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Separation of horocycle orbits onmoduli space in

genus 2

John Rached

Abstract

We prove a quantitative closing lemma for the horocycle flow induced by the SL(2,R)-action
on the moduli space of Abelian differentials with a double-order zero on surfaces of genus 2.

The proof proceeds via construction of a Margulis function measuring the discretized fractal
dimension of separation of a horocycle orbit of a point from itself, in a direction transverse to
the SL(2,R)-orbit. From this, we deduce that small transversal separation guarantees the exis-

tence of a nearby point with a pseudo-Anosov in its Veech group. This is reminiscent of the ini-
tial dimension phases in Bourgain-Gamburd for random walks on compact groups, Bourgain-
Lindenstrauss-Furman-Mozes forquantitativeequidistribution in tori, andquantitativeequidis-

tributionofhorocycleflowforaproductof SL(2,R)with itself due toLindenstrauss-Mohammadi-
Wang, andmultiple other works.

1 Introduction

Dynamical closing lemmas have been investigated for several decades, in a broad variety of con-
texts. In general terms, "closing lemma" refers to perturbing an initial point in a dynamical sys-
tem, whose orbit is recurrent to a compact set, to find a point of small distance from the initial
point that lies on a periodic orbit. "Quantitative closing lemma" generally indicates a bound in
terms of the time parameter on the period of the closed orbit achieved. Two results that have in-
spired substantial research activity are Pugh’s closing lemma forC 1-diffeomorphismsof compact
smooth manifolds [35], and Anosov’s closing lemma [25] for hyperbolic sets of a flow. An open
line of research in the direction of the former is to achieve such a closing lemma for higher orders
of smoothness than C 1 [1]. This was resolved for the class of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of
closed surfaces by Asaoka and Irie [2]. A quantitative result in this spirit, for Reeb orbits on con-
tact 3-manifolds, was recently shown by Hutchings [23].

In Teichmüller dynamics, the diagonal flow induced by the SL(2,R)-action on the Hodge bun-
dle overmoduli space projects to geodesics for the Teichmüllermetric onmoduli space. This ac-
tion isuniformlyhyperbolic (Anosov) oncompact sets; Hamendstädt [20] andEskin-Mirzakhani-
Rafi [14] have independently proven closing lemmas for this flow. A version of this lemma for
affine invariant submanifolds of strata in the Hodge bundle is used by Wright in [46], to prove
that such manifolds are defined over number fields. A similar version of this lemma is invoked
in [15] to show that the Zariski closure of the monodromy of the Kontsevich-Zorich cocycle re-
stricted to the tangent bundle of an affine invariant manifold is the full group of endomorphisms
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preserving the symplectic form on themanifold.

Our concern in this article is with the action of a different one-parameter subgroup of SL(2,R)

actingona stratumof theHodgebundle, namely, the actionof theunipotentU = {us | s ∈R}, where

us =
(
1 s

0 1

)
. Theus-action remainspoorlyunderstood, in contrast to the full SL(2,R)-action,where

acomplete classificationof invariant andstationarymeasureswasobtainedbyEskin-Mirzkakhani
[11]. Full SL(2,R)-orbit closures are known to be affine invariant submanifolds of a stratum of the
Hodgebundle [12], andare in fact algebraic varieties [16]. On theotherhand,us-orbit closurescan
have fractional Hausdorff dimensions [8] and exhibit other features distinctive from the homo-
geneous theory [7]. Nevertheless, we show that in the single double-zero setting in genus 2, small
transversal separation of a geodesic push of a horocycle orbit guarantees proximity to a periodic
orbit, establishing a resonance in moduli space for the "initial dimension phase" in Bourgain-
Furman-Lindenstrauss-Mozes [6], Lindenstrauss-Margulis [27], Yang [47] and Lindenstrauss-
Mohammadi-Wang [28]. The dichotomy between large dimension of transversal separation and
nearly lying on a periodic orbit was used in the aforementioned works to establish quantitative
equidistribution results in those settings; this is our original motivation as well.

1.1 Overview

For G a connected Lie group, and Γ a lattice, Ratner’s seminal theorems [38], [37], [39] provide
a classification for orbits of all points in G/Γ under the action of a subgroup of G generated by
unipotent elements. Ratner’s theorems rely on the pointwise ergodic theorem, making these re-
sults difficult to effectivize in most cases. Green and Tao prove equidistribution for nilflows with
polynomial error rates [19]. When the unipotent subgroup is horospherical, as in the case of the
horocycle flow on SL(2,R)/SL(2,Z), effective equidistribution for long unipotent orbits is known,
and in the case of SL(2,R)/SL(2,Z) can be deduced from effective ergodicity of the horocycle flow
as discussed in an original work of Ratner [36]. Recently, there has been activity in search of ef-
fective accounts of equidistribution of both flows and closed unipotent orbits beyond the horo-
spherical and nilflow settings. One starting point of this was with the work of Einsiedler, Mar-
gulis and Venkatesh who achieve effective equidistribution of closed unipotent orbits with poly-
nomial error rate in a general semisimple homogeneous (arithmetic) setting [9]. The case of ef-
fective equidistribution with polynomial error rates for unipotent orbits on arithmetic quotients
SL(2,R)×SL(2,R)was also done recently by Lindenstrauss, Mohammadi andWang [29]. Using dif-
ferent methods, Strömbergsson obtained polynomial effective equidistribution for a nonhoro-
spherical action on the quotient of SL(2,R)⋉R2 by SL(2,Z)⋉Z2 [44].

The results above leverage arithmeticity of the latticeΓ in a crucialway. Theoverarching idea is
to establish analogs of Liouville’s theorem,which states roughly that irrational algebraic numbers
are badly approximable by rational numbers. We provide some details to illustrate this concept
at work in the setting of Bourgain-Furman-Lindenstrauss-Mozes. Let Γ be a semigroup of d ×d

non-singular integer matrices. If the natural action on the torus Td is strongly irreducible, then
the action of Γ is ergodicwith respect toHaarmeasure. In the case d = 1 and Γ is Abelian, Fursten-
berg [18] showed that provided Γ contains no finite index cyclic groups, Γ · x is dense for all x ∈
R\Q. Bourgain, Furman, Lindenstrauss andMozes [6] considered the situation, where, alongwith
other technical assumptions, the natural action of Γ on Rd is assumed to be strongly irreducible
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(this is strictly stronger than the assumption that Γ acting on Td is strongly irreducible). When Γ

acts strongly irreducibly on Rd , and ν is a probability measure on Γ, the top Lyapunov exponent
λ1(ν) = lim

n 7→∞
1
n

log ||g1g2 · · ·gn || is ν-almost surely positive. Given a probabilitymeasure ν on Γ and a

probabilitymeasureµonTd , onecandefineaprobabilitymeasureonTd byν∗µ=
∑

g∈Γ
ν(g )g∗µ. Un-

der some additional mild assumptions, including a moment condition on ν, Bourgain-Furman-
Lindenstrauss-Mozes [6] prove that if ν is a fixed probability measure supported on Γ < SLd (R),
then for any 0 < λ < λ1, there is a constant C = C (ν,λ), so that if for a point x ∈ Td the measure
µn = ν(n) ∗δx satisfies that for some a ∈Zd \ {0}

∣∣µ̂n (a)> t > 0
∣∣ with n >C · log

2||a||
t

,

then x admits a rational approximation
p
q
with p ∈Zd and q ∈Z+ satisfying

∣∣∣
∣∣∣x −

p

q

∣∣∣
∣∣∣< e−λn and |q| <

(
2||a||

t

)C

.

A key step in the proof of this theorem is to start with an absolute lower bound on a single Fourier
coefficient of the measure µn = ν∗(n) ∗ δx and further conclude for a chosen m < n, µn−m has a
"rich" set of Fourier coefficients larger than a polynomial in t . Startingwith some a0 ∈Zd

∖
{0}with

|µ̂n (a0) > t0 for large enough n, the idea is to prove that for t = t
p
0 , the set

An−m1,t =
{

a ∈Z
d :

∣∣µ̂n−m1 (a)
∣∣> t

}

is a thick set in Zd . For a subset E ⊂ Zd , let N (E ;R) denote the covering number of E by balls of
radius R. The following is the crucial step.

Lemma 1.1 (B-F-L-M [6]). There exists a large N and an exponentially smaller R, so that the num-
ber of R-balls needed to cover the intersection of a rich set of Fourier coefficients with a large box is

greater than a polynomial. Namely,N
(

Am−n1,t
p
0
∩ [−N , N ]d ;R

)
> t

p
0 (N /R)d .

Byan analog ofWiener’s lemma, Lemma 1.1, gives a "small-dimensional" separation of points
on the torus. This information is bootstrapped to reach a dimension of separation equal to the
dimension of the torus.

Returning to the Lie group setting, this general scheme of achieving a small initial dimen-
sion of separation and boostrapping the dimension is successfully employed by Lindenstrauss-
Mohammadi and Lindenstrauss-Mohammadi-Wang to achieve polynomially effective density
andpolynomially effective equidistributionof one-parameter unipotent flows in arithmetic quo-
tients of SL(2,C) and SL(2,R)×SL(2,R), and polynomial rates for the Oppenheim conjecture [28],
[26], [30]. In these works, the authors prove quantitative closing lemmas (for instance, Propo-
sition 4.8 in [28]) which are themselves similar to Lemma 5.2 in Lindenstrauss-Margulis [27]. In
[28], [26], [30], these closing lemmas are used to produce a small transversal dimensionof separa-
tion in the unipotent direction, for unipotent orbits not too close to a periodic orbit. This serves
as the analogue of Lemma 1.1, and this dimension is bootstrapped to achieve dimension close
to that of a horospherical subgroup, for which there exist methods to deduce effective density
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and effective equidistribution. We proceed to state ourmain theorem, which is a direct analog of
Proposition 4.8 in [28], a direct analog of Proposition 13.1 in [9] and similar in spirit to Lemma 1.1.

