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UNIFORM GROWTH IN SMALL CANCELLATION GROUPS

XABIER LEGASPI AND MARKUS STEENBOCK

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*/(\)-small cancellation group, for sufficiently small X\, 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 §-hyperbolic C*/(\)-small cancellation groups of uniformly bounded entropy in

terms of § and the entropy bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a group with finite symmetric generating set U. The n-th product U™ is the
subset of elements g = uq -...-u,, € G suchthatuy,--- ,u, € U. We study the exponential
growth rate

w(U) := limsup 1 log |U™|
n—ooo M

where |U™| denotes the cardinality of the subset U™ C 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 £ > 0. The group G has &-uniform exponential growth if for
every finite symmetric generating set U of G, we have w(U) > £. A group has &-uniform
uniform exponential growth if every finitely generated subgroup is either virtually nilpotent
or has -uniform exponential growth. A group G has uniform exponential growth or uniform
uniform exponential growth if there is £ > 0 such that G has {-uniform exponential growth,
or £-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 £-uniform
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uniform exponential growth (folklore), as well as mapping class groups [AASO7,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(F;,) or cocompactly special cubulated CAT(0) groups
and generalisations of the latter [EMOO05, AASO7, GIN23, 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 (i, A)-small cancellation quotients in the sense of [DGO17, Definition 6.25]. More
precisely, this holds for sufficiently small A and sufficiently large i respectively. We refer
to the (u, \)-small cancellation as of C”(\, u)-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

A > 0 and p > 0 such that the following are equivalent.

(i) G has uniform uniform exponential growth.
(ii) Every C" (X, p)-small cancellation quotient of G has uniform uniform exponential
growth.
(iii) There is a C" (X, p)-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 § > 0. Let GG be a group acting by isometries on a J-hyperbolic metric space X.

Acylindricity. Let k, N > 0. The action of G on X is (k, N)-acylindrical if for every
pair of points x, y € X of distance at least «, the number of elements u € G moving each
of the points x, y at distance at most 100 is bounded above by V.

Small cancellation. Let R C 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 Y, C X. Let T(R) be the minimal translation length of the elements of R. The set R

satisfies the C” (\, p)-condition (see Definition 6.1 below) if

T(R) > pd and diam (Y;lr‘S N Yrt‘s) < MT(R), unless 7, = 3.
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In this case, the quotient by the normal closure of R is a C”'(\, u)-small cancellation

quotient of G.

Remark 1.2. The C” (), u)-condition is sensitive to the choice of X and the action of G. If
r1 and o € R are in the same maximal loxodromic subgroup, then r; = rfl. In addition,
for every r € R, the cyclic subgroup (r) is normal in the maximal loxodromic subgroup

containing 7.
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 A > 0 such that the
following holds. For every 6 > 0 and k > ¢ there is p > /9 with the following property.
Let G be a group acting (k, N)-acylindrically on a §-hyperbolic space.

(i) If G has &-uniform uniform exponential growth, then every C" (\, p)-small cancel-

£

lation quotient of G has &'-uniform uniform exponential growth, where £’ > 15s.

(ii) If there is a C" (A, p)-small cancellation quotient of G of -uniform uniform expo-

nential growth, then G has &' -uniform uniform exponential growth, where £’ > 1%
Moreover, every C" (X, u)-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 £ of such a C"”"(\, u)-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 d. 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 105 [Kou98, ALO6] or on the covering
constant of balls of radius 106 [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, if GG acts acylindrically on X and F is the maximal normal
finite subgroup in G, then G/ F has £-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 A and x on N can be
slightly relaxed. In fact A and y depend on the maximal cardinality of the finite normal
subgroups of loxodromic subgroups. In particular, there is a universal constant A 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 1 on IV, x and § is not a strong condition.
Indeed, the diameter of the intersection of the axis of two independent loxodromic elements
is controlled in terms of «, N, § and the injectivity radius. Thus, to prove that a set of
relators satisfies the C” (), p1)-condition, one usually considers relators of sufficiently large

translation length compared to x, N and § anyway.

1.2. Beyond shortloxodromics. 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 U™ 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 @ 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 () 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 (, IV)-acylindrically on a d-hyperbolic space and have -uniform uniform
exponential growth, for some uniform § > 0, k > §, N > 0 and £ > 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"'(\, u)-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”())-small cancellation condition. We refer to a group that admits such

a presentation as classical C”()\)-small cancellation group. These are C” (A, p1)-small
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cancellation quotients of free groups, where the parameter © = 0. If A < 1/6, a classical
C"()\)-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 & > 0 and Ao > 0 such that every classical C" (\)-small

cancellation group has &-uniform uniform exponential growth, for all 0 < X < Ag .

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 [dIHO0, p. 194].

Question 1.11. Is there a constant & > 0 such that every C"'(1/6)-small cancellation group
has £-uniform uniform exponential growth? Is there a constant £ > 0 such that every

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

Remark 1.12. The classical C”())-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’ (A, it)-small cancellation con-
dition. We expect, however, that this is possible, and thus that our results hold for classical

C’(\)-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 w(U) > alog(|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 A > 0 such that the following
holds. For every § > 0 and k > 6 there is 1 > Kk /6 with the following property. Let G be a
group acting (k, N)-acylindrically on a 5-hyperbolic space.

(i) If G has product set growth, then every C" (X, )-small cancellation quotient of G

has product set growth.
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(ii) If there is a C" (X, u)-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 of G are cyclic and if G is has product set growth
with constant a, then every C”' (A, u)-small cancellation quotient of G of Theorem 1.13(1)

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
d-hyperbolic groups. See [CS21]. Here a marked group (G, ¥) is d-hyperbolic if its Cayley
graph with respect to the generating set 3 is d-hyperbolic. In fact, the isomorphism class of
marked §-hyperbolic groups with product set growth with a uniform constant ¢ > 0 and
of uniformly bounded entropy is bounded by an explicit function in §, a and the entropy
bound [CS21, Proof of Theorem 3.1]. Thus Theorem 1.13 and Remark 1.14 applied to

classical C"’(\)-small cancellation groups yields the following.

Corollary 1.15. There is A\g > 0 such that for all 0 < A < Ay the following holds. Let
0, E > 0. The number of isomorphism classes of marked d-hyperbolic groups with an

entropy bounded by E and that admit a classical C"' (X\)—small cancellation presentation is

bounded by an explicit number M = M, F).

Note that the C” (\)—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 §-hyperbolic groups of uniformly bounded entropy
is bounded by a number that only depends on § 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 §-hyperbolic groups.

1.5. Strategy of proof. Let G act by isometries on X. The ¢*°-energy L(U) of a finite
subset U C G is defined by

L(U) = inf max |ux — z|.
zeX uelU
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If U = {g}, the {*°-energy coincides with the translation length of g. The following

example explains why the />°-energy is relevant in our context.

Example 1.16. If G is the fundamental group of a compact hyperbolic manifold, there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 — the Margulis constant — such that if U C G is a finite set with

L(U) < e, then the subgroup of G generated by U is virtually nilpotent.
If U C 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 C G is reducedatp € X if UNU ' = @

and for every pair of distinct uy,us € U U UL, the Gromov product satisfies
1 .
(u1p, ugp)p < 3 min{|u1p — pl, Juzp — p|} — 2500.

Remark 1.18. Roughly speaking, if a set U C 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 ¢ > 1 with the following property. Let
0 > 0andk > 0. Let G be a group acting (k, N)-acylindrically on a §-hyperbolic space.
Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset. Then one of the following holds:

(i) L(U) < 10* max{, 6}.

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

(iii) There is a reduced subset S C U°€ such that
1
1] > max{2, ~[U]}.
c

Moreover,

1
> — .
w(U) > 5-log|U]

Remark 1.20. The numbers ¢ and w(U) in Theorem 1.19 only depend on N, and not on
# as could perhaps be expected from [Fuj21, Proposition 2.10]. This eventually allows to

show that the small cancellation parameter A\ of Theorem 1.3 only depends on V.

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 6 > 0 and G act acylindrically on X . Geometric small
cancellation theory provides a universal constant § > 0 such that every C" (), j1)-quotient,

for appropriately chosen \ and j, acts acylindrically on a 6-hyperbolic space. Let U C G
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be a finite symmetric set that is not contained in an elliptic or virtually cyclic subgroup.
If L(U) > 10%5, 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 > 10*. Indeed, it may consist entirely of
torsion-elements and thus have energy < 10%5. 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(U™) > 10%5. We stress that the exponent n depends on the set U.

