
HOROBOUNDARIES OF COARSELY CONVEX SPACES

IKKEI SATO

Abstract. A horoboundary is one of the attempts to compactify metric spaces, and is

constructed using continuous functions on metric spaces. It is a concept that includes

global information of metric spaces, and its correspondence with an ideal boundary

constructed using geodesics has been studied in nonpositive curvature spaces such as

CAT(0) spaces and geodesic Gromov hyperbolic spaces. We will introduce a certain

correspondence between the horoboundary and the ideal boundary of coarsely convex

spaces, which can be regarded as a generalization of spaces of nonpositive curvature.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Introduction. Coarse geometry is the field of studying invariant properties of met-

ric spaces under quasi-isometry. The geodesic Gromov hyperbolic spaces introduced by

Gromov are invariant under quasi-isometry and have been studied as the coarse geometric

analogues of Riemannian manifolds with negative sectional curvature. Subsequently, the
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construction of analogues in the metric geometry of Riemannian manifolds with nonpos-

itive sectional curvature was advanced, and CAT(0) spaces and Busemann spaces were

introduced. However, these spaces are not invariant under quasi-isometry. Coarsely con-

vex spaces introduced by Fukaya and Oguni in [FO20] are coarse geometric analogues of

simply connected Riemannian manifolds of nonpositive sectional curvature. They are a

class that includes not only CAT(0) spaces and Busemann spaces, but also geodesic hyper-

bolic spaces, finite-dimensional systolic complexes, proper injective spaces. Furthermore,

in coarsely convex spaces, as in other non-positive curvature spaces, ideal boundaries

are defined by using (quasi-)geodesic rays, the coarse Cartan-Hadamard theorem, which

states that the open cones defined on the ideal boundary and the coarsely convex spaces

themselves are coarse homotopy equivalence, and coarsely convex spaces satisfy various

properties that allow them to be regarded as generalizations of nonpositive curvature

spaces.

The horoboundary was introduced by Gromov in [Gro81], as a way to compactify

proper metric spaces. In particular, he constructed it as a concept that includes Buse-

mann functions constructed using geodesic rays. The elements of the horoboundary are

called horofunctions, and in CAT(0) spaces all horofunctions are Busemann functions. In

particular, for the CAT(0) space, there exists a bijection between the set of Busemann

functions and that of geodesic rays. That is, the horoboundary is homeomorphic to the

ideal boundary.

So what about in other non-positive curvature spaces? This is not viable. For example,

in geodesic hyperbolic spaces, by Webster and Winchester [WW03], it was shown that

there exists a surjective continuous map from the horoboundary to the ideal boundary.

However, Arosio, Fiacchi, Gontard and Guerini [AFGG22] gave an example of Gromov

hyperbolic space whose horoboundary differs from the ideal boundary. Other similar

results were shown in the Busemann spaces by Andreev [And08]. However, in [And18],

Andreev introduced the cone metric dc for Busemann spaces (X, d), and he showed that

the horoboundary of (X, dc) is homeomorphic to the ideal boundary of (X, d).

We note that the cone metric defined by Andreev is similar to the Euclidean cone metric

for open cones, and show the following results on coarsely convex spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a proper coarsely convex space and o ∈ X be a base point of

X. Let ∂oX be the ideal boundary of X with respect to the base point o and let O∂oX
be an open cone over ∂oX. Then, the horoboundary ∂hO∂oX of the open cone O∂oX is

homeomorphic to the ideal boundary ∂oX of X.

We construct the cone metric dc on a coarsely convex space X. Due to the coarse

geometric nature of coarsely convex spaces, we need to modify the formulation of the

horoboundary ∂chX of X with the cone metric dc. When X is a Busemann space, dc
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coincide with the one defined by Andreev in [And18], and ∂chX coincide with the one

studied in [And18].

We compare the horoboundary with the ideal boundary. Since the ideal boundary of

the coarsely convex space is the set of asymptotic classes of quasi-geodesic rays, we need

to take a quotient by bounded functions. The quotient is called the reduced horoboundary

denoted by ∂chX/ ∼. For more detail, see Definition 6.9. We show that the ideal boundary

coincides with the reduced horoboundary.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X, d) be a coarsely convex space and let o ∈ X be a base point of

X. Let dc be the cone metric of (X, d). Let ∂oX be the ideal boundary of X with respect

to the base point o and ∂chX/ ∼ be the reduced horoboundary of (X, dc). Then ∂oX and

∂chX/ ∼ are homeomorphic.

In geodesic Gromov hyperbolic spaces, by [WW03], the ideal boundary coincides with

the reduced horoboundary in the usual sense. Theorem 1.2 generalize this fact to geodesic

coarsely convex spaces in a sense.

Furthermore, in geodesic (1, 0)-coarsely convex spaces such as Busemann spaces, the

reduced horoboundary with the cone metric and the horoboundary with the cone metric

coincide, so Theorem 1.2 generalize a result in [And18] by Andreev.

1.2. Outline. In Section 2, we introduce coarsely convex spaces and give some examples

according to [FO20, FM24].

In Section 3, we describe the construction of the ideal boundaries for coarsely convex

spaces, and we discuss their properties.

In Section 4, we summarize some known facts on horoboundary

In Section 5, we define open cones, and we study the horoboundary of open cones. We

give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

In Section 6, we define the cone metric for coarsely convex spaces, and we analyze the

horoboundary of the coarsely convex space associated with the cone metric. We complete

the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2. Coarsely convex space

Let (X, d) be a metric space. A bicombing on X is a map Γ: X ×X × [0, 1] → X such

that for x, y ∈ X, we have Γ(x, y, 0) = x, Γ(x, y, 1) = y.

Let λ ≥ 1 and k ≥ 0 be constants. A bicombing Γ is a (λ, k)-quasi-geodesic bicombing

if
1

λ
|t− s|d(x, y)− k ≤ d(Γ(x, y, t),Γ(x, y, s)) ≤ λ|t− s|d(x, y) + k

holds for t, s ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, Γ: X × X × [0, 1] → X is a geodesic-bicombing if

λ = 1, k = 0 is satisfied, that is,

d(Γ(x, y, t),Γ(x, y, s)) = |t− s|d(x, y)
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holds for t, s ∈ [0, 1].

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let λ ≥ 1, k ≥ 0, E ≥ 1, C ≥
0 be constants. Let θ : R≥0 → R≥0 be a non-decreasing function. A (λ, k, E, C, θ)-

coarsely convex bicombing on a metric space (X, d) is a (λ, k)-quasi-geodesic bicombing

Γ: X ×X × [0, 1] → X with the following items (i) and (ii):

(i) Let x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ X and let a, b ∈ [0, 1]. Let y′1 := Γ(x1, y1, a) and y′2 :=

Γ(x2, y2, b). Then, for c ∈ [0, 1], we have

d(Γ(x1, y1, ca),Γ(x2, y2, cb)) ≤ (1− c)Ed(x1, x2) + cEd(y′1, y
′
2) + C.

(ii) Let x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ X. Then for t, s ∈ [0, 1] we have

|td(x1, y1)− sd(x2, y2)| ≤ θ(d(x1, x2) + d(Γ(x1, y1, t),Γ(x2, y2, s))).

A geodesic (E,C)-coarsely convex bicombing is a geodesic bicombing Γ satisfying

item (i) in the above.

Remark 2.2. If Γ is a geodesic bicombing, then Γ satisfies item (ii) in Definition 2.1

due to the triangle inequality.

Definition 2.3. We say that X is a coarsely convex space if there are constants λ ≥ 1,

k ≥ 0, E ≥ 1, C ≥ 0 and non-decreasing function θ : R≥0 → R≥0 such that X admits

a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing Γ. In particular, X is a geodesic coarsely

(E,C)-coarsely convex space if X admits a geodesic (E,C)-coarsely convex bicombing Γ.

Example 2.4. Let V be a normed vector space. The bicombing of V is given by affine

lines. So V is a geodesic (1, 0)-coarsely convex space.

Example 2.5. We say that a geodesic space (X, d) is a Busemann space if any two

geodesics γ1 : [0, a1] → X and γ2 : [0, a2] → X satisfy the following inequality

d(γ1(ta1), γ2(ta2)) ≤ (1− t)d(γ1(0), γ2(0)) + td(γ1(a1), γ2(a2))

for any t ∈ [0, 1]. It follows that a Busemann space (X, d) is a unique geodesic space.

So X admits the canonical (1, 0)-coarsely convex bicombing. Then the Busemann space

(X, d) is a geodesic (1, 0)-coarsely convex space.

The following reparametrization is used to construct ideal boundaries in Section 3 and

cone metrics in Section 6.

