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Abstract

We introduce a concept of tree-graded metric space and we use it to show quasi-isometry
invariance of certain classes of relatively hyperbolic groups, to obtain a characterization of
relatively hyperbolic groups in terms of their asymptotic cones, to find geometric properties
of Cayley graphs of relatively hyperbolic groups, and to construct the first example of finitely
generated group with a continuum of non-m;-equivalent asymptotic cones. Note that by a
result of Kramer, Shelah, Tent and Thomas, continuum is the maximal possible number
of different asymptotic cones of a finitely generated group, provided that the Continuum
Hypothesis is true.
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1 Introduction

An asymptotic cone of a metric space is, roughly speaking, what one sees when one looks at the
space from infinitely far away. More precisely, any asymptotic cone of a metric space (X, dist)
corresponds to an ultrafilter w, a sequence of observation points e = (e )nen from X and a
sequence of scaling constants d = (d, )nen diverging to co. The cone Con(X;e, d) corresponding
to e and d is the w-limit of the sequence of spaces with basepoints (X, dist/d,,,e,) (see Section
3 for precise definitions).

In particular, if X is the Cayley graph of a group G with a word metric then the asymptotic
cones of X are called asymptotic cones of G.

The concept of asymptotic cone was essentially used by Gromov in [Gr;] and then formally
introduced by van den Dries and Wilkie [VDW].

Asymptotic cones have been used to characterize important classes of groups:

e A finitely generated group is virtually Abelian if and only if its asymptotic cones are
isometric to the Euclidean space R™ ([Gr1], [Pal).

e A finitely generated group is virtually nilpotent if and only if its asymptotic cones are
locally compact ([Gri], [VDW], [Dry4)).

e A finitely generated group is hyperbolic if and only if its asymptotic cones are R-trees

([Grs]).



In [DP4] it is shown moreover that asymptotic cones of non-elementary hyperbolic groups
are all isometric to the complete homogeneous R-tree of valence continuum. The asymptotic
cones of elementary groups are isometric to either a line R (if the group is infinite) or to a point.
Thus every hyperbolic group has only one asymptotic cone up to isometry.

Asymptotic cones of quasi-isometric spaces are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. In particular the
topology of an asymptotic cone of a finitely generated group does not depend on the choice of
the generating set. This was used in [Kal.;| and [Kals] to prove rigidity results for fundamental
groups of Haken manifolds, in [KIL] to prove rigidity for cocompact lattices in higher rank
semisimple groups, and in [Drs] to provide an alternative proof of the rigidity for non-cocompact
lattices in higher rank semisimple groups. For a survey of results on quasi-isometry invariants
and their relations to asymptotic cones see [Dry].

The power of asymptotic cones stems from the fact that they capture both geometric and
logical properties of the group, since a large subgroup of the ultrapower G of the group G acts
transitively by isometries on the asymptotic cone Con“(Gje,d). Logical aspects of asymptotic
cones are studied and used in the recent papers by Kramer, Shelah, Tent and Thomas [KSTT],
[KT].

One of the main properties of asymptotic cones of a metric space X is that geometry of
finite configurations of points in the asymptotic cone reflects the “coarse” geometry of similar
finite configurations in X. This is the spirit of Gromov-Delzant’s approximation statement [Del]
and of the applications of R-trees to Rips-Sela theory of equations in hyperbolic groups and
homomorphisms of hyperbolic groups [RiSe|. This was also used in Drutu’s proof of hyperbolicity
of groups with sub-quadratic isoperimetric inequality [Drs].

By a result of Gromov [Grs] if all asymptotic cones of a finitely presented group are simply
connected then the group has polynomial isoperimetric function and linear isodiametric function.
Papasoglu proved in [Pp] that groups having quadratic isoperimetric functions have simply
connected asymptotic cones. In general, asymptotic cones of groups are not necessarily simply
connected [Tr]. In fact, if a group G is not finitely presented then its asymptotic cones cannot
all be simply connected [Grs, Dry]. A higher-dimensional version of this result is obtained by
Riley [Ri]. According to the result of Gromov cited above, examples of finitely presented groups
with non-simply connected asymptotic cones can be found in [Bri] and [SBR].

Although asymptotic cones can be completely described in some cases, the general perception
is nevertheless that asymptotic cones are usually large and “undescribable”. This might be the
reason of uncharacteristically “mild” questions by Gromov [Grs):

Problem 1.1. Which groups can appear as subgroups in fundamental groups of asymptotic
cones of finitely generated groups?

Problem 1.2. Is it true that the fundamental group of an asymptotic cone of a group is either
trivial or uncountable?

In [Grs], Gromov also asked the following question.
Problem 1.3. How many non-isometric asymptotic cones can a finitely generated group have?

A solution of Problem 1.1 was given by Erschler and Osin [EO]. They proved that every
metric space satisfying some weak properties can be - and isometrically embedded into the
asymptotic cone of a finitely generated group. This implies that every countable group is a
subgroup of the fundamental group of an asymptotic cone of a finitely generated group.

Notice that since asymptotic cones tend to have fundamental groups of order continuum,
this result does not give information about the structure of the whole fundamental group of an



asymptotic cone, or about how large the class of different asymptotic cones is: there exists a
group of cardinality continuum (for example, the group of all permutations of a countable set)
that contains all countable groups as subgroups. One of the goals of this paper is to get more
precise information about fundamental groups of asymptotic cones, and about the whole set of
different asymptotic cones of a finitely generated group.

Problem 1.3 turned out to be related to the Continuum Hypothesis (i.e. the famous question
of whether there exists a set of cardinality strictly between Xg and 2%0). Namely, in [KSTT], it is
proved that if the Continuum Hypothesis is not true then any uniform lattice in SL,,(R) has 22"
non-isometric asymptotic cones, but if the Continuum Hypothesis is true then any uniform lattice
in SL,,(R) has exactly one asymptotic cone up to isometry, moreover the maximal theoretically
possible number of non-isometric asymptotic cones of a finitely generated group is continuum.
Recall that the Continuum Hypothesis is independent of the usual axioms of set theory (ZFC).

