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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 ΓpG,Sq is hyperbolic,
|BΓpG,Sq| ą 2, the natural action of G on ΓpG,Sq is acylindrical, and the natural action
of G on the Gromov boundary BΓpG,Sq 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 Zn 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 F2 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 ΓpG,Sq is hyperbolic, |BΓpG,Sq| ą

2, the natural action of G on ΓpG,Sq is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary BΓpG,Sq 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, OutpFnq for any n ě 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 BG to SN that Borel reduces a finite
index subequivalence relation of the orbit equivalence relation EBG

G to the tail equivalence
relation EtpSq, thereby hyperfiniteness of EtpSq implied hyperfiniteness of EBG

G .

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.

2



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 ΓpG,Sq is hyperbolic, |BΓpG,Sq| ą

2, the natural action of G on ΓpG,Sq is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary BΓpG,Sq 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 pX,Bq is called a standard Borel space, if there exists
a topology O on X such that pX,Oq is a Polish space and BpOq “ B holds, where BpOq is
the σ-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 ˆX. E is called countable (resp. finite), if for
any x P X, the set ty P X | px, yq P Eu 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 pEnq8

n“1 on X
such that En Ă En`1 for any n P N and E “

Ť8
n“1En.

Definition 2.6 and Definition 2.8 are two important examples of CBERs in this paper.
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Definition 2.6. Suppose that a group G acts on a set S. The equivalence relation ES
G on

S is defined as follows: for x, y P S,

px, yq P ES
G ðñ D g P G s.t. gx “ y.

ES
G 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 ES

G is a CBER.

Proof. For any g P G, the set Graphpgq defined by Graphpgq “ tpx, gxq P S ˆ S | x P Su

is Borel since g : S Ñ S is Borel measurable. Since G is countable and we have ES
G “

Ť

gPGGraphpgq, the set ES
G is also Borel, being the countable union of Borel sets. Finally,

for any x P S, the orbit equivalence class of x is exactly Gx, which is countable since G is
countable. Thus, ES

G is a CBER.

Recall that any countable set Ω with the discrete topology is a Polish space. Hence, ΩN

endowed with the product topology is a Polish space.

Definition 2.8. Let Ω be a countable set. The equivalence relation EtpΩq on ΩN is defined
as follows: for w0 “ ps1, s2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, w1 “ pt1, t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q P ΩN,

pw0, w1q P EtpΩq ðñ Dn, Dm P N Y t0u s.t. @i P N, sn`i “ tm`i.

EtpΩq is called the tail equivalence relation on ΩN.

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 Ω, the tail equivalence
relation EtpΩq on ΩN 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 Ă 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].
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Definition 2.11. Let pS, dSq be a metric space. For x, y, z P S, we define px, yqSz by

px, yqSz “
1

2
pdSpx, zq ` dSpy, zq ´ dSpx, yqq . (1)

Proposition 2.12. For any geodesic metric space pS, dSq, the following conditions are
equivalent.

(1) There exists δ P N satisfying the following property. Let x, y, z P 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 p and b P q satisfy
dSpz, aq “ dSpz, bq ď px, yqSz , then we have dSpa, bq ď δ.

(2) There exists δ P N such that for any w, x, y, z P S, we have

px, zqSw ě mintpx, yqSw, py, zqSwu ´ δ.

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 δ-hyperbolic with
δ P N, if δ satisfies both of (1) and (2) in Proposition 2.12. A connected graph Γ is called
hyperbolic, if the geodesic metric space pΓ, dΓq is hyperbolic, where dΓ is the graph metric
of Γ.

In the remainder of this section, suppose that pS, dSq is a hyperbolic geodesic metric
space.

Definition 2.14. A sequence pxnq8
n“1 of elements of S is said to converge to infinity, if

we have limi,jÑ8pxi, xjq
S
o “ 8 for some (equivalently any) o P S. For two sequences

pxnq8
n“1, pynq8

n“1 in S converging to infinity, we define the relation „ by pxnq8
n“1 „ pynq8

n“1

if we have limi,jÑ8pxi, yjq
S
o “ 8 for some (equivalently any) o P 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 BS is defined by

BS “ tsequences in S converging to infinityu{ „

and called Gromov boundary of S.

Remark 2.17. The set BS is sometimes called the sequential boundary of S. Note that
BS 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 P S and ξ, η P S Y BS, we define pξ, ηqSo by

pξ, ηqSo “ suptlim inf
i,jÑ8

pxi, yjq
S
o | ξ “ rpxnq8

n“1s, η “ rpynq8
n“1su, (2)

where we define ξ “ rpxnq8
n“1s as follows. If ξ P BS, then pxnq8

n“1 is a sequence in S
converging to infinity such that ξ represents the equivalence class of pxnq8

n“1. If ξ P S, then
pxnq8

n“1 is constant with xn ” ξ. We define η “ rpynq8
n“1s in the same way.
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Proposition 2.19. For any hyperbolic geodesic metric space pS, dSq, there exists a unique
topology OS on S Y BS such that the relative topology of OS on S coincides with the metric
topology of dS and for any ξ P BS and o P S, the sets pUpo, ξ, nqq8

n“1 defined by

Upo, ξ, nq “ tη P S Y BS | pη, ξqSo ą nu

form a neighborhood basis of OS at ξ.

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

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
pBSq2.

Proposition 2.21. For any o P S, there exist a map D : pS Y BSq2 Ñ r0,8q and constants
ε, ε1 ą 0 with ε1 ď

?
2 ´ 1 satisfying the following three conditions.

(i) Dpx, yq “ Dpy, xq for any x, y P S Y BS.

(ii) Dpx, zq ď Dpx, yq ` Dpy, zq for any x, y, z P S Y BS.

(iii) p1 ´ 2ε1qe´εpx,yqSo ď Dpx, yq ď e´εpx,yqSo for any x, y P S Y BS.

For convenience, if px, yqSo “ 8, then we define e´εpx,yqSo “ 0.

Remark 2.22. For any x P S, we have p1 ´ 2ε1qe´εdSpo,xq ď infyPSYBS Dpx, yq by
supyPSYBSpx, yqSo ď dSpo, xq. Hence, the map D in Proposition 2.21 is not a metric on
pS Y BSq2. However, D is a metric on pBSq2. This metric D|pBSq2 is called a visual metric
and the metric topology of D|pBSq2 on pBSq2 coincides with the relative topology of OS 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 P Z and let Γ be a connected graph with the graph metric dΓ.
A path p in Γ is a graph homomorphism from one of rm,ns, rm,8q, or R to Γ, where each
domain is considered as a graph with a vertex set ZXrm,ns, ZXrm,8q, and Z respectively.
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When we want to emphasize that the domain is rm,8q (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 Γ, a path p from x to y is a path p with
the domain rm,ns satisfying ppmq “ x and ppnq “ y. We also denote the initial point x of
p by p´ and the terminal point y by p`. A path p is called closed, if p´ “ p`. Similarly, an
infinite path p from x is a path satisfying ppmq “ 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 pΓ, dΓq.
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 “ px0, x1, x2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q where each xi is a vertex of Γ and each pair pxi, xi`1q is adjacent. Also,
for a geodesic path p, if q is its subpath from x to y (resp. its infinite subpath from x), we
denote q by prx,ys (resp. prx,8q).

Remark 2.24. For two paths p and q satisfying p` “ q´, we can define the path pq by
concatenating p and q. Also, for a path p from x to y, we can define the path p´1 to be the
path from y to x obtained by reversing the direction of p.

Remark 2.25. For vertices x and y of Γ, we sometimes denote a geodesic path from x to y
by rx, ys, though it’s not necessarily unique.

Definition 2.26. Suppose that G is a group, X is a subset of G, and tHλuλPΛ is a
collection of subgroups of G such that the set X Y

Ť

λPΛHλ generates G. We denote
H “

Ů

λPΛpHλzt1uq and X \ H to mean sets of labels. Note that these unions are disjoint
as sets of labels, not as subsets of G. Let ΓpG,X\Hq be the Cayley graph of G with respect
to X \H, which allows loops and multiple edges, that is, its vertex set is G and its positive
edge set is Gˆ pX \Hq. The graph ΓpG,X \Hq is called a relative Cayley graph. For each
λ P Λ, we consider the Cayley graph ΓpHλ, Hλzt1uq, which is a subgraph of ΓpG,X \ Hq,
and define a metric pdλ : Hλ ˆHλ Ñ r0,8s as follows. We say that a path p in ΓpG,X \Hq

is λ-admissible, if p doesn’t contain any edge of ΓpHλ, Hλzt1uq. Note that p can contain an
edge whose label is an element of Hλ (e.g. the case when the initial vertex of the edge is not
in Hλ) and also p can pass vertices of ΓpHλ, Hλzt1uq. For f, g P Hλ, we define pdλpf, gq to
be the minimum of lengths of all λ-admissible paths from f to g. If there is no λ-admissible
path from f to g, then we define pdλpf, gq by pdλpf, gq “ 8. For convenience, we extend pdλ
to pdλ : G ˆ G Ñ r0,8s by defining pdλpf, gq “ pdλp1, f´1gq if f´1g P Hλ and pdλpf, gq “ 8

otherwise. The metric pdλ is called the relative metric.

Definition 2.27. Suppose that G is a group and tHλuλPΛ is a collection of subgroups of G.
For a subset X of G, tHλuλPΛ is said to be hyperbolically embedded in pG,Xq (and denoted
by tHλuλPΛ ãÑh pG,Xq), if it satisfies the two conditions below.

(1) The set X Y p
Ť

λPΛHλq generates G and the graph ΓpG,X \ Hq is hyperbolic.

(2) For any λ P Λ, pHλ, pdλq is locally finite, i.e. for any n P N, tg P Hλ | pdλp1, gq ď nu is
finite.
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A collection of subgroups tHλuλPΛ is also said to be hyperbolically embedded in G (and
denoted by tHλuλPΛ ãÑh G), if there exists a subset X of G such that tHλuλPΛ ãÑh pG,Xq.

In the remainder of this section, suppose that tHλuλPΛ is hyperbolically embedded in
pG,Xq 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
ΓpG,X \ Hq. A subpath q of p is called an Hλ-subpath if the labels of all edges of q are
in Hλ. In the case that p is a closed path, q can be a subpath of any cyclic shift of p.
An Hλ-subpath q of a path p is called Hλ-component if q is not contained in any longer
Hλ-subpath of p. In the case that p is a closed path, we require that q is not contained in
any longer Hλ-subpath of any cyclic shift of p. Furthermore, by a component, we mean an
Hλ-component for some Hλ. Two Hλ-components q1 and q2 of a path p are called connected,
if all vertices of q1 and q2 are in the same Hλ-coset. An Hλ-component q of a path p is
called isolated, if q is not connected to any other Hλ-component of p.

Remark 2.29. Note that all vertices of an Hλ-component lie in the same Hλ-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 ą 0 such that for any
geodesic n-gon p in ΓpG,X \ Hq and any isolated Hλ-component a of p, we have

pdλpa´, a`q ď nC.

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

D ě 3C. (3)

We can now define separating cosets.

Definition 2.31. [19, Definition 4.3] A path p in ΓpG,X \ Hq is said to penetrate a coset
xHλ for some λ P Λ, if p decomposes into p1ap2, where p1, p2 are possibly trivial, a is an
Hλ-component, and a´ P xHλ. Note that if p is geodesic, p penetrates any coset of Hλ

at most once. In this case, a is called the component of p corresponding to xHλ and also
the vertices a´ and a` are called the entrance and exit points of p and are denoted by
pinpxHλq and poutpxHλq respectively. If in addition we have pdλpa´, a`q ą D, then p is said
to essentially penetrates xHλ. For f, g P G and λ P Λ, if there exists a geodesic path from
f to g in ΓpG,X \Hq which essentially penetrates an Hλ-coset xHλ, then xHλ is called an
pf, g;Dq-separating coset. The set of all pf, g;Dq-separating cosets of subgroups from the
collection tHλuλPΛ is denoted by Spf, g;Dq.

