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DISK PATTERNS, QUASI-DUALITY AND THE UNIFORM
BOUNDED DIAMETER CONJECTURE

YUSHENG LUO AND YONGQUAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We show that the diameter of the image of the skinning
map on the deformation space of an acylindrical reflection group is
bounded by a constant depending only on the topological complexity
of the components of its boundary, answering a conjecture of Minsky in
the reflection group setting. This result can be interpreted as a uniform
rigidity theorem for disk patterns. Our method also establishes a con-
nection between the diameter of the skinning image and certain discrete
extremal width on the Coxeter graph of the reflection group.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G = PSLy(C) be a geometrically finite Kleinian group with con-
nected limit set, and M = G\(H? U Q(G)) be the corresponding Kleinian 3-
manifold, where Q(é) is the domain of discontinuity of G. The quasiconfor-
mal deformation space of G can be naturally identified with the Teichmiiller
space Teich(0M). The covering of Int(M) corresponding to dM is a (po-
tentially disconnected) quasifuchsian manifold whose conformal boundary is
the union of X € Teich(0M) and its skinning surface opr(X) € Teich(0M).
This defines a map between Teichmiiller spaces

o = Teich(0M) — Teich(dM),

called the skinning map.
Suppose that M is acylindrical, or equivalently, the limit set A(G) is
homeomorphic to a round Schottky set, i.e., the complement of infinitely
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many disjoint round open disks in C (see Figure and . Thurston’s
Bounded Image Theorem (see and [Thu86]), which is a crucial step
in Thurston’s hyperbolization theorem, states that the image of ojs has
compact closure. Thus,

diam(ops(Teich(0M))) < 0

in the Teichmiiller metric. Here, the Teichmiiller metric on Teich(0M) is
defined as the supreme of the Teichmiiller metrics on its components.

It has been suggested that an effective version of the Bounded Image
Theorem may yield more explicit estimates on the hyperbolic structure,
leading to an effective version of the hyperbolization theorem (e.g. [Ker05]).
A quantitative bound on the diameter of the skinning image may be the
first step towards this goal. It is conjectured by Minsky that

Conjecture 1.1. Suppose that M 1is acylindrical. Then there exists a con-
stant K depending only on the topological type of OM so that

diam(ops(Teich(0M))) < K
in the Teichmiiller metric on Teich(0M).

There have been various recent results supporting this conjecture (see
[Ken10, KM14, BKM21]). This paper studies the case of reflection groups.

Let G be a discrete group generated by reflection along circles in C with
connected limit set, and let QC(G) be the quasiconformal deformation space
of G. Let G <1 G be the index 2 subgroup consisting of orientation pre-
serving elements. Then G is a geometrically finite Kleinian group. Let
M = G\(H? U Q(G)) be the corresponding Kleinian orbifold. Then

QC(G) = Teich(0M /r) = Teich"(0M) < Teich(dM),

where 7 : M — 0M is a orientation reversing involution, and Teich"(0M)
consists of conformal structures on dM with an anti-conformal involution
isotopic to r. We remark that dM /r is a finite union of hyperbolic poly-
gons, potentially containing some ideal vertices. The topological complexity
©top(G) of G is defined as the maximal number of edges in a component of
0M /r. The skinning map o restricts to a map

o = Teich(OM /r) — Teich(0M /r).
Our main theorem confirms Conjecture for reflection groups.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be an acylindrical reflection group with topological
complezity €,op(G). Then there exists a constant K depending only on
Ctop(G) so that

diam (o (Teich(0M /1)) < K

in the Teichmiller metric.
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For a reflection group G, the skinning map takes a very concrete form in
terms of the disk pattern associated to the generators of G (see and
. Our main theorem can be interpreted as uniform rigidity results for
circle packings, or more generally disk patterns (see Theorem [5.1)).

The topological complexity in Theorem is on par with the maximal
absolute value of the orbifold Euler characteristic of each component of 0 M.
Indeed, each component X of 0M satisfies N/2 —2 < [x(X)| < N — 2 if
N is the number of sides of X /r. Note that, in particular, the uniform
bound K does not depend on the number of components of M. The Euler
characteristic of the boundary of the smallest manifold cover of M may have
much larger absolute value, and generally depends on the cone angles of 0 M.
On the other hand, if all vertices of M /r are ideal vertices (i.e. in the case
of kissing reflection groups, cf. [LLM22]), then M itself is a manifold, and
Ctop(G) — 2 is the maximal absolute value of the Euler characteristic of each
component of M.

We remark that our main theorem complements the existing results in
[Ken10, KM14, BKM21] where some lower bounds on the injectivity radius
or depth of collar about the convex core boundary are assumed. In our
setting,

e the reflection group G can contain parabolic elements, so é\HS can
contain cusps, thus the injectivity radius can be 0;

e degenerations in Teich(0M /r) always occur into the thin part of the
Teichmiiller space Teich(0M);

e for every N > 3, one can construct a sequence of acylindrical reflec-
tion groups with totally geodesic convex core boundary and topolog-
ical complexity N, the depth of whose collar about the convex core
boundary goes to 0;

e the uniform bound does not depend on the number of components
of 0M, while in the results mentioned above it seems to.

We now discuss some of the ingredients in the proof of the main theorem,
in particular the connections with disk patterns and extremal lengths.

1.1. Disk pattern and reflection group. Let G be a connected simple
plane graph with vertex and edge sets V and €. Let w : € — {T:n €
N>2} U {0} be some weight function on its edge set. We call such an edge-
weighted graph (G,w) a Cozeter graph. A disk pattern with combinatorics
(G,w) is essentially a collection of disks P = {D,,v € V} whose intersection
pattern and angles are described by the graph G and the weight function
w respectively (see Definitions and for the subtleties involving a
parabolic face).

The Koebe-Andreev-Thurston theorem (see Theorem c.f. [RHDO7,
Theorem 1.4]) gives a characterization on the realization problem for disk
patterns, and its deformation space is identified with the product space
of the Teichmiiller space (see Theorem c.f. [HL13, Theorem 1.3] and
[HL17, Theorem 0.5]). Given a disk pattern P realizing the Coxeter graph
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(G,w), we consider the reflection group G = Gp generated by reflections
along all disks in P. This gives a correspondence between reflection groups
and disk patterns.

In we will give a characterization of acylindrical reflection group in
terms of its Coxeter graph (G,w) (see Theorem . In particular, we will
show that if G is acylindrical, then G is 3-connected. Equivalently, this
means that G is a polyhedral graph, i.e., it is the 1-skeleton of a convex
polyhedron. We have an identification

QC(G) = Teich(0M /r) = | | Teich(IIx),
F

where F' is a hyperbolic face of (G,w) (see and IIg is the corresponding
hyperbolic polygon whose angles are determined by the weight function w.

Hence in our setting, the skinning map can be explicitly defined as fol-
lows. Given a disk pattern P associated to the reflection group, the input
of the skinning map is represented by a collection of polygons {IIgp}r. For
each hyperbolic face F', the corresponding component of the skinning image
is revealed by removing the disks for vertices in the complement of F', and
represented by another polygon Uy p. See Figure for an example illus-
trating the correspondence between reflection groups and circle patterns, as
well as this explicit presentation of the skinning map.

1.2. Discrete extremal lengths / widths. A key tool in this paper is
extremal length, particularly in the context of disk patterns. Let (G,w) be
a Coxeter graph, and F' be a hyperbolic face of (G,w). Let a,b be a pair of
non-adjacent vertices on 0F. Let I'yp be the family of paths v in G with
Intfy € G — JF connecting a, b. Slmllarly, let I'; , be the family of paths

in G with Inty € G — 0F and dy € OF separatlng a,b. We consider
the vertex extremal length, denoted by ELg(I'y 4, 0F') and ELg( ap OF) for
these families of paths in G (see §3| for more details). We denote the vertex
extremal width (or vertex modulus) i.e. the reciprocal of extremal length,
by EWg(Tap, 0F) and EWg(I; . OF)

This discrete version of extremal length was first introduced by Cannon
[Can94] and in various other forms by Duffin [Duf62] and Schramm [Sch95].
If G induces a triangulation of the complement of the face F in S?, then it
follows from a classical result of Schramm (see [Sch93]) that we have duality
of extremal lengths / widths, i.e.,

EWg(Top, OF) EWg (L5, 0F) =
Duality fails in general (see Example . Instead, we prove a uniform
quasi-duality in terms of the topological complexity (see Theorem
1
(4%i0p(G) + 1)

We remark that the uniform lower bound in Equation (1.1]) is the key in our
argument to obtain a uniform upper bound on the skinning diameter. It is

5 <EWg(Lap, 0F) EWg(I'g,, 0F) < (1.1)
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(A) The Coxeter graph, where n on an
edge means weight 7/n. Note that all but
one hyperbolic face is triangular.

(B) The disk pattern. Removing the (¢) The limit set of the corresponding
light grey disk reveals the image of the acylindrical reflection group. It is home-
skinning map, which is the hyperbolic omorphic to a Sierpinski carpet.
polygon marked in red.

FIGURE 1.1. An example of the correspondence between re-
flection groups and disk patterns.

a discrete analogue of the reciprocal condition in [Raj17, [NR22] (see

for more discussions).

Comparing with conformal extremal widths. The vertex extremal
length / width serves as a discrete analogue and gives good approximation
of the classical conformal extremal length / width in the following sense.

Let (Sr)r € op(Teich(0M/r)). Let EW(D'yp,s,) (or EW(I; , .)) be the
conformal extremal width of families of paths I'y j, 5, connecting (or families
of paths I'; , ¢ separating) the edges associated to a,b of the hyperbolic
polygon Sg (see for more details). In Theorem we prove that if G
is acylindrical, and if the extremal width EW (I, g,.) is bigger than some
threshold depending only on @, (G), then

1

EWg(up, 0F) < EW(D S EWG(Tr,, 0F)
Wg( a,,bva ) ~ W( a”b’SF) ~ EWQ(F:’lﬁaF)

(1.2)
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1.3. Proof sketch for Theorem (1.2} Let (Sr)r, (S%)r € onr(Teich(0M /r)).
Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices on 0F. By Equation ([1.2)), if the
extremal widths for the polygons (Sp)r, (S%)r between a,b are big, then

. EW(Tops,) EWTaps,) 1
EW(Tops,) EW(Laps,) | ~ EWg(Tap, 0F) EWg(L; , 0F)

Thus, by Equation (1.1]), there exists some constant K depending only on
©top(G) so that

EW(T, EW(, 4.5
max W ’b’SF), Lapsy) < K. (1.3)
EW(ops) EW(Tap,s5)

This essentially implies that the Teichmiiller distance between the two hy-
perbolic polygons (Sr)r, (SE)r € on(Teich(0M/r)) is bounded above by
some constant depending only on the topological complexity Giop(G), giv-
ing the desired uniform upper bound on the diameter of the skinning map
oy (Teich(0M /r)) (see Theorem |5.1{ and §5|for more details).

We remark that as one varies reflection groups with the same topologi-
cal complexity, the hyperbolic polygons in the skinning image can become
degenerate. Our Theorem in particular Equation , states that dif-
ferent hyperbolic polygons in the skinning image must degenerate in the
same way.

1.4. Discussion on related works.

1.4.1. Skinning maps. Skinning maps play an important role in Thurston’s
hyperbolization theorem. The unique fixed point of the skinning map,
guaranteed by contraction, provides compatible hyperbolic structures to
glue smaller pieces to obtain more complicated hyperbolic 3-manifolds (see
[Thu&6]).

General properties of the skinning map remain mysterious. It is known
that the skinning map of a compact acylindrical manifold is never constant
[DK09], and in fact finite-to-one [Duml1b]. Recently, Gastor constructed an
explicit family of skinning maps with critical points [Gas16]. These examples
come from deformation of a Kleinian group whose limit set is the Apollonian
circle packing. However, it is not known whether skinning maps have critical
points in general.

We refer to [BBCM20] for a recent extension of Thurston’s Bounded Image
Theorem to pared 3-manifolds with incompressible boundary that are not
necessarily acylindrical.

