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ABSTRACT. An open question asks whether every group acting acylindrically on a hyper-

bolic space has uniform exponential growth. We prove that the class of groups of uniform

uniform exponential growth acting acylindrically on a hyperbolic space is closed under

taking certain geometric small cancellation quotients. There are two consequences: firstly,

there is a finitely generated acylindrically hyperbolic group that has uniform exponential

growth but has arbitrarily large torsion balls. Secondly, the uniform uniform exponential

growth rate of a classical C′′(λ)-small cancellation group, for sufficiently small λ, is

bounded from below by a universal positive constant. We give a similar result for uniform

entropy-cardinality estimates. This yields an explicit upper bound on the isomorphism class

of marked δ-hyperbolic C′′(λ)-small cancellation groups of uniformly bounded entropy in

terms of δ and the entropy bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a group with finite symmetric generating set U . The n-th product Un is the

subset of elements g = u1 · ... ·un ∈ G such that u1, · · · , un ∈ U . We study the exponential

growth rate

ω(U) := lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |Un|

where |Un| denotes the cardinality of the subset Un ⊂ G. The exponential growth rate of

a generating set is sometimes also referred to as of the entropy of the group with respect

to the generating set. Let ξ > 0. The group G has ξ-uniform exponential growth if for

every finite symmetric generating set U of G, we have ω(U) > ξ. A group has ξ-uniform

uniform exponential growth if every finitely generated subgroup is either virtually nilpotent

or has ξ-uniform exponential growth. A groupG has uniform exponential growth or uniform

uniform exponential growth if there is ξ > 0 such that G has ξ-uniform exponential growth,

or ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth, respectively.

Uniform exponential growth is particularly well-studied in groups of non-positive cur-

vature. Indeed, groups of uniform uniform exponential growth include hyperbolic groups

[Kou98,AL06,BF21,BCGS20], free products of countable families of groups with ξ-uniform

Date: May 24, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 20F65, 20F67, 20F06, 20F69.

Key words and phrases. Growth, hyperbolic groups, acylindrical actions, small cancellation.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

14
38

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

G
R

] 
 2

3 
M

ay
 2

02
4



2 XABIER LEGASPI AND MARKUS STEENBOCK

uniform exponential growth (folklore), as well as mapping class groups [AAS07, Man10].

All groups in this list admit non-elementary acylindrical actions on hyperbolic spaces in the

sense of [Sel97,Bow08,DGO17]. Uniform exponential growth is known for a wider class of

groups, including, for example, Out(Fn) or cocompactly special cubulated CAT(0) groups

and generalisations of the latter [EMO05, AAS07, GJN23, ANS+24, Zal23]. It is open

whether every group acting acylindrically on a hyperbolic space has uniform exponential

growth.

1.1. Growth of small cancellation quotients. We prove that the class of groups of uniform

uniform exponential growth acting acylindrically on a hyperbolic space is closed under

taking (µ, λ)-small cancellation quotients in the sense of [DGO17, Definition 6.25]. More

precisely, this holds for sufficiently small λ and sufficiently large µ respectively. We refer

to the (µ, λ)-small cancellation as of C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation.

The following captures the essence of our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a group acting acylindrically and non-elementarily on a hyperbolic

space and suppose that the maximal finite normal subgroup of G is trivial. Then there are

λ > 0 and µ > 0 such that the following are equivalent.

(i) G has uniform uniform exponential growth.

(ii) Every C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G has uniform uniform exponential

growth.

(iii) There is a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G that has uniform uniform

exponential growth.

The precise result is Theorem 1.3 below. It shows that the respective growth rates do not

depend on the acylindricity parameters. Before stating it, we fix some notation.

Let δ > 0. Let G be a group acting by isometries on a δ-hyperbolic metric space X .

Acylindricity. Let κ, N > 0. The action of G on X is (κ,N)-acylindrical if for every

pair of points x, y ∈ X of distance at least κ, the number of elements u ∈ G moving each

of the points x, y at distance at most 100δ is bounded above by N .

Small cancellation. Let R ⊂ G be a set of loxodromic isometries, the relators, that is

closed under conjugation and inversion. Every relator r ∈ R stabilises its quasi-convex

axis Yr ⊂ X . Let T (R) be the minimal translation length of the elements of R. The set R

satisfies the C ′′(λ, µ)-condition (see Definition 6.1 below) if

T (R) > µδ and diam
(
Y +δ
r1 ∩ Y +δ

r2

)
< λT (R), unless r1 = r±1

2 .
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In this case, the quotient by the normal closure of R is a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation

quotient of G.

Remark 1.2. The C ′′(λ, µ)-condition is sensitive to the choice of X and the action of G. If

r1 and r2 ∈ R are in the same maximal loxodromic subgroup, then r1 = r±1
2 . In addition,

for every r ∈ R, the cyclic subgroup ⟨r⟩ is normal in the maximal loxodromic subgroup

containing r.

Main theorem. The main theorem of this article is the following.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 8.2 & Theorem 8.3). For every N > 0, there is λ > 0 such that the

following holds. For every δ > 0 and κ ⩾ δ there is µ > κ/δ with the following property.

Let G be a group acting (κ,N)-acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space.

(i) If G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth, then every C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancel-

lation quotient of G has ξ′-uniform uniform exponential growth, where ξ′ ⩾ ξ
108 .

(ii) If there is a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G of ξ-uniform uniform expo-

nential growth, then G has ξ′-uniform uniform exponential growth, where ξ′ ⩾ ξ
108 .

Moreover, every C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G acts acylindrically on a hyper-

bolic space. The action is non-elementary, if the action of G is non-elementary.

The growth rate ξ′ of such a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient is independent of

the acylindricity and hyperbolicity constants, see Theorem 1.3(i). This contrasts the usual

bounds on the growth rate: if G is hyperbolic, the known lower bounds on the exponential

growth rate of a symmetric generating set depend on δ. See [BF21, Theorem 1.14] and

[BCGS20, Corollary 1.4]. The known lower bounds on the uniform uniform exponential

growth rate depend on the size of the ball of radius 10δ [Kou98, AL06] or on the covering

constant of balls of radius 10δ [BF21, Theorem 1.13].

Remark 1.4. A priori Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 apply only to groups with trivial maximal

normal finite subgroup. However, ifG acts acylindrically onX and F is the maximal normal

finite subgroup in G, then G/F has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth whenever G has.

Moreover, the orbit space X/F is hyperbolic, and G/F acts acylindrically on X/F . We

may thus assume that F is trivial.

Remark 1.5. The dependence of the small cancellation parameter λ and µ on N can be

slightly relaxed. In fact λ and µ depend on the maximal cardinality of the finite normal

subgroups of loxodromic subgroups. In particular, there is a universal constant λ so that

Theorem 1.3 holds if all loxodromic subgroups of G are cyclic.
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Remark 1.6. The dependence of the relator length µ onN , κ and δ is not a strong condition.

Indeed, the diameter of the intersection of the axis of two independent loxodromic elements

is controlled in terms of κ, N , δ and the injectivity radius. Thus, to prove that a set of

relators satisfies the C ′′(λ, µ)-condition, one usually considers relators of sufficiently large

translation length compared to κ, N and δ anyway.

1.2. Beyond short loxodromics. The standard strategy to show uniform exponential growth

in a negative curvature setting applies if every finite symmetric generating set U has the

short loxodromic property, that is, if every n-th power Un contains a loxodromic isometry,

for some number n that does not depend on the set U . See e.g. [Kou98] or [Man10]. By a

theorem of [MO19], this is not always the case:

Example 1.7. Let Q be a finitely generated group that is a quotient of every hyperbolic

group and that admits an acylindrical action on a hyperbolic space [MO19, Theorem

1.1]. This group does not have the short loxodromic property [MO19, Corollary 1.4]. In

addition, it is open whether Q has uniform exponential growth. A positive answer would

imply that there is a uniform bound on the exponential growth rates of all hyperbolic

groups, independent of the hyperbolicity constant. This is a long-standing open question,

see [BF21, Section 14, Question 2].

Our main result, Theorem 1.3, does not make use of the short loxodromic property.

Example 1.8. There are infinite families of hyperbolic groups with arbitrarily large torsion

balls that act (κ,N)-acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space and have ξ-uniform uniform

exponential growth, for some uniform δ > 0, κ ⩾ δ, N > 0 and ξ > 0, see [CS22]. Thus,

the uniform uniform exponential growth rate of the respective small cancellation quotients,

see Theorem 1.3 (i), does not depend on the cardinality of large torsion balls.

In fact, we obtain finitely generated groups with the following properties.

Corollary 1.9. There are finitely generated groups without the short loxodromic property

that have uniform exponential growth and that act acylindrically on a hyperbolic space.

These groups, see Corollary 1.9, are common quotients of the groups in Example 1.8.

We build them as a C ′′(λ, µ)-quotient so that Theorem 1.3 applies. It remains open whether

the groups of [MO19], see Example 1.7, have uniform exponential growth.

1.3. Classical small cancellation groups. We turn to groups given by a presentation under

the the classical C ′′(λ)-small cancellation condition. We refer to a group that admits such

a presentation as classical C ′′(λ)-small cancellation group. These are C ′′(λ, µ)-small
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cancellation quotients of free groups, where the parameter µ = 0. If λ ⩽ 1/6, a classical

C ′′(λ)-small cancellation group is always finitely presented and hyperbolic. Thus it has

uniform uniform exponential growth by [Gro87, Kou98]. However, in that approach the

uniform uniform exponential growth rate depends on the length of the relators. In other

words, it depends on the hyperbolicity constant of the Cayley graph.

The following is a consequence of Theorem 1.3.

Corollary 1.10. There are ξ > 0 and λ0 > 0 such that every classical C ′′(λ)-small

cancellation group has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth, for all 0 < λ ⩽ λ0 .

There is a generic class of classical C ′′(1/6)-small cancellation groups such that every

2-generated subgroup is free [AO96]. This immediately implies Corollary 1.10 for this

generic class of classical C ′′(1/6)-small cancellation groups [dlH00, p. 194].

Question 1.11. Is there a constant ξ > 0 such that every C ′′(1/6)-small cancellation group

has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth? Is there a constant ξ > 0 such that every

C ′(1/6)-small cancellation group has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth?

Remark 1.12. The classical C ′′(λ)-small cancellation condition in Corollary 1.10 is remi-

niscent of our proof that uses geometric small cancellation theory. To this date, geometric

small cancellation theory has not been developed under a C ′(λ, µ)-small cancellation con-

dition. We expect, however, that this is possible, and thus that our results hold for classical

C ′(λ)-small cancellation groups - finitely and infinitely presented.

1.4. Product set growth. We say that a group has product set growth (for its symmetric

subsets) if there is a > 0 such that for all finite symmetric sets U that are not in a

virtually nilpotent subgroup ω(U) ⩾ a log(|U |). In this case, we say that G has product

set growth with constant a. If G acts acylindrically on a hyperbolic space and has the

short loxodromic property then G has product set growth for its symmetric generating

sets [Fuj21, Proposition 2.10], see Theorem 1.19 below. See also [Ker21] for groups acting

on quasi-trees, and [DS20, CS22] for results on the growth of products of general subsets of

G. The following is a variant of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.13 (Remark 8.4). For every N > 0, there is λ > 0 such that the following

holds. For every δ > 0 and κ ⩾ δ there is µ > κ/δ with the following property. Let G be a

group acting (κ,N)-acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space.

(i) If G has product set growth, then every C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G

has product set growth.
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(ii) If there is a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G that has product set growth,

then G has product set growth.

Again, the short loxodromic property is not used in the proof of Theorem 1.13.

Remark 1.14. If all elementary subgroups ofG are cyclic and ifG is has product set growth

with constant a, then every C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient of G of Theorem 1.13(i)

has product set growth with a constant a′ = a′(a,N) that can be explicitly computed.