Let us apply Theorem 1.19 to U™. Since U is not contained in any virtually cyclic
subgroup, we obtain a reduced subset S in U“", which freely generates a free subgroup.
Next, we adapt a counting argument of [Coul3,CS22] for aperiodic words to prove that,
for every r > 1, the proportion of elements in S™ that contain a large part of a relator is
small compared to |S”| (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

w(U)

U)> ,
w(l) 2 —

see Lemma 8.1 below. Recall that ¢ 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™ 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, GAIH90].

2.1. Hyperbolicity. Let X be a geodesic metric space. Given z, 2’ € X we write |z — 2|
for their distance and [z, '] for a geodesic joining them. If Y C X is a subsetand z € X,
we write d(z,Y") = infycy |2 — y| to denote the distance from x to Y. Given € > 0, we let
Y*e ={z € X |d(z,Y) < &} be the e-neighbourhood of Y. The Gromov product of x,
y, z € X is defined by

1
(2,9): = gl =2l +ly — 2| = |z —y}.
Definition 2.1. Let § > 0. The space X is d-hyperbolic if it is geodesic and for every z, y,
z and t € X, the four point inequality holds, that is
(3;‘7 Z)t 2 min{(m, y)t7 (y7 Z)t} — 0.

From now on, we assume that the space X is -hyperbolic. Note that X is ¢’-hyperbolic
for every ¢’ > §. Without restriction we also assume that § > 0.

Hyperbolicity has the following consequences.

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

(z,y): < d(2,[z,9]) < (2,y): +40.
Lemma 2.3 ([ALO6, Lemma 2]). Leti € {1,2}. Let z;, y; € X. Then

+845 N [ +86)'

|21 — y1| + |22 — yo| < |21 — 22| + |y1 — yo| + 2diam([z1, y1] T2, Y]

Letk > land > 0. Let : [a,b] — X be arectifiable path with a,b € RU {—00, c0}.
The path  is a (k, 1)-quasi-geodesic if for all [a’, '] C [a, b],
length(y[a’, b']) < klv(a) — y(b)] + L.
Let L > 0. We say that v is a L-local (k, 1)-quasi-geodesic if any subpath of + of length at
most L is a (k, [)-quasi-geodesic.

Lemma 2.4 ((Coul4, Corollary 2.7]). Let~: I — X be a 1035-local (1, §)-quasi-geodesic.
Then:

(i) Foreveryt,t',s € I suchthatt < s <t', we have (y(t),y(t'))~(s) < 60.

(ii) For every x € X and for every y,y' € 7, we have d(x,7) < (y,y')z + 99.

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

1
= inf |gz — d g™ = lim ~|¢g"z—z|
lgll = inf lgz — 2|, and |lg||™ = lim —|g"z -z

The definition of ||g||” does not depend on choice of z. These two lengths are related as

follows, [CDP90, Chapitre 10, Proposition 6.4].
(D 91> < llgll < llglI™ + 164.
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 § > 0.

Definition 2.5. Let x, N > 0. The group G acts (k, N)-acylindrically on X if the following
holds: for every x,y € X with |z — y| > &, the number of elements u € G satisfying
|uz — | < 1000 and |uy — y| < 1006 is bounded above by N.

We write X for the boundary of X, see [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Définition 1.1]. We denote
by OG the set of all accumulation points of an orbit G -  in 9.X. This set does not depend
on the choice of the point z. A subgroup H of G is non-elementary if OH contains at
least 3 points, or equivalently if OH 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, 0 H is empty, or loxodromic, that is, 0H contains exactly 2 points.

Let H < G be a loxodromic subgroup with limit set 0H = {£,n}. The maximal
loxodromic subgroup containing H is the stabiliser of the set 9H . 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 x > § and that the action of

G on X is (k, 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 OH 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 x4 (h) — H*

that sends (f, g) to fg is an isomorphism, where ¢: (h) — Aut(F') is conjugation on F.
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For a loxodromic element g € GG, 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 ET(g)/F(g) generates the quotient.
The H-invariant cylinder, denoted by Cyy, is the open 205-neighbourhood of all 1034-

local (1, 0)-quasi-geodesics with endpoints £ and 7 at infinity.

Lemma 2.8 (Invariant cylinder; [Coul6a, Lemma 3.13]). Let H < G be a loxodromic
subgroup. Then Cy is invariant under the action of H and strongly quasiconvex. In

particular, Cy is 26-quasi-convex.
2.5. Fellow-traveling constant. The axis of g € G is the set
Ag={z € X ||gz — x| < gl + 83}

Remark 2.9. If g is hyperbolic, then Cy C A;sza. If ||lg||>° > 1036, then A, C C,,
[Could, Lemma 2.33].

Lemma 2.10 ((DGO8, Proposition 2.3.3]; [Coul4, Proposition 2.28]). Let g € G. Then A,

is 100-quasi-convex and {g)-invariant. Moreover, for every © € X,
lgll + 2d(z, Ag) — 100 < |gz — =] < [|g]| + 2d(z, Ag) + 100.

Let g € G be a loxodromic element and recall that E(g) is the maximal loxodromic
subgroup containing g. We write u ~, v if and only if u~'v € E(g), for every u,v € G.
In other words, u ~4 v if and only if uE(g) = vE(g). The fellow travelling constant of g
is

A(g) = sup{ diam(uA}>*° NvA??) : uv e G uggv}.

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

A(g) < K+ (N +2)]|g[|>° + 1000.
We also note the following fact:
Lemma 2.12. Let g € G with ||g||°® > 1038. Then, for all m > 1, we have :
A(g™) < A(g) + 1500.
Proof. By Remark 2.9, Agm C Cgm = Cy C Af5%°. Thus
A(g™) < diam (14;'72‘S N Aj;f‘jl) .

Quasi-convexity of A, now yields the claim, see [DGO08, Lemma 2.2.2 (2)]. U
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2.6. (>°-Energy. To measure the displacement of a finite subset of isometries U of X we

define the ¢*°-energy of U at x and the £°°-energy of U as
L(U,z) =max|uz —z|, and L(U)= inf L(U,x).
uelU zeX

The point z is almost-minimizing the (>°-energy of U if L(U,z) < L(U) + 6.

The translation length and the />°-energy are related as follows. For every g € U,
2) g™ < llgll < L(V).
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) > 1000, then U? contains a loxodromic isometry.

If U C 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 C G be a
finite symmetric subset containing the identity. Then one of the following hold:

(1) L(U) < 10%.

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

(3) w(U) > 155 log 3.

3. GROWTH OF MAXIMAL LOXODROMIC SUBGROUPS.

Recall that x > § and G acts (k, N)-acylindrically on the é-hyperbolic space X.

Proposition 3.1. Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g € G be a primitive

loxodromic element. Then, for everyn > 1,

U™ N E(g)| < 2N(@|(|Q4n + 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 C G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g € G be a loxodromic element.

Then, for everyn > 1,
L{U)

U™ N9 | < -5
gl

2n + 1.
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Proof. Letn > 1. Since U is symmetric,
U (g)|={ke€Z: ¢*cU"} <2{{keN\{0}: ¢"cU™}| +1.

Let k > 1 such that g* € U™. Then ||g¥||> < L(U™), see (2). By the triangle inequality,
L(U™) < nL(U). Hence,
k||oo
_ et L)
llgll=~ gl
This yields the claim. O

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) x4 (g) is isomorphic to E*(g). Letn > 1. Let Ej be a set
of representatives of F(g)/(g). Then
U"NE@g) =Y [U"nr{g].
r€Eq

First we estimate |Ey|. By definition, [E(g): E*(g)] < 2. As E*(g) = F(g) x4 (9),
we have [ET(g): (g)] = |F(g)|. By acylindricity, | F(g)| < N. Thus, |Ep| < 2N.

Now we estimate |[U™ N r(g)| for r € Ey. We may assume that U™ N r(g) is non-empty.

Then there exist s € U™ N r{g). In particular r(g) = s(g). Hence,
U™ Nr(g) | = U Ns(g)| = |s(s7U" N {g)| = [s7'U" N {g)].
Since U is symmetric, s~ € U™. Thus, s~*U"™ C U?". Therefore,

U N g)| < U N {g)].

By Lemma 3.2, the latter is bounded by %47; + 1. Consequently,

L)
lgll™

Combining the above estimates yields the claim. U

U™ Nrg)] < dn + 1.

