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Part |
Introduction

The program of the quantization of the Teichmuller spa€és) of Riemann surfaces which
was started in[[Fd, CF1] and independentlylin [I(jSis motivated by certain problems and
conjectures from mathematical physics. One of the main airntisis program is to construct a
one-parameter family of maps

X — (H{(Z), 0[(2), M](®)), where (0.1)

(i) bis a deformation parameter, related to the traditidmala b = /7,

(i) X is a two-dimensional topological surface possibly with idary,

(iii) H] (X2) is a Hilbert-space (possibly infinite-dimensional),

(iv) O] (X) is an algebra of bounded operators#f(%) and,

(v) M/ (%) is a unitary projective representation of the mapping ajgesp of> onH] (3).

The data(O] (X),M] (X)) are restricted by the requirement that a suitably definedt tfn

1See[[FG| CP] for recent generalizations.
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O/ (%) for b — 0 should reproduce the commutative algebra of functions erirgichmuller
spaceT (X), whereas a natural limét — 0 of the automorphisms dd] (3) which are induced
by the representatiod; () should correspond to the natural action of the mapping gasgp

MC(X) onT(%).

1. Motivation

Motivation for studying this problem comes from mathemgtighysics. A conjecture of H.
Verlinde [V] can be formulated very schematically as theesteent that

(HI(Z), M{(D)) = (HLZ), MX(D)), where (1.2)

(i) H:(X) has a definition in terms of the representation theory of tihaséro algebra with
central charge as the so-called space of conformal blocks associated amd

(i) MZ(X) is an action of the mapping class groNfiC(X) on H%(X) which is canonically
associated to the representation-theoretic definitiokqb>).

Part of the interest in the spa@é.(X) from the side of mathematical physics is due to the
fact that the elements @i (%) represent the basic building blocks in the so-called Libevi
conformal field theory [TL1]. Deep connections between tagyrbative approach to quantum
Liouville theory on the one hand and Teichmdller theory loa dther hand have been exhibited
by Takhtajan, Zograf and Teo see elg. [TT] and referencesithe

This conjecture may be seen as a hon-compact analog of snelddions between the quan-
tization of moduli spaces of flat connections on Riemanresag on the one hand, and rational
conformal field theories on the other hand. For K being a catng@up, the geometric quanti-
zation of the moduli spac#1x(X) of flat K-connections on a Riemann surface was performed
in [Hi2, ADPW]. Alternative approaches were based on mogdieit descriptions of the sym-
plectic structure onMk(X) [ER,AGS,BR, AMF!]@ In either case one may schematically
describe one of the main results of these constructions assagnment

¥ — (Hy(®), M(2)),  where (1.3)

(i) Hy'(2) is a finite-dimensional vector space,
(i) M (X) is a projective representation of the mapping class grodpaf 7, (X).

Part of the interest in these results was due to the clostamrdabetween the representation
M;*(3) and the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants of three manifdRI§][ Another source of
interest were the relations to rational conformal field tiyewhich were predicted in [Wi], see
[Sq] for a review of mathematical approaches to the problechfarther references. These

>The equivalence between the different quantization schdras not been discussed in detail so far. It boils
down to the verification that the monodromy representatfdheKZ-connection constructed within the geometric
guantization framework of [Hi2, ADPW] is equivalent to thepping class group representation defined in [AGS,
BR]. It seems that e.g. combining the results ofi[La] and [B&@es the job.
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relations may, again schematically, be summarized as tsteaxe of canonical isomorphisms
(H(2), M{(2)) (1.4)

(HY(Z), MY (2)) - (HE(2), M (2) ),

where

(i) H)(X) is the space of conformal blocks in the WZNW-model assoditdethe compact
group K, which can be defined in terms of the representation theomhefaffine Lie
algebrag, with level k associated to the Lie algebgaf K,

(i) M} (X) is the natural action of the mapping class groupi(X), which can be defined
by means of the monodromy representation of the Knizhnik@adchikov connection,

(i) HE"(X) is the space of invariants in certain tensor products ofxsgrtations of the quan-

tum groupl/,(g),
(iv) MFT(X) is the mapping class group representationt£fi(3) defined by the construction
of Reshetikhin-Turaev.

The quantization prograr (0.1) can be seen as a non-commaloigeof [1.8) in the following
sense. In[(0]1) the role of the moduli space of flat connestiotxk () is taken by the Teich-
muller spacé/ (X), which can be identified with the component in the moduli spst; (X) of
flat G = SL(2,R)-connections that has maximal Euler class [Hil, Go2]. Meeeahe natural
symplectic structure on the moduli space of ftat(2, R)-connections restricts to the Weil-
Petersson symplectic form gn(X) [Gol]. A quantization of the Teichmuller spagé>’) may
therefore be regarded as providing a quantization of a tmpchl component in the moduli
spaceM ().

We expect that any non-compact counterpart of the develofsmeentioned above will be
mathematically at least as rich as the already known reaglieciated to compact groups
In particular we expect that certain analogs of the constras of Reshetikhin-Turaev and/or
Turaev-Viro will capture information on the geometry of legypolic three manifolds, similar
and probably related to the appearance of hyperbolic vadumehe asymptotic behavior of
certain link invariants [KaV].

2. Aims

A major step towards establishing H. Verlinde’s conjec{llz) is to show that the quantization
of the Teichmulller spaces (0.1) as initiated in/[Fo, CFKa1] produces an analog ohaodular
functor. The basic data of a modular functor are assignments su@h3sWhich are required
to satisfy a natural set of axioms as discussed in SeCctibrOt# of the most important im-
plications of the axioms of a modular functor are simpletrefes between the representations
of the mapping class groups associatedl tand ¢ respectively, wher& i is the surface that
is obtained from> by cutting along a simple closed curve These relations imply that the
representatioM;' () restricts to - and is generated by - the representatibyigX’) which are
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associated to those subsurfag#dhat can be obtained froii by cutting along a set of non-
intersecting simple closed curves. This crutoalality property can be seen as the hard core of
the notion of a modular functor.

Within the formalisms introduced in [Fo, CF1], [Kal]-[Kag]is far from obvious that the
guantization of Teichmiller spaces constructed thereshak properties. To show that this is
indeed the case is the main problem solved in this paper. dfresentatioM; () constructed
and investigated in [Kal]-[Ka3] is obtained by exploitirgetfact that the mapping class group
can be embedded into the so-called Ptolemy groupoid asedd¢@the transformations between
different triangulations of a Riemann surfate A representation of the Ptolemy groupoid is
constructed in [Kal]-[Ka3], which then canonically inde@eprojective unitary representation
of the mapping class groudC(X). The simplicity of the Ptolemy groupoid, which underlies
the elegance of the constructions/in [Kal]-[Ka3] now turosto cause a major problem from
the point of view of our aims, since the above-mentionedlitcaroperties implied in the
notion of a modular functor are not transparently realizgthie Ptolemy groupoid.

Essentially our task is therefore to go from triangulatiompants decompositions, which is
the type of decomposition of a Riemann surfacthat is naturally associated to the concept of
a modular functor. This requires to construct a change akesgmtation fof] (¥) from the
one naturally associated to triangulationddKal]-[Ka3] to another one which is associated to
pants decompositions. The main tool for doing this are tloelgsic length operators introduced
and studied in[[Fo, CF2] and [Ka3, Ka4], which are the obdaeleson the quantized Teich-
muller spaces that are associated with the geodesic Iéugdniong on the classical Teich-
miuller spaces. The length operators associated to a mhgehaf non-intersecting simple
closed curves turn out to furnish a set of commuting selbiatipperators, and the simultaneous
diagonalization of these operators defines the soughthmge of representation.

There is a natural groupoid associated with the transfoomabetween different pants de-
compositions. Of particular importance for us will be a aartrefinement of this groupoid
which will be called the modular groupoi (X). The modular groupoidil(3) has been intro-
duced for the study of rational conformal field theories bydvoand Seiberg in [MS], and it
was further studied in particular in [BK1]. Constructing adalar functor is essentially equiv-
alent to constructing a tower of representations of the nasdyroupoid. Our main aim in the
present paper will be to show that the quantization of Teigllenspaces allows one to construct
a tower of representations of the modular groupoid by upib@erators in a natural way.

3. Overview

This paper has three main parts. The first of these partsctoltbe necessary results from
the “classical” theory of Riemann surfaces. This includesveéew of two types of coordinate
systems for the Teichmuller spacgs.), one of which is associated to triangulations3of
the other to pants decompositions. The coordinates assddia triangulations were first in-
troduced by Penner in [P1]. We will also need to discuss mtsiaf these coordinates due to

3See [Wol[ WoP2, Wo3] for some classical work on the symplewdiire of the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates
which represents important background for our results.
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Fock [F0] and Kashaev [Kal] respectively. The changes oltigerlying triangulation ok
generate a groupoid, the Ptolemy groupBidX:), which has a useful representation in terms
of generators and relations (Theorem 2).

The coordinates associated to pants decompositions actadsical Fenchel-Nielsen coordi-
nates, which we review briefly ig8.1. We furthermore explain how the coordinates of Penner
[P1] and Kashaev [Kal], which were originally introducedp@arameterize the Teichmuller
spaces of surfaces with punctures only, can be used to provide coordinatesfalsthe case
where the surfacE has holes represented by geodesics of finite length.

The material in this part is mostly known, but it is scattepgdr many places in the literature,
and some basic results were stated in the original refesemitbout a proof. We have therefore
tried to give a reasonably self-contained and completeeptation of the relevant material,
providing proofs where these are not available elsewhere.

The second part gives a largely self-contained presentafiohe foundations of the quan-
tization of Teichmuller spaces. Our presentation is Hgamspired by [Kal]-[Ka3], but we
deviate from these references in some important points.trEaément presented in this paper
seems to be the first complete and mathematically rigorausuiation of the quantum theory
of the Teichmuller spaces.

The main aims of this paper are finally achieved in the thind. pale begin ing12 by intro-
ducing the notion of a stable unitary modular functor, ancekglaining why having a stable
unitary modular functor is equivalent to having a tower oftary projective representations of
the modular groupoid.

In §13 we will reformulate the main result 6f [MS, BK1] concergithe description oi ()
in terms of generators and relations in a way that is connehog us.

Of particular importance for us will b§l4, where important first relations between certain
subgroupoids oM (X)) andPt(X) are observed.

In 15 we define the geodesic length operators and establishntfaén properties. These
results are of independent interest since some importapepties of the geodesic length oper-
ators had not been proven in full generality before.

A key step in our constructions is taken {fi§ by constructing a change of representation
from the original one to a representation in which the lengpibrators associated to a pants
decomposition are simultaneously diagonalized. An imgdrfeature of this construction is
the fact that the unitary operator which describes the oharigepresentation factorizes into
operators associated to the individual three holed sph&iagns) which appear in a pants
decomposition.

In §17 we construct the corresponding representation of theutandroupoidM(X). The
operators which represent(X) are constructed out of compositions of the representafibres
the transformations iRt(3). This makes it relatively easy to verify the relation\dfX:), but
the price to pay is that some crucial locality propertiesracee difficult to prove.



4. Outlook

In a sequell[TTR] to this paper we will calculate the matrieffiwients of the operators which
generate the representation of the modular groupoid ettplié close relation to the modular
doubleDlf,(sl(2,R)) of U, (sl(2,R)) as defined and studied in [Fa,|PT,|BT] will be found.

It should be noted that?] (X), M7 (X)) will not satisfy all the usual axioms of a mod-
ular functor, which require, in particular, that the vecgpace) (X)) assigned to each Rie-
mann surface should be finite-dimensional. Most imporyahtbwever, the assignmeht —
(H[(X),M] (X)) was up to now only constructed for surfa¢ésvhich have at least one bound-
ary component.

What will allow us to overcome this unsatisfactory feature the remarkable analytic prop-
erties that the matrix coefficients of the operators whigiresent the modular groupoid will
be shown to have. It turns out that the mapping class groupseptatiorM] (3) assigned to
a Riemann surface with a boundary represented by geoddsicéxed length dependana-
lytically on the values of these lengths. The analytic propertieseohthtrix coefficients will
furthermore allow us to “close a hole” by taking a limit whehe length parameter assigned to
this boundary component approaches a ceitaaginaryvalue. It will be shown in[[TTR2] that
the resulting mapping class group representation is elgmi/éo the one on the surface which
is obtained by gluing a disc into the relevant boundary camepd

Concerning the representation theoretic side of H. Vedimdonjecture[(1]2) it should be
mentioned that a complete mathematical constructiof(>), M%(X)) is not available so
far, but nontrivial steps in the direction of constructingdadescribing(#% (%), M%(X)) pre-
cisely have been taken in [TL2] in the case of surfaced genus zero. This includes in partic-
ular the derivation of explicit formulae for a set of basi¢adehich characterize the resulting
representation of the braid group uniquely.

The explicit computation of the matrix coefficients of theeggtors which generate the rep-
resentation of the modular groupoid carried out in [TT2]Ithlerefore allow us to verify H.
Verlinde’s conjecture (112) in the case of Riemann surfa¢egnus zero.

We furthermore expect that it should be possible to constnon-compact analogs of
(HF"(2), My (X)) based the non-compact quantum grddd, (si(2,R)), and thereby com-
plete a non-compact analog of the triangle(1.4).
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Part Il
Coordinates for the Teichmiller spaces

We will consider two-dimensional surfac&swith genusg > 0 ands > 1 boundary compo-
nents such that

M =29g—-2+4+s > 0.

On X we will consider metrics of constant negative curvatufie Our main interest will be the
case where the boundary components can be represented dsgmsoof finite length. Such
boundary components will also be called holes in the folkmyvi However, to begin with we
will focus on the case where the boundary componentpaneturesi.e. holes of vanishing
geodesic circumference.

The space of deformations of the metrics of constant negativwature is called the Teich-
muller spacey (X). It will be of basic importance for us to have useful systerihsomrdinates
for T(X).

We will consider two classes of coordinate systems whichaasociated to two types of
graphs drawn on the Riemann surfaces respectively. Theckrss of coordinates goes back
to Penner and is associated to triangulations of the Riemsarface or the corresponding dual
graphs, the so-called fat graphs. We will also describe tseful variants of the Penner coordi-
nates due to Kashaev and Fock respectively.

The second class of coordinates are the classical FencdélsieN length-twist coordinates.
One may view them as being associated to a second type of gnegoburface: calledmarking
that determines in particular a decomposition of the serfat three-holed spheres (trinions).

In the following first part of this paper we shall describeseoordinate systems in some
detail, discuss the graphs anthat these coordinates are associated to, as well as thpaidsu
generated by the transformations between different chkatthese graphs.

5. The Penner coordinates

5.1 Triangulations and fat graphs

Consider a fixed oriented topological surfaceof genusg with s > 1 punctures. An ideal
triangulationr of X is the isotopy class of a collection of disjointly embeddezsany: running

between the punctures such thatlecomposeX. into triangles. There arg)M triangles and
3M edges for any ideal triangulation. As an example we have mrawriangulation of the
once-punctured torus in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Triangulation of the once-punctured torus.
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The graph dual to a triangulation is a trivalent fat graph adrivalent graph embedded in
the surface with fixed cyclic order of the edges incident tchegrtex. An example for a fat
graph on the once-punctured torus is depicted in Figure 2. sEfs of vertices and edges of a

Figure 2: Another representation of the triangulation fieigure[1 and the dual fat graph.

fat graphy will be denotedp, andy, respectively.

An ideal triangulation is calledecoratedif the triangles are numbered and if a corner is
marked for each trianglé [Kal]. The decoration of the trlanig dual to a vertex € ¢, can
be used to fix a numbering convention for the edges = 1,2, 3 which emanate fromr as
defined in Figurél3.

Figure 3: Graphical representation of the verteual to a trianglé. The marked corner defines
a corresponding numbering of the edges that emanate at

Remarkl. Decorated ideal triangulations are dual to decorated &giftg, which means that the
vertices are numbered, and for each vertexy, one has chosen a distinguished edge ¢, .
As a convention we will assume that fat graphs always cark sudecoration unless otherwise
stated.

5.2 Penner coordinates

It turns out to be useful to consider a somewhat enlargedbbjeich keeps track of the choices
of horocycles around each of the punctures, the so-calledrdied Teichmdller spaCfe"(E).
7~'(E) is defined as a princip&’, -bundle over7 () by taking the s-tuple of horocycles around
each of the punctures as the fiber over a poinToE). The ordered s-tuple of hyperbolic
lengths of the horocycles gives coordinates for the fibers.

Given any pointP in the decorated Teichmiiller spa@&y) and an ideal triangulation
of ¥, Penner assigns a coordinate value to each of the edgebyrmmeans of the following

construction. By means of Fuchsian uniformization one ntpygethe surfacé with a unique
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Figure 4: Two adjacent triangles and the dual fat graph.

hyperbolic metricy associated to our chosen poiite ’T(Z). Let 7, be the set of edges of a
triangulationr. Each edge in 7, may be straightened to a geodesic for the hyperbolic metric
g. The coordinaté.(P) is defined as the hyperbolic length of the segmenttbht lies between
the two horocycles surrounding the punctures thabnnects, taken with positive sign if the
two horocycles are disjoint, with negative sign otherwi¥ée are going to consider the tuple
(l¢)eer, as avector in the vector spalgé of dimensiom3 M.

