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ON ENDS OF FINITE-VOLUME NONCOMPACT MANIFOLDS OF
NONPOSITIVE CURVATURE

RAN JI & YUNHUI WU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we confirm a folklore conjecture which suggests that for a complete
noncompact manifold M of finite volume with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0, if the
universal cover of M is a visibility manifold, then the fundamental group of each end of M
is almost nilpotent.

1. INTRODUCTION

The geometry and topology of complete finite-volume noncompact manifolds of nonpositive
curvature is a fascinating topic for a long time. One may refer to [BGS85, Bal0l, Bell6,
BH99, Ebe96, EHS93| for details and related topics. In [Hei76] Heintze showed that if M
is a complete finite-volume noncompact manifold with pinched negative sectional curvature,
then there are only finitely many distance minimizing geodesic rays emanating from a point
in M. In particular M has only finitely many ends. From the Margulis Lemma [BGS85,
Page 101] we know that the fundamental group of each end of M is almost nilpotent, i.e., it
contains a nilpotent subgroup of finite index. One may see [Ebe80, Corollary 3.3] or [BGS85,
Page iii| for more details. Gromov proved in [Gro78] that if M is a complete finite-volume
noncompact manifold with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0, then M is of finite type, i.e.,
M is diffeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold with boundary. In particular, the
fundamental group of M is finitely presentable. .

Recall that a complete simply connected manifold M of nonpositive sectional curvature
is called a wvisibility manifold if any two distinct points on the geometric boundary can be
joined by a geodesic line. A typical example is a complete simply connected manifold of
uniformly negative sectional curvature. Eberlein [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1] showed that for a
complete noncompact manifold M of finite volume with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0, if
the universal cover of M is a visibility manifold, then M has only finitely many ends and each
end is parabolic and Riemannian collared. Indeed he showed that each end is homeomorphic
to a codimension-one closed aspherical submanifold, called a cross-section, cross the real line.
Where each cross section is a compact quotient manifold of a horosphere [Ebe80, Lemma
3.1g]. The following folklore conjecture has been open over decades.

Conjecture 1.1. Let M be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold M of finite volume
with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0. Suppose that the universal cover of M is a wvisibility
manifold. Then the fundamental group of each end of M is almost nilpotent.

This conjecture is known to be true for dim(M) < 3 (e.g., see [Bell6, Corollary 15.7]). In this
paper, we prove it for all dimensions.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture 1.1 is true. Moreover, the index can be bounded from above by a
uniform constant depending only on the dimension.

For the case that dim(M) = 4, we provide two different proofs to confirm Conjecture 1.1.
1
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The proof of Theorem 1.2 mainly consists of the following three parts.

Step-1. As introduced above, the fundamental group of each end of M is isomorphic
to the fundamental group of a closed aspherical manifold. In particular, the group is finitely
presentable. And it is known that the fundamental group of each end of M consists of parabolic
isometries of the universal cover M of M and fixes a common point in the geometric boundary
of M. A key step in the proof of Theorem 1.2 is to show that this group has subexponential
growth. That is, it has vanishing algebraic entropy. This allows us to transfer Conjecture
1.1 to a special case of a modified Milnor’s problem. More precisely, a well-known Milnor’s
problem asks whether a finitely generated group with vanishing algebraic entropy has at most
polynomial growth. Grigorchuk in [Gri85] gave a negative answer to Milnor’s problem. His
counterexample is a finitely generated but not finitely presented group. He modified Milnor’s
problem as the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.3 (Modified Milnor Problem). A finitely presented group with vanishing alge-
braic entropy has at most polynomial growth.

A celebrated theorem of Gromov [Gro81] states that a finitely generated group of at most
polynomial growth is almost nilpotent. One may refer to [BGT12 CRX18, Gril4, leOO] for
related topics on Conjecture 1.3. Let ¢ be an isometry of M. Set Fix(p) = {n € M( ) :
©(n) = n}, where M(o0) is the geometric boundary of M (See section 2 for the precise
definition). Motivated by the work [Wul8] of the second named author, in which it was
shown that the translation length of a parabolic isometry of a proper visibility CAT(0) space
vanishes, we show the following generalization that is the central technical proposition of the
paper.

Proposition 1.4. Let X be a complete proper visibility CAT(0) space and Ty be a group
of isometries of X generated by a finite symmetric set S. Assume that there exists a point
€ € X(00) such that Fix(p) = {&} for every ¢ € T'g\ {e}. Then for any x € X we have

i Xl <k d(z,o(x))
1m
k—o0 k

=0,
where | - |y, is the word norm with respect to S.

Using a standard volume comparison argument, Proposition 1.4 yields the following result,
which suggests that Conjecture 1.1 is a special case of Conjecture 1.3.

Proposition 1.5. Let M be a complete, n (n > 2)-dimensional, simply connected, nonposi-
tively curved visibility manifold whose Ricci curvature satisfies that Ric > —(n —1). And let
g be a finitely generated group acting freely and properly discontinuously on M. Assume that
there exists a point 1 € M(co) such that for every ¢ € Tg\ {e}, Fix(¢) = {n}. Then, the
algebraic entropy of I'y vanishes.

It is known [EO73, Theorem 6.5] that a parabolic isometry of a complete visibility manifold
has a unique fixed point on its geometric boundary. Clearly Proposition 1.5 implies that
the fundamental group of each end of M in Conjecture 1.1 has zero algebraic entropy. If
dim(M) = 4, by [Ebe80, Lemma 3.1g] it is known that the fundamental group of each end
of M in Conjecture 1.1 is isomorphic to the fundamental group of a closed 3-dimensional as-
pherical manifold. By using Perelman’s solution of the Poincare Conjecture, Di Cerbo showed
in [DCO09] that the fundamental group of a closed 3-dimensional aspherical manifold either is
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almost nilpotent or has a uniform positive algebraic entropy. Thus, Conjecture 1.1 can be con-
firmed for the 4-dimensional case. For general dimensions, because of the lack of information
on the structures of closed aspherical manifolds, more developments are required. Together
with the following two steps we will provide a proof of Theorem 1.2 for all dimensions without
using Perelman’s solution of the Poincare Conjecture.

Step-2. Let M be as in Conjecture 1.1. Denote by M its universal cover. The funda-
mental group I' of M acts freely and properly on M by isometries. Let v be a lift of a
geodesic ray in M converging to an end E and write n = 7(00). The stability subgroup
I'y ={p eI': p(n) =n} is isomorphic to the fundamental group of E. Inspired by the work
of Caprace and Monod in [Cap09, CM13], we study the action of I, on the transverse space
M,, associated with 1. The space M,, is a complete properAE]AT(O) space on which I, acts
cocompactly by isometries. However, the action of I';, on M, may not be discrete although
'), is a finitely generated group. In this step we first prove Proposition 6.2, which is a type of
classical Bieberbach Theorem without the proper action assumption. Then by applying the
main result of Adams-Ballmann in [AB98] we will show that this transverse space M, is a
bounded space.

Step-3. Let d(-,-) denote the distance function. By the definition of transverse space
associated to a geometric boundary point, the boundedness of Mn in step-2 implies that for
any geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M with v(00) = n there exists a uniform constant C' > 0 such
that for every ¢ € Iy,

d(y,p07) <C.
Where d(v, ¢ 0v) = inf ey ((0,00)),yepor((0,00)) (2, y) is the distance between two geodesic rays
~v and po~y. Then Theorem 1.2 follows by the following version of the Margulis Lemma, which
is derived in Section 3. More precisely, we show that

Proposition 1.6 (Margulis Lemma at Infinity). Let M be a complete, simply connected n-
dimensional manifold with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0 and I';, be a finitely generated,
discrete group of parabolic isometries that fizes some n € M (00) and all horospheres centered
at m. Suppose that for a geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M with ~v(00) = n there exists a uniform
constant C' > 0 such that for any ¢ € Iy, the distance satisfies that

d(y,p07) <C.
Then I’y is almost nilpotent, i.e., it contains a nilpotent subgroup of finite index. Moreover,
the index is bounded from above by a uniform constant I(n) > 0 depending only on n.

In Section 3 we will provide two progf/s on the first part of Proposition 1.6. One is to use
the structure of the transverse space M,,. The other one is a direct consequence of Theorem
3.6, a refined version of Proposition 1.6, which allows C' to go to infinity in terms of the word
norm of ¢.

Remark 1.7. It is not difficult to derive the existence of the uniform constant C' in Proposition
1.6 under the stronger assumption that M is Gromov hyperbolic (see the proof of Corollary
3.5). In the visibility setting it is more complicated due to the lack of uniform divergence.

Remark 1.8. Caprace and Monod in [CM13, Corollary E| showed that for a proper cocompact
CAT(0) space X, every finitely generated discrete subgroup of the isometry group of X with
zero algebraic entropy is almost nilpotent. Although in the proof of Theorem 1.2 we know that
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the transverse space Mn is a proper cocompact CAT(0) space and I, is a finitely generated
group with zero algebraic entropy (by step-1), the group I';, may not be a discrete subgroup
of the isometry group of ]\777. For example, for the case that the curvature of M has pinched
negative curvature, the group I';, acts trivially on ]\777. Thus Theorem 1.2 is not a consequence

of step-1 and [CM13, Corollary EJ]. Step-2 and step-3 are necessary in our proof. The second
named author is grateful to Prof. Monod for explaining [CM13, Corollary E] to him.

We close this introduction section by discussing several applications of Theorem 1.2.

Ranks of groups. The first application is to determine the rank of the fundamental group
of each end of M in Theorem 1.2, where the rank of an almost nilpotent group is the rank of
a nilpotent subgroup of finite index. Let G be a finitely generated nilpotent group. Consider
a filtration of G as follows

such that each G;41/G; is an Abelian group. Define
d—1
rank(G) = Z rank(Git1/Gi).
i=0
The rank of an almost nilpotent group is well-defined (e.g., see [Rag72, Page 32]). In Section
7 we prove

Corollary 1.9. Let M be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold M of finite volume
with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0. Suppose that the universal cover of M is a visibility
manifold. Then for each end E of M, the rank rank(m (E)) of the fundamental group of E
satisfies that

rank(m;(E)) = dim(M) — 1.

Negatively curved manifolds without visibility. Theorem 1.2 gives a non-visibility cri-
terion for complete manifolds of finite volume and bounded nonpositive curvature. In [AS92]
Abresch and Schroeder constructed certain so-called graph manifolds M* of dimension 4 of
sectional curvature —1 < K < 0 and finite volume. In their construction, the fundamental
group of each end of M* contains a subgroup which has exponential growth. Our second
application of Theorem 1.2 is to determine the visibility of such manifolds. We prove

Corollary 1.10. Let M* be the manifold in [AS92] which has finite volume and sectional
curvature —1 < K < 0. Then the universal cover of M* is not a visibility manifold.

