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THE SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE OF
THE PGL,(R)-HITCHIN COMPONENT

FRANCIS BONAHON, YASAR SOZEN, AND HATICE ZEYBEK

ABSTRACT. The PGL, (R)-Hitchin component Hit,(S) of a closed oriented surface is a
preferred component of the character variety consisting of homomorphisms from the funda-
mental group of the surface to the projective linear group PGL, (R). It admits a symplectic
structure, defined by the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form. The main result of the ar-
ticle is an explicit computation of this symplectic form in terms of certain global coordinates
for Hit,,(S). A remarkable feature of this expression is that its coefficients are constant.
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INTRODUCTION

For an oriented closed surface S of negative Euler characteristic, the PGL, (R)-Hitchin
component Hit,(S) is a preferred component of the character variety

Ko, @(S) = {p: T1(8) = PGL,(R)} /PGL,(R)

consisting of group homomorphisms p: m;(S) — PGL,(R) from the fundamental group
m1(S) of the surface to the projective linear group PGL,(R), considered modulo the action
of PGL,(R) by conjugation.

Fundamental results of Hitchin [Hit92], Labourie |[Lab06] and Fock-Goncharov [FGO6],
as well as subsequent work by many researchers triggered by these breakthroughs, have
showed that the Hitchin representations, namely the homomorphisms p: m (S) — PGL,(R)
representing elements of Hit,,(S), have very strong geometric properties. The general theme
is that these properties are very similar to the ones observed in the case n = 2 where, for the
identification between PGLy(R) and the isometry group of the hyperbolic plane H?, Hitchin
representations correspond to the monodromies of hyperbolic metrics on the surface S. For
instance, Hitchin representations are injective with discrete image, the action of the mapping
class group on Hit,(S) is discontinuous, and the Hitchin component Hit,,(S) is smooth and
diffeomorphic to R=X($)"* =1 where y(S) < 0 is the Euler characteristic of the surface.

The Hitchin diffeomorphism between Hit,,(S) and R~X)*~1) was based on the theory of
Higgs bundles. A different parametrization, combining the dynamical properties uncovered
in [Lab06] with the representation theoretic arguments of [FG06], was introduced in [BD17].
The Hitchin component Hit,(S) and, more generally, the smooth part of Xpar,,r)(S), comes
with a preferred symplectic structure, the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form [AB83],
Gol84]. The main result of the current article is an explicit computation of this symplectic
form in terms of the global coordinates for Hit,, (S) developed in [BD17].

The coordinates of [BD17] were inspired by earlier work of Fock and Goncharov [FG06] for
surfaces with at least one puncture. For such a punctured surface S, Fock and Goncharov
developed a theory of positive framed representations p: m (S) — PGL,(R) that is parallel
to that of Hitchin representations. In particular, they proved that the space P, (S) of posi-
tive framed characters is also diffeomorphic to R=x(5)n*=1), by constructing explicit global
coordinates for this space, associated to an ideal triangulation of the surface S. Because of
the punctures, the space P,(S) does not admit a symplectic structure, but it is endowed
with a Poisson structure and Fock and Goncharov explicitly compute this Poisson structure
in their coordinates.

Before describing the generalized Fock-Goncharov coordinates of [BD17] it may be useful,
for perspective, to remind the reader of the original Fock-Goncharov coordinates of [FGOG]
for punctured surfaces. Incidentally, we are here considering the so-called X—coordinates for
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F1GURE 1. The dots indexing the Fock-Goncharov coordinates, for n = 6.

positive framed PGL, (R)—characters, as opposed to the A—coordinates of the dual SL,,(R)—
based theory; see [FG06]. Let S be a punctured surface of negative Euler characteristic,
obtained by removing a nonempty set of punctures {pi,ps,...,px} from a closed oriented
surface S. The Fock-Goncharov coordinates for the space P, () of positive framed characters
use an ideal triangulation of the surface S, namely a triangulation of the closed surface S
whose vertices are exactly the punctures p;. The Fock-Goncharov coordinates are then
indexed by a certain number of dots drawn on the surface. More precisely, there are n — 1
hollow (white) dots on each edge of the ideal triangulation, and the interior of each face T’
is endowed with 1(n — 1)(n — 2) solid (black) dots arranged as an embedded copy of the
discrete triangle

©, = {(a,b,c) € Z3%a,b,c>1 and a + b+ ¢ =n},

in such a way that the vertices of the discrete triangle point towards the corners of the
triangle T'. See Figure[Ill An elementary Euler characteristic argument shows that there is
a total of —x(S)(n? — 1) such solid and hollow dots, a number that is also the dimension of
the space P, (9) of positive framed characters.

Given a positive framed character [p] € P, (S) , Fock and Goncharov associate a triangle
invariant 15(p) € R to each solid dot § in a face of the triangulation, and a shearing invariant
os(p) € R to each hollow dot § in an edge. To be completely accurate, the original Fock-
Goncharov X-—coordinates are positive numbers, and we are taking here their logarithms.
Fock and Goncharov then show that these invariants provide a diffeomorphism from the

space P,,(S) of positive framed characters to R=X(S)(n*~1),

RN 4

FIGURE 2. A train track.
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A closed surface has no ideal triangulation, since there is no puncture where to put the
vertices. The parametrization developed in [BD17| replaces the ideal triangulation by the
data of a maximal geodesic lamination A and of a train track carrying \; see §1.2] for precise
definitions. A geodesic lamination usually has a very intricate dynamical structure, but a
train track is a very combinatorial object. More precisely, a train track ¥ in the surface S
is a trivalent graph embedded in S, whose edges are smoothly embedded and such that, at
each vertex, the three adjacent edges are tangent to a single line with two edges going in one
direction and the remaining edge in the other direction. See Figure 2] for an example. This
property implies that the completion of the complement S — W has sharp corners occurring
at the vertices of ¥ and, because the geodesic lamination is maximal, there is the additional
property that each component of S — U is a triangle, namely a disk with 3 corners in its
boundary.

In accordance with the american railroad terminology, the vertices of the train track ¥
are called its switches, and its edges are its branches.

As in the original framework of [FGO06], the generalized Fock-Goncharov coordinates of
[BD17] are associated to dots drawn on the surface, except that there are many more of
them. More precisely, there are n — 1 hollow dots on each branch of the train track ¥, and
2(n—1)(n —2) solid dots in each triangle component U of the complement S — U, arranged
as a copy of the discrete triangle ©,, in such a way that the vertices of ©,, point toward the
corners of U. In particular, there is a total of —x(S5)(n — 1)(n + 7) such dots. See Figure [3]
for an illustration. A Hitchin character [p] € Hit,(S) then determines a triangle invariant
Ts(p) € R associated to each solid dot 0 in the complement S — ¥, and a shearing invariant
os(p) € R associated to each hollow dot on a branch of U. We should probably emphasize
that these invariants depend, not just on the train track ¥, but also on the maximal geodesic
lamination A carried by W.

FiGUurRE 3. The dots indexing the generalized Fock-Goncharov coordinates,
for n = 6.

The total number —x(S)(n — 1)(n 4+ 7) of dots is significantly more than the dimension
—x(S)(n?* — 1) of Hit,(S). Indeed, whereas the original Fock-Goncharov coordinates were
independent, the generalized Fock-Goncharov coordinates satisfy a certain number of linear
relations associated to the switches of the train track W. More precisely, by our definition of
train tracks, a switch s of U has two incoming branches e!*®* and e"#" and a single outgoing

S S

branch e%"*) with e to the left of 8" when oriented toward s. We orient e away from

s. The switch also determines a component U, of S — ¥, located between el and e"#"* near
s. Then, for a =1, 2, ..., n — 1, the a—th switch relation associated to s states that

Tsont(a)(P) = Oiete(a) (p) + U(;;ight(a)(ﬂ) - Z 7s(p)
s
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where 62" (a), 6'"(a) and 6"8"(a) are the a-th dots in the branches e, e and efeht for
the orientations specified above, and where the sum is over the n — a — 1 solid dots J in
the component Ug of S — W that, in the corresponding discrete triangle, are in the a—th row
parallel to the side of this discrete triangle that is opposite the vertex facing s. See Figure (]

for a graphical illustration of this switch relation, and §1.3| for a more formal description.

FIGURE 4. The a—th switch relation for n = 8 and a = 3

The switch relations constrain the generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants 75(p) and os(p)
to the linear subspace L of R=(»=D+0x(9) defined by these relations. In addition, these
invariants must satisfy a certain positivity condition defined by finitely many strict linear
inequalities, involving the transverse measures for the geodesic lamination A and consequently
based on the dynamical structure of the lamination.

The main result of [BD17] is that the map assigning its generalized Fock-Goncharov in-
variants to a Hitchin character [p] € Hit,,(S) defines a diffeomorphism from Hit,,(S) to the
polytope in R=(»=D(+0x(9) defined by the switch relations and the positivity condition.

Going back to the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form w, each dot § defines a function
Ts: [p] V= Ts(p) or ags: [p] — os(p) on the Hitchin component Hit, (S). Our main result
provides an explicit computation of w in terms of the differentials d7s and dos of these
coordinate maps.

Theorem 1. The Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form w of the Hitchin component Hit,,(S)
can be expressed in terms of the generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants as

w= > > 3C(6.8) drs A dry

U component of S—V¥ §,6'eU

+ > > C(6,0) dos Adoy

s switch of W (;EGIScfc7 6’ee§igh“

- > Y C5,8)dos Adry

s switch of ¥ §eeleft §'cU,

+ > > C(6,0) dos Adry

s switch of W 6Ee§ight, 5 €U,

where the coefficients C'(9,d") are explicit integers associated to the dots § and §'. In partic-
ular, these coefficients are constant.
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More precisely,

(/b — alf ifa<d,b<bandc>c
acd —dc fa<d,b>b and c<
C(6.8) = be—bd ifa<d,b>bandc>c
be—bd ifaz>d,b<b andc<
ac —dc fa>d,b<b andc>c
ka’b—ab’ ifa>d,b>band c<

if the solid dots §, ' € U are respectively associated to the points (a, b, c), (a/,0, ") of the
discrete triangle ©,,, and
a(n—a) ifa

C(6,8") = {

if: § is the a—th hollow dot in €' and ¢’ is the a’~th hollow dot in e!'8"; or § is the a-th
hollow dot in e and § € U, is a solid dot which, in the discrete triangle of Uy, is in the
a’~th row parallel to the side that is opposite s; or § is the a—th hollow dot in e"&" and
0" € Uy is a solid dot which, in the discrete triangle of U, is in the a’~th row parallel to the
side opposite s.

As an illustration, the formula is relatively simple when n = 3. In this case, let d; be the
unique solid dot contained in the component U, of S — W associated to the switch s. Also,
let 6" (a) and 68" (a) be the a—th dots in the incoming branches el and e of s, as in

S S
our statement of the Switch Condition and in Figure [

> d
aln—ad) ifa<d

Y

Corollary 2. When n = 3, the symplectic form of the Hitchin component Hit3(S) is equal
to

w = Z 2 (do’&}gcft(l) /\ daégight(l) + do-(%cft(2) /\ dg6§ight(2)>
s switch of ¥

+ Z (dd(;écfc(l) A dgégight ) + dO'(;chc(Q) A dgégight(l))
s switch of ¥

—|— Z (206§ight(1) —|— Uégighc@) — 20'5?&(1) — O'(glscft(2)> A d’T(SS . |:|

s switch of ¥

Remark 3. We have chosen to restrict attention to trivalent train tracks for the sake of
the exposition. The reader familiar with this concept should have no problem extending
Theorem [ (and the definition of the switch relations) to general train tracks carrying the
maximal geodesic lamination A\, where some switches are allowed to be adjacent to more
than three branches. This would result in a significant increase in notational complexity for
the statements, but tends to be more convenient for explicit computations.

Remark 4. The article [BD14], intended as an easier version of [BD17] for the case when the
geodesic lamination A has finitely many leaves, develops a set of coordinates for the Hitchin
component Hit, (S) that looks very much like that of [BD17]. In fact, these two sets of
coordinates coincide for the most part, but they differ very substantially in the way they
measure the shear along a closed leaves of \. The outcome is that, as already observed in
[SZ17], the coordinates of [BD14] are not well adapted to the symplectic form w. Indeed, the
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expression of w in these coordinates involves coefficients that are not constant and depend
on the point of Hit, (S) considered.

Theorem [ is proved as Theorem (49 in §7] using a notation scheme that is more formula-
oriented and less graphical than the one used in this Introduction (see §I.3for the correspon-
dence). The Atiyah-Bott-Goldman form is defined [Gol84] as a cup-product, using the Weil
identification of the tangent space T}, Hit,(S) with the cohomology space H*(S;sl,(R)aq,).
The main technical part of the article, requiring subtle analytic estimates to guarantee con-
vergence, is concentrated in §§4H5] and is devoted to the explicit construction of a simplicial
cocycle ey € C1(S;50,(R)aq,) representing the cohomology class associated to a tangent vec-
tor V' € Tj,Hit,(S). This part involves a reconstruction of a Hitchin representation from its
generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants, which is more explicit than the one used in [BD17]
and may be of independent interest. After this, relatively straightforward combinatorial and
algebraic computations in §6l provide an estimate for the value of the cup-product. In a final
step, the estimate is shown to be invariant under the operation of zipper-opening for train
tracks described in §5.4] and is therefore exactly equal to the value of the cup-product.

Theorem [I]is the natural extension of the results of [SB01] for the case where n = 2, and
of [Zey21] for the restriction of w to the slices of Hit,,(S) where the triangle invariants 7,(d)
are constant. A version of Theorem [I] was obtained by Zhe Sun and Tengren Zhang [SZ17]
for the case where the geodesic lamination is restricted to have only finitely many leaves and
where the convergence arguments are easier. We actually rely on several tools developed by
these authors, in particular the eruptions introduced in [SWZ20] (see §3.3)), the algebraic
computation of Lemma d2] and the barriers of §5.1] which enabled us to simplify an earlier
approach of ours.

1. THE PGL,(R)-HITCHIN COMPONENT

1.1. Hitchin characters and Hitchin representations. For a closed surface S of nega-
tive Euler characteristic, the PGL,,(R)-Hitchin component Hit,(S) is a preferred component
of the character variety

KXo (S) = {p: m(S) = PGL,(R)} JPGL,(R)

consisting of group homomorphisms p: m1(S) — PGL,(R) from the fundamental group m(S5)
of the surface to the projective linear group PGL,(R), considered modulo the action of
PGL,(R) by conjugation. More precisely, the monodromy 7, (S) — PSLy(R) of a hyperbolic
metric on S can be extended to a homomorphism p: m(S) — PGL,(R) by composing
it with the unique n—dimensional irreducible representation SLa(R) — SL,(R) of SLy(R).
The Hitchin component is the component of Apgr, r)(S) that contains the characters thus
associated to hyperbolic metrics.

We will refer to elements of Hit,,(S) as Hitchin characters, while homomorphisms p: m1(S) —
PGL, (R) representing a Hitchin character [p| € Hit,, (S) will be Hitchin representations. As
indicated in the Introduction, Hitchin representations have very strong geometric properties.
We will particularly rely on two such features.

One is a dynamical property of Labourie [Lab06] which provides, for each Hitchin repre-
sentation p: m (S) — PGL,(R), a continuous p-equivariant flag map F,: 0505 — Flag(R™)
from the boundary at infinity 0., of the universal cover S to the space Flag(R") of flags in
R™. This flag map is actually the unique continuous p—equivariant map 0,5 — Flag(R").
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The second property, due to Fock-Goncharov [FG06], is more Lie theoretic and asserts that
the flag map F, sends any finite family of distinct points xy, zo, ..., @ € 0sS , occurring
in this order in the circle 8,5, to a family of flags F,(z1), F,(z2), ..., F(zx) € Flag(R")
that is positive, in a sense that we will discuss in a few more details in §3.11

1.2. Geodesic laminations and train tracks. The parametrization of Hit,,(S) developed
in [BD17] uses maximal geodesic laminations as a substitute for the ideal triangulations
used by Fock and Goncharov [FG06] for punctured surfaces, since closed surfaces admit no
ideal triangulation. The next section §1.3] will give a brief description of the coordinates of
[BD17], but we first give some background on geodesic laminations. We refer to, for instance,
[Thu23, [CEGS7, I[CB8Y, [PHI2] for details about these facts.

Since we are restricting attention to surfaces of negative Euler characteristic, we can
endow the closed surface S with an arbitrary riemannian metric my of negative curvature. A
geodesic lamination (or mo—geodesic lamination if we want to emphasize the dependence on
the auxiliary metric my) is a closed subset A C S that can be decomposed as the union of a
family of disjoint simple geodesics, where a simple geodesic is a complete my—geodesic that
does not intersect itself (but may be closed). These geodesics are the leaves of the geodesic
lamination.

A simple example is provided by a family of finitely many disjoint simple closed geodesics.
This example can be expanded by adding a few infinite geodesics that spiral around the closed
geodesics. However, a typical geodesic lamination is usually much more complicated, and can
locally consist of a Cantor set of disjoint geodesics. This is often the case with those geodesic
laminations that arise from a geometric context, such as the stable and unstable measured
geodesic laminations of a pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphism, or the bending lamination of a
kleinian group.

Although the definition given here depends on the choice of a negatively curved metric
mg on the surface S, geodesic laminations can actually be described in an intrinsic way that
make them independent of this choice, for instance in terms of the boundary at infinity 0,5
of the universal cover S. As such, geodesic lamination intrinsically are topological objects
associated to the surface.

A geodesic lamination is mazimal if it is maximal for inclusion among all geodesic lami-
nations.

Proposition 5.

(1) Every geodesic lamination is contained in a mazimal geodesic lamination.

(2) A geodesic lamination X\ is maximal if and only if its complement S — X\ consists
of finitely many ideal triangles, each bounded by three infinite geodesics in A. In
addition, the number of these triangles is equal to —2x(S), where x(S) is the Euler
characteristic of S. U

In practice, exactly as a Cantor set looks like a finite set at finite resolution, a geodesic
lamination drawn on a surface looks like a train track as defined in the Introduction. This
can be formalized as follows.

A (trivalent) train track neighborhood for the mo—geodesic lamination A is a closed neigh-
borhood ® of A\ which can be decomposed as a union of finitely many embedded rectangles
R;, called its branches, such that
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(1) each rectangle R; = [0, 1] x [0, 1] is foliated by arcs {z} x [0, 1], called its ties, and
the leaves of \ are transverse to these ties;

(2) the points of a branch R; = [0, 1] x [0, 1] that belong to another branch R; are exactly
the points of the boundary ties {0,1} x [0, 1];

(3) the points of S locally belonging to at least two branches form a family of disjoint
arcs, called the switch ties of the train track neighborhood;

(4) each switch tie is locally adjacent to one branch R; on one side, and to exactly two
branches R;, R, on the other side.

It follows from this general description that the closure of the complement S — & has
corners, corresponding to points where three distinct branches meet. We add one more
global condition.

(5) no component of S — ® is a disk with 0, 1 or 2 corners in its boundary.

a switch tie another tie

>~
|
1]
Il
T

FIGURE 5. The local model of a train track neighborhood near a switch tie

A fundamental property is that every geodesic lamination A admits arbitrarily small train
track neighborhoods.

Proposition 6. Let U be a component of the complement S—® of a train track neighborhood
® of the maximal geodesic lamination X\, and let T' be the component of S — X that contains
it. Then, the foliation of ® N'T induced by the ties of ® is of the type illustrated in Figure [0l
In particular, U is a triangle, namely a disk with three corners in its boundary, and each
corner of U points toward a unique vertex of the ideal triangle T

This establishes a one-to-one correspondence between the components U of S — ® and the
components T of S — X\, as well as a one-to-one correspondence between the corners of the
boundary of U and the vertices of the ideal triangle T . O

From a train track neighborhood ® of the my—geodesic lamination A, one easily obtains a
train track ¥ in the sense of the Introduction, by collapsing each tie of ® to a single point.
In this situation, we will say that A is (strongly) carried by the train track W.

We will often use the same letter to denote a branch e of the train track neighborhood ®
and the corresponding branch e of the train track W associated to ®, or for the switch tie s
of ® and the corresponding switch s of .

