
APPROXIMATING HYPERBOLIC LATTICES BY CUBULATIONS

NIC BRODY AND EDUARDO REYES

Abstract. We show that an isometric action of a torsion-free uniform lattice
Γ on hyperbolic space Hn can be metrically approximated by geometric actions

of Γ on CATp0q 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 Hn. 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 Γ is the fundamental group of a Riemannian manifold pM, gq, then

the universal cover ĂM admits an isometric action of Γ by deck transformations, when
endowed with the pullback metric. Curvature bounds on g have strong consequences
on Γ. For instance, if pM, gq is closed and negatively curved, then Γ is word-
hyperbolic. Of special interest is the case in which pM, gq has constant negative
curvature, since then Γ acts as a (torsion-free) uniform lattice on the real hyperbolic
space Hn.

There is another interesting class of isometric actions, which is that of cubi-
cal actions on CATp0q cube complexes, when considering the combinatorial metric
on their 1-skeletons. By the work of Sageev in the 1990s [67, 68], 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, [6, 25, 28, 35, 53, 58, 74].

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

(1.1) λ´1
1 dXpx, yq ´ A ď dY pfx, fyq ď λ2dXpx, yq ` A

for all x, y P X, where λ1, λ2, A ě 0 satisfy λ1λ2 “ λ (note that f is coarsely
surjective by cocompactness of the actions).

The quantity λ reflects how far the actions onX and Y are from being homothetic
up to a uniformly bounded additive perturbation. If Γ is a hyperbolic group, then
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(1.1) holds for some A if and only if for all g P Γ we have

(1.2) λ´1
1 ℓX rgs ď ℓY rgs ď λ2ℓX rgs,

where

ℓX rgs “ lim
mÑ8

dXpgmx, xq

m
and ℓY rgs “ lim

mÑ8

dY pgmy, yq

m

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

Suppose M is a closed n-dimensional hyperbolic manifold with fundamental

group Γ. The goal of this paper is to compare the action of Γ on ĂM “ Hn with
geometric actions of Γ on CATp0q 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 “ ΓzHn be a closed hyperbolic n-manifold
with fundamental group Γ, so that either n ď 3 or M is arithmetic of simplest
type. Then for every λ ą 1, M is homotopy equivalent to a compact non-positively

curved cube complex X such that there is a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX
to ĂM .

This conjecture cannot be strengthened to ask for the existence of 1-quasi-

isometries. Indeed, every automorphism g of the CATp0q cube complex rX either
fixes a point or has an invariant (combinatorial) geodesic on its first cubical barycen-
tric subdivision [40], and hence 2ℓ

rX rgs P Z for any g P Γ and any Γ acting geomet-

rically on rX . On the other hand, it is known that the marked length spectrum
tℓHnrgs : g P Γu of any uniform lattice action of Γ on Hn is not contained in a
discrete subgroup of R (for instance, this follows from [38, Prop. 3.2]). Therefore
(1.2) cannot hold with λ1λ2 “ 1.

Conjecture 1.1 is meaningful since any Γ as in its statement admits many geo-
metric actions on CATp0q cube complexes; see [5, 6]. The conjecture predicts that
there are “enough” cubulations to approximate geometric actions on Hn. 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
Γ, and equip M with a negatively curved Riemannian metric g0. Bonahon [12]
introduced the space CurrpΓq of geodesic currents on Γ, which can be interpreted as
Γ-invariant locally invariant measures on the space of geodesics in the universal cover
of pM, g0q with the pullback metric. Looking at the endpoints at infinity of these
geodesics, we see that the space CurrpΓq is independent of the metric g0. Bonahon
also introduced the intersection number, which is a continuous, R`-bilinear function

i : CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq Ñ R

that extends the geometric intersection number of closed geodesics in M . Any
negatively curved Riemannian metric g on M has associated a Liouville current
αg, characterized by the following property: if g P Γ is non-torsion and ηrgs is the
corresponding rational current, then ipαg, ηrgsq “ ℓgrgs, where ℓgrgs is the length of
the unique geodesic in pM, gq in the free homotopy class of rgs. 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 ptmηrgmsqm of
real multiples of rational currents converging to αg. Then ηrgms is filling for m
large enough, and by Sageev’s construction there exists a geometric action of Γ

on a CATp0q cube complex rXm with hyperplanes stabilized by the conjugates of
subgroups commensurable to xgmy. Continuity of the intersection number then
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allows us to promote the convergence tmηrgms
˚

Ýá αg to the existence of Γ-equivariant

λm-quasi-isometries from rXm to ĂM with λm 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 Γ. Then for any λ ą 1, there exists a geometric action of Γ

on a CATp0q cube complex rX and a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX to ĂM .

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 Γ is our hy-
perbolic group of interest, then the goal is to construct a reasonable topolog-
ical space S CurrpΓq of co-geodesic currents and a bilinear intersection number
iS : S CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq Ñ R. For this space we require the following.

i) If we want to approximate the geometric action of Γ on the metric space X,
we need a co-geodesic current αX P S CurrpΓq dual to X, so that it verifies

ℓX rgs “ iSpαX , ηrgsq

for all g P Γ.
ii) If α P S CurrpΓq is a “discrete” co-geodesic current, we want a cocompact

action of Γ on a CATp0q cube complex rX that is “dual” to α in the sense
that

ℓ
rX rgs “ iSpα, ηrgsq

for any g P Γ.
iii) We want a sequence ptmαmqm Ă S CurrpΓq of (real multiples of) discrete

co-geodesic currents dual to geometric actions on CATp0q cube complexes
rXm and converging to αX in S CurrpΓq.

iv) We want the intersection number iS to be continuous at pαX , ηq for any
η P CurrpΓq.

If the pair pS CurrpΓq, iSq satisfies these conditions, then Proposition 3.9 allows us
to promote the convergence αm Ñ αX in S CurrpΓq to a sequence of Γ-equivariant

λm-quasi-isometries rXm Ñ X with λm Ñ 1.
For Γ a uniform lattice on the real hyperbolic space Hn (n ě 3q, the space

S CurrpΓq will consist of locally finite Γ-invariant measures on the space of qua-
siconformal codimension-1 hyperspheres in the Gromov boundary BHn “ Sn´1.
When n “ 3, in [46] 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 Hn is represented by the homogeneous (Haar) measure
supported on round codimension-1 hyperspheres.

In the case of an arithmetic manifold of simplest type, M “ ΓzHn contains
infinitely many immersed totally geodesic codimension-1 hypersurfaces. The lifts
of these hypersurfaces in Hn were used in [5] to produce geometric actions of Γ on
CATp0q cube complexes. For each such immersed hypersurface in M , the limit sets
in Sn´1 of all its lifts inHn determine a co-geodesic current dual to a (non-necessarily
proper) action on a CATp0q 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 “ ΓzHn be a closed hyperbolic n-manifold that is arithmetic
of simplest type. Then for any λ ą 1 there exists a geometric action of Γ on a

CATp0q cube complex rX and a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX to ĂM “ Hn.

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 manifoldM “ ΓzH3 to contain infinitely many totally geodesic
immersed surfaces [50, Sec. 5.3]. Indeed, if this is the case then M is arithmetic
[4]. 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 [43].

At the level of measures on the 2-plane Grassmannian bundle Gr2pMq, 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 [49, 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 “ ΓzH3 be a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold. Then for any

λ ą 1 there exists a geometric action of Γ on a CATp0q cube complex rX and a

Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX to ĂM “ H3.

Remark 1.5. In all three theorems that imply Conjecture 1.1, we can choose the

approximating cubulation rX 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 π : Γ Ñ PSLp2,Cq

is a convex-cocompact representation (i.e. a representation inducing a quasi-isometric
embedding of Γ into H3) then there exist arbitrarily small perturbations πε of π,

such that πε can be extended to a proper and cocompact representation π̂ε : Γ̂ Ñ

PSLp2,Cq so that Γ ă Γ̂ is a quasiconvex subgroup.

If we apply Theorem 1.4 to the action of Γ̂ on H3, then Γ is convex-cocompact
for any geometric action of Γ̂ on a CATp0q cube complex [41, Prop. 13.7]. Since
the restriction of a λ-quasi-isometry is also a λ-quasi-isometry (onto its image), we
deduce the following approximation result for the representation π.

Proposition 1.6. Let π : Γ Ñ PSLp2,Cq be a convex-cocompact representation of
the torsion-free group Γ, and let HullpΛπpΓqq Ă H3 be the convex hull of the limit
set of πpΓq. Then for any λ ą 1, there exists a geometric action of Γ on a CATp0q

cube complex rX and a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX to HullpΛπpΓqq.

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 Γ is a non-elementary hyperbolic group,
let DΓ denote the space of all left-invariant and Gromov hyperbolic pseudo metrics
on Γ that are quasi-isometric to a word metric for a finite generating set. The space
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of metric structures on Γ, denoted by DΓ, is the space of equivalence classes of DΓ

under rough similarity. That is, two pseudo metrics d1, d2 P DΓ represent the same
metric structure if there exist λ,A ą 0 such that

(1.3) |d1pg, hq ´ λd2pg, hq| ď A

for all g, h P Γ. We let rds denote the rough-similarity class containing d P DΓ.
A geometric action of Γ on a Gromov hyperbolic geodesic metric space X induces

a metric structure ρX P DΓ as follows. For any base point x P X the pseudo metric
dxXpg, hq :“ dXpgx, hxq belongs to DΓ, and the metric structure ρX “ rdxX s is
independent of the point x. This is the case of geometric actions on negatively
curved Riemannian manifolds or CATp0q cube complexes.

The space DΓ can be endowed with the metric ∆ defined by

∆prd1s, rd2sq :“ log inftλ1λ2 : DA ą 0 s.t. λ´1
1 d1 ´ A ď d2 ď λ2d1 ` Au.

If ρX , ρY P DΓ are induced by the geometric actions of Γ on X and Y , then
∆pρX , ρY q is the infimum log λ such that there exists a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-
isometry from X to Y .

In this setting, Conjecture 1.1 can be described as follows. If Γ is a torsion-free
and acts geometrically on Hn where n ď 3 or Γ is arithmetic of simplest type, then
the induced metric structure ρHn belongs to the closure in pDΓ,∆q of the subspace

Dcub
Γ :“ tρ

rX : Γ acts geometrically on the CATp0q cube complex rX u,

when these actions are considered with the combinatorial metric. We say a metric
structure ρ P DΓ is approximable by cubulations if it lies in the closure of Dcub

Γ in
pDΓ,∆q.

In the 2-dimensional case we have a clearer picture, since for a surface group
Γ, the space P Currf pΓq of (projective) filling geodesic currents naturally embeds
into DΓ, see [20, Cor. 6.10] and [27]. In this case, Theorem 1.2 generalizes to the
following characterization of P Currf pΓq in terms of cubulations.

Corollary 1.7. The space P Currf pΓq Ă DΓ equals the closure in DΓ of the space of
metric structures represented by geometric actions of Γ on CATp0q cube complexes
with cyclic hyperplane stabilizers.

Similarly, if Γ is a surface group, then there is a natural injection of the quasi-
Fuchsian space QFΓ into DΓ [18], and Proposition 1.6 asserts that the image of this
embedding is contained in the closure of Dcub

Γ . The next theorem gives a precise
description of the intersection of the subspaces QFΓ and P CurrΓ inside DΓ.

Proposition 1.8. If Γ is a surface group, then in DΓ we have

QFΓ X P Currf pΓq “ TΓ,

where TΓ is the Teichmüller space of Γ. Moreover, we have:

(1) for any ρ P QFΓzTΓ there exists λρ ą 0 such that

∆pρ, ρrηsq ě λρ

for every rηs P P Currf pΓq, where ρrηs P DΓ represents rηs; and,
(2) for any rηs P P Currf pΓqzTΓ there exists λrηs ą 0 such that

∆pρ, ρrηsq ě λrηs

for every ρ P QFΓ.

When rηs represents a negatively curved Riemannian metric on a surface with
fundamental group Γ, Item (2) answers in the affirmative a question of Fricker and
Furman [33, Question 1.4].



6 NIC BRODY AND EDUARDO REYES

Combined with Corollary 1.7, this result says that translation lengths of points
in QFΓzTΓ cannot be represented by geodesic currents in CurrpΓq 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 Γ on a geodesic
metric space X. More precisely, given such an action and a subset E Ă Γ, the
exponential growth rate of a subset E Ă Γ is the quantity

(1.4) vXpEq :“ lim sup
kÑ8

log#tg P Γ: dXpgo, oq ď ku

k
,

which is always finite and independent of the point o P X. The quantity vX “ vXpΓq

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 Γ-equivariantly λ-quasi-isometric

to a geometric action on the CATp0q cube complex rX , then [35, Thm. 1.3] gives
bounds for the density depending on λ, vX and the maximal exponential growth

rate vXpHq where H ă Γ is the stabilizer of an essential hyperplane of rX . Since
our results allow us to take λ as close to 1 as we wish, by applying [35, Thm. 1.3]
we deduce the following.

Corollary 1.9. Let Γ act freely and geometrically on the Gromov hyperbolic space
X and let k ď ecℓ, where either:

‚ X is a negatively curved Riemannian surface and c ă vX
41 ; or,

‚ X “ H3 and c ă 2
41 ; or,

‚ X “ Hn with n ě 4, Γ is arithmetic of simplest type and c ă 1
20 .

Then with overwhelming probability as ℓ Ñ 8, for any set of conjugacy classes
rg1s, . . . , rgks in Γ with stable translation lengths ℓX rgis ď ℓ, the quotient Γ “

Γ{xxg1, . . . , gkyy is hyperbolic and acts geometrically on a CATp0q 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 Γ has a P growth-
gap relative to the action on X if

suptvXpHq : H ă Γ, |Γ : H| “ 8, H satisfies Pu ă vX .

In [47, Main Theorem 1.5] Li and Wise proved that if X is a compact special cube
complex, then Γ “ π1pX q does not have a quasiconvex growth-gap for its action

on rX p1q. Combining this with our results and Agol’s theorem [1], we obtain the
following result, which partially answers [47, Problem 9.4 (1)].

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

‚ Γ is a surface group and ρX P P Currf pΓq Y QFΓ; or,
‚ X “ H3; or,
‚ X “ Hn with n ě 3 and Γ is of simplest type.

Then this action has no growth-gap: there exists a sequence pHmqm of infinite index
quasiconvex subgroups of Γ such that

lim
mÑ8

vXpHmq “ vX .
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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
CATp´1q space [24].

Organization. In Section 2 we discuss the main facts about hyperbolic groups,
geodesic currents, CATp0q 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 Hn. 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.

Acknowledgements. Both authors are grateful to Sami Douba, Sam Fisher, Ur-
sula Hamenstädt, Didac Martinez-Granado, and Andrew Yarmola for interesting
conversations. We also thank David Futer and Franco Vargas-Pallete for their help-
ful comments on an early draft. We are indebted to Fernando Al Assal for sharing
his thesis before the preprint [2] was publicly available. The second author would
like to thank the Max Planck Institut für Mathematik for its hospitality and finan-
cial support.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Hyperbolic Groups. For references on hyperbolic groups, see [16, 23, 29, 36].
A pseudo metric space pX, dq is δ-hyperbolic pδ ě 0q if every four-tuple x, y, z, w P X
satisfies the inequality

px|zqw,d ě mintpx|yqw,d, py|zqw,du ´ δ,

where 2px|yqw,d :“ dpx,wq ` dpw, yq ´ dpx, yq denotes the Gromov product. The
space pX, dq is (Gromov) hyperbolic if it is δ-hyperbolic for some δ.

