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CHARACTERIZATION OF FUCHSIAN GROUPS AS LAMINAR GROUPS & THE
STRUCTURE THEOREM OF HYPERBOLIC 2-ORBIFOLDS

HYUNGRYUL BAIK & KYEONGRO KIM

ABSTRACT. Thurston and Calegari-Dunfield showed that the fundamental group of some tautly
foliated hyperbolic 3-manifold acts on the circle in a distinctive way that the action preserves some
structure of ', so-called a circle lamination. Indeed, a large class of Kleinian groups acts on the
circle preserving a circle lamination. In this paper, we are concerned with the converse problem that
a group acting on the circle with at least two invariant circle laminations is Kleinian. We prove that
a subgroup of the orientation preserving circle homeomorphism group is a Fuchsian group whose
quotient orbifold is not a geometric pair of pants (or turnover) if and only if it preserves three circle
laminations with a certain transversality. This is the complete generalization of the previous result of
the first author which is proven under the assumption that the subgroup is discrete and torsion-free.
On the way to our main result, we also show a structure theorem (generalized pants decomposition)
for complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds, including the case of infinite type, which is of
independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and Motivation. The classification of a group action on a manifold is a funda-
mental question in mathematics. Along this line, one of the outstanding studies is the Zimmer’s
program. One part of Zimmer’s program is to understand the actions of a lattice G of a semi-simple
Lie group I' on a compact manifold M. See [Fis11] for the survey of Zimmer’s program.

The most accessible case is that M is dimension one, namely, M =S 1. When T is of real rank
at least two, Ghys [Ghy99]] gave a complete characterization for homomorphisms from G to the
orientation preserving circle homeomorphism group Homeo*(S!). This result says that the circle
action of a higher rank lattice is rigid.

On the contrary, in the rank one case, the circle actions of G are more flexible. For instance,
when I' = PSL,(R) and G is a closed hyperbolic surface group, the space of G-actions is studied
by Mann [Manl5] and Mann-Wolff [MW19]] in terms of the Euler number. They showed the
equivalency of the rigidity and the geometricity of the G-actions. This implies that non-geometric
actions have no rigidity in some reasonable sense. Hence, in general, given any subgroup H of
Homeo™* (S1), it is difficult to determine whether H comes from a lattice of a semi-simple Lie
group of real rank one.

Nonetheless, in the case of PSL,(C), we can observe that a large class of lattices act on the circle
in a distinctive way that the actions preserve some structure of S!, so-called a circle lamination.
This feature is first observed by Thurston along the proof of the hyperbolization theorem for surface
bundles over S'. More generally, in [Thu97], Thurston showed that the fundamental group of a
tautly foliated hyperbolic 3-manifold faithfully acts on S!, preserving a pair of circle laminations.
In various circumstance, Thurston’s theorem has been generalized by many authors, e.g. [Cal00],
[CDO3], [ICal06], [[Fenl2], [ESS19]] and so on. Also, we can see that almost all torsion-free lattices
in PSL,(R) which are the fundamental groups of hyperbolic surfaces of finite type act on S!

preserving infinitely many distinct circle laminations.
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Hence, it is natural to ask whether a subgroup of Homeo* (S!) preserving several circle lamina-
tions, so-called a laminar group, is a discrete subgroup of PSL,(C), so-called a Kleinian group.
Also, we may ask that a laminar group with infinite many invariant circle laminations is a Fuchsian
group which is a discrete subgroup of PSL,(RR). In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the
second question. We will show that three is the enough number of invariant circle laminations to
characterize Fuchsian groups.

1.2. Main results. To present the precise statements for the questions and our main theorems, we
roughly introduce basic notions about laminations. Let H? be the hyperbolic plane. For now, we
use the Poincaré disk for H? which is the open unit disk in the complex plane C. The Gromov
boundary of H? is the unit circle S! in C. Hence, we can think of the orientation preserving
isometry group PSL,(RR) for H? as a subgroup of Homeo* (S!) since each element of PSL,(R) is
continuously and uniquely extended to S'.

A given geodesic in H? joins two points in S!. Conversely, given two distinct points in S?,
there is a unique geodesic in H? connecting them. Hence, the set g(H?) of geodesics in H? is
parametrized by the set M of subsets of S with caldinality of 2. We denote the parametrization
from g(H?) to M by €.

A geodesic lamination A in H? is a non-empty subcollection of g(IH?) such that JA is a closed
subset in H2 and each pair of elements of A are disjoint. We say that for each component of H?2 \ A,
the closure of the component in H? is a non-leaf gap of A. A geodesic lamination is quite full if
every non-leaf gap is either an ideal polygon or a crown. Here, a crown ¢ is a non-leaf gap having a
sequence {f;};n in S! such that €1 ({t;,#;,1}) is a boundary geodesic of ¢ and {;} .y accumulates
to a unique point p. The point p is called the pivot of the crown. In particular, a quite full geodesic
lamination without crowns is said to be very full.

A circle lamination L is a subcollection of M if £ = &(A) for some geodesic lamination A in H?Z.
For convenience, we think of circle laminations as geodesic laminations in HZ2. Given a collection
C = {Lq}aer of circle laminations, we denote by Aut(C) the set of all elements in Homeo* (S')
preserving C, namely, Aut(C) := {g e Homeo™ (§): g(Ly) = L for all a € T'}. We also call Aut(C)
the laminar automorphism group of C. A subgroup of Homeo* (S') is laminar if it is a subgroup
of the laminar automorphism group of some circle lamination. The laminar groups were first
introduced in [[CalO1]].

Now, we are ready to give the precise statements for the questions explained in the previous
section.

Question 1.1. Let C = { Ly} qer be a collection of quite full circle laminations whose endpoint sets
are pairwise disjoints, namely, (ULq) N (ULp) = @ for any o # . Is every subgroup of Aut(C)
isomorphic to a discrete subgroup of PSL,(C) ?

Question 1.2. Are the Fuchsian groups the only case to act faithfully on S' preserving an infinite
collection of quite full circle laminations whose endpoint sets are pairwise disjoint? In other words,
if C is an infinite collection of quite full circle laminations whose endpoint sets are pairwise disjoint,
is every subgroup of Aut(C) conjugated to a Fuchsian group as subgroups in Homeo™ (S')?

Indeed, Question[I.T]was proposed in [Bail5|] and [ABS19] in terms of pants-like COL,, groups.
See Section [3| for the definition of a pants-like COL,, group. According to [BJK22], given a finite
collection C = { L } qr of quite full circle laminations whose endpoint sets are pairwise disjoint,
for any subgroup G of Aut(C), we can construct a pants-like collection C’ = {L}, }qcr of circle
laminations preserved by G. Hence, even thought the definition of a pants-like COL,, group looks
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artificial, this is a weaker condition than preserving n quite full circle laminations with the disjoint
endpoint set condition. Therefore, Question |1.1| assumes conditions which are stronger than in
[Bail5]] and weaker than in [ABS19].

In this paper, we show the following corollary which is the affirmative answer for Question (1.2
Therefore, three is the enough number of invariant laminations to characterize the circle actions of
Fuchsian groups.

Corollary 1.3. IfC={L1,L, L3} is a collection of quite full circle laminations whose endpoint sets
are pairwise disjoint, every subgroup of Aut(C) is conjugated to a Fuchsian group as subgroups
in Homeo* (S'). Conversely, given a Fuchsian group G, we can construct three quite full circle
laminations, with the disjoint endpoint condition, preserved by G if H? /G is not a geometric pair
of pants.

In fact, we show a stronger statement than the first statement of Corollary [I.3]as follows.
Theorem A. Every pants-like COL3 group is a convergence group.

Thanks to the following famous theorem, Theorem [A]is equivalent to Corollary [I.5] which we
desired.

Theorem 1.4 ( Convergence group theorem ([Tuk88]],[Gab92],[CJ94]], cf. [Hin90] for the indiscret
case)). A subgroup of Homeo™ (S') is a convergence group if and only if it is a Fuchsian group.

Corollary 1.5. Every pants-like COL3 group G is a discrete Mobius group, namely, there is an
element ¢ in Homeo™ (S') such that G¢~" is a Fuchsian group.

Conversely, we also show the following theorem which is weaker than the second statement of

Corollary

Theorem B. Let G be a Fuchsian group. Suppose that H/G is not a geometric pair of pants. Then
G 1s a pants-like COL3 group.

In the proof of Theorem [B] by removing the gray geodesics in the pieces of Figure |4c|type, we
can modify Lemma for quite full laminations. Eventually, we can strengthen Theorem [B|in
order to get the second statement of Corollary

The combination of Theorem |Aland Theorem [B|is the complete generalization of the following
theorem shown in [Bail5]].

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a torsion-free discrete subgroup of Homeo*(S!). Then G is a pants-like
COL3 group if and only if G is a Fuchsian group whose quotient is not the thrice-punctured sphere.

Note that Theorem [A] and Theorem [B] are not immediately implied by Theorem First, in
[Baildl], the proof of the only-if-direction depends on the fact that every non-trivial element has
a fixed point which is implied by the torsion-free condition. Also, along the proof, discreteness
was used in a lemma which is corresponding to Lemma in this paper. Hence, we have to
overcome these difficulties to prove Theorem @ For the if-direction, the construction of three
different geodesic laminations contained some technical issues. Also, the Selberg’s Lemma does
not make it easy to construct the geodesic laminations on hyperbolic 2-orbifolds since we also
consider the infinite type orbifolds. Instead, we have to use the structure theorem (generalized
pants decomposition) for hyperbolic 2-orbifolds including the case of infinite type as follows.

Theorem [6.1] (The structure theorem for complete hyperbolic 2-dimensional orbifolds). Let G be
a non-elementary Fuchsian group and S be the complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold H|G.
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Suppose that there is a pants decomposition C of S. Let A be the union of all geodesic realizations
in S of elements of C. Then Au(JdCH(L(G))/G) is a geometric pants decomposition of CC(S).

This theorem is analogous of the structure theorem for complete hyperbolic surfaces of Alvarez
and Rodriguez [AR04] and Basmajian and Sari¢ [Bv19]]. The pants decomposition theorem for hy-
perbolic orbifolds of finite type is well known. For instance, see Thurston [[Thu80, Chapter 13, Orb-
ifolds]. However, we could not find the structure theorem of hyperbolic 2-orbifold including the
case of infinite type in the literature. Hence, we collect and reorganize basic facts about the hyper-
bolic geometry of orbifolds, and prove the structure theorem for hyperbolic orbifolds for the sake
of completeness. This is of the independent interest and could serve as a useful reference to the
community (for instance, see [BLL21]).

Now, by Corollary the remaining case of Question [1.1]is that C consists of at most two
circle laminations. The case where C consists of two circle laminations is studied in [BJK22].
In [BJK22], we and Jung show that if C = {L£,L£,} is a veering pair which satisfies the disjoint
endpoints condition and some extra conditions, then every subgroup in Aut(C) is a fundamental
group of an irreducible 3-orbifold. Moreover, if the 3-orbifold is finite in some sense, then the
orbifold admits a complete hyperbolic metric and so the fundamental group is Kleinian. Along the
proof of this theorem, we use the following lemma to prove the classification theorem of the gap
stabilizers. It is also the key lemma to prove Theorem

Lemmad.9} Let G be a pants-like COL, group and C = {L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for G.
Suppose that we have a sequence {x,}:°, of elements of S I converging to x € S and a sequence
{gn}2, of distinct elements of G such that {g,(x,)} 2, converges to x' € S'. Then we can have one
of the following cases:

(1) there is a subsequence {gn, }?, such that g, (x) =x' for all k € N;

(2) there is a subsequence {g,, };2, and a quasi-rainbow {I;}2, at x' in L; for some i€ 7
such that the sequence {(gnk,lk)};il is a pre-approximation sequence at x';

(3) there is a subsequence {gy, } ;2| and a quasi-rainbow {I; } 2, at x in L; for some i € Z such
that the sequence {( g;kl ,Ik)},‘zj1 is a pre-approximation sequence at Xx.

Throughout the paper, we use basic notations and statements of [BK20] and [Bail3]. Especially,
instead of the circle laminations, we use the notion of laminations systems which are more proper
to keep track of the dynamic of the circle actions.

1.3. Organization. We give a brief review of necessary preliminaries in Section [2| In Section
we show that Mobius-like laminar groups with two invariant laminations satisfying some special
conditions are discrete in Homeo™ (S'). This implies that every pants-like COL3 group is discrete.
In Section 4, we prove Theorem [A]l In Section [5] we give a summary of elementary facts about
the geometry and topology of 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds and for completeness, we prove
some basic facts which are well-known among experts. In Section[6.1], we show a structure theorem
of complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds, Theorem following the proof for hyperbolic
surfaces in [Bv19]. Note that the structure theorem for complete hyperbolic surfaces was firstly
proven by Alvarez and Rodriguez [ARO4], and after that, a geometric proof was suggested by
Basmajian and §arié[BV19]. Using Theorem in Section |6.2] and Section we construct
three different laminations in S and prove Theorem
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2. BASIC NOTIONS AND NOTATIONS TO STUDY LAMINAR GROUPS

In first three sections, we review basic notions about Riemann surfaces and the hyperbolic ge-
ometry on orbifolds. In this part, to prove Theorem[6.1] we adopt a proper collection of definitions.
This is based on [Rat06], [Bea95l], and [[Kra/2l]]. Then, we recall circle laminations and lamination
systems. Also, we summerize related notions and technical lemmas. This part is a summary of
[BK20].

2.1. The Riemann sphere and the hyperbolic plane. Let C = Cu{oo} be the Riemann sphere
and R=Ru {0} be the extended real line. We denote the upper half plane by H and the lower half
plane by H*. The upper half plane H has a standard hyperbolic metric p, so-called the Poincaré
metric. With this metric, R is the Gromov boundary dH. On the other hand, a Cayley transforma-

tion p expressed as
l+z

p(2)=iT—
gives an identification between the Poincaré disk ]D> and the upper half plan H where D is the unit
open disk in C with the standard hyperbolic metric.

Recall that the automorphism groups of C and H are PSL,(C) and PSL,(R), respectively.
The group PSLZ((C) acts on C by linear fractional transformations and especially the subgroup
PSL,(R) acts on ¢ preserving R. Recall that the orientation preserving isometry group of H is
exactly PSL,(R) . Note that the automorphism group of D can be identified with PSL,(R), via p,
and so we think of the automorphism group of D as PSL,(R).

A discrete subgroup of PSL,(C) is a Kleinian group. Especially, a Kleinian group in PSL,(R)
is a Fuchsian group. Let G be a Fuchsian group. We denote the domain of discontinuity of G on ¢
by Q(G) and the limit set of G by L(G). Note that L(G) is a closed subset of R. Also, H c Q(G).
The Fuchsian group G is of the first kind if L(G) = R, and of the second kind, otherwise. In the first
kind case, Q(G) has exactly two connected components H and H*. If L(G) is not R and is finite,
then the cardinality of L(G) is at most two and in this case we say that G is elementary. Recall
that every elementary Fuchsian group is virtually abelian and the converse is also true. When
L(G) is not R and is infinite, the limit set L(G) is a closed, perfect, nowhere dense subset of R.
Hence, in the second kind case, Q(G) has the only one connected component which is conformally
equivalent to the Riemann sphere without a cantor set.

2.2. Riemann surfaces with branched coverings. Let G be a subgroup of PSL,(C) and Q be a
non-empty G-invariant open set in C. Suppose that G acts properly discontinuously on Q. If Q has
more than two boundary points and z¢ is a point in Q, then the stabilizer G, defined by

Gz ={8€G:g(20) =20}

is a finite cyclic group which is generated by an elliptic element fixing zgp. Moreover, we can take a
complex structure on the orbit space Q/G so that the quotient map ¢ from Q to Q/G is holomorphic
and a branched covering. In other words, for each z € Q, there are charts ¢, : U — V| on Q and
@2 : Uy » V5 on Q/G with g(Uy) c U, such that ¢1(0) =z and @, 0o ¢;!(z) = 2 where m is
the cardinality of the stabilizer G,,. The cardinality of the stabilizer G, is called the ramification
index of ¢ at the point zg, and the point zg is a ramification point if the ramification index is greater
than 1. See [Kra72|] for more detaied discussion.
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Let G be a non-elementary Fuchsian group. We write n'g, for the quotient map from Q(G) to
Q(G)/G, and 7 for the quotient map from H to H/G. The quotient spaces (G)/G and H/G
with conformal structures defined as above are Riemann surfaces. Note that if G is of the first
kind, Q(G)/G has exactly two connected components, and is connected, otherwise. If G is of the
second kind, there is a natural anti-conformal involution J on Q(G)/G induced by the complex
conjugation on C. Then the map J switches between H/G and H*/G, and fixes every point of
(R-L(G))/G.

2.3. 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds. Let S be a connected metric space. The space S is
called a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold if there is a subgroup G(S) of PSL,(R) and a non-
empty G(S)-invariant simply connected open set C(S) of H such that G(S) acts properly discon-
tinuously on C(S) and C(S)/G(S) with the metric induced by p is isometric to S. We say that S is
complete if C(S) = H.

Similarly, the space S is a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary if there is a
subgroup G(S) of PSL,(IR) and a G(S)-invariant closed convex subset C(S) of H with non-empty
interior whose boundary is a disjoint union of bi-infinite geodesics such that G(S) acts properly
discontinuously on C(S) and C(S)/G(S) with the metric induced by p is isometric to S. We allow
C(S) to be H. By definition, every 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary is
complete as a metric space. Note that G(S) is uniquely determined up to conjugation by PSL,(R).

Let g be the quotient map from C(S) to C(S)/G(S). As discussed previously, when S is a 2-
dimensional hyperbolic orbifold, mg is a branched covering. Even though S is a 2-dimensional
hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary, the restriction 7g|int(C(S)) to the interior int(C(S))
of C(S) is a branched covering onto int(C(S))/G(S) of S and this map can be also extended
continuously onto the geodesic boundary dC(S). Therefore, 7g is a branched covering.

Let S be a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with or without geodesic boundary. The set C(S)
is a universal orbifold covering space and 7y is the orbifold covering map. We say that a point x € §
is a cone point of order n if x is an image of a ramification point with ramification index n and we
denote the set of all cone points in S by X(.5). Note that by definition, a ramification point is not in
dC(S) when S is a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary.

We define the geometric interior S°of S to be the set int(C(S))/G(S) -X(S). We call an element
of the geometric interior a regular point. A point in S—int(C(S))/G(S) is called a boundary
point and we denote the set of boundary points of § by dS. Note that when S is a 2-dimensional
hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary, dS is a disjoint union of geodesics.

Recall that if a bordered Riemann surface X has an open subset which is conformally equivalent
to a unit disk without center, then we say that X has a puncture. Moreover, when X has a puncture,
we can uniquely extend S to a bigger Riemann surface X by adding the center. In this sense, we
think of a puncture as the added center of the disk. If a point x is in dSUX(S) or a puncture of S, x
is called a geometric boundary point and AS denotes the set of all geometric boundary points of S.

Let S be a hyperbolic surface with geodesic boundary. In our definition, S is a 2-dimensional
hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary and without cone points. As usual, a geodesic lami-
nation on § is a nonempty closed subset of S which is a disjoint union of simple geodesics, and the
geodesics composing the lamination are called leaves. We can also define geodesic laminations on
2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds with geodesic boundary as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let S be a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary. Fix the
corresponding group G(S). Then a closed subset A of S is called a geodesic lamination on S
if Ig'(A) is a geodesic lamination of C(S), namely mg'(A) is a closed subset of C(S) which
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consists of pairwise disjoint bi-infinite geodesics. In particular, if Tty Y(A) = G(S) - £ for some bi-
infinite geodesic ¢ in H, then we call A a simple geodesic in S.

When S is a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and A is a geodesic lamination of §,
we think of A as a closed subset of S which is a disjoint union of simple geodesics. Hence, the
geodesics composing the lamination are called leaves. As 7y I(A) is a geodesic lamination of
C(S), mg'(A) is a geodesic lamination on H. Since given two points in JH, there is a unique bi-
infinite geodesic which has the points as end points, and vice versa, we may think of g I(A) asa
collection of two-point sets of S' corresponding to leaves of g !(A). Moreover, since G(S) acts
on R and G(S) permutes leaves of mg1(A), G(S) acts on the collection of two-point sets of S! and
permutes two-point sets. In the following sections, we will formulate precisely the collection of
two-point sets corresponding to g '(A) in terms of the topology of S! and group actions on such
collections.

2.4. The topology of S'. Let S! be the unit circle on C which is the boundary of the Poincare disk
D. Now we introduce a circular order to S' which is helpful to discuss the topology of S!.
We start with a set X. For each n e N with n > 2, we write A, (X) for the set

{(x1,-,x4) € X" :x; = x; for some i # j}.

A circular order of X means a map ¢ from X3 to {-1,0, 1} satisfying following properties :
(DV) ¢~1(0) = A3(X), and
© (p(xl,XQ,X3) - QD()C(),)CQ,X3) + (P(XQ,xl,X3) - (p(xo,xl,xz) =0 for all X0,X1,X2,x3 € X.

