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Abstract

We prove maximal inequalities for concentric ball and spherical shell averages on
a general Gromov hyperbolic group, in arbitrary probability preserving actions of the
group. Under an additional condition, satisfied for example by all groups acting isomet-
rically and properly discontinuously on C'AT(—1) spaces, we prove a pointwise ergodic
theorem with respect to a sequence of probability measures supported on concentric
spherical shells.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Basic definitions

Let ' be a countable group and {(, },~¢ a family of probability measures on I'. Given a pmp
(probability-measure-preserving) action I' ~ (X, m), we can associate to each ¢, an operator
mx(¢) on LP(X,m), acting by:

mx (G W) =D Gl9)flg™"u).

gel
We also consider the associated maximal function:
M [f](u) := Sup mx (G ().
We will usually suppress mx from the notation and write simply 7x () f = (.f. Let us recall
the following definitions :

o {( }r>0 satisfies the strong LP mazimal inequality if there is a constant C, > 0 such
that [[Mc[f]ll, < Cyllfll, for every f € LP(X,m);

o {(.}r>o satisfies the Llog L maximal inequality if there is a constant C; > 0 such that
IMc[fIllz1ogz < Cillflly for every f € LY(X,m);

e {(.}r>0 is a pointwise convergent family in LP if (,.(f) converges pointwise a.e. for every
f e LP(X,m);

o {( }r>0 is a pointwise ergodic family in LP if (.(f) converges pointwise a.e. to E[f|T'],
the conditional expectation of f on the sigma-algebra of I'-invariant Borel sets (for
every f € LP(X,m)).

The purpose of the present work is to establish maximal and pointwise ergodic theorems
for natural geometric averages on word hyperbolic groups. Before describing the probability



measures we will be interested in let us recall the following definitions. Given a proper
left-invariant metric d on I', the Gromov product of x,y € I relative to z € I is

1
(aly). = 5 (d.2) + d(y, =) - d(a.p)).
The pair (I, d) is a hyperbolic group if for some 6 > 0,
(@y)w = min{(z[2)w, (y[2)w} =6, Va,y,w,z€T. (1.1)

Let I C R be an interval. A map v : I — I'is a (A, ¢)-quasi-geodesic if A7ti — j| — ¢ <
d(v(1),7(7)) < Ali — j| + ¢ for every i,j7. We say that (I',d) is uniformly quasi-geodesic if
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every pair of elements z,y € I' there exists a
(1, ¢)-quasi-geodesic from x to y.

1.2 Statement of main results

Our first result concerns maximal inequalities for radial averages. For r > 0, let 3, be
probability measure on I" which is uniformly distributed on the ball B(e,r) of radius r
centered at the identity. In other words, 3,(g) = |B(e,r)|™t if g € B(e,r) and B.(g) = 0
otherwise. Similarly, for a fixed @ > 0, we denote by o, , the uniform probability measure on
the spherical shell S,,(e) = {g€';r—a < |g| <r-+a}. Finally we let p,, = 1 [ 0 .ds
be the uniform averages of the spherical shell measures. Our main maximal inequality is as
follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group.
Then the family of ball averages {B,},~o0 satisfies the Llog L-mazximal inequality and the
strong LP mazimal inequality for every p > 1. The same holds for the families {04}, and
{#ra}, g, provided a is larger than a fized constant depending only on T',d).

Our second result considers the case of word metrics dg, where S is a finite symmetric
set of generators for I' and dg(g, e) = |g|q is the word length. We let o,, denote the uniform
probability measure on the sphere S, (e) of radius n and center e, and u, = n%rl Y ho Ok
their uniform averages. We then have

Theorem 1.2. Let I' be a word-hyperbolic group, S a symmetric set of generators. Then i,
satisfies the strong maximal inequality in LP, 1 < p < oo, and in Llog L, and is a pointwise
(and mean) convergent family in these spaces.

We remark that Theorem [[.2] extends the L?*-maximal inequality for s, established in
[ENOS], improves on the mean and pointwise convergence in P, 1 < p < oo proved for p,
in [BKK11, Corollary 1] and [BKI12, Thm. 1], and generalizes the pointwise convergence for
bounded functions established for y, under an additional assumption also in [PS11].

Let us turn now to the problem of pointwise (and mean) convergence of the balls and
spherical shell averages on a hyperbolic group (I', d). We will require an additional assump-
tion on the group, and we will comment on its prevalence and on the optimality of the
ergodic theorem it gives rise to after stating the theorem.
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We will say that the Gromov boundary coincides with the horofunction boundary if for
every point £ in the Gromov boundary of (', d), every sequence {x;}3°, C I' converging to &
and every y € I', the limit

he(y) := lim d(z;,y) — d(z;, )

exists and depends only on £, y. Our main pointwise ergodic theorem is:

Theorem 1.3. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group
whose Gromouv boundary coincides with its horofunction boundary. Then for each a > 0 larger
than a fized constant depending only on (I',d), there ezists a family {k,}.~o of probability
measures on I such that

1. each k, is supported on the spherical shell S,.(e) ={g €T : d(e,g) € [r —a,r +al]},

2. {Kr}r>0 18 a pointwise (and mean) ergodic family in LP for every p > 1 and in Llog L.

1.3 Comments on ergodic theorems for radial averages

As to the hypotheses of Theorem [I.3] let us note that the coincidence of the horofunction
boundary and the Gromov boundary is a common phenomenon, but not a universal one.
Let us give two examples where it is satisfied, and one where it may fail.

1. CAT(-1) spaces. Suppose ' acts properly discontinuously by isometries on a CAT|(-
1) space (X,dx). For x € X (with trivial stability group in I') define the metric d on
[ by d(g,¢") := dx(gx,g'x). For a proof of the coincidence of the boundaries for this
metric see [BHI9, Chapter I1.8, Theorem 8.13 and Chapter ITI.H].

2. The Green metric. If  is a finitely supported symmetric probability measure on I"
whose support generates I' then the Green metric induced by ( is defined as follows.
Let X1, X5, ... be a sequence of independent, identically distributed random variables
each with law (. Let Zy = e and Z,, = X;---X,, (for n > 1) be the random walk
on I' induced by (. For g,¢" € I, let dc(g,9") = —log(p(g,g’)) where p(g,q’) is the
probability that ¢Z,, = ¢’ for some n > 0. This is the Green metric induced by (. The
informative paper [Bj10] explains why the horofunction boundary of (I',d;) coincides
with its Gromov boundary. This is based on work of Ancona [An87, [An88, [An90]
showing that the Martin boundary of (I', d¢) equals its Gromov boundary. In [BHM11]
it is shown that the Green metric is uniformly quasi-geodesic and Gromov hyperbolic
if I' is word hyperbolic. It is obviously proper and left-invariant. It follows that every
non-elementary finitely generated word hyperbolic group has a metric d satisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem [L3]

3. Word metrics. By [CP01], the horofunction boundary of I" with an arbitrary word
metric admits a canonical finite-to-1 I'-equivariant map onto the Gromov boundary.
However, this map need not be a homeomorphism. For example, if I' =Ty x F' where
['y is word hyperbolic and F' is a finite nontrivial group then for any word metric on I



that is induced by a generating set of the form {(g,er): g€ StU{(er,, f): f € F}
where S is a generating set for I'y, the horofunction boundary does not coincide with
the Gromov boundary.

Let us now comment briefly on the optimality of Theorem [[3] in the context of ergodic
theorems for ball averages on hyperbolic groups. To begin with, recall the well-known fact
that the ball averages on the free group, defined with respect to a free set of generators,
actually fail to converge, in general. Indeed, whenever LZ(X,m) contains an eigenfunction ¢
with mx(0,)¢ = (—1)"¢, clearly the sequences mx(0,)¢ and 7x(5,)¢ do not converge, and
the same holds true for spherical shells. Thus even when the horofunction boundary and the
Gromov boundary coincide, as in the case of the free group acting on its Cayley tree, the
ball averages (and the spherical shell averages) do not satisfy the ergodic theorem. This is
not an isolated fact, and for example in the groups Z, x Z, where p # ¢, the ergodic theorem
likewise fails for ball (and spherical shell) averages, see the discussion following [Ne05, Thm.
10.7].

Let us now point out however that in the cases just mentioned there exists a sequence
of probability measures supported on the spherical shells S, ; (e) which is indeed a pointwise
ergodic sequence. It is given by o/, = % (0n + Ont1) in these examples, see [Ne94a]. By the
previous comment, the probability measures in question supported on the shell S, 1(e), are
necessarily non-uniform in the examples mentioned. Thus Theorem [[.3] gives essentially the
optimal result in this case, namely pointwise convergence for probability measures supported
on spherical shells.

