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Abstract

The Weil-Petersson volume of genus-g hyperbolic surfaces with geodesic boundaries is known
since work of Mirzakhani to be polynomial in the boundary lengths. We provide a bijective proof of
this fact in the genus-0 case in the presence of a distinguished cusp. It is based on a generalization
of a recent tree bijection, by the first author and Curien, to the setting with geodesic boundaries,
requiring an extension of the Bowditch-Epstein-Penner spine construction. As an application of
our tree bijection we establish an explicit formula for the distance-dependent three-point function,
which records an exact metric statistic measuring the difference of two geodesic distances among
a triple of distinguished cusps in a Weil-Petersson random surface. We conclude with a discussion
of the relevance of this function to the topological recursion of Weil-Petersson volumes and metric
properties of Weil-Petersson random surfaces with many boundaries or cusps.

Figure 1: lllustration of a genus-0 hyperbolic surface X with cusps and geodesic bound-
aries (left). The bijection in this work considers the spine construction in the extended
hyperbolic surface X (right), obtained by attaching funnels to the geodesic boundaries of
X. The tree in question corresponds to the cut locus of points that have multiple length-
minimizing geodesics to a horocycle around the distinguished cusp, called the origin.
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1 Introduction

Many families of random metrics on a fixed topological surface have been studied in the literature using
equally diverse mathematical techniques. Since these families often share universal characteristics, or,
in the language of physics, can each be viewed as a version of two-dimensional quantum gravity, it is
natural to investigate whether any of the employed techniques are transferable.

One prominent family of models, with a long history in both mathematics and physics, is that of
random combinatorial maps (or ribbon graphs). The extensive toolkit used to study their enumeration,
as well as statistical properties of uniformly sampled maps, includes analytic combinatorics, matrix
integrals, integrable hierarchies, topological recursion, probabilistic exploration processes, and more.
Yet there is one family of techniques, intrinsic to the combinatorial structure of maps, that has proved
particularly powerful in recent decades: the bijective method. The idea is simple: a bijection between
two combinatorial classes not only establishes their equinumeration, but also relates uniform random
samples in both classes.

This is particularly effective when one of the classes consists of (decorated) combinatorial trees,
because many combinatorial and probabilistic methods are readily available to analyse them. Starting



with the bijections of Cori-Vauquelin [20] and Schaeffer [53] (and even earlier work of Mullin [47]), a
rich collection of such tree bijections has been identified in the planar-map literature, see for instance
[7, 3, 1]. As we will discuss in more detail below, these tree bijections have played a central role in estab-
lishing scaling limits for the metric of large random planar maps, notably in the proofs of convergence
to the Brownian sphere [37, 41].

The present work aims to transfer aspects of this bijective method from planar maps to the contin-
uous setting of moduli spaces of planar hyperbolic surfaces equipped with their Weil-Petersson volume
measures. One may view the computation of Weil-Petersson volumes as a continuous analogue of the
enumeration of maps, and the Weil-Petersson random hyperbolic surface as an analogue of the uniform
random map. The utility of a tree bijection in this context was already demonstrated by the first author
and Curien [13] by proving that the Weil-Petersson punctured hyperbolic sphere has the same metric
scaling limit, in the form of the Brownian sphere, as many models of large random planar maps (see be-
low for discussions). The main goal of this work is to extend the bijective method to planar hyperbolic
surfaces with geodesic boundaries.

1.1  Main results

We start by explaining our main bijective result. Recall that a hyperbolic surface with geodesic bound-
aries is a surface with a Riemannian metric of constant (Gaussian) curvature —1 such that the boundaries
are closed hyperbolic geodesics. For 29 =2 +n > 0 and L = (Ly,...,L,) € RY, My, (L) is the moduli
space of hyperbolic surfaces with n labeled boundaries of specified lengths L;, ..., L,, viewed modulo
orientation-preserving (and boundary preserving) isometries. Some (or all) of the boundaries are al-
lowed to have zero length, in which case they correspond to cusps. The moduli space My, (L) comes
with a natural volume measure Volyp arising from its Weil-Petersson symplectic structure. The volume
of the full moduli space is finite and known as the Weil-Petersson volume V(L) = Volwp(Mj,,(L)).
In this work we focus exclusively on the spherical case g = 0 and we will always assume that the
first boundary is a cusp, so that the moduli space of interest is Mg 11,(0,L) forn > 2andL € RZ,. This
special cusp will be called the origin and the remaining boundaries will be considered to be labeled

1,...,n.

Tree bijection. Inspired by the spine construction of Bowditch & Epstein [11] and Penner [48], al-
ready employed in [13], as well as tree bijections for planar maps (see the discussion in Section 1.2),
it is natural to consider the spine or cut-locus associated to the origin in a hyperbolic surface X €
Mo,14+n (0, L). This is the subset of points of X that have more than one length-minimizing geodesic to
the origin. Due to the spherical topology the spine generally has the structure of a forest, i.e. a disjoint
union of real trees. To turn it into a useful combinatorial tree, one should consider the spine in the
extended hyperbolic surface X obtained by attaching infinite hyperbolic funnels to X (Figure 1). As will
be explained in detail in Section 2, joining the endpoints of the infinite arcs of the spine that run into
the same funnel, gives the spine the combinatorial structure of a plane tree t, see Figure 2. This tree
together with a decoration by real labels, carefully chosen to make the encoding bijective, is denoted
Spine(X).

To make this precise, we consider the collection T, of (red and white) bicolored plane trees t with
n white vertices labeled 1, .. ., n, also called boundary vertices, and an arbitrary number of red vertices
of degree 3, called inner vertices. We let V(t), B(t) and E(t) be the set of inner vertices, boundary



origin
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Figure 2: Example of the tree t associated to a surface X € Mg 14, (L), with in this case
n = 10 boundaries (of which 6 are cusps and 4 are geodesic) besides the origin cusp. The
spine of the extended hyperbolic surface X has the structure of a bicolor plane tree t € T,,.

vertices and edges of t. We also denote by E(t) the oriented edges and for convenience we denote
by é,€ € E(t) the two orientations of an edge e € E(t). We write €, 1,€,2,€,3 € E(t) respectively
€b15---»Chdeg(h) € E(t) for the sequence of oriented edges starting at an inner vertex v, respectively

boundary vertex b, where it is assumed that at each vertex a counterclockwise ordering of the edges

n
>0

vertex carries label i. To properly accommodate cusps among the boundaries, we further introduce the

is chosen in an arbitrary deterministic fashion. If L € RZ |, we will write L, = L; in case the boundary

restricted family of trees T, (L) € T, by requiring deg(b) =1 in case L, = 0.

To t € T, (L) we associate a (2n — 4)-dimensional polytope At(L) € R%"~° as follows. For k > 1
and y > 0 we denote by A](cy) = {x € (0,00)% : x; + - - - + xx = y} the open (k — 1)-dimensional simplex
of size y, and let AEO) = {0} by convention. Then

¢(ép;) =0forb € B(t),1 < i < deg(b),
@(é,;) >0forveV(t),1<i<3, (Ly/2) \?

’ A .
o) + 0By + p(En - forveve, [ L] (d) - O
¢(€) + p(é) < wfore € E(t)

At(L) =19 : E(t) = Rsg
beB(t)

This polytope is naturally equipped with a volume measure given by 2”2 times the (2n—4)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure

deg(b)-1
Vol = 2"7? 1_[ dp(8v1)de (&) l_l n dwy, jdop, ;. (2)
veV(t) beB(t) Jj=1
2
Here (Wh,1, ..., Whdeg(b)> ¥b,1, - - - » Ub,deg (b)) € (Aéﬁg{i))) parametrize the pair of simplices associated to

boundary vertex b. Our main bijective result can then be formulated as follows.

Theorem 1. Forn > 2, there exists an open subset My . (0,L) € M 14,(0,L) of full Weil-Petersson

0,n+1
measure and a bijection

Spine : Mg ,,,,(0,L) — I_I At (L)
teT, (L)



such that the pushforward measure Spine, Volyp agrees with Vol on At(L).

In fact, we will see in Theorem 7 that Spine makes sense a bijection for the full moduli space
Mo,14+n(0, L) by considering an extended family of trees. But the polytopes associated to these extra
trees are of dimension smaller than 2n — 4 and therefore do not contribute to the volume.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1 we obtain a bijective interpretation, in the special case of
g = 0 with the first boundary a cusp, of the well-known fact [42, Theorem 1.1] due to Mirzakhani that
V,n(L) is a rational homogeneous polynomial of degree 3g —3 + nin 7% L%,. .., L2.

Corollary 2. Forn > 2, the Weil—-Petersson volume V ,+1(0,L) is the rational homogeneous polynomial
of degreen — 2 in %, L%, ..., L% given by the finite sum

Vot (0L) = > Voli(Au(L)),  Vol(Ay(L)) e YOI [T ™. (3)
teT, (L) beB(t)

Proof. For each t € T, (L), the volume Vol (A;(L)) factorizes over the Cartesian product in (1). The
angular part is a rational polytope of dimension 2|V(t)| rescaled by 7, while the simplex Aéﬁg(ii isa
rational polytope of dimension deg(b) — 1 rescaled by Ly,. Therefore Vol (At(L)) is a rational monomial

of degree [V(1)| + Xpep(t)(deg(b) —1) =n—2in % L%, .. L2 O

Computing the volumes Vol; (At (L)) is not entirely straightforward, due to the Delaunay condition
¢(€) + p(é) < = for e € E(t). Luckily it turns out that the computation simplifies drastically if one
uses an inclusion-exclusion principle to reverse the inequality, meaning that one instead considers the
anti-Delaunay condition ¢(€) + ¢(€) > n for some edges. The result is that the contributions to the
volume in (3) can be repackaged in terms of an adapted collection of trees, that we call anti-Delaunay
trees. They form a superset T, (L) > T, (L) of the bicolor trees introduced above, the only difference

being thatt € T, (L) is allowed to have inner vertices of arbitrary degree 3 or larger.

<\ ’{ > Yo =T
O\/;oi———-—\/o $%%——%W4 2 je O—0—0B
\> _® to(Ly) =1 O— O—
\ % % o2

— < 0 t1(Ly) = 12 °
— 2%
C\/\) ’ Vou(0, Ly, Lo, Lg) = 272 + L (L2 + L3 + L3)

>@ ta(Ly) = 75Ls

Figure 3: Left: Example of an anti-Delaunay tree t € T15(L). Middle: The contribution to
the Weil-Petersson volume for several low-degree vertices. Right: all five trees in T, (L).

Theorem 3. Forn > 2 and L € RY, the Weil-Petersson volume Vo.14n(0, L) can be expressed as a sum

over anti-Delaunay trees as

Zdeg(v)—z 2deg(b)—2

Vo,14n(0,L) = Z 1—[ m)&@mq l_[ m&ieg(b)—l@b), (4)

teX, (L) veV(t) beB(t)



where

(_1)kn.2k—2
Y

2k
Cun=g(3) ®

See Figure 3 for an illustration of Vy4(0, Ly, Ly, L3) = 272 + 3 (L2 + L2 + L3).

Readers familiar with intersection numbers on the moduli space of curves and the KdV hierar-
chy, may recognize t; as the times appearing in the KdV differential equations and the time shifts yx
originating from expressing the cohomology class of the Weil-Petersson symplectic form in terms of
Y-classes [57]. See Mirzakhani’s proof of Witten’s conjecture [43] and [39, 46, 38], or the overview in

[12, Section 4].

Generating functions. In this context it is well-known that the genus-0 intersection numbers, and
therefore also the genus-0 Weil-Petersson volumes, are completely determined by the string equation
[57, 34]. As a consequence of Theorem 3, our bijection allows to reinterpret the string equation as the
characteristic equation for the generating function of the combinatorial anti-Delaunay trees T, (L).

To make this precise, it is necessary to switch from working at fixed number of boundaries to gen-
erating functions of Weil-Petersson volumes. Since the Weil-Petersson volumes depend on an n-tuple
of boundary lengths, some care is required to formalize a notion of generating function. A versatile
definition was given by the first and third author in [15, Section 1.4]. Informally, the generating function
Fy[p] of genus-g Weil-Petersson volumes is the formal power series

Blil = Yo [ Van (L) - duL), ©

n>0

which has a functional dependence’ on a weight p, which one may think of as a measure on Ry or,
more generally, as a linear function on the ring of even, real polynomials (see Section 4.2 for details).
For us the important generating function is that of double-cusped hyperbolic spheres

1
IMESY ;/ Vo24n(0,0,L) dp(Ly) ... du(Ln) = / du(Ly) + O (%), (7)
n>1 """
which can also be understood as a second derivative of Fy[u], see also [12, 15]. Theorem 3 translates

into a bijective proof of the known string equation [15, Equation (21)] for R[y].

Corollary 4 (String equation). This generating function satisfies the string equation
2d—1 d
Rlud = Y, E (tali) + 1z R, il = [ ne@duce). ®
d=0 '
or equivalently Z(R[u]; u] = 0, where

me:%gwmﬁﬂ—/h@ﬁa@m (0)

is a formal power series in r involving the Bessel functions J; and .
0

'Using physicist’s notational conventions square brackets indicate functional dependence.



