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Abstract: In [1], two of the authors studied the function Sm = Sm − π
∑n

i=1(mi −
1
mi

) log hi for orbifold Riemann surfaces of signature (g;m1, ...,mne ;np) on the generalized
Schottky space Sg,n(m). In this paper, we prove the holographic duality between Sm and
the renormalized hyperbolic volume Vren of the corresponding Schottky 3-orbifolds with lines
of conical singularity that reach the conformal boundary. In case of the classical Liouville
action on Sg and Sg,n(∞), the holography principle was proved in [2] and [3], respectively.
Our result implies that Vren acts as a Kähler potential for a particular combination of
the Weil–Petersson and Takhtajan–Zograf metrics that appears in the local index theorem
for orbifold Riemann surfaces [4]. Moreover, we demonstrate that under the conformal
transformations, the change of function Sm is equivalent to the Polyakov anomaly, which
indicates that the function Sm is a consistent height function with a unique hyperbolic
solution. Consequently, the associated renormalized hyperbolic volume Vren also admits a
Polyakov anomaly formula. The method we used to establish this equivalence may provide
an alternative approach to derive the renormalized Polyakov anomaly for Riemann surfaces
with punctures (cusps), as described in [5].ar
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we explore the holographic duality for three-dimensional spaces with a con-
formal boundary given by an orbifold Riemann surface of signature (g;m1, . . . ,mne ;np).
Such orbifold Riemann surfaces are two-dimensional surfaces with ne conical points la-
beled by n = 1, ..., ne, each with a ramification index m1, ...,mne , and np punctures.1

These spaces are constructed from Euclidean AdS3(≡U3) through discrete identifications
by Kleinian groups, a special class of which are Schottky (extended) groups. Employing
the semi-classical approximation to the gravity path integral, we compute the appropriately
renormalized volume of the space, corresponding to the gravitational action. As we will
demonstrate, this renormalized volume precisely matches the function (generalized Liouville
action) Sm introduced in [1]. Thus, this paper offers a new three-dimensional perspective
on certain results previously obtained by two of the authors through purely two-dimensional
analyses in [1].

Let us recall that for compact Riemann surfaces2 of arbitrary genus, the relation be-
tween bulk renormalized volume and standard Liouville action was proven by Krasnov [2]

1See [1] for more details.
2We understand that surfaces with conical singularities are compact. However, in this manuscript, when

we use the term "compact," we are specifically referring to surfaces that do not possess conical singularities.
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and Takhtajan and Teo [6].3 Park, Tahtajan, and Teo [3] extended the holographic corre-
spondence for punctured Riemann surfaces using both Schottky and quasi-Fuchsian global
coordinates. More recently, Park and Teo [9] extended the results of [3] to orbifold Riemann
surfaces with quasi-Fuchsian global coordinates; in particular, they prove the holographic
correspondence for quasi-Fuchsian 3-orbifolds. From a physics perspective, these orbifolds
were also examined by Chandra, Collier, Hartman, and Maloney [10]. However, a thorough
investigation of the holographic correspondence for Riemann orbisurfaces with Schottky
global coordinates has not yet been published, and in this paper, we fill this gap.4

Beyond extending previous works [3, 6], there are also significant motivations stemming
from the importance of exploring quantum gravity in three dimensions. Previous research
[13, 14] has shown that using only smooth saddle points to calculate the gravitational path
integral in three-dimensional gravity leads to two main issues with the resulting regular-
ized partition function. First, the twist range at a constant spin is continuous rather than
discrete. Second, at high spins and energies near the edge of the spectrum, the density of
states becomes negative. The first issue might be mitigated by considering recent findings
that suggest the dual theory of AdS gravity corresponds to an ensemble of quantum systems
[15–17]. To address the non-unitarity problem, it has been proposed to modify the three-
dimensional theory by introducing massive particles, which implies the need to consider
three-dimensional conical manifolds alongside smooth saddles, as discussed in [18].5 There-
fore, exploring the connection between this modified three-dimensional gravitational theory
and the Sm on its conformal boundary could provide deeper insights into understanding
consistent three-dimensional quantum gravity.

Another key motivation arises from the study of black hole formation by point particles
[11, 20]: in the collision of n point particles, the resulting black hole can have a non-trivial
topology inside the event horizon. Since the geometry inside the horizon is inaccessible
to an external observer, it can be interpreted as a manifestation of black hole microstates.
The results of Ref. [11] demonstrate that, for each internal topology, the probability of black
hole production in such collisions is determined by the 2n-point function of heavy Liouville
vertex operators on the asymptotic boundary of spacetime, represented by the Schottky
double of a spatial slice. In the semi-classical limit, this probability is dominated by the
exponential of the classical Liouville action evaluated on a genus-g6 Riemann surface with
conical singularities at the insertion points of the vertex operators.

Following the perspective that the bulk renormalized volume Vren is connected to the
function Sm, in Section 3 we show that this volume satisfies Polyakov-type anomaly for-
mula. To establish this, we first examine the connection between the Sm on orbifold
Riemann surfaces and Polyakov anomaly. The key idea underlying this connection is the
uniformization theorem.

3The recognition that the standard Liouville action emerges as the effective action on the boundary was
noted in [7, 8].

4Several studies have investigated the Einstein-Hilbert action on AdS3 with conical singularities in
connection with Liouville vertex operator correlation functions (see, e.g., [11, 12]).

5In the classical limit, the deficit angle ∆ϕ sourced by a massive scalar particle is related to its mass by
∆ϕ ≈ 8πGNm, see [19].

6Note that g ≥ 2 when the internal topology of the black hole is non-trivial.
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The uniformization theorem states that every simply connected Riemann surface can be
conformally mapped to one of three canonical geometries: the sphere (positive curvature),
the Euclidean plane (zero curvature), or the hyperbolic plane (negative curvature). For
surfaces of genus greater than 1, the theorem implies that the surface admits a unique
hyperbolic metric within its conformal class. The Liouville action offers one method to
find this unique hyperbolic metric, which provides a variational principle where the critical
point corresponds to that unique hyperbolic metric. Another method involves solving the
extremal problem for − log det∆.7

Let us recall that the modern quantum geometry of strings primarily explores all sur-
faces, analyzing variations in their metrics and the determinants of the corresponding Lapla-
cians. A key area of interest is how this determinant, viewed as a function of the metric on
a given surface, behaves, particularly in identifying its extreme values under specific metric
constraints. This topic is extensively examined in the seminal work by Osgood, Phillips,
and Sarnak [22]. They investigated the function − log det∆8 as a height function on the
space of metrics for a compact, orientable, smooth surface of genus g. They discovered that
for surfaces with g > 1, this function reaches its minimum at the unique (up to scaling
and treating isometric surfaces as equivalent) hyperbolic metric within any given conformal
class of metrics and has no other critical points.

This highlights a deep connection between the spectrum of − log det∆ (and thus the
Polyakov anomaly) and the Liouville action, identified by Takhtajan and Teo for compact
Riemann surfaces, see [6]. We show that this connection can be extended to orbifold Rie-
mann surfaces using Sm. The method we employed to find this extension may provide an
alternative approach for deriving the renormalized Polyakov anomaly for Riemann surfaces
with punctures (cusps), whether or not they have conical singularities. Accordingly, since
we have demonstrated that the renormalized hyperbolic volume Vren coincides with Sm, it
follows that this volume also obeys Polyakov anomaly.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we compute the bulk renormalized
volume Vren using the framework of double (co)homology complexes. Section 3 demonstrates
that Vren satisfies the Polyakov anomaly. Finally, in Section 4, we present our conclusions
and discuss some potential future research directions. The mathematical background for
this paper, including the definitions of group homology and group cohomology, is primarily
drawn from [23]. Nearly all the essential mathematical details are presented in Appendices
A-D to make the paper self-contained.

2 Renormalized Volume and Holography Principle

In bulk three dimensions, the on-shell value of the Einstein-Hilbert action is expected to
be proportional to the hyperbolic volume of the 3-manifold M . However, since the metric
diverges at the conformal boundary, the volume is infinite, and one needs to regularize it
by truncating the three-dimensional manifold M by a cutoff surface labeled by a parameter

7The approach of proving the uniformization theorem by solving an extremal problem within a conformal
class of metrics dates back at least to Berger’s work [21].

8The zero eigenvalue(s) are subtracted.
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ε. Let us denote this surface by f = ε. In asymptotically (locally) AdS spaces, the volume
grows as half of the boundary area. Accordingly, to do the regularization procedure, one
should calculate the volume Vε above the cutoff surface of fixed ε, then subtract Aε/2 and
finally take the limit ε → 0. It is well-known that subtracting only the area term does not
eliminate all the divergences, leaving a logarithmic divergence that must be addressed. By
subtracting this logarithmic divergence, the final result becomes scale-dependent, which is
linked to the conformal anomaly of the boundary dual theory.9 In this paper, we compute
the renormalized volume of a three-dimensional Schottky manifold—commonly known as a
handlebody geometry—with lines of conical singularities that reach the conformal boundary.
This manifold is M = (U3∪

⋏

Ω)/Σ with the conformal boundary at infinity given by X =
⋏

Ω/

Σ, where Σ is marked normalized Schottky group with region of discontinuity
⋏

Ω ⊂ C (see
Appendix B for more details).

In Appendix D, we provide a detailed explanation of constructing the regularizing
surface f = ε for Schottky manifolds, whose conformal boundaries may or may not contain
conical singularities and punctures. To offer a general overview, we present a simplified
(intuitive) illustration of the compact case. However, interested readers should refer to
Appendix D for a more comprehensive treatment.

For the compact case,10 the Schottky manifold M is formed by taking the quotient of
U3 ∪Ω by the Schottky group Σ. Consequently, the appropriate regularizing surface on M

must be a Σ-automorphic function. The group Σ is a loxodromic subgroup of PSL(2,C),
the isometry group of Euclidean AdS3 space. We first determine this isometry group and
then use it to identify the suitable regularizing surface f = ε. For our purposes, it is most
convenient to work with AdS3 space in Poincare coordinate. The hyperbolic metric in this
coordinate is

ds2AdS3
=

dr2 + dzdz̄

r2
, (2.1)

where the conformal boundary is located at r = 0 and z is a holomorphic coordinate on it.
The isometry group of the metric (2.1) is PSL(2,C) and let denote it by Γ. To construct
the Γ-invariant cutoff surface f , one needs the explicit form of the PSL(2,C)-action on U3,
which is defined by utilizing quaternionic numbers. Let us represent the Z = (z, r) ∈ U3

by a quaternion

Z = x.1+ y.i+ r.j, (2.2)

where

1 =

(
1 0

0 1

)
, i =

(
i 0

0 −i

)
, j =

(
0 −1

1 0

)
. (2.3)

Accordingly, the complex variable z ∈ C is represented by

z = ℜ(z).1+ ℑ(z).i (2.4)

9Early examples of renormalized volumes can be found in the work of Henningson and Skenderis [24] for
asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein metrics.