Finally, let us point out that in some cases, the ball averages associated with a hyperbolic
metric d on I' do in fact form a pointwise ergodic sequence in LP, 1 < p < oco. Indeed, let
G be connected almost simple real Lie group of real rank one, and I' a uniform lattice in
G. Let § denote the symmetric space associated with G, and fix a point p € S whose
stabilizer in I is trivial. Let Dg be the G-invariant Riemannian metric on symmetric space,
and define ds(g, h) = Ds(gp, hp) for g,h € I'. Then ds is a hyperbolic metric on I', and the
associated ball averages (3, are a pointwise (and mean) ergodic family in L, 1 < p < oo.
This fact appears in [GN10], and its proof depends on detailed information regarding the
unitary representation theory of the simple Lie group G.

1.4 A brief sketch

Let OI' denote the Gromov boundary of (I',d). Via the Patterson-Sullivan construction,
there is a quasi-conformal probability measure v on JI'. So there are constants C, v > 0 such

that
dvog

€ exp(-vhelg ™)) < () < Cexp(-vhelg™))

dv
for every g € I and a.e. £ € OI" where

he(g™") := inf liminf d(z;, g~ ') — d(z;, €)

n—o0

where the infimum is over all sequences {z;} C T" converging to &.
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The type of the action I' ~ (II', v) encodes the essential range of the Radon-Nikodym
derivative. In [Bol2], it is shown that this type is I11, for some A € (0,1]. If A € (0,1) then
we set

ala.6) = —toe, (“222(0)).

Using standard results, it can be shown that then we can choose v so that Ry(g,&) € Z for
every g and a.e. £. When A = 1, we set Ri(g,&) = +log (%(f)).
In order to handle each case uniformly, we set L =R if A\ =1and L =Z if A € (0,1).

Then we let I act on OI' x I by

g(&.t) = (g€, t — Rx(g.9)).

This action preserves the measure v x ) where ¢ is the measure on R satisfying df,(t) =
exp(t)dt and, for A € (0,1), 6, is the measure on Z satisfying 0,({n}) = A7".

Given a,b € L, let [a, bl C L denote the interval {a,a+1,...,b} if L = Z and [a,b] C R
if L = R. Similar considerations apply to open intervals and half-open intervals.

For any real numbers r, 7" > 0, and (§,t) € ' x [0,7T)y, let

L& t)={g €T : dlg,e) —he(g) —t <r, g'(§,1) € O x [0, )}

and
B(E1) ={g7'(&1): gel(&H)}

[',(&,t) is approximately equal to the intersection of the ball of radius r centered at the
identity with the horoshell {g € I': —t < he(g) < T —t}. Of course, I', and 9B, depend on
T, but we leave this dependence implicit.

Our first main technical result is that if T is sufficiently large then B is reqular: there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every r > 0 and a.e. (§,t) € ' x [0,T")r,

| Us<r B,'B,(€,1)| < C|B,.(€,1)]

Theorem [[T] now follows from an extension of the general results in [BN2, [ BN3|. The idea
is that we can use the regularity of the sets B, and prove a maximal inequality for them,
and thus for the equivalence relation on 0I' x [0, T")r, given by the intersection of the I'-orbits
with this subset. We can then average this maximal inequality over OI" to obtain a maximal
inequality for the resulting family of probability measures on I". By geometric arguments,
the family we obtain is sufficiently close to being uniform averages on balls that this implies
a maximal inequality for the uniform averages on balls.

The results of [BN2, BN3| do not directly apply because the action of I on its boundary
might not be essentially free. However, this action has uniformly bounded stabilizers. Using
this hypotheses we generalize the needed theorems of [BN2, [BN3| in §2H2.2

Next we let &, = {6, ,},~0 be the family of subset functions on dI' x [0, T')., defined by

Gr,a(ga t) = sBr(€> t) \ SBr—a(S> t)



and observe that &, is also regular if a, 7" > 0 are sufficiently large.

Our second main technical result is that &, is asymptotically invariant (modulo a mi-
nor technical issue) assuming that the horofunction boundary coincides with the Gromov
boundary. To explain, we let E denote the equivalence relation on dI' x [0,T"), given by
(&, t)E(E, ) if there exists g € T" such that (§,t) = g(&',t'). The full group of E is the group
of all (equivalence classes of) Borel automorphisms on 0I' x [0, 1] with graph contained in
E, where two such automorphisms are equivalent if they agree almost everywhere. It is
denoted by [E]. A subset ® C [E] generates E if for a.e. (§,t) € OI' x [0,T)L and every
(&', t') with (&,¢)E(¢',t') there is an element ¢ € (®) (the subgroup generated by &) such
that ¢(&,t) = (&, t'). Finally, G, being asymptotically invariant means that there exists a
countable generating set ® C [E] such that

i 16ra(&.1) & O(6ra(E, 1))

=0
r—o0 |6r,a(£v t)‘

for every ¢ € ® and a.e. (,t).

Using asymptotic invariance, it now follows from general results of [BN2, BN3| (as gener-
alized in §2H2.2)) that there is a pointwise convergent family {k, },~o of probability measures
on I' and a constant a > 0 so that each &, is supported on the annulus {g € I' : d(e, g) €
[r —a,r + a]}. However, this is not the end of the proof because at this stage we only know
that for any pmp action I' ~ (X, m) and any f € LP(X,m) that k,.(f) converges almost
everywhere. We have not yet identified what it converges to!

The issue is that even if I' ~ (X, m) is ergodic, it does not necessarily follow that the
product action I' ~ (X x JT' x L,m x v x 6)) is ergodic. To resolve this, first we show
that I' ~ (0T, v) is weakly mixing (so I' ~ (X x OI',m x v) is ergodic). This uses the fact
that Poisson boundary actions are weakly mixing [AL0O5| and that the action is equivalent
to a Poisson boundary action [CMO07]. From [Bol2], it follows that I' ~ (OI',v) has type
I11, and stable type 11 for some p, 7 € (0,1]. From this it follows that the natural cocycle
o : E — I' (where E is the equivalence relation on X x 9T’ x [0, T')1) is weakly mixing relative
to a certain compact group. This is ultimately what is needed to invoke Theorems 2.2 2.3]
(which generalize [BN2, [BN3]) and thereby complete the proof.

Organization of the paper. §2] discusses maximal and ergodic theorems for measured
equivalence relations. This is used in §2.2] to obtain some general ergodic theorems which
will be used to prove the main results. Then §3 reviews Gromov hyperbolic groups and sets
some notation. §4] establishes the regularity of the averaging sets and proves Theorem []
and Theorem In §0l we prove asymptotic invariance of the averaging sets. The last
section §5.4l uses asymptotic invariance to complete the proof of Theorem [I.3]

Convention. We have not attempted to produce explicit estimates for the constants
appearing in the statements of the main results, and throughout the paper we use the
”variable constant convention”, namely in different occurrences of a constant (even within
the same argument) the values it assumes may be different.



2 Equivalence relations and ergodic sequences

2.1 An ergodic theorem for equivalence relations

The purpose of this section is to review and generalize the main theorems of [BN2|, [BN3]
so that we can later apply them to Gromov hyperbolic groups. To this end, let (B,v) be a
standard probability space and F C B x B a discrete measurable equivalence relation. Let
[E] denotes the full group of E, namely the group of all measurable automorphisms of B
with graph contained in E' (discarding a null set). We assume that v is E-invariant, namely
that ¢.v = v for every ¢ € [E].

We will obtain theorems for F first and then push them forward via a cocycle E — T.
We begin by discussing ergodic theorems for E, which utilize finite subset functions, defined
next.

Let 28 be the set of all subsets of B. A (finite) subset function for E is a map § : B — 25
such that §(&) is finite and F(§) C [{]lg = {n € B : (§,n) € E} for almost every £. § is
called measurable if the set {(r,&,n) € Rx B x B: n € §,.(£)} is measurable.

We let 7! be the subset function defined by

') ={¢€B: neFE)}

If §,G are two subset functions on B then their product is defined by

569 = |J 3.

n€gG(§)

The composition, union, intersection and relative complement of two subsets functions (de-
fined in the obvious way) constitute subset functions in their own right, namely they are
measurable and finite for almost every £ € B.

We will be interested in averaging over such subset functions. First, let a : F —
Aut(X,m) be a measurable cocycle into the automorphism group of a standard Borel space.
In particular, we require a (&, n)a(n, &) = a(&, &) (for a.e. £ € B and every 1,& € [€]g). Let
E, be the induced equivalence relation on B x X. So (§,u)E,(¢',u') if and only if £E¢" and
a(,fu=1'.

Let f € LP(B x X,v x m) for some p. Given a family of § = {F, },~o of subset functions
for E/, we consider the averages

AlfI8 (& w) =181 Y f(E a(g. o)

(€)€8r(&u)

and the maximal function
MfI81(&; u) = ngOJA[IfIIST] (&, u).

Our assumption that the equivalence classes [{|g are almost always countable, and the subset
§(&) C [€]p almost always finite implies that the maximal function is measurable. We say :
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e § satisfies the weak (1,1)-type mazximal inequality if there is a constant C' > 0 such
that for all ¢ > 0 and all f € L*(B x X),

(Al
t )

vxm({(§u) : MIf[§](§,u) >1}) <C

o § satisfies the strong p-type maximal inequality if there is a constant C, > 0 such that
IMIfI8]llp < Gyl fllp for every f e LP(B x X);

e § is a pointwise ergodic family in LP if for every f € LP(B x X), A[f|§,] converges
pointwise a.e. to E[f|FE,], the conditional expectation of f on the o-algebra of E,-
saturated sets.