We remark here that the universal cover of a compact non-positively curved manifold is a
visibility manifold if and only if it is Gromov hyperbolic (e.g., see [BH99]). In particular, the
universal cover of a compact negatively curved manifold is always a visibility manifold.

Strongly asymptotic rays in ends. Recall that two geodesic rays v;,72 in a complete
simply connected manifold M of nonpositive sectional curvature are asymptotic if
sup d(v1(t),y2) < oo.
t€[0,00)
It is well-known (e.g., see [HIH77]) that if the sectional curvature K of M is uniformly negative,

then two asymptotic geodesic rays v1 and 9 are strongly asymptotic, i.e., limy_o d(71(t),72) =
0. The third application of Theorem 1.2 is as follows.
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Corollary 1.11. Let M be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold M of finite volume
with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0. Suppose that the universal cover M of M is a visibility
manifold. Suppose o : [0,00) — M is a geodesic ray that converges to an end. Then any two
asymptotic lifts v1 and vy of o are strongly asymptotic, i.e., if y1(00) = v2(c0), then

d(v1,72) = 0.

To our best knowledge Corollary 1.11 is new even for the case that the universal cover M
is Gromov hyperbolic. For the proof of Corollary 1.11, we first show Theorem 1.2, i.e., the
fundamental group of an end F of M is almost nilpotent. Then we apply the structure of E
which is homeomorphic to C' x R where C is a cross-section and use an induction argument
on the depth of the almost nilpotent group 71 (F) to complete the proof.

One open question. In view of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.11, the following question is
naturally raised.

Question 1.12. Let (M, dsg) be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold of finite volume

with sectional curvature —1 < K < 0. Suppose that the universal cover M of (M, ds%) is a
visibility manifold. Does M admit a complete Riemannian metric ds® such that (M, ds®) has
pinched negative curvature and finite volume?

If the answer to Question 1.12 is positive, it is not hard to see that Theorem 1.2 is a direct
consequence. In the Appendix we will construct a complete manifold (M, ds%) of finite volume

with curvature —1 < K < 0 such that its universal cover (M ,ds?) is a visibility manifold but
not a Gromov hyperbolic space. This example also tells that one cannot _expect that the
metric ds? in Question 1.12 is bi-Lipschitz to ds%; otherwise, the space (M ,ds%) would be
Gromov hyperbolic because Gromov hyperbolicity is preserved by quasi-isometries [BH99].

Plan of paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect preliminaries for
nonpositively curved spaces and the groups of isometries. The concept of transverse space is
introduced. In Section 3 we prove an asymptotic Margulis Lemma, which deals with the case
when the transverse space is bounded. A converse to the main result of Section 3 is shown in
Section 4. In Section 5 we show that the fundamental group of each end as stated in Theorem
1.2 has vanishing algebraic entropy. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed in Section 6.
In Section 7 we prove Corollary 1.9, 1.10 and 1.11. Finally in the Appendix we construct a
complete manifold of finite volume with bounded nonpositive curvature whose universal cover
is a visibility manifold but not a Gromov hyperbolic space.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Prof. P. Eberlein and Prof. S. T.
Yau for their interests. They are also grateful to anonymous referees for their careful reading
and valuable comments, one of which especially improves the statement of Proposition 1.4.

The second named author is partially supported by a grant from Tsinghua university and the
NSFC grants No. 12171263 and 12361141813.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we set up the notations and provide necessary background on nonpositively
curved geometry. One may refer to [Bal0l, BGS85, BH99, Ebe96] for more details.



6 RAN JI & YUNHUI WU

CAT(0) spaces.
Let X be a complete geodesic metric space. X is called a CAT(0) space if for any three points
x,y,z € X we have

d*(z,m) < (d2 (z,z) + d* (2, y)) — id?(:n,y),

where m is the midpoint of the geodesic segment from x to y. CAT(0) spaces are natural
generalizations of complete simply connected manifolds with nonpositive sectional curvature.
X is said to be unbounded if sup, ,cx d(z,y) = oo.

We say a metric space X is proper if all closed bounded sets in X are compact. We say
X is of bounded geometry if for all » > § > 0, there exists n, 5 > 0 such that for any z € X,
there are at most n, s disjoint geodesic balls of radius § with centers in By (r). A complete
metric space of bounded geometry is proper. Main examples of CAT(0) spaces of bounded
geometry include complete, simply connected Riemannian n-manifolds such that the sectional
curvature satisfies K < 0 and the Ricci curvature satisfies Ric > —(n — 1). One may check it
directly by using the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison inequality [Gro07].

The geometric boundary.

Let X be a CAT(0) space. Fix a base point x € X. Two geodesic rays y; and 7, are said to
be asymptotic, denoted by 71 ~ 79 if there exists a constant C such that for any t > 0 we
have

d(vi(t),y2(t)) < C.
Define X (00), the geometric boundary of X, to be

X (00) = the set of all geodesic rays/ ~ .

We denote X U X (o) by X. We write y(o0) as the equivalence class of 7.

When M i is a complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature,
we fix p € M and let Sp M denote the set of unit _tangent vectors in T), M. Given w € Sp M
there exists a unique geodesic ray 7, : [0,00) — M satisfying v(0) = p and +/(0) = w. Two
geodesic rays y; and 7o starting from p are equivalent if and only if 71 = 5. At the same
time each equivalence class contains a representative emanating from p. Thus M (c0) can be
identified with SpM for each p € M. A basic fact is that M with the cone topology is a
compactification of M.

The horocycle topology. o
Let £ € X(00). Denote by 7, ¢ : [0,00] = X the geodesic ray parametrized by arc length with
Y2,6(0) = x and 7, ¢(00) = £. The Busemann function B, : X — R is defined by

By, () = Jim (d(me (6),4) 1)

The level sets of B, , are called horospheres centered at § and the sublevel sets of B, . are

called horoballs. If two geodesic rays v; ~ 72, then B, — B,, is a constant. When M is a
complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature, it was shown
in [EOT73] that there is a unique topology that makes M a compactification of M, such that

for each n € M (00) the set of horoballs centered at n forms a local basis. This topology is
called the horocycle topology.
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The visibility axiom.
Definition 2.1. A CAT(0) space X is said to satisfy the visibility aziom if each pair of distinct

points £, € X (c0) can be joined by a geodesic line, i.e., there is a geodesic v : R — X such
that v(—o0) = £ and y(o0) = n. We also call such a space a visibility CAT(0) space.

Remark 2.2. From the definition it is easy to check that a complete simply connected manifold
with uniformly negative sectional curvature is a visibility manifold. A more general example
of a visibility manifold is a complete simply connected Gromov hyperbolic manifold of non-
positive curvature (e.g., see [BH99]). On the other hand, visibility manifolds share a number
of properties with uniformly negatively curved manifolds.

The following Lemma is a generalization of [EO73, Proposition 4.8].

Lemma 2.3. [BH99, Proposition 9.35] Let X be a proper visibility CAT(0) space. Let & €
X(00) and Bg¢ be a horoball centered at . Then any unbounded sequence of points in Be
converges to £ in the cone topology. In particular for any x € Bg, v, ¢ 15 the unique geodesic
ray contained in Bg.

One may also view the lemma above as follows: it is known (e.g., see [BGS85, part (iv) of
Lemma on page 46]) that for any 1 € B¢(oo) C X (00), the Tits distance between n and ¢ is

™

no more than 7. On the other hand, it is also known (e.g., see [BGS85, part (3) of Lemma
on page 54]) that the Tits metric on the geometric boundary of a proper visibility CAT(0)
space is totally degenerated. So & € X(00) is the unique point in Bg(c0).

Classification of Isometries.
Let ¢ be an isometry of a CAT(0) space X. The displacement function d, : X — R associated
with ¢ is defined by

dy(x) = d(z,o(x)).

We call
= inf d
ol = inf dy(z)
the translation length of p. The collection of nontrivial isometries is divided into three disjoint
classes.

Definition 2.4. An isometry ¢ : X — X is called
(a) elliptic if d, achieves its minimum on X and |p| =0,
(b) azial if d, achieves its minimum on X and |p| > 0,
(c) parabolic if d, does not achieve the minimum on X.
In this paper we concentrate on parabolic isometries. s
An isometry ¢ of a complete, simply connected manifold M with nonpositive curvature
extends naturally to a homeomorphism of M , which is still denoted by . By the Brouwer

fixed point Theorem, ¢ has at least one fixed point in M. Tt follows that every non-elliptic
isometry of M has at least one fixed point in M (co). Denote by Fix () the set of fixed points

of ¢ in M. We want to study an isometry through its action on M (00). First we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. (1). Let ¢ be a parabolic isometry of a proper CAT(0) space X. Then there is
some £ € Fix(p) € X (00) such that all horospheres centered at £ are invariant under ¢.

(2). If || = 0, then all horospheres centered at each fized point of ¢ in X (c0) are invariant
under w. Here ¢ is allowed to be elliptic.
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Proof. For the proof of the first part, we refer the readers to [Bal01, Proposition 3.4] or [BH99,
Part II-Lemma 8.26].

For the second part, when |¢| = 0, we can find a sequence of points {z;};>1 in X such that
d(zi, p(x;)) < 1/i. Let n € X(00) be a fixed point of ¢ and let H be a horosphere centered
at 1. Denote by

Bi(z) = lim (d (ya,4 (), 7) — 1)

t—o00
the Busemann function associated with ,, ,. Since all v, ,’s are asymptotic, we have for
every i € N,

A(H, () = |Bix) - Bi(¢(2))]
| i (d (i (), 2) = £) = Jim (d (1), 0 () — )]

1 (3 (8),2) = ™ 070, (8), )
tliglo d(/ymi,n(t% (10_1 o ’7:&',77 (t))

d('Yxi,n(O)a 90_1 o ’Y:cim(o))

= d(zi, 0 (27)) < %

IN I

IN

Taking the limit as ¢ — oo we get d(H,p(H)) = 0. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.6. We observe that if there is £ € X (00) such that all horospheres centered at £
are invariant under an isometry group I', then the action of I' on X cannot be cocompact. In
fact, let v € £ be a geodesic ray with v(0) = . Then for every ¢ € I" and for any t > 0,

d(p(z),7(t)) = By(p(x)) = By(v(1))
— B,(@) - B,(() =t,
which is unbounded. This means that for any R > 0, Uper Bg(z)(R) doesn’t cover X.

