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ANTON ALEKSEEV AND ECKHARD MEINRENKEN

Abstract. A hyperbolic 0-metric on a surface with boundary is a hyperbolic metric
on its interior, exhibiting the boundary behavior of the standard metric on the Poincaré
disk. Consider the infinite-dimensional Teichmüller spaces of hyperbolic 0-metrics on
oriented surfaces with boundary, up to diffeomorphisms fixing the boundary and ho-
motopic to the identity. We show that these spaces have natural symplectic structures,
depending only on the choice of an invariant metric on slp2,Rq. We prove that these
Teichmüller spaces are Hamiltonian Virasoro spaces for the action of the universal cover
of the group of diffeomorphisms of the boundary. We give an explicit formula for the
Hill potential on the boundary defining the moment map. Furthermore, using Fenchel-
Nielsen parameters we prove a Wolpert formula for the symplectic form, leading to
global Darboux coordinates on the Teichmüller space.
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1. Introduction

A hyperbolic structure on a compact, oriented surface Σ without boundary may be
described by an atlas with oriented charts taking values in the Poincaré disk D, with
constant transition functions given by orientation preserving isometries of D. The same
definition may be used for surfaces Σ with boundary, using as the model space the closed
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2 ANTON ALEKSEEV AND ECKHARD MEINRENKEN

Poincaré disk D. Given a hyperbolic structure, the interior of the surface acquires a
hyperbolic metric, exhibiting the same boundary behaviour as the standard metric on
the Poincaré disk. Metrics of this type are known as conformally compact hyperbolic
metrics or hyperbolic 0-metrics. The boundary components are regarded as a boundary
at infinity, called ideal boundary. One pictures Σ as a surface with funnel ends, also
known as trumpets :

G

&

· f -

↑

In this paper, we consider the Teichmüller space of hyperbolic structures,

TeichpΣq “ HyppΣq{
0DiffopΣq,

where 0DiffopΣq are the diffeomorphisms fixing the boundary and isotopic to the iden-
tity. If BΣ ‰ H, the space TeichpΣq is infinite-dimensional. It has a residual action of
the universal cover of the group DiffopBΣq of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of
the boundary, and of the mapping class group MCGpΣq. The infinite-dimensional Te-
ichmüller space, and corresponding Riemann moduli space MpΣq “ TeichpΣq{MCGpΣq,
have been studied in the literature from the perspective of complex geometry and quasi-
conformal mappings. See for example Bers [5, Section 19], Thurston [34, Remark 4.6.17],
and the work of Takhtajan-Teo [32, 33]; see Schippers-Staubach [28] for a comprehen-
sive overview. However, it appears that the symplectic aspects of this space have been
neglected. We will show:

Theorem A. The space TeichpΣq has a natural (weak) symplectic structure, invariant
under the action of the mapping class group and of the universal cover of DiffopBΣq.

The action of the universal cover of DiffopBΣq admits a moment map, turning TeichpΣq

into a Hamiltonian Virasoro space. Recall that the Virasoro Lie algebra virpBΣq is
a central extension of the Lie algebra VectpBΣq of vector fields on the boundary. Its
smooth dual space comes with a map to R, and the affine hyperplane virpBΣq˚

1 at level
1 is identified with the space HillpBΣq of Hill operators on the boundary. Given a local

coordinate x on the boundary, Hill operators are of the form L “ d2

dx2 ` T for a Hill
potential T pxq. The action of diffeomorphisms on Hill potentials T pxq is given by the
expression

pF´1.T qpxq “ F1
pxq

2 T pFpxqq `
1

2
SpFqpxq
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involving the Schwarzian derivative S.

Theorem B. The action of the universal cover of DiffopBΣq on TeichpBΣq is Hamiltonian,
with a canonically defined equivariant moment map Φ: TeichpΣq Ñ HillpBΣq´.

Here HillpBΣq´ “ virpBΣq˚
´1 is the affine subspace at level ´1 (consisting of all ´L

where L is a Hill operator). The quickest description of the moment map is based on
the observation that a hyperbolic structure on Σ determines a projective structure on
the boundary (by restricting the D-valued charts of Σ to the boundary). As is well-
known (see e.g. [25]), projective structures on oriented 1-manifolds are equivalent to
Hill operators. The moment map takes rgs to ´L where L is the Hill operator for the
projective structure. For an explicit description, choose a local coordinate x on the
boundary, and complete to a local coordinate system x, y where y is a boundary defining
function. Let apxq ą 0 be the positive function obtained from the most singular part
of the Riemannian volume form: d volg “ y´2apxqdx ^ dy ` Opy´1q. Let kpx, yq be the
geodesic curvature of the curve px, yq ÞÑ px` t, yq; one finds kpx, yq “ 1`cpxqy2 `Opy3q.

Theorem C. The boundary Hill potential for the hyperbolic 0-metric g is given by

T “
1

2

ˆ

a2

a
´

3

2

´a1

a

¯2
˙

`
a2

2
c.

If Σ has negative Euler characteristic, we may use a pants decomposition to obtain a
Fenchel-Nielsen parametrization

TeichpΣq “ pRą0 ˆ Rq
3g´3`r

ˆ pRą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS1
qq

r.

Let pℓi, τiq be the length and twist parameters for the first 3g´3`r factors (corresponding
to gluing circles), and ℓj,Fj the parameters for the last r factors (corresponding to
trumpet ends). We have the following version of Wolpert’s formula for the symplectic
form (Theorems 8.3 and Theorem 8.2):

Theorem D. In Fenchel-Nielsen parameters, the symplectic form on TeichpΣq is given
by

ω “
1

2

3g´3`r
ÿ

i“1

dℓi ^ dτi ´
1

4

r
ÿ

j“1

d

ż

S1

`

ℓ2jF
1
j dFj ` pF1

jq
´1dF2

j

˘

Here d is the exterior differential on the diffeomorphism group, and 1 denotes a derivative
in the S1-direction.

The terms in the second sum are symplectic forms on the factors Rą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS1q,
which may be interpreted as moduli spaces for the trumpet (with one geodesic end and
one ideal boundary). We shall show (Proposition 8.5) how to introduce global Darboux
coordinates for the trumpet moduli space, resulting in global Darboux coordinates for
the space TeichpΣq.
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One of the motivations for this work are recent developments in the physics litera-
ture on Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity, notably the articles by Saad-Shenker-Stanford [27],
Maldacena-Stanford-Yang [20], Cotler-Jensen-Maloney [7], and Stanford-Witten [31].
The discussion in these articles involves hyperbolic surfaces with funnel ends (‘trum-
pets’), using cut-off along ‘wiggly boundaries’ to create surfaces of finite volume, leading
to a theory governed by a Schwarzian action. As shown by the physicists, this relates
JT gravity to mathematical concepts such as the Mirzakhani recursion formulas for
Weil-Petersson volumes, topological recursion and random matrix theory, Duistermaat-
Heckman theory for Virasoro coadjoint orbits, and more.

A second motivation is our program to develop a theory of Hamiltonian Virasoro
spaces, analogous to the theory of Hamiltonian loop group spaces [23]. An important
example of such a space is the infinite dimensional moduli space

MGpΣq “
tA P Ω1pΣ, gq| dA ` 1

2
rA,As “ 0u

tg : Σ Ñ G : g|BΣ “ eu

of flat G-connections, where G is a simply connected Lie group with an invariant metric
on its Lie algebra. This space has a symplectic form given by reduction, and the residual
action of MappBΣ, Gq is Hamiltonian, with affine moment map given by the pullback of
the connection, rAs ÞÑ ι˚BΣA. It is natural to have a similar example for the Virasoro
setting; in fact the two situations are related by Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction. As shown
in [2], Hamiltonian loop group spaces with proper moment map are equivalent to finite-
dimensional quasi-Hamiltonian G-spaces; the results of [3] pave the way for a similar
correspondence for Hamiltonian Virasoro spaces.

Let us briefly summarize our construction of the symplectic form on TeichpΣq. By a
famous result of Goldman [13] and Hitchin [16], the Teichmüller space for a surface Σ
without boundary, of genus g ě 2, is a moduli space AflatpP q{GaupP q of flat connections
on a principal G-bundle P Ñ Σ of Euler number 2g´2. In particular, the Weil-Petersson
symplectic form is obtained by reduction of the Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure on the
space of connections. There does not seem to be an immediate generalization of this
result to the case of non-empty boundary. Instead, motivated by the theory of geometric
structures [14] we take as our starting point is a principal G-bundle P Ñ Σ together with
a G-equivariant morphism σ : P Ñ D, called a developing section. For suitable choice of
pP, σq, we define

zTeichpΣq “ Apos
flatpP q{AutopP, BP, σq,

the quotient of the space of flat connections satisfying a certain positivity condition with
respect to σ, by the identity component of automorphisms preserving σ and trivial along
the boundary. (This space may be interpreted as elements of TeichpΣq together with
developing sections for the projective structure on the boundary.) We show that this
space is a symplectic quotient for the Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure on ApospP q. It
comes with a residual action of GaupBP, Bσq, the gauge transformations of BP “ P |BΣ

preserving Bσ “ σ|BP . We prove that the latter action is Hamiltonian, with moment
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map image a single coadjoint orbit O, and

TeichpΣq “
`

zTeichpΣq ˆ O´
˘

{{GaupBP, Bσq

(a symplectic reduction). This defines the symplectic structure on TeichpΣq (Theorem
A). The moment map (Theorem B) is obtained by explicit calculation, beginning with
the moment map for the action of the full group of automorphisms on the space ApP q.
The relevant background material on the Atiyah-Bott construction is provided in the
appendix.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic definitions
and properties of hyperbolic structures on surfaces with boundary, and introduce infi-
nite dimensional Teichmüller spaces TeichpΣq. In Section 3, using the moving coframe

formalism of É. Cartan, we describe the relation between hyperbolic metrics and flat
slp2,Rq connection 1-forms. We prove local normal forms for coframes; as a by-product
this gives a new proof of the local normal form for hyperbolic 0-metrics near the ideal
boundary. In Section 4, we use a more global approach, considering principal PSLp2,Rq

bundles P Ñ Σ equipped with a developing section σ. For suitable choice of P , we
exhibit TeichpΣq as a space of σ-positive flat connections modulo a subgroup of bundle
automorphisms preserving σ. Section 5 is devoted to a detailed study of this group
of automorphisms. In Section 6, we apply the Atiyah-Bott construction to the space
of positive connections, and explain how to obtain TeichpΣq by reduction. In Section
7, we prove that the diffeomorphisms of the boundary act on TeichpΣq, that this ac-
tion is Hamiltonian, and that it corresponds to the Virasoro central extension of the
diffeomorphism group. In Section 8, we give an explicit description of the symplectic
structure in Fenchel-Nielsen parameters, and give a construction of Darboux coordinates
on TeichpΣq which combines the classical Wolpert formula [37] with the construction of
Darboux coordinates on hyperbolic Virasoro coadjoint orbits [1].

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to S. Ballas, D. Borthwick, O. Chekeres,
W. Goldman, P. Hekmati, N. Higson, Y. Loizides, J.-M. Schlenker, S. Shatashvili, J. Son-
ner, T. Strobl, and D. Youmans for useful discussions. Research of A.A. was supported
in part by the grants 208235 and 200400 and by the National Center for Competence
in Research (NCCR) SwissMAP of the Swiss National Science Foundation, and by the
award of the Simons Foundation to the Hamilton Mathematics Institute of the Trinity
College Dublin under the program “Targeted Grants to Institutes”. E.M. thanks P. Hek-
mati for the opportunity to present this work in lectures at the University of Auckland;
his research was supported by Discovery Grant RGPIN-2022-05254 from NSERC.

2. Hyperbolic structures on surfaces with boundary

2.1. Hyperbolic and projective structures. The model space for hyperbolic struc-
tures on surfaces Σ without boundary is the Poincaré disk

D “ tz P C| |z| ă 1u,



6 ANTON ALEKSEEV AND ECKHARD MEINRENKEN

with the action of G “ PSUp1, 1q by Möbius transformations. The G-action on D extends
to the closed Poincaré disk D; this will be our model space for surfaces with boundary:

Definition 2.1. A hyperbolic structure on an oriented surface Σ with boundary BΣ is
an oriented atlas with D-valued charts, with constant transition maps given by elements
of G. The space of all hyperbolic structures on Σ will be denoted HyppΣq.

Remark 2.2. A hyperbolic structure on Σ pulls back to a hyperbolic structure on every
covering space of Σ. If Σ is compact and connected, then the universal covering space is
of the form D ´ L where L Ď BD is a set of limit points, and

(1) Σ “ pD ´ Lq{Γ

where Γ Ď G is a Fuchsian group of Schottky type. See [6] or [30].

In a similar way, taking the boundary of the Poincaré disk as the model space for
projective structures, we define:

Definition 2.3. A projective structure on an oriented 1-manifold C (without bound-
ary) is an oriented atlas with BD-valued charts, with constant transition maps given by
elements of G. The space of all projective structures on C will be denoted ProjpCq.

A hyperbolic structure on Σ determines a projective structure on the boundary – one
simply restricts the D-valued charts. This gives a canonical map

(2) HyppΣq Ñ ProjpBΣq.

2.2. Hyperbolic 0-metrics. The G “ PSUp1, 1q-action on the Poincaré disk preserves
the Poincaré metric, written in polar coordinates z “ reiφ as

(3)
4

p1 ´ r2q2
pdr2 ` r2dφ2

q.

Hence, a hyperbolic structure on Σ determines a Riemannian metric g on the interior
intpΣq, by pulling back (3) under the coordinate charts. At the boundary BΣ, this metric
becomes singular in the same way as the metric on D: letting ϱ be any boundary defining
function, the product ϱ2g extends to an ordinary metric on Σ. Riemannian metrics with
this property may be seen as ordinary Euclidean metrics on the 0-tangent bundle of
Mazzeo-Melrose [21, 22], i.e., the Lie algebroid

0TΣ Ñ Σ

whose sections are the vector fields on Σ that vanish along the boundary. A given 0-
metric is called hyperbolic if its restriction to the interior is hyperbolic in the sense that
it has Gauss curvature Kg “ ´1. Theorem 3.9 below says that all hyperbolic 0-metrics
arise from hyperbolic structures as in Definition 2.1.
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2.3. Teichmüller spaces. For groups of diffeomorphisms of a compact, oriented man-
ifold, we use a subscript ` to indicate diffeomorphisms preserving orientation, and sub-
script o to indicate diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. We recall that the universal
cover of Diff`pS1q “ DiffopS1q is identified with Z-equivariant diffeomorphisms of R.
Let Σ be compact, connected, and oriented. Denote by bDiffpΣq the diffeomorphisms

preserving the boundary, and by 0DiffpΣq the subgroup of diffeomorphisms fixing the
boundary pointwise. We hence have subgroups

(4) bDiffpΣq Ě
bDiff`pΣq Ě

bDiffopΣq

and similarly for 0DiffpΣq. (The superscripts 0, b are omitted if BΣ “ H.) The mapping
class group is the quotient MCGpΣq “ 0Diff`pΣq{ 0DiffopΣq.