Let S = Sg bea surface of genus g , and letMg be themoduli space of Riemann surfaces homeo-
morphic to S. LetΩMg be the space of Abeliandifferentials (holomorphic 1-formsω). LetΩ1Mg ⊂
ΩMg be the unit-area locus of ΩMg . There is an SL(2,R)-action on Ω1Mg given by the action of
SL(2,R) on R2 corresponding to "multiplication by A ∈ SL(2,R)" on the atlas of charts to R2 de-
termined by the quadratic differential. By Teichmüller theory, the orbits of the diagonal flow

at =
[

e t 0

0 e−t

]
project to Teichmüller geodesics under the natural projectionmapπ : Ω1Mg →Mg .

ΩMg has a natural stratification: we say (X ,ω) ∈ ΩMg is of type σ =
(
p1, ..., pk

)
if ω has zeroes of

order
{

pi

}
. The space of all Abelian differentials of type σ=

(
p1, ..., pk

)
in ΩMg will be denoted by

ΩMg (σ). This is a complex-analytic orbifold of real dimension 4g +2k−1. It also has the structure
of a complex algebraic variety. Let Tg be the Teichmüller space, the orbifold universal cover of
Mg . LetΩTg andΩ1Tg be defined similarly as above. We have an orbifold coveringmap:

π : Ω1Tg (σ) →Ω1Mg (σ) .

Moreover, if V ⊂ Ω1Mg (σ) is a properly immersed manifold, the pre-image π−1(V ) is a properly
immersedmanifold of the same dimension. The lowest dimensional SL(2,R)-invariantmanifolds
that can be cut out locally by real-linear equations are of particular relevance to us. Specifically,
we are interested in the orbit closures of π (SL(2,R) ·ω) for special choices of (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Tg (σ). For
Mod(S) themapping class group of S = Sg , it follows from a classical result of of Smillie-Weiss [42]
that if Γω ≤ Mod(S) is the set-wise stabilizer of the lift of π (SL(2,R) ·ω) to the connected component

ãπ−1 ◦π (SL(2,R) ·ω) ofΩ1Tg (σ) containing (X ,ω), then

ãπ−1 ◦π (SL(2,R) ·ω) = Γw ·
(
SL(2,R) ·ω

)

when (X ,ω) has lattice-stabilizer. In this case, (X ,ω) is referred to as a Veech surface. Veech sur-
faces have special dynamical properties. In particular, for such ω, π (SL(2,R) ·ω) is a closed orbit.
Furthermore, the image of SL(2,R) ·ω under

Ω1Tg (σ)
π−→Ω1Mg (σ) →Mg

is an algebraic curve V in Mg (S), called a Teichmüller curve. Let e−0.01t < β = e−κt < 1 for a fixed
κ= 1/D > 0 where D will be specified below. For every t ≥ 0, define

Et = Bβ ·at · {ur : r ∈ [0,1]} ⊂ SL(2,R)

where Bβ :=
{
u
⊺
s : |s| ≤β

}
·
{

at : |t | ≤β
}
and u

⊺
s is the transpose of us . In words, this is a "smearing"

by a small amount of SL(2,R) of a geodesic push of length t of a length-1 horocycle segment. The
principal reason for stating our separation theorem with a smearing approximation of geodesic
translates of unit-lengthhorocycle orbits is for potential application to quantitative equidistribu-
tion theorems. For a concise discussion of this, see Section 6 of [29].

The following Theorem shows that, up to removing an exceptional set of very small mea-
sure, geodesic pushes of length-1 horocycle segments are separated in a direction tranverse to
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the SL(2,R)-orbit of a point (up to "smearing"), so long as the orbit of this point doesn’t come too
close to a Teichmüller curve, with a quantitative relationship between the proximity to the Teich-
müller curve and the size of a hyperbolic element the curve contains in its Veech group. We state
our Main Theorem.

Theorem1.2. LetΩ1M2(2) be the stratumof unit-area Abeliandifferentials of genus 2with a single
zero. There exist D0 ≥ 0,α depending only on the stratum, satisfying the following. Suppose D ≥
D0+1. For any x = (X ,ω) ∈Ω1M2(2), there exists t ′ depending only on the injectivity radius of x such
that for all t ≥ t ′, there exists a function ft : Et ·x → (0,∞) so that at least one of the following is true.

1. There is a subset I ⊂ [0,1] with
∣∣[0,1]

∖
I
∣∣≪βα such that for all s ∈ I we have the following

(a) inj(a8t us x) ≥β,

(b) h →h ·a8t us x is an injective map Et 7→Ω1M2(2),

(c) for all z ∈Et ·a8t us x, we have
ft (z)≤ eDt .

2. There is x′ = (X ′,ω′)∈Ω1M2(2) such that x′ lies on a Teichmüller curve V and
dT

(
z ′, x′)≤ e(−D+D0)t for some z ′ ∈ a8t us ′ · x, where dT (·, ·) is the Teichmüller distance and s′ ∈

[0,1]. The Veech group of x′ contains a hyperbolic element γwith log(l(γ)) ≤ eDt , where l(γ) is
the translation length.

We expect Theorem 1.2 to fail for all other strata Ω1Mg (σ), though we supply no proof in this
article. Essentially, this is due to the existence of non-lattice Veech groups in other strata which
are infinitely generated, constructed by Hubert and Schmidt [22], and McMullen [33]. However,
we make the following conjecture, which we believe would serve as a substitute for the "initial
dimension phase" for all strata of moduli space, opening the door to adopting the schema de-
scribed above to establish quantitative equidistribution results for horocycle flow in all strata. In
particular, combining Theorem 1.2 with results of Sanchez on effective equidistribution of large
dimensionalmeasures [40] would leave only the ’bootstrapping’ step of [28]. Since [40] applies to
all strata, a similar obstacle would remain were the following conjecture to be established.

Question 1.3. Does there exist a sequence of Veech groups Γk ∈Ω1Mg (σ) in any stratum with crit-
ical exponents approaching one?

An affirmative answer to the analogous statement for Kleinian groups has recently been es-
tablished by [43], with powerful techniques that may be applicable to Teichmüller dynamics.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review fundamental facts on the geom-
etry of moduli space, which we rely on to adapt the proofs of homogeneous closing lemmas to
this context. In Section 3, we use results of Minsky-Weiss to state quantitative-nondivergence
that establishes enough recurrence to compact sets to reduce the statement of Theorem 1.2 to a
dichotomy. In Section 4, we construct a Margulis function that measures the transversal (to the
SL(2,R) direction) separation of an orbit from itself, and show the group of elements in SL(2,R)

bringing an orbit close back to itself in the tranverse direction cannot be unipotent. We conclude
theremust be ahyperbolic element of SL(2,R) stabilizing anearby element, and sincewearework-
ing inΩ1M2(2), this elementmust lie on a Teichmüller curve.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Constants andmatrix norms

Wewill use the notation B ≪C tomean B ≤ kC , where k is only allowed to dependon the stratum.
For a matrix M ∈ SL(2,R), we will denote by || · || the Frobenius norm. Recall the decomposition
M = K AK where A is thediagonal groupandK = SO(2) is themaximal compact rotationgroup. The
K AK decomposition coincides with the singular value decomposition M =UΣV ⊥ up to changing
signs of the diagonal entries of thematrices in themiddle. Wemake extensiveuse of the following
elementary facts. For M1, M2 ∈ SL(2,R), and using σmin (M) to denote the smallest singular value of
a matrix:

1. ||M1|| = ||M−1
1 ||

2. ||M1M2|| ≤ ||M1|| · ||M2||

3. ||M1M2|| ≥σmin (M1) · ||M2||.

2.2 Teichmüller metric and Teichmüller curves

In this subsection, webriefly review themetric structureswewill be interested in, and thedynam-
ics of Veech surfaces. All of thematerial here is standard, andwewill sometimes follow [31]. Let Sg

be a surface of genus g , satisfying 3g −3 > 0. Letφ1 : Sg → S1, φ2 : Sg → S2, be two diffeomorphisms,
where S1 and S2 have finite area. Denote by ∼ the equivalence relation where φ1 ∼φ2 if φ1 ◦φ−1

2 is
isotopic to a holomorphic diffeomorphism. Define

Tg =
{
φ : Sg → S | S is finite area ,φ a diffeomorphism

}/
∼ .

Givenψ ∈Diff+ (
Sg

)
, the group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of Sg , we obtain amap

Tg →Tg by precomposition byψ. By the definition of the equivalence relation∼, ifψ is contained

in thenormal subgroupDiff0 (
Sg

)
ofdiffeomorphisms isotopic to aholomorphicdiffeomorphism,

this map defined by precomposition is trivial. Therefore, we have an action of the mapping class
group of Sg

Mod
(
Sg

)
:=Diff+ (

Sg

)/
Diff0 (

Sg

)

onTg (S). Themoduli space Mg of Sg is defined as

Mg :=Tg

/
Mod

(
Sg

)
.

Tg is a real-analytic space, and is homeomorphic to R6g−6. The cotangent space at X ∈Tg can
be identified with Q(X ), the space of holomorphic quadratic differentials on X . The dual space
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(tangent space at X ) is naturally identifiedwith the space of harmonic Beltramidifferentials on X ,
B(X ). Supposeµ=µ(z)d z̄⊗(d z)−1 ∈B(X ) and q = q(z)d z2 ∈Q(X ). There is anatural non-degenerate
pairing onTg

〈µ, q〉 =
∫

X
µ(z)q(z)|d z|2.

Thenorm ||µ||T = sup
{
|〈{µ, q〉} : q ∈Q(X ), ||q||1 =

∫
X |q| = 1

}
gives theTeichmüllermetric onTg . This

is the infinitesimal description of the Teichmüller metric. The distance between two points in
Teichmüller space has a simple description in terms of dilatation. We have

dT

((
φ1 : Sg → S1

)
,
(
φ2 : Sg → S2

))
=

1

2
inf
φ

log Kφ

where φ : X1 → X2 ranges over all quasi-conformal maps from X1 to X2 isotopic to φ1 ◦φ−1
2 and

Kφ ≥ 1 is the dilatation coefficient. Since the definition of the metric only depends on the holo-
morphic structure at X , the Teichmüller metric onTg descends to ametric onMg .

