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SYMPLECTIC GEOMETRY OF TEICHMULLER SPACES
FOR SURFACES WITH IDEAL BOUNDARY

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 Teichmiiller 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 sl(2,R). We prove that these
Teichmiiller 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 Teichmiiller space.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A hyperbolic structure on a compact, oriented surface ¥ 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 ). The same

definition may be used for surfaces ¥ with boundary, using as the model space the closed
1
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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 ¥ as a surface with funnel ends, also
known as trumpets:

In this paper, we consider the Teichmiiller space of hyperbolic structures,
Teich(X) = Hyp(X)/ ° Diffo (%),

where °Diff,(X) are the diffeomorphisms fixing the boundary and isotopic to the iden-
tity. If 03 # &, the space Teich(X) is infinite-dimensional. It has a residual action of
the universal cover of the group Diff,(0X) of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of
the boundary, and of the mapping class group MCG(X). The infinite-dimensional Te-
ichmiiller space, and corresponding Riemann moduli space M(3) = Teich(X)/ MCG(X),
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 Teich(X) has a natural (weak) symplectic structure, invariant
under the action of the mapping class group and of the universal cover of Diff,(0X).

The action of the universal cover of Diff,(0%) admits a moment map, turning Teich(X)
into a Hamiltonian Virasoro space. Recall that the Virasoro Lie algebra vit(dX) is
a central extension of the Lie algebra Vect(0X) of vector fields on the boundary. Its
smooth dual space comes with a map to R, and the affine hyperplane vit(0X)7 at level
1 is identified with the space Hill(0X) of Hill operators on the boundary. Given a local
coordinate x on the boundary, Hill operators are of the form L = % + T for a Hill
potential T'(z). The action of diffeomorphisms on Hill potentials 7'(z) is given by the
expression

(FL.T)(z) = F'(2)* T(F(x)) + %S(F)(w)
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involving the Schwarzian derivative S.

Theorem B. The action of the universal cover of Diff, (%) on Teich(0X) is Hamiltonian,
with a canonically defined equivariant moment map ®: Teich(¥) — Hill(0%)~.

Here Hill(0X)~ = vit(0X)*, 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 ¥ determines a projective structure on
the boundary (by restricting the D-valued charts of ¥ 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 [g] 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 a(x) > 0 be the positive function obtained from the most singular part
of the Riemannian volume form: dvoly, = y~2a(z)dz A dy + O(y™!). Let k(x,y) be the
geodesic curvature of the curve (z,y) — (z+t,y); one finds k(z,y) = 1+c(x)y* + O(y?).

Theorem C. The boundary Hill potential for the hyperbolic 0-metric g is given by
1 /ad" 3 ad\2 a?
- (L2 (—) L.
2<a 2\a )+2C

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

Teich(X) = (Rog x R)?3+7 x (R.q x Diffo(S))".

Let (¢;, ;) be the length and twist parameters for the first 3g—3+1 factors (corresponding
to gluing circles), and ¢;,F; 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 Teich(X) is given
by
1 3g—3+r 1
2 —1
w=7 > dliadr— T > dLl (C2F dF; + (F})~'dF’)
i—1 j=1

Here d is the exterior differential on the diffeomorphism group, and ’ denotes a derivative
in the S'-direction.

The terms in the second sum are symplectic forms on the factors R.y x ]5\i_f/f0(S1),
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 Teich(X).
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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

(A Q(S,g) dA + 3[4, A] = 0}
{g: X > G: glos = €}

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 Map(dX, G) is Hamiltonian, with affine moment map given by the pullback of
the connection, [A] — t5;A. 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 Teich(X). By a
famous result of Goldman [13] and Hitchin [16], the Teichmiiller space for a surface %
without boundary, of genus g = 2, is a moduli space Ag,i(P)/ Gau(P) of flat connections
on a principal G-bundle P — ¥ 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 — 3 together with
a G-equivariant morphism o: P — D, called a developing section. For suitable choice of
(P, o), we define

Mg ()

Teich(3) = AR (P)/ Auto(P, 0P, ),

the quotient of the space of flat connections satisfying a certain positivity condition with
respect to o, by the identity component of automorphisms preserving ¢ and trivial along
the boundary. (This space may be interpreted as elements of Teich(X) 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 AP°(P). It
comes with a residual action of Gau(dP, do), the gauge transformations of 0P = P|sx
preserving do = olsp. We prove that the latter action is Hamiltonian, with moment
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map image a single coadjoint orbit O, and
Teich(X) = (Teich(X) x O7)/ Gau(0P, do)

(a symplectic reduction). This defines the symplectic structure on Teich(X) (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 A(P).
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 Teichmiiller spaces Teich(X). In Section 3, using the moving coframe
formalism of E. Cartan, we describe the relation between hyperbolic metrics and flat
5[(2,R) 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 PSL(2, R)
bundles P — Y equipped with a developing section ¢. For suitable choice of P, we
exhibit Teich(X) as a space of o-positive flat connections modulo a subgroup of bundle
automorphisms preserving o. 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 Teich(3) by reduction. In Section
7, we prove that the diffeomorphisms of the boundary act on Teich(X), 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 Teich(X) which combines the classical Wolpert formula [37] with the construction of
Darboux coordinates on hyperbolic Virasoro coadjoint orbits [1].
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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 > without boundary is the Poincaré disk

D={zeC||z| <1},
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with the action of G = PSU(_l , 1) by M6bius 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 ¥ with boundary 0% is
an oriented atlas with D-valued charts, with constant transition maps given by elements
of G. The space of all hyperbolic structures on ¥ will be denoted Hyp(X).

Remark 2.2. A hyperbolic structure on ¥ pulls back to a hyperbolic structure on every
covering space of 3. If 3J is compact and connected, then the universal covering space is
of the form D — £ where £ < JD is a set of limit points, and

(1) X=D-g)rT
where I' € 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 ¢dD-valued charts, with constant transition maps given by
elements of G. The space of all projective structures on C will be denoted Proj(C).

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

(2) Hyp(%) — Proj(dX).

2.2. Hyperbolic 0-metrics. The G = PSU(1, 1)-action on the Poincaré disk preserves
the Poincaré metric, written in polar coordinates z = re*# as

4
3 —————(dr? + r?dy?).
(3) = 762)2( )
Hence, a hyperbolic structure on X determines a Riemannian metric g on the interior
int(X), by pulling back (3) under the coordinate charts. At the boundary 0%, this metric
becomes singular in the same way as the metric on D: letting o be any boundary defining
function, the product o%g extends to an ordinary metric on ¥. 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

TY, - %

whose sections are the vector fields on X 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 Kz = —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. Teichmiiller 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 , (S') = Diff,(S!) is identified with Z-equivariant diffeomorphisms of R.

Let X be compact, connected, and oriented. Denote by ° Diff(2) the diffeomorphisms
preserving the boundary, and by °Diff(X) the subgroup of diffeomorphisms fixing the
boundary pointwise. We hence have subgroups

(4) "Diff(X) 2 P Diff (X) 2 b Diffo(X)
and similarly for ° Diff(¥). (The superscripts 0, b are omitted if 0¥ = &¥.) The mapping
class group is the quotient MCG(X) = °Diff, (22)/ ? Diff,(X).

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

(5) Teich(¥) = Hyp(X)/ ° Diffo(X).
The (infinite-dimensional) (Riemann) moduli space is the quotient

(6) M(Z) = Hyp(%)/ ° Diff . ().

Equivalently, M(X) is the quotient of Teich(X) under the action of the mapping class
group. Both (5) and (6) are endowed with residual actions of boundary diffeomorphisms.
Since °Diff,(X)/ ? Diff,(2) = Diff, (%), there is an induced action

Diff,(0%) O M(%).

Similarly, the quotient °Diff,(X)/ ° Diff,(2) acts on Teich(X). This group is a covering
of Diff,(0%) (not always the universal cover; see examples below). In any case, there is
an induced action

Diff,(0X) 1 Teich(%)

of the universal cover of the identity component Diff,(0%). (If 0% has several compo-
nents, we may also consider diffeomorphisms interchanging boundary components.) The
map (2) descends to maps

(7) Teich(X) — Proj(d%), M(X) — Proj(o%),
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 Teichmiiller spaces, as
follows. Let g be the genus of ¥ and r the number of boundary components. The Euler
characteristic is thus y(X) =2 —2¢g —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 "Diff (D) is G = PSU(1,1). It follows that
Hyp(D) = °Diff, (D)/G, and hence
Teich(D) = M(D) = Diff,(dD)/G

(since every diffeomorphism in °Diff, (D) is isotopic to the identity). This space is
closely related to Bers’ universal Teichmiiller 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 = S!' x (—o0,00) be the infinite
cylinder (open annulus), with coordinates (z,u) where z € S' = R/Z. Denote by A =
St x [—o0, 0] its compactification, with boundary defining function o(x,u) = cosh(u)™'.
Here MCG(A) = Z, generated by Dehn twists (x,u) — (z + f(u),u) for f € C*(R) with
f(u) =0 for u < —R and f(u) =1 for u > R, for some R > 0.

Given ¢ > 0, the formula

(8) g = cosh?(u)*dz? + du?

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

Conversely, every hyperbolic O-metric on A admits a unique closed simple geodesic;
letting ¢ be its length, the metric is obtained from (8) by the action of an element of

Diff, (A) preserving the two boundary components. The stabilizer of (8) under this
action is S', acting by rotations of the cylinder. This gives

M(A) = R-g x (Diffo(S*) x Diff,(S"))/S"

with the anti-diagonal embedding of S*. For the Teichmiiller space, we note that com-
pactly supported diffeomorphisms of (-0, 0] xS, modulo the subgroup fixing the bound-

ary, is the universal cover f)\if:fo(S ). This gives
Teich(A) = R-o x (Diffo(S") x Diffo(S'))/R

where R is embedded anti-diagonally. For A with the O-metric (8), the subset given by
u = 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 (9 =0, r> 2 org > 1, r > 1). After
choice of a Fenchel-Nielsen parametrization, one finds
(9) Teich(X) = (Rog x R)%73" x H(R>O « Diff,(S")).

j=1
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 ¥ form a system of 3g — 3 + r circles
separating the pants; given a hyperbolic O-metric these are realized as geodesics, and the
factors R.g x R in (9) are the corresponding length and twist parameters. The boundary
components of pants which arerixlso boundaries of the surface correspond to trumpets as
discussed in 2.4.2; the R x Diff,(S')-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 = {z = x +iy|ly > 0},

with the standard hyperbolic metric
1
Y2
The map H — D, z — (2 —i)/(1 — iz) is an isometric isomorphism, equivariant with
respect to

(10) (dz? + dy?).