10See Appendix B.
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The transformation of Z under the group element γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ PSL(2,C), i.e. Z → γZ,

is given by

Z → a Z+ b

c Z+ d
(2.5)

Explicitly, we have

a Z+ b =

(
a 0

0 ā

)(
z −r

r z̄

)
+

(
b 0

0 b̄

)
=

(
az + b −ar

ār āz̄ + b̄

)
, (2.6)

so that

γZ =

(
az + b −ar

ār āz̄ + b̄

)(
cz + d −cr

c̄r c̄z̄ + d̄

)−1

. (2.7)

Since (
cz + d −cr

c̄r c̄z̄ + d̄

)−1

= Jγ(Z)

(
c̄z̄ + d̄ cr

−c̄r cz + d

)
, (2.8)

where
Jγ(Z) = 1/

(
|cz + d|2 + |cr|2

)
, (2.9)

one can see that the equation (2.7) can be written as

γZ = Jγ(Z)

(
(az + b)(cz + d) + ac̄ r2 cr(az + b)− ar(cz + d)

ār(cz + d)− c̄r(az + b) (cz + d)(az + b) + āc r2

)
. (2.10)

Setting z(Z) = z, r(Z) = r and γZ =

(
z(γZ) −r(γZ)

r(γZ) z̄(γZ)

)
, together with ad− bc = 1, gives

z(γZ) = Jγ(Z)
(
(az + b)(cz + d) + ac̄ r2

)
,

z̄(γZ) = Jγ(Z)
(
(cz + d)(az + b) + āc r2

)
,

r(γZ) = Jγ(Z) r.

(2.11)

The transformations in equation (2.11) are simply the isometries of the metric (2.1). For
the regularization procedure discussed, we require the near-boundary (r → 0) form of these
transformations, which are as follows

z(γZ) = γ(z) +O(r2),

z̄(γZ) = γ(z) +O(r2),

r(γZ) = |γ′| r +O(r3).

(2.12)

Since for every φ ∈ CM(Ω/Σ) we have φ(γ(z)) = φ(z) − log |γ′(z)|2, the Σ-automorphic
function11 f which is positive on U3 satisfies

f(Z) = r eφ(z)/2 +O(r3) as r → 0. (2.13)
11In deriving the asymptotic transformations (2.12), we have just applied the condition detγ = 1.
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In this simplified version, the explicit forms of subleading terms cannot be obtained rigor-
ously. As mentioned earlier, Appendix D provides a comprehensive and detailed analysis.
According to equation (D.10), the precise form of the regularization surface for the compact
case is given by

f(Z) = reφ(z)/2 − 1

2
eφ(z)/2φ′(z)

∑
γ∈Γ

η(γZ)
γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

 r3 +O(r5). (2.14)

As explained in the Appendix D, this form remains applicable even in the presence of conical
singularities and punctures, which are obtained as quotients of the symmetric group acting
on U3 ∪ Ω. In our case, we aim to define the regularizing surface f = ε by truncating the
regions around the conical singularities and punctures. To accomplish this, it suffices to
use the expression in (D.10) and substitute the asymptotic behavior of the field φ near each
singularity to determine the regularizing surface. Based on and utilizing (A.1), near each
conical singularity and puncture, one finds12

f(Z)Conical = reφ(z)/2 +O

 r3

|z − zj |
2− 1

mj

 , (2.15)

and

f(Z)Cusp = reφ(z)/2 +O
(

r3

|z − zj |2 log |z − zj |

)
. (2.16)

Based on equations (2.14), (2.15), and (2.16), it is important to note that the leading behav-
ior of the function f remains the same whether or not singularities are present. Furthermore,
the level surface f = ε intersects the points (zi, 0)s, making it non-compact. Therefore, to
use f as a level-defining function for the truncated fundamental region R ∩ {f = ε},13

it is necessary to remove neighborhoods around the points (zi, 0) in U3. As a result, the
regularized truncated fundamental region should be defined as follows:14

Rε = R ∩ {f = ε}\
n⋃

j=1

{
(z, r) ∈ U3

∣∣ ||(z, r)− (zi, 0)|| ≤ ε̃
}
. (2.17)

To determine the parameter ε̃, one should observe that in the limit r → 0, under Schottky
transformations by each generator Lk ∈ Σ, we have

|Lkz − Lkzj | = (z − zj)L
′
k(zj) +O(z − zj)

2 < ε̃, (2.18)

implying that if ε̃ is assumed to be constant, then the region |z − zj | ≤ ε̃, up to O(ε̃2)

terms, transforms to
|z − zj | ≤ ε̃/L′

k(zj). (2.19)
12Appendix D discusses two types of regularization. The first method, based on the works [25] and [6],

is used to derive equations (2.14), (2.15), and (2.16). The second regularization approach, employed to
obtain equation (2.13), is further extended in the last part of Appendix D to account for the presence of
singularities.

13See Appendix.C.1.
14The || || is the Euclidean distance in U3

= U3 ∪ C.
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However, since the point Lkzj has the same branching number mi, the radius of the regu-
larized circle should remain unchanged, implying that the parameter ε̃ also changes under
the Schottky transformations. The Hauptmodule coefficients J

(j)
1 in equations (A.3) and

(A.4) transform as J (j)
1 → L′

k(zj)J
(j)
1 under Schottky transformations (see Section 3 in [1]).

This leads to ε̃ =
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ ε, and the equation (2.17) changes to

Rε = R ∩ {f = ε}\
n⋃

j=1

{
(z, r) ∈ U3

∣∣ ||(z, r)− (zj , 0)|| ≤
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ε}. (2.20)

It is crucial to highlight that the cutoff surface f(Z) = ε must adjust to the local geometry
near the conical singularities, forming a shape that reflects the angular deficit, as outlined
in equations (2.15) and (2.16). While it deforms locally around the singularities, the cutoff
surface should globally align with the symmetry pattern imposed by the Schottky group
(a subgroup of PSL(2,C)) in smooth regions of the space, as indicated in equation (2.14).
Additionally, during the subsequent calculations, it is important to remember that we first
cut out the areas around the conical singularities and punctures and then uniformize the
remaining surface using the standard Schottky group. Consequently, the group used for
constructing the (co)homology double complexes will be the standard Schottky group, while
the local information remains encoded in the behavior of the field φ near the singularities.
If we had generated the conical singularities and punctures using the extended Schottky
group, incorporating elliptic and parabolic elements, we would also need to develop double
complexes for this extended group.

Now, with the appropriate function f determined, we can proceed to the detailed
calculation of the renormalized volume of the corresponding three-dimensional Schottky
manifold M with lines of conical singularities and a conformal boundary X =

⋏

Ω/Σ, where
the fundamental domain of

⋏

Ω will be denoted by
⋏

Dε.

To compute the area term Aε, we require the induced metric on the regularizing cutoff
surface f(Z) = ε which takes the following form:

ds2 =
f(Z)

r2

((
1 +

f2
x

f2
r

)
dx2 +

(
1 +

f2
y

f2
r

)
dy2 +

2fxfy
f2
r

dxdy

)
. (2.21)

So, the induced area form on the regularizing surface becomes

dAε =
1

r2

√
1 +

(fx
fr

)2
+
(fy
fr

)2
dx ∧ dy. (2.22)

By noting that

fx(Z)

fr(Z)
=

r

2
∂xφ+O(r3),

fy(Z)

fr(Z)
=

r

2
∂yφ+O(r3), (2.23)

– 7 –



the area term (2.22) modifies to15

Aε[φ] =

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2

√
1 +

r2

4
(∂2

xφ+ ∂2
yφ) +O(r4) + O(1)

=

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2
+

1

2

∫∫
⋏
Dε

∂zφ∂z̄φ dx ∧ dy + O(1)

=

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2
+

i

4

〈
ω̌[φ],

⋏

Dε

〉
,

(2.24)

where
⋏

Dε is the complement of the following region

{f = ε}
⋂ n⋃

j=1

{
(z, r) ∈ U3

∣∣ |(z, r)− (zj , 0)| ≤
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ε}, (2.25)

and

ω̌[φ] = ω[φ]− eφdz ∧ dz̄ = ∂zφ∂z̄φ dz ∧ dz̄. (2.26)

The regularized volume of the fundamental region is

Vε[φ] = ⟨ω3, Rε⟩ = ⟨ω3, Rε − Sε⟩
(C.26)
= ⟨Dϖ,Rε − Sε⟩

(C.25)
= ⟨D(ω2 − ω1 − ω0), Rε − Sε⟩

(C.6)
= ⟨ω2 − ω1 − ω0, ∂(Rε − Sε)⟩

(C.17)
=

〈
ω2 − ω1 − ω0,−

⋏

Dε − L
〉

= −
〈
ω2,

⋏

Dε

〉
+ ⟨ω1, L⟩

(C.19)
=

1

2

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2
+ ⟨ω1, L⟩ .

(2.27)

In the first equality, we’ve used that adding a degree two element from the total homology
complex does not change the integration since ω3 is a degree three element of the total
cohomology complex. Also, in the last line, ω0 contribution vanishes due to the lack of
vertices in the fundamental domain of Schottky uniformization. Now, let’s focus on ω1

contribution. Since (see Appendix.C.2)

(
ω1

)
γ−1 = − i

8
log
(
|r c(γ)|2Jγ(Z)

)(γ′′
γ′

dz − γ′′

γ′
dz
)
, (2.28)

plugging from the cutoff function f(Z) = r eφ(z)/2+O(r3) = ε (see equations (2.14), (2.15)
and (2.16)) and noting that

Jγ(Z) = |γ′|+O(r2) as r → 0 (2.29)

15In the second line, we transformed into complex coordinates.
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results in (
ω1

)
γ−1 = − i

8
log
(
|ε c(γ)|2 e−φ(z)|γ′|

)(γ′′
γ′

dz − γ′′

γ′
dz
)
+ O(1)

= − i

8

(
2 log ε− φ+

1

2
log |γ′|2 + log |c(γ)|2

)
κγ−1

= − i

4
κγ−1 log ε+

i

8
θγ−1 [φ],

, (2.30)

where we have defined16

κγ−1 =
γ′′

γ′
dz − γ′′

γ′
dz and θγ−1 [φ] =

(
φ− 1

2
log |γ′|2 − log |c(γ)|2

)
κγ−1 . (2.31)

Substituting ω1 from (2.30) into (2.27) yields

Vε[φ] =
1

2

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2
− i

4

〈
κγ−1 , L

〉
log ε+

i

8

〈
θγ−1 [φ], L

〉
. (2.32)

Moreover, 〈
κγ−1 , L

〉
= ⟨δκ1, L⟩

=
〈
κ1, ∂

′′L
〉 (C.16)

=
〈
κ1, ∂

′ ⋏Dε

〉
−

n∑
j=1

〈
κ1, c

′
j

〉
=
〈
dκ1,

⋏

Dε

〉
−

n∑
j=1

〈
κ1, c

′
j

〉
,

(2.33)

with
χ1 = ∂z̄φ dz̄ − ∂zφ dz. (2.34)

The equality in the first line of (2.33) can be derived by observing that under the conformal
transformation z → z̃ = γ(z), we have

dz = dz̃/γ′, ∂z = γ′∂z̃, φ̃ = φ(γ(z)) = φ− log |γ′|2,

Hence

(δχ1)γ−1
1

= χ1.γ − χ1
(2.34)
= −∂z

(
φ− log |γ′|2

)
dz + ∂z̄

(
φ− log |γ′|2

)
dz̄ − χ1

(2.31)
= χγ−1 .