Definition 2.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let Γ: X × X × [0, 1] → X be

a (λ, k)-quasi-geodesic bicombing on X. A reparametrised bicombing of Γ is a map

rpΓ: X ×X × R≥0 → X defined by

rpΓ(x, y, t) :=

Γ
(
x, y, t

d(x,y)

)
if t ≤ d(x, y)

y if t > d(x, y).
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In particular, for any x, y ∈ X, rpΓ(x, y,−)|[0,d(x,y)] : [0, d(x, y)] → X is a (λ, k)-quasi-

geodesic connecting x and y. If Γ is a geodesic bicombing, rpΓ(x, y,−)|[0,d(x,y)] is a geodesic
connecting x and y.

3. Ideal boundary

For more details on the proof of the statements in this section, see [FM24, Section 4]

and [FO20, Section 4].

Let (X, d) be a coarsely convex space with a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing

Γ, and let rpΓ be a reparametrised bicombing of Γ. We fix o ∈ X as the base point of X.

Definition 3.1. Set k1 = λ+ k, D = 2(1 +E)k1 + C, and D1 = 2D + 2. We define a

product (− | −)o : X ×X → R≥0 by

(x | y)o := min{d(o, x), d(o, y), sup{t ∈ R≥0 | d(rpΓ(o, x, t), rpΓ(o, y, t)) ≤ D1}}.

Lemma 3.2. Set D2 := E(D1 + 2k). For x, y, z ∈ X, we have

(x | z)o ≥
1

D2

min{(x | y)o, (y | z)o}.

Following [FOY22], we construct the ideal boundary of coarsely convex space X by a

set of sequences in X tending to infinity.

We let

S∞
o X := {{xn}n∈N | {xn}n∈N is a sequence such that (xn | xm)o → ∞ as n,m→ ∞},

and we define the relation ∼ on S∞
o X as follows. For every {xn}n∈N, {yn}n∈N ∈ S∞

o X, we

define {xn}n∈N ∼ {yn}n∈N if and only if

(xn | yn)o → ∞ as n→ ∞.

Then the relation ∼ is an equivalence relation on S∞
o X.

Definition 3.3. The ideal boundary of a coarsely convex space X, denote by ∂oX is

the quotient of the set S∞
o X by the equivalence relation ∼. We denote by X̄ the disjoint

union of X and ∂oX. Namely,

∂oX := S∞
o X/ ∼, X̄ := X ∪ ∂oX.

For x ∈ X and a sequence {xn}n∈N in X, we write {xn}n∈N ∈ x if xn = x for every

n ∈ N. We extend (− | −)o : X ×X× → R≥0 to the function (− | −)o : X̄ × X̄ → R≥0 as

follows

(x | y)o := sup{lim inf
n→∞

(xn | yn)o | {xn}n∈N ∈ x, {yn}n∈N ∈ y}

for any x, y ∈ X̄.

For n ∈ N, let

Vn := {(x, y) ∈ X̄ × X̄ | (x | y)o > n} ∪
{
(x, y) ∈ X ×X | d(x, y) < 1

n

}
.



6 IKKEI SATO

Then {Vn}n∈N is a base of a metrizable uniformly topology on X̄. For any x ∈ X̄, we

define Vn[x] ⊂ X̄ as follows

Vn[x] := {y ∈ X̄ | (x, y) ∈ Vn}.

Then the family {Vn[x]}n∈N is a fundamental system of neighborhoods of x.

Proposition 3.4 ([FO20, Proposition 4.19.]). For sufficiently small ϵ > 0, there exists

a constant K ≥ 1 depending on D, θ(0) and ϵ, and there exists a metric dϵ on ∂oX such

that, for all x, y ∈ ∂oX,

1

K
e−ϵ(x|y) ≤ dϵ(x, y) ≤ e−ϵ(x|y)

Especially, dϵ is compatible with the topology of ∂oX, and the diameter of (∂oX, dϵ) is less

than or equal to 1.

We extend the reparametrised bicombing rpΓ: X ×X × R≥0 → X to rpΓ̄ : X × X̄ ×
R≥0 → X.

Lemma 3.5 ([FM24, Lemma 4.8.]). Suppose that X is proper. Then there exists a map

rpΓ̄ : X × X̄ × R≥0 → X satisfying the following.

(i) For x, y ∈ X, we have rpΓ̄(x, y,−) = rpΓ(x, y,−).

(ii) For (o, x) ∈ X×∂oX, there exists a sequence {xn}n∈N in X such that the sequence

of maps {rpΓ(o, xn,−)|N : N → X}n∈N converges to rpΓ̄(o, x,−)|N pointwise. In

particular, if Γ is a geodesic bicombing, the sequence of maps {rpΓ(o, xn,−) : R≥0 →
X}n∈N converges to rpΓ̄(o, x,−) uniformly on compact sets.

(iii) For (o, x) ∈ X × ∂oX, we have

(rpΓ̄(o, x, t) | x)o → ∞ (t→ ∞).

(iv) For (o, x) ∈ X × ∂oX, the map rpΓ̄(o, x,−) : R≥0 → X is a (λ, k1)-quasi geodesic,

where k1 := λ+k. In particular, if Γ is a geodesic bicombing, rpΓ̄(o, x,−) : R≥0 →
X is a geodesic.

Definition 3.6. We call the map rpΓ̄ given in Lemma 3.4 an extended bicombing on

X × X̄ corresponding to Γ. For (o, x) ∈ X × ∂oX, we abbreviate rpΓ̄(o, x,−) by γxo (−).

Lemma 3.7 ([FM24, Lemma 4.10.]). The extended bicombing rpΓ̄ on X × X̄ satisfies

the following

(i) Let (o1, x1), (o2, x2) ∈ X × ∂oX and let a, b ∈ R≥0. Set x1
′ := rpΓ̄(o1, x1, a) and

x2
′ := rpΓ̄(o2, x2, b). Then, for c ∈ [0, 1], we have

d(rpΓ̄(o1, x1, ca), rpΓ̄(o2, x2, cb)) ≤ (1− c)Ed(o1, o2) + cEd(x1
′, x2

′) +D
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(ii) We define a non-decreasing function θ̃(t) := θ(t + 1) + 1. Let (o1, x1), (o2, x2) ∈
X × ∂oX. Then for t, s ∈ R≥0, we have

|t− s| ≤ θ̃(d(o1, o2) + d(rpΓ̄(o1, x1, t), rpΓ̄(o2, x2, s))).

Definition 3.8. For x, y ∈ ∂oX, we define

(γxo | γyo )o := sup{t ∈ R≥0 | d(γxo (t), γyo (t)) ≤ D1}.

For x ∈ ∂oX and p ∈ X, we define

(γxo | p)o := min{d(o, p), sup{t ∈ R≥0 | d(Γ(o, p, t), γxo (t)) ≤ D1}}.

Lemma 3.9 ([FM24, Lemma 4.12.]). There exists a constant Ω ≥ 1 depending on λ, k,

E, C, θ(0) such that the following holds

(1) For x, y ∈ ∂oX, we have

(γxo | γyo )o ≤ (x | y)o ≤ Ω(γxo | γyo )o.

(2) For x, y, z ∈ ∂oX, we have

(γxo | γyo )o ≥ Ω−1min{(γxo | γyo )o, (γyo | γzo)o}.

(3) For x, y, z ∈ X̄, we have

(x | z)o ≥ Ω−1min{(x | y)o, (y | z)o}.

(4) Let x, y ∈ ∂oX. For all t ∈ R≥0 with t ≤ (γxo | γyo ), we have

d(γxo (t), γ
y
o (t)) ≤ Ω.

(5) Let o ∈ X and let x, y ∈ X̄. If rpΓ̄(o, x, a) = rpΓ̄(o, y, b) for some a, b ∈ R≥0,

then for all t ∈ [0,max{a, b}] we have

d(rpΓ̄(o, x, t), rpΓ̄(o, y, t)) ≤ Ω.

(6) Let o ∈ X and x ∈ ∂oX. For v ∈ X and t ∈ [0, 1], we have

(x | Γ(o, v, t))o ≥ Ω−1min{(x | v)o, td(o, v)}.

4. Horoboundary

4.1. Horoboundary. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and fix o ∈ X as the base

point. Also, let C(X) be the set of all R-valued continuous functions on X, and equip

with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. It is a standard fact that the

space C(X) is Hausdorff.

We define ϕ : X → C(X) as follows. For x ∈ X, let

x 7→ ϕx := d(−, x)− d(o, x).

Proposition 4.1. The map ϕ is injective and continuous.
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Proof. The triangle inequality implies that ϕx(u)− ϕy(u) ≤ 2d(x, y), for all u, x, y ∈
X. The continuity of ϕ follows.

Let x and y be distinct points in X such that d(o, x) ≥ d(o, y). We have

ϕy(x)− ϕx(x) = d(x, y)− d(o, y)− d(x, x) + d(o, x)

≥ d(x, y),

which shows that ϕx and ϕy are distinct. □

Definition 4.2. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and fix o ∈ X as the base point.

Let ϕ : X → C(X) be the map defined above. We define the horoboundary ∂hX of (X, d)

as follows

∂hX := clϕ(X) \ ϕ(X).

