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DISTORTION IN TRANSFORMATION GROUPS

DANNY CALEGARI AND MICHAEL H. FREEDMAN

ABSTRACT. We exhibit rigid rotations of spheres as distortion elements in groups
of diffeomorphisms, thereby answering a question of Handel. We also show that
every homeomorphism of a sphere is, in a suitable sense, as distorted as possible
in the group Homeo(S").

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of abstract groups as geometric objects has a long history, but has
been pursued especially vigorously since the work of Gromov (see [4],[5]). Typ-
ically the focus is on finitely presented groups; however, interesting results have
also been obtained from this perspective in the theory of transformation groups —
i.e. groups of homeomorphisms of manifolds ([9],[2]).

The topic of this paper is distortion in transformation groups, especially groups
of homeomorphisms of spheres. Informally, an element g in a finitely generated
group G is distorted if the word length of ¢g" grows sublinearly in n. One also some-
times says that the translation length of g vanishes. Geometrically, this corresponds
to the condition that the homomorphism from Z to G sending n to g" is not a
quasi-isometric embedding.

One can also make sense of the concept of distortion in infinitely generated
groups. An element g in a (not necessarily finitely presented) group G is distorted
if there is a finitely generated subgroup H of G containing g such that g is dis-
torted in H as above. To show that an element is undistorted, one typically tries
to define an appropriate real-valued function on G which is (almost) subadditive,
and which grows linearly on g". For example, quasi-morphisms are useful in this
respect, and highlight one point of contact between distortion and the theory of
bounded cohomology. On the other hand, exhibiting distortion is typically done
ad hoc, and there do not seem to be many very general or flexible constructions
known.

In this paper, we study distortion in groups of homeomorphisms of spheres,
especially groups consisting of transformations with a definite amount of analytic
regularity (i.e. C! or C®). By contrast with [9] and [2], we do not insist that our
groups preserve a probability measure; the considerable additional flexibility this
affords has the consequence that our results have more of an existential character
than those of the papers cited above, exhibiting distortion rather than ruling it out.

1.1. Statement of results.

Notation 1.1. If G is a group, and H is a subgroup, we write H < G.

Date: 9/29/2005, Version 0.10.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0509701v1

2 DANNY CALEGARI AND MICHAEL H. FREEDMAN

In §2 and §3 we summarize some basic definitions and analytic lemmas, and fix
notation for what follows.

In §4 we exhibit rigid rotations of 52 as distortion elements in the group Diffeo(S?)
of C* diffeomorphisms of the sphere.

Our main result in this section is:

Theorem A. For any angle 6 € [0,277) the rigid rotation ry of S? is a distortion element
in a finitely generated subgroup of Diffeo(S?). Moreover, the distortion function of rg can
be chosen to grow faster than any given function.

Here ry is a clockwise rotation about a fixed axis through angle 6. To say that
the distortion function grows faster than any given function means that for any
¢ : IN — N we can find a finite group G < Diffeo(S?) for which there are words
of length ~ n; in the generating set which express powers r{; (1) of rg for some
sequence 1; — oo, where f(n) > g(n) for all sufficiently large n € IN.

This answers a question of Handel, motivated by results of Franks and Handel
in [2].

In §5 we go down a dimension, and study rigid rotations of S'. Our main result
here is:

Theorem B. For any angle 0 € [0,271) the rigid rotation rg of St is a distortion element
in a finitely generated subgroup of C' homeomorphisms of S'. Moreover, the distortion
function of rg can be chosen to grow faster than any given function.

The proof of Theorem B makes use of Pixton’s results from [Z], and the argu-
ments should be familiar to people working in the theory of foliations.

Remark 1.2. The possibility of proving Theorem B was pointed out to the first au-
thor by Franks and Handel, after reading an early version of this paper.

The main difference between rotations of S* and S' for our purposes is the ex-
istence of a fixed point for a rotation of S2.

Finally, in §6 we relax our analytic conditions completely, and study distortion
in Homeo(S"). Here our main result is quite general:

Theorem C. Let Iy, hy, ... be any countable collection of homeomorphisms of S". Then
there is a finitely generated subgroup H of Homeo(S™) (depending on {h;}) such that
every h; is simultaneously distorted in H. Moreover, the distortion function of all the h;
can be chosen to grow simultaneously faster than any given function.