Definition 2.4. The (infinite-dimensional) Teichmüller space is the space of hyperbolic
structures on Σ, up to diffeomorphisms fixing the boundary and homotopic to the iden-
tity:

(5) TeichpΣq “ HyppΣq{
0DiffopΣq.

The (infinite-dimensional) (Riemann) moduli space is the quotient

(6) MpΣq “ HyppΣq{
0Diff`pΣq.

Equivalently, MpΣq is the quotient of TeichpΣq under the action of the mapping class
group. Both (5) and (6) are endowed with residual actions of boundary diffeomorphisms.
Since bDiffopΣq{ 0DiffopΣq “ DiffopBΣq, there is an induced action

DiffopBΣq œ MpΣq.

Similarly, the quotient b DiffopΣq{ 0DiffopΣq acts on TeichpΣq. This group is a covering
of DiffopBΣq (not always the universal cover; see examples below). In any case, there is
an induced action

ĄDiffopBΣq œ TeichpΣq

of the universal cover of the identity component DiffopBΣq. (If BΣ has several compo-
nents, we may also consider diffeomorphisms interchanging boundary components.) The
map (2) descends to maps

(7) TeichpΣq Ñ ProjpBΣq, MpΣq Ñ ProjpBΣq,

which are equivariant for these actions. As we shall explain in this paper, these will be
identified as moment maps for Hamiltonian Virasoro spaces.

2.4. Special cases. One has more concrete descriptions of the Teichmüller spaces, as
follows. Let g be the genus of Σ and r the number of boundary components. The Euler
characteristic is thus χpΣq “ 2 ´ 2g ´ r.
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2.4.1. Poincaré disk. (g “ 0, r “ 1.) The standard metric on the closed Poincaré disk
D is the unique hyperbolic 0-metric on the disk, up to diffeomorphism. The stabilizer
of the standard metric under the action of bDiff`pDq is G “ PSUp1, 1q. It follows that
HyppDq “ bDiff`pDq{G, and hence

TeichpDq “ MpDq “ DiffopBDq{G

(since every diffeomorphism in 0Diff`pDq is isotopic to the identity). This space is
closely related to Bers’ universal Teichmüller space [4, 32]; it has an interpretation as a
coadjoint orbit of the Virasoro group.

2.4.2. Hyperbolic cylinders. (g “ 0, r “ 2.) Let A “ S1 ˆ p´8,8q be the infinite
cylinder (open annulus), with coordinates px, uq where x P S1 “ R{Z. Denote by A “

S1 ˆ r´8,8s its compactification, with boundary defining function ϱpx, uq “ coshpuq´1.
Here MCGpAq “ Z, generated by Dehn twists px, uq ÞÑ px` fpuq, uq for f P C8pRq with
fpuq “ 0 for u ă ´R and fpuq “ 1 for u ą R, for some R ą 0.

Given ℓ ą 0, the formula

(8) g “ cosh2
puqℓ2dx2 ` du2

defines a hyperbolic 0-metric, with the curve u “ 0 as its unique closed simple geodesic.

G

&

· f -

↑

Conversely, every hyperbolic 0-metric on A admits a unique closed simple geodesic;
letting ℓ be its length, the metric is obtained from (8) by the action of an element of
Diff`pAq preserving the two boundary components. The stabilizer of (8) under this
action is S1, acting by rotations of the cylinder. This gives

MpAq “ Rą0 ˆ pDiffopS
1
q ˆ DiffopS

1
qq{S1

with the anti-diagonal embedding of S1. For the Teichmüller space, we note that com-
pactly supported diffeomorphisms of p´8, 0sˆS1, modulo the subgroup fixing the bound-

ary, is the universal cover ĄDiffopS
1q. This gives

TeichpAq “ Rą0 ˆ pĄDiffopS
1
q ˆ ĄDiffopS

1
qq{R

where R is embedded anti-diagonally. For A with the 0-metric (8), the subset given by
u ě 0 is called a trumpet (also called flare or funnel). It has one geodesic boundary
component and one boundary at infinity.
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2.4.3. Surfaces of negative Euler characteristic (g “ 0, r ą 2 or g ě 1, r ě 1). After
choice of a Fenchel-Nielsen parametrization, one finds

(9) TeichpΣq – pRą0 ˆ Rq
3g´3`r

ˆ

r
ź

j“1

pRą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS
1
qq.

We will give details in Section 8 below. At this point, we just mention that the Fenchel-
Nielsen parametrization involves a pants decomposition of the surface. The boundaries
of the pants which are not among the boundaries of Σ form a system of 3g´3` r circles
separating the pants; given a hyperbolic 0-metric these are realized as geodesics, and the
factors Rą0 ˆR in (9) are the corresponding length and twist parameters. The boundary
components of pants which are also boundaries of the surface correspond to trumpets as

discussed in 2.4.2; the Rą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS1q-factors signify the length of the geodesic end of
the trumpet and a twist by rotating the ideal boundary of the trumpet.

3. Coframe formalism

For calculations in this section, we will prefer the half-plane model of hyperbolic
geometry. Let

H “ tz “ x ` iy|y ą 0u,

with the standard hyperbolic metric

(10)
1

y2
pdx2 ` dy2q.

The map H Ñ D, z ÞÑ pz ´ iq{p1 ´ izq is an isometric isomorphism, equivariant with
respect to

(11) Adq : PSLp2,Rq Ñ PSUp1, 1q, q “

”

1 ´i
´i 1

ı

.

Here the bracket notation rAs P PGLp2,Cq denotes the image of an elementA P GLp2,Cq.
The isomorphism extends to a bijection H Y t8u Ñ D taking 0 P BH to ´i P BD.
Throughout this section, G denotes the group PSLp2,Rq, and g its Lie algebra slp2,Rq.

3.1. Cartan coframe formalism. A convenient tool for dealing with 0-metrics is the
moving coframe formalism due to É. Cartan. Let Σ be an oriented surface with boundary.
Let 0ΩkpΣq “ Γp

Źk
p 0TΣq˚q denote the de Rham complex of the Lie algebroid 0TΣ.

Elements of this space may be seen as ordinary k-forms on intpΣq such that ϱkα extends
to all of Σ, for any boundary defining function ϱ.

An oriented coframe over an open subset U Ď Σ is pair of 0-covector fields

α1, α2 P
0Ω1

pUq

giving an oriented frame for p 0TΣq˚|U . Given a 0-metric g on Σ, the coframe is or-
thonormal if

g|U “ pα1q
2

` pα2q
2.
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In this case, the Riemannian volume form d volg P 0Ω2pΣq is given by

d volg |U “ α1 ^ α2.

Any two oriented orthonormal coframes for g are related, on the overlap of their domains,
by a coframe rotation

(12) α1
1 “ cosφα1 ` sinφα2, α1

2 “ ´ sinφα1 ` cosφα2

with φ P C8pU X U 1,Rq. The spin connection for an oriented coframe is the 0-covector
field

κ P
0Ω1

pUq

defined by the equations dα1 “ ´κ ^ α2, dα2 “ κ ^ α1. Under coframe rotation, the
spin connection changes to κ1 “ κ ´ dφ. This shows that there exists a globally defined
function Kg P C8pΣq such that

Kg d volg
ˇ

ˇ

U
“ dκ.

This function is the Gauss curvature of the metric. The three equations

(13) dα1 “ ´κ ^ α2, dα2 “ κ ^ α1, dκ “ Kg α1 ^ α2

are Cartan’s structure equations.

Examples 3.1. We list some standard coframes for hyperbolic 0-metrics, and the resulting
spin connections.

(a) Upper half plane H̄:

α1 “
dx

y
, α2 “

dy

y
, κ “ ´

dx

y
.

(b) Poincare disk D:

α1 “
2

1 ´ r2
rdφ, α2 “

2

1 ´ r2
dr, κ “

1 ` r2

1 ´ r2
dφ.

Replacing r with the boundary defining function y “ 1´r
1`r

, this becomes

α1 “
1 ´ y2

2

dφ

y
, α2 “

dy

y
, κ “ ´

1 ` y2

2

dφ

y

which more clearly exhibits the coframe as 0-covector fields.
(c) Hyperbolic cylinder A “ S1 ˆ r8,8s with parameter ℓ ą 0: Using coordinates

x, u,

α1 “ coshpuqℓ dx, α2 “ ´du, κ “ ´ sinhpuqℓdx.

Putting y “ e´u (which is a boundary defining function near the boundary u “

8), this becomes

α1 “ ℓ
1 ` y2

2

dx

y
, α2 “

dy

y
, κ “ ´ℓ

1 ´ y2

2

dx

y
.
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(d) Fefferman-Graham coframe: For any function T pxq, the formulas

α1 “
`

1 ´ y2T pxq
˘dx

y
, α2 “

dy

y
, κ “ ´

`

1 ` y2T pxq
˘dx

y

define a coframe for a hyperbolic 0-metric on tpx, yq| y ě 0, y2T pxq ă 1u. This
unifies the boundary behaviour of the previous examples.

Remark 3.2. From now on, the letters x, y will be reserved for local coordinates on U Ď Σ
that are oriented (i.e., dx^dy ą 0) and adapted to the boundary, in the sense that y is a
boundary defining function for BΣXU . If U is contained in the interior, this just means
y ą 0 everywhere on U .

3.2. The connection 1-form associated with an orthonormal coframe. Given
a local orthonormal coframe α1, α2 P 0Ω1pUq for a 0-metric g, with associated spin
connection κ, define a 0-connection 1-form

(14) A “
1

2

ˆ

α2 α1 ´ κ
α1 ` κ ´α2

˙

P
0Ω1

pU, gq.

The curvature FA “ dA ` 1
2
rA,As is given by

(15) FA “ pKg ` 1q

ˆ

0 ´1
1 0

˙

d volg .

In particular, the 0-metric g is hyperbolic if and only if the connection 1-form A is flat.
Let K Ď G “ PSLp2,Rq be the maximal compact subgroup given as the stabilizer of
i P H. It is identified with SOp2q by the map

(16) SOp2q Ñ K, Rpφq “

ˆ

cospφq ´ sinpφq

sinpφq cospφq

˙

ÞÑ rRpφ{2qs.

Under coframe rotations (12), the 0-connection 1-form A transforms by

(17) A1
“ rR pφ{2qs ‚ A

where ‚ signifies a gauge transformation

g ‚ A “ AdgpAq ´ pdgqg´1

for g P C8pU,Gq. We hence see that the K-action on connection 1-forms translates into
the SOp2q-action on coframes. Observe that A does not transform as a connection on
the tangent bundle.

Example 3.3. For the upper half plane H̄ with its standard coframe (Example 3.1a),

A “

ˆ 1
2y

dy 1
y
dx

0 ´ 1
2y

dy

˙

.

Note that A “ g´1 ‚ 0 where

g “

ˆ

1 x
0 1

˙ ˆ

y
1
2 0

0 y´ 1
2

˙

.
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Example 3.4 (Fefferman-Graham gauge). The 0-connection form defined by the
Fefferman-Graham coframe (Example 3.1d) reads as

A “

ˆ 1
2y

dy 1
y
dx

´T pxqydx ´ 1
2y

dy

˙

.

3.3. Adapted coframes. For any manifold M with boundary BM , the restriction of
the 0-cotangent bundle to the boundary has a distinguished trivial subbundle

BM ˆ R Ď p
0TMq

˚
|BM ,

spanned by the restriction of ϱ´1dϱ P 0Ω1pMq, for any boundary defining function ϱ.
(Changing ϱ by a positive function changes this expression by an ordinary (exact) 1-form,
but the restriction of a regular 1-form as a section of the 0-tangent bundle vanishes.)

Definition 3.5. An oriented coframe α1, α2 P 0Ω1pUq, defined on a neighborhood U Ď Σ
of the boundary, is adapted to the boundary if α2|BΣ is the canonical section of p 0TΣq˚|BΣ.
That is,

α2 “
dϱ

ϱ
` Opϱ0q.

Here we write α “ Opϱkq if ϱ´kα extends smoothly to the boundary (as an ordinary
differential form). Note that for an adapted coframe, ϱα1 pulls back to a volume form
on BΣ.

The coframes in parts (a), (b), (d) of Examples 3.1 are adapted to the boundary.
(But (b) is not defined at the center of D.) The coframe in (c) for the double trumpet
is adapted to the boundary at u “ 8 but not at u “ ´8. One can turn it into an
adapted coframe by applying a coframe rotation Rpϕ with ϕ|u“´8 “ π, ϕ|u“0 “ 0. If Σ
is compact and connected, of non-zero Euler characteristic, it is impossible, by Poincaré’s
theorem on zeroes of vector fields on surfaces, to find a global oriented coframe that is
adapted to all the boundary components. On the other hand, we have:

Lemma 3.6. Every hyperbolic 0-metric g admits an oriented orthonormal coframe α1, α2

on some collar neighborhood of the boundary, which is adapted to the boundary. The spin
connection of such a coframe satisfies

κ “ ´α1 ` Opϱ1q.

Proof. Choose an oriented orthonormal coframe α1, α2 P 0ΩpUq on a collar neighborhood
U of the boundary, with the property that α2|BΣ is a positive function times the canonical
section of p 0TΣq˚|BΣ. Using that g is hyperbolic, we shall show that α2|BΣ must then be
equal to the canonical section. It suffices to prove this in local coordinates x, y adapted
to the boundary (cf. Remark 3.2). Consider the Laurent expansions in powers of y,

α1 “
1

y
β1 ` γ1 ` Opy1q, α2 “

h

y
dy ` γ2 ` Opy1q, κ “

1

y
β3 ` γ3 ` Opy1q,
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where βi, γi, are of the form fipxqdx ` gipxq dy, and where h is a function of x, with
hpxq ą 0. Comparing coefficients of y´2 in the structure equations (13) (with Kg “ ´1)
gives conditions

(18) β1 ^ dy “ ´hβ3 ^ dy, 0 “ β3 ^ β1, β3 ^ dy “ ´hβ1 ^ dy.

From

d volg “ α1 ^ α2 “
1

y2
hβ1 ^ dy ` Opy´1

q

we see that β1, dy are pointwise linearly independent; in particular β1 is non-vanishing.
Hence, the second equation in (18) shows that β3 is a scalar multiple of β1, and so the
other two equations give β1 “ ´hβ3, β3 “ ´hβ1. Hence h “ 1 and β3 “ ´β1. At this
stage, the expressions for the coframe have simplified to

α1 “
1

y
β ` γ1 ` Opy1q, α2 “

1

y
dy ` γ2 ` Opy1q, κ “ ´

1

y
β ` γ3 ` Opy1q

(where we write β “ β1). From the sum of the first and third structure equations,
dpα1`κq “ ´pα1`κq^α2 we obtain, by comparing coefficients of y´1, that pγ1`γ3q^dy “

0. On the other hand, dα2 “ κ ^ α1 gives pγ1 ` γ3q ^ β “ 0. Using again that β, dy are
pointwise linearly independent, we conclude γ1 ` γ3 “ 0, hence α1 ` κ “ Opy1q. □

Locally, one can achieve an even better normal form for the coframe.