It is well-known that a pair (X , q)with q ∈Q(X ) and q 6= 0, generates a holomorphic embedding
from the hyperbolic plane Hwith Kobayashi metric on H and Teichmüller metric onTg

f̃ :H→Tg .

f̃ is an isometry. Passing toMg =Tg

/
Mod(Sg ), we obtain a complex geodesic

f : H→Mg .

We summarize the constructions of f̃ and f , and the connection to dynamics. For t a complex
parameter, the Riemann surface Xt = f̃ (t) is characterized by the property that the complex di-
latation µt of the extremal quasi-conformal mapψt : X → Xt is given by

µt =
(

i − t

i + t

)
·

q̄

|q|
. (2.1)

Now, assume q is the square of a holomorphic 1-form w , q =ω2. Then, these complex geodesics
have an interpretation in terms of the SL(2,R) action on Ω1Tg (σ). In particular, any holomorphic
1 -form ω yields, away from its zeroes, a flat metric Euclidean metric |ω| and an atlas of charts
Ui → C whose transition functions are translations. The SL(2,R)-action on Ω1Tg (σ) is defined by
composition of these charts with matrices A ∈ SL(2,R) acting linearly on C ≃ R2. A ∈ SL(2,R) can
be interpreted as an affine map in these coordinate charts A · (X ,ω) = (X ′,ω′). This yields a quasi-
conformal map f : X → X ′ with terminal holomorphic 1-form ω′. In the case that A ∈ SO(2,R), the
map f is conformal, so the action descends to a faithful action of SL(2,R)/SO(2,R). One can show
that this descended action induces an isometric injection

SL(2,R)/SO(2,R)(X ,ω) →Tg .

Furthermore, composition with the projection π : Tg →Mg defines the complex geodesic

f : H→Mg .

One can check that if t ∈ C parametrizes the Riemann surfaces, the complex dilatation of the ex-
tremal quasi-conformal mapψt : X → Xt is given by
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µt =
(

i − t

i + t

)
·
ω̄

|ω|
(2.2)

which accords with Equation 2.1. Furthermore, f factors through the quotient space V = H/Γ,
where Γ=

{
B ∈ Aut(H) : f (B · t) = f (t) ∀t

}
. In the case that Γ is a lattice, we call the quotient map

f : V →Mg

aTeichmüller curve. f is proper and generically injective. The image f (V ) is not anormal subvari-
ety, but wewill not distinguish between the Teichmüller curve as amap f and the normalization
of f (V ). One can interpret Γ above directly in terms of flat geometry. Let Aff+(X ,ω) be the set
of orientation-preserving affine diffeomorphisms of (X ,ω). For such an affine diffeomorphism
φ : (X ,ω) 7→ (X ,ω), the derivative Dφ is constant. Since these diffeomorphisms are assumed to be
orientationpreserving, andalsopreserve the areaofω, themapφ 7→Dφdefines amapofAff+(X ,ω)

into SL(2,R). Wewill call the image of this map the Veech group of (X ,ω), and denote it by SL(X ,ω).
By Proposition 3.2 in [31], Γ and SL(X ,ω) are conjugate.

2.3 Period Coordinates andHolonomy Vectors

For any (X ,ω) ∈ΩMg (σ), there exists a triangulation T of the underlying surface X by saddle con-
nections. Denote the zeroes of ω by Z (ω), where |Z (ω)| = k. One can choose h = 2g + |Z (ω)| − 1

directed edges {wi }h
i=1

of T , and an openneighborhoodU ⊂ΩMg (σ)of (X ,ω) in its stratum, so that
there exists an open analytic embedding:

φT,ω : U → H 1(X , Z (ω),C) ∼=C
2g+Z (ω)−1

called the period map. It is defined by (X ,ω) to be the relative class [ω] ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C) which sat-
isfies 〈[ω], wi 〉 =

∫
wi

ω for all wi viewed as relative classes in H1(X , Z (ω),C). Thus, we may think of

[ω] as a local coordinate onΩMg (σ). For any other geodesic triangulation T ′, themap φT ′,ω ◦φ−1
T,ω

is linear. A consequence of the uniformization theorem is that every element (X ,ω) ∈ΩMg (σ) can
be presented in the form

(X ,ω) = (P,d z)
/
∼

forapolygonP ⊂C, and the 1-formd z onC. The reason for this is thatonecanconstruct ageodesic
triangulation of the flat surface (X , |ω|), with Z (ω) among its vertices. X can then bepresented as a
quotient ∼ of the edges of a collection of triangles. One can check that the periods

∫
wi

ω defining
φT,ω correspond to the vectors {vi } ∈C, the edges of the polygon P .

2.4 SL(2,R)-action and Transversal Directions

For a pair (X ,ω), one can define the area of (X ,ω)

area(X ,ω) =
i

2

∫

X
ω∧ω.

We denote byΩ1Mg (σ)⊂ΩMg (σ) the unit-area locus. Assume {wi }h
i=1

forms a symplectic Z-basis
ofH1(X , Z (ω),Z). Choose a fundamental domainF for the actionofMod

(
Sg

)
onΩ1Tg (σ). The fun-

damental domain F is then identified with the quotient space Ω1Mg (σ). In period coordinates,
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there is a linear SL(2,R)-action on F ; in particular, for a 2×h real-valued matrix B representing
φT,ω at a point x = (X ,ω) ∈ΩMg (σ), and g ∈ SL(2,R)

g ·x = g B A(g , x)

where the right-hand side is just matrix multiplication and A : SL(2,R)×Ω1Mg (σ) → Sp(2g ,Z)⋉Rh

is the change of basis required to return g ·x to the fundamental domain. Themap A is called the
Kontsevich-Zorichcocycle. TheKontsevich-Zorichcocycle is not quite a cocycle in thedynamical
sense due to the fact that the automorphism group Aut(X ,ω) is non-trivial (i.e.,ΩMg (σ) is an orb-
ifold). However, by considering for example, a level-3 structure [11], Ω1Mg (σ) has a finite cover
which is amanifold insteadof anorbifold. Henceforth,wewill assumeweareworking in thefinite
cover and continue to use the notationΩ1Mg (σ). In particular, for a pair (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ), the un-
derlying Riemann surface X will have no non-trivial automorphisms. Since applying a rotation
matrix to (X ,ω) doesn’t change the complex structure on X , we may assume the Veech groups
SL(X ,ω) contain no elliptic elements. This will be relevant in Subsection 4.4.

For any subsetN ⊂Ω1Mg (σ), define

RN = {(X , tω) | (X ,ω) ∈N , t ∈R} ⊂RΩ1Mg (σ).

DenotebyH 1 thecomplexflat vectorbundleoverRΩ1Mg (σ)whosefiberoverany (X ,ω) is H 1(X ,C),
and by H 1

r el
the complex flat vectorbundlewhose fiber over (X ,ω) is H 1(X , Z (ω),C). Wewill denote

by p : H 1
r el

7→ H 1 the forgetful map from relative to absolute cohomology.

Definition 2.1. We call a subset Ñ =RN ⊂RΩ1Mg (σ) an affine invariant submanifold of
Ω1Mg (σ) if N is an analytic submanifold of Ω1Mg (σ), and locally in period coordinates, Ñ is a
complex-linear subspace of C2g+|Z (ω)|−1 given by linear equations with real coefficients.

The following observation is helpful for our purposes.

Proposition2.2. The tangent bundle of Ñ is determined in local period coordinates by a subspace

TC(Ñ ) = TR(Ñ )⊗RC

where TR(Ñ ) ⊂ H 1(X , Z (ω),R). Further, the tangent space to the stratum at (X ,ω) ∈ RΩ1Mg (σ) is
identified with H 1(X , Z (ω),C) ∼= H 1(X , Z (ω),R)⊗R C and the SL(2,R)-action is on C ∼= R2 under this
identification. In addition, if in local period coordinates (X ,ω) is written as x = u + i v , for u and v

column vectors, then the R-linear span of u and v ,H (x), is a subspace of H 1(X , Z (ω),R) so that the
tangent space to the SL(2,R-orbit of (X ,ω) is contained inH (x)⊗C.

Definition 2.3. The complex vector bundle H 1 has a symplectic intersection form given by

〈ω1,ω2〉 :=
i

2

∫

X
ω1 ∧ω2

for ω1,ω2 in a fiber of H 1. Henceforth, we will refer to a tangent vector v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C) at a point
(X ,ω)as inadirection tranversal to the SL(2,R)-orbit of (X ,ω) if p(v) is in the symplectic complement
of the image under p of the tangent space to the SL(2,R)-orbit, p(H) ⊂ p(H (x)⊗R C). For any such
v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C) in this complement, we write v ∈ p(H)⊥.
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By the preceeding discussion, we have a decomposition of the tangent bundle

TC(Ñ ) = T st
C (Ñ)⊕T bal

C (Ñ ) (2.3)

where TC(Ñ )bal consists of the elements v ∈ TC(Ñ ) so that v ∈ p(H)⊥, using the notation in Defi-
nition 2.3. This decomposition is invariant under the action of SL(2,R), but is not invariant under
parallel transport unless Ñ is a Teichmüller curve.

Definition 2.4 (AGY-metric, [4]). Let x = (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ). Identify the tangent space at (X ,ω)with
H 1(X , Z (ω),C). For a tangent vector v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C), consider the norm

||v ||x := sup
s∈S

∣∣∣ v(s)

Holω(s)

∣∣∣

where S denotes the set of saddle connections on (X ,ω), and Holω(s) ∈ C is the holonomy vector
associated to s for the form ω. The set of holonomy vectors is always discrete. It is shown in [4]
that this definition induces a complete Finsler metric on Ω1Mg (σ). Let κ : [0,1] → Ω1Mg (σ) be a
differentiable path and denote its AGY-length by

l(κ) :=
∫1

0
||κ′(t)||κ(t ) d t .

