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APPROXIMATING HYPERBOLIC LATTICES BY CUBULATIONS

NIC BRODY AND EDUARDO REYES

ABSTRACT. We show that an isometric action of a torsion-free uniform lattice
T" on hyperbolic space H™ can be metrically approximated by geometric actions
of I' on CAT(0) cube complexes, provided that either n is at most three, or
the lattice is arithmetic of simplest type. This solves a conjecture of Futer and
Wise.

Our main tool is the study of a space of co-geodesic currents, consisting
of invariant Radon measures supported on codimension-1 hyperspheres in the
Gromov boundary of H". By pairing co-geodesic currents and geodesic currents
via an intersection number, we show that asymptotic convergence of geometric
actions can be deduced from the convergence of their dual co-geodesic currents.

For surface groups, our methods also imply approximation by cubulations
for actions induced by non-positively curved Riemannian surfaces with singu-
larities, Hitchin and maximal representations, and quasiFuchsian representa-
tions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Geometric group theory studies groups through their isometric actions on metric
spaces. These actions may originate from geometric topology, combinatorial group
theory, dynamics, or beyond, and different actions might reveal different properties
of the group of interest.

For example, if I is the fundamental group of a Riemannian manifold (M, g), then

the universal cover M admits an isometric action of T by deck transformations, when
endowed with the pullback metric. Curvature bounds on g have strong consequences
on I'. For instance, if (M,g) is closed and negatively curved, then T' is word-
hyperbolic. Of special interest is the case in which (M, g) has constant negative
curvature, since then I" acts as a (torsion-free) uniform lattice on the real hyperbolic
space H".

There is another interesting class of isometric actions, which is that of cubi-
cal actions on CAT(0) cube complexes, when considering the combinatorial metric
on their 1-skeletons. By the work of Sageev in the 1990s [67, (8], we know that
these actions are related to the existence and behavior of codimension-1 subgroups.
Nowadays, it is known that many groups admit geometric actions on such complexes
(and that many groups do not), see, for instance, [0, 25, 28, 35, 53, 58, 74].

One would like to understand how various actions of a given group I" might be re-
lated quantitatively, at least from a large-scale perspective. By the Milnor-Schwarz
lemma, any two geometric actions of I' on geodesic metric spaces are equivariantly
quasi-isometric. In this work, we will consider A-quasi-isometries, nomenclature
which we adopt from [35]. Given two geometric actions of a group I' on (roughly)
geodesic metric spaces X and Y, a A-quasi-isometry (A = 1) is a ['-equivariant map
f: X — Y satisfying

(1.1) Aty (z,y) — A < dy(fz, fy) < Dadx(z,y) + A

for all z,y € X, where A1, A2, A > 0 satisfy \A2 = A (note that f is coarsely
surjective by cocompactness of the actions).
The quantity A reflects how far the actions on X and Y are from being homothetic
up to a uniformly bounded additive perturbation. If I' is a hyperbolic group, then
1
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(1.1) holds for some A if and only if for all g € I' we have

(1.2) AL x[g] < fy[g] < Aalx[g],
where

txlgl = tim DD g g = tim V)
m—®0 m m—00 m

are the stable translation length functions associated to these actions, which are
independent of the base points x € X,y € Y, see e.g. [21, 45].

Suppose M is a closed n-dimensional hyperbolic manifold with fundamental
group I'. The goal of this paper is to compare the action of I" on M = H" with
geometric actions of I' on CAT(0) cube complexes (with the combinatorial metric),
and is motivated by the following conjecture of Futer and Wise [35, Conjecture 7.8].

Conjecture 1.1 (Futer-Wise). Let M = I'\H" be a closed hyperbolic n-manifold
with fundamental group I', so that either n < 3 or M is arithmetic of simplest
type. Then for every A > 1, M is homotopy equivalent to a compact non-positively
curygd cube complex X such that there is a I'-equivariant A-quasi-isometry from X
to M.

This conjecture cannot be strengthened to ask for the existence of 1-quasi-
isometries. Indeed, every automorphism g of the CAT(0) cube complex X either
fixes a point or has an invariant (combinatorial) geodesic on its first cubical barycen-
tric subdivision [40], and hence 2¢3[g] € Z for any g € I" and any I' acting geomet-
rically on X. On the other hand, it is known that the marked length spectrum
{lun[g] : g € T} of any uniform lattice action of ' on H"™ is not contained in a
discrete subgroup of R (for instance, this follows from [38, Prop. 3.2]). Therefore
(1.2) cannot hold with A; Ay = 1.

Conjecture 1.1 is meaningful since any I' as in its statement admits many geo-
metric actions on CAT(0) cube complexes; see [5, 6]. The conjecture predicts that
there are “enough” cubulations to approximate geometric actions on H"™. Now we
explain the main results of this work, which imply Conjecture 1.1.

1.1. Approximating negatively curved metrics on surfaces. Suppose M is
a closed orientable surface of negative Euler characteristic and fundamental group
I, and equip M with a negatively curved Riemannian metric go. Bonahon [12]
introduced the space Curr(T") of geodesic currents on I', which can be interpreted as
I'-invariant locally invariant measures on the space of geodesics in the universal cover
of (M, go) with the pullback metric. Looking at the endpoints at infinity of these
geodesics, we see that the space Curr(I') is independent of the metric go. Bonahon
also introduced the intersection number, which is a continuous, R -bilinear function

i:Curr(l') x Curr(T") - R

that extends the geometric intersection number of closed geodesics in M. Any
negatively curved Riemannian metric g on M has associated a Liouwville current
g, characterized by the following property: if g € I' is non-torsion and 7y is the
corresponding rational current, then i(ag, npg) = £4[g], where £4[g] is the length of
the unique geodesic in (M, g) in the free homotopy class of [g]. See Section 2 for
the definitions involved.

Bonahon proved that any current is a limit of real multiples of rational currents
in the weak-* topology, and in particular there exists a sequence (t,,7g,.1)m of
real multiples of rational currents converging to ag. Then 7  is filling for m
large enough, and by Sageev’s construction there exists a geometric action of T’
on a CAT(0) cube complex X,, with hyperplanes stabilized by the conjugates of
subgroups commensurable to (g, ). Continuity of the intersection number then
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allows us to promote the convergence ¢y, ] N ag to the existence of I'-equivariant

Am-quasi-isometries from /'?m to M with Am converging to 1, see Proposition 3.9.
In Section 4, we will formalize this argument and prove the following, which
confirms Conjecture 1.1 when n = 2.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a closed, smooth Riemannian surface of negative curvature
and fundamental group I'. Then for any \ > 1, there exists a geometric action of T’
on a CAT(0) cube complex X and a I'-equivariant A-quasi-isometry from X to M.

By the same argument, many other geometric structures on surface groups can be
approximated by cubulations, including non-positively curved Riemannian metrics
on surfaces with finitely many singularities, and positively ratioed Ansosov rep-
resentations (which include Hitchin representations and maximal representations).
See Section 4 for the precise results.

1.2. Approximating 3-dimensional and arithmetic hyperbolic lattices. The
strategy sketched above for the proof of the 2-dimensional case of Conjecture 1.1
is the template we follow to solve the higher dimensional cases. If I' is our hy-
perbolic group of interest, then the goal is to construct a reasonable topolog-
ical space SCurr(T") of co-geodesic currents and a bilinear intersection number
is : SCurr(T") x Curr(I') — R. For this space we require the following.

i) If we want to approximate the geometric action of ' on the metric space X,
we need a co-geodesic current ax € S Curr(I') dual to X, so that it verifies

Ix [g] =is (Oéx, 77[9])

for all g e I.

ii) If « € SCurr(T") is a “discrete” co-geodesic current, we want a cocompact
action of T' on a CAT(0) cube complex X that is “dual” to a in the sense
that

L3l9] = is(a,mpg)
for any ge T

iii) We want a sequence (ty,m)m < SCurr(I') of (real multiples of) discrete
co-geodesic currents dual to geometric actions on CAT(0) cube complexes
X,, and converging to ax in & Curr(I').

iv) We want the intersection number is to be continuous at (ax,n) for any
n € Curr(T).

If the pair (S Curr(T"),is) satisfies these conditions, then Proposition 3.9 allows us
to promote the convergence a,,, — ax in SCurr(I') to a sequence of I-equivariant
Am-quasi-isometries )?m — X with A\, — 1.

For T' a uniform lattice on the real hyperbolic space H™ (n > 3), the space
S Curr(T") will consist of locally finite I'-invariant measures on the space of qua-
siconformal codimension-1 hyperspheres in the Gromov boundary JH" = S"~!.
When n = 3, in [10] these measures are referred to as conformal currents. The
intersection number is defined in the expected way, using the fact that comple-
ments of quasiconformal codimension-1 hyperspheres have exactly two connected
components. The action on H" is represented by the homogeneous (Haar) measure
supported on round codimension-1 hyperspheres.

In the case of an arithmetic manifold of simplest type, M = T'\H" contains
infinitely many immersed totally geodesic codimension-1 hypersurfaces. The lifts
of these hypersurfaces in H" were used in [5] to produce geometric actions of I on
CAT(0) cube complexes. For each such immersed hypersurface in M, the limit sets
in S”~1 of all its lifts in H" determine a co-geodesic current dual to a (non-necessarily
proper) action on a CAT(0) cube complex, as in [5]. By considering an appropriate
sequence of immersed hypersurfaces, Ratner’s measure classification theorem [64]
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and the ergodicity theorem of Mozes-Shah [57] imply that (after normalizing), the
sequence of corresponding currents converge to the Haar co-geodesic current. With
this data as our input, we deduce the arithmetic case of Conjecture 1.1.

Theorem 1.3. Let M = T\H" be a closed hyperbolic n-manifold that is arithmetic
of simplest type. Then for any X\ > 1 there exists a geometric action of I' on a
CAT(0) cube complex X and a T'-equivariant A-quasi-isometry from X to M = H".

Incidentally, our approach using Proposition 5.7 gives an alternative way of cer-
tifying properness of cubulations. Thus, we provide another proof of cubulability
of uniform arithmetic lattices of simplest type.

The 3-dimensional case is, in some sense, the most interesting one, since in general
we do not expect the manifold M = T'\H? to contain infinitely many totally geodesic
immersed surfaces [50, Sec. 5.3]. Indeed, if this is the case then M is arithmetic
[1]. However, closed hyperbolic 3-manifolds have plenty of almost totally geodesic
immersed surfaces, as established by Kahn and Markovic in their proof of the surface
subgroup conjecture [13].

At the level of measures on the 2-plane Grassmannian bundle Grz(M), Labourie
[46, Thm. 5.7] proved that the Haar measure is the limit of a sequence of normalized
area measures induced by (possibly disconnected) asymptotically Fuchsian minimal
surfaces. Lowe and Neves [19, Prop. 6.1] proved that we can choose a sequence of
connected minimal surfaces. A recent result of Al Assal [2, Thm. 1.1] describes all
the possible limits of sequences of such measures. We upgrade these convergences
to convergence of the associated rational co-geodesic currents. Applying this to the
Haar co-geodesic current, we settle the remaining case of Conjecture 1.1.

Theorem 1.4. Let M = I'\H? be a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold. Then for any
A > 1 there exists a geometric action of I' on a CAT(0) cube complex X and a
T'-equivariant \-quasi-isometry from X to M = H3.

Remark 1.5. In all three theorems that imply Conjecture 1.1, we can choose the
approximating cubulation X to have a single orbit of hyperplanes. See Proposi-
tion 4.1 and Remarks 7.2 and 6.3. This complements a result of Fioravanti and
Hagen [31], who proved that any cubulable hyperbolic group admits such a cubu-
lation.

We deduce an interesting consequence of Theorem 1.4, concerning convex-cocompact
representations. A remarkable result of Brooks [17] asserts that if 7 : ' — PSL(2, C)
is a convex-cocompact representation (i.e. a representation inducing a quasi-isometric
embedding of T' into H?) then there exist arbitrarily small perturbations 7. of T,
such that 7. can be extended to a proper and cocompact representation 7. : I —
PSL(2,C) so that I’ < T is a quasiconvex subgroup.

If we apply Theorem 1.4 to the action of ' on H3, then T is convex-cocompact
for any geometric action of I' on a CAT(0) cube complex [11, Prop. 13.7]. Since
the restriction of a A-quasi-isometry is also a A-quasi-isometry (onto its image), we
deduce the following approximation result for the representation 7.

Proposition 1.6. Let 7 : I' — PSL(2,C) be a convex-cocompact representation of
the torsion-free group T', and let Hull(Ayry) < H? be the convex hull of the limit
set of m(T'). Then for any A > 1, there exists a geometric action of ' on a CAT(0)
cube complex X and a T- equivariant \-quasi-isometry from X to Hull(Ay(ry).

1.3. Interpretation in terms of metric structures. The results already men-
tioned can be described in terms of metric structures, introduced by Furman in [34]
and studied by the second author in [59]. If T is a non-elementary hyperbolic group,
let Dr denote the space of all left-invariant and Gromov hyperbolic pseudo metrics
on I' that are quasi-isometric to a word metric for a finite generating set. The space
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of metric structures on I', denoted by Zr, is the space of equivalence classes of Dr
under rough similarity. That is, two pseudo metrics dy, ds € Dr represent the same
metric structure if there exist A\, A > 0 such that

(13) |d1(g’h) - )‘d2(gv h’)| <A

for all g,h € T. We let [d] denote the rough-similarity class containing d € Dr.

A geometric action of I on a Gromov hyperbolic geodesic metric space X induces
a metric structure px € Zr as follows. For any base point x € X the pseudo metric
d%(g,h) := dx(gx,hz) belongs to Dr, and the metric structure px = [d%] is
independent of the point x. This is the case of geometric actions on negatively
curved Riemannian manifolds or CAT(0) cube complexes.

The space Zr can be endowed with the metric A defined by

A([d1],[do]) := loginf{A\Ao: 3A > 0 s.t. A\['dy — A < dy < \ody + A}

If px,py € Pr are induced by the geometric actions of I' on X and Y, then
A(px,py) is the infimum log A such that there exists a I'-equivariant A-quasi-
isometry from X to Y.

In this setting, Conjecture 1.1 can be described as follows. If I is a torsion-free
and acts geometrically on H" where n < 3 or I is arithmetic of simplest type, then
the induced metric structure pg» belongs to the closure in (Zr, A) of the subspace

e = {p 4 : ' acts geometrically on the CAT(0) cube complex X},

when these actions are considered with the combinatorial metric. We say a metric
structure p € Zr is approzimable by cubulations if it lies in the closure of 2% in
(9r,A).

In the 2-dimensional case we have a clearer picture, since for a surface group
I', the space PCurrs(I') of (projective) filling geodesic currents naturally embeds
into Zr, see [20, Cor. 6.10] and [27]. In this case, Theorem 1.2 generalizes to the
following characterization of PCurr;(T') in terms of cubulations.

Corollary 1.7. The space PCurr¢(I') € Pr equals the closure in Zr of the space of
metric structures represented by geometric actions of I' on CAT(0) cube complezes
with cyclic hyperplane stabilizers.

Similarly, if I" is a surface group, then there is a natural injection of the quasi-
Fuchsian space 257 into Zr [18], and Proposition 1.6 asserts that the image of this
embedding is contained in the closure of Qf“b. The next theorem gives a precise
description of the intersection of the subspaces 2.%1 and P Currr inside Zr.

Proposition 1.8. If T is a surface group, then in Yr we have
21 nPCurry(I') = I,

where It is the Teichmiiller space of T'. Moreover, we have:
(1) for any p e LFr\Ir there exists A, > 0 such that

Al pm)) = Ap

for every [n] € PCurry(T), where p,) € Zr represents [n]; and,
(2) for any [n] € PCurry(I)\Ir there exists Ar; > 0 such that

Alp: pr)) = A
for every p e 2Fr.

When [7] represents a negatively curved Riemannian metric on a surface with
fundamental group T, Item (2) answers in the affirmative a question of Fricker and
Furman [33, Question 1.4].
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Combined with Corollary 1.7, this result says that translation lengths of points
in 227\ cannot be represented by geodesic currents in Curr(I') via the intersec-
tion number. In a forthcoming project [54], the second-named author and Didac
Martinez-Granado plan to construct a general setting in which quasiFuchsian rep-
resentations are dual to appropriate co-geodesic currents.

1.4. Applications. The original motivation for Conjecture 1.1 in [35] was to obtain
effective bounds for the density on which random quotients of cubulable hyperbolic
groups are again hyperbolic and cubulable. In the case of quotients of hyperbolic
groups, the random model also depends on a geometric action of I' on a geodesic
metric space X. More precisely, given such an action and a subset £ < I, the
exponential growth rate of a subset E — I is the quantity

1 r:d <k
(1.4) vx(E) := limsup og #{g € kx(go, %) }7
k—0

which is always finite and independent of the point 0 € X. The quantity vx = vx (L)
is called the exponential growth rate of the action. This is equivalently defined as
the abscissa of convergence of the Poincaré series determined by the action, and
may also be called the critical exponent.

