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Abstract

The objective of the paper is to study properties of periodic geodesics
on translation surfaces that hold for generic elements of the moduli space of
translation surfaces.
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1 Introduction

Let M be a compact connected oriented surface endowed with a flat metric that has a
finite number of conical singularities. The flat structure on M can be determined by
an atlas of coordinate charts such that all transition functions are (affine) rotations
or translations in R? and chart domains cover the whole surface M except for the
singularities. Suppose that the atlas can be chosen so that all transition functions are
translations. Then this atlas endows M with a translation structure and M is called
a translation surface. Translation surfaces are closely related to Abelian differentials
on compact Riemann surfaces. If X is a conical singularity of a translation surface
M, then the total cone angle at this point is of the form 2mm, where m is an integer.
m is called the multiplicity of the singular point X.

A translation structure on M endows the surface punctured at its singular points
with a smooth structure, a flat Riemannian metric, and an area element. Moreover,
it allows us to identify the tangent space at any nonsingular point with Euclidean
space R? so that velocity is an invariant of the geodesic flow. In particular, each
oriented geodesic is assigned a unique direction v (St = {x [R? : |x| = 1}. The
study of the geodesic flow reduces to the study of the family of directional flows F,,
v St on the surface M.

A geodesic on a translation surface cannot have self-intersections. Therefore a
geodesic joining a nonsingular point to itself is necessarily closed (or periodic). We
regard periodic geodesics as simple closed curves. The flat structure implies that any
periodic geodesic belongs to a family of freely homotopic parallel periodic geodesics
of the same length. The geodesics of the family fill either the whole surface or a
cylindrical subset. We call this subset a cylinder of periodic geodesics (or a periodic
cylinder). A periodic cylinder is bounded by geodesic segments whose endpoints
are singular points. Such segments are called saddle connections. As a default, peri-
odic geodesics are assumed to be unoriented but we shall consider oriented periodic
geodesics and cylinders as well.



The fundamental properties of periodic geodesics on translation surfaces were
established by Masur.

Theorem 1.1 ([M1], [M2], [M3]) Let M be a translation surfagce.

(a) There exists a periodic geodesic on M of length at most ¢ a, where a is the
area of M and ¢ > 0 is a constant depending only on the genus of M.

(b) The directions of periodic geodesics on M are dense in S*.

(c) Let Ny (M, R) denote the number of periodic cylinders of M of length at most
R > 0. Then there exist 0 < ¢,(M) < c¢,(M) < oo such that

ci(M) < Ni(M,R)/R? < ¢(M)
for R su [ciehtly large.

Theorem 1.1 can be generalized as follows.

Theorem 1.2 ([\Vo]) Let M be a translation surface of area a, m = 1 be the sum
of multiplicities of singular points of M, and s be the length of the shortest saddle
connection of M. Then v

(@) M has a periodic cylinder of length at most 22"~ a and of area at least a/m;

(b) for almost every x [CM directions of periodic geodesics passing through the
point x are dense in S%;

(c) for any R = 22" "3,

-1
((600m)(2m)2m> a"2s?R? < N;(M, R) < (400m)@™*"s2R2,

Two translation surfaces M and M’ are called isomorphic if there exists an
orientation-preserving homeomorphism f : M - M’ such that ¥ maps the set of
singular points of M onto the set of singular points of M’ and f is a translation with
respect to translation structures of M and M’. For any integers p, n = 1 let MQ(p, n)
denote the set of equivalence classes of isomorphic translation surfaces of genus p
with n singular points (of arbitrary multiplicity). MQ(p, n) is called the moduli
space of such surfaces. An element of MQ(p, n) is a translation surface considered
up to isomorphism. The moduli space MQ(p, n) is endowed with the structure of
an affine orbifold of dimension 2(2p +n — 1) and with a canonical volume element
(see Section 6). MQ(p, n) need not be connected but the number of its connected
components is finite. By MQ(p, n) denote the subset of MQ(p, n) corresponding to
translation surfaces of area 1. MQ(p, n) is a real analytic suborbifold of MQ(p, n)
of codimension 1. The volume element on MQ(p,n) induces a canonical volume
element on MQq(p, n) such that the volume of MQq(p, n) is finite (see [V2], [MS]).
Every connected component of MQj(p, n) is of the form C n MQq(p, n), where C is
a connected component of MQ(p, n).

Suppose P is a property of translation surfaces such that P simultaneously holds
or does not hold for any pair of isomorphic translation surfaces. Let C be a nonempty
open subset of MQ(p, n) or MQ(p,n). We say that the property P is generic for
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translation surfaces in C or that P holds for a generic M L[Clif P holds for almost
all M [Clwith respect to the volume element on MQ(p, n) (resp. MQq(p, n)).

The simplest property of periodic geodesics on generic translation surfaces that
is not enjoyed by all translation surfaces concerns regularity of periodic cylinders. A
periodic cylinder is called regular if it is bounded by saddle connections of the same
length as geodesics in the cylinder.

Proposition 1.3 (JEM]) Generic translation surfaces admit only regular periodic
cylinders.

Two nonintersecting periodic geodesics are called homologous if they break the
translation surface into two components. Homologous geodesics are parallel and of
the same length. Two periodic geodesics in the same cylinder are obviously homolo-
gous but the converse is not true. As shown by Eskin, Masur, and Zorich [EMZ], for
any positive integer K a generic translation surface of sufficiently high genus admits
k distinct cylinders of homologous periodic geodesics.

Proposition 1.4 (a) For a generic translation surface any two nonhomologous pe-
riodic geodesics are of di [erknt length and direction.

(b) For a generic translation surface M CIN1Q(p, n), (p,n) 8 (1, 1), all periodic
cylinders are of diLerent area.

The group SL(2,R) acts on the set of translation surfaces of genus p with n
singular points by postcomposition of the chart maps with linear transformations
from SL(2,R). This action descends to an action on the moduli space MQ(p, n),
which is affine and leaves invariant the subspace MQi(p,n). The SL(2,R) action
on MQq(p,n) is volume preserving and ergodic on each connected component of
MQ:(p, n) (see [V1]). This fact is basic in establishing genericity of many properties
of translation surfaces, in particular, the properties stated below.

For any translation surface M and any R > 0 let N;(M, R) denote the number
of periodic cylinders of M of length at most R. By N2(M,R) denote the sum of
areas of these cylinders. Further, for any X let N3(M, X, R) denote the number
of periodic geodesics on M of length at most R that pass through the point X. For
any 0 = 0 let Ng(M, 0, R) denote the number of periodic cylinders of M of length
at most R and of area greater than o.

Let C be a connected component of the space MQ(p, n).

Theorem 1.5 ([EM]) For a generic translation surface M [C]
lim Ny(M, R)/R? = ¢;(C),
where ¢;(C) > 0 depends only on the component C.

Theorem 1.5 was proved by Eskin and Masur [EM] who sharpened results of
Veech [V3]. The constants ¢;(C) were found by Eskin, Masur, and Zorich [EMZ]. It
turns out that explicit evaluation of these constants involves a lot of calculation.
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Theorem 1.6 (a) For a generic translation surface M [C]

Jim N(M, R)/R? = ¢,(C),
where ¢,(C) > 0 depends only on the component C.
(b) c2(C) = c1(C)/m¢, where me = 2p — 2 + n is the sum of multiplicities of
singular points for translation surfaces in C.

Theorem 1.7 For a generic translation surface M [C]

lim N3(M, X, R)/R? = ¢,(C)

R—o0

for almost every x [M.
The following theorem answers, in particular, Question 13.4 of the paper [V3].
Theorem 1.8 For a generic translation surface M [C]

lim N4(M, 0, R)/R? = (1 — o)™ 1¢y(C)

R—o0

for all o [0, 1).

For every translation surface M of area 1 we define three families apm R, Om R,
and Dy r of measures depending on the parameter R > 0. Oy r is a measure on
0,1]; for any K [0} 1] let om r(K) be the number of periodic cylinders of M of
length at most R and of area in the set K. 3y r is a measure on the unit circle St;
for any U St let 3y r(U) be the number of oriented periodic cylinders of length
at most R with directions in the set U. Dy r is a measure on St x 0, 1]; for any
U [S1x[0,1] let Dy r(U) be the number of oriented periodic cylinders of length
at most R with direction v and area a such that (v,a) Ul Let Ry be the length of
the shortest periodic geodesic on M. For any R = Ry the measures Opm r, Om R, and
Dm g are nonzero so we define probability measures Gy r = (Om.r([0,1])) t0om R,
SM,R = (6M7R(Sl))716M‘R, and 6M,R = (DM,R(Sl X [O, 1]))71DM,R- The measures
Gm r describe the distribution of areas of periodic cylinders on M. The measures
SM,R describe the distribution of their directions. The measures [~)M,R describe the
joint distribution of directions and areas.

For any integer m = 1 let Ay, denote a unique Borel measure on [0, 1] such that
Am([0,1]) = (1 —0)™! for all 0 []0,1). Let m; denote Lebesgue measure on S?
normalized so that my(S?) = 1.

Theorem 1.9 For a generic translation surface M [Clwe have the following weak
convergence of measures:
lim CNXMR = )\mc,
R—o0
lim SM,R =my,
R—oo

lim Dy r=my X )\mc.
R—o0 '



Theorem 1.9 means that for a generic translation surface M [Clthe directions of
periodic geodesics on M are uniformly distributed in S* while the areas of periodic
cylinders are distributed according to the measure Am.. Moreover, the distributions
of directions and areas of periodic cylinders are independent. In view of Theorems
1.5 and 1.6(a), the ratio c;(C)/c1(C) may be regarded as the mean area of periodic
cylinders on a generic translation surface M [Cl Indeed, ¢,(C)/c;(C) = 1/m¢ is the
expectation of a random variable taking values in [0, 1] with probabilities given by
the measure Am,.

For any translation surface M and any X [ we define a family dyxr of
measures on S? depending on R > 0. For any U [SF let &y xr(U) be the number
of oriented periodic geodesics on M of length at most R passing through the point
X in directions from U. If the measure 0y x r is nonzero then we define a probability
measure Oy xr = (Omxr(S?)) m xR

Theorem 1.10 For a generic translation surface M [Cl the weak convergence of
measures

lim 6M,X,R =y
R—oo

takes place for almost all x [CM.

Thus the directions of periodic geodesics passing through a generic point on a
generic translation surface are uniformly distributed in S?.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review Veech’s theory of Siegel
measures. In Section 3 this theory is applied to a general counting problem related to
the growth of the number of periodic geodesics. The tools to treat limit distributions
are developed in Section 4. Section 5 contains preliminaries on translation surfaces
and Delaunay partitions. In Section 6 we consider moduli spaces of translation sur-
faces. Section 7 is devoted to proofs of main results of the paper. Some proofs rely on
estimates of volumes of certain subsets in the moduli space of translation surfaces.
These estimates are obtained in Section 8.
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2 Siegel measures

Let 9 denote the set of locally finite Borel measures on R2. Given a bounded,
compactly supported Borel function ) on R?, set

~

bw) = [ wixdvix)



for any v [ZIN. Let C¢(R?) denote the space of continuous, compactly supported
functions on R%. Endow 901 with the C.(R?) weak- [fbpology. By definition, this is
the smallest topology such that lj] is continuous on 9 when ¢ [CL(R?).

For any R > 0 let B(R) denote the disk of radius R in R? centered at the origin.
For any v [3& and any R > 0 set N, (R) = Vv(B(R)). The function N, is called the
growth function of the measure v. By 91, denote the set of measures v [t such
that M (V) < oo, where

Ny(R)
M) = T
As a topological space, M, is a countable union of metrizable compacta. Namely, for
any € > 0 the subspace M, (c) = {v M, | M(v) < ¢} is compact and metrizable.
A measure V. IR is called even if v(U) = v(—=U) for any Borel set U [R¥. The set
ME of all even measures is a closed subset of 9. By m denote Lebesgue measure on
R2. Clearly, m [R,(m) [0, and m [3IRe.

Let g [CSL(2,R). We regard g as a linear transformation of R%. For any v [
9 define a measure gv by gv(U) = v(g~1(U)), U [R? a Borel set. The map
SL(2,R) x 9t [{d,v) B gv defines a continuous action of the group SL(2,R) on
9. The sets M, and IM® are invariant under this action.

For any R > 0 define a transformation Tr : 9 - M by Trv(U) = R~2v(RU),
v [, U [CRP a Borel set. The family {Tr}r=0 defines a continuous action of
the group R™ on M. The sets M,, M®, and each of the subsets M,(c), ¢ > 0, are
invariant under this action. Besides, the action of R™ on 9t commutes with the
action of SL(2, R).

Denote by P(M1;) the set of Borel probability measures on 9%,. An element
p CPI(ON,) is called a Siegel measure if the SL(2, R) action on 91, leaves W invariant
and is ergodic with respect to H. Siegel measures were introduced and studied by

Veech [V3].

Theorem 2.1 ([\V3]) Assume p [CH(9,) is a Siegel measure. Then there exists
c(n) =0 such that for any compactly supported bounded Borel function ¢ on R?, the
function (s belongs to L(91,, u) and

y P(v) du(v) = c(p) . W (x) dm(x).

The number c(M) is called the Siegel-Veech constant of the measure M.

Theorem 2.2 ([\V3]) Assume p [CPI(901,) is a Siegel measure. Then

R—o0

lim /M ‘R‘ZNV(R)—C(p)n‘du(v):O.

As a consequence, there exists a sequence R, - oo such that for p-a.e. v [k,

lim No(Rn) _ c(W)m.

n—oo R%




Let 901§ = 9, nME. Denote by P (M) the set of measures p CPI(I;,) supported
on M.

Theorem 2.3 ([VV3]) Assume p CPI(905) is a Siegel measure. Then there exists a
sequence R, — oo such that for p-a.e. v [R5,
lim T,V = c(H)m,
n—oo
where convergence is in the CC(RZ) weak- [Tbpology.
Theorem 2.3 is derived from Theorem 2.2 by applying the following criterion.

Theorem 2.4 ([V3]) Let {v, | a [CA} be a net of even, locally finite Borel mea-
sures on R2. Assume there exist ¢ < oo and a dense set F [SL(2,R) x R* such
that for any (g,t) CF],

. _ 2

élergva(th(l)) = Tt-c.
Then

lim [ P(X)dvg(X) =c [ P(X)dm(x)
R2

acA R2

for any  CCL(R?), i.e., linAlvq =cm in M.
ae

Let g CBR(9M,) be a Siegel measure. Set LY (M, u) = U oo LM (M, 1). The
measure | is called regular if ( CIE* (9, p) for any ¢ CCL(R?).

Theorem 2.5 If p [CPI(90,) is a regular Siegel measure, then for p-a.e. v [IK,,
. Ny(R)
AL TR

A closely related result, which is reproduced below as Part II of Theorem 3.2,
was proved by Eskin and Masur [EM]. The proof of Theorem 2.5 is almost the same
and will be omitted.

— c()m.

Theorem 2.6 If p CPI(9S) is a regular Siegel measure, then for p-a.e. v [R5,
Rlii%O TrV = c(M)m.
Proof. Let c(H) be the Siegel-Veech constant of the measure . By Theorem 2.5,
there exists a Borel set U 015 such that p(U) = 1 and for all v [,
Jim RN, (R) = c(p)m.
Suppose G is a countable dense subset of the group SL(2,R). Set Uy = (,.c 9U.

Clearly, Up is a Borel subset of 9§ and p(Ug) = 1. Take a measure v [U}. For any
g LA and any t > 0 we have

TrV(tgB(1)) = R™?v(gB(Rt)) = R?(g 'v)(B(Rt)) = R"?Ng-1,(Rt).

)
Since g~v [, it follows that limg_. TrRV(tgB(1)) = t>c(W)m. By Theorem 2.4,
limg_,o TRV = C(K)m in . .



3 Counting problem

Let V denote a sequence Vi,Vs,... of vectors in R? equipped with a sequence
W1, Wo, ... of positive reals. The number wy is called the weight of the vector vy.
It is assumed that the sequence of vectors tends to infinity or is finite (possibly
empty). By V denote the set of all such sequences of vectors with weights. Two
elements Vi,Vo [CM are considered to be equal if one of them can be obtained
from the other by rearranging its vectors along with the corresponding rearrange-
ment of weights. The group SL(2,R) acts on the set V by the natural action on
vectors and the trivial action on weights. To each V. [CM we assign a linear func-
tional ®[V] on the space of compactly supported functions on R?; the functional is
defined by the relation @[V |(§) = > 2; WiP(vk). Furthermore, for any R > 0 set
Ny (R) = @[V](Xa(R)) = 2 kv, |<r Wk- The function Ny is called the growth function
of V. If all weights of V are equal to 1, then Ny (R) counts the number of vectors
of V in the disk B(R).

Given V. [M, let vq,Vs,... be the sequence of vectors of V and wq,Ws,... be
the sequence of weights. For any Borel set U [RF let v, (U) = Zk:vk cu Wk It is
easy to see that vy is a Borel measure on R?. Since the sequence Vi, Vs, ... either
tends to infinity or is finite, the measure vy is locally finite, i.e., vy [3M. The
growth function of V coincides with the growth function of the measure vy . For any
compactly supported Borel function § on R?,

VW)= | Wx) dw ()

Let M be a locally compact metric space endowed with a finite nonzero Borel
measure . Suppose the group SL(2,R) acts on the space M by homeomorphisms.
We assume that the measure M is invariant under this action and the action is
ergodic, that is, any measurable subset of M invariant under the action is of zero
or full measure. In what follows we consider maps V : M - V satisfying all or at
least some of the following conditions:

(0) for any Y [CEL(R?) the function M CwlB3 @[V (w)](P) is Borel;

(A) the map V intertwines the actions of the group SL(2, R) on the spaces M and
V, that is, V (gw) = gV () for any g [SL(2,R) and any w [IM;

(B) for any @ [IW there exists ¢(w) < oo such that Ny ) (R) < c(w)R? for all
R > 0;

(B") for any compact subset K there exists ¢(K) < oo such that Ny )(R) <
c(0)R? for all ® LK and R > 0;

C) there exists Rg > 0 such that the function @ B Ny (4)(Ro) belongs to the space
(@)
L™ (M, ) =U >0 LY (M, p);

(C') for any R > 0 the function 6 B Ny ) (R) belongs to L (M, p);
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(C") for any Y [CL(R?) the function w B ®[V (w)](P) belongs to L (M, p);
(E) V(w) =—V(0) for any w M.
Note that conditions (C), (C’), and (C") depend on the measure W.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose a map V : M - V satisfies condition (0). Then conditions
(A) and (C) imply condition (C’), while conditions (C’) and (C") are equivalent.

Proof. Given a bounded, compactly supported Borel function § on R?, set L|]((x)) =
OV (w)](P) for any 0 [CIW. For any R > 0 there exists a sequence Y, Yy, ... of
functions in C¢(R?) such that Y3 = Y = ... and Y - Xp(r) Pointwise as N — oo.
It follows that L|]1 = lﬂz =...and L|]n - XB(r) Pointwise as N - oo. Condition (0)
implies Py, Py, . .. are Borel functions on M. Then XB(R) is a Borel function as well.

Suppose conditions (A) and (C) hold for the map V. Condition (C) means
that Xgry O (M, ) for some Ry > 0. Condition (A) implies Xgg(ry)(®) =
XB(Ro)(97tw) for all g [CSL(2,R) and w WM. Tt follows that Xggr, LI (M, 1)
for any g [C9L(2,R). Since SL(2,R) acts transitively on R? \ {(0,0)}, for any
X [RP there exist a neighborhood Uy of X and an operator gx [SL(2,R) such that
0xUx [BIRg). Given R > 0, the disk B(R) is covered by finitely many neighbor-
hoods Uy,, Ux,, ..., Ux,. Then B(R) I:I;IL1 hiB(Ro), where h; = g;il. It follows that
XBR) = Zli(:l Xn;B(Ro)- BY the above the functions Xn,g(Rr,): - - - » Xn.B(Ro) belongs to
L (M, W). Since Xg(r) is a nonnegative Borel function, it belongs to L**(M, W) as
well. Thus, Xgry [ (M, p) for any R > 0, i.e., condition (C') holds.

For any ¢ [CQ.(R?) there exist ¢,R > 0 such that |[y| < cXg(r). Then ly] <
CXB(R)- It follows that Y L (M, n) whenever XsrR) CLF (M, ). Thus condition
(C') implies condition (C”). On the other hand, for any R > 0 there exists [
C¢(R?) such that Xgry = W. Then 0 < Xpr) =< . By the above XB(R) is a Borel
function, hence Xgry CLF* (M, 1) whenever ¢ [LF (M, ). Thus condition (C”)
implies condition (C'). n

Theorem 3.2 Let V : M - V be a map satisfying condition (0).

I. Suppose the map V satisfies conditions (A) and (B). Then there exists ¢y, =0
such that for any compactly supported bounded Borel function ¢ on R?, the function
w3 [V (0)](P) belongs to LY(M, ) and

S L PV @) duw) = ey [ w6 dm)
IL. If V satisfies conditions (A), (B), and (C), then for p-a.e. w M,
R NV(IS—)Z(R) = M

II1. If V satisfies conditions (A), (B), (C), and (E), then for p-a.e. w [\,

lim /R V(R w00 = v [ 060 dm0

R—o0
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for each compactly supported, Riemann integrable function ¢ : R? - R. In particu-
lar, Rlim TRV (@) = Cv,ym in <N for p-a.e. 0 W,

The constant Cy, is called the Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (V, ).

Part I of Theorem 3.2 was proved by Veech [V3] in some particular cases. The
proof in the general case requires no changes. Parts I and II was proved by Eskin
and Masur [EM] assuming conditions (A), (B), (C), and, implicitly, condition (0)
hold. In fact, the weaker condition (B) was used in the proof instead of condition
(B’). Although condition (C) is not necessary for Part I to be true, it simplifies the
proof significantly. Besides, condition (C) allows one to prove Part I without using
ergodicity of the SL(2, R) action on M.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We shall derive Parts I-11I1I of the theorem from Theorems
2.1, 2.5, and 2.6, respectively.

Defineamap F : M - M by F(0) = Wy (), ® M. It is easy to observe that F
is a Borel map if and only if condition (0) holds for the map V. Further, F (M) [,
if and only if V satisfies condition (B). If condition (A) holds, then F (gw) = gF (w)
for all g [SL(2,R) and 0 . If condition (E) holds, then F (M) [C301°.