The distance function associated to this length will be denoted by dAGY .

Lemma 2.5 ([5]). Let κ : [0,1] → Ω1Mg (σ) be a differentiable path. Then for any tangent vector
v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C),

e−length(κ) ≤
||v ||κ(0)

||v ||κ(1)
≤ e length(κ).

The following and its proof are essentially Proposition 5.3 in [5]; there, it is stated for vectors
in the unstable space, but the proof goes through for any choice of tangent vectors. We briefly
recapitulate the proof ingredients for the general case, as we will make extensive use of the AGY-
norm.

Lemma 2.6 ("Exponential map", [5]). Let x = (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1Mg (σ) and v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C), a tangent
vector. Consider the path κ : [0,1] → Ω1Mg (σ) starting from x satisfying κ′(t) = v for all t ∈ [0,1].
Implicitly, we assume κ(t) is well-defined for all t ∈ [0,1]. Define expx (v) := κ(1) ∈ Ω1Mg (σ). Let
B(0,r ) denote the ball of radius r centered at the origin of H 1(X , Z (ω),C) with respect to the norm
||·||x . Then, there exists an absolute constant C1 > 0 and C2 = (C1 + 1)2C1 such that the following
hold:

1. for the rescaling ω 7→ sω, s ∈ R, l(κ) = l(sκ). That is, the AGY-metric is invariant under real
scalings.

2. The exponential map expx : H 1(X , Z (ω),C) →Ω1Mg (σ) is well-defined over B(0,1/C1).

3. For every v ∈ B(0,1/C1),
dAGY (x,expx (v)) ≤C1||v ||x .

4. For every v ∈ B(0,1/C1) and every w ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C),

1/C1 ≤
||w ||x

||w ||expx (v)
≤C1.
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5. For v ∈ B(0,1/C2),
dAGY (x,expx (v))≥ ||v ||ω/C1.

Proof. For 1., we have

l(sκ) =
∫1

0
||sκ′(t)||sκ(t ) d t

=
∫1

0
sup
s∈S

∣∣∣∣
sκ′(t)(s)

Holsκ(t )(s)

∣∣∣∣d t

=
∫1

0
sup
s∈S

∣∣∣∣
sκ′(t)(s)

sHolκ(t )(s)

∣∣∣∣d t

= l(κ).

For 2., let κ : [0,1] →Ω1Mg (σ) be a path with κ(0) = (X ,ω) and κ′(t) = v ∀t ∈ [0,1]. By Lemma 2.5, we
have

||κ′(t)||κ(t ) = ||v ||x e
∫t

0 ||κ′(r )||κ(r ) dr . (2.4)

Consider the length function L(t) : R 7→ R defined by L(t) =
∫t

0 ||κ
′(r )||κ(r ) dr . By Equation 2.4, we

have L′(t) ≤ eL(t )||v ||x . Integrating both sides of this inequality and rearranging, we have

||κ′(t)||κ(t ) ≤
||v ||x

1− t ||v ||x
,

which immediately implies that for any C1 > 1, expω(v) is well-defined on the ball B(0,1/C1). Fur-
ther, note that

dAGY (x,expx (v))≤
∫1

0
||κ′(t)||κ(t ) ≤

||v ||x
(1−||v ||x )

,

which impliesdAGY (x,expx (v))≤C1||v ||x for v ∈B(0,1/C1), establishing3. Since expω iswell-defined
over B(0,1/C1) by 2., another application of Lemma 2.5 gives

e−L(1) ≤
||w ||x

||w ||expx (v)
≤ eL(1)

for any w ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C), proving 4., since L(1) ≤ log(C1). Finally, we claim that forC2 = (C1+1)2C1,
we have

dAGY (x,expx (v))≥ ||v ||x /C1

so longas v ∈ B(0,1/C2). To see this, consider a (nearly) length-minimzingpathκ connecting (X ,ω)

and expω(v). By part 3., we have

l(κ) ≤C1||v ||x ≤
1

(C1 +1)2
. (2.5)

Consider a lift of κ, κ̃ to the tangent space to the stratum identifiedwith H 1(X , Z (ω),C). By part 4.,
we have ||κ̃′(t)||x ≤C1||κ̃′(t)||κ(t ). This inequality can be integrated from 0 to t to obtain
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||κ̃(t)||x ≤C1l(κ) ≤C1
1

(C1 +1)2
< 1/C1. (2.6)

We conclude that κ̃(t) ∈B(0,1/C1) ∀t ∈ [0,1] and in particular κ̃(1) is well-defined and we have

||κ̃(1)||x = ||v ||x ≤C1l(κ)

≤C1dAGY (x,expx (v)),

proving 5.

2.5 Unstable and stable foliations

In contrast to the homogeneous setting, the unstable and stable foliations for the geodesic flow
are only locally defined. We review these definitions and their relationships to our objects of in-
terest.

Definition 2.7 (Proposition 4.1 [5]). Recall that for any x = (X ,ω) ∈ΩMg (σ) there is an openneigh-
borhood U ⊂ ΩMg (σ) containing it so that the period map φT,ω : U → H 1(X , Z (ω),C) ∼= C2g+Z (ω)−1

is an open analytic embedding. Henceforth, we suppress the notation for the triangulation T and
write φω. Further, recall that the tangent space to (X ,ω) in the stratum can be identified with
TωΩMg (σ) ∼= H 1(X , Z (ω),C) ∼= H 1(X , Z (ω),R)⊗RC

∼= H 1(X , Z (ω),R)⊕ H 1(X , Z (ω), iR). Then, there is a
decomposition of the tangent space

TxΩMg (σ) ∼= v(x)⊕E u(x)⊕E s(x)

where v(x) is the direction of the Teichmüller geodesic flow, and

E u(x) =TxΩMg (σ)∩Dφ−1
ω (H 1(X , Z (ω),R)),

E s(x) =TxΩMg (σ)∩Dφ−1
ω (H 1(X , Z (ω), iR)).

These subspaces are integrable, and depend smoothly on (X ,ω). We will refer to the integral leaves
of E u(x) and E s(x), respectively, as the unstable and stable manifolds W u(x) and W s (x). These are
affine submanifolds ofΩMg (σ) in the sense of Definition 2.1,

It follows from Lemma 3.1 in [41] that the foliations W u (x) and W s (x) are well-defined on the
unit-area locusΩ1Mg (σ).

Definition 2.8 (Period boxes). Let (X̃ ,ω̃)∈Ω1Tg (σ). Define, for every r > 0,

Rr (X̃ ,ω̃) :=
{
φω(x̃,ω̃)+u+ i v : u, v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),R , ||u+ i v || ≤ r

}
.

where we are again using the identification H 1(X , Z (ω),C) ∼= H 1(X , Z (ω),R⊕H 1(X , Z (ω), iR).

Note that wemay choose r > 0 small enough so that

φ−1
ω : Rr (X̃ ,ω̃)∩φω(Ω1Tg (σ)) 7→Ω1Tg (σ)

is a homeomorphism. Set Br (X̃ ,ω̃) = φ−1
ω

(
Rr (X̃ ,ω̃)

)
. Observe that, by Lemma 2.6, Br (X̃ ,ω̃) is well-

defined for all 0 < r < 1/C1 and all (X̃ ,ω̃) ∈Ω1Tg (σ). Further, for any (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ), there exists
0 < r (ω)< 1/C1 so that the restriction of the projectionmap from the Teichmüller space tomoduli
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space π|Br (ω)(X̃ ,ω̃) : Ω1Tg (σ) → Ω1Mg (σ) is injective. For all t , s ∈ R, let at =
[

e t/2 0

0 e−t/2

]
and us =

[
1 s

0 1

]
. Theactionof the transposeofus is givenbyu

⊺
s =

[
1 0

s 1

]
. Recall that the twoone-parameter

subgroups at and us of SL(2,R) define, respectively, the Teichmüller geodesic flow, and horocycle
flow onΩ1Mg (σ). The horocycle flow us preserves the leaves of the unstable foliationW u (ω) and
the tranpose u

⊺
s preserves the leaves of the stable foliation W s (ω). To see this explicitly, let z =[

x1 ... xn

y1 ... yn

]
, and z ′ =

[
x′

1 ... x′
n

y ′
1 ... y ′

n

]
be two points in the same local period coordinate chart. If we

write φω(X ,ω) = u+ i v , the stable leaves ofW s (x) are locally identified with φω(X ,ω)+ i w and w is
some row n-vector, by Definition 2.7. Therefore, we see that z and z ′ are in the same stable leaf if

[
x1 ... xn

y1 ... yn

]
=

[
x′

1 ... x′
n

y ′
1 ... y ′

n

]
+

[
0 ... 0

w1 ... wn

]
.

The analogous observation is true for the unstable leaves. Let e−0.01t <β< 1. For every t ≥ 0, define

Et = B s
β ·at · {ur : r ∈ [0,1]} ⊂ SL(2,R)

where Bβ :=
{
u
⊺
s : |s| ≤β

}
·
{

at : |t | ≤β
}
. In words, this is a "smearing" by a small amount of SL(2,R)

of a geodesic push of length t of a length-1 horocycle segment. As we have just observed, this is
in fact akin to a Margulis thickening in the unstable direction, but only along the SL(2,R)-orbit,
rather than the ambient space. We recall that for any such Et as above, and any (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ),
we define a map Et →Ω1Mg (σ) given by h 7→ h · (X ,ω), since any h ∈ Et is in particular an element
of SL(2,R). We see that this map is injective if, for any lift of (X ,ω), (X̃ ,ω̃), the restricted projection
map π|Br (X̃ ,ω̃)∩Et ·(X̃ ,ω̃) :Ω1Tg (σ) →Ω1Mg (σ) is injective.