We also remark that as observed in [BKM21], the uniform upper bound
of the derivative of the skinning map in [McM90|] depends only on the topo-
logical type of the surface 0M (c.f. [BEK20] for a related uniform bound on
the Thurston’s pull back operator).
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1.4.2. Circle packings and discrete extremal lengths. Circle packings (or,
more generally, disk patterns), their deformation spaces, and rigidity prob-
lems have been studied in [RS87, [Sch91, [He99, RHDO7, [HL13|, [HL17]. More
generally, these problems have been studied for circle packings on complex
projective surfaces [Thu22, KMT03, KMT06, Lam21, BW23]. Circle pack-
ings and disk patterns have also long been employed to study geometric
structures and their deformation spaces [Bro85l Bro86l, [FS97]. Recently,
[LZ23] has explored the connections between the skinning map, renormal-
ization, and circle packings (see also [LZ24]). Our main result suggests
that it may be possible to extend the uniform contraction property of the
renormalization operator, as discussed in [LZ23], to cases with non-fixed
combinatorics.

Discrete and combinatorial extremal lengths have been employed to inves-
tigate various surface uniformization problems (see [Sch93) [Can94, [CEP94],
Sch95, BK02, BM13| Leel8, [Thul9, NY20]). The deep connections between
circle packings and these combinatorial extremal lengths are thoroughly dis-
cussed in [Hal09]. A crucial aspect of these approaches is utilizing circle
packings to effectively translate combinatorial data into analytical data (see
also [RS87, BS04, Wil01), TM23]). Our method also leverages this powerful
principle.

1.4.3. (Quasi-)duality. Duality of extremal length / width in the confor-
mal setting is already known by Ahlfors and Beurling (see e.g. [AB50]).
More generally, quasi-duality is known to hold for sufficiently regular metric
spaces [JL20, Loh21l [LR21], which can then be used to characterize qua-
siconformal maps between such spaces. See also [Geh62) [Zie67, Loh23] for
higher-dimensional generalizations.

Quasi-duality has been applied to prove uniformization theorems of met-
ric surfaces [Rajl17, RR19, RRR21, [EBPC22l Tko22, MW24]. Notably, in
[Raj17], it is shown that a metric space homeomorphic to R? is quasiconfor-
mally homeomorphic to an open domain in C if and only if it is reciprocal,
which in particular requires uniform quasi-duality for all quadrilaterals in
the space. This result is generalized in [NR22].

Duality for certain discrete analogues has also been established in the
context of edge metrics on graphs and networks [ACF+19.

Acknowledgement. The authors thank Y. Minksy for asking the question
and suggesting the connection between uniform diameter bound and circle
packings.

2. DISK PATTERNS AND REFLECTION GROUPS

In this section, we establish many connections between disk patterns and
Kleinian reflection groups. Many results are generalized from circle packings
and kissing reflection groups in [LLM22].
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2.1. Realizable Coxeter graphs. In this subsection, we introduce a com-
binatorial object (Coxeter graphs) to encode both disk patterns with angles
in {m/n :n e Nss} U {0} and reflection groups, and study their relationships.
In particular, we show that their deformation spaces are naturally identi-
fied (Theorem . Our main ingredient is a version of Koebe-Andreev-
Thurston’s theorem on realizable disk patterns (Theorem .

Let G be a connected simple plane graph, and let V and & be the set
of vertices and edges of G respectively. Let w : &€ — [0, 7/2] be a weight
function on the set of edges. We call such an edge-weighted graph a Coxeter
graph.

Given a Coxeter graph (G,w), a face of F' of (G,w) is said to be

e clliptic if it is triangular and the sum of weights w(ey) + w(ez) +
w(es) > 7 for the three edges ey, e2, e3 bounding F;
e parabolic if the sum of weights w(ei) +-- - +w(e,) = (n—2)7 for the
edges eq, ..., e, bounding F;
e hyperbolic otherwise.
It is easy to see that if F' is parabolic, then it is either a triangle or a
quadrilateral. It is also easy to see that if F' is hyperbolic with n sides, then
the weights on the edges add up to < (n — 2)m.

For a more uniform presentation, we always assume that in the Coxeter
graph (G,w), there does not exist a pair of adjacent triangular parabolic
faces sharing an edge with weight 0. If there does exist such a pair, it is
easy to see that the four edges other than the one shared by the two triangles
all have weight 7/2. We can remove the common edge, and combine the two
parabolic faces into a single quadrilateral parabolic face. This in fact does
not affect the combinatorics of the disk patterns encoded by the graph, see
Definitions and as well as the discussion between them.

Definition 2.1. Given a Coxeter graph (G,w), we define its completion
(G,w) as follows. First suppose |V| > 5. Let F,, be the collection of all
quadrilateral parabolic faces. For any F' € F, let vf ol of vl be the
four vertices on 0F in a cyclic order. Let ef3 and ek be the two diagonals

connecting v{",v{ and vf, vl respectively. Then G = (V,€) with

E=¢Evu U {ef3, e}
FeFpq

The weight function satisfies w = w on £, and W = 0 on E\E.
If G is a quadrilateral with w = 7/2, then we only add the diagonals to
one of the two faces of G. In all other cases, (G,w) = (G,w).

Note that if F,, is nonempty, then the completion is no longer a plane
graph. This definition is motivated by the observation that there are extra-
neous tangencies for quadrilateral parabolic faces; see [Thu22, Ch. 13]. For
easier references, we still refer to the quadrilateral vivov3vs as a parabolic
face of G. The four triangles v1vov3, V2v3V4, V3V4V1, V4v1V2 formed by adding
the diagonals are called extraneous parabolic faces of G.
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Definition 2.2. A disk pattern with Coxeter graph (G,w) is a collection of
closed round disks P := {D,,v € V} so that

e D, n D, = & if v,w are not adjacent in the completion (G,w);

e D, intersects D, at an angle w(e) if e is an edge connecting v, w
in G; in particular, this means that D, and D,, are tangent to each
other when @w(e) = 0.

If such a disk pattern exists, we say P realizes (G,w), and (G, w) is realizable.
We remark that by definition, each disk of P is marked by a vertex of G.
We denote by Teich(G,w) the space of disk patterns realizing (G,w) up to
Mobius transformations that preserves the markings.

We remark that if w = 0 on &, then the disk pattern P realizing (G, w)
is a circle packing. We endow Teich(G,w) with the Hausdorff topology,
ie. P; — P if (up to Mobius transformations) the corresponding disks
D,; — D, on C.

The following statement is a slight generalization of the classical Koebe-
Andreev-Thurston theorem (see e.g. Chapter 13 of [Thu22]).

Theorem 2.3 (Koebe-Andreev-Thurston). Assume (G,w) has at least one
hyperbolic face, or contains at least 6 vertices. Then (G,w) is realizable if
and only if the following two conditions are satisfied.
(A) Given any 3-cycle of edges e1,es,e3 in the completion (G,w), if
w(er) + w(e2) + w(eg) = m, then they bound a (elliptic or parabolic)
face of G, or an extraneous parabolic face of G.
(B) Given any 4-cycle of edges e1,es,es3,¢eq, if w(er) + w(ez) + w(es) +
w(eq) = 2w, then they bound a parabolic face of G or two elliptic
faces of G.

Moreover, if (G,w) is realizable, then it has a unique realization up to Mébius
transformations if and only if all hyperbolic faces of G are triangular.

We remark that if w = 0, then the two conditions are automatically
satisfied, and the result above reduces to the classical one on circle packings.

We will briefly sketch a proof of realizability, and discuss more about
(non)uniqueness in later sections. Many versions of this theorem found in
current literature treat slightly different cases. We refer to [RHDO7] for some
of the nuances.

Proof. Necessity of the two conditions follow from [RHDOT7, §3]. We divide
the proof of sufficiency into several steps, covering increasingly more cases.
Step 1. (Triangular graph) Suppose (G,w) is a triangulation with > 6 ver-
tices, w(e) > 0 for any edge e, and only contains elliptic faces. Then re-
alizability follows from [RHDO7, Theorem 1.4] directly: Conditions (1)-(2)
there are satisfied by our extra assumptions (w > 0 and only elliptic faces);
Conditions (3)-(4) are contrapositives of the two conditions in our version;
Checking Condition (5) is not necessary when we have at least 6 vertices,
by [RHDO7, Proposition 1.5].
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Step 2. (Limiting argument) We now allow triangular parabolic faces. For
simplicity, suppose only one face is parabolic; the general case follows by
induction. Suppose e, ez, e3 bounds a parabolic face F'. Choose w;,; —
w; = w(e;) so that wy; € (0,7/2] and wy 1 + wp2 + wp3 > 7. Consider a
Coxeter graph with the same underlying graph, but with weight function w,
satisfying wp(e;) = wp 4, and having the same value as w on all other edges.
It is easy to see that for all n large enough, Conditions (A) and (B) still
hold. By Step 1, (G, w,) is realizable. Letting n — 00, we conclude that the
original Coxeter graph is also realizable.

Step 3. (Quadrilateral parabolic faces) We next allow quadrilateral para-
bolic faces. For simplicity, suppose there is only one quadrilateral parabolic
face F', bounded by edges e1, e, e3,¢e4. Let ep be either one of the diagonals
of F. Consider a new Coxeter graph (G,,w,) by adding the new edge ep
to G, with weight 7/n. It is easy to see that both Conditions (A) and (B)
are still satisfied, so (Gy,,wy,) is realizable. Letting n — 00, we conclude that
(G,w) is realizable.

Step 4. (Triangulation of a general graph) Suppose now (G,w) has at least
one hyperbolic face. For each hyperbolic face F, add a vertex vg in its
interior and connect it to all vertices on 0F. We also assign weight 0 to
all the new edges. Note that in this new graph, each hyperbolic face with
n-sides is divided into n hyperbolic triangles. Now for each new hyperbolic
triangle, add an additional vertex and connect it to the three vertices of the
triangle. We assign weight 7/2 to these new edges. It is not hard to see that
the new Coxeter graph has at least 7 vertices, and has no hyperbolic face.
Conditions (A) and (B) remain true. We can thus apply Step 2 and Step 3
to conclude that the new graph is realizable. Removing the additional disks,
we conclude that the original graph is realizable.

Finally, we note that if @w(e) = 0 for some edge e, then either e is part
of an extraneous parabolic face, or bounds a hyperbolic face. In the latter
case, the construction above will make e part of an extraneous parabolic
face in the completion of the new graph. So we can also allow zero weights
on the edges.

This completes the proof of the existence part of Theorem O

We remark that the idea of subdividing non-triangular faces has already
been applied in [Thu22].

We also need the following special case not covered by Theorem [2.3] for
later applications.

Proposition 2.4 (Koebe-Andreev-Thurston for triangular prism). Suppose
(G,w) is the graph shown in Figure . Suppose also that (G,w) does not
contain any hyperbolic face. Then (G,w) is realizable if and only if the
following conditions hold.

(I) w(viva) + w(vavs) + w(vgvy) < 75



UNIFORM BOUNDED DIAMETER CONJECTURE 11
(II) w(av;)+w(v;b) +w(bv)) +w(vja)+wlavy) +w(vgb) < 37 and w(av;) +

w(vib) + w(bv;) + w(vja) + w(vivg) + w(vgy;) < 3w for any {3, j, k} =
{1,2,3}.

U3

v1 U2

b b

F1GURE 2.1. Coxeter graph for Proposition A vertex
labelled b is put at infinity.

The proof is a combination of [RHDQT, Theorem 1.4] (especially Condition
(5) there) and a limiting argument as in Step 2 above to handle 0 weights.

2.2. Reflection groups associated to a Coxeter graph. For applica-
tions on reflection groups, from now on, we restrict the weight function
w: & — {T:n e Ny} u {0}, and assume that (G,w) is realizable. We
remark that without this restriction, many estimates in later sections still
hold, but some constants will depend on w.

We also assume that (G, w) has at least one hyperoblic face. Let Aut®(C) =
Isom(H?) be the group of Mébius and anti-Mé&bius transformations.

Given P € Teich(G,w), consider the group G = Gp generated by reflec-
tions 7, in the boundary circles C, of D,. Note that for any v, w € V, r,ory,
is

0

e an elliptic element of order n if there is an edge e connecting them
with w(e) = 7/n for some integer n > 2;
e a parabolic element if there is an edge e connecting them in the
completion G with w(e) = 0;
e a hyperbolic element if no edge connects them in the completion.
We can construct a fundamental domain for the action of G on H? ex-
plicitly. For each vertex v, let P, be the corresponding geodesic plane in H?3
with C,, as its boundary at infinity, oriented with normal vectors pointing
towards D,. Let H, be the half space bounded by P, so that the normals
on P, points away from H,. Set

Hp = ﬂ Hy.
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Note that the planes P, and P, intersect in a dihedral angle 7/n if w(vw) =
m/n. Consider also the set

Since (G,w) contains at least one hyperbolic face, II is nonempty. In fact,
each connected component of II is the interior of a polygon bounded by
circular arcs, corresponding to a face F' of G. We denote this connected
component by Iz, and calls it the interstice of the pattern for the face F.