Remark 2.32. If a geodesic path p penetrates an Hλ-coset xHλ, then the component a of
p corresponding to xHλ consists of a single edge and is isolated in p by minimality of the
length of p.
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Remark 2.33. First, in [12, Definition 3.1], whenever f, g P G are in the same Hλ-coset xHλ

for some λ P Λ, xHλ is included in Spf, g;Dq, but in our Definition 2.31, Spf, g;Dq can be
empty even in this case. Secondly, in [12, Definition 3.1], separating cosets are considered
for each subgroup Hλ separately, being denoted by Sλpf, g;Dq, but in our Definition 2.31,
we consider separating cosets of all subgroups from the collection tHλuλPΛ all together.

The following lemma is immediate from the above definition.

Lemma 2.34. For any f, g, h P G and any λ P Λ, the following hold.

(a) Spf, g;Dq “ Spg, f ;Dq.

(b) Sphf, hg;Dq “ thxHλ | xHλ P Spf, g;Dqu.

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 P G and any xHλ P Spf, g;Dq, every path
in ΓpG,X \ Hq connecting f to g and composed of at most 2 geodesic segments penetrates
xHλ.

The following lemma makes Spf, g;Dq into a totally ordered set.

Lemma 2.36. [19, Lemma 4.6] Let f, g P G and suppose that a geodesic path p from
f to g penetrates a coset xHλ for some λ P Λ and decomposes into p “ p1ap2, where
p1, p2 are possibly trivial and a is a component corresponding to xHλ. Then, we have
dXYHpf, a´q “ dXYHpf, xHλq.

Definition 2.37. [19, Definition 4.7] Given any f, g P G, a relation ĺ on the set Spf, g;Dq

is defined as follows: for any C1, C2 P Spf, g;Dq,

C1 ĺ C2 ðñ dXYHpf, C1q ď dXYHpf, C2q.

Lemma 2.38. [19, Lemma 4.8] For any f, g P G, the relation ĺ is a linear order on
Spf, g;Dq and any geodesic path p in ΓpG,X \ Hq from f to g penetrates all pf, g;Dq-
separating cosets according to the order ĺ. In particular, Spf, g;Dq is finite. That is,

Spf, g;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ Cnu

for some n P N and p decomposes into p “ p1a1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pnanpn`1, where ai is the component of
p corresponding to Ci for each i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu.

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

pAH1q There exists a generating set X of G such that the corresponding Cayley graph ΓpG,Xq

is hyperbolic, |BΓpG,Xq| ą 2, and the natural action of G on ΓpG,Xq is acylindrical.

pAH4q G contains a proper infinite hyperbolically embedded subgroup.

Definition 2.40. A group G is called acylindrically hyperbolic, if G satisfies the equivalent
conditions pAH1q and pAH4q from Theorem 2.39.

The following results were obtained in [19, Section 5] in proving the implication
pAH4q ñ pAH1q in Theorem 2.39. In Theorem 2.41 below, we consider separating cosets
for tHλuλPΛ ãÑh pG,Xq and the metric dΓpG,Y \Hqp¨, ¨q is denoted by dY YHp¨, ¨q 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 tHλuλPΛ is a collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in
pG,Xq. Let C ą 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and let D ą 0 satisfy D ě 3C as in (3). We also
define the subset Y of G by

Y “ ty P G | Sp1, y;Dq “ Hu. (4)

Then, we have for any f, g P G,

1

2
pdY YHpf, gq ´ 1q ď |Spf, g;Dq| ď 3dY YHpf, gq. (5)

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

(a) tHλuλPΛ ãÑh pG, Y q.

(b) The action of G on ΓpG, Y \ Hq is acylindrical.

Remark 2.42. In [19, Section 5], the condition |Λ| ă 8 is assumed in all lemmas for proving
pAH4q ñ pAH1q including [19, Lemma 5.10], which corresponds to the inequality (5) in
Theorem 2.41. However, the condition |Λ| ă 8 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 |Λ| ă 8 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 ãÑh pG,Xq, then
the action of G on ΓpG,X \ Hq is non-elementary (i.e. |BΓpG,X \ Hq| ą 2).

3 Path representatives of the Gromov boundary

Throughout this section, suppose that G is a group, X is a subset of G, and tHλuλPΛ

is a collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in pG,Xq. Let C ą 0 as in
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Proposition 2.30 and fix D ą 0 satisfying D ě 3C as in (3). We also define the subset Y of
G by Y “ ty P G | Sp1, y;Dq “ Hu as in Theorem 2.41.

In this section, we will show that elements of the Gromov boundary of the Cayley graph
ΓpG, Y \ Hq are represented by nice geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq (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 BΓpG, Y \ Hq (see Proposition 3.23 and Proposition 3.29).

For brevity, we will denote dΓpG,X\Hqp¨, ¨q and p¨, ¨q
ΓpG,X\Hq
¨ by dXYHp¨, ¨q and p¨, ¨qXYH

¨

respectively (see (1)). This will be the same for ΓpG, Y \ Hq as well. We also emphasize
that we will consider separating cosets and relative metrics for tHλuλPΛ ãÑh pG,Xq, hence
we use the notations Sp¨, ¨;Dq and pdλp¨, ¨q 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 ΓpG,X \ Hq between two vertices and q be a
subpath of p, then we have Spq´, q`;Dq Ă Spp´, p`;Dq.

Proof. Let p “ p1qp2 be decomposition of p into subpaths p1, q, and p2. For any Hλ-coset
xHλ P Spq´, q`;Dq, there exists a geodesic path α in ΓpG,X \ Hq from q´ to q` that
essentially penetrates xHλ. Since p1αp2 is a geodesic path in ΓpG,X \ Hq from p´ to p`

that essentially penetrates xHλ, we have xHλ P Spp´, p`;Dq.

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 P G and suppose that B is an Hλ-coset for some λ P Λ and that p, q are
(possibly infinite) geodesic paths from o in ΓpG,X \ Hq that penetrate B. Then, we have
pdλppinpBq, qinpBqq ď 3C.

Proof. Let x “ pinpBq and y “ qinpBq for brevity and let e be the edge in ΓpG,X \ Hq

from x to y whose label is in Hλ. Since p, q are geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq and penetrates B,
e is an isolated component in the geodesic triangle pro,xsepqro,ysq

´1 by Remark 2.32. This

implies pdλpx, yq ď 3C by Proposition 2.30.

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 ΓpG,X \ Hq from
p´ P G. If p penetrates two distinct cosets C0, C1 satisfying dXYHpp´, C0q ă dXYHpp´, C1q,
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then we have
dXYHppoutpC0q, pinpC1qq “ dXYHpC0, C1q.

Proof. Let p “ p1ap2bp3 be decomposition of p into subpaths such that a, b are com-
ponents of p corresponding to C0, C1 respectively. By a` P C0 and b´ P C1, we have
dXYHpC0, C1q ď dXYHpa`, b´q. Suppose for contradiction that there exist x P C0, y P C1

such that dXYHpx, yq ă dXYHpa`, b´q. By x, a´ P C0 and y, b` P C1, we have
dXYHpa´, xq ď 1 and dXYHpy, b`q ď 1. This implies

dXYHpa´, b`q ď dXYHpa´, xq ` dXYHpx, yq ` dXYHpy, b`q

ă 1 ` dXYHpa`, b´q ` 1 “ dXYHpa´, b`q,

which is a contradiction. Hence, we also have dXYHpa`, b´q ď dXYHpC0, C1q.

e1e0

p
p´

q´

q

x0

C0 C1

y0

x1

y1

Figure 1: Proof of Lemma 3.4

o

x

y

p

q

Cj Ci¨ ¨ ¨

p1
a

p2

q2
b

q1
ea´

a`

b´ b`

Figure 2: Proof of Lemma 3.5

Lemma 3.4 is analogous to Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that C0, C1 are cosets of Hλ0 , Hλ1 respectively with C0 ‰ C1 and
that p, q are (possibly infinite) geodesic paths in ΓpG,X \ Hq from p´, q´ P G respectively
that penetrate C0 and C1 satisfying dXYHpp´, C0q ă dXYHpp´, C1q and dXYHpq´, C0q ă

dXYHpq´, C1q. Then, we have pdλ0ppoutpC0q, qoutpC0qq ď 4C and pdλ1ppinpC1q, qinpC1qq ď 4C.

Proof. Let x0 “ poutpC0q, x1 “ pinpC1q, y0 “ qoutpC0q, y1 “ qinpC1q for brevity and let e0, e1
be edges in ΓpG,X \ Hq such that e0 is from x0 to y0 with its label in Hλ0 and e1 is from
x1 to y1 with its label in Hλ1 . Since the subpaths prx0,x1s, qry0,y1s don’t penetrate C0 nor C1

by Remark 2.32 and we have C0 ‰ C1, e0 and e1 are isolated components of the geodesic
quadrilateral e0qry0,y1se

´1
1 pprx0,x1sq

´1. This implies pdλ0px0, y0q ď 4C and pdλ1px1, y1q ď 4C
by Proposition 2.30.

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

Lemma 3.5. Let o, x, y P G and Spo, x;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ Cnu. If a geodesic path q in
ΓpG,X \Hq from o to y penetrates Ci for some i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu, then we have Cj P Spo, y;Dq

for any j with j ă i.
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Proof. Let q penetrate Ci and j P N satisfy j ă i. By Cj P Spo, x;Dq, their exists a geodesic
path p in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o to x that essentially penetrates Cj . Note that p penetrates
Ci by Lemma 2.38. Let p “ p1ap2, q “ q1bq2 be decomposition of p, q into subpaths such
that a, b are Hλ-component of p, q corresponding to Ci respectively. Let e be the edge from
a´ to b` in ΓpG,X \Hq whose label is in Hλ. Since we have dXYHpo, a´q “ dXYHpo, b´q “

dXYHpo, Ciq by Lemma 2.36, the path p1eq2 from o to y is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq and
essentially penetrates Cj . This implies Cj P Spo, y;Dq.

First of all, we verify hyperbolicity of ΓpG, Y \ Hq. 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 |Λ| ă 8 (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 ě 0, there exists kphq ě 0 with the
following property. Suppose that Γ is a connected graph and that for each pair of vertices
x, y P Γ, we have associated a connected subgraph Lpx, yq of Γ with x, y P Lpx, yq satisfying
(1) and (2) below. (Here, we define N pA, hq “ tv P Γ | Dw P A s.t. dΓpv, wq ď hu.)

(1) For any vertices x, y, z P Γ, Lpx, yq Ă N pLpx, zq Y Lpz, yq, hq.

(2) For any vertices x, y P Γ with dΓpx, yq ď 1, the diameter of Lpx, yq in Γ is at most h.

Then, Γ is kphq-hyperbolic and for any two vertices x, y P Γ, the Hausdorff distance between
Lpx, yq and any geodesic path in Γ from x to y is bounded above by kphq.

Lemma 3.7. The following hold.

(a) We have X Ă Y and ΓpG, Y \ Hq is hyperbolic.

(b) There exists MX P N such that for any x, y P G, any geodesic path α in ΓpG,X \ Hq

from x to y, and any geodesic path β in ΓpG, Y \ Hq from x to y, the Hausforff
distance betwen α and β in ΓpG, Y \ Hq is bounded above by MX .