Product set growth of hyperbolic groups is the starting point in Fujiwara-Sela’s proof that

the minimal growth rate in hyperbolic groups is attained [FS23]. Indeed, product set growth

allows to restrict to generating sets of bounded cardinality. Also, the minimal growth rate of

every equationally Noetherian group that acts acylindrically on a hyperbolic space and that

has the short loxodromic property is attained [Fuj21]. In view of Theorem 1.13, it would be

interesting to adapt this result for small cancellation quotients of such groups.

Product set growth has also been used in the context of finiteness results for marked

δ-hyperbolic groups. See [CS21]. Here a marked group (G,Σ) is δ-hyperbolic if its Cayley

graph with respect to the generating set Σ is δ-hyperbolic. In fact, the isomorphism class of

marked δ-hyperbolic groups with product set growth with a uniform constant a > 0 and

of uniformly bounded entropy is bounded by an explicit function in δ, a and the entropy

bound [CS21, Proof of Theorem 3.1]. Thus Theorem 1.13 and Remark 1.14 applied to

classical C ′′(λ)-small cancellation groups yields the following.

Corollary 1.15. There is λ0 > 0 such that for all 0 < λ ⩽ λ0 the following holds. Let

δ, E > 0. The number of isomorphism classes of marked δ-hyperbolic groups with an

entropy bounded by E and that admit a classical C ′′(λ)–small cancellation presentation is

bounded by an explicit number M =M(δ, E).

Note that the C ′′(λ)–small cancellation presentation, see Corollary 1.15, is not necessar-

ily with respect to the fixed generating set. In general, the number of isomorphism classes

of marked torsion-free non-elementary δ-hyperbolic groups of uniformly bounded entropy

is bounded by a number that only depends on δ and the entropy bound [BCGS21, Theo-

rem 1.4]. It is not known whether this number can be explicitly computed in the case of

torsion-free δ-hyperbolic groups.

1.5. Strategy of proof. Let G act by isometries on X . The ℓ∞-energy L(U) of a finite

subset U ⊂ G is defined by

L(U) = inf
x∈X

max
u∈U

|ux− x|.
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If U = {g}, the ℓ∞-energy coincides with the translation length of g. The following

example explains why the ℓ∞-energy is relevant in our context.

Example 1.16. If G is the fundamental group of a compact hyperbolic manifold, there

exists a constant ε > 0 – the Margulis constant – such that if U ⊂ G is a finite set with

L(U) < ε, then the subgroup of G generated by U is virtually nilpotent.

If U ⊂ G, we denote by U−1 the set of the inverses of the elements of U .

Definition 1.17 (cf. Definition 4.1). A subset U ⊂ G is reduced at p ∈ X if U ∩U−1 = ∅

and for every pair of distinct u1, u2 ∈ U ⊔ U−1, the Gromov product satisfies

(u1p, u2p)p <
1

2
min{|u1p− p|, |u2p− p|} − 250δ.

Remark 1.18. Roughly speaking, if a set U ⊂ G is reduced then the orbit map from the

free group generated by U to X is a quasi-isometric embedding.

The following is a theorem of [Kou98, AL06, Fuj21], see Remark 5.6 below.

Theorem 1.19. For every N > 0, there is an integer c > 1 with the following property. Let

δ > 0 and κ > 0. Let G be a group acting (κ,N)-acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space.

Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset. Then one of the following holds:

(i) L(U) ⩽ 104 max{κ, δ}.

(ii) The subgroup ⟨U⟩ is virtually cyclic and contains a loxodromic element.

(iii) There is a reduced subset S ⊂ U c such that

|S| ⩾ max{2, 1
c
|U |}.

Moreover,

ω(U) ⩾
1

2c
log |U |.

Remark 1.20. The numbers c and ω(U) in Theorem 1.19 only depend on N , and not on

κ as could perhaps be expected from [Fuj21, Proposition 2.10]. This eventually allows to

show that the small cancellation parameter λ of Theorem 1.3 only depends on N .

Remark 1.21. If the injectivity radius of the action of G on X is large, then every finite

symmetric subset of G satisfies either (ii) or (iii). In general this is however not the case.

To prove Theorem 1.3 (i), we closely follow a strategy of [CS22] that estimates product

set growth in Burnside groups. Let δ > 0 and G act acylindrically on X . Geometric small

cancellation theory provides a universal constant δ > 0 such that every C ′′(λ, µ)-quotient,

for appropriately chosen λ and µ, acts acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space. Let U ⊂ G
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be a finite symmetric set that is not contained in an elliptic or virtually cyclic subgroup.

If L(U) > 104δ, then the exponential growth rate of U is bounded below by a universal

strictly positive constant. Otherwise, we fix a pre-image U of U in G of minimal energy.

Such a pre-image may not have large energy > 104δ. Indeed, it may consist entirely of

torsion-elements and thus have energy < 104δ. However, U is not contained in any elliptic

subgroup. Thus some power of U contains a loxodromic element, hence, for some exponent

n, we have L(Un) > 104δ. We stress that the exponent n depends on the set U .

Let us apply Theorem 1.19 to Un. Since U is not contained in any virtually cyclic

subgroup, we obtain a reduced subset S in U cn, which freely generates a free subgroup.

Next, we adapt a counting argument of [Cou13, CS22] for aperiodic words to prove that,

for every r ⩾ 1, the proportion of elements in Sr that contain a large part of a relator is

small compared to |Sr| (Theorem 7.8). A priori, the argument of [CS22] is for “strongly

reduced subsets” in the sense of [CS22, Definition 3.1]. We adapt the set up of the counting

argument accordingly, so that the argument carries over to reduced subsets in the sense of

Definition 1.17. A combination of Greendlinger’s Lemma and Fekete’s Subadditive Lemma

then implies that the exponential growth rate of U satisfies

ω(U) ⩾
ω(U)

2c
,

see Lemma 8.1 below. Recall that c depends on N . To correct for this, we increase the

exponent n as to make it grow with N . This yields Proposition 5.1 below. Then the

dependencies of c and n on N cancel out in the final estimate, see Lemma 8.1 below. The

proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii) is similar.

Remark 1.22. We give a proof of Proposition 5.1 below. We also point out that the proof of

Theorem 1.19 is based on the same kind of arguments. Alternatively, one could first proof

Theorem 1.19 and then apply it to U c2n to obtain a variant of Proposition 5.1.
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2. HYPERBOLIC GEOMETRY

We collect some facts on hyperbolic geometry in the sense of [Gro87, CDP90, GdlH90].

2.1. Hyperbolicity. Let X be a geodesic metric space. Given x, x′ ∈ X we write |x− x′|

for their distance and [x, x′] for a geodesic joining them. If Y ⊂ X is a subset and x ∈ X ,

we write d(x, Y ) = infy∈Y |x− y| to denote the distance from x to Y . Given ε ⩾ 0, we let

Y +ε = {x ∈ X | d(x, Y ) ⩽ ε} be the ε-neighbourhood of Y . The Gromov product of x,

y, z ∈ X is defined by

(x, y)z =
1

2
{|x− z|+ |y − z| − |x− y|}.

Definition 2.1. Let δ ⩾ 0. The space X is δ-hyperbolic if it is geodesic and for every x, y,

z and t ∈ X , the four point inequality holds, that is

(x, z)t ⩾ min{(x, y)t, (y, z)t} − δ.

From now on, we assume that the space X is δ-hyperbolic. Note that X is δ′-hyperbolic

for every δ′ ⩾ δ. Without restriction we also assume that δ > 0.

Hyperbolicity has the following consequences.

Lemma 2.2 ([DS20, Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4]). Let x, y, z ∈ X . Then

(x, y)z ⩽ d(z, [x, y]) ⩽ (x, y)z + 4δ.

Lemma 2.3 ([AL06, Lemma 2]). Let i ∈ {1, 2}. Let xi, yi ∈ X . Then

|x1 − y1|+ |x2 − y2| ⩽ |x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|+ 2diam([x1, y1]
+8δ ∩ [x2, y2]

+8δ).

Let k ⩾ 1 and l ⩾ 0. Let γ : [a, b] → X be a rectifiable path with a, b ∈ R∪{−∞,∞}.

The path γ is a (k, l)-quasi-geodesic if for all [a′, b′] ⊂ [a, b],

length(γ[a′, b′]) ⩽ k|γ(a′)− γ(b′)|+ l.

Let L ⩾ 0. We say that γ is a L-local (k, l)-quasi-geodesic if any subpath of γ of length at

most L is a (k, l)-quasi-geodesic.

Lemma 2.4 ([Cou14, Corollary 2.7]). Let γ : I → X be a 103δ-local (1, δ)-quasi-geodesic.

Then:

(i) For every t, t′, s ∈ I such that t ⩽ s ⩽ t′, we have (γ(t), γ(t′))γ(s) ⩽ 6δ.

(ii) For every x ∈ X and for every y, y′ ∈ γ, we have d(x, γ) ⩽ (y, y′)x + 9δ.

From now on let G be a group acting by isometries on X . Let x ∈ X be a point.
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2.2. Translation lengths. To measure the displacement of an isometry g on X we define

the translation length and the stable translation length as

∥g∥ = inf
x∈X

|gx− x|, and ∥g∥∞ = lim
n→+∞

1

n
|gnx− x|.

The definition of ∥g∥∞ does not depend on choice of x. These two lengths are related as

follows, [CDP90, Chapitre 10, Proposition 6.4].

(1) ∥g∥∞ ⩽ ∥g∥ ⩽ ∥g∥∞ + 16δ.

Note that g is loxodromic if, and only if, ∥g∥∞ > 0, [CDP90, Ch. 10, Prop. 6.3].

2.3. Acylindricity. We use the following definition of acylindricity of the action, see

[DGO17, Proposition 5.31]. Recall that δ > 0.

Definition 2.5. Let κ,N > 0. The groupG acts (κ,N)-acylindrically onX if the following

holds: for every x, y ∈ X with |x − y| ⩾ κ, the number of elements u ∈ G satisfying

|ux− x| ⩽ 100δ and |uy − y| ⩽ 100δ is bounded above by N .

We write ∂X for the boundary of X , see [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Définition 1.1]. We denote

by ∂G the set of all accumulation points of an orbit G · x in ∂X . This set does not depend

on the choice of the point x. A subgroup H of G is non-elementary if ∂H contains at

least 3 points, or equivalently if ∂H is infinite. Otherwise H is called elementary. Under

the assumption that the action of G on X is acylindrical, an elementary subgroup is either

elliptic, that is, ∂H is empty, or loxodromic, that is, ∂H contains exactly 2 points.

Let H ⩽ G be a loxodromic subgroup with limit set ∂H = {ξ, η}. The maximal

loxodromic subgroup containingH is the stabiliser of the set ∂H . For a loxodromic element

g ∈ G, we denote by E(g) the maximal loxodromic subgroup containing g.

2.4. Loxodromic subgroups. From now on we assume that κ ⩾ δ and that the action of

G on X is (κ,N)-acylindrical.

Lemma 2.6 ([DGO17, Lemma 6.5]). Let g ∈ G be a loxodromic element. Then E(g) is

virtually cyclic.

The subgroup H+ ⩽ G fixing pointwise ∂H is a subgroup of H of index at most 2. The

next corollary is a consequence of Lemma 2.6 and [Wal67, Lemma 4.1].

Corollary 2.7. The set F of all elements of finite order of H+ is a finite normal subgroup

of H . Moreover there is a loxodromic element h ∈ H+ such that the map F ⋊ϕ ⟨h⟩ → H+

that sends (f, g) to fg is an isomorphism, where ϕ : ⟨h⟩ → Aut(F ) is conjugation on F .
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For a loxodromic element g ∈ G, we denote by F (g) the set of all elements of finite order

of E+(g). We say that g is primitive if its image in E+(g)/F (g) generates the quotient.

The H-invariant cylinder, denoted by CH , is the open 20δ-neighbourhood of all 103δ-

local (1, δ)-quasi-geodesics with endpoints ξ and η at infinity.

Lemma 2.8 (Invariant cylinder; [Cou16a, Lemma 3.13]). Let H ⩽ G be a loxodromic

subgroup. Then CH is invariant under the action of H and strongly quasiconvex. In

particular, CH is 2δ-quasi-convex.