Suppose the map V satisfies conditions (0), (A), and (B). For any Borel subset
U 3, let py (U) = 1(F~1(U))/u(M). Condition (0) implies My is a well-defined
finite Borel measure on ;. Condition (B) implies My is a probability measure. Since
M is invariant under the SL(2, R) action on M, condition (A) implies My is invariant
under the SL(2,R) action on 9M,. Ergodicity of the action of SL(2,R) on M with
respect to W implies ergodicity of the action on 9, with respect to Hy. Thus, My
is a Siegel measure. By Theorem 2.1, for any compactly supported bounded Borel
function | : R? ~ R the function § belongs to L1(M,, py ) and

GV dhy () = v [ 900 dm(x)

M, R?

where Cy , is the Siegel-Veech constant of the measure Py . Then L|] oF CLHM,p)
and

i) L BF@)aue) = | 6w o )

As P(F (0)) = ®[V (0)](p) for any w M, Part I of the theorem follows.

Now suppose V satisfies conditions (0), (A), (B), and (C). By Lemma 3.1, con-
dition (C) also holds for V. Condition (C”) means that ¢ o F LI (M, p) for any
P CCL(R?). It follows that () CLF* (90, dy ) for any @ CCL(R?). Therefore py is a

regular Siegel measure. By Theorem 2.5,

lim R™2Ny(R) = mcy

R—oo

for py-a.e. v [, or, equivalently,

lim R™*NEg(R) = Tey

R—o0
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for p-a.e. @ M. As for any @ [CIW the growth function Ng(,) of the measure
F(w) = Vy (e coincides with the growth function Ny ), Part II of the theorem
follows.

Now suppose V satisfies conditions (0), (A), (B), (C), and (E). By the above py
is a regular Siegel measure. Condition (E) implies py CPI(OS). By Theorem 2.6,

lim Trv = Cv,ym

R—oo

for py-a.e. v 3RS, It follows that

Rhm TrVWy () = Cy,ym
for @ O, where U [ is a Borel set such that p(U) = p(M). Given any
compactly supported, Riemann integrable function § : R> — R, there exist two

sequences Y7, Yy, ... and Y, Y5, ... of functions in C¢(R?) such that ¢, < ¢ < Y,
and [(Yr —y) dm < 1/nforn=1,2,.... Obviously,

/ R72L|JE<X/R) dvy ) = / R72L|J(X/R) dvy 0 = / R72L|J:(X/R> dvy (@)
R2 R2 R2
for any w [\, and

lim dm = lim / Y, dm = ¢ dm.

n—oo R2 n—oo R2
If w U, then

/ R (X/R) dvy () = cv,u/ W,y dm,
R2 R2

/ Ry, (X/R) dvy () = cv,u/ U, dm
R2 R2
forn=1,2,.... It follows that

/ R_ZLD(X/R) dVV ) = CV,H / l.|J dm
R2 R2
for any @ [Ul Part III of the theorem is proved. n

Proposition 3.3 LetV : M - V be a map satisfying conditions (0), (A), and (B).
Let cy,, denote the Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (V,p). Then ¢y, = 0 if and
only if the sequence V (w) is empty for p-a.e. w M.
Proof. By Part I of Theorem 3.2,
i

— [ PV (@)](Xer) dH(w) = moy,uR?

HM) Ji "~ :
for any R > 0. Observe that @[V (0)](Xsr)) = 0, and @[V (0)](Xew)) = 0 if and
only if the sequence V (w) contains no vectors of length at most R. Clearly, if V (w)
is empty for p-a.e. ® [, then ¢y, = 0. Conversely, if ¢y = 0, then for any
R > 0 we have [V (w)](Xg(r)) = 0 for p-a.e. @ [IM1. Hence there exists a Borel set

U M such that u(U) = p(M) and @[V (0)](Xe@) = @[V (0)](Xe@) = --- =0
for w Ul Then for any w [Ul the sequence V (w) is empty. .
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4 Limit distributions

Denote by Vi the subset of V consisting of sequences with all weights equal to 1.
For any K [CRT = (0, 00) define a map Wk : V - V; as follows. Given V. [V the
sequence WiV is obtained from V by removing all vectors with weights outside K
and then changing weights of the remaining vectors to 1.

Let V. [V vq,Vy,... be the sequence of vectors of V, and Wy, Ws, ... be the se-
quence of weights. For any compactly supported function ) on R? and any function
f on R* set U[V|(F,0) = >, o, F(Wi)W(vk). Clearly, ®[V](P) = V[V](id, ) and
PWkV (W) = ¥[V](Xk, V) for any K [CRI". By C¢(R*) denote the space of con-
tinuous, compactly supported functions on R*. Note that any function f CCL(R™)
vanishes in a neighborhood of 0. ¥[V] is a bilinear functional on C;(R™) x C.(R?).

Furthermore, we associate to V three families 0y r, 0y r, and Dy r of measures
depending on the parameter R > 0. ay r is a measure on R™; for any K [CRI"
let oy r(K) be the number of indices k such that [vx| < R and wy K. dyr is a
measure on the unit circle S = {v [CRP : |v| = 1}; for any U [St let &y r(U) be
the number of indices K such that 0 < |vx] < R and vi/|vg| [CU. Finally, Dy is a
measure on St x R*; for any U [S1x R* let Dy r(U) be the number of indices k
such that 0 < |vx| < R and (Vi/|vk|,Wx) [U. The measures Oy r, R > 0, describe
the distribution of weights of vectors in V. The measures dy g, R > 0, describe
the distribution of their directions. The measures Dy r, R > 0, describe the joint
distribution of directions and weights.

Suppose V contains nonzero vectors and denote by Ry the length of the short-
est nonzero vector in V. For any R = Ry the measures Oy r, 0y r, and Dy r are
nonzero so we can define probability measures @Gyr = (ayr(R*)) oy R, SV,R =
(5V,R(Sl))_16V,Ra and Dy r = (DV,R(Sl x R+))_1DV,R.

Now let V be a map of the space M introduced in Section 3 to V. We add two
more conditions to the list started in Section 3:

(0") for any a > 0 the map M LB W)V (w) satisfies condition (0);

(0”) for any f [CCL(R*) and ¢ [CL(R?) the function M CwlB Y[V (w)](f, V) is
Borel.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose a map V : M - V satisfies condition (0’). Then for any
Borel set K [CRT the map Wk V satisfies condition (0).

Proof. Let K denote the set of subsets K [CRT such that the map WkV satisfies
condition (0). We shall verify the following properties of K:

(i) if A,B [(Kland An B = [then A [BI K]
(ii) if A,B [[Kland B [CA] then A\ B [KI

(iii) if Ag, Az, ... [Kland lim A, exists, then lim A, KL

n—oo n—oo
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Let A,B [RI. If An B = [ then ®[Wxa sV (w)] = P[WaV ()] + P[WV (w)] for
all @ 1. This implies property (i). If B [CA] then ®[Wa\gV (0)] = ®[WAV (0)] —
$[WgV (w)] for all @ . This implies property (ii). Now suppose Ag, Az, ... are
subsets of R* such that the set A = limy,_,, Ap exists. Then Xa(t) = limp_ Xa, (t)
for all t > 0. It follows that ®[WaV (0)](P) = limp_ e P[Wa,V (0)](P) for any
¢ [CCL(R?) and w 1. This implies property (iii).

Condition (0') means that (a,c0) [CK for any a > 0. Property (iii) implies
R* =z, (n7!, 00) [Kland [ (. Z,(n, o) [KI For any a, b, 0 < a <h, we have
(a,b] = (a,00) \ (b, 00) K. Further, (a,b) = JZ,(a,b —n~*] CKI. Since any open
subset of R is a disjoint union of intervals, properties (i) and (iii) imply K contains
all open subsets of R*. Then it follows from the properties (i), (ii), and (iii) that K
contains all Borel subsets of R™. .

Lemma 4.2 Conditions (0") and (0”) are equivalent. Condition (0”) implies con-
dition (0).

Proof. Let F denote the set of functions ¥ on R* such that the function M [1
w B YV (0)](f,P) is Borel for any ¢ CCL(R?). F have the following properties:

(1) if fl, f2 EE', then alfl + azfz [H for any ajp, ay [ Rl
(i) if f1,F,, ... [Hand f = lim f, pointwise, then ¥ [H.

n—oo

The first property follows from the fact that W[V (0)](f, ) depends linearly on f.
To verify the second property observe that W[V (0)](f, ) = limp_o Y[V (0)](Fn, ¥)
for any ¢ [CL(R?) and @ M if (t) = limp_, Fo(t) for all t > 0.

Suppose the map V satisfies condition (0’). Then Lemma 4.1 implies Xx [H
for all Borel sets K [CRI". Given f [CQ,(R™), for any [ 0 there exist Borel sets
Ki,..., K, and constants ay, . .., an such that sup |[f — (a1 Xk, + - +anXk, )| < [t
follows from properties (i) and (ii) that f [CH. Thus C¢(R*) [E] i.e., condition (0”)
holds. Conversely, if the map V satisfies condition (0”), that is, C.(R™) [El then
it easily follows from property (ii) that X, [H for any a > 0 and idp) [H.
This means that conditions (0) and (0) hold for V. .

Proposition 4.3 Let a map V : M - V satisfy conditions (0'), (A), and (B).
Then (a) for any Borel set K [CRT the map WkV satisfies conditions (0) and (A);

(b) for any K [C(II®0), [3 0, the map WV satisfies condition (B);

(c) there exists a unique Borel measure Ay, on R* with the following property:
for any Borel set K [CRT such that WV satisfies conditions (0), (A), and (B) the
Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (WkV, p) is equal to Ay ,(K);

(d) if ¢y, denotes the Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (V, ), then

0

(e) if condition (B) holds for the map W .,V , then the measure Ay, is finite
and condition (B) holds for WV for any K [RT.

13



The measure Ay, is called the Siegel-Veech measure of the pair (V, p).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. By Lemma 4.1, the map WV satisfies condition
(0) for any Borel set K [CHRI". For any K [CR" condition (A) holds for WkV
since the SL(2,R) action on V does not affect weights. If K [{I[$o), [3> 0, then
Nw v @) (R) < Ny )(R) for all @ W and R > 0, hence condition (B) holds
for WV . If condition (B) holds for the map W )V, then this condition holds
for WV for any K [CRI" since Nw,v)(R) < NW(o,oo>V(w)(R) for all w [CIM and
R>0.

Let K [CRI" be a Borel set. By the above for any ¢ [Q¢(R?) the function
M B ¢[WkV (0)](P) is Borel. Then it follows that for any R > 0 the function
w B ¢[WkV (0)](Xe(R)) = Nw,v @) (R) is Borel (cf. the proof of Lemma 3.1). Set

Avu(K) = / Nw v @) (1) dpu(w).

- u(M) Jum

Obviously, 0 < Ay u(K) = oo. Suppose Ky, Ky, ... are disjoint Borel subsets of R*
and denote K = (J;Z; Kn. Then Nw v @)(1) = >0 Nw, v @) (1) for any o .
It follows that Ay, (K) = > 02 Avu(Kn). Thus Ay, is a measure. If the map Wk V
satisfies conditions (0), (A), and (B) for some Borel set K [CRI, then the Siegel-
Veech constant of (WkV, ) is equal to Ay, (K) due to Part I of Theorem 3.2. If
condition (B) holds for the map W )V , then Ay ,(R™) is the Siegel-Veech constant
of (W,00)V, M), in particular, Ay ,(R™) < oo.

Suppose A is a Borel measure on R* having the property required in the state-
ment (c). Take any Borel set K [CR*. For each [ 0 let K = K n (L$o).
By the above conditions (0), (A), and (B) hold for the map W,V , hence A(K )
is the Siegel-Veech constant of (Wk, V, M), in particular, A(K ) = Ay (K ). Then
AK) =1lim o A(K ) =1lim _oAyvu(K ) = Ay u(K). Thus A = Ay .

Let Ty, T, ... be the functions on R™ such that f,(t) = 27"k for 27"k < t <

"k+1),k=0,1,.... Then 0= f; < f, < ... and limp_, Fr(t) =t for all t > 0.
It follows that

lim Ooofn(t) Ay (t) = /0 L),
i [0V (@) Xaw) 0H@) = | Ny (1) du(@).
M M

For any integer n = 1 we have

| ¥V @) X0 duo Zz K [ Ny (1) G(0) =

M) 27K - Ay (2K, 2 (K + 1) / £ () Ay (1),

hence
o 1
[ e = i [, N,
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By Part I of Theorem 3.2, the right-hand side of the last equality is equal to the
Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (V, p). 0

Proposition 4.4 Suppose a map V : M - V satisfies conditions (0'), (A), (B),
and (C). Then for p-a.e. w [\,

lim (T[Rz)_la\/ (@,R = )\V,p

R—oo

in the following sense:

tin s [0 dovm® = [ OO 1)
for any bounded function f [CCI(R™) vanishing in a neighborhood of 0.

If, in addition, condition (B) holds for the map W,V and the Siegel-Veech
constant of the pair (V, ) is nonzero, then for p-a.e. w [\,

Jim Qv )R = Avu(RT) ™ Av

in the following sense:

im [ F(t) oy @ r(t) = / £1) dAv () @)

R—oo [ )\Vu
for any bounded function f CCI(R™).

Proof. Let K [CRI" be a Borel set such that K [{I¥o) for some [3> 0. By
Proposition 4.3, the map WV satisfies conditions (0), (A), and (B). Condition (C)
also holds for WiV since Nw v @)(R) = Ny ()(R) for any and R > 0.
By Part IT of Theorem 3.2, for p-a.e. @ [CIM1 we have

Jim R™*Nwev @) (R) = mv,u(K). (3)

Let K denote the countable collection of sets consisting of intervals (ry, rp] such that

Iy, rp are rational numbers and 0 < r; < r,. By the above there exists a Borel set

U CM, p(U) = u(M), such that for any w [0l and any K [Kl relation (3) holds.
Take any @ [0l For each function f CLHR™, Ay,) set

) 1 > >
Fo(f) = limsup W/ T (t) day () r(t) _/ T(t) dAy u(t)|.
0 0

R—oo

Suppose T [CCL(R™) and choose a > 1 such that = 0 outside the segment [1/a, a].
For any [3 0 there exist disjoint sets Ky, ..., K, Kl and constants by, ..., b, such
that the function ¥ = byXk, + -+ + bnXk,, satisfies the inequality sup |f — | < [J

Observe that .
| F 0 don @t = > biNw v ®
0 i=1
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‘/f ) dAv u(t) Zﬁmpm

Since w [l it follows that F,(f ) = 0. Further,

/O [F(8) = F (1)] day @y = (1) < M, v ((R),

/O TIR() = F ()] dAv (1) < Doy (2 a)).

It follows that Fy(f) < M (&, ®), where M (&, ) = supgrso R™*Nw,,, v @) (R) +
Avu([17a,a]). Note that M (a, w) < oo while [Cdan be chosen arbitrarily small. Thus
Fo(F) =0.

Now let f be a bounded continuous function on R vanishing in a neighborhood
of 0. For any a > 0 there exists f, [Q.(R*) such that f; = f on (0,a) and
sup |fa — F| < sup [f|. We have

/0 [£(t) — £ (0] daty @ = (8) < Ny, _ v (R)sup [F],

/0 TIR() = Fa ()] dAv (1) < Auu(f2, 00)) sup [F.

By the above Fy(fy) = 0, hence Fy(f) < My (a,w)sup|f|, where My (a,®) =
suPr=o R™?Nw;, _v @ (R) + Avu([a, 0)). Since Nw,, v@)(R) = a*Ny(R), it
follows that M (a,0) — 0 as a — oo. Thus F,(f) =0, i.e., equality (1) holds.

Now suppose the map W )V satisfies condition (B). Then Ay, is a finite
measure. Let Kq denote the collection of intervals (ry, rp| such that ry, ry are rational
numbers and 0 < r; < r,. Then there exists a Borel set Uy UL n(Up) = p(M),
such that for any 0 [Uh and any K [Kl relation (3) holds. Take any o [U}. Let
T be a bounded continuous function on R*. For any [3 0 there exists a bounded
function f CCQ(R™) such that f vanishes in a neighborhood of 0, f = f on (L[3o),
and sup |[f — | < sup |f|. We have

|10~ F (Ol dovm(®) < Nu, v (R)supF),

e}

If(t) — F ()] dAy (1) < Avu((0, Dlsup [F].

S~

By the above F, (f) = 0, therefore Fy(f) < Mo(LD)sup |f|, where Mg(Lh) =
lim supr=o(TR?) "*Nw,, ;v @)(R) + Av,u((0, ). Since © [y, we have Mo(Lb) <
Avu((0, r]) + Av,u((0, O) for any rational r = [Since Ay ,(R™) < oo, it follows that
Mo (L) < 2Ay,u((0, 0J and Mo(L) — 0 as [ 0. Thus F,(F) = 0, i.e., equality
(1) holds for f. In particular, equality (1) holds for ¥ =1 so we get

Jim (TR?) ™0ty @)r (R™) = Avu(R™).

If the Siegel-Veech constant of (V, ) is nonzero, then Ay ,(R™) > 0 and equality (2)
follows. "
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Proposition 4.5 Suppose a map V : M - V; satisfies conditions (0), (A), (B),
(C), (E), and the Siegel-Veech constant of the pair (V, 1) is nonzero. Then for p-a.e.
w [\,

lim 6\/ (@),R = My,
R—o0

where m; is Lebesgue measure on S* normalized so that m;(S?!) = 1. The convergence
means that

lim (p(e dév(w)R / (P dml (4)

R—o0 Sl

for any Riemann integrable function ¢ on S*.

Proof. By Part III of Theorem 3.2, there exists a Borel set U M, p(U) = p(M),
such that for any w [Ul,

im [ (&) 00 = v [ 960 dmi) (5)

R—>OO R2

for each compactly supported, Riemann integrable function § on R?. Here cy, is
the Siegel-Veech constant of (V, ).

Take any 0 Ul Let @ be an arbitrary Riemann integrable function on S*. For
any X [RP set @1(X) = @(x/|X|) if 0 < [X| =1, and @1(X) = 0 otherwise. Then @; is
a Riemann integrable function on R?, therefore equality (5) holds for ¢ = @;. Since

V (M) [V, we have
. P1(X/R) dvy (o) (X / @(0) ddy (),r(0)
for all R > 0. Besides,
. P1(X)dm(x) =1 g ©(8) dmy(0).
Hence

lim R_z/ ([J(e) dév(w)’R(e) = TCy (p(e) dm1<e)
St St

R—o0

In particular, the latter relation holds for @ = 1 so we get

lim R™ 6\/ (@), R(S ) = TCy -

R—oo

Since cy,, > 0, equality (4) follows. .

Proposition 4.6 Suppose a map V : M - V satisfies conditions (0'), (A), (B),
(C), and (E). Then for p-a.e. w [\,

lim (T[RZ)_]'DV (w),R = Mg X )\V’u

R—o0
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in the following sense:

1
Jim £(6) dDy o (O / / £(8,1) dma(8) Ay (t)  (6)
—0o MR? Jg1,p+ st

for any bounded function f [CCI(S! x R*) vanishing in a neighborhood of S* x {0}.
If, in addition, condition (B) holds for the map W,V and the Siegel-Veech
constant of the pair (V, ) is nonzero, then for p-a.e. @ [\,

Jim Dy yr = (Avu(R™)) ™ ms > Ay

in the following sense:

lim f(@) dlSV (w),R( )\ / / dml ) d)\Vu(t)
R—oo Jg1y R+ V u S1

for any bounded function f [CCI(S! < R™).

Proof. Let K [CRY be a Borel set such that K [{II$o) for some [3 0. Then the
map WV satisfies conditions (0), (A), (B), (C), and (E) (cf. the proof of Proposition
4.4). As shown in the proof of Proposition 4.5, for p-a.e. @ [CIM1 we have

R—o0

fim R [ 0(8) By m(8) = Mvu(€) | 0(8) im0 (7)
S1 St

for any Riemann integrable function @ on S*. Let K denote the collection of intervals
(r1,rp] such that ry, rp are rational numbers and 0 < r; < r,. By the above there
exists a Borel set U [CM, p(U) = p(M), such that for any w [Ul, any K [CKI, and
any function @ [CI(S?) relation (7) holds.

Take any @ [Ul. For each function f [CLF(S! x R*, my x Ay ) set

Folf) =timsup |25 [ #(€)dDva(®) = [ [ F(6.0dm(®) (0]

R—oo

Suppose f [CL(S!xR™), i.e., f is a continuous function on S!xR™* vanishing outside
St x [1/a,a] for some a > 1. For any [3 0 there exist disjoint sets Ky, ..., K, Kl
and functions @1,...,9, [Q(S?!) such that the function f defined by f (6,t) =
01(0) Xk, (£) + ++0n(0)Xk, (1), 8 [SE t [CRI* satisfies the inequality sup |[f—F | <
L1Observe that

n
[ f©)dDuwr® =3 [ 0 dwvwald)
SIxRt i=1 St

/ / 9 t dml d)\VH Z)\Vu K. / (p dml
3!
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Since w [l it follows that F,(f ) = 0. Further,

L. IF©) = (©)]dDya(0) < B, v (R)

/31 /OOO [£(6,t) — F (8, t)| dmy(8) dAy () < A, ([a %, a)).

It follows that Fy(f) < M (a,w), where M(a,w) = supgrsq R*ZNW[l/a’a]V(w)(R) +
Avu([1/a,a]). Since M(a,w) < oo while [¢an be chosen arbitrarily small, we have
Fo(f) =0, i.e., equality (6) holds.

The remaining part of the proof is completely analogous to the corresponding
part of the proof of Proposition 4.4 and we omit it. .

5 Translation surfaces. The Delaunay partitions

Let M be a compact connected oriented surface. A translation structure on M is an
atlas of coordinate charts 0 = {(Uq, Fq)}acua, where Uy is a domain in M and fy is
an orientation-preserving homeomorphism of Uy onto a domain in R?, such that:

(i) all transition functions are translations in R?;

(ii) chart domains Uy, o A, cover all surface M except for finitely many points
(called singular points);

(iii) the atlas w is maximal relative to the conditions (i) and (ii);

(iv) a punctured neighborhood of any singular point covers a punctured neigh-
borhood of a point in R? via an m-to-1 map which is a translation in coordinates of
the atlas w; the number m is called the multiplicity of the singular point.

A translation surface is a compact connected oriented surface equipped with a
translation structure. In what follows we assume that each translation surface has
at least one singular point.

Let M be a translation surface and ® be the translation structure of M. Each
translation of the plane R? is a smooth map preserving Euclidean metric and
Lebesgue measure on R2. Hence the translation structure ® induces a smooth struc-
ture, a flat Riemannian metric, and a finite Borel measure on the surface M punc-
tured at the singular points of ®. Each singular point of 0 is a cone type singularity
of the metric. The cone angle is equal to 2mm, where m is the multiplicity of the sin-
gular point. A singular point of multiplicity 1 is called removable as the flat metric
can be continuously extended to this point. Any geodesic of the metric is a straight
line in coordinates of the atlas 0. The translation structure w allows us to identify
the tangent space at any nonsingular point X [CM with the Euclidean space R? so
that velocity be an integral of the geodesic flow with respect to this identification.
Thus each oriented geodesic is assigned a direction v [St.