It is known, however, that even if the Continuum Hypothesis is true, there exist groups
with more than one non-homeomorphic asymptotic cones [TV]. Nevertheless, it was not known
whether there exists a group with the maximal theoretically possible number of non-isometric
asymptotic cones (continuum).

In [Grg], Gromov introduced a useful generalization of hyperbolic groups, namely the rela-
tively hyperbolic groups®. This class includes:

(1) geometrically finite Kleinian groups; these groups are hyperbolic relative to their cusp
subgroups;

(2) fundamental groups of hyperbolic manifolds of finite volume (that is, non-uniform lattices
in rank one semisimple groups with trivial center); these are hyperbolic relative to their
cusp subgroups;

(3) hyperbolic groups; these are hyperbolic relative to the trivial subgroup or more generally
to collections of quasi-convex subgroups satisfying some extra conditions;

(4) free products of groups; these are hyperbolic relative to their factors;

(5) fundamental groups of non-geometric Haken manifolds with at least one hyperbolic com-
ponent; these are hyperbolic relative to the fundamental groups of the maximal graph-
manifold components and to the fundamental groups of the tori and Klein bottles not
contained in graph-manifold components [Bowy];

(6) w-residually free groups (limit groups in another terminology); these are hyperbolic relative
to the collection of maximal Abelian non-cyclic subgroups [Dah;].

There exist several characterizations of relatively hyperbolic groups which are in a sense
parallel to the well known characterizations of hyperbolic groups (see [Bow;], [Fa], [Os], [Daha],
[Ya] and references therein). But there was no characterization in terms of asymptotic cones.
Also, it was not known whether being relatively hyperbolic with respect to any kind of subgroups
is a quasi-isometry invariant, except for hyperbolic groups when quasi-isometry invariance is
true.

The following theorems are the main results of the paper (we formulate these results not in
the most general form).

The first theorem gives more information about the possible structure of fundamental groups
of asymptotic cones.

IThese groups are also called strongly relatively hyperbolic in order to distinguish them from weakly relatively
hyperbolic groups in the sense of Farb.



Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 7.33 and Corollary 7.32). (1) For every countable group C, the free
product of continuously many copies of C' is the fundamental group of an asymptotic cone
of a 2-generated group.

(2) There exists a 2-generated group T' such that for every finitely presented group G, the free
product of continuously many copies of G is the fundamental group of an asymptotic cone
of T.

The second theorem answers the question about the number of asymptotic cones of a finitely
generated group.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 7.37). Regardless of whether the Continuum Hypothesis is true or
not, there exists a finitely generated group G with continuously many pairwise non-w1-equivalent
asymptotic cones.

The third theorem shows that large classes of relatively hyperbolic groups are closed under
quasi-isometry. We call a finitely generated group H unconstricted if one of its asymptotic cones
has no global cut-points.

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary 5.22). Let G be a finitely generated group that is hyperbolic relative to
unconstricted subgroups Hy, ..., Hy,.

Let G’ be a group that is quasi-isometric to G. Then G’ is hyperbolic relative to subgroups
HY,...,H/, each of which is quasi-isometric to one of Hy, ..., Hp,.

The number m of the finite collection of “parabolic” subgroups {H;};c; in Theorem 1.6 is
not a quasi-isometry invariant. This can be seen for instance for the fundamental groups of a
finite volume hyperbolic manifold and of a finite covering of it.

There are previous results showing that some special classes of relatively hyperbolic groups
are closed under quasi-isometry: the class of fundamental groups of non-geometric Haken man-
ifolds with at least one hyperbolic component ([KalL;|, [KaLy]) and the class of non-uniform
lattices of isometries of a rank one symmetric space [Sch]. The class of free products of groups
with finite amalgamated subgroups is closed under quasi-isometry by Stallings’” Ends Theorem
(see [PW] for more general results about graphs graphs of groups with finite edge groups).

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.6 is the following result, interesting by itself.

Theorem 1.7 (Corollary 5.8). Let G be a finitely generated group that is hyperbolic relative
to subgroups Hy, ..., Hy,, and let G' be a unconstricted group. Then the image of G' under any
(L, C)-quasi-isometry G' — G is in an M-tubular neighborhood of a coset gH;, g € G,i =
1,...,m, where M depends on L,C,G and S only.

Note that the hypothesis of Theorem 1.7 that the group G is unconstricted clearly cannot
be removed. For example, a relatively hyperbolic group itself is not in a bounded neighborhood
of a coset of any of its “parabolic” subgroups H; provided H; are proper subgroups.

Theorem 1.7 does not apply in this case because relatively hyperbolic groups are usually
constricted i.e. they have global cut-points in every asymptotic cone (see Theorem 1.11 below).

A result similar to Theorem 1.7 is obtained in [PW, §3] for G a fundamental group of a
graph of groups with finite edge groups and S a one-ended group. We should note here that
unconstricted groups are 1-ended by Stallings’ Ends Theorem. The converse statement is not
true because the asymptotic cones of any hyperbolic group are R-trees.

Theorem 1.7 in particular gives information about which unconstricted subgroups can appear
as undistorted subgroups in a relatively hyperbolic group (see Remark 8.30, (1)). The following
theorem clarifies even more the question of the structure of undistorted subgroups in relatively
hyperbolic groups.



Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 8.29). Let G = (S) be a finitely generated group that is hyperbolic
relative to subgroups Hy, ..., H,. Let G' be an undistorted finitely generated subgroup of G. Then
G’ is relatively hyperbolic with respect to subgroups H{,..., H],, where each H| is one of the
intersections G' N gH g7, g € G, j € {1,2,...,n}.

We also obtain information about the automorphism group of a relatively hyperbolic group.