Remark 7. The above definitions heavily depend on the auxiliary negatively curved metric
myp chosen to describe geodesic laminations. There is a more topological point of view,
independent of the choice of the metric mg, in which a geodesic lamination is weakly carried
by the train track W if, for every leaf g of A, there is a train route in ¥ that is homotopic to g by
a homotopy moving points by a uniformly bounded amount (the Fellow Traveller Property).
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FIGURE 6. The train track neighborhood ® and a component T of S — A

All the results of the current article (as well as those of [BD17]) could be rephrased in this
more topological framework, but at the expense of increased complexity in the exposition.
We have chosen to restrict attention to the more restricted (metric dependent) viewpoint,
but experts should have no problem extending our arguments to the more general setup.

1.3. Generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants. Let A be a maximal geodesic lamination
in the surface S that is carried by a trivalent train track W, in the sense of §1.2. By
Proposition 6] each component of S — V¥ is a triangle, namely a disk with three boundary
corners (the vertices of the triangle) located at switches of W.

The parametrization of Hit,, (.S) associated to A and ¥ that is developed in [BD17] is based
on two distinct types of invariants for a Hitchin representation p: m;(S) — PGL,(R).

The first type are the triangle invariants Tgbc(U, s) € R. These are indexed by the com-
ponents U of the complement S — W, the vertices s of the triangle U, and the points (a, b, ¢)
in the discrete triangle

O, = {(a,b,c) € Z*;a,b,c > 1 and a + b+ c=n}.

These triangle invariants satisfy the Rotation Condition that, if s;, so, s3 are the three
vertices of the triangle U, indexed counterclockwise in this order around U,

Tgbc(U, s1) = TSC“(U, S9) = T[f“b(U, S3).

The second type of invariant consists of the shearing invariants agb(e) € R, indexed by

the oriented branches e of the train track U and by the points (a, b) in the discrete interval
L, = {(a,b) € Z*;a,b>1and a + b= n}.

These are constrained by the Orientation Reversal Relation that, if € is obtained by reversing
the orientation of the branch e,

agb (e) = Uf’)“(e).

There are two additional constraints for the invariants 7¢*“(U, s) and 0%”(e). The main one
consists of the Switch Relations for the shearing invariants Ugb, defined as follows. By our
assumption that the train track W is trivalent, there are three branches e, el erisht of ¥
that are adjacent to each switch s, with e"* on one side of s while e'°f* right are on the

0 SV and el
other side. We orient " coming in on

away from s and e and e 8" toward s, with el°ft
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the left of 8" (hence the names). See Figure @l Finally, let U, be the triangle component
of S — WU that has s as a vertex. The Switch Condition then asserts that

O_zb(e(s)ut) — O_zb(elsoft> + O_zb(egight) o Z Tgblcl (Us’ S)

b +c'=n—a

where the sum is over all ¥/, ¢ such that (a, b, ) is in the discrete triangle ©,,.

There is an additional Positivity Condition satisfied by the invariants, which we alluded
to in the Introduction. However, it is here irrelevant as it is an open condition and we are
only interested in local properties.

Remark 8. The shearing invariant 04’ (e) is called ¢(e) in [BDI7], with no loss of information
since b =n — a.

The reader should have no difficulty connecting these invariants 74*(U, s) and 05°(e) to the
invariants 7,(6) and o5(p) of the Introduction. Namely, if we embed the discrete triangle ©,,
in the component U of S—W in such a way that the vertices (n—2,1,1), (1,n—2,1), (1,1,n—2)
of ©,, respectively point toward corners si, sg, s3 of U occurring counterclockwise in this
order around U, then 74%(U, 51) is equal to 75(p) for the solid dot 6 € ©,, C U corresponding
to (a,b,c). Similarly, if e is an oriented branch of the train track ¥ and if § is the hollow
dot drawn on e that occurs in a—th position for the orientation of e, the shearing invariant
os(p) is equal to 02" (¢). The Rotation Condition and the Orientation Reversal Condition
above guarantee the consistency of these identifications. Then, the Switch Relations of this
section are easily seen to be equivalent to those described in the Introduction.

2. THE SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE OF THE HITCHIN COMPONENT Hit,,(5)

2.1. The Atiyah-Bott-Goldman form. The starting point in the definition of the Atiyah-
Bott-Goldman form is Weil’s cohomological interpretation of tangent vectors to character
varieties, pioneered in [Wei60]. In our context, this correspondence is the following.

Let V' € Tj,Hit,(S) be a tangent vector of the Hitchin component at the point [p] €
Hit,, (). Realize it as the tangent vector

d

V=
dt

[Pt]\t:o
for a curve t — [p;] € Hit,,(S) with [po] = [p], namely for a family of group homomorphisms
pe: m(S) = PGL,(R) depending smoothly on a real parameter ¢ and such that py = p.

For every v € m(S), the derivative

cv(v) = %pt(v)po(v)‘ﬂt:o

is an element of the Lie algebra pgl, (R) of PGL,,(R). We will identify pgl,,(R) to the more
familiar Lie algebra sl,,(R) of SL,,(R), where computations will also be more explicit.

It can then be shown that the map cy: m(S) — sl,(R) so defined is a group cocycle
twisted by the adjoint representation Ad p: m(S) — GL (sl,(R)), in the sense that

cev(1Y) = ev(7) + Adp(7) (ev (7)) = ev(7) + p(V)ev (Y )p(y) ™
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This cocycle ¢y defines a group cohomology class [cy] € H' (m1(5);80,(R)aa,) twisted
by the adjoint representation. Weil shows (in a more general setup) that this cohomol-
ogy class [cy] depends only on the tangent vector V', and that this establishes a one-
to-one correspondence between the tangent space 71j,Hit,(S) and the cohomology space
HY (71(S); (R ).

Since the universal cover of S is contractible, the cohomology spaces H* (m1(S); 50, (R)ad,)
and H' (S;s(,(R)aq,) are naturally isomorphic.

Now, two tangent vectors Vi, Va € Tj,Hit,(S) give two cohomology classes [cv,], [cv,] €
H'(S;s0,(R)aq,) and, inspired by an earlier construction of Atiyah-Bott [AB83] for compact
groups, Goldman [Gol84] considers their cup-product

v -levs] € B2 (S: (61,(R) @ sy (R)) o, ) -

The Killing form K: sl,,(R)®sl,(R) — R of s[,(R) is invariant under the adjoint representa-
tion, and therefore defines a homomorphism K*: H? (S; (sl (R) ® 5[n(R))Adp) — H? (S;R)

valued in the real untwisted cohomology. We can then evaluate the corresponding cohomol-
ogy class on the fundamental class [S] € Ha(S;R), and define

wp(V1,V2) = (K™ ([evi]~[ew]) , [S]) -

This construction provides an antisymmetric bilinear form w, on each tangent space
T, Hit,, (), which depends differentiably on the point [p] € Hit,(S). In other words, this
defines a differential form w of degree 2 on the Hitchin component Hit,,(.5).

It follows from Poincaré duality that this differential form w € Q?(Hit,(S)) is non-
degenerate at every point [p] € Hit,(S), and Goldman shows that it is also closed. As
a consequence, w is a symplectic form on Hit,,(.5).

2.2. A simplicial description of the Weil cohomology class. The group cohomology
description of the Weil class [cy] € H' (m1(S);s0,(R)aa,) = H* (S;50,(R)aq,) associated to
a tangent vector V' € Tj,Hit,(S) is not very convenient for our purposes. In particular, to
compute the cup-product of two such classes, we want a description of these classes in terms
of the simplicial cohomology associated to a triangulation of the surface. We now describe
a scheme that provides such a description, and will implement this scheme in later sections.

The group R* of nonzero real numbers acts by multiplication on the set of all bases of
R™. Let a projective basis be an element of the corresponding quotient, namely a basis of
R™ considered only up to scalar multiplication.

Let a tangent vector V € Tj,Hit,(S) be given, and represented by the tangent vector
p= %pm:o of a 1-parameter family of homomorphisms p;: 7 (S) — PGL,(R) with py = p.
Suppose that we are given the additional data, for each point = of the universal cover S, of
a projective basis By(Z) such that

(1) the choice of By(T) is py—equivariant, in the sense that By(vx) = pi(7y) (Bi(T)) for
every v € m(S) and every point x of S:
(2) for every T € S , the projective basis B;(7) depends differentiably on ¢.
Note that there is no requirement that the projective basis B;(z) depends antinuously on

Z, so that it can just be constructed orbit by orbit for the action of 71(S) on S. In practice,
we will only need these projective bases B;(Z) over finitely many orbits, corresponding to

the preimage in S of the vertex set of a triangulation of S.
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By considering the coordinates of its elements, we can interpret the projective basis B;(7)
as a projective matrix B;(z) € PGL,(R) and we will use the same notation to represent
the projective basis and the projective matrix. Namely, B,(z) € PGL,(R) is the unique
projective map sending the standard basis of R™ to the projective basis B;(Z). For every

x € S, we now consider the derivative

(@) = %Bt( )Bo(Z) =0 € pal,(R) = sL,(R).

We can interpret ¢? as an sl, (R)-valued singular 0-cochain ¢* € C° (§ s(,(R)). We then

consider its coboundary ¢! = dc® € C! (§ ;s0,(R)). Namely, if k is a singular 1-simplex in 3,
considered as a path going from z_ to z,, then

k) =@, — OF).

1

Lemma 9. The sl,(R)-valued cochain ¢' is closed and Ad p—equivariant.

Proof. The fact that ¢! is closed is an immediate consequence of the fact that ¢! = dc°.
To prove the Ad p-equivariance, let us first compute how c® behaves under the action of

m(S). For z € S and v € m(95),

0F) = SBOTET) umo = ) B(DB () (1) mo

jt +(7)Bo(T )Bo(f)_lpo(’Y)_luzo-F%po(”Y)Bt(f)Bo(f)_lﬂo(’Y)_lhs:o
d 1 d ., - ~—1 -1

= PO o+ ) (BB 0 ) )

d

= —2(Npo(7) =0 + Ad p(7)(<"(@)).
Therefore, if the 1-simplex k goes from T_ to T,
c'(vk) = (Vi) = (7F-)
= Adp(1)("(T4)) — Ad p(y)("(F2))
— Adp(7) (1 ().
This proves that ¢! is Ad p-equivariant. Note that this is in general not true for c°. U

As a consequence, ¢! is a cocycle in the twisted chain complex C*(S; s, (R)aq,) by defini-
tion of this chain complex, and defines a singular cohomology class [¢!] € H(S;sl,(R)aq,).

Lemma 10. The singular cohomology class [c'] € H'(S;sl,(R)aq,) is equal to the Weil
class [ev] € H (m1(S); 80, (R)aa,) = H' (S;80,(R)aa,) associated to the same tangent vector
Ve T[p}Hitn(S).

Proof. To compare [c!] to the Weil class [cy], we need to be more explicit with the cor-
respondence between the group cohomology space H' (m1(S);sl,(R)aq,) and the singular
cohomology space H' (S;sl,(R)ad,).

The group cohomology of 1 (S) is defined as the simplicial cohomology of a complex K
whose n-dimensional simplices 0., ~,...~, are indexed by the elements (71,72, ...,7,) of the
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power 71(S)", and where the boundary operator is defined by
n—1
00 ysytn = Oz aseeyn + Z(_1)Z0-'Yly---7'Yi717'Yi'Yi+17'Yi+2 ----- o (1) 00 s
i=1
See for instance [Bro82) I1.3].

The twisted cohomology H* (71(S5);8[,(R)aqa,) is defined as the homology of the chain
complex of Ad p-equivariant cochains on the universal cover K of K. More precisely, the
universal cover K comes with a base vertex go in the preimage of the unique 0-simplex
oo of K, and the O-skeleton of K is the orbit of gy under the action of m(K) = m(95).
Then, the Ad p-equivariant 1-cochain ¢y € C'(K;sl,(R)) representing the Weil class [cy] €
H' (71(5); 80,(R)ad,) is uniquely determined by the property that, if &, is the lift of o,
starting at the base point o,

- d _
cy(oy) = Eﬂt(V)PO(V) 1|t:0 € sl,(R).
Namely, ¢y (0,) is what we earlier called cy () in the group cocycle interpretation of ¢ . For
a general 1-simplex ¢ of K going from the O—simplex a_o( to oy gy, with a_, ay € m(S5),
the Ad p—equivariance of ¢y implies that

cy(0) = Adp(a_) (CV(EQ:1Q+)) = Adp(a_) (%pt(a:1a+)p0(a:1a+)—1|t:0>.

As a topological space, K is homotopy equivalent to S. Lift an arbitrary homotopy
equivalence f: K — S to a 7T1(S) —equivariant map f K — S sending the base ver-

tex 0y € K to a base point zy = f(ao) € S. The map f then induces an isomorphism
HY(f): H'(S;50,(R)aa,) = HY(K;80,(R)ad,).

To determine the image H'(f)([c']) € HI(K;sln(R)Adp) of [c'] € H'(S;sl,(R)aq,), we
first evaluate ¢' on the 1-simplex &, associated to v € m(.9).

(7)) = €(F650) — E(FG) = 0) - (@)
= e u()o() o + Ad () ((F)) — ()
= v (3) + Ad p() (7)) — ¢ (Fo),

using our earlier computation of ¢°(yZp) in the proof of Lemma [ If we introduce an Ad p—
equivariant O—cocycle ¢*” € C?(S;sl,(R)aq,) defined by the property that

O1(F) = Ad p(a)((@o)) if T = oo for some a € m(S)
0 if x is not in the orbit of xy,

this can be rewritten as

¢ (£(7)) = ev(3,) + ' (770) — (o)
= ov(6y) +d” (f(5,)).

By Ad p—equivariance, this implies that

() — d (f(@)) = ev (3)
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for every 1-simplex & of K. As a consequence, the isomorphism H'(f): H'(S;sl,(R)aa,) —
HY(K;sl,(R)aq,) sends [c¢'] € HY(S;s0,(R)aa,) to

HY(f)([c']) = H'(f)([c! = de”]) = [ev]
in H(K; sl,(R)aa,) = H' (m1(S); 85, (R)aa,). O

The cocycle ¢! € H(S;5,(R)aq,) developed in this section will enable us to localize the
computation of the Weil class [cy] € H*(m(5);80,(R)aqa,) associated to a tangent vector
Ve Tj,Hit,(S), in order to compute the cup product cy, -~ ¢y, corresponding to two tangent
vectors. For this purpose, we will not need to determine the full singular cocycle ¢!, but just
its evaluation on the 1-simplices of a suitably chosen triangulation of the surface S.

3. ERUPTIONS AND SHEARS

3.1. Flags, triple ratios and double ratios. Recall that a (complete) flag F' in R" is a
nested family of linear subspaces 0 = F(© ¢ F() ¢ F® c ... c F*=1) ¢ F(® = R" such
that each F(®) has dimension a. We denote the space of flags in R” as Flag(R").

The standard action of the linear group GL,(R) on R™ induces an action of GL,(R) on
Flag(R™), which descends to an action of the projective group PGL,(R) on Flag(R™). The
key ingredients for the results of [FG06] are certain invariants for the action of PGL,(R) on
sufficiently generic finite families of flags.

A flag triple (E, F, Q) € Flag(R")? satisfies the Maximum Span Property if

dim(E@ + F® + G©) = min{a + b + ¢, n}

for every a, b, ¢ € {0,1,2,...,n}. In other words, this means that the span £ + F(®) + G(©)
of the three subspaces E@, F® G is as large as possible. When this property is satisfied,
we will also say that (E, F,G) is a maximum-span flag triple. Elementary considerations
show that this is equivalent to the property that

R — E@ @ FO g G©

for every a, b, ¢ with a + b+ ¢ = n.

This definition is exactly what is needed to define, for every a, b, ¢ > 1 with a+b+4c = n, the
(a, b, c)—triple-ratio invariant of a maximum-span flag triple (E, F, G) € Flag(R™)3, which is
the quantity

@) A FO) A gle=1) o(@) o fO=1) A gletD) pla=1) A 41 A go) 10
ela—1) A f(b) /\g(c+l) ela) A f(b—i—l) /\g(c—l) ela+1l) A f(b—l) /\g(c) € o { }
where all (@) € AYE(@) =2 R0 e AVFE) > R and ¢(¢) € A“G) = R are arbitrary

nonzero elements of the corresponding exterior powers, and where the quotients are taken
for an arbitrary isomorphism A"R"™ = R.

Proposition 11 ([FG06]). Given two mazimum-span flag triples (E, F,G) and (E', F',G") €
Flag(R™)3, there exists a projective map ¢ € PGL,(R) sending (E,F,G) to (E', F',G") if
and only if

Xabc(E7 F7 G) =

Xabc(E> F> G) = Xabc(E,> F,> G,)

for every a, b, c > 1 witha+ b+ c=n.
In addition, the projective map ¢ is unique when it exists. O
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Similarly, let (E,F;G,H) € Flag(R")* be a flag quadruple such that the flag triples
(B, F,G) and (F, F, H) satisfy the Maximum Span Property. For a, b > 1 with a + b = n,
the (a, b)—double-ratio invariant of (E, F; G, H) is defined as

el@) A fln=a-1) p o) gla=1) p fln=a) o H(D
o) A fima=1) AR ela=1) A fln—a) A (1)
where all (@) e AYE@) =R, &) e AVFO) 2R g0 e NG =R, b e A'HD = R are
arbitrary nonzero elements in the corresponding exterior powers.

Note that X, (E, F'; G, H) does not depend on the whole flags G and H, but only on
the lines G, H_ In particular, the requirement that (E, F,G) and (E, F, H) satisfy the
Maximum Span Property is an overkill if we only want X,(F, F'; G, H) to be defined.

Proposition 12 ([FG06]). Given two flag quadruples (E, F;G,H) and (E', F';G',H’') €
Flag(R™)* such that (E,F,G), (E,F,H), (E',F',G") and (E', F', H') satisfy the Mazimum
Span Property, there exists a projective map ¢ € PGL,(R) sending (E, F;G,H) to (E', F';G', H')
if and only if

Xuw(E,F;G,H) = e R—-{0}

Xabc(E7 Fv G) = Xabc(Elv Flv Gl)v
Xabc(E7 F7 H) = Xabc(E/v F/v H/)v
and Xy (E,F;G,H) = Xy (E', F';G', H')

for everya, b, ¢, ', b > 1 witha+b+c=mn and d +V =n.
In addition, the projective map ¢ is unique when it exists. 0

A basis B = {ey,ea,...,¢e,} for R" specifies two preferred flags: the ascending flag E
defined by the property that each subspace E(@ is spanned by the first a vectors ey, ea, ...,
eq of B; and the descending flag F for which each F(® is spanned by the last b vectors e,_p1,
€n—b+2y « -5 En.

We will frequently make use of the following elementary result, which was also the main
ingredient in the proof of the uniqueness part of Propositions [[1] and

Lemma 13. Let (E,F,G), (E',F',G') € Flag(R")? be two mazimum-span flag triples.
Then, there is a unique projective map ¢ € PGL,(R) sending the flag E to E’', the flag
F to F', and the line G to G'D.

Proof. An elementary argument provides a basis B = {ej, es, ..., e,} whose ascending flag is
equal to F, whose descending flag is equal to F, and such that the line GV is spanned by the
sum e;+es+- - -+e, of the elements of B. In addition, this basis is unique up to multiplication
of the elements of B by the same scalar. The result then follows by consideration of the basis
B’ similarly associated to the flag triple (E’, F', G"). O

3.2. Connection with Fock-Goncharov invariants. Let S be the universal cover of the
surface S, and let 0,,S denote its circle at infinity. An important consequence of the Anosov
property of Hitchin representations developed by Labourie [Lab06] is the following.

Proposition 14 ([Lab06]). Let p: m1(S) — PGLA(R) be a Hitchin representation. Then

there exists a unique continuous map F,: 0.5 — Flag(R"™) that is p-equivariant, in the
sense that

N Folvz) = p(7)Fy(x)
for every x € 0,5 and v € m(S). O
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The map F,: DS — Flag(R™) is the flag map of the Hitchin representation p: m(S) —
PGL,(R).

