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THE ASYMMETRY OF THURSTON’S EARTHQUAKE FLOW

FRANCISCO ARANA-HERRERA AND ALEX WRIGHT

ABsTrRACT. We show that Thurston’s earthquake flow is strongly asymmet-
ric in the sense that its normalizer is as small as possible inside the group
of orbifold automorphisms of the bundle of measured geodesic laminations
over moduli space. (At the level of Teichmiiller space, such automorphisms
correspond to homeomorphisms that are equivariant with respect to an auto-
morphism of the mapping class group.) It follows that the earthquake flow
does not extend to an SL(2, R)-action of orbifold automorphisms and does not
admit continuous renormalization self-symmetries. In particular, it is not con-
jugate to the Teichmiiller horocycle flow via an orbifold map. This contrasts
with a number of previous results, most notably Mirzakhani’s theorem that
the earthquake and Teichmiiller horocycle flows are measurably conjugate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Context. The bundle P! M, of unit length measured geodesic laminations over
the moduli space M of hyperbolic or Riemann surfaces of genus g is most naturally
seen as a construction of hyperbolic geometry, whereas the bundle Q' M, of unit
area quadratic differentials over M, is most naturally seen from the either the
perspective of complex analysis or flat geometry. The bundle P! M, supports
Thurston’s rather mysterious earthquake flow, which is most concisely defined as
a Hamiltonian flow using the Weil-Petersson symplectic form, whereas the bundle
Q' M, supports the Teichmiiller horocycle flow, easily defined as part of the much
studied SL(2,R)-action. Mirzakhani showed that, despite their different origins,
these flows are measurably isomorphic [Mir(8].

Theorem 1.1 (Mirzakhani). There is a measurable conjugacy P* My, — Q' M,
between the earthquake flow and the Teichmiiller horocycle flow.

In addition to being of fundamental interest as a bridge between different per-
spectives on the geometry of surfaces and their moduli spaces, this theorem has
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powered many applications concerning equidistribution, counting, and the study of
random surfaces [Mir07al, [AH21] Mir16, [AH| Liul9, [LS].

Mirzakhani’s conjugacy is only defined on a full measure subset of P! M, and,
as remarked by Mirzakhani herself [Mir08, §6], this conjugacy cannot be extended
to a continuous map on all P1 M g- Despite this, recent work of Calderon and Farre
extended Mirzakhani’s conjugacy to a bijection which, although not continuous, is
geometrically natural and has exciting new applications [CF].

One reason Theorem [I1] is plausible is that there are many conceptual similar-
ities between the earthquake flow and the Teichmiiller horocycle flow, such as the
following:

(1) Both arise from some notion of shearing.

(2) Both have been understood by analogy to unipotent flows on homogeneous
spaces.

(3) Both are Hamiltonian with respect to related symplectic structures [Mas95,
SBO1].

(4) Both are associated to natural complex disks in Teichmiiller space, namely
Teichmiiller discs for the Teichmiiller horocycle flow and complex earth-
quake discs for the earthquake flow [McMO9§].

(5) Both have quantitative non-divergence properties [MW02].

No continuous conjugacy. In light of all these similarities and the work of Mirza-
khani, Calderon and Farre, one might wonder if a result stronger than Theorem
holds: perhaps the earthquake and Teichmiiller horocycle flows are isomorphic
from the point of view of continuous dynamics, i.e., perhaps there is a different
conjugacy between these flows that is also a homeomorphism. This question was
advertised in [Wri20, Problem 12.3] and [Wril8| Remark 5.6]. Our main result on
asymmetry, which we will state shortly as Theorem [1.4] implies a negative solution
to this problem.

Theorem 1.2. There does not exist an orbifold conjugacy P* M, — Q' M between
the earthquake flow and the Teichmiiller horocycle flow.

The technical restriction in Theorem that the conjugacy respects the orb-
ifold structure of these spaces is natural since both spaces have the same orbifold
structure [HMT79].

The existence of an orbifold conjugacy P'M, — Q' M, as in Theorem is
equivalent to the existence of a topological conjugacy P'7T, — Q'T, of the lifts
to Teichmiiller space of the earthquake and Teichmiiller horocycle flows that in-
tertwines an automorphism p: Mod, — Mod, of the mapping class group. For
detailed discussions on the theory of orbifolds see [Thu80, Chapter 13] and [ES20,
§2]. In particular, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 1.3. There does not exist a mapping class group equivariant topological
conjugacy PYT, — QYT between the earthquake flow and the Teichmiiller horocycle

flow.

Strong asymmetry. A flow F = {F;: X — X},cr on a space X can be inter-
preted as a group homomorphism E: R — Aut(X) mapping t € R to E; € Aut(X),
where the automorphism group Aut(X) is defined in whatever category (smooth,
continuous, measurable, etc.) is under consideration.
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The centralizer of the flow E is defined as
C(E) = {F c Aut(X) VteR Et o F = F [e) Et}

The centralizer corresponds to the most narrow concept of the set of symmetries of
a flow one can consider, consisting only of the automorphisms that commute with
it. A slightly broader notion is the extended centralizer a flow, defined here as

Ci(E)={F € Aut(X): Iec1,—13Vier Eio F = F o E}.

The extended centralizer includes time reversing symmetries of a flow.
Even more broadly, one can consider the normalizer of a flow, defined as

N(E) ={F € Aut(X) : 3ceq1,-1},seRVter Et o F'= F o E_c2s}.

The normalizer includes symmetries that scale time, i.e, which conjugate the flow
to a constant speed reparametrization of itself. If F' € N(F) is as above, we call F’
a normalizer of the flow, or an s-normalizer if we wish to specify the time dilation
factor e2°.

The smallest N(E) can be is the flow itself, namely N(E) = {E;}:er. When
this is the case, we say that the flow E is strongly asymmetric. Our main result
establishes this strong asymmetry property for the earthquake flow.

Theorem 1.4. The normalizer of the earthquake flow inside the group of orbifold
automorphisms of P M, is the flow itself.

Theorem [I.2] follows immediately from Theorem[I.4] since the Teichmiiller horo-
cycle flow is normalized by the Teichmiiller geodesic flow.

