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Abstract

The L1-L∞ geometry is the Finsler geometry of the Teichmüller space by the
Teichmüller metric and the L1-norm function of holomorphic quadratic differentials.
In this paper, aiming to develop the L1-L∞-geometry and the differential geometry
on the Teichmüller space, we formulate the second order infinitesimal structures (the
infinitesimal structures on the (co)tangent bundles) over the Teichmüller space. We
will give model spaces of the second order infinitesimal spaces.

By applying our formulation, we give affirmative answers to two folklore. We
first show that the map from the space of holomorphic quadratic differentials to
the tangent bundle defined by Teichmüller Beltrami differentials is a real-analytic
diffeomorphism on every stratum in the space of holomorphic quadratic differentials.
Second, we show that the Teichmüller metric is real-analytic on the image of each
stratum. We also observe a new duality between the Teichmüller metric and the
L1-norm function at the infinitesimal level.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

The Teichmüller space Tg of Riemann surfaces of genus g (≥ 2) is a deformation
space of marked Riemann surfaces of genus g. The Teichmüller space Tg is an infinite
branched covering space of the Riemann moduli space of Riemann surfaces of genus
g, and the orbifold covering group is essentially identified with the mapping class
group of an orientable closed surface of genus g. It was shown by Teichmüller
[74] that the Teichmüller space is homeomorphic to the Euclidean space R6g−6 of
dimension 6g − 6. The Teichmüller space Tg admits a natural complex structure,
and is known to be biholomorphically equivalent to a bounded domain in C3g−3.

1.1. The L1-L∞-geometry

1.1.1. Background. In the Teichmüller theory, the infinitesimal deformation
of a Riemann surface M0 is formulated by differentiating the family of quasicon-
formal mappings. Hence, the holomorphic tangent space at x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg is
described as the quotient space of the space L∞

(−1,1)(M0) of L
∞-measurable (−1,1)

forms on M0 with L∞-norm (for the notation, see Chapter 3). The holomor-
phic cotangent space at x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg is canonically identified with the space
Qx0
= QM0

of holomorphic quadratic differentials onM0 with the L1-norm function:

n(q) = ∥q∥ =
1

2i
∬

M0

∣q(z)∣dz ∧ dz

for q = q(z)dz2 ∈ Qx0 . The identification comes from the natural pairing

(1.1.1) ⟪µ, q⟫ =
1

2i
∬

M0

µ(z)q(z)dz ∧ dz

for µ = µ(z)dz/dz ∈ L∞
(−1,1)(M0) and q = q(z)dz2 ∈ Qx0 . In fact, the equivalence

relation for defining the the holomorphic tangent space is given by the pairing,
which is known as Teichmüller’s theorem.

The Teichmüller metric τ on Tg is a Finsler metric on the (holomorphic) tan-
gent bundle TTg which is defined as the dual metric of the L1-norm function on the
space Qg of holomorphic quadratic differentials (the holomorphic cotangent bundle)
via the above pairing:

(1.1.2) τ (x0, v) = sup{Re⟪µ, q⟫ ∣ q ∈ Qx0 ,n(q) = 1},

where x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg, v ∈ Tx0Tg and µ ∈ L
∞
(−1,1)(M0) presents the tangent vector

v. The L1-norm is reflexively dual in the sense that

(1.1.3) n(q) = sup{Re⟪µ, q⟫ ∣ v = [µ] ∈ Tx0Tg,τ (x0, v) = 1}

for q ∈ Qx0 (see §13.3.2).
The phrase “the L1-L∞-geometry” in the title is derived from the situation.

Namely, it means the geometry of Teichmüller space in terms of the L1-norm on

7



8 1. INTRODUCTION

the holomorphic quadiratic differenitals (cotangent bundles), and the Teichmüller
metric (L∞-norm) of the tangent bundles via the duality by the pairing, which is
given from the duality between the L1-space and the L∞-space. Incidentally, the
Weil-Petersson geometry stands for the L2-geometry on the Teichmüller space in
this framework.

Royden gives important contributions to the L1-L∞-geometry that the L1-norm
function and the Teichmüller metrics are of class C1 on the complement of the
zero sections, and that the Teichmüller metric coincides with the Kobayashi metric
under the canonical complex structure (cf. [67]. See also [40]). The length metric
of the Teichmüller metric is called the Teichmüller distance. The characterization of
the Teichmüller distance by the Kobayashi distance provides interactions between
Complex geometry and the Teichmüller geometry (Extremal length geometry) (e.g.
[2], [30], [31], [46], [56], [57], [59], and [60]). There are enormous researches on
the geometry of the Teichmüller distance from several points of view. See [52] for
instance.

The space Qg = ∪x∈TgQx of holomorphic quadratic differentials has interesting
properties in other aspects as well. The space Qg admits a natural stratification
defined from the data of zeros of holomorphic quadratic differentials (cf. §3.4). The
Teichmüller Beltrami differentials (1.1.4) are the directions of geodesics and induce
a natural flow action on Qg preserving the stratified structure, which called the
Teichmüller geodesic flow. The dynamics of the Teichmüller geodesic flow presents
the affine deformations of (singular) flat structures on a surface, and it is recently
applied for several fields and for attacking and solving important problems (e.g.
[8], [9], [10], [11], [17], [45], [50], [54], [76], and [77]).

1.1.2. Teichmüller Beltrami differenitals. In the L1-L∞-geometry, the
following (−1,1) form

(1.1.4) k
q

∣q∣
= k

q(z)

∣q(z)∣

dz

dz
(k ≥ 0, q ∈ QM0 − {0})

plays an important and fundamental role. Such (−1,1)-forms are called the (for-
mal) Teichüller Beltrami differentials ([74]). The Teichmüller Beltrami differen-
tial is real-analytic expect at the zeroes of the quadratic differential, and has no
continuous-limit at each zero.

The Teichmüller Beltrami differentials are extremal in the two situations. When
0 < k < 1, the quasiconformal mapping g whose Beltrami differential is equal to
(1.1.4) has a unique extremal in terms of the maximal dilatation in its homotopy
class. This fact is recently known as Teichmüller’s uniquness theorem (e.g. [32,
Theorem 5.9]). The unique extremality of the differentials (1.1.4) shows that Tg
is homeomorphic to R6g−6, and makes the Teichmüller space Tg to be a unique
geodesic metric in terms of the Teichmüller distance.

When v ∈ Tx0
Tg is presented by the Teichmüller Beltrami differenital (1.1.4), it

is unique infinitesimally extremal in the sense that

τ (x0, v) = k = ∥k
q

∣q∣
∥
∞

= Re⟪k
q

∣q∣
,
q

∥q∥
⟫ ,

and, in addition, when a (−1,1)-form µ on M0 presents v, ∥µ∥∞ ≥ k, and the
equality holds only if µ = kq/∣q∣ almost everywhere on M0. This is also known as
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Teichmüller’s theorem (e.g. [27, Corollary 1], [70] and [71]). The unique infinites-
imally extremality of the differential (1.1.4) gives a bijection

T ∗x0
Tg = QM0 ∋ q ↦ [∥q∥

q

∣q∣
] ∈ Tx0Tg

between the (holomorphic) cotangent space and the (holomorphic) tangent space
(preserving the zero sections), where the bracket [⋅] means the infinitesimal equiv-
alence class (cf. §3.2). Actually, the correspondence extends as a fiber bundle (not
vector-bundle)-isomorphism between the (holomorphic) cotangent bundle to the
(holomorphic) tangent bundle over the Teichmüller space.

It is known as that the importance of the differential (1.1.4) goes back to
Herbert Grötzsch’s works on extremal problems of conformal mappings from 1928
in which contain a powerful technique “the length-area method” and an impor-
tant observation on the (unique) extremality of affine mappings. See Alberge-
Papadopoulos [7] and fruitful commentaries on Grötzsch’s works and the history
of the theory of quasiconformal mappings and the Teichmüller theory in the same
volume.

1.2. Results

The purpose of this paper is to develop the L1-L∞-geometry on the Teichmüller
space. We will face two kinds of results in this paper. First, we formulate and
develop the theory on the second order infinitesimal structures on the Teichmüller
space. We mean by the second order infinitesimal structures on the Teichmüller
space the (co)tangent structures on the (co)tangent bundle over Tg. These are
stages for discussing the differential geometry (Connections and Finsler geometry
etc.). See §1.3 below.

Next, applying our formulations of the second order infinitesimal structures,
we will give affirmative answers to (or concrete proofs of) two folklore.

1.2.1. Two folklore. The first folklore which we deal with is as follows:

Theorem A (Teichmuller Beltrami map is diffeomorphic). The Teichmüller
Beltrami map

TB∶Q×g ∋ q ↦ [∥q∥
q

∣q∣
] ∈ T ×Tg

is a real-analytic diffeomorphism onto its image on any stratum in Qg, where the
symbol × means the complement of the zero section from each space.

The proof appears in Chapter 12. To this end, we first check that the Te-
ichmüller Beltrami maps are real-analytic on each stratum (§12.1). However, we
confess that the real-analyticity itself is seemed to be well-known to experts. Indeed,
our strategy is to show the following commutative diagram:

(1.2.1) TQg

DΠ†
Tg

##
Q
×
g

− 1
2Xn2

OO

TB
// TTg
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where DΠ†
Tg

is the differential of the projection Π†
Tg
∶Qg → Tg and Xn2 is the Hamil-

tonian vector field of the square n2 of the L1-norm function on Qg in terms of a
canonical holomorphic sympectic structure on Qg (cf. §2.6.4 and §12.1). Though
the commutative diagram may also be known to experts (cf. [51]), we confirm the
diagram from the variational formula of the L1-norm function (Corollary 11.4.1).
The constant −1/2 at the head of the Hamiltonian vector field in the diagram may
depend on the convention. The real-analyticity discussed here cannot be straight-
forwardly improved in the sense that there is q0 ∈ Qg such that the Teichmüller
Beltrami map is not differentiable in some direction at q0 (cf. [67] and [29, Propo-
sition 7.5.5]).

After verifying the real-analyticity, we give a variational formula of the Te-
ichmüller Beltrami maps (in our setting) to prove the non-degeneracy of the differ-
ential of the Teichmüller Beltrami map TB (cf. Proposition 12.2.1 and §12.2.2).

Following Theorem A, we define a subset TTg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) in TTg by

TTg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) = {v = [∥q∥
q

∣q∣
] ∈ TTg ∣ q ∈ Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ)}

for k1, ⋯, kn ∈ N with k1 +⋯ + kn = 4g − 4 and ϵ = ±1, where Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) is the
stratum with data (k1,⋯, kn) and ϵ. From Theorem A, the Teichmüller Beltrami
map

TB∶Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) → TTg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ)

is a real-analytic diffeomorphism, and hence, the collection {TTg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ)} de-
fines a stratification in the (holomorphic) tangent bundle TTg by real-analytic sub-
manifolds. The L1-norm function n is real-analytic on each stratum in Qg (e.g.
§3.4). The (unique) infinitesimal extremality deduces the duality between the Te-
ichmüller metric and the L1-norm function:

(1.2.2) τ (ΠTg ○TB(q),TB(q)) = n(q) = ∥q∥

for q ∈ Q×g (where ΠTg ∶TTg → Tg is the projection). Thus, Theorem A gives an
affirmative answer to the following second folklore.

Theorem B (Teichmüller metric is real-analytic). The Teichmüller metric is
real-analytic on each stratum in TTg.

1.2.2. Infinitesimal Duality. The duality (1.2.2) between the L1-norm func-
tion and the Teichmüller metric described by the following commutative diagram:

Qg = T
∗
Tg

TB

%%

n //

Π†
Tg

��

R

Tg TTg

τ

OO

ΠTgoo

We will also obtain variational formulae of the L1-norm function of holomorphic
quadratic differentials and the Teichmüller metric in our setting (cf. Theorem 11.1.1
and Theorem 11.3.1). From our vatiational formulae, we obtain another duality
property, called the infiniteimal duality by checking the the following commutative
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diagram:

(1.2.3) T ∗Qg = T
∗T ∗Tg

Π†
Qg

--

TQg = TT
∗
Tg

SwhTg //
dual†Tgoo

ΠQg

��

T ∗TTg

Π†
TTg

��
Q
×
g = (T

∗
)
×
Tg

−∂n2

gg

− 1
2Xn2

OO

TB // T ×Tg

∂τ2

OO

(cf. §11.4). The infinitesimal duality implies that the Teichmüller metric and the
L1-norm function are also in a dual relationship in the infinitesimal sense. The

maps SwhTg ∶TQg → T ∗TTg and dual†
Tg
∶TQg → T ∗Qg appearing in the diagram

are biholomorphisms, which called the switch and the dualization, defined on the
tangent bundle TQg over Qg (cf. §11.4). As we discuss later, such maps are defined
canonically in a general situation (cf. Chapter 2).

It is possible that the infinitesimal duality holds for dual Finsler metrics under
a general setting. In fact, a reasonable conjecture is that the reflexive duality like
as (1.1.2) and (1.1.3) is sufficient (cf. §13.3.2).

1.2.3. Cases of Riemann surfaces of analytically finite type. For the
simplicity of the notation, in this paper, we discuss mainly the Teichmüller space
of closed Riemann surface of genus g (≥ 2).

Our second order infinitesimal structures are formulated from both the Te-
ichmüller theory (quasiconformal deformations), and the Kodaira-Spencer theory
(sheaf cohomologies). After setting an appropriate situation (for instance, we think
ΘM(−D) and Ω⊗2M (D) (D is the divisor of the marked points) instead of ΘM and

Ω⊗2M ), we can check that our results here also naturally hold in the case of the Te-
ichmüller space of Riemann surfaces of analytically finite type with negative Euler
characteristic, where ΘM(−D) and Ω⊗2M (D) are the sheaf of holomorphic tangent
vectors with zeroes at the support of D, and the sheaf of holomorphic quadratic
differentials with at most simple poles at the support of D. When D = 0 as a divisor
we write ΘM(0) = ΘM and Ω⊗2M (D) = Ω

⊗2
M here (e.g. [35]).

1.3. Future

Our formulations of the second order infinitesimal spaces over the Teichmüller
space, and our results, Theorem A, Theorem B, and the infinitesimal duality (1.2.3),
give an interactive communication between the L1-geometry on Qg and the L∞-
geometry on TTg in the infinitesimal level.

1.3.1. The L1-L∞-geomety is thought of as a (complex) Finsler geometry
with the Teichmüller metric (the L∞-norm), and also recognized as the (com-
plex) Hamiltonian-Lagrange geometry with the L1-norm function. These geome-
tries are the infinitesimal geometries on the (holomorphic) tangent bundle TTg and
the holomorphic cotangent bundles T ∗Tg = Qg. Our formulation of second order
infinitesimal spaces will help the study of the complex Finsler geometry on the
Teichmüller space Tg from a higher perspective. In this paper, a complex Finsler
metric F = F (x, ξ) is by definition, a continuous function on the complex (holo-
morphic) tangent bundle TM over a complex manifold M with the following three
properties:
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(1) (Complex homogeneity) F (x,αξ) = ∣α∣F (x, ξ) for α ∈ C, x ∈ M , and
ξ ∈ TxM ;

(2) (Non negativity) F (x, ξ) ≥ 0 for x ∈M and ξ ∈ TxM ; and
(3) (Triangle inequality) F (x, ξ1 + ξ2) ≤ F (x, ξ1) + F (x, ξ2) for x ∈M , ξ1 and

ξ2 ∈ TxM

(cf. [66]). Several versions of the definition of complex Finsler metrics are known.
For instance, in [38], complex Finsler metrics (structures) are defined with the
condition (1), the positivity and the smoothness except for the zero-section (see
also [65] and [68]). Sometimes, the following pseudoconvexity condition (3’) is
adopted instead of the condition (3):

(3’) (Pseudoconvexity) the complex Hessian [
∂2F 2

∂ξi∂ξj
] of the square of F is

positive definite on TM − {0}.

(cf. [1] and [62]). The regularity of F or F 2 is dependent on the situation (cf. [1],
[62], [55] and [66]).

A strategy in the complex Finsler geometry is to study the Hermitian metric
defined by the complex Hessian (the Levi form) of the square F 2 or F itself on TM
or the tautological line bundle of TM . Indeed, it is known that for a complex vector
bundle E over M , there is one to one correspondence between the set of Hermitian
structures on the tautological line bundle of E and the Finsler structures on E (cf.
[6] and [38, §4]).

In any case, the complex Finsler geometry is a complex differential geometry on
the holomorphic tangent bundle TM and the holomorphic cotangent space T ∗M
with a Finsler metric F . The infinitesimal calculations (linear and non-linear con-
nections, curvatures, sprays, etc.) of Finsler metrics are carried out on the second
order (or more higher order) infinitesimal spaces ([1], [6], [20], [38], [39], and [62]).
Further, Finsler manifolds are also studied with linear and homogeneous nonlinear
connections and nonhomogeneous nonlinear ones with a canonical vector field (the
complex Liouville vector field) in TTM , and it also constructed a conservative con-
nection for a mechanical system (complex Hamiltonian-Lagrange geometry) ([24],
[25], [26] and [36]).

1.3.2. After formulating the second order infinitesimal structures on the Te-
ichmüller space, it is natural to ask the existence of natural Finsler structures on
the second order infinitesimal spaces to discuss the L1-L∞-geometry. The infinites-
imal duality given here is a gift from the (original) duality between the L1-norm
function and the Teichmüller metric. If natural L1-L∞ structures on the second
order (or more higher order) infinitesimal spaces exist, it may yield more detailed
dualities between the L1-norm function and the Teichmüller metric in the second
order (or more higher order) level.

1.3.3. Our models of second order infinitesimal spaces will be also naturally
used for understanding and formulating (linear or non-linear) connections on TTg
and T ∗Tg = Qg from a bird’s-eye view (cf. [82]). In fact, it is known that in the case
of real differentiable manifold M , any (linear) connection ∇ on TM is presented as
∇XY = K(DY (X)) for X ∈ TpM and a C1-vector field Y around p ∈M by a C∞

map K ∶TTM → TM with suitable properties (cf. [69, Proposition 4.1]. See also
§2.3.4). The same kind of formulation can be considered similary for the connections
of the (holomorphic) tangent bundle over a complex manifold. Recently, there are
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already many calculations (descriptions) and important estimates of the Levi-Civita
connection and the curvature tensors of the Weil-Petersson metrics (e.g. [4], [5],
[75],[78], [79], [80]). We hope our formulation helps not only the study on the Weil-
Petersson geometry (the L2-geometry) but on the studies of general (Riemannian,
Hermitian, Kähler) metrics.

1.3.4. The second order infinitesimal (cone) structures are also naturally dis-
cussed for the Deligne-Mumford compactification of the moduli space of Riemann
surfaces of genus g (Riemann surfaces of analytically finite type). There are many
researches of the asymptotic behavior of tensors defined from the Weil-Petersson
metric (e.g. [49] and [80]). The formulation of the second order infinitesimal
spaces or cones on the Deligne-Mumford compactification will provide a systematic
formulation for studying the asymptotic behaviors of the tensors defined not only
from the Weil-Petersson metric but from general (Riemannian, Hermitian, Kähler)
metrics.

Further, as we see in §2.3.3, a second order tangent vectors on the Teichmüller
space presents an infinitesimal deformation defined from the holomorphic family of
Riemann surfaces over a 2-dimensional polydisk. The degenerating families over a
2-dimensional polydisk are studied deeply by Takamura, and he discusses splitting
phenomena of the central fiber and barking deformations, and classifies the atomic
fibrations (cf. [72] and [73]). A second order tangent vector at the boundary of
the moduli space is (possibly) thought of as an infinitesimal version of the splitting
deformation.

1.4. Organization of the paper

The Teichmüller metric, the L1-norm function, and the Teichmüller Beltrami
map are functions defined on the holomorphic tangent bunldle TTg and holomor-
phic cotangent bundles T ∗Tg = Qg over the Teichmüller space. Hence, to study
such functions in the infinitesimal level, we need to formulate the second order
infinitesimal spaces over the Teichmüller space.

To this end, in Chapter 2, we recall and give fundamental properties of the
second order infinitesimal structures on complex manifolds. Indeed, in the chapter
we will introduce (recall) three canonical biholomorphic mappings

αM ∶TTM → TTM

SwhM ∶TT
∗M → T ∗TM

dual†M ∶TT
∗M → T ∗T ∗M

which are called the flip, the switch, and dualization, respectively, where TTM =
T (TM), T ∗TM = T ∗(TM), TT ∗M = T (T ∗M) and T ∗T ∗M = T ∗(T ∗M). These
mappings satisfy several relations. See Figure 1 in §2.2. In this paper, we sometime
denote by PM the natural pairing between holomorphic tangent and cotangent
bundles TM and T ∗M in thinking of the pairing function as a holomorphic function
on the Whitney sum TM ⊕ T ∗M . We call TTM the double tangent bundle in this
paper. The reason for “double” is that “TT”(double T ) appears in the symbol. The
space TTM is also called the second order tangent bundle ([18]) and the second
tangent bundle ([58]) for example.
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In Chapter 3, we shall recall basic notion and results in the Teichmüller theory,
and the Kodaira-Spencer theory. We also recall the stratified structure of the space
of holomorphic quadratic differentials.

In Chapter 4, we discuss our results in the most simplest case. Indeed, we
deal with the Teichmüller T1 of tori. Under a canonical complex structure on T1,
the Teichmüller metric is the Poincaré metric of curvature −4. We will see the
infinitesimal duality holds in this case.

In Chapter 5, we will introduce the model spaces of the second order infini-
tesimal spaces over the holomorphic tangent and cotangent spaces over Tg. These
spaces consist of TTTg, T

∗TTg, TT
∗Tg = TQg and T ∗T ∗Tg = T

∗Qg. The model
space of the holomorphic tangent space TT ∗Tg = TQg over Qg is already given
by Hubbard and Masur [28], and we will recall their constructuon. We also give
the models PTT and P† of the pairings PTTg and PQg between the holomorphic
tangent and holomorphic cotangent spaces over TTg and Qg. We also discuss the
holomorphic symplectic structure on Qg following Kawai’s formula [34].

In Chapter 6 and Chapter 7, we discuss the trivializations and the direct limits
of the model spaces. In Chapter 8, we will confirm that our model space of the
double tangent space TTTg is an actual model. Namely, we will check that when
we identify the Teichmüller space Tg as a bounded domain (the Bers slice) via the
Bers embedding, our model of the double tangent space TTTg actually coincides
with the double tangent space over the bounded domain.

From Chapter 9 to Chapter 12, we will apply our model spaces for studying the
structures of TTg and Qg. We will give a variational formula of the pairing function
on the Whitney sum TTg ⊕Qg in Chapter 9. By applying the variational formula,
we check that our models of T ∗TTg, TT

∗Tg , and T ∗T ∗Tg are naturally recognized
as actual models. In Chapter 10, we describe the filp, switch, dualization and Lie
bracket under our models.

In Chapter 11, we give variational formulae of the L1-norm function and the
Teichmüller metric, and prove the infinitesimal duality theorem. In the chapter,
we also give a proof of Royden’s results on the regularity of the L1-norm function
under our setting, recall Royden’s regularity criterion of the dual Finsler metric
to check the C1-regularity of the Teichmüller metric. For reader’s convenience,
we will give a proof of the criterion in §13.3. We also discuss the infinitesimal
structure of the unit sphere (ball) bundle in Qg. After confirming that the unit ball
bundle in Qg is strictly (3g − 2)-convex at every generic boundary point, we pose
conjectures on the negative directions of the Levi form of the L1-norm function and
on the plurisubharmonicity of the Teichmüller metric. In Chapter 12, we will prove
Theorem A, and discuss a conjectural picture on CR-structures on the unit sphere
bundles.

In the last chapter Chapter 13, as appendices, we discuss three subjects. First,
we confirm the correspondence between the (infinitesimal) Teichmüller theory and
the Kodaira-Spencer theory. Second, we confirm the regularity of the integral
operators which we use in this paper. The proof of the regularity given here is due
to Professor Hiroshi Yanagihara. Third, we will discuss Royden’s criterion on the
regularity of the dual Finsler metric. The proof is mostly same as that given in
Gardiner’s book [21]. However, we give a complete proof of Royden’s criterion here
because of the difficulty to access the source at present.
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CHAPTER 2

Second order infinitesimal spaces on complex
manifolds

In this chapter, we will discuss the tangent and cotangent bundles over the
tangent and cotangent bundles over a complex manifoldM . We call such spaces the
second order infinitesimal spaces. We have four second order infinitesimal spaces
TTM , T ∗TM (over TM) and TT ∗M , T ∗T ∗M (over T ∗M). We recall and give
elementary properties these four spaces and basic maps between two of them as
described in Figure 1. We use the dagger “†” to describe the notion in the cotangent
bundle. For a general properties of complex manifolds, see [42]. Especially, for
double (holomorphic) tangent spaces, see Abate-Patrizio [1], Aikou [6], Fisher-
Turner [18], Fukui [20], Konieczna-Urbański [44], Michor [58], Munteanu [62],
Pradines [64], or Sakai [69] for instance.

We only focus on complex manifolds in this paper, but almost results given
here on second order infinitesimal spaces hold for differentiable manifolds.

2.1. Summary : Second order infinitesimal spaces and Relations

Before discussing the details on second order infinitesimal spaces, we first sum-
marize the relations of the spaces.

There are four second order infinitesimal spaces for complex manifolds, TTM ,
T ∗TM , TT ∗M and T ∗T ∗M . We will define a self map called flip αM on TTM , the
map called the switch SwhM ∶TT

∗M → T ∗TM and the map called the dualization

dual†M ∶TT
∗M → T ∗T ∗M , which satisfy the commutative diagrams in Figure 1.

Notation 1. For a subset E ⊂M , we define the fiber over E by

(TT )E(M) = (ΠM ○ΠTM)
−1
(E), (T ∗T )E(M) = (ΠM ○Π

†
TM)

−1
(E)

(TT ∗)E(M) = (Π
†
M ○ΠT ∗M)

−1
(E), (T ∗T ∗)E(M) = (Π

†
M ○Π

†
T ∗M)

−1
(E).

For p ∈M , we denote by (TT )p(M), (T
∗T )p(M), (TT

∗)E(M) and (T
∗T ∗)p(M)

when E = {p}. Each maps mentioned above preserve for the fibers over a point on
M .

2.2. Tangent and cotangent bundles

Let M be a complex manifold of dimension n. M is a real dimensional real
analytic manifold of (real) dimension 2n. The complexification of the real tan-

gent space T̃M ⊗ C of M is a complex vector bundle of (complex) rank 2n and
is canonically splitted as the Whitney sum (direct sum) T 1,0M ⊕ T 0,1M of the
holomorphic vector bundles of rank n. The spaces T 1,0M and T 0,1M are eigen
spaces of the action of the complex structure on M for the eigen values i and −i
respectively (cf. [42, Chapter IX]). We call T 1,0M and T 0,1M the holomorphic and

17
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TTM

DΠM

$$

αM

// TTM

ΠTM

zz
TM

T ∗TM

Π†
TM %%

TT ∗M

DΠ†
Myy

SwhMoo

ΠT∗M %%

dual†
M // T ∗T ∗M

Π†
T∗Myy

TM

ΠM

%%

T ∗M

Π†
Myy

M

Figure 1. Commutative diagrams : Second order infinitesimal spaces

anti-holomorphic tangent bundle of M . By definition, any complexified tangent
vector v is uniquely represented as the sum v = v10 + v01 of vectors v10 ∈ T 1,0M
and v01 ∈ T 0,1M . We call vpq the (p, q)-part of v for (p, q) = (1,0) and (0,1). We

denote by prpq ∶ T̃M ⊗C→ T p,qM the projection.
For instance, suppose M = Cn and let zk = xk + iyk for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Then, the

underlying real manifold of Cn is the Euclidean space R2n with coordinates xk, yk
(1 ≤ k ≤ n). Any complexified tangent vector in T̃C⊗C satisfies

n

∑
k=1

(αk∂xk
+ βk∂yk) =

n

∑
k=1

(αk + iβk)∂zk +
n

∑
k=1

(αk − iβk)∂zk

with
n

∑
k=1

(αk + iβk)∂zk ∈ T
1,0Cn,

n

∑
k=1

(αk − iβk)∂zk ∈ T
0,1Cn,

where αk, βk ∈ C, and ∂zk =
1

2
(∂xk

− i∂yk) and ∂zk =
1

2
(∂xk

+ i∂yk). Then,

∂z1 ,⋯, ∂zn

consists of the (standard) basis of on the holomorphic tangent space around p ∈M ,
and

(2.2.1)

z(U) ×Cn ÐÐÐÐ→ (ΠM)−1(U) ⊂ T 1,0M

(z, η) ÐÐÐÐ→ η =
n

∑
j=1

ηj∂zj

is a local chart of T 1,0M .

Convention 1. We adopt the following notation:

● We denote by TM and TpM the holomorphic tangent bundle of M , and
the holomorphic tangent space at p ∈M , for the simplicity.
● As we mentioned above, for the basis of the tangent space on TM in the
coordinates, we abbreviate ∂zi , ∂ηi to ∂zi , ∂ηi , etc.
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We can easily check that for any p ∈ M and v ∈ TpM = T 1,0
p M , there is a

holomorphic map f ∶ {t ∈ C ∣ ∣t∣ < ϵ} →M (for sufficiently small ϵ) such that f(0) = p
and Df ∣0[(∂/∂t)∣t=0] = v, and vice versa.

The (holomorphic) cotangent bundle T ∗M = (T ∗)1,0M is the dual bundle of the
(holomorphic) tangent bundle. As in the above case, it is formally defined as the

(1,0)-part of the complexification T̃ ∗M ⊗C of the (real) cotangent bundle T̃ ∗M of

M . Let Π†
M ∶T

∗M →M be the projection. Let (U, z = (z1,⋯, zn)) be a local chart
of M at p ∈ U ⊂M . Then,

dz1 = dx1 + idy1,⋯, dzn = dxn + idyn

consists of the (standard) basis of on the cotangent space around p ∈ M , where
zj = xj + iyj(j = 1,⋯, n), and

(2.2.2)

z(U) ×Cn ÐÐÐÐ→ (Π†
M)
−1(U) ⊂ T ∗M

(z,ω) ÐÐÐÐ→ ω =
n

∑
j=1

ωjdzj

is a local chart of T ∗M . The duality between TM and T ∗M is given by the pairing

PM ∶TM ⊕ T
∗M → C

defined by

(2.2.3) PM
⎛

⎝

n

∑
j=1

ηj∂zj ,
n

∑
j=1

ωjdzj
⎞

⎠
=

n

∑
j=1

ηjωj

for p ∈M . The pairing is a holomorphic function on the Whitney sum TM ⊕T ∗M .

2.3. Double tangent space

2.3.1. Double tangent space. The (holomorphic) double tangent bundle
πTM ∶TTM → TM is the (holomorphic) tangent bundle TTM = T (TM) of TM .
The double tangent space TTM is a complex manifold of dimension 4n. With the
local chart (2.2.1), the double tangent space is trivialized as

(2.3.1)

Π−1TM(Π
−1
M (U)) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z(U) ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn)

n

∑
j=1

ξj (∂zi)η +
n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂ηi)η ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, η, ξ, ζ).

Under the local coordinates, the projection ΠTM is described as

TTM
ΠTM
ÐÐÐÐ→ TM

(z, η, ξ, ζ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, η).

2.3.2. Transition functions. Let (w1,⋯,wn,H1,⋯,Hn) be another local chart
around η ∈ TM . When

n

∑
j=1

ηj (∂zj)p =
n

∑
j=1

Hj (∂wj
)
p

n

∑
j=1

ξj (∂zj)η +
n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂ηj)η =
n

∑
j=1

Ξj (∂wj
)
η
+

n

∑
j=1

Zj (∂Hj
)
η
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in TTM , the relation of the coefficients is given by
(2.3.2)
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

H1

⋮

Hn

Ξ1

⋮

Ξn
Z1

⋮

Zn

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(w1)z1 ⋯ (w1)zn 0 ⋯ 0 0 ⋯ 0
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮

(wn)z1 ⋯ (wn)zn 0 ⋯ 0 0 ⋯ 0
0 ⋯ 0 (w1)z1 ⋯ (w1)zn 0 ⋯ 0
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮

0 ⋯ 0 (wn)z1 ⋯ (wn)zn 0 ⋯ 0
⋮ ⋮ Γ11 ⋯ Γ1n (w1)z1 ⋯ (w1)zn
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮

0 ⋯ 0 Γn1 ⋯ Γnn (wn)z1 ⋯ (wn)zn

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

η1
⋮

ηn
ξ1
⋮

ξn
ζ1
⋮

ζn

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

where (wi)zj =
∂wi
∂zj

and

Γij(η) =
n

∑
k=1

ηk (
∂wi
∂zj
)
zk

=
n

∑
k=1

ηk
∂2wi
∂zjzk

.

Remark 2.3.1 (Convention). Henceforth, we abbreviate (2.3.2) to

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

H
Ξ
Z

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J 0 0
0 J 0
0 Γ(η) J

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

η
ξ
ζ

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

for short, where J = [(wi)zj ] and Γ(η) = [Γij(η)] (this means that the (i, j)-
component of J and Γ(η) are (wi)zj and Γij(η), respectively). In the following
argument, we will discuss the change of the coefficients of the vectors (covectors)
with respect to the change of local charts, and use this notation in the discussion.

2.3.3. Geometry of second order tangent vectors. The second derivative
of holomorphic maps, which is often called a 2-jet from a small disk to M , can
be described in the (holomorphic) double tangent space. Let f ∶ {∣t∣ < ϵ} → M
be a holomorphic map with f(0) = p and Df(∂/∂t∣t=0) = u ∈ TpM . Set F (t) =
(F1(t),⋯, Fn(z)) = z ○ f(t). Then,

Vf =
n

∑
j=1

(Fj)
′
(0) (∂zi)u +

n

∑
j=1

(Fj)
′′
(0) (∂ηi)u = u +

n

∑
j=1

(Fj)
′′
(0) (∂ηi)u

is a well-defined tangent vector in TuTM . Since u = DΠM(Vf) = ΠTM(Vf), in
general, some vector in TTM cannot be represented as the second derivative of
any holomorphic map from the unit disk. In fact, one can easily see that for any
u ∈ TpM and V ∈ TuTM , there is a holomorphic map f ∶ {∣t∣ < ϵ} × {∣s∣ < ϵ} → M
such that

u =Df(0,0) (∂s∣s=0) =
n

∑
i=1

∂fj

∂s
(0,0) (∂zi)p

V =
n

∑
i=1

∂fj

∂t
(0,0) (∂zi)u +

n

∑
i=1

∂2fj

∂t∂s
(0,0) (∂ηi)u(2.3.3)

in the coordinates (2.3.1) around u = ΠTM(V ) ∈ TM , where z ○ f(t, s) = (f1(t, s),
⋯, fn(t, s)) See Figure 2.3.3. Thus, the 2-jet space (i.e. the space of germs of
holomorphic maps from a small disk to M) is a subspace of TTM described by

{V ∈ TTM ∣ ΠTM(V ) =DΠM(V )}.
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Figure 2. Vectors in the (holomorphic) double tangent space are
presented by the second derivatives of holomorphic maps from a
2-dimensional polydisk. To be more precise, assume M = Cn. Let
u ∈ TM and {∣t∣, ∣s∣ < ϵ} → M be a holomorphic map with u =
∂f

∂s
(0,0). Then, {ut}∣t∣<ϵ = {

∂f

∂s
(t,0)}

∣t∣<ϵ
is a path through u0 = u

in TM . Vectors (2.3.3) in TuTM consists of two components. One
which measures the difference between u = u0 and ut appears in

the second term of (2.3.3). The other term
∂f

∂t
(0,0) records how

the base points of the vectors ut approach to that of u at t = 0.

In the case of real differentiable manifolds, Yano and Ishihara call this subbundle
the tangent bundle of order 2 in [82, Chapter X].

2.3.4. Horizontal projection and Vertical space. Let u ∈ TM and p =
ΠM(η). The horizontal projection is the differential (DΠM)η of the projection
ΠM ∶TM →M at η which is a surjective linear map from TηTM to TpM :

TηTM ∋
n

∑
j=1

ξj (∂zi)η +
n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂ηi)η
(DΠM )η
ÐÐÐÐÐ→

n

∑
j=1

ξj (∂zi)p ∈ TpM.

The vertical space TVη TM = TηTpM is the kernel ker(DΠM)∣η of the differential
(DΠM)∣η ∶TηTM → TpM . The vertical space is presented as

TVη TM = TηTpM =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂ηi)η ∣ ζ ∈ C
n
⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

.

Since TpM is a vector space, TηTpM is naturally identified with TpM by the vertical
inclusion:

(2.3.4) TpM ∋
n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂zi)p
viM ∶η
ÐÐÐÐ→

n

∑
j=1

ζj (∂ηi)η ∈ ker(DπM)∣η ⊂ TηTM.
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Under the local coordinates (2.3.1), the vertical inclusion and the horizontal pro-
jection are presented by

TpM
viM ∶η
ÐÐÐÐ→ TηTM

DΠM
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM

(z, ζ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, η,0, ζ)

(z, η, ξ, ζ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, ξ).

2.4. Cotangent spaces to the tangent bundle

The (holomorphic) cotangent space is the dual bundle to the tangent bundle.
With the local chart (2.2.1), the cotangent space is trivialized as

(2.4.1)

(π†
TM)

−1(π−1M (U)) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z(U) ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn)
n

∑
j=1

λj (dzi)η +
n

∑
j=1

µj (dηi)η ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, η, λ, µ).

A cotangent vector in T ∗η TM is presented as

n

∑
j=1

λjdzj +
n

∑
j=1

µjdηj =
n

∑
j=1

Λjdwj +
n

∑
j=1

MjdHj

in two different charts if and only if

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

H
Λ
M

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J 0 0
0 J† Γ′(H)
0 0 J†

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

η
λ
µ

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

where J† = [(zj)wi] and Γ′(H) = [Γ′ij(H)] with

Γ′ij(H) =
n

∑
l=1

Hl (
∂zj

∂wi
)
wl

=
n

∑
l=1

Hl
∂2zj

∂wi∂wl
.

The pull-back map (ΠM)
∗∶T ∗pM → T ∗η TM defined from the projection ΠM ∶TM →

M is the inclusion

T ∗pM ∋
n

∑
j=1

λj(dzj)p
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→
n

∑
j=1

λj(dzj)η ∈ T
∗
η TM.

The projection

T ∗η TM ∋
n

∑
j=1

λj(dzj)η +
n

∑
j=1

µj(dηj)η
vpM ∶η
ÐÐÐÐ→

n

∑
j=1

µj(dzj)p ∈ T
∗
pM

is canonically defined. We call the projection the vertical projection. Under the
chart defined above, the projection for the vertical space is presented as

T ∗pM
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗η TM
vpM ∶η
ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM

(z, λ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, η, λ,0)

(z, η, λ, µ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, µ).
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2.5. Tangent spaces and cotangent spaces to the cotangent bundle

2.5.1. Tangent space. With the local chart (2.2.2), the tangent space TT ∗M
is trivialized as

(2.5.1)

Π−1T ∗M((Π
†
M)
−1(U)) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z(U) ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn)

n

∑
j=1

αj (∂zi)ω +
n

∑
j=1

βj (∂ωi)ω ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,ω,α, β).

For two presentations of tangent vectors to the cotangent bundle under the above
two local charts,

n

∑
i=1

αi∂zi +
n

∑
i=1

βi∂ωi =
n

∑
i=1

Ai∂wi +
n

∑
i=1

Bi∂Ωi

if and only if

(2.5.2)

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

Ω
A
B

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J† 0 0
0 J 0
0 Γ′′(ω) J†

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

ω
α
β

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

where Γ′′(ω) = [Γ′′ij(ω)] and

(2.5.3) Γ′′ij(ω) =
n

∑
k=1

ωk (
∂zk
∂wi
)
zj

.

Then, the differential DΠ†
M of the projection Π†

M ∶T
∗M → M is the horizontal

projection

DΠ†
M ∶TT

∗M ∋
n

∑
i=1

αi∂zi +
n

∑
i=1

βi∂ωi →
n

∑
i=1

αi∂zi ∈ TM.

The kernel of the differential of the projection T ∗M →M , called the vertical space,
is naturally identified with the cotangent bundle via the inclusion

T ∗pM ∋
n

∑
i=1

βidzi
vi†

M ∶u
ÐÐÐÐ→

n

∑
i=1

βi∂ωi ∈ TωT
∗M.

Under the coordinate defined above, the vertical inclusion is presented by

T ∗pM
vi†

M ∶ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ TωT

∗M
DΠ†

M
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM

(z, β) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,ω,0, β)

(z,ω,α, β) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,α).

The image of vi†M ∶ω is called the vertical space in TωT
∗M .

2.5.2. Cotangent space. With the local chart (2.2.2), the tangent space
TT ∗M is trivialized as

(2.5.4)

(Π†
T ∗M)

−1((Π†
M)
−1(U)) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z(U) ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn)

n

∑
j=1

νj (dzi)ω +
n

∑
j=1

τj (dωi)ω ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,ω, ν, τ).

For two presentations of cotangent vectors to the cotangent bundle under the above
two local charts, we can see that

n

∑
i=1

νidzi +
n

∑
i=1

τidωi =
n

∑
i=1

Nidwi +
n

∑
i=1

TidΩi
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if and only if

(2.5.5)

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

Ω
N
T

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J† 0 0
0 J† −Γ′′(ω)
0 0 J

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

ω
ν
τ

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

where Γ′′(ω) is defined in (2.5.3). The pull-back map (Π†
M)
∗∶T ∗pM → T ∗ωT

∗M

defined from the projection Π†
M ∶T

∗M →M is the inclusion

T ∗pM ∋
n

∑
j=1

νj(dzj)p
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→
n

∑
j=1

νj(dzj)ω ∈ T
∗
ωT
∗M.

The projection

T ∗η T
∗M ∋

n

∑
j=1

νj(dzj)ω +
n

∑
j=1

τj(dωj)ω
vp†

M ∶ω
ÐÐÐÐ→

n

∑
j=1

τj(∂zj)p ∈ TpM

is canonically defined. We call the projection the vertical projection. Under the
coordinate defined above, the vertical projection is presented by

T ∗pM
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗ωT
∗M

vp†
M ∶ω

ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM

(z, ν) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,ω, ν,0)

(z,ω, λ, τ) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z, τ).

2.6. Flip, Switch, and Dualization

2.6.1. Flip. On the double tangent space TTM , there is a natural holomor-
phic involution

αM ∶TTM → TTM

called the flip defined by

αM ∶ (TT )UM ∋ (z, η, ξ, ζ) ↦ (z, ξ, η, ζ) ∈ (TT )UM

under the local coordinates defined in (2.3.1). When a second order tangent vector
is prescribed by a holomorphic map from a 2-dimensional polydisk as §2.3.3, it is
merely a changing the orders of variables. The flip is not a fiber-bundle isomorphism
over TM but a bundle-isomorphism of the fibration ΠM ○ΠTM ∶TTM →M via the
double projection.

By definition,

ΠTM ○αM =DΠM(2.6.1)

αM ○αM = idTTM(2.6.2)

αM(V + viM ∶η(β)) = αM(V ) + viM ∶DΠM (V )(β)(2.6.3)

for η, β ∈ TpM and V ∈ TηTM . See [37, §4 of Chapter I].
For readers, we check the well-definedness. Let V = (z, η, ξ, ζ) ∈ (TT )UM .