Here clϕ(X) denotes the closure of ϕ(X) in C(X). Since C(X) with the topology of

uniform convergence on compact sets is Hausdorff, the horoboundary ∂hX is Hausdorff.

Lemma 4.3. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space. If the sequence of maps {ϕxn}n∈N
converges to ξ ∈ ∂hX, then only finitely many of the points of {xn}n∈N lie in any bounded

subset of X.

Proof. If there is an infinite number of points of {xn}n∈N contained some closed ball

B̄(o,R), we can take a subsequence {xn(k)}k∈N of {xn}n∈N such that {xn(k)}k∈N converges

to some point x̃ ∈ B̄(o,R). By hypothesis, a sequence of maps {ϕxn(k)
}k∈N converges to

ξ ∈ ∂hX. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.1, {ϕxn(k)
}k∈N converges to ϕx̃. Therefore,

we have ξ = ϕx̃. This contradicts to ξ /∈ ϕ(X).

□

Proposition 4.4. The horoboundary does not depend on the choice of the base point.

Proof. We take o, o′ ∈ X arbitrarily. We define ϕ : X → C(X) and ϕ′ : X → C(X)

by

x 7→ ϕx(−) := d(−, x)− d(o, x) and x 7→ ϕ′
x(−) := d(−, x)− d(o′, x).

Then, we have ϕ′
x = ϕx − ϕx(o

′) and ϕx = ϕ′
x − ϕ′

x(o) for any x ∈ X.

Let ∂hX := clϕ(X) \ϕ(X) and ∂′hX := clϕ′(X) \ϕ′(X). We define F : ∂hX → C(X) by

ξ 7→ ξ − ξ(o′).

We show F (ξ) ∈ ∂′hX for any ξ ∈ ∂hX. Let {xn}n∈N ⊂ X be a sequence such that

d(o, xn) → ∞ as n → ∞ and a sequence of maps {ϕxn}n∈N converges uniformly to ξ on
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compact sets. For any R > 0, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|F (ξ)(u)− ϕ′
xn
(u)| = sup

u∈B̄(o,R)

|{ξ(u)− ξ(o′)} − {ϕxn(u)− ϕxn(o
′)}|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|ξ(u)− ϕxn(u)|+ |ξ(o′)− ϕxn(o
′)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

So we have F (ξ) ∈ clϕ′(X). We assume F (ξ) ∈ ϕ′(X). Then there is some z ∈ X such

that

F (ξ) = ξ − ξ(o′) = ϕ′
z = ϕz − ϕz(o

′).

Since ξ(o) = ϕz(o) = 0, we have ξ(o′) = ϕz(o
′). Thus, we get ξ = ϕz, but this contradicts

to ξ /∈ ϕ(X). Therefore, ξ′ /∈ ϕ′(X) and ξ′ = F (ξ) ∈ ∂′hX. Thus, the map F : ∂hX → ∂′hX

is well-defined.

Similarly, we define F̃ : ∂′hX → ∂hX by

ξ′ 7→ ξ′ − ξ(o).

We show that F̃ and F are the inverse of each other. Since ξ(o) = ξ′(o′) = 0, we have

F̃ ◦ F (ξ) = F̃ (ξ − ξ(o′)) = (ξ − ξ(o′))− (ξ(o)− ξ′(o)) = ξ

F ◦ F̃ (ξ′) = F (ξ′ − ξ′(o)) = (ξ′ − ξ(o′))− (ξ′(o′)− ξ(o′)) = ξ′.

We show F : ∂hX → ∂′hX is continuous. Let {ξm}m∈N ⊂ ∂hX be a sequence of maps

such that ξm converges uniformly to some ξ ∈ ∂hX on compact sets. For any L > 0, we

have

sup
u∈B̄(o,L)

|F (ξm)(u)− F (ξ)(u)| = sup
u∈B̄(o,L)

|{ξm(u)− ξm(o
′)} − {ξ(u)− ξ(o′)}|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,L)

|ξm(u)− ξ(u)|+ |ξm(o′)− ξ(o′)|

→ 0 as m→ ∞.

Thus, a sequence of maps {F (ξm)}m∈N converges uniformly to F (ξ) on compact sets.

Therefore, F : ∂hX → ∂′hX is continuous. In the same way, we can show F̃ : ∂′hX → ∂hX

is continuous. Hence, ∂hX and ∂′hX are homeomorphic. □

Example 4.5. Let (R2, l1) be the space R2 with l1 metric. Here, l1 is defined as follows.

For (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈ R2

l1((x1, y1), (x2, y2)) = |x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|.

Then horoboundary ∂h(R2, l1) is homeomorphic to ∂[−∞,∞]2.

Proposition 4.6. If X is a geodesic space, then ϕ : X → C(X) is a topological em-

bedding.

Proof. First, we show the following claim.
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Claim. Let {xn}n∈N be a sequence on X such that d(o, xn) → ∞ and ϕxn converges to

ξ ∈ clϕ(X) uniformly on compact sets. Then we show that there is no y ∈ X such that

ξ = ϕy.

We prove this by contradiction. That is, suppose there is some y ∈ X and ϕxn converges

uniformly on a compact set to ϕy.

Since d(y, xn) ≥ d(o, xn) − d(o, y) from the triangle inequality, d(y, xn) diverges to

infinity. We let γn : [0, d(y, xn)] → X be a geodesic connecting y and xn. That is,

γn(0) = y and γn(d(y, xn)) = xn. We take x′n to be a point on the image γn([0, d(y, xn)])

of the geodesic γn, satisfying d(y, x
′
n) = d(o, y) + 1. For any n ∈ N, x′n is contained in

B̄(y, d(o, y)+1). Since ϕxn converges uniformly to ϕy on compact sets, the following holds.

|ϕy(x
′
n)− ϕxn(x

′
n)| ≤ sup

u∈B̄(y,d(o,y)+1)

|ϕy(u)− ϕxn(u)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

For any n ∈ N, since xn, x′n, y ∈ X lie on the geodesic γn, we have

ϕy(x
′
n)− ϕxn(x

′
n) = {d(x′n, y)− d(o, y)} − {d(x′n, xn)− d(o, xn)}

= 1− d(x′n, xn) + d(o, xn)

≥ 1− d(x′n, xn) + d(xn, y)− d(o, y)

= 1 + d(y, x′n)− d(o, y)

= 2.

This contradicts the results above, so the claim holds. Now we show that if a sequence

of maps {ϕxn}n∈N converges uniformly to ϕx (x ∈ X) on compact sets, a sequence {xn}n∈N
converges to x.

By the claim, the set {xn} is bounded. Set

R := max{d(o, x), sup
n∈N

d(o, xn)}.

Since ϕxn converges pointwise to ϕx, we have

|ϕxn(x)− ϕx(x)| = |(d(x, xn)− d(o, xn))− (d(x, x)− d(o, x))|

= |d(x, xn)− d(o, xn) + d(o, x)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

On the other hand, ϕxn converges uniformly to ϕx on compact sets, so we obtain

|ϕxn(xn)− ϕx(xn)| ≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|ϕxn(u)− ϕx(u)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.
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Thus, we obtain the following

|ϕxn(xn)− ϕx(xn)| = |d(xn, xn)− d(o, xn)− d(xn, x) + d(o, x)|

= | − d(o, xn)− d(xn, x) + d(o, x)|

= |d(o, xn) + d(xn, x)− d(o, x)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

By triangle inequality, we have

2d(xn, x) ≤ |d(x, xn)− d(o, xn) + d(o, x)|

+ |d(o, xn) + d(xn, x)− d(o, x)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

□

4.2. Reduced horoboundary.

Definition 4.7. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and let ∂hX be the horoboundary.

We define that two functions ξ and η in ∂hX are equivalent, denoted by ξ ∼ η, if

sup
x∈X

|ξ(x)− η(x)| <∞.

This determines an equivalence relation on ∂hX. A reduced horoboundary of X, de-

noted by ∂hX/ ∼, is the quotient of ∂hX by the equivalence relation ∼ with the quotient

topology.

In general, a geodesic Gromov hyperbolic space does not necessarily coincide with its

horoboundary and its ideal boundary.

On the other hand, in geodesic Gromov hyperbolic spaces, Webster and Winchester

[WW03] showed the following.

Theorem 4.8 ([WW03, Theorem 4.5.]). Let (X, d) be a proper geodesic Gromov hy-

perbolic space with the base point o ∈ X. Let ∂oX be an ideal boundary with respect to

the base point o and let ∂hX be a horoboundary of X. Then there is a natural continuous

quotient map from ∂hX onto ∂oX.

It is well known that the reduced horoboundary coincides with the ideal boundary in

proper geodesic Gromov hyperbolic spaces as a corollary of Theorem 4.8.

The same result does not hold for coarsely convex spaces. For example, we have seen

that all normed spaces are geodesic coarsely convex spaces in Example 2.4. There are

examples such as the following. Here, we remark that an ideal boundary of a proper

coarsely convex space is compact and metrizable

Example 4.9. The reduced horoboundary of (R2, l1) is not Hausdorff.
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5. Open cone and horoboundary

Definition 5.1. Let (Y, dY ) be a compact metric space with diameter less than or

equal to 1. Let the open cone over Y be the following quotient topological space.

