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THE MANHATTAN CURVE, ERGODIC THEORY OF
TOPOLOGICAL FLOWS AND RIGIDITY

STEPHEN CANTRELL AND RYOKICHI TANAKA

ABSTRACT. For every non-elementary hyperbolic group, we introduce the Manhattan
curve associated to any pair of left-invariant hyperbolic metrics which are quasi-isometric
to a word metric. It is convex; we show that it is continuously differentiable and moreover
is a straight line if and only if the corresponding two metrics are roughly similar, i.e.,
they are within bounded distance after multiplying by a positive constant. Further,
we prove that the Manhattan curve associated to two strongly hyperbolic metrics is
twice continuously differentiable. The proof is based on the ergodic theory of topological
flows associated to general hyperbolic groups and analyzing the multifractal structure of
Patterson-Sullivan measures. We exhibit some explicit examples including a hyperbolic
triangle group and compute the exact value of the mean distortion for pairs of word
metrics.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T" be a non-elementary hyperbolic group. Given a pair of hyperbolic metrics d and
d. which are left-invariant and quasi-isometric to a word metric on I' (hence they are
quasi-isometric each other), we determine exactly when they are roughly similar, i.e., d
and d, are within bounded distance after rescaling by a positive constant, in terms of the
Manhattan curve for the pair of metrics.

For d (resp. d.), let us define the stable translation length by

{[x]:= lim ld(o,x") for z €T,
n—oo n
(resp. £.[z]), where the limit exists since the function n ~ d(o,z™) is subadditive, and o
denotes the identity element in I'. Note that the stable translation length for x depends
only on the conjugacy class of x, and thus defines the function on the set of conjugacy
classes conj in I'. Let us consider the following series with two parameters

Qa,b)= > exp(-ali[z]-bl[z]) fora,beR.

[z]econj

The Manhattan curve Cy; for a pair (d,d,) is defined by the boundary of the following
convex set

{(a,b) € R? : Q(a,b) < oo }.

This curve was introduced by Burger in [Bur93] for a class of groups acting on a non-
compact symmetric space of rank one.
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Let Dr be the set of hyperbolic metrics which are left-invariant and quasi-isometric to
some (equivalently, any) word metric in I'. Recall that for d,d. € Dpr, we say that d and
d,. are roughly similar if there exist constants 7 > 0 and C > 0 such that

|di(x,y) - 7d(z,y)| < C for all z,yeT.

Theorem 1.1. Let ' be a non-elementary hyperbolic group. For any pair (d,d,) in Dr,
the Manhattan curve Cpy for (d,d.) is continuously differentiable, and it is a straight line
if and only if d and d. are roughly similar.

Note that, if v (resp. v.) is the abscissa of convergence for Q(0,b) in b (resp. Q(a,0)
in a), then

1
v:=lim —log#B(o,r) where B(o,r):={xel : d(o,z)<r},
r—oo

(similarly v, for d,) and # B denotes the cardinality of B. In particular (0,v) and (v.,0)
lie on Cps (see Section [3).

Theorem 1.2. Let T’ be a non-elementary hyperbolic group. For any pair (d,d.) in Dr,
the following limit exits:

7(dy/d) = lim ——— d-(0.7) (1.1)
ree #B(O’T) zeB(o,r) r
where the balls B(o,r) are defined for d, and we have
7(d./d) > —. (1.2)
Vs

Moreover, the following are equivalent:

(1) the equality T(d./d) = v/v. holds,
(2) there exists a constant ¢ >0 such that £,[x] = cl[x] for all [x] € conj, and
(3) d and d, are Toughly similar.

Let us call 7(d./d) defined by (1.1)) the mean distortion of d, over d, and the inequality
(1.2) the distortion inequality. The proof of Theorem is based on Theorem and
relies on the following property of the Manhattan curve Cy;: the slope of Cy; at (0,v) is

~7(d+/d) (Theorem [3.12)).

If both metrics d and d, are strongly hyperbolic (e.g., induced by an isometric cocom-
pact action on a CAT(-1)-space; see Definition , then we have the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let I' be a non-elementary hyperbolic group. If d and d. are strongly
hyperbolic metrics in Dr, then the Manhattan curve Cpy for (d,d.) is twice continuously
differentiable.

We show this in Theorem [£.16] and prove the analogous result for pairs of word metrics
in Theorem [4.14]

The various methods we use throughout our work allow us to connect the geometrical
features of Cy; with properties of the corresponding metrics. For example, by comparing
our methods to those of the first author in [Can21], we connect the second differential of
Car at (0,v) with the variance of a central limit theorem for uniform counting measures
on spheres (see Theorem and the remark thereafter). We also connect the asymptotic
gradients of Cy; with the dilation constants

Dil_ = inf tlx] and Dil, = sup ,
[z]econj, E[JZ] [z]econj, E[l’]
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where conj, is the set of [x] € conj such that ¢[x] (and hence ¢.[z]) is non-zero. We
also show that, for any pair of word metrics, Dil_ and Dil, are rational (Proposition 4.22)).
Note that Dil_ = Dil, if and only if 7(d./d) = v/v. by Theorem

1.1. Historical backgrounds. Burger introduced the Manhattan curve associated to a
finitely generated, non-elementary group I' which acts on a rank one symmetric space X
properly discontinuously, convex cocompactly and without fixed points [Bur93]. For each
convex cocompact realization of I' into the isometry group of X there is a natural length
function defined on the conjugacy classes of I': one can assign to each conjugacy class
in I' the geometric length of the corresponding closed geodesic in the quotient. Burger’s
Manhattan curve is defined using two of these length functions. He showed that the curve
is continuously differentiable and it is a straight line if and only if the isomorphism of
lattices associated to the two corresponding realizations extends to an isomorphism of the
ambient Lie groups [Bur93, Theorem 1]. An important special case includes two isomorphic
copies of torsion-free cocompact Fuchsian groups acting on the hyperbolic plane. In this
case, Sharp has shown that the associated Manhattan curve is real analytic by employing
thermodynamic formalism for geodesic flows [Sha98]. Recently, Kao has shown that the
Manhattan curve is real analytic for a class of non-compact hyperbolic surfaces [Kao20].

Kaimanovich, Kapovich and Schupp have extensively studied similar problems for a
free group F' of rank at least 2 [KKS07]. They compared the pair of word metrics for the
generating sets S and ¢(S) where S is the free generating set and ¢ is an automorphism
of F. They introduced the generic stretching factor A\(¢) which is defined as the average
or typical growth rate of |¢(x,,)|/n when z,, is chosen uniformly at random from the words
of length n in S. Using our terminology it amounts to consider 7(S/¢(S)) = A(¢). An
automorphism ¢ of F' is called simple if it is a composition of an inner automorphism and
a permutation of S. It has been shown that ¢ is simple if and only if A\(¢) = 1 [KKS0T7,
Theorem F| (in which case ¢ gives rise to a rough similarity on the Cayley graph of (F,.S)).
Sharp has pointed out its connection to the corresponding Manhattan curve [Shal0]: he
has identified A(¢) with the slope of the normal line at the point (log(2k—-1),0) where k is
the rank of F'. The mean distortion is a generalization of the generic stretching factor for
hyperbolic groups and has appeared in the work of Calegari and Fujiwara [CE10] (though
the identification is not immediately clear at first sight). They have shown that for any
pair of word metrics the distortion inequality [CF10, Remark 4.28] holds, and also that the
mean distortion is an algebraic number [CF10, Corollary 4.27]. Furthermore, a (possibly
degenerate) central limit theorem (CLT) has been shown [CEF10, Theorem 4.25] (see also
[Call3l, Section 3.6]), and their result has been generalized in [Can21l, Theorem 1.2] and
[GTT20, Theorem 1.1]. Moreover, the variance of CLT is zero if and only if two metrics
are roughly similar [Can21l, Lemma 5.1] and |[GTT20, Theorem 1.1].

Furman has proposed a general framework which can be used to compare metrics be-
longing to Dr when I is a torsion-free hyperbolic group [Fur02]. In his work he introduced
an abstract geodesic flow in a measurable category for a general hyperbolic group, and
showed that two metrics are roughly similar if and only if the associated Bowen-Margulis
currents are not mutually singular on the boundary square 9T (which is the set of two
distinct ordered pairs of points in the Gromov boundary 0I') [Fur02, Theorem 2]. He also
claims that two metrics in Dr are roughly similar if and only if there associated trans-
lation length functions are proportional. A main motivation of the present paper is to
incorporate the properties of the Manhattan curve into rigidity statements that charac-
terize rough similarity. As a consequence we strengthen and generalize Furman’s result
for all non-elementary hyperbolic groups.
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1.2. Outline of proofs. Let us sketch the proof of Theorem [I.I] First we consider the
following series in a,b € R,

P(a,b) = Z exp(-ady(o,x) —bd(o,x)),

zel

and identify the Manhattan curve Cj; with the graph of b = 6(a) where 6(a) is the abscissa
of convergence in b for each fixed a (Proposition . In what follows, we also call the
function € which parametrizes Cp; the Manhattan curve. Next we perform the Patterson-
Sullivan construction for ad, + bd for (a,b) with b = 6(a) and construct a one-parameter
family of measures p, 5 on OI' for (a,b) € Cps (Corollary . A key step in the proof of
Theorem is understanding the variation of p,p in a. Any measure p,; (which is not
necessarily unique) is ergodic with respect to the I'-action on JI" for each fixed (a,b) € Cps
and the proof of this is adapted from classical arguments in [Co093]. Moreover, fiqp is
doubly ergodic, i.e., fiqp ® f1qp is ergodic with respect to the diagonal action of I' on o0°T.
Proving this amounts to showing that the geodesic flow is ergodic if it is properly defined
e.g., in the case of manifolds (where we owe this idea to the work of Kaimanovich [Kai90]).
Furman has constructed a framework where machinery concerning geodesic flows works
for general hyperbolic groups [Fur02] (see also [BE17]), but the space in his setup has only
a measurable structure and so difficulties arise when we discuss a family of flow-invariant
measures (on the same space) and carry out limiting arguments with those measures. We
employ a compact model of geodesic flow defined by Mineyev [Min05], and show that
there exist associated flow-invariant probability measures m, (which is unique) for each
(a,b) € Cps and they are continuous in a € R in the weak-star topology (Section .

Finally we define the local intersection number at £ € OT" for a pair (d, d.) as the limit of
d.(7£(0),7¢(t))/d(7(0),v£(t)) as t — oo, where ¢ is a quasi-geodesic such that v (t) - &
as t — oo, if the limit exits. We show that the limit exits and is equal to a constant 7,
for jiqp-almost every & € OI'. Furthermore 7, is continuous in (a,b) € Cps (Section .
In fact, §'(a) = -7, if 0 is differentiable at a € R. Note that 0 is convex (as seen from
the definition) and thus is continuous everywhere and differentiable at all but at most
countably many points. Since we have shown that 7, is continuous in a, the function
¢ is C'. In the last step, where we show that 7., coincides with —6'(a) (if it exists),
we prove that pgp assigns full measure to the set where the local intersection number
7(&) is defined and it is equal to —0'(a). This discussion naturally leads us to study the
multifractal spectrum of 7(&), i.e., to determine all the possible values « of 7(§) and the
size of the level sets for which 7(£) = a. This spectrum is actually the multifractal profile of
a Patterson-Sullivan measure for d,, where the Hausdorff dimension is defined by a quasi-
metric associated with d (Theorem [3.8). Furthermore, the profile function is the Legendre
transform of the Manhattan curve and is defined on the interval (Dil_, Dil,). (It would be
interesting if it is defined on [Dil_, Dil, ], including the two extrema, which is indeed the
case for some special case, e.g., word metrics. See Remark and our investigation of this
point in Section [4.6]) Based on this discussion, we show that the Manhattan curve Cy for
a pair (d,d,) is a straight line if and only if d and d, are roughly similar (Theorem
and thus conclude Theorem The discussion also yields Theorem by identifying
-9'(0) with the mean distortion 7(d./d) (see Theorem [3.12).

Let us briefly describe the proof of Theorem as our methods are quite different to
those used in the proof of Theorem We introduce a subshift of finite type coming from
the coding built upon Cannon’s automatic structure. This allows us to employ techniques
from thermodynamic formalism which we apply within the strengthened thermodynamic
framework of Gouézel [Gould] (Section [4). This enables us to relate Cys to a family of
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real analytic (pressure) functions associated to suitable potentials on the subshift. Un-
fortunately, in general, we do not know whether the subshift is topologically mixing, i.e.
whether Cannon’s automatic structure is connected. This introduces additional difficul-
ties. Since the automatic structure may contain various large components, our pressure
functions of interest are not coming from a single component. In particular, we must
compare the corresponding dominating eigenvalues of a collection of transfer operators,
each of which depend on one of these components. To overcome these difficulties we use
the following ideas. Firstly we introduce a multi-parameter family of Patterson-Sullivan
measures developed in Section We then compare these measures to a collection of
pressure functions and show that the first and second order partial derivatives of these
functions coincide at certain points; our proof of this latter part is developed upon an
argument of Calegari and Fujiwara [CF10, Section 4.5]. This allows us to show that a
function g(a, b), which we obtain from gluing together our analytic pressure functions, is
twice continuously differentiable. We realize Cj; as the solution to 6(a,b) = 0 and then
apply the implicit function theorem to conclude the proof.

After showing Theorem (Theorem , we investigate further properties of the
Manhattan curve for strongly hyperbolic and word metrics. For a pair of word metrics, we
obtain a finer version of Theorem [I.1]and show that two word metrics are not roughly sim-
ilar if and only if the corresponding Manhattan curve is globally strictly convex (Theorem
. Furthermore we show that there are two lines, the slopes of which we can express
explicitly, which are within bounded distance of the Manhattan curve at +oo (Proposition
. As an application we obtain a precise large deviation principle for d. (o, x,)/n when
Z,, uniformly distributes on the sphere d(o,x) = n, for word metrics d, d.. We identify the
effective domain (where the rate function is finite) with [Dil_,Dil,] (Theorem and

Corollary [4.25)).

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section [2.1] we review basic theory on hyperbolic
groups, a classical Patterson-Sullivan construction in a generalized form and a topological
flow. In Section [3] we show Theorems|[I.I]and In Section[4] we discuss thermodynamic
formalism. We show Theorem in Theorem the analogous result for word metrics
in Theorem a stronger version of Theorem for word metrics in Theorem
and that Dil_ and Dil, are rational for word metrics in Proposition The proof of
this proposition is based on a finer analysis of a transfer operator in Proposition
We exhibit an application to a large deviation principle in Theorem and Corollary
In Section we compute explicit examples: the free group of rank 2 and the (3,3, 4)-
triangle group. In particular, in the case of the latter group, we find a pair of word metrics
for which the mean distortion is algebraic irrational. In Appendix [A] we show Lemma
which we use in the proof of main rigidity result Theorem (the second part of
Theorem [1.1}).

Notation: Throughout the article, we denote by C,C’,C", ... constants whose explicit
values may change from line to line, and by Cg,Cy,CF, ... constants with subscript R to
indicate their dependency on a parameter R. For real-valued functions f(¢) and ¢(t) in
t e R, we write f(t) x g(t) if there exist constants C1,Cy > 0 independent of ¢ such that
Cig(t) < f(t) < Cag(t), and f(t) xgr g(t) if those constants C; and Cy depend only on R.
Further we use the big-O and small-o notations: f(¢) = O(g(t)) if there exist constants
C >0 and T > 0 such that |f(t)| < C|g(t)| for all t > T, while f(t) = Or(g(t)) if the implied
constant is Cr, and f(t) = g(t)+o(t) ast N 0if |f(t)—g(t)|/t > 0ast — 0 for t > 0. We say
that two measures pp and pg defined on the common measurable spaces are comparable if
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there exists constant C' > 0 such that C™'u; < po < Cpy. We use the notation #A which
stands for the cardinality of a set A.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hyperbolic groups. We briefly review some fundamental material concerning hy-
perbolic groups. See the original work by Gromov [Gro87] and [GAIH90] for backgrounds.
Let (X,d) be a metric space. The Gromov product is defined by

() = d(w,z) + d(u21, y) —d(x,y)

For § > 0, a metric space (X, d) is called d-hyperbolic if

for x,y,w e X.