Theorem 1. Penner[[P1][P2]
(a) For any fixed ideal triangulatiom of X, the function

L:T(S) = RY, P (1(P))eer,

is @ homeomorphism.
(b) The pull-back of the Weil-Petersson two-favron 7 (%) is given by the expression

w = — Z(dlel(t) A dl62(t) + dl62(t) A dleg(t) + dleg(t) A dlel(t)),
teTe

where the summation is extended over thersef triangles ofr, ande;(t), i = 1,2, 3 are the
edges bounding the triangielabelled in the counter-clockwise sense.

The Teichmiiller spac& (%) itself can finally be described as the space of orbit§ {ix)
under the following symmetry. Choose a numiigr) for each puncture. Let the action of the
symmetry be defined by

I = l.+d(p)+dp) (5.1)

if the edgee connects the puncturgsandy’.

5.3 Fock coordinates

There is a useful variant of the Penner coordinates whichimtesduced by V. Fock in[Fo]. In
terms of the Penner coordinates one may define the Fock cadediin terms of certain cross-
ratios. Given a quadrilateral formed by two adjacent triaagve are going to keep the labelling
of the edges introduced in Figurk 4. Let

v = Lo+l — 1y — L. (5.2)

The dependence of the Penner coordinates on the choice afylwbes drops out in the Fock
coordinates. However, the variablesassigned to th8 M/ edges in a triangulation are not all
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independent. To describe the relations that they satisf/dbnvenient to think of the Fock
coordinates as being assigned to the edges of the fat gragbktodhe given triangulation. Each
closed curve: on X is homotopic to a unique path on the fat graph which has minimal length
w.r.t. the metric defined by assigning each edge dfie length one. Such paths will also be
called graph geodesics in the following. The patimay be described by a sequence of edges
ef,...,e5 € ¢,. Toaclosed curvelet us associate

Nec

foe =) zer. (5.3)

1=1

The definition[(5.R2) then implies the relations

foe =0 (5.4)

for any closed curvethat encircles one puncture only. If one uses the equaf@Asto express
s of the variableg, in terms of the others one obtains a set of coordinate$ far).

On the3 M -dimensional spacg, that is spanned by the coordinate functiepid”) one may
define a Poisson brack&typ which is such that

(i) the elementd,,a =1,..., s span the sef’, of all c € F, such that

Qwp(c,0) =0 for all o € F, (5.5)

(i) the Poisson bracket which is induced Byyp on the quotient, /C,, coincides with the
Poisson bracket which corresponds to the Weil-Peterssoplegtic form on7 (X).

There exists a rather simple description for this Poissacket [FO]:
Qwp(z., 20) = Neer, where n.o €{-2,—-1,0,1,2}. (5.6)

The value ofn. .- depends on how edgesinde’ are embedded into a given fat graphe Hnd

¢’ don’t have a common vertex at their ends, or if one,af starts and ends at the same vertex
thenn. . = 0. In the case that ande’ meet at two vertices one has. = 2 (resp.n. . = —2)

if ¢’ is the first edge to the rigﬂnﬁresp. left) ofe at both vertices, and, ., = 0 otherwise. In all
the remaining cases. ., = 1 (resp.n. . = —1) if ¢ is the first edge to the right (resp. left) of
e at the common vertex.

The coordinates, also have a nice geometrical meaning [Fo]. In the Fuchsidanmmization
the two triangles that share the common edgell be mapped into ideal hyperbolic triangles
in the upper half plane. The edges are then represented byitwés, and the corners will be
at pointsz, ..., x4 on the real line, see Figure 5.

We then have

($4 - $1)(5€3 - $2)

(24 — x3) (79 — 1)
By means of Mobius-transformations — g;;jg one may map the corners of one of the two
triangles to—1, 0 andoo respectively. The variable, being expressed in terms of the Mobius-

invariant cross-ratio therefore parameterizes the diffeways of gluing two ideal hyperbolic

exp(ze) = (5.7)

4w.r.t. to the orientation induced by the embedding of thegfaiph into the surface
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&1 To I3 T4
Figure 5: Representation of the triangteandt; in the upper half plane.

triangles along a common edge modulo Mobius-transfomati Given the variables. one
may reconstruct the Riemann surface as represented in thsiga uniformization by succes-
sively mapping ideal hyperbolic triangles into the uppdf-p&ane, glued along the edgesn
the way prescribed by the given value[Fq].

6. The Ptolemy groupoids

In the previous section we had associated coordinate sgdtefat graphs on a surfaceé A
change of graph will of course induce a change of coordindtles groupoid generated by the
moves between different fat graphs will be the subject oftfesent section.

6.1 Groupoids vs. complexes

The groupoids that we will be interested in can be convelyiatgscribed as 2-dimensional
connected CW complex&s The set of vertice§, of G will be represented by certain sets of
graphs, within this section called fat graphs. The (dirdcexigesk € G, that connect these
vertices correspond to the generators (“elementary mpwdsthe groupoid, while the faces
F € G, of G yield the relations.

The groupoids associated to the 2-dimensional connected CW compi@xel then simply
be the path groupoid @, which has the vertices ifi, as objects and the homotopy classes of
edge paths between two vertices as morphisms. The homolagy of paths leading from
vertexV; € G, to vertexV;, € G, will be denoted by{V5, V;]. Similarly we will sometimes use
the notation Vg, V| for the element ofs which corresponds to an edg@ec G, .

A path which represents an element in the homotopy cll§d/| may be represented by
achainof edgestl € G,, i.e. an ordered sequen€e;, . x),..., Er.), Er, € G, for j =
L,...,n(m)suchthatt; ; € [V, 1, Ve Jforg=1,... . n(7)—1,andV;, =V, V= W.
We will also use the suggestive notatiép o £, _; o - - - o E; to denote a chain.

6.2 Change of the triangulation

In the case of the Ptolemy groupoifis(%) we will consider a comple®t(X), where the set
G, = Pto(X) is defined to be the set of fat graphs Bn Let us furthermore defin®¢,(X) to
consist of the following elementary moves.

(i) Permutation(vw): Exchanges the labels of the vertieeandw.

(i) Rotationp, : See Figuréle.
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Yo=Y

Figure 6: Transformatiop, changes the marked corner of the triangle dual to a vertexp,,.

(i) Flip w,y : See Figurél?.

Figure 7: The flip transformatios,,, changes the diagonal in the quadrilateral formed by the
two adjacent triangles, andt,,.

Proposition 1. — [P1], Proposition 7.1][Ka3] —
The comple®t(X) is connected, i.e. for a given surfakeany two fat graphs andy’ can be
connected by a chain of elementary transformations.

Validity of the following relations inPt(X) can easily be verified pictorially [Ka3].

Pov © Py O Py :Zd7

Wuyus © Wusu, = Wuyu, © Wuyuss  Up 7 Us for 7 # 5,

Wyw © Wyw © Wyy = Wyy © Wyw), (61)
(p;l X Pw) © Wyw = Wiy © (p;l X pw),

Wy © Py © Wyw = ('UUJ) © (pv X pw)

Theorem 2. The comple®t(X) is simply connected, i.e. any relation between the geneato
(vw), p, andw,,, of the Ptolemy groupoid is a consequence of the relatiordd (6gether with
the relations of the permutation group.

The proof of this theorem is explained in Appendix C.
One of the main virtues of the Penner coordinates is thatdhesponding change of coor-
dinates can be described rather simply.

Lemmal. — Lemma A.la of[[P2] —

Let7’ be the triangulation obtained by applying the flip of Figlrto7a pair of adjacent trian-
gles in a given initial triangulationr, and denote: and ¢’ the diagonal edge before and after
the flip. The coordinates associated#taand 7' will then agree for each edge that the two
triangulations have in common, and

1
/—)\e

where we have labelled the edges according to Figure 7.

A Made + MAa),  Ap = V2exp(ily), Vf €y, (6.2)
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The corresponding transformation of the Fock variable$sis @asy to describe:

e~ %a! :6_Z“(1 + 6—ze) e % :6+zb(1 + 6+z6)
e—i-zd/ :€+2d<1 + €+Ze) Bl = e 6+ZC’ :e_zc(l -+ 6_26)

(6.3)

6.3 The representation of the mapping class group

The mapping class groudC(X) of the topological surfac& is the group of isotopy classes
of orientation-preserving diffeomorphismsXf An elemenfu € MC(X) of the mapping class
group will map a given (decorated) triangulatioimto another oney.7. The fact that any two
triangulations can be mapped into each other by a composfithe elementary transforma-
tions introduced in subsectién 6.2 therefore leads to areedihg of the mapping class group
into the Ptolemy groupoid:

¢, : MC(X) — Pt(2), o.(f) = [p7, 7] (6.4)
More precisely®. induces a homomorphisMC(X) — Pt(X) in the sense that

Dr(pz0pa) = P (1) 0 Pr(pa) forany p,, p, € MC(X),
which embed3/C(X) injectivelyinto Pt(X) [P3, Theorem 1.3].

7. Teichmiller space as the phase space of a constrained system

As a preparation for the description of the quantum Teidlenigpaces it will be useful to
parameterize the Teichmuller spaces by means of variakgned to th&rianglesinstead of
theedgesof a triangulation([Kal]. In the following section we shalhkorate upon the results
and constructions in [Kal], strengthening them somewhat.

7.1 Kashaev’s coordinates

Assume given a fat graph with set of verticeso,. For each vertex € ¢, one may introduce

a pair of variablegq,, p,) according to the following rule. Let us label the edges tma&eate
from the vertex by e?, i = 1,2, 3 according to Figurel3. We will denote the Penner coordinates
associated to the edgesby I¢, i = 1, 2, 3. Let us then define the pair of variablgsg, p,) as

(o, p0) = (515, 00—13). (7.1)

Following Kashaevi[Kall] we will consider the vector spa¢e~ R*" obtained by regarding
the variables;,, p, as the componenig,(v), p,(v) of vectorsv € V,,. The space of linear
coordinate functions ok, will be called the Kashaev spa¢g,. OnWV,, we will consider the
Poisson bracket,, defined by

Qgp(pvac_Iw) = 61)11}7 Qcp(Qanw) = 07 Qcp(pv:pw) = 0. (72)

The assignmeni (7.1) associates a vestdt) in a subspacé,, C V,, to each pointP € %(Z).
Kashaev has observed that the subsfiaaean be characterized by a suitable set of linear forms
h. € W, (“constraints”).
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The constraints

To define the linear forma, let us introduce an embedding of the first homoldfyy >, R) into
W,, as follows. Each graph geodesicwhich represents an element € H,(X, R) may be
described by an ordered sequence of vertiges ¢, and edges; € ¢,,i = 0,...,n, where
vg = vy, €9 = €,, and we assume that_;, v; are connected by the single edgeWe will define
w; = 1 ifthe arcs connecting; ande; . turn around the vertex in the counterclockwise sense,
w; = —1 otherwise. The edges emanating fronwill be numberedz;i,j = 1,2, 3 according to
the convention introduced in Figuré 3. To edache H, (3, R) we will assign

n _qU,L- If {6i7 6’i+1} - {6ga eli}’
h. = Zui, up L= w; Do, if {e;,e;1} = {eb, el}, (7.3)
=1 Qo — Po 1T {ei ei1} = {e}, eb}.
h. is independent of the choice of representativéthin the clasgc]. Let C, be the subspace
in W, that is spanned by the., [c] € H,(X,R).
Lemma 2. — [Kal] —
(i) The mapping;(2,R) > [¢] — h. € C,, is an isomorphism of vector spaces.
(i) The restriction of(2, to C, coincides with the intersection forbron H, (X, R),

Qu(he, s he,) = (e, c).

(iii) The linear formsh,, [c] € H;(X,R) vanish identically on the subspacg.

The equations.(v) = 0, [] € H,(Z,R) characterize the image 6f(2) within V. Itis
useful to recall that/; (3, R) splits asH;(X,R) = Hy(X,,R) @ B(X), whereB(Y) is the
s — 1-dimensional subspace spanned by the homology classesasgdo the punctures &f,
andX, is the compact Riemann surface which is obtained by “fillittgg punctures of. The
corresponding splitting of’, will be written asC, = H, ® B,,.

Change of fat graph

In order to describe the change of Kashaev variables indogedchange of fat graph let us,
following [Kal], define the following two transformationssociated to the elementary moves
Wy andp, respectively.

Av: (QUapv)’_)(pv_QUa _q’l))7 (74)

T (Uv7%)H(Uva7Uva+%)a

T (U Vi) = (UVa(UViy + V) ™h Vi (U Vi + V)Y,
where we have séf, = ¢ andV, = P for all v € p,.

Lemma 3. The maps, : W, — W, ., and T, : W, = W, .., defined in[(7.}4) and (7.5)
respectively are canonical, i.e. they preserve the Poissitture(),,.

(7.5)

The proof is again straightforward. Lemrina 3 implies in gatr that the mapping class
group acts o, by canonicaltransformations.
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7.2 The structure of the Kashaev spacél’,,
Fock variables vs. Kashaev's variables

There is a canonical way to reconstruct the Fock-variableeryims of Kashaev’s variables which
is found by combining equations (5.2) and {7.1). The resualy tme formulated as follows. Let
v,w € @, be the vertices that are connected by the edgey,, and lete!, i = 1,2, 3 be the
edges introduced in Figure 3.

py if e = €],

A . — e
Ze = Zew + Zew, Zew = —q, if e =ej, (7.6)

: v

G — Py if e =e5.

The definition [Z.5) defines a linear mép: F, — F,, C W,,. It will be useful to describe the
properties of this map a bit more precisely.

Lemma 4.
(i) 2(0(P) = z(P) Ve€p, VPeT(S),
(11) Q¢(28,2f) = pr(Ze,Zf) Ve, f c D1,
(iii) Qu(2c,he) = 0 Vee€ g, Vece Hi(E,R),
(iv)  fo = L(f) = hes V] € B
Proof. Straightforward verifications. O

It is also useful to remark that the transformation of thelkFeariablesz., ¢ € ¢, that is

induced by[(74) [(715) coincides with (6.3).

Splitting of W,

The linear formsh. € B, turn out to be the Hamiltonian generators for the symmétr¥)(5
[Kal]. It is therefore natural to consider the subspaée C W, which is spanned by the
Hamiltonian vector fields that are generated by the lineemé, € B, as well asN, =
M, @ B,.

Proposition 2. There exists a canonical transformation establishing sloeiorphism of Poisson
vector space$V, ~ T,, & N, ® H,, such that
(i) T, ~ T'(X) is the space of linear functions on the TeidHier spaceT (3),

(if) The restriction of(), to 7,, coincides with the Poisson bracket induced by the Weil-
Petersson symplectic form.

Proof. As awarmup it may be instructive to count dimensions: We kiavg!V,,) = 8g—8+4s
anddim(C,) = dim(H;(X,R)) = 2g + s — 1. In order to determinéim(/V,,) let us choose
a canonical basis falf; (X, R), represented by curves, ..., o, 1, .., Bg, 71, --,7s—1 SUCh
that the only nontrivial intersection pairings dfey;, 5;) = ¢;;. N, is spanned by the images
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of the classe$yi], . . ., [ys—1], together with the Hamiltonian vector fields that they gateerl|t
follows thatdim(V,,) = 2s — 2.

The main point that remains to be demonstrated is the existeia decomposition Qﬁ, as
the direct sum

o~

F,=T,® B, such that Q. (th)=0 V teT, V heN,. (7.7)

Thanks to Lemmp|3 we may choose a convenient fat graph toithida&t us pick a basi® (%)
for B(X) represented by the curves which encirgle 1 of the s punctures. It is easy to see
that we can always construct a fat graghsuch that the elements &§(X) are represented by
singles edges in’,. These edges end in a unique vert¢x) for eachc € B(X). Itis clear that
the expression fok,. only involves the variable§y, ., p.()) for all ¢ € B(X). It follows from
(Z.2) that the Hamiltonian vector field generated/Qycan likewise be expressed in terms of
(qu(e)» Pu(e)) ONly. The existence of the sought-for decomposition| (& Dkivious in this case.

The result is carried over to the general case with the helpeafmal3. It is clear that the
subspacd’, C ]710 is defined uniquely by the condition (¥.7J,, may then also be described
as the quotient oﬁp by the conditions:. = 0 for all [¢] € B(X). It therefore follows from
our discussion ir§5.3 that7,, is canonically isomorphic tg”(X), the vector space of linear
functions on7 (X).

To complete the proof it remains to observe that we have

(i) Qu(t,h)=0 VteTl, V heH,,

7.8
(i) Q(h,n)=0 V heH, V neN,. (7.8)

(i) follows directly from Lemma¥, whereas part (ii) can épdie verified by considering the
fat graphy’ above. O

8. The Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates

We will now be interested in the case of Riemann surfacesavithundary that is represented by
a collection ofs > 0 geodesics. Another standard set of coordinates for théifeitter spaces
is associated to the decomposition of a Riemann surfacérintons (three-holed spheres). We
are now going to review the definition of these coordinateiffe2nt sets of Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates will be associated to differenarkingsof the Riemann surface in a way which is
analogous to the relation between the Penner coordinatefsgraphs.

Let us denote by, the sphere with three holes (trinion). As a concrete modemag e.g.
choose

S, = {2€Cz| > €|l —2| >¢€]z2] <1/} (8.1)

Any trinion with a smooth boundary is diffeomorphic$q.

Definition 1. A markingo of a surfaceX consists of the following data.