Given U C G and a loxodromic element g € G, we fix a set of representatives U (g) of
the equivalence relation induced on U by ~, that is, u ~, v if and only if u=!v € E(g),

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

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

Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset. Let g € G be a primitive loxodromic element. Let

a0:2N<ﬁ;|(|{>28+1).

Then,
1
U(g)l = —U|.
ao



14 XABIER LEGASPI AND MARKUS STEENBOCK

Proof. Let u,v € U such that u ~, v. By definition, u~'v € E(g). As U is symmetric,
u~lv € U?. Therefore, v € u(U? N E(g)). Note that |u(U? N E(g))| = |U? N E(g)|.
Consequently, each u € U(g) has at most |U2 N E(g)| elements in its equivalence class.

By Proposition 3.1, [U? N E(g)| < ao, hence, the claim follows. O

4. REDUCED SUBSETS

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

U~ the set of the inverses of the elements of G.

Definition 4.1. Let o > 3§. A finite subset U C G is a-reducedatp € X it UNU ' = @

and for every pair of distinct uy,us € U U UL,
1 .
(u1p, uap)p < 3 min{|u1p — p|, |uep — p|} — o — 504.

Remark 4.2. If U C G is a-reduced at p € X, then |up — p| > 2(a + 500), for every
weUUUL

We clarify some vocabulary. Let U C 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 = uy - - - uy,
with u; € U U U~L. The number n is called the length of w, denoted by |w|;. We write
wy; = we to express letter-for-letter equality of words w; and wy over U LI U~1. The
natural homomorphism 1 : 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 ).
4.1. Broken geodesics. The next lemma is used to produce quasi-geodesics.

Lemma 4.3 (Broken Geodesic Lemma [AL06, Lemma 1]). Letn > 2. Let xq,- - - , x, be

a sequence of n + 1 points of X. Assume that
3) (i1, Tig1)e, + (Ti, Tigo)a,y, < |Ti— 21| — 30,
Sorevery i € [1,n — 2]. Then the following holds.

n—1 n—1
(i) |wo —an| > Z |zi — @ig1] — 2 Z(fifla Tit1)z; — 2(n — 2)4.
i=0 i=1
(it) (20,%n)z; < (Tj—1,2j11)z, + 26, forevery j € [1,n —1].
(iii) The geodesic [xg, x,] lies in the 50-neighbourhood of the broken geodesic v =
[0, 21]U- - -U[xp_1,zy], while v is contained in the r-neighbourhood of [xo, x],

where

r= sup (Ti—1,%it1)e; + 140.
1<ig<n—1
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We apply Lemma 4.3 as follows. Let « > 0 and let U C G be an a-reduced subset at
p€ X.Letn > 2. Givenaword w = uy - - - u,, € F(U), we fix
To=p, T1=wWp, T2 =UiU2p, -, Tp =UL" " Upp.

Then we have the following.

Proposition 4.4. Letn > 2 and let w = uy - - - u,, € F(U). Then

(i) (i1, Tig1)as +(Ti, Tig2) s, < |Ti—Tig1]|—2(a+500), foreveryi € [1,n—2].
> Sluip — pl + glunp — p| + 2(n — 1)(e + 400) + 4(n — 1)4,
(iii) (p,wp)s, < (ui_lp, Uit1P)p + 26, foralli € [1,n — 2].

(i) |wp—p| > %

Proof. Leti € [1,n — 2]. We have (z;_1,Zi+1)s, = (u; 'p,uis1p)p and |z; — z441] =

|p — wi+1p|. As w is reduced, ui_l # u;1q and u;ll # ;0. As U is a-reduced at p,
1 1 -1 |
(Ui b, Ui+1p)p < 5 Uit 1p —p| — =506, (uin, Uz‘+2p)p < ) \uin —p| —a—>504.

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

Applying (i) and Lemma 4.3 (i) to the sequence g, - - - , ,,, We obtain
n—1
lwp = p| = [urp = pl+ Y |uip = p| + |unp - pl
i=2
n—1
— (uy 'pyuap)p — > (g 'pyuigap)p + (uiyp wip)p] — (uptyp, unp)
i=2
—2(n —2)0.

Since U is a-reduced at p,
1 1 1 1
(ug P uzp)p < Glurp —pl — @ =508, (u;21p, unp) < 5 lunp — p| — a =508,

and by assertion (i) we have that

n—1 n—1
D (w7 pywiap)p + (upywip)y) < D luip — pl = 2(n — 2) (@ + 506).
i=2 i=2
This yields assertion (ii). Assertion (iii) follows directly from Lemma 4.3(ii). O

4.2. Quasi-isometric embedding of a free group. Recall that L(U, p) denotes the £>°-
energyof U C Gatp € X.

Proposition 4.5. Let U C G be an a-reduced subset at p € X. Then, for every w € F(U),

we have
2a)w|y < |wp —p| < LU, p)|w|u.

In particular, the natural homomorphism : F(U) — G is injective.
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Proof. Letw = uy - --u, € 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)
1 1
wp = pl > S lwap = pl + Slunp — pl +2(n = D)(a + ) + 26

Combined with Remark 4.2 this yields that |wp — p| = 2an. In particular, if w € F(U) is

non-trivial, then |wp — p| > 0 and w # 1 in G. In other words, ¢ is injective. O

4.3. Geodesic extension property. We prepare for running the counting argument of
[CS22, Section 3] for strongly reduced sets in our setting of a-reduced sets. For this purpose

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

Proposition 4.6. Let U C G be an a-reduced subset at p. Let w = uj - -+ Uy, and
w =uj---u,, betwo elements of F(U). Then U satisfies the geodesic extension property,
that is, if
, 1
(P, w'P)up < 5lump —pl,

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 LI U L.

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 u; = u, for every i € [[1,r — 1]. We let
q =i Up_1p = UL Up_gD

We show that min{(p, q)wp, (¢, wp')wp} > %|ump — p| + 6. Hyperbolicity then implies

the proposition. The definition of Gromov product implies that
@ (2 @wp = lwp—al = (p,wp)g, (g W'P)up = |wp — q] — (wp, w'p),.
We estimate |wp — g|, (p, wp),, and (wp, w'p),. Firstly, by Proposition 4.4 (ii),

1 1
(5) lwp —al 2 S lurp = pl+ Slump —pl+2(m —7)(a +9).
Next by Proposition 4.4(iii), and as U is a-reduced,

1

(6) (p,wp)q < 5 lurp = p-
Finally, we prove that

1
(7) (wp,w'p)q < 3 lurp = pl.



UNIFORM GROWTH IN SMALL CANCELLATION GROUPS 17

Indeed, if r — 1 = m’, then wp = ¢ and (7) holds. Let r — 1 < m’. By choice of r we have

that u, # w/.. For simplicity, denote
t=wu;--up and t =uj---ulp.

By hyperbolicity

min{ (¢, wp)q, (wp,w'p)g, (W'p,t)q} < (t,t")g +20 = (urp, uzp)q + 20.
Since U is a-reduced at p,

. ! / / 1 : /
®)  min{(t,wp)q, (wp, w'p)g, (W'p,t')g} < 5 min{lurp —pl, [urp — pl} —
We prove that the minimum of (8) is attained by (wp, w'p),. Indeed,
(tva)q = ‘q - t| - (qva)t
By definition, |¢ — t| = |u,p — p|. Recall that m > r + 1. By Proposition 4.4(ii),
. 1
(@ wp)e < (up"py ursap)p + 20 < Slurp —pf — .

Consequently, (¢, wp)q > %|urp — p| + «. Thus, the minimum of (8) cannot be attained by
(t,wp)q. Similarly, it cannot be attained by (w’p, t'),. This proves Equation (7). Finally,

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

4.4. Producing reduced subsets. Recall that the action of G on X is (x, N)-acylindrical
and that A(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/ ~4 where u ~4 v if and only
ifuv™t € E(g).

Proposition 4.8. Let o > 36. Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset containing a

loxodromic isometry g such that ||g||* > 1036. Let p € X. Let
2

Then for every b > by, the set S = { ug®u=' : u € U(g) } satisfies the following:
(1) S c U2,
(2) I5]=1U(g)l-
(3) Sis a-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 bg.
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Proof. The conclusions (1) and (2) are immediate. We now prove (3). By definition,
SNS~' =@. Leti € [1,2]. Letu; € U. Lete; € {—1,1}. Assume that u;¢°*°u; ' and
uzg°2Puy ! are distinct.