Let (w,H,Ξ, Z) be anothor presentation of V with the local chart (w,H). Let
J = ((wi)zj) and Γ(η) = (Γij(η)) as Remark 2.3.1. From the above discussion,
H = Jη, Ξ = Jξ and Z = Γ(η)ξ + Jζ. The i-th coordinate of Γ(η)ξ satisfies

n

∑
l=1

Γil(η)ξl =
n

∑
l=1

ξl (
n

∑
k=1

ηk (
∂wi
∂zl
)
zk

) =
n

∑
k=1

ηk (
n

∑
l=1

ξl (
∂wi
∂zk
)
zl

) =
n

∑
k=1

Γik(ξ)ηk
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which coincides with the i-th coordinate of Γ(ξ)η. Therefore, the change of the
coordinates presentations of tangent vectors is obtained as

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

Ξ
H
Z

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

Jξ
Jη

Γ(ξ)η + Jζ

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J 0 0
0 J 0
0 Γ(ξ) J

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

ξ
η
ζ

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

which means (z, ξ, η, ζ) is thought of as an element of TTM .

Remark 2.6.1. In [37], Kobayashi calls αM the involutive automorphism.
Here, it is named according to Sakai [69].

Lie bracket. The Lie bracket is an anti-symmetric product on the Lie algebra
of the space of differentiable sections of the complexified tangent bundle T̃M ⊗C.
The subbundles T 1,0M and T 0,1M are closed under the operations of the Lie bracket
(cf. [42, Theorem 2.8 in Chapter IX]). We denote by [X,Y ] the Lie bracket between

sections X and Y of T̃M ⊗C.
The following formula follows from the straight-forward calculation with the

notation (2.3.1). We give a proof for completeness (cf. (4.3) in [69, II §4]).

Proposition 2.6.1 (Lie bracket). Let p ∈M . For C1-vector fields X and Y of
type (1,0) around p, we have

(viM ∶Xp)
−1
( (αM (pr

10 (DY (X)Yp
))) − pr10 (DX(Y )Xp

) ) = [X,Y ]p.

Proof. We may assume that M is a neighborhood U of p ∈ Cn. Let X =
n

∑
i=1

Xi(z)∂zi and Y =
n

∑
i=1

Yi(z)∂zi . Then, for z ∈ U ,

αM ((DY (X)Yz)
10) = Yz +

n

∑
j=1

(
n

∑
i=1

Xi(z)
∂Yj

∂zi
(z)) ∂ηj ∣Xz

(DX(Y )Xz)
10
= Yz +

n

∑
j=1

(
n

∑
i=1

Yi(z)
∂Xj

∂zi
(z)) ∂ηj ∣Xz

.

Therefore, the difference

αM ((DY (X)Yz)
10) − (DX(Y )Xz)

10

is in the vertical space and

(viM ∶Xz)
−1 (αM ((DY (X)Yz)

10) − (DX(Y )Xz)
10)

= (viM ∶Xz)
−1 ⎛

⎝

n

∑
j=1

(
n

∑
i=1

Xi(z)
∂Yj

∂zi
(z) −

n

∑
i=1

Yi(z)
∂Xj

∂zi
(z)) ∂ηj ∣Xz

⎞

⎠

= [X,Y ]z,

and we have done. □

2.6.2. Switch from T ∗TM to TT ∗M . We claim

Proposition 2.6.2 (Switch). With the local charts (2.4.1) and (2.5.1), the
correspondence

SwhM ∶TT
∗M → T ∗TM
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defined by

(TT ∗)UM
SwhM
ÐÐÐÐ→ (T ∗T )UM

(z,ω,α, β) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,α, β,ω)

is a well-defined biholomorphism, which satisfies

Π†
TM ○ SwhM =DΠ†

M .

We call the biholomorphism SwhM the switch from T ∗TM to TT ∗M .

Proof. We only check the well-definedness. We use the notation in §§2.4,2.5
frequently. Let V = (z,ω,α, β) ∈ TT ∗M and (w,Ω,A,B) the presentation of V in
the coordinates (w, b). Then, b = J†a, A = Jα and B = Γ′′(ω)α + J†β. Then, the
i-th coordinate of Γ′′(ω)α is

n

∑
l=1

Γ′′il(ω)αl =
n

∑
l=1

n

∑
k=1

ωkαl (
∂zk
∂wi
)
zl

=
n

∑
l=1

n

∑
k=1

ωk (
n

∑
s=1

As
∂zl
∂ws
)(

∂zk
∂wi
)
zl

=
n

∑
k=1

n

∑
s=1

akAs
n

∑
l=1

(
∂zk
∂wi
)
zl

∂zl
∂ws

=
n

∑
k=1

ωk
n

∑
s=1

As (
∂zk
∂wi
)
ws

=
n

∑
l=1

Γ′il(A)ωl,

and it is nothing but the i-th coordinate of Γ′(A)a. Therefore, we obtain

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

A
B
Ω

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

Jα
J†β + Γ′(A)ω

J†ω

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

J 0 0
0 J† Γ′(A)
0 0 J†

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

α
β
ω

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

which implies that (z,α, β,ω) is thought of an element in (T ∗T )UM . □

2.6.3. Dualization. From the transitions (2.5.2) and (2.5.5), under the local
charts (2.5.1) and (2.5.4), we have a bundle isomorphism

dual†M ∶TT
∗M → T ∗T ∗M

defined by

(TT ∗)UM
dual†

M
ÐÐÐÐ→ (T ∗T ∗)UM

(z,ω,α, β) ÐÐÐÐ→ (z,ω, β,−α),

which satisfies
vp†

M ∶ω ○ dual
†
M = −DΠ†

M .

We call the isomorphism dual†M the dualization. The isomorphism dual†M is de-
rived from the canonical holomorphic symplectic structure on T ∗M (e.g. [14, Chap-
ter 2]): Indeed, the cotangent bundle T ∗M has a natural holomorphic symplectic
form defined by

ωM =
n

∑
j=1

dωj ∧ dzj = d
⎛

⎝

n

∑
j=1

ωjdzj
⎞

⎠

under the coordinates discussed above. The holomorphic symplectic structure leads
a canonical isomorphism

(2.6.4)
TT ∗M ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗T ∗M

X ÐÐÐÐ→ [Y ↦ 2ωM(X,Y )]
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which is nothing but the dualization discussed above, where “2” at the head of ωM
in the linear map (2.6.4) comes from the convention of the exterior derivative:

dωj ∧ dzj(X,Y ) =
1

2
(dωj(X)dzj(Y ) − dωj(Y )dzj(X))

(cf. [41, p.35]). For the adjustment to our description of the holomorphic sym-
plectic form on Qg given in Proposition 5.7.2 later, we notice that this convention
is also used in Kawai’s calculation (cf. [34, (3.1)]. See also §5.7.3). (2.6.4) follows
from the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6.3. The dualization dual†M satisfies the following condition:

PT ∗M(V,dual
†
M(W )) = 2ωM(W,V )

for all V , W ∈ TωT
∗M and ω ∈ T ∗M .

Indeed, let V = ∑
n
i=1(ai∂zi + bi∂ωi) and W = ∑

n
i=1(αi∂zi + βi∂ωi). Then

dual†M(W ) =
n

∑
i=1

(βidzi − αidωi)

and

PT ∗M(V,dual
†
M(W )) =

n

∑
i=1

(aiβi − biαi) =
n

∑
i=1

(dzi(V )dωi(W ) − dzi(W )dωi(V ))

= 2ωM(W,V ).

2.6.4. Hamiltonian vector field. By mimicking the real case (cf. [14, §18]),
we define the Hamiltonian vector field XH for a C1-function H on T ∗M to be a
(1,0)-vector-field XH on T ∗M by

ιXH
ωM = ∂H.

Namely, XH is defined by the following equation:

ωM((XH)ω, V ) = ∂H ∣ω(V ) = PT ∗M(V, ∂H ∣v)

for all V ∈ T 1,0
ω T ∗M and ω ∈ T ∗M . If W ∈ TωT

∗M satisfies dual†M(W ) = ∂H ∣ω,

ωM((XH)ω, V ) = PT ∗M(V, ∂H ∣ω) = PT ∗M(V,dual
†
M(W ))

= 2ωM(W,V ).

For the record, we summarize as follows.

Proposition 2.6.4. Under the above notation, XH = 2(dual
†
M)
−1(∂H).

2.7. Derivative of the Pairing function

As noticed in §2.2, the pairing between TM and T ∗M is a holomorphic function
on the Whitney sum. By definition,

TM ⊕ T ∗M = {(v,ω) ∈ TM × T ∗M ∣ ΠM(v) = Π
†
M(ω)}.

Hence,

T(v,ω)(TM ⊕ T
∗M) = {(V1, V2) ∈ TvTM × TωT

∗M ∣DΠM ∣v[V1] =DΠ†
M ∣ω[V2]}.

We claim:
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Proposition 2.7.1 (Derivative of the pairing, Flip and Switch). Let v ∈ TM

and ω ∈ T ∗M . For V1 ∈ TvTM and V2 ∈ TωT
∗M with DΠM ∣v[V1] =DΠ†

M ∣ω[V2],

DPM ∣(v,ω)[V1, V2] = PTM ∣DΠM ∣v[V1](αM(V1),SwhM(V2)).

Proof. We may assume that M is a domain in Cn, TM = {(z, η) ∈ U × Cn}
and T ∗M = {(z, a) ∈ U × Cn}. Suppose v = ((zi), (ηi)), ω = ((zi), (ai)), V1 =
((zi), (ηi), (αi), (βi)) and V1 = ((zi), (ai), (Ai), (Bi)) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Notice from the
assumption that

(z,α) = ΠTM(z,α, η, β))

= ΠTM(αM(V1)) =DΠTM ∣v[V1]

=DΠ†
∣ω[V2] = Π

†
TM(SwhM(V2))

=DΠ†
∣ω(z,A,B, a) = (z,A)

and α = A. Since the pairing is presented as PM((z, η), (z, a)) = ∑
n
j=1 ηjaj , we

obtain

DPM =
n

∑
j=1

ajdηj +
n

∑
j=1

ηjdaj

and

DPM ∣(v,ω)[V1, V2] =
n

∑
j=1

ηjBj +
n

∑
j=1

βjaj = PTM ∣DΠM ∣v[V1](αM(V1),SwhM(V2)),

which implies what we wanted. □

2.8. Intrinsic characterization of Pairing on TM

Let p ∈ M . In the following statement, we identify T ∗pM as a subspace in
T ∗uTM ⊂ (T

∗T )pM via the horizontal inclusions and TpM as the vertical space in
TuTM ⊂ (TT )pM for each u ∈ TpM . We claim

Proposition 2.8.1 (Intrinsic characterization of the pairing PTM ). For any
u ∈ TpM and ζ ∈ T ∗pM , the pairing PTM ∣u on TuTM ⊕ T

∗
uTM satisfies

PTM ∣u(V,ω) = PM ∣p(DΠM(V ), ω) (V ∈ TuTM, ω ∈ T ∗pM)(2.8.1)

PTM ∣u(v,Ω) = PM ∣p(v,Ω
′
) (v ∈ TpM, Ω ∈ T ∗uTM)(2.8.2)

DPM ∣(u,ζ)[V,W ] = PTM ∣DΠM (V )(αM(V ),SwhM(W ))(2.8.3)

(V ∈ TuTM, W ∈ TζT
∗M)

with DΠ†
TM [W ] = DΠTM [V ] ∈ TpM , where Ω′ ∈ T ∗pM is the image of vertical

projection of Ω.
Conversely, if a function P ′ on (TT )pM ⊕(T

∗T )pM which defines a C-bilinear
map P ′∶TuTM ⊕ V ∈ T

∗
uTM → C on each u ∈ TpM satisfies the above three

equations for all u ∈ TpM and ζ ∈ T ∗pM , then P ′ = PTM on P ′ on (TT )pM ⊕
(T ∗T )pM .

Proof. Since the statement is a local property, we may assume that M is a
domain in Cn, TM = M × Cn and T ∗M = M × Cn are domains in C2n with the
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coordinate functions ((zi), (ηi)) ∈ TM and ((zi), (ai)) ∈ T
∗M . Let

V =
n

∑
j=1

αj (∂zj)((zi),(ηi))
+

n

∑
j=1

βj (∂ηj)((zi),(ηi))

Ω =
n

∑
j=1

Aj(dzj)((zi),(ηi)) +
n

∑
j=1

Bj(dηj)((zi),(ηi))

W =
n

∑
j=1

Xj (∂zj)((zi),(ai))
+

n

∑
j=1

Yj (∂aj)((zi),(ai))
.

Since DΠ†
TM [W ] =DΠTM [V ],

((zi), (Xi)) =DΠ†
TM [W ] =DΠTM [V ] = ((zi), (αi)).

Under the notation, the pairing PTM is described as

PTM (V,Ω) =
n

∑
j=1

(αjAj + βjBj).

From the assumption, DΠM(V ) ∈ TpM , v ∈ TpM ⊂ TuTM , ω ∈ T ∗pM ⊂ T ∗uTM
and Ω′ ∈ T ∗pM are presented as

DΠM(V ) =
n

∑
j=1

αj (∂zj)(zi)
, v =

n

∑
j=1

βj∂ηj ,

ω =
n

∑
j=1

Aj(dzj)(zi), Ω′ =
n

∑
j=1

Bj(dzj)(zi).

αM(V ) =
n

∑
j=1

ηj (∂zj)((zi),(αi))
+

n

∑
j=1

βj (∂ηj)((zi),(αi))

SwhM(W ) =
n

∑
j=1

Yj (dzj)((zi),(αi))
+

n

∑
j=1

aj (dηj)((zi),(αi))
.

Hence, we can easily see that PTM satisfies (2.8.1) and (2.8.2). From Proposi-
tion 2.7.1, PTM satisfies (2.8.3).

Suppose that for any u ∈ TpM , a C-bilinear map P ′∣u∶TuTM ⊕V ∈ T
∗
uTM → C

satisfies (2.8.1), (2.8.2) and (2.8.3). Define Kk
ij (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4) by

P
′
∣u (V,Ω) =

n

∑
i,j=1

(K1
ij(u)αiAj +K

2
ij(u)αiBj +K

3
ij(u)βiAj +K

4
ij(u)βiBj).

Notice for the above expression that each K ⋅ij may depend on u ∈ TpM in general
(but not from the calculation below by the three equations in the end).

From (2.8.1),

n

∑
i,j=1

(K1
ij(u)αiAj +K

3
ij(u)βiAj) =

n

∑
j=1

αjAj .

Since the right-hand side is independent of the choice of u, α, β and A, we have
K1
ij(u) = δij (Kroneker’s delta), and K3

ij(u) = 0 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and u ∈ TpM . From
(2.8.2)

n

∑
i,j=1

(K3
ij(u)βiAj +K

4
ij(u)βiBj) =

n

∑
i,j=1

K4
ij(u)βiBj =

n

∑
j=1

βjBj .
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which means K4
ij(u) = δij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and u ∈ TpM . From (2.8.3), and the proof

of Proposition 2.7.1,

DPM ∣(u,ζ) [V,W ] =
n

∑
j=1

(ajβj + ηjYj)

P
′
∣DΠM (V )(αM(V ),SwhM(W )) =

n

∑
j=1

(ajβj + ηjYj) +
n

∑
i,j=1

K2
ij(DΠM(V ))ηiaj .

From the assumption, ΠTM(V ) = Π†
TM(Ω) = u = ((zi), (ηi)) and ΠT ∗M(W ) =

ζ = ((zi), (ai)) can be taken arbitrary in TpM and T ∗pM respectively with fixing
((zi), (αi)) =DΠM [V ] ∈ TpM , we haveK2

ij = 0 on Tp(M) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Therefore,
we conclude that P ′ = PTM . □



CHAPTER 3

Teichmüller theory

3.1. Teichmüller space and Bers embedding

For the contents of this section, readers can refer to the books [21] ,[32], [43],
and [63] for instance.

3.1.1. Teichmüller space. Let Σg be an orientable closed surface of genus
g ≥ 2. A marked Riemann surface (X,f) of genus g is a pair of a closed Riemann
surface X of genus g and an orientation preserving homeomorphism f ∶Σg → X.
Two marked Riemann surfaces (X1, f1) and (X2, f2) are said to be Teichmüller
equivalent if there is a biholomorphism h∶X1 → X2 such that h ○ f1 is homotopic
to f2. The set Tg of equivalence classes is called the Teichmüller space of closed
Riemann surfaces of genus g.

3.1.2. Teichmüller space as a bounded domain.
3.1.2.1. Automorphic forms on Riemann surfaces. Let {(Ui, zi)}i∈I be an an-

alytic coordinate chart of a Riemann surface M0. For p, q ∈ Z, a (p, q)-form
φ = φ(z)dzpdzq is an assignment of a function φi on zi(Ui) for each i ∈ I with

φj(zij(z)) (
dzij

dz
(z))

p

(
dzij

dz
(z))

p

= φi(z)

for z ∈ zi(Ui ∩Uj), where zij = zj ○ z
−1
i ∶ zi(Ui ∩Uj) → zj(Ui ∩Uj). Notice that for a

(p, q)-form φ1 and an (r, s)-form φ2, the product

φ1φ2 = φ1(z)φ2(z)dz
p+rdzq+s

is a (p + r, q + s)-form.
We call a (p, q)-form φ to be measurable, bounded (measurable), smooth, holo-

morphic,meromorphic if so is each φi on zi(Ui) for i ∈ I. For simplicity, (p,0)-forms
is called p-forms. From historical reasons, 2-forms, (0,1)-forms, and (1,1)-forms
are called quadratic differentials, vector fields, and area forms, respectively. For
instance for a quadratic differential Q and a vector field ξ, the product ξQ = Qξ is
a 1-form.

3.1.2.2. Automorphic forms on domains. Let D be a domain in Ĉ such that
Ĉ ∖ D contains at least three points, and let Γ be a subgroup of the group of
biholomorphisms on D. Let L∞(D,Γ) is the set of bounded measurable functions

µ on D satisfying µ(γ(z))(γ′(z)/γ′(z)) = µ(z) for z ∈ D and γ ∈ Γ. L∞(D,Γ) is a
complex Banach space with the essential supremum norm ∥ ⋅ ∥∞. Let B2(D,Γ) be
the set of holomorphic functions φ on D with φ(γ(z))γ′(z)2 = φ(z) for z ∈ D and
γ ∈ Γ. B2(D,Γ) is also a complex Banach space with the sup norm

∥φ∥∞ = sup
z∈D

λD(z)
−2
∣φ(z)∣,

31
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(L∞)1

PB
x0

��
Tg

Bx0

// B2

Ax0

cc

Figure 1. Bers projection, Bers embedding, and the Ahlfors-Weill
section. The dotted arrow means the Ahlfors-Weill section is de-
fined locally.

where λD = λD(z)∣dz∣ is the Poincare metric on D of curvature −4.
Suppose that M = D/Γ is a closed surface of genus g. Then, L∞(D,Γ) and

B2(D,Γ) are canonically identified with the complex Banach spaces L∞
(−1,1)(M) of

bounded measurable (−1,1)-forms and QM of holomorphic quadratic differentials
on M , respectively. There is a canonical pairing

L∞(−1,1)(M) ×QM ∋ (µ, q) ↦ ⟪µ, q⟫ ∶= ∬
M
µ(z)q(z)dxdy(3.1.1)

=
1

2i
∬

M
µ(z)q(z)dz ∧ dz

3.1.3. Bers projection and Bers embedding. We fix x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg
and the Fuchsian group Γ0 acting on the unit disk D = {∣z∣ < 1} with D/Γ0 =M0.

Let D∗ = Ĉ∖D. For simplicity, we write L∞ = L∞(D,Γ0) and B2 = B2(D∗,Γ0).
Let (L∞)1 be the unit ball of L∞ with center at the origin. Elements in (L∞)1 are
called Beltrami differentials. For any µ ∈ (L∞)1, we consider a unique quasiconfor-

mal mapping Wµ on Ĉ satisfying

(Wµ)z =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

µ(Wµ)z (z ∈ D)
0 (z ∈ Ĉ ∖D),

and Wµ(z) = z + o(1) as z → ∞. Then Wµ descends to a quasiconformal mapping
wµ from M0 to Mµ ∶=Wµ(D)/WµΓ(Wµ)

−1 and the map

(3.1.2) PB
x0
∶ (L∞)1 ∋ µ↦ (Mµ,wµ) ∈ Tg

is well-defined and surjective. We call the map PB
x0

the Bers projection.
We also define a holomorphic map

(L∞)1 ∋ µ↦
⎛

⎝

W ′′′
µ

W ′
µ

−
3

2
(
W ′′
µ

W ′
µ

)

2
⎞

⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRD∗
∈ B2

which descends to an injective map Bx0 ∶ Tg → B2 via the Bers projection. The
image T Bx0

of Bx0 is a bounded domain in B2 containing the origin, and the origin
of B2 corresponds to x0 ∈ Tg. We call Bx0 the Bers embedding of Tg with base point
x0. The Teichmüller space Tg admits a (unique) complex structure which makes
PB
x0

and Bx0 holomorphic (cf. Figure 1).
We define Ax0 ∶B2 → L∞ by

(3.1.3) Ax0(φ)(z) = −
1

2
λD(z)φ(1/z)(1/z)

4
= −

1

2z4
(∣z∣2 − 1)2φ(1/z) (z ∈ D).
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The restriction of Ax0 to the open ball in B2 of radius 2 with center the origin is a
holomorphic local right-inverse of Bx0 ○PB

x0
. Namely

(3.1.4) Bx0 ○ (P
B
x0
○Ax0) = id

on the open ball. We call Ax0 the Ahlfors-Weill section for PB
x0
. In particular, the

Bers projection is a holomorphic submersion.

3.2. Infinitesimal theory

3.2.1. Tangent spaces and Cotangent spaces. Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg. As
above-mentioned, via the universal covering H → M0, there is a natural isometric
isomorphism L∞

(−1,1)(M0) → L∞(D,Γ0).

Let L∞
(−1,1)(M0)1 be the open unit ball in L∞

(−1,1)(M0). For µ ∈ L∞
(−1,1)(M0)1,

there is a quasiconformal mapping gµ∶M0 →Mµ whose complex dilatation is equal
to µ. Then, the Bers projection (3.1.2) is presented as

L∞(−1,1)(M0)1 ∋ µ→ (Mµ, g
µ
○ f0) ∈ Tg

under the situation. Hence the (holomorphic) tangent space at x0 is presented
as the quotient space of L∞

(−1,1)(M0) by the kernel of the differential of the Bers

projection. Indeed, the Teichmüller lemma asserts that the tangent space Tx0Tg is
represented as the quotient space

(3.2.1) Tx0Tg ≅ L
∞
(−1,1)(M0)/{µ ∈ L

∞
(−1,1)(M0) ∣ ⟪µ, q⟫ = 0, q ∈ QM0}.

Hence, the pairing (3.1.1) descends to the non-degenerate pairing

(3.2.2) Tx0Tg ×QM0 ∋ ([µ], q) ↦ ⟨[µ], q⟩ ∶= ⟪µ, q⟫.

From (3.2.2), the space Qx0 = QM0 is canonically recognized as the (holomorphic)
cotangent space T ∗x0

Tg of Tg at x0 = (M0, f0).

Remark 3.2.1. After identifying Qg = ∪x∈TgQx with the cotangent bundle of
Tg, when we use the notation defined at (2.2.3),

(3.2.3) ⟨v, q⟩ = PTg(v, q)

holds for v ∈ TTg and q ∈ Qg = T
∗Tg. We will use the both notations appropri-

ately, since the right-hand side of (3.2.2) seems not to be familiar with readers (or
Teichmüller theorists).

Strict convexity of QM0 . The C-vector spaceQM0 is a complex Banach space
with the L1-norm

n(q) = ∥q∥ = ∬
M0

∣q(z)∣dxdy =
1

2i
∬

M0

∣q(z)∣dz ∧ dz.

The L1-norm function n on Qg is of class C1 except for the zero section (cf. [67,
Lemma 3]). We will discuss the regurality of the L1-norm function in §11.2.

The following is well-known. However, we give a brief proof for the sake of
readers.

Proposition 3.2.1 (Strictly convexitiy). The L1-norm on QM0 is strictly con-
vex in the sense that for q1, q2 ∈ QM0 with q1 ≠ q2 and ∥q1∥ = ∥q2∥ = 1, ∥q1 + q2∥ < 2.
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Proof. To this end, we first claim that for α, β ∈ QM0 with α ≠ 0, ∥β∥ = 1,

Re∬
M0

α

∣α∣
β = 1

if and only if α = tβ for t ∈ R with t ≠ 0. We only check the “only if”-part. Since
Re(αβ/∣αβ∣) ≤ 1 on M0 except for finite points (zeroes of α and β), we have

0 ≤∬
M0

(1 −Re
α(z)β(z)

∣α(z)β(z)∣
) ∣β(z)∣dxdy = 1 −Re∬

M0

α

∣α∣
β = 0

from the assumption. Since ∣β∣ > 0 and αβ/∣αβ∣ = ∣α∣β/∣β∣α almost everywhere on
M0, the imaginary part of a meromorphic function β/α vanishes almost everywhere
on M0. From the identity theorem, we obtain α = tβ for some t ∈ R with t ≠ 0.

Let us return to the proof of the proposition. Let q1, q2 ∈ QM0 with ∥q1∥ =
∥q2∥ = 1. When ∥q1 + q2∥ = 2, q1 + q2 ≠ 0 and

2 = ∥q1 + q2∥ = Re∬
M0

q1 + q2
∣q1 + q2∣

(q1 + q2)

= Re∬
M0

q1 + q2
∣q1 + q2∣

q1 +Re∬
M0

q1 + q2
∣q1 + q2∣

q2 ≤ ∥q1∥ + ∥q2∥ = 2.

From the above argument, we deduce that t1q1 = q1 + q2 = t2q2 for some t1, t2 ∈ R
with t1 ≠ 0 and t2 ≠ 0. Since ∥q1∥ = ∥q2∥ = 1 and q1 + q2 ≠ 0, we obtain q1 = q2. □

3.2.2. Trivializations of tangent bundle and cotangent bundle. Since
the Teichmüller space is biholomorphic to a bounded domain in B2 = B2(D∗,Γ0)

(with the notation in §3.1.3), the (holomorphic) tangent bundle TTg is naturally
identified with the trivial bundle Tg ×B2 → Tg.

A basis φ1, ⋯, φ3g−3 ∈ B2 of B2 gives a global (holomorphic) trivialization of
Qg = T

∗Tg defined by

Qg ∋ q ↦ (x, (⟨D(B
−1
x0
)∣x[φ1], q⟩,⋯, ⟨D(B

−1
x0
)∣x[φ3g−3], q⟩)) ∈ Tg ×C3g−3,

where x ∈ Tg with q ∈ Qx, and D(B
−1
x0
) is the differential of the inverse of the Bers

embedding. Since Qx0 is the dual of B2, for any q ∈ Qg, there is a unique Q ∈ Qx0

such that

(3.2.4) ⟨(D(Bx0 ∣x)
−1
[φk], q⟩ = ⟨(D(Bx0 ∣x0)

−1
[φk],Q⟩ = ⟨[Ax0(φk)],Q⟩

for all k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3. Threfore, we obtain a natural holomorphic identification

(3.2.5) T ∗Tg ≅ Qg ∋ q → (x,Q) ∈ Tg ×Qx0 .

We can easily check that the identification (3.2.5) is independent of the choice of
the frame {φ1, ⋯, φ3g−3} of B2.

3.2.3. Teichmüller Beltrami differentials. The Teichmüller Beltrami dif-
ferential on M0 is a (−1,1)-bounded measurable form of the form

k
q

∣q∣
= k

q(z)

∣q(z)∣

dz

dz
.

for q ∈ QM0 and k > 0 (e.g. [3, p.29]). The Teichmüller Beltrami differential have
an extremal property, called the infinitesimal unique extremal property. Namely,
when µ ∈ L∞

(−1,1)(M0) satisfies

⟪µ,φ⟫ = ⟪q/∣q∣, φ⟫
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for all φ ∈ QM0 , then ∥µ∥∞ ≥ 1, and the equality holds only if µ = q/∣q∣ almost every-
where on M0 (cf. [22, §4.10, Corollary 2] and the discussion below). Furthremore,
each tangent vector v ∈ Tx0Tg admits a unique Teichmüller Beltrami differntial as
a representative.

The quasiconformal mapping defined from the Teichmüller Beltrami differntial
kq/∣q∣ with 0 < k < 1 is called the formal Teichmüller map (cf. [32, §5.2.2]). A formal
Teichmüller map defined from a pair (k, q) with k = ∥q∥ is called the Teichmüller
map. Formal Teichmüller maps have an extremal property. Namely, any formal
Teichmüller map f on M0 is uniquely extremal in the sense that the maximal
dilatation of f attains minimal only at f among all quasiconformal mappings on
M0 homotopic to f (e.g. [22, §4.7, Corollary 1] and [32, Theorem 5.9]).

3.2.4. Teichmüller metric. For x = (M,f) ∈ Tg, the Teichmüller metric τ
is a Finsler metric on Tg defined by

(3.2.6) τ (x, v) = sup{Re ⟨v, q⟩ ∣ ∥q∥ = 1, q ∈ QM}

for v ∈ TxTg. By definition, the Teichmüller metric on TTg is thought of as the dual
(Finsler) metric to the L1-norm on Qg ≅ T

∗Tg (cf. [67, §2]).
Royden shows that the Teichmüller metric coincides with the Kobayashi metric

on Tg, and that the Teichmüller metric is of class C1 on the tangent bundle except
for the zero section (cf. [67, Lemma 3, Theorem 3]). We will deal with the regulality
of the Teichmüller metric in §11.2.

The length distance with respect to the Teichmüller metric on Tg is called the
Teichmüller distance on Tg. The Teichmüller space with the Teichmüller distance is
a unique geodesic and complete metric space which is deduced from the Teichmüller
uniqueness theorem and the compactness of the family of quasiconformal mappings
with uniformly bounded maximal dilatation.

3.3. Kodaira-Spencer theory

3.3.1. Notation on the sheaf cohomology. We first fix notations. For a
sheaf S over a topological space M and an open set U ⊂M , we denote by Γ(U,S )
the set of sections of S over U . Let U = {Ui}i∈I is a locally finite covering of
M . For a k-chain σ ∈ Ck(U ,S ), we denote by σi0⋯ik ∈ Γ(Ii0 ∩ ⋯ ∩ Uik ,S ) the
(i0⋯ik)-component of σ.

Let δ∶Ck(U ,S ) → Ck+1(U ,S ) denote the coboundary operator. Let Zk(U ,S )
and Bk(U ,S ) be the spaces of cocycles and coboundaries, and Hk(U ,S ) the k-th
cohomology group with coefficient S . For instance, H0(M,S ) = Γ(M,S ). It
is known that when a covering U = {Ui}i∈I satisfies H1(Ui,S ) = 0 for i ∈ I, the
natural inclusion

H1
(U ,S ) →H1

(M,S )

defined from the direct limit is isomorphic and

H2
(U ,S ) →H2

(M,S )

is injective (cf. [43, Theorems 3.4 and 3.5]).
LetM be a Riemann surface. Let ΘM and ΩM be the sheaves of germs of holo-

morphic vector fields and holomorphic 1-forms on M , respectively. For p, q, r ∈ Z
and S = ΘM or ΩM , we denote byAp,q(S ⊗r) the sheaf of germs of C∞-(p, q)-forms
with coefficients in S ⊗r. For instance, a section of Ap,q(Ω⊗rM ) (resp. A

p,q(Θ⊗rM ))
on a domain V ⊂M is a smooth (p+r, q)-form on V (resp. smooth (p−r, q)-forms),
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respectively. Therefore, there are natural identifications Ap,q(Ω⊗rM ) = A
0,q(Ω

⊗(p+r)
M )

and Ap,q(Θ⊗rM ) = A
0,q(Ω

⊗(p−r)
M ). For instance, A0,1(ΩM0) is the sheaf of germs of

smooth area forms on M0.
Let U = {(Ui, zi)}i∈I be a locally finite analytic chart of M . For S = ΘM or

ΩM , the anti-holomorphic derivative ∂ defines a sheaf homomorphism

Ck(U ,Ap,0(S ))
∂

ÐÐÐÐ→ Ck(U ,Ap,1(S ))

σ = {σi0⋯ik}i0,⋯,ik∈I ÐÐÐÐ→ ∂σ = {(σi0⋯ik)z}i0,⋯,ik∈I

3.3.2. The first cohomology group as the tangent space. The following
exact sequence

(3.3.1) 0 ÐÐÐÐ→ ΘM0

inc
ÐÐÐÐ→ A0,0(ΘM0)

−∂
ÐÐÐÐ→ A0,1(ΘM0) ÐÐÐÐ→ 0,

where “inc” means the inclusion, leads the Dolbeault theorem

(3.3.2) H1
(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Γ(M0,A

0,1
(ΘM0))/∂Γ(M0,A

0,0
(ΘM0))

(cf. [43, Theorem 3.13]). The canonical isomorphism H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg follows
from the coincidence of the right-hand sides of (3.2.1) and (3.3.2), which is verified
from the Serre duality theorem (or the non-degeneracy of the Serre pairing defined
by the residue map). See [32, Theorem 7.9] and [19, §17]. See also §13.1 for the

discussion on the sign of the ∂-operator in (3.3.1).
For reader’s convenience, we shall give an explicit correspondence. We fix a

covering U = {Ui}i∈I ofM0 withH
1(U ,ΘM0) ≅H

1(M0,ΘM0). ForX ∈ Z
1(U ,ΘM0),

take ξ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(Θ0)) such that δξ = X. Then µ = −∂ξi on Ui is naturally
thought of as an element in Γ(M0,A

0,1(ΘM0)) ⊂ L
∞
(−1,1)(M0), and

(3.3.3) H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅H
1(U ,ΘM0) ∋ [X]

Tx0
ÐÐÐÐ→ [µ] = [−∂ξi] ∈ Tx0Tg

is a C-linear isomorphism. See the discussion in [43, Theorem 5.4].

3.3.3. Presentation of the pairing by the residue. The exact sequence
of sheaves

(3.3.4) 0 ÐÐÐÐ→ ΩM0 ÐÐÐÐ→ A
0,0(ΩM0)

d
ÐÐÐÐ→ A0,1(ΩM0) ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

leads the isomorphism

(3.3.5) H1
(M0,ΩM0) ≅H

0
(M0,A

0,1
(ΩM0))/dH

0
(M0,A

0,0
(ΩM0)).

This yields the residue map

Res∶H1
(M0,ΩM0) → C

defined by

(3.3.6) Res([ω]) =
1

2πi
∬

M0

Ω(z)dz ∧ dz

for [ω] ∈ H1(M0,ΩM0), where Ω ∈ H0(M0,A
0,1(ΩM0)) is the corresponding area

form via the isomorphism (3.3.5). Namelly, there is Ω′ ∈ C0(M0,A
0,0(ΩM0)) such

that dΩ′ = ∂Ω′ = Ω and δΩ′ = ω (cf. [19, §17.1]).

Convention 2. As (3.3.6), in this paper, we adopt dz ∧ dz as the basis of
2-forms. The reason why we use dz ∧dz as a basis of 2-forms comes from the exact
sequence (3.3.4). Namely, for ω = ω(z)dz, dω = ωz(z)dz ∧dz. See [19, (c) in §15.9].
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The pairing (3.2.2) is presented with the residue as

⟨v, q⟩ =
1

2i
∬

M0

(−(ξi)z)qdz ∧ dz = −
1

2i
∬

M0

d(ξiqdz)(3.3.7)

= −πRes([Xq])

since δ({ξiq}i∈I) = Xq = {Xijq}i,j∈I ∈ Z
1(U ,ΩM0), where v = [X] = [{Xij}i,j∈I] ∈

H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg, and ξ = {ξi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0) with δξ = X. In particular,

when H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I, the residue pairing

H1(U ,ΘM0) ×Qx0 ÐÐÐÐ→ C

([X], q) ÐÐÐÐ→ −πRes([Xq])

is non-degenerate.

3.4. Stratification of the space of quadratic differentials

Let Z be a manifold. A stratification of Z is a locally finite collection of locally
closed submanifolds {Zj}j∈J of Z, the strata, indexed by a set J such that

(1) Z = ∪j∈JZj ; and

(2) Zj ∩Zk ≠ ∅ if and only if Zj ⊂ Zk.

(cf. [15]). The conditions induce a partial order on J , where j ≤ k if Zj ⊂ Zk.
Each q ∈ Qg determines a topological data (k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) where k1, ⋯, kn are the

orders of zeroes: ϵ = +1 if q is the square of an abelian differentiall ϵ = −1 otherwise.
A stratum Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) consists all quadratic differentials determining the data
(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ). The principal stratum Q1 corresponds to (1,⋯,1;−1). The principal
stratum Q1 is open and generic, and each stratum is a complex submanifold of
Qg (cf. [77]. See also [15]). The index of the stratum satisfies ∑

n
i=1 ki = 4g − 4.

In general, some data (k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) cannot be realized by a holomorphic quadratic
differential. See Masur-Smillie [53].

Any point in each stratum admits a local complex chart defined by the relative
period of the abelian differentials defined from the square roots of the differential.
Hence, the L1-norm function is real analytic on each stratum because the L1-norm
is written as the quadratic form of the period.

For the record, we summery as follows.

Proposition 3.4.1. The L1-norm function on Qg is real-analytic on each stra-
tum





CHAPTER 4

Teichmüller space of tori

In this chapter, we devote to discuss the model case (the most simplest case) of
our results. We treat the Teichmüller space T1 of tori. The case of once punctured
tori is treated in the same way as that in the case of flat tori. Indeed, the canonical
completion at the puncture gives an isomorphism between the Teichmüller space
of once punctured tori and that of flat tori. The case of four puncture sphere is
treated in a similar way.

4.1. Teichmüller space of tori

The Teichmüller space T1 of tori is the space of the Teichmüller equivalence
classes of marked complex tori of dimension 1, where a complex torus of dimension
1 is a Riemann surface homeomorphic to a torus. For τ ∈ H = {τ ∈ C ∣ Im(τ) > 0},
let Γτ = ⟨1, τ⟩ be a Z lattice in C generated by 1 and τ , and set Mτ = C/Γτ . Let
Σ1 = Mi (i is the imaginary unit). Let fτ ∶Σ1 → Mτ be a homeomorphism with
(fτ)∗(1) = 1 and (fτ)∗(i) = τ . Then, (Mτ , fτ) is a marked complex torus, and

H ∋ τ ↦ (Mτ , fτ) ∈ T1

is bijective. It is well-known that this identification become a biholomorphic under
a canonical complex structure on T1.

4.2. Tangent and cotangent bundles

For (Mτ , fτ) ∈ T1, the space Qτ of holomorphic quadratic differentials on Mτ

is described by

Qτ = {q = q dz
2
∣ q ∈ C}

where the coordinate z is induced from C via the projection C →Mτ = C/Γτ since
any Γτ -periodic holomorphic function on C is constant. We identify the space Q1

of holomorphic quadratic differentials with H ×C by

(4.2.1) Q1 ∋ ((Mτ , fτ),−2i q dz
2
) ↦ (τ, q) ∈ H ×C.

The constant “−2i” in the trivialization (4.2.1) is a regulation which makes the
pairing between TT1 and Q1 to be the ordinary complex Euclidean pairing as we
see at (4.2.4). The L1-norm function n on Q1 is given by

n(τ, q) =
1

2i
∬

Mτ

∣ − 2iq∣dz ∧ dz = 2∣q∣Im(τ).

The L∞
(−1,1)(Mτ) consists of bounded measurable (−1,1)-form µ′ = µ′(z)dz/dz such

that µ′(z) is periodic in terms of the action of the lattice Γτ . Then, µ
′ is infinites-

imally equivalent to a unique constant (−1,1)-form (µ/Im(τ))dz/dz with

µ =
1

2i
∬

Mτ

µ′(z)dz ∧ dz.

39
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We notice that the Beltrami differential µ(t) of the quasiconformal (affine) defor-
mation from Mτ to Mτ+tµ (µ ∈ C) behaves

(4.2.2) µ(t) = t
iµ

2Im(τ)

dz

dz
+ o(t)

as t→ 0. Hence, we define a trivialization of TT1 by

(4.2.3) TT1 ∋ ((Mτ , fτ), [
iµ

2Im(τ)

dz

dz
]) ↦ (τ, µ) ∈ H ×C

Under the coordinates of TTg and Q1, the pairing function is

(4.2.4) PT1((τ, µ), (τ, q)) =
1

2i
∬

Mτ

iµ

2Im(τ)
(−2iq)dz ∧ dz = µq.

Therefore, the Teichmüller metric on T1, which is the dual Finsler metric with
respect to the L1-norm function, is obtained by

τ (τ, µ) = sup{Re (µq) ∣ n(τ, q) = 1} =
∣µ∣

2Im(τ)
,

which implies that the Teichmüller metric on T1 is nothing but the Poincaré metric
on the upper-half plane H with curvature −4 (cf. [29, Theorem 6.6.5] and [40,
Chapter IV, Proposition 1.3]).

The Teichmüller Beltrami map TB∶Q1 → TT1 is presented by

TB(τ, q) = ((Mτ , fτ), [2i Im(τ)q
dz

dz
]) = (τ,4qIm(τ)2).

In this case, it is immediately checked that the Teichmüller Beltrami map is a
real-analytic diffeomorphism from Q1 to TT1.

4.3. Second order infinitesimal spaces and Infinitesimal Duality

All the second order infinitesimal spaces of T1 are holomorphically trivial to
H ×C ×C ×C. We identify

TTT1 ∋ ξ∂τ ∣(τ,µ) + ζ∂µ∣(τ,µ) ↦ (τ, µ, ξ, ζ) ∈ H ×C ×C ×C
T ∗TT1 ∋ κdτ ∣(τ,µ) + λdµ∣(τ,µ) ↦ (τ, µ, κ, λ) ∈ H ×C ×C ×C
TQ1 ∋ α∂τ ∣(τ,q) + β∂q ∣(τ,q) ↦ (τ, q, α, β) ∈ H ×C ×C ×C
T ∗Q1 ∋ γdτ ∣(τ,q) + ηdq∣(τ,q) ↦ (τ, q, γ, η) ∈ H ×C ×C ×C.

The flip, the switch, and the dualization are

αT1(τ, µ, ξ, ζ) = (τ, ξ, µ, ζ)

SwhT1(τ, q, α, β) = (τ,α, β, q)

dual†
T1
(τ, q, α, β) = (τ, q, β,−α).

From (4.2.4), Proposition 2.7.1 and Proposition 2.8.1, the pairing functions and the
holomorphic symplectic form are

PTT1((τ, µ, ξ, ζ), (τ, µ, κ, λ) = ξκ + ζλ

PQ1((τ, q, α, β), (τ, q, γ, η) = αγ + βη

ωT1((τ, q, α1, β1), (τ, q, α2, β2) = −
1

2
(α1β2 − β1α2).
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Thus, the pairings are presented as those in the case of trivial bundles. This is
caused from the regulation of the trivializations of TT1 and Q1 so that the pairing
between TT1 and Q1 is presented as the ordinary Euclidean case as (4.2.4).

The differentials of the L1-norm function n on Q1 and the Teichmüller metric
τ on TT1 are obtained by

∂n∣(τ,q) = −i∣q∣dτ + Im(τ)
q

∣q∣
dq = (τ, q,−∣q∣, Im(τ)

q

∣q∣
)

∂τ ∣(τ,µ) = −
∣µ∣

4iIm(τ)2
dτ +

µ

4∣µ∣Im(τ)
dµ = (τ, µ,−

∣µ∣

4iIm(τ)2
,

µ

4∣µ∣Im(τ)
) .

Hence, we see that the L1-norm function and the Teichmüller metric are of class
C1 except for the zero sections. In particular,

∂n2
∣(τ,q) = −4i∣q∣

2Im(τ)dτ + 4qIm(τ)2dq = (τ, q,−4i∣q∣2Im(τ),4qIm(τ)2)

∂τ 2
∣(τ,µ) = −

∣µ∣2

4iIm(τ)3
dτ +

µ

4Im(τ)2
dµ = (τ, µ,−

∣µ∣2

4iIm(τ)3
,

µ

4Im(τ)2
) .