2.5. Fellow-traveling constant. The axis of g ∈ G is the set

Ag = {x ∈ X | |gx− x| ⩽ ∥g∥+ 8δ}.

Remark 2.9. If g is hyperbolic, then Cg ⊂ A+52δ
g . If ∥g∥∞ > 103δ, then Ag ⊂ Cg,

[Cou14, Lemma 2.33].

Lemma 2.10 ([DG08, Proposition 2.3.3]; [Cou14, Proposition 2.28]). Let g ∈ G. Then Ag

is 10δ-quasi-convex and ⟨g⟩-invariant. Moreover, for every x ∈ X ,

∥g∥+ 2d(x,Ag)− 10δ ⩽ |gx− x| ⩽ ∥g∥+ 2d(x,Ag) + 10δ.

Let g ∈ G be a loxodromic element and recall that E(g) is the maximal loxodromic

subgroup containing g. We write u ∼g v if and only if u−1v ∈ E(g), for every u, v ∈ G.

In other words, u ∼g v if and only if uE(g) = vE(g). The fellow travelling constant of g

is

∆(g) = sup{ diam(uA+20δ
g ∩ vA+20δ

g ) : u, v ∈ G, u ̸∼g v }.

Lemma 2.11 ([DGO17, Proof of Proposition 6.29]). If g ∈ G is loxodromic, then

∆(g) ⩽ κ+ (N + 2)∥g∥∞ + 100δ.

We also note the following fact:

Lemma 2.12. Let g ∈ G with ∥g∥∞ > 103δ. Then, for all m ⩾ 1, we have :

∆(gm) ⩽ ∆(g) + 150δ.

Proof. By Remark 2.9, Agm ⊂ Cgm = Cg ⊂ A+52δ
g . Thus

∆(gm) ⩽ diam
(
A+72δ

g ∩A+72δ
ugu−1

)
.

Quasi-convexity of Ag now yields the claim, see [DG08, Lemma 2.2.2 (2)]. □
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2.6. ℓ∞-Energy. To measure the displacement of a finite subset of isometries U of X we

define the ℓ∞-energy of U at x and the ℓ∞-energy of U as

L(U, x) = max
u∈U

|ux− x|, and L(U) = inf
x∈X

L(U, x).

The point x is almost-minimizing the ℓ∞-energy of U if L(U, x) ⩽ L(U) + δ.

The translation length and the ℓ∞-energy are related as follows. For every g ∈ U ,

(2) ∥g∥∞ ⩽ ∥g∥ ⩽ L(U).

Moreover, we have the following.

Proposition 2.13 ([Kou98, Proposition 3.2]). Let U be a finite set of isometries of a

hyperbolic space. If L(U) > 100δ, then U2 contains a loxodromic isometry.

If U ⊂ G is symmetric and not contained in an elementary subgroup, Proposition 2.13

can be used to find an independent pair of loxodromic elements in ping pong configuration.

This yields that symmetric sets of sufficiently large energy have exponential growth.

Lemma 2.14 ([BF21, Theorem 13.1]). Let G act acylindrically on X . Let U ⊂ G be a

finite symmetric subset containing the identity. Then one of the following hold:

(1) L(U) ⩽ 104δ.

(2) The subgroup ⟨U⟩ is virtually cyclic and contains a loxodromic element.

(3) ω(U) ⩾ 1
103 log 3.

3. GROWTH OF MAXIMAL LOXODROMIC SUBGROUPS.

Recall that κ ⩾ δ and G acts (κ,N)-acylindrically on the δ-hyperbolic space X .

Proposition 3.1. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g ∈ G be a primitive

loxodromic element. Then, for every n ⩾ 1,

|Un ∩ E(g)| ⩽ 2N

(
L(U)

∥g∥∞
4n+ 1

)
.

This is proved as in the case of hyperbolic groups, and we follow the argument of

[AMV17, p. 484]. First, we treat the cyclic group generated by a loxodromic isometry.

Lemma 3.2. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g ∈ G be a loxodromic element.

Then, for every n ⩾ 1,

|Un ∩ ⟨g⟩ | ⩽ L(U)

∥g∥∞
2n+ 1.
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Proof. Let n ⩾ 1. Since U is symmetric,

|Un ∩ ⟨g⟩ | = |{ k ∈ Z : gk ∈ Un }| ⩽ 2|{ k ∈ N \ {0} : gk ∈ Un }|+ 1.

Let k ⩾ 1 such that gk ∈ Un. Then ∥gk∥∞ ⩽ L(Un), see (2). By the triangle inequality,

L(Un) ⩽ nL(U). Hence,

k =
∥gk∥∞

∥g∥∞
⩽
L(U)

∥g∥∞
n.

This yields the claim. □

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let g be primitive. Recall that F (g) is set of all elements of finite

order of E+(g) and that F (g)⋊ϕ ⟨g⟩ is isomorphic to E+(g). Let n ⩾ 1. Let E0 be a set

of representatives of E(g)/⟨g⟩. Then

|Un ∩ E(g)| =
∑
r∈E0

|Un ∩ r ⟨g⟩ |.

First we estimate |E0|. By definition, [E(g) : E+(g)] ⩽ 2. As E+(g) = F (g)⋊ϕ ⟨g⟩,

we have [E+(g) : ⟨g⟩] = |F (g)|. By acylindricity, |F (g)| ⩽ N . Thus, |E0| ⩽ 2N.

Now we estimate |Un ∩ r⟨g⟩| for r ∈ E0. We may assume that Un ∩ r⟨g⟩ is non-empty.

Then there exist s ∈ Un ∩ r⟨g⟩. In particular r⟨g⟩ = s⟨g⟩. Hence,

|Un ∩ r ⟨g⟩ | = |Un ∩ s ⟨g⟩ | = |s(s−1Un ∩ ⟨g⟩)| = |s−1Un ∩ ⟨g⟩ |.

Since U is symmetric, s−1 ∈ Un. Thus, s−1Un ⊂ U2n. Therefore,

|Un ∩ r ⟨g⟩ | ⩽ |U2n ∩ ⟨g⟩ |.

By Lemma 3.2, the latter is bounded by L(U)
∥g∥∞ 4n+ 1. Consequently,

|Un ∩ r ⟨g⟩ | ⩽ L(U)

∥g∥∞
4n+ 1.

Combining the above estimates yields the claim. □

Given U ⊂ G and a loxodromic element g ∈ G, we fix a set of representatives U(g) of

the equivalence relation induced on U by ∼g, that is, u ∼g v if and only if u−1v ∈ E(g),

for every u, v ∈ U . We obtain the following.

Corollary 3.3. Let G be a group acting (κ,N)-acylindrically on a hyperbolic space X .

Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g ∈ G be a primitive loxodromic element. Let

a0 = 2N

(
L(U)

∥g∥∞
8 + 1

)
.

Then,

|U(g)| ⩾ 1

a0
|U |.
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Proof. Let u, v ∈ U such that u ∼g v. By definition, u−1v ∈ E(g). As U is symmetric,

u−1v ∈ U2. Therefore, v ∈ u(U2 ∩ E(g)). Note that |u(U2 ∩ E(g))| = |U2 ∩ E(g)|.

Consequently, each u ∈ U(g) has at most |U2 ∩ E(g)| elements in its equivalence class.

By Proposition 3.1, |U2 ∩ E(g)| ⩽ a0, hence, the claim follows. □

4. REDUCED SUBSETS

Recall that G acts by isometries on the δ-hyperbolic space X . If U ⊂ G we denote by

U−1 the set of the inverses of the elements of G.

Definition 4.1. Let α ⩾ 3δ. A finite subset U ⊂ G is α-reduced at p ∈ X if U ∩U−1 = ∅

and for every pair of distinct u1, u2 ∈ U ⊔ U−1,

(u1p, u2p)p <
1

2
min{|u1p− p|, |u2p− p|} − α− 50δ.

Remark 4.2. If U ⊂ G is α-reduced at p ∈ X , then |up − p| > 2(α + 50δ), for every

u ∈ U ⊔ U−1.

We clarify some vocabulary. Let U ⊂ G be a subset. We denote by F(U) the free

group on U . Every element w ∈ F(U) is represented as a reduced word w = u1 · · ·un
with ui ∈ U ⊔ U−1. The number n is called the length of w, denoted by |w|U . We write

w1 ≡ w2 to express letter-for-letter equality of words w1 and w2 over U ⊔ U−1. The

natural homomorphism ψ : F(U) → G is the evaluation of the elements of F(U) in G. We

usually abuse notation and identify w with its image under ψ.

4.1. Broken geodesics. The next lemma is used to produce quasi-geodesics.

Lemma 4.3 (Broken Geodesic Lemma [AL06, Lemma 1]). Let n ⩾ 2. Let x0, · · · , xn be

a sequence of n+ 1 points of X . Assume that

(3) (xi−1, xi+1)xi + (xi, xi+2)xi+1 < |xi − xi+1| − 3δ,

for every i ∈ J1, n− 2K. Then the following holds.

(i) |x0 − xn| ⩾
n−1∑
i=0

|xi − xi+1| − 2

n−1∑
i=1

(xi−1, xi+1)xi
− 2(n− 2)δ.

(ii) (x0, xn)xj
⩽ (xj−1, xj+1)xj

+ 2δ, for every j ∈ J1, n− 1K.

(iii) The geodesic [x0, xn] lies in the 5δ-neighbourhood of the broken geodesic γ =

[x0, x1]∪ · · ·∪ [xn−1, xn], while γ is contained in the r-neighbourhood of [x0, xn],

where

r = sup
1⩽i⩽n−1

(xi−1, xi+1)xi + 14δ.
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We apply Lemma 4.3 as follows. Let α > 0 and let U ⊂ G be an α-reduced subset at

p ∈ X . Let n ⩾ 2. Given a word w ≡ u1 · · ·un ∈ F(U), we fix

x0 = p, x1 = u1p, x2 = u1u2p, · · · , xn = u1 · · ·unp.

Then we have the following.

Proposition 4.4. Let n ⩾ 2 and let w ≡ u1 · · ·un ∈ F(U). Then

(i) (xi−1, xi+1)xi
+(xi, xi+2)xi+1

< |xi−xi+1|−2(α+50δ), for every i ∈ J1, n−2K.

(ii) |wp− p| ⩾ 1
2 |u1p− p|+ 1

2 |unp− p|+ 2(n− 1)(α+ 40δ) + 4(n− 1)δ,

(iii) (p, wp)xi ⩽ (u−1
i p, ui+1p)p + 2δ, for all i ∈ J1, n− 2K.

Proof. Let i ∈ J1, n − 2K. We have (xi−1, xi+1)xi = (u−1
i p, ui+1p)p and |xi − xi+1| =

|p− ui+1p|. As w is reduced, u−1
i ̸= ui+1 and u−1

i+1 ̸= ui+2. As U is α-reduced at p,

(u−1
i p, ui+1p)p <

1

2
|ui+1p−p|−α−50δ, (u−1

i+1p, ui+2p)p <
1

2
|u−1

i+1p−p|−α−50δ.

Adding the two above inequalities we obtain assertion (i).

Applying (i) and Lemma 4.3 (i) to the sequence x0, · · · , xn, we obtain

|wp− p| ⩾ |u1p− p|+
n−1∑
i=2

|uip− p|+ |unp− p|

− (u−1
1 p, u2p)p −

n−1∑
i=2

[(u−1
i p, ui+1p)p + (u−1

i−1p, uip)p]− (u−1
n−1p, unp)

− 2(n− 2)δ.

Since U is α-reduced at p,

(u−1
1 p, u2p)p <

1

2
|u1p− p| − α− 50δ, (u−1

n−1p, unp) <
1

2
|unp− p| − α− 50δ,

and by assertion (i) we have that

n−1∑
i=2

[(u−1
i p, ui+1p)p + (u−1

i−1p, uip)p] <

n−1∑
i=2

|uip− p| − 2(n− 2)(α+ 50δ).

This yields assertion (ii). Assertion (iii) follows directly from Lemma 4.3(ii). □

4.2. Quasi-isometric embedding of a free group. Recall that L(U, p) denotes the ℓ∞-

energy of U ⊂ G at p ∈ X .