Let M be a compact connected oriented surface. Suppose M is endowed with a
complex structure given by an atlas of charts (Uq, Z¢), 0 A, and let g be a nonzero
Abelian differential (holomorphic 1-form) on M. A chart (U, z) is called a natural
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parameter of q if ¢ = dz in U. Let w denote the atlas of all natural parameters of
. By identifying C with R? we can assume that charts of ® range in R?. Then w
becomes a translation structure on M. The singular points of  are the zeroes of the
differential g, namely, a zero of order n is a singular point of multiplicity n+1. Every
translation structure on M without removable singular points can be obtained this
way.

A simple and effective way to construct translation surfaces is to glue them from
polygons. Let Pq,...,Pn be disjoint plane polygons. The natural orientation of R?
induces an orientation of the boundary of every polygon. Suppose all sides of the
polygons Py, ..., P, are distributed into pairs such that two sides in each pair are of
the same length and direction, and of opposite orientations. Glue the sides in each
pair by translation. Then the union of the polygons P4, ..., Py becomes a surface M.
By construction, the surface M is compact and oriented. Suppose M is connected
(if it is not, then we should apply the construction to a smaller set of polygons). The
restrictions of the identity map on R? to the interiors of the polygons P1,..., P, can
be regarded as charts of M. This finite collection of charts extends to a translation
structure @ on M. The translation structure w is uniquely determined if we require
that the set of singular points of W be the set of points corresponding to vertices of
the polygons P4,...,Pn.

Let M be a translation surface. A saddle connection of M is a geodesic segment
joining two singular points or a singular point to itself and having no singular points
in its interior. Two saddle connections of M are said to be disjoint if they have
no common interior points (common endpoints are allowed). A domain U [CM
containing no singular points is called a triangle (a polygon, an n-gon) if there is a
map f : U - R? such that the chart (U, f) belongs to the translation structure of
M and f(U) is the interior of a triangle (resp. a polygon, an N-gon) in the plane R?.
Suppose we have a finite collection of pairwise disjoint saddle connections dividing
the surface M into finitely many domains such that each domain is a polygon and,
moreover, each N-gon is bounded by n saddle connections (in general, an N-gon on
M may be bounded by more than n saddle connections). Then M can be obtained
by gluing together plane polygons as described above so that the saddle connections
correspond to sides of glued polygons. The following well-known proposition shows,
in particular, that any translation surface can be obtained this way.

Proposition 5.1 (a) Any collection of pairwise disjoint saddle connections of a
translation surface M can be extended to a maximal collection.

(b) Any maximal collection of pairwise disjoint saddle connections partitions the
surface M into triangles, each triangle being bounded by three saddle connections.

(c) For any maximal collection, the number of saddle connections is equal to 3m
and the number of triangles in the corresponding triangulation is equal to 2m, where
m is the sum of multiplicities of singular points.

(d) m =2p — 2 + k, where p is the genus of M and k is the number of singular
points of M.

Every translation surface has a useful Delaunay partition. We shall define this
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partition following the paper of Masur and Smillie [MS].

Let Z be the set of singular points of a translation surface M. For any Xx M \Z
let d(X, Z) denote the distance from X to the set Z. A geodesic segment joining X to
a singular point is called a length-minimizing path if its length is equal to d(X, Z).
Any point X [CM \ Z admits at least one length-minimizing path and the number
of all such paths is at most finite (see [MS]).

For any R > 0 let B(R) denote the disk of radius R in R? centered at the origin.
Given a point X M \ Z, there is a unique map 1Ix : B(d(X,Z)) - M \ Z such
that 1(0) = X and Ix is a translation with respect to the translation structure of M.
The map Ix is uniquely extended to a continuous map of the closure of B(d(Xx,Z))
to M. Let Z) be the set of points in 0B(d(X,Z)) that map to points in Z. ZJ is
a nonempty finite set. Each segment joining the origin to a point in ZJ is mapped
by Ix to a length-minimizing path. The cardinality of Z] is equal to the number of
length-minimizing paths starting at X. Let Hy be the convex hull of Z. If Z; consists
of two points then Hy is a segment and its image under Iy is a saddle connection
called a Delaunay edge. If Z; consists of more than two points then Hy is a polygon
inscribed in the circle 0B(d(X, Z)). It is shown in [MS] that the restriction of the
map Iy to the interior of Hy is injective. The image under Iy of the interior of Hy is
a polygon on M called a Delaunay cell.

Proposition 5.2 ([MS]) Distinct Delaunay edges are disjoint saddle connections.
Distinct Delaunay cells are disjoint domains. Any Delaunay cell is bounded by De-
launay edges. Any Delaunay edge separates two Delaunay cells or a Delaunay cell
from itself.

Proposition 5.2 implies that Delaunay edges partition the surface M into Delau-
nay cells. This partition is called the Delaunay partition of the translation surface
M. By Proposition 5.1, the number of Delaunay edges and Delaunay cells is finite.

Proposition 5.3 Suppose T is a triangulation of a translation surface M by a max-
imal set of disjoint saddle connections. Then T is the Delaunay partition of M if
and only if for any edge L of T two angles 08, 8, opposite L in two triangles of 1
bounded by L satisfy the inequality 8; + 8, < .

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, the triangulation T is the Delaunay partition of the
translation surface M if and only if each triangle of T is a Delaunay cell.

Denote by w the translation structure of M. For any triangle T of T there is a
map fr : T - R?such that (T, fr) [l The map fr is determined up to translation.
We can assume without loss of generality that the triangle f+(T) [R? is inscribed
in a circle centered at the origin. By Rt denote the radius of the circle.

Let L be an edge of T and Ty, T, be the triangles of T bounded by L. Let 8; and
B, be the angles of Ty and T, opposite L. By U denote the union of Ty, T,, and the
interior of the edge L. Then U is a polygon. Let f : U — R? be a map such that
(U,f) Caland T = fr, on T;. Suppose T; is a Delaunay cell. By Z denote the set of
singular points of M. Then there exists a point X [M \ Z such that d(X,Z) = Ry,
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and F(1x(X')) = X' for any X' [H(T;). It is easy to see that F(1x(x')) = X' for
any X' [X1U) n B(Ry,). The only points in the closure of B(Rt,) mapped by Ix to
singular points are vertices of the triangle ¥(T;). Therefore the vertex of the triangle
T(T,) opposite its side F(L) lies outside the circle 0B (Ry,). The latter condition is
equivalent to the inequality 81 + 0, < .

Now suppose that for any edge L of T the sum of two angles opposite L is less
than 1. Let T be a triangle of T, Xo [Tl and | be a geodesic segment joining Xg to a
singular point. Further, let X = fr(Xo) and Y’ be a point in R? such that the vector
y' — X is of the same length and direction as I. We claim that y’ lies outside the
circle 0B(Rt) unless it is a vertex of the triangle fr(T). It easily follows from the
claim that T is a Delaunay cell. The claim is proved by induction on the number n
of times the segment | intersects edges of the triangulation T. In the case n = 0 the
segment | does not leave the triangle T hence the point Y’ is a vertex of 1 (T ). Now
let N > 0 and assume the claim holds for all smaller numbers of intersections. Let
L be the edge of T first intersected by | and T; be the triangle of T separated from
T by L. Let U denote the union of triangles T, T;, and the interior of the edge L.
There exists a map f : U - R? such that (U, f) Caland f = fr on T. Let Z’ be the
center of the circle circumscribed around the triangle f(T;). Then f(X) = 2’4 fr, (X)
for all x [T]. Take a point X; [LT]1 n I such that the subsegment of | joining Xq to
X; intersects L only once and does not intersect the other edges of T. By |1 denote
the subsegment of | joining X; to a singular point. Then the point X] = (X;) lies
on the segment joining Xj to Yy’ and the vector y’ — X} is of the same length and
direction as l;. By construction, I; has n — 1 intersections with edges of T. By the
inductive assumption the point y’ lies outside the circle 2’ + 0B (Ry,) circumscribed
around F(T;) unless Y’ is the vertex of f(T;) opposite the side f(L). Since the sum
of two angles opposite f(L) in triangles f(T) and f(T;) is less than T, it follows
that the disk z' + B(Rt,) contains the part of the disk B(Rt) separated from the
triangle F(T) by f(L). Hence y’ lies outside the circle dB(Ryt). The claim is proved
and so is the proposition. .

Lemma 5.4 Suppose M is a translation surface of area at most 1, x [CM, and d is
the distance from x to the closest singular point of M. If d = /2/m then X belongs
to a periodic cylinder of length at most d—1.

Proof. There is a map I : B(d) - M such that 1(0) = X and 1 is a translation with
respect to the translation structure of M. Let r > 0 be the maximal number such
that I is injective on B(r). Then mr? < 1 since the area of M is at most 1. Assuming
d = \/2/m, one has r < d. By the choice of r, there are distinct points X}, X, CdB(r)
such that 1(X]) = 1(X5). It is easy to observe that the segment joining Xj to X} is
a diameter of the disk B(r) and | maps the segment to a periodic geodesic passing
through X. Hence X belongs to a periodic cylinder C of length 2r. Let w denote
the width of C. The area of the cylinder is equal to 2rw, therefore 2rw < 1. The
Pythagorean theorem implies the distance from X to the closest singular point on the
boundary of C is at most /(W/2)2 + r2. Hence d?> < (W/2)? + r2. Since d = /2/m,
we have r?2 < d?/2, then d?/2 < (w/2)2. In particular, 2r =w ! <d-1. .
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6 Moduli spaces of translation surfaces

Let M, M’ be translation surfaces and ®, ®' be their translation structures. An
orientation-preserving homeomorphism f : M - M’ is called an isomorphism of
the translation surfaces if ¥ maps the set of singular points of M onto the set of
singular points of M’ and f is a translation in local coordinates of the atlases w
and ®'. The translation structures w and ®’ are called isomorphic if there is an
isomorphism f: M - M. If M = M’ and w = &’ then the isomorphism T is called
an automorphism of w. Automorphisms of the translation structure ® form a group
Aut(w), which is finite.

Given positive integers p and n, let My be a compact connected oriented sur-
face of genus p and Z, be a subset of My of cardinality n. Denote by Q(p,n)
the set of translation structures on M such that Z, is the set of singular points.
Let W = {(Ua, @a)}aca be a translation structure on Mp. Given an orientation-
preserving homeomorphism f : M, - My, the atlas f = {(f 1 (Uq), @oF)}aca is
a translation structure on M, isomorphic to 0. Let H(p,n) denote the group of
orientation-preserving homeomorphisms of the surface M, leaving invariant the set
Zn. By Ho(p, n) denote the subgroup of H(p, n) consisting of homeomorphisms iso-
topic to the identity. For any 0w [C&p, n) and ¥ CH(p, n) the translation structure
wf belongs to Q(p,Nn). Isomorphic translation structures w,w [CA(p, n) are called
isotopic if W = wfy for some fy [CHo(p,n). Let Q(p,n) denote the set of equiva-
lence classes of isotopic translation structures in €(p,n) and MQ(p, n) denote the
set of equivalence classes of isomorphic translation structures in £2(p,n). The map
H(p,n) < Q(p,n) C(F,w) B of ! defines an action of the group H(p, n) on the set
Q(p, n). By definition, Q(p, n) = Q(p, n)/Ho(p, n) and MQ(p, n) = Q(p,n)/H(p,n).
The mapping class group Mod(p,n) = H(p,n)/Hy(p, n) acts naturally on the set
Q(p,n) and MQ(p, n) = Q(p, n)/ Mod(p, n).

Any translation structure on a surface of genus p with n singular points is iso-
morphic to a translation structure in (p, n). Thus MQ(p, n) is the moduli space of
translation surfaces of genus p with n singular points.

As mentioned in Section 5, there is a one-to-one correspondence between transla-
tion structures in (p, n) and pairs (X, q) such that X is a complex structure on M,
and ( is an Abelian differential of X whose zeroes are contained in Z,. This allows
one to regard MQ(p, n) as the moduli space of Abelian differentials on Riemann
surfaces of genus p with at most n zeroes.

The set Q(p, n) has the natural structure of an affine manifold while the moduli
space MQ(p,n) has the structure of an affine orbifold. We shall describe these
structures following the paper [MS].

Let y : [0,1] = M, be a continuous path. For any 0w [Q(p,n) there exists a
continuous path y,, : [0,1] — R? such that y is a translation of y,, in coordinates of
the atlas w. The path Yy, is determined up to translation. The vector Y, (1) =Y (0) is
called the holonomy vector of y with respect to 0 and is denoted by hol,(y). If y is a
geodesic segment of 0, then the vector hol,(y) is of the same length and direction as
Y. Suppose ( is an Abelian differential associated to the translation structure o (see
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Section 5). If the path y is piecewise smooth then, up to the natural identification

of C with R?,
hola(¥) = | @
Y

The holonomy vector hol,(y) does not change when we replace the path y by a
homologous one. If the path y is closed or its endpoints belong to the set Z,, then
hol,(y) does not change when we replace the translation structure @ by an iso-
topic one. The map y B hol,(y) gives rise to a map dev(®) : Hy(Mp, Zn; Z) - R?
that is an element of the relative cohomology group Hl(Mp, Z,;R?). As the rela-
tive cohomology class dev(w) depends only on the isotopy class of the translation
structure 0, we have a well-defined map dev : Q(p,n) — H*(Mp, Z,; R?). The group
HY(Mp, Zp; R?) is a real vector space of dimension 2N, where N = 2p +n—1 is the
rank of the relative homology group Hi(My, Zn; Z).

Let T (p,n) denote the set of pairs (0, T), where @ [Ck(p, n) and T is a partition
of the surface M, by a maximal set of pairwise disjoint saddle connections of the
translation structure w. By Proposition 5.1, cells of the partition T are triangles with
respect to 0. We call the pair (w, T) a triangulation. A homeomorphism f [CH(p, n)
maps T to a partition fT, which is a partition by disjoint saddle connections of the
translation structure wf~1. The map H(p,n) x T(p,n) [{F, (w, 1)) B (0f1, f1)
defines an action of the group H(p,n) on T(p, n). Two elements (0, T1), (W2, Tz) [
T(p,n) are called a [nelequivalent if there exists fy [CHg(p, n) such that fy maps
each triangle of T; to a triangle of T, and Ty is an affine map in local coordinates of the
atlases 0; and w, when restricted to any triangle of T;. By T (p, n) denote the set of
affine equivalence classes of the above triangulations. T (p, n) is a countable set. The
affine equivalence relation is preserved by the action of H(p,n) and, moreover, each
equivalence class is invariant under the action of the subgroup Ho(p, n). Hence the
H(p,n) action on T (p, n) gives rise to an action of the group Mod(p, n) on T (p, n).
Let MT (p,n) =T (p,n)/ Mod(p, n). An element of MT (p, n) can be regarded as a
pattern to glue a translation surface of genus p with n singular points from triangles.
Since the number of triangles to be glued together is fixed, the set MT (p, n) is finite.

For any T [CTl(p,n) let N(T) denote the set of translation structures in Q(p, n)
that admit a triangulation in the class T. The set N (T) is invariant under the action
of the group Ho(p, n), therefore we shall consider N (T) as a subset of Q(p, n).

Lemma 6.1 For any T [Tl(p, n) the restriction of the map dev to the set N (1) is
injective. The image dev(N (1)) is an open set that can be determined by a system
of inequalities Qij(v) > 0, 1 < i <'s, where Qq,...,Qs are quadratic forms on the
vector space H*(M,, Z,; R?). For any 1y, T, CTI(p, n) the set dev(N (1) n N(12)) is
also open.

Proof. Let (wg, To) CIp, n), T CT(p, n) be the affine equivalence class of (wg, To),
and 0o [CQ(p, n) be the isotopy class of wg. Take any triangle T of the triangulation
To. There is a map fr : T - R? such that (T, ;) Cw}. Let A denote the euclidean
area form on R?. For any vectors V = (V,V2) and U = (U, Uz), A(V,U) = ViUy —U3Vy.
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Let yi1 and Y1 be two sides of T oriented so that A(holy, (Y11), holy, (Y2r)) > 0. For
any  CHY(Mp, Zn;R?) let Qr(q) = A(q(Yir), d(Yzr)). Clearly, Qr is a quadratic
form on H*(My, Zn; R?). Note that Qr(dev(wg)) is the area of the triangle T. We
claim that dev(N(T)) is the set of ¢ CH*(Mp, Zn; R?) such that Qr(q) > 0 for any
triangle T of Tp. Given w [N(T), for any triangle T of Ty there exists a linear map
br : R? » R? such that charts (T,brfr) belong to a translation structure @' [l
Clearly, each operator by is invertible and orientation-preserving. Then

QT (deV((D)) = A(bT hOle (le ), bT hOl(,o0 (ygT )) = (det bT) QT (deV((A)o)) >0

for all T. If dev(w) = dev(wg) then each by is the identity. Since charts (T, fr)
uniquely determine the translation structure wy, it follows that @ = wg. Thus the
map dev is injective on N(T). Now consider any q [CH*(Mp, Zn;R?) such that
Q1(q) > 0 for all triangles T of Tgo. For each T let by be a linear operator in R?
such that bT hOlwo (le) = Q(V1T>, bT hOlwo(VZT) = q(yz'r) Since QT (q) > 0, bT is
invertible and orientation-preserving. If y is a common edge of triangles Ty and T,
then by, holy,(Y) = by, holy,(Y) = q(y). Hence the set of charts (T,brfr) extends
to a translation structure w; CQA(p, n). By construction (0], To) [T] therefore the
isotopy class w; of 0] belongs to N (T). Also, dev(w;) = q since the two cohomologies
take the same values on edges of Tp.

Suppose Wy [N (11) n N(T2) for some T3, T, CTI(p,Nn). Let wy be a translation
structure in the isotopy class W and T4, T; be triangulations such that (wg, T;) [T,
(wg, Ty) . Choose an edge y of T5. If y is not an edge of T; then edges of T break
this saddle connection into several geodesic segments XoX1, X1X2, . . ., XkXk+1, where
Xo and Xk+1 are endpoints of y and Xy, ..., Xk are interior points of edges of T;. Take
any [3> 0. Let Xj,...,X} be points of My such that each Xj (1 < i < k) lies on
the same edge of T; as X;j and the length of the subsegment of the edge bounded by
Xj and X; is less than [JAssuming [ds small enough, there are geodesic segments
X0X7, XiX5, . .., X Xk+1 that form a path homotopic to y. By U (y) denote the set of
all such piecewise geodesics. If y is a common edge of T; and 13, let U (y) = {y}. Let
Y1, Y1 be all edges of T,. If [3k small enough then for any yj [Ul(y;), 1 <j =<I,
the curves Y1, ...,Y| are simple and disjoint except for endpoints. The partition of
M, by these curves can be mapped onto T; by a homeomorphism f [H(p, n).
By P denote the set of all such partitions. For any @ [N(T;) there exists © [l
such that (w’,7{) [ and the identity map of M, is affine on every triangle of T4
with respect to translation structures wy and w’. If dev(w) is close to dev(wg) then
linear parts of the restrictions to triangles of 1] are close to 1. It follows that if
dev(w) is close enough to dev(wg) then each of the sets U (y1),...,U (y|) contains
a saddle connection of the translation structure . Then P contains a partition
T’ such that (', ") [T}, hence @ [CN(Tz). Thus dev(wp) is an interior point of
dev(N (1) N N(T2)). .

By Proposition 5.1, the sets N (1), T CTI(p, n), cover Q(p, n). We use this cover-
ing and the map dev to endow Q(p, n) with a topology, smooth and affine structures,
and a measure. By Lemma 6.1, there exists a unique topology on Q(p, n) such that
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any N(T) is an open set and the restriction of dev to N(T) is a homeomorphism
onto dev(N(T)). The topological space Q(p, n) is a 2N-dimensional manifold. Fur-
ther, there is a unique affine (smooth, real analytic) structure on Q(p, n) such that
the restriction of the map dev to any N(t), T [CTI(p, n), is an affine (resp. smooth,
analytic) map. The euclidean volume form on the vector space H*(My, Zn; R?) is
made canonical by the requirement that the lattice H*(Mp, Zn; Z?) have covolume
1. The volume element on Q(p, n) is obtained from the pull-back, this volume form
by the map dev.

Lemma 6.2 Let w [COIp, n). Then each set of disjoint saddle connections of w that
do not divide the surface M, can be extended to a maximal set of this kind. Each
maximal set consists of N = 2p + n — 1 saddle connections whose homology classes
comprise a basis for Hy (Mg, Zn; Z).

Proof. Let yi,...,Yk be disjoint saddle connections of w that do not divide the
surface Mp. Let m = 2p — 2 + n. By Proposition 5.1, K < 3m and there exist

Yk+1, - - - » Yam such that yi,...,Ysm are disjoint saddle connections of @ that form a
triangulation T of Mp. There are 2m triangles in the triangulation T. We can arrange
them in a sequence Tg, Ty, ..., Tom_1 so that there exist a sequence of domains Uy =

To LW L1 LU}y 1 M, and a sequence of edges €4, ...,8sm_1 of T such that
for any J, 1 < j < 2m — 1, the triangle Tj is disjoint from Uj_1, € separates T;
from Uj_1, and U; is the union of Uj_1, Tj, and the interior of ;. The complement
of Upm_1 is the union of the set of singular points of @ and N = m + 1 edges of T.
Since saddle connections Y1, ..., Yk do not divide the surface My, it can be assumed
without loss of generality that all of them are in the complement of Uyy_3.

It is easy to observe that the group Hi(My, Zn; Z) is generated by the homology
classes of edges of T. For any j, 1 < j < 2m — 1, two sides of the triangle T;
different from e;j are disjoint from Uj. It follows that Hi(Mp, Zn; Z) is generated by
the homology classes of N edges of T disjoint from Upm_1. Since H1(Mp, Zn; Z) is a
free Abelian group of rank N, the latter classes constitute its basis. .

Suppose I' = (y1,...,YN) is an ordered basis of cycles for Hi(Mp, Zn; Z). De-
fine a map fr : H'(Mp, Zn;R?) - (RN = R*™ by fr(q) = (q(v1),...,q(yn)).
fr is an isomorphism of vector spaces. Since fr(H*(Mp, Zn;2%)) = Z?N, fr pre-
serves volumes. Now define a map Fr : Q(p,n) - (R®)N = RN by Fr(0) =
(holy(Y1), - .., holy(yn)). Clearly, Fr(w) = fr(dev(®)). The map Fr is a local home-
omorphism. The volume element on Q(p, n) is the pull-back of the canonical volume
form on R?N by the map Fr-.

