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Abstract

This is the last of a three part work about relative free splitting complexes FS(I', A)
and their actions by relative outer automorphism groups Out(I'; A). We obtain quantitative
relations between the stable translation length 74 and the relative train track dynamics
of ¢ € Out(I'; A). First, if ¢ has an orbit with diameter bounded below by a certain constant
Q(T'; A) > 1 then ¢ has a filling attracting lamination. Also, there is a positive lower bound
Te > A(I'; A) > 0 amongst all ¢ which have a filling attracting lamination. Both proofs rely
on a study of filling paths in a free splitting. These results are all new even for Out(F,).

1 Introduction

Given a group I' and a free factor system A, the relative outer automorphism group Out(T';.A)
acts by isometries on the relative free splitting complex FS(I'; A). That complex is hyperbolic
[HM13], and so ¢ € Out(T';.A) has positive stable translation length 74 if and only if each orbit
map n — ¢"(T) is a quasigeodesic (T € FS(T'; A)), in which case ¢ is loxodromic. In general ¢
can also be parabolic meaning it has unbounded orbits but 74 = 0, or elliptic meaning that orbits
are bounded, hence 74 = 0. The main results of these works are Theorems A, B restated below.
These results, taken together with Theorem C from Part II, correlate the dynamics of ¢ acting on
FS(T;A) with the “relative train track” dynamics of ¢, particularly its attracting laminations.

Theorem A. There exist A= A(l';A) >0 and B = B(I';A) > 0 such that for any ¢ €
Out(T'; A), if ¢ has an attracting lamination which fills T' rel A, with associated expansion fac-
tor Ay, then A <7, < Blog()y).

Theorem B. There exists Q@ = Q(T;A) > 0 such that for any ¢ € Out(T;A) the following are

equivalent:
(1) ¢ has an attracting lamination that fills T rel A;
(2) & acts lozodromically on FS(T; A);
(8) ¢ acts with unbounded orbits on FS(T'; A);
(4) Every orbit of the action of ¢ on FS(T'; A) has diameter > Q.

As a consequence, no element of Out(T'; A) acts parabolically on FS(T;A).
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In these theorems and throughout this work, notations like C' = C(T'; A) mean that C is
a numerical constant depending only on two non-negative, integer valued numerical invariants
of ' and A, namely the cardinality |A| and the corank(A) = corank(I"; A) (see Section ZIT]).
The constants A, B, Q will themselves be defined by formulas involving constants drawn from
[HM22].

In the foundational case where T' = F,, and A = (), the equivalences (1) <= @) < @) of
Theorem B were obtained in [HM19]; the hard implication ([{l) = (2]) was proved using delicate
relative train track methods. The methods we use here are new even in that foundational case.
The proofs here rely only the most basic relative train track methods. Also, there are powerful
new conclusions of a quantitative nature, namely the additional equivalent item (4]) in Theorem B,
and the lower bound in Theorem A.

Part II of this work was devoted primarily to the proof and applications of the Two Owver
All Theorem, including application to the upper bound of Theorem A. Here in Part III the main
results are:

Section Bt The implication (4) = (1) of Theorem B.
Section 4k The lower bound of Theorem A.

Applying these results, we can now complete the following:

Proof of Theorem B. The implication (1) = (2) is an immediate consequence of the lower bound
of Theorem A. The implications (2) = (3) = (4) are immediate consequences of the definitions.
And as just said, the remaining implication (4) = (1) is proved in Section [ &

Methods of proof, based on filling paths in free splittings.

Concepts of “filling”, and related concepts of “free factor supports”, play an important role in
the study of Out(F},,) and its generalizations Out(T; A).

For a simple example of filling consider any group element v € I'. There is a unique smallest
free factor F' of I relative to A such that v € F, and one can say that F' is the free factor support
of v rel A. To say that v fills I rel A means that F' = I'. There is another characterization of
filling of a more “concrete” nature in that that it is expressed in terms of how ~ relates to each
individual Grushko free splitting 7" of T rel A: ~ fills T rel A if and only if the action of + on
each T has an invariant axis L C T along which ~ acts as a translation, and the set of translates
{§-L ’ d € T} covers T. More generally, given a lamination A of T' relative to A — meaning
a closed, Out(T; A)-invariant subset of the abstract line space B(T'; A) — associated to A is its
free factor support FA of A rel A, defined to be the minimal free factor system of T" rel A that
“supports” A [HM22| Section 4.1.2]. One says that A fills T rel A if and only if FA = {[I']}.
This version of filling also has a more concrete version: A fills T rel A if and only if for every
Grushko free splitting R of I rel A, the tree R is covered by the set of lines in R that realize
leaves of A; see [HM22, Section 4.1.2] for details, in particular [HM22], Lemmas 4.2, 4.3]. Free
factor supports of attracting laminations of elements of Out(F,,) play a central role in relative
train track theory and its applications [BEFHOO, [HM20, [HM23]. For the general case of
Out(T;.A), the concrete filling criterion for attracting laminations is applied here in the opening
paragraphs of Section 3.7

The germ of this work was the following question that we formulated while first pondering
the existence of a lower bound as in Theorem A. Consider ¢ € Out(I'; A), and assume that ¢



has an attracting lamination A that fills I" rel A; also, assume for simplicity that there exists an
EG-aperiodic train track representative F': T'— T of ¢ defined on a Grushko free splitting T" of
T rel A (see Section 4.3.3]). A bi-infinite line L C T represents a generic leaf of A if and
only if L can be written as a nested union of “natural iteration tiles” of F', meaning paths of the
form F*(E) for natural edges E C T (see Section 4], or see Section B4l here for a quick
summary). We asked ourselves:

e What properties of the tiles F'*(E) follow from the hypothesis that A fills I rel A? In
particular, is there some kind of useful “filling” property that is satisfied by the paths
FE(E) C T as long as k is sufficiently large?

We found an affirmative answer to this question (see Proposition 4] discussed below), expressed
using a property roughly modelled on the “concrete” filling criteria discussed above. Although it
may not seem sensible to ask how a path o C T relates to arbitrary free splittings S, for those
special free splittings S that are expansions of 7" it turns out to be very sensible:

Filling paths (Definition 2.2]) In a free splitting T of T' rel A, to say that a path « C T
fills T means that for any collapse map S — T defined on a free splitting S of T" rel A,
letting & C S denote the natural lift of o to S (Definition [Z), the path & has an interior
crossing of some edge in the orbit of every natural edge of S. More precisely: for every
natural edge E C S there exists v € I' such that « - E is contained in the interior of «.

The earlier examples of filling concepts each had two equivalent versions: a “concrete” criterion
and a “free factor system” criterion. Beside the “concrete” criterion for filling paths expressed
just above (taken from Definition 2.2)), in Proposition [Z0] we state a criterion expressed in terms
of a certain free factor system rel A denoted Flo; T'] that we call the filling support of «; see just
below for a brief discussion.

Our two main technical results here regarding filling paths are: the Strong Two Over All
Theorem 241 which is applied in the proof of the implication (4) = (1) of Theorem B; and
Proposition 4] which is applied in finding the lower bound for Theorem A. Although as said
above our first progress on this project was Proposition[£4] in retrospect the exposition is cleaner
if one leads off with the Strong Two Over All Theorem, which we do in Section 2

The Strong Two Over All Theorem (Section [2]). Recall the Two Over All Theorem of
[HM22] in its uniterated form, which says that for any foldable map f: S — T between free
splittings of " rel A, if the distance dzs(S,T) exceeds a certain constant then the free splitting S
has two natural edges in distinct orbits whose f-images in T' each cross a representative of every
edge orbit of T. The Strong Two Over All Theorem says that if drs(S,T) exceeds a certain
larger constant D = D(T'; A) then S has two natural edges in distinct orbits whose f-imagesin T
each fill T'; there is also an iterated form of the theorem which gives conclusions when drs(S,T)
exceeds a multiple KD of the constant D.

In broad outline the two theorems have similar proofs: one factors f as a Stallings fold path

S =5 ELNEEN Sy =T, and for each natural edge F C S one studies the evolution of the
natural tiles a; = f(E) C S; as [ increases from 0 to M. In the proof of the Two Over All Theo-
rem, the game was over once the “covering forest” S(ay;S;) = U'yeF v -y covered the whole of 5.
But that is barely the start of the game in the Strong Two Over All Theorem. We study certain



decompositions of S(ay;S;) called “protoforests” (Definition 2.6), which are I'-invariant collec-
tions of non-overlapping subtrees called the “protocomponents” of the protoforest. The overlap
protoforest 8°(ay; S;) (Definition 7)) captures patterns of overlap amongst the translates of «;.
The protocomponent stabilizers of 8°(«y;.S;) need not be free factors of T' rel A; see examples and
counterexamples in Section The filling support Flay; 5] is indirectly defined as the smallest
free factor system rel A that supports the protocomponent stabilizers of the overlap protoforest
B°(ay;S;) (Definition [Z8). Section contains the proof of the filling criterion mentioned ear-
lier. The key step occurs in Lemma 2.TT] which is a delicate construction of the filling protoforest
B (aq; Sp), whose protocomponent stabilizers do give the filling support F[ay; Sj], as summarized
at the end of Section After a further study of filling protoforests in Sections 2.3.32.3.4]
focussing on their behavior under expansions of a free splitting, in Section 24 we prove the
Strong Two Over All Theorem by studying the evolution of the filling protoforests 3f(y; S;) as [
increases.

The implication (4) = (1) of Theorem B (Section[3]). The proof will produce a certain
constant = Q(T'; A) and then use it to show that if all orbits of ¢ € Out(I'; A) have diameter
> ) then ¢ has a filling lamination. Carrying this out will require tools from relative train track
theory (from [Lym?22a], from the prequels [HMI4] [HM22], and from earlier sections of this paper),
and a certain amount of the work in this section is to provide justifications for applying each of
these tools. These justifications depend on assuming two constraints on the value of €2, in the
form of two lower bounds 1, Q5. The value of € is then set to be the maximum of those lower
bounds. Here is a brief outline of the proof; for a fuller and more formal outline see Section [3.1]

In Section B the tool we use is [HM22] Proposition 4.24]. That result, applied in conjunction
with the first constraint € > €, let’s us specify a train track representative F': T — T which
is “EG-aperiodic” (short for “exponentially growing aperiodic”), an attracting lamination A of ¢
that is associated to F', and a train track axis for ¢ in FS(I'; A) which is obtained by suspending F'.
At the free splitting occupying each position along this axis, every generic leaf of A is realized
by a unique line in that free splitting, and that line can be written as a nested union of tiles
obtained by pushing forward edges from earlier free splittings along the axis (see Conclusion (2c¢)
of Section B52).

In Section 3.6l one tool we use is the Strong Two Over All Theorem. The hypothesis of that
theorem is verified (uniformly along the axis) by applying the second constraint > Q. From
the conclusion of that theorem we obtain (uniformly) filling tiles at every position along the axis.
Using these tiles in conjunction with another tool — namely, concepts of free splitting units from
[HM14l Section 4.5] — we then prove that the axis is a quasigeodesic line in FS(T'; A).

The remainder of the proof is found in Section B4 To show that A fills it suffices to show
that, in any Grushko free splitting R of I" rel A and for any bi-infinite line in R that realizes a
generic leaf of A, that line crosses a representative of every edge orbit of R (see Corollary B.H]).
We do this with the aid of a tool from [HMI4], namely “projection diagrams”. Given R, we
carefully choose a finite subpath of the fold axis; the choice is informed by the Quasi-Closest
Point Property (a consequence of the Masur-Minsky axioms that is derived in [HMI4] Section
5.1]) in conjunction with the fact that the axis is a quasigeodesic line. We then take a projection
diagram from R to the chosen axis subpath, and we use filling tiles in that diagram to prove the
desired crossing property for generic leaves in R.

But there is a complication. When applying [HM22| Proposition 4.24] in Section B35 to obtain



the train track representative f: T'— T of ¢, it may happen that the free factor system F given
by the vertex stabilizers of the free splitting T is strictly larger than the free factor system A.
In order to even apply [HM22, Proposition 4.24], we must therefore choose F first, so as to be
a maximal, non-filling, ¢-invariant free factor system rel A. It follows that A is an attracting
lamination of ¢ relative to F. But, what we need is an attracting lamination of ¢ relative to A,
and that’s not what we have yet in the case that F is strictly larger than A. So there is still some
work to do in order to somehow identify A with one of the attracting laminations of ¢ relative
to A. This work is done in Sections and B3], applying work of Dowdall and Taylor [DT17,
Section 3]; and then see Section [B4] for a summary of applications to the theory of train track
maps and attracting laminations.

The lower bound of Theorem A (Section M]). In Section dl we prove the existence of the
lower bound A > 0 of Theorem A: if ¢ € Out(I'; A) acts loxodromically on FS(I'; A) — and so,
by Theorem B, ¢ has an attracting lamination A that fills relative to A — then its translation
length satisfies 74 > A.

Consider an EG-aperiodic train track representative F': T'— T (with respect to some maxi-
mal, non-filling, ¢-invariant F rel A, as explained just above), and so each generic leaf of the filling
lamination A is represented in T as a nested union of iteration tiles of F. In Lemma BI7 (),
by applying concepts of component free splitting units, we obtain a preliminary positive lower
bound for 74, one that is expressed as a simple formula with a uniform format depending only
on I' and A, except for the occurrence of two numerical quantities that depend putatively on the
choice of F: a PF-exponent k; and a filling exponent w. The PF-exponent x has the property
that every entry of the transition matrix of F'® is > 4, meaning that for any two edges E, E' C T,
the tile F®(E) crosses at least 4 different translates of the edge E’. The filling exponent w has
the property that for every edge F the tile F'¥(FE) fills T'.

The desired lower bound for Theorem A is therefore obtained if we can find a choice of
representative I’ having a wuniform PF exponent and a uniform filling exponent, independent
of all choices. For this purpose we shall choose the train track representative F': T' — T to be
defined on a natural free splitting 7. Such an F was constructed in [BH92] for the special case of
Out(F,), and in [FMTI5H)] for the general case, using the Lipschitz semi-metric on the outer space
of T rel A. See Section 4l for details, including a further construction in the general case which
mimics the special case construction of [BH92].

An elementary construction of a uniform PF-exponent ro(I';A), for natural EG-aperiodic
train track representatives of ¢, is found in Section [£.2]

The heart of the proof is thus Proposition €4}, proved in Section .3 which produces a uniform
filling exponent wy = wo(I';A) for any EG-aperiodic train track representative F': T — T of ¢
(with respect to F) defined on a natural free splitting 7. The scheme of the proof is similar
to that of the Strong Two Ower All Theorem, where we studied the studied the evolution of
filling support of paths under application of fold maps along a fold sequence. In Proposition 4]
by contrast we study the evolution of filling support of paths under application of iterates of
Fro — namely, the filling supports F[n,,; T] of the sequence of paths n,, = F™%(FE), for any
natural edge £ C T. We first use the combinatorics of filling protoforests to prove that the
sequence of free factor systems F[n,,;T] must increase strictly until, at some value m = M
having an upper bound M > Mj depending only on I' and A, the sequence stabilizes, that is,
Flnae; T) = Fnars1;T) = Flnarg2; T) = - - . We then deduce that the stable value F[nys; T must



be the full free factor system [I'], based on the fact that, up to translation, the tiles n,, may be
nested so that their union is a generic leaf of the filling attracting lamination A. We thus obtain
the uniform filing exponent wy = Mykg.

Remarks. The lower bound of Theorem A was inspired by an analogous result of Bowditch
[Bow08] regarding the action of the mapping class group MCG(S) of a finite type surface S on
its curve complex C(S). It was known from [MM99] that C(S) is Gromov hyperbolic and that
the elements of MCG(.S) acting loxodromically on C(S) are precisely the pseudo-Anosov mapping
classes. Bowditch proved that the set of stable translation lengths 74 of pseudo-Anosov elements
¢ € MCG(S) acting on C(S) has a positive lower bound, and in fact he proved much more using
an analysis of tight geodesics in C(S): there is an integer M > 1 depending only on the genus
and number of punctures of S such that for each pseudo-Anosov ¢ € MCG(S), its power M has
a bi-infinite geodesic axis in C(S) [Bow08, Theorem 1.4]; it follows that 74 is a positive rational
number with denominator M.

Our methods in this work are somewhat softer than the methods of [Bow(§]|, in that we use
only quasigeodesics; we do not analyze geodesics in FS(T';A). This leads us to ask:

Question: Does there exist an integer m = m(I;A) > 1 such that for each ¢ € Out(T;A)
having a filling lamination, the action of ¢ on FS(T';A) has a bi-infinite geodesic axis?
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2 Filling paths and the Strong Two Over All Theorem

The Two Over All Theorem, in its “uniterated” form found in [HM22| Section 5.1], says the
following. Consider a foldable map f: S — T between free splittings in FS(I';A). Assume, as
a hypothesis, that the distance in FS(I'; A) between S and T satisfies a certain lower bound
drs(S,T) > A = A(T; A) depending as usual only on corank(T'; A) and |A|. Under this assump-
tion, there exist two natural edges F; C S (i = 1,2) in distinct T orbits such for every natural
edge E' C T the path f(F;) crosses some translate v+ E' of E' (v € T"). For the precise definition
of “crossing” see [HM22], Definition 2.20].

Question: The conclusions above control only how « crosses natural edges in 7. Can one, in
addition, also control how « crosses natural vertices of T'7

An example. Suppose that T is a free splitting of I" rel A with a vertex v of valence 4 having
trivial stabilizer. For example, with I' = I, and A = () one can take T to be the universal cover
of a rank 2 rose. Let ey, es, 3, e4 denote the four oriented edges with initial vertex v, so in total
there are six different turns at v; for example one could label the loops of the rose as a,b, and
choose the labels so that eq, es, es, eq are initial directions of lifts of a, @, b and b. Consider a
path o C T and its collection of translates {g - « | g € T'}, and consider which of the six turns
at v those paths take. Suppose that the only turns at v that are taken by these translates g - «
are the two turns {ej, ea} and {es, e4}; for example one could take « to be a lift of the path ab.
Intuitively this path « fails to “fill” 7" in a certain visceral sense: there is an expansion 7' < U
in which the vertex v € V(T') expands to an edge F € £(U) with endpoints v’,v”, such that
the directions {ej,es} are attached to v’ and {es,es} are attached to v”; it follows that every
translate in U of the natural lift @ C U is disjoint from the interior of this expanded edge E. In
our example, U would be the universal cover of a #-graph expansion of the rank 2 rose, and the
projection of @ C U to the #-graph would be a path that does not cross the expanded edge.

What is only hinted at in the above example, and what we will supply in Definition below,
is a definition of what it means for a finite path to fill a free splitting, which is then used to



formulate the Strong Two Over All Theorem. The proof of that theorem will take up the rest of
Section

2.1 Statement of the Strong Two Over All Theorem
2.1.1 Terminology review.

We assume that the reader is familiar with fundamental concepts regarding free factor systems,
free splittings, relative free splitting complexes, and Stallings fold paths. The terminologies and
notations that we use are laid out in [HM22], where one can also find more detailed references:

[HM22, Section 2.1] free factor systems, relative outer automorphism groups;

[HM22, Section 2.2] (2.2.1) graphs, the graph complement operator G \ H, maps of graphs
(always assumed to be PL), paths in graphs (trivial and nontrivial); (2.2.2) trees and their
paths, rays, and lines; (2.2.3) free splittings, natural vertices and edges, edgelets; (2.2.4)
maps among free splittings, twisted equivariant maps, collapse maps; (2.2.5) relative free
factor systems, relative free splittings, relative free factors, Kurosh rank; (2.2.6) relative
free splitting complexes

[HM22, Section 2.3] foldable maps, foldable paths, folds, fold paths, Stallings fold theorem.

We quickly review a few highlights.

Free factor systems. A free factor system of T' is a set of the form A = {[A4],...,[A[]}
(possibly empty, i.e. I = 0) such that there exists a free factorization I' = A; x...% A; * B where
B is free of finite rank (possibly rank 0), each A; is nontrivial (1 < i < T), and [A] denotes the
conjugacy class of A in I'. The full free factor system, also known as the improper free factor
system, is A = {[I']}. We denote |[A| = I. We also denote corank(A) = rank(B), which is well-
defined independent of B, equal to the rank of the free group which is the quotient of I' by the
subgroup normally generated by A; U---U Aj.

Inclusion of free factors induces a partial order A C B on the set of free factor systems of I'.
The natural action of Out(T") on free factor systems preserves this partial order, and the stabilizer
of a free factor system A under this action is a subgroup of Out(I") denoted Out(I'; A). The pre-
image of Out(I'; A) under the natural homomorphism Aut(T") — Out(I") is denoted Aut(I'; A),
and it coincides with the subgroup of Aut(I") whose action on I' that preserves the collection of
subgroups {A < T | [4] € A}.

Given one free factor system A of I', a free factor system of I' rel A is a free factor system F
such that A C F. A free factor of ' rel A is a subgroup F' < I' such that for some free factor
system F rel A we have [F] € F; furthermore, we say that F and [F| are atomic if [F] € A,
otherwise F' and [F]| are nonatomic. For any free factor F of T' rel A, the restriction of A to F
is a free factor system of the group F' denoted A | F', consisting of the F-conjugacy classes of all
free factors A < F' such that [A] € A; we note that the atomic/nonatomic dichotomy for F is
equivalent to the filling/nonfilling dichotomy of the free factor system A | F' in the group F. The
action of Out(T") on all free factor systems of I' restricts to an action of Out(T’; A) on free factor
systems rel A.

Free splittings and their maps. A free splitting of T' is a minimal simplicial action I' ~ S
on a simplicial tree with finitely many vertex and edge orbits and with trivial edge stabilizers.



The given graph structure on S is a subdivision of the natural graph structure which has for
its vertices those points having either nontrivial stabilizer or valence > 3. Sometimes the given
graph structure on S is further subdivided, in which case we use the term edgelets to refer to
the edges of the subdivided structure; proceeding from coarser to finer graph structures we thus
have natural edges, which decompose into edges, and which further decompose into edgelets. A
nondegenerate subgraph o C S is a proper, I'-invariant subgraph with respect to some invariant
subdivision of S, such that no component of ¢ is a point, equivalently o is a union of edgelets
of the subdivision; we allow o to be empty. The “elliptic” free factor system F.;;.S consists of
the conjugacy classes of nontrivial vertex stabilizers for the action of I' on S. To say that S is a
Grushko free splitting of I" relative to a free factor system A of I' means that F;;S = A.

A map f: S — T of free splittings of T is ®-twisted equivariant where ® € Aut(T), if f(v-z) =
O(y) - f(x) for all 2z € S, v € T; and f is equivariant if this holds with ® = Id. All maps f of
free splittings are assumed to be equivariant, unless twisted equivariance is explicitly stated; and
in either case f is always assumed to be PL. Equivalence of free splittings is defined by existence
of an equivariant PL homeomorphism. In this section we will use a formal notation [S] for the
equivalence class of S; later on we usually abuse notation and let S stand for its own equivalence
class. The group Out(T") acts from the right on equivalence classes, with [S] = [T] - ¢ if and
only if there exists a ®-twisted equivariant PL homeomorphism f: S — T for some ® € Aut(I")
representing ¢ € Out(T").

The notation f: .S ﬂ> T represents a collapse map with collapse forest o, meaning that
o C S is a subgraph of S, and f is a quotient map that collapses each component of o to a
point. The collapse map f is trivial if and only if o does not contain any natural edge of S, which
occurs if and only if S and T are equivalent free splittings. In general the existence of a collapse
map S +— T defines a well-defined partial order [S] > [T] on the set of equivalence classes of free
splittings of T', and two free splittings S and T are equivalent if and only if [S] = [T] > [S]. This
collapse partial order is respected by the action of Out(I") on equivalence classes of free splittings.

Given a free splitting S of I and a I'-invariant subforest ¢ C S, as s varies over the components
of 0 UV(S) for which the stabilizer subgroup Stab(s) is nontrivial, the conjugacy classes of those
subgroups form a free factor system of I denoted F[o]; furthermore, under the associated collapse

map S {9, T we have FeuS C Flo) = Feu T (see [HM22, Lemma 2.3 and Definition 2.4]). A free
factor system JF of T is said to be wisible in a free splitting S if F = Flo]| for some T-invariant
subforest o C S [HM22], Definition 2.5]; if F is visible in S then F;;,S C F. For any nested pair of
free factor systems A C B there exists a Grushko free splitting S of I' rel A in which B is visible
Lemma 3.1].

The free splitting complex. Consider a free factor system A of I'. For any free splitting
T of T, to say that T is a free splitting relative A means that A C F;; T, i.e. for every subgroup
A < T such that [A] € A, the restricted action of A on T fixes a vertex. The free splitting complex
of T' rel A is the ordered simplicial complex that is associated to the collapse partial order on
equivalence classes of free splittings rel A. The action Out(T'; A) ~ FS(T; A) is induced by the
action of Out(T") on the collapse partial order.

Foldable maps and fold sequences. A foldable map f: S — T is an equivariant map of
free splittings such that every point of S is contained in the interior of some embedded arc o C S
for which the restriction f | « is injective. If this holds then, furthermore, f is a fold if it is
defined by identifying initial segments of a pair of oriented natural edges having a common initial



vertex. If f is a fold map between free splittings of ' rel A then in FS(T';A) we have a distance
bound drs([S], [T]) < 2.
fit+1

Consider a sequence of maps of the form - - - £> T; ji) e j—]> T; —— --- with compositions
denoted in “index contraction” notation f; = fjo- fix1: T3 — T; whenever i < j. To say
this is a foldable sequence means that every f; is foldable; and if so then furthermore it is a fold
sequence if each f; is a fold map. We often regard a fold sequence as a path in FS(I'; A), where
each step of that path consists of an edge path of length < 2.

Notational convention: In what follows we use the notation [/, ..., J] for the integer interval
with endpoints I,J € Z: if I < J then [I,...,J] = {i € Z | I < i < J}; and in general
[I,...,J] =[J,...,I]. For example, [I,...,J] will be commonly used as an index set for a fold

subpath 17 % e f—‘]> Ty of a fold path as denoted in the previous paragraph.

2.1.2 Filling paths

Recall from [HM22], Section 2.1] that paths in a free splitting can be either nontrivial or trivial: a
nontrivial path is a concatenation of one or more edges without backtracking; and a trivial path
takes constant value at a single vertex. The unadorned terminology path refers to both nontrivial
and trivial paths, but beware that when the “nontriviality” qualifier is clear from the context we
will sometimes drop it, as in the titles of the next couple of definitions.