Therefore, at (τ, q) = −2iq dz2 ∈ Qτ , we obtain

SwhT1 ○ (dual
†
T1
)
−1
(−∂n2

∣(τ,q)) = SwhT1 ○ (dual
†
T1
)
−1 (τ, q,4i∣q∣2Im(τ),−4qIm(τ)2)

= SwhT1 (τ, q,4qIm(τ)
2,4i∣q∣2Im(τ))

= (τ,4qIm(τ)2,4i∣q∣2Im(τ), q)

∂τ 2
∣TB(τ,q) = ∂τ

2
∣(τ,4qIm(τ)2)

= (τ,4qIm(τ)2,4i∣q∣2Im(τ), q) .

This coincidence implies that the infinitesimal duality holds in this model case. We
will discuss in §11.4 for general cases.

4.4. Levi convexities and CR structures of the unit sphere bundles

We will discuss in §11.1.3 the structure of the (real) tangent space of the unit
sphere bundle

SQg = {q ∈ Qg ∣ n(q) = 1}

in Qg. Here we deal with the simplest case g = 1.

The real tangent space TR
q SQ1 at q ∈ SQ1 is presented as

TR
q SQ1 = {V ∈ TqQ1 ∣ Re(∂n∣q(V )) = 0}.

It is easy see that i∂q = (0, i) ∈ TqQ1 is in the real tangent space TR
q SQ1. In this

case, the horizontal subspace THq SQ1 coincides with the maximal complex subspace

of the (real) tangent space TR
q SQ1 and

THq SQ1 = {a(Im(τ), iq) ∣ a ∈ C}

and

TR
q SQ1 = T

H
q SQ1 ⊕ {t(0, i) ∣ t ∈ R}.
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4.4.1. Sign of the Levi form. For making a conjectural picture of the struc-
ture of the sphere bundle, we continue to discuss with this simplest case (cf. Con-
jecture 11.1.1). The complex Hessian (Levi matrix) of the L1-norm function is

Levi(n)∣q =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

0 −i
q

2∣q∣

i
q

2∣q∣

Im(τ)

2∣q∣

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
1

2∣q∣
[
0 −iq
iq Im(τ)

] .

This defines the Hermitian form on TqQ1. Notice that

(0, i)Levi(n)∣q (
0
−i
) =

Im(τ)

2∣q∣
> 0

(Im(τ), iq)Levi(n)∣q (
Im(τ)
−iq

) = −
∣q∣

2
Im(τ) < 0.

Thus, the Levi form of n is negative on the horizontal subspace THq SQ1 and positive
on the vertical space. We notice that the eigenvalues of the Levi form is λ± =

(Im(τ) ±
√
Im(τ)2 + 4∣q∣2)/2, and the corresponding eigenspaces are spanned by

V± = (
−2iq

Im(τ)2 ± 4∣q∣2
) .

In particular, the eigenspace for the negative eigenvalue is not a subspace in the
real tangent space to the unit sphere bundle.

On the other hand, the complex Hessian (Levi matrix) of the Teichmüller metric
τ is

Levi(τ )∣(τ,µ) =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∣µ∣

4Im(τ)3
iµ

8∣µ∣Im(τ)2

−
iµ

8∣µ∣Im(τ)2
1

8∣µ∣Im(τ)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

which is positive definite. Hence, the Teichmüller metric is strictly plurisubhar-
monic on TT ×1 = TT1 − {0}, and the unit sphere bundle STT1 is pseudoconvex at
every point.

4.4.2. CR structures on the unit tangent bundles. If we restrict the dif-
ferential of the Teichmüller Beltrami map TB0 to the horizontal subspace THq SQ1,

DTB0∣q0 (Im(τ)∂τ + iq∂q) = Im(τ)∂τ + (−4iqIm(τ)
2
)∂µ.

This means that the restriction of DTB0∣q0 is C-linear (compare with Proposi-
tion 12.3.1), and the image of THq SQ1 coincides with the maximal complex sub-

space in the real tangent space TR
TB0(q)

STT1 of the unit sphere bundle with respect

to the Teichmüller metric. Thus, the subbundle

∪q∈SQ1T
H
q SQ1

defines an (abstract) CR structure on SQ1 and the Teichmüller Beltrami map TB0

is a CR-isomorphism between unit sphere bundles (cf. [13, §9]). See Problem 1 in
§12.3.



CHAPTER 5

Models of Spaces and Pairings

5.1. Model of second order infinitesimal spaces

One of the purpose of this paper is to give models of second order infinitesimal
spaces of the Teichmüller space Tg in view of the theory of moduli of Riemanns
surfaces. To this end, we first formulate the model of the second order infinitesimal
spaces.

Let M be a complex manifold of dimension n. Let p ∈ M . In this paper, a
model of the second order infinitesimal spaces of M at p ∈M consisting of

● collections of complex vector spaces of dimension 2n:

{Vv}v∈TpM ,{V
∗
v }v∈TpM ,{Wω}ω∈T ∗pM ,{W

∗
ω}ω∈T ∗pM ,

where V ∗v and W ∗
ω are dual spaces of Vv and Wω, respectively;

● cor ω ∈ T ∗pM , each Wω admits a complex symplectic form Ωω;
● maps : the filp Ap∶Vp → Vp, the switch Bp∶Wp → V ∗p , and the dualization
Cω ∶Wω →W ∗

ω , where

Vp = {(v,X) ∣ v ∈ TpM,X ∈ Vv},

V ∗p = {(v,Z) ∣ v ∈ TpM,Z ∈ V ∗v },

Wp = {(ω,Ω) ∣ ω ∈ T
∗
pM,Ω ∈Wω};

● Commutative diagrams. In each diagram, horizontal lines are all exact. :

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM
viM ∶v
ÐÐÐÐ→ TvTM

DΠM
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

∥ Φv

×
×
×
Ö

∥

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM
viv
ÐÐÐÐ→ Vv

Dprv
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗vTM
vpM ∶v
ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

∥ Φ†
v

×
×
×
Ö

∥

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
pr∗v
ÐÐÐÐ→ V ∗v

vpv
ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
vi†

M ∶ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ TωT

∗M
DΠ†

M
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

∥ Ψω

×
×
×
Ö

∥

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
vi†ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ Wω

Dpr†ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

43
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0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
(Π†

M
)
∗

ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗ωT
∗M

vp†
M ∶ω

ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

∥ Ψ†
ω

×
×
×
Ö

∥

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ T ∗pM
pr†,∗ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ W ∗

ω

vp†ω
ÐÐÐÐ→ TpM ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

(Notice that in each commutative diagram, the vertical map in the middle
is (automatically) an isomorphism).

with the properties that

(1) Φ†
v and Ψ†

ω are duals of Φv and Ψω, respectively. Namely,

PTM(V1, V2) = PVv(Φv(V1),Φ
†
v(V2))

PT ∗M(Ω1,Ω2) = PWω(Ψω(Ω1),Ψ
†
ω(Ω2))

for V1 ∈ TvTM , V2 ∈ T
∗
vTM , Ω1 ∈ TωT

∗M and Ω2 ∈ T
∗
ωT
∗M , where PVv

(resp. PWω
) is the dual pairing between Vv and V ∗v (resp. Wω and W ∗

ω);
(2) Ap ○Ap = idVp ;
(3) for V ∈ Vv. if u =Dprv(V ), Ap(V ) ∈ Vu and Dpru ○Ap(V ) = v;
(4) let v ∈ TpM and V ∈ Vv. Set u = Dprv(V ). For any surjective C-linear

mappings Lu∶Vu → TpM and Lv ∶Vv → TpM with Lu ○ viu = Lv ○ viv =
idTpM , Lu ○Ap(V ) = Lv(V );

(5) when p varies, the derivative of the pairing function PM on TM ⊕T ∗M in
the direction (V1, V2) ∈ TvTTM ⊕ TωT

∗M at (v,ω) ∈ TM ⊕ T ∗M satisfies

DPM ∣(v,ω)[V1, V2] = PVu(Ap(V1),Bp(V2))

where u =Dprv(V1) =Dpr
†
ω(V2); and

(6) for Ω1, Ω2 ∈ TωT
∗M ,

PWω(Ψω(Ω1),Cω(Ψω(Ω2))) = 2Ωω(Ψω(Ω2),Ψω(Ω1)).

In our case, M = Tg and we will denote the model spaces by

Vv = T[Y ][U] = TDol[Y ] [U] = T
Bel
[ν] [U]

V ∗v = T
†
[Y ]
[U]

Wω =H
1
(U ,Lq0)

W ∗
ω =H

1,†
(U ,Lq0)

for p = x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg, v = [Y ] = [ν] ∈ H
1(U ,ΘM0) = Tx0Tg, ω = q0 ∈ Qx0 and an

appropriate covering U of M0, defined at Definition 3, Definition 6, Definition 7,
§5.5, §5.6, and §5.7 later. Models of pairings PTT and P† are defined in §5.5.1 and
§5.7.2. The model of the holomorphic symplectic form ωQg is given in §5.7.3 by
reformulating Kawai’s symplectic form ([34]) in our setting.

5.2. Lie bracket and Lie derivative

Let (U, z) be an analytic coordinate chart of M0 and p, q ∈ N ∪ {0}. For ξ ∈
H0(U,A0,p(ΘM0)), η ∈ H

0(U,A0,q(ΘM0)), we define the Lie bracket of ξ1 and ξ2
by

(5.2.1) [ξ, η] = (ξ(z)ηz(z) − ξz(z)η(z))dz
p+q
⊗ ∂z ∈H

0
(U,A0,p+q

(ΘM0))
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(cf. [43, p.265]). For ξ, η ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(ΘM0)), we can see that

∂[ξ, η] = [∂ξ, η] + [ξ, ∂η] ∈ Γ(U,A0,1
(ΘM0)).

For p ≥ 0 and r, s ∈ Z, we define the Lie derivative

L⋅(⋅)∶Γ(U,A
0,r
(Ω⊗pM0

)) ⊕ Γ(U,A0,s
(ΘM0)) → Γ(U,A0,r+s

(Ω⊗pM0
))

by

(5.2.2) Lξ(ω)(z)dz
pdzr+s = (ξ(z)ωz(z) + p ξz(z)ω(z))dz

pdzr+s,

where ω = ω(z)dzpdzr and ξ = ξ(z)
dzs

dz
. We often use the following formula in the

following argument: For Q ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(Ω⊗2M0
)) and ξ, η ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(ΩM0)),

∂Lξ(Q) = L∂ξ(Q) +Lξ(∂Q)(5.2.3)

Lξ(ηQ) = Lη(ξQ) = ∂(ξηQ)(5.2.4)

Lξ(ηQ) − ξLη(Q) + [ξ, η]Q = 0(5.2.5)

Lξ(Lη(Q)) −Lη(Lξ(Q)) = L[ξ,η](Q).(5.2.6)

Convention 3. As discussed in Convention 2, for µ ∈ Γ(U,A0,1(ΘM)) and
Q ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(Ω⊗2M )), we set

µQ = µ(z)Q(z)dz ∧ dz.

For ξ, η ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(ΘM)), µ ∈ Γ(U,A
0,1(ΘM)) and Q ∈ Γ(U,A

0,0(Ω⊗2M )), ξQ =
ξ(z)Q(z)dz ∈ Γ(U,A0,0(ΩM)) and

ξµQ = µξQ = ξ(z)µ(z)Q(z)dz ∈ Γ(U,A0,1
).

Hence

d(ξQ) = ∂(ξQ) = (ξz(z)Q(z) + ξQz(z))dz ∧ dz = (∂ξ)Q + ξ(∂Q)(5.2.7)

d(ξµQ) = ∂(ξµQ) = (ξzµQ + ξµzQ + ξµQz)dz ∧ dz = −Lξ(µQ)(5.2.8)

Lξ(µQ) − µLξ(Q) + [µ, ξ]Q = 0(5.2.9)

5.3. Model spaces of T[Y ]TTg

Let M0 be a closed Riemann surface of genus g. In this section, we fix a locally
finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I of M0.

5.3.1. Operators. For X = {Xij}i,j∈I , Y = {Yij}i,j∈I ∈ Z
1(U ,ΘM0), we define

(the bilinarization of) the primary obstruction ζ(X,Y ) ∈ Z2(U ,ΘM0) for X and Y
by

ζ(X,Y )ijk =
1

2
([Xij , Yjk] + [Yij ,Xjk])

on Ui ∩Uj ∩Uk (cf. [43, §5.1]). By definition,

ζ(X,Y ) = ζ(Y,X)

for X, Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). We also define

S∶C0
(U ,A0,0

(ΘM0)) ⊕Z
1
(U ,ΘM0) → C1

(U ,ΘM0)

K,K ′∶C0
(U ,A0,0

(ΘM0)) ⊕Z
1
(U ,ΘM0) → C1

(U ,ΘM0)
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by

S(ξ, Y )ij =
1

2
[ξi + ξj , Yij]

K(α,Y )ij = [αi, Yij]

K ′(α,Y )ij = [αj , Yij].

Then, for α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0),

δ(S(α,Y )) = ζ(δα,Y ) = ζ(Y, δα)(5.3.1)

K(α,Y ) = −
1

2
[∂α,Y ] + S(α,Y ).(5.3.2)

K ′(α,Y ) =
1

2
[∂α,Y ] + S(α,Y ).(5.3.3)

(cf. [43, §5.1]). For X = {Xij}i,j∈I ∈ C
1(U ,ΘM0), we set

(5.3.4) X∗ = {Xji}i,j∈I .

5.3.2. Model spaces TY [U] for Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). Henceforth, we fix a 1-
cocycle Y = {Yij} ∈ Z

1(U ,ΘM0). We consider the following C-linear maps

DY
0 ∶C

0
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2
→ Z1

(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C
1
(U ,ΘM0)(5.3.5)

DY
1 ∶Z

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C

1
(U ,ΘM0) → C1

(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C
2
(U ,ΘM0)(5.3.6)

defined by

DY
0 (α,β) = (δα, δβ +K(α,Y ))(5.3.7)

DY
1 (X, Ẏ ) = (Ẏ + Ẏ

∗
+ [X,Y ], δ (Ẏ +

1

2
[X,Y ]) − ζ(X,Y )) ,(5.3.8)

where α = {αi}i, β = {βi}i ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0), X = {Xij}, Y = {Yij} ∈ Z

1(U ,ΘM0),

Ẏ = {Ẏij}i,j ∈ C
1(U ,ΘM0) and

[X,Y ] = {[Xij , Yij]}i,j ∈ C
1
(U ,ΘM0).

We claim

Lemma 5.3.1. DY
1 ○D

Y
0 = 0.

Proof. Let α = {αi}i, β = {βi}i ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0). The (i, j)-component of the

first coordinate of DY
1 ○D

Y
0 (α,β) satisifes

(βj − βi) + [αi, Yij] + (βi − βj) + [αj , Yji] + [αj − αi, Yij] = 0.

From (b) of Proposition 6.1.1 and (5.3.1), the (i, j, k)-component of the second
coordinate of DY

1 ○D
Y
0 (α,β) satisfies

[αi, Yij] + [αj , Yjk] + [αk, Yki]

+
1

2
[αj − αi, Yij] +

1

2
[αk − αj , Yjk] +

1

2
[αi − αk, Yki] − ζ(δα,Y )

= S(α,Y )ij + S(α,Y )jk + S(α,Y )ki − δ(S(α,Y ))ijk = 0

which implies what we wanted. □
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Definition 1 (Model spaces for cocycles). The model space of the double tan-
gent space for a cocycle Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0) by

TY [U] = ker(DY
1 )/Im(D

Y
0 ).

We denote by ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
the equivalence class of (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY

1 ) in TY [U].

5.3.3. Vertical spaces in the model space. We discuss the vertical spaces
in the model space.

Definition 2 (Vertical spaces). The vertical spaces TVY [U] in TY [U] is defined
by

TVY [U] = {⟦X, Ẏ ⟧Y ∈ TY ∣ [X] = 0 in H1(U ,ΘM0)}(5.3.9)

Proposition 5.3.1 (Vertical space). The verical space TVY [U] is canonically
isomorphic to H1(U ,ΘM0). Indeed,

(5.3.10) viTY ∶T
V
Y [U] ∋ ⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧Y ↦ [Ẏ −K(α,Y )] ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

is a well-defined C-linear isomorphism, where α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0).

Proof. We will show that Let ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TVY [U]. Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY

1 ) be a

representative of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
. By definition, X = δα for some α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Hence,

0 = δ(Ẏ +
1

2
[X,Y ]) − ζ(X,Y ) = δ(Ẏ −K(α,Y ))

and

(Ẏ −K(α,Y ))ji = Ẏji − [αj , Yji] = −Ẏij − [δα,Yij] + [αj , Yij]

= −(Ẏij − [αi, Yij]) = −(Ẏ −K(α,Y ))ij .

Hence, Ẏ −K(α,Y ) ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0).

Let (δα′, Ẏ ′) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) be another representative of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈ TY [U]. Since

(δα− δα′, Ẏ − Ẏ ′) is trivial in TY [U], from the definition of the model space, there

are β, γ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that δα − δα′ = δγ and Ẏ − Ẏ ′ = δβ +K(γ, Y ). Since

M0 admits no non-trivial holomorphic vector field, γ = α − α′. Hence Ẏ − Ẏ ′ =
δβ +K(α − α′, Y ), which is equivalent to

(Ẏ −K(α,Y )) − (Ẏ ′ −K(α′, Y )) = δβ.

This means that the map (5.3.10) is well-defined.

Suppose ⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧
Y
is in the kernel of viTY . Then, Ẏ −K(α,Y ) = δβ for some β,

and

(δα, Ẏ ) = (δα, δβ +K(α,Y )) =DY
0 (α,β).

Therefore ⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧
Y
= 0 in TY [U]. Hence viTY is injective.

For [W ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0), (0,W ) ∈ ker(D
Y
1 ) and viTY (⟦0,W ⟧Y ) = [W ]. Therefore,

viTY is a C-linear isomorphism. □
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5.3.4. Model space T[Y ][U] for [Y ] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0). We shall check the fol-
lowing.

Proposition 5.3.2. For β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), a linear isomorphism on Z1(U ,ΘM0)⊕

C1(U ,ΘM0) defined by

(5.3.11) L̃β;Y (X, Ẏ ) = (X, Ẏ +K
′
(β,X))

descends to an isomorphism Lβ;Y from TY [U] and TY +δβ[U]. Furthermore, the
isomorphism Lβ;Y maps TVY [U] onto TVY +δβ[U].

Proof. From the definition, if L̃β;Y descends to the linear map from TY [U]
and TY +δβ[U], the linear map sends the vertical space in TY [U] to that in TY +δ[U].
Hence, we only check the descendant of L̃β;Y .

Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ). Then,

(Ẏij + [βj ,Xij]) + (Ẏji + [βi,Xji]) + [Xij , Yij + δβ]

= Ẏij + [βj ,Xij] + Ẏji − [βi,Xij] + [Xij , Yij] + [Xij , βj − βi]

= Ẏij + Ẏji + [Xij , Yij] = 0

for i, j ∈ I. From (5.3.1), we have

δ (
1

2
[X,δβ]) − ζ(X,δβ) = δ (

1

2
[X,δβ] − S(β,X)) = −δ (

1

2
[δβ,X] + S(β,X))

= −δK ′(β,Y ).

Therefore, we obtain

δ (Ẏ +K ′(β,Y ) +
1

2
[X,Y + δβ]) − ζ(X,Y + δβ)

= δ (Ẏ +
1

2
[X,Y ]) − ζ(X,Y ) = 0.

Therefore, L̃β;Y (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(D
Y +δβ
1 ).

Assume (X, Ẏ ) ∈ Im(DY
0 ). Then, X = δα and Ẏ = δγ +K(α,Y ) for some α,

γ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Since

(Ẏ +K ′(β,X))ij = γj − γi + [αi, Yij] + [βj , αj − αi]

= γj − γi + [αi, Yij + βj − βi] + [βj , αj] − [βi, αi]

= (γj + [βj , αj]) − (γi + [βi, αi]) + [αi, Yij + βj − βi].

we have

Ẏ +K ′(β,Y ) = δ(γ + [β,α]) +K(α,Y + δβ),

which means L̃β;Y (X, Ẏ ) ∈ Im(D
Y +δβ
0 ). Therefore, the map (5.3.11) descends to

a C-linear map Lβ;Y from TY [U] → TY +δβ[U]. Since L̃−β;Y ○ L̃β;Y = id, Lβ;Y is
isomorphic. □

Definition 3 (Model space and Vertical space for cohomology classes). For
β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), we identify TY [U] and TY +δβ[U] by Lβ;Y . This identification is
well-defined since Lβ′;Y +δβ ○Lβ;Y = Lβ′+β;Y for β, β′ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). This procedure
makes a C-vector space T[Y ][U]. We call the space T[Y ][U] the model space of

the double tangent space at [Y ] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0). We also define the vertical space
TV
[Y ][U] in the same manner.
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We denote by ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U] the equivalence class of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧Y ∈ TY [U]. In
§8.2, we will show that TY [U] and T[Y ][U] are naturally identified with the tangent

space to the tangent bundle over Tg at the tangent vector [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0).

Remark 5.3.1 (Sum on the model). From the definition, for the additive op-
eration on T[Y ][U],

a ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] + b ⟦X
′, Ẏ ′⟧[Y ] = ⟦Z, Ẇ ⟧[Y ]

if Z = aX + bX ′ and Ẇ = aẎ + bẎ ′, where a, b ∈ C, (X, Ẏ ), (X ′, Ẏ ′) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) are

representatives of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
and ⟦X ′, Ẏ ′⟧

Y
for fixed Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0), respectively.

5.3.5. Vertical space and Cohomology group. Since

((Ẏ +K ′(β, δα) −K(α,Y + δβ))
ij
= Ẏ + [βj , αj − αi] − [αi, Y ] − [αi, βj − βi]

= (Ẏ −K(α,Y )) + δ({[βi, αi]}i∈I)

for α, β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), from Propositions 5.3.1 and 5.3.2, we obtain a C-linear
isomorphism

(5.3.12) viT[Y ]∶T
V
[Y ][U] ∋ ⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ↦ [Ẏ −K(α,Y )] ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

which satisfies the following commutative diagram:

(5.3.13)

TVY [U]
viTY
ÐÐÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

≅
×
×
×
Ö

∥

TV
[Y ][U] ÐÐÐÐ→

viT[Y ]
H1(U ,ΘM0),

where the left vertical arrow is the natural identification in Definition 3. The inverse
of the map viT[Y ] is

(5.3.14)
H1(U ,ΘM0) ÐÐÐÐ→ TV

[Y ][U]

[Ẏ ] ÐÐÐÐ→ ⟦0, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] .

5.4. Dolbeaut type presentation of Double tangent spaces

Throughout this section, we assume that a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I
satisfies H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I. In this case

C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))
−∂

ÐÐÐÐ→ C0(U ,A0,1(ΘM0))

is surjective (cf. [43, Theorem 3.13]). This section deals with two presentations
of the double tangent spaces by complex (−1,1)-forms. The first presentation is
defined with respecting to the cohomology presentations of the basepoint. The
second is defined with the presentation by the Beltrami differential of the basepoint.
The first presentation is a mediator for connecting between the space T[Y ][U] and
the second presentation.
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5.4.1. Dolbeault type presentations for cocycles. In the following dia-
gram, we abbreviate Ck(U ,S ), Zk(U ,S ), ΘM0 andA

p,q(ΘM0) to C
k(S ), Zk(S ),

Θ and Ap,qΘ for simplicity. The exact sequence (3.3.1) leads the following commu-
tative diagram:

C0(Θ)⊕2
ι⊕ι
ÐÐ→ C0(A

0,0
Θ )

⊕2 (−∂)⊕(−∂)
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ C0(A

0,1
Θ )

⊕2

DY
0

×
×
×
Ö

DY ;0
0

×
×
×
Ö

DY ;1
0

×
×
×
Ö

Z1(Θ) ⊕C1(Θ)
ι⊕ι
ÐÐ→ Z1(A

0,0
Θ ) ⊕C

1(A
0,0
Θ )

(−∂)⊕(−∂)
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ Z1(A

0,1
Θ ) ⊕C

1(A
0,1
Θ )

DY
1

×
×
×
Ö

DY ;0
1

×
×
×
Ö

C1(Θ) ⊕C2(Θ)
ι⊕ι
ÐÐ→ C1(A

0,0
Θ ) ⊕C

2(A
0,0
Θ ),

where the C-linear maps DY ;0
0 , DY ;0

1 , and DY ;1
0 are natural extensions of DY

0 and
DY

1 (defined in (5.3.7) and (5.3.8)) with notation in §5.2:

DY ;0
0 (α,β) = (δα, δβ +K(α,Y ))(5.4.1)

DY ;0
1 (ξ, η̇) = (η̇ + η̇∗ + [ξ, Y ], δ (η̇ +

1

2
[ξ, Y ]) − ζ(ξ, Y )) ,(5.4.2)

where α, β ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)), ξ ∈ Z
1(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) and η̇ ∈ C

1(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)).

Since the map (−∂)⊕(−∂) at the right in the first line of the diagram is surjective,
we have an exact sequence

(5.4.3)
ker(DY ;0

0 )
(−∂)⊕(−∂)
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ ker(DY ;1

0 )

D0
Ð→ TY [U]

ι⊕ι
ÐÐ→ ker(DY ;0

1 )/Im(DY ;0
0 ),

where D0 is the connecting homomorphism. We claim

Lemma 5.4.1. ker(DY ;0
1 )/Im(DY ;0

0 ) = {0}.

Proof. Let (Ξ,H) ∈ ker(DY ;0
1 ). By definition,

Hij +Hji + [Ξij , Yij] = 0

δ (H +
1

2
[Ξ, Y ]) − ζ(Ξ, Y ) = 0

for i, j ∈ I. Let ξ ∈ C0(A
0,0
Θ ) with δξ = Ξ. Since ζ(Ξ, Y ) = δ(S(ξ, Y )), from (5.3.1)

and (5.3.2), the above two equations imply that H − K(ξ, Y ) ∈ Z1(A
0,0
Θ ). Take

ξ′ ∈ C0(A
0,0
Θ ) with δξ

′ =H −K(ξ, Y ). Then,

DY ;0
0 (ξ, ξ′) = (δξ, δξ′ +K(ξ, Y )) = (Ξ,H),

which means (Ξ,H) ∈ Im(DY ;0
0 ). □

Definition 4 (Dolbeault type presentation for cocycle). We call the quotient
space

(5.4.4) TDolY [U] = ker(D
Y ;1
0 )/(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ker(DY ;0

0 )).

the Dolbeault type presentation of the model space for cocycle Y .
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Remark 5.4.1. Though the connecting homomorphism D0 might not be de-
fined for arbitrary coverings, we also define

TDolY [U] = ker(D
Y ;1
0 )/(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ker(DY ;0

0 ))

for an (arbitrary) locally finite covering on M0.

From (5.4.3) and Lemma 5.4.1, we obtain the following (cf. (3.3.2)).

Theorem 5.4.1 (Dolbeault type presentation of model space). Under the above
notation, the connecting homomorphism D0 leads the isomorphism from TDolY [U]

onto TY [U].

For (µ, ν̇) ∈ ker(DY ;1
0 ), we denote by jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
the equivalence class of (µ, ν̇) in

TDolY [U].
For the record, we notice the following:

● The kernels ker(D′′1 ) and ker(D′0) are

ker(DY ;1
0 ) = {(µ, ν̇) ∈H0

(U ,A0,1
(ΘM0)) ⊕C

0
(U ,A0,1

(ΘM0)) ∣ δν̇ + [µ,Y ] = 0}

ker(DY ;0
0 ) = {(ξ, η̇) ∈H0

(U ,A0,0
(ΘM0)) ⊕C

0
(U ,A0,0

(ΘM0)) ∣ δη̇ + [ξ, Y ] = 0},

where [µ,Y ] = {[µ,Yij]}i,j∈I and [ξ, Y ] = {[ξi, Yij]}i,j∈I .

● D0(jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
if and only if there are ξ, η̇ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))

such that

(µ, ν̇) = (−∂ξ,−∂η̇)

(X, Ẏ ) = (δξ, δη̇ +K(ξ, Y )).

We notice the following.

Proposition 5.4.1. Fix η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη = Y . For (µ1, ν̇1),

(µ2, ν̇2) ∈ ker(DY ;1
0 ), (µ1, ν̇1) and (µ2, ν̇2) are equivalent in the quotient space

TDolY [U] if and only if there is α, β ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) such that

(1) µ1 = µ2 − ∂α; and

(2) (ν̇1)i = (ν̇2)i + ∂[α, ηi] + ∂β on Ui for i ∈ I.

Proof. Suppose (1) and (2) hold. Since

([α, ηj] + β) − ([α, ηi] + β) + [−α,Yij] = 0

on Ui ∩ Uj , (−α,{[α, ηi] + β}i∈I) ∈ ker(D
Y ;0
0 ). Therefore, (µ1, ν̇1) and (µ2, ν̇2) are

equivalent in TDolY [U].
Suppose (µ1, ν̇1) and (µ2, ν̇2) are equivalent in TDolY [U]. Then, there are α ∈

Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) and γ ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) such that µ1 = µ2 − ∂α, ν̇1 = ν̇2 − ∂γ
and

(5.4.5) δγ +K(α,Y ) = 0.

Since δη = Y ,
0 = γj − γi + [α, ηj] − [α, ηi]

on Ui ∩Uj . This means that
β = −γi − [α, ηi]

on Ui becomes a global smooth vector field on M0 and satisfies

∂β = (ν̇1)i − (ν̇2)i − ∂[α, ηi]

on Ui. □
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5.4.2. Vertical spaces in the Dolbeaut type presentation for cocycle.
We discuss the Dolbeaut type presentation of the vertical space of the model space.

Definition 5 (Vertical spaces in the Dolbeaut type presentation). The vertical

spaces TDol,VY [U] in TDolY [U] is defined by

TDol,VY [U] = {jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
∈ TDolY ∣ [µ] = 0 in Tx0Tg}.(5.4.6)

Proposition 5.4.2 (Connecting isomorphism and vertical spaces). Let U =
{Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering of M0 with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Then, the
connecting isomorphism

D0∶TDolY [U] → TY [U]
induces an isomorphism between the vertical spaces.

Proof. Let jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
∈ TDolY [U]. Suppose D0(jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
) = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈ TY . By

the definition of the connecting homomorphism, there are α, β ∈ C0(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0))

such that ∂αi = −µ, ∂βi = −ν̇i for i ∈ I, δα =X and δβ +K(α,Y ) = Ẏ .

Assume first that jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
∈ TDol,VY [U]. Since [µ] = 0, there is a section γ ∈

Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) such that ∂γ = −µ. We define ξ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) by ξi = αi − γ on

Ui for i ∈ I. Then, δξ =X, and hence[X] = 0. This means that ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TVY [U].

Conversely, suppose ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TVY . Then, there is ξ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that

δξ = X.Hence, γ = α − ξ defines a global smooth vector field on M0 with ∂γ = −µ.

This means that [µ] = 0 and jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
∈ TDol,VY [U].

Thus we conclude that D0(TDol,VY [U]) = TVY [U], and the vertical spaces are
isomorphic via the connecting isomorphism D0. □

5.4.3. Dolbeault type presentations for cohomology classes. We start
with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4.2. For β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), a linear isomorphism on C0(U ,A0,1
Θ )

⊕2

defined by

(5.4.7) L̃
Dol
β;Y (µ, ν̇) = (µ, ν̇ − [µ,β])

descends to an isomorphism LDolβ;Y from TDolY [U] to TDolY +δβ[U]. Furthermore, if a

locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I of M0 satisfies H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Then,
LDolβ;Y preserves the vertical spaces, and satisfies the following commutative diagram:

(5.4.8)

TDolY [U]
D0
ÐÐÐÐ→ TY [U]

L
Dol
β;Y

×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
Lβ;Y

TDolY +δβ[U]
D0
ÐÐÐÐ→ TY +δβ[U]

Proof. First we check L̃Dolβ;Y descends to a map from TDolY [U] to TDolY +δβ[U].

Let (µ, ν̇) ∈ ker(DY ;1
0 ) and (µ̃, ˜̇ν) = L̃Dolβ;Y (µ, ν̇). Then,

˜̇νj − ˜̇νi + [µ̃, Yij + βj − βi] = (ν̇j + ∂[ξj , βj]) − (ν̇i + ∂[ξi, βi]) + [µ,Yij] + [µ,βj] − [µ,βi]

= −[µ,βj] + [µ,βi] + [µ,βj] − [µ,βi] = 0.

Hence, (µ̃, ˜̇ν) ∈ ker(DY +δβ;1
0 ).
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Suppose that (µ, ν̇) ∈ Im((−∂) ⊕ (−∂)). There are ξ ∈ H0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) and

η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) such that µi = −∂ξi, ν̇i = −∂η̇i and

η̇j − η̇i + [ξ, Yij] = 0

for i, j ∈ I. Let ξ̃ = ξ and η̃ = η̇ − [ξ, β]. Then

η̃j − η̃i + [ξ̃, Yij + βj − βi] = (η̇j − [ξj , βj]) − (η̇i − [ξi, βi]) + [ξ, Yij + βj − βi] = 0

(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ξ̃, η̃)i = (−∂ξ̃i,−∂η̃i) = (−∂ξi,−∂η̇i − [−∂ξi, βi])

= (µi, ν̇i − [µ,βi]) = L̃
Dol
β;Y (µ, ν̇)i

for i ∈ I. Hence L̃Dolβ;Y (µ, ν̇) ∈ Im((−∂)⊕(−∂)). Since L̃
Dol
−β;Y +δβ ○ L̃

Dol
β;Y is the identity

map, L̃Dolβ;Y descends a C-linear isomorphism LDolβ;Y ∶TDolY [U] → TDolY +δβ[U].

Next, we check the diagram (5.4.8) is commute in the case whereH1(Ui,ΘM0) =

0 for i ∈ I. Let (µ, ν̇) ∈ ker(DY ;1
0 ), and ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
= D0(jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
). Then, there are ξ,

η̇ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0) such that

(µi, ν̇i) = (−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ξ, η̇)i = (−∂ξi,−∂η̇i)

Xij = ξj − ξi

Ẏij = η̇j − η̇i + [ξi, Yij]

for i, j ∈ I. Let ξ̃ = ξ and η̃ = η̇ − [ξ, β]. Then, for β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0),

(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ξ̃, η̃)i = (−∂ξ̃i,−∂η̃i) = (µi, ν̇i − [µi, βi]) = L̃
Dol
β;Y (µ, ν̇)i

ξ̃j − ξ̃i = ξj − ξi =Xij

η̃j − η̃i + [ξ̃i, Yij + βj − βi] = (η̇j − [ξj , βj]) − (η̇i − [ξi, βi]) + [ξi, Yij + βj − βi]

= η̇j − η̇i + [ξi, Yij] − [ξj , βj] + [ξi, βj]

= Ẏij +K
′
(β,X)ij .

This implies that the connecting homomorphism D0 sends the equivalence class
of L̃Dolβ;Y (µ, ν̇) in TDolY +δβ[U] to that of L̃β;Y (X, Ẏ ) in TY +δβ[U]. This means that

the diagram (5.4.8) is commute. From Proposition 5.4.2, the isomorphism LDolβ;Y

preserves the vertical spaces. □

Definition 6 (Model space and Vertical space for cohomology classes). For
β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), we identify TDolY [U] and TDolY +δβ[U] by L

Dol
β;Y . The identified C-

vector space TDol
[Y ] [U] is called the Dolbeault type presentation of the model space of

the double tangent space at [Y ] ∈H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg. We also define the vertical

space TDol,V
[Y ]

[U] in the same manner.

From Lemma 5.4.2, we have

Corollary 5.4.1. The connecting homomorphism D0 induces an isomorphism

D0∶TDol[Y ] [U] → T[Y ][U]

which respects the vertical spaces.



54 5. MODELS OF SPACES AND PAIRINGS

5.4.4. Vertical spaces and Tangent spaces. Fix η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))

with δη = Y . From Proposition 5.4.1 and Lemma 5.4.2,

(5.4.9) viT[Y ]∶T
Dol,V
[Y ]

[U] ∋ k−∂α, ν̇p
cycl

[Y ] ↦ [{ν̇i − ∂[α, ηi]}i∈I] ∈ Tx0Tg

is a well-defined C-linear mapping which satisfies the following diagram:

(5.4.10)

TDol,VY [U]
viTY
ÐÐÐÐ→ Tx0Tg

≅
×
×
×
Ö

∥

TDol,V
[Y ]

[U] ÐÐÐÐ→
viT[Y ]

Tx0Tg,

since δ(η + β) = Y + δβ for β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). The inverse of the map viT[Y ] is

(5.4.11)
Tx0Tg ÐÐÐÐ→ TV

[Y ][U]

[ν̇] ÐÐÐÐ→ j0, ν̇o
cycl

[Y ] .

5.4.5. Dolbeaut type presentation in terms of Beltrami differentials.
In this section, we discuss the presentation of the double tangent space in terms
of Beltrami differentials. The construction is almost same as that of the Dolbeaut
presentation for cohomology classes.

Let [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0). For η ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη = Y , we set

ZBelη [U] = {(µ, ν̇) ∈H
0
(U ,A0,1

(ΘM0)) ⊕C
0
(U ,A0,1

(ΘM0)) ∣ δ(ν̇ + [µ, η]) = 0}

BBelη [U] = {(ξ, ζ) ∈H
0
(U ,A0,0

(ΘM0)) ⊕C
0
(U ,A0,0

(ΘM0)) ∣ δ(ζ + [ξ, η]) = 0},

where [µ, η] = {[µ, ηi]}i∈I and [ξ, η] = {[ξ, ηi]}i∈I . We notice that as subspaces of
H0(U ,A0,1(ΘM0))⊕C

0(U ,A0,1(ΘM0)) andH
0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))⊕C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)),

the above spaces ZBelη [U] and BBelη [U] coincide with the spaces ker(DY ;1
0 ) and

ker(DY ;0
0 ) defined in §5.4.1, respectively.

The linear map

(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)∶BBelη [U] → ZBelη [U]

is well-defined. Indeed, for (ξ, ζ) ∈ BBelη [U], let (µ, ν̇) = (−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(ξ, ζ) =

(−∂ξ,−∂ζ). Then,

δ(ν̇ + [µ, η])ij = (ν̇j + [µ, ηj]) − (ν̇i + [µ, ηi])

= −∂(ξj − ξi) − [∂ξ, ηj − ηi]) = −∂ ((ξj − ξi) + [ξ, Yij])

= −∂ ((ξj + [ξ, ηj] − (ξi + [ξ, ηi])) = 0

for i, j ∈ I. We define

(5.4.12) TBelη [U] = Z
Bel
η [U]/(−∂) ⊕ (−∂)(B

Bel
η [U]).

We denote by jµ, ν̇o
η
∈ TBelη [U] the equivalence class of (µ, ν̇) ∈ ZBelη [U]. By

definition, there is a canonical identification

(5.4.13) TDolY [U] ∋ jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
↦ jµ, ν̇o

η
∈ TBelη [U]

since δη = Y .
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The presentation TBelη [U] depends on the choice of η with δη = Y . Indeed, let

η′ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη
′ = Y . Then, the following diagram is commutative:

BBelη [U]
(ξ,ζ)↦(ξ,ζ+[ξ,η−η′])
ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ BBelη′ [U]

(−∂)⊕(−∂)
×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
(−∂)⊕(−∂)

ZBelη [U]
(ξ,ζ)↦(µ,ν̇+[µ,η−η′])
ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ ZBelη′ [U].

In the diagram, we notice that η−η′ defines a global vector field onM0 and ∂(δη) =

∂(δη′) = 0. Therefore, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

(5.4.14) TBelη [U] ∋ jµ, ν̇oη ↦ jµ, ν̇ + [µ, η − η
′
]o

η′ ∈ T
Bel
η′ [U].

By applying the above discussion, for β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), we can check that the

linear map L̃Dolβ;Y on C0(U ,A0,1
Θ )

⊕2 defined in (5.4.7) sends ZBelη [U] onto ZBelη+β[U],
and descend to an isomorphism

(5.4.15) TBelη [U] ∋ jµ, ν̇oη ↦ jµ, ν̇ − [µ,β]oη+β ∈ T
Bel
η+β[U].

Definition 7 (Dolbeaut presentation in terms of Beltrami differentials). Let
[ν] ∈ Tx0Tg. We define the Dolbeaut presentation of the model space in terms

of Beltrami differentials TDol
[ν] [U] as the isomorphism class of the vector spaces

{Tη[[U]}η via (5.4.14) and (5.4.15), where η runs all cochain η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))

with [−∂η] = [ν]. For jµ, ν̇o
η
∈ TBelη [U], we denote by jµ, ν̇o[ν] ∈ TBel

[ν] [U] the

equivalence class of jµ, ν̇o
η
.

Let [Y ] ∈H0(U ,ΘM0) with Tx0([Y ]) = [ν]. We notice the following.

● Two spaces TDol
[Y ] [U] and TDol

[ν] [U] are naturally isomorphic by a canonical

identification (5.4.13).
● The connecting homomorphism D0∶T[Y ][U] → TDol

[Y ] [U] discussed in Propo-

sition 5.4.2 is naturally thought of as an isomorphism

D0∶TBelη [U] → TY [U]

when η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) satisfies δη = Y .
● The vertical space in TBel

[ν] [U] is also described by the same argument as

that in §5.4.2 and (5.4.9).

5.5. Model of T ∗
[Y ]TTg and Model of the pairing

Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering on M0. Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg and
Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). We define the linear maps

DY,†
1 ∶C

0
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

)
⊕2
→ C1

(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)
⊕2

by

DY,†
1 (ψ, q) = (δψ −LY (q), δq)

where LY (q)ij = LYij(q0) for i, j ∈ I. We call

T†
Y [U] = ker(D

Y,†
1 )
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the model space of the cotangent space to the tangent bundle for a cocycle Y ∈
Z1(U ,ΘM0). Notice that the inclusion on the first coordinate

T ∗x0
Tg = QM0 =H

0
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) ∋ ψ ↦ (ψ,0) ∈ T†
Y [U]

is well-defined. We call this map the horizontal inclusion. The projection, which
we call the vertical projection, on the second coordinate

T†
Y [U] ∋ (ψ, q) ↦ q ∈ QM0 = T

∗
x0
Tg

leads the identification between the cokernel of the horizontal inclusion and QM0 .
Thus, we have the following exact sequence

(5.5.1)

0 Ð→ H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) Ð→ T†

Y [U] Ð→ H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) Ð→ 0

ψ Ð→ (ψ,0)

(ψ, q) Ð→ q

In particular, dimCT†
Y [U] = 6g−6 whenH

1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I (cf. Theorem 6.4.1
later).

To define the model space T†
[Y ]
[U] of the cotangent space to the tangent bun-

dle for [Y ] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0), we identify two spaces T†
Y [U] and T†

Y +δβ[U] for β ∈

C0(U ,ΘM0) via the C-linear isomorphism

(5.5.2) L
†
β;Y ∶T

†
Y [U] ∋ (ψ, q) → (ψ +Lβ(q), q) ∈ T

†
Y +δβ[U].

We denote by ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U] the corresponding element to (ψ, q) ∈ T†

Y [U].

From the definition, L†
β;Y commutes the horizontal inclusion. Thus, the diagram

(5.5.1) leads the following exact sequence:

(5.5.3)

0 Ð→ H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) Ð→ T†

[Y ]
[U] Ð→ H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) Ð→ 0

ψ Ð→ ⟦ψ,0⟧
†
[Y ]

⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] Ð→ q.

5.5.1. Model of Pairing between TTTg and T ∗TTg. Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a
locally finite covering. Let Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). To define the pairing between TY [U]
and T†

Y [U], we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5.1. For (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ), (ψ, q) ∈ ker(D

Y,†
1 ), and ξ ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))

with δξ =X, we define

ωij =Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq)

=Xijψi + (Ẏij + [Xij , Yij])q +LYij(ξjq).