Let n e N with n > 3. A n-tuple (x1,-+,x,) in (§1)" - A, (S') is called positively oriented in S' if
for each i € {2,--,n—1}, p(x7'x;) < p(x7'xi11) where p is the Cayley transformation. Similarly, a
n-tuple (x1,--,x,) in (S1)" = A, (S1) is called negatively oriented in S' if for each i€ {2,--,n—1},
p(x71xi1) < p(x7'x;). Let @ be a map from (S')3 to {-1,0,1} defined by

-1 if x is negatively oriented,
o(x)=50 if xeAs(S"),
1 if xis positively oriented.

We can see that ¢ is a circular order of S'. From now on, the circular order of S' means the map
0.
We call a nonempty proper connected open subset of S! an open interval in S'. Let u,v be
elements of S!. Then, we define the subset (u,v)q of S! as follows:

(1) If u#v, (u,v)g is the set (u,v)g = {peS':@(u,p,v) =1} and is called a nondegenerate
open interval in S'.
(2) fu=v, (u,v)g is the set S' — {u} and is called a degenerate open interval in S'.

In particular, if (u,v)q is a nondegenerate open interval, then we denote (v,u)q by (u,v)%,, and

5
call it the dual interval of (u,v)q . We can see that the set of all nondegenerate open intervals of S!
is a basis for the topology of ST which is induced from the standard topology of C. For convenience,

when (u,v)¢ is a nondegenerate open interval, we use the following notations: [u,v)s, = {u}u
(u,v)g1; (u,v]gr = (u,v) g1 u{v}; and [u,v]g1 = (u,v) g1 U{u,v}.

Remark 2.2. Indeed, in [BK20], p was the stereographic projection
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T*

~

I*

FIGURE 1. The red segment represents the nondegenerate open interval J and the
blue parts represent I and I*. Two figures show all possible cases where {I,1*} lies
onJ.

Even though we use the Cayley transformation to define a circular order ¢, the induced circular
orders are same and it does not affect the results of [BK20].

2.5. Laminations of S!. Let M be the set of all two-point subsets of S'. More precisely,

M=((S")?=8a(8"))/(x,y) ~ (3,0).

For each {a,b} and {c,d} of M, they are said to be linked if each connected component of S -
{a,b} contains precisely one of ¢ or d. They are called unlinked if they are not linked. We can see
easily that M has a hausdorff distance induced from the Euclidean metric of C.

Definition 2.3. A lamination of S! is a nonempty closed subset A of M whose elements are pair-
wise unlinked. We call each element {a,b} of A a leaf of A and the points a and b are called the
end points of the leaf.

Remark 2.4. Let A be a geodesic laminations of H. For each leaf in H, the end point set of the leaf
is a two elements subset of S'. In this sense, there is a subset of M corresponding to A. Then, this
subset is obviously a lamination of S*. For more detailed discussion, consult [Cal07, Chapter 2].

2.6. Lamination systems on S!. From now on, we recall the notion of lamination systems on S'
which is first introduced in [BK20]. This makes it easier to do general topological arguments for
laminations of S'. It turns out that a lamination system on S’ is a subset of the topology of S!.

The idea of making a lamination system on S! from a lamination of S! is to take all connected
components of complements of each leaf of the lamination of S'. So, we will define lamination
systems as a collection of nondegenerate open intervals in S' with some conditions corresponding
to unlinkedness and closedness.

Let I and J be two nondegenerate open intervals. If / € J or I* € J, then we say that the pair of
points {I,I*} lies on J (See Figure . If I cJ or I* ¢ J, then we say that the pair of points {/,/*}
properly lies on J. Now, we can define lamination systems as follows.

Definition 2.5 ([BK20]). Let L be a nonempty family of nondegenerate open intervals of S'. L is
called a lamination system on S' if it satisfies the following properties :

(1) IfI €L, thenI* € L.
(2) ForanyI,J € L, {I,I*} lies on J or J*.
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(3) If there is a sequence {In}]‘;‘:’1 on L such that foranyneN, I,, € I,,1, and U 1, is a nonde-

n=1

generate open interval in S', then | I, € L.
n=1
The third condition will imply the closedness of lamination systems on S'.
We define leaves and gaps on a lamination system L as follows. A subset & of L is a leaf of L
if ¢ ={I,I*} for some I € L. We denote such a leaf ¢ by ¢(I). Likewise, a subset ¢ of L is a gap
of L if ¢4 satisfies following conditions:

(1) Elements of ¢ are pairwise disjoint , and
(2) for each I € L, there is a J in ¢ on which /(1) lies.

By the second condition on gaps, every gap is nonempty. Obviously, a leaf is also a gap with two

elements. Hence, we say that a gap is a non-leaf gap if it is not a leaf. We denote S' - J I by v(¥)
19
and call it a vertex set of ¢ or an end points set of 4. Each element of a vertex set is called a vertex

or an end point. Note that in general, a vertex set need not be a discrete subset of S!.

Let us talk about the closedness of lamination systems. First, we must have the concept of
convergence in lamination systems. The third condition of lamination systems allows us define the
notion of the limit of a sequence of leaves.

Definition 2.6 ([BK20])). Let L be a lamination system, and {{,}° | be a sequence of leaves in L.
Let J be a nondegenerate open interval. We say that {{,}° converges to J if there is a sequence
{1,}72, in L such that for each n €N, £, = ((I,), and
J climinf1, € limsupl, c J.
We denote this by £, — J.
This definition is symmetric in the following sense.

Proposition 2.7 ([BK20]). Let L be a lamination system and {{,},-1 be a sequence of leaves in
L. Let J be a nondegenerate open interval. Suppose that there is a sequence {I,,}° | in L such that
foreachneN, 0, =((1,) and
J climinfl, € limsupl, € J.
Then
J* climinfI} ¢ limsupl; € J*.

Since the third condition on lamination systems guarantees that the limit of an ascending se-

quence on a lamination system is in the lamination system, we need to consider descending se-

quences to say about limits of arbitrary sequences on lamination systems. The following lemma
implies the closedness of descending sequences in a lamination system L.

Lemma 2.8 ([BK20]). Let {I, }Z‘; | be a sequence on a lamination system L such that I, € I, for
allneN, and | J1; =J € L. Then Int( ﬂln) =J"eL.
n=1 n=1

With this lemma, the following proposition shows the closedness of lamination systems.

Proposition 2.9 ([BK20])). If a sequence {{,}°, of leaves of a lamination system L converges to
a nondegenerate open interval J, then J € L.
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Moreover, by Proposition we can prove that if ¢, - J, then ¢,, > J*, and so J* € L. Due to
that, we can make a concept of the limit of a sequence of leaves.

Definition 2.10 ([BK20]). Let L be a lamination system, and {{,}*, be a sequence of leaves on
L. Let { be a leaf of L. Then, we say that {{,}°° converges to  if {,, - I for some I € { and we
denote it by {,, — (.

Remark 2.11. Let A is a lamination of S*. Then the set
£={(a,b)g : {a,b} e A)
is a lamination system. Conversely, for a given lamination systme L, the set
A={v(l(D)):1€L}.

Note that if a sequence {£,}°, of leaves of L converges to {, then {v({,)} is also a sequence of
leaves of A and converges to v({).

2.7. Lamination systems and laminar groups. A homeomorphism f on S! is orientation pre-
serving if for each positively oriented triple (x,y,z) € (S1)3 = A3(S1), (f(x),f(»),f(z)) is posi-
tively oriented. Homeo* (S!) is the set of orientation preserving homeomorphisms on S'. For each
f €eHomeo* (S!), we denote the set of fixed points of f by Fix.

Let G be a subgroup of Homeo*(S!). The group G is called a laminar group if there is a
lamination system £ such that for any g€ G and I € £, g(I) € L. We say a lamination system L to
be G-invariant if for each ge Gand I € £, g(I) € L. Note that on a G-invariant lamination system,
every gap is mapped to a gap and the converging property is preserved under the given G-action.

Let £ be a lamination system on S!. On a lamination system £ on S!, a gap ¢ with [v(¥)| < oo is
called an ideal polygon. In particular, an ideal polygon is called a non-leaf ideal polygon if it is not
a non-leaf gap. We say that a lamination system L is very full if every gap of L is an ideal polygon.
Note that for an ideal polygon ¥, since v(¥) is a finite set, we can write v(¥) = {x1,x2,""",xn}
where [v(¥)|=n, and (x1,x2,--+,x,) is a positively oriented n-tuple. Moreover, we can represent
G = {(x1,x2) 51, (X2,23) g1, (Xn-1,%n) g1, (Xn, %1 ) g1 }-

Let {I,J} be a subset of L. Then, {I,J} is called a distinct pair if InJ = @, and {I,J} is not
a leaf. A distinct pair {I,J} is separated if there is a non-leaf gap & such that / ¢ K and J € L
for some K, L €%/, not necessarily K # L. The lamination system L is totally disconnected if every
distinct pair is separated.

Let €L and {£,}°, be a sequence of leaves of L. Then we call {£,}°, an I-side sequence if
forallneN, I¢/,, and ¢, lies on I, and ¢, — I. And we say that [ is isolated if there is no I-side
sequence on L. Moreover, a leaf ¢ is isolated if each element of / is isolated.

For a lamination system £, let E(L) = | Jv(£(I)) and we call it the end points set of L. When
IeL
we consider several lamination systems at the same time, considering transversality is useful.

Definition 2.12. Two lamination systems L1 and L, on S are transverse if L1 1L, = @. They are
said to be strongly transverse if E(L1) nE(Ly) = @.

2.8. Some technical lemmas. The following structure is useful to deal with the configuration of
leaves and to argue the existence of a gap.

Definition 2.13 ([BK20])). Let L be a lamination system on S' and I be a nondegenerate open
interval. Then, for p €I, we define C', as the set Cl,={Je L:peJ cI}.
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We can see that CII, is totally ordered by the set inclusion [BK20]. The following lemma gives
good descending or ascending sequences of C{, to make sure the existence of the maximal or
minimal interval in CJ,.

Lemma 2.14 ([BK20)). Let L be a lamination system on S', and I be a nondegenerate open

interval. Let x be an element of I. Assume that CL is nonempty. Then there is a sequence {J, ool

on CL such that for all n €N, J, € Jyi1, and | JJ, = | K. Also, there is a sequence {K,}, on C!
n=1 KeCl

such that for allneN, K,,,1 € K, and ﬂ K, = ﬂ K.
n=1 KeCl
The following lemma shows that the one-sided isolation condition is a sufficient condition for a
gap to exist.

Lemma 2.15 ((BK20]). Let £ be a lamination system on S' and I € L. Suppose that I* is isolated.
Then there is a non-leaf gap < such that I € 9.

Like leaves, there is a kind of unlinkedness for gaps.

Lemma 2.16 ([BK20)). Let £ be a lamination system on S', and 9, 4’ be two gaps with |9 |,|4" | >
2. Then, 9 =%9" or there are I in 4, and I' in 9" such that I* < I, and for all J €9, ((J) lies on I,
and for all J' €4', £(J') lies on I.

Let £ be a lamination system on S!. £ is called dense if E(L) is a dense subset of S'. Let p € S!
and £ be a dense lamination system. Suppose that there is a sequence {1, } °, on £ such that for all
neN, ;1 €1, and ﬂ I, = {p}. We call such a sequence a rainbow at p. In [Bail3], it is observed

neN
that very full laminations have abundant rainbows.

Theorem 2.17 ([Bail3l],[BK20]). Let L be a very full lamination system. For p € S', either p is in
E(L) or p has a rainbow. These two possibilities are mutually exclusive.

Corollary 2.18 ([Bail3ll,[BK20]). Let L be a very full lamination system of S'. Then E(L) is
dense in S'.

Hence, very full lamination systems are dense.
Totally disconnectedness is an important condition since it guarantees the existence of a gap.
The transversality condition makes lamination systems be totally disconnected.

Lemma 2.19 ([ABS19],[BK20]). If two dense lamination systems are strongly transverse , then
each of the lamination systems is totally disconnected.

3. LAMINAR GROUPS WITH TWO LAMINATION SYSTEMS AND FIXED POINT SETS

Analyzing fixed point sets of elements of laminar groups is useful to study laminar groups. Let
g be an element of Homeo™ (S!). If g is not trivial, the fixed point set Fix, is a proper closed subset
of S'. Hence, the complement of the fixed set Fix, is an at most countable disjoint union of open
intervals. Therefore, we can see that the action of g is just translations on the intervals of the
complement of Fix . Fortunately, unlike laminar groups with one invariant lamination system, in
the case where laminar groups with more than two lamination systems, the fixed point set of each
element is a finite set [BK20].

Definition 3.1 ([Bail3l]). A nontrivial element g in Homeo* (S') is said to be :
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(1) elliptic if |Fixg| =0,
(2) parabolic if |Fixg| = 1, and
(3) hyperbolic if |Fix, | =2

A point p of S! is called a cusp point of G if there is a parabolic element g in G fixing p.

Remark 3.2 ([Bail5l]). Let G be a laminar group and L a G-invariant lamination system. Suppose
that L is very full. Given a cusp point, there are infinitely many leaves of L having the cusp point
as an end point.

Now we introduce some classes of laminar groups to study laminar groups having more than
two lamination systems.

Definition 3.3 ([Bail3l]). Let G be a subgroup of Homeo* (S') and let C = { Ly} ges be a collection
of G-invariant very full lamination systems, where J is an index set. Then C is called pants-like
if the lamination systems in C are pairwise transverse and for any o + 3 € J, every element of
E(La)NE(Lp) is a cusp point of G. A subgroup G of Homeo* (S') is said to be pants-like COL,,
for some n € N if it admits a pants-like collection with n elements.

A subgroup G of Homeo*(S!) is said to be Mébius-like if for each element g € G , there is an
element 4 in Homeo™ (S!) such that hgh~! € PSL,(R). The group G is said to be Mébius if there
is an element & in Homeo™ (S!) such that {hgh™!: g € G} is a subgroup of PSL,(IR). We recall the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.4 ([Bail3l]). Let G be a pants-like COL3 group. Then for any nontrivial g € G, there is
an element h in Homeo* (S') such that hgh™! € PSL,(R) . Moreover;

(1) g is elliptic if and only if hgh™" is an elliptic element of finite order in PSL,(R),

(2) g is parabolic if and only if hgh™! is parabolic in PSL,(R), and

(3) g is hyperbolic if and only if hgh™! is hyperbolic in PSLy(R).

Therefore, every pants-like COL3 group is Mobius-like. So one of our goals is to show that every
pants-like COLj3 group is Mobius. Indeed every pants-like COL;3 group is discrete in Homeo* (S!)
with the compact open topology.

As we can see in Lemma the transversality condition implies totally disconnectedness.
Likewise, we can prove also a similar result. Then this implies the discreteness of Mobius-like
laminar groups.

Proposition 3.5. Let G be a pants-like COL; group and C = {L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for
G. Then both L1 and L, are totally disconnected.

Proof. First we show that £ is totally disconnected. Assume that there is a {I,J} be a distinct pair
of L. We claim that if there is a point p in I* nJ* such that Cf,* mCIJ,* is nonempty in £, then

{I,J} is separated. Let K be the union of elements of C{; mC{;. Then K is a nondegenerate open

interval such that Cl’f = C{: mCIJ,*. Moreover, by Lemma D.14) and the closedness of £, we have
that K € £ . Now we show that K* is isolated. Assume that there is a K*-side sequence {€n}e2, of
L1 . Then we can take a sequence {I,}°, in £y so that £, = £(I,) for all ne N and

K* climinfl, c limsup/, € K*.
Choose a point p; in I and a point p; in J. Since {py, ps} € K* and K* Climinf1,, there is a number

N in N such that {p;, p;} € [ Ik, that is for all n with N <n, {py, ps} € I,. Similarly choose a point
k=N
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pk in K. Since limsup/, € K* and pk K= K*, there is a number M in N such that PK ¢ U I, that
k=M
is for all n e N with M < n, pk ¢ I,. Fix ng with max{N,M} < ny. Now we consider the unlinkedenss
of I and I,,. Since p; € Inl,, and I n1,, is nonempty, there are three possible cases: I € I,; I, € I;
Ly c1. If I, €1, then pj_gé Iy, as py ¢ 1. This is a contradiction. If [ ¢, then pg € I_*o c I but
px €K< (I*nJ*)cI* = (I)¢. This is also a contradiction. Hence I C I, is the only possible case.
Likewise J ¢ I,,. Moreover since ¢(1,) lies in K*, I,, < K* or I € K*. However, if I; € K*, then
Pk € K € I, so this is in contradiction to that pg ¢ I,,. So I,, € K* is the only possible case and

then p € Iy . Therefore I; < Cg ﬂCf and K ¢ I . However since {{,} >, is a K*-side sequence,
{(Iny) #£(K) and so K ¢ I; . This contradicts the maximality of K in CX. Therefore K* is isolated.
By Lemma there is a non-leaf gap ¢ of £ such that K € . Then since ¥ is a gap, there
are two elements Uy and U; in ¢ such that /(1) lies on Uy and ¢(J) lies on Uj. If I* € Uy, then
KcI*cU;so K=1I"=U;. However py e I* and p; ¢ K. Hence this is a contradiction. Therefore
I < U;. Similarly we can get that J € U;. Thus the distinct pair {/,J} is separated so the claim is
proved.

Now observe that the intersection /* nJ* is a nonempty open set as {/,J} is not a leaf of L.
Then since E(L;) is dense by Lemma there is a point p in I*nJ*nE(Ly). If p¢ E(Ly),
then by Lemma there is a rainbow {J,}°, at p in L. Therefore we can show that C{f mC{,*

is nonempty in this case, proving that J, € C{,* me for some n € N. Hence by the claim, {I,J}
is separated. If not, p is in E(L)nE(L,) and is a cusp point of G since {£1,L;,} is a pants-like
collection. Then there is a parabolic element g of G fixing p and there is a leaf ¢ of £; having
p as an end point. Now we take a nondegenerate open interval U which is a neighborhood of p
so that U n (IuJ) = @. Since g is parabolic, g&(¢) lies on U for some L € N. Hence there is an
element V in gl(¢) such that V € U and we pick a point ¢ in V. Then CLI; mC{ is nonempty as

Ve C{; mC{. By the claim, {I,J} is separated. Thus L, is totally disconnected. Likewise £, is
also totally disconnected. 0

Corollary 3.6. Let G be a pants-like COL, group and C = {L,L,} be a pants-like collection for
G. Then each of L and L, has a non-leaf ideal polygon.

Proof. Let L be an element of C. Since £ is nonempty, there is an element / of £ and because E (L)
is dense in S!, there is a point p in In E(L). Hence there is a leaf £ having p as an end point and
then since /¢ lies on I, there is an element J of ¢ such that J ¢ I. Note that ¢ £ since p ¢ v(¢(1))
Therefore {J,I*} is a distinct pair and so by Proposition there is a non-leaf gap ¢ of £ which
makes {J,I*} be separated. Thus ¢ is a non-leaf ideal polygon since L is very full. U

Corollary 3.7. Let G be a pants-like COL; group and C ={L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for G.
If G is Mobius-like, then G is a discrete subgroup of Homeo™ (S1) with the compact open topology.

Proof. Let L be an element of C. Then by Corollary there is a non-leaf ideal polygon ¢ of L.
Then we write & = {(x1,x2)¢1,(X2,%3) g1, (Xm,x1 ) 1 } for some m € N with 2 < m. We choose a
number € in R so that 0 < € < d¢(x,,x5)/3 for all r,s € Zy,.

Now we assume that G is not discrete, that is there is a sequence {g, -, of nontrivial distinct
elements of G converging to the identity map idg under the compact open topology. Then for each
1 € Zum, let U, be the e-neighborhood of x, in §1, i.e. U, = {z€ S' : dc(x,,z) < €}. Fix r € Z,,. Since
{x,} is compact and {g,}°, converges to idgi, there is a number N, in N such that g,(x,) € U,
whenever N, < n.
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Then we choose a number N in N which is greater than max{Ny,N;,---,Ny, }. Then for each r €
Zm, gn(xy) €Uy On the other hand, by Lemma[2.16] gn(¥) =% or gy ({x1,x2,,%m }) € [Xi,%is1 ] g1
for some i € Zy,. If gn({x1,%2,+,%m }) € [Xi,Xi1 ] g1 for some i € Z,,, then € < dg (xi+2,8n(Xix2)) SO
this is in contradiction to that gy (x;42) € Ui2. If gn(¥¢) =¥, then by the choice of N, gy must fix
the end points of ¢ and so gy has at least three fixed points since ¢ is not a leaf. However because
¢ is Mobius-like, gy must be the identity map but this is a contradiction since gy was taken to be
nontrivial. Thus G is a discrete subgroup of Homeo* (S1). O

Corollary 3.8. Every pants-like COL3 group is a discrete subgroup of Homeo™ (S!) with the com-
pact open topology.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.4 and Corollary O
Hence we cloud expect the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let G be a pants-like COL; group and C = {Ly,L,} be a pants-like collection for G.
If G is Mobius-like, then hyperbolic elements can not share fixed points with parabolic elements,
that is for any hyperbolic element g and parabolic element h of G, Fixg nFix), = @.

