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Abstract

We prove that for any countable acylindrically hyperbolic group G, there exists a
generating set S of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph I'(G, S) is hyperbolic,
|oT(G, S)| > 2, the natural action of G on I'(G, S) is acylindrical, and the natural action
of G on the Gromov boundary oT'(G,.S) is hyperfinite. This result broadens the class
of groups that admit a non-elementary acylindrical action on a hyperbolic space with a
hyperfinite boundary action.

1 Introduction

Hyperfiniteness is a property of countable Borel equivalence relations that measures their
complexity. It is a classical topic in descriptive set theory that has been attracting people’s
interest for decades and its research is still active to this day. Because any countable Borel
equivalence relation is the orbit equivalence relation of a Borel action of a countable group
by the Feldman-Moore theorem (see Definition 2.6 and [7]), people have investigated orbit
equivalence relations of group actions. Historically, study on amenable groups preceded
toward a long standing open problem asking whether all orbit equivalence relations of Borel
actions of countable amenable groups are hyperfinite. Remarkable progress on this problem
includes partial yet crucial results for Z™" in [21], finitely generated groups with polynomial
growth in [13], countable Abelian groups in [9], and polycyclic groups in [4].

On the other hand, there was not much progress made for non-amenable groups until
very recently and this is the focus of this paper. To the best of my knowledge, the only
result of hyperfiniteness in absence of measures in non-amenable case before 2010s was
obtained by Dougherty, Jackson and Kechris in [6], where they proved that the action
of the free group F> on the Gromov boundary is hyperfinite. A breakthrough in this
direction was achieved by Huang, Sabok, and Shinko in [11] where they generalized this
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result to cubulated hyperbolic groups. In [16], Marquis and Sabok succeeded in proving
hyperfiniteness of boundary actions of hyperbolic groups in full generality. This was further
generalized to finitely generated relatively hyperbolic groups by Karpinski in [14]. Other
important results in non-amenable case are [20] by Przytycki and Sabok, where they proved
that actions of mapping class groups on the Gromov boundaries of the arc complex and
the curve complex are hyperfinite, and [18] by Naryshkin and Vaccaro, where they proved
that boundary actions of hyperbolic groups have finite Borel asymptotic dimension, which
strengthen [16].

Most of the above results in non-amenable case can be summarized by saying that the
involved groups admit a non-elementary acylindrical action on a hyperbolic space with a
hyperfinite action on the Gromov boundary. In this paper, we show that this is true for a
much wider class of groups by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. For any countable acylindrically hyperbolic group G, there exists a generat-
ing set S of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph T'(G, S) is hyperbolic, |0T'(G, S)| >
2, the natural action of G on I'(G,S) is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary JU(G, S) is hyperfinite.

Note that acylindrically hyperbolic groups do not need to be finitely generated. The new
portion of Theorem 1.1 is the hyperfiniteness of the action on the Gromov boundary, while
the other conditions were proved by Osin in [19]. Also, the generating set S in Theorem 1.1 is
the same as the one constructed in [19, Theorem 5.4]. The class of acylindrically hyperbolic
groups is broad and includes many examples of interest: non-elementary hyperbolic and
relatively hyperbolic groups, all but finitely many mapping class groups of punctured closed
surfaces, Out(F,,) for any n > 2, directly indecomposable right angled Artin groups, non
virtually cyclic graphical small cancellation groups including some Gromov monsters (see
[10]), one relator groups with at least 3 generators, Higman group, most orientable 3-
manifold groups (see [17]), and many others. Proving hyperfiniteness in this broad class
faces some difficulties that didn’t appear in previous results. For exmaple, for acylindrically
hyperbolic groups, there is no canonical generating set in general, local compactness of
geodesic ray bundles is lacking (see [16, Section 1]), and elements of the Gromov boundary
may not be represented by geodesic rays. We circumvent these difficulties by bringing
a new insight on the Gromov boundaries of acylindrically hyperbolic groups, which we
explain in Section 3 and Section 6, and by building on the work of Naryshkin and Vaccaro
in [18]. In [18], given a hyperbolic group G with a finite symmetric generating set .S, they
constructed an injective Borel measurable map from 0G to SV that Borel reduces a finite
index subequivalence relation of the orbit equivalence relation EgG to the tail equivalence
relation F;(S), thereby hyperfiniteness of E;(S) implied hyperfiniteness of ES”.

Moreover, Theorem 1.1 has the following application to topological amenability of group
actions. Corollary 1.2 is interesting, because it contrasts with the fact that some Gro-
mov monsters are acylindrically hyperbolic and these groups don’t admit a topologically
amenable action on any compact Hausdorff space as they’re non-exact.



Corollary 1.2. For any countable acylindrically hyperbolic group G, there exists a generat-
ing set S of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph I'(G, S) is hyperbolic, |0T'(G, S)| >
2, the natural action of G on I'(G,S) is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary oT'(G, S) is topologically amenable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the necessary definitions and
known results about hyperfinite Borel equivalence relations and acylindrically hyperbolic
groups. In Section 3, we introduce a new way to represent elements of the Gromov boundary
of an acylindrically hyperbolic group for a nice generating set by building on the work of
Osin in [19]. In Section 4, we give a proof of Theorem 1.1 by using techniques developed
in Section 3. In Section 5, we introduce topological amenability of group actions and prove
Corollary 1.2. In Section 6, we summarize more results on the Gromov boundaries of
acylindrically hyperbolic groups that are not necessary in the proof of Theorem 1.1 but are
of independent interest for possible future use. Section 6 is independent of Section 4 and
Section 5 and can be read as another continuation of Section 3.

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank the anonymous referee for many helpful com-
ments, which greatly improved exposition of this paper.

2 Preliminary

2.1 Descriptive set theory

In this section, we review concepts in descriptive set theory.
Definition 2.1. A Polish space is a separable completely metrizable topological space.

Definition 2.2. A measurable space (X, B) is called a standard Borel space, if there exists
a topology O on X such that (X, Q) is a Polish space and B(O) = B holds, where B(O) is
the o-algebra on X generated by O.

Definition 2.3. Let X be a standard Borel space and E be an equivalence relation on X.
E is called Borel, if E is a Borel subset of X x X. FE is called countable (resp. finite), if for
any x € X, the set {y € X | (z,y) € E} is countable (resp. finite).

Remark 2.4. The word “countable Borel equivalence relation” is often abbreviated to
“CBER”.

Definition 2.5. Let X be a standard Borel space. A countable Borel equivalence relation
E on X is called hyperfinite, if there exist finite Borel equivalence relations (E,)_; on X
such that E, ¢ E,,1 forany ne N and F = U;'Lozl E,.

Definition 2.6 and Definition 2.8 are two important examples of CBERs in this paper.



Definition 2.6. Suppose that a group G acts on a set S. The equivalence relation E*g on
S is defined as follows: for z,y € S,

(z,y) € B3 «— 3geGst. gr=y.
Eg is called the orbit equivalence relation on S.

Lemma 2.7 is straightforward, but we record the proof for convenience of readers.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that a countable group G acts on a standard Borel space S as Borel
isomorphism, then Eg; is a CBER.

Proof. For any g € G, the set Graph(g) defined by Graph(g) = {(z,g9x) € S x S | x € S}
is Borel since g: S — S is Borel measurable. Since G is countable and we have Eg =
U e Graph(g), the set Eg is also Borel, being the countable union of Borel sets. Finally,

for any x € S, the orbit equivalence class of x is exactly Gz, which is countable since G is
countable. Thus, Eg is a CBER. O

Recall that any countable set  with the discrete topology is a Polish space. Hence, QY
endowed with the product topology is a Polish space.

Definition 2.8. Let Q be a countable set. The equivalence relation £;(€2) on QY is defined
as follows: for wy = (51,89, ), w1 = (t1,t2,---) € QN

(wo,w1) € Ey() < In,Im e N U {0} s.t. Vi € N, sy i = tpi-
E4(Q) is called the tail equivalence relation on Q.

We list some facts needed for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Proposition 2.9 is a particular
case of [6, Corollary 8.2].

Proposition 2.9. (cf. [6, Corollary 8.2]) For any countable set ), the tail equivalence
relation Ey(Q) on QY is a hyperfinite CBER.

Proposition 2.10. [13, Proposition 1.3.(vii)] Let X be a standard Borel space and E,F
be countable Borel equivalence relations on X. If E < F, E is hyperfinite, and every
F-equivalence class contains only finitely many E-classes, then F' is hyperfinite.

2.2 The Gromov boundary of a hyperbolic space

In this section, we review the Gromov boundary of a hyperbolic space. For more on the
Gromov boundary, readers are referred to [2].



Definition 2.11. Let (S,ds) be a metric space. For z,y,z € S, we define (,y)? by

(0,95 = 5 (ds(z,2) + ds(y, 2) — ds(z.1) 1)

Proposition 2.12. For any geodesic metric space (S,dg), the following conditions are
equivalent.

(1) There exists § € N satisfying the following property. Let x,y,z € S, and let p be a geodesic
path from z to x and q be a geodesic path from z to y. If two points a € p and b € q satisfy
ds(z,a) = ds(z,b) < (z,y)S, then we have dg(a,b) < 4.

(2) There exists 6 € N such that for any w,z,y,z € S, we have

(2,2)3 = min{(z, ), (4, 2)3} — 0.

Definition 2.13. A geodesic metric space S is called hyperbolic, if S satisfies the equivalent
conditions (1) and (2) in Proposition 2.12. We call a hyperbolic space d-hyperbolic with
d € N, if § satisfies both of (1) and (2) in Proposition 2.12. A connected graph I' is called
hyperbolic, if the geodesic metric space (I',dr) is hyperbolic, where dr is the graph metric
of T.

In the remainder of this section, suppose that (S,dg) is a hyperbolic geodesic metric
space.

Definition 2.14. A sequence ()5, of elements of S is said to converge to infinity, if
we have lim; j_,o0(7i,7;)5 = oo for some (equivalently any) o € S. For two sequences
(@n)r_1, (Yn)s_; in S converging to infinity, we define the relation ~ by (z)p; ~ (Yn)jey
if we have lim; j_o0(7,y;)5 = o0 for some (equivalently any) o € S.

Remark 2.15. It’s not difficult to see that the relation ~ in Definition 2.14 is an equivalence
relation by using the condition (2) of Proposition 2.12.

Definition 2.16. The quotient set S is defined by
0S = {sequences in S converging to infinity}/ ~
and called Gromov boundary of S.

Remark 2.17. The set 05 is sometimes called the sequential boundary of S. Note that
0S sometimes coincides with the geodesic boundary of S (e.g. when S is a proper metric
space), but this is not the case in general.

Definition 2.18. For o€ S and £, e S U 05, we define (£,7)5 by
& m)5 = Sup{lziljnjgf(wi,yj)f 1€ = [(@n)nzi]sn = [(wn)nal}, (2)

where we define & = [(zy)] as follows. If £ € 0S5, then (zy);, is a sequence in S

converging to infinity such that £ represents the equivalence class of (z,,)5_,. If £ € S, then

(), is constant with =, = . We define n = [(y,);_;] in the same way.



Proposition 2.19. For any hyperbolic geodesic metric space (S,dg), there exists a unique
topology Og on S U dS such that the relative topology of Og on S coincides with the metric
topology of ds and for any £ € 0S and o € S, the sets (U(o,&,n))_, defined by

U(07§7n) = {nesuas | (7775)5 >77,}

form a neighborhood basis of Og at &.

Remark 2.20. When a group G acts on S isometrically, this action naturally extends to the
homeomorphic action on S U 05.

The following proposition is a variation of [2, Proposition 3.21] and can be proved in
the same way. Indeed, in the statement of [2, Proposition 3.21], the domain of D below is

(09)2.

Proposition 2.21. For any o € S, there exist a map D: (S U 85)? — [0,00) and constants
e, > 0 with € < /2 — 1 satisfying the following three conditions.

(i) D(z,y) = D(y,x) for any z,y € S L 0S.
(i) D(z,z) < D(z,y) + D(y, 2) for any z,y,z€ S U dS.

(iii) (1 — 25’)6—5(%34)5 < D(z,y) < e==@3 for any z,y € S U AS.

For convenience, if (x,y)5 = o, then we define e—s@w)3 = 0.

Remark 2.22. For any = € S, we have (1 — 2¢/)e =ds(en) < infyesuos D(z,y) by
supyesuas(ar,y)g < dgs(o,z). Hence, the map D in Proposition 2.21 is not a metric on
(S U 0S)?. However, D is a metric on (05)?. This metric D|g)2 is called a visual metric
and the metric topology of D|g)2 on (05 )2 coincides with the relative topology of Qg in
Proposition 2.19.

2.3 Hull-Osin’s separating cosets of hyperbolically embedded subgroups

In this section, we review hyperbolically embedded subgroups and Hull-Osin’s separating
cosets. The notion of separating cosets of hyperbolically embedded subgroups was first
introduced by Hull and Osin in [12] and further developed by Osin in [19]. There are two
differences in the definition of separating cosets in [12] and in [19], though other terminolo-
gies and related propositions are mostly the same between them. This difference is explained
in Remark 2.33. With regards to this difference, we follow definitions and notations of [19]
in our discussion. We begin with defining auxiliary concepts.