As explained in detail in [15], the generating function R[u] plays a central role in the topological
recursion of Weil-Petersson volumes of hyperbolic surfaces with weights on the boundaries. For an
introduction to topological recursion [26] we refer the reader to [24, 25, 4]. To be precise, we considered
the formal power series defined in terms of R[] and Z(r; ] via

o ul otz sin(27mu) cos(2mu) — cosh(Liu)
(s 4] =pZ G e Rl = S / — M 1) + 04 (10

Then the invariants wy,,(u) of the spectral curve

{x(u) =u?,
(11)
y(u) = 2un(u; pl,

in the sense of [26], were shown to be related to generating functions of Weil-Petersson volumes of
genus-g surfaces with n distinguished boundaries and an arbitrary number of extra weighted bound-
aries. To be precise, according to [15, Lemma 20] we have the formal power series identity

O 1 LU L
Zp /R . Vg,nﬂ,(L,K)nLie Z‘L‘dLind,u(Kj) =a)g’n(u)l_[u—;, =22 —2R[p].  (12)
p=0 &7 /R i=1 j=t i=1

Upon setting the weight u to zero, one finds R[0] = 0 and n(u; 0] = sin(27u)/(27u), this reduces to the
standard Mirzakhani recursion of Weil-Petersson volumes [27, 42].

Metric space statistics. Paralleling a similar phenomenon in planar map combinatorics [9, 10], it
was shown in [15, Theorem 2] that this generalization of Mirzakhani’s recursion is most naturally
phrased in the setting of hyperbolic surfaces with certain “tight” boundaries. Based on an, as of yet
heuristic, geometric interpretation via a “tight” version of the pants decomposition underlying the
result of Mirzakhani, it was conjectured in [15, Section 1.6] that the spectral curve hides precise metric
statistics (see also Section 1.2). To be precise, for n > 0, L € RY, we let X € Mo34n(0,0,0,L) be a
triply-cusped hyperbolic sphere and consider the unique unit-length horocycles k4, hy, h; around these
cusps. Denoting the hyperbolic metric on X by dx : X X X — Ry, we let the distance difference be
D(X) = dx(hy, hz) — dx(hy, hs), see Figure 4.
This defines a continuous mapping

D : M0,3+n(03 0> 0’ L) - R (13)

We may thus consider the push-forward D, Volyp of the Weil-Petersson measure to R, which forn > 0
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R with a density that we denote
X, (x;L)dx. We let X, (u; L) be its two-sided Laplace transform,

()

X, (u;L) :=/ ezuxXn(x;L)dx=/ 2P q Volyp (X). (14)
- Mo,3+r(0,0,0,L)

It was predicted in [15, Section 1.6] that the generating function of Xn (u; L), which we call the distance-
dependent three-point function, is directly related to the spectral curve (11). With the help of the tree
bijection in this paper we can settle this conjecture.



hs

Figure 4: A hyperbolic sphere X with three distinguished cusps equipped with their unit-
length horocycles hy, hy, hs. The distance difference D(X) measures the length difference
between the two length-minimizing geodesics.

Theorem 5 (distance-dependent three-point function). The formal power series

Rl = Y o [ KlwsLdu() - du(e). (5)
n>0
is related to (10) via
o o sin(27u)
XA = syl oo

As far as we are aware, this constitutes the first exact global metric space statistic for Weil-Petersson
random surfaces of fixed genus and fixed number of boundaries. Many works deal with statistics of
lengths of closed geodesics on such surfaces [44, 31], but such geodesics are not guaranteed to be
geodesics in the metric space sense of being (concatenations of a few) length-minimizing curves. An
exception® is the length of the systole, i.e. the shortest closed geodesic on the surface, but exact statis-
tics are only known in large-g and/or large-n limits [45, 32]. The Gromov-Hausdorft convergence of
random genus-0 hyperbolic surfaces with cusps to the Brownian sphere, shown by Curien and the first
author in [13] (see below), allows to import a host of known metric space statistics from the latter, but
again only in the large-n limit. Finally, we note that some metric space statistics arising from lengths
of “tight” closed geodesics can be extracted from the already mentioned work [15], see also [14].

To illustrate the non-trivial content of the identity (16), let us examine the case n = 0, 1. With the
help of (7) and (10), we see that to first order in y this power series is given by

27 cosh(Liu) — cos(2mu)
u sin(2u)

X(usp] =1+ dp(Ly) + -+ (17)

The constant term X,(u) = 1 for n = 0 reflects that the triply-punctured sphere deterministically
satisfies dpyp(h1, hz) = dyyp(hi, h3). For n = 1, one can perform the inverse Laplace transform of the

%A pair of points positioned oppositely on a systole of length L are necessarily at hyperbolic distance L/2, contrary to the
case of a typical closed geodesic.



integrand to find the explicit distribution for the distance difference on a hyperbolic surface with three
cusps and a single boundary of length L; > 0,

cosh(x) + cosh(L;/2)
cosh(x) — 1

X1 (X;Ll) = 210g

Obtaining a similar closed form X;(x; Ly, L,) already appears to be challenging.

Theorem 5 can also be used to derive asymptotics as n — oo. Let us demonstrate this for the special
case of the random punctured sphere §,, € M 11,(0) sampled with probability measure Volwp/Vj +1(0),
considered in [32, 13]. As a consequence of Theorem 5 we prove the following.

Corollary 6. IfS,, is the Weil-Petersson random (n + 1)-cusped sphere, then the variance of the distance
difference satisfies the asymptotics

lim V. D(Sn) ad an 2.3392 (18)
im Var | ————| = 4/ —, C = = 2. cey 1
n—oo CWP n1/4 8 WP \/300

where ¢ is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J,.

According to [13, Theorem 2] the random surface §, equipped with the normalized hyperbolic
metric n=V/ *ds, (-, -) converges to a constant multiple of the Brownian sphere [40, 36, 41]. In fact,
Corollary 6 follows directly from [13, Proposition 40] once we know that \/77.'_/8 is the variance of the
distance difference for a triple of uniform points in the standard Brownian sphere. The latter is easily
verified: if (e, Z) is the Brownian snake (see e.g. [36]), then this variance is equal to E[(Z, — Z;)?] =
E[de(a, b)] for two uniform points a and b, where d. (-, -) is the pseudometric of the continuum random
tree encoded by the Brownian excursion e : [0,1] — Ryo. Hence, E[de(a, b)] = \/71'_/8 is equal to the
expected area under the Brownian excursion e, see for instance [33, Section 2] and the references there

for the value 4/7/8. The virtue of our new proof of Corollary 6 is that it provides an alternative, concise
2

\/3()() ’

derivation?® of the scaling constant cywp =

Proof of Corollary 6. Taking the weight to be y = x8), with & the delta measure at zero, turns X (u; 4]
into an exponential generating function of X,, (1; 0) with variable x. Theorem 5 implies that the variance
of the distance difference between a uniform triple of unit-length horocycles is given by

X(0;0)  [x"]X"(0;x5]

Var D(S,) = — = - . 19
(5n) 4X,(0;0)  4[x"]X(0;x5] (9)
It follows from (16) and (10) that
s o1 o oo 2My(x)  4mt. otz ‘
X(O,x50] = m, X (0,x50] = —W - TX(O,X&)], Mp(x) = W(R[xﬁo],O]
(20)

By [14, Proposition 4.3], see also [13, Lemma 6], the series M, (x) have the same radius of convergence
x. > 0 and

2
4 Moy(x)?
Xe» - X as x — Xc.

My(x) ~ - (Z M0

3Compare to [13, Section 6.6], where the main technical challenge in computing cwp came down to establishing the asymp-
totic variance of a particular Markov chain on [0, 7). Of course, the most technical part of our derivation is hidden in the
proof of Theorem 5.



Hence
co 1 . 11

. X"(0;x80] ~ =

422x, \Xc — X 3x.—x

By standard transfer theorems and the A-analyticity of My(x) and M; (x) (see [13, Lemma 6]), we obtain

X(0;x80] ~

as x — Xc.

the asymptotic estimate

1X" (03 %80] neo X! 47
oty RO e W
4[x"]X (0 x50 44n2r(1/2)\/%x0 ‘o
from which the claim follows by rearranging. O
1.2 Discussion
Relation with planar maps. Like in the previous works [12, 15, 13], the presented results are largely

inspired by the combinatorics of maps (also known as ribbon graphs). Here we treat the relation be-
tween Weil-Petersson volumes of hyperbolic surfaces and enumeration of maps mostly as an analogy,
interpreting the Weil-Petersson measure as a continuous version of the counting measure of maps.
Nonetheless, we point out that there is more to it than an analogy, as already exemplified in the early
nineties by Kontsevich’s proof of Witten’s conjecture [57, 34], which involved a precise relation be-
tween the combinatorics of (metric) maps and intersection numbers on the moduli spaces. From the
point of view of the Weil-Petersson measure this relation can be understood via a limit in which the
boundary lengths of the hyperbolic surfaces become very large, such that the geometry of the surface
literally starts resembling a metric map [23, 2, 55]. In another direction, the moduli space of genus-0
hyperbolic surfaces with cusps is known to be bijectively related to irreducible metric maps due to work
of Rivin [51, 52], see [17] and the discussion in [12].

Z

Figure 5: The Bouttier-Di Francesco-Guitter bijection relates bipartite planar maps with
a distinguished vertex (shown here in blue), n labeled faces, which are properly bicolored
plane trees with n labeled white vertices and red vertices that are decorated by the graph
distances.

It was argued in [13] that the spine construction for punctured hyberbolic spheres is analogous to
the classical Cori-Vauquelin-Schaeffer bijection [20, 53] for planar quadrangulations, i.e. planar maps
with all faces of degree 4. One may view the extension presented in this work to the case of hyperbolic

10



spheres with geodesic boundaries as an analogue of the more general Bouttier-Di Francesco-Guitter
(BDiFG) bijection [7] for planar maps with faces of arbitrary degree (see also [8, 5] for the convenient
dual perspective of slice decomposition). Here the prescribed lengths of the geodesic boundaries replace
the prescribed degrees of the faces of the map.

To appreciate the close analogy, let us phrase the BDiFG bijection in the case of bipartite planar
maps in a fashion that resembles our context. On one side we have the set M, (d) of bipartite planar
maps with n labeled faces of half-degrees* d = (dy,...,d,) € N" and a distinguished vertex, called
the origin. They correspond bijectively to mobiles, which are (red/white) bipartite plane trees with n
labeled white vertices of degree dy, . . ., d, and with red vertices that are decorated by a positive integer.
These red vertices correspond precisely to the vertices of the original map, except for the origin, and the
decoration records the graph distance to the origin. The only restrictions on the decoration, stemming
from their origin as graph distances, is that 1 appears at least once and that the integer label of two
consecutive red neighbours of a white vertex at most increases by 1 in counterclockwise direction. See
Figure 5 for an example, noting the similarity to Figure 2.

The analogue of the double-cusped generating function (7) is the multivariate generating function

1
Rg1g2--) =D~ D, Min(Ld)lga, - ga, (22)

nxz1 ) dl,---:dnzl

for bipartite planar maps with a distinguished vertex and a distinguished face of degree 2, which can
also be interpreted as a distinguished edge inflated to a bigon. They are also known as elementary
slices in the slice decomposition [8, 5]. According to [7, Equation (2.5)], the characteristic equation for

(rooted) mobiles implies the “string equation”
o [2k -1\ .
R=1+ng( P )R, (23)

which is the analogue of Corollary 4.

Finally, we point the reader to [6, 8] for a showcase on how to use these generating functions to
establish graph distance statistics, in a similar vein as our Theorem 5. We note that the results for maps
are more precise, since they provide control on individual distances instead of the distance difference
that we address. It is an interesting open problem to find an expression for the distance-dependent
two-point function with control on dx(hy, hz) for doubly-cusped spheres X € Mg 24,(0, 0, L).

Cusp-less planar hyperbolic surfaces. As discussed above, the geodesic boundaries and cusps of
a hyperbolic surface can be viewed as the analogues of, respectively, the faces and vertices of a map.
However, one aspect of this analogy is broken: while every map contains at least one vertex, not every
hyperbolic surface contains a cusp. Since we require an origin cusp to define the spine, this prevents
us from giving a bijective interpretation of the general genus-0 Weil-Petersson volume V; ,(L) where
each boundary length is allowed to be positive. Inspired by the works of Bouttier-Guitter-Miermont
[9, 10] for maps, the third author will close this gap in [59] by extending the spine construction to the
“half-tight” hyperbolic cylinders introduced in [15].

