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COMBINATION OF FULLY QUASICONVEX SUBGROUPS AND
ITS APPLICATIONS

WEN-YUAN YANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we state two combination theorems for relatively
quasiconvex subgroups in a relatively hyperbolic group. Applications are given
to the separability of double cosets of certain relatively quasiconvex subgroups
and the existence of closed surface subgroups in relatively hyperbolic groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

The combination theorems for relatively hyperbolic groups have been developed
by many authors, and possessed wide applications in the theory of relatively hy-
perbolic groups. See [3], [9], [1], [26] and [I3], just to name a few. By contrast,
the problems for combining relatively quasiconvex subgroups in a relatively hyper-
bolic group are less well-studied. This kind of combination results also afford many
important applications in constructing good subgroups. For instance, the idea of
combining compact surfaces with parallel boundaries was initiated in Freedman-
Freedman [I2] and further explored by Cooper, Long and Reid([7], [§]) to obtain
closed surfaces in cusped hyperbolic 3-manifolds.

In a relatively hyperbolic group G, one can ask the following questions for the
combination of relatively quasiconvex subgroups H, K:

(1) Under what conditions the amalgamation H x¢c K over C = H N K is
embedded in G as a relatively quasiconvex subgroup?

(2) Under what conditions the HNN extension H#g,~q, over isomorphic sub-
groups @1, Q2 is embedded in G as a relatively quasiconvex subgroup?

Recall that a relatively quasiconvex subgroup is itself a relatively hyperbolic
group. Hence whether the combination of two relatively quasiconvex subgroups
is relatively hyperbolic and also embedded into the ambient group G give two
theoretical obstructions for solving the above problems.

In hyperbolic groups, Gitik showed that these two obstructions can be virtually
eliminated in virtue of a separability property: two quasiconvex subgroups, if their
intersection is separable, contain (many) finite index subgroups to generate a quasi-
convex amalgamation [18]. Along this line, Martinez-Pedroza proved a combination
theorem in a relatively hyperbolic group for combining relatively quasiconvex sub-
groups over a parabolic subgroup [23]. In the other direction, Baker-Cooper showed
that a pair of geometrically finite subgroups with compatible parabolic subgroups
can be virtually amalgamated [2].
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In the present paper, we shall show two combination theorems in the same

spirit for relatively quasiconvex subgroups with fully quasiconvex subgroups. Some
applications of our combination results are given to the separability of double cosets
and the existence of closed surface group. We now start by stating the combination
theorems.
1. Combination theorems. Let G be a finitely generated group hyperbolic rel-
ative to a collection of subgroups P. A fully quasiconvex subgroup H is relatively
quasiconvex in G such that P9 N H is either finite or of finite index in PY for each
g € G, P € P. Fully quasiconvex subgroups generalize quasiconvex subgroups in hy-
perbolic groups and are receiving a great deal of attention in the study of relatively
quasiconvex subgroups, see [22], [6] and [29] and [15].

Our first result is to deal with the (virtual) amalgamation of a relatively quasi-
convex subgroup with a fully quasiconvex subgroup, generalizing results of Gitik in
the hyperbolic case [18].

Theorem 1.1 (Virtual amalgamation). Suppose H is relatively quasiconver and
K fully quasiconvex in a relatively hyperbolic group G. Then there exists a constant
D = D(H,K) > 0 such that the following statements are true.

(1) Let H C H and K C K be such that HN K = C and d(1,g) > D for any
ge HUK\ C, where C = HNK. Then (H,K) = H ¢ K.

(2) If H,K are, in addition, relatively quasiconvez, then (H,K) is relatively
quasiconver.

(3) Moreover, every parabolic subgroup in (H,K) is conjugated into either H
or K.

Remark 1.2. Note that maximal parabolic subgroups are fully quasiconvex. In the
case that K is a maximal parabolic subgroup, it suffices to assume d(1,g) > D for
any g € K \ C in Theorem [T This generalizes a result in [23].

We also obtain a combination theorem for glueing two parabolic subgroups of a
relatively quasiconvex subgroup such that the HNN extension is relatively quasi-
convex. Let I'Y = gT'g~! be a conjugate of a subgroup I in G.

Theorem 1.3 (HNN extension). Suppose H is relatively quasiconvez in a relatively
hyperbolic group G. Let P € P and f € G such that Q = PN H,Q' = Q' are
non-conjugate maximal parabolic subgroups in H. Then there exists a constant
D = D(H, P, f) > 0 such that the following statements are true.
(1) Suppose there exists ¢ € P such that Q¢ = @ and d(1,¢) > D for any
g€ cQ. Lett= fc. Then (H,t) = Hxqgt—q is relatively quasiconvez.
(2) Moreover, every parabolic subgroup in (H,t) is conjugated into H.

Remark 1.4. The sufficiently long element ¢ exists when @ is normal and of infinite
index in P. In particular, this holds for the groups hyperbolic relative to abelian
groups.

In the setting of hyperbolic 3-manifolds, Theorem [[3] generalizes a theorem of
Baker-Cooper [2, Theorem 8.8], which was used to glue parallel boundary compo-
nents of immersed surfaces in a 3-manifold to construct closed surfaces in [§]. As
an application of our theorem, we consider the existence of closed surface groups
in a relatively hyperbolic group.

Let H be the fundamental group of a compact surface S. Recall that H has no
accidental parabolics in a relatively hyperbolic group (G, P) if the conjugacy class
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of elements in H representing boundary components in S is exactly the elements
in H which can conjugated into some P € P.

Corollary 1.5. Suppose that G is hyperbolic relative to abelian subgroups of rank
at least two. Let H be the fundamental group of a compact surface with boundary
such that H has no accidental parabolics in G. Then there exists a closed surface
subgroup in G which is relatively quasiconves.

2. Our approach: admissible paths. The approach in proving our combination
results is based on a notion of admissible paths in a geodesic metric space with a
system of contracting subsets. A contracting subset is defined with respect to a
preferred class of quasigeodesics such that any of them far from the contracting
subset has a uniform bounded projection to it. See precise definitions in Section 2.

The notion of contracting subsets turns out to compass many interesting ex-
amples. For instance, quasigeodesics and quasiconvex subspaces in hyperbolic
spaces, parabolic cosets in relatively hyperbolic groups [15], contracting segments
in CAT(0) spaces [4] and the subgroup generated by a hyperbolic element in groups
with nontrivial Floyd boundary [I5]. Relevant to our context, it is worthwhile to
point out that fully quasiconvex subgroups are contracting, as shown in [I5, Propo-
sition 8.2.4].

In terms of contracting subsets, an admissible path can be roughly thought as a
concatenation of quasigeodesics which travels alternatively near contracting subsets
and leave them in an orthogonal way (see Definition 212]). The informal version of
our main result about admissible paths is the following.

Proposition 1.6 (cf. Proposition 2.16). Long admissible paths are quasigeodesics.

Ezample 1.7. (1) Theorems [Tl and [[3 are proved by constructing admissible
paths for each element in H ¢ K and Hxgi—¢.
(2) Note that local quasigeodesics in hyperbolic spaces are admissible paths
and hence quasigeodesics ([16], [19]).
(3) Since contracting segments in the sense of Bestvina-Fujiwara are contract-
ing in our sense, Proposition[[.6] can be also thought as a unified version of
Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 5.10 in [4].

3. Separability of double cosets. Recall that a subset X of a group G is separable
if for any g € G\ X, there exists a homomorphism ¢ of G to a finite group such
that ¢(g) ¢ ¢(X); in other words, X is a closed subset in G with respect to the
profinite topology. A group G is called LERF if every finitely generated subgroup
are separable. A slender group contains only finitely generated subgroups.

An application of our combination theorem, generalizing Gitik [17] and Minasyan
[25], is to give a criterion of separability of double cosets of certain relatively qua-
siconvex subgroups.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose G is hyperbolic relative to slender LERF groups and sep-
arable on fully quasiconvex subgroups. Let H be relatively quasiconvex and K fully
quasiconvez in G. If H C H,K' C K are relatively quasiconver in G such that
H' N K’ is of finite index in H N K, then H' K’ is separable.

Remark 1.9. If H is also fully quasiconvex, then the condition on each parabolic
subgroup being LERF and slender would not be necessary.

An interesting corollary is obtained as follows when each maximal parabolic
subgroup are virtually abelian. Note that abelian groups are LERF and slender.
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Corollary 1.10. Suppose G is hyperbolic relative to virtually abelian groups and
separable on fully quasiconvex subgroups. Then the double coset of any two parabolic
subgroups is separable. In particular, the double coset of any two cyclic subgroups
is separable.

