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SYMPLECTIC COORDINATES ON THE DEFORMATION
SPACES OF CONVEX PROJECTIVE STRUCTURES ON
2-ORBIFOLDS

SUHYOUNG CHOI AND HONGTAEK JUNG

ABSTRACT. Let O be a closed orientable 2-orbifold of negative Euler charac-
teristic. Huebschmann constructed the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman type symplectic
form w on the deformation space C(O) of convex projective structures on O.
We show that the deformation space C(O) of convex projective structures on
O admits a global Darboux coordinates system with respect to w. To this end,
we show that C(O) can be decomposed into smaller symplectic spaces. In the
course of the proof, we also study the deformation space C(O) for an orbifold
O with boundary and construct the symplectic form on the deformation space
of convex projective structures on O with fixed boundary holonomy.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Let O be a closed orientable 2-orbifold of negative Euler char-
acteristic. In this paper we study the deformation space C(O) of convex projective
structures on O and its symplectic nature.

It is a classical result that the Teichmiller space T(S) of a given orientable
closed hyperbolic surface S with genus g admits a global Darboux coordinates
system [38]. In this case the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates system is the one where
the Weil-Petersson symplectic form wy p can be written in the standard form:

3g—3
wwp = Y, dt; A db;.
i=1

The Teichmiiller space T (S) for a closed surface S can be generalized in many
directions. One way to do this starts from regarding 7 (S) as the set of conjugacy
classes of discrete faithful representations of m1(S) into PSLa(R). Since there is
a unique (up to conjugation) irreducible representation PSLz(R) — PSL, (R) for
each n, we can canonically embed 7 (S) into Hom (7 (S), PSL,,(R))/ PSL,,(R). We
call the image of this embedding the Fuchsian locus and call each element in the
Fuchsian locus a Fuchsian character. The Hitchin component Hit,,(S) is then de-
fined by a connected component of Hom(w(S), PSL,(R))/PSL,,(R) that contains
a Fuchsian character. This “higher Teichmiiller space” has been studied by many
people including Hitchin [I8], Goldman [I5] [12], Choi-Goldman [7], Labourie [26],
and Guichard-Wienhard [16].

Due to Goldman [12], we know that the Hitchin components also carry the
symplectic form so called Atiyah-Bott-Goldman form wapg which is a natural
generalization of wyp. Their symplectic nature has been extensively studied by
Sun-Zhang [33], Sun-Zhang-Wienhard [32] and they proved that (Hit,(S),wapc)
admits a global Darboux coordinates system. Using a different method, the authors
[9) also obtained the same result for Hits(.5).
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Another direction is to generalize a surface S to an orbifold O. Thurston’s lec-
ture note [34], for instance, contains some results about the Teichmiiller spaces of
orbifolds.

In this paper we proceed in both directions and study symplectic nature of the
“Hitchin components” of orbifolds via convex projective geometry. Our approach is
geometric and works mostly for PSL3(R). Recently Alessandrini-Lee-Schaffhauser
[2] gave a generalization of Hitchin components of orbifolds by using equivariant
Higgs bundle theory.

1.2. Statement of results. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative
Euler characteristic, and I' := 79™(0O) its orbifold fundamental group. Denote by
C(O) the deformation space of convex projective structures on O with principal
geodesic boundary.

We can relate C(O) to an algebraic object. For this, we define the set of so-called
good representations

Homg(T", PSL,,(R)) := {p € Hom(I", PSL,,(R)) | Z(p) = {1} and p is irreducible},

where Z(p) denotes the centralizer of p. Our target object is the smooth part of
the character variety X, (T"), which is defined by

X,,(T) := Homy(T, PSL,,(R))/ PSL,(R).

It is known that X, (T") is a smooth manifold and X3(I") contains C(O) as an open
subspace.

Suppose that O has b > 0 boundary components. For each oriented boundary
component ;, choose an element z; € 7¢™?(0O) that is freely homotopic to ¢;. We call
such z; a primitive peripheral element for ;. An element in PSL,, (R) is hyperbolic
if it lifts to SL,(R) a diagonalizable matrix with n distinct positive eigenvalues.
We also choose a set of PSL,, (R)-conjugacy classes # = {By,- - , By} of hyperbolic
elements and define C#(O) to be a subspace of C(Q) whose ith oriented boundary
holonomy is in B;. The algebraic counterparts for C#(0O) are the following spaces:

Homfg(F,PSLn(R)) := {p € Homg(T", PSL,,(R)) | p(2;) € B;}

and
X7 () := Hom? (I, PSL,,(R))/PSL, (R).
It is also known that X ?(T") is an embedded submanifold of X,,(T') and C#(0O) is
an open subspace of X5 (T).
In our first main theorem, we construct a symplectic form on X% (T). In fact we
construct an equivariantly closed 2-form on a neighborhood of HomZ (T, PSL,, (R))
which is reduced to a symplectic form on XZ(T).

Theorem 1.1. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler character-
istic. Let G = PSL,(R). Choose a set B of conjugacy classes of hyperbolic elements
in G. Then there is a neighborhood of HomZ(n¢™(0),G) and an equivariantly
closed 2-form w such that the restriction of w to HomZ(n¢™(0), G) descends to a
symplectic form w® on XZ(n¢™(0)). In particular for n = 3, w® is a symplectic
form on C#(0).

Goldman [I2] studied the symplectic structure on X, (71(S)) for a closed hyper-
bolic surface S. After his work, Huebschmann [2I], Karshon [23] also gave their
own constructions of the symplectic form on A, (m1(S5)). Huebschmann [20] ex-
tended his work to X, (79™°(0)) where O is a closed orientable hyperbolic orbifold.
Guruprasad-Huebschmann-Jeffrey-Weinstein [17] generalized the construction to
XZ(m1(S)) for a compact orientable hyperbolic surface S with boundary. Our work
is mainly based on [12], [20] and [I7] and covers all previous cases.
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We first construct a 2-form wpp using the Poincaré duality for the group pair
(9™ (0),S) where S = {(z1),---,{z)} is the set of cyclic subgroups of 7¢™(O)
each of which is generated by the primitive peripheral element z; € 7$™(0O).
We show that (7{*®(0),S) is a PD2-pair, meaning that there is a fundamental
class [0, 00] € Ha(79™(0), S;R) such that the cap product H?(79™(0),S;R) —
Ho(79™(0); R) = R is an isomorphism. The 2-form wpp so obtained is the pull-
back of the well-known Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form on X% (7 (X)) for
some compact surface X(,.

To find the equivariantly closed 2-form on a neighborhood of Hom? (79™(0), @),
we use the equivariant de Rham complex and Cartan-Maurer calculus. Then we
show that after taking the reduction, this 2-form coincides up to sign with the
symplectic form wpp on XZ(79™0(0)).

A 1-dimensional suborbifold of O is said to be full if it is based on an arc
ending at cone points of order 2 in 0. Choose pairwise disjoint essential simple
closed curves or full 1-suborbifolds {1, -+, &} such that the completion of each
connected component O; of O\ UZ’; &; has also negative Euler characteristic. Say
&1y, &m, are simple closed curves and &y, 11, - - , Emy +m, are full 1-suborbifolds,
so that m = mj + msy. By using our previous work [9], we show that there is an
Hamiltonian RM-action, M = 2m; + ma, on C#(O) with a moment map p such
that the Marsden-Weinstein quotient p~!(y)/RM exists for each y in the image of

-
For suitably chosen %y, --- , %, there is a map

SPy : uH (y)/RM — €71 (01) x -+ x C71(Oy)

that is induced from restrictions to each subgroup 7$™(0;) < 7™ (0). Theorem
implies that the right hand side admits the symplectic form w® @ --- @ w®".
Then we have the following symplectic decomposition theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler charac-
teristic. Let {&1,--+ ,&m} be a set of pairwise disjoint essential simple closed curves
or full 1-suborbifolds such that the completion of each connected component O; of
O\U", & has also negative Euler characteristic. Then the map

SPl : pHy)/RM — %1 (O) x -+ x CP1(Oy)
defined above is a symplectomorphism.

The essential part of Theorem is that the splitting map also preserves some
symplectic information. This is a consequence of the following more general local
decomposition theorem, whose proof is given in section [5.1

Theorem 1.3. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative FEuler charac-
teristic. Let {&1,--- ,&m} be pairwise disjoint essential simple closed curves or full
1-suborbifolds such that the completions of the connected components O1,--- , O of
O\U/™, & have also negative Euler characteristic. For each i, let v; : m9™(0;) —
79 (O) be the inclusion. Let [p] € XZ(m{™(O)) be such that, with a nice choice of

B, [pori] € XP(0;) for eachi. Then
!
wO([u], [v]) = Z W (uf [l o [v])

for all [u]a [U] € Héar(ﬂ—(frb(o)a S; g) where § = {<Zl>7 T ><Zb>> <€1>, T v<§m>}

Strategy for proving Theorem is the same as that of our previous paper [9].
The essential difference is that the splitting can happen along a full 1-suborbifold.
We will exhibit how the fundamental cycle of our orbifold is decomposed when we
do splitting along a full 1-suborbifold.
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By following the framework of [9], we can show our main theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let O be a closed oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler characteris-
tic. Then the deformation space C(O) of convex projective structures admits a global
Darbouz coordinates system with respect to w©.

One may conceive to generalize Theorem to PSL,, (R)-Hitchin components of
orbifolds in the sense of [2]. Indeed, some ingredients involved in Theorem [1.4] work
in the generality: Theorem I.1and Theorem|[I.3|hold verbatim for general PSL,, (R)-
Hitchin components and Theorem seems to work with a minor modification on
the statement. The major obstacle is, however, the lack of global symplectic co-
ordinates on PSL,,(R)-Hitchin components of elementary orbifolds. Choi-Goldman
coordinates used in this paper are based on convex projective geometry and it seems
hard to promote them to the general setting. Once we resolve this setback, we may
apply our relevant tools to prove Theorem for PSL,,(R)-Hitchin components of
orbifolds.

1.3. Organization of the paper. Section[2]is about basic concepts related to orb-
ifolds, convex projective structures, deformation spaces and character varieties. We
also review geometric splitting operations which play an important role throughout
this paper.

In section [3] we review the theory of group cohomology and parabolic group
cohomology. To compute the parabolic group cohomology we introduce various
projective resolutions. By using these resolutions and their relations, we show that
orbifold fundamental groups have a finite length projective resolution. This fact
will be intensively used in the next section.

In section [4] we construct the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman type symplectic form on
the deformation space of convex projective structures on a given compact oriented
2-orbifold O of negative Euler characteristic that has only cone singularities as well
as an equivariant closed 2-form on a neighborhood of Hom? (7¢"™(0), G). Using the
Poincaré duality we construct the 2-form wpp on X7 (7§*>(0)) and show that this
2-form is the pull-back of some symplectic form. Then we utilizes the equivariant
de Rham complex to find an equivariantly closed 2-form wgy on a neighborhood of
HomZ (7**(0), G). We argue that this 2-form restricts on HomZ (7**(0), G) to
—wpp after the reduction.

Section [p|is devoted to prove our main theorem. The proof goes almost parallel
to that of our previous paper [9] for closed surface. We prove the local and global
decomposition theorems. By using this decomposition theorem we can find a fiber
bundle structure whose fibers are Lagrangian. Then apply our version of action-
angle principle to get the main result.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to appreciate J. Huebschmann for
helpful communication. The second author also wishes to give special thanks to
Kyeongro Kim.

2. ORBIFOLDS AND THEIR CONVEX PROJECTIVE STRUCTURES

In this section, we introduce our two main objects of interest; orbifolds and
convex projective structures.

We give a concise introduction to orbifolds in section We also summarize
important facts on 2-orbifolds, which include the Euler characteristic, orbifold fun-
damental groups, classification of singularities.

In section we introduce convex projective structures and their deformation
space. We also introduce the space of representations and character varieties. A
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theorem of Choi-Goldman, Theorem provides the link between the deformation
spaces and the character varieties.

In the last section [2:3] we introduce splitting operations that split a given convex
projective orbifold into smaller convex projective orbifolds. One should note that
this operations are not only topological but also geometric. The splitting operations
play an essential role throughout this paper.

Most material in this section is based on Thurston [34], Choi [6], Goldman [I5],
and Choi-Goldman [8].

2.1. Orbifolds. An orbifold is a generalization of a manifold that allows some
singular points. We adopt the chart and atlas style approach to orbifolds. Another
more abstract definition using étale groupoid can be found, for instance, in [4] and
[1]. Here, we only study 2-orbifolds.

Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff topological space. An orbifold chart (U, T, )
at © € X consists of an 1 open neighborhood U of z, a finite group I acting eﬁectlvely
on an open subspace U of R? as dlffeomorphlsms and a I'-invariant map ¢ : U—>U
that induces the homeomorphism ¢’ : U/T" — U. In this case, we say that (U,T) is
a model pair of x. Two orbifold charts (U1,T'1, 1) and (U, T, @) are said to be
compatible if each point x € Uy n Uy has a chart (V,T', ) with, for each i = 1 2, an
injective homomorphism f; : I' - I'; and a f;-equivariant embedding #; : V — Ui
such that the following diagram

’

1% VI——V
Pi l l linclusion
U; — Us/ (T Ui/T i; Ui
commutes for each i = 1,2. We call the maps f;, ¢ = 1,2, transition lifts. An

orbifold atlas on X is a set of compatible orbifold charts that covers X. An 2-
orbifold is a paracompact Hausdorff topological space equipped with a maximal
orbifold atlas. Unless otherwise stated, we assume that the underlying topological
space is connected.

We can also define an orbifold with boundary by allowing model pairs of the form
(U,T) where U is an open subset of R% = {(z1,72) € R? |25 > 0}. In this case we
define the boundary dO of an orbifold O with boundary by the set of x € O that
has an orbifold chart (U, T, ) such that (U,T) = (R2,{1}) and 4(0) =

Remark 2.1. For a 2-orbifold O, the underlying space X is always a surface. In
general, 0O is not the same as 0X¢.

Suppose that, for a maximal orbifold atlas, each chart U is given an orientation
and all transition lifts preserves are orientation preserving. Then the 2-orbifold is
called oriented. The collections of orientations on the models are called the orien-
tation.

Given two orbifolds O; and O, a continuous map f : O; — Qs is called an
orbifold map if, for each = € Oy, there is an orbifold chart (Uy,I'1,¢1) at x and
(U3, T3, p2) at f(z) such that f|y, has an h-equivariant lift f: U, — U, with
respect to a homomorphism h : 'y — I's.

Suppose that we are given an orbifold O. An orbifold O’ with an orbifold map
f: O — O is called a covering of O if each point z € O has an orbifold chart
(U,T,¢) such that for each component U; of f~(U), there is a subgroup I'; of
I" and an orbifold diffeomorphism ; : U /T; — U; such that ¢ = fo; 0q;
where ¢; : U — (7/1’1 is the quotient map. A covering O — O of O that has the
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universal lifting property is called a universal covering orbifold of O. It is known
that every orbifold has a universal covering orbifold O. We call the group of deck
transformations of the universal cover O — O the orbifold fundamental group and
denote it by 7¢™(0).