Definition 2.23. Let m,n € Z and let I" be a connected graph with the graph metric dr.
A path p in T is a graph homomorphism from one of [m,n], [m, ), or R to I', where each
domain is considered as a graph with a vertex set Z n[m, n], Zn[m, ), and Z respectively.



When we want to emphasize that the domain is [m, o0) (resp. R), we call p an infinite path
(resp. bi-infinite path). A subpath q of a path p is a path obtained by restricting p to a
subset of the domain of p. For vertices x and y of I', a path p from x to y is a path p with
the domain [m,n] satisfying p(m) = x and p(n) = y. We also denote the initial point x of
p by p_ and the terminal point y by py. A path p is called closed, if p_ = p,. Similarly, an
infinite path p from x is a path satisfying p(m) = x and we denote the initial point x of p by
p—. A path p is called geodesic, if p is a distance-preserving map from its domain to (I", dr).
An infinite geodesic path is also called a geodesic ray. Since geodesic paths are injective,
we often identify their images with maps. For example, we will denote a geodesic ray p by
p = (zg, z1, T2, -+ ) where each z; is a vertex of I and each pair (z;, z;+1) is adjacent. Also,
for a geodesic path p, if ¢ is its subpath from z to y (resp. its infinite subpath from z), we

denote ¢ by Dlz.y] (resp. p[x,oo))'

Remark 2.24. For two paths p and ¢ satisfying p. = ¢_, we can define the path pq by
concatenating p and ¢. Also, for a path p from z to y, we can define the path p~! to be the
path from y to x obtained by reversing the direction of p.

Remark 2.25. For vertices x and y of I', we sometimes denote a geodesic path from z to y
by [z, y], though it’s not necessarily unique.

Definition 2.26. Suppose that G is a group, X is a subset of G, and {H)})ep is a
collection of subgroups of G such that the set X U |J,cn Hx generates G. We denote
H = hea(HX\{1}) and X 1 H to mean sets of labels. Note that these unions are disjoint
as sets of labels, not as subsets of G. Let I'(G, X LH) be the Cayley graph of G with respect
to X uH, which allows loops and multiple edges, that is, its vertex set is G and its positive
edge set is G x (X wH). The graph I'(G, X uH) is called a relative Cayley graph. For each
A € A, we consider the Cayley graph I'(Hy, H)\{1}), which is a subgraph of I'(G, X 1 H),
and define a metric dy: Hy x Hy — [0, 0] as follows. We say that a path p in I'(G, X U H)
is A-admissible, if p doesn’t contain any edge of I'(H), H)\{1}). Note that p can contain an
edge whose label is an element of H) (e.g. the case when the initial vertex of the edge is not
in Hy) and also p can pass vertices of I'(Hy, H\\{1}). For f,g € H), we define c@\(f g) to
be the minimum of lengths of all A-admissible paths from f to g. If there is no A-admissible
path from f to g, then we define d,\(f g) by d,\(f g) = . For convemence we extend dy
to dy: G x G — [0,00] by defining d)\(f7 ) = d)\(l f~lg) if f~lg € Hy and dA(f, ) =
otherwise. The metric d; y is called the relative metric.

Definition 2.27. Suppose that G is a group and {H)}ea is a collection of subgroups of G.

For a subset X of G, {H)}xea is said to be hyperbolically embedded in (G, X) (and denoted
by {Hx}xea —n (G, X)), if it satisfies the two conditions below.

(1) The set X U (| Jyep Ha) generates G and the graph I'(G, X 1 H) is hyperbolic.

(2) For any \ € A, (H)\,d)\) is locally finite, i.e. for any n e N, {g e H), | d)\(l g) <n}is
finite.



A collection of subgroups {H)}ea is also said to be hyperbolically embedded in G (and
denoted by {Hx}xen ——n G), if there exists a subset X of G such that {Hy}xen —n (G, X).

In the remainder of this section, suppose that {H)} ea is hyperbolically embedded in
(G, X) as in Definition 2.27. We next prepare concepts to define separating cosets.

Definition 2.28. [19, Definition 4.1] Suppose that p is a path in the relative Cayley graph
I'(G,X uH). A subpath g of p is called an H)-subpath if the labels of all edges of ¢ are
in Hy. In the case that p is a closed path, ¢ can be a subpath of any cyclic shift of p.
An Hy-subpath ¢ of a path p is called Hy-component if ¢ is not contained in any longer
H)-subpath of p. In the case that p is a closed path, we require that ¢ is not contained in
any longer Hy-subpath of any cyclic shift of p. Furthermore, by a component, we mean an
H)-component for some H)y. Two Hy-components ¢; and go of a path p are called connected,
if all vertices of ¢1 and g9 are in the same Hy-coset. An H)-component ¢ of a path p is
called isolated, if q is not connected to any other Hy-component of p.

Remark 2.29. Note that all vertices of an Hy-component lie in the same Hy-coset.

Proposition 2.30 is a particular case of [5, Proposition 4.13] and plays a crucial role in
this paper.

Proposition 2.30. [12, Lemma 2.4] There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any
geodesic n-gon p in I'(G, X uH) and any isolated Hy-component a of p, we have

~

dy(a_,aq) < nC.

In the remainder of section, we fix any constant D > 0 with

D > 3C. (3)

We can now define separating cosets.

Definition 2.31. [19, Definition 4.3] A path p in I'(G, X u #H) is said to penetrate a coset
xH) for some A € A, if p decomposes into piaps, where p1,po are possibly trivial, a is an
H)y-component, and a_ € xH). Note that if p is geodesic, p penetrates any coset of H)
at most once. In this case, a is called the component of p corresponding to xH) and also
the vertices a— and ay are called the entrance and exit points of p and are denoted by
pin(xH)y) and poy(zH)) respectively. If in addition we have dy(a—,a4) > D, then p is said
to essentially penetrates xH)y. For f,g € G and A\ € A, if there exists a geodesic path from
ftoginI'(G, X L H) which essentially penetrates an H)y-coset xHy, then xH) is called an
(f,g; D)-separating coset. The set of all (f, g; D)-separating cosets of subgroups from the
collection {H}xen is denoted by S(f,g; D).

Remark 2.32. If a geodesic path p penetrates an Hy-coset xH), then the component a of
p corresponding to xH) consists of a single edge and is isolated in p by minimality of the
length of p.



Remark 2.33. First, in [12, Definition 3.1], whenever f, g € G are in the same Hy-coset zH)
for some A € A, zH) is included in S(f, g; D), but in our Definition 2.31, S(f, g; D) can be
empty even in this case. Secondly, in [12, Definition 3.1], separating cosets are considered
for each subgroup H) separately, being denoted by Sx(f, g; D), but in our Definition 2.31,
we consider separating cosets of all subgroups from the collection {H)} ep all together.

The following lemma is immediate from the above definition.

Lemma 2.34. For any f,g,h € G and any A € A, the following hold.

(a) S(f,g9;D) = S(g, f; D).
(b) S(hf,hg; D) = {haHy | xHx € 5(f,9; D)}.

We list some results on separating cosets so that readers have a better understanding.

Lemma 2.35. (cf. [19, Lemma 4.5]) For any f,g € G and any vHy € S(f, g; D), every path
in T'(G, X uH) connecting f to g and composed of at most 2 geodesic segments penetrates
zH).

The following lemma makes S(f, g; D) into a totally ordered set.

Lemma 2.36. [19, Lemma 4.6] Let f,g € G and suppose that a geodesic path p from
f to g penetrates a coset xHy for some X € A and decomposes into p = piaps, where
p1,p2 are possibly trivial and a is a component corresponding to xHy. Then, we have

dxon(f,a—) = dxon(f,zH)y).

Definition 2.37. [19, Definition 4.7] Given any f, g € G, a relation < on the set S(f, g; D)
is defined as follows: for any Cy,Cy € S(f, g; D),

Cl =< 02 = quH(f, Cl) < quH(f? CZ)

Lemma 2.38. [19, Lemma 4.8] For any f,g € G, the relation < is a linear order on
S(f,g9; D) and any geodesic path p in T'(G,X u H) from f to g penetrates all (f,g;D)-
separating cosets according to the order <. In particular, S(f,g; D) is finite. That is,

S(f,g:D) ={C1 < Co < -+ < Cp}

for some n € N and p decomposes into p = p1aq - - - ppanpPnr1, where a; is the component of
p corresponding to C; for each i€ {1,--- ,n}.

2.4 Acylindrically hyperbolic group

Theorem 2.39 is a simplified version of [19, Theorem 1.2]. For more details on acylindrically
hyperbolic groups, readers are referred to [19].



Theorem 2.39. For any group G, the following conditions are equivalent.

(AH,) There exists a generating set X of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph T'(G, X)
is hyperbolic, |0T'(G, X)| > 2, and the natural action of G on I'(G, X)) is acylindrical.

(AHy) G contains a proper infinite hyperbolically embedded subgroup.

Definition 2.40. A group G is called acylindrically hyperbolic, if G satisfies the equivalent
conditions (AH;) and (AH,4) from Theorem 2.39.

The following results were obtained in [19, Section 5] in proving the implication
(AH4) = (AH;) in Theorem 2.39. In Theorem 2.41 below, we consider separating cosets
for {Hx}xen —n (G, X) and the metric dp(q,y ) (-, ) is denoted by dy (-, ) for brevity.

Theorem 2.41 (cf. [19, Theorem 5.4, Lemma 5.10]). Suppose that G is a group, X is
a subset of G, and {H\})ep is a collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in
(G,X). Let C > 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and let D > 0 satisfy D = 3C as in (3). We also
define the subset Y of G by

Y={yeG|S(1,y;D) =} (4)

Then, we have for any f,g € G,

Sldvon(f,0) = 1) < |S(7,65 D)| < 3y nl /. ). 9

If in addition A is finite, then the following hold.

(a) {Hx}ren —n (G,Y).

(b) The action of G on I'(G,Y L H) is acylindrical.
Remark 2.42. In [19, Section 5], the condition |A| < o0 is assumed in all lemmas for proving
(AH,) = (AH;) including [19, Lemma 5.10], which corresponds to the inequality (5) in
Theorem 2.41. However, the condition |A| < o is not used in the proof of [19, Lemma

5.10], so we omit it in (5) for our discussion in Section 3 and Section 6. Actually, the
condition |A| < oo is not used in the proof of [19, Theorem 5.4 (a)] either.

Lemma 2.43. [19, Lemma 5.12] Let G be a group, H a subgroup of G, X a subset of G.
If H is non-degenerate (i.e. H is a proper infinite subgroup of G) and H —, (G, X), then
the action of G on T'(G, X 1 H) is non-elementary (i.e. |0I'(G, X u H)| > 2).

3 Path representatives of the Gromov boundary

Throughout this section, suppose that G is a group, X is a subset of G, and {H)}xea
is a collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in (G, X). Let C > 0 as in
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Proposition 2.30 and fix D > 0 satisfying D > 3C as in (3). We also define the subset Y of
GbyY ={yeG|S(l,y; D) = &} as in Theorem 2.41.

In this section, we will show that elements of the Gromov boundary of the Cayley graph
I'(G,Y u H) are represented by nice geodesic rays in I'(G, X 1 H) (see Proposition 3.22).
The nice geodesic rays are characterized by penetrating infinitely many cosets deeply enough
(see Lemma 3.20). By using these path representatives of boundary points, we will extend
the notion of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets to allow a point in the Gromov boundary (see
Definition 3.25). We will also investigate the relation between the path representatives and
the topology of oT'(G,Y w H) (see Proposition 3.23 and Proposition 3.29).

For brevity, we will denote dp(q, x3)(-, ") and (-, -).F(G’XHH) by dxox(-,-) and (-, )XV
respectively (see (1)). This will be the same for I'(G,Y 1 H) as well. We also emphasize
that we will consider separating cosets and relative metrics for {H)} er —n (G, X), hence
we use the notations S(-,-; D) and dy(-, ) without including X in them.

As preparation of our discussion, we list auxiliary results that immediately follow from
Section 2.3 but have not been recorded explicitly. They’re from Lemma 3.1 up to Lemma
3.5.

Lemma 3.1. Let p be a geodesic path in I'(G,X L1 H) between two vertices and q be a
subpath of p, then we have S(q—,q+; D) < S(p—,p+; D).

Proof. Let p = p1qps be decomposition of p into subpaths p1, ¢, and ps. For any Hj-coset
xHy € S(q—,q+; D), there exists a geodesic path « in I'(G, X u H) from ¢_ to g4 that
essentially penetrates xHy. Since pjaps is a geodesic path in I'(G, X 1 H) from p_ to p;
that essentially penetrates zH), we have zH) € S(p—,p4+; D). O

Lemma 3.2 means that if two geodesic paths from the same point penetrate the same
coset, then their entrance points are close.

Lemma 3.2. Let o € G and suppose that B is an H)y-coset for some X\ € A and that p,q are
(possibly infinite) geodesic paths from o in I'(G,X 1 H) that penetrate B. Then, we have
dx(pin(B), qin(B)) < 3C.