Definition 2.1 (Lifting paths through collapse maps). Consider two free splittings U, T of T’

relative to A and a collapse map 7: U —<‘i>—> T. After choosing subdivisions of U and T with
respect to which o is a subcomplex and 7 is simplicial, the projection map 7 induces a bijection
denoted & <> o = 7(&) between the set of nontrivial edgelet paths & C U that begin and end
with edgelets of U \ o and the set of nontrivial edgelet paths in T'. We refer to & as the lift of «
to U. Note that & is well-defined independent of the choice of subdivision: as a subset of U, it
is the unique compact arc in U that projects onto o and that begins and ends with segments of
U\o.

Definition 2.2 (Interior Crossings, and Filling Paths). Consider a free splitting 7' and a path
a C T. Given another path n C T, to say that « has an interior crossing of the orbit of n means
that there exists v € I' such that the interior of « contains v - 7, equivalently there exists § € T’
such that the interior of § - o contains 7. To say that « is a filling path in T, or more briefly
that « fills T', means that for every free splitting U, every simplicial collapse map 7: U — T, and
every natural edge E C U, the lifted path & C U has an interior crossing of some natural edge in
the orbit of E.

An invariance principle for filling paths. Filling paths are invariant under an equivariant
homeomorphism of free splittings f: S — T, meaning that a given path o C S fills S if and only
if f(a) fills T for every collapse map U — S, its composition with f is a collapse map and the
respective lifts of o and f(«) are identical in U; and similarly for every collapse map V — S.

An example. Notice that if « fills 7" then « has an interior crossing of every natural edge FE
of T, otherwise U = T itself witnesses that o does not fill 7. But a simple counterexample shows
that the converse fails. Let U be the Cayley tree of the rank 2 free group (a,b), let & C U be a
path consisting of three consecutive edges labelled a, and let T' be obtained from U by collapsing
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each b edge. The path & C U is the lift of a path a C T that has an interior crossing of the
unique natural edge orbit of T, but U witnesses that o does not fill T'.

The concept of tiles. This concept was introduced into relative train track theory in [BFHOO]
as a tool for constructing and applying attracting laminations (see also [HM22] Section 4.3.2]).
In that context, the tiles of a relative train track map f: G — G are the (nonbacktracking) edge
paths of the form fq’;ﬁ(E) where F C G is an edge in a marked graph and fq’;ﬁ(E) is the path
obtained by straightening the (possibly backtracking) edge path f* ’ E.

In Part IT of this work [HM22], in addition to tiles of relative train tracks, we used a more
general concept of tiles of foldable maps in the Two Over All Theorem. The very rough idea
here is to think of a tile in a free splitting T as a path which is determined by data in some far
distant free splitting S, and which serves as a record in T" of some modicum of information about
the relation between S and T'. In order to formulate, prove, and apply the Strong Two Over All
Theorem, we now refine and formalize the concept of tiles used in [HM22].

Definition 2.3 (Tiles). Consider a foldable map f: S — T. A natural f-tile in T is a path of the
form f(E) where E C S is a natural edge; an f-tile in T is a path of the form f(e) where e C S is
an edge. The “natural” qualifier may be dropped where it is understood. Also, the notation “f”
may be replaced by other notations which, in context, have the effect of determining the map f;
see for example “iteration tiles” in Section 3.4

Combining Definitions and one obtains the concept of a filling tile which will play a
prominent role in the statement, proof, and application of Strong Two Owver All Theorem.

2.1.3 The statement: noniterated and iterated forms

Just as with the Two Owver All Theorem (see [HM22 Section 5.1]), the Strong Two Over All
Theorem comes in iterated and noniterated forms, and the latter implies the former as we shall
immediately show.

Theorem 2.4 (Strong Two Over All Theorem (noniterated form)). For any group T' and any free
factor system A there exists a constant © = ©(T'; A) such that for any foldable map f: S — T of
free splittings of T rel A, if d(S,T) > © then there exist two natural edges E; C S (i = 1,2) in
different orbits such that each of the natural f-tiles f(E;) C T is a filling path.

Theorem 2.5 (Strong Two Over All Theorem (iterated form)). For any T and A as above, using
the same value of ©, and for any integer N > 1, if d(S,T) > NO then there exist two natural
edges E; C S in different orbits such that each of the natural f tiles f(E;) C T contains 2N ~1
nonoverlapping filling paths.

Proof of the iterated form, assuming the noniterated form. The basis step NV = 1 follows imme-
diately from the noniterated form of the theorem.

Assume by induction that the theorem holds for N, and suppose that d(S,T) > (N + 1)0.
Choose a Stallings fold factorization of f in which each fold map has distance < 1
Theorem 2.17]. Along that fold path there exists a term U such that d(S,U) = ©. It follows that
d(U,T) > NO, and we have a foldable factorization of f of the form

SLUSLT
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Applying the induction hypothesis to h we obtain natural edges F}, F}, C U in distinct orbits
such that for each j = 1,2 the path h(E;) contains 2V~ nonoverlapping filling paths. Applying
the noniterated form to g we obtain natural edges E1, 2 C S in distinct orbits such that for each
1 = 1,2 the path g(E;) C U is filling, and therefore for each j = 1,2 the path g(E;) contains some
translate v;; - £} of B, v;; € T'. Noting that v;1 - E] and 7i2 - B are natural edges in distinct
orbits, they do not overlap. Since the factorization above is foldable, the map h is injective
on g(F;). The path f(F;) = ho g(E;) therefore contains two nonoverlapping paths h(~v;; - EY)
and h(v;2 - EY), each of which contains 2V~ nonoverlapping filling paths. It follows that f(E;)
contains 2"V nonoverlapping filling paths. &

2.2 A filling criterion for paths, expressed using protoforests

Given a free splitting 7" and a path a C T, in order to directly verify whether « fills T" according
to Definition 2.2l one must search over all expansions of 7. In this section we give a more intrinsic
description of what it means for « to fill T', expressed without reference to any expansion of T'. To
motivate that description, consider f(a; T) = ger 9+ @, called the covering forest in T' associated
to a; see [HM22], Definition 5.6]. In the proof of Step 1 of the original Two Over All Theorem,
carried out in [HM22| Section 5.4], covering forests 3(c; T') played the starring role, with guest
star being the free factor system F[3(«;T)] formed from the stabilizers of the components of
B(a; T) (see [HM22] Definition 2.4]). By studying how the translates g - o of the path a overlap
with each other in T', we shall describe the overlap protoforest of o in T', a kind of refinement
of the covering forest 8(a;T) that we denote 8°(«;T). From the overlap protoforest we obtain
(somewhat indirectly) a free factor system rel A called the filling support F[5°(c;T)], which
again is a refinement of F[S(a;T)] in the sense of the nesting relation on free factor systems
F1B°(e; T)] C F[B(r; T)], and the nesting might be strict. Proposition 2 states our criterion for
a to fill T, one condition for which is that the free factor system F[3°(a;T)] must be full, i.e. it
must equal {[I']}. The proof of that proposition will follow in Section [Z3] and its application to
the Strong Two Over All Theorem is found in Section 2.4

Definition 2.6 (Protoforests in a free splitting). Consider a tree T and two subtrees b, C T
(with respect to the given simplicial structure on T'). To say that b and b’ overlap means that
their intersection b N b’ contains an edge of T'; since b, b’ are subtrees, it follows that b, b do not
overlap if and only if their intersection bN¥' is a single point or empty. A protoforest in T is a set
0 of subtrees of T called the protocomponents of §, such that no two distinct protocomponents
overlap, and such that the collection of protocomponents is I'-invariant in the sense that the
image under any g € I' of any protocomponent of § is also a protocomponent of §. The partial
order 8 < § on protoforests in T' is defined by requiring that every protocomponent of § is a
subset of some protocomponent of 4.

Remarks. We have built I'-invariance into the definition of protoforests. We did not do
that with ordinary subforests, of which there are many important non-invariant examples.

The concept of a protoforest is very close to the concept of a transverse covering which occurs
in Guirardel’s work [Gui04] in the broader setting of group actions on R-trees.

An ordinary I'-invariant forest is the same thing as a protoforest whose protocomponents are
the same as its path components, for example 8(«; T). We shall focus on two other special types
of protoforests which are refinements of 5(a;T): the “overlap protoforest” °(«;T); and the
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“filling protoforest” S(a; T). See Definitions B7 and 212 and see also the Protoforest Summary
just below Definition 2.12]

Definition 2.7 (The overlap protoforest of a path in a free splitting). Consider a free splitting
T of T rel A, and a path o« C T with corresponding covering forest 5(a) = B(o;T) = Ugg - Q.
For each g € T' we let f4(c) denote the connected component of B(«) containing g - . An
a-connection is a sequence of paths of the form

go- @, gi1-aQ, ceey JK - & (907917"'79K6F)

such that any two consecutive terms gi_1 - «, gi - @ overlap (1 < k < K). If furthermore we
are given edges e, e’ C T such that e C go(a) and e’ C gx () then we say this sequence is an
a-connection from e to ¢’. Also, given a subgraph b C («), we say that this sequence is an
a-connection in the subgraph b if g -a C b for 0 <k < K.

To say that a subgraph b C S(«) is a-connected means that there exists an a-connection
in b from any edge of b to any other edge of b. Clearly every a-connected subgraph of S(«a)
is connected, i.e. it is a subtree. Also, if b,b’ C B(«) are two a-connected subgraphs, and if b
overlaps V', then b U b is clearly a-connected. It follows that the invariant forest S(a) has a
unique decomposition into maximal a-connected subgraphs, each of which is a tree, no two of
which overlap, and this decomposition is I'-invariant. This collection of subgraphs therefore gives
the covering forest S(«) the structure of a protoforest, which we call the overlap protoforest of
a in T, denoted 5°(a;T). For each g € T, the protocomponent of 5°(c; T') that contains g - « is
denoted Sy (c; T), and clearly B9(c;T) C By(a; T). When T and/or « are understood we often
simplify the notation by writing 3°(«) or just 3°, and by writing 87 () or just ;.

Since T' acts transitively on the set {g - @} we clearly obtain the following consequences of
Definition 2.7

Protocomponent Transitivity: I' acts transitively on the protocomponents of 5°(«).

Protocomponent Stabilizers: The set of protocomponent stabilizers of I' acting on £°(«) is
the conjugacy class of the subgroup Stab(8;(a)).

Note that Stab(8;(a)) need not be a free factor of I" rel A; see “A new example” below.

Definition 2.8 (The filling support of a path in a free splitting). Continuing with the notation
of Definition 2.7 we define a free factor rel A denoted F(«), defined to be the unique minimal
free factor of I' rel A containing the subgroup Stab(ff,(«)). The (Kurosh) filling rank of o
is defined to be the Kurosh rank of the free factor F,,(«) relative to A, an integer denoted
KR(a) = KR(F,.()) > 0 [HM22, Definition 2.8]. Let Fla] denote the unique smallest free
factor system of I" rel A which carries the free factor F,;,(«). It follows that one of three cases
holds (see the final sentence of [HM22] Definition 2.8]):

(1) E..(«) is trivial, equivalently KR(a) = 0; it follows that Fla] = A.
(2) E..(«) is atomic, equivalently [F,,(a)] € A; it follows that KR(«) = 1 and Fla] = A.

(3) E..(«) is nontrivial and nonatomic, equivalently KR(«) > 0 and [F. ()] € A. Tt follows

that Fla] # A; and furthermore there is a decomposition A = Ag,, (o) UAR,,.(a) Such that
Flo] = {[Fun(@)]} U AR (-
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In particular F,;,(«) determines F[a], and furthermore F[a] determines F,;,(a) up to conjugacy
except in the case that Fla] = A: in that case, F,,(«) can be either trivial or atomic. Despite
this ambiguity we will refer to either the free factor F;,(a) or the free factor system F[a] as the
filling support of «; in context the exact referent should be clear.

We sometimes use the notation Fla;T] to highlight the dependence on the free splitting T'
that contains .. Also, we note that F[a] is determined by the connected subgraph 7, (c), in that
it is the unique smallest free factor system that “carries” the subgroup Stab(3p;(c)). For this
reason we sometimes denote Fla] = F[5°(a; T)] and KR (o) = KR(8°(e; T)).

Remark. In the statement of Definition 8 Case (1) holds if and only if 8¢;(e) = « if and
only if for all ¢ # h € T' the translated paths g - @ and h - a do not overlap; in this case the
protocomponents of 5°(«) are precisely the translates of «. Also, Case (2) holds if and only if
there exists a vertex V' € 9 («) such that Stab(8f;(a)) = Stab(V') and [Stab(V')] € A; it follows
in this case that V' € o, and that 8f(a) = U, espanv) 9

A continued example. In the example we gave preceding the statement of Theorem 241 the
protocomponents of 39, («a) are the axes in T of the infinite cyclic free factor (a) of I = (a, b), and
so the filling support is Fla; T| = {[(a)]} which is a nonfull free factor system, despite the fact
that the path @ C T does indeed have an interior crossing of a translate of every natural edge
orbit of T": the tree T" has only one natural edge orbit, and « crosses three different natural edges
of that orbit, the middle one of those three being an interior crossing.

A new example. This example shows that the subgroup Stab(8f;(«)) need not be a free factor
of I' rel A, in contrast to the fact that the stabilizer of every component of the I'-invariant
subforest B(«) C T is a free factor of T rel A. Consider the rank 4 free group I' = {(a,b, ¢, d).
Let G be a marked graph with two vertices p, ¢, with the (a,b) rose attached to p, the (¢, d) rose
attached to ¢, and an edge e from p to g; we identify 71 (G, p) = (a,b) x (¢, d) = (a, b, ¢, d) by using
e as a maximal subtree of G. Let U = G be the universal covering with edge labels lifted from G.
Choosing a lift p € U of p determines the deck transformation action I' ~ U. Let & C U be the
path with initial vertex p that is labelled by the word ecdédéababe. Note that & is contained
in the U-axis of the infinite cyclic subgroup

C=(cdctdtaba b)) < (a,b,c, d)

Also, & consists of one entire fundamental domain for the action of C' on its U-axis, followed by
the first e edge of the next fundamental domain. Let T be the free splitting obtained from U
by collapsing all edges labelled a, b, ¢,d, so T has a single natural edge orbit, represented by the
T-image of any e-edge of U. Let o C T be the image of &. Note that a crosses the unique natural
edge orbit three times, the middle crossing being an interior crossing. Again « is contained in
the axis of C' in T', and « consists of one entire fundamental domain of that axis followed by the
first edge of the next fundamental domain. Note that no two distinct translates of the axis of C
have a common edge in 7'. It follows that the protocomponent 39;(c) equals the axis of C' in T,
and that C' = Stab(5;(«)). But C has trivial image under abelianization of (a, b, ¢, d) and hence
C'is not a free factor of (a,b,c,d). In fact we have the equation Flo; T| = {[{a, b, ¢,d)]}, in other
words C fills the group (a, b, ¢, d), and hence « fills T' by Proposition 201

The fact that C fills (a,b,c,d) can be proved using a beautiful transversality argument that
we learned from a paper of Stallings [Sta00]. Here are some details of this argument. Consider S
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a compact orientable surface of genus 2 with 1 boundary component C. There is an embedding
G — S and a deformation retraction p: S +— G such that p(C) is the loop aba='b~tede=td=!.
Arguing by contradiction, if C' did not fill (a, b, ¢, d) then there would exist a homotopy equivalence
h: G — H to a connected graph H such that h(C') is a circuit contained in a proper subgraph of
H, thus missing the midpoint m € E of some edge £ C H. After perturbing h to be transverse
to m, it follows that h=1(m) is disjoint union of simple closed curves in the interior S. But
h is a homotopy equivalence and the image of each of these curves is the point m, hence each
such curve bounds a disc in S. We can then homotope h to remove these curves one-at-a-
time, obtaining a homotopy equivalence S — H that misses m entirely. But this implies that
(a,b,c,d) ~ 1 (S) = m (H) is contained in a proper free factor of itself, which is absurd.

We now state our combinatorial criterion for a path to fill a free splitting:

Proposition 2.9. For each free splitting T of T rel A and each path o C T, the path « fills T if
and only if the following holds:

The Filling Criterion:
(1) « has an interior crossing of the orbit of every natural edge of T
(2) E,.(o) =T, which holds if and only if Floa; T| = {[[']}, which holds if and only if
KR(a) = KR(T'; A) (= |A] + corank(A))
(see [HM22, Definition 2.8 and Lemma 2.9]).

A counterexample. Condition () of Proposition is necessary for « to fill T', because if
there is a natural edge e C T such that « has no interior crossing of e then the trivial expansion
of T, namely U = T, witnesses that o does not fill . But one might wonder whether Condition ()
follows from Condition (2)), in which case the statement of Proposition [2.9] could be simplified by
eliminating any mention of Condition (). Here is an example to dispel that wonder, in which «
does not have an interior crossing of the orbit of every natural edge of T, and yet F,;, (o) = T.
Let T be the Cayley tree of (a,b). Equivariantly subdivide each a edge into three subedges
a =ajazasz. Let a« CT be a path labelled as as bba; as, and note that a has no interior crossing
of any natural edge of T labelled a. To prove F,;,(«) = I' it suffices to show that the overlap
protoforest 5°(«v) has just one protocomponent, namely the entire tree T'. Note first that each
path in T labelled bb is contained in a single protocomponent of 3°(«), and hence each b-axis is
contained in a single protocomponent. Note next that each path labelled ba; as as b is contained
in a single protocomponent of 5°(«), because its initial baq as subpath is a terminal subpath on
one translate of «, its terminal as ag b subpath is an initial subpath of another translate of o, and
those two subpaths share their ag edge. The unique protocomponent of 5°(«) is therefore T'.

2.3 Proof of the filling criterion

In this section we prove the Filling Criterion, Proposition The “if” direction is proved in
Section 2311

The “only if” direction requires considerably more work. Section covers some prelimi-
nary work, defining the filling protoforest 3f(c; T) of a path « in a free splitting T of T rel A,
whose protocomponent stabilizers realize the free factor system Fo; T], and which sits between

15



the overlap protoforest 8°(«) and the covering forest 5(«) with respect to the partial order <.
Section reduces the “only if” direction to the Protoforest Blowup Lemma 213 which gives
criteria under which a protoforest in T can be “lifted” to a forest in some expansion of T’; the
reduction is carried out by verifying that the filling protoforest 3!(a;T) satisfies those criteria.
Section 2.3.4] contains a proof of Protoforest Blowup Lemma.

2.3.1 Proof of the “if” direction.

Assuming that condition (IJ) of Proposition [Z9 holds, but that the path « fills T', we shall prove
that condition (2)) does not hold. We start by deriving a consequence of condition ().

Lemma 2.10. Consider a free splitting T and a path o C T that has an interior crossing of
a translate of every natural edge of T. For any expansion T < U with lifted path & C U the
following holds: for every natural edge E of U, either & has an interior crossing of a translate
of E, or & s disjoint from the orbit of the interior of E. It follows that the covering forest
B(a;U) = Uyer 9 - & is a natural (invariant) subforest of U.

Proof. Denote the collapse map ¢: U ﬂ> T. Let ¢/, ¢” denote the first and last edges of &, both
of which are in U \ v. We prove the lemma in two cases.

Case 1: E ¢ v. The image ¢(E) C T is a natural edge of T and so there exists g € I such
that ¢ - & has an interior crossing of ¢(F). We may decompose E as a concatenation E = (10
so that ¢, 0 are the (possibly trivial) maximal prefix and suffix of E that are contained in v, and
7 is the (nontrivial) maximal subpath of E that begins and ends with edges of U \ v. Using that
q(E) is contained in the interior of g - v, it follows that 7 is contained in the interior of g - &, and
that g-e¢’ Z pand g-e” ¢ n. Since g- ¢’ and g- e’ are the first and last edges of g - &, and since
g-e ¢ CUfand g-e” ¢ (UO, it follows that E is contained in the interior of g - &.

Case 2: E C v. If the interior of F is disjoint from the orbit of & then we are done. Otherwise,
for some g € T the intersection F N g - & contains some edge of U. Again g - ¢’ and ¢ - ¢” are the
first and last edges in ¢ - &, and neither is contained in v, hence neither is contained in E. It
follows that E is contained in the interior of g - a&. &

Continuing now with the proof of the “if” direction, assuming that « does have an interior
crossing of a translate of every natural edge orbit of T but that « does not fill T', we must prove
that the free factor system F[a; T is not full. Using that o does not fill T', choose a free splitting

and collapse map ¢q: U —<1i>—> T, and a natural edge EF C U, such that the & C U does not have

an interior crossing of the orbit of E. Applying Lemma [Z10, the interior of F is disjoint from
B(a; U).

We may assume that g restricts to a simplicial isomorphism & — «, equivalently the invariant
forests v and I' - & are edge disjoint. To justify making this assumption, we can factor g as

g W g 4y p

Letting & C U’ be the lift of «, and so & is the lift of &, it follows that S(&’;U’) is disjoint
from the interior of the natural edge E’ C U’ that is the image of E, and that the collapse
map ¢': U’ — T is injective on &, and hence ¢’ restricts to a simplicial isomorphism & — «.
Replacing U by U’ completes the justification.
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Since q restricts to a simplicial isomorphism & — «, also ¢ restricts to a simplicial isomorphism
g-a— g-a«for each g € T. Also, since the collapse map ¢ takes the edges of U \ v bijectively
to T, and since v is edge disjoint from I' - &, it follows that ¢ induces a bijection from the
edges of B(a;U) =T - & to the edges of f(a;T) =T - . As a consequence, for any two edges
é, ¢ C B(a;U) with images e,e’ C B(;T), each & connection from € to € in B(&;U) maps
to an a connection from e to €’ in B(a;T), and conversely each a connection from e to €’ in
B(a; T) lifts to a & connection from € to & in S(&;U). From this it follows that ¢ induces a T'-
equivariant bijective correspondence between protocomponents of 5°(&; U) and protocomponents
of 8°(c; T), restricting to a simplicial isomorphism between corresponding protocomponents.
The protocomponent stabilizers of 5°(&;U) and of 8°(«;T) are therefore identical, and hence
Fla; U] = Floy; T). But Bgy(a;U) € f°(a;U) C U\ (' - E), hence Fla; U]l C FU \ (T - E)] which
is a nonfilling free factor system.

2.3.2 The filling protoforest of a path.

To prepare for the proof of the “only if” direction of Proposition 2.9] and for later purposes,
given a path o« C T in a free splitting of I" rel A we shall describe an invariant protoforest
denoted (a) = Bf(a;T), and called the filling protoforest of a in T; see Definition below.
In the “refinement” partial ordering, this protoforest will fit between the overlap forest and the
ordinary covering forest: 3°(a) < Bf(a) < B(a) (see the “Protoforest Summary” at the end of
Section 2:3.2)).

The protoforest Bf(a) is a little tricky to define: it will be obtained by delicately conglomer-
ating protocomponents of the overlap protoforest 8°(«; T'). Like 8°(c; T'), the filling protoforest
Bt(a; T) will have just one orbit of protocomponents. The protocomponent stabilizers of 5t(a; T')
will be the subgroups conjugate to F,;,(a); recall that the protocomponent stabilizers of °(«; T')
do not generally fit that bill, because Stab(87;(c;T)) can be a proper subgroup of F,..(«), as
shown in the “new example” preceding Proposition 2.9l

The next lemma provides the basis for conglomerating components of the overlap protoforest
°(a) to form the protocomponents of the filling protoforest 3f(). For any free splitting ' ~ T
and any nontrivial subgroup H < I, recall the notation Ty for the minimal H-invariant subtree
of T.

Lemma 2.11. Consider a free splitting T of I' rel A and a path o« C T, associated to which
we have the overlap protoforest 5°(c) with protocomponent BY(c) containing o, and with filling
support F,..(«). The following hold:

(1) The subforest ﬁ{d(a) =F,.(a) Bi(a) CT is an F,,.(o)-invariant subtree of T. If F,, ()
is nontrivial with minimal subtree To, = T, (o) then it follows that T, C B{d(a).

(2) The translates ﬁg(a) =g- ﬁ{;j () form the protocomponents of a protoforest in T denoted
Bla) = fl(; T) = {B)(a) | g € T}.

(3) The protoforest 3/(cr) and the conjugacy class [F,.(o)] = {gF..(a)g™" | g € T} are related
as follows:

(a) Stab(B)()) = gF..(a)g™";
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(b) If E,..(a) is not trivial then the function 54 (c) — Stab(5} () is a well-defined bijection
between the set 3/(a) and the set of subgroups forming the conjugacy class [F,,.(c)].

(4) The tree B{d(a) is characterized as the smallest subtree of T' such that its stabilizer is a free
factor of T' rel A, it contains «, and it is a union of maximal a-connected subtrees (i.e.
protocomponents of 3°(c;T)).

Definition 2.12 (The filling protoforest of a path in a free splitting). Given a path « C T in a
free splitting of T' rel A, the filling protoforest of « is the invariant protoforest 8f(a) = St(a; T)
defined in Lemma ZTT] @), with protocomponents % () = g - B4 (a) where 8f () is the unique
protocomponent containing a.

Proof of Lemma[Z11l To start the proof we note that Stab(8f;(«)) is trivial if and only if F,..(«)
is trivial. If this is so then Bf (o) = F..(a) - 8% (a) = B2(a) = « is a tree, and the rest of the
proof is straightforward.

We may therefore assume that Stab(37;(«)) and F,;,(«) are both nontrivial, hence the minimal
subtree T,, = Tg,, () C T is defined. Assuming for the moment that (I)) holds, the remaining
items are proved as follows.

From (@) it follows that each translate 8 (o) = g- 8{4(c) is a subtree of T', and this collection
of subtrees is clearly I-invariant. The equation Sf(a) = (9F..()) - Biy(e), together with I'-
invariance of the protoforest 5°(«), shows that ﬁg(a) is a union of protocomponents of 3°(«). In
order to prove (@), it suffices (by [-invariance of 3!(a)) to consider each g € T, and to assume
that the trees i (a) and B;(a) overlap in an edge, and to prove that those trees are identical.
From that assumption we obtain h,h' € E,,(«) such that h - 89;(«) and gh' - 59;(a) overlap
in an edge. Since 8°(«) is a protoforest it follows that h - 5Py («) = gh’ - 574(«) and therefore
h=tgh' € Stab(8(a)) < F.(c), implying that g € F,..(a) and therefore ] (a) = g - Biy(e) =
gF(a) - B8 (a) = Bun(a) - B2 (a) = B4 (a), completing the proof of ().

Since Stab(82;(a)) < Fou () we have Stab(8f;(a)) = Stab(E,.(a) - 82(a)) = Fua(a), and
item ([Ba) immediately follows. To prove ([Bh), for any g, h € ' we have

Bl(a) = Bl () < g 'h € Stab(Bl4(a)) = Fuu(e)
= gF.u.(a)gt = hE,.(a)h ™!