Then, {ωij}i,j∈I ∈ C
1(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) satisfies the following

(1) ω = {ωij}i,j∈I ∈ Z
1(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)).

(2) LetA = {Ai}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) with δA = ω, and η ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))

with δη = Y . Then, ∂A − Lη(d(ξq)) = {(Ai)z − Lηi((ξi)zq)}i∈I defines an
area element on M0.
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(3) Under the notation in (2), the integral

P̃TT((X, Ẏ ), (ψ, q)) = −
1

2i
∬

M0

((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz(5.5.4)

is independent of the choice of the representatives Y of [Y ], (X, Ẏ ) in

⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
and (ψ, q) ∈ ker(DY,†

1 ) in ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ].

Proof. (1) From the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.3.1 and (5.2.5),

(δω)ijk = (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq)) + (Xjkψj − Ẏkjq +LYjk
(ξjq))

+ (Xkiψk − Ẏikq +LYki
(ξiq))

= ξi(ψk − ψi) + ξj(ψi − ψj) + ξk(ψj − ψk)

− ([ξj , Yji] + [ξk, Ykj] + [ξi, Yik])q

+LYij(ξjq) +LYjk
(ξjq) +LYki

(ξkq)

= ξiLYik
(q) + ξjLYji(q) + ξkLYkj

(q)

− ([ξj , Yji] + [ξk, Ykj] + [ξi, Yik])q

−LYji(ξjq) −LYkj
(ξkq) −LYik

(ξiq) = 0

for i, j, k ∈ I.

(2) The existence of such an A = {Ai}i∈I follows from the fact that the sheaf
A0,0(ΩM0) is fine (e.g. [43, §3.4]). Since (ξj)z = (ξi)z on Ui∩Uj , for z ∈ zj(Ui∩Uj),

(Aj)z(z) − (Ai)z(zij(z)) ∣
dzij

dz
(z)∣

2

= (Aj(z) −Ai(zij(z))
dzij

dz
(z))

z

= ((Xij(z)ψi(zij(z)) − Ẏji(z)qi(zij(z)) +LYij(ξjqj)(zij(z)))
dzij

dz
(z)))

z

= LYij((ξj)zqj)(zij(z)) ∣
dzij

dz
(z)∣

2

= Lηj((ξj)zqj)(z) −Lηi((ξi)zqi)(zij(z))) ∣
dzij

dz
(z)∣

2

,

where q = {qi}i∈I ∈H
0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) = Qx0 . This implies what we wanted.

(3) We will show that the integral is independent of the choices of

(i) A ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) with δA = ω;
(ii) η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη = Y ;
(iii) ξ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with ξ =X;
(iv) representations Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0)) in [Y ]; and

(v) representations (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧Y .

(i) The choice of A: Let A′ = {A′i}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) with δA′ = ω.

Then, A −A′ = (A(z) −A′(z))dz is a smooth 1-form on M0 and

∬
M0

((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz −∬
M0

((A′i)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz

=∬
M0

∂(Ai −A
′
i)dz ∧ dz =∬

M0

d(Aidz −A
′
idz) = 0

from the Stokes theorem.
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(ii) The choice of η: Let η′ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη
′ = Y . Then H = η′ − η ∈

H0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)). Since µ = ∂ξ ∈ H0(U ,A0,1(ΘM0)) and Hµq = H(z)µ(z)q(z)dz
is a global (0,1)-form on M0,

∬
M0

((Ai)z −Lηi(µq))dz ∧ dz −∬
M0

((Ai)z −Lη′i(µq))dz ∧ dz

=∬
M0

LH(µq)dz ∧ dz =∬
M0

(Hµq)z(z)dz ∧ dz

= −∬
M0

d ((Hµq)dz) = 0.

(iii) The choice of ξ: Let ξ′ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ
′ =X. Take A′ = {A′i}i∈I ∈

C0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) satisfying

A′jdz −A
′
idz = (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξ

′
jq))dz

for i, j ∈ I. Then, Ξ = ξ′ − ξ defines a smooth vector field on M0. Let ν = ∂η ∈
H0(U ,A0,1(ΘM0)). Define B = {Bidz}i∈I ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) by

Bidz = (A
′
i −Ai −Lηi(Ξq))dz.

Then,

(δB)ij = Bjdz −Bidz

= LYij(ξ
′
jq)dz −LYij(ξjq)dz − (Lηj(Ξq) −Lηi(Ξq))dz

= LYij(Ξq)dz −Lηj−ηi(Ξq)dz = 0.

Hence, B defines a global 1-form on M0. Notice that

d(Lηi(Ξq)dz) = d((ηiΞq)zdz) = ((ηiΞq)zz)dz ∧ dz

= (−(νΞq)z + (ηiΞzq)z)dz ∧ dz

= (−(νΞq)z +Lηi(Ξzq))dz ∧ dz.

Therefore, we obtain

d(Bidz) = d((A
′
i −Ai −Lηi(Ξq))dz)

= ((A′i)z − (Ai)z + (νΞq)z −Lηi(Ξzq))dz ∧ dz

= ((A′i)z −Lηi((ξ
′
i)zq))dz ∧ dz − ((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz + (νΞq)zdz ∧ dz

= ((A′i)z −Lηi((ξ
′
i)zq))dz ∧ dz − ((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz − d((νΞq)dz)

for i ∈ I. This means that

∬
M0

((A′i)z −Lηi((ξ
′
i)zq))dz ∧ dz −∬

M0

((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz

=∬
M0

d(Bidz + (νΞq)dz) = 0.

(iv) The choice of Y in [Y ]: Take A ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) and the cocycle ω for
Y as the statement. Let β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). From Proposition 5.3.2 and (5.5.2), for

Y + δβ, the representatives of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] and ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] are (X, Ẏ +K

′(β,X)) and
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(ψ + Lβ(q), q) respectively. Hence, from (5.2.4) and (5.2.5), the cocycle ω′ which
we consider here should be

ω′ijdz =Xij(ψi +Lβi(q))dz − (Ẏji + [βi,Xji])qdz +LYij+βj−βi(ξjq)dz

= (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq) +XijLβi(q) − [βi,Xji]q +Lβj−βi(ξjq))dz

= (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq) +Lβj(ξjq) −Lβi(ξiq))dz.

From (i) and (ii), we may take A′ = {A′idz}i∈I = {Aidz + Lβi(ξiq)dz}i∈I . In this
case, the integrand becomes

((A′i)z −Lηi+βi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz = ((Ai +Lβi(ξiq))z −Lηi+βi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz

= ((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz,

which implies the integral does not change.

(v) The choice of (X, Ẏ ) in ker(DY
1 ): Take A ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) and the

cocycle ω for Y as the statement. Let α, β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). We consider (X ′, Ẏ ′) =

(X, Ẏ ) +DY
0 (α,β). In this case, the cocycle ω′ which we consider here is

ω′ijdz = (Xij + αj − αi)ψidz − (Ẏji + βi − βj + [αj , Yji])qdz +LYij((ξj + αj)q)dz

= (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq) + (αjψj − αiψi + βiq − βjq

−αjLYij(q) − [αj , Yij]qdz +LYij(αjq))dz

= (Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq))dz + (αjψj − βjq)dz − (αiψi − βiq)dz

from (5.2.5). Therefore, from (i) and (ii), we may take A′ = {A′i}i∈I defined by

A′idz = Aidz + (αiψi − βiq)dz

for i ∈ I. Then, δA′ = ω′ and the integrand satisfies

((A′i)z −Lηi((ξj + αj)zq))dz ∧ dz = (Ai −Lηi((ξi)zq)dz ∧ dz

and the integral does not change. □

Definition 8 (Model of the pairing). Let [Y ] ∈ H0(U ,ΘM0). The model of
the pairing

PTT∶T[Y ][U] ⊕T†
[Y ]
[U] → C

is defined by

PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = P̃TT ((X, Ẏ ), (ψ, q)) .

Notice in the calculation that we first fix a representative Y in [Y ], and take

representatives (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] and (ψ, q) ∈ ker(D

Y,†
1 ) of ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ].

We claim the non-degeneracy of the model of the pairing. It can be also de-
duced from the presentation of the model of the pairing under the trivialization (cf.
Theorem 6.4.1).

Proposition 5.5.1. When the locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I satisfies
H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I, the model of the pairing PTT is non-degenerate.

Proof. Let ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U]. Suppose

PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = 0
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for all ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U]. We will conclude ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] = 0.

Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) be a representative of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] and a representative

(ψ, q) ∈ ker(DY,†
1 ) of ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ]. We take ξ, η, A, and ω as Lemma 5.5.1.

When q = 0, from the definition, ψ = {ψi}i∈I ∈H
1(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) and

(5.5.5) ωij =Xijψ

for i, j ∈ I. This means that

0 = PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ,0⟧
†
[Y ]) = −

1

2i
∬

M0

(Ai)z(z)dz ∧ dz

= −πRes([{Xijψ}i,j∈I])

(cf. §3.3.3). Since the residue defines a non-degenerate pairing, we have [X] = 0
in H0(U ,ΘM0). Therefore, there is α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) with δα = X. In this case, we
may assume ξ = α from (3) of Lemma 5.5.1. From (5.2.5) and (5.3.8),

ωij = (αj − αi)ψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(αjq)(5.5.6)

= (αj − αi)ψi − Ẏjiq + αjLYij(q) − [αj , Yij]q

= αj(ψi +LYij(q)) − αiψi − (Ẏji − [αj , Yji])q

= αjψj − αiψi − (Ẏji − [αj , Yji])q

= αjψj − αiψi + (Ẏij − [αi, Yij])q.

Notice from Proposition 5.3.1, Ẏ −K(α,Y ) = {Ẏij − [αi, Yij]}i,j∈I ∈ Z
1(U ,ΘM0).

Therefore, in this case, the pairing satisfies

0 = PTT (⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = −

1

2i
∬

M0

(Ai)z(z)dz ∧ dz

= −πRes([{(Ẏij − [αi, Yij])q}i,j∈I]).

Since (ψ, q) is taken arbitrary in ker(DY,†
1 ), we have Ẏ −K(α,Y ) = δβ for some

β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Thus, we obtain

(X, Ẏ ) = (δα, δβ +K(α,Y )) =DY
0 (α,β),

and ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] = 0.

Next, let ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U]. Suppose that

PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = 0

for all ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U].
As the above discussion, we fix (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY

1 ) be a representative of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]
and a representative (ψ, q) ∈ ker(DY,†

1 ) of ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ], and take ξ, η, A, and ω as

Lemma 5.5.1.
Suppose first that [X] = 0. Then, there is α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that δα = X.

From the discussion around (5.5.6), the cocycle ω satisfies

ωij = αjψj − αiψi + (Ẏij − [αi, Yij])q.

Hence,

0 = PTT (⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = −πRes([(Ẏij − [αi, Yij])q]).
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Since H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I, from Proposition 5.3.1, the totality of [(Ẏij −
[αi, Yij] fills H

1(U ,ΘM0) = H
1(M0,ΘM0). Therefore, the non-degeneracy of the

residue implies that q = 0. Thus, from the discussion around (5.5.5), ψ satisfies

0 = PTT (⟦δα, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ,0⟧
†
[Y ]) = −πRes([{Xijψi}i,j∈I]).

From the non-degeneracy of the residue again, we obtain ψ = 0. Thus, we conclude

⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] = 0. □

5.5.2. Dolbeaut presentation and Pairing. We claim

Lemma 5.5.2. Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering ofM0 withH
1(Ui,ΘM0) =

0 for i ∈ I. Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) and (ψ, q) ∈ ker(DY,†

1 ). Let ξ = {ξi}i∈I ,

η̇ = {η̇i}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ =X and Ẏ = δη̇ +K(ξ, Y ). Then

(ξjψj + η̇jq) − (ξiψi + η̇iq) =Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq)

Proof. Indeed, from (5.2.4) and (5.2.5),

Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(ξjq)

= (ξj − ξi)ψi − (η̇i − η̇j + [ξj , Yji])q +LYij(ξjq)

= ξjψi − ξiψi − η̇iq + η̇jq − [ξj , Yji]q +LYij(ξjq)

= ξj(ψj −LYij(q)) − ξiψi − η̇iq + η̇jq + [ξj , Yij]q +LYij(ξjq)

= (ξjψj + η̇jq) − (ξiψi + η̇iq)−ξjLYij(q) + [ξj , Yij]q +LYij(ξjq)

= (ξjψj + η̇jq) − (ξiψi + η̇iq)−Lξj(Yijq) +LYij(ξjq)

= (ξjψj + η̇jq) − (ξiψi + η̇iq),

which implies what we wanted. □

Theorem 5.5.1 (Dolbeaut presentation and Pairing). Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a

locally finite covering of M0 with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Let ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U]

and ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
Y
∈ T†

Y [U]. Let η ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δη = Y and

D−10 (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧Y ) = jµ, ν̇oη ∈ Tη[U].

Then,

PTT(⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) =

1

2i
∬

M0

((µψi + ν̇iq) −Lηi(µq))dz ∧ dz.

Proof. Under the notation in Lemma 5.5.2, let µ = −∂ξi and ν̇ = −∂η̇i. When
we set Aidz = (ξiψi + η̇iq)dz,

((Ai)z −Lηi((ξi)zq))dz ∧ dz = −(µψi + ν̇q −Lηi(µq))dz ∧ dz.

Hence, the formula follows from the definition of the pairing. □

5.6. Model space of Tq0Qg

Let Qg be the vector bundle of holomorphic quadratic differentials over Tg. Let
ΠQg ∶Qg → Tg is the projection. As discussed in §3.2, the bundle Qg is canonically
identified with the cotangent bundle T ∗Tg over Tg. In this section, we review
Hubbard and Masur’s description of the holomorphic tangent space to Qg given in
[28].
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5.6.1. Tangent space. The tangent space Tq0Qg of Qg at a holomorphic
quadratic differential q0 ∈ QM0 = H

1(M0,Ω
⊗2
M0
) is described as the first hyper-

cohomology group of the complex of sheaves Lq0 :

(5.6.1) 0 ÐÐÐÐ→ ΘM0

L⋅(q0)
ÐÐÐÐ→ Ω⊗2M0

ÐÐÐÐ→ 0,

where L⋅(q0) is the Lie derivative along a vector field given at (5.2.2) (cf. [28,
Proposition 3.1]).

Fix a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I of M0. Then, the tangent space Tq0Qg
is the first cohomology group H1(Lq0) of the following double complex:

(5.6.2)

0
Õ
×
×
×

C0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)

δ
ÐÐÐÐ→ C1(U ,Ω⊗2M0

)

L⋅q0
Õ
×
×
×

−L⋅q0
Õ
×
×
×

C0(U ,ΘM0)
δ

ÐÐÐÐ→ C1(U ,ΘM0)
δ

ÐÐÐÐ→ C2(U ,ΘM0).

Then,

Z1
(U ,Lq0) = {(X,φ) ∈ Z

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C

0
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) ∣ δφ −LX(q0) = 0}

B1
(U ,Lq0) = {(δα,{Lαi(q0)}i, ) ∈ Z

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C

0
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) ∣ α = {αi}i ∈ C
0
(U ,ΘM0)}

and
H1
(U ,Lq0) = Z

1
(U ,Lq0)/B

1
(U ,Lq0).

The first hyper-cohomology group H1(Lq0) is defined by taking the direct limit of
H1(U ,Lq0) in terms of the refinement of (locally finite) coverings. We denote by
[X,φ]q0 ∈H

1(U ,Lq0) the cohomology class of (X,φ) ∈ Z1(U ,Lq0).
The following proposition might be well-known. Indeed, Hubbard and Masur

deal with the case of the direct limits in [28, Proposition 4.5]. However, they do
not indicate conditions of the covering in the statement (but, it is implicitly given).
Hence, we give a proof for completeness and for confirmation, although the idea
here is the same as that given by Hubbard and Masur.

Proposition 5.6.1. When a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I satisfies that
H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I, H1(U ,Lq0) is isomorphic to H1(Lq0). In particular,
H1(U ,Lq0) is isomorphic to Tq0Qg.

Proof. We consider the following commutative diagram:

0 Ð→ 0 Ð→ C0(U ,ΘM0)
id
Ð→ C0(U ,ΘM0) Ð→ 0

×
×
×
Ö

δ⊕L⋅(q0)
×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
δ2

0 Ð→ C0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)

inc
ÐÐ→ C1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C

0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)

pr1
ÐÐ→ C1(U ,ΘM0) Ð→ 0

δ1
×
×
×
Ö

δ2⊕(δ1−L⋅(q0))
×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
δ2

0 Ð→ C1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)

inc
ÐÐ→ > C2(U ,ΘM0) ⊕C

1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)

pr1
ÐÐ→ C2(U ,ΘM0) Ð→ 0,

where, in the above diagram, δ1 and δ2 are coboundary map for cochains of sheaves
Ω⊕2M0

and ΘM0
, inc means the inclusion to the second coordinate, and pr1 is the
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projection on the first coordinate (cf. the diagram in [28, p.264]). This diagram
leads the exact sequence

H0(U ,ΘM0) Ð→ H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) Ð→ H1(U ,Lq0) Ð→ H1(U ,ΘM0) Ð→ H1(U ,Ω⊗2M0

).

SinceM0 does not admit a (global) holomorphic vector field, we have H0(U ,ΘM0) =

0. Let (q0) be the divisor of q0. The sheaf Ω
⊗2
M0

is naturally isomorphic to the sheaf

OM0((q0)) of meromorphic functions on M0 which is multiples of the divisor (q0),
where a section on U ⊂M0 is a meromorphic function on U satisfying (f) +D ≥ 0
(e.g. [19, §16.4, §17.4]). From the Serre duality,

H1
(M0,Ω

⊗2
M0
) ≅H1

(M0,OM0((q0))) ≅H
0
(M0,ΩM0(−(q0))

∗.

An element in H0(M0,ΩM0(−(q0)) is a holomorphic 1-form ω on M0 with (ω) −
(q0) ≥ 0, and 2g − 2 = deg((ω)) ≥ deg((q0)) = 4g − 4. Therefore, H1(M0,Ω

⊗2
M0
) = 0

if g ≥ 2. Since the canonical map H1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) → H1(M0,Ω

⊗2
M0
) is injective, we

conclude that H1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) = 0. Thus, when H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I, we have

the following exact sequence

0 Ð→ QM0
≅H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) Ð→ H1(U ,Lq0) Ð→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg Ð→ 0,

which canonically represents the fibration QM0 → Tq0Qg → Tx0Tg via the isomor-
phism H1(Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg (cf. [28, Proposition 4.5]). □

Remark 5.6.1. From the above discussion, the map

Tq0Qg ≅H
1
(Lq0) ∋ [X,φ]q0 → [X] ∈H

1
(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg

is the horizontal projection (cf. §2.5), which presents the differential

DΠ†
Tg
=DΠQg ∣q0 ∶Tq0Qg → Tx0Tg

of the projection Π†
Tg
= ΠQg ∶T

∗Tg = Qg → Tg, where x0 = ΠQg(q0). As discussed in

the proof of Proposition 5.6.1, the kernel, which is nothong but the vertical space,
is isomorphic to T ∗x0

Tg ≅H
0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

).

5.6.2. Description with holomorphic families. Let B be a neighborhood
of the origin in C. Let (M, π,B) be a holomorphic family of compact Riemann
surfaces of genus g. For t ∈ B, set Mt = π

−1(t). By taking B sufficiently small, we
identify M with the product M0 ×B via the local trivialization as C∞-manifolds
(cf. [43, Theorem 2.4]). By the implicit mapping theorem, when B is taken suffi-
ciently small if necessary again, there is a covering {Ui}i∈I of M0 and an injective
holomorphic map Zi∶Ui ×B0 → C ×B0 such that zti = Zi ∣Ui×{t}∶Ui × {t} → C (i ∈ I)
make an analytic chart of Mt for all t ∈ B. We identify Ui × {t} with Ui and define
ztij = z

t
i ○ (z

t
j)
−1 on Ui ∩ Uj . Let {qt}t∈B be a holomorphic family of holomorphic

quadratic differentials with qt ∈ Mt. Suppose that qt is presented as qtt(z)dz
2 on

z0i (Ui). Set

Xij(z) =
∂ztij

∂t
∣
t=0

○ (z0ij)
−1
(z) (z ∈ z0i (Ui ∩Uj))

φi(z) =
∂qti
∂t
∣
t=0

(z) (z ∈ z0i (Ui))
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(cf. §8.1.2). Then, (X,φ) = ({Xij}i,j∈I ,{φi}i∈I) ∈ Z
1(U ,Lq0) and it represents the

tangent vector of the family {qt}t∈B at t = 0. Indeed, since

ztij(z) = z
0
ij(z) + tXij(zij(z)) + o(t),

for z ∈ zj(Ui ∩Uj),

qti(z
t
ij(z))

dztij

dz
(z)2

= qti (z
0
ij(z) + tXij(z

0
ij(z)) + o(t))

dz0ij

dz
(z)2 (1 + tX ′ij(z

0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z) + o(t))

2

= q0(z
0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z)2 + t (φi(z

0
ij(z)) +LXij(q0)(z

0
ij(z)))

dz0ij

dz
(z)2 + o(t)

qtj(z) = q0(z) + tφj(z) + o(t)

as t→ 0. This means that

φj(z) − φi(z
0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z)2 = LXij

(q0)(z
0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z)2

for z ∈ zj(Ui ∩Uj), which is written as

φj − φi = LXij(q0) (i, j ∈ I)

or δφ = LX(q0) for short.

5.6.3. Tangent spaces to strata. The following is essentially due to Hubbard-
Masur [28] and Dumas [15]. For the sake of completeness, we give a brief proof.

Proposition 5.6.2 (Tangent space to the strata). Let q0 ∈ Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ). Let
U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering of M0 such that each Ui contains at most 1
zero of q0, and H

1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. A tangent vector [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) ≅

Tq0Qg is in Tq0Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) if and only if for any i ∈ I, a meromorphic function
φi/q0 has at most simple poles.

Proof. The following argument is a modification of that given by Dumas [15,
Lemma 5.2].

As we discussed in §5.6.2, each φi is appeared by differentiating a holomorphic
family {qt}∣t∣<ϵ of holomorphic quadratic differentials on a local chart (Ui, zi). For

the simplicity of the argument, we may assume that zti(z0) = 0 and q0 = z
kdz2 on

zi(Ui), where k is the order of zero at z0 of q0. Since qt has the same symbol as q0,
we can write

qt = α
∗
t (z

kdz2)

for ∣t∣ < ϵ and some holomorphic function αt which depends holomorphically in t
and α0(z) = z. Then,

φi = z
k−1
(kα′ + 2zα̇′)dz2

and φi has a zero of order at least k−1 at z0. Hence φi/q0 has at most simple poles
on Ui. □
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5.7. The model space of T ∗q0Qg and Models of the pairing and the
holomorphic symplectic form

5.7.1. Model space. We set

H1,†
(U ,Lq0) = {[Φ, Y ]

†
q0 ∣ [−Y,Φ]q0 ∈H

1
(U ,Lq0)}.

and H1,†(Lq0) as its direct limit. We will adopt the space H1,†(Lq0) as the model
space of the cotangent space T ∗q0Qg to Qg at q0 ∈ Qg. A representative (Φ, Y ) of

[Φ, Y ]†q0 ∈H
1,†(U ,Lq0) satisfies

Φj −Φi = −LYij(q0)

for i, j ∈ I.

5.7.2. Model of pairing. Let U be a locally finite covering of M0. We define
the pairing between H1(U ,Lq0) and H1,†(U ,Lq0) by

P
†
([X,φ]q0 , [Φ, Y ]

†
q0)(5.7.1)

= −
1

2i
∬

M0

(ξi)z ((Φi +Lηi(q0)) + (ηi)z(φi −Lξi(q0)))dz ∧ dz,

where ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ = X and δη = Y . We check the pairing
(5.7.1) is well-defined.

We first check that the integral in (5.7.1) is independent of the choices of ξ and
η. Let ξ′ = {ξ′i}i∈I ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ
′ =X. Then, Ξ = ξi − ξ

′
i on Ui defines

a global vector field on M0. The difference between the integrals in the right-hand
side (5.7.1) defined from ξ and ξ′ is equal to

1

2i
∬

M0

(Ξz(Φi +Lηi(q0)) − (ηi)zLΞ(q0))dz ∧ dz

=
1

2i
∬

M0

d(Ξ(Φi +Lηi(q0))dz + 2(q0Ξ(ηi)z)dz) = 0,

since the one form
Ξ(Φi +Lηi(q0))dz + 2q0Ξ(ηi)zdz

in the integral is the global one form on M0. The well-definedness for η is treated
by the same argument.

We next check that the integral in (5.7.1) is independent of the choices of the
cocycles. The cohomology class for the cocycle (X,φ) consists of (X+δα,φ+Lα(q0))
for α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Let ξ

′ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ
′ =X + δα. Since δ(ξ′ −α) =

X, from the previous discussion, the integrand in the right-hand side of (5.7.1) is

(ξ′i)z(Φi +Lηi(q0)) + (ηi)z(φi +Lαi(q0) −Lξ′i(q0))

(ξ′i − αi)z(Φi +Lηi(q0)) + (ηi)z(φi −Lξ′i−αi
(q0))

= (ξi)z(Φi +Lηi(q0)) + (ηi)z(φi −Lξi(q0)).

The case for [Φ, Y ] ∈H1,†(U ,Lq0) follows from the same argument.
For two locally finite coverings U , V. Suppose that V is a refinement of U .

Since the natural maps H1(U ,Lq0) →H1(V,Lq0) and H1,†(U ,Lq0) →H1,†(V,Lq0)
are defined by the restriction, for the pairing (5.7.1) descends to the pairing on
H1(Lq0) ×H1,†(Lq0).

Proposition 5.7.1 (Non-degenerate). When a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I
satisfies H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I, the pairing (5.7.1) is non-degenerate.
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Proof. Let [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0). Suppose that

P
†
([X,ϕ]q0 , [Φ, Y ]

†
q0) = 0

for all [Φ, Y ]†q0 ∈H
1,†(U ,Lq0). Let Ψ ∈ Qg. Since [Ψ,0]†q0 ∈H

1,†(U ,Lq0),

0 = P†
([X,ϕ], [Ψ,0]) = −

1

2i
∬

M0

(ξi)z(z)Ψ(z)dz ∧ dz.

From the assumption of the covering, H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ H
1(M0,ΘM0). Therefore,

[X] = 0 in H1(U ,ΘM0) (cf. §3.3.2). Therefore, there is α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that
δα =X. We may adopt α as ξ in the formula (5.7.1) of the pairing and

0 = P†
([δα,φ]q0 , [Φ, Y ]

†
q0) = −

1

2i
∬

M0

(ηi)z(φi(z) −Lαi(q0)(z))dz ∧ dz.

Since {φi−Lαi(q0)}i∈I defines a (global) holomorphic quadratic differential on M0,
we get φi − Lαi(q0) = 0 for all i, since the pairing (3.1.1) is non-degenerate. Thus,
we get [X,φ]q0 = [δα,Lα(q0)]

†
q0 = 0. The remaining case is dealt with the same

argument. □

5.7.3. Kawai’s description of the holomorphic symplectic form. In
this section, following Kawai [34], we recall the holomorphic symplectic form on
the tangent space of the space of holomorphic quadratic differentials, and rewrite
Kawai’s symplectic form under our setting.

First we recall Kawai’s description. Let M0 be a closed Riemann surface of
genus g. Let q0 ∈ QM0 Let Γ0 be a cocompact Fuchsian group acting on the upper-
half plane H with H/Γ0 =M0. In the following discussion, we identify differentials
on a Riemann surfaces with automorphic forms on its universal covering space.

Let µj (j = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3) be a system of smooth (−1,1)-automorphic forms
whose Teichmüller equivalence classes span the tangent space at x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg.
In [34], Kawai takes such a basis from the space of harmonic Beltrami differentials.
We can check that his calculation is valid for a system of 3g−3 smooth (−1,1)-forms
which form a basis on the tangent space to the Teichmüller space at x0.

Let qαs (α = 1,2, ∣s∣ < ϵ) be a holomorphic family of quadratic differentials with
q10 = q

2
0 = q0 ∈ Qx0

. Suppose qαs ∈ Qxα
s
and xαs = (M

α
s , f

α
s ) with x

1
0 = x

2
0 = x0. Suppose

that the Beltrami differential of fαs ∶M0 → Mα
s is equal to να(s) = ∑

3g−3
j=1 ϵαj (s)µj

for some holomorphic functions ϵαj (α = 1, 2 and j = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3). Let wνα(s)

be the normalized quasiconformal mapping on H satisfying the Beltrami equation

(wνα(s))z = να(s)(w
µi
(s))z, w

να(s)(0) = wνα(s)(1) − 1 = 0 and wµα(s)(∞) = ∞.
Then, Kawai describes the holomorphic symplectic form on Qg as

ωQg(t1, t2)

(5.7.2)

=
1

2

3g−3

∑
j=1

{(∬
H/Γ0

[q̇10(z) + (q
1
0)
′
(z)ẇν1(0)(z) + 2q10(z)(ẇ

ν1(0))z(z)]µj(z)dxdy) ϵ̇
2
j(0)

− (∬
H/Γ0

[q̇20(z) + (q
2
0)
′
(z)ẇν2(0)(z) + 2q20(z)(ẇ

ν2(0))z(z)]µj(z)dxdy) ϵ̇
1
j(0)} ,

where tα ∈ Tq0Qg is tangent to the family {qαs }∣s∣<1 at s = 0. See [34, (3.4)].
We claim
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Proposition 5.7.2 (Holomorphic symplectic form). Fix a locally finite cover-
ing U = {Uα}i∈I with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. The holomorphic symplectic form
ωQg on Qg is described on the model space H1(Lq0) of Tq0Qg by

ωQg([X
1, φ1
]q0 , [X

2, φ2
]q0)

=
1

4i
(∬

M0

(ξ1i )z(φ
2
i −Lξ2i (q0)) −∬M0

(ξ2i )z(φ
1
i −Lξ1i (q0)))dz ∧ dz

for [Xα, φα]q0 ∈H
1(Lq0) and ξα ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with [δξ

α] = [Xα] (α = 1, 2).

Proof. As we mentioned above, we rewrite Kawai’s holomorphic symplectic
form under our setting. Fix a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I . Suppose that for
α = 1,2, tα = [X

α, φα]q0 ∈ H
1(Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg. The restriction ξαi of the minus of

the derivative −ẇνi(0) (in Kawai’s formula) to Ui defines a cochain ξα = {ξαi }i∈I ∈
C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with [δξ

α] = [Xα] (cf. §13.1). Notice that

(ξα)z = −νi(0)∣Ui = −

3g−3

∑
j=1

ϵαj (0)µj ∣Ui

for α = 1, 2 and i ∈ I. From (5.7.2), we obtain

ωQg
(t1, t2) =

1

2
(−∬

M0

[φ1
i (z) −Lξ1i (q0)(z)](ξ

2
i )z(z)dxdy

+ ∬
M0

[φ2
i (z) −Lξ2i (q0)(z)](ξ

1
i )z(z)dxdy) ,

which implies what we wanted. □

5.8. Remarks on regularity of cochains in the formulae of pairings

All 0-chains in the formulae of the pairings in Lemma 5.5.1, Theorem 5.5.1,
§5.7.2, and Proposition 5.7.2 are assumed to be smooth. However, for the applica-
tion, we may need to think of such 0-chains with weaker regularity conditions.

Henceforth, let C k,s(D) be the function space consisting of continuous functions
all of whose s-th derivarives are in Ls for all s ≤ k. By definition, C 0,s(D) = Ls(D).

For a Riemann surfaceM and a , let C k,s∶p,q(S) be the sheaf of germs of (p, q)-
forms of class C k,swith coefficients in S = ΘM or ΩM . It is known that the Green
formula holds for differentials of class C 1,1. For instance, see [47, p.150 (6.17)].
Threfore, in Lemma 5.5.1 and Theorem 5.5.1, we can check that the proofs of the
formulae work with

● ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1∶0,0(ΘM0),
● A ∈ C0(U ,C 1,1∶0,0(ΩM0)),

● µ ∈ L∞
(−1,1)(M0) with −∂ξ = µ for some ξ ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1∶0,0(ΘM0)),

● ν̇ ∈ C0(U ,C 0,∞∶0,1(ΘM0)) with −∂η̇ = ν̇ for some η̇ ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1∶0,0(ΘM0))

which satisfies
δη̇ +K(ξ, δη) = 0.

For the formulae of the pairing and the symplectic form in Lemma 5.5.1 and The-
orem 5.5.1, we can also check that the proofs work with ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1(ΘM0)).

Indeed, the invariance of the pairing represented with Dolbeaut presentations
in Theorem 5.5.1 follows from the discussion in Lemma 5.5.1 for

Ai = ξiψi + η̇iq.

The other case can be similarly checked.
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In general, we need such smoothness of cochains to the validity of the formulae
and the invariance in terms of the representatives, since we apply the Green theorem
in checking the invariance. However, in some case, the formulae also valid with the
slightly weaker assumption.

Indeed, the Dolbeaut presentations in Theorem 5.5.1 also holds with cochains
ξ and η such that −∂ξ and −∂η are Teichmüller Beltrami differentials (cf. §3.2.3).
A Teichmüller Beltrami differential on M0, by definition, forms φ/∣φ∣ for some
φ ∈ QM0 . Hence, it is real analytic except for the zeroes of φ, but not continuous
on whole M0, which means that such ξ and η are not in C0(U ,C 2,1∶0,0(ΘM0).
However, in general, for a holomorphic function f on a domain D,

(
f

∣f ∣
)
z

= −
(f)2

2∣f ∣3
f ′, (

f

∣f ∣
)
z

=
f ′

2∣f ∣
∈ L1

loc(D)

since zeroes of a holomorphic function are discrete. Hence, for any relatively com-
pact simply conneted subdomain D′ in D, we can construct η ∈ C 2,1(D′ −Zero(f))

such that ηz = −f/∣f ∣ ∈ L
∞(D) (cf. [32, Proposition 4.19]). The discussion with the

Green theorem works for such differentials by applying the Royden-type argument
given in [67] (cf. §11.1.1). Namely, we first take a smooth exhaustion of the com-
plement of the zeroes of the quadratic differntials (which defines the Teichmüller
Beltrami differential), apply the Green theorem for such domain in the exhaustion,
and take the limit.



CHAPTER 6

Trivializations of Models of Spaces and Pairings

6.1. Guiding frame, Good section for the coboundary operator

Henceforth, for discussing trivializations, we fix a C-linear map, which we call
a guiding frame, gf∶H1(M0,ΘM0) → L∞

(−1,1)(M0) such that

(i) forX ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0
), gf([X]) represents [X] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0

) ≅H1(M0,ΘM0
) ≅

Tx0Tg. Namely Tx0([X]) = [gf([X])] in Tx0Tg; and
(ii) for [X] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0), each gf([X]) is a smooth Beltrami differential.

Namely, gf([X]) ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,1(ΘM0)).

Example 6.1.1 (Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame). Since the Ahlfors-Weill section
Ax0 is C-linear, the differential DAx0 ∣x0 from T0T

B
x0
= B2(D∗,Γ0) to T0L

∞(D,Γ0) =

L∞(D,Γ0) coincides with Ax0 . Hence,

(6.1.1) gf = Ax0 ○DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0 ∶H
1
(M0,ΘM0) → L∞(D,Γ0) ≅ L

∞
(−1,1)(M0)

is a guiding frame, where DBx0 ∣x0 ∶Tx0Tg → T0T
B
x0
= B2(D∗,Γ0) is the differential

of the Bers embedding Bx0 at x0 ∈ Tg (cf. §3.1.3). We call such guiding frame the
Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame.

Indeed, let [X] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0). each gf([X]) is a smooth Beltrami differential.
Since

[gf([X])] = DPB
x0
∣
0
○ gf([X]) = DPB

x0
∣
0
○Ax0 ○DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0([X])

=D (PB
x0
○Ax0

)
0
○DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0([X])

= (DBx0 ∣x0)
−1
○DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0([X]) = Tx0([X])

from (3.1.4), gf([X]) represents [X].

Proposition 6.1.1 (Good section for δ). For a guiding frame gf, there is a
C-linear map L = Lgf from Z1(U ,ΘM0) to C

0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) such that

(a) δ ○L(X) =X for X ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0); and
(b) L ○ δ(α) = α for α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0).

Especially, the linear map L is uniquely determined from the guiding frame gf with
the above condition (a) and the following condition (c):

(c) ∂L(X)i = −gf([X]) on Ui for i ∈ I.

Actually, the condition (b) follows from the conditions (a) and (c).

Proof. LetX = {Xij}i,j ∈ Z
1(U ,ΘM0). For an index j, we take ξj ∈ Γ(Uj ,A

0,0(ΘM0))

which satisfies ∂ξj = −gf([X]) on Ui. By the assumption, there is an {αj}j ∈
C0(U ,ΘM0) such that

(6.1.2) ξj − ξi =Xij + (αj − αi)

on Ui ∩Uj for all indices i, j ∈ I (cf. §3.3).

69
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We claim that the difference ξj − αj ∈ Γ(Uj ,A
0,0(ΘM0)) is independent of the

choice of ξj ’s. Indeed, take ξ′j ∈ Γ(Uj ,A
0,0(ΘM0)) and α

′
j ∈ Γ(Uj ,ΘM0) satisfying

∂ξ′j = −gf([X]) on Ui and

ξ′j − ξ
′
i =Xij + (α

′
j − α

′
i)

on Ui ∩Uj for all i, j ∈ I. Then,

ξ′j − ξ
′
i − (α

′
j − α

′
i) =Xij = ξj − ξi + (αj − αi)

and

(ξj − αj) − (ξ
′
j − α

′
j) = (ξi − αi) − (ξ

′
i − α

′
i)

on Ui ∩Uj for all i, j. Since ∂ξj = ∂ξ
′
j = −gf([X]) ∣Uj ,

ξ = (ξj − αj) − (ξ
′
j − α

′
j)

on Uj defines a holomorphic vector field on M . Since χ(M) < 0, M has no non-
trivial holomorphic vector field. Therefore

ξj − αj = ξ
′
j − α

′
j

for all j, and we confirm the claim.
Let us return to the proof of Proposition 6.1.1. We define a C-linear map

L∶Z1(U ,ΘM0) → C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) by

L(X) = {ξj − αj}j .

We check that L satisfies the desired conditions. Indeed, from (6.1.2), L satisfies
the condition (a). We check that the condition (b) follows from the conditions (a)
and (c). Let α = {αj}j ∈ C

0(U ,ΘM0). Since gf([δα]) = gf(0) = 0, the condition (c)
implies that L(δα)i ∈ Γ(Ui,ΘM0) for each i ∈ I. From the condition (a), δ ○L(δα) =
δα. Hence

ξ = L(δα)i − αi

on Ui defines a holomorphic vector field on M0, and L(δα) = α. Therefore, L
satisfies the condition (b).

We check the uniqueness. Suppose L′ satisfies the conditions (a) and (c). Con-
sider L′′∶Z1(U ,ΘM0) → C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) defined by L′′(X) = L(X) − L′(X).
From the condition (c), L′′(X)i ∈ Γ(Ui,ΘM0) for i ∈ I. From the condition (a),

δ ○L′′(X) = δ ○L(X) − δ ○L′(X) =X −X = 0.

Hence L′′(X) defines a global holomorphic vector field on M0. Hence L′′(X) = 0
for all X ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). □

As (5.3.1), we have

(6.1.3) δ(S(L(X), Y )) = ζ(X,Y )

for X,Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0).
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6.2. Trivialization of model spaces of T[Y ]TTg

In the following three sections, we assume that a locally finite covering U =
{Ui}i∈I satisfies H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I. In this section, we will show that the
model spaces TY [U] and T[Y ][U] defined in Definitions 1 and 3 are isomorphic to

the product space H1(U ,OM0)
⊕2 ≅H1(M0,OM0)

⊕2. In particular, in this case,

(6.2.1) dimCT[Y ][U] = dimCTY [U] = 6g − 6

for [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0) (cf. Theorem 6.2.1).
Let

Π∶C1
(U ,ΘM0) → C1

(U ,ΘM0)/δC
0
(U ,ΘM0)

be the projection. Since δ ○ δ = 0, the coboundary operator δ∶C1(U ,ΘM0) →

Z2(U ,ΘM0) descends to a C-linear map

δ∶C1
(U ,ΘM0)/δC

0
(U ,ΘM0) → Z2

(U ,ΘM0).

The existence in the following lemma is trivial since H2(M0,ΘM0) = 0. We give
and fix a concrete construction of the coboundary.

Lemma 6.2.1 (Coboundary of the primary obstraction). There is a C-linear
map

E∶Z1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2
→ C1

(U ,ΘM0)/δC
0
(U ,ΘM0)

such that

(a) δ ○E(X,Y ) = ζ(X,Y ) for X,Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0);
(b) For α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0), Π ○ S(α,Y ) = E(δα,Y ); and
(c) For X ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0) and β ∈ C

0(U ,ΘM0),

K ′(β,X) +
1

2
[X,δβ] −E(X,δβ) = 0

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0).
(d) ForX,Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0), E(X,Y ) = E(Y,X) in C

1(U ,ΘM0)/δC
0(U ,ΘM0).

Proof. Let L∶Z1(U ,ΘM0) → C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) be a linear map defined in
Proposition 6.1.1. Then

∂S(L(X), Y )ij =
1

2
∂[L(X)i +L(X)j , Yij]

=
1

2
[∂L(X)i + ∂L(X)j , Yij]

= −[gf([X]), Yij]

= −[gf([X]),L(Y )j] − [gf([X]),L(Y )i].

Take σj ∈ Γ(Uj ,A
0,0(ΘM0)) with ∂σi = −[gf([X]) ∣Ui ,L(Y )i] on Ui. We define

(6.2.2) Eij(X,Y ) = S(L(X), Y )ij − (σj − σi) ∈ Γ(Ui ∩Uj ,ΘM0)

for X, Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0). Then, E(X,Y ) = {Eij(X,Y )}i,j is determined up to
coboundaries in δC0(U ,ΘM0) (which is caused only from the choice of σ = {σi}i ∈
C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0))). From the linearity of L, E defines a C-linear map

E∶Z1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2
→ C1

(U ,ΘM0)/δC
0
(U ,ΘM0).

We check that the map E satisfies the desired conditions. Indeed, from (6.1.3),

δ ○E(X,Y ) = δ ○ T (X,Y ) = δ ○ S(L(X), Y ) = ζ(X,Y ).
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Hence E satisfies the condition (a).

Let α = {αj}j ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0). Since gf([δα]) = gf(0) = 0 and ∂σj = −[gf([X]),L(Y )j] =

0 on Uj , the vector field σj in (6.2.2) is a holomorphic vector field on Uj for all j.
From Proposition 6.1.1 and (6.2.2),

E(δα,Y ) ≡ T (δα,Y ) = S(L(δα), Y ) = S(α,Y )

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0). Therefore, E satisfies the condition (b).
We check (c). Indeed, from the definition of E and (b) of Proposition 6.1.1,

(6.2.3) Eij(X,δβ) = S(L(X), δβ)ij − (σ
′
j − σ

′
i)

where ∂σ′j = −[gf([X]), βj] on Uj . By (a) of Proposition 6.1.1,

K ′(β,X)ij +
1

2
[X,δβ]ij − S(L(X), δβ)ij + (σ

′
j − σ

′
i)

= [βj ,L(X)j −L(X)i] +
1

2
[L(X)j −L(X)i, βj − βi]

−
1

2
[L(X)i +L(X)j , βj − βi] + (σ

′
j − σ

′
i)

= ([βj ,L(X)j] + σ
′
j) − ([βi,L(X)i] + σ

′
i).

Since [βi,L(X)i] + σ
′
i ∈ Γ(Ui,ΘM0) for i ∈ I, we have done.