(i) Acutsystent,, whichis aset, = {ci,...,cs3,_3+5} Of simple non-intersecting oriented
closed curveg; on . Cutting X along the curves i€ decomposes the surface into a
collectionP, of trinions.
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(i) A choice of a trivalent graph’r with a single vertex,. in each trinionT" € P, such that
the graphs on the different trinions glue to a connected grigpon 3.

(iii) A choice of a distinguished boundary component fortetamion 7" € P,.
These data will be considered up to isotopy.

An example for the graphis; is depicted in Figure10.

Figure 8: A trinion equipped with a marking graph

8.1 Definition of the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates

The basic observation underlying the definition of the Feh&lielsen twist coordinates is the
fact that for each tripléi,, 5, [3) of positive real numbers there isumique metric of con-
stant curvature-1 on the three-holed sphere (trinion) such that the boundamponents are
geodesics with lengths, i« = 1,2,3. A trinion with its metric of constant curvaturel will

be called hyperbolic trinion. There furthermore exist ¢hdbstinguished geodesics on each
hyperbolic trinion that connect the boundary componenisyise.

Let us assume that the geodesiseparates two triniong, and7,. Pick boundary compo-
nentsc, andc, of T, andT, respectively by starting at, following the marking graphs, and
turning left at the vertices. As mentioned above, theretehkstinguished geodesics @p and
T, that connect with ¢, andc, respectively. Leb, be the signed geodesic distance between the
end-points of these geodesics@rand let

0. = 27r% (8.2)
be the corresponding twist-angle. In a similar way one mdindé in the case that cutting
alongc opens a handle.

Given a cut syster@ = {ci, ..., ¢}, K = 3g — 3 + s, we thereby associate to each Riemann
surfaceX atuple(ly,...,l.; 01, ...,0,) of real numbers. It can be shown (see €.g! [IT]) that the
Riemann surfac& is characterized uniquely by the tuglg, .. ., [.; e, ... e?%) € (R*)" x
(SH~. In order to describe the Teichmiiller spgc€e:) of deformation®f ¥ it suffices to allow
for arbitraryreal values of the twist angle4. Points in7(X) are then parametrized by tuples
(I, .., le; 01, ..., 0,) € (RT)" x R".

Remark2. The marking grapfh’, allows one to distinguish systems of Fenchel-Nielsen deord
nates which are related to each other by Dehn twéts; 6. + 27k., k € Z, ¢ € C. To use the
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markings for the parametrization of different systems afidkesl-Nielsen coordinates is then
closely analogous to using fat graphs for the specificati@ystems of Penner coordinates.

The definition of the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates does setthie choice of a distinguished
boundary component for each trinion. The latter has beduaded into the definitiohl1 for later
convenience only.

8.2 Symplectic structure

Let us furthermore notice that the Weil-Petersson symigléatm becomes particularly simple
in terms of the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates:

Theorem 3. [WoZ] —
wwp = Y drAdl, 7= iziei. (8.3)

— 27
The content of the theorem may also be paraphrased as follows

(i) The geodesic length functions associated to non-iatgénsg closed curves Poisson-
commute.

(i) The Hamiltonian flows generated by the geodesic lengiihcfions coincide with the
Fenchel-Nielsen twist flows.

8.3 Geodesic lengths from the Penner coordinates

A nice feature of the Fock coordinates is that they lead torticogarly simple way to recon-
struct the Fuchsian group corresponding to the pBiimt Teichmuller space that is parametrized
by the variables.(P), e € ¢,. Assume given a graph geodesgjcon the fat graph homotopic
to a simple closed curveon Y. Let the edges be labellegl i = 1, ..., r according to the order
in which they appear og., and definer; to bel if the path turns IeBat the vertex that connects
edges; ande;, 1, and to be equal te-1 otherwise. The generatdi(c) of the Fuchsian group
that corresponds tois then constructed as follows [Fo].

X, = V7E(ze,) ... V'E(z,), (8.4)

where the matriceB(z) andV are defined respectively by

+3
E(z)=<_£_; +% ) V:(_ié). (8.5)

Given the generataX, of the Fuchsian group one may then calculate the hypertamigth of
the closed geodesic isotopicdwia

2cosh (31.) = [tr(X.)|. (8.6)

The proof of [8.4) was omitted in [Fo]. We are therefore nowngdo explain how to verify
the validity of equation (814).

Sw.r.t. to the orientation induced by the embedding of thegfaiph into the surface
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It was remarked in the Subsectigh.3 that for given values of the coordinatesone may
construct a uniformized representation of the correspun&iemann surface by successively
mapping ideal hyperbolic triangles into the upper half plarhich are glued according to the
valuesz,. Iterating this procedure ad infinitum one generates a tatisa of the upper half
plane by ideal hyperbolic triangles. Let us now consider aegetorX(c) of the Fuchsian
group, represented on the upper half plane by a MobiusftramationMx ), whereMx (u) =
ggjs if X =(2%).The element € 7 (X) may then be represented by an open path on the
upper half plane which leads from a chosen base poiatits image unden/x.

But one may equivalently represent the motion along the pwthtanding still at the base
point and moving the tessellation around by means of Mabassformations. More precisely,
let us assume that our base pains located within the ideal hyperbolic triangkewith corners
at—1,0, oo, and that the patt®. representing our chosen elemere 7;(X) crosses the edges
e; 1 =1,...,rinthe order of the labelling. We may assume that the egdgennects the points
0 ande*:. After having crossed edgg one would have left the trianglg into the triangle
t1 with corners ab, e*:, co. The Mobius-transformation/; corresponding td<(z., ) brings
one back intdy: It can be checked that it leaves the set of corder$, 0, e*1, oo} on the two
triangles glued along; invariant, but exchanges the two triangles. To continua@lbe path
P. in this fashion we now need to map the next edgt be crossed to the edge going frono
oo before we can apply the Mobius-transformation correspantb E( z., ) in the same manner
as before. This is precisely what the Mobius-transforamafi/y-, does: It simply rotates the
edges of our fundamental trianglg Moreover, the triangle, that would be reached when
leavingt, throughe, will be mapped byMy-, into the ideal hyperbolic triangle with corners
0, e*2, co. The fact that* is indeed the position that the cornertgis mapped into by,
follows from the prescription for gluingy andt, alonge, in terms ofz., and the fact thad/y-,
preserves cross-ratios.

By continuing in this fashion one generates the Mobiusdi@amation)x . that evidently
maps the original tessellation representing the chosert poin 7 () into another one that is
equally good as a representation for By assumption)/x ) represents a closed path on the
considered fat graph. This means that the points that ar@edapto each other by/x ., are
to be identified as different representatives for the sanm@pon the surface corresponding to
our pointP € T(X%).

9. Coordinates for surfaces with holes of finite size

In the present paper we are mainly interested in the caseavh&in surfaces which have a
boundaryo¥. represented by geodesics of finite length. We therefore need to discuss how
to introduce analogs of the previously described coordisgstems foff (X) for the cases of
interest here. When considering surfaces with holes o&fsi#ze one has to choose if one wants
to keep the geodesic lengths of the boundary componentl@arior if one wants to consider
surfacest, which have fixed boundary length given by the tuple= (7,,...,[;) € R}. We
shall find the first option often more convenient to work withassing to a representation in
which the boundary lengths are fixed will then be almostativi
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9.1 Useful fat graphs on surfaces with holes of finite size

Riemann surfaces with s holes can always be represented by considering a Riemafacsur
¢ with s pairs of punctures, from whick is obtained by cutting_¢ along the geodesics
bi,...,bs that encircle the pairs of punctures. This simple obseyaadillows us to use the
coordinates discussed previously in order to define coatéifor the Teichmiller spaces of
surfaces withs holes. In order to spell out more precisely how to do thisyugetirst introduce a
convenient class of fat graphs.

Let us consider a pair of punctureB, P,). Letc be a geodesic such that cuttilgalong
¢ produces two connected components one of which is a twotprettdiscD with punctures
P, and P;. A given fat graphy® will be said to have standard form neBrif there exists a
neighborhood of the disD in which ¢° is homotopic to the fat graph depicted on the left half
of Figure[9.

Figure 9: Simple fat graphs in a neighborhood of the disc ddfiny the geodesic which
encircles two punctureB; and P;.

For surface&’® with s pairs of punctures there exist fat graptiswhich are of standard form
in the neighborhood of — 1 discsD;. The simplest possible form of a fat graph around the
remaining two punctures is indicated on the right of Figuré $at graphy°© on a surface with
2s punctures will be said to have standard form if it has stashftaim nears — 1 discsD;, and
if it has the form depicted on the right of Figure 9 in a neigtitomd of the remaining disc.

We will finally say that a fat grapl» on a Riemann surface with s geodesic boundaries has
standard form ifX%, ¢) can be obtained from a pdir°, ¢°) consisting of &s-punctured surface
Y and a fat graplp® of standard form by cutting© alongs geodesic$, . . ., by, each of which
encircles a pair of punctures. The embeddihg— X furthermore induces an embedding
MC(X) — MC(3¢) of the respective mapping class groups. The subgrodp@f>¢) which
is generated by the diffeomorphisms that are supportel an ¢ preserves the set of fat
graphs which have standard form.

9.2 Kashaev type coordinates

If we only use fat graphs of standard form, it becomes easylaptathe previously discussed
systems of coordinates to the case of interest in the resti®paper. We may in particular
consider the spacé/,, of Kashaev variables associated to the fat graptA subspace’, of
W,, can again be defined by means of the decomposition (7.7)futtisermore convenient to
introduce the sep’, which only contains the edges gfthat do not end in boundary components
of X..

Lemma5. (i) We haverl, >~ T..
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(i) The Fock coordinate$z.; e € ¢} form a set of coordinates fdf,.

Proof. Let us first note that the linear form which is via [7.8) associated to punctuPecan
be expressed in terms of the variablges, ¢,) associated to the vertexin Figure[9only. This
means that botlp, andg, are contained inV,.. Instead of the linear form, associated to
punctureP, we may consideh. = h, + ho, which can be expressed exclusively in terms of the
variables associated to the vertices containes.irPart (i) of the lemma follows easily from
these observations.

In order to verify part (ii) one may again considet. When writing the relationg. = 0,
c € B(Y) interms of the Fock variables, e € ¢ one will always find contributions containing
thez, e € ©¢ \ ¢.. Itis then easy to convince oneself that the relatifns: 0 may be used to
express the,, e € ¢¢ \ ¢/, in terms of thez,, e € ¢',. After this is done, all relationg. = 0,
c € B(X) are satisfied, the variables, ¢ € ¢, are therefore unconstrained. O

However, in this case the relation between the TeichmileceT (3) and T, is slightly
more complicated. In order to describe this relation let asster the spaceBun(7 (X))
andFun(T,,) of smooth functions off (X) andT, respectively. These spaces carry canonical
Poisson bracket$ ., . }w» and{., . }, uniquely defined by the bilinear forns,,, and,
respectively.

Proposition 3. We may represeritun(7 (X)) as the subspace ¢fun(7,) which is defined by
the conditions
{F,L}, =0, i=1,...,s, FeFun(T,), (9.1)

wherel; is the length function which is associated to the i-th boupdamponent via equations

(8.4) and[(8.5).

It should be noted that the length functions associatedadtundary components are con-
tained inFun(7(X)).
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Part Il

Quantization of the Teichmuller spaces

Our aim is to construct certain classes of infinite-dimenaigepresentations of the mapping
class group3IC(X). One possible approach to this problem is to “quantize” $twisnanifolds
like the Teichmuller spaces on whidtiC (%) acts as a group of symmetries.

Our construction will proceed in two main steps. Quantamaif the Kashaev spacég,,
leads to a rather elegant construction of projective upitapresentations of the mapping class
groups [Kal]. However, these representations turn out teetiecible. The second step will
therefore be to identify distinguished subrepresentatwithin the representations coming from
the quantization of the Kashaev spaces as the mapping clagg gepresentations which are
naturally associated to the quantization of the Teichenidpaces. A direct construction of the
latter is not known, which is why this somewhat indirect domstion seems to be most efficient
at the moment.

10. Quantization of the Teichnilller spaces

10.1 Canonical quantization

Quantization of a Poisson manifofd means “deforming” the space of functions ghinto
a one-parameter:f family of noncommutative algebra8, in such a way that the deformed
productf x, g satisfies

Fong = fg+hQf, g) + Oh?), (10.2)

where fg is the ordinary commutative product of functions Bnand Q2(f, g) is the Poisson
bracket orP. If the Poisson manifol@® has a grougs of symmetries it is natural to demand
that these symmetries are preserved by quantization iretgeshat any € G is realized as
an automorphisnf — a,(f) of Py.

Representations of the grotgpcan be constructed by studying representations of thei@geb
Pr by operator®( f) on a Hilbert spacé,

O(f)-0O(g9) = O(f *, 9)-

The Hilbert spaceéH will then typically come equipped with a unitary projectik@presenta-
tion of the groupG of symmetries by operatots, such that the automorphismg(O(f)) =
O(ay(f)) are realized as

A,0) =U,-0-U,".

Quantization is particularly simple if there exist coomi@ functionsq,...,qy and
p1, - .., pn defined globally orP such that the Poisson bracket takes the form

Q(pv;Qw) - 5vw7 Q<QU7Q1U) = 07 Q(pwa) = 07 (103)

forv,w € {1,..., N}. One may then defin®, in such a way that the relations

i[pvachv] = hévun [QU7Qw] = 07 [pvapw] = 07 (104)



25

hold for [ f, g] = f %, 9 — g *,, f. There exists a standard representafoof these commutation
relations on (dense subspaces of) the Hilbert spaee L2(RY) of square-integrable functions
U(q),q9 = (q1,---,qn), Which is generated by pairs of operators

1
Py = %00)0)7 Qv = O(Qv); V= 17"'7N7

that are defined respectively by

,V(q) = ¢¥(q), p.¥(q) = W(q). (10.5)

This simple example for the quantization of Poisson madgs often referred to as “canonical
guantization”.

Remark3. The representation that is constructed in this way is ircdde in the following
sense. IO is a bounded operator dif (R") which commute@with the operatorg, andq, for
allv=1,..., N thenO = y, the operator of multiplication with the complex number

Following the discussion in Sectiohs 5, it seems naturakfond the quantized Teichmiller
spaces as the noncommutative algehy@) with generators, and relations

(i) i Zess 2o, | = R Qup(2e, s 26, ) (10.6)
(ii) foe =0, Vce B(X). (20.7)

The space(X) will be defined as an irreducible representation of the cotatian relations
(10.8) which satisfies the additional conditiohs (10.7).

10.2 Quantization of the Kashaev spac#/,,

For each given fat graph let us define the Hilbert spaé&¢) as the space of square integrable
functions¥(q) of the Kashaev-variables = (qi, ..., ). OnK(p) we shall consider the
basic operators,, q, defined in[(10.b) fon = 1,...,2M. The noncommutative algebras of
operators which are generated by the operatgrs,, with the commutation relations

[Po,dw] = (278) "6y (10.8)

may be considered as representing quantized algebrasatidng on the Kashaev spaie, .

Remark4. It is worth noting that the decoration of the triangles isdisedefine the concrete
realization of the spack(y) as a space of square integrable functions.

When quantizing the Kashaev spad&s we get more than we ultimately want. In order to
see this, let us introduce quantum analogs of the coordinattionsh,. andz, respectively, i.e.

8Commutativity[O, A] = 0 with a self-adjoint unbounded operatvis, by convention, understood in the sense
of commutativity with the spectral projections Af For the reader’s convenience, we have collected the mnatleva
operator-theoretical results in Appendix B.
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self-adjoint operators, andz. on H () which are defined by formulae very similar {o (7.3)
and [7.6) respectively, normalized in such a way that thHeiehg commutation relation hold:

i) iz,
(i) i[he,

(i) [z,

v Ze, | = hQwp(2e,, 2e.),s (10.9)

hcz] = h]:<cl7 Cz)- (1010)
¢] = 0 Vee H(Z,R). (10.11)

0> -

We observe that wdo have a representation, henceforth den@ggof the algebra (1016), but
this representation is neither irreducible, nor does filfuhe additional relationg (10.7). The
latter point becomes most clear if one introduces the opesét ¢ € B(X) associated to the
relations[(10.7) which are defined by replacing— z. in (6.3). We may then observe that

~

f.=h, for ce B(Y), (10.12)

which is verified in the same way as statement (iv) in Lerhima 4.

10.3 Reduction to the quantized Teichriller spaces

In order to see that the representatid@ns’contain” irreducible representations of the quantized
Teichmuller space$,(X), let us consider the noncommutative algeBsaY:) with generators
2. and the only relation$ (10.6). One should observe thaftbenerate the center of the algebra
Zy. Irreducible unitary representatiods of this algebra are parametrized by linear functions
f: B(X) — R. Such representations are such that the operéitersZ;( f.) are realized as the
operators of multiplication with the real numbé(s), c € B(Y).

The representations can be constructed concretely by rgrimear combinations, andt),,
k=1,...,3g — 3+ s of thez, which

(i) are mutually linearly independent, and linearly indegent of thef.,

(i) and which satisfy the commutation relations

Canonical quantization realiz&s on the Hilbert spacé(;(¢) ~ L?(R*~3**) which consists
of square-integrable functions(t), t = (t1,...,t3,_345). The operators;. = Z;(z.) are then
realized as linear combination of the operators

1 0

620 = (20, (Y = 5o

(I)f(t)v fcq)f(t) = f(c)q)f(t)a
wherek =1,...,3g — 3+ sandc € B(X).