Remark 1.11. When G is the fundamental group of a cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold
of finite volume, Hamilton-Wilton-Zalesskii showed in [20] that, without additional
assumptions, the double coset of any two parabolic subgroups is separable. In [29],
Wise proved that G is virtually special and thus separable on fully quasiconvex
subgroups. Hence, this corollary with Wise’s result gives another proof of their
result.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we give a general development of
the notion of admissible paths, which underlies the proofs of Theorems [Tl and
Sections 3 & 4 and Section 5 are devoted to prove Theorems[I Iland [[3lrespectively.
In the final section, we give the proof of Theorem [[.8 and its corollary.

After the completion of this paper, the author noticed that Eduardo Martinez-
Pedroza and Alessandro Sisto proved a more general combination theorem in [24].
Our Theorem [T Tlis a special case of their result. However, our methods are different
and Theorem [[3] does not follow from their result.

2. AXIOMATIZATION: ADMISSIBLE PATHS

The purpose of this section is two-fold. First, a notion of an admissible path is
introduced as a model in proving our combination theorems in next sections. In
fact, this notion arises an attempt to unify the proofs of combination theorems.

Secondly, we pay much attention to axiomatize the discussion, with the aim
extracting the hyperbolic-like feature naturally occurred in various contexts. The
motivating examples we have in mind are parabolic cosets in relatively hyperbolic
groups and contracting segments in CAT(0) spaces.

2.1. Notations and Conventions. Let (Y, d) be a geodesic metric space. Given
a subset X and a number U > 0, let Ny(X) ={y €Y :d(y,X) < U} be the closed
neighborhood of X with radius U. Denote by || X || the diameter of X with respect
to d.

Fix a (sufficiently small) number § > 0 that won’t change in the rest of paper.
Given a point y € Y and subset X C Y, let IIx(y) be the set of points z in
X such that d(y,z) < d(y,X) + 0. Define the projection of a subset A to X as
Hx(A) = UaeAnx(CL).

Let p be a path in Y with initial and terminal endpoints p_ and p; respectively.
Denote by £(p) the length of p. Given two points z,y € p, denote by [z,y], the
subpath of p going from z to y.

Let p,q be two paths in Y. Denote by p- g(or pq if it is clear in context) the
concatenated path provided that py = q_.

A path p going from p_ to py induces a first-last order as we describe now.
Given a property (P), a point z on p is called the first point satisfying (P) if z is
among the points w on p with the property (P) such that ¢([p—,w],) is minimal.
The last point satisfying (P) is defined in a simiarly way.

Let f(x,y) : R xR — R4 be a function. For notational simplicity, we frequently

write fo, = f(z,y).
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2.2. Contracting subsets.

Definition 2.1 (Contracting subset). Suppose L is a preferred collection of quasi-
geodesics in X. Let p: R xR — R, and € : R x R — R, be two functions.
Given a subset X in Y, if the following inequality holds

IMx (@) < e(A ),

for any (A, ¢)-quasigeodesic ¢ € £ with d(q, X) > (), ¢), then X is called (u,¢€)-
contracting with respect to £. A collection of (u, €)-contracting subsets is referred
to as a (u, €)-contracting system (with respect to L).

Ezxample 2.2. We note the following examples in various contexts.

(1) Quasigeodesics and quasiconvex subsets are contracting with respect to
the set of all quasigeodesics in hyperbolic spaces. These are best-known
examples in the literature.

(2) Fully quasiconvex subgroups (and in particular, maximal parabolic sub-
groups) are contracting with respect to the set of all quasigeodesics in the
Cayley graph of relatively hyperbolic groups (see Proposition 8.2.4 in [I5]).
This is the main situation that we will deal with in Section 3.

(3) The subgroup generated by a hyperbolic element is contracting with respect
to the set of all quasigeodesics in groups with non-trivial Floyd boundary
(see Proposition 8.2.4 in [15]). Here hyperbolic elements are defined in the
sense of convergence actions on the Floyd boundary. Note that groups with
non-trivial Floyd boundary include relatively hyperbolic groups [14], and
it is not yet known whether these two classes of groups coincide.

(4) Contracting segments in CAT(0)-spaces in the sense of in Bestvina-Fujiwara
are contracting here with respect to the set of geodesics (see Corollary 3.4
in [4]).

(5) Any finite neighborhood of a contracting subset is still contracting with
respect to the same L.

Convention. In view of examples above, the preferred collection L in the sequel is
always assumed to be containing all geodesics in'Y .

Definition 2.3 (Quasiconvexity). Let o : R — R4 be a function. A subset X C Y
is called o-quasiconvex if given U > 0, any geodesic with endpoints in Ny (X) lies
in the neighborhood N (X).

Quasiconvexity follows from the above contracting property.

Lemma 2.4. Let X be a (u, €)-contracting subset inY. Then there exists a function
o0:R — Ry such that X is o-quasiconvez.

Proof. Given U > 0, let v be a geodesic with endpoints in Ny (X). Define o(U) =
3max(U, p1,0) + €1,0. It suffices to verify that v C Ny (X).

Let z be a point in v such that d(z,X) > p1,0. Denote by p the maximal
connected segment of v containing z such that d(p, X) > p(1,0). Then |[IIx(p)|| <
€1,0- Note that d(p_, X) < max(U, p1,0). Hence, it follows that

d(z,X) <d(z,p-) + d(p-, X) < o(U),
which finishes the proof. O

We need a notion of orthogonality of a quasigeodesic path to a contracting subset.
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Definition 2.5 (Orthogonality). Let X be a (y, €)-contracting subset in Y. Given
a function 7 : R x R — R4, a (A, ¢)-quasigeodesic p is said to be 7-orthogonal to X
if |[pN Nyone (X)) < 7(A€).

The main point of an orthogonal path is that its projection to the contracting
subset is uniformly bounded. In particular, the following fact will be frequently
used later without explicit mention.

Lemma 2.6. Given a (e, p)-contracting subset X, let q be a (), ¢)-quasigeodesic in
L that is T-orthogonal to X . Then the following inequality holds

IMx (@] < Ax.e,

where
(1) A)\,c = /L()\ac) +T(A,C> +€(A,C>-

We now shall introduce an additional property, named bounded intersection
property for a contracting system.

Definition 2.7 (Bounded Intersection). Given a function v : R — R, two subsets
X, X’ CY have v-bounded intersection if the following inequality holds

[ Nu(X) N Ny (X')|| < v(U)
for any U > 0.

Remark 2.8. Typical examples include sufficiently separated quasiconvex subsets in
hyperbolic spaces, and parabolic cosets in relatively hyperbolic groups(see Lemma

3.
A (p, €)-contracting system X is said to have v-bounded intersection if any two
distinct X, X’ € X have v-bounded intersection. A related notion is the follow-

ing bounded projection property, which is equivalent to the bounded intersection
property under the contracting assumption as in Lemma [2.T0 below.

Definition 2.9 (Bounded Projection). Two subsets X, X’ C Y have B-bounded
projection for some B > 0 if the following holds

My (X < B, [HMx(X)| < B

Lemma 2.10 (Bounded intersection < Bounded projection). Let X, X’ be two
(1, €)-contracting subsets. Then X, X' have v-bounded intersection for some v :
R — Ry if and only if they have B-bounded projection for some B > 0.

Proof. =: Let z,w € IIx(X") be such that d(z,w) = ||IIx(X")||. Then there exist
2,1 € X' which project to z, w respectively. Set B = 2€1,0 + v(u1,0)-

Let’s consider d(z, X) > 1,0 and d(w, X) > p1,0. Other cases are easier. Let p
be a geodesic segment between z, w. Let u, v be the first and last points respectively
on p such that d(a, X) < u1,0,d(9, X) < p1,0. Let u,v be a projection point of @, ¥
to X respectively. Then d(u,v) < v(u1,0) by the v-bounded intersection of X, X'.
Since X is a (u, €)-contracting subset, we obtain that d(z,u) < €10, d(w,v) < €1,0.
Hence

d(z,w) < d(z,u) + d(u,v) + d(v,w) < B.

<: Given U > 0, let z,w € Ny(X) N Ny(X’). Let 2, € X' be such that
d(2,2) < U,d(w,z) < U. Project z,w to z/,w" € X respectively. Then d(z,w) <
d(z',w'") + 2U. Tt remains to bound d(z’,w").
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It is easy to verify that the projection of a geodesic segment of length U on X
have a upper bounded size (241,04 €1,0 + U). Hence |IIx([2, 2])|| < (2p1,0+ €1,0 +
U), |1Tx ([, w])|| < (2p1,0 + €1,0 + U). It follows that

d(z',w') < [ ([2, 2D + [Tx (X[ + [T ([, w]) |
S B+ 2(2[&110 + €1,0 + U)

Then d(z,w) < B+ 4u1,0 + 2€1,0 + 2U. It suffices to set v(U) = B + 4u1,0 +
26110 + 2U. [l

To conclude this subsection, we note a thin-triangle property when one side of

a triangle lies near a contracting subset. Recall that the constant Ay . below is
defined in ().