Proof. If x P X and x ‰ 1, then the edge in ΓpG,X \ Hq from 1 to x with the label x P X
is geodesic in ΓpG,X \Hq. Since this path consisting of one edge has no Hλ-component for
any λ P Λ, we have Sp1, x;Dq “ H by Lemma 2.38. This implies x P Y , hence X Ă Y . We
will check the two conditions in Proposition 3.6 considering Γ “ ΓpG, Y \ Hq. Note that
ΓpG,X\Hq is a subgraph of ΓpG, Y \Hq byX Ă Y . For each pair px, yq of elements ofG, fix
a geodesic path γx,y in ΓpG,X\Hq from x to y and define Lpx, yq “ γx,y. Since ΓpG,X\Hq

is δX -hyperbolic with δX P N (see Definition 2.27 (1)), Proposition 3.6 (1) is satisfied with
h “ δX . Next, let x, y P G satisfy dY YHpx, yq ď 1, then Spx, y;Dq “ H. Hence, for any
vertex z P γx,y, we have Spx, z;Dq “ H by Lemma 3.1. This implies dY YHpx, zq ď 1. Hence,
the diameter of px,y in ΓpG, Y \ Hq 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 “ maxtδX , 2u, the graph ΓpG, Y \Hq

is kphq-hyperbolic. Also, let x, y P G and let α be a geodesic path in ΓpG,X \Hq from x to
y, and β be a geodesic path in ΓpG, Y \Hq from x to y. By Proposition 3.6, the Hausdorff
distance between β and γx,y in ΓpG, Y \ Hq is at most kphq and by δX -hyperbolicity of
ΓpG,X \ Hq, the Hausdorff distance between α and γx,y in ΓpG, Y \ Hq is at most δX .
Thus, the statement (b) holds with MX “ kphq ` δX .

In the remainder of this section, let ΓpG, Y \ Hq (resp. ΓpG,X \ Hq) be δY -hyperbolic
(resp. δX -hyperbolic) with δX , δY P N.
Remark 3.8. Note that δY 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 ΓpG,X \ Hq as if they are quasi-geodesic in ΓpG, Y \ Hq, 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 P N, pgiqiPN, o P G and suppose that pi is a geodesic path in ΓpG,X\Hq

from o to gi for each i P N. If pgi, gjq
Y YH
o ě R for any i, j P N, then there exist vertices

vi P pi for each i P N such that for any i, j P N, we have

dY YHpvi, vjq ď δY ` 2MX and dY YHpo, viq ě R ´ MX .

Proof. For each i P N, let ro, gis be a geodesic path in ΓpG, Y \Hq from o to gi and wi P ro, gis
be a vertex satisfying dY YHpo, wiq “ R. By pgi, gjq

Y YH
o ě R, we have dY YHpwi, wjq ď δY

for any i, j P N. By Lemma 3.7 (b), for each i P N, there exists a vertex vi P pi such that
dY YHpvi, wiq ď MX . We have for any i, j P N,

dY YHpvi, vjq ď dY YHpvi, wiq ` dY YHpwi, wjq ` dY YHpwj , vjq ď δY ` 2MX

and dY YHpo, viq ě dY YHpo, wiq ´ dY YHpwi, viq ě R ´ MX .

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

Lemma 3.10. Let o, x, y P G and suppose that p, q are geodesic paths in ΓpG,X \Hq such
that p is from o to x and q is from o to y. If there exist vertices v P p and w P q such
that dY YHpo, vq ě R and dY YHpv, wq ď K with some R,K P N, then we have px, yqY YH

o ě

R ´ pK ` 3MXq ´ 2δY .

Proof. Take geodesic paths ro, xs, ro, ys in ΓpG, Y \ Hq. By Lemma 3.7 (b), there exist
vertices a P ro, xs, b P ro, ys such that dY YHpa, vq ď MX and dY YHpb, wq ď MX . We have

dY YHpa, bq ď dY YHpa, vq ` dY YHpv, wq ` dY YHpw, bq ď K ` 2MX ,

dY YHpo, aq ě dY YHpo, vq ´ dY YHpa, vq ě R ´ MX ,

and dY YHpo, bq ě dY YHpo, vq ´ pdY YHpv, wq ` dY YHpw, bqq ě R ´ pK ` MXq.
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This implies pa, bqY YH
o ě dY YHpo, aq ´ dY YHpa, bq ě R ´ pK ` 3MXq. Note px, aqY YH

o “

dY YHpo, aq and py, bqY YH
o “ dY YHpo, bq since ro, as, ro, bs are geodesic in ΓpY Y Hq. Hence,

px, yqY YH
o ě mintpx, aqY YH

o , pa, bqY YH
o , pb, yqY YH

o u ´ 2δY

ě R ´ pK ` 3MXq ´ 2δY .

Lemma 3.11 describes slim triangle property of ΓpG, Y \ Hq using separating cosets.

Lemma 3.11. Let o, x, y P G and Spo, x;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ Cnu. If q is a geodesic
path in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o to y and i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu satisfies 3dY YHpx, yq ` 1 ď n ´ i, then
q penetrates Ci.

Proof. Let i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu satisfy 3dY YHpx, yq ` 1 ď n ´ i and take a geodesic path r in
ΓpG,X \ Hq from y to x. Since the path qr is from o to x and composed of two geodesic
segments, one of q or r penetrates Ci by Lemma 2.35. Suppose for contradiction that r
penetrates Ci. This implies Cj P Spx, y;Dq for any j P ti ` 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu by applying Lemma
3.5 to r´1 and Spx, o;Dq “ tCn ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C1u. This and (5) imply

3dY YHpx, yq ` 1 ď n ´ i ď |Spx, y;Dq| ď 3dY YHpx, yq.

This is a contradiction. Hence, q penetrates Ci.

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 ΓpG,X \ Hq mentioned at the beginning of this section.

Definition 3.12. Let γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q be a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq. We define

Spγ;Dq “

8
ď

n“0

Spx0, xn;Dq

and call an element in Spγ;Dq a pγ;Dq-separating coset.

Remark 3.13. By Lemma 3.1, we have Spx0, xn´1;Dq Ă Spx0, xn;Dq for any n P N. This
implies

|Spγ;Dq| “ lim
nÑ8

|Spx0, xn;Dq| “ sup
nPN

|Spx0, xn;Dq|.

We collect basic properties of separating cosets for geodesic rays from Lemma 3.14 up
to Lemma 3.18.

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that γ is a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq, then γ penetrates all
pγ;Dq-separating cosets exactly once.
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Proof. Let γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q and B P Spγ;Dq. There exists n P N such that B P Spx0, xn;Dq.
By Lemma 2.38, γrx0,xns penetrates B, hence so does γ. If γ penetrates an Hλ-coset more
than once, then γ can be shortened by an edge whose label is in Hλ, which contradicts that
γ is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq.

Note that in Lemma 3.14, the fact that γ penetrates all pγ;Dq-separating cosets doesn’t
trivially follow from the definition of Spγ;Dq, because by Definition 3.12, an Hλ-coset C is
in Spγ;Dq if and only if there exist n P N and a geodesic path p in ΓpG,X \Hq from x0 to
xn such that p essentially penetrates C, and p may not be a subpath of γ.

Lemma 3.15 is analogous to Lemma 2.36.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that a geodesic ray γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq penetrates an Hλ-coset B,
then we have dXYHpγ´, γinpBqq “ dXYHpγ´, Bq.

Proof. Let γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q. Take n P N satisfying dXYHpγ´, γoutpBqq ă dXYHpγ´, xnq,
then we have dXYHpγ´, Bq “ dXYHpγ´, pγrx0,xnsqinpBqq “ dXYHpγ´, γinpBqq 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 γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq, a relation ĺ on the set Spγ;Dq

is defined as follows: for any C1, C2 P Spγ;Dq,

C1 ĺ C2 ðñ dXYHpγ´, C1q ď dXYHpγ´, C2q.

Remark 3.17. By Lemma 3.14 and Lemma 3.15, the relation ĺ in Definition 3.16 is a
well-order on Spγ;Dq. We will denote Spγ;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u 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 γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q be a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \Hq and Spγ;Dq “ tC1 ĺ

C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. For any N, ℓ P N satisfying dXYHpx0, γoutpCN`1qq ď dXYHpx0, xℓq, we have
tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , CNu Ă Spx0, xℓ;Dq. Moreover, letting Spx0, xℓ;Dq “ tB1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ BN ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u, we
have Bn “ Cn for any n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu.

Proof. By dXYHpx0, γoutpCN`1qq ď dXYHpx0, xℓq, the subpath γrx0,xℓs penetrates CN`1.
Take k P N such that tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , CN`1u Ă Spx0, xk;Dq. By applying Lemma 3.5 to
x0, xk, γrx0,xℓs, we have tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , CNu Ă Spx0, xℓ;Dq. Let Spx0, xℓ;Dq “ tB1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ BN ĺ

¨ ¨ ¨ u. We have B1 ĺ C1 by C1 P Spx0, xℓ;Dq and by minimality of B1 in pSpx0, xℓ;Dq,ĺq.
On the other hand, by minimality of C1 in pSpγ;Dq,ĺq, we also have C1 ĺ B1, hence
B1 “ C1. Repeating the same argument inductively, we can see Bn “ Cn for any
n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu.
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We can now characterize nice geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq and study their properties.
Lemma 3.20 lists several equivalent conditions of Definition 3.19.

Definition 3.19. We say that a geodesic ray γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q in ΓpG,X \Hq converges to
infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq, if the sequence pxnq8

n“1 in G converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Lemma 3.20. Suppose that γ “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q is a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \Hq, then (i)-(vi)
below are all equivalent.

(i) The geodesic ray γ converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq.

(ii) There exists a subsequence pxnk
q8
k“1 that converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq.

(iii) |Spγ;Dq| “ 8.

(iv) There exists a subsequence pxnk
q8
k“1 such that limkÑ8 |Spx0, xnk

;Dq| “ 8.

(v) limnÑ8 dY YHpx0, xnq “ 8.

(vi) There exists a subsequence pxnk
q8
k“1 such that limkÑ8 dY YHpx0, xnk

q “ 8.

Proof. (i)ñ(ii) and (v)ñ(vi) are trivial. (iii)ñ(iv) follows from Remark 3.13. (i)ñ(v)
and (ii)ñ(vi) follow from the definition of the Gromov product (see (1)). (iii)ô(v) and
(iv)ô(vi) follow from (5). We are left to show (iv)ñ(iii) and (v)ñ(i).

(iv)ñ(iii) By Remark 3.13, we have

lim
kÑ8

|Spx0, xnk
;Dq| “ sup

kPN
|Spx0, xnk

;Dq| “ sup
nPN

|Spx0, xn;Dq| “ lim
nÑ8

|Spx0, xn;Dq|.

Thus, limkÑ8 |Spx0, xnk
;Dq| “ 8 implies |Spγ;Dq| “ limnÑ8 |Spx0, xn;Dq| “ 8.

(v)ñ(i) For any R P N, define R1 “ R ` 3MX ` 2δY . By (v), there exists N P N
such that dY YHpx0, xN q ě R1. Hence, for any n,m ě N , we have pxn, xmqY YH

x0
ě R1 ´

3MX ´ 2δY “ R by Lemma 3.10 applied to o “ x0, x “ xn, y “ xm, v “ xN , w “ xN .
This implies lim infn,mÑ8pxn, xmqY YH

x0
ě infn,měN pxn, xmqY YH

x0
ě R for any R P N. Thus,

limn,mÑ8pxn, xmqY YH
x0

“ 8.