Proof. LetC ={L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for G. Assume that there is a hyperbolic element
g and a parabolic element % of G such that Fix, nFix;, = {p}. We denote the other fixed point of g
by g. For each i € Z,, there is a leaf ¢/ of £; since p is a cusp point.

Fix i € Z,. We claim that there is a leaf ¢4, of £; such that v(¢L,) = Fix,. If g € v(¢?), then £, = (%,
If not, there is an element I’ in ' containing the point g. Consider the sequences {g"(I')}°, and

{g(I")},. When g(I') ¢ I, I}, = Int ( () g"(I")) is in £; by Lemmaand v(U(IL)) = {p,q}-
n=1

Hence ¢4, = ¢(1%,). Similarly if I ¢ g(I'), then I}, =Int (| J g™ (1)) is in £; and v(¢(IL,)) = {p.q}-
n=1

Therefore 0., = £(I.,). However this implies that £; N £, # @ and so it is a contradiction since £;
and L, are transverse. Thus we are done. L]

4. PANTS-LIKE COL3; GROUPS ARE CONVERGENCE GROUPS

In this section, we show that every pants-like COL3 group is a convergence group. Let G be a
subgroup of Homeo*(S!). We say a sequence of distinct elements of G to have the convergence
property if there exist two points a and b in S! and a subsequence {g, } o2 | such that the sequence
{gnls1_py }52, of maps restricted to S' -~ {b} converges uniformly to the constant map from S! - {5}
to {a} on every compact subset of S! — {b}. The group G is called a convergence group if every
sequence of distinct elements of G has the convergence property.

Remark 4.1. Ler {g,}° | be a sequence of distinct elements of a subgroup G <Homeo™ (S!). Then
{g1}22, has the convergence property if and only if {g,'}°° | has the convergence property.

In the proofs of several theorems related to the convergence property, we frequently take subse-
quences. Hence for clarity we sometimes think of a sequence {s,,}°, in a set S as a function s from
Nto S so that s(n) = s, for all n € N. Also, in this sense, a subsequence {s,, }2°, of the sequence has
a function o on N increasing strictly so that (k) = ny for all k € N. Let a be a strictly increasing
function on N. A strictly increasing function ¥ on N is called a subindex of o if there is a strictly
increasing function 8 on N such that y= oo 3.
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In the pants-like COL3 case, it is not so easy to directly show that a given sequence of distinct
elements has the convergence property. Theorem gives another equivalent condition for con-
vergence groups which makes the situation be slightly easier. Let ®(S!) be the set of all subsets
of S! of cardinality 3 or equivalently ®(S!) is the quotient space of (S!)3 - A3(S!) by the symmet-
ric group S3 permuting coordinates (following the notation in [Bow99]). We say that a sequence
{hn}2, of distinct elements of G is properly discontinuous on triples if for any two compact sub-
sets K and L of ©(S!), the set {meN: h,,(K)nL# @} is finite.

Theorem 4.2 ([Bow99))). Let G be a subgroup of Homeo*(S!) and {gn}c2, be a sequence of
distinct elements of G. If {gn} 22, is properly discontinuous on triples, then every subsequence of
{gn )22, has the convergence property. The converse also holds.

The strategy for proving that pants-like COL3 groups are convergence groups is first to assume
that there is a sequence {g,}°, not having the convergence property. By Theorem the se-
quence is not properly discontinuous on triples. Then there are two compact subsets K and L of
O(S") such that the set {m e N: g,,(K)nL # @} is infinite. Namely, there is a strictly increasing
function o on N such that for all n €N, g4 ) (K)NL# 2.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a topological space and {g, } 2 a sequence of distinct homeomorphisms on
X. Suppose that there are two sequentially compact subsets K and L of X such that g,(K)nL + &
for infinitely many n € N. Then there is a sequence {x;}3°, in K and a subsequence {gy, } 2, such
that {x; } 2, converges to a point x in K and {gn (xi) } 2, converges to a point x' in L.

Now by Lemma there is a sequence {x,}°°, in K and a subindex 8 of & such that the
sequence {x,}72, converges to a point X in K and the sequence {gg(,)(xx)},2, converges to a
point ye in L. Set x, = (x},x2,x3), x0o = (xL,x2,,x3.) and yoo = (y1,,¥2%,,y3,). In other words we
have that for egch i € Z3, the sequence {x,}°, converges to xi, and the sequence {gg,)(x},)}o2
converges to y. . Then, using lamination systems, we show that the subsequence {gﬁ(n)}flj | has
the convergence property. This is in contradiction to the assumption.

Thgrefore we will focus on analyzipg the sequences {x;l b ansi {gﬁ(n)}f;’l. ‘To control the
behavior of sequences of homeomorphisms, we need to consider a slightly generalized concept of
rainbows.

Definition 4.4. Let p be a point in S' and L a lamination system. Then a sequence {I,}*  in L is

called a quasi-rainbow at the point p if for eachn €N, L.y €I, and (1, = {p}.

n=1
Every rainbow at p is also a quasi-rainbow at p. Let £ be a lamination system and {1,}°,

a rainbow at p € S'. Then {p} = (1, S [ )I,- Assume that there is a element g such that g €

n=1 n=1

()I.-{p}. Then ge€l, for all neN. On the other hand, since {p} = (I, and I, € I, for all
n=1 n=1

neN, there is N such that g ¢ I, for all n > N. Therefore, for each n> N, g € d1, so one of (p,q) ¢ or
(¢,p) 1 is contained in I,,. If there is M and M’ such that M,M' >N , (p,q) 1 S Iy, and (g, p) g1 S Iy,
then one of Iy and Ij;» must be (g,q)¢ since it is either Iy € Iy or Iy € Iy, It is a contradiction
since (g,q)g1 ¢ L. Therefore, if (p,q)g € Iy for some N’ > N, then (p,q)g S I, for all n> N’ but

{p} ¢ [p.q9)s1 € (I It is a condtradiction. Similarly, if (¢,p)g € Iy» for some N” > N, then

n=1
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(¢,p)g1 €1, for all n>N" but {p}  (¢q,p]s1 €[ )1n. It is also a contradiction. Thus the rainbow
n=1
{1}, is a quasi-rainbow at p.

Definition 4.5. Let p be a point in S' and { Pn}S, a sequence in S I converging to the point p.

If (p,p1,p2) £0 and ©(p,p1,p2) = O(p,Pn,Pn+1) for all n € N, then we say that the sequence
{Pn} 22, converges monotonically to the point p.

Let {p,} o2, be a sequence in § I converging monotonically to a point p in S!. Observe that for
each n e N, ¢(p,pn,pm) = ©(p,p1,p2) for all m € N with n < m. Hence every subsequence also
converges monotonically. And if ¢(p,p1,p2) =-1and @(p,p2,p1) =1, then p, € (p,p1)q for all
neNwith 1 <nas @(p,pn,p1) =1 for all n e N with 1 <n. Moreover, for eachneN, p,, € (p,pu)gi
for all m e N with n < m. Then for any n and m in N with n <m, (p,pm)s ¢ (p,pPn)g and since

{pn}2, converges to p, ﬂ(p Pn)gt =@ and ﬂ P,Pnlst = {p}. This looks like a quasi-rainbow at

p. Likewise, if ¢(p, p1, p2) 1, then we can derlve similar results.

Lemma 4.6. Let G be a pants-like COL, group and C = {L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for G.
Let p be a point in S' and { Pn} o2, be a sequence in S I converging monotonically to p. Then there

exist a subsequence {pp, } 72, and a quasi-rainbow {I;}22, in L; for some i € Zo such that py, €I
for all k € N.

Proof. First we consider the case where one of £; or £, has a rainbow {In};il at p. ForeachneN,
there is a number m(n) in N such that for all m with m(n) <m, p,, € I, because I,, is a neighborhood
n

of p. Then a subindex a of the identity idy on N can be given by ot(n) = " m(k) so that py, €I
k=1
for all n e N.
Then assume that there is no rainbow at p in £; and in £,. By Theorem[2.17, pe E(£,)nE (L)
so p is a cusp point of G since C is pants-like. As observed previously, there is a sequence {1, }°, of

nondegenerate open intervals such that for each nin N, dI,, = {p, p,} and I,,;1 € I,,. Choose a leaf /¢

of £; having the point p as an end point. Let ¢ denote the other end point of £. Because ()1, ={p},
n=1

there is a number N such that ¢ ¢ Iy. Since S' - {p,q} = (p,q)s1U(q,p)g1, InSS' = {p,q} and Iy is

connected, there is an element J in £ such that IynJ* = { p}. Therefore, p,, € J for all m with N < m.

Since p is a cusp point of G, we can take a parabolic element g in G fixing p so that g(g) € J and

g(J)cd.

Now we claim that for each n € N, there is a number o(n) in N such that p,, € g"~1(J) for all
m € N with o(n) <m. When n=1, o(1) =N. Fix a number n. Since g"(q) € g""'(J) c S' - {p},
there is a number M with N < M such that g"(q) ¢ Iy;. Then one of g"(J) or g"(J*) contains Iy.
If Iy € g"(J*), then Iyy € g"(J*)nJ and so p,, € g*(J*) nJ for all m with M < m. Hence the open
neighborhood g"(J) u{p}uJ* of p contains only finitely many points of the sequence {p,} >,
since g"(J)u{p}uJ* and g"(J*)nJ are disjoint. It contradicts that {p,}°°, converges to p.

Therefore Iy € g"(J) and Iy ng"(J*) = {p}. So py € g"(J) for all m with M < m. Thus if we set
o(n+1) =M, then the claim is proved.

n
Finally, define a subindex f of idy by B(n) = ) o(k) so that Py €&"1(J) for all n e N. The
k=1
sequence {g"~1(J)}%, is contained in £; and so it is a quasi-rainbow at p in £;. Thus we are
done. 0
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Definition 4.7. Let G be a laminar group and L a G-invariant lamination system. Let p € S'.
Assume that there is a quasi-rainbow {I,,} % at p. A sequence {(gn,1p)}2, of elements of Gx L

is called a pre-approximation sequence at p if there is a point x in S such that g,(x) € I, for all
neN.

Remark 4.8. Any subsequence of a pre-approximation sequence at p is also a pre-approximation
sequence at p.

The following is a key lemma to prove the main result of this chapter. This lemma allows us to
properly pass to subsequences.

Lemma 4.9. Let G be a pants-like COL, group and C = {L1,L,} be a pants-like collection for G.
Suppose that we have a sequence {x,}°, of elements of S I converging to x € S and a sequence
{gn}2, of distinct elements of G such that {g,(x,)} 2, converges to x' € S'. Then we can have one
of the following cases:
(1) there is a subsequence {gn, }?, such that g, (x) =x' for all k € N;
(2) there is a subsequence {g,, };2, and a quasi-rainbow {I;}2, at x' in L; for some i€ 7
such that the sequence {(gnk,lk)}l‘:‘z’l is a pre-approximation sequence at x';
(3) there is a subsequence {gy, };2, and a quasi-rainbow {I; } 2, at x in L; for some i € Z such
that the sequence {(g,!,Ix) } 2, is a pre-approximation sequence at x.

Proof. Observe that every convergence sequence in S! has a constant subsequence or a subse-
quence converging monotonically. First we will take a subsequence of {x,}°,. Then we need to
consider two possible cases by the observation. Assume that there is a subindex o of the iden-
tity idy such that the subsequence {xa(n)};‘:’l is constant i.e. x(,) =x for all n € N. The sequence
{8a(n)(Xa(n)) o2, still converges to x". We will take again a subindex of o for {gq () (Xe(n)) o ;- If
there is a subindex 8 of o such that {gg,)(Xg(n)) }2; is constant, then gg(,)(x) = gg () (Xp(n)) =X’
for all n € N and this is the first case of the statement. If there is a subindex  of o such that the
sequence {gg(,)(*g(n))}ne; converges monotonically to x’, then by Lemma we can take a
subindex y of B and a quasi-rainbow {I,}°°, at x" in £; for some i € Z» so that gy(,)(Xy(n)) € I
for all n e N. Since the sequence {xy(,)};2, is constant, the sequence {(gy(n),1n)}5; is a pre-
approximation sequence at x’ and this is the second case of the statement.

Next we consider the case where there is a subindex o of the identity idy such that the sub-
sequence {xa(n)};'l‘:’ , converges monotonically to x’. Similarly we will take a subsequence of the
sequence {g () (Xg(n)) oo ;- If there is a subindex B of & such that the sequence {gg(,)(Xg(n)) } 12,
is constant, then xg,) = gB%n)(x’ ) for all n e N. Because the sequence {xg,)},2; still converges

monotonically to x, Lemma can apply so there is a subindex y of B and a quasi-rainbow
{I,}°°, at x in L; for some i € Z; such that g;(ln)(x’ ) = Xy(n) € I for all n € N. Then the sequence

n=1

{( g;(ln) ,I,)}2, is a pre-approximation sequence at x and this is the third case.

Finally we assume that there is a subindex B of o such that the sequence {gg,)(*g(n)) )5,
converges monotonically to x’. By Lemma there is a subindex y of B and a quasi-rainbow
{Ju};2; at X" in L; for some i € Z, such that gy, (xy(,)) € J» for all n e N. For brevity, we write
hn = 8y(ny and Yy = Xy(,y) Let us consider the sequence {/,' (/) }72,.

First, assume that x € 4,1 (J,,) for infinitely many n € N. Then there is a subindex & of the identity
idy such that x € hg;n)(Jg(n)) = hg;n)(Jg(n)) for all n € N. Then hg,)(x) € J5(, for all n e N and
since {J5(n) }ne; is @ quasi-rainbow at x’, the sequence {/5(,)(x)};2, converges to x’. Then there
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are two possible cases. First, if there is a subindex € of & such that {hg(,)(x)}:2, is a constant
sequence, then {gyog(n) };(:)1 is in the first case. Second, if we can take a subindex € of § so that the
sequence {hs(n) (x)}e2, converges monotonically to x’, e then by Lemma there are a subindex
¢ of € and a quasi-rainbow {/,}72, at x" in L; for some i € Z such that A, (z) €I, for all n e N.
Then the sequence {(gyo¢(n);In) },e; is @ pre-approximation sequence at x’ and this is the second
case.

Next, assume that x € /1;,! (J,,) for only finitely many n € N. Then we can take a subindex & of

idy such that x ¢ /i én)(J(;(n)) for all n e N. Now, we consider the case where there is ng in N such
that ys,,) € hg%n)(Jg(n)) for infinitely many n in N. Then we can take a subindex { of d so that
_ _1 . _1 . .
€(1)=6(no) and yg ()€ hg(n) (Je(ny) forallneN. Observe thatif y¢ ,,) € hg(n) (J¢(ny) for infinitely
many m € N, then x € hg%n) (J¢(n)), S0, by assumption, for each neN, y(,, € han) (J¢(ny) for only

finitely many m € N. Then there is a number M in N such that y¢,,) ¢ hgél)(JC(l)) for all me N

with M < m. Choose a number m with M < m. Now there are four cases: hg%m) (Je(my) € hgél) (eay)
Iy Ugn)™ S by Ue)s gy Geay) €y Ggen)™s (1) Uen) € gy e my)- Sinee
Ye(m) € ham)(JC(m)) _hal)(‘ll(l))’ the first case that ham)(JC(m)) c hal)(JC(l)) is not possible.
Also, since x € ham)(.lg(m))* —hal)(JC(l)), the second case is not possible. If hal)(JC(l)) c
ham) (Je(m))*> then hg%])(JC(l)) mham) (J¢(m)) = @ but this is in contradiction with that y ;) €

hg%l) (]C(l)) N hg%m) (JC(m)) Therefore, hg%l) (JC(I)) c hg%m) (JC(m) ), and Ye(1) € hg%m) (JC(m)) for
all me N with M <m. So we have that h¢ () (y¢(1)) € Jg(my for all m e N with M <m and we
define a subindex 1 of { as 1(n) = {(n+M) for all n e N. Then, {(&yon(n):Iy(n)) }ne; 1S @ pre-
approximation sequence at x’ Since gyon (n) (V¢ (1)) = Ag (nem) Ve (1)) € Jy(ny Tor all n e N. Thus, this
is the second case.

Now we also assume that there is no such a ng. Then for each n € N, we define L, = {hg%m) (Js(m))
meN and yg5(,) € hgém) (Js(m))}- Obviously, any L, is not empty since ys,) € hg;n)(J(;(n)) and
hg%n) (Js(n)) € Ly, and is finite by the assumption. Fix a number n € N. First we show that L, is
totally ordered by the set inclusion €. Let M and N be elements of L,. Then since each element
belong to the same lamination system, M € N, M* € N, M € N* or M* € N* by unlinkedness. If
M* c N, then xe M* c N as x ¢ M = (M*)c. It is in contradiction to that x ¢ N. The case where
M < N~ is also impossible since yg(,) € M but ys(,) ¢ N*. Therefore M N or M* C N*, or equiva-
lently M € N or N € M. Thus the claim is proved.

Then we want to show that for any m and n in N, UL,, and UL, are same or disjoint. Note
that UL, and UJL,, are the maximal elements of L,, and L, respectively. By unlinkedness, |JL,, €
ULn[ULn] € ULy, ULy € [ULy]" or [ULw] € [ULy]" If ULw € UL, or [ULy] € [UL.]
then UL,, and UL, are same by the maximality. If [ULmT+ cUJL,, then x € [ULm],E c UL, but
x¢UJLy,. So this is not a possible case. If UL,, € [ULn] *, then JL,, and L, are disjoint. Therefore
the claim can be attained.

Next we claim that for any n and m in N with n <m, it UL, = UL,,, then UL, =L, for all kK with
n <k <m. Assume that for some n and m with n <m, there is a number k in N with n < k <m such that
UL, and ULy are disjoint. There is a nondegenerate open interval I such that 91 = {yg(,,Ys(m) }
and x e I*. Then [UL,]* € I* or equivalently I € UL, since x € [ULy]*, [ULa]* €S" = {¥5(s)>Y5(m) }
and [UL,]* is connected. Hence I and ULy, are disjoint as L, and ULy, are disjoint. This implies
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that ysy € I¢=1"U dl. Because Ys(k) * Ys(n) and Y5 (k) # Ys(m)> We can get that ys) € I* and so
P(V5(n)sY5(k)+Y5(m)) = P(V§(n)+%: Y5 (m))- On the other hand @ (x,y5(1),Y5(2)) = @ (X, Y5(n)Ys(m)) =

q)(x,y(s(n),y(s(k)) = (p(x,y(g(k),yg(m)) since the sequence {y(g(n)};’;’l converges monotonically to x.
By the cocycle condition for the 4-tuple (X,ya(n) 1 Y8 (k) >V (m) ),

0=0s(n)Y5(k)sY5(m)) ~ PEY5(k)s Y5 (m)) + Y5 (n) Y5 (m)) = P(X, V5 (n) Y5 (k))
= Q(Y5(n)sYs(k):Y5(m)) — P(X:Y5(1):¥5(2)) + P(X,¥5(1),Y5(2)) — P (X, ¥5(1):Y5(2))
= O(Y5(n), Y5 (k) Ys(m)) — P (X,Y5(1),Y5(2))-

Therefore @ (y5(n),Y5(k):Y5(m)) = (X, ¥5(1):Y5(2)) = P(X,Y5(n)s Y5 (m)) = =P (V5(n) 1 %: Y5 (m) ) - How-
ever this is in contradiction to that @ (Vs (), Ys(k)>Y5(m)) = P(V5(n) 1% Y5(m)) SINCE P(¥5(n)»%; Y5 (m)) #
0. Thus we can get the result which we wanted.

Then we define C = {UL, : n € N} and can define a partial order < on C as follows. For any
pair of two elements U and V in C, U <V if and only if there are numbers n and m in N such
that n <m, ys(,) € U, and yg,,) € V. This order is well-defined by the previous claims and is a

total order. Recall that as mentioned before, for each n €N, ys,,) € hg%n) (Jg(n)) for only finitely

many m € N. Then there is the order preserving bijection p from (C,<) to N with the standard total
order. Also we can define a function v from {ys(,):n €N} to C so that v(ys(,)) = UL,. Then
the composition map Lo vo & is a monotonically increasing surjection on N, where the function &
from N to {ys,) : n € N} is defined by n ~ ys,,). Hence the map povo& has a right inverse 7. It
follows at once that the map 7 on N is an order preserving injection, that is the map 7 is a strictly
increasing function on N. Let € be a subindex of & defined by d o 7.

Now we consider the sequence {h;(ln) (Je(ny) Iney- Since the sequence {yg(,)},2; converges
monotonically to x, as discussed previously, there is the sequence {K } >, of nondegenerate open
intervals such that for each n e N, dK,, = {x,yg(n)} and K,,.1 ¢ K,,. We claim that for each n € N,
hg(lm) (Je(m)) € Ky for all m e N with n <m. Choose a pair of two numbers n and m in N with n <m.

Note that vo & o 7 is a bijection since Vo & o = u~! oidy. It follows that U, and U,, are disjoint
where we write U, = vo§ om(n) and U, = vo & o (m). Because Uy € S' = {X,Ye(n) }> Ye(m) € Kn
and U,, is connected, we can conclude that U, c K,,. Therefore h;(lm)(Jg(m)) c U,, c K,,. Thus the
claim is proved.

