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Limit sets and commensurability of Kleinian groups

WEN-YUAN YANG�∨ and YUE-PING JIANG

Abstract
In this paper, we obtain several results on the commensurability of two Kleinian groups and their limit
sets. We prove that two finitely generated subgroupsG1 andG2 of an infinite co-volume Kleinian group
G ⊂ Isom(H3) havingΛ(G1) = Λ(G2) are commensurable. In particular, it is proved that any finitely
generated subgroupH of a Kleinian groupG ⊂ Isom(H3) with Λ(H) = Λ(G) is of finite index if and only
if H is not a virtually fiber subgroup.
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1. Introduction

Two groupsG1 andG2 are commensurable if their intersectionG1 ∩ G2 is of finite
index in bothG1 andG2. In this paper, we investigate the following question asked
by J. Anderson [5]: namely, ifG1,G2 ⊂ Isom(Hn) are finitely generated and discrete,
does Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) imply thatG1 andG2 are commensurable? Here we use Ax(G)
to denote the set of axes of the hyperbolic elements ofG ⊂ Isom(Hn).

The question has been discussed by several authors. In 1990,G. Mess [11] showed
that if G1 andG2 are non-elementary finitely generated Fuchsian groups having the
same nonempty set of simple axes, thenG1 andG2 are commensurable. Using some
technical results on arithmetic Kleinian groups, D. Long and A. Reid [9] gave an
affirmative answer to this question in the case whereG1 andG2 are arithmetic Kleinian
groups. Note that all the confirmed cases for the question aregeometrically finite
groups. So it is natural to ask if the question is true with theassumption thatG1 and
G2 are geometrically finite. Recently, P. Susskind [13] constructed two geometrically
finite Kleinian groups in Isom(Hn) (for n ≥ 4) having the same action on some
invariant 2-hyperbolic plane but whose intersection is infinitely generated. So this
implies that these two geometrically finite groups are not commensurable although
they have the same axes set. But it is worth pointing that these two geometrically
finite Kleinian groups generate a non-discrete group. This example suggests that some
additional conditions need to be imposed to eliminate such ‘bad’ groups.
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In higher dimensions, we have the following consequence of P. Susskind and G.
Swarup’s results [14] on the limit set of the intersection of two geometrically finite
Kleinian groups.

Proposition 1.1. Let G1 and G2 be two non-elementary geometrically finite subgroups
of a Kleinian group G⊂ Isom(Hn). Then G1 and G2 are commensurable if and only if
the limit setsΛ(G1) andΛ(G2) are equal. In particular,Λ(G1) = Λ(G2) if and only if
Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩G2).

In several cases, the condition that both subgroups lie in a larger discrete group can
be dropped.

Corollary 1.2. Let G1,G2 ⊂ Isom(Hn) be two non-elementary geometrically finite
Kleinian groups of the second kind leaving no m hyperbolic planes invariant for
m< n− 1. Then G1 and G2 are commensurable if and only ifΛ(G1) = Λ(G2).

In dimension 3, we can refine the analysis of the limit sets using Anderson’s results
[3] to get the following result in the essence of the recent solution of the Tameness
Conjecture (see [1] and [6]) which states that all finitely generated Kleinian groups in
Isom(H3) are topologically tame.

Theorem 1.3. Let G1, G2 be two non-elementary finitely generated subgroups of an
infinite co-volume Kleinian group G⊂ Isom(H3). Then G1 and G2 are commensurable
if and only if Λ(G1) = Λ(G2). In particular, Λ(G1) = Λ(G2) if and only if
Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩G2)

Similarly, in the following case we are able to remove the ambient discrete group.

Corollary 1.4. Let G1,G2 ⊂ Isom(H3) be two non-elementary finitely generated
Kleinian groups of the second kind whose limit sets are not circles. Then G1 and
G2 are commensurable if and only ifΛ(G1) = Λ(G2).

In fact, under the hypotheses of the above results, the condition of having the same
limit sets of two Kleinian subgroups exactly implies havingthe same axes sets. But
Anderson’s original formulation of the question is only to suppose that two Kleinian
groups have the same axes set. So it is interesting to explorewhether there is some
essential difference between the limit set and axes set. The following theorem is a
result in this direction, suggesting that the ‘same axes set’ condition is necessary in
general for Anderson’s question.

Theorem 1.5. Let H be a non-elementary finitely generated subgroup of a Kleinian
group G ⊂ Isom(H3). Suppose thatΛ(H) = Λ(G). Then[G : H] is finite if and
only if G is not virtually fibered over H. In particular,[G : H] is finite if and only if
Ax(H) = Ax(G).