(11) Ady: PSL(2,R) - PSU(1,1), = P I

Here the bracket notation [A] € PGL(2, C) denotes the image of an element A € GL(2, C).
The isomorphism extends to a bijection H u {co} — D taking 0 € JH to —i € JD.
Throughout this section, G denotes the group PSL(2,R), and g its Lie algebra s[(2,R).

3.1. Cartan coframe formalism. A convenient tool for dealing with 0-metrics is the
moving coframe formalism due to E. Cartan. Let X be an oriented surface with boundary.
Let °QF(2) = (A" (9T'2)*) denote the de Rham complex of the Lie algebroid °T'S.
Elements of this space may be seen as ordinary k-forms on int(¥) such that ¢*a extends
to all of 3, for any boundary defining function p.

An oriented coframe over an open subset U < ¥ is pair of O-covector fields

a1, 09 € OQI(U>

giving an oriented frame for (°TY)*|y. Given a O-metric g on X, the coframe is or-
thonormal if

glv = (a1)? + (@)
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In this case, the Riemannian volume form dvolg € °Q*(Y) is given by
dvolg [y = aq A as.

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

(12) Q) = cos pay + Sin pag, oh = —singa; + cos pay

with ¢ € C®(U n U’,R). The spin connection for an oriented coframe is the 0-covector
field

ke QY U)
defined by the equations day = —Kk A o, das = k A ay. Under coframe rotation, the

spin connection changes to k' = kK — dp. This shows that there exists a globally defined
function K, € C*(X) such that

Kg dvolg |U = dk.
This function is the Gauss curvature of the metric. The three equations
(13) dog = =k A, dag =Kk A, di =Kz a1 A
are Cartan’s structure equations.

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

(a) Upper half plane H:

dx dy dx
= —, Qg = —, K= ——
) Y Y
(b) Poincare disk D:
2 1+ r?
o = 1_r2rd<p, agz—l_Ter, mz—l_TQdcp.
Replacing r with the boundary defining function y = i—;’:, this becomes
1—y?dy dy 1+ y?dy
oy = —, =", K= — —

2y 7y 2y
which more clearly exhibits the coframe as 0-covector fields.
(¢) Hyperbolic cylinder A = S x [0, 0] with parameter £ > 0: Using coordinates
x,u,
ap = cosh(u)l dz, ay = —du, k= —sinh(u)ldz.
Putting y = e~ (which is a boundary defining function near the boundary u =
o), this becomes

061=£



TEICHMULLER SPACES FOR SURFACES WITH BOUNDARY 11

(d) Fefferman-Graham coframe: For any function 7'(x), the formulas

dx d dx
o= (1-y°T(x)—, o= —y, k=—(1+yT(z))—

) Y Y
define a coframe for a hyperbolic O-metric on {(z,y)| y = 0, y*T(z) < 1}. 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 < X
that are oriented (i.e., dz A dy > 0) and adapted to the boundary, in the sense that y is a
boundary defining function for 0¥ n U. If U is contained in the interior, this just means
y > 0 everywhere on U.

3.2. The connection 1-form associated with an orthonormal coframe. Given
a local orthonormal coframe a;, a9 € °QY(U) for a O-metric g, with associated spin
connection , define a 0-connection 1-form

. 1 %) a; — K 001
(14) A_ﬁ(aljt/@ ay )e Q4 (U, g).
The curvature Fy = dA + 3[A, A] is given by
(15) Fa= (K, + 1) < v ) dvol, .

In particular, the O-metric g is hyperbolic if and only if the connection 1-form A is flat.
Let K € G = PSL(2,R) be the maximal compact subgroup given as the stabilizer of
i € H. It is identified with SO(2) by the map

(16) 502) . Rep) = ((G?) ) o (o2
Under coframe rotations (12), the 0-connection 1-form A transforms by
(17) A'=[R(p/2)] e A
where e signifies a gauge transformation

geA=Ady(A) - (dg)g™

for g € C*(U,G). We hence see that the K-action on connection 1-forms translates into
the SO(2)-action on coframes. Observe that A does not transform as a connection on
the tangent bundle.

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

Note that A = g~! ¢ 0 where
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Ezample 3.4 (Fefferman-Graham gauge). The 0-connection form defined by the
Fefferman-Graham coframe (Example 3.1d) reads as

( 2i dy Ldz )

A = Y yl .

=T (x)ydz —5, dy

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

OM xR < (°TM)*|ar,

spanned by the restriction of o~'dp € °Q!(M), for any boundary defining function .
(Changing o 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 ay, ap € °Q(U), defined on a neighborhood U < %
of the boundary, is adapted to the boundary if as|syx is the canonical section of ( °TY)*|sx.
That is,
Qg = @ + O(QO)
0

Here we write a = O(0¥) if o~ *a extends smoothly to the boundary (as an ordinary
differential form). Note that for an adapted coframe, pay pulls back to a volume form
on 0X.

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 = oo but not at « = —oo. One can turn it into an
adapted coframe by applying a coframe rotation R(¢ with ¢|u—_o =7, ¢luzo =0. If &
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. Fvery hyperbolic 0-metric g admits an oriented orthonormal coframe o, o
on some collar neighborhood of the boundary, which is adapted to the boundary. The spin
connection of such a coframe satisfies

k=—a; +O0(g").

Proof. Choose an oriented orthonormal coframe oy, a € °Q(U) on a collar neighborhood
U of the boundary, with the property that as|sx is a positive function times the canonical
section of ( °T'Y)*|;x. Using that g is hyperbolic, we shall show that as|ss must then be
equal to the canonical section. It suffices to prove this in local coordinates z,y adapted
to the boundary (cf. Remark 3.2). Consider the Laurent expansions in powers of vy,

1 h 1
oy = ;61 +m+0(y'), as= Edy + 0 +0Wy'), k= ;53 +75+0(y),
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where (3;,7;, are of the form f;(z)dz + ¢;(x) dy, and where h is a function of z, with
h(z) > 0. Comparing coefficients of y~2 in the structure equations (13) (with K, = —1)
gives conditions

(18) Brady=—hpsndy, 0=033A01, [3Ady=—hB Ady.

From )
dvolg = a; A g = —hfB Ady + O(y™)
Yy

we see that (1, dy are pointwise linearly independent; in particular ; is non-vanishing.
Hence, the second equation in (18) shows that f; is a scalar multiple of f;, and so the
other two equations give 8; = —hfs, B3 = —hf;. Hence h = 1 and (83 = —f;. At this
stage, the expressions for the coframe have simplified to

1 1 1
o= ftm+ Oy'), as= gt O(y'), = At O(y")

(where we write 5 = (;). From the sum of the first and third structure equations,
d(a1+k) = —(a1+k) A we obtain, by comparing coefficients of y =1, that (y;+7v3) Ady =
0. On the other hand, day = K A a7 gives (71 + 73) A 8 = 0. Using again that 3, dy are
pointwise linearly independent, we conclude v; + v3 = 0, hence a; + k = O(y*). O

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

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

R = —Q1.

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

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

Consider the case that m is an interior point. Let U < ¥ be a simply con-
nected open neighborhood of m. Since A is flat, it determines a parallel transport
g€ C*(U,SL(2,R)), i.e. A= ge0 = —(dg)g~' with initial condition g(m) = e. The
Iwasawa decomposition for SL(2,R) gives a map R()): U — SO(2) such that R(¢)g is
upper triangular. It hence follows that R(1)) ¢ A = (R(¢))g) e 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 < ¥ of m, and write oy = iﬁ + O(3°) as
in the proof of the previous lemma. Then

A 5 dy+10(y°) %BJrO(yO) (v 0N
O(y") —3; 4y + O(°) 0 y'? ’

where A’ € QY(U, g) is a reqular flat connection on U — all matrix entries extend smoothly
to the boundary. This determines a parallel transport ¢': U — SL(2,R) i.e. A’ = g'e0 =
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—(dg’)g'~! with initial condition ¢'|,, = e. Away from the boundary, we obtain A = ge0
with

y—1/2 0 ,
(19) g= 0 g: U—0% — SL(2,R).
By the Iwasawa decomposition for SL(2, R) there is a unique map R(¢): U—0%X — SO(2)
with the property that R(v)g is upper triangular with positive diagonal. With this
choice, R(¢)) @ A is upper triangular on U — 0X. To show that ¢ extends smoothly to
the boundary, write

[ a b ,fadV
(20) s-(en) (o)

Then
Y = —arctan(c/a) = — arctan(yc'/a’).
Since d’|,, = 1, this extends smoothly to all of U. O

Remark 3.8. The parallel transport (19), as a map into G = PSL(2,R), 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 O-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 3. Every m € X admits an open
neighborhood U and a 0-isometry U — 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
ag,ay with £ = —ay. The second structure equation (13) gives day = —k Ay = 0.
Since the coframe is adapted, the difference ay — d—gg extends smoothly to the boundary,

and hence may be written as d f near m. Hence, taking y = e/ o as a coordinate near m,
we obtain ay = y~'dy. The first structure equation shows that yay is closed: d(ya;) =
dynay—ykAnas = 0. We may therefore choose the coordinate x near m so that yo; = dz,
which gives oy = y~! dz. This proves the existence of an isometric diffeomorphism from
an open neighborhood U of m € ¥ onto an open subset of H. O

4. HYPERBOLIC STRUCTURES FROM FLAT CONNECTIONS

The symplectic structure on the infinite-dimensional Teichmiiller space Teich(3) 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 6 on a principal
bundle. This is motivated by the theory of geometric structures (cf. [12, 14, 34]).

Throughout, we take G = PSL(2,R), with the action on D regarded as D = H u {oo},
or equivalently via PSL(2,R) = PSU(1, 1) (cf. (11)).

4.1. Flat bundles from hyperbolic structures. In Definition 2.1, hyperbolic struc-
tures on surfaces ¥ with boundary were described in terms of charts ¢,: U, — D with
transition functions hap € G, i.e. ¢o(x) = has.¢p(x) on U,nUp. The transition functions
define a principal G-bundle

. P— %

obtained from | | (U, x G) by identifying (z, g) € Ug x G with (z, hap g) € Uy x G. The
charts themselves determine a G-equivariant morphism of manifolds with boundary*

oc: P—->D

given in the local trivializations by U, x G — D, (x,g) = ¢~ '.¢a(x). We refer to o 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 6 € Ag.(P), given in
the defining local trivializations by A, = 0. It has the following special property: Let
At(P) = TP/G be the Atiyah algebroid (see Appendix B.1), and denote by j%: TY —
At(P) the horizontal lift defined by 6. Then the composition

(21) Ty 2 At(P) 1%V, = (0*TD)/G

is an orientation preserving bundle isomorphism. In terms of the local trivialization
Ply, = Ua x G, we have V; |y, = ¢3TD, and (21) is just the tangent map T'¢q: TU, —
Volv, = ¢XTD.