Theorem 1.9 (Corollary 8.31). Let G be a finitely generated group that is relatively hyperbolic
with respect to a unconstricted subgroup H. Let Fix(H) be the subgroup of the automorphism
group of G consisting of the automorphisms that fit H as a set. Then:

(1) Inn(G)Fix(H) = Aut(G).
(2) Inn(G) NFix(H) = Inng (G), where Inng (G) is by definition {ip, € Inn(G) | h € H}.

(3) There exists a natural homomorphism from Out(G) to Out(H) given by ¢ +— ig,¢|u,
where gy is an element of G such that ig,¢ € Fix(H), and ¥|g denotes the restriction of
an automorphism ¢ € Fix(H) to H.

We call a finitely generated group wide if none of its asymptotic cones has a global cut-point.
Wide groups are certainly unconstricted (the converse statement is not true).
Here are examples of wide groups:

e Non-virtually cyclic groups satisfying a law (see Corollary 6.14). Recall that a law is a
word w in n letters x1, ..., x, and a group satisfying the law w is a group G such that w = 1
in G whenever z1,...,x, are replaced by an arbitrary set of n elements in G. For instance
Abelian groups are groups with the law w = xla;ga:l_la:; 1. More generally, solvable groups
are groups with a law, and so are Burnside groups. Also, uniformly amenable groups are
groups satisfying a law (see Corollary 6.17).

While for nilpotent groups the results of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 are not surprising and were
already known in some particular cases of relatively hyperbolic groups [Sch], for solvable
non-nilpotent groups and for Burnside groups the situation is different. For instance the
group Sol has asymptotic cones composed of continuously many Hawaiian earrings [Bu],
so it is @ priori not clear why such a group should have a rigid behavior with respect to
quasi-isometric embeddings into relatively hyperbolic groups. Burnside groups display a
similar picture.

In the case of non-virtually cyclic groups with a law, the constant M in Theorem 1.7
depends only on the law and not on the group S (Corollary 6.15).

e Non-virtually cyclic groups with elements of infinite order in the center (see Theorem 6.5);
the constant M in Theorem 1.7 is the same for the whole class of such groups (Theorem
6.7 and Corollary 6.8).

e Groups of isometries acting properly discontinuously and with compact quotients on prod-
ucts of symmetric spaces and Euclidean buildings, of rank at least two. The asymptotic
cones of such groups are Euclidean buildings of rank at least two [KIL]. Most likely the
same is true for such groups of isometries so that the quotients have finite volume, but the
proof of this statement is not straightforward.

The main tool in this paper are tree-graded spaces.



Definition 1.10. Let F be a complete geodesic metric space and let P be a collection of closed
geodesic subsets (called pieces). Suppose that the following two properties are satisfied:

(T1) Every two different pieces have at most one common point.

(T3) Every simple geodesic triangle (a simple loop composed of three geodesics) in F is contained
in one piece.

Then we say that the space F is tree-graded with respect to P.

The main interest in the notion of tree-graded space resides in the following characterization
of relatively hyperbolic groups of which the converse part is proven in Section 8 and the direct
part in the Appendix written by D. Osin and M. Sapir.

Theorem 1.11 (Theorem 8.5). A finitely generated group G is relatively hyperbolic with respect
to finitely generated subgroups Hy, ..., H, if and only if every asymptotic cone Con”(G;e,d) is
tree-graded with respect to w-limits of sequences of cosets of the subgroups H;.

Section 2 contains many general properties of tree-graded spaces.

In particular, by Lemma 2.31 any complete homogeneous geodesic metric space with global
cut-points is tree-graded with respect to a certain uniquely defined collection of pieces which are
either singletons or without cut-points.

We prove in Proposition 2.17, that the property (7%) in the definition of tree-graded spaces
can be replaced by the assumption that P covers F and the following property which can be
viewed as a extreme version of the bounded coset penetration property:

(Ty) For every topological arc ¢ : [0,d] — F and t € [0,d], let c[t —a,t + b] be a
maximal sub-arc of ¢ containing ¢(¢) and contained in one piece. Then every other
topological arc with the same endpoints as ¢ must contain the points ¢(¢ — a) and
c(t+0b).

Moreover, when (73) is replaced by (73) the condition that the pieces are geodesic is no
longer needed. Thus, if we do not ask that the whole space be geodesic either, tree-graded
spaces can be considered in a purely topological setting.

Notice that there are similarities in the study of asymptotic cones of groups and that of
boundaries of groups. Boundaries of groups do not necessarily have a natural metric, and rarely
are geodesic spaces, but they have a natural topology and they are also, in many interesting
cases, homogeneous spaces with respect to actions by homeomorphisms. Thus, if the boundary
of a group is homogeneous and has a global cut-point then most likely it is tree-graded (in the
topological sense) with respect to pieces that do not have cut-points. Such a study of boundaries
of groups with global cut-points appeared, for example, in the work of Bowditch [Bows| on the
Bestvina-Mess conjecture. Bowditch developed a general theory appropriate for the study of
topological homogeneous spaces with global cut-points that is related to the study of tree-graded
spaces that we do in this paper. Results related to Bowditch’s work in this general setting can
be found in [AN].

As a byproduct of the arguments in Sections 4 and 8, we obtain many facts about the
geometry of Cayley graphs of relatively hyperbolic groups. Recall that given a finitely gener-
ated group G = (S) and a finite collection Hq, ..., H, of subgroups of it, one can consider the
standard Cayley graph Cayley(G,S) and the modified Cayley graph Cayley(G, S U H), where
H = ], (H; \ {e}). The standard definition of relative hyperbolicity of a group G with re-
spect to subgroups Hi, ..., H, is given in terms of the modified Cayley graph Cayley(G,S UH).



Theorem 1.11 and the results of Section 4 allow us to define the relative hyperbolicity of G
with respect to Hy, ..., H, in terms of Cayley(G,S) only. This is an important ingredient in our
rigidity results.

