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QUANTITATIVE MARKED LENGTH SPECTRUM RIGIDITY
KAREN BUTT

ABSTRACT. We consider a closed Riemannian manifold M of negative curvature and di-
mension at least 3 with marked length spectrum sufficiently close (multiplicatively) to that
of a locally symmetric space N. Using the methods in [Ham99], we show the volumes of M
and N are approximately equal. We then show the smooth map F : M — N constructed
in [BCGY6] is a diffeomorphism with derivative bounds close to 1 and depending on the
ratio of the two marked length spectrum functions. Thus, we refine the results in [Ham99)
and [BCGI6], which show M and N are isometric if their marked length spectra are equal.
We also prove a similar result for compact negatively curved surfaces using the methods of
[Ota90] together with a version of the Gromov compactness theorem [GW88|, [Pug87].

1. INTRODUCTION

The marked length spectrum L, of a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) of negative
curvature is a function on the free homotopy classes of closed curves in M which assigns
to each class the length of its unique geodesic representative. Since the set of free homotopy
classes of closed curves in M can be identified with conjugacy classes in the fundamental
group I' of M, we will write £,(~y) for the length of the unique geodesic representative of the
conjugacy class of v € I with respect to the metric g.

To what extent the function £, determines the metric g is a question that has long
been of interest. Notably, it has been conjectured that the marked length spectrum com-
pletely determines the metric, i.e. if g and gy are negatively curved metrics on M satisfying
L, = L, then g and go are isometric; see [BKBT85, Conjecture 3.1]. This marked length
spectrum rigidity is known to be true in certain cases, such as [0ta90, [Cro90] in dimension
2, [Ham99, BCG96] in dimension at least 3 when one of the manifolds is assumed be locally
symmetric, and |[GL19, IGKL19] if the metrics are assumed to be sufficiently close in a suit-
able C* topology. There are other partial results, including generalizations beyond negative
curvature; see the introduction to |[GLI9] for a more extensive history of the problem.

Still, even in the cases where rigidity does hold, there is more to be understood about to
what extent the marked length spectrum determines the metric. Namely, if two homotopy-
equivalent manifolds have marked length spectra which are not equal but are close, is there
some sense in which the metrics are close to being isometric?

In the case of hyperbolic surfaces, this question was answered by Thurston in [Thu9§].
More specifically, if (M, g) and (IV, gy) are both surfaces of constant negative curvature,

then the best possible Lipschitz constant for a map F' : M — N in the same homotopy

Lgo (f+)
Ly(v)

negative curvature, the microlocal techniques of [GLI19, [(GKL19] provide explicit estimates

class as f is precisely sup, e . In the general case of higher dimensions and variable

. . . . . L
(in a suitable Sobolev norm) for how close the metrics are in terms of the ratio 7*, or more
g9

precisely the geodesic stretch; in fact, their results hold more generally for non-positively
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curved metrics with Anosov geodesic flow. However, these estimates require g and gy to be
sufficiently close metrics (in some C* topology) on the same manifold.

In this paper, we provide new answers to this question in two cases: first, consider
pairs of negatively curved metrics on a closed surface. To state our result precisely, let
C(2,\, A, v, Dy) consist of all closed C* Riemannian manifolds of dimension 2 with sec-
tional curvatures contained in the interval [—A?, —\?], volume bounded below by vy, and
diameter bounded above by Dy. We show pairs of such spaces become more isometric as
their marked length spectra get closer to one another, refining the main result in [Ota90].

Theorem 1.1. Fiz A\, A, vy, Dy > 0. Fiz L > 1. Then there exists € = (L, \, A, vy, Dgy) >0
small enough so that for any pair (M, g), (M, h) € C(2,\, A, vo, Dy) satisfying

L
l—-e< 2 <1+¢, (1.1)
Ly,

there exists an L-Lipschitz map f: (M,g) — (M, h).

Second, consider the case where (IV, gy) is a negatively curved locally symmetric space
of dimension at least 3. Here, we quantify how close g and gy are to being isometric by
estimating the derivative of a map F': M — N in terms of €. This is considerably stronger
than Theorem [LLT], since we are able to determine how the Lipschitz constant depends on
. This refines the rigidity result in [Ham99, Corollary to Theorem A], which corresponds
to the case ¢ = 0 in the theorem below. As in the previous theorem, we only assume the
marked length spectra of our metrics are close; we do not assume the metrics themselves are
close in any C* topology.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension at least 8 with
fundamental group T' and sectional curvatures contained in the interval [—A?,0). Let (N, go)
be a locally symmetric space. Assume there is a homotopy equivalence f : M — N and
let f. denote the induced map on fundamental groups. Then there exists small enough g
(depending on I') so that whenever ¢ < gy and

1—5§M§1+5 (1.2)

Ly(7)
forally € T, there is a C* map F : M — N homotopic to f and constants c¢;(g,n, T, A) < 1,
Cy(e,n,I';A) > 1 such that for all v € TM we have

clfvlly < ldF@)llg, < Callvlly- (1.3)

More precisely, there is a constant C'= C(n, ', A) so that c; =1 — Csl/8nt1) 4 0(51/4("“))
and Cy = 1+ Cel/80n+) L O(1/4n+1)),

Remark 1.3. If N is a real, complex or quaternionic hyperbolic space, we can take c¢; =
1 — Cel/4nt) 4 O(eV20 D)) and Oy = 1 + Cel/40H)  O(Y/2m+1) See Remark B.321

In [Ham99, Theorem A], Hamenstddt proves that two negatively curved manifolds with
the same marked length spectrum have the same volume, provided one of the manifolds
has geodesic flow with C' Anosov splitting, a condition which holds in particular for locally
symmetric spaces. (The Anosov splitting of the geodesic flow on the unit tangent bundle
TN refers to the flow-invariant decomposition of TT'N into the stable, unstable and flow
directions; see the introduction to [Ham99].)
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Thus, if M and N satisfy the assumptions of Theorem for e = 0, they must have the
same volume. Then, since the marked length spectrum determines the topological entropy
of the geodesic flow, the fact that the two manifolds are isometric follows from the celebrated
entropy rigidity theorem of Besson—Courtois—Gallot [BCG96, BCG95].

To prove Theorem [[.2] we start by proving an analogue of [Ham99, Theorem A] under
the assumption the marked length spectra satisfy equation (I.Z), i.e. we estimate the ratio
Vol(M)/Vol(N) in terms of . In order to obtain an explicit estimate, we assume the Anosov
splitting is C'™* instead of C'. (For geodesic flows on manifolds with strictly i—pinched
negative curvature, the Anosov splitting is C**® for some a > 0. The splitting is C' by
[HP75] and C'** by [Has94, Theorem 5, Remark after Theorem 6].)

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a closed negatively curved Riemannian manifold with funda-
mental group U'. Let (N, go) be another closed negatively curved manifold with fundamental
group I' and assume the geodesic flow on T*N has C'T* Anosov splitting. Suppose the marked
length spectra of M and N are e-close as in (I.3). Then there is a constant C' depending
only on N such that

(1— Ce®)(1 — &)"Vol(M) < Vol(N) < (1+ C=2)(1 + £)"Vol(M).

If, in addition, (N, go) is locally symmetric and € is sufficiently small (depending on n =
dim N ), then « can be replaced with 2 in the above estimates and the constant C depends
only n.

Remark 1.5. If the Anosov splitting of TN is only C!, then our proof shows the quantities
(14+Ce®) can be replaced with constants that converge to 1 as ¢ — 0, but we are not able to
determine the explicit dependence of these constants on ¢; see the statement above Lemma

.15

Remark 1.6. Unlike the estimate in Theorem [L2] this volume estimate does not require a
bound on the absolute sectional curvatures of M.

Remark 1.7. If N is locally symmetric, then Vol(N) < (14 ¢)"Vol(M) follows from Lemma
B and the proof of the main theorem in [BCG96]. (See Remark for more details.)
However, the lower bound for Vol(IV)/Vol(M) in Theorem [[.4]is also crucial for the proof of
Theorem [1.2]

Remark 1.8. If dim M = dim N = 2, then our proof of Theorem [[.4] shows (1 —¢)*Vol(M) <
Vol(N) < (1 + €)*Vol(M), which is the optimal estimate. This result also follows from
[CD04, Theorem 1.1].

Outline. The proof of Theorem [I.4] occupies the entirety of Section 2l As in [Ham99], we
study the Liouville measure on the unit tangent bundle of M, which is locally a product
of the Liouville current on the space of geodesics and the Lebesgue measure on orbits of
the geodesic flow [Kai90, Theorem 2.1]. To control the Liouville current, we generalize the
arguments in [Ota90] and [Ham99] in Proposition 23] and Theorem 2.6l In addition to
modifying these existing arguments, we need to carefully control the time component of the
Liouville measure, since when £, does not coincide with L,, the corresponding geodesic
flows are not conjugate. In Section 2.7, we analyze the orbit equivalences of geodesic flows
constructed in [Gro00]; more specifically, we use the marked length spectrum assumption
1—-e<L,/L, <1+ ¢ tocontrol the speed of the time changes via dynamical arguments.
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In Section [, we make use of the volume estimate in Theorem [I.4] to show the natural map
constructed in [BCGI6], which is an isometry in the case of ¢ = 0, satisfies the conclusion
of Theorem in the case of ¢ > 0.

Finally, we prove Theorem [I.1lin Section[4. We prove the result by contradiction, using the
compactness results in [GW88], [Pug87] to obtain a convergent sequence of counter-examples,
and then adapting the methods in [Ota90] to show the limits are isometric.

Acknowledgements. [ am very grateful to my advisor Ralf Spatzier for many helpful dis-
cussions and for help reviewing this paper. I thank Alex Wright for suggesting the question.
I also thank David Constantine, Thang Nguyen and Yuping Ruan for helpful conversations.
This research was supported in part by NSF grants DMS-2003712 and DMS-1607260.

2. VOLUME ESTIMATE

The first half of this paper is devoted to proving Theorem [[L4l We will repeatedly use the
following standard construction, part of which can be found in [BCG96, Section 4]:

Construction 2.1. Let f: M — N be a homotopy equivalence of negatively curved mani-
folds. Let OM denote the visual boundary of M. We can construct a map f:0M — ON
such that for all v € T and all £ € M we have f(7.€) = (f.7).f(£). Indeed, the homotopy
equivalence f: M — N can be lifted to a [-equivariant map [ : M~—> N such that f is ad-
ditionally a quasi-isometry (details in [BCG96, Section 4]). Hence f induces a I'-equivariant
map [ between the boundaries M and N .

Now recall the space of geodesics of M is the quotient of T'M obtained by identifying any
two unit tangent vectors on the same orbit of the geodesic flow. This space can be identified
with the set 92M of pairs of distinct points in M by associating the equivalence class of
the unit tangent vector v with the pair (7(v), m(—v)) of its forward and backward endpoints.
Thus, the product f x f gives a map between the spaces of geodesics of M and N. For
notational simplicity, we will write this map as f : 8?°M — 82N.

Note the case ¢ = 0 of Theorem [[.4]is Theorem A in [Ham99]. We follow the same overall
approach as in [Ham99], which we now summarize. It follows from arguments in [Ota90]
that the marked length spectrum of M determines the so-called cross-ratio of four points on
the boundary OM. We start by generalizing these arguments to analyze how perturbing the
marked length spectrum as in ([L2]) affects the cross-ratio (Proposition 2.3]).

In [Ham99], Hamenstadt proves the cross-ratio determines the so-called Liouville current,
a measure on 92M which can be used to reconstruct the Liouville measure on T M. In the
e = 0 case, that is, equality of the marked length spectra, the geodesic flows on T'N and
T'M are conjugate [Ham92], so one can use equality of Liouville currents to obtain equality
of Liouville measures and hence volumes.

In Theorem [2.6] we generalize the arguments in [Ham99] to analyze how perturbing the
cross-ratio — due to perturbing the marked length spectrum — affects the Liouville current.
However, an estimate of the Liouville currents does not immediately imply a volume estimate
since when € > 0, the geodesic flows of M and N need not be conjugate. We instead obtain
controlled orbit equivalences between the geodesic flows on T'M and T'N by delicately
implementing the construction in [Gro00].
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2.1. The cross-ratio. We now define the cross-ratio associated to any negatively curved
Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let p : M — M be the universal cover of M and let dM
be the visual boundary of M. Let 7 : T*M — OM denote the map which sends v to the
forward boundary point of the geodesic determined by v. Let &*M denote pairwise distinct
quadruples of points in M.

Definition 2.2. [Ota92, Lemma 2.1] Let a,b,¢,d € O*M. Let a;,b;, ¢;, d; € M be sequences
converging to a, b, ¢, d respectively. Define

[CI,, b, C, d] = hm d(a,-, Ci) + d(b,, dl) — d(a,-, dz) — d(bz, Ci), (21)

where d is the Riemannian distance function. By [Ota92, Lemma 2.1], this limit exists and
is independent of the chosen sequences a;, b;, ¢;,d;. We call |-, -, - -] the cross-ratio.

The proof of [Ota90, Theorem 1] shows the cross-ratio is completely determined by the
marked length spectrum, and the argument is not specific to dimension 2. In this section, we
prove the following result which shows how perturbing the marked length spectrum affects
the cross-ratio.

Proposition 2.3. Let (M, g) and (N, go) be negatively curved manifolds with e-close marked
length spectra as in (I3). Let f : OM — ON be the map constructed from the homotopy
equivalence f: M — N as in Construction[21. We then have

(1 =2)la,b,c.d] < [f(a), f(b), (o), f(d)] < (1 +¢)la,b,c,d].