A few remarks. Before discussing the proof of Theorem [I.4] let us make a couple
of remarks.

Remark 1.5. In testing the plausibility of Theorem it is natural to consider
both Thurston’s stretch map flow, defined in [Thu9§|, and grafting, so we discuss
both in turn.

The stretch map flow already makes a natural appearance in any discussion re-
garding Mirzakhani’s conjugacy. Indeed, Mirzakhani’s conjugacy shows that the
earthquake flow is part of a measurable SL(2, R)-action in which the diagonal sub-
group acts via the stretch map flow. The stretch map flow does normalize the
earthquake flow, but, since it is only defined on a full measure subset of P*M,,
this does not contradict Theorem [[.4l

Grafting plays a central role in the definition of complex earthquake discs. If one
compares Teichmiiller discs to complex earthquake discs, the Teichmiiller geodesic
flow corresponds to grafting. Grafting is continuous, but, since it does not normalize
the earthquake flow, this does not contradict Theorem

In the next two remarks, it is implicit that we are working in the category of
topological orbifolds (so in particular all conjugacies are continuous).

Remark 1.6. Theorem [I.4] implies that the earthquake flow is not conjugate to its
own inverse. (The inverse of a flow ¢t — E; is the flow t — E_;.)

Remark 1.7. Theorem implies that the earthquake flow is not the restriction
of any SL(2, R)-action to any one-parameter subgroup. (One way to see this is to
note that every non-compact one-parameter subgroup of SL(2,R) has non-trivial
normalizer, since the horocycle flow is normalized by the geodesic flow and the
geodesic flow is normalized by an involution.)
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Outline of the proof. Every normalizer can and should be considered as a con-
jugacy between the earthquake flow and a (possibly trivial) linear time change of
itself. Given an s-normalizer F': 771/\/19 — 771/\/197 we constrain its behavior until
we are eventually able to show it is an element of the flow. This involves four main
steps, each occupying a different section of this paper. Throughout we assume
(X,)) € PM, and F(X,\) = (Y, p).
(1) By studying minimal sets, we show in Proposition that p is a multi-
curve if and only if A is, and, moreover, that the number of components of
1 is equal to the number of of components of A\. This is strongly related to
work of Minsky, Smillie, and Weiss [MW02], SW04].

(2) Leveraging the rigidity of the curve complex, we show in Proposition
that u is a multiple of A. This relies on work of Ivanov [Ivad7| and applies
to all (X, ) € PIM,.

(3) By carefully analysing the periods of specific closed orbits, we determine in
Lemma [£.2] what the multiple is, showing p = e* - \. We moreover show in
Lemma that, often, many curves shrink by at least a factor of e™* in
the passage of X to Y. This gives a contradiction unless s = 0, showing
that the normalizer is equal to the extended centralizer, a conclusion we
record as Proposition

(4) In Proposition we show that the extended centralizer of the earthquake
flow is trivial, by showing that many and hence all orbits are preserved,
and using ergodicity. We use Mirzakhani’s generalized McShane identity
[Mir07h] as a technical tool.

Open problems. Many interesting questions related to Mirzakhani’s conjugacy
remain open. We highlight a few of them here.

To our knowledge, the only previously established dynamical difference between
the earthquake and Teichmiiller horocycle flows concerns cusp excursions in the
specific case of once punctured tori [Ful9]. Previous to this, it was known that
certain orbits of the two flows do not stay finite distance apart in one dimensional
Teichmiiller spaces [MWO02] Proposition 8.1].

Theorem is a dynamical difference, since it relates to renormalization, but it
would be illuminating to find less subtle differences.

Problem 1.8. Find a dynamical, non-group theoretic property that is invariant
under topological conjugacies and which holds for exactly one of the earthquake
flow and the Teichmiiller horocycle flow.

It is easy to construct topological joinings between the earthquake flow and the
Teichmiiller horocycle flow. For example, consider the set of pairs

(X, A),q) € 7Dl-/\/lg X QlMg

such that the horizontal foliation of ¢ is equal to A. This construction of a topolog-
ical joining admits many different variations.

Problem 1.9. Classify all the topological joinings between the earthquake flow and
the Teichmiiller horocycle flow.

More generally, our dynamical understanding of the earthquake flow remains
incomplete, leaving questions such as the following open.
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Question 1.10. Is the earthquake flow polynomially mixing?

In comparison, it is known that the Teichmiiller horocycle flow is polynomially
mixing [AGY06], [AR12] [AG13, [Rat8&7].

There are also interesting open questions related to strong asymmetry, including
the following deliberately vague question.

Question 1.11. How common is strong asymmetry in smooth dynamics?

The most interesting setting for this question may be flows that share some
properties with the earthquake flow, such as volume preserving flows with zero
entropy and having closed orbits of all periods.

Centralizers of flows (and diffeomorphisms) have been studied, for example, in
[Oba21l, BF14, BV19]. Actions of Baumslag-Solitar groups and other discrete solv-
able groups have been studied, for example, in [BMNRI7, [GL11l [GLI3, WX20,
BWO04, McC10]. Actions of solvable Lie groups have been studied, for example, in
[Ghy85], IGV94]. See the ICM notes of Wilkinson [Will0] and Navas [Navl§| for
some open questions and additional context. See the book [Nav1I] for more on the
one-dimensional case.

In [FKPL14] a continuous flow on the torus is constructed that (in particular)
has a measurable s-normalizer for every s € R but has no continuous s-normalizers
for s # 0. In light of Theorem and the work of Mirzakhani, this is analogous
to the situation for the earthquake flow. In [FL09|, the symmetries of certain flows
are studies in the measurable category. In [BEdIR20], time reversing translation
flows are studied.
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invaluable advice, patience, and encouragement. The authors are grateful to Gio-
vanni Forni, Krzysztof Fraczek, Corinna Ulcigrai, and Amie Wilkinson for enlight-
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The first author is very grateful to the TAS for its hospitality. This material is
based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No.
DMS-1926686. During the preparation of this paper the second author was partially
supported by NSF Grant DMS 1856155 and a Sloan Research Fellowship.