Finally we consider the sequence {h;(ln)(x’ )}n2;- Since the sequence {Jg(,)}ne; is @ quasi-

: : . 1 R WS o
rainbow at x’, by the previous claim, for each n € N, hs(m) (x') e he(m) (Je(m)) = }if(m)(Je(m)) cK,

for all m € N with n < m. Hence the sequence {h;(ln) (x')}22, converges to x as (| K, = {x}. Note
n=1

that for each n e N, h;(ln)(x’) # x since x ¢ h;(ln) (Je(n))- Then we can take a subindex § of yog so
that the sequence { gan) (x)} 22, converges monotonically to x. By Lemma W there is a subindex
n of ¢ and a quasi-rainbow {I,}°° at x in £; for some i € Z, such that g;in)(x’ ) el, for all n e N.

Then the sequence {(g;%n),ln)};’;l is a pre-approximation sequence at x. Thus this is the third

case. [l

Now we will apply this lemma in turn to {x}}°, {x7}>°, and {x;}=°, with {gg(,)}s2,- Then

each subsequencing step has three possible cases as Lemma[.9] Then it turns out that after passing
to a subsequence of {gg(,)}n2;, the subsequence has the following property.
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Definition 4.10. Let G be a Mébius-like subgroup of Homeo* (S') and {g,}°, be a sequence of
distinct elements of G. Let p and q be two distinct points in S'. Then the sequence { gn}o, is called
an approximation sequence to {p,q} if for any pair of two numbers m and k of N with m <k, giog;,!
is hyperbolic and the sequence {Fix o2, in M converges to {p,q} for any subindex o

of idy .

Remark 4.11. Every subsequence of an approximation sequence to {p,q} is an approximation
sequence to {p,q}.

ga(n+l)og&l(’1)

First we consider the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.12. Let G be a Mobius-like subgroup of Homeo*(S!) and {gn}c2,| be a sequence of
distinct elements of G. Let x' and y' be two distinct points in S' . Assume that there are two
distinct points x and y in S' such that for any n €N, g,(x) =x" and g,(y) =y'. Then {g,}°, is an
approximation sequence to {x',y'}.

Proof. Choose two distinct numbers n and m in N with n < m. Then g, 0g,'(x') =x' and g, o
g:'(y') =" and since {g,}°, is a sequence of distinct elements so g, # gy, the element g, 0 g,
is a nontrivial element having a fixed point. Hence g,, o g;;' must be a hyperbolic element since
G is Mobius-like, {x’,y'} ¢ Fix, .1 and x" # y'. Moreover for any subindex & of idn, g4 (n+1) ©

are hyperbolic and Fix ={x’,y'}. Thus {g,}°°, is an approximation sequence to

-1
Ea(n) Za(1+1)°8 ()
{x',y'}. 0

Lemma 4.13. Let G be a Mobius-like laminar group and L be a G-invariant lamination system.
Let {gn}°, be a sequence of distinct elements of G, and x' and y' be two distinct points in St
Suppose that there is a point x in S' such that g,(x) = x' for all n € N. Assume that we can take a
quasi-rainbow {I,}° | aty" in L so that the sequence {(g,,1,)}2, is a pre-approximation sequence
aty'. Further assume that x' ¢ I,. Then {g, °° | is an approximation sequence to {x',y'}.

Proof. Since {(gn.1,)} 2, is a pre-approximation sequence at y’, there is a point y in § I such that
gn(y) €1, for all n € N. Choose two distinct numbers 7 and m in N with n <m. Then g, 0 g;' (x') = x’
and x’ € Fix gmogi! " Since {g,} 2, is a sequence of distinct elements so g, # g, the element g, o g;!
is a nontrivial element having a fixed point.

Now we consider I,,. The element g,,(y) belongs to (gm0, (1,))nl, as ye g, (I,) and g,,(y) €
I, c I,. Hence g, 0g;'(I,) and I, are not disjoint so by the unlinkedness of them, there are three
cases: gmo gy (In) Ins (gmo gy (1n))* < Ins (8mo &' (In))* < I; . If (gmo g, (1)) € I, or equiva-
lently g o0g, ' (IX) cl, , then x' = g, 08,1 (x') € gmog,  (I*) c I, as x’ € . This is a contradiction
since I and I* are disjoint.

Therefore g, 0 g,' (In) S I or (gmogy' (1))* < Iy, namely g, 0 gy' (In) €Iy or I, € gmo g, (I)-
Then the Brouwer’s fixed point theorem can apply and implies that there must be a fixed point
of gnog,!in1,. Since x' ¢ I, I, c I}, and G is Mobius-like, the element g,, 0 g,;! is a hyperbolic
element and there is a unique fixed point in I,.

Finally let o be a subindex of idy. Note that for all n € N, the element g4 (1) © g&l(n) is hy-

perbolic and x’ € Fix . We can write Fix ={x/,p,} for all n e N. As we saw,

ga(n+1)°g&l(,,) ga(n+1)°g&én)
Pn € I (n)- Moreover the sequence {p,}7°, converges to y' as {Iy(,)}n2; is a quasi-rainbow at y'.

Therefore the sequence {x', p,} 22, in M converges to {x',y"}. Thus we are done. O
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Lemma 4.14. Let G be a Mobius-like laminar group. Let {g,}°, be a sequence of distinct el-
ements of G, and x| and x5 be two distinct points in SL. Suppose that for each i€ Z», we can
take a quasi-rainbow {I} o0, at x. in some G-invariant lamination system so that the sequence

{(gn,I})}, is a pre-approximation sequence at x. Assume that I} and I} are disjoint. Then

{gn}22, is an approximation sequence to {x{,x}.

Proof. Choose two distinct numbers n and m in N with n <m. For each i € Z,, there is a point x; in
ST such that g, (x;) € I} forall ne N since {( g,,,I,ﬂ)}Zi | is a pre-approximation sequence at x!. Hence
for each i € Z, gm(xi) € gmo gy (1) 50 gmo gy (I}) NI, # @ since gy (x;) € I}, c I, Fix i € Z. By
the unlinkedness of I and g, 0 g,,' (I1), there are three cases: g og, (I}) cIi; gmog, (IL)* c Ii;
gmo g (I1)* c (Ii)*. If gmogy' (I)* c I, then gumo gy (Ii*!) c gmo gy ' ((11)*) < I since I} and
I? are disjoint and [;*! ¢ (I})*. Hence gu(xis1) € gmo gy (Ii!) c I as Xis1 € g,;l_(l,"l”), and so
gm(xis1) € (I n1i) c (Ii*' n1Ii). However this is a contradiction since I{ and I7 are disjoint.
Therefore g0 g, (1) © I or gmog,' (1;)* © (I;)*, namely gmo g, (I;) c I or I  gmo g, (1)
Then the Brouwer’s fixed point theorem can apply and implies that for each i € Z,, I} has a fixed
point of the element g,, o g;;!. Therefore the element g,, o g;;! has at least two fixed points since Il1

and Il2 are disjoint. Note that g,, 0 g;;! is nontrivial since { gn}o2, is a sequence of distinct elements
SO g, # gm. Since G is Mobius-like, g, 0 g;;! must be hyperbolic and so for each i € Z,, I has exactly
one fixed point of the element g, 0 g,

Finally let @ be a subindex of idy. Note that for each n € N, the element gy, 1) og&l(n) 1s

hyperbolic and for each i€ Z;, I

a(n)

= {pl,p3} for all n € N. Therefore the sequence {p},p2} in M

has exactly one fixed point pi, of 8a(n+1) © g&l(n) . Hence

we can write Fix -
ga(n+1)°gal(n

converges to {x{,x}} as {I& (n)};'ljl and {Ié(n)}fljl are quasi-rainbows at x| and x} respectively.
Thus we are done. U

Theorem [A| Every pants-like COL3 group is a convergence group.

Proof. Let G be a pants-like COL3 group and C = {£;};cz, be a pants-like collection for G. We
want to show that every sequence of distinct elements of G has the convergence property. Now we
assume that there is a sequence {g, } >, of distinct elements of G that does not have the convergence
property. Then by Proposition [4.2] the sequence is not properly discontinuous on triples, that is
there are two compact subsets K and L of @(S!) such that {m e N: g,,(K)nL # @} is infinite.
Hence there is a sequence {x,}°°, in K converging to a point x, in K and a subindex o of idy
such that the sequence {ga(n) (x,)}°2, converges to a point y,, in L by Lemma Then we write
xp = (x},x2,x3) for all ne Nu{oo} and yoo = (¥L,,y%,3,) so that for each i € Z3, the sequence
{xi}o2, in S converges to the point xi, of S! and the sequence {gq(q)(¥})}o2, converges to the
point y._ of S1. Choose a number € in R so that 0 < € < dc(xl,,x51)/3 and 0 < € < dc (yi,,yis!) /3
for all i € Z3. For each p € Xoo Uyoo, we write Ne(p) = {z €S :dc(p,z) < €}.

First if there is a subindex 8 of o such that for some i € Z3, gg () (Xeb) = y9 and glg(n)(xioo“) =
y’;?:l for all n € N. Then by Lemma 4.12} the sequence {gﬁ(n)};il 1S an approximation sequence

to {2,y and also { gﬁ}n)};’;l is an approximation sequence to {x'%,x'%"'}. Applying Lemma

to the index ip +2, we can take a subindex y of f8 so that {gy(,)} 2, is one of the three cases

in Lemma In the case where gy, (x%2) = y1902 for all n € N, we get that yoo  Fix ool
8y(n+1) gy(n)
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for all n € N. This implies that g,(,.1) ogy( )= =1idg for all n € N since every pants-like COL3

group is Mobius-like. This is in contradiction to that the sequence {g,}°, is a sequence of dis-
tinct elements of G. The first case is not possible. Hence there is a quasi-rainbow {/,}°, in

some lamination system in C such that either {(gy(n), )}°°1 is a pre-approximation sequence at

y92 or {(gy(n),l )}, is a pre-approximation sequence at X% 2 When {(8gy(n)>In) },2, is a pre-

lQ+2

approximation sequence at y&'“, there is a number N in N such that Iy c Ne(y °+2) since {I,}°° isa

quasi-rainbow at y'4">. Then we can take a subindex & of idy so that g (1) € Ne (y%). Note that the

sequence {(8y05(n)>I5(n)) 2y 1s still a pre-approximation sequence at y92. Since y2 ¢ Ne(y'%"%)

and y2, ¢15(1), the sequence {gy.5(n)}oc 1S an approximation sequence to {yoo,y’ci’o+2} by Lemma

4.13| Then there is a number ng in N such that the hyperbolic element 8yo8(ng+1) ° &,

705('10)

exactly one fixed point in each of N (%) and Ng (3% ) Since y%! € Fix -1 the ele-
g7’°5(”0+1)0gy05(n0)

Ment gyo5(ny+1) © g;ol 5 (o) has at least three fixed point by the choice of €. Hence gy.5(,,,+1)°&;,

705 (n0)
must be idg1 since G is Mobius-like. This is a contradlctlon since {g}r°, is a sequence of distinct

l0+2

elements of G. Likewise the case where {(g_ ' ,1,)}>2, is a pre-approximation sequence at xq,

Y(”)’
is also impossible. Therefore there is no such a subindex f3.

Then we consider the case where there is a subindex f of & such that for some i € Z3, 8B (n) (xé%) =

yio(’o for all n e N. Applying Lemma to the index ip + 1, we can take a subindex ¥ of idy so that
{gﬁoy(n)};fl is one of the second and third cases in Lemmaﬂ since the first case is ruled out by

10+1}oo

the previous case. Namely there is a quasi-rainbow {J, ,in some lammatlon system of C such

that either {(ggoy(n)-J/n o )}""1 is a pre-approximation sequence at y'! or {(gﬁoy(n), ZOH)}“’I is

a pre-approximation sequence at x°+] Applying Lemma again to the index ip+ 2, we can
take a subindex 6 of idy so that {gﬁoyo(;(n)} -2, 1s one of the second and third cases in Lemma

. that is there is a quasi-rainbow {I’OJr oo, in some lamlnatlon system of C such that either

{(gﬁoyog(n), )}°°1 is a pre-approximation sequence at y'%"% or {(gﬁoyoa(n)’ ,;0”)}001 is a pre-

0+2 Now for brevity we write Ay, = 8Boyos(n) and Iy o+l Jg’(H) for all

approximation sequence at X

neN.
First we consider the case where {(hn,1’0+])} -1 and {(hn,I,’,OJrz)};‘;l are pre-approximation
l()+ }oo

sequences at y'%" ! and y'4™2, respectively. Since {I nd {I"OJrz}""1 are quasi-rainbows, there

is anumber N in N such that I’O+1 c Ne(y%") and I'O+2 c Ne(y'%"%). Hence we can take a subindex ¢
1 1 2 2\ @ 1 2

of idy so that I’CO(J;) cNg (%) and I")(Jr c N (y'%2). Since I’CO(J;) mI‘C‘)(Jrl) @, the sequence {h¢ () }o2,

is an approximation sequence to {y’oJrl , y?o+2} by Lemma .14, Hence we can choose a number

M in N such that the element i1z (7, 1) © h;! Z( M) has exactly one fixed point in each of Ng(y ’°+1) and
Ne (le+2) On the other hand, the element y& ¢ lehc(Mn)Oth » . Then the element &gy 1) © h;!

¢ (M )
has at least three fixed points by the choice of € and this is a contradiction since i (j7,1)© W7 cm) 18
hyperbolic. Likewise the case where {(/; !, 10! )32, and {(h;! ,I,’,°+2)}Z‘;1 are pre-approximation

ip+1

i0+2 . .
sequences at x& and x&'~ respectively is not possible.
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Next we consider the case where {(/;!, IiOH)} °, and {(k,,,liwz)}""1 are pre-approximation
ip+1 ig+ +2 ip+1

sequences at xo, and Yo, , respectively. As {110+1 >, and {I’OJr2 .2, are quasi-rainbows at xe,

i0+2 respectively, there is a subindex ¢ of idy such that Ié"{ll) c Ne(x'2"") and IZCO(+12) c Ne(y92).

Then since x'% ¢ I ’°(+11) and y ¢l l°(+12), by Lemma}4.13| the sequence {h! C(n )} o2 1s an approximation
sequence to {x'%,x'% 1} and the sequence {h¢(ny}p2 is an approximation sequence to {9,y

and yo,

Now we write Fix
R ey Ohe )y

{an}c2, and {b,}°° converge to x'%

= {x%,a,} and lehg( okl = {y%,b,}. Then the two sequences

. Note that for each n e N,

+ ig+2

! and yi%

h Fix =h Fix, - = Fix - -1 =Fix -1
e (FXugtseney) = o) Bzt o)) = F g otngh on oozl = Fnpon,

Hence /¢ (,)(an) = by for all n € N. Now we have that {x;‘;,zlyoso (n)}Z"l and {xg)’tzyoﬁoé’(n) °°, con-
verge tox'% ! and X+ respectrvely and that {h¢ (x 07/OSOC(H))}n y and {hg () (x;‘;,tmaog(n)) ol

converge to yc>o Iand yoo , respectively, where B’ is the subindex of idy satisfying that f = oo [3’ .
Moreover for each n € N, a, is a fixed point of the hyperbolic element hanﬂ) oh¢ (), and {an}ee,

and {h¢ ) (an)}i2, converge to X9 and y%"2 respectively. Also the sequence {heny}n2y is an
approximation sequence. Therefore by Lemma 7.3} the sequence {h(;(n)}‘>0 has the convergence
property and so {g, }°°, has the convergence property However this is in contradiction to the as-

sumption that {g,}°°, does not have the convergence property. Likewise we can see that the case

where {(iz,l,l“’+1)}‘><’l and {(hn1,1’0+2)}°°] are pre-approximation sequences at y'¢" and x%2,

respectively, is not possible. Therefore, there is no such subindex f3.

Then we consider the case where there is a subindex 8 of o such that for each i € Z3, we
can take a quasi-rainbow {I}}°, in some lamination system of C at y., so that {(gg(n), )},
is a pre-approximation sequence at y.,. Then there is a subindex y of B such that for each i € Z3,

y(l) c Ne(yl ). By the choice of €, foreach i€ Z3, I y(l) I;,J(r{) =@. Hence by Lemma.14] for each
i € Z3, the sequence {gy(,) oo is an approx1mat10n sequence to {y..,yi1}. Then there is a number

y( 0) has a fixed point in Ng(y%, ). This implies that the

element gy (1) gy( 0) has at least three fixed point. This is a contradiction Since gy(n,+1)°8&., (no)

no € N such that for each i € Zs, 8y(ng+1) °8&,,

is hyperbolic. Therefore, there is no such f3. Likewise, there is no subindex 3 of a such that for
each i € Z3, we can take a quasi-rainbow {/:}°, in some lamination system of C at xi, so that
{(gﬁ%n),ll )}92, is a pre-approximation sequence at xi,

Now we apply Lemma .9 to the index 1. Then by the previous discussion, the first case of
Lemma can not occur so there is a subindex 8 of idy and a quasi-rainbow {I! }o°, in some
lamination system of C such that either {(8aoﬁ(n) 1)}, is a pre-approximation sequence at yl,
or {(g&i B(n),l,})};il is a pre-approximation sequence at x!,. Then we apply Lemma to the
index 2. Like the previous case, there is a subindex y of idy and a quasi-rainbow {2 }o°, in some
lamination system of C such that either {(gaoﬁoy(n),l,%)};‘;l 1S a pre-approximation sequence at
y2, or {(g;‘}3 Bo 7/(n),l,%)}fl‘;l is a pre-approximation sequence at x2,. Again we apply Lemma

to the index 3. Then there is a subindex & of idy and a quasi-rainbow {I3}°, such that either
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{(8aoBoyos(n)13) 132, is a pre-approximation sequence at y3, or {(g&iﬁowﬁ(n),lg)};il is a pre-
‘mati 3 : ; - 17l 2_72
approximation sequence at x3,. For l.)reV1'ty, we write h.n = gaoﬁoyo(g(n), J, =1 yo8(n)’ Ji =1y (n)’ and
J3 =13 for all neN. Also we write ul, = xboyoé(n) and v, = yboyo(s(n) for all n € N and for all i € Z5.

Then by the previous discussion, there are only two cases which we need to deal with. The first
case is that there is an index io € Z such that the two sequences { (,,Ji)}°°, and {(h,, 1)}

n=1
are pre-approximation sequences at y.%, and y?oﬂ, respectively, and the sequence {(h;,! 7J,’l°+2) ol

is a pre-approximation sequence at x% ~. The second case is that there is an index i € Z3 such

that the two sequences {(h,;l,],io)};jl and {(h;,' ,J,iO+1)},‘;‘;1 are pre-approximation sequences at

; in+1 ) i+ ) . .
x&% and x&, respectively, and the sequence {(hy,J,’" ")}, is a pre-approximation sequence at
ip+2
.