Our aim is to describe how the representaffgrdecomposes into the representatidnsin
order to do this, let us introduce the representation

&2

D
Z, E/ df Z; onthe space H.(y) E/ df Hi(ep) -

B'(%) B'(%)
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The space.(y) is spanned by square-integrable families= (®5)scp/(s) Of functions®;
H;(p) which are associated to the linear functignsB(X) — R in the dualB’(X) ~ R~ up
to a set of measure zero. The representatives Z,(z.) are defined as follows

Ze<D = (Zﬁeqﬁ) (10.14)

feB/ (%) .

Proposition 4. The decomposition of the representatibninto irreducible representations of
Z, may be written as follows:

@
Z, ~ ( / dj zf) ® Ly, (4) » (10.15)

(%)

where the spacé{,(y) is isomorphic toL?(RY). There exists a unitary operatdg, I, :
K(¢) = H.(p) ® Hn(p) such that

l, 215" =2z,®1 and I ,-h -1IJ'=1®h,, (10.16)
foranye € ¢, andc € H,(X,, R), respectively.
Proof. Let us recall the direct sum decomposition

W, ~T,®N,®H,. (10.17)

To each of the three spacés, N, H, one may choose coordinates which bring the Poisson
bracket to the canonical form (10.3). The correspondingaipes

(t,,t)), k=1,...,3g—3+s,

m=1,...,9,
can be constructed as linear combinations of(theq,), v € ¢, in such a way that the only

nontrivial commutation relations are

o [t,,t0 ] = 0wy, kK =1,....3g—3+s,

~ A

or [f,, fy] = 0w, LU=1,...,s-1, (10.18)
QW[Hm,ﬁZm] = b0, m,m =1,...,g.

It will be convenient to form the following vectors withV/ operator-valued components:

V="_. Qo Pus---),

(...’Ek’...’fl’...’h

v v Y
et f R )

~
\ m y Hm

The linear change of variables= v(v) can then be represented by a symplegtit/ x 4M)-
matrix J,,
V= Jv, J, € Sp(2M, R). (10.19)

On the other hand let us note tHdt (¢) ® Hy () is canonically isomorphic té?(R*M) via

K:d@y— U, Utfh) = B(t)(h). (10.20)
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The corresponding representation of the commutationioelst{10.18) on the Hilbert space
L?(R*M) is obtained by renaming the operatgysp, as follows

(0 Gus ey Puwy- )
= (oot f, e h ot hy )

It follows from the Stone - von Neumann uniqueness theoremnthe representation of the
commutation relation$ (10.118) that these two represamtatiust be related by a unitary trans-
formation. This transformation may be characterized moeeipely as follows.

Lemma 6.
a) To eachy € Sp(2M, R) there exists a unitary operatdr, on L?(R?*) such that

Joov-Jot = v, (10.21)

Y Y

The operatord., generate a projective unitary representationsf(2M, R).

b) The operatord., can be represented in the form
J, = exp (iJ,(v)), (10.22)
whereJ,(v) is a quadratic expression in the operatats

Proof. Part a) is a classical result of I.LE. Segal,/[Se]. Part bpfedl easily from the observation
that the quadratic functions of the operatergenerate a representation of the Lie algebra of
Sp(2M,R) which satisfies the infinitesimal version 0f (10.21), see §&F] for more details.

O

One may therefore find an operatdr on L*(R*M) which represents the transformation
(10.19) in the sense that
—1 o .
JooveJom =9(v) = Jv. (10.23)

The sought-for isomorphisiy can finally be constructed &s = K-1. J;l. O

Remark5. It is worth noting that the definition of{;() depends only on the combinatorial
structure of the fat graplp, not on the way it is embedded into the Riemann surfacelt
follows that the isomorphisi(1:.¢) ~ H;(¢), 1 € MC(X) is canonical

11. Representations of the mapping class groups

The representations of the mapping class group assocathd tjuantized Teichmiller spaces
will be obtained by means of a very general construction tvproduces representations of the
groupG of symmetries of a two-dimensional CW complgxut of representations of the edge
path groupoid of;. We will first describe this construction, before we discusw to construct
representations of the Ptolemy groupoid on the quantizezhirgiller spaces. The latter will
then induce the sought-for representatiodvf ().
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11.1 Projective unitary representations of groupoids

Let us recall that a groupoid is a category such that all morphisms are invertible. Theaibj
of G will here be denoted by lettels, V, IV, .... Anticipating that the groupoid& we will be
interested in are path groupoids of some topological space/il use the notationl, V] =
Homg (V, W). The elements ofiV; V] will also be called "paths”.

Definition 2. A unitary projective representation of the groupdidconsists of the following
data:

(i) A Hilbert space (V') associated to each objett € Ob(G),

(i) a mapu which associates to each pathe [W, V] in G a unitary operator

u(m) = HV) = HW),

(iii) afamily of maps(y, V' € Ob(G) which associate to eaatiosedpathr € [V, V] a number
Cy(m) € Cwith [((7)] = 1.

These data are required to satisfy the relations

a) u(m,om,) = u(m,) - u(m,), b) u(r™h) = ul(n),
) Gv(mom) = Cu(m)Cv(m), d) ™) = (Gv(m)*, (11.24)
e) u(m) = (y(m) if me[V,V], f) u(id) = 1,

where we use the notatiafy (r) also to denote the operator which multiplies each vector of
Hy by the numbegy, ().

The groupoids of interest will be the path groupofel®f two-dimensional CW complexes
G. The set of objects is given by the set of vertiGgswhereas the set of morphisms coincides
with the set of paths in the complgk Since each path may be represented as a chain
Ernmo...Eryo E., of edges ing, itis clear that a projective unitary representation of the
path groupoids of a two-dimensional CW complexis characterized completely by specifying
the imagesi(F) for £ € G,. Existence of the family of mapgg- such that relation e) is fulfilled
represents a rather nontrivial constraint that the opesatd”), £ € G, have to satisfy. Of
course it suffices to satisfy these constraints for the B-aet G.,.

11.2 Representations of symmetries of a groupoid

The group of symmetrie§ of a two-dimensional CW comple&X is the group of all invertible
mappings
GodV — pnVeqg,,

e {ngE — uw.Eeqg,.

There is an associated action on the edge paths in the cogiplex

W, V]>rm — pme[pW,uV],
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which is such that

prom) = plm)op(r),  ula) = (u(m) ™. (11.25)

We will assume that we are given a unitary projective repregmn of G which is compatible
with the symmetry in the sense that (1) is canonically isomorphic witk{(;..V'), H(V') ~
H(p.V). We are going to show that the given representation of thapgiol G canonically
induces a representation of its grotipf symmetries.

Let us fix a base point” € Ob(G) and assume having chosen a paghiy) € [p.V, V] for
eachy € G. LetthenR(u) : H(V) — H(V) ~ H(u.V') be defined by

Ry (1) = u(m(n))- (11.26)

We are going to assume that the paths, (u,) are the translates af, (1,) undery,, i.e. that
T v () = pa.my (). It follows that

Rul.V(NZ) = RV(Mz) .

The operator®y (1) satisfy the relations

Ry (p2) - Ry (12) = Oy (p2, pa) Ry (12 © ), (11.27)
Dy (p2y p1) = Cv (77\71(:“2 O fiy) 0 Wul-V(,uz) o Ty (,ul))' (11.28)

We may next observe that the apparent dependence on thedat® e G, is inessential.
LetV,W € G,, and let us pick a path,,, € [V, V]. For an operato® : H(V) — H(V) we
will define

A (Ov) = u(mwy) - Oy (p) - uf(mwy). (11.29)
It is easy to convince oneself thag, (Ov (1)) does not depend on the choice of a path. €
(W, V]. We furthermore have
AW,V(RV(M)) = Rw(p). (11.30)
It easily follows that),, (1., 1t,) does not depend O, i.e. ¥y, (p,, pt1) = I(pa, f1a)-

To summarize: The operatoRs, (1) generate a projective unitary representafior{GG) of
G onH,

RV(:“Z) ) RV(,Ul) = 19(:“27 ,Ul) RV(,UZ o ,ul) . (11.31)

The operatord;y;y,) express the unitary equivalence of the representaRerassociated to the
differentV € G,, which allows us to regard

R = [(RV)VEQO’ (AE)EEQL]

as the representation 6f canonically associated to the given representation of iibeppid G.

Remark6. There is of course some ambiguity in the construction, cgrfiom the choice of a
representativer, () € [.V,V]. However, it is clearly natural to consider two represeaiest
r, r' as equivalent if the generatars(yt) andr), (1) differ from each other just by multiplication
with a (possiblyu-dependent) central element. The cocytlef the representationwill differ
from the cocycley’ of r' by a coboundary.
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11.3 The projective representation of the Ptolemy groupoian /C(y)

Following [Ka3] closely we shall define a projective reprasgion of the Ptolemy groupoid in

terms of the following set of unitary operators &ifiy)
A, = ¥ e miPuta)? o —3mia]

o where v, w € p,. (11.32)
Tow = e(qQy + puw — qu)e” P,

The special function,(U) can be defined in the strigsz| < |Scy|, ¢, = i(b+b71)/2 by means

of the integral representation

10400 i
1 dw e—2|zw
4 w sinh(bw) sinh(b~1w)’

i0—o0

logey(z) = (11.33)

We refer to Appendix_A for more details on this remarkablecggdunction. These operators
are unitary for(1 — |b|)3b = 0. They satisfy the following relations [K&a3]

1) TewTuwTuw = TuwTow (11.34)
(i)  ATwAs = ATuA,, (11.35)
(i)  TowAuTuw = CALAP, (11.36)
(iv) A} = id, (11.37)

where¢ = €™/, ¢, = L(b+ b~'). The relations[{I1.34) td (I1B7) allow us to define a
projective representation of the Ptolemy groupoid as ¥adlo

e Assume that,, € [¢/, ¢|. TOw,, let us associate the operator

UWww) = Tuww : Klp) 20 — T e K(Y).

e For each fat graply and vertices:, v € ¢, let us define the following operators

A7 D K(p)so — Ao e K(p,op).
P2 - K(p)d0 — P,0€K((uv)op).

It follows immediately from[(11.34)=(11.37) that the opens T, A, andP,, can be used to
generate a unitary projective representation of the Ptplgmoupoid ink(p) ~ L?(R?M).

11.4 Reduction to the quantized Teichriller spaces

Theorem 4. The isomorphism, maps the operatong() which represent the Ptolemy groupoid
on K(¢) to operators of the form’(7) = V. () ® V,(m), whereV. (1) = (V{(7))ep (x) is @
family of unitary operatord/;(7) onH; ().

For each fixedf € B'(X) one may use the operato¥§(r) to generate a unitary projective
representation of the Ptolemy groupoid.
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Proof. To begin with, let us note that each pathe p = [¢, ¢| canonically defines a map
c— d =2U(c) foreachc € H{(X,R). This map is defined in an obvious way for the elementary
moves depicted in Figures[8, 7 if we require tHatoincides withe outside the triangles depicted
in these figures.

Lemma 7.
a) The map: — 2A(c) preserves the symplectic (intersection) form/r:, R).
b) The operatou(n) mapsu(m) - hy. - (u(m)) ™ = hy o).
Proof. Direct verifications. O

Proposition 5. For each pathr € [¢', ] there exists an operatdt(7) on () such that the
operatorsV(w) on L*(R?M) defined by

V(m) = H(x) - U(r), Ur) = J.' - u(x) - J,,
(i) commute with all operators,,,hy,,m =1,...,gandf,l=1,...,s —1,

(i) generate a unitary projective representationif(>) on L2(R?M).

The operatordi(7) can be represented in the form
H(m) = exp(iH,(h,)), (11.38)

whereH(h,) is a quadratic function of theg operatorshi,... h! hi",... h!" onK(¢').

Proof. The existence of operatoky ) of the form [11.3B) which are such that statement (i)
of the Proposition is verified follows directly from Lemrhaf6ne takes into account that the
transformatiorh,, . — h, . is represented by an element$(g, R) according to part a) of
Lemmd.

In order to prove statement (ii) of the proposition, we mamted to check that the operators
V(m) satisfy the relations of the Ptolemy groupoid. Let us comsalclosed path € [p, ¢
which decomposes into a chain of edgesas m,, o - - - o 7.

V(r) = V(r,) - V(m)
On the one hand one may observe tiét) can be factorized as
V(r) = H(r) - U(r,) - - U(my) = H(m)Co(m). (11.39)
The operatot () in (T1.39) can be represented as follows:
H(m) = H(m,) - [U(m,) - H(m1) - U(m)T] - - [U(m)) - H(m) - U(m)T]

wherer! , =m, 0---om, . Itfollows from Lemmd¥ together with (11.88) that

U(),) - Himy) - UGy ) = exp(ifTy, (h,))
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Taking into account equatioh (10]16) we conclude that
K™ H(m) - K = 1@ Hy(n). (11.40)

On the other hand let us note th&tr) commutes with all operatotts,,, hy,, m = 1,...,g.
Equation [(11.39) implies that the same is true lflfrr). However, the representation of the
operatorsh,,, hY, m = 1,...,g onH,(p) is irreducible (see Remafk 3). This allows us to

conclude thaH(7) = n, () € C, |n,(7)| = 1. Inserting this into[(11.39) proves our claim]
It follows from statement (i) in Propositida 5 that
Kt V(r)-K=V,(r)®l. (11.41)
The task remains to describe the operalgrsr) more precisely.

Proposition 6. There exists a family of unitary operatov§(r) : Hi(¢) — Hi(¢'), f € B'(¥)
which represent the action of the operaiy(n) : H.(¢) — H.(¢').

Proof. To begin with, let us observe that it follows frofn (11.32)ttti#e operators(E) asso-
ciated to the edgek = p,, £ = w,, in Pt,(X) can all be factorized ag F) = Q(F) - G(z.),
whereQ(£) is of the formQ(E) = exp(iQg(v)) for a quadratic functio)z, andG = 1 if
E = p, andG(z) = e(2) if E = w,,. It follows that the corresponding operatfE) defined
in Proposition b can be factorized as

V(E) = Q(E)-G(z.), where Q(E) = H(E)-J - Q(E) - (11.42)

o
The operatoQ'(E) is a product of four operators,,, v, € Sp(2M,R) for k = 1,2,3,4. If
follows from Lemmad.b that it can be represented in the form

Q(E) = exp (iJg(v)),

for some expressionig(v) which is quadratic irv. Note that the operatorS(z.) andV(E)
commute with all operators,,, hY,, m = 1,...,¢g andf,, | = 1,...,s — 1. It follows that
the same is true foQ'(£), which implies that/z(v) = Jg(z) depends only on the vector
z = (2¢)eey, - V(E) is therefore of the fornV(E) = exp (iJg(z)) - G(z.) . Our claim follows

easily,W;(E) = exp (iJg(z;¢)) - G(z;.)) does the job. O
Theoreni 4 follows by combining Propositidds 5 @nd 6. O

We are finally in the position to define more precisely what wiknegard as the quantized
Teichmuller spaces. To this aim let us note that the HilspecesH,(y) associated to the
origin o in B’(X) form irreducible representations of the relatidns (LO(&).7). Funktions of
the operators, . generate the algebrd3(#,(¢)) of all bounded operators oH,(y), which
suggests to interpref®(#,()) as particular representations of the quantized algeh@s)
of functions on the Teichmuller spaces.

The operatord/,(7) generate a unitary projective representation of the Ptplgroupoid
which allows us to regard two operat@s, € B(#H,(y,)) andO,, € B(H,(¢,)) as equiva-
lent,O,, ~ O, , iff

P11

0, = Vo(m) - Oy - (Vo(m))™h, 7€ [02,04] (11.43)
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Let furthermoreMC,, be the unitary projective representation of the mappingscgroup

MC(X) which is generated from the operatdg ) by means of the construction in Subsection
11.2.

Definition 3.

(i) We define the algebrd; (%) as the algebra generated by the famili®s= (O,),cp, )
of bounded operator®, on H,(y) such thatO,, ~ O, for all ¢,,p, € Pt,(X). The
algebra7y(X) will be called the quantized algebra of functions on the fieidller spaces.

(i) Let MCi(X) be the subalgebra off7;(X) generated by the families\IC(n) =
(MC, (1)) et s forall p € MC(E).
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Part IV

A stable modular functor from the
guantum Teichmuller spaces

Let us recall that systems of Fenchel-Nielsen coordinaesaturally associated to markings
of the surfaces.. The transformations between the different markings ofenRRinn surface
Y generate yet another groupoid, called the stable modutaupgid. Given that the quantum
version of the changes between the Penner coordinatesatssbto different fat graphs was
represented by a unitary projective representation of thiey groupoid it is natural to expect
that the quantization of the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinatesilsl similarly come with a unitary
projective representation of the modular groupoid.

Pants decompositions have one big advantage over idegjtiations: The gluing operation
allows us to build “larger” surfaces from simple pieces of game type, namely hyperbolic
surfaces with holes. It is natural to require that the ugitanojective representations of the
modular groupoid assigned to surfacéshould correspondingly be organized in a “tower-
like” fashion: They should allow restriction to, and shoblel generated by the representations
assigned to the surfac&swhich are obtained frorix by cutting along simple closed curves on
>

Our aim in the rest of this paper will be to show that such acstime can be constructed from
the quantized Teichmiller spaces considered in the pus\part of this paper. This is of great
importance since

having a tower of projective unitary representations of thestable modular
groupoid is equivalent to having a stable unitary modular functor.

