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RELATIVELY HYPERBOLIC GROUPS WITH PLANAR

BOUNDARIES

G. CHRISTOPHER HRUSKA AND GENEVIEVE S. WALSH

Abstract. In this article, we prove a version of Martin and Skora’s con-
jecture that convergence groups on the 2–sphere are covered by Kleinian
groups. Given a relatively hyperbolic group pair (G,P) with planar
boundary and no Sierpiński carpet or cut points in its boundary, and
with G one ended and virtually having no 2–torsion, we show that G is
virtually Kleinian. We also give applications to various versions of the
Cannon conjecture and to convergence groups acting on S2.

1. Introduction

Gehring and Martin introduced the notion of a convergence group in
[GM87] in order to describe the topological dynamics of Kleinian groups
and, more generally, discrete quasiconformal groups of homeomorphisms of
Sn. Later, Freden and Tukia independently proved that any word hyperbolic
or relatively hyperbolic group acts as a convergence group on its boundary
[Fre95, Tuk94]. In general, it can be difficult to determine which groups have
a particular topological space as their boundary. Very few cases are known.
Famously, a relatively hyperbolic group with boundary S0 must be virtu-
ally cyclic [Fre45, Hop44], and a relatively hyperbolic group with boundary
S1 is always virtually Fuchsian [Tuk88, Gab92, CJ94]. Whether all hyper-
bolic groups with boundary S2 are virtually Kleinian is a well-known open
problem, known as the Cannon conjecture [Can91].

In this article, we examine relatively hyperbolic groups with planar bound-
ary, establishing that they are virtually Kleinian in many cases. We explic-
itly assume, in the following result, that the boundary does not contain a
Sierpiński carpet, which rules out the case of groups with S2 boundary.

Theorem 1.1. Let (G,P) be a relatively hyperbolic group pair with planar

boundary ∂(G,P). Assume that ∂(G,P) is connected with no cut points and

does not contain a Sierpiński carpet, and that G is one ended and virtually

has no 2–torsion. Then G is virtually Kleinian.

Although the boundary in Theorem 1.1 is assumed to be planar, we do not
assume that the action on the boundary extends to an action on S2. There
exist groups whose boundaries embed in S2 but for which the action does
not extend to S2. In these cases, one must pass to a finite index subgroup to
obtain a Kleinian group [KK00, HST20]. Additionally, it is easy to construct
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examples with cut points where the conclusion of this theorem does not hold,
so the cut point hypothesis is necessary (see [HWa, §4]).

Even though G is shown to be virtually Kleinian in Theorem 1.1, the
parabolic subgroups of the Kleinian representation may be different from the
given ones. For instance, there exist geometrically finite convergence groups
on S2 whose peripheral subgroups are closed hyperbolic surface groups.

Haïssinsky [Haï15] proves the special case of Theorem 1.1 in which G is
hyperbolic and P is empty. As in [Haï15], our proof depends on a hierarchical
finiteness theorem of Louder–Touikan [LT17]. In our case, the elementary
hierarchy in question involves splittings over finite, parabolic, or loxodromic
subgroups, as described in Section 6. In [HPW], relatively hyperbolic group
pairs with Schottky set boundary are studied and many are shown to be
covered by Kleinian groups and furthermore classified.

A conjecture of Martin–Skora states that every convergence group of
homeomorphisms of S2 is covered by a discrete subgroup of Isom(H3) [MS89,
Conj. 6.2]. A covering of convergence groups is a certain type of equivariant
quotient map; see Sections 2 and 3 for definitions and discussion of conver-
gence groups and coverings. The following relative version of the Cannon
conjecture is a special case of Martin–Skora’s covering conjecture. Note that
this conjecture is slightly different than the conjecture studied in [GMS19].

Relative Cannon Conjecture. Let (G,P) be a relatively hyperbolic group

pair whose Bowditch boundary is homeomorphic to S2. Then G acts properly,

isometrically, and geometrically finitely on H3.

In this paper, we prove a different version of Martin–Skora’s covering
conjecture:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic and G has a finite

index subgroup containing no element of order two. Assume the boundary

M = ∂(G,P) is planar and the action of G on M extends to a faithful

convergence group action on S2.

If M does not contain an embedded Sierpiński carpet (or if the relative

Cannon conjecture is true) then the action of G on S2 is covered by a

Kleinian action on Ĉ. If, furthermore, each member of P is virtually abelian,

then the action of G is topologically conjugate to a Kleinian action on Ĉ.

The above theorem is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1. How-
ever, the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2 are more general than those of The-
orem 1.1; it applies even if G is multi-ended or if the boundary has cut
points. For instance, a relatively hyperbolic group whose planar boundary
contains parabolic cut pairs is discussed in [GP01, §3.4, Example 1] and
[HWa, Prop. 4.4]. According to [GP01], the action of this group on its
boundary extends to S2 but has parabolic subgroups that are virtually free
(and thus this action is not Kleinian). Theorem 1.2 implies that this action
on S2 is covered by a Kleinian action.
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Kleinian groups have only virtually abelian parabolic subgroups. In order
to prove Theorem 1.2, we establish the following result, which allows us to
remove hyperbolic subgroups from the peripheral structure while still acting
as a convergence group on S2. The techniques in the proof may be applicable
to other situations.

Theorem 1.3. Let (G,P) be a relatively hyperbolic group pair whose action

on its planar boundary M = ∂(G,P) extends to a convergence group action

on S2. Let P ′ be a subset of P closed under conjugation and containing all of

the non-hyperbolic members of P. Then the boundary ∂(G,P ′) is also planar

and the action on this boundary extends to a convergence group action on S2

that covers the action of (G,P) on S2.

Theorem 1.2 has the following consequence relating the Cannon and rel-
ative Cannon conjectures:

Theorem 1.4. The Cannon conjecture for torsion-free groups is equivalent

to the relative Cannon conjecture for torsion-free groups.

The proof of Theorem 1.4 depends on a result of Groves–Manning–Sisto
[GMS19] and can be found in Section 8, where we also relate the Cannon
conjecture to the geometrically finite case of Martin–Skora’s covering con-
jecture.

As mentioned above, the proof of Theorem 1.1 depends on Theorem 1.2.
However, it also uses the following theorem, which deals with graphs of
virtually Kleinian groups in the case that the fundamental group of the
graph of groups is not known to act on S2. The proof of this theorem
depends on Wise’s virtually compact special theorem [Wis21] as well as a
residual finiteness result due to Huang–Wise [HWb]

Theorem 1.5. Let G be the fundamental group of a graph of groups where

each vertex group is virtually Kleinian. Let (Mv , Pv) be the pared 3–manifold

corresponding to the finite index torsion-free Kleinian subgroup Hv of the

vertex group Gv. For each vertex v, suppose the adjacent edge spaces map

onto a collection of disjoint incompressible annuli with union Qv in ∂Mv \Pv

such that either (Mv , Pv∪Qv) is pared or Mv is virtually a solid torus. Then

G is virtually the fundamental group of a hyperbolic 3–manifold.

The rough outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is as follows. We are given
a group with planar boundary that might not act on S2. We assume that
the boundary is a proper subset of S2 that does not contain an embedded
Sierpiński carpet. (If it does contain a Sierpiński carpet, then we must also
assume the relative Cannon conjecture.) The main result of [HWa] allows
us to conclude that each vertex group of its JSJ decomposition acts on S2.
The second step is to apply Theorem 1.3, which allows us to remove any
peripheral subgroups that are not virtually abelian. Then we split along an
elementary hierarchy—which is known to be finite by [LT17]—so that the
terminal vertex groups are either virtual surface groups or finite groups (or



RELATIVELY HYPERBOLIC GROUPS WITH PLANAR BOUNDARIES 4

possibly carpet groups, which are Kleinian by the relative Cannon conjec-
ture). These vertex groups are covered by Kleinian groups. We put these
vertex groups together using Thurston’s hyperbolization theorem. At this
point we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.2. We conclude that each
vertex group of the topmost JSJ splitting is covered by a Kleinian group.
Then we put these together virtually using Theorem 1.5.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review material on
convergence groups and more generally relatively hyperbolic group pairs and
their boundaries. In Section 3 we review some important planar topology
which is used in later sections. Section 4 is devoted to unpinching, and here
we prove Theorem 1.3. Section 5 is mainly a review of results we will use
regarding Kleinian groups, with some slight improvements to the specific
cases we will need. In Section 6, we prove three different combination of
convergence group theorems for Kleinian actions on S2: for splittings over
finite, parabolic, and loxodromic groups. The elementary hierarchy of a rel-
atively hyperbolic group pair and its effect on the boundary is described
in Section 7, which also contains the proofs of Theorems 1.2, 1.5, and 1.1.
Section 8 contains some applications to various versions of the Cannon con-
jecture and in this section we prove Theorem 8.4, which has Theorem 1.4 as
an immediate corollary.

1.1. Acknowledgements. We thank Daniel Groves, Peter Haïssinsky, and
Jason Manning for helpful conversations. Parts of this paper were developed
during visits to Centre International de Rencontres Mathématiques (CIRM)
in Luminy, France and Centre de Recherches Mathématiques (CRM) in Mon-
treal, Canada. We thank these institutions for their support. The first author
was partially supported by grant #714338 from the Simons Foundation, and
the second author was supported by NSF-2005353.

2. Convergence groups and geometrical finiteness

In this section, we discuss convergence groups and relative hyperbolicity.
Since the main focus of this paper is on convergence groups, we define relative
hyperbolicity in terms of geometrically finite convergence groups. For several
other equivalent characterizations, see [Bow12, DS05, GM08, Hru10].

An action of a group G on a compact metrizable space M is a convergence

group action if, for any sequence (gi) of distinct elements in G, there is a
subsequence (gni

) and a pair of points ζ, ξ ∈M such that

gni

∣∣(M \ {ζ}
)
→ ξ

uniformly on compact sets. Such a subsequence is a collapsing subsequence.
If M has at least three points, the action is a convergence group action if and
only if the induced action of G on the space of distinct triples of points of M
is proper. A convergence group action on a space M with fewer than three
points is elementary. In this case, the definition reduces to any action of a
finite group on the empty set, any action of an arbitrary group on a point,
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and any finitely generated 2–ended group acting on a two-point space. See
[GM87, Tuk94, Bow99] for more background on convergence groups. In the
nonelementary case, the limit set ΛG of a convergence group is the set of
limit points of any orbit. The complement of the limit set is the ordinary

set or domain of discontinuity ΩG. An elementary convergence group is
considered to have limit set M by convention.

A convergence group action of G on M is geometrically finite if every point
of ΛG is either a conical limit point or a parabolic point. Note that we are
not requiring that every point of M is in the limit set. These are defined as
follows. A point ζ ∈M is a conical limit point if there exists a sequence (gi)
in G and a pair of distinct points ξ0 6= ξ1 in M such that

gi
∣∣(M \ {ζ}

)
→ ξ0 and gi(ζ)→ ξ1.

A point η ∈ M is bounded parabolic if its stabilizer acts properly and co-
compactly on M \ {η}. The stabilizers of the bounded parabolic points are
maximal parabolic subgroups, and they are always infinite under the con-
ventions above. If G acts as a geometrically finite convergence group on
a compact metrizable space M , then (G,P) is a relatively hyperbolic group

pair, where P is the collection of maximal parabolic subgroups. In this case,
the space Λ(G) ⊆ M , is known as the relatively hyperbolic boundary or the
Bowditch boundary and is denoted ∂(G,P). A proper action of a group G on
a proper δ–hyperbolic space X is geometrically finite if the induced action
on the Gromov boundary ∂X is a geometrically finite convergence action.

A geometrically finite Kleinian group action is a faithful, proper, geomet-
rically finite, isometric action on H3. Note that it will act as a geometrically
finite convergence group on its limit set and also on S2. By definition, a
geometrically finite Kleinian group is relatively hyperbolic with respect to
its maximal parabolic subgroups, and the limit set is its Bowditch boundary.
In this case, the boundary is planar and the action naturally extends to a ge-

ometrically finite convergence action on Ĉ = C∪{∞} (see [GM87]). In fact,
the study of Kleinian groups inspired the study of more general convergence
groups (see [Fre95, Tuk94, Bow99]).

Geometrical finiteness of a Kleinian group depends only on the topological
action by homeomorphisms on S2, a fact that is implicit in [BM74, Mas88]
and is made explicit in [Bow95]. In particular, if two convergence groups on
S2 are topologically conjugate and one is geometrically finite, then so is the
other. The topological characterization also implies that any convergence
group on S2 with a geometrically finite subgroup of finite index must itself
be geometrically finite; see [Mas88, Prop. VI.E.6].

3. Planar topology

This section collects background involving various aspects of planar topol-
ogy. For the purposes of this paper, a topological space is planar if it embeds
in the 2–sphere S2.
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A family of subsets of a metric space is a null family if, for each ǫ > 0, only
finitely many sets of the family have diameter greater than ǫ. The following
is a special case of Moore’s classical theorem on decompositions of S2 (see,
for instance, [Kur68, Thm. 61.IV.8], [Hun70], or [Can78] for proofs).