2. A DIMENSION ARGUMENT USING MINIMAL SETS
In this section we analyze minimal sets to obtain the following.

Proposition 2.1. Let F': P'M, — P' M, be a normalizer of the earthquake flow,
and suppose (X,)\) € P*M, and F(X,\) = (Y,pu). Then, for any k € N, X is
a simple closed multi-curve with k components if and only if p is a simple closed
multi-curve with k components.

We begin by showing that every normalizer must preserve the locus of points
(X,\) € P!M, with X a simple closed multi-curve. We do this using the minimal
sets of the earthquake flow.

A minimal set of the earthquake flow is a closed, earthquake flow invariant
subset of P! M, that does not contain any proper, non-empty, closed, earthquake
flow invariant subsets.
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We will be interested in compact minimal sets. Minsky and Weiss showed that all
minimal sets for the earthquake flow are compact [MW02], but we will not require
such a strong statement. The result we will need is the following.

Theorem 2.2. A point (X,)\) € P'M, is contained in a compact minimal set if
and only if X is a simple closed multi-curve.

Smillie-Weiss [SW04] proves the analogous statement for the Teichihuller horo-
cycle flow and states that it should be possible to similarly obtain a result for the
earthquake flow. However as far as we know even the statement of Theorem
has not previously appeared in the literature. For the convenience of the reader we
sketch a proof in Appendix [A]

Since normalizers preserve minimal sets, we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. Let F': PM, — P'M, be a normalizer of the earthquake flow,
and suppose (X,\) € P'M, and F(X,\) = (Y,u). Then, X\ is a simple closed
multi-curve if and only if 1 is a simple closed multi-curve.

To get a grasp on the number of components of a simple closed multi-curve, we
study the local topology of the lift to P17, of the union of the compact minimal sets
of the earthquake flow on P*M,. The following result is crucial to our approach.

Lemma 2.4. Let v € PML, be the projective class of a simple closed multi-curve
with k € N components, U C PML, be a small open neighborhood of v in PML,,
and W be the path connected component containing v of the intersection of U with
the subset of PML, of projective classes of simple closed multi-curves. Then, if U
is sufficiently small, U N W is locally homeomorphic to R%9~7—F,

Proof. Denote vy := Zle a;y; € PML,. Then, if U is sufficiently small, W consists
of projective classes of simple closed multi-curves of the form

k K
v = Z(ai +€)vi + Z§j7§'a
i=1 j=1
where € := (;)%_; € R* is a small vector, k' > 0 is a non-negative integer, (v;)*_,
are pairwise non-homotopic and non-intersecting simple closed curves that are not
homotopic and do not intersect any of the components of v, and ¢ := (d;) 5,:1 € R’i
is a small vector with positive entries. This fact can be readily verified using Dehn-
Thurston coordinates [PH92, §1.2]. Indeed, if U is sufficiently small, projective
classes in W correspond to simple closed multi-curves whose geometric intersection
number with any of the components of v is zero.
Furthermore, the closure of W in U is given by the connected component con-
taining ~ of the intersection of U with the projectivization of

Zg(y) ={re MLy | i(y,\) =0}.
Notice that Z,(v) is homeomorphic to R* x R6976-2k where the first term of this
product corresponds to changing the weights of the components of v and the second

term corresponds to choosing a measured geodesic lamination on S, supported away
from ~. In particular, U N W is locally homeomorphic to R69~7—F, (]

Suppose (X,v) € P'7T,, where v is a simple closed multi-curve with k € N
components. Consider a small open neighborhood U C PT, of (X,~). Denote
by W the path connected component containing (X,7) of the intersection of U



THE ASYMMETRY OF THURSTON’S EARTHQUAKE FLOW 7

with the subset of points of P!7, where the lamination is a simple closed multi-
curve. Directly from Lemma [2.4] we see that, if U is sufficiently small, U N W is
locally homeomorphic to R'29713=%: the 6g — 6 increase in dimension with respect
to Lemma comes from the dimension of Teichmiiller space. In particular, we
can recover the number of components of v from the dimension of this intersection.
As the number of components of v can be recovered from information depend-
ing exclusively on the minimal sets of P'M,, this quantity is preserved by any
earthquake flow normalizer. This concludes the proof of Proposition 2:1]

3. AN AUTOMORPHISM OF THE CURVE COMPLEX
In this section we use the rigidity of the curve complex to obtain the following.

Proposition 3.1. Every normalizer F: PIM, — P M, of the earthquake flow
admits a Modg-equivariant lift F': P*Ty — PYT, such that for every (X,\) € P'Tg,
if F(X,\) = (Y,p), then p belongs to the projective class of A € ML,.

Because we assume F' is an orbifold map, there exists a lift F: PYT, — P'T,
that is equivariant with respect to some automorphism of Mod,. We start with
this lift and show how to modify it to get the desired lift F.

Denote by S, the discrete set of free homotopy classes of unoriented simple closed
curves on the marking surface S,. By Proposition every X € 7, induces a map
Ux:S; — Sy in the following way: Given v € Sy, let ¥x(y) € S,y be the free
homotopy class of the simple closed curves 4" given by

(Y, /0 (Y)) := F(X,v/l,(X)).
As 7, is connected and as S, is discrete, the map ¥x: §; — S, is independent of
X € 7,. From now on we denote this map simply by ¥: S; — S,.
We claim that ¥ induces an automorphism of the curve complex of S;, meaning

that it is bijective and that any pair of simple closed curves can be realized disjointly
if and only if their images under ¥ can be realized disjointly.

Lemma 3.2. The map ¥: S, = S, defined above induces an automorphism of the
curve complex of Sy.

Proof. An inverse of ¥: S; — S, can be constructed using the inverse of F. It
follows that W is bijective.