In the proof of Lemma 2.5 we used the fact that if two geodesic rays 1 ~ 79, then the
function d(v1(t),72) is monotonically decreasing in t. We call

(1) d(v1,72) = Jlim d(71(t),72)

the asymptotic distance between v, and 5. We show that if 41 and 9 are parametrized such
that v1(¢) and ~2(t) lie on the same horosphere for some (and hence for all) ¢ € [0, 00), then

(2) d(y1,72) = lim d(m (t),72(t))

In fact, it follows immediately from the definition (1) that d(y1,7v2) < limg—eo d(71(2), 72(t)).
To see d(y1,72) > limy—yoo d(71 (), 72(t)), let va(t + to) be the projection of 1 (t) onto 2. It
is implied by the convexity of horoballs that ¢ty > 0. Consider the geodesic triangle with
vertices 1 (t),v1(t +to) and yo(t +tg). Since 71 intersects each horosphere centered at -1 (00)
transversely we have

v

Loy (t10) (1 (1), 72(t + t0)) >
Since X is a CAT(0) space,

d(71(t),72) = d(m1(t),72(t + o)) = d(v1(t + to), v2(t + to))-
Taking t — oo yields the desired inequality.
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If ¢ is a parabolic isometry which fixes £ € X (o0) and 7 is a geodesic ray with endpoint &,
then v and ¢ oy are asymptotic. We denote simply

dp(v) = d(v,p 0 7).

Moreover, if ¢ also fixes all horospheres centered at £, we obtain by (2)
do(y) = Jim dy(y(1)).

When M is a visibility manifold, the type of a non-elliptic isometry of M is characterized
by the number of its fixed points on M (c0).

Lemma 2.7. [EO73, Theorem 6.5] Let M bea complete, simply connected, visibility manifold.
Then every parabolic isometry of M fizes exactly one point n € M(oo) and hence also fizes
all horospheres centered n. Every azial isometry of M fizes exactly two points in M (00).

The following result of the second named author will be repeatedly used in this paper.

Theorem 2.8. [Wul8, Theorem 1.3] Let X be a complete proper visibility CAT(0) space.
Then, for any parabolic isometry ¢ of X, we have

] = 0.

In Section 5 we will see that Theorem 2.8 is a consequence of Proposition 5.3.

Transverse spaces.
The study of the transverse space associated with a geometric boundary point of a CAT(0)
space was initiated by Caprace and Monod. We refer to [Cap09], [Lee00] and [CM13] for more
general results and the proofs.

Let X be an unbounded CAT(0) space and £ € X(oco) be a boundary point. Fix a horo-
sphere H centered at £. Define

dg(a:,y) = d(%ﬂ,&a’}’y,ﬁ) for =,y € H.

It is easy to see that (H,d¢) is a pseudo-metric space. Its metric completion, denoted by
(Xe, de), is called the transverse space of . For example, if X is a complete simply connected
manifold of uniformly negative sectional curvature, then de¢(x,y) = 0 for all z,y € H. That
is, the space (X¢,d¢) is a single point.

It turns out that not only any pair of points in X, can be joined by a geodesic, but also
the CAT(0) structure is well-preserved (e.g., see [Lee00, Page 11]). We will use the following
property of transverse spaces, which is a reformulation of [Lee00, Proposition 2.8] and [CM13,
Proposition 3.3].

Theorem 2.9. The space X¢ is a complete CAT(0) space. If X is of bounded geometry, then
50 is X¢; in particular, X¢ is proper.

Since the distance function on a CAT(0) space is convex, it is not hard to see that
de(z,y) < d(x,y) for all z,y € H.

Let ¢ be a parabolic isometry of X fixing £ and all horospheres centered at £&. Then ¢
induces naturally an (not necessarily parabolic) isometry of X with the same translation
length, which is still denoted by ¢ when it doesn’t cause any confusion. It is straightforward
to check that if a group of isometries fixing £ acts cocompactly on a horosphere centered at
&, then it also acts cocompactly on X¢.
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Stability groups.

As remarked in the preceding subsections, every non-elliptic isometry of M fixes at least one
point in M (00). Denote by Isom(]\7 ) the group of isometries of M. Let T be a subgroup of
Isom(]\Aj). For n € ]\7(00), we denote by Iy, the stability subgroup

Iy={pel: o) =n}
and by Isomn(M ) the stability subgroup

Isom, (M) = (Isom(M)), = {p € Isom(M) : ¢(n) = n}.
A group I'y of isometries of M is called a stability group if it fixes a point 1 € M (00), i.e.,
I'y C Isomn(ﬂ).

For any almost nilpotent group I in Isom(M), if TV acts freely on M and contains a
parabolic isometry, it is known [BGS85, Lemma 7.9-(3)] that I"” is necessarily a stability
group.

When M is a visibility manifold and I' is a group of isometries acting freely and properly
discontinuously on M, Eberlein gave a satisfactory result on the structure of the stability
subgroups of I'. We state a reformulation of it.

Theorem 2.10. [EO73, Proposition 6.8] The non-identity elements of a stability subgroup
I, are either all parabolic or all azial. In the axial case the group is cyclic.

We finish this section by introducing the growth of a finitely generated group.

Word metric and growth of groups.
Let T be a finitely generated group with generating set S = {1, 92, -+, ¢} where [ > 0 is
an integer. We further assume that S is symmetric, i.e., closed under the inverse operation.
Recall a word over the set S is a finite sequence a = ¢;, ¢4, ... @i, of elements of S. The
integer L is called the word length of a. Every word can be identified naturally with a unique
element of I'. We remark that two different words might be identified with the same element
of I.

Given an element ¢ of I', its word norm with respect to the generating set S, denoted by
|¢]w, is defined to be the shortest length of a word over S which can be identified with .
The distance function d,, on I' in the word metric with respect to S is defined to be

dw (1, 02) = ¢~ palw for @1, €T
The algebraic entropy h(I',S) of I wit respect to S is defined by
W(r.S) = tim 108 #BulR)
k—o0 k

where By (k) = {p € ' : |p|ly < k} is the ball centered at e of radius k in the word metric.
The existence of the limit follows easily from the relation

By(k+1) C By(k) - By(l), VEk1>1
It is not difficult to verify that if A(I",S) = 0, then
h(T,S8") =0

for every symmetric generating set S’ of I'. In this case we say I" has subexponential growth

and write
h(T") = 0.
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I" is said to have exponential growth if for a symmetric generating set .S
h(T,S) > 0.

It is interesting to ask when a finitely generated group with vanishing algebraic entropy is
almost nilpotent. By Gromov [Gro81] it is known that a finitely generated group is almost
nilpotent if and only if it is of polynomial growth. For this direction, one may see [BGT12,
CRX18, Gril4, dIH00].

3. BOUNDEDNESS IMPLIES NILPOTENCY

In this section we provide a version of the Margulis Lemma at infinity. This corresponds
to Step-3 in the proof of Theorem 1.2 as introduced in the Introduction.

Let M be a complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold with pinched sectional cur-
vature —1 < K37 < 0. In this section we study stability groups of isometries of M. In view
of Theorem 2.10, we are interested in the case when all elements are parabolic. An essential
tool for the discussion in this section is the following well-known Margulis Lemma.

Theorem 3.1 (Margulis Lemma). [BGS85, Theorem 9.5 Let M be a complete simply con-
nected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with curvature —1 < K a7 S 0 and I'" be a discrete

group of isometries of M. Then there ezist two constants € = e(n) >0 and I(n) € N such
that for any x € M, T'e(x) = (¢ € T' : dy(x) < €) is an almost nilpotent group. Moreover,
No(z) =(p €T :dy(x) <e,ny(x) <0.49) C I'o(x) is a nilpotent subgroup of index < I(n).

Where n,(x), the rotational norm of ¢ at x, is defined to be
np(r) = max{Z(w, Py(z)s © psw) : w € SxM},

where P, Tp(m)M — TxM is the parallel translation along the unique geodesic segment
Ye(a),e from p(z) to z, and ¢, : T, M — Ty ;)M is the pushforward associated with the map
p: M — M.

Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 was generalized to complete Riemannian manifolds with low bounds
on the Ricci curvature by Cheeger-Colding [CC96] and Kapovitch-Wilking [KW11]. Re-
cently Breuillard-Green-Tao [BGT12] generalizes Theorem 3.1 to metric spaces with so-called

bounded packing property. This confirms a conjecture of Gromov [Gro07]. In this paper, we
only use Theorem 3.1, which is the traditional Margulis Lemma .

We are now ready to state the main result of this section as follows, which can be viewed
as the Margulis Lemma at infinity.

Proposition 3.3 (=Proposition 1.6). Let M be a complete, simply connected n-dimensional
manifold with sectional curvature —1 < K37 < 0. Let I'g be a finitely generated, discrete group

of parabolic isometries that fizes some n € ﬁ(oo) and all horospheres centered at n. Suppose

that for a geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M with ~v(00) = n there exists a uniform constant C' > 0
such that

(3) d(v,p07) < C for all p € I'y.
Then Ty contains a nilpotent subgroup of index < I(n), where I(n) € N is as in Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Let (X, d;) be the transverse space of 7. Since the curvature satisfies —1 < K77 <0,
by Theorem 2.9 we know that (X,,d,) is a complete proper CAT(0) space, on which I'y acts
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by isometries. Let x € X, correspond to the geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M in the assumption.
Since d(vy,p o) < C for all p € Ty, we have

This implies that the orbit {¢(x)},er, is a bounded set in (X,,d,). By the Cartan Fixed
Point Theorem (e.g., see [BH99, Page 179]) we know that I'g has a common fixed point, i.e.,
there exists a point xp € X, such that

o(zp) = zg, for all ¢ € I'y.

Let H be the horosphere centered at 1 containing the point v(0). Recall that the transverse
space (X;,dy,) of n is the metric completion of (H,d,). Thus we can find a geodesic ray

Yo : [0,00) = M with 70(0) € H and vy(c0) = 7 such that
dn(70(0), o) < ¢/3

where € > 0 is the Margulis constant as in Theorem 3.1. Then it follows from the triangle
inequality that for every ¢ € Iy,

d(v0,20%) = dy(70(0), ¢ ©(0))
< dy(70(0), 20) + dy (w0, p(20)) + dy(p(0), ¢ ©70(0))
= 2dy,(70(0), 7o)
2e
< =,
-3

Let {1,992, , ¢} be a finite generating set for I'yg where [ > 0 is an integer. The inequality
above implies that for a sufficiently large constant ¢ > 0 one may have

max, d(70(t), pi 0o 0(t)) < e.

