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A CONJUGACY CLASS COUNTING IN TEICHMULLER
SPACE

POUYA HONARYAR

ABSTRACT. Let v be a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism and X an element
of the Teichmiiller space of a genus g surface. In this paper, we find asymp-
totics for the number of pseudo-Anosov homeomorphisms that are conjugate
to v and the axis of their action on Teichmiiller space intersects the ball of
radius R centered at X, as R tends to infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of results. In [Mar04], Margulis obtained asymptotics for
the volume growth and orbit counting for balls of large radius, in the setting
of manifolds with negative curvature. Similar asymptotics were obtained in
[ABEM12] for the Teichmiiller space. To state their results, let 7, be the Teich-
miiller space of S, a surface of genus g, and denote the mapping class group
of S by I Given X,Y € 7T,, let B(X,R) be the ball of radius R centered
at X, where the distance here is measured with respect to the Teichmiiller
metric. Denoting the orbit of Y under the action of I' by I'" - Y, Theorem 1.2
of [ABEM12] gives

I''YNB(X,R A s R

| (X, )|NhV01(./\/lg)6 as — 0.
Here, h = 6g — 6 is the entropy of the Teichmiiller geodesic flow with respect
to Masur-Veech measure and A is the Hubbard-Masur constant [ABEMI12|
Duml5|]. The term Vol(M,) is the normalized volume of the moduli space
M, as explained at the end of Section 2.2 of [ABEM12]. The cardinality of
a finite set S is denoted by |S| and A(R) is said to be asymptotic to B(R),
written A(R) ~ B(R), if A(R)/B(R) — 1 as R — oo. Theorem 1.3 of of the
same paper gives the following asymptotics for the volume of B(X, R):

2

Vol(B(X, R)) ~ %ehR as R — oo.

Now fix v € I' to be a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism and let £, be the
axis of its action on Teichmiiller space, namely, the unique geodesic that is
kept fixed by this action. The cyclic group generated by ~y, denoted by (),
acts on 7, properly discontinuously, hence we can form the quotient to be the
cylinder C, = (y)\7,. The elements of C., are of the form [Y]| = (v).Y for
Y € T,. Since the action of v on £, is by translation, the quotient £, = (y)\ L
is a closed geodesic in C,. Define

B(Ly, R) ={[Y] € Cy:d([Y],L,) < R},
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where the distance in C, is the one induced by the Teichmiiller distance on its
cover T,. Define the I'-orbit of [X] € C, to be

- [X]={[gX]: 9T}

The goal of this paper is to establish orbit counting and volume asymptotics,

similar to the ones obtained in [ABEMI2], for B(L,, R) instead of B(X, R).
To state these results, we need a few definitions. Define

B (Ly) = {¢ € MF: X12£ Ext(¢, X) < 1}.

The action of (y) on Bpy (L) is proper and discontinuous, given we remove
the two endpoints of £, from the set, hence we can form the quotient to be

Cymxt = (1) \Brxt (L5)-

The Thurston measure on MJF induces a measure on C, gy, which we denote
by v as well. The orbit counting asymptotics is given by:

Theorem A. Let vy and L, be as above and [X] € C,. Then as R — oo,

2
A I/(C%Ext)ehR
9)

T~ [X]NB(L,, R)| ~ BVol(M,)

(1)

Note that I':[X]NB(L,, R) is in one-to-one correspondence with the mapping
class group translations gL, of £, that intersects B(X, R). This in turn is
in one-to-one correspondence with the conjugates of v whose axis intersects
B(X, R). Therefore, we have the following:

Corollary B. Let v be a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism and X € T,. Then
as R — oo,

2

{7 € T : v is conjugate to v and L,NB(X, R) # @}| ~ WV(C%E)@)G}‘R

The volume asymptotics is given by:

Theorem C. Let v and L., be as above. Then as R — oo,
_ A2
Vol(B(L,, R)) ~ TV(C%Ext)ehR.
1.2. Remarks and the relation to other works. If ¥ is a surface of con-
stant negative curvature —1 and I its fundamental group, then Theorem 2.5

of [EM93] gives

N Length(L,) »
Area(X)

where the terms in the above expression are defined in the same way as before.

A calculation in hyperbolic metric shows Theorem [C]in this setting, namely,
as R — oo,

|B(L,,R)NT - [z]| as R — oo,

Area(B(L,, R)) ~ Length(L,)e".
For M a compact manifold of (variable) negative curvature, we can define
I', v, £, and L, similarly. The asymptotics for |T' - [z] N B(L,, R)| can be
obtained as a special case of common perpendicular counting. To explain this,
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let £ and 2’ be the images of £, and = under the covering map II: M — M.
Then I - [z] N B(L,, R) is in one-to-one correspondence with Perp(z/, £, R),
the perpendiculars from 2 to £, of length less than R, where such a perpen-
dicular is defined as a locally geodesic path that starts from 2’ and arrives
perpendicularly at L. Tt follwos from Theorem 1 of [PP17] that for some
constant ¢, > 0,

T [z] N B(L,, R)| ~ c, e’  as R — oo.

Here, § is the topological entropy of the geodesic flow on TM M, the unit tangent
bundle of M. Moreover, under some additional conditions, an exponentially
small error term is obtained for the above asymptotics. (See Theorem 3 of the
same paper for the precise statement.)

As a final remark, let us mention that our methods for proving Theorem [A]
are quite flexible. In particular, Theorem [A] can be proved for an arbitrary
compact set K, C C, replacing £, and the proof is word for word the same,
given we change an e-net of £, by an e-cover of K,. (see Section ) Volume
asymptotics in this case can be obtained in the same way as we obtained
Theorem [C] from Theorem [Al

1.3. The outline of the proof. Theorem [C] proved at the end of Section
[.1] follows easily from Theorem [A] using an estimate obtained in Theorem 5.1
of [ABEM12] . Hence the main task is to prove Theorem |[A]l Let v and £ be
as in Section [1.1] and fix a point P € 7,. By definition, I'- [P] N B(L,, R) is in

one to one correspondence with
(W\(T-PABL,R) = {{().X: X eT-PNBL,R)}, (2

where

B(L,,R)={X€e7,:d(X,L,) <R}
Note that taking the quotient by (7) in is justified since I'- PN B(L,, R)
is (7y)-invariant.