Proposition 15 ([Lab06, FG06]). The flag map F,: 055 — Flag(R™) of a Hitchin repre-
sentation p: m (S) — PGL,(R) is positive, in the sense that:

(1) For every distinct three points x, y, z € 05, and every integers a, b, ¢ > 1 with
a+b+c=n, the triple-ratio Xope(F,(x), Fpy), Fp(z)) is well-defined and positive.
(2) For every four points x, y, u, v € 0S such that u and v are in different components
of 0OO§ —A{z,y}, and for every integers a, b = 1 with a + b = n, the double-ratio
Xav (Fp(x), Fpy); Fplu), Fp(v)) is positive. O

We can now hint at the way the generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants Tgbc(U, s) and
agb(e) of a Hitchin representation are defined. These are based on the triple-ratio and
double-ratio invariants of §3.11

Let ¥ be a train track carrying the geodesic lamination A, associated to a train track
neighborhood ® of A\. Let U be a component of S — ®, and let s be one of the three corners
of the closure of U. By the correspondence of Proposition [@, the corner s determines a vertex
x of the component 7" of S — A that contains the component of S — ® corresponding to U.
For the preimage Xof Ain the universal cover S lift 7" to a component T of S A and let
T € 0.5 be the vertex of T corresponding to z. Index the other vertices of T as y and Z
in such a way that z, ¥, z occur in this order counterclockwise around T and consider the
flags F,(z), F,(v), ]-"p(?) € Flag(R™) associated to these vertices by the ﬂag map F,. Then,

the invariant 70°“(U, ) is defined as

T3 (U, 8) = 10g Xave (F,(@), F (7). F, (7).

Note that the positivity of X (F,(Z), F,(7), F,(Z)) guaranteed by Proposition [5is needed
for the logarithm to be defined.

The shearing invariant agb(e) is easily described in the very special case when there is a
unique leaf g of A that passes through the branch of ® corresponding to e. The orientation
of the branch e determines an orientation for g, and ¢ separates two components 7' and 1"
of S — A with T on the right of g and 7" on its left. Lift g to an oriented leaf g of )\ and let
T and 7" be the two components of S — X that are adjacent to ¢ and respectively lift 7" and
T'. Let x € 8005 be the positive endpoint of g, let y be its negative endpoint, let u be the
third vertex of i and let v be the third vertex of 7" Then,

O'Zb(e) - IOgXab(-Fp(x)vfp(y)§fp(u)7fp(v))

in this special case. Note that the positivity of X (F,(z), Fp(y); Fp(u), Fy(v)) is again
critical.

This definition of a‘;b(e) in this special case, as well as the definition of the triangle in-
variants 76%(U, s), are exactly those of the (non-generalized) Fock-Goncharov invariants of
[FGO6]. The definition of the shearing invariant O’Zb(ﬁ’) is much more elaborate in the generic
case where there are infinitely (and possibly uncountably) many leaves of A passing through

the branch of ® corresponding to e, and requires the use of the shearing map discussed in
§4.2 in particular, see Fact
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3.3. Left and right eruption maps. The notion of eruption, as developed in [SWZ20],
provides a very convenient tool to modify a map F: 0,5 — Flag(R") in such a way that
one triple-ratio invariant X (F(z), F(y), F(z)) can be arbitrarily adjusted, while many
other invariants Xy (F(2'), F(y'), F(2')) and Xoy (F(2'), F(y'); F(v'), F(v')) remain un-
changed.

We will only need a very weak version of these eruptions. Given a maximum-span flag
triple (E, F,G) € Flag(R")3 and integers a, b, ¢ > 1 with a + b + ¢ = n, we have a direct
sum decomposition

R" = E@ ¢ F® ¢ G©
The left and right (a, b, c)—eruptions of amplitude t € R along (F, F, G) are the two projective
maps L%¢.(t) and R¥¢.(t) € PGL,(R) respectively defined as:

L%bIgG(t) = e_tIdE(a) @ Idpe) @ Idge
RaEblf"G(t) = IdE(a) S etIdF(b) ©® IdG(C).

We list the more important properties of these eruption maps.

Lemma 16. For every mazimum-span flag triple (E, F,G) € Flag(R")3, for every integers
a, b, c =1 witha+ b+ c=n, and for everyt € R,

(1) L¥rc(t)(E) = E, REgpe(t)(F) = F;

(2) Lif(1)(G) = Ritea(D)(G):

(3) L%c(t) and R“EbI%G( ) respect the lines EV, FU) and GW;

(4) for every integers o', b, ¢ = 1 with ' +V + ¢ = n,

Xowe (E, F,G) if (d/,V, ) # (a,b,c)

Xa/ /! E,F,Labc t G -
e ( Tra(t)(@)) {etXabc(Ea F.G) if (d,V,c) = (a,b,c)

(5) for every integers /a{’,/ V,d >1 withad +b0 +c =n and for every t' € R, L% .(t)
commutes with L%%Cc(t’ );
(6) for every integers a’, V', ¢ = 1 with d’ +V + ¢ = n and for every t' € R, R¥¢(t)

commutes with R“E%é( ')

Proof. Properties (1) and (2) are the content of [SWZ20, Lem. 3.1}, after composition of
the two sides of each of these equalities with the map esld (a) P e sld roy @ Idge .
Property (3) is obvious from definitions.
Property (4) is proved in [SWZ20, Prop. 3.5(1)].
Properties (5-6) are the content of [SWZ20, Prop. 3.14(1)]. O

To explain our “left” and “right” terminology for eruptions, we can say that we will use
them in situations where the flags E, F', G € Flag(R™) are associated to points z, y, z € 055
where x sits to the left of y as seen from a base point, while z sits behind the geodesic zy as
seen from the same base point. Then L%¢ () and R%%¢(t) will be applied to flags associated
to points w € 0,5 that sit behind zy and respectively are to the left and right of z. See
also the more general version of eruptions in [SWZ20].

3.4. Shearing maps. Shearing maps similarly modify the double-ratio invariants X, (E, F'; G, H),
but are much simpler than eruptions.

Consider a flag pair (F, F') € Flag(R")? that is transverse, in the sense that every linear
subspace E® is transverse to every F(). Given a, b > 1 with a +b = n and ¢t € R, the
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(a,b)-shearing map of amplitude t along (E,F) is the projective map S%.(t) € PGL,(R)
defined as

Su-(t) = e'ld g @ Idpw.

Lemma 17. For every transverse flag pair (E, F) € Flag(R™)?, for every integers a, b > 1
with a +b = n, and for every t € R,
(1) S%.(t) respects the flags E and F';
(2) for every a’, V' = 1 with o' +b = n, and for every G, H € Flag(R™) such that the
flag triples (E, F,G) and (E, F, H) satisfy the Mazimum Span Property,

Xa’b’ (E> F7 G> H) Zf (a/> b/) 7é (a’ b)

. ab —
Xorw (B, 56, SE () = {etxabw,F; G ) if (1) = (@.b)

(3) for every ', b =1 with a’ +b = n and every t' € R, SLY(t'") commutes with S¥u(t).

Proof. By transversality, there is a basis B for R” in which F is the ascending flag and F' is
the descending flag. Using this basis for computations easily provides a proof of the above
properties. O

4. THE FLAG MAP OF A VARIATION OF A HITCHIN REPRESENTATION

We consider a variation of a Hitchin character [p] € Hit,(S), namely a nearby charac-
ter [p] € Hit,(S) associated to small variations A% and Ac® of the generalized Fock-
Goncharov invariants of [p], in the sense that

“bC(U s) = T“bC(U s) + At™(U, 5)
o5 Y(e) = O'p Y(e) + Ac? (e)

for every component U of the complement S — U of a train track ¥ carrying the geodesic
lamination A, for every corner s of the triangle U, for every oriented branch e of ¥, and for
every a, b, ¢, a’, b/ > 1witha+b+c=d +0 =n. N

This section is devoted to an explicit comparison between the flag maps F,, F5: 05 —
Flag(R"), in terms of these variations A7%¢ and Ac®. This will lead us to a practical
implementation of the scheme of §2.21 to compute the Weil class [ey] € H'(S;80,(R)ad),)
associated to the tangent vector V' € Tj,Hit,(S), in terms of the corresponding infinitesimal
variations 7% and ¢ of the generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants of [p).

4.1. Lifting invariants from the train track ¥V to the geodesic lamination X. To
compare the flag maps F,, F5: O S — Flag(R™), we need to lift our data to the universal
cover S. By construction, the train track ¥ is obtained by collapsing the ties of a train track
neighborhood ® of A. Let X C S be the preimage of the geodesic lamination A, and let o
and ¥ be the respective preimages of & and V.

The one-to-one correspondence of Proposition [6] provides us with the following rephrasing
of the triangle invariants.

Lemma 18. The triangle invariant map

;}bc {(U,s); U component of S — V¥ and s corner of U} — R
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uniquely determines a map

T {(T z); T component of S — X and x vertex Off} — R,

denoted by the same symbol T“bc, such that
(T, z) = 75"(U, s)

whenever the one-to-one correspondences of Proposition [6 associate U to the projection T'
of T in S, and the corner s of U to the vertex of T that is the image of v under the
projection. L]

The interpretation of shear invariants in terms of components of S — X is more elaborate,
but will play a critical role in our construction.

Lemma 19. The shear tnvariant map
agb: {oriented branches of V} — R

uniquely determines a m(S)—equivariant map
agb: {(f, f’); T,T" distinct components 0f§ — X} — R,

denoted by the same symbol 0' , such that the following two conditions are satisfied.

(1) For every oriented bmnch e of the train track U and for every lift of e to a branch €
of the preimage v of U in S let U and U’ be the two components ofS U that are
adjacent to €, indezed so that U sits to the left of € for the orientation of e. Then,
ifTv and T' are the two components of S — X that contain the components ofg — 5
respectively associated to U and (7’,

(T, T') = o(e).

(2) Let T, T', T" be three components of S — X such that T' _separales T from T", in the
sense that T and T" sit in different components ofS T'. In particular, there exist
exactly two sides of the triangle T' that separate T from T": let z be the vertex of T’
that is common to these two sides. Then: _

(a) if © sits to the left of T" as seen from T
o (T, T") = o"(T,T) + oX(T', T") - Y =3"(T,x);
V+c'=n—a

(b) if x sits to the right of T' as seen from T
o' (T, 1") = o(T,T) + (T T") = Y 727(T",x).

a’+c’=n—>b

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the alternative interpretation of relative tangent
cycles developed in [BD17, §4.7]. O

Actually, the invariants 70* and 0%” were originally defined in [BD17] in the form of

Lemmas [I8 and [19, before being expressed in terms of data associated to a train track
carrying the geodesic lamination .

We will mostly rely on the natural extension of Lemmas [I§ and [19 to the variations A7
and Ao of the generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants.

abc
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4.2. Slithering maps. The slithering maps are fundamental objects in the definition of the
shearing invariants Uzb(e) in [BD17].

Consider two oriented leaves zy and 2y’ of the geodesic lamination A in the universal
cover S, oriented in parallel in the sense that their endpoints z, y, ¥/, ¥’ € 0.5 occur in
this order (clockwise or counterclockwise) around the circle at infinity 0,,S. The flag map
Fp: 08 — Flag(R") of a Hitchin representation p: m(S) — PGL,(R) associates flags
E = F,(x), FF = F,(y), E' = F,(2'), F' = F,(y') € Flag(R") to these endpoints. By, for
instance, Lemma [[3 applied to (£, F,G) and (E', F',G’) with G = F,(2) and G' = F,(%)
associated to additional points z, 2’ € 0,59, there exists a linear isomorphism R"™ — R”"
sending F' to E and F’ to F. In fact, there exist many such linear isomorphisms, since
the stabilizer of the pair (F, F') in GL,(R) has dimension n. The slithering construction
uses the maximality of the geodesic lamination A to single out a preferred isomorphism
Ypyary : R* — R™ sending (E', F') to (E, F).

More precisely, first consider the case where the two leaves xy and 2y’ have a common
endpoint z = 2’; in particular, £ = E’. Then X, ,,y: R* — R"™ is the unique linear map
that sends (E', F') to (E, F) and is unipotent in the sense that all its eigenvalues are equal
to 1. The unipotent property is equivalent to saying that, if we choose an arbitrary basis eq,
€z, ..., ep for R™ such that each £ is spanned by {ey, ey, ...,¢e,} and each F® is spanned
by {€n—b+1,€n—b+2, ..., €n}, the matrix of ¥,, ./, in this basis is upper triangular with all
diagonal terms equal to 1.

The slithering map >, »/ 2y is 51m11arly defined when y = v/.

In the general case, let T 1, Tg, ..., T;, be a family of components of S— separating the
leaf xy from z'y’, indexed in this ordeerrom xy to z'y’ in the sense that each T, separates
xy from Tjq. Let z;y; be the side of T; that faces xy, and let z}y! be the side that faces
x'y’, with the parallelisms between zy, z;y;, xiy; and 'y’ compatible with orientations. Note
that, for each i, either z; = x} or y; = vy, so that the slithering map Exly o1y, 18 defined by
the above special cases. Then, the slithering map gy 2 1 R — R™ is defined as the limit
of

> /10X

T1Y1,T 13/1

oY

10 O oo ro
T2Y2,LoYy Lig yiovmioyio

as the family {ﬁ, Tg, e ,TZ-O} tends to the set of all components of S—A separating xy from
x'y’. See [BD1T, §5.1] for a proof that the limit exists, and for a proof of the following fact.

Lemma 20. The slithering map gy .1y Sends the flag E' = F,(2') to E = F,(x), and the
flag F' = F,(y') to F' = F,(y). 0

We note the following elementary properties.

Lemma 21. Let zy, 'y, 2"y" be three oriented leaves of the geodesic lamination \ that are
parallel to each other. Then
1
Zyw,y’w’ = Emy’w/y/ Emy’wuy// = Emy’w/y/ (@] Zw/y/’x//y// Em’y’,my Exy ) y |:|

ab
p

Let T and T' be two components of the complement S — \. Index the vertices of T as T, y,
2 € 0,8 clockwise in this order around T, and in such a way that xy is the side facing T
Then index the vertices of 7" as 2’ Ly 2 € O S this time counterclockwise in this order,

The slithering maps play a critical role in the definition of the shearing invariants o
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and so that 2y’ is the side facing T. Using the correspondence of Lemma [I9 the shearing
invariant is defined in [BD17, §5.2] as follows.

Fact 22. With the vertex labelling conventions above,
Ugb(f, Tﬂ) = log Xq (]:p(z)a Fp(fU)? fp(Z), Z:cy,ac’y’ (]:p(zl) )
= log Xu (fp(x/),fp(y’); Zr’yﬁry(]:p(z))vfp(z/))v
where the double-ratio Xo,(E, F; G, H) is defined in §3.11.

4.3. Variation of slithering maps. We now return to the situation considered at the
beginning of this §4l with two Hitchin representations p, p: m (S) — PGL,(R) such that

“bC(U s) = T“bC(U s) 4+ Art™(U, 5)
UAlb/(e) = O'p Y(e) + Ac?Y (e)

for every component U of the complement S — ¥ of a train track ¥ carrying the geodesic
lamination A, for every corner s of the triangle U, for every oriented branch e of ¥, and for
every a, b, ¢, d/, b/ > 1 witha+b+c=d +b’—n

Let T 0 be a component of S — >\ which we will use as a base component, and let xy be
a leaf of the geodesic lamination . We choose the indexing so that z is to the left of y in
Oso S as seen from 7y. Index the vertices of T, o clockwise as ug, vg, Wy € Oso S so that the
side ugvg faces xy. The clockwise convention is designed so that the orientations of ugvg is
parallel to that of zy. See Figure [

We want to compare the slithering maps >z v, imy,uovoz R™ — R"™ respectively associ-
ated to p and p.

x

Y

Zj _ Yj

Yi

U — Vo

Th
0
F1GURE 7. The setup of Proposition 23

As before, consider a family T 1, T: 2, ..., 1;, of components of S—A separating ugvg from

xy, indexed in this order from ugvy to zy in the sense that each T separates ugvy from Tz+1
Index the vertices of T as Ti, Yi, % € Oso S in such a _way that they occur counterclockwise
in this order around 7 and that x;y; is the side of T; facing Tp. See Figure [l For i = 1,
2, ..., g, let By = Fy(x;), Fy = Fo(yi), Gi = Fp(2) € Flag(R™) be the flags associated to
the vertices of T} by the flag map Fpi O S — Flag(R"™), and similarly define Ey = F,(uo),
Fo = Fy(vy), Go = Fp(wp) € Flag(R”)
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By Lemma [I3] there is a unique projective map Ay € PGL,(R) sending the flag Ey =
Fo(ug) to Fs(ug), the flag Fy = F,(vp) to Fs(vp), and the line G((]l) = F,(wo)W to Fs(wp)W.

Proposition 23. The slithering map iwuovo defined by p is the limit of
Ago A(Ty) 0 A(Ty) -+ 0 A(T3,) © Ty uguy © Ag ' € GL, (R)

as the family {ﬁ, Tg, e ,i-o} tends to the set of all components 0f§— Py separating TO from
T, where

(O SERAc™(@y,T))e O Liftee (AT w))
a+b=n a+b+c=n
o O Sga (Ar™(T,x))o O Sie(~Ac™(Ty,T)
a+b+c=n a+b=n N
~ if xy faces the side x;z; of T;

A(T;) = IO -
7 O sgaan@ e O R (AT o)
atb=n a+c)b a+b‘|l;C:Q b b
°© O SGMAT(TLw))e O SEn(-Ac"(Ty,T)

if xy faces the side y;z; of YN’Z-,

\

where Ag € PGL,(R) is defined as above, where
Labe (1) = e 'd g @ Idpe @ Idge € GL, (R)
REo(t) = 1d g @ e'ldpw ® Idge € GL,(R)
Sabo(t) = e'ldpw @© Idpe) € GLy(R)

are the left eruption, right eruption and shearing maps of §3.31 and §3.4l, and where the
variations Ac®, At of generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants are expressed using the
framework of Lemmas I8 and 19,

In §3.3 and §3.4], we only introduced the maps L%¢.(t), R%,(t) and S%.(t) as projective
maps, but we are here considering them as actual linear maps R" — R".

In the definition of A(T;), note that the commutativity properties of Lemmas [[6]5-6) and

M7(3) guarantee that the compositions O S%¥.(), O L%4()and O R¥%4()
a+b=n a+b+c=n a+b+c=n
do not depend on the order in which their terms are taken. Also, although the element

Ay € PGL,(R) is only determined projectively, conjugating an element of GL,(R) by an
element of PGL,(R) gives a well-defined element of GL,,(R), so that the formula given in
the statement of Proposition 23] makes sense.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 23 will take a while, and we split it into several steps.

We first lift some of the mystery behind the formulas defining the terms A(7T;), by dis-
cussing the key property motivating these definitions.

The generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants are defined so that

exp 78(T;, 1) = Xape(Ey, F, Gy)
€xXp Uzlb,(TOa i) - Xa’b’ (Eza Ea inyi,uovo (G0)> GZ)
for every a, b, ¢, o/, 0/ > 1 witha+b+c=ad +V =n (see §8.2 and Fact 22]).
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Moving from p to p, Lemmas [I6(4) and [[7[(2) show that there exists a flag G, € Flag(R")
such that

(1) exp 78T, ;) = Xane(Es, Fi, GY)
(2) exp a%lb/ (T07 TZ) = Xa’b’(Ei7 Fi; Z:Iiyi,uovo (G())v Gi)

for every a, b, ¢, a’, b > 1 with a+ b+ c = o' +V = n. In addition, the combination of
Proposition [[2] and Lemma [I3] shows that G is unique.

Lemma 24. The map A(T;): R" — R" is the unique unipotent isomorphism that sends the
flag G; to G, respects the flag E; if vy faces the side x;z; of T;, and respects F; if xy faces
the side y;z; of Tj.