Theorem 3.1 (Moore). Let D be a null family of pairwise disjoint closed

proper subsets of S2. Suppose each member of D is connected and does not

separate S2. Then the quotient space S2/D is homeomorphic to S2.

A related theorem is due to Morton Brown (see [Bro60] or [Anc87]). We
use this theorem in the “blow-up” operation in Section 4. Recall that a
continuous map is monotone if the pre-image of each point is connected.

Theorem 3.2 (Brown). Given an inverse sequence whose factor spaces are

all homeomorphic to S2 and whose bonding maps are all monotone surjec-

tions, the inverse limit space is also homeomorphic to S2.

Definition 3.3. Let G,H ≤ Homeo(S2) be two convergence groups on
S2. Then H is covered by G if there is an isomorphism φ : G → H and
a monotone surjective map η : S2 → S2 such that the following diagram
commutes:

S2 g
//

η
��

S2

η
��

S2
φ(g)

// S2

Furthermore, we require that η|η−1
(
Ω(H)

)
is a homeomorphism.

The following three geometrization results roughly say that a discrete
group of homeomorphisms of a 2–manifold always preserves a conformal
structure and can be realized as a group of spherical, Euclidean, or hyperbolic
isometries. The first of these results, focusing on finite homeomorphism
groups, is a classical theorem of Kerékjártó (see [Kol06] for details).

Theorem 3.4 (Kerékjártó). Every finite group of homeomorphisms of S2 is

topologically conjugate to a subgroup of the orthogonal group O(3).

The following theorem is a consequence of Kerékjártó’s work together
with the geometrization of 2–dimensional orbifolds. See, for instance [HWa,
Thm. 3.1] for a proof.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose a group G acts properly by homeomorphisms on a

connected surface X. Then X admits a complete metric of constant curvature

modeled on either S2, E2, or H2 such that the action is isometric.

If a discrete group action on the open disc extends to a convergence group
action on the closed disc, one can identify the disc with the hyperbolic plane
by the following theorem due to Martin–Tukia, which strengthens the con-
clusion of the preceding result. We note that the much stronger classification
theorem for convergence groups acting on S1 of [Tuk88, Gab92, CJ94] uses
this theorem as a key ingredient.
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Theorem 3.6 ([MT88], Thm. 4.4). Let G ≤ Homeo(D2) be any convergence

group on the disc D2. Then G is topologically conjugate to a Fuchsian group

action on H2 ∪ S1.

Recall that a Peano continuum is a compact, connected, locally con-
nected, metrizable space. The following theorem collects several classical
results about planar Peano continua. See [Kur68, Thms. 61.II.10, 61.II.4,
and 61.I.8′] or [Mil06, Prob. 19-f] for proofs.

Theorem 3.7. Let M ⊆ S2 be a nontrivial planar Peano continuum.

(1) The set of components of S2 \M is a null family.

(2) The frontier of each component of S2\M is itself a Peano continuum.

(3) For each component ∆ of S2\M , a cut point of ∂∆ is also a cut point

of M . If M has no cut points, then ∂∆ is a simple closed curve.

In order to better understand the complementary regions of a planar Peano
continuum, we use the classical Carathéodory–Torhorst theorem on bound-
ary extensions of conformal mappings. The version stated below combines
several closely related results, namely Theorems 17.14 and 17.12 of [Mil06]
and Proposition 2.5 of [Pom92].

Theorem 3.8 (Carathéodory–Torhorst). Let ∆ ⊂ S2 be a simply connected

open set whose frontier ∂∆ is a nontrivial Peano continuum. There exists a

quotient map q : D2 → ∆ with the following properties.

(1) The map q restricts to a homeomorphism between the open disc and

∆ and restricts to a quotient q : S1 → ∂∆ of frontiers.

(2) Any homeomorphism of the pair (∆, ∂∆) lifts to a unique homeomor-

phism of the pair (D2, S1).
(3) If ∂∆ \ {a} has m <∞ components, then q−1(a) has cardinality m.

Building on the preceding theorem, a convergence group action on ∆ can
sometimes be lifted to a convergence group action on D2. This conclusion
can be useful since any convergence group action on D2 is Fuchsian by The-
orem 3.6.

Proposition 3.9 (Lifting convergence groups). Let ∆ ⊂ S2 be a simply

connected open set whose frontier ∂∆ is locally connected. Suppose q−1(a)
is finite for each a ∈ ∂∆, where q : D2 → ∆ is the Carathéodory–Torhorst

quotient map. Let G act by homeomorphisms on the pair of spaces (∆, ∂∆)
as a faithful convergence group. Then the induced action of G on the pair

(D2, S1) is also a convergence group.

Proof. Note that we call elements of G acting on D2 and ∆ by the same
name. We will show that the convergence property on D2 is a consequence
of the convergence property on ∆. Let (gi) be a sequence of distinct elements
of G. After passing to a subsequence, there are points a, b ∈ ∂∆ with

gi
∣∣ ∆ \ {a} → b
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uniformly on compact sets; i.e., for any compact K ′ ⊆ ∆ \ {a} and L′ ⊆
∆ \ {b}, the intersection gi(K

′)∩L′ is empty for almost all i. It follows that
for any compact K ⊂ D2 \ q−1(a) and L ⊂ D2 \ q−1(b), we have

(⋆) gi(K) ∩ L = ∅ for almost all i.

Since D2 \ q−1(a) has exactly
∣∣q−1(a)

∣∣ ends, we can choose an exhaustion

K1 ⊂ K2 ⊂ · · · of D2 \ q−1(a) by compact connected sets such that each
component of D2\Km contains exactly one point of q−1(a). Choose a similar
exhaustion L1 ⊂ L2 ⊂ · · · of D2 \ q−1(b). By (⋆), the connected set gi(K1)
is disjoint from L1 for almost all i. Pass to a subsequence of (gi) so that

gi(K1) lies in a fixed component L̂1 of D2 \L1 containing a point b̂ ∈ q−1(b)

for all i. Then the connected set g−1
i (D2 \ L̂1) is disjoint from K1. Pass to

a further subsequence of (gi) so that g−1
i (D2 \ L̂1) lies in a fixed component

K̂1 of D2 \K1 containing a point â ∈ q−1(a) for all i.
For each m,n ≥ 1, we have gi(Km)∩Ln = ∅ for almost all i by (⋆). Since

K1 ⊂ Km, the connected sets gi(K1) and gi(Km) both lie in the component

L̂1 for almost all i, so g−1
i (D2 \ L̂1) is disjoint from each of K1 and Km. By

connectedness, g−1
i (D2\L̂1) lies in the unique component K̂m of D2\Km with

K̂m ⊆ K̂1; thus, â ∈ K̂m. Similarly, gi(D
2 \ K̂m) lies in the component L̂n

of D2 \Ln containing b̂ for almost all i. Since {K̂m} is a neighborhood basis

at â and {L̂n} is a neighborhood basis at b̂, it follows that gi
∣∣D2 \ {â} → b̂

uniformly on compact sets. �

4. Unpinching

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem, which states
that any geometrically finite convergence group on S2 is covered by such an
action in which the parabolic subgroups are all virtually abelian.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic, and we have a parti-

tion P = Q⊔Ph into conjugacy invariant subfamilies such that all members

of Ph are word hyperbolic. Suppose the boundary M = ∂(G,P) is a subspace

of S2 and the action on M extends to a convergence group action on S2.

Then the boundary M ′ = ∂(G,Q) is planar and the action on M ′ extends

to a convergence group action on S2 covering the action of (G,P) on S2.

The proof of this theorem relies on the following result, which combines re-
sults of Drut,u–Sapir [DS05, Cor. 1.14] and Wen-yuan Yang [Yan14, Lem. 4.14].

Theorem 4.2 (Drut,u–Sapir, Yang). Suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic,

and we have a partition P = Q⊔Ph into conjugacy invariant subfamilies such

that all members of Ph are word hyperbolic. Then (G,Q) is also relatively

hyperbolic, and there is a G–equivariant quotient map ∂(G,Q) → ∂(G,P)
obtained by collapsing the limit set of each member of Ph to a point.

In Lemma 4.3, we will show that the “larger” Bowditch boundary (with
fewer peripheral subgroups) can be obtained as an inverse limit. Before



RELATIVELY HYPERBOLIC GROUPS WITH PLANAR BOUNDARIES 9

stating the lemma, we introduce some terminology. Suppose (G,P) and
P = Q ⊔ Ph are as in the statement of Theorem 4.1. Even though M =
∂(G,P) and M ′ = ∂(G,Q) have natural G–actions, the intermediate spaces
arising in the following construction do not admit G–actions.

Let F be a finite collection of members of Ph. (The finite set F is not

invariant under conjugation!) Let M ′ → MF be the quotient obtained by
collapsing all limit sets of members of Ph \ F to points. When F is empty,
we get M∅ = M = ∂(G,P). The system of quotients {MF} naturally forms
an inverse system indexed by the directed set of all finite subsets F . The
bonding maps are the natural quotient maps. Note that the compactum MF

is not the boundary of a relatively hyperbolic group, except in the trivial case
that F = ∅.

Lemma 4.3. The inverse limit lim
←−

MF of the inverse system defined above

is homeomorphic to M ′.

Proof. The quotient maps πF : M ′ → MF are compatible with the bonding
maps of the inverse system by construction. Since all spaces involved are
compact and Hausdorff and each map πF is surjective, the induced map
π : M ′ → lim

←−
MF is a continuous, closed surjection (see [Eng89, Cor. 3.2.16]).

We only need to check that π is injective. Take x 6= y ∈M ′. If they are not
in the limit set of the same peripheral subgroup, they have distinct images in
every quotient MF . On the other hand, if x and y lie in the limit set of some
P ∈ Ph then they have distinct images in MF whenever P ∈ F . Therefore
π is a homeomorphism. �

If F consists of a single subgroup P ∈ Ph, then MF will be denoted by
the shorthand MP .

Let Q and Ph be representatives of the finitely many conjugacy classes of
members ofQ and Ph. There is a natural one-to-one correspondence between
cosets gQ with g ∈ G and Q ∈ Q and conjugates gQg−1 ∈ Q, and a similar
one-to-one correspondence for cosets of members of Ph. (This correspondence
is bijective since each member of P is equal to its own normalizer.)

Lemma 4.4. Choose P ∈ Ph. Let YP be the space obtained from the Cayley

graph of G by attaching a combinatorial horoball to each coset gH with g ∈ G
and H ∈ Q∪Ph except for the trivial coset P . Then YP is δ–hyperbolic, and

its Gromov boundary is homeomorphic to the quotient space MP .

This lemma is similar to Theorem 4.2, but the collapsing is done with-
out respect to any group action. The lemma follows from a result of Sisto
[Sis12, Prop. 4.9], which is a geometric generalization of a theorem of Groves–
Manning [GM08].

Proof. In [DS05], Drut,u–Sapir study relatively hyperbolic spaces and groups
in terms of the structure of their asymptotic cones. In particular, they show
that any asymptotic cone of such a space is tree graded with respect to
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certain subspaces called pieces, which means that every simple closed curve
is contained in a piece.

If a space K is tree graded with respect to a collection of pieces H, and
some piece H is a tree, then K is tree graded with respect to the smaller
collection of pieces H \ {H}. This simple observation is a key idea in the
first part of our proof.

We claim that if a geodesic space X is asymptotically tree graded with
respect to a collection A of subspaces and some A ∈ A is δ–hyperbolic,
then X is asymptotically tree graded with respect to A \ {A}. To show
the claim, we first note that A is quasiconvex in X (see [DS05, Lem. 4.3]),
so A with the subspace metric is a δ–hyperbolic (1, ǫ)–quasigeodesic space,
and any asymptotic cone of A is a 0–hyperbolic geodesic space—i.e., an R–
tree [CDP90, §3.4]. Thus, Cone(X) is also tree graded with respect to the
ultralimits of members of A \ {A}, which establishes the claim.

Since (G,Q) is a relatively hyperbolic group pair, the cusped space Y
formed by gluing combinatorial horoballs to G along all left cosets of mem-
bers of Q is hyperbolic, as is the cusped space Z formed by gluing com-
binatorial horoballs to G along all left cosets of members of P = Q ∪ Ph,
by [GM08]. Observe that Z is also obtained from Y by gluing horoballs to
the left cosets of members of Ph. Since Z is hyperbolic, [Sis12, Prop. 4.9]
implies that the cusped space Y is asymptotically tree graded with re-
spect to the set of left cosets of members of Ph. If P is a single mem-
ber of Ph, then Y is also asymptotically tree graded with respect to the
family { gP ′ | g ∈ G and P ′ ∈ Ph } \ {P} by the claim above. Therefore,
if horoballs are attached to Y along each left coset in the family { gP ′ |
g ∈ G and P ′ ∈ Ph } \ {P}, we get a new hyperbolic space YP .

