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Abstract

A pseudo-Anosov mapping class acts on Teichmüller space T as well as on the curve graph
C with so called north-south dynamics. We can measure a stable translation length lT and lC of
the respective actions. Boissy and Lanneau compute the minimal Teichmüller translation length
over all pseudo Anosovs in a fixed genus that lie in a hyperelliptic component of translation
surfaces. In particular, this minimum is always greater than log(

√

2), independently of the
genus. Here, we show that the minimal stable curve graph translation length over the same
family of pseudo-Anosovs behaves differently: Namely, for a genus g surface this minimal
translation length is of order 1

g
. To prove this result, we combine techniques that are used to

find upper and lower bounds for the stable curve graph translation length with the Rauzy-
Veech induction machinery.

We proceed with showing that for a fixed genus g there is a sequence of pseudo-Anosovs fn
with

lim
n→∞

lT (fn) =∞ and lC(fn) ≤
1

g − 1

for all n ∈ N. As a corollary, we obtain that there are stable curve graph translation lengths with
infinite multiplicity, i.e. there exists q ∈ Q and infinitely many, non-conjugate pseudo-Anosovs
fn with lC(fn) = q for all n.
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1 Introduction

Let S be a closed, oriented surface of genus g ≥ 2. The mapping class group Mod(S) is the group
of orientation preserving homeomorphisms up to isotopy. Mod(S) admits natural actions on the
Teichmüller space T (S) and on the curve graph C(S). The former is the space of marked hyperbolic
structures on S, while the latter is a graph whose vertices correspond to isotopy classes of essential,
simple, closed curves and its edges to disjointness of these curves. T (S) admits a metric called
the Teichmüller metric which resembles the hyperbolic metric in many properties. For example,
the isometries of T (S) can be split into three categories, just like isometries of hyperbolic space
are classified as being elliptic, parabolic or hyperbolic. The action of the mapping class group
on Teichmüller space was used by Thurston to categorize mapping classes. The Nielsen-Thurston
classification states that any f ∈Mod(S) is either periodic, reducible or pseudo-Anosov.

Pseudo-Anosovs act on T (S) in a similar way as a hyperbolic isometry: for any f pseudo-Anosov
there exists a bi-infinite geodesic in T (S) such that f fixes this geodesic setwise and acts on it by
translation. Denote the length of this translation by lT (f). Using the definition of the Teichmüller
metric one can see that lT (f) = logλ(f) where λ(f) is the stretch factor of the pseudo-Anosov.
Hence, measuring the translation length on Teichmüller space is equivalent to determining the
stretch factor of f. A big open question concerning the study of mapping classes is which numbers
arise as a stretch factor of a pseudo-Anosov. It is known that for fixed genus g, the set of all λ
which are stretch factors for some pseudo-Anosov of the genus g surface is a closed, discrete subset
of R. In particular, this set has a minimum and it is an open problem to find the precise value
of this minimum or the pseudo-Anosov attaining it. It is known however, that the minimum is of
order 1

g
. All of the above can be found in more detail in [FM12].

The curve graph C(S) is a hyperbolic graph ([MM99]). The action of pseudo-Anosovs on the curve
graph is by hyperbolic isometries. In fact, Bowditch showed that similarly to the picture in Te-
ichmüller space, for a pseudo-Anosov f there exists a bi-infinite geodesic in C(S) such that some
power fk preserves this geodesic and acts on it by translation ([Bow08]). As before, we can mea-

sure the length of this translation, call it lC(fk) and set lC(f) ∶= lC(f
k
)

k
to be the stable translation

length of f on the curve graph. In Section 2 below, we give an equivalent definition of lC(f) which
justifies the name stable curve graph translation length. From Bowditch’s work, it follows that the
lC(f) are always rational. As for stretch factors, the set of all numbers arising as stable curve graph
translation lengths of pseudo-Anosovs of a fixed genus g surface has a minimum. Again, it is an
open problem to find the specific value of this minimum and the pseudo-Anosov attaining it. It is
known that the minimum is of order 1

g2
([GT11]).

Regarding the problem of finding the exact minima, one can relax the question by restricting to a
subset of all pseudo-Anosovs and try to find the minimal stretch factor or stable curve graph trans-
lation length over this subset. Boissy and Lanneau restrict themselves to the set of pseudo-Anosovs
that are affine with respect to a translation surface in a hyperelliptic stratum component. They
proceed to determine the minimal stretch factor over this set and explicitly construct a pseudo-
Anosov that attains this minimum ([BL22]). Let fg be this pseudo-Anosov for the respective genus

g surface. In particular, Boissy and Lanneau show that λ(fg) ≥
√
2 for any g.

The first goal of this paper is to compute the stable curve graph translation length of the fg. We
show:
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Theorem 1.1. For all g ≥ 2, it holds that

1

16g − 12 ≤ lC(fg) ≤
1

g − 1 .

We proceed with showing that the minimal stable curve graph translation length over all pseudo-
Anosovs in a hyperelliptic component behaves like lC(fg). In the following, we write f(n) ≍ h(n)
for two functions f, h ∶ N≥2 → R if f(n)

h(n)
∈ [ 1

C
,C] for some C > 1 and all n.

Theorem 1.2. Let lg be the minimal stable curve graph translation length over all pseudo-Anosov
that are affine with respect to a genus g translation surface in a hyperelliptic component. Then:

lg ≍
1

g
.

Boissy and Lanneau’s result can be interpreted as saying that pseudo-Anosovs in hyperelliptic com-
ponents have large stretch factor. Theorem 1.2 says that also the stable curve graph translation
lengths of such pseudo-Anosovs is large. The minimal stable curve graph translation length over
all pseudo-Anosovs is of order 1

g2
and can hence certainly not be attained by a pseudo-Anosov in

a hyperelliptic component. However, Theorem 1.2 also shows that after restricting to the pseudo-
Anosovs in hyperelliptic components, the minimal stable curve graph translation length behaves
differently to the minimal stretch factor. While the minimal stretch factor stays bounded from
below by the constant

√
2, the minimal stable curve graph translation length behaves like 1

g
and in

particular tends to 0 as we increase the genus.

This raises the question of how the two translation lengths lT (f) and lC(f) are related in general.
Using the systole map from T to C which is coarsely Lipschitz, one can show that lC(f) ≤K ⋅ lT (f)
for any f, where the constant K depends only on the genus of S and can be chosen to be approx-
imately 1

log(g)
(see [Gad+13] for details). In particular, this shows that small Teichmüller space

translation length (or stretch factor) implies small stable curve graph translation length, but raises
the question about the opposite. The fg from Theorem 1.1 are an example of a sequence of pseudo-
Anosovs such that lT (fg) is uniformly bounded away from 0, but lC(fg) Ð→ 0 as g →∞. One can
ask if an even better statement is possible, i.e. if there exists a sequence (hg) with hg a pseudo-
Anosov of a genus g surface such that lT (hg)Ð→∞ and lC(hg)Ð→ 0, as g →∞. Another question
would be what happens when we fix the genus, i.e. can we find a sequence of pseudo-Anosovs
(fn) ⊂ Mod(S) with lT (fn) Ð→ ∞ as n → ∞ while lC(fn) ≤ C for some constant C > 0 and all n.
Note that after fixing the genus, this is the best we can ask for since there is a minimal stable curve
graph translation length, so we can’t have lC(fn) approaching 0.

We provide affirmative answers to the above questions by showing:

Theorem 1.3. For any g ≥ 3, there exists a sequence (fn) ⊂Mod(S) of pseudo-Anosovs with

lim
n→∞

lT (fn) =∞ and lC(fn) ≤
1

g − 1 for all n ∈ N.

We remark that in Theorem 1.3 the constant bounding the curve graph translation length can even
be chosen to be of order 1

g2
. This will be discussed in the proof of the Theorem. However, it is

enough to state the Theorem as above in order to obtain the following:

Corollary 1.4. There exists a sequence (hg)∞g=2, where hg is a pseudo-Anosov of a genus g surface
with

lT (hg)→∞ and lC(hg)→ 0,

as g →∞.
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Theorem 1.3 gives another interesting consequence about stable curve graph translation lengths,
namely that there are such lengths with infinite multiplicity:

Corollary 1.5. For any g ≥ 3, there exists q ∈ Q such that there are infinitely many non-conjugate
pseudo-Anosovs in Mod(S) with stable curve graph translation length q.

This is different from Teichmüller space translation length, where it is known that some x ∈ R is
attained as lT (f) by at most finitely many non-conjugate pseudo-Anosovs f.