Remark 4.1. If the surface is the closed Poincaré disk itself, these constructions become
tautological: The principal bundle is the trivial bundle D x G’ with the trivial connection
pri 0L (where 67 is the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form), and o(z,g) = g '.z. All of
these data are equivariant for the G-action on D. More generally, if ¥ = (D — £)/I as in
Remark 2.2, the triple (P, o, ) for ¥ is obtained from the corresponding triple for D — £,
by taking the quotient under I'.

Similarly, any projective structure on an oriented 1-manifold C (Definition 2.3) de-
termines a principal G-bundle ) — C with a developing section 7: ) — JD and a
connection ¥ € Q'(Q, g) such that the composition of maps

(22) TC <5 A4(Q) 25 V, = (r*TdD)/G
LA morphism of manifolds with boundary F: My — My is a smooth map with the property that the

pullback of a boundary defining function on Ms is a boundary defining function on M;. Note that such
a map determines a morphism of the 0-tangent bundles.
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is an orientation preserving isomorphism. If C = 0%, and the projective structure on C
is induced by a hyperbolic structure on >, then ) = 0P is the restriction of P, with
T = 0o the restriction of o, and with connection 1-form 9 = 06 the pullback of 6.

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

(23) P—25D
|
)y

of a principal G-bundle and a developing section o (a G-equivariant morphism of
manifolds with boundary). Over the interior int(X), the map o takes values in D = G/K
(where K =~ SO(2) is the stabilizer of i € H =~ D), and so defines a reduction of structure

group
(24) Py < P|int(2)-

On the other hand, the boundary restriction do: 0P = Plss — 0D takes values in
0D = G/B~, where B~ is the stabilizer of 0 € JH U {0} =~ 0D, and so defines a
reduction of structure group

(25) (0P)g- < OP.

Note that B~ < G = PSL(2,R) is the image of the group of lower triangular matrices
with positive diagonal entries. It is isomorphic to R x R.q; in particular it is contractible.
The role of ¢ is to combine these two reductions of structure group: to K over the interior,
and to B~ over the boundary.

Definition 4.2. A connection 0 € A(P) is called o-positive (or simply positive, if o is
understood) if the map T'Y — V,, given in (21) is an orientation preserving isomorphism.

Denote by AP°(P) the space of positive connections, and by Af; (P) those which are
furthermore flat.

There is a natural map from AP°(P) to the space of O-metrics: The standard 0-metric
on TD gives a 0-metric on V, = J*Tﬁ/ (G; a positive connection gives an isomorphism

T =V,.
Proposition 4.3. If 0 € A**(P) is flat, then the 0-metric g defined by 0 is hyperbolic.

Proof. Choose local trivializations P|y, =~ U, x G taking 6 to the trivial connection,
and write o(x,g) = g '.¢o(z) in terms of the trivialization. The positivity condition
ensures that the maps ¢, : U, — D are orientation preserving diffeomorphisms onto their
image, and so define a hyperbolic structure. Clearly, g is the O-metric associated to this
hyperbolic structure. O
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Remark 4.4. The construction may also be understood as follows: A flat connection
0 determines a horizontal foliation of P. Positivity means exactly that o restricts to
orientation-preserving local diffeomorphisms from the horizontal leaves to I. Hence,
the hyperbolic structure on D pulls back to a G-invariant hyperbolic structure on the
horizontal foliation, which then descends to .

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

(26) Q—"50D

|

C

of a principal G-bundle over C with a developing section (a G-equivariant map to D =
RP(1)). A connection ¢ on @ 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 (P, o) for surfaces with boundary, we have:

Proposition 4.5. A connection 6 € A(P) satisfies the o-positivity condition along the
boundary 0% if and only if the pullback connection 00 € A(OP) is do-positive.

Proof. The map TY — V, given by 6 restricts to the map T0%X — V;, given by df. The
resulting map on quotients,

V(Z7 az) - Va’&E/%o‘a

does not depend on the choice of §. In fact, it is simply the map obtained by applying
the normal bundle functor to the map of pairs o: (P,0P) — (D, dD), using that

V(5,08) = v(P,0P)/G,  V,|ss/Vay = (00)*v(D, D)/G.

In particular, the map on quotients is always an orientation preserving isomorphism.
We conclude that TX|ss — V,|sx is an orientation preserving isomorphism if and only
if T0Y — Vp, is an orientation preserving isomorphism. O

4.3. Relationship with coframe formalism. Given (P, o), consider the reduction of
structure group (24) to K < G. A trivialization of Px over U < int(X) determines a
trivialization P|y = U x G such that o(m, g) = g~ '.i. Let A € Q' (U, g) be the connection
1-form of # in this trivialization. Define 1-forms a1, as, and x by writing

(27) A=%< a2 0‘1_“).

a1+ K —Qo

Proposition 4.6. The connection 0 € A(P) is positive over U if and only if oy, s are
an oriented coframe. In this case, oy, s 15 an orthonormal coframe for the metric g
defined by 0, if the connection is flat then k is the spin connection for this coframe.
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Proof. Since TD = TH = T(G/K) = G xx &, we have
Volints) = (Pr x €5)/K = €(Px).

Hence, V,|y = U x &+, and (21) becomes a map

(28) TU - U x ¢

Viewed as an element of Q(U, &), this map is the symmetric part of the connection 1-
form A. The condition that (28) is an orientation preserving isomorphism means exactly
that aq, ag is an oriented orthonormal coframe. Finally, the metric on V; |y corresponds
to the standard metric on &+ = T;H, and the metric on TU induced by (28) is exactly
the one defined by the coframe aq, as. O

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 o € C*(X) be a
boundary defining function.

Lemma 4.7 (Normal form at boundary). Given (P, o), there exists € > 0 and a trivial-
ization Ply = U x G over U = g_l([O, e)) such that, in terms of the trivialization,

o(m,g) =g ".(io(m)).

As usual, we identify D =~ H U {c0}; thus ig(m) is regarded as an element of the closed
upper half plane.

Proof. The choice of a trivialization of 07!(0) = (0P)p- gives a trivialization 0P =
0% x G such that (0o)(m,g) = g 1.0 for m € d%. Extend it to a trivialization of P over
U=p! ([0, e)) for some € > 0. In terms of this trivialization, ¢ is of the form

a(m,g) =g~ ".f(m),

where f: U — D =~ H u {00} is a morphism of manifolds with boundary, with f|as = 0.
Taking € smaller if needed, we may assume f takes values in H € . In particular, the

imaginary part Im(f) is a boundary defining function, and so ¢ = u? Im(f) for some
function uw € C*(U,R~(). We have

[g U(LHEJ _Rle<f)].f=[g ugl].ihn(f)zig

u 0 Hl —Re(f)

Hence, a gauge transformation by lo y! 0 1 ] replaces o(m,g) =
g L. f(m) with g~ tig(m).

Given a connection 6 € A(P), let A € Q'(U, g) be its connection 1-form in terms of
the trivialization from this lemma. Over U — 0%, the gauge transformation by

1/2
(29) h:[po pol/z]:U—aEaG
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is defined, and satisfies h™1.ip(m) = i. Hence, (h"'.0)(m,g) = g 1.i, and h~*e A is of the
form (27), defining ay, ag, k. As we saw above, the positivity condition on # means that
over the interior, ay, ap are an oriented orthonormal coframe. The original connection
1-form is expressed in terms of these data as

_ L[ ay— o 'do  o(ar — k)
2\ 0 +k) —aztoldo )

Since A is a regular connection 1-form, this shows that a;,as extend to elements of

°Q'(U), and define an adapted orthonormal coframe.

4.4. Existence of positive connections. Recall the classification of principal bundles
over compact, connected, oriented surfaces ¥ with boundary. Let H be a connected Lie
group, and R — ¥ a principal H-bundle with a given homotopy class of trivializations
(framings) of R|sx. Pick g € int(2), and choose a trivialization of R over the punctured
surface ¥ — {zp} such that the trivialization along the boundary is in the prescribed
class. Also choose a trivialization of R over an embedded disk D < int(X) around xo.
The homotopy class of the transition map D — {xo} — H defines an element

e(R) e m(H).

If Ry, Ry are two principal H-bundles with homotopy classes of trivializations along
the boundary, we have e(R;) = e(Rz) if and only if there exists a bundle isomorphism
Ry — R, which intertwines the homotopy classes of trivializations over the boundary.
In particular, taking R = Frgo2)(X) 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 e(R) € m(SO(2)) = Z is the Euler characteristic y(X) of the surface. Given
a principal G-bundle P — ¥ with developing section o: P — D = H u {0} as above,
there is a distinguished homotopy class of trivializations along the boundary — those
trivializations for which o(m, g) = ¢g~'.0 for m € 0%. Let

e(Po)em(G)=12
be the resulting invariant.

Proposition 4.8. Given two pairs (P,o) and (P',0"), we have e(P,0) = e(P',d’) if and
only if there exists an isomorphism P — P’ taking o to o' and inducing the identity on
the base.

Proof. The necessity of the condition is obvious. To show that it is also sufficient, suppose
e(P,o) = e(P',0'). We may assume P = P’ and that 0,0’ define the same homotopy
class of trivializations of 0P = P|sxs. Using the normal form near the boundary (Lemma
4.7), we may assume that o,0’ coincide over an open neighborhood of the boundary.
Over the interior, o, 0’ 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, 2’ € D
there is a unique element ¢(z, 2’) € G taking z to 2’ and preserving the geodesic through
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z,2'. Tt extents smoothly to a map ¢: D x D — G with ¢(g.2,9.2") = gd(z,2")g™ .
Consequently,we obtain a gauge transformation h € Gau(P) taking o to ¢’. This gauge
transformation is trivial near the boundary since o, ¢" agree there. U

The existence of o-positive connections places a topological condition on (P, o).

Proposition 4.9. Let ¥ be a compact, connected, oriented surface with boundary, and
P — ¥ a principal G-bundle with a developing section o: P — . Then the space of
positive connections is empty unless e(P,0) = x(2).

Proof. The oriented rank 2 bundle V; |55 has a distinguished rank 1 subbundle Vj,; hence
there is a unique homotopy class of trivializations of V, along the boundary, taking the
subbundle to R®0 = R?. Letting Frgo) (V) be the frame bundle for (any) fiber metric,
the invariant e(Frso)(V;)) € m(SO(2)) = Z is defined. We claim that

(30) e(Frso(V,)) = e(P, o).

To see this, choose a covering of ¥, consisting of an open subset U; = ¥ — {x¢} where
zo € int(X), and an open neighborhood Us of xg, contained in the interior of ¥ and
diffeomorphic to an open disk. Choose a trivialization of P over U;, inducing the given
class of trivializations along the boundary, and choose also a trivialization over Us,. Let
f;: U; — D be the maps describing ¢ in these trivializations. We may arrange that
f1, f2 are both constant (equal to i) over U; n Us. Then the transition map U — {z¢} =
Uy n Uy — G takes values in K. The trivializations of P|y, also trivialize V;|y,, and
the transition map for its frame bundle agrees with that for P under the isomorphism
K = SO(2). This proves (30).

