ON MOEBIUS AND CONFORMAL MAPS BETWEEN
BOUNDARIES OF CAT(-1) SPACES
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ABSTRACT. We consider Moebius and conformal homeomorphisms f : 0X —
dY between boundaries of CAT(-1) spaces X,Y equipped with visual metrics.
A conformal map f induces a topological conjugacy of the geodesic flows of
X and Y, which is flip-equivariant if f is Moebius. We define a function
S(f) : 92X — R, the integrated Schwarzian of f, which measures the deviation
of the topological conjugacy from being flip-equivariant, in particular vanishing
if f is Moebius. Conversely if X,Y are simply connected complete manifolds
with pinched negative sectional curvatures, then f is Moebius on any open set
U C 90X such that S(f) vanishes on 92U. Indeed we obtain an explicit formula
for the cross-ratio distortion in terms of the integrated Schwarzian. For such
manifolds, we show that there is a Moebius homeomorphism f : X — 9Y if
and only if there is a topological conjugacy of geodesic flows ¢ : T1 X — T1Y
with a certain uniform continuity property along geodesics.

We show that if X,Y are proper, geodesically complete CAT(-1) spaces
then any Moebius homeomorphism f extends to a (1,log2)-quasi-isometry
with image %log 2-dense in Y. We prove that if X,Y are in addition metric
trees then f extends to a surjective isometry. The proofs involve a study of
a space M(0X) of metrics on X Moebius equivalent to a visual metric and
a natural isometric embedding of X into M(0X). For C! conformal maps
f : 0X — 9Y with bounded integrated Schwarzian and with domain X a
simply connected negatively curved manifold with a lower bound on sectional
curvature, similar arguments show that f extends to a (1,log 2+ 12||S(f)||e0)
quasi-isometry.

We also obtain a dynamical classification of Moebius self-maps f : 0X —
0X into three types, elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic.
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2 KINGSHOOK BISWAS

1. INTRODUCTION

The problems we consider in this article are motivated by rigidity results for
negatively curved manifolds. The Mostow Rigidity Theorem asserts than an iso-
morphism between fundamental groups of closed hyperbolic n-manifolds (where
n > 3) is induced by an isometry between the manifolds. Thus hyperbolic mani-
folds are determined upto isometry by their fundamental groups. It is natural to
ask for closed manifolds with variable negative curvature what extra information
over and above the fundamental group is required to determine the metric. Recall
that each free homotopy class of closed curves in a closed negatively curved man-
ifold contains a unique closed geodesic. Thus a closed negatively curved manifold
X comes equipped with a length function lx : m1(X) — R* (which is constant
on conjugacy classes). The marked length spectrum rigidity problem asks whether
the pair (m1(X),lx) (the marked length spectrum of X) determines the manifold
X upto isometry. More precisely, if X,Y are closed negatively curved n-manifolds
and @ : m1(X) — 7 (Y) is an isomorphism such that [x = ly o ®, then is ® induced
by an isometry F : X — Y7

Otal proved that this is indeed the case if the dimension n = 2 [Ota90]. The
problem remains open in higher dimensions. It is known however to be equivalent
to two related problems, which we briefly describe. The geodesic conjugacy problem
asks whether the existence of a homeomorphism between the unit tangent bundles
¢ : T'X — T'Y conjugating the geodesic flows implies isometry of the manifolds.
Hamenstadt proved that equality of marked length spectra is equivalent to existence
of a geodesic conjugacy [Ham92]. Thus the problems of marked length spectrum
rigidity and geodesic conjugacy are equivalent.

We recall that the boundary at infinity 0X of a CAT(-1) space carries a natural
class of metrics p,,x € X called visual metrics, which are Moebius equivalent, in
the sense that metric cross-ratios are the same for all metrics p,.. For background
on visual metrics and cross-ratios we refer to Bourdon [Bou95], [Bou96]. Recall
that a continuous embedding f : X — 9Y between boundaries of CAT(-1) spaces
X, Y is Moebius if it preserves cross-ratios. Any isometric embedding F': X — Y
extends to a Moebius embedding 9F : X — 9Y. Bourdon showed in [Bou95],
that for a Gromov-hyperbolic group I' with two quasi-convex actions on CAT(-
1) spaces X,Y, the natural I'-equivariant homeomorphism f between the limit
sets AX,AY is Moebius if and only if there is a I'-equivariant conjugacy of the
abstract geodesic flows GAX and GAY compatible with f. In particular for X,Y
the universal covers of two closed negatively curved manifolds X, Y, it follows that
the geodesic flows of X,Y are conjugate if and only if the induced equivariant
boundary map f : 90X — 9Y is Moebius.

Otal showed that equality of the marked length spectrum for two negatively
curved metrics on the same closed manifold is equivalent to the existence of an
equivariant Moebius map between the boundaries at infinity of the universal cov-
ers [Ota92]. We remark that the same conclusion holds when the marked length
spectra of two closed negatively curved manifolds coincide (the manifolds are not
necessarily assumed to be diffeomorphic), using the results of Hamenstadt (equality
of the marked length spectrum being equivalent to conjugacy of geodesic flows) and
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Bourdon (conjugacy of geodesic flows being equivalent to the boundary map being
Moebius).

It follows that the marked length spectrum, the geodesic flow, and the Moebius
structure on the boundary at infinity of the universal cover are all equivalent data
for a closed negatively curved manifold, and the question becomes whether any one
of these is enough to determine the metric. We discuss in section 5 the proofs of
these equivalences. In the case of simply connected, complete Riemannian mani-
folds of sectional curvature bounded above by —1, the marked length spectrum no
longer makes sense, but one may still consider the correspondence between Moebius
maps and geodesic conjugacies. We define a certain uniform continuity property for
geodesic conjugacies, uniform continuity along geodesics (which is satisfied in partic-
ular by uniformly continuous maps). Recall that a CAT(-1) space X is geodesically
complete if every geodesic segment in X can be extended (not necessarily uniquely)
to a bi-infinite geodesic. We show in section 4:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above by —1, and let Y be a proper geodesically com-
plete CAT(-1) space. If there is a homeomorphism ¢ : T*X — GY conjugating the
geodesic flows of X and Y which is uniformly continuous along geodesics then ¢
induces a map [ : 0X — Y which is Moebius.

Recall that there is a notion of a conformal homeomorphism between metric
spaces, in particular between boundaries of CAT(-1) spaces equipped with visual
metrics. We consider C'' conformal maps, i.e. those for which the pointwise deriv-
ative is a continuous function. A C! conformal map f : X — dY between bound-
aries of CAT(-1) spaces induces a topological conjugacy ¢ : GX — GY between the
abstract geodesic flows of X and Y (following Bourdon [Bou95]), where GX,GY
are the spaces of bi-infinite geodesics in X and Y. The conjugacy is equivariant
with respect to the flips if f is Moebius. We define a function S(f) : X — R, the
integrated Schwarzian of f, which measures the deviation of the conjugacy from
being flip-equivariant, vanishing in particular if f is Moebius. Coversely, if the
domain X is a simply connected negatively curved manifold also satisfying a lower
curvature bound —b?> < K < —1, then, as in the classical case, bounds on the
integrated Schwarzian imply bounds on cross-ratio distortion. Indeed we have an
exact formula for the cross-ratio distortion:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures satisfying —b*> < K < —1 for some b > 1, and let Y be a
proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) space. Let f : U C 90X — V C dY be a C*
conformal map between open subsets U, V. Then

(&), f(&), f(n), f(n')] 1 b n_ )
log €& ] = 5 (SUNEm) + SUNE ) = SUEn') = S(HEm)

for all (&,€',n, 1) € 9'U.
The integrated Schwarzian also satisfies a cocycle identity, thus two C*! conformal

maps differ by post-composition with a Moebius map if and only if their integrated
Schwarzians are equal, as in the classical case.

In the case of a lower curvature bound we have a converse to Theorem [ 1] above:
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Theorem 1.3. Let X,Y be as in the previous theorem and f : 0X — 0Y a C!
conformal map. Then the induced topological conjugacy of geodesic flows ¢ : T* X —
GY s uniformly continuous along geodesics if and only if f is Moebius.

We then consider in the more general context of CAT(-1) spaces, the question of
whether a Moebius embedding f : 9X — 9Y between the boundaries of two CAT (-
1) spaces extends to an isometric embedding F' : X — Y. In [Bou90], Bourdon
proved the following Theorem:

Theorem 1.4. (Bourdon) If X is a rank one symmetric space andY a CAT(-1)
space then any Moebius embedding f : 0X — JY extends to an isometric embedding
F:X—=Y.

We consider the general case where the domain X is an arbitrary CAT(-1) space.
We prove the following in section 6:

Theorem 1.5. Let X, Y be proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) spaces such that
0X has at least four points, and let f : X — OY be a Moebius homeomorphism.
Then f extends to a (1,log2)-quasi-isometry F : X — 'Y, with image log2-dense
Y.

In the case of metric trees we have:

Theorem 1.6. Let X, Y be proper geodesically complete metric trees such that 0X
has at least four points and let f: X — Y be a Moebius homeomorphism. Then
f extends to a surjective isometry F : X =Y.

The proofs of the above Theorems involve a study of the space M(9X) of metrics
on the boundary 90X of a proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) space X which are
Moebius equivalent to a visual metric. The key point is that there is a natural metric
dag on M(0X) such that the map ix : X — M(9X) sending a point = € X to the
visual metric p, based at x is an isometric embedding. The space (M(0X),dr) is
itself isometric to a closed, locally compact subspace of the Banach space C'(0X) of
continuous functions on 9X. By studying the derivative of the embedding iy along
geodesics in X, we show that it has image % log 2-dense in M(0X), and is surjective
in the case of a metric tree. Thus we may define a nearest-point projection map
(not unique) my : M(0X) — X which is a (1,log2) quasi-isometry.