To complete the proof, we show that the Gromov boundary of YP can be
obtained as a certain quotient space of the Gromov boundary of Y . Consider
the inclusion Y → YP of δ–hyperbolic spaces. A geodesic ray in Y has an
image in YP that is typically not a geodesic. The precise relation between the
geodesics of Y and the geodesics of YP is described in Sisto [Sis12, Prop. 4.9].
The description in [Sis12, Prop. 4.9] shows that the inclusion Y → YP induces
a quotient map ∂Y → ∂YP that collapses the limit set of each peripheral
coset—except for the trivial coset P—to a point in the new boundary. A
similar result is proved by Tran [Tra13] in the case that Y is the Cayley
graph of a hyperbolic group. �

Lemma 4.5 (Blowing up one peripheral coset). Let MP be as above for some

P ∈ Ph. Then there exists a convergence group action of P on D2 and a

P–equivariant embedding i : MP → D2 such that ΛP maps into the boundary

circle S1 ⊂ D2. If MP → M and D2 → S2 are the natural quotient maps,
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then the following diagram commutes and all maps are P–equivariant:

MP
//

i
��

M

��

D2 // S2

Proof. Let YP be the space obtained from the Cayley graph of G by attaching
a combinatorial horoball to each subgraph stabilized by an element of P\{P}.
Then the Gromov boundary of YP is equal to the quotient space MP by
Lemma 4.4. Let KP be the quasiconvex subgraph of YP corresponding to P .

Note that M is the quotient of MP formed by collapsing ΛP to a point
{ξ}. Let M̊P denote the space MP \ ΛP = M \ {ξ}. By hypothesis, M̊P

embeds in the plane R2 = S2 \ {ξ}, and the action of P on M̊P extends to a
proper action by homeomorphisms on R2 = S2 \{ξ}. By Theorem 3.5, there
exists a P–invariant metric of constant curvature on R2 on which P acts
isometrically. We may assume that this metric is hyperbolic, since either P
is virtually cyclic or contains a nonabelian free group. The space M̊P embeds
in this hyperbolic plane H such that the orbit Px of some point x in M̊P is a
quasiconvex subspace of H. The limit set ΛP in MP may be identified with
the Gromov boundary ∂P of the hyperbolic group P , so it coincides with the
limit set of the orbit Px in H. Therefore the embedding M̊P → H extends
to an embedding of MP = M̊P ∪ ΛP into the closed disk H = D2. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We need to show the following: If M is planar, then

so is M ′. The geometrically finite convergence group action of G on M ′

extends to a convergence group action on S2 with limit set M ′. This action

of G on S2 with limit set M ′ covers the action of G on S2 with limit set M .

First we show that M ′ is planar. Recall that for each finite set F ∈ Ph,
the space MF is the quotient of M ′ obtained by collapsing each limit set of
a member of Ph \ F to a point. In particular, M∅ = M . Let M∞ be the
inverse limit of the system {MF}. According to Lemma 4.3, the space M∞

is homeomorphic to M ′.
Similarly, for each finite set F ⊂ Ph, let S2

F
be a surface homeomorphic

to S2 that has been marked with a collection of disjoint closed discs, one for
each member of F . In particular, S2

∅ = S2. We will construct bonding maps
below between these spaces, giving it the structure of an inverse system.

Assume there is only one conjugacy class of hyperbolic peripheral sub-
groups represented by P ∈ P. As in Lemma 4.5, we can blow up the
parabolic point ξ stabilized by P to a closed disc D that comes with an
identification with the closure the hyperbolic plane, H2 ∪ S1, in such a way
that the action of P extends to this disc using hyperbolic isometries on the
interior of the disc. This is a convergence group action on the closed disc,
even when the peripheral group is free, and this action on the closed disc
restricted to Λ(P ) ⊂ M ′ coincides with the action on M ′. This gives an
embedding MP → S2

P .
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Choose an element g ∈ G, and blow up the parabolic point gξ to a closed
disc by pushing forward the hyperbolic metric on the previous disc. This
blowup operation can be done separately in disjoint open neighborhoods of
each parabolic point, to give the following conclusion. For any finite F ⊂ Ph,
there exists an embedding gF : MF → S2

F
. These are naturally compatible

with the bonding maps in the inverse system.
Whenever F ⊆ F ′, there is an induced quotient map pF

′

F
: SF ′ → S2

F
that

sends each disc of F in SF ′ homeomorphically to the corresponding disc in
S2
F

, collapses each disc of F ′ \ F to a point, and identifies no other points.

The limit S2
∞ = lim

←−
(S2

F
, pF

′

F
) is homeomorphic to S2 by Theorem 3.2.

The embeddings gF may be chosen compatible with the bonding maps of
the inverse systems (MF ) and (S2

F
). By [Eng89, Lem. 2.5.9], it follows that

the embeddings gF induce an embedding of inverse limit spaces g : M∞ →
S2
∞. Thus, M ′ ∼= M∞ is planar as desired.
Next, we will show that the action of G on M∞ extends to S2

∞ and that
it is by homeomorphisms. We first define the action by bijections without
regard to topology. For each conjugate of P in G, We have a P g–equivariant
hyperbolic metric on the disc Dg we added to S2

∅ − {gξ}. Note that when
Dg = Dg′ , these metrics are the same since g−1g′ ∈ Stab(Dg), which acts
by isometries. For every h ∈ G, the above identifications give a natural map
D → Dh, with the property that if Dh = Dh′ , then h−1h′ stabilizes Dh and
acts on it by an isometry of its hyperbolic metric.

We now extend this action to
⋃

g∈GDg. Each γ ∈ G acts on the union⋃
g∈G Dg by taking x ∈ Dg to the point γ(x) := (γg)(g−1x). Thus we have

an action on the union of closed disks
⋃

g∈GDg. Since the complement of⋃
g∈G Dg projects injectively to S2

∅ under π : S2
∞ → S2

∅, we may lift the

action of G on S2
∅ to an action on S2

∞ \
⋃

g∈GDg. This defines an action by

set bijections on S2
∞ (∼= S2), which extends the given action on M ′.

We will now show that this action is by homeomorphisms of the 2–sphere
S2
∞. More precisely, we will show that each γ : S2

∞ → S2
∞ defined above

is continuous at each point x ∈ S2
∞. First suppose x is not an element of⋃

g∈G Dg. Then each of x and γ(x) has a neighborhood base of sets that

are saturated with respect to π : S2
∞ → S2

∅. Then continuity at x follows
directly from the continuity at π(x) of the induced map on S2

∅.
If x is in the interior of some disc Dg, then γ is already continuous at

x by construction. Now suppose x ∈ ∂Dg for some disc Dg. The point x
has a neighborhood base of sets that are saturated with respect to the map
S2
∞ → S2

P g which collapses all discs except for Dg. Then continuity at x
follows directly from the continuity of the induced map γ : S2

P g → S2
P γg .

Lastly, we claim this action by homeomorphisms on S2
∞ is a convergence

group action. Let π : M∞
∼= M ′ → M∅

∼= M be the natural quotient
collapsing the limit sets of members of Ph to points, and let π : S2

∞
∼= S2 →

S2
∅
∼= S2 be the quotient collapsing the discs Dg to points. The quotients
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and inclusions form a commutative diagram

M∞

i
//

π

��

S2
∞

π

��

M∅
i

// S2
∅

We show that the action of (G,Q) on the space of distinct triples Θ(S2
∞)

in S2
∞ is properly discontinuous. Endow S2

∞ with any metric coompatible
with its topology as a 2–sphere. Choose ǫ > 0 and let Kǫ ⊂ Θ(S2

∞) be the
compact set of all triples whose pairwise distances are at least ǫ. Since the
triple space is exhausted by the compact sets Kǫ, it suffices to show that
each Kǫ meets only finitely many of its translates.

Assume, by way of contradiction, there exists ǫ > 0 such that infinitely
many translates gi(Kǫ) intersect Kǫ. Then for each i there is a triple pi ∈
Kǫ with gi(pi) ∈ Kǫ. Let D be the set of disks that contain at least two
points from some triple gi(pi) in this sequence. Since the action on S2

∅ is
a convergence group action, only finitely many of the gi(pi) map injectively
to S2

∅. Indeed, if there were infinitely many, since the image Kǫ of Kǫ

is compact, infinitely many gi(Kǫ) would intersect and contradict proper
discontinuity. Therefore for infinitely many i, some disc Di contains two or
more points of gi(pi).

If there does not exist a single disc D that contains two elements of gi(pi)
for infinitely many i, then, the discs Di form a null sequence, and gi(pi)
eventually exits Kǫ, a contradiction.

Therefore, after passing to a subsequence there exists a single disc D
that contains at least two points of the triple gi(pi) for each i. Since each
pi ∈ Kǫ, the nullity argument above implies that—after passing to a further
subsequence—there is a single disc D′ that contains at least two points of
pi for each i. Then gig

−1
0 stabilizes D. The group P = Stab(D) acts as a

convergence group on S2
P .

Now g0(pi) is a sequence of triples whose distances between points are
bounded away from zero by some positive constant δ, since g0 is uniformly
continuous on S2

∞. Each triple g0(pi) and each triple gig
−1
0 (g0pi) = gi(pi)

maps injectively to a distinct triple under the quotient πP : S2
∞ → S2

P , since
two points of each triple are in D.

Now, since πP (gi(pi)) ∈ Θ(S2
P ), eventually gi(pi) is outside of any Kδ in

Θ(S2
P ) because P is a convergence group on S2

P . Passing to a subsequence,
there exist points ai, bi ∈ πP (gi(pi)) and x ∈ ∂D such that ai → x and bi → x
as i→∞. Since π is upper semicontinuous and is a homeomorphism on D,
the unique pre-image x̃ = π−1(x) is the limit of any lift of the sequences
(ai) and of (bi), so our sequence gi(pi) exits every compact neighborhood
in Θ(S2

∞), a contradiction. Therefore, the action of G on Θ(S2
∞) must be

properly discontinuous, as desired.
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To complete the proof, we note that the action of G in S2
∞ covers the

action of G on S2
∅. Indeed, the quotient π : S2

∞ → S2
∅ collapses each disc

Dg to a point, so it is monotone. By definition, the map π is G–equivariant.
Also observe that Ω(G) ⊂ S2

∅ is disjoint from the images of the discs Dg, so
the injective quotient map π|π−1(ΩG) is a homeomorphism. �

5. Kleinian groups and 3–manifolds

In this section, we discuss some theorems and their consequences regarding
hyperbolic structures on 3–manifolds and their induced Kleinian actions on

Ĉ. Many theorems in this section are variations of well-known results that
will be used throughout the rest of this paper.

Definition 5.1 (Pared 3–manifolds). A pared 3–manifold is a pair (M,P )
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) M is a compact orientable irreducible 3–manifold.
(2) P ⊆ ∂M is a disjoint union of incompressible tori and annuli.
(3) No two components of P are isotopic in ∂M .
(4) Every noncyclic abelian subgroup of π1(M) is conjugate to a sub-

group of π1(P0) for some component P0 of P .
(5) There are no essential cylinders (A, ∂A) →֒ (M,P ).

The submanifold P is the parabolic locus of M .

Similarly, a pared 3–orbifold is the quotient of a pared 3–manifold by a
finite group of homeomorphisms that leaves the pared structure invariant.

The Hyperbolization Theorem has the following form for pared 3–manifolds
with boundary (see [Kap01]).

Theorem 5.2 (Thurston’s Hyperbolization). If (M,P ) is a pared 3–manifold

with ∂M nonempty, then M admits a complete geometrically finite hyperbolic

structure with parabolic locus P .

By work of Bowditch, geometrical finiteness implies relative hyperbolicity
in the following sense (see [Bow93, Bow12]).

Corollary 5.3. Let (M,P ) be a pared 3–manifold with nonempty boundary.

Then G = π1(M) is relatively hyperbolic with respect to the fundamental

groups of components of the parabolic locus.

In the next result, we examine assembling several pared 3–manifolds by
gluing them along subsurfaces of their boundaries to form a graph of spaces
in the sense of Scott–Wall [SW79]. The idea of pared manifolds has been used
extensively in Kleinian groups, and although we did not find the following
in the literature, we expect that it was known previously.

Proposition 5.4 (Pared Combination). Let M be the total space of a graph

of spaces such that each vertex space is a pared 3–manifold (Mv, Pv) and each

edge space is an annulus. For each vertex v, suppose the adjacent edge spaces

map homeomorphically onto a collection of disjoint incompressible annuli
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with union Qv in ∂Mv \ Pv such that (Mv, Pv ∪ Qv) is also pared. Then

(M,P ) is again a compact atoroidal pared 3–manifold, where P =
⋃

v Pv.

Proof. By hypothesis, the submanifold Qv of Mv is a disjoint union of finitely
many incompressible annuli in ∂Mv , and the inclusion of each component of
Qv into Mv is π1–injective. Since π1(M) is assembled as the fundamental
group of a graph of groups, each inclusion Pv → Mv → M is π1–injective.
Thus P is incompressible in M . Since M is formed by gluing finitely many
compact irreducible 3–manifolds Mv along incompressible subsurfaces of
their boundaries, M is itself irreducible.