Lemma 2.11. Given X\ > 1,¢ > 0, let v = pq, where p is a geodesic and q is
(A, ¢)-quasigeodesic in L. Assume that p—,p+ € X € X and q is T-orthogonal to X .
Then v is a (A, Cx,c)-quasigeodesic, where

(2) C}\,C = )‘(Nk,c + Swe + A)\,c) +c.

Proof. Let a be a geodesic such that a— = v_,ay = 4. Let z be the last point
on « such that d(z, X) < px.. Project z to a point 2z’ on X. Then d(z,2z") < p ..
By projection, we have

d(z,q-) < |Tx([a-,z]a)ll + [TIx ()|l
<e1,0+ Axe.

Then we have
d(z,q-) <d(g-,2)+d(z 2")
<10+ €10+ Axe.

Hence £(y) = £(p) + £(q) < Ad(7—,7+) + ¢ < Ad(v—,74) + Cxe. O

2.3. Admissible Paths. In this subsection, we give the precise definition of an ad-
missible path, which is roughly a piecewise quasigeodesic path with well-controlled
local properties.

Recall that L is a preferred collection of quasigeodesics in X such that £ contains
all geodesics. In what follows, let X be a (p, €)-contracting system in Y with respect
to L. Then each X € X is o-quasiconvex, where o is given by Lemma 2.4

Fix also two functions v : R — Ry and 7 : R x R — R, which the reader may
have in mind are the bounded intersection function and orthogonality function
respectively.

Definition 2.12 (Admissible Paths). Given D > 0,A > 1,¢ > 0, a (D, \,¢)-
admissible path v is a concatenation of (), c)-quasigeodesics in Y such that the
following conditions hold:

(1) Exactly one quasigeodesic p; of any two consecutive ones in 7 has two
endpoints in a contracting subset X; € X

(2) Each p; has length bigger then AD + ¢, except that p; is the first or last
quasigeodesic in 7,

(3) For each X;, the quasigeodesics with one endpoint in X; are T-orthogonal
to X;, and

(4) Either any two X;, X;41(if defined) have v-bounded intersection, or the
quasigeodesic ¢;+1 between them has length bigger then AD + c.
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Remark 2.13. Note that if X has v-bounded intersection, then the condition (3) is
always satisfied.

For definiteness in the sequel, usually write v = poqip1 - - . gnprn and assume that
p; has endpoints in a contracting subset X; € X and the following conditions hold.
(1) £(p;) > AD +cfor 0 <i < n.
(2) g; € L is T-orthogonal to both X;_; and X; for 1 <i < mn.
(3) For 1 < i < m, either ¢(¢;) > AD + ¢, or X;_1 and X; have v-bounded
intersection.

Remark 2.14. The collection {X;} therein will be referred to as the (associated)
contracting subsets for . It is not required that X; # X, for ¢ # j. This often
facilitates the verification of a path being admissible.

Definition 2.15 (Fellow Traveller). Assume that v = poqip1...qnpn is a (D, A, ¢)-
admissible path, where each p; has two endpoints in X; € X. Let a be a path such
that a_ =v_, a4 = v4.

Given R > 0, the path « is a R-fellow traveller for ~ if there exists a sequence of
successive points z;, w;(0 <4 < n) on « such that d(z;,w;) > 1 and d(z;, (p;)-) <
R, d(wla (pi>+) <R.

2.4. Quasi-geodesicity of long admissible paths. The aim of this subsection is
to show that for a sufficiently large D, a (D, A, ¢)-admissible path is a quasigeodesic.
The main technical result of this subsection can be stated as follows.

Proposition 2.16. Given A > 1,¢ > 0, there are constants D = D()\,¢) > 0,R =
R(X, ¢) > 0 such that the following statement holds.

Let v be a (Do, A, ¢)-admissible path for Do > D. Then any geodesic « between
v— and v4 is a R-fellow traveller for ~.

The main corollary is that a long admissible path is a quasigeodesic.

Corollary 2.17. Given X > 1,¢ > 0, there are constants D = D(\,¢) > 0,A =
A(X, ¢) > 1 such that given any Do > D the (Dg, A, ¢)-admissible path is a (A, 0)-
quasigeodesic.

Proof. Let D = D(\,¢), R = R(\,c) be given by Proposition2ZT6l Then it suffices
to set A = A(6R + 1) + 3¢ to complete the proof. O

The reminder of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition [2.16
We now define, a priori, the candidate constants which are calculated in the

course of proof:
R = R(),c) = max{(@), @), [14)),

D =D\ c) =max{{@), @) @) @), @3)}

Let v = poqipi - - - gnpn be a (Do, A, ¢)-admissible path for Dy > D, where p;, g;
are (A, c)-quasigeodesics. For definiteness, assume that each p; has endpoints in
X; € X. Moreover, we can assume that each p; is a geodesic, as the general case
follows as a direct consequence.

The proof of Proposition is achieved by the induction on the number of
contracting subsets {X;} for .

We start with a lemma describing the subpath of an admissible path around a
contracting subset. Denote by IIx(q) the projection of ¢ to Xj.

and
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Lemma 2.18 (Near contracting subsets). Let X5 (0 < k < n) be a contracting
subset for ~v. Then we have the following

Vk >0 [Tk (pe—1x) || < Bac,
and
Vk <n |1k (grt1pk+1)]] < Baes
where
By =2€1,0+2p1,0 + v(1,0 + 00) + Arc.

Proof. We only prove the inequality for the case pyp_1gx. The other case is similar.
We claim the following inequality

(3) lPk—1 0 Ny,0)(Xe) || < v(p1,0 + 00),

from which the conclusion follows. In fact, assuming the inequality () is true. Let
z(resp. w) be the first(resp. last) point of p_1 such that z,w € N1 0)(X%). Then
we have

M (pr—1e)ll < Tk ([(Pr—1) - 2lpe_ )l + [Tk ([2, w]p, )
+IMLk ([w, (Pr—1)+1pr—) | + [Tk (ar) |
<2e10+4 (2uio+v(p,0 +00)) + Axe < Bae.
In order to prove (3)), we examine the following two cases by the definition of an
admissible path.
Case 1: £(qx) > AD+c. We show that pr_ 1NN, 1,0)(Xx) = 0 and hence (3] holds
trivially. Suppose not. Let w be the last point on py_1 such that d(w, Xj) < p1.0.
Project w to a point w’ € Xj. Then d(w,w’) < p1,0. Using projection, we obtain

d(w, (qr)4) < d(w,w’) +d(w', (qr)+)
< p1,0 + [k [w, pr—1]py_y | + [Tk (i)
<10+ €10+ Axe.

Since pr_1qk is a (A, Cx ¢)-quasigeodesic by Lemma 2.11] we have that
Cxe + Ad(w, (qr)+) > L([w, (Pr—1)+]pi_r) + £(ar)-

As it is assumed that
(4) D> puip+er0+ Axe+ Cirp,

this gives a contradiction with £(qx) > AD + c.
Case 2: Otherwise Xj_1, X have v-bounded intersection. Then pg_; lies in
Ny 0)(Xk—1). By the bounded projection property, we have

lPE—1 0 Nya,0)(Xe) [l < [[No(o) (Xk-1) N Ny,0)(Xe) || < v(p1,0 + 00)-
This establishes (3. O

We are ready to start the base step of induction.
Lemma 2.19 (Base Step). Proposition [2.10 is true for n =1 and n = 2.

Proof. We shall prove a slightly stronger result: let o be a geodesic such that
dla—,v=) < p1,0, d(at,v+) < p1,0, then « is a R-fellow traveller for .

The case ”n = 1”. Assume that v = ¢1p1¢g2, where the geodesic p; has two
endpoints in a contracting subset X;.

Note that [a—,v_] and [oy,7v4] are of length at most p1,0. By projection we
have

T ([, v DIl < €10 +3pa05 [T ([, v D < €10 + 300
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We claim that N, 0y(X1) Na # (. Suppose not. Then we can estimate by
projection

(p1) < (gl + [T (@) + [T (g2) | + [T (fee, y=DIl + [ ([eer, v D

< 2A5 .+ 3€1,0+ 610

This gives a contradiction as it is assumed that
(5) D> 2A}\,c + 3€1,0 + 6p10.