4Faces of a bipartite map necessarily half even degree, so it is convenient to record half of the degree.
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Scaling limits. The tree bijection for punctured hyperbolic spheres based on the spine construction
was vital for proving the scaling limit towards the Brownian sphere in [13], mirroring probabilistic
methods well-established for large random planar maps and their tree encodings [36, 41]. This work
provides a more general tree bijection that is well suited to address similar scaling limit results for Weil-
Petersson random surfaces with boundaries. As explained in [15, Section 1.3], it is natural to consider
the genus-g Boltzmann hyperbolic surface associated to a weight p in the form of a Borel measure on
R for which the partition function (6) is finite, F;[u] < oo. It is the hyperbolic surface X with a
random number n of boundaries of random lengths L € RZ obtained by first sampling (n,L) with
joint density V,(L)/(n!Fy[p])du(Ly) - - - du(Ly,) and then, conditionally on (n,L), sampling a Weil-
Petersson random surface in My ,(L). In the case of genus-0 Boltzmann hyperbolic surface X with a
distinguished cusp, Theorem 1 implies that Spine(X) is a random decorated tree t with a rather explicit
law, so one can attempt> the same procedure as in [13] to establish a scaling limit for the random metric
space. If the weight y is not too heavy-tailed and one conditions on the number n of boundaries to be
large, one would expect again to obtain the Brownian sphere and the correct scaling constant can be
extracted from a calculation similar to Corollary 6. However, there is also the potential of witnessing
different universality classes if y is taken to be heavy-tailed, namely the stable carpets and stable gaskets
appearing in the limits of random maps with large face degrees [22, 37]. The necessary non-generic
criticality criteria on p have already been investigated in the works [16, 35].

Figure 6: For X € M 3:,(0,0,0,L), the horocycle log-ratio is given by H(X) = log(b/a)
where a and b are the lengths of segments of a horocycle around the first cusp determined
by the shortest geodesics to the second and third cusp.

Topological recursion. We mentioned that Theorem 5 should somehow be related to the general-
ization of Mirzakhani’s topological recursion introduced in [15]. To give a hint why this might be the
case, let us discuss a slightly different statistic on triply-cusped hyperbolic spheres. Let us denote by
M8:3 +n(0,0,0,L) € Mo34,(0,0,0,L) the full-measure subset of such surfaces that have unique length-

minimizing geodesics from the second and third cusp to the first. For X € M8:3 +n(0,0,0,L) this pair

5Although explicit, the law of the tree is more complicated than the pure cusp-case of [13]. However, there is also a
significant simplification when p admits boundaries of positive length: the random tree naturally features an embedded
single-type Galton-Watson process corresponding to genealogy of boundary vertices, whereas [13] had to resort to introducing
certain cutpoints to identify such a process.
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of geodesics cuts a small horocycle h; around the first cusp into two horocyclic segments of lengths
a,b > 0, say. Then we let the horocycle log-ratio be H(X) = log(b/a), see Figure 6. We claim that it has
the same distribution as the distance-difference D(X), meaning that we may also identify

%, (u:L) = / / e2HO) 4 Volun (X). (24)
M. (0,0,0L)

0,3+n

The reason is that there exists a natural measure-preserving involution (modulo interchanging la-
bels 2 and 3) on M’

0,3+n
open the surface X along the pair of geodesic into an n-holed quadrangle, and then regluing the sides

(0,0, 0,L) that interchanges the two statistics. This involution amounts to cutting

in the unique other way to achieve a triply-cusped sphere X’ again. The cusp formed by the two oppo-
site vertices of the quadrangle receives labeled 1 and it is not too difficult to see that the gluing seams
ending there are the unique shortest geodesics. We refer to Figure 7 for a pictorial proof of the fact that
D(X) = H(X") and vice versa.

Figure 7: A pictorial proof of D(X) = H(X’). After cutting and regluing the unit-length
horocycles h; and hs on X are mismatched on X’ by a signed hyperbolic distance D(X), as
illustrated at the top in the upper-half plane representation. Moving h; to align with h,
changes its length by a factor e?™, so that H(X’) = log(eP?™ /1) = D(X).

One may interpret a triply-cusped sphere as a “tight” pair of pants, in the sense of [15], with three
boundaries of length 0. We note that the power series X (u; 1] provides control on the partitioning of
the horocycle around the initial puncture that is reminiscent of the partitioning of the initial boundary
underlying the Mirzakhani-McShane identity [42]. In fact, it is possible to turn (24) into a statistic for
tight pairs of pants by cutting and regluing X" along the three shortest geodesics connecting the three
cusps, similarly to what was done in [9] for the case of maps. But detailing this is beyond the scope of
this work.
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2 Tree bijection for hyperbolic surfaces

In this section we prove the bijection part of Theorem 1. We do so by establishing a stronger bijective
result for the full moduli space, which involves are larger class of combinatorial trees than the ones
introduced above.

2.1 Bijection for the full moduli space

Denote by T2 the collection of (red and white) bicolored plane trees t with n white boundary vertices
labeled 1, ..., n and a finite number of red inner vertices of degree at least 3. Moreover, each corner of a
boundary vertex of t is labeled ideal or non-ideal. Let V(t), B(t), E(t) are the inner vertices, boundary
vertices and edges of t as before, but now C(t) is the set of non-ideal corners of t only. The number of
non-ideal corners of v € B(t) is denoted nonid(v). For v € V(t) U B(t) the oriented edges starting at v
are €1, ..., €y deg(v) € E(t) in counterclockwise order. Similarly, the non-ideal corners of b € B(t) are
Ch,15 - - - » Chynonid(b) - For L € RY ) we let TL?,H(L) - Zflu be the subset of trees such that foreachi =1,...,n
the boundary vertex b with label i has exclusively ideal corners if and only if L; = 0. One may check
that these definitions are compatible with those in the introduction, in the sense that T,,(L) ¢ T2!(L)
if fort € T, (L) we label each corner at the ith boundary vertex to be ideal or non-ideal depending on
whether L; = 0 or L; > 0 respectively.

Tot e Sf‘lu(L) we associate the polytope A4 (L) as follows. Recall the notation A](cy) = {x € (0, 00)k :
x1 + -+ + xx = y} for the open (k — 1)-dimensional simplex of size y. Then we set

(8 = 0 for b € B(t), 1 < i < deg(b),
@(éy;) > 0forveV(t),1<i<deg(v),
SV p(@y) = 7 forv e V(t),

@(€) + ¢p(é) < m fore € E(t)

At(L) =19 : E(t) — Rso

(Lv/2) (Ln/2) (1)
X l—[ [Ade;(b) X Ano?lid(b)] X l_[ A eg (b (25)
beB(t) beB(t)
Ly>0 L,=0

It is a polytope of dimension

dimAy(L) = > (deg(v)—1)+ ). (deg(b) +nonid(b) —2) + > (deg(b) - 1)
veV(t) beB(t) beB(t)
Lp>0 Lp=0
—on—4+ Z (3 — deg(v)) + Z (nonid(b) — deg(b)) + Z (1-deg(b)),  (26)
veV(t) bEB(t) bEB(t)
p>0 »=0

where we used that t is a combinatorial tree and therefore

D, (2—deg(v)+ > (2-deg(h) =2. (27)
vev(t) beB(t)
Since the summands in (26) are all non-positive, it follows that dim Ay < 2n — 4 with equality if and
only if t € T, (L) belongs to the subclass of trees introduced in Section 1.1, meaning that each inner
vertex has degree 3, each boundary vertex corresponding to a cusp has degree 1 and each corner at a
boundary vertex corresponding to a geodesic boundary is non-ideal.
The main result of this section will be the following.
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Theorem 7. Forn > 2 andLy,...,L, > 0, the Bowditch-Epstein-Penner spine constructions determines a
bijection

Spine : Mo1an(0,1) = | | As(L).
tezal(L)

2.2 Generalizing the Bowditch-Epstein-Penner spine construction

Let X € My ,+1(0,L) be a genus-0 hyperbolic surface with a distinguished cusp, that we call the origin,
and n > 2 additional boundaries of lengths L = (Ly, ..., L,) (or cusps whenever L; = 0). The universal
cover of X can be represented as a convex domain P in the Poincaré upper-half plane H. Denote by T
the Fuchsian group I' € PSL(2, R) such that X = P/T. It is convenient to consider the extended surface
X = H/T > X, corresponding to the surface X in which to each geodesic boundary of positive length
we glue a funnel with a geodesic boundary of the same length. The surface X thus has a complete
hyperbolic metric with a boundary at infinity corresponding to each geodesic boundary of X, and X
corresponds to the convex core of X. A point on a boundary at infinity is called an ideal point, which
can be regarded as a common endpoint of limiting parallel infinite geodesics running into the funnel.

PcCcH

~ N

Figure 8: Illustration of the universal cover P of the surface X. Note that a boundary
geodesic of X lifts to a geodesic side of P. The surface X = H/T is extended with funnels.

The spine of X is illustrated in red.

For any point x € X we can make sense of the shortest geodesics from x to the origin as follows. Let
h be a horocycle around the origin that separates x from the cusp and dx(x, h) the hyperbolic distance
between x and h. Let w(x) be the number of distinct geodesics from x to h of length dx (x, h). Since each
of these geodesics meets h perpendicularly and thus continues into the cusp, the extended geodesics
and their number w(x) is independent of the choice of horocycle h.

The spine 3 of X is defined as the subset of points with at least two shortest geodesics to the root,

Y={xeX:w(x)>2}cX (28)
The points with three or more geodesics will be called inner vertices
V={xeX:w(x) >3} c3. (29)

The following lemma is a variant of [11, Lemma 2.2.1] by Bowditch & Epstein.
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Lemma 8. The spine ¥ satisfies the following properties.

1. 'V is a finite set.

2. 2\ V = {x € X : w(x) = 2} consists of a finite union of open geodesic arcs. Tracking each arc in
each direction it either ends at a point in V or at an ideal point inside a funnel.

3. Each point in x € V is the endpoint of exactly w(x) > 3 arcs.

4. The boundary at infinity of each boundary or cusp (except the origin) contains the endpoint of at
least one arc.

5. The compactified spine %, obtained by joining the endpoints of all arcs ending on the boundary at
infinity of a single funnel or cusp, is a tree.

Proof. Let us fix a horocycle h around the origin that is short enough not to self-intersect and to be
contained in X C X (by the collar lemma, considering the unit-length horocycle suffices). Then h does
not intersect the spine ¥ and it lifts to a countable collection C of disjoint (and non-nested) horocycles
in H. Let x € X be a point separated from the origin by h and y € H a lift of x. Then w(x) counts the
number of horocycles in € that are closest to x, say at distance r. The number w(x) is necessarily finite,
since every hyperbolic disk, in particular the ball of radius r around y, can meet only finitely many
disjoint horodisks.

Let ¢ > 0 be such that there are still only w(x) horocycles in € within distance r + 2¢ of y. Then
the shape of the spine can be established within an e-neighborhood of x, i.e. ¥ N Ball(x,¢). This is
particularly conveniently seen in the Poincaré disk D when y is positioned at the origin (Fig. 9). In

w(z) =1

Figure 9: The first figure illustrates the collection € of disjoint horocycles. The blue ones
are at closest distance r from y, while the gray ones are at distance at least » + 2¢. The
other figures illustrate the spine neighbourhoods X N Ball(x, ¢) for different number w(x).

particular, V is locally finite and ¥ \ V is composed of a locally-finite collection of geodesic arcs, and at
least three arcs meet at every point of V.

Let X° € X C X be the compact surface obtained by removing the interiors of small horocycles
around the cusps of X. It follows that V' N X° is finite and (2 \ V)) N X° consists of finitely many geodesic
arcs. In particular, there are only finitely many points ¥ C 9X° on the boundary of X° with more than
one shortest geodesic to h. Now we examine a single funnel or horocyclic region of X \ X°, which we
can represent in H with a hyperbolic respectively parabolic generator g. It follows that the cut-locus in
this region is determined by a non-zero finite number (up to translation by g) lifts of h. From this is it
follows easily that the cut-locus in this region consists of a finite number of geodesic arcs as well, and
that at least one of the arcs ends on an ideal point. Combined this proves the first four properties.
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For the complement of the spine X \ £ = {x € % : w(x) = 1} we obtain a retraction onto the
horodisk around the origin, by tracing the unique shortest geodesics to the origin. Hence, X \ ¥ is
topologically an open punctured disk. This in turn implies that the compactified spine X is connected
and simply-connected, so must be a tree. O

We can rephrase this lemma as follows.

Lemma 9. Lett be the bicolored plane graph with red inner vertices V(t) = V, white boundary vertices
B(t) corresponding to the n boundaries at infinity, and edge set E(t) determined by the arcs in X\ V. We
designate each corner of a boundary vertex to be ideal respectively non-ideal depending on whether the two
adjacent arcs in X \ 'V are limiting parallel (i.e. end on the same ideal point) respectively ultraparallel (i.e.
end on distinct ideal points). Thent € T (L).

Proof. Lemma 8 implies t € T2, Moreover, all arcs entering a cusp necessarily end on the same ideal
point so the corners of the corresponding boundary vertex are exclusively ideal, and the converse holds
as well. This shows that t € Iflﬂ(L). O

2.3 A canonical tiling of X

We will now show that, with the help of the spine %, we can canonically tile X by hyperbolic triangles
and wedges. For any x € X\ 3 there exists a unique geodesic from x to the origin that does not intersect
3. Extending this geodesic beyond x, either it hits X for the first time at some point end(x) € X or it
is an infinite geodesic disjoint from ¥ approaching an ideal point end(x) on a boundary at infinity. By
convention, we further let end(x) = x for x € 3.

Figure 10: Example of a quadrilateral &, associated to an edge e € E(t) and a wedge ¥,
associated to a non-ideal corner ¢ € C(t). They are bounded by inner ribs and boundary
ribs respectively.