Since each group π1(Gv) is hyperbolic relative to the fundamental groups
of the components of Pv , Dahmani’s combination theorem [Dah03] gives that
G is hyperbolic relative to the fundamental groups of components of P . By
relative hyperbolicity, every Z2 subgroup of G is conjugate to a subgroup
of the fundamental group of a component of P (see, for instance, [Tuk94,
Thm. 2U]). Furthermore, the fundamental groups of components of P are
a malnormal family in π1(M). Thus, no two components of P are isotopic,
and (M,P ) has no essential cylinder (A, ∂A) →֒ (M,P ). �

In the study of topological conjugations of Kleinian groups, we occasion-
ally use Marden’s Isomorphism Theorem. See [Tuk85, Thm. 4.2] for the
version stated here. (We note that Mostow–Prasad rigidity is the special
case when Ω(Γ) is the empty set.)

Theorem 5.5 (Marden’s Isomorphism Theorem). Let Γ and Γ′ be geometri-

cally finite Kleinian groups, and let φ : Γ→ Γ′ be an isomorphism of groups.

Any φ–equivariant homeomorphism f : Ω(Γ) → Ω(Γ′) extends uniquely to a

φ–equivariant homeomorphism f : Ĉ→ Ĉ. Furthermore:

(1) If φ : Γ→ Γ is the identity, then f
∣∣Λ(Γ) equals the identity.

(2) If f is conformal then f is also conformal.

Corollary 5.6. Let (M,P ) be a pared 3–manifold with two complete ge-

ometrically finite hyperbolic structures. Let Γ and Γ′ be the corresponding

Kleinian representations of π1(M). Then the actions of Γ and Γ′ on Ĉ are

topologically conjugate.

Proof. The 3–manifolds H3 ∪Ω(Γ)/Γ and H3 ∪Ω(Γ′)/Γ′ are homeomorphic.
Let φ : Γ → Γ′ be the isomorphism induced by such a homeomorphism.
Lifting to the universal cover gives a φ–equivariant homeomorphism Ω(Γ)→
Ω(Γ′). The result now follows by Theorem 5.5. �

Mapping classes of finite type surfaces naturally act on the circle at infinity
of the hyperbolic plane by the following result. The compact case of this
theorem is well-known; see, for instance, Calegari [Cal07]. For the general
case, see Cantwell–Conlon [CC15].

Theorem 5.7. Let X be a finite area, complete, connected hyperbolic surface.
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(1) If f is a homeomorphism of X, then any lift f̃ to a homeomorphism

of H2 extends uniquely to a homeomorphism f̂ of D2 = H2 ∪ S1.

(2) Suppose homeomorphisms f and g of X are homotopic. For each lift

f̃ of f , let g̃ be the lift of g homotopic to f̃ by a lift of the given

homotopy. Then the restrictions of f̂ and ĝ to S1 agree.

(3) If f̂ equals the identity on S1, then f is isotopic to the identity.

The next result is a variation of the Nielsen realization theorem ([Ker83])
involving a finite group of diffeomorphisms.

Proposition 5.8. Let X be a finite area complete, connected hyperbolic sur-

face, and let G be a group of diffeomorphisms of X such that each nontrivial

element of G is isotopic to an isometry of X. Then G is topologically conju-

gate to a group of isometries of X by a homeomorphism of X that is isotopic

to the identity.

Proof. Let φ : G → G′ be the function that assigns to each member of G
the unique isometry of X in its isotopy class. Then φ is an isomorphism of
groups by the argument of [Ker83, Thm. 5].

Let G̃ and G̃′ be the groups of homeomorphisms of H2 obtained by lifting
elements of G and G′. There exists a natural isomorphism φ̃ : G̃ → G̃′ that
equals the identity on their common finite index subgroup, the deck group
of isometries H = π1(X). The actions of G̃ and G̃′ by homeomorphisms
on H2 extend to convergence group actions on the disc D2 = H2 ∪ S1 that
agree on S1 by Theorem 5.7. It follows from Martin–Tukia [MT88, Cor. 4.5]

that there is a homeomorphism f̂ of D2 conjugating the action of G̃ to the
action of G̃′ such that f̂ restricts to the identity on S1. In particular, f̂ is
H–equivariant, so it induces a homeomorphism f of X conjugating G to G′.
By Theorem 5.7, the map f is isotopic to the identity. �

The next theorem roughly states that if G is virtually a geometrically finite
Kleinian group and G acts on S2, then G is itself Kleinian. For emphasis,
we remind the reader of our convention that a Kleinian group is a discrete
subgroup of Isom(H3), whose elements do not need to preserve orientation.
Similarly, a conformal map is not required to preserve orientation.

Theorem 5.9 (Virtually Kleinian). Suppose G acts faithfully as a conver-

gence group on S2, and G has a finite index subgroup H whose action on

S2 is topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian action on Ĉ.

Then the action of G on S2 is itself topologically conjugate to a geometrically

finite Kleinian action on Ĉ.

Note: This conclusion follows from Mostow–Prasad Rigidity in the case
that the limit set equals S2, but requires more work in the general case.

Proof. The topological characterization of geometrical finiteness implies that
any convergence group on S2 topologically conjugate to either G or H must
again be geometrically finite (see Section 2).
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Replacing H with a finite index subgroup, we may assume that H is
torsion free, orientation preserving, and normal in G. If H → ΓH is any
geometrically finite Kleinian representation topologically conjugate to the
action of H on S2, then the conformal boundary Ω(ΓH)/ΓH is a finite type
Riemann surface, i.e., it may be obtained from a compact Riemann surface
by removing a finite set of points.

We apply a deformation to ΓH to produce a representation Γ′
H compatible

with the action of G as follows. The given map S2 → Ĉ inducing H → ΓH

topologically conjugates the action of G on S2 to an action by homeomor-

phisms on Ĉ. The induced action of G/H on the Teichmüller space of the
surface Ω(ΓH)/ΓH has a fixed point by Nielsen realization [Ker83], which
determines a Kleinian representation H → Γ′

H topologically conjugate to

ΓH (see Marden [Mar07, Thm. 3.1]). The homeomorphism S2 → Ĉ inducing

H → Γ′
H gives rise to an action ρ : G→ Homeo(Ĉ) that extends the Kleinian

action Γ′
H and that descends to an action of G/H on Ω(Γ′

H)/Γ′
H such that

each homeomorphism is isotopic to a conformal map.
By Proposition 5.8, there exists a homeomorphism f of Ω(Γ′

H)/Γ′
H isotopic

to the identity that topologically conjugates the action of G/H to an action
by conformal maps. The map f lifts to a Γ′

H–equivariant homeomorphism of

Ω(Γ′
H), which extends to a homeomorphism f̂ of Ĉ that equals the identity

on Λ(Γ′
H) by Theorem 5.5(1). The map f̂ topologically conjugates ρ to an

action ρ′ : G → Homeo(Ĉ) that extends the Kleinian action Γ′
H and whose

restriction to Ω(Γ′
H) is conformal. By Theorem 5.5(2), the map ρ′ must be

conformal on Ĉ; in other words, ρ′ is Kleinian. �

Theorem 5.10 (Pinching curves). Let ρ : G→ Γ ≤ Isom(H3) be a geomet-

rically finite representation. Let {α} be a finite collection of disjoint, non-

parallel embedded 1–orbifolds in the conformal boundary Ω(Γ)/Γ represented

by a family Pℓ of maximal loxodromic subgroups of Γ. In the conformal

boundary, let {Nα} be pairwise disjoint regular neighborhoods of the α’s.

Let S = Ĉ/∼ be the quotient formed by collapsing to a point each elevation

of each Nα. Then the induced action of G on S is topologically conjugate

to a geometrically finite Kleinian representation ρ′ : G→ Γ′ whose parabolic

elements are those of Γ along with the conjugacy classes of members of Pℓ.

In particular, the Kleinian group Γ′ is covered by Γ.

The case where G is orientation preserving and torsion free is due to
Ohshika [Ohs98].

Proof. The quotient space S is homeomorphic to S2 by Moore’s decom-
position theorem (Theorem 3.1). Let H ≤ G be an orientation-preserving
torsion-free subgroup of finite index. By Ohshika [Ohs98], the action of H on
S is topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian representation
as in the theorem. The result now follows from Theorem 5.9. �
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Notice that the covering Ĉ→ Ĉ corresponding to the isomorphism Γ→ Γ′

is equivariantly homeomorphic to the covering S2
∞ → S2

∅ given in Theo-
rem 4.1. Thus we record:

Proposition 5.11. Let (G,Q ⊔ Ph) be a geometrically finite convergence

group on S2 such that each member of Ph is two-ended. If the unpinched ac-

tion on S2 given by Theorem 4.1 is topologically conjugate to a geometrically

finite Kleinian action Γ on Ĉ then the pinched Kleinian action Γ′ given by

Theorem 5.10 is topologically conjugate to the original action of G in S2.

Proof. If we unpinch, as in Theorem 1.3, apply a topological conjugacy, and
then pinch, as in Theorem 5.10, the result is a topological conjugacy. Note
that if the topological conjugacy of unpinched structures results in a Kleinian
group, the final pinched structure is also Kleinian. Thus the original group
action is topologically conjugate to a Kleinian group. �

A group is virtually compact special if it has a finite index subgroup that
is the fundamental group of a compact special cube complex. We will use
the following result, which is a minor variation of a theorem due to Wise.

Theorem 5.12 ([Wis21], Thm. 17.14). Let H act properly and isometrically

on H3 with noncompact quotient. (We do not assume that the action is

faithful.) Then H is virtually compact special.

The theorem also holds for groups acting cocompactly by [KM12, BW12,
Wis21, Ago13], but that stronger result is not needed in this paper.

Proof. According to a theorem of Haïssinsky–Lecuire, if H is a finitely gen-
erated group that maps onto a Kleinian group with a finite kernel N , then
the groups H and H/N are commensurable [HL, Thm. 1.3]. In the present
setting, the given group H acts on H3 with a finite kernel N . Therefore H
is virtually the fundamental group of a compact atoroidal 3–manifold with
nonempty boundary. It follows from [Wis21, Thm. 17.14] that H is virtually
compact special. �

The Virtually Compact Special Theorem will be used together with the
following result of Huang–Wise.

Theorem 5.13 ([HWb], Thm. 1.9). Let G be hyperbolic relative to finitely

generated virtually abelian subgroups. Suppose G splits as a finite graph of

groups whose edge groups are relatively quasiconvex and whose vertex groups

are virtually compact special. Then each relatively quasiconvex subgroup of

a vertex group is separable in G. In particular, G is residually finite.

We note that elementary subgroups of a relatively hyperbolic group are
always relatively quasiconvex, so the theorem applies to splittings with ele-
mentary edge groups.
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6. Combination Theorems

In this section, we discuss three types of combinations of convergence
groups. If G acts as a geometrically finite convergence group on S2 and
G admits a splitting over elementary subgroups with the action of each
vertex group topologically conjugate to a Kleinian action, then under certain
conditions we conclude that the action of G of S2 is topologically conjugate
to a Kleinian group. We do this for several different types of amalgamations.

In Subsection 6.1 and in Proposition 6.1, we show how to combine con-
vergence groups acting on S2 along finite groups, following [MS89]. In Sub-
section 6.2, we study combinations of convergence groups along peripheral
groups, see Proposition 6.5. Finally, in Subsection 6.3, we study combina-
tions of convergence groups along loxodromic subgroups in Proposition 6.8.
This last part uses Thurston’s Hyperbolization Theorem.

These results—while perhaps of interest in their own right—are used in
Section 7 to “go up the hierarchy”, a key ingredient in the proof of Theo-
rem 1.1.

6.1. Combinations over finite groups. We study a group G with discon-
nected boundary such that each peripheral subgroup is virtually abelian. We
assume that the stabilizer of each component of the boundary is conjugate
to a Kleinian group.

Proposition 6.1 (cf. [MS89], Thm. 4.3). Suppose a group G acts as a faith-

ful geometrically finite convergence group on S2 with each parabolic subgroup

virtually abelian. If the stabilizer of each nontrivial component of M = ΛG is

topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group, then G itself

is topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group.

This result was proven in [MS89] when each component of ΛG is point or
a circle. Our proof follows essentially the same reasoning. We provide the
details since we will be using variations of this method below.

Proof. By Theorem 5.9, it suffices to prove the theorem in the special case
that G is orientation preserving, which we now assume. A theorem of Osin
[Osi06] states that a relatively hyperbolic group is finitely presented when-
ever its peripheral subgroups are finitely presented. Therefore G is finitely
presented, and an accessible group by [Dun85].

The Decomposition Theorem of Martin–Skora [MS89, Thm. 3.2] states the
following. Suppose G ≤ Homeo(S2) is an orientation preserving convergence
group such that G is accessible. Then there exists a G–invariant family C of
disjoint simple closed curves in Ω(G) that lie in finitely many G–orbits such
that for each nontrivial component U of S2 \

⋃
C the limit set of Stab(U) is

connected. Such a family of curves in the ordinary set is necessarily a null
family by the convergence property of G.

To prove the proposition, we induct on the number of G–orbits of curves
in C. In the base case, C is empty and M is connected, so there is nothing
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to prove. Now suppose C is nonempty, and choose any loop β ∈ C. Consider
the graph T with one vertex for each nontrivial component of S2\

⋃
g∈G g(β),

and an edge between adjacent components. This graph is a tree: it has no
circuit by the planarity of C, and it is connected since any two points in Ω(G)
are separated by finitely many curves. As T has only one orbit of edges, it
determines a splitting of G as an amalgam or HNN extension over a finite
cyclic group Zn for some n.