Proof. Consider the case where xy faces the side z;z; of T.. The other case is essentially
identical.
All the terms S%IZ Fis L%%/GZ, Sg:bG/; involved in the formula

AT) = O SEpBoe™TT))o O Liffe, (A (L))
a+b=n a+b+c=n
° +b@ St (AT (T, 7)) o 9 S® . (~A0™(Ty, Ty))
a —+c=n a —n

respect the flag E;, by Lemmas[I6(1) and [I7(1). It follows that their composition A(T;) also
respects Fj;.
Similarly,

O SN AT (T )0 O SPe (~Ac®(Ty, T))(G:) = G

a+b+c=n a+b=n

If we set

Gl= O Liffpg (Ar"(T,2)) (G

a+b+c=n
Lemma [I6(4) shows that
Xape( By, Fiy GY) = A7 T Xy (B, F, Gi)
= exp <T§bc(7~}, z;) + AT“bc(ﬁ, ZL’Z))
= exp Tgbc(ﬁ, x;)

for every a, b, ¢ > 1 with a + b+ ¢ = n. Also, by Lemma [I6(3), G; and G7 have the same
line Ggl) = G;,(l). Therefore,

Xa’b’(Ei7 E7 inyi,uovo (Go), G;/) = Xa’b’(Eiu FZ; Emiyi,uovo (G0>7 Gz)

= exp a‘;/bl (Ty, T3)

for every o/, b’ > 1 with ' + 0 = n.



THE SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE OF THE PGL, (R)-HITCHIN COMPONENT 25

Finally, the last term O S¥ . (Ac®(Ty, T;)) respects E; and F;, and sends G to a flag
a+b=n
G?" such that
Xabc(Eia F;'a G;;”) - Xabc(Eia F;'> G;/) = €Xp Tgbc(ﬂ’ xz)
X, ’b’(Em Fi; szyz,uovo(GO) GW) = alb/(ﬁ)’fi)X ! ’(Eia Fi; Z:ciymtovo (G0)> G;/)
= exp ( V(T T;) + Ac®Y (TO,T))
= expoy’(To, Ty)
for every a, b, ¢, d’, t/ > 1 with a+b+c = @' +¥b = n, using Proposition [[1land Lemma [I7)(2).
Then G’ = G} by Proposition [[21and Lemma [[3| and by definition of G; in (IH2).
This completes the proof that A( ) respects F; and sends G; to G..
There remains to prove that A(T;) is unipotent. For this, we will use a basis {e, s, ..., €,}
of R™ that is adapted to the transverse flag pair (E;, F;), in the sense that each space EZ-(G) is

(0)

generated by the first a vectors ey, e, ..., €4, and each F; " is spanned by the last b vectors

€n—b+15 En—b+2; -+ -5 En-
By its definition, the shearing map

S%IZFl(t) = etIdE(a) <5 IdF_(b)

is diagonal in this basis, with its first a entries equal to e’ and the remaining ones equal to 1.
The left eruption map

L%, (1) = e 1d o ®1d e ® 1d 0

sends e; to e~e; if j < a and sends e; to e; if j > n—c+1. For a < j < n—c, use the direct
sum decomposition R" = B & F” @ G') and write ¢; as ¢; = v, + vy + v, with v, € B,
v € Fi(b) and v, € GQC) Then

Ly e, (D)(e) = e "va + vy + v = (67" = Dva + €.
Since v, € E(a) is a linear combination of e; with & < a < j, this proves that the matrix
of L%"jp o (t ) in the basis {ej, es,...,e,} is upper triangular, with its first a diagonal entries
equal to e~! and the remaining diagonal entries equal to 1.

Finally, the shearing map
S@e (t) =e'ld @ ®1Id

sends e; to e'e; when j < a. When j > a, we again decompose ¢; as e; = v, + v with
e € B and v, € G\, Then

S%IZGZ_ (t)(e;) = €'vy +vp = (' — v, + ;.

a®

This again proves that S%IZGZ_ (t) is upper triangular in the basis {e, es, ..., e, }, with its first
a diagonal entries equal to e!, the remaining diagonal entries equal to 1.
If we apply these computations to each term in
AT)= O Sgp(Ac™Tp,T))o O Lipe (Ar(T, )
a+b=n a+b+c=n

o O SEENAr™(Tx)o O SEe.(-Ac™(Th, Th)

a+b+c=n a+b=n
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we see that the matrix of A(7;) in the basis {ej, e, ..., e,} is upper diagonal, with its j—th
diagonal entry equal to

H Ao (T, T)) H o~ AT(T; i) H oATe(Ty 1) H oA (T0,T)) _ 1

a+b=n a+b+c=n a+b+c=n a+b=n
azj azj azj azj

Therefore, A(T,) is a unipotent isomorphism that respects the flag E; and sends G; to G.
The unipotent condition guarantees that this map is unique. This completes the proof of
Lemma 24] when xy faces the side z;z; of T;. N

The proof in the other case, where xy faces the side y;z; of T;, is essentially identical. [

As in the construction of the slithering maps, let zly. be the side of i that faces zy. In
particular, either 2, = x; and y, = z;, or z} = z; and vy, = y;.
The next step in the proof of Proposition 23] is the following computation.

Lemma 25.

~

~ -1 ~ ~
Zméﬂ;&w% = (Z;01’1)07-’Eiyi ° A51 © Zuo”m%‘%) o A(TZ) © Zw;y; zy; © (Z;01007Iiyi © ASI © Zuovowz‘yi) .
Proof. Let us restrict attention to the case where xy faces the side z;z; of Ti, namely where
x, = x; and y, = z;. As usual, the other case will be almost identical.

Let

Uov0,23Yi Uov0,T3Yi

~ -1 ~ ~
= <E_1 © A51 © EUO”OJM%‘) © A(TZ> © Exgy{@z‘yi © <E_1 © A51 © Euovo,wiyi)

denote the right hand side of the equation. Lemma 24 shows that A(T;) respects the flag E;
and is unipotent, and X, ... also respects E; and is unipotent by definition of slithering

maps. It follows that A(T;) o ¥y 4., Tespects E; and is unipotent. Since ¥ is conjugate to

A(T;) o Yyl e it therefore is also unipotent.
In an obvious adaptation of the notation to 7, set E; = Fi(xi), F, = F5(yi), G = Fs(z) €
Flag(R™) for ¢ = 1, 2, ..., 49, and Ey = F5(uo), Fo = Fs(vo), Go = Fs(wp). Similarly, let

E} = Fy(«}), F{ = F,(y)), E{ = Fpla}), F} = Fy(y}). Then,

(2—1 o Aal o iuovo,wiyi) (EZ) = 2—1 e} A(;l(E\O) = 2—1 (E(]) = EZ

UOV0,T;Yq UoV0,T43Yi UoV0,T43Yi

(St © 45" © S ) (B) = Sl © A5 (Fo) = Tl s (o) = i

Uov0,TiYi Uov0,TiYi UOV0,T:Yq

Since we are in the case where xy faces the side x;z; of i-, E! = E; and it follows that

~ ~ 1 ~
(E) = (Sate © 45" 0 Supsnan ) © AT © Sagyg oy, (B3)

Uov0,T3Yi

=R -1 ~
— <E_1 o Aal o Euovo,wiyi) © A(E)(EZ>

Uov0,TiYi

~ —1 ~
_(y1 —1 o
- (Zuovo,wiyi © AO © ZUOvo,xiyi) (E,) - Ez-
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Finally, since F} = G; in the case considered,

2(F) = (Sahounn © A" © Susosan) | © AT 0 Sty (F)

Uov0,TiYi

Uov0,T43Yi

~ ~1
(Zuolvo,%y © Aal © Zuovo,wiyi) (Gi)
where the flag G is defined as in Lemma 24

Therefore, by application of the linear isomorphism X oAy Yo iuovomyi and remem-
bering that the double-ratios of four flags depend only on the lines of the last two flags, the
flag 3(F;) is such that

Xabc(EwF’zaZ(F\)) Xabc(EiaF;'

—~ -1 ~
— (Tt © 45" 0 Snn) - © AT)(GY)

) = exp Tﬂbc(Ti, x;)

Xa’b’ (Elv E; i\:ﬂﬁiymuovo (G0)7 2( Z)) = Xa’b’ ;olvo, TiYs © A_l(éo)v G;)

(
(E., Fi ¥
= Xa’b’ (EZ, F 2 T3, UOVO (Go) G ) = exXp O'glb/ (To, i)
( ﬁ ixzylyuOUO(GO) a)

a+b=

for every a, b, ¢, a’, ' > 1 with a +b+c = n. By Proposition [[2] and Lemma

this proves that Z( F)=G; = Fl.

Therefore, ¥ is a unipotent map respecting EZ = EZ’ and sending ﬁl to ﬁ’i’ . By uniqueness
of such a map, ¥ is equal to the slithering map ix;yg,xiyi-

This concludes the proof of Lemma 23] in the case where xy faces the side x;z; of ﬁ The
other case is essentially identical. 0

Our next step is to borrow two estimates from [BD17]. To quantify the “width” of a
component Tof S—\ separating xy from TO, choose a geodesm arc k C S joining a point
of Tp to a point of zy. Then, for every component T of S — A separating xy from TO, we
can consider the length ¢(k N T ) of its intersection with k. Let meyfﬁ%y% € GL,(R) be the

slithering map associated to such a component, where z7yz is the side of T that faces TO
and where :cﬁfy% is the side facing xy.

Lemma 26. There exists a number v > 0 such that
Yoy, = Idgn + O (£(k N T)”)
for every component T of§ Y separating xy from To.

In addition, the exponent v and the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O () depend

only on a compact subset ofg containing the arc k, and on a compact subset containing p
in the space of Hitchin representations (assuming the geodesic lamination A given).

Proof. See [BD17, Lem. 5.2]. O

Lemma 27. As T ranges over all components 0f§ — X that separate xy from TVO, the sum

> UknT)”
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is convergent for every v > 0.
More precisely, for every v > v > 0,

Y UknT) =0(")
o(kNT)<e
for every e > 0, where the sum is taken over all T with (kN Tv) < € and where the constant

hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depends only on a compact subset of S containing the arc
k and on the exponents v, V.

Proof. See [BD17, Lem. 5.3]. O
Lemma 28. For the exponent v of Lemma [26],

A(T) = ldgn + O <€(k: N T))

where the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depends only on a compact subset of

S containing the arc k, and on a compact subset of the space of Hitchin representations
containing both p and p.

Proof. We can rewrite the equality of Lemma 23] as

T 1 -1 _ 3 1 -1 _ 5 1
A(T) <2uovo T;Yi © AO © 2“0”0@1’91’) © Ex’yiwzy@ <2uovo T;Yi © AO © Euovo,wiyi) © E

Tyl Ty

By Lemma 20] St iy = 1dgn + O <€(k N T)”)
Also, the slithering map ¥, 4,4, is defined as the (mﬁmte) composition of the elemen-

tary slithering maps Xz associated to the components T separating x;y; from TO By
the combination of Lemmas 26 and 27 it follows that Lugvo,aiy; 19 uniformly bounded

in GL,(R). The same holds for X oy Suovo.ary, and Euolvom ;- Therefore, the terms
Yoy © Agto Zuovo,xiyi and their inverses are uniformly bounded in GL,(R). it follows
that

~ ~ ~ -1 ~
<2uolvo7 TiYi © A51 © Euovowiyi) OZI;yéﬂﬂzyz (Euolvo ZiYi © A51 ° Euovo,wiyi) = IdR"_'_O (6(/{; N TZ)V) :

Since Yyryr 2y = Idgn + O <£(k N YN’Z)”) by another application of Lemma 26l this concludes
the proof of Lemma O

We now return to the proof of Proposition 23] By another manipulation of the equality
of Lemma

AO © Zw/y ,UOVO © AO © 2 = <A0 © szyz uovo © AO © E Z;Yi uovo) © A(i>

x! y ,UQVO

Similarly, let B; € GL,(R) be such that
oAyo Xt :<A0 OzxyUOvoOAOOExyva)OBi'

Ti+1Yi+1,U0V0

Ao_loi

Ti+1Yi+1,U0V0

Namely,
0oAgox;!

@) . .
z/, yl,ugvg mhLlthh“Ovo Ti41Yi+1,U000 "

Bi = Xy ugu © Agto S
Then,

Agto ixymovo oAgo nyluovo = Byo A(Tl) oBjo A(Tg) 0oBso---0 A(i-o

o B,

20
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if we define

S 1
BO = Ewlyl uovg © AO o3,

-'Elyl Uovo

3 1
© Emy,uovo o Ag o X,

yl ,UOVQ TY,uovo”’

0’

Lemma 29. As the family {Tl,fg,...,Tio} tends to the set of all components of S — P\
separating xy from Ty, the two terms

Byo A(ﬁ) oBjo A(f2) oByo---0A(T;,) o B;,

and

A(Ty) 0 A(Ty) o -0 A(T},)

have the same limit.
Proof. We first rewrite
B, =Y, o AO o E 0%

T3 Y5 U0 V0

OA()OE 1

! yz uQgUo Ti4+1Yi+1,U0V0 Ti41Yi+1,U0V0

~

(El"y’ uovo © AO © Zx yl uOUO) © 2xi+1yi+1,x§y§

—1
St wewe © At 0 571 ox ! .
< T3Y;,Uov0 0 z}y}, uovo Ti41Yit1,T5Y,

The same argument as in the proof of Lemma 28] then gives that

B;=1dg- +O [ Y _6(kNT")"

T

where T" ranges over all components of S X that separate T, from Tz+1, if © < ig, and over

all components of S — X that separate T;, from xy if i = 1.
Now, consider

Ci=A(Ty) o A(Ty) 0 -+-0 A(T;) 0 Bi o A(Tj41) 0 Bip1 0 -0 A(T;,) o B,
obtained from
Co = Byo A(Ty) o Byo A(Ty) 0 Byo---0 A(T},) o
by omitting the B; with j < i. Then, using Lemmas 28 and 27 as well as the above estimate
for the B; to bound the terms A(T7)o A(T3)o0- -0 A(T, T;) and A(T;1) 0 Bipr0---0A(T},) 0 By,

Ci—Ciy1 = A(Tvl) o A(Tvg) 0---0 A(i) o (B; — Idgn) o A(T,;H) oBji10---0 A(i-o) oB
=0 <Z 0k T)V)
T

where the sum is over all the components T of S — X that separate i from iurl.
By induction, we conclude that

Co—Ci =0 (Z 0k N T)V)

TeT
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where the sum is now over all the components T of S — X that separate xy from TO and do
not belong to the family 7 = {T T, .. Tiy}. By Lemma 27, Cy — Cj, therefore converges
to 0 as the family 7 tends to the set of all components of S —\ separating xy from Tjy. Since
Cy = By oA(ﬁ) oBjo A(TQ) 0---0 A(ﬁo) o B;,
Ciy = A(Th) 0 A(Ty) 0 -+ 0 A(Ty,),

this completes the proof of Lemma 29 O
Because
Byo A(Ty) o Byo A(Tz) o+ 0 A(Tiy) © Biy = Ay 0 g © A0 0 ) i
is actually independent of the~ farnilyj' {ﬁ, Tg, .. N- T;,}, this shows that Aj'o ipy wove ©
Ago nyluovo is the limit of A(Tl) o A(Ty)o---0A( 20) as 7T tends to the set of all components

of S — X separating xy from To.
Equivalently, Zmy,uovo is the limit of

Ag o A(ﬁ) o A(Tg) 0---0 A(ﬁ-o) 0 Xayuovo © Ao_l

as the family {f 1, Tg, e ,ﬁ-o} tends to the set of all components of S—X\ separating xy from
Ty. This completes the proof of Proposition O

4.4. Infinitesimal variation of flag maps. Let ¢t — [p,] € Hit,,(S) be a smooth curve in
the Hitchin component, tangent to a vector V' € T, Hit,(S) at the point [p] = [pg]. Our
overall goal is to describe the Weil class [ey] € H'(S;sl,(R)aq,) of this tangent vector V in
terms of the directional derivatives

(T, 2) = — 7 (T, ) =0

d
dt
- ab d ab

of its generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants. In order to implement the methods of §2.2] we
will rely on the computations of §4.3] to determine the corresponding infinitesimal variation
of the flag map F),: 0 S — PGL, (R), namely the tangent vector

d

77 (Whi=o € T, () Flag(R")

for w € 0,5. Actually, we will not need this computation for all w € ngg , just for those w
in the dense subset consisting of all vertices of the components of S — .
The formulas of §4.3] involved the eruption and shearing maps
L?;G(t) = e ldgw ® Idpe ©Idge
R%bf_,G(t) - IdE(a) @ etIdF(b) @ IdG(c)
SEI};(t) = etIdE(a) @ Idpw.
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While these were well-defined linear isomorphisms R” — R™ in §4.3] it is now convenient to
resume considering them projectively, as elements of PGL,(R), and to take the derivatives

I abc d
(3) LE{)FG dt

: d
(4) Rabe . = dt — R () im0 = Lld g ® L1dpe) & 22dge € sl (R)

(5) Sab. = dtsng(t)“:O Lldpw @ =2Idpe) € sl,(R).

L%bf«“G( )|t:0 = %IdE(a) D %IdF(b) D %Idg(c) € pg[n(R) = ﬁ[n(R)

Note that, in this context, one needs to rescale the original formulas to represent L% (),
R (1), S%.(t) € PGL,(R) by elements of SL,(R), in order to take advantage of the
isomorphism between the Lie algebras pgl,(R) and sl,,(R).

For a flag F € Flag(R") and A € sl,(R), let

. d
AF = %AtF’It:O € TFFlag(]R")

denote the vector tangent to the curve ¢t — A, F' € Flag(R"™) defined by any curve t — A, €
PGL,(R) tangent to A= %Atﬁzo at Ag = Idgn.

To simplify the formulas, we normalize the Hitchin representations p;: m1(S) — PGL,(R)
as follows. Arbitrarily choose a base component T o among all components of S — X Index
its vertices as Tz, Yz, 25, € OS counterclockwise in this order around 7p. By Lemma [I3]
there is a projective map A; € PGL,(R) sending the flag F,,(z7 ) to F,(zg ), the flag
Fo(yz) to Fpyz), and the line F, (27 )" to Fy(z5)"). After conjugating p; with A,
which replaces the flag map F,, with A; o F,,, we can therefore arrange that the flags
Foulr7,), Fp(yz,) € Flag(R™) and the line F, (zfo)(l) € RP"! are independent of ¢, namely
respectively equal to (77 ), F, (yTO) F, (ZTO)(”.

Finally, for every component T of S — X that is different from the base component T 0, We
counterclockwise index the vertices of T' as T Y5 A7 € 95 in such a way that rzyz is the

side of T that faces Ty. Then, for each component T of S — A (including TO) we consider
the flags Ex = F,(25), Fz = F,(y5), G5 = F,(25) € Flag(R").

Proposition 30. Let T be a component ofS X that is distinct from the base component
To. Then, for every vertex w € {7, Yz, 25} ofT

%f,)t (Wheo = BANF, )+ Y AT)F(w) + BT)Fy(w)

T' between To and T
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where the sum is over all components T of S—\ separating To from T, where
( abe abc b+c
Z T ) (LEb Fz Gz +SE( JE;) )

a+b+c=n '
+ 30 @ T) (S8 6 — S0 )

a+b=n
e if T faces the side xz7 25 of T'
A(T ) = - abe Sabe S(“+C)b
Z T ) <RET,FT,GT, + GT,FT,>
a+b+c=n
+ Z YTy, T) <SE Fz Sg;*l;,Ff,>
a+b=n
\ if T' faces the side y7 27 of T,
where
0 sz faces the side xz yz of To
abc abc yeal . T
.o~ T , L o T the side v+ z= of T
B(Ty) = a+b+zc ) (T xTO) Ey Py Gr. if T faces the side v 2z, of Ty
Z oo (T, Tz, )R%’C e if T faces the side yz zz, of To,
a+b+c=n
and where
(0 Zf w = Tx
0 N if w=ys
B(T) = Z dg/b(TOv F~ + Z G T Lr L%)CFTGT
a+b=n a+b+c n
= N T DL+ Y AT A R ifw = 27
\ a+b=n a+b+c=n

Proof. As in Proposition 23], mdex the vertices of the base trlangle TO as g, Vg, Wo, clockwise
in this order, in such a way that T faces the side ugvg of TO N

We clearly need to distinguish cases. Let us first focus on the case where T' faces the side
z7 Yz, of To. In particular, ug = yz and vy = x5 .