Notice that a pair o, 8 € S, of simple closed curves can be realized disjointly if
and only if there exists a path

t€0,1] = (X4, 7) € P,

such that -, is a simple closed multi-curve on Sy for every t € [0,1], 70 = a/x, (),
71 = B/€x,(B), and v; has exactly two components for every ¢ € (0,1). It follows
from Proposition that F' preserves these types of paths. In particular, for
every pair of simple closed curves a, 5 € S,, their images ¥ (), ¥(8) € S, are
non-intersecting if and only if o and 8 are non-intersecting. (Il

A well known result of Ivanov [[va97] shows that every automorphism of the
curve complex of a closed, connected, oriented surface S, of genus g > 2 is induced
by the isotopy class of a diffeomorphism of S,;. Thus there exists a diffeomorphism
: Sy — Sy such that the map ¥: §; — S, defined above is given by ¥(y) = ¥(7)
for every v € S;. The diffeomorphism ¢ acts on P17, by changing the markings
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even if it does not preserve the orientation of S;. It also acts naturally on the
mapping class group Mod, by conjugation.

Since F': P1T, — P'7, is the lift of an orbifold map, there exists an automor-
phism p: Mod, — Mod, such that

F($.(X,2) = pl9) F(X, )
for every ¢ € Mod, and every (X,\) € P'7,. Consider the lift F: P, — PT,
of F defined by R R
F'(X, M) =y LE(X,\).
This lift intertwines the automorphism p’: Mod,; — Mod, given by

p(¢) =9 op(¢)oy
for every ¢ € Mod. Thus, by replacing F with F’ , we can assume without loss of
generality that the map V: §; — S, defined above is the identity.

As F intertwines the automorphism p: Mod, — Mod,, the map ¥: S, — S,
defined above, which we are assuming is the identity, also intertwines this auto-
morphism. It follows that p(¢).y = ¢.v for every ¢ € Mod, and every v € S,.
As the kernels of the Mod,, actions on S, and 7, are equal, p(¢).X = X for every
¢ € Mod, and every X € 7,. It follows that, without loss of generality, we can
assume that the automorphism p: Mod, — Mod, is the identity.

The discussion above shows that the lift /' satisfies the following property: For
every X € T, and every simple closed curve v € Sy, if (Y, pn) := F(X,v/0,(X)) €
P1T,, then u belongs to the projective class of v € ML,. As simple closed curves
are dense in PML,, the same property holds for arbitrary measured geodesic lam-
inations. This concludes the proof of Proposition

4. INSPECTING THE PERIODS OF CLOSED ORBITS

In this section we show that the normalizer of the earthquake flow is equal to its
extended centralizer.

Proposition 4.1. N(E) = Cy(E).

In other words, given an s-normalizer F' as above, we show that s = 0. We begin
by strengthening Proposition to control the scaling between A\ and p.

Lemma 4.2. Let F be the lift produced by Proposition [3.1] of an s-normalizer F.
Then, for every (X,\) € PYT,, if (Y,pn) := F(X,\), then p=e® - \.

Proof. Since for every (X,\) € P17, the measured geodesic lamination p :=
(X, ) given by (Y, p) := F(X, A) belongs to the projective class of A € ML, we
can consider the continuous function c: P!7, — R which to every (X,\) € P'7,
assigns the unique scaling factor ¢(X, A) > 0 such that

(4.1) (X, A) =ce(X,A) - A
Our goal is to show that c: P17, — R is identically equal to e®.
Denote by T, € Mod, the Dehn twist of S, along a simple closed curve . One

can check that, for every (X,a-7) € 7717; with a > 0 and v a simple closed curve
on Sy, the period of the earthquake flow orbit of

(X,a-7) € PT,/(T5)
is exactly £,(X)/a.
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Now consider A\ = /£, (X) with v a simple closed curve on S,. Note that (X, \)
has period £, (X)? in P17, /(T,) and F(X,\) = (Y,c¢(X,A\)A) has period

LOLX) LX)
c(X,N) (X, N2

where the last equality uses the fact that ¢(X, A\)A must have length 1 on Y. As F
is Mod-equivariant and as s-normalizers multiply periods by e=2¢, it follows that
4 (X)? —2s 2
= = L, (X)=.

qxoag ¢ &)
Hence, ¢(X,7/¢,(X)) = e*. As c¢: P'T, — R is continuous and as points of the
form (X,v/¢,(X)) € P'7, with « a simple closed curve on S, are dense in P'T,,
this finishes the proof. O

We now prove a loop shrinking property for lifts F of s-normalizers of the earth-
quake flow. This property will play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem [T.4]

Lemma 4.3. Let I be the lift produced by Proposition[3.]] of an s-normalizer F' of
the earthquake flow. Then, for every X € Ty and every simple closed curve o € Sy,
if (Y, ) = F(X,/0a(X)), then

tp(Y) < e™ls(X)

for every simple closed curve 8 € Sy that can be realized disjointly from o, with
equality if 8 = a.

Proof. By Lemma uw=-e® a/l,(X). It follows that
L=0,(Y)=¢e" L (X) 1 £,(Y).
Reorganizing the terms in this equality we deduce
Lo (Y) =% Lo (X).

Let 5 € &, be a simple closed curve that can be realized disjointly from o and
is not equal to o. We average o and (8 with appropriate weights to obtain simple
closed multi-curves on Sy converging to /¢, (X), with unit length with respect
to X, and whose corresponding earthquake flow orbits are periodic with explicit
periods. Indeed, for every k € N consider the positive weights

ar = ax(X, 0, 8) = (€a(X) T La(X) 7 65(X)7)
b = b (X, , 8) i= (L5(X) + k- £ (X)? - £5(X)" 1)
These choices guarantee that for every k € N,
(4.2) 05(X) /by = k- La(X) /.
For every k € N consider the simple closed multi-curve on .Sy given by
i = (X, 0 B) 1= ar(X, 0, B) - o+ bi(X, @, B) - B.

Direct computations show that £, (X) = 1 for every k € N. Directly from the
definitions one can also check that

lim v = a/lo(X).
k—o00
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For every k € N consider (Yi, py) = F(X,7). By Lemma [£.2] pj, = e - for
every k € N. As F' is continuous,

(4.3) Y = lim Y.

k—o0

Fix k € N. Denote by Ti,,T3 € Mod, the Dehn-twists of S; along a and 3. A
direct computation using (4.2)) shows that the earthquake flow orbit of the image of
(X,7x) in P T, /(T,, Ts) is periodic with period given by the least common multiple

(4.4) lem(£o (X) far, £5(X)/b) = £3(X) /b

Analogously, the earthquake flow orbit of the image of (Yi, ux) in P17, /(Ta, Tp) is
periodic if and only if the following least common multiple is finite, in which case
it is exactly the period of the orbit,

(4.5) lem(Co (Yy)/(€® - ar), £5(Yi)/ (€7 - bi)).
Since s-normalizers multiply periods by e~2¢, for the periods in (4.4) and (4.5) to
agree, it is necessary that
fﬁ(Yk) <e ? EQ(X)
Taking limits as kK — oo and using (4.3]) we conclude
La(Y) <e - Lg(X). O
We can now conclude the proof of Proposition as follows.