Lemma 3.7. Let g be a hyperbolic 0-metric on Σ. For every m P Σ there exists an
adapted oriented orthonormal coframe α1, α2 on some open neighborhood of m such that
the associated spin connection is

κ “ ´α1.

Equivalently, the connection 1-form (14) is upper triangular.

Proof. Begin by choosing any adapted oriented orthonormal coframe α1, α2 for g, and
let A be the associated connection 1-form.

Consider the case that m is an interior point. Let U Ď Σ be a simply con-
nected open neighborhood of m. Since A is flat, it determines a parallel transport
g P C8pU, SLp2,Rqq, i.e. A “ g ‚ 0 “ ´pdgqg´1 with initial condition gpmq “ e. The
Iwasawa decomposition for SLp2,Rq gives a map Rpψq : U Ñ SOp2q such that Rpψqg is
upper triangular. It hence follows that Rpψq ‚ A “ pRpψqgq ‚ 0 is upper triangular.

The case that m is a boundary point requires more care, since we need a coframe
rotation that extends all the way to the boundary. Pick adapted local coordinates x, y
on a simply connected open neighborhood U Ď Σ of m, and write α1 “ 1

y
β ` Opy0q as

in the proof of the previous lemma. Then

A “

ˆ 1
2y

dy ` Opy0q 1
y
β ` Opy0q

Opy1q ´ 1
2y

dy ` Opy0q

˙

“

ˆ

y´1{2 0
0 y1{2

˙

‚ A1,

where A1 P Ω1pU, gq is a regular flat connection on U – all matrix entries extend smoothly
to the boundary. This determines a parallel transport g1 : U Ñ SLp2,Rq i.e. A1 “ g1 ‚0 “
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´pdg1qg1´1 with initial condition g1|m “ e. Away from the boundary, we obtain A “ g ‚0
with

(19) g “

ˆ

y´1{2 0
0 y1{2

˙

g1 : U ´ BΣ Ñ SLp2,Rq.

By the Iwasawa decomposition for SLp2,Rq there is a unique map Rpψq : U´BΣ Ñ SOp2q

with the property that Rpψqg is upper triangular with positive diagonal. With this
choice, Rpψq ‚ A is upper triangular on U ´ BΣ. To show that ψ extends smoothly to
the boundary, write

(20) g “

ˆ

a b
c d

˙

, g1
“

ˆ

a1 b1

c1 d1

˙

.

Then
ψ “ ´ arctanpc{aq “ ´ arctanpyc1

{a1
q.

Since a1|m “ 1, this extends smoothly to all of U . □

Remark 3.8. The parallel transport (19), as a map into G “ PSLp2,Rq, is well-defined
only away from the boundary. It becomes well-defined up to the boundary if it is regarded
as a map to the ‘wonderful’ compactification G.

3.4. Local normal form. Lemma 3.7 allows us to give a quick proof of the local normal
form for hyperbolic 0-metrics. Earlier proofs proceed through uniformization and the
classification of ends [6, Theorem 2.3], or through estimates for sectional curvatures [15].
(We thank D. Borthwick for these references.)

Theorem 3.9. Let g be a hyperbolic 0-metric on Σ. Every m P Σ admits an open
neighborhood U and a 0-isometry U Ñ H.

Proof. Consider the case that m is a boundary point. (For interior points the argument
is similar.) By Lemma 3.7, we may choose an adapted oriented orthonormal coframe
α1, α2 with κ “ ´α1. The second structure equation (13) gives dα2 “ ´κ ^ α1 “ 0.
Since the coframe is adapted, the difference α2 ´

dϱ
ϱ
extends smoothly to the boundary,

and hence may be written as df near m. Hence, taking y “ efϱ as a coordinate near m,
we obtain α2 “ y´1dy. The first structure equation shows that yα1 is closed: dpyα1q “

dy^α1´yκ^α2 “ 0. We may therefore choose the coordinate x nearm so that yα1 “ dx,
which gives α1 “ y´1 dx. This proves the existence of an isometric diffeomorphism from
an open neighborhood U of m P Σ onto an open subset of H̄. □

4. Hyperbolic structures from flat connections

The symplectic structure on the infinite-dimensional Teichmüller space TeichpΣq will
be obtained by a reduction procedure, starting from the usual Atiyah-Bott symplectic
structure on a space of connections. We encountered flat connection 1-forms in the
coframe formalism, see (14). Note however that these 1-forms become singular at the
boundary. While it is possible to work with these singular connections, we will pursue a
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different approach where (14) represents an ordinary connection 1-form θ on a principal
bundle. This is motivated by the theory of geometric structures (cf. [12, 14, 34]).

Throughout, we take G “ PSLp2,Rq, with the action on D regarded as D “ H Y t8u,
or equivalently via PSLp2,Rq – PSUp1, 1q (cf. (11)).

4.1. Flat bundles from hyperbolic structures. In Definition 2.1, hyperbolic struc-
tures on surfaces Σ with boundary were described in terms of charts ϕα : Uα Ñ D with
transition functions hαβ P G, i.e. ϕαpxq “ hαβ.ϕβpxq on UαXUβ. The transition functions
define a principal G-bundle

π : P Ñ Σ,

obtained from
Ů

αpUα ˆGq by identifying px, gq P Uβ ˆG with px, hαβ gq P Uα ˆG. The
charts themselves determine a G-equivariant morphism of manifolds with boundary1

σ : P Ñ D

given in the local trivializations by Uα ˆG Ñ D, px, gq ÞÑ g´1.ϕαpxq. We refer to σ as a
developing section, since it may be regarded as a section of the associated bundle with
fiber D.

The principal bundle P comes equipped with a flat connection θ P AflatpP q, given in
the defining local trivializations by Aα “ 0. It has the following special property: Let
AtpP q “ TP {G be the Atiyah algebroid (see Appendix B.1), and denote by jθ : TΣ Ñ

AtpP q the horizontal lift defined by θ. Then the composition

(21) TΣ
jθ

ÝÑ AtpP q
Tσ

ÝÑ Vσ “ pσ˚TDq{G

is an orientation preserving bundle isomorphism. In terms of the local trivialization
P |Uα “ Uα ˆ G, we have Vσ|Uα “ ϕ˚

αTD, and (21) is just the tangent map Tϕα : TUα Ñ

Vσ|Uα “ ϕ˚
αTD.

Remark 4.1. If the surface is the closed Poincaré disk itself, these constructions become
tautological: The principal bundle is the trivial bundle DˆG with the trivial connection
pr˚

2 θ
L (where θL is the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form), and σpz, gq “ g´1.z. All of

these data are equivariant for the G-action on D. More generally, if Σ “ pD´Lq{Γ as in
Remark 2.2, the triple pP, σ, θq for Σ is obtained from the corresponding triple for D´L,
by taking the quotient under Γ.

Similarly, any projective structure on an oriented 1-manifold C (Definition 2.3) de-
termines a principal G-bundle Q Ñ C with a developing section τ : Q Ñ BD and a
connection ϑ P Ω1pQ, gq such that the composition of maps

(22) TC
jϑ

ÝÑ AtpQq
Tτ

ÝÑ Vτ “ pτ˚TBDq{G

1A morphism of manifolds with boundary F : M1 Ñ M2 is a smooth map with the property that the
pullback of a boundary defining function on M2 is a boundary defining function on M1. Note that such
a map determines a morphism of the 0-tangent bundles.
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is an orientation preserving isomorphism. If C “ BΣ, and the projective structure on C
is induced by a hyperbolic structure on Σ, then Q “ BP is the restriction of P , with
τ “ Bσ the restriction of σ, and with connection 1-form ϑ “ Bθ the pullback of θ.

4.2. Hyperbolic structures from flat bundles. We shall now reverse the procedure
and take as our starting point the data

(23) P
σ
//

��

D

Σ

of a principal G-bundle and a developing section σ (a G-equivariant morphism of
manifolds with boundary). Over the interior intpΣq, the map σ takes values in D “ G{K
(where K – SOp2q is the stabilizer of i P H – D), and so defines a reduction of structure
group

(24) PK Ď P |intpΣq.

On the other hand, the boundary restriction Bσ : BP “ P |BΣ Ñ BD takes values in
BD “ G{B´, where B´ is the stabilizer of 0 P BH Y t8u – BD, and so defines a
reduction of structure group

(25) pBP qB´ Ď BP.

Note that B´ Ď G “ PSLp2,Rq is the image of the group of lower triangular matrices
with positive diagonal entries. It is isomorphic to R¸Rą0; in particular it is contractible.
The role of σ is to combine these two reductions of structure group: toK over the interior,
and to B´ over the boundary.

Definition 4.2. A connection θ P ApP q is called σ-positive (or simply positive, if σ is
understood) if the map TΣ Ñ Vσ given in (21) is an orientation preserving isomorphism.

Denote by ApospP q the space of positive connections, and by Apos
flatpP q those which are

furthermore flat.
There is a natural map from ApospP q to the space of 0-metrics: The standard 0-metric

on TD gives a 0-metric on Vσ “ σ˚TD{G; a positive connection gives an isomorphism
TΣ – Vσ.

Proposition 4.3. If θ P ApospP q is flat, then the 0-metric g defined by θ is hyperbolic.

Proof. Choose local trivializations P |Uα – Uα ˆ G taking θ to the trivial connection,
and write σpx, gq “ g´1.ϕαpxq in terms of the trivialization. The positivity condition
ensures that the maps ϕα : Uα Ñ D are orientation preserving diffeomorphisms onto their
image, and so define a hyperbolic structure. Clearly, g is the 0-metric associated to this
hyperbolic structure. □
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Remark 4.4. The construction may also be understood as follows: A flat connection
θ determines a horizontal foliation of P . Positivity means exactly that σ restricts to
orientation-preserving local diffeomorphisms from the horizontal leaves to D. Hence,
the hyperbolic structure on D pulls back to a G-invariant hyperbolic structure on the
horizontal foliation, which then descends to Σ.

Given an oriented 1-manifold C, we may similarly consider the data

(26) Q
τ
//

��

BD

C

of a principal G-bundle over C with a developing section (a G-equivariant map to BD –

RPp1q). A connection ϑ onQ is called positive if the map (22) is an orientation preserving
isomorphism. Such a connection defines a projective structure on C; conversely, every
projective structure on C arises in this way.

Returning to the pair pP, σq for surfaces with boundary, we have:

Proposition 4.5. A connection θ P ApP q satisfies the σ-positivity condition along the
boundary BΣ if and only if the pullback connection Bθ P ApBP q is Bσ-positive.

Proof. The map TΣ Ñ Vσ given by θ restricts to the map TBΣ Ñ VBσ given by Bθ. The
resulting map on quotients,

νpΣ, BΣq Ñ Vσ|BΣ{VBσ,

does not depend on the choice of θ. In fact, it is simply the map obtained by applying
the normal bundle functor to the map of pairs σ : pP, BP q Ñ pD, BDq, using that

νpΣ, BΣq “ νpP, BP q{G, Vσ|BΣ{VBσ “ pBσq
˚νpD, BDq{G.

In particular, the map on quotients is always an orientation preserving isomorphism.
We conclude that TΣ|BΣ Ñ Vσ|BΣ is an orientation preserving isomorphism if and only
if TBΣ Ñ VBσ is an orientation preserving isomorphism. □

4.3. Relationship with coframe formalism. Given pP, σq, consider the reduction of
structure group (24) to K Ď G. A trivialization of PK over U Ď intpΣq determines a
trivialization P |U “ UˆG such that σpm, gq “ g´1.i. Let A P Ω1pU, gq be the connection
1-form of θ in this trivialization. Define 1-forms α1, α2, and κ by writing

(27) A “
1

2

ˆ

α2 α1 ´ κ
α1 ` κ ´α2

˙

.

Proposition 4.6. The connection θ P ApP q is positive over U if and only if α1, α2 are
an oriented coframe. In this case, α1, α2 is an orthonormal coframe for the metric g
defined by θ; if the connection is flat then κ is the spin connection for this coframe.



18 ANTON ALEKSEEV AND ECKHARD MEINRENKEN

Proof. Since TD – TH “ T pG{Kq “ G ˆK kK, we have

Vσ|intpΣq “ pPK ˆ kK
q{K “ kK

pPKq.

Hence, Vσ|U “ U ˆ kK, and (21) becomes a map

(28) TU Ñ U ˆ kK.

Viewed as an element of Ω1pU, kKq, this map is the symmetric part of the connection 1-
form A. The condition that (28) is an orientation preserving isomorphism means exactly
that α1, α2 is an oriented orthonormal coframe. Finally, the metric on Vσ|U corresponds
to the standard metric on kK “ TiH, and the metric on TU induced by (28) is exactly
the one defined by the coframe α1, α2. □

The reduction of structure group to K does not extend to the boundary. To describe
the limiting behaviour, we shall work with the following lemma. Let ϱ P C8pΣq be a
boundary defining function.

Lemma 4.7 (Normal form at boundary). Given pP, σq, there exists ϵ ą 0 and a trivial-
ization P |U “ U ˆ G over U “ ϱ´1

`

r0, ϵq
˘

such that, in terms of the trivialization,

σpm, gq “ g´1.piϱpmqq.

As usual, we identify D – HY t8u; thus iϱpmq is regarded as an element of the closed
upper half plane.

Proof. The choice of a trivialization of σ´1p0q “ pBP qB´ gives a trivialization BP “

BΣ ˆG such that pBσqpm, gq “ g´1.0 for m P BΣ. Extend it to a trivialization of P over
U “ ϱ´1

`

r0, ϵq
˘

for some ϵ ą 0. In terms of this trivialization, σ is of the form

σpm, gq “ g´1.fpmq,

where f : U Ñ D – H Y t8u is a morphism of manifolds with boundary, with f |BΣ “ 0.
Taking ϵ smaller if needed, we may assume f takes values in H Ď D. In particular, the
imaginary part Impfq is a boundary defining function, and so ϱ “ u2 Impfq for some
function u P C8pU,Rą0q. We have

„

u 0
0 u´1

ȷ „

1 ´Repfq

0 1

ȷ

.f “

„

u 0
0 u´1

ȷ

.i Impfq “ iϱ

Hence, a gauge transformation by

„

u 0
0 u´1

ȷ „

1 ´Repfq

0 1

ȷ

replaces σpm, gq “

g´1.fpmq with g´1.iϱpmq. □

Given a connection θ P ApP q, let A P Ω1pU, gq be its connection 1-form in terms of
the trivialization from this lemma. Over U ´ BΣ, the gauge transformation by

(29) h “

„

ρ1{2 0
0 ρ´1{2

ȷ

: U ´ BΣ Ñ G
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is defined, and satisfies h´1.iϱpmq “ i. Hence, ph´1.σqpm, gq “ g´1.i, and h´1‚A is of the
form (27), defining α1, α2, κ. As we saw above, the positivity condition on θ means that
over the interior, α1, α2 are an oriented orthonormal coframe. The original connection
1-form is expressed in terms of these data as

A “
1

2

ˆ

α2 ´ ϱ´1dϱ ϱpα1 ´ κq

ϱ´1pα1 ` κq ´α2 ` ϱ´1dϱ

˙

.