OY = ([0,∞)× Y )/({0} × Y )

For (t, y) ∈ [0,∞]× Y , we denote by tx the point in OY represented by (t, y). We define

a metric dOY on OY by

dOY (tx, sy) := |t− s|+min{t, s}dY (x, y).

Set o := 0y ∈ OY as the base point of OY .

Proposition 5.2. Let (Y, dY ) be a compact metric space with diameter less than or

equal to 1 and OY be an open cone over Y . Then OY is a proper metric space.

Proof. Let K ⊂ OY be a closed bounded subset. There exists R ≥ 0 such that K

is contained in [0, R] × Y/({0} × Y ). Since [0, R] × Y is compact, the quotient [0, R] ×
Y/({0} × Y ) is compact. Therefore, K is compact. □

As in the following example, OY is not necessarily a geodesic space.

Example 5.3. We consider a two-points set Y = {a, b} and define d : Y ×Y → R≥0 to

satisfy d(a, a) = 0, d(b, b) = 0, d(a, b) = d(b, a) = 1. Then d is a metric on Y , and (Y, d) is

a compact metric space with diameter less than or equal to 1.

Then OY is not a geodesic space. We prove this by contradiction.

We assume there exists some geodesic γ : [0, 1] → OY such that γ(0) = 1a and γ(1) =

1b. In this case, there is a map f : [0, 1] → R≥0 and a map g : [0, 1] → Y such that

γ(t) = f(t)g(t) for any t ∈ [0, 1].

We show f : [0, 1] → R≥0 is a continuous function. By the continuity of γ : [0, 1] → OY ,

for any t1 ∈ [0, 1] and any ϵ > 0, there exists some δ > 0 and for any t ∈ [0, 1] with

|t− t1| < δ, we have

dOY (γ(t), γ(t1)) = |f(t)− f(t1)|+min{f(t), f(t1)}d(g(t), g(t1)) < ϵ.

So we have |f(t)− f(t1)| < ϵ.

By the compactness of [0, 1] and the continuity of f , there exists minimum value m :=

mint∈[0,1] f(t). Then, the minimum value m is equal to 0. We prove this by contradiction.

Since f(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ [0, 1], we may assume that m > 0. From the continuity of

γ : [0, 1] → OY , for any t1
′ ∈ [0, 1] and any ϵ′ > 0, there exists some δ′ > 0 and for any

t′ ∈ [0, 1] with |t′ − t1
′| < δ, we have

dOY (γ(t
′), γ(t1

′)) = |f(t′)− f(t1
′)|+min{f(t′), f(t1′)}dY (g(t′), g(t1′)) < mϵ.

So we have

mdY (g(t
′), g(t1

′)) < mϵ.
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By the hypothesis of m > 0, we get

dY (g(t
′), g(t1

′)) < ϵ.

Therefore, g : [0, 1] → Y is a continuous map. Since [0, 1] is connected and Y is discrete,

the map g : [0, 1] → Y is a constant map. We assume that g(t) = 1a for any t ∈ [0, 1].

Then, we have

0 = dOY (γ(1), γ(1)) = dOY (1b, f(1)g(1)) = dOY (1b, f(1)a)

= |1− f(1)|+min{1, f(1)}dY (a, b)

≥ min{1,m} > 0.

This is contradiction. So we have m = 0. In particular, there exists some t0 ∈ [0, 1] such

that f(t0) = 0. It follows that γ(t0) = f(t0)g(t0) = o. Since 1b ̸= o, we have t0 ̸= 1.

On the other hand, since γ : [0, 1] → OY is a geodesic, we have t0 = dOY (γ(0), γ(t0)) =

dOY (1a, o) = 1. This is a contradiction.

We will show thatOY can be topologically embedded in C(OY ). As stated in the above,

OY is not necessarily geodesic spaces. So, we cannot apply directly Proposition 4.6.

Proposition 5.4. Let (Y, dY ) be a compact metric space with diameter less than or

equal to 1 and OY be an open cone over Y . Let C(OY ) be the space of continuous

functions on OY equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. For

each sx ∈ OY , we consider the function ϕsx : OY → R as following,

ϕsx(ty) := dOY (ty, sx)− dOY (o, sx)

= dOY (ty, sx)− s

Then the map ϕ : OY → C(OY ), sx 7→ ϕsx is a topological embedding.

Proof. Let {zn}n∈N = {tnyn}n∈N, (tn ∈ R≥0, yn ∈ Y ) be a sequence in OY escaping

to infinity, that is tn → ∞.

We claim that no subsequence of ϕzn converges to a function ϕz with z := ty ∈ OY .

Suppose contrarily, there exists a subsequence of ϕzn which converges to ϕz with z = ty ∈
OY . By replacing the subsequence, we suppose that ϕzn converges to ϕz.

First we consider the case t = 0.

We have ϕz(1y) = ϕo(1y) = 1. On the other hand, for any n ∈ N with tn ≥ 1, we have

ϕzn(1y) = −1 + dY (yn, y) ≤ 0. This contradicts that ϕzn converges pointwise to ϕo.

Next we consider the case t ̸= 0.

Let R > 0 be a constant that satisfies R > t+ 1. Set x = (t+ 1)y ∈ OY .
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Since the topology of C(OY ) is given by the uniform convergence on compact sets, ϕzn

converges uniformly on B̄(0, R) to ϕz. By taking n ∈ N large enough, we have

|ϕzn(z)− ϕz(z)| = |(dOY (zn, z)− dOY (0, zn))− (dOY (z, z)− dOY (0, z))|

= |(|tn − t|+min{tn, t}dY (yn, y)− tn)− (−t)|

= tdY (yn, y) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Since t ̸= 0, we have dY (yn, y) → 0 as n → ∞. On the other hand, for n ∈ N with

tn ≥ t+ 1,

|ϕzn(x)− ϕz(x)|

= |(|tn − (t+ 1)|+min{tn, t}dY (yn, y)− tn)− (1 + tdY (y, y)− t)|

= | − 2 + tdY (yn, y)| → 2 ̸= 0 as n→ ∞.

This contradicts the fact that ϕzn converges pointwise to ϕz. This completes the proof of

the claim.

The rest of the proof can be shown as in Proposition 4.6.

□

Proposition 5.5. Let (Y, dY ) be a compact metric space with diameter less than or

equal to 1, and let OY be an open cone over Y . Let {tnyn}n∈N be a sequence satisfying tn →
∞ on OY . If ϕtnyn ∈ C(OY ) converges uniformly on compact sets to ξ ∈ cl{ϕsx | sx ∈
OY }, then yn converges to some point on Y .

Proof. Since Y is compact, it is enough to show that {yn}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence.

Let m and n be arbitrary natural numbers. Since ϕtnyn converges uniformly to ξ ∈
∂hOY on compact sets, we have

|ϕtmym(1yn)− ϕtnyn(1yn)| ≤ |ϕtmym(1yn)− ξ(1yn)|+ |ϕtnyn(1yn)− ξ(1yn)|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,1)

|ϕtmym(u)− ξ(u)|+ sup
u∈B̄(o,1)

|ϕtnyn(u)− ξ(u)|

→ 0 as m,n→ ∞.

On the other hand, by taking m and n large enough, we have

|ϕtmym(1yn)− ϕtnyn(1yn)| = |dOY (1yn, tmym)− dOY (o, tmym)− dOY (1yn, tnyn) + dOY (o, tnyn)|

= |(tm − 1) + dY (ym, yn)− tm − (tn − 1)− dY (yn, yn) + tn|

= dY (ym, yn).

So we have dY (ym, yn) → 0 as m,n→ ∞. □

Proposition 5.6. Let (Y, dY ) be a compact metric space with diameter less than or

equal to 1. Let (OY, dOY ) be an open cone over Y . Then Y and ∂hOY are homeomorphic.
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Proof. We define F : Y → C(OY ) as follows,

y 7→ (F (y)(sx) := −s+ sd(x, y)).

For any y ∈ Y , we show F (y) ∈ ∂hOY .

We observe that a sequence {ϕny}n∈N converges to F (y). We fix R > 0. For all n > R,

we have

sup
sx∈B̄(o,R)

|ϕny(sx)− F (y)(sx)|

= sup
sx∈B̄(o,R)

|{dOY (sx, ny)− dOY (o, ny)} − {−s+ sdY (x, y)}|

= sup
sx∈B̄(o,R)

|{n− s+ sdY (x, y)− n} − {−s+ sdY (x, y)}|

= 0.

Thus, the sequence of maps {ϕny}n∈N converges uniformly to F (y) on compact sets.

Since the sequence {ny}n∈N is unbounded, we have F (y) = limn→∞ ϕny ∈ ∂hOY by

Proposition 5.4.

We show F : Y → ∂hOY is continuous.