A Moebius map f : 9X — dY induces a natural map f : M(9X) — M(9Y) (by
push-forward of metrics) which is a surjective isometry. The extension F': X — Y
of f is then defined by F' =7y o foix.

For C! conformal maps with bounded integrated Schwarzian, similar arguments
lead to the following:

Theorem 1.7. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures satisfying —b> < K < —1 for some b > 1, and let Y be a proper
geodesically complete CAT(-1) space. Let f : 0X — 0Y be a C* conformal map such
that S(f) is bounded. Then f extends to a (1,log2 4+ 12||S(f)||s0)-quasi-isometry
F:X =Y. IfY is also a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures satisfying —b?> < K < —1 for some b > 1, then the image is
(log 2 + 12||S(f)||sc )-dense in Y.
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We have as corollaries of the above theorems the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above by —1 and Y a proper geodesically complete
CAT(-1) space. Suppose that there is a conjugacy ¢ : T*X — GY of geodesic flows
which is uniformly continuous along geodesics. Then:

(1) There is a (1,log?2)-quasi-isometry F : X — 'Y with image %log 2-dense in Y.
(2) If X is a rank one symmetric space then F can be taken to be a surjective
isometry.

We remark that part (2) of the above theorem implies as a corollary marked
length spectrum rigidity for rank one locally symmetric spaces, a well-known fact
proved earlier by Hamenstadt [Ham99] using the celebrated minimal entropy rigid-
ity theorem of Besson-Courtois-Gallot [GB95)].

Finally we obtain in section 7 a dynamical classification of Moebius self-maps
into three types, elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic:

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) space and [ :
0X — 0X a Moebius self-map of its boundary. Then one of the following three
mutually exclusive cases holds:

(1) For all x € X, the iterates f™ : (0X, py) — (0X, ps) are uniformly bi-Lipschitz
(we say f is elliptic).

(2) There is a unique fized point & € X of f such that f™(§) — & for all & as
n — oo (we say f is parabolic).

(3) There is a pair of distinct fized points Ey,&— of f such that for all £ € 0X —

{606}, f2(6) = €4 as n — +o0 and f2(§) — € as n — —oo (we say f is
hyperbolic).

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to Marc Bourdon and Mahan Mj
for helpful discussions. The author was supported by CEFIPRA grant no. 4301-1:
?Kleinian groups: geometric and analytic aspects”.

2. SPACES OF MOEBIUS EQUIVALENT METRICS

Let (Z, pp) be a compact metric space with at least four points. For a metric p
on Z we define the metric cross-ratio with respect to p of a quadruple of distinct

points (§,¢',n,1') of Z by

ee'mf], = p&mpEn')

" pl& )€ m)
We say that a diameter one metric p on Z is antipodal if for any £ € Z there exists
n € Z such that p(¢,7) = 1. We assume that pg is diameter one and antipodal.
We say two metrics p1, p2 on Z are Moebius equivalent if their metric cross-ratios
agree:

(66" o, = [§€'mm ]

for all (¢,¢&',n,7"). We define

M(Z, po) := {p: p is an antipodal, diameter one metric on Z Moebius equivalent to pg}
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We will write M(Z, pg) = M. Note we do not assume that the metrics p € M
induce the same topology on Z as pg, but we will show that they are indeed all
bi-Lipschitz equivalent to each other. For p1, ps € M we define a positive function
on Z called the derivative of py with respect to p; by

dp2 oy . P2(&mp2(& 0 )pr(n, 1)
dp1 p1(&mpr(&,1)p2(n. 1)
where 1,1’ € Z are distinct points not equal to €.

Lemma 2.1. The function % is well-defined.

Proof: Given two pairs of distinct points 7,7 and 3, 3’ not equal to z, the desired
equality
p2(&mp2(&n)pr(n ') _ pa(&; B)p2(&; B)pr(B, )
p1(&mpr(&m)p2(nn’)  pir(&,B)pr(&, B)p2(B, B')

follows from the equality

(€8m0 02 (611 B p = €810 51 (60 B 1

The next Lemma follows from a straightforward computation using the definition
of the derivative, we omit the proof:

Lemma 2.2. (Chain Rule) For p1, pa2, p3 € M we have

dps _ dpa dpo
dpy — dps dp,
and
@

dp1 )
= 1 _—
dp1 / (dpz

Lemma 2.3. For p € M the function f = ijo is bounded.

Proof: Suppose not, let &, € Z be a sequence such that f(&,) — oco. Passing to a
subsequence we may assume &, — &£, choose 7,7’ distinct points in Z not equal to
&, then we have

p(§n,m)p(Ensn)po(n,m')

po(§m U)Po (5117 77')P(777 77/)
1

= po(&;mpo(&, 1 )p(n, 1)

limsup f(&,) = limsup

a contradiction. ¢

Lemma 2.4. (Geometric Mean-Value Theorem)

pa(€.n)” = m(ﬁ,m?j—ﬁ(s)j—ﬁ(n)

forallé,ne Z.
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Proof: Given & # n choose a point 8 distinct from &, 7, then by definition we may
write

n, B)p1
1, 8)p2

dp2 o _ p2(&mpa(&, B)pr(n, B) doz (v _ p2(n; §)pa(
dp p1(&;mp1(E, B)p2(n, B) 7~ dp p1(n,&)pi(
from which it follows that
dp2 . dp2, | <p2(§,n)>2
dpr > dps p1(&,n)

(& 5)
(& 8)

)

For p € M since j—ppo is bounded it follows from the above Lemma that p < Kpo,
hence the functions & — p(&,n) are continuous for all n € Z, therefore the functions

42 are continuous. Since 222 — dpz2/ Z—;’:} it follows that all functions Z—ﬁf are

dpo dp1 — dpo
continuous, so bounded above and below by positive constants, hence by the above
Lemma all metrics p € M are bi-Lipschitz to each other and induce the same

topology on Z as pg. The following Lemma justifies the use of the term ’derivative’:

Lemma 2.5. If{ € Z is not an isolated point then

dp2 . p2(&,1)
— = 1m
dp1 n—ép1(§,n)

Proof: We have

p2(&m) @ 1/2@ 77)1/2

p1(&mn)  dm dp1
dp2
_> [E—
e
asn —&. o
Lemma 2.6. J J
maxﬂ(g)mninﬂ =1
ez dpq ez dpy

Proof: Let A\, i denote the maximum and minimum values of g—zf respectively, and
let £, € Z denote points where the maximum and minimum values are attained
respectively. Choosing 7’ € Z such that p1(£,7') = 1 gives

dpQ dpQ
1> ) = G2 (ey1/28P2 y1/2 5 y1/2 2
> p2(&§,1) dpl(ﬁ) Iy ()= = p

while choosing ¢’ € Z such that p2(£,n) = 1 gives

dp dp
12 € =1/ (SRR 0)2) 2 1002

dp1 dp

hence A -y = 1.0

We now define for p1, p2 € M,
dp2

._ ap2
dm(prs p2) = rgleaéclog i ()

Lemma 2.7. The function dyq is a metric on M.
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d d d
Proof: For pi, py € M, (maxees 22 (€))? > (maxeez 22 (€))- (minee s 92(€)) = 1,
hence daq(p1, p2) > 0. Moreover daq(p1,p2) = 0 implies maxecz ggf (&) =1 hence
mingez Z—M(S) = 1 by the previous Lemma, hence Zp 2 =1, and it then follows from
the Geometric Mean-Value Theorem that p; = po.

Symmetry of dq follows from dﬂ =1/32 dp 2 and the previous Lemma, while the

A i A i dps _ dps dpa
triangle inequality follows easily frorn the Cham Rule dpi = dpz dpf .

Let (C(Z),||"||c) denote the Banach space of continuous functions on Z equipped
with the supremum norm.

Lemma 2.8. The map

M = C(2)

d
p — log o
dpo

is an isometric embedding.

Proof: It follows from Lemma [2.0] that maxcez log ZS (&) = ||1og § d” ?{|o0, hence
dpo dpa dpl
m(p1, p2) i %% 200 8 ol

(where the second equality uses the Chain Rule). ¢
Lemma 2.9. The image of the above embedding is closed in C(Z).