Case u; = uy. In this case, e, = —¢5. Let b = u1g1%u; . It is enough to prove that
—1 b [e%e}
(hp, A" p)p < 5 llgl|™ = @ = 500.

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

Case ui # ua. Then uq 944 uo, which means that ul_luQ ¢ E(g). By Lemma 2.10,

L(U,p) + 54.

N =

1
9) d(p, Ag) < 5lgp —pl +55 <
Now let z; = u;p and y; = u;¢°*p. We then have that
(10) diam([z1, y1]7%° N[22, 12]73) < A(g) + L(U, p) + 546.

Indeed, let o = d(p, A,) + 104, so that max {d(x;, u;Ay), d(yi, u;Ag)} < 0. As Ay is
104-quasi-convex (Lemma 2.10), the subset u,;A;r" is 20-quasi-convex. Consequently,
[, yi] C uiA;rU”‘s. Therefore, and by quasi-convexity, [DGOS, Lemma 2.2.2 (2)],
diam([z1, y1] 7 N[22, 2] %) < diam(ulA;'UHO‘s N uzA;‘THO‘S)
< diam(ur A0 N ug AF0) + 2(0 + 106) + 46
< A(g) + 2(0 + 100) + 40.

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

Finally, let s; = u;g%"u; '. We estimate (s,p, s2p),: by the triangle inequality,

3
(s1p, 82p)p < (|21 — y1] + w2 — Yol — |y1 — y2l) + §(|$1 —p|+ [x2 = p|).

1
2
Combining (10) with Lemma 2.3, we obtain

|1 = y1| + |22 — yo| — [y1 — y2| < |z1 — 22| +2(A(g) + L(U, p) + 546).
By the triangle inequality, |z, — 2| < 2L(U, p). We obtain that
(11) (s1p, s2p)p < A(g) +4L(U, p) + 540.

Finally, note that min {|s;p — p|, [sap — p|} = b||g||™ . By the choice of b,

1.
(81p7 S2p)p < 5 mln{|slp _p|) |82p _p|} — o= 5067

which shows that S is a-reduced. O
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5. PING-PONG IN POWERS OF U

We recall that N > 0, § > 0 and x > 0 and that G acts (k, N)-acylindrical on a
d-hyperbolic space. The goal of this section is to find a generating set of a free subgroup in

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

Proposition 5.1. Let C = 105(N + 1), let L > 200k and let U C G be a finite symmetric
subset such that L(U) < L. If U is not contained in an elementary subgroup there are
n>C3 8§ cyn and p € X such that

(1) S is a-reduced at p, for a = 2000,

(2) |S| = &|U"|,

(3) L(S,p) < L(U™, p) < 10°C3L.

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

We now prove this proposition. Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset that is not
contained in an elementary subgroup. Moreover, we let L > 200+ 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(U™) < 2L.

Proof. If L(U) > a, n = 1. Otherwise we proceed as follows. As U is not contained in
an elliptic subgroup, U™ contains a loxodromic element, for some m > 0. Then L(U")
is linearly growing in the exponent n > m. Thus we can pick n > 1 to be the maximal
number such that L(U"™!) < a. Then L(U™) > a, and L(U™) < 2L by the triangle
inequality. (]

If L(U) > 1006, then U 2 contains a loxodromic element [Kou98, Proposition 3.2].
We may choose this loxodromic element of length ||k||*° > 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 € U™ such that
L/4 < ||h]|°° and L(U™) < 4L.

In particular, h is loxodromic and ||h||*° < 4L.

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

L/2 < L(U™) < 2L.
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As L/2 > 1006, we obtain a loxodromic h € U?" of length ||h||>® > L/4. O

This implies the following. We let C' = 10%(N + 1).

Proposition 5.4. There are ny > C? and h € U™ such that
o L(U™) < 16C2L
e his loxodromic and ||h||>* > C*L

e forallm > 1, A(h™) < CL.

Proof. Letn and g € U™ be the loxodromic element of length ||g||*° > L/4 and ||g||*° <
4L given by the previous lemma. Let n; = 4C?n. The first assertion is by the triangle
inequality. Let i = ¢%C” € U™. The second assertion follows from the fact that ||g™||> =
m||g||°°. Finally let m > 0. By Lemmas 2.12 and 2.11, A(h™) = A(g402m) < Ag) +
1500 < (N +2)||g[|°° + & + 1036 + 1508 < CL. This proves the third assertion. O

Let ny and h € U™ be given by Proposition 5.4. As U is not contained in an elementary
subgroup, there is u € U such that & and uhu~! do not generate an elementary subgroup.
Moreover, g = h100q,10009,=1 520004, 10091100 ¢ 77330471 jq 3 primitive loxodromic
element and ||g||>® > C?L. See [Fuj21, Lemma 2.8]. Moreover, ||g||>*° < L(U3304m1) <
52864C? L. Thus, A(g™) < 52864C3 L, for all m > 1. This yields:

Proposition 5.5. There are ny > C? and h € U™ such that
o L(U™) < 52864C?L
e N is primitive, loxodromic and ||h||* > C*L

o forallm > 1, A(h™) < 52864C3L.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Letn; > C? and h € U™ be aloxodromic and primitive element
given by Proposition 5.5. Let n = Cny. As U™ is symmetric, it contains the identity,
hence, h € U™. Let S := {uh!**Cu=! | w € U"A)} € U andletp € X be a
point almost minimising the ¢*°-energy of U™. By Proposition 4.8, S is reduced at p and
|S| = |U™[h]|. Indeed, in our case, by choice of C, h and n,

2

bo = —
171>

(A(h) +4L(U",p) + 1046 + )
2
< @I (52864C°L + 4 - 52864C° L + § + 1046 + 2008) < 10°C
By Corollary 3.3, and as ||h||*® > L(U™)/52864C and C' > 10°N, we have that
1%
c?

As U is not contained in a finite subgroup the growth of U™ is linear in n. Thus |U"| > C?,

S| = |U"[h]] >

which implies that |S| > C. O
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Remark 5.6 (Proof of Theorem 1.19). Here L = L(U) > 10*x. Thus Lemma 5.3 holds
for n = 2. Then n; 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 d-hyperbolic space.

6.1. Loxodromic moving family. Let 2 be a set of pairs (H,Y), where H is a loxodromic
subgroup of G and Y = Cl its invariant cylinder. We further assume that .2 is invariant
under the action of G defined by g - (H,Y) = (gHg ™!, gY"). In this case we refer to 2 as

of a loxodromic moving family. The fellow travelling constant of 2 is
A(2, X) = sup{ diam(Y;72%° N Y;29) . (H,,Y}) # (Hy,Y2) € 2}.
The injectivity radius of 2 is
T(2,X)=inf{||h]] : he H—-{1},(H,Y) € 2}.

We denote K = (H | (H,Y) € 2)) and G = G/K. We denote by m: G — G the

natural projection and write g for 7(g) for short, for every g € G.

Definition 6.1 (Small cancellation condition). Let A > 0 and p > 0. We say that 2 satisfies
the C" (), p)-small cancellation condition if

(SCI) A(2,X) < \T(2,X),

(5C2) T(2,X) > ud.

In this case we say that G is a C"' (), p)-small cancellation quotient.

Remark 6.2. Let 2 be a loxodromic moving family under the C" (A, u1)-small cancellation
condition, where A < 1 and p > 103. Let (Hy,Y;) and (Hz,Ys) € 2. Condition (SC1)
implies that Y7 = Y5 if and only if H; = H,. Condition (SC2) implies that all elements in
the loxodromic subgroups H, for (H,Y') € 2, are loxodromic. Thus, the groups H are all
cyclic. Moreover, as 2 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 p > 0. Let % be the collection of cylinders Y = Cy such that
(H,Y) € 2. The cone of radius p over Y € %, denoted by Z,(Y), is the quotient of
Y x [0, p] by the equivalence relation that identifies all points (y, 0), for y € Y. The apex of
the cone Z,(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 ¥ the collection of apices of the cones over the

elements of % Let t: Y < Z,(Y") be the map that sends y to (y, p). The cone-off space
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of radius p over X relative to 2, denoted by X b= X »(Z2, X), is obtained by attaching
forevery Y € %/, the cone Z,(Y") on X along Y accordingto ¢: Y — Z,(Y'). There is a

natural metric on X p(Q) and an action by isometries of G' on X p» [Coul4, Section 5.1].