With some abuse of notation we identify an edge e € E(t) with the corresponding arc in X\ V(t), so
that we can associate to it the subset $.:= {x € X : end(x) € e}. It is an (open) hyperbolic quadrilateral
in X corresponding to the union of e and two (open) hyperbolic triangles that share a side along e,
see Figure 10. By definition of the spine, these triangles have the same side lengths (with respect to a
chosen horocycle at the origin) and therefore they are congruent via reflection in e.
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If c € C(t) is a non-ideal corner, the two neighbouring edges e and e’ end on distinct ideal points on
the boundary at infinity, and therefore we may naturally associate to it an open interval of the boundary
at infinity that we denote by c as well. We then consider the subset 9= {x € X : end(x) € c}, which
has the geometry of an ideal wedge, i.e. a region isometric to {x + iy : 0 < x < L,y > 0} C H, see
Figure 10.

Finally, the geodesics to the origin that bound the wedges ¥, and quadrilaterals ¢, are called the
ribs of X. We distinguish inner ribs and boundary ribs depending on whether their endpoint is in V
or is an ideal point. The union of ribs (including the points of V) is denoted Ribs(X). We have thus

established the following lemma.

Lemma 10. The surface X partitions into

Ribs(X) U U . U U 7. .

ecE(t) ceC(t)

2.4 Tree labels

We need to establish which information to record together with the combinatorial tree t in order for
the hyperbolic surface X to be uniquely characterized. The wedges (V.)cec(t) have a unique (intrinsic)
geometry, while the pairs of congruent triangles making up the quadrilaterals (¢, )cce(t) are determined
by their angles. For e € E(t) we let ¢(€), 9(€) € [0, ) be the angle in either one of the triangles of $.
at the corner corresponding to the starting point of € and € respectively.

Lemma 11. The angles ¢ : E(t) — [0, 7) satisfy
(i) ¢(€) =0 if and only if € starts at a boundary vertex;
(ii) (&) + ¢(é) < x fore € E(t);
(iii) 23 9@y )) = 7 forv e V(H).

Proof. The first property follows from the fact that the angle ¢(€) vanishes only when the arc starts
at an ideal point, hence when € starts at a boundary vertex. The second property is a consequence of
the fact that angles in a hyperbolic triangle add up to less than 7, while the last property stems from
the fact that the angles around v € V(t) should add up to 27 (and each angle ¢ (€, ;) contributes twice
because the quadrilateral consists of two congruent triangles). O

The combinatorial structure of t dictates which sides of the quadrilaterals and wedges are paired
at the ribs of X. The inner ribs are half-infinite so there is no ambiguity in the gluing of the adjacent
sides of the quadrilaterals. The boundary ribs, however, are bi-infinite so there is a shearing degree of
freedom in the gluing of the neighboring pair of quadrilaterals or quadrilateral-wedge pair.

To fix the gluing unambiguously, let us zoom in on the neighborhood of a funnel of perimeter L, > 0
associated to a boundary vertex b € B(t), meaning that L, = L; if b carries label i, see Figure 11 for an
example where deg(b) = 2. By convention we orient the closed geodesic of length L, corresponding to
the boundary of the original surface X, so that the origin is on the left and the boundary at infinity on the
right. Viewed in the universal cover in the upper-half plane H, we can conjugate the Fuchsian group I'
to assure that the geodesic is oriented upwards along the imaginary axis and the associated hyperbolic
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z > elvy

Lb Lb

Figure 11: The neighbourhood of a funnel, tiled by hyperbolic quadrangles and wedges,
can be conveniently represented in the upper-half plane H by aligning the closed geodesic
with the vertical axis.

generator is z — el*z. The boundary ribs ending at b lift to a sequence of disjoint semicircles in H that
each intersect the imaginary axis. For each j = 1,...,deg(b), if ¥’ > r’ > 0 are the radii corresponding
to the ribs bounding the quadrilateral ¢;, ., we set

’

w, =log = (50)

to be the log-ratio. Similarly, for each j = 1,...,nonid(b), we let v}, ; = log rT’ be the log-ratio of the radii
r’ > r > 0 associated to the ribs that bound the wedge ¥V, . Alternatively, we can associate to each
boundary rib a marking on the boundary geodesic by projecting the top of the semicircle horizontally
onto the vertical axis. These markings give rise to a canonical partition of the boundary into intervals
of hyperbolic length wy, 1, . . ., Wh deg bs Ub,15 - - - s Ub,nonid(b) -

Lemma 12. Ifb € B(t) is the boundary vertex with label i and Ly, > 0, then these labels satisfy

deg(b) nonid(b) Ly
Z Wh,j = Z Op,j = ? (31)
=1 =

and they uniquely determine the gluing of the quadrilaterals &, . and wedges V., ; incident to b.

Proof. Pairs of consecutive boundary ribs around b are asymptotically parallel, on the right (in H) if
they bound the same quadrilateral and on the left if they bound the same wedge. By construction, the
radii of two lifts of a rib to H that are related by z + ez differ in radius by a factor

deg(b) nonid(b)
exp Z Wp,j + Z b, =elb,
Jj=1 Jj=1

Another relation follows from examining the lifts of the horocycle h around the origin, shown in blue
in Figure 11. Using that the sides of the quadrilateral $g, ; incident to b are of equal length, the lifts
of h in H correspond to circles tangent to the horizontal axis that differ in radius by a factor e**»/. In
particular, the lifts of & at the endpoints of two lifts of a rib related by z + e’z differ in radius by a
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factor
deg(b)
exp (2 Z wb’j) =el
j=1

as well. Combining the last two relations proves (31).

eWb,11 Vb, 1+ Wh,2

Figure 12: The reconstruction of Figure 11 with the help of the boundary parameters
deg(b) nonid(b)
(wbj);7 and (vp;);o; -

deg(b) nonid(b)
j=1 j=1
(see Figure 12): choosing the first rib p as a unit-radius semicircle, the radii and positions of the other

Knowledge of (wy, ;) and (op,;) is sufficient to reconstruct the picture in H up to scaling
(lifts of) ribs are uniquely determined by the log-ratios of the radii and the tangency requirements. The
unique hyperbolic generator that fixes co and maps p to its sibling p’ of radius e’ also fixes a unique
vertical geodesic that intersects all ribs. Translating all ribs horizontally to align this geodesic with the
vertical axis, we reproduce the original representation of the neighbourhood of b in H up to rescaling.

In particular, it unambiguously fixes the gluing prescription of the quadrilaterals and wedges. O

The situation in the case Ly, = 0 is slightly different. As already observed in Lemma 9, all corners of b
in this case are ideal so the cusp region consists of deg(b) hyperbolic quadrilaterals only. Considering
the unit-length horocycle around b, it is then natural to define wy; to be the length of horocyclic

segment contained in égb’j.

Lemma 13. Ifb € B(t) corresponds to a cusp, Ly, = 0, then these labels satisfy

deg(b)
wp,j =1 (32)
j=1

and they uniquely determine the gluing of the quadrilaterals ¢z, , incident to b.

Proof. Let us consider the neighbourhood of b in H with the associated parabolic generator z — z + 1
so that the cusp is located at oo, see Figure 13. In this case the unit-length horocycle is located at height
one and the parameter wy, ; measures the width of the vertical strip corresponding to ¢, . Since this

clearly amounts to a partition of the unit-interval, (32) follows. Moreover, the picture and therefore the
deg(b)
. mi

gluing prescription of the quadrilaterals is fully characterized by (wy, ;) i1
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Figure 13: Example of the cusp region in H for a vertex b with L, = 0 and deg(b) = 3.

We are now ready to properly define the mapping Spine of Theorem 7. If X € M 14,(0,L), then
by Lemma 9 we have that the tree structure of the spine gives a bicolored tree t € T2(L). Lemma 11,
Lemma 12 and Lemma 13 together imply that

- deg(b noni
A= ((ﬁo(e))geﬁ(t)’ ((Wb,j)j:%( ! (0b,7)j= d(b))bea(t)) € A(L). (33)

Moreover, each boundary rib is incident to a boundary vertex so, according to Lemma 12 and Lemma 13,
the gluing of the neighbouring quadrilaterals or quadrilateral-wedge pairs is uniquely determined. We
thus conclude the following.

Proposition 14. Forn > 2 and L € RY, associating to X € Mo14+,(0,L) the pair Spine(X) = (t,1)
consisting of the treet and the point (33) in the polytope At (L) determines a well-defined injective mapping
Spine : Mo 14, (0, L) — Utezg“(L) At (L).

2.5 Bijection proof

With our description of the mapping Spine in place, it is straightforward to formulate the inverse
construction. Given a t € T!(L) and a point A € A;(L), let us construct a hyperbolic surface X =
Glue(t, 1). To this end, we introduce the parameters associated to A as in (33) and associate to each
edge e € E(t) the unique quadrilateral $, composed of congruent triangles with angles (¢(€), ¢(€),0)
and to each non-ideal corner ¢ € C(t) a wedge V.. The incidence relations of t prescribe which pairs
of sides of these constituents should be glued to result in a rib of the surface. As explained in the
previous section, this gluing is unambiguous for the inner ribs, while the shearing for the boundary
ribs is determined by the local structure around the boundary vertices B(t). The result is a complete
hyperbolic surface X and its convex core (i.e. the surface obtained by amputating funnels at their closed
geodesic) is a hyperbolic surface with a distinguished cusp and n labeled geodesic boundaries or cusps,
see Figure 14.

Lemma 15. This determines a well-defined mapping Glue : [ |;cqan ) At = Mo,14n(0,L).
Proof. Because of the planarity of the gluing prescription, X is clearly a hyperbolic metric on an (n+1)-

holed sphere. We only need to check that the origin corresponds to a cusp and that the boundary with
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Figure 14: An example of a tree t € T,‘ln(L) withn = 4and Li,Ly, L3 > 0, Ly = 0,
together with an illustration of the gluing prescription (bottom left) and the resulting
surface X = Glue(t, 1) € Mo 14n(L).

label i is a cusp if L; = 0 or a funnel with the appropriate perimeter when L; > 0. The latter conditions

are granted by the constructions described in Lemma 12 and Lemma 13 because they apply to any choice
deg(b id(b

of (wb,j)ji%( ) e Adeg(b) and (op,j) 7o) ®) e

o
= nonid(b) -

In order for the origin to be a cusp, it is sufficient that there exists a matching choice of horocycles
for all ideal vertices of the quadrilaterals and wedges that will be identified with the origin. This can be
achieved by selecting an arbitrary edge e € E(t) and endowing the two ideal vertices of the quadrilateral
4. with an arbitrary symmetric choice of horocycles. Then iteratively we can adjust the horocycles on
the remaining quadrilaterals and wedges as follows. For each boundary vertex b € B(t), a choice of
symmetric horocycles on a single incident quadrilateral uniquely determines the remaining horocycles
(see Lemma 12), which will again be symmetric for each quadrilateral. Similarly, for each inner vertex
v € V(t) the horocycles of one of the deg(v) quadrilaterals determines uniquely a choice of symmetric
horocycles for all them. Since t has the structure of a tree, the iteration determines unique matching
horocycles everywhere. O

To prove Theorem 7 it remains to show that Glue and Spine are inverses of each other.

Proof of Theorem 7. That Glue o Spine(X) = X for every X € M 14,(0,L) follows directly from the
construction of Glue and our discussion in the last subsection. It remains to verify that for X = Glue(t, 1)
the spine construction gives Spine(X) = (t,1) again. In particular, we need to convince ourselves that
the subset £ C X given by the union of diagonals of the quadrilaterals ¢, for e € E(t) together with
the points corresponding to the inner vertices is the cut-locus of X.

By the gluing prescription, X \ 3 has convex boundary and is topologically a punctured disk. There-
fore, every point x € X \ = admits a unique geodesic to the origin contained in X \ %. Moreover, for
every x € 3 there are a multiple such geodesics that are contained in X \ ¥ except for their endpoint
and all of them have the same length. Let now x € X and y be a geodesic from x to the origin that
intersects ¥ away from its starting point. Then letting y € X be the last such intersection, we know
that the final segment of y is a geodesic from y to the origin that is contained in X \ . We can thus
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find another path from x to the origin of the same length by replacing this final segment by one of the
other such geodesics starting at y. But by construction this path is not geodesic because of the bend
at y, showing that y is not of minimal length. This proves that the geodesics to the origin in X \ 3 are
length minimizing, and therefore that X is the cut-locus.

Hence, the combinatorial tree identified in the spine construction Spine(X) is precisely t, the quadri-
laterals (¢ )ece(t) and wedges (Vc)cec(t) are exactly the ones appearing in the partition of X described
in Lemma 10. Since the tree labels are intrinsic to the geometry of the quadrilaterals or the funnel/cusp
region, they clearly match A. O

3 Weil-Petersson Poisson structure and measure

We start with some background on the Weil-Petersson structures on Teichmiiller space. Let S be a fixed
surface of genus 0 with n + 1 boundaries labeled 0, ...,n. For L € R';{)l, the Teichmiiller space Ty n+1(L)
consists of pairs (X, f) where X is a hyperbolic surface with geodesic boundaries and/or cusps and
where f : S — X is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism such that for each i = 0,. .., n, f shrinks
the ith boundary to a cusp if L; = 0 or maps the boundary to a geodesic boundary of X of length L; > 0.
Two pairs (X, f) and (Y, g) are regarded equivalent, if there exists an isometry h : X — Y such that
hof:S — Yisisotopictog:S — Y (allowing boundary reparametrization).