(2.35)
Equation (2.33) can be further simplified by observing that dχ1 = 2∂z∂z̄φ dz ∧ dz̄, and
thus, 〈

dχ1,
⋏

Dε

〉
= 2

∫∫
⋏
Dε

∂z∂z̄φ dz ∧ dz̄ = 2i

∫∫
⋏
Dε

K[φ] eφd2z, (2.36)

where K[φ] = −2e−φ∂z∂z̄φ is Gaussian curvature of the metric eφdzdz̄. Accordingly,

〈
κγ−1 , L

〉
= 2i

(∫∫
⋏
Dε

K[φ] eφd2z +
i

2

n∑
j=1

∮
c
′
j

(∂z̄φ dz̄ − ∂zφ dz)
)
. (2.37)

16It is worth noting that dχγ−1 = (δχ)
γ−1
1 ,γ−1

2
= 0.
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Let us rewrite the boundary contributions in equation (2.37) using the geodesic curvature
of each circular boundary c

′
j .

17 In the conformally flat metric eφdzdz̄, if the boundary c
′
j

is a smooth curve, the geodesic curvature k[φ] of c′j is given by

k[φ] = e−φ/2
(
k[flat] + ∂nφ

)
, (2.38)

where k[flat] is the geodesic curvature of the boundary with respect to the flat metric and
∂nφ is the normal derivative of φ along the boundary. However, since no regularizing circle
is needed for the flat metric, the contribution of k[flat] should be excluded. Given a circular
boundary with radius ε̃,18 we have

∂nφ = eiθ∂zφ+ e−iθ∂z̄φ, ds = eφ/2ε̃ dθ =
i

2
eφ/2

(
eiθdz̄ − e−iθdz

)
, (2.39)

where ds is the length element of the boundary in the conformally flat metric. Thus, with
using asymptotic behaviour of the field φ near the singularities (see Appendix A), we obtain∮

c
′
j

k[φ] ds =
i

2

∮
c
′
j

(∂z̄φ dz̄ − ∂zφ dz) . (2.40)

Now, according to the Gauss-Bonnet theorem for a manifold X with the metric eφdzdz̄,
i.e, ∫∫

X
K[φ] eφd2z +

∮
∂X

k[φ] ds = 2πχ(X), (2.41)

together with using (2.40), the equation (2.37) simplifies to19

〈
κγ−1 , L

〉
= 4πi χ(X). (2.42)

Substituting
〈
κγ−1 , L

〉
from (2.42) in (2.32) yields

Vε[φ] =
1

2

∫∫
⋏
Dε

dx ∧ dy

r2
+

i

8

〈
θγ−1 [φ], L

〉
+ πχ(X) log ε, (2.43)

and putting equations (2.24) and (2.43) together gives

Vε[φ]−
1

2
Aε[φ]− πχ(X) log ε = −1

4

( i
2

〈
ω̌[φ],

⋏

Dε

〉
− i

2

〈
θγ−1 [φ], L

〉 )
. (2.44)

Next, we will demonstrate that the terms in parentheses on the right-hand side of (2.44)
correspond to the function Sm (up to constant area term) described in [1]. This function
is described by Schottky uniformization of an orbifold Riemann surface with both cusp and
conical singularities, which itself serves as the conformal boundary of the three-dimensional
manifold M .

17Recall that we are ultimately considering the r → 0 limit.
18See the equation (2.25).
19For the orbifold Riemann surface with signature (g;m1, . . . ,mne ;np), χ(X) = 2−2g−

∑ne
j=1(1−

1
mj

)−np.
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Based on the detailed explanation of Schottky uniformization of orbifold Riemann sur-
faces provided in Appendix B, the regularized Liouville action in the presence of singularities
is (see [1, 26, 27])

Sm[φ] = Sm(D; z1, . . . , zn) = S⋏
Dreg

[φ] +

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ], (2.45)

with

S⋏
Dreg

[φ] = lim
δ→0


∫∫

⋏
Dδ

(
|∂zφ|2 + eφ

)
d2z +

√
−1

2

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

mj
)

∮
cδj

φ
( dz̄

z̄ − z̄j
− dz

z − zj

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Call it T1

−2π

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

mj
)2 log δ + 2πnp (log δ + 2 log |log δ|)

 , (2.46)

and the generalized Liouville action is given by (see Section 4 in [1] and Appendix B)

Sm[φ] = Sm[φ]− π logH = Sm[φ]−

Call it T2︷ ︸︸ ︷
π

n∑
j=1

logh
mjhj

j ,
(2.47)

where hjs are Hermitian metrics for tautological line bundles Lj over Sg,n(m), and hj =

1 − 1/m2
j is conformal weight corresponding to the order of a marked point mj . In the

following, the key idea is to absorb the T1 and T2 terms, respectively, in (2.46) and (2.47)
into the radius of the regularized circles around the singularities. Based on the asymptotic
behaviour of the field φ near the singularities (see Appendix.A), we have

T1 = 4π

ne∑
j=1

(
(
1

mj
− 1

m2
j

) log
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣+ (1− 1

mj
)2 log δ

)
, (2.48)

and

T2
(3.14)
= 2π

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

m2
j

) log
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣+ 2π
n∑

j=ne+1

log
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ . (2.49)

Accordingly the Sm in (2.47) becomes

Sm[φ] = lim
δ→0

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(
|∂zφ|2 + eφ

)
d2z − 2π

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

mj
)2 log

∣∣∣J (j)
1

∣∣∣− 2π

n∑
j=ne+1

log
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣
+

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ] + 2π

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

mj
)2 log δ + 2πnp (log δ + 2 log |log δ|)

 . (2.50)
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Moreover, for each puncture and conical singularity one can see that

√
−1

2

∫∫ ∣∣∣J(j)
1

∣∣∣δ
δ

∂zφ∂z̄φ dz ∧ dz̄ = 2π log
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ , (cusp) (2.51)

and
√
−1

2

∫∫ ∣∣∣J(j)
1

∣∣∣δ
δ

∂zφ∂z̄φ dz ∧ dz̄ = 2π(1− 1

mj
)2 log

∣∣∣J (j)
1

∣∣∣ . (conical singularity) (2.52)

By utilizing (2.51) and (2.52) and noting that∫∫ ∞

δ
−
∫∫ ∣∣∣J(j)

1

∣∣∣δ
δ

=

∫∫ ∞∣∣∣J(j)
1

∣∣∣δ,
the expression (2.50) for Sm simplifies to

Sm[φ] = lim
δ→0

(∫∫
⋏
Dδ̃

(
|∂zφ|2 + eφ

)
d2z +

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ]

+2π

ne∑
j=1

(
1− 1

mj

)2

log δ + 2πnp (log δ + 2 log |log δ|)

 , (2.53)

where
⋏

Dδ̃ =
⋏

D\
n⋃

j=1

{
z
∣∣∣ |z − zj | <

∣∣∣J (j)
1

∣∣∣ δ}. (2.54)

It’s important to highlight that in this language, the divergence from the kinetic term is
exactly minus of counterterms in the second line of (2.53). Based on equation (2.20) and
noting that ε → δ as r → 0, we can deduce from (2.44) and (2.54) in this limit that

Vε[φ]−
1

2
Aε[φ]− πχ(X) log ε = −1

4
lim
δ→0

(∫∫
⋏
Dδ̃

|∂zφ|2 d2z +

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ]
)
.

(2.55)
Finally, it should be noted that the kinetic term on the right-hand side of (2.55) is

divergent, and the appropriate counterterms from the second line of (2.53) need to be
added. Consequently, the renormalized volume can be defined as follows:

Vren= lim
ε→0

Vε[φ]−
1

2
Aε[φ]−πχ(X) log ε− π

2

ne∑
j=1

(1− 1

mj
)2 log ε− π

2
np(log ε+ 2 log |log ε|)

 ,

(2.56)
which, when compared with the generalized Liouville action (2.53), implies that20

Vren = −1

4
Šm[φ] = −1

4

(
Sm[φ]− area term

)
. (2.57)

20The term "area" here refers to the contribution from the expression
∫∫

⋏
D

δ̃

eφd2z, which is equal to

−2πχ(X).
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This indicates that the generalized Liouville action Sm satisfies the holography principle,
meaning it serves as the renormalized hyperbolic volume of a Schottky 3-manifold with
lines of conical singularities and punctures. Moreover, we obtain an alternative proof that
the Sm is independent of the choice of a fundamental domain

⋏

D of Schottky group Σ in
⋏

Ω, as long as
⋏

D is the boundary of a fundamental region of Σ in Rε ∪
⋏

Ω. Furthermore, as
demonstrated in [1], the generalized Liouville action (2.53) serves as a Kähler potential for a
specific combination of the Weil–Petersson and Takhtajan–Zograf metrics,21 which appear
in the local index theorem for orbifold Riemann surfaces [4]. The result (2.57) indicates
that Vren plays the same role.

3 Renormalized Volume and Polyakov Anomaly

In this section, we show that, under conformal transformations, the variations in the func-
tion Sm and its dual renormalized hyperbolic volume are equivalent to the Polyakov
anomaly for orbifold Riemann surfaces, as previously derived in [28, 29]. The method
we used to establish this equivalence may provide an alternative approach to derive the
renormalized Polyakov anomaly for Riemann surfaces with punctures (cusps), as described
in [5], regardless of whether they have conical singularities.