Lemma 6.3 The group Mod(p, n) acts on Q(p, n) by a [nelhomeomorphisms pre-
serving volume element. The action is properly discontinuous.

Proof. Every mapping class @ [CMod(p,n) induces an automorphism @, of the

group Hi(Mp, Zpn; Z). Define a linear operator @* on H*(My, Zy; R?) by (9*q)(y) =
q(9.y), Y [CHi(Mp, Zn; Z). @* is invertible and preserves the lattice HY(Mp, Z,; Z?),
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hence it is volume preserving. Observe that dev(w@™1) = @*(dev(w)) for all @ [1
Q(p, n). Besides, if ® [CN(T) for some T CTI(p,Nn) then vt [CN(@T). It follows
that the Mod(p, n) action on Q(p, n) is affine and preserves the volume element.
Let wp [CNI(T), T CTI(p, n). Choose a triangulation (0j, Tj) CTlsuch that wy is
in the isotopy class wg. There exists a neighborhood U [CNI(T) of wp such that for
every translation structure @’ in an isotopy class ® [ any saddle connection of
w" of length | is homotopic to a piecewise geodesic path of wy of length at most 2I,
while any saddle connection of wj of length lg is homotopic to a piecewise geodesic
path of @' of length at most 2ly. Let us show that U¢~! n U B [Ibr only finitely
many @ [CMod(p, n). Denote by K the set of relative homotopy classes of edges of
1). Let R be the maximal length of edges of 1§. By K; denote the set of paths y
on M, with endpoints in Z, such that y is a piecewise geodesic path of length at
most 4R with respect to wj. For any y [CH; there is a homotopic path y' [CHj
that is a saddle connection or the sum of several saddle connections of wj. By Kj
denote the set of relative homotopy classes of paths in Kj. Clearly, K [K}. Since
the translation structure wj has only finitely many saddle connections of length at
most 4R, the set K is finite. Suppose U@~ n U B [fbr some ¢ [Mod(p,n), i.e.,
w101 = w, for some Wy, w, Ul Pick translation structures wj; [C@h and w) [Cb.
Let T; be a partition such that (w7, T;) [Tl By the choice of U, all edges of 1{ are
of length at most 2R. There is a homeomorphism @ [C@lthat maps each edge of T;
onto a saddle connection of W) of the same length. By the choice of U, the mapping
class @ sends each homotopy class from K to a homotopy class in Kj. Since @ is
uniquely determined by its action on elements of K and Kj is a finite set, there are
only finitely many such @. Furthermore, there exists a neighborhood Uy [ Ulof wq
such that Ug@~! n Uy B [fbr a @ [Mod(p, n) if and only if Quy = o, i.c., @ is the
mapping class of an automorphism of wy. .

Since the action of Mod(p,n) on Q(p, n) is properly discontinuous and volume
preserving, the quotient space MQ(p, n) inherits the structure of an affine orbifold
along with a volume element.

Lemma 6.4 The moduli space MQ(p, n) has finitely many connected components.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 6.1 that any of the open sets N(t), T CT(p, n),

has only finitely many connected components. Since MT (p, n) is a finite set, there

exist Ty, ..., Tk CT(p,Nn) such that the natural projection g : Q(p, n) — MQ(p, n)

maps the union N (17) 1 [NI(t) onto MQ(p, n). Then the number of connected

components of MQ(p, n) is at most the number of connected components of N (t;) [
. [NI(tx), which is finite. 0

Let a = (my,...,my) be a nondecreasing sequence of positive integers such
that my + -+ my, = 2p — 2 4+ n. By H(a) denote the set of isomorphy classes
of translation surfaces with n singular points of multiplicities my, ..., m,. H(Q) is
called a stratum. The stratum H(Q) is a nonempty open subset of MQ(p, n). The
moduli space MQ(p, n) is a disjoint union of strata. By Lemma 6.4, each stratum
has only finitely many connected components. The complete classification of all
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connected components for each stratum was obtained by Kontsevich and Zorich
[KZ]. In particular, any stratum has at most 3 connected components.

For any T [Tl(p, n) let M (T) denote the set of translation structures @ CQI(p, n)
such that the Delaunay partition of w is a triangulation in the class T. Let [rebresent
an ordering of the homology classes of edges of the triangulation T. Note that edges
of T need not be oriented so [islactually an ordering of pairs of opposite homology
classes. By M (T, [_denote the set of translation structures @ M (T) such that for
any two nonhomologous Delaunay edges €; and e, of 0 the edge e; is shorter than
e, if the homology class of e; is less than the homology class of e, in the ordering
[ Tlet h be one of the least homology classes with respect to [{fhe other is —h).
By M"(1, [_denote the set of ® (T, Oshich that the holonomy vector hol,(h)
belongs to the halfplane R2 = {(X1,X,) [R? : X, > 0}. The sets M (1), M (1, O 1
and MN(t, Odre invariant under the action of Ho(p,n) so we consider them as
subsets of Q(p,Nn). Then M"(t, LM (T, O T M (1) [CNKT). M(T, [1$ called a
Delaunay triangulation piece while M"(t, [ ¥ called a halfpiece. Clearly, the sets
M (1), T CT(p,n), are disjoint. Two Delaunay triangulation pieces M (1;, [ hnd
M (T2, ) hre disjoint unless Ty = T, and =, 'wo halfpieces MM (1;, [ hnd
MP"2(T,, ;) hre disjoint unless Ty = T, =15, hnd h; = h;.

Lemma 6.5 M(1), M(t, [, and M"(t, [ are open subsets of Q(p, n). The natural
projection T : Q(p,n) — MQ(p, n) is injective on M"(t, [J_IThere exist finitely
many disjoint Delaunay triangulation halfpieces M™ (1, L)L .., MM (1, L Jdsuch
that T is injective on their union and my(M M (1, L) T—1 LM (ty, DJNis a subset
of MQ(p, n) of full volume.

Proof. Let @ [QAp, n) be arepresentative of an @ [CN(T) and T’ be a triangulation
of M, such that (w’,t’) [Tl Let ey be an edge of T’ and Ty, T, be triangles of T’
bounded by €. By 8 (i = 1, 2) denote the angle of Tj opposite €g. Let €1, €, be sides
of Ty different from eg. Then cos8; = (2l112)7*(12 + 13 — 13), where |; = | hol,(&j)],
i = 0,1,2. The homotopy classes of €g, €1, and e, depend only on T. It follows
that cos0; depends continuously on w. Likewise, cos8; is a continuous function of
0 [CN(T1). Since 0 < 05,8, <1, we have 8; + 0, < 1 if and only if cos0; 4 cos8, > 0.
By Proposition 5.3, M(T) can be determined as the set of w [CN(T) satisfying
inequalities fj(w) > 0, i = 1,...,K, where fy,..., fx are continuous functions on
N (t). Hence M (1) is open. Now M (T, [ the intersection of M(T) with a finite
number of open sets of the form {&w [Q(p,n) : |holy(hy)| < |holy(hy)|}, where
h1, h, CH;(Mp, Zn;Z). The halfpiece M"(t, [ the intersection of M (T, O #ith
the open set {w [CQ(p,n) : hol,(h) CRE}.

For any mapping class @ [Mod(p, n) let @, denote the induced automorphism
of Hi1(Mp, Zn;Z). ¢ acts on Q(p,n) so that any M (1) is mapped onto M (T)¢~! =
M (@T). A Delaunay triangulation piece M (T, [ mapped onto M (@1, [’ Iwhere
by definition e; ["€} if and only if @;'e; [@}'e,. A halfpiece M"(t, L3 mapped
onto M®"(t, CJdSuppose M"(1, O@I* = M"(1, O IThen ¢ permutes homo-
topy classes of edges of T. Moreover, @,.hg = %£hg for any homology class hy of an
edge. Since @ is orientation-preserving and homology classes of edges of T generate
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H1(Mp, Zn; Z), it follows that @, is the multiplication by 1 or —1. As @.h = h, @.
is the identity. Let wg [CQ(p,n) be a translation structure whose isotopy class is
in M"(1, _By the above there exists @9 [@that maps each Delaunay cell of &y
onto another Delaunay cell in an affine way. @p maps each Delaunay edge onto a
homologous one, hence @q is an automorphism of wy. Let €; and e, be two Delaunay
edges of Wy bounding the same triangle. If @g(e;) & e; then the edges e; and @q(e1)
divide the surface M into two parts. It is easy to see that the edges €, and @o(e2)
are contained in different parts. None of the latter divides the part it belongs to.
As a consequence, €, and @Qg(€;) are not homologous as they should be. This con-
tradiction implies Qg fixes all Delaunay edges of wg. Then @q is the identity while @
is the trivial mapping class. It follows that the halfpiece M"(t, [1% disjoint from
MP"(t, O@1? for any nontrivial @ [CMod(p, n), i.e., My is injective on M"(t, O]

Let Uy denote the subset of Q(p, n) corresponding to translation structures whose
Delaunay partitions are not triangulations. Let us show that U; has zero volume.
Take any T [T (p,n) and pick an edge e of T (edges of T are determined up to
homotopy). By Ui(T,e) denote the set of @ [CN(T) such that each Delaunay edge
is an edge of T but there is no Delaunay edge homotopic to €. Uy is the union
of countably many sets of the form U;(T,e), hence it is sufficient to prove that
any of them has zero volume. Let @’ be a translation structure in an isotopy class
w [k (1,e) and T’ be a partition of My such that (w’, T") [Tl Let &g be an edge of T
homotopic to €. Let Ty and T, be triangles of T/ bounded by €p. Then the union of Ty,
T,, and the interior of g is isometric to an inscribed quadrilateral. Let e; be a side
of T, different from ey and e, be a side of T, different from €9 and not parallel to e;.
If eg, €1, and e, do not divide the surface, then their homology classes are elements
of a basis for Hi(Mp, Zn;Z) by Lemma 6.2. Once holonomy vectors hol,(€p) and
hol,(e1) are fixed, the holonomy vector hol,(€;) lies on a fixed circle in R? passing
through the origin. Hence Fubini’s theorem implies Uy (T, e) has zero volume. If ey,
e1, and e, do divide the surface, it is easy to observe that €, is homologous to the
side of T, different from eg and €;. Then T; and T, are isometric triangles and their
angles opposite eq are right. It follows that hol,(e;) lies on a circle depending on
holy, (€g). Since €y and e; do not divide My, Lemma 6.2 and Fubini’s theorem imply
again Uy (T, e) has zero volume.

Let U, denote the set of w [Q(p, n) such that | hol,(y1)] = | holy(Y2)| for some
disjoint nonhomologous saddle connections y; and y, of a translation structure in
the isotopy class w. By Lemma 6.2, homology classes of y; and Yy, are linearly
independent. By Lemma 7.1 (see Section 7 below), U, has zero volume. Let Us
denote the set of w [Q(p,n) such that hol,(h) is horizontal for a nonzero h []
H1(Mp, Zn; Z). Us is the union of countably many codimension 1 affine submanifolds
of Q(p, n), hence it is of zero volume.

Since the Mod(p, n) action on T (p, n) has only finitely many orbits, there exist
Ty,..., Tk CT(p, n) such that My maps the union of M (1y),..., M (1), and U; onto
MQ(p, n). For any T [CTI(p, n) the set M (T) is the union of finitely many Delaunay
triangulation pieces and a subset of Uy, while each piece M (1, b the union of
two halfpieces and a subset of Us. Since U; [U} [Ug is a set of zero volume, there

29



exist finitely many halfpieces Pq,...,P; such that mo(P; 1. [P]) is a subset of
MQ(p, n) of full volume. By the above any Ty(Pj) and mo(Pj) either are disjoint or
coincide. Therefore it is no loss to assume that sets To(P1), ..., To(P)) are disjoint.
Then P4,...,P; are also disjoint and Ty is injective on Py [_1. [P]. "

Let @ = {(Uq, @a)}aca be a translation structure on M,. For any operator g [
GL+(2,R) the atlas gw = {(Uq, 99a)}ac is a translation structure on My with the
same singular points of the same multiplicities as @. Although the flat metrics on M,
induced by translation structures w and gw need not coincide, they share the same
geodesics. If g [CSL(2, R) then w and gw induce the same measure on M,. The map
GL+(2,R) xQ(p,n) [C(d,w) B gw defines an action of the group GL+(2,R) on the
set ©2(p, n). Obviously, this action commutes with the action of H(p, n). Therefore
the action of GL+ (2, R) descends to actions on the spaces Q(p, n) and MQ(p, n). The
action of the group GL4+(2,R) on Q(p,n) commutes with the action of Mod(p, n).
Since holg,(Y) = ghol,(y) for any g [CAL4(2,R), w [Q(p,n), and any path vy,
it follows that the GL4+(2, R) action on Q(p, n) is affine and continuous. Moreover,
the action of the subgroup SL(2,R) preserves the volume element. The action of
GL+(2,R) on MQ(p, n) is also continuous and the action of SL(2,R) on MQ(p, n)
is also volume preserving. For any T [TI(p, n) the set N(T) is invariant under the
GL+(2,R) action on Q(p,n). The GL4+(2,R) action on MQ(p, n) leaves invariant
every stratum H(a) CMQ(p, n) and every connected component of MQ(p, n).

The group R™ acts naturally on translation structures by scaling distances. We
define actions of R™ on the sets Q(p,n), Q(p, n), and MQ(p, n) by regarding R™ as
a subgroup of GL4+(2,R).

For any w CXA(p, n), let a(w) denote the area of the surface M, with respect to
the measure induced by ®. Since a(tw) = t?a(w) for any t > 0, every translation
structure w [CA(p, n) is uniquely represented as tw;, where a(w;) = 1 and t CH™.
The area a(w) does not change when we replace ® by an isomorphic translation
structure. By Q1(p, n) and MQ(p, n) denote the subsets of Q(p, n) and MQ(p, n),
respectively, corresponding to translation structures w such that a(w) = 1. Let us
consider a as a function on Q(p, n). Then it follows from the proof of Lemma 6.1 that
a(w) is locally a quadratic form of the vector dev(w) [CH*(Mp, Zn; R?). Hence the
set Q1(p,n) = a~1(1) is a real analytic submanifold of Q(p, n) of codimension 1. This
submanifold is invariant under the actions of Mod(p, n) and SL(2, R). The volume
element on Q(p, n) along with the vector field grada induce a volume element on
Qi1(p,n). Let ft and iy be the Borel measures on Q(p, n) and Qq(p, N), respectively,
induced by the volume elements. Then

fo(U) = 2N - a({te [© [T} 0 <t=<1})

for any Borel set U [Q}(p, n). The action of Mod(p, n) on Q1(p, n) is properly dis-
continuous and volume preserving, therefore the quotient space MQq(p, n) inherits
the structure of a real analytic orbifold along with a volume element. MQ(p, n) is
a suborbifold of MQ(p, n) invariant under the action of SL(2,R). Each connected
component of MQ;(p,n) is of the form C n MQy(p,n), where C is a connected
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component of MQ(p, n). By Yo denote the Borel measure on MQq(p, n) induced by
the volume element. Let Ty : Q(p,n) - MQ(p, n) be the natural projection. Then
Mo(Tlo(U)) = [p(U) for any Borel set U [Qh(p, n) such that Ty is injective on U.
The measure Mo is invariant under the SL(2, R) action on MQ1(p, n).

Theorem 6.6 ([V2], [MS]) Ho(MQ1(p,n)) < oo.

Theorem 6.7 ([\V1]) The SL(2,R) action on MQ;(p, n) is ergodic with respect to
the measure [, on each connected component of MQ;(p, n).

Now we shall define the moduli space MY (p, n) of pairs (M, X) such that M is a
translation surface of genus p with n singular points and X [CM. The maps H(p, n) <
Q(p,n) x M, C¥,0,x) B (of %, f(x)) and SL(2,R) x Q(p,n) x M, [(d,w,x) B
(9w, X) define commuting actions of the groups H(p,n) and SL(2,R) on the set
Q(p,n) x Mp. Let Y(p,n) = (2(p,n) x Mp)/Ho(p,n) and MY (p,n) = (©2(p, n) <
Mp)/H(p,n). Let fo : Y(p,n) - Q(p,n) and po : MY (p,n) - MQ(p,n) be the
natural projections. The group Mod(p, n) acts naturally on Y (p,n) and MY (p,n) =
Y (p,n)/ Mod(p,n). The SL(2,R) action on Q(p,n) X M, descends to actions on
Y (p,n) and MY (p,n).

Let T [T (p,n). Take a translation structure wg [(p,n) that admits a tri-
angulation Tp in the class T. For any @ [N (T) there exists a unique translation
structure X, 1, (®) in the isotopy class @ such that the identity map of My is
affine on each triangle of Tp in local coordinates of the atlases wg and Xy, 1, (0),
that is, for any triangle T of Tp there are a map f : T - R? and an affine map
b : R2 -~ R? such that (T,f) Cdy and (T,bf) Xy, (0). For any  [CN(T)
and X [CM, define Y, (0,X) X (p,n) to be the Ho(p, n)-orbit of the pair
(Xg1o (W), X) CA(p, n)<My. Then the map Y, 1, : N(T)*My - Y (p, n) is injective
and Yo, 1o (N (T) %X Mp) = o * (N (T)). The collection of maps Y, 1,, (00, To) CIKp, n),
endows Y (p, n) with the structure of a fiber bundle over Q(p, n) with the fiber M.

The action of the group Mod(p, n) on Y (p, n) is properly discontinuous, therefore
the quotient space MY (p, n) inherits the quotient topology. For any 0 [CIMQ(p, n)
the following conditions are equivalent: (i) translation structures in the isomorphy
class ® have no automorphisms different from the identity; (ii) for any & ()
the restriction of the projection Ty to some neighborhood of @ is a homeomorphism.
Let Uy be the set of @ [CDAQ(p,n) satisfying these conditions. Uy is an open
dense subset of MQ(p,n) of full volume. The set py*(Up) MY (p,n) is a fiber
bundle over Uy with the fiber My. Suppose @ CIMQ(p,n) \ Uy and wo [k then
Po H(®) is homeomorphic to M/ Aut(wp). Slightly abusing notation, we shall consider
MY (p,n) as a fiber bundle over MQ(p, n) with the fiber M, (even though some
fibers may be not homeomorphic to Mp).

The group SL(2,R) acts on the spaces Y(p,n) and MY (p,n) by homeomor-
phisms. The subspaces Y1(p,n) = Py *(Q1(p, n)) and MY 1(p,n) = pg*(MQ1(p, n))
are invariant under these actions. Note that each connected component of MY 1(p, n)
is of the form py*(C), where C is a connected component of MQj(p, n).
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For any wo C(p, n), let &,, be the Borel measure on M, induced by the trans-
lation structure wo. Let @ be the isotopy class of 0g. The map hy, : My - Aot (w)
defined by the relation (wp, X) [hi,(X), X My, is a homeomorphism. The measure
Po = &u,hpt on the fiber f;*(w) does not depend on the choice of wy [l Likewise,
for any w CIMIQ(p, n) the measures on M, induced by translation structures in the
isomorphy class w define a Borel measure p, on py *(®) (even if the fiber py*(w) is not
homeomorphic to Mp). The space Y1(p, n), which is a fiber bundle over Q1 (p, n) with
the fiber My, carries a natural measure [I; that is the measure g on the base Q1(p, n)
and is the measure f, on the fiber fy*(®). In other words, dfiy(n) = df,(n) dfig(w).
Similarly, the space MY (p,n) carries a natural measure My such that dps(n) =
dpw(N) dpo(w). Notice that Py (MY 1(p,n)) = Ho(MQ1(p, n)) < oo. The measure Yy
is invariant under the action of the group SL(2,R) on MY (p, n).

Theorem 6.8 ([EM]) The SL(2,R) action on MY (p,n) is ergodic with respect
to the measure p; on each connected component of MY ;(p, n).

7 Periodic geodesics

Let M be a translation surface. Any geodesic joining a nonsingular point of M to
itself is periodic (or closed) since it cannot change its direction. We only consider
primitive periodic geodesics, that is, a periodic geodesic is a simple closed curve.
Each unoriented periodic geodesic corresponds to two oriented periodic geodesics of
the same length and of opposite directions. If a geodesic starting at a point X [M is
periodic, then all geodesics starting at nearby points in the same direction are also
periodic. Actually, each periodic geodesic belongs to a family of freely homotopic
periodic geodesics of the same length and direction. If M is a torus without singular
points, then this family fills the whole surface M. Otherwise the family fills a domain
homeomorphic to an annulus. This domain is called a cylinder of periodic geodesics
(or simply a periodic cylinder) since it is isometric to a cylinder R/1Z > (0, w), where
I,w > 0. The number | is called the length or the waist of the periodic cylinder; it
is equal to the length of periodic geodesics in the cylinder. w is called the width or
the height of the cylinder. The cylinder is bounded by saddle connections parallel
to its geodesics. The boundary of the cylinder is a union of two components. If
geodesics in the cylinder are oriented then we can refer to them as the left and
the right components. If M is a translation torus with one singular point then both
components coincide and consist of a single saddle connection. Otherwise the left and
the right components are different although they may share some saddle connections.
A periodic cylinder is called regular if each component of its boundary consists of a
single saddle connection or, equivalently, if bounding saddle connections are of the
same length as periodic geodesics in the cylinder.

Each cylinder of unoriented periodic geodesics corresponds to two oriented peri-
odic cylinders, i.e., cylinders of oriented periodic geodesics. By definition, the direc-
tion and the holonomy vector of an oriented periodic cylinder are the direction and
the holonomy vector of an arbitrary periodic geodesic in the cylinder.
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This section is devoted to the proofs of statements formulated in Section 1. We
begin with Propositions 1.3 and 1.4.

Lemma 7.1 (a) Let hy,h, [CH;(M,, Z,;Z) be relative homology classes that are
not multiples of the same homology class. Then for almost all ¢ CH(M,, Z,; R?)
vectors q(h;),q(h,) CRP have di[erknt lengths and directions.

(b) Let hy, hy, CHyi(Mp, Zn; Z) be another pair of relative homology classes. Let A
be the euclidean area form on R2. Then A(q(h}),q(h5)) 2 A(q(hy),q(h,)) for almost
all g I:EIl(Mp,Zn;RZ) unless h} = byihy + byohy and h, = bpihy + byohy, where
bij CQ, biibyy — biobyy = 1.