Fix a point O € £ and for an e > 0, let O = X, X1, ..., Xy = 70 be an e-net
in [O,~0], i.e., the geodesics connecting X; to X, are disjoint for 0 <i < N
and supg<,; .y d(X;, Xi11) < e. Translating this net by the powers v, we get a
y-invariant e-net (..., X_1, Xo, X1, ...) of £,. Define the closest point map

P: PMF =L by Pl =i if Ext(¢,X,) = inf Ext(¢, X)).
J

Setting A; = P~1(4), we obtain a y—invariant partition of PMF. Let S(X;, A;, R)
be the sector of radius R centered at X; and observing A;, namely, all the points

Y € 7T, such that d(X;,Y) < R and the geodesic connecting X; to Y hits the
boundary at an element of A;. (see[5.1| for a precise definition.)

The main geometric idea of this paper is that S(X;, 4;, R)’s are almost
disjoint and they almost cover all of B(L,, R). (See the discussion just before
Lemma ) Since vS(X;, Ai, R) = S(Xiyn, Aiyn, R),

N-1
> M- PNS(X;, AL R)|

=0
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gives a good approximation for [(y)\(I'- P N B(L,, R))|. The asymptotics of
II'- X NS(X;, A, R)| as R — oo is given by [ABEMI2]. Summing up these
asymptotics as the e-net (X;) in £, gets finer, namely ¢ — 0, we obtain the
right hand side of .

To make these ideas work, we need to approximate each A; from inside and
outside by open sets U; C A; C V; and squeeze the above sum between the
corresponding sums for I; and V; replacing A;. To prove that these lower
and upper bounds both converge to the right-hand side of , we need the
boundary of the partition {A;} to have measure zero. This is proved in Section
and the proof uses Theorem D] (see Section[.4) The only result from Section
that is used in the rest of the paper is Proposition 3.1} Section [4]is devoted
to the statement and proof of Proposition which is the main tool we
use to compare extremal and Teichmiiller lengths. In Section [5 we carry out
the sector approximation scheme that we mentioned earlier. Both of the facts
that S(X;, A;, R)’s are almost disjoint and that they almost cover B(L,, R)
are applications of Proposition |4.11]

1.4. A formula for the derivative of extremal length. We end this in-
troduction by stating a formula that we obtained in Section [3] in the course
of proving Proposition For X € 7, and ( € MF, denote the extremal
length of ¢ in X by Ext((,X). Fixing ¢, we can consider E; = Ext((,.) as
a function from 7, to R. This function is differentiable and its derivative at
X eT,, dxE:: Tx(T;) = R, is given by the Gardiner’s formula [Gar84]

dx Ec(p) = 23%/}(#%‘(1((),

where T'x(7,) is the tangent space to T, at X, u € Tx(7,) is a Beltrami
differential and the homeomorphism Vx: Q(X) — MUF is defined by sending
a quadratic differential to its vertical measured foliation.

If we fix X € 7, instead, we can define

Ex: MF—-R by Ex(¢)=Ext(¢,X).

In order to compute the derivative of Ex we need a differential structure on
MUF. In general, the manifold MF equipped with train-track charts is only
piecewise linear. However, if ( is generic, meaning that it does not have a leaf
connecting any two singularities and all the singularities are simple, then MJF
is smooth at ¢ (in a sense to be defined at the beginning of Section , hence
the tangent space at this point to MF, Te MF, is defined. The derivative of
Ex at such a ( is given by the following theorem: (for the precise statement

see Theorem )

Theorem D. Fiz X € T, and let ( € MF be a generic measured foliation.
Then Ex is smooth at ¢ and there is an n € T, MF such that
deEx: TeMF — R is given by deEx(s) = wrn(n),.),

where wry, stands for the Thurston symplectic form (see Sectz’on for a def-
inition). Moreover, 1 can be completely described in certain train track coor-
dinates around C.
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Notation. For a set A and subsets As indexed by ¢ € (0, s) for some s > 0,
we say As T A as 0 | 0 if the follwoing holds: As, D As, for d; < 6; and
UUAs = A. Similarly, we say Bs | B as ¢ | 0 if Bs, C By, for 5 < §; and
() Bs = B. Finally, for real numbers a, b, ¢ we write a ~. b if |a — b| < c.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my advisor, Kasra Rafi, for sug-
gesting the problem and his constant support during the writing of this paper.

2. BACKGROUND ON TEICHMULLER SPACE

Teichmiiller space. Let S be a compact surface of genus g > 2. We denote
the Teichmiiller space of S by 7,. This is the space of equivalent classes of
orientation preserving homeomorphism f: S — X, where X is a Riemann
surface and f: S — X is said to be equivalent to g: S — Y if there exists
a biholomorphism h: X — Y such that g is isotopic to h o f. We denote an
element [f: S — X] of T, by X and keep the marking in the back of our mind.
The mapping class group (or modular group) of S is denoted by I'. This is
the group of orientation preserving homeomorphisms of S up to isotopy. An
element of mapping class group [y: S — S] acts on [f: S — X]| € 7, by
change of marking, namely [y].[f] = [f o 7y']. Taking the quotient of 7, by I
we obtain the moduli space M, = T'\7,,.

Quadratic differentials. For a Riemann surface X, let Q(X) be the space
of holomorphic quadratic differentials (or quadratic differentials for short) on
X. For a ¢ € Q(X), define the norm of ¢ to be

6] = /X 16(2)]d=2.

The union of Q(X) for X € 7T, forms the space of quadratic differentials,
denoted by QT,. More precisely, Q7 , is the space of equivalent classes
[f: S = (X,0)], where f and X are as before and ¢ € Q(X). We denote |[f]
by (X, ¢) or just ¢. Sending (X, ¢) to X gives a projection map 7: Q7 , — 7.
The principal domain P(1,..,1) C QT is defined to be quadratic differentials
with only simple zeros.

A flat chart for (X, ¢) is a holomorphic chart ¢: U C C — X on which the
pullback of ¢ is dz%. The change of coordinates between two flat charts is of
the form z — £z 4+ c¢. For ¢ € QT, and A € SLy(R), A.¢ is defined as the
unique element ¢ € QT , such that the change of marking ¢ — A.¢ is given
by multiplication by A on the corresponding flat charts. With this definition,
Teichmiiller geodesic flow is given by

(et 0
gt = 0 eft .