Proof. Let x = pin(B) and y = ¢;,(B) for brevity and let e be the edge in I'(G, X 1 H)
from x to y whose label is in H). Since p, g are geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H) and penetrates B,
e is an isolated component in the geodesic triangle p[ovx]e(q[oyy])_l by Remark 2.32. This

implies c@\(az, y) < 3C by Proposition 2.30. O

Lemma 3.3 means that the distance between two cosets can be measured by a geodesic
path penetrating both of them.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that p is a (possibly infinite) geodesic path in T'(G, X 1 H) from
p— € G. If p penetrates two distinct cosets Cy, Cy satisfying dx o (p—, Co) < dxon(p—,Ch),
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then we have

dx o1 (Pout(Co), pin(C1)) = dx 1 (Co, Ch).

Proof. Let p = piap2bps be decomposition of p into subpaths such that a,b are com-
ponents of p corresponding to Cy, (' respectively. By a; € Cp and b_ € (4, we have
dx 1 (Co,C1) < dxon(as,b_). Suppose for contradiction that there exist z € Cy,y € Cy
such that dx x(z,y) < dxowx(as,b-). By z,a- € Cy and y,by € Cp, we have
dxon(a—,x) <1 and dx x(y,by) < 1. This implies

dxon(a—,by) <dxon(a—,z) +dxon(z,y) + dxon(y, by)
<1+ dXUH(a+7b—) +1= dXUH(a—7b+)7

which is a contradiction. Hence, we also have dx 3 (a+,b-) < dx_3(Co, C1). O

p Co Ch Cj Ci

T

€1

Yo 2

Figure 1: Proof of Lemma 3.4 Figure 2: Proof of Lemma 3.5

Lemma 3.4 is analogous to Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Co,Cy are cosets of Hy,, Hy, respectively with Co # C1 and
that p,q are (possibly infinite) geodesic paths in I'(G, X uH) from p_,q_ € G respectively
that penetrate Cy and Cy satisfying dx o (p—, Co) < dxon(p—,C1) and dxon(q-,Co) <
dxon(g—,C1). Then, we have dy,(Pout(Co), @out (Co)) < 4C and dy, (pin(C1), ¢in(C1)) < 4C.

Proof. Let xo = pout(Co), 1 = pin(C1), Y0 = qout(Co),y1 = ¢in(C1) for brevity and let eq, e;
be edges in I'(G, X 1 H) such that eg is from xg to yo with its label in H,, and e; is from
r1 to y1 with its label in Hy,. Since the subpaths pz 211, q[y,,y,] don’t penetrate Cp nor Cy
by Remark 2.32 and we have Cy # C1, ep and e; are isolated components of the geodesic
quadrilateral eoq[ymyl]el_l(p[moyxl])_l. This implies dy,(zo,yo) < 4C and dy, (x1,11) < 4C
by Proposition 2.30. O

Lemma 3.5 is useful to find separating cosets of a pair of elements in G.

Lemma 3.5. Leto,z,y € G and S(o,z; D) = {Cy < Cy < --- < Cy}. If a geodesic path q in
I'(G, X uH) from o to y penetrates C; for some i € {1,--- ,n}, then we have C; € S(o,y; D)
for any 7 with j < 1.
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Proof. Let q penetrate C; and j € N satisfy j < i. By C;j € S(o,x; D), their exists a geodesic
path p in I'(G, X 1 #H) from o to = that essentially penetrates C;. Note that p penetrates
C; by Lemma 2.38. Let p = p1ap2, ¢ = q1bga be decomposition of p, ¢ into subpaths such
that a, b are Hy-component of p, ¢ corresponding to C; respectively. Let e be the edge from
a— to by in I'(G, X uH) whose label is in Hy. Since we have dx 3 (0,a-) = dxn(0,b-) =
dx 1 (0,C;) by Lemma 2.36, the path pjeqs from o to y is geodesic in I'(G, X u H) and
essentially penetrates C;. This implies C; € S(o,y; D). O

First of all, we verify hyperbolicity of I'(G,Y u H). Lemma 3.7 is straightforward from
[1, Proposition 3.1], which is stated below in a simplified way, but we write down the proof
for completeness. Also, Lemma 3.7 (a) is actually known by [19, Lemma 5.6] since its proof
doesn’t use the condition |A| < oo (see Remark 2.42). Lemma 3.7 (b) is new and plays an
important role in this paper together with the inequality (5) in Theorem 2.41.

Proposition 3.6 (cf. [1, Proposition 3.1]). Given h = 0, there exists k(h) = 0 with the
following property. Suppose that I' is a connected graph and that for each pair of vertices

x,y € I', we have associated a connected subgraph L(x,y) of T with x,y € L(x,y) satisfying
(1) and (2) below. (Here, we define N(A,h) ={vel | Jwe A s.t. dr(v,w) < h}.)

(1) For any vertices x,y,z €', L(z,y) € N(L(z,2) v L(z,y),h).

(2) For any vertices x,y € I' with dr(z,y) < 1, the diameter of L(x,y) in T is at most h.

Then, I is k(h)-hyperbolic and for any two vertices x,y € I, the Hausdorff distance between
L(z,y) and any geodesic path in T' from x to y is bounded above by k(h).

Lemma 3.7. The following hold.

(a) We have X <Y and I'(G,Y 1 H) is hyperbolic.

(b) There exists Mx € N such that for any x,y € G, any geodesic path « in T'(G, X L1 H)
from x to y, and any geodesic path [ in T'(G,Y u H) from x to y, the Hausforff
distance betwen o and  in T'(G,Y w1 H) is bounded above by Mx.

Proof. If x € X and = # 1, then the edge in I'(G, X 1 H) from 1 to z with the label z € X
is geodesic in I'(G, X uH). Since this path consisting of one edge has no H-component for
any A € A, we have S(1,z; D) = ¢ by Lemma 2.38. This implies € Y, hence X c Y. We
will check the two conditions in Proposition 3.6 considering I' = T'(G,Y u H). Note that
I'(G, X uH) is asubgraph of I'(G, Y u#H) by X < Y. For each pair (x,y) of elements of G, fix
a geodesic path v, , in I'(G, X uH) from z to y and define L(z,y) = V3. Since I'(G, X uH)
is dx-hyperbolic with dx € N (see Definition 2.27 (1)), Proposition 3.6 (1) is satisfied with
h = dx. Next, let x,y € G satisfy dy y(x,y) < 1, then S(z,y; D) = ¢J. Hence, for any
vertex z € gy, we have S(z, z; D) = (J by Lemma 3.1. This implies dy,/(x, z) < 1. Hence,
the diameter of p,, in I'(G,Y 1 H) is at most 2, which verifies Proposition 3.6 (2). Since
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both conditions in Proposition 3.6 are satisfied with h = max{dx, 2}, the graph I'(G, Y L H)
is k(h)-hyperbolic. Also, let 2,y € G and let « be a geodesic path in I'(G, X uH) from z to
y, and [ be a geodesic path in I'(G,Y wH) from x to y. By Proposition 3.6, the Hausdorff
distance between 8 and 7., in I'(G,Y 1 H) is at most k(h) and by dx-hyperbolicity of
I'(G, X u #H), the Hausdorff distance between « and v;, in I'(G,Y u H) is at most dx.
Thus, the statement (b) holds with Mx = k(h) + dx. O

In the remainder of this section, let I'(G,Y wH) (resp. I'(G, X L1 H)) be dy-hyperbolic
(resp. dx-hyperbolic) with dx,dy € N.
Remark 3.8. Note that dy and Mx depend only on X by the proof of Lemma 3.7.

The point of Theorem 2.41 (5) and Lemma 3.7 (b) is that we can deal with geodesic
paths in I'(G, X u H) as if they are quasi-geodesic in I'(G,Y u H), though they’re actually
not. This will become clear by results from Lemma 3.9 up to Lemma 3.11 below. Lemma
3.9 is mostly applied to two elements g1, g2 except in the proof of Proposition 3.22.

Lemma 3.9. Let R e N, (g;)ien, 0 € G and suppose that p; is a geodesic path in I'(G, X LH)
from o to g; for each i € N. If (gi,gj)OYUH > R for any i,j € N, then there exist vertices
v; € p; for each i € N such that for any i,j € N, we have

dYUH(Uz'an) <dy +2Mx and dYU'H(O, UZ‘) > R— My.

Proof. Foreachi € N, let [o, g;] be a geodesic path in I'(G, Y uH) from o to g; and w; € [0, g;]
be a vertex satisfying dy _x(0,w;) = R. By (gi,9;)“" > R, we have dy_x(w;,w;) < dy
for any 4,7 € N. By Lemma 3.7 (b), for each i € N, there exists a vertex v; € p; such that
dy o (vi, w;) < Mx. We have for any i,j € N,
dy o3 (vi, vj) < dy o (vi, w;) + dy o (ws, wy) + dy o (wy, v;) < oy +2Mx
and  dyup(o,vi) = dyon(o, wi) — dyow(wi, vi) = R — Mx.

Lemma 3.10 below can be considered as the converse of Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 3.10. Let o,z,y € G and suppose that p,q are geodesic paths in T'(G, X 1 H) such
that p is from o to x and q is from o to y. If there exist vertices v € p and w € q such
that dy _x(0,v) = R and dy 3 (v,w) < K with some R, K € N, then we have (z,y)Y“" >
R— (K +3Mx) — 2dy.

Proof. Take geodesic paths [o,z],[o,y] in T'(G,Y u H). By Lemma 3.7 (b), there exist
vertices a € [0, z],b € [0,y] such that dy y(a,v) < Mx and dyy (b, w) < Mx. We have

dYu"H<a> b) < dYUH(a7 ’U) + dYUH(U7 w) + dYUH(w7 b) < K + 2MX7
dy31(0,a) = dy oy (o,v) — dyon(a,v) = R — Mx,
and dyU’H(O, b) = dYUfH(O, 'U) — (dyuq.[(v,w) + dyuf;.[(w, b)) >R-— (K + Mx).
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This implies (a,b)Y“* > dy_x(0,a) — dy y(a,b) = R — (K + 3Mx). Note (z,a)y"" =

dy 3(0,a) and (y,b)Y“" = dy_3(0,b) since [0, a], [0, b] are geodesic in T'(Y U H). Hence,

YUH

($, y)o in{(:):, a)YUHﬂ (a7 b)?)/UHv (b7 y)YUH} — 20y

o o

= 1m
>R~ (K + 3Mx) — 20y

O]

Lemma 3.11 describes slim triangle property of I'(G,Y u H) using separating cosets.

Lemma 3.11. Let o,z,y € G and S(o,z; D) = {C; < Cy < --- < Cp}. If q is a geodesic
path in T'(G, X uH) fromo toy and i € {1,--- ,n} satisfies 3dy oy (x,y) +1 < n —1i, then
q penetrates C;.

Proof. Let i € {1,--- ,n} satisfy 3dy u(z,y) + 1 < n — i and take a geodesic path r in
I'G,X uH) from y to x. Since the path gr is from o to z and composed of two geodesic
segments, one of g or r penetrates C; by Lemma 2.35. Suppose for contradiction that r
penetrates C;. This implies C; € S(z,y; D) for any j € {i + 1,--- ,n} by applying Lemma
3.5 tor ! and S(z,0; D) = {C,, < --- < Cy}. This and (5) imply

3dYUH($’ y) +l<n—-i< |S(l’,y; D)| < 3dYU’H(l'7y)'
This is a contradiction. Hence, ¢ penetrates Cj. O

Hull-Osin’s separating cosets have been defined only for a pair of group elements. Now,
we define separating cosets for geodesic rays. This notion is useful to clarify nice geodesic
rays in I'(G, X 1 H) mentioned at the beginning of this section.

Definition 3.12. Let v = (xo,z1,---) be a geodesic ray in I'(G, X u H). We define
ee]
S(v; D) = | S(wo,x; D)
n=0

and call an element in S(v; D) a (v; D)-separating coset.

Remark 3.13. By Lemma 3.1, we have S(zg, z,—1; D) < S(xg,xn; D) for any n € N. This
implies
|S(7; D)‘ = lim |S($0,l‘n;D)| = Sup|8($07$n§D)|‘
n—00 neN
We collect basic properties of separating cosets for geodesic rays from Lemma 3.14 up
to Lemma 3.18.

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that v is a geodesic ray in I'(G,X u H), then v penetrates all
(v; D)-separating cosets exactly once.
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Proof. Let v = (zo,x1,---) and B € S(v; D). There exists n € N such that B € S(xq, zn; D).
By Lemma 2.38, V[4,,2,] Penetrates B, hence so does 7. If v penetrates an Hy-coset more

than once, then v can be shortened by an edge whose label is in H), which contradicts that
7 is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H). O

Note that in Lemma 3.14, the fact that « penetrates all (; D)-separating cosets doesn’t
trivially follow from the definition of S(v; D), because by Definition 3.12, an H)y-coset C is
in S(~; D) if and only if there exist n € N and a geodesic path p in I'(G, X 1 H) from z( to
Ty, such that p essentially penetrates C', and p may not be a subpath of ~.

Lemma 3.15 is analogous to Lemma 2.36.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that a geodesic ray v in I'(G, X u H) penetrates an Hy-coset B,
then we have dx n(V—,Yin(B)) = dxon(v—, B).