In this setting, if the geometric action on X is I'-equivariantly A-quasi-isometric
to a geometric action on the CAT(0) cube complex X, then [35, Thm. 1.3] gives
bounds for the density depending on A, vx and the maximal exponential growth
rate vx (H) where H < T is the stabilizer of an essential hyperplane of X. Since
our results allow us to take A as close to 1 as we wish, by applying [35, Thm. 1.3
we deduce the following.

Corollary 1.9. Let I' act freely and geometrically on the Gromouv hyperbolic space
X and let k < e, where either:

e X is a negatively curved Riemannian surface and c < “F-; or,

o X =H? and c < 42—1; or,

e X =H" with n >4, I is arithmetic of simplest type and c < %.
Then with overwhelming probability as £ — oo, for any set of conjugacy classes
[91],---,[gk] in T with stable translation lengths fx[g;] < ¥, the quotient T =
T/Lgr,- -, gxyy is hyperbolic and acts geometrically on a CAT(0) cube complex.

Our work also has consequences for the growth of quasiconvex subgroups of
lattices. Following [47, Def. 1.1] if P is a property, we say that I" has a P growth-
gap relative to the action on X if

sup{vx(H): H <T,|T': H| = oo, H satisfies P} < vy.

In [47, Main Theorem 1.5] Li and Wise proved that if X is a compact special cube
complex, then T' = 71 (X) does not have a quasiconvex growth-gap for its action
on X1, Combining this with our results and Agol’s theorem [1], we obtain the
following result, which partially answers [17, Problem 9.4 (1)].

Corollary 1.10. Let T" act geometrically and freely on the Gromov hyperbolic space
X, so that either:

o T is a surface group and px € PCurr;(I') v 2.%r; or,

o X =3, or,

o X =H" withn >3 and ' is of simplest type.
Then this action has no growth-gap: there exists a sequence (Hp,)m of infinite index
quasiconvex subgroups of I' such that

lim vx(Hy,) = vx.
m—00
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In the 3-dimensional case, Corollary 1.10 also follows from the work of Rao [63,
Thm. 1.2]. In the arithmetic case, Corollary 1.10 recovers a result of McMullen [51,
Sec. 6].

This corollary contrasts with the case of non-elementary hyperbolic groups with
property (T), which have growth-gap with respect to any geometric action on a
CAT(—1) space [21].

Organization. In Section 2 we discuss the main facts about hyperbolic groups,
geodesic currents, CAT(0) cube complexes, and metric structures that we will use
throughout our work. In Section 3 we study co-geodesic currents for hyperbolic
groups with sphere boundary, as well as the associated intersection number. The
main results are Proposition 3.9, which (under the appropriate assumptions) pro-
motes weak-# convergence of co-geodesic currents to convergence of metric struc-
tures, and Proposition 3.11 which shows that discrete co-geodesic currents are dual
to cubulations. These results are applied to surface groups in Section 4, from
which we deduce Theorem 1.2. There, we show that singular non-positively curved
Riemannian metrics on surfaces and positively ratioed representations can be ap-
proximated by cubulations. Section 5 discusses co-geodesic currents supported on
quasiconformal codimension-1 hyperspheres for uniform lattices in H™. We prove
Proposition 5.7, a criterion for continuity of the intersection number, and describe
the Haar current, which is dual to the lattice action. Section 6 studies the arithmetic
case of Conjecture 1.1, in which we prove Theorem 1.3 based on classical results
from homogeneous dynamics. In Section 7, we specialize to 3-dimensions and prove
Theorem 1.4. This is a consequence of Theorem 7.1, which upgrades convergence of
measures on the 2-plane Grassmannian bundle of a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold to
convergence of co-geodesic currents. The key step to prove this theorem is Propo-
sition 7.6, which relies on an analysis of the geometry of minimal disks in H3 with
quasicircles as limit sets. The approximation of quasiFuchsian representations by
cubulations is discussed in Section 8, in which we prove Proposition 1.6. For that,
we use Theorem 1.4, a theorem of Brooks [17], and Proposition 8.1, which relates
different topologies on the space of convex-cocompact representations. In this sec-
tion, we also prove Proposition 1.8. Corollaries 1.9 and 1.10 are proven in Section 9,
and we conclude the paper with some further questions in Section 10.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hyperbolic Groups. For references on hyperbolic groups, see [16, 23, 29, 30].
A pseudo metric space (X, d) is §-hyperbolic (§ = 0) if every four-tuple z,y, z,w € X
satisfies the inequality

(x|z)w,d = min{(m|y)w,d, (y|z)w,d} - 5,
where 2(z|y)y,q 1= d(z,w) + d(w,y) — d(z,y) denotes the Gromov product. The
space (X, d) is (Gromov) hyperbolic if it is é-hyperbolic for some §.

A finitely generated group I' is hyperbolic if it admits a proper and cocompact
action by isometries (i.e. a geometric action) on a Gromov hyperbolic metric space.
Examples of hyperbolic groups include finitely generated free groups and fundamen-
tal groups of closed negatively curved manifolds. A hyperbolic group is elementary
if it is virtually cyclic. In the sequel, unless otherwise stated, I' always denotes
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a non-elementary hyperbolic group with identity element o. In this case, I' has
a well-defined Gromov boundary, denoted by oI'. This is a compact, uncountable
metrizable space. Furthermore, there is a natural topology on I' U dI" that induces
the topology on oI', which allows us to discuss convergence in I' U dI". The left
action of I' on itself induces a natural topological action on oI'.

The limit set of a subset A < T" is the set A(A) of all points in 0" which are
limits of sequences in A. The set A(A) is always closed, and it is non-empty so long
as A is infinite. If g € T is a non-torsion element, then the limit set of (g) consists

of two points g%, g~®, characterized by the identities g=® = lim,, 4o g".

2.2. Geodesic currents. Let G < 0" x JI' denote the space of ordered pairs of
distinct points in 0T', equipped with the subspace topology. Note that I' acts on
G via g (z,y) = (g9z,gy), and that this action cocompact. Let 7 : G — G denote
the involution 7(z,y) = (y,x), which is fixed-point free since we have removed the
diagonal.

Definition 2.1. A geodesic current on I' is a I'-invariant, locally finite Borel mea-
sure on G that is also 7-invariant. Let Curr(T') be the space of all the geodesic
currents on I', equipped with the weak-* topology.

Remark 2.2. Equivalently, we could have defined a geodesic current as a I'-
invariant locally finite measure on the set 0°I" of unordered pairs of distinct points
in JI'. However, it will be more convenient to work with ordered pairs (particularly
in Section 5), so we have decided to work with measures on G instead.

For any g € I' we associate a geodesic current 7, € Curr(I') as follows. Suppose
first that g is primitive, in the sense that if g = A" for some h € I" and m € Z then
m = *1. In particular g is non-torsion, so we let Sjg) be the set of all the pairs
in G of the form (hgT®, hgT®) for some h € I'. Then Sq is a discrete I-invariant
subset of G and the expression

Mgl *= Z Oy

YES[g)

defines a locally finite measure, where J, denotes the Dirac measure at the point x.
If g is non-torsion, then we have g = h™ for some primitive element h and m € Z,
and we define ng) = [m|np). For completeness, we define 7, as the zero current
when g is torsion. Any such current 7, will be called a rational current.

Bonahon [12] proved that the set { Ay : A > 0,g € I'} is dense in Curr(I"). He also
proved that the set of projective geodesic currents P Curr(T") := (Curr(T") — {0})/R
is compact and metrizable for the quotient topology.

Remark 2.3. If I is torsion-free, a non-trivial element g € I" is primitive if and
only if the subgroup generated by g equals the set-wise stabilizer of {g*, g~} in I
Indeed, if the latter subgroup is A, then A is virtually cyclic, and hence cyclic and
generated by an element @ € I'. Then g = a* for some k, and if g is primitive then
A = {g). Conversely, if A = {(g) and g = b" for some b € T, then b is non-torsion
and fixes {g™, g~ *}, so that be A. Then b = ¢*° for some s and r = +1.

2.3. CAT(0) cube complexes and Sageev’s construction. In this subsection
we describe Sageev’s construction to produce cubical actions on CAT(0) cube com-
plexes, following [16, 42].

A cube complex is a metric polyhedral complex in which all polyhedra are unit-
length Euclidean cubes. Such a complex is non-positively curved (NPC) if its univer-
sal cover is a CAT(0) metric space when endowed with the induced length distance.

By Gromov’s criterion [16, Thm. I1.5.2], a cube complex X is NPC if and only
if the link of each vertex is a flag complex. Recall that a flag simplicial complex
is a complex determined by its 1-skeleton: for every complete subgraph of the
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1-skeleton, there is a simplex with 1-skeleton equal to that subgraph. A CAT(0)
cube complex is a simply connected NPC cube complex.

The crucial aspect of the geometry of a CAT(0) cube complex is the notion of
a hyperplane. Each n-cube C' = [0,1]™ has n midcubes, obtained by setting one
coordinate to 1/2. The face of a midcube of C is the midcube of a face of C,
and so the set of midcubes of a cube complex X has a cube complex structure,
called the hyperplane complex. A hyperplane b of X is a connected component of
the hyperplane complex. If X is a CAT(0) cube complex, any hyperplane can be
considered as a convex, 2-sided subspace of /f which is a subcomplex of the first
cubical barycentric subdivision of X. A hyperplane § separates two vertices of X of
they lie on different components of X \h. An edge e of X is dual to b if the vertices
determined by e are separated by h. The carrier N(h) is the set of all vertices in
an edge dual to h. The convex subcomplex of X spanned by a carrier is convex.

The combinatorial distance on the CAT(0) cube complex X is the graph metric
d on the 1-skeleton XM so that each edge has length one. Often we will also
consider the restriction of this metric to the 0-skeleton X'(?). In this case the distance
d 3 (v, w) of two vertices v,w equals the number of hyperplanes separating them. If
T' is a group acting by cubical automorphisms on /ﬁ then its action on (./'%(0), dy)
is by isometries.

To obtain actions on CAT(0) cube complexes, we recall the notion of wallspace
structure. A wall of the non-empty set X is an unordered pair W = {U, U*} of non-
empty subsets of X such that U v U* = X and U,U* # X. The closed halfspaces
determined by W are U and U*, and the open halfspaces are U\U* and U*\U. This
wall separates two points x,y € X if they lie in distinct open halfspaces determined
by W.

A wallspace structure on X is a set W of walls of X satisfying:

e for any x € X there exist only finitely many W = {U,U*} € W such that
reUnU*; and,
e for any =,y € X the number of walls in W separating them is finite.

Remark 2.4. The definition of a wallspace structure presented here differs from
that of [12, Sec. 2.1]. For us, a wallspace is a set of walls rather than a collection,
meaning we do not allow for duplicates of walls. In addition, closed halfspaces of
walls are by definition non-empty. However, we do allow walls W = {U,U*} such
that U n U* is non-empty.

If a group I" acts on X, then the wallspace structure W on X is I'-invariant if
for any W = {U,U*} € W and g € T, the wall gW := {gU, gU*} also belongs to W.

As in [12, Sec. 3], a wallspace structure W on the space X determines a CAT(0)
cube complex X as follows. An orientation v of W is a choice v(W) e W of a closed
halfspace for each YW € W. This definition is meaningful since #W = 2 for any W.

Each vertex of the CAT(0) cube complex X will be an orientation of W satisfying
some additional conditions. Two vertices v, w of X are adjacent if and only if there
exists a unique wall W in W such that W = {v(W),w(W)}. In this case, we say
that the hyperplane dual to the edge determined by v, w corresponds to W. This
correspondence gives us a bijection between W and the set of hyperplanes of X.

Each point = of X determines a canonical cube [42, Def. 3.6], which is the set
of vertices v € X such that = € v(W) for all W € W. The dimension of this cube
equals the number of walls W = {U, U*} such that x € U n U*, which is finite.

If the wallspace structure W is invariant under a group I' acting on X, then I
acts naturally on X by cubical automorphisms. In this case, the group I" also acts
on the set of hyperplanes of X. The stabilizer of the hyperplane § is then the set
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I'y of all g € I" such that gh = h. It is evident that if h corresponds to the wall W,
then I'yy is precisely the set of group elements fixing W for the action of I on W.

2.4. Metric structures and the Lipschitz distance. Let I' be a hyperbolic
group. Given a left-invariant pseudo metric d on I', we let ¢; : ' — R be the
translation length function of the left action of T on (T',d). Recall that Dr is the
space of left-invariant pseudo metrics on I' that are Gromov hyperbolic and quasi-
isometric to a word metric for a finite symmetric generating subset of I'. This space
is contained in the space Dr of left-invariant pseudo metrics d on I' satisfying:

e /4 is not identically zero; and,
e for some (hence any) d’ € Dr, there exists A > 0 such that

(g|h)o,d < )‘(g‘h)o,d' + A

for all g,h eT.

As with the case of Dr, we let Zr be the quotient of Dr by rough similarity
(recall (1.3)). Points in Zr are called metric structures, and [d] denotes the metric
structure induced by d € Dr.

The extension from Zr to Zr allows us to encode some cocompact isometric
actions of I' that are not necessarily proper. For example, if I acts cubically and
cocompactly on the CAT(0) cube complex X and the hyperplane stabilizers are
quasiconvex of infinite index, then the isometric action of I' on ()? M. d +) determines
a metric structure py € Dr [20, Prop. 6.14]. Moreover, this structure belongs to

2r if and only if the action of ' on X is proper. For more details about the space
Dr, see [20].

Suppose I' acts isometrically on a metric space X. If there is some z € X so that
the function d% (g, h) := dx(gx, hz) determines a pseudo metric belonging to Dr,
we will write px € 9r to denote this metric structure.

3. CO-GEODESIC STRUCTURES

Throughout this section we assume I' is a torsion-free hyperbolic group with
boundary homeomorphic to the (n — 1)-sphere S"! (n > 2). We let C(dT') be
the space of non-empty compact subsets of 0I" equipped with the Hausdorff topol-
ogy, and C>2(dT") < C(dT') be the set of compact subsets of cardinality at least
2, equipped with the subspace topology. The natural action of I" on JI' induces
topological actions on C(dT') and C>2(0T"). All subsets of JI' are considered with
the subspace topology.

3.1. Systems of spheres and S-currents. The space of geodesic currents on a
surface group is defined in terms of limit sets of geodesics on the surface. We begin
this section by introducing an analogous space for more general hyperbolic groups
with a sphere boundary.

Definition 3.1. A system of (hyper)spheres at infinity for T’ is a non-empty set
S < C(dI') of compact subsets of JI" satisfying the following.

i) Each S € S is homeomorphic to the (n — 2)-dimensional sphere S™~2.

)
ii) S is I'-invariant under the action of I" on C(JI").
iii) S is a closed subset of C2 ().

Given such a system of spheres S, an S-current is a I'-invariant Radon measure
on §. We let §Curr(I') denote the space of S-currents, endowed with the weak-+
topology.

We now make some observations about the above definition. First, we note that
a system S of spheres at infinity is locally compact, separable, and metrizable. This
follows since C=2(0T") is locally compact, separable, and metrizable [69, Sec. 2.1].
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In addition, the action of I" on Cx2(dI") is cocompact [69, Lem. 2.5], and hence the
action of T on § is also cocompact. Therefore, by [69, Thm. 2.23] we deduce that
the space S Curr(T") is locally compact, separable, and completely metrizable. We
summarize these properties in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let S be a system of spheres at infinity for I'. Then the following
properties hold.

S is locally compact, separable and metrizable.

The action of I' on S is cocompact.

The space of S-currents S Curr(T') is locally compact and metrizable.

The space of projective S-currents PS Curr(I') := (S Curr(I') — {0})/R. is
compact metrizable when endowed with the quotient topology.

Definition 3.3. The system of spheres § is co-geodesic if in addition it satisfies
the following.

iv) The diagonal action of ' on
Zs :={(S,(p,q)) € S x G: p, q belong to different components of 0T'\S}

is free and properly discontinuous (we say that S € S separates p,q € oI if
(Sa (p’ q)) € IS)'

v) For some (any) Borel fundamental domain B for the action of T on Zg, the
quantity (a x n)(B) is finite for all & € S Curr(T") and 5 € Curr(T").

In that case, we define the intersection number
is: SCurr(T") x Curr(T") — Rxp

according to

(3.1) is(a,m) = %(a x n)(B),

and we say that the pair (S Curr(T'),is) is the co-geodesic structure induced by S.
A co-geodesic current is an S-current for some co-geodesic system of spheres at
infinity.