By Theorem 3.1 we know that the group I'o = (@1, 2, - , ;) contains a nilpotent subgroup
of index < I(n). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 3.3 can be used to study the stability groups of isometries of a Gromov hyper-
bolic manifold of nonpositive curvature. Recall that, for a constant § > 0, a geodesic metric
space is called 0-hyperbolic if for any geodesic triangle Azxyz, the side 7, , lies completely in
the d-neighborhood of the other two sides v, . and 7,.. A metric space is called Gromov
hyperbolic if it is d-hyperbolic for some ¢ > 0.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that M be a complete, simply connected 5—hyp/el°b0lz'c manifold with
nonpositive sectional curvature. Let x,y, z,w be four distinct points in M such that d(z,y) >
20, Zy(y,w) > 7)2, Ly(x,2) > 7/2 and d(z,w) = d(y,z) > 2d(x,y). Then we have
d(z,w) > d(z,y) + 26.

Proof. Consider the geodesic triangle Axzyw. By the definition of Gromov hyperbolicity there
is a point &’ on the geodesic segment ., such that d(z’,v;,) < ¢ and d(z’,73,0) < 6. On the
other hand, in the triangle Ayzw we know there is point 3’ € v, .U, ,, satisfying d(z’,y") < 0.
We claim that 3’ must lie outside of v, .; otherwise

d(ﬂ:, y) d(’YS(}7w7 ’Yy,z)
d(.%'/, ’Y:c,w) + d(x/7 ’Yy,z)
(', yzw) +d(@',y')
26,

VAN VANVAN
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which is a contradiction. Thus we have y’ € 7, 4.

Let w' € 7., be a point such that d(z',w’) < 6. Since Z,(y,w), Zy(x,z) > 7/2, it follows
from comparison with the Euclidean case that d(w,w’) > d(w,z) and d(z,w') > d(z,vy).
Together with the triangle inequality we obtain

d(z,w) = d(z,y)+d(y, w)
> (d(z,w') —dy',w')) + (d(w,w') — d(y', w'))
> d(z,y) +d(w,z) —2(d(y,2") + d(z’,w"))
> Ad(z,y) — 40
> d(z,y) + 26.
This completes the proof. O

Now we have an immediate application of Proposition 3.3, which generalizes a well-known
result for complete manifolds with pinched negative curvature [Bow93, Lemma 4.9)].

Corollary 3.5. Let M be a complete, simply connected Gromov hyperbolic manifold with
-1 < K3 < 0. Let Tg be a finitely generated, discrete group of parabolic isometries that

fixzes n € M (00) and hence also all horospheres centered at n. Then Ty contains a nilpotent
subgroup of index < I(n), where I(n) € N is as in Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Assume that M is d-hyperbolic for some § > 0. Fix p € M and let Yo 1 [0,00) = M
be the geodesic ray with (0) = p and v(co) = 1. We show that for every ¢ € Ty,

d(Vp,n, ¢ © Ypn) < 26.
Assume not, then there exists ¢ € I'g such that for all ¢ > 0,

d(Ypn (1), @ © Y (t)) > 20.

Set L = d,(p) > 26. Since ¢ is a parabolic isometry fixing 7 € M(oo), Ypu(t) and ¢ oy, n(t)
lie on the same horosphere with center 7. It follows from the convexity of horoballs that

4’Yp,n(t) (p’ Yo fypvﬁ(t)) 2 77/2-

It is then easy to check that for ¢ > 2L the geodesic quadrangle with vertices v, ,(t),¢ o
Yo (t)s @ 0 Ypn(t —2L), vpn(t — 2L) satisfies the assumption of Lemma 3.4 and we get

(4) d(Vp,n(t —2L),po0 Vp,n(t —2L)) > d(%m(t)’ ¥ o %m(t)) + 20.

Since K37 < 0, the function ¢ — dy(7p,,(t)) is convex and monotonically decreasing. There-
fore by (4), for t > 2L,

L = d, (’Yp,n(o))

t t—2L
> idgo(’}/p,n(t —2L)) - Tdsﬁ(%ﬂ,n(t))
ot
= A + dip (Vp, (1))
ot
>
2 7 + 29,

by letting ¢t — oo we get a contradiction. This implies that di,(7p) is uniformly bounded for
p € I'g and the corollary follows from Proposition 3.3. O
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It is well-known [BH99, Proposition 9.32] that the universal cover of a compact manifold
of nonpositive curvature is Gromov hyperbolic if and only if it satisfies the visibility axiom.
We will give an example in the Appendix which shows that the compactness condition cannot
be replaced by the finite volume condition. Hence for general visibility manifolds we need to
develop new methods to derive the nilpotency of stability groups, which will be discussed in
the following three sections.

For the rest of this section we provide a more general version of the Margulis Lemma at
infinity, which replaces the constant C in Proposition 3.3 by an unbounded growth function
associated with the word norm. Although we only use Proposition 3.3 in the proof of Theorem
1.2, the following more general result is also interesting. Namely we prove a Margulis type
lemma in terms of asymptotic distance as follows.

Theorem 3.6. Let M be a complete, simply connected n-dimensional manifold with —1 <
K7 <0and Ty = (p1,02, - ,1) be a finitely generated, discrete group of parabolic isome-
tries that fixres n € M(oc0) and all horospheres centered at n. Then there exists a constant
0 > 0 such that, if for some k € N*\ {1} and for some geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M with
Y(o0) €1,

5 max d < ¢ logk,
®) €T, |l <k #(7) &

then I'g is almost nilpotent.

Clearly Proposition 3.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.6.
Before proving it, we provide certain necessary preparations and a useful lemma.
Let x € M and w € T; M. Denote simply the holonomy

Holy,(w) = Py(z),z © psw.

It is easy to see that Hol, is a linear isometry of TIM that preserves SxM , hence it can
thought of as an element in the orthogonal group O(n). There is a natural distance function
on O(n)

d(P, Q) = max £(Pz,Qz),

which makes O(n) a compact manifold with the induced topology.
For 1,2 € I, define the distance between Hol,, and Hol,, based at = to be the induced
distance as elements of O(n). To be precise,

dm(HOLPl’HOLPQ) = wrensa}gﬂl(Pgm(x),x © (901)*"‘}7 ngg(:c),x 0 (902)*"‘})'

The following lemma allows us to compare parallel translations along different piecewise
geodesic paths. For completeness we provide the details for the proof.

Lemma 3.7. [BKS81, 6.2.1] Let M bea complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold with
sectional curvature —1 < K7 < 0. For any three distinct points x,y,z € M, we have

4
Z(P, P, < =A A .
o (Prow, Pry 0 By ow) < 3 rea(Azyz)
Proof. Denote by ¢y : [0,1] — M the geodesic segment 7, . and by ¢; : [0,1] — M the
piecewise geodesic segment 7, , U7y, . satisfying Dg¢;(s) =0, ¢ =0,1. Let ¢;(0 <t < 1) be
the natural homotopy from ¢g to ¢; with D;c(s) = 0 for all s,¢ € [0, 1].
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Given w € SmM , denote by w; the parallel transport of w along ¢;. We have
L(Ppow, Pey o By.w) = Z(wo(l),wi(1))

S / |tht | dt
< / / | Ds Dywy(s)| dsdt
o Jo
1,1
= / / |DiDswi(s) + R(Dycy, Dgcy)wy(s)| dsdt
o Jo
brta 4
< / / —|Dyey A Dgey| dsdt < —Area(Azyz).
o Jo 3 3

Here we have used the purely algebraic fact that the pinched sectional curvature condition
implies the boundedness of the curvature operator. Indeed by the symmetries of the curvature
tensor and the Bianchi identity we have for any p € M and any ft,v,w,T € Sy M
124(R(p, v)w, 7)]
= ‘4< (N? v+ OJ)(U + O.)), T> - 4<R(U7 [l w)(:u‘ + w)a T> - 4<R(M7 v —= OJ)(U - O.)), T>
+4<R(U7 m—= w)(:u - w)7 T>|
= ‘(R(M+T7U+w)(v+w)7u+7—>_<R(IU‘_TU+w)( + ),,U,— >
(Rv+mp+w)(pt+w),v+7)+(Rv—1,p+w)(p+w),v—1)
—<R(,U,+T,U—OJ)(U—OJ),,U,+T>+< ( =TV —-Ww )( ) T>
HR+7p—w)(p—w),v+7) = (Rv -7 p—w)(p—w)v—T)

< K (p+mvt+w)llp + P+ wf + 1K (= o+ w)llp = 7P v + wl?
HK U+ T, 14 )|+ 7P e+ w? + | K — 7,5+ w)||p+ wlv -7/
HE(p+70 =)o —wPlp+ 7+ [K(p— 7,0 - w)l]o - w]|u — 7]
HE @+ 75— w)l[p = wPlo+ 7+ [K (0 = 7,0 = w) | —wlo -7

< (P = rP)o + o + (o + 7P+ o = )|+ wf?
H(lu+ 7P+ =7 = w? + (o + 77 + o = 7)) | — wf?

= 4|l + 1Pl + wl?) + 4o + [72) (1 + |of?) = 32,

which implies that [(R(u,v)w, )| < 4/3. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

Let n € M (c0) be a boundary point. Assume that 'y is a group of parabolic isometries

fixing all horospheres centered at 1. For ¢ € M , denote q; = 4,5 (t), where 7y, is the geodesic
ray emanating from ¢ to n parametrized by arc length. Given ¢ € I'g, recall that

do(Ygn) = Jim d(g,5(t), 0 ©7g,) = Jim di(q2)

is the asymptotic distance between v, and ¢ o y4.
We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Suppose that (5) holds for the a natural number £ > 2 and for a
geodesic ray v € 1. Denote p = v(0) and p; = v(t). Observe that there are only finitely
many elements in I'g with word norm < k. Thus we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently large so that
dy(pe) < dlogk for all ¢ € I'y with |pl, < k.
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Let € = &(n) be as in Theorem 3.1. Because the orthogonal group O(n) is compact, there
exists a constant m = m(n,e) such that any collection of m elements in O(n) contains a
pair between which the distance < /3, where § = 0.49 is the rotational norm bound as in
Theorem 3.1.