Since A is a regular connection 1-form, this shows that α1, α2 extend to elements of
0Ω1pUq, and define an adapted orthonormal coframe.

4.4. Existence of positive connections. Recall the classification of principal bundles
over compact, connected, oriented surfaces Σ with boundary. Let H be a connected Lie
group, and R Ñ Σ a principal H-bundle with a given homotopy class of trivializations
(framings) of R|BΣ. Pick x0 P intpΣq, and choose a trivialization of R over the punctured
surface Σ ´ tx0u such that the trivialization along the boundary is in the prescribed
class. Also choose a trivialization of R over an embedded disk D Ď intpΣq around x0.
The homotopy class of the transition map D ´ tx0u Ñ H defines an element

epRq P π1pHq.

If R1, R2 are two principal H-bundles with homotopy classes of trivializations along
the boundary, we have epR1q “ epR2q if and only if there exists a bundle isomorphism
R1 Ñ R2 which intertwines the homotopy classes of trivializations over the boundary.
In particular, taking R “ FrSOp2qpΣq to be the oriented orthonormal frame bundle for a
Riemannian metric, with its standard trivialization along the boundary (where the first
element of a frame is tangent to the boundary, pointing in the positive direction), the
element epRq P π1pSOp2qq “ Z is the Euler characteristic χpΣq of the surface. Given
a principal G-bundle P Ñ Σ with developing section σ : P Ñ D “ H Y t8u as above,
there is a distinguished homotopy class of trivializations along the boundary – those
trivializations for which σpm, gq “ g´1.0 for m P BΣ. Let

epP, σq P π1pGq “ Z
be the resulting invariant.

Proposition 4.8. Given two pairs pP, σq and pP 1, σ1q, we have epP, σq “ epP 1, σ1q if and
only if there exists an isomorphism P Ñ P 1 taking σ to σ1 and inducing the identity on
the base.

Proof. The necessity of the condition is obvious. To show that it is also sufficient, suppose
epP, σq “ epP 1, σ1q. We may assume P “ P 1, and that σ, σ1 define the same homotopy
class of trivializations of BP “ P |BΣ. Using the normal form near the boundary (Lemma
4.7), we may assume that σ, σ1 coincide over an open neighborhood of the boundary.
Over the interior, σ, σ1 may be regarded as sections of the associated bundle with fiber D,
which agree near the boundary. As is well-known, given any two distinct points z, z1 P D
there is a unique element ϕpz, z1q P G taking z to z1 and preserving the geodesic through
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z, z1. It extents smoothly to a map ϕ : D ˆ D Ñ G with ϕpg.z, g.z1q “ gϕpz, z1qg´1.
Consequently,we obtain a gauge transformation h P GaupP q taking σ to σ1. This gauge
transformation is trivial near the boundary since σ, σ1 agree there. □

The existence of σ-positive connections places a topological condition on pP, σq.

Proposition 4.9. Let Σ be a compact, connected, oriented surface with boundary, and
P Ñ Σ a principal G-bundle with a developing section σ : P Ñ D. Then the space of
positive connections is empty unless epP, σq “ χpΣq.

Proof. The oriented rank 2 bundle Vσ|BΣ has a distinguished rank 1 subbundle VBσ; hence
there is a unique homotopy class of trivializations of Vσ along the boundary, taking the
subbundle to R‘0 Ď R2. Letting FrSOp2qpVσq be the frame bundle for (any) fiber metric,
the invariant epFrSOp2qpVσqq P π1pSOp2qq “ Z is defined. We claim that

(30) epFrSOp2qpVσqq “ epP, σq.

To see this, choose a covering of Σ, consisting of an open subset U1 “ Σ ´ tx0u where
x0 P intpΣq, and an open neighborhood U2 of x0, contained in the interior of Σ and
diffeomorphic to an open disk. Choose a trivialization of P over U1, inducing the given
class of trivializations along the boundary, and choose also a trivialization over U2. Let
fi : Ui Ñ D be the maps describing σ in these trivializations. We may arrange that
f1, f2 are both constant (equal to i) over U1 XU2. Then the transition map U2 ´ tx0u “

U1 X U2 Ñ G takes values in K. The trivializations of P |Ui
also trivialize Vσ|Ui

, and
the transition map for its frame bundle agrees with that for P under the isomorphism
K – SOp2q. This proves (30).

A positive connection determines an oriented vector bundle isomorphism TΣ Ñ Vσ,
and hence

χpΣq “ epFrSOp2qpTΣqq “ epFrSOp2qpVσqq “ epP, σq. □

5. Automorphisms

In this section, we discuss the structure of the groups of automorphisms preserving
a given developing section, for G-bundles over surfaces and over curves. Recall that
B´ Ď G “ PSLp2,Rq is the image of lower triangular matrices with positive diagonal
entries. Thus B´ “ AN´ where A is the image of positive diagonal matrices, and
N´ “ rB´, B´s is the image of lower triangular matrices with 1’s on the diagonal.

5.1. The group AutpQ, τq. Let Q Ñ C be a principal G-bundle over a compact oriented
1-manifold, and τ : Q Ñ BD “ BH Y t8u a developing section.

Proposition 5.1. The group GaupQ, τq of gauge transformations preserving τ is the
group of sections of a group bundle GpQ, τq Ñ C, with typical fiber B´ “ AN´. It fits
into an exact sequence with the group AutpQ, τq of automorphisms of preserving τ ,

1 Ñ GaupQ, τq Ñ AutpQ, τq Ñ DiffpCq Ñ 1.
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Infinitesimally, gaupQ, τq Ď autpQ, τq are the sections of a Lie algebroids gpQ, τq Ď

AtpQ, τq, described as the kernel of the bundle maps gpQq Ď AtpQq Ñ Vτ . We have an
exact sequence of Lie algebroids

0 Ñ gpQ, τq Ñ AtpQ, τq Ñ TC Ñ 0.

Proof. The developing section defines a reduction of structure group QB´ “ τ´1p0q Ď Q,
and the groups GaupQ, τq Ď AutpQ, τq are identified with the gauge transformations and
automorphisms of QB´ . (Every B´-equivariant diffeomorphism of QB´ extends uniquely
to a G-equivariant diffeomorphism of Q; the latter preserves τ .) In particular, AtpQ, τq

is just the Atiyah algebroid of QB´ . The sections of AtpQ, τq are identified with the
B´-invariant vector fields on QB´ , or equivalently with the G-invariant vector fields on
Q that are τ -related to 0. Equivalently, this is the kernel of the bundle map to Vτ . □

5.2. The group AutpP, σq. We now give a similar discussion for principal bundles over
oriented surfaces Σ with boundary. LetpP, σq as in (23). As we saw, σ gives a simulta-
neous description of two reductions of structure group: Over the interior, the structure
group of P is reduced to K, over BΣ it is reduced to B´.

Proposition 5.2. The groups of gauge transformations and automorphism of P pre-
serving σ fit into an exact sequence

1 Ñ GaupP, σq Ñ
bAutpP, σq Ñ

bDiffpΣq Ñ 1.

The group GaupP, σq is the group of sections of a family of Lie groups GpP, σq, with typ-
ical fibers K over interior points and N´ at boundary points; restriction to the boundary
identifies

GpP, σq|BΣ “ rGpBP, Bσq, GpBP, Bσqs.

(A family of Lie groups is a Lie groupoid for which source and target map coincide.
It need not be locally trivial.)

Proof. Over the interior of Σ, the developing section defines a reduction of the structure
group toK Ď G, and the groups GaupP |intpΣq, σq Ď AutpP |intpΣq, σq are identified with the
gauge transformations and automorphisms of PK . The main task in proving Proposition
5.2 is to understand the behavior near the boundary. We shall use the local normal form,
Lemma 4.7. Thus let

U “ BΣ ˆ r0, ϵq, P |U “ U ˆ G,

with σpm, gq “ g´1.piϱpmqq. Denote the points of U by m “ px, yq, so that ϱpmq “ y.
The automorphisms of P |U may be written as pairs ph,Φq, where Φ P bDiffpUq and
h P GaupP q “ C8pU,Gq. Such an automorphism preserves the developing section
σpm, gq “ g´1.fpmq if and only if

hpmq.fpΦ´1
pmqq “ fpmq.

In our case, fpx, yq “ iy, we have:
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Lemma 5.3. The elements of GaupP |U , σq with compact support in U are of the form

exp
´

0 ´χϱ2

χ 0

¯

for compactly supported χ P C8pUq. Every element of bAutpP |U , σq whose base map is
compactly supported in U is uniquely the product of such a gauge transformation and an
automorphism

ˆ

”

e´λ{2 0
0 eλ{2

ı

, Φ

˙

where Φ P bDiffpUq has compact support in U , and λ P C8pUq is the compactly supported
function defined by Φ˚ϱ “ eλ ϱ.

Proof. A gauge transformation h P C8pU,Gq fixes σ if and only if hpx, yq P Giy for all y.
For y ą 0, the stabilizer of iy P H in G is

(31) Giy “

"

exp
´

0 ´t y2

t 0

¯
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
t P R

*

– K

This fits uniquely into a smooth family of subgroups of tpx, yquˆG for all y ě 0, by taking
the fiber for y “ 0 to be N´. A smooth gauge transformation fixing σ must take values
in this family of Lie groups. Consider next a compactly supported diffeomorphism Φ P
bDiff`pUq. The push-forward Φ˚ϱ “ ϱ ˝Φ´1 is again a boundary defining function, and
so is of the form eλϱ. The hyperbolic transformation given by the diagonal matrix with
entries e´λpmq{2, eλpmq{2 down the diagonal takes fpΦ´1pmqq “ i eλpmqy back to iy. □

The Lemma (and its proof) verify that GaupP, σq are the sections of a family of
Lie groups GpP, σq. It also shows that every diffeomorphism in bDiffpΣq lifts to an
automorphism in bAutpP, σq Ñ bDiffpΣq: For diffeomorphisms supported in the interior
of Σ this is done by lifting to an automorphisms of PK Ď PintpΣq; for diffeomorphisms
supported in a collar neighborhood of the boundary the Lemma gives an explicit lift. □

We see in particular that the restriction map GaupP, σq Ñ GaupBP, Bσq is not surjec-
tive. On the other hand, we have:

Proposition 5.4. The restriction map

bAutopP, σq Ñ AutopBP, Bσq

is surjective. In fact, every element of AutopBP, Bσq admits an extension to an element
of bAutopP, σq which is supported on a collar neighborhood of the boundary.

Proof. We work with the normal form (Lemma 4.7) over a collar neighborhood U of the
boundary. Given an element of AutopBP, Bσq, with base map BΦ P DiffopBΣq, choose an
extension to a diffeomorphism Φ with compact support on U . Lemma 5.3 shows how
to lift Φ to an element of bAutopP, σq, extending the given automorphism along the
boundary. □
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For the sake of completeness, we also give the infinitesimal descriptions. Recall that
the b-tangent bundle bTM of a manifold M with boundary is the vector bundle whose
sections are vector fields tangent to the boundary BM .

Proposition 5.5. The kernel of bundle map AtpP q Ñ Vσ is a Lie subalgebroid bAtpP, σq

of the Atiyah algebroid, with bautpP, σq as its space of sections. It fits into an exact
sequence of Lie algebroids

(32) 0 ÝÑ gpP, σq ÝÑ AtpP, σq ÝÑ
bTΣ ÝÑ 0.

Restriction to the boundary is a Lie algebroid isomorphism

(33) AtpP, σq|BΣ – AtpBP, Bσq

inducing the inclusion gpP, σq|BΣ ãÑ gpBP, Bσq.

Proof. Over the the interior, the kernel of AtpP q Ñ Vσ is the subalgebroid AtpPKq given
by the reduction of structure group PK Ď P |intpΣq. Hence, it suffices to study the situation
near the boundary. Using the normal form from Lemma 4.7, we have P |U “ U ˆG, with
σpm, gq “ g´1.fpmq for fpx, yq “ iy. The bundle map AtpP |Uq “ TU ˆ g Ñ Vσ|U “

f˚TH is given by

pv, ξq ÞÑ pTmfqpvq ´ ξ7
|fpmq,

where ξ7 is the vector field on H generated by X. Since ξ7 is tangent to BH, we see that
for elements pv, ξq P AtpP q|m, m P BΣ in the kernel of the map to Vσ, the vector v must
itself be tangent to BΣ. The rest of the discussion is as in the proof of Lemma 5.3. In
particular, infinitesimal gauge transformations are given by functions

χ

ˆ

0 ´ϱ2

1 0

˙

P C8
pU, gq “ gaupP |Uq.

Every compactly supported vector field v P bVectpUq tangent to BΣ defines a function
λ “ ϱ´1Lvϱ, and the element

ˆ

´

´λ{2 0
0 λ{2

¯

, v

˙

P C8
pU, gq ˆ VectpUq “ autpP |Uq

is a lift to autpP |U , σq. □

Remark 5.6. For the model case Σ “ D, the Lie algebroid AtpP, σq is identified with the
action Lie algebroid Dˆg , embedded in AtpP q “ TDˆg by the map pz, ξq ÞÑ pξ7pzq, ξq.

6. Symplectic structure on TeichpΣq

We shall now construct a symplectic structure ω on the Teichmüller spaces of hyper-
bolic structures on surfaces Σ with boundary. Throughout, Σ will be compact, con-
nected, and oriented, with a given pair pP, σq as in (23), satisfying epP, σq “ χpΣq. By
Proposition 4.9, the space ApospP q of σ-positive connections is non-empty.
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6.1. Hyperbolic metrics from positive connections. Our starting point is the fol-
lowing description of HyppΣq, TeichpΣq as quotients of spaces of flat connections.

Theorem 6.1. The space of hyperbolic structures on Σ is a quotient,

(34) HyppΣq “ Apos
flatpP q{GaupP, σq.

Taking a further quotient by the action of 0DiffopΣq, we obtain

TeichpΣq “ Apos
flatpP q{ 0AutopP, σq.(35)

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, every θ P Apos
flatpP q determines a hyperbolic 0-metric g on

Σ; changing θ by a gauge transformation in GaupP, σq does not change g. Conversely,
every hyperbolic 0-metric on Σ arises in this way, where θ is unique up to the action
of GaupP, σq. Indeed, g determines a triple pP 1, σ1, θq, with epP 1, σ1q “ χpΣq; hence
pP 1, σ1q is related to pP, σq by a bundle isomorphism. It follows that g is defined by a
flat connection θ P Apos

flatpP q (the image of θ1 under this isomorphism). This proves the
description of HyppΣq; the remaining assertions are clear. □

Similarly, given pQ, τq as in (26), we saw that every projective structure on an oriented
1-manifold C is obtained from a τ -positive connection on Q. The latter is unique up to
the action of GaupQ, τq. Hence

ProjpCq “ Apos
pQq{GaupQ, τq.

The quotient map intertwines the action of Aut`pQ, τq on connections with the action
of Diff`pCq “ Aut`pQ, τq{GaupQ, τq on projective structures. Letting Q “ BP and
τ “ Bσ, we see that the pullback map Apos

flatpP q Ñ ApospBP q descends to the natural map
TeichpΣq Ñ ProjpBΣq.