Proof: Let p, € M such that g, = log ZTZ converges in C(Z) to g. Define f = ¢4
and p(&,1) == po(&,n) F(EV2F()V/2,€,m € Z, then it follows from the Geometric
Mean Value Theorem that p(£,n) = lim p,, (£, 7). Passing to the limit in the triangle
inequality for p,, gives the triangle inequality for p, while symmetry and positivity
of p are clear, hence p is a metric. Moreover it follows easily from the definition of
p that p is Moebius equivalent to pg, and moreover d— = f. Since the p,’s have
diameter one it follows that p has diameter less than or equal to one. Given £ € Z
let 0, € Z such that p,(&,n,) = 1, passing to a subsequence we may assume 7,
converges to some 7, then

|P(§=77) - pn(ﬁaﬁn)' < |p(§777) - pn(§u”)| + |pn(§an) - pn(ﬁaﬁn)'

< |p(&,n) = pu(&; )| + pn(n, 1)
— 0

since po(n,n,) — 0 and the p,’s are uniformly bi-Lipschitz equivalent to py (being
a bounded sequence in M), hence p(,n) = 1. Thus p is of diameter one and is
antipodal, hence p € M and g is the image of p under the isometric embedding. ¢

Lemma 2.10. The function f = Z—gf : (Z,p1) = R is K-Lipschitz where K =
2(maxeez (€))%



ON MOEBIUS AND CONFORMAL MAPS BETWEEN BOUNDARIES OF CAT(-1) SPACES 9

Proof: Let A = maxecz f(€). Let &,& € Z. We may assume f(&1) > f(&
Choose £ € Z such that p1(&1,£) = 1, then the inequality |p2(&,&1) — p(&, &2)|
p2(&1, &) gives, using the Geometric Mean-Value Theorem,

FEOMY2F(&)Y? = pr(&, &) F(&)?] < pr(&1, &) F(&) V2 f(&)Y?
and we have

[F(E)Y2 = p1(&, &) F(€)Y2] = F(E)Y? — pi(& &) F(&2)Y? = F(&)? — f(&)"?

which, combined with the previous inequality, gives

(/N2 (F(&)? = £(&2)"?) < pr(&r, &)\

).
<

hence
1f(&) = f(&)] = [(F(€)? = F(&)Y2)(f(&)Y? + f(&)'?)]
<AN2pi(€1,6)2012 = 20°p1 (61, &)

&

Lemma 2.11. The space (M, dn) is proper, i.e. closed balls are compact. Hence
(M, dnm) is also complete.

Proof: It follows from the previous Lemma that for a sequence p, € M with
dam(pn, po) bounded, the functions f, = % are uniformly Lipschitz, and uni-
formly bounded away from 0 and oo, hence the functions g, = log f,, are uniformly
Lipschitz and uniformly bounded. Therefore g,, has a subsequence g,, converging
uniformly to a continuous function g, which by Lemma is equal to log j—p’; for

some p € M. It follows from Lemma 2.8 that p,, — p in M. ©

3. VISUAL METRICS ON THE BOUNDARY OF A CAT(-1) SPACE

Let (X, dx) be a proper CAT(-1) space such that X has at least four points.

3.1. Definitions. We recall below the definitions and some elementary properties
of visual metrics and Busemann functions; for proofs we refer to [Bou95):

Let € X be a basepoint. The Gromov product of two points &,& € 0X with
respect to x is defined by

1
Ne = lim =(dx(z,a)+dx(z,d') —dx(a,ad
(€1€) (a,a/)ﬂ(g,g/m( x(z,a) +dx(z,a") — dx(a,a’))
where a,a’ are points of X which converge radially towards £ and &’ respectively.
The visual metric on X based at the point z is defined by

pa(6,€) = e €8
The distance p, (€, ¢’) is less than or equal to one, with equality iff = belongs to the
geodesic (£¢7).

Lemma 3.1. If X is geodesically complete then p, is a diameter one antipodal
metric.



10 KINGSHOOK BISWAS

Proof: Let £ € 0X, then the geodesic ray [z,&) extends to a bi-infinite geodesic
(£'¢) for some &' € X, hence p,(£,£') = 1, hence p, is diameter one and antipodal.
o

The Busemann function B : 90X x X x X — R is defined by
B(f, xz, y) = igl};, dX(.I, CL) - dX(ya a)

where a € X converges radially towards &.
It will be convenient to consider the functions on X, f,., (&) := eBE=Y) g (¢) =

B¢, x,y), £ € 0X, 2,y € X. The following Lemma is elementary:

Lemma 3.2. We have |g;4(§)| < dx(z,y) for all { € Ox,x,y € X. Moreover

9zy(&) = dx(z,y) iff y lies on the geodesic ray [x,&) while gz ,(§) = —dx(x,y) iff
x lies on the geodesic ray [y, ).

We recall the following Lemma from [Bou95]:

Lemma 3.3. Forz,y € X,{,& € 0X we have
Py(€.€") = pu(6,€) foy ()2 fury (€)'

An immediate corollary of the above Lemma is the following:

Lemma 3.4. The visual metrics p,,x € X are Moebius equivalent to each other
and
dpy

dpe T
Hence the functions f; y, gz, are continuous.
It follows that the metric cross-ratio [£'nn],, of a quadruple (§,&',n,7') is

independent of the choice of € X. Denoting this common value by [££'n7/], it is
shown in [Bou96] that the cross-ratio is given by

1
lim exp(=(d(a,b) +d(a’,b') — d(a,b’) — d(a’,b
(a,a/,b,6") (&€ n.m) pl5(dla. ) +d(a’,b') = d(a, ) —d(’,b)))

€6’ =
where the points a,a’,b, b’ € X converge radially towards &,¢',n,n' € 0X.

We assume henceforth that X is a proper, geodesically complete CAT(-1) space.
We let M = M(IX, p,) (this space is independent of the choice of z € X).
Lemma 3.5. The map

ix : X —>M
T Py

is an isometric embedding and the image is closed in M.
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Proof: Given z,y € X, extend [z,y] to a geodesic ray [x,&) where £ € 09X,
then g, (&) = dx(z,y) hence dy(pa, py) = maxycox gz,y(n) = dx(x,y), so ix is
an isometric embedding. Given x, € X such that p,, — p € M, since ix is an
isometry and the sequence p,,, is bounded in M, so is the sequence x,, in X. Passing
to a subsequence we may assume x,, — a in X, then dy(pz, , pa) = dx (zn,a) = 0
hence p, = p. ©

3.2. Limiting comparison angles and derivatives of visual metrics. For
points a,z,a’ € X we denote by Z(~Yaza’ € [0,7] the angle at the vertex corre-
sponding to x in a comparison triangle in H? corresponding to the triangle aza’ in
X. It is easy to show (see [Bou95]) that the map X x X x X — [0,7], (a,z,a’) —
/Yaza’ extends to a continuous map X x X x X — [0, 7], so for &, & € X and
x € X the limiting comparison angle Z(~1¢x¢’ is defined, and moreover

pal&,€) =sin(£ Vet [2)
For any point y on the geodesic ray [x,&) it follows easily from the CAT(-1) in-
equality that
£V yxg < 2D exe!
We note also that if a geodesic segment [z, y] of length § is common to both rays
[z,€) and [z, ¢") then /(- Vyze’ = 0 for d(z,y) < 0.

Lemma 3.6. Forz,y € X and £ € 0X, we have

1
fm,y(g) = (et —et) Sin2(l(*1)ya:§/2) + et

Proof: Let a tend to ¢ radially, let r = dx(x,a),s = dx(a,y) and let 6 be the
comparison angle Z(~Yyza. By the hyperbolic law of cosine we have

cosh s = coshr cosht — sinh r sinh ¢ cos 6

which gives
1 1
e e = (14 eiQT)i(et +et) — 5(1 —e ") (e! —e ") cosh

Now as r — oo we have s — oo, and by definition » — s — B(§, x,y), also 0 —
/Dyzé, hence letting » — oo above gives

fa j@) N %<et+e*t>—%<et_e*t)cos<4<*1>y:rs> = (¢'—e™")sin® (£ Vyag) /2) e

&

We now consider the behaviour of the derivatives f, , as t = d(z,y) — 0 and the
point y converges radially towards . For functions F; on 0X we write F; = o(t)
if ||Fi|loc = o(t). We have the following formula, which may be thought of as a
formula for the derivative of the map ix along a geodesic:

Lemma 3.7. Ast — 0 we have

Gy (€) = teos(£ TV yat) + oft)
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Proof: Ast — 0 we have
9uy(€) = —log((e — e ") sin® (L Vyag/2) + )
= —log(2tsin®(£LTVyxc/2) + 1 — t + o(t))
= —(2tsin? (LT Yyxe/2) — t) + o(t)
= tcos(£TVyx) + o(t)

4. GEODESIC CONJUGACIES, MOEBIUS MAPS, CONFORMAL MAPS, AND THE
INTEGRATED SCHWARZIAN

We start by recalling the definitions of conformal maps, Moebius maps, and the
abstract geodesic flow of a CAT(-1) space.

Definition 4.1. A homeomorphism between metric spaces f : (Z1,p1) — (Z2, p2)
with no isolated points is said to be conformal if for all £ € Z7, the limit

o (€ i tim 2T )
ppe n_>£ pl (5’ 77)
exists and is positive. The positive function df,, ,, is called the derivative of f with
respect to p1, pa. We say f is C' conformal if its derivative is continuous.

Two metrics p1, p2 inducing the same topology on a set Z, such that Z has no
isolated points, are said to be conformal (respectively C* conformal) if the map
idz : (Z,p1) — (Z,p2) is conformal (respectively C* conformal). In this case we
denote the derivative of the identity map by %.

Definition 4.2. A homeomorphism between metric spaces f : (Z1,p1) — (Z2, p2)
(where Zy has at least four points) is said to be Moebius if it preserves metric cross-
ratios with respect to p1, p2. The derivative of f is defined to be the derivative %

of the Moebius equivalent metrics f.p2, p1 as defined in section 2 (where f.ps is the
pull-back of pe under f).

From the results of section 2 it follows that any Moebius map between compact
metric spaces with no isolated points is C' conformal, and the two definitions of
the derivative of f given above coincide. Moreover any Moebius map f satisfies the
geometric mean-value theorem,

p2(£(€), f())* = p1(&. 1) dfpy 2 () 1 2 (€)

Definition 4.3. Let (X,d) be a CAT(-1) space. The abstract geodesic flow space
of X is defined to be the space of bi-infinite geodesics in X,

GX :={vy:(—00,+0) = X|v is an isometric embedding}

endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets. This topology
is metrizable with a distance defined by

(oo}

mmm:/wwmw

— 00

67|t‘

2

dt
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We define also a projection
x :GX —- X
7= 7(0)

It is shown in Bourdon [Bou95| that wx is 1-Lipschitz.