We take a sequence {yn}n∈N ⊂ Y such that yn converges to some y ∈ Y . We take L > 0

arbitrarily. Then we have

sup
sx∈B̄(o,L)

|F (yn)(sx)− F (y)(sx)|

= sup
sx∈B̄(o,L)

|{−s+ sdY (x, yn)} − {−s+ sdY (x, y)}|

≤ sup
sx∈B̄(o,L)

sdY (yn, y)

≤ LdY (yn, y) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Thus, a sequence of maps {F (yn)}n∈N converges uniformly to F (y) on compact sets, so

F : Y → ∂hOY is continuous.

We show F : Y → ∂hOY is injective. For any y, z ∈ Y , we assume F (y) = F (z). Then

we have

F (y)(1z) = −1 + dY (y, z) = −1 = F (z)(1z).

Therefore, we have dY (y, z) = 0, that is, F : Y → ∂hOY is injective.

We show F : Y → ∂hOY is surjective. We take ξ ∈ ∂hOY arbitrarily. Then, there

is a sequence {tnyn}n∈N ⊂ OY such that tn → ∞ as n → ∞ and a sequence of maps

{ϕtnyn}n∈N converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets. By Proposition 5.5, the sequence
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{yn}n∈N converges to some point y ∈ Y . For any sx ∈ OY , we have

ξ(sx) = lim
n→∞

ϕtnyn(sx)

= lim
n→∞

dOY (sx, tnyn)− dOY (o, tnyn)

= lim
n→∞

tn − s+ sdY (x, yn)− tn

= −s+ sd(x, y)

= F (y)(sx).

Therefore, we have ξ = F (y), that is, F : Y → ∂hOY is surjective. Since Y is compact

and ∂hOY is Hausdorff, F : Y → ∂hOY is a homeomorphism. □

By Proposition 3.4, an ideal boundary of a proper coarsely convex space is a compact

metric space with its diameter if less than or equal to 1. Applying Proposition 5.6, we

obtain Theorem 1.1.

6. Cone metric and horoboundary

Andreev defined a cone metric for Busemann spaces [And18]. In this section, we con-

struct a cone metric for coarsely convex spaces. Then we construct the horoboundary

using the cone metric.

6.1. Cone metric. For t ∈ R, we denote by ⌊t⌋ the greatest integer less than or equal

to t.

Definition 6.1. Let (X, d) be a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space with a base point

o ∈ X. Let Γ be a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing on X. For given points

x, y ∈ X. The cone metric dc(x, y) is defined by

dc(x, y) :=|d(o, x)− d(o, y)|

+ d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊min{d(o, x), d(o, y)}⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊min{d(o, x), d(o, y)}⌋)).

By the definition of the cone metric, for any x ∈ X, we have dc(o, x) = d(o, x). Also, the

cone metric is non-negative, symmetric.

Remark 6.2. If (X, d) is a geodesic (E,C)-coarsely convex space with a geodesic

(E,C)-coarsely convex bicombing Γ and a base point o ∈ X, we define cone metric

as follows

dc(x, y) :=|d(o, x)− d(o, y)|

+ d(rpΓ(o, x,min{d(o, x), d(o, y)}), rpΓ(o, y,min{d(o, x), d(o, y)}))

for any x, y ∈ X. From Example 2.5, a Busemann space is a geodesic (1, 0)-coarsely

convex space. Then, the cone metric defined above coincides with the definition given
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by Andreev in [And18]. Furthermore, Definition 6.1 is an extension of the cone metric

defined above to quasi-geodesic spaces.

Lemma 6.3. Let (X, d) be a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space with (λ, k, E, C, θ)-

coarsely convex bicombing Γ. For any three points x, y, z ∈ X, we have

dc(x, z) ≤ λEdc(x, y) + λEdc(y, z) + 4λ+ 2k + C.

Proof. We consider three points x, y, z ∈ X satisfy d(o, x) ≤ d(o, y) ≤ d(o, z). Since

Γ is a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing, we have

d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

= d

(
Γ

(
o, y,

⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, y)

)
,Γ

(
o, z,

⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, z)

))
≤ ⌊d(o, x)⌋

⌊d(o, y)⌋
Ed

(
Γ

(
o, y,

⌊d(o, y)⌋
d(o, y)

)
,Γ

(
o, z,

⌊d(o, y)⌋
d(o, z)

))
+ C

≤ Ed(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋)) + C.

Thus, we have the following

dc(x, y) = d(o, y)− d(o, x) + d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ d(o, z)− d(o, x) + d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

= dc(x, z) + d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ dc(x, z) + d(o, z)− d(o, y) + Ed(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋)) + C

≤ Edc(x, z) + Edc(y, z) + C.

Similarly, we have

dc(x, z) = d(o, z)− d(o, x) + d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ d(o, z)− d(o, x) + d(o, y)− d(o, y) + d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

= dc(x, y) + d(o, z)− d(o, y) + d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ dc(x, y) + d(o, z)− d(o, y) + Ed(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋)) + C

≤ Edc(x, y) + Edc(y, z) + C.

Since Γ is a (λ, k)-quasi geodesic bicombing, we have

d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋)) ≤ λ

(
⌊d(o, y)⌋
d(o, y)

− ⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, y)

)
d(o, y) + k

≤ λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k.
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Similarly, we have

d(rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋)) ≤ λ

(
⌊d(o, y)⌋
d(o, z)

− ⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, z)

)
d(o, z) + k

≤ λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k.

So we have

dc(y, z) = d(o, z)− d(o, y) + d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋))

≤ d(o, z)− d(o, y) + d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, y)⌋))

≤ d(o, z)− d(o, y) + λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k

+ d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋)) + λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k

≤ λ(d(o, z)− d(o, y)) + λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k

+ d(rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, z, ⌊d(o, x)⌋)) + λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x)) + 2λ+ k

≤ λdc(x, y) + λdc(x, z) + 4λ+ 2k.

□

Lemma 6.4. Let (X, d) be a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space and let dc be a cone

metric on X. For any x, y ∈ X, we have

dc(x, y) ≤ (λ+ 2)d(x, y) + 2λ+ 2k.

Proof. We do not lose generality by assuming d(o, x) ≤ d(o, y). Since Γ is a (λ, k)-

quasi geodesic bicombing, we have

d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), x) + d(x, y) + d(y, rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

= d

(
Γ

(
o, x,

⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, x)

)
,Γ(o, x, 1)

)
+ d(x, y) + d

(
Γ(o, y, 1),Γ

(
o, y,

⌊d(o, x)⌋
d(o, y)

))
≤ λ+ k + d(x, y) + λ(d(o, y)− d(o, x) + 1) + k

≤ (λ+ 1)d(x, y) + 2λ+ 2k.

So we have

dc(x, y) = d(o, y)− d(o, x) + d(rpΓ(o, x, ⌊d(o, x)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, x)⌋))

≤ (λ+ 2)d(x, y) + 2λ+ 2k.
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□

6.2. Horoboundary. Now, we consider horoboundary for the cone metric, and study

the relation with the ideal boundary. Let B(X) be the set of all R-valued functions on

X, and equip with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. We define

ψ : X → B(X) as follows. For x ∈ X, let

x 7→ ψx := dc(−, x)− dc(o, x)

:= dc(−, x)− d(o, x).

Definition 6.5. Let (X, d) be a proper (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space and let

Bb(X) be the set of all R-valued bounded functions on X. Let ψ : X → B(X) be the map

defined above. Let

Bb,λ,E(X) :=

{
f ∈ B(X)

∣∣∣∣ 1

λE
ψx − β ≤ f ≤ λEψx + β, ∃x ∈ X, ∃β ∈ Bb(X)

}
.

We define the horoboundary of X with cone metric, denoted by ∂chX as follows

∂chX := clψ(X) \Bb,λ,E(X).

We also say that ∂chX is a horoboundary of (X, dc). Here clψ(X) denotes the closure of

ψ(X) in B(X).

We call a function which belongs to ∂chX a horofunction with cone metric, or we simply

call it horofunction if there is no risk of misunderstanding.

Lemma 6.6. Let (X, d) be a proper (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space. If the sequence

ψxn converges to ξ ∈ ∂chX, then only finitely many of the points xn lie in any bounded

subset of X.

Proof. We assume that infinitely many xn contained in some ball B̄(o,R) where

R > 0.