Over the course of the proof of [Ota90, Theorem 1], the following lemma is proved, giving
more precise information about how the marked length spectrum determines the cross-ratio.
We include a careful proof, since the setup will be needed to prove Proposition 2.3

Lemma 2.4. Given (a,b,c,d) € O*M , there exist sequences a;, by, ¢;, d; converging to a,b, ¢, d,
respectively, so that the terms d(a;, c;),d(b;, d;), d(a;, d;), d(b;, ¢;) can be approximated arbi-
trarily well by lengths of closed geodesics.

Proof. Since M is negatively curved, the geodesic flow ¢' on T'M is Anosov; hence there
exists v € T'M with dense forward and backward orbit. Let vy,vy € T'M vary over
all lifts of v which determine two distinct geodesics in M. Then quadruples of the form
(m(v1), 7(—vy), T(—13), 7(vs)) are dense in @* M. Since the cross-ratio is continuous [Ota92],
it suffices to check the proposition on this dense set of quadruples.

For i =1,2, let T;", T, > 0 be large enough such that the expression

)

d(@" 01, ¢ vn) +d(6"F 03, 67T 00) = AT 01, 0T 0r) — (@' ve, 0 ) (2.2)
is arbitrarily close to [m(vy), m(—v1), 7(—v2), 7(v2)]. Now fix w € T'M. Since the geodesic
tangent to v; projects to a geodesic with dense forward orbit in 7'M, we can make T} larger
if necessary so that p(¢™ vy) is arbltrarlly close to p(w) in M. Hence there is some ~;" € I’
such that ;" .w is arbitrarily close to ngl vy in M. By the same argument, there exist vFer
such that 7;".w is close to ngiivi forv=1,2.

We now use this setup to show terms in (2.2)) can be approximated arbitrarily well by

lengths of closed geodesics. Consider the geodesic ¢ in M joining the basepoints of 7, .w
and ~5 .w. Since the endpoints of ¢ can be made arbitrarily close to 7(—v;) and 7(vy), the

tangent vectors to ¢ are arbitrarily close to the geodesic (7(—wv1), m(v2)). Also, =11 v; gets
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arbitrarily close to the tangent vector to (w(—wvy),m(v2)) as Ty gets larger. So the tangent
vector to ¢ at the footpoint v; .w is arbitrarily close to ¢~71 v;, and hence to v; .w as well.
Similarly, the tangent vector to ¢ at the footpoint of 75 .w is arbitrarily close to the vector
Yy w.

Now consider the projection p(c) in M. This is a closed curve which is freely homotopic to
75 o(v7) 7, and is a geodesic away from the basepoint of p(w). In the previous paragraph we
showed the two tangent vectors to p(c) at that point are both arbitrarily close to the vector
p(w). The Anosov closing lemma then implies p(c) is shadowed by a closed geodesic; see
[Eral8, p. 105] and [KH97, Theorem 6.4.15]. In particular, this closed geodesic is in the same
free homotopy class as p(c). So d(¢™ vy, ¢ vy) is approximately £,(73 o (v7)™"). Using an
analogous argument, the other three terms in equation (22) can also be approximated by
terms of the form Ly(v;" o (77)7). O

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Let (a,b,c,d) € 9*M. By the previous lemma, there are sequences
a;, b;, ¢, d; € M converging to a, b, ¢, d along with sequences s, V5., Ve, Ya; Such that d(a;, b;)
is approximately Ly(v, © 7, 1) and analogously for the other three terms in the defining
equation for [a, b, ¢, d]. Let v,,, vy, be tangent vectors to the geodesic through a and b based
at a; and b; respectively. Let v., and vy, be defined analogously. Recall the ~; were chosen
such that there is w € T'M satisfying the condition that the basepoints of the vectors
Ya; W, Yo, W, Ve, - W, Vg, -w are arbitrarily close to v,,, vs,, Ve, , Vg, -

By [Gro00], there exists a I-equivariant homeomorphism F : T'M — TN, which is an
orbit equivalence of geodesic flows. Moreover, F sends the geodesic through a,b € M to the
geodesic through f(a), f(b) € ON. Consider the distance between the footpoints of JF(v,,)
and F(vp,). Since F is continuous we know F(v,,) is close to 7,,.F(w) and F(vy,) is close to
Y, -F (w). By the Anosov closing lemma, (the projection of) the geodesic through ~,,.F (w)
and 7, .F (w) can be approximated with a closed geodesic of length L,(f.(, ©7;")). The
same argument can be used to approximate the other three distances in the limit definition
of [f(a), f(b), f(c), f(d)]. The desired result then follows from the assumption 1 —¢ < Eﬁ—gj <
1+e. U

Remark 2.5. This proof does not use that 1 & ¢ is close to 1, so this generalizes [Ota92,
Proposition 4.2].

2.2. The Liouville current. Let w be the 1-form on 7'M obtained by pulling back the
canonical 1-form on T*M to T'M via the identification induced by the Riemannian metric
and then restricting to T'M. Then w and dw are both flow-invariant, and w is a contact
form, meaning w A (dw)"! is a volume form on T'M. The associated measure on T M
is called the Liouville measure. The total Liouville volume of T*M is the product of the
Riemannian volume of M and the volume of the unit sphere in dimension n — 1; thus the
ratio of the volumes of M and N is the same as the ratio of the Liouville volumes of their
respective unit tangent bundles. .

Recall the space of geodesics is the quotient of T LM by the action of the geodesic flow,
and can also be identified with the set 9?M of pairs of distinct points in the boundary
(see Construction 21]). Since dw is flow-invariant, it descends to a 2-form on the space of
geodesics 92M. This form is also symplectic, meaning (dw)™! is a volume form on %M.
The associated measure is called the Liouwville current. In this section, we establish the
following relation between the marked length spectra and the Liouville currents:
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Theorem 2.6. Let (M, g) be a closed negatively curved Riemannian manifold of dimension
at least 3 with fundamental group T'. Let (N, go) be another closed negatively curved manifold
with fundamental group I' and assume the geodesic flow on TN has Anosov splitting of C1+2
reqularity. Suppose that the marked length spectra of M and N are e-close as in (1.3). Let \M
and NN denote the Liouville currents on M and 92N respectively, and let f : 9*M — 92M
as in Construction[Z4. Then there is a constant C = C(N, §o) such that

(1—Ce*)(1—e)" LI <AV < (14 Ce™) (1 4e)" L f M. (2.3)

If, in addition, (N, go) is locally symmetric and ¢ is sufficiently small (depending on n =
dim N), then « can be replaced with 2 in the above estimates and the constant C' depends
only n.

Remark 2.7. If the Anosov splitting of TN is only C!, then our proof shows the quantities
(1+Ce®) can be replaced with constants that converge to 1 as ¢ — 0, but we are not able to
determine the explicit dependence of these constants on ¢; see the statement above Lemma

2.15

The proof of this theorem relies on relating the Liouville current to the cross-ratio, in
order to then apply Proposition 2.3l We begin by explaining the explicit relation between
the Liouville current and the cross-ratio in the case where dim(M) = 2. Let a,b,¢,d € OM
be four distinct points. Since dM is a circle, the pair of points (a,b) determines an interval
in the boundary (after fixing an orientation). Let (a,b) x (¢, d) € 8*M denote the geodesics
starting in the interval (a,b) and ending in the interval (¢, d). Then

Mmmxwﬂnzémag@ (2.4)

(See [Ota90, Proof of Theorem 2] and [HP97, Theorem 4.4].)

In [Ham99], Hamenstédt relates the Liouville current and the cross-ratio for manifolds of
any dimension. If, in addition, the manifold N is such that 7T N has C' Anosov splitting,
then the Liouville current is completely determined by the cross-ratio, and hence by the
marked length spectrum, as is the case for surfaces. Hamenstadt’s argument shows more
specifically that if N satisfies the C' Anosov splitting condition and M is another manifold
with the same marked length spectrum, and hence cross-ratio, as N, then the Liouville
currents of M and N agree. In particular, this shows Theorem when ¢ = 0.

Before proving Theorem [2.6] we recall notation, terminology and select arguments from
[Ham99]: Hamenstédt constructs measures S and P (to be defined in Constructions 2.9 and
[2.2T] respectively) on the space of geodesics, both completely determined by the cross-ratio,
such that

S<ALP (2.5)

[Ham99, Propositions 3.8 and 3.13 a)]. If the underlying manifold has C' Anosov splitting,
which is the case for the locally symmetric space N, the stronger conclusion

S=A="P (2.6)

holds by [Ham99, Proposition 3.13 b)]. If M is such that its cross-ratio agrees with the
cross-ratio of a locally symmetric space N, then SV = f.8M and PV = f,P™. Combining

this with (2.5]) and (2.6]) gives
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which forces AV = £ AM. Thus, in order to see the effects of the cross-ratio on the Liouville
current, we need to use the exact constructions of S and P from [Ham99]. We start with
preliminary definitions.

2.3. Definition of S.

Definition 2.8. [Ham99, p. 123] Fix > 0. Let B(r) C R" be the ball of radius r centered
at the origin and let ¢g(x,y) denote the dot product of z,y € R™. Let 51, s : B(r) — OM
be continuous embeddings so that

|[B1(), £1(0), Ba(y), B2(0)] = po(x. y)| < nr? (2.8)

for all 2,y € B(r). We say the image 8, (B(r)) x B2(B(r)) € M x M\ A is a (1+n) quasi-
symplectic r-ball. We let Q(n) denote the collection of all (1 4 n)-quasisymplectic r-balls for
arbitrary r.

Fix any distance d on M that induces the visual topology. For Q € Q(n), we let diam(Q)
be the d x d diameter of Q C §2M.

For Q € Q(n), define a quantity §(Q) as follows. Write Q = A x B, i.e. A = p1(B(r)),
B = p2(B(r)). First let 6(A x B;a,b) = supgc s cepla, €, b, ¢]. Now define

d(Ax B)= inf 6(Ax B;a,b). (2.9)

acA,beB
(See [Ham99, p. 124] ).

Construction 2.9. [Ham99, p. 124] Let C € M x OM a Borel set and let a,_; denote
the volume of the unit ball in R"~!. Define

5,(C) mf{ @ 126 )" Qi€ Q). diam(Q) < n,C C u;?;@i}.

Finally, let S(C) = limsup,,_,q Sn(C).
This concludes our summary of [Ham99].
2.4. Comparing f,S™ and SV.

Hypothesis 2.10. For the remainder of this section, we assume

Lgo(f+7)
Ly(7)
(See ([IL2) in the statement of Theorem [L.2)

By Proposition 23] the cross-ratios of M and N satisfy

(1 =e)lab,e.d < [f(a), f(b), f(e), f(d)] < (1 +¢)la,b,c,d].

We want to compare f,S and SV. Note that changing the cross-ratio used to define S will
change the quantity §(Q) and the set Q(n). We investigate this precisely below.

Lemma 2.11. For anyn > 0, let Q € Q(n). We then have
(1-2)0"(Q) <™ (f(Q) < (1 +2)6"(Q).

Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of § in Equation 2.9/together with Propo-
sition [2.3] 0

1—e< <l+e.
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Lemma 2.12. Let Q C 9*M. If Q € Q(1) then F(Q) € Q(n+ (1 +1)e).

Proof. If Q € Q(n), there are maps ; : B(r) — OM fori = 1,2 with Q = £1(B(r))x B2(B(r))
such that

|[B1(2), B1(0), Ba(y), Ba(0)]ar — do(, y)| < . (2.10)
Using the triangle inequality, Proposition 23] and (2.10]) gives

[[f o Bi(x), foBi(0), foBa(y), fopB0)]n — ¢olz,y)]

< ¢|[B1(x), £1(0), Ba(y), B2(0)]ar + | [B1 (@), 1(0), Ba(y), B2(0)]ar — do(, )|

< €| [Bi(), B1(0), Ba(y), Ba(0)]as + 1?

< (L) 4+,
which shows f(Q) € Q(n + (1 +n)e). O
Corollary 2.13. Let

XS ={U2,4; x Bi|C C U2, A; x By, diam(A; x B;) <n, A; x B; € Q(n)}.
Then .
T () © Xiriwrne

for sufficiently small n.