Let z and w be the first and last points of a such that z,w € N 1,0)(X1). Project
z,w to 2’,w’ to X respectively. Hence we see

d((q1)+,2) < [[Mi(q)ll + M (fe—, 2]a) | + M1 (fo—, vl + d(z, 2")
< Axe+2e0+4pu10 < R-1,

as it is assumed that
(6) R> Axc+2e10+4p10+ 1.

It is similar that d((¢2)—,w) < R — 1. Up to a slight modification of z, w, we see
that o is a R-fellow traveller for ~.

The case ”n = 2”. This case is similar to the case "n=1". We only indicate
the necessary changes in the below.

Assume that v = q1p1g2p2q3, where the geodesic pi, p2 have two endpoints in
contracting subsets X7, X5 respectively.

We first claim that N,z (X1) Mgz = 0. If not, let z be the first point on g3
such that z € N, (x,¢)(X1)Ng3. Project z to 2’ on X;. By Lemma T8 we see that

d(z', (q2)-) < [Mi(g2p2) || + [T ([(g3) - 2lg;) | < Bae + €xe-

The case "n = 17 shows that gapags is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic, where A = A(X, ¢) is
given by Corollary ZT7 It follows that

(p2) < €([(g2)-2]y) < Ad((g2)-,2) < A(Bxc + €xc + Hae)-
This gives a contradiction as it is assumed that
(7) D > A(B)\,c + €X,c + ,U'A,c)-

Hence it is shown that N, ) (X1) Ngs = 0.

Using the same argument as the case "n = 17, we can see that aNN,,1,0)(X3) # 0
for i« = 1,2. Let z; and w; be the first and last points of a such that z;,w; €
Ny1,0)(X1). Then as in the case "n = 17, we obtain

d((pl),,zl) < A)\yc + 26170 + 4,&110 <R - 1,

and

d((p1)+,w1) < |[Hi(g2p2)l + M1 (gs)[] + [ ([wr, ot ]a)
< Bye+3e10+4p0< R—1,

|+ T (fos, 74 D

as it is assumed that
(8) R > B)\,c + 36170 + 4/14170 + 1.

Consider the path v/ = [w], (p1)+]g2p2gs which is (D, A, ¢)-admissible. Let o’
[wi, 4] Let 22 and wy be the first and last points of o’ such that za,ws
Ny(1,0)(X2). Similarly as above, we obtain that d((p2) -, 22) < R—1,d((p2)+,w2)

IAm I

O

Consequently, it is shown that « is a R-fellow traveller for ~.
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Inductive Assumption: Assume that PropositionZI8 holds for any (Do, A, ¢)-
admissible path +" with & contracting subsets X; € X (k < n). Then any geodesic
between v/, v/, is a R-fellow traveller for 7'. Moreover 7' is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic,
where A = A(), ¢) is given by Corollary 217

We now consider the admissible path v = poqip1 - - . ¢npn, which has n 4+ 1 con-
tracting subsets {X; € X: 0 <i <n}.

Lemma 2.20 (Far from contracting subsets). Let Xj (0 < k < n) be a contracting
subset for . Denote 8 = [(po)—, (qk—2)+]y- Then the following holds

BN NRio(u(1,0)(Xk) = 0.
Proof. Suppose, to the contrary, that 8N Ngis(u(1,0))(Xk) # 0. Let z be the last
point on 8 such that d(z, X3) < R+ 0,1,0)- Project z to w on Xj.

Observe that 3 = 8 U pr_1qx|(pr)—,w] is a (Do, A, ¢)-admissible path with at
most n contracting subsets, as k < n. Hence  is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic by Inductive
Assumption. It follows that

(([z,w]5) < MR+ 0u01,0)-
This gives a contradiction with ¢(pg_1) > D, as it is assumed that
(9) D > AR+ 0,(1,0))-

Therefore, the segment 3 has at least a distance R + 01,0y to X. (I

FI1GURE 1. Proof of Proposition 2.16)

A key step in proving Proposition 2,16l is the following.

Lemma 2.21. Let Xy be a contracting subset for v, where 0 < k < n. Assume «
is a geodesic such that d(v—,a_) < u10, d(v4,4) < p1,0. Then there exist points
z,w € aN Nya 0y (Xg) such that d(z, (pr)-) < R—1, d(w, (pr)+) < R—1.

Proof. Let an = [v—, (pr-1)-], @2 = [(Pr+1)+,7+]s B = [7—, (pr—1)-], and B2 =
[(Pk+1)+>7+]~- Note that a1, as, 81, B2 may be trivial.

Apply Induction Assumption to 1. It follows that «; is a R-fellow traveller for
B1. Let z;, w; € oy be the points given by Definition 215 Note that d(z;, w;) > 1
and d((p;)-,z;) < R, d((p;)+,w;) < R.
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Let z,y be the first and last points on a; respectively such that z,y € N, 1,0)(Xz).
See Figure[dl

Claim. The segment [z,y]q, contains no points from {z;,w; : 1 < j < k —1}.
Moreover, any geodesic segment [(p;)—,z;] and [(p;)+,w;] have at least a distance
p1,0 to Xy.

Proof of Claim. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a point, say z; from {z;, w; :
1 < j < k—1} such that z; € [z,y]lo,. Note that any point on [z,y], has
at most a distance 0,10y to Xgx. As d(zj,(pj)-) < R, we have d((p;)—, Xy) <
R + 0,(1,0)- This contradicts Lemma 220, as it follows that 3; has at least a
distance (R + 0,,(1,0)) to Xx.

By the same argument, one can see that any geodesic segment [(p;)—,z;] and
[(pj)+,w;] have at least a distance p1 o to Xp. g

By the Claim above, we assume that z,y € [z, w;]o for some z;,w; € {z;,w; :
1 < j<k—1}. (The case that =,y € [w;, 2j11] is similar).

Using projection, we shall show that o N Ny, 1,0)(Xk) # 0. Suppose not. The
length of py is estimated as follows:

ML (b=, () =DM < [k ([l 25100 [ + Tk ([(p5) > 23]

w0 )]+ [Tl 0]
FI Mk ([wy; (1) +]an) | + Mk (Pr—14x) |
< 56170 + B)\yc.
Similarly, we obtain that
(11) ITI([(P&)+> Y411 < e+ Bae-
Note that [a—,v-] and [a4,v4] are of length at most ;0. Hence we have
(12) Mk ([ v-DIF < €+ Bpa,0, [He([oer, 74D < €+ Bpno-

It follows from (I0), (I2) and (1) that

Epr) < Wk ([v=, (pr) -] + 1Mk ([(Pr)+, Y] T+ [k ()|
e (fee— s y= DIl + [k ([, v Dl
< 1361)0 + 6,”1,0 + 2B)\76.

This gives a contradiction with ¢(py) > D, as it is assumed that
(13) D > 13€1,0 + 6p1,0 + 2By .

Hence aNN,,(1,0)(Xx) # 0. Let z be the first point of a such that d(z, Xy) < p1,0.
Let 2’ be a projection point of z to Xj. Then it follows that

d(zv(pk)*) < d(zaz/) +d(z/7(pk)*)
< pt1,0 +5€10+ By < R-1,

as it is assumed that
(14) R > p1,0+5€1,0+ Bae+ 1L

Let w be the last point of « such that d(z, X)) < p1,0. Arguing in the same way,
we see that d(w, (pr)+) < R — 1. This completes the proof. O

We now finish the proof of Proposition 2.16, which is repeated applications of
Lemma 2.211
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Proof of Proposition[Z16. Recall that v is a (D, A, ¢)-admissible path with at most
(n + 1) contracting subsets. Let a be a geodesic such that «— = ~v_ and a4 = 4.
By Lemma 2.79] we can assume that n > 2.

Consider a contracting subset Xy for v, where 0 < k < n. By Lemma 221 there
exist zx, wr € a N Ny(1,0) such that d(zy, (pr)-) < R—1, d(wg, (pr)+) < R— 1.

Let wj, be a projection point of wy to Xj. Then d(wk,w)) < p1,0. We consider
j=k+1. Tet 7' = [}, (pr)+ [(Pr) > 74}y and o = [ig, - Ja.

Observe that 7' is a (D, A, ¢)-admissible path with at most n contracting subsets.
Apply Lemma 22Tl to 4 and o/. Then there exist points z;,w; € &' N Ny1,0)(X;)
such that d(z;, (p;)-) < R—1,d(wj, (pj)+) < R—1.