(2]y)w > min {(z|2)w, (2|y)w} -0 for all z,y,z,we X.
We say that a metric space is hyperbolic if it is d-hyperbolic for some § > 0.

Let IT" be a finitely generated group. We call a finite set of generators S of I' symmetric if
5! € S whenever s € S. The word metric associated to a symmetric finite set of generators
S is defined by

ds(z,y) :=|a"yls for z,yel,
where |z|s :=min{k >0 : x = s1---s, s; € S} and 0 for the identity element. We say that T
is a hyperbolic group if the pair (I, dg) is hyperbolic for some word metric dg. If (I',dg) is
d-hyperbolic, then for any finite, symmetric set of generators S, (I',dgr) is ¢'-hyperbolic
for some §’. A hyperbolic group is called non-elementary if it is non-amenable, and
elementary otherwise. Elementary hyperbolic groups are either finite groups or contain 7Z
as a finite index subgroup.

We say that two metrics d and d, on I' are quasi-isometric if there exist constants L > 0
and C > 0 such that

LYd(z,y) - C <d.(z,y) < Ld(z,y) + C forall z,y €T,
and roughly similar if there exist constants A > 0 and C > 0 such that
M(z,y) - C <di(x,y) <Ad(z,y)+C forall z,yel.

Suppose that (T',d) is d-hyperbolic. If d. is roughly similar to d, then (T',d,) is ¢'-
hyperbolic for some (possibly different) §’. However, if d, is just quasi-isometric to d,
then (T, d.) is not necessarily hyperbolic. We will discuss a category of metrics which are
hyperbolic and quasi-isometric to some hyperbolic metric in T.

Let T" be a non-elementary hyperbolic group. We define Dr to be the set of metrics
on I' that are left-invariant, i.e., d(gz, gy) = d(z,y) for all z,y and g € T", hyperbolic, and
quasi-isometric to some (equivalently, any) word metric.

Example 2.1. Let I" be the fundamental group of a compact negatively curved manifold
(M,dys). The group T acts on the universal cover (M, dgy) isometrically and freely. For
any point p in M, if we define d(z,y) = d3r(xp,yp) for x,y € ', then d yields a metric,
which is left-invariant, hyperbolic and quasi-isometric to a word metric by the Milnor-
Svarc lemma. Such d therefore belongs to Dr. More generally, if T' is a non-elementary
hyperbolic group and acts on a CAT(-1)-space isometrically and freely with a precompact
fundamental domain, then as in the same way above the metric of the CAT(-1)-space
yields a metric on I' in Dr.

A particular subclass of metrics that we will be interested in are strongly hyperbolic
metrics.
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Definition 2.2. A hyperbolic metric d on I' is called strongly hyperbolic if there exist
L>0,c>0 and Ry > 0 such that for all z,2’,y,3" € I" and all R > Ry, the condition

d(CL‘, y) - d(ﬂj, SC,) - d(ya y,) + d(fL”, y,) 2 Ra

implies that
\d(x,y) - d(2,y) - d(x,y") +d(z',y)| < Le ",

Every hyperbolic group I' admits a strongly hyperbolic metric in Dp. This was shown
by Mineyev [Min05, Theorem 32| (see also Nica-Spakula [NS16]). We use the existence of
such a metric in the course of our proofs.

Let us consider a metric d on I". We say that for an interval I in R, amap v : I - (I',d)
is an (L, C)-quasi-geodesic for constants L >0 and C > 0 if it holds that

L Ys—t|-C<d(y(s),y(t)) < Lls—t|+C forall s,tel,
and a C-rough geodesic for C' > 0 if it holds that
|s—t|-C <d(v(s),y(t)) <|s—t|+C forall s,tel.

A geodesic is a C-rough geodesic with C' = 0. A metric d is called C-roughly geodesic if for
any z,y € ' there exists a C-rough geodesic v : [a,b] — I' such that v(a) =z and v(b) =y,
and called roughly geodesic if it is C-roughly geodesic for some C > 0. If d € Dr, then
(T',d) is not necessarily a geodesic metric space, but it is roughly geodesic space [BS00L
Proposition 5.6]. In many places, we use the following fact which we refer to as the Morse
lemma: if d is a proper (i.e., all balls of finite radius consist of finitely many points) Cy-
roughly geodesic hyperbolic metric in T', then any (L, C')-quasi-geodesic v in (I",d), there
exists a Cp-rough geodesic 7' such that v and + are within Hausdorff distance D where
D depends only on Cy, L, C' and the hyperbolic constant of d (cf. [GAIHI0, Théorémes 21
et 25, Chapitre 5] and [BS00, the proof of Proposition 5.6]).

2.2. Boundary at infinity. Let us define the (geometric) boundary of I'. Let o be the
identity element in I". Fix d € Dr and consider the corresponding Gromov product in I'.
We say that a sequence {x,},° is divergent if (2|2, ), = 00 as n,m — oo, and define an
equivalence relation in the set of divergent sequences by

{zn}io ~ {2l )20 = (@nlar,)o > 00 asn,m — oo,

Let us define I the set of equivalence classes of divergent sequences in I' and call it the
boundary of (I',d). For £ € OL, if {x,,};> € £, then we write x,, > £ as n - co. We extend
the Gromov product to I' U OT" by setting

(&n)o = sup { hgglf(xnwn)o s {zntneo €& {Untneo € 77}7

where if £ or n is in T', then (&|n), is defined by taking the constant sequences &, = & or
nn = 1. Note that if divergent sequences {z,}r, and {y,}52, are equivalent to {x; }°,
and {y;, }ro, respectively, then

liminf (2],|y),)o > limsup(z,|yn)o — 26.
n—oo

n—oo

This implies that for all £,n,{ e "u oI,
(€lm)o > min{(€¢)o, (¢In)o} — 36.

Let us define a quasi-metric by

p(&n)=e Mo for ¢ pearl.
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In general, p is not a metric in OI', but it satisfies that p(&,n) = 0 if and only if & =,
p(&,m) = p(n,§) for all £,m € JT', and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

p(&,n) < Cmax{p(&,¢),p(¢,n)} for all &,n,( eal.

The quasi-metric p associated to d € Dr defines a topology on 0T that is compact, separable
and metrizable. In fact, for any two metric d,d. € Dr the corresponding boundaries
with the topologies constructed above are homeomorphic. We refer to OT" the underlying
topological space.

2.3. Shadows. For any R >0 and x € I', we define the shadow by
O(z,R):={€edl : (¢x),>d(0,x) - R}.

Let us denote by B(&,r) the ball of radius r > 0 centered at £ in I relative to the quasi-
metric p(§,n) = e~EMmo The d-hyperbolic inequality yields the following comparison
between balls and shadows.

Lemma 2.3. Let (I',d) be §-hyperbolic for 6 > 0. For each 7 >0, if R > T+ 30, then for
all £ € I and all x €T such that (0l€), < 7, we have

B(§’6—35+R—d(o,z)) c O($,R) c B(£,€36+R—d(o,x))'

Proof. See e.g., [BHM11, Proposition 2.1]; we omit the details. O

Note that if d and d. are in Dr and (L, C)-quasi-isometric, then for any R > 0 there
exists R’ > 0 depending on L,C and their hyperbolicity constants such that

O(z,R)cO'(z,R') forall zeT,

where O(x,R) (resp. O'(x,R")) are the shadows defined by d (resp. d.). This follows
from the stability of rough geodesics and the fact that any pair of points in I' u 9" are
connected by a C-rough geodesic in (T, d) for some C. Therefore omitting the dependency
on d in the shadow O(x, R) would not cause any confusion, up to changing the thickness
parameter R.

2.4. Hausdorff dimension. For any d € Dr, let p(&,n) = exp(—(&|n),) be the corre-
sponding quasi-metric in OI'. Although it is not a metric in general, we may define the
Hausdorff dimension of sets and measures in JI" relative to p as in the case of metrics. It
is known that there exists a constant € > 0 such that p° is bi-Lipschitz to a genuine metric
d. (e.g., [Hei0I1l Proposition 14.5]), in which case the Hausdorfl dimension relative to d.
will be 1/e times the Hausdorfl dimension relative to p.

For any subset F in T, let us denote by p(E) :=sup{p(&,n) : £&ne E}. For any s >0
and A >0, we define
HA(E, p) = inf{ Y p(E;)® : Ec|JE; and p(E;) < A},
i=0 i=0
and
H*(E, p) =sup HA(E, p) = im HA(E, p).
A>0 A-0
The Hausdorff dimension of a set E in (9T, p) is defined by
dimp(E, p) :=inf{s>0 : H*(E,p) =0} =sup{s >0 : H*(E,p)>0}.
For any Borel measure v on 9T, the (upper) Hausdorff dimension of v is defined by

dimp (v, p) = inf{dimg(E,p) : v(OI'\ E) =0 and E is Borel}.
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Lemma 2.4 (The Frostman-type lemma). Let v be a Borel probability measure on (0T, p).
For s1,s9 20, let

1 B
E(s1,82) := {g €edll : s1< hlﬂ,%lfw < 82},

where B(§,1) ={nedl' : p(&n)<r}. If v(E(s1,s2)) =1, then

s1 <dimy(E(s1,82),p) <2 and s <dimg(v,p) < s9.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that dimyg(FE(s1,s2),p) < s2 and s1 < dimg (v, p). These follow
as in the case when p is a metric; see e.g., [Hei0ll Section 8.7]. ]

2.5. Distance (Busemann) quasi-cocycles. For d € Dr, let us define
ﬁw({L‘, 5) ‘= sup { hm sup (d(.’E, fn) - d(U}, Sn)) : {fn}zozo € 5}

for w,z € I and for £ € 9", and call B, : I' x 9I' - R the Busemann function based at w.
We note that

d(z,z) —d(o,z) =d(o,x) —2(x|z), for z,z€l,
and thus the d-hyperbolicity implies that

|Bo(,€) - (d(0,x) = 2(z[€),) | <26 for (z,€) eT x OT.

The Busemann function f, satisfies the following cocycle identity with an additive error:

1Bo(2y,€) = (Bo(y,271€) + Bo(2,€))| <45 for z,y €T and £ € AT

Let us consider a strongly hyperbolic metric d in Dr (Definition ) and denote by
(z|y)o the corresponding Gromov product. Then there exists a constant € > 0 such that

exp(—&(z|y)w) < exp(—e(z|z)w) + exp(—e(z|y)w) for all z,y,z,w el

[NS16, Lemma 6.2, Definition 4.1] (in fact, this property characterizes the strong hyper-
bolicity). This shows that the Gromov product based at o for a strongly hyperbolic metric
extends to ' u JI" as genuine limits. This also shows that the corresponding Busemann
function 3, is defined as limits and satisfies the cocycle identity,

Bo(2y,€) = Bo(y,x7'€) + Bo(2,€) for z,y eT and & € T.

We use a strongly hyperbolic metric to construct an analogue of geodesic flow in Section

27

2.6. Patterson-Sullivan construction. For d € Dr, let us denote by
B(z,r):={yel : d(z,y)<r} forzel andr>0,

the ball of radius r centered at x relative to d. We define the exponential volume growth
rate relative to d as
1
v :=limsup — log #B(o, 7).
r—ooo T

Since I' is non-amenable, v is finite and non-zero.

We recall the classical construction of Patterson-Sullivan measures for d € Dr. Consider
the Dirichlet series

P(S) - Z e—sd(o,x)’

zel’
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which has the divergence exponent v. Suppose for a moment that the series diverges at
s =v. Then the sequence of probability measures on I,

1 —sd(o,z)
4
ZoP S

where 9§, is the Dirac measure at z, considered as measures on the compactified space
T'udTl', have a convergent subsequence as s \ v. A limit point pu is a probability measure
supported on OT', and there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that for z € I" and for £ € 9T,

Hs =

dx .
dp
All limit points satisfy the above estimates (2.1)). If the series P(s) does not diverge at
s = v, then a slight modification yields a measure satisfying (2.1). We call a probability

measure satisfying (2.1)) a Patterson-Sullivan measure for d € Dr. For details, see [Co093,
Théoreme 5.4].

Cgle‘”ﬁ"(x’s) < (6) < Cée—vﬂo(wi)' (2.1)

The above construction applies to the following setting where the distance is replaced
by a more general function. Let us consider a function ¢ : I' x I' > R and define
_ ¢(3«"a Z) + w(z’y) - ¢(fﬁ>y)

Y(xly), = 5 for z,y,z €T,

as a generalization of the Gromov product. Note that the order of z,y, z matters since ¥
may not satisfy ¢ (z,y) = ¥ (y,x). We assume that ¥ (- | -), admits a “quasi-extension” to
I'x (Tudl), i.e., there exist a function ¥ (- | -), : T'x (T UIT) > R and a constant C' > 0
such that

limsup ) (x/€n)o = € < 9 (xl€)o < liminf i (xl¢;,)o + C (QE)

n—oo

for all (z,€) e I'x (Tudl') and for all {&,}72,.{&, o2y € & This allows us to define the
following function analogous to the Busemann function for (z,£) e I x 9T,

By (,€) = sup {limsup((z, 6) = ¥(0,60)) + {&n}io €€}

Furthermore, if ¢ is I'-invariant, i.e., ¥ (gz, gy) = ¥ (z,y) for all g,z,y € ', then ,Bép satisfies
that the quasi-cocycle relation:

1BY (xy, &) = (BY (y,x7'€) + BY (2,€))| < AC.

Recall that if d € Dr, then (I',d) is a C-rough geodesic metric space for some C' > 0. Let
us consider the following condition: for all large enough C, R > 0, there exists Cy > 0 such
that for all C-rough geodesics v between = and y, and for all z in the R-neighborhood of

Y

[ (@,y) = (P(x,2) +(z,9)) | < Co. (RG)
If 4 satisfies (RG] relative to d € Dr, then there exists a constant C” such that for a large
enough R and for all x € T,

182 (x,€) +4(0,2)| < C" for all £ € O(x, R). (2.2)

Definition 2.5. We say that a function ¢ : I' xI' - R is a tempered potential relative to
d € Dr if ¢ satisfies (QE|) and (RG] relative to d.

Example 2.6. For any d,d. € Dpr, by the Morse lemma, d, satisfies (RG] relative to
d. This implies that for every a € R, the function v, = ad, satisfies (RG] relative to
d. Moreover 1), satisfies (QE) and is I'-invariant. Therefore ¢, = ad. is a I-invariant
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tempered potential relative to d for every a € R. The same argument applies to any triple
d,d,d.s € Dr and any linear combination

Yap:=ads +bd for a,beR.

For every a,b € R, the function 9,4 is a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to d...
The functions 9, and 1), are main tools in Sections [3.2] and [£.4] respectively.

For d € Dr, let ¢ be a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to d. We say that a
probability measure pu on OI satisfies the “quasi-conformal” property with exponent 0 € R
relative to (v, d) if there exists a constant C' depending only on ¢ and d such that

O < exp (8 (2,6) + 08u(,)) - L (6) < C. Q)

for all z € I' and p-almost every £ in OI', where (3, is the Busemann function associated
to d. We simply say that u satisfies (QC)) if 6 and (v, d) are fixed and apparent from the

context.