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 pxnq8
n“1 of elements of G that is convergent in ΓpG, Y \

Hq Y BΓpG, Y \ Hq, we denote its limit point by Y - limnÑ8 xn. For a geodesic ray γ “

px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q in ΓpG,X \ Hq such that the sequence pxnq8
n“1 is convergent in ΓpG, Y \

Hq Y BΓpG, Y \ Hq, we also denote its limit point by Y - lim γ. Note that when we write
Y - limnÑ8 xn P BΓpG, Y \Hq for a sequence pxnq8

n“1 in G, it implicitly means that pxnq8
n“1

converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq and its limit point in BΓpG, Y \ Hq is Y - limnÑ8 xn.
This is the same for Y - lim γ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq as well. We use the notations X- limnÑ8 xn
and X- lim γ 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 BΓpG, Y \Hq can be connected
by a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq, 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 γ below is not necessarily geodesic nor quasi-geodesic in
ΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Proposition 3.22. For any o P G and any ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hq, there exists a geodesic ray γ
in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o such that Y - lim γ “ ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Proof. Let pgnq8
n“1 be a sequence of elements of G that converges to ξ. For each n P N,

take a geodesic path γn in ΓpG,X \Hq from o to gn. Since limi,jÑ8pgi, gjq
Y YH
o “ 8, there

exists a subsequence pg0kq8
k“1 of pgnq8

n“1 such that

inf
k,ℓPN

pg0k, g0ℓq
Y YH
o ě 2p3pδY ` 2MXq ` 4q ` 1 ` MX . (6)

By Lemma 3.9 and (6), there exist vertices v0k P γ0k for each k P N satisfying
dY YHpv0k, v0ℓq ď δY ` 2MX and dY YHpo, v0ℓq ě 2p3pδY ` 2MXq ` 4q ` 1 for any k, ℓ P N.
This and (5) imply for any k, ℓ P N,

3dY YHpv0k, v0ℓq ` 4 ď 3pδY ` 2MXq ` 4 ď |Spo, v0ℓ;Dq|. (7)

Let m “ |Spo, v01;Dq| and Spo, v01;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ Cmu. Since (7) implies
3dY YHpv0k, v01q ` 1 ď m ´ 3, the path γ0k penetrates C1, C2, and C3 for any k P N by
Lemma 3.11. Let C3 be an Hλ-coset. For each k P N, let a0k´ and a0k` be the entrance
and exit points of γ0k in C3. Since γ0k is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq for each k P N, we have

pdλpa01´, a0k´q ď 3C

by Lemma 3.2. Since the relative metric pdλ is locally finite (see Definition 2.27), the set
ta0k´ | k P Nu is finite. Hence, there exist a1 P ta0k´ | k P Nu and a subsequence
pg11kq8

k“1 of pg0kq8
k“1 such that a1 P γ11k for any k P N. Note Spo, a1;Dq ě 1 since we have

C1 P Spo, a1;Dq by Lemma 3.5. By limk,ℓÑ8pg11k, g11ℓq
Y YH
o “ 8, there exists a subsequence

pg1kq8
k“1 of pg11kq8

k“1 such that

inf
k,ℓPN

pg1k, g1ℓq
Y YH
o ě 2p3pδY ` 2MXq ` |Spo, a1;Dq| ` 4q ` 1 ` MX . (8)
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Note a1 P γ1k for any k P N. By the same argument as pg0kq8
k“1, we can see that there

exist a2 P G and a subsequence pg21kq8
k“1 of pg1kq8

k“1 such that a2 P γ21k for any k P N and
|Spo, a2;Dq| ě |Spo, a1;Dq| ` 1. The latter inequality comes from the term |Spo, a1;Dq| ` 4
in (8), which corresponds to 4 in (6). By repeating this argument, we can see that there
exist a1, a2, ¨ ¨ ¨ P G and a sequence of subsequences pg1kq8

k“1 Ą pg2kq8
k“1 Ą ¨ ¨ ¨ satisfying (i)

and (ii) below for any n P N.

(i) ta1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , anu Ă γnk for any k P N.

(ii) |Spo, an`1;Dq| ě |Spo, an;Dq| ` 1.

Take the diagonal sequence pgkkq8
k“1, then for any n P N, pgkkq8

k“n is a subsequence of
pgnkq8

k“1. Hence, ta1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , anu Ă γnn for any n P N. Note that (ii) and Lemma 3.1 imply
dXYHpo, anq ă dXYHpo, an`1q for any n P N. Define the path γ : r0,8q Ñ ΓpG,X \ Hq by

γ “

8
ď

n“1

γnnran´1,ans,

where we define a0 by a0 “ o for convenience. the path γ is a geodesic ray since for any
n P N, we have

n
ÿ

i“1

|γiirai´1,ais| “

n
ÿ

i“1

dXYHpai´1, aiq “

n
ÿ

i“1

|γnnrai´1,ais| “ |γnnro,ans| “ dXYHpo, anq.

Since we have limnÑ8 |Spo, an;Dq| “ 8 by (ii) and panq8
n“1 is a subsequence of γ, the path

γ converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \Hq by Lemma 3.20 and we have Y - lim γ “ Y - limnÑ8 an.

Finally, we will show Y - lim γ “ ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq. Since we have ξ “ Y - limnÑ8 gn “

Y - limnÑ8 gnn, it’s enough to show Y - limnÑ8 an “ Y - limnÑ8 gnn P BΓpG, Y \ Hq. For
any R P N, there exists N P N such that dY YHpo, aN q ě R ` 3MX ` 2δY since we
have limnÑ8 dY YHpo, anq “ 8 by Lemma 3.20. Hence, for any m,n ě N , we have
pam, gnnqY YH

o ě R by Lemma 3.10 applied to x “ am, y “ gnn, v “ aN , w “ aN .
This implies limm,nÑ8pam, gnnqY YH

o “ 8, hence Y - limnÑ8 an “ Y - limnÑ8 gnn in
BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

We next show that as the limit points of geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq get closer to
one another in BΓpG, Y \ Hq, 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 o P G, ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq and suppose that α is a geodesic ray in
ΓpG,X\Hq from o such that Y - limα “ ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hq. Let Spα,Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u.
Then, for any N P N, there exists an open neighborhood U of ξ in BΓpG, Y \ Hq such that
any geodesic ray β in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o satisfying Y - limβ P U penetrates Cn for any
n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu.
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Proof. Given N P N, define R P N by

R “ 2p3pδY ` 2MXq ` N ` 2q ` 1 ` MX ` 2δY . (9)

Let η P BΓpG, Y \Hq satisfy pξ, ηqY YH
o ą R (see (2)) and β be a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X\Hq

from o such that Y - limβ “ η. Let α “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q and β “ py0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q. It’s not difficult
to see from (2) that pξ, ηqY YH

o ą R implies

lim inf
i,jÑ8

pxi, yjq
Y YH
o ą R ´ 2δY .

Hence, there exists k P N such that pxk, ykqY YH
o ą R ´ 2δY . By Lemma 3.9 applied to

o, xk, yk, αro,xks, βro,yks, there exist ℓ,m with ℓ,m ď k such that dY YHpxℓ, ymq ď δY ` 2MX

and dY YHpo, xℓq ě R´2δY ´MX . This implies, together with (5) in Theorem 2.41 and (9),

3dY YHpxℓ, ymq ` N ` 2 ď 3pδY ` 2MXq ` N ` 2 ď |Spo, xℓ;Dq|. (10)

Let L “ |Spo, xℓ;Dq| and Spo, xℓ;Dq “ tB1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ BLu. By Lemma 3.11, βry0,yms

penetrates Bn for any n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu since (10) implies 3dY YHpxℓ, ymq ` 1 ď L ´ N .
Meanwhile, suppose dXYHpo, xℓq ď dXYHpo, αoutpCN`1qq for contradiction, then we have
αro,xℓs Ă αro,αoutpCN`1qs. This implies |Spo, xℓ;Dq| ď |Spo, αoutpCN`1q;Dq| ď N ` 1 by
Lemma 3.1. This contradicts that we get N ` 2 ď |Spo, xℓ;Dq| by (10). Thus, we have
dXYHpo, αoutpCN`1qq ă dXYHpo, xℓq. Hence, we have Bn “ Cn for any n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu

by Lemma 3.18. Thus, β penetrates Cn for any n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu. Finally, since the set
V “ tη P BΓpG, Y \Hq | pξ, ηqY YH

o ą Ru is a neighborhood of ξ, there exists an open set U
of BΓpG, Y \ Hq such that ξ P U and U Ă V . This U satisfies the statement for N .

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 P G and suppose that α, β are geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o
such that Y - limα “ Y - limβ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq. Then, we have Spα;Dq “ Spβ;Dq.

Proof. Let α “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, β “ py0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, and Spα;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. By
Proposition 3.23, β penetrates Cn for any n P N since Y - limβ is obviously contained
in any open neighborhood of Y - limα. For any n P N, there exists k P N such that
tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Cn`1u Ă Spo, xk;Dq. Let ℓ P N satisfy dXYHpo, βoutpCn`1qq ď dXYHpo, yℓq. By
Lemma 3.5, we have tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Cnu Ă Spo, yℓ;Dq Ă Spβ;Dq. This implies Spα;Dq Ă Spβ;Dq.
Similarly, we can also see Spβ;Dq Ă Spα;Dq.

Definition 3.25. Given x P G and ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hq, we take a geodesic ray γ in ΓpG,X\Hq

satisfying γ´ “ x and Y - lim γ “ ξ and define the set of cosets Spx, ξ;Dq by

Spx, ξ;Dq “ Spγ;Dq.

We call an element of Spx, ξ;Dq a px, ξ;Dq-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, γ above exists and Spx, ξ;Dq doesn’t depend on γ. Also, Spx, ξ;Dq is exactly the set
of all cosets that are essentially penetrated by some geodesic ray γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq from x
with Y - lim γ “ ξ.

We will next show in Corollary 3.28 that two geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq having the
same limit in BΓpG, Y \ Hq 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 Γ is a connected graph, x is a vertex, and β “ py0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q is
a geodesic ray. Then, there exists k P N such that for any geodesic path p from x to yk, the
path pβryk,8q is a geodesic ray.

Proof. Define the map f : N Ñ Z by fpnq “ dΓpyn, y0q ´ dΓpyn, xq. Since β is geodesic,
we have fpnq “ n ´ dΓpyn, xq,@n P N. This and |dΓpyn`1, xq ´ dΓpyn, xq| ď 1,@n P N
imply that f is non-decreasing. The map f is also bounded above by dΓpy0, xq. Hence,
there exists k P N such that fpnq “ fpkq for any n with n ě k. Since this implies
dΓpyn, xq “ dΓpyn, ykq ` dΓpyk, xq for any n with n ě k, this k satisfies the statement.

β

α

p

γ

yk

CN´1 CN CN`1

C1

C2

βinpCN´1q

αinpCN´1q

βoutpCN´1q

αoutpCN´1q

βinpCN q βoutpCN q

αinpCN q αoutpCN q

Figure 4: Proof of Corollary 3.28

Corollary 3.28. Suppose that α, β are geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq that converge to
infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq and let Spα;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. If Y - limα “ Y - limβ in
BΓpG, Y \Hq, then there exists N P N such that for any n ě N , β penetrates Cn satisfying
dXYHpβ´, Cnq ă dXYHpβ´, Cn`1q and we have, when Cn is an Hλ-coset,

pdλpαinpCnq, βinpCnqq ď 4C and pdλpαoutpCnq, βoutpCnqq ď 4C. (11)

Proof. Let β “ py0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q. By applying Lemma 3.27 to ΓpG,X\Hq, there exist k P N and
a geodesic path p in ΓpG,X\Hq from α´ to yk such that the path γ defined by γ “ pβryk,8q
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is a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq. By γryk,8q “ βryk,8q, we have Y - lim γ “ Y - limβ “

Y - limα. This implies Spγ;Dq “ Spα;Dq by Corollary 3.24. Hence, γ penetrates Cn for any
n P N by Lemma 3.14. Note that |Spγ;Dq| “ 8 implies limnÑ8 dXYHpγ´, γinpCnqq “ 8.
Hence, there exists N ě 2 such that dXYHpγ´, γinpCN´1qq ą dXYHpγ´, ykq. By γryk,8q “

βryk,8q, the path β penetrates Cn for any n ě N ´ 1. Let n ě N and Cn be an Hλ-coset.
By Cn´1 ĺ Cn and γ´ “ α´, we have dXYHpγ´, Cn´1q ă dXYHpγ´, Cnq. This implies

dXYHpβ´, Cnq ´ dXYHpβ´, Cn´1q “ dXYHpyk, βinpCnqq ´ dXYHpyk, βinpCn´1qq

“ dXYHpyk, γinpCnqq ´ dXYHpyk, γinpCn´1qq

“ dXYHpγ´, Cnq ´ dXYHpγ´, Cn´1q ą 0.