Remark 3.4. The extra factor of 1/2 in (3.1) comes from our choice of working
with ordered pairs of points in JI', see Remark 2.2. It is also justified by (3.3) in
Proposition 3.11 below.

It follows from the definition that the function is is Ry-bilinear. Also, if S
and &’ are co-geodesic systems of spheres are infinity with S < &', then there is a
natural inclusion of § Curr(I') into &’ Curr(I") as the closed subset of S’-currents with
support in S, and also is/(a,n) = is(a,n) for all n € Curr(T) and o € SCurr(T") <
S’ Curr(T).

Remark 3.5. It may happen that every system of spheres at infinity is co-geodesic.
That is, that Items iv) and v) are consequences of Items i)-iii) of Definition 3.1.
However, we do not intend to approach this problem in this work.

Example 3.6 (Surface groups). If T is the fundamental group of a closed orientable
hyperbolic surface, then n = 2 and (n — 2)-spheres at infinity are just unordered
pairs of distinct points in ¢I'. In this case, systems of spheres at infinity are precisely
the closed and I'-invariant subsets of 0°T', and hence co-geodesic currents coincide
with geodesic currents (see Remark 2.2). In particular, (3.1) reduces to the usual
definition of intersection number for geodesic currents on surfaces groups given by
Bonahon [12].

As in the case of surface groups, we want to relate co-geodesic currents with
isometric actions of I'.
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Definition 3.7. Let S be a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity with induced
co-geodesic structure (S Curr(I'),is).

(1) An S-current a € S Curr(T) is filling (resp. weakly filling) if is(o,n) > 0 for
all non-zero currents n € Curr(T") (resp. is(a,ng) > 0 for any non-trivial
element g € T'). Similarly, a projective S-current [«] € PS Curr(T) is filling
(resp. weakly filling) if «v is filling (resp. weakly filling) for some (and hence,
any) representative « of [a].

(2) A pseudo metric d € Dr is dual to the S-current o € S Curr(T) if for any
g € I' we have

Calg] = is(a, ngg)-

Similarly, a metric structure [d] € Pr is dual to the projective S-current
[a] € PCurr(T) if d is dual to ta for some real number t.

Remark 3.8. Since I' is torsion-free, for any d € Dr the function ¢4 uniquely
extends to a continuous function ¢4 : Curr(I') — R such that £q(n[g)) = £a[g] for all
g €T (see e.g. [20, Thm. 1.7]). Indeed, this function is R, -linear, meaning that

La(m +tnz) = La(m) + tla(n2)

for all n1,m2 € Curr(T") and ¢ € R;. This is implicit in the proofs of [59, Cor. 5.2
and [30, Thm. 1.5], on which [20, Thm. 1.7] relies on. From this, it follows that if
a pseudo metric d € Dr is dual to a € SCurr(T) and 1 — is(a,n) is continuous on
Curr(T"), then

Ed(n) = iS(a7 77)
for all n € Curr(T"). In that case, « is filling if and only if d € Dr.

3.2. Duality principle. The general strategy to prove our main results is to deduce
convergence of a sequence of metric structures in Zr from the convergence of a
sequence of corresponding dual S-currents for a convenient co-geodesic system S of
spheres at infinity. For that purpose, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9. Let S be a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity for T', with
induced co-geodesic structure (SCurr(T),is). Let (dm)m < Dr be a sequence of
pseudo metrics with each d,, being dual to a,, € S Curr(I'), such that the projective
classes [am] converge to [a] in PSCurr(T). If [a] is dual to the metric structure
[d] € Zr and is is continuous at (a,n) for all n € Curr(T"), then:

(1) [am] is filling for all m large enough; and,

(2) [d] converges to [d] in (Zp,A).

Proof. Let (tm)m < Ry be so that t,,a,, converges to « in S Curr(T'). From Re-
mark 3.8 and the continuity of is at (a,n) for any n € Curr(I"), we see that « is
filling.

To prove (1), suppose for the sake of contradiction that, after extracting a sub-
sequence and reindexing, there exist non-zero currents 7, € Curr(I') such that
is(Qm,Mm) = 0 for all m. After extracting a further subsequence and rescaling, we
can assume that 7, converges to the non-zero current 1. But then the continuity
of is at (a,n) implies is(a,n) = limy, is(tmem, m) = 0, contradicting that « is
filling.

To prove (2), without loss of generality, we can assume that d,,, € Dr for all m
(see Remark 3.8), for which we need to prove that the sequence

m > exp A([dn], [d]) = (333 éZ;’}Ef) ' (i‘ipo eii[@])

converges to 1, see [59, Prop. 3.5]. Otherwise, there would exist a subsequence (also
denoted d,,), some A > 1 and sequences (g )m, (hm)m < I' of non-torsion elements
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such that

is (tmm, Mg 1)is (@ Mnml) 48 (s Mgpm1)is (X Nia,1) — Lag [gm]  La[hm]
(3.2) - : = - : = .

is (@, Mgm1)is (bm s Mngn)) i (@ gm1)is(Qms M) Lalgm] Lay, [hn]
for all m. After extracting a new subsequence and rescaling, by the compactness
of PCurr(I') we can assume that n, 1 — 8 and nyp,,,] — v with § and v non-zero
currents. But by letting m tend to infinity in (3.2), and since is(a,n) = £q4(n) > 0

forn # 0 we get 1 = % > )\, which is the desired contradiction. O

= A

3.3. Currents dual to cubulations. In this subsection, we relate certain cubu-
lations of I" to a particular type of co-geodesic current.

Definition 3.10. A discrete co-geodesic current on I' is a Borel measure on C»o(T")

of the form
o = Z (55

SeS
for a discrete set S < C(0I") consisting of finitely many I'-orbits of elements in C(dT)
homeomorphic to a (n — 2)-sphere.

If « is a discrete co-geodesic current, then S, = S = supp(«a) is a system of
spheres at infinity. Also, from [69, Thm. 2.8] it follows that if S belongs to S, for
some discrete co-geodesic current « then S = A(H) for some quasiconvex subgroup
H<T.

The goal of this section is to produce cubulations of I' dual to discrete co-geodesic
currents. This is guaranteed by the next proposition.

Proposition 3.11. Let a be a discrete co-geodesic current on I' with support S.
Then there exists a cocompact cubical action of T on a CAT(0) cube complex X
satisfying the following.

(1) There exists a natural T'-equivariant bijection between S and the set of hy-
perplanes of X. In particular, every hyperplane stabilizer is quasiconvex
and has as limit set a sphere in S, and every sphere in S is the limit set of
a hyperplane stabilizer.

(2) Any pseudo metric onT' induced by its action on XD with the combinatorial
metric is dual to a. That is,

(33) f)? [g] =is (av 77[9])
for any g eT. R
(8) The action of T' on X is proper if and only if a is weakly filling.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to proving Proposition 3.11, so from now
on we fix a discrete co-geodesic current o with support S, and let {Si,..., S} be
a complete set of representatives of I'-orbits in S. For each 1 < i < k we set

T;:={geTl: gS; =5;}.
By our assumptions, each I'; is a quasiconvex subgroup with limit set .S;. Similarly,
if S =gS; eS8 for geT we define I's = g9~ L.

Our first step is to construct a wallspace structure on I'. We fix a finite and
symmetric generating set for I' (and hence a), and for 1 < i < k and r > 0, we
let W; be the r-neighborhood of T'; in I'. Since W is quasiconvex and A(W;) = S;
separates JI' into two components, there exists A > 0 such that we can find r > 0
large enough for which T'\W; consists of exactly two A-quasiconnected components
U;, UF. We set W; := {W; 0U;, W, uU?} and for S; € S and g € " we also consider
Wg = gW; and W = {Wg u Us,Wg u Ug} for {Us,US} = {gU;,gU}. Note
that each Wg is only well-defined as an unordered pair since an element in I'g may
exchange Ug and U§. We define the I'-equivariant wallspace structure

W= {W5:S€S}
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on I'. Since each S € S can be recovered as the intersection S = A(Ug) n A(UE) =
A(Wg), the identity Ws = Wg implies S = 5’.

We let X be the CAT(0) cube complex dual to W, according to Section 2.3. The
natural action of T' on X is cocompact [67, Thm. 3.1] and there is a I'-equivariant
1-to-1 correspondence between W and S. We let hg X denote the hyperplane
determined by S € S.

Lemma 3.12. Let g € I be non-torsion and S € S such that g*° ¢ S. If g™ belongs
to the interior of the limit set of Us (rep. U§), then for all s = 0 and all m large
enough we have g™ € g'Ug (resp. g™ € ¢g'U%) for all 0 < i < s.

Proof. If g € Int A(Ug) = A(Us)\S, then g* € g* Int A(Ug) for all i. In particular,
for any fixed s, all the points in " close enough to g belong to (<<, g'Us, which
is true of g™ for m large enough. |

Lemma 3.13. Let g € I' be a non-torsion element. Ifis(c,npg) > 0 then £3[g] > 0.

Proof. Suppose that is(a,npg) > 0. This means that there exists some S € S
separating ¢g—% and ¢* in JI'. So, without loss of generality assume that ¢* €

Int A(Ug) and g~* € Int A(U%). From this, let ko be such that g* € Us and
g ke U for k > ko. In particular, for any fixed k > ko we have

g fegU: and ¢"eg'Us

forall 0 < r <k — k.

Now, let v € X be any vertex in the canonical cube corresponding to the identity
o € I'. Then the hyperplane g"hs = h4rg separates g Fov and gFv for all k > ko
and 0 < r < k — ko. Since S is not fixed by any non-trivial power of g (otherwise
gt* e A(T's) = S), all the hyperplanes ¢g"hg are different, and hence

d (g %ov, gv) k—ko+1
< = lim 227 7 > lim ——2 ~~ — 1. 0
Calo] = fim == am

Lemma 3.14. Let g € T be an element acting lozodromically on X (i.e. l3[g] >0),

and let o = XD be a {gy-equivariant combinatorial geodesic. Then
{S e S: S separates g~*,g*} = {S € S: hs crosses a}.

Proof. Suppose that S separates ¢gt*, and without loss of generality assume that
g* € Int A(Us) and g=* € Int A(U§). Let v € 0 be any vertex and let R = d (v, v,),
where v, is any vertex in the canonical cube corresponding to the identity element
0. By Lemma 3.12 applied to s > 2R, we can find mg so that if m > mg then
g™ € g'Us and g-™ € ¢g'U¥ for 0 < i < s. Since v and v,, as orientations of W
differ in exactly R walls, by our choice of s we can find some 0 < 7 < s such that
g"v(g"Ws) = ¢'(Ws u Ug) and g~™v(g'Ws) = ¢'(Wg v U¥) for all m = my. In
particular, the hyperplane g’hg separates ¢™v and g~™v. Then ¢'hg crosses o, and
hence hg also crosses o by the {g)-invariance of o.

Conversely, suppose that hg crosses o. After possibly replacing g by a power, we
can assume that g preserves the orientation on o. We fix a vertex v € ¢ such that
bhs separates v and gv, and let N(hg) < X be the carrier of bs.

We first claim that

(3.4) d3(N(bs),g™v) — 0 as m — £o0.

Otherwise, since N (hg) is convex and all the points g™v belong to o, after possibly
replacing g by g~! we can assume that d 3(N(bs), 9" v) = R is constant for all m
large enough. In particular, there exists some mg such that the hyperplanes ¢"hg
and gmlf) 5 are transverse for all m, m’ > mg. But I acts cocompactly on X and X
is finite-dimensional, so for m,m’ large enough these transversalities are impossible
by [41, Lem. 13.13].



APPROXIMATING HYPERBOLIC LATTICES BY CUBULATIONS 15

Now we use our claim to prove that
(3.5) d(Ws,g™) > as m — to,

where d is some word metric on I' with respect to a finite generating set. Indeed,
I's, being the stabilizer of hs on T, acts cocompactly on hs and hence on N(hg)
[66, Exercise 1.6]. Similarly, I'g acts cocompactly on Wg, so let K; < N(hg) and
Ky € Wg be compact subsets such that T's - K1 = N(hg) and T's - Ko = Wg. Also,
since d 3 is I-invariant there exists A > 0 such that

d 3 (h1v, hov) < Ad(hy, ha) + A
for all hy, hy € I'. Combining these facts, for all h € I' we deduce
d3(N(bs), hv) = d3(I's - Ky, hv)
<dz(Ts-v,hw) +dyu(Ky,v)
< M(Ts,h) + A+ dy(Ky,v)
< M(Ws, h) + Ad(K2,0) + A+ d (K1, v),

and the conclusion follows from our previous claim.

From (3.5) we have that g*® ¢ § = A(Wg). Also, if v, € X is any vertex in the
canonical cube corresponding to o, then (3.4) implies that ¢"v, and g~™v, lie in
different halfspaces determined by hg for m large enough. Therefore, without loss
of generality we can assume g™ € Ug and g~™ € U§ for all m large enough. This
means that ¢* € A(Us)\S and g~ € A(U$)\S, and S separates g* and g~*, as
desired. ]

Proof of Proposition 3.11. We must verify that the action of I" on X satisfies all the
items of the statement, where Item (1) follows by the construction of W and X'

To prove Item (2), let g € I be a non-torsion element, which we can assume is
primitive. Our claim is that

is(o,mpg)) = L3lg]-
By Lemma 3.13, the assertion is true if £3[g] = 0, so we can assume that g acts
loxodromically on X. We claim that there exists N such that g acts stably and
without inversions on X , meaning that g% does not exchange the halfspaces deter-

mined by any hyperplane of X [40, Def. 4.1]. If not, then we can find an infinite
sequence (S(;)); of hyperspheres in S and a sequence (r;); of positive integers such

that ¢(27)(275-1)75 exchanges the halfspaces determined by bs,,, for each j. Note
that all the hyperspheres S(;) are distinct. Since g(>"1)(2ri=1)(2r5) preserves b S0y
we have ¢(2m1)(2ri-1)(2r5) ¢ [s,,, for each j, and indeed

(3.6) g(2rl)"'(27’j—1)(2rj) €lg,, n--nls,

for each j. But I's, # L. for j # j' (because S(;) # S(;)) and each I'g, is
the conjugate of a quasiconvex subgroup I'; for 1 < ¢ < k, so for j large enough
the inclusion in (3.6) contradicts the fact that {I'1,...,T'x} has finite height (see
e.g. [37, Main Theorem]). Therefore, by [410, Thm. 1.5] there exists a bi-infinite
combinatorial geodesic o < X that is {gN)-invariant.

Let F be a fundamental domain for the action of " on Zs (recall Definition 3.3),
and assume that if (S, (hgT*, hgT®)) € F for some h € T, then indeed h(g**®, g7*) =
(g%, gT*). This implies h € {g) by Remark 2.3.

Let

A:={(S,(g", g *)) e F: SeS,S separates g~ *, g%}

and
B, := {{g") — orbits of S € S§: S separates g~ =, ¢}
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for » > 0, and note that

1 _
5#{(3, (hg*®, hgT®)) e F: S € S, S separates hg~*, hg™}
#{(S,(g*,9g7")) e F: S€ 8, S separates g~ %, g%} = #A.

We claim that the map ® : A — B; that sends (S, (¢%°, g~ %)) to the {(g)-orbit of S
is a bijection, so that #A4 = #B;. Clearly ® is well-defined, and if S € S and S sepa-
rates g*, then h(S, (¢9°,g~*)) € F for some h € T, which indeed belongs to {g) by
our assumptions on F. This means that the (g)-orbit of S equals ®(hS, (¢*°,g~>)),
and hence W is surjective. To show it is injective, let S, S’ € S separate gt and such
that (S, (9%, 97%)), (5, (9%,97*)) € F and ¥(S,(9%,97%)) = V(5 (97,97%)).
Then S’ = ¢g"S for some r and (S', (9%, g~ %)) = ¢"(5, (¢°°,g~®)). Since F is a fun-
damental domain we deduce r = 0, implying that (S, (¢*,¢9~*)) = (5, (¢%°,9~%)).