An important part in studying tree-graded spaces is played by saturations of geodesics. If
G is relatively hyperbolic with respect to Hy, ..., H,, g is a geodesic in Cayley(G,S) and M is
a positive number, then the M-saturation of g is the union of g and all left cosets of H; whose
M-tubular neighborhoods intersect g. We show that in the study of relatively hyperbolic groups,
saturations play the same role as the geodesics in the study of hyperbolic groups.

More precisely, we use Bowditch’s characterization of hyperbolic graphs [Bows], and show
that tubular neighborhoods of saturations of geodesics can play the role of “lines” in that
characterization. In particular, we show that for every geodesic triangle [A, B, C] in Cayley (G, S)
the M-tubular neighborhoods of the saturations of its sides (for some M depending on G and S)
have a common point which is at a bounded distance from the sides of the triangle or a common
left coset which is at a bounded distance from the sides.

We also obtain the following analog for relatively hyperbolic groups of the Morse Lemma for
hyperbolic spaces. Recall that the Morse lemma states that every quasi-geodesic in a hyperbolic
space is at a bounded distance from a geodesic joining its endpoints. In the relative hyperbolic
version of the lemma we also use the notion of lift p of a geodesic p in Cayley(G, SUH). Recall
that the meaning of it is that one replaces each edge in p labelled by an element in H by a
geodesic in Cayley(G, S) (see also Definition 8.26).

We again do not write the statements in the whole generality.

Notations: Throughout the whole paper, N5(A) denotes the d-tubular neighborhood of a subset
A in a metric space X, that is {z € X | dist(z, A) < }. We denote by Ns5(A) its closure, that
is {z | dist(x, A) < é}. In the particular case when A = {z} we also use the notations B(z, )
and B(z,9) for the tubular neighborhood and its closure.

Theorem 1.12 (Morse property for relatively hyperbolic groups). Let G = (S) be a group that
is hyperbolic relative to the collection of subgroups Hy,...,H,,. Then there exists a constant
M depending only on the generating set S such that the following holds. Let g be a geodesic in
Cayley(G,S), let q be an (L,C)-quasi-geodesic in Cayley(G,S), and let p be an (L,C)-quasi-
geodesic in Cayley(G,SU®H). Suppose that g,q, and p have the same endpoints. Then for some
T depending only on L,C,S:

(1) q is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the M -saturation of g.

(2) Let gH; and g'H; be two left cosets contained in the M -saturation of g. Let q' be a sub-
quasi-geodesic of q with endpoints a € Ny (gH;) and b € N.(¢'H;) which intersects Ny, (9H;)
and N.(¢'Hj) in sets of bounded (in terms of k) diameter. Then a and b belong to the
0-tubular neighborhood of g, where 6 depends only on L,C\ K.

(3) In the Cayley graph Cayley(G,S UH), q is at Hausdorff distance at most T from p.

(4) In Cayley(G,S), q is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the T-saturation of any
lift p of p. In its turn, p is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the T-saturation of

q.

The proof of this theorem and more facts about the geometry of relatively hyperbolic groups
are contained in Lemmas 4.25, 4.26, 4.28, Proposition 8.25 and Proposition 8.28.

Theorem 1.11 and statements about tree-graded spaces from Section 2 imply that for rela-
tively hyperbolic groups, Problem 1.2 has a positive answer.



Corollary 1.13. The fundamental group of an asymptotic cone of a relatively hyperbolic group
G is either trivial or of order continuum.

Proof. Suppose that the fundamental group of an asymptotic cone of the group G is non-trivial.
By Theorem 1.11, the asymptotic cone of G is tree-graded with respect to a set of pieces that
are isometric copies of asymptotic cones of the parabolic subgroups H; with the induced metric.
The induced metric on each H; is equivalent to the natural word metric by quasi-convexity
(see Lemma 4.15). Moreover, in that set, every piece appears together with continuously many
copies.

The argument in the first part of the proof of Proposition 2.22 shows that at least one of the
pieces has non-trivial fundamental group I'.

The argument in the second part of the proof of Proposition 2.22 implies that the fundamental
group of the asymptotic cone of G contains the free product of continuously many copies of I'.  [J

The following statement is another straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.11.

Corollary 1.14. If a group G is hyperbolic relative to {Hy, ..., Hy,}, and each H; is hyperbolic
relative to a collection of subgroups {H},...,H!'"'} then G is hyperbolic relative to {H} | i €

(1,...,m}, je{l,...,n}}.

See Problem 1.21 below for a discussion of Corollary 1.14.

Note that in the alternative geometric definition of relatively hyperbolic groups given in
Theorem 1.11 we do not need the hypothesis that H; are finitely generated. This follows from
the quasi-convexity of the groups H; seen as sets in Cayley(G, S) (Lemma 4.15). Moreover,
this geometric definition makes sense when G is replaced by a geodesic metric space X and
the collection of cosets of the subgroups H; is replaced by a collection A of subsets of X. A
similar generalization can be considered for Farb’s definition of relative hyperbolicity (including
the BCP condition). Thus, both definitions allow to speak of geodesic spaces hyperbolic relative
to families of subsets. Such spaces, completely unrelated to groups, do appear naturally. For
instance the complements of unions of disjoint open horoballs in rank one symmetric spaces
are hyperbolic with respect to the boundary horospheres. Also, the free product of two metric
spaces with basepoints (X, z¢) and (Y, yo), as defined in [PW, §1], is hyperbolic with respect
to all the isometric copies of X and Y. It might be interesting for instance to study actions of
groups on such spaces, hyperbolic with respect to collections of subsets. To some extent, this is
already done in the proof of our Theorem 5.13, where a particular case of action of a group by
quasi-isometries on an asymptotically tree-graded (=relatively hyperbolic) space is studied.

Bowditch’s characterization of hyperbolic graphs can be easily generalized to arbitrary
geodesic metric spaces. So one can expect that an analog of Theorem 1.11 is true for arbi-
trary geodesic metric spaces.