Note that the infinite ends of Hp extend to the sphere at infinity C as
interstices. In particular, we conclude that Hp is nonempty and in fact
has nonempty interior. By Poincaré’s polyhedron theorem, G is a discrete
subgroup of Aut®(C), and Hp is a fundamental domain for the action of G
on H3. The group G contains an index-2 subgroup of orientation-preserving
elements, which we denote by G. Tt follows from the construction of a
fundamental domain above that G is geometrically finite, i.e. the action of
G on H3 has a finite-sided fundamental polyhedron.

Let A and Q be the limit set and domain of discontinuity of G respectively.
Let IIr be an interstice and suppose G is the subgroup of G generated by
vertices v € 0F. Define Qp = UgeGF g-1p.

We have the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that (G,w) with w : &€ — {T:n € Nxa} U {0} is
realizable and has at least one hyperbolic face. Fizx P € Teich(G,w), and
let G = Gp be the associated reflection group. Let ) be the domain of
discontinuity of G. Then

(1) The group G is nonelementary.

(2) There are bijective correspondences between the set of hyperbolic
faces of (G,w), the set of interstices of P, and G-orbits of connected
components of Q0 given by F «—— llp «— G - Qp.

Proof. For Part 1, it suffices to show that for any hyperbolic face F, the
subgroup G is nonelementary. Indeed, since Hp gives a fundamental do-
main, Gr - Hf tiles Qp. If Gp is elementary, then C — Qp consists of at
most 2 points. On the other hand, if we set Gr to be the subgroup of
orientation-preserving elements in G, then G r\QF is hyperbolic, so Qp
admits a hyperbolic metric as well. This is a contradiction.

For Part 2, let Iz be a different interstice. Then 2z is disjoint from Q.
In particular, Qg also admits a hyperbolic metric, hence F’ is hyperbolic.

Noting that Qg is precisely the connected component of §2 containing Iz,
the bijective correspondences follow. ([

2.3. Moduli spaces and reflection groups. We now elaborate more on
the (non)uniqueness of disk patterns realizing (G,w), in terms of the quasi-
conformal deformation space of the associated reflection groups.
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A quasiconformal deformation of G is a discrete and faithful representa-
tion £ : G — Auti((@) that preserves parabolics, induced by a quasicon-
formal map f: C — C (i.e. £(g) = fogo f~! for any g€ G).

The quasiconformal deformation space of G is defined as

QC(G) := {¢ : G —> Aut®(C) is a quasiconformal deformation}/ ~

where & ~ £ if they are conjugates of each other by a Mobius transformation.

We endow QC(G) with the algebraic topology, ie. & — £ if (up to
Mobius transformations) &(g) — £(g) for any g € G. We have the following
identification of deformation spaces.

Proposition 2.6. Fir P € Teich(G,w) with w : &€ — {T:n € Ny} U
{0} and let G be the corresponding reflection group. The association P’ €
Teich(G,w) — Gpr € QC(G) induces a homeomorphism Teich(G,w) =
QC(G).

Proof. We first show that the map is well-defined. For each hyperbolic face
F of (G,w), there is a quasiconformal map ¥y between interstices Iy of P
and IT% of P for the face F. Let up be its Beltrami differential. Using the
action of G, we then obtain an invariant Beltrami differential on 2. Since the
limit set has zero area, this may be viewed as a Beltrami differential on C.
The Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem then provides a quasiconformal
map that conjugates the actions.

Clearly the map is injective. For surjectivity, let £ : G — C be a
quasiconformal deformation induced by f : C —> C. Then for any v € V,
the reflection r, in C, is mapped to an element £(r,) whose fixed point set
is the Jordan curve f(C,). Therefore £(r,) must be a reflection as well, and
f(Cy) is a circle. Moreover, as £ is faithful and type-preserving, &(ry,) 0 &(ry)
has the same type and order as 7, and r,, and hence the angle between
f(Cy) and f(C\,) remains the same as that between C, and C,,. Thus f(P)
is another disk pattern realizing (G,w), and &(G) is generated by reflections
in the circles of f(P).

Finally, continuity can be easily checked from definition. O

Consider the Kleinian 3-orbifold M := G\(H3 U Q). Its boundary 0M =
\Ur XF has a connected component for each hyperbolic face F' of G. Confor-
mally, Xp =~ CNJF\QF In fact, X can be constructed as the double of IIx,
with punctures or cone points of order n if the corresponding edges have
weight 0 or w/n. The surface X has an anti-conformal involution r = rp
given by exchanging the two copies of I1p.

Let Teich" (X ) be the quasiconformal deformation space of Xp invariant
under the mapping class given by r. In fact, we may view this as a de-
formation space Teich(IIr) of the interstice IIr. Using the quasiconformal
deformation theory of Ahlfors, Bers, Maskit and others (see e.g. [Sul81]), we
can argue as [LZ23] §2] and obtain the following identification.
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Theorem 2.7. For any realizable (G,w) with w : £ — {7: n € Nxa} U {0},

Teich(G,w) = QC(G) = [ Teich(Ilp),
FeFy
where Fp, is the set of hyperbolic faces of G.

As mentioned in [LZ23| §2], the Fenchel-Nielson coordinates on Teich(Xr)
give a diffeomorphism Teich(ITz) = (R*)"~3, where n is the number of sides
of F. In particular, Teich(G,w) contains a unique point if and only if all
hyperbolic faces are triangular.

2.4. Limit sets of reflection groups. A graph § is said to be k-connected
if it contains more than k vertices and remains connected after removing any
k—1 vertices together with edges incidence to them. An elliptic connection of
(G,w) is an edge e in G connecting two nonadjacent vertices on the boundary
of a hyperbolic face with w(e) > 0.

We now prove the following relation between connectedness of limit sets of
Gp for any P € G and connectedness of G. This generalizes Proposition 3.4
in [LLM22].

Theorem 2.8. Let (G,w) be a realizable connected simple plane graph with
weight w : € — {T :n € Nxa} U {0}. Let P € Teich(G,w) and set G = Gp.
Then the limit set of G is connected if and only if (G,w) is 2-connected, and
contains no elliptic connections.

Proof. We will use the following fact: the limit set A of G is connected
if and only if every component of the domain of discontinuity €2 is simply
connected.

Suppose first that G is not 2-connected. Then there exists a vertex v so
that removing v and all edges incident to it separates the graph. It is easy
to see that v lies on the boundary of a face F' that is not a Jordan domain.
Note that the face F' has at least 4 sides.

If F is parabolic, then G contains exactly 3 vertices u, v, w with two edges
e1 connecting u, v, and ey connecting v, w. Moreover, w(e;) = w(eg) = 7/2.
It is easy to see that G is elementary, whose limit set consists of two points,
which is not connected.

If F is hyperbolic, then it is easy to see that (r,-Hg) uIlp S Qp discon-
nects the limit set of G; cf. [LLM22] §3.1].

Suppose now that (G,w) is 2-connected, but contains an elliptic connec-
tion. That is, there exists a hyperbolic face F', and an edge e not on JF con-
necting two vertices v, w of F'. Suppose w(e) = w/n. For k =0,2,...,2n—1,
set

(1 0 7)) /2 k is even.

g {(rv o rw)(k_l)/Q or, kis odd,
. =

It is easy to see that | J, gk IIr € Qp disconnects the limit set.
Suppose now that (G,w) is 2-connected and contains no elliptic connec-
tions. For any hyperbolic face F' of G, it must bound a Jordan domain and
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any additional edges connecting vertices of F' have weight 0. This means
that the cycle of disks corresponding to vertices of F' separates C into two
parts: one of them is I, and the other may contain additional tangency
among the disks (but no overlaps). Arguing similarly as [LLM22| §3.1], the
domain of discontinuity (p containing Il is simply connected. O

Note that when w = 0, the graph automatically contains no elliptic con-
nection, and our result here reduces to [LLM22, Proposition 3.4]. See Fig-
ure [2.2] for some examples illustrating the theorem.

4

4 4

(A) A 2-connected graph; the weights
on all edges except the red one are

(B) The weight on the red edge is 0. (c¢) The weight on the red edge is 7/3.

Ficure 2.2. Two disk patterns with the same graph but
different weights. The one on the right contains an elliptic
connection.

2.5. Acylindrical reflection groups. We now consider the situation for
acylindrical reflection groups. We briefly recall the topological condition
of acylindricity. Let (IV, P) be a pared 3-manifold, where N is a compact
oriented 3-manifold with boundary, and P < dN is a submanifold consits
of incompressible tori and annuli. See [Thu86] for a precise definition in
arbitrary dimension. Set dg/N = 0N — P. Then we say (N, P) is acylindrical
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if each component of dy/N is incompressible, and every essential cylinder
with both ends in dy/N is boundary parallel.

For a geometrically finite hyperbolic 3-manifold M, let core.(M) be the
convex core of M minus a small enough e-thin cuspidal neighborhoods for
all cusps. Recall that the convexr core of M is the smallest closed convex
subset of M containing all closed geodesics. Let P < 0core (M) be the
union of boundaries of all cuspidal neighborhoods, then (corec(M), P) is a
pared 3-manifold, and we say M (and the corresponding Kleinian group
G) is acylindrical if (core.(M), P) is. More generally, a geometrically finite
hyperbolic 3-orbifold is acylindrical if any of its finite manifold cover is.

It is well known that one can recognize acylindricity from the limit set
when M is geometrically finite of infinite volume: it is equivalent to the
condition that every component of the domain of discontinuity of G is a
Jordan domain, and the closures of any two components share at most one
point. See for example [LZ23|, Proposition 8.4] and [BO22, Lemma 11.2].

Given (G,w), let F' be a hyperbolic face, and v, w two nonadjacent vertices
on OF. If there exists a vertex x ¢ JF so that w(zv) = w(zw) = 7/2, we call
the path vazw a right-angled 2-connection. We aim to prove the following
statement relating connectedness of (G,w) with acylindricity of the group
G. This generalizes Proposition 3.6 of [LLM22].

Theorem 2.9. Let (G,w) be a realizable connected simple plane graph with
at least 4 vertices and weight function w : € — {% : n € Nxao} U {0}. Let

P € Teich(G,w) and set G = Gp, and G the index 2 subgroup of orientation-
preserving elements.

(1) Suppose (G,w) is not a tetrahedron with only one hyperbolic face.
Then the group G is acylindrical if and only if (G,w) is 3-connected,
and contains no right-angled 2-connections.

(2) Suppose (G,w) is a tetrahedron with only one hyperbolic face. Set
e1, €2, e3 to be the three edges connecting the vertices of the hyperbolic
face to the fourth vertex. Then the group G is acylindrical if and only

if w(er) + w(e2) + w(es) < .

Note that if G is acylindrical, then its limit set is connected. It is also easy
to see that if (G,w) is 3-connected, then it contains no elliptic connection.
So by Theorem we may assume that (G,w) is 2-connected and contains
no elliptic connection.

Part of one direction follows from Lemma 3.7 and 3.8 in [LLM22].

Lemma 2.10. If G is acylindrical, then (G,w) is 8-connected.

Proof. Suppose G is not 3-connected. Then Lemma 3.7 in [LLM22|] produces
two vertices v, w lying on the intersection of the boundaries of two faces
Iy, F, of G. Moreover, they are nonadjacent for at least one of the two
faces, say Fi. In particular, F; must be a hyperbolic face.

We can then argue similarly as Lemma 3.8 in [LLM22] to finish the proof.
The only modification needed is a third case: r, o7, may be an elliptic
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element. But this means that the curve corresponding to r, o ry, in Xp, is
homotopically trivial in (a manifold cover of) M, contradicting the fact that
X, must be incompressible. O

For the other direction, we construct a new plane graph (§ ,) as follows.
For each hyperbolic face F' of G, we add a new vertex vgp and connect it to
all vertices on 0F. Moreover, we define the weight @ on these new edges to
be /2, and the same as w otherwise.

Note that the new graph (é ,@) has no hyperbolic face. Indeed, any face
F of G is either a face of G (in which case it is already elliptic or parabolic),
or a triangle formed by vp and two adjacent vertices v, w of some face F’ of
G. Since W(vvpr) + O(wvpr) + O(vw) = 7, the face F is elliptic or parabolic.