Proof of Proposition[{.1 Suppose by contradiction that s # 0. By working with
the inverse of F'if s < 0, we can assume without loss of generality that s > 0. Denote
by F' the Modg-equivariant lift provided by Proposition Let o, 8,7 € Sy be
simple closed curves such that a can be realized disjointly from £ and -y, and such
that 8 and v have positive geometric intersection number. Fix X € 7, and let

(X, An) i= F(X, a/l,(X))

for every n € N. By Lemma there exists N € N such that £3(Xy) and £, (Xn)
are arbitrarily small, contradicting the collar lemma for hyperbolic surfaces. ([

5. THE CENTRALIZER OF THE EARTHQUAKE FLOW

In this section we show that the extended centralizer of the earthquake flow is
trivial.

Proposition 5.1. Cy(F) = E.
We proceed in several steps, starting with the following geometric result.

Lemma 5.2. Let X and Y be a pair of compact, connected, and orientable diffeo-
morphic hyperbolic surfaces with at least one totally geodesic boundary component.
Suppose that, for some pair of markings on X and Y, the lengths of the bound-
ary components of X agree with those of Y, and, for every simple closed curve,
the length of its geodesic representative on 'Y is at most the length of its geodesic
representative on X. Then, X and Y are isometric.

An analogous statement for closed surfaces is well known [Thu98|, Theorem 3.1].
We do not know if the exact statement of Lemma [5.2] has appeared before in the
literature, but in any case, a short proof is possible from known results.
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Proof of Lemma[5.3 The monotonicity of the summands in Mirzakhani’s general-
ized McShane’s identity [Mir07b, Theorem 1.3] guarantees that, if X and Y satisfy
the assumptions, then, for every simple closed curve, the lengths of its geodesic rep-
resentatives on X and Y are equal. As the isometry class of a marked hyperbolic
structure with totally geodesic boundary components on a compact, connected,
orientable surface is determined by its marked length spectrunﬂ we conclude that
X and Y are isometric. O

The following result shows that centralizers of the earthquake flow map points
of the form (X, a/l,(X)) € P M, into their own earthquake flow orbit.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose F € C(F) and let F be the lift provided by Proposition .
Then, for every X € T, and every simple closed curve o € Sy, there exists a unique
t € R satisfying R

F(X,a/l,(X)) = E(X, a/l.(X)).

For the proof it is helpful to recall that an element of the extended centralizer
is nothing other than an s-normalizer with s = 0.

Proof of Lemma[5.3 Let (Y, u) := F(X,a/l,(X)) € PL1T,. Lemmas and
ensure that 1 = o/l (X) € MLy, £o(Y) = Lo(X), and £3(Y) < £3(X) for every
simple closed curve 8 € S, that can be realized disjointly from .

Cutting X and Y along the corresponding geodesic representatives of o on each
surface yields a pair of (possibly disconnected) hyperbolic surfaces with totally
geodesic boundary components of matching lengths. Lemma [5.2] guarantees these
surfaces are isometric. As X and Y can be recovered from isometric pieces by
glueing along the boundary components corresponding to a, we deduce that X and
Y only differ by a Fenchel-Nielsen twist along a. In other words,

F(X, a/la(X)) = (Y, 1) = Bi(X, 0/0a(X)). O
The following result extends the conclusion of Lemma to arbitrary points
(X,\) € P'T,.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose F' € CL(E) and let F be the lift provided by Proposition ,
Then there exists a continuous, Modg-invariant function t: 73172, — R such that
for every (X,\) € PT,, t = (X, \) satisfies

F(X,)\) = E,(X,)\)

and is the unique real number satisfying this equation.
Furthermore, if F € C(FE), then t is earthquake flow invariant, and, if F €
Cy(E)\C(E), then T is “twisted-equivariant” in the sense that

t(Es(X,\) = t(X,\) — 2s.
Proof. Fix (X, ) € P'7,. As weighted simple closed curves are dense in ML, one
can find a sequence (A, )nen of length 1 weighted simple closed curves such that

Ap = A in ML, as n — oo. By Lemma for every n € N there exists t, € R
such that

(5.1) F(X,\n) = B, (X, \n).
Claim 5.5. The sequence (t,)nenN is bounded.

LA proof can be obtained by adapting the arguments in [FEM12] Proof of Theorem 10.7].
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Proof. Suppose by contradiction this was not the case. Assume t,, diverges to +oo
along a subsequence; the case when t,, diverges to —oo along a subsequence can
be treated in an analogous way. Rename this subsequence as (¢,),en and assume
without loss of generality that all of its terms are positive. Let 4 € ML, be a
measured geodesic lamination such that

(5.2) // cos O dhdy > 0,
X

where 6 is the angle measured counterclockwise from g to A at each intersection
between 1 and A. The existence of such a measured geodesic lamination p € ML,
can be argued as follows. By the infinitesimal version of Thurston’s earthquake
theorem (see for instance [Ker83, Appendix, Theorem 2]), every tangent vector at
X € T, can be realized by an infinitesimal earthquake. In particular, by Kerckhoff’s
derivative formula [Ker83l Corollary 3.4], the only way p could not exist is if the
function ¥ € T, — £,(Y) > 0 had a critical point, and, by convexity of length
functions [Ker83) Section 3, Theorem 1|, a minimum at X. This is not possible, as
can be seen, for instance, using shear coordinates and reverse stretch lines.