Proof. If UX,A; x B; € xgi (@) then FlURL A x By) = U, f(A) x f(B;) clearly satisfies

the first condition in the definition of X§+(1 e TO check the second condition, note that

since z is continuous, for any € > 0 there exists > 0 so that diam(A; x B;) < n implies
diam(f(A;) x f(B;)) < e < n+ (1+n)e. The third condition follows from the previous
lemma. U

Proposition 2.14. The following inequality of measures holds:
S < (1+2) LS.
Proof. For any C C 8N, Corollary 213 and Lemma 211 give
F.84(0) = 83,7 ()

= inf {ai_l Z(Sn_l(Az X Bz) U?il A, X Bz S Xgl(c)}

1=1

i=1

= inf {ai—l i O"TH A x Bi) | U2y f(A) x f(Bi) € ?(XZI(C))}

> inf {ai_1 D "N A x By) | U, F(A) x f(By) € X§(1+n)+n}

1=1

> inf {ﬁ Z S H(F(A) X F(By)) | Uy f(A) x f(B;) € Xac(1+n)+n}

> Sy TTC) /(L4 o)
Taking 7 — 0 completes the proof. O
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2.5. Comparing SY and A\V. If TT'N has C' Anosov splitting, then SY¥ — A\ as e — 0
(see the proof of [Ham99, Corollary 3.12]). If we assume instead the splitting is C'™*, we
obtain a more precise convergence statement:

Lemma 2.15. Suppose the Anosov splitting of N is of class O, Then there is a constant
C, depending only on N, so that for all e > 0 (sufficiently small in terms of n) we have
N S 1 N
S 2 1+ Caa)\ '

Recall from the proof of [Ham99, Corollary 3.12] that if § > 0 and x(J) is chosen as in
[Ham99, Lemma 3.11] then S, > (148)~'A. (This requires § to be sufficiently small in terms
of n = dim N.) As such, we prove Lemma by explicitly determining the dependence
of x(9) on §. Note it follows from the proof of [Ham99, Lemma 3.11] that x(d) is in turn
equal to the quantity x(J) from [Ham99, Property 4), p. 130]. We now recall all the relevant
definitions in the statement of [Ham99, Property 4)]:

First we recall the definition of the function ¢ at the beginning of [Ham99, Section 3]. Let
p be a symplectic form on R" x R™ so that for all z,y € R", the submanifolds {z} x R™
and R" x {y} are Lagrangian. For z € R", let ¢, be a curve in R" such that ¢,(0) = 0
and ¢,(1) = z. Similarly define a curve ¢,. Then define a surface ¥, ,(s,t) = (ci(s), cy(t)).
Let ¢(z,y) qu p. By [Ham99, Lemma 3.1], the function ¢ is well-defined, i.e. does not
depend on the choice of curves ¢, and ¢,. Note that if py is the standard symplectic form
> dz; A dy;, then the associated function ¢o(z,y) is the dot product of  and y in R".

Hamenstadt also defines such a function ¢ associated to the symplectic form dw on the
space of geodesics using special coordinates ¥ : R"™! x R"™1 — M x OM \ A to view dw as a
symplectic form on R*~! x R"~!. We recall the construction of ¥, which can be found above
the statement of [Ham99, Lemma 3.9]: There exists a geodesic flow invariant connection V on
TN called the Kanai connection. This connection is flat when restricted to the leaves of the
strong stable and strong unstable foliations W5 and W*", respectively (see the discussion in
[Ham99] for more details). Fix v € T*M and let L** : T,W** — W** and L : T,IW*> — W**
be exponential maps with respect to the restriction of this connection to W** and W** respec-
tively. Let {X;} and {Y;} be orthonormal bases for T,,/W** and T,W** respectively so that
dw(X;,Y;) = 6;;. For w € W*(v) and z € W**(v) both sufficiently close to v, define [w, 2] to
be the unique point in W**(w)NW*"(z). The regularity of the function [-, -] is the same as that
of the Anosov splitting. Define W(zy ..., Zp 1,41, .., Yn-1) = [L(D_; 2:Xy), L (32, 4;Y5)]-
Let p be the symplectic form on R"™! x R"™! given by p(z,y) = dw(dVx,dVy), which is
continuous when W is C!. Use this form p to define a function ¢ as above. Recall ¢, was
defined similarly, but in place of the symplectic form p, the standard symplectic form p, was
used. Then the function ¢ has the following property:

Lemma 2.16. [Ham99, Property 4), p. 130] Suppose the Anosov splitting of N is C'. Then
for any 6 > 0 there is k() so that whenever ||z, ||y|| < () we have

(b(l’, y) B ¢0($, y)
1y

We now show how k(d) depends on § in the case where the Anosov splitting is C.

< 4.

Lemma 2.17. Suppose the Anosov splitting of N is C1*®. Then there is a constant C =
C(N) so that k(6) = (%)Ua in the above lemma.
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Proof. Fix x,y € R"! and consider the parametrized surface ¥, ,(s,t) = (sx,ty). Then,
definitionally, we have

o(x,y) — ¢olz,y) _ 1
el vl Je.,

Write p — pg = Zij a;jdz; A dy;. Since W is O the a;; are C*. Moreover, a;;(0,0) = 0
[Ham99, Property 1), p. 128]. Thus |a;;(sz,ty)| < C|(sz,ty)||* < C||(z,y)||* for some
constant C' depending on N.

We now have

é(x,y) — do(z,y) (8\1/ axlf)dd
I [[[ly] ||a:||||y||/ / p=r)\ G5 o )

/ / alj sz, ty)dz; A dy; (H R ||y||) dsdt

< CO||(z,y ||a/ / Z dz; A dy; < al ||y||) dsdt

i,j=1
< n*Cll(z,y) ||

I [zl [yl <k, we get |p(z,y) — do(x,y)| < Cr®||z[|||y]| for some constant C' = C'(N V). So
we can take k() = (§/C)Y* for some other C' = C(N) and the conclusion of Lemma [2
will hold. 0

P — Po-

Next we show how to improve the value of k(d) when N is a locally symmetric space.

Lemma 2.18. If N is a locally symmetric space, and ¢ is sufficiently small (depending on
n) then we can take r(0) = C6Y? for some constant C' depending only on the dimension of
N.

Proof. Let g(x,y) = ¢(x,y) — ¢o(z,y). Since N is locally symmetric, the stable and unstable
foliations are real-analytic, and so is g. We now compute the first nonzero term of the power
series expansion of g centered at (0,0).

Since ¢(0,0) = ¢0(0,0) = 0, we get ¢(0,0) = 0 . Now fix y and let g,(z) denote the
function x — g(x,y). Let g.(y) be defined analogously. We know go(x) = 0 for all  and
go(y) = 0 for all y [Ham99, Property 1)]. Hence the k-th derivative D*go(z) = 0 for all x
and DFgo(y) = 0 for all y.

Additionally, the function g, (y) satisfies Dg,(0) = 0 [Ham99, Property 3)]. Analogously
we have Dg,(0) = 0. This, together with the previous paragraph, means if & and § are
both n-dimensional multi-indices, then we have %%Q(0,0) = 0 whenever |a| = 0,1 or
|G| = 0,1. Hence the first nonzero term of the power series expansion of g centered at (0, 0)

is of the form ZMM a;jrxix;y;y. This means there is a constant C' depending only on N

such that
6(a.9) — dulay) _ 1
(!l — [yl
so long as ||z||, ||y|| are small enough for the power series expansion of ¢ centered at the origin
to converge at (z,7). Set x(8) = (6/C)"/2. Then for small enough & (depending on N), we
obtain |p(x,y) — ¢o(z,y)| < d||z|||ly|| whenever ||z||, ||y|| < &, as desired. O

Cllal*llyl®
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2.6. Comparing Ay and f ;.

Proposition 2.19. Let \M and )\N~ denote the Liowville currents on 8°M and 9*N respec-
tively. There is a constant C' = C(N) so that

MW < (T+e)" 1+ Ce™) f M.

Proof. Combining Proposition 2.T4] together with [Ham99, Proposition 3.8] (see also (2.H)),
we obtain

Y < (e ST < fAM
Lemma 217 together with the proof of [Ham99, Corollary 3.12] gives
SN > (14 Ce*)~ AN

for some C' depending only on N, which completes the proof. O
Remark 2.20. If N is a symmetric space, Lemma 218 shows we can take v = 2 in the state-
ment of the above proposition. Additionally, since there are only finitely many negatively
curved symmetric spaces of a given dimension, we can say C' depends only on n = dim N.

To complete the proof of Theorem [2.6] we need a lower estimate for Ay analogous to the
upper estimate in Proposition 2.19. We obtain this by mimicking the above analysis for the

measure P instead of S, see (2.H). We first recall the construction of P:

Construction 2.21. [Ham99, Proposition 3.13] Let n > 0 and U be an open subset of %M.
Define

Py(U) = sup {ai_l 25(@)"_1 | Qi € Q(n), diam(Q;) <n,Q; CU, QiNQ; = (Z)} :
i=1

Let P(U) = liminf, o P,(U). For C C *M a Borel set, define P(C) = inf{ P(U) |U > C}.

Proposition 2.22. Let \™ and AN denote the Liouwville currents on O2M and 9*N respec-
tively. There is a constant C' = C(N) so that

)\N > (1 - €)n_1(1 - C&a)?*AM.

IfN s a symmetric space, we can take o = 2, and the constant C' depends only on n = dim N.

Proof. Let
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Then ?(Xf{) C X(1(U7)7)5 ., by Corollary .13 Using Lemma 2.11] gives

——1

)

IN
B
g
+
3
™
4+ =
3
—
d
—  —
~
—~
—_
|
m
~—
3
L

Taking n — 0 gives
(1—&)" ' f,Pu(U) < PR(U).
This, together with [Ham99, Proposition 3.13 a)] (see also (2.3])), gives
(L= fau(U) < (1 —e)" ' f.Pu(U) < PR(U).
It follows from Lemma 2T together with the proof of [Ham99, Proposition 3.13 b)] that
Py < (1—Ce) 'y

for some constant C' depending only on_ N. .
Hence AN(U) > (1 — )" 1(1 — Ce®) [ Pu(U) for any open set U C 9?M . To obtain this
inequality for any Borel set A C 9> M we take the infimum over all open sets U D A, from

which the desired conclusion follows. O
Proof of Theorem[2.4. This follows immediately from Propositions and 2221 O

2.7. Proof of the volume estimate. In this section, we will use the estimate for the ratio
FAM/AN of the Liouville currents in Theorem to compare Vol(M) and Vol(N). Note
the Riemannian volumes of M and N are determined by the Liouville volumes of 7'M and
TIN. To obtain the Liouville measure from the Liouville current, we integrate the Liouville
current in the geodesic flow direction. Let ¢' denote the geodesic flow of M and let 1! denote
the geodesic flow of N. If the marked length spectra of M and N are equal, then the flows
@' and ¢ are conjugate [Ham92], i.e. there is a homeomorphism F : T*M — TN such that

F(o'v) = ¢ F(v)

for all t € R,v € T'M. If, in addition to this, M and N have the same Liouville current,
then 7'M and T'N have the same Liouville measure, so Vol(M) = Vol(N).

If the lengths of closed geodesics of M and N are instead e-close as in (.2)), the geodesic
flows may not be conjugate. However, so long as M and N are negatively curved and
have isomorphic fundamental groups, their geodesic flows are orbit-equivalent [Gro00]. This
means there exists a function a(¢,v) such that

F('v) = ¢ F(v)
forallt € R,v € T'M.
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In this section, we will use the assumption of approximately equal lengths (IL2)) to show
the time change a(t,v) is close to ¢ on sets of large measure, thereby allowing us to show the
total Liouville measures of 7'M and T'N are close.

We begin by recalling the setup from |Gro00]. The construction starts with a preliminary
I-equivariant orbit map Fo : T*M — TN which is not necessarily injective. Recall there is
a homotopy equivalence f : M — N by assumption. We can assume f is C! by using that
every continuous map is homotopic to a differentiable map; see [BP92), p. 86] and [MW9T].
Let f: M — N be a lift of f.

Let 7 be a bi-infinite geodesic in M and let ¢ = f(n) be the corresponding geodesic in N,
where f : 92M — 92N is obtained from extending the quasi-isometry f to a map OM — ON’;
see Construction 2.1l Let P : N — ¢ denote the orthogonal projection. Note this projection
is T-equivariant, i.e. YP;(x) = Pyc(yx). If (p,v) € T*M is tangent to 7, then we can define
Fo(p,v) to be the tangent vector to ¢ at the point P, o f(p). Thus Fo : T'M — T'N is
a I'-equivariant map which sends geodesics to geodesics. As such, we can define a cocycle
b(t,v) to be the time which satisfies

Fo(¢'v) = ) Fo(v).

Remark 2.23. Since f is C'! and the orthogonal projection is smooth in the t-direction, we
have t — b(t,v) is CL.

_ It is possible for a fiber of the orthogonal projection map to intersect the quasi-geodesic
f(n) in more than one point; thus, Fy is not necessarily injective. In order to obtain an
injective orbit equivalence, we follow the method in [Gro00] and average the function b(¢, v)
along geodesics. We include a proof below, since the setup will be used throughout this
section.

Lemma 2.24. Let
1 t+1
a(t,v) = f/ b(s,v)ds.
t

There is a large enough | so that t — a;(t,v) is injective for all v.

Proof. The fundamental theorem of calculus gives

d b(t+1,v) —b(t,v
L aft) = (t+1 ; (t,v)
We claim there is a large enough [ so that this quantity is always positive. To this end,
suppose b(t + [, v) — b(t,v) = 0. This means Fy(¢'v) and Fy(¢'Hv) are in the same fiber of
the normal projection onto the geodesic f(v). Since s — f(¢*v) is a quasi-geodesic, there is a
constant R, depending only on the quasi-isometry constants A and B of f, so that all points
on f(¢*v) are of distance at most R from the geodesic ¢'Fy(v) [BH13, Theorem 3.H.1.7].
Thus two points on the same fiber of the normal projection are at most distance 2R apart,
which gives

. (2.11)

A7 = B < d(f(¢'v), f(¢""1v)) < 2R.
Taking | > A(2R + B) guarantees La;(s,v) is never 0, and hence (s, v) is injective. O
Proposition 2.25. For each v € T'M, let
Fi(v) = 9O Fo(v)
for a; as in Lemma[2.2]. Then F; is an orbit equivalence of geodesic flows.



QUANTITATIVE MARKED LENGTH SPECTRUM RIGIDITY 15

Proof. Since F; sends geodesics to geodesics, there exists a cocycle k;i(t,v) so that Fi(v) =
YRV Fi(v). We need to check t + k;(t,v) is injective. Note that

l
u(0.6'0) = [ bls. o) ds
0

1/
_ 7/ b(s + £, 0) — b(t, v) ds
0
=aq(t,v) — b(t,v).
This means

Fi(d'v) = 4O Fo(o'v)
_ wal(0,¢tv)+b(t,v)‘/—_-0(v)
= I Fy(v).