We first consider the case when k is sufficiently large. We claim that there exists a positive
constant Ky depending only on n, such that when & > Ky and when ¢ is sufficiently small,
any collection of k points in the geodesic ball By, (0 log k) contains m points lying in a geodesic

. 0
ball of radius logk’

In fact, let ¢i,q2, - ,qx € Bp,(dlogk) be such a collection and consider the geodesic

6 0
balls By, (=5 ———), which are all contained in B,, (0 logk +
9

B, (——).---.B
2(510gk)’ q2(2510gk:)’ ’ q’“(2510g/<;
25 log k‘) By the Bishop volume comparison theorem, all of their volumes are bounded from
below by that of the corresponding geodesic ball in R™. That is,
0 w. 0
6 I(By, (o)) > —
(6) vol( ql(25logk))_ n(25logk

where w,, denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional area of the unit sphere in R™. On the other hand,

)" for 1 < <k,

the volume of By, (dlogk + ) is larger than that of the corresponding geodesic ball in

26 log k
H", which implies

0 dlog k+0/(26 log k) .
< e
(7) vol(By, (0 log k + 3 logk k:)) < wp /0 sinh"™ " rdr
Wn, no
< .
s g eemdlogk+ omr)

1
Now we let 6 = o If Ky is sufficiently large, then

Wn 0 Wn nb

8 = "> dloghk + ————
(8) n(2510g/<;) _mn_lexp(n o8 +2510g/<;)
for all £ > Kjy. It is easy to verify that this holds, for example, when
9) Ko = exp(n’e + mn™*1 /e).

Combining (6), (7) and (8) we obtain

(10) SEvol(Bu(gser)) 2 R
> mnw_nl exp(nodlog k + %)
> mvol(B,,(dlogk + ﬁ))
In view of (10), there exists a point ¢ € By, (d log k + 55 lig k‘) that is covered by at least m
balls among Bql(% ligk‘)’ qu(% ligk) e ,qu(m). Thus the ball centered at ¢ with
radius contains at least m points in {q1,q2,- - ,qx} and the claim follows.

20 log k
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By Theorem 3.1, N = (¢ € I'g : dy(p:) < €,dp,(Hol,(pe),1d) < 6 = 0.49) is a nilpotent
subgroup of I'g. We need to show that N has finite index in I'y.

Let ¢ € I'g be an isometry with |p[, = j > k. Let ¢y, -+ ¢, be a shortest word over
{¢1,92,-++ 1} representing ¢. Consider the collection of k points, ¢y, _, ., (pe) -+ w1, (Pr),

Pl (pt) o1, (pe), -~ s¢1;(pt). The argument above shows that it contains m points that
0
lie in a ball of radius logk’ and among these m points there is a pair a3(p;) and 5(p¢)
such that |a|, > 1 and dp, (Hol,g, Holg) < 6/3. By Lemma 3.7,
n571a5(pt) = dpt(HOIB—lag,Id)

= dﬁ(pt)(Hola,Id)
4
< dp,(Hol,s,Holg) + §F’
where F' is the area of the Euclidean comparison triangle with edge lengths d(p¢, B(pt)),

d(pe,aB(pe)) and d(B(pt), aB(pt)). We have

1 .
Fo< g wmin{d(p, B(pe)), d(pr, aB(pe))} - d(B(pe), @B (pr))
1 0 0
Z.51 - _Z
2 Ologk dlogk 2’
and it follows that ng-1,4 (pt) < 6. Here we have used that both af and 8 have word norm
< k. This together with the fact that

IN

dgflaﬁ(pt) d(ﬁ(pt)vaﬁ(pt))
0

= dlog K <€
implies 3~ 'aB € N.

Therefore we can write ¢ = ¢’aff as ¢ = ¢/ - B aB with B~ aB € N. It is clear that
| |w < |¢lw—1. We can repeat the process for ¢’ provided its word norm > k. Eventually we
can write ¢ as the product of an isometry with word norm < k and an element of N. Since
there are only finitely many isometries with word norm < k, IV has finite index in I'y.

The remaining case is when k < Ky. We can simply let

3

0 < .
~ log Ky

Then if Ty = (1,92, -, ;) satisfies (5), it is almost nilpotent by the Margulis Lemma,
since dy, (p;) < € for all 1 < j < [. This together with (9) shows that if (5) holds for
€

= 3t 7e’ then I'g is almost nilpotent.
n*c +mn €
O

Remark 3.8. (a) The lower bound of the sectional curvature is essential for Proposition 3.3
and Theorem 3.6. Let M be the warped product R x ¢ H?, where f(t) = e and H? is the
hyperbolic space. Let I' be a group of isometries acting freely, properly discontinuously and
cocompactly on HZ. It it well-known that I' contains a non-Abelian free subgroup, and hence
cannot be almost nilpotent. However, I' induces naturally an isometry group of M which fixes
t = co. For any ¢ € H? and every ¢ € I, dy(7) = 0, where v = (t,q),t > 0 is a geodesic ray.
Let II be a 2-plane in T(tq)]f\\f spanned by the vector tangent to R x {¢} and a vector tangent
to {t} x H2. By the sectional curvature formula for warped products ([BO69]), K (II) = —1
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and K (T o) ({t} x H?)) = —e? —1, thus K737 is bounded from above by —1 and is unbounded
from below. N

(b) Consider the product space M = H? x R which is endowed with the product metric,
and let I' be a group which is isomorphic to a punctured hyperlgglic surface of finite volume.
Then the curvature satisfies —1 < K < 0 and I' x Z acts on M as isometries with a finite
volume open quotient. It is not hard to see that the group I" x {e} fixes the boundary point
corresponding to the geodesic ray in the R factor. It is clear the group I' x {e} is not almost
nilpotent because H?/I" has finite volume. And it is not hard to see that the inequality (5)
does not hold in this case. Thus, inequality (3) (or (5)) is also necessary for Proposition 3.3
(or Theorem 3.6).

4. NILPOTENCY IMPLIES BOUNDEDNESS

Let I'g be a finitely generated stability group consisting of parabolic isometries which fixes
n € M(oo) and all horospheres centered at 7. In Section 3 it is proved that if there is a
constant C' > 0 and a geodesic ray v : [0,00) — M with y(c0) = 7 such that

dy(7v) < C for every ¢ € T,

then I'y is almost nilpotent.

The aim of this section is to show the converse under the additional assumption that I'g acts
cocompactly on a horosphere centered at n and under a relaxed curvature condition without
lower bound. Moreover, we show that the constant C' in the inequality above is equal to 0 in
this case. More precisely,

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a complete, simply connected visibility manifold with sectional cur-
vature Kg; < 0. Letn € M (00) be a boundary point. Assume that there is an almost nilpotent
stability group T'o C Isom,M consisting of parabolic isometries which acts freely, properly
discontinuously and cocompactly on every horosphere centered at n. Then n is a zero point
with respect to Iy, i.e.,

d(y,07) =0
for any geodesic ray v € n and for every ¢ € I'y.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We first prove the case that I'g itself is nilpotent. By definition there
is a finite series of normal subgroup

(11) (1} =1V a1V a...ar¥? =1y,

where F(()Z) = [F(()ZH),FO], i=0,1,--- ,d—1.

Let Hy be a horosphere centered 1. Since Hy/T'y is compact, there is a closed bounded
fundamental domain Fy C Hy for T'g. It is easy to check that for any ¢t > 0, F_y = {¢ =
Yam () © Yqn(0) = q € Fy} is a fundamental domain for I'y in the horosphere H_; = {¢; =
Yan(t) © Yqn(0) = q € Ho}. Set

D = max d(q,7)
q,r€lp

to be the diameter of Fj.
For ¢ € T'g, define a continuous function by

Dy:M — R
q dgo(Vq,n) :tgr&d(%,n(t),@Oqu(t))-
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Since ¢ is a parabolic isometry of M , this function D, is well-defined. From the definition
we have for any t > 0,

Dcp(‘]) = D@(Vq,n(t))~

When ¢ € F(l), which is contained in the center of 'y, we have for every ¢ € I'g and any
geodesic ray 7 : [0,00) — M with v(0) = ¢ and (c0) = 7,
Dy(¥(q)) = d(oy,ppon)
= d(v, v g o)
= d(v, 9" -poy)
= d(7,¢07)
= Dy(9)-
That is, Dy, is invariant under the action of I'y. By the continuity of D, we can find pg, o € Fp
so that
Dy(po) = min Dy(p) = k. Dy(g0) = max Dy(p) = k.

peEM peEM

We claim that k& = E

Otherwise, let § = u > 0. We will arrive at a contradiction.

By the definition of D, there exists 7' > 0 such that
(12) do(Ypo(t)) <k+6forallt >T
and
(13) dy(r) <k+dforallre U H_,.

t>T

Fix a constant S > T+ D, where D is the diameter of Fy. Let rg € M be the unique point
such that 7, ,(S5) is the midpoint of the geodesic segment from 7, ,(.S) to ro. Observe that

d(r0, g0 (S)) = d(Vpo,n(S): Vg0,n(5)) < D

and
Yon(S) €H s ) H.y,
t>T+D
so we have
Ty € U H_;.

t>T
It then follows from (12) (13) and the convexity of d, that
k< de(vg0n(S))

1

< §(dso(7po,n(5)) + dy(r0))

1 —
< 5(/<:+k)+5

which contradicts the choice of §. Thus

|
I
ol
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On the other hand, since Dy,(q) < dy(q), E = min D, < infd, = |p|. It is implied by

Theorem 2.8 and the visibility of M that |¢| = 0. Hence k = k = 0, that is,

dy(y) =0 for all p € Fél) and any geodesic ray v € n.

Proceeding by induction, suppose that d,(v) = 0 for all ¢ € F(()i) and any geodesic ray
with y(o0) = 7.
Now for ¢ € F(()Hl), by (11) for every 1 € 'y the commutator o = [tp~1, ] € Fg). Let v be

a geodesic ray with v(0) = ¢ and y(co) = 1, we have
Dy(¥(q)) = d(oy,pon)
= d(v, ¢ et o)
= dago('V)-

By the inductive hypothesis, D, = 0 on M. Tt then follows from the triangle inequality
that

1Do(¥(9)) = Dp(@)] = |dap(7) = dip(7)]
< |da(p o)
= |Dale(q))] =0,

thus D, is invariant under I'y. A straightforward adaptation of the argument for F(()l) shows

that

min Dy (p) = max D, (p) = 0 for all ¢ € F(()Hl).

pEM pEM
The proof of the case when I'( is nilpotent is complete by induction.

Now consider the case when I'y is almost nilpotent. By definition we can write I'g =
NpiU---UNgpg as a finite union of right cosets of N, where N C I'g is a nilpotent subgroup
of finite index. Let F' C Hy be a fundamental domain for I'g, then it is straightforward to
check that ¢1(F) U - - U@k (F) is a closed bounded fundamental domain for N in Hy. It
follows that N also acts cocompactly on Hy. We have already shown that d,(y) = 0 for every
¢ € N and for any geodesic ray v with y(co) = 1. As for ¢;, 1 < j < k, we have for every
@ € N and for any geodesic ray v € n,

|dp; (V) — dp; (o) = ld(v,0507) —d(povy,pjpoy)]
< d(v,pov)+d(pjoy,pipon)
< 2[dy(v)| =0

by the triangle inequality. Equivalently, d,, is invariant under N. Repeating the preceding
argument, we obtain that the minimum and maximum of dy,; have equal value 0. Now for a
general element pg; € I'g, where ¢ € N, it follows that

|dpp; (M < d(v, 05 07) +d(pj 7,005 0 7)]
< dSOj (v) + dgo(@j 07)
= 0.
This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Theorem 4.1 above, using Theorem 2.8 is the unique place we
apply the visibility assumption.
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Let M be as in Conjecture 1.1. Let o : [0,00) — M be a geodesic ray converging to an end
E. Take a lift v of o in the universal cover M of M. By [Ebe80, Lemma 3.1g] the fundamental
group 71(E) acts discretely and cocompactly on all horospheres in M centered at y(c0). In
view of Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 4.1, the following three assertions are equivalent:

(a) d(v,po07) < C for all ¢ € m1(F) and for some constant C' > 0.
(b) m(F) is almost nilpotent.
(¢) d(vy,po7) =0 for all p € m(FE).

Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.2, it is sufficient to show (a). In the following two sections
we will prove this inequality.

5. ZERO ALGEBRAIC ENTROPY

Let M denote a complete noncompact manifold of finite volume and nonpositive sectional
curvature —1 < Ky < 0. We further assume that the universal cover of M satisfies the
visibility axiom. The main result of this section is the following theorem, which suggests that
Conjecture 1.1 is a special case of Conjecture 1.3.

Theorem 5.1. For each end E C M, the fundamental group of E has zero algebraic entropy,
i.€.,
h(m (E)) = 0.

By Eberlein’s work [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1] it is known that the fundamental group of an
end F consists of parabolic isometries of the universal cover M of M and fixes a common
boundary point in M ( ). Since M is a visibility manifold, by Lemma 2.7 we know that there

exists 7 € M(o0) such that the set of fixed points Fix(p) = {n} for every ¢ € m(FE) \ {e}.
Actually Theorem 5.1 is a consequence of the following more general result.

Proposition 5.2 (=Proposition 1.5). Let M be a complete, n (n > 2)-dimensional, simply
connected, nonpositively curved visibility manifold whose Ricci curvature satisfies that Ricyy >
—(n—1). Let Ty be a finitely generated group acting freely and properly discontinuously on
M. Assume that there exists a point n € ]\7(00) such that Fix(p) = {n} for every ¢ € Ty\{e}.
Then, the algebraic entropy of I'y vanishes, i.e.,

h(To) = 0.

We split the proof of Proposition 5.2 into two parts. The first part holds in the more general
setting of geodesic metric spaces. More precisely,

Proposition 5.3 (= Proposition 1.4). Let X be a complete proper visibility CAT(0) space
and Iy be a group of isometries of X generated by a finite symmetric set S. Assume that
there exists a point £ € X (00) such that Fix(p) = {&} for every ¢ € Ty \ {e}. Then for any
x € X we have

- max|y), <k d(@, p(z))
lim
k—o0 k
where | - | is the word norm with respect to S.

=0,

Remark 5.4. The limit limy, o max|,|, <k d(x, ¢(v))/k is called the asymptotic joint displace-
ment of S by Breuillard and Fujiwara in [BF21]. They study the relation between the as-
ymptotic joint displacement and other quantities that arise from geometric group theory for
general CAT(0) spaces and Gromov hyperbolic spaces.
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Before the proof, we point out that Theorem 2.8 of the second named author is a direct
consequence of Proposition 5.3. Recall that Theorem 2.8 states that the translation length of
each parabolic isometry of a complete proper visibility CAT(0) is 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Since X is a complete proper visibility CAT(0) space and ¢ is par-
abolic, it is known (see the proof of [BGS85, Lemma 6.8]) that ¢ has a unique fixed point
¢ € X(c0). Moreover, Fix(pF) = ¢ for every k € Z\ {0}. Recall that (see [BGSS85, Lemma
6.6])

. d(z,¢" (z))
= lim —=2 7))
ol =l =%
is independent of the choice of x € X. Then the conclusion follows from Proposition 5.3 by
choosing 'y = () that is the cyclic group generated by . O

The proof of Proposition 5.3 is motivated by the method of Karlsson-Margulis in [KM99].

Before providing details, we list several facts that will be applied later.

Let

v:[0,00) = X
be the unique geodesic ray satisfying that v(0) = x and y(o0) = &.

(a) The condition Fix(¢) = {£} implies that ¢ is a parabolic isometry of X. In fact, if
¢ is either elliptic or axial, we can find zo € X so that d,(x9) = |p|. Let 7o : R = X be
the geodesic satisfying v9(0) = zp and yp(o0) = £. Then =g is preserved by ¢ and therefore
~Yo(—0o0) is also a fixed point of ¢, which contradicts Fix(¢) = {£}. It follows from Lemma
2.5 that ¢ leaves all horospheres centered at ¢ invariant.

(b) By Lemma 2.5 the group I'g preserves all horospheres centered at £. This together with
Lemma 2.3 yields that every unbounded sequence {¢y(z)}r>1,¢r € I'g converges to £ in the
cone topology. Therefore the sequence {vx}r>1 of geodesic rays converges pointwisely to 7,
where 7 is the unique geodesic ray emanating from x that passes through oy (z).

(c) For t > 0, let H_; be the horosphere centered at £ such that v(t) € H_;. In particular,
x € Hy. As discussed in (a), the orbit of x is also contained in Hy. It is known that for any
t,s € [0,00),

d(H_y,H_g) = |t — s|.

Thus, for every ¢ € I'y and for any ¢ € [0,00), we have
(14) d(p(x),~(t)) > d(Ho, H-4) = t.
We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Without loss of generality we may assume that the set {¢(z),p €
[y} is unbounded; otherwise the conclusion clearly follows. Firstly we claim that it suffices
to show that

(15) lim max|e|,=k d(a:,cp(a:))

If (15) is true, then the proof is a simple observation as follows. Set

b = d V> 1.
b= Inax (z,(x)), >

w =

Choose Sy € Ty with |Sg|w < k so that
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Since we assume the unboundedness of {¢(x),¢ € 'y}, we have
lim |Bg|w = o0.
k—o0

Together with (15), this yields
b

lim =0.
k—oo |Bk|w
Therefore ) )
lim — < lim —*— =0,

k—oo k T k—oo |Bk|w N
The conclusion follows.
Now we start to prove (15).
For every integer k > 1, we set

(16) a = max, d(z, ().

We can choose @y, € T'g with |pg|w = k so that
One may write
or =TI popy
where ¢.; € S for all 1 <1 < k. Since |pg|w = k, we have for any 1 < ky < ky <K,
1022, sl = ko — k1 + 1.
Hence for all k,1 > 1, by the triangle inequality
a1 = d(z, pr(T))

d(z, T g 14(2))
d(z, Hf:190k+l;i($)) + d(H?:l‘;Dk+l;i($)7 Hfill@kﬂ;i(x))
= d(xvnlecpk—l-l;i(x)) + d(%Hi:—]i_H(Pk—l-l;i(x))
ag + ap

IN

IN

where the last inequality follows by the definition (16).
That is, the sequence {aj }x>1 is subadditive. By Fekete’s Subadditive Lemma, the limit

. ag
(17) A= kh—>H<;lo k
exists and A > 0.
We argue by contradiction that
A=0.
Suppose that
A>0.
By (17) we know that for any € € (0, A), there exists an integer K (e) > 0 such that
(18) (A—e€) - k<apr<(A+e)-k, Vk=>K().

Moreover, the sequence {ay — (A —€) - k}>1 is unbounded. So there is a subsequence {a;, —
(A —€) i }r>1 with 4 > K(€) such that

aik_j—(A—e)-(ik—j)Saik—(A—e)-ik, V0§j<ik,
which implies that
ay, = Giy—j = (A —€) - .
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IT_, iy ;i()

Ve (Ri;5)

FiGUuRE 1.

Together with (18) and the subadditivity of {ay}x>1, this yields
(19) (A—E)]ﬁalk—alk_jg(/l—l-e)], VK(E)§]<Zk
Recall that ¢;, = Hz": 1Piy:i 1s an element of I'g with word norm i, satisfying d(z, ¢;, (z)) =

a;,. For every K(e) < j < i} we consider the point Hj’;jﬂgpiki(:n). By the definition (16) we
have

(20) o T 4y @i (%) < iy,
On the other hand, by the triangle inequality
(21) d(‘r7]:[§k=j+l(pik§i(x)) = d(nglwik;i(x)NPik(x))
> d(x, i, (1)) = d(z, T 0i,4())
> a;, — aj.
Now set

Ry;j = aiy, — d(%ﬂﬁiﬁlﬁﬁik;i(ﬂ?»
Combining (19), (20) and (21) we have
(22) (A—e)-j<aiy —ai—j <Ry <aj<(A+e)-j, VK(e)<j<ir

In particular, Ry.; > 0.

For every k > 1, let 7, : [0,00) — X be the unique geodesic ray with ~,(0) = z and
Ye(ai,) = @i, (x). For every K(e) < j < ij we consider the point 7;(Ry.;). The two points
Vi (Rk;;) and II_, ¢;, .;(x) have the same distance to ¢;, (). This is because that

(23) d(ve(Riyj), i (1)) = i, — Ry
= d(@, L% 0i0(2))
= d(IT_, pigii(2), @i, (2))-
Since X is a CAT(0) space, Zyk(Rk;j)(Hg:ﬁPik;i(x)a(Pik (x)) is bounded from above by the

corresponding angle of the Euclidean comparison triangle. By (23), the Euclidean comparison
triangle is an isosceles triangle. it follow that 2., (g, ,)(Il/_; ¥i,;i(2), i, () < 7/2 and hence

1 T
é“/k(Rk;j) (@, H?:l@ik;i(x)) > 5

See Figure 1.
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Consider the geodesic triangle with vertices x,;, (Rk;;) and nglcpik;i(a:). Since X is a
CAT(0) space, we have for every K(e) < j < iy,

(24) (v (Ris) T pigsi(@)) < (P (@, T i) — d* (, e (Rig)) 2
(af — R

< (At+e? 52— (A=A

= 2jVAe.
Here we have used the estimates (18) and (22).

Thus, by (22), (24) and the triangle inequality we have for every K(e) < j < i,
(25)  d(w(A-5), TE_ pia(@)) d(Wk(A - 5), 1 (Brej)) + Ak (Risj), TH_ 01 ()
|A - j — Riyj| + 25V Ae
€ j+ 25V Ae
(e + 2V Ae) - j.