A finitely generated group Γ 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, Γ always denotes
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a non-elementary hyperbolic group with identity element o. In this case, Γ has
a well-defined Gromov boundary, denoted by BΓ. This is a compact, uncountable
metrizable space. Furthermore, there is a natural topology on Γ Y BΓ that induces
the topology on BΓ, which allows us to discuss convergence in Γ Y BΓ. The left
action of Γ on itself induces a natural topological action on BΓ.

The limit set of a subset A Ă Γ is the set ΛpAq of all points in BΓ which are
limits of sequences in A. The set ΛpAq is always closed, and it is non-empty so long
as A is infinite. If g P Γ is a non-torsion element, then the limit set of xgy consists
of two points g8, g´8, characterized by the identities g˘8 “ limmÑ˘8 gm.

2.2. Geodesic currents. Let G Ă BΓ ˆ BΓ denote the space of ordered pairs of
distinct points in BΓ, equipped with the subspace topology. Note that Γ acts on
G via g ¨ px, yq “ pgx, gyq, and that this action cocompact. Let τ : G Ñ G denote
the involution τpx, yq “ py, xq, which is fixed-point free since we have removed the
diagonal.

Definition 2.1. A geodesic current on Γ is a Γ-invariant, locally finite Borel mea-
sure on G that is also τ -invariant. Let CurrpΓq be the space of all the geodesic
currents on Γ, equipped with the weak-˚ topology.

Remark 2.2. Equivalently, we could have defined a geodesic current as a Γ-
invariant locally finite measure on the set B2Γ of unordered pairs of distinct points
in BΓ. 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 P Γ we associate a geodesic current ηrgs P CurrpΓq as follows. Suppose
first that g is primitive, in the sense that if g “ hm for some h P Γ and m P Z then
m “ ˘1. In particular g is non-torsion, so we let Srgs be the set of all the pairs

in G of the form phg˘8, hg¯8q for some h P Γ. Then Srgs is a discrete Γ-invariant
subset of G and the expression

ηrgs :“
ÿ

γPSrgs

δγ

defines a locally finite measure, where δx denotes the Dirac measure at the point x.
If g is non-torsion, then we have g “ hm for some primitive element h and m P Z,
and we define ηrgs “ |m|ηrhs. For completeness, we define ηrgs as the zero current
when g is torsion. Any such current ηrgs will be called a rational current.

Bonahon [12] proved that the set tληrgs : λ ą 0, g P Γu is dense in CurrpΓq. He also
proved that the set of projective geodesic currents P CurrpΓq :“ pCurrpΓq ´ t0uq{R`

is compact and metrizable for the quotient topology.

Remark 2.3. If Γ is torsion-free, a non-trivial element g P Γ is primitive if and
only if the subgroup generated by g equals the set-wise stabilizer of tg8, g´8u in Γ.
Indeed, if the latter subgroup is A, then A is virtually cyclic, and hence cyclic and
generated by an element a P Γ. Then g “ ak for some k, and if g is primitive then
A “ xgy. Conversely, if A “ xgy and g “ br for some b P Γ, then b is non-torsion
and fixes tg8, g´8u, so that b P A. Then b “ gs 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 CATp0q 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 CATp0q metric space when endowed with the induced length distance.

By Gromov’s criterion [16, Thm. II.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 CATp0q

cube complex is a simply connected NPC cube complex.
The crucial aspect of the geometry of a CATp0q cube complex is the notion of

a hyperplane. Each n-cube C “ r0, 1sn 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 h of X is a connected component of

the hyperplane complex. If rX is a CATp0q cube complex, any hyperplane can be

considered as a convex, 2-sided subspace of rX , which is a subcomplex of the first

cubical barycentric subdivision of rX . A hyperplane h separates two vertices of rX of

they lie on different components of rX zh. An edge e of rX is dual to h if the vertices
determined by e are separated by h. The carrier Nphq is the set of all vertices in

an edge dual to h. The convex subcomplex of rX spanned by a carrier is convex.

The combinatorial distance on the CATp0q cube complex rX is the graph metric

d
rX on the 1-skeleton rX p1q so that each edge has length one. Often we will also

consider the restriction of this metric to the 0-skeleton rX p0q. In this case the distance
d

rX pv, wq of two vertices v, w equals the number of hyperplanes separating them. If

Γ is a group acting by cubical automorphisms on rX , then its action on p rX p0q, d
rX q

is by isometries.
To obtain actions on CATp0q cube complexes, we recall the notion of wallspace

structure. A wall of the non-empty set X is an unordered pair W “ tU,U˚u of non-
empty subsets of X such that U Y U˚ “ X and U,U˚ ‰ X. The closed halfspaces
determined by W are U and U˚, and the open halfspaces are UzU˚ and U˚zU . This
wall separates two points x, y P 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:

‚ for any x P X there exist only finitely many W “ tU,U˚u P W such that
x P U X U˚; and,

‚ for any x, y P 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 [42, 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 “ tU,U˚u such
that U X U˚ is non-empty.

If a group Γ acts on X, then the wallspace structure W on X is Γ-invariant if
for any W “ tU,U˚u P W and g P Γ, the wall gW :“ tgU, gU˚u also belongs to W.

As in [42, Sec. 3], a wallspace structure W on the space X determines a CATp0q

cube complex rX as follows. An orientation v of W is a choice vpWq P W of a closed
halfspace for each W P W. This definition is meaningful since #W “ 2 for any W.

Each vertex of the CATp0q cube complex rX will be an orientation of W satisfying

some additional conditions. Two vertices v, w of rX are adjacent if and only if there
exists a unique wall W in W such that W “ tvpWq, wpWqu. 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 rX .
Each point x of X determines a canonical cube [42, Def. 3.6], which is the set

of vertices v P rX such that x P vpWq for all W P W. The dimension of this cube
equals the number of walls W “ tU,U˚u such that x P U X U˚, which is finite.

If the wallspace structure W is invariant under a group Γ acting on X, then Γ

acts naturally on rX by cubical automorphisms. In this case, the group Γ also acts

on the set of hyperplanes of rX . The stabilizer of the hyperplane h is then the set
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Γh of all g P Γ such that gh “ h. It is evident that if h corresponds to the wall W,
then Γh is precisely the set of group elements fixing W for the action of Γ on W.

2.4. Metric structures and the Lipschitz distance. Let Γ be a hyperbolic
group. Given a left-invariant pseudo metric d on Γ, we let ℓd : Γ Ñ R be the
translation length function of the left action of Γ on pΓ, dq. Recall that DΓ is the
space of left-invariant pseudo metrics on Γ that are Gromov hyperbolic and quasi-
isometric to a word metric for a finite symmetric generating subset of Γ. This space
is contained in the space DΓ of left-invariant pseudo metrics d on Γ satisfying:

‚ ℓd is not identically zero; and,
‚ for some (hence any) d1 P DΓ, there exists λ ą 0 such that

pg|hqo,d ď λpg|hqo,d1 ` λ

for all g, h P Γ.

As with the case of DΓ, we let DΓ be the quotient of DΓ by rough similarity
(recall (1.3)). Points in DΓ are called metric structures, and rds denotes the metric
structure induced by d P DΓ.

The extension from DΓ to DΓ allows us to encode some cocompact isometric
actions of Γ that are not necessarily proper. For example, if Γ acts cubically and

cocompactly on the CATp0q cube complex rX and the hyperplane stabilizers are

quasiconvex of infinite index, then the isometric action of Γ on p rX p1q, d
rX q determines

a metric structure ρ
rX P DΓ [20, Prop. 6.14]. Moreover, this structure belongs to

DΓ if and only if the action of Γ on rX is proper. For more details about the space
DΓ, see [20].

Suppose Γ acts isometrically on a metric space X. If there is some x P X so that
the function dxXpg, hq :“ dXpgx, hxq determines a pseudo metric belonging to DΓ,

we will write ρX P DΓ to denote this metric structure.

3. Co-geodesic structures

Throughout this section we assume Γ is a torsion-free hyperbolic group with
boundary homeomorphic to the pn ´ 1q-sphere Sn´1 (n ě 2). We let CpBΓq be
the space of non-empty compact subsets of BΓ equipped with the Hausdorff topol-
ogy, and Cě2pBΓq Ă CpBΓq be the set of compact subsets of cardinality at least
2, equipped with the subspace topology. The natural action of Γ on BΓ induces
topological actions on CpBΓq and Cě2pBΓq. All subsets of BΓ 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 Γ is a non-empty set
S Ă CpBΓq of compact subsets of BΓ satisfying the following.

i) Each S P S is homeomorphic to the pn ´ 2q-dimensional sphere Sn´2.
ii) S is Γ-invariant under the action of Γ on CpBΓq.
iii) S is a closed subset of Cě2pBΓq.

Given such a system of spheres S, an S-current is a Γ-invariant Radon measure
on S. We let S CurrpΓq 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 Cě2pBΓq is locally compact, separable, and metrizable [69, Sec. 2.1].
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In addition, the action of Γ on Cě2pBΓq is cocompact [69, Lem. 2.5], and hence the
action of Γ on S is also cocompact. Therefore, by [69, Thm. 2.23] we deduce that
the space S CurrpΓq 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 Γ. Then the following
properties hold.

‚ S is locally compact, separable and metrizable.
‚ The action of Γ on S is cocompact.
‚ The space of S-currents S CurrpΓq is locally compact and metrizable.
‚ The space of projective S-currents PS CurrpΓq :“ pS CurrpΓq ´ t0uq{R` is
compact metrizable when endowed with the quotient topology.

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

iv) The diagonal action of Γ on

IS :“ tpS, pp, qqq P S ˆ G : p, q belong to different components of BΓzSu

is free and properly discontinuous (we say that S P S separates p, q P BΓ if
pS, pp, qqq P IS).

v) For some (any) Borel fundamental domain B for the action of Γ on IS , the
quantity pα ˆ ηqpBq is finite for all α P S CurrpΓq and η P CurrpΓq.

In that case, we define the intersection number

iS : S CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq Ñ Rě0

according to

(3.1) iSpα, ηq :“
1

2
pα ˆ ηqpBq,

and we say that the pair pS CurrpΓq, iSq 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 BΓ, 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 R`-bilinear. Also, if S
and S 1 are co-geodesic systems of spheres are infinity with S Ă S 1, then there is a
natural inclusion of S CurrpΓq into S 1 CurrpΓq as the closed subset of S 1-currents with
support in S, and also iS1 pα, ηq “ iSpα, ηq for all η P CurrpΓq and α P S CurrpΓq Ă

S 1 CurrpΓq.

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 Γ is the fundamental group of a closed orientable
hyperbolic surface, then n “ 2 and pn ´ 2q-spheres at infinity are just unordered
pairs of distinct points in BΓ. In this case, systems of spheres at infinity are precisely
the closed and Γ-invariant subsets of B2Γ, 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 Γ.
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Definition 3.7. Let S be a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity with induced
co-geodesic structure pS CurrpΓq, iSq.

(1) An S-current α P S CurrpΓq is filling (resp. weakly filling) if iSpα, ηq ą 0 for
all non-zero currents η P CurrpΓq (resp. iSpα, ηrgsq ą 0 for any non-trivial
element g P Γ). Similarly, a projective S-current rαs P PS CurrpΓq is filling
(resp. weakly filling) if α is filling (resp. weakly filling) for some (and hence,
any) representative α of rαs.

(2) A pseudo metric d P DΓ is dual to the S-current α P S CurrpΓq if for any
g P Γ we have

ℓdrgs “ iSpα, ηrgsq.

Similarly, a metric structure rds P DΓ is dual to the projective S-current
rαs P P CurrpΓq if d is dual to tα for some real number t.

Remark 3.8. Since Γ is torsion-free, for any d P DΓ the function ℓd uniquely
extends to a continuous function ℓd : CurrpΓq Ñ R such that ℓdpηrgsq “ ℓdrgs for all
g P Γ (see e.g. [20, Thm. 1.7]). Indeed, this function is R`-linear, meaning that

ℓdpη1 ` tη2q “ ℓdpη1q ` tℓdpη2q

for all η1, η2 P CurrpΓq and t P 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 P DΓ is dual to α P S CurrpΓq and η ÞÑ iSpα, ηq is continuous on
CurrpΓq, then

ℓdpηq “ iSpα, ηq

for all η P CurrpΓq. In that case, α is filling if and only if d P DΓ.

3.2. Duality principle. The general strategy to prove our main results is to deduce
convergence of a sequence of metric structures in DΓ 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 Γ, with
induced co-geodesic structure pS CurrpΓq, iSq. Let pdmqm Ă DΓ be a sequence of
pseudo metrics with each dm being dual to αm P S CurrpΓq, such that the projective
classes rαms converge to rαs in PS CurrpΓq. If rαs is dual to the metric structure
rds P DΓ and iS is continuous at pα, ηq for all η P CurrpΓq, then:

(1) rαms is filling for all m large enough; and,
(2) rdms converges to rds in pDΓ,∆q.

Proof. Let ptmqm Ă R` be so that tmαm converges to α in S CurrpΓq. From Re-
mark 3.8 and the continuity of iS at pα, ηq for any η P CurrpΓq, we see that α is
filling.

To prove (1), suppose for the sake of contradiction that, after extracting a sub-
sequence and reindexing, there exist non-zero currents ηm P CurrpΓq such that
iSpαm, ηmq “ 0 for all m. After extracting a further subsequence and rescaling, we
can assume that ηm converges to the non-zero current η. But then the continuity
of iS at pα, ηq implies iSpα, ηq “ limm iSptmαm, ηmq “ 0, contradicting that α is
filling.

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

m ÞÑ exp∆prdms, rdsq “

ˆ

sup
g‰o

ℓdm
rgs

ℓdrgs

˙

¨

ˆ

sup
h‰o

ℓdrhs

ℓdmrhs

˙

converges to 1, see [59, Prop. 3.5]. Otherwise, there would exist a subsequence (also
denoted dm), some λ ą 1 and sequences pgmqm, phmqm Ă Γ of non-torsion elements
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such that

(3.2)
iSptmαm, ηrgmsqiSpα, ηrhmsq

iSpα, ηrgmsqiSptmαm, ηrhmsq
“

iSpαm, ηrgmsqiSpα, ηrhmsq

iSpα, ηrgmsqiSpαm, ηrhmsq
“

ℓdm rgms

ℓdrgms
¨
ℓdrhms

ℓdm rhms
ě λ

for all m. After extracting a new subsequence and rescaling, by the compactness
of P CurrpΓq we can assume that ηrgms Ñ β and ηrhms Ñ γ with β and γ non-zero
currents. But by letting m tend to infinity in (3.2), and since iSpα, ηq “ ℓdpηq ą 0

for η ‰ 0 we get 1 “
iSpα,βqiSpα,γq

iSpα,βqiSpα,γq
ě λ, which is the desired contradiction. □

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

Definition 3.10. A discrete co-geodesic current on Γ is a Borel measure on Cě2pΓq

of the form
α “

ÿ

SPS
δS

for a discrete set S Ă CpBΓq consisting of finitely many Γ-orbits of elements in CpBΓq

homeomorphic to a pn ´ 2q-sphere.

If α is a discrete co-geodesic current, then Sα “ S “ supppαq is a system of
spheres at infinity. Also, from [69, Thm. 2.8] it follows that if S belongs to Sα for
some discrete co-geodesic current α then S “ ΛpHq for some quasiconvex subgroup
H ă Γ.

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

Proposition 3.11. Let α be a discrete co-geodesic current on Γ with support S.
Then there exists a cocompact cubical action of Γ on a CATp0q cube complex rX
satisfying the following.

(1) There exists a natural Γ-equivariant bijection between S and the set of hy-

perplanes of rX . 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 on Γ induced by its action on rX p1q with the combinatorial
metric is dual to α. That is,

(3.3) ℓ
rX rgs “ iSpα, ηrgsq

for any g P Γ.