Finally, we present some facts. Let O be an orientable 2-orbifold.

e Each singular point = of O is a cone point of order r; that is, x has a model
pair (R?,Z/r) where Z/r acts on R? as a group of rotations.

e The underlying space X of the 2-orbifold O is always a topological mani-
fold possibly with boundary.

e The 2-orbifold O is compact if the underlying space X is compact. In this
case, the set of cone points is necessarily discrete.

e The Euler characteristic of O with cone points of order rq,--- ,7. equals
- 1
0) =x(Xo) — 1—-—
X(0) = X(Xo) -3} (1-7)

where X is the underlying topological space of O.

e The genus of O is the genus of its underlying space.

e We say that O is hyperbolic if O can be realized as a quotient orbifold
H?2/T for some discrete subgroup I' = PSLy(R). Compact orientable O is
hyperbolic if and only x(O) < 0.

2.2. Convex projective structures. We can equip a given orbifold with some ad-
ditional structure. Our main interest is the real projective structures on 2-orbifolds
and their deformation space. This deformation space is closely related to the Hitchin
component of the character variety. Throughout this section O denotes a compact
2-orbifold.

The real projective plane RP? is the quotient space (R3\{0})/ ~ where the equiv-
alence relation is given by x ~ y if and only if z = Ay for some nonzero real number
A. Hence each point of RP? represents a 1-dimensional subspace in R3. A geodesic
line in RP? represents a 2-dimensional subspace in R3.

Recall that the projective linear group PSL3(R) acts on RP?. This action induces
a simply transitive action on

(RP?)D = {(x1, 29, 23, 24) € (RP?)? | 21, 20, 3, ¥4 are in general position}.

An element g € SL3(R) is hyperbolic if g is conjugate to a matrix of the form

A 0 0
0 X O
0 0 As

with \; > A2 > A3 > 0. We denote by Hyp™ the set of hyperbolic elements in
SL3(R).

A hyperbolic element ¢ has exactly three distinct fixed points in RP?. The at-
tracting fixed point is the one corresponding to the largest eigenvalue \;. The
repelling fixed point is the attracting fixed point of g—'. The remaining fixed point
is called the saddle. A principal line of a hyperbolic element g is the geodesic line
passing through attracting and repelling fixed points of g. A principal segment of
g € Hyp™ is an open geodesic line segment joining the attracting fixed point and
the repelhng fixed point of g. A closed curve £ on O is a principal geodesic if for
its lift § R — (9 dev o § develops to a principal segment of a hyperbolic element
h(é) where § is the deck transformation corresponding to f

Now we define what we mean by a real projective structure on O.

Definition 2.2. A real projective structure on a given 2-orbifold O consists of
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e a homomorphism h : 7$*™*(O) — PSL3(R) called the holonomy and
e a h-equivariant orbifold map dev : O — RP? called the developing map.
Suppose 00 # . A real projective structure (h,dev) on O satisfies the principal
geodesic boundary condition if each boundary component is a principal geodesic.
The pair (h,dev) is called the developing pair. Two developing pairs (h,dev)
and (h',dev’) are equivalent if there is g € PGL3(R) such that dev’ = gdev and
h'(-) = gh()g~"
One special property that we are interested in is the convexity of projective
structures which is defined as follow

Definition 2.3. A real projective structure (h,dev) on a 2-orbifold O is convex
if dev(O) is convex domain in RP?, i.e., there is an affine patch of RP? containing

~ ~

dev(0) and dev(0O) is a convex subset of it.

Hence by a convex projective structure on O we mean a developing pair (h,dev)

such that dev(Q) is convex. A convez real projective structure with principal geo-
desic boundary on O is one that satisfies the principal geodesic boundary condition.

Lemma 2.4. Let O be a compact orientable convex projective 2-orbifold of negative
Euler characteristic. Then every closed essential simple closed curve & is isotopic
to a unique closed principal geodesic in O. Moreover, h(§) is a hyperbolic element.

Now we can define the deformation space RP?(0) of projective structures on a
given compact 2-orbifold O. We say two projective structures (h, dev) and (h’, dev’)
are isotopic if there is a diffeomorphism f : O — @ commuting with 79 (O) such
that dev’ = devof and h’ = h. This isotopy equivalence and the G-action equiv-
alence in Definition generate an equivalence relation. The quotient space is the
deformation space RP*(O) of projective structures on O. (See Section 6.2 of [6]
where the G-action and the isotopy action are acting left and right respectively and
hence they commute. See also Goldman [14])

We also define the deformation space C(Q) of convex projective structures on
O as a subspace of RP? (O) that consists of equivalent classes of convex projective
structures with principal geodesic boundary.

To relate C(Q) with an algebraic object, we define so called the character variety
of I' := m§*®(0). The space of representations Hom(I', PSL,,(R)) can be regarded as
an affine algebraic set of PSL,,(R)Y for some N. In general Hom(T, PSL,,(R)) may
have a lot of singularities. In Corollary we will see that a sufficient condition
for p € Hom(T', PSL,(R)) being smooth is H?(I';g,) = 0. Here g, is the Lie algebra
of PSL, (R) regarded as a RI-module with the I'-action given by Ad op.

Consider

Homg(T', PSL,, (R)) := {p € Hom(T', PSL,,(R)) | Z(p) = {1} and p is irreducible},

where

Z(p) == {g € PSL,(R) [ gp(7) = p(7)g for all v e T'}
is the centralizer of p. This subspace Homg (T, PSL,(R)) < Hom(T', PSL,(R)) is
nonempty and open. The following lemma suggests that Homg (T, PSL,, (R)) is smooth.

Lemma 2.5. H*(T;g,) = 0 for all p € Hom,(I', PSL, (R)).

Proof. For the sake of convenience, we write simply g in place of g,,.

Take a finite index torsion-free normal subgroup IV of I'. Then I" is the funda-
mental group of a surface of negative Euler characteristic, say S.

Because IV is a normal subgroup of finite index, we have the transfer map tr :
H*(I";9) — H*(T;g) [35, Section 6.7.16]. This map is induced from the average
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map tr: HO(T";g) — H°(T; g) given by X — ﬁ ZneF/F, nX. It is known that
H*(T;g) ™5 H*(I";g) = H*(T'; g)

is the multiplication by the index [T : I'] and therefore is an isomorphism in our
setting. Here, res : H*(T';g) — H*(I”;g) is the restriction map induced from the
inclusion I'" — T'. Regarding this fact, we refer the readers to Weibel [35, Lemma
6.7.17]. In particular res is injective and tr is surjective.

If S has nonempty boundary, then I' is a free group and we have H?(I';g) = 0.
Since res : H?(T';g) — H?(I";g) = 0 is injective, H2(I'; g) = 0 as well.

Suppose now that S is closed. Since g admits an Ad-invariant nondegenerate
bilinear form, we have the isomorphism

D:H*(I";9) — H(I";9)* = H'(I"; 9)
arisen from the Poincaré duality. Recall that the restriction map res : H?(T; g) —
H?(I';g) is the same as the edge map H?(I';g) — H°([/T'; H?(I';g)) in the
Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence. This shows that the image of the re-

striction map in H?(I"”; g) is the set of fixed points of H?(I'; g) under the action of
the finite group I'/T”. It follows that

H(I;9) ™5 H*(I'g) = H(T/I"; HO(I'; ) < H(I's 9)
is injective. The Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence yields
H°(T/T"; H'(I";9)) = H(T; 9).
Because H°(T; g) = 0 by the assumption one can conclude that H?(I';g) =0. O

Remark 2.6. Lemma is also proven in Porti’s paper [30, Proposition 3.4] with
somewhat different techniques which appeared after this manuscript.

Now we take the quotient of Homg(T', PSL,(R)) by the conjugation action of
PSL,,(R). This action of PSL,(R) on Homs(T', PSL,, (R)) is free as Z(p) = {1} for
all p € Homg(T", PSL,(R)). Moreover, due to Kim [25, Lemma 1], the action on
Homs(T', PSL,, (R)) is proper. This allows us to define the smooth manifold

X,,(T) := Homy(T, PSL,,(R))/ PSL,(R).

The space Homg (7$™?(O), PSL3(R)) contains special elements. Let O be a closed
orientable hyperbolic 2-orbifold. A Fuchsian representation is a representation that
is of the form 7™ (0) 5 PO(2,1) < PSL3(R) where pr : 79™(0) — PO(2,1) is a
discrete faithful representation that corresponds to an element of the Teichmiiller

space. We denote by Cr (7™ (0)) the connected component of Homg (792 (0), PSL3(R))

that contains the Fuchsian representations.

Now assume that 0O # . We define Fuchsian representations as we did for the
closed orbifolds case. Then Cr(m§™(0O)) is defined to be the set of representations in
Homg (7$*?(O), PSL3(R)) that can be continuously deformed to a Fuchsian through
a path p; such that p;(¢) is hyperbolic for all ¢ and for all boundary component (.

Theorem 2.7 (Choi-Goldman [8]). Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of
negative Fuler characteristic. Then the holonomy map
Hol : C(0) — Cr (7™ (0))/PSL3(R)

mapping an equivalent class [(h,dev)]| of developing pair of convez real projective
structure with principal geodesic boundary to the conjugacy class [h] of its holonomy
representation is a homeomorphism onto its image.

Remark 2.8. One can say that C(7™(0))/PSL3(R) is the Hitchin component for
an orbifold @. Another approach to this object is recently made by Alessandrini-
Lee-Schaffhauser [2].
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In light of Theorem we identify C(O) with its image in C7(7¢"™(0))/PSL3(R)
from now on. By pulling back the smooth structure of Cr(7§*>(0))/PSL3(R) by the
map Hol, we can equip C(Q) with the smooth structure.

Suppose that O has b boundary components. Recall that an elements in 79™(O)
is called primitive peripheral if it is freely homotopic to a oriented boundary compo-
nent of O. Choose primitive peripheral elements 21, - - , 2z, € m9"™(O) representing
each boundary component. Let I' := 7¢"™(O). Let & = {By,---, By} be a set of
conjugacy classes of hyperbolic elements in PSL,,(R), i.e., which can be lifted to
diagonalizable matrices in SL, (R) with n distinct positive eigenvalues. For later
use, we define

Hom?Z (T, PSL, (R)) := {p € Homg(T', PSL,,(R) | p(z;) € B; for i = 1,2,--- ,b}
and
XZ(T') := HomZ? (T, PSL,,(R))/ PSL, (R).
We also define C#(Q) in the same manner. Then C#(0) is a submanifolds of X (T").
We end this section by mentioning the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Fuler charac-
teristic. The holonomy p of C(O) is strongly irreducible and Z(p) = {1}.

Proof. We note that every finite index subgroup I' of 7¢™°(O) admits a further finite
index normal subgroup which is isomorphic to a surface group say I'". Since p|r is
in the PSL3(R)-Hitchin component, it is irreducible. Therefore p|r itself must be
irreducible.

The second assertion follows from a modified version of Schur’s lemma: If g €
GL,(R) is a automorphism on an irreducible 7§*(O)-module that has at least
one eigenvector then g is a scalar. Note that, when n = 3, we have SL3(R) =
PSL3(R). O

Remark 2.10. Schur’s Lemma used in the proof of Lemma [2.9| reveals that if n is
odd, the Lie group G = PSL,(R) has the property CI in the sense of Sikora [31].
Namely, for any irreducible subgroup H < G, the centralizer Z(H) is the same
as the center of G. Consequently, we may drop the condition Z(p) = {1} in the
definition of Homg(T', PSL,,(R)) when n is odd.

2.3. Splitting convex projective 2-orbifolds. Let O be a convex projective
compact oriented 2-orbifold with genus g, b boundary components and ¢ cone points
of orders ry,--- ,r.. Let [h] be a (conjugacy class) of the holonomy representation
for the convex projective structure on O.

Choose a canonical presentation

) b
.= ﬂ.(fl" (O) =<x17y1a"' 7xgaygazl7"' y Rby S1y " ,SC|I‘=I‘1 = =T = 1>
where
g b c
r=[lewl [ ]2 [
i=1 j=1 k=1
and wherer; = s;*,i=1,2,--- ,c. We also choose conjugacy classes = {B1,--- , By}

and consider C#(0O) the deformation space of convex projective structures on O
with fixed boundary holonomies, h(z;) € B;, i =1,2,--- ,b.

Splitting along a full 1-suborbifold. Suppose that O has ¢, = 2 numbers of order two
cone points. Let s1,--- , s, be the corresponding order two generators of 7$**(O).
A full 1-suborbifold is an embedded 1-suborbifold which is a segment with both
endpoints being mirror points. Topologically a full 1-suborbifold is the image under
the projection O— Oofa segment that contains exactly two fixed points of order 2

elements of 7T(1)rb(0> at its endpoints. Given a convex projective structure (h,dev)
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on O with principal geodesic boundary, a full 1-suborbifold £ in O is principal if

it has a lift £ in O such that dev(¢) is a principal segment for some hyperbolic
element in h(7§™*(0)).

Lemma 2.11 (see also Section 3.3 of Choi-Goldman [8]). Let O be a compact
orientable 2-orbifold with negative Euler characteristic. Let (h,dev) be a convex
projective structure on O with principal geodesic boundary. Let s1 and so be distinct
order two elements of w9 (0O). Then, h(sysq) is hyperbolic and is conjugate to a

matriz of the form
A0
01 0
0 0 A

for some A > 1.

Proof. Let Q = dev(O) be a convex domain in RP? associated to (h,dev). The
set of fixed points of an order two rotation consists of a projective geodesic and an
isolated point away from the geodesic. Let I; be the fixed geodesic of h(s;) and p;
be the isolated fixed point of h(s;) respectively. Observe that I; and Iy are disjoint
from the closure of {2, meanwhile p; and ps are in €2. Moreover, we know that [; # Io
and py # pe, otherwise, h(s;) and h(sz) become identical. The two geodesics [; and
l, must intersect in RP? at a single point say go. This gq is a fixed point of h(sys9)
with eigenvalue 1. Now draw a geodesic line [ joining p; and ps. Because {2 is convex,
this [ intersects 0€) at exactly two points, say ¢; and g2. Since [ is invariant under
h(s1s2), ¢1 and g2 are fixed points of h(sjss). This shows that h(s;ss) has three
distinct eigenvectors, hence, the lemma follows. O

Given order 2 cone points p; and po, a geodesic full 1-suborbifold joining p; and
po is principal because a geodesic segment joining the isolated fixed points of h(s;)
and h(sg) lies on a principal segment of h(s;ss) as we can see from the proof of
Lemma 2111

Suppose that £ is any full 1-suborbifold between order two cone points p; and
pa2. Due to Lemma 4.1 of Choi-Goldman [§] we can isotope ¢ to a principal full 1-
suborbifold provided O\¢ has negative Euler characteristic. We use the same letter
& to denote this principal full 1-suborbifold. Then the convex projective structure
with principal boundary condition on O induces the canonical convex projective
structure with principal boundary condition on the completion of O\¢. We thus get
the splitting map SP : C(O) — C(O\¢) that equips O\¢ with this canonical convex
projective structure.

