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A Dual Interpretation of the Gromov—Thurston
Proof of Mostow Rigidity and Volume Rigidity
for Representations of Hyperbolic Lattices

Michelle Bucher, Marc Burger and Alessandra lozzi

Abstract We use bounded cohomology to define a notion of volume of am3(}
valued representation of a latti€fe< SO(n, 1) and, using this tool, we give a com-
plete proof of the volume rigidity theorem of FrancavigliadaKlaff [19] in this
setting. Our approach gives in particular a proof of Thursteersion of Gromov’s
proof of Mostow Rigidity (also in the non-cocompact casehich is dual to the
Gromov-Thurston proof using the simplicial volume invatia

1 Introduction

Strong rigidity of lattices was proved in 1965 by Mosta®@] who, while searching
for a geometric explanation of the deformation rigidityuks obtained by Selberg
[32], Calabi—Vesentini14, 15] and Weil [35, 36], showed the remarkable fact that,
under some conditions, topological data of a manifold aeiiee its metric. Namely,
he proved that iM; = [[\H", i = 1,2 are compact quotients of real hyperbalic
space anah > 3, then any homotopy equivalenge M1 — My is, up to homotopy,
induced by an isometry. Shortly thereafter, this was exadrid the finite volume
case by G. Prasa@].
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The methods introduced by Mostow emphasized the role ofdlasigsometries
of Mj = H", their quasi-conformal extension &H", ergodicity phenomena of the
[-action ondH", as well as almost everywhere differentiability resalta Egorov.

In the 1970s, a new approach for rigidity in the real hyperbchse was devel-
oped by Gromov. In this context he introduagehomology and the simplicial vol-
ume: techniques like smearing and straightening becamertangt. This approach
was then further developed by Thurst@3[Chapter 6] and one of its consequences
is an extension to hyperbolic manifolds of Kneser’s theoferrsurfaces 25. To

wit, the computation of the simplicial volunjjM || = V"L implies for a continuous

mapf : M; — M, between compact real hyperbolic mann‘olds that

VO|(M2)
degf < VoI (M)

If dim M; > 3, Thurston proved that equality holds if and only is homotopic to an
isometric covering while the topological assertion in tlasesin which dinM; = 2
is Kneser’s theoren?f.

The next step, in the spirit of Goldman’s theore2d][— what now goes under
the theory ofmaximal representations is to associate an invariant \fpl) to an
arbitrary representation

p:m(M) — IsomH")

of the fundamental group @, satisfying a Milnor—-Wood type inequality
Vol(p) < Vol(i).

The equality should be characterized as given by the “uriitaiece embedding
i of m(M), of course provided difl > 3. This was carried out in diM = 3 by
Dunfield [17], following Toledo’s modification of the Gromov—Thurstop@oach
to rigidity [34].

If M is only of finite volume, a technical difficulty is the defimti of the volume
Vol(p) of a representation. Dunfield introduced for this purposention of pseu-
dodeveloping map and Francaviglia proved that the defimisondependent of the
choice of the pseudodeveloping md@|. Then Francaviglia and Klaffl[9] proved
a “volume rigidity theorem” for representations

p: m(M) — Isom(HX),

where nowk is not necessarily equal to divh. In their paper, the authors actually
succeed in applying the technology developed by Bessorr@isuGallot in their
seminal work on entropy rigidity?]. An extension to representationsmf(M) into
Isom(H") for an arbitrary compact manifold has been given by Besson—Courtois—
Gallot [3].

Finally, Bader, Furman and Sauer proved a generalizatidiiastow Rigidity
for cocycles in the case of real hyperbolic lattices with eantegrability condition,
using, among others, bounded cohomology technigags, [
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The aim of this paper is to give a complete proof of volumedityi from the
point of view of bounded cohomology, implementing a strgtégst described in
[24] and used in the work on maximal representations of surfames [L2, 13], as
well as in the proof of Mostow Rigidity in dimension 3 i@ ]].

Our main contribution consists on the one hand in ident@yire top dimensional
bounded equivariant cohomology of the full group of isonesttson{H"), and on
the other in giving a new definition of the volume of a repreagan of (M),
when M is not compact; this definition, that uses bounded relatafeomology,
generalizes the one introduced i8] for surfaces.

In an attempt to be pedagogical, throughout the paper we titgs$cribe, in vary-
ing details, the proof of all results.

Let Voly(Xo, - .., %n) denote the signed volume of the convex hull of the points
X0, - -,%n € H". Then Vo is aG™" := Isom" (H")-invariant cocycle ofil" and hence
defines a top dimensional cohomology clagse HY(G",R). Leti: T < G* be
an embedding of as a lattice in the group of orientation preserving isorestaf
H" and letp : ' — G* be an arbitrary representation 6f Suppose first thaf
is torsion free. Recall that the cohomology/fofis canonically isomorphic to the
cohomology of tha-dimensional quotient manifolsll := i (I )\H".

If M is compact, by Poincaré duality the cohomology grotf&/ ,R) =
H"(M,R) in top dimension are canonically isomorphicRowith the isomorphism
given by the evaluation on the fundamental cldk We define the volume Vob)
of p by

Vol(p) = (p* (wn). M),

wherep* : H}(G",R) — H"(I"',R) denotes the pull-back vig. In particular the
absolute value of the volume of the lattice embedadliisgequal to the volume of the
hyperbolic manifoldM, Vol(M) = (i*(wh), [M]).

If M is not compact, the above definition fails sind®(I",R) =~ H"(M,R) = 0.
Thus we propose the following approach: since,\islin fact a bounded cocycle, it
defines a bounded class € Hp . (G*,R) in the bounded cohomology @& with

trivial R-coefficients. Thus associated to a homomorphisni — G* we obtain
p*(wP) € HI(I,R); sinceM = H" is contractible, it follows easily tha4 (I, R) is
canonically isomorphic to the bounded singular cohnomoldfiM, R) of the mani-
fold M (this is true in much greater generaliA[ 5], but it will not be used here). To
proceed further, lel C M be a compact core &, that is the complement il of
a disjoint union of finitely many horocyclic neighborhodglsi = 1,.. .k, of cusps.
Those have amenable fundamental groups and thus the(fa@N) — (M, @)
induces an isomorphism in cohomolo@if/(N,dN,R) = H(M,R), by means of
which we can considep*(wP) as a bounded relative class. Finally, the image of
p*(wp) via the comparison map: HJ(N,dN,R) — H"(N,dN,R) is an ordinary
relative class whose evaluation on the relative fundanhefstas[N, IN] gives the
definition of the volume op,

Vol(p) := ((co p*)(eh), [N,ON]),
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which turns out to be independent of the choice of the compareN. WhenM
is compact, we recover of course the invariant previousfindd. We complete the
definition in the case in which has torsion by setting

Vol(p) := [c;_l(ipj\/})

whereA < I" is a torsion free subgroup of finite index.

Theorem 1.Let n> 3. Leti: M — Isom" (H") be a lattice embedding and Igt:
" — Isom* (H") be any representation. Then

Vol (p)| < Vol i)| = Vol (M), (1)

with equality if and only ifp is conjugated to i by an isometry.

An analogous theorem, in the more general case of a repatieenp : 7 —
Isom" (H™) with m > n, has been proven by Francaviglia and Klaf®] with a
different definition of volume.

Taking in particulap to be another lattice embeddinglof we recover Mostow—
Prasad Rigidity theorem for hyperbolic lattices:

Corollary 1 ([28, 29)). Let I'1,I> be two isomorphic lattices ilsom™ (H"). Then
there exists an isometryqglsom(H") conjugating/; to I.