(3) The action of Γ on rX is proper if and only if α 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 α with support S, and let tS1, . . . , Sku be
a complete set of representatives of Γ-orbits in S. For each 1 ď i ď k we set

Γi :“ tg P Γ: gSi “ Siu.

By our assumptions, each Γi is a quasiconvex subgroup with limit set Si. Similarly,
if S “ gSi P S for g P Γ we define ΓS “ gΓig

´1.
Our first step is to construct a wallspace structure on Γ. We fix a finite and

symmetric generating set for Γ (and hence a), and for 1 ď i ď k and r ą 0, we
let Wi be the r-neighborhood of Γi in Γ. Since Wi is quasiconvex and ΛpWiq “ Si

separates BΓ into two components, there exists λ ą 0 such that we can find r ą 0
large enough for which ΓzWi consists of exactly two λ-quasiconnected components
Ui, U

˚
i . We set Wi :“ tWi YUi,Wi YU˚

i u and for Si P S and g P Γ we also consider
WS “ gWi and WS “ tWS Y US ,WS Y U˚

S u for tUS , U
˚
S u “ tgUi, gU

˚
i u. Note

that each WS is only well-defined as an unordered pair since an element in ΓS may
exchange US and U˚

S . We define the Γ-equivariant wallspace structure

W :“ tWS : S P Su
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on Γ. Since each S P S can be recovered as the intersection S “ ΛpUSq X ΛpU˚
S q “

ΛpWSq, the identity WS “ WS1 implies S “ S1.

We let rX be the CATp0q cube complex dual to W, according to Section 2.3. The

natural action of Γ on rX is cocompact [67, Thm. 3.1] and there is a Γ-equivariant

1-to-1 correspondence between W and S. We let hS Ă rX denote the hyperplane
determined by S P S.

Lemma 3.12. Let g P Γ be non-torsion and S P S such that g8 R S. If g8 belongs
to the interior of the limit set of US (rep. U˚

S ), then for all s ě 0 and all m large
enough we have gm P giUS (resp. gm P giU˚

S ) for all 0 ď i ď s.

Proof. If g8 P IntΛpUSq “ ΛpUSqzS, then g8 P gi IntΛpUSq for all i. In particular,
for any fixed s, all the points in Γ close enough to g8 belong to

Ş

0ďiďs g
iUS , which

is true of gm for m large enough. □

Lemma 3.13. Let g P Γ be a non-torsion element. If iSpα, ηrgsq ą 0 then ℓ
rX rgs ą 0.

Proof. Suppose that iSpα, ηrgsq ą 0. This means that there exists some S P S
separating g´8 and g8 in BΓ. So, without loss of generality assume that g8 P

IntΛpUSq and g´8 P IntΛpU˚
S q. From this, let k0 be such that gk P US and

g´k P U˚
S for k ě k0. In particular, for any fixed k ě k0 we have

g´k0 P grU˚
S and gk P grUS

for all 0 ď r ď k ´ k0.
Now, let v P rX be any vertex in the canonical cube corresponding to the identity

o P Γ. Then the hyperplane grhS “ hgrS separates g´k0v and gkv for all k ě k0
and 0 ď r ď k ´ k0. Since S is not fixed by any non-trivial power of g (otherwise
g˘8 P ΛpΓSq “ S), all the hyperplanes grhS are different, and hence

ℓ
rX rgs “ lim

kÑ8

d
rX pg´k0v, gkvq

k
ě lim

kÑ8

k ´ k0 ` 1

k
“ 1. □

Lemma 3.14. Let g P Γ be an element acting loxodromically on rX (i.e. ℓ
rX rgs ą 0),

and let σ Ă rX p1q be a xgy-equivariant combinatorial geodesic. Then

tS P S : S separates g´8, g8u “ tS P S : hS crosses σu.

Proof. Suppose that S separates g˘8, and without loss of generality assume that
g8 P IntΛpUSq and g´8 P IntΛpU˚

S q. Let v P σ be any vertex and let R “ d
rX pv, voq,

where vo is any vertex in the canonical cube corresponding to the identity element
o. By Lemma 3.12 applied to s ě 2R, we can find m0 so that if m ě m0 then
gm P giUS and g´m P giU˚

S for 0 ď i ď s. Since v and vo, as orientations of W
differ in exactly R walls, by our choice of s we can find some 0 ď i ď s such that
gmvpgiWSq “ gipWS Y USq and g´mvpgiWSq “ gipWS Y U˚

S q for all m ě m0. In
particular, the hyperplane gihS separates gmv and g´mv. Then gihS crosses σ, and
hence hS also crosses σ by the xgy-invariance of σ.

Conversely, suppose that hS crosses σ. After possibly replacing g by a power, we
can assume that g preserves the orientation on σ. We fix a vertex v P σ such that

hS separates v and gv, and let NphSq Ă rX be the carrier of hS .
We first claim that

(3.4) d
rX pNphSq, gmvq Ñ 8 as m Ñ ˘8.

Otherwise, since NphSq is convex and all the points gmv belong to σ, after possibly
replacing g by g´1 we can assume that d

rX pNphSq, gmvq “ R is constant for all m
large enough. In particular, there exists some m0 such that the hyperplanes gmhS
and gm

1

hS are transverse for all m,m1 ě m0. But Γ acts cocompactly on rX and rX
is finite-dimensional, so for m,m1 large enough these transversalities are impossible
by [41, Lem. 13.13].
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Now we use our claim to prove that

(3.5) dpWS , g
mq Ñ 8 as m Ñ ˘8,

where d is some word metric on Γ with respect to a finite generating set. Indeed,
ΓS , being the stabilizer of hS on Γ, acts cocompactly on hS and hence on NphSq

[66, Exercise 1.6]. Similarly, ΓS acts cocompactly on WS , so let K1 Ă NphSq and
K2 Ă WS be compact subsets such that ΓS ¨ K1 “ NphSq and ΓS ¨ K2 “ WS . Also,
since d

rX is Γ-invariant there exists λ ą 0 such that

d
rX ph1v, h2vq ď λdph1, h2q ` λ

for all h1, h2 P Γ. Combining these facts, for all h P Γ we deduce

d
rX pNphSq, hvq “ d

rX pΓS ¨ K1, hvq

ď d
rX pΓS ¨ v, hvq ` d

rX pK1, vq

ď λdpΓS , hq ` λ ` d
rX pK1, vq

ď λdpWS , hq ` λdpK2, oq ` λ ` d
rX pK1, vq,

and the conclusion follows from our previous claim.

From (3.5) we have that g˘8 R S “ ΛpWSq. Also, if vo P rX is any vertex in the
canonical cube corresponding to o, then (3.4) implies that gmvo and g´mvo lie in
different halfspaces determined by hS for m large enough. Therefore, without loss
of generality we can assume gm P US and g´m P U˚

S for all m large enough. This
means that g8 P ΛpUSqzS and g´8 P ΛpU˚

S qzS, and S separates g8 and g´8, as
desired. □

Proof of Proposition 3.11. We must verify that the action of Γ on rX satisfies all the

items of the statement, where Item (1) follows by the construction of W and rX .
To prove Item (2), let g P Γ be a non-torsion element, which we can assume is

primitive. Our claim is that

iSpα, ηrgsq “ ℓ
rX rgs.

By Lemma 3.13, the assertion is true if ℓ
rX rgs “ 0, so we can assume that g acts

loxodromically on rX . We claim that there exists N such that gN acts stably and

without inversions on rX , meaning that gN does not exchange the halfspaces deter-

mined by any hyperplane of rX [40, Def. 4.1]. If not, then we can find an infinite
sequence pSpjqqj of hyperspheres in S and a sequence prjqj of positive integers such

that gp2r1q¨¨¨p2rj´1qrj exchanges the halfspaces determined by hSpjq
for each j. Note

that all the hyperspheres Spjq are distinct. Since gp2r1q¨¨¨p2rj´1qp2rjq preserves hSpjq
,

we have gp2r1q¨¨¨p2rj´1qp2rjq P ΓSpjq
for each j, and indeed

(3.6) gp2r1q¨¨¨p2rj´1qp2rjq P ΓSp1q
X ¨ ¨ ¨ X ΓSpjq

for each j. But ΓSpjq
‰ ΓSpj1q

for j ‰ j1 (because Spjq ‰ Spj1q) and each ΓSpjq
is

the conjugate of a quasiconvex subgroup Γj for 1 ď i ď k, so for j large enough
the inclusion in (3.6) contradicts the fact that tΓ1, . . . ,Γku has finite height (see
e.g. [37, Main Theorem]). Therefore, by [40, Thm. 1.5] there exists a bi-infinite

combinatorial geodesic σ Ă rX p1q that is xgN y-invariant.
Let F be a fundamental domain for the action of Γ on IS (recall Definition 3.3),

and assume that if pS, phg˘8, hg¯8qq P F for some h P Γ, then indeed hpg˘8, g¯8q “

pg˘8, g¯8q. This implies h P xgy by Remark 2.3.
Let

A :“ tpS, pg8, g´8qq P F : S P S, S separates g´8, g8u

and

Br :“ txgry ´ orbits of S P S : S separates g´8, g8u
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for r ą 0, and note that

iSpα, ηrgsq “
1

2
#tpS, phg˘8, hg¯8qq P F : S P S, S separates hg´8, hg8u

“ #tpS, pg8, g´8qq P F : S P S, S separates g´8, g8u “ #A.

We claim that the map Φ : A Ñ B1 that sends pS, pg8, g´8qq to the xgy-orbit of S
is a bijection, so that #A “ #B1. Clearly Φ is well-defined, and if S P S and S sepa-
rates g˘8, then hpS, pg8, g´8qq P F for some h P Γ, which indeed belongs to xgy by
our assumptions on F . This means that the xgy-orbit of S equals ΦphS, pg8, g´8qq,
and hence Ψ is surjective. To show it is injective, let S, S1 P S separate g˘8 and such
that pS, pg8, g´8qq, pS1, pg8, g´8qq P F and ΨpS, pg8, g´8qq “ ΨpS1, pg8, g´8qq.
Then S1 “ grS for some r and pS1, pg8, g´8qq “ grpS, pg8, g´8qq. Since F is a fun-
damental domain we deduce r “ 0, implying that pS, pg8, g´8qq “ pS1, pg8, g´8qq.

To conclude the proof Item (2) we will show that ℓ
rX rgN s “ #BN “ N#B1. For

the first equality, let v be any vertex of σ. By Lemma 3.14 we have

#BN “ #txgN y ´ orbits of S P S : S separates g´8, g8u

“ #txgN y ´ orbits of S P S : hS crosses σu

“ #tS P S : hS separates v and gNvu

“ d
rX pv, gNvq “ ℓ

rX rgN s,

where in the last equality we used that v belongs to the xgN y-invariant geodesic σ.
For the second equality, note that if S P S separates g´8, g8, then no power of
g fixes S, and hence the xgy-orbit of S is the disjoint union of the xgN y-orbits of
S, gS, . . . , gN´1S. These identities and our claim imply

ℓ
rX rgs “

1

N
ℓ

rX rgN s “
1

N
#BN “ #B1 “ #A “ iSpα, ηrgsq,

which proves Item (2).

Finally, from [40, Thm.1.5] we have that the action of Γ on rX is proper if and
only if ℓ

rX rgs ą 0 for all g ‰ o, which happens if and only if α is weakly filling by
Item (2). This proves Item (3). □

Remark 3.15. As we see from Item (2) in Proposition 3.11, the translation length
function ℓ

rX is completely determined by the discrete current α, while the cubulation
rX is far from canonical. However, under some additional irreducibility assumptions,
rX is also determined by α up to a Γ-equivariant isomorphism, see [8, 9].

4. The 2-dimensional case

In this section we assume that n “ 2, so that Γ 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 i : CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq Ñ R.

A geodesic current η P CurrpΓq is filling if ipη, αq ą 0 for all non-zero geodesic
currents α. This is consistent with Definition 3.7 (1). We let Currf pΓq (resp.
P Currf pΓq) be the set of all (resp. projective classes of ) filling geodesic currents.
If η P Currf pΓq, then there exists a pseudo metric dµ P DΓ dual to η in the sense of
Definition 3.7 (2), see [20, Sec. 6.3]. This gives us a metric structure ρrηs P DΓ that
depends only on the projective class rηs P P Currf pΓq. Our results from Section 3
imply that the metric structures ρrηs can be approximated by cubulations.

Proposition 4.1. Let ρrηs P DΓ be a metric structure represented by the filling
geodesic current η P Currf pΓq. Then there exists a sequence pρ

rXm
qm Ă DΓ of
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metric structures represented by geometric actions of Γ on CATp0q cube complexes
rXn such that

∆pρrηs, ρ rXm
q Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8.

Moreover, we can choose each rXm to have a single Γ-orbit of hyperplanes, all of
them having infinite cyclic stabilizers.

Proof. Suppose η P Currf pΓq is a filling current. Then by [12, Prop. 2], there
is a sequence ptmηrgmsqm of real multiples of rational currents converging to η. By
Proposition 3.9 (1) and by continuity of the usual intersection number, the sequence
pηrgmsqm must be eventually filling. Hence for m large enough, the currents ηrgms de-

termine geometric actions of Γ on a CATp0q cube complex rXm by Proposition 3.11
(2). The corresponding metric structures ρ

rXm
then converge to ρrηs by Proposi-

tion 3.9 (2). It follows from Proposition 3.11 (1) that each rXm has a single orbit
of hyperplanes, and that the stabilizers of these hyperplanes are commensurable to
conjugates of the cyclic subgroup xgmy. □

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 Γ, and let αM P CurrpΓq be the associated Liouville current
[60]. This current is dual to the metric structure in DΓ induced by the action of

Γ on ĂM by Deck transformations. The current αM is filling, and hence the result
follows from Proposition 4.1. □

We also deduce Corollary 1.7.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. By Proposition 4.1, it is enough to prove that P Currf pΓq is
a closed subspace of DΓ containing all the metric structures induced by geometric
cubulations with cyclic hyperplane stabilizers.

To see that P Currf pΓq is closed, let pηmqm P Currf pΓq be a sequence of filling
currents with ρrηms converging to ρ in DΓ. Up to taking a subsequence, we can
assume that rηms Ñ rη8s in P CurrpΓq, and hence Proposition 3.9 and the continuity
of the intersection number imply that ρ “ ρrη8s. Remark 3.8 then implies that η8

is filling and ρ P P Currf pΓq.

Finally, let Γ act geometrically on the CATp0q cube complex rX with cyclic hy-

perplane stabilizers. If h Ă rX is a hyperplane, we let gh P Γ be a primitive element
such that xghy and the stabilizer of h are commensurable. Note that we may have
xghy “ xgh1 y for h ‰ h1. We define the geodesic current

α
rX :“

ÿ

h

pδ
tg8

h ,g´8
h u

` δ
tg´8

h ,g8
h u

q

on G, where the sum runs over all the hyperplanes h of rX . As in the proof of
Proposition 3.11 it can be verified that ipα

rX , ηrgsq “ ℓ
rX rgs for all g P Γ, and hence

ρ
rX “ ρrα

ĂX s P P Currf pΓq. □

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 Γ. 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 2π, and away from these singularities, the metric
is Riemannian and non-positively curved. In [22], Constantine describes a geodesic
current αg P CurrpΓq dual to g: the identity ipαg, ηrgsq “ ℓgrgs holds for all g P Γ,
where ℓg is the translation length function associated to the action of Γ on the
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universal cover ĂM equipped with the pullback metric of g. The current αg 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 Γ, and let ĂMg be the universal cover of M equipped with
the pullback metric. Then for any λ ą 1, there exists a geometric action of Γ on a

CATp0q cube complex rX and a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometry from rX to ĂMg.