The Teichmiiller space Ty ,+1(L) comes with a canonical symplectic structure given by the Weil-
Petersson 2-form wwp. It takes on a particularly simple form [58] in Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates asso-

ciated to a pants decomposition of S,

wwp = Z d¢, Adry, (34)
Y

involving the lengths £, and twists 7, associated to the closed geodesics y of the pants decomposition.
The associated Weil-Petersson Poisson structure is determined by the bivector

Twp = 2 A i, (35)
i at, " o,

Both the symplectic and the Poisson structure are mapping class group invariant, and therefore descend

to moduli space My 14,(L). However, these expressions are not very useful for our purposes because

the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates are not easily related to the tree decorations.

In [13] it was observed that the Penner coordinates [48] on Ty 14,(0), associated to carefully chosen
triangulations of the cusped surfaces, are adapted well to the tree decoration. Although this coordinate
system does not generalize easily to the case of geodesic boundaries, the closely related shear coordinates
do. As we will explain in the next sections, it is more convenient to work with the Weil-Petersson
Poisson structure than with the symplectic structure, because the former has a simple expression in

terms of shears on Teichmiiller space and in terms of the tree decoration A4 (L).

3.1 Thurston-Fock shear coordinates

A triangulation A of S is a maximal set of disjoint arcs starting and ending on the boundaries such
that each connected component of the complement is a hexagon with three sides corresponding to
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Figure 15: Given a triangulation of S and a hyperbolic surface X, one can consider the
ideal triangulation of X consisting of arcs that spiral into to the geodesic boundaries.

arcs interleaved with three sides corresponding to segments of the boundary, see the left-hand side of
Figure 15 for an example.

Given a triangulation A and a hyperbolic surface (X, f) € Tgn+1(L), each arc a € A determines an
arc f(a) on X starting and ending on a geodesic boundary or cusp. The homotopy class of such arcs,
where one allows sliding the endpoints along the boundaries, contains a unique geodesic representative
Y+ that meets the boundaries perpendicularly at the endpoints (or runs into the cusp). This gives a
canonical tiling of X by right-angled hyperbolic hexagons (or hyperbolic k-gons with 6 —k ideal vertices
and 2k — 6 right angles, for k = 3,4, 5, depending on the number of adjacent cusps). But one can also
canonically associate to « a geodesic y5 on X that spirals into the boundaries at the endpoints of « in a
clockwise fashion (of course no spiralling happens when it ends at a cusp). Informally, we think of yS
as the limiting geodesic obtained from y, by moving both endpoints clockwise along the boundary at
constant rate, see the right-hand side of Figure 15. The result is a tiling of X by 2n — 2 ideal triangles,
see Figure 16 for the simple case of n = 2 corresponding to a pair of pants.

& & o

Figure 16: Left: example surface X in the case n = 2, corresponding to a pair of pants, with

the perpendicular geodesics y; of a triangulation in black and the spiralling geodesics y5
in purple. Middle: the corresponding fundamental domains for X in H consisting either
of a pair of right-angled hexagons (black) or a pair of ideal triangles (purple). Right: the
definition of the shear coordinate as a signed hyperbolic distance along a. In this example
za < 0.

This ideal triangulation gives rise to the Thurston-Fock shear coordinates on Ty ;11 (L), first intro-
duced by Thurston [56] and generalized by Fock [28]. See [50, Section 2.4] for a recent overview. The
shear z,, associated to the arc @ € A can be defined as follows. The geodesic y> on X is adjacent to a
pair of ideal triangles, see right-hand side of Figure 16. If x1, x5, x3, x4 € R U {o0} are the positions of
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the ideal vertices of these triangles lifted to H, such that « points from x; to x; with x5 on the right and
x4 on the left, then the shear is the logarithmic cross ratio

(x5 — x1) (%4 — Xx2)
(33 = x2) (1 — X4) ‘

Zg = log (36)
Equivalently, z, can be understood as the signed hyperbolic distance along y5 between the orthogonal
projections onto y5 of the opposite vertices (corresponding to x3 and x4). By [50, Theorem 4.4], the
mapping (X, ) = (za) ¢ A is a real-analytic homeomorphism

Shear : Tgp41(L) — ZA(L) = {(Z“)aeA eR™: ZZai,j =L;fori=0,. n} cR¥™3 (37)
j

where for each i the sum runs over the arcs @;1, @i, ... € A that start at the ith boundary (counting
twice the arcs that start and end there). Since the shears obey n + 1 independent constraints, Z(L) has
dimension 2n — 4.

We have seen that the Weil-Petersson symplectic form is easily expressed in Fenchel-Nielsen coor-
dinates. In the case of shear coordinates, however, it is the dual Weil-Petersson Poisson structure that
admits a simple expression. Fock introduced [29] (see also [50, Definition 4.9]) the bivector®

1 7} 7} 7} 7} 7} 7}

TA=S Z (E/\%+a—zﬁ/\£+£/\g (38)
triangles 14 Y @

on Z (L), where the sum runs over the triangles of A and the bounding arcs of each triangle are

a, B, y in clockwise order. It was later [30, 18] demonstrated to agree with the Weil-Petersson Poisson

structure swp from (35).

3.2 Relation to the spine construction

From here on we restrict to the case Ly = 0and L = (L4, ..., L,) € RY . We now explain how to associate
to any hyperbolic surface (X, f) € Ty ,+1(0,L) a canonical triangulation of S, in a similar spirit to [13,
Section 3] but using the generalized spine and shear coordinates instead of Penner coordinates.

Recall the construction of the spine & ¢ X of Lemma 8 and the associated partition of X into
quadrangles and wedge of Lemma 10. For each edge e € E(t) we take an arc in the quadrangle 4.
crossing e and starting and ending at the origin. For each corner c of a boundary vertex b we draw an
arc from the origin to the boundary of X corresponding to b: we can take it to be the intersection of X
with the corresponding boundary rib if c is ideal, or with any geodesic in the wedge . if c is non-ideal.
By construction all these arcs are disjoint, but the ones of the first type are not necessarily all contained
in X ¢ X. However, we may shorten them (e.g. to the unique geodesic representative in their homotopy
classes) without introducing intersections, such that they are contained in X. If all inner vertices are
of degree 3 then by pulling the arcs back to S via f~! we obtain a triangulation of S that we denote by

®Note that the factor of % does not appear in [29] or [50]. Several different conventions are used in the literature for the
normalization of the Weil-Petersson symplectic or Poisson structure. Our choice is the one compatible with the symplectic
structure wwp = =2 Yprangles (dlogAq AdlogAg +---) in Penner’s lambda-lengths in the case of punctured surfaces, as
well as the Weil-Petersson volume computations of Mirzakhani [42]. Note for instance that [49, Theorem 3.3.6] and [19,
Equation (2.8)] differ by a factor of 2.
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A (X f). If t has an inner vertex v € V(1) of degree deg(v) = k > 3, then the arcs associated to the k
quadrangles surrounding v bound a k-gon, but we can choose to triangulate this k-gon in an arbitrary
deterministic fashion depending only on the combinatorics of t. Hence, the mapping (X, f) — A(X f)
can be made well-defined on all of T 41 (0, L), in such a way that the combinatorics of the triangulation
depends only on the isometry class, meaning that for two different markings f, g : S — X we have that

AX.9) =g o fFIAX ). (39)

For every t € T2!(L), one may canonically associate shear coordinates to A (L) as follows. Since
At(L) is nonempty, we can take a representative X € Glue(t, At(L)) € Mo 14n(L) and a marking
f:S = Xandlet A\y= A(X, f). Then Theorem 7 implies that Glue bijectively relates A;(L) to the
set A7'( A4) € Ton41(L) of marked surfaces sharing the same canonical triangulation. Composition
with the shear coordinates (37) thus gives an injective mapping

Shear; : A¢(L) — ZA (0,L) c R3"73, (40)
t

Thanks to (39), when viewing the shears as indexed by the edges of the combinatorial triangulation,
this mapping is independent of the choice of representative (X, f).

(0%

/?@E\e

' 2z
i}
(0%

Rd/ 4 2 b’] -~

Figure 17: Left: the half-shears measure the (signed) distances from the orthogonal pro-
jections onto the midpoint of « (in this illustration they are negative). Right: illustration
in H of the case that € starts at a boundary vertex. In this case the arc in A dual to e is
adjacent to an ideal triangle (in purple) with a vertex at co. The half-shear z; is equal to
Wh,j-

Let us identify the mapping Shear; explicitly in terms of the coordinates of A;(L). For this it is
convenient to introduce the half-shear zz associated to an orientation of an edge e € E(t) of the spine.
If « is the geodesic arc associated to the quadrangle ¢, then @ comes with a canonical marking at
its midpoint, measured with respect to the horocycle at the origin. In case « and e intersect, this
corresponds precisely to their intersection point (see left side of Figure 17). We consider the ideal
triangle adjacent to a on the side corresponding to starting point of €. Then the half-shear z; is the
signed hyperbolic distance along « between its midpoint and the orthogonal projection onto & of the
opposite vertex of this ideal triangle. It should be clear that then the shear z. of a equals the sum of the
half-shears of the orientations of e,

Ze = 73 + 25 (41)

The expression for zz depends on the type of vertex at which € starts.
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If € starts at a boundary vertex b with L, > 0, meaning that € = €, ; for some j, then we may
examine the quadrangle &, in the funnel region as in Figure 11. The right side of Figure 17 illustrates this
quadrangle as well as the associated ideal triangle, which has a vertex at co because the two bounding
arcs are asymptotically parallel to the boundary geodesic, i.e. the vertical axis in this picture. The
orthogonal projection of this vertex onto « is therefore simply the top of the semicircle. Since the
boundary ribs of $ correspond to semicircles whose radii differ by a factor e/, the horocycle h at the
origin lifts to a pair of horocycles that differ in size by a hyperbolic distance 2wy, ;. It follows directly
that the midpoint of « is at (signed) distance

Zg = Wh (42)

from the top.

If € starts at a boundary vertex b corresponding to a cusp, L, = 0, then the corresponding ideal
triangle in A aligns with the boundary ribs of $.. Due to symmetry (see Figure 13) the half-shear
zz = 0 vanishes in this case.

€ €
2 |PL T Ve %
] 03 Y1
¥3 2 AZ)
P2 ®1

Figure 18: Here we use the abbreviated notation ¢; = ¢(é,;), j = 1,2,3.

If € starts at an inner vertex v € V(t) of degree 3, let us assume for concreteness that € = é,; and
examine the angles ¢(é,;), j = 1,2,3, around v. If we draw the arc dual to € vertically in H, then the
ideal triangle dual to v looks like the one in Figure 18. Elementary trigonometry shows that ¢(é, ;),
J = 1,2,3 are precisely the angles of the Euclidean triangle formed by v and the two ideal vertices on
the horizontal axis. In particular, e is the ratio of lengths of the right side to the bottom side. Hence,
the sine law tells us that

sin ¢ (€y,2)

sing(8,3) (43)

zg, =
Of course, this formula holds more generally under cyclic permutation of the indices 1, 2, 3.

For each corner c of a boundary vertex b we have a geodesic arc « spiralling into the boundary
associated to b. Assuming c is non-ideal, the construction of Lemma 12 and Figure 12 allows us to
establish the geometry of the two neighbouring ideal triangles, see Figure 19. The hyperbolic distances
Z¢, Wh,j» 0p,j and wy, j;q can easily be expressed in terms of the segment lengths a, b, ¢, d indicated in the

figure as

b+c o, b+c+d
ebJ:—

a+b+c+d
a c ’ b+c

eWb,j+1
b+c+d

(44)

5
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Wp,j+1

- _-_-_- -_-_-_ -_-}_'l}_bhj
lwb,j

c d

Figure 19: To compute the shear associated to an arc a that spirals into a boundary, we
examine the construction of Figure 12. The lengths of the segments on the horizontal axis

obey (44).

Solving for z. gives

1—e ™J

zc = —0vp,j + log (45)

e+l — 1’
This formula remains valid if c is ideal as long as we admit that v, ; = 0 by convention. In case L, = 0,
we can refer to Figure 13 to see that z. = log(w, j/Wp j+1).

Lemma 16. Shear; is real-analytic for each t € T (L). Its image is of full dimension in ZA (o,L) if
t
and only ift € T, (L).

Proof. Assuming all inner vertices are of degree 3, we have provided explicit formulas above for the
shear coordinates comprising Sheart, which are analytic by inspection. In case of an inner vertex v
of degree k > 3, the associated geodesic arcs form a triangulated ideal k-gon. It is straightforward
to check that the shears of the diagonals and the half-shears of the sides of this k-gon are analytic
functions of the k angles ¢(é,, i), J =1,...,k. We omit the details, because we won’t need the formulas
in the following.