6.3. Quotient space. The quotient space of radius p over X relative to 2, denoted by
X, = X,(2,X), is the orbit space XP/K. We denote by (: Xp — X, the natural
projection and write Z for ¢(x) for short. Furthermore, we denote by 7" the image in X, of
the apices ¥'. We consider Yp as a metric space equipped with the quotient metric, that is
for every z,2’ € X,

7~ 7|5 = juf |he —a'|.

We note that the action of G on X ,» induces an action by isometries of G on Y,,.

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

Theorem 6.11 of [Coul4]. It is fundamental in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 6.3 (Small Cancellation Theorem [Coul4]). There exist positive numbers dg, 9,
Ay, po satisfying the following. Let 0 < § < g and p > po. Let G be a group acting by
isometries on a d-hyperbolic space X. Let 2 be a loxodromic moving family such that
A(2,X) < Apgand T(2, X) > 1007 sinh p. Then:
(i) Yp is a 8-hyperbolic space on which G acts by isometries.
(ii) Letr € (0,p/20). If for all v € V¥, the distance |x — v| > 2r then the projection
C: Xp — X, induces an isometry from B(z,r) onto B(Z,r).
(iii) Let (H,Y) € 2. If v € ¥ stands for the apex of the cone Z,(Y'), then the
natural projection m: G — G induces an isomorphism from Stab(Y)/H onto

Stab(v). O

Remark 6.4. The constants &, 6, Ao, po are independent of G, X, 2 or . Moreover dg
and A (respectively pg) can be chosen arbitrarily small (respectively large). We refer to dg,

8, Ao, po as the constants of the Small Cancellation Theorem.

Due to a standard rescaling argument, see for instance [Coul6b], we can assume that G,

X, 2 and ¢ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 6.3. This is explained in the next remark.

Remark 6.5. Let G be a group acting (k, N)-acylindrically on a d-hyperbolic space X .
Let 2 be a loxodromic moving family satisfying the geometric C”'(\, u)-small cancellation

condition for the action of G on X, where

1007 sinhp &
A< —2% andp>—0—rt .
1007 sinhp ¢ # 5 5
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We define a rescaling parameter
. [ do Ay
oO=minsy —, —— < (-
kA2, X)
Note that X is od-hyperbolic and the action of G on X is (ok, N )-acylindrical. Also,
06 < ok < g,

by the standing assumption that x > J. In particular, the action of G on X is (g, INV)-

acylindrical. In addition, we have

A(2,X) < oA (2,X) < A,

A(2, X)
)

Thus G, X and 2 satisfy the hypothesis of the Small Cancellation Theorem (Lemma 6.3).

T(2,X) > 0T(2,X) > omax {,u(;, } > 1007 sinh p.

From now on we assume that § < dg, p > po, G, X, and 2 satisfy the hypothesis of the
Small Cancellation Theorem (Lemma 6.3). We also assume that the action of G on X is
(k, N)-acylindrical, with k = dy. This is justified by Remark 6.5.

We now have the following useful results at our disposal.

Lemma 6.6 ([Coul6a, 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 m: G — G

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

Lemma 6.7 ([Coul6a, Proposition 5.17]). Let E be an elliptic subgroup of G acting on X.

Then the natural projection w: G — G induces an isomorphism from E onto its image.

Lemma 6.8 ([Coul6a, Proposition 5.18]). Let E be an elliptic subgroup of G for its action
on Yp- One of the following holds.
(i) There exists an elliptic subgroup E of G for its action on X such that the natural
projection : G — G induces an isomorphism from E onto E.

(ii) There exists D € ¥ such that E C Stab(D).

Lemma 6.9 ((CS22, Proposition 9.13]). Let U C G be a finite set such that L(U) < p/5.
If, for every T € ¥, the set U is not contained in Stab(T), then there exists a pre-image
U C G of U of energy L(U) < mwsinh L(U).

Lemma 6.10 (Greendlinger’s Lemma, [Coul8, Theorem 3.5]). Let x € X. Let g € G. If
g € K — {1}, then there is (H,Y) € 2 with the following property. Let yy an y; be the

respective projections of x and gx on'Y. Then

lyo — 1| > T(H, X) — 27 sinh p — 230.
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Remark 6.11. Lemma 6.10 is obtained from [Coul8, Theorem 3.5] after applying [Coul8,
Proposition 1.11], [Coul4, Proposition 2.4 (2)] and [Coul4, Lemma 2.31]. In [Coul8,
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 ([IDGO17, Proposition 5.33]). If the action of G on X is acylindrical, then so

is the action of G on X ,,.

Remark 6.13. If all elementary subgroups of G are cyclic and the action on X is (k, N)-
acylindrical, then the action of G on Yp is (%, N)-acylindrical, where & can be explicitly
computed in x and p, and N can be explicitly computed in N, x and p. See [DGO17, Proof
of Proposition 5.33] and [CS22, Proposition 9.9].

7. SHORTENING AND SHORTENING-FREE WORDS
Let 69 > 0, Ag > 0and Ly > 0, § < &g and o = 2000.

7.1. Shortening words. Let U C G be an a-reduced subset at a point p € X (Definition

4.1). Recall that 2 is a loxodromic moving family. We assume that
0< L(U,p) < Ly, and A(2,X) < Ag.
Givenw =wuy ---u, € F(U) and (H,Y) € 2, we fix
To=p, T1=wp, T2 ="UiU2p, -, Tp =ULl" " Unp,
and let y; be a projection of z;; on Y, for every i € [0, n].
Definition 7.1 (Shortening word). Let T > Ag+2Log+2236 and letw = uy - - - u, € F(U).

Let (H,Y) € 2. We say that w is a T-shortening word over (H,Y’) if the following holds:

(SD [yo —ynl >,
(S2) [zo — ol < %‘Ulp —p|—a,and |z, —y,| < %|Unp —p| -
A minimal T-shortening word over (H,Y') is a T-shortening word over (H,Y") none of

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

Remark 7.2. By the triangle inequality and the choice of 79, |zo — Zn| = |yo — yn| —

|zo — yo| — |xn — yn| > 0. In particular, 7-shortening words are always non-trivial.

We now collect some properties of 7-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 = uy - - - uy, be a T-shortening word over (H,Y') € 2. Then,
1 . .
|z —yil < 5 min{|uip — p|, [uit1p — pl} — a, foreveryi € [1,n —1].

Proof. Let i € [1,n — 1]. Let z be a projection of x; on [yo,y,]. Since Y is 106-
quasi-convex (Lemma 2.8), there exist z; € Y such that |z; — z]| < 116. By definition,

|z — yi| < d(z;,Y) + 0 < |z; — 2| + J. Thus, by the triangle inequality,
|zi — | < |wi — 2| + |20 — 20| + 6 < |z — 2] + 126.
By definition and Lemma 2.2,
|2; — 2| < d(@i, [y, yn]) < (Y0, Yn)a, + 46.

We claim that (yo, yn)z, < (Zo,Zn)z, + 20. By hyperbolicity,

min{ (2o, Y0)z,, (Y0, Yn)ai: (Yn, Tn)a, } < (To, Tn)a; + 26.
The minimum is attained by (yo, Y ). Indeed, by the triangle inequality, Proposition 4.4(ii)
and assumption (S2) of Definition 7.1,

(%0, Y0)a; = w0 — xi| — |T0 — Yol > %|Uz‘p —pl+2(i—1)(a+0)+a.

The estimate for (yy,, ©,,),, is similar. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.4(iii),

1.
(€0, n)a; < 5 min {[uip = pl, Juir1p = pl} = — 480.

Combining the estimates then yields the assertion of the lemma. (]

Proposition 7.4. Let w = u; - - - uy, be a T-shortening word over (H,Y) € 2.
(i) We have
T — 500

vl > T )

(ii) If w is a minimal T-shortening word over (H,Y'), then
T
lwly < — + 1.
«

Proof. We first prove (i). By the triangle inequality, |xg — 2| < L(U, p)|w|y. Since Y is
106-quasi-convex and |yg — yn| = 7 = 23§ (see [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Proposition 2.1])

|20 — 2l = |20 — Yol + Yo — Yn| + |yn — zn| — 465 > 7 — 504.