Remark 1.6. We remark that the case ofH being geometrically finite is proved by P.
Susskind and G. Swarup [14, Theorem 1]. Theorem1.5 actually proves the special
case of Anderson’s question whereG1 is a subgroup ofG2.
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The paper is organized as follows. In section2, we collect some results on the limit
set of the intersection of two Kleinian groups and prove someuseful lemmas for later
use. In section3, we prove Theorems1.3and1.5.

2. Preliminaries

Let Bn denote the closed ballHn ∪ Sn−1, whose boundarySn−1 is identified via

stereographic projection withR
n−1
= Rn−1 ∪ ∞. Let Isom(Hn) be the full group

of isometries ofHn and letG ⊂ Isom(Hn) be aKleinian group; that is, a discrete
subgroup of Isom(Hn). ThenG acts discontinuously onHn if and only if G is discrete.
Furthermore,G acts onSn−1 as a group of conformal homeomorphisms. Theset of
discontinuityΩ(G) of G is the subset ofSn−1 on whichG acts discontinuously; the
limit setΛ(G) is the complement ofΩ(G) in Sn−1. A Kleinian group is said to be of
thesecond kindif Ω(G) is nonempty otherwise it is said to be of thefirst kind.

The elements of Isom(Hn) are classified in terms of their fixed point sets. An
elementg , id in Isom(Hn) is elliptic if it has a fixed point inHn, parabolic if it has
exactly one fixed point which lies inSn−1, hyperbolicif it has exactly two fixed points
which lie in Sn−1. The unique geodesic joining the two fixed points of the hyperbolic
elementg, which is invariant underg, is called theaxisof the hyperbolic element and
is denoted by ax(g). The limit setΛ(G) is the closure of the set of fixed points of
hyperbolic and parabolic elements ofG. A Kleinian group whose limit set contains
fewer than three points is calledelementaryand is otherwise callednon-elementary.

For a non-elementary Kleinian groupG, defineC̃(G) to be the smallest nonempty
convex set inHn which is invariant under the action ofG; this is theconvex hullof
Λ(G). The quotientC(G) = C̃(G)/G is theconvex coreof M = Hn/G. The groupG is
geometrically finiteif the convex coreC(G) has finite volume.

By Margulis’s lemma, it is known that there is a positive constantǫ0 such that for
any Kleinian groupG ∈ Isom(Hn) andǫ < ǫ0, the part ofHn/G where the injectivity
radius is less thanǫ is a disjoint union of tubular neighbourhoods of closed geodesics,
whose lengths are less than 2ǫ, and cusp neighbourhoods. In dimensions 2 and 3,
these cusp neighbourhoods can be taken to be disjoint quotients of horoballs by the
corresponding parabolic subgroup. This set of disjoint horoballs is called aprecisely
invariant system of horoballsfor G. In dimension 3, it is often helpful to identify the
infinity boundaryS2 of H3 with the extended complex planeC. In particular, the fixed
point of a rank 1 parabolic subgroupJ of G is calleddoubly cuspedif there are two
disjoint circular discsB1, B2 ⊂ C such thatB1∪B2 is precisely invariant underJ in G.
In this case, the parabolic elements ofJ are also called doubly cusped.

In dimension 3, we call a Kleinian groupG topologically tameif the manifold
M = H3/G is homeomorphic to the interior of a compact 3-manifold. Denote by
Mc the complement of these cusp neighbourhoods. Using the relative core theorem
of McCullough [10], there exists a compact submanifoldN of Mc such that the
inclusion of N in Mc is a homotopy equivalence, every torus component of∂(Mc)
lies in N, andN meets each annular component of∂(Mc) in an annulus. Call such an
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N a relative compact corefor M. The components of∂(N) − ∂(Mc) are therelative
boundary componentsof N. Theendsof Mc are in one-to-one correspondence with the
components ofMc−N. An endE of Mc is geometrically finiteif it has a neighbourhood
disjoint fromC(G). Otherwise,E is geometrically infinite.

A Kleinian groupG ⊂ Isom(H3) is virtually fiberedover a subgroupH if there
are finite index subgroupsG0 of G andH0 of H such thatH3/G0 has finite volume
and fibers over the circle with the fiber subgroupH0. Note thatH0 is then a normal
subgroup ofG0, and soΛ(H0) = Λ(G0) = S2.

In order to analyze the geometry of a geometrically infinite Kleinian group, we will
use Canary’s covering theorem, which generalizes a theoremof Thurston [15]. Note
that the Tameness Theorem ([1] and [6]) states that all finitely generated Kleinian
groups in Isom(H3) are topologically tame.