Recall that dim Z(0,L) = 2n — 4. Comparing with the dimension of A4 (L) given in (26), we see that
dim Z A, (0,L) = dimA4(L) if and only if t € T, (L). Together with injectivity and analyticity, this

verifies the claim. O

Proposition 17. The subset Mg, (0,L) = Glue(|liex, 1) At(L)) € Mo14n(0, L) is of full Weil-Petersson

0,1+n
measure.

Proof. It follows from the previous lemma, that the complement Mo 14, (0, L) \Mg , (0, L) is covered by
finitely many real-analytic hypersurfaces in Ty »4+1 (0, L). These have vanishing Weil-Petersson measure.

O

From here on we will restrict tot € T,,(L). This means that all inner vertices are of degree 3 and all
corners of those boundary vertices for which L; > 0 are non-ideal. In this case we choose the ordering
of edges and corners around a boundary vertex b such that for j = 1,...,deg(b) the corner c; sits

between the edges €}, ; and _éb!j“ (where we use the convention wp deg(b)+1 = Wh,1)-
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Figure 20: The tree t gives rise to a canonical ideal triangulation of X that is illustrated
on the right, where edges of the triangulation that are dual to edges of t are colored in
red.

3.3 Weil-Petersson Poisson structure on the tree decoration

For t € T, (L) we introduce the bivector iy € A>R%"° as

d 0 0 2}
A + A
aWb,j ai)b,j al)b’j 6wb,j+1

3 deg(b)
( . (46)

1 0 0 1
m=z 2 Zaqo(a,j) " oG 2 2,

vev(t) j=1 beB(t) Jj=1

where it is understood that €, 4 = €,,; and Wy, deg(b)+1 = Wh,1. We may equally think of 7; € A2 TRO"~6
as a constant bivector field on the manifold R®"~°.

Lemma 18. For eacht € T, (L), the bivector my defines a Poisson structure {f, g}t = m(df, dg) on R®"*~6
with symplectic leaves of dimension 2n — 4. The polytope Ai(L) of (25) is (an open subset of) such a
symplectic leaf and thus comes with a corresponding symplectic form wy.

Proof. The bracket {f, g}t of a constant bivector field automatically satisfies the Jacobi identity and
therefore determines a Poisson structure. It clearly satisfies

3
Vben(t) V1< <deg(b) {0 (Eb,)), ~}t =0, Yyvev(t) {Z 0 (&), } =0,
Jj=1 t
deg(b) deg(b)
Vhen(t) { Z Ob,js } =0, VbeB(t) { Z Wh, js } =0,
Jj=1 t j=1 t

and it is easily checked that these span the kernel of 7 (seen as a mapping ﬂf : T*RO"=6 — TR®"~6),
From the definition (25), we observe that A¢(L) corresponds to the non-empty open subset {¢p(€) +
@(€é) < mfore € E(t), vpj,wp; > Oforb € B(t),j = 1,...,deg(b)} of a symplectic leaf (namely
a translation of the image of ﬂf) The corresponding symplectic form on A4 (L) is related to m via

wt(ﬂfa, ﬂfﬁ) = -m(a, f), see e.g. [21, Prop. 2.24]. O
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We are primarily interested in the volume form on A (L) induced by its symplectic structure. Luck-
ily, it can be computed directly from the bivector ;.

Lemma 19. Up to an irrelevant sign the Liouville volume form py = ia);‘_z/(n —2)! on A¢(L) is equal to

deg(b)-1
Ht = 2”_2 /\ (dqﬂ(gv’l) A dqﬂ(gv’z)) A /\ /\ (dUb,j A de)j) .
veV(t) beB(t) Jj=1

Proof. Clearly (¢(€y1), ¢(€y2))vev(t), ((0b,j, wb,j);.lif(b)_l)beg(t) constitutes a proper coordinate chart on
At (L). In these coordinates, the non-degenerate Poisson bivector on A4 (L) is

deg(b)-1
1 d 17} 1 7} 0 d 12}
R I o L R IO Fre Pt v
2.5 dp(ev1)  Ip(éve) 2,50 = OWhj  9Upj Vb OWp i1

From the simple block structure we see that the top exterior power (7| 4,(1))" %/ (n—2)! € A4 TAL(L)
is simply

deg(b)—1

s n-2 9 d d E
oo ) (resita) 4, (0 s2)
(n—2)! vevin \00(Eu) ap(&) ) Ly G\ oW
Since 7y and wy are constant in these coordinates, the natural pairing of A?*~* TA(L) and A?"~* T* A4 (L)
shows that y; is 2"~ times the standard (2n — 4)-dimensional volume form in these coordinates. O

Proposition 20. For eacht € T, (L), the mapping Glue|4, (1) is a Poisson isomorphism onto its image
Glue(t, At(L)) equipped with the Weil-Petersson Poisson structure.

Proof. 1t suffices to compute the Poisson brackets { -, - }; of the components of Shear; and check that
they match with the bracket {-, -} o associated to (38) in Thurston-Fock coordinates. Since (46) is
local to the vertices of t, it is clear that {z., ze }+ = 0 unless the edges e, e’ € E(t) share an inner vertex.
Assuming they do and they correspond to €,; and &, ;, we compute

sin@(€,2) sin @ (€y3)
{Ze,ze’}t — {ngl’zévz}t = {log : % _)v2 Jog = @ _)v3 } (47)
17 ey, sin p(€y3) sing(éy1) )
1 - - =2 e e €
= > (cotp(&u1) cotp(E2) + ot (&) cot p(&ys) + ot p(Ea) cot (@) (49)
1
= 5 = {Zea Ze’}A’ (49)

where the step from (48) to (49) is due to a version of Hermite’s cotangent identity, since Z§:1 p(ey;) =
.

Foran edge e € E(t) andacorner c € C(t), we observe from the structure of (46) and the expressions
(42) and (45) that {z., zc}+ = 0 unless e is adjacent to c. If they correspond to €}, ; and c, ; respectively,
then

1 —

1—e ™
{zes 2z}t = {Zab,j,lc}t = {Wb,j, —Up; t log m}t = —5 {Ze,zc}A,
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In case they correspond to €, ;41 and ¢}, j, we instead have

B B IT—e™™/ | 1
{ze:2c}t = {2z, ;o 2cht = | W je1, 0 +log T27 {Ze2c} A
Finally, if ¢, ¢’ € C(t) are two corners, then clearly {z, z }t+ = 0 unless c and ¢’ are adjacent at the

same boundary vertex b. If they correspond to cy, j, ¢y, j+1, and deg(b) > 2, then

1—e ™ 1— e Mhin
{ZC, Zcf}t = {_Ub,j + IOg m, —0Ub,j+1 + log m}t
1 eWb,j-H
= —m{vb,p Wh,j+1 )t + m{wb,jﬂ,vb,jﬂ}t
1
= 5 = {ZCaZc’}A-

If deg(b) = 2 then both Poisson brackets vanish due to the constraint z. + z.» = Ly,/2. This finishes the
proof. o

Finally we have all the ingredients for our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1. Proposition 17 gives the existence of the subset M7 .. (0,L) c Mg14,(0,L) of

0,1+n
(0,L). It is a Poisson isomor-

o
0,1+n

phism by Proposition 20, so the Weil-Petersson volume form on Mg, , ,(0,L) agrees with the pull-back

along Spine of the Liouville volume form on A{(L). According to Lemma 19 the latter agrees with the

full measure and Theorem 7 provides the bijection restricted to M

(rescaled) Lebesgue measure (2). m]

4 Computation of Weil-Petersson volumes

As an application of our tree bijection we turn to the computation of Weil-Petersson volumes. After
dealing with the case of fixed n we will turn attention to the generating functions.

4.1 Polytope volumes via inclusion-exclusion

As announced in the introduction, the main difficulty in computing the volumes Vol (A¢(L)) comes
from the Delaunay condition ¢(€) + ¢(€) > 7, which is there to ensure that the edge e of the spine has
positive length. In the volume computation of [13, Section 4.3] this was addressed, roughly speaking, by
considering the generating function of volumes associated to rooted trees and introducing a “catalytic
variable” to control the angle ¢(€) at the root. Here we follow a complementary approach via inclusion-
exclusion to reverse the Delaunay inequality.

Ift € T,(L) and A C E(1) is a subset of the edges of t, that we call anti-Delaunay edges, then we
introduce the new polytope

@(ép;) =0forb € B(t),1 <i < deg(b),
@(éy;) >0forveV(t),1<i<3,

p(&1) +9(&,2) + ¢(&y3) = wfor v e V(1),
(&) +¢(é) > rfore e A

Air/lxti(L) ERUE E(t) — Ryo X 1—[ (Adegb) (Lb/z))z'

beB(t)

(50)
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Note that it differs from A4 (L) only in the last condition on the angles, in particular there is no condition
for the remaining edges E(t) \ A. Observe also that an edge incident to a boundary vertex cannot obey
the anti-Delaunay condition, so from here on we assume that the edges A have their endpoints at the
inner vertices V() so that .Aan“(L) is non-empty. It is naturally equipped with same volume measure
Vol; defined in (2).

Since the polytopes .Aann(L) have finite volume for all A, an application of the inclusion-exclusion
principle immediately ylelds the relation

Voli(A(L)) = Y (=1)M Vol (AF(L)). (51
ACE(t)

Recall from Section 1.1 the set in(L) D T, (L) of bicolored trees whose inner vertices are allowed
to have degree 3 or larger. Given t and A, we define the anti-Delaunay tree t € gn(L) to be the com-
binatorial tree obtained from t by contracting the edges A. To each inner vertex v € V(t) of t one can
associate a subtree t, of t including all edges of t incident to one of the vertices that was merged into
v. For concreteness one may treat the leafs of t, as if they correspond to univalent boundary vertices,
e.g. cusps. See Figure 21 for an example.

N M

Figure 21: An example of atree t € T,,(L) with a choice A C E(t) of anti-Delaunay edges
and the corresponding anti-Delaunay tree teq, (L).

Lemma 21. The polytope .Aant‘(L) factors into a Cartesian product of polytopes associated to the (boundary

and inner) vertices of the anti-Delaunay tree t,
Amiwy= [ A [] A (52)
veV(t)  beB()
The volume factors correspondingly as

zdeg(v) -4 (Lb/z)zdeg(b)—z

anti n-2
Vol (AZ(L) =2 U(t)m l_(lt) (deg(®) ~ D) 63

In particular, it depends only on the degrees in t and not on the structure of the trees (t)yevii)-

Proof. Since the only conditions in (50) that are not local to a vertex of t are the anti-Delaunay condi-
tions for the edges A, the factorization should be clear for the contracted tree t. Since Ay, = (Adeg(b) (Lb/ 2))2
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is a product of two simplices, its Euclidean volume is
(Ly/2) 51’
(m) '
= A

For v € V(1), say of degree deg(v) = k + 2, we claim that A, okl
2k — 2 after a (volume-preserving) change of variables. Note that t, has k inner vertices and k + 2 leaves.

is also a simplex of dimension
Let us designate one of the leafs as the root and consider all oriented edge €, ..., €y of t, that point
away from the root, where by convention €, starts at the root. The anti-Delaunay condition turns into
the requirement that ¢(€;) > ¢(€;) + ¢(€éx) whenever €; and €, are the two children of €; for i > 0,
keeping in mind the natural genealogical interpretation of the binary tree t,. This makes sense for the
root as well (i = 0) if we use the convention ¢(€y) = x. It motivates us to introduce ¢(€;) > 0 for
i =0,...,2k to be the angle ¢(€;) minus the sum of the angles of its children, if any. Then it is easy to

see that (¢(8;))% € A" | see Figure 22.

i= 2k+1°
B(En)|P(E) P(&0)| 36 | P& | B@E0) | BEs) |B(E)| B(es)
7N & o) e
& & &% 4(&) | v(e) @) | ] o)
) 5 ©(&1) _ ©(&2)
o ©(&)
€o
0 7r

Figure 22: Example of a subtree t, for deg(v) = 6 (so k = 4) rooted at the bottom. The
diagram on the right illustrates the partition Y% ¢(&;) = 7.

The volume measure (without the power of 2) on A, is the Lebesgue measure in both sets of angles,
dp(€1) - - dp(Ex) = dp(éy) - - - dp(€x).