Finally we check (d). Let σ, σ′ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) such that ∂σi = −[gf([X]),L(Y )i]

and ∂σ′i = −[gf([Y ]),L(X)i] on Ui. From the definition (6.2.2) of E,

Eij(X,Y ) −Eij(Y,X) = S(L(X), Y ) − S(L(Y ),X) − (σj − σ
′
j) + (σi − σ

′
i)

= ([L(X)j ,L(Y )j] − (σj − σ
′
j))

− ([L(X)i,L(Y )i] − (σi − σ
′
i)).

Since for i ∈ I,

∂([L(X)i,L(Y )i] − (σi − σ
′
i)) = −[gf([X]),L(Y )i] − [L(X)i,gf([Y ])]

− (−[gf([X]),L(Y )i] + [gf([Y ]),L(X)i]) = 0,

E(X,Y ) −E(Y,X) ≡ 0 modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0). □

We claim the following:

Theorem 6.2.1 (Trivialization of model spaces). Let E be the map defined in
Lemma 6.2.1. Then, the C-linear map IY ∶TY [U] →H1(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2 defined by

(6.2.4) IY (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
) = ([X], [Ẏ +

1

2
[X,Y ] −E(X,Y )])

is an isomorphism which satisfies

(6.2.5) IY +δβ ○ Lβ;Y = IY

for all β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). In particular, the isomorphism IY descends to the isomor-
phism

I[Y ]∶T[Y ][U] →H1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2.

Proof. We first check that the map (6.2.1) is well-defined. From Lemma 6.2.1,
the cochain in the bracket in the second coordinate of the map (6.2.1) is cocycle.
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We check that the restriction of the C-linear map Z1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕ C
1(U ,ΘM0) →

H1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕H
1(U ,ΘM0) defined by

(X, Ẏ ) ↦ ([X], [Ẏ +
1

2
[X,Y ] −E(X,Y )])

to the image of DY
0 (defined in (5.3.7)) is trivial. Let α, β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). The first

coordinate of the image of DY
0 (α,β) under the above map is trivial because of the

definition of the cohomology group H1(U ,ΘM0). For the second coordinate,

(δβ +K(α,Y ) +
1

2
[δα,Y ] −E(δα,Y ))

ij

≡ βj − βi + [αi, Yij] +
1

2
[αj − αi, Yij] −

1

2
[αi + αj , Yij] = βj − βi ≡ 0

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0). Hence, (6.2.4) is well-defined.
We construct the inverse of the map (6.2.1). For X,W ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0

), we define

Ẇ =W −
1

2
[X,Y ] +E(X,Y ).

Then, from Lemma 6.2.1,

δ (Ẇ +
1

2
[X,Y ]) − ζ(X,Y ) = δ (W +E(X,Y )) − ζ(X,Y ) = 0.

Hence we have a well-defined C-linear map

(6.2.6) (X,W ) ↦ ⟦X,W −
1

2
[X,Y ] +E(X,Y )⟧

Y

from Z1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Z
1(U ,ΘM0) to TY . We check that the image of the direct sum

of two copies of δC0(U ,ΘM0) under (6.2.6) is trivial. Let α, β ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0). When

we substitute δα and δβ to X and W in (6.2.6), the ij-component of the second
coordinate is equal to

βj − βi −
1

2
[αj − αi, Yij] +E(δα,Y )ij

≡ βj − βi −
1

2
[αj − αi, Y ] +

1

2
[αi + αj , Yij] = βj − βi +K(α,Y )ij

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0), which implies that the image of (δα, δβ) under the map
(6.2.6) is zero in TY . Hence, the map (6.2.6) descends to the C-linear map from
H1(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2 to TY . From the definition, this map is the inverse of (6.2.1).
Equation (6.2.5) follows from (c) of Lemma 6.2.1. □

6.2.1. Trivialization for Dolbeault type presentation. We continue to
use the linear maps gf, L and E in Proposition 6.1.1 and Lemma 6.2.1. Let Y ∈

Z1(U ,ΘM0). We define a C-linear map ĨD
Y ∶ker(D

Y,1
0 ) → Γ(U ,A0,1(ΘM0))

⊕2 by

(6.2.7) ĨD
Y (µ, ν̇) = (gf([X]), ν̂)

where [X] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0) with [gf([X])] = [µ] (cf. (3.2.1)) and the differential
ν̂ ∈ Γ(U ,A0,1(ΘM0)) in (6.2.7) is defined by

(6.2.8) ν̂ = (ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i]) + [gf([X]),L(Y )i]

on Ui where χ ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) with ∂χ = gf([X]) − µ. Since

[χ,L(Y )j] − [χ,L(Y )i] + [−χ,Yij] = 0
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on Ui ∩ Uj , from Proposition 5.4.1, (µ, ν̇) and (gf([X]),{ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i]}i∈I) are

equivalent in TDolY [U]. We claim

Theorem 6.2.2 (Trivialization for Dolbeault type presentation). The map ĨD
Y

descends to a C-linear isomorphism ID
Y ∶ TDolY → (Tx0Tg)

⊕2 which commutes the
following diagram

(6.2.9)

TY [U]
D0
←ÐÐÐÐ TDolY [U]

IY

×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö

I D
Y

H1(U ,ΘM0)
⊕2

Tx0
⊕Tx0

ÐÐÐÐÐ→ (Tx0Tg)
⊕2,

where D0 is the connecting homomorphism defined at (5.4.3), and Tx0 is the iso-
morphism defined at (3.3.3). Furthermore, in the commutative diagram (6.2.9), the
vertical spaces satisfy

(6.2.10)

TVY [U]
D0∣TDol,V

Y
←ÐÐÐÐÐÐ TDol,V [U]Y

IY ∣TV
Y
={[0]}⊕viTY ∶U

×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö

I D
Y ∣TDol

Y

{[0]} ⊕H1(U ,ΘM0)
Tx0

⊕Tx0
ÐÐÐÐÐ→ {[0]} ⊕ Tx0Tg.

Proof. Since

∂[χ,L(Y )j] − ∂[χ,L(Y )i] = ∂[χ,Yij] = [∂χ,Yij]

= [gf([X]) − µ,Yij]

on Ui ∩Uj , we have

0 = ν̇j − ν̇i + [µ,Yij]

= (ν̇j − ∂[χ,L(Y )j]) − (ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i]) + [gf([X]), Yij]

on Ui ∩ Uj for i, j ∈ I. Let β ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with −∂βi = ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i] on

Ui, and Ẏ = δβ +K(L(X), Y ). Then,

D0 (jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) = D0 (kgf([X]),{ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i]}i∈Ip

cycl

Y
) = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y

from the definition of the connecting homomorphism. On the other hand,

Ẏij +
1

2
[Xij , Yij] −E(X,Y )ij

= βj − βi + [L(X)i, Yij] +
1

2
[L(X)j −L(X)i,L(Y )j −L(Y )i]

−
1

2
[L(X)j +L(X)i,L(Y )j −L(Y )i] + σj − σi

= (βj + σj) − (βi + σi)

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0), where σi ∈ Γ(Ui,A
0,0(ΘM0)) satisfies −∂σi = [gf([X]),L(Y )i]

(cf. (6.2.2)). Since

−∂(βi + σi) = (ν̇i − ∂[χ,L(Y )i]) + [gf([X]),L(Y )i] = ν̂i

on Ui,

Tx0 ([Ẏ +
1

2
[X,Y ] −E(X,Y )]) = [ν̂] ∈ Tx0Tg.
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As a consequence, (Tx0 ⊕Tx0) ○IY ○D0 (jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) = ([µ], [ν̂]), which is nothing

but the equivalence class of ĨD
Y (µ, ν̇) in Tx0Tg ⊕ Tx0Tg.

The commutative diagram (6.2.10) follows from the diagram (6.2.9), the def-
inition of E ((5.3.2), (6.2.3)), the definitions of the vertical spaces (Definitions 2
and 5), and Proposition 5.4.2. □

Remark 6.2.1. The map E defined in Lemma 6.2.1 are dependent on the
choices of the linear map gf∶H1(M0,ΘM0) → L∞

(−1,1)(M0). Therefore, so are the

trivializations in Theorems 6.2.1 and 6.2.2.

6.3. Trivialization of the model space of T ∗
[Y ]TTg

Fix a guiding frame gf∶H1(M0,ΘM0) → L∞
(−1,1)(M0) and take L∶Z1(U ,Θ0) →

C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) defined in Proposition 6.1.1.

Let ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] ∈ T†

[Y ]
[U]. Let Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0) and (ψ, q) = ({ψi}i∈I , q) ∈

ker(DY,†
1 ) be representatives of [Y ] and ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] respectively. Since

ψj − ψi = LYij(q) = LL(Y )j(q) −LL(Y )i(q)

for i, j ∈ I, ψ −LL(Y )(q) = {ψi −LL(Y )i(q)}i∈I ∈H
0(U ,A0,0(Ω⊗2M0

)).
The exact sequence

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ Ω⊗2M0

inc
ÐÐÐÐ→ A0,0(Ω⊗2M0

)
∂

ÐÐÐÐ→ A0,1(Ω⊗2M0
) ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

leads an exact sequence

(6.3.1)
H0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) Ð→ H0(U ,A0,0(Ω⊗2M0
))

∂
Ð→ H0(U ,A0,1(Ω⊗2M0

))

Ð→ H1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
).

Since δLL(Y )(q) = LY (q) ∈ C
1(U ,Ω⊗2M0

), ∂LL(Y )(q) ∈ H
0(U ,A0,1(Ω⊗2M0

)). Since

H1(U ,Ω⊗2M0
) = 0, there is a unique smooth quadratic differential Q = {Qi}i∈I ∈

H0(U ,A0,0(Ω⊗2M0
)) which satisfies

(6.3.2) ∂Qi = ∂LL(Y )i(q)

for i ∈ I, and the uniqueness condition

(6.3.3) ∬
M0

gf([Z])Q =
1

2i
∬

M0

gf([Z])(z)Q(z)dz ∧ dz = 0

for all [Z] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0). The uniqueness of such Q follows from the fact that
QM0 is the dual of Tx0Tg and

Tx0Tg ≅H
1
(M0,ΘM0) ∋ [Z] ↦∬

M0

gf([Z])Q ∈ C

is a C-linear functional. We claim:

Theorem 6.3.1 (Trivialization). Under the above notation,

(6.3.4) I †
[Y ]
∶T†
[Y ]
[U] ∋ ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] ↦ ({ψi −LL(Y )i(q) +Q}i∈I , q) ∈ QM0 ⊕QM0

is a C-isomorphism.



76 6. TRIVIALIZATIONS OF MODELS OF SPACES AND PAIRINGS

Proof. Since dimCT†
[Y ]
[U] = 2dimCQM0 = 6g − 6, it suffices to show that the

map (6.3.4) is injective.

Suppose that ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] is in the kernel of the map (6.3.4). Let (ψ, q) ∈ ker(DY,†

1 )

be the representative of ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]. From the second coordinate, we have q = 0. From

(6.3.2), ∂Q = ∂ψ = 0. Hence, Q is holomorphic. However, from the uniqueness
condition (6.3.3), we have Q = 0, and hence ψ = 0. As a conclusion, we obtain

⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ] = 0. □

6.4. Presentations of the pairings under trivializations

Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg and [Y ] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg. Let U = {Ui}i∈I
be a locally finite covering of M0 with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Fix a guid-
ing frame gf∶H1(U ,ΘM0) → L∞

(−1,1)(M0) and the good section L∶Z1(U ,ΘM0) →

C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) in Proposition 6.1.1. Consider the trivializations I[Y ] on T[Y ][U]
in Theorem 6.2.1 and I †

[Y ]
on T†

[Y ]
[U] in Theorem 6.3.1 defined from the guiding

frame gf and the good section L.

Let ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U] and ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U]. Let (X, Ẏ ) and (ψ, q) be the rep-

resentatives. We continue to use the notation in §6.2 and §6.3 frequently. In the fol-
lowing discussion, we notice that though E(X,Y ) is determined up to C0(U ,ΘM0),
the ambiguity does not affect in the calculation.

For i, j ∈ I,

Xij(ψi −LL(Y )i(q) +Q) + (Ẏij +
1

2
[Xij , Yij] −E(X,Y )ij) q

=Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(L(X)jq)

−XijLL(Y )i(q) +XijQ −
1

2
[Xij , Yij]q −E(X,Y )ijq −LYij(L(X)jq)

and the last five terms become

−XijLL(Y )i(q) +XijQ −
1

2
[Xij , Yij]q −E(X,Y )ijq −LYij(L(X)jq)

= −(L(X)j −L(X)i)LL(Y )i(q) + (L(X)j −L(X)i)Q

−
1

2
[L(X)j −L(X)i,L(Y )j −L(Y )i]q −

1

2
[L(X)j +L(X)i,L(Y )j −L(Y )i]q

+ (σj − σi)q −LL(Y )j−L(Y )i(L(X)jq)

= −L(X)jLL(Y )i(q) +L(X)iLL(Y )i(q) +L(X)jQ −L(X)iQ

− [L(X)j ,L(Y )j]q + [L(X)j ,L(Y )i]q

+ (σjq − σiq −LL(Y )j(L(X)jq) −LL(Y )i(L(X)jq)

= (L(X)jQ + σjq −L(X)jLL(Y )j(q)) − (L(X)iQ + σiq −L(X)iLL(Y )i(q))

−L(X)jLL(Y )i(q) + [L(X)j ,L(Y )i]q +LL(Y )i(L(X)jq)

+L(X)jLL(Y )j(q) − [L(X)j ,L(Y )j]q −LL(Y )j(L(X)jq)

= (L(X)jQ + σjq −L(X)jLL(Y )j(q)) − (L(X)iQ + σiq −L(X)iLL(Y )i(q))

from (5.2.5) since Q and q are global sections on M0. Hence, for Ω = {Ωi}i∈I ∈
C0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) with

Ωj −Ωi =Xij(ψi −LL(Y )i(q) +Q) + (Ẏij +
1

2
[Xij , Yij] −E(X,Y )ij) q,
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we define A = {Ai}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) by

Ai = Ωi + (−L(X)iQ − σiq +L(X)iLL(Y )i(q)).

on Ui. Then, A = {Ai}i∈I satisfies

Aj −Ai =Xijψi − Ẏjiq +LYij(L(X)jq)

and

∂Ai −LL(Y )i((L(X)i)zq)

= ∂Ωi + gf([X])Q −L(X)i∂(LL(Y )i(q)) − [gf([X]),L(Y )i]]q

+ gf([X])LL(Y )i(q) +L(X)i∂(LL(Y )i(q)) −LL(Y )i(gf([X])q)

= ∂Ωi + gf([X])Q.

from (5.2.9). Therefore, we deduce

−
1

2i
∬

M0

((Ai)z(z) −LL(Y )i((L(X)i)zq)(z))dz ∧ dz

= −
1

2i
∬

M0

((Ωi)z(z) + gf([X])(z)Q(z))dz ∧ dz

= −
1

2i
∬

M0

dΩi

from the uniqueness condition (6.3.3) of Q. Thus, from (3.3.7), we obtain the
following.

Theorem 6.4.1 (Trivialization and Pairing). Under the above notation, for

⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U] and ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U], we set

I[Y ] (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧Y ) = ([X], [Z]) ∈H
1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2

(Tx0 ⊕Tx0)(([X], [Z])) = ([µ], [ν̂]) ∈ Tx0Tg ⊕ Tx0Tg

I †
[Y ]
(⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ]) = (φ, q) ∈ Qx0 ⊕Qx0 .

Then,

PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) = −π (Res([{Xijφ}i,j∈I]) +Res([{Zijq}i,j∈I]))

= ⟨[µ], φ⟩ + ⟨[ν̂], q⟩.

6.5. Trivialization of the model space of Tq0T
∗Tg and T ∗q0T

∗Tg, and the
Pairing under the trivializations

As well as the previous sections, we fix a guiding frame gf∶H1(M0,ΘM0) →

L∞
(−1,1)(M0), and take L as Proposition 6.1.1. For [X,φ] ∈H1(U ,Lq0) and [Φ, Y ] ∈

H1,†(U ,Lq0), we take Q, Q′ ∈H0(U ,A0,0(Ω⊗2M0
)) satisfying

∂Qi = ∂(φ −LL(X)i(q0)) = ∂(LL(X)i(q0))

∂Q′i = ∂(Φi +LL(Y )i(q0)) = −∂(LL(Y )i(q0))

on Ui and

1

2i
∬

M0

gf([Z])Qdz ∧ dz =
1

2i
∬

M0

gf([Z])Q′dz ∧ dz = 0

for all [Z] ∈H1(M0,ΘM0) as §6.3. We claim
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Theorem 6.5.1 (Trivialization). Under the above notation,

I ∗
q0 ∶H

1
(U ,Lq0) ∋ [X,φ]q0 ↦ ([X],{φi −LL(X)i(q0) +Q}i∈I) ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕QM0

I ∗†
q0 ∶H

1,†
(U ,Lq0) ∋ [Φ, Y ]q0 ↦ (Φ +LL(Y )(q0) +Q

′, [Y ]) ∈ QM0 ⊕H
1
(U ,ΘM0)

are C-isomorphisms.

Proof. We only check that I ∗
q0 is C-isomorphic. Since the dimensions of

the both sides are same, it suffices to show that the map is injective. Suppose that
[X,φ]q0 is in the kernel of the map. Since [X] = 0, X = δα for some α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0).
From Proposition 6.1.1, L(X) = L(δα) = α. Thus,

∂Q = −∂(ψ −Lα(q0)) = 0

and hence Q = 0 and φ = Lα(q0). Thus, we obtain

[X,φ]q0 = [δα,Lα(q0)]q0 = 0

and we have done. □

We define the pairing P† between models H1(U ,Lq0) and H1,†(U ,Lq0), and
the symplectic form ωQg on the model H1(U ,Lq0) at (5.7.1) and Proposition 5.7.2.
We claim

Theorem 6.5.2 (Pairing and Symplectic form under the trivializations). Under
the above notation, for [X,φ]q0 , [X

′, φ′]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) and [Φ, Y ]q0 ∈H1,†(U ,Lq0),

we set

I ∗
q0([X,φ]q0) = ([X], ψ) = ({[{Xij}i,j∈I],{ψi}i∈I) ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

I ∗
q0([X

′, φ′]q0) = ([X
′
], ψ′) = ({[{X ′ij}i,j∈I],{ψ

′
i}i∈I) ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

I ∗†
q0 ([Φ, Y ]q0) = (Ψ, [Y ]) = ({Ψi}i∈I , [{Yij}i,j∈I]) ∈ Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

and Tx0([X]) = [µ], Tx0([X
′]) = [µ′], Tx0([Y ]) = [ν] ∈ Tx0Tg. Then

P
†
([X,φ], [Φ, Y ]) = −π (Res([{XijΨi}i,j∈I]) +Res([{Yijψi}i,j∈I]))

= ⟨[µ],Ψ⟩ + ⟨[ν], ψ⟩

ωQg([X,φ], [X
′, φ′]) =

π

2
(Res([{Xijψ

′
i}i,j∈I]) −Res([{X

′
ijψi}i,j∈I]))

= −
1

2
(⟨[µ], ψ′⟩ − ⟨[µ′], ψ⟩).

Proof. We only check the formula for the pairing. The formula for the sym-
plectic form is also deduced by the similar argument. We use the notation given
above frequently.

We define {Ωi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) by

Ωi = L(X)iΨi +L(Y )iψi.

Then,

Ωj −Ωi =XijΨi + Yijψi
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and

− π (Res([{XijΨi}i,j∈I]) +Res([{Yijψi}i,j∈I]))

= −
1

2i
∬

M0

dΩi = −
1

2i
∬

M0

(gf([X])Ψi + gf([Y ])ψi)

= −
1

2i
∬

M0

(gf([X])(Φi +LL(Y )i(q0) +Q
′
) + gf([Y ])(φi −LL(X)i(q0) +Q))

= P
†
([X,φ], [Φ, Y ])

from the uniqueness condition for Q and Q′. □

6.6. Dualities in model spaces

As we discussed in §3.2 and §3.3.3, the pairing defined by the residue

H1
(U ,ΘM0) ×Qx0 ∋ ([X], φ) ↦ −πRes([{Xijφ}i,j∈I]) ∈ C

is non-degenerate, and gives a duality between H1(U ,ΘM0) and Qx0 . Under the
identification H1(U ,ΘM0) with the tangent space Tx0Tg, the duality gives a recog-
nition of Qx0 as the cotangent space T ∗x0

Tg.

Let [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0) and q0 ∈ Qx0 . As we observed that the models of pairings

PTT between T[Y ][U] and T†
[Y ]
[U], and P† between H1(U ,Lq0) and H1,†(U ,Lq0)

are non-generate. Hence, these pairing makes T†
[Y ]
[U] and H1,†(U ,Lq0) as the dual

spaces of T[Y ][U] and H1(U ,Lq0), respectively.
Recall from Linear algebra, for vector spaces V and W , a natural isomorphism

(V ⊕W )∗ ≅ V ∗⊕W ∗ of the dual spaces of the direct sum is induced by the pairing

(V ⊕W ) × (V ∗ ⊕W ∗
) ∋ ((v,w), (v∗,w∗)) ↦ v∗(v) +w∗(w)

(e.g. [16, II.5, p.90]).
We now fix a guiding frame gf. The we obtain the isomorphisms

T[Y ][U] →H1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

T†
[Y ]
[U] →H1

(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

via the trivializations defined from the guiding frame gf. From Theorem 6.4.1 and
Theorem 6.5.2, the trivializations of the model spaces are natural in terms of the
pairings.

As a consequence, the trivializations for T†
[Y ]
[U] and H1,†(U ,Lq0) defined in

Theorem 6.3.1 and Theorem 6.5.1 defined from the guiding frame gf naturally
coincide with the isomorphisms of the dual spaces

T†
[Y ]
[U] → Qx0 ⊕Qx0 = (H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0))

∗

T†
[Y ]
[U] → Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0) = (H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0)

∗

via the pairiings.





CHAPTER 7

Direct limits

In this section, we define C-vector spaces T[Y ] and T†
[Y ]

for a cohomology class

[Y ] ∈H1(M0,ΘM0) by taking the direct limits, in a similar manner as the definition
of the cohomologies of sheaves on spaces (cf. [19, §12.5] or [43, §3.3]). This spaces
T[Y ] and T†

[Y ]
are thought of the (ideal) model spaces of the double tangent space

and the cotangent space at [Y ] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg defined independently of
the choice of locally finite coverings.

As we already discussed in §5.6.1, the direct limit H1(Lq0) of the model of the
tangent space Tq0Qg is already discussed by Hubbard and Masur in [28]. The direct

limit H1,†(Lq0) of the model of the cotangent space T ∗q0Qg is also treated in the
same way. Moreover, by the standard argument, we see that the pairing and the
holomorphic symplectic forms also descends to the direct limits (cf. §7.2). Hence,
we treat only here the infinitesimal spaces over TTg.

7.1. Direct limit of the model space T[Y ][U]

7.1.1. Refinements and induced homomorphisms. Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a
locally finite covering on M0 and V = {Vλ}j∈Λ be a refinement of U . In this case,

we denote by V ≺ U . For a sheaf S on M0, let Π
U
V ∶C

k(U ,S ) → Ck(V,S ) be the
homomorphism induced by the restriction (cf. [43, §3.3, Lemma 3.2]). The map
is defined with a refining map k∶Λ → I between indices with Vλ ⊂ Uk(λ), and by

restricting sections on Uk(λ) to Vλ. The map ΠUV is extended to a homomorphism
between products of the groups of cochains and the cohomology groups. For the
simplicity of the notation, we use the same symbol to denote the extension and the
induced homomorphism between cohomology groups. One can easily check that

DY
q ○Π

U
V = Π

U
V ○D

Y
q , DY ;s

q ○ΠUV = Π
U
V ○D

Y ;s
q

for s, q = 0,1. We first claim

Lemma 7.1.1. The map ΠUV induces a canonical homomorphism Π̌UV ∶T[Y ][U] →
T[ΠUV(Y )][V], which are uniquely defined by U and V.

Proof. Since the map ΠUV is defined by restricting, if the refining map k∶Λ→ I
is fixed, the map ΠUV (defined by k) defines well-defined linear maps

(7.1.1) TY [U] → TΠUV(Y )
[V], T[Y ][U] → T[ΠUV(Y )][V].

Let k, j∶Λ→ I be maps with Vλ ⊂ Uk(λ)∩Uj(λ) for λ ∈ Λ. Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(D
Y
1 ).

We define Z, Z ′, W , W ′ ∈ C1(V,ΘM0), Ẇ , Ẇ ′ ∈ C1(V,ΘM0), α, β, γ̇ ∈ C
0(V,ΘM0)

by

● Zλµ =Xk(λ)k(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ , Z
′
λµ =Xj(λ)j(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ ,

● Wλµ = Yk(λ)k(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ , W
′
λµ = Yj(λ)j(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ) ,

81



82 7. DIRECT LIMITS

● Ẇλµ = Ẏk(λ)k(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ , Ẇ
′
λµ = Ẏj(λ)j(µ)∣Vλ∩Vµ ,

● αλ =Xk(λ)j(λ)∣Vλ
, βλ = Yk(λ)j(λ)∣Vλ

,

● γ̇λ = Ẏk(λ)j(λ)∣Vλ
, and γ̇∗λ = Ẏj(λ)k(λ)∣Vλ

for λ,µ ∈ Λ. Then, it is easy to see that (Z, Ẇ ) ∈ ker(DW
1 ) and (Z

′, Ẇ ′) ∈ ker(DW ′
1 ).

It is known that [W ] = [W ′] = [ΠUV(Y )] in H
1(V,ΘM0) (cf. [43, Lemma 3.2]).

We will show

(7.1.2)

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

Z ′ = Z + δα, W ′ =W + δβ

Ẇ ′ = (Ẇ +K ′(β,Z)) + δγ̇ +K(α,W ′).

Indeed, (7.1.2) is equivalent to

(Z ′, Ẇ ′
) = L̃−β;W (Z, Ẇ ) +D

W ′
0 (α, γ̇)

and hence ⟦Z ′, Ẇ ′⟧
W ′ is equivalent to ⟦Z, Ẇ ⟧W in T[ΠUV(Y )][V] by Proposition 5.3.2.

As a consequence, the induced linear map T[Y ][U] → T[ΠUV(Y )][V] is independent

of the choice of the map k∶Λ→ I with Vλ ⊂ Uk(λ).
We proceed to the proof of (7.1.2). Since X and Y are cocycles,

Z ′ = Z + δα, W ′
=W + δβ.

Since (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ), (Z, Ẇ ) and (Z

′, Ẇ ′) satisfy

(7.1.3) γ̇λ + γ̇
∗
λ + [αλ, βλ] = 0

and

Ẇλµ + Ẏk(µ)j(λ) + γ̇
∗
λ +

1

2
[Zλµ,Wλµ] +

1

2
[Xk(µ)j(λ), Yk(µ)j(λ)] +

1

2
[−αλ,−βλ]

(7.1.4)

−
1

2
[Zλµ, Yk(µ)j(λ)] −

1

2
[Wλµ,Xk(µ)j(λ)] = 0

γ̇∗µ + Ẏk(µ)j(λ) + Ẇ
′
λµ +

1

2
[−αµ,−βµ] +

1

2
[Xk(µ)j(λ), Yk(µ)j(λ)] +

1

2
[Z ′λµ,W

′
λµ]

(7.1.5)

−
1

2
[−αµ, Yk(µ)j(λ)] −

1

2
[−βµ,Xk(µ)j(λ)] = 0

for λ, µ ∈ Λ. Since

Xk(µ)j(λ) = αµ −Z
′
λµ = αλ −Zλµ

Yk(µ)j(λ) = βµ −W
′
λµ = βλ −Wλµ,

by subtracting (7.1.5) from (7.1.4), we obtain

0 = Ẇλµ − Ẇ
′
λµ + (γ̇

∗
λ +

1

2
[αλ, βλ]) − (γ̇

∗
µ +

1

2
[αµ, βµ]) +

1

2
[Zλµ,Wλµ]

−
1

2
[Z ′λµ,W

′
λµ] +

1

2
[βλ, Zλµ] +

1

2
[αλ,Wλµ] +

1

2
[αµ,W

′
λµ] +

1

2
[βµ, Z

′
λµ].

The last six terms of the right-hand side becomes

− [Zλµ, βµ] + [αλ,W
′
λµ] −

1

2
[αµ, βµ] +

1

2
[αλ, βλ]

=K ′(β,Z)λµ +K(α,W
′
)λµ −

1

2
[αµ, βµ] +

1

2
[αλ, βλ].

From (7.1.3), we obtain (7.1.2). □
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We claim the following (Compare [43, Theorem 3.4]).

Lemma 7.1.2. Let U and V be locally finite coverings of M0 with V ≺ U . Let
Π̌UV ∶T[Y ][U] → T[ΠUV(Y )][V] be the induced homomorphism. Then

(a) Π̌UV maps TV
[Y ][U] to TV

[ΠUV(Y )]
[V]; and

(b) Π̌UV is injective.

Proof. Let U = {Ui}i∈I and V = {Vλ}λ∈Λ. We denote by k∶Λ → I the map
defining the induced map ΠUV . Let W = Π

U
V(Y ).

(a) Let ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TVY [U]. There is an α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that X = δα. Then,

ΠUV(X) = δ(Π
U
V(α)) and hence

⟦ΠUV(X),Π
U
V(Ẏ )⟧Y = ⟦δ(Π

U
V(α)),Π

U
V(Ẏ )⟧Y ∈ T

V
ΠUV(Y )

[V].

(b) Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ) with Π̌UV(⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]) = 0 in T[ΠUV(Y )][V]. Take α,

β ∈ C0(V,ΘM0) such that

ΠUV(X) = δα, ΠUV(Ẏ ) = δβ +K(α,W ).

For i ∈ I,
Xk(λ)i +Xik(µ) =Xk(λ)k(µ) = αµ − αλ

and Xk(λ)i + αλ = Xk(µ)i + αµ on Ui ∩ Vλ ∩ Vµ. Hence A = {Ai}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0) is

defined by
Ai =Xk(λ)i + αλ

on Ui ∩ Vλ for i ∈ I. The cochain A satisfies

Aj −Ai = (Xk(λ)j + αλ) − (Xk(λ)i + αλ) =Xij

on Ui ∩ Uj ∩ Vλ for i, j ∈ I and λ ∈ Λ. This mean that δA = X. Notice from the
definition that Ak(λ) =Xk(λ)k(λ) + αλ = αλ on Vλ = Uk(λ) ∩ Vλ for λ ∈ Λ.

Since δA =X, from the definition of DW
1 (see (5.3.8)) and (5.3.2), we obtain

0 = Ẏk(λ)i + Ẏik(λ) + [Xik(λ), Yik(λ)]

= (Ẏk(λ)i − [Ak(λ), Yk(λ)i]) + (Ẏik(λ) − [Ai, Yik(λ)])

0 = (δ (ΠUV(Ẏ ) +
1

2
[ΠUV(X),Π

U
V(Y )]) − ζ(Π

U
V(X),Π

U
V(Y )))

ik(λ)k(µ)

= Ẏik(λ) + Ẏk(λ)k(µ) + Ẏk(µ)i − [Ai, Yik(λ)] − [Ak(λ), Yk(λ)k(µ)] − [Ak(µ), Yk(µ)i]

= (Ẏik(λ) − [Ai, Yik(λ)]) + (βµ − βλ + [Ak(λ), Yk(λ)k(µ)])) − (Ẏik(µ) − [Ai, Yik(µ)])

− [Ak(λ), Yk(λ)k(µ)]

= (Ẏik(λ) − [Ai, Yik(λ)] − βλ) − (Ẏik(µ) − [Ai, Yik(µ)] − βµ).

on Ui ∩ Vλ ∩ Vµ for λ, µ ∈ Λ and i ∈ I. Therefore, B = {Bi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,ΘM0) is

defined by
Bi = −Ẏik(λ) + [Ai, Yik(λ)] + βλ

on Ui ∩ Vλ, and the cochain B satisfies

(δB)ij = −(Ẏjk(λ) − [Aj , Yjk(λ)] − βλ) + (Ẏik(λ) − [Ai, Yik(λ)] − βλ)

= (Ẏk(λ)j − [Ak(λ), Yjk(λ)]) + (Ẏik(λ) − [Ai, Yik(λ)])

= −(Ẏji − [Aj , Yji]) = Ẏij − [Ai, Yij].
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on Ui ∩Uj ∩ Vλ. Therefore

Ẏ = δB +K(A,Y ),

and DY
0 (A,B) = (X, Ẏ ). Thus, we obtain ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] = 0 in T[Y ][U]. □

7.1.2. The direct limit T[Y ] for [Y ] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0). It is known that a

canonical homomorphism ΠU ∶H1(U ,ΘM0) →H1(M0,ΘM0) defined from the direct
limit via refinements is injective (cf. [43, Theorem 3.4]). For the simplicity of
notation, for a cocycle Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0), we denote by [Y ] the cohomology class of
Y in both H1(U ,ΘM0) and H

1(M0,ΘM0).
Let U , V, and W be locally finite coverings of M0 with W ≺ V ≺ U . It is easy

to see that the homomorphism Π̌UV in Lemma 7.1.1 satisfies that Π̌UU = id and

Π̌VW ○ Π̌
U
V = Π̌

U
W .

Therefore, the direct limit

T[Y ] = limÐ→
U

T[Y ][U]

is well-defined (in this case, the totality of the locally finite coverings of M0 is
thought of as a directed set such that U precedes V if V is a refinement of U). From
Lemma 7.1.2, the induced homomorphism

Π̌U ∶T[Y ][U] → T[Y ]
is injective (cf. [33, II, Proposition 0.3]).

7.1.3. Structure of the direct limit T[Y ]. From Proposition 5.3.1, (5.3.2),
(b) of Lemma 6.2.1, Theorem 6.2.1, we notice the following.

Proposition 7.1.1. Let α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Then,

0 ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ÐÐ→ TY [U] ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

[W ] ÐÐ→ ⟦δα,W +K(α,Y )⟧
Y

⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y

ÐÐ→ [X]

is exact. In particular, the dimension of TY [U] is at most the twice of that of
H1(U ,ΘM0). In addition, when H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i,

0 ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ÐÐ→ TY [U] ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ÐÐ→ 0

is exact.

We discuss the exact sequences in Proposition 7.1.1 for various locally finite
coverings. Let U and V are locally finite coverings with V ≺ U . From (a) of
Lemma 7.1.2, the following diagram is commutative:

0 ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ][U] ÐÐ→ T[Y ][U] ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

ΠUV
×
×
×
Ö

Π̌UV
×
×
×
Ö

Π̌UV
×
×
×
Ö

ΠUV
×
×
×
Ö

0 ÐÐ→ H1(V,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ][V] ÐÐ→ T[Y ][V] ÐÐ→ H1(V,ΘM0).

Therefore, there is a C-linear isomorphism

viT[Y ]∶T
V
[Y ] →H1

(M0,ΘM0)
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which satisfies the following commutative diagram

(7.1.6)

0 ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ][U] ÐÐ→ T[Y ][U] ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

ΠU
×
×
×
Ö

Π̌U
×
×
×
Ö

Π̌U
×
×
×
Ö

ΠU
×
×
×
Ö

0 ÐÐ→ H1(M0,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ] ÐÐ→ T[Y ] ÐÐ→ H1(M0,ΘM0).

When H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I, from (6.2.1) and Proposition 7.1.1,

dimCT[Y ] = 6g − 6,

and the last arrows in the two horizontal sequences in (7.1.6) are surjective.

7.1.4. Direct limit of Dolbeault type presentation. In this section, we
discuss the direct limit of the Dolbeaut-type presentations. We only deal with
the case of {TDol

[Y ] [U]}U . The direct limit of {TBel
[ν] [U]}U is obtained in the similar

manner.
Though the connecting homomorphism D0 might not be defined for arbitrary

coverings, we can define the connecting homomorphism

D0∶TDol[Y ] ∶= limÐ→
U

TDol[Y ] [U] → T[Y ]

between the direct limits since any covering U = {Ui}i∈I admits a refinement V =
{Vj}j∈J with H1(Vj ,ΘM0) = 0 for all j ∈ J . Notice from Proposition 5.4.2 and
Lemmas 7.1.1 and 7.1.2, the linear map

Π̌UV ∶T
Dol
[Y ] [U] → TDol

[ΠUV(Y )]
[V]

for locally finite coverings U = {Ui}i∈I and V = {Vj}j∈J of M0 with V ≺ U and
H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0, H

1(Vj ,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I and j ∈ J is well-defined and injective
(in fact, it is isomorphic).

From Lemma 5.4.2 and Corollary 5.4.1, we deduce the following.

Theorem 7.1.1 (Direct limit and Connecting homomorphism). The connecting
homomorphism D0 induces an isomorphism D0∶TDol[Y ] → T[Y ] which satisfies the

following commutative diagram:

TDol
[Y ] [U]

D0
ÐÐÐÐ→ T[Y ][U]

Π̌U
×
×
×
Ö

Π̌U
×
×
×
Ö

TDol
[Y ]

D0
ÐÐÐÐ→ T[Y ]

for a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. In addition,
the commutative diagram respects the vertical spaces.

7.1.5. Structure of Dolbeault type presentation. From (5.4.9), the fol-
lowing is well-defined and exact for α ∈H0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)):

(7.1.7)

0 Ð→ Tx0Tg
≅
Ð→ TDol,VY [U]

inc
ÐÐ→ TDolY [U] Ð→ Tx0Tg Ð→ 0

[ν̇] Ð→ k−∂α, ν̇ + ∂[α, ηi]p
cycl

Y

[jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
Ð→ [µ]
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and the following diagram is commute:

(7.1.8)

Tx0Tg
≅
ÐÐ→ TDol,VY [U]

inc
ÐÐ→ TDolY [U]

onto
ÐÐ→ Tx0Tg

Tx0

Õ
×
×
×

D0

×
×
×
Ö

D0

×
×
×
Ö

Tx0

Õ
×
×
×

H1(U ,ΘM0)
≅
ÐÐ→ TVY [U]

inc
ÐÐ→ TY [U]

onto
ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0),

where the first horizontal line is the exact sequence (7.1.7) and “inc” means the
inclusion.

7.2. Direct limit of T†
[Y ]

for [Y ] ∈H0(M0,ΘM0)

For locally finite coverings U and V of M0 with V ≺ U , we can see that the

refinement ΠUV commutes DY,†
1 and L̃†

β;Y on C0(U ,Ω⊗2M0
)⊕2 for β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0).

Therefore, we have a well-defined map

Π̌UV ∶T
†
[Y ]
[U] → T†

[ΠUV(Y )]
[V].

and Π̌VW ○ Π̌
U
V = Π̌

U
W for locally finite coverings U , V, W withW ≺ V ≺ U . Therefore,

the direct limit
T†
[Y ]
= lim
Ð→
U

T†
[Y ]
[U]

exists. The isomorphism

T†
[Y ]
[U] → QM0 ⊕QM0

given in Theorem 6.3.1 naturally induces a C-isomorphism

T†
[Y ]
→QM0 ⊕QM0

which commutes the following diagram:

T†
[Y ]
[U] ÐÐÐÐ→ QM0 ⊕QM0

Π̌U
×
×
×
Ö

∥

T†
[Y ]

ÐÐÐÐ→ QM0 ⊕QM0 .

We can also check that the pairing

PTT∶T[Y ][U] ⊕T†
[Y ]
[U] → C

defined at Definition 8 also descends to the non-degenerate pairing PTT between

the direct limits T[Y ] ⊕T†
[Y ]

(cf. Proposition 5.5.1).



CHAPTER 8

Double tangent spaces to Teichmüller space

One of the main purpose of this chapter is to show Theorem 8.3.1, which says
that the direct limit T[Y ] of the model space for [Y ] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0) defined in
§7.1.2 naturally stands for the double tangent space TvTTg of Tg at the tangent
vector v ∈ Tx0Tg corresponding to [Y ].

8.1. Holomorphic families, charts and cochains

In this section, we shall discuss the cocycles for the double tangent space defined
from holomorphic families of Riemann surfaces. We will see that the maps DY

0 and
DY

1 defined in §5.3.2 naturally appear in the calculation. Moreover, the calculations
given in this section will be used in §8.2 to show that the model spaces discussed
in §5.3 and §5.4 are exactly the models of the double tangent space.

8.1.1. Families and charts. Let ϵ0 > 0 and D = {(t, s) ∈ C2 ∣ ∣t∣, ∣s∣ < ϵ0}.
Let M0 → D be a holomorphic family of Riemann surfaces of genus g with the
fiber at (0,0) ∈D is biholomorphically equivalent to M0. Let Mt,s be the fiber over
(t, s) ∈ D. After a trivialization (as the differential family) M0 ≅ M0 ×D, when
we take ϵ0 > 0 sufficiently small, there is a complex analytic chart U = {Ui}i∈I of

M0 and a family of diffeomorphisms Ui ×Di ∋ (p, t, s) ↦ ẑi(p, t, s) ∶= (z
t,s
i (p), t, s) ∈

C×D (onto its image) such that the chart {(Ui ×D, ẑi}i∈I makes M0 ×D the total
space of holomorphic family of Riemann surfaces of genus g which is isomorphic
to M0 with fixing the parameter space D. For (t, s) ∈ D, the analytic coordinate

chart U t,s = {(Ui, z
t,s
i )}i∈I on M0 makes a base surface of M0 a Riemann surface

conformally equivalent to Mt,s. We may assume that z0,0i (Ui) = D for each i ∈ I.
We fix a notation:

W t,s
i (z) = z

t,s
i ○ z

0,0
i (z) (z ∈ D)

U t,si = z
t,s
i (Ui)

U t,sij = z
t,s
i (Ui ∩Uj)

zt,sij = z
t,s
i ○ (z

t,s
j )

−1
∶U t,sji → U t,sij .

When s = 0, we set zti = z
t,0
i , U ti = U

t,0
i , U tij = U

t,0
ij , and ztij = z

t,0
ij for simplicity.

8.1.2. Cochains. For i, j ∈ I with i ≠ j and Ui ∩Uj ≠ ∅, let

Ũij = {((t, s), z) ∈D ×C ∣ z ∈ U t,sij }.

Then Ũij is a domain in C3. From the assumption,

Ũji ∋ ((t, s), z) ↦ ((t, s), z
t,s
ij (z)) ∈ Ũij

87
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is a biholomorphism. For t ∈D, we define

Xt
ij =

∂ztij

∂t
○ ztji(z)∂zti ∈ Γ(U

t
ij ,ΘM0)

Y tij =
∂zt,sij

∂s

RRRRRRRRRRRs=0

○ ztji(z)∂zti ∈ Γ(U
t
ij ,ΘM0)

Ẏij =
∂Y tij

∂t
∣
t=0

(z)∂z0i ∈ Γ(U
0
ij ,ΘM0).

We set Ẏii = 0, Xij =X
0
ij , Yij = Y

0
ij . Then

(8.1.1) X = {Xij}i,j , Y = {Yij}i,j ∈ Z
1
(U ,ΘM0), Ẏ = {Ẏij}i,j ∈ C

1
(U ,ΘM0).

From (3.3.3), the cohomology classes [X], [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0) are corresponds to φ̇,
ψ0 ∈ B2 = T0T

B
x0

via tha natural identification T0T
B
x0
≅H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅H

1(U ,ΘM0).

8.1.3. Relations between cochains. The following proposition implies that
(X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY

1 ) for X and Ẏ defined in (8.1.1).

Proposition 8.1.1. Under the above notation, Ẏ satisfies

(a) Ẏij + Ẏji + [Xij , Yij] = 0 for i, j ∈ I; and

(b) Let Zij = Ẏij +
1

2
[Xij , Yij]. Then

Zij +Zji = 0(8.1.2)

Zij +Zjk +Zki − ζ(X,Y )ijk = 0(8.1.3)

for i, j, k ∈ I.