Theorem 2.1 ([7, The Covering Theorem]).Let G be a torsion free Kleinian group
in Isom(H3) and let H be a non-elementary finitely generated subgroup of G. Let
N = H3/G, let M = H3/H, and let p : M → N be the covering map. If M has
a geometrically infinite end E, then either G is virtually fibered over H or E has a
neighbourhood U such that p is finite-to-one on U.

Now we list several results on the limit set of the intersection of two Kleinian
groups, which describeΛ(G1∩G2) in terms ofΛ(G1) andΛ(G2), whereG1 andG2 are
subgroups of a Kleinian groupG. Here we only collect the results used in this paper
and state them in an appropriate form for our purpose. See [4] for a useful survey and
the bibliography therein for the results in full details.

Theorem 2.2 ([14, Theorem 3]).Let G1, G2 be two geometrically finite subgroups of
Kleinian group G⊂ Isom(Hn). ThenΛ(G1) ∩ Λ(G2) = Λ(G1 ∩ G2) ∪ P where P
consists of some parabolic fixed points of G1 and G2.

Proposition 2.3 ([14, Corollary 1]). Let H be geometrically finite and j be a hyperbolic
element with a fixed point inΛ(H). If 〈H, j〉 is discrete, then jn ∈ H for some n> 0.

Based on the above results, we get the following lemma characterizing the rela-
tionship between limit sets and axes sets.

Lemma 2.4. Let G1, G2 be two geometrically finite subgroups of Kleinian group
G ⊂ Isom(Hn). ThenΛ(G1) = Λ(G2) if and only ifAx(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩G2)

Proof. If G1 andG2 are geometrically finite subgroups of a Kleinian groupG, then
G1 ∩ G2 is again geometrically finite ([14, Theorem 4]). It is well known that
a hyperbolic element cannot share one fixed point with a parabolic element in a
discrete group. Thus by applying Theorem2.2 to Λ(G1) ∩ Λ(G2), we can conclude
that any hyperbolic elementh ∈ Gi has at least one fixed point inΛ(G1 ∩ G2) for
i = 1, 2. Now by Proposition2.3, we haveh j ∈ G1 ∩ G2 for some large integer
j > 0. This implies the axis ax(h) of h belongs to Ax(G1 ∩ G2). Therefore we have
Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩G2) and it also follows thatP is the empty set.
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The other direction is easy to see using the fact that the set of fixed points of
hyperbolic elements ofG is dense inΛ(G). �

In dimension 3, J. Anderson [3] carried out a more careful analysis on the limit
set of the intersection of two topologically tame Kleinian groups. Combined with
the recent solution of the Tameness Conjecture ([1] and [6]), we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.5 ([3, Theorem C]).Let G ⊂ Isom(H3) be a Kleinian group, and let G1
and G2 be non-elementary finitely generated subgroups of G, thenΛ(G1) ∩ Λ(G2) =
Λ(G1 ∩ G2) ∪ P where P is empty or consists of some parabolic fixed points ofG1

and G2.

Proposition 2.6 ([3, Theorem A]). Let H be finitely generated Kleinian group and j
be a hyperbolic element with a fixed point inΛ(H). If 〈H, j〉 is discrete, then either
〈H, j〉 is virtually fibered over H or jn ∈ H for some n> 0.

Similarly, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let G1 and G2 be two non-elementary finitely generated subgroups of an
infinite co-volume Kleinian group G⊂ Isom(H3). ThenΛ(G1) = Λ(G2) if and only if
Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩G2)

Proof. Observe that our hypothesis ‘G is an infinite co-volume Kleinian group’
implies thatG is not virtually fibered overG1. Since the intersection of any pair of
finitely generated subgroups of a Kleinian group is finitely generated (see [2]), we see
that G1 ∩ G2 is finitely generated. Using Theorem2.5 and Proposition2.6, we can
argue exactly as in Lemma2.4 to obtain Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩ G2), if we
supposeΛ(G1) = Λ(G2). �

Remark 2.8. The condition ofG being infinite co-volume cannot be dropped, as will
be seen in the proof of Theorem1.5. Namely, the Kleinian groupG fibering overH
has a different axes set from that of its fiber subgroupH.

In the following two lemmas, we give some useful properties about the same axes
sets of two Kleinian groups.

Lemma 2.9. Let G be a non-elementary finitely generated Kleinian group and H a
subgroup of finite index in G. ThenAx(G) = Ax(H).