First we consider the first case. There is a subindex { of idy such that J% . ¢ Ne(y%) and

4¢))

T$Gy € Ne(v™). By Lemmad.14, {hg(,)};2 is an approximation sequence to {y&%,y"'}. Note
qH— . -1

that for each n € N, h (. ) Ohcj(n) is hyperbolic so hC(n+1)

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
Ry naty @ (m) = 1 () © (g n) 0By (1)) 0Bz () = By © g nany O g (1)) ™ 0 g (-

o hg () 18 also hyperbolic since

Moreover, since {(han),J?(;z))};il is a pre-approximation sequence at x'&>, there is a point £ in

S1 such that han) (%) €J*2 for all n e N and so

g(n)

-1 N r1-1 -1 /=~ -1 ip+2 ip+2 -1 ip+2 ip+2
g (1) () = (B i1y O ) ) (g ) (%)) € (hc(n+1)OhC(n))(JgO(tl))“JgO(;ﬂ) c (hg(nn)°hC(n))(J£(+n))”J£(+n)'
Hence we can claim that for each n e N, Jé"(f) has a fixed point of the hyperbolic element hg%ml) o
h¢ (- For each n e N, since (haml) Ohg(n))(J?(tZZ)) OJ?&Z) #+ &, there are three possible cases:

-1 i0+2 i0+2 . 17.—1 i0+2 \ % io+2 . yig+2 -1 io+2
(B ey *hem) Ugn) T2yt (g iy e Tgon) ™ ST E gy © gy e ) Ui )- In
the first and third cases, the claim follows at once so we only need to consider the second case. Fix

_ 0+2 N 7i0+2 : S 0+2
no € N. Assume that (hg"%noﬂ) OhC(”o))(‘]Z’O(;O)) CJ?(;o)' If there is a point a in lehgéno+l)ohg(”0) —Jg)(;o),

then
i0+2 \ % -1 i0+2
@€ (T € M luyet) 15 (10)) Tgy)-

.. . _ -1 -1 ig+2 . T
This implies that @ = (1) @ hg()) ™ (@) € g0 A Ty o = FIX Gt oy ))710 59

this is a contraction. Therefore Fixhz% RV c Jé"&i) and the claim is proved. Therefore we can
n0+1 ny

take a sequence {a, }°°, so that for eachn €N, a, € J?(;z) NFix,-1 o, - Then as {J'é’(;z) o isa
o () ()
o0

.. in+2 2 .
quasi-rainbow at x.%"~, the sequence {an}c2, converges to x&™. Note again that for each n e N,

ey (Bt ongy) = g Bt o)) = F00g ot o ranyonzly = Fngnyonly
Hence the sequence {/(,)(an)};2, has at most two subsequential limits belonging to 9 yiohy
! )}Zi | converges to {ye, ¥ 1} Therefore, there is a subindex 7 of

as the sequence {Fix _
q { g neryohy,

idy such that the sequence {A¢op () (@n(n))}n2; converges to ¥l for some jg € {ip,io + 1}. Now
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00 ip+2

s , ,
we have that the two sequences {uy -~ }° and {u °, converge to xg ~ and x%, re-

Jo
gon(n) Con(n)’n , .
spectively, and two sequences {hgon(n)(u’g:s(n))}f;l and {héon(n)(”jgoon (n))};jl converge to yi%

and y{;g, respectively. Moreover, for each n € N, ay,(,) 1s a fixed point of the hyperbolic ele-

ment hgén(n)ﬂ) o h¢(n(n)), and the two sequences {ay ) }n2; and {Agoy ) (@nny) oo converge

to x% and y19, respectively. Also the sequence {hgon (n)};‘;l is an approximation sequence as

the sequence {hC(n)};il is an approximation sequence. Therefore by Lemma the sequence
{gon(n) }ney has the convergence property so the sequence {g,} .2, has the convergence property.
This is in contradiction to the assumption that the sequence {g,}°°, does not have the convergence
property. Hence, the first case is not possible. Likewise, in the second case, we can show that the
sequence {g;,!}°, has the convergence property and this implies that the sequence {g,}°, has
the convergence property. This is also a contradiction. Therefore, we can conclude that there is no
sequence {g, |, of distinct elements of G that does not have the convergence property. Thus, G

is a convergence group.
O

5. THE ELEMENTARY GEOMETRY AND TOPOLOGY OF 2-DIMENSIONAL HYPERBOLIC
ORBIFOLDS

5.1. Simple closed curves and simple closed geodesics in 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds.
Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be a closed curve from I =[0,1] to
S. Fix G(S). Then a continuous map @ from R to H is called a full lift of a if mg(@) is periodic
with period 1 and the following diagram commutes.

R —% 3+ H

iT lﬂs
[0,1] —%— §

For our purposes, we say that the curve « is called regular if it does not pass through a cone
point, that is, ot(7) nX(S) = @. Namely, a regular curve is a curve in §—X(S). Assume that & is
regular and simple. Note that as 7 is a branched covering, the restriction 7s|(H - 775 ' (£(S))) is
a covering map onto S°. Hence once a lift of a(0) is chosen, a lift & of the curve « is uniquely
determined and there is a unique element g € G(S) such that &(1) = g(@(0)). Fix a lift of a(0).
Then we can define a map 8 from R to H as

B(z)=a(r)
forall 7€ [0,1] and
B(r+1)=g(B(1))
for all # € R where g is the element such that &(1) = g(&(0)). By construction, f3 is obviously a full
lift of or. Moreover, since the restriction ms|(H - g ! (£(S))) is a covering map onto S, any full lift
o of a is hf for some h e G(S). Now we summarize these properties in the following propositions.

Proposition 5.1. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and & be a regular simple
closed curve in S. Fix G(S). Suppose that p is a lift of a(0). Then there is a unique full lift @ of a
such that ®(0) = p.

Proposition 5.2. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be a regular simple
closed curve in S. Fix G(S). Suppose that & is a full lift of a. Then there is a unique element g in
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G(S) such that o (t+1) = g(a(t)) for all t € R. We call such a g the holonomy of @ and denote g
by hol ().

Proposition 5.3. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be a regular simple
closed curve in S. Fix G(S). Suppose that By and B, are full lifts of . Then there is a unique
element g such that B, = gB. Therefore, hol(3;) = ghol(B;)g~".

Now we can classify regular simple closed curves depending on their holonomies.

Definition 5.4. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be a regular simple
closed curve in S. Fix G(S).

(1) If the holonomy of a full lift of o is trivial, & is said to be trivial.

(2) If the holonomy of a full lift of & is not trivial and is elliptic, o is said to be elliptic.

(3) If the holonomy of a full lift of o is not trivial and is parabolic, & is said to be parabolic.
(4) If the holonomy of a full lift of o is not trivial and is hyperbolic, & is said to be hyperbolic.

Note that above definitions does not depends on the choice of a full lift since holonomies of full
lifts of & are in same conjugacy class.

Lemma 5.5. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be a regular simple
closed curve from I = [0,1] to S. Fix G(S). Then the following holds.

(1) If a is trivial, then o is freely homotopic to a point in S°.

(2) If a is elliptic, then o bounds a cone point.

(3) If o is parabolic, then o bounds a puncture.

Proof. First, we assume that « is trivial. Choose a full lift @ and denote hol(@) by g. As «
is trivial, g is trivial. Then by definition, @|[0,1] is a simple closed curve in H. Hence there is a
closed disk B whose boundary is @([0, 1]). Now we want to show that there is no ramification point
in B. Obviously, the boundary dB has no ramification point as « is regular. Assume that there is a
ramification point x in the interior intB and / is a generator of the stabilizer G,. Since « is a regular
simple closed curve, the pre-image 7! (e (1)) is a 1-dimensional manifold. Hence 7g!(a(1)) =
U{f(dB): f € G(S)} and g (a(1)) is a disjoint union of simple closed curves. Therefore, if
h(dB) # dB, then there are two possible cases: h(B) ¢ B or B ¢ h(B). Assume that #(B) # B and
choose a shortest geodesic segment ¢ joining x and dB. Now we say that the other end point of £ is
y. As h is an isometry, h(¢) is also a shortest geodesic segment joining x and h(dB). If h(y) is in the
interior intB of B, then 4(B) c intB but this implies that the length of shortest geodesic segments
joining x and h(dB) is less than the length of ¢. It is a contradiction. Similarly, 4(y) cannot be in
the exterior extB. Therefore, h(B) = B and so h(dB) = dB. However, this is also a contradiction
since « is simple and @|[0, 1] is a simple closed curve in H. Thus, there is no ramification point in
B so mg(B) is a disk with dmg(B) = ax(1).

Next, we assume that « is elliptic. Choose a full lift @ and denote hol(@) by g. As « is elliptic, g
is an elliptic element of order n for some n € N with 2 <n. Then the full lift is periodic with period n
and so @|[0,n] is a simple closed curve in H. Moreover, &|[0,7] bounds a disk with a ramification
point x which is the fixed point of g. Let B be the closed disk with dB =a([0,n]). As « is regular,
dB has no ramification point. Now we claim that there is no ramification point except x in intB.
Assume that there is a ramification point y in intB - {x} and & is a generator of the stabilizer G,.
Since o is a regular simple closed curve, the pre-image ;' (0((1)) is a 1-dimensional manifold.
Hence 75! (0t(1)) =u{f(dB): fe€ G(S)} and g ' (t(I)) is a disjoint union of simple closed curves.
Assume that 2(dB) + dB and choose a shortest geodesic segment ¢ joining y and dB. Then h(¥¢) is
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FIGURE 2. This is a schematic picture on the Poincaré disk when B contains a
ramification point. The black marked points correspond to x, and A(xs ), and the
shaded regions are B and h(B). The red point at the origin is the ramification point
and 4 is the rational rotation fixing the red point.

also a shortest geodesic segment joining y and h(dB) as h is an isometry. Now let z be the other
end point of . If h(z) € intB, then h(B) c intB and this implies that the length of shortest geodesic
segments joining y and h(dB) is less than the length of ¢. This is a contradiction. Similarly, the
case where /(z) € extB is not possible, so h(dB) = dB. Note that A = {g'a(0) :i€{0,1,---,n—1}}
equals 75! (t(0)) ndB. Hence h preserves A so hoi(0) = g"a(0) for some m e {1,---,n—1}. Then
g "h fixes &(0). If g7 h is not trivial and is elliptic, this is in contradiction with that o is regular.
Therefore, g7™h is trivial but this is also a contradiction since x # y. Thus, there is no such a y so
we can conclude that mg(B) is a closed disk with one cone point and d7g(B) = a(I).

Finally, we consider the case where « is parabolic. Choose a full lift & and denote hola by
g. As « is parabolic, g is parabolic. Then by definition, & is an embedding and there is a point
Xoo 1N dooH which is the fixed point of g such that tl_i)rglo a(r) = tljgnooa(t) = Xoo. Hence in C, there
is a closed disk B such that intB c H and dB = @(R) U {x }. Now we want to show that B has
no ramification point. Obviously, there is no ramification point in dB as « is regular. Assume
that there is a ramification point y in intB which is the fixed point of a non-trivial elliptic element
heG(S). Then h(B)nB # @ and since h(xoo ) # Xoo, K(dB) # dB and h(dB) N dB + & (See Figure
@). This is a contradiction since « is simple. Therefore, there is no ramification point in B. Thus,
7s(B) is a disk with one puncture and d7g(B) = o (). O

Remark 5.6. The converse of each statement in the proposition is also true.

A regular simple closed curve is said to be essential if it does not bound a disk, a disk with one
cone point, or a disk with one puncture.

Proposition 5.7. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be an essential
regular simple closed curve in S. Fix G(S). Then o is hyperbolic and every full lift of o is a
quasi-geodesic in H.
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When « is a hyperbolic simple closed curve, each full lift is a quasi-geodesic so it has a unique
geodesic connecting two end points of the full lift. So g (@) is a disjoint union of quasi-geodesics
and is G(S)-invariant. Now let Q be the set of images of full lifts of o and Q' be the set of geodesic
representatives of elements of Q, namely Q’ is the set of hyperbolic axises of holonomies of all
full lifts of a. Then Q' is also a disjoint union of bi-infinite geodesics and is G(§)-invariant. By
construction, for any geodesic £ in Q/, 0’ = JG(S)-£. Now we say that mg(Q’) is the geodesic
realization of a. Note that geodesic realizations are simple geodesics.

The following lemma was proved in [SV16]] in a slightly different form.

Lemma 5.8 ([SV16]). Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and o be an essential
regular simple closed curve in S. Fix G(S). The following holds.

(1) If o does not bound a disk with two cone points of order two, then the geodesic realization
of a is in the free homotopy class of o in S°.

(2) If a bounds a disk with two cone points of order two, then a geodesic segment connecting
the cone points is the geodesic realization of .

Proof. First assume that & is a hyperbolic simple closed curve. Choose a full lift @ of & and denote
hol(@) by g. Since @ is a quasi-geodesic and J = &(R) is preserved by g, the hyperbolic axis ¢
of g is the geodesic representative of &. Now we say that x and y in d.,H are two end points of
¢ and write ¢ and J for /U {x,y} and Ju {x,y}, respectively. Now we think of ¢ and J as images
of two proper embedding & and §;, respectively, from [0, 1] to H such that 5,(0) = §;(0) = x and
(1) =6;(1) =».

Choose a ramification point r in H - (¢uJ) and a generator & of the stabilizer G,. Note that since
o is regular, there is no ramification point in J. Now we write 7, for the quotient map from H to
H/G,. If h preserves ¢, then the order of 2 must be two and so r must be in £. This is a contradiction.
Hence, & does not preserve ¢. Therefore, 75, () and 75, () are paths in H/G, which do not pass
through the cone point in H/G,. Moreover, as « is simple, 7, () and 7, (5;) are simple. Now
we consider the case where ¢ has no ramification point. Then the stabilizer Stabgg)(¢) of £ is
generated by the hyperbolic element g so (/) is a regular simple closed geodesic. On the other
hand, the choice of r is arbitrary and so for any ramification point r, we get that 75, (d,) and
7G,(0y) are simple. This implies that the regular simple closed geodesic mg(¢) and o/(7) are in
same free homotopy class in §¢ (see Figure 3 in [SV16]). Therefore, we can take a free homotopy
between 7g(¢) and (1) in S°. Thus, the first statement is proven.

Then we consider the case where there is a ramification point 7/ in £. Then the ramification
index of ' must be two and the stabilizer G, preserves £. Now we focus on the stabilizer group
Stabgs)(¢) of £. Since we may think of Stabg gy (¢) as a discrete subgroup of the isometry group
of the real line, Stabgg)(¢) is isomorphic to Z,, Z, or the infinite dihedral group Dih, . Obviously,
G, c Stabg(s)(£) and g € Stabg(s)(£). Let s be a geodesic segment joining " and g~!(r") and f
be the non-trivial element of G,.. Then the end points of g(s) are r' and g(r'). Therefore, (f o
(g () =f(r") =7, (fog)(r') =g ' (+"), and (fog)(s) =s since f is an isometry in G,.
Hence, fg fixes the midpoint 7’ between ' and g~'(7’) and preserves £. Then we can see that
f and fg are elliptic elements of order two and generate Stabgs)(¢). Therefore, Stabg(s)(£) is
isomorphic to Dihe,, namely Stabgsy(¢) = (f, fg|f* = (fg)* = id).

Now we write s, (¢) for the projection from H to H/Stabg gy (¢). Then

L(H/ Stabg(s) (£)) = {Tstab s, (¢) () Tstabgs) () ()}
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FIGURE 3. Thick arcs are hyperbolic geodesics in the Poincaré disk I joining
consecutively the points {1,®,w?, ®3,®*} in the infinite circle dD. Hence, the
geodesics bound an ideal 5-gon. Moreover, it is preserved by an elliptic isometry
defined as z = @z. Therefore, the ideal 5-gon is regular and O is the center.

and Ty, o (1) (£) is the geodesic segment joining two cone points. Also, g, NG (@)|[0,1] isa
simple closed curve bounding a disk with the cone points. This implies the second statement. [

The proof of the following proposition is similar with the case in complete hyperbolic surfaces.

Proposition 5.9. Let S be a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold, and o and B be essential
regular simple closed curves in S. Fix G(S). If a and B are disjoint and are not freely homotopic
in 89, then the geodesic realizations are disjoint.

5.2. Elementary 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds.

5.2.1. Ideal monogons. Let n be a natural number which is greater than 2. Recall that an ideal
n-gon is a hyperbolic surface S with geodesic boundary if the interior of S is homeomorphic to the
disk, the boundary of S is a disjoint union of n bi-infinite geodesics, and the area of S is finite (see
Figure [3). Each boundary component of S is call a side and each end point of a side is called a
vertex. We think of an ideal n-gon § as a closed convex subset of H. The ideal n-gon S is called
regular if there is an elliptic element rg in PSL;(IR) which is a rotation through angle 27 /n about
some point cg in S and preserves S. We call cg the center of S. Then the quotient space S/(rg) of S
by the group generated by ryg is called an ideal monogon with a cone point of order n (see Figure
[a)). The quotient space S/(rs) is a 2-dimensional hyerpbolic orbifold with one geodesic boundary
and the cone point is the image of the center cg. Hence, the order of the cone point is n and there
is a unique shortest geodesic segment g joining the cone point with the geodesic boundary. Note
that the segment /g intersects perpendicularly with the geodesic boundary.
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& (B) A monogon with one punc- =

(A) An ideal monogon ture (C) A monogon with one hole

FIGURE 4. In Figure @, the blue point is the cone point. In Figure |4b| and Fig-
ure the gray lines are the images of s; and s, under the identification by fi,.
Hence, the gray lines are geodesics in each 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with
geodesic boundary. In particular, the blue circle in Figure {4c|is the simple closed
geodesic added to be complete. And the red arcs are the geodesics /.

5.2.2. Geometric annuli. Let P3 be an ideal triangle in H. Note that every ideal triangle is regular.
We say that sy, s2, and s3 are the sides of Ps. For each i € {1,2,3}, there is the unique perpendicular
from the center cp, to the geodesic s; and so we say that p; is the foot of the perpendicular. Now
we glue 51 and s, by an element f}, in PSL,(R) such that f15(s1) = s2. Then fi, fixes the end point
g in d. Hl at which s; and s, intersect.

If f1, is a parabolic element and f12(p1) = p2, the resulting surface S is Cauchy complete under
the metric induced by the hyperbolic metric of P3, and has one bi-infinite geodesic boundary.
Hence, we call this resulting orbifold a monogon with one puncture (see Figure 4b). In this case,
there is a unique geodesic (s joining the puncture with s3 which intersect perpendicularly with s3.
Moreover, {sns3 ={p3}.

If f15 is hyperbolic and so fi2(p1) # p2, then the resulting space is incomplete. By adding a sim-
ple closed geodesic, we can make the resulting space be complete, and in this case, the resulting
space S is a hyperbolic surface which has one bi-infinite geodesic boundary and one closed geo-
desic boundary. Hence, we call this space a monogon with one hole(see Figure The length of
the closed geodesic boundary is determined by the translation length of f1,. Hence, for any given
positive number /, there is a monogon with one hole whose closed geodesic boundary is of length
[. Note that there is a unique shortest geodesic segment {g joining two geodesic boundaries which
intersect perpendicularly with both geodesic boundaries. Moreover, it turns out that £sns3 = {p3}.

From the construction of a monogon S with one hole or with one puncture, there is a bi-infinite
geodesic decomposing S into an ideal triangle which is the gray geodesics in Figure[d] Now we call
a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold S with geodesic boundary a geometric annulus if S is isometric
to an ideal monogon with one cone point, a monogon with one puncture, or a monogon with one
hole (see Figure d)). Note that a geometric interior of a geometric annulus is homeomorphic to the
annulus. Also, we call the intersection point of /g and the bi-infinite geodesic boudary the shearing
point of S.

5.2.3. Geometric pair of pants.
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(A) Three geodesic (B) Two geodesic (C) One geodesic (D) No geodesic
boundaries boundaries boundary boundary

FIGURE 5. There are four types of geometric pairs of pants according to the num-
ber of closed geodesic boundary components. Each marked point is a cone point
or a puncture. However, in Figure |Sc|, two marked points can not be cone points of
order two simultaneously.

Il

(A) Two monogons (B) One monogon (c) No monogon
with one hole with one hole with one hole

FIGURE 6. Each pointy point represents a puncture or a cone of order n > 2. Then
there are three cases according to the number of used monogons with one hole in the
glueing process. The red lines are the bi-infinite geodesics by and b, along which
we glue two monogons.

Definition 5.10. A geometric pair of pants is a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic
boundary satisfying the following:

(1) The geometric interior is homeomorphic to the thrice-punctured sphere;
(2) The geometric boundary is compact and has exactly three connected components;
(3) The hyperbolic area is finite.

All geometric pairs of pants fall into four types according to the number of closed geodesic
boundary components (See [5). For brevity, until the end of this section, we think of a puncture
as a cone point of order co. Then in Figure [5] each marked point is a cone point of order n for
some n € Nu{oo} with n+ 1. More precisely, in Figure two marked points can not be cone
points of order two simultaneously. In Figure[5d] if three marked points are of order ny, ny and n3,
respectively, then np, ny and n3 satisfy

1 1 1
2‘{(1‘Z)+(1‘_)+(1‘£)}<0

nz
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(A) Three geodesic (B) Two geodesic (c) One geodesic
boundaries boundaries boundaries

FIGURE 7. Each pointy point represents a puncture or a cone of order n > 2. These
pairs of pants are corresponding to the first three types in Figure [S| In Figure [6]
after gluing along red lines, the resulting metric spaces are not usually complete.
Therefore, we need to add a simple closed geodesic to be complete. The blue
curves represent the additional simple closed geodesics. Then, after gluing and
completion, we get the geometric pairs of pants. Precisely, Figure[7a] Figure [7b| or
Figure[7c|are obtained from Figure 64, Figure [6b|or Figure [bc} respectively.

I 1 1
—+—+—x<1
ny np n3
where 1/co = 0. In other words, the Euler characteristic must be negative.

Let A; and A, be geometric annuli and say that the bi-infinite geodesic boundaries of A and A,
are by and b,, respectively. Each boundary b; has the shearing point sh;. Now we glue A; and A,
along b and b by an isometry f, of real line such that fi>(b;) = b, (See Figure @ Then we get
a space S which may be incomplete. If S is complete, then § is a geometric pair of pants. If S is not
complete, by adding a simple closed geodesic as a boundary, we can make S be complete. Then
S is also a geometric pair of pants (see Figure 7). The length of the additional closed geodesic is
determined by the distance between f,(sh;) and sh;. Note that for any given positive real number
[, we can find a map f1, which makes the additional closed geodesic be of length /. Using this
construction, we may get any given geometric pair of pants without cone point of order two that is
one of the first three types in Figure [5] Also, observe that in the geometric pairs of pants, the red
geodesics in Figure|/|and the gray geodesics in Figure 4a| with the boundary geodesics decompose
the geodesic pairs of pants into ideal monogons and ideal triangles.