Outline. In Section 2, we introduce the basic notions needed for this work. In particular, we
state the definitions of pseudo-Anosovs and their stable curve graph translation length and present
some concepts of the theory of train tracks which will be useful for the proof of the lower bound
in Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we present Rauzy-Veech induction which is used in order to define
the maps fg. However, since we are interested in lC(fg) which is a topological invariant, we omit
the discussion of flat structures -which is normally used in order to define mapping classes through
Rauzy-Veech induction- and present a purely topological version of it. In Section 4, we discuss
some properties of the notions defined in Section 3 that will be useful for the proofs. In Section 5,
we define the pseudo-Anosovs fg and prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
Finally, in Section 6, we prove Theorem 1.3 and the Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5. This Section uses
completely different methods from the rest of the sections and can be read independently.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Vaibhav Gadre for valuable conversations and useful
ideas regarding this work.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Pseudo-Anosovs and translation lengths

Let S be a closed genus g surface. If not specified otherwise, we always assume that g ≥ 2. The
mapping class group of S is the group of orientation preserving self-homeomorphisms of S up to
isotopy. We denote this group by Mod(S).

Definition 2.1. A homeomorphism ϕ of S is called pseudo-Anosov if there are two measured
foliations (Fs, µs), (Fu, µu) and λ > 1 such that

• F s and Fu are transverse

• ϕ ⋅ (Fs, µs) = (Fs, λ−1µs)

• ϕ ⋅ (Fu, µu) = (Fu, λµu)

For a pseudo-Anosov ϕ, we call Fs,Fu the stable and unstable foliation respectively and λ the
stretch factor (or the dilatation) of ϕ. A mapping class f ∈ Mod(S) is called pseudo-Anosov, if
there exists a representative homeomorphism ϕ of f that is pseudo-Anosov. For a given pseudo-
Anosov f ∈ Mod(S) there are different pseudo-Anosov homeomorphisms representing f, however
they are all conjugate to each other. Hence, the stretch factor of f is well-defined. We sometimes
write λ(f) instead of just λ to emphasize the pseudo-Anosov the stretch factor corresponds to. See
[FM12] for more information on pseudo-Anosov theory.

For a general metric space (X,d) and an isometry f of X, the translation length of f is defined as

inf
x∈X

d(x, f(x)).
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The stable translation length is given by

lim inf
n→∞

d(x, fn(x))
n

,

where x ∈X is any point.

Lemma 2.2. The stable translation length is well defined.

Proof. Let y ≠ x be any other point in X. Then by the triangle inequality

d(x, fn(x)) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, fn(y)) + d(fn(y), fn(x))

for any n ∈ N. Now since f is an isometry of X, we have d(x, y) = d(fn(x), fn(y)) and therefore

d(x, fn(x)) ≤ 2d(x, y) + d(y, fn(y)).

Dividing by n and taking the lim inf on both sides yields

lim inf
n→∞

d(x, fn(x))
n

≤ lim inf
n→∞

d(y, fn(y))
n

.

By reversing the roles of x and y one obtains the opposite inequality, which in total shows that the
definition of the stable translation length is independent of the choice of the point x.

Let T (S) denote the Teichmüller space of S. The mapping class group acts by isometries on T (S)
with respect to the Teichmüller metric. For a pseudo-Anosov f, its Teichmüller space translation
length and stable translation length are the same and given by log(λ(f)) (see [FM12] for details).
We denote the (stable) Teichmüller space translation length of a pseudo-Anosov f by lT (f).

Let C(S) denote the curve graph of S. This is the graph with vertices corresponding to isotopy
classes of essential simple closed curves, where two vertices are joined by an edge if there exist
representative curves that are disjoint. Since homeomorphisms preserve the property of being an
essential simple closed curve as well as disjointness of two such curves, the mapping class group
Mod(S) acts on the curve graph C(S) by graph automorphisms. We equip C(S) with the path
metric dC where each edge has length 1. The mapping class group action is an action by isome-
tries with respect to dC . A pseudo-Anosov f doesn’t fix any finite set of curves on the surface and
therefore its curve graph translation length is always greater or equal to 1. It is more interesting to
consider the stable translation length.

For f ∈Mod(S), the stable curve graph translation length of f is given by

lC(f) = lim inf
n→∞

dC(α, fn(α))
n

,

where α ∈ C(S) is any vertex. From now on, when it comes to the curve graph, we will only consider
the stable translation length.

2.2 Train tracks

In this section, we introduce the notion of train tracks and discuss their importance for pseudo-
Anosov maps. As before, let S denote a closed surface of genus g. For the following definition, we
equip S with a smooth structure.

5



Definition 2.3. A train track τ on S is an embedded graph such that each edge is a smooth path
and at each vertex all adjacent edges are mutually tangent.

Vertices of τ are usually referred to as switches and edges of τ as branches. The tangency condition
yields a splitting of the set of branches adjacent to a switch into two sets, the incoming and outgoing
branches. In the following, we mention some important notions that we make use of. For a more
detailed introduction to train tracks see [PH92].

We say that a train track is large if all components of S ∖ τ are polygons.

A train route is a smooth path in τ. Hence, a train route passing through a switch can only pass
from an incoming to an outgoing branch or the other way around. A curve γ on S is carried by τ
if it is isotopic to a closed train route. A train track is recurrent if every branch is contained in a
closed train route. A train track is transversely recurrent if for every branch there exists a simple
closed curve intersecting the branch efficiently, i.e. there are no bigons between the branch and the
curve. Finally, a train track is birecurrent if it is both recurrent and transversely recurrent.

A measure µ on τ is an assignment of a non-negative real number (also called a weight) to each
branch of τ such that at each switch the sum of weights of the incoming branches equals the sum of
weights of the outgoing ones. Denote by P (τ) the set of measures on τ. Note that a curve carried
by τ induces the counting measure on τ. Hence we can think of such a curve as an element of P (τ).
Let int(P (τ)) denote the set of measures that are positive on each branch.

A diagonal extension of τ is a train track τ ′ which consists of the same switches and branches as
τ and possibly has some extra branches (called diagonals) which start and terminate in corners of
some complementary region of S ∖ τ. Let E(τ) be the set of diagonal extensions of τ and PE(τ)
the union of the sets of measures of all diagonal extensions. Furthermore, let int(PE(τ)) be the
set of measures in PE(τ) that are positive on each branch of τ.

The next lemma, often referred to as the Nesting Lemma, is crucial in our computation of the
lower bound in Theorem 1.1. In the following, one should think of the sets PE(τ) and int(PE(τ))
as subsets of the curve graph C(S), i.e. only consider the measures coming from curves, and N1

denotes the 1-neighbourhood of a subset of C(S).

Lemma 2.4. Let τ be a large recurrent train track. Then

N1(int(PE(τ))) ⊂ PE(τ).

Proof. The Nesting Lemma is due to Masur and Minsky ([MM99], Lemma 4.4). They prove it for
the stronger assumption of the train track being birecurrent. The weakening of this to require the
train track to only be recurrent is done in ([GT11], Lemma 3.2).

A train track σ is carried by the train track τ if there is an isotopy of S that takes every train
route of σ to a train route of τ. We write σ ≺ τ. A train track is invariant for a homeomorphism
f if f(τ) ≺ τ. In this case, we can define a matrix Vf as follows: Let n be the number of branches
of τ. Let b1, ..., bn be a numbering of the branches and Vf be the n × n matrix whose (i, j)-entry
counts how often the branch f(bj) passes over the branch bi. Hence, the jth column of Vf describes
the train route f(bj). We call Vf a train track matrix for f. Note that Vf depends on the invariant
train track τ as well.

6



Train tracks play an important role in the theory of pseudo-Anosovs, because for every pseudo-
Anosov, there exists an invariant train track. The corresponding train track matrix is a Perron-
Frobenius matrix and its Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue is the stretch factor of the pseudo-Anosov
([FM12]). Below, we use an invariant train track and its corresponding train track matrix to
compute the lower bound in Theorem 1.1.

2.3 Translation surfaces and affine pseudo-Anosovs

We recall the necessary definitions of the terms that come up in Theorem 1.2.

Definition 2.5. A translation surface is a pair (X,ω) where X is a Riemann surface and ω a
non-zero holomorphic 1-form on X.

The name translation surface is justified by the fact that a translation surface admits a natural atlas
of charts away from the zeros of ω whose transition functions are translations (see, for example,
[Wri15]). The zeros of ω are usually referred to as singularities.

A homeomorphism f of a translation surface (X,ω) is called affine if it sends singularities to singu-
larities and is affine on the natural charts. Note that this is well-defined since the chart transitions
are translations, so in particular affine maps.

A translation surface (X,ω) is hyperelliptic if the underlying Riemann surface X is hyperelliptic.