Proof. Since h; and h;, are not multiples of the same homology class, there exist
hs,...,hy EH1(Mp, Zn; Z), N = 2p+n—1, such that hy, ..., hy is a basis for a finite
index subgroup of Hi(Mp, Zn; Z). Then Hl(l\/lp, Z,;R?) g3 (q(hy),...,q(hy)) C1
(R?)N is an isomorphism of vector spaces. The set of pairs (vi,V2) [{R?)? such that
vy = 0 or V, = 0 or vectors v; and V, have the same length or direction is of zero
Lebesgue measure. By Fubini’s theorem, for almost all ¢ CHY(Mp, Zn; R?) vectors
g(hy) and q(hy) are nonzero vectors of different length and direction.

Any hi, hy, [H;(My, Z,; Z) are uniquely represented as hf = by1hy +- - - +binhy
and h) = byihy+- - -+bonhy, where bjj CQL. Since A(q(h1), q(hz)) and A(q(h}),q(h3))
are quadratic forms of a vector ¢ CH*(My, Zn; R?), we have either A(q(h}),q(h)) B
A(q(h1),q(hz)) for almost all q or A(q(h}),q(h})) = A(q(h1),q(hz)) for all g. In
the latter case it follows that bjj = 0 for j = 3, that is, h} = biihy + byoh, and
hy = baihy + bazhz. Then A(g(hy), q(h3)) = (bibzz — bizbzr)A(q(hy), a(hz)) for any
g. For almost all q vectors q(h;) and gq(h,) are nonzero and of different directions,
hence A(q<h1), Q(h2>> 5 0. This implies b11b22 - b12b21 =1. [

Proof of Propositions 1.3 and 1.4(a). Suppose U [CM, is a domain bounded
by disjoint saddle connections of a translation structure 0w CAp, n). Let vy, ..., Yk
be boundary saddle connections that are not slits, i.e., not surrounded by U. The
orientation of M, induces orientations of yi,...,Yk. Assuming these orientations,
the sum of the relative homology classes of yi, ..., Yk in Hi1(My, Zn; Z) is equal to
zero. In particular, holy(y1) + - - - +hol,(Yk) = 0. The above argument easily implies
that saddle connections belonging to the same component of boundary of a periodic
cylinder do not divide the surface.

Let [y] CH1(Mp, Zn; Z) be the relative homology class of a saddle connection y
of some w [C(p,n). By Lemma 6.2, [y] is an element of a basis for Hi(Mp, Zn; Z).
In particular, if [y] = bh for some h [CH;(Mp, Zn;Z) and b A then b = %1. It
follows that homology classes of distinct saddle connections y, y’ of @ are multiples
of the same homology class only if y and y’ are homologous, i.e., they are disjoint and
divide the surface Mp. Then Lemma 7.1(a) implies that for a generic translation sur-
face any nonhomologous saddle connections are of different length and direction. By
the above the boundary of any irregular periodic cylinder contains nonhomologous
saddle connections, which are parallel. Therefore generic translation surfaces admit
only regular periodic cylinders. Two periodic geodesics in different regular cylinders

33



are homologous if and only if saddle connections bounding these cylinders are ho-
mologous. Since boundary saddle connections have the same length and direction
as periodic geodesics in the cylinder, it follows that for a generic translation surface
any nonhomologous periodic geodesics are of different length and direction. n

Proof of Proposition 1.4(b). Suppose C is a regular periodic cylinder of a
translation structure @ CQIp, n), where (p,n) 8 (1, 1). Let y be a saddle connection
bounding C. Let y’ be a saddle connection that crosses C from one side to another
and does not leave the cylinder. By A denote the euclidean area form on R?. Then
the area of C is equal to |A(hol,(Y), holy(y’))|. Clearly, y and y’ are disjoint and
do not divide the surface. By Lemma 6.2, there exist saddle connections ys, ..., YN
(N = 2p 4+ n—1) such that y,y’,ys,...,yn are also disjoint and do not divide
the surface. The relative homology classes [y], [Y], [Y3], - - -, [Yn] comprise a basis for
H1(Mp, Zn; Z). Let C; be a periodic cylinder of w different from C. Let L be a
periodic geodesic in C; and L’ be a saddle connection crossing C;. Then the area
of Cy is equal to |A(holy (L), holy(L"))]. Since (p,n) 8 (1,1) and C is a regular
cylinder, the geodesic L is not contained in the closure of C. If L is disjoint from C
then its homology class [L] is a linear combination of [y], [ys], ..., [yn]. Otherwise
L is freely homotopic to the sum of saddle connections Ly, L7, ..., Lk, L such that
Li,..., Lk are disjoint from C while L, ..., L} are contained in the closure of C. The
relative homology classes of Ly,..., Lk are linear combinations of [y], [ya], ..., [YN]
while the relative homology classes of L}, ..., L} are linear combinations of [y] and
[y’]. Note that projections of holonomy vectors hol,(L;), hol,(L}), i = 1,...,K, on
the direction orthogonal to y are all nonzero and of the same sign. It follows that
the sum of homology classes of Ly, ..., Lk is not a multiple of [y]. Thus [L] can be a
linear combination of [y] and [y’] only if it is a multiple of [y]. But then the cylinders
C and C; are parallel and disjoint, hence the homology class of L’ is not a linear
combination of y] and [y’].

By the above and Lemma 7.1(b), for a translation surface in a generic isomorphy
class w CIMQ(p,n), (p,n) E (1,1), all regular periodic cylinders are of different
area. It remains to recall that generic translation surfaces do not contain irregular
cylinders. .

We proceed to the proofs of Theorems 1.5-1.10. Let M be a translation surface
of genus p with n singular points (p,n = 1). We assign to M a sequence V1(M) of
vectors in R?. These are the holonomy vectors of oriented periodic cylinders on M.
Note that any (unoriented) periodic cylinder corresponds to two oriented cylinders
with opposite holonomy vectors. Both vectors are supposed to be in the sequence. If
a vector is the holonomy vector of kK > 1 distinct periodic cylinders, it is to appear
k times in V1(M). By Theorem 1.1(c), the sequence Vi(M) tends to infinity. To
make V;(M) an element of the set V defined in Section 3, we have to equip vectors
with weights. Let all weights be equal to 1. Another choice is to let the weight of
the holonomy vector of a cylinder be equal to the area of the cylinder. Then we
obtain a different element of V that is denoted by V,(M). Further, for any x [CM
we define V3(M, X) [Mlto be the sequence of holonomy vectors of oriented periodic
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geodesics on M passing through the point X. By definition, all weights of V3(M, X)
are equal to 1. Now the growth functions N1, Ny, N3, and N4 defined in Section 1
can be expressed as follows: N1(M,R) = Ny,m)(R)/2, N2(M,R) = Ny,om)(R)/2,
N3(M,X, R) = NV3(M,X)(R)/27 and N4(M, g, R) = NW(a,oo)V2(M)(R)/2 for all R > 0.

Let C be a connected component of MQq(p, n). Let po : MY (p,n) - MQ(p, n)
be the natural projection. Then Y = py*(C) is a connected component of MY 1(p, n).
The sequences V1(M) and V(M) do not change when M is replaced by an isomor-
phic translation surface. The sequence V3(M, X) does not change when (M, X) is
replaced by a pair representing the same equivalence class in MY (p, n). Hence the
assignments M 3 Vi(M), M 3 V,(M), and (M, x) B V3(M, X) give rise to well-
defined maps V; : C - V, V, : C - V, and V3 : Y - V. Recall that there are
continuous actions of the group SL(2,R) on C and Y . By Theorems 6.6 and 6.7, the
Borel measure [g induced by the canonical volume element on C is finite and the
SL(2,R) action on C is ergodic relative to this measure. The measure py on Y is
also finite and the SL(2,R) action on Y is ergodic by Theorem 6.8. Thus the results
of Sections 3 and 4 apply to the maps Vi, Vo, and V3. Let us check whether the
conditions formulated in Sections 3 and 4 hold for these maps.

Proposition 7.2 The maps Vi, V,, and V3 satisfy conditions (0), (A), (B'), (C),
and (E). The map V, satisfies condition (0’).

Proof. By definition of the SL(2, R) actions on C, Y, and V, the maps Vi, V;, and
V3 satisfy condition (A). Condition (E) holds trivially.

Let S(p,n) be the set of free homotopy classes of simple closed oriented curves
in My\Z,. Given y [SKp,n), let U(y) CQIp, n) be the set of translation structures
that admit a periodic geodesic in the homotopy class y. By U;(y) denote the set
of pairs (w,x) CX(p,n) < M, such that some periodic geodesic of the translation
structure w passing through the point X is in the homotopy class y. Given @ CU(y),
all periodic geodesics of w that belong to the homotopy class y comprise one periodic
cylinder. Let ay(w) denote the area of this cylinder. For any w LU(y) let a,(w) = 0.
The sets U(y) and U;(y) are invariant under the Ho(p, n) actions on Q(p,n) and
Q(p,n) x My, respectively. Therefore we consider U(y) as a subset of Q(p,n) and
Ui(Y) as a subset of Y (p,n). It is easy to see that U(y) and U;(y) are open sets.
The map Q(p,n) L@l B hol,(y) CRP is well-defined and continuous. a, descends
to a function on Q(p, n), which is also continuous. Indeed, let wy C(y) and w}
be a translation structure in the isotopy class wg. Take a saddle connection y; of
Wy that crosses the cylinder of periodic geodesics with homotopy y and does not
leave this cylinder. Let [y;] [CHi1(Mp, Zn;Z) be the homology class of yi. Then
ay (o) = |A(holy, (Y), holy, ([y1]))], where A is the euclidean area form on R?. If the
cylinder is regular then ay(w) = |A(hol,(y), holy([y1]))] for all @ CQ(p,n) in a
neighborhood of wg. In the general case ay(w) < [A(hol,(y), hol,([y1]))| but we can
choose several saddle connections Yi, ..., Yk of @) so that

ay(w) = min |A(holy(y), holy([y;j]))l

1<j<k
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for all W close to Wg.

Let Mo : Q(p,n) - MQ(p,n), My : Y(p,n) - MY(p,n), and Po : Y(p,n) -
Q(p,n) be the canonical projections. Then for any o [Cmp*(C), n Camy*(Y), ¢ 1
C.(R?), and f [CL(R™) we have

ONV1(Mo(@)](W) = D Xum(®) W(holy(y)),

yES(p,n)
Vo (mo(@))](Fy) = > F(ay (@) W(holy(y)),
YES(p.N)
ONV(mM)IW) = > Xuin(N) W(holg,m(y))-
YES(p.n)

All three sums are locally finite. It follows that the functions my*(C) [Ca B3
®[Vy(Tp(w))](P) and myH(Y) [ B ®Va(my(n))](P) are Borel, while the func-
tion My*(C) [Cd B W[Va(mo(w))](F,¥) is continuous. Then the functions C [
®w B oVi(0)](P) and Y [ B P[Vs(n)](P) are also Borel and the function
C [l 3 Y[Vy(w)](F,P) is also continuous. Thus the maps Vi and V3 satisfy con-
dition (0) while the map V, satisfies condition (0”). By Lemma 4.2, V, satisfies
conditions (0) and (0') as well.

For any w [Q, let s(w) denote the length of the shortest saddle connection
of translation structures in the class @. The function w B s(w) is continuous and
bounded on C. Therefore the upper estimate in Theorem 1.2(c) implies the map V;
satisfies condition (B’). To verify condition (C), we need the following theorem.

Theorem 7.3 ([EM]) (a) Given [ 0, there exist C > 0 and K > 0 such that

R\
Nv,@)(R)=C (m)
for any R <k and any w [CI
(b) For any B [T, 2) the function s=P belongs to the space L*(C, o).

Theorem 7.3 implies that condition (C) holds for the map V;. Let w [Cl By
definition, Ny, @) (R) = Ny, ) (R) for any R > 0, and Ny, ) (R) = Ny, )(R) for any
n Cpdt(w) and any R > 0. It follows that conditions (B’) and (C) are satisfied by
the maps V, and V3 whenever these conditions are satisfied by V;. "

Proof of Theorems 1.5, 1.6(a), and 1.7. By Proposition 7.2, the maps Vj,
V,, and V3 satisfy conditions (0), (A), (B), and (C). Let ¢1(C), ¢2(C), and c3(C) be
nonnegative numbers such that 2n=tc;(C), 2n—1c,(C), and 2n~1c3(C) are the Siegel-
Veech constants of the pairs (Vi, Ho), (V2, Ho), and (Vs, H1), respectively. By Part I
of Theorem 3.2, for Yp-almost every w [ Clwe have

F\}lm NV1(w)<R)/R2 = 2C1(C), (8)
Rhm sz(w)(R>/R2 = 2C2<C), (9)
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and for pPi-almost every n LYI,
Jim Ny, (R)/R? = 2¢3(C). (10)

The positivity of ¢1(C) and ¢,(C) follows from Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 1.1(a).
Let us show that ¢3(C) = ¢,(C). By Part I of Theorem 3.2, we have

uolc [ NvwDdu@) = ()
/st(n)( )api(n) = 2c3(C).

Hl(Y)

For any 0 [, let p, denote the Borel measure on the fiber p;*(w) induced by
translation structures in the equivalence class w. It is easy to observe that

Ny, (R) = / Nv, o (R) dpu (1)

o)

for all R > 0. Then

/Nvg(n) ) dpa(n // Ny, (1) dpe(n) dpo(w) = /Nv2<m)(1)duo(co),
Y po H(®) c

besides,

/pm Po(w)) dHo(w) = Ho(C).

Hence, ¢3(C) = c(C).

By the above there exists a Borel set U [CJ]po(U) = Ho(C), such that for any
w [l the relations (8) and (9) hold, and, moreover, the relation (10) holds for p,-
almost all n Cpg*(w). Let M be a translation surface in an isomorphy class o UL
Then N1(M,R)/R? - ¢;(C) and N2(M,R)/R? - ¢,(C) as R - oo, and for almost
all x CM, N3(M, x, R)/R? - ¢,(C) as R — oo. .

To prove Theorems 1.6(b), 1.8, and 1.9, we need the following proposition, which
will be proved in Section 8.

Proposition 7.4 For any o []0,1) and [~ 0 let

b0, 1= s [ N TBof). (1)
Then for any o [0, 1),
b<0 DJ me—1
lgn b0, T (1—o0) :

where mg =2p—2+n.
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Proof of Theorems 1.6(b) and 1.8. By Proposition 7.2, the map V, satisfies
conditions (0'), (A), and (B), hence Proposition 4.3 applies to it. Let A be the
Siegel-Veech measure of the pair (V, Ho). Since the map Vi = W «)V2 satisfies
condition (B), A is a finite measure on R™. For any a = 0 the Siegel-Veech constant of
(W(a,00)V2, Ho) is equal to A((@, e)). By Part I of Theorem 3.2, h(a, (1= m2A((a, o))
for all [3 0 and a [0, 1). Then it follows from Proposition 7.4 that A((a, o)) =
(1 —a)Me~IA(R*) for all a []0,1). For any @ [Clthe sequence V,(®) contains no
vectors with weights greater than 1, therefore A((1,00)) = 0. Let ¢ be the Siegel-
Veech constant of (Vy, Ho). If mg = 1 then A({1}) = A(R™), hence ¢co = A(R™). If
M¢e > 1 then

00 1
Co = / tdA(t) = —)\(R+)/ td(1—t)met = A(R")/me.
0 0
By Part II of Theorem 3.2, for any a []0, 1) we have
Jim Nu, v (RI/R? = (1 = @)™ A(R") (12
for po-almost all w [CI Also, for Hp-almost all w [C]

Jim Ny, (R)/R? = mm *A(R™). (13)

Let U [Clbe a Borel set such that po(U) = Ho(C), the relation (13) holds for
any @ [U, and the relation (12) holds for any w and any rational a [0, 1).
Since Nw,, ., v>)(R) is a nonincreasing function of a, it follows that the relation
(12) holds for any and any a [[0,1). Let M be a translation surface in an
isomorphy class @ [O. Then Ny(M,R)/R? - mm;*A(R*)/2 as R - oo, and for
any @ []0,1), Ng(M,a,R)/R? - n(1 —a)M™IA(R*)/2 as R - oco. By Theorems
1.5 and 1.6(a), TA(R™)/2 = ¢1(C) and Tm;*A(R™)/2 = ¢,(C). It follows that c,(C) =
C]_(C)/mc. [

Proof of Theorems 1.9 and 1.10. By Proposition 7.2, the map V, satisfies
conditions (0'), (A), (B), (C), and (E). Besides, the Siegel-Veech constant of (Va, Ho)
is nonzero and the map W(g oy)V2 = Vi satisfies condition (B). Therefore Propositions
4.4 and 4.6 apply to V. Let A be the Siegel-Veech measure of the pair (Vz, Ho). As
shown in the previous proof, A((a, 00)) = (1 —a)Mc~IA(R™) for any a [0,1) and
A((1,00)) = 0. In particular, we can consider A as a Borel measure on [0, 1]. Then the
normalized measure (A(R*))™A coincides with the measure Ap, defined in Section
1. Since for any @ [Clthe sequence V,(®) contains no vectors with weights greater
than 1, we can consider the measures Oy, (w),r and 6\/2(&)),.; defined in Section 4 as
measures on [0,1] and S* x [0, 1], respectively. Then it follows from Propositions
4.4 and 4.6 that for Hp-almost all @ [ Clwe have the following weak convergence of
measures:

ngréo GVQ((D),R = )\mc,

lim DVg(w),R =my X )\mc.
R—o0
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The maps Vi and V3 satisfy conditions (0), (A), (B), (C), and (E). The Siegel-
Veech constants of the pairs (Vi, M) and (Vs, H1) are nonzero. Then Proposition 4.5
implies that for Jo-almost all w [Cland for HYi-almost all N Yl the measures dy, (o) R

and Svg(n),R on S! weakly converge to normalized Lebesgue measure m; as R - oo.

By the above there exists a Borel set U [C]po(U) = HYo(C), such that for any
@ [Ul the measures Qy, @) R, Svl(m),R, and 6\/2(@)53 weakly converge to Am,, my, and
my X Am,, respectively, as R - oo, and for p,-almost all n [p}'(w) the measures
Svs(n) r weakly converge to m; as R - oo. Let M be a translation surface in an

isomorphy class @ [Ul Then the measures Ou g, 6M R, and DM r defined in Section
1 coincide with Oy, R, 5\/1(@) R, and DVQ(Q,) R, respectively. Further, for any x M

the measure 6M xR coincides with 5v3(n) R, Where Iﬂ (w) is the equivalence class
of (M, X). Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 follow. n

8 Areas of periodic cylinders

For any positive integer n define sets
Sh={(ts,....t)) (A" | t; >0, t; +- - +t, < 1},
St ={(t,ty,...,t;) (R |t>0, t; >0, C+t; 4+ +t, < 1}.
Further, for any 0 []0,1) and i [, ..., Nn} define their subsets
Sn(0,i) ={(t1,...,t,) LSh|ti>0o(ty + - +1tn)},

Sp(0, i) ={(tty,....,tn) CSE|ti>0(+t+ - +1,)}.
Note that Sn(0,1) = Sp, S;(0,i) = S/5. Now let

Jnlo(O', i) - / dtl [ dtn
Sn(0o,i)

and for any positive integer K,

Jnk(0,i) = / dt®*dt; ... dt,
S*(0,i)

Lemma 8.1 For any integers n > 0 and k = 0, any i [{l,...,n}, and any
o [0, 1),

Jnk(0,1) n+k—1
—==(1—0 .
\Jn’k(o, I) ( )
Proof. Since Jnk(0,i) = Ink(0,1) for any i [{,...,Nn}, we can assume without

loss of generality that i = 1. The case n = 1, k = 0 is trivial as S;(0,1) = S; for
any 0 []0,1). Given ¢ [{0,1) and b >0, let

Iy(0) = /01 <min(1 —t,t/0 — t))b dt.
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Then
Ib(o):/ (t/o—t)bdt+/ (1—t)Pdt=

1 b+1/~—1 _ 1\b _ \b+1 _(1_0)b
—b+1<0 (o 1)+ (1—o0) >_—b+1

Suppose N > 1 and 0 [{0,1). Then

1
Jn,o(o', ].) - / dtl / dtz P dtn - In_l(o-) / dt2 PP dtn.
0 min(lftl,tllcrftl)sn,l Sn_1

Now suppose n > 0 and ¢ [(D,1). Then (t,t;,...,ty) [S}(0,1) if and only if
(ty,...,ty) CSh(o,1),t>0,t< (1-t;— - —t,)¥2 and t < (/o—t; — - - —t,,) /2.
Hence for any integer k > 0,

k
Jn,k(o,l)z/ (min(l,tllo)—tl—---—tn> dt; ... dt,.
Sn(o,1)

In particular, J1k(0,1) = Ix(0). If n > 1 then

1 k
Ink(o, 1):/ dtl/ <min(1,t1/0)—t1—---—tn> dt,...dt, =
0 min(l—t1,t1/0—t1)sn_1

In+k_1(0)/ (1—t,— - —ty)Kdt,...dt,.
Snfl

By the above for any integers N > 0 and k = 0 there exists Cnx > 0 such that
Ink(0,1) = (1—0)"k-1C \ for all 0 10, 1). Since Jnk(0,1) - Jnk(0,1) asa - 0,
it follows that Cnx = Jnk(0,1). .

Let o™ [XA(1,n) be a translation structure with n = 1 singular points on the
torus M; such that for some v S there are n cylinders of periodic geodesics of
w™ going in direction vV (in general, the number of cylinders may be less than n).
Let Xq,...,Xn be singular points of 0™ and Cq,...,Cy be periodic cylinders with
direction v. By Lj (1 < i < n) denote the saddle connection going out of X; in
direction v. We assume that the singular points and the cylinders are named so that
L; separates cylinders Cj and Cj_; (where by definition Cy = Cy,) and, furthermore,
Ci lies to the right of L;j (with respect to the direction of Lj). Let y; be a saddle
connection that crosses the cylinder Ci joining X;j to Xj+1 (by definition, Xp+1 = X1).
Note that the holonomy vector of y; and v induce the standard orientation in R?.
Among all saddle connections that join Xj to Xj+1 by crossing C;, only one is disjoint
from y;j. Let y; denote this saddle connection. It is easy to see that L, Vi, Y, 1 =
1,...,n, is a maximal set of disjoint saddle connections of ®™. Let T [TI(1,n) be
the affine equivalence class of the corresponding triangulation. For future references,
we denote by LM the relative homotopy class of L1, which is regarded as an edge
of T™M. For any translation structure in an isotopy class @ [N (T(M) there are n
cylinders of homologous periodic geodesics freely homotopic in My \ {Xy,...,Xn}
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to geodesics in the cylinders Cy,...,Cpn. Finally, by P™ denote the set of w [
N (t(™) [CQI1,n) such that for any i, 1 < i < n, we have hol,(Y;) = b; hol, (L) + Vi,
where 0 < b; < 1, v; [CRP is orthogonal to hol,(L;), and the pair of vectors v; and
hol, (L) induces the standard orientation in R2.