The abstract geodesic flow of X is defined to be the one-parameter group of
homeomorphisms

b GX — GX
Rt

fort € R, where ~y; is the geodesic s — (s +t).
The flip is defined to be the map
Fx :GX - GX
Y=Y

where 7 is the geodesic s — y(—s).
We observe that for a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold X with
sectional curvatures bounded above by —1, the map
GX - T'X
7= 7'(0)

is a homeomorphism conjugating the abstract geodesic flow of X to the usual
geodesic flow of X and the flip F to the usual flip on T'X.

We note that that for any CAT(-1) space X there is a continuous surjection
Ex 16X — 9*X
7 = (y(=00),7(+00))

which induces a homeomorphism GX/(¢:)icr — 9?X. Following Bourdon [Bou95],
we have the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let f: 0X — Y be a conformal map between the boundaries
of CAT(-1) spaces X,Y equipped with visual metrics. Then f induces a bijection
¢y 1 GX — GY conjugating the geodesic flows, which is a homeomorphism if f is
C*t conformal. If f is Moebius then ¢ is flip-equivariant.

Proof: Given v € GX, let Ex(v) = (£,m),x = 7(0), then there is a unique point

y € (f(&), f(n)) such that df,, , (1) = 1. Define ¢s(y) = v* where 7* is the unique
geodesic in Y satisfying &y (v*) = (f(€), f(n)),7*(0) = y. Then ¢; : GX — GY is
a bijection conjugating the geodesic flows.

Claim. The map ¢y is continuous if f is C' conformal.



14 KINGSHOOK BISWAS

Proof of Claim: Let v, — v in GX. Let 2 = 7(0),z, = 7(0),Ex(y) =
(5,77)75)((%) = (ﬁn,ﬁn)- Then x,, — , (gnvnn) — (5;77)7 hence

dps dps
Pr ()22 ()2

Pz (Ens M) = Pa,, (§ns M)

dpa, dpz,,
dpg dpy
= (§H)1/2 (7771)1/2
dpa,, dpa,,
—1

since | gz, | < d(x,x,) — 0. Letting y = wy ods(7y), this implies p, (f(€n), f(0n)) —
py(f(&), f(n)) = 1 since f is continuous.

Fix ¢ > 0 small and n large such that py,(f(&,), f(nn)) > 1 —e. If a;,b, are
points converging radially towards f(&,), f(n,), then as ¢ — 400 there are points
% in the comparison triangle @gb; on the side @by such that d(Z,7) < C(e) for
some constant C(e) which tends to 0 as € tends to 0. Hence we obtain a point
zn € (f(&n), f(nn)) such that d(z,,y) < C(e). Therefore d(z,,y) — 0 as n — .

Let z% = my o ¢¢(yn). Then since z,, z;; both lie on the geodesic ¢;(7v,) and
dfp,, p. (M) = 1, we have

d(zy,2n) = |log dfp,, p.,, (11n)]

dpy dp.
log (dfpz,py (%)ﬁ(nn) dpp; (f (nn))) ‘

— |log(1-1-1)]=0

since f is C' conformal with df,, ,, (1) = 1 and 1, — 1, d(@n,2) + d(zn,y) — 0.
Hence the basepoints z;; of the geodesics ¢(7,) converge to the basepoint y of
the geodesic ¢¢(7y), and the endpoints (f(&.), f(m)) of ¢¢(yn) converge to the
endpoints (f(€), f(n)) of ¢5(v), from which it follows easily that ¢r(vn) — ¢5(7)
in GY. This finishes the proof of the Claim.

Since the inverse of a C'' conformal map is clearly C'! conformal, f~! also induces
a continuous conjugacy vy : GY — GX which is clearly inverse to ¢y, hence ¢ is
a homeomorphism if f is C! conformal.

If f is Moebius, then with the same notation as above, by the geometric mean-
value theorem we have df,, ,, (§)df,, p, (1) = 1, hence df,, ,, (&) = 1, and it follows
that ¢ is flip-equivariant. ©

The proof of flip-equivariance of the conjugacy for a Moebius map above moti-
vates the following definition:

Definition 4.5. Let f : 0X — 9Y be a conformal map between boundaries of

CAT(-1) spaces equipped with visual metrics. The integrated Schwarzian of f is the
function S(f): 9°X — R defined by

S(f)(E&n) == —log(dfp, .0, ()fp, o, (M) (&n) € X

where x,y are any two points x € (&,n),y € (f(§), f(n)) (it is easy to see that the
quantity defined above is independent of the choices of x and y).
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We note that S(f) is continuous if f is C* conformal, and for any v € GX with
Ex(v) = (§,m), we have

o1 (Fx (7)) = Fy (0L (65(7)))

where t = S(f)(&,n), hence the integrated Schwarzian of f measures the deviation
of the induced conjugacy ¢ from being flip-equivariant.

We consider now the relation between the integrated Schwarzian and the con-
tinuity of the conjugacy ¢ near infinity. In particular we consider the continuity
properties of ¢ along geodesics.

Definition 4.6. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above and below, —b> < K < —1. A sequence of pairs
of unit tangent vectors (v,,w,) € T X x T*X is said to be forward asymptotic
along a geodesic v € GX if:

1) There are times t, — +00 such that vy, = ~'(ty) and dpix (vp, wy,) — 0 (the
distance on T*X being the Sasaki metric).

2) Let Tn € GX such that ’7;1(0) = Wn, let gX (7) = (6777)7 gX (’Yn) = (§n777n)~ Then
we require &, — & £ N as n — 00.

We have:

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above and below, —b* < K < —1, and let Y be a CAT(-
1) space. Let f: 90X — 9Y be a C' conformal map and ¢ = ¢5 : T'X — GY the
associated geodesic conjugacy. Then for any sequence (vn,wy,) forward asymptotic
along a geodesic v, we have

dy (my 0 ¢(vn), Ty o p(wn)) = 0

Proof: Let (v, w,) be a forward asymptotic sequence along a geodesic +, so there
are times t,, — +oo such that v, = v/(t,) and dpi x (v,, w,) — 0. Let x = ~(0),
Tn = Y(tn) € X, y = 7y 0 d(v'(0)), yn = 7y 0 d(v,) € Y. Let 7, € GX with
Y (0) = wy, let Ex(vn) = (§nsmn), Ex () = (§,7), then by hypothesis &, — §o # 7.
Since the curvature of X is bounded below by —b?, for any T' € R the time-T-map
of the geodesic flow ¢ : T X — T1X is Lipschitz. This follows from the fact that
the differential of the map ¢7 is given in terms of Jacobi fields and their derivatives,
and by well known comparison arguments, Jacobi fields in X grow at most as fast
as Jacobi fields in the hyperbolic space of constant curvature —b%, hence ||dgs || is
bounded on T*X. It follows that for any fixed large T, dr1 x (¢7 (vn), 7 (wy,)) — 0,
hence the visual distance p,, (7,7m,) — 0. It is easy to see that this also implies
pz(1, 1) — 0.

Claim. We have

. dpac —t
1 n " n —
A (nn)e

Proof of Claim: Fix ¢ > 0 small. Let a,, € GX be a geodesic with «,(0) =
Xy, @y (+00) = 1y, Then the Riemannian angle between o, (0), v, tends to 0 (since

the comparison angle £V, 2,1 tends to 0), so the Riemannian angle between

/

al (0), —vy, tends to 7. Hence the limit of comparison angles (lim;—, 4 oo Zav, (1) TrT)
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tends to 7 as n — oo (where v, (t)Z is a comparison triangle in H?). Fix n large
such that this limiting angle is larger than = — e. For ¢t > 0 large the comparison
triangles mgcn—:v in H? have an angle at the vertex 7, greater than 7 — €, hence
the sides satisfy

d(an(t),z) — d(ap(t), x,) > d(x,, x) — C(e)

for some constant C(¢) which tends to 0 as € tends to 0. Letting ¢ — 400, we have
B(nn,x,xn) > t, — C(€), hence

dpa
et = ed@mn) > dﬂp; () > e C(©etn

therefore d;:: (,)e "t — 1.

Now using the geometric mean value theorem for visual metrics we have

Py, (f (7n), (77)) y(f (), F(0)) pa(nsm)
py(f(nn), f(n Pzx(Mnsn) Pz, (Mns 1)

)
_( Ay ) et )("” ( (%<%>>l>mpxn<m,n>

< py(zm(?;jzﬁ)(n)) <etn <CZ’:: (nn)> ) Pa,, (M 1)

—1-1-0=0

Py (f (), f(1)) = P, (M5 1)

Now py,, (f(nn), f(n)) = 0 and d(y,,y) = t,, implies that

dpyn —tn __
A (f(nn))e™ =1

by the same argument used above to show that p ”" (nn)e_t“ — 1. This finishes
the proof of the Claim.