Given a translation surface (X,ω), let x1, ..., xn be the zeros of ω and let k1, ..., kn be the orders
of the xi respectively. The Riemann-Roch Theorem ensures that k1 + ... + kn = 2g − 2 where g is
the genus of X. Thus, for any given tuple (k1, ..., kn) with k1 + ... + kn = 2g − 2, one can define the
space H(k1, ..., kn) to be the space of all translation surfaces with exactly n singularities of orders
k1, ..., kn. These spaces are referred to as strata of translation surfaces. Kontsevich and Zorich clas-
sify the connected components of these strata ([KZ03]). In particular, the classification shows that
the two strata H(2g − 2) and H(g − 1, g − 1) contain a connected component that consists entirely
of hyperelliptic translation surfaces. These connected components are referred to as hyperelliptic
components.

If S is a topological closed genus g surface, then we say that f ∈Mod(S) is affine for a translation
surface in a hyperelliptic component (or simply f is in a hyperelliptic component) if there exists a
representative ϕ of f, a translation surface (X,ω) in a hyperelliptic component, a homeomorphism
ψ ∶ S →X and an affine homeomorphism ϕX of (X,ω) such that the following diagram commutes:

S S

X X.

ϕ

ψ ψ

ϕX

3 Topological Rauzy-Veech induction

In this section, we present the well-known method of using Rauzy-Veech induction to obtain map-
ping classes. This relies on the theory of translation surfaces. However, since we are interested in
the stable curve graph translation length, which is a topological invariant of a pseudo-Anosov, we
present a purely topological version of Rauzy-Veech induction that omits the discussion of transla-
tion surfaces.
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3.1 Rauzy-Veech induction on permutations

Given an interval exchange map, Rauzy-Veech induction is a method to produce a new interval
exchange map out of the given one. An interval exchange map together with some extra data
gives rise to a translation surface. Therefore, the study of translation surfaces is closely related to
that of interval exchange maps and Rauzy-Veech induction can be used to define homeomorphisms
that are affine with respect to a certain translation surface. We refer the reader to [Yoc07] for
an introduction to this theory. Boissy and Lanneau use Rauzy-Veech induction in order to define
pseudo-Anosov maps that are affine with respect to some translation surface in the hyperelliptic
stratum component ofH(2g−2) and find the pseudo-Anosov with minimal stretch factor out of all of
these ([BL22]). For given g, we denote the pseudo-Anosov that attains this minimum by fg. Boissy
and Lanneau proceed to do the same with the hyperelliptic stratum component of H(g − 1, g − 1).
However, the stretch factor of fg is less than the minimal one for H(g −1, g −1), and hence it is the
minimal one over all hyperelliptic components. This is why we focus on fg. We point out though
that the techniques presented in the computation of lC(fg) below can be used to compute the sta-
ble curve graph translation length of any pseudo-Anosov defined in terms of Rauzy-Veech induction.

In this work, our goal is to compute the stable curve graph translation length of the fg. In order to
define the pseudo-Anosovs fg (as in [BL22]), we use Rauzy-Veech induction. Since we are interested
in lC(fg) which is a purely topological invariant, we omit the discussion of translation surfaces and
present a more topological version of Rauzy-Veech induction. In particular, instead of an interval
exchange map, we require only a permutation.

Let π ∈ Sn be a permutation. We say that π is irreducible, if π({1, ..., k}) = {1, ..., k} implies k = n.
Throughout, we assume that all permutations are irreducible. Note that this ensures that π(n) ≠ n
which is necessary in order to define the Rauzy-Veech induction below.

We want to work with so called labeled permutations. Let A be a finite alphabet with n elements
and πt ∶ A → {1, ..., n} and πb ∶ A → {1, ..., n} bijections, such that π = πb ○ π−1t . We call the pair
(πt, πb) a labeled permutation and say that this labeled permutation is irreducible, if the corre-
sponding π is irreducible. Here, the subscripts t and b stand for ”top” and ”bottom” respectively.
Note that π does not determine πt and πb uniquely. In other words, after fixing an alphabet A, we
have a surjective, but not injective map from the set of labeled permutation to Sn.

As an example, consider π = (1 2 3) ∈ S3 and A = {A,B,C}. One choice for πt, πb would be
πt(A) = 1, πt(B) = 3, πt(C) = 2 and πb(A) = 2, πb(B) = 1, πb(C) = 3. We usually represent our
labeled permutation as a matrix

(π
−1
t (1) ... π−1t (n)
π−1b (1) ... π−1b (n)

) ,

which in our example gives

(A C B
B A C

) .

Given a labeled permutation (πt, πb), we construct a surface X(πt, πb) by taking a regular 2n-gon,
labeling its top sides according to πt and its bottom sides according to πb and gluing the sides with
the same label in the way they are oriented in Figure 1. In order to distinguish between the polygon
and the resulting surface after side identifications, we denote the polygon by P (πt, πb). Figure 1
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shows an example for the labeled permutation

(A B C D
D A C B

) .

Figure 1: An example of the 2n-gon construction for n = 4

We now define Rauzy-Veech induction. Let (πt, πb) be a labeled permutation with π = πb ○ π−1t .
Rauzy-Veech induction consists of two purely combinatorial ways to obtain a new labeled permuta-
tion from the given one. The two ways are called top, resp. bottom Rauzy-Veech induction, which
we denote by Rt and Rb respectively.

• Rt:
Let α ∶= π−1t (n) and β ∶= π−1b (n). In this case, we say that the top is the winner and the
bottom the loser, or equivalently α is the winner, whereas β is the loser. We refer to the
Rauzy-Veech induction in this case as being of type t.
We define the Rauzy-Veech induction Rt(πt, πb) as (π′t, π′b), where π′t = πt and π′b differs from
πb by moving β to the right of α and translating everything afterwards to the right by one.
For example

(A B C D
D C B A

) RtÐÐ→ (A B C D
D A C B

) .

• Rb:
Let α ∶= π−1t (n) and β ∶= π−1b (n). In this case, we say that the bottom is the winner and
the top the loser, or equivalently β is the winner, whereas α is the loser. We refer to the
Rauzy-Veech induction in this case as being of type b.
We define the Rauzy-Veech induction Rb(πt, πb) as (π′t, π′b), where π′b = πb and π′t differs from
πt by moving α to the right of β and translating everything afterwards to the right by one.
For example

(A B C D
D C B A

) RbÐÐ→ (A D B C
D C B A

) .

We define a graph called the labeled Rauzy diagram Dn. The vertices of this graph correspond
to irreducible labeled permutations of fixed length n and we connect two vertices (πt, πb), (π′t, π′b)
by a with t resp. b labeled, oriented edge (from (πt, πb) to (π′t, π′b)) if Rt(πt, πb) = (π′t, π′b) resp.
Rb(πt, πb) = (π′t, π′b).

9



The labeled Rauzy diagram is in general not a connected graph, but we always restrict ourselves to a
connected component. We will be interested in the connected component of the labeled permutation

(α1 α2 ... αn
αn αn−1 ... α1

) .

For example, if n = 3, the connected component of

(A B C
C B A

)

is

t↻ (A C B
C B A

)
bÐÐ→
b←ÐÐ
(A B C
C B A

)
tÐÐ→
t←ÐÐ
(A B C
C A B

)↺ b.

Finally, we want to assign a matrix to every edge of the labeled Rauzy diagram. Let e be an edge
of Dn. Let (πt, πb) be the initial vertex of e. Since e corresponds to a Rauzy-Veech move (either t
or b), it determines a winner-loser pair (α,β). Let Eα,β be the matrix with a single non-zero entry
equal to 1 in the (α,β) position and let Vα,β = Id +Eα,β . We assign to e the matrix Vα,β .

3.2 Construction of mapping classes through Rauzy-Veech induction

Let (πt, πb) be a labeled permutation, P (πt, πb) the corresponding polygon and X(πt, πb) the cor-
responding surface. We want to interpret Rauzy-Veech induction on (πt, πb) in a geometric way,
i.e. relate X(πt, πb) and X(R(πt, πb)). Consider the following cut and paste process on P (πt, πb).

Let T be the triangle consisting of the top side corresponding to α ∶= π−1t (d), the bottom side
corresponding to β ∶= π−1b (d) and the straight line joining their two distinct endpoints, see Figure 2.
Cut the triangle T and glue it back by either gluing the top side α to the bottom side corresponding
to α or gluing the bottom side β to the top side corresponding to β. After having glued back T, we
isotope the resulting polygon back to being a regular 2n-gon, see Figure 3.

T

α

β

Figure 2: The triangle T

We refer to the case where we glue the α’s as a top move and to the case where we glue the β’s as
a bottom move. In both cases, the new polygon has two new unlabeled sides, which we label by α
in the case of a top move and by β in the case of a bottom move.