3 Quantitative non-divergence

We collect quantitative non-divergence results in a form convenient for our application.

Definition 3.1 (Injectivity radius). For (X ,ω) ∈Ω1T2(2), letSω denote the set of saddle connections
ofωon X . Wewill use lω,s = |Holω(s)| to denote the lengthof s in the conical flatmetric |ω|. Recall that
we have a quotient map π : Ω1T2(2) →Ω1M2(2). We define the injectivity radius of (X ,ω) ∈Ω1T2(2),
denoted by inj(X ,ω) to be the infinum

inj(X ,ω) = inf
s∈Sω

|Holω(s)|.

Define for ǫ> 0,

Ω1Mǫ =π
({

(X ,ω) ∈Ω1T2(2) | inj(X ,ω) ≥ ǫ
})

.

If (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mǫ (resp. (X ,ω) ∉Ω1Mǫ), we will also say inj(X ,ω) ≥ ǫ (resp. inj(X ,ω) < ǫ).

Theorem 3.2 (Minsky-Weiss [34]). There are positive constants κ1, κ2, α (α≤ 1) depending only on
the stratumΩ1Mg (σ) such that if every (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ), s ∈Sω, an interval I ⊂R, and ρ′ > 0 satisfy:

sup
s∈I

lusω,s ≥ ρ′,
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then for any 0 < ǫ< κ1ρ
′ we have

∣∣{r ∈ I : inj(us (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣<κ2 ·

(
ǫ

ρ′

)α
|I |.

For clarity, we note that the condition sup
s∈I

lusω,s ≥ ρ′ just means that there is no saddle con-

nection on the surface (X ,ω)whose length in the conical flatmetric remains below ρ′ over a time-
length |I | flow from (X ,ω). A consequence of the arguments in this section is a proof of the follow-
ing lemma.

Lemma3.3. There exist constantsα,C3 ,C4 > 0 (dependingonlyon the stratum) so that the following
property holds. Let 0 < ǫ,η < 1 and (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1Mg (σ). Let I ⊂ [−10,10] be an interval and assume
|I | ≥ η. Then,

∣∣{s ∈ I : inj (at us (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣<C4ǫ

α|I |,

so long as t ≥
∣∣log

(
η inj(X ,ω)

)−1 ∣∣+C3. The constants are explicit; α is the α appearing in Theorem

3.2, C3 = log
(

1
κ1

)
+ log(

p
2), and C4 = κ2

κα
1
where κ1,κ2 are the constants appearing in Theorem 3.2.

Although we only require Lemma 3.3 for subsequent use in this paper, we record an auxiliary
statement, to emphasize the analogy toquantitativenon-divergence results of this kind in theho-
mogeneous setting. We refer the reader to Section 3 of [26], where the corresponding statements
are proven for the cases of SL(2,R)×SL(2,R) and SL(2,C). We recall the following definitions due to
Minsky-Weiss.

Definition 3.4 (Good functions, Definition 3.1 [34]). LetF be a collection of continuous functions
R→R+, and I ⊂R some interval. For θ > 0 and f ∈F , make the following definitions:

I f ,θ =
{

s ∈ I : f (s) < θ
}

IF ,θ =
{

s ∈ I : ∃ f ∈F , f (s) < θ
}

|| f ||I = sup
s∈I

f (s).

Let κ,α,ρ > 0. We designateF as (κ,α,ρ)-good if it satisfies the following property. For any interval
I ⊂R and any f ∈F , we have, for 0 < ǫ< ρ,

∣∣I f ,ǫ

∣∣
|I |

≤ κ

(
ǫ

|| f ||I

)α
.

We callF (κ,α)-good if it is (κ,α,ρ)-good for all ρ.

Definition 3.5 (Sparse-covering property). We say a pair consisting of a collection of continuous
functionsF and an interval I as above, (F , I ), satisfies the sparse-covering property if the following
conditions hold. There exist κ,α,ρ, M > 0 such that

1. F is (κ,α,ρ)-good.

2. For every f ∈F , || f ||I ≥ ρ.
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3. For every s ∈ I ,
#
{

f ∈F : f (s) < ρ
}
≤ M .

Proposition 3.6. Let (F, I ) satisfy the sparse-covering property in the sense of Definition 3.5 for the
constants κ,α,ρ, M > 0. Then, for every 0< ǫ< ρ,

∣∣IF ,ǫ

∣∣
|I |

≤ κM

(
ǫ

|| f ||I

)α
.

Proposition 3.7 ([34]). For any (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1Tg (σ), and s ∈ Sω, define a function lω,s(s) : R → R+ by
lω,s(s)= lusω,s. That is, for a point inmoduli space, and a saddle connection on the surface, consider
the function measuring the length of the saddle connection along a horocycle segment. Consider
the collection of functions

F =
{
lω,s : (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Tg (σ),s ∈Sω

}
.

F is (2,1)-good in the sense of Definition 3.4.

Unfortunately, there are I ⊂ R for which (F , I ) doesn’t satisfy the sparse-covering property.
However, the arguments in Section 6 of Minsky-Weiss [34] show:

Lemma 3.8. There exists a subset F0 ⊂ F =
{
lω,s : (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Tg (σ),s ∈Sω

}
. so that (F0, I ) satisfies

the sparse-covering property for any I ⊂ R and for which the following property holds. There are
positive constants κ1, κ2, α depending only on the stratumΩ1Mg (σ) such that if every f (s) ∈F0, an
interval I ⊂R, and ρ′ > 0 satisfy:

sup
s∈I

f (s) ≥ ρ′,

then for any 0 < ǫ< κ1ρ
′ we have

∣∣{s ∈ I : inj(us (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣<κ2 ·

(
ǫ

ρ′

)α
|I |.

Lemma 3.9. There exists a subset F0 ⊂ F =
{
lω,s : (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Tg (σ),s ∈Sω

}
. so that (F0, I ) satisfies

the sparse-covering property for any I ⊂ R and for which the following property holds. There are
positive constants κ1, κ2, α depending only on the stratum Ω1Mg (σ) such that if every f (s) ∈ F0, a
symmetric interval I ⊂Rwith |I | > η, and ρ′ > 0 satisfy:

inf
f ∈F0

f (0) ≥ ρ′,

then for any 0 < ǫ,η< 1 we have
∣∣{r ∈ I : inj(at us (X ,ω)) < ǫ

}∣∣<κ2 · (ǫ)α |I |,

provided t ≥ max

{∣∣∣log

(√
ρ′

2

)−1 ∣∣∣,
∣∣∣log

(
η

√
ρ′

2

)−1 ∣∣∣
}
.
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Proof. We first note that since inf
f ∈F0

f (0) ≥ ρ′, we have sup
f ∈F0

f (0) ≥ ρ′. That is, the longest saddle

connection in the family F0 on (X ,ω) is of length greater than ρ′. Let |Reω(s)|, |Imω(s)|, denote,
respectively the horizontal and vertical lengths of s with respect to ω. Then,

sup
r∈I

|Reat ur ω(s)| ≥ e t |Reω(s)|. (3.1)

Since |Holω(s)| ≥ ρ′, max{|Reω(s)|, |Imω(s)|} ≥
√

ρ′

2
. Suppose |Reω(s)| ≥

√
ρ′

2
. Then, we have,

sup
s∈I

lat usω,s ≥ sup
s∈I

|Reat usω(s)| ≥ e t |Reω(s)| (3.2)

≥ e t

√
ρ′

2
. (3.3)

Hence, sup
s∈I

lat usω,s ≥ 1
κ1
, so longas t ≥

∣∣∣
(
log

√
ρ′

2

)−1 ∣∣∣+
∣∣log

(
1
κ1

)∣∣. On theotherhand, suppose |Imω(s)| ≥
√

ρ′

2 . Then,

sup
s∈I

|Imat usω(s)| ≥ e tη|Imω(s)|. (3.4)

Therefore, sup
s∈I

lat usω,s ≥ 1
κ1
, so far as t ≥

∣∣∣
(

log η

√
ρ′

2

)−1 ∣∣∣+
∣∣log

(
1
κ1

)∣∣. By Lemma 3.8, and the fact that

at us = use2t at , we have

∣∣{s ∈ I : inj(at us (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣

|I |
=

∣∣{r ∈ I ′ : inj(us at (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣

|I ′|
<

κ2

κα
1

· (ǫ)α ,

where I ′ := e2t I , given that t ≥
∣∣∣
(
log

√
ρ′

2

)−1 ∣∣∣+
∣∣log

(
1
κ1

)∣∣ (recall η < 1).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Note that, by the definition of injectivity radius, if inj(X ,ω) ≥ ρ′, then using
the notation of Lemma 3.9, inf

f ∈F0

f (0) ≥ ρ′. Lemma 3.3 follows by the expressions given for the

explicit constants C3 and C4 in the statement of the Lemma.

4 Margulis function

4.1 Non-divergence and injectivity estimates

We combine some results in the literature into a proposition quantifying the injectivity of the
projectionmap from Teichmüller space tomoduli space as a point varies along an orbit.

Theorem 4.1 ([10],[3]). There exists a continuous, proper, SO(2)-invariant function u :Ω1Mg (σ) →
[2,∞) such that there exists a constant κ3 depending only on the stratum so that for all x = (X ,ω) ∈
Ω1Mg (σ) and all t > 0,

e−κ3t u(x) ≤ u(at x) ≤ eκ3t u(x). (4.1)
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Recall that for x̃ = (X̃ ,ω̃) we defined in Subsection 2.5 the restricted projection map π|Br (X̃ ,ω̃) :

Ω1Tg (σ) → Ω1Mg (σ). By non-divergence statements close to those in Section 3, the following is
proven in [13].

Lemma4.2 (Lemma2.6, [13]). There exists a constantC5 > 0depending only on the stratum so that
for all x̃ = (X̃ ,ω̃) ∈Ω1Tg (σ) and every 0 < r ≤ u(x)−C5 the restricted projectionmap π|Br (x̃) is injective.