To conclude the proof Item (2) we will show that £ ;[¢"] = #By = N#B;. For
the first equality, let v be any vertex of 0. By Lemma 3.14 we have

#Byn = #{(g") — orbits of S € S: S separates g~ =, g*}
= #{(g") — orbits of S € S: hg crosses o}
= #{S € S: hg separates v and g™V v}

= d);(v,ng) = EX/[QN]’

where in the last equality we used that v belongs to the (g™ )-invariant geodesic o.
For the second equality, note that if S € S separates g—*, ¢g*, then no power of
g fixes S, and hence the {(g)-orbit of S is the disjoint union of the {(g¥)-orbits of
5,98, ...,gN"1S. These identities and our claim imply

1

Clo) = o Lalo™) = #By = #B1 = #A = is(a ),

which proves Item (2).
Finally, from [40, Thm.1.5] we have that the action of I" on X is proper if and

only if £3[g] > 0 for all g # o, which happens if and only if « is weakly filling by
Ttem (2). This proves Item (3). O

15 (Oé, n[g])

Remark 3.15. As we see from Item (2) in Proposition 3.11, the translation length
function £ 3 is completely determined by the discrete current «, while the cubulation

X is far from canonical. However, under some additional irreducibility assumptions,
X is also determined by « up to a I'-equivariant isomorphism, see [3, 9].

4. THE 2-DIMENSIONAL CASE

In this section we assume that n = 2, so that I" is the fundamental group of a
closed surface of negative Euler characteristic, which we assume is orientable. As
explained in Example 3.6, in this case co-geodesic currents are precisely the geodesic
currents, and the intersection number introduced in Definition 3.3 coincides with
the usual intersection number ¢ : Curr(I') x Curr(T") — R.

A geodesic current i € Curr(I') is filling if i(n,«) > 0 for all non-zero geodesic
currents «. This is consistent with Definition 3.7 (1). We let Currs(I") (resp.
PCurr;(T")) be the set of all (resp. projective classes of ) filling geodesic currents.
If 7 € Curry(I"), then there exists a pseudo metric d,, € Dr dual to 1 in the sense of
Definition 3.7 (2), see [20, Sec. 6.3]. This gives us a metric structure pp,,; € Zr that
depends only on the projective class [] € PCurry(T"). Our results from Section 3
imply that the metric structures pp,) can be approximated by cubulations.

Proposition 4.1. Let pr, € Yr be a metric structure represented by the filling
geodesic current n € Currg(I').  Then there exists a sequence (pg )m < v of
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metric structures represented by geometric actions of I' on CAT(0) cube complezes

)?n such that
Alprgpz,) — 0 as n — .

Moreover, we can choose each ??m to have a single T'-orbit of hyperplanes, all of
them having infinite cyclic stabilizers.

Proof. Suppose 1 € Curry(I') is a filling current. Then by [I12, Prop. 2|, there
is a sequence (tmyg,,1)m of real multiples of rational currents converging to 7. By
Proposition 3.9 (1) and by continuity of the usual intersection number, the sequence
(N[g,n])m must be eventually filling. Hence for m large enough, the currents ny,, 1 de-

termine geometric actions of I' on a CAT(0) cube complex X by Proposition 3.11
(2). The corresponding metric structures p3 then converge to pp, by Proposi-

tion 3.9 (2). It follows from Proposition 3.11 (1) that each X, has a single orbit
of hyperplanes, and that the stabilizers of these hyperplanes are commensurable to
conjugates of the cyclic subgroup {g, »- O

From Proposition 4.1 we deduce Theorem 1.2 from the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let M be a closed negatively curved Riemannian surface
with fundamental group T, and let apr € Curr(T") be the associated Liouville current
[60]. This current is dual to the metric structure in Zr induced by the action of
T on M by Deck transformations. The current ays is filling, and hence the result
follows from Proposition 4.1. O

We also deduce Corollary 1.7.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. By Proposition 4.1, it is enough to prove that P Curr(T") is
a closed subspace of Zr containing all the metric structures induced by geometric
cubulations with cyclic hyperplane stabilizers.

To see that PCurry(T") is closed, let (1y,)m € Curry(I') be a sequence of filling
currents with pp, | converging to p in Zr. Up to taking a subsequence, we can
assume that [7,,] — [1e] in P Curr(T"), and hence Proposition 3.9 and the continuity
of the intersection number imply that p = pp, ;. Remark 3.8 then implies that 7
is filling and p € PCurrs(T).

Finally, let I' act geometrically on the CAT(0) cube complex X with cyclic hy-
perplane stabilizers. If h < Xisa hyperplane, we let gy € I' be a primitive element
such that {(gy) and the stabilizer of § are commensurable. Note that we may have
{gpy = {gy) for h # B’. We define the geodesic current

agp = zh:(%gc,g;@} + 0y gey)

on G, where the sum runs over all the hyperplanes § of X. As in the proof of
Proposition 3.11 it can be verified that i(a 3,774]) = £3[g] for all g € ', and hence
Pz = Play] € PCurry(L). O

We now survey the many classes of metric structures on a surface group that can
be represented by a filling geodesic current, and hence satisfy the hypotheses for
Proposition 4.1.

Example 4.2 (Non-positively curved metrics on surfaces). Let M be a closed
surface with fundamental group I'. We say that a metric g on M is a non-positively
curved cone metric if it has a finite set of singularities of cone-type, each of which
has an angle strictly larger than 27, and away from these singularities, the metric
is Riemannian and non-positively curved. In [22], Constantine describes a geodesic
current ag € Curr(I') dual to g: the identity i(ag,npg) = £4[g] holds for all g € T,
where ¢, is the translation length function associated to the action of I' on the
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universal cover M equipped with the pullback metric of g. The current oy is filling,
so that Proposition 4.1 applies and we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.3. Let g be a non-positively curved cone metric on the closed surface
M with fundamental group T", and let ]\7 be the universal cover of M equipped with
the pullback metric. Then for any A > 1 there exists a geometric action ofI‘ on a
CAT(0) cube complex X and a T- equivariant \-quasi-isometry from X to M

Example 4.4 (Positively ratioed representations). Let G be a real, connected,
non-compact, semisimple, linear Lie group, and let [P] be the conjugacy class of a
parabolic subgroup P < G. For an arbitrary hyperbolic group I', there is a notion
of [P]-Anosov representation 7 : I' — G, extending the class of convex-cocompact
representations into rank-1 semisimple Lie groups. See for instance [44, Sec. 4].

The conjugacy class [P] corresponds to a subset 6 of the set of restricted simple
roots A of G. For a given [P]-Anosov representation 7 : I' — G and each « € 6,
one can define a length functional

ZgZFHR>07

that assigns for each g € I' the logarithm of the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues of
7(g) composed with « + ¢(«v), where ¢ denotes the opposite involution on A.

Suppose now that I' is a hyperbolic surface group. In [55], Martone and Zhang
introduced the notion of a positively ratioed representation. These are a class of
[P]-Anosov representations 7 : I' — G dual to geodesic currents in the following
sense: if [P] corresponds to § € A and « € 0, then there exists a geodesic current
u”™ € Curr(T") such that

i(ﬂg’ n[g]) = fg [g]
for all g € T' [55, Def. 2.25]. As noted in [27, Lem. 2.13], the geodesic currents
1% are non-atomic and have full support, so in particular they are filling. Hence
in light of Proposition 4.1, positively ratioed representations are approximable by
cubulations.

Examples of positively ratioed representations are Hitchin representations [55,
Sec. 3.1]. A representation of I' into PSL(m, R) is m-Fuchsian if it is the composition
of a Fuchsian representation of T into PSL(2,R) and an irreducible representation
of PSL(2,R) into PSL(m,R). A representation 7 : I' — PSL(m, R) is Hitchin if lies
in the same connected component of the character variety as an m-Fuchsian repre-
sentation. Hitchin representations are [P]-positively ratioed for [P] corresponding
to 8 = A [55, Thm. 3.4].

In particular, if £, : ' — R assigns to g € I' the sum of the logarithms of the
maximal and minimal absolute values of eigenvalues of w(g), then there exists a
filling current p™ € Curr(T") dual to £,. Moreover, ¢, is the stable translation length
function of the pseudo metric on T' given by d™(g,h) = log(|x(g~1h)||||x(h"1g)|),
for || - | an arbitrary norm on R™. This pseudo metric belongs to Dr (see e.g. [20,
Lem. 3.14]), and hence induces a metric structure p, € %r. Applying Proposi-
tion 4.1 to u™, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let 7 : T' — PSL(m,R) be a Hitchin representation, and let p, =
[d™] € Dr be the metric structure induced by w as above. Then there exists a sequence
of metric structures induced by geometric actions of I' on CAT(0) cube complexes
that converges to pr in Pr.

Another class of positively ratioed representations is that of maximal represen-
tations. These representations are studied in the context Hermitian Lie groups,
which are groups whose corresponding symmetric space admits a complex struc-
ture. Such Lie groups include all symplectic groups PSp(2m,R). Given a surface
group representation m : I' — G into a Hermitian Lie group, we can define the
Toledo invariant, an integer that is locally constant with respect to deformations
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[55, Sec. 3.2]. Hence, each component of the character variety is assigned a number.
The Toledo invariant is bounded above by the product of the absolute value of the
Euler characteristic of the surface group and the rank of the symmetric space asso-
ciated to (G, and a representation 7w : I' — G is maximal when its Toledo invariant
achieves this number in absolute value.

If 7: T" — PSp(2m,R) is a maximal representation, then it is [P]-Anosov and
positively ratioed for the appropriate conjugacy class [P] [55, Cor. 3.11]. This
implies that the length function ¢ : I' — R given by

7[g] = log A (m(g)) + - - + log Am(m(g))
is dual to a geodesic current p™, where A1(A),..., A\n(A) denote the m largest
absolute values of eigenvalues of A € PSp(2m,R). As in the case of Hitchin repre-
sentations, from [20, Lem. 3.14] we deduce that £™ is the translation length function
of a pseudo metric d™ in Dr, and again we obtain a metric structure p, € Zr.
Proposition 4.1 then implies the following.

Corollary 4.6. Let w : ' — PSp(2m,R) be a mazimal representation, and let
pr = [d™] € Dr be the metric structure induced by w. Then there exists a sequence
of metric structures induced by geometric actions of I' on CAT(0) cube complexes
that converges to pr in Pr.

5. CURRENTS ON QUASICONFORMAL SPHERES

In this section, we assume that n > 3 and I' < SO (n, 1) is a torsion-free uni-
form lattice. Then H" = SO*(n,1)/SO(n) and M = I'\H" is a closed hyperbolic
n-manifold with fundamental group I'. Note that oT' = JH" = S"~! is the (n — 1)-
dimensional sphere with the standard conformal structure. The goal of this section
is to construct systems of spheres at infinity for I' given by quasiconformal hy-
perspheres in S*!. The main results of the section are Proposition 5.6, which
certifies that these systems are co-geodesic, and Proposition 5.7, which is a crite-
rion for continuity of the intersection number. We also describe Haar co-geodesic
currents, which are dual to the standard lattice action of I' on H”. We will work
with K-quasiconformal maps on S~ for which we refer the reader to [29, Ch. 22].

5.1. Co-geodesic currents from quasiconformal hyperspheres.

Definition 5.1. By a round (hyper)sphere in S*~!, we mean the limit set of a totally
geodesic copy of H?~! embedded in H". Let QC; = QC} be the set of all round
spheres in S"~!. More generally, given K > 1, a K-quasiconformal (hyper)sphere
in S*~! is the image of a round sphere under a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism
of S"~1. We let QCx = QC; be the space of all the K-quasiconformal spheres in
S"=1. All these spaces are endowed with the subspace (Hausdorff) topology from
C=2(0T), so they naturally carry topological SO (n, 1)-actions.

By Gehring’s Theorem [29, Thm. 22.31], the notation QC; is consistent, since
1-quasiconformal maps on S*~! are conformal. Our next lemma asserts that the
spaces QC are systems of spheres at infinity.

Lemma 5.2. For every K > 1, the set QCk is a closed subset of C=2(dT'). In
particular, QCk is a system of spheres at infinity for T'.

Proof. Each S € QCk is homeomorphic to S"~2, and clearly OCy is I'-invariant,
so it is enough to show that QCk is a closed subset of C>2(0T"). To this end, let
(Sm)m < QCk be a sequence of K-quasiconformal spheres that converge in the
Hausdorff topology to some Sq, € C52(dT"). Since each Sy, is connected, Sy, is also
connected, so that Sy, is infinite and there exist three different points a,b,c € Sy.
Let Sy © S"~! be a round hypersphere, fix three distinct points ag, bg, co in Sp, and
for each m let ¢,, : S*~1 — S"~! be a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism satisfying
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Sm = &m(So). After precomposing with a conformal map preserving Sy, we can also
assume that {¢.,(ag), dm(bo), dm(co)} — {a,b,c}. Therefore, up to a subsequence,
we can assume that ¢,, converges uniformly to a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism
¢ (see for instance [29, Thm. 22.34]). Equicontinuity of the sequence (@, )nm then
implies that S, is the K-quasiconformal sphere ¢q,(Sp). a

From Lemma 3.2, we infer that each QCg is locally compact, separable, and
metrizable, and that the space of QCy Curr(T") of QCk-currents is locally compact
and metrizable.

Recall that i = Zgc,, < QCk x G is the set of all pairs (S, (p,q)) such that S
separates p and q. We also define Jx < OCk x G as the set of all pairs (S, (p, q))
such that either (S, (p,q)) € Zx or p¢ S and g € S. Note that Jx is also invariant
under the diagonal action of I, and that Zx is an open subset of OCx x G.

Lemma 5.3. The diagonal action of I' on Jxi is properly discontinuous. In par-
ticular, the action of I' on Tk is properly discontinuous.

Proof. The action of ' on H" := H" U 0H" is a convergence action, meaning that
the diagonal action of I' on the space Q? (ﬁn) of ordered triples of distinct points in
H" is properly discontinuous [13, Prop. 2.8]. Therefore, it is enough to construct a
I-equivariant continuous map 7 : Jx — Q3(H").

For (S, (p,q)) € Tk we set

(S, (1, q)) := (Projpun(s)(P): P: 9)s

where projy,(s)(p)) € H" denotes the nearest point projection of p onto Hull(S),
the convex hull of S in H". Since p # ¢ and p ¢ S, the map 7 is well-defined and
I-equivariant. The continuity of 7 then follows from the continuity of (S,p) —
PrOjpyn(s) (), which is proven in the next lemma. O

Lemma 5.4. For each K = 1, the map from {(S,p) € QCx x JH": p ¢ S} into H"
given by

(S,p) — prOjHull(S) (p)
18 continuous.

Proof. The projection projy,(s) : 0H™\S — Hull(S) can be characterized as fol-
lows. Fixed zo € H", for each p € JH™\S, the projection Projy(s) 18 the unique
point y € Hull(.S) minimizing the Busemann function z — S(z, zo;p), where

Bz, zo;p) := Ilir&p (dyn (z, ) — dpn (20, Tin))-

Now, consider the sequences (S;)m < QCx and (pm)m < JH™ converging to
Sw € OCk and po, respectively, so that py ¢ So. This implies that p,, ¢ S,, for
m large enough. This convergence also implies that (Y, := projy(s,,)(Pm))m is a
bounded sequence, so that up to extracting a subsequence and reindexing we can
assume that y,, converges to yo, as m — 00. Since Hull(S,,) converges to Hull(Sy,)
in the Hausdorff topology restricted to any compact subset of H" (see e.g. [l4,
Thm. 1.4]), we have yo, € Hull(Sy).

Also, for any z € Hull(Sy) we can find (after extracting a subsequence), a se-
quence (2, )m with z,, € Hull(S,,) for each m and such that z,, — z. The continuity
of the Busemann function then gives us

B(z, 203 peo) = 1%6(21%737071)771) > lglnﬁ(ym,xo;pm) = B(Yoo» T05 Peo),

and since z was arbitrary we obtain yo = projyus,,)(Pxo). Te same reasoning works
for any subsequence of (S, pm)m, so we deduce that projy,s,,)(Pm) converges to

PIOjHyi(s., ) (Poo)- 4
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Lemma 5.5. The action of I" on Jx is cocompact. In consequence, the action of
T on Jx\Zk is cocompact.

Proof. The second assertion follows from the first one since Zx is open in Jx. For
the first assertion, let D < H™ be a compact subset such that I' - D = H", and
define

A =A{(S,(p.9)) € Tk : Projuuns)(p) € D},
where projy(s)(p) is as in Lemma 5.3. Clearly I' - A = J, so it is enough to
prove that A is compact.

First, let B = {S € QCk: Hull(S) n D # &}. A compactness argument about
K-quasiconformal maps as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 implies that B is compact.
Let (Sm, (Pm;@m))m < A be an arbitrary sequence. Since each S, belongs to B,
after taking a subsequence and reindexing we can assume that p,, — p,¢m — ¢
and Sy, — S for some p,q € JH" and S € B. We also have projy,s,,)(?m) € D
for all m, and the compactness of D implies that p ¢ S, and that either ¢ € S or
p, q lie in different components of dH™\S. Thus (5, (p,q)) € Jx. In addition, from
the continuity of the map (S’,p") — pProjys(p’) given by Lemma 5.4 and the
compactness of D we obtain (S, (p,q)) € A, which concludes the proof of the first
assertion. ]

As T is torsion-free, the action of I' on Jix is free, and hence the quotient J g :=
I\Jk is a compact, metrizable space. Therefore, every I'-invariant Radon measure
won Ji pushes down to a measure [ on J k. We also define Ty = IMZk, which is
an open subset of J . Note that J x\Zx is also compact by Lemma 5.5.