Proof. (a) From the definition, for z ∈ U0
ij = z

0
i (Ui ∩ Uj), z ∈ U

t
ij for suffi-

ciently small t ∈D and

Y tji(z
t
ji(z))

1

(ztji)
′(z)

= Yji(z
0
ji(z))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ t(Ẏji(z
0
ji(z)) + Y

′
ji(z

0
ji(z))Xji(z

0
ji(z)) − Yji(z

0
ji(z))X

′
ji(z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ o(∣t∣)

= Yji(z
0
ji(z))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ t(Ẏji(z
0
ji(z)) + [Xji, Yji](z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ o(∣t∣)

Y tij(z) = Yij(z) + tẎij(z) + o(∣t∣).

Since Y tij(∂/∂z
0
i ) + Y

t
ji(∂/∂z

0
j ) = 0 for t ∈D, we obtain

Ẏij(z) + (Ẏji(z
0
ji(z)) + [Xji, Yji](z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

= 0,

which implies what we wanted.

(b) (8.1.2) follows from (a) since

[Xji, Yji] = [−Xij ,−Yij] = [Xij , Yij].
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We shall check (8.1.3). Let z ∈ z0i (Ui ∩ Uj ∩ Uk). Since {Y tij}i,j is a 1-cocycle for

t ∈D, Y tij + Y
t
jk + Y

t
ki = 0, which is equivalent to

Y tij(z) + Yjk(z
t
ji(z))

1

(ztji)
′(z)

+ Y tki(z
t
ki(z))

1

(ztki)
′(z)

= 0.

From the calculation, we can see

Y tij(z) = Yij(z) + tẎij(z) + o(∣t∣)

Yjk(z
t
ji(z))

1

(ztji)
′(z)

= Yjk(z
0
ji(z))

1

(z0ji)
′(z))

+ t (Ẏjk(z
0
ji(z)) + [Xji, Yjk](z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ o(∣t∣)

Y tki(z
t
ki(z))

1

(ztki)
′(z)

= Yki(z
0
ki(z))

1

(z0ki)
′(z)

+ t (Ẏki(z
0
ki(z)) + [Xki, Yki](z

0
ki(z)))

1

(z0ki)
′(z)

+ o(∣t∣)

as t→ 0. Therefore,

(8.1.4) Ẏij + Ẏjk + Ẏki + [Xji, Yjk] + [Xki, Yki] = 0.

On the other hand, since

1

2
[Xij , Yij] +

1

2
[Xjk, Yjk] +

1

2
[Xki, Yki] −

1

2
([Xij , Yjk] + [Yij ,Xjk])

=
1

2
[Xij , Yik + Ykj] +

1

2
[Xjk, Yji + Yik] +

1

2
[Xki, Yki] +

1

2
[Xji, Yjk] +

1

2
[Xjk, Yij]

= [Xji, Yjk] + [Yki, Yki] −
1

2
[Xki, Yki] +

1

2
[Xij , Yik] +

1

2
[Xjk, Yik]

= [Xji, Yjk] + [Yki, Yki],

(8.1.4) is equivalent to (8.1.3). □

8.1.4. Connection to Dolbeaut presentation. We continue to use the
symbols defined and discussed in the previous sections. For (t, s) ∈D, we set

ξsi = −
∂W t,s

i

∂t
∣
t=0

○ (W 0,s
i )

−1
(z)∂z0,si

∈ Γ(U0,s
i ,A0,0

(ΘM0))

ηti = −
∂W t,s

i

∂s
∣
s=0

○ (W t,0
i )

−1
(z)∂zti ∈ Γ(U

t
i ,A

0,0
(ΘM0))

ξ̇i =
∂ξsi
∂s
∣
s=0
(z)∂z0i , ξ̇∗i =

∂ξsi
∂s
∣
s=0
(z)∂z0i ∈ Γ(U

0
i ,A

0,0
(ΘM0))

η̇i =
∂ηti
∂t
∣
t=0

(z)∂z0i , η̇∗i =
∂ηti
∂t
∣
t=0

(z)∂z0i ∈ Γ(U
0
i ,A

0,0
(ΘM0))

Xs
ij =

∂zt,sij

∂t

RRRRRRRRRRRt=0

○ z0,sji (z)∂z0,si
∈ Γ(U0,s

ij ,ΘM0)

Ẋij =
∂Xs

ij

∂s
∣
s=0

(z)∂z0i ∈ Γ(U
0
ij ,ΘM0).
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For signs of ξsi and η
s
i , see §13.1. We set Ẋii = 0 and Ẋ = {Ẋij}i,j ∈ C

1(U ,Θ). From
the definition,

ξsj − ξ
s
i =X

s
ij , ηtj − η

t
i = Y

t
ij .

Remark 8.1.1. ξsi and ηti may not depend holomorphically in s, t in general.
For instance, see Masumoto’s example in [81, §3]).

Proposition 8.1.2. Under the above notation, Ẋ and Ẏ satisfy the following.

Ẏij = η̇j − η̇i − [η
0
j ,Xji] = η̇j − η̇i + [η

0
j ,Xij](8.1.5)

Ẋij = ξ̇j − ξ̇i − [ξ
0
j , Yji] = ξ̇j − ξ̇i + [ξ

0
j , Yij](8.1.6)

η̇∗j − η̇
∗
i = (η

0
i )zXij(8.1.7)

ξ̇∗j − ξ̇
∗
i = (ξ

0
i )zYij(8.1.8)

Ẋij − Ẏij = [Xij , Y ij].(8.1.9)

In particular,

Ẏij = ξ̇j − ξ̇i + [ξ
0
i , Yij](8.1.10)

η̇i = ξ̇i + [ξi, ηi] + χ,(8.1.11)

where χ is a (global) vector field on M0.

Proof. For z ∈ U0
ij , z ∈ U

t,s
ij for sufficiently small (t, s) ∈D and

ηtj(z
t
ji(z))

1

(ztji)
′(z)

= η0j (z
0
ji(z))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ t (η̇j(zji(z)) + (η
0
j )z(zji(z))Xji(z

0
ji(z)) − η

0
j (z

0
ji(z))X

′
ji(z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ t (η̇∗j (zji(z)) + (η
0
j )z(z

0
ji(z))Xji(z0ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

+ o(∣t∣)

ηti(z) = η
0
i (z) + tη̇i(z) + tη̇

∗
i (z) + o(∣t∣)

Y tij(z) = Yij(z) + tẎij(z) + o(∣t∣).

Hence, the relation ηtj − η
t
i = Y

t
ij implies

Ẏij(z) = (η̇j(z
0
ji(z)) + [Xji, η

0
j ](z

0
ji(z)))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

− η̇i(z)

0 = (η̇∗j (zji(z)) + (η
0
j )z(z

0
ji(z))Xji(z))

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

− η̇∗i (z),

which are equivalent to (8.1.5) and (8.1.7). By the same calculation, we also have
(8.1.6) and (8.1.8).
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Next we prove (8.1.9). As the discussion above, for z ∈ U0
ij , z ∈ U

t,s
ij for suffi-

ciently small (t, s) ∈D. Then,

Ẏij(z) =
∂Y tij

∂t
∣
t=0

(z) = ∂t
⎛

⎝

∂zt,sij

∂s

RRRRRRRRRRRs=0

○ zt,0ji (z)
⎞

⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRt=0

=
∂2zt,sij

∂s∂t

RRRRRRRRRRR((t,s)=(0,0)

○ z0ji(z) + Y
′
ij(z)

1

(z0ji)
′(z)

⋅Xji(z
0
ji(z))

=
∂2zt,sij

∂s∂t

RRRRRRRRRRR((t,s)=(0,0)

○ z0ji(z) − Y
′
ij(z)Xij(z)

Ẋij(z) =
∂2zt,sij

∂t∂s

RRRRRRRRRRR((t,s)=(0,0)

○ z0ji(z) −X
′
ij(z)Yij(z),

which implies (8.1.9). (8.1.10) follows from (8.1.6) and (8.1.9). (8.1.11) is deduced
from (8.1.5) and (8.1.6). □

Remark 8.1.2. Equation (8.1.9) leads the formulation of the flip on TTTg (cf.

Theorem 10.2.1). Equation (8.1.10) means that Ẏ is in the image of the connection
homomorphism D0 which is discussed in §5.4.1.

8.2. Double tangent space over Teichmüller space

In this section, we will show that the model space T[Y ][U] for [Y ] ∈H1(M0,ΘM0)

defined in Definition 3 is naturally regarded as the double tangent space TvTTg of
Tg for v ∈ Tx0Tg corresponding to [Y ], when the covering U satisfies an appropri-
ate condition. Namely, throughout this section, we assume that a locally covering
U = {Ui}i∈I of M0 satisfies that for each i ∈ I, Ui is an embedded closed topological
disk in M0 with smooth boundary. In this case, H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅H

1(U ,ΘM0) since
H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I.

8.2.1. Double tangent spaces on domains revisited. Suppose M is a
domain in Cn. Let (z1,⋯, zn) be the standard coordinates of Cn. Then, TM is
biholomorphic to M ×Cn by

M ×Cn ∋ (p, η) ↦
n

∑
k=1

ηk (∂zk)p ∈ TM

TTM is biholomorphic to (M ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn) by

(8.2.1) (M ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn) ∋ (p, η,α, β) ↦
n

∑
k=1

αk (∂zk)u +
n

∑
k=1

βk (∂ηk)u ∈ TTM

for u =
n

∑
k=1

ηk (∂zk)p ∈ TM . Namely, in the trivialization (8.2.1), a tangent vector

(p, η,α, β) ∈ TTM = (M ×Cn) × (Cn ×Cn) is represented by a holomorphic disk

{∣t∣ < ϵ} ∋ t↦ (χ1(t), χ2(t)) = (p + tα + o(∣t∣), η + tβ + o(∣t∣)) (t→ 0).

in TM =M ×Cn. Under these notation, a holomorphic polydisk

{∣t∣ < ϵ} × {∣s∣ < ϵ} ∈ (t, s) ↦χ(t, s) = χ1(t) + sχ2(t)

= p + tα + s(η + tβ) + β′t2 + β′′s2 + o((∣t∣ + ∣s∣)2)
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for some β′, β′′ ∈ Cn as t, s → 0 in M satisfies that the partial derivative
∂χ

∂s
(t,0)

at (t,0) represents the tangent vector χ2(t) at χ1(t) ∈M .

8.2.2. Double tangent spaces over Teichmüller spaces. We use symbols
defined in §3.1.3 frequently. As §3.1.3, we fix x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg, the Fuchsian group
Γ0 acting on D with D/Γ0 =M0.

We identify the Teichmüller space Tg with a bounded domain T Bx0
⊂ B2 via

the Bers embedding Bx0 . The tangent bundle TTg of Tg is (holomorphically)
isomorphic to a trivial holomorphic vector bundle TT Bx0

= T Bx0
× B2 → T

B
x0

as we
already discussed in §3.2.2. Since the Ahlfors-Weill section Ax0 defined in (3.1.3)
is C-linear, after identifying L∞

(−1,1)(M0) ≅ L
∞(D,Γ0),

(8.2.2) Âx0 ∶T0T
B
x0
= B2 ∋ ψ ↦ [Ax0(ψ)] = DPB

x0
∣
0
○Ax0(ψ) ∈ Tx0Tg

is the inverse of the differential DBx0 ∣x0 ∶Tx0Tg → T0T
B
x0

of the Bers embedding Bx0

at x0 ∈ Tg.
Since Bx0 ∶ Tg → T

B
x0

is biholomorphic, the double tangent space TTTg is also
a trivial holomorphic vector bundle which is isomorphic to the product spaces
TTT Bx0

= (T Bx0
×B2) × (B2 ×B2).

Let

(8.2.3) (0, ψ0, φ̇, ψ̇) ∈ TTT
B
x0
= (T

B
x0
×B2) × (B2 ×B2),

where (0, ψ0) ∈ T0T
B
x0

and (φ̇, ψ̇) ∈ T(0,ψ0)TT
B
x0

and φ̇ ∈ T0T
B
x0
.

8.2.3. Holomorphic families. Consider a holomorphic map χ(t) = (φt, ψt)
from D1 = {∣t∣ < ϵ0} to TT

B
x0
= T Bx0

×B2 such that

(8.2.4)

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

φt = tφ̇ + o(∣t∣)

ψt = ψ0 + tψ̇ + o(∣t∣)

as t → 0. The map χ is a holomorphic disk tangent to (φ̇, ψ̇) ∈ T(0,ψ0)TT
B
x0

at the
origin 0 ∈D1.

Let D2 = {∣s∣ < ϵ0}. For (t, s) ∈D =D1 ×D2,

(8.2.5) µ(t, s)(z) = Ax0
(φt + sψt) = −

1

2z4
(∣z∣2 − 1)2 (φt(1/z) + sψt(1/z))

is regarded as a (real analytic) (−1,1)-form on M0 (cf. (3.1.3)). When ϵ0 is suf-
ficiently small, ∥µ(t, s)∥∞ < 1 for (t, s) ∈ D. Hence, the bundle M = ∪(t,s)Mt,s of
the µ(t, s)-quasiconformal deformations Mt,s of M0 defines a holomorphic family
M→D of Riemann surfaces of genus g.

For (t, s) ∈D, let µi(t, s) ∈ L
∞(D) be the representation of µ(t, s) via the chart

(Ui, z
0
i ). Let W

t,s
i be a quasiconformal mapping on z0i (Ui) = D such that

(i) ∂W t,s
i = µi(t, s)∂W

t,s
i on D; and

(ii) eachW t,s
i (i ∈ I, (t, s) ∈D) is normalized in the sense thatW t,s

i is extended

to a quasiconformal mapping on C with W t,s
i (z) = z + o(1) as z →∞.

We shrink Ui so that each µi(t, s) is smooth on the closure of D. Let zt,si =W
t,s
i ○z

0
i

and define ẑi∶Ui ×D → C ×D by ẑi(0, t, s) = (z
t,s(p), t, s). Then, {Ui ×D, ẑi} is a

complex analytic chart on M0 ×D, which is total space of the holomorphic family
of Riemann surfaces of genus g which isomorphic toM→D (cf. [12]).
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8.2.4. Double tangent space and its model. From the discussion in §8.1.2,
we define the cochains Xt, Y s, Ẏ and ξ0, η0, ξ̇ ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) from the
coordinate system defined in the previous section. By definition

δξ0 =X and δη0 = Y.

Notice from (3.3.3) that [X], [Y ] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0) naturally correspond to φ̇, ψ0 ∈

B2 under the isomorphism B2 = T0T
B
x0
≅H1(M0,ΘM0).

Theorem 8.2.1 (Double tangent space and its model). Under the above sym-
bols, the map

(8.2.6) K x0

[Y ]
∶T[Y ]TTg ≅ T(0,ψ0)TT

B
x0
= B2 ×B2 ∋ (φ̇, ψ̇) ↦ ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈ TY [U]

is a C-linear isomorphism.
Furthermore, when we choose the Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame gf = Ax0 ○

DBx0 ∣x0 ○ Tx0 (discussed in (6.1.1)) as the guiding frame for the trivializations,
the isomorphism K x0

[Y ]
satisfies the following commutative diagram:

(8.2.7)

T(0,ψ0)TT
B
x0

K
x0
[Y ]

ÐÐÐÐ→ TY [U]
D0
←ÐÐÐÐ TDolY

×
×
×
Ö

Âx0
⊕Âx0

×
×
×
Ö

IY

×
×
×
Ö

I D
Y

(Tx0Tg)
⊕2

Tx0
⊕Tx0

←ÐÐÐÐÐ H1(U ,ΘM0)
⊕2

Tx0
⊕Tx0

ÐÐÐÐÐ→ (Tx0Tg)
⊕2

(cf. See Remark 6.2.1).

Proof. We set

µi(t, s) = tµ
1
i + sµ

2
i + tsµ

3
i + t

2µ4
i + s

2µ5
i + o((∣t∣ + ∣s∣)

2
)

as ∣t∣ + ∣s∣ → 0, where µ1
i , µ

2
i and µ3

i are the presentations in the coordinate chart

(Ui, z
0
i ) of Ax0(φ̇), Ax0(ψ0) and Ax0(ψ̇). µ4

i and µ5
i are some smooth Beltrami

differentals.
From the condition (ii) of W t,s

i ,

W t,s
i (z) = z + T (µi(t, s)) + T (µi(t, s)H(µi(t, s))) + o((∣t∣ + ∣s∣)

2
)(8.2.8)

= z + tT (µ1
i ) + sT (µ

2
i ) + t

2 (T (µ4
i ) + T (µ

1
iH(µ

1
i ))

+ ts (T (µ3
i ) + T (µ

1
iH(µ

2
i )) + T (µ

2
iH(µ

1
i )))

+ s2 (T (µ5
i ) + T (µ

2
iH(µ

2
i ))) + o((∣t∣ + ∣s∣)

2)

as ∣t∣ + ∣s∣ → 0, where T and H are defined by

T (ω)(z) = −
1

π
∬

C

ω(ζ)

ζ − z

i

2
dζ ∧ dζ(8.2.9)

H(ω)(z) = −
1

π
∬

C

ω(ζ)

(ζ − z)2
i

2
dζ ∧ dζ(8.2.10)

for ω ∈ Lp(C) (1 < p < ∞) on C (cf. [48, Theorem 4.3]), and H(ω) is defined as
the Cauchy principal value. It is known that for a C∞-function ω on the closure of
a bounded domain D with smooth boundary (and set ω ≡ 0 for C ∖D), T (ω) and
H(ω) are C∞ on D and satisfy

(8.2.11) T (ω)z = ω, T (ω)z =H(ω), and H(ω)z = ωz

(see §13.2. See also[48, p.26], [47, p.160]).
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In our case,

(8.2.12) ξ0i = −T (µ
1
i ) and η0i = −T (µ

2
i )

on U0
i for i ∈ I from (8.2.8).

From the definition (cf. §8.1.4), ξsi ○W
0,s
i = −

∂W t,s
i

∂t
∣
t=0

, and

∂2W t,s
i

∂s∂t
∣
t=0,s=0

(z) = −ξ̇i(z) + (T (µ
1
i ))z(z)T (µ

2
i )(z)

= −ξ̇i(z) +H(µ
1
i )(z)T (µ

2
i )(z)

for z ∈ U0
i since W t,s

i (z) varies holomorphically in t, s when z ∈ U0
i is fixed. Hence,

from (8.2.8),

ξ̇i = −(T (µ
3
i ) + T (µ

1
iH(µ

2
i )) + T (µ

2
iH(µ

1
i )) −H(µ

1
i )T (µ

2
i ))

on U0
i . From Proposition 8.1.1 and (8.1.10),

T(0,ψi)TT
B
x0
= B2 ⊕B2 ∋ (φ̇, ψ̇) ↦ (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(D

Y
1 )

is a C-linear which descends to K x0

[Y ]
in (8.2.6), and hence the map K x0

[Y ]
is also

C-linear.
We will show that (8.2.6) is an isomorphism. We use the Dolbeault type

presentation, and continue to discuss with the notation given above. Suppose
K x0

[Y ]
(φ̇, ψ̇) = 0 in TY . From Theorem 6.2.2,

(8.2.13) D−10 ○K x0

[Y ]
(φ̇, ψ̇) = k−∂ξ,−∂ξ̇p

cycl

Y

is trivial. Since η0i = −T (µ
2
i ) for i ∈ I and δη0 = Y , from Proposition 5.4.1, there are

α, β ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) such that

∂ξi = ∂α(8.2.14)

∂ξ̇i = −∂[α, η
0
i ] − ∂β,(8.2.15)

where

∂ξ̇i = −∂ (T (µ
3
i ) + T (µ

1
iH(µ

2
i )) + T (µ

2
iH(µ

1
i )) −H(µ

1
i )T (µ

2
i ))(8.2.16)

= −µ3
i − µ

1
i (T (µ

2
i ))z − µ

2
iH(µ

1
i ) + (µ

1
i )zT (µ

2
i ) +H(µ

1
i )µ

2
i

= −µ3
i + [µ

1
i , T (µ

2
i )]

on Ui (cf. (8.2.11)).

From (8.2.12), (8.2.14) implies that Ax0(φ̇) = −∂α, which means that Ax0(φ̇)

is infinitesimally trivial by (3.3.2). Since Âx0 in (8.2.2) is isomorphism, we obtain

φ̇ = 0 (and hence µ1
i = 0 for all i ∈ I). Therefore, ∂α = 0, that is, α is a holomorphic

vector field on M0, which also implies that α = 0. Thus, (8.2.15) and (8.2.16) lead

µ3
i = ∂β

on U0
i . Since µ

3
i is the presentation of Ax0(ψ̇) on Ui, applying the above discussion,

we deduce that ψ̇ = 0. As a consequence, K x0

[Y ]
is injective. Since the dimensions of

T(0,ψ0)TT
B
x0

and TY are equal, K x0

[Y ]
is an isomorphism.
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Next, we will show that the diagram commutes. To show this, we shall check
that

(8.2.17) ID
Y ○D−10 ○K x0

[Y ]
= Âx0 ⊕ Âx0

on T(0,ψ0)TT
B
x0
= B2 ⊕B

2 since ID
Y ○D

−1
0 = (Tx0 ⊕Tx0) ○IY from Theorem 6.2.2.

Let L be the good section for the coboundary operator δ defined from the
Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame gf = Ax0 ○DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0 (cf. Proposition 6.1.1). From
the definition,

L(X)i = −T (gf([X])) + αi

for X ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0) and some α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) (depending on X). Since X = δξ0,
Y = δη0, gf([X]) = Ax0(φ̇) and gf([Y ]) = Ax0(ψ0), we deduce

L(X)i = ξ
0
i = −T (µ

1
i )

L(Y )i = η
0
i = −T (µ

2
i )

on Ui. From the definition of ID
Y in (6.2.7) and (8.2.13), the Beltrami differential

in the first coordinate of ID
Y ○D−10 ○K x0

[Y ]
(φ̇, ψ̇) satisfies

∂L(X)i = −µ
1
i

on Ui, which implies that the first coordinate is equal to Ax0(φ̇).

Notice that the first coordinate of ID
Y ○ D−10 ○K x0

[Y ]
(φ̇, ψ̇) satisfies gf([X]) =

Ax0(φ̇), Hence, from (6.2.8), the second coordinate ν̂ of ID
Y ○D−10 ○K x0

[Y ]
(φ̇, ψ̇) is

defined by

(8.2.18) ν̂ = −∂ξ̇i + [gf([X]),L(Y )i] = µ
3
i − [µ

1
i , T (µ

2
i )] + [µ

1
i , T (µ

2
i )] = µ

3
i

on Ui. This means that the second coordinate ν̂ is equal to Ax0(ψ̇). Thus (8.2.17)
is confirmed. □

8.3. Summary

Suppose a locally finite covering U = {Ui}i∈I of M0 satisfies that each Ui is the
interior of closed topological disk with smooth boundary. Since H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0
for all i ∈ I, from the discussion in §7.1.3,

dimCT[Y ] = 6g − 6,

and the last arrows in the two horizontal sequences in (7.1.6) are surjective. Hence,
the isomorphism K x0

[Y ]
∶T[Y ]TTg ≅ B2 ×B2 → TY [U] given in Theorem 8.2.1 induces

a linear isomorphism

Ǩ x0

[Y ]
∶T[Y ]TTg → T[Y ].

In summary, we conclude the following.

Theorem 8.3.1 (Double tangent space and its models). Under the above no-
tation, the following diagram is commutative and all horizontal sequences of the
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diagram are exact:

(8.3.1)

H1(U ,ΘM0)
viTY
←ÐÐ
≅

TVY [U]
inc
ÐÐ→ TY [U]

onto
ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

∥
×
×
×
Ö
≅

×
×
×
Ö
≅ ∥

H1(U ,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ][U]

inc
ÐÐ→ T[Y ][U]

onto
ÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

ΠU
×
×
×
Ö
≅ Π̌U

×
×
×
Ö
≅ Π̌U

×
×
×
Ö
≅ ΠU

×
×
×
Ö
≅

H1(M0,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ]

inc
ÐÐ→ T[Y ]

onto
ÐÐ→ H1(M0,ΘM0)

Tx0

×
×
×
Ö
≅ Ǩ

x0
[Y ]
Õ
×
×
×
≅ Tx0

×
×
×
Ö
≅

Tx0Tg
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

T[Y ]Tx0Tg
inc
ÐÐ→ T[Y ]TTg

onto
ÐÐ→ Tx0Tg,

where viT[Y ] is the vertical projection (cf. (2.3.4)), and “inc” means the inclusion.

The first horizontal sequence in (8.3.1) follows from (5.3.13). From Theo-
rem 7.1.1 and (7.1.8), we also have the following commutative diagram.

(8.3.2)

Tx0Tg
viT∶Dol
[Y ]

←ÐÐÐÐ
≅

TDol,V
[Y ]

inc
ÐÐ→ TDol

[Y ]

onto
ÐÐ→ Tx0Tg

Tx0

Õ
×
×
×
≅ D0

×
×
×
Ö
≅ D0

×
×
×
Ö
≅ Tx0

Õ
×
×
×
≅

H1(M0,ΘM0)
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

TV
[Y ]

inc
ÐÐ→ T[Y ]

onto
ÐÐ→ H1(M0,ΘM0)

Tx0

×
×
×
Ö
≅ Ǩ

x0
[Y ]
Õ
×
×
×
≅ Tx0

×
×
×
Ö
≅

Tx0Tg
viT[Y ]
←ÐÐÐ
≅

T[Y ]Tx0Tg
inc
ÐÐ→ T[Y ]TTg

onto
ÐÐ→ Tx0Tg,

where each horizontal line is exact. We also obtain the same diagram for TBel
[ν] .



CHAPTER 9

Variational formula of the pairing function

In this chapter, we shall give a variational formula for the pairing between TTg
and T ∗Tg ≅ Qg. As given in §3.2.2, the pairing

(9.0.1) TTg ⊕Qg ∋ (v, q) ↦P(v, q) ∶= ⟨v, q⟩

is a canonical pairing defined on the total space of the Whitney sum

TTg ⊕Qg = TTg ⊕ T
∗
Tg = {(v, q) ∈ TTg × T

∗
Tg ∣ πTg(v) = π

∗
Tg
(q)}

of the (holomorphic) tangent bundle and the (holomorphic) cotangent bundle of
the Teichmüller space, where π∗Tg ∶Qg ≅ T

∗Tg → Tg is the projection. Notice that

the total space of the Whitney sum is a complex submanifold of the product man-
ifold TTg × T

∗Tg, since the projections are submersions. The pairing defines a
holomorphic function on TTg ⊕ T

∗Tg.
To this end, we first give a variational formula of the pairing function and a

presentation of the variational formula by the model of the pairing in §9.2. Then,
using the variational formula, we will conclude that our model spaces are actually
models of the second order infinitesimal spaces over the Teichmüller space in §9.3.

9.1. Variations of 2 forms

A family {Ej}j∈J of subsets of M0 is called a reasonable decomposition of M0

if each Ei is the closure of a (topological) disk in M0, the interiors of Ej1 and Ej2
are disjoint for distinct j1, j2 ∈ J , ∪j∈JEj =M0, and M0 ∖∪j∈J Int(Ej) has measure
zero. By definition, for any 2-form Ω = Ω(z)dz ∧ dz on M0,

∬
M0

Ω = ∑
j∈J
∬

Ej

Ω(z)dz ∧ dz.

By the Lebesgue theorem, for any covering U = {Ui}i∈I of M0, there is a reasonable
decomposition {Ej}j∈J of M0 such that Ej ⊂ Ui(j) for all j ∈ J and some i(j) ∈ I.

From §5.2, the Lie derivative of a smooth 2-form Ω = Ω(z)dz ∧ dz along a
smooth vector field X =X(z)∂z is given by

LXΩ = (Ωz(z)X(z) +Ω(z)Xz(z))dz ∧ dz.

9.1.1. First derivative. We use the notation on holomorphic families, fam-
ilies of local coordinates, and cocycles given in §5.6.2 frequently. Let Ωt = {Ωti}i∈I
be a smooth family of 2-forms where Ωt is a 2-form on Mt. Let

ξi(z) = −
∂zti
∂t
∣
t=0

○ (z0i )
−1
(z)

Ωti(z) = Ω
0
i (z) + tΩ̇i(z) + tΩ̇

∗
i (z) + o(t)

97
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for z ∈ z0i (Ui). We can check that

Ω̇j(zij(z)) ∣
dzij

dz
(z)∣

2

− Ω̇i(z) = LXij(Ω
0
i )(z)

Ω̇∗j (zij(z)) ∣
dzij

dz
(z)∣

2

− Ω̇∗i (z) = LXij(Ω
0
i )(z)

for z ∈ z0i (Ui ∩Uj). Therefore,

Ω̇i −Lξi(Ω
0
i ), Ω̇∗i −Lξi(Ω

0
i )

on zi(Ui) define well-defined 2-forms onM0. The following is well-known. However,
we give a proof for completeness.

Proposition 9.1.1. Under the above notation, we have

∂t (∬
Mt

Ωt)∣
t=0
=∬

M0

(Ω̇i(z) −Lξi(Ω
0
i )(z))dz ∧ dz

∂t (∬
Mt

Ωt)∣
t=0
=∬

M0

(Ω̇∗i (z) −Lξi(Ω
0
i )(z))dz ∧ dz.

Proof. Let {Ej}j∈J be a reasonable decomposition of M0 such that for each
j ∈ J there is an i(j) ∈ I with Ej ⊂ Ui(j). LetW

t
i (z) = z

t
i ○(z

0
i )
−1(z) = z−tξi(z)+o(t)

as t→ 0. SinceW t
i defines a holomorphic motion, W t

t is a quasiconformal mapping.
Hence, {W t

i(j)(Ej)}j∈J is a reasonable deomposition on Mt for sufficiently small t.

Therefore,

∬
Mt

Ωt = ∑
j∈J
∬

W t
i(j)(Ej)

Ωti(j)(w)dw ∧ dw

On the other hand,

∬
W t

i(j)(Ej)
Ωti(j)(w)dw ∧ dw

=∬
Ej

Ωt(W t
i(j)(z))(∣(W

t
i(j))z ∣

2
− ∣(W t

i(j))z ∣
2
)dz ∧ dz

=∬
Ej

Ω0
i(j)(z)dz ∧ dz

+ t∬
Ej

(Ω̇i(j)(z) −Lξi(Ω
0
i(j))(z))dz ∧ dz

+ t∬
Ej

(Ω̇∗i(j)(z) −Lξi(Ω
0
i(j)
)(z))dz ∧ dz + o(t),

which implies what we wanted. □

9.1.2. Notation. Let F a differentiable mapping on a complex manifold M
around p0 ∈M . Let V ∈ T 1,0

p0 M and {p(t)}∣t∣<ϵ be an analytic (holomorphic) disk in
M with p(0) = p0. We denote by

DF ∣p0[V ] =
∂F ○ p

∂t
(0)

DF ∣p0[V ] =
∂F ○ p

∂t
(0).

The following lemma is well-known. However, we give a proof for a completeness.
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Lemma 9.1.1. For a differentiable mapping F ∶M → Cn, The differential of F at
p0 ∈M (as a real manifold) is non-generate if and only if DF ∣p0[V ] +DF ∣p0[V ] = 0
implies V = 0 for V ∈ T 1,0

p0 M .

Proof. We may assume that M = Cm. Let zk = xk + iyk for k = 1, ⋯, m and
x = (x1,⋯, xm) and y = (y1,⋯, ym). Set F = u+ iv, F = (F1,⋯, Fn) and Fs = us+ ivs
for s = 1, ⋯, n. Let V = V1 + iV2. Let JF be the Jacobi matrix of F at p0 after

identifying Cm ∋ z ↦ (x, y) ∈ Rm ×Rm. Then, JF [
V1
V2
] = 0 means

m

∑
k=1

(
∂us
∂xk
(V1)k +

∂us
∂yk
(V2)k) = 0

m

∑
k=1

(
∂vs
∂xk
(V1)k +

∂vs
∂yk
(V2)k) = 0

for s = 1, ⋯, n. This is equivalent to

0 =
m

∑
k=1

(
∂Fs
∂xk
(V1)k +

∂Fs
∂yk
(V2)k) =

m

∑
k=1

(
∂Fs
∂zk

Vk +
∂Fs
∂zk

Vk) =DF ∣p0[V ] +DF ∣p0[V ]

for s = 1, ⋯, n. □

9.2. Variation of the pairing function

In the following theorem, we assume that U = {Ui}i∈I is a locally finite covering
of M0 such that H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I.

Theorem 9.2.1 (Variational formula). Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg. Let [Y ] ∈

H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ H
1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg and q0 ∈ QM0 ≅ T

∗
x0
Tg. Let V1 = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈

TY [U] ≅ T[Y ]TTg and V2 = [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg. Then, the differential of

the pairing (9.0.1) is given by

DP ∣([Y ],q0) [V1, V2] = −
1

2i
∬

M0

(dAi −Lξi((ηi)zq0))dz ∧ dz,(9.2.1)

where

● ξ ∈ C0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) and η ∈ C
0(U ,C 2,1(ΘM0)) with δξ =X and δη = Y ;

● q0 = {q0}i∈I and ηiq0 = ηi(z)q0(z)dz; and
● Ai = Ai(z)dz satisfies Ai(z) ∈W

1,1(Ui) and

Ai(z
0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z) −Aj(z) = Ẏji(z)q0(z) + Yji(z)φj(z) +LXji(ηiq0)(z)(9.2.2)

for z ∈ z0j (Ui ∩Uj) and i, j ∈ I, where φ = {φi}i∈I .

The proof of Theorem 9.2.1 is given in §9.2.2.
Suppose A = {Ai}i∈I satisfies (9.2.2). Since dAi = (Ai)z(z)dz ∧ dz, Xji is

holomorphic, and (ηi)z = (ηj)z on Ui ∩Uj ,

(Ai)z(z
0
ij(z)) ∣

dz0ij

dz
(z)∣

2

− (Aj)z(z) = (LXji(ηiq0))z = LXji((ηi)zq0)

on Ui ∩Uj . Hence, the integrand in the integral at the right-hand side of (9.2.1) is
an 2-form on M0.
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9.2.1. Well-definedness of the integral. Since the tangent vectors are de-
fined as the equivalence classes, before proving Theorem 9.2.1, we shall check that
the integral in the right-hand side of (9.2.1) is independent of the choices of the
representatives.

9.2.1.1. The choice of {Ai}i∈I . When B = {Bi}i∈I satisfies (9.2.2) instead of
A = {Ai}i∈I . Then, Ωi = Ai − Bi defines a (1,0)-form Ω = Ω(z)dz on M0 with
Ωi(z) ∈W

1,1(Ui). Therefore, we obtain

1

2i
∬

M0

(dAi −Lξi((ηi)zq0)) −
1

2i
∬

M0

(dBi −Lξi((ηi)zq0)) =
1

2i
∬

M0

dΩ = 0.

by the Green formula for W 1,1-forms. See §5.8.
9.2.1.2. The choices of ξ and η. We first check that the integral is indepen-

dent of the choice of ξ = {ξi}i∈I . Take Ξ ∈ C0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) with δΞ = X. Then,
ξ −Ξ defines a global C 1,1-vector field X on M0. Since the integrand in this case is
{dAi − LΞi(d(ηiq0))}i∈I and ν = −(ηi)z = −∂ηi is a global (−1,1)-form on M0, the
difference of the integrands satisfies

(dAi −Lξi((ηi)zq0)) − (dAi −LΞi((ηi)zq0)) = −LX ((ηi)zq0) = d (νq0Xdz) .

Therefore, we obtain the difference of their integrals vanishes.
We shall check that the integral is independent of the choice of η = {ηi}i∈I . Let

H = {Hi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,C 2,1(ΘM0)) with δH = Y . Take B = {Bi}i∈I satisfying (9.2.2)

when we consider H instead of η. Notice that Y = η−H defines a global vector field
on M0. Set Ωi = Ai −Bi for i ∈ I. From (9.2.2), the difference of the integrands in
(9.2.1) satisfies

dΩi −Lξi(Yzq0) = dΩi −Lξi((Yq0)wdw ∧ dw)

= d (Ωi(w)dw + Yw(w)q0(w)ξi(w)dw)

and

(dΩi(z
0
ij(z)) −Lξi(Yzq0)(z

0
ij(z))) ∣

dz0ij

dz
(z)∣

2

− (dΩj(z) −Lξj(Yzq0)(z))

= dLXji(Yq0)(z) −LXji(Yzq0))(z)

= LY((Xjiq0)z) = 0

for z ∈ z0j (Ui∩Uj) and w ∈ z
0
i (Ui) sinceXjiq0 is a holomorphic 1-form on z0j (Ui∩Uj).

Therefore, the deference of the integrands is an exact 2-form on M0, and hence the
integral of the difference vanishes.

9.2.1.3. The representative of [Y ]. Let β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0
). From Proposi-

tion 5.3.2, we consider L̃β(X, Ẏ ) = (X, Ẏ + K
′(β,X)) ∈ ker(DY +δβ

1 ) instead of

(X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ), the right-hand side of (9.2.2) becomes

(Ẏji + [βi,Xji])q0 + (Yji + (βi − βj))φj +LXji((ηi + βi)q0)

= (Ẏjiq0 + Yjiφj +LXji(ηiq0)) + ([βi,Xji]q0 + (βi − βj)φj +LXji(βiq0))

= (Ẏjiq0 + Yjiφj +LXji(ηiq0)) + (βiφi − βjφj).

Therefore, the integral in (9.2.1) in this case satisifes

1

2i
∬

M0

(d(Ai + βiφi) −Lξi(d(ηiq0))) =
1

2i
∬

M0

(dAi −Lξi(d(ηiq0))) .
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9.2.1.4. The representatives of ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] and [X,φ]q0 . Take two cochains

α, β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). From the definitions of H1(Lq0) and TY , we choose (X +

δα, Ẏ + δβ + K(α,Y )) and (φ + Lα(q0),X + δα) as the representatives in stead

of (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
0 ) and (φ,X) ∈ C0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) ⊕ C1(U ,ΘM0). In this case, the

right-hand side of (9.2.2) becomes

(Ẏji + βi − βj + [αj , Yji])q0 + Yji(φj +Lαj(q0)) +LXji+αi−αj(ηiq0)

= (Ẏjiq0 + Yjiφj +LXji(ηiq0))

+ (βi − βj + [αj , Yji])q0 + YjiLαj(q0) +Lαi(ηiq0) −Lαj(ηiq0))

= (Ẏjiq0 + Yjiφj +LXji(ηiq0)) + (βiq0 +Lαi(ηiq0)) − (βjq0 +Lαj(ηjq0))

on z0j (Ui ∩Uj). Hence, the integrand in (9.2.1) in this case satisfies

d(Ai + βiq0 +Lαi(ηiq0)) −Lξi+αi(ηiq0) = dAi −Lξi(ηiq0)

since βiq0 = βi(z)q0(z)dz is holomorphic on Ui. This implies that the integral in
(9.2.1) is independent of the choices of representatives.

9.2.2. Proof of Theorem 9.2.1. We use the symbols defined from §8.1.1
to §8.1.4, frequently. Let Mt = Mt,0 for ∣t∣ < ϵ0. Let {∣t∣ < ϵ0} → xt ∈ Tg be the
representation of the holomorphic family. Let qt = {qti}i∈I be a holomorphic family
of holomorphic quadratic differentials such that qt ∈ QMt . Let vt = [{Y

t
ij}i,j∈I] ∈

H1(Mt,ΘMt) ≅ TxtTg. Then, from (3.3.7),

⟨vt, qt⟩ = −πRes([Y
t
ijqt]) = −

1

2i
∬

Mt

d(ηtiqtdz).

Since

ηti(z)qt(z) = η
0
i (z)q0(z) + tAi(z) + tBi(z) + o(t)

on z0i (Ui) as t→ 0 where B is some function on z0i (Ui), and

(9.2.3) Ai(z) = η̇i(z)q0(z) + η
0
i (z)φi(z).

By Proposition 8.1.2,

Ai(z
0
ij(z))

dz0ij

dz
(z) −Aj(z)

= (η̇i(z
0
ij(z))q0(z

0
ij(z)) + η

0
i (z

0
ij(z))φi(z

0
ij(z)))

dz0ij

dz
(z)

− (η̇j(z)q0(z) + η
0
j (z)φj(z))

=
⎛

⎝
η̇i(z

0
ij(z))(

dz0ij

dz
(z))

−1

− η̇j(z)
⎞

⎠
q0(z)

+ η0j (z)LXji(q0) + Yji(z)φj(z) + Yji(z)LXji(q0)(z)

= Ẏji(z)q0(z) + Yji(z)φj(z) − [η
0
i ,Xji](z)q0(z) + η

0
j (z)LXji(q0) + Yji(z)LXji(q0)(z)

= Ẏji(z)q0(z) + Yji(z)φj(z) +LXji(η
0
j q0)(z) +LXji(Yjiq0)

= Ẏji(z)q0(z) + Yji(z)φj(z) +LXji(η
0
i q0)(z),

which means {Ai}i∈I satisfies (9.2.2). From Proposition 9.1.1 and the discussion in
§9.2.1, we obtain the formula (9.2.1).
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9.2.3. Variational formula with the Dolbeault representation. From
Theorem 5.4.1 and (9.2.3), we obtain the following.

Corollary 9.2.1. Under the assumption and the notation in Theorem 5.4.1,
let jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
∈ TDolY [U] with D0(jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
) = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
, µi = −(ξi)z, νi = −(ηi)z and

ν̇i = −(η̇i)z for i ∈ I. Then,

DP ∣([Y ],q0) [V1, V2] =
1

2i
∬

M0

((ν̇i − [ξi, ηi]z)q0 + νiφi −Lξi(νiq0))dz ∧ dz,

where D0 is the connecting homomorphism (cf. Proposition 5.4.2 and Proposi-
tion 8.1.2).

Remark 9.2.1. From the discussion in §9.2.1, when [X] = 0, ξ may be assumed
to be ξ = 0. In this case, in the formula in Corollary 9.2.1, ν̇i and φi can be assumed
to be a globally defined on M0, and the formula becomes

DP ∣([Y ],q0) [V1, V2] =
1

2i
∬

M0

(ν̇iq0 + νiφi)dz ∧ dz.(9.2.4)

9.2.4. Variation of Pairing and Pairing on second order infinitesimal
space. The following formula will be applied in defining the model map of the
switch later (cf. Proposition 2.7.1 and Proposition 10.4.1).

Proposition 9.2.1 (A formula of the variation of Pairing). The variational
formula for the pairing is presented by

(9.2.5) DP∣([Y ],q) [⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , [X,φ]q] = PTT∣[X] (⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X] , ⟦φ, q⟧
†
[X])

for ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U] ≅ T[Y ]TTg, [X,φ]q ∈H
1(U ,Lq) ≅ TqQg, [Y ] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅

H1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg and q ∈ QM0 ≅ T
∗
x0
Tg.

Proof. From (5.5.4), the right-hand side of (9.2.5) is equal to

−
1

2i
∬

M0

((Ai)z −Lξi((ηi)zq))dz ∧ dz,

where ξ = {ξi}i∈I and η = {ηi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0

)) with δξ = X and δη = Y , and
A = {Ai}i∈I ∈ C

0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)) with

Aj −Ai = Yijφi − (Ẏji + [Xji, Yji])q +LXij(ηjq)

= Yijφi + Ẏijq +LXij(ηjq).

From (9.2.2), we have the equality (9.2.5). □

9.3. Models are models of the second order infinitesimal spaces

In this section, we fix x0 ∈ Tg and identify the Teichmüller space Tg with the
image of the Bers embedding with basepoint x0, and hence it is a bounded domain in
B2 = B2(D∗,Γ0). Hence, the holomorphic tangent bundle TTg is naturally identified
with the trivial bundle Tg ×B2 → Tg via the Bers embedding.