Similarly, we consider the case where a geometric pair of pants has a cone point of order 2. Let
f11 be an isometry of b| such that fi; is a reflection on b and so there is a fixed point c; (see Figure
. Now a quotient space S is obtained from A; by identifying x € by with f1;(x). Then if ¢| = shy,
then S is complete and is a geometric pair of pants with one cone point of order two. If ¢ # shy,
then S is not complete and so by adding a closed geodesic as a boundary, we make S be complete
(see[7). Hence, S is a geometric pair of pants with one cone point of order two. The length of the
additional closed geodesic boundary component is determined by the distance between ¢ and sh; .
Like a previous case, using this construction, we can get any given geometric pair of pants with a
cone point of order two that is second or third type in Figure[5] Also, observe that in the geometric
pairs of pants, the red geodesics in Figure|/|and the gray geodesics in Figure 4af with the boundary
geodesics decompose the geodesic pair of pants into ideal monogons and ideal triangles.
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~—7
(A) Not a monogon (B) A monogon with
with one hole case one hole case

FIGURE 8. The pointy point in Figure [8a| represents a puncture or a cone point of
order n > 2. The red lines are the bi-infinite geodesics b. The blue marked points are
the fixed points c; of the isometries f1;. The green marked points are the shearing
points sh; of the geometric annuli.

7

=

(A) One geodesic (B) Two geodesic
boundary boundaries

FIGURE 9. The blue marked points are the images of | and the green ones are the
images of sh;. Moreover, the blue points are cone points of order two. The blue
curves are the additional simple closed geodesics.

From observations, we may conclude that any geometric pair of pants, which does not have three
cone points, can be decomposed into two or one geometric annuli. Moreover, the geometric pairs
of pant are decomposed into ideal monogons and ideal triangles. Now we summarize the above in
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.11. Let S be a geometric pair of pants. Suppose that S does not have three cone points of
finite order.(i.e. S is not the type of Figure[5d) There is a geodesic lamination such that the metric
completion of each connected component of the complement of the lamination is isometric to an
ideal triangle or an ideal monogon with one cone point.

6. GEODESIC LAMINATIONS IN COMPLETE 2-DIMENSIONAL HYPERBOLIC ORBIFOLDS

In this section, we prove the structure theorem of complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds
following the paper [Bv19]. Then we show that any Fuchsian group G of the first kind such that
H/G is not a geometric pair of pants is pants-like COLj .
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6.1. A structure theorem for complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds.

6.1.1. Half-planes and funnels in a complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold. Let S be a hy-
perbolic surface with geodesic boundary. We define H = {z € H:0 <Re(z)}. Then if S is isometric
to H with the metric induced from p, then S is called a half-plane. If S is isometric to H/G where
G is generated by z ~ e’z for some & € R, then S is called a funnel with boundary length .

Let G be a Fuchsian group and S be the complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold H/G.
For a closed subset A of JH, there is a unique smallest convex subset CH(A) in H such that
CH(A)ndH =A. Then CH(A) =CH(A)nH is also a convex subset. Hence, we call CH(A) the
convex hull of A. When G is not elementary, the convex core CC(S) of S is the quotient of the
convex hull of L(G) by G, CH(L(G))/G. In general, the convex core of a complete 2-dimensional
hyperbolic orbifold is a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic boundary. In particular,
when G is a Fuchsian group of the first kind, S itself is the convex core of S.

Now we discuss the case where G is non-elementary and of the second kind. Since L(G) is
a cantor set in JH, the complement Q(G) ndH is a countable disjoint union of nondegenerate
open intervals. Let I be a connected component of Q(G) ndH. Then the stabilizer Stabg(7) of 1
under the G-action is a trivial group or an infinite cyclic group. Now we consider CH (I) where
1 is the closure of I in dH. Then CH(I) is a half-plane under the Poincaré metric and the stabi-
lizer Stabg(CH(I)) of CH(I) is exactly Stabg(I). Then we can see that CH(I)/Stabg(CH(I)) is
isometrically embedded in S. Moreover, CH(I)/Stabg(CH (1)) is a half-plane if Stabg(CH(I)) is
trivial, and a funnel if Stabg(CH (1)) is an infinite cyclic group. Note that when Stabg(CH (1))
is an infinite cyclic group, Stabg(CH (1)) is generated by a hyperbolic element g € PSL,(R) and
the hyperbolic axis of g is the geodesic boundary of CH(I). Therefore, when Stabg(CH(I)) is
an infinite cyclic group, the boundary length of the funnel CH(I)/Stabg(CH(I)) is equal to the
translation length of g. Also note that 7, (CC(S)) = m;(S) where S = H/G.

6.1.2. Pants decompositions. Let S be a 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold with geodesic bound-
ary. Then a collection C of non-trivial simple closed curves in S° which are homotopically distinct
and disjoint is called a pants decomposition of S if each connected component of §° —JC is home-
omorphic to the sphere without three points and C is locally finite. Let C; and C, be two pants
decompositions of . We say that C; and C; are distinct if for each (cy,c3) € C; xCa, ¢ and ¢, are
not freely homotopic in $°.

A geodesic lamination A of S is called a geometric pants decomposition if the Cauchy comple-
tion of each connected component of S— A is a geometric pair of pants. Let A; and A, be two
geodesic laminations in S. We say that A| and A, are transverse if there is no leaf shared by two
geodesic laminations A; and A;.

Let G be a Fuchsian group that is not a finite group and S be the complete 2-dimensional hy-
perbolic orbifold H/G. If G is torsion free, then S is a complete hyperbolic surface. If not,
there is a ramification point p in H and any point in the orbit G- p is also a ramification point.
Then, since G is not finite and the set of ramification points is discrete in H, there are count-
ably many ramification points. Hence, the complement H - 7161(2(5)) of ramification points
in H is a Riemann surface whose fundamental group is a free group of infinite rank. Note
that (7). (m (H - ;' (2(S))) is a normal subgroup of m;(S°). Then the universal covering of
H-r;' (£(S)) is H with a holomorphic covering map 7 such that the deck transformation group

of i is isomorphic to (7). (7 (H- 75! (£(S))). We write K¢ for the deck transformation group
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of ;. Then we define
Hg={heAut(H): fgoh=gods for some g G}.

Then H is isomorphic to 71 (S°) and is a Fuchsian group. Hence, 7 o i is a universal covering
map from H to $° whose deck transformation group is Hg.

Now we define a homomorphism 7, from Hg to G so that for each h € Hg, igoh = ﬁé(h) o fig.
Then we have an exact sequence

{n s K6 —— Hg s G s {1}

where i is the inclusion map. Hence, Hg/Kg is isomorphic to G. For more detail, consult the Kra’s
book [Kra72].
Now we prove the following lemma which is analogous to Proposition 3.1 in [Bv19].

Theorem 6.1 (The structure theorem for complete hyperbolic 2-dimensional orbifolds). Let G be
a non-elementary Fuchsian group and S be the complete 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold H/G.
Suppose that there is a pants decomposition C of S. Let A be the union of all geodesic realizations
in S of elements of C. Then Au(dCH(L(G))/G) is a geometric pants decomposition of CC(S).

Note that by definition, each element of C is essential in S.

Proof. Note that any pants decomposition induces an exhaustion by finite type subsurfaces. Here
being finite type means that the fundamental group is finitely generated. Hence there is a sequence
{Sn}c2, of subsurfaces of S? such that for each n €N, S, c §,,,1 and the manifold boundary dS,

o0

consists of curves of C and | J int(S,) = S°. We may assume that for each n € N, every boundary
n=1

curve of §,, does not bound a disk with two cone points of order two in S. Therefore, there is a

sequence {H,}°, of subgroups of Hg such that for all n € N, H, < H,,1 and H, is a corresponding

subgroup of Hg to 71 (S, ). Note that Hg = U H, as §° = U S,. Moreover, for each n € N, there is a
n=1 n=1
unique connected component S, of (g ofg)~'(S,) such that the stabilizer Stabg(S,) is H, and so
S, €S,,.1. Note that for each n € N, the manifold boundary 95, consists of full lifts of the boundary
curves of S,.
Now we consider the sequence {G,}°, of subgroups of G where G, = i;(H,). Obviously,

G = |J G,. Also, for each n € N, the stabilizer of #i(S,) is G, and the manifold boundary of
n=1

7i(S,) consists of full lifts of the boundary curves of S,. Fix n € N. By assumption, each boundary
component of 75(S,,) is a quasi-geodesic under the Poincaré metric in H and 75 (S,,) is a connected
component of n&l (Sn). Let B, be the set of all hyperbolic axises of holonomies of boundary com-
ponents of ﬁtg(Sn) Then there is a closed convex subset C,, of H such that dC,, = B,,. Then by the
choice of C,, G, preserves C,, and the stabilizer of C, is G,, under the G-action. Therefore, n5(C},)
is isometric to the 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold C,/G, with geodesic boundary. Moreover,
76(Cy) is the 2-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold which is bounded by the geodesic realizations of
the boundary curves of S,,.

Since C,, is a closed convex subset of H preserved by G,,, CH(L(G,)) c C,. Since each bound-
ary component of C, is a hyperbolic axis for some hyperbolic element of G,, the end points of
each boundary component of C,, are contained in L(G,). Hence, dC, c dCH (L(G,)). Since Gy, is
finitely generated, for each boundary component ¢ in dCH (L(G,)) - dC,, ns(¢) bounds a funnel
in 5 (C,). (See Section 10.4. in [Bea93])
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Now we claim that CH (L(G)) = | JCH(L(G,)). As for each n € N, L(G,,) € L(Gp+1), for each

n=1

neN, CH(L(G,)) €CH(L(Gy+1)) and so | JCH(L(Gy)) is convex. Then G preserves the closed

n=1

convex subset | JCH(L(G,)) of H. Hence, CH(L(G)) ¢ | JCH(L(Gy)). On the other hand, for
1

n=1 n=
any neN, L(G,) € L(G) and CH(L(G,)) € CH(L(G)). Therefore,

f:]l CH(L(G,)) € CH(L(G)) < fjl CH(L(G,)).

The claim is proved since CH(L(G)) is closed in H.
Let ¢ be a bi-infinite geodesic in JCH(L(G)). If ¢ is a manifold boundary component of

JCH(L(Gy)), there is a natural number ng such that £ ¢ dCH(L(Gp,)). Then ms(¢) bounds a

n=1

funnel in S. If £ is in CH(L(G)) - | J CH(L(Gp)), then there is a sequence {/,}°, of geodesics

n=1
such that for eachneN, ¢, c dCH(L(G,)) and {/,}°° | converges to {. Then {75 (¢,)} " converges
to g (¢). If mg(¢) is a regular simple closed geodesic, then 75 (¢) c int(S,, ) for some n; € N since

(Jint(S,) = $°. Hence, 7 (¢) c mg(Cp,) and 7 (¢) € mg(CH(L(Gy,))), so £ c CH(L(Gy,)). This
n=1
is a contradiction. Therefore, s (¢) is a bi-infinite geodesic and bounds a half-plane in S.

Now we have that {7G(CH(L(G,)))}:2, is an increasing sequence of 2-dimensional hyper-

bolic orbifolds with geodesic boundary whose orbifold fundamental group are finitely gener-

ated and such that | ng(CH(L(G,))) is CC(S) without bi-infinite geodesic boundaries. Fi-
n=1
nally, by the definition of a pants decomposition, each element in C has a geodesic realization

and the geodesic realization is contained in 75(CH(L(Gp,))) for some n, € N. Therefore, for
neN, Anng(CH(L(Gp))) is a geometric pants decomposition of g (CH(L(G,))). Thus, we are
done. U

Remark 6.2. If G is of the first kind, then A itself is a geometric pants decomposition of S.
6.2. Fuchsian groups of the first kind are pants-like COL;.

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a Fuchsian group of the first kind and S be the complete 2-dimensional
hyperbolic orbifold H/G. Suppose that S is not a geometric pants. Then there are three pairwise
transverse geometric pants decompositions.

Proof. If §° is a Riemann surface of finite type, then there is a nonempty pants decomposition
since S is not a geometric pants. Otherwise, by Richards classification result [Ric63], $¢ has a
topological exhaustion by finite type surfaces. Hence there is a pants decomposition C;. Note that
Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.3 in [Bail3] does not depend on the metric of surfaces. Hence by
applying the argument of Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.3 in [Bail5|] to $ and C;, we can get pants
decompositions C, and C3 such that Cy, C», and C3 are pairwise distinct. By Theorem [6.1] there are
geometric pants decompositions A1, A, and Az which are pairwise transverse. U

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Suppose that H/G is not a geometric
pair of pants. Then G is a pants-like COL3 group.
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Proof. By Lemma [6.3] there are three geometric pants decompositions A, Az, and A3 of S which
are pairwise transverse. By Lemma[5.11] we can add geodesics in each geometric pair of pants and
so we can get three geodesic laminations A}, A’, and A’ such that the completion of any connected
component of the complement of each geodesic lamination is an ideal triangle or a monogon
with one cone point. Therefore, ;! (A]),m;!(A}), and 7' (A}) are geodesic laminations whose
complements are ideal polygons. Therefore, they induce three laminations of S! and so they also
induce three very full laminations systems. Moreover, we can see that the very full lamination
systems comprise a pant-like collection for G. Thus, G is a pants-like COL3 group. U

6.3. The proof : Fuchsian groups of the second kind are pants-like COL3;. Now, we consider
the case of the second kind and finish the proof of Theorem[B] Let G be a non-elementary Fuchsian
group of the second kind. The idea of the proof of the case of the second kind is first to take the
doubling the HI/G. Then, we can see that the doubling is a hyperbolic surface whose fundamental
group is a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Now, we can use Theorem|[6.1] so we get three pairwise
transverse geometric pants decompositions. Finally, restricting the laminations to the original
surface gives the original surface three geodesic laminations which are not very full in general.
Hence, we need to add more geodesics to make the laminations be very full.
First, we construct geodesic laminations for elementary pieces.

Lemma 6.5. Let H be the half plane and H be the closure of H in H = HUR. Suppose that Q is
a countable dense subset of the set H— H of non-negative real numbers, containing {0,00}. There
is a geodesic lamination A in H such that the Cauchy completion of each connected component
of H— A is the ideal 3-gon and such that in the corresponding lamination system L, every leaf is

isolated and E(L) = Q.

Proof. First, we say that Q is a sequence {g,}°, such that g; =0 and g, = co. Then there is a
geodesic joining g1 and ¢». See Figure The red line represents the geodesic and the geodesic
is the boundary of the half plane H. Note that H = CH([0,00]).

Now, we consider g3. We can draw two geodesics. One is the geodesic joining two points g
and g3 and the other is the geodesic joining ¢ and g3. The blue lines in Figure [I0b| represent the
geodesics. Then, g4 is contained in (g1,q3) or (g3,¢2) and both CH([q1,¢3]) and CH([g3,42])
are half planes. So we can do similarly in CH([q1,g3]) or CH([g3,42]). Obviously, we can repeat
this process. Finally, we can get Figure These geodesics give a geodesic lamination in H that
we want. U

Lemma 6.6. Let I and J be two nondegenerate open intervals in OH. Suppose that I and J are
disjoint. We say that S is the hyperbolic surface CH(IUJ). (See Figure Assume that there is
a countable set Q such that Q is dense in S and d1UdJ c Q. Then there is a geodesic lamination A
in S such that the Cauchy completion of each connected component of S — A is the ideal 3-gon and
the geodesic boundaries of S are contained in A and such that in the corresponding lamination
system L, every leaf is isolated and E(L) = Q.

Proof. § is a complete hyperbolic surface with two geodesic boundaries which are the blue lines in
Figure Now, we say that S’ is the convex hull of dI udJ which is an ideal 4-gon.(See Figure
Then S is the union of S, CH(I) and CH (J).

Now, we say that Q; = OnTI and Q; = OnJ. Then Q; and Q; are countable dense subsets of I and
J, respectively. Since CH(I) and CH(J) are half planes, by Lemma [6.5] there are two lamination
systems £; and £; in CH(I) and CH (J), respectively, such that E(L;) = Q; and E(L;) = Q.
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(A) The unit disk
with the geodesic
connecting two
points, 0 and oo.

(C) A half Farey tri-
(B) The first step angulation

FIGURE 10. These pictures show the steps to draw a half Farey triangulation.

A\

A S

(A) The red region is
the convex hull of or-
ange arcs which rep-
resent [ and J

(B) The shaded re-
gion is the convex
hull of dI and dJ.
This is a kind of con-
vex core of S.

(c) The green line
is one of the diago-
nal geodesics of the

shaded region.

FIGURE 11. These pictures show the steps to draw a triangulation.

Finally, we consider §’. In §’, we just add one diagonal geodesic like in Figure [11c| The bound-
ary geodesics of S’ with the diagonal geodesic give a lamination system Lgin S’ such that every
gap of L is an ideal triangle, every leaf is isolated, and E(Lg) = dIudJ. Therefore, Ly U LU Ly
is a lamination system which we want.

OJ

Let G be an Fuchsian group of the second kind. Then JdH - L(G) is non-empty. Now, we
consider the surface (H - L(G))/G with boundary. Then (H-L(G))/G-H/G is exactly (JH -
L(G))/G since G acts properly discontinuously on dH - L(G). Therefore, we call each connected
component of (dH -L(G))/G an ideal boundary of H/G and each point of ideal boundaries an
ideal point of H/G. We denote the quotient map from H - L(G) to (H-L(G))/G by Ts. Note that
EG|]HI =TG-

Definition 6.7. Let G be a Fuchsian group. Suppose that there is a cone point ¢y in H/G. A subset
¢ of H/G is called a regular simple geodesic ray emanating from c if there is a geodesic ray oy
from [0,00) to H such that 7g o ay is injective, (g o ay)([0,00)) =4, mgo 0y (0) = ¢y, and for each
s€(0,00), mgoay(s) is a regular point in H/G. In particular, when slirglo oy(s) is a point ps in

0H - L(G), the point TG(peo) in an ideal boundary is called the ideal end point of the geodesic
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ray {. Also, when Slirglo oy (s) is a cusp point of G, we say that { is emanating to a puncture which

corresponds to the cusp point.

Let G be a Fuchsian group of the second kind. Suppose that there is a regular simple geodesic
ray ¢ emanating from a cone point ¢ having p as the ideal end point. Then there is an injective
continuous map f; from [0, 1] to H/G such that B,(0) = ¢, B,(1) = p, and B,([0,1)) = ¢.

Proposition 6.8. Let G be a Fuchsian group of the second kind and p be an ideal point of H/G.
Suppose that there is a cone point q in H/G. If there is a continuous map o« from [0,1] to H/G
such that (0) =g, a(1) = p and a([0,1))nE(H/G) ={q}, and a|(0,1) is an embedding in the
geometric interior (H/G)?, then there is an isotopy H on H/G satisfying the following.

(1) H(s,0) = a(s),

(2) H(Ovt) =9, H(lvt) =p,

(3) H((0,1)x[0,1])nX(H/G) = @ and

(4) H([0,1),1) is a regular simple geodesic ray emanating from q with the ideal end point p.

By Proposition any simple embedded arc in H/G connecting a cone point and an ideal point
has a geodesic realization. Now, we are ready to prove the elementary cases.

Lemma 6.9. Let G be an elementary Fuchsian group. Then G is a pants-like COL3 group.

Proof. There are following four cases.
(1) G is the trivial group.
(2) G is afinite cyclic group which is generated by some elliptic element.
(3) G is an infinite cyclic group which is generated by some non-elliptic element.
(4) G is an infinite dihedral group which is generated by two elliptic elements of order two.
First, assume that G is the trivial group. Assume that P is a countable dense subset of JH.
Choose two distinct points p; and p; in P. Set I = [p1,pa2]g and J = [pa, p1]gi, and set Pr=InP
and Py =JnP. Then P; and P; are countable dense subsets of I and J, respectively, and CH (/) and
CH(J), containing p; and ps, are half planes. Therefore, by Lemma[6.5] there are two lamination
systems £; and £; such that E(L;) = Py and E(Lj) = P;. Now, we write Lp for £L;UL;. Then
Lp is a very full lamination system such that E(L;uL;) = P. Observe that we can choose three
countable dense subsets P, P, and P in JH that are pairwise disjoint. Therefore, {Lp,Lp,,Lp,}
is a pants-like collection. Therefore, we can conclude that G is a pants-like COL3 group with
{‘CP17£P27‘CP3}'
Next, we consider the case where G is a non-trivial finite cyclic group which is generated by
some elliptic element. Let n be the order of G. We may assume that in D, the elliptic element ¢ de-

fined by z+ e%z generates G. Let Q0 be the set {€274: g€ Q}. Then, QU is a countable dense subset
of dD. Then ¥ = {(1,¢(1))g1, -, (9" 1(1),9"(1)) } is an ideal polygon with v(¥¢) c QV. For each
ke{0,+,n—1}, 00 = [¢*(1),¢**1(1)]s1 QO is a countable dense subset of [¢¥(1),p**1(1)]gi and
CH([¢*(1),¢0**1(1)]¢) is a half plane. Therefore, by Lemmal6.5] for each k € {0,+-,n— 1}, there

n-1
is a lamination system E,g such that E (Eg) = Qg. Then £° = U Eg is a very full lamination system
k=0

such that £ (LO) =Q%and ¢ is a gap of £°. Moreover, by construction, G preserves 0.