(using that the free factor F,;,(«) is its own normalizer)

<= gStab(Siq(a))g ™" = hStab(Big(c))h ™"
= Stab(4(a)) = Stab(3}(0))

To prove item (@), we note first that 8f,(a) certainly does satisfy all of the properties required
by @). Since the set of protocomponents of 3°(a) whose union comprises 3, (a) is a single
F... () orbit of protocomponents of 3°(«), it follows that for any proper subtree of i, («) which
is a union of protocomponents of 5°(«), its stabilizer is strictly smaller than F;,(«); but since
F,..(a) is the smallest free factor of I' rel A that contains Stab(3p;(c)), so the stabilizer of that
subtree cannot be a free factor of I rel A.

We turn to the proof of (), first proving the inclusion 7, C Bi(a). If T, = {V} is a

single vertex then it is the unique point fixed by each nontrivial element of F,;,(«), including
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each nontrivial element of Stab(ff;(«)). Therefore T, is also the minimal invariant subtree for
Stab (St (@), and so T C By(@) C Fun(@) - Biy(@) = Big(a).

We may therefore assume that T, contains at least one edge; it follows that F,;,(«) is nontrivial
and nonatomic (Definition 2.8 ([B])). Recall the decomposition A = Aﬁ]in(a)UZme(a) from [HM22,
Lemma 2.7]. Recall also from that lemma that Ag, () “restricts to” a free factor system of the
group F,;.(a), in the sense that there is a free factorization (o) = Ay * -+ % A * B such
that Ag, (o) = {[41],...,[AK]} (where [A4] is the I'-conjugacy class of Ag). In this situation
the action Fy,.(a) ~ Ty is clearly a free splitting of F,;,(a) relative to Ag, . (a). Let H denote
the convex hull of 3f (), meaning the smallest subtree of T' containing 3f(a). By F...()-
invariance of Blfd(a) it follows that the tree H is also F,;,(«)-invariant. By minimality of T,
we have T, C H. Assuming by contradiction that T,, ¢ Bf;(a), there exists an edge e C Ty,
with interior disjoint from S!,(a). The inclusion T, C H restricts to the following inclusion of
E,..(a)-invariant subforests of T":

To\ (Fuin(a) -€) C H\ (Fun(@) - €)

This inclusion induces an F,;,(«)-equivariant bijection between the components on either side of
the inclusion, hence corresponding components have the same stabilizer subgroup with respect to
the .., (a) action. From the left hand side of that inclusion, the stabilizer of each component is a
proper free factor of F,;,() rel Ag,, (a), and is therefore a free factor of I' rel A that is properly
contained in F,;,(a). By construction (f,(«) is contained in some component of H \ (F..(c) -€),
and therefore Stab(3p;)(«) is contained in some free factor of I' rel A that is properly contained
in F,(«). But this contradicts the definition of F,;,(a) as the smallest such free factor (see
Definition [ZZ8). From this contradiction, the desired inclusion T, C Sf,;(«a) follows.

Using the inclusion T,, C Bf;(a) we now prove that the forest 8l,(a) = F,..(a) - 8% (a) is
connected, i.e. it is a tree, which will complete the proof of ([l). Clearly F,.,(«) acts transitively
on the components of 8t (). Knowing that T, C 85, («), it follows that some component of A5, ()
intersects Ty,. By Fl.(a)-invariance it follows that every component of ﬁlfd(a) intersects T,,. But
T, is a connected subset of 8f;(a) hence 8, () is connected. %

Protoforest summary. To summarize Definitions 2.7 and 212 associated to any path
a C T we have a nested sequence of three protoforests, namely the overlap protoforest, the filling
protoforest, and the ordinary covering forest:

Bo(a) < B'(a) < B(a)
For each g € I" the associated protocomponents containing ¢ - « are denoted
Bg(a) C By(a) C By(a) geT

We have a corresponding nested sequence of stabilizer subgroups, which in the case g = Id takes
the form
Stab(Bfa(a)) < Stab(8lq(e)) < Stab(Bra(a))
—_————

Fhin(a)
We note that only Stab(jf;(a)) and Stab(Bra(a)) are guaranteed to be free factors rel A.
The filling support of «, denoted Flo; T, is the free factor system rel A whose unique
nonatomic component is [F,., ()], if the free factor Stab(BL(a; T)) = F...() is nontrivial and
nonatomic rel A; otherwise Fla; T is just A itself.
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2.3.3 Blowing up the filling protoforest to prove the “only if” direction.

Given a protoforest ¢ in a free splitting T' of T" rel A, its protocomponent stabilizers need not be
free factors rel A (see the “new example” preceding Proposition 29). But the filling protoforest
BE() of a path a C T has been constructed so that its protocomponent stabilizers Stabb(ﬁf7 (o)) =
gF...(a)g~ ! are indeed free factors rel A, and furthermore so that one of two alternatives holds:
those stabilizers are all trivial or atomic, in which case the filling support is F[a; T] = A; or they
are all nontrivial, in which case they form a single conjugacy class [F,.,(«)], and that class is the
unique non-atomic element of the filling support Fla; T (see Definition 28 and Lemma 2T [@3))).
Furthermore, in the nontrivial case we get extra information about the individual protocomponent
stabilizers, allowing us to conclude that Sf(a) satisfies the following Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis.
We state this hypothesis in a general manner, allowing it to be tested on protoforests in any free
splitting, not just filling protoforests of paths:

Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis (for a protoforest ¢ in a free splitting 7' of " rel A)

(1) Either all protocomponents of 4 have trivial stabilizer, or any two distinct protocomponents
have distinct stabilizers.

(2) There is a free factor system F[0] of I rel A, and a decomposition F[d] = Fy[d] L F1[d] such
that F1[0] € A and Fy[0] consists of those nontrivial, nonatomic conjugacy classes of the
form [Stab(d;)] as 0; varies over the protocomponents of ¢.

(3) For any two distinct protocomponents of §, the intersection of their stabilizers is trivial.

In fact item (B]) follows from () and [@): item () reduces to the case that the two stabilizers
are distinct nontrivial subgroups; and that case is covered by applying item (2] together with
Lemma 2.1] which says that the collection of subgroups representing elements of a free
factor system is mutually malnormal.

As alluded to above, by applying Definition 2.8 and Lemma 2.TT] (B)), it follows that the Tame
Stabilizer Hypothesis holds for the filling protoforest 3f(a) associated to any path a C T' in any
free splitting T' of T rel A, with the filling support F[a; T] playing the role of F[4]. Furthermore,
in the nontrivial/nonatomic case there are corresponding decompositions using the notation of

Definition 2.8 ([B):

b

Flo; T = {[Fuin(a)]} UAR, ()
Fo] Fold] F109]

Given any protoforest ¢ in T, a sufficient condition for the Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis to hold
is that there exists a simplicial collapse map ¢ : U — T defined on a free splitting U of T rel A,
and there exists an invariant subforest 6 C U (with respect to the given simplicial structure on
U), such that the forests v and 4 have no edge in common, the map ¢ induces a bijection between
connected components of § and protocomponents of §, and ¢ takes each connected component of
§ to its associated protocomponent of § by a simplicial isomorphism. The following lemma says
that this condition is also necessary:

Lemma 2.13 (The Protoforest Blowup Lemma). Consider a free splitting T of T' rel A and a
protoforest & = {6;}ier in T. If  satisfies the Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis, then there exists a
free splitting U of T rel A, a simplicial collapse map q: U <> T, and an invariant subforest scU
with connected components 6 = Licr o (with the same index set I), such that the following hold:
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(1) For each i € I the projection q restricts to a simplicial isomorphism q: 6 — 6.
(2) F[8] = F[0], hence the free factor system F[8] is visible in U as witnessed by 6 C U.
Before proving this lemma in Section 2.3.4] to follow, we first apply it:

Proof of Proposition[2.9: The “only if” direction. Consider an arc o« C T' in a free splitting T of
T rel A, with filling support Fla; T| (Definition [Z8). We must prove that « does not fill T' if
either of the following two cases holds:

Case 1: There exists a natural edge E of T such that o does not have an interior crossing of the
orbit of F; or

Case 2: F[o;T] is not filling.

In Case 1, the trivial expansion U =T 14, 7 witnesses that a does not fill 7.

In Case 2, consider the filling protoforest 3f(a) in T, which as we have seen satisfies the
Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis and has associated free factor system F[3!(a)] = Fla; T]. Applying
Lemma we obtain an expansion U + T and for each g € ' a simplicially isomorphic lift
Bg Cc U of [35(04), such that these lifts are the connected components of a proper, invariant
subforest 3 C U whose component stabilizers form the free factor system F[a;T]. From the
Case 2 hypothesis, 3 is a proper subforest of U. Since the lift & C U of « is contained in the
component Brd, the translates of & are contained in the proper subforest B and hence do not
cover U. The expansion U + T thus witnesses that « does not fill T'. &

2.3.4 Proof of the Protoforest Blowup Lemma
The last remaining piece of the proof of Proposition 2.9] the Filling Criterion, is the following:

Proof of the Blowup LemmalZ13 Let T and § = {§;}ie be given. For all i # j € I, the proto-
component intersection ¢; N J; is either empty or a single vertex of T'. Let W C VT denote those
vertices w € VT for which there exist 7 # j € I such that w = §; N J;; clearly W is I'-invariant.
If W is empty then distinct protocomponents of § are disjoint, hence ¢ is a true subforest of T,
and the conclusions of the lemma are true with the trivial expansion U = T 14, 7. Henceforth
we assume that W is not empty.

We have two actions I' ~ I and T' ~ W, the former induced by the action I' ~ {d;};er on
the protocomponents of §. Consider the diagonal action I' ~ I x W. For each (i,w) € I x W let
Ciw = Stab(d;) N Stab(w). Since T is a free splitting of T, the following implication holds: if Cj,,
is nontrivial then w € §;.

We would like that the converse implication holds as well:

(x)  For all (i,k) € I x K, Cjy is nontrivial if and only if wy € 9;.

While statement (x) may fail to be true, we shall reduce the proof of Lemma T3] to the case that
(*) is true, repairing its failure by constructing an intermediate expansion 77 — T as follows.
Consider the following I'-set that witnesses the falsity of (x):

7 = {(i,w) el xW | w € 0; and Cjy, 18 trivial}
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Let Wf C W be the image of the restricted projection map Z C I x W +— W — that is, W7 is
the set of all w € W for which there exists ¢ € I such that w € §; and Cj,, is trivial. Note that
W/ is I-invariant. We construct T” from 7T in two stages, first detaching from each w € W/
those ¢; for which (i, w) € Z, and then attaching new edges to T" to fill the gaps created by these
detachments, thus constructing the free splitting 7".

In more detail, the forest 7" is constructed from T as follows. First, remove each w € W/
from the vertex set of T and replace it by a subset @ = {w'} U{w/ | (i,w) € Z} of vertices
of T” (all vertices of T'— W/ remain as vertices of T"). For any edge e C T that was attached
to w € W/, we re-attach e to an appropriate point of @ as follows: if there exists i € I such that
(i,w) € Z and e C §;, re-attach e to w}; otherwise, reattach e to w’. There is a quotient map
T” — T obtained by collapsing each @ C T" to the corresponding point w € T (for k € K’). That
quotient map induces a bijection of edges, and each protocomponent §; C T of the protoforest
4 lifts by a simplicial isomorphism to a subtree §; C T"”. Intuitively, we think of w/ as a new,
special copy of w to which §/ is attached if it so happens that Cj,, is trivial; and we think of w’
as the “original” copy of w to which everything else stays attached.

For use below we record that for all w € W and for all ¢ # j € I such that w = §; N d;, the
following dichotomy holds in T":

Case 1: 0] N07 =0 <= at least one of (i,w) or (j,w) isin Z <= at least one of Cjy, or Cjy
is trivial.

Case 2: §;' N07 = {w'} # 0 <= neither (i,w) nor (j,w) is in Z <= both C;, and Cj,, are
nontrivial.

We note that if w € W — W/ then Case 2 must hold; whereas if w € W7/ then either of Case 1
or Case 2 could hold.

We next attach to the forest 7" a new edge e;,, with endpoints w’ and w, for all (i,w) € Z.
The overall result of this detachment—attachment operation is a new tree 7’. The actions of T’
on T, I, W and Z induce an action I' ~ T”. This action is a free splitting of I" rel A because
Stab(eiw) = Ciy Is trivial for each (i,w) € Z. There is a collapse map T’ — T under which
the vertices of 7' with nontrivial preimage are precisely the points w € W7, and the preimage
of each such w is a star graph with star vertex w’, consisting of the union of those new edges
eiw C T for which (i,w) € Z. By construction we obtain a protoforest &' = ¢ in 77 D T" with
protocomponents ¢, = 6/ C T’, and the collapse map 7" — T induces a I'-invariant bijection
of protocomponents, mapping corresponding protocomponents by simplicial isomorphism. The
Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis therefore still holds with respect to T” and ¢§’. Also, as an immediate
consequence of the dichotomy recorded above, condition (x) now holds in 7", which completes
the reduction argument.

It remains to establish the conclusions of the lemma for given 7" and ¢ under the additional
assumption that condition (x) holds, which we restate here:

() For all w € W and all §; we have w € §; <= Cy, = Stab(w) N Stab(d;) # {Id}.

Denote I, = {i € I ‘ w € §;}. By definition each w € W is contained in more than one
protocomponent §;, and so |I,,| > 2. Combining this with (x) it follows that

(#x) For all w € W we have Stab(w) # {Id}, and so [Stab(w)] is an element of the free factor
system FouT.
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Note that [Stab(w)] € Fei T depends only on the orbit of w under the action I' ~ W, and distinct
orbits produce distinct elements of Fy; T'.

Since F[d] and F;; T are both free factor systems of T' rel A, their meet B = F[§] A Foyy T is
also a free factor system of T" rel A, and clearly B C Joiy T (see Section 2.2] for discussion
of the meet). For each w € W we have [Stab(w)] € Fe;; T, and so Stab(w) is a free factor rel B.
Applying [HM22, Lemma/Definition 2.7] together with (x) and the definition of the meet, in the
group Stab(w) we have a free factor system B ‘ Stab(w) of the following form:

z‘elw}

where we use the notation [-]* to refer to conjugacy classes within the group Stab(w).

Note that B | Stab(w) is a nonfull free factor system of the group Stab(w), for otherwise there
would exist ¢ € I,, such that Stab(w) = Stab(w) N Stab(d;), and by choosing j # i € I,, it would
follow that

B | Stab(w) = {[Stab(w) N Stab(d;)]"

Stab(w) N Stab(d;) = Stab(w) N Stab(d;) N Stab(d;)

But Stab(d;)NStab(d;) is trivial (by item (B]) of the Tame Stabilizer Hypothesis) whereas Stab(w)N
Stab(d;) is nontrivial (by (x)), which is a contradiction.

For each w € W choose Stab(w) m~ U, to be a (nontrivial) Grushko free splitting of the group
Stab(w) relative to its (nonfull) free factor system B ‘ Stab(w). We may make these choices in a
I-equivariant manner, meaning that the individual actions Stab(w) ~ U, extend to a I'-action on
the forest U, ew U, and that the stabilizer of U, is Stab(w): for each orbit of the action T' ~ W
one first chooses a single orbit representative w and a Grushko free splitting Stab(w) ~ Uy,
relative to B | Stab(w); and then one extends that to a diagonal action I' ~ (I'/ Stab(w)) x Uy,
using the natural left action of T on the set of left cosets I'/ Stab(w).

For each w € W and i € I,, consider the subgroup Cj,, = Stab(d;) N Stab(w). Since [Cy,|* €
B | Stab(w), and since Cj,, is nontrivial, it follows that Cy, fixes a unique point u;, € U, and
that Cj,, = Stab(uy). Note that if ¢ # j € I, then w;, # wjw, because Cjy,, Cjyy are nontrivial
subgroups of Stab(w) whose intersection C;,, N C}y, is a subgroup of Stab(d;) N Stab(d;) = {Id}
and is therefore trivial.

For the remainder of the proof we shall construct the desired free splitting I' ~ U from the
actions I' ~ T and I' ~ U, U,, using a detachment/re-attachment procedure carried out at each
w € W. Recall the direction set D,, T consisting of all oriented edges E with initial vertex w. The
set D,,T subdivides as follows: one subset D,,d; for each i € I,,; and a single leftover direction
for each F € D, T — Uielw D, d; that we denote D, FE.

Starting with the free splitting action of I' on the tree T':

Protoforest detachments: For each w € W and each i € I,,, detach the entire set D,,d;
from w € T, and let x4, € J; denote the point that was formerly attached to w. We may
thus identifying D, d0; with D,,d;. The points x,,;, one for each w € E and i € I, are called
protoforest detachment points.

Leftover detachments: For each w € W and each leftover oriented edge E C T with initial
vertex w, detach E from w, and let yg,, € E be the initial vertex that was formerly attached to
w. The points {ygy }, one for each w € W and each leftover oriented edge F with initial vertex
w, are called leftover detachment points.
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The detachment forest A: The result of these detachments is a forest denoted A on which
I" acts, together with a I'-equivariant quotient map A +— T": the action of I on detachment points
is given by
Y Tiw = Lryed,yw and Y YEw = Yy-E,yw

and the quotient map takes x;,, and each yg, to w. This quotient map is a bijection on edges,
and so the I' stabilizer of every edge of A is trivial. Note that each protocomponent §; C T lifts to
A by simplicial isomorphism, we identify §; with its lift, and we note that the protocomponents
are pairwise disjoint in A.

Re-attachments: Consider the disjoint union of the forest A and the forest Ll,U,,, with the
induced I' action on this disjoint union.

Protoforest re-attachments: Noting that both of the sets {x;,} and {u;,} are bijectively
indexed by the set { (i, w) ‘ w € Wi € I,}, we may re-attach x;,, to u;, in a well-defined manner,
and these re-attachments are automatically I'-equivariant.

Leftover re-attachments: Re-attach each leftover detachment point yg,, € A to some point
zpw € Uy. The reattachment map yg, +— zgw i not automatically I'-equivariant. However,
since each of the actions I' ~ A has trivial edge stabilizers, and since each leftover detachment
point is incident to a unique edge of A, the restricted action of I' on the set of leftover detachment
points is a free action, and so we can force these reattachments to be I'-equivariant in the usual
manner: choose one representative yg,, of each I'-orbit of leftover detachment points, choose
zpw € U, arbitrarily and reattach yg, to zg,, and then for each v € T' — {Id}, the leftover
detachment point 4.5 4.« = 7 - YEw is re-attached to the point z.g . == 7 - 2Ew-

Let U be the quotient of the disjoint union of A and U,U, under the reattachments just
described. By construction the I" actions on A and on L, U, induce an action I' ~ U. Since T’
acts on each of A and U,,U,, with trivial edge stabilizers, and since no edges are identified under
the quotient map from their disjoint union to U, the I'-stabilizer of each edge of U is trivial. We
have two T'-equivariant quotient maps A — T and U, U, — T (the latter defined by U, — w),
and these maps agree where points of A are identified with points of U, U,,, hence we have an
induced equivariant quotient map U + T. The only points of 7" that have nontrivial pre-image
under this quotient map are the points w € W, and for each such point its pre-image is the tree
Uy; furthermore, the collapse map U — T takes the edges in U that are incident to but not
contained in the tree U, to the edges of T' that are incident to w. It follows that U is a tree,
and furthermore that I' ~ U is a free splitting action and U +— T is a collapse map. Because the
protocomponents are pairwise disjoint in A, and because of the inequality w;, # wu;, for each
i # j € I, the protocomponents remain pairwise disjoint in U. This completes the proof of the
Protoforest Blowup Lemma &

2.4 Proof of the Strong Two Over All Theorem

We have already proved, in Section 2.1.3] that the uniterated form of the Strong Two Owver All
Theorem 241 quickly implies the iterated form. The hard work left is to prove the uniterated
form, which we do here in Section 243} by giving a formula for © = O(T';.A) > 1 and using it
to prove that for any foldable map f: S — T, if d(S,T) > © then S has two natural edges in
different I' orbits each of whose f-images fills 7.
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The proof will share certain strategies of the proof of the original Two Owver All Theorem,
with filling protoforests taking over the job of covering forests. Starting with a Stallings fold
factorization f: S =Sy ELN S1 ECNSNNELN Sy =T, the rough idea is to consider a natural edge
Ey C Sy and its corresponding sequence of natural tiles

a():E()CSO Otlzfl(ao)csl OzM:fM(Oszl)CSM

and to study the evolution of the filling rank KR(«;): recall from Definition 2.8 and Lemma 21T
that KR(o;) = KR(F(o;)) where F(a;), a free factor of T' rel A, is the stabilizer of the proto-
component %, (a) of the filling protoforest 5'(c) . We describe the evolution of the sequence
KR(a;) in two lemmas. Section 2Z4T] contains Lemma 218 a monotonicity property saying that
the sequence KR(«;) is nondecreasing. Section 2242 contains Lemma [ZI8 which gives a distance
bound while Kurosh rank is constant: a universal upper bound (namely 6) for the diameter of
any fold subsequence along which KR(«;) is constant, assuming that this constant is strictly less
than the maximum value KR(T'; A) = |A| + corank(A) for Kurosh ranks.

2.4.1 Monotonicity of filling ranks along fold paths.

To set up Lemma T3] consider a single fold map h: S — S’ between free splittings of T" rel A,
and paths « C S, o/ C S’ such that h | « is a homeomorphism onto o’. Consider also the
following associated objects:

o (Definition 27)) The overlap protoforests 8°(«;S) and £°(a’; S’) with protocomponents
B3 (a; 8) and B3 (a’; S') containing g - a and g - o respectively;

e (Definition [Z8) The filling supports F = F,;,(«) and F’ = E,;,(a/), which are the smallest
free factors of I" rel A containing Stab(8f,;(a; S)) and Stab(8,(a’; S")) respectively;

o (Definition ZI2)) The filling protoforests 3! («; S) and 3f(a’; S’), with protocomponents con-
taining g - a, g - o' respectively:

Byl S) = gF - By(z8) = gFg™" - Bg(a; S)
Bl 8") = gF" - Bla(a’;8") = gF'g™" - By(a’; 5")
Definition 2.14. Using the above notation, to say that h preserves filling protocomponents (with
respect to o and ') means:
(1) h(Bi(a;S)) = Bi(e/;8") for each g € T.
(2) For each g1, g2 € I', we have ¢ (a;5) = 8f (o; 9) if and only if 81 (a;' S") = 81, (a'; ).

In applying this definition one should keep in mind that two protocomponents of the same proto-
forest are distinct if and only if they are edge disjoint.

Lemma 2.15. For any fold map h: S — S’ and any paths o C S and o/ C S', if h | @ is a
homeomorphism onto o then (with notations as above including respective filling supports F and
F') we have:

(1) F < F' and h(Bf(a; S)) C Bl(a;’ ") for all g €T.
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(2) F = F' if and only if h preserves filling protocomponents.
(3) KR(a) < KR(o'), with equality if and only if h preserves filling protocomponents.
As a consequence, if o fills S then o fills S'.

Proof. For the proof we abbreviate protoforest notations by dropping the argument («;.S), for
example 89y = A2(o; S). We also drop (o/;S”) but in its place we add a “prime” symbol, for
example 8¢, = By (a’; 57).

Item (@) follows immediately from () and (2)) together with [HM22, Lemma 2.9] and the
equations KR(a) = KR(F') and KR(o/) = KR(F").

Since /7, is a-connected and contains ¢, and since o/ = h(«), it follows that h(3p;) is o'~
connected and contains . But 4'¢; is union of all &’ connected subgraphs of S’ that contain o/,
hence h(fY;) C B'%y. For each g € Stab(fy,) it follows that (g- 8'Yy) N B'Y, contains h(5f;) and so
the two protocomponents g - 5’0, and 5’9, of 5(d8';S") are not edge disjoint, hence they are equal,
and therefore g € Stab(8'y;), proving that Stab(8y;) < Stab(5'¢;). Since F, F’ are the smallest
free factors of I" rel A that contain the respective subgroups Stab(3y;) and Stab(5'y,), it follows
that F' < F’. Tt follows furthermore that

h(ﬂ{d) =h(F-ppy) =F-h(By) CF -8 = I{d

which completes the proof of item (IJ) in the special case g = Id; the general case follows by
[-invariance of protoforest components and the identities g - 81, = ﬂ; and g- gt = ﬂ’g.

If h preserves filling protocomponents then it immediately follows that F = Stab(8L,) =
Stab(B't,) = F’. For the other direction, suppose that F' = F’. Letting g vary over a set of left
coset representatives in I' of the subgroup Stab(Bf;) = F = F’ = Stab(3'l,), the trees g- i, form
an edge disjoint cover of 8'(a; S) and the trees g - /1 form an edge disjoint cover of Bf(a/;5");
but from () we also have h(8!,) C A'f;, and by equivariance it follows that h(g - 8L,) C g- B,
These facts taken together imply that h(g - %) = g - By for all ¢ € T, and the following
chain of equivalences for each g1, g2 € I' completes the proof that i preserves protocomponents
equivariantly:

g1 Bla=g2Bla = 9501 (BL) =B84 = g 'g e F=F

= ¢;'q1(B'1a) =Bl

< h(n 'ﬂlfd) = gl(ﬁlfd) = 92(5%) = h(g2 - ﬂfd)

2.4.2 A distance bound while Kurosh rank is constant

In Lemma 218 to follow, we will be concerned with finding an upper bound on the diameter of a
fold sequence along which there is a “fold-invariant path sequence” of constant filling complexity;
but the lemma does have an additional hypothesis requiring that each relevant path has interior
crossings of translates of every natural edge.

The proof of the lemma will require the concept of combing rectangles which we quickly review
before stating the lemma (see from Section 4.3]; we will also need this concept later, in
Section B.7] when reviewing projection diagrams).
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Recall the concept of a “nondegenerate subgraph” of a free splitting, in Section 2.T.1] under
the heading Free splittings and their maps.

Definition 2.16 (Pullbacks). Consider a foldable map g: V' — V of free splittings and a nonde-
generate subgraph o C V' (with respect to some subdivision of V). The pullback of o (with respect
to g, in V') is the nondegenerate subgraph g* (o) C V' that is obtained from g~!(¢) by removing
any single point component of g~!(¢). When working with pullbacks we generally use “edgelet”
terminology, because one cannot generally say that ¢g*(o) C V' is a subforest with respect to the
given simplicial structure on V’; at best it is a subforest with respect to a subdivisions of V' and
V such that ¢ is simplicial and ¢ C V is a simplicial subforest.