If A c Jk is as compact set such that I' - A = Jg, then for any (a,n) €
QCk Curr(I") x Curr(I"), the product measure a x 7 is Radon and hence (a x 1)(A
is finite. Since ix(a,n) < 3a x (T k) < (e x n)(A4), we deduce the following.

Proposition 5.6. For any K > 1 the action of I' on L is properly discontinuous,
and for every (a,n) € QCk Curr(T') x Curr(T') the intersection number igc,. (a,n) is
finite. Therefore, QCk is a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity for I

5.2. A criterion for continuity. In order to apply Proposition 3.9 we must verify
that the intersection number is continuous at certain pairs of currents. For our
purposes, the following criterion will suffice.

Proposition 5.7. For every K > 1 and («,n) € QCk Curr(T') x Curr(T') satisfying
(5.1) (a xn)(Ix\Ik) =0,
the intersection number igc, : QCk Curr(T') x Curr(T') — R is continuous at («,n).

Throughout this subsection, we consider a pair («,n) satisfying (5.1), and take
sequences (Q)m < QCk Curr(l) and (9,)m < Curr(I') converging to « and 7,
respectively. We also define the measures fi,, = Q, X 7, and i = a x 1 on J g,
and denote the intersection number on QCk Curr(I') x Curr(I') by ix.

Lemma 5.8. We have lim,, o T, (T x\Zx) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 5.5, choose a compact set A € Jx\Zk such that TA = Jx\Zk,
and note that (a x n)(A) = 0 by (5.1). Since @, X 9y — a x 1 (see for instance
[10, Thm. 2.8]) we obtain

limsup 7, (J k\Zx) < limsup (o, % ) (A) < (a x 1)(A) = 0. |
m—a0 m—00
Let 7 : Jx - J k be the quotient map. VYe say that an open set [{ c Ik is
nice if U = w(U) for a precompact open set U < Jx such that gU nU = ¢ for
any non-trivial element g € I'. In particular, (@, X n,)(V) = &, (7(V)) for all m
and all V c U.
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Lemma 5.9. [i,, — 1 weak-+ on Lg.

Proof. Let f € C.(Tk) be a continuous function with support contained in the
compact set D — Tx. As T is torsion-free and acts properly on the locally compact
separable metrizable space Zx, Zx has a locally finite covering (U;);c; consisting
of nice open sets. If (p;)ier is a partition of unity subordinate to (U;);er and I is
the finite set of all the indices ¢ such that U; n D # (J, then f = Zielo pif. Let

fl € C.(ZTk) c C. (QCK x G) be a lift of p;f supported on the precompact open
set U; such that 71'(U) = U; and gU; nU; = & for g € T\{o}. The convergence
QX N — @ X 71 then implies

5 [ s

i€ely

(hmffz amxnm)— | Fdtascn) = [ san.

i€lp

m—00

lim | fdn, = hm (

lGIo
Corollary 5.10. liminf,, o ix (Qm, Nm) = ik (o, n).

Proof. The space I is locally compact, separable and metrizable, hence o-compact
and there exists an increasing sequence Uy < Us c Uz < -+ C Zx of precompact
open sets such that | J,U; = = Zx. The convergence fi,, — fi on Ly given by
Lemma 5.9 implies that lim inf,, fi,,(Zr) = liminf,, 7,,(U;) = 7(U;) for each i, and
hence

L@x) = ix(am). O

1 1
lim inf i g (Qm, Nm) = §hm1nf,um(IK) Ssup(U;) = 3

m—00 m— o0 2

Lemma 5.11. We have limsup,, ., f,, (T x) < B(Tk)-

Proof. We fix a metric on Jr inducing its topology and use the notation B(z,r)
for the open ball of radius r around = € J g, and S(xz,r) for the sphere of radius
r around z. Define Ay = Jx\Zk, and for each # € A consider a nice open
ball B(x,t,), so that Ax < Usea, B(x,t:). By compactness of Ag we can find
Ti,...,%q € Ak and t; = t,, > 0 such that Ax < U1<l<q B(x;,t;). Compactness
also allows us to find 0 < s; < t; such that Ulsz‘sq B(x;,s;) still contains Ag.

For each 1 < i < ¢, find a number r; such that s; < r; < t; and (S(x;,7;)) = 0,
and define Q; := J, ¢, B(z;,7;), where B(z;,r;) denotes the closure of B(z;, ;)
in 7}(.

We claim that limsup,,, o, f,, (Q:) < 7(Q;) for all 1 <4 < ¢. The claim holds for
1 =1, since @1 is a closed subset of the nice open set B(z1,t1) and qu, X 0, — aXxn.
Now, assume that the claim holds for some 1 < i < ¢ — 1, and note that

(5.2) Qit1 = Qi U (B(wit1,ri+1)\Int(Q;)),
where Int denotes interior. We also have
Qi 0 (B(wirr,ri\Int(Qi) € Q\Int(Qi) = | S(aj,my),
1<j<i

and hence 7i(Q; N (B(zit1,7i+1)\Int(Q;))) = 0 by our choice of the r;’s. By our
inductive assumption we have

(5:3) lim sup 7z,,, (Q:) < 7i(Q4),

and since Q; N (B(zi41,7i+1)\Int(Q;)) and B(z;41,7r:+1)\Int(Q;) are closed subsets
of the nice open subset B(x;11,t;+1), we have

(5:4) limz, (Qi O (B(itr, rig 1)\ Int(Qi))) < BQin(B(@ig1,7i11)\Int(Q5))) = 0
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and

(5.5) lim sup z,,, (B(zi41, 7i41)\Int(Qs)) < I(B(ziy1,riv1)\ Int(Qy)).

m

The inequalities (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5) together with (5.2) imply that
lim Supﬁm(Qi-Fl) < H(Qi-ﬁ-l)a

which concludes the proof of our claim.

Finally, 7 = Q4 U (T k\Int(Q,)), where J k\Int(Q,) is a compact subset of
Tk, and Q; n (T x\Int(Qy)) = (Q,\Int(Q,)) is a closed set of fi-measure 0. From
these observations, our claim, and Lemma 5.9 we conclude

limsup z,, (J i) < limsup7i,,(Q,) + limsup 7z, (J x\ Int(Q,))

m—0o0 m—00
S(Qq) + ﬁ(jK\Int(Qq)) = ﬁ(jK)'
This finishes the proof of the lemma. (|

Proof of Proposition 5.7. Let (a,n) € QCk Curr(T") x Curr(T') be such that (« x
M(JTx\Zx) = 0 and consider a sequence (Qm,Nm)m < QCx Curr(T) x Curr(T)
converging to (a,n). By Corollary 5.10 we have lim inf,, o ik (O, m) = ik (@, ),
and by Lemma 5.11 we have

1 _
i sup i g (O, 1) = 5 limsup fz,,, (Zx)
m—0 m—

1 _
< 5 limsup 7, (T k)
2 m—0o0
1
< 5#(;71()
1 = .
= gaxn(Zk) = ix(a,m).

This implies that the limit lim,, o @ (Qm, ) exists and is equal to ix (o, n). O

5.3. The Haar co-geodesic current. In this subsection, we describe a canonical
(projective) co-geodesic current on I' supported on round hyperspheres that is dual
to the lattice action of T' on H". The topological action of SO*(n,1) on QC; is
transitive, and since the stabilizer of any round hypersphere is conjugate to SO (n—
1,1), we obtain a SO (n,1)-equivariant homeomorphism between QC; and the
homogeneous space SO*(n,1)/SO" (n — 1,1). Any Haar measure on SO (n,1)
then induces a SO (n, 1)-invariant Radon measure on SO*(n,1)/SO"(n — 1,1),
and hence on QC; [29, Sec. 6.2].

Definition 5.12 (Haar current). By a Haar co-geodesic current on QCy Curr(T") we
mean any co-geodesic current agrq4, induced by a Haar measure on the homogeneous
space SOt (n,1)/SO"(n — 1,1) as describe above. The projective Haar co-geodesic
current is the equivalence class [apqqr] € POC; Curr(T), which is independent of
the choice of agqar-

Crofton’s formula [65, Prop. 2.1] implies that the Haar current is dual to the
lattice action on H".

Lemma 5.13. The Haar projective co-geodesic current is dual to the metric struc-
ture pgn € Yr induced by the action of I' on H"™. That is, there is some t > 0 such
that

lyn [g] =t-igc, (aHaaTv n[g])
forall geT.
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The Haar current will be our limit co-geodesic current when we apply Proposi-
tion 3.9, so we must verify that the intersection number is continuous at this current
when paired with any geodesic current. This is the content of the next lemma.

Lemma 5.14. For every n € Curr(I') and K > 1, the intersection number iy :
OCk Curr(T") x Curr(T') — R is continuous at (gaar,”n)-

Proof. We want to apply Proposition 5.7, so it is enough to show that (apger X
M(JTx\Zx) = 0 for any K > 1 and and 5 € Curr(l'). Indeed, since apgqqr i8
supported on QC; we can assume that K = 1. Therefore, by Fubini’s Theorem we
get

(Qttaar X 1)(JTx\Tx) = L atrear({S € QC1: p ¢ S,q e S)dn(p, q).

Also, for any q € S"~! the set {S € QC;y: p e S} is a smooth submanifold of QC; of
positive codimension, and since apqq, is a Riemannian volume, we have

OHaar({S€QC1:p¢ S, qeS}) < apgaar({S€ QCi:qeS}) =0
for all p, . This implies that (@maar X 7)(Tx\Zx) = 0 and concludes the proof. [

6. THE ARITHMETIC CASE

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3, which states that a torsion-free uniform
arithmetic lattice of simplest type is approximable by cubulations. Throughout this
section, we assume n > 3 and let M be a closed arithmetic n-manifold of simplest
type. Then M = I'\H" for T' a torsion-free cocompact lattice in G := SO™(n, 1).
Recall that QC; is the space of round hyperspheres in S*~!, which is naturally
identified with G/L for L := SO*(n—1,1). Under this identification, points in QC;
also correspond to subsets of G. We let 7 : G — T'\G be the natural projection,
and note that T\G is compact. We also let G act on I'\G by right translations. We
will need some notions of homogeneous dynamics and arithmetic lattices, for which
we refer the reader to [75].

Since M is arithmetic of simplest type, it contains infinitely many immersed
totally geodesic codimension-1 submanifolds, see e.g. [5, Sec. 2]. By a dense com-
mensurator argument, we can prove the following.

Lemma 6.1. There exists a sequence (Spy)m < QC1 converging to Sy, € QCy and
such that:

o The stabilizer of Sy, in G acts cocompactly on Sy, ;
o 7(Sy,) is closed in T\G for each m; and,
o 7(Sy) is dense in T\G.

Proof. Let L < QC; be the subset of all the round hyperspheres that are limit sets
of a (totally geodesic) quasiconvex subgroup of T', which is non-empty since M is
compact and arithmetic of simplest type. We claim that £ is dense in QC;. Indeed,
let S be any hypersphere in £, and assume it is the limit set of the quasiconvex
subgroup I's < I'. By arithmeticity, the commensurator Comme(T') is dense in G
[75, Prop. 6.2.4], and since G acts transitively on QCy, for any arbitrary Sy, € QC;
we can find a sequence (¢pm)m in Commeg(T) with S, := ¢,,S converging to S.
Now we note that S,, is the limit set of the (totally geodesic) quasiconvex subgroup
Ty :=Tngnlsg,! <T,so that each S, belongs to L.

Since £ is countable, there is a sequence (S, ), in £ converging to Sy, in QC1\L.
We claim that this sequence satisfies the conclusion of the lemma. The first two
assertions follow by the definition of £, because each Sy, is the limit set of a totally
geodesic hypersurface projecting to an immersed submanifold that is closed in M =
I"\G/SO(n). To prove the third assertion, we note that the stabilizer in " of Sy, is
not a lattice in the stabilizer in G of Sy, (because Sy, ¢ £). Then the projection in M
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of the totally geodesic hypersurface with boundary S, is not closed, and similarly
7(Sy) is not closed in G\I'. Then 7(Sy) is dense in I'\G by [71, Thm. B]. O

A Borel probability measure p on T\G is homogeneous if there is a closed, con-
nected subgroup V < G and a point T = w(z) € I'\G such that T -V is closed in
I'\G and p is (right) V-invariant, with support Z - V. The action of V' on supp(u)
is transitive, so it is a homogeneous V-space and hence p satisfies

(6.1) L Fdji = JV F(azy)dHy (y)

for all compactly supported continuous functions F' € C.(G), where [ is the I'-
equivariant lift of p to G (with respect to the left action of I') and dHy is a Haar
measure on V. The measure Hy is uniquely determined by (6.1) since p is a
probability measure.

Note that if p is homogeneous, then any subset of full y-measure is dense in
supp(p). We also note that if p is a T-invariant probability measure on T\G, then
it is the homogeneous measure induced by a Haar measure on G.

If S,, is as in Lemma 6.1, then 7(S,,) is closed and equals Z,, - L for some T,
in I"\G. Then the homogeneous probability measure p = p,,, on I'\G with support
7(S,,) satisfies (6.1) for V = L = SO (n —1,1).

Proposition 6.2. Let (S,;,)m and Sy be as in Lemma 6.1, and for each m let
tm be the homogeneous probability measure on T\G supported on 7(Sy,). Then pim,
weak-+ converges to the homogeneous probability measure supported on T\G.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that any convergent subsequence of (g, ) converges to
the homogeneous probability measure supported on I'\G, so we take a subsequence
converging to the probability measure (o, which we still denote by (tm )m-

By [72, Thm. 2.3], L acts ergodically on each 7(S,,) with respect to pu,, (any
measurable L-invariant set is null or conull). Since L = SO(n — 1,1) is finitely
generated by 1-parameter unipotent subgroups [52, Prop. 1.5.4], we choose such a
generating collection Uy, ..., U, of L. Since each U; is a closed and non-compact
subgroup, Moore’s Ergodicity Theorem [75, Thm. 2.2.6] implies that p,, is U;-
ergodic, for each m and 1.

Let T € supp(pe), so that T = lim,, T, for Z,, € supp(i;,). We can assume
that each T, is U;-generic [57, Cor. 1.5] for all 1 < ¢ < k. Indeed, for any m the
set of U;-generic points has full p,,-measure, and hence the set of points that are
U;-generic for all ¢ is dense in supp(um,). Let g, € G be such that T = Z,;, g, and
take this sequence so that g,, converges to the identity in G. Then [57, Thm. 1.1]
gives us some myg such that

7(Sm) = supp(ftm) < supp(ieo)gm

for all m = mg. But S, converges to Sy in QC; and g,, converges to the identity,
so we actually deduce
7(S%) < supp(poo)-

From Lemma 6.1 we have that 7(Sy,) is dense in T\G, so that uq has full support
in I\G. [57, Thm. 1.1] also implies that T\G' = supp(te) = T+ Ao ), where A(pg)
is the subgroup of G preserving pio,. We deduce that G = A(uy), and hence po is
G-invariant and is the homogeneous probability measure supported on I'\G. (]

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (Sm)m < QC; be the sequence given by Lemma 6.1.
Since the stabilizer of each S,, acts cocompactly on it, the sets Sy, := {gSm : g € '}
are discrete and I'-invariant subsets of QC;. For each m we define

Ay 1= 2 55,

SeES,,
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which is a discrete co-geodesic current. We claim that the projective QC;-currents
[ ] converge to the projective Haar current [agqqr] in POCy Curr(I'). Note that
this proves the theorem, after applying Proposition 3.11 to each a.,, as well as
Proposition 3.9 and Lemmas 5.13 and 5.14.

To prove our claim, let () be the sequence of homogeneous probability mea-
sures on I'\G with support 7(S,,) respectively, which converge to the homogeneous
measure o, on ['\G by Proposition 6.2. Let [i,, be the lift of u,, to G that is
T-invariant for the left action. Since p,, is L-homogeneous, there exists t,, > 0
such that for all F € C.(G) we have

(6.2) f Fdfin =ty - x;&n (L F(wy)dHL(y)>,

where Hy is a fixed Haar measure on L. Also, if F'e C.(QC1) = C.(G/L), then by
[32, Prop. 2.48] there exists F' € C.(G) such that

(6.3) F(eL) = LF@y)dHL(y)

for all x € G. From (6.2) and (6.3) we deduce that

(6.4) £, J Flag =tn- Y FGL) =ty Y (L F(xy)dHL(y)) _ f Fdji,

xLES,, zLeS,,

for all F'e C.(QC;) and all m.