As a consequence of Theoreimwe also reprove Thurston’s strict version of
Gromov’s degree inequality for hyperbolic manifolds. Ndtat this strict version
generalizes Mostow Rigidity3@3, Theorem 6.4]:

Corollary 2 ([ 33, Theorem 6.4]).Let f: M; — My be a continuous proper map
between two n-dimensional hyperbolic manifoldsavid M, with n> 3. Then

VO|(M2)
deg 1) < s

with equality if and only if f is homotopic to a local isometry

Our proof of Theorem follows closely the steps in the proof of Mostow Rigidity.
In particular, the following result is the dual to the use cfasure homology and
smearing in 83]. We denote bye : G — {—1,1} the homomorphism defined by
€(g) = 1if gis orientation preserving arelg) = —1 if g is orientation reversing.

Theorem 2.Let M= \H" be a finite volume real hyperbolic manifold. @t —
Isom(H") be a representation with non-elementary image andledH" — JH"
be the corresponding equivariant measurable map. Thenverygn+ 1)-tuple of
pointséy,..., & € dH",

_ Vol(p)
~ \Vol(M)

£(g~H)Voln(¢ (o). ---, 9 (9€n)) du(9) Voln(&o, .-+ én),

()

/I’\Isor‘r(]HI“)

wherep is the invariant probability measure dn\Isom(H").
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This allows us to deduce strong rigidity properties of tharmary mapp from
the cohomological information about the boundary that,uimt are sufficient to
show the existence of an element Isom' (H") conjugatingo andi.

To establish the theorem, we first prove the almost everysviaalidity of the
formula in Theorem2. Ideally, we would need to know thad (G",R) is 1-
dimensional and has no coboundaries in degrée the appropriate cocomplex.
However in general we do not know how to compht@c(GJr,R), except when

G' = Isom" (H?) or Isom" (H?) and hence there is no direct way to prove the for-
mula in ). To circumvent this problem, we borrow fromd][(see also T]) the
essential observation that Mol in fact a cocycle equivariant with respect to the
full group of isometrieG = IsomH"), that is

Voln (g%, .- -, 9%) = £(g)Voln(Xq, ..., Xn).

This leads to considéR as a non-trivial coefficient modul@; for G and in this
context we prove that the comparison map

HP.(G.Re) — H{(G,R;)

is an isomorphism. By a slight abuse of notation, we denotnagy wf €
HQC(G, R¢) and byw, € HY (G, R¢) the generator defined by \pl

Using this identification and standard tools from the horgmal algebra ap-
proach to bounded cohomology, we obtain the almost evemaweidity of the
formulain Theoren2. Additional arguments involving Lusin’s theorem are reqdi
to establish the formula pointwise. This is essential bseaane step of the proof
(see the beginning df4) consists in showing that, if there is the equality 1, the
map¢ maps the vertices of almost every positively oriented maxineal simplex
to vertices of positively (or negatively - one or the othexrt both) oriented maximal
ideal simplices. Since such vertices form a set of measuweiaghe boundary, an
almost everywhere statement would not be sufficient.

2 The Continuous Bounded Cohomology o6 = Isom(H")

Denote byG = Isom(H") the full isometry group of hyperbolin-space, and by
G' = Isom"(H") its subgroup of index 2 consisting of orientation presegvin
isometries. As remarked in the introduction there are twoinahG-module struc-
tures onR: the trivial one, which we denote Hy, and the one given by multipli-
cation with the homomorphism: G — G/G" = {+1,—1}, which we denote by
Re.

Recall that ifq € N, the continuous cohomology groubs (G, R), respectively
HJ(G,R;) — or in shortH? (G, R(g)) for both — of G with coefficient inR ), is by
definition given as the cohomology of the cocomplex
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Ce(G¥™,R(¢)® = {f : G¥™ — R, | f is continuous and
€(9)- f(do; -, 9a) = F(9%;--,900) }
endowed with its usual homogeneous coboundary operator
5:C(G q+1 ) —C(G q+2 ))G
defined by
g+1

6f(901 7gq+l Z)f do, - - agj lagj+17 'agq+1)

This operator clearly restricts to the bounded cochains

Cen(GH™R(5)® = {f € C(GT™,R())® | || fllo = sup (@0 o)l < oo}
,dq€

and the continuous bounded cohomoldggfb(G,R(s)) of G with coefficients in
R(g) is the cohomology of this cocomplex. The inclusion

Cep(GH L R()® C Ce(GHR¢))®
induces a comparison map
Cc: Hgb(G, R(E)) — Hg(G, R(g)) .

We call cochains i€ ;) (G4, R) invariant and cochains i@ ) (G, R¢)©
equivariant and apply thls terminology to the cohomolo@gssks as well. The sup
norm on the complex of cochains induces a seminorm in cohagyol

IBIl =inf{]| fllw | f €Co ) (GT,R))®, [f] =B},
for g € HY

c,(b)(GvR(e))-

The same definition gives the continuous (bounded) cohogiyadd any topo-
logical group acting either trivially oR or via a homomorphism into the multi-
plicative group{+1,—1}. A continuous representatign: H — G naturally induces
pullbacks

H ) (G.R) —+ HZ ) (H,R) and HZp, (G,Re) — H ) (H.Rp),

whereR, is the H-moduleR with the H-action given by the composition @f :
H — Gwith £ : G — {+1,—1}. Note that|o*(8)|| < || B]-

Since the restriction t&* of the G-action onR ) is trivial, there is a restriction
map in cohomomology

He ) (G, R(e)) — H 1) (G, R). 3)
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In fact, both the continuous and the continuous boundedroolagy groups can be
computed isometrically on the hyperbaticspacef", as this space is isomorphic to
the quotient ofG or G by a maximal compact subgroup. More precisely, set

Ce.b) (HMF 1 R())® = {f : (H")¥" — R f is continuous (and bounded) and
£(9)- f (X0, Xq) = F(g%0, -, 0%) }

and endow it with its homogeneous coboundary operator. Thercohomology
of this cocomplex is isometrically isomorphic to the copesding cohomology
groups (P2, Ch. lll, Prop. 2.3] and27, Cor. 7.4.10] respectively).

It is now easy to describe the left inverses to the restrctimp @) induced by
the inclusion. Indeed, at the cochain level, they are givembps

P Ce.m) (HMFR)C" = Cp ) (HMFHL,R)C

and
P: Coo) (HMNTLR)CT — Ce iy (HMTL, R, )C

defined forxo, ..., xq € H" and f € C; ) (H")%%,R)®" by

P(f) (X0, -, %q) = 5 (F(X0,...,%q) + f(TX0, ..., TXq)) ,

P(F) (%0, %) = 5 (f(X0, ... Xq) = F(1X0,..., TXq)) ,

NI~ NI =

wheret € G~ G' is any orientation reversing isometry. In fact, it easiljidas
from theG™-invariance off thatp(f) is invariant,p(f) is equivariant, and both( f)
andp(f) are independent afin G~ G'. The following proposition is immediate:

Proposition 1. The cochain mapp, p) induces an isometric isomorphism

The continuous cohomology grotf (G*,R) is well understood since it can, via
the van Est isomorphisn2p, Corollary 7.2], be identified with the de Rham co-
homology of the compact dual ", which is then-sphereS". Thus it is gener-
ated by two cohomology classes: the constant class in dégraed the volume
form in degreen. Recall that the volume formy, can be represented by the cocycle
Voln € Cop((HM™ 1, R)® (respectively Vol € L*((dHM)"1 R, )©) given by

Vol (X, -..,Xn) = signed volume of the convex hull @, ..., X,

for Xo, ..., xn € H", respectivelygH". Since the constant class in degree 0 is invari-
ant, and the volume form is equivariant, using Proposifieve summarize this as
follows:
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HY(G" R)=H)GR)=R and HXG" R)=HGR:) =R (w).