Proposition 2.7. For d € Dr, let ¢ be a T'-itnvariant tempered potential relative to d.
Then the abscissa of convergence 0 of the series in s,

Z eXP(—¢(07x) —sd(o,x)), (23)

zel’
is finite and there exists a probability measure y on OI' satisfying (QC) with exponent 6
relative to (1,d). Moreover, any finite Borel measure p satisfying (QC) has the property:
C,_l eXp(—¢(07 l‘) - ed(oa .CE)) S (O(.CC, R)) < C’ eXp(—w(Oy .CI?) - Hd(ov .’L')), (24)

for all x €T, where C'" is a constant depending on C, Cy and R.

Proof. Note that 6 is given by

1
limsup —log )’ %) where S(n,Ro) = {z €T :|d(o,x) - n|< Ro}.
n—oo T zeS(n,Ro)

Since 1) satisfies (RG]) relative to d and is '-invariant, then for all n,m > 0,
Z 6*10(0790) S ec Z 6*11’(0790) . Z e*¢(07$)7
zeS(n+m,Ry) zeS(n,Ro) zeS(m,Ro)
which implies that 6 is finite. Let us define the family of probability measures for s > 6 by
[hps = erf eXP(—w(Ov LU) B Sd(07 x))éw
? ZxEF eXP(—w(vaU) —sd(o,x))

If the series (2.3) diverges at 0, then letting s ~ 0 yields a weak limit p,, after passing to
a subsequence. The measure p,;, is supported on OI'. For x,y € ', we have that

exp(=y(0,27"y) - sd(0,27"y))

Y cer exp(-=1(o,2) - sd(o0,2))

-1
_ eXP(—1/J(0793 y))e—s(d(o,x_ly)—d(o,y))Mwys(y).
exp(—¢(0,9))

By the assumption, ¥ (z,y) — ¥ (o,y) is ﬁy(x,g) up to a uniform additive constant as y
tends to . Further d(z,y) — d(o,y) coincides with S,(x,£) up to a constant depending
only on the hyperbolicity constant of d uniformly on a neighborhood of £ in ' u 9I". This
yields (QC). If the series (2.3)) does not diverge at 6, then the argument as in the classical
setting provides (QC|) (cf. [Co093 Théoreme 5.4] and [Tanl7, Theorem 3.3] for a special
case).

Tl s(y) =
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Further since 9 satisfies (RG]) relative to d, we have (2.2)). Suppose that a finite measure
w satisfies (QC)), and p is a probability measure without loss of generality. Then for all
zel,
Ly b (O(l" R)) ~C.,0 eXP(i/’(Oa ‘T) + gd(o) x))# (O($7 R)) .

For all small enough 0 < gp < 1, there exists a large enough R such that
L (iL'_lO(.%',R)) >1-¢9 forall zel,
(cf. [Co093l, Proposition 6.1]), and thereby we obtain (2.4)). O

Lemma 2.8. For d e Dr, if ¢ is a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to d, then there
exist constants 0 € R and C, Ry > 0 such that for all n >0,

0—169n < Z e—d)(o,:v) < Ce@n’
zeS(n,Ro)

where S(n,Ro) :={z eT : |d(o,z)—n| < Ro}.

We say that 6 is the exponent of (1, d) abusing the notation; the proof actually shows
that if there is a finite Borel measure p satisfying (QC|) relative to (i,d) with some
exponent, then that exponent has to be 6.

Proof of Lemma[2.8. For (I',d), fix large enough constants Ry, R > 0 so that for every
n > 0 the shadows O(z, R) for z € S(n,Ry) cover OI'. Since (I',d) is hyperbolic, there
exists a constant M such that for every n, each £ € OI" is included in at most M shadows
O(z, R) with z € S(n, Ry). By Proposition there exits a probability measure j,, which
satisfies . The first inequality in shows that for all n > 0,

¢ 0(n+Ro) > eV <o >y (O(z,R)) <CM.
zeS(n,Rop) zeS(n,Rp)

The second inequality in (2.4)) shows that for all n >0,

L=py (0) < Y g (O(a, R)) < CeT?F0) 5 gmwleo),
zeS(n,Ro) zeS(n,Ro)

hence we obtain the claim. O

We say that a (finite) Borel measure p on 9I' is doubling relative to a quasi-metric p
if w(B(&,r)) >0 for all £ € I and for all r > 0, and there exists a C' such that for every
r>0and £ €0l

n(B(§,2r)) <Cu(B(,r)),
where B(,r) is the ball defined by p in OT.

Lemma 2.9. For d € Dr, if ¥ is a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to d, then any
finite Borel measure u on O satisfying is doubling relative to a quasi-metric p.
Moreover any two finite Borel measures on OI' satisfying with the same exponent
and (1,d) are mutually absolutely continuous and their densities are uniformly bounded
from above and below. In particular, any measure fiy is ergodic with respect to the I'-
action on OI', i.e., all I'-invariant Borel set A in OI' satisfies that either p,(A) =0 or
/Ld,(ar AN A) =0.

Proof. First by Proposition any finite Borel measure p with (QC)) satisfies (2.4)), which
shows that u(O(x,R)) >0 for all z € I" and

w(O(x,2R)) =g p(O(z,R)) forallzel,
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where R is a large enough fixed constant. Applying to this estimate for finitely many
times if necessary, by Lemma [2.3| we find that p is doubling relative to p.

Next implies that for any two finite Borel measures u, i’ satisfying with the
common exponent and (1, d), the ratio of the measures of balls relative to p and p' are
uniformly bounded from above and below. Since both measures are doubling relative to p,
the Vitali covering theorem [HeiOll Theorem 1.6] (adapted to a quasi-metric p) shows that
u and p' are mutually absolutely continuous and their densities are uniformly bounded
from above and below.

Finally for u satisfying , if A is any I'-invariant Borel set in OT" such that u(A) > 0,
then the restriction p|4 also satisfies with the same exponent and (1, d). Therefore
what we have shown implies that puls < p and thus p(0T' N~ A) = 0. This in particular
applies to . O

A central example of the construction is a family of measures jqp for (a,b) € Cy
associated to a pair (d,d.). Let us single out the following corollary which we use in
Section

Corollary 2.10. Let us consider a pair d,d. € Dr.

(1) For each (a,b) € Cps, there exists a probability measure piqp, on O such that for all
xzel,

O gmaBso(@.6)-bBo(2.6) ¢ A+ fhap (£) < O pe~Pro(@E~bBo(,6)
’ d:“’a,b ’
where B., and 3, are Busemann functions for d. and d, respectively, and Cqy is

a constant of the form Cgp = C’lz‘Cllb|. Moreover, we have that
O Vexp(~ad,(0,2) - bd(0,7)) < ptap (O(2, R)) < C" exp(~ad. (0, x) - bd(o,z)),

for all x €T, where C" is a constant depending on Cyy and R.
(2) For every aeR,

1
f(a) = lim —log > gad(0.2)
e 2eS(n,Ro)
where S(n, Ry) := {x el : |d(o,x) —n| < RO} for some constant Ry, and the
function 0 is convex and continuous on R.

(3) For each (a,b) € Cpr, every probability measure i, i ergodic with respect to the
I-action on OT.

Proof. For each a € R, if we let ¢(x,y) = ad«(z,y), then ¢ is a I'-invariant tempered
potential (Example and 6 = b for (a,b) € Cps. Therefore Proposition implies (1),
where the constant C,; = Clzlq‘ib' is obtained from the proof of Propositi Lemma
and the Holder inequality implies (2), and Lemma [2.9| shows (3).

Note that letting v and v, be the exponential volume growth rates for d and d, respec-
tively, we have that (0,v), (v«,0) € Car, and po,, and g, o are (classical) Patterson-Sullivan
measures for d and d,, respectively.

2.7. Topological flow. In this section, we follow the discussion in [Tan20, Section 3].
Let 0°T := (9I')% \ {diagonal}, where T acts on 0°T by z - (£,n) := (2, 2n) for z € T and
(&,m) € 0°T. Consider the space 9" x R and fix a strongly hyperbolic metric d € Dr.
There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for each (£,7) € 9T there is a C-rough geodesic
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Yem P R = (T',d) satisfying that Yem(=t) = & and ¢ n(t) - n as t - oo, respectively
[BS00, Proposition 5.2 (3)]. Shifting the parameter ¢ — t + T' by some T if necessary, we
parametrize ¢, in such a way that

(’{(75’77(0)’ 0) = I{gél Zi\(’yfyn(t)? 0)'

We define

ev:’T'xR—>T by ev(&n,t):=e,(t).
Note that the map ev depends on the choice of C-rough geodesics, however, any other
choice yields the map whose image lies in a uniformly bounded distance: if ¢, and Vé,n
are two C-rough geodesics with the same pair of extreme points, then

Htle%gx C’l\("}/&n(t), Vé,n(t)) < Cl:

for some positive constant C’ depending only on the metric. Let us endow the space of C-
rough geodesics on (T, d ) with the point-wise convergence topology. We define ev : 9°T" x
R — I' as a measurable map by assigning ¢, to (§,7) € 0°T" in a Borel measurable way:
first fix a set of generators .S in I' and an order on it, second consider C-rough geodesics
evaluated on the set of integers as sequences of group elements and choose lexicographically
minimal ones 72,17 for each (¢,n) € 9°T, and finally define ¢ ,,(¢) := qu’n([tj) for t € R where
|t] stands for the largest integer at most ¢.

Letting 3, : T' x ' - R be the Busemann function based at o associated with d, we
define the cocycle

keI x 821—‘ — R, KJ(.Z‘,{,T]) = % (B\O(w—l’g) - B\O(x_lan)) )

where the cocycle identity for & follows from that of J, (Section . Then, I' acts on
9T x R through by

€ - (57 7, t) = ('7:57 xn,t - K(€7 m, t))
Let us call this T-action the (I', k)-action on 9T x R. It is shown that the (T, x)-action on

O°T x R is properly discontinuous and cocompact, namely, the quotient topological space
I'\(8°T x R) is compact [Tan20, Lemma 3.2]. Let

Fr=T\(9°I xR),

where we define a continuous R-action as in the following. The R-action ® on 9°T" x R is
defined by the translation in the R-component:

55(57 777t) = (fﬂ?ﬂf + S)'

This action and the (I, s)-action commute, and thus the R-action ® descends to the
quotient

D [&,n,t] = [, m,t+5s] for [{,n,t] € F.

Then R acts on F,; via ® continuously. We call the R-action ® on F; the topological flow
(or, simply the flow) on F,.

Let us consider finite measures invariant under the flow on F,. Let A be a I'-invariant
Radon measure on 0°T, i.e., z,A = A for all 2 € I" and A is Borel regular and finite on every
compact set. Then any measure of the form A ® dt where dt is the (normalized) Lebesgue
measure on R yields a flow invariant finite measure on F,. Namely, for any I'-invariant
Radon measure A on 9°T, there exists a unique finite Radon measure m invariant under

the flow on F, such that
dA ® dt = f 7d 2.5
/1;2F><R f Fr f m ( )
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for any compactly supported continuous functions f on 9°I' xR, where f is the I'-invariant
function
f(§,777t) = Z f(l' : (57777”),
el
considered as a function on F,; [Tan20, Lemma 3.4] (and we further note that any contin-
uous function ¢ on Fy is of the form ¢ = f by invoking Urysohn’s lemma). If we take a
Borel fundamental domain D in 9°T'xR with respect to the (T', k)-action and a measurable
section ¢ : F, = D, then
A@dt=Y z.(tam).
zel’
Note that it is not necessary the case that the restriction A®dt|p coincides with ¢,m unless
the (T, k)-action is free. We always normalize A in such a way that the corresponding flow
invariant measure m has the total measure 1 (and so is a probability measure on Fy).

For any d € Dr, an associated Patterson-Sullivan measure p on OI" yields a I'-invariant
Radon measure Ay on 9°T" equivalent to

exp (20(€[n)o) 1 ® p,

with the Radon-Nikodym density uniformly bounded from above and from below by pos-
itive constants, and the corresponding flow invariant probability measure mg on Fy is
ergodic with respect to the flow, i.e., for any Borel set A such that ®_;(A) = A for all
t € R, either my(A) = 0 or 1 [Tan20, Proposition 2.11 and Theorem 3.6]. The same
construction applies to measures i, for all (a,b) € Cys.

Proposition 2.11. For each (a,b) € Cyr, there exists a I'-invariant Radon measure Ay
on 9°T equivalent to

exp (2a(&[n) o + 26(E1)o) Hab ® Hab: (2.6)
with the Radon-Nikodym density uniformly bounded from above and below by positive con-
stants of the form Cli'Cllbl. Moreover, A, is ergodic with respect to the I'-action on 0°T,

i.e., for any T-invariant Borel set A in 0°T', either the set A or the complement has zero
Aqp-measure, and the corresponding flow invariant probability measure mqy is ergodic with
respect to the flow on F.

Proof. If we denote the measure (2.6 by v, then we have that C~! < %(f ,m) < C for all

x €I and for v-almost all (¢,1) € 9T, where C is a positive constant of the form C(llaj Cllb|.
If we define

dx.v
(&,m) = sup —"=(&,n),
zel v
then Agyp == p(§,m)v is a I'-invariant Radon measure, which is desired. The details follow
as in Proposition 2.11, Theorem 3.6 and Corollary 3.7 in [Tan20]. O

Lemma 2.12. If A and A’ are T-invariant ergodic Radon measure on 0°T, then either A
and A" are mutually singular, or there exists a positive constant ¢ >0 such that A = c\’.

Proof. Let us decompose A as a sum of two measures A = Ayc + Aging Where A, (resp.
Aging) is the absolutely continuous (resp. singular) part with respect to A’. Note that Aac
and Aging are I'-invariant Radon measures since A is so. Suppose that A, # 0. Then the
Radon-Nikodym density dA,./dA’ is locally integrable and I'-invariant, and thus constant
since A’ is ergodic with respect to the I'-action. Hence there exists a positive constant
¢ > 0 such that A,. = cA’, and since A is ergodic with respect to the I'-action, Agng = 0
and A = cA’, as desired. O
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Corollary 2.13. For each (a,b) € Cps, let mqy be the flow invariant probability measure
on F, corresponding to the (normalized) I'-invariant Radon measure Aqp on o°T. If
(a,b) = (ao,bo) in Car, then mgp weakly converges to mg, p, -

Proof. If (a,b) - (ag,bp), then up to taking a subsequence, there exists a normalized
[-invariant Radom measure A, on &% such that Joor [ dAqp converges to [oop f dA. for
each compactly supported continuous function f on 9*I' (where we use the fact that
O°T" is o-compact). Let A, be any such limit point. Taking a further subsequence, we
have that p,; weakly converges to some probability measure j,, which is comparable to
Hag b, Dy Proposition (in the form of Corollary and Lemma This together
with Proposition shows that A, is equivalent to Ag,p,. Lemma implies that
A, coincides with A, up to a multiplicative constant, and if they are normalized, then
A =Agy p,- Therefore by for any limit point m. of mqy as (a,b) - (ag,by), we have
that m. = mg, p,, hence mg, weakly converges to mg b, - [l

3. THE MANHATTAN CURVE FOR GENERAL HYPERBOLIC METRICS

3.1. Fundamental properties of the Manhattan curve. For d € Dp, we recall that
the stable translation length of z € I" with respect to d is given by ¢[x] = lim,, .« d(0,2™) /n,
where ¢ defines a function on the set of conjugacy classes conj and [x] denotes the conju-
gacy class of x € I'. For d, € Dr, we denote the corresponding function by ¢,. For a,b e R,
let
O(ab)= ¥ exp(-at.fa]-bila]).
[z]econj

and for each fixed a € R, we define ©(a) as the abscissa of convergence of Q(a,b) in b.
Recall that for a € R, we have defined #(a) as the abscissa of convergence of P(a,b) in b,
where

P(a,b) = > exp (—ads(o0,z) - bd(o,z)).

zel

Proposition 3.1. For all a € R, we have 6(a) = O(a).