By work of Kerckhoff [Ker83, Corollary 3.4], the integral in is equal to the
derivative at t = 0 of the convex function ¢ — ¢,(E;(X,\)). By continuity, there
exists ¢ > 0 and NV € N such that for every n > N,

// cos B d\, du > c.
X

Kerckhoff’s work guarantees that, for every n > N,
(5.3) (B, (X, M) > 0( X))+t - c.
Denote by 7: P'T, — T, the natural projection defined by m(X,\) = X. By
definition,
E, (X, M) = F(X,\,) € F(r 1(X)).
As F is continuous, the set F(r~1(X)) C P17, is compact. It follows that the

sequence (£, (Ey, (X, A\n)))nen must be bounded. Taking limits as n — oo in (5.3)
yields a contradiction, concluding the proof of the claim. O

As (tn)nen is bounded, it admits a subsequence converging to some ¢t € R.
Taking limits in ([5.1)) along this subsequence we deduce

(5.4) F(X,)\) = E/(X, \).

The uniqueness of t € R satisfying this condition follows directly from the fact that
earthquake flow orbits in P!7, are embedded. The continuity of the corresponding
function ¢: P17, — R follows from and uniqueness. The Mod-invariance of ¢
can be verified using and the fact that F' is Modg-equivariant. The earthquake
flow invariance or twisted-equivariant of ¢ can be verified directly from and
the fact that F is in the extended centralizer of the earthquake flow. O

We are now ready to conclude.

Proof of Proposition[5.1l Consider the function ¢ : P*T, — R above. Since it is
Mod,-equivariant, it induces a function ¢ : P M, — R.

If F € C(E), the function ¢ is earthquake flow invariant. As the earthquake
flow on P! M, is ergodic with respect to a measure of full support, ¢ is equal to
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a constant to € R on a dense set of P'M,. Applying continuity and density we
conclude F' = E, as desired.

Suppose F € C1(E)\ C(E). There exists ¢ such that the set t=*((c,c + 2)) has
positive measure. The twisted-equivariance gives that for all k, Ej, maps t~((c,c+
2)) into t~1((c—2k, c+2—2k)). For different k integral the sets t =1 ((c—2k, c+2—2k))
are disjoint, and since earthquake flow is measure preserving they all have the same
measure. So considering all k integral contradicts the fact that the space has finite
measure, showing that such an F' cannot exist. ([

We are now ready to prove that the earthquake flow is strongly asymmetric.

Proof of Theorem[I1.} Proposition[d.1|shows that N(E) = C1(E) and Proposition
shows that Cy(E) =E. O

APPENDIX A. MINIMAL SETS

In this appendix we sketch, for the convenience of the reader, a proof of Theorem
221 The corresponding result in the case of the Teichmiiller horocycle flow is
discussed in detail in [SW04], and Smillie and Weiss remark there that “an analogous
result for the earthquake flow may be proved by a similar argument.” Our starting
point is the following observation, the details of whose proof are left to the reader.

Lemma A.1. If K C P'M, is a minimal set for the earthquake flow, and (X, \)
and (X', X)) are in K, then X — X is isometric to X' — \'.

Sketch of proof. For any fixed (X, \) € K, consider the set K’ C K of all (X', \) €
K for which there exists an isometric embedding

X- A= X =X

of complementary regions. Since the complementary regions are not changed by
the earthquake flow, K’ is invariant. A limit argument shows that K’ is closed, so
the definition of minimality guarantees K' = K.

Thus, for every (X, A), (X', \) € K, each complementary region embeds isomet-
rically into the other. Hence X — A = X' — . O

We also need the following non-trivial result.

Proposition A.2. If X is not a multi-curve and the orbit of (X, \) is bounded in
PIM,, then the orbit accumulates on some (X', N') with X — X # X' — X',

In fact, experts believe the following stronger statement is true (and accessible).

Problem A.3. Prove that if A is not a multi-curve, then the earthquake flow orbit
of (X, A) is not bounded.

We will not consider this problem here since it is certainly harder than what we
require. The analogous problem for the Teichmiieller horocycle flow is item (IV) in
the list of problems at the end of [SW04] and has been considered in unpublished
work of Smillie and Weiss.

Before addressing Proposition [A72] we note it implies Theorem [2.2]

Proof of Theorem [2.3 assuming Proposition[A-3 If K is a compact minimal set
and (X, A) € K, then Lemma implies that for any (X', ) in the orbit closure
of (X,)) has X — A= X’ — X, and so Proposition implies A is a multi-curve.
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The converse implication that if A is a multi-curve then the orbit closure of (X, A)
is a minimal set is well known. Indeed, if T C P M, is the subset obtained by
starting at (X, A) and independently twisting at each component of A, then T is an
invariant torus and the earthquake flow is continuously conjugate to a straight line
flow on T. The converse implication follows from the fact that, for straight lines
flows on tori, every orbit closure is a minimal set. O

We conclude by briefly sketching how the ideas of Smillie-Weiss apply to Propo-
sition Most of the work is divided into two lemmas.

Lemma A.4. Suppose X is a measured geodesic lamination on X that is not a
multi-curve. Then there exists some & > 0 such that for all € > 0 we can find
segments v1 and o of leaves of \ that stay within distance 1 of each other, and
such that all leaves of X that come within 0 of the start point p1 of v1 do so on the
side of y1 containing vy, and all leaves that come within § of the end point ps of
~vo do so on the side of vo containing 1, and such that the transverse measure of
a segment from ~yy to -y is less than €. Moreover, v, and 2 can be taken to lie on
non-isolated leaves of \.

In particular, it follows that both ~; are segments of leaves of A adjacent to
regions of X — . See Figure

72 [ D2

b1 / 7

FIGURE 1. An illustration of the 7;. The red half balls of radius
¢ do not intersect A.

The proof will use the concept of the thick part of a surface with boundary,
which can be defined by embedding the surface in its double and taking the thick
part there; see for example [LW21) Section 2.1] for details.

Sketch of proof. Without loss of generality assume v has no closed leaves. Start
with p; on the boundary of the thick part of X — A, on a leaf « of A\. Pick a point
q that is very close to p; and on a leaf 8 of A. Follow both leaves «, 8 in the same
direction until they are distance 1/10 apart. The region R between these segments
of @ and f3, illustrated in Figure [2] has definite area.