Now note that since f(&,) — f(&) # f(n) and y, — n radially, we have
pyn(f(€)7 f(&,)) — 0. Hence

Py, (f(&n), f(n ))>pyn(f(§),f(77)) Py (F(E), F(&n)) = Py, (F(0), £ (1))
= Py (F(), f(&n)) = py,. (f(n), f (1))

—1

. Fix ¢ > 0 small. Fix n large such that p,, (f(&.), f(mm)) > 1 —e. If a;, b, are
points converging radially towards f(&,), f(n,), then as ¢ — 400 there are points
Z; in the comparison triangle @7,b; on the side @zb; such that d(Z,7,) < C(e)
for some constant C'(¢) which tends to 0 as € tends to 0. Hence we obtain a point

€ (f(&n), f(nn)) such that d(zn, yn) < C(€). Therefore d(z,,yn) — 0 as n — oco.
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Let 2 = 7x(wy), 25 = my o ¢(wy,). Note d(z, z,) — 0. Since zy,, 2z lie on the
geodesic (f(€n), (1)) and dfy... .. (1) = 1, wo have

d(Z:;, Zn) = ‘log dfpm;; Pz (7771)

o8 (e, ) (200 L2200 ) (20 32 ) ) )|

— |log(1-1-1)|=0

since f is C'' conformal with df,, ,, (1) =1 and 9, — 7, d(z};, 2n) + d(2n, yn) — 0,
and the term in the middle of the product tends to 1 by the Claim proved earlier.

Hence d(7y o ¢(v,), 1y © ¢(wy)) = d(yn, 2;) — 0. ©

Proposition 4.8. Let X,Y, f, ¢ be as in the previous Proposition. Let x € X and
(€,m) € 9°X. Let o, 3 : [0,00) — X be geodesic rays joining x to &, 1 respectively.
Let zp = a(t),yr = (1), ve = o/ (t), wy = B'(t), then

dy (my o ¢(ve), Ty © p(wy)) — dx (ze,y¢) = S(f)(&,m)
as t — +oo.

Proof: Let 7, be the bi-infinite geodesic passing through xy, 1y, with endpoints
(&e,m) € 0%X, so that (&,m) — (&,m) as t — +oo. Let vj,w; be the tan-
gent vectors to v at the points x;,y; pointing respectively towards &;,7;. Then
it is a standard fact that for any sequence ¢, — 400, the sequences of pairs
{(ve,,, vt )} {(wy,,w} )} are forward asymptotic along «, 8 respectively. Letting
pi= Ty 0 3(vr), qi = Ty © Bwy), B} = Ty 0 G(v}), gl = Ty 0 3(w}), then by Proposi-
tion .7 we have dy (pq,, p;, ) — 0,dy (qt,,q;,) — 0 as n — co. By definition of the
integrated Schwarzian, we have dy (p, ,q;, ) = dx (@, ys,) + S(f) (s e, ), since
S(f) is continuous it follows that dy (p; ,q; ) — dx(@t,,y:,) = S(f) (&, 1e,) —
S(f)(&,n) as n — oo. The result follows. ©

We can now prove Theorem

Proof: We first note that f : U — V induces a geodesic conjugacy between the
flow invariant subsets of GX,GY with endpoints in U, V respectively, for which the
same arguments as above show that the conclusion of Proposition .8 above holds.
Fix a basepoint x € X. Now given (£,¢',n,1') € 0*U, let a, 3,7, d be geodesic rays
joining x to &, n, &, n' respectively. Let x; = a(t),yr = B(t),ar = y(t), b = 6(t),
let v — o/(8),w, = B'(t), v} = 7'(0),w) = §(t) and let p, = 7y 0 Gvr), @1 —
Ty o ¢p(wy), T = Ty 0 ¢(v}), s = Ty o ¢(w}). Then the points py, qi, 14, ¢ converge
radially towards f (), f(n), f(&'), f(n'), hence

(£ (), £(&), f(n), ()]
[67 6/7 n? 77/]

log :%(}H&(di’(pta qr) — dx (x,yt)) + (dy (14, 5¢) — dx (ag, b))
— (dy (pt, 8¢) — dx (@, b0)) — (dy (g1, 71) — dx (Yr, ar)))

=S (S + SN 1)~ SCIE ) — S(IE )

(using Proposition 8 in the last line above) o.
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Definition 4.9. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above and below, —b* < K < —1, and let Y be a CAT(-
1) space. A homeomorphism ¢ : T*X — GY s said to be uniformly continuous
along geodesics, if, given v € GX, and a sequence (vn,wy) € T'X x T'X which is
forward asymptotic along 7y, we have

d(ﬂ'Y 0 ¢(vn), Ty © ¢(wn)) +d(my o ¢(_Un)77TY © ¢(_wn)) =0

We note that any uniformly continuous homeomorphism ¢ : T'X — GY is
uniformly continuous along geodesics. We can now prove Theorem [Tk

Proof of Theorem [T} We first note that if 71,72 € GX are geodesics with
1 (400) = Y2(+00), then it follows easily from the definition of uniform continuity
along geodesics that ¢(v4(0))(4+00) = ¢(75(0))(+00). Hence there is a map [ :
0X — 9Y such that Ey (¢(v)) = (f(€), f(n)) where (§,1) = Ex(7), v € GX being
such that 4/(0) = v, and it is not hard to show that f is continuous. Moreover f is
surjective since Y is geodesically complete and ¢ is surjective. Also given (£,7) €
82X, choosing  with £x() = (€,1), we have (f(€), (1)) = Ev(6(+'(0)) € O°Y,
in particular f(§) # f(n). Thus f is injective, and since 9X,dY are compact
Hausdorff spaces, f is a homeomorphism.

Given a quadruple of distinct points (£,&',n,7") € 9*X, let 41,72 be geodesics
with Ex(71) = (§,1),Ex (=) = (£,1), and let ¢, — +oo. Let a, = y1(—ty),a,, =
’72(_tn)7 b, = At (tn)u b% = ’72(tn) 50

e€/m') = Tim_exp(5(d(an, bu) + dlal, ¥,) — dlan,¥,) — dlaly, b))

Let oy, = my © $(41 (=t), @y = Ty 0 §(15(~tn)), B = Ty © G(74(tn)), By = 7y
d(v5(tn)), so that

FOFE) ) ()] = im exp((dlan, Ba) + (e, B,) — d(c B,) — d(ety. 5)))

n—oo

Note that d(an,by,) = d(an, Bn),d(al,,bl,) = d(al,, Bl,) since ¢ conjugates the geo-

n»’n

desic flows. Clearly the Theorem follows from the following claim:
Claim. We have d(ay, b)) — d(ay, 8),) — 0,d(al,,b,) — d(a,, Bn) — 0 as n — oo.

Proof of Claim. Let 7, : [0,1,] — X be the geodesic segment with 7, (0) =
an,Yn(ln) = b, where I, = d(an,b)). Then it is a standard fact that the Rie-
mannian angle between the vectors vi(—t,),v, = 7,(0) tends to 0, as does the
angle between the vectors v4(t,), w, = v, (l,). Letting p, = 7y o ¢(vp),qn =
my o ¢(wy), we have d(py,qn) = d(an,b,) since ¢ is a geodesic conjugacy. More-
over since ¢ is uniformly continuous along geodesics, it follows that d(pn,,a,) —
0,d(gn, B},) — 0. Hence d(an,b),) — d(an,B),) — 0 and a similar argument shows
d(al,,by) —d(al,, Bn) — 0. ©

Proof of Theorem The forward implication follows from Theorem [T}

For the backward implication, given f : 90X — 0Y a Moebius map, let ¢ :
T'X — GY denote the induced conjugacy of geodesic flows given by Proposition
L4 We show that ¢ is uniformly continuous along geodesics:
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Let (v, w,) be a forward asymptotic sequence. By Proposition 7, we have
d(my o ¢(vy), my o ¢p(wy)) — 0. Since f is Moebius, the conjugacy ¢ is flip-
equivariant, hence my o ¢(—v,) = 7y o ¢(v,), Ty ° ¢(—wy,) = 7y o (wy), thus
d(my © ¢(—vn), Ty © ¢(—wn)) = d(my © ¢(vn), Ty © G(wn)) = 0. ©

It follows from the chain rule that the integrated Schwarzian satisfies the follow-
ing transformation rule: given conformal maps f : 0X — 9Y,g: Y — 0Z, where
X,Y,Z are CAT(-1) spaces, we have

S(gof)=S(g)of+5(f)

For the group G of C* conformal self-maps of the boundary 0.X of a CAT(-1) space,
the map

c:G— C(0°X)
f=S(f)

is therefore a G-cocycle with values in the vector space C(9?X) of continuous
functions on 92X endowed with its natural G-action.

For the group G of C' conformal self-maps of V' C 9Y, it follows that the
subgroup ker ¢ := {g € G|S(g) = 0} < G coincides with the group of Moebius
self-maps of V. Hence for conformal maps f,g: U — V, go f~! is Moebius if and
only if S(go f~1) = 0. Using the identities

SlgofH)=S(@of+5(h
0=S(fof =8 of " +S(f

it follows that S(gof~1) = (S(9)—S(f))of 1, hence f, g differ by post-composition
with a Moebius map if and only if S(g) = S(f).