This map can be best understood in terms of its effect on the holonomy repre-
sentation. To describe this, we observe that 7™ (O\¢) is a subgroup of 7™ (0) and
7P (O\¢) admits a presentation

g b+1 c
<I1,y1, 3 LgyYgy Ryt 5 Zby Rb41553, 84, 5 Se | H[x77y1] H Zi Hsia
i=1 1=1 1=3

sg2 = =gl =1)

w3

where the inclusion ¢ : 7™ (O\¢) — 79*®(0) is induced from the set map on the
generating set
Li = Tiy  Yi > Yi, Si—> Si
Zi 7> Zi, i:1a2a"'7b

Zp41 > 5182
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This inclusion induces the smooth map * : X3(7$™(0)) — X3(7$™(O\E)) defined
by [p] — [p o t]. Then the following relation holds

Holo SP = .* o Hol.

Splitting along a essential simple closed curves. Let Xo be an underlying space of
O. Let X be the set of singularities and let X{, := Xo\Xp. By an essential simple
closed curve in O we mean a simple closed curve in X, that is not homotopic to
a point, a boundary component or a puncture. Let £ be an essential simple closed
curve in O. If each connected component of O\¢ has negative Euler characteristic,
then by Lemma 4.1 of Choi-Goldman [8], £ can be isotoped to a principal closed
geodesic, which is denoted again by £. Because h(€) is in Hyp™, the convex projec-
tive structure with principal boundary condition on O induces the canonical convex
projective structure with principal boundary condition on O\§.

The effect of splitting along ¢ varies by connectedness of O\¢. If O\¢ is dis-
connected and has two connected components O and Oy, we have the splitting
map SP : C(O) — C(O01) x C(O3) that assigns the induced convex projective
structure on each O;. At the same time, we can decompose 7™ (Q) into the amal-
gamated product of m{™(O) = 7¢™(O1) »¢ 7Y™ (Oz). Let ¢; denote the inclusions
7P (0;) — 7™ (0) that induce the maps ¥ : X3(79™(0)) — A3(79™(0;)) as
above. Then we have

(Hol; x Holy) o SP = (1] x ¢5) o Hol.

If £ is non-separating so that O\¢ =: Op remains connected, we have the splitting
map SP : C(O) — C(Oyp) and the decomposition of 7¢™(O) into the HNN-extension
7™ (O )*¢ ¢1. Denote by ¢ : m§™(0p) — m¢™(O) the inclusion with the induced
map * 1 X3(7¢P(0)) — A3(79™(0p)). Then we have the relation Hol o SP =
t* o Hol.

Splitting along a family. Now we treat a general situation. Let {&1, -+ ,&n} be a
set of pairwise disjoint essential simple closed curves or full 1-suborbifolds. Suppose
that each connected component of O\ U;il &; has also negative Euler characteris-
tic. As we did above, we can isotope 1, - - - , &, to pairwise disjoint principal simple
closed geodesics or principal full 1-suborbifolds. The resulting principal geodesics
and principal full 1-suborbifolds will be denoted by the same letters &1, - -+ ,&,,. Let
04, -+, 0, be the completions of connected components of O\ UZ’;l &;. The convex
projective structure with principal boundary on O induces the convex projective
structure with principal boundary on each O;. By construction, we know that for
each i, the boundary holonomies of O; are hyperbolic. Therefore this splitting op-
eration induces the splitting map

SP:C(O) - C(Oy) x --- x C(O)).
As we described above, the holonomy h; of the induced convex projective struc-
ture on each O; is the restriction of h to the subgroup 7§**(0;) < 7**(0). In

other words if we denote the inclusion 79™(0;) — 7™ (O) by t;, we have the
commutative diagram

c(0) SP C(O1) x -+ x C(O)
iHol \LH011><~--><H011
Xs(n™(0)) X (m9™(01)) % - -+ x Xa(w§™(Or))

¥

where ¢* is given by (*([h]) = ([ho ], [hows], -, [hoy]).
We will see that the map SP is a submersion but is not an injection. Pasting
and folding are the processes that produce a section of SP.
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3. PRELIMINARIES ON GROUP COHOMOLOGY

In this section we define group pairs and their parabolic cohomology group to
study the local structure of character varieties through the cohomology of the orb-
ifold fundamental group.

We introduce four types of projective resolutions. By using these resolutions, we
prove Proposition which states that the orbifold fundamental group of compact
orientable orbifolds with negative Euler characteristic has a finite length projective
resolution. In Proposition[3.9]we give a characterization of the parabolic cohomology
in terms of the bar resolution. They are preliminary results for the construction of
the symplectic form.

Throughout this section we will use G to denote the Lie group PSL,, (R) with its
Lie algebra g if we do not need to specify n. A representation p : I' - G induces a
linear representation Adop : I' — GL(g) and this turns g into a (left) RT-module.
We denote this RI'-module by g, or just g if the representation p is clear from the
context.

3.1. Group pairs and the parabolic group cohomology. The parabolic group
cohomology was first considered by Weil [36]. Here we recall the construction of the
parabolic cohomology for the purpose of describing the tangent space of relative
character variety X (I"). We adopt the description for the parabolic group coho-
mology from [17].

Let T be a finitely generated group. By a group pair, we mean a pair (I',S) =
(T,{T'1, -+ ,T}) of a group T" and a collection S of its finitely generated subgroups
ry,---, 1y

Definition 3.1. Let (I',S) = (I', {T'1,--- ,T's}) be a group pair. An auxiliary reso-
lution for (T, S) consists of the following data:
e A projective resolution Ry — R of the trivial R[module R
e Projective resolutions A% — R of the trivial RT;-module R for each i =
1,2,--- ,b. These resolutions have the property that A, := (—Bi’:lRF ®r, A%
is a direct summand of the projective resolution R, — R.

Let (R4, A%) be an auxiliary resolution for a group pair (', S). Since Ay is a direct
summand of R, we have a chain complex of RI-modules R, /A, — R. For any RI-
module M, we apply the functor Homr(—, M) to Ry/A, to get the chain complex
(Homrp (R4 /Ay, M), d). We define the relative group cohomology H*(T',S; M) with
coefficients in M to be the cohomology of this chain complex (Homp (R, /Ay, M), 9).

More intrinsic definition for the relative group cohomology can be found in Bieri-
Eckmann [3], where the relative group cohomology is defined by H*(I',S; M) =
ExtD’%;l(AF/S,M ) for some I'-module Ar/s. In particular, relative cohomology is
functorial.

Consider the following long exact sequence associated to the exact sequence
0— A —>R*—>R*/A —0:

(1) ...H@HOD,M)HH(I‘SM)HHlFM @H (Ti; M) —
i=1

Definition 3.2. The 1st parabolic cohomology H,.(I',S; M) of the group pair

par

(T',S) with coefficients in M is defined by the image of the map H(I',S; M) —
HY(T; M) given in .

We mostly use the I'-module g, for some representation p : I' — G as our
coefficients.

Let Z9T',S; M) := ker(Homp(R,/Ay, M) — Homp(Rg+1/Aq+1,M)) be the
space of relative g-cocycles and Z9(I'; M) = ker(Homr (R,, M) — Homyr (Ry+1,M))
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be the space of usual g-cocycle. We use the notations B4(T',S; M) and BY(T"; M)
to denote the relative g-coboundary and usual g-coboundary respectively.

Recall that, in the cochain level, the restriction map Z(I',S; M) — Z1(T'; M)
is induced from the projection Ry — Rj;/A; which induces the restriction map
Homp(R;1/A;, M) — Homp(Ry, M). We can then compute the 1st parabolic coho-
mology as

Image(Z*(T,S; M) — ZY(T; M))
BY(T; M) '

We discuss a functorial property of the parabolic group cohomology. Let (T, S)
be a group pair. Let &’ be a subset of S. We can construct auxiliary resolutions
(Ry, Ay) for (I',S) and (R4, Al) for (I',S’) such that A, is a direct summand
of A.. Hence we have a chain map R,/A, — R./A. which induces the map
HYT,8; M) — HY(T',S’; M). Note that this map is not necessarily injective. How-
ever, we have injectivity in the parabolic group cohomology.

1 . —
Hpar(rasa M) -

Lemma 3.3. Let (', S) be a group pair. Let 8" be a subset of S Then the induced
map

1 . 1 )

Hpar(F7$v M) - Hpar(F7S,’ M)

s injective.
Proof. Observe that the restriction maps Z*(I',S; M) — ZY(T'; M) and ZY(T, S’; M) —
ZY(T'; M) are injective. Then the injection Z1(T',S; M) — Z}(I',S’; M) gives rise
to the injection

ZUT,8; M) Z\(T, S M)

BI(T; M) BI(T; M)
The left hand side is, by definition, H!, (T',S; M) and the right hand side equals

par

H],.(T,8; M). This yields the lemma. O

3.2. Models for the group cohomology. The purpose of this section is to con-
struct four different models for the group cohomology, each of which has its own
benefits.

Throughout this section, O denotes a compact connected oriented 2-orbifold of
negative Euler characteristic with genus g, b boundary components and ¢ cone
points. We choose a base point pg in the interior of O and fix a presentation

(2) T :=7a%P(0,py)

:<1'1,y17~" sy LgsYgy 21y 5y 20y S1y° " 7SC|I‘=I‘1 = "':rc:1>

where
c

b
[, y:] H Zj n Sk
j=1 k=1

g9
r =

i=1

and where r; = 57", i =1,2,---

, c.

)

The bar resolution. The bar resolution is the standard resolution of the trivial RI'-
module R for any group I'. For the sake of completeness, we briefly remind the
readers of its construction.

We first define the n-chain B, (I"), n > 0, to be the free RI'-module based on
the elements of the form [g1|g2| - - |gn]] where g1, -, g, € T\{1}. Exceptionally we
define Bo(T") := RI'[po] or just simply Bg(I') = RT". The differential is given by

n—1

[g11g2] - - -1gnl) = g1lgal - - lgn] + Z (=1)'[g1 - 19igis1| - - |gn]

+ (=1)"[g1] - - - |gn-1]
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for n > 1 and by
a(lgl) = glpo] — [pol-

We also have the augmentation map ¢ : Bo(I') — R given by

(S} - S

vyel' ~yel’
It is well-known and can be shown by adopting the proof of Lemma that
(3) <> By(I) » Bi(I) - By(I') SR —0
is a free resolution.

The groupoid bar resolution. A groupoid is a small category whose morphisms are
all invertible. For a morphism f in a groupoid, we denote by o(f) and ¢(f) its
domain and range respectively.

Given a compact oriented 2-orbifold O of negative Euler characteristic, we choose
orb

a point p; at each boundary component. Define [ = (O, {po,p1,- - ,Pp}) to be
the fundamental groupoid of O with base pg,---,py. We fix, for each i, a path
w; from pg to p;. Let (; be the oriented boundary loop based at p; so that the
complement of z1,y1, - ,Tg,Yg, 51, S, W1, , Wy, (1, -+, (p in the underlying
space X is a union of open disks. We then have the following presentation of r

F=<l'1,y1,"' yLgy Yg, W1,y - 7wbagla"' 7<b751,”' ,SC‘

9 b c
[zi,9:] | JwiGw; ' [ [si = o1 =--- = s = D).
= i=1 i=1

3

1
There is a natural groupoid morphism ext : ' — r given by
Ty = Ty Yi > Yiy 25 > wiCiwfl, Si > Si.
On the other hand, we also have the groupoid morphism ret : [ - I defined by
T = Tiy Yi = Yi, Wi L, Gz, 8 S

Now we define the n-chain ﬁn(F), n > 0, to be the free R[-module over the
elements of the form
[g11g2] - - |gn]
where g; € T\{1} such that #(g;) = 0(gi+1). The 0-chain By(T') is given by the free
RI-module on {[po],- - - , [pe]}. The differential ¢ : B,,(I') — B,,_(I) is defined by

d([g11g2 - - 1gnl) = ret(g1)]gz2| - - - gnl
+ 3 (=1)'[oal - lgigisal -+ lgnl + (=) [g1] - -+ |gn-1]
i=1
for n > 1 and

o(gl) = ret(g)[t(9)] — [o(9)]-
Lemma 3.4. Define the augmentation £ : Bo(I') — R by &X ai[p]) = Y e(a:)
where € : RI' > R is the usual augmentation map given by (> n;y;) = X, n;. Then
the complez B4 (') 5 R — 0 is ezact.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that 00 = 0. To prove exactness, we use the
homotopy operator h™ : B,,(T') — B,,+1(T") defined by

B (gl lgal - lgn]) = 4 97 9119zl lga]
! ifg=1
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where g9' = ext(g)w; for the generator w; of [ that joins py and the origin o(g1)

of g1. Observe that ret(g9') = g and (gret(g1))92 = g9'g1 for g€ T, and ¢1,92 € T
with t(g1) = o(g2). Using this observation, one can check that hd + dh = Id which

proves the exactness of By (T). O

Therefore we have another free resolution B, (I

~ ~ ~

(4) oo > By(I) - B;_1(I') - --- — By (') - By(I') > R — 0.

The geometric resolution I. We consider another model which is based on the canon-
ical cellular decomposition of O. This resolution carries clearer geometric picture
of the group 79" (). Although this type of resolution may be classical and well-
known, its construction is somehow scattered all over the old literatures, for in-
stance, [27], [11], [19], and [28]. Here, we give a specific construction that fits for
our situation.

Our free resolution consists of the free RI'-modules

Gi =RT[ry, - ,r.], for k=3

G2 =RI[r,ry, -, 1],

Gi =RI[z1,91, - ,Tg,Ygs Z15 " s 2651, , S¢], and
Go = RI'[po]

To distinguish the generators of each module from group elements, we enclose the
generators of modules by the double bracket [-].

Now we introduce the Fox derivatives [10], the essential ingredients to define the
differential.

Definition 3.5. Let F' be the free group on the generators vq,--- ,v,. The Fox
derivatives % :RF - RF,i=1,2,--- ,n are R-linear operators with the following
properties

e For every j,

v, f1 iti=j
ovi |0 ifi#g

e For every x,y € RF,

dry  Ox oy
8@1 N 6vi€(y) + xa”U,’

where € : RF — R is the augmentation map.
e (The mean value property) For every x € RF,

" O
x=ce(x)l + (v; — 1).
i=21 (9’[)7;

Let T be given as the presentation , and let G be the set of generators. We
know that RI' = RF/N where F is the free group on G and N is the ideal in
RF generated by the elements of the form (z — 1) for  in the normal closure of
r,ry,---,r.. Let m: RF — RI" be the projection.
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Using this Fox derivatives, the differential is given by

O([r:]) := w(s; — 1)[r;], for [r;] € G3,Gs5,Gr, - -
8([[1‘1]]) = (1 + 8+ -+ s:i_l)[[ri]], for HI‘Z]] € G4, Gﬁ, Gg, s

oIl = m o

awme( X fed 4 n s m) Ew{w+2w [si

amw=@w>mm<mw=<ﬁwmn

olz]) = m(zi = Dlpols  [s:]) := 7(si = 1)[po]-

Together with this differential we get the chain complex of free RI'-modules

[[5 l=7m(1+s;+-+s s, for [r;] € Go,

3

(5) iG> o> Gy > G > Gy SR —0.
Lemma 3.6. The chain complex (G, 0) is exact.