R
————
«

FIGURE 2. An illustration of the region R
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The area of the thin part of X — X is small, so the thick part must intersect R.
(Here the thick part should be defined appropriately using ¢ and § should be taken
small enough.)

We then pick ps to be on the boundary of the thick part of X — X intersected
with R. (One should pick py so that the thick part and « are on different sides of
the leaf through ps.) We define 1 to be the segment of o from p; to the projection
of py onto «, and similarly define 5 using the leaf through ps. (I

Lemma A.5. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following
holds. Consider any measured geodesic lamination on H, any segments v1,7v2 of
non-atomic leaves of \ that stay within distance 1 of each other, and any p1 € 71,
P2 € 2. Assume there are leaves of \ that go between p1 and ps. Let Apar be a
mazimal geodesic lamination containing X. Assume the p; lie on the boundary of
H — M\az. Then there is a unique t € R such that the image of p1 and ps under
the time t earthquake of A can be joined by a segment s of a leaf of the horocyclic
foliation of A\nar and this segment has length at most C.

In applications, often A is already maximal, so A\, = A. The main conclusion
here is that p; and ps become bounded distance from each other; the use of the
horocyclic foliation (and A4, ) is merely a convenient technical tool to obtain this.

One should of course think of H as the universal cover of a closed surface X; we
use the universal cover only so that we do not have to specify a homotopy class for
the arc s.

Sketch of proof. The first claim is related to the fact that shears change linearly
under earthquakes; see for example the survey [Wril8, Section 4].

If one considers a rectangle R bounded by v, and 2, then A divides this rectangle
up into countably many small rectangles bounded by leaves of A. The preimage
of s on (X, \) consists of one horocyclic arc in each small rectangle; compare to a
Cantor staircase.

For each small rectangle, one can define its maximum height to be the maximum
length of a horocyclic arc crossing that rectangle. A standard estimate shows that
the sum of the maximum heights is at most some constant C'; see [Thu98, page 16].
This uses the fact that the ~; remain within distance 1 of each other.

The length of s is the sum of the lengths of the horocyclic arcs of E_;(s), which
is at most C. This gives the result. O

Sketch of proof of Proposition[A.4 Consider a sequence €, — 0 and for each n € N
let v1.n, Y2,n, P1,n,D2,n be as provided by Lemma with € = ¢,.

The output of Lemma is a sequence of points (X,,\,) € P'M, on the
earthquake flow orbit of (X, \) such that two points on the boundary of the thick
part of X,, — A, = X — X are joined by a path on X, of hyperbolic length at most
C and transverse measure going to 0 as n — oco. By extending these paths into the
thick part and taking geodesic representatives, we obtain geodesic paths o,, on X,
of lengths bounded above and below, which are uniformly transverse to A,, and
which have the same transverse measureas the original paths of length at most C.

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume (X,,, \,,) converge to some
(Xoos Ao) € PM,,. For convenience, we can also assume that the supports of the
An converge to a geodesic lamination A, which contains the support of A.
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Since the complementary regions X, — A, are constant, it follows that X — A =

Xoo — Ao

. Thus, to show that X — A # X, — A, it suffices to show that some

leaves of the geodesic lamination A, are not contained in the support of M.
This is verified by considering a limit o of the geodesic segments o,,; the limit

o has length bounded above and below, is transverse to A, and has 0 transverse

measure with respect to M. ([l

[AG13]

[AGYO06]

[AH]
[AH21]

[AR12]

[BF14]

[BFdIR20]

[BMNR17]

[BV19]

[BW04]
[CF]
[ES20]
[FKPL14]
[FLO9]
[FM12]
[Fu19)]
[Ghy85]
[GL11]
[GL13]

[GV94]

REFERENCES

Artur Avila and Sébastien Gouézel, Small eigenvalues of the Laplacian for algebraic
measures in moduli space, and mizring properties of the Teichmiiller flow, Ann. of
Math. (2) 178 (2013), no. 2, 385-442. MR 3071503
Artur Avila, Sébastien Gouézel, and Jean-Christophe Yoccoz, Exponential mixing for
the Teichmiiller flow, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. (2006), no. 104, 143-211.
MR 2264836
Francisco Arana-Herrera, Counting multi-geodesics on hyperbolic surfaces with respect
to the lengths of individual components, arXiv:2002.10906 (2019).

, Equidistribution of families of expanding horospheres on moduli spaces of
hyperbolic surfaces, Geom. Dedicata 210 (2021), 65-102. MR 4200910
Artur Avila and Maria Jodo Resende, Exponential mizing for the Teichmiiller flow in
the space of quadratic differentials, Comment. Math. Helv. 87 (2012), no. 3, 589-638.
MR 2980521
Lennard Bakker and Todd Fisher, Open sets of diffeomorphisms with trivial centralizer
in the C1 topology, Nonlinearity 27 (2014), no. 12, 2869-2885. MR, 3291134
Przemystaw Berk, Krzysztof Fraczek, and Thierry de la Rue, On typicality of trans-
lation flows which are disjoint with their inverse, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 19 (2020),
no. 5, 1677-1737. MR 4138955
C. Bonatti, I. Monteverde, A. Navas, and C. Rivas, Rigidity for C1 actions on the
interval arising from hyperbolicity I: solvable groups, Math. Z. 286 (2017), no. 3-4,
919-949. MR 3671566
Wescley Bonomo and Paulo Varandas, A criterion for the triviality of the centralizer
for vector fields and applications, J. Differential Equations 267 (2019), no. 3, 1748-
1766. MR 3945616
Lizzie Burslem and Amie Wilkinson, Global rigidity of solvable group actions on ST,
Geom. Topol. 8 (2004), 877-924. MR 2087072
Aaron Calderon and James Farre, Shear-shape cocycles for measured laminations and
ergodic theory of the earthquake flow, arXiv:2102.13124 (2021).
Viveka Erlandsson and Juan Souto, Counting curves on orbifolds, arXiv e-prints
(2020), arXiv:2012.14018.
K. Fraczek, J. Kulaga-Przymus, and M. Lemanczyk, Non-reversibility and self-
joinings of higher orders for ergodic flows, J. Anal. Math. 122 (2014), 163-227.
K. Fraczek and M. Lemanczyk, On the self-similarity problem for ergodic flows, Proc.
Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 99 (2009), no. 3, 658-696. MR 2551467
Benson Farb and Dan Margalit, A primer on mapping class groups, Princeton Mathe-
matical Series, vol. 49, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2012. MR 2850125
Ser-Wei Fu, Cusp excursions for the earthquake flow on the once-punctured torus,
2019.
Etienne Ghys, Actions localement libres du groupe affine, Invent. Math. 82 (1985),
no. 3, 479-526. MR 811548
Nancy Guelman and Isabelle Liousse, C'-actions of Bawmslag-Solitar groups on S,
Algebr. Geom. Topol. 11 (2011), no. 3, 1701-1707. MR 2821437
, Actions of Baumslag-Solitar groups on surfaces, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst.
33 (2013), no. 5, 1945-1964. MR 3002737
Etienne Ghys and Alberto Verjovsky, Locally free holomorphic actions of the complex
affine group, Geometric study of foliations (Tokyo, 1993), World Sci. Publ., River
Edge, NJ, 1994, pp. 201-217. MR 1363727