6.2. Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure. Let ¨ denote the nondegenerate invariant
symmetric bilinear form (‘metric’) on g “ slp2,Rq given by

(36) ξ ¨ η “ trpξηq.

It determines a bundle metric on gpP q, and an Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure on the
space ApP q of connections by

ωABpa, bq “

ż

Σ

a
.

^ b,

for a, b P TθApP q “ Ω1pΣ, gpP qq. The symplectic structure is invariant under the action
of bAut`pP q, and there is a natural affine moment map for this action, involving both
a bulk term and a boundary term. We refer to Appendix B for details.

For now, we consider the subgroup 0Aut`pP q of automorphisms whose base map fixes
the boundary. The moment map for this subgroup is given by

(37) ApP q Ñ Ω2
pΣ,AtpP q

˚
q ˆ ApBP q, θ ÞÑ

`

´ F θ
¨ sθ, Bθ

˘

.
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Here F θ P Ω2pΣ, gpP qq is the curvature, and

(38) sθ : AtpP q “ TP {G Ñ gpP q

is the splitting (‘vertical projection’) defined by connection θ P ApP q.
One obtains an affine moment map for the action of 0Aut`pP, σq Ď 0Aut`pP q by

projection, replacing sθ with sθ|AtpP,σq. We would like to interpret (35) as a symplec-
tic reduction for this moment map. As we will see, the boundary term causes some
complications. Let us therefore begin with the case BΣ “ H.

6.3. Symplectic structure: the case BΣ “ H. If the boundary is empty, only the
bulk term ´F θ ¨ sθ of the moment map remains. The moment map for Aut`pP, σq is
thus given by

(39) Apos
pP q Ñ autpP, σq

˚
“ Ω2

pΣ,AtpP, σq
˚
q, θ ÞÑ ´F θ

¨ sθ|AtpP,σq.

Proposition 6.2. Let Σ be a compact oriented surface without boundary, and P Ñ Σ a
principal G-bundle with developing section satisfying epP, σq “ χpΣq. Then

TeichpΣq “ Apos
pP q{{AutopP, σq,

a symplectic quotient, with a residual action of MCGpΣq preserving the symplectic struc-
ture.

Proof. We claim that the zero level set of (39) is the space Apos
flatpP q of flat connections.

The map sθ : AtpP, σq Ñ gpP q restricts to the identity on the subbundles gpP, σq, and
gives a commutative diagram

AtpP, σq

��

sθ
// gpP q

��

TΣ // Vσ

where the vertical maps are the quotients maps for the subbundle gpP, σq. For θ P

ApospP q the lower horizontal map is an isomorphism, hence so is the upper map. Hence
F θ ¨ sθpvq “ 0 for all v P autpP, σq “ ΓpAtpP, σqq if and only if F θ “ 0. Since Aut`pP, σq

preserves the Atiyah-Bott form, the induced action of Aut`pP, σq{AutopP, σq – MCGpΣq

is again symplectic. □

Since the condition epP q “ χpΣq determines P up to isomorphism, the symplectic
2-form ω on TeichpΣq does not depend on its choice. We will verify in Section 8 that
this symplectic form is the standard Weil-Petersson form, given in Fenchel-Nielsen coor-
dinates by Wolpert’s theorem.

It is clear from the construction that the residual action of the mapping class group
MCGpΣq preserves the symplectic structure. Hence, we also have

MpΣq “ Apos
pP q{{Aut`pP, σq.
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Remark 6.3. By a classical result, obtained independently by Goldman [13] and Hitchin
[16], the symplectic structure on Teichmüller space TeichpΣq may be obtained directly as
a moduli space of flat connections, without having to invoke developing sections. That
is,

(40) TeichpΣq “ ApP q{{GaupP q

for any choice of G-bundle with epP q “ χpΣq. The proof of (40) is more involved; we do
not know of an independent argument obtaining this result from Proposition 6.2.

6.4. Symplectic structure: the case BΣ ‰ H. We now turn to the case of a possibly
non-empty boundary. We shall denote Q “ BP, τ “ Bσ. Equation (35) represents the
Teichmüller space as a quotient by the group 0AutopP, σq, the identity component of
automorphisms whose base map fixes BΣ. However:

The pullback of ωAB to Apos
flatpP q does not descend to the quotient.

The problem is that the restriction map 0AutopP, σq Ñ GaupQq is non-trivial (in
fact, it is surjective). Hence, the boundary terms of the moment map are present. Our
strategy is to carry out the reduction in stages. Let

AutopP,Q, σq Ď
0AutopP, σq

be the kernel of the restriction map, and put

(41) zTeichpΣq “ Apos
flatpP q{AutopP,Q, σq “ TeichpΣq ˆProjpBΣq Apos

pQq.

Elements of this space are represented by hyperbolic structures on Σ together with a lift
of the corresponding projective structure on the boundary to a τ -positive connection on
Q.

Lemma 6.4. zTeichpΣq is a symplectic quotient ApospP q{{AutopP,Q, σq.

Proof. The Lie algebra autpP,Q, σq is the space of sections of AtpP, σq vanishing along the
boundary BΣ. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.2, if θ P ApospP q,
we have F θ ¨sθpvq “ 0 for all v P autpP,Q, σq if and only if F θ “ 0. Hence, the symplectic

quotient by this subgroup is zTeichpΣq. □

According to Proposition 5.4, the map 0AutopP, σq ÝÑ GaupQ, τq is surjective; hence
zTeichpΣq has a residual action of the group GaupQ, τq, with quotient TeichpΣq. Let

ApQ, τq “ ApQq{ annpgaupQ, τqq.

This is an affine GaupQ, τq-space, with linear action the coadjoint action on gaupQ, τq˚.

Lemma 6.5. The moment map for the action of GaupQ, τq on zTeichpΣq is given by

Ψ: zTeichpΣq Ñ ApQ, τq, rθs ÞÑ Bθ mod annpgaupQ, τqq.

Proof. This follows by reduction, since the boundary term of the moment map for the
0AutopP q-action on ApP q is θ ÞÑ Bθ. □
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Note that Ψ takes values in the subspace ApospQ, τq “ ApospQq{ annpgaupQ, τqq. It
turns out that the image of this map is a single coadjoint orbit:

Lemma 6.6. The action of GaupQ, τq on ApospQ, τq is free and transitive.

Proof. This is a well-known fact from Drinfeld-Sokolov theory. We may assume that
Q “ S1 ˆ G, with τpg, xq “ g´1 ¨ 0. The connections on Q are described by their
connection 1-forms A P Ω1pS1, gq. Write

(42) A “

ˆ

1
2
s a
u ´1

2
s

˙

dx

with functions a, s, u P C8pS1q; the connection is τ -positive if and only if a ą 0. Taking
the quotient by annpgaupQ, τqq – Ω1pS1, n´q amounts to omitting the lower left corner;
hence a, s serve as parameters on ApospQ, τq. There is a unique gauge transformation
by an element h P C8pS1, B´q “ GaupQ, τq putting (42) into Drinfeld-Sokolov normal
form, that is, having 1 in the upper right corner and with vanishing diagonal entries.
Explicitly,

h “

ˆ

1 0

´1
2
s ` 1

2
a1

a
1

˙ ˆ

a´ 1
2 0

0 a
1
2

˙

.

In other words, h is the unique element taking the class of A in ApospQ, τq to the base
point of ApospQ, τq given by s “ 0, a “ 1. □

Since O “ ApospQ, τq is a coadjoint orbit, it has a unique symplectic structure such
that the GaupQ, τq-action is Hamiltonian, with moment map the inclusion. (See Appen-
dix A.1.)

By the well-known ‘shifting trick’ from symplectic geometry, the quotient
zTeichpΣq{GaupQ, τq may be recast as a symplectic quotient. Let O´ be the space O
with the opposite symplectic structure.

Theorem 6.7. The Teichmüller space is a symplectic quotient

TeichpΣq “ p zTeichpΣq ˆ O´
q{{GaupQ, τq,

where zTeichpΣq “ ApospP q{{AutopP,Q, σq. In particular, TeichpΣq acquires a symplectic
structure. The action of MCGpΣq on TeichpΣq preserves the symplectic structure.

Proof. Only the final claim remains to be proved. The action of bAut`pP, σq

on the space ApospP q preserves the Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure, and restricts
to an action on the space of flat connections. We hence obtain a symplec-

tic action of bAut`pP, σq{AutopP,Q, σq on zTeichpΣq. This contains MCGpΣq “

Aut`pP,Q, σq{AutopP,Q, σq and 0AutopP, σq{AutopP,Q, σq “ GaupQ, τq as commut-
ing subgroups. The moment map for the GaupQ, τq-action is MCGpΣq-invariant; hence
we obtain a symplectic action of MCGpΣq on the quotient. □
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The symplectic structure obtained in this way does not depend on the choice of pP, σq

subject to the condition epP, σq “ χpΣq, since any two choices are related by a bun-

dle isomorphism (Proposition 4.8). The intermediate space zTeichpΣq depends on the
choice, but only through the boundary restriction pQ, τq. There is a canonical choice for

the boundary restriction, and hence of the space zTeichpΣq, coming from the theory of
Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction. We will discuss it in the next section, since it will also lead
to a simpler description of TeichpΣq.

Remark 6.8. It would be interesting to have a construction of the symplectic structure
directly from the metric, as in the work of Tromba [35] (see also Donaldson [10], Diez-
Ratiu [9]).

7. TeichpΣq as a Hamiltonian Virasoro space

We will now verify that the map TeichpΣq Ñ ProjpBΣq, taking the equivalence class
of a hyperbolic structure on a surface with boundary to the induced projective structure
on the boundary, is an affine moment map. The affine structure on ProjpBΣq comes from
its identification with an affine subspace of the dual of the Virasoro Lie algebra virpBΣq,
at a suitable non-zero level. We will give explicit formulas for the Hill operator on the
boundary, in terms of data coming from the hyperbolic 0-metric.

7.1. Review of Hill operators and Virasoro algebra. We shall need some back-
ground material. For more detailed information, see the standard references [17, 25] as
well as our earlier paper [3]. Let C be a compact, oriented 1-manifold. For r P R, we de-
note by |Ω|rC the space of r-densities. A k-th order differential operator D : |Ω|

r1
C Ñ |Ω|

r2
C

has a principal symbol σkpDq P |Ω|
r2´r1´k
C . The principal symbol is scalar exactly when

r2 “ r1 ` k. If r1 ` r2 “ 1, the (formal) adjoint operator acts between the same spaces,
and it makes sense to ask that D be self-adjoint. A Hill operator is a second order
differential operator

L : |Ω|
´ 1

2
C Ñ |Ω|

3
2
C

satisfying L˚ “ L and σ2pLq “ 1. The space of all Hill operators is an affine space
HillpCq, with the space of quadratic differentials |Ω|2C as its space of translations. There
is a DiffopCq-equivariant isomorphism

(43) HillpCq
–

ÝÑ ProjpCq,

taking a Hill operator L to the projective structure with charts pu1 : u2q : U Ñ RPp1q,

for local solutions u1, u2 P |Ω|
´1{2
U of Lu “ 0, with Wronskian W pu1, u2q “ ´1. The

natural action of Diff`pCq on HillpCq is an affine action, with underlying linear action
the coadjoint action. Here |Ω|2C is seen as the (smooth) dual to the space of vector fields
VectpCq “ |Ω|

´1
C . The Virasoro algebra virpCq is the central extension of VectpCq defined

by this action (see Appendix A.1). The action of DiffopCq on vir˚
1pCq is the coadjoint

Virasoro action; see e.g. [8, 18, 19, 29, 36].



TEICHMÜLLER SPACES FOR SURFACES WITH BOUNDARY 29

Using a local coordinate x on C, the r-density bundles are trivialized by the sections
|dx|r. In terms of this trivialization, a Hill operator takes on the form

(44) L “
d2

dx2
` T pxq

for a Hill potential T . For F P DiffpCq, the Hill operator F´1 ¨L has Hill potential F´1 ¨T
given by the formula

(45) pF´1
¨ T qpxq “ F1

pxq
2T pFpxqq `

1

2
SpFqpxq

with the Schwarzian derivative [25, 26] SpFq “ F3

F1 ´ 3
2

`

F2

F1

˘2
. The map (43) factors

through the Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding

(46) HillpCq Ñ Apos
pQq

for a canonically defined pair pQ, τq. The following coordinate-free description is due to

Segal [29]. Let |Λ|
´1{2
C be the bundle of ´1

2
densities. A Hill operator L determines a

linear connection on the 1-jet bundle

(47) E “ J1
p|Λ|

´1{2
C q

with the property that Lu “ 0 if and only if ∇j1puq “ 0. (By standard ODE theory,
every solution is uniquely determined by its 1-jet at any given point.) Dually, we obtain

a connection on E˚. Dualizing the projection E Ñ |Λ|
´1{2
C , we obtain a rank 1 subbundle

of E˚, or equivalently a section of its projectivization. We take Q Ñ C be the associated
principal G-bundle, thus PpE˚q “ QˆGRPp1q, and let τ : Q Ñ RPp1q – BD be the map
defining this section. The connection on E˚ defined by a Hill operator descends to a τ -
positive connection on Q, defining the inclusion (46). The image of the Drinfeld-Sokolov
embedding will be called the Drinfeld-Sokolov slice, denoted

(48) Z Ď Apos
pQq.

The bundle Vτ “ τ˚TBD{G for Segal’s pQ, τq is canonically isomorphic to the tangent
bundle

Vτ – TC.

Hence, given a connection ϑ P ApQq, the map a : TC Ñ Vτ from (22) is scalar multi-
plication by a function a, and ϑ is positive if and only if a ą 0 everywhere. We have
Z Ď a´1p1q.

The choice of a local coordinate x on C determines a trivialization of |Λ|
´1{2
C , hence

also of its jet bundle and consequently of Q. In this trivialization, τpm, gq “ g´1 ¨ 0, and
the Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding is given by the formula2

(49) T |dx|
2

ÞÑ

ˆ

0 1
´T 0

˙

dx.

2In [3], we worked with the bundle E instead of E˚. The expression in (49) is therefore minus the
transpose of that used in [3].
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From the coordinate-free description, it is clear that Diff`pCq acts on Q by automor-
phisms preserving τ , hence defining a splitting

(50) Diff`pCq Ñ Aut`pQ, τq.

The Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding is equivariant for this action. Using local coordinates
to trivialize the bundles, this is given by F´1 ÞÑ ph,F´1q P C8pC, B´q ¸ Diff`pCq with

(51) h “

„

1 0
1
2
F2pF1q´1 1

ȷ „

pF1q´ 1
2 0

0 pF1q
1
2

ȷ

.

On may check directly that h is the unique B´-valued function such that h‚F˚A is again
in the Drinfeld-Sokolov slice, with T replaced by F´1 ¨ T .