Since X is proper, B̄(o,R) is compact. By taking a subsequence, we can assume that

{xn}n∈N converges to x̃ ∈ B̄(o,R) as n → ∞. By hypothesis, ψxn converges pointwise to

ξ on X. By Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, we have

ψxn(x)− λEψx̃(x) = {dc(x, xn)− dc(o, xn)} − λE{dc(x, x̃)− dc(o, x̃)}

= {dc(x, xn)− λEdc(x, x̃)}+ {λEdc(o, x̃)− dc(o, xn)}

≤ λEdc(xn, x̃) + 4λ+ 2k + C + {λEd(o, x̃)− d(o, xn)}

≤ λE{(λ+ 2)d(xn, x̃) + 2λ+ 2k}+ 4λ+ 2k + C

+ {λEd(o, x̃)− d(o, xn)}
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for all x ∈ X. Since d(xn, x̃) → 0 and ψxn(x) → ξ(x) for all x ∈ X, we get

ξ(x)− λEψx̃(x) = lim
n→∞

ψxn(x)− λEψx̃(x)

≤ lim
n→∞

λE{(λ+ 2)d(xn, x̃) + 2λ+ 2k}+ 4λ+ 2k + C

+ {λEd(o, x̃)− d(o, xn)}

= (λE − 1)d(o, x̃) + 2λ2E + 2λkE + 4λ+ 2k + C

≤ (λE − 1)R + 2λ2E + 2λkE + 4λ+ 2k + C.

So we have

ξ(x) ≤ λEψx̃(x) + (λE − 1)R + 2λ2E + 2λkE + 4λ+ 2k + C

for any x ∈ X.

Similarly, we have

ψx̃(x)− λEξ(x) ≤ (λE − 1)R + 2λ2E + 2λkE + 4λ+ 2k + C

for any x ∈ X, that is,

1

λE
ψx̃(x)−

1

λE
{(λE − 1)R + 2λ2E + 2λkE + 4λ+ 2k + C} ≤ ξ(x)

for any x ∈ X. This contradicts to ξ ∈ ∂chX. □

In the rest of this section, let (X, d) be a proper metric space with a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-

coarsely convex bicombing Γ, fix the base point o ∈ X and let ∂oX be the ideal boundary

of X with respect to the base point o. We construct a continuous map from ∂chX to ∂oX.

Lemma 6.7. Let ξ ∈ ∂chX and let {xn}n∈N on X be a sequence such that ψxn converges

uniformly to ξ on compact sets.

(1) The sequence {xn}n∈N belongs to S∞
o X. That is, (xn | xm)o → ∞ as n,m→ ∞.

(2) Let {yn}n∈N be another sequence on X such that ψyn converges uniformly to ξ on

compact sets. Then we have (xn | yn)o → ∞ as n→ ∞.

Proof. We take R > 0 arbitrarily. Set x̃n = rpΓ(o, xn, R). By the definition of Γ, for

any n ∈ N, we have

d(o, x̃n) = d (o, rpΓ(o, xn, R)) ≤ λR + k.

So we have x̃n ∈ B̄(o, λR+ k) for any n ∈ N. Since X is proper, B̄(o, λR+ k) is compact.

Since ψxn converges uniformly to ξ on B̄(o, λR + k), we have

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψxm(x̃n)| ≤ |ψxn(x̃n)− ξ(x̃n)|+ |ψxm(x̃n)− ξ(x̃n)|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ψxn(u)− ξ(u)|+ sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ψxm(u)− ξ(u)|

→ 0 as n,m→ ∞.
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On the other hand, for any n,m ∈ N with d(o, xn), d(o, xm) > R, we have

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψxm(x̃n)|
(6.1)

= |{dc(x̃n, xn)− d(o, xn)} − {dc(x̃n, xm)− d(o, xm)}|

= |{d(o, xn)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, xn)}

− {d(o, xm)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xm, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, xm)}|

= |d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

− d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xm, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))|.

Since Γ is a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing, we have

|R− d(o, x̃n)| =
∣∣∣∣ R

d(o, xn)
d(o, xn)− d(o, x̃n)

∣∣∣∣
≤ θ

(
d

(
Γ

(
o, xn,

R

d(o, xn)

)
,Γ(o, x̃n, 1)

))
= θ(0).

So we have

d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))
(6.2)

≤ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xn, R))

+ d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

≤ λ+ k + λ|R− d(o, x̃n)|+ k + λ+ k

≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k.

By eq. (6.1) and eq. (6.2), there is some N ∈ N such that we have

d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xm, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)) + 1

≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + 1
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for any n,m ∈ N with n,m ≥ N . Therefore, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, xm, R))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xm, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, xm, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xm, d(o, x̃n)))

+ d(rpΓ(o, xm, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xm, R))

≤ λθ(0) + k + λ+ k + λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + 1 + λ+ k + λθ(0) + k

= λ(4θ(0) + 6) + 10k + 1

for any n,m ∈ N with n,m ≥ N .

Set L := λ(4θ(0) + 6) + 10k + 1. Note that L > 1. Then, for any R > 0, there is some

N ∈ N such that for any n,m ∈ N with n,m ≥ N , we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, xm, R)) ≤ L.

We show, for any s ∈ R≥0, there is some N ′ ∈ N such that for any n,m ∈ N with

n,m ≥ N ′, we have (xn | xm)o ≥ s. From above, there is some N ′ ∈ N such that for any

n,m ∈ N with n,m ≥ N ′, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, ELs), rpΓ(o, xm, ELs)) ≤ L.

Since Γ is a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, s), rpΓ(o, xm, s)) = d

(
rpΓ

(
o, xn,

1

EL
ELs

)
, rpΓ

(
o, xm,

1

EL
ELs

))
≤ 1

EL
Ed(rpΓ(o, xn, ELs), rpΓ(o, xm, ELs)) + C

≤ 1 + C ≤ D1.

So we have

(xn | xm)o = sup{t ∈ R≥0 | d(rpΓ(o, xn, t), rpΓ(o, xm, t)) ≤ D1} ≥ s

for any n,m ∈ N with n,m ≥ N ′. This completes the proof of item (1).

Now we will show item (2). Since both ψxn and ψyn converge uniformly to ξ on B̄(o, λR+

k), we have

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψyn(x̃n)| ≤ |ψxn(x̃n)− ξ(x̃n)|+ |ψyn(x̃n)− ξ(x̃n)|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ψxn(u)− ξ(u)|+ sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ψyn(u)− ξ(u)|

→ 0 as n→ ∞.
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On the other hand, for any n ∈ N with d(o, xn), d(o, yn) > R, we have

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψyn(x̃n)|
(6.3)

= |{dc(x̃n, xn)− d(o, xn)} − {dc(x̃n, yn)− d(o, yn)}|

= |{d(o, xn)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, xn)}

− {d(o, yn)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, yn)}|

= |d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

− d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))|.

By eq. (6.2) and eq. (6.3), there is some N ∈ N such that we have

d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)) + 1

≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + 1

for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N . Therefore, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, yn, R))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, xn, R), rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, yn, d(o, x̃n)))

+ d(rpΓ(o, yn, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, yn, R))

≤ λθ(0) + k + λ+ k + λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + 1 + λ+ k + λθ(0) + k

= λ(4θ(0) + 6) + 10k + 1 = L

for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N . The rest of the proof of item (2) can be shown as in

item (1). □

By Lemma 6.7, we define Pr: ∂chX → ∂oX as follows. For any ξ ∈ ∂chX, there is a

sequence {xn}n∈N ∈ S∞
o X such that ψxn converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets. Let

x ∈ ∂oX be the equivalence class of the sequence {xn}n∈N. Then we define Pr(ξ) := x.

By item (2) of Lemma 6.7, Pr(ξ) does not depend on the choice of a sequence {xn}n∈N
such that ξ = limn→∞ ψxn .

Proposition 6.8. Pr: ∂chX → ∂oX is continuous.

Proof. We take ξ ∈ ∂chX arbitrarily and assume that the sequence of maps {ξm}m∈N

in ∂chX converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets.
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We take {xn}n∈N to be a sequence on X such that {ψxn}n∈N converges uniformly to ξ

on compact sets. By Lemma 6.7, the sequence {xn}n∈N belongs to S∞
o X, and we denote

by x the equivalence class of {xn}n∈N on ∂oX. By the definition of the map Pr, we get

Pr(ξ) = x.

Similarly, we take {ym,l}l∈N to be a sequence on X such that {ψym,l
}l∈N converges

uniformly to ξm on compact sets for each m ∈ N. Lemma 6.7, the sequence {ym,l}l∈N
belongs to S∞

o X each l ∈ N, and we denote by ym the equivalence class of {ym,l}l∈N on

∂oX. By the definition of the map Pr, we get Pr(ξm) = ym for any m ∈ N.
Here, we show limm→∞(x | ym)o = ∞. Since we have limn→∞(x | xn)o = ∞ and

liml→∞(ym,l | ym)o = ∞, it is enough to show limm→∞ lim infn,l→∞(xn | ym,l)o = ∞.

We take R > 0 arbitrarily. Set x̃n := rpΓ(o, xn, R). We have x̃n ∈ B̄(o, λR+ k) for any

n ∈ N. Since ψxn converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets and ψym,l
converges uniformly

to ξm on compact sets for each m ∈ N, we have

lim inf
n,l→∞

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψym,l
(x̃n)|

≤ lim inf
n,l→∞

|ψxn(x̃n)− ξ(x̃n)|+ |ξ(x̃n)− ξm(x̃n)|+ |ξm(x̃n)− ψym,l
(x̃n)|

≤ lim
n→∞

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ψxn(u)− ξ(u)|+ sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ξ(u)− ξm(u)|

+ lim
l→∞

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ξm(u)− ψym,l
(u)|

= sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ξ(u)− ξm(u)|.