For any translation structure @ on a surface M let a(w’) denote the area of M
with respect to w'. For any element w of Q(pg, Ng) or MQ(po, Ng) (Po,No = 1) let
a(w) denote the area of the surface My, with respect to translation structures in
the equivalence class w. Further, for any translation structure ®’ in an isotopy class
w CN(TM) and any integer i, 1 < i <n, let a;(w’) denote the area of the periodic
cylinder of @ homotopic to Cj. The area aj(w’) does not depend on the choice of
@ Caland we let aj(w) = aj(w’). Obviously, a;(w) + -+ - + an(w) = a(w).

Given U [RP, let P™M(U) be the set of @ CAM such that hol,(L;) O
and a(w) < 1. For any i [C{l,...,n} and any 0 [0, 1) let Pé?(U) be the set of
w CAM(U) such that aj(w) > ca(w). Given sets Uj CQh(pj,nj), 1 < j < K, let
PM(U;Uy,...,Uy) denote the set of (®,w1,...,wx) CQ(1,N) % Q(py,Ny) X ... %
Q(px, i) such that @ [P (U), each wj is represented as tjwj, where 0 [T} and
0<tj<1, and a(w)+a(wy)+---+a(wk) <1. Forany i Cf1,...,n}and o [0, 1)
let PSP (U; Uy, ..., Uk) be the set of (@, 1, ...,w) TP (U;Uy, ..., Ug) such that
ai(w) >o(a(w) +a(w) + -+ a(wk)).

Lemma 8.2 (a) Suppose U [CRF is a nonempty open bounded set. Then for any
o [J0,1) and i [CL,...,n},

po(Por (U))
Ho(PM(U))
where [ denotes the canonical measure on Q(1,n).

(b) Suppose U [CR¥ and U; CQk(pj,nj), 1 <j <k, are nonempty open sets of
finite measure. Then for any o []0,1) and i [C{,...,n},

=(1—0o)" 1,

P (U; Uy, .., W)

H(PM(U;Uq,...,Uy)) =(1-0)"

where K = n+ 1+ Z}‘Zl(ij + nj — 1) is half of the dimension of Q(1,n) x
Q(p1,n1) x ... % Q(pk, Nk) and p denotes the product of the canonical measures

on Q(1,n),Q(p1,N1), ..., Q(Pk, Nk)-

Proof. The homology classes of saddle connections Lj,Y1,...,Yn form a basis
for Hi(My, {X1,...,Xn};Z). The map Fy : N(T™) - (R?)"? defined by Fi(w) =
(holy,(L1), holy (Y1), ..., holy(Yn)) is a volume preserving homeomorphism of N (T(M)
onto its image. Given a nonzero v [ RF, let g, denote a unique element of SL(2, R)
such that g,v = (0, 1) and g,u = (1, 0) for some u orthogonal to v. Define a transfor-
mation F of the set (R2\{(0,0)}) x (R?)" by F2(V,V1,...,Vn) = (V,0V1, - -, GVn).
F, is a homeomorphism preserving Lebesgue measure. Suppose (V,Vi,...,Vn) =
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F2(F1(w)) for some @ [CR™. Then the first coordinate of the vector v; [R?,
1 <i=n,isequal to aj(w) while the second coordinate lies between 0 and 1. Finally,
define a map Fs: (RZ)n+l - R?xR"xR" by F3((V01,V02), (Vlla V12)1 ce (an, Vng)) =
((Vo1,Voz2), (V11, - -+, Vn1), (V12, ..., Vn2)). F3 is a linear map preserving Lebesgue mea-
sure. It is easy to observe that F3 e F, o F1(P™M(U)) = (U\{(0,0)}) xS, < (0,1)"
while FgoFooF1 (P (U)) = (UN{(0,0)}) %S (0, i) (0, 1)" for all 0 and i. Therefore

a,l

Ho(PP(U))  m(U)dno(a, i) -
Ho(PO(U)) ~ m(U)Ino(0,1) 9

by Lemma 8.1.

For any t [(0, 1] let U denote the set of (wy, ..., wx) CQ(p1, N1)>...%xQ(pk, Nk)
such that each wj is represented as tjoojf, where 03]4 [Uj and 0 < tj = 1, and
a(wy) + -+ + alwk) < t2 Since a(tw’) = t?a(w’) for any translation structure w’,
it follows that U = tU;, where by definition t(®y,...,0) = (twy,...,twy) for all
wj CQ(pj.nj), 1 =j < k. Denote by p* the product of the canonical measures on
Q(p1, 1), -+, Q(Pk, Nk). Then 0 < p*(Uf) < oo and pi(Uy) = < p*(Uy), where
K* = Z?zl(2pj + nj — 1) is half of the dimension of Q(py, Ny) X ... % Q(py, Nk)-

Obviously, P™(U;Uy,...,Us) CPIM(U) x U;. Suppose 0 [CPI™M(U) and w* [
U;. Then (0, 0*) EEI;Q)(U; Uy, ..., Uyx) if and only if w EE[?:)(U) and 0* CIW; for
some t > 0 such that a(w) +t? < 1, a;j(w) > o(a(w) + t?). It follows that

HPIP(Us Uy, ..., Uk)) = m(U)P*(U)Ink- (0, 1)

for all 0 and i. Since PO(‘?)(U; U, ...,Ux) = PM(U;Uy,...,Uyg), statement (b) of the

lemma follows from Lemma &.1. "

Now we shall define 4 operations on translation surfaces and their equivalence
classes: cutting along parallel saddle connections, gluing along parallel saddle connec-
tions, collapsing a short saddle connection, and inserting a short saddle connection.
In what follows two saddle connections of a translation surface are called homolo-
gous if they are disjoint and break the surface into two parts. Note that homologous
saddle connections are parallel and of the same length.

The cutting operation is defined on any translation surface X with a distin-
guished oriented saddle connection y. If there is no saddle connection homologous
to y then the operation does nothing to X. Otherwise let y; =y and ya,...,Yk be

saddle connections homologous to y. Orient Vs, ..., Yk so that they are of the same
direction as y. The surface X is divided by Vi,..., Yk into K domains Cq,..., Cy,
each domain being bounded by two saddle connections. We assume Ya, ..., Yk and

Ci,...,Ck are named so that each C; is bounded by y; and Yij+1 (by definition,
Yk+1 = Y1) and, moreover, C;i lies to the right of y; (with respect to the direction
of yi). Choose a partition T of X by a maximal set of disjoint saddle connections
containing Y, ..., Yk. As described in Section 5, the translation surface X can be
obtained by gluing together plane triangles so that these triangles become cells of T
and edges of T correspond to glued sides of the triangles. Reverse this construction
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and decompose X into disjoint plane triangles. For any i, 1 < i <Kk, let T;" denote
the triangle corresponding to the cell of T bounded by Y; and contained in C;. By T;~
denote the triangle corresponding to the other cell of T bounded by yj. Now glue the
triangles in a different way. Namely, the side of T;" parallel to y is glued to a side of
T+, (instead of T;”), where by definition T, = T; , while all other sides of triangles
are glued together as before. The new gluing gives k distinct translation surfaces
Xy, ..., Xk. Namely, each Xj is obtained by gluing together triangles corresponding
to cells of T contained in Cj. By construction Xj is equipped with a triangulation Tj
by disjoint saddle connections. Also, we have a distinguished oriented edge y; of T;
that corresponds to glued sides of T;" and T;;;. X; contains no saddle connection
homologous to Y;. The sum of areas of Xy, ..., Xk is equal to the area of X.

Now suppose X = M, and the translation structure @ of X belongs to Q(p, n)
(p,n=1). Let T CT(p, n) be the affine equivalence class of T and @ CN(T) be the
isotopy class of w. Let ¥ be the oriented edge of T corresponding to y (note that y is
actually a homotopy class). Then the translation structure of any Xj (1 <i=<Kk) is
isomorphic to some w; CApj, Nj), where p; and n; are determined by T and y. The
triangulation Tj corresponds to a triangulation in a class Ty CTI(p;, Ni). The class Tj is
determined up to the action of Mod(pj, Nj) but once we fix it and specify an oriented
edge Vi of Tj corresponding to Yj, the isotopy class @ [N (Tj) of w; is uniquely
determined by ®, T, and y. Thus we obtain a map CUT[T,¥;T1, V1, .-, Tk, Vk| :
N(T) - N(Ty) % ... > N(T), which is obviously affine.

The gluing operation is inverse to cutting. Let Xy, ..., Xk be translation surfaces
and suppose each Xj has a distinguished oriented saddle connection yj. The gluing
operation is defined if the holonomy vectors of y1, ..., Yk coincide. For any Xj choose
a triangulation T; by disjoint saddle connections including Y;. Then decompose X;
into plane triangles according to the partition T;. We assume that all triangles ob-
tained by decomposing surfaces X, ..., Xk are disjoint. Let T;" denote the triangle
that corresponds to the cell of Tj bounded by Yy; and lying to the right of y;. By T;~
denote the triangle corresponding to the other cell of Tj bounded by y;. Now reglue
the triangles in the following way. Let the side of T;" parallel to y; be glued to the
side of T;_; parallel to yi_; (if i = 1, we assume T, = T, and Yo = Yk); this is
possible as yj and Yj_; have the same holonomy vector. All other sides of triangles
are glued together as before. After the gluing we obtain a single translation surface
X equipped with a triangulation T by a maximal set of disjoint saddle connections.
Let y/ (1 =i =<Kk) be the edge of T that corresponds to glued sides of T;" and T, ;.
Then yi, ..., Yy are homologous saddle connections of X. The surface X contains no
more saddle connections homologous to Yi, ..., Yy provided for any X; there is no
saddle connection homologous to Yj. The area of X is the sum of areas of Xg,..., Xk.

Now suppose the translation structure w; of each Xj, 1 < i < kK, belongs to
some (pi, Nj). Let T CT(pi, ni) be the affine equivalence class of T; and @; CN(T;)
be the isotopy class of wj. Let ¥; be the oriented edge of Tj corresponding to Vi;.
Then the translation structure of X is isomorphic to some @ [(p,n), where p
and n are determined by Ty,...,Tx and VYi,...,Yk. The triangulation T corresponds
to a triangulation in a class T [I1(p,n) that is determined up to the action of
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Mod(p, n). Once we fix T and specify its oriented edge y corresponding to yj, the
isotopy class @ [CNI(T) of w is uniquely determined by ®;, Tj, Vi, i = 1, ..., K. Thus we
obtain a map GLU[T1,V1,..., Tk, Yk; T,¥] : U - N(T) that is defined on the set U of
(@, ..., 0) CN(Ty)x...xN(T) such that holg, (Y1) = ... = holg, (Vk). Note that U
is an affine submanifold of Q(py, Ny)*...x<Q(pk, Nk) and GLU [T}, V1, ..., Tk, Vk; T, Y]
is an affine map.

We proceed to the collapsing operation. Let X be a translation surface with
a distinguished oriented saddle connection y. It is assumed that X has no saddle
connection homologous to Y. Also, we require that X be not a torus with one singular
point. Let T be a triangulation of X by disjoint saddle connections including y. By
T* and T~ denote two triangles of T bounded by y. Assume that T lies to the
right of y while T~ lies to the left. The saddle connection y is collapsed as follows.
We decompose X into plane triangles according to the partition T and discard two
triangles corresponding to T* and T ~. Then the remaining triangles are modified in
a canonical way so that they can be glued together into another translation surface.
In general, the collapsing operation is well-defined if y is much shorter than the
other edges of T and angles of any triangle of T not bounded by y are not too small
(precise conditions will be given later). Let To = T, Tq,..., Tk = T~ be a sequence
of triangles of T such that any two neighboring triangles have common edge different
from y and the length of the sequence is the least possible. By y; (1 < i < k) denote
a common edge of triangles Ti_; and T; different from y. Let y4+ be the edge of T™
different from y and y;, and y_ be the edge of T~ different from y and yk. First
consider the case when k = 1, that is, T* and T~ have two common edges y and
V1. Since X is not a torus with one singular point, y+ 8 y_. Clearly, y+ and y_ are
homologous saddle connections bounding a regular periodic cylinder. The collapsing
operation in this case consists of removing the cylinder. Namely, after decomposing
X and discarding two triangles only two sides of the remaining triangles cannot be
glued as before. These sides correspond to homologous saddle connections y+ and
Y_, therefore they can be glued by translation. The other sides are glued as before
and we obtain a translation surface Xg.

Now consider the case when k > 1, i.e., y is the only common edge of T* and T .
Then the edges Y1, Y+, Yk, and Y_ are all distinct. Let T+ be the triangle of T bounded
by y+ and distinct from T*. Let T_ be the triangle bounded by y+ and distinct
from T~. Note that T4+ B T, as otherwise the edge of T4 different from y; and y;
would be homologous to y. Similarly, T_ & Ty_1. Since the sequence Tg, Tq,..., Tk
is as short as possible, it does not contain triangles T+ and T_. Moreover, triangles
To, T1,..., Tk are all distinct and so are saddle connections Yi,...,Yk. Decompose
the translation surface X into disjoint plane triangles according to the triangulation
T. Forany i, 1 <i<k—1, let T{ be the plane triangle corresponding to T;. By Y;|
and y{,,; denote the sides of T; corresponding to edges Y; and Yi+1, respectively. By
Aj denote the common endpoint of y; and y{,,. Further, let T{ and T’ be the plane
triangles corresponding to T+ and T_. Let y/, denote the side of T} corresponding
to Y+ and Yy’ denote the side of T’ corresponding to y_. After discarding plane
triangles corresponding to T™ and T, the sides Y1, Y4, Yk, and y” lose sides they
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were glued to. We are going to glue y; to Y, and y; to y’ while the other sides
of the remaining triangles will be glued as before. To make this possible, we shall
modify triangles Tq,...,Ty_;. Let v denote the holonomy vector of y. The saddle
connections Y1 and Y+ can be oriented so that their holonomy vectors differ by v or
—V. It follows that we can move the vertex A; of the triangle T{ by Vv or —V so that
sides y; and Y/ can be glued by translation. However this changes the side y; and
it cannot be glued to y5 anymore. To fix this problem, we move the vertex A, of T}
by v or —v, and so on. Finally each A; is moved by v or —Vv. Note that each time the
choice of a vector (Vv or —V) is uniquely determined by the configuration of triangles
To, T1,..., Tk and saddle connections VY, Y+, VYi1,-..,Yk. It is assumed that none of
the triangles Tj,...,T,_; degenerates while being modified, i.e., each A;j does not
cross the straight line containing the opposite side of T{; otherwise the collapsing
operation is not defined. Besides, we assume that all plane triangles are still disjoint
after modifications. Then we can glue sides in each pair by translation and obtain
a translation surface Xo. Indeed, this follows from the above for all pairs except yy
and y”. The sides y; and y’_ can be glued by translation since the other pairs can.

Now suppose the translation structure w of X belongs to some Q(p,n). Let
T [CTI(p, n) be the affine equivalence class of T and @ [CN(T) be the isotopy class of
w. Let ¥ be the oriented edge of T corresponding to y. Then the translation struc-
ture of X is isomorphic to some wg [(pg, No), where pp and Ny are determined
by T and Y. By construction wg is equipped with a triangulation Ty by disjoint sad-
dle connections. We distinguish two edges of Tp. In the case k > 1, let e, be the
edge obtained by gluing the side y; to Y and e be the edge obtained by gluing
Yi to Y. In the case k = 1, let e, = e be the edge obtained by gluing together
the sides corresponding to y+ and y_. We orient e, and €| so that pairs of vectors
(holy, (r), holy(y)) and (holy, (&), hol,(y)) induce the standard orientation in R?.
Let Tp [CT1(po, No) be the affine equivalence class of To- To is determined by T and ¥ up
to the Mod(po, No) action on T (pg, Ng). Let To, .., T be triangles of T correspond-
ing to Tg, ..., Tk and Y1, ..., Yk be edges of T corresponding to Y1, ..., Yk. Note that
To,..., Tk and ¥, V1,..., Yk are defined up to the Ho(p, n) action on Mp. Once we fix
To and specify its oriented edges €, € corresponding to €, €, the isotopy class G
of wg is uniguely dgtermined by ®,T,¥,Toy+++s Tks Y1, - - - » Yk Thus we obtain a map
COL[T,Y;Toy- -+ Ti; Vas -+ -+ Vi T0, €, 61] - U - N(Tp), where U |:El](~) This map is
affine, namely, there exists a linear mapping f : H*(Mp, Zn; R?) » HY(My,, Zn,; R?)
such that dev(COL[T,¥; To, ..., T; Vi, - - » Vi: To, €5, €] (®)) = f(dev( )) for any @ [
U. It follows from the Constructlon that U is the set of @ [M(T) such that
f(dev(®)) Cdev(N(Tp)) (cf. the proof of Lemma 6.1).

The inserting operation is inverse to collapsing. Let Xy be a translation surface
and Tg be a triangulation of Xg by disjoint saddle connections. Let e,, €| be oriented
edges of Tp and Vy, V| be their holonomy vectors. Finally, let v be a nonzero vector
in R? such that pairs of vectors (Vy,V) and (v},V) induce the standard orientation
in R?. The inserting operation results in a translation surface X that has a saddle
connection with holonomy vector v. In general, the operation is defined if v is short
enough (precise conditions will be given later). First consider the case when e} = e;.
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Let T+ and T_ be triangles of Ty bounded by e,. We assume that the orientation of
er agrees with the counterclockwise orientation of the boundary of T4. Decompose
Xo into disjoint plane triangles according to the partition Tg. Let T, and T’ be the
plane triangles corresponding to T4+ and T_. Let Y/, and y’ denote the sides of T
and T’ | respectively, corresponding to e,. Add a parallelogram B;B,B3B4 such that
B:—B, =B;—B3z =v, B3 —B;, = B;—B; = Vv,. Now glue all triangles and the
parallelogram together as follows. The side B,B; of the parallelogram is glued to its
side B3B4. The sides B1B4 and B,B3 are glued to y,. and y’, respectively. All the
other sides are glued as before. We obtain a translation surface X.

Now consider the case e B e,. Choose a sequence Ty,..., Tk of triangles of Ty
such that e, is an edge of Ty, € is an edge of Tk, any two neighboring triangles
have common edge different from e, and e, and the length of the sequence is the
least possible. By y;j (1 < i < k — 1) denote a common edge of triangles T; and
Ti+1 different from e, and €. Also, let Yo = e, and yx = €. Let T4+ be the triangle
of Tgp bounded by e, and distinct from T;. Let T_ be the triangle bounded by e

and distinct from Tg. Since the sequence Ty,..., Tk is as short as possible, it does
not contain T4+ and T_. Also, triangles Ty,..., Tk are all distinct and so are saddle
connections Yi,...,Yk_1. Decompose Xy into disjoint plane triangles according to

the partition To. For any 1, 1 < 1 < k, let T{ be the plane triangle corresponding
to Ti. By yi_; and y;’ denote the sides of T| corresponding to edges Yi_1 and Vi,
respectively. By Aj denote the common endpoint of y;_; and y;'. Further, let T/ and
T’ be the plane triangles corresponding to T+ and T_. Let Y/, denote the side of T
corresponding to €, and Yy’ denote the side of T’ corresponding to €;. We add two
more plane triangles T/ and T/ with the following properties. First of all, T/ and T/
have oriented sides y; and Y| equal to vV as vectors. Moreover, T/ lies to the right of
y; while T/ lies to the left of y|. Further, T, has a side €, that can be glued to the
side Y/, of T while T, has a side €’ that can be glued to the side y” of T”. By e,
denote the side of T| different from y; and €/,. By €] denote the side of T| different
from y| and €. Now we are going to glue y; toy|, &/, toy,, e toy’, e} toyy, e to
Yk, while the other sides of the triangles will be glued as before. At this point the
sides €} and y; cannot be glued by translation but we can move the vertex A; of the
triangle T{ by v or —V so that the gluing is possible. However this changes the side
y{ and it cannot be glued to y; anymore. To fix this problem, we move the vertex
A, of T by v or —v, and so on. Finally each A;j is moved by v or —v, where the
choice of a vector is uniquely determined by the configuration of triangles Tq, ..., T
and saddle connections Yo, Y1,---,Yk. [t is assumed that all plane triangles remain
disjoint after modifications. The inserting operation is defined if none of the triangles
T{,..., Ty degenerates while being modified. Then we can glue sides in each pair by
translation and obtain a translation surface X. Indeed, this follows from the above
for all pairs except €] and yy. The sides €] and y}, can be glued by translation since
the other pairs can.

Now suppose the translation structure wp of Xo belongs to some Q(pg, Ng). Let
To [T(po, No) be the affine equivalence class of Tp and @y [N (Tp) be the isotopy
class of wg. Let € and € be oriented edges of Ty corresponding to e, and €;. Then
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the translation structure of X is isomorphic to some @ [(p,n), where p and n
depend on Tp, €, and &,. In both cases, e, = e, and e, B e,, the surface X is equipped
with a partition T by disjoint saddle connections. Moreover, T has a distinguished
oriented edge y with holonomy vector v. If e 8 e, then T is a triangulation in a
class T [CTI(p,n) that is determined by To, &, and &, up to the Mod(p, n) action.
If ey = e, then one of cells of T is a quadrilateral. We can make T into a triangu-
lation by adding a diagonal of the quadrilateral. Two triangulations obtained this
way are not affine equivalent but they correspond to the same element of MT (p, n).
Hence the affine equivalence class T of any of them is determined up to the action
of Mod(p,n). Let us fix T and specify its oriented edge ¥ corresponding to y. In
the case € = e, the isotopy class ® [CN(T) of w is then uniquely determined by

V, Qg, To, and €, = &). In the case € B ey, let Tq,..., Tk be triangles of Ty correspond-
ing to Ty,..., Tk and Y1, ..., Yk-1 be edges of To corresponding to y1,...,Yk_1. Then
@ is uniquely determined by V, Qg,fo,ér,é'th, coos Tks Y1y - -+ Yk—1. In any case we

get a map INS[T, ér,é|;f1, oo TV Yee1; T, Y] - Up - N(T) defined on a set
Uo [CR¥xN (o). The map INS[D] (here D stands for the set of parameters of the op-
eration) is affine, namely, there exists a linear mapping fo : R2x<H(Mp,, Zn,; R?) -
H(Mp, Zn; R?) such that dev(INS[D](v, @)) = fo(v, dev(®)) for any (v, @) [Up.
It follows from the construction that Ug is the set of (v, @) [RP x N(Tp) such that
To(v,dev(®g)) Cdév(N(T)).

