral gap, in

the following sense. If the forward Teichmüller orbit gR(M,h) visits a compact set

K ⊂H
(1)
κ with positive frequency, in the sense that

(15) fK := liminf
t→+∞

Leb({t ≥ 0|gt(M,h) ∈ K})> 0 ,

then, there exist constants C > 0 and α > 0 such that, for all γ ∈ Z
−1
κ (M,h), such

that 〈γ ,Re(h)〉 = 〈γ , Im(h)〉= 0, and for all t > 0,

C−1e−(1−α)t‖(M,h,γ)‖−1 ≤ ‖g
(1)
t (M,h,γ)‖−1 ≤Ce(1−α)t‖(M,h,γ)‖−1 .
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Proof. The argument is analogous to the one given in the proof of Claim 3.9 and
will generalized in the proof of the effective Veech criterion (see Theorem 4.23) in
the part on effective weak mixing. We briefly summarize the main steps here.
It is based on the de Rham theorem for currents, on the spectral gap Lemma 3.20
for the cohomology bundle and on a direct proof that the (invariant) subbundle of
exact currents carries the single Lyapunov exponent 0 (with infinite multiplicity).
The latter statement in turn follows from the basic fact that exact currents in W−1(M,h)
are exterior derivatives of square-integrable functions, and that the norm on L2(M,h)
is invariant under the Teichmüller flow, in the sense that

‖u‖L2(gt(M,h)) = ‖u‖L2(M,h) , for all u ∈ L2(M,h) and t ∈ R ,

since the area form areah is invariant under the Teichmüller flow.
�

Proof of Theorem 3.26. We outline the argument which, as announced, is similar
to the proof of Theorem 3.8. However, the point of view is different and geometric,
as we prove below bounds on a given orbit segment under the Teichmüller defor-
mation of the flat metric and of the related Sobolev norms, while in the proof of the
self-similar case (Theorem 3.8) we proved bounds on the push-forwards of a given
orbit segment under the action of the iterates of a pseudo-Anosov map.

We again write ergodic integrals of the horizontal translation flow in terms of one-
dimensional currents γX

T (p) ∈W−1(M,h), as in formula (3). It is therefore enough
to prove bounds on the currents γX

T (p) with respect to the dual Sobolev norm on
the space W−1(M,h).

We consider a sequence (tn) of return times of the forward Teichmüller orbit gR+

to K with positive frequency, that is, such that

(16) lim
n→+∞

tn

n
= f > 0 .

Let γX
Tn
(p) be the first foward return orbit of the horizontal flow to a vertical interval

centered at p ∈ M of unit length on gtn(M,h). We note that a vertical interval of
unit length on gtn(M, p) has length e−tn on (M,h) and that γX

Tn
(p) is the also the

first forward return orbit γ
Xtn

e−tn Tn
(p) for the horizontal flow φ

Xtn

R of gtn(M,h). Since
gtn(M,h) ∈ K, there exists a constant CK > 0 such that

etn/CK ≤ Tn(p)≤CKetn .

By a standard decomposition argument (a generalization of the so-called Ostrowski
expansion of an irrational number), by the condition in formula 16, it is then possi-
ble to reduce estimates on ergodic integrals for arbitrary times to estimates for the
sequence of times (Tn(p)) defined above. We then estimate the Sobolev norm of
the currents γX

Tn
(p) ∈W−1(M,h).

By its definition as a return orbit to a vertical interval, the horizontal orbit segment
γX

Tn
(p) can be closed by the union γ̄X

Tn
(p) := γX

Tn
(p)∪ In with a vertical segment In of

uniformly bounded length on gtn(M,h) connecting its endpoints. Since gtn(M,h) ∈
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K, by definition the loop γ̄X
Tn
(p) has bounded length on gtn(M,h) and there exists a

constant C′
K > 0 such that

‖g
(1)
tn (M,h, γ̄X

Tn
(p))‖−1 ≤C′

K , for all n ∈ N .

Since γ̄X
Tn
(p)) ∈Z

−1(gtn(M,h)) is a closed current, by the spectral gap Lemma 3.28
for the transfer cocycle, there exist C′′

K > 0 and α > 0 such that we have

‖(M,h, γ̄X
Tn
(p))‖−1 ≤C′′

Ke(1−α)tn ,

Since the vertical interval In has length at most e−tn on (M,h) (by construction it
has at most unit length on gtn(M,h)), we conclude that

‖γX
Tn
(p)‖W−1(M,h) ≤C′′

KT 1−α
n ,

which completes the proof of the lemma (up to the Ostrowski-type decomposition
result, for which we refer to [F02], Lemma 9.4). �

Finally, the polynomial unique ergodicity Theorem 2.15 for directionally typical
translation flows follows from Lemma 3.26 and from the result of J. Athreya’s
[At06]. In fact, Athreya’s results imply that the positive frequency condition in
formula (15) holds for Lebesgue almost all directions on every translation surface
(that is, for the horizontal translation flow of (M,eıθ h), for every translation surface
(M,h) and for Lebesgue almost all θ ∈ T).

4. (EFFECTIVE) WEAK MIXING: A TWISTED COHOMOLOGY APPROACH

The cohomological approach to weak mixing of translation flows is based on a
notion of twisted cohomology, which arises naturally if we want to attach coho-
mology classes to eigenfunctions, generalizing the flux cohomology class of an
invariant function (or an invariant measure). It emphasizes a close analogy be-
tween (effective) unique ergodicity and (effective) weak mixing, viewed as the
(effective) unique ergodicity of twisted flows (the products with linear flows on
the circle). The relevant twisted cohomology has a well-Hodge decomposition and
a Hodge norm, and it is possible to compute once again the first variation of the
Hodge norm, and derive a spectral gap result for the corresponding twisted cocy-
cle. Bounds on twisted integrals of translation flows can then be derived from the
spectral gap of the twisted cocycle, in analogy with the (untwisted) case of ergodic
averages.

4.1. Twisted cohomology. We associate to every eigenfunction of a translation
flow a twisted cohomology class.

Let (X ,Y ) denote the horizontal and vertical flow of a translation surface (M,h).
Let u ∈ L2(M,areah) be an eigenfunction of the horizontal translation flow φX

R of
eigenvalue −2πiλ (with λ ∈R):

u◦φX
t = e−2πiλt u , for all t ∈ R , or Xu+2πiλu = 0 .

The 1-form uIm(h) is closed for the twisted differential

dh,λ = d +2πıλRe(h)∧ ,
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in fact, since h is d-closed,

dh,λ (uIm(h)) = du∧ Im(h)+2πıλuRe(h)∧ Im(h)

= (Xu ·Re(h)+Yu · Im(h))∧ Im(h)+2πıλu ·Re(h)∧ Im(h)

= (Xu+2πiλu)areah = 0 .

In the above calculation, all derivatives are taken in the weak L2 sense.

Exercise 4.1. a) Prove that in the case λ = 0, square integrable functions with zero

cohomology class are distributional derivatives of continuous invariant functions,

hence they vanish identically if the horizontal translation flow is minimal.

b) Prove also that, for λ 6= 0, square integrable functions with zero twisted coho-

mology class are distributional derivatives of continuous invariant functions.

c) Prove that non-trivial continuous eigenfunctions for the horizontal flow exist if

and only if the translation surface is a (translation) cover of the circle T = R/Z,

if and only if it has a completely periodic directional foliation, with cylinders of

commensurable heights.

We generalize the above definition of twisted differential to arbitrary closed 1-
forms and we introduce the corresponding twisted cohomology.