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

The conjugacy class rP s corresponds to a subset θ of the set of restricted simple
roots ∆ of G. For a given rP s-Anosov representation π : Γ Ñ G and each α P θ,
one can define a length functional

ℓπα : Γ Ñ Rě0,

that assigns for each g P Γ the logarithm of the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues of
πpgq composed with α ` ιpαq, where ι denotes the opposite involution on ∆.

Suppose now that Γ is a hyperbolic surface group. In [55], Martone and Zhang
introduced the notion of a positively ratioed representation. These are a class of
rP s-Anosov representations π : Γ Ñ G dual to geodesic currents in the following
sense: if rP s corresponds to θ Ă ∆ and α P θ, then there exists a geodesic current
µπ
α P CurrpΓq such that

ipµπ
α, ηrgsq “ ℓπαrgs

for all g P Γ [55, Def. 2.25]. As noted in [27, Lem. 2.13], the geodesic currents
µπ
α 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 Γ into PSLpm,Rq ism-Fuchsian if it is the composition
of a Fuchsian representation of Γ into PSLp2,Rq and an irreducible representation
of PSLp2,Rq into PSLpm,Rq. A representation π : Γ Ñ PSLpm,Rq is Hitchin if lies
in the same connected component of the character variety as an m-Fuchsian repre-
sentation. Hitchin representations are rP s-positively ratioed for rP s corresponding
to θ “ ∆ [55, Thm. 3.4].

In particular, if ℓπ : Γ Ñ R assigns to g P Γ the sum of the logarithms of the
maximal and minimal absolute values of eigenvalues of πpgq, then there exists a
filling current µπ P CurrpΓq dual to ℓπ. Moreover, ℓπ is the stable translation length
function of the pseudo metric on Γ given by dπpg, hq “ logp}πpg´1hq}}πph´1gq}q,
for } ¨ } an arbitrary norm on Rm. This pseudo metric belongs to DΓ (see e.g. [20,
Lem. 3.14]), and hence induces a metric structure ρπ P DΓ. Applying Proposi-
tion 4.1 to µπ, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let π : Γ Ñ PSLpm,Rq be a Hitchin representation, and let ρπ “

rdπs P DΓ be the metric structure induced by π as above. Then there exists a sequence
of metric structures induced by geometric actions of Γ on CATp0q cube complexes
that converges to ρπ in DΓ.

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 PSpp2m,Rq. Given a surface
group representation π : Γ Ñ 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 π : Γ Ñ G is maximal when its Toledo invariant
achieves this number in absolute value.

If π : Γ Ñ PSpp2m,Rq is a maximal representation, then it is rP s-Anosov and
positively ratioed for the appropriate conjugacy class rP s [55, Cor. 3.11]. This
implies that the length function ℓπ : Γ Ñ R given by

ℓπrgs “ log λ1pπpgqq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` log λmpπpgqq

is dual to a geodesic current µπ, where λ1pAq, . . . , λmpAq denote the m largest
absolute values of eigenvalues of A P PSpp2m,Rq. As in the case of Hitchin repre-
sentations, from [20, Lem. 3.14] we deduce that ℓπ is the translation length function
of a pseudo metric dπ in DΓ, and again we obtain a metric structure ρπ P DΓ.
Proposition 4.1 then implies the following.

Corollary 4.6. Let π : Γ Ñ PSpp2m,Rq be a maximal representation, and let
ρπ “ rdπs P DΓ be the metric structure induced by π. Then there exists a sequence
of metric structures induced by geometric actions of Γ on CATp0q cube complexes
that converges to ρπ in DΓ.

5. Currents on quasiconformal spheres

In this section, we assume that n ě 3 and Γ ă SO`
pn, 1q is a torsion-free uni-

form lattice. Then Hn “ SO`
pn, 1q{SOpnq and M “ ΓzHn is a closed hyperbolic

n-manifold with fundamental group Γ. Note that BΓ “ BHn “ Sn´1 is the pn ´ 1q-
dimensional sphere with the standard conformal structure. The goal of this section
is to construct systems of spheres at infinity for Γ given by quasiconformal hy-
perspheres in Sn´1. 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 Γ on Hn. We will work
with K-quasiconformal maps on Sn´1 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 Sn´1, we mean the limit set of a totally
geodesic copy of Hn´1 embedded in Hn. Let QC1 “ QCn

1 be the set of all round
spheres in Sn´1. More generally, given K ě 1, a K-quasiconformal (hyper)sphere
in Sn´1 is the image of a round sphere under a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism
of Sn´1. We let QCK “ QCn

K be the space of all the K-quasiconformal spheres in
Sn´1. All these spaces are endowed with the subspace (Hausdorff) topology from
Cě2pBΓq, so they naturally carry topological SO`

pn, 1q-actions.

By Gehring’s Theorem [29, Thm. 22.31], the notation QC1 is consistent, since
1-quasiconformal maps on Sn´1 are conformal. Our next lemma asserts that the
spaces QCK are systems of spheres at infinity.

Lemma 5.2. For every K ě 1, the set QCK is a closed subset of Cě2pBΓq. In
particular, QCK is a system of spheres at infinity for Γ.

Proof. Each S P QCK is homeomorphic to Sn´2, and clearly QCK is Γ-invariant,
so it is enough to show that QCK is a closed subset of Cě2pBΓq. To this end, let
pSmqm Ă QCK be a sequence of K-quasiconformal spheres that converge in the
Hausdorff topology to some S8 P Cě2pBΓq. Since each Sm is connected, S8 is also
connected, so that S8 is infinite and there exist three different points a, b, c P S8.
Let S0 Ă Sn´1 be a round hypersphere, fix three distinct points a0, b0, c0 in S0, and
for each m let ϕm : Sn´1 Ñ Sn´1 be a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism satisfying
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Sm “ ϕmpS0q. After precomposing with a conformal map preserving S0, we can also
assume that tϕmpa0q, ϕmpb0q, ϕmpc0qu Ñ ta, b, cu. Therefore, up to a subsequence,
we can assume that ϕm converges uniformly to aK-quasiconformal homeomorphism
ϕ8 (see for instance [29, Thm. 22.34]). Equicontinuity of the sequence pϕmqm then
implies that S8 is the K-quasiconformal sphere ϕ8pS0q. □

From Lemma 3.2, we infer that each QCK is locally compact, separable, and
metrizable, and that the space of QCK CurrpΓq of QCK-currents is locally compact
and metrizable.

Recall that IK “ IQCK
Ă QCK ˆ G is the set of all pairs pS, pp, qqq such that S

separates p and q. We also define JK Ă QCK ˆ G as the set of all pairs pS, pp, qqq

such that either pS, pp, qqq P IK or p R S and q P S. Note that JK is also invariant
under the diagonal action of Γ, and that IK is an open subset of QCK ˆ G.

Lemma 5.3. The diagonal action of Γ on JK is properly discontinuous. In par-
ticular, the action of Γ on IK is properly discontinuous.

Proof. The action of Γ on Hn
:“ Hn Y BHn is a convergence action, meaning that

the diagonal action of Γ on the space Ω3pHn
q of ordered triples of distinct points in

Hn
is properly discontinuous [13, Prop. 2.8]. Therefore, it is enough to construct a

Γ-equivariant continuous map π : JK Ñ Ω3pHn
q.

For pS, pp, qqq P JK we set

πpS, pp, qqq :“ pprojHullpSqppq, p, qq,

where projHullpSqppqq P Hn denotes the nearest point projection of p onto HullpSq,
the convex hull of S in Hn. Since p ‰ q and p R S, the map π is well-defined and
Γ-equivariant. The continuity of π then follows from the continuity of pS, pq Ñ

projHullpSqppq, which is proven in the next lemma. □

Lemma 5.4. For each K ě 1, the map from tpS, pq P QCK ˆ BHn : p R Su into Hn

given by

pS, pq ÞÑ projHullpSqppq

is continuous.

Proof. The projection projHullpSq : BHnzS Ñ HullpSq can be characterized as fol-

lows. Fixed x0 P Hn, for each p P BHnzS, the projection projHullpSq is the unique

point y P HullpSq minimizing the Busemann function x ÞÑ βpx, x0; pq, where

βpx, x0; pq :“ lim
xmÑp

pdHnpx, xmq ´ dHnpx0, xmqq.

Now, consider the sequences pSmqm Ă QCK and ppmqm Ă BHn converging to
S8 P QCK and p8 respectively, so that p8 R S8. This implies that pm R Sm for
m large enough. This convergence also implies that pym :“ projHullpSmqppmqqm is a
bounded sequence, so that up to extracting a subsequence and reindexing we can
assume that ym converges to y8 as m Ñ 8. Since HullpSmq converges to HullpS8q

in the Hausdorff topology restricted to any compact subset of Hn (see e.g. [14,
Thm. 1.4]), we have y8 P HullpS8q.

Also, for any z P HullpS8q we can find (after extracting a subsequence), a se-
quence pzmqm with zm P HullpSmq for eachm and such that zm Ñ z. The continuity
of the Busemann function then gives us

βpz, x0; p8q “ lim
m

βpzm, x0, pmq ě lim
m

βpym, x0; pmq “ βpy8, x0; p8q,

and since z was arbitrary we obtain y8 “ projHullpS8qpp8q. Te same reasoning works

for any subsequence of pSm, pmqm, so we deduce that projHullpSmqppmq converges to

projHullpS8qpp8q. □
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Lemma 5.5. The action of Γ on JK is cocompact. In consequence, the action of
Γ on JKzIK is cocompact.

Proof. The second assertion follows from the first one since IK is open in JK . For
the first assertion, let D Ă Hn be a compact subset such that Γ ¨ D “ Hn, and
define

A “ tpS, pp, qqq P JK : projHullpSqppq P Du,

where projHullpSqppq is as in Lemma 5.3. Clearly Γ ¨ A “ JK , so it is enough to
prove that A is compact.

First, let B “ tS P QCK : HullpSq X D ‰ Hu. A compactness argument about
K-quasiconformal maps as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 implies that B is compact.
Let pSm, ppm, qmqqm Ă A be an arbitrary sequence. Since each Sm belongs to B,
after taking a subsequence and reindexing we can assume that pm Ñ p, qm Ñ q
and Sm Ñ S for some p, q P BHn and S P B. We also have projHullpSmqppmq P D
for all m, and the compactness of D implies that p R S, and that either q P S or
p, q lie in different components of BHnzS. Thus pS, pp, qqq P JK . In addition, from
the continuity of the map pS1, p1q ÞÑ projHullpS1qpp1q given by Lemma 5.4 and the

compactness of D we obtain pS, pp, qqq P A, which concludes the proof of the first
assertion. □

As Γ is torsion-free, the action of Γ on JK is free, and hence the quotient JK :“
ΓzJK is a compact, metrizable space. Therefore, every Γ-invariant Radon measure
µ on JK pushes down to a measure µ on JK . We also define IK “ ΓzIK , which is
an open subset of JK . Note that JKzIK is also compact by Lemma 5.5.

If A Ă JK is as compact set such that Γ ¨ A “ JK , then for any pα, ηq P

QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq, the product measure αˆ η is Radon and hence pαˆ ηqpAq

is finite. Since iKpα, ηq ď 1
2α ˆ ηpJKq ď 1

2 pα ˆ ηqpAq, we deduce the following.

Proposition 5.6. For any K ě 1 the action of Γ on IK is properly discontinuous,
and for every pα, ηq P QCK CurrpΓq ˆCurrpΓq the intersection number iQCK

pα, ηq is
finite. Therefore, QCK is a co-geodesic system of spheres at infinity for Γ.

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 ě 1 and pα, ηq P QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq satisfying

(5.1) pα ˆ ηqpJKzIKq “ 0,

the intersection number iQCK
: QCK CurrpΓq ˆCurrpΓq Ñ R is continuous at pα, ηq.

Throughout this subsection, we consider a pair pα, ηq satisfying (5.1), and take
sequences pαmqm Ă QCK CurrpΓq and pηmqm Ă CurrpΓq converging to α and η,
respectively. We also define the measures µm “ αm ˆ ηm and µ “ α ˆ η on JK ,
and denote the intersection number on QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq by iK .

Lemma 5.8. We have limmÑ8 µmpJKzIKq “ 0.

Proof. By Lemma 5.5, choose a compact set A Ă JKzIK such that ΓA “ JKzIK ,
and note that pα ˆ ηqpAq “ 0 by (5.1). Since αm ˆ ηm Ñ α ˆ η (see for instance
[10, Thm. 2.8]) we obtain

lim sup
mÑ8

µmpJKzIKq ď lim sup
mÑ8

pαm ˆ ηmqpAq ď pα ˆ ηqpAq “ 0. □

Let π : JK Ñ JK be the quotient map. We say that an open set U Ă JK is

nice if U “ πp rUq for a precompact open set rU Ă JK such that g rU X rU “ H for
any non-trivial element g P Γ. In particular, pαm ˆ ηmqpV q “ µmpπpV qq for all m

and all V Ă rU .
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Lemma 5.9. µm Ñ µ weak-˚ on IK .

Proof. Let f P CcpIKq be a continuous function with support contained in the
compact set D Ă IK . As Γ is torsion-free and acts properly on the locally compact
separable metrizable space IK , IK has a locally finite covering pUiqiPI consisting
of nice open sets. If pρiqiPI is a partition of unity subordinate to pUiqiPI and I0 is
the finite set of all the indices i such that Ui X D ‰ H, then f “

ř

iPI0
ρif . Let

rfi P CcpIKq Ă CcpQCK ˆ Gq be a lift of ρif supported on the precompact open

set rUi such that πp rUiq “ Ui and g rUi X rUi “ H for g P Γztou. The convergence
αm ˆ ηm Ñ α ˆ η then implies

lim
mÑ8

ż

fdµm “ lim
mÑ8

˜

ÿ

iPI0

ż

ρifdµm

¸

“
ÿ

iPI0

ˆ

lim
mÑ8

ż

rfidpαm ˆ ηmq

˙

“
ÿ

iPI0

ż

rfidpα ˆ ηq “

ż

fdµ. □

Corollary 5.10. lim infmÑ8 iKpαm, ηmq ě iKpα, ηq.

Proof. The space IK is locally compact, separable and metrizable, hence σ-compact
and there exists an increasing sequence U1 Ă U2 Ă U3 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă IK of precompact
open sets such that

Ť

i Ui “ IK . The convergence µm Ñ µ on IK given by

Lemma 5.9 implies that lim infm µmpIKq ě lim infm µmpUiq ě µpUiq for each i, and
hence

lim inf
mÑ8

iKpαm, ηmq “
1

2
lim inf
mÑ8

µmpIKq ě
1

2
sup
i

µpUiq “
1

2
µpIKq “ iKpα, ηq. □

Lemma 5.11. We have lim supmÑ8 µmpJKq ď µpJKq.

Proof. We fix a metric on JK inducing its topology and use the notation Bpx, rq

for the open ball of radius r around x P JK , and Spx, rq for the sphere of radius
r around x. Define ∆K “ JKzIK , and for each x P ∆K consider a nice open
ball Bpx, txq, so that ∆K Ă

Ť

xP∆K
Bpx, txq. By compactness of ∆K we can find

x1, . . . , xq P ∆K and ti “ txi
ą 0 such that ∆K Ă

Ť

1ďiďq Bpxi, tiq. Compactness

also allows us to find 0 ă si ă ti such that
Ť

1ďiďq Bpxi, siq still contains ∆K .