The notion of a stable unitary modular functor will be intoogd in the next section. One main
difference to the more conventional (two-dimensional) madfunctors as defined e.g. in[Tu,
BK2] is that one restricts attention to Riemann surfafesf genusg and withn parametrized
boundary components which are stable in the sens@ghat2 + n > 0.

We will then explain why having a stable unitary modular ftands equivalent to having a
tower of projective unitary representations of the modglaupoid before we take up the task
to actually construct the latter from the quantization o ffeichmuller spaces as described
previously.

12. The notion of a stable unitary modular functor

Given that the usual definitions of a modular functor takeesg\pages to fully write them down
[Tul, BK2], we shall only briefly explain the most importanafares. The missing details will
not differ much from the definitions discussed|in [Tu, BK2].
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12.1 Rigged Riemann surfaces

We will consider compact oriented surfacesvith boundany® = [ 45, bs, WhereA(X) =
mo(0%) is the set of connected componentsif. A surfaceX is called an extended surface
if one has chosen orientation-preserving homeomorphjsmsb; — S! for each connected
componenb; of the boundary. To be concrete, I¢t = {z € C;|z| = 1}. An e-surface of
genusg and withn boundary circles is called stable2f — 2 + n > 0.

We will use the terminology rigged Riemann surface, or fesee for short, for triplesi =
(2,y,¢), where

> X is a stable extended surface,
> y is a Lagrangian subspace f (2, R), and
> ¢: A(X) — L is a coloring of the boundary af by elements of a sef.

Given an r-surfac& and givens, 8/ € A(X) such thak(3) = ¢(3') we can define a new r-
surfaceX = Lgg X = (X', ¢/, ¢’) which is obtained fronX by gluing the boundary components
bﬁ andbﬁl.

> The surface&’ = Ligz X is defined by identifying all points € b with (p;,lop%)(p) € by,

wherep$ : by — S* is defined byps(p) = —ps(p). There is a corresponding projection
Pgg : ¥ — ¥ = Uge X which maps, bs to the same simple closed curve Bh

> The Lagrangian subspageéis given by the image off, (X, R) under the projectio®sz,

> The coloringe’ is obtained front by puttingd’(a’) = ¢(«) if Pgp(ba) = by € 0.

12.2 Stable unitary modular functors

Let £ now be a space with a measube A stable modular functor with central charge is the
following collection of data.

> Assignment: = (3, y, ¢) — H(Z, v, c), where

— Y is an r-surface,

— H(X,y, ¢) is a separable Hilbert space,

> Mapping class groupAssignment
[f] — (U s 5,y 0) = HZ yhd))),

— [f] is the isotopy class of a homeomorphigm — ¥,
— Uy is a unitary operator,
— y} Is the Lagrangian subspace &f (>’, R) determined frony via f,

— ¢} A(Y') — L: the coloring of boundary componentsXfinduced frome via f.
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> Disjoint union: There exist unitary operators

G HE,UX,y, Dys, e, Ucey) — H(E,,ys¢2) @ H(D, yu, €0).

> Gluing: Let (X', ') be obtained fromi%, ) by gluing of two boundary componentis j.
There then exists a unitary operator

Gaos : /du(s)?—[(Z,y, Cslag) — Ry, ),
c

where the coloring,|.s : A(X) — L is defined fromx’ via

Cslap(c) = ¢ (Pap(c)) i c€ A(X)\ {a, B},
Cslaglc) =s if ce{a, B}

These data are required to satisfy the following “obvioumigistency and compatibility condi-
tions:

Multiplicativity: For all homeomorphismg : ¥, — Y5, g : ¥ — X3 there exists
C(f,g) € S* such thay we have

UinUig = C(f; 9)U[foq)- (12.1)

C(f, g) has to satisfy the conditiof{ f, ¢){(f o g, h) = (g, h)((f,go h).

Functoriality: The gluing isomorphisms and the disjoint union isomorplsisime functo-
rial in 3.

Compatibility: The gluing isomorphisms and the disjoint union isomorplsisme mutu-
ally compatible.

Symmetry of Gluing: G,z = Gsa.

It would take us several pages to write out all conditionsuihdetail, we therefore refer to
[Tul,[BK2] for more details. However, it seems that the foliogitwo “naturality” requirements
represent a key to the understanding of the notion of the taoélunctor:

Naturality:

a)lLetf,: ¥, =¥, f,: ¥, = ¥ be r-homeomorphisms. We then have
Gy Upnurg - GL = Uy @ Upyy.

b) If the r-homeomorphisnf : ¥, — ¥, induces an r-homeomorphisfh: ¥/ — ¥/,
of the surfaced’), 3, obtained from>,, 3, by the gluing construction, we have

Gaﬁ . (/E dI/(S) Um(Z,y, cs[aﬁ)) 'Glﬁ = U[fr](Z',y’, C,).

’One is considering the category with objects r-surfaced,raorphisms isotopy classes of homeomorphisms
of r-surfaces, equipped additionally with the gluing ansjaint union operations.
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These requirements make clear how the mapping class grauesentations on the spaces
H(X,y/, ¢) restrict to and are generated by the representations assigthe surfaces which
are obtained fronX) by cutting along simple closed curves Bh

Remark7. The standard definitions of modular functors assume thatHitigert spaces
H(X,y, c) arefinite-dimensional They are therefore not suitable foonrational conformal
field theories. Our definition should be seen as a first stepritsmthe definition of analogs of
modular functors which are associated to nonrational comdibfield theories in a way similar
to the connections between rational conformal field theosied modular functors mentioned
in the introduction.

However, there is one important ingredient of the usual definthat does not have an ob-
vious counterpart in our framework. In the more standarchdafns of modular functors it is
required that there exists a distinguished elemgmh £ which has the property that coloring
a boundary componerit with s, is equivalent to “closing” this boundary component. More
precisely, letc, 3 be a coloring of the boundary components of an extendedcgixfavhich
assigns € L to the component with labé¢l, and Ietig = (23,95, ¢5) be the r-surface obtained
from S = (3, y, ¢) by gluing a disc tds. The more standard definitions of modular functors
assume or imply existence of an elemepin £ such that

H(E,y, ¢so18) = H(E5,u5,¢5), U (S, 9, cs018) = U (B3935, ¢5)-

This yields additional relations between the mapping ctassip representations assigned to
surfaces with different numbers of boundary components.

In the case of the quantized Teichmuller spaces it ultimatens out that an analog of
the elements, in £ exists only if one considers the analytic continuationrtf%, y, ¢) and
Ui(2, v, ¢) with respect to the boundary labels3) € L£. This fact, and the corresponding
improvement of our definition of a stable modular functor Wwé elaborated upon elsewhere.

12.3 Representations of the modular groupoid versus modufdunctors

It turns out to be very useful to reformulate the notion of ab& unitary modular functor
in terms of generators and relations as follows. Any surfdcean be glued from a surface
Yo = [les, T, Which is a disjoint union of trinions. The different ways odidg this can
be parametrlz&iby markingso. The gluing construction determines a canonical Lagrangia
subspace/, of H,(X',R) from the tautological Lagrangian subspage= H;(%,,R). By
iterating the gluing and disjoint union isomorphisms onérds unitary operator&(o, ¢) :
H y.,, ) = H(o, ), where

H(o, ) z/ ) @ H(T,.E,) (12.2)

PpPEOoo

We have used the following notation:

8Note that markings with the same cut system will yield eqientrepresentations fot’. This redundancy
will give a useful book-keeping device when the represéamaif the mapping class group is considered.
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e The integration is extended over the €etf all coloringsS : C, > ¢ — s. € L equipped
with the canonical product measute, (S) obtained fromiv by choosing any numbering
of the elements of.,.

e ¢, isthe coloring of the boundary components/gfwhich is defined by assigning

s(8) = {c/(m it F,,(0) =0 € AX),

ca,p .
se if P, (B) =ce€Cs.

P_ (B) is the embedding, — ¥’ defined fromo by the gluing construction.

O—7p

Unitary mappings between the different spatis, c) arise in two ways: First, one may have
different markings,, o, such that the Lagrangian subspaces defined by the gluin¢raotisn
coincide,y,, = v,,. In this case one gets unitary operatbgs,, (¢) : H(o,,¢) — H(o,,¢)
from the composition

Fo.o,(¢) = G(0,,¢) - (G(oy, C))T' (12.3)

Secondly, one has the mappings; which may map between spacé$(3,y,,c) and
H(X, (Yo) c}) In the case that: : ¥ — X represents an element of the mapping class
group it is natural to define operatdrs,,(c) : H(o,c) — H(o},, c,) by

Vou(e) = G(o,. ) - Uy - (G(o, o)), (12.4)

whereo;, is the image of the marking under.

It turns out - as will be reviewed in the next section - thatréhexists a sef\,(X) of el-
ementary moves between the different markiagsuch that any two markings,, o, can be
connected by paths which are composed out of the elementary moves. There funtire ex-
ists a setM,(X) of relations which makes the resulting two-dimensional CMhplex M (X)
simply connected. The correponding path groupoid is caednodular groupoid and denoted
by M(X%).

Our construction of the operatoFs, ,, (¢), V,.(c) assigns unitary operators to each of the
elementary moves . This yields unitary operatd(s, ¢) : H(o,,¢) — H(o,, ¢,) for each path
7 € |o,,0,], Wwherec, is the coloring of boundary components which is obtainednfroby
tracking the relabeling of boundary components defined .bipue to the fact that multiplica-
tivity holds only projectively, cf. eqn[{12.1), one will firthat there existg(r) € S* such that
U(m) = ((n) for all closedpaths, starting and ending at the same markindn other words,

a stable unitary modular functor canonically defines ptojeaunitary representations of the
stable modular groupoid.

Conversely, the definition of sower of projective unitary representations of the modular
groupoidsM (X)) involves the following data.

> Assignment(o,c) — H(o, ), where?# (o, ¢) is constructed out of spacé$(S;, ;) as-
signed to trinions as in(12.2).

> Assignment
T € |0y, 00) — (U(m,¢) © H(oy,¢) = H(os, ) ).
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It is required that the operatotyr, ¢) generate unitary projective representations of the mod-
ular groupoids associated to the surfatedn order to formulate the additional requirements
which turn this collection of representationsMfX) into atowerlet us note that markings can
be glued in a natural way. We will use the notatiogso for the marking obtained by gluing
boundary components and 5. Gluing and disjoint union now become realized in a trivial
manner,

H(Uz Loy, e, U cl) = H(Uza cz) ® H(Ula cl)? (125)

H(Unpo, ¢') = /ﬁdu(s) H (0, cs1a8) - (12.6)

The data specified above are then required to satisfy th@afrl naturality conditions.

Naturality:

a)Letm =n,Umn, € [0,,0,]U][0},0,] We then have
U(rm, Uy, e, Uey) = U(m,, ;) @ Uy, cy) . (12.7)

b) Given a pathr € [0,,0,] In M(X) letUysm € [Uag0,, Uaso,) be the correspond-
ing path inM (U,sX) defined by the gluing construction. We then have

U(Uapm, ') = /ch(S) U(7, ¢s1a8)- (12.8)

From a tower of projective unitary representations of thedut@r groupoids one can re-
construct a stable unitary modular functor as follows. Ty&tesm of isomorphismB(r,¢) :
H(o,, ¢) = H(o,, ¢) allows us to identify the Hilbert spaces associated to @iffemarkingsr,
thereby defining4 (X, ¢). The representation of the modular groupoid defines a reptaton
of the mapping class group oK (X, ¢) via the construction in subsection 11.1. We refer to
[BK2] for more details.

It is important to note (see next section for a detailed dismn) that the elements of the
set M, (X) of elementary moves only change the markings within subsed of genus zero
with three or four holes, or within subsurfaces of genus oitk @ne hole. The corresponding
operators will be called Moore-Seiberg data. They charaeta tower of representations of the
modular groupoid completely. Let us furthermore note thatfaces/relations that one needs
to define a two-dimensional CW compléX (%) which has as set of edgés,(X) turn out to
involve only subsurfaces of genus zero with three to five $ijad@d subsurfaces of genus one
with one or two holes. This means that one only needs to varfigite number of relations to
show that a given set of Moore-Seiberg data defines a stalibeyymodular functor.

13. The modular groupoid

The modular groupoid is the groupoid generated from therabttansformations relating the
different markings of a Riemann surfage [MS][BK1]. A complete set of generators and
relations has been determined|in [MS, BK1, FuG].
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Remark8. The CW complexM (%) defined below will be a subcomplex of the complex de-
noted M™*(X) in [BK1], since that reference allowed for cut systems thatdyconnected
components with less than three boundary components, ashere will exclusively consider
cut systems that yield connected components with exaatietholes. All other deviations from
[BK1] are due to slightly different conventions in the defiioin of the generators.

13.1 Notations and conventions

We have a unique curwéo, e) € C’ associated to each edgec o, of the marking grapht’,.
The trinionsI,, € P, are in one-to-one correspondence with the verticess, of I',,.

The choice of a distinguished boundary compongrfor each trinionZ,, p € o, will be
called thedecorationof the marking graplt’,. The distinguished boundary componepntwill
be calledoutgoing the other two boundary componentsigfincoming Two useful graphical
representation for the decoration are depicted in Figure 10

3 3

Ul e - T e

1 2 1 2

Figure 10: Two representations for the decoration on a mgrigraph

13.2 Generators

The set of edges, (X) will be given by elementary moves denoted(gs), Z,, B,, F,, and
S,. The indiceg, ¢ € o, specify the relevant trinions within the pants decompositf that
is determined by. The move(pq) will simply be the operation in which the labelsandq get
exchanged. Graphical representations for the elementavesy,,, B, F,, andsS, are given in
Figured 1I-14.

13.3 Relations

The relations ofM[(X) correspond to the faces € M,(X). In the following we will define
a setR of faces which is large enough to make the compldx>:) simply connected. A face
w in M,(X) may be characterized by choosing a chBin = E_ () o --- o E5;, where
E,,e M,(X)fori=1,...,n(w). In order to simplify notation we will generically factogz
I, asl, =12 o't and write(I'2)~! =T'% instead ofl",, = id.

Locality. Let us introduce the notatiosupp(m) by supp(m) = {p} if m = Z,,B,,5,,
supp(m) = {p, ¢} if m = (pq), F,, andsupp(m, o m,) = supp(m,) U supp(m,). We then
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3 3
——— ——
S 7 =
2 1 2 1

Figure 11: The Z-move

3 3
—— ——
S S —— = =
2 1 2 1

Figure 12: The B-move

Figure 14: The S-move

have
m,om, = m,om, whenever supp(m,) N supp(m,)=10. (13.1)

We will list the remaining relations ordered by the topotmditype of the surfaces on which the
relevant graphs can be drawn.

Relations supported on surfaces of genus zero.

g=0, s=3: Z,0Z,0Z,=id. (13.2)
a) quononq = (pq)quonqon,

g=0, s=4: b) F,oB 'oF, = (pg)oB, oF, oB," (13.3)
c) Apody = (pg).

g=0, s=5: Fy,oF,oF,, = F,ol,. (13.4)
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We have used the abbreviation
Ay = Z'oF, 07 ' 0Z,. (13.5)

In Figured 1b an@ 16 we have given diagrammatic represensafor relations[{13]3), b) and
(13.3) respectively.

Figure 15: The hexagon relation.

Relations supported on surfaces of genus ondn order to write the relations transparently let
us introduce the following composites of the elementary @sov

a) B, = Zp_lonoZp_l,

=0, s=3 13.6
g b) TpEZp_lonOZpon, ( )
g=0, s=4: B, = Zq_lqu;)loB;onjllqu_lo(pq), (13.7)
g=1, s=2: Sy = (FppoZ) toS,0(F,07Z,). (13.8)

It is useful to observe that the moUg, represents the Dehn twist around the boundary com-
ponent of the triniort, numbered by = 1 in Figure[10. With the help of these definitions we
may write the relations supported on surfaces of genus oftdlews:

a) Sf, = B;,,

. . (13.9)
b) S,0T,08, =T, oS,oT "

g=1 s=2: B, = S(;,I o Tq_lTp 0.5, (13.10)
Relation [13.1D) is represented diagrammatically in FeLif.
Theorem 5. The complexM (X)) is connected and simply connected for any e-surface

Proof. The theorem follows easily from [BK1], Theorem 5.1. We nogedviously that our
complexM (%) differs from the complex\1™=(3) of [BK1] in having a set of vertices which
corresponds to decompositionsXfinto connected components wigikactlythree holes. The
edges ofM7*(X) which correspond to the F-move 6f [BK1] simply can’t appeait, ().
Otherwise the set of edges #f((X) coincides with the relevant subset.6? (%), with the
exception that our move, is a composition of thés- and theZ-move of [BK1]. To complete
the proof it remains to check that our set of faces is equitatethe subset a2*(32) which
involves only the verticed (%) of our smaller complexX\1(X). This is a useful exercise.[]
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Figure 17: Relation for the two-punctured torus.