Let gf = Ax0 ○DBx0 ∣x0 ○ Tx0 be the Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame, and L is a
good section defined from gf. Let

I[Y ]∶T[Y ][U] →H1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕2
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be the trivialization defined from the Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame gf. Since the
differential DBx0 ∣x0 ∶Tx0Tg → B2 is the inverse of Âx0 = DPB

x0
∣
0
○Ax0 (cf. (8.2.2)),

from the left square of the commutative diagram (8.2.7), the map

(9.3.1) (DBx0 ∣x0)
⊕2
○ (Tx0)

⊕2
○I[Y ] ∶ T[Y ][U] → B2 ×B2

coincides with the the triviallization (identification) T[Y ][U] → T[Y ]TTg ≅ B2 ×B2

via the Bers embedding.
The purpose of this section is to observe that when we choose the trivializations

defined in Theorem 6.2.1, Theorem 6.3.1 and Theorem 6.5.1 are natural in the sense
that when we choose the Ahlfors-Weill guiding frame, these trivializations for the
second order infinitesimal spaces are naturally thought of as the trivialization via
the Bers embedding.

In the following discussion, we notice that B2 and Qx0 have a natural non-
degenerate pairing:

B2 ×Qx0 ∋ (φ, q) ↦ ⟨[Ax0(φ)], q⟩.

9.3.1. Models of the tangent space to T ∗Tg = Qg. In §3.2.2, we discuss
the trivialization of the cotangent bundle Qg ≅ T

∗Tg as T ∗Tg ≅ Tg ×Qx0 .

Let (φt, qt) = (tφ̇, q0+tq̇)+o(t) ∈ Tg×Qx0 ⊂ B2×Qx0 and (φt, ψt) = (tφ̇, ψ0+tψ̇)+
o(t) ∈ Tg ×B2 ⊂ B2×B2 be holomorphic curves. Suppose that [X,Φ]q0 ∈H1(U ,Lq0)
and ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U] be the tangent vectors of the holomorphic curves at t = 0.

By definition, DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0([X]) = φ̇ and DBx0 ∣x0 ○Tx0([Y ]) = ψ0.
From the trivializations TTg ≅ Tg ×B2 and T ∗Tg ≅ Tg ×Qx0 discussed in §3.2.2,

we obtain

PTTg ∣φt((φt, ψt), (φt, qt)) = ⟨[Ax0(ψt)], qt⟩.

From Theorem 9.2.1,

(9.3.2) DP ∣([Y ],q0) [⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] , [X,Φ]q0] = ⟨[Ax0(ψ0)], q̇⟩ + ⟨[Ax0(ψ̇)], q0⟩.

Since gf([X]) = Ax0(φ̇) and gf([Y ]) = Ax0(ψ0), from Theorem 6.4.1 and
Proposition 9.2.1, the left-hand side of (9.3.2) is equal to

PTT∣[X] (⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X] , ⟦Φ, q0⟧
†
[X]) = ⟨[Ax0(ψ0)], Q̇⟩ + ⟨[ν̂], q0⟩

where

(Tx0 ⊕Tx0) ○I[X] (⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X]) = ([Ax0(ψ0)], [ν̂]) ∈ Tx0Tg ⊕ Tx0Tg

I †
[X]
(⟦Φ, q0⟧

†
[X]) = (Q̇, q0) ∈ Qx0 ⊕Qx0

and these trivializations are defined with the guiding frame gf. Notice from the
discussion around (8.2.18) that ν̂ = Ax0(ψ̇). Therefore, we conclude

⟨[Ax0(ψ0)], q̇⟩ = ⟨[Ax0(ψ0)], Q̇⟩

and Q̇ = q̇ since we can choose ψ0 arbitrarilly.
We summarize the above discussion as follows.

Proposition 9.3.1. Under the trivialization T ∗Qg ≅ Tg×Qx0 defined in §3.2.2,
the tangent space H1(M0,Lq0) at q0 ∈ Qx0 ⊂ Qg is trivialized by the trivialization
in Theorem 6.5.1 induced by the guiding frame gf = Ax0 ○DBx0 ∣x0 ○ Tx0 defined
from the Ahlfors-Weill section.
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9.3.2. Models of cotangent spaces. As we discussed in §6.6, the trivial-
izations of T[Y ][U] and H1,†(U ,Lq0) ([Y ] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0) and q0 ∈ Qx0) defined in
Theorem 6.3.1 and Theorem 6.5.1 are thought of as the isomorphisms between the
dual spaces. Namely, the trivializations are natural in terms of the pairings. For
the record, we summarize the following.

Proposition 9.3.2 (Models of duals are models of cotangent spaces). The triv-
ializations defined by the Ahlfors-Weill guiding frames gives natural identifications

T†
[Y ]
[U] → T ∗[Y ]TTg ≅ Qx0 ⊕Qx0

H1,†
(U ,Lq0) → T ∗q0T

∗
Tg ≅ Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,Lq0).



CHAPTER 10

Flip, Switch, Dualization and Lie bracket

The purpose of this chapter is to define the models of the flip, the switch, and
the dualizaiton for the models of the second order infinitesimal spaces. We also
give a presentation of the Lie bracket for C1-vector fields of type (1,0) on the
Teichmüller space.

10.1. Model spaces over underlying manifolds

For a complex manifoldM , the flip on TTM , the switch from TT ∗M to T ∗TM ,
and the dualization between T ∗T ∗M and TT ∗M preserves the fibers over points of
M . From this observation, we define

(TT)x0[U] = {([Y ], ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]) ∣ [Y ] ∈H
1
(U ,ΘM0), ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ][U]}

(T†T)x0[U] = {([Y ], ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[Y ]) ∣ [Y ] ∈H

1
(U ,ΘM0), ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U]}

(TT†
)x0[U] = {(q, [X,φ]q) ∣ q ∈ Qx0 , [X,φ]q ∈H

1
(U ,Lq)}

(T†T†
)x0[U] = {(q, [Φ, Y ]q) ∣ q ∈ Qx0 , [Φ, Y ]q ∈H

1,†
(U ,Lq)} .

where x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg and U be a locally finite covering ofM0 withH
1(Ui,ΘM0) =

0 for i ∈ I.
Throughtout this chapter, we fix a guiding frame gf and the good section L for

trivializations (cf. §6.1 and Theorem 6.2.1). From Theorem 6.2.1, Theorem 6.3.1,
and Theorem 6.5.1, we have the following bijections:

IT∶ (TT)x0[U] →H1
(U ,ΘM0)

⊕3

I †
T ∶ (T

†T)x0[U] →H1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0 ⊕Qx0

I ∗
T ∶ (TT

†
)x0[U] → Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

I ∗†
T ∶ (TT

†
)x0[U] → Qx0 ⊕Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

by

IT([Y ], ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]) = ([Y ],I[Y ] (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]))

I †
T([Y ], ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ] = ([Y ],I

†
[Y ]
(⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[Y ]))

I ∗
T (q, [X,φ]q) = (q,I

∗
q ([X,φ]q))

I ∗†
T (q, [Φ, Y ]q) = (q,I

∗†
q ([Φ, Y ]q)) .

10.2. Flip

In this section, we discuss the flip on the double tangent space.

105
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10.2.1. Action on the model spaces. We define

(ZZ)x0[U] = {(Y, (X, Ẏ )) ∣ Y ∈ Z
1
(U ,ΘM0), (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(D

Y
1 )} ,

where DY
1 is a linear map defined in §5.3.2. We claim

Proposition 10.2.1. Let U be a locally finite covering of M0. We define
αZ,x0 ∶ (ZZ)x0[U] → (ZZ)x0[U] and αT = αT,x0 ∶ (TT)x0[U] → (TT)x0[U] by

αZ,x0
(Y, (X, Ẏ )) = (X, (Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]))(10.2.1)

αT,x0 ([Y ], ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]) = ([X], ⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X]) .(10.2.2)

Then, αZ,x0 and αT,x0 are well-defined self-maps on (ZZ)x0[U] and (TT)x0[U]

satisfying the commutative diagram:

(ZZ)x0[U]
αZ

ÐÐÐÐ→ (ZZ)x0[U]

×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö

(ZZ)x0[U]
αT

ÐÐÐÐ→ (TT)x0[U],

where vertical arrows mean the natural projection.

Proof. We need to check that αZ,x0
and αT,x0

are well-defined.

Let (X, Ẏ ) ∈ ker(DY
1 ). For i, j ∈ I,

(Ẏij + [Xij , Yij]) + (Ẏij + [Xij , Yij]) + [Yij ,Xij] = Ẏij + Ẏji + [Xij , Yij] = 0.

δ ((Ẏ + [X,Y ]) +
1

2
[Y,X]) − ζ(Y,X) = δ ((Ẏ +

1

2
[X,Y ]) − ζ(X,Y ) = 0,

which means that (Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]) ∈ ker(DX
1 ). Therefore, αZ,x0 is well-defined.

Next, we check αT,x0
is well-defined. For α, β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0

), the second coorid-

nate of αZ(Y, (X, Ẏ ) +D
Y
0 (α,β)) is equal to

(Y, Ẏ + δβ +K(α,Y ) + [X + δα,Y ]) = (Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ] +K ′(α,Y ) + (0, δβ)

= L̃α;X(Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]) +D
X+δα
0 (0, β).

Since L̃α;X(Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]) ∈ ker(D
Y +δα
1 ), from Proposition 5.3.2 and Definition 3,

the equivalence class ⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X] ∈ T[X] is well-defined from ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY .

Notice that L̃β;Y (X, Ẏ ) = (X, Ẏ +K
′(β,X)) (∈ ker(DY +δβ

1 )) corresponds to

(Y + δβ, Ẏ +K ′(β,X) + [X,Y + δβ]) = (Y + δβ, Ẏ + [βi,X] + [X,Y ])

= (Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]) +DX
0 (β,0).

In the sequel, for ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ∈ T[Y ], the equivalence class ⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧[X] is well-

defined in T[X]. □

10.2.2. The action of the Flip αTg . We define a self-mapαtrivT,x0
of (TT)x0[U]

by

αtrivT,x0
([Y ], [X], [W ]) = ([X], [Y ], [W ]),

where I[Y ] is the trivialization defined in Theorem 6.2.1. We define Kx0 ∶ (TT )x0Tg →

(TT)x0Tg by

Kx0(v) = (T
−1
x0
(ΠTTg(v)),K

ΠTg (ΠTTg (v))
ΠTTg (v)

(v)) ,
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where K ⋅
⋅ is the isomorphism defined in Theorem 8.2.1.

We discuss the flip on the double tangent space on Teichmüller space. For
x0 ∈ Tg, let Bx0 ∶ Tg → B2 be the Bers embedding and T Bx0

the image (§3.1.3). Then
the twice differentials of the Bers embedding Bx0 induces the canonical isomorphism

TTTg → T
B
x0
×B2 ×B2 ×B2

since T Bx0
is a domain in B2 (≅ C3g−3). Under the identification, the action of the

flip αTg on TTTg is presented by

T Bx0
×B2 ×B2 ×B2

αTg
ÐÐÐÐ→ T Bx0

×B2 ×B2 ×B2

(x,ψ0, φ̇, ψ̇) ÐÐÐÐ→ (x, φ̇, ψ0, ψ̇)

from the definition of the flip (cf. §2.6.1).
Our model of the flip (10.2.2) presents the action of the flip on the double

tangent space. Actually we have the following.

Theorem 10.2.1 (Flip). The flip αT on (TT)x0[U] satisfying the commutative
diagram:

(TT )x0Tg
Kx0
ÐÐÐÐ→ (TT)x0[U]

IT
ÐÐÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

⊕3

αTg
×
×
×
Ö

αT
×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
αtriv

T

(TT )x0Tg
Kx0
ÐÐÐÐ→ (TT)x0[U]

IT
ÐÐÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0)

⊕3,

where αTg is the flip on TTTg.

Proof. From Theorem 8.2.1, the commutativity of the left-square of the di-
agram follows from that of the right-square by applying a special guiding frame
defined in (6.1.1). Hence, we only check the commutativity of the right-square.

Let ([X], [W ]) ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0)
⊕2 and ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈ TY [U] with IY (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
) =

([X], [W ]). Suppose IX (⟦Y, Ẏ + [X,Y ]⟧
X
) = ([Y ], [W ′]). Then

W = Ẏ +
1

2
[X,Y ] −E(X,Y )

W ′
= Ẏ + [X,Y ] +

1

2
[Y,X] −E(Y,X) = Ẏ +

1

2
[X,Y ] −E(Y,X)

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0), where U is an appropriate covering on M . From (d) of
Lemma 6.2.1,

W −W ′
= E(X,Y ) −E(Y,X) ≡ 0

modulo δC0(U ,ΘM0). Hence [W ] = [W ′] in H1(U ,ΘM0). □

10.2.3. Flip via Dolbeaut presentations. From the (8.1.11) and Corol-
lary 9.2.1, it is natural to define, in the cocycle level, the flip under the two
Doubeaut-type presentations (given in §5.4) for jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
∈ TDolY [U] and jµ, ν̇oη ∈

TBelη [U] by

αDolT (jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) = k−∂η, ν̇ − ∂[ξ, η]p

cycl

X
∈ TDolX [U]

αBelT (jµ, ν̇oη) = k−∂η, ν̇ − ∂[ξ, η]pξ ∈ T
Bel
ξ [U]

for TDolY [U] and TBelη [U] , after fixing cochains ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with

δξ =X, −∂ξ = µ, and δη = Y , where [ξ, η] = {[ξi, ηi]}i∈I .
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Indeed, take a cochain η̇ with −∂η̇ = ν̇. Let Ẏ = δη̇ +K(ξ, Y ). Then

Ẏ + [X,Y ] = δη̇ + (K ′(ξ, Y ) −K(η,X)) +K(η,X)

= δη̇ + ([ξj , ηj] − [ξj , ηi] − [ηi, ξj] + [ηi, ξi]) +K(η,X)

= δ(η̇ + [ξ, η]) +K(η,X).

From (10.2.2), we deduce

−∂(η̇ + [ξ, η]) = ν̇ − ∂[ξ, η]

is the second coordinate of αDolT (jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) (and hence, of αBelT (jµ, ν̇oη)). The

commutatice diagrams like as those given in Proposition 10.2.1 and Theorem 10.2.1
also hold in the Dolbeaut-type representations from above observations.

10.3. Dualization, Pairing and Symplectic form

10.3.1. Trivialization. Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering withH
1(Ui,ΘM0) =

0 for i ∈ I. We define the model of the dualization by

dual†T∶H
1
(U ,Lq0) ∋ [X,φ]q0 → [φ,−X]q0 ∈H

1,†
(U ,Lq0).

We already discussed the model P† of the pairing between Tq0T
∗Tg ≅ H

1(U ,Lq0)
and T ∗q0T

∗Tg ≅H
1,†(U ,Lq0), and the model ωQg of the symplectic form on Tq0T

∗Tg ≅

H1(U ,Lq0) in Section 5.7.
We set

dual†T∶ (TT
†
)x0[U] → (T

†T†
)x0[U]

dual†T
triv
∶Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0 →Qx0 ⊕Qx0 ⊕H

1
(U ,ΘM0)

by

dual†T(q, [X,φ]q) = (q, [φ,−X]q)

dual†T
triv
(q, [X], φ) = (q,φ,−[X]).

We can easily check that these maps are well-defined. From the definitions and
Theorem 6.5.2, we deduce the following (cf. Proposition 2.6.3).

Theorem 10.3.1 (Dualization, Pairing and Symplectic form). The diagram

(TT†)x0[U]
I ∗

T
ÐÐÐÐ→ Qx0 ⊕H

1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

dual†T

×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
dual†T

triv

(T†T†)x0[U]
I ∗†

T
ÐÐÐÐ→ Qx0 ⊕Qx0 ⊕H

1(U ,ΘM0)

is commutative. Furthermore,

P
†
([X,φ]q,dual

†
T([X,φ

′
]q)) = 2ωQg([X

′, φ′]q, [X,φ]q)

holds for [X,φ]q, [X
′, φ′]q ∈ (TT†)x0[U].
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10.4. Switch

10.4.1. Action on the model spaces. We check the following (cf. Propo-
sition 2.7.1)

Proposition 10.4.1 (Switch). The mapping

SwhT∶ (TT†
)x0[U] ∋ (q, [X,φ]q) ↦ ([X], ⟦φ, q⟧

†
[X]) ∈ (T

†T)x0[U]

is a well-defined bijection, and satisfies the following with the differential of the
pairing:

(10.4.1) DP∣(v,q)[V1, V2] = PTT∣[X](αT(V1),SwhT(V2))

for V1 = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U] ≅ T[Y ]TTg, V2 = [φ,X] ∈ H1(U ,Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg, [Y ] ∈

H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅H
1(M0,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg and q ∈ QM0 ≅ T

∗
x0
Tg.

Proof. We only check the well-definedness of the map SwhT. The relation
(10.4.1) follows from Proposition 9.2.1.

Let (X,φ) and (X ′, φ′) be two representatives of [X,φ]q ∈ H
1(U ,Lq). There

is an α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) such that X ′ = X + δα, δφ = LX(q), and φ′ = φ + Lα(q).

Therefore, (φ, q) ∈ ker(DX,†
1 ), (φ′, q) ∈ ker(DX′,†

1 ), and

(φ′, q) = (φ +Lα(q), q) = L
†
α;X(φ, q)

and hence ⟦φ, q⟧
†
[X] is well-defined in T†

[X]
[U]. The bijectivity follows from the

definition. □

We define the map SwhtrivT by

Qx0 ⊕H
1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0

Swhtriv
T

ÐÐÐÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0 ⊕Qx0

(q, [X], ψ) ÐÐÐÐ→ ([X], ψ, q).

From the definition of the switch, we have the following commutative diagram:

(TT†)x0
[U]

I ∗
T

ÐÐÐÐ→ Qx0
⊕H1(U ,ΘM0

) ⊕Qx0

SwhT
×
×
×
Ö

×
×
×
Ö
Swhtriv

T

(T†T)x0[U]
I †

T
ÐÐÐÐ→ H1(U ,ΘM0) ⊕Qx0 ⊕Qx0

,

where the trivializations in the vertical directions of the diagram can be chosen
arbitrarily.

10.4.2. Maps on the second order infinitesimal spaces. As noticed in
§9.3, our model spaces (TT)x0[U] and (TT∗)x0[U] are thought of as a model of
(TT )x0Tg and (TT ∗)x0Tg, respectively, via the Bers embedding (or the Ahlfors-

Weill section). We denote by K †
x0

the natural identification from (TT ∗)x0Tg to
(TT∗)x0

[U]. As discussed in §9.3.2, there are natural bijections

K ∗
x0
∶ (T ∗T )x0Tg → (T

∗T)x0[U]

K ∗†
x0
∶ (T ∗T ∗)x0Tg → (T

∗T∗)x0[U]

defined from the dual isomorphisms.
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From Proposition 10.4.1, we have the following commutative diagram for the
switch between T ∗TTg and TT ∗Tg:

(10.4.2)

(T ∗T )x0Tg
SwhTg
ÐÐÐÐ→ (TT ∗)x0Tg

≅
×
×
×
Ö

≅
×
×
×
Ö

(T†T)x0[U]
SwhT
ÐÐÐÐ→ (TT†)x0[U]

where two vertical arrows are canonical identification (cf. §2.6.2 and §9.3).

Remark 10.4.1. For the record, we notice the following: In the correspondence

(10.4.2) that for ([X], ⟦ψ, q⟧
†
[X]) in the left-hand side, we first choose X of a repre-

sentative of [X] and the representaive (ψ, q) ∈ ker(DX,†
1 ) of ⟦ψ, q⟧

†
[X]. Then, (X,ψ)

is a cocycle in Z1(U ,Lq).

10.5. Lie bracket between vector fields

Let X and Y be C1-vector fields of type (1,0) defined around x0. We think of
X and Y as smooth maps from a neighborhood of x0 in Tg to TTg.

Theorem 10.5.1 (Lie bracket). Let U be a locally finite covering of M satisfy-
ing that each Ui is an embedded closed disk with smooth boundary. Under the above
notation, let Xx0 = [X] and Yx0 = [Y ] ∈ Tx0Tg ≅H

1(M0,ΘM0) ≅H
1(U ,ΘM0). Sup-

pose that

(DX(Y)[X])
10
= ⟦Y, Ẋ⟧

X
∈ TX[U] ≅ T[X][U] ≅ T[X]TTg

(DY(X)[Y ])
01
= ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
∈ TY [U] ≅ T[Y ][U] ≅ T[Y ]TTg.

Then, the Lie bracket of X and Y at x is represented by

(10.5.1) [X ,Y]x0
= [Ẏ − Ẋ + [X,Y ]] ∈H1

(M0,ΘM0).

In particular, [X ,Y]x0
= 0 if and only if

Ẋ − Ẏ = [X,Y ] + δβ

for some β ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0).

Proof. From Proposition 10.2.1,

αZ(Y, (X, Ẏ )) − (X, (Y, Ẋ)) = (X, (0, Ẏ − Ẋ + [X,Y ]))

is a lift of

αT ([Y ], ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ]) − ([X], ⟦Y, Ẋ⟧[X]) ,

and its vertical projection is presented as [Ẏ − Ẋ + [X,Y ]] ∈ H1(M0,ΘM0) (cf.
Proposition 5.3.1 and Remark 5.3.1). The formula (10.5.1) follows from Proposi-
tion 2.6.1. □

Remark 10.5.1. Since Ẏ ∗ = −Ẏ − [X,Y ], (10.5.1) is restated as

(10.5.2) [X ,Y]x0
= [Ẏ ∗ + Ẋ] ∈H1

(M0,ΘM0)

where ∗ means the filp of subscripts defined in (5.3.4).
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10.6. Lie bracket via the Dolbeaut presentation

We rephrase Theorem 10.5.1 under the Dolbeaut presentations. Let X and Y
as above. Fix cochains ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ = X and δη = Y . Suppose
that

(DX(Y)[X])
10
= j−∂η, ν̇o

cycl

X
∈ TDolX [U]

= j−∂η, ν̇o
ξ
∈ TBelξ [U]

(DY(X)[Y ])
01
= j−∂ξ, µ̇o

cycl

Y
∈ TDolY [U]

= j−∂ξ, µ̇o
η
∈ TBelη [U].

From the discussion in §10.2.3, we have

[X ,Y]x0
= [ν̇ − µ̇ + ∂[ξ, η]] ∈ Tx0Tg,

which implies that

⟨[X ,Y]x0
, q⟩ = ∬

M0

(ν̇i − µ̇i + [ξi, ηi]z)q

for all q ∈ Qx0 = T
∗
x0
Tg. Thus, [X ,Y]x0

= 0 if and only if there is a global vector

field χ ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,0(ΘM0)) such that

ν̇ − µ̇ + ∂[ξ, η] = −∂χ.





CHAPTER 11

Variational formulae of L1-Norm function and
Teichmüller metric

11.1. L1-norm for holomorphic quadratic differentials

In this section, we discuss the variational formula of the L1-norm for holomor-
phic quadratic differentials

T ∗Tg ≅ Qg ∋ q ↦ n(q) ∶= ∥q∥

on the cotangent bundle. It is known that the L1-norm function n is of class C1 on
the cotangent bundle except for the zero section (cf. [67, Lemma 2]). For reader’s
convenience, we summarize Royden’s argument briefly.

Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg. Fix a symplectic basis {Ak,Bk}
g
k=1 of H1(M0,Z). Let

w0 be an Abelian differential on M0 with simple zeroes. For x = (M,f) ∈ Tg, we
denote by wx0 the Abelian differential on M with same A-periods as w0. Take a
small neighborhood U of x0 so that each zero of wx0 for x ∈ U are simple. We label
the zeroes of wx0 . Let wxi be the normalized Abelian differential on M whose Ak-
period is δik for k = 1,⋯, g. For i = g+1, ⋯, 3g−3, let γµi be the Abelian differential
of the third kind which has simple pole of residue 1 at the (i − g)-th zero of wx0 ,
and a simple pole of residue −1 at the 2g − 2-nd zero of wx0 . Then,

U ×C↦ (x, (t1,⋯, t3g−3)) ↦
⎛

⎝

g

∑
i=1

tiw
x
i +

3g−3

∑
i=g+1

tjγ
x
j

⎞

⎠
wx0 ∈ Qg

gives a differentiable (holomorphic) local trivialization. We can check that the
differential in the right of the above equation is differentiable (cf. Lemma 1 in
[67]). Hence, the norm function varies as a function of C1. We apply (a part of)
Royden’s argument to obtain our variational formula and present the variational
formula in our own setting.

11.1.1. Variational formula derived from Royden’s calculation. The
calculation here almost follows from that by Royden in [67]. We start with the
following lemma.

Lemma 11.1.1 (Lemma 1 in [67]). Let q0 be a holomorphic quadratic diffe-
tential on a Riemann surface W , and φ a smooth (not necessarily holomorphic)
quadratic differential. Let K be a compact set in W . Then the function

f(t) = ∬
K
∣q0(z) + tφ(z)∣dxdy

is differentiable as a function of t, and satisfies

f(t) = f(0) +
t

2
∬

K

q0φ

∣q0∣
dxdy +

t

2
∬

K

q0φ

∣q0∣
dxdy + o(t).

113
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In the proof of Lemma 11.1.1, Royden first discusses the variation

∣q0 + tφ∣ = ∣q0∣ + t
q0
2∣q0∣

φ + t
q0
2∣q0∣

φ + o(t)

on a compact set on which ∣q0∣ > 0, and take the limit via the exhaustion of K by
relatively compact domains of K ∩ {∣q0∣ > 0}. By applying Royden’s argument and
Proposition 9.1.1, we also prove the following (see also the proof of [15, Theorem
5.3]).

Theorem 11.1.1 (Variation of L1-norm). Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite
covering of M0 with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for all i ∈ I. For V = [X,φ]q0 ∈H

1(U ,Lq0) ≅
Tq0T

∗Tg, we have

(11.1.1) Dn∣q0[V ] =
1

4i
∬

M0

q0
∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz,

where q0 ∈ Qx0 and ξ = {ξi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) with δξ =X.

We notice the following.

(1) Since the zeroes of q0 is discrete, the integral (11.1.1) makes sense.
(2) In the calculation of the formula (11.1.1), the following observation may

be useful : For a differentiable vector field X =X(z)∂z on Ui,

LX(∣q0∣) = (
q0
2∣q0∣
(q0)

′X + ∣q0∣Xz)dz ∧ dz =
q0
2∣q0∣

LX(q0)

on z0i (Ui) ∩ {∣q0∣ > 0}.
(3) The formula (11.1.1) is independent of the choice of ξ. Indeed, take Ξ =
{Ξi}i∈I ∈ C

0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) with δΞ = X. Then X = ξ − Ξ is a global
C 1,1-vector field on M0. In this case

∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣
(φi −LΞi(q0)) −∬

M0

q0
∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))

= ∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣

LX (q0) = −2∬
M0

d(X ∣q0∣dz) = 0

by the Green theorem.
(4) The formula (11.1.1) is independent of the choice of the representative of

V = [X,φ]q0 . Let α ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). We now choose (X + δα,φ + Lα(q0))
as the representative of V = [X,φ]q0 . In this case, we may think ξ + α
instead of ξ, and the inside of the parentheses of the integrand in (11.1.1)
becomes

φi +Lαi(q0) −Lξi+αi(q0) = φ −Lξi(q0).

This means that the integral is invariant.
(5) The formula (11.1.1) recovers Royden’s formula in Lemma 11.1.1. Indeed,

when [X] ∈ H1(U ,ΘM0) is trivial, from the above observation, we may
assume that ξ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0). Hence, φi − Lξi(q0) in the integrand of
the right-hand side of (11.1.1) is defined from a (global) holomorphic
quadratic differential on M0.

From the definition of the pairing (5.7.1), we conclude the following:
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Corollary 11.1.1 (∂-derivative of L1-norm). Let q0 ∈ Qg. Then,

∂n∣q0 =
1

2
[−Lη(q0), Y ]

†
q0 = −

1

2
[Lη(q0),−Y ]

†
q0 ∈H

1,†
(U ,Lq0) ≅ T

∗
q0Qg

where Lη(q0) = {Lηi(q0)}i∈I , ηi = {ηi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) with (ηi)z = −q0/∣q0∣

for i ∈ I and Y = δη ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0).

Namely, Corollary 11.1.1 implies

∂n([X,φ]q0) = P
†
([X,φ]q0 ,−

1

2
[Lη(q0),−Y ]

†
q0)

for [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg and q0 ∈ Qg.

Remark 11.1.1. Under the notation in the above discussion, we notice that
Lηi(q0) is holomorphic on Ui for all i ∈ I and satisfies Lηj(q0) −Lηi(q0) = LYij(q0)
for i, j ∈ I. Indeed,

Lηi(q0)z = (q0)
′
(ηi)z + 2q0(ηi)zz = −(q0)

′ q0
∣q0∣
+ 2q0

q0
2(q0)

′

2∣q0∣3
= 0

on Ui−Zero(q0). Since q0/∣q0∣ ∈ L
∞(Ui), we may think that ηi is Hölder continuous

with exponent 1−(2/p) and (ηi)z ∈ L
p(Ui) for arbitrary p > 2 by applying Calderón-

Zygmund’s theorem after identifying Ui with a bounded domain in C (e.g. [32,
Lemma 4.20, Proposition 4.23]). In particular, we have Lηi(q0) ∈ L

2
loc(Ui) under

the chart of Ui. Therefore, the Riemann removable singularity theorem (or the
Weyl lemma) asserts that Lηi(q0) is holomorphic on Ui.

11.1.2. Variational formula from the universal deformation. In [28],
Hubbard and Masur discuss the representation of the tangent vectors at q0 ∈ Qg
adapted to the condition of critical points of q0. In this section, we restate the
differential formula in this setting. The subject of this subsection is not needed for
further development in this paper. However, it is interesting by itself.

Let q0 ∈ QM0 and [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) ≅ Tq0Qg, where U = {Ui}i∈I is a locally

finite covering with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Let ξ = {ξi}i∈I with δξ = X. We
consider the reasonable decomposition {Rj}j∈J of M0 such that

● each Rj contains at most one zero of q0 in its interior, and ∣q0∣ > 0 on ∂Rj ;
and
● each Rj is contained in Ui(j) for some i(j) ∈ I.

Let J be the set of indices j ∈ J such that the interior of Rj contains a zero pj ∈M0

of q0. For j ∈ J ∖ J0, we fix pj ∈ Int(Rj). We also assume

● for j ∈ J0, there is a local chart (Vj ,wj) around pj such that Rj ⊂ Vj ,

wj(pj) = 0, and q0 = w
kjdw2 under the coordinate (Vj ,wj).

For j ∈ J ∖ J0, we set kj = 0. For k ≥ 0, we define

Pk = {(a0 + a1w +⋯ + ak−2w
k−2
)dw2

∣ ai ∈ C}
for k ≥ 2, and Pk = {0} for k = 0, 1. From the universal deformation theorem by
Hubbard and Masur, each φi(j) is represented as

φi(j) = pφ;j +LZj(q0)

on Rj , where pφ;j ∈ Pkj and Zj is a (bounded) holomorphic vector field on Vj (cf.
[28, Proposition 3.1]).

Under the above notation, the formula (11.1.1) is rewritten as
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(11.1.2) Dn∣q0[V ] =
1

4i
∑
j∈J
∬

Rj

(
w

∣w∣
)

kj

(pφ;j −Lξi(j)−Zj(w
kjdw2

))dw ∧ dw.

11.1.3. Tangent space to the unit sphere bundle. In this section, we
summerize the structure of the real and complex tangent spaces to the unit tangent
bundle in Qg. As Royden observed that the L1-norm function is of class C1 on
Q×g = Qg − {0} (“0” means the zero section), See §11.2 for detail.

Let

SQg = {q ∈ Qg ∣ ∥q∥ = 1}.

The bundle SQg → Tg is the unit sphere bundle over Tg. Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg and
q0 ∈ QM0 . From Theorem 11.1.1, the real tangent space to SQg at q0 is described
by

TR
q0SQg = {V ∈ Tq0Qg ∣ Re (∂n(V )) = 0}

= {[X,φ]q0 ∈ Tq0Qg ∣ Re∬
M0

q0
2∣q0∣

(φi −Lξi(q0)) = 0} ,

where ξ = {ξi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0) with δξ =X and U = {Ui}i∈I is a locally finite

covering with H1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. In the following argument we identify Qx0

with the vertical space of Tq0Qg =H
1(U ,Lq0). Namely,

Qx0 ∋ ψ
≅

ÐÐÐÐ→ [0, ψ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0).

(cf. Remark 5.6.1). Let

(Qx0)
⊥
q0 = {[0, ψ]q0 ∈H

1
(U ,Lq0) ∣ ψ ∈ Qx0 ,∬

M0

q0
∣q0∣

ψ = 0} .

Take [Xq0] ∈H
1(U ,ΘM0) such that the tangent vector corresponding to [Xq0]

is presented by q0/∣q0∣. Fix a guiding frame gf such that gf([Xq0]) = q0/∣q0∣. Take
L as Proposition 6.1.1 for gf. In Proposition 6.1.1, we assume that all gf([X]) is
smooth. However, we can treat this case in similar way.

We define a horizontal lift of [X] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0) by

[X,LL(X)i(q0) −Q]q0 ∈H
1
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

),

where Q ∈ C0(U ,A0,0(ΩM0)
⊗2) with

∂Q = ∂LL(X)i(q0).

and

∬
M0

gf([Z])Q = 0

for all [Z] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0). Then,

Tx0Tg ∋H
1
(U ,ΘM0) ∋ [X] ↦ [X,LL(X)i(q0) −Q]q0 ∈H

1
(U ,Ω⊗2M0

)

is an injective C-linear map. Let THq0Qg be the image of the C-linear map. We
claim

Proposition 11.1.1. The maximal complex subspace T 1,0
q0 SQg of T

R
q0SQg sat-

isfies

(11.1.3) T 1,0
q0 SQg = T

H
q0Qg ⊕ (Qx0)

⊥
q0 .
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In particular,

TR
q0SQg = T

H
q0Qg ⊕ (Qx0)

⊥
q0 ⊕ ⟨[0, iq0]q0⟩R.

Proof. The horizontal lift THq0Qg and (Qx0)
⊥
q0 are linearly independent since

(Qx0)
⊥
q0 is contained in the kernel of the differential of the projection DΠ†

Tg
∶TQg →

TTg. Therefore, the dimension of the right-hand side of (11.1.3) is 3g − 3 + 3g − 4 =
6g−7. For a horizontal lift V = [X,LL(X)i(q0)−Q]q0 ∈ T

H
q0Qg, from Theorem 11.1.1,

Dn∣q0[V ] = ∬
M0

q0
2∣q0∣
(LL(X)i(q0) −Q −LL(X)i(q0)) = −

1

2
∬

M0

gf([Xq0])Q = 0.

Therefore, THq0Qg is a subspace of T 1,0
q0 SQg. Since the dimension of T 1,0

q0 SQg is

6g − 7, (11.1.3) holds. We can easily check the decomposition of TR
q0SQg. □

Remark 11.1.2. The horizontal lift THq0Qg is dependent of the choice of the
guiding frame gf. In fact, the dependence is caused from an observation that the
differential Q in the definition of the horizontal lift determined up to (Qx0)

⊥
q0 when

the guiding frame changes.

11.1.4. Conjectures on Levi convexity of unit ball bundles. Suppose
q0 is generic, that is, q0 is in the principal stratum. Under the period coordinates
z = (z1,⋯, z6g−6) via the double (branched) covering around q0, the L1-norm is
presented as

n(z) = i
3g−3

∑
j=1

(zjzg+j − zg+jzj)

after fixing a symplectic basis on the covering surface. Since the period coordinates
via the double covering is a complex analytic chart, the Levi form of n has exactly
3g − 3 positive (negative) eigenvalues (cf. [50], [77]. See also [15, §5.4]).

Recall that a C2 function on in a complex manifold of dimension n is said to
be strictly k-pseudoconvex if its Levi form has at least n−k+1 positive eigenvalues.
A domain D in a complex manifold is called k-convex at x ∈ ∂D if there is a
neighborhood U of x and a strictly k-pseudoconvex function φ on U such that
D ∩ U = {φ(x) < φ(x)} (cf. [23, §2.2]). In this sence, the L1-norm function is
strictly (3g − 2)-pseudoconvex on the principal stratum and the unit ball bundle
Q1
g = {q ∈ Qg ∣ n(q) < 1} is (3g − 2)-convex at each generic boundary point.

Dumas [15] observes that the complex Hessian (Levi form) of the L1-norm
function is positive definite at q0 along Qx0 . From an observation in the simplest
case given in§4.4.1, we pose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 11.1.1. When q0 ∈ Qg is generic, the Levi form of the L1-norm
function is negative on a horizontal lift THq0Qg.

Conjecture 11.1.2. The Teichmüller metric is (strictly) plurisubharmonic on
TTg.

Conjecture 11.1.1 is possibly rephrased for general q ∈ Qg.

11.2. Royden’s theorem revisited

We first discuss the regularity of the L1-norm function with our formula.
Namely, the continuity of the total differential dn is derived from the presenta-
tion (11.1.1) as follows.
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Let {[Xn, φn]qn}
∞
n=1 be a sequence in TQg converges to [X0, φ0]q0 with q0 ≠ 0.

from the definition of the tangent vectors to Qg (§5.6.2), we can take an appropriate
cochain ξn with δξn = Xn (n = 0,1,⋯) such that (φn)i and (ξn)i and their deriva-
tives converge to (φ0)i on (ξ0)i and their derivatives uniformly on any compact
sets on Ui with suitable covering U = {Ui}i∈I after trivializing locally the univer-
sal family over the Teichmüller space (see the discussion in §8.1.1). Therefore,
Dn([Xn, φn]qn) tends to Dn([X0, φ0]q0) as n → ∞ by Lebesgue theorem. This
implies the continuity of Dn on TQg.

The derivativeDn presents the ∂-derivative of the L1-norm function (see Corol-

lary 11.1.1). Since the L1-norm function n is real-valued, ∂n = ∂n holds as the
identify for sections to the complexified cotangent space

(T ∗)CQg = (T
∗
)
R
Qg ⊗C = (T ∗)1,0Qg ⊕ (T ∗)0,1Qg →Q×g = Qg − {0},

where “0” means the zero section of the bundle Qg → Tg. As a consequence, we

conclude that the total differential dn = ∂n + ∂n is a continuous section on Q×g .
For the record, by combining with Proposition 3.2.1, we summarize as follows

(cf. [67, Lemma 2]).

Corollary 11.2.1 (Royden). The L1-norm function n on Q×g = Qg − {0} is

strictly convex and of class C1.

As noted by Royden in [67], the regularity of the Teichmüller metric follows
from the regularity of the L1-norm and the following criterion (cf. [67, Lemma]).
For the convenience of readers, we give a proof of the criterion at §13.3.

We recall that a function G on Cn is said to be complex homogeneous if G(αη) =
∣α∣G(η) for α ∈ C and η ∈ Cn (See §1).

Proposition 11.2.1 (Royden). Let U be an open subset of Cm and G(x, η) a
continuous function on U ×Cn, which for each x is a positive convex, and complex
homogeneous function in η ∈ Cn. Define F (x, ξ) on U ×Cn by

F (x, ξ) = sup{Re(η(ξ)) ∣ G(x, η) = 1}

where η(ξ) denotes the C-bilinear pairing

η(ξ) =
n

∑
i=1

ηiξi.

Then, F is continuous on U ×Cn, and F (x, ⋅) is a positive convex complex homo-
geneous function in ξ ∈ Cn for each x ∈ U . In addition,

● for x ∈ U , if G(x, ⋅) is of class C1 on Cn − {0}, then F (x, ⋅) is strictly
convex; and
● if G(x, ⋅) is strictly convex for each x ∈ U , and G is totally differentiable
in the variable x ∈ U and the x-derivative is continuous on U ×(Cn −{0}),
F is of class C1 on U × (Cn − {0}). In fact, when

G(x +∆x, η) = G(x, η) +Ax,η(∆x) +Ax,η(∆x) + o(∣∆x∣)

as ∣∆x∣ → 0,

F (x +∆x, ξ +∆ξ) = −F (x, ξ)(Ax,ηx,ξ
(∆x) +Ax,ηx,ξ

(∆x))

+
1

2
ηx,ξ(∆ξ) +

1

2
ηx,ξ(∆ξ) + o(∣∆x∣ + ∣∆ξ∣)
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as ∣∆x∣ + ∣∆ξ∣ → 0, where ηx,ξ ∈ Cn is a unique vector satisfying F (x, ξ) =
Re(ηx,ξ(ξ)) and G(x, ηx,ξ) = 1.

Actually, Royden stated the proposition for real Finsler metrics. We discuss
in complex analytic case for the sake of (more) direct applications to our purpose.
However, the proof is essentially same as that of the real case. In summary, we
obtain

Corollary 11.2.2 (Royden). The Teichmüller metric τ on TTg−{0} is strictly
convex and of class C1.

11.3. Teichmüller metric

The Teichmüller metric is thought of as a function on the tangent bundle:

TTg ∋ v ↦ τ (πTg(v), v)

where πTg ∶TTg → Tg is the projection. (cf. §3.2.4). In this section, we compute the
differential of the Teichmüller metric on TTg under our setting.

11.3.1. Variational formula. We prove the following.

Theorem 11.3.1 (Derivative of the Teichmüller metric). Let x0 = (M0, f0) ∈ Tg
and v0 ∈ Tx0Tg. Let U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering of M0 such that each
Ui is a closed (topological) disk with smooth boundary in M0. Suppose thar v0 is

represented by the Teichmüller differential τ (x0, v0)
q0
∣q0∣

for q0 ∈ QM0 − {0}. Then,

for V = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U] ≅ Tv0TTg,

Dτ ∣v0[V ] =
1

4i∥q0∥
∬

M0

(ν̇iq0 + µLηi(q0) −Lηi(µq0))dz ∧ dz.

where

● q0 ∈H
0(U ,Ω⊗2M0

) = QM0 ;

● Y ∈ Z1(U ,ΘM0) with [Y ] = v0 in H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg;
● ξ, η ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1(ΘM0)) with δξ =X and δη = Y ; and

● jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
∈ TDolY [U] with D0(jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
) = ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
and µ = −∂ξi on Ui.

Proof. By considering q0/∥q0∥ instead of q0 in the statement, we may assume
that ∥q0∥ = 1. From the discussion in §5.8, we may also assume that

(ηi)z = −τ (x0, v0)
q0
∣q0∣

on Ui. Consider a non-negative C1-function

F (v, q) = τ (πTg(v), v)n(q) −ReP(v, q)(11.3.1)

on the Whitney sum TTg⊕T
∗Tg. From the assumption, by the Teichmüller theorem,

F attains the minimum F (v0, q0) = 0 at (v0, q0). For the simplicity we let τ 0 =

τ (πTg(v0), v0).
Since F attains the minumum at (v0, q0) (∥q0∥ = 1) and the pairing function P

is holomorphic,

0 =DF [V1, V2] =Dτ ∣v0[V1] + τ 0Dn∣q0[V2] −
1

2
DP ∣(v0,q0) [V1, V2]
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for all (V1, V2) ∈ T(v0,q0)(TTg ⊕ T
∗Tg). From Corollary 9.2.1 and Theorem 11.1.1,

Dτ ∣v0[V1] =
1

2
DP ∣(v0,q0) [V1, V2] − τ 0Dn∣q0[V2]

=
1

4i
∬

M0

(((ν̇i − [ξi, ηi]z)q0 + τ 0
q0
∣q0∣

φi) −Lξi (τ 0
q0
∣q0∣

q0))dz ∧ dz

− τ 0
1

4i
∬

M0

q0
∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz

=
1

4i
∬

M0

(((ν̇i − [ξi, ηi]z)q0 + τ 0
q0
∣q0∣

φi) −
τ 0q0
2∣q0∣

Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz

− τ 0∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz

⎞

⎠

=
1

4i
∬

M0

((ν̇i − [ξi, ηi]z)q0 +
τ 0q0
2∣q0∣

Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz.