7.2. Hill potential in terms of adapted coframes. Given a hyperbolic 0-metric
g on an oriented surface Σ with boundary, we are interested in a description of the
corresponding Hill operator in terms of adapted coordinates x, y. Let α1, α2 be an
adapted orthonormal coframe for g, with associated spin connection κ. Write

α1 “
1

y
papxqdx ` . . .q, α2 “

dy

y
` spxqdx ` . . . ,

1

2
pα1 ` κq “ ypupxqdx ` . . .q

where the dots indicate regular 1-forms whose pullback to the boundary vanishes.

Proposition 7.1. The Hill potential corresponding to the hyperbolic 0-metric g is given
by the formula

(52) T “
1

2

ˆ

a2

a
´

3

2

´a1

a

¯2
˙

´ au ´
1

4
s2 ´

1

2

a1

a
s `

1

2
s1.

Proof. The 0-connection 1-form (14) reads
ˆ 1

2y
dy ` 1

2
spxqdx ` . . . 1

y
papxqdx ` . . .q

ypupxqdx ` . . .q ´ 1
2y

dy ´ 1
2
spxqdx ` . . .

˙

.

In Section 4.3, we explained that the regular connection 1-form, describing Bθ P ApospQq,

is obtained by applying the ‘singular gauge transformation’ by diagpy
1
2 , y´ 1

2 q, and pulling
back to y “ 0. The result is the connection 1-form (42) from the proof of Lemma 6.6. By
working out the gauge transformation indicated there, taking the connection to Drinfeld-
Sokolov normal form, one obtains T as minus the lower left corner. The result of this
straightforward calculation is (52). □

Example 7.2. The Hill potential for the Poincaré disk, with coordinates ϕ as in Example
3.1b, is T pxq “ 1

4
. For the trumpet, with geodesic neck of length ℓ (Example 3.1c),

we obtain T pxq “ ´1
4
ℓ2. For the Fefferman-Graham coframe (Example 3.1d), the Hill

potential agrees with the function T given in that formula.
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7.3. Hill potential in terms of geodesic curvature. We will now give a second
description of the Hill operator of a hyperbolic 0-metric g, motivated by the discussion
in Maldacena-Stanford-Yang [20, Section 3]. Observe that the function apxq in (52) may
be read off from the leading term of the volume form;

d volg “
1

y2
`

apxq ` Opy1q
˘

dx ^ dy.

For y ą 0, let kpx, yq be the geodesic curvature of the curve t ÞÑ px` t, yq. Recall that
for the standard hyperbolic metric on the upper half plane, the horizontal lines all have
geodesic curvature equal to 1. Hence kpx, yq “ 1 for all x, y P H. It turns out that in
general, kpx, yq “ 1 ` Opy2q:

Lemma 7.3. For every hyperbolic 0-metric, the limit

cpxq “ lim
yÑ0

kpx, yq ´ 1

y2

exists and defines a smooth function of x.

Proof. By Theorem 3.9, the hyperbolic 0-metric may be written g “ 1
g2

pdf 2 ` dg2q for

functions f, g with Bf
Bx

px, 0q ą 0 and gpx, 0q “ 0, Bg
By

px, 0q ą 0. That is, pf, gq defines a

local isometry to H. The image of the curve t ÞÑ px ` t, yq under this isometry is the
curve t ÞÑ pfpx ` t, yq, gpx ` t, yqq in H; its geodesic curvature kpx, yq is computed as

k “
f 1

`

pf 1q2 ` pg1q2
˘1{2

` f
f 1g2 ´ f2g1

`

pf 1q2 ` pg1q2
˘3{2

,

where the prime denotes x-derivatives. Substituting Taylor series

fpx, yq „
ÿ

i

fipxqyi, gpx, yq „
ÿ

i

gipxqyi

one finds, by direct but somewhat lengthy calculation,

kpx, yq “ 1 ` cpxqy2 ` y3

with

(53) c “
g1g

2
1

pf 1
0q

2
´
g1g

1
1f

2
0

pf 1
0q3

´
1

2

pg1
1q2

pf 1
0q

2
.

(The calculation requires writing f, g up to second order, but f1, f2, g2 do not enter the
final expression.) □

Theorem 7.4. The Hill potential is given by

(54) T “
1

2

ˆ

a2

a
´

3

2

`a1

a

˘2

˙

`
a2

2
c

where c is obtained from the limit of the geodesic curvatures of the curves t ÞÑ px` t, yq

as cpxq “ limyÑ0pkpx, yq ´ 1q{y2.
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Proof. Continuing the notation from the proof of Lemma 7.3, we may take α1 “
df
g
, α2 “

dg
g
as an adapted orthonormal coframe. Using the Taylor expansion of f, g, we find

α1 “
1

y
p
f 1
0

g1
dx ` . . .q, α2 “

dy

y
`
g1
1

g1
dx ` . . . , α1 ` κ “ 0

where dots indicate terms that pull back to zero on the boundary y “ 0. Hence, the
functions a, s, u are given by

a “
f 1
0

g1
, s “

g1
1

g1
, u “ 0.

Using the formula (53) for kpxq, this gives

c “
1

a2

´

s1
´
a1

a
s ´

1

2
s2

¯

.

Now use (52). □

7.4. Verifying the moment map condition. We are now in position to describe the

moment map for the ĄDiffopBΣq-action on the infinite-dimensional Teichmüller space.

Theorem 7.5. The action of ĄDiffopBΣq on TeichpΣq is Hamiltonian, with moment map

Φ: TeichpΣq Ñ vir˚
´1pBΣq, rgs ÞÑ ´L

taking the equivalence class of a hyperbolic structure to minus the Hill operator for the
associated projective structure on the boundary.

Remark 7.6. We obtain a moment map at level ´1 due to our specific choice of metric
ξ ¨ η “ trpξηq on g. Multiplying the metric by a nonzero factor, the symplectic form and
moment map (and in particular its level) scale accordingly.

Our starting point is the description (Theorem 6.7)

TeichpΣq “ p zTeichpΣq ˆ O´
q{{GaupQ, τq,

where pQ, τq is the boundary restriction of pP, σq. We shall take this boundary restriction
to be Segal’s bundle from Section 7.1. Denote C “ BΣ.

The action of ĄDiffopCq is obtained as a quotient of the action of (a cover of) AutopQ, τq

on both spaces, zTeichpΣq and O. Recall that for Segal’s bundle, there is a canonical
splitting DiffopCq Ñ AutopQ, τq. This lifts to the universal covering. Hence, we may
compute the DiffopCq-part of the moment map on both spaces.

The choice of a a coordinate x on the boundary gives a trivialization Q “ C ˆ G. In
terms of this trivialization, the connection Bθ is described by a connection 1-form A as
in (42).
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Proposition 7.7. The moment map for the ĄDiffopBΣq-action on zTeichpΣq is given in
coordinates by

(55) zTeichpΣq Ñ |Ω|
2
BΣ, rθs ÞÑ

`

´
1

2
s1

`
1

4
s2 ` au ´

1

2
a2

q |dx|
2.

Here the functions a, u, s are defined by (42).

Proof. The boundary term of the moment map is given by rθs ÞÑ pA, 1
2
trpA2qq P

Ω1pC, gq ˆ |Ω|2C; see Appendix B. On the other hand, the coordinate expression of the
inclusion VectpCq Ñ gaupQ, τq ¸ VectC is given by the infinitesimal version of (51)3

f
B

Bx
ÞÑ

ˆˆ

1
2
f 1 0

´1
2
f2 ´1

2
f 1

˙

, f
B

Bx

˙

.

Using the expression (42) for A, the corresponding component of the moment map is
ż

S1

tr

ˆˆ

1
2
s a
u ´1

2
s

˙ ˆ

1
2
f 1 0

´1
2
f2 ´1

2
f 1

˙˙

`
1

2

ż

S1

tr

ˆ

1
2
s a
u ´1

2
s

˙2

f

“

ż

S1

ˆ

1

2
sf 1

´
1

2
af2

`
1

4
sf ` auf

˙

“

ż

S1

ˆ

´
1

2
s1

´
1

2
a2

`
1

4
s2 ` au

˙

f. □

We recognize some, but not all, of the terms in the formula (52) for the Hill potential.

One expects to obtain the remaining terms from a calculation of the ĄDiffopCq-moment
map on O. Through explicit calculation, we checked that this is indeed the case, thereby
obtaining a proof of Theorem 7.5. However, there is a much simpler argument, using the
Drinfeld-Sokolov slice:

Proof of Theorem 7.5. Recall that the moment map Ψ: zTeichpΣq Ñ ApQ, τq is given
by rθs ÞÑ Bθ mod ann gaupQ, τq, and the set of all Bθ mod ann gaupQ, τq is a single
coadjoint orbit O “ ApospQ, τq. The Drinfeld-Sokolov slice Z Ď ApospQq descends to
a slice for the GaupQ, τq-action on O “ ApospQq{ annpQ, τq, consisting of just a single
point, µ0 P O, and the stabilizer of this point under GaupQ, τq is trivial. (See Lemma
6.6.) Letting µ0 be the corresponding point in O, we have

TeichpΣq “ Ψ´1
pµ0q Ď zTeichpΣq

as a symplectic submanifold. The moment map for the ĄDiffopCq-action on TeichpΣq may
be computed by restricting the moment map to this cross-section.

Using coordinates, as above, Z is given by a “ 1, s “ 0, u “ ´T where T is the Hill
potential. (The point µ0 P O is the point given by a “ 1, s “ 0). Hence, on Ψ´1pµ0q the
moment map restricts to rθs ÞÑ ´T . □

3With our sign conventions, the flow of the vector field f B
Bx is of the form Ftpxq “ x´ tfpxq `Opt2q.

An additional sign arises comes from the choice of identification gaupQq – C8pC, gq used in appendix
B.
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8. The symplectic form in Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates

8.1. Fenchel-Nielsen parameters. Let Σ be a compact, connected, oriented surface
(possibly with boundary), of negative Euler characteristic χpΣq ă 0. The construction of
Fenchel-Nielsen parameters on TeichpΣq for surfaces without boundary is well-explained
in [11]; we describe a straightforward generalization to the case of a possibly non-empty
boundary.

Recall first that every simple, closed curve D Ď Σ, neither contractible nor homotopic
to a boundary component, determines a twist flow R ˆ TeichpΣq Ñ TeichpΣq: Given g,
one obtains a new metric gτ by cutting the surface along the geodesic homotopic to D,
and gluing the two sides back together after rotating (twisting) one of the ends by an
amount τ .

Remark 8.1. A more detailed description: Given rgs P TeichpΣq, choose a representa-
tive g having D as a closed geodesic. A collar neighborhood U of D is isometric to a
neighborhood of the geodesic of a hyperbolic cylinder (see 2.4.2), and so is isometric to
D ˆ p´ϵ, ϵq with the hyperbolic metric (8). For any τ P R, we obtain a new hyperbolic
metric gτ by letting gτ |Σ´U “ g|Σ´U and taking gτ |U to be the pullback of g|U under the
diffeomorphism

(56) px, uq ÞÑ
`

x `
τ

ℓ
fpuq, u

˘

,

where fpuq “ 0 for u ă ´1
2
ϵ and fpuq “ 1 for u ą 1

2
ϵ. The twist flow is given by

rgs ÞÑ rgτ s.

Since χpΣq ă 0, we may choose a pairs-of-pants decomposition of Σ. There are
2g ´ 2 ` r “ ´χpΣq distinct pants; their boundary curves consist of the boundary loops
Cj, j “ 1, . . . , r of Σ and 3g ´ 3 ` r simple closed curves Di Ď intpΣq.

Each of the Di defines a length parameter ℓi ą 0 (the length of the unique closed
geodesic homotopic to Di), as well as a twist flow. In addition, each boundary component
Cj determines a length parameter ℓj (given by the length of the unique geodesic of rgs

homotopic to the ideal boundary Cj) as well as an action of ĄDiffopCjq (coming from
the action of diffeomorphisms in b DiffopΣq that are supported in collar neighborhoods
of the Cj). These actions on TeichpΣq all commute, with quotient R3g´3

ą0 ˆ Rr
ą0 given

by the length parameters. This action has a global slice, determined by the choice
of a system of model seams. Choose an embedded 1-dimensional submanifold E Ď Σ
with boundary BE Ď BΣ, in such a way for any two distinct boundary circles of a
given pants P , there is a unique component of P X E connecting those two boundary
components. We also assume that PXE meets these boundary components transversely.
The three components of P X E are the model seams for the pair of pants P . Finally,
choose orientation preserving parametrizations Cj – S1, such that BE X Cj maps to the
antipodal points t´1, 1u P S1 Ď C.

The desired slice consists of all rgs P TeichpΣq, where g is a hyperbolic 0-metric such
that (i) all Di are geodesics, (ii) the connected components of E ´ BE Ď intpΣq are
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geodesics, (iii) the projective structure on the boundary components Cj is constant (i.e.,
S1-equivariant). This gives an identification

(57) TeichpΣq – pRą0 ˆ Rq
3g´3`r

ˆ

r
ź

j“1

pRą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS
1
qq

with the slice given as pRą0ˆ0qˆ
śr

j“1pRą0ˆIdqr. Denote the corresponding parameters
by ℓi, τi, ℓj,Fj; we choose the parametrization in such a way that the i-th twist flow is
given by τi ÞÑ τi ` τ (leaving all other parameters unchanged) and the j-th action of

F P ĄDiffopS
1q is given by Fj ÞÑ Fj ˝ F´1 (leaving all other parameters unchanged).

8.2. Related Teichmüller spaces. Given a hyperbolic 0-metric g on Σ, each boundary
component Cj determines a unique simple, closed geodesic C1

j Ď Σ homotopic to Cj; this
is the geodesic end of the j-th boundary trumpet. Removing the trumpets creates a
surface Σ1 with geodesic boundary \jC

1
j, called the compact core of Σ. Of course, Σ1 is

diffeomorphic to Σ (as a surface with boundary). The map

(58) TeichpΣq ÝÑ TeichgeodpΣq,

taking the equivalence class of a hyperbolic 0-metric on Σ to the equivalence class of the
(ordinary) hyperbolic metric on Σ with geodesic boundary, is the quotient maps for the

action of
śr

i“1
ĄDiffopCiq. The corresponding Fenchel-Nielsen description just omits the

ĄDiffopS1q-factors in (57). Fixing the lengths bj of the boundary components, one obtains
the space TeichgeodpΣ, b1, . . . , brq. As another variation, having chosen parametrizations
Cj – S1 of the boundary components, we may consider the subspace

TeichborderedpΣq Ď TeichpΣq

for which the projective structure on each Cj is ‘constant’ (i.e., invariant under rigid
rotations). On this subspace, we have a residual action of Rr, where the j-th copy of
R rotates the j-th boundary component. This version of the Teichmüller space may
be interpreted as a space of hyperbolic metrics with geodesic boundary, together with
a ‘marking’ on each boundary component. This space of ‘bordered’ hyperbolic met-
rics appears in Mirzakhani’s work, see [24, Section 4]. The Fenchel-Nielsen description
becomes

TeichborderedpΣq – pRą0 ˆ Rq
3g´3`2r.

One can also consider mixtures of such spaces, e.g., taking some boundary components
to be ideal boundaries (with ϱ´2-boundary behaviour of the metric), other boundaries
as marked geodesic boundaries.