Proof. Using the mean value property of the Fox derivatives, we can show that
00 = 0.

Let G be the generating set of the presentation and let G’ = G U G~1. Denote
by | - | the word length with respect to the presentation (2). Observe that G =
RT'[G]. From now on, we identify Go = RI'[pg] with RT.

Any element z € RI' can be uniquely written as z = ), n;g; where n; € R\{0}
and g; € I'. Since such an expression is unique, the quantity ¢(z) := >}, |g:|| is
well-defined.

Suppose that d(z) = e(x) = 0 for x € Go = RI'. We show that there is y € G4
such that = d(y) by induction on £(x).

When £(z) = 1, 2 must be of the form = nv — n where n € R\{0} and
veGn Gl Ifve G, wehave z = d(n[v]). Otherwise, as v™! € G, we have
x = o(—nvfv~1]).

Now, assume £(x) > 1. Write = ], n;g; where n; € R\{0} and g; € T.
Observe that at least one, say g1, is not the identity element. Let vy, jv)g, -1 V1
be the reduced word representing g, and let ¢’ = vjg,|v|g,|-1 - v2. Then we can
write

. m(nig (v1 — 1) + g’ + 2o nigi) ifvieg
m(=nigvi(vyt = 1) +nig’ + X, nigi)  ifvp e G

Let 2’ = 7w(nig’ + >,o1 nig;). Since £(z') < {(x) and since e(z’) = 0, by the
induction hypothesis, we can find 4 € G; such that d(y’) = 2’. Then

o — ) omm(g)[v] + ) if v, €G
o(—nmim(gv) oy ] +y) ifvegt’

and this completes the induction.

Now we prove the exactness at Gi. For this let z € G be such that d(x) = 0.
Lift the coefficients of x to RF' and write x = >, 7 (d;) [v;] for d; € RF. Being
d(x) = 0 means that >3, di(v; — 1) = >, nj(m; — Du; for nj,u; € RF\{0} and
m; in the normal closure of r,rq,--- ,r.. By applying the Fox derivative 6%1- on
both sides we get

di= Y <nj aam'e(uj) +my(my — >?ff>

j=1
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Note that the terms nj(m; — 1) g:jﬂ vanish under the projection 7 : RF — RT.

Hence, we may assume that

j=1 ¢
Since m; is in the normal closure of the words r,rq,--- ,r., m; is a product of
words of the forms gr¥'g~—! and gr 1g=1. Observe that
0 1 -1 or
gy = 49—,
20, (9r="97") 95,

This observation, in particular, implies that aa:'}? can be written as

5m]

fJa

e
o

for the elements f; and h; of RF which depend only on m;. This shows that x is
the image of

Z nje(u;)m(f;)[r] + Z Z nje(ug)m(hyr) [re]-
=1 k=1j>1
This shows the exactness at G.
The exactness at Gy, k > 2, follows immediately from the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.7 (Also proven in [28]). Let x € RF be such that w(x(s; — 1)) = 0 then
m(z) = (' (s} + -+ s, + 1)) for some 2’ € RF.
Ifr(x(si™ 4+ + s+ 1)) = 0 then 7(x) = n(2(s; — 1)) for some «' € RF.

7

Proof. Suppose that w(x(s;—1)) = 0. Then zs; +y = x for some y € N. Inductively,
we have that

T=asity=as +ysi+y=---=as" " +y(l+s+s 4+ 457,
Therefore, r;7(z) = m(z + @s; + - -- + x5}~ ). This yields

x S
77(:3)=7r(r-(s;" 1+---+si+1)>.
i
For the second assertion, assume that 7(z(s) " +--- 4 s; + 1)) = 0. This means

that (s} "' +---+s;+1) = y for some y € N. Observe that, since e(z(s] " 4+

ox
s;i+1)) = e(x)r; =0, we have e(x) = 0. Apply the Fox derivatives to get a =715

for all v e G\{s;}. Hence, by the mean value property,
('7’35 ox 10y
“(si—1 —ZZ(w-1).
+Z &si(s )+ Z riav(v )
Again by the mean value property, we have

163’(1;—1):1(y—s(y)—aai(sz'—l)> :1,<y_§i(si_l)>'

r; 0v T

_ (%= 1o\ ., Y
(081- >(sl 1)+ =.

T aSi T
Modulo N, we have that

o= ((5 ) ).

veg\{s;}
Thus




18 SUHYOUNG CHOI AND HONGTAEK JUNG

Finally, we show the exactness at Go. Let x = 7(do)[r]+>;_; 7(d;)[r;], di € RF,
be such that d(z) =0
Suppose that b > 0. Since the coefficient of d(z) of [z;] is

m(do)m <§;> = m(do)m <1i[ xk,yk]nz]) ;

j<i

we know that 7(dy) = 0. By Lemma we have 7(d;) = w(d;(s; — 1)) for some
d; € RF as we wanted.
If g > 0 we look at the coefficient of d(x) of [x1], which is

o) (5 ) = mldo)r(1 ~ arar).

Since 7(y1) is not a torsion, 7(do)m(1—21y127 ") # 0 unless 7(do) = 0. To conclude
we argue as in the previous case.

Therefore, it remains the case when b = g = 0, in which case we must have ¢ > 3
by the hyperbolicity of T'. Note that it suffices to show 7(dy) = 0. Note also that
0(z) = 0 means

° or (}I‘i
Z ™ <d0(981 + dza&) [[Slﬂ

= ZC:W (do(sis2-+-si—1) +di(1 + 85+ - T’fl)) [s:] = 0.

1
m(do) = —W(dj(l +S8;++ S;j_l)(8182 e ijl)_l)
= —7T(dj(1 +S8;++ S;j_l)S]‘SjJrl s Sc)
(

= —m(d;j(1+s; +"'+S;j_1)3j+15]’+2"'sc)

= —m(dj)m (&ej) (85418542 c)

from the coefficient of [s;]. On the other hand, by looking at the coefficient of
[sj+1], we have

’/T(d()) = —7T(dj+1(]. + Sj+1 + e+ S;iff 1)(8182 s Sj)il)

1
= —m(djt1(1+ 8541+ + s;ﬁf )Sj+18j+2°** S¢)

1) T(8j+18j+2 " Sc)-

Sj+1

Orj+

~ (e (5

From the above two equations, we know that

or or;
) (522) = m(dsa)m (52
J J

forall 7 =1,2,---,¢— 1. Note also that

~an(do) = w(dn) (G ) -5

= 7(d)m((1+ s+ -+ 87 Hsh)
=m(d)m(1+ 81+ + 8771

e ().
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Altogether, we have

—m(do) = m(dy)m (ZZ) = m(do)m (ZZ) == n(do)m (gg) .

Then, 7(dyg(s; — 1)) = 0 for all ¢, because

m(do)m(s; — 1) = —m(di)m <gz> w(si — 1)
—m(d)m((1+ 85 4 -+ s 1) (s; — 1))
=7(d;)m(1—s;")

= 0.

In other words, m(dos;) = m(do) for all i = 1,2,--- ,¢. Since any element z € T’
can be written as a product of generators z = 7(s;, - -+ s;; ), we can conclude that
m(do(z — 1)) = 0 for all z € T'. Since ¢ > 3, T is infinite and there is a non-torsion
element zg € I'. Therefore, 7(do(zo — 1)) = 0 for some non-torsion element zy. This
leads us to w(dy) = 0 as we wanted. O

The geometric resolution II. We present the last projective resolution which is a
slightly refined version of the previous one. This model is particularly useful for
computing the parabolic cohomology.

As we did in the construction of the groupoid bar resolution, we additionally
pick a point p; on each (; and a path w; from pg to p; in such a way that the
complement of

T1, Y1, s LgyYgy S1y " 5 Se, W1,y - ,wb7C1;"' aCb

in the underlying topological space Xo of O is a union of open disks.
As before, let

G =RI[ry, - ,r.], for k>3

Gy =RI[r,ry, -, 1],

Gy = RI[z1,y1,- - , TgsYqgrC1y- o 5 Cpy W,y - -+ s Wh, 81, , Sc], and
Go = RI[po,p1, -+ ,ps].

Again to avoid any potential confusion, we place the generators of each module
inside the double bracket [-]. We define the differential by

([r:]) := (s — V)[rs], for [r;] € G, Gs, G, - -
[r) i= A+ s + -+ 57 H[rs], for [r;] € G4, Ge, Gs, - - -

o) = O

g r r b r c r b r
A[x]) := ; (axi[[:ci]] + ;yi[[yi]o + ; %M + ; %HSZ’H + ; gz (1 — 2)[wi]

([z:]) := (x: — Dlpol, ([y:]) := (i — Dlpol,  ([wil) = [p:] — [po]
[D) = (z: — Dpol,  ([si]) := (si — 1)[pol.-

By adopting the proof of Lemma one can show that

[[sl]] = (A +si+ -+ Y]si], for [r;] € Gy

(6) "'—>é3—>é2—>é1—>é0—§>R—>0

gives also a free resolution.
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3.3. Consequences. We list some consequences of the above construction of var-
ious resolutions.
Recall that a group I' is of type F'P over R if there is a finite length resolution
0—-R,— >R >Ry —»R—->0
such that each R; is a projective and finitely generated RI'-module.

Proposition 3.8. Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Fuler char-
acteristic. Then T' = 7™(0) is of type FP over R.

Proof. We begin with the geometric resolution . Let @ be the submodule gener-
ated by [ri], - ,[rc] in Go. Consider

5 = RI[r], L i=G1/0(Q), 0=Go, and G =0forjz=>3.
In light of Lemma, we know that

/1 = Rr[ajlayly' 5 TgyYgy 21yt 7Zb]®@(RF®]RQl Kz)
i=1

where @; is a finite cyclic subgroup of I' generated by s; and K is the kernel of the
augmentation map € : RQ; — R. Since Q); is finite, we have a section o : R — RQ);
of ¢ defined by o(z) = ﬁ 2, -7~ This makes K; a direct summand of a
free RQ;-module RQ;. Therefore, K; is a projective RQ;-module. It follows that
RT ®rq, K; is a projective R[-module. Therefore G is also projective. The new
complex

(7) -~-HOH~-HOHG’2HG'1HG6HR
is clearly exact and hence a projective resolution of length 2. O

We can also obtain the following description of the parabolic cohomology. While
the result itself might be well-known, we are not able to find a good reference for
its proof. For the sake of completeness, we present the proof here as well.

Proposition 3.9. Let S = {{z1), - ,{zp)}. In terms of the groupoid bar resolution,
the parabolic cohomology is represented by the parabolic cocycles

Z} . (0,859) = {ue ZY(T;0) |u([G]) = 0, i = 1,2, ,b}

where ZY(T';g) = ker(Homr (B (T'),g) — Homp(By(T),q)) is the group of usual
cocycles.
In terms of the bar resolution, the parabolic cohomology is represented by

1 . — 1. _ -
Zoar(U,S30) :i={ue Z'(T;9) |u([z]) = 2i- Xi—X; for some X;e9,i=1,2,---,b}
where Z1(T'; g) = ker(Homr (B1(T'), g) — Homr(B2(T'), g)).

Proof. The proof goes as follow. We first characterize the parabolic cohomology in
terms of the resolution that captures the peripheral structure well. Then we
translate into the bar resolution and track the parabolic cocycles.

For each i, we define A%, j > 0, to be the free R[(z;)]-module on the set
{lz1|z2] - |zi] |21, - -+ szy € GO\{1}}. We let A) = R[(z;)][p;]. The differential
is defined in the same way as that of the bar resolution. Then it is clear that
Aj = (—B?:l RI'® A’ is a direct summand of ]§j () and (B, (T'), A4) is an auxiliary
resolution for the pair (T, S).

By taking Homr(—, g) on the complex ﬁ*(F)/A*, we get the chain complex
C*(I,S;g) := Homp(B,(T')/Ay, g) for H*([',S;g). The map j : H(I,S;g) —
H(T;g) in sends the space of 1-cocycles ker(CY(T',S;g) — C?*(T',S;g)) to
Z},,(T,S; ). This proves the first part of the lemma.
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For the second part, recall that both B, (T') and B..(T) are projective resolu-
tions, and ext : By (I') — By(') is a chain map that commutes with the augmen-
tations. Under this assumption, ext is a homotopy equivalence. (See Theorem 7.5
of Brown [5]) We use this homotopy equivalence ext to translate Zrl,ar(F, S;g) into
Z} (T, S5 g). Observe that, by using the cocycle condition,

u(ext([z])) = u(lwiGiw; 1) = w(lwi]) — 2i - u([wi]).
Therefore, ext sends Zéar(F,S;g) to Z,,,(I',S; g). Conversely, let u € Z,.(T,S; g)
and, for each 7, let X; € g be such that u([[z;]) = z;- X; — X;. We define the 1-cocycle
u' e ZVT;g) by o/ ([z]) = u([ret(z)]). Let X € Homp(Bo(I'),g) be the 0-cocycle
given X ([po]) = 0 and X ([p;]) = X; fori =1,2,--- ,b. We define & = v’ —6X. We
know that & € Z1 (T, S;g) because

U([G]) = u([ret(G:)]) — (ret(G) - X([pi]) — X ([pil))
:Zi'Xi_Xi_(Zi'Xi_Xi)
=0.

We also compute, for [z] € B1(T"),
ext(@)([2]) = @([ext()])
= u/([ext(x)]) — 0X ([ext(x)])
= u([ret(ext(2))]) = (= - X([po]) = X([po]))
= u([z])
to show that ext(ZL,. (I, S;9)) = Z1u (T, S g). O

4. THE SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE ON ORBIFOLD HITCHIN COMPONENTS

In this section, we construct the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman type symplectic form on
the relative character variety X% (T") of the orbifold group I' = 7™ (O).

In section [I.1] we apply the Poincaré duality to produce a nondegenerate anti-
symmetric bilinear pairing wpp on T XZ(T). Lemma and the fact that I' is of
type FP over R, which is proven in the previous section, guarantee that I' has the
Poincaré duality map. In Lemma we give an explicit form of the fundamental
cycle of I' which leads to the concrete formula for the pairing wpp in Theorem
Then we embed XZ(T) into X% (71(X%)) as a open submanifold where X},
is some compact surface obtained by removing cone points of O. We show that
wpp is the pull-back of the (well-known) Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form on
X2 (m(Xp)).

In section @ we construct another 2-form wpy defined on a neighborhood
of Hom”?(T',G) by modifying Huebschmann [20] and Guruprasad-Huebschmann-
Jeffrey-Weinstein [I7]. From its construction we know that the 2-form wy is equiv-
ariantly closed in a small neighborhood of Hom® (T', G). We show in Theorem |4.24
that, after taking the symplectic reduction, wy = —wpp on XZ(T).

Consequently, we know that w := wpp = —wp is a closed non-degenerate 2-form
on X#(T') and this form w will be our Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form.

Throughout this section G denotes the Lie group PSL,,(R) and g its Lie algebra.
We also adopt the following notation.