We first consider the case of an amalgam G = G1 ∗Zn
G2. Let F1 and F2

be the components of S2 \
⋃

g∈G g(β) adjacent to β, so that Fi is stabilized

by Gi for i = 1, 2 and, thus, Λ(Gi) ⊂ Fi. The vertex stabilizers in T
have lower complexity, so they satisfy the proposition by induction. Thus,

there are homeomorphisms ηi : S
2 → Ĉ topologically conjugating each Gi <

Homeo(S2) to a geometrically finite Kleinian group Γi < PSL(2,C). Since

Λ(Gi) ⊂ Fi, the Jordan curve ηi(β) bounds a disc in Ĉ that lies in Ω(Γi).
Since all closed discs in a connected surface are ambiently isotopic, there
exists a Γi–equivariant homeomorphism of Ω(Γi) taking ηi(β) to a round
circle. Any Γi–equivariant homeomorphism of Ω(Γi) continuously extends

to a Γi–equivariant homeomorphism of Ĉ by Theorem 5.5. In other words,
we may choose the homeomorphisms ηi to be orientation preserving maps
such that η1

∣∣β = η2
∣∣β and such that the common image η1(β) = η2(β) is a

round circle of Ĉ.
The Kleinian groups Γ1, Γ2, and J = Γ1∩Γ2 = Z together with the circle

ηi(β) satisfy the hypothesis of Maskit’s first combination theorem [Mas88].
Therefore the group Γ = 〈Γ1,Γ2〉 is a geometrically finite Kleinian group and
the natural map φ : G = G1 ∗Z G2 → Γ is an isomorphism.

To see that G and Γ are topologically conjugate, we recall that the family
of circles G(β) is null. The sphere S2 is a union of translates of the closures
of F1 and F2 together with a 0–dimensional set L′ consisting of points that
are each obtained as the nested intersection of a shrinking sequence of discs
bounded by G–translates of β. The set L′ naturally corresponds to the set
of ends of T . The limit set Λ(G) is equal to the union of limit sets of the
vertex stabilizers of T together with the set L′.

The combination theorem gives a similar decomposition of Ĉ. The family

of circles Γ(ηiβ) is null (see [Mas88, Thm. VII.C.2(v)]). Furthermore, Ĉ is
a union of translates of the closures of η1(F1) and η2(F2) together with a 0–
dimensional set K ′ of points that are each obtained as the nested intersection
of a shrinking sequence of discs bounded by Γ–translates of ηi(β) (see [Mas88,
Thm. VII.C.2(vi)]). Thus K ′ also corresponds to the ends of T .

Recall that if A is a dense subspace of X and Y is a complete metric
space, any continuous map f : A→ Y uniquely extends to a continuous map
X → Y iff the oscillation of f vanishes at each point of X \ A (see [Eng89,

Lem. 4.3.16]). We define η : S2 \ L′ → Ĉ \ K ′ as follows. If x ∈ S2 \ L′,
then x ∈ g(F i) for some g ∈ G and i = 1 or 2; in which case, we define
η(x) = φ(g)

(
ηi(g

−1x)
)
. The oscillation of η vanishes at each point of L′
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since Γ(ηiβ) is null, and the oscillation of η−1 vanishes at each point of K ′

since G(β) is null. By completeness, η and η−1 extend continuously to maps

S2 → Ĉ and Ĉ → S2. These extensions respect the natural equivariant
identifications of L′ and K ′ with the ends of the tree T . Thus the extensions
are mutually inverse equivariant homeomorphisms.

The proof in the HNN extension case follows by similar reasoning using
Maskit’s second combination theorem [Mas88]. �

6.2. Combinations over parabolic subgroups. In this subsection, we
study a group G with connected boundary and a maximal peripheral splitting
of it corresponding to its cut point tree. We assume (as given) that each
vertex group of this splitting (thought of as a group of homeomorphisms

of S2) is topologically conjugate to a Kleinian group on Ĉ. We use several
results from planar topology that are discussed in Section 3.

Definition 6.2 (Cut point tree). Suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic
with connected Bowditch boundary M . A subset C of M is a cyclic element

if C consists of a single cut point or contains a non-cutpoint p and all points
q that are not separated from p by any cut point of M . (See [Kur68, §52]
for the classical structure theory of cyclic elements of a Peano continuum.)
Consider the bipartite graph T with vertex set V0⊔V1, where V0 is the family
of nontrivial cyclic elements of M and V1 is the set of all cut points of M .
Vertices B ∈ V0 and v ∈ V1 are joined by an edge if v ∈ B.

The boundary M = ∂(G,P) is a Peano continuum, and the graph T is
a simplicial tree, known as the cut point tree of M . The stabilizer of each
V1–vertex is a maximal parabolic subgroup and the stabilizer of each V0–
vertex is a nonelementary relatively quasiconvex subgroup of (G,P). The
claims above are due to Bowditch in the case that each peripheral subgroup
is virtually abelian [Bow01] (see [DH] for the general case).

Lemma 6.3 (One direction lemma). Suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic

with connected boundary M = ∂(G,P) such that each P ∈ P is virtually

abelian. Suppose further that the boundary M is planar and the action of G
on M extends to a convergence group action on S2 with limit set M .

Let T be the cut point tree of M . Fix a V1–vertex vP of T with stabilizer J .

For each edge incident to vP , the edge stabilizer is virtually infinite cyclic and

all translations in edge groups incident to vP are parallel in the Euclidean

plane. Furthermore, let ZP be the subgroup of P containing all translations

in this common direction. Then ZP is contained in every edge group, and

the intersection of the edge groups—if there is more than one—is ZP .

Proof. Suppose P is a V1–vertex group with unique fixed point p ∈ S2,
which is a cut point of the boundary M . Each incident edge group QC is the
subgroup P stabilizing a component C of M \ {p}. We need to show that
each such stabilizer is virtually infinite cyclic. The plane S2 \ {p} has either
a Euclidean or hyperbolic metric invariant under P by Theorem 3.5. If this
metric is hyperbolic, then P must be virtually Z. However, any 2–ended
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group of isometries of H2 is topologically conjugate to a group of isometries
of E2, so we may assume that the invariant metric is Euclidean.

Since p is a cut point of M , the space M − {p} is disconnected, and each
component C of M \ {p} is unbounded in the plane since its closure in M
contains p. The stabilizer of C is a subgroup of P acting cocompactly on
C. The subgroup QC leaving C invariant must be infinite, but it cannot be
virtually Z2, because then a finite tubular neighborhood of C would fill the
entire Euclidean plane and would contain a Q–equivariant copy of the Cayley
graph of Z2. A connected Z2–invariant subset of the plane cannot contain
any unbounded complementary components, but the other components of
M \ {p} must also be unbounded in the plane. The only possibility is that
QC is virtually Z.

Observe that all edges of T incident to vP involve translations in parallel
directions since otherwise the corresponding components C would intersect
each other.

To see that every element of ZP is contained in each edge group QC , let
ZC be the intersection ZP ∩ QC . Choose a generator γ for ZP . Suppose
ZC is generated by γk for some integer k ≥ 2. Then γ maps C to a disjoint
component C ′. Choose a basepoint x ∈ C and a path α in C from x to γk(x).
The ZC–translates of this path will form a connected set that separates the
plane. The vertical translation of this curve by γ will intersect the original
curve, contradicting the fact that C and C ′ are disjoint. �

The proof of Proposition 6.1 describes and uses the Decomposition The-
orem of Martin–Skora [MS89]. The following result is an analogue in the
parabolic case.

Proposition 6.4 (Parabolic decomposition). Let G < Homeo(S2) be a

torsion-free, orientation preserving, geometrically finite convergence group.

Let P be the family of all maximal parabolic subgroups of G, and suppose

each P ∈ P is virtually abelian. Suppose the limit set M = ΛG is connected.

Then there exists a G–invariant family C of simple closed curves in S2 with

the following properties.

(1) The curves of C lie in finitely many G–orbits.

(2) The family C is a null family.

(3) Each curve in C is contained in Ω(G) except at one point, where it

passes through a cut point of M .

(4) The lines
{
β ∩Ω(G)

∣∣ β ∈ C
}

are pairwise disjoint.

(5) Two points of M are separated by a cut point of M if and only if

they are separated by a curve of C.
(6) For each nontrivial component U of S2 \

⋃
C, the closure U contains

a unique nontrivial cyclic element of M .

(7) The graph T ′ dual to C is a tree.

Proof. Let ∆ be any component of Ω(G) = S2 \M . Then ∂∆ is a Peano
continuum by Theorem 3.7(2). If StabG(∆) 6= StabG(∂∆) then ∂∆ is the
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common frontier of distinct regions ∆ and g(∆) for some g ∈ G, which can
only happen if ∂∆ = S1 ([Kur68, Thm. 61.II.12]). In this case, ∆ is a Jordan
region and ∆∪ g∆ = S2. It follows that M = ∂∆ and M has no cut points.

Without loss of generality, we will assume that M has at least one cut
point, so that H = StabG(∆) = StabG(∂∆). According to Theorem 3.7(1),
the family of translates G(∂∆) is null. It follows from [HPW, Prop. 2.3]
that H is a relatively quasiconvex subgroup of G with limit set ΛH = ∂∆.
In particular, H is finitely generated, so that the quotient ∆/H is a surface
of finite topological type, i.e., a closed surface with finitely many points
removed. Each cut point p ∈ ∂∆ is also a cut point of M by Theorem 3.7(3),
so it is stabilized by a maximal parabolic subgroup of H. These cut points
lie in finitely many H–orbits by relative quasiconvexity.

For each cut point p of ∂∆, let P = StabG(p) be the maximal parabolic
subgroup of G fixing p. A key point is that, as P is torsion free and orien-
tation preserving, the subgroup P ∩ H = StabH(p) is equal to the infinite
cyclic translation group ZP described in Lemma 6.3. In particular, p cuts
∂∆ into exactly two components, and p is a local cut point of ∆ of valence
two since ∆\{p} is two-ended. Choose an embedded ZP –invariant line ℓp in

the two-ended space ∆ \ {p} so that the family L(∆) of all such lines {ℓp},
one for each cut point p, is H–invariant.

Let q : D2 → ∆ be the Carathéodory–Torhorst quotient map given by
Theorem 3.8. Then q identifies points of S1 in pairs such that no two pairs
are linked in S1. By Proposition 3.9, the convergence group action of H
on ∆ lifts to a convergence group action of H on D2. The action on D2

is topologically conjugate to a Fuchsian action by Theorem 3.6, so we may
equivariantly identify D2 with H2∪S1, and we may similarly identify ∆ with
the hyperbolic plane. Choosing the lines of L(∆) to be hyperbolic geodesics,
the nonlinking property of their endpoints in S1 implies that the lines ℓp
have pairwise distinct closures in ∆.

For each ℓp ∈ L(∆), the closure ℓp ⊂ ∆ is an embedded circle in S2 that
lies in ∆ except at one point where it passes through the corresponding cut
point p. Let C be the corresponding family of all such circles in S2 associated
to all components of Ω(G). By construction, C satisfies (3), (4), (5), and (6).

To establish (1), recall that each family of lines L(∆) has finitely many
H–orbits, where H = StabG(∆). It suffices to show that the components ∆
of Ω(G) lie in finitely many G–orbits. By a theorem of Gerasimov [Ger09],
the geometrically finite convergence group G acts cocompactly on the space
of distinct pairs of points of M . The space of distinct pairs has an exhaustion
by compact sets

{
(a, b)

∣∣ d(a, b) ≥ ǫ
}

for all ǫ > 0. Therefore, there exists
ǫ > 0 such that any subset of M of cardinality at least two has a G–translate
with diameter at least ǫ. In particular, every component of Ω(G) has a G–
translate whose boundary has diameter at least ǫ. There are only finitely
many such components by Theorem 3.7(1).
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We now verify (2). Since the set of components of Ω(G) is null, and for
each component ∆ the lines of L(∆) lie in finitely many orbits, it suffices
to prove nullity for the H–orbit of any single line ℓp ∈ L(∆), where H =
Stab(∆). It is well-known in hyperbolic geometry that the translates of
any geodesic under a proper isometric action on H2 are a null family in the
closure D2 = H2 ∪ S1. Thus, the orbit H(ℓp) in ∆ is a null family as well.

We now show (7). The dual graph T ′ has one vertex for each nontrivial
component of S2 \ C and an edge joining two vertices when they share a
boundary circle in C. To see that T ′ is a tree, we first show that it is
connected. Let T be the cut point tree of M , described in Definition 6.2.
The vertices of T ′ are naturally identified with the V0–vertices of T . If two
V0–vertices are adjacent to the same V1–vertex, the corresponding cyclic
elements intersect in a cut point of M . Such vertices are joined by a finite
edge path in T ′ since the components meeting a cut point are cyclically
ordered, as described in Lemma 6.3. Since T is connected, T ′ is also. To
see that T ′ has no cycles, note that each edge of T ′ corresponds to a Jordan
curve β ∈ C and its adjacent vertices are on opposite sides of β. �

Proposition 6.5. Let G < Homeo(S2) be a faithful geometrically finite

convergence group with M = ΛG connected. Let P be the family of maximal

parabolic subgroups of G, and suppose each P ∈ P is virtually abelian.