Therefore, Fi(¢tv) = RtV Fi(v) = @) Fy(v), and hence

d d b(l,v)

— |i=oki(t,v) = —|i=oay( =~ 2.12

dt|t_0 1(t,v) dt|t—0al( ;) ] ( )
The proof of Lemma shows the above quantity is positive. So JF; is injective along
geodesics, as desired. O

Now we will use the assumption 1 — ¢ < %f < 1+ ¢ (Hypothesis 2.10) to say more about
this orbit equivalence.

Lemma 2.26. Let v € T*M be tangent to the axis of v and let 7 = (7). Then

b(T,v)

1—e<

<1l+e.
Proof. By definition, b(7,v) is the distance from Fo(v) to Fo(yv) = f(7)Fo(v). In addition,

if v is on the axis of 7, then F(v) is on the axis of f(v), which means b(7, v) is equal to the
£y

translation length of f(y). The hypothesis 1 —¢ < c_go < 1+ ¢ implies the translation length
of f(7) is between (1 — )7 and (1 + ¢)7, which completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.27. There is a number L with 1 +¢ < L < 1 — € such that for almost every
v ET'M, we have

b(t,v)
t

— L

ast — o0.

Proof. Let B(v) = 4|,_b(t,v) (see Remark 223). Then the fundamental theorem of calculus
implies

BT, v) = /0 B(otv) dt.
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Indeed,

T T
t _ d ¢
/0 B(o'v) dt = /0 dS‘SZO b(s, p'v) dt

T
= / di‘szo [b(s +t,v) — b(t,v)] dt (cocycle condition)
o ds

Td
= —|s=0 b t,v)dt
/0 omobls +1,0)
=b(T,v) — b(0,v).
The ergodic theorem then implies

im 220 _ [ )dut)

T—o0 T TlM

for p-almost every v, where p is normalized Liouville measure on 7M. The integral of 5 on
the right-hand side can be approximated by averaging (5 along closed geodesics (see [Sig72]).
Lemma [2.26] then implies the value of this integral is between 1 — ¢ and 1 + €. U

Now we will explicitly relate the Liouville current A on 92M and the Liouville measure
won THM. (This is a special case of a more general correspondence between geodesic-
flow-invariant measures on T"M and finite measures on 0>M due to Kaimanovich [Kai90,
Theorem 2.1].)

Let X denote the vector field on T'M which generates the geodesic flow. For every
v € T'M, we can choose local coordinates (t,zy,...,,,) near v so that /0t = X. Then
(0,21, ...,,,) defines a local smooth hypersurface Ky C T M which is transverse to X. Let
K =n(Ko) C ?M. Then [, (dw)"~' = MK).

For T' > 0 define

KT = {gbt'l} | [UNS K(), t e [O,T]} (213)
With respect to our choice of local coordinates, we have Kr = {(t,z1,...,2,,) |0 <t < T}
and w = dt. We thus obtain

w(Kr) = / w A (dw)" ™ = T/ (dw)" ™' = TA(K). (2.14)
KT Ko
Lemma 2.28. Suppose _
f M >0\ (2.15)

for some constant C'. For T > 0 and Ky C T*M a local transversal to the geodesic flow,
define Kt as in (Z13) above. For all 6 > 0, there is a large enough l (depending on Ky and
d) so that
P (Fi(Kr)) = O'(1— e = 8)(1 — o)u (Kr).

Proof. For almost ever v € Kp, Lemma gives limy_, @ = L, where 1 —e¢ < L <
14 e. By Egorov’s theorem, there is a large subset of vectors v (i.e. of measure at least
(1 — §)MM(Kp)) for which M — L uniformly in v. In fact, this subset can be taken to
be of the form Ep := Ky N7 Y(E) for some E C K C 8*2M. To see this, we compare the
convergence of M with that of M for t € [0, T]. The cocycle condition implies

b(l, ¢'v) — b(L,v)  b(t,¢'v) — b(t, v)

l l




QUANTITATIVE MARKED LENGTH SPECTRUM RIGIDITY 17

The numerator of the right hand side is bounded on the compact set [0, 7] x T* M independent
of [, so the left hand side goes to zero uniformly in v as [ — oco.

Thus we can choose large enough [ (depending on §) so that L — § < b(ll’v) < L+ 6 for all
v € Ep. Using Lemma and (2.12) we get

1—5—5§%|t:0k1(t,v)§1+5+5

for all v € Ep. The cocycle condition implies

t t
/0 %hzokl(t, ¢°v)ds = /0 %hzok‘l(s +t,v)ds = ki(t,v) — ki (0,v).
This, together with the previous inequalities, gives
l—e—=0<ktv)/t<1+ec+4.
This means
FiBr) = (MO F(w) [ € Byt € 0,T]} > {0 Filv) [0 € Bo,s € [0, (1—e—8)T]}. (2.16)
The Liouville measure of the rightmost set is (1 — ¢ — §)TAY(f(E)) by (214). Moreover,
TANE) = " (Br) = (1= 6)u" (Kr) = (1 = 6)TAY(K)
shows A (E) > (1 — §)AM(K). Then we have

PN (Fi(Er)) = p(Fi(Er))
>(1—e—0)TAN(f(E)) (equation 2.16))
>(1—e—8)TC'A\M(E) (equation 2TH)
>(1—e—6)TC'(1—)\M(K)

= C'(1—e—08)(1 —6)uM(Ky),
which is the desired result. O

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of this section, which relates the volumes of
M and N.

Proof of Theorem[I.. Let § > 0. Choose finitely many disjoint sets of the form K%, C T*M
(as defined in (2.13))) so that

S K = p(T'M) = 6.

i=1
Now choose large enough [ (depending on §) so that the conclusion of Lemma holds for
Kl.,..., Kk, simultaneously. By Theorem 20, the hypothesis of Lemma holds with
C'=(1—-Ce¥)(1—e)"!. We then have

pN(T'N) = SN (F(EG)
> C'(1—e—06)(1-0)p™(Kp)
>C'(1—e—0)(1—0)(u™(T*M) —9).

Taking § — 0 implies Vol(N) > (1 — Ce®)(1 — )" 'Vol(M). Switching the roles of M and
N in all the arguments in this section gives the estimate in the other direction. O
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3. ESTIMATES FOR THE BCG MAP

If £, = Ly, then it follows from [Ham99, Theorem A] that Vol(M, g) = Vol(XV, go). Since
L, determines the topological entropy of the geodesic flow, the entropy rigidity theorem of
Besson-Courtois-Gallot [BCG96] states there is an isometry F': M — N.

In the case where 1 — e < %? < 1+ ¢ (Hypothesis 2.10), Theorem [[.4] states the volumes

of M and N satisfy (1 — Ce?)(1 — )" < \\,1211((% < (14 Ce?)(1 + &)™, where C is a constant

depending only on n. Moreover, the entropies are related as follows.

Lemma 3.1. Let h denote the topological entropy of the geodesic flow. Then with the above
marked length spectrum assumptions we have

—h(g) < hlgo) < Th(g). 31)

Proof. This follows from the following description of the topological entropy in terms of
periodic orbits due to Margulis [Mar69:

h(g) = lim %log P(t), (3.2)

t—o00

where Py(t) = #{v|l,(v) < t}. O

We use the results of Theorem [[L4] and Lemma B to modify the proof in [BCG96] that
there is an isometry F' : M — N. More specifically, we use the same construction for the
map F as in [BCGI6] and show the matrix of dF}, with respect to suitable orthonormal bases
is close to the identity matrix.

3.1. Construction of the BCG map. From now on, we will assume N is a locally sym-
metric space. This means N is either a real, complex or quaternionic hyperbolic space or
the Cayley hyperbolic space of real dimension 16; let d = 1, 2,4 or 8 respectively.

We now normalize the metric gy so the sectional curvatures are all —1 in the case d = 1
and contained in the interval [—4, —1] otherwise. Since dim N > 3, Mostow rigidity implies
(N, go) is determined up to isometry by its fundamental group I' [Mos73]. Thus, from now
on, any constants arising from the geometry of /N, such as the diameter and the injectivity
radius, can be thought of as depending only on I'. We also rescale the metric g by the same
factor as gy in order to preserve the assumed marked length spectrum ratio in (L2) as well as
the established volume and entropy ratios. From now on, we will also assume the sectional
curvatures of (M, g) are in the interval [-A% —\?] for some constants A, A. Such constants
always exist since M is assumed to be compact; however some of our estimates will depend
on their specific values.

We first recall the construction of the map F': M — N in [BCG96]. We then summarize
the proof that F is an isometry in the case of equal entropies and volumes, before explaining
how to modify it for approximately equal entropies and volumes. . .

Given p € M, let u, be the Patterson-Sullivan measure on OM. Let f : OM — ON as
before (see Construction 2.1)). Define F(p) = bar(f.j,), where bar denotes the barycenter
map (see [BCGI6] for more details). We call F' the BCG map. By the definition of the
barycenter, the BCG map has the implicit description

[ aBr (T © =0, 53)

ON
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where £ € ON and Br ), is the Busemann function on (N ,g0). By the implicit function

theorem, the BCG map F is C' (actually, C? since Busemann functions on M are C? [Bal985),
Proposition 1V.3.2]), and its derivative dF}, satisfies

[ Hes B (B 0.0 ) €) = hlg) [ dBY (B 0)dFan)(©) (30
ON )

oN
for all v € T,M and v € Tppy N [BCGIG, (5.2)]. In light of this, it is natural to define the
following quadratic forms H and K:

(Kpipy, ) = / (HessBigy ) (0) (T (€), (3.5)

(Hpgyu, ) = /a (@Bri ) d(F.10)(©) (3.6)

where (-, -) denotes the Riemannian inner product coming from gy [BCG96|, p. 636].
Without any assumptions about the volumes or entropies, the following three inequalities
hold; see [Rua22] for the Cayley case.

Lemma 3.2. [BCG96, Lemma 5.4]

h"(g) det(H)'?
JacF(p)| < :
Jack (p)] < n™/?2  det(K)
Lemma 3.3. [BCG95, Lemma B3] Let n > 3 and let H and K be the n x n positive definite
symmetric matrices coming from the operators in (3.3) and (3.8), respectively. Then

2n(n—1)

det H (n —1)n+a—z det(H)ni—ﬁz

< )
det(K)* = (n+d —2)" qot(1 — H)rias

with equality if and only if H = %].

Lemma 3.4. [BCGY95 Lemma B4] Let H be an n X n positive definite symmetric matriz
with trace 1, where n > 3. Let 1 <a <n—1. Then

det H  _ n® "
det(I — H)* — \n(n—1)>) ~

Moreover, equality holds if and only if H = %I.

2(n—1)

Combining the above three inequalities (setting a@ = ="

h(go) = n + d — 2, we obtain:
Lemma 3.5. [BCG96, Proposition 5.2 i)]

JacF(p)| < (%)

As in the proof of [BCG96, Theorem 5.1], the above lemma relates the volumes of M and
N as follows:
h(g)

Vol(N, go) S/ | F*dVol| :/ |(JacF)dVol| < (
M M h(go)

Remark 3.6. This, together with Lemma [B.Il improves one of the inequalities in Theorem
[[.4lin the special case where N is a locally symmetric space.

) together with the fact that

)nVol(M, g). (3.7)
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With this setup in mind, the argument in [BCG96] showing that F is an isometry consists
of the following components:

(1) If the volumes and entropies are equal, then the inequalities in (B.7) are all equalities,
which gives equality in Lemma [3.5

us, equality also holds in Lemmas [5.2] and [5.0l, from which it follows that H = =~
2) Th li Iso holds in L B2 and B.3] f hich it foll hat H TIL]
and K = 24221 = M0l 1 Gee [BUGIE, p. 639].

(3) With H and K as above, the end of the proof of Proposition 5.2 ii) in [BCG96] shows

that dF), = <h(g°)> I, which means F'is an isometry in the case where the entropies

h(g)
are equal. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1 in [BCGI6].

Assuming instead that 1 — e < Eﬁﬂ < 1+ ¢, the equalities of volumes and entropies are

replaced with the conclusions of Theorem [[.4] and Lemma [B.T] respectively. Proceeding as in
the above outline, we can instead obtain estimates for ||dF}|| in terms of e:

(1) We show equality almost holds in (3.7); that is, we find a lower bound for JacF(p)
of the form S(h(g)/h(go))" for suitable 8 (Proposition [3.27]).

(2) This implies the eigenvalues of H are all close to 1/n and the eigenvalues of K are
all close to h(go)/n (Proposition B.31]).

(3) With H and K as above, we mimic the proof of [BCG96, Proposition 5.2 ii)] to obtain
bounds for ||dF,||, which completes the proof of Theorem (Proposition [3.35]).

The main difficulty is step (1), where we cannot simply mimic the arguments in [BCG96].
Indeed, with the above assumptions about the entropies (Lemma B]) and the volumes
(Theorem [[.4]), the inequalities in ([B.7]) become

(1—052)(1—5)”(1+16)n (:(;‘q(])))nVol(M)g/]w\JacF| < (%)nvol(zw),

which does not give a lower bound for the integrand. In order to obtain a lower bound for
|JacF'|, we use the above lower bound for its integral together with a Lipschitz bound for
the function p — |JacF(p)| (Proposition B.25)). The fact that this function is Lipschitz is
immediate from the fact that F' is C?; however, it is not clear a priori how the Lipschitz
bound depends on (M, g). Assuming 1 —e¢ < i—? < 1+ ¢ holds (Hypothesis 2.10) for
e sufficiently small (depending on n and T'), we will show there is a Lipschitz bound for
JacF(p) depending only on the dimension n, the fundamental group I and the bounds —A?
and —\? for the sectional curvatures of M.