Notation 4.1. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold with boundary of nega-
tive Euler characteristic. Let us choose 21, - - - , 2, the primitive peripheral elements
of 7™ (0). Then we denote by per(n{™(0)) the set {(z1),--,{z)}. Although
per(7™(0)) is defined only up to conjugation, this ambiguity does not make any
difference in our discussion.
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4.1. Construction by the Poincaré duality. As in the previous section, denote

by O a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Euler characteristic and T' the

orbifold fundamental group 79*™(0). We continue to use the presentation (2] for T
Let F be the free group on {z1,y1, - ,%q,Yg, 51, ", Sc; 21, - , 2p} and let

F# = <xl7y1a"' 7xg7ygasl7"' ySey Ryt ,Zb|r1 = =TI = 1>

where r; = s]'. Let Q; = (s;» be a cyclic subgroup of F# generated by s;. As
H?*(Q;,9,) = 0 for any p € Hom(Q;, G), Hom(Q;, G) is a smooth embedded sub-
space of Hom(Z,G) = G and

Hom(F#, @) = G?9*® x Hom(Q1,G) x --- x Hom(Q., G)

is a smooth embedded submanifold of G29+b+¢,

The tangent space of G at k € G can be identified with g as follows. Recall
that the Lie algebra g is the tangent space of G at the identity element. Write
Ry : G — G the right translation defined by Rj(h) = hk. This map induces the
tangent map g — T, G. Similarly for

p= (kla T 7k29+b+c) € HOIH(F#, G) < G2g+b+ca

write Ry @ g29t0t¢ — T, Hom(F#, @) the tangent map of the coordinate-wise
right translation R, : G29b+¢ — G29+b+¢ defined by

Rp(hh T 7h2g+b+c) = (hlkh e 7h29+b+ck29+b+6)~

We have the conjugation action of G on Hom‘@(F#, G). Each X € g induces the
fundamental vector field X defined by the formula X,(f) = & f(exp(—tX) - p),
where f € C*(Hom(F#,@G)), and where p € Hom(F#,G). This gives rise to the
linear map A: X — X, from g to T, Hom” (F# Q).

Finally let E : Hom(F#,G) — G be the map defined by E(p) = p(r). Then we
know that Hom(T', G) = E~1(1).

Lemma 4.2. Let G|, — R — 0 be the resolution @) The cochain complex
C*(T';9) = Homp (G, g) that computes H*(T';g) fits into the commutative dia-
gram

C(T;9) ———— = C'(T9) C3(T; 9)

l: lRp* lRE(p)*

T.G — T, Hom(F#, Q) e TppnG

where R, and Rg(,) are the right translation maps.

Proof. For each j =1,2,--- ¢, lettj:{X€g|X—|—5j-X—i—---—i—s?_1

Observe that

X =0}

CHI;g) = g% x g x - X te.
Since Hom(F#,G) = G**" x Hom(Q1,G) x -+ x Hom(Q,,G), it is enough to
check that t; can be identified with 7, Hom(Q;, G) under the right translation.
For this, we show that if p, is an analytic curve in Hom(Q,, G) with py = p then
X, = (%pt(si)h:o) p(s;)~1 is in t;. Indeed, since p;(s;)™ = 1, we have that
0= Xip(s:)™ + p(s:)Xip(s:)" 1+ -+ p(s:)" " Xip(si)
=Xitsi- X+ 47X

as desired.

Commutativity of the diagram can be seen by straightforward computations. [
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The following corollary is known for closed surface groups. Here we record the
same result for orbifold groups.

Corollary 4.3. If H*(T;g,) = 0 then p has a neighborhood that is an analytic
submanifold of Hom(F#, Q).

Proof. From Lemma the differential F at p is surjective if and only if H?(I';g,) =
0. The result follows from the inverse function theorem:. O

The following lemma is a relative version of Lemma [{.2]

Lemma 4.4. There is a chain complex CF, (T',per(T');g) (will be explicitly con-

par

structed in the proof @)} that computes H}, (T,per(I);g) and that fits into the
commutative diagram

Cpar (T, per(I); 9)

par

Cpar (T, Per(I); 9) Char(T', per(T); g)

l iRp* lRE(p)*

B
TeG 2 Tp Hom (F#, G) Fa TE(p)G

where R, and R, are the right translation maps.
In particular, the right translation identifies H), (T, per(T); g,) with the (Zariski)
tangent space T, X2 (T) at [p].

Proof. We begin with a modified version of the resolution @ Let @Q be the sub-

module of Gy generated by [r1], - - , [rc]. Define
G, =0, i>3
Gy = RTr]
G = G1/0(Q)
G = Go.

Using the same argument of the proof of Proposition we know that é; - R
is a projective resolution of R.
For each i, we define the RQ;-module A% by

Al = RQi[pi], A =RQu[¢], and Aj =0 for j > 2.

Then A, := @2’:1 RI'® A’ is a direct summand of the projective resolution G/, —
R. Therefore we have the auxiliary projective resolution A% — R of R.
Observe that

G{/Ao = RT[po]
é/1/"41 = Rr[xhylv 3 TgyYgy Sl 5 Sey Wyttt 710(;]/(9(@)
Gi/A, =G, i=2
We apply Homp(—, g) to the above resolution é’,k /A,. Tt follows that chain complex
that computes the relative cohomology H!(T', per(T'); g) is
C(T, per(T);8) = g
CUT,per(T);g) = g2 x 1 X -+ x te x g
C*(T,per(T);0) = g
where t; :{Xeg|X+sj~X+~-~+s;j_1-X:O}.
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The exact sequence of complexes 0 — A, — G, — G, /A4 — 0 leads us to the
following commutative diagram

C(T, per(I); g) CY(T, per(I); g) C*(T, per(I); g)

linclusion iinclusion l=

C(T; g) CY(T; g) C*(Ts;g)

where éi(F; g) = Homp(é;, g). By the definition of the parabolic cohomology, we
have that

ker(C' (T, per(T'); ) — C2(T, per(T'); g))
im(CO(T; g) — C*(T'; 9)) n C(T, per(T'); g)
where the intersection im(C°(I; g) — C(T'; g)) n C*(T, per(I'); g) in the denomi-
nator takes place in C1(I'; g) after identifying C'*(T, per(T'); g) with its image under
the inclusion. N
Note that we can also identify C°(T'; g) with g x g”. Take the subspace

(8) H.,. (T, per(l); g) =

par

b
g X err(Adp(zi) 71)
i=1
of éO(F;g) = g x g° Let X = (Xo,X1,---,X;,) be in this subspace, where X
is in the first g factor and X; € ker(Ad,(,)—1). Then, we know that 6X €
CH(T, per(D); g) as 6X([¢]) = Ad,.,)(X;) — X; = 0. Moreover, every element
in the denominator of (8) can be realized in this way. Hence, Hp,, (T, per(T'); g) can
be computed from the following subcomplex

b
9) g x | [ker(Ad,.,) —1) — C'(T', per(T'); g) — C*(T, per(T'); g)
i=1
where C(T', per(T'); g) and C2(T, per(I'); g) are regarded as subspaces of C*(T; g)
and C?(T'; g) respectively.
We translate the above expression to the bar complex. For this purpose we

~

write down the explicit chain homotopy equivalence bgtween Homr (G, g) and

Homr(GY,g). The chain homotopy equivalence Homr (G, g) — Homp(GY,,g) is
induced from the chain map f, : G, — G/, given by

fi=1d, i>2
friolzd o [zl Tyl = [l (2] = [w] + [G] = ziwil,  [si] — [si]
fo+ [po] = [pol
It follows that the subcomplex @ can be translated into
(10) C* (T,per(T);g):g — g9 xty x -+~ xXtexhy x---xhy =g

par
where b; = im(1 — Ad,.,))-

In light of Lemma we know that the tangent space of Hom(F#,G) can be
identified with the subspace g9 x t; x - - - x t, x gy x - - - x gy of Cp, (T, per(T'); g) by the
right translation R,. Here g; = g for all = 1,2,--- ,b. We now show that each b;
g; is the tangent space to the orbit of the conjugation action B; = {gp(z;)g~'|g €
G} through p(z;). For if g is an analytic curve in B; passing through go = p(2;) € B;,
then we can find an analytic curve h; in G with hg = 1 such that ¢ = higoh; L
Taking the derivative at ¢ = 0 yields (%h:o)go_l = X; — goX,g; " where X; =

dhy

o lt=0 € gi- It follows that T,2)Bi: = b;. The reverse inclusion is achieved by
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setting hy = exptX;. We thus have the identification R,y : CJ, (I, per(T); g) —
T, Hom” (F#,G).

Finally, it is a straightforward computation to show that the diagram in the
statement is commutative. (]

Before we move on, we introduce the following definition which can be seen as a
relative version of Poincare dual groups.

Definition 4.5 (see also Bieri-Eckmann [3]). A group pair (T, S) is called PD32-
pair if there is a distinguished class, called a relative fundamental class, [I',S] €
H>(T',S;R) such that

N[, 8] : H*(T,S;R) — Hs_4(T;R)
and
N[, 8] : H*(T;R) — Hs_4(T',S;R)

are isomorphisms.

Lemma 4.6. Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Fuler character-
istic. Let I' = m¢™(O). Then H*(T;RT) = 0 for k # 1 and H'(I;RT") =~ A where
A is the kernel of the augmentation (—B<Z>€pcr(r) RI' ®¢y R — R.

Proof. Let C; < 0O be the boundary component corresponding to the generator
z; € I'. Take a finite index torsion-free normal subgroup N in I'. [V is necessarily the
fundamental group of a compact surface with boundary, say S and we have a finite
covering map p : S — O with the deck group D :=T/N = {y1,--- ,7v4}. Since there
is no singular points on the boundary of O, we know that D acts simply transitively
on the set of connected components of p~1(C;). Hence N admits a presentation

! ! ! !
N = <x17y1,"' ,l'g/,yg/,
-1 -1 -1 -1
Y1R1Y1 s s V1RRY1 V2212 5ttt V2R

e azg vz n[xg»yé]nwzm’j_l =1).
i 5]

Let per(N) = {(v; ztyj*l}}i:llg )’lfl . Then, by Theorem 6.3 of Bieri-Eckmann [3], we
know that (N, per(N)) is a PDZ-pair. Let Ay be the kernel of the augmentation
map @(z}Eper(N) RN ®<Z> R—R.

Since N is the fundamental group of the compact surface S with boundary, [3]
Theorem 6.3] shows that HY(N;RL) = 0 for ¢ # 1 and H*(N;RN) = Ay. We also
have the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence whose second page is

EP = HP(T/N; HY(N;RI)).
Recall that this spectral sequence converges to HP?14(T'; RT"). Consequently, we know
that
H*(T;RT) = H°('/N; H*(N;RI")) = H*(N;RI)?,

where H*(N;RI')? is the space of fixed points under the action of the Deck trans-
formation group D.

Observe that as an N-module, RT' can be decomposed as @
N~ = {nvy|n e N}. This gives rise to the decomposition

H*(N;RI) = 6—) H*(N;RN).
~yeD

Hence, we have that H9(T; RT') = 0 for all ¢ # 1 and H'(I'; RT") = (Dnep Any)P.
Because the action of D = I'/N on @, cp An7 is the left multiplication, the set
of the fixed points is isomorphic (as abelian groups) to Ay. There is a further

ep R[Nv] where
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isomorphism Ay — A given by sending x ® r € RNV ®<%Zﬂ‘_1> R to xy;, ®r €
RI ®.,, R. This proves that H'(I';RI") = A. O

Proposition 4.7. Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Fuler char-
acteristic and T' = 7$™(0O). Then (T, per(T")) is a PD2-pair.

Proof. Due to Proposition Lemma [4.6| and Theorem 6.2 of [3], (I, per(I)) is a
PDH%—pair. O

Recall that we also have the cup product
U H'(T, per(I');g) ® H' (I g) — H*(I, per(I);g ® g) 5 H*(T', per(I); R),

where Tr : g ® g — R denotes the trace pairing, X ® Y — Tr(XY), acting on the
coefficients. Composing this cup product with the cap product N[O, 0], we get
the pairing

n[0,00]

wpp : HY(T,per();g) ® H'(T; g) = H*(T, per(T);R) ~ Ho(T;R) = R.

We now present the explicit form of wpp. The groupoid bar resolution is the
best choice for this purpose.

Notation 4.8. We adopt the following convention: [a + b|c] = [a|c] + [b]c] for all
a,b,c € F\{1}. For instance,

H(?[x, y]

o M] = [z —ayzy ™yl = [2|y] — [eyz™"y ™"yl
Lemma 4.9. Let

(11)
J é’r ar b ar
be an element of Bo(I')®R. Here, we understand 3‘3—; and any other terms involving

i=1
the Fox differential as elements of RI'. Then
b

¢ = ext(c) — Z([[w;1|wi<i]] = [wiGilwi ') € (]§2(F)/A2) ®R

i=1

represents the relative fundamental class [0, 00] € Ho(T, per(I'); R).

i=1

: 1 aI'i

i=1

Proof. We use the auxiliary resolution (é*, Ay) and claim that the element

(12) [x] - Z*[[rzﬂ € (Ga/42) R

111

represents the relative fundamental class. Since we know that (I, per(T')) is a PD3-
pair, it is enough to show that represents a non-trivial element of Hy(T', per(T"); R).
For this, we compute

2 (urn = 1[[11) ZM £ 3 [si] - 2 Lo

i=1 zll

i=1 = 1

= 2+ Zﬂs 1= 33 el 40 -+ 57l
B
el
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117"

RI’ ® R. Since, (9(G3) does not contain the [r] component, we know that is
nonzero in Hy (T, per(T'); R).

Now we explicitly write down the chain homotopy equivalence f, from G to
B..(T'). The chain map f, sends the generator [p;] € Gg to [p:] € Bo(I') and acts
similarly in degree 1. In degree 2, we define f, by

d or or
[r] H;ext (|[8x7 xl]] + |[8y1 yzﬂ>
b or or 1 or 1 S [ or
(e B et R ER A
[[r,»]]»—>ext<ﬂ23 sl]])

Since both Gy and B, are projective resolutions, the chain map f, inductively
extends to all higher degrees. Our chain map f, takes the element to

o= 3 ([ &=+ [5]+])
o3 ([Zofe] - [Eufor] + [ Zoe

ence, r|— r;| ) € A;. Here, we use the fact that a® b =1&® (a)b In
H 0 ¢ A . H he f: h. b=1 bi

]
ﬂ .

By direct computation, we know that ¢y and ¢ are homologues. Indeed ¢y — ¢ is the

boundary of the 3-chain
b
or or 1 ~
Z (|]: 021 —W; wlc{ﬂ — |:|: (}72;2 w; :|l> € B3 ®R
Hence the lemma follows. U

) 2lE
P2y P
=1 LOSi
oy L for
(}Si

o1 i

w; w; Gy

i=1

Recall that we have the auxiliary resolution (B (T'), Ay) for the group pair
(T, per(T")). For the description of the peripheral part Ay, see the proof of Propo-
sition 3.0
Lemma 4.10. Let O be a compact orientable 2-orbifold of negative Euler charac-
teristic, and T = 7™(0). Let (B4(T'), Ay) be the auziliary resolution for a group
pair (7$™*(O), per(ﬂ'(frb((’)))) Let uw € Homp (B4 (')/A1, g) and v € Homp (B4 (T), g).
Then for any [z]y] € B2(T) ® R, we have

(u v, [z1|z2]) = Tr(u([z1]) ret(21) - v([z2]))-
Proof. This is the Alexander-Whitney diagonal approximation theorem. O
Lemma 4.11. Suppose that u is either in Z'(T', per(T'); g)  Homp (B (I')/A1, g)
or in Z},.(L,per(T); g) € Homp(B1(T),g). Then for each s;, there exists T; € g
such that u([[s;]) = si - T; — T;. Moreover if T! € g are other choices with the same
property, u([s:]) = s; - T} — T/, then we have Tr(Tv([s:])) = Te(T/v([s:])) for any
v € Zpor (T, per(T); 9).