Proposition 4.5. Let U ⊂ G be an α-reduced subset at p ∈ X . Then, for every w ∈ F(U),

we have

2α|w|U ⩽ |wp− p| ⩽ L(U, p)|w|U .

In particular, the natural homomorphism ψ : F(U) → G is injective.
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Proof. Let w ≡ u1 · · ·un ∈ F(U). If n = 0 or if n = 1, the result is by Definition. Let

n ⩾ 2. By the triangle inequality, |wp− p| ⩽ L(U, p)n. By Proposition 4.4 (ii)

|wp− p| ⩾ 1

2
|u1p− p|+ 1

2
|unp− p|+ 2(n− 1)(α+ δ) + 2δ.

Combined with Remark 4.2 this yields that |wp− p| ⩾ 2αn. In particular, if w ∈ F(U) is

non-trivial, then |wp− p| > 0 and w ̸= 1 in G. In other words, ψ is injective. □

4.3. Geodesic extension property. We prepare for running the counting argument of

[CS22, Section 3] for strongly reduced sets in our setting of α-reduced sets. For this purpose

we need the following version of [CS22, Lemma 3.2].

Proposition 4.6. Let U ⊂ G be an α-reduced subset at p. Let w ≡ u1 · · ·um and

w′ ≡ u′1 · · ·u′m′ be two elements of F(U). Then U satisfies the geodesic extension property,

that is, if

(p, w′p)wp ⩽
1

2
|ump− p|,

then w is a prefix of w′.

Remark 4.7. The geodesic extension property has the following meaning: if the geodesic

[p, w′p] extends [p, wp] as a path in X , then w′ extends w as a word over U ⊔ U−1.

Up to some minor technical differences, the proof of Proposition 4.6 is the same as the

proof of [CS22, Lemma 3.2]. We include it here.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Assume that w is not a prefix of w′. Let r < m be

the largest integer such that ui = u′i, for every i ∈ J1, r − 1K. We let

q = u1 · · ·ur−1p = u′1 · · ·u′r−1p.

We show that min{(p, q)wp, (q, wp
′)wp} > 1

2 |ump − p| + δ. Hyperbolicity then implies

the proposition. The definition of Gromov product implies that

(4) (p, q)wp = |wp− q| − (p, wp)q, (q, w′p)wp = |wp− q| − (wp,w′p)q.

We estimate |wp− q|, (p, wp)q , and (wp,w′p)q . Firstly, by Proposition 4.4 (ii),

|wp− q| ⩾ 1

2
|urp− p|+ 1

2
|ump− p|+ 2(m− r)(α+ δ).(5)

Next by Proposition 4.4(iii), and as U is α-reduced,

(p, wp)q <
1

2
|urp− p|.(6)

Finally, we prove that

(wp,w′p)q <
1

2
|urp− p|.(7)
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Indeed, if r− 1 = m′, then wp = q and (7) holds. Let r− 1 < m′. By choice of r we have

that ur ̸= u′r. For simplicity, denote

t = u1 · · ·urp and t′ = u′1 · · ·u′rp.

By hyperbolicity

min{(t, wp)q, (wp,w′p)q, (w
′p, t′)q} ⩽ (t, t′)q + 2δ = (urp, u

′
rp)q + 2δ.

Since U is α-reduced at p,

(8) min{(t, wp)q, (wp,w′p)q, (w
′p, t′)q} <

1

2
min{|urp− p|, |u′rp− p|} − α.

We prove that the minimum of (8) is attained by (wp,w′p)q . Indeed,

(t, wp)q = |q − t| − (q, wp)t.

By definition, |q − t| = |urp− p|. Recall that m ⩾ r + 1. By Proposition 4.4(iii),

(q, wp)t ⩽ (u−1
r p, ur+1p)p + 2δ <

1

2
|urp− p| − α.

Consequently, (t, wp)q > 1
2 |urp− p|+ α. Thus, the minimum of (8) cannot be attained by

(t, wp)q. Similarly, it cannot be attained by (w′p, t′)q. This proves Equation (7). Finally,

combining Equations (4-7), yields the claim. □

4.4. Producing reduced subsets. Recall that the action of G on X is (κ,N)-acylindrical

and that ∆(g) is the fellow travelling constant of a loxodromic g ∈ G (Subsection 2.3).

Also, if U is a finite symmetric subset of G, then U(g) = U/ ∼g where u ∼g v if and only

if uv−1 ∈ E(g).

Proposition 4.8. Let α ⩾ 3δ. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset containing a

loxodromic isometry g such that ∥g∥∞ > 103δ. Let p ∈ X . Let

b0 =
2

∥g∥∞
[∆(g) + 4L(U, p) + 104δ + α].

Then for every b ⩾ b0, the set S = {ugbu−1 : u ∈ U(g) } satisfies the following:

(1) S ⊂ U b+2.

(2) |S| = |U(g)|.

(3) S is α-reduced at p.

The proof is by standard arguments. See for example [Kou98], [AL06] or [Fuj21]. We

give it here to justify the given formula for b0.
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Proof. The conclusions (1) and (2) are immediate. We now prove (3). By definition,

S ∩ S−1 = ∅. Let i ∈ J1, 2K. Let ui ∈ U . Let εi ∈ {−1, 1}. Assume that u1gε1bu−1
1 and

u2g
ε2bu−1

2 are distinct.

Case u1 = u2. In this case, ε1 = −ε2. Let h = u1g
ε1bu−1

1 . It is enough to prove that

(hp, h−1p)p ⩽
b

2
∥g∥∞ − α− 50δ.

This follows from Lemma 2.4 applied to an h-invariant quasi-geodesic line.

Case u1 ̸= u2. Then u1 ̸∼g u2, which means that u−1
1 u2 ̸∈ E(g). By Lemma 2.10,

d(p,Ag) ⩽
1

2
|gp− p|+ 5δ ⩽

1

2
L(U, p) + 5δ.(9)

Now let xi = uip and yi = uig
εibp. We then have that

diam([x1, y1]
+8δ ∩ [x2, y2]

+8δ) ⩽ ∆(g) + L(U, p) + 54δ.(10)

Indeed, let σ = d(p,Ag) + 10δ, so that max {d(xi, uiAg), d(yi, uiAg)} ⩽ σ. As Ag is

10δ-quasi-convex (Lemma 2.10), the subset uiA+σ
g is 2δ-quasi-convex. Consequently,

[xi, yi] ⊂ uiA
+σ+2δ
g . Therefore, and by quasi-convexity, [DG08, Lemma 2.2.2 (2)],

diam([x1, y1]
+8δ ∩ [x2, y2]

+8δ) ⩽ diam(u1A
+σ+10δ
g ∩ u2A+σ+10δ

g )

⩽ diam(u1A
+13δ
g ∩ u2A+13δ

g ) + 2(σ + 10δ) + 4δ

⩽ ∆(g) + 2(σ + 10δ) + 4δ.

Combining the above estimations with (9), we obtain (10).

Finally, let si = uig
εibu−1

i . We estimate (s1p, s2p)p: by the triangle inequality,

(s1p, s2p)p ⩽
1

2
(|x1 − y1|+ |x2 − y2| − |y1 − y2|) +

3

2
(|x1 − p|+ |x2 − p|).

Combining (10) with Lemma 2.3, we obtain

|x1 − y1|+ |x2 − y2| − |y1 − y2| ⩽ |x1 − x2|+ 2(∆(g) + L(U, p) + 54δ).

By the triangle inequality, |x1 − x2| ⩽ 2L(U, p). We obtain that

(s1p, s2p)p ⩽ ∆(g) + 4L(U, p) + 54δ.(11)

Finally, note that min {|s1p− p|, |s2p− p|} ⩾ b ∥g∥∞ . By the choice of b0,

(s1p, s2p)p <
1

2
min {|s1p− p|, |s2p− p|} − α− 50δ,

which shows that S is α-reduced. □
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5. PING-PONG IN POWERS OF U

We recall that N > 0, δ > 0 and κ ⩾ δ and that G acts (κ,N)-acylindrical on a

δ-hyperbolic space. The goal of this section is to find a generating set of a free subgroup in

some power of U ⊂ G whose cardinality and energy is comparable to that of U .

Proposition 5.1. Let C = 106(N + 1), let L > 200κ and let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric

subset such that L(U) ⩽ L. If U is not contained in an elementary subgroup there are

n > C3, S ⊂ U107n and p ∈ X such that

(1) S is α-reduced at p, for α = 200δ,

(2) |S| ⩾ 1
C2 |Un|,

(3) L(S, p) ⩽ L(Un, p) ⩽ 105C3L.

In particular S freely generates a free subgroup and |S| > C.

We now prove this proposition. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset that is not

contained in an elementary subgroup. Moreover, we let L > 200κ and suppose that

L ⩾ L(U). As U is not contained in an elliptic subgroup, the subgroup generated by U

contains a loxodromic element. More precisely, we have the following.

Lemma 5.2. Let a < L. Then there is n > 0, depending only on U , such that

a < L(Un) ⩽ 2L.

Proof. If L(U) > a, n = 1. Otherwise we proceed as follows. As U is not contained in

an elliptic subgroup, Um contains a loxodromic element, for some m > 0. Then L(Un)

is linearly growing in the exponent n > m. Thus we can pick n > 1 to be the maximal

number such that L(Un−1) ⩽ a. Then L(Un) > a, and L(Un) ⩽ 2L by the triangle

inequality. □

If L(U) > 100δ, then U2 contains a loxodromic element [Kou98, Proposition 3.2].

We may choose this loxodromic element of length ∥h∥∞ > L(U)/2, [AL06, Lemma

7] [BF21, Theorem 5.7] [Fuj21, Lemma 2.7]. This yields the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. There is n > 0, depending only on U , and h ∈ Un such that

L/4 ⩽ ∥h∥∞ and L(Un) ⩽ 4L.

In particular, h is loxodromic and ∥h∥∞ ⩽ 4L.

Proof. Let a = L/2, and let n be the number given by Lemma 5.2, so that

L/2 ⩽ L(Un) ⩽ 2L.



20 XABIER LEGASPI AND MARKUS STEENBOCK

As L/2 > 100δ, we obtain a loxodromic h ∈ U2n of length ∥h∥∞ ⩾ L/4. □

This implies the following. We let C = 106(N + 1).

Proposition 5.4. There are n1 > C2 and h ∈ Un1 such that

• L(Un1) ⩽ 16C2L

• h is loxodromic and ∥h∥∞ ⩾ C2L

• for all m ⩾ 1, ∆(hm) ⩽ CL.

Proof. Let n and g ∈ Un be the loxodromic element of length ∥g∥∞ ⩾ L/4 and ∥g∥∞ ⩽

4L given by the previous lemma. Let n1 = 4C2n. The first assertion is by the triangle

inequality. Let h = g4C
2 ∈ Un1 . The second assertion follows from the fact that ∥gm∥∞ =

m∥g∥∞. Finally let m > 0. By Lemmas 2.12 and 2.11, ∆(hm) = ∆(g4C
2m) ⩽ ∆(g) +

150δ ⩽ (N + 2)∥g∥∞ + κ+ 103δ + 150δ ⩽ CL. This proves the third assertion. □

Let n1 and h ∈ Un1 be given by Proposition 5.4. As U is not contained in an elementary

subgroup, there is u ∈ U such that h and uhu−1 do not generate an elementary subgroup.