Since i, converges to the homogeneous measure supported on I'\G by Proposi-
tion 6.2, the measures [i,, weak-# converge to a Haar measure Hg on G. But then
there exists a Haar current aprqqr € QC1 Curr(T') such that for all Fe C.(9Cy) we
have

©5) | FaHe- f% ( LF(wy)dey))daHaar(xL) - f% Fdatriaar

for F satisfying (6.3). Combining (6.4) and (6.5) we deduce that ¢,,a, weak-*
converges t0 & gqqr, Which proves the claim and concludes the proof of the theorem.
|

Remark 6.3. The supports of the currents «,, in the proof of Theorem 1.3 all con-
sist of a single I'-orbit in QC;. This implies that all the approximating cubulations
have a single I'-orbit of hyperplanes.

7. THE 3-DIMENSIONAL CASE

For this section we assume n = 3, so that M = I'\H? is a closed hyperbolic 3-
manifold. Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.4. The main difficulty is to approximate
the Haar current introduced in Section 5.3 by discrete currents. To do this, we use
the analogous result at the level of measures on the Grassmannian of 2-planes in
M, and promote this to the convergence of co-geodesic currents by integrating over
minimal disks with quasicircles as limit sets. For this, we mainly follow the work of
Seppi [70], inspired by [2, Sec. 2.6].

In this section we replace the term (K-)quasiconformal hypersphere by (K-
)quasicircle, and we write QC for the union of all the spaces QCk for K > 1. We
let Gro(M) and Gro(H3) denote the spaces of (unoriented) 2-dimensional tangent
planes to M and H? respectively, and let d = dgs denote the distance on H3.
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7.1. Currents from quasiFuchsian surfaces. Let ¥ 3% M be an immersed
smooth surface (which we always assume to be closed and connected) and let uy. de-
note the area measure on ¥ induced by the metric on M. Also, if jx : ¥ — Gry(M)
maps a point p € 3 to its tangent plane 7,3, we let vs, be the pushforward of px, via
jx, normalized to have total mass 1. We also let vg 4, denote the Haar probability
measure on Grg(M) = T'\PSL(2,C)/SO(2).

We say that a smooth immersed surface ¥ & M is (K-)quasiFuchsian if the
limit set of any lift of X to H? is a (K-)quasicircle. All quasiFuchsian surfaces are
incompressible, with fundamental group quasiconvex in I' = 71 (M), and for such
surfaces ¥ we define

Sy = {A(X) € OC: & — HP is a lift of X}.

The set Sy, is discrete and I'-invariant, so we obtain Sy-currents by defining

1
7.1 ay 1= 0c and by :i= ————a«
(7.1) > CEZ“SE © > Area(X) >
Note that ay; is a discrete co-geodesic current according to Definition 3.10, and that
Sy, is a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity by Proposition 5.6. Let T be the
collection of all immersed totally geodesic surfaces in M. The main result of the
section is the following.

Theorem 7.1. Let (X, & M),, be a sequence of K,,-quasiFuchsian, closed and
connected minimal surfaces with K,, tending to 1, and suppose that

(72) Vs, R Vo = )\Haarl/Haar + Z )\TVT

TeT
for Agaar, A7 = 0 such that Agaar +ZT€T Ar = 1. Then for any K > 1 and mg so
that K., < K for all m = myg, the sequence of QCk-currents (s, )msm, weak-#
converges in QCx Curr(T') to

0w = AHaarOHaar + Z A1,
TeT

where &pqqr is the Haar co-geodesic current on T satisfying (7.3).

By a result of Al Assal [2, Thm. 1.1], for any measure vy, as in (7.2) we can find a
sequence (X,, ¢ M),, of immersed minimal surfaces satisfying all the assumptions
of the theorem above and such that vy, X V. For vy, = VHaar, this was first
proven by Labourie [16, Thm. 5.7] using possibly disconnected surfaces, and by
Lowe and Neves [19, Prop. 6.1] using connected surfaces.

This result is our last step in the proof of the 3-dimensional case of Futer-Wise’s
Conjecture 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By either [19, Prop. 6.1] or [2, Thm. 1.1], there exists a
sequence (X,, & M), of immersed K,,-quasiFuchsian closed and connected min-
imal surfaces with K,, tending to 1, and so that vy, , weak-* converges to Vigar-
Fix K > 1, and after removing the first elements of this sequence and reindexing,
by Theorem 7.1 we have that the sequence (s, )m of QCk-currents converges to
CAYHaar-

For each m the projective current [&sy,, ] is represented by the discrete co-geodesic
current ay, , and so by Proposition 3.11 we can construct a cocompact cubical
action of I on a CAT(0) cube complex X, satisfying all the items (1)-(3) of that
proposition. In particular, the metric structure p %, 18 dual to the projective current
[é5,,]. The theorem then follows by Lemma 5.13 and Proposition 3.9, from which
we deduce that the action of T' on X, is proper for all m large enough, and that
the metric structures pp ~converge to pys in (Zr,A). This gives us I-equivariant

Am-quasi-isometries from ??m to H® with A, converging to 1. O
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Remark 7.2. By construction, the support of the co-geodesic current &y defined
in (7.1) consists of a single I'-orbit of quasicircles. Therefore, the approximating
cube complexes in the proof of Theorem 1.4 have a single I'-orbit of hyperplanes.

Remark 7.3. In a forthcoming work of the second-named author and Didac Martinez-
Granado [54], the currents G, as in the conclusion of Theorem 7.1 are shown to be
dual to metric structures in Zr induced by cocompact isometric actions of T'.

7.2. Asymptotically Fuchsian minimal disks. For the proof of Theorem 7.1
we require some terminology, as well as some results about minimal disks in H3,
following Seppi [70]. Let £ < H3 be an embedded smooth oriented surface, and for
a point x € i, let n? : R — H? be the arc-length parametrization of the geodesic
normal to 3 at p, so that nE(O) = p and ng is oriented consistently with the
orientation of ¥. If ¥ = D is a totally geodesic disk and p > 0, we let P be the
totally geodesic disks such that n]? (+£p) € P* respectively and that are orthogonal
to ni? at these points. We define Up , , as the closed region of H?® bounded by
the disks P%, which is a neighborhood of D. Note that A(Up ;. ,) is an annulus in
S? = oH3.

Given K > 1, we define Up , , x as the set of K-quasicircles C contained in
A(Up,»,p) and so that the inclusion C < A(Up,,) is mi-injective. We denote
Up,z,p = U UD,x,p Kk, and note that the sets (Up,z,p)p>0 form a system of neigh-
borhoods of A(D) in QC. Also, note the invariance identity Ugp gz,p = 9(UD.2,p)
valid for any isometry g of H?. For the rest of the section we will work with embed-
ded minimal disks with prescribed quasicircles as limit sets, whose existence was
proved by Anderson [3]. Indeed, if the quasicircle is close enough to a round circle,
such a minimal disk is unique, as was proven by Seppi [70]. More precisely, we have
the following rephrasing of [70, Thm. A & Prop. 4.1].

Proposition 7.4. There exists Ko > 1 and an increasing homeomorphism a :
[1,Ko] — [0,1/2] so that the following holds. If K < Ky and C € QCk then
there exists_a unique embedded minimal disk Yo — H? whose limit set equals C.
Moreover, ¥ < Hull(C) for any such C and for any p € C we have:
i) the principal curvatures of S¢ at p lie within the interval (—a(K),a(K));
and,
it) if D is the totally geodesic disk tangent to Sc at p, then C € Up p, o(k) (and
hence Hull(C) € Up p a(k))-

Remark 7.5. Item ii) of Proposition 7.4 is not explicit in the statements of [70,
Thm. A & Prop. 4.1] and deserves an explanation. Given C' € QCk with K close
enough to 1, using [70, Prop. 4.1] we have that the level sets ig) = {nye(t):pe Sl
form a foliation of H? by smooth surfaces equidistant to ic, see for instance the
proof of Theorem 3.3 in [73]. In this case, from the proof of [70, Prop. 4.1] we
deduce the existence of a number r > 0 depending only on K and tending to 0 as K

tends to 1, such that the region (<, i(cf) is convex in H3 for [t| > r. In particular,
for any p € S and t > r, the disk Y¢ is contained in the closed (and convex) set
bounded by the totally geodesic planes tangent to i(cﬂ) at n?c (£t) respectively.
But this region is precisely Up ,: for D being the totally geodesic disk tangent to

S¢ at p, and hence Item ii) follows since we can always take ¢ = a(K) := 2r.

In the sequel, we fix Ky given by Proposition 7.4 and we assume that if a qua-
sicircle is K-quasiconformal then K < K. For C' € QCk, we denote by ic the
unique minimal disk in H? with limit set C. As in the case of immersed surfaces
in M, for such a quasicircle we construct the Borel (and Radon) measure Ve on
Gry(H3) as follows. If i is the area measure on %S¢ induced by its inclusion on H?
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and jc : ic — Gry(H?) maps any point p € io to its tangent plane Tpic, we let
D¢ be the pushforward of fi¢c via 3(;.
The key step in the proof of Theorem 7.1 is the following proposition.

Proposition 7.6. Let F € C.(Gro(H3)) be a compactly supported continuous func-
tion, and consider the function F': QCk, — R given by

C— F(C) = deﬁc.

Then for any C € QCy and any sequence (Cp,)m of K, -quasicircles converging to
C with K,, tending to 1, we have that

F(Cy) converges to EF(C).
We will combine this proposition with the following lemma.

Lemma 7.7. Let X be a locally compact metrizable space and let
XoXio2XoDX3D...

be a decreasing sequence of closed subsets with intersection Xo = (), Xm. Let
(m)m be a sequence of Radon measures on X so that each «,y, has support contained
in X, and suppose that o, weak-+ converges to the Radon measure aq,. Also, let
F: X — R be a bounded function with precompact support, which in addition
satisfies the following: if (xm)m is a sequence in X converging to x and each x,,
belongs to X,,, then F () converges to F(x). If Flappa,, is measurable for all

m, then

f Fdozm converges to fﬁ'da@.

Proof. Note that F|x, is continuous, so by Tietze extension theorem let F : X — R
be a continuous function with compact support that agrees with F on X, and let
K < X be a compact set containing the support of both F and F. If we set
K,, := K n X,,, a compactness argument and our assumptions on F imply that for
any € > 0 we can find mg > 0 such that |F — F|g,, := S |F(z) — F(z)| <e
for all m = mg. We also have

Uﬁdam — JFdozm‘ < J |E — Fldam, < om(Kp)|F —Fx,,,
Km
and since limsup,, am (Km) < agn(K) < o and § Fda, converges to { Fdao,, we
deduce that {F'da,, converges to § Fday,. But this integral equals § Fiday, since
the support of a is contained in X ;. O

Now we see how Proposition 7.6 implies Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1 assuming Proposition 7.6. Define &prqqr as the unique Haar
co-geodesic current on I' such that

(7.3) [ Pt - chl ( | Fdac) 0611000 (C)

for any F € C.(H?), where Upqq, is the T-equivariant lift of vgqa, to Gro(H?).

Let im, K,,, v and Gy be as in the statement of the theorem, and for fixed
K > 1 we assume that K, < min{K, Ky} for all m. It is enough to prove that
any subsequence of (&y, ), has a convergent subsequence converging to G . We
reindex any such sequence to be (és )m, and by Lemma 3.2 and after extracting a
further subsequence and reindexing we find a sequence (,, ), of positive numbers so
that o, := t,,&yx,, converges to the non-zero QC g-current a,. We further assume
that the sequence (K,,)., is non-increasing.
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For each m let 7, be the T-equivariant lift of vs,, to Gro(H?), so that for any
F € C.(Grz(H?)) we have

(7.4) JFdDm = chK ( f Fdz7c> day, (C) = LCKO F(C)das,, (C),

where F' QCxk, — R is defined as in Proposition 7.6.
We first show that the sequence (t,, )., converges, so let G : Gra(H?) — R be any
continuous, nonnegative and compactly supported function satisfying der (Gog) =

1. If G induces G : ACk, — R, then for each m we have
1= J Gdv,, = Jédazm.

Therefore, by applying Proposition 7.6 to F' = G and Lemma 7.7 to X = OCkg,
and X, = OCk,, (recall that (K,,), is non-increasing) we deduce that

tm = f@'dam converges to Jédaw =:typ.

Now, let F € C.(QCk) be an arbitrary compactly supported continuous func-
tion. Since K,, converges to 1, aw, is supported on QC;, and F restricts to a
continuous compactly supported function on QC;, we can find a continuous func-
tion F' € C.(Gry(H?)) such that

F(C)=F(C) = deﬁc for all C' € QC1,
see for instance [32, Prop. 2.48].
Suppose that vy, converges to vy, = AgaarVHaar + ZTeT Arvr as in the state-

ment of the theorem. Then 2, weak-# converges to Vi, in Gro(H?), the I-equivariant
lift of vy, implying

LCK Fday, = Lcl Fdas. = f% (f Fdac) dors (C) = chk ( J Fdac) dovs (C).

By applying Proposition 7.6, Lemma 7.7 and (7.4) we obtain
J (j Fdl70> dOzoo(O) = lim (J Fdﬁc)tmdéégm (C)
QCx meeJock
lim tmf Fdv,,
=t deﬂoo

- J q Fdac) désp(C) =t ffdo%o,

where in the last equality we used that aq is supported on QC;. Then

f Fdoo, — ., j Fda.,

for all F € C.(QCk), which gives us a = topdy. But since g is non-zero, we
conclude that t, > 0 and éx,, SN [l

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.6. We will
need some lemmas related to the geometry of the sets Up . p, Up 2, p,x and Up . .
These lemmas will be used to control the convergence of minimal disks with limit
sets converging to round circles.
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Lemma 7.8. For any p,R > 0 there exists v > 0 satisfying the following. If
Dy < H3 is a totally geodesic plane with zo € Dy, D is a totally geodesic plane not
contained in Up, z,,, and p € D satisfies d(p,xo) < R, then

Up pr "UDgy 24,02 = -

Proof. The conclusion follows because for 7 > 0 small enough (depending only
on p and R) the limit set A(Up p,.) separates at least one of the components of
GH?’\A(UDO’ZOWQ) into two components, see Fig. 1. Details are left to the reader. O

A(UDO,ZO,P/Q)

FIGURE 1. Proof of Lemma 7.8

Lemma 7.9. For any p, R > 0 there exist K' € (1,Ky] and ' > 0 such that the
following holds. Let Dy < H? be a totally geodesic plane with xo € Dy, and let
C e Upy,woy k- If D€ Yo satisfies d(p,xo) < R, then the totally geodesic plane
tangent to S at p is contained in Ubg,xo,p and its limit set belongs to Up, . ay,p-

Proof. Suppose that the conclusion does not hold, and after translating by isome-
tries of H3, assume the existence of a totally geodesic plane Dy, a point xo € Dy,
and sequences K,, — 1 and 7, — 0 satisfying the following. For each m there
exists a quasicircle Cy, € Up,.zq,nm,K,, and a point p,, in icm < H3 such that

d(pm, o) < R and the totally geodesic disk D,, containing p,, and tangent to f)m
at py, is not contained in Up, z,,,- By Lemma 7.8 we know that

(7.5) UD,, o O Z/{Do,fﬁmﬁ/2 =g

for some r > 0 independent of m. Also, by Proposition 7.4 ii) we have that
Hull(Crn) < Up,, pn.a(k,m)> and hence Cp, € Up,, p,. rom K, fOr T = a(Iy) — 0.
Since 7, — 0, the sequence C, converges to C' = A(Dy). On the other hand, (7.5)
implies that A(Dy) does not belong to the interior of Up, 4, /2, Which is our desired
contradiction. ]

The next lemma relies on elementary hyperbolic geometry and its proof is left to
the reader.

Lemma 7.10. For any §, R > 0 there exists p > 0 so that the following holds. Let
Dy < H? be a totally geodesic disk, xo a point in Dy, and D another totally geodesic
disk with A(D) € Upg z,.p- If p € D satisfies d(p,z0) < R and £ = H? is the geodesic
containing p and orthogonal to D, then

(1) ¢ intersects Do at a unique point q;
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(2) The distance d(p,q) is at most §; and,
(8) If ¢ < Dyg is a geodesic ray based at q, then the angle between £ and ¢ at q
is at least /2 — 6.