Acylindricity can be characterized in terms of this new graph.

Lemma 2.11. The group G is acylindrical if and only if (é,@) is realizable.

Proof. Note that by a result of McMullen [McM90], G is acylindrical if and
only if it has a quasiconformal deformation Go whose domain of discontinuity
consists of round disks. In fact, éo arises as the unique fixed point of the
skinning map. As the the skinning map maps the reflection locus QC(G)
to itself, it is easy to see that the fixed point must lie on the reflection
locus. That is, we may assume C~¥0 is the index 2 subgroup of orientation-
preserving elements in a reflection group Gy corresponding to a disk pattern
Py € Teich(G,w).

This means that for any hyperbolic face F' of (G,w), we can add a circle
perpendicular to all D, with v € 0F — this circle is the boundary of the
corresponding component 2z of the domain of discontinuity. This is exactly
equivalent to (QA ,@) being realizable, as desired. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [2.9]

Proof of Theorem[2.9. By Lemma we may assume that (G,w) is 3-
connected. If all faces of (G,w) are elliptic or parabolic, then Gisa lattice,
and acylindrical by default. So we assume that (G,w) contains at least one
hyperbolic face.

If G contains exactly four vertices, then it must be a tetrahedron. Suppose
further that (G,w) has only one hyperbolic face. Then G contains exactly
5 vertices. Since G is acylindrical if and only if (G, &) is realizable, we can
apply apply Proposition to conclude that the condition in Part (2) is
necessary and sufficient.

For the remainder of the proof, we assume (G, w) contains more than four
vertices or has at least 2 hyperbolic faces. Then (g w) has at least 6 vertices.

First suppose G is acylindrical. Then (g W) is realizable. We claim that
(G,w) cannot contain any right-angled 2-connection. Suppose otherwise, and
let vxw be a right-angled 2-connection with v, w € 0F for some hyperbolic
face F'. Then v, z, w,vr form a 4-cycle in G with weights on edges between
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them add up to 2. This is impossible by Theorem as v, w are assumed
to be nonadjacent, and vp and x are nonadjacent by construction.

Conversely, suppose the 3-connected graph (G, w) contains no right-angled
2-connections. We need to check that (é,@) satisfy all conditions of The-
orem [2.3] First note that any new 3-cycles bound a new face, so the first
condition is met. Furthermore, any new 4-cycle must be of one of the fol-
lowing two possibilities.

The first possibility is vpvvp,w for two hyperbolic faces Fi, Fy of (G, w)
and v,w € 0F; N 0Fy. As (G,w) is 3-connected, v,w must be adjacent in
both F7 and F5. So the second condition is met in this case.

Another possibility is vpvzw for some hyperbolic face F', v,w € 0F and
x ¢ JF. Since no right-angled 2-connection exists, we conclude that v, w are
adjacent in F. So the second Condltlon is also met in this case.

Hence (g %) is realizable, and thus G is acylindrical, as desired. O

Note that when w = 0, the graph automatically contains no right-angled
2-connection, and our result here reduces to [LLM22, Proposition 3.6]. See
Figure for some examples illustrating the theorem.

3. UNIFORM QUASI-DUALITY FOR DISCRETE EXTREMAL WIDTH

In this section, we prove uniform quasi-duality for extremal widths of
polygonal subdivision graphs. We start by introducing the notion of vertex
extremal length and width for graphs and polygonal subdivision graphs in
and The main theorem of this section is Theorem [3.2] whose proof

occupies the remaining parts.

3.1. Vertex extremal length / width. The notion of discrete extremal
length, in various different settings, was introduced and studied by Duf-
fin, Cannon and Schramm [Can94) Duf62, [Sch95]. It is an analogue of the
extremal length for families of curves on Riemann surfaces, and has many
applications in analysis and geometry.

Let G be a graph, and let V be the set of vertices. A wvertex metric in the
graph is a function g : ¥V — [0,00). The area of the metric is defined by

area(p) = Z w(v)?.
vey

Let v be a path in G, i.e., a sequence of vertices v, ..., v,4+1 Where v; and
vj41 form an edge. We define its length with respect to the vertex metric p
by

n+1
= u(v))
j=0

Let T be a collection of paths in G. A vertex metric p is called I'-admissible
if {,(y) = 1 for all v € I". The wertex modulus or the vertex extremal width
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(A) A 3-connected graph. The
weights on all edges except the
red ones are 0.

(B) The weights on the red edges are 0; this is (C) The weights on the red edges
acylindrical, and the limit set is homeomorphic are 7/2; this is not acylindrical.
to a circle packing.

FicGure 2.3. Two disk patterns with the same graph but
different weights. The one on the right contains a right-
angled 2-connection.

of I is defined by
EW(T') = EWg(T') := inf{area(u): u is I'-admissible}.
A metric p is called extremal if it achieves the infimum in the definition.
The vertex extremal length of T' is defined by
1
EL(T") = ELg(T') == ———.

We will often drop the subscript G if the underlying graph is not ambiguous.
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More generally, let W < V. We say a vertex metric p is I'-admissible
relative to W if p is I'-admissible and p(v) = 0 for all v € W. We define
the relative vertex modulus or the relative vertex extremal width of I' with
respect to W by

EW(T', W) := inf{area(u): u is I'-admissible relative to W}.
Similarly, the relative vertex extremal length of T' is defined by
1
EW(T, W)’
For the remainder of the paper, we mostly stick to extremal width for con-
sistency, but all results can be stated in terms of extremal length as well.

EL(T, W) :=

3.2. Polygonal subdivision graph. Recall that a CW complex Y is a
subdivision of a CW complex X if X = Y and every closed cell of Y is
contained in a closed cell of X. We define a polygon P as a finite CW
complex homeomorphic to a closed disk that contains one 2-cell, with at
least three O-cells. P is called n-gon if it has n 0O-cells. We will also call
0-cells, 1-cells and 2-cells the vertices, edges and faces respectively.

Definition 3.1. Let P be a polygon. A polygonal subdivision of P is a
subdivision R(P) that decomposes the polygon P into m > 2 closed 2-cells
m
P =\ )PF;, sothat
j=1
e cach P; is a polygon with n; vertices; and
e cach edge of 0P contains no vertices of R(P) in its interior.
Let G be the 1-skeleton of R(P). We call the pair (G,0P) the polygonal
subdivision graph. A path v € G is called proper (relative to 0P) if oy < 0P
and Int(vy) N 0P = . The subdivision complexity is defined by

€(G,0P) := max{ni, ..., nm}.

Let (G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph. Let a,b € 0P be
two non-adjacent vertices. We denote by I'y ; the family of proper paths in
G that connect a and b. We denote by I'; , the family of proper paths in
G that separate a and b. Equivalently, FZ,b consists of proper paths that
connect the two components of 0P — {a, b}.

Theorem 3.2. Let (G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph with
subdivision complexity €(G,0P) = N. Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent
vertices in OP. Suppose that both I'op, I} | are non-empty.

(1) (Duality) If N = 3, i.e., R(P) is a triangulation, then
EW (T, 0P) - EW(T% ,, 0P) = 1.
(2) (Quasi-duality) More generally,

1
G2 < EW(Tas 0P) - EW(T;,, 0P) < 1.



UNIFORM BOUNDED DIAMETER CONJECTURE 21

Equivalently, we have
1 <EL(Typ,0P) - EL(T';,, 0P) < (4N + 1)%.

We remark that (1) in Theorem essentially follows from a classical
result of Schramm [Sch93] and Cannon-Floyd-Parry [CFP94]. The upper
bound for extremal width in (2) follows from (1). The novel part of the
theorem is the lower bound for extremal width in (2). We remark that if the
largest valence of a vertex in G, i.e. the degree of G is bounded by K, then
by a theorem of Haissinsky (see [Hai09, Proposition 2.3]), EW(I'gy, 0P) -
EW(7,,0P) = M(N, K) for some constant M depending on N and K.
Thus, the technical part of the theorem is to find a uniform lower bound
that is independent of the degree.

A D

B C B c

(A) R(P) is a triangulation.  (B) R(P) is not a triangulation.

FIGURE 3.1. Some examples to illustrate Theorem

Example 3.3. We include here two examples to illustrate Theorem [3.2]

(A) Let G be the triangulation of a quadrilateral P in Figure We
will calculate EWg(I'4,c, 0P) and EWg(I'} o, 0P) = EWg(I'p,p, 0P).
Let a, b, c be the weights assigned to the three interior vertices as la-
belled in the figure.

e Any admissible metric for I' ¢ satisfiesa+b > 1 and a+c > 1.
To calculate extremal width we need to minimize a? + b? + 2.
It is easy to see that the minimum is achieved at a = 2/3 and
b=c=1/3. Hence EWg(T'ac,0P) = a? + b* + ¢* = 2/3.

e Any admissible metric for I'g p satisfies @ > 1 and b + ¢ > 1.
The minimum of a?+b%+¢? is achieved at a = 1 and b = ¢ = 1/2.
Hence EW¢g(I'g,p, 0P) = 3/2.

Clearly EW¢(I'a ¢, 0P) - EWg(I'}y ¢, 0P) = 1, as predicted in Part
(1) of Theorem [3.2
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(B) Let ‘H be the graph in Figure Note that the subdivision com-
plexity here is N+3. As above, we will calculate EW(I"4 ¢, 0P) and
EWy (I} ¢, 0P) = EWy(I'p,p, 0P). Let ay,...,azn be the weights
assigned to the interior vertices.

e Any admissible metric for I'4 ¢ satisfies ay > 1. It is easy to

see that the minimum of Z?ﬁ) a? is achieved at ay = 1 and

a; = 0 when i # N. Hence EWy(I'4,¢,0P) = 1.

e Any admissible metric for I'g p satisfies Zfivo a; = 1. It is
easy to see that the minimum of Z?J\g a? is achieved at a; =
1/(2N +1). Hence EW(I'p p,0P) = 1/(2N + 1).

Clearly 1 > EWy(Lac,0P) - EWy(I%) ¢, 0P) = 1/2N + 1) >

1/(4(N + 3) + 1)2, as predicted in Part (2) of Theorem (3 .

Generalizations. For our application, we only need uniform quasi-duality
for simple polygonal subdivision graphs. However, the following two simple
reductions allow us to apply it to more general graphs.

First, we note that if (G,dP) is not simple, then by collapsing all re-
gions bounded by multi-edges to a single edge and the regions bounded by
a self-loop to a single point, we can construct a quotient simple polygo-
nal subdivision graph (#,dP). Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices
in P. Then it is easy to see that EWy (I, 0P) = EWg(I'gp, 0P) and
EWy(T; 4, 0P) = EWg(I; , 0P). Thus Theorem (3 . applies to non-simple
graphs.

Similarly, let G be a plane graph and F' be a Jordan face of G. Then there
exists a maximal subgraph H of G containing 0F so that every face of H
is a Jordan domain. Then, (H,JF) is a polygonal subdivision graph. Let
a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices in 0F. Then it is easy to see that
EW3(Lap, 0F) = EWg(Lap, 0F) and EWy (I}, 0F) = EWg(I'; ,, OF).

Thus, the following corollary follows immedlately from Theorem B2

Corollary 3.4. Let G be a plane graph, F' be a Jordan face of G and N = 3
Suppose that each face of G other than F has at most N wvertices in its ideal
boundary. Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices in 0F. Suppose that
both Fa,b,F(’;,b are non-empty.

(1) (Duality) If N = 3, then
EW (T, 0P) - EW(T'* ,, 0P) =
(2) (Quasi-duality) More generally,

1

m < EW(Fa,baap) : ( ab’ap) 1.

FEquivalently, we have

1 <EL(Typ,0P) - EL(T,,0P) < (4N + 1)
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3.3. Triangulation G. Let (G, 0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph
associated with R(P). We define a new graph 5 from G as follows. For each
non-triangular face ' of R(P), we add a vertex wp and connect wp to every
vertex on OF. Note that G gives a triangulation of P, and we have a natural
embedding G — G (see Figure . So (QN, 0P) is a polygonal subdivision
graph. Let a,b be two non-adjacent vertices in dP. We denote by fa,b the
family of proper paths in G that connect a and b. We denote by f‘;b the

family of proper paths in G that separate a and b.