Proof. Let v = (zg,21,--). Take n € N satisfying dxou (=, Yout(B)) < dxowu(v-:2n),

then we have qu"H(’Y—aB) = quH(7—7 (’Y[xo,aznpzn(B)) = qu’H(’Y—;’Yin(B)) by Lemma
2.36. ]

As in Definition 2.37, we can align separating cosets for a geodesic ray based on the
order of their penetration.

Definition 3.16. Given a geodesic ray v in I'(G, X 1 H), a relation < on the set S(v; D)
is defined as follows: for any C,Cy € S(v; D),

C1 <0y = dxou(y-,C1) <dxon(y-,Co).

Remark 3.17. By Lemma 3.14 and Lemma 3.15, the relation < in Definition 3.16 is a

well-order on S(v; D). We will denote S(v; D) = {C; < Cy < ---} considering this order.

In Lemma 3.18, given a finite collection of separating cosets of a geodesic ray, we find
how long subpath of the geodesic ray we have to take to contain them.

Lemma 3.18. Let vy = (zg, 21, ) be a geodesic ray in T'(G, X uH) and S(v; D) = {Cy <
Cy < ---}. For any N,¢ € N satisfying dx u(zo, Yout(Cn+1)) < dxon(o,xe), we have
{Cy, -+ ,CN} © S(x0,x0; D). Moreover, letting S(xg,x¢p; D) ={B; <--+- < By <---}, we
have B, = Cy, for anyne{l,--- /N}.

Proof. By dx2(%0, Yout(Cn+1)) < dxow(zo,7e), the subpath v, ) penetrates Cn 1.
Take k € N such that {C1,---,Cnt1} < S(xo,zr; D). By applying Lemma 3.5 to
205 Ty Vzo,ae]> WE have {C1,--- ,Cn} < S(xo,x¢; D). Let S(zg,z¢; D) ={B; <--- < By <
.-+ }. We have By < Cy by Cy € S(xp,x¢; D) and by minimality of By in (S(zg, zs; D), <).
On the other hand, by minimality of C} in (S(v; D), <), we also have C; < Bj, hence
B; = (4. Repeating the same argument inductively, we can see B, = (), for any
ne{l,---,N} O
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We can now characterize nice geodesic rays in I'(G, X 1 H) and study their properties.
Lemma 3.20 lists several equivalent conditions of Definition 3.19.

Definition 3.19. We say that a geodesic ray v = (zg,x1, -+ ) in I'(G, X uH) converges to
infinity in I'(G,Y u H), if the sequence (x,)°_; in G converges to infinity in I'(G,Y u H).

Lemma 3.20. Suppose that v = (xg,z1,---) is a geodesic ray in I'(G, X LuH), then (i)-(vi)
below are all equivalent.

(i) The geodesic ray «y converges to infinity in I'(G,Y 1 H).

(i1) There exists a subsequence (xp, )5, that converges to infinity in I'(G,Y L H).

(iii) 1S(7; D)| = oo.

(iv) There exists a subsequence (xn, )., such that limy_,o |S (0, Tn,; D)| = .

(v) limy, o dy o (0, ) = 0.

(vi) There exists a subsequence (xn, )i, such that limy_o dy oy (20, Tn, ) = 0.
Proof. (i)=(ii) and (v)=(vi) are trivial. (iii)=(iv) follows from Remark 3.13. (i)=(v)

and (ii)=(vi) follow from the definition of the Gromov product (see (1)). (iii)<(v) and
(iv)e(vi) follow from (5). We are left to show (iv)=(iii) and (v)=(i).

(iv)=>(iii) By Remark 3.13, we have

lim |S(zo, zn,; D)| = sup |S(zo, zpn,; D)| = sup|S(zo, zn; D)| = lim |S(xo, zn; D).
k—o0 keN neN n—0

Thus, limy_,o |S(z0, Zn,; D)| = 00 implies |S(y; D)| = limy, o0 |S (20, 2n; D)| = 0.
(v)=(i) For any R € N, define R; = R + 3Mx + 20y. By (v), there exists N € N

such that dy(xo,xn) = Ri. Hence, for any n,m > N, we have (a:n,xm)g)UH > Ry —
3Mx — 26y = R by Lemma 3.10 applied to 0 = ¢, = Tp,y = T,V = TN, W = TpN.

This implies lim inf,, ;00 (Zn, xm)ZOUH > inf, >N (20, :z:m);/OUH > R for any R € N. Thus,
: Y
llmmm_,oo(xn,mm)xou?-t = . 0

In Definition 3.21 below, we summarize notations related to limits of the nice geodesic
rays, which we will use in what follows.

Definition 3.21. For a sequence (x,)_; of elements of G that is convergent in I'(G,Y L
H) v oT'(G,Y u H), we denote its limit point by Y-lim,_,. z,. For a geodesic ray v =
(xo,x1,--+) in I'(G, X u H) such that the sequence (z,);_; is convergent in I'(G,Y U
H) u dT(G,Y uH), we also denote its limit point by Y-lim~. Note that when we write
Y-limy, oz, € OI'(G, Y L H) for a sequence (x,)_; in G, it implicitly means that (z,)5_;
converges to infinity in I'(G,Y u #H) and its limit point in I'(G,Y u H) is Y-limy, e .
This is the same for Y-lim~y € oI'(G,Y u H) as well. We use the notations X-lim,_,« =,
and X-lim v similarly.
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Figure 3: Proof of Proposition 3.22

We will now show that any element of G and any point in 0I'(G, Y L#H) can be connected
by a geodesic ray in I'(G, X u H), and by using this we will extend the notion of Hull-
Osin’s separating cosets to allow a point in the Gromov boundary. We emphasize that

in Proposition 3.22, the path ~ below is not necessarily geodesic nor quasi-geodesic in
NG, Y uH).

Proposition 3.22. For any o € G and any § € IU(G,Y uH), there exists a geodesic ray =y
in I'(G,X uH) from o such that Y-lim~y =& € oT'(G,Y uH).

Proof. Let (gn)y_, be a sequence of elements of G that converges to {. For each n € N,
take a geodesic path v, in I'(G, X u#H) from o to g,. Since lim; j_x(gi, ;)5 ©7* = o0, there
exists a subsequence (gox)7_, of (gn)n=; such that

ki?efN(QOkagoﬁz/UH >2(3(6y +2Mx) +4) + 1+ Mx. (6)

By Lemma 3.9 and (6), there exist vertices vor € 7o, for each k& € N satisfying
dYUH(UOlmUO@) < 0y +2Myx and dYUH(O, 1)0@) = 2(3((5}/ + 2Mx) + 4) + 1 for any k,£ € N.
This and (5) imply for any k,¢ € N,

3dy o (vok, vor) + 4 < 3(dy + 2Mx) + 4 < |S(0,vor; D). (7)

Let m = |S(o,v01; D)| and S(o,v01; D) = {C1 < Cy < --- < Cy}. Since (7) implies
3dy up (vok, vo1) + 1 < m — 3, the path 7o, penetrates C1, Co, and C3 for any k € N by
Lemma 3.11. Let C'5 be an H)-coset. For each k € N, let ag;— and agrs be the entrance
and exit points of ygx in C3. Since v is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H) for each k € N, we have

~

dx(ao1—, app—) < 3C

by Lemma 3.2. Since the relative metric dy is locally finite (see Definition 2.27), the set
{apr— | k € N} is finite. Hence, there exist a; € {apr— | £ € N} and a subsequence
(917%) 72 of (gor)5_, such that a; € vy, for any k& € N. Note S(o,a1; D) > 1 since we have
Cy € S(0,a1; D) by Lemma 3.5. By limy, s—o0(g17k, g17¢) Y V7 = 00, there exists a subsequence
(91k)72_1 of (g17%){-; such that

ki?fN(glk,glg)};UH > 2(3(0y + 2Mx) + |S(0,a1; D)| +4) + 1 + Mx. (8)
e
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Note a; € y1 for any k € N. By the same argument as (gox)y.,, we can see that there
exist az € G and a subsequence (g )L of (91x)7~, such that as € vy, for any k € N and
|S(0,a2; D)| = |S(0,a1; D)| + 1. The latter inequality comes from the term [S(0,a1; D)| + 4
in (8), which corresponds to 4 in (6). By repeating this argument, we can see that there
exist a1, ag,--- € G and a sequence of subsequences (g1x)7; D (g2k)5-q 2 - - - satisfying (i)
and (ii) below for any n € N.

(i) {a1, - ,an} < Yni for any k € N.
(ii) [S(0,an+1; D)| =1S(0,an; D)| + 1.

Take the diagonal sequence (gpr)j—,, then for any n € N, (grr);L,, is a subsequence of
(gnk)pr-q- Hence, {ai, - ,an} € Ynpn for any n € N. Note that (ii) and Lemma 3.1 imply
dx (0, an) < dxop(0,ant1) for any n € N. Define the path v: [0,00) — I'(G, X u H) by

Y= U Vnn[an_l,an]v

n=1

where we define ag by ag = o for convenience. the path ~ is a geodesic ray since for any
n € N, we have

n n
Z "'Yii[aifl,ai]’ = Z dXU'H(ai—la al Z h’nn [ai—1,a:] h/nn[o,an]’ = dXU'H(Oa an)'
= i=1 i=1

Since we have lim,_,« |S(0, an; D)| = oo by (ii) and (a,);_; is a subsequence of -, the path
7 converges to infinity in I'(G,Y uH) by Lemma 3.20 and we have Y-lim~y = Y- lim,,_, o ay.
Finally, we will show Y-lim~vy = £ € 0I'(G,Y u H). Since we have £ = Y-lim,_,o g, =

Y-limy, o0 gnn, it’s enough to show Y-lim, .o a, = Y-lim, o0 gnn € 0T(G,Y U H). For
any R € N, there exists N € N such that dy_y(0,an) = R + 3Mx + 20y since we

have lim,, o dy(0,a,) = o0 by Lemma 3.20. Hence, for any m,n > N, we have
(@ms )Y " > R by Lemma 3.10 applied to & = @,y = Gnn,¥ = an,w = ay.
This implies limp, n—oo(@m, gnn)y V7 = 00, hence Y-lim,pa, = Y-lim, o gny in
(G, Y uH). O

We next show that as the limit points of geodesic rays in I'(G, X 1 H) get closer to
one another in JI'(G,Y w1 H), the geodesic rays have more common separating cosets.
Proposition 3.23 has two important corollaries, Corollary 3.24 and Corollary 3.28.

Proposition 3.23. Let 0o € G, £ € dI'(G,Y u H) and suppose that « is a geodesic ray in
I'(G, X uH) fromo such that Y-lima = £ € 0T (G, Y uH). Let S(a, D) ={C1 <Cy < ---}.
Then, for any N € N, there exists an open neighborhood U of  in dT'(G,Y wu H) such that
any geodesic ray B in T'(G, X u H) from o satisfying Y-lim B € U penetrates C,, for any
ne{l,---,N}.
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Proof. Given N € N, define R € N by
R =230y +2Mx)+ N +2)+ 1+ Mx + 26y. 9)

Let n € oT'(G,Y uH) satisfy (&,17)Y“*" > R (see (2)) and 3 be a geodesic ray in I'(G, X LH)
from o such that Y-lim = n. Let a = (9,21, --) and 8 = (yo,y1,---). It’s not difficult
to see from (2) that (&,7)Y“* > R implies

lim inf (x;, ;) Y% > R — 26y-.
2,) 0
Hence, there exists k& € N such that (z,yx)Y“" > R — 26y. By Lemma 3.9 applied to

0, Ths Yks Vo] Bloyy,]» there exist £,m with £,m < k such that dy 3 (ze, ym) < 0y +2Mx
and dy (0, x¢) = R—20y — Mx. This implies, together with (5) in Theorem 2.41 and (9),

3dy on (e, ym) + N +2 < 3(0y +2Mx) + N + 2 < |S(0,x¢; D). (10)

Let L = [S(0,z¢; D)| and S(o,x¢; D) = {B1 < --- < Br}. By Lemma 3.11, B[y, 4,.]
penetrates By, for any n € {1,---, N} since (10) implies 3dy x(z¢,ym) + 1 < L — N.
Meanwhile, suppose dx #(0,2¢) < dxon(0, out(Cny1)) for contradiction, then we have
Uoz,] € Yo,aout(Cny1)]- Lhis implies |[S(o, 2 D)| < |S(0, aout(Cn+1); D) < N + 1 by
Lemma 3.1. This contradicts that we get N + 2 < |S(o,z¢; D)| by (10). Thus, we have
dx o1 (0, Aout(Cn+1)) < dxow(o,x¢). Hence, we have B, = C, for any n € {1,--- ,N}
by Lemma 3.18. Thus, 8 penetrates C, for any n € {1,---,N}. Finally, since the set
V ={nedl(G,Y uH) | (&n)Y“" > R} is a neighborhood of &, there exists an open set U
of I'(G,Y uH) such that £ e U and U < V. This U satisfies the statement for N. O

Corollary 3.24 is the final step to extend the notion of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets,
which is done in Definition 3.25.

Corollary 3.24. Let o € G and suppose that o, B are geodesic rays in I'(G, X uH) from o
such that Y-lima = Y-lim 3 € oI'(G,Y uH). Then, we have S(a; D) = S(B; D).