1.1 Open problems

Problem 1.15. Is it possible to drop the condition that H; are unconstricted from the formu-
lation of Theorem 1.67

An obvious candidate to a counterexample would be, for instance, the pair of groups G =
Ax Ax Ax A, where A =72, and G’ = (Ax Ax Ax A) x Z/AZ, where Z /47 permutes the factors.
The group G is relatively hyperbolic with respect to Ax Ax1x1 and 1 %1% A x A. It is easy
to check that the group G’ is not relatively hyperbolic with respect to any isomorphic copy of
A x A. Unfortunately this example does not work. Indeed, G’ is quasi-isometric to A x A by
[PW], so G’ is relatively hyperbolic with respect to a subgroup that is quasi-isometric to A x A,



namely itself. Moreover, it is most likely that G’ is hyperbolic relative to a proper subgroup
isomorphic to A x Z which is also quasi-isometric to A x A by [PW].

Problem 1.16. Corollary 5.24 shows the following. Let G be a group, asymptotically tree-
graded as a metric space with respect to a family of subspaces A satisfying the following condi-
tions:

(1) Ais uniformly unconstricted (see Definition 5.4 for the notion of collection of metric spaces
uniformly unconstricted);

(2) there exists a constant ¢ such that every point in every A € A is at distance at most ¢
from a bi-infinite geodesic in A;

(3) For a fixed 2y € G and every R > 0 the ball B(zg, R) intersects only finitely many A € A.

Then the group G is relatively hyperbolic with respect to subgroups Hi, ..., H,;, such that every
H; is quasi-isometric to some A € A.
Can one remove some of the conditions (1), (2), (3) from this statement?

Problem 1.17. Is every unconstricted group wide?

Problem 1.18. Is every constricted group G relatively hyperbolic with respect to a collection of
proper subgroups {H1, ..., H,,}? Here are some more specific questions. Consider the canonical
representation of every asymptotic cone as a tree-graded space (with respect to maximal path-
connected subsets that are either singletons or without global cut-points, as in Lemma 2.31).
Is there a family of subsets A of G such that each piece in each asymptotic cone of G is an
ultralimit of a sequence of sets from A7 Can one take A to be the set of all left cosets of a
(finite) collection of subgroups {Hz, ..., Hpy}?

Note that a positive answer to Problem 1.18 gives a positive answer to Problem 1.15, as
being constricted is a quasi-isometry invariant. Also, it would follow that the rigidity result
Theorem 1.7 holds as soon as G’ is not relatively hyperbolic.

Here is a related question.

Problem 1.19. Is every non-virtually cyclic group without free non-abelian subgroups wide
(unconstricted)? Is there a non-virtually cyclic constricted group with all proper subgroups
cyclic?

It is easy to notice that in all examples of groups with different asymptotic cones Con”(G; e, d),
one of the cones corresponds to a very fast growing sequence d = (d,). Equivalently, we can as-
sume that d,, = n but w contains some fast growing sequence of natural numbers A = {ay, as, ...}.
What if we avoid such ultrafilters? For example, let P be the set of all complements of finite
sets and of all complements of sequences A = {a1,a2,...,an,...} (a1 < az < ... < a, < ...)
which grow faster than linear i.e. lim %% = co. It is easy to see that P is a filter. Let w be an
ultrafilter containing B. Then no set in w grows faster than linear. Let us call ultrafilters with
that property slow. An asymptotic cone Con* (G, (n)) corresponding to a slow ultrafilter also

will be called slow.

Problem 1.20. Are there finitely generated groups G with two bi-Lipschitz non-equivalent
slow asymptotic cones? Is it true that if a slow asymptotic cone of G has (resp. has no) global
cut-points then the group is constricted (resp. wide)? Is it true that if a slow asymptotic cone
of G has global cut-points then G contains non-abelian free subgroups?
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See Section 6.2 for further discussion of free subgroups of wide (unconstricted) groups.
The next problem is motivated by Corollary 1.14 above.

Problem 1.21. By Corollary 1.14, one can consider a “descending process”, finding smaller
and smaller subgroups of a (finitely generated) group G with respect to which G is relatively
hyperbolic. Does this process always stop? Does every group G contain a finite collection of
unconstricted subgroups with respect to which G is relatively hyperbolic?

Problem 1.22. A group G = (S) is weakly hyperbolic relative to subgroups Hi, ..., H,, if the
Cayley graph Cayley (G, SU®H) is hyperbolic. It would be interesting to investigate the behavior
of weak relatively hyperbolic groups up to quasi-isometry. In particular, it would be interesting
to find out if an analog of Theorem 1.6 holds. The arguments used in this paper for the (strong)
relative hyperbolicity no longer work. This can be seen on the example of Z™. That group
is weakly hyperbolic relative to Z"~!. But a quasi-isometry q : Z" — Z" can transform left
cosets of Z"~! into polyhedral or even more complicated surfaces (see [KIL, Introduction] for
examples). Nevertheless it is not a real counter-example to a theorem similar to Theorem 1.6
for weak hyperbolic groups, as every group quasi-isometric to Z" is virtually Z".

1.2 Plan of the paper

In Section 2, we establish some basic properties of tree-graded spaces. In particular, we show
that tree-graded spaces behave “nicely” with respect to homeomorphisms.

In Section 3, we establish general properties of asymptotic cones and their ultralimits. We
show that the ultralimit of a sequence of asymptotic cones of a metric space X is an asymptotic
cone of X itself.

In Section 4, we give an “internal” characterization of asymptotically tree-graded metric
spaces, i.e. pairs of a metric space X and a collection of subsets A, such that every asymptotic
cone Con”(X;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to w-limits of sequences of sets from .A.

In Section 5, we show that being asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a family of
subsets is a quasi-isometry invariant. This implies Theorem 1.6.

In Section 6, we show that asymptotic cones of a non-virtually cyclic group do not have
cut-points provided the group either has an infinite cyclic central subgroup, or satisfies a law.

In Section 7, we modify a construction from the paper [EO] to prove, in particular, Theorems
1.4 and 1.5.