From now on, we fix a round circle C, € QC; and let D,, < H? be the totally

geodesic plane with limit set Cy. Given C' € OCk,, we let Ac < ic be the

set of all points p such that the normal geodesic ng = ngc intersects Dy, at a

unique point, which we denote by mc(p). Note that Ac is open in Y¢ and the
function 7o : Ac — Dy is smooth. We also fix an arbitrary sequence of quasicircles
Cn, € QCk,, with K., — 1 and C,,, — Cy. After removing the first elements of this
sequence, we can assume the orientation on the surfaces icm is consistent with a
fixed orientation on D.,. From this we can define 7,,, : Ac, — R according to the

equation

S (1(p) = e, (p).

We also write 7, for m¢, . For the proof of Proposition 7.6 we require some lemmas
about the sequence (X¢,, )m of minimal disks converging to Dy, = X .

Lemma 7.11. For any compact Z < H? and § > 0 and for all m large enough we
have:

(1) $e,, nZ < Ac,,;
(2) if p€ Xc,, N Z then d(p, mm(p)) < 0; and,
(3) ifpe X, nZ and £ < Dy, is a geodesic containing mm,,(p), then the angle

m

at  (p) between € and n§™ is at least 7/2 — 6.

In particular, we can find a compact set B so that if m is large enough then
Tm(Ec,, N Z) € Dy N B.

Proof. Fix a point z € Dy, and assume Z is contained in the ball of radius R around
x. For § > 0, let p = p(, R) > 0 be given by Lemma 7.10. For this p there exists my
such that m > my implies C,, € Up_, z . k', Where ' =1/ (p, R) and K’ = K'(p, R)
are given by Lemma 7.9. That lemma then implies that for p € Z n icm, if D is the
totally geodesic plane tangent to icm at p, then D c Up_, , , and A(D) € Up,, x,p-
The conclusion then follows by Lemma 7.10. O

Lemma 7.12. For any compact Z < H3 there exists a compact set B such that for
all m large enough we have

Dy nZ cmp(Ac,, N B).

Proof. Assume that Z is the ball of radius R around x € D.. For the sake of
contradiction, suppose that, after extracting a subsequence and reindexing, there
exists a sequence (¢m)m < Do N Z such that ¢, ¢ mm(Ac, N Zp), with Z,,
being the ball of radius m around z. Also, since K,, — 1, for m large enough
the surfaces (ig?ﬂ)t = ({ng (t): p € S }): form a foliation of H3 by smooth
surfaces, see Remark 7.5. Therefore, for large enough m we have g, € ng’:' for
a unique p,, € icm, and by our assumptions we have d(pm,@m) — . Also,
by Proposition 7.4 we have S < Hull(Cp,) < Ub. z.p,. for a sequence (pm)m
converging to 0, and so for all m large enough there exists some 7, € icm NZ.
Now, for m large enough consider the point zp, = nS™ (t,,) € nS™ between pp,
and ¢, and at distance 2R + 1 from gq,,, and let D,, be the totally geodesic plane
orthogonal to nff,:f at this point. Note that |t,,| — o and that D,, separates p,,
from Z, so in particular p,, and r,, belong to different components of H3\D,,.
This is our desired contradiction, since for m large enough and [¢| > 1 the region
Upsi<ie ZND(C‘?) is convex in H? (see Remark 7.5), and hence D,,, being the totally

geodesic plane tangent to ig:) at zn,, does not intersect Hull(Cy,). O
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Lemma 7.13. For any compact set Z < H? we have

lim sup ||Jacw,(p)|—1]=0.
m—o0 >
PEZNYc,,

In particular, for any compact set Z < H? we have

lim sup ||Jacw,'(¢q)|—1| =0.

M=% 4e ZA Dy

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the first equality since the second one follows from it
and Lemma 7.12. By Lemma 7.11 we can always assume that Z n Dy, < A¢,,. We
first claim that
sup  |d7(p)| — 0
peEBNYc,,

as m tends to o0. To show this, for m large enough consider the foliation (ig?ﬂ)t
of H? by smooth equidistant surfaces as in Remark 7.5. This gives us coordinates
(u,v,t) on H3, where (u,v) are coordinates on S, such that d,,d, form an or-
thonormal frame and (u,v,t) = n(i"fv) (t).

Now let 7y : (—¢,€) — S¢,, be a smooth curve with y(0) = p € B and ¥(0) =v a
unit tangent vector, and define w(t) := 7, (y(t)) = (v(¢), s(t)), for s(t) = T (y(1)).
Also, let 0(t) be the angle at 7, (y(t)) between w(t) and J;, and set Hm,p( ) = 60(0).
In the coordinates (u,v,t), the Riemannian metric on H® can be described as

Gt =g+ dtz,

where g; is the Riemannian metric on icm described in the coordinates (u,v) by
the matrix

(7.6) g¢ = (cosh () Id + sinh (t)A,,,)?,

with A,, representing the second fundamental form of icm (see Section 5 in [73] for
details). In particular, we can compute

§(1)% = Gy (5(6)0y, 0,)°

= Gl (@(1), 1)

= cos?(0(t)) - G o (W(t),w(t))

= cos”(6(t)) - (COSh (s(£)){3(t), ¥(t)) + sinh (25(£)){Y(2), Am (1))

+sinh? (s(4)) (3 (), An A (1)),
and hence
|d7n (p) (v)] = 15(0)]
< €08(0rm p(0))] - (cosh® (75, (p)) + sinh (2|7 (9)])| A (P)]
+ sinh? (7,,,(p)) | Am (p)[2) V2,

where (-, -) denotes the metric on 3¢, and +\,,(p) are the principal curvatures of
Ec at p. The claim then follows from the convergences

IAmls. =0, [Tmlp.s, —0 and inf < inf Hm,p(v)> — /2,

m m peBnXc,, UETZ}ZCm

which follow from Proposition 7.4 ii) and Items (2) and (3) of Lemma 7.11 respec-

tively. N

Now, for m large enough and p = (u,v) € B n ¢, we note the identity

Jacmm (p) = arean,, (p) (AT (p)(Ou), dmm (p) (0v))
= area,, (p)(Ou + A7, (0u)0t, Oy + A7, (0y)0r)
= arear, (p)(Ou, Op) + arear ) (d7m(0u)0t, 0y) + arear, (Ou, ATy (0y)01),
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where “area” denotes the signed area, chosen so that area(, , 0y(0u, 0y) = 1.
From (7.6) we also have

|G () (P 0)| = [(c0h® (73 (p)){us @) + sinh (273, (p)){Ous A0y
+ sinh® (T (P)){Ous Afnﬁv>)|
< [sinh (27, (p))[| A ()| + sinh? (7 ()| A (),

and

G, () (Bus 0u) — 1] = [(cosh? (T, (p)){Ou, Ouy + sinh (27, (9))(Ous Ao
+ sinh? (T, (9)){0u, A2,0.)) — 1|
< \cosh2(7'm p)) — 1| + | sinh (27, ()] | Am. ()]
+ sinh? (7,,,(p)) | Am (p) |-

(
As a consequence of Proposition 7.4 (i) and Lemma 7.11 (2) we deduce that the
term Gm(p)(&u7 0,) converges to zero uniformly for p € B, and similarly that the
norms G, () (0, 0u)'/? and GTm(p)((%,(%)l/ 2 converge to 1 uniformly. This gives
us the uniform convergence |area, () (0u,0y)| — 1 for pe B.

Similarly, since G () (0, 0u) = G+, (»)(0r,0») = 0 and G, ()(0:,0:) = 1, by a
similar argument and our claim we can deduce that the term area(dr,,(0y,)d, 0») +
arear (0, dTm(0y)0:) converges to 0 uniformly for p € B. This implies the uniform
convergence | Jac 7, (p)] — 1 and concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 7.14. For any compact Z = H? and any F € C.(Gro(H?)) we have

lim  sup |F(T,-1,5c,.) = F(TyDy)| = 0.
m—0 S m

q€EZNYcy,

Proof. Let d’ be any metric on Gro(H?) inducing its topology. By Lemma 7.11, for
any d > 0 and m large enough and any fixed compact B = H? we have

d(TpySc,,, T, (Do) < 6

m (P

m?

for all p € ENJC N B. The conclusion then follows from the uniform continuity of F'

m

and Lemma 7.12. O

Proof of Proposition 7.6. Let F € C,(Gry(H?3)) be arbitrary, inducing F' : QCr, —
R, and let Z = H? be the compact set of all points p with (p, P) € supp(F) for some
plane P tangent at p. By Lemmas 7.11 and 7.12 we can find a compact set B < H?
satisfying:

o / C B;

. icm N Z < Ag,, for all m large enough;

. ﬂ'm(icm N Z) c Dy, n B for all m large enough; and,

e DypynBcC Wm(icm) for all m large enough.

From this, for all m large enough we have

B(Cy) = f Fdiie, — J

F
Ecmﬂz

[ FUe, @) c,)(@)
Tm (B, NZ)

(fe,. (p))diic,, (p)

_ f F(fe, (m1(0)))] Jac it ()| dfic, (a),
DynB
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and hence

|F(Cm) — F(Ca0)| =

[ wose omtmenitiane, - [ (Fofe.)dne.,
DynB

DynB

sf (F o fo, omnt) = (F o fo,)|dpic,
DypnB

+j (F o fon omp)lll Jacmnt| - 1ldfic,
DypnB

< fice (B) - [(F o fe,, omn') = (F o foy,)|pens
+ [Flloo - | Jac ' | = U ponb-

The last terms tend to 0 as m tends to infinity by Lemmas 7.13 and 7.14, which
gives us the desired convergence F(Cy,) — F(Cy). O

8. APPROXIMATING CONVEX-COCOMPACT REPRESENTATIONS

In this section we study the behavior of general convex-cocompact groups of
isometries of H™ (n > 2), and their induced metric structures. When n = 3, we
combine Proposition 8.1 below with Theorem 1.4 and a theorem of Brooks [17] to
approximate torsion-free convex-cocompact subgroups of PSL(2, C) by cubulations,
deducing Propositions 1.6 and 1.8.

Let I' be a non-elementary group without torsion, and let Isom™ (H") be the
group of orientation-preserving isometries of H™. Recall that a representation
7 : T — Isom™ (H") is convez-cocompact if the inclusion I' — H" given by g > 7(g)x
is a quasi-isometric embedding for some (any x € H"). The (n-dimensional) convex-
cocompact space of ' is the quotient €€ of the space all the convex-cocompact
representations 7 : I' — Isom™ (H"), where two such representations 7, 7’ are equiv-
alent if they are conjugate in Isom™ (H"). When n = 3 and T is a surface group, a
convex-cocompact representation 7 : I' — Isom™ (H?) = PSL(2,C) is called quasi-
Fuchsian, and 2% = %‘5% is the quasiFuchsian space of T'.

If €€} is non-empty, then I' is hyperbolic and each convex-cocompact repre-
sentation 7 determines a point p, € Zr as follows: if x is any point of H", then
the metric d (g, h) := dgn (7(g)z, 7(h)x) belongs to Dr and the class p, = [d,] is
independent of the point z. Indeed, this gives a well-defined map €%° — Zr that
is injective by [18, Thm. 1]. When €%} is equipped with the quotient topology
from the compact-open topology on the space of convex-cocompact representations,
the next proposition relates this topology and the topology induced by the inclusion
into 9r.

Proposition 8.1. For each n, the map €6 — Yr is continuous. Moreover, if I
is mot a free group, then this inclusion is a homeomorphism onto a closed subset of

Dr.

Remark 8.2. The assumption of I' not being free in Proposition 8.1 cannot be
dropped. For instance, let T' = {a,b) be a rank-2 free group and for ¢ > 0 consider
the isometries it it
Jlz) =iy 90 = Sy

on H?, when considered with the Poincaré disk model. Then the representation
7; : I' — Isom™ (H?) that maps a to f; and b to g; is convex-cocompact for ¢ large
enough. Moreover, as ¢ tends to infinity, the metric structures p,, € Zr converge
to the metric structure pg induced by the word metric on I' with respect to the
generating set S = {a®,b*}. The image of the translation length function £g is
contained in a discrete subgroup of R, which is not the case for the translation
lengths of Fuchsian representations [26]. This implies that the metric structure
ps does not belong to the image of €€ for any n. Analogous examples can be
constructed for higher-rank free groups in higher-dimensional hyperbolic spaces.
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For the proof of Proposition 8.1 we require the following lemma.

Lemma 8.3. Let (mp,)m be a sequence of convex-cocompact representations of T
into Isom™ (H") and assume that they converge in the compact-open topology to the
convex-cocompact representation Ty : I' — Isom™ (H"). For each m, let C,, < H"
be the convex hull of the limit set A, of mm(L). Then there exist closed subsets
B,, c Cy, such that 7, (L) - By, = Cy, and satisfying

sup diam(B,,,) < co.

Proof. Let Ay, = JH" be the limit set of 74 (I") and Cy its convex hull. Fix a point
x € Cy and let By, be the closed Dirichlet domain for the action of 74 (I") on Cy
centered at x. That is,

By ={2€Cy : dun(x,2) < dgn (2,70 (g)z) for all g€ T'}.

Note that By, is compact and convex since 7o, is convex-cocompact.

By [56, Thm. 7.1], the sequence of limit sets (A,;), converges to Ay in the
Hausdorff topology of compact subsets of 0H™, and hence C,,, converges to Co, in the
Hausdorff topology when restricted to any compact subset of H” by [14, Thm. 1.4].

We consider a sequence (z,)., converging to x and such that z,, € C,, for
each m, and let B,, < C,, be the closed Dirichlet domain for the action of 7, (")
on C,, centered at x,,. The sets B,, are also convex and compact, and satisfy
T (L)« B, = Cpy.

We claim that for any € > 0 and for any m large enough, the set B,, is contained
in the e-neighborhood N.(By) of By in H™. This assertion easily implies the
conclusion of the lemma. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that the claim does
not hold and let € > 0 be such that B,,\N:(By) is non-empty for infinitely many m.
Convexity and compactness of By, and B,, implies that, up to taking a subsequence
and reindexing, there exists a sequence (Y, )m with each y,, in B, \N:(By) and
converging to a point y. The convergence C,, — Cy implies y € Cy\By, and
hence there exists g € I' such that dygn(z, 7 (9)y) < dgn(z,y). The convergences
T — Moo, Ty — T and Yy, — y then imply

dH" (.’Em, wm(g)ym) < dH" (l’m, ym)

for all m large enough, contradicting that y,, € B;,. O

We will also need a lemma about precompactness of sequences of metric struc-
tures induced by pseudo metrics with uniformly bounded geometry. If T' is an
arbitrary non-elementary hyperbolic group, a pseudo metric d € Dr is a-roughly
geodesic (a = 0) if for all g,h € T we can find a sequence g = ¢g,...,gx = hin T’
satisfying

|d(gi95) — i = jll < @
for all 0 < 4,57 < k. For §,a = 0, we let 9{5’0‘ C 9r be the set of all the metric
structures [d], where d is d-hyperbolic, a-roughly geodesic and has exponential
growth rate 1. The subspace @fi’a proper [59, Thm. 1.5], and is invariant under the
natural isometric action of Out(I') on Pr. Moreover, if T' is torsion-free then the
action if Out(T") on .@1‘2’0‘ is proper and cocompact [59, Thm. 1.6 & Thm. 1.7].
For two pseudo metrics d, d’ € Dr their dilation is given by the quantity

Calg]
Lalg]’

where the supremum is taken over all the non-torsion elements g € I'. Note that
A([d], [d']) equals log(Dil(d, d’) - Dil(d', d)) for all d,d’ € Dr [59, Prop. 3.5]. For two
/

metric structures p, p’ € Zr we also define Dil(p, p’) = Dil(d,d’), where p = [d],p’ =
[d'] and d,d’ have exponential growth rate 1.

Dil(d,d’) := sup
9
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Lemma 8.4. Let I' be a torsion-free, non-elementary hyperbolic group and let
(dm)m be a sequence of pseudo metrics in Dp. Suppose that all these pseudo met-
rics have exponential growth rate 1, and that there exist 0, such that each d,, is
d-hyperbolic and a-roughly geodesic. If the sequence (Dil(dy,,do))m is bounded for
some do € Dr, then the sequence ([dm])m of metric structures is precompact in Dr.

Proof. For each m we let p,, = [dm], so that (pm,)m is a sequence in @1‘2’0‘. We
also define pg = [dp], and without loss of generality assume that dy has exponential
growth rate 1. Since @g’a is proper [59, Thm. 1.6], it is enough to show that the
sequence (ppm,)m is bounded in Zr. Our assumption of I" being torsion-free and [59,
Thm. 1.7] give us a compact subset K < 22 such that Out(T') - K = 22*. We
set R := sup ¢ Dil(po, p), which is bounded since p — Dil(po, p) is continuous.