Here, we have assumed that all singular points except the last one, i.e., zn, are located
at a finite distance within the interior of the fundamental domain D. For sufficiently small
δ > 0, define

⋏

Dδ =
⋏

D
∖ n−1⋃

i=1

{
z
∣∣∣ |z − zi| < δ

}
∪
{
z
∣∣∣ |z| > δ−1

}
. (3.1)

Accordingly, the S⋏
Dreg

[φ] in (2.46) changes to

S⋏
Dreg

[φ] = lim
δ→0+

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(|∂zφ|2 + eφ)d2z +

√
−1

2

ne∑
j=1

(
1− 1

mj

)∮
cδj

φ

(
dz̄

z̄ − z̄j
− dz

z − zj

)

−2π

ne∑
j=1

(
1− 1

mj

)2

log δ + 2πnp log δ + 4π(np − 2) log | log δ|
) . (3.2)

By including the appropriate boundary term for a well-defined variational principle, even
in the case of punctures, S⋏

Dreg
can be expressed as follows (see Remark 4.2 in [1] for further

21See also the second equation in (4.1).
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details).

S⋏
Dreg

[φ] =

lim
δ→0


∫∫

⋏
Dδ

(|∂zφ|2 + eφ)d2z +

√
−1

2

n∑
i=1

(
1− 1

mi

)∮
cδi

φ

(
dz̄

z̄ − z̄i
− dz

z − zi

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

B1[φ]

+

√
−1

2

n−1∑
j=ne+1

∮
cδj

φ

(
dz̄

(z̄ − z̄j) log |z − zj |
− dz

(z − zj) log |z − zj |

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

B2[φ]

−
√
−1

2

∮
cδn

φ

(
dz̄

z̄
− dz

z

)
−

√
−1

2

∮
cδn

φ

(
dz̄

z̄ log |z|
− dz

z log |z|

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

B3[φ]

−2π
n∑

i=1

(
1− 1

mi

)2

log δ

 ,

(3.3)

where mi = ∞ for i = ne + 1, . . . , n. Now, the regularized action becomes

Sm[φ] = Sm(D; z1, . . . , zn) = S⋏
Dreg

[φ] +

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ], (3.4)

where S⋏
Dreg

[φ] and the 1-form θL−1
k
(φ) are given in (3.3) and (2.31), respectively.

Now, under the conformal transformation eφdzdz̄ → eφ+σdzdz̄, the variation of Kinetic
term ω̌[φ] in (2.26) is given by

ω̌[φ+ σ]− ω̌[φ] =
(
∂zσ∂z̄σ +K[φ] eφσ

)
dz ∧ dz̄ + dθ̃, (3.5)

where
θ̃ = σ (∂z̄φ dz̄ − ∂zφ dz)

(2.34)
= σκ1. (3.6)

Observing that δ(κ1)γ−1 = κ1.γ − κ1, we get

δθ̃γ−1 = δ(σκ1) = σδκ1 = σ

(
γ′′

γ′
dw − γ′′

γ′
dw̄

)
(2.31)
= σκγ−1 (3.7)

According to the equation (2.31), we have

θγ−1
k
[φ+ σ]− θγ−1

k
[φ] = σ

(
γ′′

γ′
dw − γ′′

γ′
dw̄

)
(2.31)
= σκγ−1 = δθ̃γ−1 , (3.8)

where the last equality follows from equation (3.7). Thus,〈
ω̌[φ+ σ]− ω̌[φ],

⋏

Dδ

〉
− ⟨θ[φ+ σ]− θ[σ], L⟩ =∫∫

⋏
Dδ

(
∂zσ∂z̄σ +K[φ] eφσ

)
dz ∧ dz̄ +

n∑
j=1

〈
θ̃, cδj

〉
, (3.9)
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where we have used the equations (3.5),(3.8), and the fact that (see also (C.16))

〈
dθ̃,

⋏

Dδ

〉
=
〈
θ̃, ∂′ ⋏Dδ

〉
=

〈
θ̃, ∂′′L+

n∑
j=1

cδj

〉
=
〈
δθ̃, L

〉
+

n∑
j=1

〈
θ̃, cδj

〉
. (3.10)

Using the equation (3.6) along with the asymptotic form of the field φ near the singularities
(see equation (A.1)), it is straightforward to observe that

n∑
j=1

〈
θ̃, cδj

〉
= −

(
B1[φ+σ]−B1[φ]

)
−
(
B2[φ+σ]−B2[φ]

)
−
(
B3[φ+σ]−B3[φ]

)
. (3.11)

Therefore, according to (3.9) with (3.11) and for Šm[φ] = Sm[φ]− area term (see equation
(3.4)), we have

Šm[φ+ σ]− Šm[φ] =

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(
∂zσ∂z̄σ +K[φ] eφσ

)
d2z. (3.12)

Moreover, in this case, the function H in equation (2.47) is modified to

H[φ] = hm1h1
1 · · · hmnehne

ne
hne+1 · · · hn−1h

−1
n , (3.13)

where (see Remark 3.10 in [1])

log hj = −2 logmj + 2 log 2− lim
z→zj

(
φ(z) +

(
1− 1

mj

)
log |z − zj |2

)
, j = 1, . . . , ne,

log hj = lim
z→zi

(
log |z − zj |2 −

2e−
φ(z)
2

|z − zj |

)
, j = ne + 1, . . . , n− 1,

log hn = lim
z→∞

(
log |z|2 − 2e−

φ(z)
2

|z|

)
.

(3.14)

with hj =
∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣ 2
mj for j = 1, . . . , ne, hj =

∣∣∣J (j)
1

∣∣∣2 for j = ne + 1, . . . , n− 1 and hn =
∣∣∣J (n)

−1

∣∣∣2
for j = n.

Let us first consider the case where there are no punctures (i.e., np = 0). It is easy to
see that

π logH[φ+ σ]− π logH[φ] = −π

ne∑
j=1

mjhj σ(zj). (3.15)

Thus, according to (3.12) with (3.15) and for Šm in (2.57) (see also equation (2.47)), we
get

Šm[φ+ σ]− Šm[φ] =

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(
∂zσ∂z̄σ +K[φ] eφσ

)
d2z + π

ne∑
j=1

mjhj σ(zj). (3.16)
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According to Corollary 1.3.1 in [28] or Theorem 1.3 in [29] for the metric g̃ = e2φ0g, the
Polyakov anomaly formula is given by22

log
det(∆g̃)

Ag̃
− log

det(∆g)

Ag

= − 1

12π

(∫∫
M

(
|∇gφ0|2 +Rg φ0

)
dAg +

ne∑
j=1

φ0(zj)
(2π)2 − γ2j

γj

)
. (3.17)

By choosing the metric g = e2φ̃η and η = dzdz̄, and noting that

∆ηφ̃ = 4∂z∂z̄φ̃,

Rg = −2e−2φ̃∆ηφ̃ = −8e−2φ̃∂z∂z̄φ̃,

|∇gφ0|2 = (∂µφ0)(∂
µφ0) = 4e−2φ̃∂zφ0∂z̄φ0,

dAg = e2φ̃dzdz̄,

(3.18)

the Polyakov anomaly (3.17) is simplified to

log
det(∆g̃)

Ag̃
− log

det(∆g)

Ag

= − 1

12π

∫∫
M

(
4∂zφ0∂z̄φ0 − 8∂z∂z̄φ̃ φ0

)
d2z +

ne∑
j=1

φ0(zj)
(2π)2 − γ2j

γj

 . (3.19)

By defining

P [φ̃] = log
det(∆g)

Ag
, (3.20)

and noting that in our notation φ0 = σ/2, φ̃ = φ/2, γj = 2π/mj and M ≡
⋏

Dδ, the equation
(3.19) can be rewritten as follows

P [φ+ σ]− P [φ] = − 1

12π

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(
∂zσ∂z̄σ −K[φ]eφσ

)
d2z + π

ne∑
j=1

mjhjσ(zj)

 . (3.21)

Comparing it with equation (3.16) we get

P [φ+ σ] +
1

12π
Šm[φ+ σ] = P [φ] +

1

12π
Šm[φ]. (3.22)

Additionally, this comparison with equation (2.57) implies

Vren[φ+ σ]− 3πP [φ+ σ] = Vren[φ]− 3πP [φ]. (3.23)

Thus, the renormalized volume Vren follows a Polyakov formula and acts as an analog to
the determinant of the Laplacian, serving as an action on the conformal class of boundary
metrics, with critical points occurring at constant curvature metrics. It is important to recall

22In this context, ∆g refers to the Friedrichs extension of the Laplacian associated with the Riemannian
metric g.
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that for the case of a compact Riemann surface with genus greater than one, Takhtajan
and Teo in [6] derived the following equation:23

P [φ+ σ] +
1

12π
Š[φ+ σ] = P [φ] +

1

12π
Š[φ], (3.24)

where

Š[φ] =

∫∫
D
|∂zφ|2d2z +

√
−1

2

g∑
k=2

∮
Ck

θγ−1
k
[φ], (3.25)

and the 1-form θL−1
k
(φ) is given in (2.31). By comparing equation (3.24) with our result

in equation (3.22), it becomes clear that to extend the findings of Takhtajan and Teo for
compact Riemann surfaces to orbifold Riemann surfaces, one must replace Š[φ], the Liou-
ville action without the area term on Schottky space Sg, with the corresponding function
on Sg,n(m). This function is Šm[φ], the generalized Liouville action Sm[φ], introduced
in [1], also without the area term.

Now, let us proceed to extend the analysis to include the case with punctures. Accord-
ing to equation (3.14), the contribution of punctures to the function H in (3.13) is given
by

2π

n−1∑
j=ne+1

lim
z→zj

(
1− e−σ/2

)
log

∣∣∣∣∣z − zj

J
(j)
1

∣∣∣∣∣− 2π lim
z→∞

(
1− e−σ/2

)
log

∣∣∣∣∣ z

J
(n)
−1

∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.26)

which implies that for |z − zj | = ϵ → 0,

π logH[φ+ σ]− π logH[φ] = −π

ne∑
j=1

mjhj σ(zj) + 2π
n∑

j=ne+1

(
1− e−σ(zj)/2

)
log ϵ. (3.27)

In the equation above, we applied a change of variables so that the puncture originally at
infinity is now located at zn = 0.24 Assuming that equation (3.22) remains valid even in the
presence of punctures, we define the renormalized Polyakov anomaly according to (3.27) as
follows25

(
P [φ+ σ]− P [φ]

)
ren
=
(
P [φ+ σ]− P [φ]

)
− 1

6
lim
ϵ→0

n∑
j=ne+1

(
1− e−σ(zj)/2

)
log ϵ, (3.28)

which leads to:

(
P [φ+σ]−P [φ]

)
ren
= − 1

12π

∫∫
⋏
Dδ

(
∂zσ∂z̄σ −K[φ]eφσ

)
d2z + π

ne∑
j=1

mjhj σ(zj)

 . (3.29)

Unlike conical singularities, where additional finite terms appear in the Polyakov anomaly
compared to the compact case, punctures (cusps) do not introduce any new finite terms.
This finding aligns with Theorem 2.9, particularly equation (2.17), from the study by Albin,