10



Figure 3: The cut and paste construction for a bottom move

In total, we obtain that performing a top or bottom move to P (πt, πb) as described above yields a
new 2n-gon together with a labeled permutation that describes the gluing of the sides, where this
new labeled permutation is exactly obtained by Rauzy-Veech induction of type t resp. b on (πt, πb).
After gluing sides according to the new permutation, we obtain the surface X(R(πt, πb)).

In summary, we now have a way to assign to a given labeled permutation a surface and interpret a
Rauzy-Veech move (equivalently an outgoing edge in the labeled Rauzy diagram) as a cut and paste
move of a triangle in order to obtain the surface corresponding to the resulting labeled permutation.
We now want to use this interpretation to define mapping classes.

Consider an edge path γ in the labeled Rauzy diagram, so that its endpoints define the same un-
labeled permutation. We call such a path an allowed path. In other words, an allowed path γ
is a finite sequence of t’s and b’s such that its starting point (πt, πb) and endpoint (π′t, π′b) sat-
isfy πb ○ π−1t = π′b ○ π′−1t . Since the unlabeled permutations are the same, the associated surfaces
X(πt, πb) and X(π′t, π′b) admit a natural homeomorphism ϕ ∶ X(πt, πb) → X(π′t, π′b), which just
comes by identifying the 2n-gons P (πt, πb) and P (π′t, π′b) via the identity map. We refer to ϕ as
the change of labeling. There is a second homeomorphism from X(πt, πb) to X(π′t, π′b) which is
given by keeping track of the moves of γ, i.e. sending each point to the corresponding point after
each cut and pasting step. We denote this homeomorphism by ψ and note that it is only defined
up to isotopy, since at each step, we choose some isotopy to go from the resulting polygon back to
a regular 2n-gon. For us, it is enough to define ψ up to isotopy, since we only need a well defined
mapping class. We refer to ψ as the cut and paste homeomorphism.

For an allowed path γ, we let fγ ∶= ψ−1 ○ϕ ∈Mod(X(πt, πb)), where (πt, πb) is the starting point of
γ and ϕ,ψ are as above.

To fγ we associate a matrix as follows: Let e1, ..., ek be the edges of γ ordered from first to last, i.e.
the starting point of e1 is (πt, πb) and the endpoint of ek is (π′t, π′b). Let Vei be the corresponding
matrices as discussed at the end of Section 3.1. Finally, let P be the permutation matrix that is
1 in the (α,β) entry if and only if ϕ−1(α) = β, or equivalently ϕ(β) = α, and 0 otherwise. Here,
ϕ(β) = α is to be understood as ϕ maps the side labeled β in the 2n-gon to the side labeled α in
the other 2n-gon. We let Vγ ∶= Ve1 ⋅ ... ⋅ Vek ⋅ P.

11



Note that Vγ is a matrix with only non-negative entries. We say that Vγ is primitive if there exists
a k ∈ N such that V kγ is positive, i.e. consists of strictly positive entries. In [Vee82], it is shown
that whenever the matrix Vγ is primitive, the corresponding mapping class fγ is a pseudo-Anosov.
Furthermore, the biggest real eigenvalue of Vγ is the stretch factor of fγ .

4 Some properties of fγ and Vγ

Let γ be an allowed path in the labeled Rauzy diagram. In this section, we want to understand
how the matrix Vγ describes the map fγ . Our first goal is to show that there is an invariant train
track τγ for fγ such that Vγ is the corresponding train track matrix.

Let (πt, πb) be the starting point of γ and let Pγ ∶= P (πt, πb), Xγ ∶= X(πt, πb) the corresponding
polygon and surface. Let τγ be the train track on Xγ which consists of a single switch in the middle
of Pγ and 2g branches, each of which goes from the switch to a bottom side of Pγ , comes back from
the corresponding top side of Pγ and connects back to the switch. For genus 2 and the labeled
permutation

(A B C D
D A C B

)

an example can be seen in Figure 4.

Figure 4: The train track τ

Label each branch of τγ with the same alphabet used to define the labeled permutations πt, πb, i.e.
call a branch α if it connects the sides of Pγ labeled α. We show:

Lemma 4.1. τγ is an invariant train track for fγ and the corresponding train track matrix is Vγ .

Proof. Let (π′t, π′b) be the endpoint of the path γ. Recall that with the notation of Section 3.2
fγ = ψ−1 ○ ϕ, where ϕ,ψ ∶ Xγ → X(π′t, π′b) are the change of labeling and cut and paste homeomor-
phism respectively.

Hence, in order to determine fγ(τγ), we need to apply ϕ first, followed by doing all the cut and
paste moves backwards. ϕ maps τγ to a train track on X(π′t, π′b) which when drawn on P (π′t, π′b)
looks exactly the same as τγ . However, the labels of the branches may have changed. This is exactly
captured by the permutation matrix P defined in Section 3.2. Any branch α of τγ is mapped under
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ϕ to the branch ϕ(α) =∶ β and the α-column of P has exactly one non-zero entry equal to 1 in the
(β,α) position.

For the cut and paste moves, we analyze a single b-move (a t-move is analogous) and then argue
by induction. So, assume we apply the inverse of a b-move with winner-loser pair (α,β). This cor-
responds to cutting the triangle consisting of the top sides α and β and a straight line connecting
them and gluing the α-side of it to the bottom side labeled α, (compare Figure 3 but reversed).
The effect on our train track is now easy to observe. The α-branch will still be the α-branch in the
new polygon, while the β-branch can be isotoped to run exactly once over itself and once over the
α-branch. All other branches will remain the same. This is exactly captured by the matrix Vα,β .
For any α′ ≠ β, the α′-column consists of a single non-zero entry equal to 1 in the (α′, α′) position.
The β-column has two non-zero entries equal to 1 in the positions (β,β) and (α,β).

Hence, we conclude inductively that after applying ϕ and each cut and paste move reversed, our
newly obtained train track fγ(τγ) is carried by τγ . Furthermore, if e1, ..., ek are the edges of γ, then
the α-column of the matrix

Ve1 ⋅ ... ⋅ Vek ⋅ P = Vγ
describes the image of the branch fγ(α) for any α, i.e. Vγ is the train track matrix.

The above lemma will be used in the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.1. For the proof of
the upper bound, it will be more convenient to observe what happens to the sides of the polygon
Pγ . Note that these sides do not necessarily define closed curves in Xγ . However, it will turn out
that for the pseudo-Anosovs we will be interested in, the sides do define closed curves. In general,
the sides only define paths on Xγ , but a concatenation of these paths defines a closed curve and
this in turn can be used to apply a similar method as the one we present in Section 5 to compute
upper bounds of the stable curve graph translation length in other examples.

Since lC(fγ) = lC(f−1γ ), it does not matter if we use fγ or f−1γ to compute the translation length. In

fact, we study the action of f−1γ on the sides of Pγ instead of the one of fγ . We make this choice

because f−1γ = ϕ−1 ○ ψ (compare the notation of Section 3.2) and it is slightly easier to apply the

cut and paste homeomorphism ψ instead of applying its inverse. The reason we didn’t look at f−1γ
to begin with is that the train track τγ is not carried by f−1γ but only by fγ .

Let α be a side of the polygon Pγ . We think of α as a side of Pγ as well as a path in Xγ inter-
changeably as long as there is no ambiguity.

Lemma 4.2. The path f−1γ (α) can be homotoped so that it lies only on the sides of the polygon Pγ .

Furthermore, the (α,β) entry of Vγ counts exactly how often f−1γ (α) passes over β.

Proof. Since f−1γ = ϕ−1 ○ ψ, we need to first apply the cut and paste moves to Pγ and then the
inverse of the change of labeling.

Consider a single edge e of γ corresponding to a bottom cut and paste move with winner-loser pair
(α,β). The case of a top move is analogous.

Any side which does not correspond to winner side remains a side of the new polygon with the
same label (compare Figure 3). The side α gets mapped to a line connecting two corners of the
new polygon, which can be homotoped to pass exactly once over the new side labeled α and the
side labeled β (compare Figure 5). This is captured by the rows of the matrix Vα,β . For any β

′ ≠ α,
the β′-row of Vα,β has a single non-zero entry equal to 1 in the (β′, β′) position, while the α-row
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Figure 5: The homotopy of the side α after the cut and paste move

has two non-zero entries equal to 1 in positions (α,α) and (α,β).

Hence, inductively, we obtain that after applying all cut and paste moves, the image of the sides
of Pγ can be homotoped to lie on the sides of P (π′t, π′b), and letting e1, ..., ek be the edges of γ,
the α-row of the matrix Ve1 ⋅ ... ⋅ Vek describes the image of α. Note that the order we multiply the
matrices together is the same as the one we use in the proof of Lemma 4.1 even though we apply ψ
instead of ψ−1. This is because here sides should be thought of as row vectors, so we are multiplying
matrices from the right, while previously the branches of the train track had to be thought of as
column vectors, so we multiplied matrices from the left.