Hence, we have pdλpαinpCnq, βinpCnqq ď 4C by applying Lemma 3.4 to Cn´1, Cn, α, β. Sim-
ilarly, we have pdλpαoutpCnq, βoutpCnqq ď 4C by applying Lemma 3.4 to Cn, Cn`1, α, β.

Finally, we show that if the limit points in BΓpG,X\Hq of geodesic rays in ΓpG,X\Hq

are convergent, then their limit points in BΓpG, Y \Hq 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 o P G and suppose that α is a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq from
o converging to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq. For any open neighborhood U of Y - limα in
BΓpG, Y \ Hq, there exists an open neighborhood V of X- limα in BΓpG,X \ Hq such that
if a geodesic ray β in ΓpG,X \ Hq from o converging to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq satisfies
X- limβ P V , then we have Y - limβ P U .

Proof. Let α “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q. For any open neighborhood U of Y - limα in BΓpG, Y \ Hq,
there exists R P N such that

tη P BΓpG, Y \ Hq | pY - limα, ηqY YH
o ě Ru Ă U (12)

by Proposition 2.19. We define R1 “ R ` δX ` 3MX ` 2δY . Since we have
limnÑ8 dY YHpo, xnq “ 8 by Lemma 3.20, there exists N P N such that

dY YHpo, xN q ě R1.

By Proposition 2.19, there exists an open neighborhood V of X- limα in BΓpG,X \Hq such
that

V Ă tη1 P BΓpG,X \ Hq | pX- limα, η1qXYH
o ą N ` 2δXu. (13)

We show that V satisfies the statement. Let β “ py0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q be a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X\Hq

from o converging to infinity in ΓpG, Y \Hq such thatX- limβ P V . By (13), it’s not difficult
to see lim infi,jÑ8pxi, yjq

XYH
o ą N . Since α and β are geodesic rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq from

o, this implies
dY YHpxN , yN q ď dXYHpxN , yN q ď δX .
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Hence, for any n,m ě N , we have pxn, ymqY YH
o ě R1 ´ pδX ` 3MXq ´ 2δY “ R by applying

Lemma 3.10 to αro,xns, βro,yms, x “ xn, y “ ym, v “ xN , w “ yN . This implies

pY - limα, Y - limβqY YH
o ě lim inf

i,jÑ8
pxi, yjq

Y YH
o ě R.

Hence, we have Y - limβ P U by (12).

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 ďlex on SN, which enables us to pick for ξ P BG, a geodesic ray from 1 to ξ in the
Cayley graph ΓpG,Sq whose label is the minimum in pSN,ďlexq among all such geodesic rays.
This defines an injective Borel measurable map from BG to SN that Borel reduces a finite
index subequivalence relation of the orbit equivalence relation EBG

G to the tail equivalence
relation EtpSq, thereby hyperfiniteness of EtpSq implies hyperfiniteness of EBG

G .

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 SYBS
is completely metrizable for any completely metrizable hyperbolic space S. For a graph Γ,
we denote its vertex set by V pΓq. The proof below uses that V pΓq is discrete.

Lemma 4.1. For any hyperbolic graph Γ, the topological space V pΓq Y BΓ is completely
metrizable. If in addition V pΓq is countable, then V pΓq Y BΓ is Polish.

Proof. Fix a vertex o P Γ and take the map D : pΓ Y BΓq2 Ñ r0,8q and constants ε, ε1 ą 0
as in Proposition 2.21. We define the map rD : pV pΓq Y BΓq2 Ñ r0,8q by rDpx, yq “ Dpx, yq

if x ‰ y and rDpx, yq “ 0 if x “ y. By Proposition 2.21, it’s not difficult to see that rD
is a metric and the metric topology of rD coincides with the relative topology of OΓ on
V pΓq Y BΓ (see Proposition 2.19). Here, we used discreteness of pV pΓq,OΓ|V pΓqq since the

metric topology of rD on V pΓq is discrete by Remark 2.22. We will show that rD is complete.
Let pxnq8

n“1 be a Cauchy sequence of pV pΓq Y BΓ, rDq. Since V pΓq is dense in V pΓq Y BΓ,

we can take for each n P N, a vertex yn P V pΓq such that rDpxn, ynq ď 1
n . The sequence

pynq8
n“1 in V pΓq is also a Cauchy sequence in the metric rD and it’s enough to show that

pynq8
n“1 is convergent. If there exists a constant subsequence pynk

q8
k“1 (i.e. ynk

” y for

some y P V pΓq), then pynq8
n“1 converges to y in rD. If there is no constant subsequence

of pynq8
n“1, then there exists a subsequence pynk

q8
k“1 whose elements are all distinct. This

implies rDpynk
, ynℓ

q “ Dpynk
, ynℓ

q for any k ‰ ℓ. Since this implies limk,ℓÑ8pynk
, ynℓ

qΓo “ 8,
the sequence pynk

q8
k“1 converges to some y P BΓ in OΓ. Hence, pynq8

n“1 converges to y as
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well. Thus, V pΓq Y BΓ is completely metrizable with rD. If V pΓq is countable, V pΓq is a
countable dense subset of V pΓq Y BΓ. Hence, V pΓq Y BΓ is Polish.

From here up to Lemma 4.9, suppose that G is a countable group, X is a subset of G,
and tHλuλPΛ is a countable collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in pG,Xq.
Let C ą 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and fix D ą 0 satisfying D ě 3C as in (3). We also define
the subset Y of G by Y “ ty P G | Sp1, y;Dq “ Hu as in Theorem 2.41. The difference
from Section 3 is that we assume G and Λ are countable.

Since X\H is countable, we fix a well-order ď on X\H by some injection X\H ãÑ N.
The lexicographic order ďlex on pX \HqN is naturally defined from the order ď on X \H,
that is, for w0 “ ps1, s2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, w1 “ pt1, t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q P pX \ HqN, we have

w0 ălex w1 ðñ Dn P N s.t.

˜

ľ

iăn

si “ ti

¸

^ sn ă tn.

Similarly, we define the lexicographic order ďlex on pX \ Hqn for each n P N. Note that
pX \ HqN 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 ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hq, picking one geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \Hq from
1 to ξ in a Borel way. This is done by reading the labels of all geodesic rays from 1 to ξ
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 “ ps1, s2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q P pX \HqN, we define the infinite path γw from 1 P G
in ΓpG,X \ Hq by γw “ p1, xw,1, xw,2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, where the n-th vertex xw,n is defined by

xw,n “ s1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sn

for each n P N.

Definition 4.3. For ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, we define the subset Gpξq of pX \ HqN by

Gpξq “ tw P pX \HqN | γw is geodesic in ΓpG,X \Hq and Y - lim γw “ ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hqu.

Remark 4.4. Note that the condition Y - lim γw “ ξ in Definition 4.3 implicitly requires that
γw converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \Hq (see Definition 3.21). Also, for any ξ P BΓpG, Y \Hq,
the set Gpξq is nonempty by Proposition 3.22.

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

Lemma 4.5. For any ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, the set Gpξq is closed in pX \ HqN.

Proof. Note that pX\HqN is metrizable. Suppose that a sequence pwiq
8
i“1 in Gpξq converges

to w P pX \ HqN. It’s straightforward to see that γw is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq. We will
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first show |Spγw;Dq| “ 8. Let Sp1, ξ;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u (see Definition 3.25). Since
wi P Gpξq implies Spγwi ;Dq “ Sp1, ξ;Dq for any i P N, we have for any i, n P N,

dXYHp1, γwi
outpCnqq “ dXYHp1, γwi

in pCnqq ` 1 “ dXYHp1, Cnq ` 1 (14)

by Lemma 3.15. For any N P N, we define k by k “ dXYHp1, CN`1q ` 1. Since pwiq
8
i“1

converges to w, there exists I P N such that xwI ,m “ xw,m for any m P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ku (see
Definition 4.2). This implies tC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , CNu Ă Sp1, xwI ,k;Dq “ Sp1, xw,k;Dq Ă Spγw;Dq by
(14) and Lemma 3.18. Hence, we have |Spγw;Dq| “ 8 since N P N is arbitrary. Since
pwiqi“18 converges to w, pX- lim γwiqi“18 converges to X- lim γw in BΓpG,X \Hq. Hence,
pY - lim γwiqi“18 converges to Y - lim γw in BΓpG, Y \Hq by Proposition 3.29. This implies
Y - lim γw “ ξ by Y - lim γwi “ ξ,@i P N. Thus, we have w P Gpξq.

Corollary 4.6. For any ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, the element minďlex
Gpξq exists.

Proof. For each n P N, we define the element sξ,n P X \ H and the subset Gpξqn of Gpξq

inductively as follows:

sξ,1 “ mints1 P pX \ H,ďq | Dw P Gpξq s.t. w “ ps1, s2, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu,

Gpξq1 “ tw P Gpξq | w “ psξ,1, s2, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu,

sξ,n`1 “ mintsn`1 P pX \ H,ďq | Dw P Gpξqn s.t. w “ psξ,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξ,n, sn`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu,

Gpξqn`1 “ tw P Gpξqn | w “ psξ,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξ,n, sξ,n`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu.

Note that each Gpξqn is nonempty since Gpξq is nonempty. We define the element wξ P

pX \ HqN by wξ “ psξ,1, sξ,2, sξ,3, ¨ ¨ ¨ q and take an element wn P Gpξqn for each n P N.
Since pwnqn“18 converges to wξ in pX \ HqN, we have wξ P Gpξq by Lemma 4.5. Since
wξ P

Ş8
n“1 Gpξqn, we have wξ ďlex w for any w P Gpξq.

Definition 4.7 below is well-defined by Corollary 4.6.

Definition 4.7. We define the map Φ: BΓpG, Y \ Hq Ñ pX \ HqN by

Φpξq “ minďlex
Gpξq.

For each ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, we denote Φpξq “ psξ,1, sξ,2, sξ,3, ¨ ¨ ¨ q.

We will show that the map Φpξq 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 Φ: BΓpG, Y \ Hq Ñ pX \ HqN is injective.

Proof. This follows since we have ξ “ Y - lim γΦpξq for any ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Recall that we put the discrete topology on the countable set X \ H and the product
topology on pX \ HqN.
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Lemma 4.9. The map Φ: BΓpG, Y \ Hq Ñ pX \ HqN is continuous.

Proof. It’s enough to show that for any ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq and any k P N, there exists
an open neighborhood U of ξ in BΓpG, Y \ Hq such that sη,n “ sξ,n for any η P U and
any n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ku. Indeed, given ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, the open sets tVku8

k“1 defined by
Vk “ tpsnq8

n“1 P pX \ HqN | sn “ sξ,n,@n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , kuu form a neighborhood basis of Φpξq.
Hence, for any open neighborhood V of Φpξq, there exists k P N such that Vk Ă V . For this
k, we will be able to take an open neighborhood U of ξ such that ΦpUq Ă Vk. This will
imply continuity of Φ at ξ. Hence, we will get continuity of Φ since ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq is
arbitrary.