For each 1 ď i ď q, find a number ri such that si ă ri ă ti and µpSpxi, riqq “ 0,

and define Qi :“
Ť

1ďjďi Bpxj , rjq, where Bpxj , rjq denotes the closure of Bpxj , rjq

in JK .
We claim that lim supmÑ8 µmpQiq ď µpQiq for all 1 ď i ď q. The claim holds for

i “ 1, since Q1 is a closed subset of the nice open set Bpx1, t1q and αmˆηm Ñ αˆη.
Now, assume that the claim holds for some 1 ď i ď q ´ 1, and note that

(5.2) Qi`1 “ Qi Y pBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqq,

where Int denotes interior. We also have

Qi X pBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqq Ă Qiz IntpQiq Ă
ď

1ďjďi

Spxj , rjq,

and hence µpQi X pBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqqq “ 0 by our choice of the rj ’s. By our
inductive assumption we have

(5.3) lim sup
m

µmpQiq ď µpQiq,

and since QiXpBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqq and Bpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiq are closed subsets
of the nice open subset Bpxi`1, ti`1q, we have

(5.4) lim
m

µmpQi X pBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqqq ď µpQiXpBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqqq “ 0
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and

(5.5) lim sup
m

µmpBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqq ď µpBpxi`1, ri`1qz IntpQiqq.

The inequalities (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5) together with (5.2) imply that

lim sup
m

µmpQi`1q ď µpQi`1q,

which concludes the proof of our claim.
Finally, JK “ Qq Y pJKz IntpQqqq, where JKz IntpQqq is a compact subset of

IK , and Qq X pJKz IntpQqqq “ pQqz IntpQqqq is a closed set of µ-measure 0. From
these observations, our claim, and Lemma 5.9 we conclude

lim sup
mÑ8

µmpJKq ď lim sup
mÑ8

µmpQqq ` lim sup
mÑ8

µmpJKz IntpQqqq

ď µpQqq ` µpJKz IntpQqqq “ µpJKq.

This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Proof of Proposition 5.7. Let pα, ηq P QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq be such that pα ˆ

ηqpJKzIKq “ 0 and consider a sequence pαm, ηmqm Ă QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq

converging to pα, ηq. By Corollary 5.10 we have lim infmÑ8 iKpαm, ηmq ě iKpα, ηq,
and by Lemma 5.11 we have

lim sup
mÑ8

iKpαm, ηmq “
1

2
lim sup
mÑ8

µmpIKq

ď
1

2
lim sup
mÑ8

µmpJKq

ď
1

2
µpJKq

“
1

2
α ˆ ηpIKq “ iKpα, ηq.

This implies that the limit limmÑ8 iKpαm, ηmq exists and is equal to iKpα, ηq. □

5.3. The Haar co-geodesic current. In this subsection, we describe a canonical
(projective) co-geodesic current on Γ supported on round hyperspheres that is dual
to the lattice action of Γ on Hn. The topological action of SO`

pn, 1q on QC1 is
transitive, and since the stabilizer of any round hypersphere is conjugate to SO`

pn´

1, 1q, we obtain a SO`
pn, 1q-equivariant homeomorphism between QC1 and the

homogeneous space SO`
pn, 1q{SO`

pn ´ 1, 1q. Any Haar measure on SO`
pn, 1q

then induces a SO`
pn, 1q-invariant Radon measure on SO`

pn, 1q{SO`
pn ´ 1, 1q,

and hence on QC1 [29, Sec. 6.2].

Definition 5.12 (Haar current). By a Haar co-geodesic current on QC1 CurrpΓq we
mean any co-geodesic current αHaar induced by a Haar measure on the homogeneous
space SO`

pn, 1q{SO`
pn ´ 1, 1q as describe above. The projective Haar co-geodesic

current is the equivalence class rαHaars P PQC1 CurrpΓq, which is independent of
the choice of αHaar.

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

Lemma 5.13. The Haar projective co-geodesic current is dual to the metric struc-
ture ρHn P DΓ induced by the action of Γ on Hn. That is, there is some t ą 0 such
that

ℓHnrgs “ t ¨ iQC1
pαHaar, ηrgsq

for all g P Γ.
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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 η P CurrpΓq and K ě 1, the intersection number iK :
QCK CurrpΓq ˆ CurrpΓq Ñ R is continuous at pαHaar, ηq.

Proof. We want to apply Proposition 5.7, so it is enough to show that pαHaar ˆ

ηqpJKzIKq “ 0 for any K ě 1 and and η P CurrpΓq. Indeed, since αHaar is
supported on QC1 we can assume that K “ 1. Therefore, by Fubini’s Theorem we
get

pαHaar ˆ ηqpJKzIKq “

ż

G
αHaarptS P QC1 : p R S, q P Suqdηpp, qq.

Also, for any q P Sn´1 the set tS P QC1 : p P Su is a smooth submanifold of QC1 of
positive codimension, and since αHaar is a Riemannian volume, we have

αHaarptS P QC1 : p R S, q P Suq ď αHaarptS P QC1 : q P Suq “ 0

for all p, q. This implies that pαHaar ˆηqpJKzIKq “ 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 ě 3 and let M be a closed arithmetic n-manifold of simplest
type. Then M “ ΓzHn for Γ a torsion-free cocompact lattice in G :“ SO`

pn, 1q.
Recall that QC1 is the space of round hyperspheres in Sn´1, which is naturally
identified with G{L for L :“ SO`

pn´1, 1q. Under this identification, points in QC1

also correspond to subsets of G. We let π : G Ñ ΓzG be the natural projection,
and note that ΓzG is compact. We also let G act on ΓzG 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 pSmqm Ă QC1 converging to S8 P QC1 and
such that:

‚ The stabilizer of Sm in G acts cocompactly on Sm;
‚ πpSmq is closed in ΓzG for each m; and,
‚ πpS8q is dense in ΓzG.

Proof. Let L Ă QC1 be the subset of all the round hyperspheres that are limit sets
of a (totally geodesic) quasiconvex subgroup of Γ, which is non-empty since M is
compact and arithmetic of simplest type. We claim that L is dense in QC1. Indeed,
let S be any hypersphere in L, and assume it is the limit set of the quasiconvex
subgroup ΓS ă Γ. By arithmeticity, the commensurator CommGpΓq is dense in G
[75, Prop. 6.2.4], and since G acts transitively on QC1, for any arbitrary S8 P QC1

we can find a sequence pgmqm in CommGpΓq with Sm :“ gmS converging to S8.
Now we note that Sm is the limit set of the (totally geodesic) quasiconvex subgroup
Γm :“ Γ X gmΓSg

´1
m ă Γ, so that each Sm belongs to L.

Since L is countable, there is a sequence pSmqm in L converging to S8 in QC1zL.
We claim that this sequence satisfies the conclusion of the lemma. The first two
assertions follow by the definition of L, because each Sm is the limit set of a totally
geodesic hypersurface projecting to an immersed submanifold that is closed in M “

ΓzG{SOpnq. To prove the third assertion, we note that the stabilizer in Γ of S8 is
not a lattice in the stabilizer in G of S8 (because S8 R L). Then the projection inM
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of the totally geodesic hypersurface with boundary S8 is not closed, and similarly
πpS8q is not closed in GzΓ. Then πpS8q is dense in ΓzG by [71, Thm. B]. □

A Borel probability measure µ on ΓzG is homogeneous if there is a closed, con-
nected subgroup V ă G and a point x “ πpxq P ΓzG such that x ¨ V is closed in
ΓzG and µ is (right) V -invariant, with support x ¨ V . The action of V on supppµq

is transitive, so it is a homogeneous V -space and hence µ satisfies

(6.1)

ż

G

Fdrµ “

ż

V

F pxyqdHV pyq

for all compactly supported continuous functions F P CcpGq, where rµ is the Γ-
equivariant lift of µ to G (with respect to the left action of Γ) and dHV is a Haar
measure on V . The measure HV is uniquely determined by (6.1) since µ is a
probability measure.

Note that if µ is homogeneous, then any subset of full µ-measure is dense in
supppµq. We also note that if µ is a Γ-invariant probability measure on ΓzG, then
it is the homogeneous measure induced by a Haar measure on G.

If Sm is as in Lemma 6.1, then πpSmq is closed and equals xm ¨ L for some xm

in ΓzG. Then the homogeneous probability measure µ “ µm on ΓzG with support
πpSmq satisfies (6.1) for V “ L “ SO`

pn ´ 1, 1q.

Proposition 6.2. Let pSmqm and S8 be as in Lemma 6.1, and for each m let
µm be the homogeneous probability measure on ΓzG supported on πpSmq. Then µm

weak-˚ converges to the homogeneous probability measure supported on ΓzG.

Proof. It is enough to show that any convergent subsequence of pµmqm converges to
the homogeneous probability measure supported on ΓzG, so we take a subsequence
converging to the probability measure µ8, which we still denote by pµmqm.

By [72, Thm. 2.3], L acts ergodically on each πpSmq with respect to µm (any
measurable L-invariant set is null or conull). Since L “ SOpn ´ 1, 1q is finitely
generated by 1-parameter unipotent subgroups [52, Prop. 1.5.4], we choose such a
generating collection U1, . . . , Uk of L. Since each Ui is a closed and non-compact
subgroup, Moore’s Ergodicity Theorem [75, Thm. 2.2.6] implies that µm is Ui-
ergodic, for each m and i.

Let x P supppµ8q, so that x “ limm xm for xm P supppµmq. We can assume
that each xm is Ui-generic [57, Cor. 1.5] for all 1 ď i ď k. Indeed, for any m the
set of Ui-generic points has full µm-measure, and hence the set of points that are
Ui-generic for all i is dense in supppµmq. Let gm P G be such that x “ xmgm, and
take this sequence so that gm converges to the identity in G. Then [57, Thm. 1.1]
gives us some m0 such that

πpSmq “ supppµmq Ă supppµ8qgm

for all m ě m0. But Sm converges to S8 in QC1 and gm converges to the identity,
so we actually deduce

πpS8q Ă supppµ8q.

From Lemma 6.1 we have that πpS8q is dense in ΓzG, so that µ8 has full support
in ΓzG. [57, Thm. 1.1] also implies that ΓzG “ supppµ8q “ x ¨Λpµ8q, where Λpµ8q

is the subgroup of G preserving µ8. We deduce that G “ Λpµ8q, and hence µ8 is
G-invariant and is the homogeneous probability measure supported on ΓzG. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let pSmqm Ă QC1 be the sequence given by Lemma 6.1.
Since the stabilizer of each Sm acts cocompactly on it, the sets Sm :“ tgSm : g P Γu

are discrete and Γ-invariant subsets of QC1. For each m we define

αm :“
ÿ

SPSm

δS ,
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which is a discrete co-geodesic current. We claim that the projective QC1-currents
rαms converge to the projective Haar current rαHaars in PQC1 CurrpΓq. Note that
this proves the theorem, after applying Proposition 3.11 to each αm, as well as
Proposition 3.9 and Lemmas 5.13 and 5.14.

To prove our claim, let pµmqm be the sequence of homogeneous probability mea-
sures on ΓzG with support πpSmq respectively, which converge to the homogeneous
measure µ8 on ΓzG by Proposition 6.2. Let rµm be the lift of µm to G that is
Γ-invariant for the left action. Since µm is L-homogeneous, there exists tm ą 0
such that for all F P CcpGq we have

(6.2)

ż

Fdrµm “ tm ¨
ÿ

xLPSm

ˆ
ż

L

F pxyqdHLpyq

˙

,

where HL is a fixed Haar measure on L. Also, if F̂ P CcpQC1q “ CcpG{Lq, then by
[32, Prop. 2.48] there exists F P CcpGq such that

(6.3) F̂ pxLq “

ż

L

F pxyqdHLpyq

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

(6.4) tm

ż

F̂ dαm “ tm ¨
ÿ

xLPSm

F̂ pxLq “ tm ¨
ÿ

xLPSm

ˆ
ż

L

F pxyqdHLpyq

˙

“

ż

Fdrµm

for all F̂ P CcpQC1q and all m.
Since µm converges to the homogeneous measure supported on ΓzG by Proposi-

tion 6.2, the measures rµm weak-˚ converge to a Haar measure HG on G. But then
there exists a Haar current αHaar P QC1 CurrpΓq such that for all F̂ P CcpQC1q we
have

(6.5)

ż

FdHG “

ż

QC1

ˆ
ż

L

F pxyqdHLpyq

˙

dαHaarpxLq “

ż

QC1

F̂ dαHaar

for F satisfying (6.3). Combining (6.4) and (6.5) we deduce that tmαm weak-˚
converges to αHaar, which proves the claim and concludes the proof of the theorem.

□

Remark 6.3. The supports of the currents αm in the proof of Theorem 1.3 all con-
sist of a single Γ-orbit in QC1. This implies that all the approximating cubulations
have a single Γ-orbit of hyperplanes.

7. The 3-dimensional case

For this section we assume n “ 3, so that M “ ΓzH3 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 ě 1. We
let Gr2pMq and Gr2pH3q denote the spaces of (unoriented) 2-dimensional tangent
planes to M and H3 respectively, and let d “ dH3 denote the distance on H3.
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7.1. Currents from quasiFuchsian surfaces. Let Σ í M be an immersed
smooth surface (which we always assume to be closed and connected) and let µΣ de-
note the area measure on Σ induced by the metric on M . Also, if jΣ : Σ Ñ Gr2pMq

maps a point p P Σ to its tangent plane TpΣ, we let νΣ be the pushforward of µΣ via
jΣ, normalized to have total mass 1. We also let νHaar denote the Haar probability
measure on Gr2pMq “ ΓzPSLp2,Cq{SOp2q.

We say that a smooth immersed surface Σ í M is (K-)quasiFuchsian if the
limit set of any lift of Σ to H3 is a (K-)quasicircle. All quasiFuchsian surfaces are
incompressible, with fundamental group quasiconvex in Γ “ π1pMq, and for such
surfaces Σ we define

SΣ “ tΛprΣq P QC : rΣ Ñ H3 is a lift of Σu.

The set SΣ is discrete and Γ-invariant, so we obtain SΣ-currents by defining

(7.1) αΣ :“
ÿ

CPSΣ

δC and α̂Σ :“
1

AreapΣq
αΣ.

Note that αΣ is a discrete co-geodesic current according to Definition 3.10, and that
SΣ 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 pΣm í Mqm be a sequence of Km-quasiFuchsian, closed and
connected minimal surfaces with Km tending to 1, and suppose that

(7.2) νΣm

˚
Ýá ν8 “ λHaarνHaar `

ÿ

TPT
λT νT

for λHaar, λT ě 0 such that λHaar `
ř

TPT λT “ 1. Then for any K ą 1 and m0 so
that Km ď K for all m ě m0, the sequence of QCK-currents pα̂Σm

qměm0
weak-˚

converges in QCK CurrpΓq to

α̂8 :“ λHaarα̂Haar `
ÿ

TPT
λT α̂T ,

where α̂Haar is the Haar co-geodesic current on Γ satisfying (7.3).

By a result of Al Assal [2, Thm. 1.1], for any measure ν8 as in (7.2) we can find a
sequence pΣm í Mqm of immersed minimal surfaces satisfying all the assumptions

of the theorem above and such that νΣm

˚
Ýá ν8. For ν8 “ νHaar, this was first

proven by Labourie [46, Thm. 5.7] using possibly disconnected surfaces, and by
Lowe and Neves [49, 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 [49, Prop. 6.1] or [2, Thm. 1.1], there exists a
sequence pΣm í Mqm of immersed Km-quasiFuchsian closed and connected min-
imal surfaces with Km tending to 1, and so that νΣm weak-˚ converges to νHaar.
Fix K ą 1, and after removing the first elements of this sequence and reindexing,
by Theorem 7.1 we have that the sequence pα̂Σm

qm of QCK-currents converges to
α̂Haar.