Proof. The proof is along the same lines as that of Lemma [3.7] More precisely, let

7=~ L (o) + w3 + -+ D).
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Then using the cocycle condition, we have that
ri(si- T = T;) = —si-u([s:]) = si - w([s7]) — -~ — s - w([s]7'])
+u(lsi]) + (u(si]) + si - w([si])) + (w([sil) + si - u(ls7])) +
+ (u([sal) + si - u(ls;7?D))

= (ri = Du([si]) — s - u([s77'])

= (ri = Du([s:]) + w(lsi]) — u(lsi'])

= r;u([s:])-
Therefore the result follows.

To prove the second statement, we observe that s, - (T; —T/) = T; — T for each

i. Let D; = T; — T!. Since v € Z*(T, per('); g) we can also choose V; € g so that
v([s;]) = s; - Vi — V; for each i. Then we have

Tr(To([s]) — T(Tu([si]) = Te(Dov([s.]))
=Tr(D;(s; - Vi — V3))
= Tr(D;s; - Vi) — Tr(D;V;)
= Tr(D;V;) — Tr(D;V;)
=0
as we desired. O

The following proposition and its proof is a slight variation of that of Guruprasad-
Huebschmann-Jeffrey-Weinstein [I7].

To avoid cumbersome notation, we sometimes write u(z) rather than u([z]). We
also use the map (-) : By (I') — By (T) defined by > n;[g:] = Y. nig; ']-

Proposition 4.12. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler char-

acteristic and T = 79™(O). Let [p] € XZ(T). Letu € Z*(T,per('); g,) = Homr(B1(T)/A1, g,)
and v € Zpar(F, per(I'); 9,) € Homp(B1(T"),g,). Let T; be the elements in g defined

in Lemma {11 Then

wpp([u],[v])——iﬁ@’(;;) ) i ( (8%)0/(%))
g (v () o) - e (v (5) i)

- Z Tr(Tiv' (si)) — Z Tr(Xv'(2)).

=1

where v = uoext, vV =voext, and X; = —u([w;]).
Proof. By the definition of wpp and by Lemma we have that

wpp([ul; [v]) = (w o v, 6
b
=uwuv,d) - Z<u U, w7 wigi] = [wiGilw; ' T)-

where ¢’ = ext(c). Then by making use of Lemma we can evaluate

(uw o v, [w; MwiG]) = Tr(u([w; ') ret(w; ) - v([wiG]))
= Tr(X;v([wiG]))
= Tr(X;v([wi]))-
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For the last equality, we use the cocycle condition to get v([w;(;]) = v([ws]).
Likewise, we have that

o, [wiGlw; ') = — Tr(Xi(ret (wiG) - v([w; 1))
= Tr(Xi(zi - v([wi])))-

Observe that v'([z]) = v([ext(2:)]) = v([JwiCw; ']) = v([wi]) — 2 - v([w;]). Com-
bining all, we get

Z@U% [w; wiGi] = [wiGilwi 1) = Z (Xiv([wi])) = Tr(Xi(z; - o([wi]))))

v([wil) = zi - v([wi])))

r(X;v' ([2]))

S
i

Hﬁrl

We can also compute {uuv, - si]]) as follows First, the inductive application

of the cocycle condltlon shows that u([[sj]]) =s!-T; —T; for all j € Z, where T; is
as in Lemma Due to Lemma we know that

uow [ 2], ﬂ> zTr (D] - v(Isi])

= Z Te((s]T; — Ti)s] - v([si])

ZZ: Tr(Tiv([[s:]) 2 Tr(s] - Tyv([s:]))

r; Te(Tio([s:]) — Te(Ty + s - T + -+ - + s?fl “THv([si]))-

Since T; + s;T; + -+ + s;'i_lTi is an invariant element under the action of s;, we
argue as in the proof of Lemma and this yields

Te((T + s Ti+ -+ 577 - T)o([s:]) = 0

or;
(oo, |2]s] ) - s,
si
By using Lemma and Lemma and the identity

Tr(u([gl)g - v([h])) = = Tr(u(lg™ Do ([AD),

we can expand (v v v, ¢y =W LUV )
") o)

sty () o) 0

(@) ) -gr((E

> v’(si)> - 2 Tr(T;v' (s
i i=1
This yields the theorem. O

Hence, we have

Corollary 4.13. Let j: H' (T, per(I');g) — H' (T, g) be the map in (1|). For [u] €
kerj « HY(T,per(T); g) and [v] €imj = H}, (T,per(T);g) = H'(I;g), we have

par

wpp([u], [v]) = 0.
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Proof. Being [u] € ker j means that u = 6X for some X € Homp(Bg(I'), g). Define
X’ € Homr(Bo(T)/Ao,g) to be X'([po]) = X([po]) and X'([p:]) = 0 for i =
1,2,-++,b. Then [u — 6X'] = [u] in HY(T, T g).

Now we apply Proposition [£.12] to conclude. Namely, we show that each term in
the formula for wpp vanishes.

Since [u] = [u—0X'] we can replace u with u—dX’. Observe that (u—0X")([v]) =
0 whenever o(y) = t(y) = pg. This means that

or or
— / = — / =
(u—d6X")oext ((93;1-) (u—0X")oext (3%) 0,
fori=1,2,---,g,

(u—5X’)oext<ar) =0

fori=1,2,--- ¢, and

Zi

(uaxqoext<ar) -0

for i = 1,2,---,b. Moreover since (u — dX')([s;]) = 0, we can set T; = 0 for all 3.
This shows that the first five terms in the formula for wpp are zero.
Recall that in the statement of Proposition we found X; as

=X = (u—0X')([wi]) = 06X ([wi]) — 0X"([wi]) = X([p:])-
Since u = 6X € Homp (B4 (I')/A1, g) we have
0 = u([G]) = 0X([G]) = =z - X([pi]) — X([p:]) = Xi — 2 - X
This implies that, for each 1,
Tr(X;v'(2)) = Te(Xi(v([wi])) — 2 - o([wi]))) = Te((X; — 27" Xi)o([wi])) = 0.
It follows that wpp([u], [v]) = {(u — 6X’) U v,y = 0. O
Recall that H! (T,per(I');g) = H(T,per(I');g)/kerj. In particular, due to

par

Corollary wpp gives rise to the well-defined paring
wpp  Hyoy (T, per(D); g) ® Hy,, (T, per(D); g) — R.

We use the same letter wpp to denote the induced pairing. By Lemma[4.4] and the
properties of cup and cap products, it is immediate that wpp is a 2-form on XZ(T")
via the right translation. This 2-form on XZ(T") will also be denoted by wpp.

Theorem 4.14. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler char-
acteristic and T' = 7¢™(0). Let [p] € XZ(T). Let u,v € Z.,.(T,per(l);g) <
Homr(B1(T'),g) be parabolic cocycles in terms of the bar resolution. We choose
X;,Tj € g such that u(z;) = z;-X;—X; andu(s;) = s;-T; =T} for eachi =1,2,---,b

and j =1,2,--- ¢ respectively. Then wpp can be written explicitly as

wpp([u], [v]) = w v v, ) — Z Tr(X;v(z))

o))y e ()

c b
= Y Tr(Tiv(s) — . Te(Xiv(z:)).
=1 i=1
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Proof. Let X, Y be elements of By(T') such that

i=1,2,-,b
i=0

i=1,2,--.b

, Y(ﬂpim:{ﬁf T

X([pi]) = {5

Let 4 = uoret—0X and ¥ = v oret —0Y. Then U can be seen as a member of
ZY (T, per(T'); g) « Homp(B1(T")/A1, g). Observe that % o ext = u and ¥ o ext = v.
Now apply Proposition to get the conclusion. O

Let X be the underlying space of O. Let X be the set of singularities. Recall
that we have defined X{, := Xo\X0. X, is a manifold and each puncture of X,
corresponds to a singularity of O. Hence the fundamental group is given by

b c

g
ﬂ-l(Xéj) = <x17y17'” yLgyYgy 21y 5y 2byS1," " ,SC‘ n[xlayt]nzznst>
=1 7 i=1

1

Lemma 4.15. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler character-
istic and T' = 7™ (0). We have a smooth embedding

Z:x7(0) - X7 (m1(X0))
for some choice B’ of conjugacy classes of boundary holonomies.

Proof. The map T is defined by precomposing p € X% (79" (0)) with the projection
map 1 (X}) — 7P (0).

We know that X,,(m1(X},)) is foliated by leaves of the form |, X, (m1(X0)).
Lemma tells us that the derivative dZ of Z at each point of X#(I") maps iso-
morphically the tangent space H},, (T, per(T'); g,) of X;”(T) to the tangent space

H}, (11 (X(), per(m1(X))); 97(,p)) of a leaf. Therefore, the image of Z must be con-

par

tained in a single leaf, say X% (7 (X})). O

Remark 4.16. The image Z(C#(0)) is not in the Hitchin component of X},. In fact,
it is not even an Anosov representation because every element of Z(C#(0)) is not
faithful.

Theorem 4.17. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler charac-
teristic and T' = 7™ (0O). Then the pairing wpp is a symplectic form on XZ(T')
via the right translation.

Proof. By works of [I7] and [24], each leaf X7 (m1(X})) of X,(m1(X)})) carries
the symplectic form wﬁo. By comparing the explicit formula for wpp (Theo-

rem D and that of wﬁb [24, Theorem 5.6], we know that I*wigg = wpp.
This proves that wpp is closed. Moreover we know that dZ(H_,. (I, per(T); g)) =

’

H], . (m(X(), per(m(X()); 9). Since w[)go is nondegenerate, so is wpp. O

In particular we have the following result for n = 3 case.

Proposition 4.18. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler char-
acteristic. The image of the embedding T : C%(O) — X (m1(X},)) is a symplectic
submanifold.

Definition 4.19. We will call wpp on XZ (7™ (O)) or on C#(0O) the Atiyah-Bott-
Goldman symplectic form and denote it simply by w®.



32 SUHYOUNG CHOI AND HONGTAEK JUNG

4.2. Construction by equivariant de Rham bicomplex. In this section, we
give another construction of the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form. The ap-
proach of this section, originally carried out in [20] [I7, [37], produced the equiv-
ariantly closed 2-form on a neighborhood of XZ(S) which restricts to the Atiyah-
Bott-Goldman symplectic form on XZ(S) for a compact surface of negative Euler
characteristic. We inherit their method to yield the same result for compact ori-
entable orbifolds.

In fact, this is much more than what we actually want. We only need to construct
the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman type symplectic form on C#(0), which is already done
in Theorem [£.17] Nonetheless, we include this construction as it is interesting in
itself.

Let G be a Lie group acting on a smooth manifold M. Recall that the equivariant
de Rham complex A%?(M) is defined as follows: AZ" (M) is the set of G-equivariant
homogeneous polynomials of degree j on the Lie algebra g of G with values in p-
forms on M. We have two differentials d and d4 defined by

d: AP (M) — AZPT(M)  the usual de Rham differential
0 + AGT(M) — AGT*P7H(M) - S ()(X) = —ix(a(X))

where X is the fundamental vector field generated by X.

An element o € AZP(M) is said to be equivariantly closed if (d + dg)(a) =
0. If M is a symplectic manifold with a symplectic form w and the G-action is
symplectomorphic, then w becomes a d-closed element of A%Q(M ). In general w
may not be equivariantly closed. An element (if exists) u € AéO(M ) making w + p
equivariantly closed is called a moment map.

We consider M = G? where G acts on M as conjugations on each component.
There is another differential § : AZ"(G9) — AXP(G9+1) defined by

§f = (=) Y (=1)'(6:f)
=0

where §;f is induced by (xo, - ,zq) — (x1, -+ ,2q) for ¢ = 0, (xg, - ,2q) —
(o, ,xq—1) for i = g and (zo, -+ ,2q) — (To, -+, Ti—1T4, -+ ,q) for 1 <i < q.

Let w be the Cartan-Maurer form on G. That is, wg(X) is the unique left invariant
vector field such that w,(X) = X,. Let ¢; : G x G — G be the projection onto ith
factor, i = 1, 2. Define

1 _
Q= §L’1"w dw
where - is the trace form. €2 is an element of AgQ (G?).

Remark 4.20. Our convention of operations of Lie algebra valued forms is
(w-w)(X,)Y) =wX) wl)—wl}) wX)
[w, W] (X,Y) = [w(X),w(Y)] = [w(Y),w(X)].

This coincides with the one used in Huebschmann [20], [2I] and Weinstein [37].
Under this convention the structure equation takes of the form
1

dw = —i[w,w].

We also define

A= rlg[w,w] ‘we AL(G)
= %X-(erw)eAél(G).
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Lemma 4.21 (Weinstein [37]). We have the following identities

dQ2 = oA

0 =0
0c = —00

dA=0
oA =do
0gl = 0.

Recall that the group F# was defined by the presentation
F# = (@1, Y1, Ty, Ygy 81,77+ 5 8e, 21,7, 25| T1 = -+ - =1, = 1),

Let
E : Hom(F#,G) x (F#)? — G4

be the evaluation map E(p, 21,22, - ,24) = (p(21), p(22),- - p(zq)). Here G acts
trivially on (F#)9. Then E is G-equivariant so that it induces

E* . AHP(G7) — AZP(Hom(F#,G) x (F#)7).
Observe that
A (Hom(F#, G) x (F#)7) = AZ" (Hom(F*, G)) @ Ad"((F#)7).
Following Huebschmann [20], define
we = (E*Q, —¢) € AY*(Hom(F#,G))

where ¢ is the one define in Lemma Here we regard ¢ as an element of By (F#)®
R c R[F# x F#]. Notice that

dwe = (E*dS, —¢)
= (E*{\, —¢)
= (E*)\,—dc)
=(E*\,r — 220
=1*)\— Z ZEN.

Here we view r and z; as the maps from Hom(F7#,G) to G defined by p — E(p,r)
and p — E(p, z;) respectively. Now we choose any regular neighborhood O < g for
the exponential map at the identity and consider the pull-back diagram

(¥.21,,2p)

HE OxCyx-xCy.
ln exp x Id
Hom?” (F#, @) GxCpx-xCy

(r,z1,,2p)

Since O < g is contractible, we can construct an adjoint invariant homotopy op-
erator N : Aé?’p(g) — Aéj’p_l(g) such that dh + hd = Id. Using this homotopy
operator, we define

w=n*w. — T hexp™ \.
Then we have

(13) dw=—>» Z*\
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Let u: ’Hf — g* be given by = 1 oT where ¥ : g — g* is the dualization with
respect to the trace form Tr. In view of the proof of Theorem 2 of [20], we know

(14) Saw = —dp + Y 5%0.