For C! conformal maps f : 9X — 9Y such that the integrated Schwarzian S(f)
is bounded, and X is a simply connected manifold with pinched negative sectional
curvatures, we have the following version of the geometric mean value theorem:

Theorem 4.10. Let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures bounded above and below, —b*> < K < —1, and let Y be a CAT(-
1) space. Let f : X — OY be a C* conformal map such that S(f) is bounded.
Then for all (£,n) € 0°X and x € X,y €Y, we have

ASDllgr, (€)df,. . (1) < <py (22 i)(n))

Proof: Fix x € X,y € Y. For a triple (&,&,7) € 33X, we define

_ py(f(&), F(€))py(f (&), f(n)px (&' 1)
P (&, 6)p2 (&, ) oy (F(E7), F(1))
For a quadruple (&,&',n,1') € 9*X, by Theorem [[2] we have

o201l < [£(&), F(€), (), F()] 211Dl
B €& m. '] -

2
) < MISDllegr, . (€)dfp, p, (1)

6&.& ')
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Passing to the limit above as 7 — &, the term in the middle converges to df,,, ,, (£)/0(&,£', 1),
thus we may write df,, ,, (€) = (¢,&',n')-E(&, &,n') where e~ 215Dl < (£, ¢/, 1) <
215Nl

Now given (&,7) € 92X, choose 8 € 90X distinct from &,7. Then we have:

dszva (g)dfpzvpy (77) = 5(57 m, 5)5(7’]5 57 B)E(gv m, ﬂ)E(T]a 57 ﬂ)

_ (2O, ) )
_( PR )<ﬂ&m@Em£ﬁ)

so the Theorem follows since e =415l < E(¢,n, B)E(n, €, ) < 5D~ o

5. MARKED LENGTH SPECTRUM, GEODESIC CONJUGACIES, AND MOEBIUS
STRUCTURE AT INFINITY

The following Theorem follows from results of Bourdon ([Bou95]), Hamenstadt
([Ham92]) and Otal ([Ota92]), we give a proof for the benefit of the reader.

Theorem 5.1. (Bourdon, Hamenstadt, Otal) Let X,Y be closed n—dimensz?nql
Riemannian manifolds with sectional curvatures bounded above by —1, and let X, Y
denote their universal covers. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) The marked length spectra of X and Y coincide, i.e. there is an isomorphism
O :m(X) = m(Y) such that ly o ® =lx.

(2) There is an equivariant Moebius map f : 0X — dY

(3) There is a homeomorphism ¢ : T'X — T'Y conjugating the geodesic flows.

Proof: We prove:

1. (1) = (2): It is well known that the isomorphism ® induces an equivariant
homeomorphism f : X — dY such that f o~y = ®(y) o f for v € m(X) (with
71 (X), 7 (Y) identified with groups of homeomorphisms of X, dY).

Let hx,hy denote the topological entropies of the geodesic flows of X and
Y. Fort > 0, let vx(t),vy(t) denote the number of conjugacy classes [v],[Y']
in m (X),m(Y) with Ix(y) < t,ly(y") < t. Then by hypothesis, vx(t) = vy (t).
Hence from Bowen’s formula for the topological entropy ([Bow72]) we have

1 t 1 t
b 10BOXO) L logv ()
t—~400 t t——+oo t
Let p1x, sty denote the Bowen-Margulis currents on 92X, 92Y'; these are the geodesic
currents corresponding to the Bowen-Margulis measures on T' X, T'Y, the unique

invariant measures of maximal entropy. Then it follows from Bowen’s formula for
the Bowen-Margulis measure ([Bow72]) that for any fixed small € > 0,

) 1
nx = m 5w >
’ [1|€CO: x ()
where CO, x (t) is the set of conjugacy classes [y] in 71 (X) with Ix () € [t—e¢, t+¢],
Ne x(t) is the cardinality of COc x (t), and d[,) denotes the atomic geodesic current
associated to a conjugacy class [v].
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Since ® preserves lengths, it follows that (f x f).«(ux) = py. We now recall
Kaimanovich’s formula for the Bowen-Margulis current ([Kai91]),

St

where z € X (the right-hand side above is independent of the choice of x) and v, x
is the Patterson-Sullivan measure on 0X based at the point z.

Claim. For any x € X, RS Y, the map f is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Patterson-Sullivan measures v, x, vy,y.

Proof of claim: Let A C X such that v, x(4) = 0. Let U,V C 9X be closed
disjoint balls in (90X, p,.), let § denote the minimum distance between points of U
and V. Let A’ = ANU. Then we have

v,y (f(A))vy,y (F(V)) < py (F(A) x f(V))
=pux (A" xV)

- Ve x (A g x (V)
— 62}7,)(

=0

hence v,y (f(A4)) = 0. It follows that v, ,(f(A4)) = 0. This proves the claim.

Let g be the Radon-Nikodym derivative of f'v, y with respect to v, x. Then
the equality (f % f)s(px) = py implies that for px-a.e. (£,7) € 8>X we have

py(F(E), f(m)*"
pa(€,m)2x

in particular the above equality holds for (§,7n) in a dense subset A C 92X . Since
hx = hy, it follows that f preserves cross-ratios of quadruples in the dense subset
0%A C 0*X, and hence preserves all cross-ratios, since cross-ratios are continuous.

2. (2) = (3): Let ¢ : T'X — T'Y be the geodesic conjugacy induced by f, as

given by Propositionl@ Then it is easy to see that ¢ is equivariant, hence induces
a geodesic conjugacy ¢ : T X — T'Y.

=g(&gn) ,

3. (3) = (1): The conjugacy ¢ induces an equivariant conjugacy q~5 TIX = T,
which is uniformly continuous since ¢ is uniformly continuous, hence by Theorem
[T there is a Moebius homeomorphism f : X — dY such that &y (d(y)) =
(f x f) o Ex (7). Moreover f is equivariant because ¢ is. Identifying 71 (X),m (V)
with groups of homeomorphisms of dX,dY, we obtain a map

D :m(X) = m(Y)
g fogof

which is clearly an isomorphism.

Each g € m(X) has a unique attracting and a unique repelling fixed point on

dX, denoted &5, €, respectively. For any v € GX with £¢(7) = (€, ,&F), we have

9(v'(0)) = ¢ (+/(0)), where t; = l;{(g). NOV\~I fEN, f(&) are the attracting and
repelling fixed points of ®(g), and ¢(y) € GY satisfies E¢(o(7)) = (f(&, ), F(E)))
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(we are abusing notation writing gz~5 also for the induced map GX — 9}7). Hence
®(g)(p07'(0)) = ¢}, (¢ 07'(0)) where ty = Iy (P(g)).

Since ¢ is equivariant and is a geodesic conjugacy, we also have

B(9)(6 07 (0)) = Bg(7'(0))) = Bérx (+'(0))) = &}, (607 (0)).

Since the time-t-map of the geodesic flow of Y has no fixed points for ¢ # 0, we
must have ¢ = to, i.e. Iy (®(g)) =Ix(g). ©

We obtain as a corollary the following:

Theorem 5.2. Let X,Y be closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds with sec-
tional curvatures bounded above by —1, and let X, Y be their universal covers. If
f:0X — 9Y is an equivariant C* conformal map, then f is Moebius.

Proof: Let ¢ : T'X — T'Y be the geodesic conjugacy given by Proposition 4]
Then the equivariance of f implies that of ¢, hence ¢ is the lift of a conjugacy
¢ : T'X — T'Y which is uniformly continuous, hence ¢ is uniformly continuous.
It then follows from Theorem [Tl that f is Moebius. ©

6. NEAREST POINTS AND ALMOST ISOMETRIC EXTENSION OF MOEBIUS MAPS

Let X be a proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) space such that 0X has at least
four points, and let M = M(9X, p,). Since the image of the isometric embedding
X — M is closed in M and the space M is proper, it follows that for all p € M
there exists € X minimizing da(p, py) over y € X.

Theorem 6.1. The image of the map ix : X — M is %log 2-dense in M.

Proof: Given p € M let x € X minimize dp(p,py) over y € X. Let A =
suplogdng”m =dm(p, pz), let Z C OX be the set where logddTpm = Aand let & € Z.

Suppose that A > %1og 2. Then for any £ € Z, by the Geometric Mean Value
Theorem we have

1> pleo,€)? = px@o,&f%”(&o)%”(@ = pu(€0,6)%6P > (€0, €)? 2

hence maxge 7 . (€0,€) < 1/v/2. It follows that there is an open neighbourhood
N D Z and € > 0 such that Z(-Véxgy < 7/2 — € for all £ € N. By monotonicity of
comparison angles, for any y € [z, &), we also have Z(-V¢xy < w/2—eforall € € N,
so cos(£("V¢xy) > &y for some dy > 0. Now let N = supgcyx_n log %(5),51 =
A — X > 0, then, using Lemma BT, let ty < d1/3 be such that, for y € [x,&)) at
distance t from z, we have

Gy (€) = teos(£Vewy) + oft)

where ||o(t)]|oo < tdo/2 for ¢ < to. Then, using the Chain Rule, we have for £ € N
and 0 < t < tg, letting y € [z,&p) be the point at distance ¢ from z,

dp dp
E— = - _ < _
log dpy (&) =log . (&) — guy(§) < XN =1t + t0p/2 < A,
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while for £ € 9X — N and 0 < ¢t <ty we have

d d
logﬁ(g) = log %(g) — Gy (©) SN+t +150/2 < A — 01 +261/3 < A
Yy T

hence for 0 < t <ty we have dy(p, py) < dat(p, pe), a contradiction. ©

Theorem 6.2. If X is a metric tree then the map ix : X — M is a surjective
1sometry.