3.2. Lower bound for K. Recall the BCG map F' is defined implicitly (see (B3))), and its
derivative dF), satisfies the following equation

(KAF ). u) = hlo) [ dB) ()dBos ()T ).

p;

(See (B4) and (BH).) In order to use this equation to find a Lipschitz bound for JacF(p),
we start by bounding the quadratic form K away from zero (Proposition BI7). Recall

(K eyt ) = / (Hess By (1) d 1, €). (3.8)
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Note that K depends not only on the symmetric space (N, go), but also on (M, g), since p,
is the Patterson-Sullivan measure on dM defined with respect to the metric g. We start by
recalling that K is positive-definite for any given (negatively curved) metric g on M (see
[BCG96|, Definition 3.2]). We include a detailed proof as we will refer to the arguments later.

Lemma 3.7. There is 4, > 0 so that (Kpgyu,u) > kg for all p € M,ue T}(p)]v.

Proof. First we examine the integrand in ([B.8). Fix p € M and u € T}(p)N and consider
(HessBe) p(py(u). Let vpp) e be the unit tangent vector based at F(p) so that the geodesic
with initial vector v has forward boundary point &, i.e. vp(,) ¢ is the gradient of B p(,). Let
0¢ denote the angle between vp(, ¢ and u. Then we can write © = (cos b¢)vp(y)e + (sinfe)w
for some unit vector w perpendicular to vpgye. Since (HessBe)pp)(u) = (Vuvrp)e u),
we obtain (HessBe¢)pp)(u) = sinb¢(HessBe)pp)(w). Let R denote the curvature tensor of
(N, §o). Using the formula

(HessBe) rp)(+) = \/_R(UF(p),£7 S UF(p)Es )

(see [CFO3, p. 16]) together with the fact the sectional curvatures of N are at most —1, it
follows that

(Hess Be) p(py(u) > sin® 6.
Hence, the integrand in the definition of Kp(,) is 0 if and only if ¢ = 0,7. This occurs
precisely when & = 7(4u), where 7 is the projection of a unit tangent vector to its forward
boundary point in ON. Since j,, is non-atomic, we have (f,u,)(ON\{r(£u)}) = 1 > 0. Thus
(HessBe) pp) (u) > 0 for a set of £ of positive f, u,-measure, which means K (u, u) > 0 for
all (F(p),u) € T'N.

Moreover, there is £ > 0 so that Kpg)(u,u) > & for all p € M and u € T}(p)](f. To
see this, first note (K, ppyyu,yu) = Kpp)(u,u) for all v € T, since the action of I' is by
isometries. Thus it suffices to bound K (u, u) from below as (F(p),u) € T'N varies over
a compact fundamental domain for 7' N. This follows from the fact that Kpg)(u, u) varies

continuously with respect to (F(p),u) € T*N. O

While K is positive-definite for any given negatively curved metric g on M, it is not clear
from the above analysis that there is a lower bound which is uniform in g. To this end, we
establish a type of compactness of the space of all metrics g on M with sectional curvatures
in the interval [—A% 0) and marked length spectrum satisfying 1 —e < £,/L,, < 1+ ¢
(Corollary B.10). We start with some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 3.8. The injectivity radii of (M, g) and (N, go) satisfy

(1= £)inj(M, 9) < mj(N,g0) < (1+)inj (M. g)
Proof. This follows from the fact that in negative curvature, the injectivity radius is half
the length of the shortest closed geodesic [Pet06l, p.178] together with the marked length
spectrum assumption.

Indeed, let v be the shortest closed geodesic in (M, g) and let vy be the shortest closed
geodesic in (N, gg). Then the marked length spectrum assumption gives

2(1+¢)inj(M,g) = (14 ) Ly(7) = Lgy(fo7) = Lgo(70) = 2inj(N, go).

An analogous argument gives the other estimate. O
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Lemma 3.9. There is an upper bound for diam(M) depending only on e, the dimension n,
and the fundamental group I'.

Proof. Let p and ¢ be such that diam(M) = d(p, q) and let ¢(¢) be the curve joining p and
q. Let r be the injectivity radius of (M, g). Let m be the unique positive integer such that
2(m—1)r < diam(M) < 2mr. Take balls of radius r centered at ¢(0), ¢(2r), c(4r), ..., c(2mr).
Since M is negatively curved, the volume of any such ball is bounded below by the volume
of a ball of radius  in R” [GHLI0, Theorem 3.101 ii)], which we will denote by v(r,n).
Then mov(r,n) < Vol(M) < C'Vol(N), for some C' = C(e,n) (see Theorem [[.4]). This gives
an upper bound for m, therefore
d(p,q) = diam(M) < 2rm < TCLI(N).
v(r,n)

Combining with the previous lemma gives
inj ()
1—-¢

n _CVOIN)
SARTETRO)

Finally, since N is locally symmetric, it follows from Mostow Rigidity that inj(/V) and Vol(N)
depend only on I'. U

diam(M) <

Corollary 3.10. Fiz (N, go) a rank 1 locally symmetric space of dimension at least 3, and
let M be another manifold with the same fundamental group as N. Fixe, A > 0. Let {g, }nen
be a sequence of Riemannian metrics on M with sectional curvatures in the interval [—A%,0)
and marked length spectra satisfying 1—e < Ly, /L, < 14+¢. Then there is a CY* Riemannian
metric goo on M and a subsequence {gy, tren so that the distance functions dg, converge to
dg.. uniformly on compact sets.

Proof. Let M = M(M, Dg, vy, A) be the space of all Riemannian metrics on M with diameter
bounded above by Dy, volume bounded below by vy, and absolute sectional curvatures
bounded above by A%. Then, by [GWSS, Theorem 1], the space of all such metrics is pre-
compact in the following sense: every sequence in M has a subsequence which converges in
the Lipschitz topology to a limiting metric g,, whose coordinate functions g% are of C1
regularity for some 0 < a < 1 (see [GWS8S8] for more details). Moreover, the associated
distance functions converge uniformly on compact sets [GWS8S8, p. 122].

Thus, it suffices to show any g, as in the statement of the Corollary is contained in
M(M, Dy, vg, A). First, by Lemma [3.9] these metrics all satisfy diam(M, g) < Dy for some
Dy = Dy(n,e,I"). Second, we know vol,(M) > (h(g)/h(go))"vols (N) > (1 — &)"voly, (N)
by [BCG96, Theorem 5.1 1)] and Lemma Bl Finally, the desired sectional curvature bound
holds by assumption. This completes the proof. 0

Remark 3.11. The metric space (M, go) is CAT(0) as it is a suitable limit of such spaces;
see [BH13, Theorem II.3.9].

Lemma 3.12. Suppose g, is a sequence of Riemannian metrics on M (as in the statement
of Corollary[310) so that the distance functions dg, converge uniformly to d,. . on compact

sets for some CY® Riemannian metric go.. Lift the g, and g, to metrics on M. Then for
any A > 1 there is sufficiently large k so that for all n > k we have

A7V, (p,q) < dg,(p,q) < Ady_(p.q)
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for all p,q € M. In other words, for sufficiently large n, the distance dg, on M is A-bi-
Lipschitz equivalent to d,__ .

Proof. Let D C M be a fundamental domain for M. Since dg, — dg. uniformly on M, given
any constant A > 1, there is large enough £ so that n > k implies

A7V, (p,q) < dg,(p,q) < Ady_(p.q)

for all p,q € D. We can extend these inequalities to all p,q € M as follows. Consider the
Joo-geodesic from p to ¢ in M, and let p = pq, ..., p; = q be points on this geodesic such that
each g..-geodesic segment joining p; to p;+1 is contained in a single fundamental domain of
the form vD for some v € I'. By the triangle inequality,

-1 -1

dg,(,q) <Y dg, (Dis piv1) < A dyo (pir pis1) = Ady,. (p, ).

=1 =1

An analogous argument gives the estimate in the other direction. U

Recall the CAT(0) boundary (visual boundary) M of (M,g) is defined as asymptotic
classes of geodesic rays [BH13, Definition 11.8.1]. If p € M is fixed, then for any & € dM,
there is a unique geodesic ray connecting = and ¢ [BH13, Proposition 11.8.2]. Thus, there
is a natural identification between M and the unit tangent space T, le . In light of this,
we can can make sense of the visual boundaries with respect to all our metrics g, and g
simultaneously, and we will denote this boundary by dM.

Lemma 3.13. As above, let g, be a sequence of Riemannian metrics so that the distance
functions g,, converge uniformly on compact sets to the distance function of some limiting
CY metric goo. Fixp € M and let € € M. For v € M let b*(z) := B{"(p,x) be
the associated Busemann function with respect to the g, metric, and let b>(x) be defined
analogously. Then there is a subsequence b™ converging to b> uniformly on compact sets.

Proof. Since 0" is a Busemann function, we have d,, (b"(x),b"(y)) < d,,(z,y). For any
A > 1, there is large enough k so that d,, (z,y) < Ad,_(x,y) for all n > k. So the b" form
an equicontinuous family and thus converge uniformly on compact sets to some function b
(after passing to a subsequence).

We claim b is in fact the Busemann function b°(z) on M with respect to the distance
induced by ¢... Since (M, g,) is a CAT(0) space, we use the characterization of Busemann
functions in [Bal95, Proposition IV.3.1]. First, b>°(p) = 0 since this holds for all ™ by
assumption. Second, we claim b> is convex. To see this, fix (¢, w) € T M. Let exp, denote
the exponential map with respect to the metric g,. Since each 0" is convex, we have

b" (expy (tw)) < (1 —1)b"(q) + tb" (expy (w))
for all t € [0,1]. By [Pug87, Lemma 2|, we have expy(tw) — exp;°(tw) for all ¢ € [0, 1].
Since the b converge uniformly on compact sets, taking n — oo gives
b> (expy” (tw)) < (1 —1)b>(q) + tb" (exp” (w))

for each n and all ¢ € [0, 1], which shows convexity. Third, |b"(p) — 0"(q)| < d,,(p,q) for
all n; taking n — oo shows b> has Lipschitz constant 1. Finally, we need to verify that for
any ¢ € M, there is ¢; € M with b®(q) — b®(¢1) = 1. For any n, we know there is ¢} with
b>(q) — b"(ql) = 1, and we can choose ¢} to also satisfy dgn(q,q?) = 1. By Lemma B.12]
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the ¢7 are all contained in a bounded set for sufficiently large n, and hence we can pass to
a convergent subsequence. The limit of this subsequence is the desired ¢;. 0

We now consider the Patterson—Sullivan measures ;" on OM . For any negatively curved
metric g on M, define P/ = {y € T'|d,(x,yz) <t} and let
1 P’
5(g) = limsup log(#17)

t—o0 t
Then 0(g) is independent of the choice of x (in the definition of P/), and §(g) = h(g), the
critical exponent of pf. (See [Qui06, Lemma 4.5].)
Now suppose we have a sequence of metrics g, converging to a CAT(0) metric g, of C1*
regularity, as in the conclusion of Corollary B.I0l Define §(g.,) as above.

Lemma 3.14. If d,, — d,_ on compact sets, then §(gn) = d(goo) < 00.

Proof. Fix A > 1. By Lemma B.12] there is large enough % so that for any n > k the
distances d,, and d,_ are A-bi-Lipschitz equivalent on all of M. Then P/" C P4 which
implies 0(gn) < Ad(goo). Analogously, 0(gs) < Ad(gy,). Thus,

10(g50) = 0(g)| < max(A —1,1— A71)d(gn).

Since g,, satisfies 1 — ¢ < % < 1+ ¢, Lemma 31 shows §(g,) = h(gn) < (1 — &) h(go)
for all n, where h(gp) is the topological entropy of the geodesic flow of the symmetric space
(N, go). Thus |6(gee) — I(gn)] — 0 as n — 0. O

Fix p € M and consider the sequence {ugn} of probability measures on OM. By the
Banach—Aologlu theorem, this sequence must have a weakly convergent subsequence {uz"k 1

i.e. there exists a probability measure v, such that for any continuous function ¢ on M we
have

o) d(up™)(€) = | (&) d(1)(€).
oM oM
Lemma 3.15. Suppose d,, — dg_ on compact sets. Consider any family of measures
Vot pesr on OM obtained by the above limiting procedure. Then the family {Vp}tpeir satisfies
the following properties.
(1) For allp,q € M the Radon-Nikodym derivatives satisfy ‘C%Z = exp(—0(gs0) BS_ (0, 0))-

(2) For allp € M and v € T the pushforward measures satisfy vivp = vy p.

Proof. To show 1), fix p and ¢ and take a subsequence {g,} so that both pug" — v, and
pim — vy as n — oo. For any continuous function ¢ on OM we then have

$(§) d(vg)(§) = lim [ (&) d(pg")(€)

oM =0 Jonr

=lim [ (&) exp(—d(ga) BE (p, q)) d(p")(€)

= [ (&) exp(—0(goe) BE*(p. q)) d(13)(£).

oM

In the last equality, we use Lemmas B.13] and [3.14] By an analogous argument, we also see
Velp = Uy for all v € T O
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Corollary 3.16. (See [Rob03, Lemma 1.3].) Let v as in the previous lemma. Let x € M
and let § € OM. Let c, ¢ be the unique go.-geodesic through x and §. Let

O,(y,R) ={{ € OM | c,c N B(y, R) # 0}
Then
Ve (Oz(v.7, R)) < exp(—h(g)(dy,, (z,7.7) — 2R)).