Proof. Let o« = (xg,z1,-+-), 8 = (yo,y1,--*), and S(asD) = {C; < Cy < ---}. By
Proposition 3.23, 8 penetrates C, for any n € N since Y-lim 3 is obviously contained
in any open neighborhood of Y-lima. For any n € N, there exists £ € N such that
{Cy, - ,Chi1} < S(o,zx; D). Let £ € N satisfy dxo#(0, Bout(Crn+1)) < dxown(o,ye). By
Lemma 3.5, we have {C4,--- ,Cy,} < S(o,ye; D) < S(8; D). This implies S(«a; D) < S(8; D).
Similarly, we can also see S(3; D) c S(«; D). O

Definition 3.25. Given z € G and £ € 0I'(G, Y uH), we take a geodesic ray v in I'(G, X uH)
satisfying 7_ = z and Y-lim~ = £ and define the set of cosets S(x,&; D) by

S(x,§; D) = S(v; D).

We call an element of S(z,&; D) a (z,&; D)-separating coset.
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Remark 3.26. By Proposition 3.22 and Corollary 3.24, Definition 3.25 is well-defined, that
is, v above exists and S(z,&; D) doesn’t depend on ~. Also, S(z,&; D) is exactly the set
of all cosets that are essentially penetrated by some geodesic ray v in I'(G, X 1 H) from =
with Y-lim~vy = &.

We will next show in Corollary 3.28 that two geodesic rays in I'(G, X u H) having the
same limit in 0T'(G,Y U H) penetrate the same separating cosets after going far enough.
This will play an important role to show hyperfiniteness in the proof of Theorem 1.1. We
begin with an auxiliary lemma. Lemma 3.27 is a well-known fact, but we write down a
sketch of the proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.27. Suppose that I is a connected graph, x is a vertez, and 5 = (yo,y1, ) 1S
a geodesic ray. Then, there exists k € N such that for any geodesic path p from x to y, the
path pBy, «) i a geodesic ray.

Proof. Define the map f: N — Z by f(n) = dr(yn,yo) — dr(yn,x). Since (3 is geodesic,
we have f(n) = n — dp(yn,z),Vn € N. This and |dr(yn+1,2) — dr(yn,z)] < 1,Vn € N
imply that f is non-decreasing. The map f is also bounded above by dr(yo,z). Hence,
there exists £ € N such that f(n) = f(k) for any n with n > k. Since this implies
dr (Yn, ) = dr (Yn, yx) + dr(yg, x) for any n with n > k, this k satisfies the statement. ]

B

Onoy Cn CNn+1
/Bin(CN—l) Bout(CN—l) an(CN) /Bout(CN)

Yk

in(Cn_1) Aout(Cn=1) ain(CN) Qout(CN)

Figure 4: Proof of Corollary 3.28

Corollary 3.28. Suppose that «, 3 are geodesic rays in I'(G,X 1 H) that converge to
infinity in D'(G,Y u H) and let S(a;D) = {C; < Cy < ---}. If Y-lima = Y-lim§f in
OT'(G,Y uH), then there exists N € N such that for any n = N, B penetrates C,, satisfying
dxon(B=,Cp) < dxon(B—,Cri1) and we have, when C,, is an H-coset,

da(in(Ch), Bin(C)) <4C  and  dy(ctout(Cn), Bout (C)) < 4C. (11)

Proof. Let 8 = (yo,y1,- ). By applying Lemma 3.27 to I'(G, X LuH), there exist k € N and
a geodesic path p in I'(G, X uH) from a_ to yj such that the path « defined by v = PBlyx.,0)
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is a geodesic ray in I'(G, X u H). By vy,.0) = Bly,x), we have Y-limy = V-limj =
Y-lim «. This implies S(v; D) = S(«; D) by Corollary 3.24. Hence, v penetrates C,, for any
n € N by Lemma 3.14. Note that |S(y; D)| = oo implies lim, o dxop (7=, Yin(Cr)) = .
Hence, there exists N > 2 such that dxou(v—, Yin(Cn-1)) > dxox(7—,yx). By Vyg,0) =
Blyx,0)> the path 3 penetrates Cp, for any n > N — 1. Let n > N and C,, be an H-coset.
By Cp—1 < C,, and v_ = a_, we have dx n(7—,Cn-1) < dxox(7—,Cy). This implies

quH(B77 Cn) - qu?-l(Bfa Cnfl) = quH(yka 5m(0n)) - qu?—[(yk7 ﬁm(cnfl))
= quH(yka ’Ym(cn)) - quH(yka Vin(cnfl))
= quH(/Vfa Cn) - quH(Vﬂ Cnfl) > 0.

Hence, we haveAJA(am(Cn), Bin(Cr)) < 4C by applying Lemma 3.4 to Cy,—1,Cp, o, 3. Sim-
ilarly, we have d(out(Ch), Bout(Cr)) < 4C by applying Lemma 3.4 to Cy,, Cpi1, 0, 5. O

Finally, we show that if the limit points in dI'(G, X LH) of geodesic rays in I'(G, X LH)
are convergent, then their limit points in dI'(G, Y L#H) are also convergent. Proposition 3.29
can be considered as opposite to Proposition 3.23. This will become clear in Proposition
6.2.

Proposition 3.29. Let 0o € G and suppose that « is a geodesic ray in I'(G, X 1 H) from
o converging to infinity in T'(G,Y u H). For any open neighborhood U of Y-lima in
OL(G,Y uH), there exists an open neighborhood V' of X-lima in oI'(G, X u H) such that
if a geodesic ray B in T'(G,X uH) from o converging to infinity in I'(G,Y u H) satisfies
X-lim B eV, then we have Y-lim 3 € U.

Proof. Let a = (xg,x1,---). For any open neighborhood U of Y-lima in JT'(G,Y u H),
there exists R € N such that
{nedl(G,Y uH)| (Y-lima,n) " >R} cU (12)

o

by Proposition 2.19. We define Ri = R + 0x + 3Mx + 2dy. Since we have
limy, oo dy o3 (0, 25,) = 00 by Lemma 3.20, there exists N € N such that

dyon(o,zn) = Ry.

By Proposition 2.19, there exists an open neighborhood V' of X-lim « in 0T'(G, X uH) such
that
Vc{nedl(G,XuH) | (X-lima,n) " > N+ 26x}. (13)

We show that V satisfies the statement. Let 8 = (yo, y1, - - ) be a geodesic ray in I'(G, X LuH)
from o converging to infinity in I'(G, Y wH) such that X-lim 5 € V. By (13), it’s not difficult
to see liminf; ;o (z;,y;)XY7" > N. Since o and B are geodesic rays in I'(G, X 1 H) from
o, this implies

dy on(zn,yn) < dxon(zn,yn) < dx.
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Hence, for any n,m > N, we have (2, ¥m)Y “" = Ry — (6x +3Mx) — 20y = R by applying

(0]
Lemma 3.10 t0 @[5 2,15 Bloym]s € = Tn, Y = Ym, v = TN, w = yn. This implies

(YV-lim o, V-1im 8)Y “* > liminf (z;, y;) ¥ 7 > R.
1,]—00

Hence, we have Y-lim 8 € U by (12). O

4 Proof of main theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. We follow the approach of [18], where they gave
another proof of the fact that the action of any hyperbolic group on its Gromov boundary
is hyperfinite. Their approach goes as follows. Given a hyperbolic group G with a finite
symmetric generating set .S, we fix a well-order on S. This order induces the lexicographic
order <jx on SN, which enables us to pick for ¢ € dG, a geodesic ray from 1 to ¢ in the
Cayley graph I'(G, S) whose label is the minimum in (SY, <o) among all such geodesic rays.
This defines an injective Borel measurable map from 0G to SN that Borel reduces a finite
index subequivalence relation of the orbit equivalence relation EgG to the tail equivalence
relation F;(S), thereby hyperfiniteness of E;(S) implies hyperfiniteness of EZC.

We first verify in Lemma 4.1 that the Gromov boundary is a Polish space (see Definition
2.1). Actually, we can show slightly more. It’s interesting to know whether the statement
of Lemma 4.1 holds for any completely metrizable hyperbolic space, that is, whether Su 05
is completely metrizable for any completely metrizable hyperbolic space S. For a graph T,
we denote its vertex set by V(I'). The proof below uses that V(I") is discrete.

Lemma 4.1. For any hyperbolic graph T, the topological space V(I') U 0T is completely
metrizable. If in addition V(') is countable, then V(I') U 0T is Polish.

Proof. Fix a vertex o € I' and take the map D: (I' U dI')2 — [0, ) and constants ¢,&’ > 0
as in Proposition 2.21. We define the map D: (V(I') U dI')2 — [0,%0) by D(z,y) = D(z,y)
if x # y and B(x,y) = 0 if z = y. By Proposition 2.21, it’s not difficult to see that D
is a metric and the metric topology of D coincides with the relative topology of Or on
V(I') u 0T (see Proposition 2.19). Here, we used discreteness of (V(I'), Or|y(r)) since the
metric topology of D on V(I) is discrete by Remark 2.22. We will show that Dis complete.
Let (2,)%_; be a Cauchy sequence of (V(I') U oL, D). Since V(I) is dense in V(I') u T,
we can take for each n € N, a vertex y, € V(I') such that l~?(fcn, Yn) < % The sequence
(yn)i_; in V(T') is also a Cauchy sequence in the metric D and it’s enough to show that
(Yn)peq is convergent. If there exists a constant subsequence (yn, )7, (i.e. yn, = y for
some y € V(T')), then (y,)%_, converges to y in D. If there is no constant subsequence
of (Yn)p—1, then there exists a subsequence (yn,);_; whose elements are all distinct. This
implies lw)(ynk,yné) = D(Yn,, Yn,) for any k # £. Since this implies limy, p— o0 (Yny, Yn, )5 = 00,
the sequence (yn, )7, converges to some y € JI' in Or. Hence, (yn)y_; converges to y as
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well. Thus, V(') U 0T is completely metrizable with D. If V(T is countable, V(I) is a
countable dense subset of V(I') u dI'. Hence, V(I') u oI is Polish. O

From here up to Lemma 4.9, suppose that G is a countable group, X is a subset of G,
and {Hy}»ea is a countable collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in (G, X).
Let C' > 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and fix D > 0 satisfying D > 3C as in (3). We also define
the subset Y of G by Y = {y € G | S(1,y; D) = &} as in Theorem 2.41. The difference
from Section 3 is that we assume G and A are countable.

Since X LiH is countable, we fix a well-order < on X L by some injection X LuH — N.
The lexicographic order <jex on (X u H)N is naturally defined from the order < on X u H,
that is, for wo = (s1,82,--- ), w1 = (t1,t2,---) € (X U H)Y, we have

Wy <lex W1 <= dn € N s.t. </\si=ti> A Sp < ty.

<n
Similarly, we define the lexicographic order <jox on (X u H)" for each n € N. Note that
(X 1 H)N becomes a Polish space with the product topology as mentioned in Section 2.1.

As suggested at the beginning of this section, the important step of the proof of Theorem
1.1 is for a boundary point £ € JI'(G,Y w#H), picking one geodesic ray in I'(G, X L H) from
1 to £ in a Borel way. This is done by reading the labels of all geodesic rays from 1 to &
and comparing these labels by the lexicographic order defined above. Definition 4.2 and
Definition 4.3 are for setting up notations for the labeling.

Definition 4.2. For w = (s1,52,---) € (X uH)Y, we define the infinite path 4% from 1 € G
in I'(G, X uH) by v = (1, 24,1, w2, - - ), where the n-th vertex x,,, is defined by

Twn = 81" Sn

for each n e N.

Definition 4.3. For ¢ € oI'(G,Y L H), we define the subset G(&) of (X L H)N by
G(€) = {we (X uH)N | 4% is geodesic in T(G, X LH) and Y-limy* = £ € (G, Y LH)}.

Remark 4.4. Note that the condition Y-lim~+* = £ in Definition 4.3 implicitly requires that
7" converges to infinity in I'(G, Y LuH) (see Definition 3.21). Also, for any £ € 0I'(G,Y u#H),
the set G(§) is nonempty by Proposition 3.22.

We will show that picking one geodesic ray from G (&) is possible in Corollary 4.6. Lemma
4.5 is the auxiliary lemma for this.

Lemma 4.5. For any £ € 0T(G,Y U H), the set G(€) is closed in (X u H)N.

Proof. Note that (X uH)" is metrizable. Suppose that a sequence (w;)% in G(&) converges
to w e (X uH)N. It’s straightforward to see that 4 is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H). We will
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first show |S(v*; D)| = co0. Let S(1,&; D) = {C1 < Cy < ---} (see Definition 3.25). Since
w; € G(§) implies S(y¥i; D) = S(1,¢&; D) for any i € N, we have for any i,n € N,

dXUH(l,fY;UJt(Cn)) = quH(la’YZ;}{(Cn)) +1= quH(LCn) +1 (14)
by Lemma 3.15. For any N € N, we define k£ by k = dx n(1,Cny1) + 1. Since (w;)72,
converges to w, there exists I € N such that @y, m = Zwm for any m € {1,--- ,k} (see

Definition 4.2). This implies {C1,---,Cn} € S(1, 2y, 15 D) = S(1, 24 1; D) < S(v"; D) by
(14) and Lemma 3.18. Hence, we have |S(y";D)| = o since N € N is arbitrary. Since
(wj)i=100 converges to w, (X-lim~"#);~;00 converges to X-lim~* in JI'(G, X LH). Hence,
(Y-lim~"#);—100 converges to Y-lim~" in dI'(G,Y 1 H) by Proposition 3.29. This implies
Y-lim~" = ¢ by Y-lim~y% = £, Vi € N. Thus, we have w € G(§). O

Corollary 4.6. For any £ € 0I'(G,Y u H), the element ming, G(&) ewists.