All other continuous cohomology groups are 0. On the boursiti the cohomol-
ogy groups are still widely unknown, though they are conjesd to be isomorphic
to their unbounded counterparts. The comparison mag &dG™ are easily seen
to be isomorphisms in degree 2 and 3 (sEB)[ We show that the comparison map
for the equivariantcohomology ofG is indeed an isometric isomorphism up to de-
green, based on the simple Lemnidelow. Before we prove it, it will be convenient
to have yet two more cochain complexes to compute the camimbounded coho-
mology groups. X = H" or X = dH", consider the cochain spac®(X9*1, R(s))G

of G-invariant, respG-equivariant, essentially bounded measurable functiassels
endowed with its homogeneous coboundary operator. It isgorin [27, Cor. 7.5.9]
that the cohomology of this cocomplex is isometrically iswphic to the continu-
ous bounded cohomology groups. Note that the volume codMptlerepresents the
same cohomology class viewed as continuous boundket-aocycle onH", as an
L*-cocyle ondH" or, by evaluation o € H" or x € JH", as a continuous bounded
or L”-cocycle onG.

Lemma 1. For g < n we have

CC((Hn)q+17R£)G = 01

L*((H"*Re)® = 0,

L®((0HM) 4 R.)C® = 0.
Proof. Let f : (H"%! — R, or f : (0H")*! — R, be G-equivariant. The lemma
relies on the simple observation that agy- 1 < n pointsXo, ..., Xq either in H"
or in JH" lie either on a hyperplane c H" or on the boundary of a hyperplane.
Thus there exists a reversing orientation isometry G\ G" fixing (xo,...,Xq)
pointwise. Using thé&-equivariance of we conclude that
f(X0,....Xq) = — T (TXq, ..., T%q) = —F (X0, ....Xq) ,

which impliesf =0. O
It follows from the lemma thaitl] (G, Re) = H(G, Re ) = 0 for g < n. Furthermore,

we can conclude that the comparison map for the equivar@mmology ofG is
injective:

Proposition 2. The comparison map induces an isometric isomorphism
H2(G,Re)—=HZ(G,Re).

Proof. Since there are no cochains in degree 1, there are no coboundaries in
degreen and the cohomology grougs{,(G,R¢) andH{(G,R.) are equal to the
corresponding spaces of cocycles. Thus, we have a comueudidigram
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Hib(G:Re) Ker{d : Cop((H")™*,Re)® — Cop((HM)?,Re)®}
R = HJ(G,R;) ——— Ker{8 : Co((H")™,R;)® — Co((H")™2, R,)®}

and the proposition follows from the fact that the lower tigarnel is generated by
the volume formw, which is represented by the bounded cocyclg, Vighich is in
the image of the vertical right inclusion.

Since there are no coboundaries in degr@eC.((H")%+1, R, )C, it follows that
the cohomology norm af, is equal to the norm of the unique cocycle representing
it. In view of [23], its norm is equal to the volume, of an ideal regular simplex in
H".

Corollary 3. The norm||an|| of the volume formw, € HY(G™,R) is equal to the
volume y of a regular ideal simplex ifi".

As the cohomology nornfiay|| is the proportionality constant between simpli-
cial and Riemannian volume for closed hyperbolic manif¢BIsTheorem 2], the
corollary gives a simple proof of the proportionality priple ||M| = Vol(M) /vy
for closed hyperbolic manifolds, originally due to Gromadarhurston.

3 Relative Cohomology

3.1 Notation and Definitions

As mentioned in the introduction, we consider a compact &b the complete
hyperbolic manifoldM, that is a subset d1 whose complemerl ~. N in M is

a disjoint union of finitely many geodesically convex cuspsva If g > 0 and

0 : A%— M denotes a singular simplex, whet& = {(to, ... ,tq) € R4 : 5§ otj =
1,t; > Ofor all j} is a standard-simplex, we recall that the (singular) cohomology
HY(M,M ~ N) of M relative toM ~. N is the cohomology of the cocomplex

CIM,M~N) = {f eCI(M)| f(g) =0ifIm(cg) C M~ N}

endowed with its usual coboundary operator. (H&¥M) denotes the space of
singularg-cochains orM.) We emphasize that all cohomology groups, singular or
relative, are withR coefficients. The bounded relative cocha@f$M, M . N) are
those for whichf is further assumed to be bounded, meaning thaf|$up)| | o :

A% — M} is finite. The coboundary restricts to bounded cochainslaaddhomol-
ogy of that cocomplex is the bounded cohomologybfelative toM ~ N, which

we denote byHs (M, M ~ N). The inclusion of cocomplexes induces a comparison
mapc: Hy(M,M~ N) — H*(M,M ~ N). Similarly, we could define the cohomol-
ogy of N relative to its boundargN and it is clear, by homotopy invariance, that
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H('b)(N, ON) = H('b)(M, M~ N). We can identify the relative cochains @vi, M~ N)
with the " -invariant relative cochair@?(H",U)" on the universal covéi" relative
to the preimag® = (M . N) under the covering mapg: H" — M of the finite
union of horocyclic neighborhoods of cusps. We will ideyltif('b)(N, J0N) with the
latter conomology group. Note thidtis a countable union of disjoint horoballs.

The inclusion(M, @) — (M,M ~ N) induces a long exact sequence on both the
unbounded and bounded cohomology groups

s HE HIMAN) — HE (MOMSN) — HE (M) — HE (MSN) —

Each connected compondatof M\ N, 1 < j <k, is a horocyclic neighborhood
of a cusp, hence homeomorphic to the produdRafith a torus; thus its universal
covering is contractible and its fundamental group is @pe(hence amenable). It
follows that (see the introduction o2, 5]) HS(Ej) = Hg (mm(E;j)) = 0 and hence
H3 (M~ N) = 0, proving that the inclusio(M, @) — (M,M \ N) induces an iso-
morphism on the bounded cohomology groups. Note that basedroe techniques
developed in§] we can show that this isomorphism is isometric - a fact thatwill
not need in this note.

3.2 Transfer Maps

In the following we identifyl” with its imagei (I" ) < G* under the lattice embedding
i : T — GT. There exist natural transfer maps

HB (I_) trang-

(G,Re) and H*(N,IN) R~ H2(G,R,),

whose classical constructions we briefly recall here. Threddithis section will then

be to establish the commutativity of the diagram i Proposition3. The proof is
similar to that in p], except that we replace the compact support cohomologlydoy t
relative cohomology, which leads to some simplificationdalkt, the same proof as

in [13] (from where the use of relative bounded cohomology is heed) would
have workedrerbatimin this case, but we chose the other (and simpler), to provide
a “measure homology-free” proof.

The Transfer Map trang : H3 (") — Hab(G,RE)
We can define the transfer map at the cochain level either agpa m
trang Vg — V>,

whereVy is one ofCy((HM4"1,R), L®((HM9+1, R) or L*((9H")4"1,R). The defi-
nition is the same in all cases. Let thuibe al” -invariant cochain irVqr. Set
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wans (¢)06,..x) = [ (7)o@, o0du@, @

whereu is the invariant probability measure 6n G normalized so thagtt (I"'\G) =

1. Recall thatr < G*, so thate(g) is well defined. It is easy to check that the
resulting cochain trargc) is G-equivariant. Furthermore, the transfer map clearly
commutes with the coboundary operator, and hence induagiscmlogy map

. rang |,
Hb (I-) _— HC,b(G7 Rg) .