Proof. By the previous lemma, one can use the proof of [Rob03, Lemma 1.3] verbatim. [

Proposition 3.17. There is k > 0, depending only onn, &, I', A\, A, so that for all p € M
and all u € T}(p)N, we have (Kppyu,u) > K.

Proof. By Lemma [3.7) for any fixed metric g, there is x, > 0 so that (Kpg)u,u) > k4 for
all p € M, u € T}(p)N . Now let M as in the proof of Corollary [3.10] and suppose for

contradiction there is a sequence {g,,} € M so that k,, — 0. This means there are p, € M,
together with u,, € T}(pn)N, so that (Kp(,)Un, u,) — 0. By compactness of T'N, we can

assume p, — p for some p € M and also u,, — u for some u € T }(pN (after passing to a
subsequence). Thus, (HessB*)p,,)(u,) — (HessB®) p(,)(u) uniformly in €. After passing to

a further subsequence, we can assume pg" — pg>= (using Corollary 310 and Lemma [3.13).
Thus, as n — oo, we have

Kgn = Kr(p,) (Un, tn) = /8 M(Hesng)F@n)(un)exp(—h(gn)Bg(pn,p)(?*ui”)

— | (HessBs)F(p) (u) G*I/p).
aNt

Since we assumed kg4, — 0, the above limit is zero. However, the same argument as in the
proof of Lemma [3.7] shows this expression is positive. Indeed, the only fact used about g was
that the Patterson—Sullivan measure i of the complement of two points in the boundary is
positive. This still holds for v, by Corollary Thus, we have arrived at a contradiction,
and we conclude that x, is bounded away from 0 uniformly for ¢ in M. O

3.3. Lipschitz constant for JacF(p). To find such a Lipschitz constant, we start by finding
a preliminary Lipschitz estimate for F'. This uses the lower bound k for K established in
Proposition B.I71 While the fact that F is Lipschitz follows from the fact that £ is C?, it is
not clear a priori which properties of (M, g) this Lipschitz constant depends on. In the end,
this Lipschitz constant will turn out to be close to 1 in a way that depends only on e, n,I'; A
by Theorem

Lemma 3.18. Let F' be the BCG map. Then ||dF,| < @ for allp € M.

Proof. Using (B8.4]), we get the following inequality by applying Cauchy—Schwarz (see [BCG96,
(5.3)]) together with the fact that ||dB(w)| < ||w]|| for any Busemann function:
(KpdFpv,u) < h(g)]vl|]ul]
Now let ||v|| = 1 and let u = dF,(v). Then the above inequality and Proposition B.17 give
KlldF]* < (Kpg)dFy(v), dFy(v)) < h(g)[|dF,(v)].
Thus hg)
[dE ()| < ==,

K
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which completes the proof. O

Let p,q € M and let ¢(t) be unit speed the geodesic joining p and ¢ such that c(0) = p.
Let P, denote parallel transport along the curve c(t). For i = 1,2, let u; € T}(p)N and let
Ui(t) = PF

We begln by ﬁndmg a bound for the derivative of the function ¢ — (Kp(cw)Ui (1), Us(t))
for 0 <t < Tp. This bound will depend only on €, n, I',; A and Tj.

Lemma 3.19. Let K (W, u2) = (HessBe)pg)(ui, uz). Let Ui(t) = Ppeyui as above.

Then the function t — K5 Fewy (Ui(t), Ua(t)) has derivative bounded by a constant depending
only one, n, I', A.

Proof. Let X = 4|,_qF(c(t)). Then it suffices to find a uniform bound for || X (K*(Uy, Us))|
on N. Since the U; are parallel along X, we have X (K¢(Uy,Us,)) = VKS(Uy, Us, X) (see
[Car92, Definition 4.5.7]). So || X(K&(Uy,Us))|| < |[VKS|ULU]|X]. Since | X]| <
h(g)/k by the previous lemma and ||U;|| = ||Us]| = 1, it remains to control [|[VK¢||. We
claim this quantity is uniformly bounded on N.

First note that if a is an isometry fixing &, then

Ké(v,w) = K¢

o) (@0, as0).

Now fix 7o € N and let €1, €n € TxON orthonormal frame. For any other x € N, there
exists an isometry a taking z to z( fixing §~(since N is a symmetric space). As such, we can
extend the e; to vector fields F; on all of N. Then the quantity

VK*(E;, Ej, Ey) = E(K*(E;, E;)) — K8(Vg, Ei, E;) — KS(Vg, E;, E;)

is invariant by isometries a fixing &, and is thus constant on N. This shows the desired claim
that || VK| is uniformly bounded on N. The bound depends only on the symmetric space
N and hence only on the dimension n. O

Lemma 3.20. Consider the function
for 0 <t <Ty. Its derivative is bounded by a constant depending only on e,n,T', A, Ty.

Proof. Note that T.pte(€) = exp [~h(g) B, _ (p,c(t))] Tusip(€). Then

(KrapUi(0), Ualt)) = [ KU 1), Ua(0) exp [=h(9) B2 (pre(t)] Torin(€).

The first term in the integrand is bounded above as a consequence of (3.2), and this bound
depends only on the dimension n. By the previous lemma, the derivative of this function
is bounded by a constant depending only on n,e, ', A. Since |B (5)( c(t)| < d(p,c(t) <
Ty, the second term is bounded by a constant depending only on n,e,Ty. The same is
true of its derivative, since Busemann functions have gradient 1. Hence the derivative of
(Kp(eyUi(t), Us(t)) is bounded by a constant depending only on the desired parameters. [

Corollary 3.21. The function t — det Kp(. ) on the interval 0 < t < Tjy is Ly-Lipschitz
for some Ly = Li(e,n,T', A, Tp).
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Proof. By Lemma [3.20, the entries of the matrix Kp(.)) (with respect to a go-orthonormal
basis) vary in a Lipschitz way. Using (3.2)), we see that for u; and us unit vectors, the
expression Hess BY Fp).e (ul, ug) is uniformly bounded above by some constant depending only

(N ,Jo)- Since the entries of the matrix Kp () are Lipschitz and bounded, it follows the
determinant of this matrix is Lipschitz. O

Recall (34) implies

(KripdByo).u) =hlg) [ dBY, o (B0 ©)

This formula, together with the Lipschitz bound for p — det Kp(,) established in Corollary
[3.21], will allow us to find a Lipschitz bound for p — det(dF,) = JacF(p).

Lemma 3.22. Let p,q and c(t) be as above. Then the function
t— dBéw(t)é(Pc(t)U)

is N/2-Lipschitz for all v € Tle.

Proof. We have

d
£|t:0dBc(t)7§(Pc(t)v) = HessB,.o(c'(0),v) = Hess B, ¢(¢(0)", v"),

where ¢/(0)7 and vT are the components of ¢/(0) and v in the direction tangent to the
horosphere through p and £. Using that HessB, ¢ is bilinear and positive definite on gradBp £
we obtain

4Hess B, ¢('(0)",v7) < Hess B, ¢(¢'(0)" + o™, (0)" + 7).

Let o' = ¢/(0)T 4+ v and note |[v'|] < 2. Let 3(s) be a curve in the horosphere such that
B'(0) = v'. Consider the geodesic variation j(s,t) = expg (tgradBs)¢) and let J(t) =
41 0j(s,t) be the associated Jacobi field. Then J(0) = v' and J'(0) = V,gradB,,. This
means

HessB, (' (0)" + o™, &(0)T +o7) = (J'(0), J(0)).
Let x = 2v/A2 + A2. According to [BK84, 4.2],

(J(0), J(0)) < (J'(0) + xJ(0), J(0)) < |J(0)[(x = A).
)

Since [J(0)| = |[v'| <2, we get 4L |,_odBe ¢ (Pepyv) < (J'(0), J(0)) < 2A. O
Lemma 3.23. The function t — ng(c(t))’g(PF(C(t))u) is (@ + 1)-Lipschitz for all u €
Trp -

Proof. We repeat the same proof as in the previous lemma, but replacing A\? and A? with 1
and 4, respectively In this case, x — A < 1. This gives

|t OdBF(c(t ¢(Preyu) = HessBF (dF,(c(0)),u) < [dF,(c'(0)) + ul.

Since c’(O) has norm 1, the Lipschitz bound from Lemma BI8 gives |dF,(¢/(0))+u| < 22 —|—1
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.24. The function t — det Kp(s)JacF (c(t)) on the interval 0 < t < Ty is Lo-
Lipschitz, where Lo depends only on e,n, F A Tp.
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Proof. Consider the function

t— h(g) /aM ng(c(t)),f(g)(PF(C(t))u)dBy(t),g(Pc(t)v)e_h(g)Bg(p’c(t))dﬂp(f)-

The first two terms in the integrand are bounded by 1 in absolute value. The third term
is bounded above by a constant depending only on e,n,7; as in the proof of Lemma
and h(g) < (1 + ¢)h(go) by Lemma B.Il Moreover, the three terms in the integrand are
each Lipschitz — the first two by Lemmas and [3.22] respectively, and the last one as in
the proof of Lemma [3.200 Since the entries of the matrix Kp () (dF.y) are bounded and
Lipschitz, the determinant of this matrix is also Lipschitz. U

Proposition 3.25. The function p — |JacF(p)| is L-Lipschitz, where the constant L depends
only on e,n,I', A.

Proof. Since Kp(, is a symmetric matrix, it has an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors wu;.
Moreover, (Kp@p)us,u;) > k{u;,u;) by Proposition BI7 It follows that det Kppy > s
Using this, we obtain

k"|JacF (p) — JacF (q)| < | det Kpg)JacF(p) — det KpgyJack (q)|
< Lod(p, q) + |JacF (q)|| det Kpy) — det Kp(g)|  (Lemma 3.24)
< Lad(p, q) + (1 4 &)"Lrd(p, q),
where the last inequality follows from Corollary [3.21] and Lemmas and 3.1 Moreover,

Corollary 3.2 and Lemma [3.24] imply L; and L, depend only on ,n, ', A. Proposition B.17
states xk depends only on e,n, I O

Let c. := (1-Ce?)(1—¢)" be the constant from Theorem [[4satisfying c.Vol(M) < Vol(N).
(Recall C' depends only on n since N is locally symmetric.) Let ¢(n) denote the volume of
the unit ball in R™. Choose ¢y small enough so that

1—co/(14e0)”
1/(n+1)
o

-1 n _ c(n)inj(N, go)"
<
C€0 (1 + 80) < VOI( )

This is possible since the first term on the lefthand side approaches 0 as g — 0, while the
other two approach 1. Indeed, the numerator of the first term can be written as 2neg+O(g3).
The righthand side depends only on n and I, so the choice of £y depends only on n and T'.

Hypothesis 3.26. From now on, we assume ¢ < gy. (The reason for this will become
apparent in the proof of the next proposition, see ([B.9).) Then for L as in Proposition B.25]
we have L(e,n,I', A) < L(eg,n,T', A) for all e < gg. From now on, we will use L = L(n,T", A)
to denote L(gg,n, [, A).

3.4. Lower bound for |JacF (p)|. Now that we have a Lipschitz bound for JacF'(p), we can
use the fact that (M, g) and (N, go) have approximately equal volumes (Theorem [[4]) and
approximately equal entropies (Lemma B.]) to show equality almost holds in the inequality

JacF(p) < (h(g)/h(g0))" (Lemma B.5).
Proposition 3.27. There is a constant < 1, depending only on e,n,", A, such that

5 (%) < JacP(p)

for all p € M. In particular, there is a constant C = C(n, T, A) so that f =1 — Ce¥/(+1) 4
0(52/(n+1))‘
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We need two preliminary lemmas. Let v denote the measure on M coming from the
Riemannian volume.

Lemma 3.28. Let ¢ : M — R be a v-measurable function such that ¢ > 0. Suppose the
integral of ¢ satisfies 0 < [, ¢ < 6. Let B = {x € M|¢ > w} where w is some constant.
Then v(B) < 0/w.

Proof. Note that wv(B) < [, ¢ < [, ¢ <6, which gives the desired bound. O

Lemma 3.29. Let iy, denote the injectivity radius of M and let c¢(n) denote the volume of
the unit ball in R™. Fix § < c(n)(ip)™. Let B C M be an open set with v(B) < 6. Then
there is v = r(0) such that for any p € B there is ¢ € M \ B with d(p,q) < r. Moreover,
r = c(n)§*™ for some constant c(n).

Proof. Let p € B. Let ¢ € M \ B be the point such that d(p,q) = mingesnpd(p, ). Let
r = d(p,q). Then the open ball B(p,r) is contained in the set B. We consider the cases
r < iy and r > iy, separately:

In the case r < iy, we can apply Theorem 3.101 ii) in [GHL90] to obtain the inequality
VolB(p,r) > ¢(n)r™, where ¢(n) is the volume of the unit ball in R". Since B(p,r) C B, this
gives 1" < %

In the case r > iy, we do not have the above volume estimate for the ball B(p,r).
However, B(p,iyn) C B(p,7) C B so the same argument as in the first case gives a bound
(i)™ < ﬁ. This is a contradiction for small enough d, so we must be in the first case. [

Remark 3.30. We have i); > 15 where io is a constant depending only on I' (and on ¢q =
go(I")). Indeed, Lemma B.8 gives ip; > 5 + ——1iy, and i depends only on I" by Mostow rigidity
and our choice of normalization for the metric Jo-

Proof of Proposition[3.27. Let c. := (1 — Ce?)(1 — &)™ be the constant from Theorem [L4]
satisfying c.Vol(M) < Vol(N). (Recall C depends only on n since N is locally symmetric.)