Proof. For each n € N, we define the element s¢, € X 1 H and the subset G(§), of G(§)
inductively as follows:

se1 =min{s; € (X uH, <) |Fwe G(&) s.t. w = (s1,52,--+)},
G(1 ={weg(§) | w=(sg1,82, )},
Semt1 = min{spp1 € (X UH,<) | FJwe G(E)n st w = (Sg1, »Sems Sntls )}
G )nr1={weG(&)n|w= (86,1’ T 8Ens SEn+l )}

Note that each G(),, is nonempty since G(£) is nonempty. We define the element we €
(X uH)N by we = (se1,8¢9,8¢3, -+ ) and take an element w, € G(£),, for each n € N.
Since (wp)n=100 converges to we in (X L H)N, we have we € G(£) by Lemma 4.5. Since
we € (o1 G(&)n, we have wg <jex w for any w € G(£). O

Definition 4.7 below is well-defined by Corollary 4.6.
Definition 4.7. We define the map ®: oI'(G,Y uH) — (X uH)N by
®(§) = ming,, G(§)-

For each £ € dI'(G,Y u H), we denote ®(§) = (S¢,1,5¢,2, 563, )

We will show that the map ®(¢) is injective and continuous in Lemma 4.8 and Lemma
4.9. This will finish the step of picking a geodesic ray for a boundary point.

Lemma 4.8. The map ®: oT'(G,Y uH) — (X uH)N is injective.
Proof. This follows since we have & = Y-1lim~y®® for any ¢ € oI(G,Y uH). O

Recall that we put the discrete topology on the countable set X 1 H and the product
topology on (X u H)N.
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Lemma 4.9. The map ®: oT'(G,Y uH) — (X uH)N is continuous.

Proof. Tt’s enough to show that for any £ € oI'(G,Y u H) and any k € N, there exists
an open neighborhood U of ¢ in oI'(G,Y 1 H) such that s,, = s¢, for any n € U and
any n € {1,---,k}. Indeed, given £ € JI'(G,Y u M), the open sets {V}}}_, defined by
Vie = {(sn)2_1 € (X WH)N | s, = 8¢,V € {1, ,k}} form a neighborhood basis of ®(¢).
Hence, for any open neighborhood V' of ®(&), there exists k € N such that Vi, < V. For this
k, we will be able to take an open neighborhood U of ¢ such that ®(U) < Vj. This will
imply continuity of ® at £&. Hence, we will get continuity of ® since £ € oI'(G,Y u H) is
arbitrary.

Let S(1,¢;D) = {C1 < Cy < ---} (see Definition 3.25). By lim;_q dxo(1,C;) = o0,
there exists N € N such that dx_x(1,Cxn) > k. By Proposition 3.23, there exists an open
neighborhood U of £ in dI'(G,Y w H) such that for any n € U and any w € G(n), the path
~* penetrates C; for any i € {1,--- , N}. Let n € U. We define m by m = dx_u(1,Cy) for
brevity and let C'y be an Hy-coset. We claim

({51, vsm) € (X 0 H)™ [Fw e Gn) sitow = (51,0 ysmyeo))

15
(o1 s (K OH)™ 0 G@) stow= (s sl )
Indeed, for any w; € G(n) and wy € G(&), let e1, e be the edges in I'(G, X Li'H) whose labels
are in H) such that e; is from 7, (Cn) to 7,5 (Cn) and e is from ;2 (Cn) to v (Cn). We
have Lwrm = 7;;)11 (CN>7 LTwy,m+1 = ')’g;lt(CN)v Lwy,m = 7%2 (CN)> and LTwym+1 = Fngqft(CN)
by Lemma 2.36. Hence, the paths a1, as defined by

w1

_ w2 — ~AW2 w1
= Vi, ] g msn,0) 2BA Q2 =7

1»Iw2,m] 627[337411 ,m+1,00)

are geodesic in I'(G, X uH). By YV-lima; = YV-1lim~*2 = { and Y-limag = Y-lim~*! = p,
we have oy € G(§) and ap € G(n). This implies (15). By (15), we have s, , = s¢,, for any
ne{l,---,m} O

9i
m; CNO CN0+1 te CN1

e ——

! (gmq’(&))m(CNQ

0 jfI’(ﬁo)(C«N )

(972))in(Cny)

9j

Figure 5: Proof of Proposition 4.10
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We are now ready to show hyperfiniteness of the boundary action in Proposition 4.10,
which is essentially the proof of Theorem 1.1. The difference of the conditions in Proposition
4.10 from those at the beginning of this section is that we further assume that A is finite.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that G is a countable group, X is a subset of G, and {H\} e
is a finite collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in (G,X). Let C > 0 as
in Proposition 2.30 and fix D > 0 satisfying D = 3C. We also define the subset Y of G
byY ={ye G| S(1,y; D) = &} as in (4). Then, the orbit equivalence relation Eg on
I (G,Y uH) induced by the action G —~ oI'(G,Y u H) is a hyperfinite CBER.

Proof. Since G is countable, 0I'(G,Y w H) is Polish being a closed subset of the Polish
space G U T'(G,Y u H) by Lemma 4.1. Since oI'(G,Y u H) is a Polish space and G is
a countable group acting on JI'(G,Y 1 H) homeomorphically, Fg is a CBER by Lemma
2.7. We will show that Eg is hyperfinite. Define the subsets R, Ry of (T'(G,Y L H))? by
R = (® x ®)"1(E/(X uH)) and Ry = R n Eg (see Definition 2.8 for E;(X 1 #H)). Since
E(X u™H) is hyperfinite by Proposition 2.9 and the map & is an injective Borel measurable
map by Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9, R is a hyperfinite CBER on dI'(G,Y 1 H). Hence, R;
is also hyperfinite. We define the constant K by

2
K = (i 1 14y < 4cY) (16)
€

Note K < oo, since A is finite by our assumption and each J,\ is locally finite. We will
show that each Eg-class is composed of at most K equivalence classes of Rq. This implies
that Eg is hyperfinite by Proposition 2.10. Suppose for contradiction that there exist
0,61, , &k € II'(G,Y L H) such that (&,&;) € Eg\R: for any distinct 4, j € {0,1,--- , K}
(iie. @ # j). For each i € {0,1,---,K}, there exists ¢g; € G such that ¢;&; = & by
(&i,&0) € Eq. We take g = 1. Let S(v®®): D) = {C; < Cy < ---}. By Corollary 3.28,
there exists Ny € N such that for any i € {0,1,---, K} and any n > Ny, the path g;y®()
penetrates C), and satisfies (11). Define m; by

m; = quH(gi, (gi'yq)(gi))in(CNo))

for each i € {0,1,--- , K}. Note mg = dx,x(1,Cn,). For any distinct 4,j € {0,1,---, K},
(&,&5) ¢ Ry implies (®(&;), ®(&;5)) ¢ E(X 1 H). Hence, there exists k € N such that

(S&,mz‘+17 T 7S§i,mi+k) 7 (Sﬁj,mj+17 T 7S§j,mj+k) (17)

for any distinct 4,5 € {0,1,---,K}. On the other hand, there exists N; € N such that

dx (1,725 (Cny)) > mo + k by Timy o dxou (1,90 (Cp)) = 0. Define £ € N by

¢ =dx,n(Cny,Cn,) + 1. By Lemma 3.3, we have

dx on (97> )i (Cny), (972 E)in (Cny)) = € and dx o (is (9:72C)in(Cny ) = mi + £
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@(6o)

for any i € {0,1,--- , K}. In particular, mo + ¢ = dxon(1,7;," (Cn,)) > mo + k implies
¢ > k. By (11), the set
{(67™)in(Cna): (957 Nin(Cx)) € G x G| i = 0,1, K}

has at most K elements (see (16)). Hence, by Pigeonhole principle, there exist distinct
i,7€1{0,1,---, K} such that

(977E)in (Cng) = (957 )in(Crv,) and (g7 )in(Cry) = (977" )in(Cny). - (18)

By (18), minimality of ®(&;) in (G(&), <jex), and minimality of ®(&;) in (G(&5), <jex), We
have

(Sﬁumz'-i-l» T Séi,mi-i-f) = (S€j7mj+17 T S{j,mj-&-é)- (19)
Indeed, suppose for contradiction that (19) doesn’t hold. We assume without loss of
generality, (g, m;+15° " 8¢ mi+e) <lex (S¢;m;+15°°+ »5¢;,m;+¢) and define a,b by a =
(9:72E));, (O, ) and b = (g;72E))4,(Cy, ) for brevity. By (18), the path

‘D(fj))

= (7" ) g0 - (97" [0y - (957 [b,00)

is well-defined. Since « is a geodesic ray in I'(G, X u #H) from g; satisfying Y-lima =
Y- limgj'yq’(fj) = g;&;, the path g;loz is a geodesic ray from 1 with Y- limgj*la = §j.
Hence, we have Lab(a) = Lab(gj_la) € G(&), where Lab denotes labels of paths in
I'(G,X uH). On the other hand, we have Lab(a) <j Lab(g7*&)) = ®(¢;) by
(8¢mit1s 5 8emive) <lex (Se;mj+1,""" »8¢;,m;+¢). This contradicts that ®(&;) is mini-
mal in (G(§;), <iex). Hence, we have (sg, m, 1, Se;,mi+e) Zlex (Sg;my+157 " S€;,m;+0)-
We can also show the converse inequality from minimality of ®(&;) in (G(&), <iex). Thus,
we get (19), which contradicts (17) by ¢ > k. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 2.39 (AH,), there exist a proper infinite subgroup H
and a subset X of G such that H — (G, X). Let C' > 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and fix
D > 0 satisfying D > 3C. We also define the subset Y of G by Y = {y € G | S(1,y; D) = &}
as in (4). By Theorem 2.41 and Lemma 2.43, the Caylay graph I'(G,Y wu H) is hyperbolic,
|0T(G,Y uH)| > 2, and the action of G on I'(G,Y u H) is acylindrical. By Proposition 4.10,
the orbit equivalece relation Eg induced by the action of G on 0I'(G,Y w H) is hyperfinite.
Thus, S =Y U H is a generator of G satisfying the statement of Theorem 1.1. O

5 Application to topologically amenable actions

In this short section, by applying Theorem 1.1 we will prove that any countable acylin-
drically hyperbolic group admits a topologically amenable action on a Polish space (see
Theorem 5.5). We begin with introducing some facts about topologically amenable actions
and stabilizers of boundary points for a group acting on a hyperbolic space. For more on
topologically amenable actions, readers are referred to [3].
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Definition 5.1. Suppose that G is a countable group and X is a Polish space. A homeo-
morphic action G —~ X is called topologically amenable if for any finite subset S of G, any
compact set K of X, and any ¢ > 0, there exists a continuous map p: X — Prob(G) such
that

maxsup [[p(gx) — g - p(x)|1 <e.

9€°o zeK

Theorem 5.2 immediately follows from Theorem A.1.1 and Theorem A.3.1 of [8] and
connects hyperfiniteness and topological amenability of group actions. Note that in Theo-
rem A.3.1 of [8], the condition that the Polish space is o-compact is used only to show that
topological amenability implies Borel amenability.

Theorem 5.2. Let G —~ X be a homeomorphic action of a countable group G on a Polish
space X. If EX is hyperfinite and for any x € X, its stabilizer Stabg(z) = {g € G | gz = z}
is amenable, then G —~ X is topologically amenable.

Proof. Hyperfiniteness of Eé( and amenability of stabilizers imply Borel amenability of
the action G —~ X by [8, Theorem A.1.1]. Borel amenability trivially implies measure-
amenability by their definitions. Measure-amenability implies topological amenability by
[8, Theorem A.3.1]. O

We will next show that boundary stabilizers of a group acting acylindrically on a hy-
perbolic space are amenable in Lemma 5.4. Lemma 5.3 is auxiliary for Lemma 5.4. Both
of these lemmas should be well-known to experts, but I will record the sketch of proofs for
convenience of readers. Note that the (1, )-quasi-geodesic ray p in Lemma 5.3 may not be
continuous.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that (S,ds) is a d-hyperbolic geodesic metric space with 6 € N,
then for any o € S and & € 0S, there exists a (1,0)-quasi-geodesic ray p from o to & i.e.
p: [0,00) — S satisfies p(0) = 0, SUP, sef0,00) [ds(P(5), P(t)) — |s —t[| < 0, and lims—,0 p(s) =
£.