Proof. It is obvious that Ax(H) ⊂ Ax(G). Conversely, since [G : H] is finite, for
any hyperbolic elementg with axis ax(g) ∈ Ax(G), there are two integersi and j such
that giH = g jH and thusgi− j ∈ H. It follows that ax(g) ∈ Ax(H). The proof is
complete. �

Remark 2.10. In fact, our Theorem1.5proves that the converse of the above Lemma
is also true whenH is a finitely generated subgroup ofG ⊂ Isom(H3).
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Lemma 2.11. Let G be a non-elementary finitely generated, torsion free Kleinian group
and H be a subgroup of G. Suppose thatAx(G) = Ax(H). Then for every hyperbolic
element g∈ G, gn ∈ H for some n> 0.

Proof. For any hyperbolic elementg ∈ G, we can choose a hyperbolic elementh from
H such that ax(g) = ax(h) by the hypothesis Ax(G) = Ax(H). It follows that the
subgroup〈g, h〉 is elementary and torsion free. By the characterization of elementary
Kleinian groups it follows that〈g, h〉 is actually a cyclic subgroup〈 f 〉 of G. Thus we
can writeg = f m andh = f n for two appropriate integersm, n. Now we have found
the integern such thatgn = hm ∈ H, which proves the lemma. �

3. Proofs

Proof of Proposition 1.1. Recall G1 and G2 are commensurable if the intersection
G1∩G2 is of finite index in bothG1 andG2. By Lemma2.9, we have Ax(G1) = Ax(G2)
and thusΛ(G1) = Λ(G2), if G1 andG2 are commensurable. So it remains to prove the
converse.

If Λ(G1) = Λ(G2), we have Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩ G2) by Lemma2.4.
Therefore it follows thatΛ(G1) = Λ(G2) = Λ(G1 ∩G2), since the set of fixed points
of hyperbolic elements ofG is dense inΛ(G). Now we can conclude thatG1 ∩ G2

is of finite index in bothG1 andG2, by using Theorem 1 in [14] which states that
any geometrically finite subgroupH of a Kleinian groupG is of finite index inG if
Λ(H) = Λ(G).

The second assertion is just Lemma2.4. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. It is well known that the stabilizer in Isom(Hn) of the limit
set of a non-elementary Kleinian groupG of the second kind leaving nom hyperbolic
planes invariant form < n− 1, is itself a Kleinian group. See for example Greenberg
[8], where the discreteness of the stabilizer of that limit setis proved.

Thus Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) implies thatG1 andG2 together lie in a common Kleinian
group, which is the stabilizer of the common limit set ofG1 andG2. Thus Proposition
1.1completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Observe that the fundamental domain of the subgroupH is the
union of translates of the fundamental domain ofG by left H-coset representatives in
G. So the subgroup〈G1,G2〉 also has infinite co-volume, and we can assume thatG
is finitely generated by replacingG by 〈G1,G2〉. As the conclusion is easily seen to
be unaffected by passage to a finite index subgroup, we may use Selberg’s Lemma to
pass to a finite index, torsion free subgroup ofG. Hence, without loss of generality,
we may assume thatG is finitely generated and torsion free.

By Proposition1.1, the conclusion is trivial ifG is geometrically finite. So we
suppose thatG is geometrically infinite. ThenM = H3/G has infinite volume. Let
C be a compact core forM. SinceM has infinite volume,∂C contains a surface of
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genus at least two. Then using Thurston’s geometrization theorem for Haken three-
manifolds (see [12]), there exists a geometrically finite Kleinian group with non-empty
discontinuity domain, which is isomorphic toG.

Now our task is to give an algebraic characterization of the limit set ofG1 ∩ G2

in Gi such that the relationships betweenΛ(G1 ∩G2) andΛ(Gi) can be passed to the
ones between target isomorphic groups under the above isomorphism ofG. Then the
conclusion of Theorem1.3 follows from Proposition1.1. We claim that for every
elementg ∈ G1, there exists an integerk such thatgk ∈ G1 ∩G2.