Along any foldable sequence V; SRR S V., a pullback sequence consists of nondegenerate
subgraphs 8; C V;, one for each i € [I,. .., J], such that §; is the pullback of 8; under f; Vi=V;
foralli <jell,...,J]. A pullback sequence determines and is determined by its final term: for
any nonempty, nondegenerate subgraph g; C V;, by pulling back one map at a time we obtain
the unique pullback sequence with final term ;.

Definition 2.17. ([HMI14 Section 4.3]) A combing rectangle is a commutative diagram of free
splittings and equivariant maps of the form

gr+1 gi—1 gi git1 gJ

Vr Vi1 Vi Vy
<01>l7’1 (Ui1>l”i1 <Ui>l”i (0J>l7’~f
Ur fre fi—1 Ui fi Ui fit1 fa U

such that the following hold:
(1) Each row is a foldable sequence.
(2) Each vertical arrow is a collapse map m;: V; — U, with indicated collapse subforest o; C V.
(3) The o0y’s form a pullback sequence along the V-row.

We recall the Combing By Expansion Lemma, [HM14, Lemma 4.9] which, starting with any fold-

able sequence Uy + --- +— Uy and any collapse map V; ﬂ) Uy, produces a combing rectangle
as denoted above. In addition, from the proof of that lemma we extract the following property
which we add to the previous three properties to define a combing by expansion rectangle:

(4) For each I < i < J the i*® square in the diagram is a fiber product diagram in the category
of minimal I trees, meaning that V;_; is the unique minimal I'-invariant subtree of the
I-forest

{(z,y) € Ui_1 x Vi | filz) = mi(y)}

If desired, after possibly subdividing each tree in the above combing diagram, we may assume
that each map depicted is a simplicial map, so each horizontal arrow therefore takes each edgelet
(of its domain) to an edgelet (of its range), and each vertical arrow takes each edgelet to either
an edgelet or a vertex. Assuming that holds then, as with any simplicial collapse map, for each
I <i < .J we have:
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(5) The map 7;: V; — U; induces an edgelet bijection E(V; \ a;) + E(U;).
This completes Definition 2.17

Fix a fold sequence in FS(I'; A) of the form

U, fra Urit fr+2 f_J> U,
and a sequence of paths «; € U;, such that f; ‘ a;—1 is a homeomorphism onto «; (for I < i < J).
Let F; < T denote the filling support of a; (Definition 2.8)), and K; = KR(«;) = KR(F;) the
filling rank. Applying Lemma 2.T5 we have subgroup inclusions and numerical inequalities

Fr<Fr1<---<F; and K;<Kry1 <---<Kjy

Lemma 2.18. If oy has an interior crossing of a translate of each natural edge of U; (for I <
1 < J), and if the sequence of Kurosh ranks K; = K is a constant independent of I <i < J, and
if the strict inequality K < KR(T'; A) = |A| 4+ corank A holds, then the diameter in FS(T';A) of
the fold sequence Uy — -+ +— Uy is < 6.

Proof. For the proof we use abbreviated “filling protoforest” notation 8 = 3f(;, U;) and ﬂlt g =
g- Bl 1 = Bh(cws Uy).

To set up the proof of Lemma I8 since K = KR(F;) is constant for I < i< J, it follows
that F' = F; is also constant ([HM22, Lemma 2.9]). Applying Lemma 215 it follows that fold
map f;: Ui—1 — U, preserves filling protocomponents (with respect to o;—1 and ;).

We note that F' is not the trivial subgroup. To see why, by hypothesis there is a subset & of
the interior of a; consisting of a union of exactly one representative of each natural edge orbit
of U;. Tt follows that a; \ & contains some edgelet e of U;, and it also follows that g - e C & for
some g # Id € . The paths a; and g~! - a; therefore overlap, and so g~! € Stab(ﬁgld) < F.

For the rest of the proof we index the protocomponents of each protoforest 3f by choosing a
set of left coset representatives of I' modulo F' that includes the identity element Id. For notating
these coset representatives and their associated protocomponents we use x instead of g, writing

=K ﬂz Id*
As seen in Section 2.33] the protoforest BfJ satisfies the Distinct Stabilizer Hypothesis. We

may therefore apply the Proforest Blowup Lemma 213} obtaining an expansion w;: V; — (o) —= Uy

that satisfies the following property (A;) and a quick consequence (By):

(Ay) There is an invariant subforest B; C Vj with component decomposition By = L. B Tk
such that 7 restricts to a simplicial isomorphism 3, — ﬁfm for each k; in particular

Stab(BJId) = Stab( JId) FJ =F.

(BJ) B 7 C Vy is a proper subforest, equal to the uncollapsed subforest V; \ 0.

Property (By) is a consequence of (A;) which, together with the fact that BY covers Uy, implies
the equat1on By =V; \ o; also properness of 3, follows from the equation ?[B]] = F1BY]
(Lemma 213 () and the strict inequality KR(F;) = K < KR(T; A).

Applying the statement and the proof of the Combing By Ezpansion Lemma, [HM14, Lemma
4.9] as indicated in Definition 2-I7 choose a combing-by-expansion rectangle with notation as in
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that definition. By downward induction we shall extend properties (A;), (By) to a sequence of
properties (4;), (B;), and add a new sequence of properties (C;), all defined for I < i < J, as
follows:

(4:) There is an invariant subforest B ; C Vi with component decomposition Bz = . B’i,/{
such that 7; restricts to a simplicial isomorphism 3;, — ﬁfﬁ for each x; in particular
Stab(fi1a) = Stab(ff 14) = Fi = F.

(B;) B; C V; is a proper subforest, equal to the uncollapsed subforest V; \ 0.

(Ci) If i > 1, the foldable map g; restricts to a map g;: Bi—1 — B; that induces a component
leeCtIOn gl(ﬁl 1i) = ﬁm

To start the proof, we know already that (A;) and (B;) are true. For each i > 1 assuming by
downward induction that (A;) and (B;) are true, we shall prove that (C;) and (A4;_1) are true;
and then (B;_1) is a consequence of (A4;_1) for the same reasons that (Bj) is a consequence
of (AJ)

To prove (A;_1), from the inductive assumption that (A;) holds we get a restricted simplicial
isomorphism 7;: B; x, — Bf for each k. Knowing that f; preserves protocomponents, we obtain
a restricted simplicial map f;: ﬁz s = ﬁ Let Bi_lﬁ C V;—1 be the subforest of all edges
e C Vi1 for which m;_y(e) € Bf_, . and g;(e ) C Bix- By applying Definition (2ZI7) item (@) and
using that m;: Bl o = ﬂf is a simplicial isomorphism, the restricted map 7m;_1: Bz 1k — BZ 1k
is a simplicial isomorphism, and in particular §;_q 1« 1s connected. Since gl(ﬁl 1 ,{) - ﬁz oy 1t
follows that as k varies the trees BZ 1, are pairwise disjoint, and hence [31 1= [_| BZ 1,5 18 the
component decomposition, which proves (A4;1).

To prove (C ), by definition of 3;_; we have g(BZ 1.6) C ﬁl «. As K varies, we know that the
components ﬁl . of BZ are pairwise disjoint. The trees BZ 1, are therefore pairwise disjoint, hence
they are indeed the components of the forest 8;_1, proving (C).

For each I < i < j < J we must prove the distance bound d(U;, Uj) < 6, which we do using
methods of [HM22, Section 5] that go back to the proof of [HMI3l Lemma 5.2]. Since each
vertical arrow is a collapse map we have d(V;,U;), d(V;,U;) < 1, and we shall prove d(V;, V;) < 4.
Consider the foldable map

h=g;:Vi—=V;

Comblnlng propertles (Cix1), ..., (C}), the restricted map h: B; — Bj induces a component
bijection B; » — Bj.x. Applying [AM22, Lemma/Definition 5.2] together with [AM22, Proposi-
tions 5.3, 5.4], by prioritizing folding the subforest 5; C V; we obtain a fold factorization of h of

the form

Vi= Wo 2 oo sy e By ey

such that the following hold, with foldable maps denoted hf = hjo---0 hpyq: Wy — W, and
invariant subforests denoted &, = h9(3;) C Wi

(1) Each fold map hy: Wi_1 — Wy, with 0 < k < K is defined by folding two edges of dj_1.
(2) d(Wy, Wk ) < 2 (by combining ([I) with [HM22l Proposition 5.4]).
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(3) The foldable map h¥: Wy — W, restricts to an injection on each component of .

Since the map h = g§ induces a bijection from components of dy = j3; to components of 6z, =
Bj = 01, it follows for each 0 < k < | < L that the map h} induces a bijection from components
of 0, to components of §;. Using this for the case kK = K and | = L, and combining it with
item (@) above, it follows that hX restricts to an equivariant homeomorphism dx + &7, Finally,
since h does not identify any edgelet of 3; with an edgelet of V; \ f;, it follows that hE does not
identify any edgelet of dx with an edgelet of Wi \ dx. In summary, the remainder of the fold
sequence Wy + -+ — Wy, prioritizes folding of the subforest Wi \ dx. Again applying [HM22]
Proposition 5.4], we obtain

(4) dWg,Wp) <2.

Combining @) and @) we get d(V;,V;) = d(Wo, W) < d(Wo, Wk ) +d(Wg , W) <242 =4
which completes the proof of Lemma 218 &

2.4.3 Proof of the Strong Two Over All Theorem

Consider a foldable map f: S — T between free splittings S, T € FS(T';.A). Choose a Stallings
fold factorization of f with folds of length < 1 (see [HM22 Theorem 2.17 (4)]), denoted

fiS=8Lvs L g, =T

Using the constant A = A(I;A) > 1 from the Two Over All Theorem [HM22], we assume a
preliminary lower bound
d(s,T) > 3A

Using the fact that each fold has length < 1, we can choose L so that 0 < L < M and so
that d(S,Sr) = d(So,Sr) = 3A. Applying the Two Over All Theorem to the foldable map f?
we obtain two natural edges Eo, E{) C Sp in distinct orbits such that each of the natural tiles
f2(Ey), f2(E}) C Sy contains 237! = 4 nonoverlapping subpaths each of which crosses a translate
of every natural edge of Sz. Choose ay C Sy, to be either of the paths f2(Ey) or fO(E}p), and
then for each [ such that [ <1 < M, let oy = f{*(az). The path ayy is thus either of f$;(Ep) or
I, (EY), and our goal has become:

e To find some lower bound d(S,T) = d(So, Samr) > © = O(T'; A) (with © > 3A) which implies
that ays satisfies the Filling Criterion of Proposition 2.0t
(1)ar:  ap has an interior crossing of some translate of every natural edge of Sjy;

(2): KR(apm) = KR(T; A).

Once that goal is achieved, by applying Proposition 2.9]it will then follow that ayy fills Sy = T,
and the proof is done.

For purposes of verifying (1), and for the broader purposes of applying Lemma [Z18 along
the fold sequence from S, to Sy, for each L <1 < M we first verify:

(1);: oy has an interior crossing of some translate of every natural edge of S
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We start with the fact that the path ay, (= f2(Ep) or f2(E})) contains 4 nonoverlapping subpaths
of Sp each of which crosses a translate of every natural edge of S;. We next distill that fact
down to the statement that a; C S contains 3 nonoverlapping subpaths each of which crosses
a translate of every edge of Sp. That property is inherited by a; C S; for each L <1 < M, and
so we obtain a decomposition of the form

Yo M1 vy M2 va M3 v3
[ ] [} [} [ ] [ ] [} [ ] [ ]

o

such that each of 1, e, s crosses a translate of every edge of S;; the v; subpaths are allowed
to be empty. Each p; must contain a natural vertex of S;, for otherwise p; is a proper subpath
of some natural edge F C Sj, contradicting that u; crosses a translate of every edge of S;. Also,
the subpath g must contain a natural vertex w; of S; which is contained in the interior of «y:
otherwise no point of p; except possibly its left endpoint is a natural vertex, implying that p; is a
proper subpath of some natural edge of 5j, again a contradiction. The subpath ps must similarly
contain a natural vertex ws of S; which is in the interior of «;. It follows that wiws is a natural
path in S, it is an interior subpath of «;, and it contains the path ps. Consider any natural
edge F C S;. Choosing any edge e C E we obtain v € I" such that v -e C ps. The natural edge
~ - E therefore overlaps the natural path wiws, implying that v - E C wiws, and hence v - E is
contained in the interior of oy, completing the proof of (1);.

We turn now to verifying (2), starting with a formula for ©. For L <1 < M consider the filling
protoforest 3f = 8f(cy; S)), with protocomponent Blf,ld = B, (cu; S)) containing oy, and with filling
support F; = Stab(ﬂlf)ld) < T of Kurosh rank KR(a;) = KR(F}). By applying Lemma we
have subgroup inclusions Fy, < --- < Fjy and integer inequalities KR(«p) < -+ < KR(ayy), and
furthermore for each L <! < M we have F;_y = F if and only if KR(ay—1) = KR(ey). We may
therefore decompose the fold sequence Sy, + --- +— Sj; into maximal fold subsequences along
which Lemma may be applied to obtain constant Kurosh rank along each fold subsequence:

fm i
SL:SMOH"'HSM1—1—1>SM1|—>"'|—>SM2,1—2)---

KRl KRz

fun_q
SML,1 = e = S]WN_l = SM

KRN
KR,, = KR(an, ,) = =KR(ap,—1) for1<n<N
KR, 1 <KR, forl<n<N

Suppose now that:
(#) an does not fill Sy, equivalently KRy = KR(an) < KR(T;A)

For each 1 < n < N it follows that KR,, < KRy < KR(T'; A) and so we can apply Lemma[2ZT8 to
each fold subsequence, with the conclusion that the diameter in FS(I'; A) of each fold subsequence
is < 6. From the sequence of strict integer inequalities 0 < KRy < -+ < KRy < KR(T; A) we
obtain N < KR(T; A). Taking into account the diameter bound of 1 for each of the individual
folds far,: Sar,—1 — Sw,, the fold subsequence Sy, — - -- +— Sy therefore has diameter bounded
above by the constant 7- KR(T'; A) — 1.
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Combining this with the previously obtained distance equation d(Sp, Sr) = 3A, under the
supposition (#) we obtain the bound

d(S.T) = d(So, Sar) < d(So, S) + d(SL, Sar)
<3A +TKR(T;A) — 1

Adding 1 to the above constant, if
d(S,T) > O(T;A) =3A+TKR(T; A)

then the filling rank of aj; must equal KR(I';A). This holds for each choice of ap = f(Ep)
or f(E}) as noted earlier. To summarize: having also proved that the natural tile ap; has an
interior crossing of each natural edge orbit of Sy, by applying Proposition 2.91it follows that a,
fills Sys, completing the proof of the Strong Two-Over-All Theorem 241

2.5 Comparing filling supports of nested paths

The proof of the Strong Two Quver All Theorem, carried out in the previous section, was based
on a study of the evolution of filling support as a path is pushed forward along a fold sequence
(see Lemma and its application in Lemma 2.Tg]).

For application in Section [£3] here we study a different evolution of filling support, namely
evolution under nesting of paths within a single free splitting. To review protoforest concepts
and notations see Definitions 27 and [ZT12 and the Protoforest Summary that follows Defi-
nition

Lemma 2.19. For any free splitting S of T rel A and any paths n,n’ C S the following hold:
(1) Ifn Syl thenn C Bla(n).
(2) Ifn C Bla(n') then
(a) Bla(n) € Bly(n') and B/(n) = B/(n') and F,..(n) € F..(n') and KR(n) < KR(y).

(b) If furthermore B(n) = B(n') = S then the following are equivalent:

i. One of the four relations in (2d) is an equality
ii. All of the four relations in (Zd) are equalities.

As a consequence of ) and (2d), if n Cn' and if n fills S then n' fills S.

Remark. Regarding item (2D) of this lemma, without the hypothesis 3(n) = 8() = S
there are counterexamples. For a simple one, let S be the universal cover of the rank 2 rose with
edges labelled a,b, let n” C S be an ab path, let n C 7' be the a subpath; then 3(n) # S = 5(1)
and so () # (') and yet F,..(n) = F.a(n) is the trivial free factor.

Proof. Ttem (@) follows immediately from 7' C Bf;(n). Assuming that  C Bi,(n'), we prove
item (2al) in a few steps.

Step 1: For all g,h € T, if g - C B (1), and if h - 7 overlaps g - n, then h -1 C 85, (0').
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For the proof, choose an edge ¢/ C h-n N g-n, and so ¢ C B,(n'). It also follows that
ght-¢’ C gh~th-n=g-ncC Bi(n'). Since Bi(1) is a protoforest, and since its protocomponent
By (') contains both ¢’ and gh™! - ¢, it follows that gh=! € Stab(BL,(n’)). Also, therefore,
hg~! € Stab(BL,(n')). It follows that h-n=hg=t-(g-n) C B (n).

Step 2: () C Bia(n')-

Choose an edge e C 3% (n). The conclusion that e C f,(n) follows by induction on the length
of an n-connection between an edge of n and the edge e: use the hypothesis n C ﬁlfd (') as the
basis step where that length equals 0; and use Step 1 as the induction step.

Step 3: E...(n) < E...(n) and hence KR(n) < KR(n').
Combining Step 2 with the fact that BI,(n’) is a protoforest, it follows that Stab(3g(n))
stabilizes i (n), and so

Stab(654(1)) < Stab(Bia (1)) = Fun (1)

But F,.(n) is the smallest free factor containing Stab(3p;(n)), by application of Definition [Z8]
and so Fi,(n) < Foa ().

Step 4: fi,(1) C Bjq(n') and hence 5'(n) X B'(n').
f o f (. / f (. f (.
= B ) C Fun : S ) =
Bra(m) (n) - Bra(n) () - Bra(n’) (") - Ba(n') = Bra(n’)
Step 2 Step 3
This completes the proof of (2al).

We prove ([2H). First, from the definition of protoforests it follows that 3f,(n) = Bk, (1) if and
only if 31(n) = Bf(1'). Next, a nested pair of free factors of I' rel A are equal to each other if and
only if their Kurosh ranks are equal [HM22 Lemma 2.9]. Next, since F,;,(n) = Stab(8!,(n)) and
similarly for 7/, the equation 8f;(n) = Bf,(n) implies F,..(n) = Fu(1).

Finally, assuming that gi,(n) # B4(n'), we prove that F,..(n) # F..(n'). This is where we
use the hypothesis of (20 saying that 3(n) = S: the protoforest 3f(n) being a refinement of 3(n),
it follows that Bf(n) covers S. Knowing also that 8f(n) < Bi(n') and that Bi (n) # BL,(1), it
follows that 8f(n) has a protocomponent [3;(77) for some g € T', such that Bfl(n) does not overlap

B4(n), and such that Sf(n) C Bi,(1'). 1t follows that g & F,..(n) = Stab(8l4(n)). It also follows
that 85, (') and g- Bt (n') overlap along edges of ﬁg(n), and so from the definition of a protoforest
we obtain g(8f,(n')) = Bi4(n') which implies that g € F,..(n") = Stab(8L,(n')). &

3 Large orbits in FS(I';A): The implication (4) = (d)
of Theorem B

Given ¢ € Out(T'; A), with a value of Q = Q(T';A) as yet unspecified we are assuming:

Large Orbit Hypothesis (Theorem B ({])): Every ¢-orbit in FS(I'; A) has diameter > .

and we must prove

Conclusion (Theorem B ([dl)): ¢ has an attracting lamination that fills " rel A.
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In Section Bl we outline how to find €2 and how to use it prove the conclusion. That outline will
motivate reviews and preliminary materials contained in Sections [3.2H3.4t in particular for a very
quick review of attracting laminations see Section [3.4l The steps of the outline are then carried
out in Sections

3.1 An outline: Finding () and proving the implication

After some significant preliminary work in Sections [3.22H3.4] starting in Section 3.5 we will find €2
by formulating two constraints on its value in the form of two lower bounds €21, 5, each chosen
to enable application of different tools and methods (see also the parallel discussion in the Intro-
duction). To get the proof off the ground, one starts by choosing a maximal, nonfull, ¢-invariant
free factor system F of I" rel A.

In Section B8 the first constraint Q@ > Q; = 5 is chosen to enable application of [HM22]
Proposition 4.24], the conclusion of which describes a dichotomy between two different types
of train track representative. The first case of this dichotomy can be avoided by applying the
constraint £ > ;. The other case of this dichotomy therefore applies, providing us with a unique
attracting lamination A of ¢ relative to F. Furthermore, there is an EG-aperiodic train track
axis for ¢ in the outer space of I' rel F which we may include into the free splitting complex
FS(T;A), each position T; along that axis is a free splitting rel F supporting an EG-aperiodic
train track representative T; — T; of ¢, and the generic leaves of A are realized by lines in T; that
are exhausted by iteration tiles of that train track map. The hard work that remains is to prove
that A fills T rel A.

In Section B.G] the second constraint > Qo = Q5(T';A) is chosen to enable application of
the Strong Two Over All Theorem to the train track axis. The hypothesis of that theorem can
be verified uniformly at every position along the train track axis for ¢, by applying the lower
diameter bound € > 5 to orbits along the axis. We can then apply the conclusion of the Strong
Two Over All Theorem to show that at each position 7T; along the fold axis, sufficiently high
iteration tiles are filling tiles in the sense of Definition We then prove that the train track
axis is a bi-infinite, quasigeodesic line in FS(T'; A), by applying those filling tiles in conjunction
with concepts of free splitting units from [HMI14, Section 4.5].

In Section 3.7 the proof is completed by applying concepts of projection diagrams that were
developed in [HMI4, Section 5.2] and were used there to define a Masur-Minsky projection
function from FS(I';A) to any finite fold path in FS(T';A). To show that A fills, by applying
Corollary BHlit suffices to find a “witness path” in any given Grushko free splitting R of T relative
to A, meaning a path in R that crosses a representative of every edge orbit of R and is contained
in a bi-infinite line of R that realizes a generic leaf of A. We do this with the aid of a projection
diagram from R to a very carefully chosen finite subpath of the fold axis. This axis subpath is
chosen with the aid of the Quasi-Closest Point Property, a consequence of the Masur—-Minsky
axioms that is derived in Section 5.1], and which gives some control on the distance
within the axis subpath between the projection of R to that subpath and the point on that
subpath which minimizes distance to R. The choice of axis subpath enables us to identify a free
splitting T; at a certain location along that subpath, and to take a line £ in T; which represents a
generic leaf of A, and then to find a “multi-filling” tile in that line, meaning a tile that contains
multiple nonoverlapping subpaths each of which fills 7;. That “multi-filling” property then lets
us set up a bounded cancellation argument for pushing that tile to the desired witness path in R.
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In order to carry out the above outline one needs some preliminary work, carried out in
Sections — B4 regarding how to compare attracting laminations of ¢ relative to F with
attracting laminations of ¢ relative to A, whenever one is given a nested pair of ¢-invariant free
factor systems A C F of I'. The summary result that we will need is found in Section under
the heading “Conclusion (2)”. Here is a simplified version:

e ¢ has a unique attracting lamination relative to A that is not supported by F if and only
if ¢ has a unique attracting lamination relative to &, and furthermore there is a natural
equivariant bijection between the generic leaves of these attracting laminations.

The “natural equivariant bijection” in this statement comes by combining some elements of
relative train track theory (see Section[34]) with a relation between the line spaces B, (I'; A) and
@OO(I‘; F) (see Section [B3]). That relation between line spaces is itself described using a relation
between the canonical boundaries 0 (I'; A) and oo (I'; F) which was first worked out carefully by
Dowdall and Taylor [DT17] (see Section [B.2)): there is a natural I'-equivariant homeomorphism
between do(I'; A) and a dense subset d5(I'; A) C 0oo (I'; A) called the F sub-boundary of T' rel A.

3.2 Boundaries under collapse: the Dowdall Taylor correspondence

For recalling notations and concepts regarding ends of free splittings and boundaries of groups
relative to free factor systems: see [HM22, Section 4.1.1], much of which follows [GHI9]. In
particular we recall: the end space 0,1 of a free splitting 7" of T", consisting of asymptotic classes
of rays in T; the action I' ~ 0, T that is naturally induced by the free splitting action I' ~ T'; and
the unique action Aut(T; A) ~ OxoT that extends the free splitting action I' ~ T with respect
to the natural monomorphism I' &~ Inn(T") < Aut(T;A). Recall also the canonical boundary
050 (T'; A) on which T' acts with unique extended action by Aut(T';A), together with equivariant
identifications I7: 0 (I} A) — 0xT which commute with the equivariant map 0,5 — OoT
induced by any equivariant simplicial map S +— T (between two Grushko free splittings rel A).
Also, for each nonatomic free factor F' < T' rel A with restricted free factor system A | F
there is an F-equivariant embedding O (F; A | F) < 9o (T'; A) which, for any free splitting
T € FS(I';A), is induced by the inclusion Tp < T of the minimal subtree for the restricted
action F' ~ T'. The action of ® € Aut(T;A) on 95 (I A) is denoted 0@ : Joo (I3 A) = 000 (T3 A)
and may regarded as the unique ®-twisted equivariant homeomorphism of 0, (T'; A) with respect
to the action I' ~ O (T'; A) (see [HM22, Lemma 4.1]).

Consider a nested pair of free factor systems A C F of I'. Consider also two Grushko free
splittings S and T of T relative to A and JF respectively, with end spaces 0505 and 0,1. Con-
sider, finally, a choice of equivariant simplicial map f: S — TH As recalled above, if A = F
then f naturally induces an equivariant homeomorphism 0o0S — O0s1. But when A # F|
one would not expect f to induce a natural equivariant homeomorphism. Nonetheless Dowdall
and Taylor discovered that f induces a natural equivariant subboundary correspondence in the
form of an equivariant homeomorphism with codomain 0.7, the domain of which is a certain I'-
invariant subspace of S called the T-subboundary of S, denoted 915 (see [DT17), Section 3]). In
Lemma[3J]we review this subboundary correspondence, emphasizing its connection with bounded

*Some such f always exists: for v € S such that Stab(v) is nontrivial we have [Stab(v)] € A, and so Stab(v) is
a subgroup of a unique F such that [F] € F; let f(v) € T be the unique point stabilized by F. One then chooses
the value of f arbitrarily on a single representative of each vertex orbit, extending over that orbit by equivariance,
and then extending equivariantly over all edges.
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cancellation concepts. In Lemma 3.3 we then translate the subboundary correspondence into the
language of the canonical boundaries Joo(I'; A) and 0 (T'; F), producing an “F-subboundary”
O5(T; A) C 05 (T;A) and a homeomorphism 05 (T'; A) — 0oo (T F), all of which are well-defined
independent of the choice of S, T and f; this homeomorphism is equivariant not just with respect
to the actions of I' but also with respect to the extended actions of the subgroup

Aut(T; A, F) = Aut(T; A) N Aut(T; F) < Aut(T)

which contains the inner automorphism group Inn(T") ~ T'.