Since ξm converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets, for any R > 0, there is some M > 0

such that for any m ∈ N with m ≥M and for a sufficiently small ϵ, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

|ξ(u)− ξm(u)| ≤ 1− ϵ.

We fix m ∈ N with m ≥M . Then, we have

lim inf
n,l→∞

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψym,l
(x̃n)| ≤ 1− ϵ.

There is some Nm ∈ N such that for any i ∈ N with i ≥ Nm, there are some n, l ∈ N such

that n, l ≥ i and we have |ψxn(x̃n)− ψym,l
(x̃n)| < 1.

On the other hand, by Lemma 6.6, for large enough n ∈ N, we have d(o, xn) > λR+ k.

Similarly, for large enough l ∈ N, we have d(o, ym,l) > λR + k. So we have

|ψxn(x̃n)− ψym,l
(x̃n)|

= |{d(o, xn)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, xn)}

− {d(o, ym,l)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)− d(o, ym,l)}|

= |d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

− d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))|
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for large enough n, l ∈ N. By the proof of Lemma 6.7, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)) ≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k

for each n ∈ N. Thus, for any i ∈ N with i ≥ Nm, there is some n, l ∈ N such that n, l ≥ i

and we have

d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)) ≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k + 1.

By the proof of Lemma 6.7, we have |R− d(o, x̃n)| ≤ θ(0). Therefore, for any i ∈ N with

i ≥ Nm, there is some n, l ∈ N such that n, l ≥ i and we have

d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, R), rpΓ(o, xn, R))

≤ d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, R), rpΓ(o, ym,l, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, ym,l, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

+ d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)

+ d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n))) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, d(o, x̃n)), rpΓ(o, xn, R))

≤ λ(4θ(0) + 6) + 10k + 1.

Set L := λ(4θ(0) + 6) + 10k + 1. Note L > 1. For any R > 0, there is some M ∈ N such

that for any m ∈ N with m ≥ M , there is some Nm ∈ N such that for any i ∈ N with

i ≥ Nm, there are some n, l ∈ N such that n, l ≥ i and we have

d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, R), rpΓ(o, xn, R)) ≤ L.

We show, for any s ∈ R≥0, there is someM ′ ∈ N such that for anym ∈ N withm ≥M ′,

we have lim infn,l→∞(xn | ym,l)o ≥ s. From above, there is some M ′ ∈ N such that for any

m ∈ N with m ≥ M ′, there is some Nm ∈ N such that for any i ∈ N with i ≥ Nm, there

are some n, l ∈ N such that n, l ≥ i and we have

d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ELs), rpΓ(o, xn, ELs)) ≤ L.

Since Γ is a (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex bicombing, we have

d(rpΓ(o, ym,l, s), rpΓ(o, xn, s)) = d

(
rpΓ

(
o, ym,l,

1

EL
ELs

)
, rpΓ

(
o, xn,

1

EL
ELs

))
≤ 1

EL
Ed(rpΓ(o, ym,l, ELs), rpΓ(o, xn, ELs)) + C

≤ 1 + C ≤ D1.

This means that for any s ∈ R≥0, there is some M ′ ∈ N such that for any m ∈ N with

m ≥M ′, we have lim infn,l→∞(xn | ym,l)o ≥ s. Therefore, we have

lim
m→∞

lim inf
n,l→∞

(xn | ym,l)o = ∞.

□
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6.3. Reduced horoboundary.

Definition 6.9. Let (X, d) be a proper (λ, k, E, C, θ)-coarsely convex space and let

∂chX be the horoboundary defined above, using the cone metric.

We define that two functions ξ and η in ∂chX are equivalent, denoted by ξ ∼ η, if

sup
u∈X

|ξ(u)− η(u)| <∞.

This determines an equivalence relation on ∂chX. A reduced horoboundary of X with

cone metric, denoted by ∂chX/ ∼, is the quotient of ∂chX by the equivalence relation ∼ with

the quotient topology. We also say that ∂chX/ ∼ is a reduced horoboundary of (X, dc).

Let π : ∂chX → ∂chX/ ∼ be the natural projection. If ξ ∼ η, we have Pr(ξ) = Pr(η).

So there uniquely exists a continuous map f : ∂chX/ ∼→ ∂oX such that Pr = f ◦ π. We

construct the inverse of f .

Definition 6.10. For any x ∈ ∂oX, we define a (λ, k1)-quasi geodesic ray γx : R≥0 → X

as follows

γx(−) := rpΓ̄(o, x,−)

where k1 := λ + k. Then we define bx : X → R as the Busemann function respect to the

cone metric by

u 7→ −d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γx(⌊d(o, u)⌋)).

Proposition 6.11. The Busemann function respect to the cone metric is a horofunc-

tion.

Proof. Let x ∈ ∂oX and define γx : R≥0 → X by γx(−) = rpΓ̄(o, x,−). Then, there is

a sequence {xn}n∈N ∈ S∞
o X such that we have (xn |x)o → ∞ as n→ ∞ and the sequence

of maps {rpΓ(o, xn,−)|N : N → X}n∈N converges pointwise to γx(−) = rpΓ̄(o, x,−).

First, we show bx ∈ clψ(X). For any R > 0, by taking n ∈ N large enough, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|ψxn(u)− bx(u)|

= sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|{d(o, xn)− d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋))− d(o, xn)}

− {−d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γx(⌊d(o, u)⌋))}

= sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋)− d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋, γx(⌊d(o, u)⌋))|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γx(⌊d(o, u)⌋))

= max
t∈{1,2,··· ,⌊R⌋}

d(rpΓ(o, xn, t), γx(t)) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Second, we show bx /∈ Bb,λ,E(X) by contradiction. That is, there are some y ∈ X and

β ∈ Bb(X) such that we have
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1

λE
ψy − bx ≤ β.(6.4)

We take R > 0 with

d(o, y) ≤ 1

λ
R− k.

Set x̃n := rpΓ(o, xn, R). Then, for any n ∈ N, we have

d(o, y) ≤ 1

λ
R− k ≤ d(o, x̃n) ≤ λR + k.

For large enough n ∈ N, we have d(o, xn) > λR + k.

By the proof of Lemma 6.7, we have

d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋)) ≤ λ(θ(0) + 2) + 3k.

Thus, we have

1

λE
ψy(x̃n)− ψxn(x̃n)

=
1

λE
{d(o, x̃n)− d(o, y) + d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋))− d(o, y)}

− {d(o, xn)− d(o, x̃n) + d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))− d(o, xn)}

=

(
1

λE
+ 1

)
d(o, x̃n)−

2

λE
d(o, y) +

1

λE
d(rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, y)⌋), rpΓ(o, y, ⌊d(o, y)⌋))

− d(rpΓ(o, xn, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋), rpΓ(o, x̃n, ⌊d(o, x̃n)⌋))

≥
(

1

λE
+ 1

)(
1

λ
R− k

)
− 2

λE
d(o, y)− λ(θ(0) + 2)− 3k.

Therefore, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− ψxn(u) ≥

(
1

λE
+ 1

)(
1

λ
R− k

)
− 2

λE
d(o, y)− λ(θ(0) + 2)− 3k

for large enough n ∈ N.
On the other hand, since ψxn converges uniformly to bx on compact sets, we have

lim
n→∞

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− ψxn(u) = sup

u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− bx(u).

So we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− bx(u) ≥

(
1

λE
+ 1

)(
1

λ
R− k

)
− 2

λE
d(o, y)− λ(θ(0) + 2)− 3k.

Since the right-hand side of the above equation contains R > 0 which can be arbitrary

large, this contradicts to eq. (6.4). □

For x ∈ ∂oX, we define g : ∂oX → ∂chX/ ∼ as g(x) := π(bx).

Proposition 6.12. The map g is the inverse of f .
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Proof. First, we show f ◦ g = id∂oX . We take x ∈ ∂oX arbitrarily. Then, we have

g(x) = π(bx). By Proposition 6.11, there is a sequence {xn}n∈N ∈ S∞
o X such that we

have (xn | x)o → ∞ as n→ ∞ and limn→∞ ψxn = bx.

Thus, we obtain

f ◦ g(x) = f(π(bx)) = Pr(bx) = x.

Second, we show g ◦ f = id∂c
hX/∼. We take ξ ∈ ∂chX arbitrarily. By Lemma 6.7, there

is a sequence of maps {ψyn}n∈N converges uniformly to ξ on compact sets, and we have

{yn}n∈N ∈ S∞
o X. Let y ∈ ∂oX be an equivalence class of a sequence {yn}n∈N ∈ S∞

o X. By

the definition of Pr, we have Pr(ξ) = y.