Using this theorem together with the bound < 1+ ¢ from Lemma B.1] we get

1 h(g)
CE(l o (h(go)) Vol(M) < e.Vol(M) < Vol(N).

Combining with ([B.7) gives
1 h(g) \" h(g)
CE(1+5)" <h(go)) Vol(M)S/M|(JaCF)|dV01§ <h( N

Next, we apply LemmaB28 to ¢(p) = (h(g)/h(g0))" \JacF( )| > 0. In this case, we indeed
have 0 < [, ¢ <8 with 6 = (1 —c./(1+¢)") (h(g)/h(go))" Vol(M). Let v < 1 and write

o Joerr=o(22)}
Then M, ={¢ > (1 —a)(h(g)/h(g0))"}. So Lemma 328 gives

1—c./(1+¢e)"
11—«

)nw(M).

v(M\ Ma) <

Vol(M).

Let 1 —a =/ Let gy = g9(n,I") as in Hypothesis Then
v(M\ My) < c(n)(inj(M, g))", (3.9)
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so the hypotheses of Lemma [3.29 are satisfied. The lemma gives () = c(n)v(M \ M,)"/"
so that for all p € M \ M, there is ¢ € M, satisfying d(p,q) < r(¢). Applying Proposition
325 with Ty = r(gp), we then have

h(g)

a (@) < |JacF(q)| < Lr(e) + |JacF (p)|

for some L = L(n,I', A). Rearranging and applying the entropy estimate in Lemma [3.1] gives

(0= =90r(e) (12 < guclP(p)]

Let = a— (1 —e)™"Lr(e). Using a = 1 — &/ gives u(M \ M,) < Ce'~ 1+ 4
O(e2~ V) and r(e) < CeV/ D) 4 O(e2/(+1)) | where the constants C' depend only on n,
I, A So B =1—Ce/D 4+ O(e¥™*D) for some C = C(n, T, A). O

3.5. Estimates for ||dF,|. Recall Hp(,) and Kpg, are symmetric bilinear forms on Tp(p)N
(see (B.5) and (3.6])). We will use the lower bound we just established for JacF(p) in Propo-
sition to show H and K are close to scalar matrices. This will then allow us to mimic
the proof of [BCG96l Proposition 5.2 ii)] to find bounds for the derivative of the BCG map
that are close to 1.

Proposition 3.31. Let F : M — N be the BCG map and assume there is a constant 8 < 1
as in the conclusion of Proposition[3.27 so that the Jacobian of F satisfies

h(g) \"

I5; (—) < [JacF(p

) =)
for allp € M. Let Hpyy and Kpg) be the symmetmc bilinear forms on Tk, N defined in
(33) and (3.8). Then there are constants a,a’ <1 and A, A" > 1, dependmg only on 3 and
n, such that

- (0,0) < {Hrgyw,o) < A-{o,0),
a'hf‘)) (0, 0) < (Kpgpyv,v) < A’h(n ) tv,0)

for allp € M and all v € Ty, N In particular, there is a constant C = C(n,T', A) so that
a=1-— 081/2 (n+1) ‘l‘ O( 1/( n+1)) A=1+ 081/2(n+1) + 0(61/2(n+1))’ a =1-— 061/4(n+1) +
O( 1/2(n+1) ) A =1— 061/4(714-1 4 O( 1/2( n+1)) )

Remark 3.32. If N is not Cayley hyperbolic space, we can take a = o’ and A’ = A. This is
explained right after the proof of the proposition.

The lower bound on JacF(p) can be thought of as equality almost holding in Lemma 3.5
This lower bound, together with the inequalities in Lemmas and 3.3 implies equality
almost holds in Lemma [3.4], that is,

2(ntd—2) no—l " det H no—1 n
d ) < < — 1
e e It e (s D (310)
where a = 2(:__;).

In order to prove Proposition B.31], we will first show that since [ is close to 1, the matrix
H is almost %I .
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Lemma 3.33. Let H be a symmetric positive definite n X n matrix with trace 1 for n > 3.

Letl<a<n-—1andletm= (%) . Suppose

det H > B'm
det(I — H)> — ’

2(n+d—2)

where f/ = B~ »=@ and [ is as in Proposition[3.27. (Note 0 < ' < 1.) Let \; denote the
eigenvalues of H. Then there are constants a < 1 and A > 1, depending on 3 and n, such
that
Cll <\ < Al
n n
fori=1,...,n. In particular, there is a constant C = C(n,T,A) so that a = 1 — Ce'/*" 4
O(eV?), A =1+ Cel/* 4 O/,

Proof. 1t follows from [BCG95, Proposition B.5] (see [Rua22] for the Cayley case), Lemma
and Proposition that there is a constant B(n) > 0 so that

- 1\> _ 1-p
> (v3) =5

i=1

Write § = /(1 —p')/B. Then |\; — 1/n| < § implies we can take a = 1 —nd, A =
1+ nd. Recall B =1 — Ce/0+D) 4 O(e2/+D) and B = P for some p(n,d) > 1. Then
B =1— e/t L O ¥)) where (7 is a possibly different constant still depending
only on n, I, A. Thus there is a constant C = C(n,I", A) so that § = Ce/20+1) 1 O(/ (1),
So we can take a = 1 — Cel/2+) 1 O (/1)) and A = 1+ Ce'/2tD 1 O(eV/ (D) where
C' is another constant depending on the same parameters. O

Next, we need an analogue of Lemma [3.33 for the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality.

Lemma 3.34. Let L be a symmetric positive-definite n x n matriz with b < trace(L) <V
for positive constants b, b’ depending only on e,n,I', A. Suppose

1 n
det L > « (EtraceL)

for some 0 < a < 1. Let py, ..., pu, denote the eigenvalues of L. Then there are constants
a <1 and A" > 1 such that

a,trace(L) trace(L)

S/MSA/

fori=1,...,n. In particular, there is a constant C = C'(n,T',A) so that ' = 1—Cv/1 — «,
A=14+CV1-a.

Proof. We will use the approach of the proof of [BCG95| Proposition B5]. Let ¢(u1, ..., pn) =

log(py - ...« pn). Since ¢ is concave, there is a constant B > 0 so that the inequality
trace(L)\" = trace(L) >
m%u~MSm(ﬁTO—BZQw—7—
i=1

holds on the set of all p; > 0 satisfying pq + - - - + p,, = trace(L). The constant B depends
only on the function ¢. In other words, it does not depend on any topological or geometric
properties of the manifolds M and N other than the number n = dim M = dim N.
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Since L is positive definite, we know 0 < p; < trace(L) for all . So there exists T' =

2
T(e,n,T',A) such that B>, (,ui — %) < T. Following the same steps as in the proof
of [BCGY5|, Proposition B.5], we then obtain

= trace(L) 2< l—a
Z MZ_T _Bl—e*T'

i=1 T

Let 6% = (1 — a)/(B#). Then we can write § = C'y/1 — « for some C' = C(n,I', A).
Using the boundedness assumption b < trace(L) < ¥/, we conclude ¢’ = 1 — Cy/1 — o,
A'=1+Cy1—a for some C = C(n,I',A). O

Proof of Proposition[3.71. First, note that det K > a™?(h(go)/n)" follows from [BCG95,
Proposition B5] and Lemma[3.33l So equality almost holds in the arithmetic-geometric mean
inequality. By Lemmal3.34] the eigenvalues of K are between a’h(go)/n and A'h(go)/n, where
a=1-CV1—a"?2and A’ =1+ CV1 —a"/2. In terms of ¢, we have ¢’ = 1 — Ce/*+1) 4
O(2/20+0) and A’ = 1 — CeV/AmHD) 1 O(1/2040) 0

Proof of Remark[3.33. When N is a real, complex or quaternionic hyperbolic space, we can

write
d—1

K=1-H=Y JHJ, (3.11)
k=1
ford = 1, 2,4, respectively. Here, Ji,...J;_1 are the orthogonal endomorphisms at each point
defining the complex or quaternionic structure. They are parallel and satisfy J? = —Id; see
[BCGI6, p. 638]. Now recall that Lemma [B.33 gives

1 1
— < < A—
an(v,v) < (Hv,v) < An<v,v>

for all v. To prove the corresponding statement for K, first note (J H Jyu, u) = (—H Jyu, Jyu).
Since (Jyu, Jyu) = (u,u), we have

1 1
a—(u,uy < (HJpu, Jyu) < Ag<u,u>.
n

We can use equation [3.IT)) to write

T
L

(Ku,u) = (u,u) — (Hu,u) + » (HJgu, Jyu)

k=1
1 d—1
<(l-a-+A ){u, u)
n n
d—2 1 d—1
:<L+n5—+n5 )(u,u> (using a = 1 —nd, A =1+ nd)
n n n
n

By a similar argument, (Ku,u) > a™4=2(u, u). O
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Proposition 3.35. Let F' denote the BCG map, and suppose H and K satisfy the conclusion
of Proposition[3.31. Then there are constants ¢c; = c1(e,n, ', A) < 1, Co = Coy(e,n,T,A) > 1
such that for all v € TM we have

ciflvlly < [|dF(v)lg < Callvlly- (3.12)

Moreover, there is a constant C = C(n,T',A) so that ¢; = 1 — Ce'/8n+D) 4 QY4+ gnd
— 1 _I_ 061/8(114-1 _I_ O( 1/4 n+1))

Proof. We closely follow the proof of [BCG96, Proposition 5.2 ii)]. First note it suffices to
prove the claim for v a unit vector. Using the definitions of H and K together with the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

1/2
(K dF,v, u) < hlg){(Hu, )2 ( / ( )(dBp,s(v))2dup(£)) |

(See BCGI6, (5.3)].) Using the upper bound for H in Proposition B.31], the above inequality
implies

h(g) ) 2
(Fdy0,0) < VAR ) (/ (dB, (v)) dup(f)) |

Now let u = dF,(v)/||dF,(v)||. Using the lower bound for K in Proposition B.31] gives
\/* A h 1/2
Vi ([ Bern©)
a’ h(go) X (00)

Now let L = dF,odF] and let v; be an orthonormal basis for T, M. Then, since ||dB,¢(v)| <
[o]] =1, we get

X (o0)

ldE| <

n

trace(L) = Y _(Lv;, v;) = (dF,(v;), dFy(v;)) < (

=1

a’ h(go)

Combining this with Proposition B.27 and the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality gives

5 < o) )2n < [JacF(p)* = det L < (%traceL)n < (ﬂ o) >2n. (3.13)

mh<g>>2n

h(g0) a h(go)

Hence the hypotheses of Lemma [3.34] hold with o = 5%(a’)**/A™. Using the expressions for
B,d, A in Propositions and 331, we can write a = 1 —Cel/4+) L O(e!/20+D) for some
C =C(n,I',A). Lemma [3.34] thus implies
1 1
a;—traceL(v,v) < (Lv,v) = (dFyv,dF,v) < As—traceL(v,v),
n n

where a; = 1 — Ce/80+D) L O(eV/4+)) and Ay = 1+ Ce'/80+D) 1 O(£1/4+1)) | Using (B.13)

gives
g ( h(g) )2 _ (AR dF) (ﬁ h(g) )2

h(go) (v,v) “a h(go)

Hence, there is a constant C' = C(n, ', A) so that the lower bound can be written as 1 —
Cel/80+) 1 O(e!/4+1)) and the upper bound as 1+ Ce'/8+h) 1 O(!/80+1)), O
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4. SURFACES

In this section, we prove a generalization of Otal’s marked length spectrum rigidity result
for negatively curved surfaces [Ota90]. We show that pairs of negatively curved metrics on
a surface become more isometric as the ratio of their marked length spectrum functions gets
closer to 1. Aside from some background on the Liouville measure and Liouville current
from Section 2 this section does not rely on earlier parts of this paper.

Let C(2, A, A, vg, Dy) consist of all closed C*° Riemannian manifolds of dimension 2 with
sectional curvatures contained in the interval [—A?%, —\?], volume bounded below by vy, and
diameter bounded above by Dy. In this section we will prove the following theorem about
surfaces whose marked length spectra are close:

Theorem 1.1. Fiz A\, A vy, Dy > 0. Fiz L > 1. Then there exists € = (L, X\, A, vy, Dgy) > 0
small enough so that for any pair (M, g), (M, h) € C(2, A\, A, vo, Dy) satisfying

P
l—e< 22 <1+, (4.1)
Ly

there exists an L-Lipschitz map f: (M, g) — (M, h).

The space C(2, A\, A, v, Dy) has the property that any sequence has a convergent sub-
sequence in the Lipschitz topology; this is often called the Gromov compactness theorem
[GKPS99]. In this paper, we use refinements of Gromov’s theorem due to Pugh and Greene—
Wu [Pug87, [GWSS].