Examples of the subboundary correspondence. Here are some simple examples that can
be understood using collapse maps, without bounded cancellation. Consider the rank 3 free group
T' = (a,b, ¢) and the free factor system F = {(a)}. The Cayley tree S of the generating set {a, b, c}
is a free splitting of I rel A = (), and by collapsing every a-edge of S one obtains a Grushko free

splitting 7" of T relative to F with corresponding collapse map S ﬂ T where o C S is the
subforest of edges labelled a; the components of « are precisely the axes of subgroups conjugate
to (a). There is no equivariant homeomorphism 0,,.5 — 95T. Nonetheless, after removing from
005 the ideal endpoints of components of a we obtain the subboundary drS and a natural
induced bijection d7S — 95, and this bijection is an equivariant homeomorphism with respect
to the subspace topology on drS that is induced by the end topology on 95.

One can continue onto another example using the free factor systems A’ = F and ' = {(a,b)}

of I': from a collapse map S’ = T Bl 7 where B is the subforest of (the images in T of)
edges labelled b, one obtains a Grushko free splitting 7" of T' relative to F’, a subboundary
Or'S" C 055" by removing the ideal endpoints of each component of 3, and an equivariant
subboundary homeomorphism 975" ~ 9,,T".

Defining the subboundary correspondence. Consider now a nested pair of free factor
systems A C F of ', a Grushko free splitting S of ' rel A, a Grushko free splitting 7" of T rel F,
and an equivariant map f: S — T. Recall that each £ € 0,5 is represented by an asymptotic
family of rays [v,&) C S, one for each v € S. One may consider the image f[v,£) C T and ask
whether f[v, ) has finite or infinite diameter in T'. This property of £ is well-defined independent
of v, because for any two v1,vy € S, the symmetric difference closure [v1, &) A [vg; ) is identical
to the line segment [vq, v2], the f-image of which is the finite diameter subset f[v1,v2] C T', hence
flv1,€) and f[va, &) have finite Hausdorff distance in T. The T-subboundary of S is defined as
the subspace drS C 0S5 consisting of those £ € 055 for which f[v,£) has infinite diameter
in T'. The subset 0rS is well-defined independent of the choice of f, because any two equivariant
maps f, f': S+ T are boundedly equivalent, meaning that max,cs dr(f(z), f'(z)) < oo (the
maximum is achieved on any finite subtree of S whose T'-orbit covers S), and therefore f[v,¢),
f'[v,€) have finite Hausdorff distance in T for all v € T and all £ € 9T. Note that the subset
OrS is invariant under the action of I' on 9, for the following reasons. For any £ € S — OpS
and any v € S the set f[v,£) has finite diameter in T, and it follows for each v € T" that the set
flv-v,y-&)=f(y-[v¢) =" flv,§) has finite diameter in T, hence v-& € S — drS.

In the following lemma we apply the bounded cancellation lemma for finite paths; see [HM22]
Section 4.1.4] for a discussion the origins of this lemma in [Coo87] and in [BFHI7, Section 3],
and see [AM22] Lemma 4.14] for the specific version we will be applying together with elements
of its proof.
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Lemma 3.1. For any free factor systems A T F of I, any equivariant map f: S — T from
a Grushko free splitting S of I' rel A to a Grushko free splitting T of T’ rel F induces a map
Of: OrS — 0T that satisfies the following properties:

(1) Of is a homeomorphism, and is characterized by the following property: for each & € OrS its
image Of(€) € 0T is the unique point satisfying the following (with constant C' depending
only on f and on chosen equivariant geodesic metrics on S and T):

Bounded Cancellation for Rays: For each p € S we have

[f(p),0f(€)) C flp.€&) C Ne[f(p),9f(€))
(2) fUOf: SUIS — T UIT is continuous with respect to end topologies.
(8) Of is well-defined independent of the choice of f.

(4) If [ is a collapse map then [f(p),0f (&) = flp,€) for allp € S and & € OrS.

(5) The subset OrS C 05 is invariant under the action Aut(T'; A, F) ~ 00 S, and the map O f
is equivariant with respect to the actions of Aut(T'; A, F) on 0rS and on 05T .

Proof of LemmalZ1l We wish to apply [DT17, Theorem 3.2], so we start by verifying the hy-
potheses of that theorem. One hypothesis is that f is surjective, which follows by continuity of f
and minimality of the I' action on T'. Another is that f is Lipschitz, which follows from existence
of a finite subtree of S whose I'-orbit covers S. The remaining hypothesis says that f is alignment
preserving, meaning that there exists a constant D > 0 such that for all z,y, z € S the following
implication holds:

ds(z,y) +ds(y, z) = ds(z,2) = dr(f(x), f(y)) + dr(f(y), f(x)) < dr(f(2), f(2)) + D

We prove this by applying bounded cancellation to the path [z, 2] C S, as follows. As in any tree
equipped with a geodesic metric, from the equation dg(z,y) + ds(y, z) = ds(x, z) it follows that
y € [z, z]. Let p be the unique point of [f(z), f(2)] closest to f(y). We may now the bounded
cancellation lemma for finite paths in S, namely [HM22, Lemma 4.14 (1)] (which applies even
when A # F). From that lemma we obtain f[x, 2] C N¢[f(z), f(z)] with cancellation constant C
depending only on f, and hence dr(p, f(y)) < C. Noting that p € [f(z), f(y)] and p € [f(v), f(2)],

we have

dr(f(z), f(y)) +dr(f( = (dr(f(2),p) + dr(p, f(y))) + (dr(f(y),p) + dr(p, f(2))
= (dr(f(x),p) +dr(p, f(2))) + 2dr(p, f(y))
<dr(f(x), f(z)) +2C

With D = 2C, this completes verification of the hypotheses of [DT1T, Theorem 3.2].

Applying [DTT7, Theorem 3.2] and its proof, we obtain the homeomorphism df: drS — 9T,
and the extension fUJ [ satisfies all the conclusions of (2]). To complete the proof of (), consider
any p € S and £ € OrS, and let n = 9f(§) € 0o T. The following statement may be found in the
proof of [DT1T, Theorem 3.2]:

(¥) There exists a sequence (w;) in f[p, &) that converges to nin T =T U 9T
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We now apply the proof of [HM22] Lemma 4.14 (2)], where it is shown that statement () implies
bounded cancellation for rays and the uniqueness of n = 0f (f)ﬂ

Conclusion (@) follows, as in earlier arguments, using that any two equivariant maps S — T
are boundedly equivalent. To prove conclusion (@), assume that f[v,£) ¢ [f(v),df(€)), choose
y € [v,€) such that f(y) & [f(v),0f(€)), and let p € [f(v),df(£)) be the point closest to f(y).
The segment [f(v),y] and the ray [f(y),df(§)) both contain the point p; choose = € [v,y) and
z € (y,0¢) such that f(x) = f(2) = p. Since y € [z,2] and f(y) = p & fz, 2], the set f~1(p) is
disconnected, contradicting the definition of a collapse map.

It remains to prove conclusion (B). We have seen already that OpS is invariant under the
action I' ~ 0,5, and we next show that the map df: 0rS — 0T is I'-equivariant with respect
to the action of I'. Consider any £ € 9rS and v € T, let p = [v,£) C S be a ray representing &,
and so v-p = [y-v,7-§) C S is a ray representing v-£ € 9rS. By bounded cancellation for rays it
follows that f(y-p) = f[y-v,v-&) has finite Hausdorff distance in T from the ray [f(y-v),df(v-£))
representing f(v - &) € 0oT. Also by bounded cancellation for rays, it follows that f[v, ) has
finite Hausdorff distance in T from the ray [f(v),df(&)) representing 0f (&) € 0xT. The point
~v-0f(€) € 0T, which is represented by the ray

[f(y-v),y-0f(€) = [v- f(v),v-0f(§)) = - [f(v),0f(¢))

therefore has finite Hausdorff distance in T' from the ray v- f[v,&) = f(v-[v,&)) = f(v - p) which,
as we have seen, has finite Hausdorff distance in T' from a ray representing f(v - &). It follows
that v - 9f(§) = f(v- ).

We next prove that 975 is invariant under the action Aut(T'; A, F) ™~ 055. The given action
I' ~ 005 extends to an action Aut(I'; A) » 005 such that each element ® € Aut(T';A) acts
by the unique ®-twisted equivariant homeomorphism of 9,5, by applying [HM22, Lemma 4.1].
Also applying the same lemma, for each ® € Aut(T;A,F) there exist @~ !-twisted equivariant
maps h: S — S and k: T — T inducing maps Osch: 0505 — 0505 and Osok: OscT — 0T, each
of which, on its respective domains, is the unique ®~'-twisted equivariant homeomorphisms.
In particular we have the identity dsh(n) = ®~1 -7 for each n € 95S. The two maps f o h,
kof: S — T are both ®~!-twisted equivariant, each being a composition (in one order or another)
of a @~ -twisted equivariant map and an (Id-twisted) equivariant map. It follows that f o h and
ko f are boundedly equivalent: the distance between the values of two ®'-twisted equivariant
simplifical maps of S is bounded by the maximum distance over a finite subtree of S whose
translates cover S. Consider now £ € 975 and @ - £ € 955, hence O h(P - &) =71 - £ =€,
Choose any p € S and consider the ray [p,® - &) C S. Its image h[p,® - £) is Hausdorff close
to [h(p),§). Since £ € OpS it follows that f[h(p),£) C T has infinite diameter in T'; therefore
f(Rlp,®-&)) = (foh)p,®-&) also has infinite diameter in T.. By bounded equivalence of f o h
and ko f, it follows that (ko f)[p,® - &) = k(f[p, ® - £)) has infinite diameter in T'. Since k is
Lipschitz, it follows that f[p, ®-£) has infinite diameter in 7', proving that ®-£ € 9p.S. Since this
holds for any ® € Aut(T'; A, F) and any £ € 975, the proof of Aut(T'; A, F)-invariance of dpS is
complete.

Restricting the action Aut(T; A, F) ~ 95 to 7S, each ® € Aut(T; A, F) acts by a P-twisted
equivariant homeomorphism of 9rS. Conjugating via the equivariant homeomorphism 0f we

TIn [AM22, Lemma 4.14 (2)] where bounded cancellation for rays is proved under the stronger hypothesis A =
that hypothesis was used to derive statement (*); the remainder of the proof did not depend on that hypothesis,
it used only statement ().
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obtain a ®-twisted equivariant homeomorphism of 9.,7. But [HM22, Lemma 4.1] tells us that
there is a unique ®-twisted equivariant homeomorphism of 0,7, namely, the action of ¢ &
Aut(T; A, F) < Aut(T;F) as an element of the unique action Aut(T;F) ~ 0ooT that extends
the given action I' ~ 0ooT. Putting this altogether, we have shown that df is Aut([; A, F)
equivariant. O

Remark. Regarding conclusion ([l of Lemma Bl one can observe that an equivariant simplicial
map f: .S — T of free splittings is a collapse map if and only if C' = 0 is a cancellation constant

for f.

A canonical version of the subboundary correspondence. Consider again a nested pair
A C F of free factor systems of I'. Define the F-subboundary of I rel A to be

05T A) = 0(MA) — (JOx(FA|F)
F

where the union is taken over all nonatomic free factors F' of " rel A such that [F] € F (c.f. the
earlier Examples of the subboundary correspondence).

In Lemma B3 below we recast the subboundary correspondence in the language of the canon-
ical boundaries 0 (I'; A): in brief, the lemma says that the inclusion map 95 (I'; A) — 9o (T A)
corresponds to the subboundary homeomorphism d7S +— 9T for any I'-equivariant map f: T — S
from a Grushko free splitting rel A to a Grushko free splitting rel &F.

Our statement of Lemma is expressed in terms of the bounded distance category of free
splittings of T, which has for its objects the class of free splittings of I', and for its morphisms
the bounded equivalence classes of the set of equivariant simplicial maps S +— T from one free
splitting S to another T'. But of course any two such maps are boundedly equivalent, hence there
is either no morphism at all from S to T" or there is a unique morphism; furthermore, a morphism
exists if and only if F;;.S T Foyy T (see the opening passages of Section B.2). Together with the
fact that every nonfull free factor system A of I' can indeed be realized as A = JF;;.S for some
free splitting S of T’ Lemma 3.1], we summarize as follows:

Lemma 3.2. The bounded distance category of free splittings of I' is equivalent, as a category,
to the poset of nonfull free factor systems of I' with respect to the partial ordering A C B. O

Here is our “canonical” version of the subboundary correspondence:

Lemma 3.3. There is a contravariant functor from the poset of free factor systems of I' to the
category of topological spaces equipped with a I'-action, which assigns to each nonfilling free factor
system A of T' the space O (T'; A), and to each nested pair of nonfilling free factor systems A — F
a D-equivariant embedding 15 : 0o (T3 F) — 000 (T3 A), such that the following hold:

(1) image(Ij{) =05(T;A),

2) 17 is equivariant with respect to the actions on its domain and range of the group
A
Aut(T; A, F) = Aut(T; A) N Aut(T; F)

(8) For any equivariant map f: S — T from a Grushko free splitting S rel A to a Grushko free
splitting T' rel F we have the following I'-equivariant commutative diagram of homeomor-
phims, injections, and the embedding 15, and hence OrS = Is(95(T;A)):
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I3

o (T3 F) ~mmnnnns 07 (T A) > 9,0 (T A)

Eﬁﬂi o

0T G 075 ¢ d 00 S

Proof. In the commutative diagram shown we have already defined all spaces and their I'-actions,
and we have defined all arrows ezcept for the blue ones, namely: the black arrows < denoting
equivariant injections; and the black arrows a=> denoting equivariant homeomorphisms. The
blue embedding arrow [ f{ is uniquely determined by the commutativity requirement:

I = (Is) " ojo(f) ol

As for equivariance properties: the Iz and Is homeomorphism arrows are Aut(T'; F)-equivariant
(see the passages following [HM22] Lemma 4.1]); the  f homeomorphism arrow and its inverse are
Aut(T; A, F)-equivariant (by LemmaBI] [H)); the subset 975 of 0 S is invariant under the action
of Aut(T; A, F) (by Lemma B (B) and so the j inclusion arrow is Aut(T'; A, F)-equivariant. It
follows that IX is Aut(T'; A, F) equivariant, and in particular is I'-equivariant.

The main steps that remain to be shown are:

Step 1: IX is well-defined independent of the choice of f: S — T,
Step 2: image(I3) = 05(I'; A), verifying conclusion ().

Step 3: Contravariance: for any triple of nonfilling free factor systems A C B C F of I" we have
I 013 =13 05 (1;F) — 0o (T A).

Once Steps 1 and 2 are complete, the remaining blue equivariant homeomorphism arrows =a=>
are uniquely determined by the commutativity requirement, verifying conclusion (3]).

Step 1: Consider two equivariant maps f: S — T and f': S — T’ from Grushko free
splittings S, S’ rel A to Grushko free splittings T, T" rel F. Choosing equivariant maps h: T — T"
and g: S — S’, the first diagram below coarsely commutes. By chasing around that first diagram
we obtain (the black portion of) the second diagram, a commutative diagram of I'-equivariant
homeomorphisms and inclusions:

! s B /—//73,« 975 Do 5/
A

T o oS 9., S’

In that second diagram, the two (partially red) triangles involving homeomorphisms from 0 (T'; F)
and from O (I'; A) are already known to commute. It follows that I9 is well-defined.

40



It remains to verify the diagram chase; here are a few details. Given £ € 0pS and any
representative ray [v,£) C S, the T image f[v,£) has infinite diameter and has finite Hausdorff
distance from the ray [f(v),df(¢)) (Lemma BI). Since h is a quasi-isometry, the T’ images
h[f(v),0f(€)) and ho f[v,€) have finite Hausdorff distance from each other and from the ray
[h(f(v)),0Rr(Df(£))). Since g is a quasi-isometry, the S image g[v,€) has finite Hausdorff distance
from the ray [g(v), dg(€)), and so their T” images fog[v, &) and f'[g(v), dg(£)) have finite Haus-
dorff distance from each other; by coarse commutativity, they also have finite Hausdorff distance
from h o f[v,£) and hence also from the ray [h(f(v)),0h(0f(€))). It follows that f'[g(v), Dg(€))
has infinite diameter, proving that dg(§) € dr/(S’). This argument proves that the inclusion
dg(0rS) C 07/(S') holds, as does the commutativity relation dh o df = df’ o (dg ‘ orS). The
reverse inclusion 07/ (S") C dg(0rS) follows by a similar diagram chase using equivariant coarse
inverses of g and h, hence the restriction dg ’ OrS is a homeomorphism OrS a=> 0 S’ .

Step 2: Applying Step 1, to prove the equation I¢(95(I'; A)) = OrS for every equivariant
map f: S — T from a Grushko free splitting S rel A to a Grushko free splitting 7" rel &, it suffices
to prove that equation for just one choice of such a map. We choose S to be a free splitting of
T rel A in which the free factor system F is visible (see Section 2I). It follows that there is
a D-invariant subforest o C S such that Fo = F (see the earlier Examples of the subboundary
correspondence). We may assume that the components of o are precisely the minimal subtrees
Sp C S for the actions of those free factors F' < I' such that [F] € F: we first replace o by its
union with the set of vertices of S having nontrivial stabilizer; we then discard components of
o having trivial stabilizer; and finally we replace each component of ¢ with the minimal subtree
for the action of its stabilizer. We choose T' to be the quotient of S obtained by collapsing each

component of o to a point, and we choose f: S —@—) T to be the collapse map.
Given an end ¢ € 0,5 with corresponding point Igl(f) € 0x(T;A), we must prove the
following equivalence:
E€orS < I5'(¢) € 05(T; A)

Pick a vertex v € S.

Case 1: The ray [v,€) contains only finitely many edges of S\ o. In this case we prove both
sides of the equivalence are false. First, clearly the T image f[v, &) consists of finitely many edges
and hence has finite diameter in T', implying that £ & 07S. Also, choosing a vertex w € [v,§)
beyond the finitely many edges of the intersection [v,£) N o, it follows that the [w,{) C o. By
connectivity, [w,§) lies entirely in some component Sr of o. It follows that & € o SF, hence
I (€) € O(F;T | A), and therefore Ig'(£)¢ & 05(T'; A).

Case 2: [v,&) contains infinitely many edge of S\ o. In this case we prove both sides of the
equivalence are true. Enumerate the edges of [v,£) N (S \ ¢), in order along [v,£) N (S\ ¢) in
order along [v,§), as Ey, Fa, Es,.... Tt follows that f[v,&) = f(E1)f(F2)f(Es)--- is an infinite
ray in 7" and hence has infinite diameter, proving that £ € drS. Also, consider any nonatomic
free factor F' < T' representing an element [F] € F 4, and consider the corresponding component
Sr of 0. The intersection [v,£) N Sp is connected, and if it were infinite then it would be a ray
comprising all but finitely many edges of [v, ), contradicting that [v, ) has infinitely many edges
not in o. It follows that [v,£) N Sp is finite, hence & oS and I3 (€) € O(F;T | A). Since
this holds for any F, it follows that I5*(¢) € 95 (T;.A).
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Step 3: Applying Lemma[B.Iland the earlier steps, it suffices to consider I'-equivariant maps
S LT % U where S, T,U are Grushko free splittings with respect to A, B and F respectively,
and to prove that for all £ € 9rS, n € IyT and ¢ € O,U, if f(§) = n and dg(n) = ¢ then
£ € 0yS and 9(go f)(§) = (. This is again a diagram chase argument. Picking v € S, applying
Lemma B it follows first that f[v,€) has infinite diameter and is Hausdorff close to [f(v),7).
Applying that lemma again it follows that g [ f), 77) has infinite diameter and is Hausdorff close
to [g(f(v)),¢). But go f[v,&) is Hausdorff close to g[f(v),n) and hence g o f[v,£) has infinite
diameter, proving that & € dy.S; and furthermore g o f[v,&) is Hausdorff close to [g(f(v)), ()
proving that d(g o f)(§) = .

3.3 Line spaces under collapse.

We first recollect notations and concepts regarding line spaces of a group I' relative to a free
factor system A (see [HM22, Section 4.1.2] which follows [GHI9] and [Lym22a]). Then, in
Lemma/Definition B4 we describe a correspondence of bi-infinite lines spaces that is induced
by the Dowdall-Taylor correspondence of end spaces.

By combining the double space construction [HM22] Section 4.1.1], the boundary identifi-
cations Ir: O(T;A) ~ OT, and the end subspace identifications Ir: 05 (T;A) = 0T (as T
varies over free splittings of I' rel A), one obtains line spaces and bi-infinite line subspaces with
identifications and inclusions as follows:

B(I;.A) a(r; A2 T2 BT
Boo (T3 A) == 00 ([;.A) 2} ~nne 0, T3 ——= BT

All arrows in this diagram are equivariant with respect to the action of I and the extended action
of Aut(T'; A). The group Out(I'; A) acts on I-invariant subsets of each space in this diagram, and
we obtain an induced Out(T'; A)-equivariant diagram of sets of I'-invariant subsets.

After some further notation review, for the remainder of the section we will mostly focus on
the second line of the diagram above, for purposes of applying the Dowdall-Taylor correspondence
on the level of bi-infinite lines.

Given ¢ € B(T; A) and a free factor system F, to say that ¢ is carried by or supported by F
means that there exists F© < T' such that [F] € F and {,n € O(F;A | F) C 9(I';A). Given

any subset L C @(F;A), to say that a free factor system F supports L means that for each
¢ = {¢&n} € L there exists F' < T such that [F] € F and {,n € d(F;A | F) C 9(I';A). The
unique free factor system that supports L and is minimal with respect to the partial order L is
called the free factor support of L; for the proof of existence and uniqueness see [HM22] Lemma
4.2] following Corollary 4.12]. To say that L fills T rel A means that its free factor
support equals {[I']}, equivalently L is not supported by any nonfull free factor system rel A.
An individual element £ = {&,n} € Boo(T;.A) is called a bi-infinite line of T rel A with ideal
endpoints £, € Doo(I'; A). For any Grushko free splitting T of T rel A the concrete realization of
¢in T, denoted either {7 C T or £(T), is the unique line in 7 whose closure in T = T U 05T is
TU{¢,n} (using I to identify £,7 € -T). Given a bi-infinite line £ € Boo(T';A) and a Grushko
free splitting 7" of I" rel A, to say that the concrete realization ¢r C T is birecurrent in T means
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that for any finite path o C {7 and any subray p C {7 there exists v € I' such that - «a C p.
As shown in Lemma 4.1], birecurrence of ¢ € B (I';A) is well-defined, independent
of the choice of Grushko free splitting 7" rel A, by requiring that its concrete realization 7 be
birecurrent.

For any nested pair of free factor systems A C F, the boundary embedding 7 : 0o (I'; F) =
Or(T;A) = 0s0(T; A) given by Lemma B3 induces an embedding of line spaces

Boo (T; F) = Br(T;A) < Bo(T;A)
N—— N—_—— N—_——
Do (T;F)12Y Or(TiA)2T Do (T3A) (2}

and this embedding is equivariant with respect to the action of Aut(T'; A, F).

In our next result we take advantage of the embedding above in order to extend the concept of
“concrete realization” of an abstract line in B, (T'; A) beyond the case of Grushko free splittings
rel A, making that concept apply to all free splittings rel A, but we do this at some cost: we
require that the given line be birecurrent; and the “concrete realization” will not always be a
concrete line, it could also be a point.

In the statement and later applications of the following lemma, for each nonfull free factor
system F of T rel A we identify B4(T'; A) with its embedded image in B (T';A). Also, for each
proper free factor F < T rel A we identify 0 (F; A } F) with its embedded image in Joo (T; A),

and then in turn we identify Boo(F;.A | F) = 0s(F; A | F)1?} with its image under the induced
embedding in Bo (T;A) = 04 (T; A) 2},

Lemma/Definition 3.4. For any nonfull free factor system F of T' rel A and any birecurrent
abstract line £ = {&,n} € Boo(T;A) exactly one of the following holds:

Case 1: (€ B5(T;A); or

Case 2: There exists a unique proper free factor Fy C T rel A such that [Fy] € F and such that
l € Boo(Fii A | Fy).

For any Grushko free splitting T of I' rel F the concrete realization of ¢ in T', a subset denoted
{r C T, is defined as follows:

Case 1 realization, a line: ¢ C T is the concrete realization of the abstract line {5 € @OO(I‘; F) ~
BT that is identified with € under the homeomorphism B (I'; F) ~ By (T A).

Case 2 realization, a point: {7 is a singleton, namely the unique point of T' fized by Fy.
Furthermore, using this definition of {1 we have:

Bounded Cancellation for lines: For any Grushko free splitting S of I rel A and any map
f: 8 — T with cancellation constant C':

{r C f(€s) C Ne(lr)

If in addition f is a collapse map then f(Ls) = 1.
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Proof. We first verify the case analysis. Because the subsets %y(l";.ﬁl) and %OO(F;.A ‘ F) form a

pairwise disjoint collection in %Oo(l"; A) as F varies, clearly cases 1 and 2 are mutually exclusive,
and the free factor F in case 2 is unique, if it exists. To prove that one of cases 1 or 2 actually
occurs, choose S to be a free splitting rel A in which the free factor system J is visible. For each
free factor F' C I rel A, consider the minimal subtree Sr for the restricted action FF ~ S, and
so the inclusion Sp < S induces the embedding O (F; A | F) & 0xxSF <« 055 & 0 (T} A).
Because of the visibility assumption, as F' varies the subtrees S are pairwise disjoint, and we
have a I'-invariant subforest with component decomposition | | S C S. We break into two cases
depending on the relation in S between that subforest and the concrete realization £g C S of 4.

Case 1 Hypothesis: {5 ¢ | | Sr. We shall prove that

(€ By(T5A) = Boo (T3 A) — | |O(F1 A | F) = 008 — | |05
F F

Given any F' and any ray in S, that ray represents a point of 0o S if and only if one of its subrays
is contained in Sp. It therefore suffices to choose any ray p C {5 and prove that p ¢ | |y 0scSF.
Using the case hypothesis, there exists an edge e C £g such that e ¢ | | Sp. Since | | Sp is T’
invariant, it follows for all v € I' that v - e ¢ | | Sp. Using birecurrence of ¢, there exists v € I’
such that v - e C p, and therefore p & | | Sp.

Case 2 Hypothesis: (7 C ||z Sp. Using that {7 is connected and that | |, Sp is the
decomposition into components, there exists F' such that {7 C Sp. It follows that both ideal
endpoints of the concrete line ¢7 are in 0, Sp and hence £ € B (Sr) ~ B (F; A | F).