Let us apply Proposition 23] to compute the slithering map X' associated to p = p;.

TFYF,U0V0
Since up = yg, and vg = xg, the map Ay € PGL,(R) occurring in the formula is equal to

the identity, by our normalization that the flag map F,, respects the flags Ez , Fz and the
: 1)
line qu R - o ~ R

Let 11, T, ..., T;, be a family of components of S— A\ separating 7" from 7p, indexed in this
order from Tj to T. Then, if A,7%¢ = T“bc T, abe and Ayo® = a‘;f — a‘;b denote the variations

of generalized Fock-Goncharov invarlants Proposition 23] asserts that the slithering map
b is the limit of

TFYF,UOVO

Ay (f1> © At(f2> 00 At(fio) © wayf,uovo < GLH(R)
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as the family {ﬁ, @, e io} tends to the set of all components of S—\ separating T from
Ty, where

O St r (A0™@T))o O Ly o (Mr(Tm)
o Q Sa(b-i—c (A Tabc(j—v“ xl)) Q SE G~ ( AtO'ab(TQ, i))
a+b+c=n a+b=n _
=~ if T faces the side iz of T}

Al(T;) = .
e O S%;_Ff_(AtUab(Toaﬂ))o O R%bcp _ (AtTGbC(Tu%))
a+b=n i i a+b+c=n Ti o
o O SER ATz O 8B (—Ao™(T, T)
a+b+c=n Ti a+b=n it

if T faces the side y;z; of ﬁ

\

Now, the constructions of [BD17] and the proof of Proposition 23] admit automatic holo-
morphic extensions if we allow the variations A7%¢ and Ac® of generalized Fock-Goncharov
invariants to be complex with a small enough real part, as in [Bon96|] for the case n = 2
and [MMMZ23| for any n. The existence of this holomorphic extension enables us to take
the derivative term-by-term in the limit and to prove that, for every flag F' € Flag(R™), the
tangent vector

d n
EZET%,HOUO (F)\t:O S szfyf»UOvo(F)Flag(R )

is equal to the limit of
20
(340 5t
i=1

as the family {ﬁ, TVQ,;. . ﬁo} tends to the set of all components of S — A separating T from
the base component Tj, where
oo~ d
A(T;
()=
An application of the chain rule shows that A( ;) is as indicated in the statement of Propo-

sition
We can rephrase this property by saying that

— A(T}) j=o.

d e
Ezifyf,uovo(F)“:O = Z A(T/) foyf7uovo (F)

T’ between fo and T

for every flag F' € Flag(R™).

We now consider the subcase where the vertex w is equal to x7. We can then apply the
above conclusion to F' = F,(ug). Since we are in the case where ug = yz, the flag F' is also
equal to F,,(ug) for every ¢ by our normalization convention for the Hitchin representations
pt- Then, by definition of the slithering map,

Et uQVo (F> Et UQVO (fpt (UO)) = ‘Fﬁt (LUT)

TpYp akind
The special case t = 0 yields
UOUO(F> = ‘Fﬁ(xf)

TrYps
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Reporting these values into our earlier computation, we obtain that

S = Y AT )

T’ between To and T

This proves Proposition 30 in the case where T faces the side T3 Yz, of To and w = T
Considering the flag I = F,(vo) = F,(z7,) instead similarly provides the proof of Propo-

sition [30] when w = yz, still assuming that T faces the side T3 Yz, of T 0-
When w = 25, we apply Proposition 23 to the leaf 2525 and take term-by-term derivatives
in the limit as above. After observing that X, _._ ugu, (Fp(vo)) = Fp,(27), we conclude that

SFha= Y AT)EGR) + ADE )

T’ between fg and T
with
A - abe (1 abc a(b+c
ATy= 3 # (T ap) (L gy, + S0

atbte=n
+ 3 0T (38, ~ $6,)

By construction, the shearing map S%I;G:F(t) € PGL, (R) respects G# = F,(27). Therefore,
S%I;fop(zf) = 0 and the term A(T)]—"p(zf) is equal to B(Tv)fp(zf) with

B(T) = Z abc(T IT)L%IJCFG + Z T0> )S%I;Ff

a+b+c=n a+b=n

as in the statement of Proposition B0 (Note that, although A(T ).Fp(zf) = B(f)]—"p(zf), the
terms A(T), B(T) € sl,(R) are usually different.) This shows that

d o~ .~

A > A(T")F,(27) + B(T)F,(27)
T’ between T‘o and T

as in Proposition

Now, we could have used the side yzz7 of T instead of xgz7. This would lead us to the
same statement as above, but with

B(T) = Z (T, wz) Rach Gz T Z “(To, T E Fa

a+b+c=n a+b=n

This proves the equality of the two expressions for B (T) given in the statement of Proposi-
tion B0l (which can also be tracked down to the identity L%’I%G(G) R (G of Lemma [16).
This concludes the proof of Proposmon (Jin the case where T faces the side 7 yz of TO

Let us now consider the case where T faces the side T 27 . In this case, ug = zz and
vg = 27, The formula for X, _,_ ., provided by Proposition 23 then involves the unique
projective map Ay € PGL,(R) sending the flag Ez = F,(v7) to Et = Fu(z7,), the flag

Gz, = Fplzz,) to G’%O = Fp (23 ), and the line F%) = Fo(yg, YD to Ft (1) = F, (yTO)(l).
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By definition of Fock-Goncharov invariants and since EL. = Esz and FL = F5 , the flag
To 0 To 0

t .
7, 1 such that

Xave( By, P, G5 ) = expr, “bc(To,:):o)

for every a, b, c > 1 with a + b + ¢ = n. In addition, the line G ( coincides with G%) by

our normalization of the flag maps F,,.
On the other hand, Lemma [I6(4) shows that the composition

O LE%OFfOGfO (AtTa C(TO? xo))

a+b+c=n

also sends Gz to a flag @tfo such that
Xave(Eg s g, @’% ) = exp 7y, (T(), x0)

for every a, b, ¢ > 1 with a + b+ ¢ = n. In addition, the line @%l) coincides with G%)
by Lemma [I6(3). It then immediately follows from Proposition [l and Lemma [I3] that
it
To =G5
Since, by construction the above composition of left eruptions also leaves Ez invariant,

as well as the line F -/, this proves that

Av= O Liy rpay (D (T, 20)).

a+b+c=n
In the case where w = z7,

‘Fpt (l’f) = ch%yfm,ovo (‘Fpt (UQ)) Zt UV © AB (}—p(uo))

TrYr>

Proposition 23] then shows that F,, (z4) is the limit of
Ag e} At(fl) e} At(fg) o:--0 At(ﬁo)(fp(xf))

Taking the derivative term-by-term in the limit as before, we conclude that

d .~ L~
2327 =0 = B (To) (Fp(zz)) + > A(T")Fp(x7)
T’ between To and T

with ;
S - abe (1 I abc
B(Tp) = tho\t 0= Z (1o, xTO)LEfOFfOGTO
a+b+c=n
This proves Proposition [30 in this subcase, where T' faces the side Tf 25 of Ty and w = x5.
The argument is essentially identical in the subcase when w = yz, using now the fact that
]:pt (?/T) Zt © AB (]:p(UO»'

TyT,UOUO
In the subcase where w = z7, the same analysis as in the case where T' faces 7 yz
provides an additional term

d . L~
EAt(T)fp(zf)H:O = A(T)F,(25) = B(T)F,(27)
as in the statement of Proposition B0 .

This concludes the proof of Proposition [B0lin the case where T faces the side T 27, of fo.

The proof when T faces the side Yz 25, of TO is essentially identical. O
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5. THE WEIL COHOMOLOGY CLASS ASSOCIATED TO A TANGENT VECTOR
V € TyHit,(S)

We now have all the analytic tools needed to implement the framework of §2.21 and
express the Weil cohomology class [cy] € H'(S;sl,(R)aq,) associated to a tangent vector
Ve Tj,Hit, (S) as a simplicial cohomology class for a suitable triangulation of the surface S.
As in §4.4] we represent V' as the vector tangent to a curve t — [py] € Hit,,(S) at [p] = [po],
and we consider the directional derivatives

d
%\[}bc(Tv I) = %T[C;)l;}c(Tv x)\tZO
d

d{‘j-b(e) = %Uﬁ)bt](@)\t:o
of the corresponding generalized Fock-Goncharov invariants. We also normalize the Hitchin
representations p; so that, at the vertices of the base component Tj, the flags F,, (xfo),
Fo(yz,) € Flag(R") and the line fpt(zﬁ))(l) € RP"! are independent of .

5.1. Barriers for the geodesic lamination A. Consider a triangulation > of the surface
S, which we lift to a triangulation 3 of the universal cover S. As in §2.21 we want to define
for each vertex ¥ of & a projective basis B,(¥) such that
(1) the choice of B;(v) is p;—equivariant, in the sense that B,(yv) = p:(y) (B:(v)) for every
v € m1(S) and every vertex ¥ of ¥;
(2) for every vertex v, the projective basis I3,(v) depends differentiably on ¢.
For this, following an idea of Sun-Zhang [SZ17], we introduce additional data for the
geodesic lamination A and impose a very mild transversality condition for the triangulation .
The additional data is the following. In each connected component 7" of S — A, we choose a
Y-shaped barrier that is the union Sr of a point 77 in the ideal triangle T" and of three infinite
curves that respectively go from 71 to each of the vertices at infinity of 7'; for instance, these
three arms of S7 can be the geodesics joining w7 to the vertices of T'. Lift all these barriers
pr to barriers 8z for the components Tof S—\ See F igure [§

Y7

iy

FIGURE 8. A barrier in a component Tof S—\
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We then require that each vertex of the triangulation ¥ is disjoint from the geodesic
lamination A and its barriers S7. This condition is easily attained by a small perturbation
of X.

We can now use this data to define the projective basis B;(v) associated to each vertex v
of the triangulation 5. By construction, v is contained in a component T of S — X and is
disjoint from its barrier 8z. This barrier splits T into three smaller triangles, each of which
is delimited by one side of T and by two arms of the barrier Sz. This naturally associates
to ¥ a side of T. Let Ty, Y5 € Oso S be the two endpoints of this side, and let z3 € 04 S
be the third vertex of T choosing the indexing so that zy, yy and zy occur in this order
counterclockwise around T . See Figure 8

The projective basis By (v) = {e1, €2, ...,e,} is then defined as the unique projective basis
such that:

(1) the flag Fi(x5) € Flag(R") is the ascending flag of this basis, in the sense that the
linear subspace J;(z5)® is spanned by e, ey, ..., €4, for every a =1, 2, ..., n;
(2) the flag F;(yz) is its descending flag, in the sense that F;(y5)® is spanned by e,_p+1,
€n—bt2y - -, Ep, fOrevery b=1,2 ... n;
(3) the line F;(25)" is spanned by the vector e; + ey + - - - + ey,.
Proposition [30l now provides us with a computation of the derivative
d
dt

for each vertex w € {z, yz, 25} of T. This will enable us to determine

o) = %Bt(ii)Bo( il € sha(R).

Interpreting ® as a 0—cocycle & € C°(S; sl,(R)) for the simplicial cohomology associated
to the triangulation ¥, Lemma [I0 shows that the Weil class [cy] € H'(S;sl,(R)aq,) as-
sociated to the tangent vector V' & Tj,Hit, (S ) is represented by the 1-cocycle ¢y = dc¥ €

Fp(w)j1=0 € T, Flag(R")

CY(S; sl,(R)). Namely, for every orlented edge k of the triangulation 3 going from the vertex
v_ to the vertex v,

CV(%) _ d d

E&(@)Bo(’@)ﬁio —

5.2. A triangulation adapted to a train track neighborhood. Let ® be a train track
neighborhood of A and let ¥ be its associated train track, as in §1.21 In order to connect the
computational scheme outlined in the previous section to the generalized Fock-Goncharov
invariants associated to ¥, we will use a triangulation ¥ of the surface S that is well adapted
to ®. This will be particularly convenient to compute the cup-product occurring in §2.1] for
the definition of the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form.

Given the train track neighborhood ®, we can choose the barrier S7 so that each point
where it enters ® is located very close to a corner of the complement S — ®, corresponding to
a switch of ®; see Figure [0 in §I.21 To simplify subsequent exposition, we can even arrange
that this entry point is systematically located in the branch incoming on the left side at that
switch. See Figure [9.

We then decompose each branch of ¢ into rectangles by splitting it along finitely many
ties, including the switch ties at the end of the branch. Finally, we obtain a triangulation of

Bu(0-)Bo (V-2 € st (R).
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®, with all vertices on its boundary, by subdividing each rectangle into two triangles meeting
along an arbitrary diagonal of the rectangle.

We need to be a little careful in the description of this triangulation of ® near a switch.
First of all, the first rectangle of the outgoing branch at that point is actually a pentagon,
because of the additional vertex coming from the corner where the two incoming branches
meet; this pentagon therefore needs two additional edges decomposing it into three triangles.
To ease the exposition, we decide to choose these two edges so that they are disjoint from
this additional vertex. See Figure

Also, by our convention, the last rectangle of the branch incoming on the left at a switch
meets a barrier fr. Again to simplify further exposition, we decide to split this rectangle
along a diagonal that is disjoint from the part of Sr that is near the switch. See Figure [0

o

() : 5T

o

FIGURE 9. A triangulation adapted to the train track neighborhood ®

Finally, we extend this triangulation of the train track neighborhood ® to a triangulation
> of the whole surface S. We choose the triangulation so that its vertices are disjoint from
the barriers, and so that the triangulation is fine enough that every edge that is not contained
in ® meets the barriers f7 in at most one point.

A key feature of this triangulation is that almost every face has at least one side that is
disjoint from the geodesic lamination A and from the barriers . The only exceptions are
the faces that contain the centers mp of the barriers Sr, plus two faces near each switch.
This property will come in handy when we compute cup-products in §ol

5.3. Evaluation of the Weil cocycle on the edges of the triangulation. Lift the
triangulation X that we just constructed to a triangulation 3 of the universal cover S. It
was specially designed so that, for the cocycle ¢, € C* (S ;50,(R)) representing the Weil class
lev] € H 1(5 ;50,(R)aq,) that we constructed in §5.0] the evaluation of ¢y over the oriented
edges of > s relatively simple.

Many edges k of this triangulation are disjoint from the geodesic lamination X and from
the barriers 3z. If, for an arbitrary orientation, v, and v_ are the positive and negative
endpoints of such an edge, the projective bases B;(v1) constructed in §5.1] coincide and it

follows that y 4
cv (k) = ﬁBt(m)Bo@;)ﬁio I

For future reference, we repeat this as follows.

Bi(0-)Bo(T);, = 0.
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Lemma 31. Ifk: is an oriented edge of the triangulation S that is disjoint from the geodesic
lamination X and from the barriers B, then v (k) = 0. O

The next simplest case is that of an oriented edge k of ¥ that is disjoint from the geodesic
lamination A but meets a barrier Bz. By construction of the triangulation, k is contained in
the closure of the complement of the train track neighborhood ®, and it meets 37 in exactly
one point.

This case splits into two subcases according to whether k turns to the left or to the right
with respect to 8. More precisely, let v, and v_ be the positive and negative endpoints of k.
As in §5.1 the component of T — Bz that contains the negative endpoint v_ of k is adjacent
to a side z7ys of T whose orientation is the boundary orientation coming from T. Let 25
denote the third vertex of T'. Then, either the positive endpomt vy is in the component of
T— Bz that is adJacent to x727, in which case we say that k turns to the left, or v, is in the
component of T - Bz that is adjacent to yz27 and k turns to the right. See Figure [10.

2T

AN g T

Y7

FIGURE 10. The oriented arcs k and &’ respectively turn left and right.

Lemma 32. If the oriented edge k ofi is disjoint from the geodesic lamination X and meets
the barrier Bz in exactly one point,

Z 7abe(T, xT)L%’CFTGf if k turns to the left

co (k) = a+b+c=n "
v(h) Z Fabe (T :BT)R“Echfo if k turns to the right
a+b+c=n

with Bz = Fy(27), Fr = F,(y7), G5 = Fy(z7) € Flag(R").

Proof of Lemma 32 in a special case. First consider the very special case where T is the base
component T used to define the bases B,(v), and the vertices x4, yz, 27 are respectively
equal to the vertices zz, yz, 27, We will then use the fact that we have normalized the

Hitchin representations p; so that the flag F,, (x4 ), the flag F,, (y7 ) and the line F, (24 )™
are independent of ¢, and therefore respectively equal to Ez, F7 and G%).
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In particular, the flag F,, (27, ) € Flag(R") is such that
Xabc (Ef‘ov Ffov fpt (ZTO)) = €exXpT abc(T07 xfo)

for every a, b, ¢ > 1 with a+b+c = n. In addition, the line JF,, (27, )M is equal to G%). From
the combination of Proposition ITland Lemma[I3] F,, (ZT ) is completely determined by these
two properties. Lemmal[I6(3-4) shows that the flag O, 5 cn L%’CO Fy. G (A(To, xﬁ))) (Gz,)

satisfies the same properties. It follows that, for the variation Aﬂ'“bc(fo, l’fo) of the triangle
invariant,

fpt(zfo) = O Lgp Gx (Aﬂabe(fm SCTO))(GfO)

atbte=n ~ To"To 7o
= O B (8 (o) (Gr)
a+b+c=n

where the second equality follows from Lemma [T0](2).
We are now ready to compute

~ d ~ d

cy (k) = EBt(U-F)BO('U-F)ﬁiO T

By definition, the projective basis B,(v-) is the one for which F, (x5 ) is the ascending
flag, F,,(yg,) is the descending flag, and the line fpt(zﬁ))(l) is spanned by the sum of the
basis vectors. Since these objects are all independent of ¢, so is the basis B;(v_), and

BB = 0.

Bu(0-) Bo(0-) L.

For the projective basis B;(v; ), we need to distinguish whether k turns left or right,
although these two subcases are not fundamentally different.
If k& turns left, B;(vy) is the projective basis for which F,, (27 ) is the ascending flag,

Fp(r7,) is the descending flag, and the line 7, (yﬁ))(l) is spanned by the sum of the basis
vectors. Set

By= O LanoF~ ~(At7— (fo’x’fo»'

a+b+c=n
Then

fpt(zrfo) = Bt]:p(zrfo)
]-"pt(:)sfo) = ‘Fp(xfo) = Btfp(l'fo)
Forlyz)V = Folyz, )V = BiF,(yz,)"
where the first equality is just a rephrasing of our earlier computation, the second and
fourth equalities are consequences of our normalization, and the remaining two come from

the properties of left eruptions stated in Lemma [I6(1-2). It follows that B,(v;) = BBy (v5),
and

d ~ ~ — d CL C aoc
EBt(U+)BO(U+)|ti0 = EBtltzo - Z (T, 7 >LEbOFfOGfO
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Therefore,

ev(F) = LB, B @) — -

7 %Bt (02)Bo(T-).2,
= Z %\[}bc(Ta xf)LaEbeFfGT
a+b+c=n

in this subcase where k turns to the left, and T = TO, T3 = TF, Y5 = Y7, 7 = Z3,- Lhis
proves Lemma [32] in this subcase. N

The argument is very similar for the subcase when k turns to the right, in which case
B (vy) = CyBy(vy) with

_ b be (1 -
Ct B a+b96=n aEYSo FTOGTO (Aﬂ-a C(TO’ xTO)) :

This concludes the proof of Lemma in the special case where T = TO, Ty = T,
U

yT = yTo’ ZT = ZT()'
Proof of Lemma 32 in the general case. In the general case, consider the unique projective
map A; € PGL,(R) sending the flag Bz = F,(zg,) to EL = F,,(v5), the flag I = F,(yz,)
to Fr = F,,(y7), and the line G%) = Folzz,)" to th(l) = F,,(27)M, as provided by
Lemma [I3l We then use A; to conjugate p; to another representative p;: m(S) — PGL,(R)
of the Hitchin character [p;] = [p}] € Hit,,(.S), defined by the property that

pi(7) = A7 pi(1)Ar € PGL,(R)

for every v € m(S5).