Proposition 3.5. Let (G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph with
subdivision complexity €(G,0P) = N. Let (G,0P) be the corresponding
triangulation of (G,0P). Let a,b be two non-adjacent vertices in OP. Then

1

< a,bs < o I 9 ; .

v EWe(T Lo, OP) < EWg(Lap, 0P) < EWg(Tqp, OP) (3.1)
1 N

7 BWs(Tl.0P) < EWg(IL,,0P) < EW,(I7,.0P).  (32)

Proof of Theorem [3.3 assuming Proposition[3.5. (1) Suppose N = 3. Let
‘H < G be the subgraph consisting of vertices in G — 0P. Note that # is not
empty, as we assume the polygon is decomposed into at least two 2-cells.
Let A, B be the subgraph of H consisting of vertices that are adjacent to a
and b respectively. Let I'4 g be the set of paths in H that connects A and
B. Similarly, let I} 5 be the set of paths in H that separates A and B.
Then by definition, we have

EWg(Tap, 0P) = EWn(I'a,B);

EWg( a,b ap) EWH(PZ,B)
By [Sch93, §6], we have that EW#(I'4 ) = EW(I'% 5)~'. Therefore, we
have EWg(Top, 0P) - EWg(I'; ,,0P) = 1.

(2) Since G gives a triangulation of P, by (1), we have that

EWg (Lo, 0P) - EWs (I, 0P) =

Therefore, by Proposition [3.5, we have that
1

(4N + 1)

The theorem follows. O

< EWg(I'ap, 0P) - EWg(IGp, 0P) <

3.4. Proof for the upper bound in Proposition We start with
the easier direction of the Proposition whose proof follows from the
definition of extremal widths.

Lemma 3.6. Let (G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph with sub-
division complexity € (G,0P) = N. Let G be the triangulation of G. Let a,b
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be two non-adjacent vertices in 0P. Then
EWg(Fa b, 0P) = EWg(T'yp, 0P),
EW~( abaap) EWg( abvap)

Pmof Denote the vertex set of G and G by V and V% respectlvely Let
1 V— [0,00) be an extremal r ap-admissible metric on G relative to OP.
We remark that the existence of the extremal metric follows from compact-
ness of admissible metrics. We define p to be the restriction of ji on V © V.
Let v be a proper path in G that connects a,b. Then ~ is also a proper path
in G that connects a, b, so ly(y) = 1. Thus, l,(v) = lz(y) = 1. Therefore, p
is I', p-admissible metric on G relative to 0P. Note that area(u) < area(f).
Hence,

EWg(Tap, 0P) < area(p) < area(pi) = EWg ( ab, OP).
The proof for the other inequality is similar. O

3.5. Proof for the lower bound in Proposition The remainder of
this section is dedicated to the proof of the lower bound of Proposition

3.5.1. The setup. For simplicity of our presentation, we will prove the upper
bound for I'y ;. The proof of I'} , is similar.
To start our argument, let us label the vertices of G by

V= Vo = {1)1, ...,UT}.

Denote the space of all non-triangular faces of R(P) by F. We start with
Go := G. The graph G is constructed from Gy by adding a vertex w,, r in
each non-triangular face F' adjacent to v1 and connecting w,, r to v1 and
the two adjacent vertices of v on OF.

Note that (G1,dP) gives a subdivision R (P) of the polygon P. By con-
struction, each non-triangular face F' adjacent to vy is subdivided into the
union of two triangles and a polygon which has the same number of sides
as F. Thus, there is a natural correspondence of non-triangular faces of
the graph Rq(P) and R(P). Moreover, for any vertex v # v; in V, a non-
triangular face F'' of R1(P) is adjacent to v if and only if the corresponding
non-triangular face F' of R(P) is adjacent to v (see Figure [3.2)).

Inductively, suppose that Gp_1 is constructed. The graph Gy is con-
structed from Gi_; by adding a vertex w,, r in each non-triangular face
F adjacent to v, and connecting w,, r to vy and the two adjacent vertices
of v on 0F. Note that (G, 0P) gives a subdivision Ry (P) of the polygon P.
By construction, there is a natural correspondence of non-triangular faces
of the graph Ry(P) and R(P). Similarly, for v # v1,...,v; in V, a non-
triangular face F' of Ry (P) is adjacent to v if and only if the corresponding
non-triangular face F' of R(P) is adjacent to v.

Note that G embeds as an induced subgraph in G,. We define I'y 5 ;. as
the family of proper paths in Gy relative to 0P that connect a,b. Denote
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v1 vg V1 v4
 J
W,
Vs Us
V2 v3 v2 v3
(A) The graph G = Gy (B) First subdivision G;
V1 V4 v1 V4
vl
W
‘ Wz
v (7
Vo V3 V2 v3
(¢) Last subdivision G5 (D) The triangulation G

Ficure 3.2. Illustration of the setup.

the vertex set of Gy by V. Note that
V=YgV <..CV.

Abusing the notations, we use F to denote the space of non-triangular
faces of Ry (P) for any k = 0, ...,7. We denote the additional vertices in G,
by wy r, where F' € F is adjacent to v and v € {vy,...,v,.}. Note that there
is a natural quotient map ¢ : G, — G , which collapses the vertices w, r to
wp, for F € F (see Figure . It is easy to see that the projection satisfies
the following property.

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a connected subgraph of G. Then ¢ Y(X) is a con-
nected subgraph of G,.

3.5.2. A sequence of admissible metrics p. Let po = p be an extremal
I', p-admissible metric on Gy = G relative to 0P. We will use induction to
construct a sequence of I', 5 r-admissible metrics py,.
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Proposition 3.8. Let pg := p be an extremal Iy ,-admissible metric on G
relative to 0P. There is a sequence of metrics py : Vi —> [0,00) with the
following properties.

(P.1) pg = pg—1 on Ve_1;
(P.2) py is Iy p -admissible;

(P‘?) Zvekavk,l ,uk(v) = ZFE]—' adjacent to vy ,U/k(ka,F) < 2:“’(”1?)
To simplify the notations, we will denote d,, r = g (wy, F)-

Remark. We remark that by compactness of admissible metrics, it is easy
to see that an extremal I', ,-metric for ;9 on Gy exists.

3.5.3. Proof of Proposition[3.5 assuming Proposition[3.8. Let u, be the met-
ric on G, in Proposition [3.8 Recall that we have a natural quotient map
q:G, — G. We define the projection [i := qx(u,) on G by the formula

By = Y w).

weq—1(v)
Lemma 3.9. The metric i is I:mb—admissz'ble, and i =0 on 0P.

Proof. From the construction, u,, = 0 on dP. Since ¢~1(0P) = 0P and q is
injective on 0P, i =0on dP.

Let v € Fa,b Then ~ is a proper path in G. By Lemma m L)
is connected. Thus ¢~ !(y) contains a proper path 4 connecting a,b. By
Property |(P.2), p, is I'qp ~admissible. Thus I, (7") = 1. Since i = g« (1r),
we have

Therefore, [ is f‘&b—admissible. O

Proof of Proposition assuming Proposition[3.8. The upper bound follows
from Lemma
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To prove the lower bound, by Proposition let fi := qs(pr) and 0y, 7 =
i (wy, 7). Then

area(ji) = 3 i) + ) i (we)
k=1

FeF
= Y i k) + Y (D] bur) (3.3)
k=1 FeF vedF
< area(u) + Z N Z 512)7}; (3.4)
FeF wvedF

=area(p) + N Z Z 5o p

veY FeF adjacent to v

2
<area(pu) + N Z ( Z 6U7F> (3.5)
veY \FeF adjacent to v

< area(u) + 4N Z (v)? (3.6)
vey

= (4N + 1) area(u),

where the Equality (3.3)) follows from the Property |(P.1) and the definition
of 11; the Inequality (3.4]) follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and

the fact that each face of R(P) has at most N vertices on its boundary; the
Inequality follows from the fact that d, > 0; and the Inequality
follows from the Property

Since p is an extremal I', p-admissible metric on G relative to 0P, we have
EWg(Lgp, 0P) = area(p). By Lemma o is a f‘ayb—admissible metric on
5 relative to 0P. Therefore, we have

EWg(Tap, 0P) < area(fi) < (4N + 1) area(u) = (4N + 1) - EWg(I'qy, 0P).

This proves the lower bound for I'; ;. The proof for F(’:’b is similar. O

3.5.4. The construction of ug. Suppose that up_q1 is constructed on Gp_1.
We first set up some notations for our construction. Let x := wvg. Let
T1,...,Ts be the list of vertices in Gr_; that are adjacent to x. We label
them so that they are in counterclockwise orientation around z.

Let F; be the face of Ry_1(P) whose boundary contains z;, x, z;4+1, where
the subscripts are considered mod n. If F; is non-triangular, then F; con-
tains a vertex, denoted by w;, in Vi — Vi_1. Note that in this case, G
contains edges y;z, y;x; and y;x; 1. If F; is a triangle, then there is an edge
in Gi_1 that connects x; and x;1.

We denote by Z the index set for y;, i.e., we have

Vi —Vk—1 ={yi: i € L}.

If v,w are two vertices in Gi_1, we use [v,w] = [v,w]x_1 to denote a
geodesic (with respect to the metric ug—1) that connects v, w. Note that the
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FI1GURE 3.3. An illustration of the setup of the construction
of the metric .

geodesic [v, w] may not be unique. We will often drop the subscript k£ — 1 if
the underlying graph G_1 is not ambiguous. We denote

m; = pi—1(24);
di = by, ([zi, al);
d; == d; — my;

e =l ([z4,0]);

éi =€; — M.

Similarly, we define

m = pp—1();

d =l ([z,a]);
d:=d—m;

e = by, ([z,b]);

o
Il
®

—m.
Since fig—1 is I'qp x—1-admissible, we have

di—l-éi:CZi—l—ei:CZi—l-éi-i-miZl, and (3.7)
d+é=d+e=d+é+m>1.
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Since x; is adjacent to x, we have

di <d+m =d, (3.9)
& <é+m=e, (3.10)
d < d; +m; = d;, (3.11)
é<éi+mi= e (3.12)

Lemma 3.10. If d; < d, then any geodesic connecting x; to a in Gi_1 with
respect to pp_1 metric does not pass through x.

Proof. If a geodesic connecting x; to a passes through x, then d; = d. ([

Consider the set of all vertices x;,i € S with d; < d. Then by Lemma
3.10} any geodesic connecting x; to a does not pass through x. Consider
the set of all geodesics connecting a to x;,i € S. Since the graph Gi_ is
embedded in the plane, by relabeling the indices if necessary, we denote
the right most geodesic not passing through x by [z1,a] and the left most
one by [z;,a]. Then g, ...,z are all contained in the region bounded by
[a,z1] U [z1, 2] U [x, 2] U [27,a]. Note that by construction, we have

dy,dy < d. (3.13)

Let . .
Jo=min{l <i<!l:d; =min{d; : j =1,...,1}}.
Then jjo < dej for all j = 1,...,1. Inductively, for n > 1, we define
Jn=min{j, 1 +1<i<l:di=min{dj:j = jn1+1,...,1}}.
Similarly, we also define for n < —1,
jn = max{l <i < juyy — 10 dj = min{d;j : j = 1, ..., juyn) — 1}}.

Thus, we obtain a finite sequence j,,n = p, ...,0, ...,q with j, = 1 and j, = [,
so that

Cijo < le < ... < Cqu, and Cijo < dcj;1 < ... < Cij. (3.14)

To make our notations uniform, we also define j,41 = jp—1 =1+ 1if | <s.
Note that

dj,., =dj ,=d. (3.15)

With the notations as above, we are ready to define the metric ug on Gg.

q+1 p—1

Definition 3.11. We define the metric p; on Gy by

t—1(v), ifveV,_
max{(),czjn+1 —d;,}, ifv=uy;,,n=0,.,¢gand j, €T

He(v) = max{0,d; — dj..}, ifv=y;,,—1,n=p—1,..,—1land j,eZ
0, otherwise.