A positive connection determines an oriented vector bundle isomorphism 7% — V,,
and hence

X(E) = e(Frso() (T2)) = e(Frsow) (Vo)) = e(P, 0). O

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~ < G = PSL(2,R) 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~ =[B~, B7] is the image of lower triangular matrices with 1’s on the diagonal.

5.1. The group Aut(Q, 7). Let @ — C be a principal G-bundle over a compact oriented
I-manifold, and 7: @ — D = JH U {0} a developing section.

Proposition 5.1. The group Gau(Q, ) of gauge transformations preserving T is the
group of sections of a group bundle G(Q,T) — C, with typical fiber B~ = AN~. It fits
into an exact sequence with the group Aut(Q,T) of automorphisms of preserving T,

1 - Gau(Q, 1) — Aut(Q, 7) — Diff(C) — 1.
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Infinitesimally, gaw(Q,7) S aut(Q,7) are the sections of a Lie algebroids g(Q,T) <
At(Q, T), described as the kernel of the bundle maps g(Q) < At(Q) — V.. We have an
exact sequence of Lie algebroids

0—-g(Q,7) = At(Q,7) - TC — 0.

Proof. The developing section defines a reduction of structure group Qz- = 771(0) < Q,
and the groups Gau(Q, 7) < Aut(Q, 7) are identified with the gauge transformations and
automorphisms of Qp-. (Every B~ -equivariant diffeomorphism of @) 5- extends uniquely
to a G-equivariant diffeomorphism of ); the latter preserves 7.) In particular, At(Q, 7)
is just the Atiyah algebroid of @p-. The sections of At(Q,7) are identified with the
B~ -invariant vector fields on (Qg-, or equivalently with the G-invariant vector fields on
@ that are 7-related to 0. Equivalently, this is the kernel of the bundle map to V,. 0O

5.2. The group Aut(P, o). We now give a similar discussion for principal bundles over
oriented surfaces ¥ with boundary. Let(P, o) as in (23). As we saw, o gives a simulta-
neous description of two reductions of structure group: Over the interior, the structure
group of P is reduced to K, over 0% it is reduced to B~.

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

1 — Gau(P,0) — "Aut(P,0) — °"Diff(£) — 1.

The group Gau(P, o) is the group of sections of a family of Lie groups G(P, o), with typ-
ical fibers K over interior points and N~ at boundary points; restriction to the boundary
identifies

G(P,0)|os = [G(OP, 00), G(OP, do)].

(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 X, the developing section defines a reduction of the structure
group to K’ < G, and the groups Gau(P|in(x), 0) S Aut(Pliny(x), o) are identified with the
gauge transformations and automorphisms of Pg. 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=0%x][0,¢), Ply=UxGaG,

with o(m, g) = g~'.(io(m)). Denote the points of U by m = (x,y), so that o(m) = y.
The automorphisms of P|y may be written as pairs (h, ®), where ® € *Diff(U) and
h € Gau(P) = C*(U,G). Such an automorphism preserves the developing section
a(m,g) = g '.f(m) if and only if

h(m).f(@7H(m)) = f(m).

In our case, f(z,y) = iy, we have:
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Lemma 5.3. The elements of Gau(P|y, o) with compact support in U are of the form
—x0* )
X 0

for compactly supported x € C*(U). Every element of *Aut(P|y, o) whose base map is
compactly supported in U is uniquely the product of such a gauge transformation and an

automorphism
e M2 0
([ 0 M2 ]’ (I)

where ® € *Diff(U) has compact support in U, and X\ € C*(U) is the compactly supported
function defined by ®,0 = e o.

o

Proof. A gauge transformation h € C*(U, Q) fixes o if and only if h(x,y) € G;, for all y.
For y > 0, the stabilizer of 1y € H in G is

(31) GwZ{eXp(? _%y2 )‘teR};K

This fits uniquely into a smooth family of subgroups of {(z,y)} x G for all y = 0, by taking
the fiber for y = 0 to be N~. A smooth gauge transformation fixing o must take values
in this family of Lie groups. Consider next a compactly supported diffeomorphism & €
"Diff  (U). The push-forward ®,0 = oo ®~! is again a boundary defining function, and
so is of the form e*o. The hyperbolic transformation given by the diagonal matrix with
entries e ™)/2 Am)/2 down the diagonal takes f(®~1(m)) = i eN™y back to iy. O

The Lemma (and its proof) verify that Gau(P,o) are the sections of a family of
Lie groups G(P,o). It also shows that every diffeomorphism in °Diff(¥) lifts to an
automorphism in * Aut(P, o) — °Diff(2): For diffeomorphisms supported in the interior
of ¥ this is done by lifting to an automorphisms of Px S Py (x); for diffeomorphisms
supported in a collar neighborhood of the boundary the Lemma gives an explicit lift. [

We see in particular that the restriction map Gau(P, o) — Gau(dP, do) is not surjec-
tive. On the other hand, we have:

Proposition 5.4. The restriction map
"Auto(P, o) — Auto (0P, 0o)

is surjective. In fact, every element of Aut,(0P,0c) admits an extension to an element
of "Aut(P, o) 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 Aut, (0P, do), with base map 0® € Diff, (%), choose an
extension to a diffeomorphism ® with compact support on U. Lemma 5.3 shows how
to lift ® to an element of °Aut.(P, o), extending the given automorphism along the
boundary. O
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For the sake of completeness, we also give the infinitesimal descriptions. Recall that
the b-tangent bundle °T'M of a manifold M with boundary is the vector bundle whose
sections are vector fields tangent to the boundary dM.

Proposition 5.5. The kernel of bundle map At(P) — V, is a Lie subalgebroid * At(P, o)
of the Atiyah algebroid, with aut(P,c) as its space of sections. It fits into an ezact
sequence of Lie algebroids

(32) 0 —> g(P,0) — At(P,0) — °TY — 0.
Restriction to the boundary is a Lie algebroid isomorphism
(33) At(P,0)|os = At(OP, do)
inducing the inclusion g(P,0)|ss < g(0P, o).
Proof. Over the the interior, the kernel of At(P) — V, is the subalgebroid At(Pk) given
by the reduction of structure group Px < P’int(z). Hence, it suffices to study the situation
near the boundary. Using the normal form from Lemma 4.7, we have P|y = U x G, with
a(m,g) = g~'.f(m) for f(z,y) = iy. The bundle map At(P|y) = TU x g — V,|y =
f*TH is given by

(v,€) = (T f) () = & ).
where £ is the vector field on H generated by X. Since &% is tangent to 0H, we see that
for elements (v, &) € At(P)|,,, m € 0¥ in the kernel of the map to V,, the vector v must

itself be tangent to 0. The rest of the discussion is as in the proof of Lemma 5.3. In
particular, infinitesimal gauge transformations are given by functions

(97 ) eomwm - aaur)

Every compactly supported vector field v € ®Vect(U) tangent to 0% defines a function
A = o0 'L,0, and the element

A2 0
<( O/ A2 ) v) e (U, g) x Vect(U) = aut(Ply)
is a lift to aut(P|y, o). O
Remark 5.6. For the model case ¥ = I, the Lie algebroid At(P, o) is identified with the
action Lie algebroid D x g , embedded in At(P) = TD x g by the map (z,¢) — (£4(2), €).
6. SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE ON Teich(X)

We shall now construct a symplectic structure w on the Teichmiiller spaces of hyper-
bolic structures on surfaces ¥ with boundary. Throughout, ¥ will be compact, con-
nected, and oriented, with a given pair (P, o) as in (23), satisfying e(P, o) = x(2). By
Proposition 4.9, the space AP°(P) of o-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 Hyp(3), Teich(X) as quotients of spaces of flat connections.

Theorem 6.1. The space of hyperbolic structures on 3 is a quotient,
(34) Hyp(S) = AR (P)/ Gau(P, o).

Taking a further quotient by the action of °Diffo(X), we obtain

(35) Teich(X) = ALR(P)/ Auto(P, o).

pos

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, every § € Af7(P) determines a hyperbolic 0-metric g on

¥; changing 6 by a gauge transformation in Gau(P, o) does not change g. Conversely,

every hyperbolic 0-metric on ¥ arises in this way, where # is unique up to the action

of Gau(P,0). Indeed, g determines a triple (P’,0’,0), with e(P’,0’) = x(X); hence

(P',0") is related to (P,o) by a bundle isomorphism. It follows that g is defined by a
pos

flat connection § € A (P) (the image of #” under this isomorphism). This proves the
description of Hyp(X); the remaining assertions are clear. O

Similarly, given (Q, 7) as in (26), we saw that every projective structure on an oriented
1-manifold C is obtained from a 7-positive connection on (). The latter is unique up to
the action of Gau(Q, 7). Hence

Proj(C) = AP*(Q)/ Gau(Q, 7).

The quotient map intertwines the action of Aut,(Q,7) on connections with the action
of Diff  (C) = Aut,(Q,7)/Gau(Q, ) on projective structures. Letting ) = 0P and
T = 0o, we see that the pullback map ALY (P) — AP%(JP) descends to the natural map
Teich(X) — Proj(0%).

6.2. Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure. Let - denote the nondegenerate invariant
symmetric bilinear form (‘metric’) on g = sl(2,R) given by

(36) §-n=tr(én).

It determines a bundle metric on g(P), and an Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure on the
space A(P) of connections by

wagp(a,b) = J a A b,
)
for a,b e Ty A(P) = Q'(X, g(P)). The symplectic structure is invariant under the action
of ®Aut, (P), 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 °Aut, (P) of automorphisms whose base map fixes
the boundary. The moment map for this subgroup is given by

(37) A(P) — Q*(Z,At(P)*) x A(OP), 0 — (—F’ s, 00).
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Here F? € Q*(%, g(P)) is the curvature, and
(38) s At(P) = TP/G — g(P)

is the splitting (‘vertical projection’) defined by connection 6 € A(P).

One obtains an affine moment map for the action of YAut,(P,o) < °Aut,(P) by
projection, replacing s? with s?|aypo). 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 0% = .

6.3. Symplectic structure: the case 0YX = ¢J. If the boundary is empty, only the
bulk term —F? - s? of the moment map remains. The moment map for Aut, (P, o) is
thus given by

(39) APS(P) — aut(P, 0)* = Q*(S, At(P,0)*), 0 — —F° - | sy(po)-

Proposition 6.2. Let X be a compact oriented surface without boundary, and P — ¥ a
principal G-bundle with developing section satisfying e(P, o) = x(X). Then

Teich(X) = AP*(P)/ Auto(P, o),

a symplectic quotient, with a residual action of MCG(X) preserving the symplectic struc-
ture.