The cotangent space at X € 7, is naturally identified with Q(X), hence the
norm on Q(X) induces a Finsler norm on Teichmiiller space. The resulting
metric is called the Teichmiiller metric, the distance between two points X, Y €
7, is denoted by d(X,Y) and the geodesic connecting X to Y is shown by
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[X,Y]. For X € 7, and ¢ € MF, there exists a unique ¢ € Q(X) such that ¢
has ( as its vertical measured foliation ([HMT79]). For such X and (, define

(X, Q) = {m(g1-¢), 0 <t < o0}

Extremal length. Let V: Q7 , — MJF be the function that sends a qua-
dratic differential to its vertical measured foliation. For X & 7, the restriction
of V to Q(X), Vx: Q(X) = MF, is a homeomorphism, and the extremal
length of ( € MUJF at such an X can be defined by

Ext(¢, X) = V' (Q)]-

The Busemann functions are defined by

5(¢,X) = 5 log Bxt(¢, X);

Note that 5(¢, X,Y") only depends on [(], hence it can be denoted by B([(], X, Y).
Kerschoff inequality states that

Ext((,Y) < 2A(XY)
Ext((, X) — ’

hence taking logarithms we obtain
B(CY) < B(¢X) +d(X,Y).

If we think of 5(¢, X) as the "length at infinity” of [X, (), the above can be
thought of as the triangle inequality in A(¢, X, Y).

3. EQUIDISTANT MEASURED FOLIATIONS ARE NEGLIGIBLE

3.1. Background on train tracks. We define a train track to be an embed-
ded 3-regular graph in S such that its vertices are locally modeled on Figure
The vertices of this graph are called switches and the edges are called branches
of the train track. In the same figure, a is called an incoming branch and b, ¢
are called outgoing branches. A branch is said to be large if it is the outgoing
branch for both of its endpoints. A splitting along the large branch e is shown
in Figure 2] A train track 7 is said to be complete if all the components of
S — 7 are cusped triangles.

FIGURE 1. A switch

A function w from the set of branches of 7 to R is called a weight if we have
w(a) = w(b) + w(c) for every switch as in Figure [I] Let W (7) be the set of
all weights on 7. A weight w € W(7) is said to be positive (or a measure on
the train track 7), denoted by w > 0, if w(a) > 0 for all the branches a of 7.
Denote the set of all measures on 7 by W (7).



A CONJUGACY CLASS COUNTING IN TEICHMULLER SPACE 7

Given u € WT(7), we can foliate a rectangular neighborhood of 7 according
to p. Shrinking the components of the complement of this neighborhood, we
get a measured foliation, denoted by F(7, ). A measured foliation ( is said
to be carried by T if there exists a measure p € W7 (7) such that ¢ = F(7, ).

A measured foliation is called generic if it has only simple singularities and
does not have a leaf connecting any two of its singularities. Let ( € MF be
generic and assume 7 is a train track carrying ¢, say, ¢ = F(r, ) for some
w € WH(r). Since ¢ is generic, 7 should be complete, hence W (7) is of
maximal dimension 6g — 6 and

¢r: WH(r) = MF  defined by  py — F(7, 1)

gives a chart around (. If the train track 7’ carries ¢ as well, then the change
of coordinates ¢;! o o, is linear in a neighbourhood of y. This gives MF a
linear structure at such a (. (see the explanation after Proposition )

For a train track 7, define the antisymmetric pairing wry,: W(r)xW (1) - R
by

1 wi(b,) wi(c,

WTh(wth) - 5 zv:det (U)ngvg w?g%;) 7 <3)
where the sum is over all the switches v of 7 and at each switch v, the in-
coming branch and outgoing branches are labeled by a,, b,, ¢, respectively, in
such a way that a,b,c, is clockwise. Since W (7) is a vector space, T,W™ (1)
is naturally identified with W(r) for every u € W¥(7), hence gives an
antisymmetric form on W*(7), denoted by wry, as well. It can be proved that
wry is invariant under the change of coordinates, hence it gives rise to an
antisymmetric form on MJUJF, called the Thurston symplectic form.

Let (X,¢) € QT , and denote the zeros of ¢ on X by X. A saddle triangu-
lation (or triangulation for short) of ¢ is a triangulation of X whose vertices
belong to ¥ and the edges are straight lines in the flat metric induced by ¢. Fix
such a triangulation A of ¢. For a triangle ABC € A, a comparison triangle
is defined as a flat model of ABC, namely, this is a Euclidean triangle A’B’'C’
together with a flat chart ¢: A’B'C" — ABC' that sends A’ to A, B’ to B
and C’ to C. (By triangle here, we mean the union of edges and the interior.)
Note that the comparison triangle is unique up to translation and reflection
from the origin.

For a triangulation A, we can give the structure of a measured train track
to the dual graph of A by defining tlg)neasure of an edge e, dual to the side
BC of a triangle ABC' € A to be |R(B'C")| where A’B’C" is the corresponding
comparison triangle. Note that if V(¢) is generic then A’B’C’ does not have a
vertical side, hence the measure constructed above is indeed positive. The train
track obtained in this way is called the train track adapted to A. Observe that,
as shown in Figure [2| a flip in the triangulation A corresponds to a splitting
in the adapted train track and vice versa.

3.2. E(X,Y) has measure zero. For given X,Y € 7,, define
E(X,Y)={¢ e MF : Extx(¢) = Exty(()}.

The goal of this section is to prove the following:
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A A

D' D'

F1GURE 2. A splitting in the train track corresponds
to a flip in the triangluation

Proposition 3.1. Let X,Y € 7, be distinct. Then E(X,Y) is of Thurston

measure zZero.

A manifold M with charts ¢,: U, — V, C M is said to be smooth at x € M
if the transition maps are smooth near x. More precisely, if for all indices «
and 3 such that € V, N Vs, pup = cp? °0 @i Usp — Ugqy is smooth on
a neighbourhood of ¢ 'x where U, is the domain of definition of ¢,5. We
define a manifold to be linear or analytic at a point in a similar way.

If M is smooth at x, the tangent space to M at x, denoted by T, M, can be
defined in the usual way. A function f: M — R is said to be smooth (analytic,
linear) at a smooth (analytic, linear) point x € M, if it is smooth (analytic,
linear) in a neighborhood of ¢ *(z) for a chart ¢, that covers z. If f is smooth
at x, the differential of f at z, d,f: T,M — R, can be defined in the usual
way.

For a given X € 7, define N: Q(X) — R by N(¢) = |¢|. Since Q(X)
is a vector space, for every ¢ € Q(X) we can identify the tangent space to
Q(X) at ¢, TyQ(X), with Q(X). Define the following anti-symmetric pairing
on T4Q(X):

o= ([ 52)

Note that if ¢ € P(1,...,1), then wy is defined for all ¥4,15, but it’s not
necessarily so if ¢ has non-simple zeros.

Lemma 3.2. Given X € T, let ¢ € Q(X)NP(L,.,1) and ¢ € T,Q(X) ~
Q(X), then
dpN(¥) = 4wy (ig, ¥).