8.3. Teichmüller space of the trumpet. Let rN denote the Teichmüller space of
hyperbolic 0-metrics on S1 ˆ r´8,8s, such that the induced projective structure on the
left boundary S1ˆt´8u is constant, and denote byN the corresponding Riemann moduli
space. As explained above, N may also be regarded as a moduli space of hyperbolic
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metrics on S1 ˆ r0,8q for which S1 ˆ t0u is a geodesic, of some length ℓ ą 0, while g has
the boundary behaviour of a 0-metric along the ideal boundary S1 ˆ t8u. As a space,

(59) N “ Rą0 ˆ DiffopS
1
q

where the Rą0 factor indicates the length ℓ of the geodesic boundary. This space comes
with an action of DiffopS

1q by F1 ¨ pℓ,Fq “ pℓ,F ˝ F´1
1 q and an action of S1 “ R{Z by

t ¨ pℓ,Fq ÞÑ pℓ,F ` tq. (Here multiplication on S1 “ R{Z is written additively.) The

following result describes the symplectic structure on N ; the 2-form on rN is obtained by
pullback. (For a more conceptual explanation of the formula, see Appendix C.)

For ℓ ą 0, we have the Hill operator Lpℓq “ d2

dx2 `T pℓq with the constant Hill potential

T pℓq “ ´1
4
ℓ2 P HillpS1q.

Theorem 8.2 (Trumpet). The space (59) has a unique invariant symplectic form ωN ,
in such a way that the DiffopS

1q is Hamiltonian, with moment map pℓ,Fq ÞÑ ´F´1 ¨Lpℓq P

HillpS1q. This 2-form is given by the formula

(60) ωN “ ´
1

4
d

ż

S1

`

ℓ2F1 dF ` pF1
q

´1dF2
˘

The S1-action is Hamiltonian as well, with moment map pℓ,Fq ÞÑ 1
4
ℓ2. The symplectic

quotient at 1
4
ℓ2 for the latter action is the coadjoint Virasoro orbit through Lpℓq (with the

opposite symplectic structure).

Before proving this result, we have to explain the ingredients of (60). For fixed x P S1,
we have the evaluation map evx : DiffpS1q Ñ R{Z, F ÞÑ Fpxq. As in [3] we shall denote
this function on DiffpS1q simply by Fpxq (thinking of F as a variable). The exterior
derivative dpFpxqq of this function is a 1-form on DiffpS1q; letting x vary this is a 1-form
on diffeomorphisms with values in periodic functions,

dF P Ω1
pDiffopS

1
q, |Ω|

0
S1q.

On the other hand, for fixed F we may take the exterior derivative of the function
x ÞÑ Fpxq. We shall denote it by

F1
P Ω0

pDiffopS
1
q, |Ω|

1
S1q

(a more accurate notation would be F1pxq|dx|). Higher derivatives are defined as well;
for example, F2 is naturally a function on DiffopS1q with values in quadratic differentials.
Since F1pxq ą 0 everywhere, we may also consider 1{F1 P Ω0pDiffopS

1q, |Ω|
´1
S1 q. With this

understanding, each of the terms in (60) is a 2-form on DiffopS1q with values in |Ω|1S1 ;
integration of the 1-density over S1 results in a 2-form on DiffopS1q.

Proof of Theorem 8.2. Expanding (60), we have

(61) ωN “
1

4

ż

S1

´

´ F1dℓ2 ^ dF ´ ℓ2 dF1
^ dF `

dF1 ^ dF2

pF1q2

¯

.



TEICHMÜLLER SPACES FOR SURFACES WITH BOUNDARY 37

To check that it does satisfies the moment map condition, we consider its contraction
with a left-invariant vector field vL on DiffopS1q corresponding to v P VectpS1q. The flow
of vL on DiffopS

1q is given in terms of the flow t ÞÑ expptvq by F ÞÑ F ˝ expp´tvq. As
explained in [3, Lemma 4.8], if v “ fpxqBx then

ιpvLqdF “ ´F1 f.

The contractions with dF1, dF2 are obtained by taking derivatives of this expression.
Hence,

ιpvLqωN “
1

4

ż

S1

´

´ pF1
q
2fdℓ2 ´ ℓ2fF1dF1

´ ℓ2p´F1fq
1dF `

p´F1fq1dF2 ´ p´F1fq2dF1

pF1q2

¯

Use integration by parts so that no derivatives of f appear:

ιpvLqωN “
1

4

ż

S1

´

´ pF1
q
2dℓ2 ´ 2ℓ2F1dF1

` F1
´ dF2

pF1q2

¯1

` F1
´ dF1

pF1q2

¯2¯

f.

After simplifications, this becomes

ιpvLqωN “ d

ż

S1

´

`

´
1

4
pF 1

q
2dℓ2 `

1

2
SpFq

˘

¯

f “ d

ż

S1

`

F´1
¨ T pℓq

˘

f.

where T pℓq “ ´1
4
ℓ2 is the Hill potential corresponding to ℓ. This shows that pℓ,Fq ÞÑ

´F´1 ¨ T pℓq is a moment map for the action. Consider on the other hand the S1-action
F ÞÑ F` t mod Z. Letting Z denote its generating vector field, we have ιZdF “ 1, hence
ιZdF

1 “ 0, ιZdF
2 “ 0. It follows that

ιpZqωN “
1

4

ż

S1

F1dℓ2 “
1

4
dℓ2

where we used
ş

S1 F
1 “ 1 by fundamental theorem of calculus. It follows that pℓ,Fq ÞÑ

´1
4
ℓ2 is a moment map for this action. The reduction of N with respect to this S1-

action, at level ´1
4
ℓ2, is Diff`pS1q{S1 with a closed DiffopS1q-invariant 2-form whose

moment map gives a bijection onto DiffopS
1q ¨ Lpℓq Ď vir˚

1pS1q. The reduction hence
equals the (hyperbolic) coadjoint Virasoro orbit through Lpℓq. The fact that all the
S1-reduced spaces of pN,ωNq are symplectic implies that ωN must itself be symplectic.
The uniqueness part for ωN follows since the difference of two 2-forms on N satisfying
the moment map condition is basic for the DiffopS

1q-action, and hence is zero since the
quotient is 1-dimensional. □

8.4. Fenchel-Nielsen description of the symplectic form. For i “ 1, . . . , 3g´3`r,
let ℓi, τi be the length and twist parameters with respect to Di, thought of as functions
on TeichpΣq. Also, for j “ 1, . . . , r let

πj : TeichpΣq Ñ N

be the map given by projection to the j-th boundary factor in (57) (the Teichmüller

space of the j-th trumpet), followed by the quotient map rN Ñ N .
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Theorem 8.3. In terms of Fenchel-Nielsen parameters (57), the symplectic form on
TeichpΣq is given by

(62) ω “
1

2

3g´3`r
ÿ

i“1

dℓi ^ dτi `

r
ÿ

j“1

π˚
j ωN .

In the case without boundary, this is the well-known Wolpert formula [37] for the
Weil-Petersson symplectic form. The first part of the following argument is adapted
from [27, Section 3.3.2].

Proof. We verify the formula at any given rgs P TeichpΣq. Pick a representative g as in
Section 8.1; in particular, the Di are geodesics. It suffices to verify the formula on tangent
vectors of the following types: infinitesimal changes of length or twist parameters for the

curves Di, tangent vectors v P VectpCjq corresponding to the ĄDiffopCjq-factors, as well as
infinitesimal changes of the length parameters for C1

j, the geodesic ends of the trumpets.
These tangent vectors are realized by variations of the hyperbolic metric g.
Consider a fixed D “ Di. We may introduce coordinates on some collar neighborhood

of D so that g is given by the metric of the hyperbolic cylinder, (8), with the coframe
(Example 3.1c)

α1 “ coshpuqℓ dx, α2 “ ´du, κ “ ´ sinhpuqℓ dx

and corresponding connection one-form

A “
1

2

ˆ

´du euℓdx
e´uℓdx du

˙

.

Recall now the description of Fenchel-Nielsen flow, using pullback under (56). The
corresponding Aτ is obtained by pullback:

Aτ “
1

2

ˆ

´du eupℓdx ` τf 1puq duq

e´upℓdx ` τf 1puqduq du

˙

.

Note that Aτ agrees with A for |u| ě ϵ, hence it defines a new global connection θτ .
Replacing τ with τt, and taking a t-derivative, this gives the tangent vector

b “
1

2

ˆ

0 eu

e´u 0

˙

9τ0f
1
puq du.

The tangent vector corresponding to a change of the length parameter ℓ is obtained
by replacing ℓ with ℓt and taking a t-derivative:

a “
1

2

ˆ

0 eu

e´u 0

˙

9ℓ0 dx.

We may arrange that a has this form on the collar neighborhood |u| ď ϵ, but vanishes
outside of a larger collar neighborhood (say, |u| ď 2ϵ). Hence, the Atiyah-Bott form on
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these tangent vectors evaluates to

ωABpa, bq “

ż

Σ

trpabq “
1

2

ż

|r|ďϵ

9l0 9τ0dx ^ f 1
puqdu “

1

2
9l0 9τ0.

This shows ωp B

Bℓi
, B

Bτi
q “ 1

2
. On the other hand, if a, b are tangent vectors corresponding

to twist or length deformations for non-intersecting geodesics, then ωABpa, bq “ 0 since
we may take the support of a, b to be disjoint. Thus, for example, ωp B

Bℓi1
, B

Bℓi2
q “ 0 for

i1 ‰ i2. Similarly, the pairing of the tangent vectors B

Bℓi
, B

Bτi
with a tangent vector B

Bℓj
,

corresponding to the change of length parameter for the j-th trumpet, is zero. It remains
to check (62) on pairs of tangent vectors, one of which is a vector field v P VectpCjq on
the ideal boundary of the j-th trumpet. For this, it suffices to observe that both sides
satisfy the moment map condition ωpv, ¨q “ xdLj, vy where Lj is the Hill potential for
the jth boundary. □

8.5. Darboux coordinates on the trumpet space. The expression (62) for the
symplectic form on TeichpΣq involves the symplectic structure ωN on the space N “

DiffopS
1q ˆ Rą0 associated to the trumpet end. We may go one step further and intro-

duce Darboux coordinates on the space N , and hence on TeichpΣq.

Consider the symplectic structure on rN “ Rą0 ˆ ĄDiffopS
1q, given by (60) with F

replaced by a lift rF to the universal cover. We may regard rF as Z-equivariant function
on R, that is, rFpx ` 1q “ rFpxq ` 1. The expression

(63) upxq “ logprF1
pxqq ` ℓprFpxq ´ xq;

is a periodic function on R. Taking into account the dependence on ℓ, rF, this is a function
on rN with values in |Ω|0S1 . Thus du^du1 is a 2-form on N with values in |Ω|1S1 ; integrating

over S1 it is a 2-form on rN .

Proposition 8.4.

ω
rN “ ´

1

2
dℓ ^ du0 `

1

4

ż

S1

du ^ du1

where u0 “
ş

S1 u (a scalar function of pℓ, rFq P rN)

Proof. We work out the terms appearing in

1

4

ż

S1

du ^ du1
“

1

4

ż

S1

d
`

logprF1
q ` ℓprF ´ Idq

˘

^ d
`

logprF1
q ` ℓprF ´ Idq

˘1

according to their homogeneity with respect to ℓ, and compare to the corresponding

terms in (61). The term of homogeneity 0 is 1
4
pĂF 1q´2d rF 1 ^ d rF 2, matching that in (61).

The terms of homogeneity 1 are (using integration by parts to combine two terms)

1

2

ż

S1

d rF 1
^ dℓ `

1

2

ż

S1

dℓ ^ d logp rF 1
q
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The first integral is zero, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, while the second
integral gives one of the terms of 1

2
dℓ ^ du0. The terms of homogeneity 2 are

“
1

4

ż

S1

ℓ2drF ^ drF1
`

1

2

ż

S1

prF1
´ 1qdrF ^ ℓdℓ

(again we used an integration by parts to combine two terms). The integral

´

ż

S1

d rF ^ ℓdℓ “ dℓ ^ d

ż

S1

ℓ rF “ dℓ ^ d

ż

S1

ℓp rF ´ Idq

gives one of the terms in dℓ^ du0. The remaining terms match the corresponding terms
in (61). □

Having ω
rN in this form, it is straightforward to introduce Darboux coordinates, by its

Fourier expansion:

upxq “
ÿ

nPZ

une
2πinx.

We obtain:

Proposition 8.5. The symplectic form on rN is given by

ω
rN “ ´

1

2
dℓ ^ du0 ` πi

ÿ

mą0

m du´m ^ dum

Rewriting the second sum in terms of real and imaginary parts of um, one obtains a
Darboux normal form.

Appendix A. Affine moment maps, central extensions

A.1. Central extensions. Let H be a Lie group with Lie algebra h. Given a central
extension

0 Ñ R Ñ ph Ñ h Ñ 0,

let E Ď ph˚ be the affine space of linear functionals taking 1 P R to 1. The adjoint action

of H on ph defines an affine H-action on this space, with linear part the coadjoint action
on h˚. Conversely, suppose E is an affine space with an affine H-action, with underlying
linear H-space the coadjoint representation. For µ P E , the map h Ñ h˚, ξ ÞÑ ξ.µ,
defined by the infinitesimal action, is a Lie algebra cocycle. Suppose this cocycle is
skew-symmetric:

(64) xξ.µ, ηy “ ´xη.µ, ξy

for all ξ, η. (This condition does not depend on the choice of µ.) Then one obtains a

central extension: Take ph to be the vector space of affine-linear functions on E , with
bracket

rpξ, pηspµq “ xξ.µ, ηy.

Here ξ, η are the linear functionals underlying pξ, pη P ph. The affine space E is a Poisson

submanifold of ph˚, with symplectic leaves the coadjoint orbits. The action groupoid
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H ˆ E Ñ E has a canonical symplectic structure making it into a symplectic groupoid.
See [3, Example A.12] for further discussion.

A.2. Affine moment maps. Let E be an affine H-space as above, with underlying
linear H-space the coadjoint representation. Given an H-manifold M with a closed
invariant 2-form ω, we may consider E-valued affine moment maps

Φ: M Ñ E ;

that is, Φ is H-equivariant and satisfies the moment map condition4

ωpξM , ¨q “ ´xdΦ, ξy.

Note that the differential dΦ is a 1-form with values in the linear space h˚, hence its
pairing with ξ is defined. Examples of Hamiltonian H-spaces with E-valued moment
maps are the coadjoint orbits in E , with the KKS symplectic structure.

A necessary condition for the existence of an affine moment map (for some E) is that
the 1-forms α P Ω1pM, h˚q, given as xα, ξy “ ´ωpξM , ¨q, are exact. In fact, this condition
is sufficient as well:

Proposition A.1. Let M be a connected H-manifold, with an invariant closed 2-form
ω P Ω2pMq. Suppose that the 1-form

α P Ω1
pM, h˚

q

given as xα, ξy “ ωpξM , ¨q is exact. Let E be the affine space of all primitives of α, and
let

Φ: M Ñ E
be the map taking any point of M to the unique primitive vanishing at that point. Then
E is an affine H-space, with underlying linear action the coadjoint action, satisfying the
skew-symmetry (64). Furthermore, Φ is an affine moment map.