In Section 8 and in the Appendix (written by D. Osin and M. Sapir), we prove the charac-
terization of relatively hyperbolic groups in terms of their asymptotic cones given in Theorem
1.11. Theorem 1.8 about undistorted subgroups of relatively hyperbolic groups is also proved in
Section 8.

2 Tree-graded spaces

2.1 Properties of tree-graded spaces

Let us recall the definition of tree-graded spaces. We say that a subset A of a geodesic metric
space X is a geodesic subset if every two points in A can be connected by a geodesic contained
in A.

Definition 2.1 (tree-graded spaces). Let I be a complete geodesic metric space and let P be
a collection of closed geodesic subsets (called pieces). Suppose that the following two properties
are satisfied:
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(Th) Every two different pieces have at most one common point.

(Ty) Every simple geodesic triangle (a simple loop composed of three geodesics) in F is contained
in one piece.

Then we say that the space F is tree-graded with respect to P.

Remark 2.2 (degenerate triangles). We assume that a point is a geodesic triangle composed
of geodesics of length 0. Thus (73) implies that the pieces cover F.

The next several lemmas establish some useful properties of tree-graded spaces. Until Propo-
sition 2.17, IF is a tree-graded space with respect to P.

Lemma 2.3. If all pieces in P are R-trees then F is an R-tree.
Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of (T3). O

Lemma 2.4. Let M be a piece and x a point outside M. Ify and z are points in M such
that there exist geodesics [x,y] and [x, z], joining them to x which intersect M only in y and z,
respectively, then y = z.

Proof. Suppose that y # 2. Join y and z by a geodesic [y, 2] in M. Let 2’ be the farthest from
x intersection point of the geodesics [z,y] and [z,2]. The triangle z'yz is simple because by
the assumption [z,y] U [z, z] intersects with [y, z] only in y and z. Therefore that triangle is
contained in one piece M’ by (T3). Since M N M’ contains [y, z], M = M’ by (T1), so 2’ € M,
a contradiction since 2’ belongs both to [z,y] and to [z, z] but cannot coincide with both y and
z at the same time. O

Lemma 2.5. Fvery simple quadrangle (i.e. a simple loop composed of four geodesics) in F is
contained in one piece.

Proof. Let Ay, Ay, A3 and A4 be the vertices of the quadrangle. Suppose that each vertex is
not on a geodesic joining its neighbors, otherwise we have a geodesic triangle and the statement
is trivial. Let g be a geodesic joining A; and As. Let P be its last intersection point with
[A1, A2] U [A1, Ay4]. Suppose that P € [A;, As] (the other case is symmetric). Let @ be the
first intersection point of g with [As, As] U [A3, A4]. Replace the arc of g between A4; and P
with the arc of [Aj, As] between these two points, and the arc of g between @) and A3 with
the corresponding arc of [Ay, A3] U[A3, Ay]. Then g thus modified cuts the quadrangle into two
simple triangles having in common the geodesic [P, Q)]. Both triangles are in the same piece by
(T3), and so is the quadrangle. O

Lemma 2.6. (1) Each piece is a convex subset of F.

(2) For every point x € F and every piece M € P, there exists a unique point y € M such that
dist(x, M) = dist(z,y). Moreover, every geodesic joining x with a point of M contains y.

Proof. (1) Suppose that there exists a geodesic g joining two points of M and not contained in
M. Let z be a point in g\ M. Then z is on a sub-arc g’ of g intersecting M only in its endpoints,
a,b. Lemma 2.4 implies a = b = z € M, a contradiction.

(2) Let y,, € M be such that lim,_,..dist(x,y,) = dist(xz, M). Since M is closed, we may
suppose that every geodesic [z,y,]| intersects M only in y,. It follows by Lemma 2.4 that

Yi=Y%=...=Y
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Let 2 € M and let g be a geodesic joining z with x. Let 2z’ be the last point on g contained
in M. Then 2’ = y, by Lemma 2.4. O

Definition 2.7. We call the point y in part (2) of Lemma 2.6 the projection of x onto the piece
M.

Lemma 2.8. Let M be a piece and x a point outside it with dist(x, M) = 0, and let y be the
projection of x onto M. Then the projection of every point z € B(x,d) onto M is equal to y.

Proof. Notice that by part (2) of Lemma 2.6 B(x,8) N M = {y}. Suppose that the projection
2" of z € B(x,0) onto M is different from y. Then z # y, hence z does not belong to M.

Consider a geodesic quadrangle with vertices z, z, 2’ and y. By the definition of projection,
the interiors of [z, 2'] U [z,y] and [y, 2] do not intersect.

If there is a common point p of [x,y] and [z, 2] then we get a contradiction with Lemma
2.4, so [z,y] and [z, 2’] are disjoint. In particular [z, 2’| U[2’,y] U [y, x] is a topological arc. Since
z € B(z,0) \ {y}, the side [z, 2] of this quadrangle does not intersect M. By part (1) of Lemma
2.6 it follows that [z, z] does not intersect [y, 2’].

We can replace if necessary z with the last intersection point of [z, z] with [z, /] and = with
the last intersection point of the geodesics [x,y] and [z, z]. We get a simple geodesic quadrangle
xzz'y in which the side [z, z] possibly reduces to a point. By Lemma 2.5, it belongs to one piece.
Since it has [y, 2’] in common with M, that piece is M by (7). But this contradicts the fact
that [z, 2] N M = (. O

Corollary 2.9. Every continuous path in F which intersects a piece M in at most one point,
projects onto M in a unique point.

Proof. If the path does not intersect the piece, it suffices to cover it with balls of radius less
than the distance from the path to the piece and use Lemma 2.8.

If the path intersects M in a point x, we may suppose that x is one of its ends and that
the interior of the path does not pass through z. Let z be another point on the path and
let y be its projection onto M. By the previous argument every point ¢ on the path, ¢t # =z,
has the same projection y onto M. Let lim, ,oot, = , t, # x. Then lim, . dist(t,, M) =
lim,, o dist(t,,y) = 0. Therefore z = y. O

Corollary 2.10. (1) Every topological arc in F joining two points in a piece is contained in
the piece.