This proves (i), and we turn to (ii). Let w be a minimal 7-shortening word over (H,Y"). Let

w’' =y - up—1. By definition, |w|y = |w'|y + 1. By Proposition 4.4 (ii),

1 1
lw'zo — 0| = §\U1p —p|+ glunqp —pl+a(|w'ly = 1).
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By the triangle inequality,
/
|w'zo — 20| < |Tp-1 = Yn-1| + [Yn-1 — yo| + |yo — xo|.

By Property (S2),

zo — yo| < %|uip — p| — . By Proposition 7.3,

Tn—1 — yn71| <
|up—1p—p|—a. Asw’ is nota T-shortening over (H,Y"), we conclude that |y, 1 —yo| < 7.

Consequently, |w’| < Z. Thus, [w|y < = 4 1. 0

Proposition 7.5. Let (H1,Y1), (H2,Y2) € 2. Let w € F(U). If w is a T-shortening word
over both (H1,Y1) and (Hs,Y>), then (Hy,Y1) = (Ha, Y2).

Proof. Let w be a 7-shortening word over (Hy,Y7) and (Hs,Y>). By assumptions, it is
enough to show that diam (Y;72%° N Y,"2%) > A(2, X). By quasi-convexity, see [DG0S,
Lemma 2.2.2],

diam(Y;72%° N Y,729%) > diam(Y; 50 N Y,HE0) — 2L — 46

Leti € [1,2]. Let s; and ¢; be respective projections of p and wp on Y;. We claim that
51,1 € Y;PP N Y, 0 Indeed, by condition (S2) for w, we have that max{|p — s;|, |wp —
t;]} < Lo/2, hence, the claim. Thus, diam(Y; % N Y, °) > |s; — t;| > 7. By choice of
70, diam (Y7720 0 v,F2%) > A(2, X). O

Proposition 7.6. For every (H,Y) € 2, there are at most two minimal T-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) € 2. Let 9H = {n~,n*} and let v: R — X be a 103§-local
(1, 6)-quasi-geodesic from 1~ to n™. Let ¢ be a projection of p on y. We assume that
q = 7(0). Let .75,y be the set of 7-shortening words in F(U) over (H,Y"). Assume that
< (#,y) 1s non-empty, otherwise the statement is true. Let '7(2,1/) C S u,y) (respectively,
5”(}{,1,) C A m,y)) be the set of words w € .#{ 7,y such that wp has a projection () on
v with ¢ > 0 (respectively, ¢ < 0). We note that #(p7y) = 5’&7),) U Y(;{ﬁy).

Let wy,we € ‘ZJIF{’Y)' Without loss of generality, the projection of w;p on -y is closer to
0 than the projection of wap, thatis, 0 < ¢1 < t2. We prove that (p, wep)w,p < %|ump—p|.
Proposition 4.6 then implies that wy is a prefix of wsy. Thus, there is at most one minimal
7-shortening word over (H,Y) in y&y)' By symmetry, there is at most one minimal

7-shortening word over (H,Y) in .7,

(H,Y)? which yields the assertion.
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Let ¢; = y(¢1) and g2 = v(t2) be the respective projections of w;p and wap on 7. By
the triangle inequality,
(12) (P, w2p)w,p < |w1p — q1] + (w2p, p)g, -

Assume that wy = uy -+« U,
We note that |wip — ¢1| < %|ump — p| — @ 4+ 1006. Indeed, by definition, v € Y.
Consequently, |wip — ¢1] < d(wip,Y) 4+ 1004. Property (S2) of w; then implies the claim.
Next, we prove that (wap, p)g, < 290. Indeed, by definition

1
(WQP,P)ql = §(|w2p —qi| + |p — a1] — |wap — p|).

Since ws is a 7-shortening word over (H,Y"), the property (S1) implies |g2 — g| > 7 > 234.
By 104-quasi-convexity of Y, [CDP90, Chapitre 2, Proposition 2.1],

|wap — p| = |wap — q2| + g2 — q| + |¢ — p| — 466.
As (g2, 9)4, < 66 (Lemma 2.4 (i),

lgo —ql = |leo — 1| + a1 — a] — (92, Dy = a2 — 1| + |1 — ¢| — 60.

Note that here we have used that 0 < ¢; < to. By the triangle inequality, |wop — ga| >
>

|wap — q1]| — g2 — q1], so that |wep — p| = |wap — q1| + |1 — p| — 58. Consequently,
(wap,)q, < 290, as claimed.

Plugging the two estimates into (12) finishes the proof. U
7.2. The growth of shortening-free words. Here we count shortening-free words.

Definition 7.7 (Shortening-free word). Let w = uy - - - u,, be an element of F(U). Let
(H,Y) € 2. We say that w contains a T-shortening word over (H,Y) if w splits as
w = wowiws, where wy is a 7-shortening word over (H,Y). We say that w is a 7-
shortening-free word if for every (H,Y) € 2, the word w does not contain any 7-shortening

word over (H,Y'). We denote by F'(7) C F(U) the subset of T-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 By (n) C F(U) be the ball

of radius |w|r < n, where n > 0. Note that Byy(n) = (UU U~ U {1})" whenn > 1.

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

Lg. There is 71 depending on Lo, Ao and § such that, for all T > 1 and for all n > 0,

[F'(7) N By(n+ 1)| = [U||F(7) 0 Bu(n)].
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In particular, |F (1) N By (n)| = |U|™.

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 a-reduced subsets.

Remark 7.9. As a semi-group F(U) is generated by V = U LU L. 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={weFU): w=wu,w € F(r),ucULU .

For every (H,Y') € 2, we denote by Z(p7yy C Z the set of elements w € Z that split as

w = wiwe, where wy € F(7) and wy is a 7-shortening word over (H,Y).
Lemma 7.10. The set Z is contained in the disjoint union of F (1) and U(H Yyeo Z(HY)-

Proof. By definition, F'(7) and U(H’Y)e_@ Z g,y are disjoint. Let w € Z — F'(7). Then
there is wyg € F(r) and w € U U U~! such that w = wou. Moreover, w contains 7-
shortening word over some (H,Y) € 2 that we call w,. By definition, wy cannot be a

subword of wq. Hence, ws is a suffix of w. Therefore, w € Z( HY) O

Letn > 0. Lemma 7.10 implies that

(13) |F(t)NBy(n)| > |ZnNBy(n)|— Z |Z(a,yy N By (n)|.
(H,Y)e2

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. Foreveryn >0, |Z N By(n+ 1)| = (2|U|)|F(7) N By(n)|.

We now let 7 = Ag + 2L + 2235, 7 > 70, b = [ 572 + 2] + 1,and M = W%WJ

0

Lemma 7.12. For everyn > 0,
Y | Zuyy N Bu(n)| < 22U [F(r) N By(n— M)|.
(H)Y)e2
Proof. Let 2, be the set of (H,Y) € £ for which there is a 7-shortening word in F(U)
over (H,Y'). We have,

Z |Z(m,yy N By(n)| = Z |Z(m,yy N By (n)|.

He2 (H,Y)EZo
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Claim 7.13. |Z(s; vy N By(n)| < 2|F(7) N By(n — M)

, for every (H,Y') € 2,.

Proof. Let (H,Y) € Zy. Letw € Zyy) N By(n). Since w € Z(yy), there are
wy € F(7) and a 7-shortening word ws over (H,Y") such that w = wyws. In particular,
|w1]|y = |w|y — |we|y. By Proposition 7.4 (i),

7 — 500
Ly

|’LU2|U> > M > 0.

Therefore, wy € F'(7) N By(n — M). As w € Z, no proper prefix of ws is a 7-shortening
word. By Proposition 7.6 there are most 2 possible choices for ws. In total, there are at

most 2| F'(1) N By (n — M)| choices for w. This proves our claim. O
Claim 7.14. |2,| < (2|U])®

Proof. As|U| = 2, |By(b)| < (2|U])°. Consequently, it suffices to show that there exists
an injective map x: 2y — By (b). Let (H,Y) € 2, and let w be a 7-shortening word
over (H,Y). As T > 79, w is a 7g-shortening word over (H,Y") as well. Let w’ be
the shortest prefix of w that is a 7g-shortening word over (H,Y"). In particular, w’ is a
minimal 7y-shortening word over (H,Y"). We define x(H,Y) = w’. Since o = 2000, by
Proposition 7.4 (ii), |w’|y < b. By Proposition 7.5, there is at most one (H,Y") € 2 such

that w’ is a 7o-shortening word over (H,Y"). Hence  is well-defined and injective. O
The desired estimation is obtained from the two claims above. (]

Let e € (0,3/4) be an auxiliary parameter. Given ¢, we fix

&

2(1—e)¢’

Lemma 7.15. For every € € (0,3/4) and b > 1, there is My > 0 with the following

v=(1-¢)2U|, ¢&€=202|U|)° ando=

property. If (U| > 2, then for every M > My, we have
1
o S
Proof. Let M > b. A computation yields

log (m/lM) < (b— M)log(2|U]) — Mlog(1 — &) — 10g<4(185)).