We will also call the functions 6 as well as © the Manhattan curve for the pair (d,d.).
The proof follows the ideas from [CKO02, Section 5] and Knieper [Kni83, Section II] (the
latter is indicated in [Bur93l, Section 4.1]); we provide the main argument adapted to our
setting for the sake of completeness. We use the following lemma in the proof.

Lemma 3.2. For d € Dr, there exists a constant Cy such that for all x € T, if d(o,x) —
2(zlz™1), > Co, then

] - (d(o,) - 2(ala™)o)| < Co.
and there exists p € T such that £[z] > d(p, zp) — Cp.

Sketch of proof. Recall that if d € Dp, then (T',d) is a C-rough geodesic metric space, i.e.,
for any x,y € I', there exists a C-rough geodesic v : [a,b] - T" such that v(a) = 2 and
~v(b) = y. We provide an outline of the proof when d is geodesic for the sake of convenience
(a detailed proof is found in [MT18, Proposition 5.8]); the same argument applies to C-
rough geodesic metrics with slight modifications. For any x,y € T', let us denote by [z, y]
the image of a geodesic between x and y. On the one hand, for each z € I, let us consider
a geodesic triangle on o,z and 2, and take p as a midpoint of [0, z]. If d(o,z) -2(z|z™1),
is large enough, then d(p,z) > (z|z™!),, and thus

d(p,zp) < d(o,z) - 2(z|z™ )y + 6. (3.1)
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On the other hand, for an arbitrary positive integer n > 0, let us consider a geodesic
7 :=[0,2"]. Tt holds that if d(o,2) - 2(z|z™!), is large enough, then
max d(z¥, ) < (x|z™), + 36. (3.2)
0<k<n
Indeed, let us write z := 2 for 0 < k < n and use p;, to denote a nearest point from zj,
on 7. Suppose that zj is one of the furthest points among xq,...,x, from . Consider
a geodesic quadrangle on zp_1, pg_1, Pr+1 and i1 in this order. Let ¢ be a nearest
point from xp on [zk_1,2ks1]. By 0-hyperbolicity there is a point r with d(g,r) < 26 on
[Xk-1,Pk-1] U [Pr-1,Pk+1] U [Pr+1, Tks1], and we see that r is in fact on [pg_1,pr+1]; this

shows .
Finally, together with the triangle inequality implies that for all n > 0,
d(0,2,) > d(0,2p-1) + d(0,2) - 2(z|z™), - 60,
which yields ¢[z] > d(o,z) — 2(z|z™), — 65. Combining this with shows the claim
since ([x] < d(p, xp). O

Proof of Proposition[3.1. To simplify the notations we write |z| = d(o,2z) and |z, :=
d«(o,z). Note that for all large enough L >0 and for each a € R,

1 1
6(a) =limsup —log >’ e and  ©(a) = limsup ~ log > eablz],
n—eo T4 <L n—eo T [a)0[x]-n|<L
Also note that for each x € I' there exists p € I' such that
[6:[z] = di(p,zp)| < C1 and  [([z] - d(p,zp)| < C2,

(cf. the proof of Lemma where C1, C5 are constants depending only on the hyperbol-
icity constants of d. and d. This yields 6(a) > ©(a) for each a € R.

For a large enough R >0 and any z,w € I', let
O(z,w,R)={geTuUdl : (z]g)w < R}.

Let us take a pair of hyperbolic elements x,y such that n — ™ and n — y" for n € Z
yield quasi-geodesics and their extremes points are distinct; there exists such a pair since
I is non-elementary (cf. [GAIH90, 37.-Théoréeme in Section 3, Chapitre 8]). Taking large
enough powers of z if necessary, we define for a large enough R > 0,

U:=0(o,z',R), V:=0(o,z,R), V:=0(x322R) and U:=0(z? 2% R),

such that
UnV=g, (Tudl)\UcV and (Tudl)\VcU.

Further, taking large enough powers of y if necessary, we assume that U’ := yU, V' :=yV,
U and V are disjoint. For a fixed positive constant L > 0 and any positive integer n, let

Spri={z€el : ||z|-n|<L} and S, (U, V):={zeS,1 : UnzV =g},
and similarly, S, 1 (V,U) and S, (U, V).
First we note that if z € S, (U, V'), then
(23223)V eV and (23223)7'U c U,

since (z222%)V = (232)V c 23(Tudl\U) c 23V = V and the latter is analogous. Therefore
if we define

Un,L(x,a:_l,R) ={zeS, : 21 eO0(0,27Y R), z€O(o,z,R)},
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then
x3Sn,L(U7 V)xg c Un,L+6|m|(xa Z‘_l, R): (33)

since 0 € U and o € V. Moreover, we have that

x_?)Sn,L(‘/a U)_1$_3 c n,L+6|ac|(xa x_la R) and y_ISn,L(Ulv V,)y c Sn,L+2\y|(Ua V),
(3.4)
where the former follows by the same discussion as (3.3)) and the latter holds by the defini-
tion of U’ and V'. Note that the map z — 23223 yields an injection from S, 1, (U, V) into
Un,L+6|x‘(a:,:1;‘1, R). Similarly the map z = 273271273 yields an injection from S, ,(V,U)
into Uy, 146/2|(7, 271, R), and the map z = y~'zy yields an injection from S,, ,(U’, V') into
Uy, Ls6jal+2ly| (2,771, R).

Second let us show that there exists a finite set Fy - in I' independent of n such that
Sn,L N FUy C Sn’L(U, V) @] Sn,L(Va U) @] Sn7L(U’, V’). (3.5)

Indeed, if z € S), 1, and z is not included in any one of S, ,(U, V'), S, . (V,U), or S, o (U', V"),
then one has

UnzV+@, VnzUz@, and U nzV' 0.

Note that those elements z for which U x V x U’ and z(V x U x V') intersects are finite;
this follows since U x V x U’ and V x U x V' are in (I' udT')®) | where

(Cuar)® = {(&,n,¢) e (Duar)? : & nand ¢ are distinct},

and the diagonal action of ' on (I'udL')®) is properly discontinuous. (Note that it is more
standard to state that the diagonal action of I on the space of distinct ordered triples of
points in the boundary OT" is properly discontinuous; the same proof works for the case of
(Tu OI‘)(3) where we endow I'UOT" with the compactified topology, cf. [Gro87, 8.2.M] and
[Bow99, Lemma 1.2 and Proposition 1.12].) Hence holds for some finite set Fyy in
I" independent of n.

Finally if z € U, 1 (2,271, R), then since z € V = O(0,2,R) and 2! € U = O(0,27!, R),
we have that by the d-hyperbolicity,

(™o = (27| < Crs.
Lemma [3.2] implies that for all such z,
(2] = |2 = 2(z|z 7)o + Op,s(1) = |2 + Oy r5(1).

The analogous relations hold for £,[z]. Given z € Uy, 1(z, 27!, R), let us count the number
of elements in the set

Cn(z;z,L,R) :={g(z) eT/(z) : gzg le UnyL(ac,:(:_l,R)},

i.e., the number of g € I' modulo powers of z such that gzg~! € UnyL(x,ar‘l, R) (see Figure
. Let [0, z] denote a C-rough geodesic segment between o and z (with respect to d), and
define v(z) = Upez 2[0, 2], which is (the image of) a (A, B)-quasi geodesic line invariant
under z for some A, B > 0. Similarly, v(gzg~!) is a (A, B)-quasi geodesic line invariant
under gzg~!. Note that gy(z) is also a (A, B)-quasi geodesic line invariant under gzg,
and thus gy(2) and v(gzg™') lie within a bounded Hausdorff distance. This shows that if
9(z) € Cy(z;2,L, R), then gy(z) passes through near o within a bounded distance C4 p s
of 0. Crucially, A and B depend only on the hyperbolicity constant and the x, R used
in Cp(z;x,L, R). Since for any such g the inverse g~ lies in a neighborhood of [0, 2] up



THE MANHATTAN CURVE AND ROUGH SIMILARITY RIGIDITY 19

FiGure 1.

to translation by z, and ~(z) is z-invariant, we have #C,(z;z, L, R) < 01'4737571. Now we
obtain
e—a\z|* <C'n Z e—af*[z]
zeUp, 1 (z,x~1,R) [2):f[z]-n|<L’

Y

where C” and L' are constants depending only on a, z, R, L and the hyperbolicity constants
of d and d,. Therefore, noting that

%22 = |zl < 6lale, 2722 a7 = |zl| < 6zl and [y~ 2yl - [2]] < 2yl

we obtain by (3.3) and (3.4]) together with (3.5)), for all large enough n,
> e~ < on > e-al+[2]

2€Sy, LNFu,v [z]:]¢[2z]-n|<L’

where L and L' are large enough fixed constants depending only on = and y. Since Fyy

is a finite set of elements independent of n, we have that 6(a) < ©(a), as required. O
Let
0 0
Qmin = — lim ﬂ and  Quax i=— lim (a)’
a—oo a—-00 (

where amin and amax are positive and finite since d and d, are quasi-isometric. Recall
that

Dil_:= inf tlx] and Dil;:= sup bzl
[z]econj,q E[l’] [z]econj, e[l']

where conj, is the set of elements [z] € conj such that ¢[z] (and hence £,[z]) is non-zero.
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Corollary 3.3. For any d,d. € Dr, we have

Dil_ = aypin and  Dily = amax.

Proof. Fix a large enough L > 0. For all a >0 and all integers n > 0, we have that
Z efaf*[a:] < Z efaDiLZ[m]
[=]: [[z]-n|<L [z]: [e[x]-n|<L

which together with Proposition [3.1]implies that 6(a) < —aDil-+O(1) and thus aumin > Dil_.
Further for any € > 0, there exist infinitely many [z] € conj, such that

s
] e,
([z]
Hence for all a > 0 and infinitely many integers n > 0,
e—a&,[x] > ce—a(DiL+s)n’
[z]: |¢[z]-n|<L

where c is a positive constant independent of n, and thus by Proposition [3.1
0(a) > —a(Dil_ +¢).
Therefore oy, < Dil_. We obtain ay,i, = Dil-. Showing that au,ax = Dil; is analogous. [

Lemma 3.4. Let I' be a non-elementary hyperbolic group and d,d. € Dr. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) the Manhattan curve Cpy for the pair d and d,. is a straight line, and
(2) there exits a constant ¢ >0 such that [x] = cl.[x] for all [x] € conj.

Proof. 1f the Manhattan curve Cys is a straight line, then Dil_ = Dil,. Furthermore —Dil_
and —Dil, are equal to the gradient of the Manhattan curve. Since Cp; goes through the
points (0,v) and (v.,0) this gradient is —v/v., where v,v, > 0 if T' is non-elementary.
Hence for any [z] € conj,,

v . . Llg] . v
—=Dil_= inf < sup =Dil, = —
CES [9]econj, o E[g] E[x] [g]econj,, E[g] i Us

)

implying that v¢[z] = v.l.[z] for all [z] € conj. The converse follows from the definition
of the Manhattan curve. O

3.2. Proof of the C'-regularity. Fix a pair of metrics d.,d € Dr. For each £ € 9I' and
quasi-geodesic ¢ : [0, 00) — (I',d) with y¢(t) = £ as t - oo, we define

LOO D) d(e0),5()
e (0) ey 04 T8 = lmsup e )

The Morse Lemma (applied to (I',d)) implies that 7in¢(§) and 74, (€) are independent of
the choice of quasi-geodesics converging to £, or of their starting points, respectively. If
Tinf(§) = Toup(§), then we denote the common value by 7(€) and call it the local intersection
number at £ for the pair (d,d.).

iu (€) = lim inf

Lemma 3.5. For each (a,b) € Cyr, we have that Tint(&) = Teup(§) for pgp-almost every
£ € OI' and further there exists a constant T4 such that

T(&) =Tap  for pap-almost every & € O

Moreover, T, is continuous in (a,b) € Cyr.
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Proof. Let d be a strongly hyperbolic metric in Dp. We consider the map ev : 9°T x R —
(T',d) and the flow space F, where & is the cocycle associated with d defined in Section
We write w; := ®y(w) for w € F,,. Taking a measurable section ¢ : F,, - D for a
Borel fundamental domain D in 0°T x R for the (T, x)-action, we define @ := t(w) and set
wt = 5t(2’5) Let

cx(ws,wy) = dy (ev(Ws),ev(iw)) .
Then ¢, (ws,w;) is subadditive, i.e., for all ¢, s € [0, 00),

C*(w07ws+t) < C*('UJO,’LUS) +C*(w57ws+t)7 (36)

and superadditive up to an additive constant, i.e., there exists a C' > 0 such that for all
t,s€[0,00),

Cx(Wo, Wsyt) > cx(Wo, ws) + Cx (Wg, et ) — C, (3.7)
by the Morse lemma on (I',d.). Since mgy is ergodic with respect to the flow on F, the
Kingman subadditive ergodic theorem implies that there exists a constant y.(a,b) such
that

1
lim —c,(wo,wy) = x«(a,b) for myp-almost every w in Fy,

t—oo t

and 1
lim — . e (wo, wy) dmgp, = x<(a,b).

t—o0 t
Let us show that x.(a,b) is continuous in (a,b) € Cps. For each (ap,bo) € Cpr, if (a,b) —
(ao,bo), then m,; weakly converges to mg := mg, p, by Corollary Then the subaddi-
tivity (3.6) yields for all (a,b) € Cps and all t > 0,

1

1
S e (wo,wy) d z'f—[* Jwy) dmg b = X« (a,D),
t/fﬂc (wo,we) dmg p s ) ¢ (wo, wi) dmgp = x+(a,b)

we have that for each t > 0,

1
—_/]__ ¢« (wo, wy) dmg > limsup x«(a,b),

t K a—ag

K

and similarly, (3.7) implies that for each ¢ >0

1
- f (cs(wo,wt) — C) dmg < liminf x«(a,b).
t JF. a—agp
Therefore letting t — oo, we obtain limg,_q, X+ (a,b) = x«(ao, bo), i.e., x«(a,b) is continuous
in (a, b) € CM
We apply the same discussion to d: letting
c(wg,wy) :=d (ev(Ws),ev(wy)),

we have that there exists a constant x(a,b) such that
1
tlim gc(wo,wt) =x(a,b) for m,p-almost every w in Fy,

and x(a,b) is continuous in (a,b) € Cy;.
Therefore for m, p-almost every w = [, &, to] € Fu,
o €2 (0020) (@)
t=oo c(wo,wy)  x(a,b)
Recall that Agp ® dt = Y er T4 (t4map), Aayp is equivalent to figp ® pgp and that d, and

d are left-invariant. Hence if we define 7,4 = x«(a,b)/x(a,b), then 7in¢(§) = Teup(§) for
Hap-almost every £ € OI' and

T(§) = Tap fOTr fiq p-almost every & € OT'.
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Since x(a,b) and x«(a,b) are positive and continuous, 7, is continuous in (a,b) € Cps, as
required. O

For any real value r € R, let

E, := {5 €Il : Tine(§) = Toup(§) = T}'

The set E, is possibly empty for some r. Note that a point £ is in E,. if and only if for
some (equivalently, any) quasi-geodesic ¢ converging to £, we have

i B0 76(0) _

im =7

t=c0 d(7¢(0),7¢(%))

Recall that the Manhattan curve Cy; is the graph of the function 6, i.e., (a,b) € Cys if and

only if b = 0(a), and since 6 is convex, it is differentiable except for at most countably
many points.

Lemma 3.6. Fiz a pair d«,d € Dp. For each (a,b) € Cpy, if 6 is differentiable at a and
r=-0'(a), then puqp(E,) =1.

Proof. Fix a large enough constant C' > 0. Let us endow the space of C-rough geodesic rays
from o in (T',d) with the point-wise convergence topology. For each £ € JT', we associate
a C-rough geodesic 7y from o to &, and define this correspondence in a Borel measurable
way as in Section where we have done the same but for rough geodesics. For each
non-negative integer n and £ € 0I', we abbreviate notation by writing &, := 7¢(n) and
|&n| := d(0,&) (resp. |&nls == di(0,€,)). We use O(z, R) to denote the shadows associated
to the metric d, for a large enough thickness parameter R.