For eachm the projective current rα̂Σm
s is represented by the discrete co-geodesic

current αΣm , and so by Proposition 3.11 we can construct a cocompact cubical

action of Γ on a CATp0q cube complex rXm satisfying all the items (1)-(3) of that
proposition. In particular, the metric structure ρ

rXm
is dual to the projective current

rα̂Σms. The theorem then follows by Lemma 5.13 and Proposition 3.9, from which

we deduce that the action of Γ on rXm is proper for all m large enough, and that
the metric structures ρ

rXm
converge to ρH3 in pDΓ,∆q. This gives us Γ-equivariant

λm-quasi-isometries from rXm to H3 with λm converging to 1. □
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Remark 7.2. By construction, the support of the co-geodesic current α̂Σ defined
in (7.1) consists of a single Γ-orbit of quasicircles. Therefore, the approximating
cube complexes in the proof of Theorem 1.4 have a single Γ-orbit of hyperplanes.

Remark 7.3. In a forthcoming work of the second-named author and Didac Martinez-
Granado [54], the currents α̂8 as in the conclusion of Theorem 7.1 are shown to be

dual to metric structures in DΓ induced by cocompact isometric actions of Γ.

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 rΣ Ă H3 be an embedded smooth oriented surface, and for

a point x P rΣ, let n
rΣ
p : R Ñ H3 be the arc-length parametrization of the geodesic

normal to rΣ at p, so that n
rΣ
p p0q “ p and n

rΣ
p is oriented consistently with the

orientation of rΣ. If rΣ “ D is a totally geodesic disk and ρ ą 0, we let P˘ be the
totally geodesic disks such that nDp p˘ρq P P˘ respectively and that are orthogonal

to nDp at these points. We define UD,x,ρ as the closed region of H3 bounded by

the disks P˘, which is a neighborhood of D. Note that ΛpUD,x,ρq is an annulus in
S2 “ BH3.

Given K ě 1, we define UD,x,ρ,K as the set of K-quasicircles C contained in
ΛpUD,x,ρq and so that the inclusion C Ă ΛpUD,x,ρq is π1-injective. We denote
UD,x,ρ “

Ť

K UD,x,ρ,K , and note that the sets pUD,x,ρqρą0 form a system of neigh-
borhoods of ΛpDq in QC. Also, note the invariance identity UgD,gx,ρ “ gpUD,x,ρq

valid for any isometry g of H3. 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 K0 ą 1 and an increasing homeomorphism a :
r1,K0s Ñ r0, 1{2s so that the following holds. If K ď K0 and C P QCK then

there exists a unique embedded minimal disk rΣC Ñ H3 whose limit set equals C.

Moreover, rΣC Ă HullpCq for any such C and for any p P C we have:

i) the principal curvatures of rΣC at p lie within the interval p´apKq, apKqq;
and,

ii) if D is the totally geodesic disk tangent to rΣC at p, then C P UD,p,apKq (and
hence HullpCq Ă UD,p,apKq).

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 P QCK with K close

enough to 1, using [70, Prop. 4.1] we have that the level sets rΣ
ptq
C “ tn

rΣC
p ptq : p P rΣCu

form a foliation of H3 by smooth surfaces equidistant to rΣC , 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 ą 0 depending only on K and tending to 0 as K

tends to 1, such that the region
Ť

|s|ďt
rΣ

psq

C is convex in H3 for |t| ě r. In particular,

for any p P rΣC and t ě r, the disk rΣC is contained in the closed (and convex) set

bounded by the totally geodesic planes tangent to rΣ
p˘tq
C at n

rΣC
p p˘tq respectively.

But this region is precisely UD,p,t for D being the totally geodesic disk tangent to
rΣC at p, and hence Item ii) follows since we can always take t “ apKq :“ 2r.

In the sequel, we fix K0 given by Proposition 7.4 and we assume that if a qua-

sicircle is K-quasiconformal then K ď K0. For C P QCK0
we denote by rΣC the

unique minimal disk in H3 with limit set C. As in the case of immersed surfaces
in M , for such a quasicircle we construct the Borel (and Radon) measure rνC on

Gr2pH3q as follows. If rµC is the area measure on rΣC induced by its inclusion on H3
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and rjC : rΣC Ñ Gr2pH3q maps any point p P rΣC to its tangent plane Tp
rΣC , we let

rνC be the pushforward of rµC via rjC .
The key step in the proof of Theorem 7.1 is the following proposition.

Proposition 7.6. Let F P CcpGr2pH3qq be a compactly supported continuous func-

tion, and consider the function F̂ : QCK0
Ñ R given by

C ÞÑ F̂ pCq “

ż

FdrνC .

Then for any C P QC1 and any sequence pCmqm of Km-quasicircles converging to
C with Km tending to 1, we have that

F̂ pCmq converges to F̂ pCq.

We will combine this proposition with the following lemma.

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

X Ą X1 Ą X2 Ą X3 Ą . . .

be a decreasing sequence of closed subsets with intersection X8 “
Ş

m Xm. Let
pαmqm be a sequence of Radon measures on X so that each αm has support contained
in Xm, and suppose that αm weak-˚ converges to the Radon measure α8. Also, let
F̂ : X Ñ R be a bounded function with precompact support, which in addition
satisfies the following: if pxmqm is a sequence in X converging to x and each xm

belongs to Xm, then F̂ pxmq converges to F̂ pxq. If F̂ |suppαm
is measurable for all

m, then
ż

F̂ dαm converges to

ż

F̂ dα8.

Proof. Note that F̂ |X8
is continuous, so by Tietze extension theorem let F : X Ñ R

be a continuous function with compact support that agrees with F̂ on X8, and let
K Ă X be a compact set containing the support of both F̂ and F . If we set
Km :“ K XXm, a compactness argument and our assumptions on F̂ imply that for
any ε ą 0 we can find m0 ě 0 such that }F̂ ´ F }Km

:“ supxPKm
|F̂ pxq ´ F pxq| ď ε

for all m ě m0. We also have
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

F̂ dαm ´

ż

Fdαm

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż

Km

|F̂ ´ F |dαm ď αmpKmq}F̂ ´ F }Km ,

and since lim supm αmpKmq ď α8pKq ă 8 and
ş

Fdαm converges to
ş

Fdα8, we

deduce that
ş

F̂ dαm converges to
ş

Fdα8. But this integral equals
ş

F̂ dα8 since
the support of α8 is contained in X8. □

Now we see how Proposition 7.6 implies Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1 assuming Proposition 7.6. Define α̂Haar as the unique Haar
co-geodesic current on Γ such that

(7.3)

ż

FdrνHaar “

ż

QC1

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

dα̂HaarpCq

for any F P CcpH3q, where rνHaar is the Γ-equivariant lift of νHaar to Gr2pH3q.

Let rΣm, Km, ν8 and α̂8 be as in the statement of the theorem, and for fixed
K ą 1 we assume that Km ď mintK,K0u for all m. It is enough to prove that
any subsequence of pα̂Σmqm has a convergent subsequence converging to α̂8. We
reindex any such sequence to be pα̂Σm

qm, and by Lemma 3.2 and after extracting a
further subsequence and reindexing we find a sequence ptmqm of positive numbers so
that αm :“ tmα̂Σm

converges to the non-zero QCK-current α8. We further assume
that the sequence pKmqm is non-increasing.
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For each m let rνm be the Γ-equivariant lift of νΣm
to Gr2pH3q, so that for any

F P CcpGr2pH3qq we have

(7.4)

ż

Fdrνm “

ż

QCK

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

dα̂Σm
pCq “

ż

QCK0

F̂ pCqdα̂Σm
pCq,

where F̂ : QCK0
Ñ R is defined as in Proposition 7.6.

We first show that the sequence ptmqm converges, so let G : Gr2pH3q Ñ R be any
continuous, nonnegative and compactly supported function satisfying

ř

gPΓ pG ˝ gq ”

1. If G induces Ĝ : QCK0 Ñ R, then for each m we have

1 “

ż

Gdrνm “

ż

Ĝdα̂Σm
.

Therefore, by applying Proposition 7.6 to F “ G and Lemma 7.7 to X “ QCK0

and Xm “ QCKm (recall that pKmqm is non-increasing) we deduce that

tm “

ż

Ĝdαm converges to

ż

Ĝdα8 “: t8.

Now, let F P CcpQCKq be an arbitrary compactly supported continuous func-
tion. Since Km converges to 1, α8 is supported on QC1, and F restricts to a
continuous compactly supported function on QC1, we can find a continuous func-
tion F P CcpGr2pH3qq such that

F pCq “ F̂ pCq “

ż

FdrνC for all C P QC1,

see for instance [32, Prop. 2.48].
Suppose that νΣm

converges to ν8 “ λHaarνHaar `
ř

TPT λT νT as in the state-
ment of the theorem. Then rνm weak-˚ converges to rν8 in Gr2pH3q, the Γ-equivariant
lift of ν8, implying
ż

QCK

Fdα8 “

ż

QC1

Fdα8 “

ż

QC1

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

dα8pCq “

ż

QCK

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

dα8pCq.

By applying Proposition 7.6, Lemma 7.7 and (7.4) we obtain
ż

QCK

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

dα8pCq “ lim
mÑ8

ż

QCK

ˆ
ż

FdrνC

˙

tmdα̂ΣmpCq

“ lim
mÑ8

tm

ż

QCK

Fdrνm

“ t8

ż

Fdrν8

“ t8

ż
ˆ

ż

FdrνC

˙

dα̂8pCq “ t8

ż

Fdα̂8,

where in the last equality we used that α̂8 is supported on QC1. Then
ż

Fdα8 “ t8

ż

Fdα̂8

for all F P CcpQCKq, which gives us α8 “ t8α̂8. But since α8 is non-zero, we

conclude that t8 ą 0 and α̂Σm

˚
Ýá α̂8. □

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 UD,x,ρ, UD,x,ρ,K and UD,x,ρ.
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 ρ,R ą 0 there exists r ą 0 satisfying the following. If
D0 Ă H3 is a totally geodesic plane with x0 P D0, D is a totally geodesic plane not
contained in UD0,x0,ρ and p P D satisfies dpp, x0q ď R, then

UD,p,r X UD0,x0,ρ{2 “ H.

Proof. The conclusion follows because for r ą 0 small enough (depending only
on ρ and R) the limit set ΛpUD,p,rq separates at least one of the components of
BH3zΛpUD0,x0,ρ{2q into two components, see Fig. 1. Details are left to the reader. □

u

D0

D

ΛpUD,p,rq

ΛpUD0,x0,ρ{2q ΛpUD0,x0,ρq‚x0

‚ p

Figure 1. Proof of Lemma 7.8

Lemma 7.9. For any ρ,R ą 0 there exist K 1 P p1,K0s and η1 ą 0 such that the
following holds. Let D0 Ă H3 be a totally geodesic plane with x0 P D0, and let

C P UD0,x0,η1,K1 . If p P rΣC satisfies dpp, x0q ď R, then the totally geodesic plane

tangent to rΣC at p is contained in UD0,x0,ρ and its limit set belongs to UD0,x0,ρ.

Proof. Suppose that the conclusion does not hold, and after translating by isome-
tries of H3, assume the existence of a totally geodesic plane D0, a point x0 P D0,
and sequences Km Ñ 1 and ηm Ñ 0 satisfying the following. For each m there

exists a quasicircle Cm P UD0,x0,ηm,Km and a point pm in rΣCm Ă H3 such that

dppm, x0q ď R and the totally geodesic disk Dm containing pm and tangent to rΣm

at pm is not contained in UD0,x0,ρ. By Lemma 7.8 we know that

(7.5) UDm,pm,r X UD0,x0,ρ{2 “ H

for some r ą 0 independent of m. Also, by Proposition 7.4 ii) we have that
HullpCmq Ă UDm,pm,apKmq, and hence Cm P UDm,pm,rm,Km for rm “ apKmq Ñ 0.
Since ηm Ñ 0, the sequence Cm converges to C “ ΛpD0q. On the other hand, (7.5)
implies that ΛpD0q does not belong to the interior of UD0,x0,ρ{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 δ,R ą 0 there exists ρ ą 0 so that the following holds. Let
D0 Ă H3 be a totally geodesic disk, x0 a point in D0, and D another totally geodesic
disk with ΛpDq P UD0,x0,ρ. If p P D satisfies dpp, x0q ď R and ℓ Ă H3 is the geodesic
containing p and orthogonal to D, then

(1) ℓ intersects D0 at a unique point q;
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(2) The distance dpp, qq is at most δ; and,
(3) If ℓ1 Ă D0 is a geodesic ray based at q, then the angle between ℓ and ℓ1 at q

is at least π{2 ´ δ.

From now on, we fix a round circle C8 P QC1 and let D8 Ă H3 be the totally

geodesic plane with limit set C8. Given C P QCK0 , we let AC Ă rΣC be the

set of all points p such that the normal geodesic nCp “ n
rΣC
p intersects D8 at a

unique point, which we denote by πCppq. Note that AC is open in rΣC and the
function πC : AC Ñ D8 is smooth. We also fix an arbitrary sequence of quasicircles
Cm P QCKm

with Km Ñ 1 and Cm Ñ C8. After removing the first elements of this

sequence, we can assume the orientation on the surfaces rΣCm
is consistent with a

fixed orientation on D8. From this we can define τm : ACm
Ñ R according to the

equation
nCm
p pτmppqq “ πCm

ppq.

We also write πn for πCn
. For the proof of Proposition 7.6 we require some lemmas

about the sequence prΣCm
qm of minimal disks converging to D8 “ rΣC8

.

Lemma 7.11. For any compact Z Ă H3 and δ ą 0 and for all m large enough we
have:

(1) rΣCm
X Z Ă ACm

;

(2) if p P rΣCm
X Z then dpp, πmppqq ď δ; and,

(3) if p P rΣCm
X Z and ℓ Ă D8 is a geodesic containing πmppq, then the angle

at πmppq between ℓ and nCm
p is at least π{2 ´ δ.

In particular, we can find a compact set B so that if m is large enough then

πmprΣCm
X Zq Ă D8 X B.

Proof. Fix a point x P D8 and assume Z is contained in the ball of radius R around
x. For δ ą 0, let ρ “ ρpα,Rq ą 0 be given by Lemma 7.10. For this ρ there existsm1

such that m ě m1 implies Cm P UD8,x,η1,K1 , where η1 “ η1pρ,Rq and K 1 “ K 1pρ,Rq

are given by Lemma 7.9. That lemma then implies that for p P Z X rΣCm , if D is the

totally geodesic plane tangent to rΣCm
at p, then D Ă UD8,x,ρ and ΛpDq P UD8,x,ρ.

The conclusion then follows by Lemma 7.10. □

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

D8 X Z Ă πmpACm X Bq.

Proof. Assume that Z is the ball of radius R around x P D8. For the sake of
contradiction, suppose that, after extracting a subsequence and reindexing, there
exists a sequence pqmqm Ă D8 X Z such that qm R πmpACm X Zmq, with Zm

being the ball of radius m around x. Also, since Km Ñ 1, for m large enough

the surfaces prΣ
ptq
Cm

qt “ ptnCm
p ptq : p P rΣCm

uqt form a foliation of H3 by smooth

surfaces, see Remark 7.5. Therefore, for large enough m we have qm P nCm
pm

for

a unique pm P rΣCm , and by our assumptions we have dppm, qmq Ñ 8. Also,

by Proposition 7.4 we have rΣCm
Ă HullpCmq Ă UD8,x,ρm

for a sequence pρmqm

converging to 0, and so for all m large enough there exists some rm P rΣCm
X Z.