We turn now to the proof of Bounded Cancellation for Lines. Let £ = {&,n} € @g(F;A), and
so &,n € 05([; A). Choose a map f: S — T from a Grushko free splitting S rel A to a Grushko
free splitting T rel F. Let C be a cancellation constant for f with respect to finite paths (for
example, the one specified in [AM22] Lemma 4.14]).

Case 1: Let {p C T be the line as described under Case I realization. We proceed as in the
proof of Lemma B (@): by applying the proof of [DT17, Theorem 3.2] to each of two subrays of
{p, one with end & and the other with end 7, we obtain a bi-infinite sequence (w;);cz of points
in f(¢) such that in T" we have w; — £ as i — —oo and w; — 1 as i — +00; using that sequence
(w;) we may then apply the argument of [HM22, Lemma 4.14 (3)], leading to the conclusions
of Bounded Cancellation for Lines. The final sentence, for the case when f is a collapse map,
is a consequence of Lemma Bl @), which tells us in this case that [¢,&(T)) = f[p,£(S)) and
[9,n(T)) = flp.n(S)) hence by = f(Ls).

Case 2: Let ¢7 € T be as described under Case 2 realization, namely, the point fixed by
the action of Fy. Let Sgp C S be the minimal subtree for the action of F. We have g C Sp,
hence F - fs C Sp, and so by minimality of Sg this inclusion is an equation: F -/{g = Sp.
Since f(Sp) C T is an F-invariant subtree of T and /7 is the minimal such subtree, we have
lp € f(Sp) = f(F-Ls). Pick p’ € Sp such that f(p') = 7, and then pick p € £ and g € F such
that p = g - p/, hence

lp=g-br=g-f(p')=flg-p) = fp) € f(ls)

which is the first part of the Bounded Cancellation conclusion. For the second part, since f({g) C
f(SF), the inclusion f({s) C N (1) will follow from the more general inclusion f(Sr) C N¢(fr)
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that we now verify. The union of the subsegments [y - p,d - p| C S, taken over all v,6 € F, is a
F-invariant subtree of Sy and hence is equal to Sp. Applying [HM22] Lemma 4.14 (1)], namely
Bounded Cancellation for Paths, since f(v-p) = f(-p) = Lr it follows that f[y-p,d-p] C No(br).

Since this holds for all v, € F', we obtain f(Sr) C N¢(¢r). If in addition f: S 9 Tisa collapse
map then Sg is contained in the component of ¢ stabilized by F, but that component collapses
to the point £, hence f(Sp) = ¢r which is the minimal subtree for F acting on 7. &

Remark. There is a version of the Lemma [3.4] which drops the birecurrence hypothesis at
the cost of more possibilities for the concrete realization; here is a brief description. As F' varies
over all free factors such that [F] € F, the subsets 9o (F;A | F) and 95(I'; A) of 0o (I';.A) form

a pairwise disjoint decomposition. And while the subsets %OO(F;.A ’ F) = %OO(F;.A ’ F){2} and
O7(T; A)12} of 04 (I'; A) are pairwise disjoint, they do not form a decomposition, because the two
ideal endpoints &, n of an abstract line {£,n} € %OO(I‘;.A) can lie in two different members of the
decomposition of Jo(T'; A), leading to two other types of realizations: a ray, when one of £, 7 lies
in 05(T'; A) and the other lies in some set of type 0o (F; A ‘ F); or a finite path, when &, n lie
im two different sets of type 0 (F'; A ’ F). One could express this succinctly in the language of
the Bowditch boundary O(T'; F) and its abstract line space 9(T'; F ){2} by saying that there is a
natural projection Boo (I'; A) — O(T; F) {2 LA(T; F). This is closely related to Lyman’s treatment
of attracting laminations including their nongeneric leaves Section 4].

For stating the following corollary, consider a birecurrent abstract line ¢ € @OO(F;A) and a
free splitting S € FS(T'; A), and let £g C S be the concrete realization of £ in .S as specified by
Lemma/Definition B4l To say that ¢ fills S means that T' - £g = S, where of course I' - £g =
Uvel“ ~ - Lg. For example, if £g falls into Case 1 of Lemma/Definition B4 — meaning that fg is
supported by a nontrivial free factor that stabilizes a vertex of S — then ¢g is a point and so ¢
does not fill S.

Corollary 3.5. For each birecurrent abstract line £ € %OO(I‘;.A) the following are equivalent:
(1) ¢ fills T rel A.
(2) ¢ fills every Grushko free splitting S € FS(T'; A).
(3) ¢ fills every free splitting S € FS(T'; A).

Proof. To prove the implication (1) = ([@)), suppose that ([2]) fails as witnessed by S. Since S is
Grushko, the realization £g is a concrete line in S, and so the invariant subforest c =T1"-¢g C S
is proper (by failure of [2])). It follows that Fo is a nonfull free factor system rel A that supports
¢, hence () fails.

To prove the implication (2] = (@), consider any free splitting S of I" rel A. We may choose a
collapse map f: U + S defined on a Grushko free splitting U of T" rel A Lemma 3.2 (3)].
If ¢ is supported by F.;; S then () fails. Otherwise the realizations ¢y C U and ¢g C S are both
lines, and f(¢y) = £s (by Lemma/Definition B4). Since (@) holds we have I' - iy = U, and hence
I'-tg=25.

To prove the implication @) = (), suppose that () fails, and hence ¢ is supported by some
nonfull free factor system F rel A. Letting S be a free splitting rel A such that F ;S = F. It
follows from Lemma/Definition B4 that ¢ is a point in S hence hence (@) fails. &
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3.4 EG-aperiodic train track maps and their attracting laminations

The theory of relative train track representatives and attracting laminations for elements of
Out(T;.A) was developed by Lyman in [Lym22b| [Lym22a], adapting the methods of [BEFHO0] to
make them work in the context of the Bowditch boundary that was introduced in [GHI19]. For a
full review see the following material in Part II:

o [AM22] Section 4.1.2] Attracting laminations and their free factor supports; filling lamina-
tions.

o [AM22] Section 4.3.1] Relative train track representatives;
o [AM22] Section 4.3.3] Train track representatives;

e [AM22] Theorem 4.17, in Section 4.3.2] A summary statement of the natural bijection
between the finite set £(¢) of attracting laminations of ¢ € Out(I'; A) and the set of EG-
aperiodic substrata of a relative train track representative of ¢.

Everything we need about attracting laminations here in Part III is found in Theorem [B:6] below,
which is the result of further whittling down the summary statement [HM22, Theorem 4.17], itself
whittled down from [Lym22a). Namely, Theorem focusses on the special case of a unique
attracting lamination and the expression of its generic leaves using tiles of an EG-aperiodic train
track representative.

Train track representatives. For the statement of Theorem 3.6 and its various supporting
definitions, we switch to the notation F for our given free factor system of I', in order to prepare
for later applications where F will be some ¢-invariant free factor system rel A.

Consider any free factor system F of T' and any ¢ € Out(I';F). As said in [HM22] just
preceding Section 4.1, we work entirely upstairs in trees and in @(I‘;&") (rather than mostly
downstairs in graphs of groups and in B(I'; F) = B(I'; F)/T as is done in [Lym223]).

Recall from [HMI4, Section 4.3.3] that a train track representative of ¢ rel F is a map
F:T — T defined on a Grushko free splitting 7" rel F such that the following hold: F' is ®-
twisted equivariant with respect to some ® € Aut(T"; F) representing ¢; the map F takes vertices
to vertices; and each point of T is contained in the interior of some edge path 1 without back-
tracking such each restricted iterate F* | 7 is injective (k > 0). It follows that the restrictions
f¥ | e and f* | E are injective for each edge e C T and each natural edge £ C T’; the image
path F*(e) is referred to as a k-tile of F' or an iteration tile when the value of k is unimportant,
and F*(E) is similarly referred to as a natural k-tile of F or a natural iteration tile. Fixing
€1,...,en C 17 to be an enumerated set of representatives of the I'-orbits of edges of T, the
transition matriz of I is the n x n matrix M whose entry M,; counts how many times the 1-tile
F(e;) C T crosses translates of the edge e;. It follows that for any k¥ > 1 the map F* is a train
track representative of ¢* with transition matrix M¥*, and so ij counts how many times the
k-tile F*(e;) crosses translates of e;. To say that F' is EG-aperiodic means that there exists an
exponent k > 1 such that each entry of M¥ is positive (equivalently, each k-tile crosses at least
one translate of each edge); and in this case M has Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue denoted A > 1
and called the expansion factor of f.

To say that a concrete line L C T is ezhausted by iteration tiles (of F') means that every finite
subpath of L is contained in some iteration tile.
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Theorem 3.6 (The special case of [HM22l Theorem 4.17]). For any free factor system F of T
and any ¢ € Out(I;F), if ¢ has an EG-aperiodic train track representative F: T — T rel F
then ¢ has exactly one attracting lamination A C B(T'; F) relative to F. Furthermore, a concrete

line L C T is the realization of a generic leaf of A if and only if L is erhausted by iteration
tiles of F. &

3.5 The first constraint on {2: The lamination and the fold axis

We are ready to start executing the outline laid out in Section Bl

3.5.1 Finding the attracting lamination.

Consider any ¢ € Out(I'; A) satisfying the Large Orbit Hypothesis, with a value of Q yet to be
specified: Every ¢-orbit in FS(T'; A) has diameter > 2. Among all ¢-invariant, non-filling free
factor systems of I" rel A, choose F to be one which is maximal with respect to C. Let m > 0 be
the number of attracting laminations of ¢ rel A that are not supported by F.

We now apply [HM22, Proposition 4.24]. That proposition has two possible conclusions de-
pending on whether m = 1. Conclusion (2) uses “fold axes” which will be reviewed immediately
in Section immediately, where we will augment conclusion (2) with an additional subcon-
clusion.

Here are the two conclusions of [HM22] Proposition 4.24]:

Conclusion (1) (when m # 1): There exists a Grushko free splitting 7' of T' rel F such that
the diameter in FS(T'; A) of the orbit {T - ¢*}rez is < 4.

We immediately rule out Conclusion (1) by combining our Hypothesis with the following:
Constraint #1: Q > O, = 5.

Conclusion (1) and Constraint #1 together imply that m = 1. The other conclusion of [HM22,
Proposition 4.24] must therefore hold:

Conclusion (2) (when m = 1): Letting A denote the unique attracting lamination of ¢ rel A
that is not carried by &, there exists a fold axis of ¢ with respect to F, such that the
following hold:

Conclusion (2a): The first return map Fy: Ty — T for that axis is an EG-aperiodic train
track representative of ¢ rel F. Let Ay be the unique attracting lamination of ¢ rel F
(see Theorem B.6)).

Conclusion (2b): There exists a collapse map p: U — T defined on some Grushko free
splitting U of I' rel A, such that p induces a bijection between concrete lines in U
realizing generic leaves of A and concrete lines in Tj realizing generic leaves of Ag.

3.5.2 Fold axes and tiles: a review.

We review here notation for fold axes taken from [HM22] Definition 4.8], for use in the setting of
Conclusion (2) above, and in settings to recur throughout this work.
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An EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢ with respect to F is a bi-infinite fold path of Grushko free
splittings rel &, which fits into both the top and bottom rows of a bi-infinite commutative diagram
shown just below, and which satisfies further properties to be described:

fu fi+1
Ti—1 T T
-1 ! 141
%Pl %LP TR
i T'lfpfl T'lfp T'lprrl —
fi—p fi—pt1

In this diagram, as said 7; is a Grushko free splitting with respect to F, and is thus equipped
with some simplicial structure. The integer p > 1 is the period of the axis. There exists a
representative ® € Aut(I;F) of ¢ € Out(I'; F), such that each map h%_p: T, —T—p is a ®-
twisted equivariant simplicial isomorphism (I € Z). Each of the foldable maps f; is, of course,
I'-equivariant. It follows that 7;-¢ = T;4,, for each | € Z, hence the ¢-orbit of 7} can be expressed
as {11 - ¢*rez = {Tirp}rez. For each i < j we denote an equivariant map

f;zfjo"'ofi+1iﬂ—>Tj

For each | € Z the first return map F;: Ty — T is the unique ®-twisted equivariant topological
representative of ¢ rel F that makes the following diagram commute:

Finally (as required in Conclusion (2)), the topological representative Fy: Ty — Tp is an EG-
aperiodic train track representative of ¢ rel JF.
For each [ € Z, k > 1 and i < j we denote a ®*-twisted equivariant simplicial isomorphism

l _ pl=(k=1)p r.
P _pp = iy ool T = Tk
and its ®*-twisted equivariant inverse

héikp = (hgfkp)_l: Tikp = Th

For each [ € Z and k > 1 we also have a commutative diagram for (F})*: T} — T, the k*" return
map, which is a train track representative of ¢*:

_—
T’lfkp fl—kp n
U
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From the previous diagram and the fact that hf_kp is a simplicial isomorphism one sees by
inspection that in the free splitting 7}, an (F})* (natural) tile is the same thing as an ll_kp
(natural) tile. These are referred to as (natural) k-tiles (in T}) or as (natural) iteration tiles when
the value of k is not important.

Recall from [HM14, Lemma 4.10] that when the edge orbits of each T; are enumerated so

that each simplicial isomorphism hffp respects enumerations, the transition matrix M; of the
first return map Fy: T) — T} is equal to the transition matrix ./\/lfllfp of the foldable map fllfp.

More generally the matrix power (M;)¥ is equal to the transition matrix M fllfkp , the 4, j entry
of which counts how many times the path fllfkp (e) crosses edges in the orbit of ¢/, where e C Tj_y,,
represents the j* edge orbit, and ¢/ C T} represents the i" edge orbit.

This completes our review of fold axes. See also [HM22, Lemma 4.22] which gives a general
construction for a fold axis having a given EG-irreducible train track representative as its first

return map.

Fixing notation for a fold axis of ¢ with respect to F satisfying Conclusion (2) above, we add
another subconclusion regarding the behavior of generic leaves along the fold axis:

Conclusion (2c¢): For every i € Z, for every collapse map p: V' — T; defined on a Grushko free
splitting V' rel A, and for every birecurrent line ¢ € %OO(F;.A) with concrete realizations
by C V oand ¢; C T;, we have pu(fy) = ¢;. Furthermore, the following properties of ¢ are
equivalent:

(A) : ¢ is a generic leaf of A,
(B) : ¢; is a line in T; that is exhausted by iteration tiles in T;.

(C) : ¢; is the concrete realization in T; of a generic leaf of As.

Remark: The main difference between Conclusions (2b) and (2¢) is how i € Z and pu: U — T;
are quantified: (2b) is an existence statement; whereas (2c¢) is a universal statement.

Proof. In the case that £ is supported by F, it follows that ¢ is not a generic leaf of A, and that
¢; C Ty is a point instead of a line (by Lemma [34] Case 1); each of (A), (B), (C) is therefore false
in this case.

Consider now the case that ¢ is not supported by . By Lemma [3.4] Case 2 it follows that
¢ € By(I;A) and that ¢; is a line in T;. Note that the formulations of statements (B) and (C)
depend on the choices of i € Z and p: V' — T, but on the other hand (A) is independent of those
choices. Applying Conclusion (2) it follows that statement (B), formulated with one particular
set of choices, is equivalent to statement (A). But by applying [HM22] Proposition 4.25 (2b)] it
follows that statements (B) and (C') are all equivalent to each as one varies over all of the choices
made in their formulations. Statement (A) is therefore equivalent to all of those statements. <

3.5.3 PF-exponents and a uniform crossing property.

The “Two-over-all” theorems — weak and strong — establish certain distances along Stallings
fold paths for which corresponding tiles satisfy strong properties.
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In this section (and in Section M), one of our strategies is to establish certain ezxponents along
fold axes for which corresponding tiles satisfy strong properties: see Definition .7 just below;
and see also various properties to follow in Section [3 particularly Definition B.10] of Section B.G.11

We begin by observing that for every EG-aperiodic train track map F': T" — T with transition
matrix M, there exists an integer £ > 1 such that every entry of M* is > 4: this follows because
M has some positive power, and it has Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue A > 1. In the language of
our next definition one says that x is a PF-exponent of F':

Definition 3.7 (PF-exponents). To say that an integer x > 1 is a PF-ezponent of an EG-

aperiodic train track map F': T' — T means that every F'* tile in T crosses at least 4 translates

of every edge of T'; equivalently, every entry of the transition matrix of F' is > 4. Also, given

¢ € Out(T; A) and an EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢ relative to a ¢-invariant free factor system F

rel A (denoted as in Section B52), to say that x is a PF-exponent of the fold axis means that

it is a PF-exponent of every train track map F;: 1) — T; (I € Z); equivalently, every kp tile
ll_“p(e) C T crosses at least 4 translates of every edge of T; (for edges e C Tj_,p).

Note that every EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢ does indeed have a PF exponent: letting p be the
period, simply take the maximum of the PF exponents of F;: T; — T; for 0 <1 < p.

Remark. While the choice of “4” in Definition B.7 may seem arbitrary, its utility should
become apparent in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 (Uniform Crossing Property for Tiles). Given an EG-aperiodic train track map
F: T — T with PF-exponent k, for every edge e C T and for every natural edge E C T, the
tile F"(e) crosses at least 2 translates of E. It follows that given any EG-aperiodic fold axis with
period p and PF-exponent k, and given any T; along that axis, every kp tile in T; crosses at least
2 translates of every natural edge of Tj.

Proof. Since the tile F(e) C T crosses 4 translates of every edge of T', it is not contained in any
natural edge of T'. For each natural edge n C T it follows that one of three alternatives holds:
F*(e) crosses n; or F*(e) is disjoint from the interior of 7; or the subpath F"(e) N'n has one
endpoint in common with an endpoint of 7, and opposite endpoint in common with an endpoint
of F*(e).

Since distinet natural edges of T have disjoint interiors, and since F*(e) has exactly two
endpoints, it follows that the set of translates of the natural edge E whose interior is not disjoint
from F"(e) may be listed in order (and with disjoint interiors) as Fi,..., Ey,, such that the
subpath F*(e) N E7 contains one endpoint of F*(e), and E; C F*(e) for 2 <i <m — 1, and the
subpath F'"(e) N E,, contains the opposite endpoint of F*(e). The tile F'*(e) therefore crosses at
least m — 2 translates of F.

Choose an edge e’ of T such ¢’ C E. Using that « is a PF-exponent for F, the path F*(e)
crosses 4 or more distinct translates of €. Any two of these translates are contained in two
distinct translates of E, because each natural edge has trivial stabilizer. It follows that m > 4,
and som — 2 > 2. O

For the concept of “pullback” referred to in the following lemma, see Definition .10l

Lemma 3.9 (Trivial Collapse Property). Let k be a PF-exponent for the fold axis. Consider any
1,0 € Z such that i < ¢ — kp. For any proper subforest Ty C Ty, consider the pullback subforest

T = (f1)* (i) and its corresponding collapse map q;: T; @) Si. The following hold:
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(1) For any edge e C T;, we have e ¢ T;. The collapse map q; is therefore injective on the set
of vertices of T'.

(2) The collapse map q;: T; — S; is trivial. More precisely, the restrictions of q; to the edges
of T; can be equivariantly tightened to produce an equivariant homeomorphism G;: T; — S;
(see [HM22, Section 2.2.4]). As a consequence, the restrictions of q; and §; to the vertex
set of T; are identical, and for every path o C T; we have ¢;(«) = §;i().

(3) FeuSi = FeuT; = F.
(4) For every path o C T;, « fills T; if and only if ¢;(«) fills S;.

Remark: In this statement one should keep in mind the following somewhat tautological but
nonetheless important statement: 7; is a subforest of T; with respect to the subdivision of T; for
which the map T; — Ty is simplicial. An edge e C T; is typically a concatenation of many edgelets
of this subdivision. The statement e ¢ T; is equivalent to saying that at least one edgelet of e is
not in the subforest T;, and to saying that e does not collapse to a single point of .S;.

Proof. Conclusions (@) and (@) are both immediate consequences of Conclusion (IJ). Conclu-
sion (@) then follows by combining the invariance principle stated after Definition with the
conclusions stated in ([2)) that ¢; is an equivariant homeomrophism and that ¢;(«) = §;(«).

To prove Conclusion ([l) we start with the special case ¢ = ¢ — kp. Using that x is a PF-
exponent, for any edge e C T;_,, the image x-tile f “"P(e) C Ty crosses a translate of every
edge of Ty. Since the subforest T, C T} is proper, it follows that ff “"P(e) ¢ T, and therefore
e ¢ Ty—np. The general case i < ¢ — kp reduces to the special case as follows. For each edge
e C T;, its image f}'_ﬁp(e) C Ty—wyp crosses some edge ¢’ C Ty_y,. Knowing from the special case

that ¢’ ¢ Ty_yp, it follows that f}'_ﬁp(e) ¢ To—wp and hence e ¢ T; = (fg_mp)*(Tg_,.;p). O

3.6 The second constraint on 2: The fold axis is quasigeodesic

Notation Overview: In this and later subsections of Section Bl we continue with the objects and
their notations and various properties that were established in Section as a consequence of
Constraint #1 on the value of , in particular: an element ¢ € Out(T; A) satisfying the Large
Orbit Hypothesis; a choice of maximal, proper, ¢-invariant free factor system F rel A; the unique
attracting lamination A for ¢ rel A that is not carried by F; and a choice of fold axis for ¢ with
respect to J.

Our next constraint on € is expressed using the constant © = ©(T; A) from the Strong Two
Ower All Theorem:

Constraint #2: Q> 0y, =0
Using this, the remainder of Section is dedicated to proving the following:

Quasigeodesic Axis Property (nonquantitative version): The fold axis of ¢ is a bi-infinite
quasigeodesic in FS(I'; A)
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Remark This property is equivalent to saying that ¢ acts loxodromically on FS(T; A),
which is item () of Theorem B. Perhaps one could think about breaking the proof of the impli-
cation @) = () into two implications {@l) = (@) = (), but just setting up the proof of the
latter implication would already require much of the rigamarole of axes and tiles that is already
needed for the full implication.

3.6.1 Filling exponents and uniform filling properties.

The proof of the Quasigeodesic Axis Property will use two filling properties that are developed here
in Section [3.6.1] as consequences of Constraint #2: the Uniform Filling Property in Lemma [B.TTE
and the Uniform Crossing Filling Property in Lemma [3.12]

Definition 3.10 (Filling exponents). To say that an integer w > 1 is a filling exponent of an

EG-aperiodic train track map F: T — T means that every F“ tile in T fills T. Also, given

¢ € Out(T; A) and an EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢ relative to a ¢-invariant free factor system F

rel A (denoted as in Section B5.2), to say that w is a filling exponent of the fold axis means that

w is a filling exponent of every train track map Fj: T; — T (I € Z); equivalently, every wp tile
[79P(e) € Ty fills Ty (for edges e C Ti_qp).-

Along the ¢-orbit {Tp - ¢* = Ty, }kez, applying the Large Orbit Hypothesis we obtain integers
I < J such that drs(Trp,Typ) > Q. Denoting § = J — I, and using that the cyclic subgroup
(@) < Out(T; A) acts by isometries on the orbit of T, we have:

d7s(Tim—s)ps Trnp) = drs(Tinp - ¢, Trnp) > @ for each m € Z.

Any 6 with the property is called a large orbit exponent for the orbit Ty - ¢F.
Using Constraint #2 we shall prove:

Lemma 3.11 (Uniform Filling Property for Tiles). If k is a PF-exponent for the fold axis, and
if § is a large orbit exponent for the orbit {Ty - ¢*}, then w = Kk + 6 + 1 is a filling exponent for
the fold axis.

Proof. Let m € Z be the least integer such that ¢ — wp < mp. It follows that (m +w — 1)p < £,
and so we have the following foldable decomposition of ff P T wp — T

o mp (m+r)p (mAw—1
T Fme™ Femsry T Fimtntorp T _7 5 " T
{—wp mp (m+k)p (m4+r+6)p — L (m4w—1)p > Ly

Consider an arbitrary edge e C Ty, with image tiles denoted 7; = ff_wp(e) CT; (i >4—wp).
We must prove that the tile 7y fills 7. The tile 7,,,, C T}, contains some edge of T}, so the tile
T(m+r)p contains some r-tile of T{,, ), Applying the Uniform Crossing Property for Tiles to
that k-tile, it follows that the tile 7(,, ), crosses a translate of every natural edge £ C T4 x)p-
Applying Constraint #2 together with the Strong Two Ower All Theorem, we may choose the
natural edge F so that the natural tile f((;l::i%)p(E) fills Timtwt6)p = T(m+w—1)p- Since that
natural tile is contained in 7(;,4,—1)p it follows that 7(,,1,_1), also fills T, 40, —1)p. Applying

Lemma [2.15] it follows that 7; fills 7;. &

By combining the concepts of PF-exponents and filling exponents we obtain:
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Lemma 3.12 (Uniform Crossing-Filling Property). Let k,w be a PF-exponent and a filling
exponent for the fold axis, respectively. For all {,m € Z such that m > 0, every (mk + w)p tile
in Ty crosses 4™ nonoverlapping natural wp-tiles each of which fills Ty.

Proof. We use the following foldable factorization of the map ff —(mrtwp, To—(mrtw)p — Lo, in
which all arrows are maps of the form f:
e
Tff(ml-chw)p E— Tff((mfl)ner)p T Tlf(ner)p Té—wp Ty

Consider any edge of Ty_ (p.tw)p With image tiles denoted 7; C T; (for ¢ > £ — (mx + w)p), and
so in particular 7o C Ty is an (mk + w)p tile. By m successive applications of the definition of
PF-exponent, the tile 7y, crosses 4" distinct edges of T;_.,. The images of those edges in 7
give 4™ nonoverlapping wp tiles in Ty, and by definition of a filling exponent each of those tiles
fills Tp. &

Remarks on uniformity of PF-exponents and of filling exponents. In Section [ we shall
describe a uniform PF-exponent k = x(I'; A) and a uniform filling exponent w = w(I'; A) for the
fold axis currently under discussion, under the additional assumption that Ty is a natural free
splitting. While that kind of uniformity is not needed in our current setting here in Section 3]
it could be applied to further uniformize other constructions found here in Section [B] which rely
on unspecified values of k and w. For example Lemma BT (2)) will be applied in Section [ in
conjunction with uniform values of x and w also described in Section [ im order to obtain the
lower bound on positive translation lengths needed for Theorem A.