Hence A, contributes a volume 7% / (2k)!. Taking a product over all vertices of tand incorporating the
conventional normalization 2”2 gives the claimed volume (53). O

It remains to sum over t and A to obtain the Weil-Petersson volumes of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Combining Corollary 2 and the inclusion-exclusion sum (51), we have

2, GO Vol (AN (L),
teT, (L) ACE(t)

Vo1+n(0,L) = (54)
By the previous lemma the volume on the right-hand side depends only on the contracted tree t. Count-
ing the pairs (1, A) resulting in the same such tree t is straightforward: for each v € V(1) of degree
deg(v) = k + 2 the subtree t, can be any of the Catalan number (zkk) /(k + 1) of binary trees with k inner
vertices. Using also that |[A| = 3 evb) (deg(v) — 3), plugging in (53) leads to the expression

l_[ (Lb/z)zdeg(b)—z
o, (@eg(®) =112

(_ l)deg(v) —3”2 deg(v)—4

Vorn(OL) =27 5[] (deg(v) — 1)!(deg(v) — 2)!

feT, (L) vev()

2deg(v)—2(_1)deg(v)—3”2 deg(v)—4 zdeg(b)—l (Lb/z)z deg(b)-2

= 2

feT, (L) vev(d)

(deg(v) — 1)!(deg(v) — 2)!
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where we used the combinatorial identity (27) in the second equality. Recalling the definitions
- k
(_1)k k=2 2 (L\?
i P TR D =2135] -
this corresponds precisely the claimed formula

2deg(v) -2 Zdeg(b) -2

Vo,14n(0,L) = Z l—[ (deg(v) = 1),}’deg(v) 1 l—[ (deg(b) 1)1 tdeg(b)—1(Lp)-

feT, (L) vev(d) beB(f)
O
We emphasize that the relation with decorated anti-Delaunay trees involves inclusion-exclusion,

and therefore we loose the strictly bijective correspondence. Effectively we have related the Weil—-
Petersson measure on M 14+,(0,L) to a signed measure on

anti
|| i), (55)
(t.A)

that is easier to work. Besides volume computations, we can use it for integration against the Weil-
Petersson measure as long as the integrand extends appropriately to trees with anti-Delaunay edges.
In Section 5, we will see that this is the case for the distance statistic D.

4.2 The string equation

We start by introducing the generating functions of Weil-Petersson volumes a bit more carefully than
we did in the introduction. Following [i5], we introduce a weight y € R[L?]* as a linear functional
on the ring of real even polynomials. Then one may define the partition function of genus-g Weil-
Petersson volumes as

®n \ n
Byl = 3 A ), (56)

n!
n>0

where p®" € (R[L?*]*)®" = R[L%...,L2]* is defined by p®"(fi(L1) ... fu(Ln)) = p(fi) ... p(fn), ex-

tended for general even polynomials by linearity. We often use the physicist notation

4 (f) = / FL) du(Ly) .. dp(Ly), (57

which can be interpreted literally whenever p arises from a measure on R with moments of arbitrary
order. In this notation we retrieve the formula (6) given in the introduction,

Z / Von(L) dp(Ly) ... dp(Ln). (58)

n>3

Note that F;[¢] only depends on the even moments / L?*du(L), so we can formulate Fy as afunction
of the times t;[p] defined as

L

2k
wll = [ wwaw = [ 5 (3] aw, (59
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with t(L) as in Theorem 3. To avoid discussion about convergence, we interpret F; as a multivariate
formal power series, either in7 (¢y[p], t1[¢],...) or in p. The latter can be made more precise by fixing
p and interpreting Fy[xy] as a univariate formal power series in x.

Denoting the delta measure at L by d;, we can define the functional derivative % on such power

series as
§ P)
——P[u] = —P 5 , 6
5i0) [p] = =Pl +x3L] » (60)
which gives
0 F[]—Zl/V (L,L) du(Ly) ... du(Ly,) (61)
su(@) o - &in! g.lanile L) GRET - - O En ), !

where we used the fact that V,, is symmetric. We can relate this functional derivative to the formal

power series in the times by

P) 2 LV 9
—5;,@):;5(5) " (62)

Since we are dealing with genus 0 and require an origin cusp for the tree bijection, we will be mostly
interested in

) 0 1
——F[pl =2—Fy(to,t1,...) = > — [ Vonus1(0,L) dp(Ly) ... du(Ly). 6
Sagey o =2 ot = 335 [ Vo 01 k) ) (63
Theorem 3 then implies
zdeg(v) 2 2deg(b) -2
Z ) Z l_l 'Ydeg(v) 1 ﬂ deg(b) 1[”] (64)
O Zim 2o 1] Gaegt =1 L g -1

In order to exhibit an equation for the generating function, it is convenient to distinguish another
cusp, besides the origin, that we may use to root the tree. We therefore consider the generating function
R[] of the twice-punctured sphere, defined by

52
Rl = 5ol = Y [ Vaneal0.0.1) du() .. du(L,). (63
H n>1
It follows from (64) that
2deg(v) 2 zdeg(b) -2
Z Z l—[ Ydeg(v)-1 rl tdeg(b) 1[ ] (66)
!
nzl 7 g vev(d) (deg(v) ! beB() (deg(b)
b#root
zdeg(v) 2 odeg(b)-2
Z l_[ Ydeg(v)-1 l_[ | ldeg(b)- 1L, (67)
d 1)! deg(b
L, Ll e -1 . 14, (eg(®) — 1!
#root

iunlab

where is the set of bicolored plane trees with inner vertices of degree at least 3 and white vertices

(unlabeled this time) of any degree and rooted on a white leaf.

7In this interpretation, we will often drop the argument [y] in our notation.
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Proof of Corollary 4. Since t € Funlab admits a bijective decomposition at the vertex adjacent to the
root, which may be an inner vertex of degree d + 1 > 3 or a boundary vertex with degree d + 1 > 1, we
immediately deduce the string equation

zd 1

Rlpl = ) —-vaRlp +§}——m R[u]". (68)
dx2 d>0

To see that is solves Z(R[p]; ] = 0, it suffices to expand the Bessel functions,

Z@M—%%MMVj /h@ﬁawm

_szl )d+17f Zdl/i Ede(L)
2 (d—1)' a ) al\z] *
2d 1 2d 1
—V—Z - Ttd[,u] r.
d>2 d>0

5 Geodesic distances in triply cusped spheres

So far we have used the tree bijection to compute the Weil-Petersson volume of M ,,4+1(0, L), which
amounts to integrating the constant function against the measure Volywp. More generally, one may try
to integrate any statistic f : Mg ,+1(0,L) — R against Volwp by considering the corresponding function

foGlue(t,") : A4(L) - R (69)

on the polytope At(L) for t € T, (L). Moreover, if f o Glue(t,-) extends to an integrable function
fi Aant‘(L) — R on the larger polytope without Delaunay conditions on the angles, then the inclusion-
exclusion principle of Section 4.1 shows that

/ FOOdVolyp(X) = >° > (- /  A(MdVol(2), (70)
Mo+ (0.L) teT, (L) ACE(t) A (L)
where Vol; is the properly normalized Lebesgue measure of Lemma 19.

In this section we focus on the distance difference D : Mg34,(0,0,0,L) — R. Recall from the
introduction that D(X) is defined as D(X) = dx (ho, h1) —dx (ho, h2) in terms of the unit-length horocycles
ho, h1, hy around the first three cusps, where we have changed the indices to be compatible with the
labeling of the tree t. We will first make sure D o Glue(t, -) can be reasonably expressed in terms of the
decoration of the spine t € ¥5,,(0,0,L). Note that in this case hg is the horocycle around the origin
and hy, h, are horocycles associated to the boundary vertices with labels 1 and 2 of t.

5.1 Distances in terms of tree decoration

Given an edge e € E(t) and a point x € X on this edge, we let & € (0, 7/2] be the angle between e and
any of the two shortest geodesic from x to the origin. Then we define the edge distance to be

de = dx(x, ho) + logsina. (71)
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/1
1

It follows from hyperbolic trigonometry that this is independent of the choice of the point x, and that
d. is half the length of the unique geodesic arc starting and ending at the origin dual to e. In case e
intersects this arc, d. = dx(e, hy).

If e € E(1) is incident to a boundary vertex corresponding to a cusp with unit-length horocycle h;,
then it is easily verified that its edge distance agrees with the distance from h; to the origin,

de = dx (hi, ho). (72)
Therefore, if we let ey, .. ., ex for some k > 1 be the unique sequence of edges connecting the first two
boundary vertices in t, then
k-1
D(X) = de, = dey, = ) (dey, — dey,,)- (73)
k=1

If e, = ey; and exy1 = ey share an inner vertex v, then the formula (71) with x at the position of v
implies that

dek - dek+1 = Iog sin (P(eV,l) - log sin (P(ev,Z)- (74)

Similarly, we will see that for two consecutive edges sharing a boundary vertex b, the difference d., —
de,,, can be expressed in terms of the boundary vertex decoration (wy,j, vp, j)?i%(b)

In the following we will concentrate on the function f(X) = exp(2uD(X)) for fixed u € R of suffi-
ciently small absolute value. By (74), the formula extends to an integrable function f; : A;‘?@ti(o, 0,L) —
R because the angles ¢(€) are restricted to (0, 7). We may thus invoke the integration formula (70).

To evaluate the right-hand side we combine the factorization of f; with that of the polytope Ai&ti (0,0,L)
from Lemma 21. Denoting by vy,...,vp, € V(t) U B(%) the vertices of the contracted tree t encountered

along the path between the first two boundary vertices, we obtain

zdegv—zﬂz deg(v)—4 gdegv—1 (Lb/Z)z deg(b)—2 _m
/ ~ fiyavek(y = [ — 1] | | B,
A1) Sy @l —or LU (deg(b) - D)7

vé{vi,...Vm } bé{vi,...vin }

where E,, (u) is the integral of exp(2u(d. — d./)), involving the edge distances of the entrance edge e
and the exit edge e’, over the polytope A,,.

Suppose v; € B(1) is a boundary vertex of degree deg(v;) = k > 2. Suppose the exit edge €’ is the
fth edge, for 2 < ¢ < k, if we start counting from the entrance edge e in clockwise order around v;.
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Then E,, (u) depends only on k, £ and the associated boundary length L, ,

Ey,(u) = Ex¢(Ly;, u). (75)

Suppose otherwise that v; € V(1) is an anti-Delaunay vertex of degree deg(v;) = k > 3. Recall from
Section 4.1 that there is an associated subtree t,, with k leafs, of which two are distinguished as the
entrance and exit leaf. Then E,,(u) depends only on this subtree t,, with distinguished leafs,

E,,(u) = Ey, (u). (76)

Recalling the definition of X, (u;L) from (14) in the introduction, the integration formula (70) gives

Xa@l= > > (o™ ]

t€T24,(0,0,L) ACE(t) veVv(h)
vé{vi,...Vmm }

2deg(v)—1 (Lb/2)2 deg(b)-2 _m

[ et —opr L@

2deg(v)—2ﬂ.2 deg(v)—-4
(2deg(v) —4)!

beB(t)
be{vi,....vin }
gdeg(v) m

“Ydeg(v)-1 ﬂ 29e8(®) =2t ()1 (Lp)
(deg(v) —1)! (deg(b) — 1)!

= 2.l

[ [E.@. @)
i=1

feToun(0,0L)  vev() beB(¥)
VE{V1,..sVin } be{vi,....vim }
with the new notation
. Ey, (u) v; € B(})
Evi(u) = de (V')—3 ' ~ (78)
(D)% T B (W) vie V(D)

where the sum is over all plane binary trees with a number of leafs equal to deg(v;).

5.2 Distance-dependent three-point function

Following the procedure in Section 4.2, the sum (77) simplifies drastically at the level of the generating
functions, because the contribution at each of the m vertices along the path is independent of the others,

Xl = Y o [ KalwsLidu(@) - du(e)

n>0
- (XA<u,R[u]>+ / dp(L)XB@,u,R[u])) : (79)
m=0

where we introduced the distance-dependent generating functions Xa(u,r) and Xg(L, u, r) around an
anti-Delaunay vertex and boundary vertex respectively via

k
> E (L), (80)

Ra(wr) = Y (~)VOIVOIE @), Ry(Lur) =
t 2 (=2

=)
k=

Here the sum in Xa (u, r) is over all plane binary trees with a marked entrance and exit leaf, and V(t)
denotes the non-leaf vertices of t.
In the next two subsections we will establish the following explicit formulas for Xa(u,r)and Xg (L, u, r).
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Proposition 22. For an anti-Delaunay vertex we have the formal power series identity

N B 2mu o~ uP Pt \r
Xalwr)=1- sin(2u) ; (2p + D) arP* \fon Ji(@nvar).

Proposition 23. For a boundary vertex we have the formal power series identity

u2p ap+1

2
Sin(Zﬂu) ; (2p + 1)” arp+1 IO(L@)

Xp(L,u,r) =

Before turning to their proofs, we can conclude Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. Comparing the formulas in Proposition 22 and Proposition 23 with the definition
(10) of n(u; ], we find that

2mu

XA(u, r)+ / dy(L)XB(L, u,r)=1 n(u; p]. (81)

sin(2ru)
Hence the sum in (79) evaluates to

. - " _ sin(2ru)
X(us ] ,;) ( sm(2ﬂu) sin(zm) 1M )= 2mu n(u;

as claimed. O

5.3 Around an inner vertex

This subsection is devoted to proving Proposition 22. We start by identifying an explicit integral ex-
pression for Xa(u,r).

Lemma 24.

p . 2u
SN o
Xa(u,r) = Z/dAD ( 4F(r, i — ;) (Sinﬁi) ) (82)
where dA = daydfy - - - dapdf, on {0 <oy < py <--- < ap < Py < 7w} and

F(r,0) = %ﬁ(ze@y (83)

Proof. Let us start by giving an interpretation to the series F(r, ). From the proof of Lemma 21 it

follows that the polytope of an anti-Delaunay tree with k inner vertices and angle ¢(€;) = 6 on the

(0)
2k+1
in the normalization) is 2% /(2k)!. Hence, the generating function of such trees with weight r per

root instead of 7, is related to simplex A of size 0. Therefore its volume (including the power of 2

non-root leaf and weight —1 per inner vertex is

k (2k)! k92k ke _ VT _
Z(—)k,(k+1), g = g 0V = F(r0) (84)
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Figure 24: An example of a plane binary tree t with a marked entrance and exit, in this
case with p = 4 vertices on the path.