Let C be a conjugacy class in G. To find a closed 2-form on H%, we need

TE Agf(C) such that d7 = X and dg7 = —0. At each p € C, the right translation
by p identifies the tangent space T,C with the subspace {Ad, X — X | X € g} of
g = T.G. The 2-form 7 on C is then defined by

1

7(Ady X — X,Ad, Y —Y) = S(Tr(X Ad, Y) = Tr(Y Ad, X)),

Lemma 4.22 (Guruprasad-Huebschmann-Jeffrey-Weinstein [I7]). We have
dr =X, g7 =—0.

Now define the 2-form wy on Hf by

b
wy =N (E*Q, —c) —T*hexp* X + Z Z .
i=1

Proposition 4.23. wy is closed on H?i and a moment map is given by
i=1or.

Proof. We first observe that wp is d-closed. Indeed, from and Lemma we
have

b b
dwg = — ) ZFA+ Y ZHdr = 0.

i=1 i=1

For the second assertion regarding the moment map, we use and Lemma

[£22] to compute

b b
Sqwa = —du+ Y, 250+ Y 2Foam; = —dp.

i=1 i=1

Since p € AéO(Hf ), dgp = 0 is automatic. It follows that wy + p is equivariantly
closed meaning that g = 1 o T is a moment map for the G-action on Hﬁ . O

Let po € p~1(0). We know that 1(pg) € Hom(F#,G) induces the representation
p:I'— G. In view of Lemmathe tangent space at po € u~1(0) can be identified
with Z}. (T, per('); g,). The fundamental vector fields X, X € g span the subspace

B'(T, g).

Theorem 4.24. Let pg € u~1(0). Assume that the induced representation p : T’ —
G isin Hom‘?(F, G). Then wy, p, |Zr1m(p’pcr(p);gp) descends to Hgar(f‘, per(I'); g,) and

defines the closed 2-form, denoted by the same symbol wy, on X7 (T). Moreover the
induced closed 2-form wg on XZ(T) coincides with the right translation of —wpp.

Proof. By the construction, we have gwg = 0 on = 1(0). This means that wy van-
ishes along B'(T';g). Therefore wy descends to H, (T, per(T'); g). By d-closedness
of wg, we know that the induced 2-form is also closed on XZ(I'). Since the G-
action on Homs‘gg(l—‘7 G) < u~1(0) is proper, we can understand this process as the
Marsden-Weinstein quotient.
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Recall Theorem Since wpp is anti-symmetric, we have that

b
wpp([ul, [1]) = 5((u 0,6 — U u,0) - 2 T (a0) ~ Viu(a)

l\J\H

b
(15) = (<uuv o —<{vuu,cy) — Z r(Xz - Yy — Yizi - Xi).

l\.’)\)—l

The last term coincides with Z?Zl (2 X — X4,z Y, - Y;) = Zb *71;. We claim

zlz

that the first term ((u U v,¢) — (v U u,¢)) equals (E*Q, —c)(u,v). For this, it
suffices to show that

1
EF, Jaly])(u,v) = 5 (oo, [ely]) = v v, [zly]))
for [z|y] € B2(F#) @ R.
Recall that (Lemma the right translation identifies Z*(I'; g) with 7, Hom(T, G).

Thus given u € Z*(T';g) and x € ', we have that Eyy(u) = R, ()« (u(z)) where the
map E, : Hom(T',G) — G is defined by p — p(z). Then we compute

<E*Qv H‘T|yﬂ>(uvv): (Llw L2 )(p(m) p(y))(E*qu*v)
(Wp(m (Ezst) - Wo(y) (Eysv) — o) (Eaxv) - Wp(y) (Ey*“))
(Tr(Ad, ()1 (u(z))o(y)) — Tr(Ad, ()1 (v(z))u(y)))

(Tr(u(z)z - v(y)) — Tr(v(@)z - u(y))).-

N =N =N =N =

By comparing this to the Alexander-Whitney approximation theorem, Lemma

we conclude that (E*Q, [z|y])(u,v) = 3 ((u v, [z]y]) — v U, [z[y])) as

we wanted.
Finally observe that, on the space Hom” (', G), the second term ¥*hexp* A of
wy vanishes. Therefore —wy equals on XZ(T). O

5. GLOBAL DARBOUX COORDINATES

In this section, we prove our main theorem. Recall that we have the splitting
operation that decomposes a given convex projective orbifold into simpler pieces of
convex projective orbifolds. We show the decomposition theorem for C%#(0) which
is analogous to a previous result of the authors [9, Theorem 4.5.7]. Finally by using
our version of the action-angle principle [9, Theorem 3.4.5], we obtain the global
Darboux coordinates for the symplectic manifold (C(O),w®).

Throughout this section, we continue to use per(I') to denote a set of subgroups
generated by primitive peripheral elements. See Notation for details.

5.1. Local decomposition. We will prove that the tangent space can be decom-
posed into a direct sum of symplectic subspaces under the splitting operations.
Indeed, we did show the same result for compact surfaces. What is new here is that
splittings can happen along full 1-suborbifolds.

Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler characteristic, I' :=
79 (O). Let ¢ be a principal full 1-suborbifold joining two order 2 cone points
of O. Note that @' = O\¢ has also negative Euler characteristic. The orbifold
fundamental group I := 79™(0’) of O is a subgroup of I' and we denote by
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¢ : TV — T the inclusion. We can find presentations

F:<$17y1’... s T, Ygs 21,7 5 by ST, " - a30|
g b c
[z, yi] HZZ si=s8'=--=s°c=1)
im1 i=1 =1
and
I = <l‘1,yl»"' yLgyYgy 215" 5 Zb+1,83," " * ,Sc|
g b+1 c
[yl [ [z][si=st=-=s=1)
i=1 i=1 =3
such that r; = ro = 2 and ¢(zp41) = $182. Recall that 21, -+, 2p41 correspond to

the boundary components of O'.

Let S = per(I') u {{(s152)}. We consider the group pair (I',S). In view of
Lemma H,.(T,8;g) is asubspace of H}, (I, per(T'); g). Hence one can compute
w®([u], [v]) by regarding [u] and [v] as members of HJ, (', per(I); g).

Proposition 5.1. Keep the notations as above. Let [p] € XZ(T) be such that
[poi e XZ (T') for some B'. Then for any [u],[v] € HL, (T, S;g,) we have

par

wO([u], [0]) = w (F[u], *[v]).
where * : HY, (T, 8;9) — HJ, (I, per(I"); ) is the map induced from ¢ : T' —T.

par
Proof. Throughout the proof, we will use the explicit formula for w given in Theo-
rem and conventions therein. In particular, the parabolic cocycles u, v are re-
garded as members of Homr (B, g) with the property that, for each i = 1,2,--- b,
u([z]) = 2z - X; — X; for some X € g.

Recall that the map ¢ : TV — T induces the equivariant chain map ¢4 : By (I") —
B, (I') defined by ex([aly]) = [e(0)|(w)]- Let ¥’ := T2, [oe,wl T3 2 [ Tig i
r =19, [zi v H?:l z;, and r; = s;°. For the chain ¢’ € Bo(I") ® R given as in
of Lemma with respect to IV, we compute

LZ¢:|:|

, o or’ or’ T e
LgxC = Z (|[L6xi L’Iiﬂ + |:|:Layi Lyz]]) + 2 |[L62i

i=1

c ar/ c 1 r;
+ Z |[L 85, LSiﬂ - Z 7’7 |[L 75 Lgiﬂ
1=3 —3
or or b I or
"X ( ﬂawz mﬂ " lew yﬂ) 2 Hazl ZH + Irlssa]
or’ ° 1 [[or;
+§3 |[L55i Si]] 7;3;1 |[0"si Siﬂ

1 [ory 1 [[ors
-+ Il sisal = Il 1] = [l sal + ﬂa ﬂ oL |[a

Since 1y = ro = 2, we know that the last two terms become
1 o 1 (¢
8 D
1 651 T9 682
This shows that the chain ¢ € By(I') ® R given in with respect to I' can be
written as

1 1
82]] = §[sl|52]] + 5[[52|32]].

1 1
¢ = ty¢ — [r|s182] + [r|s1] + [rsi|s2] — 5[[81|S1]] — 5[[32\82]}.
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Since [u], [v] € HL,.(T',S;g), one can choose representatives u, v of [u], [v] so that

u(s182) = v(s182) = 0. Then by the cocycle condition v(syss) = v(s1) + s1 - v(s2),
we have

Tr(u(r)r - v(s152)) = Tr(u(r)r - v(s1)) + Tr(u(r)(rsy) - v(sz2))
and
Tr(u(rsy)(rsy) - v(s2)) = Tr((u(r) + r-u(s1))(rsy) - v(s2)).
Therefore we get

uuw, ¢y ={uuuv, ey
+ Tr(u(s1)s1 - v(s2)) — %Tr(u(sl)sl -v(s1)) — %TI‘(U(SQ)SQ - v(82)).
Since u(s1s2) = 0, we know that 0 = u(s1) + s1 - u(s2). Because s? = 1, we can
deduce u(s2) = —s1-u(s1) = u(sy). Similarly, we get v(s1) = v(s2). Hence it follows
that
Tr(u(sy)sy - v(s2)) — %Tr(u(sl)sl ~v(s1)) — %TY(U(SQ)SQ -v(s2))
= —Tr(u(s1)v(s2)) + %Tr(u(sl)v(sl)) + %Tr(u(SQ)v(sz))

= —Tr(u(s1)v(s1)) + %Tr(u(sl)v(sl)) + %Tr(u(sl)v(sl))

= 0.
Finally, our choice of cocycles u, v yields that X1 = 0. Combining all, we get
b+1
WO ([u], [v]) = (u U v, 14> + Tr(Xpy10(2041)) — Z Tr(X;v(z;))
i=1
= w9 (F[u], *[v]).
as desired. O

We unify the local decomposition theorem in the full generality. Let O be a com-
pact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler characteristic. Suppose that we are given
a collection {&1,--- ,&n} of pairwise disjoint essential simple closed curves or full
1-suborbifolds such that the completions of the connected components O, ---,O;
of O\|J!", & have negative Euler characteristic. As before, we denote I := 7™ (0)
and T; := 7™ (0;).

Let S = per(I') u {{&1), - - ,{&m )} Here we should clarify what we mean by (§;>
when &; is a full 1-suborbifold. Suppose that the lift f: of &; in the universal cover
is joining the fixed points of the corresponding generators in 7™ (0), say, s; and
s2. Then (&;) is, by convention, {s1s2).

For each i, there is the inclusion ¢; : T; — I' which induces ¢} : H}, (T, S;g) —
le)ar(ri7 per(T;); g).

Theorem 5.2. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler charac-
teristic and I' = 7™ (O). Let {&1,-++ ,&n} be a set of pairwise disjoint essential
simple closed curves or full 1-suborbifolds such that the completions of the con-
nected components Oy, -+, 0 of O\|J~, & have negative Euler characteristic. Let
[p] € XZ(T) be such that, for each i, [poi;] € X% (T;) for some choice of conjugacy
classes B;. Then for any [u],[v] € H, (T, S;g) we have

par

l
wO([ul, [o]) = Y w (e [u], ¢ [v])-

i=1



38 SUHYOUNG CHOI AND HONGTAEK JUNG

Remark 5.3. Again, [u] and [v] should be understood (by Lemma [3.3) as members
of H!, (T,per(T);g) so that the left hand side w® ([u],[v]) makes sense.

par
Proof. Renumbering if necessary, we may assume that &£, , & represent the es-
sential simple closed curves and remaining &1, - - - , &y, are the full 1-suborbifolds.

Then, we adopt the proof of Corollary 4.4.3 of [9]. Although Corollary 4.4.3 of [9]
is stated for compact surfaces, the same assertion and the proof work for compact
orbifolds. Then, we use Proposition inductively for each full 1-suborbifold &;,
i=k+ 1 U

5.2. Hamiltonian action and global decomposition. Now we deal with the
global decomposition theorem. Throughout this subsection we focus on n = 3 case
only. Unless otherwise stated, G denotes PSL3(R).

We briefly summarize Goldman’s work on Hamiltonian flows. By an invariant
function, we mean a smooth function f : U — R defined on an nonempty con-
jugation invariant subset U of G such that f(ghg™!) = f(h) for all h € U and
g € G. Given an invariant function f we can associate so call the Goldman function
f# : U — g whose defining property is that %|t=0f(h exptX) = Tr(f#(h)X) for
all X € g.

We fix the invariant functions ¢ and m defined on the set Hyp™ of hyperbolic
elements of G.

A(9)

0= a5

where \;(g) is the ith largest eigenvalue of g € Hyp'. We can observe that (£, m)
is the set of complete invariants for elements in Hyp'. Namely, two elements g, h €
Hyp* are conjugate if and only if (¢(g), m(g)) = (¢(h), m(h)).

Let &1, -+ ,&m, be essential simple closed curves and let &,,041, , Emg+m. b€
full 1-suborbifolds. Set m = mg + m. and M = 2mg + m.. Suppose that &, - ,&n
are mutually disjoint, non-isotopic and each component of O\ [J!", & has negative
Euler characteristic.

We apply the argument of Choi-Jung-Kim [9] with respect to the closed curves
€1, ,&my- This process identifies 7™ () with the fundamental group of a graph
of groups (I',G) where I' = 79"™(0). The graph G has the vertex set V(G) :=
{O1,---,0;} and we join O; and Oj, possibly i = j, by an edge if and only if they
are glued along some £;,. We choose a base vertex say O; and a maximal spanning
tree T of G. Then V(G) admits the natural partial ordering < with the minimal
element O;. The vertex group I'p, of O; is isomorphic to 7¢™(0;) and the edge
group I'¢, of & is the infinite cyclic generated by the abstract generator e;. If &;,
i < my, is a loop in G, then we a need extra generator eff. For each edge &;, we have
two homomorphisms (-)* : I¢, — I'(¢,)+ where (§)* and (&)~ are the terminal and
the initial vertex of &; respectively. All these generators are subject to the following
relations

, m(g) :=log|\a(g)]

(16) ef =e;
and
(17) eel(er) =

Since I'p; is isomorphic to 7™ (0;), we can choose a presentation of each T'p,

Lo, =@, Yja, 5 Ty Yigyr 23,05 5 Zibys S50 5 Sjcy |
gj b; Cj
R - A
n[xj,z,y“] sz H Sji =87 =80 =1)
i1 i=1 =1

such that



SYMPLECTIC COORDINATES 39

e the homomorphisms I'y, — I‘E{Jl_r at an edge &, connecting O, < O, are
given by el = z,; and e, = zp_Jl for some 1, j.

o if ¢; is in O then the lift of &; in the universal cover joins the fixed points
of s,; and si ;41 for some .

To make our notation consistent, we formally define ef, i > mg, to be z;ik 4=

Sk,25k,1 if & is a full 1-suborbifold in Oy whose lift in the universal cover joins the
fixed points of s ; and s 2.