For (a,b) € Cps, let us suppose that r = —0'(a). For a Patterson-Sullivan measure .
for d,., we show that

1
lim inf -
n— o0 v*|€n|

For every € > 0, the Markov inequality shows that for every s> 0,
paa (1€ €0 & 1 (06, B)) > 0=}
< [ e (O B e ).

log it (O(&n, R)) 21 for piq p-almost every & € O (3.8)

Since
f5 (O(&ny R)) 2R exp (=vulénls)  and  pap (O(&n, R)) Xr exp (=alénls = bléal) ,
the integral in the right hand side is at most

Yo exp (—svila|s + s(r - e)vi|z| - alz]. - blz]), (3.9)
zeS(n,R)

where we recall that S(n,R) ={z el : |d(o,z) —n|< R}, up to a multiplicative constant
depending only on R and the é-hyperbolicity constant of d. Moreover, (3.9) is at most

Crexp(s(r—e)ven—bn) >,  exp(—svi|z| —alz|s)
zeS(n,R)

< C}% exp (s(r—e)vin—bn +0(sv. +a)n),
where we have used Lemma 2.8}

> exp (—svilz|s — alz]s) < exp (O(svx + a)n).
zeS(n,R)
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Since b =6(a) and r = -6'(a),
O(sv. +a)—0(a) =-rsve +o(s) ass N0,
we obtain
Hap ({€ €00 & 1 (O(6n, R)) 2 e 711}
<Crexp (s(r—e)vin+ (0(svs +a)-0(a))n)
< Crexp (—sevin+o(s)n) < Crexp (-c(g,s)n),
for some constant c(e, s) > 0 for all n > 0. Hence the Borel-Cantelli lemma shows that

1
liminf ———
n—»00 'U*|€n|

and since this holds for every € > 0, we obtain (3.8).
Similarly, it holds that

) 1
limsup —
n—oo  Uxlénl

log ps (O(&n, R)) > —¢  for i, p-almost every £ € OT,

log pt+ (O(&n, R)) <1 for pgp-almost every £ € OT'. (3.10)

Indeed, for every € > 0 and every s >0, we have that

pas ({6 €0T = (060, R)) s & 9001}
< [ e (O, )"y 6),

and the rest follows as in the same way above; we omit the details.

Combining (3.8) and (3.10]), we obtain
€nls . 1

lim = lim -
n—oo &y n—oo v, &y

for pi4p-almost every & € OI'. Therefore we have that 7in(€) = Teup(§) for g p-almost every
€€l and 4 (Er) =1if b=60(a) and r = —6'(a), as required. O

log 1. (O(&n, R)) =1,

Theorem 3.7. For any pair d.,d € Dr, the Manhattan curve Cpy is C1, i.e., the function
6 is continuously differentiable on R. Moreover, 0'(a) = -7,y for all (a,b) € Cp.

Proof. Recall that since 6 is convex, 0 is differentiable except for at most countably many
points. For each (a,b) € Cys, if r = —6'(a), then Lemma implies that 7(&) = r for fiq -
almost every £ € OT'; on the other hand, Lemma implies that 7(&) = 7,5 for p, p-almost
every & € OI'. Therefore if b = 0(a) and r = —6'(a), then

9/(0,) = ~Tab-

Since this holds for Lebesgue almost every a in R and 7, is continuous in (a,b) € Cps by
Lemma ¢ is differentiable everywhere and the derivative coincides with —7,; which is
continuous. O

The above proof yields the multifractal spectrum of any Patterson-Sullivan measure p.
with respect to p(&,n) = exp(-(€|n),) in OT and the profile is the Legendre transform of
the Manhattan curve.

Theorem 3.8 (The multifractal spectrum). For any pair d.,d € Dr, let p. be any
Patterson-Sullivan measure relative to d. and p(&,n) = exp(=(&n)o) be the quasi-metric
relative to d on OT'. For a € R we define

E(a):= {g €edl : lim log - (B(&:7)) = oz}

r—0 logr
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where B(&,r) ={nedl : p(§,n)<r}. Then we have

dimy (E(v.a),p) = inﬂg {aa + H(a)} for a € (amin, Omax), (3.11)
ae
where ; ;
Omin = — lim (a) and Oomax = — lim (a) .
a—oo a——-00 @

Proof. Note that the function ¢ is C* and 6'(a) = -7, for all (a,b) € Cps by Theorem
Hence Lemmas and together with Lemma imply that for all (a,b) € Cyy,

iy 108 A (B(&,r))

=VsTgp for pigp-almost every & € oI,

=0 logr
and | B
lim 08 ta (B(E,7)) =atep+b for pgp-almost every & € OT,
r—0 logr ’ ’

where we have used ji4,(O(x, R)) 2g exp(—adx(o,z) —bd(o,x)) for z € I'. The Frostman-
type lemma (Lemma shows that

dimy (E(v«Tap), p) = atqp +b.

Since 6 is continuously differentiable and convex, for each « € (Qmin, max) there exists
a € R such that a = -6'(a), and

dimy (E(v.a), p) = —ab’(a) + 6(a),

where the right hand side is the Legendre transform of . Therefore we conclude the
claim. O

Remark 3.9. If we have
0(a) = —aamin +O(1) asa—->oo and 6(a)=-aamax+0(1) asa— —oo,

then the formula (3.11)) is valid for all & € [@min, ¥max] including two extreme points
Qmin and amax. This is the case for example when both d. and d are word metrics, see
Proposition in the following Section [4]

3.3. Rough similarity rigidity. In this section we prove Theorem and the rigidity
statement in Theorem We begin with the following.

Theorem 3.10. For any pair d.,d € Dr, the following are equivalent:

(i) The Manhattan curve Cpy is a straight line between (0,v) and (v.,0) where v and
v, are the exponential volume growth rates of (I',d) and (T',d.) respectively; and,
(ii) d.« and d are roughly similar.

We use the following lemma in the proof. Recall that d € Dr is a roughly geodesic
metric and there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any £ € JI', one may take a C-rough
geodesic ray ¢ from o converging to £ on (I, d).

Lemma 3.11. Let v be a finite Borel reqular measure on OI' and u be a doubling measure
on OI' relative to a quasi-metric p for d € Dr. If we decompose V = Vac + Vsing Where vac
is the absolutely continuous part of v and vsing 1s the singular part of v relative to p,
respectively, then for a large enough R >0,

Vac (O(§n, R))

limsup ——————%- <o and limsup

nsoo 1 (O(&n, R)) nooo 1 (O(6n, R))
for p-almost every & € OT' where &, = v¢(n) forn>1.

Vsing (O(gna R)) -0
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The proof of Lemma [3.17] follows from the classical Lebesgue differentiation theorem
and the weak maximal inequality—we include a proof for the sake of completeness in

Appendix [A]

Proof of Theorem [3.10, If (ii) holds, then the Manhattan curve Cys is actually a straight
line on R since 7,5 = 7 for a constant 7 > 0 for all (a,b) € Cas by Lemma and 0'(a) = -7
for all a € R by Theorem

Suppose that (i) holds. Then (a,b) := (v./2,v/2) € Cps. By Corollary (1), we have
that for all x €I,

Vs v
Ha (O, 7)) % exp (= fal. = Sl
1 (O, R)) < exp(-vaale) and p(O(z,R)) xexp(-vlal).  (3.12)
This implies that
p (O, B)) (O, B))
Ma,b(o(xv R)) Ma,b(o(xv R))
Fix a large enough R > 0. Letting &, := v¢(n) for integers n > 0, we have that

lim sup M <oo and limsup M < 00,
oo fab(O(&n, R)) oo fHab(O(En, R))

for pi,p-almost every ¢ € OI' by Lemma Here we are using that up. and u are
finite Borel regular measures and that p,; is doubling relative to a quasi-metric p in
OT. Hence if either p. and fiqp, or p and pigp are mutually singular, then Lemma
together with leads to a contradiction. Therefore both p. and g have non-zero
absolutely continuous parts relative to ji, 3, and thus for the corresponding I'-invariant
Radon measures A., A and A, for p., p and p,yp, respectively, both A, and A have
non-zero absolutely continuous parts relative to A, ;. By Lemma there exist positive
constants ¢, ¢’ > 0 such that A, = cAyp and A = /Ay p. In particular, A, = (¢/c’)A and this
implies that p. and g are mutually absolutely continuous. Letting ¢ := du./du, we shall
show that ¢ is uniformly bounded away from 0 and from above. We have that

PO e e for (¢,1) € T

If ¢ is unbounded on B(§,¢) for any € > 0, then for a fixed n # £ such that ¢(n) >0, it is
possible that for &' € B(€, ), the value p(£")¢(n) is arbitrary large, however, (£/|n)., and
(&'In)o are uniformly bounded; this is a contradiction. This shows that p. X p and thus
by the above estimates , there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

|vi|z]e —v|z|| < C forall z €T,

x1 forall zel. (3.13)

i.e., d. and d are roughly similar; we conclude the claim. 0

We can now conclude the proof of our first main result.

Proof of Theorem [I.1 Combining Theorems [3.7] and concludes the proof of Theorem
L1 O

We now move on to the proof of Theorem We will break the proof into two parts.
For any pair d,d. € Dr define
ds(o,x)

1
7(d«/d) = limsup ————~ B
( /) r—o00 #B(O7T) I€BZ(:07T) "

where B(o,r):={z el : d(o,x) <r} for a real r >0. We begin by proving the following.
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Theorem 3.12. For any pair d,d. € Dr, the following limit exists:

| d.(0,)
T d>(— d = hm “B(o.1)
( / ) r—o0 #B(O,T) xGB(O,T) "

Y

and 1o, = 7(d«/d). Moreover, we have that

7(d./d) > Ul

*

where v and v, are the exponential volume growth rates of (I',d) and (T',d.) respectively.

Proof. Fix a pair d, d« € Dr and consider the point (0,v) on the associated Manhattan
curve Cys. By Lemma, there exists a constant 79, such that

7(§) = 70,0 for po-almost every £ € dI',

where we note that pg, is the Patterson-Sullivan measure for the metric d. In particular,
for p1o,,-almost every £ € 9T, d..(0,7¢(n))/n — 70, as n — oo where ¢ is any rough geodesic
ray (with respect to d) starting from o. Let us define

|d« (0, ) —n1p 4| S
n

Am::{xel“: e} for n>0 and € > 0.

Consider S(n,R):={x eI : |d(o,z)-n| < R} and fix sufficiently large Ry > 0. Since the
shadows O(x, Ry) for x € S(n, R) cover the boundary OI" with a bounded multiplicity, we
have

# (AnenS(n, R)) /
: <C MO,U(O(xaRO)) SCMO,v U O(l’,RO) :
#S(n’ R) g;eAmE;,S(mR) ( z€An NS(n,R) )

Note that the last term tends to 0 as n — oo since if & belongs to O(x, Ry) for some
x €Ay e.nS(n,R), then |dy(0,7¢(n)) - n7o0| > en — RoL«, where
L, :=sup{d.(o,z) : d(o,z) < Ro}.

This shows that if x is sampled uniformly at random from S(n,R), then for any £ > 0
and for all large enough n, we have |d.(0,z) — n7p | < en with probability at least 1 - ¢,
implying that

. 1 d.(o,x)

Tow = M —————— s

©nmee #S(n’ R) zeS(n,R) n

for all large enough R. For any real r > 0, let us take n := |r| the largest integer at most
r. Note that if z, is sampled uniformly at random from the ball B(o,r), then we have
T, € Ap. with probability at most O(e %) for all large enough n since the probability
that  is not in S(n, R) is at most O (e *#) (following from Lemma #S(n,R) xp e'™).
Therefore first letting r — oo and then R — oo, we obtain

1 d. (o,
o = lim —— 5 o),
nee #B(O,?“) zeB(o,r) r
and thus 7(d./d) = 70,. Furthermore this reasoning shows that for any fixed, sufficiently
large R,
#B.(0,(T0,0 +€)n) > (1 -0(e™*®)) - #B(0o,n) asn - oo,
where B, (o, R) stands for the ball of radius R centered at o with respect to d.. Therefore
7(d«/d) > v/v. where v and v, are exponential volume growth rate relative to d and d,
respectively. O

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem [I.2]
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. We have already proven the first part of the theorem in Theorem
Let us show the equivalence of statements (1), (2) and (3). Note that the equivalence
of (2) and (3) is a consequence of Lemma [3.4] and Theorem (If two metrics d, d. are
roughly similar, then the corresponding Manhattan curve is a straight line on the entire
part, not just on the part connecting (0,v) and (v.,0).) We therefore just need to prove
the equivalence of (1) and (3) which we prove below:

Consider the Manhattan curve Cys and the function 6(a) for the pair (d,d.) and recall
that, by Theorem [3.7, we have that 6’(0) = —7(d./d). It follows, since the curve Cps passes
through (0,v) and (v.,0), that 7(d./d) = v/v. if and only if 6 is a straight line on [0, v ].
By Theorem [3.10]this is the case if and only if d and d. are roughly similar. This concludes
the proof. O

Let us record the following result on the asymptotics of a typical ratio between two
stable translation lengths as it is of interest in its own right.

Corollary 3.13. For any d,d. € Dr, we have that

Cle(t
_Déllang@ as t > oo for p-almost every £ € OT,

([re(®)]
where i is a Patterson-Sullivan measure relative to d and ¢ is a quasi-geodesic ray e
converging to &.

Proof. This follows from Lemmas (3.2 and (3.5 since 79, = 7(d+/d) by Theorem O

4. THE C? REGULARITY FOR STRONGLY HYPERBOLIC METRICS

The aim of this section is to deduce better regularity (i.e. higher order differentiability)
for the Manhattan curve under the additional assumption that d, d,. are strongly hyperbolic
metrics (see Definition in Section. The method we use also applies to word metrics,
in which case it is (in principle) possible to compute explicit examples; we provide some
in the subsequent section (Section . We will use automatic structures to introduce a
symbolic coding for our group I'. This will allow us to use techniques from thermodynamic
formalism. We begin with some introductory material on these techniques.

4.1. Automatic structures. Fix a finite (symmetric) set of generators S for I'.  An
automaton A = (G,m,S) is a triple consisting of a finite directed graph G = (V, E,s.)
where s, is a distinguished vertex called the initial state, a labeling 7 : E - S on edges
by S and a finite (symmetric) set of generators S. Associated to every directed path
w = (eg,€1,...,6n-1) in the graph G where the terminus of e; is the origin of e;,1, there is a
path m(w) in the Cayley graph Cay(I",S) issuing from the identity id, w(eq), m(eo)m(e1),
..., m(eg)m(en-1). Let us denote by 7.(w) the terminus of the path 7(w), i.e., m.(w) :=
m(eo) - m(en-1).

Definition 4.1. An automaton A = (G, 7, S) where G = (V, E, s.) and a labeling 7 : E - S
is called a strongly Markov automatic structure if

(1) for every vertex v € V there is a directed path from the initial state s, to v,

(2) for every directed path w in G the associated path 7(w) is a geodesic in the Cayley
graph Cay(T",S), and

(3) the map m. evaluating the terminus of a path yields a bijection from the set of
directed paths from s, in G to I'.
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We sometimes abuse notation by identifying A with the underlying finite directed graph
G. By a theorem of Cannon [Can84] every hyperbolic group admits a strongly Markov
automatic structure for any finite symmetric set of generators S (cf. [Call3]). Given an
automatic structure A = (G, 7, S) for (T, S), we write X* for the set of finite directed paths
in G (not necessarily starting from s,) and X for the set of semi-infinite directed paths
w = (w;)iz01,.. in G. Let ¥ := £* uX. The function m, : ¥* » I’ naturally extends to

TN »TUudl,  we T (w),

by mapping a sequence to the terminus of the geodesic segment or ray m(w) starting at
id in Cay(I',S). We define a metric dx on ¥ by dy(w,w’) = 27" if w # W’ and w and W’
coincide up to the n-th entry, and dg(w,w’) =0 if w = w'.