Proof. We claim that the zero level set of (39) is the space AR (P) of flat connections.
The map s’: At(P,0) — g(P) restricts to the identity on the subbundles g(P, o), and
gives a commutative diagram

At(P, o) AN g(P)

L]

78 ——V,

where the vertical maps are the quotients maps for the subbundle g(P, o). For 6 €
AP%(P) the lower horizontal map is an isomorphism, hence so is the upper map. Hence
F?.s%(v) =0 for all v € aut(P, o) = T'(At(P,0)) if and only if F? = 0. Since Aut, (P, o)
preserves the Atiyah-Bott form, the induced action of Aut (P, o)/ Aute(P,0) =~ MCG(X)
is again symplectic. Il

Since the condition e(P) = x(X) determines P up to isomorphism, the symplectic
2-form w on Teich(X) 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
MCG(X) preserves the symplectic structure. Hence, we also have

M(E) = AP*(P) ) Aut (P, 0).
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Remark 6.3. By a classical result, obtained independently by Goldman [13] and Hitchin
[16], the symplectic structure on Teichmiiller space Teich(X) may be obtained directly as
a moduli space of flat connections, without having to invoke developing sections. That
is,

(40) Teich(X) = A(P)/ Gau(P)

for any choice of G-bundle with e(P) = x(X). 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 0¥ # . We now turn to the case of a possibly
non-empty boundary. We shall denote ) = 0P, 7 = do. Equation (35) represents the
Teichmiiller space as a quotient by the group °Aut.(P, o), the identity component of

automorphisms whose base map fixes 0¥. However:
pos

The pullback of wap to Aj., (P) does not descend to the quotient.

The problem is that the restriction map °Auty(P,0) — Gau(Q) 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

Auto(P,Q,0) € “Auto(P,0)
be the kernel of the restriction map, and put
(41) Teich(X) = AP%(P)/ Auto(P, Q, 0) = Teich(S) X pyojasy AP*(Q).

Elements of this space are represented by hyperbolic structures on ¥ together with a lift
of the corresponding projective structure on the boundary to a 7-positive connection on

Q.
Lemma 6.4. T/eﬁl(Z) is a symplectic quotient AP(P)/ Auto(P,Q, o).

Proof. The Lie algebra aut(P, @, o) is the space of sections of At(P, o) vanishing along the
boundary 0¥. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.2, if § € AP*(P),
we have F?-s(v) = 0 for all v € aut(P, Q, o) if and only if F¥ = 0. Hence, the symplectic

quotient by this subgroup is T/eﬁ1(2). O

According to Proposition 5.4, the map °Aut,(P, o) — Gau(Q, 7) is surjective; hence
Teich(X) has a residual action of the group Gau(Q, 7), with quotient Teich(X). Let

A(Q,7) = A(Q)/ ann(gau(Q, 7)).

This is an affine Gau(Q), 7)-space, with linear action the coadjoint action on gau(Q, 7)*.
Lemma 6.5. The moment map for the action of Gau(Q, ) on T/eﬁl(Z) is given by
U @1(2) — A(Q,7), [0] — 00 mod ann(gau(Q,T)).

Proof. This follows by reduction, since the boundary term of the moment map for the
O Auto(P)-action on A(P) is 6 — 06. O
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Note that U takes values in the subspace AP*(Q,7) = AP*(Q)/ann(gau(Q,7)). It
turns out that the image of this map is a single coadjoint orbit:

Lemma 6.6. The action of Gau(Q, 1) on AP*(Q,T) is free and transitive.

Proof. This is a well-known fact from Drinfeld-Sokolov theory. We may assume that
Q = S' x G, with 7(g,2) = g~' - 0. The connections on @ are described by their
connection 1-forms A € Q'(S?, g). Write

1
(42) A= ( 2 ) da

58

with functions a, s, u € C*(S'); the connection is 7-positive if and only if a > 0. Taking
the quotient by ann(gau(Q, 7)) =~ Q!(S*, n~) amounts to omitting the lower left corner;
hence a, s serve as parameters on AP*(Q, 7). There is a unique gauge transformation
by an element h € C*(S', B7) = Gau(Q, 7) putting (42) into Drinfeld-Sokolov normal
form, that is, having 1 in the upper right corner and with vanishing diagonal entries.

Explicitly,
1 0 "z 0
h={ _1._ 1« :
5s+3% 1 0 a

In other words, h is the unique element taking the class of A in AP*((Q), T) to the base
point of APS(Q, 7) given by s =0, a = 1. O

D=

Since O = AP*(Q, T) is a coadjoint orbit, it has a unique symplectic structure such
that the Gau(Q, 7)-action is Hamiltonian, with moment map the inclusion. (See Appen-
dix A.1.)

/]3/ the well-known ‘shifting trick” from symplectic geometry, the quotient
Teich(X)/ Gau(Q, 7) may be recast as a symplectic quotient. Let O~ be the space O
with the opposite symplectic structure.

Theorem 6.7. The Teichmuller space is a symplectic quotient
Teich(X) = (@1(2) x O7)) Gau(Q, 1),

where T/eic\h(E) = APS(P) ) Auto(P, Q,0). In particular, Teich(X) acquires a symplectic
structure. The action of MCG(X) on Teich(X) preserves the symplectic structure.

Proof. Only the final claim remains to be proved. The action of °Aut, (P, o)
on the space AP°(P) preserves the Atiyah-Bott symplectic structure, and restricts
to an action on the space of flat connectio/ni We hence obtain a symplec-
tic action of ’Aut,(P,0)/Aute(P,Q,0) on Teich(X). This contains MCG(X) =
Aut, (P, Q,0)/Aute(P,Q,0) and ° Aute(P,0)/Aute(P,Q,0) = Gau(Q, ) as commut-
ing subgroups. The moment map for the Gau(Q, 7)-action is MCG(X)-invariant; hence
we obtain a symplectic action of MCG(X) on the quotient. 4
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The symplectic structure obtained in this way does not depend on the choice of (P, o)
subject to the condition e(P,o) = x(X), since any two choices are related by a bun-

dle isomorphism (Proposition 4.8). The intermediate space T/eﬁl(E) depends on the
choice, but only through the boundary restriction (@, 7). There is a canonical choice for

L~

the boundary restriction, and hence of the space Teich(¥), 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 Teich(X).

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. Teich(X) AS A HAMILTONIAN VIRASORO SPACE

We will now verify that the map Teich(¥X) — Proj(dX), 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 Proj(d%) comes from
its identification with an affine subspace of the dual of the Virasoro Lie algebra vit(0X),
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 € R, we de-
note by |Q¢ the space of r-densities. A k-th order differential operator D: [Q[¢ — [Q|Z
has a principal symbol oy (D) € |Q]Tg_”_k. The principal symbol is scalar exactly when
ro =11 + k. If ry + 7o = 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

_1 3
L: 9 — Qe
satisfying L* = L and o5(L) = 1. The space of all Hill operators is an affine space

Hill(C), with the space of quadratic differentials |Q[% as its space of translations. There
is a Diff,(C)-equivariant isomorphism

(43) Hill(C) = Proj(C),
taking a Hill operator L to the projective structure with charts (uy : us): U — RP(1),
for local solutions uy,uy € \Q\l}m of Lu = 0, with Wronskian W (uy,us) = —1. The

natural action of Diff , (C) on Hill(C) is an affine action, with underlying linear action
the coadjoint action. Here |QZ is seen as the (smooth) dual to the space of vector fields
Vect(C) = |Q|c!. The Virasoro algebra vir(C) is the central extension of Vect(C) defined
by this action (see Appendix A.1). The action of Diff,(C) on vit](C) is the coadjoint
Virasoro action; see e.g. [8, 18, 19, 29, 36].
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Using a local coordinate x on C, the r-density bundles are trivialized by the sections
|dz|". In terms of this trivialization, a Hill operator takes on the form

d2
for a Hill potential T. For F € Diff(C), the Hill operator F~!- L has Hill potential F~1. T

given by the formula
(45) (F - T)(z) = F(2)*T(F(z)) + %5 (F)(x)

with the Schwarzian derivative [25, 26] S(F) = & — 3 (F—”)Q. The map (43) factors
through the Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding

(46) Hill(C) — AP*(Q)
for a canonically defined pair (@, 7). The following coordinate-free description is due to

Segal [29]. Let |A|¢ 2 be the bundle of —3 densities. A Hill operator L determines a
linear connection on the 1-jet bundle

(47) E = JY (Al

with the property that Lu = 0 if and only if Vj'(u) = 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 £ — |A|¢ 2 e obtain a rank 1 subbundle
of E*, or equivalently a section of its projectivization. We take () — C be the associated
principal G-bundle, thus P(E*) = Q x¢RP(1), and let 7: @ — RP(1) =~ JD be the map
defining this section. The connection on E* defined by a Hill operator descends to a 7-
positive connection on ), defining the inclusion (46). The image of the Drinfeld-Sokolov
embedding will be called the Drinfeld-Sokolov slice, denoted

(48) Z < AP*(Q).
The bundle V, = 7*T0D/G for Segal’s (Q, T) is canonically isomorphic to the tangent
bundle
V. ~TC.

Hence, given a connection 9 € A(Q), the map a: TC — V, from (22) is scalar multi-
plication by a function a, and ¥ is positive if and only if a > 0 everywhere. We have
Zcal(1).

The choice of a local coordinate z on C determines a trivialization of \A|51/ ? hence

also of its jet bundle and consequently of Q. In this trivialization, 7(m,g) = ¢ ' -0, and
the Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding is given by the formula?

) 0 1
(49) T |dz|* — < 7 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  (C) acts on @ by automor-
phisms preserving 7, hence defining a splitting

(50) Diff  (C) — Aut, (Q, 7).

The Drinfeld-Sokolov embedding is equivariant for this action. Using local coordinates
to trivialize the bundles, this is given by F~! — (h,F~1) e C*(C, B™) x Diff, (C) with

o e T o]

On may check directly that h is the unique B~ -valued function such that he F* A is again
in the Drinfeld-Sokolov slice, with T replaced by F~ - T.

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

ay = 1(a(a:)doc +...), Q= dy + s(z)dx + ..., %(al + k) = y(u(z)dr + ...)

Yy Yy
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

1 /ad"  3/ad'\2 1 1d 1
2 T— (S -2(5) ) —au— = S %s+ oo
(52) 2(a 2\a ) W T TRl
Proof. The 0-connection 1-form (14) reads
% dy + is(z)dz + ... i(a(x)dva o)
y(u(z)dz +...) —% dy — s(z)dz + ...