Let Sp1, ξ;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u (see Definition 3.25). By limiÑ8 dXYHp1, Ciq “ 8,
there exists N P N such that dXYHp1, CN q ą k. By Proposition 3.23, there exists an open
neighborhood U of ξ in BΓpG, Y \ Hq such that for any η P U and any w P Gpηq, the path
γw penetrates Ci for any i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu. Let η P U . We define m by m “ dXYHp1, CN q for
brevity and let CN be an Hλ-coset. We claim

tps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , smq P pX \ Hqm | Dw P Gpηq s.t. w “ ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sm, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu

“tps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , smq P pX \ Hqm | Dw P Gpξq s.t. w “ ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sm, ¨ ¨ ¨ qu.
(15)

Indeed, for any w1 P Gpηq and w2 P Gpξq, let e1, e2 be the edges in ΓpG,X \Hq whose labels
are in Hλ such that e1 is from γw1

in pCN q to γw2
outpCN q and e2 is from γw2

in pCN q to γw1
outpCN q. We

have xw1,m “ γw1
in pCN q, xw1,m`1 “ γw1

outpCN q, xw2,m “ γw2
in pCN q, and xw2,m`1 “ γw2

outpCN q

by Lemma 2.36. Hence, the paths α1, α2 defined by

α1 “ γw1

r1,xw1,ms
e1γ

w2

rxw2,m`1,8q
and α2 “ γw2

r1,xw2,ms
e2γ

w1

rxw1,m`1,8q

are geodesic in ΓpG,X\Hq. By Y - limα1 “ Y - lim γw2 “ ξ and Y - limα2 “ Y - lim γw1 “ η,
we have α1 P Gpξq and α2 P Gpηq. This implies (15). By (15), we have sη,n “ sξ,n for any
n P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,mu.

1
γΦpξ0q

gi
giγ

Φpξiq

gj gjγ
Φpξjq

C1 C2

CN0
CN0`1 CN1¨ ¨ ¨

pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0q

pgjγ
ΦpξjqqinpCN0q

pgjγ
ΦpξjqqinpCN1q

pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN1q

γ
Φpξ0q

in pCN0q γ
Φpξ0q

in pCN1q
m0

mj

mi

ℓ

ℓ

ℓ

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 Λ is finite.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that G is a countable group, X is a subset of G, and tHλuλPΛ

is a finite collection of subgroups of G hyperbolically embedded in pG,Xq. Let C ą 0 as
in Proposition 2.30 and fix D ą 0 satisfying D ě 3C. We also define the subset Y of G
by Y “ ty P G | Sp1, y;Dq “ Hu as in (4). Then, the orbit equivalence relation EG on
BΓpG, Y \ Hq induced by the action G ñ BΓpG, Y \ Hq is a hyperfinite CBER.

Proof. Since G is countable, BΓpG, Y \ Hq is Polish being a closed subset of the Polish
space G Y ΓpG, Y \ Hq by Lemma 4.1. Since BΓpG, Y \ Hq is a Polish space and G is
a countable group acting on BΓpG, Y \ Hq homeomorphically, EG is a CBER by Lemma
2.7. We will show that EG is hyperfinite. Define the subsets R,R1 of pBΓpG, Y \ Hqq2 by
R “ pΦ ˆ Φq´1pEtpX \ Hqq and R1 “ R X EG (see Definition 2.8 for EtpX \ Hq). Since
EtpX \Hq is hyperfinite by Proposition 2.9 and the map Φ is an injective Borel measurable
map by Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9, R is a hyperfinite CBER on BΓpG, Y \Hq. Hence, R1

is also hyperfinite. We define the constant K by

K “

ˆ

max
λPΛ

|th P Hλ | pdλp1, hq ď 4Cu|

˙2

. (16)

Note K ă 8, since Λ is finite by our assumption and each pdλ is locally finite. We will
show that each EG-class is composed of at most K equivalence classes of R1. This implies
that EG is hyperfinite by Proposition 2.10. Suppose for contradiction that there exist
ξ0, ξ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ξK P BΓpG, Y \Hq such that pξi, ξjq P EGzR1 for any distinct i, j P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku

(i.e. i ‰ j). For each i P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku, there exists gi P G such that giξi “ ξ0 by
pξi, ξ0q P EG. We take g0 “ 1. Let SpγΦpξ0q;Dq “ tC1 ĺ C2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. By Corollary 3.28,
there exists N0 P N such that for any i P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku and any n ě N0, the path giγ

Φpξiq

penetrates Cn and satisfies (11). Define mi by

mi “ dXYHpgi, pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0qq

for each i P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku. Note m0 “ dXYHp1, CN0q. For any distinct i, j P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku,
pξi, ξjq R R1 implies pΦpξiq,Φpξjqq R EtpX \ Hq. Hence, there exists k P N such that

psξi,mi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξi,mi`kq ‰ psξj ,mj`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξj ,mj`kq (17)

for any distinct i, j P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku. On the other hand, there exists N1 P N such that

dXYHp1, γ
Φpξ0q

in pCN1qq ą m0 ` k by limnÑ8 dXYHp1, γ
Φpξ0q

in pCnqq “ 8. Define ℓ P N by
ℓ “ dXYHpCN0 , CN1q ` 1. By Lemma 3.3, we have

dXYHppgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0q, pgiγ

ΦpξiqqinpCN1qq “ ℓ and dXYHpgi, pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN1qq “ mi ` ℓ
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for any i P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku. In particular, m0 ` ℓ “ dXYHp1, γ
Φpξ0q

in pCN1qq ą m0 ` k implies
ℓ ą k. By (11), the set

!´

pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0q, pgiγ

ΦpξiqqinpCN1q

¯

P G ˆ G
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
i “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,K

)

has at most K elements (see (16)). Hence, by Pigeonhole principle, there exist distinct
i, j P t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku such that

pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0q “ pgjγ

ΦpξjqqinpCN0q and pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN1q “ pgjγ

ΦpξjqqinpCN1q. (18)

By (18), minimality of Φpξiq in pGpξiq,ďlexq, and minimality of Φpξjq in pGpξjq,ďlexq, we
have

psξi,mi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξi,mi`ℓq “ psξj ,mj`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξj ,mj`ℓq. (19)

Indeed, suppose for contradiction that (19) doesn’t hold. We assume without loss of
generality, psξi,mi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξi,mi`ℓq ălex psξj ,mj`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξj ,mj`ℓq and define a, b by a “

pgiγ
ΦpξiqqinpCN0q and b “ pgiγ

ΦpξiqqinpCN1q for brevity. By (18), the path

α “ pgjγ
Φpξjqqrgj ,as ¨ pgiγ

Φpξiqqra,bs ¨ pgjγ
Φpξjqqrb,8q

is well-defined. Since α is a geodesic ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq from gj satisfying Y - limα “

Y - lim gjγ
Φpξjq “ gjξj , the path g´1

j α is a geodesic ray from 1 with Y - lim g´1
j α “ ξj .

Hence, we have Labpαq “ Labpg´1
j αq P Gpξjq, where Lab denotes labels of paths in

ΓpG,X \ Hq. On the other hand, we have Labpαq ălex Labpgjγ
Φpξjqq “ Φpξjq by

psξi,mi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξi,mi`ℓq ălex psξj ,mj`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξj ,mj`ℓq. This contradicts that Φpξjq is mini-
mal in pGpξjq,ďlexq. Hence, we have psξi,mi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξi,mi`ℓq ělex psξj ,mj`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sξj ,mj`ℓq.
We can also show the converse inequality from minimality of Φpξiq in pGpξiq,ďlexq. Thus,
we get (19), which contradicts (17) by ℓ ą k.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 2.39 pAH4q, there exist a proper infinite subgroup H
and a subset X of G such that H ãÑh pG,Xq. Let C ą 0 as in Proposition 2.30 and fix
D ą 0 satisfyingD ě 3C. We also define the subset Y of G by Y “ ty P G | Sp1, y;Dq “ Hu

as in (4). By Theorem 2.41 and Lemma 2.43, the Caylay graph ΓpG, Y \ Hq is hyperbolic,
|BΓpG, Y \Hq| ą 2, and the action of G on ΓpG, Y \Hq is acylindrical. By Proposition 4.10,
the orbit equivalece relation EG induced by the action of G on BΓpG, Y \Hq is hyperfinite.
Thus, S “ Y Y H is a generator of G satisfying the statement of Theorem 1.1.

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 ñ X is called topologically amenable if for any finite subset S of G, any
compact set K of X, and any ε ą 0, there exists a continuous map p : X Ñ ProbpGq such
that

max
gPS

sup
xPK

}ppgxq ´ g ¨ ppxq}1 ă ε.

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 σ-compact is used only to show that
topological amenability implies Borel amenability.

Theorem 5.2. Let G ñ X be a homeomorphic action of a countable group G on a Polish
space X. If EX

G is hyperfinite and for any x P X, its stabilizer StabGpxq “ tg P G | gx “ xu

is amenable, then G ñ X is topologically amenable.

Proof. Hyperfiniteness of EX
G and amenability of stabilizers imply Borel amenability of

the action G ñ 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].

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 p1, δq-quasi-geodesic ray p in Lemma 5.3 may not be
continuous.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that pS, dSq is a δ-hyperbolic geodesic metric space with δ P N,
then for any o P S and ξ P BS, there exists a p1, δq-quasi-geodesic ray p from o to ξ i.e.
p : r0,8q Ñ S satisfies pp0q “ o, sups,tPr0,8q |dSpppsq, pptqq ´ |s´ t|| ď δ, and limsÑ8 ppsq “

ξ.

Proof. Let pxnq8
n“1 be a sequence of points in S that converges to ξ. By taking a subsequence

of pxnq8
n“1 if necessary, we may assume that for any n,m P N with n ď m, pxn, xmqSo ě n

holds since we have limn,mÑ8pxn, xmqSo “ 8. For each n P N, take a geodesic path pn from
o to xn. Note that pxn, xmqSo ě n implies dSpo, xnq ě n for any n P N. Define the map
p : r0,8q Ñ S as follows. For each n P N, p isometrically maps rn ´ 1, nq to the subpath
qn of pn satisfying dSpo, qn´q “ n ´ 1. By dSpo, q1´q “ 0, we have pp0q “ o. Let s, t ě 0
with s ď t, then there exist n,m P N such that s P rn ´ 1, nq and t P rm ´ 1,mq. We have
n ď m. Let a P S be the unique point on pm satisfying dSpo, aq “ s. Since a and pptq
are both on the geodesic path pm, we have dSpa, pptqq “ dSpo, pptqq ´ dSpo, aq “ t ´ s. By
pxn, xmqSo ě n ą s, we have dSpppsq, aq ď δ. Hence, we have

|dSpppsq, pptqq ´ |s ´ t|| “ |dSpppsq, pptqq ´ dSpa, pptqq| ď dSpppsq, aq ď δ
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for any s, t ě 0 with s ď t. It’s not difficult to show that for any N P N, if n,m ě N , then
pxn, ppmqqSo ě N ´ δ. This implies limsÑ8 ppsq “ ξ.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that pS, dSq is a δ-hyperbolic geodesic metric space with δ P N and
a group G acts on S isometrically and acylindrically. Then, for any ξ P BS, the stabilizer
StabGpξq of ξ is virtually cyclic.

Proof. Let ξ P BS and H “ StabGpξq. Since the action G ñ S is acylindrical, so is H ñ 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 ξ, (c) cannot
occur. We will show that in case (a), H is finite (hence virtually cyclic). Fix o P S and
define ε by ε “ supgPH dpo, goq ă 8. By Morse lemma (see [2, Chapter III.H, Theorem
1.7]), there exists a constant Kpδq ą 0 such that for any p1, δq-quasi-geodesic path q and
any geodesic path q1 from q´ to q`, the Hausdorff distance between q and q1 is at most
Kpδq. Define ε1 by ε1 “ ε ` 4Kpδq ` 7δ. Since H ñ S is acylindrical, there exist R,M P N
such that for any x, y P S with dSpx, yq ě R,

|tg P H | dSpx, gxq ď ε1 and dSpy, gyq ď ε1u| ď M. (20)

By Lemma 5.3, there exists a p1, δq-quasi-geodesic ray p from o to ξ. Let g P H, then
by gξ “ ξ the path gp is a p1, δq-quasi-geodesic ray from go to ξ. Take a real number
s ą 0 satisfying dSpo, ppsqq ą maxtε ` Kpδq, Ru, then by Morse lemma and dSpo, ppsqq ą

dSpo, goq ` Kpδq, there exists t ą 0 such that dSpppsq, gpptqq ď 2Kpδq ` 2δ. This implies

dSpgppsq, gpptqq “ dSpppsq, pptqq ď |s ´ t| ` δ ď |dSpo, ppsqq ´ dSpgo, gpptqq| ` 3δ

ď dSpo, goq ` dSpppsq, gpptqq ` 3δ ď ε ` 2Kpδq ` 2δ ` 3δ.