Definition 4.2. For any closed 1-form η , the twisted cohomology H1
η(M,C) is

defined as the cohomology of the twisted differential

dη = d +2πıη∧ ,

that is, the cohomology of the differential complex (Ω∗(M),dη) of differential

forms, which is defined as as the quotient

H1
η(M,C) :=

Ker(dη : Ω1(M,C)→ Ω2(M,C))

Im(dη : Ω0(M,C)→ Ω1(M))
.

We note that the above formula gives a well-defined differential operator since for
all smooth differential form α ∈ Ω∗(M,C) we have, since η is a closed 1 -form

d2
η α = (d +2πıη∧)◦ (d +2πıη∧)α = d2α +2πıη ∧dα −2πiη ∧dα = 0 .

It follows that (Ω∗(M),dη) is a well-defined differential complex and the twisted
cohomology H1

η(M,C) is well-defined.

The twisted differential dh,λ defined above is a special case of the twisted differen-
tial dη in Definition 4.2 when the closed 1-form η = λRe(h).

Lemma 4.3. (see [F22a], Lemma 4.2) For every closed 1-form η on M, the twisted

cohomology H1
η(M,C) only depends, up to a unitary (gauge) transformation, on

the cohomology class [η ] ∈ H1(M,R)/H1(M,Z).

Proof. If [η1] = [η2] ∈ H1(M,R)/H1(M,Z), then there exists f : M → T such that
η1 −η2 = d f , and, given any point p ∈ M we can define

f (x) =

∫ x

p
η1 −η2 , for all x ∈ M .
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The above definition is well-posed since the value of the integral does not depend
modulo Z on the path of integration between the points p and x ∈ M.
We then define the “gauge transformation” as

U f = e2πı f : H1
η1
(M,C)→ H1

η2
(M,C) .

In fact, since f : M →T the function e2πı f is well-defined on M with modulus equal
to 1 and, for all 1-form α ∈ Ω1(M,C) we have

dη2(U f α) = d(e2πı f α)+ e2πı f η2 ∧α

= e2πı f (dα +2πid f ∧α +η2 ∧α)

= e2πı f (dα +2πi(η1 −η2)∧α +η2 ∧α) =U f (dη1 α) .

Thus the transformation U f intertwines the twisted differentials dη1 and dη2 and
therefore maps H1

η1
(M,C) onto H1

η2
(M,C). �

It follows in particular that for [η ]∈H1(M,Z) we have that H1
η(M,C)≡H1(M,C),

hence it has dimension 2g.
For [η ] 6∈ H1(M,Z), it can be proved that the twisted cohomology H1

η(M,C) has
dimension 2g−2 (prove as an Exercise or see [F22a], Lemma 4.3).
This dimension loss can be accounted for since [η ] ∈ H1(M,Z) if and only if
H0

η(M,C) is non-trivial, and in fact it is one-dimensional (prove as an exercise
or see [F22a], Lemma 4.1).

4.2. The twisted cocycle. In Definition 3.10 we have introduced the real Hodge

bundle H1
κ(M,R) over a stratum H

(1)
κ of the moduli space of translation surfaces.

We introduce below the toral Hodge bundle and the twisted cohomlogy bundle, on
which the key renormalization cocycles for weak mixing are defined.

Definition 4.4. The toral Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,T) over H

(1)
κ is the quotient

H1
κ(M,T) := H1

κ(M,R)/H1
κ(M,Z)

of the real Hodge bundle over the sub-bundle with fibers given by the integral coho-

mology. The twisted cohomology bundle T
1
κ(M,C) is the bundle over H1

κ(M,T)

with fibers given by the twisted cohomology spaces, defined as the quotient of the

bundle

T̂
1
κ(M, C) = {(h,η ,c)|(h,η) ∈ Ĥ

(1)
κ ×H1(M,R) and c ∈ H1

η(M,C)}/Γg

with respect to the action of the group H1(M,Z) on H1(M,R) by translations and

on H1
η(M,C) by unitary transformations.

Parallel transport yields cocycles over the Teichmüller flow gR and, more generally,
over the the SL(2,R) action on the moduli spaces of translation surfaces

Definition 4.5. The twisted cocycle (denoted as g#
R) is the lift to the twisted co-

homology bundle of the toral Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle (the projection of the
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Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle onto the toral Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,T)) by parallel

transport: for all [(h,η ,c)] ∈ T
1
κ(M,C) and for all t ∈R, we define

g#
t [(M,h,η ,c)] = [(gt(M,h),η ,c)] .

In the above formulas the symbol [(h,η ,c)] denotes the equivalence class of the

triple (h,η ,c) such that (h,η)∈∈ Ĥ
(1)×H1(M,R) and c∈ H1

η(M,C) with respect

to the action of the mapping class group Γg by pull-back and to the action of the

group H1(M,Z) on the space {(η ,c)|η ∈ H1(M,R) and c ∈ H1
η(M,C)}.

4.3. The twisted Hodge norm and its first variation. The twisted cohomology,
hence the twisted cohomology bundle can be endowed with a Hodge norm and a
variational formula can be computed. Any (closed) real 1-form η on a translation
surface (M,h) (in fact, on any Riemann surface has a Hodge decomposition into
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic part, that is, η = η1,0 +η0,1, hence we have
the decomposition

dη = d
1,0
η +d

0,1
η = d1,0 +2πıη1,0 +d0,1 +2πıη0,1

Let H1,0
η (M,C) and H

0,1
η (M,C) denote the space of twisted holomorphic, respec-

tively anti-holomorphic, differentials:

H
1,0
η (M,C) := {α ∈ Ω1,0(M,C)|d1,0

η α = 0} ,

H
0,1
η (M,C) := {α ∈ Ω0,1(M,C)|d0,1

η α = 0} .

Since η is a real form, and h is of type (1,0) (holomorphic) there exists a smooth
function fη : M → C such that

η1,0 = fη h and η0,1 = fη h̄ ,

hence we have twisted Cauchy–Riemann operators

(17)
∂+

η = ∂++2πı fη = (X + ıY )+2πı fη ,

∂−
η = ∂−+2πı fη = (X − ıY )+2πı fη .

Exercise 4.6. Given a real 1-form η , prove that every twisted-holomorphic (resp.

anti-holomorphic) differential α (for the 1-form η) can be written as α = m+h

(resp.α =m−h̄) with m+ (resp. m−) a twisted-holomorphic (resp. anti-holomorphic)

function, that is, such that ∂+
η m+ = 0 (resp. ∂−

η m− = 0).

We note that, for any real closed 1-form η ∈ Ω1(M,R) the twisted cohomology
space H1

η(M,C) has no real subspace, hence for real closed 1-form η we defined
the real twisted cohomology

H1
η(M,R) := Re(H1

η(M,R)⊕H1
−η(M,R)) .

It can be proved that any class c ∈ H1
η(M,R) has a twisted holomorphic represen-

tative, that is, there exists a 1-form αη +α−η ∈H
1,0
η ⊕H

1,0
−η such that

c = Re([αη ]+ [α−η ]) ∈ H1
η(M,C)⊕H1

−η(M,C) .
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Definition 4.7. Let η be a real closed 1-form. The twisted Hodge norm of any

twisted cohomology class c ∈ H1
η(M,C) is defined in terms of a dη -closed repre-

sentative α as follows:

‖c‖H1
η (M,C) :=

(

ı

2

∫

M
α ∧ ᾱ

)1/2

.