Now we define more complex operation on translation surfaces. Suppose Xp is
a translation torus with n singular points such that the translation structure wg of
Xo belongs to €(1,n) and the isotopy class @y of Wy belongs to PM [CN(T™M).
Further, let Xy, ..., Xk be translation surfaces. The triangulation in the class T
of Xo has distinguished oriented edge L; in the homotopy class L™. By v denote
the holonomy vector of L;. First the cutting operation is applied to the surface Xq
and the edge L;. We yield an ordered sequence of n translation tori Xoy, ..., Xon.
Further for any Xj, 1 < j < k, we insert a saddle connection with holonomy
vector V by applying an inserting operation. Assuming the inserting operation is
well defined, we get a translation surface Xj. Suppose Iy, ..., lx are integers such
that 0 < I; < ... < Iy < n. We merge two sequences Xog, ..., Xon and X, ..., X
together in such a way that Xo;i appears before X{ if and only if i < Ij. Each surface
in the new sequence has a distinguished saddle connection with holonomy vector v.
Finally we apply the gluing operation and obtain a translation surface X.

Now suppose the translation structure wj of every Xj, 1 < j < Kk, belongs to
some (p;j, Nj). Let w, Wo1, ..., Won, W3, ..., w, denote the translation structures of
X, Xoty -+ oy Xons X1, - ., Xy, respectively. It is no loss to assume that each of these
translation structures also belongs to some (p’, n’). Let the tilde denote the isotopy
class of a translation structure. Then (@, ..., ®n) = CUT [T, LM: Dyl (@) for a
set Dg of parameters. Further, G)J’ = INS[y;, Dj;Tj’,yjf](V,(I)j), where 1; CT(pj, nj)
and Dj is a set of parameters. Finally,

® = GLU [D’;T,y]((bm, A ,(I)o|1,a)3_, Ce ’(DIIU G)O,Ik+1; e ,(.l)on)
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for another set D’ of parameters. Thus we yield a map
OPRI[N;Ty,Dy, ..., T, Dy 11, .. I T,y] - U™ - N(T)

defined on an open set U* [PI™ x N(1q) % ... %< N(1). We shall use the no-
tation OPR[n; D], that is, D stands for all the other parameters. Suppose ® [1
P®™ and @ (), J = 1,...,k. Then (@, ®q,...,0) CU* if and only if
INS[1;, Dj; T, vj] (holg, (L™), @;) is well defined for 1 < j < k.

Lemma 8.3 The map OPRJn; D] is a [ne] injective, and volume preserving.

Proof. Suppose w = OPR[n; D](w, Wy, ...,Wx). By construction every triangle of
triangulations T, Ty, ..., T¢ is assigned a triangle of T while every edge is assigned
one or two edges of T. Let y be an oriented edge of T™ or 1j, 1 < j <k, and y’ be
a corresponding edge of T. If y is an edge of T™ then hol,(y’) = holy, (Y). If y is an
edge of Tj then holy(y’) = holy, (Y) + ¢y holy, (L), where ¢, [{#1,0,1} depends
only on y.

Let You = L™, yo2,...,Yos, be a maximal set of edges of T that do not divide
the surface. For any j, 1 = j <K, let yj1,...,Yjs; be a maximal set of edges of Tj
that do not divide the surface. Let yj; denote an edge of T assigned to yj;. It is easy
to observe that the edges yj;, 1 =1 =<sj, 0 =< J =<Kk, are all distinct and comprise a
maximal set of edges of T that do not divide the surface. Let K = Sg+S; + -+ + Sk.
Define maps 1 : N(T™) %< N(13) %... X N(1k) - (R)K and f, : N(1) - (R?)X by

fl((k)(), Wg,... ,(A)k) - (hOI(A)O (y()l)! e |h010\)0 <y050>1 hOl(.\)l (yll)! e 1h010\)k (ykSk>>1
F2(w) = (holy(You): - - - holu(Yos, ) hole (Yi1), - - - holy (Y, ))-

Both maps are affine. By Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, f; and T, are injective and volume
preserving. By the above there exists a linear map F : (R?)X - (R?)K such that
f,(OPR[n; D](w*)) = F(fy(w*)) for any 0w* CO*. Given Vvi,...,Vk [R? one has

F(Vl,Vz, - ,VK> = (Vl,Vz + CoVy,...,Vk + CKV1), where Cy,...,Ck |:{:'|—1, 0, 1} are
constants. It follows that F is volume preserving. Then OPR[n; D] is a volume
preserving affine map. It is injective since f; and F are injective. .

Suppose Uy [CR? and U; CN(tj) n Qi(pj,Nj), j = 1,...,k. Consider the
set PM[D](Up;Uy,...,Ux) consisting of ® [CN(T) such that a(w) < 1 and 0 =
OPRINn; D](wg, ty001, . . ., tex), where wg CRAM™(Uy), Wj CUj and tj > 0 for 1 <
J <Kk Giveni {,...,n} and 0 [0, 1), we let (2)[D](Uo; Ui, ..., Uy) if, in
addition, aj(wy) > ca(w).

Lemma 8.4 Let Uy CRF\{(0,0)} and U; CNI(Tj) n Qu(pj,nj), 1 =j <k, be
nonempty open subsets. Assume Uy is bounded and the closure of each U, 1 < j <K,
is a compact subset of N(t;). Further assume that for any v U, and w; [U;
(1 < j < k) the j" inserting operation is defined on (tv,w;) when t > 0 is small
enough. Then (a)

lincl) [Pu(P™[D](My; Uy, ..., Uy)) = (P (Ug; Uy, ..., Uyx)) >0,
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where [ is the canonical measure on N (1) and p* denotes the product of the canonical
measures on Q(1,n), Q(p1,N1), ..., Q(Pk, Nk);
(b) for any ¢ [0, 1) and i C{,...,n},
M(Ps? [D](Mo; Uy, ..., Uy))

fimy p(P('n)[D]([uo;ul,...,uk)) = (=0

where K is half of the dimension of N(1);
(c) if, in addition, Ug, Uy, ..., Uy are connected sets and tUy CUd for0 <t <1,
then the set P(™M[D](Ug; Uy, ..., Uy) is connected.

Proof. Consider an inserting operation fo = INS[To, e, €1; Do; T, y’]. Here Dy is
empty if e, = e); otherwise Dy stands for a sequence Ti,...,Ts of triangles and
a sequence Yi,...,Ys—1 of edges of Tp. The operation is defined on a set Uy [ 1
R2 x N(Tp). Suppose v . [R? and ® [ NI(Tp). Let A denote the euclidean area
form on R2. If (v,w) [0, then A(holy(er),v) > 0 and A(holy(ej),v) > 0. In the
case e, = €, these conditions determine the set Uj. In the case e, B ey, there are
also S nondegeneracy conditions. They can be expressed in the form A(hol, (L) +
v, holy(L2i)) >0, i =1,...,s, where Lyj, Ly are certain oriented edges of Tp such
that A(holy,(Lj), holy(Lyi)) = 0 for any w [N(Tp). Namely, Ly; and Ly; are edges of
the triangle T; such that L,j is in the sequence ey, Y1,...,Ys_1,€ while Ly;j is not. It
follows that Ug is an open set. Furthermore, if (v, w) LU then (tv, tw) CUf for any
t>0and (tv,w) CUf for 0 <t < 1. If A(holy(er),v) > 0 and A(hol,(ey),Vv) > 0 then
(tv,w) Ul provided t > 0 is small enough. Each triangle T of Tp corresponds to a
triangle T’ of T’. Suppose (v,0) CU} and 0’ = fo(v, ). If T is not in the sequence
Tq,...,Ts then the area of T with respect to ® equals the area of T’ with respect to
®’. Otherwise the two areas may differ but the difference is at most Cy,|v|/2, where
C, is the maximum length of edges of Tg with respect to . Besides, there are two
triangles of T” bounded by y’ that are not associated to triangles of Tg. Their areas
with respect to @ do not exceed Cy|v|/2. It follows that |a(w’) —a(w)| < MeCy|V|,
where Mg is half of the number of triangles of T’.

Now consider the map f = OPR[n; D] defined on the set U* [PIM x N(1q) %

. % N(1x). Suppose (W, W1,...,wx) [A*. By the above (twp, twy,...,tw,) CA*

for any t > 0, (twg, wy,...,wx) CA* for 0 <t < 1, and (0o, tawy, ..., tkwy) CA*
for ty,...,tk = 1. The set Up is bounded, i.e., it is contained in the disk B(Cgp) for
some Cy > 0. Since the closure of each Uj, 1 < j <K, is a compact subset of N (Tj),
U;j has finite volume in Q(pj, Nj). Also, there exist C,c,d > 0 such that for any
triangulation in the class Tj of a translation surface in an isotopy class wj all
edges are of length at most C and at least ¢ while all angles of each triangle are not
less than 8. Since for any v [Uh and w; [U} the j™ inserting operation is defined
on (tv, ;) when t > 0 is small enough, there exists a constant [gI> 0 depending on
Co, €, 0 such that the jth inserting operation is defined on ([g¥, wj). It follows that
PM([gUg) x Uy x ... x U, CUIT.

For any (0, W1, ...,0k) CBAM™ 3 N(Ty) % ... % N(T) let a*(wg, 01, ...,Wx) =
a(wo) +a(wy) + -+ - + a(wg). Suppose ® = F(w*) for some 0* = (Wg, 1wy, . . ., tkWx),
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where wg CRAM™([M), [ 0, ®; [U; and tj > 0 for 1 < j < k. By the above
|a*(w*) — a(w)] < MCtmax| holy, (LM)|, where tmax = max(ty,...,t) and m is half
of the number of triangles of the triangulation T. Moreover, |holy, (L(™)| < Co[IIf
a*(w*) < 1 then tmax < 1. If a(w) < 1 then |a*(0*) —a(w )| > 2. — 1; it follows
that tmax < 2 whenever [&£ 3(2mCyC)~1. Hence there exist Cy, 1> 0 such that
la*(w*) —a(w)| = C;0Of a*(w*) <1 or a(w) < 1 and [ [

For any [&x > 0 let Y (L&) be the set of (wo, ..., 0k) [(PI™ x R*U; x...xR*Uy
such that holy, (L(™) [y and a*(wp,...,wx) =< o. Observe that tY (Lb) =
Y (t[3%a) for any t > 0, where by definition t(wo, ..., wk) = (two, ..., twg). Clearly,
Y(C1) = PM™(My;Uy,...,Ux). It was shown in the proof of Lemma 8.2 that
W (P ™M (Mp; Uy, ...,Ux)) = m(Up)c*, where ¢c* > 0 depends on Uj,...,Ug, and
n. Hence p*(Y (G1)) = oXp*(Y (a=201)) = a1 2m(Up)c*.

For any [3 0 let Yo([O= f~1(P™[D](My; Uy, ...,Ux)) n PM(My; Uy,...,Uy),
Y]_(m - (P(n)[ ](IDO;Ul,...,Uk))\Yo(Eﬂ Yz(m: P(”)(Iﬂo;Ul,...,Uk)\Yo([ﬂ
Y3(O0= Yo(OhU*, Y, (D0= Yo(OAU*. If 0* Y] (Odthen a*(w*) > 1 and a(f(w*)) < 1.
If w* CYR(OJthen a(f(w*)) > 1 and a*(0*) < 1. In both cases, [a*(w*) — 1| = C, [
provided [ [ Therefore Y1 (OJCYJ(Olis a subset of Y (L + Cy Odwhile it is disjoint
from Y (I:h) for a < 1 — Cy[Ilt follows that u*(Y(CACYR(OY < ((1 + C Ot —

(1 =C O "1 Bi(Ug)c* if Ci[K 1. Hence [Pu* (Y1(DOEY3(D)) - —»0as|3—»0

It is easy to see that P (™ ([Wy; Uy, ..., Ux) TP (M) x Up % ...x Uk, where
Uj = {tw | w U, 0 <t =< 1}. Let Yo, Ma,...,Hx be the canonical measures
on Q(1,n), Q(p1,N1), - .., Q(pk, Nk), respectively. Then po(P ™ ([p)) = m([Up)c, =
i (Up)Cn, where ¢, > 0 is a constant (see the proof of Lemma 8.2). Besides,
uj(Uj) < oo. Suppose (W, ..., wx) [Y(OJ Then (wo,...,wx) £0* hence w; [
D@lljj for some 1 < j < K. Since uj(D@lUj) = (Iﬂ@z<2pj+“j_l)pj(0j), it follows
that CPp*(Y4(0) - 0 as [ 0. Thus we have proved that CPu* (Y, (COCYA(D) - 0
as [ 0. Then lim _o CPP*(Yo(0J = m(Up)c* > 0. Since f is injective and volume
preserving map, statement (a) of the lemma follows.

Suppose 0* CY}(ONY (L, 42), where [ [] Then |a(f(w*))—a*(0*)] < C [x
M2a*(w*). If f(w*) EBCET;)[D]([UO;UL...,UK) for some 0 > 0 and i, then w* []
P((ln) 1/2y6, I(IDO, Ui, ..., Uk) assuming [K 1, else w* EEI((lnl 1/2)0|(|Do; U, ..., Uk)
assuming (1 + [?)g < 1. Therefore

W (P g ([Do; Uy, ..., U)) = (Y (LC1 ) CYA(0) <

n(PID)(My; Uy, ..., Uy)) <
W (P 1 ayoi(Mos s, ..., Ui)) + (Y (LT, B7) CYA(D)).
Since [ZPu*(Y (LT, ?) [YI(IDLYI(D) — 0 as [ 0, statement (b) of the lemma

follows from its statement (a) and Lemma 8.2.

Now assume Ug, Uq,...,Uy are connected sets. It is easy to observe that the
set PM({v}) is connected for any nonzero v. [CR?. Let g, be a unique element
of SL(2,R) such that g,v = (0,1) and g,V = (1,0) for some Vg orthogonal to

20



V. Then g,P ™ ({v}) = PM({(0,1)}). Since g, depends continuously on v, it fol-
lows that P (Up) is connected whenever Uy CRF\ {(0,0)} is connected. Suppose
W', 0" CPEY[D](Ug; Uy, ..., Ux). Then F1(w) = (0), ), ..., tw,) and F-1(0") =
(g, Y, ..., twy), where wp, g CHM™(Up), wj,wf [Uj and €t > 0 for 1 <
j =< k. There exist continuous paths o : [0,1] - P™(Up) and wj : [0,1] - U;,
J =1,...,K, such that ;(0) = 0j and w;(1) = @]’ for 0 = j < k. Pick to > 0 such
that t;, tf =ty and [glp < 1. For any u 10, 1] let

0" (u) = (letowo(u), (1 — )ty + uty)wy (U), ..., (1 — W)ty + Uty )wi(u)).

Then w*(u) C* and depends continuously on u. In particular, u B a(f(w*(u)))
is a continuous function on [0, 1], hence it is bounded. Note that a(f(tw*(u))) =
a(tf(w*(u))) = t2a(f(w*(u))) for any t > 0. Therefore a(f(t;0*(u))) < 1 for some
0 <t <1 and all u. Assume tUy [y for 0 < t < 1. Then f(tw*(u)) [
PM[D](Up; Uy, ..., Ux) for all u [0, 1], hence F(t;0*(0)) is joined to F(ty0*(1)) by
a continuous path in P ™[D](Ug; Uy, ..., Uk). Furthermore, P M[D](Ug;Us,..., Uy)
contains F(tw*(0)) for t; <t <1 and ([}, tjw], ..., twy) for [ty < [X£ 1. There-
fore 0’ can be joined to f(t;0*(0)). Similarly, w” can be joined to f(t;w*(1)). Finally,
' can be joined to " within PM[D](Ug;Us,...,Ux) by a continuous path. Thus
P™[D](Up; Uy,...,Ug) is connected. .

For any [ 0 let ©2 (p, n) be the set of translation structures in Q(p, N) admitting
a saddle connection of length at most [JFurther, for any K = Clet 2 *(p, n) be the
set of translation structures admitting a saddle connection of length at most [dnd no
nonhomologous saddle connections of length at most K. Clearly, Q **(p, n) C(p, n)
and both sets are invariant under the H(p, n) action. Let Q (p,n) and Q **(p, n) de-
note the subsets of Q(p, n) corresponding to 2 (p,Nn) and © **(p,n). Let MQ (p, n)
and MQ "(p,n) denote the corresponding subsets of MQ(p,n). By Q<i(p,n) de-
note the set of @ [CQ(p, n) such that a(w) < 1. The set MQ<1(p,n) CIMQ(p, n) is
defined in a similar way. Now we let Q_;(p,n) = Q (p,n) n Q<1(p,n), Q5 (p,n) =
Q *(p,n) n Q«1(p,n), MQ,(p,n) = MQ (p,n) n MQ1(p,n), MQL(p,n) =
MQ *(p,n) nMQ<1(p, n). Similarly, we define sets Q;(p, n), Q;"(p,n), MQ,(p, n),
and MQ;"(p, n).

Theorem 8.5 ([MS]) Let po and p denote the canonical measures on MQ;(p, n)
and MQ(p, n), respectively. There exists ¢, , > 0 such that po(MQ,(p,n)) < ¢cpn
and p(MQ,(p,n)) < c,nBfor any [ 0, and po(MQ,(p,n) \ MQ;“(p,n)) =
Cp.n K% and p(MQ;(p,n) \ MQ_7(p, n)) < ¢, o 2k* for any k = L]

For any Delaunay triangulation piece M (t, O—L_CQp, n) we define a canonical
ordered basis I' = (Y1,...,Yzp+n-1) for the group Hi(My, Zn; Z). Namely, for any
J. 1 =j =2p+n—1,yj is the least (with respect to [JHomology class of an
edge of T that is not a linear combination of yi,...,Yj—_1. The homology classes
Yi,...1Y2p+n—1 are determined up to multiplying by *1. By X; denote the set of
vectors V. [CR? such that hol,(y;) = v for some w M (T, O_d Q<1(p,n). Given
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vectors Vq,...,Vk.1 [RP, 1 <k<2p+n—1,let X(Vy,...,Vk 1) denote the set of
v [R? such that holy(y1) = Vi,...,holy(Yk_1) = Vk_1, and hol,(yx) = vV for some

® CM (T, CEAQ<i(p, n).

Theorem 8.6 ([MS]) X, is contained in the disk B(1/8/1). Any Xy (Vq,...,Vk_1)
is contained in the union of B(,/8/m) and finitely many rectangles of area 1, where
the number of rectangles is bounded by a constant depending on M (t, 1

It is easy to see that a shortest saddle connection Ly of a translation surface
M is a Delaunay edge. If all shortest saddle connections of M are homologous to
Lo, then any shortest saddle connection of those nonhomologous to Ly is also a
Delaunay edge. In view of this remark, Lemma 6.5, and Fubini’s theorem, Theorem
8.5 is a corollary of Theorem 8.6. Further notice that MQ;(p, n) = MQ(p, n) for
[ /8/1. Hence Theorem 6.6 is a corollary of Theorem 8.5. Theorems 6.6, 8.5,
and 8.6 were proved in Section 10 of the paper [MS] (although only the first of them
was explicitly formulated in [MS]).

Let T [CT(p,n) and e be an edge of T. Suppose @ [N (T). Pick a translation
structure @' in the isotopy class w and let T’ be the triangulation by disjoint saddle
connections of @' such that (w’,t") [Tl Let € be the edge of T’ corresponding to e.
By Be1(w) denote the sum of two angles opposite € in two triangles of T" bounded
by €. It follows from the proof of Lemma 6.5 that 81 () is well defined and depends
continuously on ®. For any & > 0 let Ms(T) denote the set of @ [CN(T) such that
Ber(w) < m — 9 for every edge e of T. By Proposition 5.3, Ms(t) M (1) and
M (T) = U6>0 Mé(T)'

Suppose T [T (p,n) and y is an edge of T. For any [d > 0 and K > [let
S(t,Y; LK,d) denote the set of @ Q. 5(p,n) n M(T) such that | hol,(y)| = Cand
for any edge e of T we have 8e(®w) < T — & unless two triangles of T bounded by e
have two common edges while their third edges are homologous to y. By S(t; [ K, )
denote the union of the sets S(t,y; [K,d) over all edges y of T.

Lemma 8.7 Given A > 0, there exist K,d > 0 such that
A(Q<y(p.n) n M(1)) — A(S(T; LK, 3)) < AL
for all [ K, where [i denotes the canonical measure on Q(p, n).

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, each Delaunay triangulation halfpiece M" (T, [Jprojects in-
jectively to MQ(p, n). Up to a set of zero volume, M (T) is the union of finitely many
halfpieces. Hence Theorem 8.5 implies there exists ¢; > 0 such that fi(Q-4(p,n) n
M (1)) — (Q(p,n) n M(T)) < ¢ [Zk? for K = [P 0. Choose K > 0 such that
CKE< A2,

Suppose @' is a translation structure in a class ® [CM (T) n Q.5(p, n), (¥ K, and
let Y be an edge of T such that |hol,(y)| < [IGiven a Delaunay cell T of «’, there
exist d >0 and a map 1: B(d) - M, such that 1 is a translation with respect to &’
and T = I(T’), where T’ is the interior of a plane triangle inscribed in B(d). Note
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that d is the distance from the point g = 1(0) to the set of singular points of ®’. By
Lemma 5.4, if d = /2/1 then g belongs to a periodic cylinder C of length at most
d~1. It is easy to see that if the triangle T is disjoint from C then all edges of T
are not longer than the length of C. As @ [CQ *(p, n), the length of C is either at
most [dr at least K. In the former case, C is a regular cylinder bounded by saddle
connections homologous to y and T [Cl In the latter case, d < K~! and all edges
of T are of length at most 2k,

Suppose X1, X2, X3 [RP are vertices of a triangle. For any & > 0 let II(X1, X2, X3; 8)
be the set of X [RP such that m— 8 < [X3KX, + [X3K3X, < T and X is separated
from X3 by the straight line passing through X; and Xp. TI(Xy, Xz, X3;9) is a domain
bounded by two circles intersecting at X; and X,, one of them being circumscribed
about the triangle X;X;X3. If we fix the length | of the segment X;X5, the radius r of
the circle passing through Xy, Xz, X3, and 9§, then the area of T1(Xy, X2, X3;8) is bound
to take at most two values. Let a(l, r,d) denote either of them. It is easy to see that
for any lg, ro > 0 we have supj>, sup <, &(l,r,8) - 0 asd - 0.