Next we provide conditions which imply the conditions above.
A family § = {F, },>o0 of subset functions on B is regular if there exists a constant C' > 0
(called a regularity constant) such that for every r > 0 and a.e. £ € B,

5. '5.9)

s<r

< C[5,.(&)I.

A subset ® C [E] generates E if for a.e. £ € B and every n € [£]g, there is ¢ € (®) (the
subgroup generated by ®) such that ¢(§) = n. The family § is asymptotically invariant if
there exists a countable set ® C [E] which generates E such that

o 13:6) 2 0(3:(©))

o0 |§r(§)|
We now recall the following, which is part of [BN2, Theorems 2.4-2.6].

=0 forae. &Vope®.

Theorem 2.1. If§ is reqular then it satisfies the weak (1, 1)-type mazimal inequality and the
strong p-type maximal inequality for all p > 1. If, in addition, it is asymptotically invariant
then it is a pointwise ergodic family in LP (for everyp > 1).

Most of the effort in this paper goes towards showing that certain subset functions on
equivalence relations obtained from the action of a hyperbolic group on its boundary are both
regular and asymptotically invariant. Next we explain how these results imply pointwise
ergodic theorems for I'. We also need to generalize previous results because the action of I’
on its boundary need not be essentially free.

2.2 From equivalence relations to ergodic sequences

We begin by recalling the definition of the Maharam extension of a general non-singular
action, and the method of deriving ergodic theorems from it.



Definition 2.1. The Maharam eztension of a measure-class-preserving action I' ~ (B, v)
is the action I' ~ (B x R, v x 0) defined by

Y€1) == (16t = R(9.€)). R(g.€) :=log (d’;jg(@)

and 6 is the measure on R satisfying df(t) = e'dt. This action is measure-preserving.
If ' ~ (B, v) is ergodic then we say I' ~ (B, v) has type I11; if the Maharam extension
is also ergodic.

Definition 2.2. A measure-class preserving action I' ~ (B,v) has uniformly bounded
stabilizers if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for a.e. £ € B, |Str(¢)] < C where

Str(§) ={gel': g€ =¢}

Theorem 2.2 (The I11; case). Let ' be a countable group and I' ~ (B, v) a measure-class
preserving action on a standard probability space with uniformly bounded stabilizers. Let
T > 0,5 ={3 >0 be a measurable family of set functions for the equivalence relation E on
B x [0, T] (induced from the Maharam extension I' ~ B x R as above) and let 1) € LI(B,v)
be a probability density (so ¢y >0, [¢ dv =1).

Define probability measures ¢, on I' by

(o) =T / / {weT: w(e.t) € Fo(E 0} Mo (g™ € D)EE) du(€)dt.

Letp>1 besuchthat%—l—%:l.

o [f§ is reqular then {(.} satisfies the strong LP mazximal inequality. If ¢» € L*>°(B,v)
then {(,} satisfies the Llog L mazximal inequality.

o [fF is reqular and asymptotically invariant then {(,.} is a pointwise convergent family
in LP (and if ¢ € L>(B,v) then it is pointwise convergent in LlogL).

o If § is reqular, asymptotically invariant, ' ~ (B,v) is weakly mizing, type 111, and
stable type I11, (where either X\ =1 or T is a positive integer multiple of —log(A) > 0)
then {(,.} is a pointwise ergodic family in LP (and if yp € L>®°(B,v) then it is pointwise
ergodic in Llog L ).

We refer to [BN3] for background on type and stable type. We say that I' ~ (B, v) is
weakly mizing if for any ergodic pmp action I' ~ (X, m), the product action I' ~ (B X
X,v x m) is ergodic.

Proof. To begin, let us assume that I' ~ (B, v) is essentially free. We will show that this
result follows from [BN3, Theorems 3.1 and 5.1]. By Theorem 2] if § is regular then it
satisfies the weak (1, 1)-type maximal inequality and if it is both regular and asymptotically
invariant then it is poinwise ergodic in L? (for every p > 1).
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Let o : E — T be the cocycle a(n, &) = v if v& = n. For (n,£) € E, let w,(n, &) = |F.(£)]|
if n € §.(§) and w,(n,€) = 0 otherwise. If § is regular then 2 = {w,} satisfies the weak
(1,1)-type maximal inequality and the strong L” maximal inequality (in the sense of [BN3,
§2.1]). If § is regular and asymptotically invariant, then € is a pointwise ergodic family in
LP (for every p > 1).

Let K =R/TZ act on B x [0, T] by k(&,t) = (£, t+ k) where t+ k is taken modulo 7. By
[BN3| Theorem 5.1], if I' ~ (B, v) is weakly mixing, type I11; and stable type 11, (where
either A=1o0r 0 <7 = —log(\) < o0) then « is weakly mixing relative to the action of K.
The result now follows from [BN3| Theorem 3.1].

Let us suppose now that I' ~ (B,v) is not necessarily essentially free but does have
uniformly bounded stabilizers. Let I' ~ (Y, p) be a nontrivial Bernoulli shift action. This
action is essentially free, pmp and strongly mixing. It therefore enjoys the following multiplier
property: if I' ~ (X, m) is any properly ergodic action then the product action I' ~ (X X
Y, m X p) is also ergodic. In particular, it is not necessary for I' ~ (X, m) to be probability-
measure-preserving.

Observe that the product action I' ~ (B x Y, v X p) is essentially free. Let ' ~ BxY xR
denote the Maharam extension of I' ~ B x Y and E the induced equivalence relation on
BxY x[0,T]. Define the subset function §, on BxY x[0,T] by §-(&,y,t) = {9(&,y,t) : g €

I'g(€,t) € §-(&,t)}. Note that

G0 = 1 [ Ben 0 g o €000 ddv©apty). (21

Because I' ~ (B, vg) has uniformly bounded stabilizers, there is a constant C' > 0 such
that

1360 < 3069, 8)] < CIB(E,1)| for ae. (€,y,1).

If § is regular, this implies § = {§r}r>0 is also regular. Therefore, the essentially free case
implies that {(,.} satisfies the strong LP-maximal inequality and, if ¢ = oo, the Llog L-type
maximal inequality. N

Let us suppose now that § is asymptotically invariant. We will show that § is asymp-
totically invariant. There exists a countable set ® C [E] such that ¢ generates £ and

o 1968 8 5 (6,1)

=0
700 |ST’(€?t)|

for a.e. (&,t) and every ¢ € ®.
Let J: B xY x[0,7] — [0,1] be a Borel isomorphism and choose L : B x Y x [0,7] —
{1,2,...,C} to satisfy: for a.e. (§,y,t)

e if g € Str(§,t) and J(&,y,t) < J(g(&,y,t)) then L(£,y,t) < L(g(&,y,1));
e max{L(g(§, h,t)): g€ Str(&,1)} = [Str(£,1)].
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For each ¢ € ® and n € Z define ¢, € [E] by ¢n(&,y,t) = (€., t') where ¢(&,t) = (&, 1),
&y, E(E, ") and L(€,y,t) = L(€',y/, ') +n mod [Str(€,t)]. This is well-defined almost
everywhere. Observe that for any ¢ € ® and a.e. (,y,t) € BxY x [0,T] if g € T is
such that ¢(&,t) = g(§,t) then there exists i € Z so that b:i(&,y,t) = g(&,y,t). Therefore
®:={p,: ¢ € d,neZ}is generating.

This construction implies that for any ¢ € ®,n € Z and a.e. (§,y,t) € BxY x [0,T],

136, y,1)| < CIF.(¢,1)] and

16n(F(&,y,1) A Fo(&,y,0)] < Clo(Fn(E,1) & Fr(E,1)].

So o -
lim 190 (85,4, ) A Tr(E,y,1)]

r—o0 13 (€, y,1)]

which implies § is asymptotically invariant. So (21) and the essentially free case imply {(,}
is a pointwise convergent family in L (and in Llog L if ¢ = +00).

Next let us assume that I' ~ B is weakly mixing, type I/I; and stable type III,.
Because I' ~ Y is weakly mixing and pmp, it follows immediately that the product action
I' ~ B xY is weakly mixing and stable type I11,. Because ' ~ B x R is ergodic, the
action I' ~ (B x R) x Y is also ergodic. But this is isomorphic to the Maharam extension
of ' ~ B x Y. Therefore, ' ~ B x Y has type I1];. The conclusion now follows from the
essentially free case and (2.1]). O

=0

Definition 2.3. Suppose ' ~ (B, v) is a measure-class-preserving action, A € (0,1) and
the Radon-Nikodym derivatives satisfy

dvog

Rl &)=~ tows (L22(6)) € 2

for a.e. £ € B and g € I'. In this case, we consider the discrete Maharam extension which is
the action I' ~ (B X Z,v x 0)) defined by

v(, t) = (€, t — Ra(9,€))

where 6, is the measure on Z satisfying 0,({n}) = A™". This action is measure-preserving.
If, in addition, I' ~ (B,v) is ergodic then I' ~ (B,v) has type 111, if the discrete

Maharam extension is also ergodic. (Type I11, is also well-defined if the Radon-Nikodym

derivatives do not satisfy the above condition: see [KW91] or [BN3] for background on type).