The twisted Hodge norm of a real twisted cohomology class c ∈ H1
η(M,R) is

defined in terms of a twisted holomorphic representative αη +α−η as

‖c‖H1
η (M,R) :=

(

‖αη‖
2
H1

η (M,C)+‖α−η‖
2
H1
−η (M,C)

)1/2
.

Notation: For the Hodge norm on the real twisted cohomology bundle we adopt
the notation

‖(M,h,η ,c)‖ = ‖c‖H1
η (M,R) , for all (h,η ,c) ∈ T

1
κ(M,C) .

The following variational formula, analogous to the first variational formula in
Lemma 3.16, holds. The argument follows the original one in the proof of Lemma 5.2
of [F22a] with additional details.

Lemma 4.8. For all (M,h,η) ∈ H1
κ(M,R) and c ∈ H1

η(M,R), we have

d

dt
‖g#

t (h,η ,c)‖2
∣

∣

t=0 = 4Re

(

∫

M

(αη

h

)(α−η

h

)

areah

)

:= 2ReB(M,h,η)(c) .

Proof. For t ∈ R, let us denote g#
t (M,h) = (Mt ,ht) and let

(18) c = Re[mη ,tht +m−η ,tht ] , with m±η ,tht ∈H
1,0
±η(Mt ,C) .

By the definition of the twisted cocycle and of the Hodge norm, we have

‖g#
t (M,h,η ,c)‖2 =

(

∫

M
(|mη ,t |

2 + |m−η ,t |
2) areah

)

,

hence

(19)
d

dt
‖g#

t (M,h,η ,c)‖2 = 2Re

(

∫

M

dmη ,t

dt
·mη ,t +

dm−η ,t

dt
·m−η ,t) areah

)

.

By differentiating in formula (18), since the cohomology class c ∈ H1
η(M,C)⊕

H1
−η(M,C) does not depend on t ∈ R, since dht/dt = −h̄t by the definition of the

Teichmüller flow (see formula (11)) and by taking into account that d−η = d̄η , there
exists a unique smooth function wη ,t of zero average such that

(20) Re
(dmη ,t

dt
ht −mη ,t h̄t +

dm−η ,t

dt
ht −m−η ,t h̄t −dη wη ,t

)

≡ 0 .

Now we observe that the 1-forms dm±η,t

dt
ht are d

1,0
±η ,t -closed, and the 1-form m±η ,t h̄t

are d
0,1
±η ,t-closed, hence there exist α1,0

±η ,t ∈ H
1,0
η (Mt ,C) and α0,1

±η ,t ∈ H
0,1
η (Mt ,C),

and smooth functions u±η ,t , v±η ,t such that

dm±η ,t

dt
ht = α1,0

±η ,t +d
1,0
±η ,tu±η ,t and m±η ,t h̄t = α0,1

±η ,t +d
0,1
±η ,tv±η ,t
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The functions u±η ,t , v±η ,t can be chosen so that

u±η ,t ∈ ker(d1,0
±η ,t)

⊥ = ker(∂−
±η ,t)

⊥ and v±η ,t ∈ ker(d0,1
±η ,t)

⊥ = ker(∂+
±η ,t)

⊥ .

In addition, since m±η ,tht are d±η-closed, and the twisted differential does not
depend on t ∈ R, it follows that their derivatives are dη -closed, so that

d±η

(dm±η ,t

dt
ht −m±η ,t h̄t

)

= d±η

(

α1,0
±η ,t −α0,1

±η ,t +d
1,0
±η ,tu±η ,t −d

0,1
±η ,tv±η ,t

)

= d±η(d
1,0
±η ,tu±η ,t −d

0,1
±η ,tv±η ,t) = 0 ,

from which we claim that we can derive that u±η ,t + v±η ,t ≡ 0, hence

d
1,0
±η ,tu±η ,t −d

0,1
±η ,tv±η ,t = d±η u±η ,t .

In fact, we prove below our claim that for all (M,h), for all real harmonic form η

on M and for functions w ∈ H1(M) such that w ∈
(

(ker(∂+
±η)∩ ker(∂−

±η)
)⊥

, we
have

d
1,0
±η d

0,1
±η w = 0 =⇒ w = 0 ,

The identity d
1,0
±η d

0,1
±η w = 0 can be written in terms of the twisted Cauchy-Riemann

operators (since the function fη in formula (17) is meromorphic) as

∂+
±η∂−

±η w = ∂+
±η ∂−

η w = ∂+∂−w+2πı( f±η∂++ f±η∂−)w−4π| f±η |
2w = 0 .

Since the adjoint (∂±
±η)

∗=−∂∓
±η as densely defined closed operators on L2(M,areah)

with domain the Sobolev space H1(M), it follows that

‖∂±
±η w‖2 =−〈∂∓

±η ∂±
±ηw,w〉= 0 ,

hence w ∈ ker(∂+
±η)∩ ker(∂−

±η) and, by the assumption that it also belongs to its
orthogonal, we conclude that w = 0, as claimed.

From formula (20) we then conclude that Re(d±η(uη ,t + u−η ,t)− d±η w±η ,t ≡ 0
and

Re
(

α1,0
η ,t +α1,0

−η ,t −α0,1
η ,t −α0,1

−η ,t

)

≡ 0

and from the above equation we derive

α1,0
±η ,t = α0,1

∓η ,t .

By taking into account that the cup d
1,0
±η ,tC

∞(M) is Hodge orthogonal to H
1,0
±η(Mt ,C)

and d
0,1
±η ,tC

∞(M) is Hodge orthogonal to H
0,1
±η(Mt ,C) follows that

Re
∫

M

dm±η ,t

dt
m±η ,t · areah =−

1
2

Im
∫

M
(α1,0

±η ,t +d
1,0
η ,t u±η)∧m±η ,tht

=−
1
2

Im
∫

M
(α1,0

±η ,t)∧m±η ,tht =
1
2

Im
∫

M
(α0,1

∓η ,t)∧m±η ,tht

=
1
2

Im
∫

M
(m∓η ,t h̄t −d

0,1
η ,t v±η)∧m±η ,tht = Re

∫

M
(m∓η ,tm±η ,t) areah .

By formula (19) we conclude that

d

dt
‖g#

t (M,h,η ,c)‖2 = 4Re
∫

M
(mη ,tm−η ,t) areah
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as stated, hence the argument is completed. �

We now derive from the above variation formula a “spectral gap” result for the
twisted cocycle. Strictly speaking, since the twisted cocycle does not have “tauto-
logical” exponents ( the ±1 exponent in the untwisted case) we will prove below
an upper bound on the top exponent of the twisted cocycle.

For all (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ , all η ∈ H1(M,R) , we let

(21) Λ#(M,h,η) := max
c∈H1

η (M,R)\{0}

|B(M,h,η)(c)|

‖(M,h,η ,c)‖2 .

From Lemma 4.8 we immediately derive

Lemma 4.9. For all (M,h,η) ∈ H1
κ(M,T), for all c ∈ H1

η(M,R) and for all t ∈ R,

we have

‖g#
t (M,h,η ,c)‖ ≤ ‖(M,h,η ,c)‖exp

(

∫ t

0
Λ#(gKZ

s (M,h,η)
)

ds

)

.

We prove below a key statement about the function Λ# analogous to Lemma 3.18
in section 3.4. The main difference is that while for the function of Lemma 3.18
we have Λ < 1 on compact sets, the identity Λ# = 1 is verified on compact set on
integral cohomology classes.

Lemma 4.10. ([F22a], Lemma 5.4) The function Λ# is well-defined on the toral

Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,T), it satisfies the inequality 0 ≤ Λ# ≤ 1 everywhere and

Λ#(M,h,η) = 1 =⇒ [η ] ∈ H1(M,Z) .