There is a sequence {zn}n∈N ∈ S∞
o X such that we have (zn |y)o → ∞ as n→ ∞ and the

sequence of maps {ψzn}n∈N converges uniformly to by on compact sets. By the definition

of f and g, we have

g ◦ f(π(ξ)) = g(Pr(ξ)) = g(y) = π(by).

Thus, it is enough to show

sup
u∈X

|ξ(u)− by(u)| = sup
u∈X

lim
n→∞

|ψyn(u)− ψzn(u)| <∞.

We take u ∈ X arbitrarily. For large enough n ∈ N, we have

|ψyn(u)− ψzn(u)|

= |{d(o, yn)− d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋))− d(o, yn)}

− {d(o, zn)− d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, zn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋))− d(o, zn)}|

≤ d(rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, zn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋))

By (yn | y)o → ∞ and (zn | y)o → ∞ as n→ ∞, we have

lim inf
n→∞

(yn | zn)o = ∞.

Thus, there is some N ∈ N such that for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N , there is some n′ ∈ N
with n′ ≥ n such that we have

sup{t ∈ R≥0 | d(rpΓ(o, yn′ , t), rpΓ(o, zn′ , t)) ≤ D1} ≥ ⌊d(o, u)⌋.

So, there is some s ≥ ⌊d(o, u)⌋ such that we have

d(rpΓ(o, yn′ , s), rpΓ(o, zn′ , s)) ≤ D1.
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Therefore, there is some N ∈ N such that for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N , there is some n′ ∈ N
with n′ ≥ n such that we have

d(rpΓ(o, yn′ , ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, zn′ , ⌊d(o, u)⌋)

= d

(
rpΓ

(
o, yn′ ,

⌊d(o, u)⌋
s

s

)
, rpΓ

(
o, zn′ ,

⌊d(o, u)⌋
s

s

))
≤ ⌊d(o, u)⌋

s
Ed(rpΓ(o, yn′ , s), rpΓ(o, zn′ , s)) + C

≤ ED1 + C.

From the above, we obtain

|ξ(u)− by(u)| = lim
n→∞

|ψyn(u)− ψzn(u)|

= lim inf
n→∞

|ψyn(u)− ψzn(u)|

≤ lim inf
n→∞

d(rpΓ(o, yn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), rpΓ(o, zn, ⌊d(o, u)⌋))

≤ ED1 + C

for any u ∈ X. So, we have

sup
u∈X

|ξ(u)− by(u)| ≤ ED1 + C.

□

We show that g : ∂oX → ∂chX/ ∼ is continuous. We recall the following lemma from

general topology.

Lemma 6.13. Let (Z,O) be a topological space and let α ∈ Z be a point on Z. Let

{an}n∈N be a sequence on Z such that for any subsequence {an(m)}m∈N has a subsequence

{an(m)(k)}k∈N such that an(m)(k) converges to α. Then an converges to α.

Proof. We prove this by contradiction. That is, there is an open set U ∈ O such that

α ∈ U and for any N ∈ N, there is some n ∈ N, n ≥ N and an /∈ U . We construct a

subsequence {an(m)}m∈N of {an}n∈N by induction as follows.

By the assumption, there is n(1) ∈ N such that n(1) ≥ 1 and an(1) /∈ U . Also, there is

n(2) ∈ N such that n(2) > n(1) and an(2) /∈ U . In the same way, for any m ∈ N, there is

n(m+1) ∈ N such that n(m+1) > n(m) and an(m+1) /∈ U . Thus, we obtain a subsequence

{an(m)}m∈N that does not intersect with U . By the construction of {an(m)}m∈N, there is

no subsequence of {an(m)}m∈N that converges to α. This is a contradiction. □

Proposition 6.14. g : ∂oX → ∂chX/ ∼ is continuous.

Proof. We take x ∈ ∂oX arbitrarily, and we take a sequence {xn}n∈N ⊂ ∂oX arbi-

trarily such that lim infn→∞(xn | x)o = ∞. By Proposition 6.11, we have bx ∈ ∂chX and

bxn ∈ ∂chX for any n ∈ N. Then we show limn→∞ π(bxn) = π(bx).
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Set γx(−) := rpΓ̄(o, x,−) and γxn(−) := rpΓ̄(o, xn,−) for any n ∈ N. By Lemma 3.9,

we have lim infn→∞(γxn | γx)o = ∞.

We take any subsequence {π(bxn(m)
)}m∈N of {π(bxn)}n∈N. Correspondingly, we take a

sequence of (λ, k1)-quasi geodesic rays {γxn(m)
}m∈N where k1 = λ+ k. By the properness

of X and induction, we can take a subsequence {γxn(m)(l)
}l∈N of {γxn(m)

}m∈N such that

{γxn(m)(l)
}l∈N converges uniformly to some (λ, k1)-quasi geodesic ray γ̃ on compact sets.

For details, see [FO20, Proposition 4.17]. We define bγ̃ : X → R as follows

u 7→ −d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γ̃(⌊d(o, u)⌋))

for any u ∈ X. Then, for any R > 0, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|bxn(m)(l)
(u)− bγ̃(u)|

= sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

|{−d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γxn(m)(l)
(⌊d(o, u)⌋))}

− {−d(o, u) + d(rpΓ(o, u, ⌊d(o, u)⌋), γ̃(⌊d(o, u)⌋)}|

≤ sup
u∈B̄(o,R)

d(γxn(m)(l)
(⌊d(o, u)⌋), γ̃(⌊d(o, u)⌋))

≤ max
t∈{1,··· ,⌊R⌋}

d(γxn(m)(l)
(t), γ̃(t)) → 0 as l → ∞.

Thus, {bxn(m)(l)
}l∈N converges uniformly to bγ̃ on compact sets. Since bxn(m)(l)

∈ ∂chX ⊂
clψ(X) for any l ∈ N, we have liml→∞ bxn(m)(l)

= bγ̃ ∈ clψ(X). Also, we have bγ̃ /∈ Bb,λ,E.

We take R > 0 and y ∈ X arbitrarily. By the proof of Proposition 6.11, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− bxn(m)(l)

(u) ≥
(

1

λE
+ 1

)(
1

λ
R− k

)
− 2

λE
d(o, y)−λ(θ(0)+2)−3k

for any l ∈ N. Since bxn(m)(l)
converges uniformly to bγ̃ on compact sets, we have

sup
u∈B̄(o,λR+k)

1

λE
ψy(u)− bγ̃(u) ≥

(
1

λE
+ 1

)(
1

λ
R− k

)
− 2

λE
d(o, y)− λ(θ(0) + 2)− 3k

for any R > 0 and y ∈ X. This means bγ̃ /∈ Bb,λ,E(X) and we have bγ̃ ∈ ∂chX.

We show π(bγ̃) = π(bx), that is supu∈X |bγ̃(u) − bx(u)| < ∞. We prove this by contra-

diction. We assume that

sup
u∈X

|bγ̃(u)− bx(u)| = sup
u∈X

lim
l→∞

|bxn(m)(l)
(x)− bx(u)| = ∞.

For any M > D1 + C, there is xM ∈ X such that for any L ∈ N, there is some l ∈ N,
l ≥ L such that

|bγ̃(xM)− bxn(m)(l)
(xM)| = |d(xM , γ̃(d(o, xM)))− d(xM , γxn(m)(l)

(d(o, xM)))| > M.

By the triangle inequality, for any L ∈ N there is some l ∈ N such that l ≥ L and we have

d(γ̃(d(o, xM)), γxn(m)(l)
(d(o, xM))) > M > D1 + C.
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On the other hand, since {γxn(m)(l)
}l∈N is a subsequence of {γxn}n∈N, we have

lim inf
l→∞

(γxn(m)(l)
| γx)o = ∞.

Thus, there is some L̃ ∈ N such that for any l̃ ∈ N, l̃ ≥ L̃, there is tM > d(o, xM) such

that d(γxn(m)(l̃)
(tM), γx(tM)) ≤ D1. Thus, we have

d(γxn(m)(l̃)
(d(o, xM)), γx(d(o, xM)) = d(rpΓ̄(o, xn(m)(l̃), d(o, xM)), rpΓ̄(o, x, d(o, xM)))

≤ d(o, xM)

tM
d(rpΓ̄(o, xn(m)(l̃), tM), rpΓ̄(o, x, tM)) + C

=
d(o, xM)

tM
d(γxn(m)(l̃)

(tM), γx(tM)) + C

≤ D1 + C < M.

This is a contradiction. So we have

sup
u∈X

|bγ̃(u)− bx(u)| <∞.

In particular, we have

lim
l→∞

π(bxn(m)(l)
) = π( lim

l→∞
bxn(m)(l)

) = π(bγ̃) = π(bx).

From above, any subsequence {π(bxn(m)
)}m∈N of {π(bxn)}n∈N has a subsequence which

converges to π(bx). By Lemma 6.13, we have limn→∞ π(bxn) = π(bx). □

Combining Propositions 6.8, 6.12 and 6.14, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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