Continuously increasing or decreasing k, the points z;,w; on « are obtained to
satisfy d(z;, (p;)-) < R—1, d(wj, (p;j)+) < R—1forall 0 <j <mn.

The conclusion that « is a R-fellow traveller follows from a slight modification
zj,w;j such that d(z;,w;) > 1, d(z;, (pj)-) < R, d(wj,(p;j)+) < R. The proof is
now complete. (I

3. FULLY QUASICONVEX SUBGROUPS

In this section, a finitely generated group G is always assumed to be hyperbolic
relative to P = {P; : 1 <i < n}. We refer the reader to [19], [I1], [5], [10] and [21]
for the references on the relative hyperbolicity of a group.

Given a finite generating set S, let 4 (G, S) be the Cayley graph of G with respect
to S. We denote by Lab(-) the label function assigning for a combinatorial path in
9(G, S) the product of generators labeling its edges in G.

Let Y = ¥(G,S), d be the combinatorial metric induced on the graph 4(G, 5)
and X = {gP : g € G, P € P}. The conjugate of a subgroup of P € P is called a
parabolic subgroup, a left P-coset a parabolic coset.

3.1. Relatively quasiconvex subgroups. Relative quasiconvexity of a subgroup
has been extensively studied from different points of view. See [2I] and [15] for the
equivalence of various definitions.

In this subsection, we shall recall a definition of relatively quasiconvex subgroup
in terms of the geometry of Cayley graphs. This definition rather replies on the
fact that X is a contracting system with bounded intersection in Y.

Lemma 3.1 (Bounded intersection). [10] There exists a positive real-valued func-
tion v : R — Ry such that any two distinct gP, g’ P’ € X have v-bounded intersec-
tion.

The notion of transition points was introduced by Hruska in [2I] and further
generalized by Gerasimov-Potyagailo in [15].

Definition 3.2. Let p be a path in ¢4(G,S) and v a point in p. Given U >
0,L > 0, we say v is (U, L)-deep in some X € X if ||[v,p_], N Ny(X)| > L and
v, p+]p " Ny(X)|| > L. If v is not (U, L)-deep in any X € X, then v is called a
(U, L)-transition point of p.

Remark 3.3. Let v be a (U, L)-deep point. If L > v(U), then v is (U, L)-deep in a
unique X € X by Lemma B.11

The following lemma is clear by the v-bounded intersection and Remark B3] Tt
roughly says that the points at which a path exits a parabolic coset is transitional.
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Lemma 3.4. Given X € X,U > 0, let z,w be the first and last points on a path p
in 9(G,S) such that d(z,X) < U,d(w,X) < U. If d(z,w) > v(U), then z,w are
(U, v(U))-transition points of p.

In terms of transition points, we can state a week Morse Lemma for a pair of
quasigeodesics in the Cayley graph ¢(G,S). It was originally proved in [21] that
the Hausdorff distance between the transition points of an (absolute) geodesic and
vertices of a relative geodesic is bounded. The following general version essentially
follows from [I5, Proposition 5.2.3].

Lemma 3.5. Given A > 1,¢ > 0, there exists a constant U = U(\,¢) > 0 such
that the following holds for any two (X, ¢)-quasigeodesics p,q in (G, S) with same
endpoints.

For any Uy > U, L > v(Uy), there is a constant R = R(Uy, L) > 0 such that any
(U, L)-transition point of p has at most a distance R to a (Uy, L)-transition point

of q.

Remark 3.6. Fix Uy > U(A, ¢) and L1, Ly > v(Up). By Lemma B it is easy to see
that the set of (Uy, L1)-transition points of a (\, ¢)-quasigeodesic has a bounded
Hausdorff distance H to the set of its (Up, L2)-transition points, where H depends
on Ly, Ly only.

We are now ready to state the definition of relatively quasiconvex subgroups.

Definition 3.7 (Relative quasiconvexity). Let U = U(A,¢), L = v(U) + 1, where
U(-,-),v(:) are given by Lemmas B.I] and respectively. A subgroup H of G is
called relatively M -quasiconvexr for some M > 0 if for any (), c)-quasigeodesic
p in 9(G,S) with endpoints in H, any (U, L)-transition point of p lies in M-
neighborhood of H.

To close this subsection, we recall two results frequently used in next sections.
The first result is a general fact about the intersection of two subgroups in a count-
able group.

Lemma 3.8. [21] [23] Suppose H, K be subgroups of a countable group G. Let d
be a left invariant proper metric on G. Then for any H,gK,U > 0, there exists a
constant k = k(H, gK,U) such that Ny(H) N Ny(gK) C N.(HNKY).

The next result is well-known but we could not locate a reference in the literature.
Hence a proof is given here for completeness.

Lemma 3.9 (Long parabolic intersection). Suppose H is relatively quasiconvez in
G. Given a constant U > 0, there exists a constant L = L(H,U) such that if
INu(gP)NH| > L for some g € G,P € P, then |H N PI| = co.

Proof. Given U > 0, let B = {g : d(1,9) < U} and A = max{x(H,gP,U) :
g € B, P € P}, where & is the function given by Lemma [B.8 Consider the finite
collection F = {HNPY: |[HN PI| < 00,9 € B,P € P}. Set L = max{d(1l,g9):g €
Na(UperF)}. We claim that L is the desired constant.

Let h € Ny(gP) N H and p € P such that d(h,gp) < U. Set go = h™'gp. Note
that | Ny (gP) N H|| = [|[Nu(goP) N H||, where d(1,go) < U. Hence by Lemma [3.8]
Nu(goP) N H C Na(P% N H). This implies that if |Ni(goP) N H]|| > L, then
P9% N H is infinite. Hence, P9 N H is infinite. O
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3.2. Fully quasiconvex subgroups. The notion of a fully quasiconvex subgroup
is the central object in next sections.

Definition 3.10 (Fully quasiconvex subgroups). Let H be relatively quasiconvex
in G. Then H is said to be fully quasiconvex if H N PY is either finite or of finite
index in PY for each g € G, P € P.

The fundamental fact in this study is that a fully quasiconvex subgroup is a
contracting subset. In particular, a collection of left cosets of a fully quasiconvex
subgroup is a contracting system which we will focus on in next sections.

Lemma 3.11. [I5 Proposition 8.2.4] Let H be fully quasiconver in G. For any
A > 1,¢ > 0, there exist positive constants p = p(\ ¢) and € = e(\, ¢) such that
for any (), ¢)-quasigeodesic ~y satisfying d(v, H) > p(Ac) in 9(G,S), we have
eyl < €A c).

Remark 3.12. Note that maximal parabolic subgroups are fully quasiconvex. Hence
by Lemma Bl X is a (e, u)-contracting system with v-bounded intersection.

The following lemma is easy exercise by the definition of full quasiconvexity.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose H is fully quasiconvezr in G. Then there exists a constant
U =U(H) such that if |H N P9 = co for some P € P,g € G, then gP C Ny(H).

We now come to the key fact that enables us to build a normal form in the
combination theorem in Section 4.

Lemma 3.14 (Orthogonality). Suppose H is relatively quasiconver and K is fully
quasiconvez in G. For any constant U > 0, there exists a constant 7 = 7(U) > 0
such that the following statement is true.

Let h € H be such that d(1,h) = d(1,ChC), where C = HN K. Then for any

geodesic q between 1 and h, we have ||¢ N Ny(K)|| < 7(U) and ||¢N Ny (hK)| <
T(U).
Proof. By assumption, we have that d(1,h) = d(1,hC) and d(1,h) = d(1,Ch). Tt
is easy to see that d(1,h) = d(1,hC) implies that d(1,h~') = d(1,Ch~1). Ob-
serve that the verification of the inequality ||¢ N Ny (hK)|| < 7 can be reduced to
|h~tg N Ny(K)| < 7, where h™1q is a geodesic between h~! and 1. Hence, it
suffices to verify the following claim.

g+ =h

FIGURE 2. Proof of Lemma [B3.14]
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Claim. Let d(1,h) = d(1,Ch). Then ||¢N Ny(K)|| < 7.

Proof of Claim. Since H is relatively quasiconvex, there exist Uy, Lo, M such that
any (U, Lo)-transition point of ¢ lies in Nps(H).

Given U > 0, let z be the last point on ¢ such that d(z, K) < U. Since K is fully
quasiconvex, we have d(z, K) < o(U), where o is given by Lemma 24 See Figure

Let w be the last (Up, Lo)-transition point of ¢ such that w € [1,z],. Hence
d(w,H) < M. By Lemma [B.8 there exists w’ € HN K = C such that d(w,w") <
k(H,K,M+0c(U)). Since d(1,h) = d(1,Ch), it follows that d(1,w) < k(H, K, M +
o(U)). In fact, if d(1,w) > d(w’, w), then we obtain

d(1,h) = d(1,w) + d(w, h) > d(w’,w) + d(w, h) > d(1,w'"'h),

contradicting the choice of h.