Moreover, g = h100uh1000u−1h2000uh100u−1h100 ∈ U3304n1 is a primitive loxodromic

element and ∥g∥∞ > C2L. See [Fuj21, Lemma 2.8]. Moreover, ∥g∥∞ ⩽ L(U3304n1) ⩽

52864C2L. Thus, ∆(gm) ⩽ 52864C3L, for all m ⩾ 1. This yields:

Proposition 5.5. There are n1 > C2 and h ∈ Un1 such that

• L(Un1) ⩽ 52864C2L

• h is primitive, loxodromic and ∥h∥∞ ⩾ C2L

• for all m ⩾ 1, ∆(hm) ⩽ 52864C3L.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let n1 > C2 and h ∈ Un1 be a loxodromic and primitive element

given by Proposition 5.5. Let n = Cn1. As Un1 is symmetric, it contains the identity,

hence, h ∈ Un. Let S := {uh106Cu−1 | u ∈ Un[h]} ⊂ U107n and let p ∈ X be a

point almost minimising the ℓ∞-energy of Un. By Proposition 4.8, S is reduced at p and

|S| = |Un[h]|. Indeed, in our case, by choice of C, h and n,

b0 =
2

∥h∥∞
(∆(h) + 4L(Un, p) + 104δ + α)

⩽
2

C2L
(52864C3L+ 4 · 52864C3L+ δ + 104δ + 200δ) ⩽ 106C

By Corollary 3.3, and as ∥h∥∞ > L(Un)/52864C and C > 106N , we have that

|S| = |Un[h]| > |Un|
C2

.

As U is not contained in a finite subgroup the growth of Un is linear in n. Thus |Un| > C3,

which implies that |S| > C. □
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Remark 5.6 (Proof of Theorem 1.19). Here L = L(U) > 104κ. Thus Lemma 5.3 holds

for n = 2. Then n1 of Propositions 5.4 and 5.5 is independent of U as well. Invoking

Proposition 4.8 and Corollary 3.3 as above yields Theorem 1.19.

6. SMALL CANCELLATION THEORY

Let G be a group acting by isometries on X . We recall that X is a δ-hyperbolic space.

6.1. Loxodromic moving family. Let Q be a set of pairs (H,Y ), whereH is a loxodromic

subgroup of G and Y = CH its invariant cylinder. We further assume that Q is invariant

under the action of G defined by g · (H,Y ) = (gHg−1, gY ). In this case we refer to Q as

of a loxodromic moving family. The fellow travelling constant of Q is

∆(Q, X) = sup{ diam(Y +20δ
1 ∩ Y +20δ

2 ) : (H1, Y1) ̸= (H2, Y2) ∈ Q }.

The injectivity radius of Q is

T (Q, X) = inf{ ∥h∥ : h ∈ H − {1}, (H,Y ) ∈ Q }.

We denote K = ⟨⟨H | (H,Y ) ∈ Q⟩⟩ and G = G/K. We denote by π : G ↠ G the

natural projection and write g for π(g) for short, for every g ∈ G.

Definition 6.1 (Small cancellation condition). Let λ > 0 and µ > 0. We say that Q satisfies

the C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation condition if

(SC1) ∆(Q, X) < λT (Q, X),

(SC2) T (Q, X) > µδ.

In this case we say that G is a C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation quotient.

Remark 6.2. Let Q be a loxodromic moving family under the C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation

condition, where λ < 1 and µ > 103. Let (H1, Y1) and (H2, Y2) ∈ Q. Condition (SC1)

implies that Y1 = Y2 if and only if H1 = H2. Condition (SC2) implies that all elements in

the loxodromic subgroups H , for (H,Y ) ∈ Q, are loxodromic. Thus, the groups H are all

cyclic. Moreover, as Q is invariant under the action of G by conjugation, the groups H are

normal in the the stabiliser of Y , that is, the maximal loxodromic subgroup containing H .

6.2. Cone-off space. Let ρ > 0. Let Y be the collection of cylinders Y = CH such that

(H,Y ) ∈ Q. The cone of radius ρ over Y ∈ Y , denoted by Zρ(Y ), is the quotient of

Y × [0, ρ] by the equivalence relation that identifies all points (y, 0), for y ∈ Y . The apex of

the cone Zρ(Y ) is the equivalence class of (y, 0). We abuse notation and write (y, p) for the

equivalence class of (y, p). We denote by V the collection of apices of the cones over the

elements of Y . Let ι : Y ↪→ Zρ(Y ) be the map that sends y to (y, ρ). The cone-off space
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of radius ρ over X relative to Q, denoted by Ẋρ = Ẋρ(Q, X), is obtained by attaching

for every Y ∈ Y , the cone Zρ(Y ) on X along Y according to ι : Y ↪→ Zρ(Y ). There is a

natural metric on Ẋρ(Q) and an action by isometries of G on Ẋρ, [Cou14, Section 5.1].

6.3. Quotient space. The quotient space of radius ρ over X relative to Q, denoted by

Xρ = Xρ(Q, X), is the orbit space Ẋρ/K. We denote by ζ : Ẋρ ↠ Xρ the natural

projection and write x for ζ(x) for short. Furthermore, we denote by V the image in Xρ of

the apices V . We consider Xρ as a metric space equipped with the quotient metric, that is

for every x, x′ ∈ Ẋρ

|x− x′|X = inf
h∈K

|hx− x′|Ẋ .

We note that the action of G on Ẋρ induces an action by isometries of G on Xρ.

6.4. Small cancellation groups. The following lemma summarises Proposition 3.15 and

Theorem 6.11 of [Cou14]. It is fundamental in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 6.3 (Small Cancellation Theorem [Cou14]). There exist positive numbers δ0, δ,

∆0, ρ0 satisfying the following. Let 0 < δ ⩽ δ0 and ρ > ρ0. Let G be a group acting by

isometries on a δ-hyperbolic space X . Let Q be a loxodromic moving family such that

∆(Q, X) ⩽ ∆0 and T (Q, X) > 100π sinh ρ. Then:

(i) Xρ is a δ-hyperbolic space on which Ḡ acts by isometries.

(ii) Let r ∈ (0, ρ/20]. If for all v ∈ V , the distance |x− v| ⩾ 2r then the projection

ζ : Ẋρ → Xρ induces an isometry from B(x, r) onto B(x, r).

(iii) Let (H,Y ) ∈ Q. If v ∈ V stands for the apex of the cone Zρ(Y ), then the

natural projection π : G ↠ G induces an isomorphism from Stab(Y )/H onto

Stab(v). □

Remark 6.4. The constants δ0, δ, ∆0, ρ0 are independent of G, X , Q or δ. Moreover δ0

and ∆0 (respectively ρ0) can be chosen arbitrarily small (respectively large). We refer to δ0,

δ, ∆0, ρ0 as the constants of the Small Cancellation Theorem.

Due to a standard rescaling argument, see for instance [Cou16b], we can assume that G,

X , Q and δ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 6.3. This is explained in the next remark.

Remark 6.5. Let G be a group acting (κ,N)-acylindrically on a δ-hyperbolic space X .

Let Q be a loxodromic moving family satisfying the geometric C ′′(λ, µ)-small cancellation

condition for the action of G on X , where

λ ⩽
∆0

100π sinh ρ
and µ ⩾

100π sinh ρ

δ0
· κ
δ
.
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We define a rescaling parameter

σ = min

{
δ0
κ
,

∆0

∆(Q, X)

}
.

Note that X is σδ-hyperbolic and the action of G on X is (σκ,N)-acylindrical. Also,

σδ ⩽ σκ ⩽ δ0,

by the standing assumption that κ ⩾ δ. In particular, the action of G on X is (δ0, N)-

acylindrical. In addition, we have

∆(Q,X ) ⩽ σ∆(Q, X) ⩽ ∆0,

T (Q,X ) ⩾ σT (Q, X) ⩾ σmax

{
µδ,

∆(Q, X)

λ

}
⩾ 100π sinh ρ.

Thus G, X and Q satisfy the hypothesis of the Small Cancellation Theorem (Lemma 6.3).

From now on we assume that δ ⩽ δ0, ρ ⩾ ρ0, G, X , and Q satisfy the hypothesis of the

Small Cancellation Theorem (Lemma 6.3). We also assume that the action of G on X is

(κ,N)-acylindrical, with κ = δ0. This is justified by Remark 6.5.

We now have the following useful results at our disposal.

Lemma 6.6 ([Cou16a, Proposition 5.16]). Let E be an elliptic (respectively loxodromic)

subgroup of G acting on X . Then the image of E under the natural projection π : G↠ G

is elliptic (respectively elementary) for its action on Xρ.

Lemma 6.7 ([Cou16a, Proposition 5.17]). Let E be an elliptic subgroup of G acting on X .

Then the natural projection π : G↠ G induces an isomorphism from E onto its image.

Lemma 6.8 ([Cou16a, Proposition 5.18]). Let E be an elliptic subgroup of G for its action

on Xρ. One of the following holds.

(i) There exists an elliptic subgroup E of G for its action on X such that the natural

projection π : G↠ G induces an isomorphism from E onto E.

(ii) There exists v ∈ V such that Ē ⊂ Stab(v).

Lemma 6.9 ([CS22, Proposition 9.13]). Let U ⊂ G be a finite set such that L(U) ⩽ ρ/5.

If, for every v ∈ V , the set U is not contained in Stab(v), then there exists a pre-image

U ⊂ G of U of energy L(U) ⩽ π sinhL(U).

Lemma 6.10 (Greendlinger’s Lemma, [Cou18, Theorem 3.5]). Let x ∈ X . Let g ∈ G. If

g ∈ K − {1}, then there is (H,Y ) ∈ Q with the following property. Let y0 an y1 be the

respective projections of x and gx on Y . Then

|y0 − y1| > T (H,X)− 2π sinh ρ− 23δ.
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Remark 6.11. Lemma 6.10 is obtained from [Cou18, Theorem 3.5] after applying [Cou18,

Proposition 1.11], [Cou14, Proposition 2.4 (2)] and [Cou14, Lemma 2.31]. In [Cou18,

Theorem 3.5] there is the additional assumption that the loxodromic moving family is finite

up to conjugacy. This assumption is only needed to make sure that the action is co-compact,

hence, that the quotient group is hyperbolic. We do not need it here.

Lemma 6.12 ([DGO17, Proposition 5.33]). If the action of G on X is acylindrical, then so

is the action of G on Xρ.

Remark 6.13. If all elementary subgroups of G are cyclic and the action on X is (κ,N)-

acylindrical, then the action of G on Xρ is (κ,N)-acylindrical, where κ can be explicitly

computed in κ and ρ, and N can be explicitly computed in N , κ and ρ. See [DGO17, Proof

of Proposition 5.33] and [CS22, Proposition 9.9].

7. SHORTENING AND SHORTENING-FREE WORDS

Let δ0 > 0, ∆0 > 0 and L0 > 0, δ < δ0 and α = 200δ.

7.1. Shortening words. Let U ⊂ G be an α-reduced subset at a point p ∈ X (Definition

4.1). Recall that Q is a loxodromic moving family. We assume that

0 < L(U, p) ⩽ L0, and ∆(Q, X) ⩽ ∆0.

Given w ≡ u1 · · ·un ∈ F(U) and (H,Y ) ∈ Q, we fix

x0 = p, x1 = u1p, x2 = u1u2p, · · · , xn = u1 · · ·unp,

and let yi be a projection of xi on Y , for every i ∈ J0, nK.

Definition 7.1 (Shortening word). Let τ ⩾ ∆0+2L0+223δ and letw ≡ u1 · · ·un ∈ F(U).

Let (H,Y ) ∈ Q. We say that w is a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) if the following holds:

(S1) |y0 − yn| > τ ,

(S2) |x0 − y0| ⩽ 1
2 |u1p− p| − α, and |xn − yn| ⩽ 1

2 |unp− p| − α.

A minimal τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) is a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) none of

whose proper prefixes are τ -shortening words over (H,Y ).

Remark 7.2. By the triangle inequality and the choice of τ0, |x0 − xn| ⩾ |y0 − yn| −

|x0 − y0| − |xn − yn| > 0. In particular, τ -shortening words are always non-trivial.

We now collect some properties of τ -shortening words that we later use in our counting

argument, see Proposition 7.8 below.

By the next proposition, condition (S2) of Definition 7.1 is closed under taking subwords.
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Proposition 7.3. Let w ≡ u1 · · ·un be a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) ∈ Q. Then,

|xi − yi| <
1

2
min{|uip− p|, |ui+1p− p|} − α, for every i ∈ J1, n− 1K.