Proof. The bound follows from the definition and from the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality. The condition Λ#(M,h,η) = 1 is equivalent to equality in the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality. It implies that there exist functions m±η ∈ ker(∂+

±η) such that
mη ∈ Cm−η , hence

mη ∈ ker(∂+
η )∩ker(∂−

η ) .

It follows that

dmη +2πımηη = dη(mη) = (∂−
η mη)h+(∂+

η mη)h̄ = 0 ,

hence (see Exercise 4.11) we have |mη | ∈ C and, since mη 6= 0 (as c 6= 0),

(22) η =
1

2πı

dmη

mη
∈ H1(M,Z) .

We have thus proved that Λ#(M,h,η) = 1 implies [η ] ∈ H1(M,Z) as stated. �

Exercise 4.11. Prove that the identity du+2πıu·η = 0 for a function u∈ L2(M,areah)
implies that u ∈C∞(M), as well as |u|2 ∈ C, and then that, if u 6= 0,

η =
1

2πı

du

u
=⇒ η ∈ H1(M,Z) .
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4.4. The Veech criterion revisited. We prove below a version of Veech’s crite-
rion [Ve84] for weak mixing of translation flows and state a corresponding ef-
fective version. The argument is based on the first variation Lemma 4.8 for the
Hodge norm on the twisted cohomology bundle and has not appeared before. It
is analogous to the cohomological Hodge theory proof of Masur’s criterion (see
Theorem 3.25).

Let gKZ
R : H1

κ(M,T)→ H1
κ(M,T) denote the toral Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle over

the stratum H
(1)
κ of the moduli space of translation surfaces.

Theorem 4.12. Let λ ∈ R\{0} be such that −2πıλ is an eigenvalue for the hori-

zontal translation flow φX
R of a translation surface (M,h) ∈H

(1)
κ , with no continu-

ous eigenfunction. Then we have the inclusion

lim
t→+∞

gKZ
t (M,h, [λRe(h)]) ⊂ [H1

κ(M,Z)]⊂ H1
κ(M,T) ,

that is, every limit of the orbit gKZ
R (M,h, [λRe(h)]) belongs to the set of integer

points of the real Hodge bundle over the moduli space of translation surfaces.

The first step in the argument is given by the following lemma. For any λ ∈ C, let
dh,λ denote the twisted differential for the closed 1-form η := λRe(h), that is,

dh,λ := d +2πıλRe(h)∧ .

and let H1
h,λ (M,C) denote the corresponding twisted cohomology.

Lemma 4.13. Let u ∈ L2(M,areah) be an eigenfunction for the horizontal flow

with eigenvalue −2πıλ . Then u Im(h) is a dh,λ -twisted 1-form. In addition, if the

twisted class [uIm(h)]h,λ = 0, then u=YU is the vertical derivative of a continuous

eigenfunction U ∈ H1(M) of eigenvalue −2πıλ .

Proof. Let {X ,Y} denote the generator of the horizontal and vertical flows, so that,
for all f ∈C∞(M),

d f = X f Re(h)+Y f Im(h) .

By assumption we have (in the weak sense)

(X +2πıλ )u = 0

As we have mentioned at the beginning of section 4.1, by a calculation (in the weak
sense) we derive

dh,λ (uIm(h)) = d(uIm(h))+2πıλuRe(h)∧ Im(h) = (Xu+2πıλu)areah = 0 .

Let us now assume that the twisted cohomology class [uIm(h)]h,λ = 0∈H1
h,λ (M,C).

There exists a function U ∈ L2(M,areah) such that

dU +2πıλURe(h) = uIm(h) .

Since the exterior derivative is an elliptic operator, it follows that U ∈ H1(M) and
by contraction we have

XU +2πıλU = 0 and YU = u .
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It follows that U is also smooth in the horizontal direction, hence it is continuous
(in fact, it is Hölder) by the Sobolev trace theorem along vertical trajectories. �

Exercise 4.14. Prove that every function U ∈ H1(M) such that (X + 2πıλ )U = 0
is of Hölder class 1/2 on the complement of the set Σh := {h = 0}.

Let ∂±
h,λ denote the twisted Cauchy-Riemann operators:

∂±
h,λ = ∂±

h +2πıλ = (X ± ıY )+2πıλ .

By [F22a], Prop. 3.2, the maximal closed extension of the operator ∂±
h,λ is the

operator −(∂∓
h,λ )

∗ and there exist orthogonal decompositions

L2(M,areah) = Ran(∂±
h,λ )⊕ Ker ((∂±

h,λ )
∗) = Ran(∂±

h,λ )⊕ Ker (∂∓
h,λ ) .

For every u ∈ L2(M,areah) there exist functions v± ∈ Ker (∂∓
h,λ )

⊥ ∩H1(M) and

functions m± ∈ Ker ((∂±
h,λ )

∗) = Ker (∂∓
h,λ ) ⊂ L2(M,areah) such that we have a

decomposition

(23) u = ∂+
h,λ v++m− = ∂−

h,λ v−+m+ .

Lemma 4.15. Let u ∈ L2(M,areah) be an eigenfunction for the horizontal flow

with eigenvalue −2πıλ . Let us assume that λRe(h) 6∈ H1(M,Z). Then we have the

following identity between twisted cohomology classes:

[uIm(h)]h,λ =
1
2ı
[m+h−m−h̄]h,λ ∈ H1

h,λ (M,C) .

Proof. Since m± ∈ Ker (∂∓
h,λ ), it follows that the 1-forms m+h and m−h̄ are twisted

closed. In fact,

d(m+h)+ (2πıλm+)Re(h)∧h =
1
2
(∂+

h m++2πıλm+)h̄∧h = 0 ,

d(m−h̄)+ (2πıλm−)Re(h)∧ h̄ =
1
2
(∂−

h m−+2πıλ )h∧ h̄ = 0

We have the identity

uIm(h) = u
h− h̄

2ı
=

(∂−
h,λ v−)h− (∂+

h,λ v+)h̄

2ı
+

m+h−m−h̄

2ı
.

It follows that the 1-form (∂+
h,λ v+)h− (∂−

h,λ v−)h̄ is dh,λ -closed, which implies that

the 1-forms ∂+
h,λ (v

++ v−)h is dh,λ -closed, hence ∂−
h,λ ∂+

h,λ (v
++ v−) = 0, or

∂−
h,λ (v

++ v−) = ∂+
h,λ (v

++ v−) = 0 .

Thus the function v++ v− ∈ Ker (∂+
h,λ )∩ Ker (∂+

h,λ ) and by assumption

v++ v− ∈
(

Ker (∂+
h,λ )∩ Ker (∂+

h,λ )
)⊥

hence v++ v− = 0, and we have

uIm(h) =
1
2ı

dh,λ v++
m+h−m−h̄

2ı
.
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as stated. The argument is therefore complete. �

We then consider the orbit of the twisted cohomology class [uIm(h)]h,λ under the
the twisted cocycle and prove that it decays exponentially (with respect to the
Hodge norm) in forward time.

Lemma 4.16. Let u∈ L2(M,areah) be an eigenfunction for the horizontal flow with

eigenvalue −2πıλ . For all t ∈ R we have

‖g#
t (M,h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)])‖ ≤ ‖u‖L2(M,areah)e

−t .