Without loss of generality, we are going to bound d(1, z) under the assumption
that d(w, z) > max{L(H,U), L(K,U)}. Note that L(H,U), L(K,U) are given by
Lemma [3.91

Since w is the last (Uy, Lo)-transition point in [1,z],. Then z is (Uy, Lo)-deep
in a unique gP € X. In particular, it follows that w € Ny,(¢gP). Indeed, the first
point of [1, z], such that z € Ny, (gP) is a (Uy, Lo)-transition point of ¢ by Lemma
B4

Since d(z,w) > L(K,U), we see that |K N P9 = co. Then gP C Ny, (K), where
U, = U(K) is given by Lemma B.13

Let o be the last point on [z, ¢4+], such that o € Ny, (gP). Then o has to be a
(U, Lo)-transition point by Lemma B4l By the relative quasiconvexity of H, we
have d(o, H) < M. Since d(o,w) > d(z,w) > L(H,U), it follows by Lemma [3.0]
that |[H N PY9| = .

Note that o € Ny (H)N Ny, (9P) C Ny (H)N Ny, v, (K). By Lemma 3.8 there
is o’ € HN K = C such that d(o,0") < x(H, K, M + Uy + Un).

Since d(1, h) = d(1, Ch), we obtain as above that d(1,0) < d(0,0") < k(H, K, M+
Up + Uy). Hence d(1, z) < d(1,0) < k(H, K, M + Uy + Uy ), completing the proof of
Claim. O

4. COMBINING FULLY QUASICONVEX SUBGROUPS

4.1. The setup. Let H be relatively quasiconvex and K fully quasiconvex in a
relatively hyperbolic group G. Denote C = HN K. Let Y = 4(G,S) and X =
{gK : g € G}. We choose L to be the set of all quasigeodesics in Y.

Let u,e be the common functions given by Lemma [B.11] for fully quasiconvex
subgroups K and all P € P. Then X is a (u, €)-contracting system with respect to
L. (X may not have bounded intersection property.)

Let o be the quasiconvexity function given by Lemma 2.4l Then H, K and each
P € P are o-quasiconvex.

4.2. Normal forms in H x¢ K. Let’s consider the case g = kohiky...hnk,,, where
h; € H\ C,k; € K\ C. The other form of g is completely analogous.

For each 1 < i < n, let h; € H be such that d(1, h;) = d(1,Ch;C). It is easy to
see that such a representation of g always exists.

Let v = poqip1 - - - gnpn be a concatenation of geodesic segments p;, ¢; in (G, S)
such that (pg)— = 1 and Lab(p;) = k;, Lab(g;) = h;. We call v = pog1p1 - . - gnpn 2
normal path of g.
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Define fz = kOhlkl---kiflhi for 1 S ) S n and f() = 1. Then Pi has two
endpoints in the left coset f; K € X.
The following lemma is almost obvious by the definition of a normal path.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant D = D(H,K) > 0, A = A(H,K) > 0 such
that the following statement is true.

Suppose that there are H C H and K C K such that HNK = C and d(l g) >D
for any g € (H U K) \ C. Then the normal path of any element in Hxc K is a
(D, 1,0)-admissible path and thus a (A,0)-quasigeodesic.

Proof. Let D = D(H,K),A = A(H, K) be the constants given by Main Corollary
m . . . .

Let g = koh1ky . .. hpk, be an element in H x¢ K, where k; € K\ C,h; € H\ C.
By assumption, it follows that d(1,h;) > D,d(1,k;) > D.

Let v = poqipi - - - ¢npn be the associated normal path. Hence £(p;) > D E(ql) >
D. By Lemma B]ZL g is v-orthogonal to g;—1K,¢g;K. Hence v is a (D,1,0)-
admissible path. By Main Corollary 217 ~ is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic. O

Remark 4.2. Note that if K is a maximal parabolic subgroup, then it suffices to
assume that d(1,9) > D for any g € K \ C. This follows from the fact that
{gP : g € G, P € P} has bounded intersection property. Hence, the second case of
Condition (3) in the definition of admissible paths is always satisfied.

4.3. Proof of Theorem .1l Lemma A.I]implies that H xc K — (H, K) is injec-
tive.

To show the relative quasiconvexity of <H K ), note that the normal path of each
element in (H, K) is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic. Let U = U(A,0) be the constant given
by LemmaBHand L = v(U) + 1. Observe that any (U, L)-transition point of v is a
(U, L)-transition point of either p; or ¢;. Since H, K are relatively quasiconvex, we
see that any (U, L)-transition point of v has a uniform bounded distance to (H, K).
Hence by Lemma [3.5] (H K ) is relatively quasiconvex.

We now show the last statement of Theorem [[.T] about the conjugacy classes of
parabolic subgroups.

Lemma 4.3. FEvery parabolic subgroup of (H,K) is conjugated into either H or
K.

Proof. Note that maximal parabolic subgroups in (H, K) are of form P/ N (H, K),
where f € G and P € P. Let g € (H, K)\ (HUK). The idea is to take sufficiently
large D in Theorem [} to show that g ¢ P/ for any f € G, P € P.

Suppose, to the contrary, that g = fpf~! for some f € G,p € P. Without loss
of generality, we assume that g = hokihy...kyhy,, where h; € H,ki € K. Denote
the normal path of g by v = poq1p1..-@npn-

Let a be a geodesic segment with the same endpoints as . By Proposition 2.16]
the endpoints of each p;, ¢; lie in a uniform R-neighborhood of o, where R = R(1,0).

Let z,w be the first and last points of a respectively such that z,w € Ny 0)(fP).
Then by projection, we have d(a_, z),d(ay,w) < d(1, f) + p10 + €1,0. Let o/ =
[Z, w]a. Then o C Na(u(l,O))(fP)-

Note that the analysis in the last paragraph applies to any power of g. By taking
sufficiently large power of g, the length of o’ can be arbitrarily large.
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Set U = o(R+0(p1,0)). Hence we can assume further that there exist consecutive
Di, ¢; for some i of y such that ¢;, p; C Ny(fP). Let f; € G be the element associated
to the vertex (¢;)+ = (p;)—. Then g;, p; have endpoints in f;H, f; K respectively.

Since ||Ny(fP)N f;H|| > D and we assumed that D > L(H,U), it follows by
Lemma that H N P/ is infinite, where f’ = f71f. Similarly, as it is assumed
that D > L(K,U), we have K N P! is infinite. By Lemma 313, we see that
#'P C Ny(K).

We now translate the terminal point of ¢; to 1. Note that f{lqi C Ny(f'P).
Since k; € K is such that d(1,k;) = d(1,Ck;C). By Lemma [BI4 we have
Il £ g N Ny (K)|| < 7(U). This implies that £(g;) < 7(U). It suffices to assume
further D > 7(U) to get a contradiction. Hence, it is shown that any g ¢ P/ for
feG PePl. O

In fact, the proof also shows the following.

Corollary 4.4. Any element g in (H,K)\ (H UK) is hyperbolic, i.e.: g is not
conjugated into any P € P.

We also note the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. The virtual amalgamation of two fully quasiconvex subgroups is
fully quasiconvex.

5. HNN COMBINATION THEOREM

As in the previous section, a finitely generated group G is assumed to be hyper-
bolic relative to a collection of subgroups P. In addition, we will also consider the
geometry of relative Cayley graph of G with respect to P, denoted by 4(G, S UP).

Note that (G, S) is a subgraph of 4(G, S UP), and a path(resp. geodesic) in
Y(G,S UP) is also referred to as a relative path(resp. relative geodesic).

5.1. The setup. Let Y = ¥4(G,S) and X = {gP : g € G,P € P}. Let p, e be the
common functions given by Lemma B.11] for all P € P. We choose L to be the set
of all quasigeodesics in Y. Then X is a (u, €)-contracting system with respect to L.

Let o be the quasiconvexity function given by Lemma 24l Then each P € PP are
o-quasiconvex.

5.2. Lift paths. The notion of a lift path is interacting between the geometry of
relative and normal Cayley graphs. Before giving the definition, we need recall
several notions introduced by Osin [28] in relative Cayley graphs.

Definition 5.1 (P;-components). Let v be a path in 4(G,SUP). Given P; € P, a
subpath p of « is called P;-component if Lab(p) € P; and no subpath ¢ of v exists
such that p C ¢ and Lab(q) € P;.