Finally, we need to apply ϕ−1. This just permutes the sides of the polygon. The columns of the
matrix P encode the permutation according to ϕ. Hence, in order to encode ϕ−1 in terms of rows
of the matrix, we need to multiply with (P −1)T . Since P is a permutation matrix, its transpose is
its inverse, so (P −1)T = P.

We conclude that f−1γ maps sides of Pγ to paths that can be homotoped to lie only on sides of Pγ
and that the rows of the matrix Ve1 ⋅ ... ⋅Vek ⋅P = Vγ encode how often each path f−1γ (α) passes over
each side.

Lemma 4.2 shows that the rows of the matrix Vγ describe the image of the corresponding sides of
Pγ under f−1γ . Note furthermore, that if we orient the sides as in Figure 1 then for any α, we have

that f−1γ (α) traverses each side β in the given orientation. This is because the gluing of the triangle
for a Rauzy-Veech move preserves this orientation.

Lemma 4.3. Let α be a side of Pγ that is never a winner for any edge of γ. Then the α-row of Vγ
just has a single non-zero entry which is equal to 1.

Proof. A cut and paste move corresponding to a Rauzy-Veech move maps any side of the starting
polygon that is not a winner to some side of the resulting polygon. Hence, if α is never a winner,
the image of α after applying all the edges of γ will be a single side β. According to Lemma 4.2,
the α-row of Vγ is consequently 0 in every entry except for (α,β) where it is 1.

Lemma 4.3 tells us that if α is never a winner in any step of the path γ, then the side corresponding
to it in Pγ , resp. the path in Xγ , gets mapped under f−1γ onto a single other side, resp. path. This
will be crucial in the computation of the upper bound of the stable curve graph translation length
in Section 5, since sides with this property are easy to control.
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4.1 The flip move

In order to define the pseudo-Anosovs fg below, apart from Rauzy-Veech moves, we will need to
consider the so called flip move f . Similarly to the Rauzy-Veech moves, given a labeled permutation,
the flip move produces a new labeled permutation in the following way:

(π
−1
t (1) π−1t (2) ... π−1t (n)
π−1b (1) π−1b (2) ... π−1b (n)

) fÐÐ→ (π
−1
b (n) π−1b (n − 1) ... π−1b (1)
π−1t (n) π−1t (n − 1) ... π−1t (1)

) .

For example, we have

(A C B
B A C

) fÐÐ→ (C A B
B C A

) .

We can also give a geometric meaning to the flip move. Let (πt, πb) be a labeled permutation and
P = P (πt, πb) the corresponding polygon. We define the flip move on P as rotation of P by 180
degrees. This defines a polygon P ′ which yields a new labeled permutation (π′t, π′b) that is exactly
the one obtained by the flip move on (πt, πb).

We define the labeled augmented Rauzy diagram to be the labeled Rauzy diagram with extra edges
corresponding to the flip move. We label these extra edges by f. Note that the labeled augmented
Rauzy diagram might have fewer connected components than the labeled Rauzy diagram. As be-
fore, given a path γ in the labeled augmented Rauzy diagram, we say that γ is allowed if starting
point and endpoint define the same unlabeled permutation, and in an analogous way we obtain a
corresponding mapping class fγ of Xγ .

We again assign a matrix Vγ to γ in the same way as before, where when we pass through an edge
corresponding to a flip move we don’t change our matrix. So, Vγ is again a non-negative integer
matrix. We show:

Lemma 4.4. Let γ be a path in the labeled augmented Rauzy diagram. Let fγ and Vγ the corre-
sponding mapping class and matrix. If Vγ is a primitive matrix, then fγ is pseudo-Anosov.

Proof. Assume that γ consists of n edges out of which 1 ≤ k ≤ n are flip moves. The main observation
for the proof is that geometrically a flip move followed by a Rauzy-Veech move is the same as an
analogous Rauzy-Veech move on the left side of the polygon followed by a flip move. More precisely,
if we denote cut and paste moves (as defined in Section 3) by tR, bR and the analogously defined
cut and paste moves on the left side of the polygon by tL, bL, we have

ftR = bLf, and fbR = tLf.

Hence, we can write our cut and paste homeomorphism ψ corresponding to fγ as a composition of
cutting and pasting on the right and on the left, followed by k flip moves. Since the flip moves are
of order two, depending on the parity of k, we are either left with one or with zero flip moves.

Now, analogously to the proof of Lemma 4.1, one checks that the train track τγ is carried by fγ
and the train track matrix is given by Vγ . Note that even if ψ does consist of a flip move, this only
changes the orientation of the train track but not the fact that it is carried, nor the resulting matrix
Vγ .

It is a standard fact that if a large, birecurrent train track is carried by a mapping class and the
corresponding train track matrix is primitive, then the mapping class is pseudo-Anosov ([Pen88],
Corollary 3.2). The train track τγ is large, since its compliment is a (2g − 2)-gon. Furthermore, τγ
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is recurrent since every branch itself is a closed train route. Finally, each branch of τγ is intersected
efficiently by a simple closed curve that can be built as a concatenation of sides of the corresponding
polygon Pγ . This concludes the proof.

5 Translation lengths in hyperelliptic components

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We start by defining the pseudo-Anosov maps
fg, which is due to Boissy and Lanneau. We are not going to prove that the fg are indeed in a
hyperelliptic component, but instead refer the reader to [BL12] or [BL22]. When defining the fg,
we use a different labeling of the permutations Boissy and Lanneau use. We then proceed with
proving Theorem 1.1. We split the proof into the proof for the upper bound and the lower bound
of lC(fg) since the proofs use different techniques. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.2.

5.1 The pseudo-Anosovs fg

First, we recall the construction of the fg which can be found in [BL12] as well as [BL22].

Consider the labeled permutation

(πgt , π
g
b ) = (

α1 α2 α3 ... αg αg+1 αg+2 ... α2g

α2g αg−1 αg−2 ... α1 α2g−1 α2g−2 ... αg
)

and the path γg = ftbg in the labeled augmented Rauzy diagram starting at (πgt , π
g
b ), i.e. γg is

the path obtained by first applying g times the type b move, followed by once the type t move
and finally once the flip move f . Note that we write ftbg, i.e. use the convention to read from
right to left. Furthermore, we write x ⋅ (πt, πb) to denote the endpoint of any path x in the labeled
augmented Rauzy-diagram starting at a labeled permutation (πt, πb).

After applying b a number of k times (k ∈ {1, ..., g}) to our starting permutation, we end up at the
permutation

bk ⋅ (πgt , π
g
b ) = (

α1 α2 ... αg α2g−k+1 ... α2g αg+1 ... α2g−k

α2g αg−1 ... α1 α2g−1 ... α2g−k α2g−k−1 ... αg
) .

Whenever we write ”...” in the above permutation, we mean to continue the sequence by adding or
subtracting one to the subscript as appropriate. We observe that after g moves of type b we obtain
bg ⋅ (πgt , π

g
b ) = (π

g
t , π

g
b ). Hence, we traced out a loop in the labeled augmented Rauzy diagram and

can therefore already obtain a mapping class corresponding to this loop. However, this mapping
class wouldn’t be a pseudo-Anosov. We continue the path by applying t.

From the above, we obtain

tbg ⋅ (πgt , π
g
b ) = t ⋅ (π

g
t , π

g
b ) = (

α1 α2 ... αg+1 αg+2 ... α2g

α2g αg ... α1 α2g−1 ... αg+1
) .

Finally, we apply f to obtain

γg ⋅ (πgt , π
g
b ) = f ⋅ (

α1 α2 ... αg+1 αg+2 ... α2g

α2g αg ... α1 α2g−1 ... αg+1
) =

= (αg+1 ... α2g−1 α1 ... αg α2g

α2g ... αg+2 αg+1 ... α2 α1
) .
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Comparing starting point and endpoint of γg, we see that the two labeled permutations define
the same unlabeled permutation, and therefore γg defines a mapping class fg on the surface
Xg ∶=X(πgt , π

g
b ). One easily checks by induction that the surface Xg is indeed a surface of genus g.

Boissy and Lanneau show that fg is pseudo-Anosov and that its stretch factor is bounded below

by
√
2 for all g ([BL12]). This is done by computing the matrix Vγg , showing that it is primitive

and computing its largest eigenvalue. Since Boissy and Lanneau use a different labeling, the matrix
they obtain differs from the one we compute below by conjugation by a permutation matrix.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Our main goal is to prove the following:

Theorem. For all g ≥ 2, it holds that

1

16g − 12 ≤ lC(fg) ≤
1

g − 1 .

The remaining part of this section is devoted to proving the theorem. Since lC(fg) = lC(f−1g ), we
can use either fg or its inverse for the proof. We use f−1g for the proof of the upper bound and fg
for the proof of the lower bound.