Proof. Let (Mt ,ht) = gt(M,h). We recall that, by definition of the Teichmüller
flow, we have, for all t ∈ R,

ht = e−tRe(h)+ ıet Im(h) ,

and by the definition of the cocycle we also have

g#
t (M,h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)]) = (Mt ,ht , [e

tλRe(ht)], [e
−t uIm(ht)])

= (Mt ,ht , [λtRe(ht)], [ut Im(ht)]) .

Let us now write the decomposition of the function u in formula (23) for (Mt ,ht ,λtRe(ht)):
there exist functions m±

t ∈ ker(∂±
ht ,λt

) and v±t ∈ H1(M) such that

ut = ∂+
ht ,λt

v+t +m−
t = ∂−

ht ,λt
v−t +m+

t .

By Lemma 4.15 we have that, for all t ∈ R,

[ut Im(ht)]ht ,λt
=

1
2ı
[m+

t ht −m−
t h̄t ]ht ,λt

,

hence by the definition of the Hodge norm and by orthogonality

‖g#
t (M,h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)])‖ =

1
2
(‖m+

t ‖
2
L2(M,areah)

+‖m−
t ‖

2
L2(M,areah)

)1/2

≤ ‖ut‖L2(M,areah) = e−t‖u‖L2(M,areah) .

�

Let Λ# : H1
κ(M,T)→ [0,1] denote the function defined in formula (21).

Lemma 4.17. Let λ ∈ R \ {0} be such that −2πıλ is an eigenvalue for the hor-

izontal flow of the translation surface (M,h) ∈ H(κ) which has no continuous

eigenfunction. There exists a constant Ch,λ > 0 such that, for all t > 0, we have
∫ t

0
Λ#(gKZ

s (M,h, [λRe(h)])ds ≥ t −Ch,λ , for all t ∈R+.

Proof. Let u ∈ L2(M,areah) denote an eigenfunction of the horizontal flow with
eigenvalue −2πıλ . By Lemma 4.9, we have

‖(M,h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)])‖ ≤ ‖gKZ
t (h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)])‖

× exp

(

∫ t

0
Λ#(gKZ

−s gKZ
t (h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)]))ds

)

,
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hence by Lemma 4.16 we have

‖(M,h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)])‖ ≤ ‖u‖L2(M,areah)

× exp

(

−t +

∫ t

0
Λ#(gt(h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)]))ds

)

Since by assumption −2πıλ has no continuous eigenfunction, the twisted coho-
mology class [uIm(h)]h,λ 6= 0. The statement follows after taking logarithms in the
above inequality. �

Proof of Theorem 4.12. We argue by contraposition. Suppose there exists a se-
quence (tn)⊂ R+ of positive times such that

gKZ
tn

(M,h, [λRe(h)])→ (M0,h0, [η0]) 6∈ H1(M,Z) .

Since by Lemma 4.10 the strict inequality Λ# < 1 holds on Hκ(M,R)\Hκ(M,Z) ,
and since by [F22a], Lemma 5.3, the function Λ# is continuous, there exists Λ#

0 < 1
and a neighborhood U0 of (M0,h0, [η0]) such that Λ#|U0 ≤ Λ#

0.
Since the forward orbit gR+(M,h, [λRe(h)]) spends an infinite time in U0, it follows
that for any constant C > 0 there exists tC > 0 such that for all t ≥ tC we have

∫ t

0
Λ#(gKZ

t (h, [λRe(h)], [uIm(h)]))ds ≤ t −C ,

thereby contradicting Lemma 4.17. The criterion is therefore proved. �

4.5. Weak mixing of typical translation flows. The proof of weak mixing for
typical translation flows (and interval exchange transformations) is based on the
Veech criterion for weak mixing established in section 4.4. In this section we out-
line the main steps of the proof for translation flows following [AvF07]. The case
of interval exchange transformations is harder and the proof required a different
strategy.

The Veech criterion suggests the introduction of the notion of a subspace of the
real Hodge bundle which contains all translation flows with non-weakly mixing
horizontal flow:

Definition 4.18. The weak stable space W
s
(M,h) ⊂ H1(M,R) at a translation sur-

face (M,h)⊂H
(1)
κ is the set defined as follows. Let K be a (countable) exhaustion

of H
(1)
κ by compact subset. We then define

W
s
(M,h) := ∩K∈K{c ∈ H1(M,R)|gKZ

t (M,h,c)→ H1
κ(M,Z) as gt(M,h) ∈ K} .

In other terms, after projection onto the toral Hodge bundle H1
κ(M,T), the weak sta-

ble space consists of all cohomology classes which converge to the zero section of
H1

κ(M,T) under the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle gKZ
R as the orbit f the Teichmüller

flow returns to a compact set.

We list below the essential properties of the weak stable space.
For almost all (M,h) with respect to any gR-invariant probability ergodic measure

on H
(1)
κ we have:
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• W
s
(M,h) depends only on the forward gR trajectory of (M,h), hence it only

depends on [Im(h)] ∈ H1(M,Σh,R) which determines a stable leaf of the
Teichmüller flow gR

• W
s
(M,h) is saturated by translates of the stable Oseledets subspaces of the

Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle and equals the union of all integer translates in

case the forward gR-orbit of (M,h) is relatively compact in H
(1)
κ .

We note that in general we do not expect the weak stable space to be contained
in the union of integer translates of the Oseledets central stable space since in
the condition which defines the weak stable space we make no assumption on the
behavior of the trajectory of the cohomology class during excursions of the forward
Teichmüller trajectory gR+(M,h) outside a compact subset of the moduli space.
It is therefore possible that the cohomology class converges to the set H1

κ(M,Z)
without converging to any given element of it (that is, by jumping during excursion
from one integer point to another).

The key lemma on the weak stable space (which we state below without proof)
gives a bound on its dimension.

Lemma 4.19. (see [AvF07] Th. A.1) For µ-almost all (Oseledets regular) transla-

tion surface (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ , with respect to any gR ergodic probability measure, the

Hausdorff codimension H-codim (W(M,h)) of the weak stable space is greater or

equal than the dimension of the unstable Oseledets space E+
(M,h) ⊂ H1(M,R), that

is, it satisfies the bound

H-codim (Ws
(M,h))≥ dim(E+

(M,h)) = ∑
λ

µ
i >0

dim(E(M,h)(λ
µ
i )) .

From the Veech criterion and from above dimension bound, we derive the follow-
ing

Theorem 4.20. (Linear elimination) Let µ be any gR-invariant ergodic measure

with a product structure with respect to the invariant foliations of the Teichmüller

flow and with unstable dimension du
µ (in the absolute cohomology, that is, after the

projection H1(M,Σ,C)→ H1(M,C) in period coordinates) satisfying the bound

du
µ > 1+ codim(E+

µ ) = 1+2g− ∑
λ

µ
i >0

dim(E(M,h)(λ
µ
i )) ,

then for µ-almost all (M,h) ∈ H
(1)
κ the horizontal translation flow φX

R is weakly

mixing. In particular, horizontal translation flow φX
R is weakly mixing for the

Masur–Veech typical translation surface.

Proof. By the Veech criterion [Ve84] (see also Theorem 4.12) if the horizontal flow
is weakly mixing under the condition that

R[Re(h)] 6∈W
s
(M,h) ⇐⇒ [Re(h)] 6∈ R ·Ws

(M,h) .

For all (M,h) which is an Oseledets regular point for the Kontsevich–Zorich cocy-
cle gKZ

R , the set R ·Ws
(M,h) depends only on [Im(h)] (which in turn determines the
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stable leaf of the Teichmüller flow). In addition we have the dimension bound

H-dim (RcotWs
(M,h))≤ 1+H-dim (Ws

(M,h))≤ 1+ codim(E+
µ )< du

µ .