The flag map of this new Hitchin representation pj is then F, = A, Lo Fp., if we use
the same symbols to denote A; € PGL,(R) and its action on Flag(R™). As a consequence,
the projective basis Bi(v) associated to each vertex v by the flag map F is equal to the
image A; 'B,(7) of the earlier basis B;(?) under the action of A;*. We can then use this new
projective basis to compute

~ d d

cy (k) = @Bt@;)l?o(m)‘lu:o - EBt(g—)Bo(ﬂ—)_l\tzo
= L AB @By A5 e — AL )B) " Aq o
= A o+ AT BY ) A o
L AAT o S AT By ) Ay o
— o ( GBEBE) cn — B IBE) N cn) 457

. 1 .
The flag F,(z7) = Eg, the flag F, (y7) = Fz, and the line Foy(z) V) = G(To) are inde-
pendent of t. We can therefore apply the special case to this new normalization pj of the
Hitchin representations representing the characters [p;] = [p}] € Hit,,(S). For instance, when
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k turns to the left, this gives

~ d ., - SO d ., - o _
cv (k) = Ao (dtB (U4)By(v4) 1|t:0 - %BQ(U—)Z%(U—) 1|t:0) Aol
~a( $ it e, ) 4
a+b+c=n
_ abc I abc
= Y W aw )L, aors s,
a+b+c=n
_ abc r abc
= Z (T Lo )LEfFTGf-
a+b+c=n

This proves the lemma when k turns to the left.

The argument is identical when k turns to the right, by replacing left eruptions with right
eruptions, and concludes the proof of Lemma 32| O

Lemmas [31] and [32] take care of all the edges of the triangulation 3 that are not contained
in the train track neighborhood d. Among the edges of the triangulations of 213, many of them
were constructed as ties of the train track neighborhood. We will later see that analyzing
the images of these tie edges under the 1-cocycle ¢y will enable us to determine the images
under ¢y of all the edges of the triangulation ¥ that are contained in .

Lemma 33. Let k be an oriented tie of the train track neighborhood ® that is generic, in the
sense that it is not contained in a switch tie, and let T  and T+ be the components ofS h\
that respectively contain the negative and positive endpoints of k. For every component T of
S — X\ that separates T from ﬁr, counterclockwise label its vertices as Tz, Yz, 27 € 8oo§

in such a way that the side xz,yz faces T_. Consider the flags Ez = Fy(xz), Fz =

Fo(ys), Gz = Fp(z7) € Flag(R") for each such component T', and use the same labelling
conventions for Ty. Then,

v (k) = > AT+ > dgb(’T“_,’T;)s'g%Fﬁ € s, (R)

T between T_ and T+ a+b=n

where the sum is over all components T’ of S—A separating T from ir and where, as in
Proposition [30,

( - abe abc a(b+c
> (T, 27) (LEb FrGp Tt SE(f,JFG;,)

X AT (S )

oo~ if T, faces the side T 25 Of T’
- abc Sabe y(a+c)b

Z T wz) <REbT,FT,GT, + Sé*f,f«zf,>

+ > AT T (S8, — S )

\ if ir faces the side yz 25, of T




THE SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE OF THE PGL, (R)-HITCHIN COMPONENT 43

Proof of Lemma 33| in a special case. We again consider a very special case, where T_ is the
base component To, and where T+ faces the side xz yz of To.

A key property of generic ties is that the components of kE— A containing each of the
endpoints of k are disjoint from the barriers. (Note that this fails at each switch for the
boundary tie of the left incoming branch.)

In particular, for the negative endpoint u_ of 7%, the projective basis B;(u_) is determined
by the properties that the flag 7, (v, ) is its ascending flag, the flag F,,, (v ) is its descending
flag, and the line ]-"pt(zfo)(l) is spanned by the sum of the basis elements. By our normaliza-
tion of the Hitchin representations p;, these two flags and this line are independent of ¢. It
follows that

d
5 Bi(a-)Bo(w i = 0.

For the positive endpoint u of E, the projective basis B;(u ) is determined by the prop-
erties that the flag 7, (zﬁ) is its ascending flag, the flag ]-"pt(yﬁ) is its descending flag, and
the line fpt(zﬁ)(l) is spanned by the sum of the basis elements.

To compute the variation of B;(u. ), we use the formula

CFao= X AT)Fw) + BIT)Fw)

T’ between Tp and TJF

of Proposition B( for each w € {xﬁ, Yz, zﬁ}, where A(Tv’ ) is as repeated in the statement
of Lemma [33, and where

0 if w= T,
>, o (Ty, T ) SE‘ B T > A T+>517T )L(JIEI);+FT+GT+ if w= 2z .
a+b=n a+b+c=n

Note that S}}% Fr, Fo(zz,) = 0and S%bﬁ Py, Fo(yz, ) = 0 since the shearing map S%bﬁ Py, (t) €
PGL,(R) fixes the flags E = Fy(zg ) and Fr = Fy(yz ). Also, the left eruption

L%’; By G (t) respects the line G(TE), and therefore L“EbC Py, Gr, G = 0. It follows that
+ T Ty +
d . .
%fpt (xir)ﬁ:o = C’]—"p(:cﬁ) € TEer Flag(R™)
d . .
E}"pt (y7, =0 = CF,(yz, ) € Tpf+ Flag(R")
d

E"T_.ﬂt (ZT+)(1)|t:O = CFP(ZT+)(1) € TG(T}) RP" !
+

for the same element

C= > ATY+ > d@b(fo,ﬁ)sgﬁﬁ € sl,(R).

T’ between T and Ty a+b=n
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Since the projective basis By(v,) is determined by the flags Fp, (27, ), F,, (y7, ) and the
line F, (27 )", it follows that

%Bt(m)t:o = CBy ().
Therefore,
vlF) = BB )iy — BB )iy = C,
which is exactly what we were supposed to prove in this special case where T_ is the base
component Ty and T faces the side zz yz of Tp. O

Proof of Lemma B3] in the general case. The general case can be deduced from the special
case by the same argument that we used for Lemma 321
Namely consider the projective map A; € PGL,(R) sending the flag F,(z7 ) to F,, (7 ),

the flag F,(yz,) to Fp,(y7 ), and the line FP(ZTO)(I) to F,, (27 ). If the Hitchin represen-
tation p; is obtained by conjugating p, with A;, the flags F, (x5 ), F,,(y7 ) and the line
]-"pt(zi)(l) are now independent of ¢, and we can apply the special case to p. As in the

proof of Lemma [32] the formula for p, is then obtained from the formula for p; by a simple
conjugation by Ap. O

5.4. Opening zippers. An obvious problem with the formula of Lemma is that it in-
volves an infinite sum, which would be cumbersome to directly use in cup-product compu-
tations. So, as in [SBO1l [Zey21], we will use an approximation based on the idea of opening
zippers in a train track neighborhood to make it arbitrarily close to the geodesic lamination .

The operation of zipper opening replaces a train track neighborhood ® of the geodesic
lamination A by one that more closely approximates A\. More precisely, let a be an arc in ®
that starts at a switch point of @, is disjoint from A and transverse to the ties of ®, and ends
on a tie that is not a switch tie. Splitting ® along a gives a new train track neighborhood
@’ of \. We say that @’ is obtained from ® by zipper opening along a. See Figure [I1] and
[PH92, §1.7, §2.4] for details.

Instead of a single arc a, we can also split ® along a family of (necessarily disjoint) such
arcs issued from distinct switch points of ®. In particular, for a given integer § > 1 we can
take, for each switch point s, an arc as as above that is issued from s and crosses exactly ¢
switch ties. If the train track neighborhood ®; is obtained from ® by zipper opening along
the union of these arcs ag, we say that &5 is obtained from ® by zipper opening up to depth
0. One easily sees that, up to isotopy, ®5 depends only on ® and 4.

Lemma 34. Let ®q be a train track neighborhood of the geodesic lamination X\, let @5 be
obtained from ®y by a zipper opening up to depth §, and let EI;(; be the preimage of ®s5 in the
universal cover S. Then, for every tie k of ®; and with the conventions of Lemma[33], there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(k) = Y ST TS 4, +0() € su(R)

a+b=n

where C' and the other constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depend only on the Hitchin
representation p, the tangent vector V € Ti,Hit, (S), the original train track neighborhood

by, and a compact subset of S containing the tie k.
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FiGURE 11. Opening a zipper

Proof. By construction, the tie k of ®; is contained in a tie 7{?0 of the original train track ®.

In addition to our earlier estimates, the argument is based on a classical measure of the
combinatorial complexity of a component of 7{?0 — X\ with respect to 50. Such a component
is of the form 7%0 N T for some component T of S — . If none of the endpoints 7%0 NT is an
endpoint of 750, the two sides of T passing through these endpoints are asymptotic to each
other on one side of ko, and on the other side follow a common path of #(T) > 1 branches of
®, before diverging at some switch of ®,. This number r(f) is the combinatorial depth of
ko N T in the train track neighborhood ®,. By convention, (1) = 0 if ko N T contains one
of the endpoints of fl%g.

This combinatorial depth actually played a crucial role in the proof of the estimates of
Lemmas 26 and 27 that we borrowed from [BD17]. One key ingredient was the following:

Sublemma 35. There exist constants C', C”, D', D" > 0, depending only on the nega-
tively curved metric mg that we used to define geodesic laminations and on the train track
neighborhood ®q, such that

D/e_c'r(iﬁ) < E(%o N f) < D//e_c“r(f)
for every component koNT of ko N

Proof. Before they diverge at some switch of EISO, the two sides of T travel together over a
length that is bounded above and below by a constant times r(7"). The estimate then follows
from an estimate using the negative curvature of mg. The constants C’, C”, D', D" > 0
depend on curvature bounds for mg, on the “lengths” of the branches of &y, and on a lower

bound on the angles between the leaves of A and the ties of ®. U
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We are now ready to begin the proof of Lemma 34l From the formula

cv(k) =Y 6T T,)SE, N > A(T)

a+b=n T’ between T_ and f+

of Lemma [33], we need to show that

> A(T") = O(e=©%)

T between T_ and TJF

for some constant C' > 0.
For this, we will use the estimates that already appeared in our proofs of Propositions 23]
and B0, However, the quantity

( abc I abc ~a(b+-c
Z TVb (T Ti) <LEI;,FT,GT, + SES:,G%,)

a+b+c=n
_I_ Z T_? T/ (S%I;/ Ff; - S%bf/ Gf!)
a+b=n
AT — if T, faces the side x5 25 of 1"
( ) - - abc _ abc (a+c)b
Z TV (T $T’) RE F G + SGT;/FT;/
a+b+c=n
+ Z T T/ (SE Fzy S[CI;;?/FT/)
a+b=n

if ﬁr faces the side ysz 27 of T,

appearing in Lemma [33] is not exactly identical to the similar quantity occurring in Propo-
sition [B0], which we rewrite here as

r abe F abe ya(b+e
Z TVb (T xf!) (LEE)T,FT,GT/ + SE(%/G;/)

S RO (o - S, )
a+b=n
if T faces the side 7 25 of T"

abc Sabe ~(a+c)b
Z i (T L) (REbf,Ff,Gf, + S(Gf,f«zf,>

a+b+c=n
§ : T ~ab ~ab
_I_ T(), T (SET/FT/ - SG’T“’F’I:’>

a+b=n

AT =

if T, faces the side Yz 27, of T

The difference is that the base triangle To is replaced by the component T , which depends

on the tie k of the train track neighborhood ®;. Some additional care is therefore needed to
guarantee uniformity for the estimates.
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For this, we first consider the case where T separates T ' from To. We then use the
quasi-additivity property of Proposition [I9 which, after taking derivatives, tells us that

G(To, T) + 6P (T2, T — Y #P(T-,25)
b+c'=n—a
~ if T f the side z+ z7 of T_
O'{‘/b(T(),T/) — ¢ - .le/a/ ECQS e side Ty 2y O
o (To, To) +6(1-, T - Y #7(T- yz )
a’+c'=n—b

if 7" faces the side Yz 27 of T.

\

This enables us to write the term A(7”) of Lemma [33 as
ATy = A(T') + A(T")
where A’(T") is as above and
B Z TO’ (S S%bT/GT/>
a+b=n
Y AT (S50 - S

a+b+c=n _ _
if T faces the side 2z 25 of 1"

A//(f/) _ -
- > o P(To, T- (SE Fz SGf,Ff,)
a+b=n
a c a+c)b a+c)b
bSO ) (S s
a+b+c=n

if T+ faces the side yz 27 of T

\

This will enable us to split the analysis into two steps.

Sublemma 36. For A'(T") as above, there exists C > 0 such that
> AT =0 ),

T between T_ and T‘Jr

where the constant C' > 0 and the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depend only

on a compact subset of S containing 7{?, on the Hitchin representation p, and on the tangent
vector V€ Ti,Hit, (.5).

Proof. This is a simple consequence of the estimates that we used in the proofs of Proposi-
tions 23] and o s
Indeed, in the proof of Proposition B0l A’(7”) (called A(7T”) in that statement) occurred

as the derivative at ¢ = 0 of a quantity A,(7”) defined in that proof, which makes sense
as a holomorphic function of ¢ € C with |t| < 1. Lemma 2§ asserts that A,(7") = Idg» +

O (ﬁ kNT )”) for some v. An application of Pick’s lemma then shows that

3 AT = 3 o) (6(75 N ’T“')V) .

T’ between T_ and T+ T’ between T_ and T‘Jr
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Sublemma [BF shows that ((k N T") = O(e_C//T(T/)) for some constant C” > 0 and, by

definition of zipper openings, ’I“(T ") = § for each component 7" occurring in the above sum.
It then follows from the second part of Lemma 27 that

3 0 (f('z% N T')V) — 0(e™7C") = O(e=)
T’ between T_ and f+

for any v/ < v and the constant C' = /C”. This concludes the proof of Sublemma 36, [
Sublemma 37. For A"(T") as above, there exists C' > 0 such that

Z A//(f/) _ 0(6_05),
T’ between T_ and T‘Jr

where the exponent v and the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depend only on a

compact subset 0f§ containing 7%, on the Hitchin representation p, and on the tangent vector
Ve T[p}Hitn(S).

Proof. In order to bound A”(T”), let us first focus on the case where T}, faces the side T 25

of T'. The other case will be identical.
In this case,

AT == 3 T (S ey, — St

a+b=n
2 : abc ~a(b+c) ¢ a(b+c)
_I_ T_’zT ) (SEf/Ff—v/ SEf/Gf/ :
a+b+c=n

Because the flag map F,: 05 — Flag(R™) is Holder continuous [Lab06, Thm. 4.1],

S%bf SE 71 G O(d((ET”F s (ET”GT’»)
= O(d(2v7:y5, v727)")
=O0(l(kNT")")
for some v > 0, where we use the same symbol d( , ) to denote the distance in the space

of flag pairs for the first line, and the distance in the space of geodesics of S for the second
line.

The coefficients 73*(T_, x7 ) are obviously uniformly bounded, since they take only finitely
many values.

To bound the coefficients 68 (Tp, T"), a combinatorial argument using the Switch Relation
of §1.3] (compare [Bon97, Lem. 6]) shows that

G (Ty, T-) = O(r(T))

with the constant depending only on the tangent vector V' € Tj,Hit,(S). Also, r(1_) <
by definition of zipper openings. Therefore,

Ty, T-) = O(5).

Combining all these estimates gives us that

AT =0 (M(% N CF')V) ,
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in the case where T’ '+ faces the side z7 27 of T

The same argument gives us an identical estimate in the other case, where ir faces the
side yg 25 of T

Now, by another application of Sublemma B5] and Lemma 27|

> AT = > O3e(kNT")") = O(6e™'"%) = O(e°)

T between T_ and TJF T between T_ and TJF

for any v/ < v and C' < /C”. This concludes the proof of Sublemma [37 O

By taking the smallest of the two, we can arrange that the constants C' of Sublemmas
and [37 coincide. These statements then prove that

) = Y d“b(f—,i)SE%FﬁJr > Ad+ Y A@)

a+b=n T’ between T_ and T, T’ between T_ and T,
— —-Co
= E (T T—i—)SE P, T O(e™™?)

a+b=n

and completes the proof of Lemma [34] in the special case considered, where T separates TO
from T’ i

We will deduce the general case from this special case, but we need some care to guarantee
the uniformity of the estimates. The statement of Lemma [34] involves a compact subset of
S containing the tie k. This compact subset K meets only finitely branches of the original
train track neighborhood 2130.

For each oriented branch e of (namely a branch of ®, with an orientation of the
corresponding branch of the train track \Tfo) meeting K, the orientation of e determines an
orientation for the leaves of A that pass through e, and these orientations are all parallel.
Among these leaves, let ¢! be the one that is most to the left. Since the fundamental group
m1(S) acts minimally on the space of geodesics of S , these exists 7, € m1(S) such that gt
is oriented to the left as seen from the base triangle TO This guarantees that the images
under . of all the leaves of h\ passing through e are in the same component of S — TO and
are oriented to the left as seen from TO

If k is an oriented tie of @5 contained in K, let e be the branch of (IDO that contains it.
Orient e so that the orientation that it induces on the leaves of A passing through k points
to the left of the orientation of k. Then, %T separates Tp from %TJF, and we can therefore

apply the special case to the tie fyek: This gives

CV(%%) = Z d%'b(%T—,%TJr)SE I Gl

veTy " veTy
a+b=n

where the exponent v and the constant in O( ) depend only on the union on the finitely
many compact subsets 7. K as e’ ranges over all branches of ®; meeting K (as well as on
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the Hitchin representation p and the tangent vector V' € Tj,Hit,(S)). Then

cv (k) = Ad p(v;) (ev (1ek))
= Y 0P (T T Adp( N (SE Lk L )+ 0 )

velT} " vel}
a+b=n
_ § ~ab o\ Cab —-Co
- Oy (T—7T+)SET Fz + O(e )7
+ Tt
a+b=n

where the constant in O( ) now includes, in addition, the distorsion in sl,,(R) coming from
the finitely many isomorphisms Ad p(ye_,l) that can occur. For the last equality, use the
m1(S)—equivariance property of Lemma [T9]

This completes the proof of Lemma [341 O

6. COMPUTING AND ESTIMATING THE CUP-PRODUCT

In §2.7], we saw that the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form is defined in terms of the
evaluation on the fundamental class [S] € Hy(S;Z) of the cup-product [cy; |~ [cy,] € H?(S;R)
of the Weil classes [cv;], [ev,] € H(S;sl,(R)aq,) associated to two tangent vectors Vi, Vs €
Tj,Hit,, (S). Now that we have an explicit description of the cocycles ¢y, ¢y, € C*(S;s0,(R)),
we will use the triangulation of §5.2] to compute, or at least estimate in a first step, this cup-
product.

6.1. A remark on the computation of cup-products. We begin with a general ob-
servation on cup-products in dimension 2. This property was used without discussion in
[SBO1, Zey21], but does not seem to be well-known and therefore may deserve some expla-
nation.

Let Al = {(to,tl) € R2;t0 +t = 1} and AQ = {(to,tl,tg) € ]Rs;to + 1+t = 1} denote
the standard 1- and 2-simplex. A singular 2-simplex f: Ay — S has three sides: the front
side is the 1-simplex F™f: A; — S defined by F™f(to,t,) = (to,t1,0), the middle
side F™4f is defined by F™4f(ty,t1) = (t9,0,t1), and the back side F*3f is defined by
FPak £t 41) = (0,tp,1). Then the boundary df is the 1-chain FPackf — fmid¢ 4 prfront £

The currently popular definition (see for instance [Hat02, §3.2]) of the cup-product [¢;]~[c2] €
H?(S;R) of two homology classes [c1], [ca] € H'(S;80,(R)aa,) is the class of the 2-cochain
c1—co defined by

ClVCQ(f) — K(Cl(Ffronth)’ 02(Fbackf)> cR

where K: sl,(R) x sl,(R) — R is the Killing form and where f is an arbitrary lift of f to
the universal cover S. The invariance of the Killing form under the adjoint representation
guarantees that this does not depend on the choice of the lift f. This definition has the
advantage of simplicity, but the antisymmetry of the cup-product then becomes a nontrivial
result (see for instance [Hat02, Th. 3.14]).