On the other hand, by Fact (b) we know that the sequence {7},>1 of the geodesic rays
converges pointwisely to the geodesic ray « : [0,00) — X with 4(0) = 2 and y(co) = . This
implies that for every fixed integer j > K (e),

IN

IN NN

(26) Jim d(y (A ), 7(4 - 7)) = 0.
By (14) and the triangle inequality we have for every K(e) < j < iy and for all k£ > 1,
A-j = d(Ho,H_a;)
< A i), 1(A - )
< A i), (A - ) + d(w(A - ), 7 (4 )
< (e+2VAe) G+ d(y(A - j), v (A ),

where the last inequality follows from (25). Taking the limit as k — oo, by (26) we get that
A-j<(e+2VAe)-j.

That is,
A<e+2VA-e

Observe that this inequality is valid for any e € (0, A). By taking ¢ — 0 we obtain
A=0,
which contradicts the assumption that
A>0.
Therefore A = 0. The proof of Proposition 5.3 is complete. O

The second part of the proof of Proposition 5.2 is a standard volume comparison argument.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Fix a reference point x € M. Set

_ infoerg\(g) d(z, o(x))
. .

Since I'g acts freely and properly discontinuously on M , we have that

€0

€o > 0.
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Let S be a finite symmetric generating set for I'y and denote by | - |, the word norm with
respect to S. Recall that By (k) = {p € Ty : |plw < k} is the geodesic ball in the word
metric.

For every k > 1, set

by = max d(z,o(x)).

pEBw (k)
By the triangle inequality, the union of geodesic balls satisfies that
(27) U B ) C By (b + €p).
pEBw (k)

Recall that 7 is the dimension of M. Since the curvature of M is nonpositive, by the volume
comparison theorem there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n and ¢y, such that for
all o € Iy,

(28) Vol(By ) (€0)) > C.

On the other hand, the Ricci curvature satisfies Ricy; > —(n—1), it follows by the standard
Bishop-Gromov volume comparison inequality [Gro07] that there exists a constant C’ > 0
depending only on n such that
(29) VOl(Bm(bk + 60)) VOlHn(B(bk + 60))

C"exp((n — 1) - (be + €0));
where B(by + €p) is a geodesic ball of radius by + € in the n-dimensional hyperbolic space H".
By the choice of ¢y we know that

(30) Bwl(x)(e()) N B%O2($)(60) = (Z), YV 1 # ©o.

Otherwise, there would exist a point y € By, (5)(€0) N By, (z)(€0) and therefore by the definition
of ¢y we have

IN A

deg < d(z, o7 'pa(x))
d(e1(z), p2(z))

d(y, p1(2)) + d(y, pa(2))
2607

IN A

which is impossible.
Combining (27), (28), (29) and (30) we obtain that

(31) C'exp((n—1)-(bg +€)) > Vol(B(bx + €o))
Z VOI( U Bsp(x)(e()))

pE€EBw (k)

Z VOI(ng(x) (60)

pEBw (k)

C - #B, (k).

Y

Taking the logarithm on (31) we get

log(#Bx(k)) _ 1og(C"/C) + (n = 1) - (b + €0)
k - k '

By Proposition 5.3 we have that

(32)
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Now taking the limit of the inequality (32) yields

lim sup M =0,
ks 00 k
that is,
h(To) = 0.
The proof is complete. O

Let M be the manifold in Conjecture 1.1. If dim(M) = 4, by [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1 or
Lemma 3.1g| it is known that each end of M is homotopic to a closed 3-dimensional as-
pherical manifold. Actually Cerbo in [DC09] showed that the fundamental group of a closed
3-dimensional aspherical manifold either is almost nilpotent or has a uniform positive alge-
braic entropy. Thus for the 4-dimensional case, the first part of Theorem 1.2 follows from
Proposition 5.2 and the work of Di Cerbo in [DC09]. We remark that the results in [DC09] rely
on Perelman’s solution of the Poincare Conjecture. For general dimensions, in the following
section we will complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 without using Perelman’s solution of the
Poincare Conjecture. In other words, we provide two different proofs to address Conjecture
1.2 for the case that dim(M) = 4.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2.
Throughout this section we assume that M is a complete, simply connected visibility man-
ifold with —1 < K37 < 0 and that I' is a nonuniform lattice in M, i.e., I acts freely and

properly discontinuously by isometries on M and M /T is a noncompact manifold with finite
volume. Nonuniform lattices in visibility manifolds are investigated in [Ebe80]. It was shown
that M /T has only finitely many ends and each end is parabolic and Riemannian collared.

More precisely, let E be an end of M/I" and o : [0,00) — M /T be a geodesic ray that
converges to E. Choose v a lift of 0 to M and let n = y(c0) € M(o0). The fundamental
group 71(E) of E is isomorphic to the stability subgroup I'y, = {9 € I : p(n) = n}, and
the end E can be regarded as B, /I', for a horoball B, centered at 1. I', contains only
parabolic elements. Therefore by Lemma 2.5 all horoballs centered at 7 are invariant under
I';). Moreover, I';, acts cocompactly on every horosphere centered at 7.

It is implied by Proposition 3.3 that I';, is almost nilpotent if dy(7) is uniformly bounded
for all ¢ € I, along some geodesic ray v € 1. For the general case, the action of I';, on
a horosphere H does not seem to give us much useful information on the structure of I',.
The main reason is that H with the induced metric might have curvature of both signs and
even conjugate points (e.g., see [HIH77]). In order to overcome this difficulty we consider
the transverse space M, of . By Theorem 2.9, M, is a complete CAT(0) space of bounded
geometry. As remarked in Section 2, if a group of isometries fixing 7 acts cocompactly on a
horosphere centered at 7, then it also acts cocompactly on M,,. Thus, the group I';, induces

a group of isometries acting cocompactly on M.

In contrast with the case of manifolds, there are many proper CAT(0) spaces with infinite-
dimensional boundaries. Thus it is difficult to relate an isometry group with its action on the
geometric boundary.

A flat in a CAT(0) space is a complete, totally geodesic, isometrically embedded Euclidean
space. A finitely generated group I' is called amenable if " has a finite additive left-invariant
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probability measure. The following theorem due to Adams and Ballmann is essential in the
proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 6.1. [AB98] Let X be an unbounded proper CAT(0) space. If T' is an amenable
group of isometries of X, then T' fizes either a point in its geometric boundary X (o0) or a
flat in X setwisely.

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we first provide the following result which can be viewed as a
type of classical Bieberbach Theorem.

Proposition 6.2. Let I' be a finitely generated group which acts on the Fuclidean space R™
by isometries. If there exists a bounded subset ' C R™ such that Uyerp(F) = R™. Then we
have for any o € R",

(33) lim sup max M

> 0.
k—oo |plw=k k

Proof of Proposition 6.2. By the triangle inequality, for any distinct points p,q € R™,
d d d d
p.o) (q,cp(q))‘ (. p(p))  d(a,¢(q))

li < 1 —
Jm | max == gax =] < lim max = |
2d
< lim 249 _
k—o0 k

So it suffices to show (33) when o is the origin of R™.
By the boundedness of F' one may choose R > 0 sufficiently large such that

(34) U ¢(Bo(R)) = | Byo)(R) =R"
pel pel’

where B,(R) = {z € R": d(o,z) < R}.
Let So(2R) = {x : d(o,x) = 2R} be the sphere of radius 2R centered at o. We can find a
finite collection of points {p; }1<i<; C So(2R), where [ > 0 is an integer, such that

(35) U Cone, (p;, %) =R"
1<i<l

where Cone,(z,0) = {y € R": Z,(x,y) < 0} is the closed cone about x of angle 6.
By (34), for every 1 <i <, there exists an element ¢; € I" such that

pi(0) € By, (R).
It then follows from the triangle inequality that
R < d(o,¢i(0)) < 3R.

From the cosine formula it is easy to see that for every 1 < ¢ </,
Lolpirpi(0) < %
This together with (35) implies that
(36) U Cone,(pi(0), =) = R™.

’ 3
1<i<l

Let L > 1 be the maximal word norm of {¢; }1<;<;. That is,

L= |w > 0.
1§?§llsﬁzlw
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Now we construct a sequence {®}rp>1 C I' satisfying

f d(o, P (0))

d lim |®g|, = oo.
21 [Py >0 an kg]go‘ bl = 00

Let ®1 = ;, with j; = 1. Consider the straight (geodesic) segment from ®;*(0) to o whose
length is d(p] ' (0),0) > R. By (36) there exists 1 < jo <1 such that

_ 27
Zo(pj,(0), P 1(0)) > 3
A direct computation shows that
_ — d(j,(0),0)
(37) d(j,(0),®7"(0)) > d(®;'(0),0) + =)
3R
> —.
- 2
Let ®3 = ®1¢j,. By the definition of L and the triangle inequality it is clear that
| o] < L+1
< 2L.

Thus, we have
d(®2(0),0) > ? and |®o]y, < 2L.

Assume now that we already have &, € T" with d(®x(0),0) > (k+1)R/2 and |®g|, < kL. By
(36) we may choose @, ., € {1, , @1} sothat Z,(pj, ., (0), ®, 1 (0)) > 22 By a computation
similar to that of (37) we have

d(pji1,(0),0)

(38) (541 (0), @1 (0) = d(®;(0),0) + =

Now set ®p11 = P - .. It is clear that [®g41], < (k4 1)L. By repeating this process

we get a sequence {®y},>1 C I' such that -

k+1)R
2

d(o, ®x(0)) > ( and Py, < kL.

And by (38) we know that

lim |y, = oco.
k—o0

Hence
d d(o, ®
k—oo |plw=k k k—o0 |(I)k|w
R
> —>0.
= 5 >
This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.3. It was shown in [BF21, Proposition 1.10] that for a finite set S of isometries of a
Euclidean space, either S has a common fixed point, or the asymptotic joint displacement of
S vanishes. This in particular implies Proposition 6.2. We are very grateful to one anonymous
referee for bringing this stronger result of Breuillard-Fujiwara to our attention.
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Remark 6.4. Unlike the assumptions in the classical Bieberbach Theorem [BGS85, Page 103],
in Proposition 6.2 the action of I' on R¥ is not required to be properly discontinuous.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let M be the universal cover of M. For an end E of M we let o :
[0,00) — M /T be a geodesic ray that converges to E. Choose a geodesic ray v C M which

is a lift of o and let n = v(co) € M(co). As introduced above, by [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1],
the fundamental group 71 (E), consisting of parabolic isometries, is isometric to I';, = {¢ €
I' : ¢(n) = n}. Meanwhile, it is known [Ebe80, Lemma 3.1g] that T, acts properly and
cocompactly on every horosphere centered at n. In particular, the group I';, acts cocompactly

on the transverse space M, of 1.
Our aim is to show that the transverse space Mn of n is a bounded space, which in particular
implies that
sup dy(y) < C for some C' > 0.
pely
Theorem 1.2 then follows immediately from Proposition 3.3.
To this end, we consider the action of I';, on Mn’ As remarked in Section 2, an isometry
p ey of M induces an isometry of Mn with the same translation length. Recall that Theorem
2.8 tells that the translation length |p| = 0 on M for every ¢ € I';. Thus, the translation
length of the induced isometry ¢ of Mn also vanishes. This implies that I'; contains only
non-axial isometries of Mn'
We argue by contradiction to show that the transverse space Mn 1s bounded.