Proof. Since M is connected, a primitive of α is unique up to a constant function with
values in h˚. This shows that E is an affine space over h˚. The group H acts on
E Ď C8pM, h˚q by ph.fqpmq “ Adh

`

fph´1.mq
˘

; hence the difference of two elements
transforms under the coadjoint action. For f P E we have

xξ.f, ηy “ xLξMf ` adξ f, ηy “ ´ωpξM , ηMq ´ xf, rξ, ηsy,

which is skew-symmetric in ξ, η. To verify that Φ (as in the proposition) is a moment
map, fix m0 P M . Then Φpm0qpmq “

şm

m0
α “ ´Φpmqpm0q. Hence, the map m ÞÑ

Φpmq|m0 is a primitive for ´α. This shows xdΦ, ξy “ ´αpξq “ ´ωpξM , ¨q. □

4Generating vector fields are defined in terms of their action on functions as pξMfqpmq “
d
dt |t“0f

`

expp´tξq.m
˘

. With this convention, ξ ÞÑ ξM is a Lie algebra morphism. Note that if M “ E is

an affine space, then ξM pµq “ ´ξ.µ.
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Note that E , and hence the central extension of h, is determined by the pullback of ω
to any G-invariant submanifold of M . For example, if the action has a fixed point, or
more generally if it admits an invariant isotropic submanifold, then the central extension
is trivial, and the action admits an ordinary h˚-valued moment map.

The constructions above apply to infinite-dimensional settings, provided that one has
a reasonable notion of smooth dual. In particular, the affine action of Diff`pCq on the
space HillpCq of Hill operators (Section 7.1) defines a central extension of VectpCq, the
Virasoro algebra.

Appendix B. Gauge theory constructions

In this appendix, we review the Atiyah-Bott construction for principal G-bundles
P Ñ Σ over oriented surfaces with boundary. Here G is any Lie group with an invariant
inner product on its Lie algebra (we are mainly interested in the case G “ PSLp2,Rq).

B.1. Atiyah algebroid, connections. Let P Ñ M be a principal G-bundle. The
groups of gauge transformations and automorphisms are denoted GaupP q Ď AutpP q.
The Atiyah algebroid AtpP q “ TP {G Ñ M is the Lie algebroid whose sections are the
G-invariant vector fields on P , that is, infinitesimal automorphisms. It fits into the exact
sequence of Lie algebroids

(65) 0 ÝÑ gpP q ÝÑ AtpP q
a

ÝÑ TM ÝÑ 0,

with the adjoint bundle gpP q “ P ˆG g. On the level of sections, this is the exact
sequence 0 Ñ gaupP q Ñ autpP q Ñ VectpMq Ñ 0. A principal connection θ P Ω1pP, gqG

is equivalent to a vector bundle splitting of the Atiyah sequence. This may be described
by either of the bundle maps

sθ : AtpP q Ñ gpP q, jθ : TM Ñ AtpP q

called vertical projection and horizontal lift ; thus sθ|gpP q “ idgpP q, a˝ jθ “ idTM , s
θ ˝ jθ “

0. The section sθpvq corresponds to ιvθ under the identification gpQq – Ω0pQ, gqG. We
denote by

dθ : Ωp
pM, gpP qq Ñ Ωp`1

pM, gpP qq

the covariant derivative; in terms of the identification of forms β P Ω‚pM, gpP qq with

G-basic forms rβ P Ω‚pP, gq we have Ądθβ “ drβ ` rθ, rβs. The curvature F θ P Ω2pM, gpP qq

corresponds to the basic form rF θ “ dθ ` 1
2
rθ, θs.

The set ApP q of principal connections is an affine space over Ω1pM, gpP qq: given a
smooth family of connections θt with θ0 “ θ, the corresponding tangent vector β P

Ω1pM, gpP qq is determined by either one of the equations

d

dt
|t“0θt “ rβ,

d

dt
|t“0s

θt “ β ˝ a,
d

dt
|t“0j

θt “ ´β.
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Lemma B.1. The generating vector fields for the AutpP q-action on ApP q are given by

(66) vApP q|θ “ ´dθpsθpvqq ´ ιapvqF
θ, v P autpP q “ ΓpAtpP qq.

In particular, for v P ΓpgpP qq “ Ω0pM, gpP qq, the generating vector field is ´dθv.

Proof. By our sign convention for generating vector fields, vApP q|θ “ ´v.θ. Regarding v
as a G-invariant vector field rv on P , we have

Ăv.θ “ L
rvθ “ dι

rvθ ` ι
rvdθ “ pd ` rθ, ¨sqι

rvθ ` ι
rv

rF θ
“ Čdθpsθpvqq ` ČιapvqF θ. □

B.2. Trivializations. Suppose P Ñ M admits a section ι : M Ñ P , defining a triv-
ialization P – M ˆ G such that ιpmq “ pm, eq with the principal action a.pm, gq “

pm, ga´1q. Connections θ P ApP q are described in terms of their connection 1-forms
A “ ι˚θ by

θ “ Adg´1pAq ` pr˚
2 θ

L

The trivial connection (given by θ “ pr˚
2 θ

L) gives a splitting of the Atiyah algebroid
AtpP q – TM ‘ gpP q. The trivialization of P determines a trivialization of all its
associated bundles, and in particular gives an isomorphism

(67) gpP q – M ˆ g.

We have

sθpX, ξq “ ξ ` ιXA, jθpXq “ pX,´ιXAq.

The covariant derivative is the operator on Ω‚pM, gpP qq – Ω‚pM, gq given by dA “

d ` rA, ¨s; the curvature is FA “ ι˚ rF θ “ dA ` 1
2
rA,As.

Remark B.2 (Signs, I). We stress that the isomorphism

(68) gaupP q “ C8
pM, gq

given by (67) differs by sign from the ‘standard’ identification as the Lie algebra of
GaupP q “ C8pM,Gq (with pointwise multiplication). In fact, (68) takes a function
ξ P C8pM, gq to the vertical vector field whose restriction to tmu ˆ G is ξpmqR. In
particular, (68) induces minus the pointwise Lie bracket on C8pM, gq. More generally,
autpP q “ C8pM, gq ¸ VectpMq with the bracket

rpξ,Xq, pη, Y qs “ p´rξ, ηs,LXη ´ LY ξq.

B.3. Central extensions. Suppose Q Ñ C is a principal G-bundle over a compact
oriented 1-manifold, and that the Lie algebra g carries an invariant metric (denoted by
a dot). Then gpQq inherits a bundle metric. The affine space ApQq of connections has
gaupQq˚ “ Ω1pC, gpQqq as its underlying linear space, where the pairing with gaupQq “

Ω0pC, gpQqq is given by the metric followed by integration. This identification takes the
linear part of the gauge action to the coadjoint action. Furthermore, xξ.θ, ηy “ ´xdθξ, ηy

satisfies the skew-symmetry condition (64). By the discussion of Appendix A.1, this
defines a central extension of gaupQq.
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Remark B.3 (Signs, II). For trivial bundles Q “ C ˆ G, one often uses the ‘standard’
identification gaupQq – C8pC, gq to define the pairing. As explained in Remark B.2,
this is opposite to the identification coming from gpQq – Cˆ g, and hence results in the
opposite pairing.

We may also consider the larger group AutpQq of all principal bundle automorphisms,
with Lie algebra autpQq “ ΓpAtpQqq; its smooth dual is autpQq˚ “ Ω1pC,AtpQq˚q. Let

(69) EpQq Ď ΓpSym2AtpQq
˚
q

be the affine space of all fiberwise quadratic forms on AtpQq whose restriction to gpQq

is given by ξ ÞÑ 1
2
ξ ¨ ξ. The underlying linear space consists of quadratic forms on AtpQq

whose restriction to gpQq is zero; it is identified with the space Ω1pC,AtpQq˚q, where an
element γ of this space defines the quadratic form w ÞÑ xγpapwqq, wy. The group AutpQq

acts on EpQq, and the underlying linear action is coadjoint action. One may also check
that it satisfies the skew-symmetry property (64); hence one obtains a central extension
of autpQq.

Remark B.4. There is a natural map

EpQq Ñ ApQq, ϕ ÞÑ θ

given by sθpvq¨ξ “ ´2ϕpv, ξq for v P ΓpAtpQq, ξ P gpQq (where we think of ϕ as a symmet-
ric bilinear form). This map is affine with respect to the quotient map Ω1pC,AtpQq˚q Ñ

Ω1pC, gpQq˚q, and determines a Lie algebra morphism ygaupQq Ñ xautpQq lifting the nat-
ural inclusion.

Remark B.5. There is a natural AutpQq-equivariant section section

(70) ApQq Ñ EpQq, θ ÞÑ
1

2
sθ

.
_ sθ.

Here _ denotes the product in the symmetric algebra. The map (70) is the moment
map for the AutpQq-action on ApQq, in the sense that it restricts to moment maps on
the coadjoint orbits O Ď ApQq.

For a trivial bundle Q “ CˆG, we have ApQq “ Ω1pC, gq and EpQq “ Ω1pC, gq ˆ |Ω|2C;
in terms of these identifications the map is

A ÞÑ pA,
1

2
A ¨ Aq.

It is gauge equivariant for the action h.pA, qq “ ph ‚ A, q ` A ¨ h˚θL ´ 1
2
h˚θL ¨ h˚θL).

B.4. Atiyah-Bott. We now assume that Σ is a compact oriented surface, possibly with
boundary, and that the Lie algebra g “ LiepGq comes with an invariant metric. Let
P Ñ Σ be a principal G-bundle.

Definition B.6. The Atiyah-Bott form on ApP q is given by

ωABpa, bq “

ż

Σ

a ¨ b, a, b P Ω1
pΣ, gpP qq.
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The Atiyah-Bott form ωAB is closed, by translation invariance, and nondegenerate
in the weak sense that ωABpa, ¨q “ 0 ô a “ 0. The 2-form is invariant under the
action of the group bAut`pP q of principal bundle automorphisms whose base map lies in
bDiff`pΣq. We are interested in a moment map for this action. The Lie algebra bautpP q

consists of G-invariant vector fields on P that are tangent to BP ; these are the sections of
a Lie algebroid bAtpP q. Let BP “ P |BΣ the boundary restriction of P . For a connection
θ, denote by Bθ its pullback to a connection on P .

Proposition B.7. The action of bAut`pP q on ApP q has moment map

ApP q Ñ Ω2
pΣ,AtpP q

˚
q ˆ EpBP q, θ ÞÑ p´F θ

¨ sθ,
1

2
sBθ .

_ sBθ
q.

For the action of GaupP q, the moment map takes values in Ω2pΣ, gpP qq ˆ ApBP q, and
is given by p´F θ, Bθq.

Proof. Let v P bautpP q “ Γp bAtpP qq, with boundary restriction Bv. Given b P TθApP q “

Ω1pΣ, gpP qq, we have, using (66),

ωABpv7
|θ, bq “

ż

Σ

v7
|θ ¨ b

“ ´

ż

Σ

ιapvqF
θ

¨ b ´

ż

Σ

dθpsθpvqq ¨ b

“

ż

Σ

ιapvqb ¨ F θ
`

ż

Σ

sθpvq ¨ dθb ´

ż

BΣ

sBθ
pBvq ¨ Bb.

where Bb P TBθApBP q is the pullback of b to the boundary. Suppose b P TθApP q is
realized as the velocity vector for a family of connections θt with

θ0 “ θ,
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
θt “ rb.

Then d
dt

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
sθt “ b ˝ a, d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
F θt “ dθtb, and therefore

d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
F θt ¨ sθt “ pb ˝ aq ¨ F θ

` sθ ¨ dθb.

Here b ˝ a, sθ are regarded as sections of AtpP q˚ b gpP q, while F θ, dθb are elements of
Ω2pΣ, gpP qq. For the boundary term, we note

d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0

ˆ

1

2
sBθt .

_ sBθt

˙

“ sBθ .
_ pBb ˝ aq “ sBθ

¨ Bb

where the last equality comes from the inclusion Ω1pBΣ,AtpBP q˚q ãÑ ΓpSym2
pAtpBP q˚qq.

This gives

ωABpv7
|θ, bq “

d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0

ż

Σ

F θt ¨ sθtpvq ´

ż

BΣ

´ d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0

1

2
sBθt _ sBθt

¯

pBv, ¨q
¯

. □
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Remark B.8 (Signs, III). The sign in the moment map for GaupP q depends on the
identifications gaupP q – Ω2pP, gpP qq and gaupBP q – Ω1pBP, gpBP qq. For trivial bundles,
one often uses the opposite pairing, resulting in a sign change of the moment map. See
Remarks B.2, B.3.

Appendix C. The trumpet moduli space as a symplectic cross-section

Our starting point will be the interpretation of N as a symplectic slice in a symplectic
groupoid G Ñ HillpS1q, see [3]. As a groupoid, G – HillpS1q ˆ DiffopS

1q (an action
groupoid), with source and target maps spT,Fq “ T, tpT,Fq “ F.T and groupoid mul-
tiplication pT1,F1q ˝ pT2,F2q “ pT2,F1 ˝ F2q. In terms of this ‘left trivialization’, the
symplectic structure ωG is given by [3, Equation 47]

(71) ωG “

ż

S1

´

dT ^
dF

F1
` T

dF

F1
^

`dF

F1

˘1
´

1

4

`dF

F1

˘3
^

`dF

F1

˘

¯

.

For our description of the 2-form for the trumpet, it will be more convenient to work
with ‘right trivialization’, expressing the 2-form in terms of pT0,Fq where

(72) T “ F´1.T0 “ pF1
q
2T0 `

1

2
SpFq.

Proposition C.1. In right trivialization,

ωG “ d

ż

S1

´

T0F
1
´

1

4
pF1

q
´1dF2

¯

Proof. This is based on a straightforward but lengthy calculation, substituting (72) and
simplifying. Here are some relevant steps. Using the formula for the exterior differential
of the Schwarzian derivative ([1, Lemma A.2]) one shows

ż

S1

dSpFq ^
`dF

F1

˘

“

ż

S1

dF1 ^ dF2

pF1q2

This then implies
ż

S1

dT ^
dF

F1
“

ż

S1

´

F1dT0 ^ dF ` 2T0 dF
1
^ dF `

1

2

dF1 ^ dF2

pF1q2

¯

Furthermore,
ż

S1

T
dF

F1
^

`dF

F1

˘1
“

ż

S1

´

T0 dF
1
^ dF `

1

2
SpFq

dF ^ dF1

pF1q2

¯

and

´
1

4

ż

S1

`dF

F1

˘3
^

`dF

F1

˘

“

ż

S1

´

´
1

4

dF1 ^ dF2

pF1q2
´

1

2
SpFq

dF ^ dF1

pF1q2

¯

.

Adding these three contributions, the formula for ωG follows. □

Passage to the slice N “ Rą0 ˆ DiffopS
1q amounts to putting T0pxq “ ´ ℓ2

4
, resulting

in the formula (60).
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