Theorem 2.3 (The 111, case). Let T be a countable group and I' ~ (B,v) a measure-
class preserving action on a standard probability space with uniformly bounded stabilizers
and Radon-Nikodym derivatives which satisfy

dvog

Rals.6) = —og, (220)) e 2

12



for a.e. £€ B and g eTl.

Let § = {F, }r>0 be a measurable family of set functions for the equivalence relation E on
B x{0,1,...,N — 1} (induced from the discrete Maharam extension I' ~ B X Z as above)
and let ¢ € LY(B,v) be a probability density (so ¢ >0, [ dv=1).

Define probability measures ¢, on I' by

Grlg) =N~ Z_ / {weT: w(E,t) € Fo(&, ) s (97 (& 1)P(E) dr(§).

Letp>1besuchthat%+%:1.

o If § is reqular then {(.} satisfies the strong LP mazximal inequality. If ¢ € L>®(B,v)
then {(.} satisfies the Llog L mazimal inequality.

o If§ is reqular and asymptotically invariant then {(.} is a pointwise convergent family
in LP (and if ¥ € L>®(B,v) then it is pointwise convergent in LlogL).

o [f§ is reqular, asymptotically invariant, I' ~ (B, v) is weakly mizing, type I11, and
stable type 111, for T = X™ (some m € N such that (N/m) € Z) then {(.} is a
pointwise ergodic family in LP (and if v € L®(B,v) then it is pointwise ergodic in
LlogL).

Proof. The essentially free case follows from [BN3| Theorems 3.1 and 5.2]. The rest of the
proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem so we leave it to the reader. O

3 Gromov hyperbolic spaces

We now turn to establish some properties of Gromov hyperbolic spaces, the Gromov bound-
ary and the horofunction boundary. These results will be applied to the case where (I, d) is
a nonelementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group.

3.1 The Gromov boundary

Let (X, dx) be a é-hyperbolic space. A sequence {z;}2, in X is a Gromov sequence if

lim (z4]x;), = +o0

1,]—00
for some (and hence, any) basepoint z € X. Two Gromov sequences {x;}3°,, {y;}2, are
equivalent if lim;_, oo (x;]y;), = +oo with respect to some (and hence any) basepoint z. It is an
exercise to show that this defines an equivalence relation (assuming (X', dy) is d-hyperbolic).
The Gromov boundary is the space of equivalence classes of Gromov sequences. We denote
it by 90X, leaving the metric implicit. Let X denote X U OX.

The Gromov product extends to X as follows. Let p,z € X and &, € OX. Define

(&|p), := inf liminf(z;|p)., (&|n). := inf iminf(z;|y;).
21— 00 71— 00
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where the infimums are over all sequences {z;}7°, € &, {y;}2, € n. By [Va05, Lemma 5.11]

lim sup (2;]y;)- — 260 < (€]n). < lim inf(z;]y;). (3.1)
11— 00

1—00

for any sequences {z;}2, € &, {y;}2, € n. These inequalities also hold if n = p € X and y;
is any sequence with lim; ., y; = p. According to [Va05l, Proposition 5.12], inequality (L))
extends to x,y € 0X.

In [BH99] it is shown that if € > 0 is sufficiently small and d, : X x X — R is defined by

A& ) 1= e

then there exists a metric d on X and constants A, B > 0 such that Ad. < d < Bd,. Any
such metric is called a visual metric. The topology on X induced by dx agrees with the
topology induced by d. Moreover X is dense in X.

3.2 Quasi-conformal measures and horofunctions

Let (X,dx) be a §-hyperbolic metric space. Choose a basepoint =g € X.

Lemma 3.1. Let £ € X and suppose {yi},{zi} C X are two sequences converging to §
(w.r.t. the topology on X ). Then for any w € X,

lim sup dX(yivw) - dx(yiyxo) - (dx(zi,w) - dx(zz',xo))’ < 46.

i—00
Proof. Observe that
da(yi, w) — dx (i, To) = da(w, T0) — 2(ys|w)a,-
A similar statement holds for z; in place of y;. Thus,
(o) = dae(yi wo) = (i, w) = de(z1,0) ) | = 21 (g1lw)ey = (zilw)a]
The lemma now follows from (B.]). O
For £ € OX, define he : X — R by

he(z) := inf lim inf dx (2, v;) — dx(vi, 7o)

n— o0

where the infimum is over all sequences {y;} C X which converge to . This is the horofunc-
tion associated to £ (and the basepoint xy). By the previous lemma, if {x;} is any sequence
converging to £ and z € X is arbitrary then

lim sup |he(2) — (dx(zi, z) — dy(x;, xo))‘ < 44. (3.2)

1—00
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Definition 3.2 (Quasi-conformal measure). Suppose (I',d) is a Gromov hyperbolic group.
A Borel probability measure v on 9I' is quasi-conformal if there are constants v, C' > 0 such
that for any g € I" and a.e. £ € 0T,

dvog
dv

C™ exp(—vhe(g7")) < (€) < Cexp(—vhe(g™).

We will call v > 0 the quasi-conformal constant associated to v.

It is well-known that if d comes from a word metric on I" (or more generally, any geodesic
metric) then there is a quasi-conformal measure on OI' [Co93]. More generally:

Lemma 3.3. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary, uniformly quasi-geodesic, hyperbolic group.
Then there exists a quasi-conformal measure v on OU'. Moreover, any two quasi-conformal
measures are equivalent. Also if v is the quasi-conformal constant of v then there is a constant

C > 0 such that
1. If B(g,r) denotes the ball of radius v centered at g € I' then

C~'e™ < |B(g,r)| < Ce", VgeTl,r>0.

Cle™ <y ({€ €l : (€¢). >n}) < Ce™™, Wn>0,£ € dl.

Proof. This follows immediately from [BHMIIL Theorem 2.3] and the fact that any non-
elementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group is a proper quasi-ruled hyperbolic
space by Lemma [3.4] below. O

The paper [BHMI1] contains many results for hyperbolic spaces under the assumption
that these spaces are quasi-ruled. To be precise a metric space (X,dy) is quasi-ruled if
there are constants (7, c¢) such that (X,dy) is (A, ¢)-quasi-geodesic and for any (), c)-
quasi-geodesic v : [a,b] — X and any a < s <t <wu < b,

dx(7(s),7(t) + dx (7(t),7(u)) = dx(7(s),7(u)) < 27
Lemma 3.4. If (X,dx) is (1, c)-quasi-geodesic then it is quasi-ruled.

Proof. 1f ~ : [a,b] — X is any (1, ¢)-quasi-geodesic then for any a < s <t <wu <,

dx(7(5), (1)) + dx(y(t),7(u)) — da(v(s), 7(u)) < 3c.
So we may set T = 3¢/2. O

The action of I' on its boundary need not be essentially free. For example, consider, if
[y is word hyperbolic and F' is a finite group then F', considered as a subgroup of I'y x F,
acts trivially on the Gromov boundary of I'y x F'. However, it does have uniformly bounded
stabilizers (in the sense of Definition 2.2]) a condition which is crucial to Theorems 2.2 and

2.3
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Lemma 3.5. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group and
v be a quasi-conformal measure on OI'. Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that v-a.e.

§eal, [Str(§)| < C.

Proof. Let g € T have infinite order. It is well-known that there exist distinct elements
{97,g%} C OI such that lim, ,, g" = g% and lim, ., g™ = g~. Moreover if £ € 9T\
{97, 97"} then lim, .., ¢"¢ = g7 and lim,, o, 7" =g~

Let A C OI' be the union of the points ¢~ and ¢* for all infinite-order elements g € T.
Because v has no atoms (by Lemma [B.3)) and A is a countable set, v(A) = 0. Moreover, if
€ €0l \ A and g is any infinite order element then g ¢ Str (&) since lim,, o, ¢"¢ = gt # &.

Thus if g € Str(€) and £ € OI'\ A then g has finite order, i.e., Stp(§) is a torsion subgroup.
Because the Tits alternative holds for hyperbolic groups [Gr87], every torsion subgroup of I'
is finite. It is well-known (see e.g., [BG95], [BH99| or [Br00]) that there is a constant C' > 0
such that for every finite subgroup H < I', |H| < C. This proves [Str(§)| < C. O

3.3 The type of the boundary action

Let OI' denote the Gromov boundary of I' and let v be a quasi-conformal measure on OI'
with quasi-conformal constant v. By [Bol2], I' ~ (B, v) is type I11, for some X € (0, 1].

Lemma 3.6. Suppose A € (0,1). Then there ezists a quasi-conformal Borel probability
measure V' on B such that if

Ra(9.€) = — log, (d’;y‘? g(&))

then Rx(g,b) € Z for a.e. £ € OI.