Suppose the stabilizer of each nontrivial cyclic element of M is topologi-

cally conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group on Ĉ. Then G itself

is topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group.

Proof. In order to apply Proposition 6.4, we must first pass to a torsion-
free subgroup of finite index. The stabilizer Gv of each V0–vertex v of the
cut point tree T is topologically conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian
group, so each Gv is virtually compact special by [Wis21] (see Theorem 5.12
for a detailed statement). In particular, G is residually finite by a theorem of
Huang–Wise (Theorem 5.13), so G is virtually torsion free. By Theorem 5.9
it suffices to prove the proposition with the additional hypothesis that G is
torsion free and orientation preserving. We now work under that hypothesis.
Without loss of generality, we also assume that M has at least one cut point.

Let C be the G–invariant family of simple closed curves in S2 given by
Proposition 6.4, and let T ′ be its dual tree. Recall that the stabilizer of any
component is the stabilizer of a nontrivial cyclic element of M . In particular,
each vertex group of T ′ is topologically conjugate to a Kleinian group.

Since T ′ has finitely many orbits of edges, we complete the proof by in-
duction on the number of edge orbits. If p is any cut point of M with rank
one stabilizer, any curve β ∈ C passing through p determines a splitting of
G as an amalgam or an HNN extension with loxodromic stable letter. On
the other hand, if p is a cut point of M with rank two stabilizer in G, any
curve β ∈ C through p determines an HNN extension whose stable letter acts
parabolically with fixed point p. This last case turns a rank one cusp into



RELATIVELY HYPERBOLIC GROUPS WITH PLANAR BOUNDARIES 25

a rank two cusp. In all cases, the vertex groups of this splitting have lower
complexity than G, so by induction they are already known to be Kleinian.

We first consider the case that p has rank one stabilizer and β corresponds
to a splitting G = G1 ∗ZG2. Let G(β) be the union of all G–translates of the
loop β. Let F1 and F2 be the components of S2 \G(β) adjacent to β, so that
Fi is stabilized by Gi for i = 1, 2. By the inductive hypothesis, there are

homeomorphisms ηi : S
2 → Ĉ topologically conjugating Gi < Homeo(S2) to

a geometrically finite Kleinian group Γi ≤ PSL(2,C). The rank-one para-
bolic fixed point ηi(p) of Γi is doubly cusped in the sense that Ω(Γi) contains
a pair of disjoint round open discs whose closures meet at ηi(p) and whose
Γi–translates are pairwise disjoint [Mas88, Thm. VI.C.7]. By a theorem of
Epstein, freely homotopic essential simple closed curves in the orientable
surface Ω(Γi)/Γi are ambiently isotopic [Eps66, Thm. 2.1]. Therefore, there
exists a Γi–equivariant homeomorphism of Ω(Γi) that takes ηi(β) to a round
circle in the doubly cusped region for ηi(p). Any Γi–equivariant homeomor-
phism of Ω(Γi) continuously extends to a Γi–equivariant homeomorphism of

Ĉ by Theorem 5.5. In other words, we may choose the homeomorphisms
ηi to be orientation preserving maps so that η1

∣∣β = η2
∣∣β and so that the

common image η1(β) = η2(β) is a round circle of Ĉ.
The Kleinian groups Γ1, Γ2, and J = Γ1∩Γ2 = Z together with the circle

ηi(β) satisfy the hypothesis of Maskit’s first combination theorem [Mas88].
Therefore the group Γ = 〈Γ1,Γ2〉 is a geometrically finite Kleinian group and
the natural map φ : G = G1 ∗Z G2 → Γ is an isomorphism.

To see that G and Γ are topologically conjugate, we will construct a home-
omorphism using the tree structure. We first recall that the family of circles
G(β) in S2 is a null family by Proposition 6.4(2). The sphere S2 is a union
of translates of the closures of F1 and F2 together with a 0–dimensional set
L′ consisting of nonparabolic points that are each obtained as the nested
intersection of a sequence of discs whose boundary circles are G–translates
of β. The set L′ naturally corresponds to the nonparabolic ends of T ′, or
equivalently the ends of the cut point tree T . The limit set Λ(G) is equal to
the union of limit sets of the vertex stabilizers of T together with the set L′.

By the combination theorem, we have a similar decomposition of Ĉ. Using
the same reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 6.1, it follows that G and
Γ are topologically conjugate.

The proofs in the other two cases, involving HNN extensions, follow by
similar reasoning using Maskit’s second combination theorem [Mas88]. �

6.3. Combinations over loxodromics. In this subsection we study rela-
tively hyperbolic group pairs (G,P) whose boundary is connected with no
cut points. In this case, the JSJ decomposition over two-ended subgroups
has the following topological interpretation due to Haulmark–Hruska [HH23].
(The word hyperbolic case is due to Bowditch [Bow98].) We refer the reader
to Definition 7.1 below for the abstract algebraic notion of a JSJ decompo-
sition over a family of subgroups.
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Definition 6.6 (Cut pair tree). Let M be a Peano continuum with no cut
points. A cut pair is a pair of distinct points {a, b} such that M \ {a, b} is
disconnected. A cut pair {x, y} is inseparable if its points are not separated
by any other cut pair. Let x be a local cut point of M . The valence of
x in M is the number of ends of M \ {x}. Such a cut pair {x, y} in M is
exact if the number of components of M \ {x, y} is equal to the valence of
both x and y. (Since M is locally connected, the number of components of
M \ {x, y} is always finite.) Let Z denote the union of all inseparable exact
cut pairs of M . Declare two points of M \Z to be equivalent if they are not
separated by any inseparable exact cut pair. The closure of an equivalence
class containing at least two points is a piece.

Consider the bipartite graph T with vertex set V0⊔V1, where V0 is the set
of pieces and V1 is the set of all inseparable exact cut pairs of M . Vertices
B ∈ V0 and v ∈ V1 are joined by an edge if v ⊂ B. If the Peano continuum
M without cut points is the boundary of a relatively hyperbolic pair (G,P),
then the graph T is a simplicial tree, known as the cut pair tree of M . The
stabilizer of each V1–vertex is a maximal two-ended nonparabolic subgroup,
and the stabilizer of each V0–vertex is relatively quasiconvex. Furthermore,
the cut pair tree is equal to the canonical JSJ tree for splittings of G over two-
ended subgroups relative to P. These assertions are due to Bowditch in the
hyperbolic case and Haulmark–Hruska in the general case [Bow98, HH23].

Definition 6.7 (Regularity). Let (G,P) be relatively hyperbolic. An action
of G on a tree T is regular if each two-ended vertex group Gv is infinite cyclic
and stabilizes each edge e adjacent to v.

We will use regularity as follows. Assume the boundary M = ∂(G,P)
is connected and has no cut points. Let T be the canonical JSJ tree for
splittings over two-ended subgroups relative to P. Then the action is regular
if each two-ended vertex group L of T is infinite cyclic and stabilizes each
component of M \ ΛL.

Proposition 6.8. Let G ≤ Homeo(S2) be a faithful geometrically finite

convergence group whose limit set M = ΛG is a Peano continuum with no

cut points, and let T be the cut pair tree of M .

For each v ∈ V0(T ), suppose Gv is topologically conjugate to a geometri-

cally finite Kleinian group on Ĉ. Then G itself is topologically conjugate to

a geometrically finite Kleinian group.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 6.5, the group G is residually finite.
Each nonelementary vertex group has a torsion-free, orientation preserving
subgroup of finite index. Furthermore, each two-ended vertex group L has
an infinite cyclic subgroup of finite index that stabilizes each of the finitely
many components of M \ ΛL. Thus by residual finiteness, G has a torsion-
free, finite index subgroup whose action on T is regular and whose action
on S2 is orientation preserving. By Theorem 5.9, it suffices to prove the
theorem for such a subgroup, so we will work under the hypothesis that G
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itself has these properties. Without loss of generality, we also assume M is
not homeomorphic to S1, since the cut pair tree is trivial in that case.

Let ∆ be any component of Ω(G) = S2 \ M , and let H = StabG(∆).
As explained in the proof of Proposition 6.4, since M 6= S1, we must have
H = StabG(∂∆). Since M has no cut points, ∂∆ is a simple closed curve in
S2 and ∆ is a Jordan region by Theorem 3.7(3). According to Theorem 3.6,
the action of H on ∆ is topologically conjugate to a Fuchsian action, so we
may equivariantly identify ∆ with H2 ∪ S1. By Theorem 3.7(1), the family
of translates G(∂∆) is null. So H is relatively quasiconvex with limit set ∂∆
by [HPW, Prop. 2.3]. Thus H is finitely generated and ∆/H is a finite area
hyperbolic surface. As in the proof of Proposition 6.4, the components ∆ of
Ω(G) lie in finitely many G–orbits.

Let {x, y} be the inseparable exact cut pair of M stabilized by a two-
ended vertex group L of G. By exactness, M \ {x, y} has a finite number
m = m(x, y) of components, each stabilized by L, and the pair {x, y} lies in
the boundary of precisely m components of Ω(G), each stabilized by L. Let
∆ be any such component, and let H = StabG(∆). The loxodromic action
of L on ∆ has a hyperbolic geodesic axis ℓ joining the pair of points {x, y}.
Let L(∆) be the H–equivariant family of all such geodesics corresponding
to inseparable exact cut pairs in ∂∆. By inseparability, these lines have
pairwise distinct closures in ∆. Since ∆/H is a finite area surface, L(∆) has
only finitely many H–orbits of lines. The closures in ∆ of these lines form a
null family since the action on ∆ is Fuchsian.

Let C be the family of all such compact arcs in S2 associated to all com-
ponents ∆, and all inseparable exact cut pairs. Then C is also a null family.
The cut pair tree T may be recovered from C as follows. The V0 vertices
are in one-to-one correspondence with nontrivial components U of S2 \

⋃
C,

and the V1–vertices are the two-point sets {x, y} of endpoints of the arcs of
C. Suppose vertices v = U and w = {x, y} are adjacent in T . If {x, y} cuts
M into m = m(w) components, then C has exactly m arcs with endpoints
{x, y}. Two of these arcs lie on the boundary of U . Their union β(v,w) is a
simple closed curve that lies in the ordinary set of G, except at two points
where it passes through x and y.

For each v ∈ V0, the limit set Λ(Gv) is the intersection of M with the
closure of the associated component of S2 \

⋃
C. Choose a geometrically

finite Kleinian group Γv topologically conjugate to Gv . The associated 3–
manifold with boundary Nv = H3 ∪ Ω(Γv)/Γv has a natural structure as an
orientable pared 3–manifold (Mv, Pv). For each vertex w adjacent to v, the
loop β(v,w) projects to a pair of homotopic simple closed curves in ∂Mv \Pv

that bound an incompressible annulus A = A(v,w). Letting w vary over all
vertices adjacent to v gives finitely many pairwise disjoint incompressible
annuli. If Qv denotes the union of these annuli, then (Mv, Pv ∪ Qv) is a
pared 3–manifold.

For each w ∈ V1 corresponding to a cut pair {x, y}, the cyclic group Γw is
generated by an orientation preserving loxodromic map fixing x and y. Such
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a map is topologically conjugate to the map f(z) = 2z on Ĉ by Theorem 3.5.
The associated 3–manifold Nw = H3 ∪ (C \ {0})

/
Γw for Γw = 〈f〉 is a

solid torus. The m arcs of C that meet the limit set of Gw project to m
parallel simple closed curves on the boundary of this solid torus, which cut
the boundary into m annuli A(w, v), one for each vertex v adjacent to w.

Form a graph of spaces from the manifolds {Mv} and {Nw}, gluing along
annuli in their boundaries so that if v and w are adjacent, A(v,w) is glued
to A(w, v) by the natural orientation-reversing homeomorphism. The result
is a pared 3–manifold (MG, PG) by Proposition 5.4. By the Hyperbolization
Theorem (Theorem 5.2), this pared 3–manifold admits a complete geomet-
rically finite hyperbolic structure. Let Γ ≤ PSL(2,C) be the corresponding
holonomy representation of G. This procedure gives representations of the
vertex groups that agree on their common edge groups.

We now prove that G and Γ are topologically conjugate. Consider any
G–invariant forest F ⊆ T , and let the tree T ′ be a component of F . Let k
denote the number of G–orbits of edges intersecting T ′. Since T itself arises
from the forest F = T , we will complete the proof by induction on k. The
inductive claim is that, for any such subtree T ′, the group G′ = StabG(T

′) ≤
Homeo(S2) is topologically conjugate to Γ′ = StabΓ(T

′) ≤ PSL(2,C).
The base case, in which k = 0 and T ′ is a single vertex v, holds as a

consequence of Marden’s Isomorphism Theorem (see Corollary 5.6) applied
to Γv and the restriction of Γ to Gv. This step is necessary because the
hyperbolic metric on Mv provided by hyperbolization may not be the same

as the one given by Γv (although they are topologicially conjugate in Ĉ).
For the inductive step, choose a subtree T ′ of T as above. Fix a V1–vertex

w of T ′ corresponding to a cut pair {x, y}. If w has valence one in T ′, then
T ′ has a G′–invariant proper subtree with fewer orbits of edges than T ′. In
this case, the conclusion follows immediately from the inductive hypothesis.