23For an extension to higher dimensions see [30].
24In the case where all punctures are at finite distances, the last term in (3.27) remains unchanged.
25Where ϵ = |z − zj |.
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Aldana, and Rochon in [5].26 More importantly, this suggests that transitioning from a
conical singularity to a cusp (as the cone angle approaches zero) does not simply yield
the same renormalized determinant as the cusp case. Notably, in the compact scenario,
when we pinch a geodesic to create cusp ends, a result from Wolpert [32] indicates that the
determinant diverges in this limit, tending to infinity.27

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we established the holography principle, demonstrating a precise connec-
tion between the function (generalized Liouville action) Sm, introduced in [1] for orbifold
Riemann surfaces and the renormalized hyperbolic volume of the associated Schottky 3-
orbifolds. Let X ∼=

⋏

Ω/Σ = [H/Γ] and Γ be respectively an orbifold Riemann surface and
Fuchsian group of signature (g;m1, . . . ,mne ;np) and let J : H →

⋏

Ω be the correspond-
ing orbifold covering map. As it is explained in Section 5.2 of [1], the automorphic form
Sch

(
J−1; z

)
of weight four for the Schottky group Σ can be projected to subspace of its

meromorphic quadratic differential H2,0(
⋏

Ω,Σ) with basis element Pi as follows,

R(z) =

3g−3+n∑
i=1

biPi(z) =

3g−3+n∑
i=1

(
Sch

(
J−1

)
,Mi

)
Pi(z),

where Mi is basis element for harmonic differentials in H−1,1(
⋏

Ω,Σ). The R(z) coincides
with a (1, 0)-form Q on the Schottky pace Sg,n(m),

Q =

3g−3+n∑
i=1

bi dzi = b1 dλ1 + · · ·+ bg dλg + bg+1 da3 + · · ·+ b2g−3 dag

+ b2g−2 db2 + · · ·+ b3g−3 dbg + b3g−2 dz1 + · · ·+ b3g−3+n dzn.

According to Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 in [1], the function Sm satisfies the following
equations:

∂Sm = 2Q,

∂̄∂Sm = 2
√
−1

ωWP − 4π2

3
ωcusp

TZ − π

2

ne∑
j=1

mjhj ω
ell
TZ,j

 ,
(4.1)

where ωWP and (ωcusp
TZ , ωell

TZ) are Weil–Petersson and Takhtajan–Zograf metrics, respectively.
Given that the Sm is linked to the renormalized volume, or equivalently, to the renormalized
Einstein-Hilbert action with particles, it is important to examine the significance of its
first and second derivatives in equation (4.1). These derivatives could correspond to key
physical concepts in the bulk, such as black hole thermodynamics, intensive and extensive
quantities, stability of black hole solutions, phase transitions between different gravitational

26See also [31].
27We appreciate Frédéric Rochon for a discussion regarding this matter.
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configurations, and counting microscopic states of the black hole (which leads to its entropy).
Additionally, they contribute to the broader aim of quantum gravity, which seeks to uncover
the quantum structure of spacetime and the nature of black hole singularities.

We have also shown that the relationship between changes in the logarithm of the de-
terminant of the Laplacian and the Liouville action under conformal transformations, as
observed by Takhtajan and Teo in [6] for compact Riemann surfaces, can be extended to
orbifold Riemann surfaces using the Sm. As discussed in the introduction, these relation-
ships are two sides of the same coin—namely, uniformization theory. However, they also
reveal deeper insights. It is important to highlight that surfaces with different shapes or
geometries can have identical Laplace spectra (yielding the same value for − log det∆),
known as isospectral surfaces.28 A natural question that arises is how these surfaces are
understood through the lens of the Sm. To explore this, let us consider two representa-
tives of the set Σ.{z1, ..., zn}. By choosing different generators for the Schottky group, one
can obtain distinct fundamental domains that, although topologically identical, describe
different conformal structures on the same Riemann surface. These variations are linked
to distinct points on the moduli (or Schottky) space. Now, consider how the function Sm

behaves in these cases. According to equation (2.53), the effective fundamental domain for
calculating Sm is given by

⋏

Dδ̃ =
⋏

D\
n⋃

j=1

{
z
∣∣∣ |z − zj | <

∣∣∣J (j)
1

∣∣∣ δ}.
When a generator Lk ∈ Σ acts on a singular point zi within a specific fundamental domain
⋏

D, it maps the point to another singularity with the same ramification index but in a
different domain. Although the fundamental domain

⋏

D changes, the radius δ̃ used in
calculating the Sm remains invariant. This invariance can be seen easily by noting that
under zj → Lk(zj) we have (see [1] for more details)

δ → δ/
∣∣L′

k(zj)
∣∣ , ∣∣∣J (j)

1

∣∣∣→ ∣∣∣J j
1

∣∣∣ ∣∣L′
k(zj)

∣∣ .
Since Sm is connected to the spectrum of the operator − log det∆, this implies that the
spectrum remains unchanged when different representatives of Σ.{z1, ..., zn} are chosen. In
other words, the orbifold Riemann surfaces corresponding to different representatives are
isospectral. Additionally, this indicates that these orbifold Riemann surfaces share the same
lengths of closed geodesics since it has been demonstrated that in [37], and more broadly
through the Selberg Trace Formula, that two-dimensional hyperbolic surfaces, including
both manifolds and orbifolds, that are isospectral have matching geodesics.

It is also useful to provide a remark on the various logarithmic divergent terms in
the definition of Vren in equation (2.56). For a CFT with an energy-momentum tensor
Tµν and central charge c on an orbifold Riemann surface, the conformal anomaly remains

28An example of isospectral surfaces with hyperbolic metrics can be found in the classical constructions by
Buser, Conway, Doyle, and Semmler [33], who provided examples of isospectral but non-isometric surfaces.
See also [34–36].
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proportional to the Euler characteristic of the surface, expressed as:

A =

∫
X

〈
Tµ
µ

〉
dA = − c

24π
. 4πχ(X). (4.2)

For a CFT dual to the bulk considered in this paper, with c = 3/2GN , this conformal
anomaly (4.2) simplifies to:

A = − 1

4GN
χ(X). (4.3)

Moreover, the coefficient of the log ε term in on-shell Einstein-Hilbert action is (see also
[2, 24]):

1

4πGN
Vε

∣∣∣∣
log ε

=
1

4πGN
. πχ(X) =

1

4GN
χ(X), (4.4)

where equation (2.43) is used. This indicates that the term proportional to the Euler
characteristic χ(X) in Vren, as seen in result (2.56), corresponds to the conformal anomaly
for orbifold Riemann surfaces. Additionally, since

χ(X) = (−1/2π)

∫∫
⋏
Dδ̃

eφd2z,

the conformal anomaly (4.3) can be connected to the following counterterm:

Sct =
1

8πGN

∫∫
⋏
Dδ̃

eφd2z log ε. (4.5)

This is where the first logarithmic term, containing the Euler characteristic in the definition
of Vren, conceptually differs from the other two logarithmic divergent terms, which are field-
independent. The counterterm (4.5) is field-dependent because the anomaly arises from
changes in the underlying geometry or field configuration under a conformal transformation,
which is captured by the field φ. In contrast, field-independent terms, which do not depend
on the conformal factor of the metric, are constants and do not influence the specific way
the theory changes under conformal transformations.

Furthermore, the renormalization procedure used in this manuscript involves the uni-
formization of surfaces at the conformal boundary. Therefore, the renormalized volume
(2.57) is a Schottky invariant quantity. A superficial analogy exists between the mass of
asymptotically Euclidean manifolds and Vren. Similar to the positive mass conjecture, one
might ask whether Vren is positive for all hyperbolic Schottky manifolds with lines of conical
singularities or whether any bounds exist on it.

Lastly, consider deformations (i.e., changes in the conformal structure) of a smooth
cutoff surface f = ε within a three-dimensional manifold M . In the compact case, it was
shown in [38] that there exists a relationship between the variations dV , dH, and dI of the
volume bounded by f , mean curvature, and induced metric on f . This relationship leads
to the Schläfli formula for polyhedron. To recall, in three-dimensional space, the Schläfli
formula describes how the volume V changes with respect to infinitesimal variations in the
polyhedron’s dihedral angles θi

dV = −1

2

∑
k

lk dθk, (4.6)
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where lk denotes the length of the k-th edge of the polyhedron, θk is the dihedral angle at
that edge, and the summation is over all edges of the polyhedron. A Polyhedron with the
identification of some faces can model a three-dimensional space containing lines of conical
singularities. Consequently, by utilizing the connection between the renormalized volume
Vren and the function Sm in (2.57), along with the first equation in (4.1), one can extend
the results of [38] to account for lines of conical singularities. This allows for deriving
an extended version of the Schläfli formula for polyhedra with edge singularities. In this
manner, we gain a more geometric understanding of the variations in the renormalized
volume and its connection to classical thermal entropy and quantum information theoretic
quantities, such as holographic complexity.
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A Asymptotic form of φ near punctures and conical points

For an orbifold with conical points and punctures labeled by n = 1, . . . ne, and n = ne +

1, . . . , n = ne + np, and located at z = zi respectively, we have the following asymptotic
expansions for Liouville field and its derivative (see Appendix.C in [1] for more details).
Notice that the last puncture point is fixed to be at ∞.
For i = 1, . . . , ne and j = ne + 1, . . . , n− 1,

φ(z) =


−2
(
1− 1

mi

)
log |z − zi|+ log

4
∣∣∣J(i)

1

∣∣∣− 2
mi

m2
i

+ O(1) z → zi

−2 log |z − zj | − 2 log | log | z−zj

J
(j)
1

||+ O(1) z → zj ,

−2 log |z| − 2 log log

∣∣∣∣ z

J
(n)
−1

∣∣∣∣+ O
(
|z|−1

)
, z → ∞

(A.1)

For i = 1, . . . , ne and j = ne + 1, . . . , n− 1,

∂zφ(z) =



−
1− 1

mi
z−zi

+ ci
1− 1

mi

+ O(1) z → zi,

− 1
z−zj

(
1 +

(
log

∣∣∣∣ z−zj

J
(j)
1

∣∣∣∣)−1
)

+ cj + O(1) z → zj

−1
z

(
1 +

(
log

∣∣∣∣ z

J
(n)
−1

∣∣∣∣)−1
)

− cn
z2

+ O
(

1
|z|2

)
, z → ∞

(A.2)

where cj are accessory parameters. Moreover, the J
(i)
1 and J

(j)
1 are the first coefficients in

the following expansion of Hauptmodule J in a neighborhood of each elliptic point with
ramification index mi at z = zi and each puncture at z = zj , respectively,

J(z) = zi +

∞∑
k=1

J
(i)
k

(z − zi
z − z̄i

)
,
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and

J(z) = zj +
∞∑
k=1

J
(j)
k exp

(
− 2π

√
−1k

|δj |(z − zj)

)
. (A.3)

Additionally, in a neighborhood of the puncture at infinity, zn = ∞, the J
(n)
−1 appears in

the following expansion:

J(z) =

∞∑
k=−1

J
(n)
k exp

(2π√−1kz

|δn|

)
. (A.4)

In equations (A.3) and (A.4), the δne+1, . . . , δn ∈ R are called translation lengths of the
associated parabolic generators.