Note that if the cochain is alreadyG-equivariant, then trapgc) = c, showing that
trang- is a leftinverse of* : HZ,(G,Re) — HJ (I").

The Transfer Map tgr: H*(N,dN) — HZ(G,R¢)

The relative de Rham cohomologz(M, M . N) is the cohomology of the cocom-
plex of differential formsQ9(M,M ~ N) which vanish when restricted td ~ N.
Then, as for usual cohomology, there is a de Rham Theorem

W H3n(M,M ~ N)—=H*(M, M~ N) = H*(N,dN)

for relative cohomology. The isomorphism is given at theh@ie level by integra-

tion. In order to integrate, we could either replace the gisggcohomology by its

smooth variant (i.e. take smooth singular simplices), opweder here to integrate
the differential form on the straightened simplices. (Tkedgsic straightening of a
continuous simplex is always smooth.) Thus, at the coclesigl| the isomorphism
is induced by the map

¥ QIM,M~ N) —s CIM,M~N), (5)

sending a differential formw € Q4(M,M ~ N) = Q4(H" U)" to the singular
cochain¥(w) given by

o w,

T straightxo,...,Xq)

whererr: H" — M is the canonical projection, the € H" are the vertices of a lift
of o to H", and straigh(xo, ..., Xq) : A — H" is the geodesic straightening. Observe
thatif o is inU, then the straightened simplex is as well, since all comptan&fU
are geodesically convex.

The transfer map tragg: Hig(M,M . N) — HZ(G,R¢) is defined through the
relative de Rham cohomology and the van Est isomorphismhétcbchain level
the transfer

trangr : QIH"U) — QIH"R,)®

is defined by sending the differentigzdorm a € Q94(H")" to the form
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trangw(@) = [ _e(g)- (@ a)du(@).
Jr\G
wherep is chosen as ind). It is easy to check that the resulting differential form

trangr(a) is G-equivariant. Furthermore, the transfer map clearly coteswith
the differential operator, and hence induces a cohomolagy m

H*(N,dN) HZ (G, Re)
wTu TN
Ha(M, M~ N) 2222 He(Q# (H R, )®) —> Q°(H",R,)C,

where the vertical arrow on the right is the van Est isomaphand the horizontal
arrow on the right follows from Cartan’s lemma to the extdrdttanyG-invariant
differential form onH" (or more generally on a symmetric space) is closed.

Let wyn oy € H"(M, M~ N) be the unique class witfwy gn, [N, IN]) = Vol (M).
It is easy to check that

trangir(.on) = @h € Q"(H", Re)® 2 HY(G,Re). (6)

Commutativity of the Transfer Maps

Proposition 3. The diagram

Hg () (7)
ol
H(N,oN) Hep(G:Re)

l |
A(N,IN) —R HI(G,Ry).

commutes, whergg = trangro% 1.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to subdivide the diagram in smaller parts, by
defining transfer maps directly on the bounded and unbourelative singular co-
homology ofM and show that each of the following subdiagrams commute.
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Hy (1) (8)
trang

o

trang,

HJ(N,ON) — === HJ\ (G,R¢)
(o4 C\L
HI(N,IN) — © = HI(G,R,)

~ |y o |~

HIL(N, IN) —2% Qa(n R,)C,

Definition of the Transfer Map for Relative Cohomology

In order to define a transfer map, we need to be able to ineeguat cochain on
translates of a singular simplex by elementd 0fG. This is only possible if the
cochain is regular enough.

For 1<i <k, pick a pointh; € E; in each horocyclic neighborhood of a cusp in
M andbg € N in the compact core. L8’ : M — {hg, by, ..., b} be the measurable
map sendindN to by and each cusf; to by. Lift B’ to al -equivariant measurable
map

B:H"— m Y({bg,by,...,bx}) c H"

defined as follows. Choose Iifﬁ@, ey by of bo,...,bg; foreachj =1,... kchoose
a Borel fundamental domaif¥; > b; for the I -action on7r %(E;) and choose a
fundamental domaitv > bo for the I -action onrrl(N). Now defineB(y%;) :=
ybj. In particularB maps each horoball into itself. Givere CY(H",U)", define

B*(0): (HN)4': — R

by

B*(c)(Xo,--..Xq) = c(straightB(xo), .., B(Xq))) - )
Remark thaf3*(c) is I -invariant, vanishes on tuples of points that lie in the same
horoball in the disjoint union of horobalfs *(E;), and is independent of the chosen
lift of B’ (but not of the pointdy, ..., by). Thus,B*(c) is a cochain irCY(H",U)"
which is now measurable, so that we can integrate it on @tesbf a giverig+ 1)-
tuple of point. We define

trang (c) : (H"%* — R
by _
trang (€)(0-Xq) == [ _£(G™)- (B"(0)(@, %)) IH(G).

Jre
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wherep is as in @). It is easy to show that the integral is finite. Indeed,Debe
the maximum of the distances betwegrandx;, fori =1,...,9. Then forg € '\G
such thag¥g lies outside @-neighborhood of the compact cdxe eachgk clearly
lies outsideN and hencg8*(c)(gxo, ..., 9%;) vanishes for such. Tt follows that the
integrand vanishes outside a compact set, within whictk@ganly finitely many
values. Furthermore, it follows from thfé-invariance ofc and3(c) that trang(c)
is G-invariant.

Since trang commutes with the coboundary operator, it induces a cohogyol
map

trans :HY(N,0N) — HJ(G,R;).

As the transfer map tragsestricts to a cochain map between the corresponding
bounded cocomplexes, it also induces a map on the boundedhadbgy groups

trang, : HJ(N,ON) — HJ (G,Re),

and the commutativity of the middle diagram B) (s now obvious.

Commutativity of the Lower Square

Denote by® : Q4(H",R,) — L*((H")9*1 R,) the map (analogous to the map
W defined in b)) sending the differential fornwr to the cochain®(a) mapping a
(q+ 1)-tuple of points(xo, ..., Xq) € (H" % to

/ a.
straight(xg, ..., )

The de Rham isomorphism is realized at the cochain level bgqmposingp with
the map sending a singular simplexiH to its vertices. To check the commutativity
of the lower square, observe that

o = . 1. . )
trang o (@), - %) -/r\Gg(g ) (/Stfaight(ﬁ(QXo)-,----,B(%))a) du(g)

while

dot — [ 5. ([ du(g).
anse(a)(o...x0) = [ e -([ o a)aug

If da = 0, the coboundary of th&-invariant cochain

g-1 Cop .
X0, .oy Xg_1) — —1'/ g(gt (/ a)d '
( a & |;)( ) JI\G @ straight(9Xo.....9% .B(9%)....B(3%-1)) Mo

is equal to the difference of the two given cocycles.
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Commutativity of the Upper Triangle

Observe that the isomorphisis(M,M ~ N) = H3(I") can be induced at the
cochain level by the mag* : CJ(H",U)" — L=((H")%+1, R)" defined in @) (and
for which we allow ourselves a slight abuse of notation)sltmmediate that we
now have commutativity of the upper triangle already at thehain level,

Lm((Hn)Q+l, R)I’

tran
B* T \

Gy (H",U)" L ((HM,Re)C.

trang,

This finishes the proof of the proposition.

3.3 Properties olol(p)

Lemma 2.Leti: " — G be a lattice embedding. Then
\Vol(i) = Vol(M).

Proof. Both sides are multiplicative with respect to finite indebgroups. We can
hence without loss of generality suppose thais torsion free. By definition, we
have

VOI(M) = <(‘q\l,ﬁN7 [NvaNDa
Vol i) = {(coi*) (), [N, N]).