The proof of Theorem C uses the full power of the Kirby-Siebenmann theory
of homeomorphisms of manifolds for a key factorization step. It is an interesting
question whether one can exhibit distortion in an arbitrary homeomorphism of
the sphere without recourse to such sophisticated technology.

1.2. Acknowledgements. The first author would like to thank Michael Handel for
suggesting the problem which motivated Theorem A, and to thank him and John
Franks for reading preliminary versions of this paper, and for making clarifications
and corrections.

2. DISTORTION ELEMENTS

2.1. Basic definitions.
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Definition 2.1. Let G be a finitely generated group, and let S be a finite generating
set. By convention, we assume S = S~!. Given g € G, the length of g with respect to
S is the minimum integer #n such that g can be expressed as a product
8 = 5152+ 5n
where each s; € S. We write
ls(g) =n
By convention, we take ¢5(Id) = 0.

The function ¢s depends on the choice of generating set S, but only up to a
multiplicative constant:

Lemma 2.2. If 51, Sy are two finite generating sets for G, then there is a constant C > 1
such that .
6652 (g) S 651 (g) S CéSQ (g)

forall g € G.

Proof. Each's € S1 can be expressed as a word of length n(s) in the elements of Sy,
and vice versa. Then take C to be the maximum of the n(s) overalls € Sy US;. O

Definition 2.3. Let G be a finitely generated group, and let S be a symmetric finite
generating set as above. An element g € G is a distortion element if

n
lim 58 _
n—o0 n
Remark 2.4. By lemma the property of being a distortion element is indepen-
dent of the choice of generating set S.

Remark 2.5. With this definition, torsion elements are distortion elements. Some
authors (including [2]]) explicitly require distortion elements to be nontorsion.

Remark 2.6. Note that /g is subadditive, in the sense that
(5(8182) < £s(81) +£5(82)

This implies the existence of a limit in definition 23 above.
Sometimes, we shall pay attention to the growth rate of ¢5(g") as a function of

n to make qualitative distinctions between different kinds of distortion elements.
We define the distortion function to be the function

Dsg:IN— N

defined by the property
Ds,g(n) = max{i | £s(g") < n}
We can remove the dependence of this function on S as follows. For two func-

tions

f,g:N—-N
we write f < g if there is a constant k > 1 such that

f(n) <kg(kn+k)+k forallm € N

and then write f ~ ¢if f < gand g 3 f. It is straightforward to see that < is
transitive, and that ~ is an equivalence relation. In case f ~ g, we say that f, g are
quasi-equivalent.
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With this definition, the quasi-equivalence class of Dg , is independent of S, and
may be denoted Dy.
Finally, we may define a distortion element in an arbitrary group:

Definition 2.7. Let G be a group. An element g € G is a distortion element if there
is a finitely generated subgroup H < G with ¢ € H such that g is a distortion
element in H.

Note that for such an element g, the distortion function, up to quasi-equivalence,
may certainly depend on the choice of subgroup H.

3. DISCRETE GROUPS AND WREATH PRODUCTS
3.1. Transformation groups.

Notation 3.1. For n € IN we denote the group of homeomorphisms of 5" by
Homeo(S"), and the group of (C*®) diffeomorphisms by Diffeo(S"). We denote
the group of C" homeomorphisms by C" Homeo(S"). Similarly, for any compact
manifold M we have Homeo (M), Diffeo(M) and C" Homeo(M). If we wish to re-
strict to orientation-preserving subgroups, we denote this by a + superscript. We
denote the relation of (C*) diffeomorphism by ~.