In Section 4.3, we explained that the reqular connection 1-form, describing 06 € AP*(Q),
is obtained by applying the ‘singular gauge transformation’ by diag(y%, y_%), 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 7" as minus the lower left corner. The result of this
straightforward calculation is (52). O

FExample 7.2. The Hill potential for the Poincaré disk, with coordinates ¢ as in Example
3.1b, is T'(z) = For the trumpet, with geodesic neck of length ¢ (Example 3.1c),
we obtain T'(z) = —3¢%. For the Fefferman-Graham coframe (Example 3.1d), the Hill
potential agrees with the function 7" given in that formula.

” NI
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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 a(z) in (52) may
be read off from the leading term of the volume form;

1
dvoly = E(a(:p) +O(y"))dz A dy.

For y > 0, let k(x,y) be the geodesic curvature of the curve t — (x +t,y). Recall that
for the standard hyperbolic metric on the upper half plane, the horizontal lines all have
geodesic curvature equal to 1. Hence k(x,y) = 1 for all z,y € H. It turns out that in
general, k(z,y) =1+ O(y?):

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

k -1
c(x) = lim —(x,yQ)
y—0 Y
exists and defines a smooth function of x.
Proof. By Theorem 3.9, the hyperbolic O-metric may be written g = = (df2 + dg?) for
functions f, g with af ~(2,0) > 0 and g(z,0) = 0, ag $(x,0) > 0. That is, (f,g) defines a

local isometry to ]HI. The image of the curve t — (x + t,y) under this isometry is the
curve t — (f(x +t,y),g(x + t,y)) in H; its geodesic curvature k(z,y) is computed as

!/ [/ "/
f _— f'g fg3/27
((f)2+(9)?) ((f)2+(9)?)
where the prime denotes x-derivatives. Substituting Taylor series

Zfz 2)y', glx,y) Zgz

one finds, by direct but somewhat lengthy calculation,

k(z,y) = 1+ cla)y” +y°

with
(53) o9 gafy 1)
(fo2 (o> 2(f)?
(The calculation requires writing f, g up to second order, but fi, f2, go do not enter the
final expression.) O

Theorem 7.4. The Hill potential is given by
1/ad" 3,a a?
4 T=_-(2_Z% hll
(54) 2(a 2(a))+2c

where ¢ is obtained from the limit of the geodesic curvatures of the curves t — (x +t,y)
as c(z) = limyo(k(z,y) — 1)/y*.
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Proof. Continuing the notation from the proof of Lemma 7.3, we may take oy = %, g =

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

/ /
y(?dx—k...), a2=?+%dx+..., ap+k=0
1 1

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

1
o] = —

_ o9
9’ g1
Using the formula (53) for k(z), this gives

a

!/

1/, a 1,
C:¥<8—58—§S>.

Now use (52). O

7.4. Verifying the moment map condition. We are now in position to describe the
moment map for the Diff,(03)-action on the infinite-dimensional Teichmiiller space.

Theorem 7.5. The action of ]ﬁo(ﬁZ) on Teich(X) is Hamiltonian, with moment map
®: Teich(X) — vir* (%), [g] — —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
¢-n =tr(én) 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)
Teich(Y) = (Teich(X) x O7)/ Gau(Q, ),

where (@, 7) is the boundary restriction of (P, o). We shall take this boundary restriction
to be Segal’s bundle from Section 7.1. Denote C = 0%.

The action of ﬁf/fo(C) is obtained as a quotient of the action of (a cover of) Aut,(Q, 7)

on both spaces, T/eﬁl(z) and O. Recall that for Segal’s bundle, there is a canonical
splitting Diff,(C) — Auto(Q, 7). This lifts to the universal covering. Hence, we may
compute the Diff,(C)-part of the moment map on both spaces.

The choice of a a coordinate x on the boundary gives a trivialization () = C x G. In
terms of this trivialization, the connection 06 is described by a connection 1-form A as
in (42).
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Proposition 7.7. The moment map for the ]STf/fo(é’E)-action on T/eﬁl(E) is given in
coordinates by

— 1 1 1
(55) Teich(X) — |Q[3s, [0]— (- 55' + 152 + au — éa”) |dz|?.

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

Proof. The boundary term of the moment map is given by [0] — (A,1tr(A?)) €
QY(C, g) x |©2/Z; see Appendix B. On the other hand, the coordinate expression of the
inclusion Vect(C) — gau(Q, 7) x Vect C is given by the infinitesimal version of (51)*

0 g g 0
= (e ) o)

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

s a iy 0 1 s a )’
L“((Z —%s) (—%f” —%f’)) *5L“(2u ) /

1 1 1 1 1 1
= Ll <§sf’ - §af” + Zsf + auf) = Ll <—§s’ — éa” + 182 + au) f O
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 [/)\iFfo(C)—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 WV: rlgial(ﬁl) — A(Q,T) is given
by [0] — 00 mod anngau(Q,7), and the set of all 0 mod anngau(Q, ) is a single
coadjoint orbit O = AP*(Q, 7). The Drinfeld-Sokolov slice Z < AP*(Q) descends to
a slice for the Gau(Q), 7)-action on O = AP*((Q))/ann((Q), 7), consisting of just a single
point, py € O, and the stabilizer of this point under Gau(Q, 7) is trivial. (See Lemma
6.6.) Letting po be the corresponding point in O, we have

Teich(2) = U (49) < Teich(X)

as a symplectic submanifold. The moment map for the ]f)\iffo(C)—action on Teich(X) may
be computed by restricting the moment map to this cross-section.

Using coordinates, as above, Z is given by a = 1,5 = 0,u = —T where T is the Hill
potential. (The point py € O is the point given by a = 1,s = 0). Hence, on ¥~ (p) the
moment map restricts to [0] — —T. O

3With our sign conventions, the flow of the vector field f £ is of the form Fy(z) = z — tf(z) + O(t?).
An additional sign arises comes from the choice of identification gau(Q) = C*(C,g) used in appendix
B.
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8. THE SYMPLECTIC FORM IN FENCHEL-NIELSEN COORDINATES

8.1. Fenchel-Nielsen parameters. Let > be a compact, connected, oriented surface
(possibly with boundary), of negative Euler characteristic x(3) < 0. The construction of
Fenchel-Nielsen parameters on Teich(X) 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 € 3, neither contractible nor homotopic
to a boundary component, determines a twist flow R x Teich(3) — Teich(X): Given g,
one obtains a new metric g, 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 7.

Remark 8.1. A more detailed description: Given [g] € Teich(X), 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 x (—e¢,€) with the hyperbolic metric (8). For any 7 € R, we obtain a new hyperbolic
metric g, by letting g.|s_v = g|s_v and taking g, | to be the pullback of g|y under the
diffeomorphism

(56) (x,u) — (ZE + %f(u),u),

where f(u) = 0 for u < —ie and f(u) = 1 for u > 1e. The twist flow is given by

lg] — [g&-]- i

Since x(X) < 0, we may choose a pairs-of-pants decomposition of ¥. There are
2g — 2 +1r = —x(X) distinct pants; their boundary curves consist of the boundary loops
C;, j=1,...,r of ¥ and 3g — 3 + r simple closed curves D; < int(X).

Each of the D; defines a length parameter ¢; > 0 (the length of the unique closed
geodesic homotopic to D;), as well as a twist flow. In addition, each boundary component
C; determines a length parameter ¢; (given by the length of the unique geodesic of [g]

homotopic to the ideal boundary C;) as well as an action of f)\iﬁ’o((:j) (coming from
the action of diffeomorphisms in °Diff,(¥) that are supported in collar neighborhoods
of the C;). These actions on Teich(¥) all commute, with quotient R x RZ, 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 £ € X
with boundary 0FE < 0%, in such a way for any two distinct boundary circles of a
given pants P, there is a unique component of P n E connecting those two boundary
components. We also assume that P n E meets these boundary components transversely.
The three components of P n E are the model seams for the pair of pants P. Finally,
choose orientation preserving parametrizations C; = S', such that dE n C; maps to the
antipodal points {—1,1} € S' = C.

The desired slice consists of all [g] € Teich(X), where g is a hyperbolic 0-metric such
that (i) all D; are geodesics, (ii) the connected components of £ — dE < int(X) are
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geodesics, (iii) the projective structure on the boundary components C; is constant (i.e.,
Sl_equivariant). This gives an identification
(57) Teich() = (Roo x R)* " x [ [(Ruq x Diffo(S"))

j=1

with the slice given as (R x 0) x [ [;_; (R~ xId)". Denote the corresponding parameters
by ¢;, 7;,{;,F;; we choose the parametrization in such a way that the i-th twist flow is

given by 7; — 7; + 7 (leaving all other parameters unchanged) and the j-th action of
F € Diff,(S") is given by F; — F; o F~! (leaving all other parameters unchanged).

8.2. Related Teichmiiller spaces. Given a hyperbolic O-metric g on 32, each boundary
component C; determines a unique simple, closed geodesic C’; = > homotopic to C;; this
is the geodesic end of the j-th boundary trumpet. Removing the trumpets creates a
surface 3 with geodesic boundary 11;C’, called the compact core of X. Of course, 3’ is
diffeomorphic to X (as a surface with boundary). The map

(58) Teich(X) — Teichgeoa(X),

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

action of [[I_, ]5\13?0(@) The corresponding Fenchel-Nielsen description just omits the

ﬁfO(S D)-factors in (57). Fixing the lengths b; of the boundary components, one obtains
the space Teichgeod (2, b1, ..., b.). As another variation, having chosen parametrizations
C,; = S' of the boundary components, we may consider the subspace

Teichporderea(X) S Teich(3)

for which the projective structure on each C; is ‘constant’ (i.e., invariant under rigid
rotations). On this subspace, we have a residual action of R", where the j-th copy of
R rotates the j-th boundary component. This version of the Teichmiiller 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
Teichbordered(E) = (R>0 X R)Sg_3+2r.

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

8.3. Teichmiiller space of the trumpet. Let N denote the Teichmiiller space of
hyperbolic 0-metrics on St x [—o0, 0], such that the induced projective structure on the
left boundary S' x {—o0} is constant, and denote by N 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 S x [0, 0) for which ST x {0} is a geodesic, of some length ¢ > 0, while g has
the boundary behaviour of a O-metric along the ideal boundary S' x {c0}. As a space,

(59) N =R, x Diff,(S")

where the R.q factor indicates the length ¢ of the geodesic boundary. This space comes
with an action of Diff,(S') by Fy - (¢,F) = (¢,F o F{'') and an action of S' = R/Z by
t-(,F) — (¢,F +t). (Here multiplication on S' = R/Z is written additively.) The
following result describes the symplectic structure on N; the 2-form on N is obtained by
pullback. (For a more conceptual explanation of the formula, see Appendix C.)

For ¢ > 0, we have the Hill operator L(¢) = % + T'(¢) with the constant Hill potential
T(() = —%162 e Hill(Sh).