Proof. The fact that N is differentiable around ¢ follows from the proof of
Theorem 5.3 of [Dum15]. With the notation introduced in that proof, we have
N(6) = Ni(6) + Ni(6),
and it is proved that both N§ and Ny are smooth in a neighborhood of ¢. The
derivative of N is computed in [Roy71] Lemma 1. O

Construction. Given X € 7,, ¢ € Q(X) and a triangulation A of ¢, let
(7, ;) be the train track adapted to A. For every ¢ € Q(X), define w(A, ) €
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W (r) as follows: If the branch e of the train track 7 is dual to the side BC of
a triangle ABC' € A, set

wae =0 [

where the integral is taken over the side BC' of the triangle ABC, and the sign
for \/¢ is chosen so that ?RfBC Vo > 0.

Lemma 3.3. Let X € T, and assume ¢ € Q(X) is such that V(¢) is generic.
If A is a triangulation of ¢ and T is its adapted train track, then ;' oV
is defined and smooth (even real analytic) in a neighbourhood of ¢ and its
derwative at ¢, Dy(p;- o V): TyQ(X) — T,WT (1), is given by ¢ — w(A, ).

Proof. If ¢; € Q(X) is near ¢, we can choose a triangulation of ¢;, denoted
by A(¢q), that is close to A = A(¢). Let (7(¢1), u(¢1)) be the measured train
track adapted to ¢;. Since V(¢) is generic, 7(¢1) is the same as 7 = 7(¢) up
to isotopy. This gives us a map

Wa: U—WH(r) defined by Wa(¢1) = pu(¢1),

where U is a small neighbourhood of ¢. Let A and B be two of the zeros of
¢ such that AB is the side of a triangle in A and assume e is the branch of
7 that is dual to AB. The zeros of ¢; vary as a complex analytic function of
1 € Q(X), hence for ¢, close to ¢, Ay, and By, can be chosen such that

Wal(gr)(e) = / WS

Agpy

ffj’l R+/¢; is called a period function and its derivative is given by Douady-
1

Hubbard formula to be w(A, ) ([DHT75]). O
Recall that for X € 7, Ex: MF — R is defined by Ex(¢) = Ext(¢, X).
Theorem 3.4. Let ¢ be a generic measured foliation and X € T,. Then Ex

is real analytic at ¢ and its derwative, d¢Ex: Te MF — R, is given by
deEx (s) = wrn(n, ) (4)
for some n € Te MF that depends on X and (. Moreover, assuming that A is

a triangulation of ¢ = V;C and (1, ) its adapted train track, then n can be
computed in the train track chart ¢, to be 4w(A,i¢), namely,

where D,p,: W(r) = T,W* (1) — T, MF is the derivative of the chart
o WH(T) = MF at p.
Proof. We start by taking derivatives of both sides of the identity

N(¢1) = Ex(V(¢1))

at ¢. Lemma gives the derivative of the left hand side to be wy(4i¢,.).
Using chain rule for the right hand side and the fact that wry, is the push-
forward of wy by Vx ([Dumlb] Theorem 5.8), we get

chx(.) = wTh(4DV¢(i¢), .).
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This is for n = 4DV, (i¢). To obtain DV,(i¢) in a train track chart, we
should take derivative of both sides of

Vx(¢1) = ¢r o Wa(o1),

where W is defined in the proof of Lemma Chain rule and Lemma [3.3
then gives . [

Lemma 3.5. Given X,Y € 7T, and a generic measured foliation ¢, let ny,n2 €
TeMF be such that deEx = wrn(m,.) and deEy = wrn(n2,.). Then n = e
implies X =Y.

Proof. First let us describe w(A,i¢) for an arbitrary triangulation A of a
quadratic differential ¢ € QT . Set (7, i) to be the train track adapted to A.
Then by the definition of w(u,.), if a branch e of 7 is dual to the side BC of a
triangle ABC € A, then

w(A, ig)(e) = =S(B'CY),

where the comparison triangle A’B’C” is chosen such that §R(B’—C>’ ) > 0. Note
that ¢ here is uniquely determined by the data (7, p, w(A, i¢)).

Now to prove the lemma, let ¢, € Q(X) and ¢ € Q(Y) be such that
V(¢1) = V(¢2) = (. Choose an arbitrary triangulation A; for ¢; and let (75, ;)
be its adapted train track (7 = 1,2). Since ¢ = F (71, 1) = F (72, p2), the two
train tracks should have a common splitting (7, 1) ([PH92] Theorem 2.3.1).
Since every split along an edge corresponds to a flip in the dual triangulation,
we obtain triangulations A}, A} from A;, Ay such that they both have (7, u)
as their adapted train track.

By Theorem [3.4] the derivative of ¢,: W*(r) — MUIF identifies n; with
dw(Al,ig;) € T,W*(7) for j = 1,2. Hence, the assumption 7, = 7, implies
w(Al,i¢1) = w(A),ipy). However, as mentioned before, the data (7, u, w(A, ig))
uniquely determines ¢. This implies that ¢; = ¢, hence X =Y. O

Proof of Proposition[3.1 Let G be the subset of MJF consisting of generic
measured foliations. Then G has full measure, i.e., v(MF\G) = 0. Define

f: MF =R by f(¢)=Ex(C)— Ey(C),

hence E(X,Y) = f71(0). Let ¢ € E(X,Y)NG be arbitrary, then according to
Theorem [3.4] there exist 71,7, such that

chx(.) = wTh(m, .) and dCEy(.) = wTh(T]Q, .),
hence the derivative d¢f: Tet MF — R is given by

def(2) = (m = n2, ).
Since X # Y, by Lemma [3.5] we have 1, — 1, # 0. Non-degeneracy of the
Thurston form ([PH92] Theorem 3.2.4) then implies that dcf # 0. Since
[ is smooth at ¢, f(¢) = 0 and d¢f # 0, f7(0) is locally a submanifold
of codimension 1 around ¢. So there is a neighborhood U, of ¢ such that
E(X,Y)NU, is of measure zero. Now, covering £(X,Y)NG by countably many
Ue’s we obtain v(E(X,Y) N G) = 0. Since G has full measure, v(E(X,Y)) =
0. O
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4. COMPARING TEICHMULLER AND EXTREMAL LENGTHS

4.1. Projection to a thick geodesic. In this section, we state a few general
facts about the geodesics that lie completely in the thick part, where by a
geodesic we always mean a bi-infinite geodesic in the Teichmiiller space, unless
otherwise stated. Denoting the covering map from Teichmiiller space to the
moduli space by IT: T, — M,, for a subset K C M, we define K to be II"}(K).

Definition 4.1. Let K C M, be compact. A Teichmiiller geodesic G is said
to be K—thick if G C K.