Proof. Let i ∈ J1, n − 1K. Let zi be a projection of xi on [y0, yn]. Since Y is 10δ-

quasi-convex (Lemma 2.8), there exist z′i ∈ Y such that |zi − z′i| ⩽ 11δ. By definition,

|xi − yi| ⩽ d(xi, Y ) + δ ⩽ |xi − z′i|+ δ. Thus, by the triangle inequality,

|xi − yi| ⩽ |xi − zi|+ |zi − z′i|+ δ ⩽ |xi − zi|+ 12δ.

By definition and Lemma 2.2,

|xi − zi| ⩽ d(xi, [y0, yn]) ⩽ (y0, yn)xi + 4δ.

We claim that (y0, yn)xi ⩽ (x0, xn)xi + 2δ. By hyperbolicity,

min{(x0, y0)xi , (y0, yn)xi , (yn, xn)xi} ⩽ (x0, xn)xi + 2δ.

The minimum is attained by (y0, yn)xi
. Indeed, by the triangle inequality, Proposition 4.4(ii)

and assumption (S2) of Definition 7.1,

(x0, y0)xi
⩾ |x0 − xi| − |x0 − y0| >

1

2
|uip− p|+ 2(i− 1)(α+ δ) + α.

The estimate for (yn, xn)xi
is similar. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.4(iii),

(x0, xn)xi
<

1

2
min {|uip− p|, |ui+1p− p|} − α− 48δ.

Combining the estimates then yields the assertion of the lemma. □

Proposition 7.4. Let w ≡ u1 · · ·un be a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) ∈ Q.

(i) We have

|w|U ⩾
τ − 50δ

L(U, p)
.

(ii) If w is a minimal τ -shortening word over (H,Y ), then

|w|U ⩽
τ

α
+ 1.

Proof. We first prove (i). By the triangle inequality, |x0 − xn| ⩽ L(U, p)|w|U . Since Y is

10δ-quasi-convex and |y0 − yn| ⩾ τ ⩾ 23δ (see [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Proposition 2.1])

|x0 − xn| ⩾ |x0 − y0|+ |y0 − yn|+ |yn − xn| − 46δ > τ − 50δ.

This proves (i), and we turn to (ii). Let w be a minimal τ -shortening word over (H,Y ). Let

w′ ≡ u1 · · ·un−1. By definition, |w|U = |w′|U + 1. By Proposition 4.4 (ii),

|w′x0 − x0| ⩾
1

2
|u1p− p|+ 1

2
|un−1p− p|+ α(|w′|U − 1).
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By the triangle inequality,

|w′x0 − x0| ⩽ |xn−1 − yn−1|+ |yn−1 − y0|+ |y0 − x0|.

By Property (S2), |x0 − y0| < 1
2 |u1p − p| − α. By Proposition 7.3, |xn−1 − yn−1| <

1
2 |un−1p−p|−α.Asw′ is not a τ -shortening over (H,Y ), we conclude that |yn−1−y0| ⩽ τ .

Consequently, |w′|U ⩽ τ
α . Thus, |w|U ⩽ τ

α + 1. □

Proposition 7.5. Let (H1, Y1), (H2, Y2) ∈ Q. Let w ∈ F(U). If w is a τ -shortening word

over both (H1, Y1) and (H2, Y2), then (H1, Y1) = (H2, Y2).

Proof. Let w be a τ -shortening word over (H1, Y1) and (H2, Y2). By assumptions, it is

enough to show that diam(Y +20δ
1 ∩ Y +20δ

2 ) > ∆(Q, X). By quasi-convexity, see [DG08,

Lemma 2.2.2],

diam(Y +20δ
1 ∩ Y +20δ

2 ) ⩾ diam(Y +L0
1 ∩ Y +L0

2 )− 2L0 − 4δ.

Let i ∈ J1, 2K. Let si and ti be respective projections of p and wp on Yi. We claim that

s1, t1 ∈ Y +L0
1 ∩Y +L0

2 . Indeed, by condition (S2) for w, we have that max{|p− si|, |wp−

ti|} ⩽ L0/2, hence, the claim. Thus, diam(Y +L0
1 ∩ Y +L0

2 ) ⩾ |s1 − t1| > τ. By choice of

τ0, diam(Y +20δ
1 ∩ Y +20δ

2 ) > ∆(Q, X). □

Proposition 7.6. For every (H,Y ) ∈ Q, there are at most two minimal τ -shortening words

over (H,Y ).

Proposition 7.6 should be compared to Proposition 3.8 of [CS22]. The proof of these

two statements relies on the geometric extension property (in our setting Proposition 4.6

above). For convenience of the reader we translate the argument of [CS22] to our setting.

Proof. Let (H,Y ) ∈ Q. Let ∂H = {η−, η+} and let γ : R → X be a 103δ-local

(1, δ)-quasi-geodesic from η− to η+. Let q be a projection of p on γ. We assume that

q = γ(0). Let S(H,Y ) be the set of τ -shortening words in F(U) over (H,Y ). Assume that

S(H,Y ) is non-empty, otherwise the statement is true. Let S +
(H,Y ) ⊆ S(H,Y ) (respectively,

S −
(H,Y ) ⊆ S(H,Y )) be the set of words w ∈ S(H,Y ) such that wp has a projection γ(t) on

γ with t ⩾ 0 (respectively, t ⩽ 0). We note that S(H,Y ) = S +
(H,Y )

⋃
S −

(H,Y ).

Let w1, w2 ∈ S +
(H,Y ). Without loss of generality, the projection of w1p on γ is closer to

0 than the projection ofw2p, that is, 0 ⩽ t1 ⩽ t2. We prove that (p, w2p)w1p <
1
2 |ump−p|.

Proposition 4.6 then implies that w1 is a prefix of w2. Thus, there is at most one minimal

τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) in S +
(H,Y ). By symmetry, there is at most one minimal

τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) in S −
(H,Y ), which yields the assertion.
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Let q1 = γ(t1) and q2 = γ(t2) be the respective projections of w1p and w2p on γ. By

the triangle inequality,

(12) (p, w2p)w1p ⩽ |w1p− q1|+ (w2p, p)q1 .

Assume that w1 ≡ u1 · · ·um.

We note that |w1p − q1| < 1
2 |ump − p| − α + 100δ. Indeed, by definition, γ ∈ Y .

Consequently, |w1p− q1| ⩽ d(w1p, Y ) + 100δ. Property (S2) of w1 then implies the claim.

Next, we prove that (w2p, p)q1 ⩽ 29δ. Indeed, by definition

(w2p, p)q1 =
1

2
(|w2p− q1|+ |p− q1| − |w2p− p|).

Since w2 is a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ), the property (S1) implies |q2− q| > τ ⩾ 23δ.

By 10δ-quasi-convexity of Y , [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Proposition 2.1],

|w2p− p| ⩾ |w2p− q2|+ |q2 − q|+ |q − p| − 46δ.

As (q2, q)q1 ⩽ 6δ (Lemma 2.4 (i)),

|q2 − q| = |q2 − q1|+ |q1 − q| − (q2, q)q1 ⩾ |q2 − q1|+ |q1 − q| − 6δ.

Note that here we have used that 0 ⩽ t1 ⩽ t2. By the triangle inequality, |w2p − q2| ⩾

|w2p − q1| − |q2 − q1|, so that |w2p − p| ⩾ |w2p − q1| + |q1 − p| − 58δ. Consequently,

(w2p, p)q1 ⩽ 29δ, as claimed.

Plugging the two estimates into (12) finishes the proof. □

7.2. The growth of shortening-free words. Here we count shortening-free words.

Definition 7.7 (Shortening-free word). Let w ≡ u1 · · ·un be an element of F(U). Let

(H,Y ) ∈ Q. We say that w contains a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ) if w splits as

w ≡ w0w1w2, where w1 is a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ). We say that w is a τ -

shortening-free word if for every (H,Y ) ∈ Q, the wordw does not contain any τ -shortening

word over (H,Y ). We denote by F (τ) ⊂ F(U) the subset of τ -shortening-free words.

We first discuss the counting argument to estimate the number of shortening-free words.

Then we show that shortening-free words embed into G, see Proposition 7.17 below.

Recall that the natural homomorphism F(U) → G is injective (Proposition 4.5). Also,

we identify the elements of F(U) with their images in G. Let BU (n) ⊂ F(U) be the ball

of radius |w|U ⩽ n, where n ⩾ 0. Note that BU (n) = (U ⊔ U−1 ⊔ {1})n when n ⩾ 1.

Proposition 7.8. Let U be an α-reduced subset of at least two elements such that L(U) ⩽

L0. There is τ1 depending on L0, ∆0 and δ such that, for all τ ⩾ τ1 and for all n ⩾ 0,

|F (τ) ∩BU (n+ 1)| ⩾ |U ||F (τ) ∩BU (n)|.
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In particular, |F (τ) ∩BU (n)| ⩾ |U |n.

Proposition 7.8 brings Proposition 3.11 of [CS22] for the growth of aperiodic elements

in strongly reduced sets to our setting of shortening-free words in α-reduced subsets.

Remark 7.9. As a semi-group F(U) is generated by V = U ⊔ U−1. As |V | = 2|U |, the

estimate of Proposition 7.8 is as expected from [CS22, Proposition 3.11].

The proof of Proposition 7.8 is as the proof of Proposition 3.11 in [CS22], where [CS22,

Proposition 3.6] and [CS22, Proposition 3.8] are replaced by our Proposition 7.5 and

Proposition 7.6 respectively. Essentially, all that is left to do is to adapt notation. We let

Z = {w ∈ F(U) : w ≡ w0u,w0 ∈ F (τ), u ∈ U ⊔ U−1 }.

For every (H,Y ) ∈ Q, we denote by Z(H,Y ) ⊂ Z the set of elements w ∈ Z that split as

w ≡ w1w2, where w1 ∈ F (τ) and w2 is a τ -shortening word over (H,Y ).

Lemma 7.10. The set Z is contained in the disjoint union of F (τ) and
⋃

(H,Y )∈Q Z(H,Y ).

Proof. By definition, F (τ) and
⋃

(H,Y )∈Q Z(H,Y ) are disjoint. Let w ∈ Z − F (τ). Then

there is w0 ∈ F (τ) and u ∈ U ⊔ U−1 such that w ≡ w0u. Moreover, w contains τ -

shortening word over some (H,Y ) ∈ Q that we call w2. By definition, w2 cannot be a

subword of w0. Hence, w2 is a suffix of w. Therefore, w ∈ Z(H,Y ). □

Let n ⩾ 0. Lemma 7.10 implies that

(13) |F (τ) ∩BU (n)| ⩾ |Z ∩BU (n)| −
∑

(H,Y )∈Q

|Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n)|.

The next step is to estimate each term in the right side of the above inequality. The

following lemma is a direct consequence of the definition of Z.

Lemma 7.11. For every n ⩾ 0, |Z ∩BU (n+ 1)| = (2|U |)|F (τ) ∩BU (n)|.

We now let τ0 = ∆0 + 2L0 + 223δ, τ > τ0, b =
⌈

τ0
200δ + 2

⌉
+ 1, and M =

⌊
τ0−50δ

L0

⌋
.

Lemma 7.12. For every n ⩾ 0,∑
(H,Y )∈Q

|Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n)| ⩽ 2(2|U |)b|F (τ) ∩BU (n−M)|.

Proof. Let Q0 be the set of (H,Y ) ∈ Q for which there is a τ -shortening word in F(U)

over (H,Y ). We have,∑
H∈Q

|Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n)| =
∑

(H,Y )∈Q0

|Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n)|.
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Claim 7.13. |Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n)| ⩽ 2|F (τ) ∩BU (n−M)|, for every (H,Y ) ∈ Q0.

Proof. Let (H,Y ) ∈ Q0. Let w ∈ Z(H,Y ) ∩ BU (n). Since w ∈ Z(H,Y ), there are

w1 ∈ F (τ) and a τ -shortening word w2 over (H,Y ) such that w ≡ w1w2. In particular,

|w1|U = |w|U − |w2|U . By Proposition 7.4 (i),

|w2|U ⩾
τ − 50δ

L0
⩾M > 0.