Proof. Let (x,)°_; be a sequence of points in S that converges to {. By taking a subsequence
of (z,)%_; if necessary, we may assume that for any n,m € N with n < m, (z,,zm)5 = n
holds since we have limy, ,— o0 (2n, xm)f = 0. For each n € N, take a geodesic path p,, from
0 to x,. Note that (z,,2m,)5 = n implies ds(o,2,) = n for any n € N. Define the map
p: [0,00) — S as follows. For each n € N, p isometrically maps [n — 1,n) to the subpath
qn of p, satisfying dg(o0,¢,—) = n — 1. By dg(0,q1—) = 0, we have p(0) = o. Let s,t >0
with s < ¢, then there exist n,m € N such that s € [n —1,n) and ¢t € [m — 1,m). We have
n < m. Let a € S be the unique point on p,, satisfying dg(o,a) = s. Since a and p(t)
are both on the geodesic path p,,, we have dg(a,p(t)) = ds(o,p(t)) — ds(0,a) =t — s. By
(Tp, Tm)S =n > s, we have dg(p(s),a) < 6. Hence, we have

|ds(p(s),p(t)) — |s — t]| = lds(p(s), p(t)) — ds(a, p(t))| < ds(p(s),a) < &
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for any s,t > 0 with s < t. It’s not difficult to show that for any N € N, if n,m > N, then
(2n,p(m))s = N — 6. This implies lim,_,o p(s) = €. O

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that (S,dgs) is a d-hyperbolic geodesic metric space with 6 € N and
a group G acts on S isometrically and acylindrically. Then, for any £ € 0S, the stabilizer
Stabg (&) of € is virtually cyclic.

Proof. Let £ € 0S and H = Stabg(&). Since the action G —~ S is acylindrical, so is H —~ S.
Hence, by [19, Theorem 1.1] H satisfies exactly one of the following three conditions: (a)
H has bounded orbits, (b) H is virtually cyclic and contains a loxodromic element, (c)
H contains infinitely many independent loxodromic elements. Since H fixes &, (c¢) cannot
occur. We will show that in case (a), H is finite (hence virtually cyclic). Fix o € S and
define € by ¢ = supgcp d(0,g0) < . By Morse lemma (see [2, Chapter IIL.H, Theorem
1.7]), there exists a constant K (d) > 0 such that for any (1, J)-quasi-geodesic path ¢ and
any geodesic path ¢’ from ¢_ to ¢., the Hausdorff distance between ¢ and ¢’ is at most
K(9). Define &’ by ¢’ = ¢ + 4K (0) + 74. Since H —~ S is acylindrical, there exist R, M € N
such that for any z,y € S with dg(z,y) > R,

[{g € H | ds(x,gx) < &' and ds(y, gy) < €'} < M. (20)

By Lemma 5.3, there exists a (1, d)-quasi-geodesic ray p from o to {. Let g € H, then
by g¢ = £ the path gp is a (1,0)-quasi-geodesic ray from go to {. Take a real number
s > 0 satisfying dg(o,p(s)) > max{e + K(9), R}, then by Morse lemma and dg(o,p(s)) >
ds(0,go) + K(9), there exists t > 0 such that dg(p(s), gp(t)) < 2K (6) + 26. This implies

ds(gp(s), gp(t)) = ds(p(s),p(t)) < |s —t| + 0 < |ds(o,p(s)) — ds(go, gp(t))| + 36
< dg(o,g0) + ds(p(s), gp(t)) + 30 < e + 2K(J) + 26 + 30.

Hence, we have dg(o0, go) < &' and ds(p(s), gp(s)) < ds(p(s), gp(t)) + ds(gp(t), gp(s)) < €
for any g € H. By ds(o,p(s)) > R and (20), this implies |H| < M. O

Now, we show topological amenability of the boundary action. We restate Corollary 1.2
as Theorem 5.5 here. This is an immediate corollary of the above facts and Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 5.5. For any countable acylindrically hyperbolic group G, there exists a generat-
ing set S of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph T'(G, S) is hyperbolic, |0T (G, S)| >
2, the natural action of G on I'(G,S) is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary 0T (G, S) is topologically amenable.

Proof. Take the generating set S of G in Theorem 1.1. Since the action G —~ T'(G,S5) is
acylindrical, the stabilizer Stabg () is amenable for any £ € 0I'(G,S) by Lemma 5.4. This
and hyperfiniteness of the action G —~ JI'(G, S) imply that G —~ 0I'(G, S) is topologically
amenable by Theorem 5.2. 0
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6 Appendix (more on path representatives)

This section is continuation of Section 3. G, X,{H)}xea,C,D,Y are the same as were
defined at the beginning of Section 3. We will list more results on path representatives of
the Gromov boundary JI'(G,Y 1w H) for possible future use.

After recording the result that 6I'(G,Y w H) is homeomorphic to a certain subset of
OI'(G, X uH) (see Proposition 6.2), which was essentially proved in Section 3, we will first
show that any two distinct points of 0T'(G,Y LU #H) can be connected by a bi-infinite geodesic
path in I'(G, X LH) (see Proposition 6.5). By using this path representative, we will extend
the notion of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets to pairs of points in 0I'(G, Y u#H) (see Definition
6.9). Finally, we will verify that this generalization of separating cosets to boundary points
satisfies similar properties to those of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets (see Lemma 6.11 and
Proposition 6.14).

In Definition 6.1, we define the set of limit points in éI'(G, X w H) of all nice geodesic
rays in I'(G, X u H). This set turns out to be homeomorphic to oI'(G,Y u H).

Definition 6.1. We define the subset A of 0I'(G, X u H) by

A= {¢' €l (G, XuH) | Iy: geodesic ray in ['(G, XuH) s.t. |S(y; D)| = oaX-limy = '}

For ¢’ € A, take a geodesic ray v in I'(G, X uH) such that |S(v; D)| = o0 and X-lim~y =
¢’. The geodesic ray v converges to infinity in I'(G,Y 1 H) by Lemma 3.20 and the limit
point Y-1lim v is independent of ~y taken for £ by Proposition 3.29 and Lemma 3.27. Hence,
this defines the well-defined map ¥: A — JI'(G,Y u H) by

V() =Y-limn.
Proposition 6.2. The map ¥ is a homeomorphism from A to oT'(G,Y uH).

Proof. Injectivity and surjectivity of ¥ follow from Corollary 3.28 and Proposition 3.22
respectively. Continuity of ¥ and W~ follow from Proposition 3.29 and Proposition 3.23
respectively. O

Remark 6.3. By Proposition 6.2 and the Luzin-Souslin Theorem (see [15, Corollary 15.2])
for U1 the set A is Borel in oI'(G, X U H). It’s interesting to know whether the geodesic
boundary is Borel or not in 6I'(G, X L H). Recall that the geodesic boundary of a geodesic
hyperbolic metric space S is the set of all points in the Gromov boundary @S that can be
realized as the limit point of a geodesic ray in S.

We will now begin our discussion to extend the notion of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets to
pairs of boundary points, which completes in Definition 6.9. Definition 6.4 sets up notations
for the endpoints of a bi-infinite geodesic path.
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Definition 6.4. Suppose that v = (--- ,x_1,29,21,---) is a bi-infinite geodesic path in
I'(G, X uH) such that the sequences (z,,)5"_; and (z,,),>_; converge to infinity in I'(G, Y L
H). We denote the limit point Y-lim, o 2, in 0I'(G,Y U H) by Y-lim~; and the limit
point Y-limy,, o x, in (G, Y uH) by Y-lim~_.

As we did in Proposition 3.22, we first show that two distinct boundary points can be
connected by a bi-infinite geodesic path of the smaller Cayley graph.

Proposition 6.5. For any two distinct points £,m € JT'(G,Y LH), there exists a bi-infinite
geodesic path v in T'(G, X u H) such that Y-lim~y_ =& and Y-lim~y, = 7.

Proof. By Proposition 3.22, fix geodesic rays a = (1,z1,2z2,---),8 = (1,y1,%2,---) in
I'(G, X uH) from 1 such that Y-lima = £ and Y-1lim 8 = 7. Since £ # 7, it’s straightfor-
ward to see that there exist R, mg € N such that for any 4,5 = mo,

(zi,y)1 " < R. (21)

For each n = my, fix a geodesic path v, in I'(G, X uH) from z,, to y,. Also, take a geodesic
path [zn,ys] in T'(G,Y u H) for each n = myg, then there exists a vertex z, € [xn, Yn]
such that dy_x(1,z]) < R+ dy by (21) and we can take a vertex z, € <, satisfying
dy oy (2l zn) < Mx by Lemma 3.7 (b). This z, satisfies

dYuH(la Zn) <R+ 6y + Mx (22)

for each n = mg. Let S(a; D) = {C{ < C¢ <---} and S(B; D) = {C’lﬁ < 02,8 < ---} and let
each C¢ (resp. CZB) be a coset of He (vesp. H,s). Define I by I = 3(R+dy + Mx)+2. We
claim that for any ¢,n € N satisfying I < ¢ and élXUH(l, aout(C5 1)) < m, vn penetrates C7.
Indeed, let S(zy,1; D) = {B; < --- < B,,}. By applying Lemma 3.18 to « and S(1, z,; D),
we have B, (;_1) = Cj for any j € {1,--- ,i}. Since we have 3dy (1, z,) +1 <i—1, the
path 7y, penetrates C{*(= Bm,(i,l)) by applying Lemma 3.11 to z, 1, [, -,]- By applying
Lemma 3.2 to (a[lwn])_l and 7, we have

de (ot (C2), (1 Dout (C)) = dra (a1, )i (C2), (1)in (CL)) < 3C.

In the same way, we can also see that for any ¢,m € N satisfying I <
¢ and qu’H(I,Bout(Cﬁrl)) < n, the path =, penetrates CZ’-B and we have

dAAg (Bout(C'iﬁ),’yn owg(Cf)) < 3C. Since JA? and c?/\,_e are locally finite for any 7 € N, the
sets A;, B; defined by '

A; = {he Cf | dye (h, aou(C)) < 3C} and B; = {he Cf | d,s(h, Bout(CY)) < 3C}

are finite for any ¢ € N. Hence, by the above claim for ¢ = I, there exist a subsequence
(v1k)7y of (Yn)yem, and vertices a1 € Az, by € By such that {a1,b1} < 1, for any k € N.
By repeating this argument for : = I +1,1+2,--- and taking subsequences, we can see that
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there exist a sequence of subsequences (vix)5_; 2 (Y2r)j2; 2 -+ and vertices a, € Arypn_1,
bp € Brin—1 for each n € N such that {a,, -+ ,a1,b1, -+ ,b,} < Yui for any n, k € N. Take
the diagonal sequence (yxx)j;, then for any n,k € N satisfying & > n, we have

{an, -+ ,a1,b1, - by} < Vi (23)

Define the bi-infinite path v in I'(G, X 1 H) by

0
Y= U Tnnlan,an—1] Y V11[a1,b1] U bn—1,bn]"
=2 n=2
By (23), v is geodesic in I'(G, X u H). By dyou(an, 0out(Cf,_1)) < 1,¥n € N and
Y-limy oo out(CFy,—q) = & we have Y-lim, .na, = & This implies Y-limy_ =

Y-lim, o ap, = € by Lemma 3.20. Similarly, Y-lim,_,« b, = n implies Y-limy; =»n. O

$22,y Y22
. 22 lel[al,bl] -~
i 722[(12,0,1] ‘ — — 722[1)1’1)2]
_as as al b1 — by 133[b2,b3] b3
< Y33 « V11 . e
x33 T i1 Y33

Y33[as3,az2]

Figure 6: The bi-infinite path  in the proof of Proposition 6.5

As in Definition 3.12 and Definition 3.16, we next define separating cosets for a bi-infinite
geodesic path and align these separating cosets based on the order of their penetration.

Definition 6.6. For a bi-infinite geodesic path v = (--- ,x_1, 29,21, ---) in I'(G, X u H),
we define the set S(; D) of cosets by

S(y; D) = U S(xp, Tm; D).

n,meZ,n<m
We call an element of S(v; D) a (v; D)-separating coset.

Remark 6.7. In Definition 6.6, we have S(v; D) = |J,,en S(—n, Zn; D) by Lemma 3.1. Also,
since 7 penetrates all cosets in S(v; D) by Lemma 2.35, we can define the relation < on
S(vy; D) as follows: for any Cy,Co € S(v; D),

C1<Cy «— AN €eZs.t. Vn < N, dXUH(.%'n,%n(Cl)) < qu”H(-%'m'}’z’n(Cl))-

We can see that the relation < is a linear order. We write S(y; D) = {--- < C_1 < Cy <
Cy < ---} considering this order.

As in Corollary 3.24, we finally show that two bi-infinite geodesic paths with the same
endpoints have the same separating cosets. This enables us to define separating cosets for
a pair of boundary points using a bi-infinite geodesic path connecting them.
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Lemma 6.8. Suppose that ,n € 0T'(G,Y uH) are distinct and o, B are bi-infinite geodesic
paths in T'(G, X uH) such that Y-lima_ =Y-limpB_ =& and Y-limay = Y-lim 3, = 1.
Then, we have S(a; D) = S(5; D).