Definition 4. Let M’(X) be the complex which has the same set of vertice$tas), a set of
edges given by the moves

(pq), Zy, By, B, , Sy, Ty, Fpgs Apg s Bpg s Spq (13.11)

defined above, as well as faces given by equatlons|(13. 1313

14. From markings to fat graphs

A key step in our construction of a stable modular functonfrthe quantized Teichmuller
spaces will be the definition of a distinguished class of fapbsy, which are associated to
the elements of a certain subset of the s&t,(X) of all markings of%.

Definition 5. Let A, C C, be the set of all curves which are incoming for both adjacent
trinions. We will say that a marking is admissible iff there is no curve € C, which is
outgoing for both adjacent trinions, and if cuttingalong all curves: € A, yields connected
components all of which have genus zero. The set of all atbi@ssarkings will be denoted by
M),
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Figure 18: Substitution for a triniof

c c

Figure 20: Substitution for a boundary compongént

To each admissible markingwe may naturally associate a fat graphon X by the follow-
ing construction. In order to construct the fat graph it will be useful to consider a certain
refinement of the pants decomposition associated which is defined as follows. For each
curvec € A, let A. be a small annular neighborhood@ivhich contains: in its interior, and
which is bounded by a pair of curvés®, ¢c™) that are isotopic te. If ¢ € A(X) represents a
boundary component af we may similarly consider an annular subggtof > bounded by
¢t = cand another curve isotopic toc. If ¢ € C, belongs to neither of these two classes we
will simply setct = ¢ = ¢~. By cutting along all such curves  we obtain a decomposition
of X into trinionsT,, p € o, and annuli4,, ¢ € A,, each equipped with a marking graph. We
may then replace the markings on each of these connecteco@mis by fat graphs according
to Figures 18-20. The re-gluing of trinioff$, p € o, and annuli4., B. to recover the surface
Y) may then be performed in such a way that the fat graphs on tiieected components glue
to a fat graphp, on 3.

14.1 The complexM2d(x)

It is natural to consider the compleXt®d(%) for which the set of vertices\12(X) is the
subset ofM,(3) which consists of the admissible markings, and which hast @fsedges
M34(%3) given by the subset 081’ (3) that contains those edges which connect two admissible
markings.

Proposition 7. The complex\24(¥) is connected and simply connected.
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Proof. Let us consider two admissible markingse’ € M(X). There exists a pathv in
M(X) which connects ando’. This path may be represented as a cliain= E_, ;)0 - - ©
E.a1, En; € M;(X) composed out of the moves, F,,, B, andsS,.

For a given markingr € M, () let [o] be the set of all markings’ which differ from o
only in the choice of decoration. The mov&s act transitively ors|. By insertingZ, moves
if necessary we may therefore modif, to a chainD_, which takes the form

D = Zw,n(w) © Fw,n(w) o Zw,n(w)—l ©--+0 Fw,l © Zw,(b

where Z,;, i = 0,...,n(w) are chains composed out &,-moves only, and the moves
Fon(=) € M,(X) connect markings,; ando;, i = 1,...,n(w) which areadmissible
We clearly must haver ;11| = (05,4, i = 1,...,n(w) — L and[o 1| = [0], [0x n=)] = [0'].
Connectedness of4*4(X) would follow if the chainsZ ;, i = 0,...,n(w) are homotopic
to chainsY,, ; which represent paths in®d(3). That this indeed the case follows from the
following lemma.

Lemma 8. Assume that,, 0, € M3(Y) satisfyo, € [0,]. There then exists a path,;, in
M#4(X) which connects, and o,

Sketch of proof — Let us call a markingr irreducible if it is admissible and if there are
no edges in A, such that cutting: alongc(e, o) yields two disconnected components. A
markingo which is irreducible has only one outgoing external edgethWie help of Lemma
A7 in Appendix D itis easy to show that for an admissible grafiere always exists a sequence
of Z,-moves inM?24(3) which transforms to a graphy’ that is irreducible.

We may and will therefore assume that and o, are both irreducible. Using Lemmall7
again allows us to transform, to a markingos,. which is such that the outgoing external edges
of o, ando, correspond to the same outgoing boundary componenit of

The graphsr, ando. can finally be connected by a chain which is composed out ofesiov
B, and Fy, it only. This follows from the connectedness.bt(,) in the case of a surface,
of genus zero [MS]. In this way one constructs a sequence gésihat connects, too, [

It remains to prove that124(X) is simply connected as well. Let us consider any closed path
w in M*(X). The pathw is contractible inM’(%). The deformation otz to a trivial path
may be performed recursively, face by face. The crucial mfasen to be made is the following
one.

Lemma 9. The pathsw which represent the boundaries of the faces\#f(3) are paths in
MM(T).

Proof. By direct inspection of the relations (18.2)-(13.10). O

The LemmaDd implies that deforming a pathe M?4(X) by contracting a face iM,(2)
will produce a patho’ which still represents a path im24(%). It follows thatw is contractible
in M24(3). O
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14.2 Separated variables

We had observed in Sectidh 9 that the Fock variables € ¢’ form a set of coordinates for
the Teichmuller spaces of surfaces with holes. When cenisig fat graphsp, associated to
a markingo it will be useful to replace the Fock variables e € ¢/, by an alternative set of
coordinategq., p.), ¢ € C, for T, which satisfy

ng(pclupm) =0= ng(‘]chcz)a
ng(pclaQCz) = 6&,017

These coordinates are constructed as follows.
Forc € A, let A. be an annular neighborhood@$uch that the part af, which is contained
in A, is isotopic to the model depicted in Figurel 21. ketande, be the two edges that are

€1, ¢, € Co. (14.1)

Figure 21: AnnulusA, and fat graphy on A.

entirely contained imd,. with labelling defined by Figure 21. Out of, andz., we may then
define
G = %(zel — Ze, ), Do = —%(zel + 2.,) - (14.2)
In the case: € C, \ A, let us note that there is a unique trinidhfor which the curve: is
the outgoing boundary component. The parpgfcontained irl. is depicted in Figure 22.

Figure 22: Part oy, contained irl,

Lete., ande., be the edges af, as indicated in Figufle 22, and let ¢ = 1, 2 be the curves
which represent the corresponding boundary componerits &/e shall then define

Gc = Ye, Pec = —Ye, s (143)
where 1
Yeo = Zeo. + 5f067 e=1,2. (14.4)

The same construction yields linear combinatiofsq.), ¢ € C, of the Kashaev variables
which represent the coordinatgs, ¢.) within W, . Note that our construction of the fat graph
¢, implies thatT,. contains a unique vertax € ¢, ,. It turns out that the variableg, p. have
a simple relation to the Kashaev variabigs p.. .
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Lemma 10.
(1) (jc = (o, + hCz? ﬁc = DPv. — hcl .

(11> ng(pm QC’) = 50,0’7 C, C/ - Co.

Proof. In order to prove part (i) let us first look at the vertices ¢, , which appear on the
graph geodesic homotopic to The contribution tay.. of the edges that are incident tois
Ze + 2oy + 2o if €}, i = 1,2, 3 are the three edges incidentutolt then follows from [7.5) that
y. does not depend on both andq,. What remains are contributions from the vertexas
well as contributions from the vertices contained in andiliwhich are determined as follows.
Note that the homology clasg can be decomposed as a linear combination of cldg$egth
d € A,. Itis straightforward to check that eache A, which appears in this decomposition
yields a contribution-A. to f.. These contributions sum up to giveh.. What remains is
the contribution from the vertex.. Part (i) of the lemma now follows easily by recalling the
definition[7.6.

Part (ii) of the lemma is a trivial consequence of part (i). 0J

14.3 Quantized Teichniiller spaces for surfaces with holes

The coordinates introduced in the previous subsection hak@ightforward to modify the dis-
cussion of the quantization of Teichmuller spaces fronctse of punctured Riemann surfaces
(Sectior_1D) to the case of Riemann surfaces with holes.

Bearing in mind that the Fock variables, ¢ € ¢’ are unconstrained in the present case
(see Lemmal5) leads us to identify the algebra of functionthermeichmiiller spaces with the
algebras of function of the variables, e € ¢'. A convenient set of coordinates is given by
the coordinate function®., ¢.), ¢ € C,. Canonical quantization of the Teichmuller spaces is
therefore straightforward, and leads to an algebra of epexavith generatorép,., q..), ¢ € C,,
which is irreducibly represented (in the sense of RemarkrBjhe Hilbert spacé.(o) ~
L?(R3—3+25). We will normalize the operator$., q.), ¢ € C,, such that

(i) [pe; 9] = (2mi)  ber, ¢, €C,,

14.5
(11) [p07 pc’] =0 = [qc,qd]. ( )

Quantization of the Kashaev spaldé, produces aeduciblerepresentation of the algebra
(14.8) which is generated by operatdés, p.) associated to the pairs of variablgs, p.). It
also yields operators,, ¢ € H; (X, R) which represent the quantization of the Poisson vector
spacefl,,, with basish., c € H;(X,R). The algebra generated by thg c € H,(X,R) has a
center generated by the, ¢ € B(X). Following the discussion at the beginning of Subsection
[10.3 one constructs a representation of this algebra orpdees

Halo) = /B B H(9),

where?,, ;(o) ~ L*(RY) is an irreducible representation of the algebita, , h.,] = b*1(c,, ¢,)
forc,,c, € Hi (X, R).

The following Proposition 8 describes how the quantizecHillller spaces are related to
the quantized Kashaev space.
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Proposition 8. There exists a unitary operatdy,
lo 2 K(pg) = H.(0) @ Ha(0)

such that

LBl = pel,
o Petlo =P and | -h Il =1@h,

(e c

|g‘€lc‘|;1:q(:®1a
foranye € 0, andc € H;(3, R), respectively.

Let us recall that a move: € [7,,,0.,], m € M,(X) is admissible if bothr,,, ando,, are
admissible. Given an element € M?2{(X) it is natural to consider the corresponding fat
graphsf,, = ..., ¢m = ¥, 0N, to pick a pathr,, € [0,,, v,n] @and consider the operator
u(m) = u(m,). The reduction to the quantized Teichmuller spaces pdxas in Subsection
[11.2. By multiplying the operator - u(m) - 1! with suitably chosen operatot$(m) one
gets operators(m) which factorize as/(m) = w(m) ® 1. The resulting operators(m) :
H.(pm) — H.(0,,) will then generate a unitary projective representatiorhefgath groupoid
of M(%).

15. Geodesic length operators

Of fundamental importance for us will be to define and studgmjum analogs of the geodesic
length functions on the Teichmuller spaces, the geodesigth operators.

15.1 Overview

When trying to define operators which represent the geodiesith functions one has to face
the following difficulty: The classical expression fbr, . = 2 cosh 1. as given by formula8]6
is a linear combination of monomials in the variabiés” of a very particular form,

L,.= Z Coo(t)e™ ™ a(r) = Z 7(€) ze, (15.1)

TeF ecp,

where the summation is taken over the spacef all mapsy, > e — 7(e) € %Z. The
coefficientsCl, .(7) are positive integers, and non-vanishing for a finite nunatber< F only.

In the quantum case one is interested in the definition oftkeagerators. , . which should
be representable by expressions similafto (15.1),

Ly = Z CZ;C(T) e ox(r) = Z 7(€) ze. (15.2)
TeF ecp,
The following properties seem to be indispensable if onetsvminterpret an operator of the
general form[(15]2) as the quantum counterpart of the fanstfi,, . = 2 cosh %lc:

(a) Spectrum: L, . is self-adjoint. The spectrum &f, . is simple and equal t2, co). This is
necessary and sufficient for the existence of an opelatorthegeodesic length operator
- such thaL, . = 2 cosh 3l..
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(b) Commutativity:
[Loe, Ly | =0 if end =0.

(c) Mapping class group invariance:

au(Loe) = Luge, au=apuey, forall e MC(X).

(d) Classical limit: The coefficientng,c(r) which appear in[(15]2) should be deformations
of the classical coefficients, .(7) in the sense that
lim C2(7) = C,. (7).
Length operators were first defined and studied in the piamgerork [CE2]. It was observed in
[CE2] that the necessary deformation of the coeffici@‘j;t,g(r) is indeed nontrivial in general.
However, a full proof that the length operators introduaefidF2] fulfil the requirements (a)
and (c) does not seem to be available yet. We will therefoeegnmt an alternative approach to
this problem, which will allow us to define length operatdrattsatisfy (a)-(d) in full generality.

15.2 Construction of the length operators

Our construction of the length operators will proceed in steps. First, we will construct
length operators,, . in the case that the fat graghunder consideration equajs.. This will
facilitate the verification of the properties (a)-(d) forlated above. In order to define the length
operatord., . in the general case we shall then simply pick any markirsgich that the given
curvec is contained in the cut syste@, and define

Loe = a[pe0)(Loe)- (15.3)

Independence of this construction from the choicerofill follow from Theorem[6 below.
Definition (15.3) reduces the proof of properties (a), (bXhe proof of the corresponding
statements for the length operatars. which will be given below. Property (c) follows from

Aup,p] © Ap,po] = Alpp,p0]"
In order to prepare for our construction of length operaitassuseful us recall the construc-

tion of the fat graphy,, in sectior 14.
Definition 6.

Casec € A,: Let A be an annular neighborhood efsuch that the part of, which is
contained inA is isotopic to the model depicted in Figlirel 21. We will thefirde

Ly = e 2™9% + 2 cosh 27bp,. . (15.4)
Casec ¢ A,: If a curvec is not contained inA,, it is necessarily the outgoing boundary
component of a trinioff, (cf. Figure[18). Let., e = 1, 2 be the curves which represent the

incoming boundary components’ff as indicated in Figuré22. Given that..., 7 = 1,2
are already defined we will define.. by

Ly = 2cosh(ye, +Ye,) +e 7 Lye, + € Lo, + €772, (15.5)

wherey, , e = 1,2 are defined ag., = 27bq., y., = —27bp..
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It is easy to see that this recursively defines length opex&bo all remaining: € C,.

Remark9. Let us note that (1415) implies that.., L, .| = 0 fore e € {1,2}. We therefore
do not have an issue of operator orderindin (115.5).

Proposition 9. The length operators, ., L, » associated to different curvesc’ € C, commute
with each other.

Proof. Let us recall that cutting the surfa¢e along all of the curves € A,, yields a set
of connected components which all have genus zero. For agueec € C, \ A, let ¥
be the connected component which containgCutting X, along ¢ produces two connected
components. The component which hass its outgoing boundary component will be denoted
Y. It follows from Definition[6 thatl, . is an operator function of the operatqsrs andq,
whered € C, is contained inZ... The claim therefore follows immediately from (14.5)if
andX, are disjoint.

Otherwise we have the situation that onenf >/,, say>, is a subsurface of the other. The
crucial point to observe is that the resulting expressio.fQ depends on the variableg and
qq associated to the subsurfacg exclusively vial, .. The claim therefore again follows from

(14.5). O

The following theorem expresses the consistency of our itiefinwith the automorphisms
induced by a change of the marking

Theorem 6. For a given curve: leto;, i = 1,2 be markings such thatis contained in both cut
systemg’,, andC,,. We then have

Apr, 9] (Lorc) = Lose (15.6)

On the proof of Theorefd 6fhe description of the modular groupoid in terms of genesato
and relations given in sectidnl13 reduces the proof of The@@d¢o the case that, ando, are
connected by one of the elementary moweslefined in sectioh 13.2. In order to reduce the
proof of Theoren 6 to a finite number of verifications one wauded to have simple standard
choices for the paths,, € [¢.,, ¢, | for all elementary moves:. Existence of such standard
pathsr,, turns out to be nontrivial, though. The task to find suitaldéhpm,, is particularly
simple for a subclass of moveswhich is defined as follows.

Definition 7.

(i) Letm € [¢', ¢] be a path in the compleRt(X) which is described by a sequensg =
(¢ =¢n, ..., v1 = o) of fat graphs such that consecutive elements,adre connected
by edges iPt,(X). We will say thatr € [/, ¢] is realized locally in a subsurface’ — X
if the restrictions ofp; to X \ ¥’ coincide foralli = 1,.. ., n.

(i) We will say that the mover = [7,,,, 0,,,] € M/ (32) can be realized locally if there exists a
pathr € [0,,, vm] in the complexPt(X) that is realized locally i, in the sense of (i).

For movesn = [7,,, 0, € M,(X) that can be realized locally we may choose essentially
the samepathr,, € [0,,, p.,] for all surfaces into which ¥, can be embedded. It is then
crucial to observe the following fact
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Proposition 10. If m € M/ (X) is admissible, but can not be realized locally, there always
exists a pathwo,, which is (i) homotopic ten within M24(X), and (i) takes the form

W =Y, omoY 1 (15.7)
whereY,, is a chain composed out af,-moves and-,,-moves which can all be realized locally.

The proof of Proposition 10 is given in Appendix D. It thenefeuffices to prove Theordm 6
in the case that, ando, are connected by any elementary mavéhat can be realized locally.
This amounts to a finite number of verifications which can beiea out by straightforward,
but tedious calculations. Some details are given in the AgpéE. O

15.3 Spectrum
Theorem 7. The spectrum df, . is simple and equal t(, co).
Proof. To begin with, let us consider the following simple modeltioe length operators:
L = 2cosh 2mwbp 4 e~ 279, (15.8)

wherep, q are operators of?(R) which satisfy the commutation relatiofys q] = (27i)~".