The desired equality would thus clearly follow fromy sy = (Co i")(wP). As the
transfer mapggr: H"(N,dN) — H{(G) is an isomorphism in top degree and sends
W\ N 1O @, this is equivalent to
wh = Tgr(WNgn) = Tdro Coi* (@) = cotrang oi* () = c(w?) = wn,
N——

cotrang-

where we have used the commutativity of the diagran(Proposition3) and the
fact that trangoi* =1I1d. O

Proposition 4.Letp : ' — G be a representation. The composition

* trang-

R H,(G,Re) —— HJ(I )~ HY,(G,Re) =R

is equal toA - Id, where
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_ [Wol(p)|
A= Yorm)

<1

Proof. As the quotient is left invariant by passing to finite indekgroups, we can
without loss of generality suppose thais torsion free. LefA € R be defined by

trang op™ () = A - . (10)
We apply the comparison mayo this equality and obtain
cotrang op*(wf) =A -c(wf) =A - ah = A - Tgr(Wnon) -

The first expression of this line of equalities is equaltggoco p*(wP) by the
commutativity of the diagranij. Sincetgyris injective in top degree it follows that
(Cop™)(aP)=A - w\ on- Evaluating on the fundamental class, we obtain

Vol (p) = {(co p*) (), [N, ON]) = A - (a, on, [N, ONJ) = A -Vol (i) = A - Vol (M).

For the inequality, we take the sup norms on both side§@f and get

11 llrans op*()]
Al = .
k]

where the inequality follows from the fact that all maps iweal do not increase the
norm. This finishes the proof of the propositiort

<1,

4 On the Proof of Theorem1

The simple inequalityMol(p)| < [Vol(i)| = Vol (M) follows from Propositior and
Lemma2.

The proof is divided into three steps. The first step, whidlofes essentially
Furstenberg’s footstep8T, Chapter 4], consists in exhibitingaequivariant mea-
surable boundary mag : dH" — 0H". In the second step we will establish that
¢ maps the vertices of almost every positively oriented id@aplex to vertices of
positively (or negatively - one or the other, not both) otéhideal simplices. In the
third and last step we show thathas to be the extension of an isometry, which will
provide the conjugation betwegnandi. The fact than > 3 will only be used in
the third step.

Step 1: The Equivariant Boundary Map

We need to define a measurable nfapdH" — dH" such that
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¢(i(y)-&)=p(y)-¢(&), (11)

for everyé € JH" and everyy e I.

The construction of such boundary map is the sore point ofymigidity ques-
tions. In the rank one situation in which we are, the consimads well known and
much easier, and is recalled here for completeness.

SincedH" can be identified with Isom(H") /P, whereP < Isom" (H") is a mini-
mal parabolic, the action @f ondH" is amenable. Thus there existE aequivariant
measurable map : JH" — .#*(dH"), where.#*(dH") denotes the probability
measures o@H", [37]. We recall the proof here for the sake of the reader familiar
with the notion of amenable group but not conversant with éiamenable action,
although the result is by now classical.

Lemma 3. Let G be a locally compact group, < G a lattice and P an amenable
subgroup. Let X be a compact metrizable space with-action by homeomor-
phisms. Then there existdaequivariant boundary mag : G/P — .#*(X).

Proof. Let C(X) be the space of continuous functionsXnThe space
LE(G,C(X)) :={f:G—C(X)| fis measurabld; -equivariant and
[ 1§@ladu(@) <}
r\G

is a separable Banach space whose dual is the sifd€ 17 (X)) of measurablé -
equivariant essentially bounded maps fréinto .# (X), where.Z (X) = C(X)* is

the dual ofC(X). (Notice that sinc€(X) is a separable Banach space, the concept of
measurability of a functio® — C(X)* is the same as to wheth&(X)* is endowed
with the weak-* or the norm topology.) Ther‘f?LG,///l(X)) is a convex compact
subset of the unit ball of (G, .# (X)) that is rightP-invariant. Sincé® is amenable,
there exists &-fixed point, that is nothing but the map: G/P — .#*(X) we were
looking for. O

We are going to associate to every .#1(dH") (in the image of) a point in
OH".

If the measureu has only one atom of mass % then we associate tp this
atom. We will see that all other possibilities result in atradiction.

If the measurgqs has no atoms of mass greater than or equél, twe can apply
Douady and Earle’s barycenter constructid, [§ 2] that to such a measure asso-
ciates equivariantly a poirtt, € H". By ergodicity of thel -action ondH" x JH",
the distance := d(by ), by () between any two of these points is essentially con-
stant. It follows that for a generice JH", there is a bounded orbit, contradicting
the non-elementarity of the action.

If on the other hand there is more than one atom whose masdaeiasa%, then
the support of the measure must consist of two points (witecuelly distributed
measure). Denote by the geodesic between the two points in the support of the
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measurep (x) € .#*(dH"). By ergodicity of thel" -action ondH" x JH", the car-
dinality of the intersection sugg (x)) N supg@ (X)) must be almost everywhere
constant and hence almost everywhere either equal to 0,.1 or 2

If |supd¢(x)) Nsupg@(X'))| = 2 for almost allx,x' € JH", then the geodesic
Ox is " -invariant and hence the action is elementary.

If |supg@(x)) Nsupd@(X))| = 1, then we have to distinguish two cases: ei-
ther for almost everx € dH" there is a poin€ € JH" such that supf@ (x)) N
sup¢ (X)) = {&} for almost allx' € JH", in which case agai§ would bel -
invariant and the action elementary, or s¢fpfx)) Usupd ¢ (X)) Usupg ¢ (xX”)) con-
sists of exactly three points for almost evetyx” € dH". In this case the barycenter
of the geodesic triangle with vertices in these three pagnfsinvariant and the ac-
tion is, again, elementary.

Finally, if |supg ¢ (x)) Nsupg@(X))| =0, letD := d(gx,gx ). By ergodicity on
JH" x H", d is essentially constant. Lgte p(I") be a hyperbolic elements whose
fixed points are not the endpointsgyfor g,. Then iterates of send a geodesgy
into an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the attractivestiyoint ofy, contradicting
thatgy is at fixed distance frorg, .

Step 2: Mapping Regular Simplices to Regular Simplices

The next step is to prove TheoreéinThen if Vol(p) = Vol (M), it will follow that
the mapg in Step 1 sends almost all regular simplices to regular saagpl

From Propositiont we obtain that the composition of the induced npapand
the transfer with respect to the lattice embedding equal to+ the identity on
HY,(G",Re). In dimension 3, it follows from4] thatHJ, (Isom' (H*),R) = R and
the proof can be formulated using trivial coefficients; this been done inLf],
which is the starting point of this paper. In higher dimensiois conjectured, but
not known, thaH?,(G",R) =R.

We can without loss of generality suppose that trans* is equal tot-1d. Indeed,
otherwise, we conjugaie by an orientation reversing isometry. We will now show
that the isomorphism realized at the cochain level, leadsd@quality {2), which
is only an almost everywhere equality. Up to this point, theogpis elementary. The
only difficulty in our proof is to show that the almost everyavh equality is a true
equality, which we prove in Propositidin Note however that there are two cases in
which Propositiorb is immediate, namely 1) if is a homeomorphism, which is the
case ifl is cocompact ang is also a lattice embedding (which is the case of the
classical Mostow Rigidity Theorem), and 2) if the dimensioaquals 3. We give
the alternative simple arguments below.