3.2. Conjugation notation.

Notation 3.2. For a group I' and elements «, 8 € I', we abbreviate the conjugate
p~lapby
wf =B 1ap

Notice with this convention that
(aP)Y = a7

3.3. The group G. We describe a particular explicit group G < Diffeo(S?) which
will be important in the sequel. By stereographic projection, we may identify S
conformally with C U co.
Let d be the similarity
d:z—2z

and let r be the rotation
riz— —z

Then (d, r) is abstractly isomorphic to Z @ Z /27, and acts discretely and prop-
erly discontinuously on C* with quotient a (topological) torus. A fundamental
domain for the action of the cyclic subgroup (d) is the annulus A defined by

A={zeC|1<|z| L2}
We let 0A™ and 0A~ denote the components |z| = 2 and |z| = 1 of dA respectively.
We define a disk D by
D={zeC||z—-3/2| <1/4}

Notice that D is disjoint from its translates by nontrivial elements of G, and projects
homeomorphically to the quotient torus T.
We let t be a C* transformation with the following properties:
e t1is the identity outside the annulus 0.99 < |z| < 2.01
e trestricted to the annulus 1.01 < |z| < 1.99 agrees with r
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Notice that we may choose t with these properties such that
=t
We define G = (d,r,t), and think of it as a subgroup of Diffeo(S?) fixing 0 and
0o. We also think of A, D as subsurfaces of S2. We let H denote the subgroup
H={d,r).

3.4. Wreath products. Let H,G < Diffeo(S?) and D C S? be as in 83 Let {, t €
R be a 1-parameter subgroup of diffeomorphisms of the unit disk with support
contained in the interior. After conjugating by a diffeomorphism, we think of ; as
a 1-parameter subgroup of Diffeo(S?) with support contained in the interior of D.

Definition 3.3. Let R denote the set of functions from H to R, which can be
thought of as an abelian group with respect to addition. The wreath product H IR
is the semi-direct product

0—+R"T - HIR—H—0
where H acts on R by

1 (r2) = f(m72)
for y1,72 € H.

The choice of 1-parameter group (; determines a faithful homomorphism
p: HIR — Homeo(S?)

as follows. For f € RH, define

P(f ) = H 5}(7)
yeH
Together with the action of H on S? (in its capacity as a transformation group) this
defines a faithful homomorphism p. For the sake of brevity, in the sequel we will
omit p, and think of H (R itself as a subgroup of Homeo(S?).

3.5. Conjugation action of t. Notice that the element ¢ from §8.3is in the normal-
izer of the subgroup RY of Homeo(S?). The conjugation action is given by

) flry) ify=rId
fim = {f('y) otherwise

3.6. Analytic quality. Given f € RY, thought of as an element of Homeo(S?) as
in 8.4 the analytic quality of f is a priori only C°. However, if we can estimate the
norm of f(d"), f(rd") as n — oo, we can improve this a priori estimate.

Notice that any f € R is C* away from 0, co. In particular, any f with finite
support is C* on all of S2. Furthermore, conjugation by d preserves the C! norm,
and blows up the C" norm by 2"~ 1. It follows that if we have an estimate

F@h, 1 frd")] = o270
as n — oo, then f is C" at 0 (here our notation | f (/)| just means the absolute value
of f(h) for h € H, where we think of f as a function from H to R). By the change
of co-ordinates z — 1/z one sees that f is also C" at co under the same hypothesis,
and is therefore C” on all of S2.
We summarize this as a lemma:
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Lemma 3.4. Let f € R be thought of as an element of Homeo(S?) as in 8.4 Then we
have the following estimates:

o If |f(v)| is bounded independently of v € H then f is Lipschitz

o Iflim, o |f(7)| = O then f is C

o If|f(d™)|, |f(rd™)| — O faster than any exponential (as a function of n), then f
is C*

4. ROTATIONS OF §2

4.1. Distortion in C! groups. Suppose M is a smooth compact manifold, and h €
Diffeo(M). For any n € IN, the derivative dh" acts on the space 2 (M) of smooth
vector fields on M. For any norm || - | on the dual space Z*(M) we can consider
the growth rate of ||dh"||. Suppose || - || is chosen to have the property that

d(fIl < llafll 1]

for any f, g € Diffeo(M). Then it is immediate that the distortion function of / in
any finitely generated subgroup of Diffeo(M) cannot grow faster that the quasi-
equivalence class of the growth rate of the function

N(h) := min{i | log ||dh'|| > n}

For example, if we fix a Riemannian metric on M, for any f € Diffeo(M) we
can define

|df|| = maxlength(df (2))

where the maximum is taken over all vectors v on M of length 1. (Of course this
is just the usual L® C! norm.) If 1 has a fixed point p at which dh(p) has a real
eigenvalue A with |A| > 1, then N(h) grows linearly with n, and therefore h is
undistorted in Diffeo(M).