[HM79]
[Iva97]
[Ker83]
[Liu19]
[LS]
[Lw21]
[Mas95]
[McC10]
[McM98]|

[Mir07a]

[Mir07b]
[Mir08]
[Mir16]
[MW02|
[Nav1i]

[Nav18]

[Oba21]
[PH92|

[Rat87]
[SBO1]

[SWo4]
[Thug0|
[Thu9g

[Wil10]

[Wril8]
[Wri20]

[WX20]

THE ASYMMETRY OF THURSTON’S EARTHQUAKE FLOW 17

John Hubbard and Howard Masur, Quadratic differentials and foliations, Acta Math.
142 (1979), no. 3-4, 221-274. MR 523212

Nikolai V. Ivanov, Automorphism of complexzes of curves and of Teichmiiller spaces,
Internat. Math. Res. Notices (1997), no. 14, 651-666. MR 1460387

Steven P. Kerckhoff, The Nielsen realization problem, Ann. of Math. (2) 117 (1983),
no. 2, 235-265. MR 690845

Mingkun Liu, Length statistics of random multicurves on closed hyperbolic surfaces,
arXiv e-prints (2019), arXiv:1912.11155.

Sicheng Lu and Weixu Su, Counting mapping class group orbits under shearing coor-
dinates, arXiv:2103.10715 (2021).

Michael Lipnowski and Alex Wright, Towards optimal spectral gaps in large genus,
2021.

Howard Masur, The Teichmiiller flow is Hamiltonian, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123
(1995), no. 12, 3739-3747. MR 1283559

Anne E. McCarthy, Rigidity of trivial actions of abelian-by-cyclic groups, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 138 (2010), no. 4, 1395-1403. MR 2578531

Curtis T. McMullen, Complezx earthquakes and Teichmiiller theory, J. Amer. Math.
Soc. 11 (1998), no. 2, 283-320. MR 1478844

Maryam Mirzakhani, Random hyperbolic surfaces and measured laminations, In the
tradition of Ahlfors-Bers. IV, Contemp. Math., vol. 432, Amer. Math. Soc., Provi-
dence, RI, 2007, pp. 179-198. MR 2342816

, Simple geodesics and Weil-Petersson volumes of moduli spaces of bordered
Riemann surfaces, Invent. Math. 167 (2007), no. 1, 179-222. MR 2264808

, Ergodic theory of the earthquake flow, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2008),
no. 3, Art. ID rnm116, 39. MR 2416997

, Counting Mapping Class group orbits on hyperbolic surfaces, arXiv e-prints
(2016), arXiv:1601.03342.

Yair Minsky and Barak Weiss, Nondivergence of horocyclic flows on moduli space, J.
Reine Angew. Math. 552 (2002), 131-177. MR 1940435

Andrés Navas, Groups of circle diffeomorphisms, spanish ed., Chicago Lectures in
Mathematics, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 2011. MR 2809110

, Group actions on 1-manifolds: a list of very concrete open questions, Pro-
ceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians—Rio de Janeiro 2018.
Vol. III. Invited lectures, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2018, pp. 2035-2062.
MR 3966841

Davi Obata, Symmetries of vector fields: the diffeomorphism centralizer, Discrete
Contin. Dyn. Syst. 41 (2021), no. 10, 4943-4957. MR 4284644

R. C. Penner and J. L. Harer, Combinatorics of train tracks, Annals of Mathematics
Studies, vol. 125, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1992. MR 1144770
Marina Ratner, The rate of mizing for geodesic and horocycle flows, Ergodic Theory
Dynam. Systems 7 (1987), no. 2, 267-288. MR 896798

Yagsar Soézen and Francis Bonahon, The Weil-Petersson and Thurston symplectic
forms, Duke Math. J. 108 (2001), no. 3, 581-597. MR 1838662

John Smillie and Barak Weiss, Minimal sets for flows on moduli space, Israel J. Math.
142 (2004), 249-260. MR 2085718

William P. Thurston, Geometry and topology of three-manifolds, Lecture notes,
Princeton University, 1980.

, Minimal stretch maps between hyperbolic surfaces, arXiv Mathematics e-
prints (1998), math/9801039.

Amie Wilkinson, Conservative partially hyperbolic dynamics, Proceedings of the In-
ternational Congress of Mathematicians. Volume III, Hindustan Book Agency, New
Delhi, 2010, pp. 1816-1836. MR 2827868

Alex Wright, Mirzakhani’s work on earthquake flow, arXiv e-prints (2018),
arXiv:1810.07571.

Alex Wright, A tour through Mirzakhani’s work on moduli spaces of Riemann sur-
faces, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 57 (2020), no. 3, 359-408. MR 4108090

Amie Wilkinson and Jinxin Xue, Rigidity of some abelian-by-cyclic solvable group
actions on TV, Comm. Math. Phys. 376 (2020), no. 2, 1223-1259. MR 4103967




	1. Introduction
	2. A dimension argument using minimal sets
	3. An automorphism of the curve complex
	4. Inspecting the periods of closed orbits
	5. The centralizer of the earthquake flow
	Appendix A. Minimal sets
	References