The first thing to note is that on the surface X(πgt , π
g
b ), all polygon sides α1, ..., α2g are closed

curves. This follows from the equivalent statement in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. All the corners of the polygon P (πgt , π
g
b ) define the same point in X(πgt , π

g
b ).

Proof. Consider the corner on the left of the top side corresponding to α1. Since in X(πgt , π
g
b ) top

and bottom side corresponding to α1 are identified, the above corner defines the same point as the
left corner of the bottom side corresponding to α1. This in turn is the same corner as the right
corner of the bottom side corresponding to α2. From the gluing, we move to the right corner of the
top side corresponding to α2, which is the same as the left corner of the top side corresponding to
α3. Iterating this process shows that all the left corners of the top sides corresponding to αi with i
odd define the same point in X(πgt , π

g
b ).

After reaching the left corner of the top side corresponding to 2g − 1 and gluing to the bottom, we
end up at the right corner of the bottom side corresponding to α1, which is the same as the left
corner of the top side corresponding to α2. From there, iterating again shows that we also identify
all the left corners of the top sides of the αi with i even. Hence, all the corners get identified in
X(πgt , π

g
b ).

Since the αi are closed curves, we can use them to find bounds on the stable curve graph translation
length of f−1g . The ones that are easier to control are the ones that, seen as sides of the polygon,
get mapped to another side of the polygon.

Lemma 5.2. The only two curves that are winners for some edge of γg are αg and α2g.

Proof. For the first b move in γg, the winner is πgb (2g) = αg. Since after a b move, πgb remains
unchanged, we get that for all the following b moves, the winner is still αg. Finally, we apply the t
move to bg ⋅ (πgt , π

g
b ) = (π

g
t , π

g
b ), so the winner is πgt (2g) = α2g.
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The above, together with Lemma 4.3, implies that all other curves αi with i ∉ {g,2g} are mapped
by f−1g onto some other αj , where j ∈ {1, ...,2g}. Therefore, for any curve αi with i ∉ {g,2g}, we
can read off its image just by looking at the labeled permutation that is the endpoint of γ.

In particular, if we write f−1g = ϕ−1 ○ ψ as in Section 3.2, then for i ∉ {g,2g}, ψ takes αi to the side

αi of X(γg(πgt , π
g
b )). Hence, fg(αi) = ϕ−1(αi). It remains to study the relabeling homeomorphism ϕ.

Let (π̃gt , π̃
g
b ) ∶= γg ⋅ (π

g
t , π

g
b ) be the endpoint of γg. Since on the level of polygons ϕ just maps

P (πgt , π
g
b ) onto P (π̃

g
t , π̃

g
b ) as the identity, we can read off what ϕ does on the sides of the polygons

by just looking at the labeled permutations, i.e.

ϕ(αi) = (π̃gt )−1 ○ π
g
t (αi), or equivalently ϕ(αi) = (π̃

g
b )
−1 ○ πgb (αi).

We summarise what we showed in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. For any i ∉ {g,2g}, the pseudo-Anosov f−1g maps the curve αi to the curve

ϕ−1(αi) = (πgt )−1 ○ π̃
g
t (αi).

From the starting and ending points of γ, we read off that

(πgt )−1 ○ π̃
g
t (αi) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

αg+i−1 if i = 1, ..., g
αi−g if i = g + 1, ...,2g − 1
α2g if i = 2g.

We are now ready to prove the upper bound for Theorem 1.1.

Proof. (Upper bound in Theorem 1.1)

The strategy we want to use for proving that a pseudo-Anosov f satisfies lC(f) ≤ k
n
for some k,n ∈ N

is the following: We find a curve α such that

dC(α, fn(α)) ≤ k.

Then, by the triangle inequality and the fact that f acts as an isometry on the curve graph, it
follows that for any j ≥ 1

dC(α, f jn(α))
j

≤ j ⋅ dC(α, f
n(α))

j
≤ k,

and so lC(fn) ≤ k. It is now easy to see that then lC(f) ≤ k
n
(see [GT11], Lemma 2.2).

Consider fg as defined in the beginning of the section. We want to apply the above mentioned
strategy to f−1g and the curve α2g−1.

From Lemma 5.3 and the equation after, we see that f−1g (α2g−1) = αg−1. Iterating this process yields

f−1g (α2g−1) = αg−1
f−2g (α2g−1) = α2g−2

f−3g (α2g−1) = αg−2
f−4g (α2g−1) = α2g−3

⋮
f−(2g−2)g (α2g−1) = αg.
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More formally, we have f−kg (α2g−1) = αg− k+1
2

for all odd k between 1 and 2g − 3 and f−kg (α2g−1) =
α2g− k+2

2
for all even k between 2 and 2g − 2.

Note that after 2g − 2 iterates of f−1g , we hit the curve αg for which Lemma 5.3 doesn’t apply

anymore, so we can’t use it to say something about f
−(2g−1)
g (α2g−1). Note furthermore, that the

orbit of α2g−1 under f−1g traces out all the curves αi with i ∉ {g,2g} before hitting the curve αg,
so out of all the choices we could make in order to apply Lemma 5.3, this gives the best upper bound.

Since α2g−1 and αg are both sides of the polygon P (πgt , π
g
b ), the curves α2g−1 and αg of the surface

X(πgt , π
g
b ) intersect in one point, which is the image of the corners of P (πgt , π

g
b ). So, the geometric

intersection number of the two curves is at most 1.

If the geometric intersection number is 0, then dC(α2g−1, αg) = 1. If the geometric intersection num-
ber is 1, then by thickening up the curves, one can find a neighbourhood of their union that is
homeomorphic to a torus with one boundary component β. This β is a closed curve that is disjoint
from both α2g−1 and αg, and it is furthermore essential, because the genus of our surface is ≥ 2. It
follows that dC(α2g−1, αg) = 2.

In any case, we have
dC(α2g−1, f

−(2g−2)
g (α2g−1)) = dC(α2g−1, αg) ≤ 2.

It follows that

lC(fg) = lC(f−1g ) ≤
2

2g − 2 =
1

g − 1 .

It remains to prove the lower bound of Theorem 1.1. This requires different techniques from the
ones used in the proof of the upper bound. It is done by using an invariant train track for fg and
the nesting lemma presented in Section 2.2.

Proof. (Lower bound in Theorem 1.1)

Let τ be the train track on Xg as defined in Section 4 (compare Figure 4). The train track τ is
large, since its compliment is a (2g − 2)-gon. Furthermore, τ is recurrent since every branch itself
is a closed train route. Finally, in Lemma 4.1 (and the proof of Lemma 4.4) we showed that τ is
invariant for fg and the corresponding train track matrix is given by Vγg .

We have to compute Vγg . Since the sequence of winner-loser pairs of γg is given by

(αg, α2g), (αg, α2g−1), ..., (αg, αg+1), (α2g, αg),

we obtain

Vγg = Vαg,α2g ⋅ Vαg,α2g−1 ⋅ ... ⋅ Vαg,αg+1 ⋅ Vα2g,αg ⋅ P,
where P is the permutation matrix as defined in Section 3.1.

With the convention that the αi are ordered according to their indices, we compute

Vαg,α2g ⋅ Vαg,α2g−1 ⋅ ... ⋅ Vαg,αg+1 = (
Id A
0 Id

) ,
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where each block is a g × g block and A is a matrix whose entries in the last row are all 1 and every
other entry is 0. Furthermore, we have

Vα2g,αg = (
Id 0
B Id

) ,

where B has a single non-zero entry equal to 1 in its bottom right corner and

P =
⎛
⎜
⎝

0g×g−1 Idg×g 0g×1
Idg−1×g−1 0g−1×g 0g−1×1
01×g−1 01×g 11×1

⎞
⎟
⎠
,

where the subscripts indicate the size of each block.

In total, we obtain

Vγg = (
Id A
0 Id

)(Id 0
B Id

)P = (Id +B A
B Id

)P =
⎛
⎜
⎝

Ag×g−1 Idg×g +Bg×g Bg×1
Idg−1×g−1 0g−1×g 0g−1×1
01×g−1 B1×g 11×1

⎞
⎟
⎠
.

In the above, the subscripts indicate the size of the matrices. Ag×g−1 is a matrix whose entries in
the last row are all 1 and every other entry is 0. Bg×g is the same as B and Bg×1,B1×g have all
entries 0 except for the (g,1) or (1, g) entry respectively, which is equal to 1.

Since the (2g,2g) entry on the diagonal of Vγg is positive, we can use ([Tsa09], Proposition 2.4) to
argue that V 4g

γg is a positive matrix. In fact, a more thorough inspection of Vγg shows that already

its (4g − 4)th power is a positive matrix, but we omit the details since we only need to obtain a
bound of order 1

g
.