Notice that whenever the norm || - || is chosen to have the property that every
element of C"Homeo(M) has finite norm, then the growth rate of N(h) for h €
C'Homeo(M) puts a priori bounds on the distortion function of & with respect to
subgroups of C"Homeo(M). The norm defined above is an example for r = 1.

Example 4.1. Oseledec’s theorem (see [8], Chapter 2) says that forh : M — M a
C! diffeomorphism of a compact manifold of dimension 7, and for u an ergodic
h-invariant probability measure, there are real numbers A; > - - > A called Lya-
punov exponents, and a y-measurable dh-invariant splitting TM = ©F_, E? such that

1 n B
Jlim — log |dh"(v)| = Ay

for almost every v € 69;‘: lEi but not in @i.‘: ! HEi . In particular, if Ay > 0, then k is
undistorted in C'Homeo(M).

Example 4.2. Let M be a compact manifold, and suppose & € C'Homeo(S) has
positive topological entropy. Then there is an ergodic h-invariant probability mea-
sure u for which h has positive y-entropy. The Pesin-Ruelle inequality (see [8],
Chapter 3) says

2 A; > u-entropy of h

Ai>0
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where the A; are the Lyapunov exponents for & with respect to the measure p. It
follows that some Lyapunov exponent A; for u is positive, and therefore, as in
Example ] & is undistorted in C'Homeo(M).

By contrast, if the C! norm of h" is bounded independently of 7, then the group
(h) is equicontinuous, and is precompact in the group of Lipschitz homeomor-
phisms of M, by the Arzela—Ascoli theorem. By [[10] (i.e. the Hilbert-Smith con-
jecture for Lipschitz actions), a compact group of Lipschitz homeomorphisms of
a smooth manifold M is a Lie group. In our case, this group is abelian, since it
contains a dense abelian subgroup (h), and is therefore (up to finite index) a fi-
nite dimensional torus. Thus the uniformly equicontinuous case reduces to that of
torus actions.

A key case to understand in this context is when the torus in question is S'.
Maybe the simplest case is that of a rigid rotation of a sphere, and it is this case
which we take up in the next few sections.

4.2. Rotations of S%. For each 0 € [0,27r) we let g denote the rigid rotation of S
with fixed points equal to 0 and co. In stereographic co-ordinates,
rg:z — ez
where z € C U co =~ S2. Notice that . is just r € G from {53
For 0 € mQ the element rg is torsion in Diffeo(S?). We will show in this section
that rg is a distortion element in Diffeo(S?) for arbitrary 6. Moreover, the distortion
function can be taken to grow faster than any given function.

4.3. Factorizing rotations. We can factorize rg in a natural way as a product of
two diffeomorphisms whose support is contained in closed subdisks of S?. This
will be important for some later applications.

Let h be a smooth function /1 : R™ — [0, 1] which satisfies the following proper-
ties:
h(t) =0fort <1/2and h(t) =1fort > 2
h(t) +h(1/t) =1
h is monotone decreasing and strictly positive on (1/2,2)
h is infinitely tangent to the constant function 1 at 2 and to the constant
functionQat1/2

For 6 € R, define rj by

rg 1z — eth(121)0;
and define r, by the identity
rgty =Tt

Notice that as ¢ varies over R, the set of transformations r, and r; form a
smooth subgroup of Diffeo(5?). Moreover, the support of the group {r, |6 € R}
is equal to the disk

E”-={z]|z|] <2}
Similarly, the support of r is the disk (in 52)
Bt ={z ]z 2 1/2}

Notice the important fact that z — 1/z conjugates r* to ry for any 6. The
reason for the sign change is that a 1-parameter family of rotations which has a
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clockwise sense at one fixed point has an anticlockwise sense at the other fixed
point.

4.4. Construction of the group. Throughout the remainder of this section we as-
sume that 6 has been fixed.
Let j € Diffeo(S?) satisfy the following properties:

e jtakes D to E™ and conjugates 7, to a 1-parameter subgroup (;:

G =(r)
e jtakes rD to d°E™ (i.e. the image of the disk E* under the similarity z —
8z) and conjugates (r; )4 to ¢ ,:

=)

The existence of such a diffeomorphism j follows from the disjointness of the
disks E~,d°E™ and the fact that the subgroups r,” and r, are abstractly conjugate,
by z — 1/z, as pointed out in &3

Now form the group R as in §84by means of the subgroup {; = (r; )/.