Since M > band |U| > 2, we have (b — M) log(2|U|) < (b — M) log 4. Therefore,

1 €
< — _ _ & ).
log (al/M) < —Mlog4 +log(1 —¢)] + blog4 10g<4(1 — €)>

We put

— &

d1:b10g4—log<1€ ) dy = log 4 + log(1 — ¢).

Asb>1lande € (0,3/4),dy > 0and dy > 0. If M > 4L, then log (1) < 0. O
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Proof of Proposition 7.8. Let My > 0 be given by Lemma 7.15. We let
71 = max{7y, Lo(My + 1) + 5050}

and note that 7; depends only on Ly, €, b and §y. Recall that |U| > 2, that 7 > 7 and that

T — 5050
Lo '

9

v= (=D, =201, o= g

and M = {
In particular, M > M. For every n > 0, we let
e(n) = |F(7) A Bu(n)|.

We must prove that for every n > 1, ¢(n) = ve(n — 1). We prove this by induction.

First note that ¢(1) > v. Indeed, as By (1) > 2|U]|, it suffices to show that By (1) C
F(7). Let w € F(7) then, by Proposition 7.4 (i), |w|y > %. By choice of 7,
|w|y > 1. This proves our claim.

Next let n > 1 and assume that c¢(m) > ve(m — 1), for every m € [1,n]. We claim that
¢(n+ 1) > ve(n). Indeed, by (13),

cn+1)=ZNBy(n+ 1= > |Zuy)NBuln+1)].
(HY)e2

It follows from Lemma 7.11 and Lemma 7.12 that
e(n+1) = 2[Ule(n) —€e(n+1— M).

The induction hypothesis implies that c¢(n — k) < v~*¢(n), for every k > 0. Note that
M —1 > 0. Letting k = M — 1, we obtain

c(n+1)> (1 - 2%@”) @2|U)e(n).

Recall that v = (1 — €)2|U|. In addition, Lemma 7.15 yields that &+ < 0. Now

& _s1-9@U) e _e__
2|U| 2|U| 26(1—¢) 2
This proves our claim. Fixing ¢ = 1/2 implies the proposition. U

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 a-reduced sets.

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

Lemma 7.16. Let 7 > Ag + 5Lg. Let w = wuy---uy, be an element of F(U). Let
(H,Y) € 2. Let yo and y,, be respective projections of p and wp on' Y. If |yo — yn| > T,

then w contains a (T — 3Lg + 40)-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 a-

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

Proof. Let v be a geodesic from p to wp and let z; be a projection of x; on . We first
claim that the points zg, 21, 22, . . ., 2y, lie in this order on ~y going from zy = p to z,, = wp.

Indeed, if ¢+ > 0, by Proposition 4.4(iii)
(0, %i) e, = i — wig1]| — (To,Tig1)z, = [P — Ui1p| — (Tim1, Tig1)e, — 20
1
> i\p — wip1p| + o = (5, Tig2)a,,, + 20+ 26.

If z; 41 lies before z; on +, then hyperbolicity, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 4.4(iii) implies

that
(0, %)z 1 < |Zig1 — Tig1| +26 < (20, Tn)asyy + 60 < (T4, Tig2)z,,, + 80.

Combined with the previous estimate this yields that o < 36, a contradiction.

Next recall that yo, y; and y,, are projections of xg = p, u1 - - - u;p = x; and wp = X,
respectively, on Y. Assume that |yo — y,| > 7. Since Y is 10d-quasi-convex (Lemma 2.8)
and 7 > 236, there are y), y), € 7Y such that max{|yo — ¥}l |yn — ¥l |} < 460. Up to
permuting y(, and y,, we assume that p, ¥, y,, and wp are ordered in this way along . In
particular, there are ¢ < j < n—1suchthaty) € [2;, zi+1] C Y and y, € [25, 2j41] C Y-
Let wg = uy - - - u;41 and take the word w; such that wow; = uy - --u;. We prove that
wy is a (21 — 2Lo — 58)-shortening word over (wy, ! Hwg, wy 'Y). Property (S2) follows
from Proposition 4.4(iii). Indeed, this implies that d(x; 12, V) < %|ui+2p —p| — a— 480,
hence, that d(2;42,Y) < &|u;2p — p| — c. The argument for ; is similar. It remains to

estimate |y; 41 — y;|. By the triangle inequality,

[Yit1 — yil = [vo — Ynl — Yo — Yis1| — lyn — y;l,
o — yir1| < lvo — w0l + o — i1 | + |zit1 — vigal,

Y = Yil < [yn = ynl + |y — 23] + 25 — y51-
Since yp € (u1 -+~ wi)[p, uir1p) and yy, € (ur -+~ uj)[p, uj41p],
max{|yg — i1, [y, — 25} < L(U,p) < Lo.
It follows from Property (S2) that,

L(U,p) —a+20 < %Lo—oﬂr%.

| —

max{|z;r1 — yiy1l, |z —y;|} <

Combining the previous estimations, |y;41 — y;| > 7 —3Lo +46 > Ao +2Lo +45. O
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Let 71 be the constant of Proposition 7.8 depending on Ly, Ay and dy. Recall that
71 = Ag + 3L and let p > max{po, log(2[271 + 2309] + 1)}. In addition, we recall that
T(2,X) > 1007 sinhp, that K = (H | (H,Y) € 2)) and that G = G/K.

Proposition 7.17. There exists 7o > T1 depending on 6y, Lo and A with the following
property. The restriction of the natural homomorphism F(U) — G to the subset of T>-

shortening-free words is an injection.

Proof. We put 7o = 71 + 2Lg + 59. Let wy, we € F(U) be two 7o-shortening-free words
such that wywe € K. Assume that wiws # 1 in G. By Greendlinger’s Lemma (Lemma
6.10), there is (H,Y') € 2 and projections yp and y on Y of p, and w; wop respectively,

such that

lyo — ya2| > T(H, X) — 27 sinh p — 230.

By definition, T'(H, X) > T(£2, X) > 1007 sinh p. By choice of p,
lyo — y2| > 271.

Let y; be a projection of w;p on Y. Note that w; Ly, and wy Ly, are projections of p and
wap ON wl_lY. Also, (wl_lel, wl_lY) € 2. Since w; and wsy are To-shortening-free
words, it follows from Lemma 7.16 that max {|yo — y1], |y1 — y2|} < 71. By the triangle

inequality, |yo — y=2| < 27;. This is a contradiction, hence, wywy = 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 &, 8, Ag, po, and that X is d-hyperbolic, for § < dg.
Moreover, G acts (k, N)-acylindrically on X, where x = dy. For convenience, let

7 sinh 10%

d that - 10%5.
107200 and that pg > 510

dp <

We fix L = 27 sinh 10*6 + &y and note that L > 200x. Let U C 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 = 105(N +1),n > C3, 5 C U and p € X be given
by Proposition 5.1, so that

(1) S is a-reduced at p, for a = 2000,
2 |S| = &=|U",
(3) L(S,p) < L(U",p) < 10°C°L.

Moreover, |S| > C. Note that C' > 0 depends on N but not on the choice of U.
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We let Lo = 10°C3L and let 7, be the constant of Proposition 7.8 depending on Lg, Ag
and dp. Let p = max {po, log(2[2m + 23d0] + 1)}, so that Proposition 7.17 holds. Note
that p depends on NV, but not on the choice of U or .S, and also not on « or 4.

Recall that K = (H | (H,Y) € 2)) and G = G/K. Moreover, U is the image of a set

U C G under the natural projection 7: G — G. The following is our key observation.

Lemma 8.1. Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity such that
L(U) < L. If U is not contained in an elementary subgroup, then

w(T) > 7(U).
Proof. To estimate w(U) we proceed as follows. Let 7 > 1. Since U is symmetric and con-
tains the identity, Bg(r) C C U0 Let To > 71 be the constant given by Proposition 7.17
and let F'(12) C F(U) be the set of 72-shortening-free words. We have that

107 nr

[T 7 = [Bs(r)] = [F(r2) N Bs(r)]-
By Propositions 7.17 and 7.8,
[F'(12) 0 Bs(r)| = [F(2) N Bs(r)| = |S]".