Assume G is K-thick for some compact K C M, and let X € 7, and
¢ € MF be arbitrary. Define

projg X ={Y € G :d(X,Y) =d(X,G)};
projg[¢] = projg ¢ ={Y € G : Ext((,Y) = Ext(¢(,G)},

where d(X,G) = inf{d(X,Y) : Y € G} and Ext((,G) = inf{Ext((,Y) : Y €
G}. Both diam(projg X) and diam(projg ¢) are bounded by constants depend-
ing only on K, where diam stands for the diameter of a set. The boundedness of
diam(projg X) is a consequence of the contraction theorem of [Min96] and the
boundedness of diam(projg ¢) is also standard and follows, say, from Proposi-
tion (4.5

There have been many analogies between the Teichmiiller space, equipped
with the Teichmiiller metric, and a hyperbolic space. More specifically, we
expect the Teichmiiller metric to behave like a d—hyperbolic (Gromov hyper-
bolic) metric in the thick part. (see for example [Min96], [MM99], [Raf14].)
The following is an instance of this phenomenon:

Theorem 4.2. ([Rafl4d] Theorem 8.1) Let K C M, be compact and X, Y, Z €
Ty. Then there are constants C' and D only depending on K such that the fol-
lowing holds: If U,V € [X,Y] are such that [U,V] C K and d(U,V) > C, then
for every W € [U, V] we have

min{d(W, [Z, X)), d(W, [Z,Y])} < D.

Note that the above theorem remains true if any number of the vertices of
the triangle A(X,Y, Z) belongs to the boundary of Teichmiiller space. The
following is a consequence of Theorem [£.2}

Proposition 4.3. Let K C M, be compact and G be a K-thick geodesic.
Then there exists a constant C' = C(K) such that for every X € T,, Y € G
and H € projg X, the geodesic connecting X toY passes through B(H,C), the
ball of radius C' centered at H.

Proof. Let X, H,Y be as in the proposition. By Theorem there exists
C" = C'(K) such that for every Z € [H,Y] there is W € [X, H| U [X,Y] such
that d(Z,W) < C’". We claim that C' = 3C" + 1 statisfies the statement. If
d(H,Y) < 2C" + 1 then we are done, otherwise let Z € [H,Y] be such that
d(H,Z) = 2C" + 1. If the point W given by Theorem lies in [ X, H], then
by triangle inequality in A(W, H, Z) we obtain d(W, H) > C" + 1, hence

d(X,2) < d(X,W)+d(W,Z) < d(X,H) -1,
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which contradicts the choice of H. This contradiction implies W € [X,Y].
Triangle inequality in A(H, Z, W) then implies d(H, W) < 3C" + 1. O

Corollary 4.4. Let K C M, be compact and G be a K-thick geodesic. Then
there is C = C(K) such that for every X € Ty, H € projg X and Y € G, we
have

A(X,Y) ~c d(X,H) + d(H,Y).

Proof. Let G, X and H be as above and let C'= C(K) be the constant given
by Proposition [£.3] If [X,Y] intersects B(H, C) at Z then

d(X,Z) ~c d(X,H) and d(Z,Y) ~¢c d(H,Y).
The statement follows from summing up these two estimates. O

Proposition can be proved if X € 7, is replaced by a measured foliation
¢ € MF. The proof parallels the one given above, only instead of the trian-
gle inequality for triangles with a vertex at infinity, we should use Kerschoff
inequality. (see the discussion at the end of Section [2]) Corollary can be
proved in this setting as well, hence we have the following:

Proposition 4.5. Let K C M, be compact and G be a K-thick geodesic. Then
there exists a constant C' = C(K) such that for every ( € MF, H € projg ¢
and Y € G, we have

Moreover, the geodesic connecting ¢ to'Y passes through B(H,C).

4.2. Busemann approximation. We make the following definition:

Definition 4.6. Let £ C M, be compact. The geodesic [X,Y] connecting
two points X, Y € T, is called K—typical if it spends at least half of its time in

K

We say that two geodesics Gy: [0,a] — T, and G [0, b] — 7T, parametrized
with respect to arc length, D—fellow travel, if |a — b| < D and for all 0 <t <
min{a, b} we have

d(Gi(t),Ga(t)) < D.

Theorem 4.7. ([Rafl4] Theorem 7.1) Let K C M, be compact and C > 0.
Then there exists a constant D = D(K,C') such that the following holds: for
every XY € K and X,Y € T, such that d(X,X) and d(Y,Y) are both less
than C, the geodesics [X,Y] and [X,Y] D-fellow travel.

Note that the conclusion of this theorem remains valid if X = X belongs to
the boundary of the Teichmiiller space ([Raf14] Remark 7.2). In that case, we
should allow a = b = oo in the definition of fellow traveling.

Remark 4.8. It is a consequence of this theorem that for every compact set
K Cc M, and real number C' > 0, there exists an enlargement ' O K,
depending only K and C, such that if X,Y, X,Y are as in the theorem and
[X,Y] is K-typical, then [X,Y] is K'~typical.
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Generically, two geodesic rays going to the same point in the boundary
of Teichmiiller space become exponentially close to each other. The precise
statement is as follows:

Theorem 4.9. ([EMR21] Corollary ??) Let K C M, be compact and
C' > 0. Then there are positive numbers o = «a(K) and D = D(K,C)
such that the following holds: If XY € K and ¢ € MF are such that
Ext(¢,X) = Ext(¢,Y); d(X,Y) < C; and Zy € [X,() and Zy € [Y,() are
such that d(X,Zy) = d(Y,Zs) =T, then

d(Zy,Zy) < De .
We also need the following ([Min96] Corollary 4.1):

Lemma 4.10. Let K C M, be compact and G be a K-thick geodesic. Then
there exists a constant C = C(IKC) such that for every X,Y € T, we have

diam(projg(X) U projg(Y)) < d(X,Y) + C.