Let t; € R be chosen for all non-negative integers i subject to the following
constraints:

e t; = n;6 mod 27 where n; — oo grow as fast as desired (i.e. faster than
some function we are given in advance)
o t; — O faster than any exponential function

Define the element f € R by
F(d') = t;ifi >0, f(rd)) = Oforall i

By Lemma B4 the function f is in Diffeo(S?) with respect to the identification
of RH with a subgroup of Homeo(5?).
Now, for any i, the element

fi= £
is contained in R, and satisfies
ti lf Y = Id
fily) = -t ifry=r
0 otherwise
Define
]'71
gii=f i

Then g; agrees with , on E~ and agrees with (rtt)"r3 on d3E*.

Notice that g; preserves the foliation of 5%\ {0, 00} by circles of equal latitude,
and acts on each of these circles by a rotation. In this way, we can abbreviate g; by
a picture, which is the graph of the function

latitude — rotation angle
Now, if m is a diffeomorphism of 52 of the form
m:z— zm'(|z|)

where m’ : Rt — R is infinitely tangent to 1 at 0,00, then m conjugates g; to
another diffeomorphism which preserves circles of equal latitude and acts on each
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of these circles by a rotation. It follows that the conjugation action of m on g; can
also be represented in our graphical notation.
We claim that there are elements 11, 1y, m3 € Diffeo(S?) of this form such that
for any g; we have an identity
gi(81)™(8i)™2((8:)™) ! = ray,
The proof is given graphically by figure[ll

| [+ |+ /]

- /-

FIGURE 1. These figures denote the conjugates of g; by the m;,
and demonstrate how an appropriate algebraic product of these
conjugates is equal to 7,

Now, rp¢, = rsn" . Since the n; have been chosen to grow faster than any function
given in advance, we have proved the following theorem:

Theorem A. For any angle 6 € [0,277) the rigid rotation rg of S? is a distortion element
in a finitely generated subgroup of Diffeo(S?). Moreover, the distortion function of rg can
be chosen to grow faster than any given function.

The finitely generated group in question is

<f/ j/ dl v, t/ mq, My, ms, 7’9>

5. ROTATIONS OF S!

In this section we show how to modify the construction of $ to exhibit a rigid
rotation as a distortion element in the group of C! homeomorphisms of S'. But
first, we exhibit a rotation as a distortion element in the group of Lipschitz homeo-
morphisms of S!.

5.1. Rotations of S'. As in the previous section, we denote by r; the rotation of S
through angle ¢ € [0, 27).

The first difference is that we cannot factorize a 1-parameter group of rotations
as the product of two 1-parameter groups with support contained in an interval.
(One way to see this is to use Poincaré’s rotation number; see e.g. []] for a defini-
tion.)

Let 6 be fixed, and we choose t; — 0,7n; — o0 as i € Z goes from 0 to oo, with

t; = niG mod 271
asin &4

Let I* be two intervals which form an open cover of S'. Then for ¢; sufficiently
close to 0, we can factorize ¢, as a product of two diffeomorphisms &, ' with
support contained in IT, I~ respectively. It is clear that we may choose &, ' so

that their support is exactly equal to an interval, and they are both conjugate to
translations on these intervals.
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Let ] be an open interval in S! which we parameterize by arclength as [—1, 1].
We let t be a diffeomorphism of S! with support equal to ], and with no fixed
points in J. Then the restriction of ¢ to | is conjugate to a translation, and we let J;
for i € Z be a tiling of ] by fundamental domains for .

Fix one such interval Jy C ] and let s be a diffeomorphism of S! with support
equal to Jy, and with no fixed points in Jo. We let Jo; for i € Z be a tiling of J; by
fundamental domains for s.

Now let k* be diffeomorphisms of S! taking I* respectively to the interval Jop.