Proof: Suppose not, let p € M be a point not in the image, let x € X minimize

dm(p, py) over y € X. Let A = suplog% > 0, let Z C 0X be the set where

logddT’; = Xand let & € Z. Then for all £ € Z, we have 1 > p,(&,&)e hence
p2(&0,€) < e ™. Let 0 < X < A, and choose a neighbourhood N O Z such that
pe(€0,€) < e for all € € N. Letting yo be the point on the ray [, €) at distance
N from a, since X is a tree it follows that the segment [x, yo] is contained in all the
rays [z,€),€ € N. Hence for 0 < t < X, it follows that Z(~Déxy =0 for all £ € N,
where y is the point on [z, &) at distance ¢ from z. Thus cos(Z("Déxy) = 1 for all
¢ € N, and now the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [6.T]above shows that
we may choose 0 < to < X such that for 0 <t < ¢y we have da(p, py) < dat(p, pa),
a contradiction. ¢

Now let X,Y be proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) spaces such that 90X
has at least four points, let f : X — 0Y be a Moebius homeomorphism, and
let Mx = M(0X,ps), My = M(JY,p,) where z € X,y € Y. Let g = f71,
then for p € Mx we can define the pull-back metric g.p on Y by g.p(&, &) =
p(g(&),9(&)),&,& € Y. Since g is Moebius it follows easily that g.p € My . We
can therefore define a map

f:./\/lx—>./\/ly
P = gxp

which it is easy to see is a surjective isometry.
We define a nearest-point projection map for X,

Tx : Mx =+ X

by choosing for each p € Mx a point ¢ € X minimizing daq (p, pz), 2 € X (not
necessarily unique), and similarly we define a map my : My — Y. We can now
prove the Theorems and

Proof of Theorem [I.5k Define F': X — Y by F' = 7y ofoiX. Then by Theorem
B for z,2" € X, letting y = F(x),y = F(z') we have
ldy (y,9) — dx (2, 2)| = |daty (py, £y) — dray (f(pz), Fpar))]
< ldamy (Py, py') — drty (f(pa)s py )| + lday (f (p2)s pyr) — daay (f (p2), f(par))]

< dmy (Pyv f(pz)) + dmy (py’a f(pz’)) <log2
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so Fis a (1,log2)-quasi-isometry. Given y € Y, by Theorem we may choose
z € X such that day (fipy. ps) < 510g2, then by definition of F,

< d./\/ly (pya f(pm)) + dMY (f(pm)v py)

<log2

thus the image of F' is log 2-dense in Y.

It follows from the above that F' has a continuous extension dF : 90X — 9Y, it
remains to prove that OF = f. Let £ € X,z € X and let a € X converge to &
along the ray [z,&). Let y = F(z),b = F(a),\ = dy(y,b), then b — n = 0F(£),\ >
dx(z,a)—log2 — oo as a — £. Extend [y, b] to a geodesic ray [y,n') where ' € 9Y,
then 22 (') = e* and b — 7 implies 7’ — 7. By the Chain Rule,

dpy
||10g%—10g%||oo<cw (Pbs 9xpa) + Ay (py, g+pz) < log2
dp, dg.p, = = T e -
and log 99=L< (f(£)) = dx (x,a) > dy (y,b) — log 2, hence

dg.«pa

d dg«pa
log 5 2 (£(6)) 2 log 3 “PE(f(6)) —log 2 > A — 21og2

s0 g%(f(g)) > e*/4, thus

1> p(f(6) 1) = py<f<5>,n’>2j—g<f<s>>j%<n'> > py(F(©). 1?4

hence p, (f(§),n') = 0, and ' — n, so f(§) =n=9F(§). ©

Proof of Theorem For X, Y proper geodesically complete metric trees such
that 0X has at least four points, by Theorem we have surjective isometries
ix : X — Mx,f My — ./\/ly,i{,l : My — Y, and it is clear that the map
F defined above equals the composition of these isometries, hence is a surjective
isometry X — Y extending f. ¢

Proof of Theorem [I.8 The assertion (1) follows immediately from Theorem [IT]
and For the assertion (2), Theorem [[T] and Theorem [[4] give us an isometry
F: X — Y with f = 0F a Moebius homeomorphism. Given y € Y, choose a bi-
infinite geodesic 4" € GY with y € 4/(R), let v € GX be a geodesic whose endpoints
map to those of 4/ under f, then F maps the image of v onto the image of v/, in
particular y belongs to the image of F', hence F' is surjective. ¢

Finally we prove Theorem [[7 on almost isometric extension of C! conformal
maps with bounded integrated Schwarzian. The proof proceeds along similar lines
to the proof of Theorem

Let (Z, po) be a compact metric space. We assume Z has no isolated points, and
that pg is diameter one and antipodal. We define the set of metrics

Conf(Z, po) == {p|p is a diameter one antipodal metric on Z s.t. id : (Z, po) — (Z,p) is C* conformal}
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Note that M(Z, pg) C Conf(Z, po). For p1,p2 € Conf(Z, po), the derivative

% is a continuous function on Z so we can define
dp2
d = max |log —
conf(p1, p2) max |log -, = (5)‘

Then it is easy to see that dcony is a pseudo-metric on Conf(Z, py) (though not
necessarily a metric) extending the metric das on M(Z, pg). Any C! conformal map
between compact metric spaces [ : Z; — Z5 induces a natural bijective isometry
of pseudo-metric spaces f : Conf(Z1) — Conf(Zs) by push-forward of metrics.

Now let X be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with sectional
curvatures satisfying —b? < K < —1, let Y be a proper geodesically complete CAT (-
1) space and let f : 9X — 9Y be a C' conformal map with bounded integrated
Schwarzian. We let Conf(0X) = Conf(0X, ps), Conf(9Y) = Conf(9Y,p,) for
some z € X,y € Y (note the definition does not depend on the choice of x and y),
and let f: Conf(0X) — Conf(9Y) be the induced isometry. We note that

df (p)
dpy o f = 1/dsz;P1J
forallz € X,y eY.

Lemma 6.3. Forallx € X,y€Y,

i <
Join, log dfy, p, (€) + max logdf,, p, ()| < 4[1S(f)leo

Moreover

max |log dfy,.p, (§)] < — Join logdf,, ., (&) +4[1S(f)]]oe

Proof: Let A\ = max¢cox logdf,, ,,(§), n = mingeox logdf,, ,, (§). Let n € 0X
minimize logdf,, ,,. Choose & € X such that p,(f(£), f(n)) = 1, then we have,
using Theorem .10,

ekeﬂ Z dfﬂz 5Py (g)dfl’: 5Py (77)

py(f(&), f(n) 2674“5(;')\\00
>< pa(&:m) >

> e~ 4HISWDlle

s0 A+p > —4|[S(f)||oo- For the other inequality, let n € 0X maximize log df,, ,,
choose £ € 9X such that p,(£,7) = 1, then again by Theorem LT0, we have

eAe,U‘ S dfpa: 5Py (g)dfpa: 3Py (T]

2 S\ s
<( pz(§,m) )

< Sl
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This proves the first assertion above. For the second, let L = max¢cox |logdf,, ,, (£)|-
Then either L = —por L =X < —p + 4]|S(f)||c by the first assertion. ¢

Lemma 6.4. For all x € X, there exists y € Y such that doons(f(pz), py) <
31082+ 6[[S(f)]]oo-

Proof: Givenz € X, define the function ¢ : Y — R by ¢(y) = maxecoy log %;)({).
Note ¢ is 1-Lipschitz (since iy : Y — Conf(9Y) is an isometry). Let y, € Y be a
sequence such that ¢(y,) — inf,ey ¢(y). Then by Lemma 63
deont (Py,, f(pe)) = max |logdfy, p,, (€)]
< mi
< — i log dfy. p,, (§) + 4lIS(Hll

= max(~logdfy, p,, (€)) + 4[5 (Floo

df(pz)
£€OY dpy, (€)+4||S(f)||oo

= &(yn) + 4/[S(Hlloo

Since the sequence {¢(y,)} is bounded above, by the triangle inequality dconf(py.., Py )
is bounded independent of m, n, hence so is dy (yn, Ym ). Thus we have a convergent
subsequence y,, — z € Y, and ¢(z) = lim ¢(yn, ) = infy ey o(y).

Claim. Let A\ = ¢(z), then A < 11og2 + 2||S(f)]|c-
Proof of Claim: Suppose A > £ log2 + 2||S(f)||sc. Let Z C 9Y be the set where
log % =\, and let § € Z. Then for any £ € Z, by Theorem [£10] we have:

1> f(p2) (€0, €)?

df(ﬂm) df(ﬂm) —4[1S(F)]] oo
> p2(£0,€) ap- (6o) ap- (&e HISY

= p. (&, )2 e ISl

> 2pz (507 5)2

thus p. (o, &) < 1/v/2. Tt follows that there is an open neighbourhood N O Z and
€ > 0 such that Z/(=D¢z&y < 7/2 — ¢ for all € € N. By monotonicity of comparison
angles, for any y € [z,&), we also have Z(-Dézy < 7/2 — ¢ for all € € N, so

cos(£"Vézy) > 8o for some 6y > 0. Now let N = supgcyy v log d"i(pp;)(ﬁ),él =
A =X > 0, then, using Lemma B let 5 < d1/3 be such that, for y € [z,&) at

distance t from z, we have
92.y(€) = teos(L D Ezy) + o(t)

where ||o(t)||oo < tdo/2 for ¢ < to. Then, using the Chain Rule, we have for £ € N
and 0 < t < tp, letting y € [z,&y) be the point at distance ¢ from z,
Lo 4 (p2) df (ps)

¢ " dp, (§) =log d—pz(f) — G2 y(&) S X —tdo +100/2 < A,
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while for £ € 9X — N and 0 < ¢t <ty we have

log dfd(ppm) () = log d{l(ppm) (&) = g=9(§) SN +1+150/2 <X — 61 +261/3 < A

hence for 0 < ¢t <ty we have ¢(y) < ¢(z), a contradiction. This proves the Claim.
Now it follows from Lemma [6.3] that

deonf(f(pe), p=) = pax [log df,, . (£)]
< —Ene%r;logdfpx,pz(ﬁ) + 415 ()]0
= A+ 4S(f)lloo

1
< S1og2+ 6]1S(/) 1

o
We can now prove Theorem [}

Proof: By the same argument as in the previous Lemma, for each x € X we

may choose a point F(x) € Y which minimizes dconr(f(pz), py) over y € Y, and

moreover we have dconf(f(pm),pp(z)) < 21og2 + 6||S(f)||s- This defines a map
F:X =Y.