The next proposition is the main tool that we use to relate the extremal and
Teichmiiller lengths:

Proposition 4.11. Let K C M, be compact and G be a K-thick geodesic.
Then for every e > 0 there exists C' = C(K,€) such that the following holds:
ifCe MF; XY € G, Z e [X, ()N K and H € proj(Z,G) are such that the
goedesic [Z, H] is K—typical and of length greater than C, then

d(Z> Y) - d(ZvX) Ze B(Qay) - 6(67)() = B([C]»X’ Y)

Proof. Let H¢ € projg ¢ and C = C(K) be the constant given by Proposition
[£.5] so there is X’ € (¢, X] such that d(X’, H;) < C. By Theorem there
is a constant D depending on C' and K such that (¢, X'] and (¢, H¢] D—fellow
travel; as a result, we can find Z, € (¢, H¢| with d(Z,Z;) < D. Since H; €
projg Z¢, by Lemma , there exists D’ depending on D and K such that
d(H,H;) < D'. Triangle inequality then implies d(X’, H) < D'+ C, hence
[Z,H] and [Z, X'] fellow travel, so [Z, X'] is K'-typical for some enlargement
K' of K (Remark and since the constants C, D, D’ depend on I, the
enlargement K’ only depends on K as well. Applying Proposition once
again gives Y’ € ((,Y] with d(Y’, H;) < C, hence d(X',Y’") < 2C. Using
Kerckhoff inequality we get
18(¢, X" Y] <d(X',Y') <20,

so by moving Y’ along (¢,Y] by at most 2C' we may obtain Y” such that
B¢, X") = B(¢,Y"). Let Z' be the point obtained by flowing Y along [Y”, ()
by time 7' = d(X’, Z). By Theorem [1.9] there exists Ty = Ty(K', C, €) such that
if T'> Ty we have d(Z,7') < e. Hence if d(Z, H) > Ty + D’ + C, we have

d(Z,Y) —d(Z,X) ~ d(Z.Y) —d(Z,X) =dY",Y) — d(X", X)
= (B(C’Y) - B(C7Y”)) - (6(<7X) - ﬁ(C»X/»
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5. PROOFS

5.1. Preliminary discussion. Fix a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism 7 through-
out this section and let £, be the axis of its action on Teichmiiller space and

L = 7(v) its translation length. Define C, and £, as in the introduction and
denote the covering map from 7, to C, by IL,. To lighten the notation, we
denote £, and L, by £ and L respectively. Recall the following definitions:

B(X,R)={Y €7,:d(X,Y) < R};
B(L,R)={Y €T, :d(Y,L) < R};
Be (L) = {¢ € MF : Ext((, L) < 1};
and define the following:
Typ(L,K) ={Y €T, : Y, H] is K-typical for some H € proj, Y};
Typ(X,K) ={Y €7, : [X,Y] is K-typical}.
Given an open subset U of PMF, let
S(X,U,R) ={n(g9) : ¢ € Q(X),[V(#)] €U and 0 <t < R};
Sext (X, U) ={( € MF :[{] €U and Ext(¢,X) < 1}.

Let X, P € 7, and assume U is an open subset of PMJF . we need the
following two facts from [ABEMI12]:
e As R — o0,
AZ
h Vol(M,)

e For every € > 0, there exists a compact set K C M, depending on
X, P, e such that

limsupe "B - PN S(X,U, R)~ Typ(X,K)| < e. (7)
R—oo
The first fact follows from [ABEM12] Theorem 2.9, since, with the notation
of Proposition 2.1 of the same paper, we have
d(6%) v _
[ 3 @issto = [ Y o = (53.0000) = (e .U0),
u

u SXx

T-PNS(X,U,R)|~ v(Sexe (X, U))eME, (6)

where the first equality uses part (i) of the same proposition.

The second fact follows from [ABEMI12] Theorem 2.7 since (again, with
the paper’s notation) if K’ C P(1,...,1) C QT is a compact subset of the
principal domain of quadratic differentials with norm 1, then £ = 7(K’) is
compact as well.

Let [y*] be the set containing the two elements of PMF that are fixed by
7. By Theorem 6.9 of [MP89], the action of {(7) on PMF~[yE] is a covering
space action. Define

CExt,’y - <7>\BEX1§(£) and 1et HExt,'y: BExt(L) — CExt,'y

be the corresponding covering map. Since T' - [P] N B(L, R) is in one-to-one
correspondence with (7)\(I'- P N B(L, R)), Theorem [A is equivalent to the
following:
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Theorem 5.1. Let v € MCG be pseudo-Anosov and L = L., its axis. Then
for a given P € T, we have

A2
v (CExt,'y)ehRa
g)

[(W\(T- PN B(L,R))| ~ BVol(M,)

as R — oo.

Theorem [5.1] is proved in Section [5.2] Assuming this theorem, we now give
a proof of Theorem [C]

Proof of Theorem|[( Fix a point O € L and let Y € T, be arbitrary. Pick
a point Hy € proj,(Y) and choose k = k(Y) € Z in such a way that
d(O,+*Hy) < L. Define

h: (W\(T-XNB(L,R) -T-XNB(O,R+L)

by sending (7).(¢X) to v*9%)(gX) (there might be more than one option for
H,x and k(gX), then choose one.) Note that & is an injection, hence
[(W\(T-XNB(L,R)| < T-XNBO,R+L). (8)
By [ABEMI12] Theorem 5.1, there exists a constant C, only depending on
the base point O, such that for all X € 7, and R > 0,
IT- X NB(O,R)| < Cet.

This, combined with , implies that for C' = CeM and every X € 7T, we
have

[\ X N B(L,R))| < Ce™ ()
Define the covering map
O,r: C, - M, by (y)X—=TI X

Since II, is a local diffeomorphism, we have

Vol(B(Z, R)) = / TL-L(X) A B(E, B)|d Vol(X)

g9

- /M Y\ (T - X N B(L, R))|d Vol(X).

We multiply the left and right-hand side of this equation by e~"# and take
the limit as R — oo. Since C’ in @ does not depend on X, we can apply
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to take the limit inside the integral.
Theorem then concludes the proof. O

5.2. Concluding the proof. The goal of this section is to give a proof of
Theorem . Fix two points P € 7, and O € L for the rest of this section. To
lighten the notation, we do not show the dependance of constants on L, O, P.
So, for example, we write C' = C(K) instead of C' = C(K,L,0, P). For
n,m € Z U {£oo0}, a sequence of points X = (X;)n<i<m C L is called a net if
(X, Xit1)'s are disjoint for n < ¢ < m. For such anet X', sup,,;,,, d(Xi, Xi11)
is called the mesh of X and for an € > 0, a net with mesh less than e is called
an e-net.
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Let € > 0 and take an emnet O = Xj,..., Xy = 70 in [O,~0]. Letting
Xiin = vX;, we obtain a vy—invariant enet X = (..., X_1, Xo, X1, ...) in L,
and every y-invariant e-net containing O is obtained in this way. From now
on, by an enet X = (X;);ez we always mean a ~y—invariant e-net in £ with
Xy = O, and we show the number N such that Xy =0 by N = N(X). For
such an e-net X', and for all 7 € Z, define

A(X) = {C € MF : Bxt(C, X,) < 1 and (G, X0) = inf B(C,X;)}.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be an e-net, then

1 N(X)-1
—66(6g_ﬁ)y(cExt,7)s 7 U(A(X) < v(Coxr).
=0

Proof. Let N = N(X). It follows from the definition that the interior of
Ai(X)s, denoted by A;(X)’s, are disjoint and A;(X)’s are y—equivariant,
meaning that v.4;(X) = A n(X). These facts imply that gy ~: AI(X) —
Cext,y 1s an injection for i € Z, and HEXW(/L(X )) C Cgxi,y are disjoint for
0 <7 < N. Thus we have

r

v(A(X)) < v(Crxtr)-

= IM

(2

By the definition of E(-,-), given at the beginning of Section [3.2 A;(X) N
Aj(X) C E(Xi, X;), hence by proposition

=JAix X)c | JEWX. X)) = v(0A:(X)) =0.
J#i J#i
From this, we get
N1 N-1
S (X)) = 3 v(A(X) < 1(Con)-
=0 i=0

This proves the right hand inequality in the statement of the lemma.