A basic fact is that. is self-adjoint. Indeed, being a sum of tyositiveself-adjoint oper-
atorsL is self-adjoint on the intersection of the domains of the siands. The main spectral
properties of this operator are summarized in the followangposition.

Proposition 11. — [Ka4] —
(i) We haveSpec(L) = (2, c0).
(i) The spectrum ok in L?(R) is simple.

Validity of Theorem[ ¥ in the case € A, is a direct consequence of Proposition 11. It
remains to treat the case¢ A,. We will keep the notations introduced in Definitioh 6. The
main ingredient will be an operat@, . : (o) — #H(o) which maps all length operatoks .
to the simple standard forif' ,

L, = 2cosh2mbp, + e~ ™% (15.9)
in the sense that the following commutation relations atisfsed:
CoeLpe = L3 Coe. (15.10)
Definition 8. Let the unitary operatof, . be defined by

M 2mis, e (15.11)

! — e(qe—
o,c €y (q Sz) S (sl + pc) €

where
se = (2mb) arcoshil,. e=1,2,

and the special functios,(x) is a close relative of,(z) defined in the Appendix A.
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Lemma 11. The unitary operatot, , satisfies[(15.70).

Proof. Propositiori 11 is proven by means of a direct calculationgithie explicit form of_,,
given in (I5.5) and the functional equations (A.3) dnd [A.9) O

The proof of Theoreml7 is thereby reduced to Propositidn 11. O

15.4 Relation with the Dehn twist generator

To round off the picture we shall now discuss, following [K&®&4], the relation between the
length operators,, . and the operatdd,, . which represents the Dehn twis. alongc.

A closed curve: will be called a curve of simple type if the the connected conmgnts of
¥\ c all have more than one boundary component. It is not hardedsng the construction
in Sectior 14, for example) that for curves of simple typedraways exists a fat graphand
an annular neighborhoadl. of ¢ in which ¢ takes the form depicted in Figurel23.

Figure 23: AnnulusA, and fat graphy on A.

Lemma 12. Let> be a surface with genusands holes. The pure mapping class groMjg’ ()
is generated by the Dehn twists along geodesics of simpde typ

Proof. Forg > 2 it is known that the Dehn twists along non-separating clasetles suffice
to generate the mapping class gradp’ (X)) [Ge]. Closed curves which are non-separating are
always of simple type.

For g = 0 any closed curve is of simple type. In the remaining case 1 one may note
that the only closed curvewhich is not of simple type is the one which separates a ohedho
torus from the rest oE. It is then well-known that the Dehn twists along andb-cycles of
the one-holed torus generate the Dehn-twist alonfwe supplement these generators by the
Dehn twists along the remaining closed curves (which arefalimple type), we get a complete
system of generators fadC (%) [Ge]. O

We may therefore use a fat graph which in an annular neiglaookiof ¢ takes the form
depicted in Figuré 23. It is easy to see that the action of thlerlDwistD.. on the fat graphy
can be undone by a single flip,,. As the representativie, . for the Dehn twistD. on K(y)
we may therefore choode, . = T,,.

The operatoh,, . associated to the homology cyales h, . = %(pv + qu). Itis not very
difficult to verify that the operator

Dye = ¢7° exp(QWihi’c) Foe. (15.12)

commutes with alh., ¢ € H,(X,R). The prefactoc =5, ¢ = e™*/3 was inserted to define a
convenient normalization. We then have the following resul
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Proposition 12. [Kad4] — D. coincides with the following function of the length operdto

|2
_ —6 - ¢
D. = ¢ exp(zSWbQ).

This should be compared with the classical result that tleelgsic length functions are the
Hamiltonian generators of the Fenchel-Nielsen twist flowjocl reproduces the Dehn twist for
a twist angle oRx.

16. Passage to the length representation

16.1 The length representation

Our aim is to define a representation fé(%) which is such that the length operators associated
to a cut system are all realized as multiplication operateos a surfacé&. and a markingr on
Y let

Hi (o) = K37, (16.1)

wherek,, ~ L*(R.,n), andn is the spectral measure of the operdior= 2arcoshil,. The
numbering of the edges associated tdefines canonical isomorphisms

Hi (o) ~ H(B) = L*(L,dne), (16.2)

where £ ~ R¥* % anddne = dn(ly) A --- A dn(ls,_s40,) is the corresponding product
measure. Fof € 0, andf : R™ — C let us define the multiplication operator, [ f] by

(MFIW) () = f)T(). (16.3)
The operatom,[f] will represent a bounded operator.[f] : H (o) — Hy (o) iff f €
L>(R*, dn).
For the rest of this section let us consider an admissibl&imgw and the associated fat graph
v,. The Definition[6 yields a family of mutually commuting lehgbperatord., . associated

to the curves: which constitute the cut sytedy . It follows from the spectral theor&for the
family {L.; e € o,} of self-adjoint operators that there exists a unitary ojpera

D(o) : H.(0) — Hy (o)
that diagonalizes the set of length operalgys, e € o, in the sense that
D(0) - Ly = me[2coshil]-D(o). (16.4)

Our aim for the rest of this section will be to give a recursieastruction for such an operator
D(o) in terms of operator§,, which are associated to the vertiges o, of o.

9See Appendix B for the precise statement.
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16.2 Construction of the operatorD(o)

The main ingredient will be an operat@r : H(o) — H(o) which maps all length operators
L,.. to the simple standard fori',

Lf,fc = e 2™ 4 9 cosh 2mbp,. (16.5)

The operators, . that were defined in Definition] 8 solve this task locally folegy curve
c € C, \ A,. If the trinion T, hasc, as the outgoing boundary component we will define

Cop = Con,. (16.6)

We are now ready to define
Co =[] Con- (16.7)

juSen)
Let us note that we do not have to specify the order in whiclofieratorsC, , appear thanks
to the following lemma.

Lemma 13. We haveC, ,C, , = C, ,Co .
Proof. This follows from Propositiohl9 and Definitidn 6, keeping immah (14.5). O

In order to construct the sought-for operalgy ) it now remains to map the length operators
L', to multiplication operators. Propositidnl11 ensures exis¢ of an operator

doe : L*(R) = K., such that dy.- LY =m.[2coshl] - do..
Out of E, we may finally define the operatbx(c) as

Do) = ds-C,,  do = R doe (16.8)
ecol

wherel is the operator introduced in Proposition 4. It is straightfard to verify that the
operatoD (o) indeed satisfies the desired property (1.6.4).

17. Realization ofM(X)

17.1 Two constructions for the generators

Our aim is to define operatot$(m) associated to the edges € M,(X). We will give two
constructions for these operators, each of which makeaingstoperties manifest. The proof
of the equivalence of these two constructions will be themntdficulty that we will have to
deal with.

The first construction. Let us recall that a move: € [7,,,, 0,,,], m € M, () is admissible if

both 7,, and,, are admissible. Given an elemente M24(Y) it is natural to consider the
corresponding fat graplts, = ¢.,., ¥m = ¥,,, ON Y, to pick a pathr,, € [0,,, ¢.»] and define

operatord)(m) : Hy (o) — Hy(7m) @S

U(m) = D(7m) - u(mp) - D(om)! . (17.1)
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The second construction.We note that for alln € M,(X) the markingsr,, and o, will
coincide outside of a subsurfagg, — X. Let us therefore consider the restrictioris and
o, of r,, ando,, to ¥, respectively. Admissibility of/, ando/, is obvious form € M, (%),
allowing us to use the first construction in order to define p@rator

U'(m) : Hi(ol,) = Hi(7)) -

Out of U'(m) we may then construct the sought-for operadtom) by acting withU’(m) non-
trivially only on those tensor factors 6 (c) = K27 which correspond to the subsurface
Ym < X. More precisely, lef€,, C o, be the set of edges im, which have nontrivial
intersection with>,,,. Out of U’(m) let us then define the operatdtm) : K(o,,) — K(7,,) by
applying definition[(B.b) to the case = U’(m) andJ = E,,,.

Comparison. The crucial difference betwee(m) andU(m) is that the latter is manifestly
actinglocally in #y.(c), in the sense that it acts only on the tensor factofgfo) which
corresponds to the subsurfacg. This is not obvious in the case 0fm).

The length operators, . associated to the boundary components A(X) form a commu-
tative family of operators. The joint spectral decompositior this family of operators leads
us to represerii;,(¥) as

mwzém@M@m (17.2)

where the integration is extended over the 8et- R’ of all coloringsc of the boundary by
elements ofR,.. It follows from Theorenilb that the operatddgm), U(m) commute (up to
permutations of the boundary components) with the lengénaiprd., ., ¢ € A(X). Within the

representatiorl (17.2) one may there@rmpresenU(m) and U(m) by families of operators

(U(m,¢))eec @and(U(m, ¢)) e, respectively.

17.2 The main result

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 8. The operatordJ(m, ¢), ¢ € £, generate a tower of projective unitary representa-
tions of the modular groupoidsl ().

The proof of Theorernl8 will take up the rest of this subsection

To begin with, let us note that the necessary strucfure (1#.the Hilbert spaces follows
trivially from our definition of the length representatiom $ectiorl_ 16, where in the present
case we simply havg/(S;, ¢,) ~ C. Itis furthermore clear that the operatdiém, ¢), ¢ € £
generate a unitary projective representation of the medyfaupoid M () for each surface
Y2 within the considered class. Let us finally note that the madity properties formulated in
Subsection 1213 clearly hold for the operatbisn, ¢), ¢ € £. Our main task is therefore to
show thatl(m, ¢) = U(m, ¢), as will be established in Proposition 13 below.

0According to Proposition 14 in Appendix B
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Proposition 13. For all m € M!(X) there exists a path,, € [0,,, »,,] such that we have

U(m,c) = U(m,c).

Proof. When we compare the respective definitiondJ6fz) andU(m), we observe that there
are two main discrepancies that we need to deal with. Firit,not always true that the path
T, can be realized locally in the sense of Definitidn 7. It mayéfae not be clear a priori
why there should exist a simple relation betwékm) andU ().

Second, we may observe that the definition of the operaliorg andU(m) involves products
of operatorsC, ,, where the set of verticgsthat the product is extended over is generically
much smaller in the case &f(m). This means that most of the factafs, must ultimately
cancel each other in the expression Etﬁm). The first step will be to prove Propositibn|13 in
the case that: can be realized locally.

Lemma 14. We have _
U(m) = U(m) (17.3)

whenevermn = [1,,,, 0,,,] € M’ (3) can be realized locally.

Proof. It follows from (15.11) and[(1415) that,, can be represented as a function of the
following operators
Co,p - Co,p( pvpa qvp ) I—cm I—cl ) 5

whereuv, is the vertex ofp, contained in the triniofl,, andc. = c.(p), € = 1,2 are the curves
which represent the outgoing and incoming boundary commsnef 7}, respectively. Let us
recall that the length operatots,, .. andL,, . ¢ = 1,2 satisfy [15.6). These observations
imply that

n,Ce

() - Copp = Copp - U(Tm), (17.4)

whenever the operatops , andq,,, commute withu(r,,,). Our task is therefore to determine the
set of allp € o, for which this is the case. The condition thatcan be realized locally implies
that (17.4) will hold unlesg is located within¥,,. The claim now follows straightforwardly
from these observations. O

In order to treat the general case let us recall that Prapogli0 implies thatr,, may be
chosen as,, = y,, o 7, o y,', wherey,, is uniquely defined by the factorization &f, into
elementary moves that can be realized locally, apnds the (fixed) path which was chosen to
representn in the case that: can be realized locally. This leads to the following repreggon
for U(m):

U(m) = D(7) - u(mp) - D(o,)f

) _1 . (17.5)
= D(7m) - u(ym) - u(Tm) - u(y,, ) - Dlowm)"
By using Lemma_ 14 one may deduce frdm (17.5) that the follgwiolds:
U — U . . U -1
U(m) = U(Y,,) - U(m) - O, (17.6)

— U,

It remains to observe that
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Lemma 15. We haveJ(m,) - U(m,) - U(m,)! = U(m,) whenevesupp(m,) N supp(m,) = 0.

Recall that we had defined the notatiotpp(m) by supp(m) = {p} ift m = Z,, B,, S, and
supp(m) = {p, ¢} it m = (pq), Fy.

Proof. Let us factorize}{;,(X) asH(X) = K& @ K&\, wheref, C o, is the set of all
edges which end in boundary component&oflhe representatidn 17.2 may be rewritten as

Hi, (%) 2/R dns(c) Hp (%, c), (17.7)

s
+

where#, (2, ¢) ~ K&\ for all ¢ € RS. LetU(m,c), c € Ri(m) be the unitary operators
on Hy,(%,,, c) which represent the operatogm) in the representatio (17.7). Within this
representation it becomes almost trivial to complete tlomfoof Propositior 18. Lefs,, =
B,UB,, wheres, C 0,, 5 = 1, 2 are the sets of edges which correspond to boundary comonent
of ¥,,,. Letd, C o,, 7 = 1,2 be the sets of edges that are fully contained in the intefiar,0
respectively. Let finally!, = o, \ (8,,UJ,Ud,) We may then factorizé(;, (%) in the following
way:

HL(Z) = K& @ K27 @ K2 @ K& (17.8)

where we defindC2° = C if § = (). This may be rewritten as
Ho () ~ / dp(ca) Hu(E, car), (17.9)
Rizl

whereHy, (2, c,,) ~ K% @ K& @ K27 for all ¢, € R}, s,, = card(8,,). In the repre-
sentation[(17]9) we may represéntm,), 7 = 1,2 by families of operator$)(m,, c,,) which
take the formU(m,, c,,) ~ U,(m,,c,;,) ® id ® id andU(m,, c,,) ~ id ® U,(m,,c,,) ® id
respectively. The Lemma follows easily from these obsémat O

It follows from the Lemma thatl(Y, ) - U(m) - U(Y,,)" = U(m), which completes the proof
of Propositiod 1B. O

Taken together our results show that the quantization ahfeilller spaces yields a tower of
unitary projective representations of the modular grodpoithe sense df12.3.

17.3 Concluding remarks

Let us recall that the mapping class group is a group of symeseor both complexe®t (%)
and M(X). Having projective unitary representations of the assedigroupoidst(X%) and
MC(X) will therefore induce corresponding representations ef ifapping class group by
means of the construction KL1.2. It is not hard to see It follows quite easily from Propo-
sition[4 that these two representations are equivalent.

Finally it is clearly of interest to calculate the phasedhia telationsi(r,) = ¢¥(®),

Conjecture 1. There exists a definition for the operatdigm), m € M,(X) such that the
phases(”(®) which appear in the relations(r,) = ¢**) are trivial for all but onew ¢
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M, (), which can be chosen as the relation (13.9),a). The phasehvagipears in the relation

(I39),a) is given as .
M =e2r o =146(b+b71)2

We now believe to have a proof of this conjecture. Detail$ appear elsewhere. Our con-
jecture is also strongly supported by the calculation inJKa&hich establishes a similar result
for the realization of th@ure mapping class group on the quantized Teichmdiller spaces.
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A. The special functionse;(z) and s,(x)

The functions,(x) may be defined with the help of the following integral repreagon.

o

log sp(z) = ~ / @( sin 201 f) . (A1)

7 t \ 2sinh bt sinh b1t ¢

This function, or close relatives of it like

s}

ep(z) = T e HE Py (a) (A2)

have appeared in the literature under various names likai@Qum Dilogarithm”[FK], “Hyper-

bolic G-function” [Ru], “Quantum Exponential Function” [0 and “Double Sine Function”,
we refer to the appendix of [KLS] for a useful collection obperties ofs,(x) and further

references. The most important properties for our purpases

(i) Functional equation: s;,(z — i2) = 2coshmbz sy(x + i2). (A.3)
(i) Analyticity:  s,(x) is meromorphic,
poles:x = ¢, +i(nb—mb~ '), n,m € Z=°. (A.4)
zeros:z = —cy —i(nb —mb~ 1), n,m € Z=°.
(iii) Self-duality: s(z) = s1(x). (A.5)
(iv) Inversion relation: s,(z)s,(—z) = 1. (A.6)
(V) Unitarity:  s,(z) = 1/s5(%). (A7)
(vi) Residue: res,_,sy(z) = e~ 201719 (27) 7. (A.8)

The functione,(z) clearly has very similar properties agz). We list the properties that get
modified compared te,(z) below.

(i)’ Functional equation: e, (z —i%) = (1 + e*™") ey(x +1i2). (A.9)
(iv)’ Inversion relation: e,(z)e,(—z) = ™ ¢~ (1+2%), (A.10)
(vi) Residue: res,—.,sp(z) = (27i) " (A.11)

Among the most remarkable properties satisfied by the foneti(z) is the so-called pen-
tagonal relation(A.12) which underlies the validity of thentagonal relation (11.84),

e(p) - ep(q) = en(q) - en(p+q) - en(p), (A.12)

Relation [AI2) is valid ify andp representp, q] = (27:)~! on L?(R). Equation[(AIR) in turn

is equivalent to the following property of the functidf(z) = e;(—55;):

Ey(U) - Ey(V) = Ey(U+V), (A.13)

whereU = 2™,V = 27 Proofs of [A.12) and(A.13) can be found in [Wor, FKV, BT,/ Vo]
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B. Operator-theoretical background

Let H be a separable Hilbert space. The algebra of bounded openatd will be denoted by
B(#). We will only need some of the most basic notions and restdits functional analysis
and the theory of operator algebras as summarized e.qQ. inQWapter 14]. For the reader’s
convenience and to fix some notations we shall formulategbelts that we need below.