As a consequence, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. For any t > 0 and any x̃ = (X̃ ,ω̃) ∈Ω1Tg (σ), the restricted projectionmap π|Br (at x̃)

is injective for r < e−C5κ3t u(x).

4.2 Non-uniformly hyperbolic dynamics of the geodesic flow

Recall the Kontsevich-Zorich cocyle defined in Subsection 2.4, A : SL(2,R)×Ω1Mg (σ) → Sp(2g ,Z)⋉

Rh . For x = (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ) and v ∈ H 1(X ,R), its Lyapunov exponents λi are

λi = lim
t→∞

1

t
log

||A(at , x)v ||
||v ||

.

For µMV the Masur-Veech measure on a connected component C of a stratum Ω1Mg (σ), a foun-
dational result of Forni [17] gives

Theorem 4.4. The Lyapunov exponents of the Kontsevich-Zorich cocycle for µMV are all non-zero
and distinct.

Theorem 4.4 implies non-uniform hyperbolicity for the geodesic flow for the Hodge norm,
whichwewill nowdefine. Recall the innerproduct fromDefinition2.3givenby 〈ω1,ω2〉 := i

2

∫
X ω1∧

ω2, and the forgetfulmap p : H 1(X , Z (ω),R)→ H 1(X ,R) from relative to absolute homology. Denote
by || · ||H the norm induced by this inner product on H 1(X ,R) and use the same notation to define
a norm on H 1(X , Z (ω),R) via

||v ||H = ||p(v)||H +
∑

(p,p′ )∈Z (ω)×Z (ω)

∣∣∣
∫

γp,p′
(v −h)

∣∣∣

where h is the harmonic 1-form representing p(v) and γp,p′ is any path connecting p to p ′. The
norm is independent of the choice of path. We will denote the Hodge norm distance by dH (·, ·).

Corollary 4.4.1. For µMV -a.e. x = (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1Mg (σ) and the decomposition of the tangent bun-
dle TxΩMg (σ) ∼= v(x)⊕E u(x)⊕E s(x), we have the following. There is an at -invariant function λ :

Ω1Mg (σ) →R+withλ(x) < 1, so that for every e0 > 0, there is an at -invariant function E :Ω1Mg (σ) →
(0,ǫ0) and a function C (x) > 0 onΩ1Mg (σ) where

||Dat (x)v ||H ≤C (x)(λ(x))t ||v ||H

for any v ∈E s (x), and D is the derivative. Further, C (at x) ≤C (x)eE (x)t .
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4.3 Norm comparisons and closing lemma

It will be helpful for our purposes to know that the Teichmüller norm || · ||T defined in subsection
2.2 is commensurable with the AGY-norm || · || defined in Definition 2.4 and the Hodge norm de-
fined in Section 4.2, on compact sets. We would like a quantitative comparison of these norms,
with explicit dependence on the compact set. For this, we will use the main results in [45] due to
Su and Zhang and themain results in [24] due to Kahn andWright.

For a quadratic differential q on a Riemann surface X , there exists a canonical double cover X̂

and an Abelian differential ω on X̂ so that the pullback of q to X̂ is ω2. The set of regular points
includes the even zeroes of q, but the cover has ramification at the odd zeroes and poles. An even
zero of q of order ni corresponds to two zeroes ofω of orders ni /2, and an odd zero of q of order ni

corresponds to a zerooforderni +1. TheDeck groupof X̂ is an involutionτ; a conformal automor-
phism of X̂ such that τ∗(ω) =−ω. For g ≥ 2, we will denote by Q1Mg (1, ...,1) the principal stratum
of unit-area quadratic differentials; that is, the space of quadratic differentials (X , q) with 4g −4

simple zeroes. The tangent space of Q1Mg (1, ...,1) at (X , q) can be identified with H 1
−1(X̂ , Z (q),C),

the −1 eigenspace for the involution action on H 1(X̂ , Z (q),C), where Z (q) denotes the zeros of q.
When q has only odd zeroes, H 1

−1(X̂ , Z (q),C) can be identifiedwith H 1
−1(X̂ ,C). Observe that in this

context, inj(X , q) is still well-defined, as is the norm in Definition 2.4. Let ψ : Q1Mg (1, ...,1) → Mg

be the natural map (X , q) 7→ X , and denote by D its derivative.

Theorem 4.5 (Kahn-Wright, [24]). Let (X , q) ∈ Q1Mg (1, ...,1), and P : X̂ → X such that P∗q = ω2.
Then, for any v ∈ H 1

−1(X̂ ,C), we have

||v ||H ≤ ||Dψ(v)||T ≤
4

√
inj(X , q)

||v ||H . (4.2)

Theorem 4.6 (Su-Zhang,[45]). Let (X , q) ∈ Q1Mg (1, ...,1), and P : X̂ → X such that P∗q = ω2. Then,
for any v ∈ H 1

−1(X̂ ,C), we have

inj(X , q)

4
p

2
||v || ≤ ||Dψ(v)||T ≤

16
√

inj(X , q)π
||v ||. (4.3)

We remark that every (X ,ω) ∈Ω1M2(2) is the holonomydouble cover of a unique surface in the
principal stratum (with possibly simple poles) Q1Mg (1,−1,−1,−1,−1,−1), and Theorems 4.5 and
4.6 apply in this case. See Subsection 3.3 in [24] for an application of this fact to the sharpness
of the bounds in Theorem 4.5. Denote the Teichmüller distance by dT (·, ·). With this notion of
distance, we require a closing lemma for the hyperbolic action of at on a stratum. This statement
weakly generalizes the usual Anosov closing lemma for the geodesic flow at on the unit tangent
bundle of a hyperbolic surface T 1M = PSL(2,R)/Γ. Roughly, the Anosov closing lemma in this con-
text states that if for x ∈ T 1M and t > 0, d(x, at (x)) < ǫ, then there exists an x0 ∈ T 1M lying on a
periodic orbit, such that d(x, x0) ≪ ǫ. Since the geodesic flow on a stratum isn’t uniformly hyper-
bolic, but only uniformly hyperbolic in compact sets in the sense ofCorollary 4.4.1, this requires a
slight modification. This following is a consequence of the arguments due to Eskin-Mirzakhani-
Rafi [14], Lemma 8.1. and to Hamenstädt [21]

Theorem 4.7 ([14],Lemma 8.1.,[21]). Let K ⊂ Ω1Mg (σ) be a compact set. Given (X ,ω) ∈ K and
δ > 0, there exists t0 > 0 so that the following holds. Suppose that at (X ,ω) stays in K for all t ≥ 0
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and dH ((X ,ω), at (X ,ω)) < δ for t > t0. Then, there exists nearby (X ′,ω′) lying on a closed Teichmüller
geodesic of length within δ of t , and dT ((X ,ω), (X ′,ω′))< δ.

The proof relies on following the argument of the usual Anosov closing lemma for uniformly
hyperbolic flows, which itself relies on the contractionmapping principle. Note that by Corollary
4.4.1, if one chooses x ∈ K =Ω1Mǫ, ǫ0 small enough, and λ(x) = λ(at x) = eκt , we may set ǫ0 +κ =
ǫx +κ′ where ǫx and κ′ are both negative. Using the fact that C (at x) ≤C (x)eǫ0t we have

||Dat (x)v ||H ≤ eκ
′t ||v ||H

ifC (x)eǫx t < 1, i.e., t > log(1/C (x)) 1
ǫx
, which ishyperbolicitywithhyperbolic factor eκ

′ t . Observe that

C (x) and the size of an ǫx one can take depend only on the injectivity radius of x. We also remark
that Theorem 4.7 is stated for the geodesic flow at , but is valid for any one-parameter hyperbolic
action. The following theorem of McMullen is crucial to our method, and is true only in stratum
Ω1M2(2).

Theorem 4.8 ([32], Theorem 5.8). Let (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1M2(2) and suppose γ ∈ SL(X ,ω) is a hyperbolic
element of SL(2,R). Then, (X ,ω) lies on a Teichmüller curve.

4.4 Finding elements of the Veech group

Henceforth, for v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C), we will suppress the reference to the tangent space point, and
simply write ||v ||. Recall that we have a decomposition

TC(Ω1Mg (2)) = T st
C (Ω1Mg (2))⊕T bal

C (Ω1Mg (2)).

We also remind the reader that for e−0.01t < β < 1 and every t ≥ 0, we consider the "smeared"
geodesic push

Et = Bβ ·at · {us : s ∈ [0,1]} ⊂ SL(2,R)

whereBβ :=
{
u
⊺
s : |s| ≤β

}
·
{

at : |t | ≤β
}
andu

⊺
s is the transposeofus . For any suchEt as above, andany

(X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (2), themap Et →Ω1Mg (2) given by h 7→h ·(X ,ω) is well-defined, since any h ∈ Et is in
particular an element of SL(2,R). It is is injective when, for any lift of (X ,ω), (X̃ ,ω̃), the restricted
projection map π|Br (X̃ ,ω̃)∩Et ·(X̃ ,ω̃) : Ω1Tg (2) → Ω1Mg (2) is injective for any r > 0. To make precise
the definition of a "small dimension transverse direction", we need a notion of transverse energy
and a Margulis function. Let t ≥ 0, and (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (2), and assume that the map Et →Ω1Mg (2)

described above is injective. For every z ∈Et · (X ,ω), set

Ibal ,t (z) :=
{

w ∈T bal
z : 0 < ||w || < r (z) and expz (w) ∈Et · (X ,ω)

}

where T bal
z is the balanced tangent space at z, exp is the exponential map in Lemma 2.6 and

0 < r (z) < 1/C1 is defined in the following way. Suppose r̃ (z) > 0 is the maximum r so that the re-
striction of the projection map from the Teichmüller space to moduli space π|Br (X̃ ,ω̃) : Ω1Tg (2) →
Ω1Mg (2) is injective. Let 0 < θ < 0.01 and B

SL(2,R)
θ

:=
{
u
⊺
s : |s| ≤ θ

}
· {at : |t | ≤ θ} · {us : |s| ≤ θ}. Assume

θ(z) is the supremum over all θ so that the following holds; if z ′ = h ·expz (w), and h ∈ BSL(2,R)
θ

is a

non-identity element, there exists no w ′ ∈T bal
z such that expz (w ′) = z ′. Define
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r (z) :=min
{
θ(z), r̃ (z), inj(z)

}

where inj(z) is defined as in Section 3. Note that for a fixed z, Ibal (z) is a finite subset of T bal
ω , by

definition and because Et is bounded. Let 0 < ν < 1, and define the following Margulis function
ft : Et · (X ,ω) → (0,∞) by

ft (z)=
{∑

0 6=w∈Ibal (z) ||w ||−ν if Ibal (z) 6= 0

r (z)−ν other wi se.
(4.4)

Wewould like a quantitative bound on the number of elements of Ibal ,t (z) in terms of t . It ismore
delicate to obtain such abound inour setting, due to the inhomogeneousnature ofmoduli space.
We require the following Lemma due to Avila-Gouëzel-Yoccoz.