We let f+ € Homeo(S!) have support contained in ], and define it to be the
product

P
i=0j=0

]
and similarly, define

LTy )l
r=1111e
i=0j=0
Notice by LemmaBd that f* are Lipschitz (though not C!).
Then for each i,

i -1, 1\ k"
(O™ H7) =g
and .
i ig—1, _
(O™ H7) =g
and therefore r,, 9 can be expressed as a word of length ~ 4i in the group
(f* f stk k)

5.2. A C! example. By a slight modification, using a trick of Pixton we can actu-
ally improve the Lipschitz example of §5lto a C! example.
We note that by suitable choice of factorization of r;, we can assume the follow-
ing:
e The support of &;, ; is exactly equal to I, I respectively
e On I, each ¢; is conjugate to a translation, and similarly for I~
Now, the elements ¢; for distinct i will not be contained in a fixed 1-parameter sub-
group of Diffeo(I™"), but they are all conjugate into a fixed 1-parameter subgroup.
The final condition we insist on is:
e The conjugating maps can be taken to be C! and converge in the C! topol-
ogy to the identity.
To see that this is possible, observe that for two diffeomorphisms e-close to the
identity in the C! norm, the commutator is e?-close to the identity, also in the C!
norm. So for diffeomorphisms ¢ defined by the property

$g:0—0+g(0)
for ¢ : S' — R, we have that

Pg1P3 ~ Po1+
with error which is comparable in size in the C! norm to the products of the C!
norms of g1, g2. The claim follows.
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We will exploit this topological similarity in what follows.

5.3. Pixton actions. Consider an interval I on which a diffeomorphism r : [ — I
acts in a manner smoothly conjugate to a translation, with fundamental domains
I;. Given another diffeomorphism ¢ : Iy — Iy we form the suspension ® : [ — I

by '
O = qu'

Note that (r, @) = Z ¢ Z. If ¢ restricted to Iy is smoothly conjugate to a translation,
then a priori the action of (r, ®) on I is Lipschitz. However, Pixton showed that it
is topologically conjugate (i.e. by a homeomorphism) to a C! action.

For the convenience of the reader, we give an outline of the construction of a
Pixton action. One chooses co-ordinates on I so that the ratio |I;| /|I;11| converges
to 1 as |i| — oo. For instance, near I, the endpoints of the I, could be the harmonic
series 1/2,1/3, ... so that the ratio of successive lengthsisi/(i + 1) — 1. Then we
require r : [; — I;1 to expand the linear structure near the endpoints and contract
it in the middle, so that the norm of the first derivative of P| I, is smaller than that
of @[, by a definite amount. Then both r and ® are C! tangent to the identity at
the endpoints of I, and are therefore C! on the entire interval. See [[7] for rigorous
details of this construction.

This construction has the following virtue: if ¢ is contained in a smooth 1-
parameter subgroup ¢;, and we form the associated 1-parameter subgroup ®; so
that

<I’, q)t> ~ZdPR

then we can form a Pixton action of this larger group which is C?.

5.4. t and T. Naively, one sees that by careful choice of s, one can arrange for the
action of f7j, to be C'. However, to make f* C! on all of ] requires us to modify
the definition slightly.

We will construct T, a diffeomorphism of S! with support equal to ], conjugate
to a translation on J, and with fundamental domains J;, just like ¢.

We let x; be a 1-parameter subgroup containing &y. For each i, we require that

g e ()

which is possible, by the discussion at the end of §21 By choosing co-ordinates
on ] suitably as above, we can insist that both T and t are C'.

Now we choose co-ordinates on | so that s and ); form a Pixton action of Z & R

there, as in .3
We define
Oty lpiTig—iT—i
FH=TIITE"
i=0 j=0

Note that f* is actually C.
Moreover, we have the following formula

(™™ =g

Relabelling T as T* and defining T~ similarly in terms of the {;, one can define
f~ analogously. Putting this together, we have shown
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Theorem B. For any angle 0 € [0,27) the rigid rotation g of S is a distortion element
in a finitely generated subgroup of C' homeomorphisms of S*. Moreover, the distortion
function of rg can be chosen to grow faster than any given function.