We can find a sequence (¢, )m in Out(I") such that ¢y, (pm) € K for all m. Then
we have

Dil(4;,' (p0), po) = Dil(po, ¢m (o))
< Dﬂ(pO> Om (pm)> Dﬂ((bm (pm)7 Om (Po))
< RDil(p, o)
= RDil(d,,, do)

for all m. Our assumptions on (d,, ), then imply that the sequence (Dil(¢;,! (o), p0))m
is bounded. But the map Out(T") — R that sends ¢ to Dil(¢(po), po) is proper, as

can be proven by the same argument as in the proof of [59, Thm. 1.7]. We conclude
that the set F = {¢;;'},, is finite, and hence the sequence (py,), is contained in
the bounded set F - K. ]

Proof of Proposition 8.1. We fix a base point zg € H" and a finite symmetric gen-
erating set S < I'. We also let /g denote the stable translation length associated to
the word metric dg.

We first prove that the inclusion €6" — Zr is continuous, so suppose ([7,])m <
CEL is a sequence converging to [ry]. Up to conjugation, we can assume that the
representations m,, converge to my in the compact-open topology of H". In partic-
ular, the distances d, (g, h) := dgn (7 (g)x0, Tm(h)2o) on I' pointwise converge to
the metric dy (g, h) := dun (70 (9) 0, Too (M) o).

If 4,, : I' > R denotes the stable translation length function of d,,, we claim
that /¢, pointwise converges to {4, the stable translation length of d,,. Indeed,
this can be done as in the proof of Claim 2 in [59, Prop. 5.6], using the facts that
the metrics d;,, do are log 2-hyperbolic. Moreover, since 7, (T') converges to 7y (T)
algebraically, by [56, Thm. 7.1] and [11, Thm. 1.1] we have that the exponential
growth rates v, of the metrics d,, converge to the exponential growth rate vy, of
de. We let cim = Uy d,, and cioo = Vypdo, With translation length functions @m and
U respectively.

By Lemma 8.3 and [7, Lem. 4.6] it can be proven that the metrics cim are a-
roughly geodesic for some « independent of m. We also have that the metrics dm
have exponential growth rate 1 and are S—hyperbolic for some & independent of m.
Moreover, for all m and all g € I we have

nl0:0) < (max{dn(s.0)) ) ds(s.o).
and hence
bnla] = (v (501} ) sl

But the sequence (v,, maxses{dm(s,0)})m is bounded because d,, pointwise con-
verges to do and sup,, v, < n — 1 for all m (see for example [62, Thm. 2.1]).
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Therefore, the sequence (Dil(dp,ds))m is bounded, and Lemma 8.4 implies that
the sequence of metric structures (px, )m = ([dm])m is precompact in (2r, A).

We consider an arbitrary subsequence ([dpm, ])x with my, tending to infinity, and
assume this subsequence converges to p = [d] € r. If d has exponential growth
rate 1, then the translation lengths fmk pointwise converge to {4 by [59, Prop. 3.5
& Lem. 3.6]. This implies that £4 equals £, and hence p = pr, := [dy]. Since
this holds for any convergent subsequence of (pr, )m, we deduce the convergence
Prn. = Pr, 0 (I, A) and the continuity of the inclusion €6 — Zr.

Suppose now that I' is not a free group. To prove that the inclusion €6} — Zr
is a homeomorphism into its image and that the image is closed in Zr, let [m;]m
be a sequence in €6} such that p,, := p, . converges to p,, € Zr. We claim that
Poo = Pr,, for some [14] € €6 and that [m,] converges to [7my] in €EF. To do
this, for each m let 7, : I' — Isom™ (H") be a convex-cocompact representation
inducing p,,, with exponential growth rate v,, and translation length function ¢,

By assumption the sequence (pm,)m is bounded, so by [59, Lem. 3.6] there exists
L > 0 such that
(8.1) L™Ys[g] < vmbmlg] < Les[g]

for all g € T'. In addition, by [15, Thm. 1.4] there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for each m we can find a point x,, € H" satisfying

(8.2) max {dgn (Tm (8)Tm, Tm)} < 1 max {{m[s1s2]} + C.

2515€S

We let (fm)m < Isom™ (H") be a sequence of isometries of H" such that f,,z¢o = 2.,
for all m, and define 7,,(g9) = fm © Tm(g) © f,,* for g € T'. We also define

dm(g7 h) = dym (Trm(g)xmvﬂ'm(g)xm) and sz(gah) = 'Umdm(gvh)

for g,h eT.
We claim that inf,, vy, is positive. Otherwise, after taking a subsequence and
reindexing we can assume v, — 0. Then from (8.1) and (8.2) we have

dom (9,h) < (v maX{dHn (T (8)@m, m)}) - ds(g, )

1
< (2 max {v,lm[s152]} +Cvm) ~ds(g,h)

SQES

< <L max {65[5152]} +supvm0> ~ds(g,h)

2 51,5268

< (L-i-CSUpvm) : ds(g,h)

for all g,h € T'. In particular, the metrics d, are pointwise bounded, so up to
taking a new subsequence and relndexmg we can assume that d, converges to the
pseudo metric ds on T'. Since each d,y, is v, log 2-hyperbolic and v,, — 0, we have
that d, is O- hyperbolic. Moreover, as in the proof of Claim 2 in [59, Prop. 5.6],
we can prove that v,,f,, pointwise converges to fw, the translation length function
of cfoo. This implies that [doo] = Py, and it can be proven that p,, is a metric
structure represented by a geometric action of I' on a metric (simplicial) tree. This
is impossible since we assume that I" is torsion-free but not free.

Proven our claim, we set ¢ := inf,, v,,, > 0. From (8.1) and (8.2) we also deduce

1
m%x{dHn (T (8)xo, o)} < 7 ,nax {E [s15]} +C <c 'L +C,
ElS

S1, 52€

and the sequence (T,;)m is bounded. Therefore, it has a subsequence converging
algebraically to the representation 7o, : I' — Isom™ (H").
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In addition, the metrics d,,, pointwise converge to the metric
deo (9, h) := dun (Too(9) 20, Too (R)20),

and as before we can prove that the translation length functions ¢, pointwise con-
verge to the translation length function ¢y induced by the action of I" on H" via
oo

On the other hand, the functions v,,¢z

Tm

= vty pointwise converge to the
translation length {5 of a metric dy, € Dr representing p,, and with exponential
growth rate 1. We also know that sup,, v, < n—1 (see for example [62, Thm. 2.1]),
and hence ¢, and fm are homothetic, implying that 7., is convex-cocompact and
that pe is induced by the class [To] € 6. The exact same argument also
implies that any subsequence of (7, )., has a subsequence converging (up to taking
conjugates) to a representation with stable translation length function homothetic
to that of . Since CEr — Pr is injective, we conclude that the sequence [mp,]m
converges to [Ty], as desired. O

From the proof of Proposition 8.1 we also deduce the following when I is a free
group.

Corollary 8.5. If T is a free group and ([7m])m is a sequence in €6 such that
Pm ‘= P, cOnveErges to py in Yr, then either:

o [mm] converges to 7] in €CF and po = pr,; or,

e Py 15 a point in the Outer space € /1.

Proof of Proposition 1.6. Let # : I' — PSL(2,C) be a convex-cocompact repre-
sentation with T' torsion-free. By [17, Thm. 1] there exists a sequence (7, )m of
convex-cocompact representations algebraically converging to m and satisfying the
following. For each m there exists an embedding I' < I',, into the fundamental
group I, of a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold and a representative of the lattice action
Fm Do — PSL(2, C) that coincides with 7, when restricted to T

By Theorem 1.4, for each m let py € Zp ~be a metric structure induced by a

proper and cocompact action of I',, on a CAT(0) cube complex X,, and such that
An(pin, Pz ) < 1/m for A, being the distance on Zy. .

Since each 7, is convex-cocompact, I' embeds as a quasiconvex subgroup of Lo,
and hence by [11, Prop. 13.7] it has a convez-core for its action on /’?m. That is,
there exists a I'-invariant convex subcomplex JNim c /'?m such that the action of "
on JNJm is cocompact. We let p,, := Py, € 2r be the metric structure induced by
the action on this subcomplex, for which it is clear that A(pr,,,py, ) < 1/m for A
being the distance on %r. Proposition 8.1 implies that p,  converges to pr in Y,
and hence py; also converges to pr, as desired. (]

We end this section with the proof of Proposition 1.8, which is just an adaptation
of the proof of [33, Thm. A].

Proof of Proposition 1.8. First we prove Item (1). Let p € 2% < Zr be induced
by the quasiFuchsian representation 7 : I' — PSL(2,C), and let ¢, be the stable
translation length of I" given by the corresponding action on H?. If 7 is not Fuchsian,
then the proof of [33, Thm. A] gives us a pair of non-trivial group elements a,b € T’
and a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(8.3) Lrla] + €[] — £x[ab] = c.
Moreover, the pairs of fixed points (a=%,a®), (b~%,b®) are unlinked and aligned
in T, in the nomenclature of [33, Sec. 2]. Now, for a fixed discrete and faithful

action of I' on H2, the proof of [33, Thm. 2.1] gives us a point z lying on the axis
Aary < H? for ab, and so that bx and abz also lie on this geodesic with bz between



40 NIC BRODY AND EDUARDO REYES

x and abz. If p;,) € Zr is induced by the filling geodesic current 7, we consider the
I-invariant pseudo metric d,, on H? introduced in [19, Sec. 4]. One feature of this
pseudo metric is that

dn(Qj?Z) = dn(.’lj, y) + dn(ya Z)
whenever x,v,z lie on a geodesic in H? with y between x and z [19, Prop. 4.1].
Another feature of d,, is that it is dual to n in the sense that

for all g € Curr(I'), where ¢ is the Bonahon’s intersection number and ¢, is the
stable translation length for the action of I' on (H?,d,)).

In particular we have ¢,[ab] = d,(abx,x) and we deduce
(8.4) lplab] = dy(abx, z) = dy(a(bx),bz) + dy(bx, x) = €,[a] + £,[b].

Since 7 is filling, we deduce that ab is also non-trivial, and combining (8.3) and
(8.4) we conclude

(tola] + Co[b]) _Clat] ¢\
A0 1o (G i) ) 10w (1 ) <=0

Item (2) then follows from Item(1) and Proposition 8.1. O

9. PROOF OF APPLICATIONS

In this section we prove Corollaries 1.9 and 1.10. We first prove Corollary 1.9,
for which we rely on the results of Futer and Wise in [35].

Proof of Corollary 1.9. In the three cases considered, there exists a sequence (pp, )m
(p /@m)m of metric structures in Zr converging to p = px that are induced by geo-

metric actions of T' on the CAT(0) cube complexes X,,, and such that there exist
I'-equivariant \,,-quasi-isometries from X to fm with A, converging to 1.

Suppose first that X is a negatively curved Riemannian surface. By Corollary 1.7
we can choose the cubulations .J?m so that all their hyperplane stabilizers are cyclic,
so they have exponential growth rate zero for the action of T" on X. Since ¢ < vx /41,
we have

. Ux VX
€= mm{zoAm’ 40N, + 1}
for all m large enough. Then the assumptions of [35, Thm. 1.3] are satisfied and
with overwhelming probability as ¢ — oo, for any set [g1],...,[gr] of conjugacy
classes of I' with translation lengths £x[g;] < ¢ the group T = T'/{g,...,gr)) is
hyperbolic and cubulated.

If X = H3, then from the proof of Theorem 1.4 we see that we can choose each
/\N’m to have K,,-quasiFuchsian surface groups as hyperplane stabilizers with K,,
tending to 1. This implies that if a,, is the maximal exponential growth rate with
respect to X of a hyperplane stabilizer of Ajm, then a,, converges to 1 as m tends
to infinity. Therefore, if ¢ < 2/41 = vx /41 then

. VX — Om Ux
c < min

20N, 40X, +1

for all m large enough. In this case the assumptions of [35, Thm. 1.3] are also
satisfied and we conclude as in the first case.

The case X = H" and I' arithmetic of simplest type follows by the exact same
argument. We only need to note from the proof of Theorem 1.3 that we can
choose each X,, to have hyperplane stabilizers acting properly and cocompactly
on codimension-1 totally geodesic hypersurfaces of X, so they have exponential
growth rate n — 1 = vx — 1 with respect to the action on X. |



APPROXIMATING HYPERBOLIC LATTICES BY CUBULATIONS 41

We continue with the proof of Corollary 1.10, whose proof uses the main result
of Li and Wise in [17].

Proof of Corollary 1.10. Let T act on X as in the statement of the corollary and
let p = px € Zr be the induced metric structure. Then there exists a sequence
(Pm)m S Pr of metric structures converging to p such that each p,, is induced by
the geometric action of I' on the CAT(0) cube complex )?m.

If H < T is any subgroup, from (1.4) we deduce that

e_A(/)mvp) vx (H) < ,U-fm (H) < eA(pmvp) vx (H,)

vx ’U)?m Vx
for all m. Also, by Agol’s theorem [1, Thm. 1.1] and [17, Main Theorem 1.5], for
each m we can find a quasiconvex subgroup H,, < I' of infinite index such that

vy (Hp) = e 2PmPlys | 1t follows that vy (H,,) converges to vy, so that the
action of I' on X has no growth-gap. |

10. QUESTIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In this section we pose some questions related to our work.

Recall that p € Zr is approximable by cubulations if it lies in the closure of
2t One might ask whether every closed hyperbolic manifold is approximable by
cubulations. However, even the following is open:

Question 10.1. Is every closed hyperbolic 4-manifold cubulable?

Question 10.2. Let I" be a uniform lattice in H” and suppose that every round hy-
persphere in S” 1! is the limit of a sequence of limit sets of quasiconvex codimension-
1 subgroups of I'. Is ppg» € Zr approximable by cubulations?

Question 10.3. Suppose g is a negatively curved Riemannian metric on the closed
3-manifold M, not necessarily of constant curvature. Is the point pg € Zr (ar)

induced by the action on (]\7 ,8) approximable by cubulations?
There are some chances for this to be true if g is close enough to the constant
curvature metric. See for instance [18].

Question 10.4. If M is a closed hyperbolic manifold obtained via Gromov—Piatetski-
Shapiro surgery [39], is M approximable by cubulations? Note that 71 (M) embeds
as a (non-totally geodesic) quasiconvex subgroup in an arithmetic lattice of simplest
type [5, Prop. 9.1].

By the work of Parry [61] we know that the stable translation length functions
for isometric actions on R-trees can be characterized axiomatically. It would be
desirable to have similar result for actions on CAT(0) cube complexes.

Question 10.5. Is there a set of axioms that characterizes length functions ¢: I' —
R of the form ¢ = ¢4 for a cubical action of I' on the CAT(0) cube complex X'?

The next questions ask about the flexibility of approximating by cubulations
among points in Zr.

Question 10.6. Let I' be a cubulable hyperbolic group with a geometric action on
a space with measured walls. Is this action approximable by cubulations?

Question 10.7. Let dy,dy € Dr be such that both [d;] and [d3] are approximable
by cubulations. It is not hard to show that [td; + d3] is also approximable by
cubulations for any t > 0. If ¢ > 0 is large enough, then td; — ds also determines
a metric structure [tdy — d2] € Zr [20, Prop. 4.1]. Is [tdy — d2] approximable by
cubulations?
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Question 10.8. Let I' be cubulable hyperbolic and let p € Zr be approximable by
cubulations. Is p approximable by cubulations with a single I'-orbit of hyperplanes?

The next question is a rephrasing of [35, Question. 7.9] in the language of metric
structures.

Question 10.9. Let I' be a hyperbolic cubulable group. Is every point in Zr
approximable by cubulations?

Generalizing the hyperbolic case, we say that an isometric action of a (non-
necessarily hyperbolic) group T' on the space X is approximable by cubulations if
for any A\ > 1 there exists a I'-equivariant A-quasi-isometric embedding from X into
a CAT(0) cube complex on which I acts.

Question 10.10. Is the action of a finite volume hyperbolic 3-manifold group T"
on H? approximable by cubulations? Since actions on CAT(0) cube complexes
do not admit parabolic elements [10], probably we need to consider the action of
I' on H3\{horoballs}. It would be instructive to consider first the case of cusped
hyperbolic surfaces.

Question 10.11. Suppose I' is not virtually free and let p € Zr be approximable
by cubulations. If p is represented by a geometric action on a CAT(—1) space (or
more generally by a strongly hyperbolic metric in Dr), must the dimension of the
cubulations of any approximating sequence go to infinity? From [38] we know that
the marked length spectrum of such action is not contained in a discrete subgroup
of R.

The next question is related to the inclusion €6 — Zr for I a free group. In
this case, from Corollary 8.5 we know that the closure of €61 equals €€ v
for &2, a subset of the Outer space € #1 of I.

Question 10.12. Do we have &2, = €7t for some n? If that is the case, can we
compute such a minimal n in terms of the rank of I'? Can we always take n = 27
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