Now assume the valence of w in T ′ is at least two. Then there exists
a simple closed curve β in S2 consisting of the union of two arcs of C(T ′)
with common endpoints x and y. By the regularity of the action on T ′, the
stabilizer H of {x, y} stabilizes each V0–vertex of T ′ incident to the V1–vertex
{x, y}. Consequently, H stabilizes each of the two discs in S2 bounded by β.

In particular, β determines a splitting of G′ as an amalgam or HNN ex-
tension with the single edge group H. The vertex groups of this splitting
correspond to subtrees of T ′ with fewer orbits of edges than G′. The proof
that G′ is topologically conjugate to Γ′ now follows from Maskit’s combina-
tion theorem [Mas88] just as in the proofs of Propositions 6.1 and 6.5 using
the nullity of the family G′(β). �

7. The elementary hierarchy

This section describes the elementary hierarchy of a relatively hyperbolic
group pair, which breaks up the group into basic pieces. We describe this
hierarchy in terms of its effect on the Bowditch boundary and show that it
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can be refined to a four-step procedure that is repeated indefinitely until each
of the steps stabilizes. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, we show in
Proposition 7.5 that the terminal pieces can be realized as Kleinian groups.

Then we use the combination results from Section 6 to show that at each
stage going up the hierarchy, we have a topological conjugacy to a Kleinian
group. In this section, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 and Theorem 1.1.

Definition 7.1 (JSJ decompositions). Consider a fixed group G and the the
family of all simplicial trees T on which G acts minimally without inversions.
A subgroup H < G acts elliptically on such a tree T if H fixes a vertex of
T . Let E be any collection of subgroups of G closed under conjugation and
passing to subgroups, and let P be any family of subgroups of G. An (E,P)–
tree is a tree T such that each P ∈ P acts elliptically and each edge stabilizer
is a member of E. An (E,P)–tree is universally elliptic if its edge stabilizers
act elliptically on every (E,P)–tree. If G acts on trees T and T ′, then T
dominates T ′ if there is a G–equivariant map T → T ′.

An (E,P)–tree T is a JSJ tree for splittings of G over E relative to P if it
satisfies the following universal properties:

(1) T is universally elliptic among all (E,P)–trees.
(2) T dominates any other universally elliptic (E,P)–tree.

We refer the reader to Guirardel–Levitt [GL17] for detailed background on
JSJ decompositions of groups. As explained in [GL17, Thm. 2.20], if (G,P)
is relatively hyperbolic and E is the family of all elementary subgroups, then
a JSJ tree for G over E relative to P always exists. In the case where G is one
ended relative to P, there is a special JSJ decomposition known as the tree
of cylinders, which we will call the canonical JSJ decomposition, following
Bowditch [Bow98].

In this section, we consider relatively hyperbolic pairs (G,P) such that
each member of P is virtually abelian. If any members of P are two ended,
they may be removed from the peripheral structure via unpinching, as de-
scribed in Section 4. Thus we may assume that all members of P are virtually
abelian of rank at least two.

Definition 7.2 (Hierarchies). A hierarchy for a group H is a rooted tree
of groups H with H at the root such that the descendants of each group
L ∈ H are the vertex groups of a graph of groups decomposition of L. A
group L ∈ H is terminal if L has no descendants. A hierarchy is finite if the
underlying rooted tree is a finite tree.

We recall the definition of an elementary hierarchy for a relatively hyper-
bolic group pair. For simplicity, we focus on the case in which all peripheral
subgroups are virtually abelian.

Definition 7.3. Let (G,P) be relatively hyperbolic such that each member
of P is virtually abelian. An elementary JSJ hierarchy for (G,P) is a hierar-
chy H in which the given splitting of each L ∈ H is a JSJ decomposition of L
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over virtually abelian subgroups relative to the family of maximal parabolic
subgroups of L that are not virtualy cyclic.

Given a relatively hyperbolic (G,P) with all peripheral subgroups virtu-
ally abelian, we obtain an elementary hierarchy in four stages, which we
discuss in detail below. We give a quick algebraic summary here. Each ver-
tex group L of the hierarchy is relatively quasiconvex in (G,P), so it has an
induced relatively hyperbolic structure (see, for instance, [GL15, Prop. 3.4]).
We first remove any two-ended groups from the induced peripheral struc-
ture of L, and then perform the following sequence of splittings of L relative
to this new peripheral structure. We split using a JSJ decomposition over
finite subgroups, then split using the canonical JSJ decomposition over par-
abolic subgroups, and finally split using the canonical JSJ decomposition
over loxodromic subgroups.

In the case when there is no virtual two-torsion, this hierarchy is finite:

Theorem 7.4 ([LT17], Cor. 2.7). Let (G,P) be relatively hyperbolic such

that all members of P are virtually abelian. Assume that G has a finite-

index subgroup with no elements of order two. Then any elementary JSJ

hierarchy for (G,P) is finite.

7.1. Topological interpretation of the elementary JSJ hierarchy. As-
sume that (G,P) is hyperbolic relative to virtually abelian subgroups of rank
at least two. We now describe in detail how to produce an elementary hier-
archy recursively. Each vertex group of this hierarchy is relatively hyperbolic
and equipped with a preferred peripheral structure.

The purpose of this more detailed construction is to trace the effect of
elementary splittings on the topology of the Bowditch boundary, and to
better understand the convergence actions on S2 of each vertex group.

Consider the following sequence of operations that constructs a hierarchy
recursively on the number of levels. Level 0 of the hierarchy contains the
initial group pair (G,P). Assume the first k levels of the hierarchy have been
constructed previously. We describe below how to produce the level k + 1
descendants of each level k vertex.

(0) (Terminal) Suppose (H,P) is a vertex group at level k. If (H,P) is
either finite, parabolic, or Fuchsian, it is terminal in the hierarchy. If
H has no splittings over elementary subgroups relative to P and the
collection P does not contain a two-ended subgroup, we also consider
(H,P) to be terminal. In all other cases, (H,P) is non-terminal.

(1) (Unpinch) Suppose (H,P) is a non-terminal vertex group at level k
which has no splitting over elementary subgroups relative to P such
that at least one member of P is a two-ended group.

We remove all 2–ended groups from P to produce a new peripheral
structure (H,Q). We consider (H,Q) to be the only descendant of
(H,P), so that the associated splitting of (H,P) is trivial.
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The effect of this removal on the Bowditch boundary is to un-
pinch each parabolic point that is a local cut point of valence two, as
explained for general relatively hyperbolic groups in Theorem 4.2.

When performing Step 1, the boundary ∂(H,P) may be discon-
nected, and there may be 2–ended parabolic subgroups. After Step 1,
the boundary ∂(H,Q) may be disconnected, but all parabolic sub-
groups in Q are virtually Zn for n ≥ 2.

If H acts as a geometrically finite convergence group on S2, then
we blow up the action on S2 as described in Theorem 4.1. When only
2–ended subgroups are removed, this blowup may also be obtained
using [HPW, Thm. 4.2].

(2) (Split over finite subgroups) Suppose (H,Q) is a non-terminal
vertex group at level k such that Q contains no two-ended groups
and H splits over a finite subgroup relative to Q. Then split (H,Q)
using a JSJ decomposition over finite subgroups relative to Q. We
define the level k + 1 descendants of (H,Q) to be the vertex groups
of this splitting. If L is any such descendant, then L is considered
to be hyperbolic relative to the family QL containing all infinite
subgroups of the form L ∩Q for Q ∈ Q. The infinite vertex groups
of this splitting are precisely the family of stabilizers of nontrivial
components of ∂(H,Q). There may also be finite vertex groups.

In Step 2, all parabolic subgroups of Q are virtually Zn for n ≥ 2
and ∂(H,Q) may be disconnected. After Step 2 the boundary of each
descendant vertex group (L,QL) is either empty or connected. Still
all maximal parabolic subgroups of QL are virtually Zn for n ≥ 2.

(3) (Split over parabolic subgroups) Suppose that (H,Q) is a non-
terminal vertex group at level k that does not split over finite sub-
groups relative to Q but that does split over some parabolic subgroup
relative to Q. Suppose also that Q contains no two-ended groups.

Split (H,Q) using the canonical JSJ decomposition over parabolic
subgroups of Q relative to Q. The tree corresponding to this split-
ting is equal to the cut point tree of the boundary, as described in
Section 6.2. If L is a vertex group of this splitting, let QL be its
induced peripheral structure, as described in the previous step.

Before Step 3, the boundary of (H,Q) is connected and could
contain cut points, and all peripheral subgroups are virtually Zn for
n ≥ 2. After Step 3, there are two types of vertex groups. The
most interesting case is a vertex group whose boundary (L,QL) is
nontrivial and connected with no cut points (but it could contain
cut pairs) and its peripheral subgroups may be virtually Z or may
have higher rank. The other case is a parabolic vertex group whose
boundary is a single point.
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(4) (Split over loxodromic subgroups) Suppose that (H,Q) is a ver-
tex group at level k that does not split over finite or parabolic sub-
groups relative to Q but that does admit a splitting over loxodromic
subgroups relative to Q.

Split (H,Q) using the canonical JSJ decomposition over loxo-
dromic subgroups of Q relative to Q. The tree corresponding to
this splitting is equal to the cut pair tree of the boundary, as de-
scribed in Section 6.3. If L is a vertex group of this splitting, let QL

be its induced peripheral structure, as described above.
Before Step 4, the boundary is connected with no cut points and

its peripheral subgroups are either virtually Z or of higher rank.
After Step 4, each descendant vertex group is either 2–ended, hanging
Fuchsian, or rigid over 2–ended groups. The rigid vertex groups
might have disconnected boundary or cut points. Their peripheral
subgroups may be either virtually Z or of higher rank.

The recursion above produces a hierarchy of elementary splittings that
refines the Louder–Touikan elementary JSJ hierarchy. Under the assumption
that the initial group G is virtually without 2–torsion, such a hierarchy
terminates after a finite number of steps.

We now consider what happens when we apply the recursion above to a
group that acts on S2. Suppose (G,P) acts as a geometrically finite conver-
gence group on S2 whose maximal parabolic subgroups are the members of
P. Suppose also that the members of P are each virtually abelian of rank
two. Each group pair in the hierarchy inherits a convergence group action
on S2 as described above—unpinching each time Step 1 is applied.

Proposition 7.5 (Terminal groups are Kleinian). Assume the hypotheses

of Theorem 1.2. In particular, G acts faithfully on S2 and virtually has no

2–torsion. Assume either that ∂(G,P) does not contain a Sierpiński carpet

or that the relative Cannon conjecture is true.

Then any hierarchy for (G,P) produced as above is finite. The induced

action of each terminal vertex group Gv on S2 is topologically conjugate to

a geometrically finite Kleinian action of Gv on Ĉ. More precisely, if the

boundary contains no Sierpiński carpet, then each terminal Kleinian group

is either finite, rank-two parabolic, or Fuchsian.

Proof. According to Louder–Touikan [LT17], the elementary hierarchy is fi-
nite. Each terminal vertex of the hierarchy carries a group pair (H,Q) with
a relatively hyperbolic structure with all peripheral subgroups virtually Z2.
The group pair (H,Q) is either finite, parabolic, or nonelementary relatively
hyperbolic with boundary that is connected with no cut points.

If ∂(H,Q) is a 2–sphere, we are done by the relative Cannon conjecture,
so we assume that ΛH 6= S2. Thus ΛH has empty interior and, hence, has
dimension at most one ([Eng95, Cor. 1.8.12]). Each vertex group has at most
one-dimensional connected boundary and admits no elementary splitting rel-
ative to peripheral subgroups. By a theorem of Haulmark, its boundary is
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either the empty set, a single point, a circle, a Sierpiński carpet, or a Menger
curve [Hau19]. But the Menger curve cannot arise, since it is not planar.

We claim that every terminal vertex group is topologically conjugate to a

Kleinian group on Ĉ. Indeed, if the boundary is empty the vertex group is
finite, and the action on S2 is conjugate to an orthogonal action by Theo-
rem 3.4. If the boundary is a single point ξ, the vertex group is virtually Z2

and the proper action on S2 \ {ξ} is conjugate to an isometric action on E2

by Theorem 3.5. If the boundary is a circle, the convergence action on S2 is
conjugate to a Fuchsian action by Theorem 3.6.

Suppose for some terminal vertex, the boundary ∂(H,Q) is a carpet. We
first show that if ∂(G,P) does not contain a carpet, then ∂(H,Q) cannot
be a carpet by induction on the height of the elementary hierarchy. A con-
nected component, a cut-point component, or a cut-pair component of a
space with no carpets cannot contain a carpet. Also, the boundary formed
by unpinching a vertex group along 2–ended subgroups cannot contain a
Sierpiński carpet. For if the unpinched boundary contains a carpet S, then
S contains a subcarpet S ′ not intersecting any peripheral circle of S (see
Lemma 7.6 below), and S ′ embeds in the pinched boundary, a contradiction.