For p,q € X, let u = F(p),v = F(q), then we have

|dy (u,0) = dx (p,9)] = |dcons (pus pv) = dcons (f(pp), F(pq))]

< dConf(pua f(pp)) + dConf(p'ua f(pQ))
<log2+12|[S(f)lls

thus F is a (1,log 2 + 12[|S(f)||s0)-quasi-isometry.
Thus F has a continuous extension to the boundary 9F : 0.X — 9Y.

We prove OF = f. Let € € 90X,z € X and let a € X converge to £ along
the ray [x,€). Let y = F(z),b = F(a),\ = dy(y,b), then b — n = IF(&),\ >
dx(z,a) —log2 —12||S(f)]|cc — o0 as a — . Extend [y, b] to a geodesic ray [y,n’)
where 1’ € Y, then g—;’z(n’) = ¢ and b — 7 implies  — 1. By the Chain Rule,

d df(pa
log 225 1o f(pa)

dpy df(pz)

and log M(f(f)) =dx(z,a) > dy(y,b) —log2 — 12||S(f)||c, hence

df(pa)
df(pa)
® 4 (pr)

SO g%z(f(f)) > Ce? for some constant C' > 0, thus

1> o(F(E) 1) = py(F(6). n'Vj—;’b(f(&))

S dConf(pbu f(pa)) + dConf(pya f(pw)) S 10g2 + 12||S(f)||oo

logg—?(f(ﬁ)) > 1o (F(€) —log2 — 12][S(f)lloe = A — 2log2 — 24/|S(f)] e
Y

d
% ) > py(f(€),n)Ce®
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hence p, (£(€),1') = 0, s0 £(€) =n = IF(S).

Finally, if Y is also a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvatures satisfying —b> < K < —1, then, given y € Y, we may apply
Lemma to the map f~! to obtain z € X such that deons(f~(py), pe) <
210g +6(|S(f)||so (note [|S(fHlloc = [|S(f)||oc). Then by definition of F,

dy(F({E),y) - dConf(pF(w)vpy) S dConf(pF(;p), (pi)) + dConj'(f(px), Py)

< dcont(py, fpz)) + dconf (f(pw)v py)

)
- 2dConf(f_1(py)7pI)
< log 2+ 12[[S(f)l[eo

thus the image of F is log2 4 12||S(f)||co-dense in Y. <

7. DYNAMICAL CLASSIFICATION OF MOEBIUS SELF-MAPS

Let X be a proper geodesically complete CAT(-1) space whose boundary has at
least four points. We use the results of the previous section to prove the dynamical
classification of Moebius self-maps of 90X stated in Theorem L9

Proof of Theorem Let f: X — 0X be a Moebius homeomorphism. As
in the previous section choose and fix a nearest point projection 7x : M(9X) —
X, so for all p € M(0X), the visual metric ps,, where g = 7(p), minimizes
dam(p, pz),x € X. Note in particular that my is a (1, log 2)-quasi-isometry, Txoix =
idy and da(p,ix o mx(p)) < log2,p € M(9X), ie. ix omy is at a uniformly
bounded distance from id o x)-

Define as in the proof of Theorem a sequence of (1,log 2)-quasi-isometric
extensions (Fy, : X — X)nez of the maps (f™ : 0X — 0X)nez by putting F,, =
Tx o f" oy where fm : M(0X) — M(9X) denotes the isometry induced by
f™. Note that ﬁ = f" and Fy = idx. It is easy to see that since ix o mx
is at a bounded distance from idp@ox), for any m,n € Z the maps Fp, o F;,, =
onﬁo(ixowx)oﬁoiX,FnoFm = onﬁo(ixoﬂ'x)of;boix and
Foin=mxo f/mE oix are all within bounded distance of each other.

We note that by the definition of F,, for any € X, the maps ™ : (0X, p,) —
(0X, pF, () are uniformly V/2-bi-Lipschitz.

Since the maps F,, are uniform (1,log2)-quasi-isometries, it is clear that the
set of accumulation points in X of a sequence (F,(z))nez is independent of the
choice of x € X. We denote this set by A. We observe that if £ € A, then there is a
sequence (ng) such that for any x € X, F,,, (x) — &, in particular F,, (F1(z)) — &,
hence Fy(F,, (z)) — £ (as the two sequences are within bounded distance of each
other), and since F} has boundary value f, it follows that Fy (F,, (z)) — f(£), hence
&= f(§). Thus all points of A are fixed points of f. We now consider three cases:

Case 1. A = (: Then for any 2 € X, the sequence (F},())nez is bounded, so the
metrics p; and pr, () are uniformly bi-Lipschitz to each other independent of n, and
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it follows from the observation made above that the maps f™ : (0X, py) — (90X, pz)
are uniformly bi-Lipschitz, so we are in Case 1 of Theorem [[.9] the elliptic case.

Case 2. A = {&}: Then for any x € X, F,,(x) — & as |n| = +o00. We claim that
(&) = & as |n| = +oo for all £ € 90X, i.e. we are in Case 2 of Theorem [[L9] the
parabolic case.

Suppose not, then there is a { # £y such that some subsequence f™*(§) con-
verges to a & # &. Fix © € X belonging to the geodesic v = (£y,&). The images
F,,(y) are uniform (1,log2)-quasi-geodesics with endpoints &, f™*(£), with the
endpoints ™ (£) uniformly bounded away from &g, hence there is a ball B of fixed
radius around x such that F),, () intersects B for all k. Choose for each k a
point yx € Fy, (v) N B. Then d(yx, F, (z)) — 400 as k — +oco. The distances
d(yi, B, (2)), d(F_pn, (yr), F—n, (Fpn, (x))) differ by a uniformly bounded amount
(since F_,, s are uniform quasi-isometries), as do the distances d(F_,, (Y ), F—n, (Fn, (x))),
d(F_p, (yx),x) (since the maps F_,, o F}, are within uniformly bounded distance of
the identity), hence d(F_,, (yx), ) — +oc.

The horospherical distances B(§o, F—n, (Yx), x), B(&o, Fry (F-n, (Yk)), Fn, (x)) dif-
fer by a uniformly bounded amount (since the maps F,,, are uniform quasi-isometries
with boundary maps f™* fixing &), as do B(&o, Fn, (F-n, (Yk)), Fn, (2)), B( 0, Yk, Fr, ()
(since the maps F_,, o F,, are within uniformly bounded distance of the identity),
and clearly B(&o, yk, Fn, () — 400, hence B(&, F_p, (yr),z) — +o00. Since the
points F_,, (yx) lie on uniform quasi-geodesics F_,,, o F,, () with fixed endpoints
&o,& and d(F_,, (y),z) — oo, it follows that F_,, (yx) — &. Since the points
Yy are within uniformly bounded distance of x and the maps F_,, are uniform
quasi-isometries, it follows that F_,,, () — &, a contradiction.

Case 3. The set A has at least two points: Then pick two distinct points £, € A,
and fix a point = on the geodesic v = (£4,£_). We may assume (replacing f by
1 if necessary) that there is a subsequence F,,, (x) — &4 with nj, — +oo.

We claim first that f™= (&) — & for all £ € 9X — {&_}. If not, then there is a
& # £_ such that, after passing to a further subsequence if necessary, the distances
Pz (&4, [ (€)) are bounded below by a constant ¢ > 0. Since the points F),, (x)
converge to &4 and lie on uniform quasi-geodesics F),, (7v) with fixed endpoints
&+, &, it follows that pr, (4)(€-, f"*(£)) — 0. However the maps f"* : (0X, pz) —
(0X, pFnk(z)) are uniformly bi-Lipschitz, hence the sequence pFnk(m)(f,, fre(8)) is
bounded below by a positive constant times p, (£, &), and does not tend to zero, a
contradiction.

We now claim that f™(§) — &4 for all £ € 90X — {£_} as n — +00. Denoting
by dfyq(&) the derivative of the conformal map f : (0X, pp,) — (90X, pq) at a point
&£ € 0X, we have

(dfr (€)™ = df 4 (&)
dpy
— Nk . _
= e, (&) dpr,, (x)

—0
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since df"* (&4) is bounded above (by v/2) and —22=—(£,) — 0 (as the
z, Py () dPFnk(x)

points F,,, (x) converge to £ and lie along uniform quasi-geodesics F,, () with fixed
endpoints £1,&_). It follows that dfs ,(§+) < 1, hence there is a neighbourhood U
of &, such that f™(§) = &4 as n — +oo for all £ € U. Now given § € 90X — {¢_},
there is a k such that f™*(£) € U, hence it follows that f™(£) — &4 as n — +oo.

Now there is a sequence of integers my, with |my| — 400 such that F,,,, (z) — &_.
By the argument given above, we must have mj — —oo (otherwise there would be
a sequence of positive integers tending to infinity with f™ converging pointwise
on 0X — {&;} to &_, contradicting the conclusion of the previous paragraph). It
follows from the same argument as above that f*({) — {_ as n — —oo for all
¢ € 0X — {&;}. Hence we are in Case 3 of Theorem [[L9, the hyperbolic case. ©
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