Since [ξi, ηi]z = −[µ, ηi] + [ξi, (ηi)z] and

[µ, ηi]q0 = (µ(ηi)z − µzηi)q0

= µ(ηi)zq0 + µ(ηi)zq0 + ηiµ(q0)
′
−Lηi(µq0)

= µLηi(q0) −Lηi(µq0)

[ξi, (ηi)z]q0 = (ξi(ηi)zz − (ξi)z(ηi)z) q0

= ξi
τ 0q0
2∣q0∣

(q0)
′
+ τ 0(ξi)z ∣q0∣ =

τ 0q0
2∣q0∣

Lξi(q0),

we obtain

Dτ ∣v0[V1] =
1

4i
∬

M0

(ν̇iq0 + µLηi(q0) −Lηi(µq0))dz ∧ dz,

which is what we wanted. □

Hence, from Theorem 5.5.1, we conclude the following (cf. Remark 11.1.1).

Corollary 11.3.1 (∂-differential of the Teichmüller metric). Let v0 = [Y ] ∈
H1(U ,ΘM0) ≅ Tx0Tg. Suppose that τ 0 = τ (πTg(v0), v0) and v0 is represented by
τ 0q0/∣q0∣, where q0 ∈ Qx0 − {0}. Then,

∂τ ∣v0 =
1

2∥q0∥
⟦Lηi(q0), q0⟧

†
[Y ] ∈ T

†
[Y ]
[U] ≅ T ∗v0TTg

as a 1-form on TTg, where η = {ηi}i∈I ∈ C
0(U ,C 2,1(ΘM0−Zero(q0))) with δη = Y and

(ηi)z = −τ 0q0/∣q0∣.

Corollary 11.1.1 is equivalent to

∂τ (jµ, ν̇o
cycl

Y
) = PTT (⟦X, Ẏ ⟧[Y ] ,

1

2∥q0∥
⟦Lηi(q0), q0⟧

†
[Y ])

for Y = δη, ⟦X, Ẏ ⟧
Y
∈ TY [U] ≅ Tv0TTg, jµ, ν̇o

cycl

Y
= D0(⟦X, Ẏ ⟧

Y
), and v0 = Tx0([Y ]).
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Remark 11.3.1. From Remark 9.2.1 and Remark (5) after the statement of
Theorem 11.1.1, when [X] = 0, ν̇ = ν̇i can be assumed to be a globally defined
Beltrami differential on M0 and the formula (11.3.1) becomes

Dτ ∣v0[V ] =
1

4i∥q0∥
∬

M0

ν̇i(z)q0(z)dz∧dz =
1

2
∬

M0

ν̇(z)
q0(z)

∥q0∥
dxdy =

1

2
⟨ν̇, q0/∥q0∥⟩.

In particular, in this case, we derive the following formula:

(11.3.2)
d

dt
κ(x0, v0 + tV )∣

t=0
= 2Re (Dτ ∣v0[V ]) = Re⟨V, q0/∥q0∥⟩,

which is probably well-known to experts (see [61, Lemma 2.1]).

Remark 11.3.2. In Theorem 11.3.1, the condition of the cochain η can be
weakened. Indeed, we may consider the cochain η ∈ C0(U ,C 2,1(ΩM0)) with only
the condition δη = Y by applying the argument for the independence of choices of
representatives for defining the model of pairing given in §5.5.1.

11.4. Infinitesimal Duality

From the definition, the Teichmüller metric is thought of as the dual (Finsler)
metric on Tg to the L1-norm on Qg (cf. §3.2.4). The above mentioned variational
formulae of the L1-norm and the Teichmüller metric implies that these also satisfy
the following duality in the infinitesimal sense:

Theorem 11.4.1 (Infinitesimal duality). Let q0 ∈ Qx0 and let v0 ∈ Tx0Tg
which is presented by the Teichmüller Beltrami differential ∥q0∥q/∣q∣. Then, the
∂-derivatives of the squares of the L1-norm and the Teichmüller metric satsify

(11.4.1) SwhTg ○ (dual
†
Tg
)
−1
(−∂n2

∣q0) = SwhTg (−
1

2
Xn2 ∣q0) = ∂τ

2
∣v0 ,

where Xn2 is the Hamiltonian vector field of the square n2 of the L1-norm function.

Proof. Let η = {ηi}i∈I be the cochain with (ηi)z = −q0/∣q0∣. Let Y = δη. Notice
that

(11.4.2) τ (x0, v0) = sup
∥q∥=1,q∈Qx0

Re(⟨v0, q⟩) = sup
∥q∥=1,q∈Qx0

Re(∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣

q) = ∥q0∥.

Since a cochain η′ = ∥q0∥η and Y ′ = ∥q0∥Y satisfies

δη′ = ∥q0∥Y = Y
′, (η′i)z = −∥q0∥

q0
∣q0∣
= −τ (x0, v0)

q0
∣q0∣

,

v0 ∈ Tx0Tg is the tangent vector presented by τ (x0, v0)q0/∣q0∣ and [Y
′] ∈H1(U ,ΘM0).

From Corollary 11.1.1 and Corollary 11.3.1,

−∂n2
∣q0 = −2n(q0)∂n∣q0 = ∥q0∥[Lη(q0),−Y ]q0

= [L∥q0∥η(q0),−∥q0∥Y ]q0

= [Lη′(q0),−Y
′
]q0

∂τ 2
∣v0 = 2τ (x0, v0)∂τ ∣v0 = 2∥q0∥∂τ ∣v0

= ⟦Lη′(q0), q0⟧
†
[Y ′]
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in the models. From Theorem 10.3.1 and Proposition 10.4.1, we obtain

SwhT ○ (dual
†
T)
−1
([Lη′(q0),−Y

′
]q0) = SwhT ([Y

′, Lη′(q0)]q0)

= ⟦Lη′(q0), q0⟧
†
[Y ′] .

From Proposition 2.6.4,

(dual†T)
−1 (−∂n2

∣q0) =
1

2
X−n2 ∣q0 = −

1

2
Xn2 ∣q0 .

Since the model spaces and the model bundle maps actually describe the actual
spaces and the actual bundle maps (cf.§9.3), we obtain the formula which we
wanted. □

From the calculation in the proof of Theorem 11.4.1, we also obtain the follow-
ing.

Corollary 11.4.1 (Canonical sections). We have

DΠ†
Tg
((dual†T)

−1 (−∂n2
∣q0)) =DΠ†

Tg
(−

1

2
Xn2 ∣q0)

= ΠTg (∂τ
2
∣v0)

= v0 = [∥q0∥
q0
∣q0∣
] ∈ TTg

for q0 ∈ Qg, where ΠTg ∶TTg → Tg and Π†
Tg
∶Qg → Tg are the projections of the

bundles, DΠ†
Tg
∶TQg → TTg is the differential.



CHAPTER 12

Teichmüller Beltrami differentials

In this chapter, we discuss the maps

TB∶Q×g ∶= Qg − {0} ∋ q ↦ ∥q∥ [
q

∣q∣
] ∈ T ×Tg = TTg − {0}

TB0∶Q
×
g ∋ q ↦ [

q

∣q∣
] ∈ T ×Tg

defined by the Teichmüller Beltrami differentials (§3.2.3), where “0” in the equa-
tion means the zero sections. We call the maps the Teichmüller Beltrami maps.
From the Teichmüller theorem, the map TB0 is continuous, and the map TB is a
homeomorphism. The Teichmüller Beltrami maps satisfy

τ (Π†
TTg
(q0),TB(q0)) = n(q0)(12.0.1)

TB0(q0) = n(q0)
−1TB(q0)(12.0.2)

for q0 ∈ Qx0 (cf. (11.4.2)).
The aim of this chapter is to prove Theorem A.

12.1. Teichmüller Beltrami maps are real-analytic on strata

We first discuss the smoothness of the Teichmüller Beltrami maps TB and
TB0. From Corollary 11.4.1, we have the following commutative diagram:

TQg
DΠ†

Tg // TTg

ΠTg

��
Q
×
g

− 1
2Xn2

OO

TB

;;

Π†
Tg

// Tg.

Notice that −Xn2 = 2dual†
Tg
(−∂n2) from Proposition 2.6.4, and the bundle map

dual†
Tg
∶TQg → T ∗Qg is biholomorphic. Since the L1-norm function n on Qg is

real-analytic on each stratum of Qg, so is ∂n2 (cf. §3.4). Therefore,

TB =DΠ†
TTg
○ (−

1

2
Xn2)

is real-analytc on each stratum. Since TB0 = n
−1TB, TB is also real-analytic on

each stratum. We summarize as follows.

123
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Proposition 12.1.1 (Teichmüller Beltrami maps are real-analytic). The Te-
ichmüller Beltrami maps TB, TB0∶Q

×
g → T ×Tg are real-analytic on each stratum

of Qg.

12.2. Teichmüller Beltrami map is diffeomorphic on strata

We deal with the following map defined by the pairing:

Q
∗
g ⊕Qg ∋ (q,α) ↦ TB(q,α) = ∥q∥∬

M

q

∣q∣
α =
∥q∥

2i
∬

M

q(z)

∣q(z)∣
α(z)dz ∧ dz(12.2.1)

Q
∗
g ⊕Qg ∋ (q,α) ↦ TB0(q,α) = ∬

M

q

∣q∣
α =

1

2i
∬

M

q(z)

∣q(z)∣
α(z)dz ∧ dz,(12.2.2)

where M is the underlying surface of q (and α). The map (12.2.2) is decomposed
into

(12.2.3)

Q∗g ⊕Qg
TB0⊕id
ÐÐÐÐ→ TTg ⊕Qg

PTg
ÐÐÐÐ→ C

(q,α) ÐÐÐÐ→ ([
q

∣q∣
] , α)

(v,α) ÐÐÐÐ→ ⟨v,α⟩.

12.2.1. Variational formula. Let {(qt, αt)}∣t∣<ϵ be a holomorphic curve in

Q∗g⊕Qg. Let V1 = [X,φ]q0 and V2 = [X,ψ]α0 be the tangent vectors inH1(U ,Lq0) ≅
Tq0Qg and H1(U ,Lα0) ≅ Tα0Qg, where U = {Ui}i∈I be a locally finite covering of
the underlying surface M0 of q0 (and α0) with H

1(Ui,ΘM0) = 0 for i ∈ I. Then,

q0 + tφ + o(t)

∣q0 + tφ + o(t)∣
(α0 + tψ + o(t)) =

q0
∣q0∣

α0 + t(−
q0α0

2q0∣q0∣
φi +

q0
∣q0∣

ψi) + t
α0φi
2∣q0∣

+ o(t)

on any compact set in Ui (i ∈ I) outside of the zeroes of q0, where ξ = {ξi}i∈I ∈
C0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0)) with δξ =X. From Proposition 5.6.2, the above calculation also
works even when the family {qt}∣t<ϵ is contained in a stratum in Qg. Thus, we
obtain the following.

Proposition 12.2.1 (Differential of Teichmüller Beltrami differentials). Under
the above notation, when q0 and the family {qt}∣t∣<ϵ are in a stratumQg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ),

DTB0∣(q0,α0)[V1, V2] = −
1

2i
∬

M0

(−
q0α0

2q0∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0)) +

q0
∣q0∣
(ψi −Lξi(α0)))dz ∧ dz

DTB0∣(q0,α0)[V1, V2] = −
1

4i
∬

M0

α0

∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))dz ∧ dz

for V1 = [X,φ]q0 ∈ Tq0Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) and V2 = [X,ψ]α0 ∈ Tα0Qg.

Before proving Proposition 12.2.1, we notice that the integrals in Proposi-
tion 12.2.1 are independent of the choice of the cochain ξ ∈ C0(U ,C 1,1(ΘM0))

with δξ = X. From a bit modification of the argument in Remark (3) below Theo-
rem 11.1.1, the independence follows from the following identities:

(−
q0α0

2q0∣q0∣
Lχ(q0) +

q0
∣q0∣

Lχ(α0))dz ∧ dz = −d(
q0α0

∣q0∣
χdz)(12.2.4)

α0

∣q0∣
Lχ(q0)dz ∧ dz = −2d(

q0α0

∣q0∣
χdz)(12.2.5)
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on M0 − Zero(q0) for a global vector field χ on M0 of class C 1,1. We should be
careful in the discussion because the (0,1)-differentials in the rights of the above
two identities are discontinuous on M0. However, as was discussed before, the
Green formula varies for such differentials since the differentials are bounded and
continuous except for the zeroes of q0 (cf. §5.8).

The differentiable formulae are obtained by Proposition 9.1.1 with applying the
argument in Lemma 11.1.1 and the following identifies

Lξi (
q0
∣q0∣

α0) = −
q0α0

2q0∣q0∣
Lξi(q0) +

q0
∣q0∣

Lξi(α0)

Lξi (
q0
∣q0∣

α0) = Lξi (
q0
∣q0∣

α0) =
α0

2∣q0∣
Lξi(q0)

on Ui for i ∈ I, which are equivalent to (12.2.4) and (12.2.5), respectively.

12.2.2. Proof of Theorem A. From Proposition 12.1.1, we only discuss the
regularity of the differentials of the Teichmüller Beltrami map TB. Let N0 be
a sufficiently small neighborhood of x0 in Tg and {α1, ⋯, α3g−3} be a system of
holomorphic sections of the bundle Qg ∣N0 → N0 such that α1(x), ⋯, α3g−3(x)
generate the fiber Qx for any x ∈ N0. Then, the map

TTg ∣N0 ∋ v ↦ (x, (⟨v,α1(x)⟩,⋯, ⟨v,α3g−3(x)⟩)) ∈ N0 ×C3g−3

(x ∈ N0 with v ∈ TxTg) is a holomorphic (local) trivialization.

Case : q0 is generic. We first discuss the case where q0 is generic, i.e. q0 is
in the principal stratum Q1 = Qg(1,⋯,1;−1).

Let V = [X,φ]q0 ∈ H1(U ,Lq0). Let V = [X,φ]q0 ∈ H1(U ,Lq0). Let ξ ∈
C0(U ,A0,0(ΘM0)) with δξ = X. Let {qt}∣t∣<ϵ be a holomorphic family of holo-
morphic quadratic differentials which is tangent to V at t = 0. Let x(t) ∈ Tg with

qt ∈ Qx(t) (x(0) = x0). Let αi = αi(x0) and Vk = [X,ψ
k]αk

∈H1(U ,Lαk
) (k = 1, ⋯,

3g − 3) the tangent vector to the family {αk(x(t))}∣t∣<ϵ at t = 0.

Suppose V = [X,φ]q0 ∈H
1(U ,Lq0) satisfies

DTB∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk] +DTB∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk]

=Dn(q0)∣q0[V ]TB0(q0, αk) +n(q0)DTB0∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk]

+Dn(q0)∣q0[V ]TB0(q0, αk) +n(q0)DTB0∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk] = 0

for k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3 (cf. Lemma 9.1.1). These equations are equivalent to

∬
M0

q0αk
∣q0∣
∬

M0

q0
2∣q0∣

(φi −Lξi(q0)) +∬
M0

q0αk
∣q0∣
∬

M0

q0
2∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))

(12.2.6)

=∬
M0

∣q0∣∬
M0

(−
q0αk
2q0∣q0∣

(φi −Lξi(q0)) +
q0
∣q0∣
(ψki −Lξi(αk)))

+∬
M0

∣q0∣∬
M0

αk
2∣q0∣
(φi −Lξi(q0))

for k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3, where we omit to write the Euclid measure dz ∧ dz/2i in the
equation for the simplicity. Since we now discuss about the non-degeneracy of the
differential of the Teichmüller Beltrami map, we may further suppose that these
equations hold no matter how we choose initially the sections αk around x0.
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Suppose to the contrary that [X] ≠ 0. Take a ∈ C arbitrary. By definition,
Dαk ∣x0[[X]] = Vk = [X,ψ

k]αk
. Since [X,ψk + β]αk

∈ H1(U ,Lαk
) for β ∈ Qx0 , by

modifying the sections αk in the vertical direction in the beginning, we may assume
that

(12.2.7) ∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣
(ψki −Lξi(αk)) = a

for k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3. However, this contradicts to (12.2.6) because the terms except
for the second in the first term of the right-hand side are independent of a ∈ C.
Therefore, [X] = 0 and Vk = 0 for k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3. Hence, we may also assume that
ξ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) and ψ

k = Lξ(q0).
By substituting β = φi −Lξi(q0) ∈ Qx0 into (12.2.6), we obtain

(12.2.8) ∬
M0

q0γ

∣q0∣
Re(∬

M0

q0
∣q0∣

β) =∬
M0

∣q0∣∬
M0

γ

2∣q0∣
(β −

q0
q0
β)

for all γ ∈ Qx0 since {αk}
3g−3
k=1 is a basis of Qx0 . By substituting γ = q0 into (12.2.8),

we get

(12.2.9) ∬
M0

q0
∣q0∣

β = 0.

Suppose to the contrary that β ≠ 0. By substituting γ = β into (12.2.8), we get

0 =∬
M0

β

∣q0∣
(β −

q0
q0
β) =∬

M0

(1 −
q0
q0

β

β
)
∣β∣2

∣q0∣
.

Since Re(1 − (q0/q0)(β/β)) ≥ 0, we obtain

1 −
q0
q0

β

β
= 0

almost everywhere on M0. Since q0 and β are holomorphic quadratic differen-
tials, the equation means that the imaginary part of a meromorphic function β/q0
vanishes. Therefore, we obtain β = λq0 for some λ ∈ R. On the other hand,
from (12.2.9), λ = 0 and β = 0. This is a contradiction. Thus, we conclude that
V = [X,φ]q0 = [δξ,Lξ(q0)]q0 = 0 in H1(U ,Lq0).

Case : q0 is in another stratum. The strategy of the proof of the non-
degeneracy is same. We give a sketch by comparing with the discussion of the
previous case.

Suppose q0 ∈ Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ). We denote by Qx0(q0) the subspace of Qx0

consisting of ψ ∈ Qx0 such that ψ/q0 is at most simple poles on M0. Dumas
[15] shows that Qx0(q0) is thought of as the tangent space at q0 to the stratum
containing q0 of a natural stratification on Qx0 induced from the stratification on
Qg. Notice that q0 ∈ Qx0(q0) and hence Qx0(q0) is not trivial. Dumas also discuss
an Hermitian inner product

(12.2.10) ∬
M0

αβ

∣q0∣
(α,β ∈ Qx0(q0))

on Qx0(q0). Let d0 = dimCQx0(q0).
From the beginning of the proof in the previous discussion, we modify the

basis {αk}
3g−3
k=1 such that αk ∈ Qx0(q0) for k = 1, ⋯, d0. Furthermore, Vk ∈

Tαk
Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) for k = 1, ⋯, d0.
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Let V = [X,φ]q0 ∈ Tq0Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ), and suppose

DTB∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk] +DTB∣(q0,αk)[V,Vk] = 0

for k = 1, ⋯, d0. Take an arbitrary a ∈ C. From Proposition 5.6.2, [X,ψk + β]αk
∈

Tαk
Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) for β ∈ Qx0(q0). Since the stratum Qg(k1,⋯, kn; ϵ) is a complex

manifold, after modifying the analytic disk {αk(x(t))}∣t∣<ϵ in the vertical direction
in the stratum, we may assume that (12.2.7) holds for k = 1, ⋯, d0. Hence, we get
X = δξ for some ξ ∈ C0(U ,ΘM0) and Vk = [X,ψ

k]αk
= 0 in H1(U ,Lαk

). By thinking
the Hermitian product (12.2.10) on Qx0(q0), the rest of the discussion is almost
the same as that given in the case where q0 is generic to obtain V = [X,φ]q0 = 0.

12.3. Conjectural picture on CR-structures on unit sphere bundles

Notice that the Teichmüller Beltrami map TB0 maps the unit sphere bundle
SQg to the unit sphere bundle STg = {v ∈ TTg ∣ τ (ΠTg(v), v) = 1}. We discuss the
Teichmüller Beltrami map TB0 in the infinitesimal level. Here, we only treat the
map TB0 on the generic differentials. The purpose of this section is to make a
conjectural picture of the Teichmüller Beltrami map from Complex analysis point
of view.

Let q0 ∈ Qg be a generic differential. Let x0 = Π†
Tg
(q0). As the proof of

Theorem A, we consider the map

SQg ∋ q ↦ (Π
†
Tg
(q), (⟨TB0(q), α1(Π

†
Tg
(q))⟩,⋯, ⟨TB0(q), α3g−3(Π

†
Tg
(q))⟩))

on the unit sphere bundle SQg. Set αk = αk(x0) ∈ Qx0 for k = 1, ⋯, 3g − 3. Let
[Xq0] ∈H

1(U ,ΘM0) which presents q0/∣q0∣. Define a guiding frame gf by gf([Xq0]) =

q0/∣q0∣. Let L be the good section defined from gf. Let Vk = [Xk,{LL(Xk)i(q0) −

Qk}i∈I]q0 where Qk ∈ Γ(M0,A
0,1(Ω⊗2M0

)) satisfies

∂Qk = ∂LL(Xk)i(q0) (on Ui)

∬
M0

αj

∣q0∣
Qk = 0

for i ∈ I and 1 ≤ j ≤ 3g − 3. Then, V1, ⋯, V3g−3 spans the horizontal lift THq0Qg ⊂

TR
q0SQg of Tx0Tg. We claim

Proposition 12.3.1 (Horizontal lift). The differential of the Teichmüller Bel-
trami map is C-linear on THq0Qg, and the image is the horizontal lift of Tx0Tg in the
holomorphic tangent space to Tg.

Proof. Let W j
k =Dαj ∣x0([Xk]). From Proposition 12.2.1, for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3g−3,

DTB0∣(q0,αj)[Vk,W
j
k ] = −

1

4i
∬

M0

αj

∣q0∣
(LL(Xk)i(q0) −Qk −LL(Xk)i(q0)) = 0.

Since sections {αj}
3g−3
j=1 gives the complex analytic local trivialization, the differen-

tial of TB0 on THq0Qg is obtained from its ∂-derivatives, and hence it is complex

linear on THq0Qg. The later claim is trivial because the Teichmüller Beltrami map
is a fiber bundle isomorphism. □

From Proposition 12.3.1, we hope that the Teichmüller Beltrami map is a kind
of nice on the horizontal lifts from the complex analysis point of view. For instance,
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relating the observation in §4.4.2 and the conjecture given in §11.1.4, we pose the
following problem.

Problem 1. Let SQ0
g be a subset of SQg consisting of generic differentials.

Does the subbundle of horizontal lifts

∪q0∈SQ0
g
THq0Qg

in TQg define an (abstruct) CR structure on SQ0
g of CR-codimension 6g − 7 ? If

so, is the Teichmüller Beltrami map a CR isomorphism ?

For CR structures, see [13] for instance.



CHAPTER 13

Appendices

13.1. Appendix 1 : Kodaira-Spencer theory and Teichmüller theory

In this section, I summarize the relation between the Kodaira-Spencer theory
and the (quasiconformal) Teichmüller theory. Namely, we discuss the correspon-
dence (3.3.3) in view of the homolomorphic families.

Let B be a neighborhood of the origin in C. Let (M, π,B) be a holomorphic
family of compact Riemann surfaces of genus g. For t ∈ B, set Mt = π

−1(t). By
taking B sufficiently small, we identify M with the product M0 ×B via the local
trivialization as C∞-manifolds (cf. [43, Theorem 2.4]). By the implicit mapping
theorem, when B is taken sufficiently small if necessary again, there is a covering
{Ui}i∈I of M0 and an injective holomorphic map Zi∶Ui × B0 → C × B0 such that
zti = Zi ∣Ui×{t}∶Ui × {t} → C (i ∈ I) make an analytic chart of Mt for all t ∈ B. We

identify Ui × {t} with Ui and define ztij = z
t
i ○ (z

t
j)
−1 on Ui ∩Uj . We set

Xij(z) =
∂ztij

∂t
∣
t=0

○ (z0ij)
−1
(z) (z ∈ z0i (Ui ∩Uj)).

Then, {Xij}i∈I ∈ Z
1({Ui}i,ΘM0). The cohomology class [{Xij}] ∈H

1({Ui}i,ΘM0)

defines the infinitesimal deformation at t = 0 for the holomorphic family (M, π,B)
in the Kodaira-Spencer theory (cf. [43, §4.2]).

Let

Xi(z) = −
∂zti
∂t
∣
t=0

○ (z0i )
−1
(z) (z ∈ z0i (Ui)).

Since zti ○ (z
0
j )
−1 = ztij ○ z

t
j ○ (z

0
j )
−1 on zj(Ui ∩ Uj), {Xi}i∈I ∈ C

0({Ui}i,A
0,0(ΘM0))

satisfies

Xj −Xi =Xij

on Ui ∩Uj . Namely, ξ = {Xi}i∈I satisfies δξ = {Xij}i,j . By definition,

zti ○ (z
0
i )
−1
(z) = z − tXi(z) + o(t)

for z ∈ zi(Ui) and i ∈ I. Therefore,

µ = −(Xi)z

on Ui is recognized as the infinitesimal Beltrami differential corresponding to the
cohomology class [{Xij}] ∈H

1({Ui}i,ΘM0). (Compare [32, §7.2.4]).

13.2. Appendix 2 : Regularity of the operators

In this section, we discuss the regularities of T (ω) and H(ω) defined at (8.2.9)
and (8.2.10). The following might be well-known. However the author cannot find
any suitable reference, and we shall give a proof for completeness. The author

129
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thanks Professor Hiroshi Yanagihara for kindly allowing the author to give his
argument for the smoothness here.

In the following, we use the following facts:

(1) for ω ∈ C∞0 (C), T (ω) and H(ω) are of class C∞ on C and satisfies

T (ω)z =H(ω), T (ω)z = ω, and H(ω)z = ωz

on C; and
(2) T and H are extended to for ω ∈ Lp(C) with compact support for some

p ≥ 2, T (ω) and H(ω) are holomorphic outside the support of ω.

See [47, III §7] for instance.

Proposition 13.2.1. Let D ⊂ C be a bounded domain with smooth boundary.
Let ω ∈ C∞(D)∩Lp(D) for some p ≥ 2. We extend ω as a function on C by setting
ω ≡ 0 on the complement of D. Then, T (ω) and H(ω) are smooth functions on D
which satisfy

T (ω)z =H(ω), T (ω)z = ω, and H(ω)z = ωz

on D.

Proof. The following argument is due to Professor Hiroshi Yanagihara.
Let V ⊂ D be a domain with V ⊂ D. Take χ ∈ C∞0 (C) with χ ≡ 1 on V , χ ≡ 0

on C ∖D and 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1. Then

T (ω) = T (χω) + T (1 − χ)ω)

Since T ((1 − χ)ω) is holomorphic on V and χω ∈ C∞0 (C), T (ω) is smooth on V .
Moreover,

T (ω)z =H(χω) +H((1 − χ)ω) =H(ω)

T (ω)z = χω + (1 − χ)ω = ω

on V . Though (1−χ)ω is not smooth on C, we can easily check that the argument
[47, III §7.2] is available in our case for proving the above two differential formulae.
Since V is taken arbitrary, the above two equations hold on D. By the same
argument, it is shown that H(ω) is also smooth on D, and satisfies

H(ω)z =H(χω)z +H((1 − χ)ω)z = ωz

on V , since χ ≡ 1 on V and H((1−χ)ω) is holomorphic on V . Hence, this equation
also hold on D. □

13.3. Appendix 3 : Royden’s regularity criterion on the dual metric

In this section, we shall give a proof of the Royden’s criterion on the regularity
of the dual Finsler metric given in Proposition 11.2.1. The following argument is
due to [21, §9.3, Lemma 3].

13.3.1. Proof of Proposition 11.2.1. Let Sx = {η ∈ Cn ∣ G(x, η) = 1} for
x ∈ U . From the positivity of G, Sx is compact for each x ∈ U . From the linearity
of the pairing, and the complex homogeneity of G, we can easily the positivity and
the complex homogeneity of F . For the continuity of F , let (x0, ξ0) ∈ U ×Cn − {0}.
Take η0 ∈ Sx0 with F (x0, ξ0) = Re(η0(ξ0)). For (x, ξ) ∈ U ×Cn,

F (x0, ξ0) = Re(η0(ξ0)) = Re(η0(ξ)) +Re(η0(ξ0)) −Re(η0(ξ))

≤ F (x, ξ) + sup
η∈Sx0

∣Re(η(ξ0)) −Re(η(ξ))∣.
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From the continuity of G, there is a neighborhood U1 of x0 and a relatively compact
neighborhood V1 of Sx0 in Cn − {0} such that Sx ⊂ V1 for x ∈ U1. From the above
discussion, we obtain

∣F (x, ξ) − F (x0, ξ0)∣ ≤ sup
η∈V1

∣Re(η(ξ0 − ξ))∣

for (x, ξ) ∈ U × Cn with x ∈ U1. Therefore, F is continuous. For the convexity
of F , let ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Cn and α1, α2 ∈ C. Take η0 ∈ Sx and F (x,α1ξ1 + α2ξ2) =
Re(η0(α1ξ1 + α2ξ2)). Then

F (x,α1ξ1 + α2ξ2) = Re(η0(α1ξ1 + α2ξ2))

≤ ∣α1∣Re(η0(ξ1)) + ∣α2∣Re(η0(ξ2))

≤ ∣α1∣F (x, ξ1) + ∣α2∣F (x, ξ2).

We claim

Claim 1. Let x ∈ U . When G(x, ⋅) is of class C1 in the variable η with η ≠ 0,
F (x, ξ) is strictly convex in ξ ∈ Cn.

Proof of Claim 1. Indeed, if F (x, ξ) is not strictly convex in ξ, we find
ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Cn such that ξ1 ≠ ξ2 and F (x, ξ1) = F (x, ξ2) = F (x, (ξ1 + ξ2)/2) = 1.
In particular ξ1 + ξ2 ≠ 0. Take η0 ∈ Sx such that Re(η0(ξ1 + ξ2)) = 2. Since
Re(η0(ξj)) ≤ F (x, ξj) = 1, Re(η0(ξj)) = 1 for j = 1,2. Since G(x, ⋅) is of class C

1 and
G(x, tη) = tG(x, η) for t > 0, the gradient of G(x, ⋅) at η does not vanish. Therefore,
Sx is a C1-submanifold and has a unique tangent plane of (real) dimension 2n−1 at
η0. Since Re(ξ1(η)) ≤ F (x, ξ1) = 1 for all η ∈ Sx and ξ1(η0) = 1, the tangent plane
of Sx at η0 is described as

{η ∈ Cn ∣ Re(η(ξ1)) = 1}.
Namely, ξ1 is the normal vector to the tangent plane. By applying the same dis-
cussion to ξ2, we get ξ2 = tξ1 for some t ∈ R with t ≠ 0 from the uniqueness of the
tangent plane. Since F (x, ξ1) = F (x, ξ2) = 1 and ξ1 + ξ2 ≠ 0, ξ1 = ξ2. This is a
contradiction. □

We next claim the following.

Claim 2. Suppose G(x, η) is strictly convex in η ∈ Cn for all x ∈ U . Then,

(1) G(x, η) is uniformly convex in η ∈ Cn in the sense that for any ϵ > 0 and
a compact set K ⊂ U , there is δ > 0 such that for x ∈ K and η1, η2 ∈ Sx,
G(x, η1 + η2) ≥ 2 − δ implies G(x, η1 − η2) < ϵ;

(2) F (x, ξ) is smooth in ξ ∈ Cn in the sense that for ϵ > 0 and a compact set
K ⊂ U , there is δ > 0 such that if F (x, ξ1 − ξ2) < δ,

(13.3.1) F (x, ξ1 + ξ2) ≥ F (x, ξ1) + F (x, ξ2) − ϵF (x, ξ1 − ξ2)

for x ∈K and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Cn;
(3) For any ξ ∈ Cn − {0} and x ∈ U , there is a unique η ∈ Sx with F (x, ξ) =

Re(η(ξ)); and
(4) For ξ, h ∈ Cn with F (x, ξ) = 1, f(t) = F (x, ξ + th) is differentiable at t = 0.

Furthermore, f ′(0) = η0(h), where η0 ∈ Sx with F (x, ξ) = Re(η0(ξ)).

Proof of Claim 2. (1) Otherwise, there are ϵ0 > 0 and a compact set K0 ⊂

U such that for any n ∈ N, there is xn ∈K0 and η1,n, η2,n ∈ Sxn such that G(xn, η1,n+
η2,n) > 2 − (1/n) and G(xn, η1,n − η2,n) ≥ ϵ0. By the compactness of ∪x∈K0Sx, we
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may assume that xn → x0 ∈K0 and ηj,n → ηj ∈ Sx0 as n →∞. From the continuity
of G, we get G(x0, η1 + η2) = 2 and G(x0, η1 − η2) ≥ ϵ0. This contradicts to the
strictly convexity of G.

(2) For ϵ > 0 and a compact set K ⊂ U , we take δ > 0 for 2ϵ and K as discussed in
the uniform convexity of G.

Let x ∈K, and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Cn. To prove (13.3.1), we may assume that F (x, ξ1) = 1,
F (x, ξ2) ≤ 1 and ξ1 ≠ 0, ξ2 ≠ 0 since the both sides of (13.3.1) is homogeneous by
multiplying positive constant.

Let η1, η2 ∈ Sx with F (x, ξj) = Re(ηj(ξj)) for j = 1, 2. Suppose F (x, ξ1 − ξ2) <
δ/2. Then Re(η1(ξ1)) = F (x, ξ1) = 1 and

Re(η2(ξ2)) = F (x, ξ2) > F (x, ξ1) − δ/2 = 1 − δ/2.

Since ∣Re(ηj(ξ1 − ξ2))∣ ≤ F (x, ξ1 − ξ2) < δ/2 for j = 1,2 and F (x, ξ1 + ξ2) ≤ F (x, ξ1)+
F (x, ξ2) ≤ 2,

G(x, η1 + η2) ≥ G(x, η1 + η2)F (x,
ξ1 + ξ2

2
) ≥ Re((η1 + η2) (

ξ1 + ξ2
2
))

= Re(η1(ξ1)) +Re(η2(ξ2)) +
1

2
Re(η1(ξ2 − ξ1)) +

1

2
Re(η2(ξ2 − ξ1))

> 2 − δ

From the uniform convexity of G, we have G(x, η1 − η2) < 2ϵ. Thus, we obtain

F (x, ξ1) + F (x, ξ2) − ϵF (x, ξ1 − ξ2)

F (x, ξ1) + F (x, ξ2) −
1

2
G(x, η1 − η2)F (x, ξ1 − ξ2)

≤ Re(η1(ξ1)) +Re(η2(ξ2)) −
1

2
Re((η1 − η2)(ξ1 − ξ2))

=
1

2
Re((η1 + η2)(ξ1 + ξ2)) ≤ F (x, ξ1 + ξ2)

since G(x, η1 + η2)/2 ≤ (G(x, η1) +G(x, η2))/2 = 1.

(3) We may assume that F (x, ξ) = 1. The existence is clear. Let η1, η2 ∈ Sx with
1 = F (x, ξ) = Re(η1(ξ)) = Re(η2(ξ)). Then

1 ≥ G(x,
η1 + η2

2
) = G(x,

η1 + η2
2
)F (x, ξ) ≥ Re(

η1 + η2
2
(ξ)) = 1.

Since G(x, ⋅) is strictly convex, η1 = η2.

(4) First we check that f(t) is differentiable at t = 0. For ∣t2∣ > ∣t1∣ > 0 with
t1/t2 > 0,

F (x, ξ + t1h) = F (x,
t1
t2
(ξ + t2h) + (1 −

t1
t2
) ξ) ≤

t1
t2
F (x, ξ + t2h) + (1 −

t1
t2
)F (x, ξ).

Hence f(t) − f(0)/t is increasing function in t. Therefore, f(t) has left and right
derivatives at t = 0. By applying the smoothness discussed in (2) for ξ1 = ξ + th and
ξ2 = ξ − th, for any ϵ > 0, there is δ > 0 such that when ∣t∣ < δ/2F (x,h),

f(t) − f(0)

t
−
f(−t) − f(0)

−t
=
F (x, ξ + th) + F (x, ξ − th) − 2F (x, ξ)

t

≤ ϵ
F (x, (ξ + th) − (ξ − th))

t
= 2ϵF (t, h).
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Therefore, the left and right derivatives at t = 0 agree. Let ηt ∈ Sx with F (x, ξ+th) =
Re(ηt(ξ + th)). Then,

f(t) − f(0)

t
= Re(

ηt(ξ + th) − η0(ξ)

t
) = Re(ηt(h)) +Re

ηt(ξ) − η0(ξ)

t

As t → 0, the limits of (f(t) − f(0))/t and Re(ηt(h)) exist because of the differen-
tiability of f(t) and the uniqueness observed in (3). Therefore,

lim
t→0

Re(ηt(ξ)) −Re(η0(ξ))

t

also exists. Since Re(ηt(ξ)) ≤ F (x, ξ) = Re(η0(ξ)), the numerator is non-positive,
and so is the limit when t → +0. However as t → −0, the limit is non-negative.
Hence the limit should be zero. Thus we obtain

f ′(0) = lim
t→0

Re(ηt(h)) = Re(η0(h)),

which is what we wanted. □

Finally, we claim

Claim 3. If G(x, ⋅) is strictly convex for x ∈ U , and G is totally differentiable
in the variable x ∈ U and the x-derivative is continuous on U × (Cn − {0}), F is of
class C1 on U × (Cn − {0}).

Proof of Claim 3. From the assumption,

G(x +∆x, η) = G(x, η) +Ax,η(∆x) +Ax,η(∆x) + o(∣∆x∣),(13.3.2)

as ∣∆x∣ → 0, where Ax,η is a C-linear functional on C which varies continuously in x
and η, and ∣ ⋅ ∣ means here the Euclidean norm on Cn. By the mean value theorem,

G(x +∆x, η) −G(x, η) = Ax+t∆x,η(∆x) +Ax+t∆x,η(∆x)

for some t = t(x, y,∆x) with 0 < t(x, y,∆x) < 1. Therefore, from the continuity of
the x-derivative Ax,η of G.

G(x +∆x, η) − (G(x, η) +Ax,η(∆x) +Ax,η(∆x))

∣∆x∣

= 2Re((Ax+t(x,y,∆x)∆x,η −Ax,η)(
∆x

∣∆x∣
)) → 0

as ∣∆x∣ → 0 whenever (x, η) stays in a compact set in U ×(Cn−{0}). Therefore, the
term o(∣∆x∣) in (13.3.2) is uniformly small on any compact set of U ×(Cn −{0}) in
the sense that for any ϵ > 0 and compact sets K1 ⊂ U and K2 ⊂ Cn − {0}, there are
δ > 0 and C0 > 0 such that

(13.3.3) ∣G(x +∆x, η) − (G(x, η) +Ax,η(∆x) +Ax,η(∆x))∣ ≤ C0ϵ∣∆x∣

for (x, η) ∈K1 ×K2 and ∣∆x∣ < δ with x +∆x ∈K1.
Let (x, ξ) ∈ U ×Cn with ξ ≠ 0. Let ηx,ξ ∈ Sx with F (x, ξ) = Re(ηx,ξ(ξ)). From

(3) of Claim 2, ηx,ξ uniquely exists. From the uniqueness discussed in (3), we can
check that ηx,ξ depends continuously in (x, ξ) ∈ U × (Cn − {0}). From the identify

1

1 + a
= 1 − a +

a2

1 + a2
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for ∣a∣ < 1, there is δ′ > 0 such that

F (x +∆x, ξ) = Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ)) =
Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ))

G(x +∆x, ηx+∆x,ξ)

=
Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx+∆x,ξ)
−
Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx+∆x,ξ)2
(Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ

(∆x) +Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ
(∆x)) +C ′0ϵ∣∆x∣

≤ F (x, ξ) −
Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx+∆x,ξ)2
(Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ

(∆x) +Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ
(∆x)) +C ′0ϵ∣∆x∣

for some C ′0 > 0 when (x, ξ) ∈ K1 ×K2 and ∣∆x∣ < δ′. Since ηx+∆x,ξ → ηx,ξ and
Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ

→ Ax,ηx,ξ
as ∣∆x∣ → 0, we get

∣
Re(ηx+∆x,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx+∆x,ξ)2
Ax,ηx+∆x,ξ

(∆x) −
Re(ηx,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx,ξ)2
Ax,ηx,ξ

(∆x)∣ = C ′′0 ϵ∣∆x∣

for some C ′′0 > 0, when (x, ξ) ∈K1×K2 and ∣∆x∣ < δ
′ for some δ′′ > 0 with x+∆x ∈K1.

Therefore, we obtain

F (x +∆x, ξ) ≤ F (x, ξ) −
Re(ηx,ξ(ξ))

G(x, ηx,ξ)2
(Ax,ηx,ξ

(∆x) +Ax,ηx,ξ
(∆x))

+ (C ′0 +C
′′
0 )ϵ∣∆x∣)

when (x, ξ) ∈K1 ×K2 and ∣∆x∣ <min(δ, δ′, δ′′) with x +∆x ∈K1.
Since Re(ηx,ξ(ξ)) = F (x, ξ) and G(x, ηx,ξ) = 1, by interchanging x and x +∆x

in the above inequality, we deduce

F (x +∆x, ξ) = F (x, ξ) − F (x, ξ)(Ax,ηx,ξ
(∆x) +Ax,ηx,ξ

(∆x)) + o(∣∆x∣)(13.3.4)

as ∣∆x∣ → 0. Since the term o(∣∆x∣) in (13.3.2) is uniformly small on any compact
sets in U × (Cn − {0}), so is the term o(∣∆x∣) in (13.3.4).

Since G is strictly convex, from (4) of Claim 2,

F (x, ξ +∆ξ) − F (x, ξ) = Re(ηx,ξ(∆ξ)) + o(∣∆ξ∣)

as ∣∆ξ∣ → 0. Therefore,

F (x +∆x, ξ +∆ξ) − F (x, ξ)

F (x +∆x, ξ +∆ξ) − F (x, ξ +∆ξ) + F (x, ξ +∆ξ) − F (x, ξ)

= −F (x, ξ +∆ξ)(Ax,ηx,ξ+∆ξ
(∆x) +Ax,ηx,ξ+∆ξ

(∆x)) + o(∣∆x∣)

+ ηx,ξ(∆ξ) + o(∣∆ξ∣)

= −F (x, ξ)(Ax,ηx,ξ
(∆x) +Ax,ηx,ξ

(∆x)) +Re(ηx,ξ(∆ξ)) + o(∣∆x∣ + ∣∆ξ∣)

as ∣∆x∣ → 0 and ∣∆ξ∣ → 0. Since each partial derivatives Ax,ηx,ξ
and ηx,ξ are

continuous in (x, ξ) ∈ U ×(Cn−{0}), we conclude that F is of class C1 on U ×(Cn−
{0}). □

13.3.2. Remark on the reflexive duality. Let E →M be a complex vector
bundle and E∗ → M be the dual bundle. Let G be a continuous function on E∗

which is positive convex and complex homogeneous on the fibers on E∗. Royden’s
criterion implies that when G = G(x, η) is

● strictly convex;
● of class C1 in each fiber; and
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● totally differentiable in the x-direction and the x-partial derivatives are
continuous on the total space,

then the dual metric

F (x, ξ) = sup{Re(η(ξ)) ∣ η ∈ E∗x ,G(x, η) = 1}

on E is strictly convex and of class C1. It is remarkable that the regularity of the
dual metric F is (seemed to be) stronger than that of the initial metric G. Namely,
when G, in addition, satisfies the reflexive duality in the sense that

G(x, η) = sup{Re(η(ξ)) ∣ ξ ∈ Ex, F (x, ξ) = 1},

then G gets a better regularity, that is, G was of class C1, which is apparently
stronger than the initial asumption of G. As noted in §1, the L1-norm function and
the Teichmüller metric are in this situation. Thus, the reflexive duality is possibly
an important condition for the Finsler metrics.
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book of Teichmüller theory. Vol. VII, volume 30 of IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys., pages

393–415. Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, [2020] ©2020.
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