(2) Every non-empty intersection between a topological arc in F and a piece is a point or a
sub-arc.

Proof. (1) If there exists a topological arc p in F joining two points of a piece M and not contained
in M, then a point z in p \ M is on a sub-arc p’ of p intersecting M only in its endpoints, a, b.
Corollary 2.9 implies that both a and b are projections of z into M, contradiction.

(2) immediately follows from (1). O

Corollary 2.11. Let A be a connected subset (possibly a point) in F which intersects a piece M
i at most one point.

(1) The subset A projects onto M in a unique point x.

(2) Every path joining a point in A with a point in M contains x.
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Notation: Let x € F. We denote by T, the set of points y € F which can be joined to x by a
topological arc intersecting every piece in at most one point.

Lemma 2.12. Let x € F andy € T, y # x. Then every topological arc with endpoints x,y
intersects each piece in at most one point. In particular the arc is contained in T.

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists a topological arc p in F connecting x,y and
intersecting a piece M in more than one point. By Corollary 2.10, M N p is a topological arc
with endpoints a # b. By definition, there also exists an arc q connecting  and y and touching
each piece in at most one point.

Now consider the two paths connecting x and M. The first path p’ is a part of p connecting
x and a. The second path ¢ is the composition of the path q and a portion of p~! connecting
y and b. By Corollary 2.11, the path ¢’ must pass through the point a. Since the portion
[y,b] of p~! does not contain a, the path q must contain a. But then there exists a part q” of
q' connecting a and b and intersecting M in exactly two points. This contradicts part (1) of
Corollary 2.11, as a point in q” \ {a, b} would project onto M in both a and b. O

Lemma 2.13. Letx € F and y € T,. Then T, =1T,.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove T), C T,. Let z € T;;. By Lemma 2.12, any geodesics connecting y
with x or z intersects every piece in at most one point. Let ¢ be the farthest from y intersection
point between two geodesics p = [y, x| and q = [y, z]. Then v = [x,t] U [t, 2] is a topological arc.
The arc v intersects every piece in at most one point. Indeed, if v intersects a piece M in two
points a, b then it intersects it in a subarc by Corollary 2.10, so at least one of the two segments
[x,t],[t, 2] intersects M in an arc, contradiction. Thus z € T. O

Lemma 2.14. Let x € F.
(1) Ewvery topological arc joining two distinct points in T, is contained in T).
(2) The subset T, is a real tree.

Proof. (1) is an immediate consequence of the two previous lemmas.

(2) First we prove that for every y,z € T, there exists a unique geodesic joining y and z,
also contained in T,. Since [ is a geodesic space, there exists a geodesic in F joining x and y.
By the first part of the lemma, this geodesic is contained in T},. Suppose there are two distinct
geodesics g,g’ in T, joining y and 2. A point on g which is not on g’ is contained in a simple
bigon composed of a sub-arc of g and a sub-arc of g’. This bigon, by (7%), is contained in a
piece. This contradicts Lemma 2.12.

Now consider a geodesic triangle yzt in T).. Deleting, if necessary, a common sub-arc we can
suppose that [y, z] N [y,t] = {y}. If y & [2,t] then let 2’ be the nearest to y point of [y, z] N [z, ]
and let ¢’ be the nearest to y point of [y,t] N [z,¢]. The triangle yz't’ is simple, therefore it is
contained in one piece by (T3). This again contradicts Lemma 2.12. Thus y € [z, t]. O

Convention: We assume that a 1-point metric space has a cut-point.

Lemma 2.15. Let A be a path connected subset of F without a cut-point. Then A is contained
i a piece. In particular every simple loop is contained in a piece.

14



Proof. By our convention, A contains at least two points. Fix a point x € A. The set A cannot
be contained in the real tree T,, because otherwise it would have a cut-point. Therefore, a
topological arc joining in A the point = and some y € A intersects a piece M in a sub-arc p.
Suppose that A ¢ M. Let z € A\ M and let 2’ be the projection of z onto M. Corollary
2.11 implies that every continuous path joining z to any point a of p contains z’. In particular
2/ € A, and z and « are in two distinct connected components of F\ {2’}. Thus, 2’ is a cut-point
of A, a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.16. Let F and F' be two tree-graded spaces with respect to the sets of pieces P
and P', respectively. Let W: F — F be a homeomorphism. Suppose that all pieces in P and P’
do not have cut-points. Then VU sends any piece from P onto a piece from P, and ¥(T,) = Ty ()
for every x € F.

Proof. Indeed, for every piece M in IF, W(M) is a path connected subset of F’ without cut-points.
Therefore W(M) is inside a piece M’ of F/ by Lemma 2.15. Applying the same argument to &1,
we have that U—!(M’) is contained in a piece M”. Then M C U~1(M') C M", hence M = M"
and ¥(M) = M'. O

Proposition 2.17. Condition (1) in the definition of tree-graded spaces can be replaced the
assumption that pieces cover F plus any one of the following conditions:

(Ty) For every topological arc ¢ : [0,d] — F and t € [0,d], let c[t — a,t+ b] be a mazimal sub-arc
of ¢ containing ¢(t) and contained in one piece. Then every other topological arc with the
same endpoints as ¢ must contain the points ¢(t — a) and c(t + b).

Figure 1: Property (73).

(Ty) Every simple loop in T is contained in one piece.

Proof. Obviously (T7) and (7%) imply (7). Therefore it is enough to establish the implications
(T)&(TY) = (T3) and (T1)&(T2) = (T¥). The second of these implications is given by Lemma
2.15.

Suppose that (77) and (7%) hold for some space F with respect to some set of pieces P.