The bounded cohomology group, (G,R¢) andHj(I",R) can both be com-
puted from the corresponding® equivariant cochains odH". The induced map
p*:HJL(G,Re) — HJ (I, R) is represented by the pullback iy although it should
be noted that the pullback in bounded cohomology cannot péemented with re-
spect to boundary maps in general, unless the class to pikldzan be represented
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by a strict invariant Borel cocyclel[]. This is our case for Vgland as a conse-
quence¢*(\Voly) is also a measurablg-invariant cocycle and that determines a
cohomology class it[}(I") (see [L1]). It remains to see that this class is indeed
p*(wn). In the cocomplexC(G™1,R)®, the volume classu, is represented by
evaluating Va} on any point € dH", thus by a cocycle

(901"'7gn) HVOln(gOEw'wgnE)'

In the cocomple (" "1, R), the pull back clasp*(wn) is represented by

(Yo, -5 ¥n) = VoIn(P(Y0) ¢ (&), ... ()9 (£)).

The latter expression is equal to

Voln(¢ (08 ), -, ¢ (¥n€)) = ¢ (Voln) (&, - -, ¥ &)

for everyé € 9H". Thus, evaluation o& provides a map®(dH",R) — C(I "1 R)"
mapping our a priori unknown cocyclg*(Voly) to a representative gf*(wn). It
follows that¢*(Voly,) indeed represents’ ().

The composition of maps tragnsp* is thus realized at the cochain level by

L“((dH”)“*l,RE)’_ N L“((aH“)”“,RS)G
v > {(80s---,&n) = Jr g E(@ V(P (980, -, 88n))dH(9)} -

Since the composition trapsp* is the multiplication by\\//gl'((,a)) at the cohomology

level and there are no coboundaries in degréeemmal), the above map sends

the cocycle Vol to \\//g||((|6|)) \oly,. Thus, for almost ever§p, ..., & € JH" we have

. . . .. Vol(p)
- (67O (680 $(68)0H(G) = G Voh(&o.-—. &) (12)

Let (0H")(™1) pe theG-invariant open subset ¢BH")"t1 consisting of(n+ 1)-
tuples of points(&,...,&n) such thaté; # &; for all i # j. Observe that the vol-
ume cocycle Vg is continuous when restricted (@H”)(”ﬂ) and vanishes on
(OHM™1 < (9H") (1), Observe moreover that the volume of ideal simplices is
a continuous extension of the volume of simplices with eexiin the interioB" of

the spher&™! = gH".

Proposition 5.Leti: ' — G be a lattice embedding, : ' — G a representation
and¢ : 0H" — JH" a I -equivariant measurable map. Identifyifgwith its image
i(I) < G via the lattice embedding, if

' . . . .. Vol(p)
S B@7) VOI(B(680).. 6 (680)) (@) = G Voln(Eo. .. &) (13)

for aimost every &, ..., &) € (dHM)"1, then the equality holds everywhere.
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Before we proceed with the proof, let us observe that it imiatedy follows from
the proposition that ip has maximal volume, the¢p maps the vertices of almost
every regular simplex to the vertices of a regular simpleihef same orientation,
which is the conclusion of Step 2.

Proof (for ¢ homeomorphism)Since¢ is injective, both sides of the almost ev-
erywhere equality are continuous @H") (™Y, Since they agree on a full measure
subset of 9JH")("1), the equality holds on the whole 6#H")("1), As for its com-
plement, it is clear that i€; = &j for i # j then both sides of the equality vanish.
O

Proof (for n= 3). Both sides of the almost equality are defined on the whole of
(0H?®)*, are cocycles on the whole @@H?)4, vanish ondH?®)* . (dH3)* and are
Isom" (H3)-invariant. Leta,b: (9H3)* — R be two such functions and suppose that
a=bon asetof fullmeasure. This means thatdmost everyép, ..., &3) € (0H3)4,

we havea(&o, ..., §&3) = b(&o, ..., &3). Since Isorf‘r(]HI3) acts transitively on 3-tuples
of distinct points inH2 and botha andb are Isont (H3)-invariant, this means that
for every(&o, &1, &) € (0H?)® and almost every € dH? the equality

a(éo,¢1,82,n) = b(&o,€1,¢2,n)

holds. Leté, ..., &3 € JHS be arbitary. If§; = &j fori # j, we havea(&o,...,&3) =
b(&o, ...,€3)) by assumption. Supposg # &; wheneveri # j. By the above, for
everyi € 0, ...,3 the equality

a(EO"'Wa?""E:%?n) = b(EOa"'ag\ia"'aE:%n)

holds forn in a subset of full measure #HS. Let ) be in the (non empty) inter-
section of these four full measure subsetdBF. We then have

3

a(&,....&3) = _Z}(—l)ia(.fo,...,a,...,rfg,n)

3

- Z}(—l)‘b(.{o,...,a,...,Eg,n):b(fo,...7é3),

where we have used the cocycle relationsd@ndb in the first and last equality
respectively. O

Proof (general case)Observe first of all that for al(&,...,&) € (GH")" L\
(0H")("*1) the equality holds trivially.

Using the fact thafH" =~ S™1 ¢ R", let us consider the functiah: dH" — dH"
as a functiorp : JH" — R" and denote by;, for j =1,...,nits coordinates. Since
JH" = G/P, whereP is a minimal parabolic, let be the quasi-invariant measure
on dH" obtained from the decomposition of the Haar meagwgeavith respect to
the Haar measurgp on P, as in 0). According to Lusin’s theorem applied to the
¢j for j=1,...,n(see for exampledl, Theorem 2.24]), for ever§ > 0 there exist
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a measurable s@;; C JH" with measure/(B; 5) < & and a continuous function
fj’,(5 : 0H" — R such thatpj = fj’)(5 ondH"\ Bj 5. Setfs = (f15,...,fh5) = R"
and consider the compositioiy := r o f5 with the retractiorr : R" — B to the
closed unit balB" ¢ R". Then, by settin@s := U'_1Bj s, ¢ coincides o H" \ Bs
with the continuous functioffis : dH" — B" andv(Bs) < nd.

Let 2 C G be a fundamental domain for the action ofon G. For every
measurable subs& C 2, any measurable mag : JH" — B" and any point
(&o,...,&n) € (OHM) (™D we use the notation

J(Y,E, (%o, ---,4n)) 1:/éf(g’l)Voln(w(gfo),---7w(gfn))due(9),

so that we need to show that if

_ Vol(p)
~ \Vol(M)

I(9,2,(&,...,&n)) Voln(&o, ..., én) (14)

for almost every &, ..., &) € (9H")(™D), then the equality holds everywhere.

Fix € > 0 and letk; C 2 be a compact set such that(Z \ K¢) < €. The proof
is broken up in several lemmas, that we state and use hersyHmge proof we
postpone.

Lemma 4. With the above notations,

He({g € Ke : g€ € Bs}) < 0¢(9), (15)
whereog (9) does not depend ohe JH" and g (6) — 0 whend — 0.
Replacingg with fs results in the following estimate for the integral.