Now, we set V2 = {e27i(a+V2) : g ¢ Q} and QV3 = {£27i(@+V3) : g € Q}. We can define £V by
the set {(e2%V2a,e2%V2p) g : (a,b)g € L7} and cv3 by the set {(¢27V3a,e2%V3b) ¢ : (a,b)g €
£°}. Then E(L\/E) = 0V2 and E(ﬁﬁ) = QV3. Therefore, {EO,Eﬁ,Eﬁ} is a pants-like COL3
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collection. Moreover, these lamination systems are preserved by G by construction. Therefore, G
is a pants-like COL3 group.

Then we consider the case where G is an infinite cyclic group which is generated by some non-
elliptic element. First, we assume that in H, G is generated by the parabolic element ¢ defined by
7z z+1. We set Q0 = Quooo. Since QY n[0,1] is a countable dense subset of [0,1], and CH([0,1])
is a half plane, by Lemma there is a lamination system £ such that E(£)) = p~1(Q°n[0,1]).
Now, we define

EO:[U(p‘lq)"p)(ﬁg ]UlU{¢"(p’1((0,°°))),¢k(p‘1((0,00))*)}) :

keZ keZ

Obviously, £° is a very full G-invariant lamination system such that E(£%) = p=1(Q0).
Now we set Q\/_ =v2+Qand Q\/_ =v/3+Q. Then, we define

£Y? = {(a,b)s: p((-V2) + p((a,b)s1)) € £2}
and

L3 = {(a,b)g1 : p " (-V3) +p((a,b)g1)) € L}

Then E(E‘/E) = p~1(0V?) and E(D/g) = p~1(0Y3), and both £V and £V3 are very full G-
invariant lamination systems. Therefore, {EO, £ﬁ, Eﬂ} is a pants-like COLj3 collection since for
two distinct indices i and j in {0, \/E, \/5}7 Q'nQJ = {00} and oo is the fixed point of ¢. Therefore,
G is a pants-like COL3 group.

Then we assume that in H, G is generated by a hyperbolic element ¢ defined by z — e“z for
some positive real number a. We set Q¥ = {e%4: g e Q} u{-e% : g e Q}. Observe that Q0 is pre-
served by G and ¢ maps the geodesic connecting —1 and 1 to the geodesic connecting —e4 and e“.
Moreover, p~1(Q0) is a countable dense subset of dID. Lemmacan apply to two closed interval
p~1([-e%,~1]) and p~1([1,e%]) since {-e4,~1,1,e4} c QU and both [-e4,~1]nQ° and [1,e] N Q°
are countable dense subsets of [—e%, —1] and [1,e%], respectively, Therefore, there is a lamination
system £ such that E(£9) = p~1(Q°n ([-e?,-1]u[1,e4])). Then,

£°=UJ(p'9*p)(£L3)
keZ

is a G-invariant very full lamination system such that E(£°) = p=1(Q0).

Now, we set QV2 = {e2(V2+0) : g ¢ Q} U {-e*V2+0) : g € Q}, and QY3 = {2(V3+0) : g e Q} U
{—ea(ﬁ“?) :q € Q}. In the similar way, we can find two very full G-invariant lamination sys-
tems £V and £Y? such that £V = p~1(0V?) and Y3 = p~1(0V3). Then, by construction,
{EO,E\&,E‘E} is a pants-like COLj collection. Therefore, G is a pants-like COL3 group.

Finally, we consider the case where G is an infinite dihedral group generated by two elliptic
elements of order two. In H, for each non-negative real number a, there is a unique order two
elliptic isometry ¢,, that fixes ie?/2. We may assume that G is generated by ¢ and ¢, J2 for some
positive real number a. Note that ¢, , o ¢ is the hyperbolic element defined by z - e“z.

Then we can see that there are exactly two cone points ¢; = (i) and c» = 1 (ie?/?) of order
two and that there is the only one ideal boundary B in H/G which is homeomorphic to the circle.
We can find three countable dense subsets P;, P> and P; of B that are pairwise disjoint. First, we
consider P;. Choose two distinct points p% and p% in P;. Then, by Proposition there are two
disjoint regular simple geodesic rays ¢ % and E% such that for each i € {1,2}, Eil is a regular simple
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geodesic ray emanating from c¢; with the ideal end point p’i. Note that by definition, f} and K%
are simple geodesics in H/G since ¢; and ¢, are of order two. Hence, there are two bi-infinite
geodesics / { and Z% such that for each k € {1,2}, 57’1‘ is the connected component of 71'6(611‘) passing
through ie(*=1)a/2 Also, for each k € {1,2}, there are two points pX and p* in R - {0} such that
pr <0, pk >0, and CH({p*, pk}) = &.

Now, we write I; = [p2,p'] and J; = [pl, p2]. Observe that L(G) = {0, 00} and that 75 (P,) is
a countable dense subset of R —{0}. Then d1; and 9J; are contained in 75 (Py), T (P) N1 is
dense in /;, and ﬁg;l (P;)nJ; is dense in J;. So, we can apply Lemma to CH (I, uJy). Therefore,
there is a geodesic lamination A? on CH (I; uJ;). Then

Ar=Jg(AD)
geG

is also a geodesic lamination preserved under the G-action. Therefore, there is a G-invariant very
full lamination system £;, induced by Aj, such that p(E(L,)) = g (P;). Similarly, there are two
G-invariant very full lamination systems £, and £3 such that p(E(L»)) =T (P») and p(E(L3)) =

7 (P3). By construction, {£1,£>,£3} is a pants-like COL;3 collection. Thus, G is a pants-like
COLj3 group. U

From now on, we consider the case where G is a non-elementary Fuchsian group of the second
kind. Let R(G) be the set of all ramification points of G in Q(G). Note that R(G) UL(G) is a
closed subset of the Riemann sphere C. Hence, the open subset Q(G) - R(G) = C - (RNL(G)) of
C is a Riemann surface. Now, we write Ug = Q(G) —R(G). Obviously, m (Ug) is a free group of
infinite rank and by Uniformization Theorem, the universal cover of Ug is H, so Ug is a complete
hyperbolic surface. Observe that there is no isometrically embedded half plane and funnel in Ug.
Therefore, G(Ug) is a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Now, we define

Fg ={heAut(H): my, oh = gomy, for some g € G}.

Note that G(Ug) is the deck transformation group of 7y, and that Fg is isomorphic to 71 (Ug/G)
since ng o Ty, is the universal covering map of Ug/G.
Now, we define a homomorphism ﬁ[jG from Fg to G so that for each h € Fg, my oh = 7I£}G (h)o

7y,;- Then we have an exact sequence

*

. Tt
(1} —— G(Ug) —— Fg —%5 G —— {1}

where i is the inclusion map. Hence, F5/G(Ug) is isomorphic to G and since R = L(G(Ug)) c
L(Fg), Fg is a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Therefore, there is no isometrically embedded
half plane and funnel in Ug/G = H/Fg and there is no cone point in Ug/G by construction. Hence,
Ug/G is a complete hyperbolic surface of which the fundamental group is a Fuchsian group of the
first kind.

By Lemma there are three pairwise transverse geometric pants decompositions Ay, Ay,
and A3z in Ug/G. Observe that Ug/G is the doubling of (IH/G)? about the ideal boundaries as the
following diagram commutes.

H-R(G) - y Ug < > Q(G)

|7 lng 1

(H/G)° —— Ug/G —— Q(G)/G
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(A) Three geodesic bound- (B) Two  geodesic (c) One geodesic
aries boundaries boundary

FIGURE 12. In A;, there are three types of geometric pairs of pants according to
the number of closed geodesic boundary components since Ug/G has no cone point
and has no half-plane and funnel.

where the horizontal arrows are the inclusion maps. Note that the inclusion maps are not isometries
and that the map J induced from the complex conjugation is an isometry on Ug/G fixing every point
of (R-L(G))/G. Therefore, we can see that each ideal boundary of (H/G)? is a simple geodesic
in Ug/G. Now, we write B for (R—L(G))/G. Then, B is a geodesic lamination in Ug/G.

Let P be the completion of a connected component of the complement of A; for some k €
{1,2,3}. Since there are no cone points in Ug/G, there are three types of geometric pairs of pants
which have only simple closed geodesics and punctures as geometric boundaries. See Figure

Now, let b be a connected component of B. If b is a simple closed curve which corresponds to the
ideal boundary of a funnel in H/G, then for each i € {1,2,3}, bnA; is b itself or a finite subset of b.
If b is a simple bi-infinite geodesic which corresponds to the ideal boundary of a half-plane, then
foreachie {1,2,3}, bnA, is a countable discrete closed subset of b since any bi-infinite geodesic b
such that (ng o Ty, ) (D) = b has no cusp point as an end point. In particular, when b intersects with
P, each connected component of bn P is a properly embedded arc in P or a geodesic boundary of P.
On the other hands, if ¢ is a simple closed curve in A; for some i € {1,2,3}, then ¢n ((H/G)° uB)
is ¢ itself or a disjoint union of properly embedded arcs.

Now, we assume that PnB + @. Let P’ be a connected component of Pn ((H/G)?uUB). Then, we
can see that each manifold boundary of P’ is a geodesic boundary of P or consists of an alternative
sequence of arcs in B and arcs in d P. Hence, each boundary of P’ is a piecewise geodesic circle.

From now on, we discuss the shape of P’. First, we consider the case where there is an embedded
arc in Pn B having the end points in one geodesic boundary of P. See Figure In each case, the
red line represents the embedded arc and P can have a finite number of parallel arcs in Pn B to the
red line which are also geodesic. These parallel arcs divide P into three types of pieces. See Figure
The red lines are arcs in Pn B and the black lines are arcs in dP. The small circle in Figure
[14D]is a puncture and the round circle in Figure is a geodesic boundary of P. We can see that a
piece of the first two types can not intersect with B in the complement of the red lines. But, a piece
of the third type has three possibilities. The first is that there is no intersection with B except the
red lines. The second case is that the piece has an embedded arc in P n B connecting two distinct
black lines. See Figure The additional red line represents the arc. Note that since the arc is
not separating, there are even number of parallel arcs. Then, the parallel arcs divide the piece into
pieces which are of the type of Figure [14alor of the type of Figure Finally, in Figure the

geodesic boundary is in B. See Figure Thus, Figure Figure [14b] Figure Figure
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(A) Three geodesic bound- (B) Two  geodesic (c) One geodesic
aries boundaries boundary

FIGURE 13. The red lines are curves in PnB.

\_J \°o/

(B) A bi-gon with one (c) A bi-gon with one
(A) A square puncture closed geodesic boundary

FIGURE 14. There are three types of pieces from Figure The red lines are
embedded arcs in Pn B and the black lines are arcs in dP. The small circle in
Figure [T4b|represents a puncture.

O O

(A) A bi-gon with one (B) A bi-gon with one
closed geodesic boundary closed geodesic boundary
and additional arcs which is in B

FIGURE 15. The red lines are curves in PnB.

and Figure [18a) are all possible cases of P/ when P has an arc in Pn B having the end points in one
geodesic boundary.

Now, we assume that there is no properly embedded arc in Pn B having two end points in one
geodesic boundary. Also, suppose that there is a properly embedded arc in P B connecting two
distinct geodesic boundaries of P. Then, there are four possible cases according to the number
of homotopic types of arcs. See Figure [[6] The red lines represent the homotopy classes of the
embedded arcs in PN B.

In Figure [16a] the red line is not separating so there are even number of parallel arcs which are
homotopic to the red line. Hence, these parallel arcs divide P into pieces which are of the types
of Figure [14a or Figure Similarly, in Figure [I6b] the red line is not separating so there are
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(A) Only one homo- (B) One homotopy (c) Two homotopy (D) Three homotopy
topy class of arcs class of arcs classes of arcs classes of arcs

FIGURE 16. The red lines are curves in PN B.

o

(c) A square with
(A) A square with (B) A square with one boundary which
one puncture one boundary isin PNB

FIGURE 17. The red lines are embedded arcs in Pn B and the black lines are arcs
in dP. The small circle represents a puncture.

o L

(A) A hexagon (B) A octagon

FIGURE 18. The red lines are embedded arcs in Pn B and the black lines are arcs
in JP.

even number of parallel arcs which are homotopic to the red line. These parallel arcs divide P into
pieces which are of the types of Figure [I4a) or Figure [I7b] In particular, in a piece of the type
of Figure [I7D] the geodesic boundary may be in P n B. Therefore, Figure is also a possible
case. Finally, from Figure and Figure[T6d], we can get pieces which are of the types of Figure
14| Figure[I8a] or Figure[I8b] Therefore, Figure [I4a] Figure[I8a] Figure[18b] Figure Figure
17b] and Figure [I7c| are all possible cases of P’ when Pn B has an arc connecting two distinct
boundaries.
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(B) One puncture
and two boundaries
of which one is in B

(E) Two boundaries
are in B

(c) One puncture
and two boundaries
which are in B

(F) All boundaries
are in B
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FIGURE 19. The red circles are closed geodesics in Pn B and the black circles are
closed geodesic in d P — B. The small circles represent punctures.

Then, we consider the case where Pn B has no arc. Then, Pn B consists of closed geodesics.
Therefore, we can list up the possible types of P’ according to the number of boundaries contained
in PnB. See Figure Thus, we can summarize all possible cases of P’ in Figure

Now, for a simple closed geodesic yin Ug/G, we set the collar width ¢(y) to be In(coth(I(y)/4))
where [(y) is the length of y with respect to the hyperbolic metric of Ug/G. Then, we write U(y)
for the ¢(7y)- neighborhood of y in Ug/G which is homeomorphic to the annulus. Note that for
two disjoint simple closed geodesics o and 8 in Ug/G, U(o)nU(PB) = @ and if b is a connected
component of Band bna =@, then bnU(a) = @.

Then, we consider the restrictions C; = A; n ((H/G)? uB) of the geodesic laminations. C; are
a disjoint union of simple closed curves and properly embedded arcs in (H/G)? uB. First, we
remove closed curves in C;n B from C;. Then, choose a connected component & of C;. Now, we
define a regular neighborhood V() in (H/G)?uB as follows. If o is a simple closed curve,
then V() = U() and if « is a properly embedded arc, then there is the simple closed curve ¥
in A containing ¢ and V() is the connected component of U(y) n ((H/G)° uB) containing .
Hence, each pair of two distinct connected components of C; have disjoint regular neighborhoods.
Similarly, we can define regular neighborhoods for connected components of C; and Cs.

We can find three disjoint countable dense subsets Q1, O, and Q3 of B. First, we consider C;.
Suppose that 7y is a proper embedding of [0, 1] such that y([0,1]) c C;. Then there is an isotopy H
through proper embeddings on (H/G)? u B satisfying the following:

(1) H(s,0) =v(s), _

(2) H([0,1]x[0,1]) ¢ V(¥([0,1])),

(3) forallz€[0,1], {H(0,¢),H(1,t)} c B, and

) {H(0,1),H(1,1)}c Q.
Then we write ¥/(s) = H(s,1). Then y/([0,1]) is an properly embedded arc in (H/G)°uB of
which the end points are in Q; and is contained in V(y([0,1])). Now in C;, we replace y([0,1])
with ¥/([0,1]). Since the regular neighborhoods are disjoint, we can properly replace arcs in C; so
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(B) A bi-gon with
one closed geodesic
boundary

.

(E) A hexagon

O

(H) A square
with one
boundary

(K) One puncture
and two boundaries
of which one is in B

(N) Two boundaries
are in B

e

(c) A bi-gon with
one closed geodesic
boundary which is in

~

(F) A octagon

O

() A square
with one
boundary
which is in
PnB

(L) One puncture
and two boundaries
which are in B

(0) All boundaries
are in B

FIGURE 20. The red circles are closed geodesics in Pn B and the black lines are in
dP. The small circles represent punctures.
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that every arc in C; has the end points in Q. Similarly, we can assume that for each i € {1,2,3},
every arc in C; has the end points in Q; after properly replacing arcs.

Now, we consider C; in H/G. Observe that for each arc o in C;, there is a unique simple bi-
infinite geodesic ¢y in H/G which has same homotopy type with o and connects two end points
of o. Note that ¢, does not pass through a cone point of H/G. We say that ¢ is the geodesic
realization of a. We define A? to be the disjoint union of geodesic realizations of components of
Ci.

Fix i € {1,2,3}. Let P’ be the Cauchy completion of a connected component of H/ G—A?. By
construction, we can see that P’ is a geometric pair of pants or each possible shape of P’ corre-
sponds to one of Figure Now, the red arcs are a part of ideal boundaries of H/G, the black
arcs are simple bi-infinite geodesics in H/G connecting ideal points in Q; and the small circles are
punctures or cone points. But, the black circles have two possibilities. One is that the geodesic is a
regular simple closed curve in H/G. The other is that the geodesic comes from a geodesic segment
connecting two cone points of order two.

Finally, we construct a geodesic lamination in each case of P’ so that for any complement A
of the lamination in P’, the closure of each connected component of 71'51 (A) is an ideal polygon.
The case where P’ is a geometric pair of pants is done by Lemma so we consider the cases
in Figure 20] The case of Figure [20d|is already done by Lemma [6.6] Here, the countable dense
subset Q in Lemma 6.6/ comes from Q;. Now, we consider the cases of Figure and Figure 201
See Figure [21] By adding the blue bi-infinite geodesics, the blue geodesics bound half-planes and
the blue and black geodesics bound an ideal hexagon and an ideal octagon in each cases. In each
half-plane, we can construct a geodesic lamination by Lemma|[6.5] The countable dense subset Q
in Lemmal6.5]also comes from Q;. Then we are done.

Then, we consider the case where P’ is of the type of Figure[20a)and the small circle corresponds
to a cone point of order two. Choose a point p of Q; in the interior of the red line. Then there is a
unique regular simple geodesic ray emanating from the cone point with the ideal end point p. See
Figure[22al The blue line is the geodesic ray. Then, since the completion of the complement of the
geodesic ray is of the type of 20d, we can similarly construct a geodesic lamination.

Now, we consider the case where P’ is of the type of Figure and the small circle is a cone
point of which the order is greater than 2 or a puncture. Choose a point p of Q; in the interior
of the red line. Contrary to the case of oder two, there is a bi-infinite geodesic of which the end
points are p. See Figure The blue line is the geodesic. This blue line divides the bi-gon into
a piece of the type of Figure [20d| and a piece which is an ideal monogon or a monogon with one
puncture. Then, in the piece of the type of Figure[20d] we can construct a geodesic lamination as
the previous cases. If the other piece is an ideal monogon, we are done. If the piece is a monogon
with one puncture, we need to add one more bi-infinite geodesic emanating to the puncture as in
Figure b

Then, we consider the case of Figure[20b, Choose a point p of Q; in the interior of the red line.
Then, there is a blue bi-infinite geodesic of which the end points are p. See Figure The blue
line is the geodesic. This blue line divides the bi-gon into a piece of the type of Figure and a
piece which is a monogon with one hole. In the piece of the type of Figure we can construct
a geodesic lamination as the previous cases. In the monogon with one hole, we need to add one
more geodesic as in Figure 4c| Then we are done.

In the case of Figure there is a unique simple closed geodesic that bounds the funnel. See
Figure 23al The blue circle is the geodesic. This line divides the bi-gon into a piece of the type
of Figure 20b] and the funnel. In the piece of the type of Figure 20b, we can construct a geodesic
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(A) A heatagon (B) A octagon

FIGURE 21

f
1
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(B) A bi-gon with a

(A) A bi-gon with a puncture or a cone (C) A bi-gone with
cone point of order point which is not of one geodesic bound-
two order two ary

FIGURE 22

(A) A bi-gon with
one closed ideal
boundary (B) the funnel

FIGURE 23

lamination by the previous case. We only need to consider the funnel. Choose a point p of Q; in
the closed ideal boundary. Then there is a unique bi-infinite geodesic of which end points are p.
See Figure[23b] The orange line is the bi-infinite geodesic. Then, the orange line divides the funnel
into a mongon with one hole and a half-plane. Therefore, we can construct a geodesic lamination
as previous cases.

For remaining cases, observe that by adding proper bi-infinite geodesic connecting two ideal
points in Q; and dividing P’ along the geodesic, we can reduce the construction problem into the
previous cases. See Figure[24] The blue line is the bi-infinite geodesic which we want. Observe that
each geodesic divides P’ into pieces in which we can construct geodesic laminations. Therefore,
in each case, we can construct a geodesic lamination in P’.

Now, by adding a geodesic lamination in each complementary regions of A?, we can get a
geodesic lamination A; such that the corresponding laminations system L; to 71751 (A;) is very full.
Now observe that by construction, for each pair of distinct indices i, j € {1,2,3}, the set E(L;)n
E(Lj) consists of cusp points of G. Therefore, the collection {L;,L,£3} of G-invariant very full
lamination systems is a pants-like COL3 collection. Thus, G is a pants-like COL3 group.
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FIGURE 24. The blue lines are bi-infinite geodesics connecting two points in Q;.
The marked points which are drawn as the small circles are puncture or cone points.

Theorem 6.10. Let G be a non-elementary Fuchsian group of the second kind. Then G is a pants-
like COL3 group.