Lemma 3.12. The metric py satisfies Property|(P.1) and|(P.3)
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Proof. By construction, puy = pp—1 on Vg_1, so it satisfies Property [(P.1)
To show that it satisfies Property we first note that for n > 0, we
have that d;,,, > d;, by Equation (3.14). Therefore, we have

In+1

max{()? djn+1 - djn} < jn+1 - d]n
Let t = 0 be the smallest n > 0 so that chnH —dj, > 0. Then
Z maX{07djn+1 - djn} = 2 max{07djn+1 - djn}
n=0 n=t
= dj,,, —dj, + Y max{0,d;, ., —d;,}
n>t
<dj,,, —dj, + Y. dj,., —d,
n>t
= dj,, — dj, <M,

where the last inequality follows from Equation (3.9) and (3.11]). Similarly,

we have

Z nrl.‘;u({O,dojnJrl —d;, } <m.
n<0
Thus, we have

Y k() < Y max{0,dj,,, — dj,} < 2m.

veVEL—Vi_1
Therefore, py satisfies Property |(P.3)] O

3.5.5. Admissibility of pr. We use notations with a prime superscript to
denote associated quantities with respect to pi. Note that m' = pp(z) =
pr—1(z) = m and m} = pg(z;) = pg—1(x;) = m;. We also denote
d; = Ly ([21, alr);
d; .= dj —m};
e; = L, ([zi, b]k);
/ / /

It is easy to see that

We define d’ and é similarly.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that d, + ¢, = d, + & =1 for all i = 1,...,s. Then
ik 18 Iy p -admissible.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exists a proper path v connecting a, b in Gy,
whose length is strictly less than 1. We may assume that + passes through
each vertex at most once.
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If v does not pass through any vertex in Vi — Vi_1, then  is a path in
Gr—1. Therefore, 1, (v) = 1, ,(v) = 1, which is a contradiction.

Therefore, v passes through some y € V;, — Vix_1. Since y is connected to
x,2;, 741 for some j, v must pass through either ; or ;1. Therefore, we

D/ ! D/ !/ . . . .
have d; +e; <1 or d; , + €}y <1, which is a contradiction. g

We define the following function f: {1,...,s} — Rxo.

;. if ju <i<juiiand n=p,..,—1
. dy,,  ifi=jo
fi) = jjo oo .
In+1 lfjn<1<]n+1 andnzo,...,q—l
d, ifi>jg =1

Note that by Equation (3.9)), if [ # s, then max{f(i) :i = 1,...,s} = d. By
definition of the j,,, we have

di = f(3). (3.16)

d

i Il I [
J-1 Jo Wil J2

Ficure 3.4. The graphs of d and f for the example in Fig-
ure note that d; > f(3).

Lemma 3.14. Let v be a path in Gy connecting x; # x; with f(i) = f(j).
Suppose that Int(vy) contains no vertex in {x,z1,...,xs}. Then

L, () = (i) + £(0) — f(5)-

Proof. If f(i) = f(j), then the inequality holds trivially. Thus, we assume
f(i) > f(j). In particular, f(j) # d, so j < | = j,. For simplicity of the
presentation, we assume that j, < j < jpy1 for some n = 0,...,g — 1. The
other case where j < jp can be proved similarly.

Suppose that 7 is contained in Gy_;. Let [z;,,alr—1 and [zj,,,,a]x—1 be
geodesics in Gj_1 connecting x;, and x;, ., to a respectively. Since f(i) >

FG) = djuy = dj, [aczj,]5m1 U [z, 21 O [, 25,00 k-1 O [0 aliet
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separates z; from x;. Since Int(y) contains no vertex in {z, z1, ..., x5}, v cuts
either [z;,,alk—1 or [zj,,,,a]k—1. Let 7' be the subpath of « that connects
x; to a vertex v € [z;,,alk—1 U [2j,,,,alk—1. Let [a,v);_1 be the subpath
of either [z;,,a]x—1 or [zj,,,,a]x—1 connecting a and v but excluding the
vertex v. Note that [a,v)r_1 U~ is a proper path in G;_; connecting a, z;.

Thus by Equation (3.16)),

Lug ([a, )51 U Y) = e () = d; = f(i).

Since 1, ,([a,v)r_1) < max{d},,d;, ..} = d;,,, = f(j), we have that

l#kﬂ (7) = l/—"kfl (7/) = Mk—l(xi) + f(l) - f(])

Suppose that v is not contained in Gy_1. Since f(i) > f(j) and Int(vy)
contains no vertex in {x, x1, ..., zs}, we must have j = j,+1 and i = j+1 and
Y = xjyjTj+1 = xjy;x;. By construction, we have py(y;) = max{0, f(i) —
f(7) — p(z;)}. Therefore,

L (V) = pue(5) + pue(y5) + poe (i)
= () + (@) = f() = pe(@s) + pue(@i)
= (i) + f(0) = f(5)
Therefore, the lemma follows. O

Lemma 3.15. For anyt =1,...,s, we have
di = f(i).

Proof. Let [z;,a]; be a geodesic in G connecting z; and a. If = € [z;,a]g,
then d; > d > f(i). Therefore, we may assume that x ¢ [x;, a];. Then we
can break [x;,alr = y1 U2 U... U~ into finitely many pieces so that Int(~;)
contains no vertices in {z,z1,...,xs} and 0v; € {a, 1, ..., zs}.

The proof is by induction on ¢. Suppose that t = 1. Then +y is a path in
Gr—1. Therefore, d; = d; = f(i) by Equation (3.16].

Suppose that 1 connects x; and x;. Then y2 U ... U~ must be a geodesic
connecting z; to a. By induction hypothesis, we have that d;» > f(j). If
f(i) < f(j), then

di = dj = f(j) = f(i).
Otherwise, by Lemma we have I, (1) = pu(23)+ f(i)—f(j). Therefore,

we have

di = L, (71) = (@) + dj = Ly (1) = (i) + £() = £(6).
The lemma now follows. O
Lemma 3.16. Fori=1,...,s, we have

di+e =d +¢&>1.
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Proof. Suppose i =1+ 1,...,s. By Lemma we have that d; >d =d.
Since ¢} = & = ¢é, and d + é > 1, we conclude that d} + ¢} > 1.

Otherwise, let [z;,b]x be the geodesic in Gy connecting x; and b. If x €
[2i,b]k, then &, > e. Since d} > d, we conclude that d} + ¢} > 1. Therefore,
we may assume that = ¢ [x;, b]x. Then we can break [z;, b]x = 71 UY2U...UY
into finitely many pieces so that Int(y;) contains no vertices in {z, z1, ..., x5}
and 0v; € {b,x1,...,xs}. We assume that b € 0.

The proof is by induction on ¢. Suppose that t = 1. Then +y is a path in
Gr—1, and eé = l#k (v) = lukﬂ (7) = e

If ¢ = jy, then by Lemma d; > f(i) = d;. In fact, it is easy to
see that we must have equality here, but we do not need that. Therefore,
di+ e >di+e =1

Otherwise, either j, < i < jp41 for somen =0,...,g—1, or jn, <@ < jn+1
for some n = p,...,—1. Without loss of generality, we assume that we are
in the first case. Let [z;,,alr—1 and [z, ,,a]x—1 be the geodesics in Gj_4
connecting z;, and x;, ., to a respectively. Note that dojn, chn b S dy < d by
Equation (3.13)). Thus by Lemma x ¢ [x,,alk—19 [z, 1, alk—1. Then
v must intersect either [z, ,alr—1 or [z, ., alk—1. Since pp_1 is Tqpp—1-
admissible, either dj, + ¢} > 1 or dj, ., +¢€; > 1. Thus,

max{dojn, dojn“} + e > 1.

By Lemma and the definition of f(7),

°

d, > f(i) = d;,,, = max{d;,,dj,..}.

Therefore, we have d} + ¢} > 1.
For ¢t > 1, suppose that 1 connects x; and z;. Then 2 U ... Uy, must be
a geodesic connecting x; to b. By induction hypothesis, d;- + e;- > 1. Thus,

di + e = di + 1, (1) + €]

9 !
=d;j+e; =1

Therefore, the lemma follows. O

Proof of Proposition[3.8 We construct uy as in Definition [3.11] By Lemma

the metric py, satisfies the Property [(P.1)] and [(P.3)] By Lemma
and Lemma we conclude that it satisfies the Property |(P.2) O

4. DISCRETE VS CONFORMAL EXTREMAL WIDTHS

In this section, we relate extremal widths for disk patterns with vertex
extremal widths for polygonal subdivision graphs. The main theorem of this
section is Theorem (4.5
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4.1. Acylindrical edge-weighted polygonal subdivision graph. Let
(G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph associated to R(P). Let
w: & — {F:n e Ny} u{0}. Motivated by Theorem we define the
following notion of acylindricity for polygonal subsdivision graphs.

Definition 4.1. Let (G, 0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph asso-
ciated to R(P). Let w: & — {Z:n € Nxo} U {0}. We say (G,0P,w) is
acylindrical if for any pair of non-adjacent vertices v, w € 0P,
o I';, # J; and
e if there exists a vertex x € G — 0P such that zv and xw are edges of
G, then w(zv) + w(zw) < 7.

We remark that it follows from [LZ23| Proposition 3.7] that the first
condition is equivalent to I', ,, being nonempty.

Proposition 4.2. If (G,0P,w) is acylindrical, then for any pair of non-
adjacent vertices v,w € 0P, I'y , # .

4.1.1. From reflection groups to subdivision graphs. Let G be an acylindri-
cal reflection group associated with (G,w). Let F' be a hyperbolic face of
(G,w). Let P := S? — Int(F) be the complement of F. Then G induces a
polygonal subdivision Rr of Pr as each face of G is a polygon by Theorem
ﬂ Therefore, (G, 0Pr,w) is a polygonal subdivision graph for Rz (Pr).

Proposition 4.3. Let G be an acylindrical reflection group associated with
(G,w). Let F be a hyperbolic face of (G,w). Then (G,0Pr,w) is acylindrical.

Proof. By Theorem G is 3-connected. Thus, for any pairs of non-
adjacent vertices v,w on 0Pp = 0F, G — {v,w} is connected. This implies
that Iy, # . By Theorem there is no right-angled 2-connection.
Thus, if x is a vertex in G — dPr so that zv and xzw are edges of G, then
w(av) + w(zw) < 7. The proposition follows. O

4.2. Extremal length / width for disk patterns. Let (G, dP) be a sim-
ple polygonal subdivision graph associated to R(P), and let w : & —
{~:n e Nxa} U {0} be some weight function on the edge set.

Definition 4.4. Let P = {D,,v € V} be a disk pattern realizing (G,w).
The union | J,csp Dy S C has two connected complementary components,
and exactly one has non-trivial intersection with the disk pattern.

We denote this complementary component of by IIp (see Figure , and
call it the skinning interstice of P.

Let e € 0P be an edge connecting v, w, and let z, = 0llp N 0D, N 0D,,.
Then (Ilp, {z.: e € 0P}) is conformally equivalent to a polygon. We define
the curve family

Lapp i= {a: o is a proper path in IIp and connects 0D, to 0Dy}.
Similarly, we define

[ s p = {a: o is proper path in IIp and separates 0D, from 0Dy}
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The (conformal) extremal length for P between a,b (and separating a,b) are
defined by

inf 2(«
EL(Tqap,p) = sup o<Tunp p(©)

d
p  area,(Ilp) an

where the sup is over all conformal metrics on IIp. Similarly, the (conformal)
extremal width for P between and separating a, b are defined by
1

1
EW(Lpp) = ELTasp) and EW(T7, p) =

-~ EL(T,p)

(A) The disk pattern P realizing (G,0P) (B) The red curves are part of I'y . p.
where 0P consists of vertices a, b, ¢, d.

FIGURE 4.1. Illustration of the curve family I'y . p in IIp

The main theorem of the section is the following estimate relating the
conformal and discrete extremal widths.

Theorem 4.5. Let (G,0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph associ-
ated to R(P), and w : & —> {7 : n € Nxa} U {0}. Let N := [0P| where |0P)|
is the number of vertices in OP. Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices
on 0P.

Suppose that (G,0P,w) is acylindrical. Then there exist universal con-
stants C and Ry so that if P € Teich(G,w) with EW (I'gp p) = 25 max{N, Ro},
then

2 C

EWg(Tap, 0P) — 25N < EW(Tupp) < 25N.
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In particular, there exists some constant L so that if EWg(T'y4,0P) = L- N

1
andWZL-N, then

EWg(Tos, OP) C
—— - < EW(T, <——.
C (Tas.p) EWg(T*,,0P)

a,b’
4.3. Circular rectangles. Let B(0, R) and B(0, R + 1) be open disks cen-
tered at 0 with radius R and R + 1 respectively. We denote the annulus

r:=B(0,R+1)— B(0,R).
By a circular rectangle in </r, we mean the region
R = {re? :re (R, R+1),0 € (01,0)}.

We define its circular width CW(Z) to be the length of 0% n 0B(0, R). Its
horizontal boundary is defined by

On# = 0% ~ (0B(0,R) u 0B(0,R+ 1)),
and wvertical boundary is defined by
OpH == 0K — On.