Now, for m large enough consider the point zm “ nCm
pm

ptmq P nCm
pm

between pm
and qm and at distance 2R ` 1 from qm, and let Dm be the totally geodesic plane
orthogonal to nCm

pm
at this point. Note that |tm| Ñ 8 and that Dm separates pm

from Z, so in particular pm and rm belong to different components of H3zDm.
This is our desired contradiction, since for m large enough and |t| ě 1 the region
Ť

|s|ď|t|
rΣ

psq

Cm
is convex in H3 (see Remark 7.5), and hence Dm, being the totally

geodesic plane tangent to rΣ
ptmq

Cm
at zm, does not intersect HullpCmq. □
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Lemma 7.13. For any compact set Z Ă H3 we have

lim
mÑ8

sup
pPZX rΣCm

|| Jacπmppq| ´ 1| “ 0.

In particular, for any compact set Z Ă H3 we have

lim
mÑ8

sup
qPZXD8

|| Jacπ´1
m pqq| ´ 1| “ 0.

Proof. It 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 XD8 Ă ACm

. We
first claim that

sup
pPBX rΣCm

|dτmppq| Ñ 0

as m tends to 8. To show this, for m large enough consider the foliation prΣ
ptq
Cm

qt

of H3 by smooth equidistant surfaces as in Remark 7.5. This gives us coordinates

pu, v, tq on H3, where pu, vq are coordinates on rΣCm
such that Bu, Bv form an or-

thonormal frame and pu, v, tq “ nCm

pu,vq
ptq.

Now let γ : p´ε, εq Ñ rΣCm
be a smooth curve with γp0q “ p P B and 9γp0q “ v a

unit tangent vector, and define ωptq :“ πmpγptqq “ pγptq, sptqq, for sptq “ τmpγptqq.
Also, let θptq be the angle at πmpγptqq between 9ωptq and Bt, and set θm,ppvq “ θp0q.
In the coordinates pu, v, tq, the Riemannian metric on H3 can be described as

Gt “ gt ` dt2,

where gt is the Riemannian metric on rΣCm described in the coordinates pu, vq by
the matrix

(7.6) gt “ pcosh ptq Id` sinh ptqAmq2,

with An representing the second fundamental form of rΣCm
(see Section 5 in [73] for

details). In particular, we can compute

9sptq2 “ Gsptqp 9sptqBt, Btq
2

“ Gsptqp 9ωptq, Btq
2

“ cos2pθptqq ¨ Gsptqp 9ωptq, 9ωptqq

“ cos2pθptqq ¨ pcosh2 psptqqx 9γptq, 9γptqy ` sinh p2sptqqx 9γptq,Am 9γptqy

` sinh2 psptqqx 9γptq,A2
m 9γptqyq,

and hence

|dτmppqpvq| “ | 9sp0q|

ď | cospθm,ppvqq| ¨ pcosh2 pτmppqq ` sinh p2|τmppq|q|λmppq|

` sinh2 pτmppqq|λmppq|2q1{2,

where x¨, ¨y denotes the metric on rΣCm
and ˘λmppq are the principal curvatures of

rΣCm
at p. The claim then follows from the convergences

}λm}
rΣCm

Ñ 0, |τm|BX rΣCm
Ñ 0 and inf

pPBX rΣCm

˜

inf
vPT 1

p
rΣCm

θm,ppvq

¸

Ñ π{2,

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

Now, for m large enough and p “ pu, vq P B X rΣCm
we note the identity

Jacπmppq “ areaπmppqpdπmppqpBuq, dπmppqpBvqq

“ areaπmppqpBu ` dτmpBuqBt, Bv ` dτmpBvqBtq

“ areaπmppqpBu, Bvq ` areaπmppqpdτmpBuqBt, Bvq ` areaπmpBu, dτmpBvqBtq,
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where “area” denotes the signed area, chosen so that areapu,v,0qpBu, Bvq “ 1.
From (7.6) we also have

|GτmppqpBu, Bvq| “ |pcosh2 pτmppqqxBu, Bvy ` sinh p2τmppqqxBu,AmBvy

` sinh2 pτmppqqxBu,A
2
mBvyq|

ď | sinh p2τmppqq||λmppq| ` sinh2 pτmppqq|λmppq|2,

and

|GτmppqpBu, Buq ´ 1| “ |pcosh2 pτmppqqxBu, Buy ` sinh p2τmppqqxBu,AmBuy

` sinh2 pτmppqqxBu,A
2
mBuyq ´ 1|

ď | cosh2pτmppqq ´ 1| ` | sinh p2τmppqq||λmppq|

` sinh2 pτmppqq|λmppq|2.

As a consequence of Proposition 7.4 (i) and Lemma 7.11 (2) we deduce that the
term GτmppqpBu, Bvq converges to zero uniformly for p P B, and similarly that the

norms GτmppqpBu, Buq1{2 and GτmppqpBv, Bvq1{2 converge to 1 uniformly. This gives
us the uniform convergence | areaπmppqpBu, Bvq| Ñ 1 for p P B.

Similarly, since GτmppqpBt, Buq “ GτmppqpBt, Bvq “ 0 and GτmppqpBt, Btq “ 1, by a
similar argument and our claim we can deduce that the term areapdτmpBuqBt, Bvq `

areaπm
pBu, dτmpBvqBtq converges to 0 uniformly for p P B. This implies the uniform

convergence | Jacπmppq| Ñ 1 and concludes the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 7.14. For any compact Z Ă H3 and any F P CcpGr2pH3qq we have

lim
mÑ8

sup
qPZX rΣC8

|F pTπ´1
m pqq

rΣCm
q ´ F pTqD8q| “ 0.

Proof. Let d1 be any metric on Gr2pH3q inducing its topology. By Lemma 7.11, for
any δ ą 0 and m large enough and any fixed compact B Ă H3 we have

d1pTp
rΣCm

, TπmppqD8q ď δ

for all p P rΣCm
X B. The conclusion then follows from the uniform continuity of F

and Lemma 7.12. □

Proof of Proposition 7.6. Let F P CcpGr2pH3qq be arbitrary, inducing F̂ : QCK0 Ñ

R, and let Z Ă H3 be the compact set of all points p with pp, P q P supppF q for some
plane P tangent at p. By Lemmas 7.11 and 7.12 we can find a compact set B Ă H3

satisfying:

‚ Z Ă B;

‚ rΣCm
X Z Ă ACm

for all m large enough;

‚ πmprΣCm X Zq Ă D8 X B for all m large enough; and,

‚ D8 X B Ă πmprΣCm
q for all m large enough.

From this, for all m large enough we have

F̂ pCmq “

ż

FdrνCm “

ż

rΣCmXZ

F pfCmppqqdrµCmppq

“

ż

πmp rΣCmXZq

F pfCm
pπ´1

m pqqqqdπm˚prµCm
qpqq

“

ż

D8XB

F pfCm
pπ´1

m pqqqq| Jacπ´1
m pqq|drµC8

pqq,
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and hence

|F̂ pCmq ´ F̂ pC8q| “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

D8XB

pF ˝ fCm ˝ π´1
m q| Jacπ´1

m |drµC8
´

ż

D8XB

pF ˝ fC8 qdrµC8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż

D8XB

|pF ˝ fCm ˝ π´1
m q ´ pF ˝ fC8 q|drµC8

`

ż

D8XB

|pF ˝ fCm ˝ π´1
m q||| Jacπ´1

m | ´ 1|drµC8

ď rµC8 pBq ¨ }pF ˝ fCm ˝ π´1
m q ´ pF ˝ fC8 q}D8XB

` }F }8 ¨ }| Jacπ´1
m | ´ 1}D8XB .

The last terms tend to 0 as m tends to infinity by Lemmas 7.13 and 7.14, which
gives us the desired convergence F̂ pCmq Ñ F̂ pC8q. □

8. Approximating convex-cocompact representations

In this section we study the behavior of general convex-cocompact groups of
isometries of Hn (n ě 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 PSLp2,Cq by cubulations,
deducing Propositions 1.6 and 1.8.

Let Γ be a non-elementary group without torsion, and let Isom`
pHnq be the

group of orientation-preserving isometries of Hn. Recall that a representation
π : Γ Ñ Isom`

pHnq is convex-cocompact if the inclusion Γ Ñ Hn given by g ÞÑ πpgqx
is a quasi-isometric embedding for some (any x P Hn). The (n-dimensional) convex-
cocompact space of Γ is the quotient C C n

Γ of the space all the convex-cocompact
representations π : Γ Ñ Isom`

pHnq, where two such representations π, π1 are equiv-
alent if they are conjugate in Isom`

pHnq. When n “ 3 and Γ is a surface group, a
convex-cocompact representation π : Γ Ñ Isom`

pH3q “ PSLp2,Cq is called quasi-

Fuchsian, and QFΓ “ C C 3
Γ is the quasiFuchsian space of Γ.

If C C n
Γ is non-empty, then Γ is hyperbolic and each convex-cocompact repre-

sentation π determines a point ρπ P DΓ as follows: if x is any point of Hn, then
the metric dπpg, hq :“ dHnpπpgqx, πphqxq belongs to DΓ and the class ρπ “ rdπs is
independent of the point x. Indeed, this gives a well-defined map C C n

Γ Ñ DΓ that
is injective by [18, Thm. 1]. When C C n

Γ 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 DΓ.

Proposition 8.1. For each n, the map C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ is continuous. Moreover, if Γ

is not a free group, then this inclusion is a homeomorphism onto a closed subset of
DΓ.

Remark 8.2. The assumption of Γ not being free in Proposition 8.1 cannot be
dropped. For instance, let Γ “ xa, by be a rank-2 free group and for t ą 0 consider
the isometries

ftpzq “
z ` t

tz ` 1
, gtpzq “

z ` it

´itz ` 1
on H2, when considered with the Poincaré disk model. Then the representation
πt : Γ Ñ Isom`

pH2q that maps a to ft and b to gt is convex-cocompact for t large
enough. Moreover, as t tends to infinity, the metric structures ρπt

P DΓ converge
to the metric structure ρS induced by the word metric on Γ with respect to the
generating set S “ ta˘, b˘u. The image of the translation length function ℓS 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
ρS does not belong to the image of C C n

Γ 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 pπmqm be a sequence of convex-cocompact representations of Γ
into Isom`

pHnq and assume that they converge in the compact-open topology to the
convex-cocompact representation π8 : Γ Ñ Isom`

pHnq. For each m, let Cm Ă Hn

be the convex hull of the limit set Λm of πmpΓq. Then there exist closed subsets
Bm Ă Cm such that πmpΓq ¨ Bm “ Cm and satisfying

sup
m

diampBmq ă 8.

Proof. Let Λ8 Ă BHn be the limit set of π8pΓq and C8 its convex hull. Fix a point
x P C8 and let B8 be the closed Dirichlet domain for the action of π8pΓq on C8

centered at x. That is,

B8 “ tz P C8 : dHnpx, zq ď dHnpx, π8pgqzq for all g P Γu.

Note that B8 is compact and convex since π8 is convex-cocompact.
By [56, Thm. 7.1], the sequence of limit sets pΛmqm converges to Λ8 in the

Hausdorff topology of compact subsets of BHn, and hence Cm converges to C8 in the
Hausdorff topology when restricted to any compact subset of Hn by [14, Thm. 1.4].

We consider a sequence pxmqm converging to x and such that xm P Cm for
each m, and let Bm Ă Cm be the closed Dirichlet domain for the action of πmpΓq

on Cm centered at xm. The sets Bm are also convex and compact, and satisfy
πmpΓq ¨ Bm “ Cm.

We claim that for any ε ą 0 and for any m large enough, the set Bm is contained
in the ε-neighborhood NεpB8q of B8 in Hn. This assertion easily implies the
conclusion of the lemma. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that the claim does
not hold and let ε ą 0 be such that BmzNεpB8q is non-empty for infinitely many m.
Convexity and compactness of B8 and Bm implies that, up to taking a subsequence
and reindexing, there exists a sequence pymqm with each ym in BmzNεpB8q and
converging to a point y. The convergence Cm Ñ C8 implies y P C8zB8, and
hence there exists g P Γ such that dHnpx, π8pgqyq ă dHnpx, yq. The convergences
πm Ñ π8, xm Ñ x and ym Ñ y then imply

dHnpxm, πmpgqymq ă dHnpxm, ymq

for all m large enough, contradicting that ym P Bm. □

We will also need a lemma about precompactness of sequences of metric struc-
tures induced by pseudo metrics with uniformly bounded geometry. If Γ is an
arbitrary non-elementary hyperbolic group, a pseudo metric d P DΓ is α-roughly
geodesic (α ě 0) if for all g, h P Γ we can find a sequence g “ g0, . . . , gk “ h in Γ
satisfying

|dpgi, gjq ´ |i ´ j|| ď α

for all 0 ď i, j ď k. For δ, α ě 0, we let Dδ,α
Γ Ă DΓ be the set of all the metric

structures rds, where d is δ-hyperbolic, α-roughly geodesic and has exponential

growth rate 1. The subspace Dδ,α
Γ proper [59, Thm. 1.5], and is invariant under the

natural isometric action of OutpΓq on DΓ. Moreover, if Γ is torsion-free then the

action if OutpΓq on Dδ,α
Γ is proper and cocompact [59, Thm. 1.6 & Thm. 1.7].

For two pseudo metrics d, d1 P DΓ their dilation is given by the quantity

Dilpd, d1q :“ sup
g

ℓdrgs

ℓd1 rgs
,

where the supremum is taken over all the non-torsion elements g P Γ. Note that
∆prds, rd1sq equals logpDilpd, d1q ¨Dilpd1, dqq for all d, d1 P DΓ [59, Prop. 3.5]. For two
metric structures ρ, ρ1 P DΓ we also define Dilpρ, ρ1q “ Dilpd, d1q, where ρ “ rds, ρ1 “

rd1s and d, d1 have exponential growth rate 1.
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Lemma 8.4. Let Γ be a torsion-free, non-elementary hyperbolic group and let
pdmqm be a sequence of pseudo metrics in DΓ. Suppose that all these pseudo met-
rics have exponential growth rate 1, and that there exist δ, α such that each dm is
δ-hyperbolic and α-roughly geodesic. If the sequence pDilpdm, d0qqm is bounded for
some d0 P DΓ, then the sequence prdmsqm of metric structures is precompact in DΓ.

Proof. For each m we let ρm “ rdms, so that pρmqm is a sequence in Dδ,α
Γ . We

also define ρ0 “ rd0s, and without loss of generality assume that d0 has exponential

growth rate 1. Since Dδ,α
Γ is proper [59, Thm. 1.6], it is enough to show that the

sequence pρmqm is bounded in DΓ. Our assumption of Γ being torsion-free and [59,

Thm. 1.7] give us a compact subset K Ă Dδ,α
Γ such that OutpΓq ¨ K “ Dδ,α

Γ . We
set R :“ supρPK Dilpρ0, ρq, which is bounded since ρ ÞÑ Dilpρ0, ρq is continuous.

We can find a sequence pϕmqm in OutpΓq such that ϕmpρmq P K for all m. Then
we have

Dilpϕ´1
m pρ0q, ρ0q “ Dilpρ0, ϕmpρ0qq

ď Dilpρ0, ϕmpρmqqDilpϕmpρmq, ϕmpρ0qq

ď RDilpρm, ρ0q

“ RDilpdm, d0q

for allm. Our assumptions on pdmqm then imply that the sequence pDilpϕ´1
m pρ0q, ρ0qqm

is bounded. But the map OutpΓq Ñ R that sends ϕ to Dilpϕpρ0q, ρ0q 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 “ tϕ´1

m um is finite, and hence the sequence pρmqm is contained in
the bounded set F ¨ K. □

Proof of Proposition 8.1. We fix a base point x0 P Hn and a finite symmetric gen-
erating set S Ă Γ. We also let ℓS denote the stable translation length associated to
the word metric dS .