Hence, we have dSpo, goq ď ε1 and dSpppsq, gppsqq ď dSpppsq, gpptqq ` dSpgpptq, gppsqq ď ε1

for any g P H. By dSpo, ppsqq ą R and (20), this implies |H| ď M .

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 ΓpG,Sq is hyperbolic, |BΓpG,Sq| ą

2, the natural action of G on ΓpG,Sq is acylindrical, and the natural action of G on the
Gromov boundary BΓpG,Sq is topologically amenable.

Proof. Take the generating set S of G in Theorem 1.1. Since the action G ñ ΓpG,Sq is
acylindrical, the stabilizer StabGpξq is amenable for any ξ P BΓpG,Sq by Lemma 5.4. This
and hyperfiniteness of the action G ñ BΓpG,Sq imply that G ñ BΓpG,Sq is topologically
amenable by Theorem 5.2.
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6 Appendix (more on path representatives)

This section is continuation of Section 3. G,X, tHλuλPΛ, 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 BΓpG, Y \ Hq for possible future use.

After recording the result that BΓpG, Y \ Hq is homeomorphic to a certain subset of
BΓpG,X \ Hq (see Proposition 6.2), which was essentially proved in Section 3, we will first
show that any two distinct points of BΓpG, Y \Hq can be connected by a bi-infinite geodesic
path in ΓpG,X\Hq (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 BΓpG, Y \Hq (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 BΓpG,X \ Hq of all nice geodesic
rays in ΓpG,X \ Hq. This set turns out to be homeomorphic to BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Definition 6.1. We define the subset A of BΓpG,X \ Hq by

A “ tξ1 P BΓpG,X\Hq | Dγ : geodesic ray in ΓpG,X\Hq s.t. |Spγ;Dq| “ 8^X- lim γ “ ξ1u.

For ξ1 P A, take a geodesic ray γ in ΓpG,X\Hq such that |Spγ;Dq| “ 8 and X- lim γ “

ξ1. The geodesic ray γ converges to infinity in ΓpG, Y \ Hq by Lemma 3.20 and the limit
point Y - lim γ is independent of γ taken for ξ1 by Proposition 3.29 and Lemma 3.27. Hence,
this defines the well-defined map Ψ: A Ñ BΓpG, Y \ Hq by

Ψpξ1q “ Y - lim γ.

Proposition 6.2. The map Ψ is a homeomorphism from A to BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Proof. Injectivity and surjectivity of Ψ follow from Corollary 3.28 and Proposition 3.22
respectively. Continuity of Ψ and Ψ´1 follow from Proposition 3.29 and Proposition 3.23
respectively.

Remark 6.3. By Proposition 6.2 and the Luzin-Souslin Theorem (see [15, Corollary 15.2])
for Ψ´1, the set A is Borel in BΓpG,X \ Hq. It’s interesting to know whether the geodesic
boundary is Borel or not in BΓpG,X \Hq. Recall that the geodesic boundary of a geodesic
hyperbolic metric space S is the set of all points in the Gromov boundary BS 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 γ “ p¨ ¨ ¨ , x´1, x0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q is a bi-infinite geodesic path in
ΓpG,X \Hq such that the sequences pxnq8

n“1 and pxnq
´8
n“´1 converge to infinity in ΓpG, Y \

Hq. We denote the limit point Y - limnÑ8 xn in BΓpG, Y \ Hq by Y - lim γ` and the limit
point Y - limnÑ´8 xn in BΓpG, Y \ Hq by Y - lim γ´.

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 ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \Hq, there exists a bi-infinite
geodesic path γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq such that Y - lim γ´ “ ξ and Y - lim γ` “ η.

Proof. By Proposition 3.22, fix geodesic rays α “ p1, x1, x2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, β “ p1, y1, y2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q in
ΓpG,X \ Hq from 1 such that Y - limα “ ξ and Y - limβ “ η. Since ξ ‰ η, it’s straightfor-
ward to see that there exist R,m0 P N such that for any i, j ě m0,

pxi, yjq
Y YH
1 ď R. (21)

For each n ě m0, fix a geodesic path γn in ΓpG,X\Hq from xn to yn. Also, take a geodesic
path rxn, yns in ΓpG, Y \ Hq for each n ě m0, then there exists a vertex z1

n P rxn, yns

such that dY YHp1, z1
nq ď R ` δY by (21) and we can take a vertex zn P γn satisfying

dY YHpz1
n, znq ď MX by Lemma 3.7 (b). This zn satisfies

dY YHp1, znq ď R ` δY ` MX (22)

for each n ě m0. Let Spα;Dq “ tCα
1 ĺ Cα

2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u and Spβ;Dq “ tCβ
1 ĺ Cβ

2 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u and let

each Cα
i (resp. Cβ

i ) be a coset of Hλα
i
(resp. H

λβ
i
). Define I by I “ 3pR`δY `MXq`2. We

claim that for any i, n P N satisfying I ď i and dXYHp1, αoutpC
α
i`1qq ď n, γn penetrates Cα

i .
Indeed, let Spxn, 1;Dq “ tB1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ Bmu. By applying Lemma 3.18 to α and Sp1, xn;Dq,
we have Bm´pj´1q “ Cα

j for any j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , iu. Since we have 3dY YHp1, znq ` 1 ď i ´ 1, the
path γn penetrates Cα

i p“ Bm´pi´1qq by applying Lemma 3.11 to xn, 1, γrxn,zns. By applying
Lemma 3.2 to pαr1,xnsq

´1 and γn, we have

pdλα
i

pαoutpC
α
i q, pγ´1

n qoutpC
α
i qq “ pdλα

i
ppαr1,xnsq

´1
in pCα

i q, pγnqinpCα
i qq ď 3C.

In the same way, we can also see that for any i, n P N satisfying I ď

i and dXYHp1, βoutpC
β
i`1qq ď n, the path γn penetrates Cβ

i and we have
pd
λβ
i

pβoutpC
β
i q, γn outpC

β
i qq ď 3C. Since pdλα

i
and pd

λβ
i
are locally finite for any i P N, the

sets Ai, Bi defined by

Ai “ th P Cα
i | pdλα

i
ph, αoutpC

α
i qq ď 3Cu and Bi “ th P Cβ

i | pd
λβ
i

ph, βoutpC
β
i qq ď 3Cu

are finite for any i P N. Hence, by the above claim for i “ I, there exist a subsequence
pγ1kq8

k“1 of pγnq8
n“m1

and vertices a1 P AI , b1 P BI such that ta1, b1u Ă γ1k for any k P N.
By repeating this argument for i “ I`1, I`2, ¨ ¨ ¨ and taking subsequences, we can see that
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there exist a sequence of subsequences pγ1kq8
k“1 Ą pγ2kq8

k“1 Ą ¨ ¨ ¨ and vertices an P AI`n´1,
bn P BI`n´1 for each n P N such that tan, ¨ ¨ ¨ , a1, b1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , bnu Ă γnk for any n, k P N. Take
the diagonal sequence pγkkq8

k“1, then for any n, k P N satisfying k ě n, we have

tan, ¨ ¨ ¨ , a1, b1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , bnu Ă γkk. (23)

Define the bi-infinite path γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq by

γ “

8
ď

i“2

γnnran,an´1s Y γ11ra1,b1s Y

8
ď

n“2

γnnrbn´1,bns.

By (23), γ is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq. By dY YHpan, αoutpC
α
I`n´1qq ď 1,@n P N and

Y - limnÑ8 αoutpC
α
I`n´1q “ ξ, we have Y - limnÑ8 an “ ξ. This implies Y - lim γ´ “

Y - limnÑ8 an “ ξ by Lemma 3.20. Similarly, Y - limnÑ8 bn “ η implies Y - lim γ` “ η.

a1 b1 b2 b3a2a3
x11

y11

y22

y33

x22

x33

γ22rb1,b2s

γ33rb2,b3s

γ11ra1,b1s
γ22ra2,a1sγ33ra3,a2s

γ33

γ22

γ11

¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨

Figure 6: The bi-infinite path γ 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 γ “ p¨ ¨ ¨ , x´1, x0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q in ΓpG,X \ Hq,
we define the set Spγ;Dq of cosets by

Spγ;Dq “
ď

n,mPZ,năm

Spxn, xm;Dq.

We call an element of Spγ;Dq a pγ;Dq-separating coset.

Remark 6.7. In Definition 6.6, we have Spγ;Dq “
Ť

nPN Spx´n, xn;Dq by Lemma 3.1. Also,
since γ penetrates all cosets in Spγ;Dq by Lemma 2.35, we can define the relation ĺ on
Spγ;Dq as follows: for any C1, C2 P Spγ;Dq,

C1 ĺ C2 ðñ DN P Z s.t. @n ď N, dXYHpxn, γinpC1qq ď dXYHpxn, γinpC1qq.

We can see that the relation ĺ is a linear order. We write Spγ;Dq “ t¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C´1 ĺ C0 ĺ

C1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u 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 ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \Hq are distinct and α, β are bi-infinite geodesic
paths in ΓpG,X \ Hq such that Y - limα´ “ Y - limβ´ “ ξ and Y - limα` “ Y - limβ` “ η.
Then, we have Spα;Dq “ Spβ;Dq.

Proof. Let α “ p¨ ¨ ¨ , x´1, x0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q and Spα;Dq “ t¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C´1 ĺ C0 ĺ C1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. By
Y - limα´ “ Y - limβ´, Y - limα` “ Y - limβ`, and Corollary 3.28, there exists N P N
such that β penetrates C´n and Cn for any n ě N . For any i P Z, there exists m P N
such that Ci P Spx´m, xm;Dq by Remark 6.7. For N and m, there exists n ě N such that
αrx´m,xms Ă αrαoutpC´nq,αinpCnqs. Since this implies Ci P SpαoutpC´nq, αinpCnq;Dq by Lemma
3.1, there exists a geodesic path p in ΓpG,X\Hq from αoutpC´nq to αinpCnq that essentially
penetrates Ci. Let C´n, Cn be cosets of Hλ´n , Hλn respectively and let e1, e2 be the edges
of ΓpG,X \Hq with their labels in Hλ´n , Hλn respectively such that e1 is from βinpC´nq to
αoutpC´nq and e2 is from αinpCnq to βoutpCnq. Since we have dXYHpαoutpC´nq, αinpCnqq “

dXYHpβoutpC´nq, βinpCnqq “ dXYHpC´n, Cnq by Lemma 3.3, the path e1pe2 from βinpC´nq

to βoutpCnq is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq and essentially penetrates Ci. This implies Ci P

SpβinpC´nq, βoutpCnq;Dq Ă Spβ;Dq. Hence, we have Spα;Dq Ă Spβ;Dq. Similarly, we can
also see Spβ;Dq Ă Spα;Dq.

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 ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \ Hq with ξ ‰ η, we take a bi-infinite geodesic path γ
in ΓpG,X \ Hq satisfying Y - lim γ´ “ ξ and Y - lim γ` “ η, and define the set Spξ, η;Dq of
cosets by

Spξ, η;Dq “ Spγ;Dq.