Assume that M, is unbounded.
First by Theorem 5.1 we know that the group I';, has zero algebraic entropy. In particular,
it is an amenable group [dIH00, Page 205]. From Theorem 2.9 we know that the transverse

space M, is a complete proper CAT(0) space. By Theorem 6.1, the group I, either fixes a
point in the geometric boundary M, (c0), or fixes setwisely a flat in M,,.

Case-1. There exists a point n; € Mn(oo) such that I';, fixes 7.

Since the translation length of every element of I'; is 0 on Mm an isometry ¢ € I';, which
acts nontrivially on ]TJ/,] is either an elliptic or a parabolic isometry. By Lemma 2.5, each horo-
sphere in Mn centered at 7y is invariant under I';. This contradicts that I';, acts cocompactly
on Mn (see Remark 2.6).

Case-2. The group I';, fixes setwisely a flat R™ C Mn’
Since I';, acts cocompactly on M,, it also acts cocompactly on R™. By Proposition 6.2
there is a point 0 € R™ C M, such that

(39) limsup  max dn(0:¢(0)) > 0,

k—oo €Ly, [plw=k k
Where d,, is the distance function on M.

On the other hand, fix a horosphere H in M centered at n. Since Mn is the metric
completion of (H,d,), we can find a point p € H so that d,(p,0) < 1. Combining Proposition
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5.3 and (39) yields

k—00 ||w<k k
> limsup max 7%(1)’ 2(p))
k—oo |¢lw<k k
> limsup max 1(0,0(0)) — dy(p,0) — dy(0(p), v(0))
k—oo |plw=k k
-2
> limsup max 1(0,2(0))
k—oo |plw=k k
d
= limsup max 7"(07 #(0))
k—oo |plw=k k
> 0.
Which is a contradiction.
The proof is complete. 0

Remark 6.5. Recall that ]\777 is a complete CAT(0) space. So from the proof of Theorem 1.2

we know that Mn is a bounded I';-invariant CAT(0) space. Then it follows from the classical
Cartan Fixed Point Theorem (e.g., see [BH99, Page 179]) that I'; has a common fixed point

in M.

7. PROOFS OF COROLLARY 1.9, 1.10 AnND 1.11

In this section we prove Corollary 1.9, 1.10 and 1.11.
First we prove Corollary 1.9. We modify the argument in [Sch84] for the pinched negative
curvature case.

Proof of Corollary 1.9. By Theorem 1.2 one may assume that I be a nilpotent subgroup of
m1(E) of finite index. So it suffices to show that the rank rank(I”) of I' is dim(M) — 1. By
[Ebe80, Theorem 3.1] we know that 71 (E) is finitely presented. Thus I" is a finitely generated
torsion-free nilpotent group. By a theorem of Malcev [Rag72, Theorem I1.2.18]) we have that
I is isomorphic to a lattice of a simply connected nilpotent Lie group whose dimension is
the same as the rank of IV. By [Ebe80, Lemma 3.1g] we know that I acts on a horosphere
of the universal cover of M, which is homeomorphic to RE™(M)=1 with a compact manifold
quotient. The conclusion that rank(I'") = dim(M) — 1 follows from the fact that any simply
connected nilpotent Lie group of rank d is homeomorphic to R%. O

In [AS92] Abresch and Schroeder constructed certain four dimensional open manifold M*
of finite volume with curvature —1 < K4 < 0. And the fundamental group of each end of
M* contains a subgroup which is isomorphic to the fundamental group of closed surface of
genus g > 2. One may see [AS92] for more details. Now we prove Corollary 1.10.

Proof of Corollary 1.10. First by [AS92, Theorem 0.1] there exists a compact subset C' of M*
such that M*\ C is homeomorphic to W x (0,00) where W is a closed three dimensional
aspherical manifold. Using this parameter it is known that as t — oo, the set W X (¢, 00)
leaves every compact subset of M4,

We argue by contradiction.
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Suppose that the universal covering space M* of M* is a visibility manifold. Then we
can apply [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1] to get that there exists a boundary point n € M%(c0) and
precisely invariant horosphere H, determined by a geodesic ray whose infinite endpoint is 7,
such that an end E is homeomorphic to (H/m1(E)) x (0,00) where 71 (F) is the fundamental
group of E. Using this parameter it is known that as s — oo, the set (H/m(E)) X (s,00)
leaves every compact subset of M4,

Fix the subset W x (1,00). Then there exists a large enough constant sp > 0 such that the
following inclusion

(H/m1(E)) % (sg,00) = W x (1,00)
holds.
Similarly there exists a large enough constant ty > 0 such that we have the inclusion

W x (tg,00) = (H/m1(E)) x (s0,00).
It is clear that the composition of inclusions
W x (tg,00) — (H/m(E)) X (s9,00) — W x (1, 00)
is a homotopy equivalence. In particular, we have
m (W) =m(H/m(E)) = m(E).

By the construction in [AS92] we know that 71 (W) contains a free subgroup of rank at
least two. In particular, the group m;(E) cannot be almost nilpotent [Gro81]. On the other
hand, by Theorem 1.2 we know that 71 (F) is almost nilpotent, which is a contradiction. [

Proof of Corollary 1.11. Let E be the end and o : [0,00) — M be a geodesic ray converging
to E. Then for any two lifts 71,72 of o in the universal cover M of M satisfying ;1 (oc0) =
v2(00) = n € M(o0), by [Ebe80, Theorem 3.1] there exists an element ¢ € m1(F) such that
@ o1 = 2. By Theorem 1.2 the group m1(F) is almost nilpotent. By [Ebe80, Lemma 3.1g]
the fundamental group 71 (F) acts cocompactly on every horosphere centered at 1. Then the
conclusion follows by Theorem 4.1. d

8. APPENDIX: A VISIBILITY MANIFOLD WITH A FINITE VOLUME QUOTIENT IS NOT
GROMOV HYPERBOLIC

In this appendix we construct a complete surface of finite volume with curvature —1 <
K < 0, whose universal cover is a visibility manifold but not a Gromov hyperbolic space.
This example shows that the argument in the proof of Corollary 3.5 is not adapted to general
visibility manifolds.

Let (S, g) be a noncompact surface of constant negative curvature —1 with finite volume.
Such a surface has only finitely many cusps. For simplicity we further assume that S has
only one cusp E, which can be expressed as S' x [0, 00) endowed with the hyperbolic metric
exp(—2t)d3? + dt?, where d3? is the flat metric on S!.

Let h: [0,00) — R be a smooth function such that

1) h is positive and monotonically decreasing,

3) h=exp(—t) for 0 <t <1,

(

(2) h"/h is positive and monotonically decreasing,
(

(4)

h
1

h = — for t > 3.
t2

Such a function could be constructed by elementary calculus.
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We change the metric on E = S! x [0, 00) to h?(t)d32 +dt? and obtain a new smooth metric
g on S. Since both S! and [0, 00) are complete, their warped product is also complete (e.g.,
see [BO69, Lemma 7.2]). We first show that (S,¢’) is a finite volume surface with bounded
nonpositive curvature whose universal cover is a visibility manifold.

Let S' =S — (S! x (3,00)). S’ is a compact surface with boundary. The volume of S with
respect with the new metric ¢’ is

Voly (S) = Voly(S") + Voly (S' x (3,00))

= Voly // h(t)dsdt
— Vol () + / Lat
, 12

1
= VOlg/(S/) + g < Q.

To see that (S,¢’) is visible, we check that it satisfies a visibility criterion due to Eberlein
and O’Neill [EOT73, Proposition 5.9], which states that if a nonpositively curved manifold M
has curvature order < 2 at a point p € M, i.e., if

/1 |k (7w (t))|t dt = oo for all w € S, M,

C

3

where 7, is the geodesic ray with initial velocity w and k(v,(t)) = min{|K(7)
T, (1) is a two-dimensional subspace}. Then M is a visibility manifold.
In fact, direct computation gives

-1 forqe S\ E

Kg(q) =4 K@)
- f Stx {t} CE
0 orge S x {t} C
where Ky (q) is the Gaussian curvature at ¢ with respect with the metric ¢’. By the choice of
h, =1 < Ky < 0. We have for any p € S' x {0} and for any w € S,,5,

/1|Kg'(%u(7f))|tdt 2/ (Dt dt
> [ <t2>”/<j> i

3

hence by the visibility criterion the universal cover of (S, g') is a visibility surface.

It remains to show that (S, g’) is not Gromov hyperbolic. Let S be the universal cover of
(S,¢"). Assume now that S is é-hyperbolic for some § > 0. Let v be a geodesic ray in S
converging to the end £ and 7 be a lift of v to S. It is not hard to see that a horoball in S
centered at §(o0o) is given by R x [0, 00) endowed with the metric h%(t)ds? + dt2. Denote by
H_, the horosphere R x {t} and by dy the horospherical distance between two points on the
same horosphere.

Let T > 3 + 124 be a sufficiently large constant. Set zg = (0,7 and yo = (2672,T). We
have

2672 1
du(xo,%0) = / 73 ds = 26.
0
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FiGURE 2.

Where dg (-, -) is the induced distance on the horosphere H.

Let 2 = (0,7—26) and y = (2672, T —265). The projection of the geodesic segment v, , onto
the horosphere H_7 is exactly the horospherical geodesic segment from xgy to yg. Together
with a standard infinitesimal argument, this yields that
(40) d(z,y) > du(wo,yo) = 20.

On the other hand,

2672
d(x7y) < dH(w,y) = m < 30.

Set w = (0,7 — 89) and z = (2072, T — 85), we have
d(z,w) = d(y,z) = 6 > 2d(z,y)

and
2672 1 T2
< — . ds=25 -
d(z,w) < dg(z,w) /0 T — %) ds =26 T —80)2
Together with (40) we obtain
T2
_ < -
d(z,w) —d(z,y) < 26 T — 8072 20
T—46
— 32§%2.
3207 T g

which tends to 0 as T — co. This contradicts Lemma 3.4. Therefore S cannot be Gromov
hyperbolic. See Figure 2.

Hence we have constructed a complete visibility surface S with bounded nonpositive curva-
ture and finite volume whose universal cover is not Gromov hyperbolic. Examples in higher
dimensions can be obtained similarly using warped products.
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