We now express the fundamental class [S] € Hy(S;Z) by a 2—chain based on a triangula-
tion X of the oriented surface S. For each face f of this triangulation, choose an arbitrary
parametrization of this face as a singular 2-simplex f: As — S, in such a way that the
orientation of the front and back sides Font f  FPack £ coincide with the boundary orienta-
tion of f (while the orientation of the middle side F™9f is the opposite of this boundary
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orientation); we are here orienting the 1-simplex A; from (1,0) to (0,1). Let the 2—chain

7:Zf602(5)
I

be the sum of the simplices f thus associated to the faces of the triangulation ¥. However,
this chain is in general not closed.

An edge k of the triangulation Y separates two faces f; and f5 of X, and therefore is the
image of a side F1®) f; and a side F2(®) f, with i,(k), i5(k) € {front, back, mid}. If F1() f|
and F2®) f, induce the same orientation on k, we can arrange that F1(®) f; = Fi2() £, a5
maps A; — S. Note that this happens precisely when i1 (k), i5(k) are not in the same subset
{front, back} or {mid}. Consequently, the two sides F**) f; and F*2(¥) f, occur with opposite
signs in the expressions of df; and df,, and they cancel out in the expression of 9. In other
words, we can arrange that the contribution of the edge k to 0v is equal to 0, in this case
where F1(%) f; and F2®) f, induce the same orientation on k.

When F®) f; and F2®) £, induce opposite orientations on k, there exists a singular 2-
simplex f,: Ay — S, with image contained in k, whose front side F°" f, coincides with
Fu®) - whose back side FP2* f, coincides with F2®) f, and whose middle side F™df, is
constant, valued at the initial vertex of the front side Fo"t f; = F1(%) f; (which is also the
terminal vertex of the back side FP**f, = F2(®) f,)  Also, let f;: Ay — S be constant,
valued at the same initial vertex of F&ntf, . Then,

O(fr + fi) = FPack f, — poid g 4 plront g 4 pback g7 pomid g7 4 pofront £
— Fu(k)fl + Fzz(k)f2
since FbaCkfk = Fiz(k)f2’ Ffrontfk — Fi1(k)fl7 and Fmidfk, Fbackf]/67 Fmidf]/w Ffrontf]; are all

equal to the same constant map.
To unify the two cases, let v, € C3(S) be defined by

—fe — fi if iy (k),i2(k) € {front, back}
Ve =19 Je+ fr  if (k) =ix(k) € {mid}
0 otherwise.

We have done everything so that the 2—chain

Y5 =D f+ Y m € Co(S;2)
¥ i

is now closed, where the sums are over all faces and over all edges of the triangulation X,
respectively. A degree argument applied to a point in the interior of a face shows that the
homology class [ys] € Ha(S;Z) is equal to the fundamental class [S].

Lemma 38. For any two cocycles c¢1, ¢a € C'(S;80,(R)aa,), the evaluation of the cup-
product [ci]~[co] € H*(S;R) over the fundamental class [S] € Ho(S;Z) is equal to

(e ~leal (S =3 ( K (1 (From ), ey (F F)) — K (o (Fom ), ey (FP f»))
f

where the sum ranges over all faces f of the triangulation X considered as 2—simplices whose
parametrization is compatible with the orientation of S.
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Proof. Let us represent [S] by the cycle g as above. Then
C1~C2 ’ys Z K Ffrontf (FbaCkf)) + Z C1~C2 (:}7]@),
k

where 7, € C’g(§ ) is the lift of 74 contained in an arbitrary lift k of the edge k.

To make the formula more symmetric, we now take advantage of the nontrivial property
(see for instance [Hat02, Th. 3.14]) that the cup-product is antisymmetric at the homological
level (although mnot at the chain level). Namely, [co]—[c1] = —[c1]~[ca] in H?*(S;R). This
enables us to rewrite the formula as

([ea]~lea], [S1) = 5 ((ea]~leal, [ST) = ([eal~[eal, [ST))
_ %Z (K(Cl(Ffrontf)702(Fbackf>) _ K(CQ(Ffrontf),Cl(FbaCkf))>
!

+ % Z (Cl\/CQ — 02\/01) (:\Vik)
k

We claim that (c;~cy — co~cy) () = 0 for every edge k. This is certainly clear when
Y = 0. Otherwise, vx = +=(fr + f1)-

Since ¢(k) = 0 for any constant 1-simplex x and any l-cocycle ¢ (as a chain, x is the
boundary of a constant 2-simplex), the evaluations of ¢;~cy and cy—¢; on the constant

simplex J?,é are both equal to 0.
Since 0fy = FPak f, — pmidf 4 Fiont £ " wwe have that

Ci(FbaCkﬁ> _ _Ci(Ffrontﬁ) + Ci(FmidJ?k) _ _Ci(FfrontJ?k)
for each ¢ = 1, 2, since ¢; is closed and the middle side F' midﬁ is constant. It follows that
(01v02 . szcl) (ﬁ) _ K(Cl(Ffrontﬁ)702(Fbackﬁ)) N K(Cz(Ffrontﬁ)’Cl(FbaCkﬁ))
_ _K(Cl(Ffrontﬁ)’02(Ffrontﬁ)) + K(C2(Ffrontﬁ)’Cl(Ffrontﬁ)) -0

This proves that (c;~cy — cocy) (k) = 0 for every edge k, and completes the computa-
tion. L]

The formula of Lemma 3§ will enable us to take advantage of the following symmetry.

Lemma 39. The formula of Lemma[38 is independent of the parametrization of each face f
of the triangulation ¥ as a singular 2—simplex f: Ay — S (as long as this parametrization is
compatible with the orientation of S, in the sense that the orientation of the front and back
sides coincides with the boundary orientation).

Proof. We need to show invariance if we “rotate” such a parametrization f: Ay — S to a
new parametrization f’: Ay — S such that the front side F™" f” is equal to the back side
FPak £ the middle side F™f" is the front side FT" f with the orientation reversed, and
the back side F*2% f’ is the middle side F™f with the orientation reversed. Then

Ci(Ffrontf/) _ Ci(FbaCkf)
Ci(FbaCkf/) _ —Ci(Fmidf) — _Ci(Ffrontf) o Ci(FbaCkf)
for each ¢ = 1, 2. Expanding the contribution

K(Cl (waront.}cv'/)7 02(Fback]?/>) o K(C2(Ffr0nt]?/>’ Cl(FbaCk.]?//))
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of this new parametrization f’ and using the bilinearity and symmetry of the Killing form
K, we readily see that it is equal to the contribution

K (Cl (Ffrontf>’ Cg(FbaCkf>) - K (C2 (Ffront f)7 c (Fbackf»
of the old parametrization f. O

6.2. General setup. We now return to our computation of the evaluation ([cy;]~[cy,], [S]) €
R of the cup-product [cy;|—[ey,] € H?(S;R) on the fundamental class [S] € Hy(S;Z), for
the Weil classes [c11], [ev,] € H(S;80,(R)aa,) corresponding to tangent vectors Vi, Va €
T, Hit, (S). For this we will use the description of the classes [cy,], [cy,] given in §5.1] and
§5.3] as well as the triangulation ¥ introduced in §5.2

A consequence of Lemma[39is that, in the formula for ([cy,][cy,], [S]) given by Lemma[38]
the contribution of most faces of the triangulation ¥ is equal to 0.

Lemma 40. Suppose that at least one side of the face f of the triangulation ¥ is disjoint
from the geodesic lamination X\ and from the barriers Br. Then the contribution of f to the
formula for ([cy,|~[cw,], [S]) given by LemmaBY is equal to 0.

Proof. Using the flexibility provided by Lemma B9, we can choose the parametrization of f
so that its front face F front £ is disjoint from A and from the barriers 7. Then, Lemma [31]
shows that cy, (FT™™ f) = cy, (F™" f) = 0, and it follows that the contribution of f to the
formula of Lemma [38] is equal to 0. O

In the triangulation X of §5.2] there are only a few exceptional faces whose three sides all
meet the union of the geodesic lamination A and the barriers 7, and may therefore have a
nontrivial contribution to ([cy, |~[cw,], [S])-

The first type is that of the face f that contains the central point 7w of a barrier Sr. By
our assumption that each edge of ¥ that is outside of the train track neighborhood meets
the barriers in at most one point, each side of f meets the barriers in exactly one point.

The second type occurs near the switches of ®. More precisely, near each switch, there
are two faces of ¥ whose sides all meet the union of A and of the barriers fr. See Figure [13]
below.

By inspection of the construction of the triangulation X, these triangles, one for each
component of ® — S and two for each switch, are the only ones whose contribution to
([ewi]~lew], [S]) may be nonzero. We will now compute the contribution of these faces.

6.3. The contribution of the complement of the train track. We consider the first
type of faces of ¥ that may have a nontrivial contribution to ([cy,;]~[c1s], [S]), namely a face
f that contains the center 77 of a barrier S7. By construction of the triangulation ¥ in §5.2]
there is exactly one such face in each component of the complement S — ® of the train track
neighborhood .

Consider the component 7" of S — A containing this face f. For the train track ¥ associated
to the train track neighborhood @, let U be the component of S — ¥ associated to T by the
correspondence of Proposition [@l Arbitrarily pick a boundary corner sy of U, corresponding
to a switch of . L _ _ _

Lift T' to a component 7" of S— A, and f to a triangle f contained in 7. Also, let x5 € 055

be the vertex of T associated to the corner sg by the correspondence of Proposition [G)
and index the other two vertices as yz, z7 in such a way that x7, y7, 23 € 0xS occur
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counterclockwise in this order around 7. As usual, let Ex = F,(z5), Fr = F,(y5), G5 =
F,(25) € Flag(R") be the flags associated to these vertices by the flag map F,.

Finally, let 7%¢(U,syy) € R denote the directional derivative of the triangle invariant
79%(U, sy) in the direction of the tangent vector V' € Tj,Hit,(S). Namely,

(U, sp) = (U, st)j1=o

dt o
for every curve t — [pg] with py = p and % [p]j—0 = V.

FIGURE 12. A face fcontaining the center 77 of a barrier 35

Lemma 41. The contribution of the face f to the formula for {([cy,]~|[c,], [S]) given by
Lemma B8 is equal to

LN (AU o) L (U s) = HEE U, s0) K (U s0) ) (RS o L5,
a+b+c=n
a’+b' +c'=n

where K: sl,(R) x sl[,(R) — R s the Killing form, and where L“bCG and R“bCG are the
infinitesimal left and right eruptions of §&4l.

Proof. The barrier 37 divides T into three triangles, each adjacent to one side of T. With the
flexibility provided by Lemma[39 choose the parametrization of the face f so that the front
side Ffront f goes from the component of T — ﬁT that is adjacent to z7y7 to the component

adjacent to yzz7. Then the back side I back f goes from the component adjacent to yzz7

to the component adjacent to x7z7, and the middle side F midf goes from the component
adjacent to zzyz to the component adjacent to zzz7.
The contribution of f to ([cy;]~[cvs], [S]) is then equal to

% (K (C\/l (Ffrontf’v)’ cv, (Fbackf’v)) - K (C\/g (Ffrontf)’ v (Fbackf))> ’
which is also equal to
% (K(Cvl (Ffrontf)’ cv, (Fmidf)) _ K(CV2 (Ffrontf)’ v (ledf))> ’

since ey, (F™9f) = ¢y, (FF f) 4 ¢y, (FP% f) as each ¢y, is closed.
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Lemma [32] then provides

CV(Ffrontf) — Z abc(T IT)R%)CF%G%

a+b+c=n
dN /b/ / /b/ /
e (F™f) = ST RVT ) B
a’'4+b'+c'=n

for each V' =V} or V5. Since T“bC(T z7) = 7¢*(U, sy) by the correspondence of Lemma [I8]
the result immediately follows. O

: Sabe ra’'b'c!
We now compute the coefficient K (R BorGoo L, Ffo>

Lemma 42. For any mazimum-span flag triple (E, F,G) € Flag(R")?,

2a’b ifa>ad orb<l
K(R%bﬁg, %%ICG,) = 2ab —2bcd +2bc ifa<d, b=V andc>c
2ab' + 2ac —2d'c ifa<d, b=V andc <.

Note the remarkable, and unexpected, property that K (R%’I%G, L‘}é}’%) is independent of
the maximum-span flag triple (E , F, G) (whereas Proposition [[Ilshows that the moduli space

of these triples has dimension (n — 1)(n — 2)).

Proof. This is essentially [SZ17, Lem. 6.7], which is here restated with different notation and
conventions.
By definition,

e = 2= ld g & Lldpe) © L1dge
= CTdgn — Idpw) @ 01dpe) ® 01dge) = L1dps — PEES
R = ~ld g © “<ldpey @ 2Tdge
= 0Idgw @ Idpe ® 01dge — 2ldgs = Ppgy — 21dgs
for the two projection maps
PEbs = 1d ey @ 01d pey @ 01d g
Prt = 01dgw @ Idpe) @ 01dge.
As a consequence,
K (R Lirg) = 20 Tr Rigig Lk
= o0 Tr (P2, — 21dgn) (%’Ian - E;:G)
= —2n Tr P2, PAvE + 2d' Tr PiSy + 20 Tr PEEE — 29 Tr Idgn
= —2nTr PESpPEsé + 2a'b + 2bd’ — 2%0n
— —2n Tr PES, PELE + 2d/b.
To compute Tr Pb&,. PEbs , we distinguish cases. Note that these cases will overlap.

CASE 1. a > d'.
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The image of the projection PEp bc is equal to E@) ¢ E@  and is therefore contained in
the kernel E@ @ G© of Pia,. Therefore,

Tr PYa, PEbe =Tr0 =0

and
K (R, Lohe) = —2nTr PRy Peps + 2a'b = 2d'b.

CasE 2. b V.
Similarly, the image F®) of P4, is contained in the kernel F®) @ G(¢) of Pgb¢ | which
implies that
Tr Pl PEVE = Tr PR PRy = Tr0 =0
and
K(REq, Lyve) = —2n T PRGPRLE + 2a'b = 2d'b.

CASE 3. a< d,b> b and ¢ > ¢. Here we need to be more explicit. Let {e1,es,...,e,} be
a basis for R” that is adapted to the flag E, in the sense that each subspace E*") is spanned
by the first a” vectors ey, es, ..., .. Similarly, let {f1, fa,..., fn} be a basis adapted to F,
and let {g1, g2, - . ., gn } be a basis adapted to G. We will express the composition PE’F’ ’PII%CC%E
in the basis B = {e1, €, ..., €a f1, f2r- s[5, 91,92, - -, g} for R* = E@ @ FO) ¢ G©)

The map P2, sends each ey, ey, ..., e, and each gy, ga, ..., g. to 0. Also, for i < b’ < b,
Pgbe Pha(f) = PEb& (fi) = 0. Therefore, in the matrix expressing Pgpg Pbc“E in the basis
B, the only columns that may be nonzero are those corresponding to the images of the basis
elements fyy1, fyyi2, ..., fp (with no such column when b =¥').

Express these f;, with b < ¢ < b, in the basis B = {e1, €2, ..., €u, f1, fo, s [y 91,92, -, Ger }-

Namely,
a v c
fi= Z Aijej + Z i fi + Z Vijg;
j=1 j=1 j=1

for some coefficients A;;, 5, v;; € R. Then,

}%/1{15 Prép(fi) = g%/( = gllglGl (Z Aij€j + Zﬂufj + ZVZJQJ)
= ZAZ‘]e‘] fz Z,uzyfj Zymg]

which, because i < b, V/ < band ¢ < ¢, expresses Peba Pha (f,) in the basis B.

Therefore, in the matrix expressing PgLS P, in the basis B, the column corresponding
to f; with b’ < i < b has an entry 1 on the dlagonal and possibly a few more nonzero entries
above and below this diagonal. As a consequence, the diagonal entries of this matrix consist
of a4+ b terms 0, followed by b — b’ terms 1, and then another ¢ terms 0.

This proves that

Te PRasPEYE = Tr PERG Pigs =b— V.

Therefore,

K (R, LEhe) = —2nTr PRa PR + 2d'b
= —2n(b— V) +2d'b = 2ab’ — 2bc + 2¥b'c.
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by using the properties that a +b+c=d + b 4+ =n.
We now reach the last case.

CASE 4. a<d,b>b and c <.
The argument is very similar to the previous one. The difference is that we now express
Phea . PabE in the basis B = {e1,eq, ..., €w, f1, for -y fyrs 91, G2, - - -, gor } for R™.

The Vectors fi, fas oo fors G1, 92, - -+, go are sent to 0 by the projection PELS. Also, for
i <a<a, PlapPEEE (e;) = Piap(e;) = 0. Therefore, in the matrix expressmg Pgb;Gngg
in the ba81s B, the columns corresponding to e, ea, ..., €q, f1, fo, --+\ foy 915 G2, -+, Ge

are all equal to 0.
Express the remaining vectors e;, with a < i < d/, in our earlier basis B as

a b c
_ / / /
= Z >‘ij€j + § Nijfj + § Vii9j
12NN,
for some coefficients .. bea pa't’c

ii» i, Vi; € R Then, as in the previous case, its image Priip Papé (€:)
can be expressed in the basis B’ by

P PRte (e;) = Piap(e;) = Phay (Z A2]6g+2u2jf]+z Jgj>

b
T Sp Z V05
j=1 J=1

Because i > a this shows that, in the matrix expressing P, PELS in the basis B, the
diagonal entry of the i—th column with a <1 < d’ is equal to 1.

The conclusion is again that the diagonal entries of this matrix consist of a terms 0,
followed by @’ — a terms 1 and then b’ + ¢ terms 0. As a consequence,

bca a’t’'c 1
Tr PpépPere =a —a

and
K(R%blg‘(}a %gg) = —2nTr Py Pppé + 2d'b
= —2n(a’ — a) + 2a’b = 2ab’ + 2ac’ — 2d'c,
using again the properties that a + b+c=d + b + ¢ =n. O

We can now return to the contribution of the face f to the formula of Lemma

Lemma 43. Let f be the face of the triangulation X that contains the center mp of the
barrier Br of T and, in the complement S — U of the train track W, let U be the component
of S — WU corresponding to the component of S — ® that contains f. Then, for an arbitrary
corner sy of the triangle U, the contribution of f to the evaluation ([cv,]~[cw], [S]) of the
cup product is equal to

LY o (Tng(U, su) FV (U, syr) — 70°(U, sy7) 700 (U, sU))
a+b+c=n
a’+b'+c'=n
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where, as in Lemma [E, 73¢(U, sy) denotes the directional derivative of Tgbc(U, sy) in the
direction of the tangent vector V € Tj,Hit,,(S) and where

(/b — al/ ifa<ad,b<bV andc>c

acd —dc ifa<d, b=V andc <

Cg’bbc’c’ _ Z:c—bc: ?faéaj,b}b; andc}c:
c—bcd ifa>d,b<b andc<c

acd —d'c ifa>d,b<V andc>c
\a’b—ab’ ifa>d b=V andc <.

Proof. Using the antisymmetry of the formula of Lemma 1], it can be rewritten as

EOY (AW s0) # U s) = H (U s0) H# (U s0)

S,
(K (RaEb;Ffo’ L%;lgf%) N K(Rang’lin’ L%):;FfGT)> :
The result then follows from a case-by-case application of Lemma [42] O
Note the rotational symmetry C{% , = C%s , of the constants C%% , which shows that the

output of Lemma (43| is, as expected, independent of the choice of the corner sy for U.

6.4. The contribution of the switches of the train track. Near a switch s of the train
track ¥ or, more precisely, near the corresponding switch tie of the train track neighborhood
®, there are exactly two faces f; and fy of the triangulation > which may have a nontrivial
contribution to the evaluation ([cy,;]~|cys], [S]), because their sides all meet the union of
the geodesic lamination A and of the barriers S (see Lemma [40]). These are illustrated in
Figure I3

Let k% and k"#" be two generic ties of the incoming branches €' and e'#"* | respectively,
and orient these ties to the left as seen from the switch s. Also, let k5Vi! be a small arc
meeting in one point the branch of the barrier Sy that enters ® near s, and again orient this
arc to the left as seen from s. See Figure [13]

left right

FIGURE 13. The contribution of a switch
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Lift the switch tie s to a switch tie s of the train track neighborhood ® in the universal
cover S. Then lift kl°ft, frieht  fswitch 6 oriented arcs kot krisht gswitch pear 3.