The fact that V 4g
γg is a positive matrix implies that given a curve γ carried by τ, the curve f4gg (γ)

passes over every branch of τ. Given instead a curve γ carried by some diagonal extension of τ,
then ([GT11], Lemma 5.2) implies that fKg (γ) with K = 6(2g − 2) + 4g = 16g − 12 passes over every
branch of τ.

Now, for n ≥ 1 let τn ∶= fKng (τ) and set τ = τ0. Then, the above observation shows that

PE(τn) ⊂ int(PE(τn−1)).

From the Nesting Lemma (Section 2.2) we obtain the following sequence of inclusions:

... PE(τn) ⊂ int(PE(τn−1)) ⊂ N1(int(PE(τn−1))) ⊂ PE(τn−1) ⊂ int(PE(τn−2))...

Finally, choose a curve δ which is not carried by any extension of τ but such that γ ∶= fKg (δ) is.
Then for n ≥ 1, we get that fKng (γ) is an element of PE(τn). The above sequence of inclusions now
implies that dC(γ, fKng (γ)) ≥ n for any n ≥ 1. We conclude:

lC(fKg ) = lim inf
n→∞

dC(γ, fKng (γ))
n

≥ 1,

which implies

lC(fg) =
lC(fKg )
K

≥ 1

K
= 1

16g − 12 .
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5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

This Section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Let g ≥ 2 and lg ∶= min{ lC(f) ∣ f is a pseudo-Anosov in a hyperelliptic component of genus g}. In
order to prove Theorem 1.2, we have to prove that lg ≍ 1

g
. Hence, it suffices to find an upper and a

lower bound for lg that are of order 1
g
. From Theorem 1.1, together with the fact that the pseudo-

Anosov fg is in a hyperelliptic component, it follows immediately that lg ≤ lC(fg) ≤ 1
g−1

. Hence, it
remains to find a lower bound. For that, we will show that any pseudo-Anosov in a hyperelliptic
component of genus g has stable curve graph translation length greater or equal to 1

16g−10
. The

argument we use is very similar to the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.1. We start with
some preliminary observations that are necessary for the proof.

Let f be a pseudo-Anosov in a hyperelliptic component. Then, there exists a translation surface
(X,ω) in a hyperelliptic component, a representative ϕ of f and a corresponding pseudo-Anosov
ϕX on X (compare Section 2.3). Note that lC(f) = lC(ϕX). Since X is a hyperelliptic Riemann
surface, it admits a hyperelliptic involution τ. Following the notation of Boissy and Lanneau, we
let {ϕX , τ ○ ϕX} = {ϕ+, ϕ−}, where ϕ+ preserves the orientation of the associated foliations and
ϕ− reverses it (see [BL22] for details). The important property for our purposes is given by the
following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. It holds that lC(ϕ+) = lC(ϕ−).

Proof. We have to show that lC(ϕX) = lC(τ ○ ϕX). Since τ is a hyperelliptic involution, there is a
curve α that is fixed by τ. Furthermore, conjugating τ by ϕX yields a hyperelliptic involution of
X which -since τ is unique- has to be equal to τ. Thus, τ commutes with ϕX (cf. [BL12], Lemma
2.3). It follows that

(τ ○ ϕX)n(α) = ϕnX ○ τn(α) = ϕnX(α)
for any n ∈ N, and therefore

lC(τ ○ ϕX) = lim inf
n→∞

dC(α, (τ ○ ϕX)n(α))
n

= lim inf
n→∞

dC(α,ϕnX(α))
n

= lC(ϕX).

Let n ∈ {2g, 2g + 1}. Let A be an alphabet consisting of n letters α1, ..., αn and let

(πt, πb) = (
α1 α2 ... αn−1 αn
αn αn−1 ... α2 α1

) .

Throughout this section, we refer to (πt, πb) as the central permutation. Consider the connected
component of the labeled Rauzy diagram of (πt, πb).We call this component D(πt,πb)

. Rauzy showed
that this connected component is isomorphic to the so called unlabeled Rauzy diagram of π = πb○π−1t
(see [Rau79] or [BL12]). This means in particular that no two different labeled permutations in
D(πt,πb)

define the same unlabeled permutation. Any mapping class defined through Rauzy-Veech
induction on D(πt,πb)

is affine for a hyperelliptic component. More concretely, if n = 2g, then it’s
affine for H(2g − 2), and if n = 2g + 1, then for H(g − 1, g − 1) (see for example [BL12]).

Given the central permutation, we can perform t-moves to it and obtain a loop in D(πt,πb)
consisting

of n − 1 vertices corresponding to

tm ⋅ (πt, πb) = (
α1 α2 α3 ... αm+1 αm+2 αm+3 ... αn
αn αm αm−1 ... α1 αn−1 αn−2 ... αm+1

)
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for m = 1, ..., n − 1. We refer to this loop in the labeled Rauzy diagram as the central loop.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2:

Proof. (Theorem 1.2)

Let f be in a hyperelliptic component of genus g and let ϕ+, ϕ− be as constructed above. In order
to prove Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show that lC(ϕ+) = lC(ϕ−) ≥ 1

16g−10
.

Boissy and Lanneau prove the following statement:

If ϕ+ cannot be obtained by Rauzy-Veech induction on D(πt,πb)
, then ϕ− is obtained by a path in

the augmented labeled Rauzy diagram that starts at a permutation in the central loop and consists
of a single flip move which corresponds to the last edge of the path (cf. [BL22], Theorem 4.1).

From this, we obtain that at least one of ϕ+, ϕ− will be of the form fγ (compare the notation of
Section 3) where γ is one of two cases:

• γ is a closed path in D(πt,πb)
.

• γ is a path in the augmented labeled Rauzy diagram starting at some tm ⋅ (πt, πb) and whose
last edge is the only edge with label f.

Hence, it suffices to analyze the stable curve graph translation length of fγ in the two cases.

Recall from Section 4 that we assign a matrix Vγ to fγ which is a train track matrix for a natural
train track carried by fγ . We want to have a power k such that V kγ becomes a positive matrix.
Having found such a k, we can use ([GT11], Lemma 5.2) and argue analogously to the proof of the
lower bound in Theorem 1.1 to conclude lC(fγ) ≥ 1

6(2g−2)+k
.

We are left with the task of finding the power k. Recall, that since Vγ is primitive, it suffices to find a
non-zero diagonal entry. Then, we can apply the result of Tsai ([Tsa09], Proposition 2.4) to obtain k.

We analyze the two cases of the path γ separately:

In the first case, γ is a closed path in D(πt,πb)
. So, Vγ is a product of matrices Vα,β . In particular, we

don’t have to multiply with a permutation matrix at the end, because starting point and endpoint
of γ are the same labeled permutation. Since the Vα,β are non-negative matrices with all diagonal
entries equal to 1, all diagonal entries of Vγ are positive.

In the second case, γ is a path that starts at tm ⋅ (πt, πb) for some m ∈ {1, ..., n − 1}. The edges of
γ are all t or b edges, except for the last one which is an f edge. The last vertex of γ defines the
same unlabeled permutation as the starting point tm ⋅ (πt, πb). This implies that the second to last
vertex of γ is a labeled permutation in D(πt,πb)

which defines the same unlabeled permutation as
f ⋅ tm ⋅ (πt, πb). Since

tm ⋅ (πt, πb) = (
α1 α2 α3 ... αm+1 αm+2 αm+3 ... αn
αn αm αm−1 ... α1 αn−1 αn−2 ... αm+1

) ,

we have

f ⋅ tm ⋅ (πt, πb) = (
αm+1 ... αn−2 αn−1 α1 ... αm−1 αm αn
αn ... αm+3 αm+2 αm+1 ... α3 α2 α1

) .
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The labeled permutation

(π′t, π′b) ∶= tn−m−1 ⋅ (πt, πb) = (
α1 α2 α3 ... αn−m αn−m+1 αn−m+2 ... αn
αn αn−m−1 αn−m−2 ... α1 αn−1 αn−2 ... αn−m

)

is an element of D(πt,πb)
which defines the same unlabeled permutation as f ⋅ tm ⋅ (πt, πb). Since

there is a unique such permutation, the second to last vertex of γ has to be (π′t, π′b). Hence, the
endpoint of γ is

f ⋅ (π′t, π′b) = (
αn−m ... αn−2 αn−1 α1 ... αn−m−2 αn−m−1 αn
αn ... αn−m+2 αn−m+1 αn−m ... α3 α2 α1

) .