4.2. Thermodynamic formalism. The shift map o : £ - X takes a (possibly finite)
sequence w = (wy)i=0,1,... and maps it to o(w) = (wi+1)i=0,1,... To ensure that o is well-
defined, we include the empty path in X. For every real-valued Holder continuous function
p:% >R (which we call a potential), the transfer operator £, acting on the space of
continuous functions f on ¥ is defined by

Lof@)= 3 e#WIfW),
o(w)=w

where for the empty path w = @ the preimages of ¢ are defined only by nonempty paths.
We say that the directed graph G is recurrent if there is a directed path between any two
vertices. We say that G is topologically mizing if there exists n such that every pair of
vertices is connected by a path of length n. If G is recurrent but not topologically mixing,
then there is an integer p > 1 such that every loop (i.e. a path starting and ending at
the same vertex) in G has length divisible by p. Furthermore the set of vertices of G
decomposes into p subsets V' = ;7,7 V; where every edge with start vertex in V; has
end vertex in Vj,1. We call this decomposition a cyclic decomposition of V. Restricting
o to Vj;, we obtain a topological mixing subshift of finite type. If G is not recurrent, then
we decompose G into components — these are the maximal induced subgraphs which are
recurrent. For each component C, we define the transfer operator L¢ by restricting ¢ to
the paths staying in C. The spectral radius of Le is given by e¢(¥) for some real value
Pre(p). This constant is obtained from the limit

1
Pre(p,0) = lim —log 37 exp(Sfup,...n](#)) (4.1)

[WOwwvwn—l]
where the summation is taken over all the cylinder sets of length n,

n—1

S[wo,...,wn,l]((p) = Sup{SnSD(w) P we [w07 e 7w7’l—1:|} a‘nd STLSO = Z SO ° Oj?
=0

(see [PP90, Theorem 2.2] from which this follows from the Gibbs property of an eigen-
measure for each component in the cyclic decomposition).
Let
Pr(p) := maxPre(yp),
where the maximum is taken over all components C of G. We call a component C maximal

if Prc(¢) = Pr(y). Note that the set of maximal components depend on ¢. We are
interested in potentials tht satisfy the following condition.

Definition 4.2. A potential ¢ is called semisimple if there are no directed paths from
any maximal component to any other maximal components.



THE MANHATTAN CURVE AND ROUGH SIMILARITY RIGIDITY 29

We denote by H the space of Holder continuous functions on ¥ with some fixed expo-
nent, whose explicit value is not used, and by | - |3 the corresponding Holder norm.

Theorem 4.3 (Theorem 3.8 in [Gould]). Suppose ¢ is a semisimple potential and Cy,...,Cy
are the corresponding mazximal components, each with period p; and cyclic decomposition
Ci =Ujezp;zCi,j- Then there exist Holder continuous functions h;; and measures A j with
ff hl‘,jd/\i,j =1 such that

I
n Pr(p)n
E@f—e () Z Z (‘/i‘fd)"i,(jfnmodpi))hivj
H

=1 jeZ/p;Z

< O\ flleFr@)=eoin,

for every Hélder continuous function f, where positive constants C' and €9 > 0 are inde-
pendent of f, and the probability measures p; = (1/pi) ¥ jezp,z hijAij are invariant under
the shift o. The measures u; are also ergodic.

Remark 4.4. In the statement of Theorem @ if we define C; ; - to be the set of edges
which can be reached by a path from C; ; of length divisible by p;, and C_, ; ; to be the set
of edges which we can reach C; ; with a path of length divisible by p;, then the function
h; ; is bounded from below on the paths starting with edges in C; j . and the empty path,
and takes 0 elsewhere. Furthermore the measure J\;; is supported on the set of infinite
paths starting with edges in C_, ; ; and eventually staying in C;.

We will use both of the measures u; and \; := ?ial Aij foreach i =1,...,I. They have

different supports on the space of paths 3, and y; is o-invariant while ); is not.

Lemma 4.5 (Lemma 3.9 in [Gould]). In the notation in Theorem let \; = ?if)l i
Then o, \; is absolutely continuous with respect to \;.

Proposition 4.6 (Proposition 3.10 in [Gould]). Suppose that ¢ is a semisimple potential
in H and Cy,...,Cy are the corresponding mazximal components. Then there exist positive
constants C,eq > 0 such that for all small enough 1 € H, there exist Holder continuous

functions hgjj and measures )\Z)j with the same support as h; j and \; ; respectively, such
that

<C| fluePrOr—eom,
H

I

n Pre. P)n P P

£¢+wf_ Ze CZ(SO"' ) ' Z (‘/%fd)\z,(j—nmodpl))hld
i=1 JEL[piZ

for all f € H. Moreover, the maps 1 = Pre,(p +1), ¢ — h;fj and 1 — )\fj (from H to R,
H and the dual of H respectively) are each real analytic in a small neighborhood of 0 in

H.

Let [E,] denote the set of paths in ¥ starting at s,. If 1, denotes the corresponding
indicator function then

n—-1
Sn k
L21p,(2) =Y ™), where Syp(w) = ;090(0 (w)),
and the summation is taken over all paths w of length n starting from s..
Lemma 4.7. For any Hélder continuous potential ¢ and for any integer k > 1, if there ex-

ists a path from s, in A containing edges successively from k different mazimal components
for ¢, then there exists a constant C >0 such that for alln > 1,

Egl[E*] (2) > Cnl1entr(e),
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On the other hand, if there are L components in A, then there exists a constant C > 0
such that for allm > 1,

Egl[E*] (2) < CnlePr(¥).

Proof. This lemma is a special case of |[Gould, Lemma 3.7] (the proof of second part is
found in [Tanl7, Lemma 4.7]). O

4.3. Semisimple potentials. In this section we use thermodynamic formalism to link
the geometric measures constructed in Section to certain measures on Y. The key
result that allows us to do this is the following.

Lemma 4.8. Let v be a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to dg on I' with exponent
0 (see Definition . If for a strongly Markov automatic structure A = (G,m,S) the
corresponding shift space (X,0) admits a Holder continuous potential ¥ such that

n-1 )
S ¥ (w) = V(o' (w)) =-v(o,m(w)) for allw = (wo,...,wp-1) €T, (4.2)
i=0
then ¥ is semisimple and Pr(¥) = 6.

Proof. Note that for the potential ¥, we have that for all n,
,C?\%,].[E*](Q) = Z e_w(o’z).

|z|s=n
Hence Lemmas [2.8{and |4.7| show that Pr(W) = 6. If the potential ¥ is not semisimple, then
there is a directed path in the automatic structure A = (G, 7, S) starting from s, passing
through k distinct maximal components for ¥ for k£ > 1. The first part of Lemma [£.7]
implies that L1(g,1(@) > CnF1e"Pr() for all n > 0. This however contradicts Lemma
Therefore W is semisimple. Furthermore for every a € R, the same proof applies to
a, and the potential a¥ is semisimple. O

For each semisimple potential ¥ on X, let C; for i = 1, ..., I be the maximal components
for U. Let X\;;,i=1,...,1, j =0,...,p; be the measure obtained in Theorem applied
to the potential W. We define \; := Zpial Aij and Ay = Zle Ai. Let us denote by py a
finite Borel measure on OI" satisfying with exponent 6 relative to (¢, d) (which has
been constructed in Proposition .

Lemma 4.9. Assume that ¢ and ¥ are as in Lemma [{.8 Then, the push-forward of
Ao (- N[E.]) by . is comparable to fiy.

Proof. For all n, let i, be the finite measure on ¥ defined by the positive linear functional
f e Pr(¥) L3, f(2). If the maximal components for the potential ¥ have periods p; for
i=1,...,1, then let p be the least common multiple of these periods. Theorem [.3] shows

that for any Holder continuous function f on X, we have that for each ¢ =0,...,p—1,
Pr(¥ + L&
- Tr n,;
e~ OPE(Y) | pnpra p gy |, §Y S [ifdAi,(j_q modp;)1i,j (@) asn - oo.
i=1=0

This convergence holds for any continuous functions f on 3; indeed, we approximate f by
Hélder continuous functions and use [e™P* (). £ #(#)| < C| f|eo for all n, where |- |o
stands for the supremum norm. This shows that i, weakly converges to a measure i,
for each ¢ = 0,...,p—1. Since ¢; < h; j(&) < ¢z for some cq,c2 > 0 (see Theorem and
Remark , all m, are comparable with 3, ; A; ;. If we denote by e the weak limit
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of Yi_o k(- n[Ey]) Yoo Mi([E+]), then the measure m,Moo is actually p,. Indeed, for
any continuous function f on I'u 9dI', we have

e LG (L - fom) (@) = e > H V) £y (w))
w of length n from s4
_ e—nPr(\I/) Z e—1/1(o,gc)f(x)7

lz]s=n

where the last line follows since the map 7, induces a bijection from the set of paths
of length n starting at s. to the set of 2 € I' with |z|g = n and (4.2). Since Pr(¥) =6
by Lemma this shows that the measure ;Mo is comparable with p, obtained by
the Patterson-Sullivan procedure, and for Ay := ¥, ; A; j, the measure m, A(- n [E,]) is
comparable with fi,. O

Example 4.10. For any pair of finite symmetric sets of generators .S and S,, there exist
a strongly Markov automatic structure A = (G, 7, S) and a function deg, : F(G) - Z such
that

n—-1

|Te(w)ls, = Z dos, (w;) for all path w = (wo,...,wp-1) from s, on G,

i=0
where G = (V(G), E(G)) is the underlying directed graph of A. This is proved in [CF10L
Lemma 3.8] (see also [Cal09, Theorem 6.39]). Let us define a function ¥g, : ¥ — R by
setting

g, (w) = —dps, (wo) for weX.

This function depends only on the first coordinate of w and is Holder continuous with
respect to the metric dss. Further, by construction, for w = (wp,...,wp-1) € £* we have
that

n-1
Sn\I]S* (W) == Z(:) dng* (Wz) = —ds*(O,TF*(OJ)).

This shows that, on ¥*, the Birkhoff sums of Wg, encode information about the metric
dg, .

Example 4.11. Let d € Dr be a strongly hyperbolic metric. For any finite (symmetric)
set of generators S, we consider a subshift ¥ arising from a strongly Markov structure

A=(G,n,S). Since the Busemann function for a strongly hyperbolic metric is defined as
limits (Section [2.6), if we define

Bol,y) = d(w,y) — d(o,y) for (z,y) €T x (TUAT),
then its restriction on I" x OI" is the original Busemann function (based at o) for d. Let
U(w) = Bo(me(wo), me(w)) for weX.

Note that ¥ is Holder continuous with respect to ds by the definition of strong hyperbol-
icity (see Section [2.6)). Furthermore for w € ¥, if n = |7, (w)|g, then we have that

Sp¥(w) = —d(o,m(w)).

Remark 4.12. It is important to note that for any strongly Markov structure A =
(G,m,S) and any strongly hyperbolic metric d € Dr we can find a function ¥ on ¥ encod-
ing d. It is not clear if we can do the same when d is a word metric; in which case we only
know the existence of some strongly Markov structure and a function on ¥ encoding d
(see Example . We will exploit this freedom of choice for strongly hyperbolic metrics
in our proof of Theorem [I.3]
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4.4. Proof of the C?-regularity. In general, restricting to each component C;, the pres-
sure function Pre, (W) is real analytic in V. Furthermore, for every Uo, ¥ € H,

1
Pre, (Vo + s¥) = Pre, (Vo) + s75 + 55201-2 +0(s%) ass—0,

where
1
T = / Wdu; and 012 = lim — [ (S,V —nn)2 dp;.
b n—-ocon J3

We will prove that 7; respectively 012 coincide on all maximal components for Wy.

Proposition 4.13. Let ¢ be a I'-invariant tempered potential relative to dg on I' with
exponent 0, and

1
0(a) := 711_{20 - log Y, e W) for aeR.

lz|s=n

Suppose that the shift space (X,0) corresponding to a strongly Markov automatic structure
A= (G,m,S) admits a Holder continuous potential ¥ satisfying (4.2)). Then the function
0(a) is twice continuously differentiable in a € R.

Proof. By Lemma we have that 6(a) = maxc Pre(aW) for any a € R. Proposition
shows that for each maximal component C;, ¢ = 1,...,I for a¥, we have Pr’ci(a\Il) =
Zillfdui, where 3; is the set of paths staying in C; for all time. Let us prove that
Js, Y = fzj\Ild,uj for any 4,5 € {1,...,I}. For any 7 € R, let A(7) be the set of
boundary points £ in OI' for which there exists a unit speed geodesic ray &, in Cay(T',.S)
converging to £ such that

1
lim ~4(0,&,) = .
n—oo n,

Note that if this convergence holds for some geodesic ray toward &, then in fact this holds
for any geodesic ray toward £ since any two geodesic rays converging to the same extreme
point are eventually within bounded distance up to shifting the parameterizations (where
all geodesic rays are parameterized with unit speed). This shows that the set A(7) is
T-invariant. Let 7; := [Ei U dpu;, where p; = (1/p;) ?i?)l hi jAij. If we define

1
U; = {w €Y, 7%1_&10 Eanj(w) = Ti},

then 7. (U;) c A(7;) and the Birkhoff ergodic theorem implies that u; (U;) = 1 since p; is
ergodic by Theorem We shall show that 7; = 7; for any 4, j € {1,...,I}. Let Uf := S\Uj.
Since \; and y; are equivalent on X;, we have A; (£; n Uf) = 0. This implies that A\;(Uf) = 0.
Indeed, note that aka cUf, and a‘kZme = o7 F(8inc*U?) ¢ a‘k(Eme). Since \joo ™
is absolutely continuous with respect to A; by Lemma we have \;(c7*%; n Ufg) =0,
and since X = Unzo o*%; modulo \;-null sets, we obtain Xi(Uf) = 0.

We then have that \;(U;n[E.]) > 0 since U; has full A\;-measure and \; assigns positive
measure to [E.] by Theorem |4.3] Therefore
)\i(Tl';lA(Ti) N [E*]) > )\Z(Ul ) [E*]) >0

and Lemma implies that g, (A(7;)) > 0. As we have noted, A(r;) is I'-invariant, and
since fiy is ergodic with respect to the I'-action on OI' by Lemma the set A(7;) has
the full p1, measure. Since this is true for all 7 =1,...,1, all 7; and thus Pr’ci(a\lf) coincide.
This shows that 0(a) is differentiable at every a € R.
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Let 7 be the common value of all of the 7; at @ € R. For each i =1,...,1, we have by
[PP90, Proposition 4.11], Prgi(a\ll) = a?0? where

1
= lim — (S U —nr)? du;.
n—-oo n,

We define the set B(o;) of points £ in OT for which there exits a (unit speed) geodesic ray
¢ in Cay(T', S) converging to £ such that the following double limits hold:

1 1 m-1
0?=lim —c?(n) where 0?(n):= lim — > (&, Enen) - nr)?.
n—oo m—oom, =

Note that B(c;) is T-invariant since 1 is I-invariant. If we define p = Y7, p;, then
applying to the Birkhoff ergodic theorem countably many times, we have that for u-
almost every w € X, the measures (1/n) ZZ;& 0k, Weakly converges to a measure fi, on X
and for p;-almost every w € ; one has u,, = u; for each ¢ =1,...,1. Note that
Lo © 0 L = fgw = [, p-almost everywhere.
Let us define
V= {w €y, ¢ = lim — /(S U —nr)? d,uw}
n—oco n

We then have that 7. (V;) ¢ B(o;) since 1 is a I-invariant tempered potential relative to
dg and p;(V;) = 1. Since Vj is o-invariant Inodulo wi-null sets, the same argument as above
implies that i, (B(04)) > 0 and thus all o7 coincide. This shows that Prg (a¥) coincide for
all i=1,...,1. Since each Pr¢,(a) is real analytic and 6(a) coincides Wlth the maximum
of ﬁnitely many Pre,(a) on a neighborhood of a by Proposition the function 6(a) is
twice continuously differentiable in a € R. O

Theorem 4.14. For any pair of finite symmetric sets of generators S and Sy, if

1
Os,/s(a) = hm —log Y e alzls. for a e R,

o n |z|s=n

then g, 5 is twice continuously differentiable in a € R.