Proof. By [Ad94] I ~ (B,v) is amenable. So by [CEWSI], the orbit-equivalence relation
on B is generated by a single measure-class-preserving Borel isomorphism 7" : oI' — JI'. If
A € (0,1) then by [KW91l, Proposition 2.2], there exists a Borel probability measure v/ on
B which is equivalent to v such that if

dv' og
R =—1
2(9,9) 08 ( dy (5))
then Ry(g,b) € Z for a.e. £ € OI' and every g € I'. A careful look at the proof reveals that v/
can be chosen so that the Radon-Nikodym derivatives between v and v/ are bounded. More
precisely, there is a constant C' > 0 such that

Sy

14

cl< <C

Sy

14

almost everywhere. Therefore 1/ is also quasi-conformal. O



We now assume that v = 1/ satisfies the lemma above. By quasi-conformality, there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[Ra(9.€) — vlogy(e)he(g '] < C.

In order to streamline the exposition, let I denote either R or Z depending on whether A = 1
or A € (0,1). Also let

Ri(0.9) = R(0.6) = oz (“72(0)).

By quasi-conformality,
[Ri(g.€) +ohe(g7")[ < C

for some constant C' > 0. So if we let v\, = —vlog,(e), then we can say
|[Ra(g.€) +oahe(g )| < C (3.3)

for every A € (0,1],g € I" and a.e. £ € OT".

Next we set some useful notation. Let 6 be the measure on IL given by db(t) = e'dt (if
A=1)and 0 ({n}) = A" if A € (0,1). The Maharam extension of the action I' ~ (9I', v)
is the action I' ~ (OI' x L, v x 6,) given by

g(&.t) = (g€, t — Ra(g.9))-

This action preserves the measure v x 0.

Let L™ denote the set of positive elements of I.. Also, for A < B € L, we will let
[A, B)p, denote the half-open interval in L from A to B. So if L = Z, then [A, B), =
{A,A+1,...,B—1}.

4 Volume growth and regularity

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [LI] by applying Theorems 2.2 2.3 and
estimating the cardinality of the intersection of balls and horoshells.

4.1 Regularity of the averaging sets

Recall the definition of R)(g,b) and the Maharam extension I ~ 9I" x L from the previous
section.

Definition 4.1. Fix a > 0, T € L* and, for (¢,t) € I’ x [0,T)y, let

[.(&t) = {gel: dle,g)—helg) =t <rg ' (&) €0 x [0,T)L}
B,(61) = {g7(&t): ge (&)}
Ga,r = %T\%T—a-

Although these definitions depend on 7' we will leave this dependence implicit in the notation.
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We will show that 8 and &, are regular if a,T" are sufficiently large. We begin with an
estimate of |B,|.

Lemma 4.2. There exist constants ag, Ty > 0 such that if T > Ty, a > ag then for a.e.
(é-vt) S 8F X [OvT)]L

C—lem‘/2 S ‘%r(é-’ t)‘u ‘FT(gu t)|7 |67‘,a(£7 t)‘ S CeW/2 V’f’ Z 2T + 2CL
where the constant C' > 0 may depend on T' but not on & orr.

Proof. Because stabilizers are uniformly bounded by Lemma 3.5, C; T, (&,t)| < [9B,.(€,1)] <
Co|I',(§,t)] for some Cy > 1. Because &, , = B, \ B, _,, the bound for B, implies the bound
for &, ,. So it suffices to estimate |[',(&,t)|.

By ([B3) there is a constant C; > 1 such that for a.e. (£,t) € ' x [0,T)p, if g € T" is
such that g71(&,t) € O x [0,T)1, then

IRy\(g7",8)] < Cilhe(g)| + Cr,  |he(g)| < Ch|RA(g7,€)| + Ch.

Moreover, 0 < t < T implies |Ry(g7 %, &)| < T. We may assume T > 1. So,

t—T+C, t—C4
(&t

C Ble,r+(Ci+T)%) Nnh'[=Cy — 1T, Cy + CiT]

B(e,r—T—Cl)ﬂhf_l

where B(e,r) is the ball of radius r centered at the identity in I
In [Bol2, Lemma 6.3], it is shown that there is a constant 7j > 0 such that if 75 > T}
are such that Ty, — T} > Tp, £ € OI" and r > max(|T}|, |T3|) — 2¢ then

C—len(r+T2)/2 < |B(6,T’) N hgl[Tla T2]| < Cen(r+T2)/2

where C' > 0 is a constant which may depend on 73,75 but not on r,&. So the inclusions
above imply the lemma. O

Lemma 4.3. Let Ty > 0 be as in Lemma .3 If T > Ty then the family B = {B,},~o is
reqular.

Proof. Fix ko, ki, ko € OI' x [0,T) such that k; € B, (ko) 0B, (k2). To make the notation
simpler we will write x < y if x <y + C where C' is a constant that may depend on T and
(I',d) but not on r, kg, k1, ke or k3. Of course, x 2 y means y < x and x &~ y means both
r<yandy <z

Let g, € I'v(ko) be such that g; 'kg = k1 and let g, € I' be such that g, 'g; € I'.(ky) and
gy tgoks = k1. Note d(e, g1) <rand d(g; g1, €) = d(g1, 92) <.

Let ko = (£,t). Because v is quasi-conformal and gy 'ky = k; € OI' x [0,T)L, we must
have |he(g1)| < 07'T which implies he(g1) &~ 0. Because gy 'goks = ki = g7 'ko, we have
ko = g5 'ko. Therefore, he(gs) = 0 as well.

Claim. d(gs,e) <.

~Y
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Proof of Claim. By d-hyperbolicity,

(€lg2)g, < min{(e[€)g,; (€192)g: }-

So either

2(elg2)g, = d(e, g1) + d(ga, 91) — d(e, g2) Z 2(el§)g, = d(e, g1) + he(g1) = d(e, 91)

which implies
d(e, g2) < d(go,g1) S

or

2(elg2)g, = d(e, g1) +d(g2,91) — d(e, g2) 2 2(§]g2)g, = he(g1) + d(g2, 1) — he(g2) = d(g2, 1)

which implies
d(€,gg) 5 d(e>gl) 5 r
This proves the claim.
The claim implies d(e, go) — he(g2) —t S 7. Moreover, g5 'ko = g5 g1k = koo So
g2 € I'ricy (ko) (for some constant Cy > 0 which may depend on 7" and (I', d) but not on r
or the k;’s). Thus ks € B, +Co(k0). Because kg, k1, ko are arbitrary, this establishes that for
any ko € OI' x [0, T,

B, (ko) O | BB, (ko).

s<r

By Lemma .2} there is a constant Cy > 0 such that |8, o, (ko)| < C1|B,(ko)|. Therefore,

U %5_1%7‘0{70)

s<r

< C1 B, (ko) -

Since ] does not depend on 7 or kg, B is regular. O

Lemma 4.4. Let W be a set. Let § = {F,}r>0 be a reqular family of subset functions on
W. Suppose there is a constant C' > 0 and a family G = {G, },~o of subset functions on W
that satisfies G.(w) C §,(x) and |G, (w)| > C|§,(w)| for every w € W. Then G is regular.

Proof. Let Cz be a regularity constant for §. Then for any » > 0 and w € W,

| Us<r G776, (W) < | Us<r 815, (w)| < G518, (w)] < C71C51G, (w).
0

Corollary 4.5. Let ag,To > 0 be as in Lemma [£.2l If a > a9 and T" > T then the family
Go =16, a}r>0 s regular Moreover, suppose €y > 0 and € : OI' x [0 T)]L x [0, oo) — [—¢€o, €0]

is any function. Define B, (¢, 1) := B, ern(& 1) and S, W& 1) =B,(&,1) \ B, (&, 1) then
B = {B, },-0 and S, := {ém}mo are regular.
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Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmas 2] - 4.4 O

Corollary 4.6. Let ¢ € L9(9I',v) be a probability distribution (so ¢ > 0 and [ ¢ dv = 1).
For (¢,t) € OI' x [0,T)L, let

Fra(§8) ={g €T g7'(€,1) € Gral&, 1)}
Define -
9a0) = 7 [ [ Il O i enlo™)0l6) vl

If a is sufficiently large then {/iﬁja}mo satisfies the strong LP maximal inequality for all p > 1
with % + % < 1. Moreover, if ¢ € L>(9T,v), then {k¥,},-o satisfies the Llog L maximal
inequality.

Proof. This follows from the previous corollary, Lemma and Theorem 2.2 O

4.2 Bounding the ball averages

We now turn to show that when choosing v = 1, the integral /iiﬂ of the averaging sets

(defined above) dominates the uniform measure (3, on the group. A preliminary step is to
show that ;] , dominates the measure uniformly distributed on a spherical shell S,., = S, 4(e).

To that end, for each r,b > 0, let (,; denote the probability measure on I" which is
distributed uniformly on the spherical shell B(e,r —a/2 +b/2) \ B(e,r —a/2 —b/2). Then
the following estimate holds.