From the above, we obtain that Vγ is a product of matrices Vα,β followed by multiplication with
a permutation matrix P which encodes the relabeling between tm ⋅ (πt, πb) and f ⋅ (π′t, π′b). Notice
that the nth entry in the top row of the two labeled permutations is the same, namely αn. This
implies that the (n,n)-entry of P is equal to 1. Since any product of matrices Vα,β has positive en-
tries on the diagonal, it follows that Vγ has a positive entry on the diagonal, namely the entry (n,n).

We showed that in both cases the matrix Vγ has a positive entry on the diagonal. Since Vγ is
an n × n matrix with either n = 2g or n = 2g + 1, using ([Tsa09], Proposition 2.4), we obtain
that V 4g+2

γ is a positive matrix. Hence, we have found the power k = 4g + 2 and conclude that

lC(fγ) ≥ 1
6(2g−2)+4g+2

= 1
16g−10

.

Since this lower bound is of order 1
g
, this concludes the proof.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 as well as Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5 which follow directly from
the Theorem.

For the proof of Theorem 1.3, we first construct the fn and show that they are pseudo-Anosov.
We proceed with finding bounds for their stretch factor and stable curve graph translation length
respectively, in order to show the claims of the Theorem. The idea is to slighlty modify Penner’s
famous example of a pseudo-Anosov in order to obtain the desired properties.

For g ≥ 3, consider a genus g surface S as in Figure 6.

Let ρ be the order g homeomorphism that rotates the surface in Figure 6 anti-clockwise and let
a, b, c be the curves depicted. Let Tγ denote the righthand Dehn twist about a curve γ. Penner
shows that the mapping class ρ○Tc○T −1a ○Tb is pseudo-Anosov (see [Pen91]). We define fn ∈Mod(S)
by fn ∶= ρ ○ Tc ○ T −1a ○ Tnb .
Lemma 6.1. fn is pseudo-Anosov.

Proof. The curves ρi(a), ρi(b), ρi(c) for i = 1, ..., g fill the surface. Note that

fgn = (ρ ○ Tc ○ T −1a ○ Tnb )g =
g

∏
i=1

Tρi(c) ○ T −1ρi(a) ○ Tnρi(b).

From ([Pen88], Theorem 3.1), with C = {ρi(b), ρi(c) ∣ i = 1, ..., g} and D = {ρi(a) ∣ i = 1, ..., g}, it
follows that fgn is pseudo-Anosov. Assume fn were periodic or reducible. Then, some power fmn of
fn fixes a curve. Hence fmgn fixes that curve too, which is absurd since fgn is pseudo-Anosov. So,
fn has to be pseudo-Anosov.
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c a

Figure 6: Genus g surface

Lemma 6.2. For all n, it holds that λ(fn) ≥ n
1
g , and consequently lT (fn) ≥ log(n

1
g ).

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one Penner presents ([Pen91], Section ”An upper bound by
example”). There, Penner defines a train track which is invariant for fn. By analyzing the space of
measures arising as counting measures of the curves a, b, c, ρ(a), ρ(b), ρ(c), ..., ρg−1(a), ρg−1(b), ρg−1(c)
on this train track, Penner constructs a 3g×3g-matrixM which counts how often each curve passes
over any other curve and shows that the spectral radius of M is the stretch factor of the pseudo-
Anosov f1. More precisely, if we denote the above curves in the same order as above by γi, with
i = 1, ...,3g−3, then the (i, j) entry ofM counts how often f1(γj) passes over γi, i.e. the jth column
describes the image of γj .

Using the same argument, we obtain that λ(fn) can be computed as the spectral radius of the
matrix

Mn =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜
⎝

0 0 0 ⋯ 0 Id
An Bn 0 ⋯ 0 Cn
0 Id 0 ⋯ 0 0
0 0 Id ⋯ 0 0
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮
0 0 0 ⋯ Id 0

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟
⎠

,

where all blocks are 3 × 3 matrices and Mn is a 3g × 3g matrix. Id denotes the identity matrix and

An =
⎛
⎜
⎝

n + 1 1 1
n 1 0

n + 1 1 2

⎞
⎟
⎠
, Bn =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
, Cn =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎠
.

Penner’s example is exactly the case where n = 1. Computing the gth iterate of the matrix for g ≥ 4
yields

Mg
n =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜
⎝

An Bn 0 0 ⋯ 0 0 0 Cn
CnAn Dn +CnBn BnAn 0 ⋯ 0 0 0 C2

n

0 Cn Dn BnAn ⋯ 0 0 0 0
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮
0 0 0 0 ⋯ 0 Cn Dn BnAn

BnAn 0 0 0 ⋯ 0 0 Cn Dn

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟
⎠

,

24



where Dn ∶= An +BnCn. This computation is analogous to ([Pen91]).

In the case g = 3, one obtains

Mg
n =
⎛
⎜
⎝

An Bn Cn
CnAn Dn +CnBn BnAn +Cn
BnAn Cn Dn

⎞
⎟
⎠
.

By the Collatz-Wielandt formula, we obtain that the spectral radius of Mg
n is at least as big as

the lowest row sum, which in both cases is given by the second row and equals n+ 1. Denoting the
spectral radius of Mn by ρ(Mn), we have

λ(fn) = ρ(Mn) = ρ(Mg
n)

1
g ≥ (n + 1) 1

g ≥ n 1
g .

Lemma 6.3. For any n, it holds that lC(fn) ≤ 1
g−1

.

Proof. Consider the curve γ ∶= ρ(b). Since it is disjoint from a, b, c, we have fn(γ) = ρ(γ) = ρ2(b).
Iteratively, we obtain

fg−1n (γ) = ρg−1(γ) = ρg(b) = b.
Since b is disjoint from γ, we get that dC(γ, fg−1n (γ)) = 1, which implies that

lC(fn) ≤
dC(γ, fg−1n (γ))

g − 1 = 1

g − 1 .

Lemma 6.2 shows that the stretch factors of the fn tend to infinity, while Lemma 6.3 implies that
their stable curve graph translation length is bounded from above by the constant required. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Gadre and Tsai show that the stable curve graph translation length of f1, i.e. Penner’s original
example, can be bounded from above not just by 1

g−1
but even by 4

g2+g−4
(see [GT11], proof of

Theorem 6.1). This is done by computing more iterates of the curve ρ(b). In particular, Gadre and
Tsai argue that an iterate of ρ(b) is contained in a neighbourhood of a union of some of the curves in
the set {ρi(a), ρi(b), ρi(c) ∣ i = 1, ..., g}, and as long as this union is not over all the curves of the set,
one can find a curve disjoint from both ρ(b) and its iterate. So, the proof boils down to controlling
the neighbourhoods for a high enough iterate. Since fn differs from f1 only by twisting more often
about b, the iterates of ρ(b) under fn are contained in the same neighbourhoods as the iterates of
ρ(b) under f1. Hence, looking at fn instead of f1 does not affect Gadre and Tsai’s argument, and
we obtain lC(fn) ≤ 4

g2+g−4
. We leave out the details, since our bound of 1

g−1
is enough in order to

prove Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5.

Corollary 1.3. There exists a sequence (hg)∞g=2, where hg is a pseudo-Anosov of a genus g surface,
with

lT (hg)→∞ and lC(hg)→ 0,

as g →∞.
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Proof. For g = 2, let hg be an arbitrary pseudo-Anosov. For g ≥ 3, let ng ∶= gg and let hg ∶= fng ,
where fng is as constructed at the begining of Section 6 for the corresponding genus g.

From Lemma 6.2 we obtain lT (hg) ≥ log(g), and from Lemma 6.3 we get that lC(fg) ≤ 1
g−1

. It
follows that

lim
g→∞

lT (hg) =∞ and lim
g→∞

lC(hg) = 0.

Corollary 1.4. For any g ≥ 3, there exists q ∈ Q such that there are infinitely many non-conjugate
pseudo-Anosovs in Mod(S) with stable curve graph translation length q.

Proof. Let L = {lC(f) ∣ f ∈Mod(S) pseudo-Anosov} be the set of all stable curve graph translation
lengths of pseudo-Anosovs on S. Bowditch proves that there is a power m such that every pseudo-
Anosov f ∈Mod(S) preserves a geodesic in the curve graph after being raised to the power m (see
[Bow08], Theorem 1.4). Hence, the set L is contained in the set { n

m
∣n ∈ N}. In particular, this

implies that for any constant C, the set {x ∈ L ∣x ≤ C} is finite.

From Theorem 1.3, we know that there is a sequence of pseudo-Anosovs fn with λ(fn) Ð→ ∞ as
n → ∞, and furthermore lC(fn) ≤ C for all n, where C can be taken to be any constant above
1
g−1

. After having to possibly pass to a subsequence, we can assume that all the λ(fn) are pairwise
different, and so all the fn are pairwise non-conjugate.

Finally, since the set {lC(fn) ∣n ∈ N} is a finite set by the discussion above, there must be a q that
is attained by infinitely many of the fn.
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