Theorem 8.2 (Trumpet). The space (59) has a unique invariant symplectic form wy,
in such a way that the Diff(S') is Hamiltonian, with moment map (¢, F) — —F~1-L(¢) €
Hill(SY). This 2-form is given by the formula

1
(60) Wy = _de (F' dF + (F)"'dF")
Sl

The S-action is Hamiltonian as well, with moment map (¢, F) — iéz. The symplectic
quotient at $0* for the latter action is the coadjoint Virasoro orbit through L(() (with the
opposite symplectic structure).

Before proving this result, we have to explain the ingredients of (60). For fixed z € S1,
we have the evaluation map ev,: Diff(S') — R/Z, F — F(z). As in [3] we shall denote
this function on Diff(S') simply by F(x) (thinking of F as a variable). The exterior
derivative d(F(z)) of this function is a 1-form on Diff(S?); letting x vary this is a 1-form
on diffeomorphisms with values in periodic functions,

dF e Q'(Diff,(S1), |2%).

On the other hand, for fixed F we may take the exterior derivative of the function
x +— F(x). We shall denote it by

F e Q°(Diff,(S"), [92]5:)

(a more accurate notation would be F'(z)|dx|). Higher derivatives are defined as well;
for example, F” is naturally a function on Diff,(S!) with values in quadratic differentials.
Since F'(z) > 0 everywhere, we may also consider 1/F € Q°(Diffo(S"),[€[5)). With this
understanding, each of the terms in (60) is a 2-form on Diff,(S!) with values in |Q[%,;
integration of the 1-density over S* results in a 2-form on Diff,(S1).

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

1 F/ F/l
(61) wN:—J <—F’d€2AdF—£2dF’AdF+—d N ).
Sl

1 (F)2
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To check that it does satisfies the moment map condition, we consider its contraction
with a left-invariant vector field v on Diff,(S*) corresponding to v € Vect(S!). The flow
of v¥ on Diff,(S?) is given in terms of the flow ¢ — exp(tv) by F — F o exp(—tv). As
explained in [3, Lemma 4.8], if v = f(z)d, then

L(v")dF = —F' f.

The contractions with dF’, dF” are obtained by taking derivatives of this expression.
Hence,

1 (—F'f)'dF” _ (—F'f)”dF’
L _ _ (E\2 2 P2 rEIAE! _ p2(__FE! £V
(o )y = 4Ll ( (F')2fde* — C2fF'dF — (2(—F'f)'dF + G )
Use integration by parts so that no derivatives of f appear:

(0w = ELI (- (F)2dez — 202F'aF + F(%) + F(%)V

After simplifications, this becomes

Lo wy = df (( — 1(F’)2d£2 + 1S(F)))f = df (F'-T() f.

St 4 2 g1

where T'(¢) = —1¢% is the Hill potential corresponding to £. This shows that (¢,F) —
—F~1-T(¢) is a moment map for the action. Consider on the other hand the S*-action
F— F+¢ mod Z. Letting Z denote its generating vector field, we have 1zdF = 1, hence
tzdF' =0, 1zdF” = 0. It follows that

1 a2 _ Lo

U2 ) wy = 1 Ll F'de® = 4d£
where we used {, F/ = 1 by fundamental theorem of calculus. It follows that (¢,F) —
—}162 is a moment map for this action. The reduction of N with respect to this S!-
action, at level —3¢2, is Diff  (S')/S* with a closed Diff,(S")-invariant 2-form whose
moment map gives a bijection onto Diff,(S?) - L(¢) < vir}(S'). The reduction hence
equals the (hyperbolic) coadjoint Virasoro orbit through L(¢). The fact that all the
Sl-reduced spaces of (N,wy) are symplectic implies that wy must itself be symplectic.
The uniqueness part for wy follows since the difference of two 2-forms on N satisfying
the moment map condition is basic for the Diff,(S!)-action, and hence is zero since the
quotient is 1-dimensional. O

8.4. Fenchel-Nielsen description of the symplectic form. Fori=1,...,3g—3+r,
let ¢;, 7; be the length and twist parameters with respect to D;, thought of as functions
on Teich(X). Also, for j =1,...,7 let

m;: Teich(X) - N
be the map given by projection to the j-th boundary factor in (57) (the Teichmiiller
space of the j-th trumpet), followed by the quotient map N — N.
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Theorem 8.3. In terms of Fenchel-Nielsen parameters (57), the symplectic form on
Teich(X) is given by

39—3+r r

1
(62) W=7 Z dé; Adr; + Z T WN -
i=1 j=1

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 [g] € Teich(X). Pick a representative g as in
Section 8.1; in particular, the D; 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 D;, tangent vectors v € Vect(C;) corresponding to the Diff,(C;)-factors, as well as
infinitesimal changes of the length parameters for C}, the geodesic ends of the trumpets.
These tangent vectors are realized by variations of the hyperbolic metric g.

Consider a fixed D = D;. 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 3.1¢)

ap = cosh(u)l dz, as = —du, k= —sinh(u)l dx

and corresponding connection one-form
. 1 —du  e“ldx
2\ e dx  du '
=

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

4 = 1 —du e"(ldx + 7f'(u) du)
T 2\ ez + 7f(u)du) du '

Note that A, agrees with A for |u| > €, hence it defines a new global connection 6.
Replacing 7 with 7;, and taking a t-derivative, this gives the tangent vector

1 0 e*\. ,
bzﬁ(e‘“ O)Tof(u)du.

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

1 0 e\
a=§<€_u 0)£0dl’

We may arrange that a has this form on the collar neighborhood |u| < €, but vanishes
outside of a larger collar neighborhood (say, |u| < 2¢). Hence, the Atiyah-Bott form on



TEICHMULLER SPACES FOR SURFACES WITH BOUNDARY 39

these tangent vectors evaluates to

1-

1 .
wag(a,b) = f tr(ab) = —J lotodz A f'(u)du = =lg7o.
by 2 |r|<e 2

This shows w(%, 0%) . On the other hand, if a, b are tangent vectors corresponding

to twist or length deformatlons for non-intersecting geodesics, then wap(a, b) = 0 since

we may take the support of a,b to be disjoint. Thus, for example w(af , ag ) = 0 for
KA

PR a_ with a tangent vector %,
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 € Vect(C;) on
the ideal boundary of the j-th trumpet. For this, it suffices to observe that both sides
satisfy the moment map condition w(v, ) = {(dL;,v) where L, is the Hill potential for
the jth boundary. U

11 # 19. Similarly, the pairing of the tangent vectors

8.5. Darboux coordinates on the trumpet space. The expression (62) for the
symplectic form on Teich(X) involves the symplectic structure wy on the space N =
Diff,(S!) x R.g associated to the trumpet end. We may go one step further and intro-
duce Darboux coordinates on the space N, and hence on Telch(Z)

Consider the symplectic structure on N = R.q x Diff (Sl) given by (60) with F
replaced by a lift F to the universal cover. We may regard Fas Z- equivariant function
on R, that is, F(z + 1) = F(z) + 1. The expression

(63) u(x) = log(F'(x)) + ((F(z) — 2);

is a periodic function on R. Taking into account the dependence on ¢, F, this is a function
on N with values in [Q2|%,. Thus duadu’is a 2-form on N with values in |Q|L,; integrating
over St it is a 2-form on NN.

Proposition 8.4.
1 1
wi = —=dl A dugy + —J du A du/
2 4 Jq

where ug = ¢ w (a scalar function of (£, E) eN)

Proof. We work out the terms appearing in
1 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
Z_lj du A du' = ZJ d(log(F) + ¢(F — 1d)) A d(log(F) + £(F — 1d))’
St 51

according to their homogeneity with respect to ¢, and compare to the corresponding
terms in (61). The term of homogeneity 0 is 7 (F’) 2dF" A dF”, matching that in (61).
The terms of homogeneity 1 are (using mtegratlon by parts to comblne two terms)

1 ~ 1 ~
—J dF'Ad€+—J dl A dlog(F")
2 S1 2 S1
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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 %dé A dug. The terms of homogeneity 2 are

1 ~ o~ 1 ~ ~
= —J 2dF /\dF’+—J (F'—1)dF A £d¢
4 S1 2 S1
(again we used an integration by parts to combine two terms). The integral

—f dﬁ/\ﬁdézdé/\df fﬁzdé/\df ((F —1d)

51 st st

gives one of the terms in d¢ A dug. The remaining terms match the corresponding terms
in (61). O

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

Fourier expansion:
U(Z’) _ Z une27rmx.

neZ

We obtain:

Proposition 8.5. The symplectic form on N is given by

1
Wy = —§d€ A dug + i Z m du_,, A du,,

m>0

Rewriting the second sum in terms of real and imaginary parts of w,,, 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 R
0—>R—5—bh—0,

let £ < 6* be the affine space of linear functionals taking 1 € R to 1. The adjoint action
of H on 6 defines an affine H-action on this space, with linear part the coadjoint action
on h*. Conversely, suppose £ is an affine space with an affine H-action, with underlying
linear H-space the coadjoint representation. For p € &, the map h — b*, & — E.p,
defined by the infinitesimal action, is a Lie algebra cocycle. Suppose this cocycle is
skew-symmetric:

(64) &y my ==, &

for all £, 7. (This condition does not depend on the choice of p.) Then one obtains a
central extension: Take h to be the vector space of affine-linear functions on &, with

bracket R
1€, 0] (1) = <& ).

Here &, 7 are the linear functionals underlying {A N €E 6 The affine space £ is a Poisson
submanifold of h*, with symplectic leaves the coadjoint orbits. The action groupoid
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H x & 3 £ 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 £ 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 w, we may consider £-valued affine moment maps

d: M — E&;
that is, ® is H-equivariant and satisfies the moment map condition*

w(én, ) = —(d®, ).

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

A necessary condition for the existence of an affine moment map (for some &) is that
the 1-forms a € QY(M, h*), given as {a, &) = —w(&yy, +), 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
w e Q2(M). Suppose that the 1-form

ae Q' (M, b*)
given as {a,&) = w(&y, -) s exact. Let € be the affine space of all primitives of o, and
let
M- E
be the map taking any point of M to the unique primitive vanishing at that point. Then

& s an affine H-space, with underlying linear action the coadjoint action, satisfying the
skew-symmetry (64). Furthermore, ® is an affine moment map.

Proof. Since M is connected, a primitive of « is unique up to a constant function with
values in h*. This shows that £ is an affine space over h*. The group H acts on
£ < C®(M,h*) by (h.f)(m) = Ad, (f(h~'.m)); hence the difference of two elements

transforms under the coadjoint action. For f € £ we have

Efom) = Ley [ +ade f,m) = —w(&ar,nar) — o165 mD),

which is skew-symmetric in &, 7. To verify that ® (as in the proposition) is a moment

map, fix mg € M. Then ®(mg)(m) = (" a = —®(m)(mg). Hence, the map m —
mo
D (m)|m, is a primitive for —a. This shows (d®, &) = —a(§) = —w(&, -). O

4Generating vector fields are defined in terms of their action on functions as (£af)(m) =
%h:of(exp(—tf).m). With this convention, £ — &)y is a Lie algebra morphism. Note that if M = £ is
an affine space, then &y (u) = —€.p.
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Note that £, and hence the central extension of b, is determined by the pullback of w
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, (C) on the
space Hill(C) of Hill operators (Section 7.1) defines a central extension of Vect(C), the
Virasoro algebra.