Proposition 4.7. For b sufficiently large (depending on (I',d)) and for a, T sufficiently large
(depending on b and (I',d)) there is a constant C' > 0 (which may depend on a,b,T) such
that Gy < Ck,., for all v > 0.

To prove Proposition A7 we need the following geometric lemmas.

Lemma 4.8. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for any g € T there exists n € OI' with
|hn(9)] < C.

Proof. Claim 1. There is a constant Cy > 0 such that for any g € I' and » > 0
v({£€dl : (&|g)e >1r}) < Coe™™.
Proof of Claim 1. 1f £,n € 0T satisty (£|g)e, (n]g)e > r then by (L),

(€In)e > min{(£|g)e, (Ng)e} — 0 > 1 — 4.

The claim now follow from Lemma [B.3] O

Claim 2. There is a constant R > 0 such that for any z,y, z € ' there exists n € 0I' such
that (n]z)., (nly). < R.
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Proof of Claim 2. Tt follows from Claim 1 that there is an R > 0 (independent of z,y, 2)
such that

v({€€dl: (¢lz7'z)e > RY) +v({€car: (¢z7'y).>R}) <1
Therefore, there is an £ € 9T such that (£]z7'z)., (£]z27'y). < R. But

(€lz7"a)e = (2€]y)= (€27 y)e = (2E]y)-.
So set n = z¢£. O

Now let g € I'. Because |he(g)| < d(e, g) (for any g € I', € € OI') we may assume without
loss of generality, that d(e,g) > ¢. Let v : I — T' be a (1, ¢)-quasi-geodesic from e to g
(where I = [0, 7] is some interval in the real line). Let z = v(d(e, g)/2). By Claim 2, there
exist a constant R > 0 and n € JI" such that (ng)., (n|e). < R. Using (B.1], B:2)) we obtain:

hy(2) + d(g, z) — hy(g) + O(6)
2(nle ) = hy,(2) +d(e, z) + O(9).

Because d(g, z) = d(e, z) + O(c),

R = 12(nlg). — 2(nle):| = |hy(g)l + O(0 +¢).

Lemma 4.9. There exists a constant Ty > 0 such that for any T > T7 and any g € T,
C™'exp(—vd(e, 9)/2) < v({€ € T : |he(g)| < T}) < Cexp(—vd(e, g)/2)
for some constant C' > 0 that is independent of g (but may depend on T ).

Proof. By Lemma (8] there exist a constant Cy > 0 and £ € Ol satisfying |he(g)| < Co.
Note

(lg)e = (1/2)(d(e, ) — he(g)) + O(5) < d(e, 9)/2 + Co/2 + O()).
Suppose 7 € OI" satisfies (£|n). > max{d(e,g)/2,(£|g)e + d}. Then

(n1g)e = min{(n[€)e, (€lg)e} — 0 = (€lg)e —

Similarly,
(€lg)e = min{(&]n)e, (nlg)e} — o

Since (§[n)e > (§]g)e + 9, we must have (£]g)e > (n]g)e — 4. Thus (flg)e = (n]g)e + O(0).
Smce (&lg)e = ( /2)(d(e, g) — he(g)) + O(6) (and a similar formula holds for n), this implies
he(g) = hy(g) + O(5). So if T > 0 is sufficiently large,

{nedl: (Eln)e = dle,9)/2+ 2T} C{nedl': |h,(g)| <T}).
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Lemma now implies the lower bound.
To obtain the upper bound, suppose that n,£ € OI satisfy |he(g)|, |hy(9)] < R for some
constant 2 > 0. Then

(€ln)e = min{(lg)e, (nlg)e} — 0 = dle, 9)/2 — To + O(9)
implies that for R > 0 large enough
{n' €or: ({ln)e = d(e,9)/2—2R} D {n' € O : |hy(g)| < R}).

Lemma now implies the upper bound. O

Proof of Proposition[{.7. Recall that by Lemma 3.3, C~'e" < |B(e,r)| < Ce® for all r > 0.
Choose b > max{ao,%logC’}, Ty > max(Ty,T1), T > 1075 and a > 2(b+ T') where ag, Ty
are as in Lemma and 7} is as in Lemma (.9l
By definition, (,; is uniformly distributed on B(e,r —a/2+b/2) \ B(e,r —a/2 — b/2).
It follows that
|B(e,r —a/2+b/2)\ Ble,r —a/2 —b/2)| > C~Le?=a/248/2) _ Cer(r—a/2-b/2)

= "R (O — CeT™) > C(v, b))
Therefore, for each g € T,
Ga(g) < |Ble,r —a/2+0/2) \ Ble,r —a/2 —b/2)|7" < C(v,b) " e?e™™",
so that indeed (,.;(g7") < C”"exp(—vr) for some constant C’ > 0 and all r sufficiently large,
provided a and b satisfy the conditions above.

On the other hand, Lemma implies |I', . (&, )| < Cexp(vr/2) for some C' > 0 (and
every (&,t) € OI' x [0,T)L). So,

1 T
o) = 7 [ [ I (™) (€
0
1 T
> O expl(—or/2)7 / V€ €T : g ' € Thal€, 0))) dt.
0
Definition 1] implies that g € I, ,(¢, ¢) if and only if:
r—a<d(e,g)—he(g)—t<r, t—R\g '€ €l[0,T).

Because v is quasi-conformal, there is a constant p > 1 such that

[RA(g~ 1, )| < plhe(g)| + p

for every £ € OI', g € I'. By choosing T' larger if necessary, we may assume T > 2pT5 + 2p.
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Now suppose (§,t) € OT' x [0, T, g € Ble,r—a/2+b/2)\ B(e,r —a/2—-0/2), pTo+p <
t <T — pIy — p and |he(g)| < T. Then

r—a <r—a/2—=b/2=T <r—a/2-b/2—=To—(T—pTr—p) < d(e,g)—he(g)—t < r—a/2+b/2+T, <.

Also
|RA(g7", &) < pTo+ p =t + he(g) € [0, T)L.

So g € T'.4(&,t). Lemma .9 now implies

T
Balg) = Clep(-or/2)7 [ v ars o e T(e ) d

ctexp(-wr2) (FHEE2 ) uii € or s el < 1)

> C 3exp(—or)

vV

for some (possibly larger) constant C' > 0. So (.4(g) < C*k},(g) as required. O

4.3 Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem

Proof of Theorem[11. Tt follows from Proposition [ 7 that if I' ~ (X, m) is any probablhty—
measure-preserving action and f € LP(X,m) is nonnegative then (,.,(f) < Ck! (f). By

Corollary .6 there exist constants C, > 0 (p > 1) such that |M[f]|, < C’||M [, <
CCyl| fllp if p> 1 where

M7 = sup (1D, M7 = sup k(1)
>0 r>0
Similarly, if f € Llog L(X,m) then ||Mc[f]|1 < CCi|f|lL10gz- Now let 5, be the probability
measure on [ uniformly distributed over the ball of radius r centered at the identity. Let
Mpg[f] = sup,-q B-(|f]). Because B, can be represented as a convex linear combination of
probability measures {(;p}is0, it follows that Mg[f] < Mc[f]. Thus Mpg[f] < CC,|f|l, if
f e LP(X,m) and Mg[f] < CCy|f|l1 if f € Llog L(X,m) as claimed.
As to the averages o, ,, recall that by Lemma [3.3]

C™e™ < |B(e,r)| < Ce | r > 0.
So
|B(e,7+a) \ Ble,r —a)| > C~ 1’9 —Ce*™) = (O~ — Ce ) ) = C(0, a)e” ")

Hence choosing a sufficiently large, o, , < C'(v, a)B,4, for some constant C’(v, a) as probabil-
ity measures on I', and hence the maximal inequalities for 3, imply the maximal inequalities
for o, ,. Since p,, are convex combinations of o, ,, the maximal inequalities hold for them
as well. O
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Proof of Theorem[1.2. Let us now consider the case of a word metric, and first note that
Lemma B3] can then be given a sharper form, namely C~'e" < |S.(e)] < Ce® ,r > 0,
where S,(e) is the sphere with radius r and center e. To demonstrate this fact briefly,
recall that every hyperbolic group is a strongly Markov group. In particular, associated to
the pair (I',S) there is a finite graph (V, E) with a distinguished vertex, whose edges are
labelled by the generators s € S, such that the set of elements w € I' with |w|g = n is in
bijective, length-preserving correspondence with the set of directed paths of length n in the
graph, whose initial vertex is the distinguished one. It was established in |[CF10] that the
estimate C~'e® < |B(e,r)| < Ce® | r > 0 (due to [Co93]) implies that the adjacency matrix
of the graph (V, E) has the following special property. There exists a positive eigenvalue of
maximum modulus, and for all eigenvalues of maximum modulus, the algebraic and geometric
multiplicities coincide. For such a matrix, the number of directed paths of length n starting
at the distinguished vertex, which is equal to the number of words of length n in the group,
does indeed satisfy the desired estimate (see [Calll Lemma. 3.1.4] for more information,
and also [Bol0]).