We call an element of Spξ, η;Dq a pξ, η;Dq-separating coset. For convenience, we also define
Spξ, ξ;Dq by Spξ, ξ;Dq “ H for any ξ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq.

Remark 6.10. Definition 6.9 is well-defined by Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 6.8. Also,
Spξ, η;Dq is exactly the set of all cosets that are essentially penetrated by some bi-infinite
geodesic path γ in ΓpG,X \ Hq satisfying Y - lim γ´ “ ξ and Y - lim γ` “ η.

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 ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \ Hq, if a bi-infinite
geodesic path in ΓpG,X \Hq satisfies Y - lim γ´ “ ξ and Y - lim γ` “ η, then we say that γ
is from ξ to η.

Lemma 6.11 below is analogous to Lemma 2.35.

Lemma 6.11. Let D ě 6C. For any distinct elements ξ, η, ζ P BΓpG, Y \ Hq and any
B P Spξ, η;Dq, B is either penetrated by all bi-infinite geodesic paths in ΓpG,X \ Hq from
ξ to ζ or penetrated by all bi-infinite geodesic paths in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ζ to η.

Proof. Let Spξ, η;Dq “ t¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C´1 ĺ C0 ĺ C1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u and suppose that there exist j P Z
and a bi-infinite geodesic path q in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ξ to ζ that doesn’t penetrate Cj .

34



ζ

ξ η

e1

p

α

Ci

Cj

B1

Ck

e3

pinpCkq

αinpCkq

αoutpB
1q

q

e2

poutpCiq

qoutpCiq

qinpB1q

Figure 7: Proof of Lemma 6.11

Take a bi-infinite geodesic path p in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ξ to η that essentially penetrates
Cj . For any bi-infinite geodesic path α in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ζ to η, there exists an Hλ-
coset B1 and i, k P Z with i ă j ă k such that B1 (resp. Ci, Ck) is penetrated by both
q and α (resp. p and q, p and α) by Corollary 3.28. Note B1 ‰ Cj since q doesn’t
penetrate Cj . Let Ci, Cj , Ck be cosets of Hλi

, Hλj
, Hλk

respectively and let e1, e2, e3 be
the edges in ΓpG,X \ Hq with their labels in Hλi

, Hλ, Hλk
respectively such that e1 is

from poutpCiq to qoutpCiq, e2 is from qinpB1q to αoutpB
1q, and e3 is from αinpCkq to pinpCkq.

If α doesn’t penetrate Cj , then the component of prpoutpCiq,pinpCkqs corresponding to Cj is
isolated in the geodesic hexagon e1qrqoutpCiq,qinpB1qse2αrαoutpB1q,αinpCkqse3pprpoutpCiq,pinpCkqsq

´1

by Cj R tCi, Ck, B
1u. This implies pdλj

ppinpCjq, poutpCjqq ď 6C by Proposition 2.30. This
contradicts that p essentially penetrates Cj since we assume D ě 6C. Thus, α penetrates
Cj .

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 ě 4C. Suppose that ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \Hq are distinct and α is a geodesic
ray in ΓpG,X \ Hq from α´ P G to η. Let Spξ, η;Dq “ t¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C´1 ĺ C0 ĺ C1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u. If α
penetrates Ci for some i P Z, then the subpath αrαoutpCiq,8q penetrates Ci`1.

Proof. By Ci`1 P Spξ, η;Dq, there exists a bi-infinite geodesic path β in ΓpX \ Hq

from ξ to η that essentially penetrates Ci`1. By Y - limα “ Y - limβ` “ η and Corol-
lary 3.28, there exists j with j ą i ` 1 such that Cj is penetrated by both α and
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Figure 8: Proof of Lemma 6.12

β and satisfies dXYHpα´, αinpCiqq ă dXYHpα´, αinpCjqq. Note that β penetrates Ci.
Let Ci, Ci`1, Cj be cosets of Hλi

, Hλi`1
, Hλj

respectively and let e1, e2 be the edges in
ΓpG,X \ Hq with their labels in Hλi

, Hλj
respectively such that e1 is from αoutpCiq to

βoutpCiq and e2 is from αinpCjq to βinpCjq. If the subpath αrαoutpCiq,8q doesn’t pene-
trate Ci`1, then the component of βrβoutpCiq,βinpCjqs corresponding to Ci`1 is isolated in the

geodesic quadrilateral e1βrβoutpCiq,βinpCjqse
´1
2 pαrαoutpCiq,αinpCjqsq

´1 by Ci`1 R tCi, Cju. This

implies pdλi`1
pβinpCi`1q, βoutpCi`1qq ď 4C by Proposition 2.30. This contradicts that β es-

sentially penetrates Ci`1 since we assume D ě 4C. Thus, αrαoutpCiq,8q penetrates Ci`1.

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

β

α

pyN “qβinpBq

B B1

xk

x0

p
e1

βinpB1q

αinpB1q

yi

αoutpBq

e
qoutpBqqinpBq

ξ η

Figure 9: Proof of Lemma 6.13

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that ξ, η P BΓpG, Y \Hq are distinct, α is a geodesic ray in ΓpX\Hq

from α´ P G to η, and β is a bi-infinite geodesic path in ΓpX \ Hq from ξ to η. If α
and β penetrate an Hλ-coset B satisfying pdHλ

pβinpBq, βoutpBqq ą 3C and e is the edge
in ΓpG,X \ Hq from βinpBq to αoutpBq whose label is in Hλ, then the bi-infinite path
βp´8,βinpBqseαrαoutpBq,8q is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq.
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Proof. Let α “ px0, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q and β “ p¨ ¨ ¨ , y´1, y0, y1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, and let N P Z satisfy yN “

βinpBq. Fix i P Z with i ă N . There exist k P N and a geodesic path p in ΓpG,X \ Hq

from yi to xk such that the path pαrxk,8q is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq by Lemma 3.27. By
Y - limα “ Y - limβ` “ η and Corollary 3.28, there exists aHλ1-cosetB1 P Spα,Dq such that
β penetrates B1 and we have dXYHpx0, xkq ă dXYHpx0, αinpB1qq and dXYHpyi, βinpBqq ă

dXYHpyi, βinpB1qq. Let e1 be the edge in ΓpG,X \ Hq from αinpB1q to βinpB1q whose
label is in Hλ1 . Define the path q by q “ pαrxk,αinpB1qs and consider the geodesic triangle
∆ “ qe1pβryi,βinpB1qsq

´1. The component of βryi,βinpB1qs corresponding to B cannot be

isolated in ∆ by Proposition 2.30 and pdHλ
pβinpBq, βoutpBqq ą 3C. By this and B ‰ B1,

the path q penetrates B. Hence, we have

dXYHpyi, βinpBqq “ dXYHpyi, qinpBqq p“ dXYHpyi, Bqq

and dXYHpαoutpBq, αinpB1qq “ dXYHpqoutpBq, αinpB1qq p“ dXYHpαinpB1q, Bqq

by Lemma 2.36. This implies

|βryi,βinpBqseαrαoutpBq,αinpB1qs| ď dXYHpyi, βinpBqq ` 1 ` dXYHpαoutpBq, αinpB1qq

“ dXYHpyi, qinpBqq ` 1 ` dXYHpqoutpBq, αinpB1qq

“ |q| “ dXYHpyi, αinpB1qq.

Hence, the path r defined by r “ βryi,βinpBqseαrαoutpBq,αinpB1qs is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq

and has the same endpoints as q. This implies that βryi,βinpBqseαrαoutpBq,8qp“ rαrαinpB1q,8qq

is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq since qαrαinpB1q,8qp“ pαrxk,8qsq is geodesic in ΓpG,X \ Hq.
Since i with i ă N is arbitrary, this implies that βp´8,βinpBqseαrαoutpBq,8q is geodesic in
ΓpG,X \ Hq.

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 ě 11C. For any ξ, η, ζ P G Y BΓpG, Y \ Hq, Spξ, η;Dq can be
decomposed into Spξ, η;Dq “ S1 \ S2 \ F such that S1 Ă Spξ, ζ;Dq, S2 Ă Spζ, η;Dq, and
|F | ď 4.

Proof. We will only show the case where ξ, η, ζ P BΓpG, Y \Hq and ξ, η, ζ are all distinct, be-
cause the proof of other cases is similar. Let Spξ, η;Dq “ t¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ C´1 ĺ C0 ĺ C1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ u and
define Pξ “ ti P Z | @γ : bi-infinite geodesic path in ΓpG,X\Hq from ξ to ζ penetrates Ciu

and Pη “ ti P Z | @γ : bi-infinite geodesic path in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ζ to η penetrates Ciu.
By Lemma 6.11, we have Z “ Pξ Y Pη. Suppose for contradiction that there exists a
sequence pikq8

k“1 in Pξ such that limkÑ8 ik “ 8. Take bi-infinite geodesic paths p, q
in ΓpG,X \ Hq such that p is from ξ to ζ and q is from ξ to η. Since ik P Pξ im-
plies dY YHppinpCikq, qinpCikqq ď 1 for any k P N, we have ζ “ limkÑ8 pinpCikq “

limkÑ8 qinpCikq “ ξ. This contradicts our assumption that ξ, η, ζ are distinct. Hence,
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there exists i1 P Z such that Pξ X ri1,8q “ H. Similarly, we can see Pη X p´8, i2s “ H for
some i2 P Z. In particular, Pη is nonempty and minPη exists. Define N by N “ minPη.

We claim tCi | i ě N ` 2u Ă Spζ, η;Dq. Fix a bi-infinite geodesic path β in
ΓpG,X \ Hq from ζ to η. By N P Pη, the path β penetrates CN . Hence, the subpath
βrβoutpCN q,8q penetrates CN`1 by Lemma 6.12. Let CN`1 be an Hλ-coset, then we have
pdλpβinpCN`1q, βoutpCN`1qq ą 3C. Indeed, take a bi-infinite geodesic path p1 in ΓpG,X\Hq

from ξ to η that essentially penetrates CN . By applying Lemma 3.4 to CN and CN`1, we
have pdλpp1

inpCN`1q, βinpCN`1qq ď 4C. By the same argument for CN`1 and CN`2, we

can also see pdλpp1
outpCN`1q, βoutpCN`1qq ď 4C. Since p1 essentially penetrates CN`1, this

implies

pdλpβinpCN`1q, βoutpCN`1qq

ě pdλpp1
inpCN`1q, p1

outpCN`1qq ´ pdλpβinpCN`1q, p1
inpCN`1qq ´ pdλpβoutpCN`1q, p1

outpCN`1qq

ą D ´ 4C ´ 4C ě 3C.

(24)

For any i ě N ` 2, there exists a bi-infinite geodesic path α in ΓpG,X \ Hq from ξ to
η that essentially penetrates Ci. Note that α penetrates CN`1. Let e be the edge in
ΓpG,X \ Hq from βinpCN`1q to αoutpCN`1q whose label is in Hλ. By Lemma 6.13, the
bi-infinite path γ defined by γ “ βp´8,βinpCN`1qseαrαoutpCN`1q,8q is geodesic in ΓpG,X \Hq

and essentially penetrates Ci. This implies Ci P Spγ;Dq. On the other hand, we have
Spγ;Dq “ Spζ, η;Dq by Y - lim γ´ “ Y - limβ´ “ ζ and Y - lim γ` “ Y - limα` “ η. Thus,
we have tCi | i ě N`2u Ă Spζ, η;Dq. Similarly, we can also see tCi | i ď N´3u Ă Spξ, ζ;Dq
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since we have N ´ 1 P Pξ by Z “ Pξ Y Pη and N “ minPη. Thus, we get the desired
decomposition by defining S1, S2, F by S1 “ tCi | i ď N ´ 3u, S2 “ tCi | i ě N ` 2u, and
F “ tCN´2, CN´1, CN , CN`1u.
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