3.6.2 Component free splitting units.

The proof of the Quasigeodesic Axis Property uses concepts of free splitting units and associated
distance estimates along fold paths in FS(T';.A), taken from [HMI4], and applied here to our
fold axis for ¢. There are two different flavors of free splitting units: “ordinary” free splitting
units; and component free splitting units [HM14], Section 4.5]. These two definitions are founded
on two respective concepts of the complexity of a nondegenerate subgraph of a free splitting:
“ordinary” complexity; and component complexity Section 4.4]. Ordinary free splitting
units have important internal applications in [HM14], but outside of that context component free
splitting units seem generally easier to apply. Here we shall only review component complexity
and component free splitting units (outside of brief remarks comparing “component” free splitting
units to “ordinary” free splitting units).

Recall from Section [ZTT] the concept of a nondegenerate subgraph of a free splitting, namely
a [-invariant subgraph no component of which is a point.

For any free splitting R and any nonempty, nondegenerate subgraph 8 C R, the component
complexity C1(f) is a positive integer equal to the number of T-orbits of components of §; equiv-
alently, C1(8) = |mo(8/T)| where mo(5/T") denotes the set of components of the orbit subspace
B/ c R/T.

Lemma 3.13 (Monotonicity of component complexity).  For any foldable map f: R — R of
free splittings and any nonempty, nondegenerate subgraph fr C R with pullback Br = f*(Br) C
R, the map f induces a surjection mo(Br'/T) — mo(Br/T). It follows that C1(Br) > C1(Br),
and equality holds if and only if that surjection is a bijection.
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Proof. This follows immediately using that f restricts to a continuous, equivariant surjection
Br' — Br, and that the component sets m(8r:/T") and 7o(Sr/T) are finite. O

Recall from Definition 216 the pullback operator on nondegenerate subgraphs with respect
to foldable maps, and the concept of a pullback sequence along a foldable sequence.

Definition 3.14 (Collapse expand diagrams). Consider any fold subpath Tj — --- +— T in
our given axis. A collapse—expand diagram over that subpath is a commutative diagram of
two combing rectangles (see Definition [2.17) having the following form, with collapse forests as
indicated

Ry Rria EE Ry R,
[Ri]l [Rwl]l [le]l [Rj]l

Sy Sr1 EE Sy-1 Sy
['Ti]T [7i+1]T [%‘ﬂT [TJ]T

T, Tri1 e Tr_y Ty

Combining Definition 217 with the discussion preceding Lemma B.I3] in this diagram we see
two pullback sequences: the R;’s form a pullback sequence along the R-row; and the T;’s form a
pullback sequence along the T-row. An edgelet subdivision of this diagram is choice of subdivision
of each free splitting in the diagram such that all arrows are simplicial maps, all collapse forests R;,
T, are subcomplexes, and I" acts by simplicial isomorphisms. For example, an edgelet subdivision
of the diagram is determined by each subdivision of S; by pulling back vertices throughout
the diagram. We use “edgelet” terminology to refer to 1-simplices of an edgelet subdivision, and
“edge” terminology to refer to 1-simplices of the simplicial structures on each T; that were already
given (in our review of fold axes in Section B5.2]).

Definition 3.15 (Component free splitting units). For any fold subpath 77 — -+ +— T in our
given axis, to say that 17 and Ty differ by < 1 component free splitting unit means that there
exists a collapse—expand diagram as denoted in Definition [3.14] such that in the R-row there
there exists a pullback sequence 8; C R; (i € [I,...,J]) having constant component complexity,
equivalently (by Lemma [B13)) each foldable map R; — R; (for i < j € [I,...,J]) induces
a bijection mo(8;/T") =~ mo(B;/I'). In this context, after further equivariant subdivisions we may
assume that 3; is an edgelet subcomplex of R; for each i € [I, ..., J]; and since (; is nondegenerate,
it is a union of edgelets.
More generally, the number of component free splitting units between T; and Ty is an integer
T = Y;; > 0 equal to the maximum length of a sequence i(0) < --- < ¢(Y) in [I,...,J] such
that if 1 <u < T then Tj(,_1) and Tj(,) do not differ by < 1 component free splitting unit along
the axis.
Assuming that 77 and T; differ by < 1 free splitting unit, any collapse-expand diagram
and pullback sequence which witnesses that fact can be restricted to the fold subsequence T; —
- Tj for any i < j € [I,...,J], and those restrictions witness that T;,7}; also differ by
< 1 free splitting unit. It follows that the phrase “I7 and T differ by < 1 component free
splitting unit” is equivalent to the equation Y (77,7T;) = 0. Also, the complementary phrase
“Tr and Ty do not differ by < 1 component free splitting unit” is equivalent to the inequality

o4



Y(T;,Ty) > 1. Combining this with Definition[3.14] for alli < j € [I,..., J] we have implications
T(T],TJ) =0 = T(Tl,TJ) =0 and T(TZ,T]) >1 = T(T],TJ) > 1.

Here is the main feature of free splitting units that we shall be applying:

[HM14, Corollary 5.5]: Along any fold subpath Ty + - - — Ty, component free splitting units
are quasicomparable to distance: for any i < j € [I,...,J| we have

1
;Tij — & <drs(T;,Tj) <vYi; +¢§

with quasicomparability constants v = v(I'; A) > 1 and § = &(T; A) > 0. &

Remark. The “ordinary” complexity C(8) of is the sum of “component” complexity
C4(B) plus three more uniformly bounded and non-negative terms C;(55) (i = 2,3,4) measuring
various other aspects of complexity of 3. Corollary 5.5 of is derived from a corresponding
result about ordinary complexity; uniform boundedness of the non-negative quantity C(3)—C4 ()
is of key importance in that derivation.

We next record a simple “diagram chasing” result in any collapse—expand diagram:

Lemma 3.16 (Tiles throughout a collapse—expand diagram). Consider a collapse—ezpand dia-
gram over fold subpath Ty — --- +— T as denoted in Diagram [3-14] For each edge 8 C Ty such
that 0 ¢ T there is a unique function which associates to each free splitting U in the diagram a
nontrivial path O(U) C U called the 6-tile in U, such that 6(T7) = 0, and such that the following
properties hold (for I <i<j<J):

(1) In the T-row: The foldable map T; — T; takes 0(T;) homeomorphically to 0(T;).
(2) Between the T and S rows: The collapse map T; — S; takes 0(T;) onto 6(S;).

(3) In the S-row: The foldable map S; — S; takes 0(S;) homemorphically to 6(S;). Also,
0(Sy) is contained in a natural edge of S;.

(4) Between the R and S rows: The 0-tile 0(R;) is the lift of 0(S;) with respect to the
collapse map R; — S; (thus O(R;) begins and ends with edgelets of R; \ R;).

(5) In the R row: The map R; — R; takes 8(R;) homeomorphically to O(R;). Also, 0(Ry) is
contained in a natural edge of Ry.

Proof. In the T-row we define 0(T;) inductively: we already have 0(T7) = 0; and 6(T;) is the image
of 0(T;—1) under the fold map T;_; — T;. Since all maps in the T-row are foldable, and since
0(Ty) is a subset of some natural edge F C T;, the map Ty — T; takes 6(T;) homeomorphically
onto 6(T;). Each path 6(T;) is therefore nontrivial; item () also follows.

We turn to items (@) and @). Since 0 = 0(T7) ¢ Tr, its image 6(S7) C Sy is a nontrivial
path contained in a natural edge of S, namely the image of E under the collapse map 17 + S;.
Defining 6(S;) inductively to be the image of 6(S;—1) under the foldable map S;—1 — S;, the
same argument as in the T row proves item (B]) and shows that each 6(S;) is nontrivial. Using
commutativity of the diagram, together with the fact that #-tiles within the S and T rows are
mapped homeomorphically amongst themselves by the foldable maps in those rows, it follows
that each collapse map T; — S; takes 0(T;) onto 6(S;), proving item (2I).
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We may use the first sentence of item () (in conjunction with Definition 2I) to define the
path 6(R;). Nontriviality of 8(R;) follows from nontriviality of 0(S;), and the second sentence
follows from Definition [ZT1

The second sentence of item (B) follows from the second sentence of item (@), using the
consequence of Definition 2.]] that the collapse map R; — S; takes the natural edges of R; not
contained in R; bijectively to the natural edges of S;. Regarding the first sentence of (@), for each
i €ll,...,J] we have the commutativity relation saying that the compositions Ry — S; +— S;
and Ry — R; — S; are the same, hence 6(R;) maps onto 6(S;). Furthermore, since Ry is the
pullback of R;, and since 0(Ry) begins and ends with edgelets of Ry \ Ry, it follows that 6(R;)
begins and ends with edgelets of R;\R;. But these properties characterize the lift of 6(S;) through
the collapse map R; — S;, hence 6(R;) is the lift of 0(S;). O

3.6.3 A quantitative quasigeodesic axis property

In this section we complete the proof of the quasigeodesic axis property, deriving it quickly from
Lemma 317 just below, which expresses a quantitative version of the lower bound needed for the
quasigeodesic axis property. The lemma also contains information about translation lengths that
will be applied later in Section Ml to produce the uniform lower bound on positive translation
lengths needed for Theorem A.

For purposes of application in Section ] the statement of the lemma is formulated so that it
does not require the Notation Overview established at the beginning of Section

Lemma 3.17 (Quasigeodesic Axis Property (quantitative version)). Consider any ¢ € Out(F;A),
any ¢-invariant free factor system F rel A, and any EG-aperiodic fold axis for ¢ with respect
to F. If k > 1 is a PF-exponent and if w > 1 is a filling exponent for the fold axis then, denoting
u = 3k + w, and using the constants v = v(I'; A) and & = £(T;A) from Corollary 5.5],
the following hold:

(1) For any I € Z and any integer m > 1,

(a) Along the fold axis between Tt and Trymup = T1 - ¢, the number of component free
splitting units is > m.
(b) The distance in FS(I'; A) between Ty and Ty - ¢™H is > &= — &.
1 1
(2) The stable translation length T4 satisfies the lower bound T4 > o = DETEEnE
Before embarking on the proof of this lemma, we first apply it:

Proof of the Quasigeodesic Axis Property (nonquantitative version): For the fold axis established
in the Notation Overview established at the beginning of Section B.6, we obtain a PF exponent x
from the paragraph of Section B.5.3 surrounding Definition 37l Also, we obtain a filling exponent
w from Lemma BTl (which uses Constraint #2 on the value of ). Using these exponents in
combination with Lemma 317 (D)), with the fact that d(T;_1,7T;) < 2 for all 4, and with the fact
that ¢ acts isometrically on the ¢-orbit of Ty, we obtain

1
—|m—n|] — & < d(To¢d™, Tod") < 2p|m —mn| for all m,n € Z.
v

This proves that ¢ acts loxodromically on FS(I'; A), and so the fold axis is quasigeodesic. &
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Proof of the Quasigeodesic Axis Property (quantitative version). — The implication (Tal) = (IL)
comes directly from [HMI4, Corollary 5.5] cited earlier. Next, by applying (IB) with I = 0 it
follows that ¢

m

L i, T - (6™) >

m

RN

1 1
Letting m — oo we have 74« > — and so 74 = — T4u > —, thus proving (D) = @).
v " v

Next we reduce the general case of item ([al) to its special case where m = 1, by considering
the following m-term foldable factorization of the map f7,,, upt L1 = Trmpp:

fI fI+(j71)up f1+(7H71)up
I+pp JI+jipp I+mpp

T ——Trypp — - — T[+(j—l)up —— Ty jup = - — T[+(m—1)up T fmup

Applying the special case to each arrow in this factorization, there is > 1 component free splitting
unit between Ty (j_1),, and Ty, for each 1 < j < m. From Definition it then follows
that there are > m component free splitting units between 77 and T74,,p, which proves the
general case.

It remains to prove item (&) in the special case m = 1. Arguing by contradiction, suppose
that there exists I € Z such that along the axis between T7_,,,, and 77 there is < 1 component free
splitting unit (here we are shifting the value of I by one unit of up). By applying Definition
we obtain a collapse expand diagram over the portion of the axis between Tr— ), = T7_(3x4w)p
and T7, as depicted in Figure [Il such that along the R-row of the diagram there is a pullback
sequence f3; C R; of constant component complexity |mo(8;/T')|. Each foldable map R; — R; in
the R-row therefore induces a bijection my(8;/T") ~ mo(8;/T) (for i < j € [I2,...,I]). We may
assume, after further subdivisions, that each (; is a union of edgelets of R;.

Ry, . R, . Ry,
[ng]l [Rll]l [Rlo]l

SIg - Sll - SIO
[T15] T [T1,] T [T10] T

Ty, e 17, e i,

Figure 1: Letting y1 = 3k 4w, assuming < 1 free splitting unit between 7T7_,, and 77, and setting
I=1), =1—kp, and b =1—pup=1; — (2k + w)p, there is a collapse expand diagram as
depicted with a pullback sequence 8; C R; of constant component complexity.

Since I; = Iy — kp, we can apply the Trivial Collapse Property, Lemma [3.9] to conclude that
for each i € [Is, 1] = [I1 — (26 + w)p, I1] the collapse map ¢;: T; — S; can be equivariantly
tightened, relative to the vertex set of T;, to obtain an equivariant homeomorphism ¢;: T; — S,
and the following hold:

Persistence of Filling and Crossing under Collapse: For every i € [I2, 1] and every path
a C T; the following hold:
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(1) « fills T; if and only if ¢;(«) = ¢;(a) fills S;.

(2) For every natural edge F C T;, the path « has an interior crossing of FE if and only if
¢i(@) has an interior crossing of ¢;(E) = ¢;(E).

Consider now an arbitrary edge 6 of 17, and its associated 6-tiles throughout the diagram as
defined for all ¢ € [I,..., I] in Lemma BI6 denoted 6(T;) C T;, 0(S;) C Si, 0(R;) C R;, and
so O(Ry,) is contained in some natural edge E C Ry,. Since Iy = I; — (2K + w)p, we can apply
Lemma BT2 the Uniform Crossing—Filling Property of Section B.6.1] using the values £ = I
and m = 2; from the conclusion of that lemma it follows that the tile (77,) has 4> = 16 non-
overlapping paths each of which fills T7,. Applying Persistence of Filling and Crossing under
Collapse, the tile 6(Sy,) also has 16 non-overlapping paths each of which fills Sy, . Lifting to
Ry, , we conclude that the tile 0(Ry,) has 16 non-overlapping subpaths each of which has an
interior crossing of a natural edge in every orbit of natural edges of Ry,. What we need from the
latter conclusion is only 5 of those 16 subpaths, and we need only edgelet crossings: there is a
subdivision into edgelet subpaths

Vo 1 V1 2 V2 43 V3 by V4 s Vs = H(Rh)

such that for each i = 1,2,3,4,5, the path u; crosses some edgelet in every orbit of edgelets
of Ry, ; the subpaths v; are allowed to be trivial. By pulling back to the tile 8(Ry,) we obtain a
subdivision into edgelet paths

/ I !/ ! / I /! ! / I /
Vo 1 V1 o Vg 3 Vg iy Vg P Vs = O(Rp,) C B

Choose any edgelet n C fBr,. Choose edgelets 12 C po and 14 C pg in the orbit of . Pull back
to get edgelets 05 C uh C By, and 0y C u) C By, that map to 72 and 74 respectively. Let b, by
denote the components of 37, containing 15, 1) respectively. Since each of y1, u3, us contains an
edgelet of Ry, \ By, it follows that that each of uf, ph, puf contains an edgelet of Ry, \ Br,. From
this it follows that bs, b, are both contained in the interior of the natural edge E and that they
are distinct components of fr,. Since the stabilizer of E' with respect to the action of I' on Ry,
is trivial, it follows that by and by are in distinct orbits of components of Ry,. However, the
images of by, by under the foldable map Ry, — Ry, both contain edgelets in the orbit of 7, and so
ba, by map to components of By, that are contained in the same orbit of components of 8r,. This
contradicts the fact that the induced map mo(8r,/T') — mo(Br, /T) is a bijection, thus completing
the proof of the quantitative version of (Ial). &

We extract from the above proof the following statement that will be useful in Section 3.7

Lemma 3.18 (Uniform Lifting—Crossing Property). Fiz a PF-exzponent k and a filling exponent
w for the fold axis, and let ;n = 3k + w. Consider any I € Z and any collapse expand diagram
over the fold subpath going from Ty, through T, to Ty,, where Is =1 — pup and Iy = I — kp and
Iy =1 (see Figurelll). Letting 0 C Tr, be any edge, with tiles throughout the diagram denoted as
in Lemma[310, the tile O(Ry,) contains sizteen non-overlapping subpaths each of which has an
interior crossing of a natural edge in every natural edge orbit of Ry, . &
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3.7 Finishing the proof: Projection diagrams and bounded cancellation

In this section we complete the proof of the implication @) = () of Theorem B. Besides
applying many tools from previous sections, additional tools that we bring to bear in this section
include: projection diagrams from [HMI14]; and bounded cancellation.

We continue with the Notation Overview established at the beginning of Section

Let Q = max{Qy, s} using the constants ; = 5 as chosen in Section B and Qs = © from
the Strong Two QOwer All Theorem as chosen in Section Given ¢ € Out(T'; A), we assume
that all orbits of the action of ¢ on FS(T';A) have diameter > Q. To review the proof so far, in
Section we chose a maximal proper ¢-invariant free factor system F rel A, and we used the
constraint 2 > €1 to produce a unique attracting lamination A for ¢ rel A that is not supported
by F, together with a fold axis for ¢ relative to F with an EG-aperiodic train track map for its
first return. In each free splitting 7; along that axis, the lines of T; that realize generic leaves
of A are precisely those lines that are exhausted by tiles. In Section we used the constraint
Q > Q) to prove that the fold axis is quasigeodesic.

Let x be any PF-exponent and w any filling exponent of the fold axis; for example x could
be chosen as in the paragraph surrounding Definition Bt and w as in Lemma B.ITl We also let
1 = 3k + w, for purposes of applying Lemma BI8 the Uniform Lifting—Crossing Property.

Our goal is to prove that A fills I' rel A, by showing that a generic leaf ¢ € A fills I" rel A
([Lym22al Lemma 4.11], and see [HM22], Lemma 4.6]). We do this by applying Corollary 35} for
an arbitrary Grushko free splitting R of I rel A, letting £r C R be the concrete line realizing ¢,
we must prove that the orbit of £ covers R, that is, I'- /g = R. To put this another way, we must
prove that /i crosses some translate of every edge of R.

In order to relate a general Grushko free splitting R of I rel A to the free splittings 7; in
the given axis for ¢, we shall apply the methods of projection diagrams that were introduced in
and were used there to define projection maps to fold paths for purposes of verifying the
Masur—Minsky axioms.

Let FS(I'; A) denote the O-skeleton of the simplicial complex FS(T'; A).

Definition 3.19 (Projection Diagrams and Projection Functions). ([HMI4, Sections 4.3, 5.2])
Consider a (finite) fold path 77 + --- +— Ty in FS(I';A). For any free splitting R of T" rel A
and any integer A € [I,...,J], a projection diagram from R to Ty — --- — T of depth A is a
diagram of the form

Rr R; Ra R
St Si Sa
17 T; N e Ty

such that the bottom row is the given fold path, the R and S rows are both foldable sequences

(see Section 2I10]), and the two rectangles depicted are combing rectangles (see Definition [2.17)

and hence those two rectangles taken together form a collapse expand rectangle (see Section [3.0)).
Associated to the fold path T} +— - - - — T is its projection function

A: FSOTA) = [1,...,J]
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which assigns to each free splitting R € FS®(I';.A) the maximum value A(R) of the depths A
of all projection diagrams from R to 17 — ---+— T;. A mazimal depth projection diagram from
R to Ty — ---— Ty is one of depth A = A(R).

In the context of Definition BI9] we shall silently use the fact that for A < A’ € [I,...,J],
if there exists a projection diagram of depth A’ then there exists one of depth A: remove
SAt1,---,59a and all incident arrows from the diagram of depth A; and compose the sequence
of maps

Ra+— ...~>Ran— R

from the depth A’ diagram to form the single map Ra — R needed for the depth A diagram.

In [HMT4], the way that hyperbolicity of FS(T'; A) was proved was to show that the collection
of fold paths and their projection functions satisfy the Masur-Minsky axioms with respect to
constants A = A(T;A), a = a(T;A), b = b(T;A), and ¢ = ¢(T;A). We shall need a further
property that follows from the Masur-Minsky axioms, as shown in Section 5.1]. Here we
state that property only in the context of Definition

Quasi-Closest Point Property: For any finite fold path 77 +— -+ - +— Ty and any R € FS(T; A)
with projection A(R) € [I,...,J], choosing M € [I,...,J] so that D = d(R, T)s) minimizes
the distances d(R,T;) over all i € [I,...,J], it follows that

diam{T; | i € [A(R),...,M]} < KlogD +C

with constants K = K(I';A), C = C(T';/A) > 0 depending only on the constants a, b, ¢
mentioned in the previous paragraph.

For the rest of this section we fix R € FS(I'; A). Let Mg € Z be chosen so that Dr =
d(R, Thz,) minimizes the distances d(R,T;) over all ¢ € Z, hence also Dp minimizes distances
over all ¢ in any integer interval containing Mg.

Projection diagrams from R are only defined to finite fold paths. In order to effectively apply
projection diagrams along our fold axis, depending on R we need to carefully choose indices I < .J
for the endpoints of a fold subpath 77 + - -+ — T'; to which we shall project R. Our first strategy
is to choose I, J so that we obtain some kind of “global control” over the projection of R to the
subpath. First we constrain I and J so that I < My < J; it follows Dg minimizes d(R,T;) over
all i € [I,...,J]. Our next constraint is a certain upper bound Iy for I and a lower bound .Jy
for J which we may choose as follows, using that the fold axis is a bi-infinite quasigeodesic:

(1) In < Mgr < Jy
2) IfieZ—[lo,...,Jo| then d(T3, Tas,) > Klog D + C.

By combining ([I) and @) with the Quasi-Closest Point Property we obtain the desired global
control on the projection of R:

Restricted Projection Property: If I < Iy < Jy < J then, letting A;;(R) € [I,. .., J] denote
the projection of R to Ty + -+ Ty, we have Iy < Ar;(R) < Jp.
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Figure 2: The Main Projection Diagram. This is a projection diagram from R to T, — --- +— T},
of maximal depth A satisfying Iy < A < Jy (by the Restricted Projection Property). The
portion of this diagram between column I and column I is a collapse expand diagram to which
Lemma BI8 may be applied. The diagram also depicts the map gj,, which is one of the foldable
maps ¢g;: R; — R obtained by composing arrows in the R-row.

Further remarks on “Quasi-Closest” versus “Almost Closest”: For most of the long
lifetime of the composition of this work, our proof of the implication @) = () of Theorem B
had applied the “Almost Closest Point Property”, a stronger version of the Quasi-Closest Point
Property in which the upper bound Klogd + C' is replaced by a constant C'. The way that
stronger property had been applied was to choose Iy < Mp < Jjy so as to have a sufficiently large
but fixed radius Mg — Iy = Jy — Mg, so large that we could deduce the Restricted Projection
Property from the “Almost Closest Point Property” and from a certain constraint on €2. Only
in a very late draft did we realize that this choice was impossible, because the “Almost Closest
Point Property” is generally false (see remarks found at the end of Section 5.1]). But two
further realizations saved the proof: that the “Almost Closest Point” property could be replaced
by the Quasi-Closest Point Property; and the value 5 of the second constraint on §2 could be
chosen so as to force the Quasigeodesic Axis Property to hold. These, taken together, allowed us
to recover the Restricted Projection Property with a more realistic allowance for the positions of
Iy and Jy, one that allow the radius to enlarge as the free splitting R retreats further from the
fold axis.

The next step of our strategy is to choose an integer interval that contains [Iy, .. ., Jy] and that
extends far enough to allow application of Lemma B8] the Uniform Lifting—Crossing Property
of Section B.6.3] (there is no need to extend any further to the right). We use again the notation
from Section B:6.3] namely p = 3k +w, and Iy = Iy — kp, and I = Iy — pup = I — (26 + w)p.
Working with the fold subpath Ty, +— - -+ T, let A = Ay, 5, (R) denote the projection of R to
that subpath. By applying the Restricted Projection Property we have Iy < A < Jy and so we
can depict a maximal depth projection diagram as shown in Figure 2] which we refer to as the
Main Projection Diagram.

Next we state facts about realizations of generic leaves of A in the Main Projection Diagram
that parallel facts about -tiles described in Lemma 316
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Lemma 3.20 (Generic leaves throughout the Main Projection Diagram). Any generic leaf £ € A
is realized as a concrete line in every free splitting of the Main Projection Diagram. Furthermore,
the following hold for all I < i < j < Iy:

(1) In the T row: The foldable map T; — Tj takes ((T;) homeomorphically to ((T}).
(2) Between the T and S rows: The collapse map T; — S; takes ((T;) onto £(S;).
(3) In the S-row: The foldable map S; — S; takes £(S;) homeomorphically to £(S;).
(4) Between the S and R rows: The collapse map R; — S; takes (R;) onto £(S;).

(5) In the R-row: For each Iy < i < Iy, letting C be a bounded cancellation constant for
gi: R; — R, we have K(R) C gz(é(Rl)) C Nc(é(R))

Proof. We start by proving the opening sentence of the lemma, and item (), and item (). In
the T' row which is a fold subpath of the axis, we may apply Conclusion (2¢) of Section
for any choice of collapse map V +— T; defined on any Grushko free splitting V' of T" rel A, the
line (V') is mapped onto the concrete realization ¢(7T;), and the latter is a bi-infinite line that
is exhausted by iteration tiles. Since ¢(7;) contains a s-tile of T, and since each k-tile crosses a
translate of every edge (by Definition B.7), it follows that ¢(T;) ¢ T;. In the S row, the image of
£(T;) under the collapse map T; — S; is therefore not a point. That image is equal to the image
of £(V') under the composed collapse map V +— T; — S;. Since ¢(V') is birecurrent, by application
of Lemma [B4] that image is a concrete line in S; equal to the realization £(.5;); this proves (2.

In the R row, since the free splitting R itself is a Grushko free splitting rel A, the realization
¢(R) is a concrete line. Also, by equivariance of each map g;: R; — R it follows that each R; is
also a Grushko free splitting rel A. The line ¢ is therefore realized as a concrete line ¢(R;) C R;,
and (@) holds again by Lemma 3.4

We next prove (). By foldability along the axis, it follows that the map T; — T restricts to
an injection on each edgelet tile in ¢(7;). Using that ¢(7T;) is exhausted by edgelet iteration tiles
of T;, each the image of an edgelet somewhere earlier in the fold axis, it follows that the map
T; — T restricts to an injection on all of £(T;), and the image line in Tj is clearly ¢(T).