Proof. Let o = (--- ,x_1,20,21,---) and S(asD) = {--- < C_1 < Cy < Cy < ---}. By
Y-lima_ = Y-limpB_, Y-lima; = Y-limfB,, and Corollary 3.28, there exists N € N
such that § penetrates C'_,, and C,, for any n > N. For any i € Z, there exists m € N
such that C; € S(x_y,, Tp; D) by Remark 6.7. For N and m, there exists n > N such that
Uz szm] S Yaout(Cn)ain(Cn)]- Since this implies C; € S(out(C—n), @in(Cr); D) by Lemma
3.1, there exists a geodesic path p in I'(G, X UH) from gy (C—p) to i (Cy) that essentially
penetrates C;. Let C_,,, C), be cosets of Hy ,, H), respectively and let e, e be the edges
of I'(G, X uH) with their labels in Hy__, Hy, respectively such that e; is from §;,(C_,) to
aout(C—p) and eg is from v, (Ch) t0 Bout(Ch). Since we have dx oy (out(C—p), @in(Cr)) =
dx o1 (Bout(C=n), Bin(Cr)) = dxpn(C—p, Cy) by Lemma 3.3, the path ejpes from S5, (C_,)
to Bout(Cr) is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H) and essentially penetrates C;. This implies C; €
S(Bin(C—pn), Bout (Crn); D) < S(B; D). Hence, we have S(«; D) < S(B; D). Similarly, we can
also see S(B3; D) < S(«a; D). O

We can now extend the notion of Hull-Osin’s separating cosets to a pair of boundary
points in the same way as Definition 3.25.

Definition 6.9. For &, e JI'(G,Y L H) with £ # 1, we take a bi-infinite geodesic path ~
in I'(G, X uH) satisfying Y-limvy_ = £ and Y-lim~; = 7, and define the set S(£,n; D) of
cosets by

S m; D) = S5(v; D).
We call an element of S(&,n; D) a (§,n; D)-separating coset. For convenience, we also define
S(&,& D) by S(&,&,D) = for any £ € T(G,Y uH).

Remark 6.10. Definition 6.9 is well-defined by Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 6.8. Also,
S(&,m; D) is exactly the set of all cosets that are essentially penetrated by some bi-infinite
geodesic path v in T'(G, X u H) satisfying Y-limvy_ = £ and Y-lim~; = 7.

Our next goal is to show Proposition 6.14, which is an analogue of [12, Lemma 3.9].
We first prepare auxiliary results. For distinct elements &, 7 € oI'(G,Y w1 H), if a bi-infinite
geodesic path in I'(G, X u H) satisfies Y-lim~vy_ = £ and Y-lim v, = 7, then we say that ~
is from & to .

Lemma 6.11 below is analogous to Lemma 2.35.

Lemma 6.11. Let D > 6C. For any distinct elements £,n,¢ € oI'(G,Y u H) and any
Be S(&,m; D), B is either penetrated by all bi-infinite geodesic paths in I'(G, X uH) from
€ to ¢ or penetrated by all bi-infinite geodesic paths in I'(G, X 1 H) from ¢ ton.

Proof. Let S(&§,m; D) ={--- < C_1 < Cy < Cy < ---} and suppose that there exist j € Z
and a bi-infinite geodesic path ¢ in I'(G, X u H) from £ to ¢ that doesn’t penetrate Cj.
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Figure 7: Proof of Lemma 6.11

Take a bi-infinite geodesic path p in I'(G, X u H) from £ to n that essentially penetrates
C;. For any bi-infinite geodesic path « in I'(G, X 1 H) from ¢ to 7, there exists an H)-
coset B’ and i,k € Z with i < j < k such that B’ (resp. Cj;, Ck) is penetrated by both
g and « (resp. p and ¢, p and «) by Corollary 3.28. Note B’ # Cj; since ¢ doesn’t
penetrate Cj. Let C;, Cj, C) be cosets of Hy,, Hy;, Hy, respectively and let e, e, e3 be
the edges in I'(G, X 1 H) with their labels in H),, Hy, Hy, respectively such that e; is
from pout(Ci) t0 Gout (Ci), ez is from g (B’) to apyut(B’), and eg is from ay, (Ck) to pin(Ch).
If a doesn’t penetrate Cj, then the component of pyy,,.,(c;).pin(Cy)] COrresponding to Cj is
isolated in the geodesic hexagon elq[QOut(Ci),qun(B/)]€2a[aout(3/),ain(ck)]e3(p[pout(ci)7pin(ck)])71
by C; ¢ {C;,Cy, B'}. This implies &\)\j (Pin(Cj), pout(Cj)) < 6C by Proposition 2.30. This
contradicts that p essentially penetrates C; since we assume D > 6C. Thus, a penetrates
Cj. O

Lemma 6.12 below means that if a geodesic ray converges to one endpoint of a bi-infinite
geodesic path, then the geodesic ray penetrates separating cosets of the bi-infinite path in
the same order as the order of the separating cosets.

Lemma 6.12. Let D > 4C. Suppose that £,n € 0T'(G,Y uH) are distinct and « is a geodesic
ray in I'(G, X uH) froma_ e G ton. Let S(§,m; D) ={--<C_1 <Co<C1 <---}. Ifax
penetrates C; for some i € Z, then the subpath aia,,,(c;)0) Penetrates Cii1.

Proof. By Ciy1 € S(&,m; D), there exists a bi-infinite geodesic path f in I'(X u H)

from & to n that essentially penetrates C;11. By Y-lima = Y-limB; = n and Corol-
lary 3.28, there exists j with j > 4 + 1 such that C; is penetrated by both « and
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¢ Bout(C) B (Cy)
Figure 8: Proof of Lemma 6.12

f and satisfies dx (o, ain(Ci)) < dxom(a—,ain(Cj)). Note that B penetrates C;.
Let C;,Cit1,C; be cosets of Hy,, Hy,,,, Hy; respectively and let ej, ez be the edges in
I'(G,X u M) with their labels in Hy,, H »; respectively such that e; is from aout(C;) to
Bout(C;) and ez is from a;,(Cj) to Bin(Cj). If the subpath apq,,,(c;)00) doesn’t pene-
trate C;4 1, then the component of B[Bout(ci)75in(cj)] corresponding to (1 is isolated in the
geodesic quadrilateral el/ﬁ[ﬁout(ci),ﬁin(Cj)]egl(O[[Olout(ci),ain(cj)])_l by Cit1 ¢ {CZ,CJ} This
implies c’i;\iﬂ(ﬁm(ciﬂ),,Bout(C'Z-H)) < 4C by Proposition 2.30. This contradicts that 3 es-
sentially penetrates C;11 since we assume D > 4C. Thus, o[qa,,,(c;),0) Penetrates Ciq. U

Lemma 6.13 below enables us to create a new bi-infinite geodesic ray by concatenating
two geodesic paths.

Zo o

A n =15 (D) B (BY)

Figure 9: Proof of Lemma 6.13

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that §,n € 0T'(G,Y uH) are distinct, o is a geodesic ray in I'(X uH)
from a_ € G ton, and B is a bi-infinite geodesic path in DX uH) from £ ton. If
and B penetrate an Hy-coset B satisfying dp, (Bin(B), Bout(B)) > 3C and e is the edge
in (G, X u M) from Bin(B) to aout(B) whose label is in Hy, then the bi-infinite path
B(=0,8im(B)] €V aout (B),00) 18 geodesic in (G, X uH).
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Proof. Let a = (zg,x1,---) and 8 = (--- ,y-1,%0,Y1, - ), and let N € Z satisfy yy =
Bin(B). Fix i € Z with i < N. There exist k € N and a geodesic path p in I'(G, X u H)
from y; to xy, such that the path pay,, ) is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 #H) by Lemma 3.27. By
Y-lima = Y-lim 8, = nand Corollary 3.28, there exists a Hj,-coset By € S(a, D) such that
B penetrates By and we have dxx (o, xk) < dxou(zo, in(B1)) and dxou (yi, Bin(B)) <
dx 1 (Yi, Bin(B1)). Let e; be the edge in I'(G, X u H) from «;y(B1) to Bin(B1) whose
label is in Hy,. Define the path g by ¢ = pay,, o, ()] and consider the geodesic triangle
A = qel(ﬂ[yiﬁm(Bl)])_l The component of S, s, (B,) corresponding to B cannot be
isolated in A by Proposition 2.30 and Lfl\HA (Bin(B), Bout(B)) > 3C. By this and B # By,
the path ¢ penetrates B. Hence, we have

dx on(Yi; Bin(B)) = dxon(Yis ¢in(B)) (= dxon(yi, B))
and qu’H(aout(B),am(Bl)) = quH(Qout(B)aain(Bl)) (: quH(ain(Bl)vB))

by Lemma 2.36. This implies

’/B[yiﬂin(B)]ea[aaut(B)7Oéin(Bl)]‘ < quH(yia Bm(B» +1+ qu'H(aout(B)a ain(Bl))
= quH(yia Qm(B)) +1+ quH(Qout(B)a azn(Bl))
= lq| = dxon/(Yi, ain(B1)).

Hence, the path r defined by r = By, 3, (B)]€¥avu:(B),ain(B1)] 15 geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H)
and has the same endpoints as ¢. This implies that B, 5, (B)]€¥[aeu:(B), OO)(— TQa; (By), Oo))
is geodesic in I'(G, X u H) since qa[q,,(B,),00) (= PU[ay,0) ]) is geodesic in I'(G, X 1 H).
Since ¢ with ¢ < N is arbitrary, this implies that 5(_x g,,(B)]€¥[asu(B),0) 15 geodesic in

NG, X uH). O

We are now ready to show Proposition 6.14. The proof is similar to [12, Lemma 3.9]
modulo the above auxiliary lemmas.

Proposition 6.14. Let D > 11C. For any &,n,( € G u dI'(G,Y uH), S(&,n; D) can be
decomposed into S(&,nm; D) = 8" 1 S" U F such that S" < S(£,¢(; D), S” < S(¢,n; D), and
|F| <4

Proof. We will only show the case where &, 1, € 0T'(G,Y uH) and £, n, ¢ are all distinct, be-
cause the proof of other cases is similar. Let S(§,n7; D) ={--<C_1 <Cy<C; <---} and
define P¢ = {i € Z | V~y: bi-infinite geodesic path in I'(G, X uH) from £ to ¢ penetrates C;}
and P, = {i € Z | Vv: bi-infinite geodesic path in I'(G, X u H) from ( to n penetrates C;}.
By Lemma 6.11, we have Z = P¢ u P,. Suppose for contradiction that there exists a
sequence (ig)7-; in P¢ such that limy_,, i, = c0. Take bi-infinite geodesic paths p,q
in I'(G, X u H) such that p is from £ to ¢ and ¢ is from £ to 1. Since i € P¢ im-
plies dy oy (Pin(Ci, ), qin(Ci,)) < 1 for any k € N, we have ¢ = limy_qo pin(Ci,) =
limy o ¢in(Ci,) = & This contradicts our assumption that &, 7,( are distinct. Hence,
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in(CNJrl)
Bout(CN-i-l)

Figure 10: Proof of Proposition 6.14

there exists i1 € Z such that P¢ N [i1,00) = J. Similarly, we can see P, n (—00,42] = & for
some i € Z. In particular, P, is nonempty and min P, exists. Define N by N = min7P,,.
We claim {C; | i« = N + 2} < S((,n; D). Fix a bi-infinite geodesic path 3 in
I'(G,X u#H) from ¢ ton. By N € P, the path  penetrates Cy. Hence, the subpath
BBout(Cn),0) Pemetrates Cny1 by Lemma 6.12. Let Cny1 be an Hy-coset, then we have

~

dx(Bin(Cn+1)s Bout (Cn+1)) > 3C. Indeed, take a bi-infinite geodesic path p’ in T'(G, X uH)
from £ to 7 that essentially penetrates Cy. By applying Lemma 3.4 to Cy and Cn+1, we
have dx(p,,,(Cn+1), Bin(Cn+1)) < 4C. By the same argument for Cyyq and Cnio, we
can also see J,\(p’out(C’NH),ﬁout(CNH)) < 4C. Since p’ essentially penetrates Cn,1, this
implies

A (Bin(Cn11), Bout (Ch11))

> dy (P (CN 1) Dot (O 1)) = da(Bin (Cn11)s i (Civ41)) — dr(Bout (Cr 1), Dyt (Cov 1))
> D —4C —4C = 3C.
(24)

For any ¢ > N + 2, there exists a bi-infinite geodesic path « in I'(G, X u H) from £ to
1 that essentially penetrates C;. Note that o penetrates Cny1. Let e be the edge in
G, X uH) from Bin(Cni1) t0 aout(Cni1) whose label is in Hy. By Lemma 6.13, the
bi-infinite path v defined by v = B g, (O 4 1)1V 0w (Cv11),00) 15 geodesic in T(G, X L H)
and essentially penetrates C;. This implies C; € S(v; D). On the other hand, we have
S(y; D) = S(¢,n; D) by Y-limy_ = Y-limf_ = ¢ and Y-lim~vy; = Y-lima; = 7. Thus,
we have {C; | i = N+2} < S(¢,n; D). Similarly, we can also see {C; | i < N—3} < S(£,(; D)
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since we have N —1 € P¢ by Z = P¢ U P, and N = minP,. Thus, we get the desired
decomposition by defining S’,S”, F by S’ = {C; | i < N —3}, 8" ={C; | i > N + 2}, and

F=

{Cn—2,CN-1,CN,CN41}. O
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