Lemma4.9 (Lemma5.2, [4]). Let x = (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ). For v ∈ H 1(X , Z (ω),C)a tangent vector, t ≥ 0,
and s ∈ [0,1], we have the following inequalities

e−2−2t ||v || ≤ ||(at us )∗v || ≤ e2+2t ||v || (4.5)

where (at us )∗v is the pushforward of the vector v under the at us action.

Lemma 4.10. Let z ∈ Et · (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1M2(2), and assume (X ,ω) ∈ Ω1Mc . That is, that inj(X ,ω) ≥ c.
Then, #Ibal ,t (z) ≪ e6κ4t for some κ4 depending only on the stratum.

Proof. Wefirst show that, for any h ∈ Et , r (hz)≫ e−κ4t r (z) for some κ4 depending only on our stra-
tumΩ1M2(2). Note, first, that since the at action can only shorten a saddle connection by atmost
a factor of e−t , inj(hz) ≥ e−t inj(z), and so certainly inj(hz) ≫ e−κ4t inj(z) for any κ4 > 1. For the case
of r̃ (z), we have by Proposition 4.3 that r̃ (hz) ≫ e−C5κ3t r (z), and consequently, treating the case of
θ(hz) suffices.

Wenow show that θ(hz) ≫ e−4tθ(z). Specifically, wewill show that θ(hz) ≥
p

2/(4
p

cπ)e−2−2tθ(z).
Unraveling thedefinitionofθ(z), weknowthat foranyδ> 0 thereexistw, w ′ ∈T bal

z so that expz (w) ∈
Et · (X ,ω) and expz (w ′) ∈ Et · (X ,ω), with expz (w ′) = h ·expz (w) and h ∈ BSL(2,R)

θ(z)−δ . Recall that the de-

composition of the tangent bundle into balanced and standard subbundles is SL(2,R)-invariant.
Therefore, h∗(w) and h∗(w ′) ∈ T bal

hz
. Wemay assume exphz (h∗w) and exphz (h∗w ′) are well-defined

inside a local period coordinate chart; if they arenot, thenθ(hz) > r̃ (hz) ≫ e−C5κ3t r̃ (z)> e−C5κ3t r (z),
and by the definition of r (hz) := min

{
θ(hz), r̃ (hz), inj(hz)

}
, r (hz)≫ e−C5κ3t r (z). Taking κ4 =

max {1,C5κ3}, we are done.

Sinceh∗(w) andh∗(w ′) ∈ T bal
hz

, therefore are transversal to the SL(2,R)-orbit of (X ,ω), wededuce
exphz (h∗w) and exphz (h∗w ′) intersect the orbit Et · (X ,ω). This is an affine subspace in this local
periodcoordinate chart. Theaffinegeodesic (straight line in localperiodcoordinates) connecting
exphz (h∗w) and exphz (h∗w ′) lies inside this affine subspace, and altogether we have exphz (h∗w) =
h′ · exphz (h∗w ′) with h′ ∈ Et . We would like an upper bound on ||h∗(w ′)−h∗(w)|| in terms of the
quantity θ(hz)(4/π

p
2). By Equation 4.3, we have dT (exph·z (h∗w ′),exph·z (h∗w)) ≥ (c/4

p
2)||h∗(w ′)−

h∗(w)||, and so

||h∗(w ′)−h∗(w)|| ≤ e t (4
p

2/c)θ(hz). (4.6)

We now apply Lemma 4.9 to see that
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||h∗(w ′)−h∗(w)|| = ||h∗(w ′−w)||

≥ e−2−2t ||w ′−w ||. (4.7)

We combine Equations 4.6 and 4.7, and a similar estimate as Equation 4.6 for ||w ′−w || to obtain
θ(hz) ≥ e−2−4t (4

p
2/c)(

p
cπ/16)(θ(z)−δ)). Choosing δ to be arbitrarily close to 0, we obtain

θ(hz) ≥
p

2/(4
p

cπ)e−2−4tθ(z). (4.8)

Takingκ4 = max {C5κ3,4}, we are done. Denote bymSL(2,R) theHaarmeasure on SL(2,R). We observe
that for any z ∈Et · (X ,ω) and w ∈ Ibal ,t (z), we have

BSL(2,R)p
2c/(4

p
π)e−2−κ4 t

expz (w) ⊂ Et+ · (X ,ω)

where Et+ := B
SL(2,R)

3
p

2c/(4
p
π)e−2−κ4 t

·Et . Wenowhave, by thedefinitionof Ibal ,t (z), that for distinctw, w ′ ∈
Ibal ,t (z)

BSL(2,R)p
2c/(4

p
π)e−2−κ4 t

expz (w)∩BSL(2,R)p
2c/(4

p
π)e−2−κ4 t

expz (w ′) =;. (4.9)

Since mSL(2,R)(Et+) ≪ e2t and mSL(2,R)(B
SL(2,R)

ce−2−κ4 tπ
p

2/4
) ≫ e−3κ4t , the claim is proven.

The following elementary observation will be convenient for us.

Proposition 4.11. Let c ∈R,D > 0,η> 0. Assume max {ai } ≫ η2. The set of all x ∈R such that

|a1e−Dt +a2(x −c)−a3eDt (x −c)2| ≤Ce(−D+1)t (4.10)

has measure≪ η−4e( −D+1
2 )t .

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the proceeding discussion, we takeβ= e
− 1

6κ4+100 t
. Lemma 3.3, guarantees

the existence constants α,C3,C4 > 0 so that for any 0 < ǫ,β < 1 and (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mg (σ) the following
holds. Let I ⊂ [−10,10] be an interval and assume |I | ≥β. Then,

∣∣{s ∈ I : inj (at us (X ,ω)) < ǫ
}∣∣<C4ǫ

α|I |, (4.11)

so longas t ≥
∣∣log

(
β inj(X ,ω)

)−1 ∣∣+C3. Wewill assume t ≥ max
{∣∣log

(
β inj(X ,ω)

)−1 ∣∣+C3, log(1/C (x)) 1
ǫx

}

where C (x) and ǫx depend only on (X ,ω) as per the discussion in Subsection 4.3. We fix such an
interval I that contains the subinterval [0,1] and assume t satisfies the above lower bound for the
remainder of the proof. Let s′ ∈ [0,1] be such that (X ′,ω′) = at us ′ (X ,ω) ∈Ω1Mβ, using the notation
of Definition 3.1. We will show that if option 2 in Theorem 1.2 fails, then the following holds. For
every (X ′,ω′) there exists an interval I (ω′) ⊂ [0,1] with

∣∣[0,1]
∖

I (ω′)
∣∣≤ 2C3β

α so that for all s ∈ I (ω′)

(a) a7t us (X ′,ω′) ∈Ω1Mβ,

(b) h → a7t us (X ′,ω′) is an injectivemap Et →Ω1M2(2),

(c) for all z ∈ Et ·a7t us (X ′,ω′), we have ft (z) ≤ e(6κ4+100)t .
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Note that us at = at use−t , so that

a7t us at us ′ (X ,ω) =
= a7t at use−t us ′ (X ,ω)

= a8t us ′+se−t (X ,ω).

which implies that option 1 in Theorem 1.2 holds with D = 6κ4 + 100. Assume to the contrary
that there exists (X ′,ω′) and a subset I ′

bad
⊂ [0,1] with

∣∣I ′
bad

∣∣ > 2C3β
α so that one of (a), (b), (c) is

false. By 4.11,
∣∣{s ∈ I : inj

(
a7t us (X ′,ω′)

)
<β

}∣∣< C3β
α, there exists Ibad ⊂ [0,1] with

∣∣Ibad

∣∣> 1−C3β
α >

2C3β
α−C3β

α = C3β
α so that for all s ∈ Ibad , a7t us (X ′,ω′) ∈Ω1Mβ but one of (b) and (c) is false. We

will show that this implies option 2 of Theorem 1.2.

Wewill prove the statement for option (c) as option (b) is similar. By definitionof Ibad , we have
that for any s ∈ Ibad , there exists a z ∈ Et ·a7t us (X ′,ω′) so that ft (z) > e(6κ4+100)t . Since a7t us (X ′,ω′) ∈
Ω1Mβ, we have, by the proof of Lemma 4.10,

r (ha7t us (X ′,ω′) ≫βe−2t

for all h ∈ Et . By the definition of ft , if Ibal ,t (z) = {0}, then ft (z) ≪ β−1e2t . Since we have assumed

t ≥
∣∣log

(
β inj(X ,ω)

)−1 ∣∣+C3, we have

ft (z)≪β−1e2t

≤β−5e2C3 ≪β−5.