Theorem 9. — [Wa, Theorem 14.8.14}—

Let C be a commutative von Neumann subalgebr®8¢# ), where’ is a separable Hilbert
space. Then there exists a compact, separable Hausdodéspaa Radon measurne on X, a
measurable family of Hilbert spac€${, } . x, and a unitary bijection

U:H = He = / du(s) Hs (B.1)
X
such that
U-C Ul = {my; f e L™, dp)}, (8.2)

wherem; is the multiplication operator defined by
mg : HC > {\Ilm}xeX — {f('r)\llx}xeX € HC' (83)

If C is a commutative von Neumann subalgebrdgf) we will call an operato©O on
C-decomposable if there exists a family of bounded oper&grslefined or, for u-almost
everyr € X, such that

U.o-uU" = / du(s) O, . (B.4)
X
Let D be the algebra of alU-decomposable operators.

Proposition 14. — [Wa, Proposition 14.8.8] — D is the commutant of within B(#).

The unbounded operators that we will have to deal with wlilbalself-adjoint. We will freely
use standard functional calculus for self-adjoint opegat®hen we say that two unbounded
self-adjoint operators commute,

[Av B] = 0,

we will always mean commutativity of the spectral projentio LetF = {A,;: € Z} be a
family of commuting self-adjoint operators defined on dedemains in a separable Hilbert
spaceH. Standard functional calculus for commuting self-adjaperators associates 6

a commutative von Neumann subalgekia of B(7). TheoreniD applied t€ > yields the
existence of a common spectral decomposition for the farfjlyvhere X represents the one-
point compactification of the spectrum &t

Tensor product notation

For a given finite sef we will often use the notatio®®" instead of®<*d() 'wherecard(I) is
the number of elements ih In order to avoid fixing a numbering of the elementd gfe will
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find it useful to employ the following “leg-numbering” notam. To a given a subsdtcC I we
may associate the canonical permutation operators

Py @ H¥ = HH @ 1Y
To an operato® € B(H®') we may then associate an operabgre B(H®!) via
O;=P;" - (O®id) - Py. (B.5)

If J = {i1,is,...} we will sometimes writeO,,;, . instead ofO;. We will also abbreviate
Onunu. 000g ...

C. On the proof of Theorem[2

A similar statement is known [CF1] for the closely relatedtmoidﬁ(Z) whose elements are
the moveg¢,, ¢,| between fat graphg,, ©, which do not have the decoration introduced in
Subsection 5.1, but which have a numbering of the edgesaithste

Theorem 2. The groupoid®t(X) is the path groupoid of the compl@# (%) which has vertices
¢ and the following generators and relations:

Generators:
() Flips F. along the edges € ¢, (see Figurel(I7)).
(il) The exchange& f) of the numbers assigned to edgeand f.
Relations:
(a) There is no vertex that both edgeand f are incident to:Fy o F, = F, o F}.
(b) The edges and f are incident to the same vertex;, o Fy o I, o Fy o F, = (ef).
(€) (ef) o F. = Fyo (ef)
(d)F, o F, =id.

It was observed in [R3, CH1, CP] that Theorem 2’ follows gedsily from the fact [P1, Ko] that
the fat graphs> can be used to label cells in certain cell decompositionsB4of 7 () x R?,.
This allows one to associate a patlin 7(3) x R?. to each pathr € [¢,, ¢,] in ﬁ(Z). Each
closed patht in 7(X) x R% can be deformed into small circles around the codimensian tw
faces of the cell decompositions from [Ha,) P1]. The lattereasily identified with the relations
listed in Theorem 2’. This implies that no relations otheartithose listed in Theorem 2’ are
needed to contract a closed pathe [, @] to the identity.

It remains to show that Theorem 2 follows from Theorem 2’. hAis taim it is important
to observe thaﬁ(Z) imbeds intoPt(X) by means of the following construction: Given the
numbered fat grapty let us define a decorated fat graphaccording to the following rule:
Pick any numbering of the vertices ¢f For each vertex let us distinguish among the edges
which emanate from the one with the smallest number assigned to it. For each mplet
us choose a lif), of the form¢, = 4, o w,,_,. © d., Where the vertices, andv, represent are
the ends ot andd, §, change the decoration only. It is then crucial to check thatélations
of Pt(X) ensure that the image &% (X) within Pt(X) is simply connected. This follows if the
images of the relations listed in Theorem 2’ are contraetibithin Pt(3). We have drawn a
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particular example for such an image in Figuré 24 below. #aisy to verify that the image of
the corresponding path iAt(X) is closed. More generally one needs to consider all relation
obtained by changes of the numbering of the edges. Thed®naslare obtained by inserting
n~! o n between the moves which occur in the image of the relatio®uconsideration, where
7n represents the change of decoration induced by a changerdfering. In a similar way one
may convince oneself that all the relations listed in Theo are mapped to closed paths in
Pt(X), which completes the proof thRt () embeds intdt ().

(12)0F,

N
J/

Figure 24: Image of the pentagonin(X).

It remains to show that each closed patf®iriX) is homotopic to a closed path in the image
of ﬁ(z). Let us consider a closed path € [p, ] € Pt(X). Write 7 = w, o --- o wy,
where eachwy, is of the formw;, = J;. o wy,., o J,, With d;, §;. being composed out of moves
pw and permutations only. Choose any numbering for the edgesaoid denote the resulting
numbered fat graph by. The pathr then defines a pathin ﬁf(Z) by means of the following
construction: Substitute the moves for £ = 1,...,n by the corresponding flips along the
edges which conneet, andv,, and then multiply the result by the necessary permutatiéns
the numbers assigned to the edgeg of has the forntt = ®,,0- - -0®,, whered;, € [Pri1, P
factorize into a single fligF), times a change of numberirig, &, = P, o Fj.

The pathz is mapped to a path’ in Pt(X) by means of the construction abové.has the
form 7’ = ¢, o --- o ¢} with ¢, € [pr+1, k). On the other hand let us note that the path
7’ = ¢l oo ¢ with ¢ = nk‘jl o wy, o 1, Is clearly homotopic tar for all changes of
decorationsy, which satisfyn,.; = n,. For suitable choice of the, one getsy} € [¢r+1, ¥k
It is then easy to see that and¢) are homotopic. O

D. Proof of Proposition[10

One may easily convince oneself that the moZgsand B, can genericallynot be realized
locally. There are simple sufficient criteria for a mowueto be realizable locally.



64

Lemma 16.

(i) A movem = [r,,0,] € M/(X) can always be realized locally if all but one of the
boundary components &f,, are contained ifc.;e € A,}.

(i) The moves3,, B,, T, can be realized locally if the curwg, , which represents the bound-
ary component of, assigned number in Figure[12 is contained itd,.

(i) The movest,,, A,,, Sp, Spq @and B, can always be realized locally.
Proof. Straightforward verifications. O

Proposition 15. (= Proposition 10) If m € M/(X) is admissible, but can not be realized
locally, there always exists a path,, which is (i) homotopic ton within M24(%), and (ii)
takes the form

©Wm =Y, omoY 1 (D.6)

whereY,, is a chain composed out af,-moves and-,,-moves which can all be realized locally.

Proof. The claim will follow easily from another auxiliary resuhat we will formulate as a
separate lemma. As a preparation, let us recall that cudtswgface: along the curves(o, e),

e € A, produces a surfacgf, the connected components of which all have genus zero.d et u
call a markingr irreducibleif the set of connected components3ifhas only one element. It

is easy to see that a markings irreducible iff it has precisely one outgoing externajjed

Lemma 17. Let o be a marking on a surfack that is irreducible. For any chosen boundary
component of X there exists a chain df,-moves and‘,,-moves that (i) preserves admissibility
in each step, (ii) consists only of moves that can be realzeally, and (iii) transformsr to a
irreducible markings’ whose outgoing external edge ends in the chosen companent

Sketch of proof In order to check the following arguments it may be usefuthink of an
irreducible marking as being obtained from the correspaganarkings’ on the surface:!
of genus zero by identifying the appropriate boundary escl To each incoming boundary
component of2' there corresponds a unique elementgf

The following claim is easy to verify. By means éf,,-moves one may transform to a
markinga which has the following two properties. First, for each egnp € 5, at least one
of the edges that are incidentjats contained in4,. Second, there is no edges o, which
connects a vertex to itself. These two properties insure that for each o, eitherZ, or Z];1
preserves the admissibility of the marking. It is then natJeard to construct a sequence of
Z,-moves that (i) can all be realized locally and (ii) whichnséormé to a markings’ whose
outgoing external edge ends in the chosen boundary complanen

By means of a chain of},,-moves one may finally transforai back to a marking’ that
differs from the original marking only by the desired chawdéecoration. O

End of proof of Lemm&a_15Lemmall6 allows us to restrict attention to the cases-=
Zp, By, B, T,,. We need to transform the original marking to another onelwhas the property
that both incoming boundary components of the trinipare contained id,. Given a curve
c € C, \ A, there is a unique subsurfake — ¥ with markingo, such that (ix is the unique
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Figure 25: Labelling of the edges which are relevant for thecdiption of a flip.

outgoing curve in the boundary &f., and (ii) the incoming boundary curvesXf are contained

in A,. In order to infer the existence of the chaijit clearly suffices to apply Lemmall7 to the
subsurface&., andX., respectively, where, andc, are the incoming boundary components
of the trinion with labelp. O

Lemma[I5b implies that,, may be chosen as,, = y,, o 7., o y,', Wherey,, is uniquely
defined by the factorization df,, into elementary moves that can be realized locally, apas
the (fixed) path which was chosen to represerit the case that: can be realized locally.

E. On the proof of Theorem[6

E.1 A technical preliminary

To begin with, let us present a technical result that fatgis the explicit computations. The
operator functions we will be interested in are of the form

O =0({zs1ep}) = Z C, e x(T) = Z 7(€) ze, (E.7)

TeF ecp,

where the summation is taken over the spacef all mapsy, > e — 7(e) € %Z, and the
coefficientsC, are assumed to be non-vanishing for a finite number af F only, in which
case we assum@, € R, . These operators are densely defined and positive seliradjoe to
the self-adjointness of(7). The cone generated by operator functions of the form (Eilfpes
denotedC, (¢).

Proposition 16. Let ¢, ' be two fat graphs that are related by= w,,, € Pt(X), and let us
adopt the labelling of the relevant edges given by Figuier2B.eachO € C_ () one has

3,(0) = u(m) -0 -u(m)™" = Eyze) - 0"~ (Ey(z)) ", (E.8)

whereE, (z) = e,( — 5%;), and0’ is related toO via

o = O(Za/, Zy + ZeryZot, Zgr + Zery —Zer {Zz; 1€ Y, \ {a', b,, Cl, d/, 6/}} ) if

E.Q
O — O(2020,20,2. 20 {2231 € 9\ {asbrcdse}} ). E9)

Proof. Given the explicit expression far,,, we only have to verify that

e—27ripvqw . O . e—27ripvqw — O/,
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with O and O’ being related by[(E]9). Keeping in mind (7.6) we notice ttet operators;
may be represented in the foup= z;, + z;,,, Wherev, w € ¢, are the vertices connected by
the edgef € ¢,. Let us label the vertices ip, and/, such that the edgesandd are incident
to the vertices, andv, besides to the vertexrespectively, and similarly for the verticeg v.
andw. This leads to the following representations for the rai¢Wwaock variables:

z. =27b(qy — pu + Pu) » 2o =2mb(qy, — d, — Py,) »

z, =27bpy + z44, , 2y =270p,, + 24t 5

2, =270(qQw — Pw) + Zowy, 2y =270(q, — PL) + 2y, (E.10)
z. =2wb(—qy) + Zcp, , z¢ =21b(—q,,) + Zer v,

24 =27b(—0y) + Zdo, » 2y =27bp, + Zar vy 5

To complete the proof of Propositidnl16 is now the matter dfaightforward calculation. [J

Remarkl0. This yields in particular the formulae

_ 1 gy 1 _ 1 1
e % =e 2% (14 e % )e 2%, e~ =eta®(1 4 et )eta
Zet = —Ze,

2 —eta%(] 4 )t et et7e =727 (1 4 e 7%)e 2%,

It is quite obvious that these transformations reduce ti thassical counterpartg (6.3) in the
limit b — 0.

As an example let us consider the monomMIg’: = ez (nazatmztnezetniza) \wheren,,
b € {a,b,c,d} are restricted by the requirement tR&{ = n, + n. — n, — ny Mmust be even.
One then finds certain simplifications on the right hand sfdE®):

_ E,(z, + mib’N)
Ey(z,) - Mne - (Ey(z,)) " = /Mgt 2= VM
b(ze> NagMNec ( b(ze>> aNc Eb(z,8 N WZbZN) alle

N1 (E.11)
W | T (e | VW
N—-1

m=—="5-

E.2 Invariance of length operators

In the main text we have explained how to reduce the proof @fofém[ 6 to the following
Lemma:

Lemma 18. Assume that: € M’ (X) can be realized locally. We then have the relation
U(ﬂ'm) ’ LUm,c = I—Tm,c : u(ﬂ-m) (E12)
for all curvesc such thatc € C,, andc € C,, .

On the proof of Lemm@a_18lt is easy to see that our recursive Definitidn 6 of the length
operatord.,, . reduces the task of proving Lemrnal 18 to the curves that reptesboundary
component of,,. Letus writel,. = L, c(5.c)-
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In the casesn = F),,, S, T),, Z, we will need to verify Lemma_18 by direct calculations. Let
us begin with the cases = F},,. The claim is again trivial for the length operators assecia
to the incoming boundary componentsXf,. Let us therefore focus on the length operators
L,...r» L+...; assigned to the outgoing boundary component,gf The Definitior 6 yields the
following expressions for the length operatbrs, ; andL,,, ; respectively.

LO_ ¥ :6211+Y3+)’z+)’1 _|_6211_Y3+}’L+YJ. +6_211_Y3_YZ_Y1
my

4+ oeYrTY2TYs 4 ey1+yz—)/5 4+ e Y123

+ 6221+YZ+YL L3 + eYL_YS |_2 + e_yl_yi Ll ,

B L T i (i (N P Ve A

E.13
L (E.13)

4oeatYatys L YiTYaTYs g oYatyays

/ Iy Iy N N
+€yz+y1L3_'_ey1 y3L2+e Zgz Y2 yng.

We have used the abbreviations= y,, ., ¥, = Yo, e, L. = Ly, andL, = L, ., for . €
{1,2,3},aswellag, = z,_,, 7z, = z,, ., for . € {32,21}. The labelling of the edges is the
one introduced in Figuife 26. According to Proposifioh 16 wedto calculate

’ / ’ Iyl
Eb<2/31) . <GY3+Yz+Y1+Zgz + eyl Y2 Y3+

/ ’ I ! T N A
+eyZ+yng+ey1 ygL;_'_e Zgz Y2 Y3L,3_|_

+e%(y’l+y’z—y;)(1 + e—zgz)e%(yﬁy’z—yg)_i_ (E.14)

_ 1o / / / —; _ 1/ / / /
ez HL) (] 4 e, 2(y1+yz+y3+z32)) - Ey(Z,)"

We finally need to apply equation (El11). The terms in theliimstof (E.14) haveV = 1, those
in the second linéV = 0, and all other terms hav®’ = —1. Straightforward application of
equation[(E.T1) shows that the expression givenin (E.143le.,, f, as claimed.

The next case we will consideris = S,,. It clearly suffices to restrict attention to the case
that>,, = X, ,, the one-holed torus. OR,, let us consider the fat graphs, : = 1,2,3
depicted in Figuré 27.

We havep, = ¢/, andy; = 0/, respectively. The sequence of fat graph, ., ».) defines
the pathr,, € [0),,2),] which we will use. The only relevant curve is the curyevhich
represents the boundary &f,. Definition[6 yields the following expressions for the lemgt

Figure 26: Labelling of the edges of, for m = F,,.
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@) ) ®3)

Figure 27: Fat graphsg; on the one-holed torus.

operatord . s andL,. g respectively:

Ly, s =e* % +2cosh(z. + 24+ 2, + 2)

+ ™ (14 e® + ) f e (14 e % + e %),
Ly,s =€ * 4+ 2cosh(z, + 24+ 2o + zv)

+e% (1+e® 4+ e T) +e (14 e e 22,

(E.15)

The labelling of the relevant edges is the one introducedgnre[27. With the help of Propo-
sition[16 one may calculate

Le,s = Apn)(Lens) = €% 4+ 2cosh(z, + 24 + 20 + 2,)

(E.16)
+e (1 + €™ 4 e* ™)t e (1 +e ™ + e 277),

One may then apply Propositidn]16 once more to calculate,,; (L%ﬁ). The resultid_,, s
as claimed.

We have furthermore verified by direct calculations that beil8 holds in the cases
m = Ty, Z,, By, B, respectively. These calculations proceed along very amtiiles as in
the previous two cases, which motivates us to omit the detail

In the remaining cases = A,,, m = B,, andm = S,, one may use the factorization of
the chainsr,,, which follows from the definitiond (13.5), (13.7) and (13r8%pectively in order
to reduce the proof to the cases where the result is alreadplishied. This completes our
discussion of the proof of Lemniall8. O
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