APPENDIX B. GAUGE THEORY CONSTRUCTIONS

In this appendix, we review the Atiyah-Bott construction for principal G-bundles
P — X 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 = PSL(2,R)).

B.1. Atiyah algebroid, connections. Let P — M be a principal G-bundle. The
groups of gauge transformations and automorphisms are denoted Gau(P) < Aut(P).
The Atiyah algebroid At(P) = TP/G — 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 — g(P) — At(P) 2 TM — 0,

with the adjoint bundle g(P) = P xg g. On the level of sections, this is the exact
sequence 0 — gau(P) — aut(P) — Vect(M) — 0. A principal connection 6 € Q'(P, g)¢
is equivalent to a vector bundle splitting of the Atiyah sequence. This may be described
by either of the bundle maps

s? At(P) - g(P), j% TM — At(P)

called wvertical projection and horizontal lift; thus 89|g(p) = idg(p), a 07 = idpy, s%05% =
0. The section s?(v) corresponds to ¢,6 under the identification g(Q) =~ Q°(Q,g)%. We
denote by
d”: Q7(M,g(P)) — Q"*(M, g(P))

the covariant derivative; in terms of the identification of forms § € Q*(M, g(P)) with
G-basic forms f € Q*(P,g) we have 835 —dB3 + [0, 3]. The curvature F? € Q2(M, g(P))
corresponds to the basic form F? = df + 316, 0].

The set A(P) of principal connections is an affine space over Q(M, g(P)): given a

smooth family of connections #; with 6, = 6, the corresponding tangent vector 3 €
QY (M, g(P)) is determined by either one of the equations

d

d ~ I
L= Lpgat = Boa, Liyjt —
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Lemma B.1. The generating vector fields for the Aut(P)-action on A(P) are given by
(66) vapyle = —d?(s° (V) — ta@ F?, v € aut(P) = T(At(P)).
In particular, for ve I'(g(P)) = Q°(M, g(P)), the generating vector field is —dv.

Proof. By our sign convention for generating vector fields, v p)lg = —v.0. Regarding v
as a G-invariant vector field ¥ on P, we have
0.0 = L360 = dizf + 1300 = (d + [0, ])eab + 15F? = d(%(0)) + tae) F°. O

B.2. Trivializations. Suppose P — M admits a section ¢: M — P, defining a triv-
ialization P =~ M x G such that «(m) = (m,e) with the principal action a.(m,g) =
(m,ga™"). Connections 6 € A(P) are described in terms of their connection 1-forms
A =1*0 by
0 = Ad,-1(A) + pri 6"

The trivial connection (given by § = pri 6L) gives a splitting of the Atiyah algebroid
At(P) = TM @ g(P). The trivialization of P determines a trivialization of all its
associated bundles, and in particular gives an isomorphism

(67) g(P) ~ M x g.
We have
s'(X,8) =€ +uxA, °(X) = (X, —1xA).
The covariant derivative is the operator on Q°*(M,g(P)) = Q°*(M,g) given by dy =
d + [A,]; the curvature is Fy = *F = dA + s[A, A].

Remark B.2 (Signs, I). We stress that the isomorphism
(68) gau(P) = C*(M, g)

given by (67) differs by sign from the ‘standard’ identification as the Lie algebra of
Gau(P) = C*(M,G) (with pointwise multiplication). In fact, (68) takes a function
€ € C™(M,g) to the vertical vector field whose restriction to {m} x G is £(m)®. In
particular, (68) induces minus the pointwise Lie bracket on C*(M,g). More generally,
aut(P) = C*(M, g) x Vect(M) with the bracket

[(§7X>7 (nvy)] = (_[§7n]a£X77 - EYf)

B.3. Central extensions. Suppose (¢ — 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 g(Q) inherits a bundle metric. The affine space A(Q) of connections has
gau(Q)* = Q(C, g(Q)) as its underlying linear space, where the pairing with gau(Q) =
0°(C, g(Q)) is given by the metric followed by integration. This identification takes the
linear part of the gauge action to the coadjoint action. Furthermore, (£.6,n) = —(d%¢,n)
satisfies the skew-symmetry condition (64). By the discussion of Appendix A.1, this
defines a central extension of gau(Q).



44 ANTON ALEKSEEV AND ECKHARD MEINRENKEN

Remark B.3 (Signs, II). For trivial bundles @ = C x G, one often uses the ‘standard’
identification gau(Q) = C*(C,g) to define the pairing. As explained in Remark B.2,
this is opposite to the identification coming from g(@Q) = C x g, and hence results in the
opposite pairing.

We may also consider the larger group Aut(Q) of all principal bundle automorphisms,
with Lie algebra aut(Q) = T'(At(Q)); its smooth dual is aut(Q)* = Q'(C, At(Q)*). Let

(69) £(Q) < T(Sym® At(Q)")

be the affine space of all fiberwise quadratic forms on At(Q)) whose restriction to g(Q)
is given by & — %5 -£. The underlying linear space consists of quadratic forms on At(Q)
whose restriction to g(Q) is zero; it is identified with the space Q'(C, At(Q)*), where an
element v of this space defines the quadratic form w — {y(a(w)),w). The group Aut(Q)
acts on £(Q), 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 aut(Q).

Remark B.4. There is a natural map

£Q) — AQ), ¢—10

given by s%(v)-£ = —2¢(v, ) for v € T'(At(Q), € € g(Q) (where we think of ¢ as a symmet-
ric bilinear form). This map is affine with respect to the quotient map Q!(C, At(Q)*) —
QY(C,g(Q)*), and determines a Lie algebra morphism gati(Q) — aut(Q) lifting the nat-
ural inclusion.

Remark B.5. There is a natural Aut(Q))-equivariant section section
1
(70) AQ) — €(Q), 0~ 589 v s’

Here v denotes the product in the symmetric algebra. The map (70) is the moment
map for the Aut(Q)-action on A(Q), in the sense that it restricts to moment maps on
the coadjoint orbits O < A(Q).

For a trivial bundle Q = C x G, we have A(Q) = Q'(C, g) and £(Q) = Q'(C, g) x |Q|Z;
in terms of these identifications the map is

1
Ars (A 5A-A)
It is gauge equivariant for the action h.(A,q) = (he A, ¢ + A- h*0% — 1h*0% - h*0F).

B.4. Atiyah-Bott. We now assume that ¥ is a compact oriented surface, possibly with
boundary, and that the Lie algebra g = Lie(G) comes with an invariant metric. Let
P — ¥ be a principal G-bundle.

Definition B.6. The Atiyah-Bott form on A(P) is given by

wap(a,b) = J a-b, abeQ(Z g(P)).

3
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The Atiyah-Bott form wap is closed, by translation invariance, and nondegenerate
in the weak sense that wap(a,:) = 0 < a = 0. The 2-form is invariant under the
action of the group “Aut, (P) of principal bundle automorphisms whose base map lies in
Diff , (X). We are interested in a moment map for this action. The Lie algebra tut(P)
consists of G-invariant vector fields on P that are tangent to 0 P; these are the sections of
a Lie algebroid °At(P). Let 0P = P|sx the boundary restriction of P. For a connection
0, denote by 06 its pullback to a connection on P.

Proposition B.7. The action of *Aut,(P) on A(P) has moment map
1
AGﬂaQ%&AWﬂﬂxS@PLQHQJﬁ@ﬂ?MVS%.
For the action of Gau(P), the moment map takes values in Q*(3,g(P)) x A(OP), and
is given by (—F?,00).

Proof. Let v e baut(P) = ['( "At(P)), with boundary restriction dv. Given b € Ty A(P) =
QL(3, g(P)), we have, using (66),
wAB(vﬁ|9, b) = J Uﬁ|9 - b
>
:—J%MFﬂb—Jdﬂﬁwnb
> >

= JE Lab - FO + fz s?(v) - d% — J s%(0v) - Ob.

0%

where 0b € T A(0P) is the pullback of b to the boundary. Suppose b € TpA(P) is
realized as the velocity vector for a family of connections 6; with

d .
0p=060, —| 6;,=h.
0 " dtheo
Then %}tzoset =boa, %’tZOF‘% = d%b, and therefore
d 0y . O _ 0 0 40
Et:OF st =(boa)- F" +s"-d’.

Here bo a, s’ are regarded as sections of At(P)* ® g(P), while F?, d are elements of
Q?(3, g(P)). For the boundary term, we note

d 1 00y -, 00 _ 00 - _ 00
dtt—o(ZS VoS =35 v (dboa)=s""-0b
where the last equality comes from the inclusion Q!(0%, At(0P)*) < I'(Sym?(At(0P)*)).
This gives
d d 1
B = & o () ( 1 o6, aet>7 ) 0
wap(v*g, b) 7t t_OL st (v) Lz Tl 35 Vs (Ov, ")
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Remark B.8 (Signs, III). The sign in the moment map for Gau(P) depends on the
identifications gau(P) =~ Q*(P, g(P)) and gau(dP) =~ Q' (0P, g(0P)). 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 NV as a symplectic slice in a symplectic
groupoid G =3 Hill(S!), see [3]. As a groupoid, G =~ Hill(S?) x Diff,(S') (an action
groupoid), with source and target maps s(T,F) = T, t(T,F) = F.T" and groupoid mul-
tiplication (74, F;) o (T»,F3) = (T5,F; o Fy). In terms of this ‘left trivialization’, the
symplectic structure wg is given by [3, Equation 47]

dF df dF,, 1,dF\»w ,dF

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 (7p, F) where

1
(72) T=F'Ty=(F)*T, + 5S(F).
Proposition C.1. In right trivialization,
1
_ I d =l St P /4
wg —dLl (7oF = Z(F)'dF")

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
dF dF’ A dF”
dS(F —) = _—
JSI ( )A(F’) fl (F)2
This then implies
dF 1dF" A dF”
JSI dT' A F = JS1 (F,dTg A dF + 2T, dF’ A dF + §W>
Furthermore,

dF dF., , 1 . dF A dF
J:gl TE AN (F) = J:gl (T()dF /\dF"‘éS(F)W)

1 dF.m dF 1dF AdF” 1 dF A dF’
1 @@=, e e

Adding these three contributions, the formula for wg follows. 0

and

Passage to the slice N = R-q x Diff,(S') amounts to putting Ty(z) = —%, resulting
in the formula (60).
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