It follows that, since µ has a product structure µ = µs ⊗ µu, for µs-almost all
[Im(h)] ∈ H1(M,Σ,R) the translation surface (M,h) is Oseledets regular for gKZ

R ,
and by the above inequality it follows that, for µu-almost all [Re(h)]∈ H1(M,Σ,R),
we have that R[Re(h)]∩W

s
(M,h) = {0}, hence the horizontal flow is weakly mixing.

In the particular case of the Masur–Veech measure µ = µ
(1)
κ , it was proved in [F02]

(and later in [AV07]) that dim(E+
µ ) = g (the genus). In addition, the Masur–Veech

measure has a product structure with dimension du
µ = 2g. Since for g ≥ 2 we have

2g > 1+2g−g = g+1 ,

it follows that the Masur–Veech typical translation flow is weakly mixing. The
argument is complete. �

Remark 4.21. An analogous argument applies to canonical invariant measures

supported on SL(2,R)-invariant orbifolds M of rank r at least 2. In fact, every

canonical invariant measure µ has a product structure and the stable and unstable

dimensions du
µ = ds

µ = 2r. Since M is gR-invariant the analysis can be restricted

to the invariant subbundle H1
M
(M,R) ⊂ H1

κ(M,R) given by the real part of the

projection of the tangent bundle TM ⊂ H1
κ(M,Σ,C) (the complex relative coho-

mology bundle) onto H1
κ(M,C) (the complex absolute cohomology bundle). It is

known that the Kontsevich–Zorich exponents are all non-zero on H1
M
(M,R) (see

[F11] and [Fi17], Cor. 1.3), which implies that dim(E+
µ ) = r. A condition analo-

gous to that of Theorem 4.20 is therefore verified if and only if

2r = du
µ > 1+2r− r = r+1 ⇐⇒ r ≥ 2 .

Remark 4.22. The case of SL(2,R)-invariant orbifolds of rank one is in general

open with the important exception of closed SL(2,R)-orbits (Veech translation

surfaces). Avila and Delecroix [AD16] have investigated in depths this case and

proved in particular directionally typical weak mixing on all non-arithmetic Veech

surfaces. These include surfaces coming by the unfolding of billiards in regular

polygons with at least 5 edges.

We conclude this section with a few words on the proof of weak mixing for Inter-
val Exchange Transformations (IET’s). The problem is essentially equivalent to
establishing weak mixing for translation flows (M,h) with a fixed class Re(h) ∈
H1(M,R) (for almost all Im(h) ∈ H1(M,R)). Indeed, an interval exchange trans-
formation is equivalent to the (horizontal) translation flow obtained by suspension
under a constant roof function. The roof function determines the class Re(h). The
linear elimination procedure outlined above therefore fails.
In fact, for many permutations (of rotation type) the constant roof function deter-
mines a class in the relative cohomology H1(M,Σ,R) which has a non-trivial com-
ponent on the kernel of the forgetful map H1(M,Σ,R)→ H1(M,R) (with respect
to the Oseledets decomposition). Since the extension of the Kontsevich–Zorich
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cocycle (or the Rauzy–Veech cocycle) to the kernel of the forgetful map is isomet-

ric, the Veech criterion immediately implies the weak mixing property for almost
all IET’s, since by the isometric behavior of the cocycle non-integer vector cannot
converges to the integer lattice under the cocycle.

By this isometric elimination scheme, outlined above, Veech [Ve84] established the
weak mixing property for Lebsgue almost all IET’s, for all permutations or rotation
class, which are not rotations. Permutations of rotation class are those equivalent
to rotations (cyclic) permutations under Rauzy operations. The particular case of
IET’s on 3-intervals (which are not rotations) was known earlier from the work of
Katok and Stepin [KS67].

The completion of the proof of weak mixing for typical IET’s (see [AvF07], [AFS23])
is based on a non-linear, probabilistic elimination scheme.

The hyperbolic elimination scheme analyzes the dynamics in H1(M,R) modulo
H1(M,Z) of lines segments approximately aligned with the top unstable Oseledets
subspace contained in balls of given (sufficiently) small radius around integer vec-
tors in the cohomology vector space. There are two main effects:

(1) Repulsion: Under the hypothesis that the second Lyapunov exponent of the
Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle λ2 > 0 line segment are repelled away from the
nearest integer point (under the action of the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle);

(2) Spreading: For sufficiently long excursions of the Teichmüller orbit, a line
segment can get dilated and spread to several line segments near many dif-
ferent integer points (after intersection with balls centered at those points).

The strategy of the argument is to prove that the probability that a given segment
remains inside a fixed neighborhood of the integer lattice converges to zero as time
diverges: the probability of escaping elimination goes to zero with time. This con-
clusion follows from an estimate of the probability that the repulsion mechanism
pushes a segment out of the given neighborhood against the probability that the
segment “survives” by jumping near another lattice point during an excursion of
the Teichmüller obit. The latter is small since excursions of Teichmüller geodesics
outside of the “thick part” of the moduli space are rare (see [At06] or [AGY06]
although the original argument in [AvF07] bypasses such stronger results on excur-
sions).
The key underlying dynamical feature that makes the probabilistic argument possi-
ble are the mixing properties of the Rauzy–Veech induction (rather of the induced
maps on compact sub-simplices) or of the Teichmüller flow, which are exponen-
tially mixing dynamical systems (see [AvF07], [AGY06], [AB07]).

4.6. Effective weak mixing for translation flows. The quantitative theory of weak
mixing for translation flows and Interval Exchange Transformations is based on an
effective version of the Veech criterion, which, as the Veech criterion in Theo-
rem 4.12, can be derived by methods of twisted Hodge theory.

Theorem 4.23. (Effective Veech Criterion) Assume that for some compact set K ⊂

H
(1)
κ of positive measure and for some neighborhood U ⊂ H1

κ(M,T) of the zero
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section (or, equivalently, for some neighborhood of H1
κ(M,Z) in H1

κ(M,R)), for a

given (M,h) ∈H
(1)
κ and λ ∈ R\{0}, we have

fK,U := limsup
t>0

Leb({s ∈ [0, t]|gt (M,h) ∈ K and gKZ
t (M,h,λ [Re(h)]) ∈U})

Leb({s ∈ [0, t]|gt (M,h) ∈ K})
< 1 .

Then there exist constants α > 0 and C(λ ) > 0 such that, for all weakly differen-

tiable f ∈ H1(M) and for all (p,T ) ∈ M×R+ (such that x has an infinite forward

horizontal orbit) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
e2πıλt f ◦φX

t (p)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C(λ )‖ f‖H1(M)T
1−α .

The proof of the effective Veech criterion in Theorem 4.23 is completely analo-
gous to that of effective unique ergodicity in Theorem 3.8 (self-similar case) and
Theorem 3.26 (typical case), in fact it is a “twisted” version of it. We outline this
analogy and the resulting argument below.

Outline of the Proof of Theorem 4.23. First Step. For a fixed λ ∈ R (including in
the untwisted case λ = 0), we write the twisted integrals in terms of 1-dimensional
currents given by the orbit segments. We view orbit arcs γX

T (p) of the horizontal
flow φX

R as 1-dimensional currents defined as

γX
T (p)(α) :=

∫ T

0
e2πıλt (ıX α)◦φX

t (p)dt , for all smooth 1-form α ∈W 1(M,h) .

Since ıX Re(h)≡ 1, we have that

γX
λ ,T (p)( f Reh) =

∫ T

0
e2πıλt f ◦φX

t (p)dt .