B Schottky uniformization of orbifold Riemann surfaces

In this appendix, we review some important facts about the Schottky uniformization of
orbifold Riemann surfaces (see [1] for more details). We’ll begin firstly by recalling how
a compact Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 2 is uniformized by a Schottky group and then
extend it to the orbifold Riemann surface. Let’s start with some well-known definitions.

A Schottky group Σ with the limit set Λ is a discrete subgroup of Möbius group
PSL(2,C) that acts properly on the region of discontinuity Ω = Ĉ\Λ of the Riemann
sphere Ĉ.29 Additionally, a Schottky group, Σ of rank g, is referred to as marked when a
relation-free set of generators L1, . . . , Lg ∈ PSL(2,C) is selected. A key result is that for
every marked Schottky group (Σ;L1, . . . , Lg), there exists a fundamental domain D.30 This
domain is a connected region in Ĉ, bounded by 2g disjoint Jordan curves C1, ...Cg, C′

1, ..., C′
g,

where C′
i = −Li(Ci) for i = 1, ..., g. The orientations of Ci and C′

i are opposite and they
correspond to components of ∂D. Accordingly, a compact Riemann surface can be con-
structed by Ω/Σ. There is also a concept of equivalence between two marked Schottky
groups: (Σ;L1, . . . , Lg) is considered equivalent to (Σ̃; L̃1, . . . , L̃g) if there exists a Mobius
transformation ς ∈ PSL(2,C) such that L̃i = ςLiς

−1 for all i = 1, . . . , g. The collection of
equivalence classes of marked Schottky groups of genus g is known as the Schottky space
of genus g and is denoted by Sg. The standard representation for each Li is given by the
equation (

Li(z)− ai

)
(z − bi) = λi

(
Li(z)− bi

)
(z − ai), z ∈ Ĉ, (B.1)

where ai and bi represent the attracting and repelling fixed points of the loxodromic ele-
ment Li and 0 < |λi| < 1 is the associated multiplier. Furthermore, using the notion of
equivalence, one can set the attracting fixed points of generators L1 and L2 along with
the repelling fixed-point of generator L1, to 0, 1, and ∞ respectively, thereby defining the
normalized marked Schottky group.

29More precisely, it is strictly a loxodromic Kleinian group, which is also free and finitely generated [39].
30However, it is important to note that this fundamental domain D is not uniquely determined by the

chosen marking of the Schottky group Σ.
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In the presence of cusps and conical singularities, one can subtract from Ω the pre-
images of cusps by the covering map Ω → X̂O (where X̂O is compactified underlying
Riemann surface) to get another planar region Ω0. The region Ω0 provides the uniformiza-
tion for the underlying Riemann surface XO and lets π0 denote the corresponding covering
map Ω0 → XO

∼= Ω0/Σ. Next, we can lift the branch divisor D using the covering map π0,
resulting in a new branch divisor

D̃ :=
∑

zi∈π−1
0 (Sing⋏(O))

(
1− 1

ν (πΣ(zi))

)
zi, (B.2)

which resides in the planar region Ω0. Here, Sing⋏(O) is the set of singular points of finite
order for an orbifold O and ν is branching function which assigns to each singular point
its corresponding branching order, i.e. ν : Sing⋏(O) → N̂>1

:=
(
N\{1}

)
. Then, the pair

(Ω0, D̃) will define a planar Riemann orbisurface
⋏

Ω such that πΣ :
⋏

Ω → O ∼=
⋏

Ω/Σ serves as
an orbifold covering map (see [40] for more details). Now, we define

⋏

D as the pair (D0, D̃ |D),
where D0 is given by D ∩ Ω0, and D̃ |D represents the restriction of D̃ to D. Accordingly,
the regularized singular fundamental domain of a Schottky group is defined by31

⋏

Dδ =
⋏

D
∖ n⋃

j=1

{
z
∣∣∣ |z − zi| < δ

}
. (B.3)

In this way, the generalized Schottky space Sg,n(m) of Riemann orbisurface O, with or
without punctures, is viewed as a holomorphic fibration ȷ : Sg,n(m) → Sg, where the
fibers correspond to configuration spaces of n labeled points with orders specified by the
vector m = (m1, . . . ,mn).32 Equivalently, with each O ∼=

⋏

Ω/Σ, we assign a point in the
generalized Schottky space Sg,n(m).

C Details of (co)Homology Double Complexes

In this appendix, we first review the association of double (co)homology complexes to a
manifold M , which is quotient manifold Ω̃/Γ, and Γ acts properly discontinuously on it.
Detailed explanations can be found in [23] and the references therein (also see [3, 6, 41]).
Next, we adapt this framework to our specific scenario involving a 3-orbifold with lines of
conical singularities and punctures where its conformal boundary is given by an orbifold
Riemann surface.

Utilizing the Uniformization theorem, a natural structure (function) is induced on
manifold M from its covering space. Therefore, a good starting point for systematically
defining that function (for example volume or Liouville action) is considering their planar

31Note that the restriction of π0 to Ωreg := Ω0\ Supp D̃ endows Xreg
O with the Schottky global coordinate,

such that the space of singular conformal metrics C M (O) consisting of functions φ, satisfying the condition

φ ◦ γ + log |γ′|2 = φ for all γ ∈ Σ,

and representing D̃ .
32For details, see subsection 3.3 in [1].
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covering spaces’ homology and cohomology complexes. These complexes provide us with
regions of integration and differential forms to define that function as a pairing between
them. Specifically, the homology double complex K•,• is defined as the tensor product of
the standard singular chain complex of Ω̃ and the canonical bar-resolution complex for Γ,
taken over the integral group ring ZΓ.33 Meanwhile, the cohomology double complex C•,•

corresponds to the tensor product of bar-de Rham complex on Ω̃ and group cohomology
complex. Each of these concepts will be explained in more detail as follows.

Let denote the standard singular chain complex of Ω̃ and its differential, respectively,
with S• ≡ S•(Ω̃) and ∂′. The group Γ acts on Ω̃ by linear fractional transformations and
induces a left action on S•. Hence S• becomes a complex of Γ-modules. Because the action
of Γ on Ω̃ is proper,34 the complex S• can be viewed as a complex of left free ZΓ-modules.
Moreover, let us denote the canonical bar resolution complex for Γ and its differential,
respectively, by B• ≡ B•(ZΓ) and ∂′′. Each Bb is a free left Γ-module on generators
[γ1|...|γb], with the differential ∂′′:Bb → Bb−1 given by

For b = 0 : ∂′′[ ] = 0,

For b = 1 : ∂′′[γ] = γ[ ]− [ ],

For b > 1 : ∂′′[γ1|...|γb] = γ1[γ2|...|γb] +
b−1∑
j=1

(−1)j [γ1|...|γjγj+1|...|γb] + (−1)b[γ1|...|γb−1].

If any of the group elements inside [ ] equals the unit element 1 in Γ then [γ1|...|γb] is defined
to be zero. Moreover, B0 is a ZΓ-module on one generator [ ], and can be identified with
ZΓ under the isomorphism that sends [ ] to 1. Then, the double complex K•,• is defined as
K•,• = S• ⊗ZΓ B•. The associated total complex, denoted TotK, is equipped with a total
differential given by ∂ = ∂′ + (−1)a∂′′ acting on Ka,b. It is important to note that since
both S• and B• are complexes of left Γ-modules, we must provide each Sa with a right
Γ-module structure to properly define their tensor product over ZΓ. This is achieved in the
standard manner by setting the action as c.γ = γ−1(c) for any element c in the module. In
this way, S• is equivalent to S• ⊗ZΓ B0 under the correspondence c 7→ c⊗ [ ].

The statements above can be summarized as illustrated below.

33The standard singular chain complex encodes topological information about space via its singular
simplices, while the canonical bar-resolution complex offers algebraic data that reflects the structure of the
group. Moreover, ZΓ denotes the integral group ring associated with the group Γ, which consists of finite
sums of the form

∑
γ∈Γ nγ γ, where each nγ is an integer.

34An action of a group on a space is said to be proper if, for every compact subset of the space, only
finitely many group elements map points within the subset to points outside it.
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...
...

...

0 K2,a(Ω̃,Γ) K1,a(Ω̃,Γ) K0,a(Ω̃,Γ) 0

0 K2,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) K1,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) K0,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) 0

...
...

...

∂′′
a+1 ∂′′

a+1 ∂′′
a+1

i ∂′
2

∂′′
a

∂′
1

∂′′
a

∂′
0

∂′′
a

i ∂′
2

∂′′
a−1

∂′
1

∂′′
a−1

∂′
0

∂′′
a−1

In cohomology, the corresponding double complex is defined as follows. Let A• ≡ A•
C(Ω̃)

represents the complexified de Rham complex on Ω̃. Each Aa is a left Γ-module with the
pullback action of Γ, i.e., γ. ω̃ = (γ−1)∗ω̃ for each ω̃ ∈ A• and γ ∈ Γ. Define the double
complex Ca,b = HomC(Bb,A

a) with differential d, the usual de Rham differential, and
δ = (∂′′)∗, the group coboundary. For ω̃ ∈ Ca,b,

(δω̃)γ1,...,γb+1
= γ1.ω̃γ1,...,γb+1

+
b∑

j=1

(−1)jω̃γ1,...,γjγj+1,...,γb+1
+ (−1)b+1ω̃γ1,...,γb , (C.1)

and the total differential on Ca,b is denoted by D = d + (−1)aδ.
These statements can also be summarized as illustrated below.

...
...

...

0 C2,a(Ω̃,Γ) C1,a(Ω̃,Γ) C0,a(Ω̃,Γ) 0

0 C2,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) C1,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) C0,a−1(Ω̃,Γ) 0

...
...

...