On the other hand, if the relative Cannon conjecture holds, we will see
that the action of the carpet group H on S2 is topologically conjugate to a
Kleinian action by an argument similar to [KK00, §5]. If ∂(H,Q) is a Sier-
piński carpet, then its peripheral circles are pairwise disjoint and null. Thus
by [HPW, Prop. 2.3], they lie in finitely many H–orbits, and the stabilizer
of each circle C is a quasiconvex subgroup with limit set C. Choose a set of
representatives {K1,K2, ....Kn} for the conjugacy classes of circle stabilizers.
Let DH denote the double of H over {Ki}; that is, DH is the fundamental
group of the graph of groups with two vertex groups, each isomorphic to
H, and n edges connecting them, joining the common copies of the Ki’s.
By Dahmani’s combination theorem [Dah03], the double DH is hyperbolic
relative to virtually Z2 subgroups and by the argument of [TW20, Cor. 1.2],
its Bowditch boundary is S2. (See [KK00] for the word hyperbolic case).
Thus, by the relative Cannon conjecture, DH acts properly, isometrically,
and geometrically finitely on H3. The Kleinian action must have the same
maximal parabolic subgroups as the Bowditch boundary of DH, so the limit

set of this Kleinian action is Ĉ, and there is a DH–equivariant homeomor-

phism S2 → Ĉ conjugating the action of DH on its boundary to the Kleinian
action. Restricting to the limit set of H, we conclude that H is topologically
conjugate to a geometrically finite group of isometries of H3. �

Lemma 7.6. The Sierpiński carpet S contains an embedded Sierpiński carpet

S ′ that is disjoint from every peripheral circle of S.

Proof. Let M3 be a compact hyperbolic 3–manifold with three totally geo-
desic boundary components A,B, and C. Take four 3–manifolds M0,M1,
M2, and M3, each isometric to M , and identify A0 = A1, B0 = B2, and
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C0 = C3 to form a hyperbolic manifold with boundary that has M0 in its
interior. The limit sets of their universal covers provide the required carpets.

Alternatively, collapse each peripheral circle of S to a point to get a 2–
sphere. The image of the set of peripheral circles is a countable set D ⊂ S2.
A subcarpet disjoint from D exists by the following theorem: For every
subset S of Rn with empty interior and any countable set D, there is a subset
S′ homeomorphic to S whose closure lies in Rn \D [Eng95, Thm. 1.8.9]. �

7.2. Assembling the hierarchy. We now prove several of our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first consider the case that some members of P
are not virtually abelian. Express P as Q ⊔ Ph, where Ph is the family of
all peripheral subgroups that are not virtually abelian. Such subgroups are
either cocompact Fuchsian groups or virtually free but not virtually cyclic.
Theorem 4.1 produces an action of G on S2 covering the original action, in
which the action of each member of Ph has been blown up to a Fuchsian
action on a closed disc.

We now assume that all members of P are virtually abelian. Proposi-
tion 7.5 gives a finite hierarchy of the group G, which we can write as a
rooted tree of height h, where each operation in the description of the hier-
archy in Section 7.1 moves to a lower level. The vertex group at the root is
G. Each vertex one level below the root is either the result of unpinching
(Step 1), in which case there is only one vertex at this level, or each ver-
tex is a vertex group of a splitting of G corresponding to one of Steps 2,
3 or 4. Each terminal vertex is topologically conjugate to a geometrically
finite Kleinian group by Proposition 7.5.

Thus, we know the result is true for groups of height 0. We proceed by
induction on the height h of the hierarchy. If (G,P) has at least one 2–ended
peripheral subgroup it has a single descendant (G,Q) obtained by removing
all 2–ended groups from P (Step 1 of hierarchy). By induction, (G,Q), which
is at height h− 1, is conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group. By
the inductive hypothesis, the action of (G,Q) is topologically conjugate to
a geometrically finite Kleinian action. According to Proposition 5.11, the
original action of (G,P) is also topologically conjugate to a Kleinian group.

Otherwise all peripheral subgroups of (G,P) are virtually Z2. If ∂(G,P)
is disconnected (that is, if the operation going down was Step 2), apply
Proposition 6.1. If it is connected and has a cut point (that is, the operation
going down was Step 4), apply Proposition 6.8. If it is connected with no cut
point but contains a cut pair (that is, the operation going down was Step 3),
then apply Proposition 6.4. In each case, we are given a graph of groups
whose vertex groups are conjugate to geometrically finite Kleinian groups,
and the corresponding proposition shows that (G,P) is also topologically
conjugate to a geometrically finite Kleinian group. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. If some vertex group has boundary S2, then the split-
ting is trivial and there is nothing to prove. Without loss of generality, we
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assume the limit set of each vertex group is not S2. Each vertex group of
the given graph of groups is virtually compact special by Wise’s Virtually
Compact Special Theorem (Theorem 5.12). Therefore, G is residually finite
by a result of Huang–Wise (see Theorem 5.13).

We claim that G contains a torsion-free finite index subgroup G′ such that
the induced graph of groups splitting of G′ is regular in the sense of Defi-
nition 6.7. Indeed, each vertex group—being Kleinian—is virtually torsion
free, so by residual finiteness, there is a finite index subgroup of G that has
this property. For regularity, consider a 2–ended vertex group. The inclusion
of each adjacent edge group is finite index, and there are finitely many such
edges. So, by passing to a further finite-index subgroup, we can make these
all isomorphisms. Call this finite index subgroup G′.

As above, G′ inherits a graph of groups structure where each edge group
is 2–ended. Each vertex group H ′

v is the fundamental group of a hyperbolic
manifold (some of these may be solid tori). The edge groups correspond to
embedded curves in the conformal boundary. Gluing these pieces together
as in Proposition 5.4 gives a pared 3–manifold M with nonempty boundary
whose fundamental group is G′. The 3–manifold M is hyperbolic by the
Hyperbolization Theorem (see Theorem 5.2), so G is virtually Kleinian. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By hypothesis (G,P) has no splittings over a finite
or parabolic subgroup. Consider the JSJ decomposition over 2–ended sub-
groups. Each non-elementary vertex group Gv of this splitting is relatively
hyperbolic with respect to the collection Sv, consisting of all infinite inter-
sections of Gv with members of P together with the subgroups that stabilize
the edges adjacent to v. According to [HWa, Thm. 8.8], the action of each
rigid vertex group Gv , on its planar limit set ∂(Gv ,Sv) extends to a geomet-
rically finite convergence group action on S2. Similarly, the action of each
quadratically hanging vertex group on the circle ∂(Gv ,Sv), also extends to
such a convergence group action on S2, since it is virtually Fuchsian. For
each 2–ended vertex group Gv, choose a Kleinian action that is virtually
loxodromic. Note that the action of each vertex group Gv on S2 could have
a finite kernel Fv. According to Theorem 1.2, if Gv is nonelementary, the
action of the quotient group Gv/Fv on S2 is covered by a Kleinian action on

Ĉ in which each adjacent 2–ended edge group Ge acts parabolically. Since
the abstract group Gv maps onto a Kleinian group with finite kernel, Gv has
a finite index torsion-free subgroup Hv by [HL, Thm. 1.3].

Thus Hv has a faithful Kleinian action in which each edge group acts
parabolically. There is an associated peripheral structure Pv⊔Qv containing
only virtually abelian groups such that Qv is the family of stabilizers of edges
adjacent to v. This peripheral structure may be different from Sv, since the
nonelementary hyperbolic surface groups have been removed in the covering
in 1.2. Note that each member of Qv is two-ended. Let Mv = H3/Hv be the
associated hyperbolic 3–manifold with pared structure (Mv , Pv ∪Qv), where
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Qv is a disjoint collection of incompressible annuli corresponding to the 2–
ended groups of Qv. Removing Qv from the pared structure gives a new
pared structure (Mv , Pv) that is again hyperbolic by the Hyperbolization
Theorem (see Theorem 5.2).

Each two-ended parabolic subgroup in Qv corresponds to a rank-one cusp
of (Mv , Pv ∪Qv), and in the new pared structure (Mv , Pv), these are embed-
ded annuli in the conformal boundary of (M,Pv). Applying Theorem 1.5, the
group G is virtually the fundamental group of a hyperbolic 3-manifold. �

8. Applications

We now give some applications to the conjecture of Martin and Skora,
and to variations of the Cannon conjecture.

Conjecture 8.1 (Cannon Conjecture). Let G be a word hyperbolic group

whose Gromov boundary is homeomorphic to S2. Then G acts properly,

isometrically, and cocompactly on H3.

Conjecture 8.2 (Relative Cannon Conjecture). Let (G,P) be a relatively

hyperbolic group pair whose Bowditch boundary is homeomorphic to S2. Then

G acts properly, isometrically, and geometrically finitely on H3.

In the Relative Cannon Conjecture, the members of P do not need to be
virtually abelian. Thus, the members of P may not all act parabolically in
the corresponding Kleinian representation.

Conjecture 8.3 (GF Martin–Skora Conjecture). If G < Homeo(S2) is a

geometrically finite convergence group, then G is covered by a Kleinian group.

For an example of a convergence group on S2 that properly covers another
convergence group, see Definition 3.3.

Theorem 8.4. The three conjectures listed above are equivalent within the

class of all torsion-free groups. That is, if any of the conjectures is true for

all torsion-free groups G, then the others are as well.

Proof. Claim: Conjecture 8.3 implies Conjecture 8.1 for torsion-free groups.
Assume the GF Martin–Skora Conjecture for torsion-free groups. Suppose

G is word hyperbolic with Gromov boundary homeomorphic to S2, and G is
torsion free. Then G acts on S2 with finite kernel F , which must be trivial.
The GF Martin–Skora Conjecture implies that G is covered by a Kleinian
group Γ that is abstractly isomorphic to G. Since Γ is Kleinian and abstractly
isomorphic to G, it is torsion free. According to [BM91, Cor. 1.4], the group
Γ has cohomological dimension 3, so the Kleinian manifold H3/Γ is a closed
hyperbolic 3–manifold. In particular, Γ ∼= G acts properly, isometrically,
and cocompactly on H3.

Claim: Conjecture 8.1 implies Conjecture 8.2 for torsion-free groups.
We first note that it follows from the proof in Groves-Manning–Sisto

[GMS19, Cor. 1.4] that the Cannon conjecture for torsion-free groups im-
plies the relative Cannon conjecture for torsion-free relatively hyperbolic
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pairs (G,P) in the case that all peripheral subgroups are Z2. Indeed, the
proof involves a sequence of Dehn fillings of G, each with torsion-free pe-
ripheral subgroups. By [GM18, Thm. 4.1], since the given group G is torsion
free, so are all the filled groups arising in their proof. The Cannon conjec-
ture is applied to the torsion-free groups in this sequence. Hence, each is a
3–manifold group. We conclude that the limit of the sequence of fillings is
a Kleinian representation of G, realizing G as the fundamental group of a
cusped hyperbolic 3–manifold.

Now suppose (G,P) is relatively hyperbolic with Bowditch boundary
∂(G,P) = S2, and that G is torsion free. Then G contains a finite index
subgroup G′ that is orientation preserving on S2. Let P ′ denote the in-
duced set of peripheral subgroups of G′. Then ∂(G′,P ′) is also S2, and each
member of P ′ is the fundamental group of a closed orientable surface (see
[Dah05, Thm. 0.3] or [HWa, Cor. 3.2]). If P ′ contains no hyperbolic surface
groups, then each member of P ′ is free abelian. If the Cannon conjecture
for torsion-free groups holds, then by the argument above using [GMS19,
Cor. 1.4], G is the fundamental group of a cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and
hence satisfies the relative Cannon conjecture, Conjecture 8.2.

Suppose that some of the peripheral groups are hyperbolic. Let P ′
h be

the family of word hyperbolic peripheral subgroups in P ′, which are all the
fundamental groups of closed hyperbolic orientable surfaces. According to
Theorem 1.3, the Bowditch boundary M = ∂(G′,P ′ \ P ′

h) embeds in S2.
According to [TW20, Lem. 12], this planar set M is homeomorphic to the
Sierpiński carpet if P ′

h is nonempty. The double DG′ of G′ across the sub-
groups P ′

h is relatively hyperbolic with all peripheral subgroups isomorphic
to Z2 by Dahmani’s combination theorem [Dah03, Thm. 0.1]. It follows that
the boundary of the double DG′ is homeomorphic to S2, as explained in the
proof of [TW20, Cor. 1.2] (see also [KK00] for the word hyperbolic case).

Since the parabolic subgroups of DG′ acting as a convergence group on
S2 are free abelian, we again cite [GMS19, Cor. 1.4] as above, which implies
(under our assumption of the Cannon conjecture for torsion-free groups) that
DG′ acts properly and isometrically on H3 with finite volume quotient. The
subgroup G′ must be geometrically finite in DG′ since it is not a virtual
fiber. It follows from Theorem 5.9 that G itself has such an action. Thus, G
acts properly, isometrically, and geometrically finitely on H3.

Claim: Conjecture 8.2 implies Conjecture 8.3 for torsion-free groups.
This implication is given by Theorem 1.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. This result is one of the parts of Theorem 8.4. �
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