To prove the left hand inequality, let ( € Bpyx (L) be arbitrary and assume
H: € proj, ¢, so we have Ext(¢, H;) < 1. Since the mesh of X' is less than
€, if X, is the element of the net that is closest to H¢, by triangle inequality
(Kerckhoff inequality) in A((, He, X;,) we have

BC Xig) < BIC HOBUHE X)) < ¢ = inf B(C, X)) < = if Bxt((,X,) < e

If the latter infimum is attained at i = i; then we have (/e¢ € A;,, hence
( €e‘A;. As a result,

Beu(£) C | JeAi(X) = Cry C | Tpsany (e“A(X)),

which implies

2e
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Let X be an e-net and for § > 0, define the following subsets of MF:
U(X) = {C € MF : Bxt(G, X)) < 1and B¢, X)) < inf (G, X,) — 6}
JFi

VI(X) ={¢ € MF :Ext((, X;) <1 and B(¢, Xi) < ﬁgﬁ(c,xj) + 0}

Note that U?(X)’s are open and y—eqivariant, and the same is true for V{’s.
Moreover, US(X) C A;(X) C V8 and US(X) + A;(X) as 6 | 0; also, VI(X) |
A;(X) as 0 | 0. For a compact set  C My, define the following subsets of
[ - P associated to U (X) and V?(X):

UN(X,K)=T"-PNS (X, U (X)]) NTyp(X;, K);
VI(X)=T-PnS(X;,V(X)]),

)

where for a subset Y C MF, we denote {[(] : ( € U} C PMF by [U]. As
before, both US(X,K)’s and V(X)’s are y—equivariant. For the moment, let
N = N(X), U(R) = US(X,K) N B(X;, R) and V;(R) = V(X) N B(X;, R). As
mentioned in [I.3] the idea of the proof is to show that for K large enough:
e For every i € Z, IL,: U;(R) — T'- [P] N B(L, R) is almost an injection
and II,(U;(R))’s are more or less disjoint for 0 < i < N(lemma [5.3).
Hence Zi]i_ol |U;(R)| gives a lower bound for |I"- [P] N B(L, R)|
e The union of I, (V;(R+¢))’s for 0 < i < N cover almost all of C(L, R)
(lemma + lemma, hence SN |Vi( R+¢)| gives an upper bound
for T - [P] N B(L, R)|.
As R — oo, we can use ([f]) to count the points in each U;(R) and V;(R), and
if €,0 are small enough (§ moves to 0 much faster than €), the upper and lower

bounds obtained in this way are close to each other, and they approximate the
right hand side of [p.1] from above and below.

Lemma 5.3. Let X = (X;);ez be an e-net. Then, for every compact K C M,
and § > 0, there exists a constant C' = C(e,kC,0) such that for i # j,

(U(X,K)NB(X;,C)) N (US(X,K)NB(X;,C)) =@

Proof. Fix the net X throughout the proof. Let Y € U%(X,K) and H €
proj. Y. We claim that there is a compact set ', only depending on K, such
that [V, H] is K'-typical. Let ¢ € U be such that Y lies on [X;, (). Note that,
since the net’s mesh is less than ¢,

B(C Xi) = inf B(C, Xi) ==, Inf B(,Y).

Because of the shape of 5((, X) as a function of X € L, described in Proposi-
tion [4.5], the latter infimum should be attained near X;, namely, there exists
C1 = C1(K) such that if H- € proj, ¢, then d(X;, H;) < C;. Thus, by Theorem
17 (¢, X;] and (¢, H¢] D—fellow travel for some D = D(K,Cy). As a result,
if Z. € (¢, H¢] is such that d(Y, X;) = d(Z¢, H;) then d(Y,Z;) < D. Since
H¢; = proj, Z, Lemmaimphes d(H¢, H) < D, for some Dy = Dy(K, D).
Triangle inequality then implies d(X;, H) < Cy = C} + D; and since [Y, X|]
is K-typical, Remark implies that [Y, H| is K'—typical for an enlargement
K’ D K that only depends on IC, Cs.
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This proves the claim.

If we apply Proposition to K" and /2, we obtain C3 = C3(K’, §) such
that if Y and H are as above, d(Y, L) = d(Y, H) > C;s and [Y, H] is K'-typical,
then

d(Y, X;) = d(Y, X;) 2572 B(C, Xi) = B(G, X;).
Note that by triangle inequality in A(Y, H, X;),
diY,H) > d(Y,X;) —d(X;, H) > d(Y, X;) — Cy,
so for C' = Cs + Cf,
dY,X;)>C = d(Y,H) > Cs.
As a result, if Y € U9(X,K)\B(X;, C) we have
d<Y7 X’L) - d(Y7 X]) 25/2 d(Ca XZ) - d(C? X])
— (Y, X;) - d(Y,X;) < —6/2 < 0
— d(Y, X,) < d(Y, X;).

The second impication is because ¢ € U?(X) implies d(¢, X;) — d(¢, X;) <
—b. IfY € UY(K)\B(Xj,C) as well, then by changing the role of X; and
X, in the argument above we obtain d(Y, X;) < d(Y, X;). This contradiction

proves that the intersection mentioned in the lemma is empty.
O

Proof of the lower bound for Theorem [5.1]. For an e-net X, a compact set K C
M, and § > 0, let C' = C(e, K, 6) be the constant given by Lemma . For
every i € 7, define
U(X,K; C, R) = U}(X,K) N B(X;, R)N\B(X;,C).
We claim that
I,: UW(X,K;C,R) =T -[P]NnB(L,R)
Is an injection. To prove this claim, assume IL,(X) = IL,(Y) for X,Y €
U(X,K;C, R). This imlies that there exists k € Z such that ¥*X = Y,
so Y belongs to the intersection of U2(X,K;C, R) with ¥*U%(X,K;C, R) =
U?MN(X, IC; C, R). By the definition of C', we have k = 0, hence X =Y. This
proves the claim.
A similar argument implies that I, (UJ(X, K; C, R)) are disjoint for 0 < i <
N(X), so
N(X)-1
> UNX,K;C R)| < [T [P]N B(L, R)|.
i=0
Multiplying both sides by e~"# and taking lim inf as R — oo, we get
N(X)-1
D> S(X,K) < liminf e "*|I'- [P] N B(L, R, (10)
i=0
where s¢(X, K) is defined by

$)(X,K) = lim inf e”"*|UN(K) N B(X;, B)|
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Note that is valid for every e-net X', compact set K C M, and § >
0. Now, fixing X and 0, we let the compact sets (Ky)nen C My form an

exhaustion of M,. This means that K, C Kpi1 and M, =U 6N/C Then,

by (@ and .