Let y and e be edges of T. If two triangles bounded by e have two common edges
while their third edges are homologous to Y, then for any @ [N(T) the edge e crosses
a cylinder of periodic geodesics of ® homologous to y. Assume this is not the case. For
0 < [¥kandd>0let S'(1,v,€; [K,J) denote the set of @ M (1) nQ_.5(p, n) such
that | hol,(y)| < [And B¢ (w) > 1 — 8. If € is homologous to y then 8¢ (®) < 21/3
for all @ CSI(1,Y,e; [K,d) since the angle opposite the shortest side of a triangle
does not exceed /3. Hence S'(1,V,€; [K,0) is empty for & < /3. Now suppose
e and y are not homologous. Let T; and T, be triangles of T bounded by e. Let
e; be a side of T; different from e and e, be a side of T, different from e and not
homologous to e;. If an edge of T; or T, is homologous to Y, it is no loss to assume ey is
homologous to y. Suppose 0 CSI(T,vV, €; [K,d). Once hol,(e) and hol,(e;) are fixed,
the holonomy vector hol,(e;) belongs to a set I1(Xy, Xz, X3; 0) of area a(l, r,d), where
| = Kand r < r; = max(y/2/m, K 1). If any edge of Ty is homologous to an edge
of T,, we can say more (cf. the proof of Lemma 6.5). Namely, once hol,(e) is fixed,
the holonomy vector hol,(e;) belongs to a set I1(Xy, X2, X3;0/2) of area a(l, 1/2,3/2),
where | = | hol,(e)|. By Lemma 6.2, there is a sequence Y1, . .., Yzp+n—1 Of edges of
T whose homology classes comprise a basis for Hi(Mp, Zn;Z). It can be assumed
without loss of generality that this sequence contains an edge homologous to y, the
edges e, e,, and e; unless the latter one is homologous to an edge of T,. By the above
| holy (Yi)| =< 2r; unless y; crosses a cylinder of periodic geodesics homologous to y. In
the latter case we have hol,(yj) = thol,(y)+V, where —1 <t < 1, v is orthogonal to
holy(Y), and |v|-| hol,(y)] < 1. It follows that holy,(Yi) belongs to a rectangle of area
4 depending on holy,(y). Since €, is not homologous to y, Fubini’s theorem implies
A(S'(t,y,e; LK, 0)) < m4nrd)™ 2 sup,s sup,<,, o(l, 1,d), where m = 3(2p—2+n)
is the number of edges of T. For any & > 8 the set M (1) n Q5 (p,n) \ S(t; [ K, ) is
contained in the union of at most m? sets of the form S’ (T,Y, e; [k, & ). Therefore we
can choose 8 so that (M (T)nQ5(p, n))—R(S(T; [K,d)) < A2 for all [X K. ]

Suppose @ is a translation structure. For any 0 []0,1) and R > 0 let Np(w, 0, R)
denote the number of periodic cylinders of W of length at most R and of area
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greater than ca(w). By s(w) denote the length of the shortest saddle connection
of w. Further, let Ng(w,0,R) = No(w,0,s(w)) if R = s(w) and N§(w,0,R) = 0 if
0 <R < s(w). The numbers No(®, 0,R), N§(w,0,R), and s(®) do not change when
® is replaced by an isomorphic structure, hence they are well defined for w [Q(p, n)
and w CIN1Q(p, n).

Proposition 8.8 Let M be a connected component of the moduli space MQ(p, n).
By M denote the set of w [CIW such that a(w) < 1. Then there exists ¢(M) > 0
such that for any o [0, 1),

1
lim — Ng(w, 0, DHp(w) = (1 — o)< 2c(M),
—0 Izl Mo
where K is half of the dimension of M and p denotes the canonical measure on M.

Proof. For any translation structure w, N§(®, 0, Olis at most the number of saddle
connections of length s(w) of w. As such saddle connections are Delaunay edges, they
are disjoint by Proposition 5.2. Then Proposition 5.1 implies there exists C > 0 such
that Ng (0,0, 01< C for all @ [CIMQ(p, n).

By Mj denote the subset of Mg corresponding to translation structures that
have a regular periodic cylinder bounded by the shortest saddle connection. Clearly,
Ng(w,0, 1= 0 for @ WMy \ Mj. Let 1o : Q(p,n) - MQ(p,n) be the natural
projection and f1 be the canonical measure on Q(p, n). First consider the case p = 1.
In this case Mo = MQ<y(1,n). It is easy to see that the set To(P ™ (B([In R2))
contains almost all elements of Mgy n MQ (1,n) for any [ 0. There exists a
mapping class ¢ [Mod(p,n) of order n such that @T™ = 1™ and @ sends L™
to a homologous edge. Any set of the form P (™ (U) is invariant under ¢. Suppose
W, CPIM(B(OhRZ)nQ *(p,n), K > [F 0. Then M(w) = Mo(w') only if 0’ = ¢Mw
for some m. Also, in this case N§(w, 0, Qequals the number of indices i such that
W M (B(0In R2). As shown in the proof of Lemma 8.2, {(PY(B(00n R2)) =
(1—=0)"m(B(In R%)c = (1 —0)"1nc?r2, where ¢ > 0. Since CPR(P™M(B(0) \
Q' (1,n)) - 0 as b 0, it follows that

lim [P Ng (w, 0, Ddp(w) = (1 — o) *nc/2.
— Mo

We proceed to the case p > 1. Consider an operation fo = OPR[ng;D| =
OPRIng; D’;1,y], where T [TI(p,n) and y is an edge of T, and a family of sets
Yo([d= P®™)[D]([My; Uy, ...,Ux), 3 0, where Ug, Uy, ..., Uy satisfy the assump-
tions of Lemma 8.4. Further assume that Uy [CBI1) and pi(Yo(OhM (T))/(Yo(0J -
1 as [ 0. Clearly, Yo(OJ QL4 (p, n). Any translation structure in an isotopy class
@ [Yh(Odhas ng regular cylinders of periodic geodesics homologous to y. Suppose
w Q. 5(p,n) for some K > [OThen the cylinders homologous to y are the only
periodic cylinders of length s(w). It follows that Ng(w, 0, (0= ng while N¢(w, g, (is
equal to the number of indices i such that w (OO)[D]([UO; Ui, ..., Ux). Therefore

‘/ “(, 0, THA(w Zu (PEI[D)(Mo; Uy, ..., U))| =
Yo()
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max (C, No)A(Yo(ON Q24 (p, n)).
Note that (M (T) n Q< (p,n) N Q24(p, N)) < ¢ [*] where ¢; depends on T (see the
proof of Lemma 8.7). By assumption, fi(Yo(OAM (1))/f(Yo(DJ - 0 as [ 0. Hence
Lemma 8.4 implies there exists Cp > 0 such that

lim P N (0, 0, DHf(w) = (1 —0) < 2c,.
- Yo()

For any A > 0 we wish to find finitely many maps f; = OP R[n;; Dj] and families
of sets Yi(Dd= P)[D;](Wp; Uiz, ..., Uik,), i = 1,...,m, that satisfy the condi-
tions imposed above on fy and Yo([O Besides, we require that mo(Yi(0) [CWy,
each Yj(Odbe invariant under a mapping class @; [Nlod(p,n) of finite order 0j,
CPlu(mo(GY(D)) — X507 A(Yi(D] — 0 as CI— 0, and u(My n MQ (p,n) \
mo( GYJ(O)) < AZfor sufficiently small [IFirst let us show how this helps to prove
the proposition. By the above

limy —F Ng (w, 0, Ddf(w) = (1 —0)X 2

- Yi()
for some ¢; > 0. Given @ [y, let 0 CYI(OJif @ Cmh(Yi(DJ n mo(Yj(0) for some
i 8], let o LYY (DJif more than 0; elements of some Yj([Jare mapped to ® by Ty,
and let 0 CYY”(D0if o Cmd(Y;i(D) for some i but m5t(w) n Yi(Dohas less than 0; ele-

ments. Any translation structure in an isomorphy class @ [YI”([Jadmits nontrivial
automorphism, therefore pu(Y”(0J = 0. Observe that p(mo( GYI(D)) + pu(Y'(J <
>, WMo (Yi( ) and 3, Wo(Y;(0) -+ (max; o) H(Y (1) = °,0; *A(Yi(D). The
above assumptions imply CPU(Y/(DDCYY(0) - 0 as [ 0. Since Ng(w, 0, Ois
uniformly bounded and there are only finitely many families Yj(OJ it follows that

lim P Ng (0,0, JHp(w) = (1= 0)%72> o 'c;.

—0 Mo (U; Y4 ()

Moreover, To( GYJ(DJ Mg and

/ NG (w, 0, Ddp(w) < CAE
Mo\o(U;Y4( )

for small [JAs A can be chosen arbitrarily small, the proposition follows.

It remains to fetch the needed maps fi and sets Y;j(OJ The maps will be of the
form f; = OPRI[n;; Dj] = OPRIN;; Diy, ..., Dik; li; T, Vil, Dij = (Tij, €r.ij, €u,ij; Dij),
li = (li, ..., li,), where Ty [TI(p, n). Recall that y; is an oriented edge of Ti, €r,jj
and € j are oriented edges of Tjj, and li is a sequence of integers. We require that
if @1; = Ty for some @ [CMod(p,n) then T; = Ti». Moreover, if @T; = Ty and @Q(Y;)
is homologous to yir then Tj = Ty and yi = yi. If Tjj, Tyjy I (p', n’) and there
exists () I:Mod(p’, n’) such that 0t = Tyyjr, (p(er,ij) = €ri’j’, (p(emj) = €Lirj’, then
I5ij = 5i/j/. We assume fy, T,,... is a maximal list of maps satisfying the above
conditions. It is easy to see that the list is finite.
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Suppose T [CTI(p’, n’) and ey, €, are oriented edges of T. Choose an inserting oper-
ation f = INS[t, e, €;;D;1',y']. For any v [SF and 8 > 0 we define U¢(T, e, €; Vv, d)
as the set of w [CN(T) such that f(tv,0) [CM;(t’) for all sufficiently small t > 0.
Assume f(tv, w) is defined for small t > 0, that is, pairs of vectors (hol,(er), V) and
(holy (), V) induce the standard orientation in R?. Let By (resp. B;) denote the angle
between hol,(er) (resp. holy(e))) and v. Let T be the triangle of T such that e,
bounds T, and the orientation of e, agrees with the counterclockwise orientation
of the boundary of T;". Let T, be the other triangle of T bounded by e,. Let 6/
and 8, denote the measures relative to translation structures in the class @ of the
angles of T;" and T, opposite e,. Similarly, we introduce triangles T,", T,” and an-
gles 8], 6;. In the case e, E e, the set Ug(T,er,€;V,d) does not depend on the
choice of f. Namely, ® [U¢(T,er,€);V,0) if and only if @ [M;(T) and B, + 6,
m—Br+0,, T—PBi+6", B+ 6 are less than m — 0. In the case e, = |, there are
two principal choices. The triangle T corresponds to a triangle T’ of T’. Let € be
the edge of T’ corresponding to e, and Tj be the triangle separated from T’ by €’.
Then Yy’ is an edge of T{. If T{ lies to the right of y’ then 0 [Uk(T,er,€;V,d) if and
only if @ [CMjs(t) and Br + 6/, Br + 6,, 2(T — B¢) are less than m — §. Otherwise
0 [Uk(t,er,e;Vv,d) if and only if @ [CM5(T) and T— By +8], m— B+ 6,, 2B, are
less than m — 9. In particular, if the angle between v, Vv’ [SF does not exceed &' < 3
then Ug(T, ey, e;v,8) CUY(T,er,e;V, 0 —9).

Choose 8 > 0 such that /8 is an integer and divide the semicircle S* n RZ
into arcs of equal length 8. Suppose U is the interior of one of the arcs. Let Ug, =
{tv|v U 0 <t< 1} By Vo denote the midpoint of u. For 1 < j < k; let fj;
denote the j™ inserting operation of those used when building f;. Given K > 0, let
Uijux = Us,, (Tij, €rijs €1,ij3 Vo, ) 0 Qu(pij, Nij) \ QF(pij, Nij), where T;; T (psj, Nij).
Finally, let Yiu(Dd= P ®J[D;](Moy; Vituk, - - - » Vikuk); [ 0. Now we shall check
whether the families of sets Yju([dsatisfy the above conditions.

Suppose ® [Ujjuk. Any Delaunay cell of a translation structure in the class
W is isometric to the interior of a triangle inscribed in a circle of radius d. Since
®w CQ1(pij, nij) \ QF(pij, Nij), it follows from Lemma 5.4 that d < do, where dy =
max(1/2/m, K1), In particular, all Delaunay edges are of length at least K and at
most 2dg. Then each angle 8 of a Delaunay triangle satisfies sin® = k/(2dp). Since
Uijux CM(T5), it follows that the closure of Ujjyx is a compact subset of N (Tjj). Note
that fj; = INS[ISij;Ti’j,y{j} for some Tj; [TI(pjj, nij). There exists [gl= [olK,d) >0
such that fij(v,w) [CMe/4(T;) n Q O'K/Z(pgj, nj;) for all v [TdUgy and @ [Uljyk.

Suppose @ = GLU[T;,V1,..., Tk, Vi T, V] (W1,...,wx) and §j (1 = j < k) is a
unique shortest edge of Tj relative to wj. Any edge e of Tj different from yj is
assigned a unique edge € of T so that Be 7, (0j) = 0z¢(w). Since the angle opposite
the shortest side of a triangle does not exceed m/3, we have 8y ¢(0) < 2m/3 and
67,7, (wj) =< 2n/3. By Proposition 5.3, @ M (T) if and only if w; [CM(Tj) for
1 = j = k. Further suppose 0 = GLU[T], Y1, - - -, T, Vi T, V(07 - ., 0 ), where ¥j
is a unique shortest edge of Tj relative to ;. Assume that @ M (T), 0" CM(T),
and hol,(Y), holy (y") CRE.. Then ® is isomorphic to &’ if and only if k = k’ and for
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some 1 < Ko < K the classes 04, ..., Wk are isomorphic to oo’ko, e, W, W, m’kofl,
respectively.

All mapping classes @; CTI(p,n) such that @;T; = T; and @; sends y; to a ho-
mologous edge form a cyclic subgroup. Assume @; generates this subgroup. The
order 0; of @; divides ki and n;. For any & = Fj(0g, W1, ..., W) one has w@; ' =
fi(0o0 ™1, Wk, . .. Wk, W1, ..., Wk_1), where 1 < k < k; and @ [Mod(1,n;) is such
that @T™) = 1) and @(LM)) is homologous to L") Tt follows that each Yy (O
is invariant under ;.

Let w = fij (V,OJ()), w = fi/j/(V/,(,Oé), where g EM(TU'), 006 EM(Ti/j/), and
v,v' [CR%. Suppose |v|,|v/| = Chnd o CM(T);) n Q *(pjj, njj), ' CWI(T);) n
Q ’K/(pg,j,, Ni;j) for some K > [JThen ® is isomorphic to @’ if and only if i = 1,
J=1J,v=V,and g = 0). Now let ® [Yu(OJ 0 CXww(Od Suppose © [
M (1)) nQ ¥ (p,n) and &' M (Tiy) nQ *(p, n) for some K’ > [Then it follows from
the above that To(w) = Mo(®') only if i = i’, U = U, and w is mapped to ® by an
iterate of @;.

Using techniques of the proof of Lemma 8.4, we derive from the above that as
- 0, AYiu (D30 M(T)/R(Yiu(D) - 1, EFIR(Yiu (D) — 0ibk(To(Yiuk (DY) — O,
and CPU(To(Yiux(DD N To(Yiwk (D)) - 0 unless i = i’ and u = u'.

Suppose w [SIT,y; 2K, 2d) for some T [TI(p, n). As S(T,Y; L2K, 28) does not
depend on the orientation of y, we orient y so that hol,(y) belongs to the closure of
R2. Then holy(y) is in the closure of [y, for an arc U. Assume holy,(y) [IWg,. Note
that this assumption holds for almost all elements of S(T,y; [ 2K, 23). First we apply
a cutting operation to 0 and y. Let (07,...,0,) = CUT[T,Y;T{, V1, -\ T Vi) (0),
where T [T(pj, nj), 1 = J = k. Clearly, each T{ has no edge homologous to Y;.
In the case pj = nj = 1, it is no loss to assume that Tj = 1 ON yj = L®: then
0 AW If none of 0} belongs to Q(1,1) then To(w) WG, Assume this is not
the case. Choose j such that (pj,nj) 8 (1,1) (this is possible as p > 1). Then w; [1
S(tj,j; 2K, 28) [Mp5(T{) n QS’iK(p}, nj) assuming 280 < 1/3. There exists [1=
(K, d) > 0 such that any collapsing operation of the form COL[Tj’,ny; D’; 1,6, €]
is defined on S(Tj’,yjf; [2K,28) for [ I e = COL[tj’,ny;D’;f,ér,é.](wjf) then
w; = g(holy(y),®), where g = INS[T, &, €;D;Tj,Yj] E)r a set D of parameters.
Consequently, @ can be obtained by an operation OP R[D; T,y]. Assuming [k small
enough, one has @ [CU}(T, &, €; Vo, 8), where Vg is the midpoint of u. Also, @ = tQy,
where t > 0, a(®p) = 1, and (@) > K. Note that D depends on D’, moreover, any D
corresponds to some D’. It follows that we can choose the cutting and the collapsing
operations so that g = fi/js for some i’, j’. Then @ [U}j/u. The conditions imposed
above on f1, f,, ... imply that 0@~! [Y}«(Ofor some i and ¢ [Mod(p, n) such that
T = T; and @Q(Y) is homologous to y;. Thus for small [fhe set To(S(T,Y; L2K, 28)) n
M is contained in To( Gg¥iuk (D) up to a subset of zero volume. Since the Mod(p, n)
action on T (p,n) has only finitely many orbits, it follows from Lemma 8.7 that we
can choose K and 9 so that W(Mjy n MQ (p,n) \ Tio( Go¥iuw (D)) < AZfor small [

The only condition not verified yet is To(Yiux(0J M. It surely holds when the
moduli space MQ(p, n) is connected. If this is not the case, we have to modify the
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construction slightly. Suppose U/, 1 < j < kj, is a connected component of the open
set Ujjuc. Then sets Y (0= P ™[D;]([Ugy; Uy, . .., Uy ) are connected by Lemma 8.4.
Hence sets To(Y (OJ are either contained in Mg or disjoint from My. Clearly, Yiux (L2
is the disjoint union of at most countably many sets of the form Y (0] The mapping
class @i permutes these sets. Now we replace Yjuk(Odby a finite number of subsets of
the form Y (O For any A > 0 this finite number can be chosen so that the union of
the other subsets has volume at most A[?] Then we discard sets whose projections
to MQ(p, n) are disjoint from M. Also, among sets Y (L3 (Od; 1, Y (0,2, ... we

discard all but one. The construction is completed. n

Proof of Proposition 7.4. Let C be a connected component of MQ;(p,n) and
Mo be the canonical measure on C. The formula (11) can be rewritten as follows:

1

blo. = Ho(C)

/C No(®, 0, [T (®).

Besides, let
1
b*(a, :—/N*w,o, Mo(w).
(0= 7 [ No(o,0, Tho(e)

First we estimate the difference b(o, 03— b*(o, O Clearly, No(w, 0, (1= No(w, 0, (1=
Ng(w,0,00= 0 for all @ Q. If @ L MQ,(p,n) then No(w,0, (1= 0. If o [
MQ,“(p,n) for some K > [Jthen No(®,d, 0= Ng(w,a, 01 It follows that for any
K> L[]

1

0 < b(o, 01— b*(0, D= —/
Ho(C) Jermos oy mas (o)

No(w, 0, DHo(w).

By Theorem 7.3, there exist Cg, Ko = 0 such that No(w, 0, DI< co( [Z5(w))%? for all
®w [Cland [X Ko. Suppose @ CCln MQ;(p,n) \ MQ;“(p,n), where [X K < Ko.
Obviously, s(w) < [lhence 4 %[k s(w) < 4 %[for an integer kK = 0. Then
o CIMQ4 ™" (p,n) \MQ? " *(p,n) and No(w, 0, DI< (4%+1)32¢,. Tt follows that

oo

Co K+1 4k 4-F K
uomk;z% Ho(MQS ™ (p,m)\MQy “(p.1))

b(o, 01— b*(o, D=

provided [ K < Kg. Furthermore, Theorem 8.5 implies that

b(o, 01— b*(o, <

CoCon N~ gk+1y—2k 22 _ L6CoCon 2 2
girig-2k 22 — 07PN 232
Ho(C) k; Ho(C)

where €y > 0 is a constant. As K can be chosen arbitrarily small, it follows that
limy [F(b(a, 01— b*(a0, ) = 0.

Now we estimate b*(0, 01 By C., denote the connected component of MQ(p, n)
containing C. Clearly, C,, = {tw | ® [C] t > 0}. For any t > 0 let C; denote the set
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of  [C], such that a(w) < t. Let Y be the canonical measure on C,,. For all @ [CI
and t > 0 we have a(tw) = t?, s(tw) = t- s(w), and N§ (0,0, 1= N§(tw, o, t0] Tt

follows that
(0, = s / N3 (0, 0, G/a(®)) du(w).

For any 0 [0, 1) and positive [, o let

bo(o, G1,0) = / N (0, 0, é/a) du(w).

Ct

Denote by K half of the dimension of C,,. By Proposition 8.8, there exists ¢ > 0
such that [=Pby(o, [1,1) - (1 —0)¥~2c as [ 0. For arbitrary t and o we have

V_
bo(o, G, Q) = tK/ Ng (tY%w, 0, a) du(w) = t*by(o, Yast; 1,1),

C1

therefore

limy Pho (0, L1, a) = t“ta(1l — o)< 2.
Suppose 0 < t; < t,. Then

bo(0, 12, t1) — bo(0, 11, 1) <
/C . Ng(w, 0, GJa(w)) du(w) < bg(o, Gip,t2) —bo(o, Gy, to).

It follows that for any integer k > 0 we have b, (o, I0< p(Cy)b*(o, CI< by (0, OJ
where

k
by (0, (0= Z(bo(o, /K, (i — 1)/K) — bo(o, i — 1)/K, (i — 1)/k)>,

i=1

b (0, (0= Z(bo(o, /K, i/K) — bo(o, i — 1)/K, i/k)).

i=1
By the above,

iy .0 0 -0 263 2 () ()

iy 0= 1 —0 e ((1) - ()

In particular, lim _o P (by (0, 00— by (0, ) = k=(1 — 0)X~2c. As k can be chosen
arbitrarily large, this implies that

lim [Pb* (g, = (1 — ¢)<2—% 1tdtK‘1
i P00, = (1 =0 [ e
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Since [=P(b(o, 00— b*(0, ) - 0 as [ 0, it follows that

b(G, m_ : b*(o’ _ (1 _ O')K_Z.

lim = lim

~0b(0,00° —ob*(0, [0

It remains to notice that K =2p+n—1. .
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