Proof. This follows from Proposition [£.13] and Example O

We now consider the case when d,d. € Dr are both strongly hyperbolic and we want
to show that the associated Manhattan curve is C2. In the previous part we exploited the
fact that the subshift ¥ encoded one of the metrics d that we were considering. It is not
clear how to exploit this fact when both metrics are strongly hyperbolic. To get around
this issue we take a word metric dg on I' associated to a finite symmetric set of generators
S and use this to introduce a subshift ¥ on which we are able to encode information about
the metrics d, d..

For the rest of this section assume that we have two strongly hyperbolic metrics d, d, €
Dr and that we have arbitrarily chosen a finite symmetric set of generators S for I'.
We begin by constructing a useful two parameter family of measures on JI'. For each
(a,b) € R, let O(a,b) be the abscissa of convergence of

Z%exp(—ad* (0,x2) = bd(o,z) — sds(o,x))

as s varies.

To understand this summation we use the measures we constructed in Section[2.6l Since
ad, + bd is a T-invariant tempered potential relative to dg for each (a,b) € R? (Example
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2.6), Proposition implies that for each (a,b) € R?, there exists a measure Hap,s on O
such that for x €T,

Cb < exp (aBuo(@, ) + bBo(,€) + 8(a,b) Bso(,€)) -

da . Ka,b,S
dflap,s

sy

(5) < C’a,bv

where S, 5, and fg, are Busemann functions (based at o) for d., d and dg respectively,
and Cqp is a positive constant. By Lemma [2.8] we have that

> ¢~ (0:2)=bd(02) Zab €XP (g(a, b)n) for all integers n > 0. (4.3)

|z|s=n

For each fixed a € R, the function b — 0(a, b) is continuous by the Hélder inequality. Note
that for each fixed a € R,

b>0(a) = 0(a,b)<0 and b<0(a) = 0(a,b)>0.

Therefore, combining with the continuity of 6(a,b) in b, we have that 6(a,b) = 0 if and
only if b=0(a).

Now consider the subshift of finite type ¥ arising from a coding corresponding to the
S word metric. Let ¥, ¥, : ¥ - R be Holder continuous potentials that encode d, d.

respectively as in Example For each (a,b) € R?, by Lemma (adapted to (4.3]))
the potential ¥, ; = W, + bV is semisimple and Pr(¥,) = 60(a,b).

Consider a point (a,b) € R? and take a maximal component C for Vs Let pe denote
the measure corresponding to ¥, ; on C from applying Theorem Since for each C, the
function ¥, is real analytic in (a,b) € R?, it admits a Taylor expansion with Jacobian
Je(a,b) and a symmetric Hessian Cove(a,b). More precisely, letting W := U, and Wy := U,
we have Je(a,b) = (J1(a,b), J2(a,b)) where

d
Ji(a,b) = [Ec U, duc = 55

(a7b)Prc(\1151,52) fori=1,2,

and Cove(a,b) has entries
82

COVC(a,b)iJ' = M
DV}

I'c (\1151,52 )

P
(a.b)
= lim 1 (SpV¥i(w) —ndi(a,b))(Sp¥;(w) —nJj(a,b)) duc(w),

n—oo n J¥e

for 4 = 1,2; this follows from the one-parameter case by considering s = W, and
differentiating at s = 0 [PP90, Proposition 4.11]. We know that the potentials ¥; and Wy
satisfy a (possibly degenerate) multi-dimensional central limit theorem with respect to uc
on Y. That is, the distribution of
(Sp¥1(w), Sp¥a(w)) —nde(a,b)
vn

under pc weakly converges to a two dimensional Gaussian distribution with covariance
matrix Cove(a,b) as n — oo. It is useful to keep this in mind throughout the following.
Furthermore we note that ¥ and ¥, may vanish at certain points, however there exists n
such that S, ¥ and S,V, are strictly negative functions. Therefore for ¥,; and for the
corresponding on maximal components C, we have that J¢(a,bd) # (0,0) whenever b = 0(a)

for all @ € R. This fact is crucial when we appeal to the implicit function theorem later in
our discussion.

Proposition 4.15. For every (a,b) € R?, the Jacobian Je(a,b) and the Hessian matriz
Cove(a,b) do not depend on the choice of maximal component C.
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Proof. Showing that J¢(a,b) is independent of the choice of maximal component C for
V¥, » is analogous to the first part in the proof of Proposition we omit the details. We
will show that Cove(a,b) is independent of the maximal component C. The proof follows
same lines as as the proof of Proposition but we need to adapt the arguments to the
multidimensional setting.

To simplify the following exposition, let us fix @ and b and suppress their dependence in
the notations. We also write d; := d, and ds := d, and denote the corresponding potentials
by ¥y = ¥, and Wy = V. For Cove = (04,)i,j-1,2, we define the set B(Cov¢) of points in
OI' for which there exists a geodesic ray £ € Cay(I',S) converging to £ such that for all
1,7 =1,2, we have

1
oij = lim —oq;(n),

where
m—

N RS
oi;(n) = Im — > (=di(&, &nsk) — ndi) (=dj (&, Ensi) — nJ;).
m=o00 M, =
For each ¥, ; we have a measure A, by Lemma such that the push-forward of Ag(-N
[E.]) by 7. is comparable to ji4p s, which is ergodic with respect to the I'-action on OI'
by Lemma By comparing the set B(Cove) to the set

1
VC = m {w € ZC P04 = lim — E(Snllli —nJi)(Sn\I’j —an)duw},

i,j=1,2 —eon

where p, is as in the proof of Proposition we see that the matrix Cove does not
depend on the component C. This concludes the proof. U

Theorem 4.16. For any pair of strongly hyperbolic metrics d and d. on I', the corre-
sponding function 6(a) is twice continuously differentiable in a € R.

Proof. For each (a,b) € R%, let C be a maximal component for the potential ¥, ;. Propo-
sition shows that Pr¢(Ws, s,) admits the Taylor expansion whose terms up to the
second order are independent of the choice of C. This implies that since Pr(W¥, ) is given
by the maximum over finitely many functions Pre(¥,) and Pr(¥, ;) = 0(a,b), the func-
tion A(a,b) is twice continuously differentiable in (a,b) € R%. Note that 0(a,b) = 0 if and
only if b = 6(a) for all (a,b) € R?, and for every (a,b) € R? with 8(a,b) = 0 and for every
maximal component C, we have that Je¢(a,b) # (0,0) (see the discussion just before Propo-
sition . Therefore the implicit function theorem implies that 0 is twice continuously
differentiable. O

Now Theorem [L.3] follows from Theorem [£.16]

Note that this result and the arguments we applied to prove it are independent of the
choice of S. However in the case when I admits a finite symmetric set of generators S such
that the underlying directed graph of an automaton has only one recurrent component,
then the Manhattan curve associated to two strongly hyperbolic metrics in Dr is real
analytic. This is because, in this case, Pr(¥,;) is real analytic in (a,b) € R as there
is only one maximal component which is recurrent and all the others are transient (not
recurrent). For example, the fundamental groups of closed orientable surface of genus at
least 2 admit such automata with the standard set of generators since they have a single
relator. For more general cocompact Fuchsian groups, see [Ser81].
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4.5. Pairs of word metrics metrics. In this section we deduce further rigidity results
for word metrics. Recall that the Manhattan curve fg, /g : R - R associated to any pair
of word metrics dg, dg, is twice continuously differentiable.

Theorem 4.17. Let I' be a non-elementary hyperbolic group and dg and dg, be word
metrics associated to finite symmetric sets of generators S and S, respectively. If we
denote the Manhattan curve for the pair (dg,ds,) by

Cu ={(a,b) eR? : b=0g,5(a)},

then the following are equivalent:

(1) ds and dg, are not roughly similar,

(2) the Manhattan curve Cpy is strictly convex at 0, i.e., g*/S(O) >0, and

(3) the Manhattan curve Cyy is strictly convex at every point, i.e., g*/s(a) >0 for
every a € R.

Remark 4.18. Let S, = {x € " : |z|s = n}. If one of the equivalence statements in
Theorem .17 holds then the law of

dg, (0,2r) —n7(S./]95)

Vn
where z,, is chosen uniformly at random from S,,, converges, as n - oo, to the normal
distribution with mean 0 and variance 6§ / 5(0) >0 . This follows from [Can21l, Theorems

1.1 and 1.2] and [GTT20, Theorem 1.1] (where Gekhtman et al. have established their
result in a more general setting). Observe that if dg and dg, are roughly similar, then the
limiting distribution of (4.4)) is the Dirac mass at 0.

(4.4)

Let ¥ denote a subshift of finite type associated to a strongly Markov automatic struc-

ture A=(G,m,S).
Lemma 4.19. Let ¥, : ¥ - R be a Hélder continuous function such that
Sp¥(w) = —dg, (0,m(wo)m(wp-1)) forw=(wo,...,wn1)€X",

as in Example [{.10. The function ¥, : ¢ — R is cohomologous to a constant on a
mazimal component C, i.e., there exist a constant cy € R and a Hélder continuous function
u: e = R such that

U,=cp+u—-uoo,

if and only if ds and dg, are roughly similar.

Proof. For a maximal component C, let I'¢c be the set of group elements that are realized
as the image of a word corresponding to a finite path in C. Recall that ¥, is cohomologous
to a constant on X¢ if and only if there exists 7 € R such that the set

{SpVi(w)+nT:weXe and n>0, neZ},
is a bounded subset of R. By the definition of ¥,, this holds if and only if
{ds,(0,x) - 1ds(o,x) :x e Tc}

is a bounded subset of R. We show that this is equivalent to the fact that dg and dg, are
roughly similar.

Let us prove that for each maximal component C there exists a finite set of group
elements B c I" such that BI'¢B =I'". This claim, which concludes the proof, is essentially
observed in Lemma 4.6 of [GMMI18]; we provide a proof below for the sake of completeness.
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For an element w € I" and a real number A > 0, we say that a S-geodesic word A-contains
w if it contains a subword h such that h = hywhs for some hy, hg € T with |hq|g, |he|s < A.
Let Y, A be the set of group elements z € I' such that x is represented by some S-geodesic
word which does not A-contains w. It is known that there exists Ag > 0 such that for any
wel,

Y. nSsS
fim T Fw20080)
e S,
[AL0O2, Theorem 3]. Since C is a maximal component in the underlying directed graph
G and thus the spectral radius is the exponential volume growth rate relative to S, the

upper density of I'¢ is strictly positive, i.e.,

lim sup —#(FC NSn) >
n—oo #S,,

Fix w e I'. Since I'¢ has positive upper density and Y3, o, has vanishing density, I'¢\Yi A, #
@, i.e., there is an element x of I'¢c whose any S-geodesic representation Ag-contains w,
in particular there exists y € I'¢ (corresponding to a subword) such that y = hjwhsy with
|hils, |he|s < Ag. Hence if we let B denote the ball of radius Ag with respect to dg centered
at the identity in I', then I' = BI'¢ B. O

0.

Proof of Theorem[{.17 First let us show that (1) <= (2). By Theorem (see
the proof of Proposition |4.13)), the second derivative Qg* /S(O) coincides with the second

derivative at ¢ = 0 of the function Pr¢(¢W¥,) for any fixed maximal component C (at ¢ = 0).
By Proposition 4.12 of [PP90] this second derivative is strictly positive if and only if
U, : 3¢ - R is not cohomologous to a constant. Lemma implies that this is true if
and only if dg and dg, are not roughly similar.

Next let us show that (2) <= (3). We shall in fact show that if 0§ / 4(t) >0 for some
t € R, then 67 /S(t) >0 for all t € R. Let us fix tg € R and let Cy,...,C; be the maximal

S
components of t¥, at ¢ =tg. By Proposition [4.6] there exists € > 0 such that

0s./5(t) = max Pre,(1¥)

for all |t —to| < e. Since each Pr¢, (t¥,) is real analytic in ¢ € R, changing e > 0 if necessary
we find at most two components C; and Cy (possibly C; = C2) such that

Pre (t\If*) for tg <t <ty +e,
5./5(t) ={ ' (4.5)

Prcz(t\p*) for tg—e <t <ty.

Moreover, Pre, (tU) (resp. Pre,(t¥.)) is strictly convex at all points if and only if it is
strictly convex at some point since this is equivalent to the fact that ¥, is not cohomologous
to a constant function on X¢, (resp. ¥¢,) [PP90L Proposition 4.12]. It follows that if

g*/s(to) > 0, then both Pre, (t¥,) and Pre, (tW,) are strictly convex at all points since
g*/s(to) =Prg (t0.) =Prg, (t0.) >0,
t=to t=to

by the proof of Proposition Note that since there are only finitely many components
in the underlying directed graph, the set of £y € R where holds for two distinct Cy
and C is at most countable and discrete in R. Applying the same argument to such ¢y at
most countably many times, we see that if fg, /5 is strictly convex at some point, then it
is strictly convex at all points, as desired. O
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4.6. Tightness of the tangent lines at infinity for the Manhattan curve. In this
section we prove an inequality for pressure curves that will be a useful tool in understand-
ing the asymptotic properties of Cp;. This inequality will have subsequent applications
to a large deviation principle (Theorem , our results on the multifractal spectrum
(Theore ) and to proving the rationality of the dilation constants associated to word
metrics (Proposition [4.22).

Proposition 4.20. Let (3,0) be a transitive subshift of finite type and ¥ : ¥ — R be a
Holder continuous function. If we define

Pso (T) ::sup{exp(sn‘l}—(w)) to'w=w forweX ananl},
n

then we have that
(1/pA)ePr(t\Il) < Poo(t\l’) < ePr(t\I/)’
for all t € R, where Pr(tV) is the pressure for t¥ and pa is the spectral radius of the
adjacency matriz for (X,0).
In particular, it holds that
Pr(t¥) = Poo(U)t+O(1) and Pr(-tV) = Pu(-V)t+0O(1) ast— oo.

Proof. Let E be a finite set of alphabets and A = (Ac ¢ )ecrer be the adjacency matrix
which defines the transitive subshift of finite type (X,0) on E. We consider the associated
finite directed graph G whose set of edges is F. Let us denote by Qg the set of cycles in
G, i.e., the set of finite paths w = (wp, . ..,wp—1) whose terminus coincides with the origin,
and by |w| =n the length of w. Recall that the transfer operator

Lof(w)= Y ") for f:X >R,
o(w)=w

has the spectral radius ePr(¥),

First we consider a special case (from which the general case will be reduced); ¥ : ¥ - R
depends only on the first coordinate, i.e., ¥(w) = ¥ (wp) for some function ¢ : £ - R. Let

Phax(¥) = max{n eV @7l . e QE}, (4.6)

ecw

where we note that the maximum is attained by some simple cycle (i.e., cycles consisting
of pairwise distinct edges). Then we have that

Prax(v) < ™),
by the definition of spectral radius, and moreover
ePr(¥) < pa - Pmax ()

where p4 stands for the spectral radius of the adjacency matrix A by [Fri86, Theorem

2]—we have applied to the non-negative matrix (ew(e)Ae,eI)e (note that we have py =

P10 Therefore we obtain

Paax (t)) < 7" ) < pu - Prax(tp)  for all t e R. (4.7)

el

Next we consider the general case. Since W is Holder continuous, for any € > 0 suffi-
ciently small there exists a function Wg : ¥ — R such that ¥y depends on finitely many
coordinates and satisfies that [Uy— V| < e. Let us re-code the subshift 3 where an induced
potential depends only on the first coordinate: if Wy depends only on at most the first
K-coordinates for some K > 0, then we replace all K-length strings allowed by A with a
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new symbol. Thereby we obtain a new transitive subshift ¥ p with an adjacency matrix
B. Note that the natural bijective map ¥ — Xp, w = (w;)i2y = @ = (WiWis1-Witi-1) 50
defined by concatenation of subsequent K-alphabets yields an isomorphism between the
shifts. If we define ¥, : ¥p - R by ¥{(@) = ¥(w), then ¥ (@) = () for some function
¥ on X, and the spectral radii of transfer operators for ¥y and ¥{, coincide so do that of
the adjacency matrices A and B. Applying , we obtain

") < i Prax (1)),
Further since pa = pp and the inequality
|Pr(t¥) — Pr(tWo)| < [tV —t¥p|oo for all ¢ e R, (4.8)
which follows from we have that
PHO0) ¢l P ).