Therefore, w1 ∈ F (τ) ∩BU (n−M). As w ∈ Z, no proper prefix of w2 is a τ -shortening

word. By Proposition 7.6 there are most 2 possible choices for w2. In total, there are at

most 2|F (τ) ∩BU (n−M)| choices for w. This proves our claim. □

Claim 7.14. |Q0| ⩽ (2|U |)b

Proof. As |U | ⩾ 2, |BU (b)| ⩽ (2|U |)b. Consequently, it suffices to show that there exists

an injective map χ : Q0 → BU (b). Let (H,Y ) ∈ Q0, and let w be a τ -shortening word

over (H,Y ). As τ ⩾ τ0, w is a τ0-shortening word over (H,Y ) as well. Let w′ be

the shortest prefix of w that is a τ0-shortening word over (H,Y ). In particular, w′ is a

minimal τ0-shortening word over (H,Y ). We define χ(H,Y ) = w′. Since α = 200δ, by

Proposition 7.4 (ii), |w′|U ⩽ b. By Proposition 7.5, there is at most one (H,Y ) ∈ Q such

that w′ is a τ0-shortening word over (H,Y ). Hence χ is well-defined and injective. □

The desired estimation is obtained from the two claims above. □

Let ε ∈ (0, 3/4) be an auxiliary parameter. Given ε, we fix

ν = (1− ε)2|U |, ξ = 2(2|U |)b, and σ =
ε

2(1− ε)ξ
.

Lemma 7.15. For every ε ∈ (0, 3/4) and b > 1, there is M0 ⩾ 0 with the following

property. If |U | ⩾ 2, then for every M ⩾M0, we have

1

νM
⩽ σ.

Proof. Let M ⩾ b. A computation yields

log

(
1

σνM

)
⩽ (b−M) log(2|U |)−M log(1− ε)− log

(
ε

4(1− ε)

)
.

Since M ⩾ b and |U | ⩾ 2, we have (b−M) log(2|U |) ⩽ (b−M) log 4. Therefore,

log

(
1

σνM

)
⩽ −M [log 4 + log(1− ε)] + b log 4− log

(
ε

4(1− ε)

)
.

We put

d1 = b log 4− log

(
ε

1− ε

)
, d2 = log 4 + log(1− ε).

As b ⩾ 1 and ε ∈ (0, 3/4), d1 > 0 and d2 > 0. If M ⩾ d1

d2
, then log

(
1

σνM

)
⩽ 0. □
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Proof of Proposition 7.8. Let M0 ⩾ 0 be given by Lemma 7.15. We let

τ1 = max{τ0, L0(M0 + 1) + 50δ0}

and note that τ1 depends only on L0, ε, b and δ0. Recall that |U | ⩾ 2, that τ ⩾ τ1 and that

ν = (1− ε)(2|U |), ξ = 2(2|U | − 1)b, σ =
ε

2ξ(1− ε)
, and M =

⌊
τ − 50δ0
L0

⌋
.

In particular, M ⩾M0. For every n ⩾ 0, we let

c(n) = |F (τ) ∩BU (n)|.

We must prove that for every n ⩾ 1, c(n) ⩾ νc(n− 1). We prove this by induction.

First note that c(1) ⩾ ν. Indeed, as BU (1) > 2|U |, it suffices to show that BU (1) ⊂

F (τ). Let w ∈ F (τ) then, by Proposition 7.4 (i), |w|U ⩾ τ−50δ0
L0

. By choice of τ0,

|w|U > 1. This proves our claim.

Next let n ⩾ 1 and assume that c(m) ⩾ νc(m− 1), for every m ∈ J1, nK. We claim that

c(n+ 1) ⩾ νc(n). Indeed, by (13),

c(n+ 1) ⩾ |Z ∩BU (n+ 1)| −
∑

(H,Y )∈Q

|Z(H,Y ) ∩BU (n+ 1)|.

It follows from Lemma 7.11 and Lemma 7.12 that

c(n+ 1) ⩾ 2|U |c(n)− ξc(n+ 1−M).

The induction hypothesis implies that c(n − k) ⩽ ν−kc(n), for every k ⩾ 0 . Note that

M − 1 ⩾ 0. Letting k =M − 1, we obtain

c(n+ 1) ⩾

(
1− ξν

2|U |
1

νM

)
(2|U |)c(n).

Recall that ν = (1− ε)2|U |. In addition, Lemma 7.15 yields that 1
νM ⩽ σ. Now

ξν

2|U |
σ =

ξ(1− ε)(2|U |)
2|U |

ε

2ξ(1− ε)
=
ε

2
⩽ ε.

This proves our claim. Fixing ε = 1/2 implies the proposition. □

7.3. The injection of shortening-free words. Finally, we show that shortening-free words

inject in G, see Proposition 7.17 below. We first prove a version of [CS22, Proposition 4.2]

in our setting of shortening-free words and α-reduced sets.

We recall that U denotes an α-reduced subset of G.

Lemma 7.16. Let τ ⩾ ∆0 + 5L0. Let w ≡ u1 · · ·un be an element of F(U). Let

(H,Y ) ∈ Q. Let y0 and yn be respective projections of p and wp on Y . If |y0 − yn| > τ ,

then w contains a (τ − 3L0 + 4δ)-shortening word over a conjugate of (H,Y ).
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The main point is to promote the proof of [CS22, Proposition 4.2] from strongly α-

reduced sets to α-reduced sets. Besides this technical point the argument is the same.

Proof. Let γ be a geodesic from p to wp and let zi be a projection of xi on γ. We first

claim that the points z0, z1, z2, . . ., zn lie in this order on γ going from z0 = p to zn = wp.

Indeed, if i > 0, by Proposition 4.4(iii)

(x0, xi)xi+1
= |xi − xi+1| − (x0,xi+1)xi

⩾ |p− ui+1p| − (xi−1, xi+1)xi
− 2δ

>
1

2
|p− ui+1p|+ α ⩾ (xi, xi+2)xi+1 + 2α+ 2δ.

If zi+1 lies before zi on γ, then hyperbolicity, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 4.4(iii) implies

that

(x0, xi)xi+1
⩽ |zi+1 − xi+1|+ 2δ ⩽ (x0, xn)xi+1

+ 6δ ⩽ (xi, xi+2)xi+1
+ 8δ.

Combined with the previous estimate this yields that α ⩽ 3δ, a contradiction.

Next recall that y0, yi and yn are projections of x0 = p, u1 · · ·uip = xi and wp = xn,

respectively, on Y . Assume that |y0 − yn| > τ . Since Y is 10δ-quasi-convex (Lemma 2.8)

and τ ⩾ 23δ, there are y′0, y
′
n ∈ γw such that max{|y0 − y′0|, |yn − y′n|} ⩽ 46δ. Up to

permuting y′0 and y′n we assume that p, y′0, y′n and wp are ordered in this way along γw. In

particular, there are i ⩽ j ⩽ n−1 such that y′0 ∈ [zi, zi+1] ⊂ γw and y′n ∈ [zj , zj+1] ⊂ γw.

Let w0 ≡ u1 · · ·ui+1 and take the word w1 such that w0w1 ≡ u1 · · ·uj . We prove that

w1 is a (2τ − 2L0 − 5δ)-shortening word over (w−1
0 Hw0, w

−1
0 Y ). Property (S2) follows

from Proposition 4.4(iii). Indeed, this implies that d(xi+2, γw) ⩽ 1
2 |ui+2p− p| − α− 48δ,

hence, that d(xi+2, Y ) ⩽ 1
2 |ui+2p− p| − α. The argument for xj is similar. It remains to

estimate |yi+1 − yj |. By the triangle inequality,

|yi+1 − yj | ⩾ |y0 − yn| − |y0 − yi+1| − |yn − yj |,

|y0 − yi+1| ⩽ |y0 − y′0|+ |y′0 − xi+1|+ |xi+1 − yi+1|,

|yn − yj | ⩽ |yn − y′n|+ |y′n − xj |+ |xj − yj |.

Since y′0 ∈ (u1 · · ·ui)[p, ui+1p] and y′n ∈ (u1 · · ·uj)[p, uj+1p],

max{|y′0 − xi+1|, |y′n − xj |} ⩽ L(U, p) ⩽ L0.

It follows from Property (S2) that,

max{|xi+1 − yi+1|, |xj − yj |} ⩽
1

2
L(U, p)− α+ 2δ ⩽

1

2
L0 − α+ 2δ.

Combining the previous estimations, |yi+1 − yj | > τ − 3L0 + 4δ ⩾ ∆0 + 2L0 + 4δ. □
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Let τ1 be the constant of Proposition 7.8 depending on L0, ∆0 and δ0. Recall that

τ1 ⩾ ∆0 + 3L0 and let ρ ⩾ max{ρ0, log(2[2τ1 + 23δ0] + 1)}. In addition, we recall that

T (Q, X) ⩾ 100π sinh ρ, that K = ⟨⟨H | (H,Y ) ∈ Q⟩⟩ and that G = G/K.

Proposition 7.17. There exists τ2 ⩾ τ1 depending on δ0, L0 and ∆0 with the following

property. The restriction of the natural homomorphism F(U) → G to the subset of τ2-

shortening-free words is an injection.

Proof. We put τ2 = τ1 + 2L0 + 5δ. Let w1, w2 ∈ F(U) be two τ2-shortening-free words

such that w1w2 ∈ K. Assume that w1w2 ̸= 1 in G. By Greendlinger’s Lemma (Lemma

6.10), there is (H,Y ) ∈ Q and projections y0 and y2 on Y of p, and w1w2p respectively,

such that

|y0 − y2| > T (H,X)− 2π sinh ρ− 23δ.

By definition, T (H,X) ⩾ T (Q, X) ⩾ 100π sinh ρ. By choice of ρ,

|y0 − y2| > 2τ1.

Let y1 be a projection of w1p on Y . Note that w−1
1 y1 and w−1

1 y2 are projections of p and

w2p on w−1
1 Y . Also, (w−1

1 Hw1, w
−1
1 Y ) ∈ Q. Since w1 and w2 are τ2-shortening-free

words, it follows from Lemma 7.16 that max {|y0 − y1|, |y1 − y2|} < τ1. By the triangle

inequality, |y0 − y2| ⩽ 2τ1. This is a contradiction, hence, w1w2 = 1. □

8. GROWTH IN SMALL CANCELLATION GROUPS

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. Recall that the constants of the Small

Cancellation Theorem (Lemma 6.3) are δ0, δ, ∆0, ρ0, and thatX is δ-hyperbolic, for δ ⩽ δ0.

Moreover, G acts (κ,N)-acylindrically on X , where κ = δ0. For convenience, let

δ0 ⩽
π sinh 104δ

104 · 200
and that ρ0 > 5 · 104δ.

We fix L = 2π sinh 104δ + δ0 and note that L > 200κ. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric

subset containing the identity such that L(U) ⩽ L, and suppose that U is not contained in

an elementary subgroup. Let C = 106(N + 1), n > C3, S ⊂ U107n and p ∈ X be given

by Proposition 5.1, so that

(1) S is α-reduced at p, for α = 200δ,

(2) |S| ⩾ 1
C2 |Un|,

(3) L(S, p) ⩽ L(Un, p) ⩽ 105C3L.

Moreover, |S| > C. Note that C > 0 depends on N but not on the choice of U .
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We let L0 = 105C3L and let τ1 be the constant of Proposition 7.8 depending on L0, ∆0

and δ0. Let ρ = max {ρ0, log(2[2τ1 + 23δ0] + 1)}, so that Proposition 7.17 holds. Note

that ρ depends on N , but not on the choice of U or S, and also not on κ or δ.

Recall that K = ⟨⟨H | (H,Y ) ∈ Q⟩⟩ and G = G/K. Moreover, U is the image of a set

U ⊂ G under the natural projection π : G↠ G. The following is our key observation.

Lemma 8.1. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity such that

L(U) ⩽ L. If U is not contained in an elementary subgroup, then

ω(U) ⩾
1

108
ω(U).