A2
S(X - orx
S’L( ”Cn) T hVOI(Mg) V(uz ( )) as n— 007
so we get
A2 N(X)-1
VoIl M,) Z v(U(X)) < hmlor;fe "BIP . [PINB(L, R)|.

1=

Now, keepmg} the net X fixed in the above expression and letting 010, we
have U (X) 1 A;(X), hence v(U (X)) 1T v(Ai(X)) = v(A;(X)). Thus,

A2 N(X)—1
- . . . —hR ) _
FVol(M,) ; V(A(X)) < liminf e "R[T - [P] 0 B(Z, R).

Finally, using Lemma and making the enet X finer, i.e., letting ¢ — 0,
proves the lower bound

A? _
- <1 : —hR .
hVOl(./\/lg)VwEXM) < thrilor.}fe IT'- [P]N B(L, R)|.

For the upper bound we first prove:

Lemma 5.4. Let v and L be as before. Then, for every k > 0, there exists a
compact set K C Mg, only depending on k, such that

lim sup e*hRKfy)\(F.P NB(L,R)\Typ(L,K))| < k.
R—o©

Proof. Let
h: (\)\(I'-PNB(L,R)) »T-PNB(O,R+ L)

be the map defined in the proof of Theorem [C] given after the statement of
Theorem By , there exists K' C M, only depending on O and &, such
that

e "' PN B(O, R+ L)\ Typ(O,K")| < k (11)

for R large enough. Let [Y] € (v)\(I'- PN B(L, R) and recall that h sends [Y]
to y*Y such that d(O,v*H) < L for some H € proj, Y. Since d(O,v*H) < L,
by Remark there exists an enlargement L O X', only depending on K’
and L, such that [y*Y, O] K'-typical implies [y*Y,~+*H] is K—typical. Thus, h
sends

(M\(T- PN B(L,R)NTyp(L,K)) to T-PnB(O,R+ L)\Typ(O,K).

The injectivity of h and then concludes the proof.
O
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Lemma 5.5. Let the axis L and the point P € T, be as before, and assume
X = (X,)iez is an e-net. Then, for every compact set K C My and § > 0,
there ezists C'= C(e,KC, 0) such that the following holds: if

Yel'-PNB(L,R)NTyp(L,K), dY,L)>C,
and ig € Z is such that d(Y, X;,) = inf,cz d(Y, X;), then
Y € V) (X) N B(X;,, R+e).
Proof. Let
Yel'-PNB(L,R)NTyp(L, K).
Note that inf;cz d(Y, X;) is attained for some i € Z because of the shape of
d(Y, X) as a function of X € £, described in Corollary [4.4 Let the geodesic

from X;, to Y hit the boundary at [(], i.e., Y € [X,,, (). By Proposition [4.11]
there exists C' = C(KC, §) such that if d(Y, L) > C, then for all i € Z we have

B¢, Xi) — B(C, Xiy) ~5 d(Y, Xi) — d(Y, X;,)
— B¢, Xq) — B¢ Xip) > d(Y, X5) —d(Y, X)) =6 = =6
— (V) (X)

Let H € proj, Y and note that since Y € B(L, R), we have d(Y,H) < R.
Choose X;, to be the point of X that is closest to H. Since the mesh of & is less
than €, we have d(H, X;,) < ¢, hence by triangle inequality d(Y, X;,) < R + €.
So

aly, X;,) = in£ dlY,X;) < R+e.
j€

This proves the lemma.
O

Proof of the upper bound for Theorem[5.1. For an enet X', a compact set K C
M, and § > 0, let C' = C(¢,K,0) be the constant given by Lemma , and
for R > C', write

where
Bi(K;C,R)=T-PnNB(L,R)NTyp(L,K)NB(L,C);
Bo(KC,R) =T- PN B(L,R)\ Typ(L, K);
Bs(C)=T-PnNnB(L,C).

Note that By (K, C, R) ( Bo(K, R), B3(C) ) is y-invariant, hence we can form
the quotient B, (K, C, R) = (7)\B1(K, C, R) ( Bo(K, R) = (7)\Ba(K, R), B3(C) =
(7)\B3(C) ) and obtain

M\ - PNB(L, R))| < Bi(K,C,R) + Ba(K, R) +Bs(C).  (12)
Since |B3(C)| is a constant only depending on C,

limsup e "#[B3(C)| — 0.
R—o00
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To control |By(KC, R)|, we define
k() = limsup e "#|By (K, R)|.
R—o0

To find an upper bound for B, (K, C, R), note that by Lemma ,
Bi(K,C.R) C | (VI(X) N B(Xi, R +¢))

i€z
N(X)—1
= [Bi(K.C,R)[ < Y [VI(X)NB(X;,R+e)l.
=0
Multiplying both sides of by e~ and taking the limsup as R — oo
(while keeping X', K and § fixed), we obtain

N(X)—1
limsup e "#|(y)\I'- PN B(L, R)| < Z lim e "V N B(X;, R+ ¢)| + x(K)
R—o0 =0 R—o0
N(X)—1 A2
= WeheV(Vf(X)) + k(K),
» 9

where the equality is by (@ Note that the above is valid for every e—net X,
compact set K C M, and § > 0. Keeping X and ¢ fixed, we let K, 1 M, to
be an exhaustion of M,. By Lemma , k(K,) 1 0 as n — oo, thus

A2 N(X)-1
li TRUANT - PN B(L, R)| < e (X)),
im sup e~ ()| (&S pamy e 2 YD)

As in the proof of the lower bound, we first let § | 0 and use (| V?(X) = A;(X),
then let € | 0 and use Lemma [5.2] to obtain

2
limsup e "#|(y)\I' - PN B(L, R)| .

< .
Rosno = hVol(M,) V(Coxts)
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