We first prove that the inclusion C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ is continuous, so suppose prπmsqm Ă

C C n
Γ is a sequence converging to rπ8s. Up to conjugation, we can assume that the

representations πm converge to π8 in the compact-open topology of Hn. In partic-
ular, the distances dmpg, hq :“ dHnpπmpgqx0, πmphqx0q on Γ pointwise converge to
the metric d8pg, hq :“ dHnpπ8pgqx0, π8phqx0q.

If ℓm : Γ Ñ R denotes the stable translation length function of dm, we claim
that ℓm pointwise converges to ℓ8, the stable translation length of d8. Indeed,
this can be done as in the proof of Claim 2 in [59, Prop. 5.6], using the facts that
the metrics dm, d8 are log 2-hyperbolic. Moreover, since πmpΓq converges to π8pΓq

algebraically, by [56, Thm. 7.1] and [11, Thm. 1.1] we have that the exponential
growth rates vm of the metrics dm converge to the exponential growth rate v8 of

d8. We let d̂m “ vmdm and d̂8 “ v8d8, with translation length functions ℓ̂m and

ℓ̂8 respectively.

By Lemma 8.3 and [7, Lem. 4.6] it can be proven that the metrics d̂m are α-

roughly geodesic for some α independent of m. We also have that the metrics d̂m
have exponential growth rate 1 and are δ̂-hyperbolic for some δ̂ independent of m.
Moreover, for all m and all g P Γ we have

dmpg, oq ď

ˆ

max
sPS

tdmps, oqu

˙

dSpg, oq,

and hence

ℓ̂mrgs ď

ˆ

vm max
sPS

tdmps, oqu

˙

ℓSrgs.

But the sequence pvm maxsPStdmps, oquqm is bounded because dm pointwise con-
verges to d8 and supm vm ď n ´ 1 for all m (see for example [62, Thm. 2.1]).
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Therefore, the sequence pDilpd̂m, dSqqm is bounded, and Lemma 8.4 implies that

the sequence of metric structures pρπm
qm “ prd̂msqm is precompact in pDΓ,∆q.

We consider an arbitrary subsequence prd̂mk
sqk with mk tending to infinity, and

assume this subsequence converges to ρ “ rds P DΓ. If d has exponential growth

rate 1, then the translation lengths ℓ̂mk
pointwise converge to ℓd by [59, Prop. 3.5

& Lem. 3.6]. This implies that ℓd equals ℓ̂8 and hence ρ “ ρπ8
:“ rd̂8s. Since

this holds for any convergent subsequence of pρπm
qm, we deduce the convergence

ρπm
Ñ ρπ8

in pDΓ,∆q and the continuity of the inclusion C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ.

Suppose now that Γ is not a free group. To prove that the inclusion C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ

is a homeomorphism into its image and that the image is closed in DΓ, let rπmsm

be a sequence in C C n
Γ such that ρm :“ ρπm

converges to ρ8 P DΓ. We claim that
ρ8 “ ρπ8

for some rπ8s P C C n
Γ and that rπms converges to rπ8s in C C n

Γ . To do
this, for each m let πm : Γ Ñ Isom`

pHnq be a convex-cocompact representation
inducing ρm, with exponential growth rate vm and translation length function ℓm.
By assumption the sequence pρmqm is bounded, so by [59, Lem. 3.6] there exists
L ą 0 such that

(8.1) L´1ℓSrgs ď vmℓmrgs ď LℓSrgs

for all g P Γ. In addition, by [15, Thm. 1.4] there exists a constant C ą 0 such that
for each m we can find a point xm P Hn satisfying

(8.2) max
sPS

tdHnpπmpsqxm, xmqu ď
1

2
max

s1,s2PS
tℓmrs1s2su ` C.

We let pfmqm Ă Isom`
pHnq be a sequence of isometries of Hn such that fmx0 “ xm

for all m, and define πmpgq “ fm ˝ πmpgq ˝ f´1
m for g P Γ. We also define

dmpg, hq :“ dHmpπmpgqxm, πmpgqxmq and d̂mpg, hq :“ vmdmpg, hq

for g, h P Γ.
We claim that infm vm is positive. Otherwise, after taking a subsequence and

reindexing we can assume vm Ñ 0. Then from (8.1) and (8.2) we have

d̂mpg, hq ď pvm max
sPS

tdHnpπmpsqxm, xmquq ¨ dSpg, hq

ď

ˆ

1

2
max

s1,s2PS
tvmℓmrs1s2su ` Cvm

˙

¨ dSpg, hq

ď

ˆ

L

2
max

s1,s2PS
tℓSrs1s2su ` sup

m
vmC

˙

¨ dSpg, hq

ď pL ` C sup
m

vmq ¨ dSpg, hq

for all g, h P Γ. In particular, the metrics d̂m are pointwise bounded, so up to

taking a new subsequence and reindexing we can assume that d̂m converges to the

pseudo metric d̂8 on Γ. Since each d̂m is vm log 2-hyperbolic and vm Ñ 0, we have

that d̂8 is 0-hyperbolic. Moreover, as in the proof of Claim 2 in [59, Prop. 5.6],

we can prove that vmℓm pointwise converges to ℓ̂8, the translation length function

of d̂8. This implies that rd̂8s “ ρ8, and it can be proven that ρ8 is a metric
structure represented by a geometric action of Γ on a metric (simplicial) tree. This
is impossible since we assume that Γ is torsion-free but not free.

Proven our claim, we set c :“ infm vm ą 0. From (8.1) and (8.2) we also deduce

max
sPS

tdHnpπmpsqx0, x0qu ď
1

2
max

s1,s2PS
tℓmrs1s2su ` C ď c´1L ` C,

and the sequence pπmqm is bounded. Therefore, it has a subsequence converging
algebraically to the representation π8 : Γ Ñ Isom`

pHnq.
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In addition, the metrics dm pointwise converge to the metric

d8pg, hq :“ dHnpπ8pgqx0, π8phqx0q,

and as before we can prove that the translation length functions ℓm pointwise con-
verge to the translation length function ℓ8 induced by the action of Γ on Hn via
π8.

On the other hand, the functions vmℓπm
“ vmℓm pointwise converge to the

translation length ℓ̂8 of a metric d̂8 P DΓ representing ρ8 and with exponential
growth rate 1. We also know that supm vm ď n´1 (see for example [62, Thm. 2.1]),

and hence ℓ8 and ℓ̂8 are homothetic, implying that π8 is convex-cocompact and
that ρ8 is induced by the class rπ8s P C C n

Γ . The exact same argument also
implies that any subsequence of pπmqm has a subsequence converging (up to taking
conjugates) to a representation with stable translation length function homothetic

to that of ℓ̂8. Since C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ is injective, we conclude that the sequence rπmsm

converges to rπ8s, as desired. □

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

Corollary 8.5. If Γ is a free group and prπmsqm is a sequence in C C n
Γ such that

ρm :“ ρπm
converges to ρ8 in DΓ, then either:

‚ rπms converges to rπ8s in C C n
Γ and ρ8 “ ρπ8

; or,
‚ ρ8 is a point in the Outer space C VΓ.

Proof of Proposition 1.6. Let π : Γ Ñ PSLp2,Cq be a convex-cocompact repre-
sentation with Γ torsion-free. By [17, Thm. 1] there exists a sequence pπmqm of
convex-cocompact representations algebraically converging to π and satisfying the
following. For each m there exists an embedding Γ ãÑ Γ̂m into the fundamental
group Γ̂m of a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold and a representative of the lattice action
π̂m : Γ̂m Ñ PSLp2,Cq that coincides with πm when restricted to Γ.

By Theorem 1.4, for each m let ρ
rXm

P DΓ̂m
be a metric structure induced by a

proper and cocompact action of Γ̂m on a CATp0q cube complex rXm and such that
∆mpρπ̂m

, ρ
rXm

q ď 1{m for ∆m being the distance on DΓ̂m
.

Since each πm is convex-cocompact, Γ embeds as a quasiconvex subgroup of Γ̂m,

and hence by [41, Prop. 13.7] it has a convex-core for its action on rXm. That is,

there exists a Γ-invariant convex subcomplex rYm Ă rXm such that the action of Γ

on rYm is cocompact. We let ρm :“ ρ
rYm

P DΓ be the metric structure induced by

the action on this subcomplex, for which it is clear that ∆pρπm , ρŶm
q ď 1{m for ∆

being the distance on DΓ. Proposition 8.1 implies that ρπm
converges to ρπ in DΓ,

and hence ρ
rYm

also converges to ρπ, 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 ρ P QFΓ Ă DΓ be induced
by the quasiFuchsian representation π : Γ Ñ PSLp2,Cq, and let ℓπ be the stable
translation length of Γ given by the corresponding action on H3. If π is not Fuchsian,
then the proof of [33, Thm. A] gives us a pair of non-trivial group elements a, b P Γ
and a constant c ą 0 such that

(8.3) ℓπras ` ℓπrbs ´ ℓπrabs ě c.

Moreover, the pairs of fixed points pa´8, a8q, pb´8, b8q are unlinked and aligned
in BΓ, in the nomenclature of [33, Sec. 2]. Now, for a fixed discrete and faithful
action of Γ on H2, the proof of [33, Thm. 2.1] gives us a point x lying on the axis
Apabq Ă H2 for ab, and so that bx and abx also lie on this geodesic with bx between
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x and abx. If ρrηs P DΓ is induced by the filling geodesic current η, we consider the

Γ-invariant pseudo metric dη on H2 introduced in [19, Sec. 4]. One feature of this
pseudo metric is that

dηpx, zq “ dηpx, yq ` dηpy, zq

whenever x, y, z lie on a geodesic in H2 with y between x and z [19, Prop. 4.1].
Another feature of dη is that it is dual to η in the sense that

ipη, βq “ ℓηpβq

for all β P CurrpΓq, where i is the Bonahon’s intersection number and ℓη is the
stable translation length for the action of Γ on pH2, dηq.

In particular we have ℓηrabs “ dηpabx, xq and we deduce

(8.4) ℓηrabs “ dηpabx, xq “ dηpapbxq, bxq ` dηpbx, xq ě ℓηras ` ℓηrbs.

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

∆pρ, ρrηsq ě log

ˆ

pℓπras ` ℓπrbsq

pℓµras ` ℓµrbsq
¨
ℓµrabs

ℓπrabs

˙

ě log

ˆ

1 `
c

ℓπrabs

˙

“: λρ ą 0.

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

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 pρmqm “

pρ
rXm

qm of metric structures in DΓ converging to ρ “ ρX that are induced by geo-

metric actions of Γ on the CATp0q cube complexes rXm, and such that there exist

Γ-equivariant λm-quasi-isometries from X to rXm with λm converging to 1.
Suppose first that X is a negatively curved Riemannian surface. By Corollary 1.7

we can choose the cubulations rXm so that all their hyperplane stabilizers are cyclic,
so they have exponential growth rate zero for the action of Γ onX. Since c ă vX{41,
we have

c ă min

"

vX
20λm

,
vX

40λm ` 1

*

for all m large enough. Then the assumptions of [35, Thm. 1.3] are satisfied and
with overwhelming probability as ℓ Ñ 8, for any set rg1s, . . . , rgks of conjugacy
classes of Γ with translation lengths ℓX rgis ď ℓ the group Γ “ Γ{xxg1, . . . , gkyy is
hyperbolic and cubulated.

If X “ H3, then from the proof of Theorem 1.4 we see that we can choose each
rXm to have Km-quasiFuchsian surface groups as hyperplane stabilizers with Km

tending to 1. This implies that if am is the maximal exponential growth rate with

respect to X of a hyperplane stabilizer of rXm, then am converges to 1 as m tends
to infinity. Therefore, if c ă 2{41 “ vX{41 then

c ă min

"

vX ´ am
20λm

,
vX

40λm ` 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 “ Hn and Γ 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 rXm 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. □
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We continue with the proof of Corollary 1.10, whose proof uses the main result
of Li and Wise in [47].

Proof of Corollary 1.10. Let Γ act on X as in the statement of the corollary and
let ρ “ ρX P DΓ be the induced metric structure. Then there exists a sequence
pρmqm Ă DΓ of metric structures converging to ρ such that each ρm is induced by

the geometric action of Γ on the CATp0q cube complex rXm.
If H ă Γ is any subgroup, from (1.4) we deduce that

e´∆pρm,ρq vXpHq

vX
ď

v
rXm

pHq

v
rXm

ď e∆pρm,ρq vXpHq

vX

for all m. Also, by Agol’s theorem [1, Thm. 1.1] and [47, Main Theorem 1.5], for
each m we can find a quasiconvex subgroup Hm ă Γ of infinite index such that
v

rXm
pHmq ě e´∆pρm,ρqv

rXm
. It follows that vXpHmq converges to vX , so that the

action of Γ on X has no growth-gap. □

10. Questions and future directions

In this section we pose some questions related to our work.
Recall that ρ P DΓ is approximable by cubulations if it lies in the closure of

Dcub
Γ . 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 Γ be a uniform lattice in Hn and suppose that every round hy-
persphere in Sn´1 is the limit of a sequence of limit sets of quasiconvex codimension-
1 subgroups of Γ. Is ρHn P DΓ 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 ρg P Dπ1pMq

induced by the action on pĂM,rgq 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 [48].

Question 10.4. IfM is a closed hyperbolic manifold obtained via Gromov–Piatetski-
Shapiro surgery [39], is M approximable by cubulations? Note that π1pMq 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 CATp0q cube complexes.

Question 10.5. Is there a set of axioms that characterizes length functions ℓ : Γ Ñ

R of the form ℓ “ ℓ
rX for a cubical action of Γ on the CATp0q cube complex rX ?

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

Question 10.6. Let Γ 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 d1, d2 P DΓ be such that both rd1s and rd2s are approximable
by cubulations. It is not hard to show that rtd1 ` d2s is also approximable by
cubulations for any t ą 0. If t ą 0 is large enough, then td1 ´ d2 also determines
a metric structure rtd1 ´ d2s P DΓ [20, Prop. 4.1]. Is rtd1 ´ d2s approximable by
cubulations?
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Question 10.8. Let Γ be cubulable hyperbolic and let ρ P DΓ be approximable by
cubulations. Is ρ approximable by cubulations with a single Γ-orbit of hyperplanes?

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

Question 10.9. Let Γ be a hyperbolic cubulable group. Is every point in DΓ

approximable by cubulations?

Generalizing the hyperbolic case, we say that an isometric action of a (non-
necessarily hyperbolic) group Γ on the space X is approximable by cubulations if
for any λ ą 1 there exists a Γ-equivariant λ-quasi-isometric embedding from X into
a CATp0q cube complex on which Γ acts.

Question 10.10. Is the action of a finite volume hyperbolic 3-manifold group Γ
on H3 approximable by cubulations? Since actions on CATp0q cube complexes
do not admit parabolic elements [40], probably we need to consider the action of
Γ on H3zthoroballsu. It would be instructive to consider first the case of cusped
hyperbolic surfaces.

Question 10.11. Suppose Γ is not virtually free and let ρ P DΓ be approximable
by cubulations. If ρ is represented by a geometric action on a CATp´1q space (or
more generally by a strongly hyperbolic metric in DΓ), 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 C C n
Γ Ñ DΓ for Γ a free group. In

this case, from Corollary 8.5 we know that the closure of C C n
Γ equals C C n

Γ Y Pn

for Pn a subset of the Outer space C VΓ of Γ.

Question 10.12. Do we have Pn “ C VΓ for some n? If that is the case, can we
compute such a minimal n in terms of the rank of Γ? Can we always take n “ 2?
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