We note that the current γX
λ ,T (p), as current of integration along a codimension 1

submanifold belong to the space W−1(M,h) by the Sobolev trace theorem.

Second step. We argue that such currents are at bounded distance from the space
of currents which are closed with respect to the twisted differential

dh,λ = d +2πıλRe(h)∧ .

Indeed, we can compute the twisted differential of the current γX
λ ,T (p) as follows.

Let f ∈C∞(M), then we have

|γX
λ ,T (p)(dh,λ f )| :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
e2πıλt (ıX dh,λ f )◦φX

t (p)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
e2πıλt (X f +2πıλ f )◦φX

t (p)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

d

dt

(

e2πıλt f ◦φX
t (p)

)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣
e2πıλT f ◦φX

T (p)− f (p)
∣

∣

∣
≤ 2‖ f‖W 2(M,h) .
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Thus, ‖dh,λ γX
λ ,T (x)‖W−2(M,h) ≤ 2, for all (p,T ) ∈ M ×R+, and since the operator

dh,λ is elliptic, hence its restriction to the orthogonal of its kernel Z−1
λ
(M,h) has

bounded inverse, it is possible to prove that there exists a constant C(M)> 0 (uni-
formly bounded on compact subsets of the moduli space) such that

inf
z∈Z−1

λ
(M,h)

‖γX
λ ,T (p)− z‖W−1(M,h) ≤C(M)

Since, as we have just proved, the current γX
λ ,T (p) is at uniformly bounded dis-

tance from twisted-closed currents, the argument is reduced to an estimate on the
growth of the (Sobolev) norm of twisted closed currents under the restriction of the
“transfer” cocycle on the bundle W−1

κ (M) of currents of Sobolev order −1 to the
sub-bundle Z

−1
κ ,λ (M) of twisted closed currents.

Third step. The proof of bounds on the growth of the (Sobolev) norm of order
−1 of twisted closed currents can be reduced to the growth of the Hodge norm
of twisted cohomology classes once we have prove that there exists an invariant
norm on the sub-bundle E

−1
κ ,λ (M) of twisted exact currents. The invariant norm

is defined as follows. By definition, a current γ ∈ W−1(M,h) is twisted exact if
γ ∈ dh,λ (L

2(M,areah)), hence we can define

‖|γ |‖h,λ := ‖Uh,λ‖L2(M,areah) if γ = dh,λUh,λ ∈ E
−1
λ (M,h) .

Fourth step At this point, since we have reduced bounds on the currents γX
λ ,T (p)

(in Sobolev norm) to bounds on twisted cohomology classes (in Hodge norm), by
Lemma 4.9 we can derive the the following bound. We note that on compact sets of
the moduli space, the twisted cohomology is finite dimensional, the quotient norm
induced by the Sobolev norms are equivalent to the Hodge norm.

Let K ⊂ H
(1)
κ be any given compact set. For any (M,h) there exists a constant

CK(M,h)> 1 such that, for any T = et such that gt(M,h) ∈ K, for any p ∈ M (with
infinite horizontal forward orbit) we have

(24) ‖γX
λ ,T (p)‖W−1(M,h) ≤CK(M,h)exp

(

∫ logT

0
Λ#(gKZ

s (M,h,λ [Re(h)])ds

)

Let K be a compact set of positive measure and (M,h) be such that

liminf
t>0

Leb{s ∈ [0, t]|gs(M,h) ∈ K}= µK > 0 .

Since by Lemma 4.10 there exists a constant Λ#
max < 1 such that

Λ#(M,h,η)≤ Λ#
max < 1 , for all (M,h) ∈ K and (M,h,η) 6∈U ,

it follows from the bound in formula (24) that

‖γX
λ ,T (p)‖W−1(M,h) ≤CK(M,h)exp

(

1−µK(1− fK,U )(1−Λ#
max)) log T

)

,

that is, for ζ := µK(1− fU)(1−Λ#)> 0, we have

(25) ‖γX
λ ,T (p)‖W−1(M,h) ≤CK(M,h)T 1−ζ .
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Finally, let (Tk) = (etk ) with t0 = 0 and(tk) for k ≥ 1 a sequence of return times of

the forward orbit gR+(M,h) to the compact set K ⊂H
(1)
κ such that

lim
k→∞

tk

k
= µK > 0 .

Fifth Step. The argument is completed by decomposing any horizontal orbit of
length T > 0 into orbits arcs of lengths which belong to the sequence (Tk) (to which
the bound (25) can be applied). In fact for any T > 1 we have the (Ostrowski’s)
decomposition

T =
N

∑
k=0

mkTk

with TN ≤ T ≤ TN+1 and mkTk ≤ Tk+1, for all k < N, hence by the bound in for-
mula (25) we derive

‖γX
λ ,T (p)‖W−1(M,h) ≤CK(M,h)

N

∑
k=1

mkT
1−ζ

k .

For every ε ∈ (0,µK) there exists kε ∈N such that

(µK − ε)k ≤ tk ≤ (µK + ε)k , for all k ≥ kε ,

hence there exists a constant CK,ε > 1 such that

mk ≤
Tk+1

Tk

= etk+1−tk ≤CK,ε e2εk .

There exists therefore a constant CK,ε (ζ )> 1 such that

N

∑
k=1

mkT
1−ζ

k ≤CK,ε

N

∑
k=1

e[(1−ζ )(µK+ε)+2ε ]k

≤CK,ε (ζ )e
[(1−ζ )(µK+ε)+2ε ]N ≤CK,ε (ζ )T

1−α

with

α = 1− (1−ζ )
µK + ε

µK − ε
+2ε .

Since there exists ε > 0 such that in the above formula α > 0, the argument is
complete (in fact, the bound in the statement holds for any exponent α < ζ ). �

The proof of (Masur–Veech) typical effective weak mixing of translation flows is
completed by a linear approximation argument analogous to that outline for proof
of typical weak mixing. Namely, motivated by the effective Veech criterion (Theo-
rem 4.23), in analogy with Definition 4.18, we introduce the effective weak stable
space:

Definition 4.24. The effective weak stable space W
e f f

(M,h) ⊂ H1(M,R) at a trans-

lation surface (M,h)⊂H
(1)
κ is the set defined as follows.



EFFECTIVE UNIQUE ERGODICITY AND WEAK MIXING OF TRANSLATION FLOWS 49

Let K be a countable exhaustion of the moduli space H
(1)
κ by compact subsets and

let U a countable basis of neighborhoods of H1
κ(M,Z)⊂ H1

κ(M,R). We then define

W
e f f

(M,h) := ∩K∈K∩U∈U {c ∈ H1(M,R)|

limsup
t>0

Leb({s ∈ [0, t]|gt(M,h) ∈ K and gKZ
t (M,h,λ [Re(h)]) ∈U})

Leb({s ∈ [0, t]|gt(M,h) ∈ K})
= 1} .

In other terms, in the definition of the effective stable space the convergence takes

place only in average and excursion of the cohomology class outside of any given
neighborhood of the integer lattice are possible provided their frequency converges
to zero in the large time limit.
Despite this importance difference, all the basic properties of the stable space (in
particular concerning its Hausdorff dimension) hold for the effective weak stable
space, and the linear elimination procedure outlined in section 4.5 can be carried
out (see [F22a]), as well as the non-linear, probabilistic elimination (see [AFS23]).