Recall that we should sum over all plane binary trees t with a marked entrance and exit leaf. Let
p > 1 be the number of inner vertices of t along the path from entrance to exit and let &, ..., €, be the
edges making up the path in reverse order, pointing towards the exit (see Figure 24). Let further €] be
the oriented edge pointing away from the path and sharing its starting point with €;. Then we write
fori=1,...,p,

ai = (&), Pi=e(E)+ (€. (85)

From our discussion in the proof of Lemma 21 it follows that

O<o <py<--<ap<pf,<m. (86)
Moreover
P (sin(p(&;) + @(€)) P (6in Bi
explaulde ~do) = | ( o) ) -1 (Sm al) (87)
Since we can bijectively encode t by the p-tuple of subtrees whose roots are €;,i = 1,.. ., p, and those

subtrees have angle ¢(€) = f; — a; on their root, we find

. © P sinﬁi 2u
xA<u,r>=—Z(—D'V“"r'w“'a(u):—1;(—1)@’ / dAl;[(zm,ﬁi—ai)(sm) ) (88)

where the factor of 27 is due to the normalization of the volume measure Vol; compared to dA and

the factor of 2 in the product takes into account that the subtrees can be on the left or the right of the
path. ]

To evaluate the integral in the previous lemma, we need the following two somewhat curious inte-

gration identities.

Lemma 25. Forany0 < a; < f1 <--- < ap, < fp < wandu € [0,1/2) we have the identity

sin(a; — y) \** ; _ sin (2u |7 = 2P, (Bi — an)]) g
/ 1_[ (sm(ﬁ, ) {relawfil} = sin(27u) ' (89)

Proof. Let’s assume u € (0,1/2), the case u = 0 being obvious. The function
P 2u
sin(a; — z) sin(a; — z)
= —] = 2 lo
@ ﬂ (sin(ﬁi - z)) I ( ‘ Z (sm(ﬁ ~2) ))
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is -periodic and holomorphic in C \ Ui<i<p[a@; + nx, fi + nr]. Therefore, the integral
nez

%/0 g(y +iy)dy, y e R\ {0}

depends only on the sign of y. Hence

lim l /77: dy Zmug(y + ly) —e Zm'ug(y _ iy) ' 1 T dy Zmug(y + ly) —e Zm'ug(y _ iy)
0

= lim —
y /o0 IT 2i y\o T Jy 2i

Since g(y + iy) — et 2ui 5L (@i=Pi) ag y — oo, the left-hand side equals

P
sin (Zu [n - Z(ﬁi - ai)]) .

Ify € [a;, Bi] then g(y + i0) = e *"g(y — i0), so the integrand on the right-hand side vanishes along
the cuts. The integral therefore evaluates to

s1n(27ru) sin(a; —
/ l_[ (Sln(‘Bl ) {Yg[lxi,ﬁi]}’

which proves the claimed expression. o

Lemma 26. For any analytic function f : R — R andu € (-1/2,1/2) we have
sin ;
/ H (Sm ﬁl) fBi— )
7 sinc (26yu) Hop / P P
= dog—— do,---d0,5|r =) 6, 0),
/o *sinc(27u) p! R?, ! PO ; l;lf( ) (90)

where sinc(x) = sin(x)/x and dA = deydp; - - - dapdf, on {0 <oy < 1 <--- < ap < B < 7}.
Furthermore, if f has Laplace transform

fy) = / dhe=v0£(6), (91)

the previous expression can be summarized as the formal power series identity

< b8 _ 2u
; Zylf] = sin(Tu)L ! {arctan (y ) )} (), (92)

where L1 {f(y)} (0) = f(0) is the corresponding inverse Laplace transform.

Proof. Due to the shift symmetry in the Lebesgue measure and the 7-periodicity of the integrand, we
have

3 1 sin(a; —y) o
Zp[f]_n—Zle(ﬁ,-—a,-)/o dy/ l_[(sm(ﬁl ) fBi = ailyyglapity- (93)
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We can now use Lemma 25 to give us

in P i i P
z1f1 = [ aa” o Culr = L) ﬂf(ﬁi—al

sinc(27u)

_ [T, sinc (2u00) P

- /o % sinc(27u) / dad (” 0o - Z(ﬁz Qi ) ﬂf(ﬁz - a;)
[T, sinc (2ub)) 0, P p

_'/0 deomp_o!/ﬂ{god@lmdeﬁ(”_% Zel)l_lf(g)

which proves the first equation.
Using the Laplace transform, we get

z11= | " a0, SO b ) gy

sinc(27u) p'

- [ a0 O ) ) N

sinc(27u) p!

In particular, summing over p,

(o)

D7l f]

/mdg sinc(2uby) ._ { —%(y—f(y))} (7
0

= sinc(27u)
T _ 2u
= ML ! {arctan (y - f(y) )} (), (95)
where we used fooo e~ sin(bx)d% = arctan(b/a). O

We now have all the ingredients to prove proposition 22.

Proof of proposition z2. Let us apply Lemma 26 to

f(0) =—4F(r,0) = _2@J1(29‘/5), (96)
because then, using Lemma 24,
Xa(wr) == Z[fl=1- ) Z[f]. (97)
p=1 =0

The Laplace transform of f is

fy) = / d0e™Y0£(0) =y — vy + 8.

Using the series expansion

u_ | _ _w N VP -p-1/2
arctan(y_f(y)) arctan(\/m) Z (2u) (y + 8r)
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Figure 25: Left: illustration of the two ideal triangles spiralling into a boundary associated
to b of degree deg(b) = 2. Right: the relation between distances to the origin and the
shears and half-shears. Note that z. is negative here, while zz, zg are positive.

and the inverse Laplace transform

1

T P
z@) RN

L@+ 8r)7p71/2} (m) = (

we conclude that

= T _ 2u
% Zplfl = —sin(znu)L ! {arctan (—\/m)} ()

21U — u?P o\
sin(27u) [; (2p + DI (_ N ) Jp(2mVr)

2t o~ w9t

Together with (97) this gives the claimed formula. ]

5.4 Around a boundary vertex

We now analyse the distance differences when passing through a boundary vertex b of degree k > 2. To
lighten notation in this section, we write w; = wyj, v; = op; and d; = dg, ; for j = 1,..., k. Moreover,
we assume the ordering of edges around b is chosen such that € ; is the entrance edge, connecting
to boundary vertex 1, and €y, is the exit edge, connecting to the boundary vertex with label 2. Recall

2u(d1

that Proposition 23 involves the function Ey ¢(L, u) given by the integral of e ~de) gver the polytope

( AIEL/ 2))2‘

Recall from Section 3.2 the construction of the half-shear zz associated to an oriented edge € starting
at a boundary vertex (Figure 17), and the shear z. associated to a corner c (Figure 19). If € = &, ; and
€ = € j+1 share a corner ¢ = ¢}, ; the picture looks like that of Figure 25. Comparing to the indicated
distances d. = d;j and der = dj44 to the origin horocycle, it should be clear that we have the relation

de +zg =de — 75 — zc. (99)
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Together with (42) and (45), this gives

) 1-— e_Wj+1

edj+1—dj —e Wit WipT% %W (100)
s
e"i —1
Taking products on both sides, we can compare d, to d; for ¢ =1,.. ., k,
-1 _ ¢ R _ — —
eZu(d(—dl) — eZu =19 ¢ Zqu:2 wj (1 —e wt;)Zu (1 —e wl) 2u' (101)

Thanks to the separation of variables we can express Eg ,(L, u) as
Exe(Lu) =25 o (u, L) I o (u, L), (102)

where the factor 2¥~! comes from the normalization of the measure Vol; and we have introduced
-1
Ie(u,L) := / do; - - - doj_ e Zi=1 %, (103)
’ AL
k
~ t — —
Ie(u, L) = /(L/z) dwy - dwp_je ®Ziz2 Wi (1 — W) 72U (1 — g7 W) (104)
A
k

Proof of Proposition 23. Recall that we should compute

o k o k
Rp(Lawr) = 3 B (Lu) = > > rF 2K ey (u, Do (u, L)
k=2 £=2 k=2 £=2

We can switch from integrating over the simplex to the full R];O by Laplace transforming,

/ dLe_LZIk’f(u, L) = 2/ dvl N dvke—ZZZ?:l vit+2u Z{gll i
0 0

— 21—k(z _ u)l—lzt’—k—l (105)
o (L+m—2
— Zl_k ( )umz—k—m.
Taking the inverse Laplace tranform yields
Iee(wD) i myktm-1 2kt m -2 (106)
ul)= ) u —_ . 10
kt 4 k+m-D!'\ m

Similarly for I ,(u, L) the Laplace transform factorizes,
/ dLe_szk,g(u, L) = 2/ dwy - dwke_zzzﬁ1 wi=2u i, wi (1—e W) 2 (1 — e~ ™)
0 0
— 23—k(z + u)z—t’zt’—k /oo dwle_zzwl(l _ e—wl)Zu /00 dw[e—2(2+u)w((1 _ e—Wg)—Zu
0 0

1 &)
— 23—k(z + u)Z—fZ[—k/ dxez—l(l _ x)Zu/ dy y2(z+u)—1(1 _ y)—Zu
0 0

['(2z)T(1+ 2u) T'(2z+ 2u)T'(1 — 2u)
IF(2z+2u+1) r(2z+1)
= 2Kz + W) RN (1 4 2u)T (1 - 20), (107)

— 23—k(z + u)Z—th’—k
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where in the second-to-last equality we recognized Beta integrals. Using the reflection formula for the

Gamma function
2mu

I'(1-2u)T'(1+2u) = (108)

sin 27ru’
and comparing to (105), it follows immediately that

2mu
in 2w

Lee(u, L) = —Tee(-u L). (109)

Summing over ¢, we find

k
Zwu De(u L) = ——— Zuzlk,f(—u, L)l (u, L)
u sin 27ru

oral—ky2k—4 2p-2

(: iiuZpLZPZ (=™ t+m-—2
Cusin2ru (k+m— 1)! m

=2 p=1

1 (+2p—m—4
(k+2p-m-=-3)!\ 2p—-m-2

[0e]

277.'41_kL2k_4 ) p'
= — pszz
u sin 27u pzz;u 2p)(k -2k +p—2)! (110)

where in the last equality we use the summation identity of Lemma 27 below.
Putting everything together we obtain

o0 k
Z kgt Z T (u, L) (u, L)

Xg (L, u,r)

ZPP! rk=292-k-py2(k+p-2)

- sm(Zﬂu kzpz (2p)! (k—2)!(k +p - 2)!

k 291- k— pLz(k+p 1)

sm(27‘ru) Z (2p + 1)” Z (k=2)!(k+p-1)!

ul P20 zl—k—pLz(k+p—1)rk+p—1

sm(Znu) Z (2p + D! orp+! et (k+p-1)1?

u ot
- Sln(Zﬂ'u) Z (2p + Dl or p+1IO(L‘/_) (111)

as claimed. O

Lemma 27. The following summation identity holds for every p > 1 and k > 2,

k 2p-2 r+m—2 ({'+2p—m—4)
Z Z(_l)m ( m ) 2p—-m—2 _9 pl
=2 m=0 (k+m=D!(k+2p—m=3)! " (2p)i(k - 2)!(p+k-2)!

Proof. We give a proof based on known hypergeometric identities. Performing the sum over m on the

left-hand side we obtain

Z (£+2p—4)! F[Zp 23k2p€1,1]
Li(t-2)l(2p-2)(k+2p-2)(k—1>* Lk a=zp=t 7]
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where ,F; is a generalized hypergeometric function. According to [54, equations (2.3.3.2) and (1.1.5)]
this hypergeometric function evaluates to

op-23-k-2pe-1 | _ 3—p-— O (1 + k-2 2p-23-k-2p 1.
3F, o 1 = 1) - ;1
k 4-2p-¢ (4_2p_[)([_2)(p+k_[)([_z) k 2-2p
GB-p-02DA+k-p)t? e (3 —k —2p)@~1) _
= — 2F1[3 kk2p1;1]_ ey 2F1[kfzpk_11§1]
(4-2p—0)(=2(p+k—)-2) k(@p-1)
_B-p-0"VA+k-0)"D 2(k-1)
C(A=2p -0 (p+k—0)2 2p +2k -4

(112)

where a™ =a(a+1)(a+2)...(a+n— 1) is the rising factorial. With this the desired sum becomes

k (€ +2p — 4)! G-p-0ED1+k-0C2D 20k-1)

[Z:; (C=2)!2p-2)(k+2p—-2)!(k =)' (4=2p— )2 (p+k—£)=2 2p + 2k — 4

R (k+p—t—1)l(p+£—3)

_[Z; (k=0 t-2)!(p-DNp+k—-2)(2p+k-3)!

— 1 p+1 -k | _ p!

S k-2 k- _o*" [-’Hp ’1] TEVEDICONCED (113)
as claimed. O
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