Proof. To estimate ω(U) we proceed as follows. Let r ⩾ 1. Since U is symmetric and con-

tains the identity, BS(r) ⊂ U107nr. Let τ2 ⩾ τ1 be the constant given by Proposition 7.17

and let F (τ2) ⊂ F(U) be the set of τ2-shortening-free words. We have that

|U107nr| ⩾ |BS(r)| ⩾ |F (τ2) ∩BS(r)|.

By Propositions 7.17 and 7.8,

|F (τ2) ∩BS(r)| = |F (τ2) ∩BS(r)| ⩾ |S|r.

Combining these estimates, we get

ω(U) ⩾ lim sup
r→∞

1

107nr
log |U107nr| ⩾ 1

107n
log |S|.

Let γ = 4 log(C)
ω(U) . If n ⩽ γ, then as |S| > C,

ω(U) ⩾
1

107n
log |S| ⩾ 1

108
ω(U).

If n > γ, we use that |S| ⩾ 1
C2 |Un|. By Fekete’s inequality, |S| ⩾ 1

C2 2
nω(U). Thus

ω(U) ⩾
1

107

(
ω(U)− 1

n
2 log(C)

)
>

1

108
ω(U).

Altogether, this shows that ω(U) ⩾ 1
108ω(U). □

Theorem 8.2 (Theorem 1.3 (i)). Let ξ > 0. If G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth,

then G has ξ′-uniform uniform exponential growth where ξ′ ⩾ ξ/108.

Proof. Let U ⊂ G be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity and denote Γ = ⟨U⟩.

Recall that V denotes the set of apices of the cone-off space Ẋρ. Also recall that the

quotient space Xρ is δ-hyperbolic (Lemma 6.3 (i)) and the action of Γ on Xρ is acylindrical

(Lemma 6.12). There are two cases:

Case 1. Γ is elementary. If Γ is loxodromic, Γ is virtually nilpotent. Hence we assume

that Γ is elliptic. If Γ ⩽ Stab(v), for some v ∈ V , then let (H,Y ) ∈ Q such that v is
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the apex of the cone Z(Y ). The natural projection π : G ↠ G induces an isomorphism

Stab(Y )/H
∼−→ Stab(v) (Lemma 6.3 (iii)). Since the moving family Q is loxodromic, H

has finite index in Stab(Y ). Hence Γ is finite, in particular virtually nilpotent.

Thus we may assume that Γ does not stabilise any point v, for every v ∈ V . Then

there is an elliptic subgroup E ⊂ G such that the natural projection π : G ↠ G induces

an isomorphism E
∼−→ Γ (Lemma 6.8). Since G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential

growth, the subgroup E is either virtually nilpotent or has ξ-uniform exponential growth. In

combination with the isomorphism F
∼−→ Γ, we deduce that Γ either is virtually nilpotent

or has ξ-uniform exponential growth.

Case 2. Γ is non-elementary. If L(U) > 104δ, then ω(U) ⩾ 1
103 log 2 by Lemma

2.14. Otherwise, L(U) ⩽ 104δ. As Γ is not elementary, U is not contained in Stab(v),

for every v ∈ V . As 104δ ⩽ ρ/5, there exists a pre-image U ⊂ G of U of energy

L(U) ⩽ π sinh 104δ (Lemma 6.9). Without loss of generality, we may assume that U

is symmetric and contains the identity. Since Γ is non-elementary for the action on Xρ,

the subgroup Γ is non-elementary for the action on X (Lemma 6.6). By Lemma 8.1,

ω(U) ⩾ 1
108ω(U) ⩾ 1

108 ξ. This completes the proof of our theorem. □

Theorem 8.3 (Theorem 1.3 (ii)). Let ξ > 0. IfG has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth,

then G has ξ′-uniform uniform exponential growth, where ξ′ ⩾ ξ/108.

Proof. Let ξ > 0. Assume that G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth. Let U ⊂ G

be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity and denote Γ = ⟨U⟩. Then Γ falls

exactly in one of the following two cases.

Case 1. Γ is elementary. If Γ is loxodromic, it is virtually nilpotent. If Γ is elliptic, then

Γ and Γ are isomorphic (Lemma 6.7). Since G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth,

the subgroup Γ is either virtually nilpotent or has ξ-uniform exponential growth. Thus Γ is

either virtually nilpotent or has ξ-uniform exponential growth.

Case 2. Γ is non-elementary. If L(U) > 104δ0, then ω(U) ⩾ 1
103 log 2 by Lemma

2.14. If L(U) ⩽ 104δ0, then by Lemma 8.1, ω(U) > 1
108ω(U). As Γ is non-elementary,

ω(U) > 0. In particular Γ is not virtually nilpotent. Since G has ξ-uniform uniform

exponential growth, ω(U) ⩾ ξ. By definition, ω(U) ⩾ ω(U) ⩾ ξ. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let λ ⩽ ∆0

100π sinh ρ and µ ⩾ 100π sinh ρ
δ0

· κδ . By the choice of ρ above,

λ depends on 1/N , and µ on N , κ and δ, as claimed. After rescaling X , see Remark 6.5,

Theorems 8.2 and 8.3 apply. This yields the assertions of Theorem 1.3. □

Remark 8.4. Recall that a group has product set growth (for its symmetric subsets) if there

is a > 0 such that for all finite symmetric subsets U that are not in a virtually nilpotent
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subgroup, we have that ω(U) ⩾ a log(|U |). If G has product set growth then G has product

set growth, and vice versa. This is proved by replacing Lemma 2.14 by Theorem 1.19 in the

proof of Theorem 8.2, Theorem 8.3 respectively. Indeed, let U ⊂ G such that L(U) > 104δ̄

be a non-empty symmetric set. Then U
2

contains a loxodromic isometry. Thus there is

n > 0, that does not depend on the choice of U , such that L(Un) > 104κ. Therefore

Theorem 1.19 yields the required estimates in this case.

We note that the constant of Theorem 1.19 can be explicitly given and depends only

on N . Also, the number n can be made explicit and depends on δ and κ. Combined with

Remark 6.13 and Remark 6.5 this yields Remark 1.14.

9. COMMON QUOTIENTS

Finally, we explain the proof of Corollary 1.9. Let (Hi) be a family of 2 generated

groups with arbitrarily large torsion balls. More precisely, we let the group Hi be generated

by Si := {si1 , si2} and assume that all elements in (Si ∪ S−1
i )i are torsion elements.

Example 9.1. The free product H1 ∗H2 ∗ · · · ∗Hi · · · does not have the short loxodromic

property for every acylindrical action on a hyperbolic space. Indeed, all elements in

(Si ∪ S−1
i )i are torsion elements. Thus there is no uniform upper bound n such that Sn

i

contains a loxodromic element.

By [CS22], see Example 1.8, we assume the following. Let ξ > 0, N > 0, κ > 0, δ > 0

and δ-hyperbolic spaces Xi such that, for all i > 0,

(1) the group Hi acts (κ,N)-acylindrically on Xi,

(2) the group Hi has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth,

(3) every loxodromic subgroup of Hi is cyclic.

Remark 9.2. The energy L(Si
i) ⩽ 200δ. Indeed, if L(Si/2

i ) > 100δ, then Si contains

a loxodromic isometry by Proposition 2.13. This contradicts the choice of Si. Thus

L(S
i/2
i ) ⩽ 100δ and the triangle inequality implies the claim.

Let

G = ⟨t1⟩ ∗ ⟨t2⟩ ∗H3 ∗H4 ∗ · · · ∗Hi · · · .

Then G has ξ-uniform uniform exponential growth. Moreover, there is a δ-hyperbolic space

X on which G acts (κ′, N)-acylindrically, where κ′ = κ + 200δ. This space is a tree of

the spaces Xi that is constructed as follows. We let X0 = {x0} and X1 = {x1} be a space

consisting of one point, and define H1 = ⟨t1⟩ and H2 = ⟨t2⟩. For i > 2, let xi ∈ Xi be

a point almost minimising the energy of Si
i . We denote by (Xi, xi) the space Xi with the
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fixed base point xi. Let T be the Bass-Serre tree of G. For each coset (i.e. vertex of T )

gHi we take a copy of (Xi, xi) that we denote by (Xg
i , x

g
i ). We build X from the disjoint

union of the spaces (Xg
i , x

g
i ) by adding a segment (hxgi , x

gh
j ) if and only if (gHi, ghHj)

is an edge of T . We furthermore assume that the segments (hxgi , x
gh
j ) in X have length

100δ. We observe that X is a δ-hyperbolic metric space, that G acts by isometries on X

and that there is a G-equivariant projection from X onto T . Moreover, the action is indeed

(κ+ 200δ,N)-acylindrical.

Remark 9.3. Let i > 2. Then there are two independent loxodromic elements hi1 , hi2

of Hi such that |hijxi − xi| < 103δ. In particular, ∥hij∥ ⩽ 103δ. Indeed, recall that

L(Si) ⩽ 100δ. By Lemma 5.2 there is ni > 0 such that 100δ < L(Sni
i ) ⩽ 200δ. Thus

there is a loxodromic element hi1 in S2ni
i [Kou98, Proposition 3.2]. Moreover,

400δ ⩾ L(S2ni
i ) ⩾ |hijxi − xi| − δ.

As Si generates Hi there is si ∈ Si such that hi2 = sihi1s
−1
i and hi1 do not generate an

elementary subgroup. In other words, hi1 and hi2 are independent.

Next we define a set of relators R. We let {hi1 , hi2} be two independent loxodromic

elements of Hi, i > 2 such that ∥hij∥ ⩽ |hijxi − xi| < 103δ. See Remark 9.3.

Let µ > 0 and let α > µ, βi > 0 and γ be positive numbers. We then define R1 to be

the set of the following elements of G: for each i > 2 the set R1 contains the elements

si1t1t
α20(i−1)+1
2 t1t

α20(i−1)+2
2 · · · t1tα20i2

si2t2t
α20(i−1)+1
1 t2t

α20(i−1)+2
1 · · · t2tα20i1 .

The set R2 contains, for each i > 2, the elements

t1h
γ
i1
hβ1γ
i2

hγi1h
β2γ
i2

· · ·hγi1h
βµγ
i2

t2h
β1γ
i1

hγi2h
β2γ
i1

hγi2 · · ·h
βµγ
i1

hγi2 .

We let R = R1 ∪R2 and fix λ > 0 and µ > 0 so that the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 are

fulfilled. As usual, there are µ, α, βi and γ > 0 such that R satisfies the C ′′(λ, µ)-small

cancellation condition for the action of G on X .

Remark 9.4. In a setting of a proper action on a hyperbolic space, the C ′′(λ, µ)-condition

implies that the relator set is finite up to conjugation. For instance, as previously mentioned,

every classical C ′′(λ)-small cancellation group is finitely presented. In the above situation

the action of G on X is not proper. This allows for the choice of R under the C ′′(λ, µ)-

condition, even though R is not finite up to conjugation. Another example is the action
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of a free product on its Bass-Serre tree. In this case the C ′′(λ, µ)-condition corresponds

to the classical C ′′
∗ (λ)-condition over the free product, and one can indeed make infinitely

presented classical C ′′
∗ (λ)-groups over a free product.

Finally, by Theorem 1.3, the group G = G/⟨⟨R⟩⟩ has uniform uniform exponential

growth, and acts acylindrically on a hyperbolic space. By the choice of the set R1, the

group G is finitely generated. By the choice of the set R2, the group G is generated by

each of the sets Si. Moreover, the sets Si
i inject into G. Indeed, by construction the energy

L(Si
i) ⩽ 200δ for the action of G on X , for all i > 2. The claim then follows from Lemma

6.3(ii). This implies that G does not have the short loxodromic property, and concludes the

proof of Corollary 1.9.
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Universidad Complutense de Madrid, July 2023.

[Man10] Johanna Mangahas. Uniform uniform exponential growth of subgroups of the mapping class group.

Geometric and Functional Analysis, 19(5):1468–1480, 2010.

[MO19] Ashot Minasyan and Denis Osin. Acylindrically hyperbolic groups with exotic properties. Journal of

Algebra, 522:218–235, 2019.

[Sel97] Z. Sela. Acylindrical accessibility for groups. Inventiones Mathematicae, 129(3):527–565, 1997.
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