The finitely generated group in question is
<f+/f_/ S, t/ T+/ T_/k+/ k_>

One should remark that for an arbitrary rigid rotation r of S where # is arbi-
trary, either r has fixed points, in which case the construction of § shows that r
is a distortion element in Diffeo(S"), or else the construction of this section can be
generalized to show that r is a distortion element in C! Homeo(S"), in either case
with distortion growing faster than any recursive function.

By our discussion in subsection 1], we make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5.1. Let h be a C' diffeomorphism of M. Then h is a distortion element in
C!'Homeo(M) whose distortion function can be chosen to grow faster than any given func-
tion if and only if some finite power of h is contained in a C' action of a finite dimensional
torus on M.

6. DISTORTION IN HOMEO(S")

The group Homeo(M) for an arbitrary manifold M is considerably more com-
plicated than Diffeo(M) or even C'Homeo(M). In this section, we first make a
couple of comments about distortion in Homeo(M) in general, and then special-
ize to the case of Homeo(S").

6.1. Mapping class groups. For an arbitrary compact manifold M, there is a nat-
ural homomorphism

Homeo(M) — Homeo(M)/Homeog(M) =: MCG(M)

where Homeogy(M) is the normal subgroup consisting of homeomorphisms iso-
topic to the identity, and MCG(M) is the mapping class group of M. For reasonable
M, this group is finitely presented, and quite amenable to computation. Clearly
for f € Homeo(M) to be a distortion element, it is necessary for the image [f] of f
in MCG(M) to be a distortion element.

Example 6.1. A pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism of a closed surface S of genus
> 2 is not a distortion element in Homeo(S).

6.2. Distortionin Homeoy(M). For suitable manifolds M, there are certainly undis-
torted elements in Homeog(M).

Example 6.2. Let T?> denote the 2-torus. Let i : T> — T? preserve the foliation of
T2 by meridians, and act as a rigid rotation on each meridian, where the angle of
rotation is not constant. This angle of rotation defines amap 6 : S' — S!, where the
first factor labels the meridian, and the second factor is the amount of rotation. If 6
is homotopically trivial, / is in Homeog (T?). In this case, we claim  is undistorted
in Homeog(T?). To see this, suppose to the contrary that & is distorted in some
finitely generated subgroup H. Without loss of generality, we may expand H to a
larger finitely generated group, where each generator ; has support contained in
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a closed disk in T?2. If ﬁz denotes a lift of ; to the universal cover R?, then there is
a constant C such that

e (hi(p), hi(q)) — dga(p,q)| < C

for any p,q € R%. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the same con-
stant C works for all i.

Now, if I is a small transversal to the foliation of T? by meridians, intersecting
meridians where the function 0 is nonconstant, it follows that if we denote I, :=
h*(I), then a lift I, of I, has the property that the endpoints are distance ~ Kn
apart for some positive constant K. By the discussion above, this implies that any
expression of h" in the generators h; and their inverses has word length at least
~ nK/C. This shows that & is undistorted, as claimed.

Example 6.3. Let M be a closed hyperbolic 3-manifold. Let v C M be a simple
closed geodesic, and let N be an embedded tubular neighborhood. Leth : M — M
rotate y some distance, and be fixed outside N. Then the argument of Example 6.2
shows that  is undistorted in Homeog(M). Since M is hyperbolic of dimension
at least 3, Mostow rigidity [6] implies that MCG(M) is finite. It follows that £ is
undistorted in the full group Homeo(M).

Question 6.4. Is 1 as in Examplel@ undistorted in Homeo(T?)?

The method of construction in Example &2 produces an undistorted element
of Homeog(M) whenever 711(M) contains an undistorted element. Moreover, if
MCG(M) is finite, the element is undistorted in Homeo(M). This begs the follow-
ing obvious question:

Question 6.5. Is there an infinite, finitely presented group G in which every element is
distorted?

Remark 6.6. A finitely presented infinite torsion group would answer Question .3
affirmatively.

The following construction gets around Question at a mild cost.