Lemma 5. With the notation as above, there exists a functiqiid with the prop-
erty thatlims_,oMg(d) = 0, such that

|j(¢aK£a(EOa---7En))_j(f5aK£a(EOa'--7En))| < M£(6)7
forall (&,...,&n1) € (QHML,

Observe that, although

|7 (9,2, (&o,---,én)) — F(¢,Ke, (S0, .-, én))| < €[[VOln|, (16)
forall (%o,...,&n11) € (OH") (™D, the estimate
Vol (p)
‘j(‘Pva,(EO,---,En))_Vol(M)V()'n(EO,---,En)
<|7(¢,Ke, (&0, ---,én)) — (9,2, (&0, -, én))| (7)
Vol(p)
+ ‘ﬂ(q&,_@, (éo0,---,én)) — Voln(&o,-..,&n)| < g||Voln,

Vol (M)
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holds only for almost ever§éo, . .., &) € (dH")("1), since this is the case fot4).
From (17) and Lemma, it follows that

‘J(fa,Kg, (&0, 1 En)) — \\//C?I'(('\‘;)) Voln(&o,. .. &n)
<| I (f5.Ke, (&o,-.-,én)) — I (9,Ke, (o, - -, én)) (18)
|0 (o)) gy Vol )

<Mg(d) + €||Voln|l,

for almost every &, ..., &) € (9H") (D),

The following lemma uses the continuity 6§ to deduce that all of the almost
everywhere equality that propagated from the useldj (n (17), can indeed be
observed to hold everywhere because of the use of Lusingheor

Lemma 6. There exist a function(le, &) such thatim,_,olims_,gL(¢g,0) =0and

Vol (p)
Vol (M)

|7 (f5,Ke, (80, --,én)) — Voln(&o. ---,én)| < L(€,9) (19)

forall (&, &) € (OHM) ™D,

From this, and from Lemma&, and using once agairi§), now all everywhere
statements, we conclude that

8.2 80) = Voo o)

<[7(¢,2,(&0,- -+ én)) = I (9, Ke, (&0, &n))|
+17(9.Ke, (&0, &) — I (T5.Ke, (&0, -, &n))|

| T K B E0) = G Vol (B )
<Mg(d) +L(g,0) + | Voln||,

forall (&,...,&n1) € (8H")™1, This concludes the proof of Propositipassum-
ing the unproven lemmas.O

We now proceed to the proof of Lemmé&ss and®6.

Proof (Proof of Lemmat). Recall thatoH" = G/P, whereP < G is a minimal
parabolic and let) : G/P — G be a Borel section of the projecti@— G/P such
thatF := n(G/P) is relatively compact6, Lemma 1.1] Let8s := n(Bs) and,
if & € By, seté :=n(&) € Bs. On the other hand, i§ € K, andgé € Bj, there
exists p € P such thatgé p € Bs and, in fact, thep can be chosen to be RN
F~1(K¢)~tF =: C;. Thus we have
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{ge K : g€ € Bs} = {g €K, : there existp € C, with gfp €Bs}
={geKeNBsp & L forsomepe C;} C KeNBsC e L,

and hence

Ho({g € Ke : 9€ € Bs}) < Ha(Ke& TNBsCY) < ua(BsCi Y.

To estimate the measure, recall that there is a strictlytigesiontinuous function
g: G — R" and a positive measureon dH" such that

/G f(9)a(9)duc(9) = AH (/P f(gé)dup(f)) dv(g), (20)

for all continuous function$ on G with compact support30, §.8.1].

We may assume thaIG(I§5Cg1) = 0 (otherwise we are done). Then, sirges
continuous and strictly positive and the integral is on atieély compact set, there
exists a constant@ a < o such that

([roca@dime®)dve. @
But, by construction, iy € Bs, theng€ € BsC, L if and only if € € C; %, so that

[ X, (68) due(&) = pe(C ).
and hence 3
ape(BsCyt) = v(Bs)up(Ce ).
Sincev(Bs) < 8, the inequality {5) is proven withag (8) = L up(C;1)8. O

a

Proof (Proof of Lemm&). Let us fix(&,..., &) € (JH")™1. Then we have

|j(¢aK€’(507"'7En))_j(f&K&a(EO"“vEn))'
<|F(9,Kep,(S0,---.én)) — I (f5,Ke 0, (&0, - .., én))]
+|7(9,Ke 1, (&0, ... én)) — F (f5,Ke1,(&0.-- -, én))|

where

n
Keo:=[1{g€Ke: g € 0H"\Bs} and Kei:=Ke\Kep.
j=0

But ¢(g) = f5(g) for all g € K¢ o, and hence difference of the integrals kipo
vanishes. Since

Ho(Ke 1) = He <K£ N{UJ{geKe: g€ Bé}> < (n+1)og(9),
=0
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we obtain the assertion wittl; (0) := 2(n+ 1)||Voly||0:(d). O

Proof (Proof of Lemma). If the volume were continuous o@H")"? or if the
function f5 were injective, the assertion would be obvious.

Observe thap is almost everywhere injective: in fact, by double ergdgliche
subset ofdH" x JH" consisting of pairgx,y) for which ¢ (x) = ¢(y) is a set of
either zero or full measure and the latter would contradementarity of the ac-
tion. Then on a set of full measure #H" \. Bs the functionfs is injective and

hence Vol(f5(9o),..., f5(gén)) is continuous provided thé&;(géo), ..., f5(9&n)
are pairwise distinct.
So, for any(&, ..., &) € (dH") ("D we define

&(&o,...,én) ' ={g€Ke: f5(980),..., f5(aén) are pairwise distingt.

Let F C (BS x B$)@ be the set of distinct pairé,y) € (BS x B)? such that
f5(x) = f5(y). ThenF is of measure zero, and given at§p,&1) € 0H" x JH"
distinct, the se{g € G: g(&o,&1) € F} is of ug-measure zero. This, together with
Lemmad4, implies that

e (Ke \ & (&o,. .-, &n)) < Mo <U{g €Keigéje Ba}) <(n+1)o:(d). (22)
j=0

Let.” c (0H")("V) be the set of full measure wherkg) holds and let&y, ..., &,) €
(0HM)(™1), Since v (9H") (MY \.#) = 0, there exists a sequence of points

(fék>,,,,,fr§k)) € . with (Eék>,...,fr§k)) — (&o,...,&n). Then foreveng € &(&)
IlmVoln(fé(gEé@),..., f5(9&Y)) = Voln( f5(g&), .., f5(9&n))

and, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem applied to theeseghy(g) :=
Voln(f(;(gfék)), ey f5(gEr§k))), we deduce that

lim 7 (5.8 (0., &), (& &) = 7 (15,6 (&0, &0). (G0, ).
(23)
But then
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.7 (F5,Ke, (%0, &n)) — VOI((G))VOIH(EO,...,EM
f5,

\ol
<[ (f5.Ke. (Eo,.... &) — I (15,6 (&0, ... &n). Eor- - &)
I (F5. 8 (Eor . &), (Eor . En)) — I (15,8 (80, En), (EW, . M\
[ (5,80, ) (89 8 = 7 (5. Kes (& &)

\ol
+ f(faaKs,(Eék),...7Eék)))—Vgl((&))vmn(sgk),...75n<k>)
\Vol(p) ) W, Vol(p)
+ VO|(|\/|)VOIH(EO yeees€n )_Vo|(M)VOIH(EOv---7En) )

forall (&,...,&) € (OH") ("D,

The first and third line after the inequality sign are eactn+ 1)|Vol,|| ¢ ()
because 0f42); the second line after the equality is less tidaif k is large enough
because 0f13); the fourth line is< M (J) 4 €| Voly|| by (18) since(Eék), . .,Eém) €
. and finally the last line is also less thanf k if large enough. All of the esti-
mate hold for all(&o,...,&n) € (d]HI”)(””), and hence the assertion is proven with
L(g,0) :=20+2(n+1)||Voly||0¢(0) + M (d) + €]|Voly||. O

Step 3: The Boundary Map is an Isometry

Suppose now that the equalityol (p)| = |Vol(i)| holds. Thenp maps enough reg-
ular simplices to regular simplices. In this last step of pheof, we want to show
that theng is essentially an isometry, and this isometry will realize tonjugation
betweerp andi.

In the case of a cocompact latti€e< Isom(H") and a lattice embedding :
" — Isom' (H"), the limit map¢ is continuous and the proof is very simple based
on Lemmay. This is the original setting of Gromov’s proof of Mostow idgy for
compact hyperbolic manifolds.