Its extremal width EW(Z) is the extremal width of families of paths con-
necting the two horizontal boundary components.

We call the family of radial arcs connecting 0p % the vertical foliation of
Z, and denote it by Fier . Similarly, we call the family of circular arcs of
0B(0,r) with r € (R, R + 1) connecting 0,% the horizontal foliation of Z,
and denote it by Fjor 2.

We define the vertical foliation of the annulus /g as the family of radial
arcs connecting the two boundary components of &g, and denote it by
Foy- The extremal width EW(7g) of the annulus 7% is defined as the
extremal width of the vertical foliation F,, .. We define the family of circles
0B(0,r) with r € (R, R+ 1) the horizontal foliation of <7k, and denote it by
Fh,otr,- We also define its circular width CW(</g) by 27 R.

Since a circular rectangle is the image of a Euclidean rectangle by the
exponential map, an easy computation using the logarithm map shows the
following.

Lemma 4.6. Let Z be a circular rectangle in o/r. Then

1 27
= ———— CW(Z), and EW(oR) = ————.
Rlog(1 + ) (%), an () log(1 + %)

Therefore, the circular width is a good approximation of the extremal
width of a circular rectangle in the following sense.

EW (%)

Lemma 4.7. Let #Z be a circular rectangle in </r. Suppose that R > 1.

Then 1
[EW(Z) — CW(Z)| < = CW(Z) < 2.

Similarly, we have

|EW (e7R) — 27 R| < 27.
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Proof. By Lemma [EW(Z) — CW(Z)
that if R > 1, then

1
| < m —1 CW(%) Note

1 1 1 1 1
1> RI 1+—=)> —_— ) =1 — > —.
Rlog(1+ ) > R(% = 3p2) SR~ 2
Thus, we have
1 _ 1—Rlog(1+ %)
Rlog(1 + &) ~ Rlog(l+ %)
- 1/(2R) _ l
12 R
Since CW(Z) < 2nR, the lemma follows. The second statement follows
from a similar computation. ([
Geometric estimates for admissible disks in @/;. Let Di,i = 1,2

denote the two disk components of C - 2/r. Let D be a disk in C. We say
D is admissible in @R if

e Dn oy # ;

e D is either disjoint from D;, or it intersects D; at an angle w; €
{T:neNxa}u{0}; and

e if D intersects both D1, Do, then wy + we < 7.

Lemma 4.8. There exists a threshold Ry so that for all R > Ry, an admis-
sible disk D in o/ has diameter bounded by 5.

Proof. Consider first the region . bounded by the two horizontal lines
J(z) = 0 and (z) = 1. Let Uy, Uz < C be the region defined by ¥(z) < 0
and (z) > 1. Let D be a disk so that Dn.¥ # . Suppose that D is either
disjoint from Uj, or it intersects U; at an angle w; € {%: n € Nxao} u {0}. We
set w; = 0 if D is disjoint from U; and suppose that wi +ws < . Then it is
easy to see that the radius

r(D) < min{l/cos(w;): i = 1,2}.
Since wy + we < 7, we have min{1/cos(w;): i = 1,2} < 1/cos(n/3) = 2 (see
Figure [4.2)). Thus, diam(D) < 4.

Note that as R — oo, the annulus &/ converges to the strip . under
appropriate normalization Euclidean isometry, the lemma follows. [l

Lemma 4.9. There exists a threshold Rg » 1 so that the following holds. Let
Z be a circular rectangle and D be an admissible disk in </ with R = Ry.
Let 1 be the length of the orthogonal projection of D n % onto 0B(0, R).
Then there exists some universal constant A so that

I? < A-area(D N %).



38 Y. LUO AND Y. ZHANG

w3

FIGURE 4.2. The restriction on the angles gives an upper
bound for the radii of admissible disks.

Proof. We adapt the same proof strategy and the notations as in the proof
of Lemma Let Z# be the rectangle bounded by (z) = 0, S(z) = 1,
R(z) = 0 and R(z) = = and . be the strip bounded by J(z) = 0 and
3(z) = 1. Let Uy, Uz < C be the region defined by &(z2) < 0 and (z) > 1.
Let D be a disk so that Dn.” # . Suppose that D is either disjoint from
Us, or it intersects U; at an angle w; € {7 : n € Nxo} U {0}, with wy +wp < T,
where we set w; = 0 if D is disjoint from U;. Let [ be the length of the length
of the orthogonal projection of D n % onto the horizontal line J(z) = 0.
Suppose D is contained in the strip bounded by R(z) = 0 and R(z) = «.
Since D intersects U; at an angle < 7/2, the center of D is contained in the
strip 7. Thus, | = diam(D). The region D — % = D — . is a union of two
circular segments (potentially empty) of angle 2w; and 2ws. Thus, D N Z
contains two sectors whose angles add up to 2(m — w; —wsg) > 5. Thus,

1 l
area(D N %) = 3 2(m — w1 — wz)(§)2 > ;—412.
Suppose D intersects R(z) = 0 but not (z) = z. Let 5 be the right
half plane R(z) > 0. Then D n J# is circular segment. Let 6§ be the angle
of the circular segment D n JZ. Then

area(D N ) = %(9 —sin 6)r(D)>.

Since the center of D is contained in the strip ./, we conclude that the length
of the length of the orthogonal projection of D n 4 onto the horizontal line
J(z) = 0 equals I. Thus, | = r(D)(1 — cos(6/2)). By Taylor expansion at
f = 0, we conclude that there exists some constant A; > 0 so that for all
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0 € [0,27], we have
1
5(9 —sinf) = A;(1 — cos(6/2))2.
Thus, area(D n #’) = A1l?. Since w; € {Z: n € Nxo} U {0} and wy + wy <
7/2 4+ /3, there exists a constant Ay > 0 so that
area(D N #) = Agarea(D n ).
Therefore, area(D N #) > Ay Al?.
The case D intersecting both $(z) = 0 and R(z) = z can be proved
similarly.
Since the annulus @/r converges to the strip .¥ under appropriate nor-
malization Euclidean isometry as R — o0, the lemma follows. U

We remark that the last condition in the definition of admissible disks
is crucial here as Lemma .8 and Lemma (.9 are both false for a disk D
perpendicular to both D and Ds.

4.4. Circular rectangle approximating IIp. To set up the proof of The-
orem we normalize by some Mobius map so that the circles D, and
0Dy are 0B(0, R) and 0B(0, R + 1) respectively.

Lemma 4.10. Let v be a vertex in G — {a,b}. Then the corresponding disk
D, is admissible in <.

Proof. Since P realises (G, w), it is easy to see that D, n.o/r # & and D,, is
either disjoint from D, (or D), or it intersects D, (or Dy) at an angle w(av)
(or w(bv)) in {Z: n e Nxo} U{0}. Since (G,w) is acylindrical, if D, intersects
both D, and Dy, then w(av) + w(bv) < w. Thus, D, is admissible. O

Lemma 4.11. Let Ry be the threshold in Lemma[4.8 Suppose that
EW(Fayb,p) =25 IIlaX{]V7 Ro}.

Then the skinning interstice Ilp contains a circular rectangle Z_ and is
contained in %, which is either a circular rectangle or /g with

|EW(Fa7b’p) — CW(Z4)| < 25N.

Proof. Denote the circular arc dllp N dD, by [z1,22]. Let a; < OIlp so that
Int(a;) is the component of dllp N @/r connecting z; to dDy. Let p(t) be
the orthogonal projection of t € a; onto 0D,.

We claim that the circular arc [x;, p(t)] has length < 5N for all ¢ € ;.

Indeed, let v € P be a vertex other than a,b. Then the corresponding disk
D, is admissible by Lemma [£.10] By Lemma [4.7]

R> EW(.;Z%R)/QT&' —1= EW(FG’(,J))/QT{' — 1= Rp.

Thus, by Lemma the diameter of D, is bounded by 5. Since 0P has N
number of vertices, x;,t are connected by a chain of at most N disks with
diameter < 5. Therefore, there is a path in @7 of length < 5N connecting x;
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to t. Since the orthogonal projection is distance non-increasing, we conclude
that the circular arc [x;, p(t)] has length < 5N.

Let W be the circular length of [z1,z2]. If W + 10N < 27 R, then by the
previous claim, IIp is contained in a circular rectangle Z, of circular width
< W 4+ 10N. So by Lemma

EW(Fa,b,P> < EW(%+) <W + 10N + 27.
If W+ 10N = 27 R, then we define Z, := /g and by Lemma
EW(T . pp) < EW(Zy) < W + 10N + 27.

Thus W + 10N + 27 > 25N. Since N = 3, so W — 10N — 27 > 0 in
either case. Thus, IIp contains a circular rectangle #Z_ of circular width
> W — 10N. Therefore, by Lemma [£.7]

W — 10N — 21 < EW(Z-) < EW([I'ypp) < EW(Z;) < W + 10N + 27,
Moreover, we have
W — 10N < CW(Z+) < W + 10N.
Therefore, |[EW(I'ypp) — CW(Z4+)| < 20N + 271 < 25N. O

4.5. Overflow of vertical and horizontal foliations. We say a plane
graph H is a graph extension of G if

e V(H) =V(G);

e G is a subgraph of H.

Definition 4.12. Let Z_ be a circular rectangle contained in the skinning
interstice IIp. We say the vertical foliation Fye, 4 of Z_ combinatorially
overflows H if for every path a € Fyer 4 _, there exists a proper path v € H
connecting a, b so that for any v € Int(v), a n D,, # .

Similarly, let Z. be a circular rectangle contains the skinning interstice
IIp or let #, = @/r. We say the horizontal foliation Fj 5, of Z, combi-
natorially overflows H if for every path a € Fjor 4, , there exists a proper
path v € H separating a, b so that for any v € Int(v), a n D, # .

Lemma 4.13. Let Z_ be a circular rectangle contained in Ilp. There exists
a simple plane graph extension Hyer of G so that Fyer_ combinatorially
overflows Hyer -

Similarly, let Z. be a circular rectangle contains Ilp or let #, = R.
There exists a simple plane graph extension Hpor of G so that Fporg, com-
binatorially overflows Hpor.

By adding more edges if necessary, we may assume that Hyer and Hpor
are triangulations of P.

Proof. Let a be an arc in the vertical foliation F,., % . Let F be a hyperbolic
face of R(P). Let IIgp be the complementary region of C-— Upear Do that
has empty intersection with the disk pattern P. If o n IIgp connects 0D,
and 0D,,, then we add the edge vw to the graph if no such edge exists. Since
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the arcs in Fyer % do not cross, it is easy to see that the additional edges
we add do not cross. Therefore, there are only finitely many edges we can
add, and we obtain a graph extension H,., satisfying the requirement of the
lemma. By adding more edges if necessary, we may assume that H,e- is a
triangulation of P. The construction of Hj,, is similar. O

(A) A disk pattern P

AN A

a a

(B) The graph Hyer (¢) The graph Hpor

FIGURE 4.3. An example illustrating Lemma m

We remark that the graph extensions Hyer and Hpor in Lemma de-

pend on the disk pattern P. See Figure for an example illustrating the
Lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Let Ry be the threshold in Lemma [4.9, and suppose that
R = Ry. There exists some universal constant B with the following prop-
erty. Let Z_ be a circular rectangle contained in Ilp. Suppose that Fyer s
combinatorially overflow Hyer. Then

CW(%_) <B- EWHU&T (Fa7b77.[vw, aP)
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Similarly, let Z. be a circular rectangle contains Ilp or let Z#, = R.
Suppose that For,z, combinatorially overflow Hpor. Then
1
——— < B-EW r: ,0P).
CW(%.Q Hhor( a,b,Hnor )
Proof. Let p be a I'yp %,.,-admissible extremal metric on H,e, relative to
OP. Let [x1, z2] be the circular arc 0Z_ n 0D,, and let

w: [0, CW(Z-)] —> [z1,22)

be the parameterization by arc-length. Let ¢t € [0,CW(Z_)], and a4 €
Fuer,zz_ be the radial arc connecting u(t) to 0D,. We define the function

Lt)= > ul)
v: arNDy#J

Since Fyer % combinatorially overflow Hye,, and p is I'g 94, -admissible, we
have L(t) > 1 for all t. Therefore we have

CW(Z_)
CW(%_) < f L(t) dt.
0

Let v be a vertex in Hyer — 0P. We define [(v) as the Lebesgue measure of
the interval

{t € [0,CW(Z_-)]: au n Dy, # T}.
Then

<< 3 u(v)2> ( 3 W) (4.1)
vEH yer —OP VEH yer—OP

By Lemma [4.10, D, is admissible in @/g. Therefore, by Lemma there
exists some universal constant A so that

I(v)? < A-area(D, N Z_).
Since each point in Z_ is covered by at most 3 different disks, we have that

Z I(v)? < 3A-area(Z_) < 4A-CW(Z-). (4.2)
UEHverfaP
Note that the last inequality follows from the equality

R+1/2
area(Z_) = } / CW(Z-)
and the fact that R = Ry » 1. Since p is extremal, we have
Z ,LL(U)2 < area’(lu’) = EWHver (]‘—‘a7b7Hver? ap) (43)

VEH yer —OP
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Combining Equations (4.1)), (4.2) and , we have
CW(‘@f) < (EWHUPT (Fa7b7Hver7a )) (4A CW('@ ))
The first part follows.