The invariant functions ¢ and m induce the smooth functions ¢;, m; on C#(0)
defined by £;([p]) := £(p(&)), i = 1,2,--- ;m and m;([p]) := m(p(&;)) for each
i=1,2,---,mg. Now following Goldman [I3, Theorem 4.3] and Choi-Jung-Kim [9],
Theorem 4.5.6], we define the flows L! and M along &; for i = 1,2,--- ,mg. The
flow along the principal full 1-suborbifold &;, ¢ > mg is something new. For readers’
convenience, we present their definitions.

— Case I: & is a simple closed curve and is in T. Suppose that &; joins O, and
04, 0, < O,. Then for each t € R, we define L by

p(x) ifrelp,,O0 O,

| exp(tl (pl(e})))ple) exp(~t6# (p(e}))) ifx e To,, 0, > O,
Li([p]) () = { exp(t0# (p(e})))p(x) exp(—t# (ple?)) if @ = et and &F,& > O,
p() exp(—t0# (p(c}))) ifo=ctand & > 0, > &
exp(tf (ple}))p(a) fo=ctand & >0, > &

and similarly M} with ¢# replaced by m#. Note that Li([p]) respects the relations
and .

— Case II: &; is a simple closed curve and is not in T . This case we have simpler
expressions

pla) exp(tl# (p(e; ) ifz = ¢t

i

p(x) otherwise

Ly([p))(x) = {

and again similarly M.

— Case I1I: &; is a full 1-suborbifold. In this case, we only have flows of the type
L%. Suppose that the lift of & in the universal cover of O; joins fixed points of order
two generators s;1 and s;2. Then we understand the word z;,. 11 as s;,15;2. For
each t € R, we define

exp(t0* (p(e;)))p(x) exp(—tl# (p(e}))) if @ = s;1, 552
p(x) otherwise .

Li([p)) (=) = {

Lemma 5.4. The flows L, M} defined above are Hamiltonian, complete and com-
mute each other. Consequently, they give rise to the Hamiltonian action of the
abelian Lie group RM.

Proof. Let X(, be the surface obtained by removing all singular points from the
underlying space Xp of O. We have the natural inclusion f : X/, — Xo. Let
&= f71(&) for i =1,2,--- ,mg. For i = mg + 1,--- ,m, consider a small tubular
neighborhood N; ¢ Xp of & and N = f~1(N;). Topologically, N/ is a disk with
two punctures. We define £ to be the boundary of N/. Now, we can construct the
flows LY, -~ Ly and M}, ---  M™" on Xs(m (X})) with respect to &. By [9,
Theorem 4.5.6], Li’ and M are Hamiltonian and commute.

Recall that the embedding Z defined in Lemma is symplectic. Moreover,
one can observe that Z o L} = Lil oZ and IOM,‘? = Mtj/ oZ fori=1,2,---,m
and j = 1,2,--- ,mg. Therefore, the flows L}, -, L7, and M}, --- , M™ are also
Hamiltonian and commute.
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The completeness of L},--- L, M}, --- M follows from section 3.4.1 and
section 3.4.2 of Choi-Goldman [§]. O

The moment map p : C#(0) — (RM)* of this action is given by the invariants
of p(&;), that is,

lo] = (e (oD~ b ([p])s ma([p])s -+ g ([]))-

Here we identify RM with its dual by the canonical inner product. We briefly explain
why this is the case. Since this is an abelian Lie group action, it suffices to handle
the action of a single component. The moment map of the total Lie group action
is given by summing up all the moments maps of each component action. Hence,
let us present the case of the flow L} : R x C#(0) — C#(0O) only. It is known [L3|
Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.7] that the Hamiltonian function for the flow L} is the
function #; : C#(0) — R. We know that an element x € R (regarded as the Lie
algebra of R) generates the flow Ll,. Then, the associated Hamiltonian function
will be [p] — x1([p]). Thus, if we identify the dual R* with R itself, the moment
map p : C#(0) — R* for this action can be simply written as u([p]) = £1([p]). See
section 4.5 of [9] for details.

Lemma 5.5. The RM -action is free.

Proof. Suppose that m = 1 (either mg = 1 or m, = 1). In view of Choi-Goldman
[8l Proposition 3.11], we know that the R-action is free. The lemma follows by
induction on m. O

Suppose that we are given a value y in the image of the moment map pu. We
observe two elements g and h in Hyp™ are conjugate if and only if (£(g), m(g)) =
(¢(h),m(h)). Therefore, the value of y determines the conjugacy classes of p(e;")
say C;. That is, u~1(y) is the set of classes of representations [p] in C#(0O) such
that p(e;]) € C; for each i = 1,2,--- ,m. This also defines a set of conjugacy class
B; for each i = 1,2,--- 1 such that the image of the projection C#(0) — C(0;)
lies in C%:(0;).

For each y in the image of the moment map g, the splitting map SP induces the
map SP, : p~1(y) = C#1(O1) x - -+ x C#(O;). Recall that, in terms of holonomy,
SP, is given by

[p] — ([,0 © Ll]a [,0 © L2]7 ) [p © Ll])'
We observe that SP, descends to the map

SPLpHy)/RM — % (O) x -+ x CPH(O)).
Lemma 5.6. For every y € Image(u), the RM-action on pu=*(y) is proper.

This lemma is implicitly shown in Choi-Goldman [8]. To be more precise we
include two proofs for this lemma. The first proof is indirect; we prove that p=1(y)
is a fiber bundle over the image. The second proof is a variant of the authors’
previous paper [9] which is more intrinsic but slightly complicated.

Proof 1. Let & = per(l') U {(&1),--+ ,{&m)}. One can identify T}, u~'(y) with
H;ar(I‘, S;9,). There is a Mayer-Vietoris type short exact sequence

m

l
) dsp,
0— C_D HO(<€1>7 g) - H;ar(rl7 87 g) - @Héar(rh per(Fi); g) -0
i=1 =1
where the image of § in Héar(F,S;g) is the tangent directions of the RM-action.

This shows that SP;, is a local diffeomorphism and that SPy, : u~*(y) — C#1(0) x
- x C#1(0,) is a submersion. Since S’P; is known to be one-to-one and onto we
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know that SP is a diffeomorphism. In particular, u~*(y) — p L (y)/RM is also a
submersion whose fiber coincides with that of SP,,.

Since ! (y) — p~ ' (y)/RM is a submersion, we know that each fiber of = (y) —
p~1(y)/RM is an embedded submanifold. Since Lemma shows that RM acts
simply transitively on each fiber, we know that each fiber is homeomorphic to RM.
By Corollary 31 of Meigniez [29], we know that p=1(y) — p='(y)/RM is a fiber
bundle. Hence the action is proper. [l

Proof 2. Let

H(y) = {p € Hom(m (X0),G) | [o] € n™' (1)}
A slight modification of the proof of Lemma 4.5.4 of [9] shows that the RM-action
on H(y) is proper.

Now we construct an equivariant section of H(y) — p~'(y). For each p € H(y),
we have a unique limit map &, : 00 — RP?. Choose four points x1, - , x4 € 0(5,
no two of which are in the same orbit. We also choose four generic points vy, - ,v4
in RP?. We define the section s : u~*(y) — H by declaring that s([p]) is the unique
p € H(y) such that &,(x;) = v;. Then s is clearly the desired equivariant section.

For a given compact set K of =1 (y), we know that {t € RM |t-s(K)ns(K) # &}
is compact. Since s is equivariant, we have {t e RM |t - s(K) ns(K) # &} = {t €
RM|t- K n K # &}. Therefore, the RM-action on =1 (y) is also proper. O

Since the RM-action on p~1(y) is proper, we can take the Marsden-Weinstein
quotient =1 (y)/RM. On the other hand, the right hand side admits the symplectic
structure given by the orthogonal sum w® @ --- @ w®:.

By appealing to Theorem [5.2] and Proposition [£:18] we obtain the following
decomposition theorem

Theorem 5.7. Let O be a compact oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler charac-
teristic. Let &1, - -+ , & be pairwise disjoint essential simple closed curves or full 1-
suborbifolds such that the completion of each connected component O; of O\|J:~, &
has also negative Euler characteristic. Then the map

SPy i () /RM — C#1(01) x - x €71 ()

defined above is a symplectomorphism.

Proof. From the proof of Lemma we can conclude that 873; is a diffeomorphism.
Since 877; is induced from ¢; : I'; — I", Theorem tells us that SP’y is a
symplectomorphism. O

5.3. Construction of global coordinates. To make upcoming indices neat, we
introduce the following notation.

Notation 5.8. Let O be a closed oriented 2-orbifold of negative Euler character-
istic, with genus g, ¢ cone points and ¢; order two cone points. Let

29— 2+ c—|ep/2] if ¢}, is even
29 —2+c—|ep/2| =1 ifcpisodd ’

J=J(g,c,cp) :=39g—3+c—|cp/2]

I=1I(g,c,cp) := {

and
K =K(g,¢) :==39g—3+c.

We prove that O can be decomposed into so called elementary orbifolds of types
(P1),(P2),(P3) and (P4). This is analogues to the pair-of-pants decomposition of a
surface but we require more building blocks.

For the definition of elementary orbifolds, we refer readers to Choi-Goldman [g].
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Lemma 5.9. There is a decomposition of O by essential simple closed curves
&, -+, €5 and full 1-suborbifolds €541, -+ ,Ex such that each connected component
of O\ Ufil &; is an elementary orbifold of the type (P1), (P2), (P3), or (P4).

Proof. This is essentially proven in Theorem 4.3 of Choi-Goldman [§]. Here, we give
simpler argument specialized to our situation.

If O has order 2 cone points, we pair them by full 1-suborbifolds 741, ,&k-
By splitting O along €541, , &k, we get another orbifold O of the same genus g
with |¢p/2] boundary components, ¢—2|¢p/2| cone points and at most one order two
cone point. Let € = {£1,--- ,£;} be a pair-of-pants decomposition of X/,,. Then
it is clear that ¥ decomposes O into 2g — 2 + ¢ — |¢/2] connected components
By, Eg_94c|c,/2 each of which is an elementary orbifold of the type (P1),
(P2), (P3), or (P4). O

If an elementary orbifold E of type (P1), (P2), (P3) or (P4) has an order 2
cone point, then the deformation space C#(E) becomes singleton. Call such an ele-
mentary orbifold exceptional. Every non-exceptional elementary orbifold F of type
(P1), (P2), (P3) or (P4) has two dimensional deformation space C#(E). Observe
that among the pieces E; of Lemma there appears at most one exceptional
elementary orbifold depending on the parity of c;.

There is the smooth map SP : C(O) — A given by the restriction on each
component where A is the subset of C(E1) x - -+ X C(Eag_2c—|c,/2)) Which satisfies
the condition that if ; and v; are gluing boundaries, then they have the same
invariants. Note that SP restricts on each leaf p=!(y) to SP, .

Our first coordinates are called length coordinates

n = (Ela"' 7£Kam17"' ,IIlJ).

Lemma 5.10. The principal RM -fiber bundle map SP : C(O) — A admits a global
section, say s : AN — C(O) where M = 2J + |cp/2] = 69 — 6 + 2¢ — |¢p/2].

Proof. We know, from Choi-Goldman [g], that
A = (Ri)l ~ EJ > (RJ’_)K*J

where £ = {(I,m) € R?|l > 0, 3m + [ > 0}. Indeed, there are parameters (s;,t;)
defined in Choi-Goldman [8] that parametrize C%i(E;) when E; is non-exceptional.
This (s;,¢;) parameters take all values in R? = {(z,y) € R?*|z,y > 0}. They
correspond to the first factor (R%)/. The second factor comes from the range of
invariants (¢, m) associated to simple closed geodesics. The last factor is the range
of ¢ associated to principal full 1-suborbifolds.

Since, A is contractible, SP is the trivial R™-bundle. O

Remark 5.11. In Choi-Goldman [8], the parameter s is defined merely as a param-
eter for the solution space of the system of linear equations [8 eqns. (23), (24)]
and is not specified explicitly. In this paper we use v; (eq. (20) in [8]) as a free
parameter for this system and declare this variable s.

The twisting coordinates 61,--- ,0k, @1, ,p; are defined by integration from
the image of s along the Hamiltonian flow. We finally define internal coordinates

s; :=log s; o SP
and
t; :=logt; o SP.
Altogether, we get the global coordinates for C(Q). Observe that there are 16g —

1646¢—2¢;, coordinates, which is equal to the dimension of C(O). These coordinates,
however, may not be Darboux.
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5.4. Existence of global Darboux coordinates. We now show that C(O) ad-
mits global Darboux coordinates. We begin with the global coordinates constructed
in the previous section.

Theorem 5.12. Let E; be a non-exceptional elementary orbifold of the type (P1),
(P2), (P3), or (P4). Let (si,t;) be the coordinates for C%:(E;). Then

wP = dt; A ds;.
Proof. We use Mathematica to evaluate the formula for w®: (Theorem |4.14)). Math-

ematica files are available at [22]. O

Remark 5.13. For (P1), a pair-of-pants case, the same result is already shown by
H. Kim [24, Theorem 5.8].

By following the arguments of Choi-Jung-Kim [9] directly, one can obtain the
parallel results. We list here some of key facts without proofs.

Lemma 5.14. For each i, the Hamiltonian vector field X, is of the form

b e 0 G, 0
Xey ==+ D @i+ > bjz—
ati =1 (99] =1 6<pj
for some smooth functions a; and b;.

Lemma 5.15. For each i, the Hamiltonian vector field Xg, is complete and
XSU'"' 7X517Xf17"' aXZK7Xm17"" aXmJ
span a Lagrangian subspace of T;,1C(O) at each [p].

As a consequence, the above Hamiltonian vector fields induces the Hamiltonian
RIT/+E _action on C(O). Let us define the function F : C(O) — RIT/TE by

(18)  F([p]) = (s1(lp]), - »s1(lpD)s (o)) -+ b ([p])s ma ([p]), - -, ms ([]))-

Then the RI+/*+K_action preserves each fiber of F. To make use of Theorem 3.4.5
of [9], we should have the following result

Lemma 5.16. The RI*/*X _qction on C(O) is free, proper. In addition, the action
is transitive on each fiber. Therefore F is a fiber bundle such that each fiber is
Lagrangian and diffeomorphic to RIT7/+K,

Proof. By Lemma the RIT7/* K _action is free and fiberwise transitive. More-
over, F' is a submersion since F' is a projection with respect to the Goldman co-
ordinates. Therefore, each fiber of F' is homeomorphic to RI*/+X . Now we apply
Corollary 31 of [29]. O

Now we can deduce our main theorem:

Theorem 5.17. Let O be a closed oriented 2-orbifold of negative Fuler characteris-
tic, with genus g and ¢ cone points. Then C(O) admits a global Darboux coordinates
system.

Proof. Apply Theorem 3.4.5 of [9] to the function F defined in (I8). Then there
are complementary coordinates
(517 e 7§Iazla e 7ZK7m17' o aﬁJ>
such that
I(g,c,cp) K(g,c) o J(geen)
wo= > ds;adsi+ Yy, dliadli+ Y dm; A dm;.
i=1 i=1 i=1

This completes the proof. O
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