Combining these estimates, we get

_ 107nr 1
w(U) = h:ri}sup 07 log | | > 107 log | S|
Lety = 41332([5’;). If n < v, thenas |S| > C,
_ 1
w(U) > 107 log|S| > 108(J.1(U).

If n > ~, we use that | S| > 45 |U"|. By Fekete’s inequality, |S| > 4 2-2m(U) Thus

— 1 1 1
> - — R
w() = 07 <w(U) n?log(C)) > 108w(U)
Altogether, this shows that w(U) > tt=w(U). O

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

then G has &'-uniform uniform exponential growth where £’ > & /108,

Proof. Let U C G be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity and denote I' = (U).
Recall that 7" denotes the set of apices of the cone-off space X p- Also recall that the
quotient space Yp is 6-hyperbolic (Lemma 6.3 (i)) and the action of T on Yp is acylindrical
(Lemma 6.12). There are two cases:

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

that T is elliptic. If ' < Stab(v), for some ¥ € 7, then let (H,Y) € 2 such that v is
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the apex of the cone Z(Y). The natural projection 7: G' — G induces an isomorphism
Stab(Y)/H = Stab(v) (Lemma 6.3 (iii)). Since the moving family 2 is loxodromic, H
has finite index in Stab(Y"). Hence T is finite, in particular virtually nilpotent.

Thus we may assume that I does not stabilise any point @, for every ¥ € #. Then
there is an elliptic subgroup E C G such that the natural projection 7: G — G induces
an isomorphism £ —» T (Lemma 6.8). Since G has ¢-uniform uniform exponential
growth, the subgroup F is either virtually nilpotent or has &-uniform exponential growth. In
combination with the isomorphism F' = T, we deduce that I either is virtually nilpotent
or has £-uniform exponential growth.

Case 2. T is non-elementary. If L(U) > 105, then w(U) > 1tz log2 by Lemma
2.14. Otherwise, L(U) < 10%*5. As T is not elementary, U is not contained in Stab(%),
for every 7 € 7. As 10%*§ < p/5, there exists a pre-image U C G of U of energy
L(U) < msinh10*6 (Lemma 6.9). Without loss of generality, we may assume that U
is symmetric and contains the identity. Since " is non-elementary for the action on X ,,
the subgroup I' is non-elementary for the action on X (Lemma 6.6). By Lemma 8.1,

w(U) > 1sw(U) > 155 This completes the proof of our theorem. O

Theorem 8.3 (Theorem 1.3 (ii)). Let & > 0. If G has &-uniform uniform exponential growth,

then G has &'-uniform uniform exponential growth, where & > £/108.

Proof. Let £ > 0. Assume that G has &-uniform uniform exponential growth. Let U C G
be a finite symmetric subset containing the identity and denote I' = (U). Then I falls
exactly in one of the following two cases.

Case 1. I is elementary. If T" is loxodromic, it is virtually nilpotent. If I" is elliptic, then
I" and T are isomorphic (Lemma 6.7). Since G has &-uniform uniform exponential growth,
the subgroup I is either virtually nilpotent or has &-uniform exponential growth. Thus I is
either virtually nilpotent or has &-uniform exponential growth.

Case 2. T is non-elementary. 1f L(U) > 10*6y, then w(U) > 14z log 2 by Lemma
2.14. If L(U) < 10%6p, then by Lemma 8.1, w(U) > 15sw(U). As T is non-elementary,
w(U) > 0. In particular T is not virtually nilpotent. Since G has ¢-uniform uniform

exponential growth, w(U) > €. By definition, w(U) > w(U) > &. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let A < ﬁs‘;nhp and p > %ﬁi“hp -&£. By the choice of p above,
A depends on 1/N, and pon N, k and 4, 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 @ > 0 such that for all finite symmetric subsets U that are not in a virtually nilpotent
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subgroup, we have that w(U) > alog(|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 C G such that L(U) > 10*§
be a non-empty symmetric set. Then T contains a loxodromic isometry. Thus there is
n > 0, that does not depend on the choice of U, such that L(U™) > 10%%. 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 § and %. 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 (H;) be a family of 2 generated
groups with arbitrarily large torsion balls. More precisely, we let the group H; be generated

by Si := {si,, i, } and assume that all elements in (S; U S; ') are torsion elements.

Example 9.1. The free product H; * Hy * - - - x H; - - - does not have the short loxodromic
property for every acylindrical action on a hyperbolic space. Indeed, all elements in
(S;uS; 1) are torsion elements. Thus there is no uniform upper bound 7 such that ST

contains a loxodromic element.

By [CS22], see Example 1.8, we assume the following. Let £ > 0, N > 0,x >0, >0
and &-hyperbolic spaces X; such that, for all i > 0,
(1) the group H; acts (k, N)-acylindrically on X,
(2) the group H; has £-uniform uniform exponential growth,

(3) every loxodromic subgroup of H; is cyclic.

Remark 9.2. The energy L(S!) < 2005. Indeed, if L(S!/?) > 1005, then S’ contains
a loxodromic isometry by Proposition 2.13. This contradicts the choice of S;. Thus

L(Sf/ 2) < 1000 and the triangle inequality implies the claim.

Let
G={(t1)*(to) * Hy« Hy*--- % H;--- .

Then G has £-uniform uniform exponential growth. Moreover, there is a §-hyperbolic space
X on which G acts (k’, N)-acylindrically, where £’ = k + 2004. This space is a tree of
the spaces X; that is constructed as follows. We let Xy = {20} and X; = {x;} be a space
consisting of one point, and define H; = (¢1) and Hy = (t2). Fori > 2, let z; € X; be

a point almost minimising the energy of Si. We denote by (X;, ;) the space X; with the
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fixed base point x;. Let T be the Bass-Serre tree of G. For each coset (i.e. vertex of T')
gH; we take a copy of (X, z;) that we denote by (X7, z7). We build X from the disjoint
union of the spaces (X7, z7) by adding a segment (hz?, x?h) if and only if (¢H;, ghH);)

is an edge of 7. We furthermore assume that the segments (hz?, x? h) in X have length
1009. We observe that X is a §-hyperbolic metric space, that G acts by isometries on X
and that there is a G-equivariant projection from X onto 7'. Moreover, the action is indeed

(k 4 2000, N)-acylindrical.

Remark 9.3. Let ¢ > 2. Then there are two independent loxodromic elements h;, , h;,
of H; such that |h;,z; — x;| < 10°6. In particular, ||k, || < 10°6. Indeed, recall that
L(S;) < 1006. By Lemma 5.2 there is n; > 0 such that 1006 < L(S;"") < 2000. Thus

there is a loxodromic element £, in SZZ" [Kou98, Proposition 3.2]. Moreover,
4008 > L(S7™) = |hi,x; — x4] — 6.

As S; generates H; there is s; € S; such that h;, = s;h;, s, L and h;, do not generate an

elementary subgroup. In other words, h;, and h;, are independent.

Next we define a set of relators R. We let {h;,, h;, } be two independent loxodromic
elements of H;, i > 2 such that ||h;, || < |hs,x; — ;] < 10°0. See Remark 9.3.
Let & > 0 and let @ > p, B; > 0 and «y be positive numbers. We then define R; to be

the set of the following elements of G for each ¢ > 2 the set R; contains the elements

@20(i—1)+1

s b1t tltg’zo(i_l)H o

t1t12120z

SiztQt?QO(ifl)Jrthtzlx%(if1)+2 119200

The set R5 contains, for each 7 > 2, the elements

t1hY WP RY RO Y B

112 1112 21 12

toh VL RV RY - R

2 7?1

We let R = Ry U Ry and fix A > 0 and o > 0 so that the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 are
fulfilled. As usual, there are u, o, 8; and v > 0 such that R satisfies the C”(\, u1)-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” (X, 11)-condition
implies that the relator set is finite up to conjugation. For instance, as previously mentioned,
every classical C"(\)-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"' (X, u)-

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” (), 11)-condition corresponds
to the classical C?/ (\)-condition over the free product, and one can indeed make infinitely

presented classical C%/ (\)-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 R;, the
group G is finitely generated. By the choice of the set Ry, the group G is generated by
each of the sets S;. Moreover, the sets Sf inject into G. Indeed, by construction the energy
L(S?) < 2006 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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