It then follows that 0, < Cf, as probability measures on the group, and so {0,}5°,
satisfies the maximal inequality satisfied by {3,}52,. The same holds of course for {1, }>2 ;.
Viewing L>°(X,m) as a norm-dense subspace of LP(X,m), if mx(u,)f converges almost
everywhere for every bounded function f, standard arguments using the maximal inequality
imply that 7wx(u,)f converges almost surely for every f € LP, 1 < p < oo and in Llog L.
Pointwise almost sure convergence for bounded functions has been established recently in
[BKK11), Corollary 1] (and under an additional assumption also in [PS11]). Given pointwise
convergence, as well as the maximal inequality, norm convergence in LP, 1 < p < oo and in
Llog L is a straightforward consequence of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

]

5 Asymptotic invariance

In order to prove Theorem [[.3] we assume for the rest of the paper that the horofunc-
tion boundary coincides with the Gromov boundary of (I',d). This means that whenever
{g:}32, C T converges to a point £ € OI" then the horofunction

he(g) := lim d(g, g) — d(g:, €)

is well-defined. In particular, it depends on {g;}5°; only through &.

Define B, and &, , as in Definition @] for some T' € L™ and @ > 0 with a > ao, T > T
(where ag, Ty are as in Lemma [4.2). Let I' ~ (0" x L, v x 6) be the Maharam extension
and let £ be the induced equivalence relation on 0I' x [0, 7)), (notational conventions are
explained in §3.3). So (§,t)E (¢, t') < Jg € I" such that g(&,t) = (¢',1).

Most of the work in proving Theorem boils down to the next result the proof of which
is the goal of this section.
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Theorem 5.1. Let a > ag, T > Ty where ag, Ty are as in Lemma[{.9. For every ey, r > 0
and (§,t) € O x [0, T] there exists 0 < €(&,t,1) < €0 such that if B.(£,t) =B, ¢, (&)

and ém =B (£, 1)\B,_ (£, 1) then B = {B },o0 and &, := {ém}mo are asymptotically

mvariant.

5.1 The leafwise metric on the equivalence classes

To begin the proof, we need a leafwise metric on E: given (&, t),(¢,t) € o' x [0,T)L
with (&, 6)E (&, 1), let dr((€,1),(¢',t')) be the minimum value of d(g,e) over all g € T with
g(&,t) = (¢,t'). Most of the work in showing Theorem [B.1] boils down to the next two
propositions.

Proposition 5.1. For (§,t) € T x [0,T) and r > 0 let N,,(B,(¢,t)) denote the radius-n
neighborhood of 9B, (&, t) with respect to dr. Then for any n > 0,

: . N (B,(E,1))]
lim sup lim sup ————>22 < 1.
d—0+ r—00 |%r+6 (57 t)‘

Simalarly,

lim sup lim sup Nn(6a(&, 1)) < 1.
d—0t r—00 |%7’+6(§’ t)| - |%r—a—6(€> t)|

Proposition 5.2. For any eg,r > 0 and a.e. (§,t) € OI' x [0, Ty, there exists 0 < €(&,t,1) <
€o such that

%7’ € T g’t %r € r 57 t
1 = lim limsup | e )+6( )| = lim liminf | &, )+6( >|
=0t 500 |%7‘+6(5,t,7‘) (6, t)| 0—=0— r—oo |%7‘+6(5,t,7‘) (g, t)|

Lemma 5.3. There exists a countable set ® C [E] such that ® generates E and for every
¢ € O there exists an n = n(¢) > 0 such that dr((€,t), p(€,t)) < n for a.e. (£,1).

Proof. For n > 0let G,, = {((&,t), (&, 1)) € E: dr((£,1),(£,t)) <n}. Because d is locally
finite, (OT' x [0,T)L, G,,) is a bounded degree graph. By [KST99], this implies that the Borel
edge-chromatic number of (OI' x [0,T)y,G,,) is finite. That is, there exists a Borel map
Q, : G, — A, (where A, is a finite set) such that if ((£,¢), (&, t)), (&', 1), (¢",t")) € G,, and
(&,t) # (&7, t") then Q,((&, 1), (£,1) # Q. ((¢', 1), (£",t")). We can also assume without loss
of generality that ,((&,t), (£,t)) = Q,((&, 1), (&,1)).

For each element a € A, define ¢, : ' x [0, T), — OI' x [0, T)y, as follows. If (§,t) €
OI' x [0, T, and there is a (&', t') such that Q,((£,%), (£,t')) = a then let ¢,(&,t) = (£, ).
Otherwise let ¢,(&,t) = (&,t). Then ¢, € [E]. Moreover, if (({,t),(¢,t')) € G, then
there is some a € A, such that ¢,(¢,t) = (¢,t'). Since U |G, = E, we have that ¢ :=
U {¢a : a € A,} is generating. 0O
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Proof of Theorem [5.1 given Propositions[5.1], [7.2. Let ® be the generating set from the pre-
vious lemma, ¢ € ®, n = n(¢) and €(&,t,r) be as in Proposition .2 Then for any
(é-vt) S or' x [OvT)]Lv

% % N,.(B t B t
lim sup |%7«(€> t)NA ¢(%r(§a t))| < lim sup 9 | ( r4e(&,t,r) (6 )) \ r+e(€,t,r) (5 )|
oo 9B, (€, )] - B, e (6 )

N,.(B t
= 2 limsup| ( 7‘+E(§7t,7‘)(§ ))| 1
r—300 1B, sy (& 1)l

%7‘ € T 5’ t
< 2| limsuplimsup B &t )+5( ) —1]=0.
oN\0 T—00 |%r+e(£,t,r) (57 t)‘

The last inequality is justified by Proposition 5.1l and the last equality follows from Propo-
sition 0.2l Because ¢ € ® is arbitrary, this proves 9B is asymptotically invariant.
Recall that &, ,(¢,t) = B,(£,t) \ B, _,({,t). By Lemma [£.2]

16,..(6,1) b B(6,,(&,1))|

e 18,46 1)
o g IBe(E0) 8 O(BL(E0)] + 1B, W(6,1) & 9B, L (6.0)] B, (1)
T e B, (¢, 1) 16,.,(6.0)]
< 02 g [BrED) A OBE B, (€D A IB,LED) _
T e B, (¢, 1)
Since ¢ € ® is arbitrary, the implies éa is asymptotically invariant. O

5.2 The key geometric argument

This section proves Proposition 5.1l We need a few geometric lemmas to begin.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose §1,& € OU' and & # &. Then for any r € R there are sets Vi C 0T,
Vo I' (=T'Ual') such that

e {1 eV, E eV,

o Vi is open in OT, Vs is open in T,
e ViNVy =10,

o Vo, € VoI, Ve Vi, hy(vy) >r.

Proof. Let Vi be an open neighborhood of §; whose closure does not contain &. Let {W,}72;
be any sequence of decreasing open subsets of " such that N, W, = {&} and W, N V; = (.
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If the lemma is false then for each n we can find an x,, € W,, and an &, € V; such that
he, (z,) < r. Observe

lim 2(&|zn)e = lim d(z,, €) — he, (z,) = +00.

n—oo n— o0

S0 if (€xo, Too) is a limit point of {(&,,7,)}%, in T' x T then by equation [B.1)), (€so|Too)e =
+00. In particular, every limit point of {z,}72 is contained in the closure of Vi. But the
hypotheses on W,, imply lim,, .., z,, = &, a contradiction. OJ

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that {&;}32, C OI' and lim; o & = €. Fiz C € R and let H; := {x €
I': he(z) <C} (forl1 <i<oo). Ifx; € H; for alli then every limit point y of {z;}2, in
T satisfies y € Hoo U {0}

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume {z;}%°, converges in I' to an element y.
If y € T' then x; = y for all ¢ sufficiently large (since I is locally finite). So he_(y) =
lim; o0 he, (z;) < C and y € Heo.

To obtain a contradiction, suppose that y € Ol but y # £,.. The previous lemma implies
the existence of sets V,, C 9I', V,, C T such that

o (o €V, y eV,

e V. is open in OT', V, is open in T,

e V. .NV, =10,

o Vg e V,NT, ¥ € Vi, hy(g) > C +1.

For all n sufficiently large, &, € V.. Therefore H, has trivial intersection with V. Since
x, € H,, this implies lim,_,o z,, ¢ V,. But lim,_,o, z, = y € V},. This contradiction implies
that if lim,,_,o z, € OI" then lim,,_,., =, = £, as required. O

Lemma 5.6. There exists a function § = B(r,n,t) > 0 such that if g,g' € T', £ € OI' and

d(g,e) >r, d(g,g)<n, |he(g) <t

then
(d(g,e) — he(g)) — (d(g',e) — he(g)] < B(r,n,t).