Combining with

oc'w=w forweZananl},

which follows from the definition and (4.8), we obtain ePrt) < 26l . Py (1),
Noting that this estimate is uniform in ¢ € R as € - 0, we have that e”* %) < p, - Py (1 %)
for all ¢ € R. Similarly, by using we have e”*¥) < P (+®) for all t € R, concluding
the first claim. Further noting that P.,(t¥) = P, (¥)? for all ¢ > 0, we obtain the second
claim. O

Remark 4.21. Richard Sharp has suggested that the above proof can be simplified by
appealing to the fact that the set of uniform measures on periodic orbits is dense in the
set of all o-invariant Borel probability measures in the weak topology [Sig70, Theorem
1]. We have provided a more elementary approach which gives a clearer insight into the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.22. For any pair of word metrics dg,ds, associated to finite symmetric
sets of generators S, S., the corresponding Manhattan curve satisfies that

0s,/s(t) = —amint + O(1) ast—oo and 0Og,/5(t) = —maxt + O(1) ast— —oo.

Moreover cumin and aumax are rational.

Proof. We apply Proposition [4.20] to each transitive component in the subshift in Example
for each ¢ € R, we have that

0s,/s(t) = max Pre(t0sg,),

where C is a component in the underlying directed graph by Lemma Note that
although the components which attain the maximum can depend on the ¢, since we have
Qmin = — limy_o 6(t)/t and there are only finitely many components, there exists C such
that amin = Poo(¥g,|c) Where ¥g ¢ is the restriction of Vg, to X¢. Therefore g, /5(t) =
—amint + O(1) as t - oco. Similarly we have amax = ~Po(~Vg,|c) for a possibly different
C, implying that 0g,/5(t) = ~maxt + O(1) as t » —oo.

Furthermore since Vg, (w) = dog, (wo) for w € ¥ and d¢g, takes the value in integers

(Example [4.10)), by (4.6)) in the proof of Proposition we have that

d
Omin = dés.(c) for a cycle w = (e, ...,ex_1) and k = |w|,
cew |l

and amax has a similar form. Hence apin and amax are rational. O
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4.7. An Application to a large deviation principle. In Section [3] we compared the
typical growth rates of two metrics d,d. € Dr by studying two related limits. In Lemma
[3.5] we studied the limiting ratio of the metrics as we travel along “typical” quasi-geodesic
rays. We then, in Theorem [3.12] considered the asymptotic average of our two metrics; we
studied the limiting average of the ratio of our metrics where we average over n-balls in
one of the metrics. In this section we investigate a finer statistical result that compares a
metric d € Dp with a word metric dg. More precisely we study the distribution of d(o, z)/n
when z is sampled uniformly at random from the set of all words of length n in dg.

It has been shown that if d € Dr is a word metric or is strongly hyperbolic, then there
exists a positive real number 7 such that

1 d(o,x)
#5n lejs=n "
where S;, = {z € : |z|g =n} [Can2ll Theorem 1.1]. (In fact, a stronger result was shown:

the left hand side of (4.9)) is 7+ O(1/n) as n - o0.) Furthermore, the values d(o,z)/n
concentrate exponentially near 7, i.e., for any € > 0,
T| > e}) <0.

d(o,x)
n
A detailed analysis of the Manhattan curve allows us to establish a precise global large
deviation result that is valid for any metric d € Dr.

> T asn - oo, (4.9)

#{xesn:

1
limsup — log (
n

n—oo

#Sn

Theorem 4.23. Let I' be a non-elementary hyperbolic group equipped with a finite sym-
metric set of generators S. Let S, :={x €' : |zx|sg =n} for non-negative integers n > 0. If
d € Dr, then for any open set U and any closed set V in R such that U c V|, we have that

#{xeSn:@eU})

d(o,x)

1 1
—inf I(s) < liminf — log
seU n—oo 1 #S

n

: 1 (
< limsup — log
n

n—00

#{xesn: eV})g—inéI(s),

1
#S,
where

I(s) =04/q5(0) + iuﬂlg{ts —0q4/as(—1)}

and 0444 1s the Manhattan curve for the pair of metrics d and dg. Furthermore, I has a
unique zero at the mean distortion T(d/dg), is finite on (Qmin, max) and infinite outside
Of [aminaamax]; where

Omin = — lim —ed/ds(a) and omax = — lim —ed/ds(a).

a—00 a a——00 a

Remark 4.24. In a recent work, Gehktman, Taylor and Tiozzo have established the cor-
responding central limit theorem in the case when d is (not necessarily proper) hyperbolic
metric [GTT20, Theorem 1.1]; we are not aware of the corresponding large deviation prin-
ciple in the non-proper setting, e.g., see [GTT18, Theorem 7.3] (for a recent analogous
result on random walks, see [BMSS20]).

Proof of Theorem [[.23, For every t € R, we have that

1 1
i 21 td(o,x) | _ 0 —+)-¢ 0
n1—>Holo n o8 ( #Sn M%;n ‘ s ( ) s ( )’
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by Lemma 2.8 and furthermore the right hand side is continuously differentiable by Theo-
rem The theorem then follows from the Gértner-Ellis theorem (e.g., [DZ98, Theorem
2.3.6]) and the definitions of I and 644, O

Corollary 4.25. Suppose d,dg € Dr are as in Theorem [{.25. Further assume that d is
a word metric associated to a finite symmetric set of generators Sy, i.e. d =dg,. Then,
I(amin), I (amax) < 00 and further amin and amax are rational.

Proof. This follows from Proposition [£.22] O

Remark 4.26. If we take a strongly hyperbolic metric d in Theorem then it holds
that I(omin), I(@max) < oo by Proposition and by the first part in the proof of
Proposition We are unsure whether both I(aumpin) and I(amax) are finite for any
d € Dr, which we leave open.

5. EXAMPLES

In this section we compute the Manhattan curve for two examples, focusing on a pair of
word metrics. In the first we provide an exact formula for a Manhattan curve associated
to a free group. In the second we analyze a hyperbolic triangle group, which is another
explicit class of hyperbolic groups other than free groups. We obtain a Manhattan curve
as an implicit function for some pair of word metrics in the (3,3, 4)-triangle group. For
both cases, we use the GAP package |[GAP20] to produce explicit forms of automatic
structures.

5.1. The free group of rank 2. The following example is considered in [Cal09, Example
6.5.5]. We extend the discussion found in [Cal09] by commenting on the Manhattan curve.
Let F = (a,b) be the free group of rank 2. We consider the standard set of generators
S ={a,b,a”',b7'} and another symmetric set of generators

S, :={a,b,c,a”t, b7t ¢} where ¢:= ab.

Our aim is to compute the Manhattan curve 6g,g,. Note that a word on S, is reduced if

and only if it contains no subword of the form a™'¢,cb™, ¢ ta, ¢ b, and furthermore each

element in F' has a unique reduced word representative on S,. Henceforth we use A, B,C
to denote a™,b71, ¢! respectively. An automatic structure for (F,S) (resp. for (F,S.))
is given in Figure [2| (resp. Figure |3). (In the figures the arrows are solid if they are in
the strongly connected component, and dotted otherwise. The initial state is denoted by
(Ll?? ')

The word length with respect to S is computed by setting

1 if e has the label a,b, A, B,

dgs(e) {2 if e has the label ¢, C,

where d¢g is defined as in Example The adjacency matrix of this directed graph is
of size 12 (because we use all the edges in the strongly connected component as indices),
but it is enough to deal with a smaller one: we observe that the ‘flip’ of the labels by
¢ < C, a< B and b < A keeps the directed graph structure with labeling. This allows
us to consider the following matrix of size 6 where indices correspond to the set of labels
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FIGURE 3. An automatic structure for (I',S,) in Section

FIGURE 4. The Manhattan curve (solid) for the example in Section
and the tangent line at 0 (dotted) for comparison.
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a,b,c, A, B,C":

a b ¢ A B C
afl 01 0 1 1
bl1 1.1 1 0 O
clt 1.1 1 0 O
Alo1 01 1 1]
Bl1 01 0 1 1
c\0 101 1 1

Then the Manhattan curve is computed as fg/g, (t) = log P(e™") where P(s) the spectral
radius of the matrix

s 0 2 0 s s

s s s s 0 0

s s s s 0 0

0 s 0 s s s
s 0 s 0 s s

0 s 0 s s s

(see Lemma . Hence we obtain

0s/s,(t) = log (%et(et +vet(et+8)+ 4)) ,

and ) .
Omay = lim -;93/3*(75) =2 and  amin = lim —;95/5*@) =1,
see Figure [4 Moreover the mean distortion 7(S5/S,) and v./v where v (resp. v,) is the
exponential volume growth rate for (I',S) (resp. (I', S+)) are given by
ve log4

4
7(S/8,) = ~05/5.(0) = 37 1.33333..., and o " log3 1.26186. . ..

5.2. The (3,3,4)-triangle group. We now turn our attention to computing a Manhattan
curve for a pair of word metrics in the case of the (3,3, 4)-triangle group. Let

= (a,b,c|la®, b3, ¢, abe),
where we denote the standard set of generators by
S:={a,b,c,a”t, b7t ¢},
and another symmetric set of generators by
Sy :={a,b,c,d, a_l,b_l,c_l,d_l} where d := 2.
Note that I' has a presentation with respect to S,
(a,b,c,d|a®, b2, ct, abe, d'c?).

Based on these presentations for I', we compute the exponential growth rate v (resp. v.)
for (I, S) (resp. (I',S.))

v =0.674756..., and v, =0.732858...,
and we have produced automatic structures for (I',S) and for (T, S.) in Figures [f] and [6]

Following the method in Section [5.1} we find a matrix representation of the transfer
operator, which is read off from the strongly connected component with appropriately
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F1GURE 7. The strongly connected component of the automatic structure
for (I, S.) in Figure@ The weight 1 is assigned on the directed edges with
labels a, A, b, B, ¢, C, and the weight 2 is assigned on the directed edge with
label d.
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FI1GURE 8. The Manhattan curve (solid) for the example in Section
and the tangent line at 0 (dotted) for comparison.

defined weights in Figure[7] The following is the characteristic polynomial of the transfer
matrix of size 21:

—e BB (14 efz)(L+ez) (1 +efx + e®a?) (1 - e*x — e**2? — 327 — 2% + 2%2).

Let s~ r(s) be the branch given as a root of

635 _ 64s$ _ €5S:E2 _ IEGSIE2 _ €7s$3 + 688:134,

such that r(s) coincides with the spectral radius of the transfer operator at s = 0. Then the

Manhattan curve is obtained by fg/g, (s) = logr(s), see Figure 8, We find that amax = 3/2
and ayin = 1. Moreover the expansion of 95/5* (s) at 0 has the following form:

055, (5) = 0.732858 -~ 1.18937. .. 5 + 0.0515301 ... s* + O(s%),

and the mean distortion 7(5/S,) and v./v are given by

1 *
7(S/5.) = =<(85-VIT) = 1.18937..., and O - 1.08611....
v
Note that 7(S5/S.) is quadratic irrational although it is a priori a root of a higher degree
polynomial with rational coefficients. We are still far from having a systematic understand-
ing of the exact class of numbers to which 7(5/S,) can belong in general. We believe that

this deserves further investigation.

APPENDIX A. PROOF oF LEMMA [B.11]

In this section we will refer to some fundamental facts from [HeiOl]. Let X be a
topological space endowed with a quasi-metric p which is compatible with the topology
on X, and let us call (X, p) a quasi-metric space. Let p be a Borel regular measure on a
topological space (X, p). For r >0 and x € X, we denote the ball of radius r centered at
x relative to the quasi-metric p by

B(z,r)={yeX : p(x,y) <r}.
A measure p is called doubling if all balls have finite and positive u-measure and there
exists a constant C'(u) > 0 such that u(B(x,2r)) < C(p)u(B(z,r)) for any ball B(z,r)
in X. We call C(u) a doubling constant of p.
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Let (X, p) be a quasi-metric space which admits a doubling measure p. For any Borel
regular finite (non-negative) measure v on X, i.e., v(X) < oo, let us decompose
V = Vac t Vsing,

where v, is the absolutely continuous part of v and vj,g is the singular part of v relative
to p, respectively. Since v is finite, v, is also finite and thus dv,c/du is integrable.

Lemma A.1. For p-almost every xz € X, we have that

Tim 22 (Bz,r)) _ dvac (r)<oo and limsu

_ b Vsing (B(,7)) ~
r~0 p(B(z,r))  dp r-0 p(B(z,1))

=0.

Proof. By adapting the proof of Lebesgue differentiation theorem [Hei0I, Theorem 1.8] to
a quasi-metric, we have

lim 22 (B(z.r)) _ e (z) for p-almost every = € X.

0 p(B(z,r))  du
Now we show the second claim. Let us write v = vgye. Since v and p are mutually
singular, there exists a measurable set N in X such that v(N) = v(X) and p(N) = 0.
Further (the singular part) v is also Borel regular and the inner regularity implies that for
any € > 0 there exists a compact set K. in N such that v (N N\ K;) <e. Let v, := v|xk.
the restriction of v on X \ K, for which v.(X) <e. For any z € X \ K, there exists a
small enough r > 0 such that B(z,r) c X \ K.. If we define

Ly(x) :=limsup M and Muv.(x) = sup M

r—0 M(B(x7r)) >0 /,L(B(.%',T’))
then for any ¢ > 0,

for r € X,

{Lv >t} c K.u{Mv, > t}.
The weak maximal inequality shows that

p (M > 1)) < P (),

for any ¢ > 0 and for a constant C}, depending only on the doubling constant of y (where
the proof follows exactly as for (2.3) in [Hei01l Theorem 2.2]) and thus

p (> 1) € (K2) + (M > 1) € i (X),

where we have used the fact that pu(K:) < u(N) = 0. Therefore for each ¢ > 0, letting
€ - 0, we have that

w({Lv> 1) =0,
and this shows that Lv(x) = 0 for p-almost every x € X, as required. O

Remark A.2. The above fact is standard in metric spaces with doubling measures, and
the part adapted to a quasi-metric is mainly the place where we use Vitali’s covering
theorem. We avoid repeating all the details: see [HeiOIl, Chapters 1 and 2].

Proof of Lemma|3.11]. If we fix a large enough R > 0 given C for which d € Dr is a C-rough
geodesic metric, then Lemma[2.3]and Lemmal[A ] together with the fact that p is doubling
show that

Vsing (O(&n, R)) -0

. Vac (O(&L?R)) i
06 ) = < B (0, )

for pi-almost every & in OI' where C), g s is a positive constant depending only on a doubling
constant of g and R as well as the é-hyperbolicity constant of d, and we recall that
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&n = 7e(n) for n > 1 and 7¢ is a C-rough geodesic ray from o converging to . This
concludes the claim. g
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