Two Pj-components p1,ps of v are connected if (p1)—, (p2)— belong to a same
X € X. A P;-component p is isolated if no other P;-component of 7 is connected
to p.

Definition 5.2 (Lift path). Let v be a path in ¢(G, S U P). The lift path ¥ is
obtained by replacing each P;-component of v by a geodesic with the same endpoints

in %(G, S).



COMBINATION OF FULLY QUASICONVEX SUBGROUPS AND ITS APPLICATIONS 19

We recall a fact implicitly in [I0, Thm. 1.12(4)] that the lift path of a relative ge-
odesic is a quasigeodesic. A rather general version can be found in [15, Proposition
7.2.2].

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant A > 1 such that the lift of any relative geodesic
is a (X, 0)-quasigeodesic.

The following result says that a relative geodesic leaves parabolic cosets in an
orthogonal way, as is defined in Section 2.

Lemma 5.4 (Orthogonality of relative geodesics). For any constant U > 0, there
exists a constant T = 7(U) > 0 such that the following holds.

Given gP € X, let p be a relative geodesic such that p N gP = {py}. Denote by
p the lift of p. Then ||pN Ny (gP)|| < 7.

Proof. By Lemma 210, X = {gP : g € G, P € P} has B-bounded projection for
some B > 0. Moreover, the projection of an edge in 4(G, S) to any X € X is also
uniformly bounded by a constant, say B for convenience.

Given U > 0, set v(U) = 4B(U + 1)> + 2(U + 1). Let z be the first point of p
such that d(z, gP) < U. We shall show that d(z,p4+) < v(U).

Without lost of generality, assume that z is a vertex in a geodesic segment §,
which is the lift of a P;-component s of p. Clearly dsup(z,s4+) < 1. Let w € gP
such that dg(z,w) < U.

Let ¢ be a geodesic in (G, S) such that ¢ = z, ¢+ = w. Since dgup(w, py) < 1,
let e; be an edge such that Lab(e;) € P and (e1)- = w,(e1)+ = p4. Similarly,
let ez be an edge such that Lab(eg) € P; and (e2)— = s4, (e2)+ = z. Consider the
cycle o = ge1[p4, s4]pe2. Note that

l(o0) < (g) +1+dsup(s4,p+) +1<2(U +1).

Since p is a relative geodesic, each P;-component of o is isolated. Then given a
P;-component ¢ of 0, we project other edges of o to the parabolic coset associated to
t. This gives the estimate d(t_,t;) < Bf(o0) for each P;-component ¢ of o. Hence,
it follows that d(z,p+) < €([z,p+]p) < €(0)+ B(£(0))?> < 4B(U+1)2+2(U+1). O

We now consider a class of admissible paths coming from the lifts of piecewise
relative geodesics. Such type of admissible paths will be obtained by truncating
the normal path defined in the next subsection.

Lemma 5.5. There are constants D > 0, A > 1 such that the following holds.

Let v = poqip1 - - - gnpn be a concatenation path in 4(G,S U P), where p; are
P;-components of v for some P, € P and q; are relative geodesics. Assume that
d((pi)—, (pi)+) > D for 0 <i < n, and p;—1,p; are not connected. Then the lift of
v is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic.

Proof. Let 4 = podip1 - - - Gnpn be the lift path. Each §; is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic
for some A > 1 by Lemma Let ¢g;P; € X be the parabolic coset in which
the endpoints of p; lie. Note that Lemma [.4] verifies that §; is orthogonal to
gi—1Pi—1, g;P;. Hence, we see that 4 is a (D, \,0)-admissible path. Since X is a
contracting system. As a consequence, the constants D, A are provided by Main
Corollary 217 O
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5.3. Normal forms in Hxgi—g/. Let P € P, f € G be such that ) = PN H and
Q' = Q' are non-conjugate maximal parabolic subgroups of H. Denote P’ = P/,

Assume that there is ¢ € P such that Q¢ = Q. Set t = fec.

Let g € Hxgt=¢ be written as the form ht hot®? ... h,t*, where h; € H,¢; €
{1,—1}. By Britton’s Lemma, if ¢, = 1,¢;41 = —1, then ¢t ¢ Q; ife;, = —1,¢;41 = 1,
then ¢t ¢ Q'.

A normal path of g is a concatenated path v = ¢1(81p1) q2(B2p2)? - . . g (Bnpn )
in 9(G, S U P) with the following properties

(1) ¢; is a relative geodesic in 4 (G, S UP) such that Lab(g;) = hs,
(2) B; is a geodesic in 4(G, S) such that Lab(8;) = f, and
(3) pi is an edge in (G, S U P) such that Lab(p;) = c.

Let g; P € X be the parabolic coset such that (p;)—, (p;)+ € g;P. These g; P will
serve as contracting subsets for a admissible path that we will construct. We shall
first verify that consecutive g; P are distinct.

Lemma 5.6. Peripheral cosets g;—1 P, g;P are distinct.

Proof. In the following, we only verify the case ¢ = 1. The other cases are completely
analogous.

If e, = 1,62 = —1, then v = q1(6191)q2(p3 *BaY) - - - @n(Bupn ). Tt follows from
Britton’s Lemma that Lab(gz) ¢ Q. Hence we see that g1 P, g2 P are distinct.

Ifeg = 1,62 =1, then v = q1(B1p1)q2(B2p2) - - - @n(Bnpn ). Assume that (p1)_ =
1. Let goP be the parabolic coset in which ps lies. Suppose, to the contrary,
that P = ¢oP, that is hof € P. By assumption, note that P/ = P’ and thus
hy'Phy = P'. Tt follows that hy'Qho = @', contradicting the assumption that
Q, Q' are not conjugate in H. O

Note that the normal path is defined in (G, SUP). So our next step is, before
lifting each p;, g;, to truncate the extra part of v lying inside g; P as follows.
Truncating the path . Given g € (H,1t), let

v =q(B1r1)" q2(B2p2)? - qn(Bnpn) "

be its normal path. For each g; P, if ¢; N g; P # 0, then let z; be the first point of ¢;
such that z; € g; P; otherwise, let z; = (p{’)_. In a similar way, if ¢;41 N g; P # 0,
then let w; be the last point of ¢;+1 such that w; € g; P; otherwise, let w; = (p5*)4.
Denote wg = ~v_.

Let ¢; be the lift path of the segment [w;_1, 2;],. Let p; be a geodesic in 4(G, S)
between z; and w;. Then 5 = ¢1p}...q,p,, is called the truncation of .

We now carefully examine the truncation paths and show that they are admis-
sible paths. Let |f| = d(1, f).

Lemma 5.7. Given D > 0, assume that d(1,g) > D for any g € ¢Q. Let D' =
D — wk(H,f~*P,M) — x(H,P,M). Then the truncation path of any element in
(H,t)\ H is a (D', X, (A + 2)|f])-admissible path.

Recall that the number A above is given by Lemma 53 and the function (-, -, )
given by Lemma 3.8

Proof. Let v = q1(81p1)*q2(B2p02) . . . ¢n(Bnpn )™ be the normal path of an ele-
ment in (H,t). Without loss of generality, we consider the case that e; = 1. The
case that e; = —1 is symmetric by reversing the orientation of .
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Let (p1)— = 1. Let z be the first vertex of ¢; such that z € P if it exists;
otherwise let z = (B1)+. The relative M-quasiconvexity of H implies that z €
Ny (f~*H)NP. By Lemmal3.8 thereis 2’ € f"'HfNP = f~1Q'f = Q such that
d(z',2) < k(H, f~*P,M).

Let w be the last vertex of ¢o such that w € P. The relative M-quasiconvexity
of H implies that w € Nj;(cH) N P. By Lemma [3.§ there is w’ € HN P = @ such
that d(cw’, w) < k(H, P, M). See Figure Bl

Let ¢} be the lift of the relative path [y_, z],, and p| a geodesic between z and
w. By Lemma[B.3] we see that ¢} is a (A, (A + 2)|f|)-quasigeodesic.

Since 2/~ lew’ € Qe = cQ, it follows that d(z’,cw’) > D. Then we have

(ph) = d(z,w) > d(z',cw’) — d(z,2') — d(w, cw')

(15) > D —k(H, f~'P,M) — x(H, P, M).

We continuously truncate g; to define ¢, p} as above. Let ¥ = ¢}p}...¢,,p,, be the
truncation path, where p} are P-components. Moreover, the paths ¢; are (A, (A +
2)| f])-quasigeodesics. By Lemmal[5.6] we see that 7 is a (D', A, (A+2)] f])-admissible
path. (I

F1GURE 3. Proof of Lemma [5.7]

5.4. Proof of Theorem [I.3l Let D = D(A, (A + 2)|f]),A = A\, (A + 2)|f]) be
the constants given by Corollary 217 Define

D(H,P,f):D+1—K,(H,filp,M)—li(H,P,M).