Firstly, by Lemma2.7, we obtain that Ax(G1) = Ax(G2) = Ax(G1 ∩ G2). So for
any hyperbolic elementg ∈ G1, the integerk obtained in Lemma2.11 is such that
gk ∈ G1 ∩ G2. Now we consider the remaining parabolic elements. TheoremB of
[3] says that if no nontrivial power of a parabolic elementh ∈ G1 lies in G1 ∩ G2,
then there exists a doubly cusped parabolic elementf ∈ G1 ∩G2 with the same fixed
point ξ ash. Normalizing their fixed pointξ to∞, we can suppose thatf (z) = z+ 1
and h(z) = z + τ, where Im(τ) , 0. Since f is doubly cusped inG1 ∩ G2, then
Λ(G1∩G2) ⊂ {z : |Im(z)| < c}, for some constantc. But on the other hand,Λ(G1∩G2)
is also kept invariant underh, which contradicts the fact thatΛ(G1 ∩G2) is invariant
under f . Therefore the claim is proved for all elements including parabolic elements.
A similar claim holds forG1 ∩G2 andG2.

Under the isomorphism, using the above claims, we can conclude that the limit set
of the (isomorphic) image ofG1 ∩G2 is equal to those of the (isomorphic) images of
G1 andG2. The proof is complete as a consequence of Proposition1.1. �

Remark 3.1. Theorem1.3can be thought as a geometric version of Lemma 5.4 in [3],
which uses an algebraic assumption on the limit sets of the groups involved.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. This is proved similarly to Corollary1.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. In view of Lemma 2.9, we may assume, without loss of
generality, thatH is finitely generated and torsion free by using Selberg’s Lemma
to pass to a finite index, torsion free subgroup ofH.

If H is geometrically finite, then the conclusion follows from a result of P. Susskind
and G. Swarup [14], which states that a non-elementary geometrically finite subgroup
sharing the same limit set with the ambient discrete group isof finite index. So next we
suppose thatH is geometrically infinite. Then there exist finitely many geometrically
infinite endsEi for the manifoldN := H3/H.

We first claim that Ax(H) = Ax(G) implies thatH cannot be a virtually fiber
subgroup ofG. Otherwise, by taking finite index subgroups ofG and H, we can
supposeH is normal inG. Then it follows that every element of the quotient group
G/H has finite order by Lemma2.11. ThusG/H could not be isomorphic toZ. This
is a contradiction. SoH is not a virtually fiber subgroup ofG.

Using the Covering Theorem2.1, we know that for each geometrically infinite end
Ei, there exists a neighbourhoodUi of Ei such that the covering mapP: N → M :=
H3/G is finite to one onUi .
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Now we argue by way of contradiction. LetQN : H3→ N and letQM : H3→ M be
the covering maps and notice thatQM = P◦QN. Suppose that [G : H] is infinite. This
implies thatP is an infinite covering map. By the definition of a geometrically infinite
end, we can take a pointz from the neighbourhoodU1 of a geometrically infinite end
E1 such thatz also lies in the convex core ofN. By lifting the pointP(z) ∈ M to H3,
it is easy to see that the infinite setS̃ := Q−1

M (P(z)) lies in the common convex hull
C̃(H) = C̃(G) ⊂ H3, by observing that̃C(G) is invariant underG and the preimage
Q−1

N (z) ⊂ S̃ lies in C̃(H). SinceP is an infinite covering map, the setS := P−1(P(z))
is infinite. By consideringQM = P ◦ QN, it follows thatS = QN(S̃) ⊂ N and thusS
lies in the convex core ofN, becausẽS ⊂ C̃(H).

We claim that we can take a smaller invariant horoball systemfor H such that
infinitely many points ofS lie outside all cusp ends ofN. Otherwise, we can suppose
that infinitely many points ofS are contained inside a cusp endEc of N, since there
are only finitely many cusp ends forN. Thus infinitely many points ofQ−1

N (S) lie in
the corresponding horoballB for the endEc. Normalizing the parabolic fixed point for
Ec to∞ in the upper half space model ofH3, the horoballB at∞ is precisely invariant
under the stabilizer of∞ in H. On the other hand, we have that infinitely many points
of Q−1

N (S) have the same height, since the covering mapP mapsS ⊂ N to a single
point onM, and the horoballB is also precisely invariant under the stabilizer of∞ in
G, which is a Euclidean group preserving the height of points in the horoballB. Then
we can take a smaller horoball forEc such that these infinitely many points ofQ−1

N (S)
lie outside the horoball.

Continuing the above process for all cusp ends ofN, we can get a new invariant
horoball system such that infinitely points ofS lie outside these cusp ends ofN.

SinceS projects to a single point onM, we can conclude thatS cannot lie in any
compact subset of the convex core ofN. Thus by the above second claim, there exist
infinitely many points ofS which can only lie in geometrically infinite ends ofN. This
is a contradiction to the Covering Theorem2.1, which states that the covering mapP
restricted to each geometrically infinite end is finite-to-one, if H is not a virtually fiber
subgroup ofG. �
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