Moreover, lim,_,, B(r,n,t) =0 for any n,t > 0.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Assuming no such function exists, there are constants
n,t,eg > 0, elements &, € JI' and elements g,, g. € ' (Vr > 0) such that

o d(gre) >r,d(g,,g.) <n, lhe(9,)] <t

o [(d(gr,e) = he.(9r)) — (d(g], €) = he,(9,))] = €o-
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After passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that the sequence {g, &},
converges to an element £* € 9T. We claim {g, '}°°, also converges to £*. To see this,
observe that for any z,g € I' and £ € 0T,

hoe(2) = he(g™ ) — he(g™").
Therefore,
hyie, (971) = he.(€) = he,(g,) <t VT,
Since lim,_,, d(g; ', e) = +00 the previous lemma implies lim, ., ;' = £* as claimed.
The claim implies that for any = € I,
hf* (SL’) = lim d(gr_lv LE‘) - d(gr_lu 6) = lim d(ev grx) - d(€7 g?")
T—00 r—00

Since d(gy, g.) < n for all r and because (I', d) is locally finite we may assume after passing
to a subsequence that there is a y € I" such that ¢ ¢’

g, =y for all r. By setting x = y in the
equation above, we obtain:
lim d(e,g;) —d(e,9r) = he-(y) = lim hyre (y) = lim A, (g,y) — he, (97)

J— 1 / —_—

= lim he,(9)) — he,(9).
This contradicts the assumption |(d(g,,e) — he, (9:)) — (d(g.,e) — he, (g..))]| > €o- O
Corollary 5.7. There is a constant K > 0 (depending only on 7' (I',d), v) such that for
any r,n > 0 and any (£,t) € OI' x [0, 7))L,

Nn(%r(€7 t)) - %T+B(T—K7H,K)(§’ t)

Proof. Tf (£",t") € Nu(%B,(£,1)) \ B,.(&,t) then there exists (&',¢') € B,.(¢,t) and g € T such
that d(e,g) < n and g(&,t') = (¢”,t"). Since (¢',t') € B,(&,t), there is also a v € I" such
that

THE ) = (EL1), d(y.e) —he(y) —t <
Because ¢ =t — Ry(y1,€) and, by B3), |R\(y", &) + vahe(y)] < C (for some constant
C > 0), we have

lhe()] <031 (T +C) = d(y,e) <r + T+ 0 {(T + C).

Let f =~g~". Sod(f,7) = d(g,e) < n. Note f(§,t) = gy '({,1) = g(£,¥') = (£",1"). As
above, this implies |he(f)] < 03 (T +C). Since (£”,t") ¢ B,(£,t), d(e, f) > r—T —0, (T +
).
We now apply the previous lemma to f and v to obtain
|d(e, f) —d(e,v) = he(f) + he(v)] < B(r — K n, K)
where K =T + v, (T + C). Thus
ldle, £) = h(f) =] < ld(e,) = he(7) = t] + B(r — K,m, K) < v+ B(r = K,m, K).

This implies (£",t") € B, 5,k 1) (& ) as required. 0O

Proposition [5.] follows from the corollary above and the fact that lim, . 5(r,n,t) =
0 Vn,t.
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5.3 Proof of asymptotic invariance

In this section we prove Proposition whose statement is recalled below.
Proposition 5.2l For any eg,r > 0 and a.e. (§,t) € OI' x [0, Ty, there exists 0 < e(&,t,1) <
€ such that

%T € r S’t %r € r €>t
1 = lim limsup Brreern a6 ) — lim lim inf —_ €& +o(&: )]
—0t o \%HE(U’T)(& t)| §—0— r—oo |%7‘+e(§,t,7“) (5, t)‘

Proof. Let (£,t) € O x [0,T), 0 <a <b,l=0b—a and 1 < N, m be integers such that N
is divisible by 4. Suppose that for every ¢ € [a + 2I/N,b— 21/N],

B ot
Boapl&
By Lemma [4.2]

(N/4-1)

‘% 45 4lN(£7t)‘
Cenb/2 2 % g’t _ %a é”’t a+(4j+4)l/
98,(6,1)] = |8, ( N]} B, (6

> 1B, (6 01— 1/m) N 2 €1 - 1),

—41og(C2e’/2)—121log(1—1/m)
So N < log(1—1/m) :

Suppose now that N > —4oa(C®e"?)-12log(1=1/m) " Tpep there exists ¢ € [a+21/N,b—2l/N]

log(1—1/m)
such that
|%c—2l/N (57 t)|

For any = € [¢ — /N, c+1/N],

>1—1/m.

B0 Bean@Dl
B, n (& O] T By (& D] m
and
By & O] By (&0 1—1/m

|%x(€>t)| o |%c+2l/N(€>t)| -
Now let ¢y > 0. By induction, for every r > 0 and j > 2 there exist ¢, ;, N; > 0 such
that:

e for every x € [¢,; — 1/Nj, ¢, ; + 1/Nj]
‘%x(é-vt)‘ |%x—1/Nj (€>t)|
|%m+1/Nj(£7t)| |%m(£7t)|

o [¢,jr1—1/Njj1,¢ 541 +1/Njy| Clerj — 1/Nj ¢+ 1/Nj| Clryr + €).

Let d,¢. be the only point in the nested intersection (;[c,; — 1/Nj, ¢, ; + 1/N;]. Then
€(r,&,t) := 0,¢4 — 1 satisfies the conclusion of the proposition by construction. O

>1-1/7;

>1-1/j, and
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5.4 Proof of Theorem [1.3|

In order to apply Theorems and 23] we need to know the action I' ~ (9T, v) is weakly
mixing, as well as its type and stable type. To prove this, we need the existence of a conformal
measure on OI:

Lemma 5.8. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary, uniformly quasi-geodesic, hyperbolic group
whose horofunction boundary coincides with its Gromov boundary. Then there exists a con-
formal measure v, on OI'. Thus 6%‘29(5) = exp(—vhe(g™t)) for a.e. € and every g € T

Proof. For s >0 and v € I, let

Z) = Y e,

ger

By Lemma B3] there exist constants Cp,a > 0 so that if N, = [{g € T': ak < d(e,g) <
a(k 4+ 1)}| then
Co—lenak < Nk < C()€Uak.

So there is a constant C'; > 0 such that

Cr' ) Nee ™ < Z(7) < C1 Y Nee ™.

k=0 k=0
So if s > v,
cytert CoC
1 — ealv—s) < Zs(f}/) < 1 — ealv—s)’
For s > v let

L 1 —sd(e,g)
me 1= Z(S)Ze 94,

gel

where 4, is the Dirac measure concentrated on {g} C I'. We consider these as measures on
I' =T UOJdl'. Let v, be any weak™ limit of my as s N\, v. Because lims\, Z(s) = 400, 1, is
supported on JI'. An exercise left to the reader shows that v, is conformal as claimed.

O

Remark 5.9. If A € (0,1) then we do not know whether there exists a conformal measure
v. on OI' which in addition satisfies log, (M(§)> € Z for every g € I" and a.e. £ € OI.

dve
However, Lemma implies that v. is equivalent to a quasi-conformal measure v which
satisfies this condition.

Lemma 5.10. Let (I',d) be a non-elementary uniformly quasi-geodesic hyperbolic group
whose Gromov boundary coincides with its horofunction boundary and v be a quasi-conformal
measure on OU'. Then I" ~ (O, v) is weakly mizing, type I11, and stable type 11, for some
AT € (0,1
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Proof. By Lemma any two quasi-conformal measures on OI' are absolutely continuous
to each other. So by Lemma [5.8 we may assume v is conformal. So the Radon-Nikodym
derivatives dgzg are continuous. By [CMO07, Corollary 0.2], I' ~ (9I',v) is a factor of a
Poisson boundary. By [ALO05], the action of I" on any of its Poisson boundaries is weakly
mixing. This implies I' ~ (9", ) is weakly mixing. The main theorem of [Bol2] implies
I' ~ (0T, v) is type 111, and stable type 11, for some A\, 7 € (0, 1]. O

We now combine Theorems 2.2 2.3, Corollary and Theorem [5.] to prove Theorem
Lol

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let a,T > 0 be sufficiently large so that the conclusions to Corollary
and Theorem (.1 hold. Also let ¢y > 0.
We use notation as in §3.31 So let E be the equivalence relation on OI' x [0, T")y, induced

by the partial action of I". Let €(§,¢,r), &, = {ém}rm be as in Theorem [5.1l By Corollary

and Theorem B.], &, is regular and asymptotically invariant.
Suppose that I' ~ (OI', v) has type I11; (so L=R,A=1). Let

(o) =T / / {w €T w(e,t) € Spale. )} e, enlo ™ (€.1)) du(E)dt.

From (3.3) we have that if (£,t), g7 (&, t) € 9T x [0,T)y, then
he(9)] < 071(T + C)
for some constant C' > 0. Since r — a < d(e, g) — he(g) —t < r, we have
r—a—0,(T+C)<d(e,g) <r+o,(T+C)+T.

So
{gel: g7'(& 1) € 6,46, 1)} C Ble,r +p) \ Ble,r = p)
where p = a + v, (T + C) + T, which implies ¢, is supported on B(e,r + p) \ B(e,r — p).
The previous lemma and Theorem 2.2limply {(.} is a pointwise ergodic family in L log L.
This finishes the type I11; case. The type I1I, case (A € (0,1)) is similar, using Theorem

instead of 2.2 O
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