Theorem [Bl Let G be a Fuchsian group. Suppose that H/G is not a geometric pair of pants. Then
G is a pants-like COL3 group.

Proof. By Theorem [6.4] Theorem [6.9]and Theorem [6.10] we are done. O

7. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we provide a proof of Lemma [7.3] In fact, this lemma is the refinement of a
lemma proven in [Bail5|] under the assumption that G is discrete and torsion-free. Before proving
the lemma, we need some lemma and definition.

Lemma 7.1. Let G be a laminar group and L a G-invariant very full lamination system. Assume
that a point p in S' is a cusp point of G. Then there is a sequence {Un} 2, of nondegenerate open

intervals such that for each n € N, U,,1 c U, and U, = I, u{p} UJ, for some two disjoint elements

Iy and J, of L, and (U, ={p}. In particular, {I,}°, and {J,}°, are quasi-rainbows at p.

n=1
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Proof. We can take a parabolic element g of G fixing p as p is a cusp point of G. Also there is a leaf
¢ of £ having p as an end point and we denote the other end point by ¢. Then since g is a parabolic
element, g(q) + ¢ and g(g) # p so there is an element [ in ¢ containing the point g(¢). Because
g is orientation preserving, g(/) ¢ I and since g is parabolic, the sequence {g"(/)}, is a quasi-
rainbow at p. Likewise g~ (q) € I* as g € g(I)*. Since g~! is orientation preserving, g~ (I*) ¢ I'*
so since g is parabolic, the sequence {g~"(I*)}°, is a quasi-rainbow at p. Now for each n e N, we
define U, as the union of the sets g"(1), {p} and g™*(I*). Since I and I* are disjoint and g"(1) ¢ I
and g7*(I*) ¢ I* for all n € N, then {g"(I),g™"(I*)} is a distinct pair for all n € N. Hence for each
neN, U, is a nondegenerate open interval because dg"(1)ndg"(I*) = {p}, and U, c U, as
g""1(q) €g"(I) and g™"!(q) € g™*(I*). Finally (U, = {p} since the sequences {g"(I)}*°, and
n=1
{g™"(I1*)} 22, are quasi-rainbows at p. Thus we are done. O

For brevity we make a definition for the sequence {U, } %, of the lemma.

Definition 7.2. Let L be a lamination system. Let p be a point in S' and {Un}:2, be a sequence
of nondegenerate open intervals containing p. We call the sequence {U,}*, angel wings at p if
for eachne N, Uy, cU, and U, =1u{p} Ul for some two disjoint elements I and J of L, and

Flen = {p}

So Lemma|/.1|says that every cusp point of a group has angel wings if the group has a very full
invariant lamination system. Now we prove Lemma([7.3]

Lemma 7.3. Let G be a pants-like COL3 group and C = {L,L,,L3} be a pants-like collection for
G. Suppose that there are two sequences {x,}°, and {y,}°, in S' such that {x,}*° converges to
apoint x in ', {y,}°° | converges to a point y in S and x + y, and that {g,} %, is an approximation
sequence of G such that {g,(x,)}, converges to a point x' in S', {g,(y»)}2, converges to a
point y' in S' and x' +y'. Further assume that we can take a sequence {an}c2, in S1 so that for
eachneN, a, €Fix,, for some hyperbolic element h, of G, {a, }° | converges to x and {gn(an)}2,
converges to y'. Then the sequence {g,}°° has the convergence property.

Proof. We will show that we can take a subsequence satisfying the condition of the convergence
property with respect to x and y’. First we choose a number € in R so that 0 < € < $ min{dc (x,y),dc (+',)")}.
Then for each p € {x,y,x’,y'}, we denote the e-neighborhood of p by Ne(p) ={z€S':dc(p,z) <€}.
Note that Ng(x) N Ne(y) = @ and Ne(x') nNe(y') = @. We can take a subindex « of idy so that for
eachneN, {xq(n),aq(n)} ©Ne(X), Ya(n) €Ne(¥): Sa(n) Kau(n)) €Ne(x), and {go(n) YVa(n) ) 8 (n) () } ©
Ne(y'"). Now we divide into four cases depending on whether x and y’ are cusp points.

First we consider the case where both x and y’ are not cusp points. Then at least two of C have a
rainbow at x and also at least two of C have a rainbow at y’. So at least one of C has rainbows at x and
y’ simultaneously. Hence we can take two rainbows {/,}°, atx and {J,}°, aty’ in some £ of C so
that for each I,,,1 c I, and J,,.1 c J, for all n € N, and I, c N¢(x) and J,, ¢ N¢ () for all n e N. Then for
each n e N, there is a number m(n) in N such that for all m € N with m(n) <m, {xq(n),@a(m)} < In

n

and {go(m) Va(m))>&a(m)(@a(m))} € Jn- A subindex B of & can be given by B(n) = a( > m(k))
k=1

so that for each n € N, {xg(,),ag(n)} < In and {gg ) (Vg(n))s 86 (n) (@B (n))} € -
Now we show that the sequence {gg(,)},2; has the convergence property with respect to x and
y'. Let K be a compact subset of S' —{x} and U be an open neighborhood of y’ on S'. Then since
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{I,}:2, and {J,} 2, are rainbows, there is a number N in N such that K c I}, and Jy € U. Note that
for all n e N with N <n, {xﬁ(n),aﬁ(n)} c Iy and {gB(n) (yli'(n))ngﬁ(n) (aﬁ(n))} cJy as I, €Iy and
Jn € Jy. Choose a number ng € N with N < ng. Because Ng(x) does not intersect with Ng(y) and
YB(no) € In> 8B (no) VB (ny)) € 8B(no) (IN)* NJN so by the unlinkedness of gg,,)(In)* and Jy, there
are three possible cases: gg () (IN)* € IN; 86 (ny) (IN) CINS &8 (ng) (IN) € Ty~ If 85 () (IN) € JIn, then
8B (no) (XB(n)) €JN and 8O g () (XB(ny)) € NVe(y'). However this is a contradiction since Ng(x") and
Ne¢ (y/) are disjoint. Ifgﬁ(no)(IN) c J;{,, then gﬁ(no)(IN) NJy =@ but gﬁ("o)(aﬁ(no)) €8B(ny) (IN) NJy.
So it is a contradiction. Therefore gg(,,)(In)* cJy and this implies that gg,,.)(K) < gg(n,) (IN)* ©
Jy € U. Thus we can conclude that {gg,} 2, has the convergence property and so {gq(n) 5o, has
the convergence property.

Next we consider the case where x is not a cusp point and y’ is a cusp point. Since x is not a cusp
point, at most one of C has x as an end point so there are at lest two of C have rainbows at x. On
the other hand, y" has angel wings in each of C. So there is a lamination system £ in C which has
a rainbow at x and angel wings at y’. Hence, in some £ in C, we can take a rainbow {/,}°, at x
and angel wings {U, }*°, aty’ so that for each n €N, I,,;j c I;, I, ¢ N¢(x) and Uy, c N¢(y'). Then for
each n e N, there is a number m(n) in N such that for all m € N with m(n) <m, {xq(n),@a(m)} < In

n

and {ga(m) (ya(m)),ga(m)(aa(m))} c U,. A subindex 3 of o can be given by B(n) = (x( Zm(k))
k=1

so that for each n € N, {xg(,),ag(n)} < In and {gg ) (VB(n))> 86 (n) (@B (n))} € Un-

Similarly we show that the sequence { 8B (n) } o2, has the convergence property with respect to x
and y'. Let K be a compact subset of S! — {x} and U be an open neighborhood of y’ on S!. Then
since {1, } 2, is arainbow and {U, } %2, is angel wings, there is a number N in N such that K c I}; and
Uy €U. Note that for all n e N with N <n, {xg(,y,ag(n)} < In and {gg () (Vg (n)) &8 (n) (@p(n)) } € Un
as I, € Iy and U, € Uy. Now we write I, = (ry,s,)g1 and Uy, = (upn,v,)g for all n e N. Note that
(un,y") g1 and (y',vy)q are in L for all n € N. Now, we choose a number np € N with N < ng. Then
Tny € (VB(no) @B (ny) )51 A0 Sng € (@B(ng): YB(no))st 88 4B (ng) € (FgsSng)st A Yp () € (SngsTng )51 bY
the choice of €. So one of gg ) ([YB(ny)»4B(n)Is1) A 8B (ny) ([@B(n)+YB (ne) ]st) must be con-
tained in Uy, because {gﬁ("o)(yﬁ(no))’gﬁ(no)(aﬁ(no))} cUy,.

First we consider the case where [g () (V8 (1)) 8B (n0) (4 (n0) ) 151 = 8B (o) ([VB () @B (np) )s1) €
Ung- It 88 () (Tno) € (tny,Y" )1, then by the unlinkedness of gg ) (In,) and (uny,y’)s1, there are
two possible cases: gg(ny)(Ing) € (ng,Y )51 &B(ng) Ing)* € (ttng,y")s1- However if gg ) (Iny) ©
(tng>y")sts then gg () (X)) € (ttng,Y" )51 € Uny € Ne(y') so this is a contradiction. Therefore

gﬁ(no)(lno)* c (ul’loay/)sl and so
gﬁ(no)(K) Cgﬁ(no)(IN)* c gﬁ(no)(lno)* C (”no,y')sl cUy,cUycU.

Then if g () (7ny) € (7, Vny )51, then by the unlinkedness of gg ) () and (¥, vy, )1, there are

two possible cases: gg(ny)(Tng) < (s Vig) 515 8B (ng) Ing)* € (V'3 Vny) st - However if gg ) (Iny) ©
(Y3 Vng)sts then gg () (Xg(ng)) € (V'sVng)st © Uny © Ne(y') so this is a contradiction. Therefore

8B(np)(Ing)* < (¥, vny) g1 and so
gﬁ(no)(K) c gﬁ(no)(IN)* cgﬁ(no)(lno)* c (Y, vny)gt CUpycUncU.

Finally we assume that gg(,,)(7s,) ='. Note that gg(,.) (") € (88(ng) (VB(10))> €B (n0) (@B () )51
. . . )
since ag(y,) € In and yg,,) € Iy by the choice of €, and 50 gg(,,) (V) € (88(ny) (VB(n)):Y )51 ©
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(g, Y )1 si
Uny,Y') g1 since

[V 8B(n0) (@B (n0))) 51 = B () ([Tn0> @B () ) )51 € &B (o) o) € 8B () IN)-

Hence by the unlinkedness of gg ) (In) and (un,,y")s1, there are two possible cases: gg(n,)(Iv)

(uno,y’)s1; gﬁ(no)(IN)* c (uno,y’)51. However if gﬁ(no)(IN) c (uno,y’)sl, then gﬁ(”o)(xﬁ(”o)) €
(UngsY")s1 € Uny © Ne(y') so this is a contradiction. Therefore gg () (Iv)* © (ttny,Y")s1 and so

8B (ng) (K) € 8B (ny) (IN)™ € (ttng,y") g1 € Upy c Uy c U.

Thus these implies that {gg,) } o2, has the convergence property and so {g(, } 2, has the conver-
gence property. In the similar way we can prove that {g B(n) } 22| has the convergence property in the
case where gg () ([@B(ng)YB(ny) Js1) € Uny- Hence {gq(n) o2, also has the convergence property.

Now we consider the case where x is a cusp point and y’ is not a cusp point. It follows at
once from the previous case that {g&l(n)};’;’l has the convergence property. Indeed it implies that
{ 8a(n) } 2| has the convergence property by Remark Thus this case is also proved.

Finally we consider the most complicated case when both x and y’ are cusp points. Note that by
Lemma ay #x and g,(ay,) #y' for all n € N. Also we claim that there is at most one number n
in N such that g, (x) = y’. If there are two numbers n and m in N with n # m such that g,(x) =y’
and g,,(x) =)', then g, 08,1 (y') = gm(x) =y and y’ € Fix, .-1. However gy og,! is hyperbolic as
{gn}c2, is an approximation sequence and so it is a contradiction by Lemma Therefore there
is a subindex 3 of & such that gg(,,)(x) #y’ forall neN.

Choose a lamination system £ in C. Then we can take two angel wings {1,}7°, at xand {J,} >, at
y'in L so that for each n e N, I, c N¢(x) and J, c N¢(y'). Then for each n € N, there is a number m(n)
in N such that for all m e N with m(n) <m, {XB(m) ,naﬁ(m)} cl, and {gB(m) (yﬁ(m))’gﬁ(m) (aﬁ(m))} c

Jy. A subindex y of B can be given by y(n) = (Y m(k)) so that for each n €N, {Xy(n)>@y(n)} € In
k=1

and {gy(n) (yy(n) ) y8y(n) (a}/(n) )} cJn.

Now we write I, = (ry,8,) g1 and J, = (uy,vn)g for all n e N. Note that for each n € N, the non-
degenerate open intervals (7,x)q1,(X,8,)g1, (Un,y" )1, and (y',v,) g are in L. Then we show that
the sequence { 8y(n) } 2, has the convergence property with respect to x and y’. Let K be a compact
subset of S1 - {x} and U be an open neighborhood of y" on S!. Then since {I,}°° and {J,}°°, are
two angel wings, there is a number N in N such that K c [§; and Jy c U. Note that for all n € N with
N <n, {xy(n),ay(n)} c Iy and {gy(n) (yy(n))agy(n) (ay(n))} cJyasl,clyandJ, cJy.

We fix a number g € N with N < ng. We claim that g,,,,) (K) ¢ U. Note that one of g,(,) ([@y(ng)»Yy(n)Is1)
and gy(ny) ([Vy(no) > Ay(ny) Js1 ) must be contained in Ju, s {gy(ny) (@y(no))s 8y(n) Oy(ng)) } € Ino- There
are two cases depending on the location of ay(,) : dy(n,) € (Tng,X) 515 Ay(no) € (X, 800 )1 -

First we consider the case where ay, ) € (7ny,X)g1. Then yy(,,) € (x,72y)s1 by the choice of €.
Hence one of gy () (7ny) and gy, (x) belongs to Jy, since x € (ay()5Yy(n))st @0 Ty € (Vy(ng)s Gy(ng) )1 -

In the case where g,(,) (7) € Juy, there are three possible cases: gy () (Tny) € (UngsY') 515 y(ng) (Tng) =
V'3 &y(no) (rng) € (5, Vg )1 -

If gy(no)(rno) € (unouy,)Slu then gy(no)((rﬂovx)Sl) c (unoay’)S‘ or gy(no)((rnmx)S‘ )>+ c (ui’touy’)S‘
by the unlinkedness of gy(n)((7ng;X)s1) and (uny,y")gi- When gy 0y ((7ng,X) 1) € (ttng,y")s1, We
get that gy, y(x) € (Ung,y") g1 SINCE gy () (X) # ', and that gy,.) (€((x,5n,)s1)) lies on (uny,y" )1
However if gy(,)((X,519)s51) € (ttng,Y )51, then gy (Ing) = &y(ng) (P> Sng)s1) € (Ung>y")st € g
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so this is a contradiction since gy(,y) (Xy(ny)) € Jno- Therefore g, () ((SngX)s1) € (tny,y")s1- Then

gy(no)(K) c gy(no)(lj\e/) c g’)/(}’l())(l;l(_o) c gy(ng)((snovx)sl) c (”novy,)Sl CJngcInclU.

So this case is proved. Then when gy(,.)((7ny,X)g1)* € (t4ny,)") g1, We can see that

gy(nO)(K) c gy(no)(lj\;) c gy(no)(lr:o) c gy(no)((rnoax);l) c (”novy’)Sl cJncInclU.

Therefore the case where gy(,,)(7ny) € (#ny,)") st is done.

Now if gy(ny)(7ny) =)', then there are three cases by the unlinkeness of gy(,) (7, X) 1), (tng,") 1
and (yluvi’l())Sl :g}/(no)((rnmx)Sl ) g (ylavn())Sl 5 (ylavn())Sl c gj/(no) ((ri’l()ux)Sl ) g (un():y’);'l 5 (ui’l()?y’);l c
g}/(no)((rnovx)Sl)'

We claim that the first case is not possible. If gy, ) ((TngsX)s1) & (', Vng )51, then x € (3, V) 51
SINCE gy (1y) (Tny) =¥ Then gy, ) (£((x,5n9)s1)) mustlie on (¥, vy ) g1. However if gy ) ((x,8n))s1) ©
(¥, Vny )1, then

8y(n0) Xy(no)) € 8y(no) Iny) = &y(ng) (g >80 )s1) € (V'3 Vg ) g1 € Jng © Ne ().
This is a contradiction by the choice of €. Also if g, () ((x,5n)s1)* € (', Vng)s1, then

()”agy(no)(x))sl = gy(no)((rno’x)sl) ng(no)((x7sn0)§l) = (gy(no)(Sno)vgy(no)(x))sl c (y’avno)S17

and this implies that g,y (sny) =¥’ However g,y (Sny) =¥’ = &y(ny) () S0 this is a contradiction.
Therefore the claim is proved.

Now we consider the case where (¥, vug)g1 € &y(ng) ((rngsX) 1) € (g, )1 = (', tng )1 This
case is also impossible. Observe that gy(,)(x) € [Vug,Un)s1 and gy () (Vy(n,)) must belong to
(Ung,Y")g1 in this case. Since ' = gy(u))("ng) € &yny) ((rn;X)s1), the leaf £((uy,,y")s1) lies on
8y(ng) ((rv, %) 1) IE (ttng, ') 51 © 8y(ng) ((rv,%) 1), then (8 (ng) (%), 8y(ng) () ) 51 = 8y(ng) (v, X) 1) * €
(tng>Y") 51 and gy(p) (X) € [Uny,y") g1 This is a contradiction since [vy,, Un, )1 and iy, Y") g1 are dis-
joint. If (uny, ') 51 € 8y(ng) ((rnvsX) 1), then gyugy Vy(ng)) € (tngs ¥ ) st © &y(ng) ((rnv;X) 1) and this is
also a contradiction since yy(,.) ¢ (rv,X)gt -

Therefore (un,Y")51 € &y(ng) ((Fng»x)s1)- Then

gy(no)(K) c gy(no)(l;:o) c gy(no)((rnmx);l) c (un(),y,)sl CJpycInCU.
Thus the case where g, (rny) =" is also proved.

Then we consider the case where gy () (7ny) € (' Vny)s1- Then there are two cases by the un-
linkedness of gy(no)((rnoax)sl) and (ylvvno)sl : gy(no)((rnovx)Sl) c (y’7vn0)51; g)/(no)((rnovx)Sl)>+ c
(5 Vig )51+ I &yng) ((Tngs X)s1) € (Vs Vg )51, then gy (x) € (¥, vng ]t © (¥, viv) g1 and so the leaf
Zy(ng) (L((x,5ny)51)) mustlie on (y', vy ) g1. However if gy ) ((X,8n0)s1) € (Vs V) 51, then gy ((7ng g ) 51) €
(¥',vn) g1 and this is a contradiction since gy () (Xy(ny)) € Jv- Therefore g, () ((X,519)51)* € (Y, v )51
and so

8y(n0) (K) € &y(ng) (IN) € &y(ng) ((Xs8n0)51) € (', vw)s1 € In c U.
Hence the case where gy () (7ny) € (', Vny )1 is also proved. Thus the case where gy () (7ny) € Jng
is proved.
Now we consider the case where gy () (x) € Juy- Then gy(,) (x) € (ttng, ¥ ) 51 OF &) (X) € (V' Vg ) 1
as gy(n,) (¥) #'. For brevity, we write L = gy() (g, %) s1) and R =gy (,0y (%55 ) 51)- I gy (X) €
(t4ny,Y") g1, then the leaves ¢(L) and ¢(R) must lie on (u,,,y")s. However if L c (uy,,y")s1 and
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R c (uny,y")st, then gy 0y (Ing) © (uny,y")s1 and this is a contradiction since gy(uy) (Xy(n)) & Jng-
Hence L* c (un),y")g1 Of R* € (uyy,y") 1. In both cases, gy (o) (Lr,) © (tny;Y") 51 Therefore

8y(ng) (K)c 8y(no) (Iy) < gy(no)(I;;O) c (”novy,)Sl CIngcIncl.
Similarly if g,(,,)(x) € (', vn,)s1, then the leaves £(L) and £(R) must lie on (y',vy,)s1. However
if Lc (y',vy)g and R c (y',vy,)g1, then gy(no)(lno) c (¥',vn,)s and this is a contradiction since
g}/(no)(xy(no)) ¢‘]”0' Hence L* c (y,7vn0)51 or R* c (ylavno)Sl' In both cases gy(no)(lgo) c (ylavno)Sl'
Therefore

8y(ny) (K) C 8y(ny) (11,\;) C 8y(ng) (I;:Q) c (y’7vn0)Sl c Jno cyel.
Thus the case where g,(,,)(x) € Jn, also follows and so the case where ay, € (), X)g is done.
Similarly gy (,,)(K) c U when ay, € (x,sn,) g1 - This implies that for any n e N with N <n, g,y (K) c
U. Therefore the sequence {g,(n)}no; has the convergence property and so {gq(,)}n2; has the

convergence property. Thus the original sequence {g,}~°, has the convergence property.
U
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