δ δ δ

i d

δ

d

δ

d

δ

i d

δ

d

δ

d

δ

A natural pairing exists between Ca,b and Ka,b which assigns to the pair (ω̃, c⊗[γ1|...|γb])
the evolution of the a-form ω̃γ1,...,γb over the a-cycle c,

⟨ω̃, c⊗ [γ1|...|γb]⟩ =
∫
c
ω̃γ1,...,γb . (C.2)

An important point to note is that for the singular homology of Ω̃, the group homology of
Γ, and the homology of the complex (Tot K)•, there are isomorphisms:

H•(M,Z) ∼= H•(Γ,Z) ∼= H•((Tot K)•). (C.3)
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Similarly, for the de Rham cohomology of Ω̃, the group cohomology of Γ, and the cohomol-
ogy of the complex (Tot C)•, there are also isomorphisms:

H•(M,C) ∼= H•(Γ,C) ∼= H•((Tot C)•). (C.4)

These isomorphisms imply that the pairing (C.2) is a non-degenerate pairing between the
corresponding cohomology and homology groups H•((TotC)•) and H•((TotK)•), due to de
Rham theorem. Specifically, if ω̃ is a cocycle in (TotC)• and c is a cycle in (TotK)•, the
pairing ⟨ω̃, c⟩ depends only on the cohomology class [ω̃] and the homology class [c], not on
their individual representatives. Accordingly, building the volume or Liouville action from
the pairing (C.2) implies that these functions do not depend on the choice of a fundamental
domain.

The Stokes theorem, combined with the isomorphisms in equations (C.3) and (C.4),
implies that

⟨δω̃, c⟩ =
〈
ω̃, ∂′′c

〉
, (C.5)

and, accordingly,
⟨Dω̃, c⟩ = ⟨ω̃, ∂c⟩ . (C.6)

C.1 Homology in bulk: homology group and group homology

In this subsection, we delve into the specifics of the double homology complex of bulk
extension of Ω in the presence of singularities (both conical and puncture points) within
the context of Schottky uniformization. To aid in understanding, in the following, it’s useful
to visualize the case for genus g = 2 — refer to Figures 1 and 2 for clarity.

Figure 1. Fundametnal domain D of Schottky uniformization for g = 2.

First, let’s review the homological construction in the absence of singularities. Consider
a finitely generated purely loxodromic subgroup Σ of PSL(2,C), namely a marked Schottky
group with a region of discontinuity Ω ⊂ Ĉ (see [1, 42] and Appendix B for more details).
The compact Riemann surface X = Ω/Σ is the conformal boundary of the corresponding
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Figure 2. The three dimensional extension of fundamental domain D in Figure 1.

hyperbolic three-manifold M = (U3 ∪ Ω)/Σ, where U3 = {(z, r) | z ∈ C, r > 0}. Accord-
ingly, the fundamental domain D can be extended to the upper-half space with a geodesic
representative, as is shown in Figure 2.

Define Ω̃ ≡ U3 ∪ Ω, and let S• = S•(Ω̃) and B• = B•(ZΣ) denote the singular chain
complex of Ω̃ and standard bar resolution complex for Σ, respectively. The key idea is to
construct a 3-chain that represents the fundamental region (the blue region in Figure 2) in
total complex TotK of the double homology complex K•,• = S•⊗ZΣB•, as follows. Identify
R ⊂ U3 with R⊗ [ ] ∈ K3,0 as the fundamental region of Σ in Ω̃ such that R∩Ω corresponds
to the fundamental domain D.

We proceed to construct a staircase of homology elements and then contract them with
suitable cohomology elements (made in the next subsection) to define the desired action.
This process starts with noting ∂′′R = 0, and

∂′R = −D −
g∑

i=1

(
Hi − Li(Hi)

)
= −D + ∂′′S, (C.7)

where Hi is a topological hemisphere and S ∈ K2,1 is defined by

S =

g∑
i=1

Hi ⊗ [L−1
i ]. (C.8)

We can proceed similarly and obtain

∂′′S = −
g∑

i=1

(
Hi ⊗ [ ]− Li(Hi)⊗ [ ]

)
, (C.9)

and
∂′S = L, (C.10)

where L =
∑g

i=1 Ci ⊗ [L−1
i ] ∈ K1,1 and Ci indicates Schottky circles shown in Figure 2.

Since the total complex TotK is equipped with the total differential ∂ = ∂′ + (−1)a∂′′ on
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Ka,b, then the 3-chain R− S ∈ (TotK)3 satisfies35 (see equations (C.7) and (C.10))

∂(R− S) = −D − L
def
= −Ξ. (C.11)

As discussed in Section 2, it is important to note that defining the renormalized volume re-
quires introducing a regularizing surface f = ε near the conformal boundary. Consequently,
the fundamental region R, should be modified according to Rε = R∩{f ≥ ε}. Additionally,
as r or ε approaches 0, the cycle Ξ on f = ε serves as an extension of the fundamental
domain D (see [23]), therefore R− S remains a consistent extension of R.

Figure 3. The three-dimensional extension of fundamental domain with defect points. The left
figure is its fundamental domain

⋏

Dδ, and the right figure shows the geodesic extension to U3.

By adding punctures and conical points to the fundamental domain D, we cut spheres
around them, as shown in Figure 3. As demonstrated in Section 2 (see also [3]), the
regularizing surface f = ε intersects the singularities, therefore to have a proper level-
defining function, we also need to remove the neighborhoods of each singularity at (zi, 0)

in U3. For ε > 0, let

Rε = R ∩ {f ≥ ε}\
n⋃

j=1

{
(z, r) ∈ U3

∣∣ ||(z, r)− (zi, 0)|| ≤ ε̃
}
, (C.12)

be the regularized truncated fundamental region. For Hi,ε = Hi ∩ Rε, the equation (C.7)
changes to

∂′Rε = −
⋏

Dε −
g∑

i=1

(
Hi,ε − Li(Hi,ε)

)
= −

⋏

Dε + ∂′′Sε, (C.13)

with

Sε =

g∑
i=1

Hi,ε ⊗ [L−1
i ]. (C.14)

35It is straightforward to see that ∂Ξ = 0 and if D and D̃ are two choices of the fundamental domain for
Σ in Ω, then [Ξ] = [Ξ̃] for the corresponding classes in H2(Tot K)2.
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Figure 4. The regularizing surface f(Z) which cuts through the fundamental region.

Furthermore,36

∂′Sε =

g∑
i=1

Ci,ε ⊗ [L−1
i ] = L, (C.15)

and

∂′ ⋏Dε = ∂′′L+

n∑
j=1

c′j ⊗ [ ], (C.16)

where c′js are the truncated circles around puncture and conical points shown in Figure 4.
Moreover, instead of (C.11), by using equations (C.13) and (C.15) one can see

∂(Rε − Sε) = −
⋏

Dε − L
def
= −Ξε. (C.17)

C.2 Cohomology in bulk: cohomology group and group cohomology

Let us now turn to the double cohomology complex of bulk extension of Ω in the presence of
singularities ( punctures and conical points) within the context of Schottky uniformization.
The cohomology construction starts with the volume form on this space, ω3,

ω3 =
1

r3
dx ∧ dy ∧ dr =

i

2r3
dz ∧ dz̄ ∧ dr ∈ C3,0, (C.18)

It is an exact form since ω3 = dω2 with

ω2 = − i

4r2
dz ∧ dz̄ ∈ C2,0. (C.19)

For the group element γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Σ ⊂ PSL(2,C), a straightforward calculations using

the equation (C.1) yields

(δω2)γ−1 = ω2.γ − ω2

=
i

2
Jγ(Z)

(
|c|2 dz ∧ dz̄ − c(cz + d)

r
dz ∧ dr +

c̄(cz + d)

r
dz̄ ∧ dr

)
,

(C.20)

36Note that the Ci,ε represents the intersection of Hi,ε with the regularizing surface f = ε.
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where Jγ(Z) is defined in (2.9). It is important to note that in simplifying equation (C.20),
we solely relied on the fact that det(γ) = 1. Since

dδω2 = δdω2 = δω3, (C.21)

and ω3 is invariant under the transformations by the group Σ, δω3 = 0, this implies that
there exists ω1 ∈ C1,1 such that δω2 = dω1. Specifically,

(
ω1

)
γ−1 = − i

8
log
(
|r c(γ)|2Jγ(Z)

)(γ′′
γ′

dz − γ′′

γ′
dz
)
, (C.22)

where c(γ) is the left-hand lower element in the matrix representation of the generator γ.
Proceeding further to compute δω1 ∈ C1,2, we find that (see [6])

(δω1)γ−1
1 ,γ−1

2
= − i

8
log

(
Jγ(Z)

|c(γ2)|2

|c(γ2γ1)|2

)(
γ′′2
γ′2

◦ γ1γ′1dz −
γ′′2
γ′2

◦ γ1γ′1dz̄

)

− i

8
log

(
Jγ2(γ1Z)

|c(γ2γ1)|2

|c(γ1)|2

)(
γ′′1
γ′1

dz̄ − γ′′1
γ′1

dz

)
.

(C.23)

From the explicit calculations in equation (C.23), or simply by observing that

dδω1 = δdω1 = δ(δω2) = 0, (C.24)

we conclude that δω1 is a closed. Therefore, there exists ω0 ∈ C0,2 such that δω1 = dω0.
Additionally, using H3(Ω̃,Σ) = 0, the antiderivative can be chosen such that δω0 = 0.
Finally, since the total complex TotC is equipped with the total differential D = d+(−1)aδ

on Ca,b, then for
ϖ = ω2 − ω1 − ω0 ∈ (TotC)2, (C.25)

one gets
Dϖ = ω3. (C.26)

It is worth recalling that ϖ represents an element of H2(X,
⋏

Ω), where X is the regularizing
surface f = ε, which, as r → 0 , becomes the conformal boundary of the orbifold M .
Accordingly, in this process, we constructed the desired cohomology element, that its pairing
with Ξε, will give regularized Liouville action.

D On existence and construction of regularizing surface f(Z) = ε

This appendix provides a detailed explanation of the construction of a well-defined regu-
larizing surface, f = ε, within the region of discontinuity of the Schottky 3-orbifold M ,
accommodating cases both with and without conical singularities and punctures. The con-
struction relies on a partition of unity for the group Γ on U3∪Ω, the region of discontinuity.
A key step in this process is demonstrating the existence of a partition of unity, specifically
in the region of discontinuity. This is achieved by first constructing the partition of unity
on the orbifold itself. Then, if π : U3∪Ω → (U3∪Ω)/Γ denotes the natural projection map,
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by pulling back the partition of unity via π−1, its existence on the region of discontinuity is
established, as formalized in Lemma 1 and demonstrated in figure 5. Once the partition of
unity on U3 ∪ Ω is established, it can be used to construct the Γ-automotphic regularizing
surface f = ε, which plays a pivotal role in the holographic description of (generalized)
Liouville action in Section 2, based on the method outlined in [6].

Figure 5. A sketch of pulling back partition of unity from 2-orbifold to Ω by inverse projection
map π−1. The same idea holds for 3D bulk.

Before presenting Lemma 1, we review essential definitions and facts about partitions
of unity. The first step in constructing a partition of unity is associating a finite-indexed
open cover to the orbifold. For a compact manifold the finite-indexed open cover is provided
by definition. A topological space M is compact if every open cover of M contains a finite
subcover. That is, if M is covered by a collection of open sets {uα}α∈A , there exists a
finite subset {uα1 , uα2 , ..., uαn} that also covers M . In the presence of punctures, however,
the orbifold is not compact. Instead, it is paracompact, which allows for the construction
of a locally finite open cover.