By the effective Veech criterion (Theorem 4.23 and by the linear elimination argu-
ment we can then derive the following:

Theorem 4.25. [F22a] For each stratum H
(1)
κ of translation surfaces there ex-

ists a constant ακ > 0 such that, for the Masur–Veech typical translation surface

(M,h) ∈ H
(1)
κ and for all λ ∈ R there exists a constant Kh(λ ) > 0 such that the

horrizontal translation flow satisfies the following effective weak mixing estimate .

For all functions f ∈ H1(M) (the Sobolev space of functions with square integrable

first weak derivative) of zero average, and for all (p,T ) ∈ M×R+ such that p has

infinite forward orbit, we have
∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
e2πıλt f ◦φX

t (p)dt

∣

∣

∣
≤ Kh(λ )T

1−ακ .

The above theorem implies the last equivalent property in Definition 2.20 for the
space W 1(M), hence it concludes (see also Exercise 2.21) the outline of the proof of
polynomial weak mixing for typical translation flows stated in Theorem 2.22. For
the proof of effective weak mixing for IET’s, based on the effective Veech criterion
and the probabilistic elimination procedure, we refer the reader to [AFS23].

REFERENCES

[At06] J. Athreya, Quantitative recurrence and large deviations for Teichmüller geodesic flow,
Geom. Dedicata 119 (2006), 121–140.

[ABEM12] J. Athreya, A. Bufetov, A. Eskin and M. Mirzakhani, Lattice point asymptotics and

volume growth on Teichmüller space, Duke Math. J. 161 (6) (2012), 1055–1111
[AtF08] J. S. Athreya and G. Forni, Deviation of ergodic averages for rational polygonal billiards,

Duke Math. J. 144, no. 2, (2008), 285–319.
[AB07] A. Avila and A. Bufetov, Exponential decay of correlations for the Rauzy-Veech-Zorich

induction map, in Partially Hyperbolic Dynamics, Laminations, and Teichmüller Flow, Fields
Inst. Commun. 51 (2007), 203–211, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI.

[AD16] A. Avila and V. Delecroix, Weak mixing directions in non-arithmetic Veech surfaces, J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 29, no. 4 (2016), 1167–1208.

[AvF07] A. Avila and G. Forni, Weak mixing for interval exchange transformations and translation

flows, Ann. of Math. 165 (2007), no. 2, 637–664.



50 GIOVANNI FORNI

[AFS23] A. Avila and G. Forni and P. Safaee, Quantitative weak mixing for interval exchange trans-

formations, Geom. Funct. Anal. (2023), DOI:https://doi.org/10.1007/s00039-023-00625-y
[AGY06] A. Avila, S. Gouëzel and J.-C. Yoccoz, , Exponential mixing for the Teichmüller flow,

Publ. Math. de l’IHÉS 104 (2006), 143–211.
[AV07] A. Avila and M. Viana, Simplicity of Lyapunov spectra: proof of the Zorich–Kontsevich

conjecture, Acta Math. 198 (1) (2007), 1–56.
[BCGGM18] M. Bainbridge, D. Chen, Q. Gendron, S. Grushevsky and M. Möller, Compactification

of strata of Abelian differentials, Duke Math. J. 167 (12) (2018), 2347–2416.
[BS14] A. I. Bufetov and B. Solomyak, On the modulus of continuity for spectral measures in sub-

stitution dynamics, Adv. Math. 260 (2014), 84–129.
[BS18] A. I. Bufetov and B. Solomyak, The Hölder property for the spectrum of translation flows

in genus two, Israel J. Math. 223 (2018), 205–259.
[BS20] A. I. Bufetov and B. Solomyak, A spectral cocycle for substitution systems and translation

flows, J. Anal. Math. 141 (2020), 165–205.
[BS21] A. I. Bufetov and B. Solomyak, Hölder regularity for the spectrum of translation flows, J.

Éc. Polytech. Math. 8 (2021), 279–310.
[CP99] G. Casati and T. Prosen, Mixing property of triangular billiards, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999),

4729–4732.
[CF] J. Chaika and G. Forni, Weakly Mixing Polygonal Billiards,

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2003.00890.pdf.
[CSW] J. Chaika, J. Smillie and B. Weiss, Tremors and horocycle dynamics on the moduli space of

translation surfaces, preprint, https://arxiv.org/pdf/2004.04027.pdf.
[CW22] J. Chaika and B. Weiss, The horocycle flow on the moduli space of translation surfaces,

ICM 2022 proceedings.
[EM18] A. Eskin and M. Mirzakhani, Invariant and stationary measures for the SL(2,R) action on

moduli space. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 127 (2018), 95–324.
[EMM15] A. Eskin, M. Mirzakhani and A. Mohammadi, Isolation, equidistribution, and orbit clo-

sures for the SL(2,R) action on moduli space. Ann. of Math. 182 (2015), no. 2, 673–721.
[Fi16a] S. Filip, Semisimplicity and rigidity of the Kontsevich-Zorich cocycle, Invent. Math. 205, no.

3 (2016) 617– 670.
[Fi16b] S. Filip, Splitting mixed Hodge structures over affine invariant manifolds , Ann. of Math. (2)

183, no. 2 (2016), 681–713.
[Fi17] S. Filip, Zero Lyapunov exponents and monodromy of the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle, Duke

Math. J. 166 (4) (2017), 657 – 706.
[Fi] S. Filip, Translation Surfaces: Dynamics and Hodge Theory, preprint,
[F02] G. Forni, Deviation of ergodic averages for area-preserving flows on surfaces of higher genus,

Ann. of Math. 155 (1) (2002), 1–103.
[F11] G. Forni, A geometric criterion for the nonuniform hyperbolicity of the Kontsevich–Zorich

cocycle, J. Mod. Dynam. 5 (2) (2011), 355–395.
[F06] G. Forni, On the Lyapunov exponents of the Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle, Handbook of Dynam-

ical Systems v. 1B, B. Hasselblatt and A. Katok, eds., Elsevier, (2006), 549–580.
[F21] G. Forni, Limits of geodesic push-forwards of horocycle invariant measures, Erg. Th. Dynam.

Sys. 41 (9) (2021), 2782–2804.
[F22a] G. Forni, Twisted translation flows and effective weak mixing, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 24 (2022),

4225–4276.
[F22b] G. Forni, On the equidistribution of unstable curves for pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphisms of

compact surfaces, Erg. Th. Dynam. Sys. 42 (3) (2022), 855–880.
[FM08] G. Forni and C. Matheus, An example of a Teichmüller disk in genus 4 with degenerate

Kontsevich-Zorich spectrum, preprint, arXiv:0810.0023v1.
[FM14] G. Forni and C. Matheus, Introduction to Teichmüller theory and its applications to dynam-

ics of interval exchange transformations, flows on surfaces and billiards, in Lectures from the
Bedlewo Summer School 2011, edited by F. Rodriguez Hertz. J. Mod. Dynam. 8 (3-4), 2014,
271–436.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0023


EFFECTIVE UNIQUE ERGODICITY AND WEAK MIXING OF TRANSLATION FLOWS 51

[FMZ11] G. Forni, C. Matheus and A. Zorich, Square tiled cyclic covers, J. Mod. Dynam. 5, (2)
(2011), 285–318.

[FMZ12] G. Forni, C. Matheus and A. Zorich, Lyapunov spectrum of invariant subbundles of the

Hodge bundle, Erg. Th. Dynam. Sys. 34(2) (2012), 353–408.
[FK36] R. H. Fox and R. B. Kershner, Concerning the transitive properties of geodesics on a ratio-

nal polyhedron, Duke Math. J. 2, no. 1 (1936), 147-150.
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