To prove item (@), in the Main Projection Diagram consider the commuting square with
S, 85, T;,T; at the corners. We use the edgelet subdivisions under which the subforests T; C T;
and J; C T} are subcomplexes and all four maps in that square are simplicial. Let hj»: Si = S,
and f; T; — Tj denote the foldable maps in the S-row and 7" rows. It suffices to show for that
any two distinct 1-simplices e # ¢’ C £(S;) we have hi(e) # hi(e'). Lifting e, e’ we get distinct
L-simplices € # & C £(T;)\ T;, and by (@) we have distinct 1-simplices f}(¢) # fj(&') C £(T})\ T,
which therefore project to distinct 1-simplices in S;; the latter, by commutativity, are identified
with h(e), h'(e’) respectively.

Item (B) follows from Lemma B4 &

We turn now to the proof, using bounded cancellation, that ¢(R) crosses a translate of every
edgelet of R. Fix any edge 6 € T7,, and consider the 6-tiles throughout the portion of the Main
Projection Diagram between columns I and Iy. By applying Lemma [3.I8] the Uniform Lifting—
Crossing Property, we conclude that (R;,) contains sixteen nonoverlapping subpaths each of
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which has an interior crossing of a representative of every natural edge orbit of R;,. We need
only three of those sixteen subpaths, using which we obtain a decomposition of the form

O(R1,) = o Br o Br v B3 s

in which the o’s are possibly trivial subpaths, and each subpath 8; (1 < j < 3) has an interior
crossing of a representative of every natural edge orbit of R;,. We will need only the weaker
property that each [3; crosses a representative of every edgelet orbit of R;.

By Conclusion (@) of Lemma 316 6(Ry,) is contained in a natural edge of Ry,, and so the

foldable map gy, : Ry, — R restricts to an injection on §(Ry,). Also by that same conclusion, the

map Ry, — Ry, takes 6(Ry,) homeomorphically to §(Ry,). Since gy, factors as Ry, — Ry, 2y R,

it follows that the map Ry, — R restricts to an injection on #(Ry, ). Denoting the image of this
injection as 0(R), we obtain a decomposition

H(R) = AO By Al By A2 Bs A3

where A;, B; are the images of the «;, 5; respectively. Since each f3; crosses a representative of
every edgelet orbit of Ry, , it follows that each B; crosses a representative of every edgelet orbit
of R.

Consider a generic leaf ¢ € A. Since its realization £(T7,) crosses a translate of every edge of
T1,, we may rechoose ¢ in its orbit so that in T7,, the line ¢(T7,) crosses the edge 6 = 0(Ty,).
Combining Lemma (@) with Lemma @ it follows that in T7y,, the line £(77,) crosses
the tile 6(Ty,). Combining Lemma 3201 (2) with Lemma BT6l @) it follows in Sy, , the line £(Sy,)
crosses the tile §(Sy, ). Combining Lemma @) with Lemma @) it follows that in Ry, ,
the line ¢(Ry, ) crosses the tile O(Ry, ).

We shall finish the proof by applying bounded cancellation of the foldable map gr, : Ry, — R,
using the concrete lines ¢(Ry,) in Ry, and ¢(R) in R. Since Ry, and R are both Grushko free
splittings rel A, one can use the form of bounded cancellation stated in [HM22] Lemma 4.14 (3)]:
using the edgelet subdivisions of Ry, and R with respect to which the map ¢y, is simplicial, and
assigning length 1 to all edgelets so that gy, restricts to an isometry from each edgelet of R, to
an edgelet of R, it follows that the map gr, has bounded cancellation constant

C = Length(Ry, ) — Length(R) = #edges(Ry,) — #edges(R)

and that
g1, ({(Rr,)) C Ne(€(R))

Restricting to the subpath (R, ) C ¢(Ry,) we therefore have
(#)  gn(0(R1,)) C Ne(U(R))
—_———
0(R)

Consider the decomposition §(R) = v_ vy vy where vy = 0(R) N¢(R) is the maximal common
subpath of #(R) and ¢(R). The initial path v_ meets the line ¢(R) only in the terminal endpoint
of v_, and so the initial endpoint of v_ achieves the maximum distance to ¢(R) amongst all
points on v_, that maximal distance being equal to Length(v_); applying (#) it follows that
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Length(r_) < C. By a similar argument we have Length(ry) < C. Since 1 crosses a translate
of every edge of Ry, , it follows that

Length(Ag B1) = Length(ag 1) > C

and similarly
Length(B3 Ag) = Length(ﬂg 013) > C

thus v_ is a subpath of AgBj, and v; is a subpath of B3As. It then follows that A3 BoAs is a
subpath of vy and hence of ¢(R). Since Bs crosses a translate of every edgelet of R, so does ¢(R).
This completes the proof that A fills I rel A, and hence the proof of the implication (@) = ()
of Theorem B.

4 The lower bound in Theorem A.

Consider an outer automorphism ¢ € Out(I'; A) which has a filling attracting lamination rel A.
Having proved Theorem B (in Part II [HM22] and in previous sections here in Part III), this is
equivalent to saying that ¢ acts loxodromically on FS(T'; A), with stable translation length 74 > 0.
In this section we find a constant A = A(T'; A) > 0 independent of ¢ such that 7, > A.

The proof was outlined in the introduction, and a more detailed outline is found in Section 4]
The proof applies tools from Section Bl namely PF-exponents (Definition[B7)) and filling exponents
(Definition BI0), and Lemma BI7 @) which gives a positive lower bound for 74 expressed as a
function of a PF-exponent s and a filling exponent w of an EG-aperiodic train track axis for ¢,
the form of that function depending only on corank(T’; A) and |A|. This reduces the problem
to finding uniform values of k£ and w, depending only on corank(T’; A) and |A|. We describe
such values for the special class of EG-aperiodic train track axes obtained by suspending a train
track representative defined on a natural free splitting. For such axes, a uniform PF-exponent is
described in Proposition 3] proved in Section [£.3] and a uniform filling exponent is described in
Proposition 4] proved in Section [£4l Proposition 1] produces the axes that we need for these
applications.

4.1 Finding the lower bound.

Here is the description of the strong class of EG-aperiodic fold axes that will be used in the proof:

Proposition 4.1. For any ¢ € Out(T'; A) acting loxodromically on FS(T'; A), and for any mazi-
mal, proper, ¢-invariant free factor system F, in the relative free splitting complex FS(I'; A) there
exists an EG-aperiodic fold azis for ¢ such that Ty is a natural, Grushko free splitting with respect
to F.

Proof. First we apply the following:

Theorem 4.2 ([FMI5, Theorem 8.24]). There exists an irreducible train track representative
f:T — T with respect to F where T is a natural Grushko free splitting relative to F.

See Section 4] for a further discussion of this theorem, including: some details of translation
between the language of [FM15] and our language here, in order to aid the citation; and a different
proof of the theorem, adapting the original construction for Out(F},) found in [BH92).
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To finish the proof, by applying Conclusion (2¢) of Section B:5.2lit follows that A — the unique
filling lamination for ¢ rel A — is identified with the unique filling lamination for ¢ rel &, under
any collapse map to T defined on a Grushko free splitting rel A. Applying relative train track
methods as summarized in [HM22, Theorem 4.17], it follows that the train track representative
f:T — T given in Theorem is EG-aperiodic. Applying [HM22] Proposition 4.22] we obtain
an EG-aperiodic fold axis for ¢ with respect to & such that T' = T and such that its first return
mapis f: T — T. &

We next state propositions regarding a uniform PF-exponent (Definition B7)) and a uniform
filling exponent (Definition BI0)):

Proposition 4.3 (Uniform PF exponents for natural iteration tiles). There exist an integer
ko = ko(T';A) > 1 such that for any ¢ € Out(T;A) that acts lozodromically on FS(T;A), for
any maximal, proper, ¢-invariant free factor system F, and for any EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢
relative to F such that Ty is a natural free splitting, ko is a PF exponent.

Proposition 4.4 (Uniform filling exponents for natural iteration tiles). There exist an integer
wo = wo(T;A) > 1 such that for any ¢ € Out(I'; A) that acts lozodromically on FS(T';A), for
any maximal, proper, ¢-invariant free factor system F, and for any EG-aperiodic fold axis of ¢
relative to I such that Ty is a natural free splitting, wo is a filling exponent.

The proofs of these two propositions are found in Sections and respectively. Here we
quickly apply them:

Proof of the lower bound for Theorem A. Using the constants ko(I'; A) > 1 and wo(T5A) > 1
from Propositions and [£4] and the constant v = v(T'; A) > 1 from Proposition BIT (which
ultimately derives from [HMI4, Corollary 5.5]), by applying that proposition we obtain the in-

%

equality T Z m

4.2 Finding a uniform PF exponent: Proof of Proposition

First we show that if x is a PF exponent for for Fjy: Ty — Ty then k+1 is a PF exponent for each
F;: T; — T;. By periodicity, « is also a PF-exponent for every Fj,: T;, — T;, (i € Z). Using

the notation of Section [3.5.2] we have a factorization I, = fi(ifﬁ)p o hz('f_ﬁ)p. Recalling that the

h-maps are all simplicial isomorphisms, the transition matrix of the map fi(;fﬁ)p has all entries
> 4. Next we show that x + 1 is a PF exponent for every F; (j € Z). By periodicity it suffices
to show this for 0 < j < p. Noting that j — (k + 1)p < —kp, consider the map Ff“: T, = T
which factors as

j - (et D)p _— 0
it Dp, fop fo " by

h
Kk+1 J
F! Ty = (4 1)p T wp To — T}

Since the transition matrix for the map f, ¥ has all entries > 4, it follows that the transition
matrix for Ff“ has all entries > 4.

Using that Ty is a natural free splitting, what remains is to prove that there is a uniform
PF-exponent 1 = k1([; A) for all EG-aperiodic train track maps F': T'— T defined on natural
free splittings T" of I rel A, for then we can take ko = k1 + 1. The number of natural edge orbits
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of T is bounded above by m; = 3 corank(A) 4+ 2|A| — 3, and so transition matrix M for F is an
m X m matrix of non-negative integers with m < m;j. Consider the m x m Boolean matrix M
that is obtained from M by replacing every positive entry with a 1. For each i > 1, note that
the Boolean power M’ is obtained from the ordinary power M? in a similar fashion, by replacing
every positive entry with a 1. There are only finitely many m x m Boolean matrices such that
m < mq, and so amongst those that have a Boolean power with all positive entries, there is a
uniform exponent ko = k2(I'; A) achieving that power. The matrix M2 therefore has all positive
entries. It follows that every entry of M3%2 is > 4, hence k1 = 3k is a PF-exponent for F.

4.3 Finding a uniform filling exponent: Proof of Proposition 4.4l

As in the proof of Proposition 3], first we show that if w is a filling exponent for Fy then
w + 1 is a filling exponent for each Fj: T; — T;. And again, we may assume 0 < j < p, hence
j—(w+1)p < —wp, and we consider the factorization of E;"H : T; — T} depicted in the top line
of the following diagram:

% i=(@+Dp . 70

w+1 | j—(w+1)p J—wp fo J
Fotl Ty s T gy ——— Ty Ty T
S w+p , fo? L, fiS,

E=n n n n

In this diagram we choose an arbitrary edge of T, whose image under the simplicial isomoprhism
h;;(wﬂ)p is an edge of T)j_(,41), denoted E = n, with images 7,7, 1"’ (along the foldable path
from Tj_(,41)p to Tj) as depicted in the bottom line of the diagram. What we have to prove
is that n’” fills T;. Each map takes vertices to vertices, and so 7’ is a nontrivial path in 7_,,
which crosses at least one whole edge E’ of T_,,,. Since w is a filling exponent for F, in T it
follows that the path f,“”(E’) fills Ty, but that is a subpath of 7" and so 7 itself fills Ty. Then,

applying Lemma 2LT8] it follows that the path o = f?(n") fills Tj.

What remains is to find a uniform constant w = w(T'; A) which is a filling exponent for the
first return map Fy: To — Tp of the axis. Henceforth we drop the subscript 0 and write this
map as F: T — T. Since T is a natural free splitting, applying Proposition we obtain
a uniform PF exponent x = k([';A) for F. The map G = F*: T — T is an EG-aperiodic
train track representative of ¢, it has filling exponent 1, and the outer automorphisms ¢ and
¢" € Out(T'; A) share the same filling lamination A. It suffices to show that the uniform constant
KR(T; A) = |A| + corank(A) is a filling exponent for G, because then the uniform constant
w =k KR(T;A) is a filling exponent for F.

Fix an arbitrary edge E C T'. Since G has filling exponent 1, the tile G(E) has four crossings of
translates of F, and hence G(F) has an interior crossing of some translate of E. After replacing G
with 7 - G for an appropriately chosen v € T, we may assume that G(E) has an interior crossing
of FE itself. Iterating GG, we obtain the following monotonically nested sequence of iteration tiles

E CGIE)CG*E)CG*E)Cc---CcG™(E)C---
~— N e N—— ——
70 71 72 73 m

such that each tile in this sequence has an interior crossing of every previous tile. For later use
we choose U € Aut(T; A) representing ¢ so that G = F* is U-twisted equivariant.

66



N

ﬁfd(no) = ﬁlfd(nl) < B{d(nQ) = ﬁlfd(nm) c -

Bimo) = Bm) = B = o 2 BOm) =

N
N

Enin(no) C Enin(nl) C Fmin(n2) L C Enin(nm) C ---
0 < KR(no) < KR(m) < KR(p) < -+ < KR(mm) < - <|A[+ corank(A)
~—_——
KR(T;A)
Figure 3: Associated to the monotonically nested tile sequence 1y C ... C 7, C ... is this

matrix of monotonic relation sequences, such that in each column of relations one equation
holds if and only if all equations hold (see Lemma ZT9). In the final row, the upper bound
KR(T; A) = |A| + corank(A) on relative Kurosh ranks KR(7;) = KR(E,.,(7:)) is found in [HM22]
Lemma 2.9].

For the remainder of the proof we shall show, using yu = KR(I'; A), that the tile n, fills T
Since 7, = G*(E) = F**(E), this shows that that the uniform constant w = ku = k- KR(I'; A)
is a filling exponent for F'.

Since each tile 7, has an interior crossing of a translate of every edge of T', the covering
forest of 1y, is the full tree B3(n,,) = T ([HM22, Definition 5.6]). Recall from Definition 2.8 from
Lemma 21Tl and from Definition 212 the following objects associated to n,,: its filling protoforest
Bt (1m); the unique protocomponent B (n,,) of B'(n,,) that contains 7,,; the associated filling
support Fo.(nm) = Stab(ﬁfd(nm)) which is a free factor of I' rel A, and which has Kurosh
rank rel A denoted KR(7,) = KR(F.i(7m)); and the associated free factor system denoted
Fnm] = Fnm; T). By applying Lemma to the monotonic sequence of paths above, these
objects may all be arranged in the matrix with monotonic rows depicted in Figure Bl

For each column of relations in Figure 3 (i.e. for each m > 0), since B(nm) = L(Nm41) =T
we may apply Lemma to conclude that the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) One of these four equations holds:
Bia(m) = Bialtmr1); B (m) = B'(hnr1); Frin(im) = Frin(imy1),  KR(0m) = KR(1hm 1)
(ii) All four of those equations hold.

Applying monotonicity and boundedness of the Kurosh ranks in the fourth row of matrix in
Figure 3] it follows that there exists an integer M with 1 < M < KR(T'; A) such that KR(nar) =
KR(nar+1). Applying equivalence of (7) and (i%) in the case m = M we get the following statement:

(iii) All relations in the matrix between columns M and M + 1 are equations:

Blatn) = Blatsr), B ar) = B 1), Fan(ir) = Fuw(narg1),  KR(ar) = KR(ar41)

Using this statement we now prove:

(iv) G(de(w)) = ﬁlfd(ﬁM)
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To start the proof choose ¥ € Aut(T'; A) representing ¢" so that G = F* is U-twisted equivariant:
G(y-z)=9(y) G(x)for allx € S

Knowing that G restricts to a homeomorphism 7np; — npr41, it follows for each v € T' that G
restricts to a homeomorphism v - nar — W(7y) - nas41. And from this it follows that G maps each
na-connection of the form

(*) M, 91 NM, .oy G NM

to an 7741 connection of the form

(%) st Y(g1) e, oo Y(gr) - nm
—_— —.— —————
G(nm) G(g1-mn) G(gr-na)

We use this to prove that for any edge e C G(8%y(na)) we have e C 82(nar+1). Choosing any
e Cnym C a1 = G(nar), it suffices to construct an 7,41 connection from €’ to e. Since e C
G(Bpy(nar)), we may choose an edge e’ C B9(nar) such that e C G(e”). By definition of 87, (nar),
there is an 77)/-connection from e’ to e” as shown in (x) above; in particular ¢’ C gr - nas. Its G
image, shown in (xx), is the desired 7/41-connection from e’ C a1 to e C G(e”) C G(gr - ).
We have proved that
G(Bra(mar)) € Bra(narsa)

We now consider the stabilizer subgroup Stab(8¢;(nar)) and its ¥ image U(Stab(82;(na)))-

For all g € Stab(87;(nar)) we have

V(g) - G(Braln)) = G(g - Bra(nar)) = G(Bra(nar))

The subgroup W (Stab(8g,(nar))) therefore stabilizes the tree G(8%;(nar)). Since G(8%;(na)) is a
subtree of 7, (nar+1), and since 52 (nar+1) is a protocomponent of the protoforest 5°(nar41), it
follows that the subgroup ¥(Stab(80;(nar))) stabilizes 80 (nar41):

W (Stab(Bry(nar))) < Stab(Bry(ar+1)) < Fuw (1) = Fuin (11)

where the last equation F,;,(nar+1) = Fuin(nar) comes from item (iii) above.

By definition E,.,(nar) is the minimal free factor of T' rel A containing Stab(85,(nar)). Since
U € Aut(T'; A), it follows that the minimum free factor of I' rel A containing ¥ (Stab(8y;(nar)))
is U(F,.(nar)). So we have two free factors of T rel A of equal Kurosh ranks, namely F,;,(nas)
and ¥ (F,.(na)), each containing the subgroup ¥(Stab(8%(nar))); and it is known that one of
these two, namely W (F.i.(nar)), is the unique minimal such free factor of T rel A. These two free
factors are therefore equal:

(Fyyo(31)) = B 1)

It follows that
G(Bla(nar)) = G(Fun(nar) - nar) = ¥ (Fua(nar)) - G(nar)
= Fow(nar) - nars1 = B (Mars1) - a1 = Bra(ars1)
= 51fd (77M)

where, again, the last equation Bi(nar41) = BLy(nar) comes from item (iii). This completes the
proof of (iv).
Next we prove:
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(v) E..(nar) =T, hence the tile n,/ fills S.

Since G(BLy(nar)) = BEy(nar), starting from nyy C BL(nar) and using that G (1) = Ny for all
m it follows by induction that 1,, C 8i;(na) for all m > M. The generic leaf ¢ = Usso m 18
therefore contained in 8L, (nar). Since F,..(nar) = Stab(BL,(nar)), and since F[na] is the smallest
free factor system having [F.:.(nar)] as a component, it follows that ¢ is supported by F[nys]. But
¢ is a generic leaf of the attracting lamination A, and hence A is supported by F[nas]. Since A
fills T rel A, it follows that F[nas] = {[']}, equivalently F,..(na) =T, equivalently ny, fills S.
Since nar C 1, and since ny fills T', it follows from Proposition 2.19] that 7,, also fills T'.

4.4 Finding a natural train track representative

In this section we discuss the following result:

Theorem. [FM15, Theorem 8.24] For any ¢ € Out(T; A) and a mazimal, ¢-invariant, proper
free factor system F of ¢ rel A, there exists an irreducible train track representative f: T — T of
¢ with respect to F defined on a natural free splitting T .

Translating the theorem. The statement above is not an exact statement of [FM15, Theorem
8.24]; it is instead a significant translation of that theorem into our language. Some remarks are
therefore in order to aid the translation. In the notation of [FM15], consider a group equipped
with a free factorization G = Gy # - - - * G, x Fj;; we use the notations I' = G and F = {[G,]|}}_,.
Our group Aut(T';F) is identified with the group denoted Aut(G, Q) in [EMI5, Definition 3.2]
(the “Out” notation is rarely used in [FMT5]). Note that O represents the unprojectivized outer
space of I' rel &F; projectivized outer space PO may be identified with the open subset of the
relative free splitting complex FS(T'; F) represented by Grushko free splittings of ' rel F. Every
free splitting in [FMI5] is a natural free splitting in our language: see properties (C0)—(C3) in
[EMT5] Section 3], particularly (C0) which is equivalent to naturality. Our concept of a “®@-twisted
equivariant” map f: T — T is generally referred to in [FMI5] as a map “representing ®” (see
[EMT5] Definition 8.1] and the preceding paragraph). Given ¢ € Out(T'; F), for any representative
O € Aut(T; F) of ¢, the statement that F is a maximal ¢-invariant free factor system is equivalent
to the the statement in [FMI5] that ® is irreducible. The exact statement of Theorem 8.24 is
this (using our notation for Aut(I'; F) = Aut(G, O)):

Theorem. [FM15, Theorem 8.24] Let ® be an irreducible element of Aut(I';F). Then there
exists a simplicial optimal train track map representing ®.

Here are a few more remarks on translation. Regarding equivalence of two definitions of train
track maps, see the discussion in [HM22] Section 4.3.3]. Let f: T'— T be the “simplicial, optimal
train track map” of the conclusion. The meaning of “simplicial” in this statement is not the one we
use — a map in the category of simplicial complexes — but instead is simply the statement that
vertices go to vertices (see the paragraph preceding Theorem 8.24). “Optimality” is a property
that we do not need. But we do need for f: T — T to be irreducible. If not then there is a

proper subforest 7 C T invariant under I' and f, with a corresponding collapse map T’ —<1>—> T’

by maximality of F, each component of 7 has trivial stabilizer, and so T" is still a Grushko free
splitting of I rel F. Under the collapse map T' — T”, the map f on T induces a map on 7", and
by tightening we obtain a train track representative f': T" — T of ¢. Proceeding by induction
on the number of edge orbits, we obtain an irreducible train track representative of ¢.
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Another proof. Consider any ¢ € Out(T';A) and any maximal, ¢-invariant, non-filling free
factor system F of ¢ rel A. We may think of ¢ as an irreducible element of the relative outer
automorphism group Out(I"; F). For the foundational special case of Out(F,,) — where I' = F,,
and F = () — an algorithmic construction of an irreducible natural train track representative can
be found in [BHI2, Section 1]. We give a straightforward adaptation of that construction to our
present circumstances, aided by applying tools of [Lym22b].

We review concepts of topological representatives needed for this proof (see [HM22 Section
4.3.1]). Consider the class C(i;r of irreducible topological representatives F': T' — T of ¢ defined on
a Grushko free splitting 7" of I" rel F. To see that this class is nonempty, start from an arbitrary
topological representative G: U — U defined on a Grushko free splitting rel F. From irreducibility
of ¢ it follows that for every I'-invariant subforest of U that is either G-pretrivial or G-invariant,
each component of that subforest has trivial stabilizer. So by repeatedly collapsing such forests one
eventually arrives at a Grushko free splitting rel F on which G induces a topological representative
having no pretrivial or F-invariant subforests, and any such representative is irreducible.

Each F € C;‘;r is ®-twisted equivariant with respect to some ® € Aut(I; A) representing ¢.
Also, F takes each vertex to a vertex and each edge to a nontrivial edge path without backtracking.
There is an n X n transition matrix M for F', meaning that for some enumerated set of edgelet
orbit representatives eq,...,e, C S, each matrix entry M;; counts the number of times that
F(e;) crosses translates of e; (for 1 <4, j < n). Irreducibility of F' means that for each 4, j there
exists k > 1 such that Ml-lz- # 0. We let A > 1 denote the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue, and we let
w denote a Perron-Frobenius column eigenvector of M, and so ) y Mijw; = dw;.

If there exists F' € C(i;r which is NEG — meaning that A = 1 — then F' is automatically a
train track representative of ¢. In this case F' is also a PL homeomorphism, and so we can replace
the given simplicial structure on S by a natural simplicial structure, completing the proof.

We may therefore assume that A > 1 for every F — that is, every F' € C'" is EG. Amongst
all members of C(i;r there exists one for which A is minimal, and furthermore any member with
minimal A is a train track representative: for Out(F,) see [BH92, Theorem 1.7] and its proof;
and for Out(T'; A) see Theorem 3.2] and its proof.

Consider the subclass C;“i“ C C(i;r of representatives F': S — S for which A is minimal, so
every member of C;“i“ is a train track representative of ¢. Let |S| denote the number of orbits
of valence 2 vertices of S with trivial stabilizer, and note that if |S| = 0 then S is a natural
free splitting. It therefore suffices to choose any F': S — S in the class Cg’in and to prove, using
concepts of “valence 2 homotopy”, that if |S| > 0 then there is another member F’: S — S’ of
Cy*™ such that [S'] < |S].

Using the assumption |S| > 0, choose v € S to be a vertex of valence 2 with trivial stabilizer.
The two edgelets of S incident to v lie in the same natural edge of S and they lie in different
edgelet orbits. We may assume those two edgelets are the chosen representatives of their orbits,
denoted e; and e;. By permutating the notation we may assume w; > w;. Let u be the vertex
of e; opposite v. Since edge stabilizers of S are trivial, the vertex v is “nonproblematic” in the
sense of Remark 3.6] (strictly speaking, the projection of v to the quotient graph of
groups S/T" is nonproblematic). We may therefore apply Lemma 3.5] to obtain a new
irreducible topological representative F;: S; — S7 by the operation of “valence-two homotopy of
v across e;”; this is a multistep operation, described as follows. Let 7: S — S be the equivariant
map that collapses e; to w, stretches e; over e; U e;, and is the identity outside of the orbits of
e; and e;. Let F': S — S be obtained by equivariantly tightening 7 o F. Let S’ be obtained
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from S by equivariantly removing v from the set of vertices and joining e; U e; into a single
edgelet e/; no vertex of S is mapped to v by F’, and so F’ takes each vertex to a vertex. Let
F": 8" — S’ be obtained from F’ by equivariantly tightening, so F"’ takes each edge to an edge
path, possibly trivial. Finally, let Fy: S; — S; be obtained from F” by collapsing a maximal
pretrivial forest and equivariantly tightening, so Fj: S7 — 57 is a topological representative.
From the assumption that u; > uj, the conclusion of Lemma 3.5] tells us that the
Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of F} satisfies Ay < \; by minimality of A it follows that A\; = A.
But the number |S1| of vertex orbits of Sy is strictly fewer vertex than the number |S| of vertex

orbits of S.
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