Definition: A topological space M is paracompact if every open cover has a locally
finite refinement.

Definition: A collection of open sets C̃ = {ũβ}β∈B refines another collection C =

{uα}α∈A if each ũβ is contained within some uα. Alternatively, we say C̃ is a refinement
of C. Also, the refinement is called locally finite if every point in M has a neighborhood
intersecting only finitely many sets ũβ in C̃.

With the open covering specified, the existence of partition of unity is assured for
compact manifold with respect to C, and for paracompact orbifold with respect to C̃.
Definition: A partition of unity on a manifold M , subordinate to an open cover {uα}α∈A
consists of a family of smooth functions {ηα : M → [0, 1]}α∈A satisfying:

1. Support on the cover: Each ηα is supported within an open set uα. Specifically:

Supp(ηα) ⊆ uα,
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where 0 ≤ ηα ≤ 1.

2. Locally finite: The family of supports is locally finite, which is to say, at any point
Z ∈ M , only finitely many ηα(Z) are nonzero.

3. Sum equals one: The functions ηα form a "partition" of unity, meaning:∑
α∈A

ηα(Z) = 1, for all Z ∈ M.

The same notions and definitions apply to Schottky 3-manifolds with lines of conical sin-
gularities and punctures. So, by pulling back, its covering space, U3 ∪Ω, is provided with a
partition of unity (See Lemma 3.1 of [25]), which paves the way for defining a Γ-automorphic
function on U3 ∪ Ω.

Lemma 1 (I.kra [25]). There exists a function η ∈ C∞(U3 ∪ Ω) satisfying:

1. 0 ≤ η ≤ 1,

2. For each regular point Z ∈ U3 ∪Ω, there is a neighborhood u of Z and a finite subset
Γ̃ ⊂ Γ such that η|γ(u) = 0 for each γ ∈ Γ\Γ̃,

3.
∑

γ∈Γ η(γZ) = 1, Z ∈ U3 ∪ Ω.

Additionally, the second property can be extended for puncture and conical points. If R

denotes a fundamental domain for Γ in U3 ∪ Ω, then for each puncture and conical sin-
gularity on (U3 ∪ Ω)/Γ, we can select regions, S̃cusp, S̃con, within R associated with each
singularity. These regions satisfy η|γ(S̃cusp)

= 0 for all γ ∈ Γ\{1, κ} and η|γ(S̃con)
= 0 for all

γ ∈ Γ\{1, τ, τ2, ..., τm−1}, where κ and τ , represents the parabolic and elliptic generators
corresponding to the respective puncture and conical singularity.

Proof. The main idea is to pull back the partition of unity defined on the orbifold to the
region of discontinuity in the covering space using π−1 (as shown in figure 5) and then use
it to define η. Introducing an open cover begins with collecting a set of neighborhoods of
each point. For each Z ∈ (U3 ∪ Ω)/Γ, select a coordinate neighborhood u(Z) of Z, chosen
arbitrarily under the condition that the restriction of π to each component of π−1(u(Z)) is
an N(Z)-to-one covering, where N(Z) is the order of stability subgroup of π−1(Z).37

In the presence of parabolic generators, additional considerations are necessary since
the quotient space is non-compact. However, as noted earlier, this space (which we refer
to as orbifold Riemann surface, or orbifold for short) is paracompact; that is, any open
cover has a locally finite refinement by definition. Define puncture’s neighborhoods as
Scusp,i (where pi ∈ Scusp,i) such that CL Scusp,i ⊂ S̃cusp,i, where CL denotes closure. If
{p1, ..., pn} represents all punctures, define Scusp = ∪iScusp,i. For Z /∈ CL Scusp,38 require
that u(Z) ∩ CL Scusp = 0. If Z ∈ S̃cusp,i for some i and π−1(Z) ∈ CL R, require that

37The stability subgroup (also called the isotropy subgroup) of π−1(Z) refers to the subgroup of Γ that
leaves the entire preimage π−1(Z) invariant under the action of Γ.

38Note that CL S = ∪iCL Si.
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one component of π−1(u(Z)) lies within R ∪ κi(R), where κi is the parabolic generator
corresponding to pi. It is evident that such neighborhoods can be chosen since orbifold
is a Hausdorff space. All these construction runs parallel for conical points; just replace
Scusp,i with Scon,i and R ∪ κi(R) with R ∪ τi(R) ∪ τ2i (R) ∪ · · · ∪ τmi−1

i (R). The procedure,
actually, amounts to operating regular neighborhoods from singularities. With this setup,
U = {u(Z)|Z ∈ (U3 ∪Ω)/Γ} forms an open cover and (U3 ∪Ω)/Γ is paracompact orbifold.

Now, a locally finite subcover U0 = {u(xj), j = 1, 2, ...}, can be chosen from the open
covering U . Let {η̃j} represent a smooth partition of unity subordinate to this subcover U0.
Specifically, each η̃j is a smooth function on (U3 ∪ Ω)/Γ with support contained in u(xj)

such that
∑

j η̃j(Z) = 1 for all Z ∈ (U3 ∪ Ω)/Γ. For each j, select a single component
U(xj) of π−1(u(xj)). If xj ∈ S̃cusp,i for some i, it is required that U(xj) ⊂ R ∪ κi(R). If
xj ∈ S̃con,i for some i, it is required that U(xj) ⊂ (R) ∪ τi(R) ∪ · · · ∪ τmi−1

i (R).
The function η̃j is then mapped to the region of discontinuity as follows:

ηj(Z) =

{
η̃j(π(Z)), Z ∈ U(xj),

0 , Z ∈ (U3 ∪ Ω)\U(xj).
(D.1)

It is evident that ηj(Z) ∈ C∞(U3 ∪ Ω). Finally, a function satisfying all three conditions
required for a partition of unity on the region of discontinuity is constructed as:

η(Z) =

∞∑
j=1

ηj(Z)

N(xj)
, Z ∈ U3 ∪ Ω. (D.2)

Once the partition of unity, η(Z), is established, the Γ-automorphic regularizing surface
is defined as

f(Z) =
∑
γ∈Γ

η(γZ)f̂(γZ). (D.3)

where

f̂(Z) =

{
reφ(z)/2, r ≤ ε/2,

1 , r ≥ ε.
(D.4)

By property (2) of Lemma 1, for every Z ∈ U3∪Ω, the sum involves only finitely many
nonzero terms, ensuring that the function f is well-defined. Furthermore, properties (1)
and (3) of Lemma 1 guarantee that f is positive on U3∪Ω. Note that the regularized action
constructed with this Γ-automorphic regularizing surface is also invariant under Γ action,
which is why we employed it.

We now determine the asymptotic behavior of f(Z) in (D.3), as it is essential for
computing the regularized bulk volume in Section 2. According to equation (2.11), we find
the following expressions for transformed coordinates under the action of γ,

z(γZ) = γ(z)− 1

2
γ′(z)

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)
r2 +O(r4),

t(γZ) = |γ′(z)| r − 1

4

|γ′′(z)|2

|γ′(z)|
r3 +O(r5).

(D.5)
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This leads to the transformation of φ(γ(z)) as follows:

φ(γZ) = φ

(
γ(z)− 1

2
γ′(z)

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)
r2 +O(r4)

)

= φ(γ(z))− 1

2
γ′(z)

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)
r2φ′(γ(z)) +O(r4)

= φ(γ(z))− 1

2

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)
r2

d

dz
(φ(γz)) +O(r4)

= φ(z)− log |γ′(z)|2 − 1

2

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

(
φ′(z)− γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

)
r2 +O(r4),

(D.6)

where from the second line to the third line, the chain rule 1
γ′(z)

d
dz (φ(γz)) = φ′(γz) and

from the third line to the fourth line, the relation φ ◦ γ(z) = φ(z)− log |γ′(z)|2 is used. For
instance, according to (A.1), in the limit as z → zi near each conical singularity, φ(γ(z))
has the following form:

φ(γ(z)) = −2

(
1− 1

mi

)
log |γ(z)− γ(zi)|+ log

4
∣∣∣J (i)

1 (γ(z))
∣∣∣− 2

mi

m2
i

+ O(1)

= −2

(
1− 1

mi

)
log
∣∣(z − zi)γ

′(zi)
∣∣+ log

4
∣∣∣J (i)

1 γ′(z)
∣∣∣− 2

mi

m2
i

+ O(1)

= φ(z)− log
∣∣γ′(z)∣∣2 .

(D.7)

The same conclusion can also be drawn near each puncture. Exponentiating (D.6), we
obtain:

eφ(γZ)/2 = eφ(z)/2
1

|γ′(z)|

(
1− 1

4

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

(
φ′(z)− γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

)
r2 +O(r4)

)
. (D.8)

Consequently, from (D.5) and (D.8) for f̂ in (D.4), we find

f̂(γZ) = reφ(z)/2 − 1

2

γ′′(z)

γ′(z)
eφ(z)/2φ′(z) r3 +O(r5). (D.9)

Finally, plugging this into f(Z) in (D.3), one finds

f(Z) = reφ(z)/2 − 1

2
eφ(z)/2φ′(z)

∑
γ∈Γ

η(γZ)
γ′′(z)

γ′(z)

 r3 +O(r5). (D.10)

Note that the O(r3) term depends on γ through coefficients c and d, complicating the
summation over γ. However, only the leading term contributes to the renormalized volume
calculation, so this dependency is not problematic.

Before concluding this appendix, we introduce an alternative regularization method for
addressing conical singularities, which extends the regularization used to obtain (2.13). In
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the presence of conical singularity (with branching number mi) at z = zi on the conformal
boundary, the three-dimensional bulk metric, near each singularity, changes to39

ds2Conical =
dr2

r2
+

1

r2
a2i

(z − zi)1−ai(z̄ − z̄i)1−ai
dzdz̄, ai = 1− 1/mi (D.11)

A viable generalization of the set of transformations (2.12), which preserves the form of
metric (D.11) near each conical singularity, could easily be found to be

z(γZ) = γ(z) +O(r2),

z̄(γZ) = γ(z) +O(r2),

r(γZ) = |γ′|ai r +O(r3).

(D.12)

According to the asymptotic form of the field φ near each singularity (see Appendix A),
the automorphic function f with respect to the transformation (D.12) is given by

f(Z) = r eφ(z)/2 +O
(
r3 (z − zi)

1/mi−1 (γ′′′(zi)/3γ
′(zi)

1−1/mi)
)

as r → 0. (D.13)

At leading order, which serves a key role in determining the renormalized volume, the result
matches that of the alternative regularization in (D.10).
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