If either the representatigmis not assumed to be a lattice embedding, or i§
not cocompact, then the limit m@pis only measurable and one needs a measurable
variant of Lemmar presented in Propositiofifor n > 4. The casen = 3 was first
proven by Thurston for his generalization (Coroll@here) of Gromov’s proof of
Mostow rigidity. It is largely admitted that the case- 3 easily generalizes to> 4,
although we wish to point out that the proof is very much senfiérn > 4 based on
the fact that the reflection group of a regular simplex is denshe isometry group.
For the proof of Propostiofi, we will omit the casan = 3 which is nicely written
down in all necessary details by Dunfielt7] pp. 654-656], following the original
[33, two last paragraphs of Section 6.4].

Let T denote the set ofn+ 1)-tuples of points iPH" which are vertices of a
regular simplex,
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T ={& = (&,....&n) € (GHM""! | £ are the vertices of an ideal regular simpjiex

We will call an (n+ 1)-tuple inT a regular simplex. Note that the order of the
verticeséy, ..., &, induces an orientation on the simplgx Foré € T, denote by
Ag < IsomH") the reflection group generated by the reflections in the fatdse

simplex¢.

Lemma7.Let n> 3. Let& = (&,...,én) € T. Suppose thap : JH" — JH" is a
map such that for every € /s, the simplex with vertice&p (y&o), ..., (yén)) is

regular and of the same orientation &gy, ..., y&n) € T. Then there exists a unique
isometry he Isom(H") such that li§) = ¢ (&) for everyé € Ul ;A¢é&.

Note that this lemma and its subsequent proposition are rihepdaces in the
proof where the assumptian> 3 is needed. The lemma is wrong fo= 2 sinceg
could be any orientation preserving homeomorphismdf.

Proof. If 5 = (&o,...,én) and (¢(&o),...,#(&n)) belong toT, then there exists a
unique isometryh € Isom* (H") such thathé; = ¢ (&) for i = 0,...,n. It remains
to check that

h(y&i) = o (y4i) (24)
for everyy € As. Everyy € A¢ is a producty = ry-...-ry, wherer;j is a re-
flection in a face of the regular simplex_1 - ... - r1(§). We prove the equal-

ity (24) by induction onk, the casek = 0 being true by assumption. Sgt =
rk-1--..-r1(&). By induction, we know thah(n;) = ¢ (ni). We need to show that
h(reni) = @ (rkni). The simplex(no, ..., Nn) is regular andy is a reflection in one
of its faces, say the face containimg, ..., nn. Sinceryni = n; fori =1,...,n, it
just remains to show théit(ryno) = ¢ (rxNo). The simplex(rkno, kN, ..., fkMn) =
(rkno, N1, ---,Mn) is regular with opposite orientation {go, N1, ..., Nn). This implies
on the one hand that the simpléx(rxno),h(n1),...,h(nn)) is regular with oppo-
site orientation tqh(no),h(n1),...,h(nn)), and on the other hand that the simplex
(¢(reno),#(n1),...,¢(nNn)) is regular with opposite orientation (¢ (no), ..., # (Nn))-
Since(h(no),h(n1),...,h(nn)) = (¢ (o), ..., $ (Nn)) and there is in dimensiam> 3
only one regular simplex with fach(ni),...,h(nn) and opposite orientation to
(h(no),h(n1), ...,h(nn)) it follows thath(rgno) = ¢ (rkno). O

If ¢ were continuous, sending the vertices of all positivel\sectively nega-
tively) oriented ideal regular simplices to vertices of itigsly (resp. neg.) oriented
ideal regular simplices, then it would immediately follomrn the lemma thap is
equal to an isometrly on the orbits ! /¢ & of the vertices of one regular simplex
under its reflection group. Since the s;?;_o/\g & is dense iWH", the continuity of
¢ would imply that¢ is equal to the isometry on the wholedH".

In the setting of the next proposition, we first need to shat there exist enough
regular simplices for whickp maps every simplex of its orbit under reflections to a
regular simplex. Second, we apply the lemma to obtaingtisequal to an isometry
on these orbits. Finally, we use ergodicity of the reflectiooups to conclude that
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it is the same isometry for almost all regular simplices. Asntioned earlier, the
proposition also holds far= 3 (see 17, pp. 654-656] and33, two last paragraphs
of Section 6.4]), but in that case the proof is quite hardecesthe reflection group
of aregular simplex is discrete in IsgHi") (indeed, one can til&* by regular ideal
simplices) and in particular does not act ergodically oml&a").

Proposition 6.Let n> 4. Let ¢ : dH" — JdH" be a measurable map sending the
vertices of almost every positively, respectively negétioriented regular ideal
simplex to the vertices of a positively, resp. negativeigned regular ideal sim-
plex. Thenp is equal almost everywhere to an isometry.

Proof. Let T? c T denote the following subset of the Sebf regular simplices:

T = {é— (&0, &n) €T (¢(0),---, ¢(&n)) belongs tar }

and has the same orientation(ds, ..., &n)

By assumptionT ¢ has full measure iff . LetT,? C T? be the subset consisting of
those regular simplices for which all reflections by the e group/As are in
T?, -

TR ={EeT |y eT?vye A}

We claim that'l'/‘f has full measure iff.

To prove the claim, we do the following identification. Sir@e= Isom(H") acts
simply transitively on the sel of (oriented) regular simplices, given a base point
n = (No,...,Nn) € T we can identifyG with T via the evaluation map

Ev,:G—T
g—a(n).

The subseT ? is mapped to a subs&? := (Ev,)~(T?) C G via this correspon-
dence. A regular simple§ = g(n) belongs toT/‘\p if and only if, by definition,

yé = ygn belongs toT ¢ for everyy e Ng. Sincelg = g/\ﬂg*l, the latter condition
is equivalent togyyn € T? for everyy, € Ay, or in other wordsg € G?y; 1. The

subseﬂ'/‘\p is thus mapped to B

G? =BV (T}) = Nypen, G’ 1o € G

via the above correspondence. Since a countable intersextiull measure subsets
has full measure, the claim is proved.

For every¢ € T/‘f and hence almost evedg/ € T there exists by Lemmd a
unique isometnh; such that; () = ¢ (&) on the orbit point€ € U ;A &. By
the uniqueness of the isometry, it is immediate that= hg for everyy € As. We
have thus a malp: T — Isom(H") given byé  h; defined on a full measure subset
of T. Precomposindy by Evj, it is straightforward that the lefd-invariance oth
onAgé naturally translates to a global right invariancenofE v; onG. Indeed, let
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g€ Gandy € Ay. We compute

where we have used the lefy,-invariance oh on the reflections ofn in the third
equality. (Recallgyg* € 9/\n glt= Agn.) ThushoEv, : G— Gisinvariant under
the right action ofA,. Since the latter group is dense@ it acts ergodically orG
andho Ev;, is essentially constant. This means that dlse essentially constant.
Thus, for almost every regular simpléxe T, the evaluation ofp on any orbit
point of the vertices of under the reflection groufys is equal toh. In particular,

for almost everyé = (&,...,&n) € T and also for almost ever§y € H", we have
#(&o) = h(&p), which finishes the proof of the propositiond

We have now established thfis essentially equal to the isometrg Isom(H")
on dH". It remains to see thdt realizes the conjugation betweprandi. Indeed,
replacingg by hin (11) we have

(h-i(y)(&) = (p(y)-h)(&),

for everyé € 0H" andy € I". Since all maps involvedh(i(y) andp(y)) are isome-
tries of H" and two isometries induce the same ma@éi!' if and only if they are
equal it follows that

h-i(y)-h™t=p(y)
for everyy € I, which finishes the proof of the theorem.
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