By Lemmal[5.7) the truncation path of any element in Hxgt—¢- is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic
in 4(G,S). Then Hxgt_g — (H,t) is injective.

We shall now show that (H,t) is relatively quasiconvex. Let ¥ = ¢ip] ... q,p), be
a truncation path obtained as above for an element in (H,t) \ H. Let U = U(A,0)
be the constant given by Lemma B35 and L = v(U) + 1. Observe that any (U, L)-
transition point of 4 is a (U, L)-transition point of either ¢; or pl.

By the definition of truncation, each ¢} is the lift of one of the following types
of relative paths: 1). Biillqiﬂi, 2). a subpath of either ﬂ;llqi, q; i or g;. Note that
g; has two endpoints in a left H-coset and f3; is of the fixed length |f|. Then any
(U, L)-transition point of ¢ lies in a uniform neighborhood of the associated left
H-coset in all cases.

We now consider the subpath p,. By the analysis in the proof of Lemma [5.7]
and the inequality (I3 therein, we see that the endpoints of p; are at most a
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distance k(H, f~P, M) — k(H, P, M) to the endpoints of a geodesic [/, cw’] with
label 2'~tew’ € QcQ = Qc. Since Q C H and 2’ € Q, any (U, L)-transition point of
[/, cw'] lies in a uniform neighborhood of the associated left Q-coset. Note that ¢
is a fixed element. Then any (U, L)-transition point of p; has a uniformly bounded
distance to a (U, L)-transition point of [z’, cw’]. Consequently, any (U, L)-transition
point of p} lies in a uniform neighborhood of the associated left H-coset.

Therefore, it is verified that any (U, L)-transition point of ¥ lies in a uniform
neighborhood of (H,t). This shows that the relative quasiconvexity of (H,t).

We now show the second statement of Theorem

Lemma 5.8. FEvery parabolic subgroup in (H,t) is conjugate into H.

Sketch of Proof. Let g € (H,t) \ H. Similarly as Lemma [£3] the idea is to take
sufficiently large D in Theorem [[L3] to show that g ¢ P/ for any f € G and P € P.

Suppose, to the contrary, that g = fpf~!, wherep € P. Let ¥ = qip1q2p2 - - - @npn
be the truncation path of g, where p; are P-components.

Let a be a geodesic segment with the same endpoints as . By Proposition [2Z.16]
the endpoints of each p; lie in a uniform R-neighborhood of a, where R = R(1,0).

Set U := o(R + o(p1,0)) as in the proof of Lemma By taking a sufficiently
large power of g, we can assume further that there exist p;_1,p; of 4 such that
pi—1,pi C Nu(fP).

Note that each p; is a P-component with endpoints in some parabolic coset g; P.
By the v-bounded intersection of X and D > v(U), we obtain that g;P = fP.
However, g;_1 P, g; P are distinct by Lemma[5.6l This gives a contradiction. Hence,
it is shown that g ¢ Pf for any f € G, P € P. O

5.5. Proof of Corollary Let {Q1,...,Qm} be the conjugacy classes in H
representing boundary components of a compact surface S. As H has no accidental
parabolics in G, there exists parabolic subgroups Pi,..., P, of G such that H is
relatively quasiconvex in G and @; = H N P; are parabolic subgroups in H.

By Theorem 1.3 in [23], there exists a constant D1 = D(H, P;) such that the
following holds. Let p@Q; be such that Vg € pQ1,d(1,g) > D;1. Then we have that
H xg, HP = (H, H?) is relatively quasiconvex in G.

Note that @; are all cyclic and P; are of rank at least two. Then there exists
p1 € P; such that any elements in p; Q1 has length bigger then D;. This implies that
Hf = Hxg, HP* = (H, HP') is relatively quasiconvex. Moreover, the complete set
of conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups in H is {Q1,Q2,Q%, ..., Qm, QL }.

Apply Theorem [[3to H;", P> and p;. Let Dy = D(H{", P»,p1) be the constant
given by Theorem [[3l As Q- is of infinite index in P, there is an element py € Po
such that any element in p2@s is of length bigger then Ds. Let t = pips. It
follows that Hy = (H;,t) is relatively quasiconvex. Moreover, the complete set of
conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups in H, are {Q1,Qa,. .., Qm, Qlm}.

After a finitely many steps, we obtain that H.' is relatively quasiconvex and its
conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups are {Q1, Qa, ..., Qm}. On the other hand,
one sees that H,! is isomorphic a closed surface group. The proof is complete.

Remark 5.9. Note that the constructed surface subgroup H,} has accidental parabol-
ics in G.
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6. SEPARABILITY OF DOUBLE COSETS

Suppose G is hyperbolic relative to a collection of slender LERF groups. Note
that every subgroup of a slender LERF group is separable.

The following result is shown in [22] by a much involved proof. We here provide
simpler proof using normal paths constructed in Section 3.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose G is hyperbolic relative to a collection of slender LERF
groups. Let H be relatively quasiconvex in G and an element g € G\ H. Then
there exists a fully quasiconvex subgroup H™ such that H C HT and g ¢ H™.

Proof. Let g € G\ H. Let P € P such that |[H N P| = oo and [P : HN P] < oo.
Since H N P is separable in P, we can combine H with a finite index subgroup
P C P, where each element in P \ H has sufficiently large word length. Thus by
LemmaT] so does any element in (H, P)\ (HNP). As a consequence, this implies
that g ¢ (H,P) (otherwise, it would lead to a contradiction that ¢ € H N P).
After finitely many steps, we can get a fully quasiconvex subgroup containing H
but avoiding g. O

Corollary 6.2. Under the assumption of Lemma [61], if G is separable on fully
quasiconvex subgroups, then every relatively quasiconvexr subgroup is separable.

Suppose H is relatively quasiconvex and K fully quasiconvex in G. Let C' =
HNK.

Proof of Theorem[1.8. Since H', K’ are separable, C' = H'NK’ is separable. Given
any g ¢ H'K', it suffices to find a closed set separating H' K’ and g.

We first consider the case that C’ = C.

Let m = d(1,g). Let A = A(H,K),D = D(H, K) be the constants given by
Lemma 1] and D; = max(mA, D). By the separability of C, there exists finite
index subgroups H, K of H', K’ respectively such that d(1, f) > D; for any f €
H UK\ C. By Theorem [T, (H,K) is relatively quasiconvex. Thus (H,K) is
separable by Corollary

We now claim that g ¢ H'(H, K)K'. Argue by way of contradiction. Suppose
that g € H'(H, K)K'. Then there exists h € H', k € K’ such that hgk € (H, K).
Since g ¢ H'K', it follows that hgk cannot be written as h'k’, where h' € H K €
K. Hence, g has the following form g = hokihy ... kphpk,t1 for n > 1, where
ho € H ,kpy1 € K' h; € H\ C,k; € K \ C. Let ~ be the normal path of g. Since
7 is a (A, 0)-quasigeodesic, we have d(1,g) > A=1D; > m. This is a contradiction.
It follows that g ¢ H'(H, K)K'.

Since H, K are of finite index in H’, K’ respectively, there exists finitely many
hi; € H',kj € K’ such that Uh;H = H',UK'k; = K. Observe that H'K’ is
contained in H'(H, K)K' = | | h;(H, K)k;, which is a finite union of closed sets.
This shows that 'H K’ is separable.

Let’s now turn to the general case that C’ is of finite index in C.

Denote by {1,¢1,¢a,...,cn} the set of left coset representatives of C’ in C. In
virtue of separability of H', K', it is easy to see that there are two finite index
subgroups H,K in H K respectively such that HNK = C'. Note that K fully
quasiconvex. Applying the special case to Hy = H'NH, K, = K'NK, we see Hy K,
is separable. Since H;, K1 are of finite index in H', K’ respectively, it follows that
H'K' is separable. O
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Proof of Corollary 10 Let H, K be two parabolic subgroups. If H, K lie in differ-
ent maximal parabolic subgroups, then HN K is finite. The conclusion follows from
Theorem Now let H, K be in the same P € P. Since P is virtually abelian, it
follows that the double coset of any two subgroups in P is separable in P and thus

in

G.
Note that by a result of Osin [27], any hyperbolic element g in G is contained in

a virtually cyclic subgroup E(g) such that G is hyperbolic relative to PU {E(g)}.
Hence it follows by the same argument as above that the double coset of any two
cyclic subgroups is separable. ([
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