Lemma 44. The contribution of the switch s to the evaluation ([cv,]~[cv,], [S]), namely the
sum of the respective contributions of the faces fi and fy to the formula of Lemma [38], is
equal to

5 (K (e (), (RE#)) = K (evs (%), e, (R#) )
(I (e (), v (R)) — K (e (), 04 (274)) )
= (6 (e (R, e (B10)) = K (o, (R, e, (R274)) ).

2

Proof. Choose the parametrization of the faces fi, fo so that the sides Ffrontf, =~ fbackf
Ffront f, - pback £ are as indicated in Figure I3l Then, in the triangulation 3 of the universal
covering S , lift fi and fy and their parametrizations to the corresponding two faces ]71 and
fo that are near s. N
By construction, there is an arc k. that is disjoint from the union of the geodesic lamination
X and the barriers Bz and goes from the positive endpoint of Frort f1 to the positive endpomt
of kleft for instance, the arc can be chosen in the boundary of d. Similarly, pick an arc k_
that is disjoint from the union of X and the Pz and goes from the negative endpoint of F' front f
to the negative endpoint of E}fft. Then, the chain F f“’ntfl + EJF — %lseft —k_is homologous to
0, and N N N N
oy, (F™" 1) = —cv, (k) + oy, (KE™) + ey, (k=) = ey, (™)
for each i = 1, 2, since ¢y, is closed and ¢y, (kx) = 0 by Lemma 311
Similarly,
o, ( Ffrontf;) = ¢y, (%;ight)
and
(Fbackf ) =cy (k‘swnch).
Also, the images of the sides F™id f1 and Fmid f2 are equal to the same edge of the tri-
angulation X, but induce opposite orientations on this edge. It follows that cy, (F midﬁ) =

—cy (F midﬁ) for each ¢ = 1, 2, since cy; is closed. Using twice more the fact that cy, is
closed,

cv: (Fback']:;> =cy, (Fmid.}c;> — ¢y, (Ffrontjc;) = —cy, (ledfl) — ey (Ffrontf )
= —cy, (Ffront']?l) — ¢y, (Fback']?l> — ¢y, (Ffrontf2>
= —cy, (E}Qeft) —cy, (Ezwitch) — ¢y, (E;ight)‘

In the formula of Lemma B8] the sum of the contributions of f; and f, to ([cyy]~[cw], [S])
is equal to

% (K(Cvl (Ffrontﬁ)’ cv, (Fbackﬁ)) o K(CV2 (Ffrontfl)’ v (Fbackﬁ)>>
+ % <K (C\/l (Ffront};)’ cv, (Fback}";)) . K(CV2 (Ffront}:;)’ v (Fback};))) )

Substituting the above values for cy. (FT f), ¢y (FP2%f1) ey (FEOnf)) and ey, (FPak fy)
and rearranging terms gives the formula stated in the lemma. 0
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For i = 1, 2, the values of ¢y, (KS¥ih), ¢, () and ¢y, (kX&) € sl,(R) are provided by
Lemmas 32 and B3l However, the formulas of Lemma 33 for ¢y, (k) and ¢y, (K*82) involve
infinite sums, which is not very convenient if we want to input these values in the formula
of Lemma (4l We will consequently use the approximation of §5.4, and assume that ® = &5
is obtained from a first train track neighborhood ®, by opening zippers up to depth 6 > 1

As before, lift the switch tie s of ® to a switch tie s of the preimage ® C S of ®. The
correspondence of Proposition [6] associates a component T of S — X to the component of
S — @ that has a corner at s, and also associates a vertex r7 € 8oo§ of T to that corner.
Index the other two vertices of 7' as y7 and 25 € 8oo§ so that, as usual, z7, y7 and z7 occur

counterclockwise in this order around 7.

Lemma 45. Let ® be obtained from a first train track neighborhood ®q by opening zippers
up to depth 0. Then, with the above data, there is a constant C' such that the contribution
of the switch s to ([cv,]~[cw], [S]) is of the form

LS (SR () — o (e () K (S, S8

a+b=n
a’+b'=n
LS (G (T ) — ot (i (T, 2)) K (S L )
a+b=n
a’+b'+c'=n
+ % Z (O’{“/Il) (6left) a'bc ’(T ZL’) 0_%12) (6left) a'bc ’(T ZL’)) (SE P %bllglfo)
a+b=n
a’'+b +c'=n
+ 0(e™ ).

The constant C > 0 and the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depend only on the
train track neighborhood ®q, on the Hitchin representation p and on the tangent vectors Vi,
Vy € T[p}Hitn(S).

Proof. Because the Killing form K( , ) is invariant under the adjoint representation, the
proposed formula is independent of the lift s of the switch tie s. We can therefore assume
that s is contained in a compact subset of S depending only on ®,. Then, Lemmas 32 and

[34] provide
B = S R e,

a+b+c=n

oy (R = D7 6 (e™)SE .+ O™ )
a+b=n

oy (RE) = D 61 (e SE o+ 0 ),
a+b=n

where the constant C' > 0 and the constants hidden in the Landau symbols O( ) depend
only on that compact subset, on the Hitchin representation p and on the tangent vectors Vi,
Vy € T[/,}Hitn(S).

The result then follows by entering these expressions in the formula of Lemma 44l O

The Killing form terms are given by the following formulas.
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Lemma 46. For every maximum-span flag triple (E, F,G) € Flag(R")3,

(S a,b,) _ 24d'b ifa>d
BG 2ab'  ifa <d

(S a’b’c’) _ —20,/6 Zfa 2 a,/
EG) HYEFG _Qa(b/ + C,) ifCL < a’
(S a’b’c’) _ —2&/6 Zfa 2 a,/

BE ZEREG —2a(b' + ) ifa<d.

61

Proof. We use the computations of the proof of Lemma 42 As in that proof consider, for

any maximum-span flag triple (E, F, G) € Flag(R")3, the projection
Pitee =Tdpw ® 01dpe @ 01dge.
Then,
S = 2dpew © Z2ldpe = Lldgn — PRty = 521den + P

S%bG = _IdE(a) ©® — Idg(b) = EIdR" _ Pg%)F — _—aIan + Pg(;:l?G
Lifhg = 2= 1dpw ® 2ldpe © $ldge = ¢ldee — P,

In the proof of Lemma [42] we computed that

0 ifa>ad orpg<p
Tr PplpPirg =3 8—8 fa<a, 24 andy >~y
o —a ifa<ad, =0 andy <y

Exchanging the roles of F and G, and noting that PJh% = P28 and PP = P2Y | this

EGF
also implies that

0 if @ >a orvy <y

!/

Tr Py Pape =7 —7 ifa<a, y>+and 3>
o —a fa<g<d, y>2+ and §<f.

Therefore,

K (St SEL) = 20T (21dzn — Plite) (=21 + PEED)
= 20Ty Idgn + 20Tv PERS + 20/ Tr PY2, — 2n Tr PYS, PEYS
= —2a'b + 2d'b + 2d'b — 2n Tr PXR, P& 1S
B {2a’b ifa>d
2ab ifa < d,

using the property that a +b=d' + 0 = n.
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Similarly,

K (St L) = 2nTr (41dn — Pl (£1dme — PEES)
= 2a'b — 2a'b — 2a'b + 2n Tr P52, PELS
{—2a’b fa>dorb<d

—2a(b'+ ) ifa<a andb> (.

This can be simplified by noticing that, if ¢ < o/, then necessarily

b=n—a>n—d >n—d -V =/,

so that the second condition is irrelevant. Therefore,

. V] —2a/(n — a) if a 2 a/
K ( ab a't'c ) —
Sba: Lira —2a(n—d) ifa<d.

The same argument gives

K (St L) = 2nTr (41dgn — PYEg) (£1dme — PEES)
= 2a'b — 2a'b — 2a'b + 2n Tr PRy, PEES

) —2d'b ifa>d orb<¥
N —2a(b'+) ifa<ad and b= ¥

) —2d'b if a
] —2a(V 4+ ) ifa
This concludes the proof. O

6.5. An approximate formula. We can now put everything together.

For a switch s of a train track W, let U, denote the component of S — W that has a corner at
s. Also, arbitrarily choose a corner sy (corresponding to a switch of W) for each component
UofS—U.

Every oriented branch e of ¥ and every a, b > 1 with a + b = n, the corresponding
generalized Fock-Goncharov invariant defines a function 0% (e) : Hit,,(S) — R, and therefore
a 1-form do**(e) € Q! (Hit, (S)). Similarly, every component U of S — ¥ and every triple of
integers a, b, ¢ > 1 with a + b+ ¢ = n provides another 1-form dr*¢(U, sy) € Q' (Hit,(5)).

Lemma 47. Let ®5 be obtained from a first train track neighborhood ®o of the geodesic
lamination A by opening zippers up to depth 6 > 1, and let W4 be the train track corresponding
to ®5. At each switch s of s, orient the incoming switches €' and e 8" toward that switch.
Then, the Atiyah-Bott-Goldman symplectic form w € Q?(Hit,, (S)) at [p] € Hit,(S) is of the
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form

AN
W= ) > 0. dr™ (U, sy) A drt (U, sy)
U component a-+b+c=n
of S—VUs a/+b+c'=n

+ Z Z C ab, do_ab left) A dO’albl(€Zight)

s switch a+b=n
of ¥s a/+b'=n

= > DL Cllysedo(e™) ndT (U, )

s switch a+b=
of Us a’+b’+c’:n

: 1NN
+ 3 Y Gl o) A dr VY (U, 5)
s switch  a+b=n
of Us a'+b'+c'=n

+0(e” ),

where the constants C%S ., and C%, are given by

(a'b — al/ ifa<d,b<bV andc>c

acd —dc ifa<d, b=V andc <

cabe be—bd ifa<d, b=V andc>c
ave be—bd ifa>d,b<bV andc<
acd —dc ifa>d,b<b andc>c
\a’b—ab’ ifa>d b=V and c <

abl ifa < d,

C’b’ = {a/b if&}&/

and where the constant C > 0 and the constant hidden in the Landau symbol O( ) depend only
on a Hitchin representation p: m(S) — PGL,(R) representing the character [p] € Hit,,(.S)
and on the original train track neighborhood ®y.

Proof. Let Vi, Vo € Tj,Hit,(S) be two tangent vectors of the Hitchin component at [p] €
Hit,,(S), respectively associated to variations 7v,, oy, and 7y,, dy, of the generalized Fock-
Goncharov invariants of [p]. Lemmas A3 and then give us that the pairing of
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w(WV1, V2) = ([evy]~[ewnl, [S]) of Vi and Vs under the symplectic form w is of the form
Sy ok (Tng(U, su) #YY (U, sp) — 78(U, syr) 720 (U, sU))

Ucomponent a+b+c=n
of S—Ws a'+b+c'=n

left a’'b’ ( right ab ¢ left\ - a'b ( right
DD e S LA B Gt Cag)
s switch a+b=n
of Us o/ 4+b'=n

Z Z C ) <UV1( left) a'b'c /(US,S) N 0’?};(616&)7' a'b'c /(UsaSU)>

s switch  a+b=
of U a’+b’+c’—n

DY Gl (GREER U, 5) — (e H (UL, 5))
s switch  a+b=
of ¥s ¢ +b’+c’:n

+ O( —C’(S)
which is exactly the property that we needed. O

We will show that the above estimate is actually an equality, with the error term O(e~°)

equal to 0.

6.6. Invariance under zipper opening. For a train track neighborhood ®s of A obtained
from a first train track neighborhood ®y by opening zippers up to depth 9§, Lemma [47]
estimates the symplectic form w at [p] € Hit,(S) as

wiy = A(®s) + O(e” )

where, for any train track neighborhood ® of A with associated train track ¥,

[ANN
A(D) = g E 1k dr (U, sy) A dr* (U, sp)
Ucomponent a+b+c=n
of S—V¥  ad/+b'+c'=n

+ Z Z C/b/ loft) do ab’( rlght)

s switch a+b=n
of ¥ a' +b'=n

Y Clyieydo™ (€ Adr (UL, 5)

s switch  a+b=n
of ¥ o/4b4c'=n

. 12NN
+ g E Cg’b(b’+51) dgab(eglght) A\ dTa be (Usa S).
s switch  a+b=n
of U ¢4 +c'=n

We show that this approximation is invariant under zipper opening.

Lemma 48. If the train track neighborhood ® is obtained from ® by a zipper opening along
an arc a, then
A(D) = A(D).

Proof. By definition of zipper openings, the arc a starts at a switch point, is disjoint from
the geodesic lamination, and is transverse to the ties of ®. If a is disjoint from the switch
ties of ® (except at its initial point), then the combinatorial structure of the associated train
track is unchanged, and A(®') = A(P).
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We can therefore assume, without loss of generality, that a crosses the switch ties of ® in
exactly one point. Then, there are several cases to consider, according to the way a crosses
that switch tie. The upshot is that the train tracks ¥ and W’ respectively associated to ®
and @' differ by one of the moves of Figures [I4 and [I5] or their mirror images.

right
t _ Lout 63
eOll —e 2
S1 S2
S2 pleft
52
€O}lt

F1GURE 14. Opening zippers |

FIGURE 15. Opening zippers I1

We first look at the case of Figure[I4l Then, A(®) and A(®’) differ only in the contribution
of the two switches s; and s, appearing in the picture. The contribution to A(®) of the
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switches s1, s is equal to

S1 52

S ity dot(elefty Ado™ () 4 N Caty do™ (el A do™ (ezE)

at+b=n a+b=n
a'+b'=n a’+b'=n
ab ab/ left a't'c
— E Ca’(b’—l—c’) do (651 ) AdT (Usl,Sl)
a+b=n
a’+b' +c'=n

— Y Clyrey do(eg) Adr"" (U, 52)

a+b=n
a'+b'+c'=n
§ ab ab/ right a't’'c
+ Ca’(b’—i—c’) dU (eslg ) A\ dT (U817 31)
a+b=n
a'+b' +c'=n

T Z Car a’ (b'+c) Uab( r1ght) dr v /(Uszv 52)7

a+b=n
a'+b' +c'=n

and the contribution of s} and s, to A(®’) is obtained from the same formula by replacing
s1 by s) and sg by s, everywhere.
Note that, for every a, b, a’, V', ¢,

a/b/CI(USU ‘91) = Talblc{(Us'ﬁ Sll) Talblc{(Usw 52) = Ta/blc,(USé’ 8,2)
o.ab(elselft) — O’ab(d:/lft) O_ab(engt) =0 b(elelft)

and

b right ba right

o (ezlég )=0 “(e?,lg )
since we orient the left/right branches toward the associated switch; in particular, the
branches e“ght and e“ght coincide but come with opposite orientations. Also, by the Switch

Condition of §L.3

O_ab(egilght) _ O_ba(e(s)/ut) _ O_b (ele,ft) + O.ba(ezi/ght> . Z TbeICN(Us’Qv 8/2)
: 2 V=1
b’ 4+c""=n—b
— g (elgft) _i_o_ab(ezi/ght) _ Z Tbb”c”(Usé’sz)
! b// C//>1
b+ =n—b

and, similarly,

o) = o) + () = S (U, ).
b1
b +c""=n—b
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Combining all these observations and comparing contributions term by term, we can now
express A(®) — A(P') as

Z C at, dO'ab( lolft) (d ba ’( 102ft) Z dTbleC"(Uslz,S;))

a+b=n Vel >1
a’+b’:n b ! =n—b
§ ab left b'a’ /1 _left § by’ ’
+ C a'b! da ( ) (d ( ) dT (Usll, 81))
a+b=n b, c">1
a/_,’_b/:n b”-‘rC”:n_b,
E ab ba / left § : by’ / a't'c ’
+ Ca’(b’+c’) (da (68/2 ) - dT (US,27 52)) /\ dT (Usfl, 31>
, a;;b:zz b ' =n—b
a +b'+c'=n
§ ab ba left 2 by’ / a't'c! /
+ Ca’(b’+c (d(f ( 51 ) dT (Usll, Sl)) A dT (US/Z, 32)
, az;b:? b 4-c!' =n—b
a’ +b'+c'=n

Expanding the above expression and renaming indices, this is equal to

ab left a’t! [ left
> Cihdo™(es™) A do™ (el)

a+b=n
a’'+b'=n
ab left a't'c /
- g C(b,+c o do®(es") NdT"7C Uy, 55)
a+b=n
a’+b'+c'=n
a’t! a’t! left ab left
+ E Chl do®” (e ) A do® (e )
a+b=n
a’+b'=n
ab ab/ left a't'c! /
— E C(b’+c’)a’ do (65’2 ) A dt (Usllv Sl)
a+b=n
a'+b' +c'=n
§ ba ab left a't'c! !
+ Ca/(b/+cl) do ( ) A dt® (Usll, Sl)
a+b=n
a’+b'+c'=n
' +c)a’ a't'c! / abc /
- Z C (b+c) dr (Usé’ 82) NdT (Us'lv Sl)
a+b+c=n
a’+b +c'=n
§ ab loft a't'c! /
+ C b’—i—c dU ( ) /\dT (U5l2782)
a+b=n
a’'+b'+c'=n
(b+c)a abc / a't'c! /
_ E ! o (5 ) d’T (Ug, 81) NdT (Us,, 53)-
a+b+c=n
a'+b' +c'=n

From the definition of the constant C%, in Lemma BT, we have that C%, = %Y = CP¢,
for every a, b, ', ¥'. In particular, C>, = C&?" and the first and third line therefore cancel
out.

Similarly, C(b, e = Cab?(b, e and the second line cancels out with the seventh, while the
fourth line cancels out with the fifth.
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. V+)d _ ~(b+c)a . . . .
Finally, C’a(b o = C. (b and the sixth line cancels out with the eighth.

Therefore, A(®) = A(®’') when U’ is obtained from ¥ by the move of Figure [I4l
A very similar argument shows that A(®) = A(®') when ¥’ is obtained from ¥ by the
move of Figure[[3l Exchanging “left” and “right” and reversing signs everywhere also proves

invariance under the mirror images of these two moves. O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We are now ready to prove our main theorem, namely Theorem [I] of the Introduction.
With the notation of §I.3] and subsequent sections, this is the following statement.

Theorem 49. Let \ be a maximal geodesic lamination in the closed oriented surface S, and
let U be a train track carrying \. At each switch s of W, orient the incoming switches eleft and

eleht toward that switch. Then, the Atiyah-Bott- Goldman symplectic form w of the Hztchin
component Hit,,(S) can be expressed in terms of the generalized Fock-Goncharov coordinate
functions 7% (U, 5) and 0c®(b) as

)R IEDS

Ucomponent a,b,cz1 o/ b ,c/>1
of S—=V  a+btc=nqg' +b'+c'=n

+ Z Z Z C at, do_ab 1eft) A do® b’( rlght)

s switch a,b>1 o/ b'>1
of ¥ a+b:n a’+b’—

-2 2 ). Gl

s switch a,b>1 o't c'>1
of ¥ a+b=n a’+b’+c’:n

+ Z Z Z Ciliy 4oy do™ (e3%™) Adr@Y (U, s).

C“,blf, AT (U, sy) A dr@Y (U, sp)

w =

( loft) dr a't'c I(US,S)

s switch a,b>1 o/ B /=1
of U adbmn o ¥t —n
with

(/b — al/ ifa<d,b<bV andc>c
acd —dc ifa<d,b>=b andc <

C’“,blf,, b:c—bc: zifaéai,b}b; andc}c:
be—bd ifa>ad,b<b andc<c
acd —dc ifa>d,b<b andc>c
\a’b—ab’ ifa>d, b=V and c <

cab _ {a’b if a>d
abl ifa < d.

Proof. Let ®5 be obtained from the train track neighborhood ®, corresponding to ¥ by
opening zippers up to depth 6. Lemma 47 and B8 show that

w = A(®s) + 0(e™) = A(®g) + O(e™")

for some constant C' > 0. Letting d tend to infinity proves that the approximation is actually
an equality. U
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