Example 6.7. Let M be a closed manifold with 7r; (M) infinite. Then M inherits a
path metric pulled back from M with respect to which the diameter is infinite. It
follows that M contains a ray r — that is, an isometrically embedded copy of R*
which realizes the minimal distance between any two points which it contains.
The ray r projects to M where it might intersect itself. By abuse of notation, we
refer to the projection as r. If the dimension of M is at least 3, then we can perturb
r an arbitrarily small amount so that it is embedded in M (though of course not
properly embedded). In fact, we can even ensure that there is an embedded tubu-
lar neighborhood N of ¥ whose width tapers off to zero as one escapes to infinity
in r in its intrinsic path metric. Let s be a homeomorphism of M, fixed outside N,
which translates the core (i.e. r) by some function

r(t) — r(t+ f(t))
where f(t) is positive, and goes to 0 as  — co. Such a homeomorphism may be
constructed for instance by coning this translation of r out to N with respect to
some radial co-ordinates. Then i might be distorted, but the distortion function
can be taken to increase as slowly as desired, by making f go to 0 as slowly as
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desired. For example, we could ensure that the distortion function grows slower
thann” forall» > 1.

6.3. Homeomorphisms of spheres. We now specialize to S”. We make use of the
following seemingly innocuous lemma:

Lemma 6.8 (Kirby-Siebenmann, Quinn). Let h € Homeo™ (S"). Then h can be factor-
ized as a product
h = hyhy

where the support of hy avoids the south pole, and the support of hy avoids the north pole.

For h sufficiently close to the identity in the compact-open topology, this can be
proved by the geometric torus trick. For an arbitrary homeomorphism, it requires
the full power of topological surgery theory. See [3] for details in the case n # 4
and [[LT] for the case n = 4.

Using this lemma, we can produce another factorization:

Lemma 6.9. Let Eqj, Ey be two closed disks in S" whose interiors cover S"™. Then any
h € Homeo™ (S™) can be factorized as a product of at most 6 homeomorphisms, each of
which has support contained in either Eq or Ej.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that E; and E; contain collar
neighborhoods of the northern and southern hemisphere respectively.

Given h € Homeo™ (S"), we factorize h as hih, as in Lemma Let e; be a
radial expansion centered at the south pole, with support contained in E,, which
takes supp(h1) N Ep into E; N E;. Then exhqe; ! has support contained in E;. Sim-
ilarly, we can find e; with support contained in E; such that ej/ze; ! has support
contained in E,. Then

h= ez_l (ezhlez_l)ezel_l(elhzel_l)el
expresses /i as the product of 6 homeomorphisms, each with support in either E;
or Ez. O

Remark 6.10. Notice in the factorization in Lemma [p.9 that the homeomorphisms
e1, ey definitely depend on h.

Theorem C. Let hy,hy,. .. be any countable collection of homeomorphisms of S". Then
there is a finitely generated subgroup H of Homeo(S™) (depending on {h;}) such that
every h; is simultaneously distorted in H. Moreover, the distortion function of all the h;
can be chosen to grow simultaneously faster than any given function.

Proof. The subgroup Homeo ™ (S") of Homeo(S") has index 2, so after replacing
each h; by h? if necessary, we can assume each h; € Homeo™ (S").

Fix a cover of S" by disks Ej, E; as in Lemmae3 Let n; — oo grow sufficiently
quickly, and relabel the sequence

n n n n n n n n; n; niiq
e Nl LB el S B O

as 81,82, -
Applying Lemma .9, we write each g; as a product

8i = &i18i2---8i6

where each g; ; has support contained in either E; or Ej.
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From now on, the construction proceeds as in §4 and §5, with the added simpli-
fication that we do not need to worry about the analytic quality of the construction.

We let B;; be a family of disjoint balls in S" for i,j € IN such that there are
homeomorphisms f1, f, for which f; takes B; j to B, 1 for all i, j, and f, takes By ;
to By 1, and fixes B; j with i > 1.

Let k1, ko be homeomorphisms taking By 1 to E; and E; respectively.

Foreachl € {1,...,6} we define G; with support equal to the union of the B;
by the formula

© i
G = HHanfz fi
i=0 j=0
where m = 1if g;; has support in E1, and m = 2 if ¢; ; has support in E,.

Then as before, we can write g;; as a word of length ~ 2i in Gy, f1, fo, k1, ko
and their inverses. Since we can do this for each i,/, we can exhibit each h; as a
distortion element, whose distortion function grows as fast as desired. Note that
by choosing the #; to all be mutually coprime, we can ensure that the h; are all
actually contained in the group in question. g
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