If we take t large enough, this contradicts ft (z) > e(6κ4+100)t , so we may assume Ibal ,t (z) 6= {0}. By
Lemma 4.10, #Ibal ,t (z) ≪ e6κ4t . By the definition of Ibal ,t (z), there existsw ∈T bal

z with ||w ||≪ e−100t .
Altogether, there exists some z̄ ∈ Et · a7t us (X ′,ω′) so that z̄ = expz (ω) with ||w || ≪ e−100t , and for
some h2 ∈ Et we have z̄ = h2a7t us (X ′,ω′). Let h1 ∈ Et be such that z = h1a7t us (X ′,ω′) and note that
z̄ = h2h−1

1 z. Henceforth, for such h2, h2, we will use the shorthand hs := h2h−1
1 .

Distinct conjugacy classes of mapping class group elements

The structure of the remainder of the proof is an adaptation of the proof of Proposition 6.1 in
[26] tomoduli space. Theproof is quite similar, though requiresmodifications significant enough
tomerit a detailed treatment here.

Since |Ibad | > C3β
α, one can find intervals J , J ′ ⊂ [0,1] with d(J , J ′) ≫ βα, |J |, |J ′| ≫ βα and |J ∩

Ibad | ≥β, |J ′∩ Ibad | ≥β. Set Jβ = J ∩ Ibad . Wewill further use the shorthand ps := a7t us . Note that we
have the following inequalities.

dT

(
(X ′,ω′), (ps )−1hs ps(X ′,ω′)

)
≪ e14t dT

(
ps(X ′,ω′),hs ps (X ′,ω′)

)

≪ e−84t .

Thus, there exist lifts (X̃ ′,ω̃′) of (X ′,ω′) and, for each lift, an element γs in themapping class group
so that

dT

(
(X̃ ′,ω̃′), (ps )−1hs psγs(X̃ ′,ω̃′)

)
≪ e−84t (4.12)
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using the fact themapping class group commutes with SL(2,R). Suppose that ( ˜̃X ′, ˜̃ω′) is a different

lift of (X ,ω), γ · ( ˜̃X ′, ˜̃ω′) = (X̃ ′,ω̃′), for some γ. Then,

dT

(
( ˜̃X ′, ˜̃ω′), (ps)−1hs psγγs(γ)−1(X̃ ′,ω̃′)

)
= dT

(
(X̃ ′,ω̃′), (ps)−1hs psγs(X̃ ′,ω̃′)

)
.

So, to each s, we associate a conjugacy class [γs]. Suppose that for s 6= s′, [γs]= [γs ′]. Then, for a lift
(X̃ ′,ω̃′), we have

dT

(
(X̃ ′,ω̃′), (ps)−1hs psγs(X̃ ′,ω̃′)

)
= dT

(
(X̃ ′,ω̃′), (ps ′)

−1hs ′ps ′γs(X̃ ′,ω̃′)
)

. (4.13)

By the triangle inequality, and Equation 4.12 we have

dT

(
(ps ′)

−1hs ′ps ′γs(X̃ ′,ω̃′), (ps)−1hs psγs(X̃ ′,ω̃′)
)
≪ e−84t . (4.14)

By the definition of Teichmüller distance, and using the first order approximation log(x) ∼ (x −1)

for x near one, we obtain from Equation 4.14

||(ps ′)
−1hs ′ps ′(ps )−1hs ps ||≪ e−68t . (4.15)

By repeated applications of the facts on thematrix norm in Subsection 2.1, we have

||ps ′ (ps)−1hs ps (ps ′)
−1||

||hs ′ ||
≪ e14t ||(ps ′ )

−1hs ′ps ′(ps)−1hs ps ||. (4.16)

By proper discontinuity of the action of the mapping class group, wemay find χ> 0 be such that

for any non-identity (conjugacy class) γs we have for hs =
[

a1,s a2,s

a3,s a4,s

]
, where |ai ,s | ≤ 10e2t ,

||(ps)−1hs (ps)− I || =
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣u−s

[
a1,s e−7t a2,s

e7t a3,s a4,s

]
us − I

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣≥ 20β2αχ. (4.17)

From this, we conclude max
{

e7t |a3,s |, |a1 −1|, |a4 −1|
}
≫β2α. Set τ= e7t (s′− s). We compute

uτhs u−τ = ps ′(ps )−1hs ps (ps ′)
−1

=
[

a1,s +a3,sτ a2,s + (a4,s −a1,s )τ−a3,sτ
2

a3,s a4,s −a3,sτ

]
.

(4.18)

By Proposition 4.11, and the fact thatmax
{
e7t |a3,s |, |a1 −1|, |a4 −1|

}
≫βα, wemay conclude that for

every s ∈ Jβ, the set of s′ ∈ Jβ so that

|a2,s e−7t + (a4 −a1)(s′− s)−a3e7t (s′− s)2| ≤ e−6t (4.19)

is of measure≪β−2αe−3t . If we denote by Jβ,s the set of s′ ∈ Jβ for which Equation 4.19 is valid, and
we let s′ ∈ Jβ \ Jβ,s then for all such s′ we compute

||uτhsu−τ||
||hs ′ ||

≫ e−2t

using Equation 4.18 and the fact that ||hs ′ || ≪ e2t . This is in contradiction to Equations 4.15 and
4.16. We conclude that for s ∈ Jβ, the set of s′ ∈ Jβ for which [γs ] = [γs ′] has measure ≪ β−2αe−3t .
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Therefore, the set of s′ ∈ Jβ for which (ps )−1hs ps = (ps ′)
−1hs ′ps ′ is of measure ≪ β−2αe−3t . Since

||(ps )−1hs ps ||≪ e9t , the set

{
(ps )−1hs ps , s ∈ Jβ

}

has cardinality≫ e2.9t .

Existence of hyperbolic element

We would like to show the group G generated by 〈(ps)−1hs ps , s ∈ Ibad 〉 cannot be unipotent;
proceeding by contradiction, assume that

(ps)−1hs ps = u−s

[
a1,s e−7t a2,s

e7t a3,s a4,s

]
us ∈ gU g−1 (4.20)

for all s ∈ Ibad , whereU =
{[

1 r

0 1

]
, r ∈R

}
and g ∈ SL(2,R). Since G is unipotent, we know

∣∣{ps)−1hs ps : ||ps )−1hs ps || ≤ e4t/3
}∣∣≪ e8t/3.

We have just shown
∣∣{(ps)−1hs ps , s ∈ Jβ

}∣∣≫ e2.9t so we can therefore conclude

∣∣{ps )−1hs ps : ||ps )−1hs ps || ≥ e4t/3 and s ∈ Jβ
}∣∣≫ e t/4. (4.21)

Let β2αχ≤Ψ≤ e4t/3. A computation shows that if

||(ps )−1hs (ps )− I || =
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣u−s

[
a1,s e−7t a2,s

e7t a3,s a4,s

]
us − I

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣≥ 20Ψ

then, for t large enough
|a3,s | ≥Ψe−7t . (4.22)

By Equation 4.20, for each s ∈ Ibad , there is r0 ∈R so that

u−s

[
a1,s e−7t a2,s

e7t a3,s a4,s

]
us = g

[
1 r0

0 1

]
g−1. (4.23)

Let s0 ∈ J ′∩ Ibad . Setting us0 g =
[

a b

c d

]
, Equation 4.23 gives

[
a1,s0 e−7t a2,s0

e7t a3,s0 a4,s0

]
=

[
1−acr0 a2r0

−c2r0 1+acr0

]
(4.24)

for some r0 ∈ R. Applying Equation 4.22 with Ψ = β2αχ, we have |a3,s0 | ≥ e−7tβ2αχ, and, since g is
fixed so its entriesareboundedbyabsolute constants,wemaycomparematrixentrieson the right
and left hand sides to conclude |a| ≪ e−2.9t and |c| ≫ 1. Now, let s ∈ Jβ. By Equation 4.21, we may

assume ||(ps )−1hs ps || ≥ e4t/3. Set s1 = s − s0, a′
2,s = e−7t a2,s , a′

3,s = e7t a3,s . By Equation 4.22 applied

withΨ= e4t/3, we deduce |a′
3,s | ≥ e4t/3. For the sake of once again comparingmatrix entries, apply

Equation 4.20 to obtain
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u−s1

[
a1,s a′

2,s

a′
3,s a4,s

]
us1 =

[
a1,s − s1a′

3,s a′
2,s + (a4,s −a1,s )s1 −a′

3,s (s1)2

a′
3,s a4,s + s1a′

3,s

]

=
[

1−acr a2r

−c2r 1+acr

]

where r ∈R. Comparematrix entries using |a′
3,s | ≥ e4t/3 and, by d(J , J ′) ≫βα, the inequalityβ≤βα ≤

s1 ≤ 1. We conclude |a|2 and |c|2 are comparable in size. This contradicts |a|≪ e−2.9t and |c|≫ 1 for
t large.

In light of the discussion in Subsection 2.4, we may assume (ps)−1hs ps are not elliptic, and we
have just demonstrated 〈(ps)−1hs ps , s ∈ Ibad 〉 is not unipotent. It is, in particular not generated by
a single parabolic element. It must therefore contain two transverse parabolic elements, and by
the ping-pong lemmamust contain a hyperbolic element. Considering traces, there must be an
hs hyperbolic.

All in all, there exist z, z̄ ∈ Et · a7t us · (X ′,ω′), z̄ = hs · z where dT (z, z̄) ≪ e−80t . By Theorem 4.5,
dH (z, z̄) ≪ e−60t . By Theorem4.7, there exists a point z ′ fixed by hs with dT (z ′, z) ≪ e−60t . In partic-
ular, byEquation 4.9, and the fact thatdT (z ′, z) ≪ e−60t , γs corresponding tohs must benon-trivial.
The translation length l(hs ) satisfies e−t/2 ≪ log(l(hs )) ≪ e20t . The diagonalizable element hs is in
the Veechgroup of z ′ and byTheorem 4.8, z ′ lies on aTeichmüller curve. Theorem 1.2 follows from
this, taking D ≥ 6κ4 +100.
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