For the second statement, let u* beaI';, 5, ~-admissible extremal metric
on Hpr relative to 0P. Let 5 € Fror with By C &‘B(O t). Forte (R,R+1),

we define
LYty = > p*).
v: BenDy#J
Since Fhop g, combinatorially overflow Hpop, L*(t) = 1. Therefore,

N|=

R+1
1 <f L*(t) dt.
R

Similarly, let v be a vertex in Hp,,, — 0P. We define [*(v) as the Lebesgue
measure of the interval

{te[R,R+1]: Bt n D, # &}
Then by a similar argument, we have

R+1
1 <f L*(t) dt
R

=Y )
vEH por—OP

(s o) (s e
VEH por—OP UEHhDT—ap

< (EWyy,, ( Z,b,%,m’ap)) (4A-CW(Z4))=,

where the last inequality follows from a similar bound of I*(v)? in terms of
area(D, N %) as in Lemma The lemma now follows. O

4.6. Comparison of extremal widths.

N |=

Lemma 4.15. Let (G,0P) be a polygonal subdivision graph for R(P) and
let H be a graph extension of G. Suppose that H is a triangulation of P.
Then
1
EWy(Tapm, 0P) < , and
EWg(Is, 6, 0P)
1

EW¢(Lupg, 0P)

Proof. Since H is a triangulation of P, by Theorem [3.2] we have
1
EWy (I} 5, 0P)

EWH( ab?—bap)

EWy(To b2, 0OP) =

Let
p: V(M) =V(G) — [0,0)
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be a F:’bﬂ-admissible extremal metric on H relative to 0P. Since H is a
graph extension of G, u is a F;b’g—admissible metric on G relative to 0P.
Therefore,

EWg (T3 g, 0P) < EWy(I5 3, OP).

The proof for the second inequality is similar. O
Proof of Theorem[{.5. By Lemmald.11] IIp contains a circular rectangle %_
and is contained in %, which is either a circular rectangle or «/r with

[EW (L) — CW(%4)] < 25N. (4.4)

By Lemma [£.13] there exists simple plane graph extensions Hyer and Hpor
of G so that Fyer%  and Fpep g, combinatorially overflows Hyer and Hpor
respectively. We can assume that Hyer and Hp,r are triangulations of P.

By Lemma Lemma and Equation (4.4), there exists a universal
constant C' so that

EW(Pa,b,p) < CW(;@_) + 25N

C

< 5 . EWHver (Fmb,Hver? ﬁp) + 25N,

C

< + 25N, and

2 EWg(T%, 5, 0P) o
EW(Typ) > CW(%,) — 25N
2

> — 25N
C-EWy, (FZ,b,Hhor’ oP)
2

> ol -EWg(Lgp.g,0P) — 25N.

The theorem follows. O

5. THE UNIFORM DIAMETER BOUND FOR SKINNING MAPS

In this section, we will first prove the following uniform upper bound for
disk patterns, which implies our main theorem. Recall that the subdivision
complexity € (G,0P) and the skinning interstice IIp of P are defined in
Definition [3.1] and Definition [£.4]

Theorem 5.1. Let (G, 0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph associ-
ated to R(P) andw : € — {T: n € Nx2}u{0}. Let N := max{% (G, P),|0P|},
where |0P)| is the number of vertices on 0P.

Suppose that (G, 0P,w) is acylindrical. Then there exists some constant
K = K(N) so that for any two disk patterns P, P’ € Teich(G,w), the Te-
ichmiiller distance d(Ilp,1lp) < K.

Proof of Theorem[1.3 assuming Theorem [5.1. Let F be a hyperbolic face of
G. Let Pp := S? — Int(F) be the complement of F. Then (G,0Pr) is a
polygonal subdivision graph for Pr. Note that by definition,

iop(G) = max{€(G,0Pr), |0Pr| = |0F}.
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By Proposition (G,0Pp,w) is acylindrical as a polygonal subdivision
graph for Rp(Pr). Let Iy p (or I /) be the skinning interstices of P (or P’
respectively). Thus by Theorem there exists a constant K = K (%0p(G))
so that for any P, P’ € Teich(G,w), we have

d(H;“,P’ H;,yp,) <K
Since this is true for all hyperbolic faces of G, the theorem follows. O

5.1. Lamination on P. We now set up for the proof of Theorem Let
(G, 0P) be a simple polygonal subdivision graph associated to R(P) with a
weight function w so that (G, 0P,w) is acylindrical. Recall that |0P| is the
number of vertices on 0P, i.e., P is an |0P|-gon.

Definition 5.2. Let a,b and d’, b’ be two pairs of non-adjacent vertices on
0P. We say that they are unlinked if there exist v and +/ in the polygon
P connecting a,b and o', b’ respectively so that Int(y) n Int(v') = . They
are called linked otherwise.

A collection of pairwise unlinked pairs of non-adjacent vertices £ :=
{{ai,bi},i = 1,...,k} is called a lamination on P. We say a pair of non-
adjacent vertices {a, b} is unlinked with £ if it is unlinked with any pairs
{a',b'} € L.

Let P € Teich(G,w). Recall that I'ypp is the family of paths in the
skinning interstice IIp connecting 0D, and 0D, (see §4.2)). Since wide family
of paths do not cross each other, we have the following.

Lemma 5.3. Let a,b and o',V be two pairs of non-adjacent vertices on OP.
Suppose that both

EW(Fth,p) > 2 and EW(Fa/7b/7p) > 2.
Then a,b and a’,b' are unlinked.

Thick-thin decomposition. As mentioned in the introduction, some of
the previous works assume the conformal boundary of the manifold lie in
the thick part of the Teichmiiller space. Indeed, the arguments rely on
certain uniform hyperbolicity that holds in the thick part, but fails in the
thin part.

In our setting, we need to handle degeneration into the thin part of
Teich(G,w). For this, we have the following lemma, which is a variation
of a result of Minsky (see [Min96, Theorem 6.1]) in our setting.

Lemma 5.4. Let P, P’ € Teich(G,w). Let K1 > Ko > 2 be some constants
that are larger than some universal threshold and M > 0. Suppose that there
exists a lamination £ such that for any pair of non-adjacent vertices a,b,
we have that
(1) if {a,b} ¢ L, then EW(Topp), EW(Tapp) < Ki.
(2) if {a,b} € L, then
(a) EW(Fa,b,P)a EW(Fa,bﬂD’) > Ks; and
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(b) 4 <EW(Copp)/EW(Typp) < M.
Then there exists a constant H depending on |0P|, K1, Ko and M so that

d(Ilp,pr) < H.
Proof. Note that marked polygons IIp, Ilp are conformally equivalent to
(D? {tb t2, ..., t\8P|}) and (D> {Sla 52y 00y 5|5P|})7

where t;, s; € S' = 0. By doubling the surface, we obtain two marked punc-
tured spheres X := (@, {t1,t2, ..., tjgp}) and X' = (@, {51,582, .., 80p(})-
Denote by S the topological punctured sphere that gives the marking.

Let 7 be the reflection along S'. Then non-trivial isotopy classes of simple
closed curves on X invariant under r are in one-to-one correspondence with
pairs of non-adjacent vertices of 0P. Let v S S be the multi-curve associated
to the lamination £. For sufficiently large Ks, the lamination L gives a
Thick-Thin decomposition of the surfaces X and X’ along v as in [Min96,
§2.4]. There is a natural homeomorphism induced by the Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates II : Teich(S) — Teich(S — ) x Hj x ... x Hy, where k is the
number of components of v (see [Min96, §6]). Since two surfaces X, X’
are symmetric with respect the unit circle S', the twist parameters can be
chosen to be zero. By Condition (2), X, X’ lies in the thin part of (S,~).
By Condition (1), the projections of 7 o II(P), 71 o II(P’) lie in the compact
set of Teich(S —+y), where  is the projection map onto the first coordinate.
This follows from [Min96, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3] (see also [Min92,
Lemma 8.4]). Thus, there exists a constant L depending on |0P|, K so
that d(m o II(P),m o II(P")) < L. Here d is the Teichmiiller metric on
Teich(S — ). Therefore, the lemma follows from [Min96, Theorem 6.1]. I

5.2. The uniform bound. Let L and Ry be the constant in Theorem [£.5]
We assume Ry is sufficiently large so that Lemma [5.4] applies if Ko > Rj.

Lemma 5.5. There exists a universal constant A so that the following
holds. Let a,b € 0P be a pair of non-adjacent vertices. If there exists
P € Teich(G,w) so that

EW(Topp) = AN,

a,b’

Moreover, for any P’ € Teich(G,w), we have
EW(Fa7b77>/) > 25 maX{N, Ro}

Proof. Suppose that EW (T p) = AN? for some A to be determined. By

Theorem W > A\ N3 for some constant A\; depending only on

A and A} — 00 as A — 0. By Theorem [3.2] we have

1
> = N
EWg(T*,,0P) - (4N +1)2 ~ 2

a,b’

EWg(Typ, 0P)
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for some constant Ao depending only on A\; and Ao — o0 as \; — . We
choose A » 1 large enough so that A1, Ao = L.

For the moreover part, suppose not. Then by continuity of extremal
widths, we can find P’ € Teich(G,w) with EW(Ty;p) = 25 max{N, Ry}.
By Theorem we have that

1
25 HlaX{N, Ro} = EW(Fmb’p/) = 6 . EWg(Fa7b, (EP) = )\QN/C
By increase A if necessary, we may assume that Ao N/C > 25 max{N, Ry},
which gives a contradiction. The lemma follows. ([l

Lemma 5.6. There exist a constant M and a lamination L := {{a;, b;},i =
1,...,k} on P so that for any pair P, P" € Teich(G,w),
(1) if {a,b} ¢ L, then EW(Topp), EW(Typp) < MN3.
(2) if {a,b} € L, then
((1) EW(Fa7b7’]D), EW(Fa7b77)/) > 25 maX{N, R()},‘ and
(b) srxs < EW(Capp)/EW(Tapp) < M2N®.
Proof. Let M > max{\, C'} where X is the constant in Lemma [5.5{and C' is

the constant in Theorem .5l We define a lamination £ as the collection of
pairs of non-adjacent vertices a;, b; of 0P with

EW(Tq, p,.p,) = MN? for some P; € Teich(G,w).
y Lemma [0.9, we have that @b = and =55 =
By L 5.5, we have that EWg(Dy, 5,,0P) = LN dEWg(l"l 35
a;,b;’

LN, and EW(I'y, 5, p) = 25 max{N, Ry} for all P € Teich(G,w). Therefore,
by Theorem [4.5] we have that for all P € Teich(G,w),

EWg (T s, 0P) c
i-bi <EW(, 5. p) < .
C (Tas01.7) EWg(I* ,  0P)
By Theorem & EWg(Ty,p,,0P) =
P € Teich(G,w),

1
C.(4N+1)2'EWQ(F;,1¢ZJ&P) . Thus for all

1 o 1
C(AN +1)2" 7" EWg(T% , . oP)’

EW(To, p,.p) € [

Thus, we have
1 1 _ EW(To.p)
MENS S CRAN + 12 = BW(Ty, )
Since EW(I'y, 4, 2) = 25max{N, Ry} > 2 for all P € Teich(G,w), by
Lemma a;,b; and aj,b; are unlinked if 7 # j. Thus, £ is indeed a
lamination.

Let a,b be a pair of non-adjacent vertices of 0P. Suppose that {a,b} ¢ L.
Then EW(Lypp) < MN3 for all P € Teich(G,w). The lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem[5.1] This theorem follows from Lemma [5.6] and Lemma
oyl

< C?(4N +1)2 < M2N8,

O
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