It follows from [GWSS] that any sequence (M, g,) € C(2,\, A, v, Dy) has a subsequence
(M, gp, ) converging in the following sense: there is a Riemannian metric gy on M such that
in local coordinates we have g/ — g¢ in the C% norm, and the limiting g5 have regularity
CYe. Additionally, the distance functions dg,, converge uniformly to dy, on compact sets;
see [GWSS| p. 122]. In particular, this implies the following:

Lemma 4.1. Given any A > 1, there is a sufficiently large k so that for all p,q € M we
have A~ dgo (P, q) < dgnk (p,q) < Ady(p,q)-

We will use Gromov compactness to prove Theorem [T by contradiction. Indeed, suppose
the statement is false. Then for every ¢ > 0, there are (M, g.), (M, h.) € C(2,A, vy, D) so
that there is no L-Lipschitz map f : (M, g.) — (M, h.). By [GWSS], there is a subsequence
en — 0 so that (M, g.,) — (M, go) and (M, h.,) — (M, hy) in the sense described above.
From now on we will relabel g., as g, and h., as h,,. To prove the main theorem, it suffices
to prove the following statement:

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, go) and (M, hy) be the Greene—Wu limits of the counterexamples
above. Then there is a map f : M — M such that for all p,q € M we have dg(p,q) =

dno (f(p), f(q))-

Proof of Theorem[11. Fix L > 1 and suppose the theorem is false. Let (M, g,), (M, h,)
be the convergent sequences of counter-examples defined above. Since (M, g,) — (M, go),

Lemma [1.]] gives large enough n so that \/E_ldgo(p, q) < dg,.(p,q) < VLdy(p,q) for all
p,q € M, and similarly for dj,, . Then Proposition gives

dg,, (p,q) < VL dny(f(p), f()) < Ly, (f(p), f(a)):
So f:(M,g,) — (M, h,) is an L-Lipschitz map, which is a contradiction. O
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4.1. The marked length spectra of (M, go) and (M, hg). To prove Proposition 2] we
will first show (M, go) and (M, hg) have the same marked length spectrum. Then we will
construct an isometry f : (M, go) — (M, hy). We use the same main steps as in [Ota90];
however, since go and hg are only of C** regularity, there are additional technicalities that
arise when verifying the requisite properties of the Liouville measure and Liouville current
in this context.

We first recall some additional properties of the limit (M, gy). By a theorem of Pugh
[Pug87, Theorem 1], this limiting metric will have a Lipschitz geodesic flow, and the geodesics
themselves are of C1! regularity. Moreover, the exponential maps converge uniformly on
compact sets [Pug87, Lemma 2], which is equivalent to the following:

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢, and ¢y denote the geodesic flows on (T*M,g,) and (T*M, go) re-
spectively. Fix T > 0 and let K C T'M compact. Then ¢tv — @hv uniformly for
(t,v) €10,T] x K.

In addition, the space (M, gg) is CAT(—\?) because it is a suitable limit of such spaces;
see [BHI13, Theorem I1.3.9]. Thus, even though the curvature tensor is not defined for the
O metric g, this limiting space still exhibits many key properties of negatively curved
manifolds. One such property, heavily used in Otal’s proof of marked length spectrum
rigidity [Ota90], is the fact that the angle sum of a non-degenerate geodesic triangle is strictly
less than 7 [Car92, Lemma 12.3.1 ii)]. This still holds for CAT(—\?) spaces, essentially by
definition [BH13| Proposition I1.1.7 4].

Moreover, we can define the marked length spectrum of (M, gy) the same way as for
negatively curved manifolds. The fact that there exists a geodesic representative for each
homotopy class is a general application of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem; see [BHI13| Proposition
1.3.16]. The proof that this geodesic representative is unique in the negatively curved case
immediately generalizes to the CAT(—)?) case; see [Car92, Lemma 12.3.3].

We will now show (M, go) and (M, hg) have the same marked length spectrum. We start
with a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let (y) be a free homotopy class. Let vy and vy, denote the geodesic represen-
tatives with respect to go and g, respectively. Write vo(t) = ¢hvy and v, (t) = ¢ v,. Then
for all 0 <t <l (), we have ¢tv, — Phvg in T*M as n — oco.

Proof. Let T =l (70). By Lemma 3] choose n large enough so that d(¢ve, dfvg) < € for
all t € [0,7T]. In particular, ¢Xvy is close to ¢l vy = vy. The Anosov closing lemma applied
to the geodesic flow on (T M, g,,) gives ¢! vy is shadowed by a closed orbit. By construction,
this closed orbit is close to 7 and is also homotopic to it, which completes the proof. 0

Proposition 4.5. The Riemannian surfaces (M, go) and (M, hg) have the same marked
length spectrum.

Proof. The previous lemma, together with Lemma A.1], implies {y, (7,,) — 4 (70) as n — oo.
Let 4, be the geodesic representatives of () with respect to the h, metrics. Then we also
have I, (n) = lny(Y0) as n — oo. Since L,, /Ly, — 1, we obtain I, (70)/ln,(Y0) = 1, which
completes the proof. O

4.2. Liouville current. Now that we have two surfaces with the same marked length spec-
trum, we will follow the method of [Ota90] to show they are isometric. Two key tools used
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in Otal’s proof are the Liouville current and the Liouville measure (both defined at the be-
ginning of Section 2.2)). In this section and the next, we will construct analogous measures
for the limit (M, go) and show they still satisfy the properties required for Otal’s proof.

Recall the Liouville current is a [-invariant measure on the space of geodesics of M:;
see Section .21 Recall as well the following relation between the cross-ratio and Liouville
current for surfaces. Let a,b,c,d € OM be four distinct points. Since OM is a circle, the
pair of points (a, b) determines an interval in the boundary (after fixing an orientation). Let
(a,b) % (¢,d) € 8*M denote the geodesics starting in the interval (a,b) and ending in the
interval (¢, d). Then

M(a,b) x (c,d)) = %[a, b, d). (4.2)

(See (24), also [Ota90, Proof of Theorem 2] and [HP97, Theorem 4.4].)

We can use the above equation to define the Liouville current \g on (M, go). Let A, denote
the Liouville current with respect to the smooth metric g,. It is then clear from Lemma 2.3]
that A\, (A) — A\g(A) for any Borel set A C 9*M.

We now recall a key property of the Liouville current used in Otal’s proof. We begin by
defining coordinates on the space of geodesics: Fix v € T*M and T' > 0, and let ¢t — n(t) be
the geodesic segment of length 7' with 7/(0) = v. Let G! denote the (bi-infinite) geodesics
which intersect the geodesic segment 1 transversally. Let b : [0,T] x (0,7) — T'M be the
map defined by sending (t,6) to the unit tangent vector with footpoint 7(¢) obtained by
rotating 7' (t) by angle §. We can then identify each vector b(t, ) with a unique geodesic in
GT' (see [Ota90, p. 155)).

When g is a smooth Riemannian metric on M, the Liouville current with respect to the
above coordinates is of the form %sin@d@ dt. The same proof works for the measure A\
defined in terms of the C** Riemannian metric go. To see this, we begin by describing the
space T,T*M. 1If £ € T, TM, then ¢ is tangent to a curve 3(t) € T M, which is in turn a vector
field along a curve b(t) € M. Let V be the Levi-Civita connection for the metric gy and let
kv(§) := Vi 3(0) denote the connector map, which is of C regularity. Let wpp : TM — M
be the natural projection; then dm(¢) = ¥/'(0). The map T,7M — T,M & T,M given by
& (dm(&), kp(§)) is an isomorphism [Bur83, 1.D].

Now for v € T'M and &, & € T, T M, define the C* 2-form

7o (&1, &) = (dmrméa, K€1) — (dmraéa, Fua).

In the case of a smooth Riemannian metric, the above formula is the coordinate expression
for the symplectic form dw defined at the beginning of Section [Bur83l 1.D]. Since the
g;; and their derivatives converge to those of g, this means 7 is the limit of the dw™ for the
metrics g,. Since each dw" is invariant under the geodesic flow ¢,,, Lemma implies 7 is
invariant under the geodesic flow gy. Therefore, we can think of 7 as a C'* 2-form on the
space of geodesics, which in turn gives rise to a measure.

Lemma 4.6. Let b: [0, 7] x (0,7) = T*M as above. Then b*t = sin 6 df dt.

Proof. Fix (t,0) and let u = b(t,0). Let 1(t) denote the coordinate curve ¢t — b(t,d). This
gives a parallel vector field along 1 making fixed angle 6 with n’. Thus if & is the vector
tangent to f; at u, we get k,& = 0 and dn&; = n/(t). This latter vector is obtained by
rotating u by angle 6, which we will denote by 6 - u.
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Next, let 5(0) denote the coordinate curve 6 — b(t,6). This is a curve in the fiber over
n(t), which means dm(§2) = 0. This curve traces out a circle in the unit tangent space, and
its tangent vector is thus perpendicular to the circle. This means k(&) = (7/2) - u.

Hence

Tot,0) (&2, &1) = (/2 - u, 0 - u) — (0,0) = sin 6,
as claimed. 0

We now claim the measure on the space of geodesics coming from the symplectic form %7‘
is equal to the Liouville current. Indeed, this follows from [Ota90, Theorem 2|. To show this
theorem is still true for (M, go), it suffices to verify the geodesic flow ¢ satisfies the Anosov

closing lemma (see the proof of Proposition 2.4]).

Lemma 4.7. The Anosov closing lemma holds for the go-geodesic flow, i.e. given d > 0,
there exist Ty > 0, dg > 0 with the following property: for any v so that d(¢'v,v) < dg
for t > Ty, there exists w tangent to a periodic orbit of length ty where |t — to| < & and
d(¢*v, p*w) < 0 for s € [0, min(¢, to)].

Proof. We can choose T and dy so that the conclusion of Anosov closing lemma holds for
all g, with n sufficiently large. Indeed, this follows from the fact that the stable/unstable
distributions of the g, geodesic flows converge uniformly on compact sets to those of the gq
geodesic flow as n — o0o; see Lemma and [Fral8, p. 105].

Now take v and t > Tj so that dy,(¢hv,v) < dp/2. Choose n large enough such that
¢ is within /2 of ¢hv. Applying the Anosov closing lemma to g, gives w and t, with
[t —to] <9, Pow = w and d(¢gv, p3w) for s € [0, min(t,¢y)]. By Lemma 4] this g,-closed
orbit is d-close to a gp-closed orbit, which completes the proof. O

Since (M, go) and (M, hg) are CAT(—)?) spaces, we can define a correspondence of
geodesics ¢ : (0°M, go) — (0°M, hg) as in Construction 21l The following fact is still
true in this context; see [Ota90l p. 156].

Proposition 4.8. Let G, C 9*>M be a coordinate chart with coordinates (t,0) and let $(G,) =
Go(v) have coordinates (t,0"). Then ¢ takes the measure sin@df dt to sin @’ df' dt'.

4.3. Liouville measure. Let u, denote the Liouville measure on T M with respect to the
metric g, on M. Let g% denote the associated Sasaki metric on 7M. Then p,, is a constant
multiple of the measure arising from the Riemannian volume form of g°. In local coordinates,
the measure 1, can be written in terms of the g% and their first derivatives. Since g — g%/
in the C1® norm, we see the measures p,, converge to a measure fi9, which is the Riemannian
volume associated to the C* Sasaki metric g5. Hence, the measure p can be written locally
as the product dm x dfl, where dm is the Riemannian volume on M coming from gy, and df
is Lebesgue measure on the circle Tle .

We now recall the average change in angle function ©’ : [0, 7] — [0, 7] from [Ota90), Section
2]. First Otal considers the function 6" : T'M x [0, 7] — R defined as follows. Given a unit
tangent vector v and an angle 6, let 6 - v denote the vector obtained by rotating v by 6.
Consider lifts of the geodesics determined by v and 6 - v passing through the same point
in M. The correspondence of geodesics ¢ (see above Proposition .8 and Construction 2.1))
takes intersecting geodesics to intersecting geodesics (since dim M = 2). Let 6'(0,v) denote

the angle between the image geodesics in (M, hy) at their point of intersection. Finally, let

O'(0) = [1,,0'(0,v)dpio(v).
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The function ©' satisfies symmetry and subadditivity properties [Ota90), Proposition 6.
Indeed, the proof of [Ota90, Proposition 6] uses the above local product structure of the
Liouville measure along with the fact that in negative curvature, the angle sum of a non-
degenerate geodesic triangle is strictly less than w. As mentioned before, this latter fact
holds for CAT(—\?) spaces as well [BHI3| Proposition I1.1.7.4].

To deduce the third key property of ©' (see [Ota90, Proposition 7] for the exact statement),
we require the following fact about po, which holds by [Sig72] in the original smooth case.
Since ¢y is a geodesic flow on a CAT(-1) space, it satisfies a sufficiently strong specification
property such that the proof of [Sig72] works verbatim in this context; see [CLT20, Theorem
3.2, Lemma 4.5].

Proposition 4.9. Let f : T'M — R be a continuous function. Let € > 0. Then there is a
closed geodesic 7y so that

fdug — ! /fdt‘<5.
T'M lgo(%) Yo

4.4. Constructing a distance-preserving map f : (M, gy) — (M, hy). Using Proposi-
tions 4.8 and [, the proof of [Ota90l, Proposition 7] shows the hypotheses of [0ta90, Lemma
8] are satisfied. Thus, the function ©" defined at the beginning of Section is the identity.
From this, it follows that ¢ takes triples of geodesics intersecting in a single point to triples
of geodesics intersecting in a single point; see the proof of [Ota90, Theorem 1]. We then
define f : (M, go) — (M, ho) exactly as in [Ota90]: given p € M, take any two geodesics
through p. Then their images under ¢ must also intersect in a single point, which we call
f(p). Then f is distance-preserving and I'-equivariant by the same argument as in [Ota90].
This proves Proposition .2, and hence Theorem [[1lis proved.
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