Let ¢ : [0,d] — F be a topological arc, t € [0,d], and a,b as in (T3). If ¢ : [0,d] — F is
another topological arc with the same endpoints as ¢, then K = ¢~1(¢'[0,d']) is a compact set
containing 0 and d. Suppose that, say, t —a ¢ K. Let « be the supremum of K N[0,t—a] and 8
be the infimum of K N[t —a,d]. Then a <t —a < . Since «, 8 € K, there exist o/, 5" € [0,d']
such that (/) = ¢(a),d(8") = ¢(B). The restriction of ¢ to [o, ] and the restriction of ¢ to
[/, 8] form a simple loop which is contained in one piece by (73). In particular ¢([e, f]) is
contained in one piece. Since [t — a,t + b] is the maximal interval containing ¢ such that the
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restriction of ¢ to that interval is contained in one piece, it follows that b+ a # 0. Therefore the
intersection of the intervals [«, 8] and [t — a,t + b] has a non-empty interior. Hence the pieces
containing ¢([e, #]) and ¢([t — a,t + b]) must coincide by property (71). But this contradicts the
maximality of the interval [t — a,t + b]. O

Remark 2.18. If a collection of subsets P of a geodesic metric space X satisfy (71) and (7%),
and each set in P is path connected then each set in P is a geodesic subspace. Thus if one
replaces property (73) by the stronger property (7%') in Definition 2.1 then one can weaken the
condition on P.

Proof. Let M € P, let x,y be two points in M and let v be a topological arc joining z and y in
M. Suppose that a geodesic g connecting = and y in X is not contained in M. Let z € g\ M.
There exists a simple non-trivial bigon with one side a sub-arc in v and the other a sub-arc in g
containing z. Property (73) implies that this bigon is contained in a piece, and property (T7)
implies that this piece is M. Hence z is in M, a contradiction. O

Lemma 2.19. For every x € F, T, is a closed subset of F.

Proof. Let (y,) be a sequence in T, converging to a point y. Suppose that the geodesic [z, y]
intersects a piece M in a maximal non-trivial sub-arc [, 3]. We can assume that the geodesic
[yn,y] intersects [yn,z]| only in y,. Otherwise we can replace y, with the farthest from it
intersection point between these two geodesics. By property (73) the arc [z,y,] U [yn, y] must
contain [a, B]. Since y,, € Ty, it follows by Lemma 2.12 that [«, 5] C [y, y] and so dist(y,,y) >
dist(r, ) > 0. This contradicts dist(y,,y) — 0. We conclude that [z, y] intersects every piece
in at most one point and that y € T,. O

Lemma 2.20. The projection of F onto any of the pieces is a metric retraction.

Proof. Let M be a piece, x,y two points in F and [z, y] a geodesic joining them. If [z, y]NM = ()
then [z, y| projects onto one point z, by Corollary 2.9, and d(z,y) > d(z,z) = 0.

If [,y] "M = [a, ] then « is the projection of x onto M and [ is the projection of y onto
M, by Corollary 2.9. Obviously d(z,y) > d(«, 3). d

Lemma 2.21. Let p: [0,l] — F be a path in a tree-graded space F. Let U, be the union of
open subintervals (a,b) C [0,1] such that the restriction of p onto (a,b) belongs to one piece (we
include the trees T, into the set of pieces). Then Uy is an open and dense subset of [0,1].

Proof. Suppose that U, is not dense. Then there exists a non-trivial interval (c,d) in the
complement [0,1] \ Up. Suppose that the restriction p’ of p on (c,d) intersects a piece P in two
points y = p(t1),z = p(t2). We can assume that y is not in the image of (¢1, 2] under p. Since
y & U, there is a non-empty interval (¢1,t3) such that the restriction of p onto that interval does
not intersect P. Let ¢ > t; be the smallest number in (t1,t2] such that 2’ = p(¢) is in P. Then
2" # y. Applying Corollary 2.11 to the restriction of p onto [t1,t], we get a contradiction. This
means that p’ intersects every piece in at most one point. Therefore p’ is contained in a tree T
for some z, a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.22. Let F be a tree-graded space with the set of pieces P. If the pieces in P are
locally uniformly contractible then m (F) is the free product of m (M), M € P.
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Proof. We include all trees T, into P. Fix a base point z in F and for every piece M; € P let y;
be the projection of z onto M;, and let g; be a geodesic connecting = and y;. We identify mq (M;)
with the subgroup G; = gim1(M;,y:)g; * of m1(F,x). Consider an arbitrary loop p: [0,1] — F in
[F based at z. Let p’ be the image of p. Let P, be the set of pieces from P which are intersected
by p’ in more than one point. By Lemma 2.21 the set P, is countable.

Let M € P,. The projection pas of p’ onto M is a loop containing the intersection p’ N M.
Let us prove that py; = p’ N M. If there exists a point z € pys \ p’ then z is a projection of some
point y € p' \ M onto M. By Corollary 2.11, a subpath of p joining y with a point in p’ N P
must contain z, a contradiction.

Therefore p’ is a union of at most countably many loops p;, 7 € N, contained in pieces from
Py. By uniform local contractibility of the pieces, all but finitely many loops p; are contractible
inside the corresponding pieces. Consequently, in the fundamental group m1(F), p is a product
of finitely many loops from G;. Hence 7 (FF, x) is generated by the subgroups G;.

It remains to prove that for every finite sequence of loops p; € Gy, i = 1,..., k, if M; # M;
for i # j, and if the loops p; are not null-homotopic in M;, then the loop p1ps...p, is not null-
homotopic in F. Suppose that p is null-homotopic, and that v : ¢ — p(¢) is the homotopy,
p(0) = p, p(1) is a point. Let m; be the projection of F onto M;. Lemma 2.20 implies that
mio7y :t — pi(t) is a homotopy which continuously deforms p/ in M; into a point. Hence each
of the loops p; is null-homotopic, a contradiction. O

2.2 Modifying the set of pieces

Lemma 2.23 (gluing pieces together). Let F be a space which is tree-graded with respect to
P{My | k€ K}.

(1) LetY = Upep My, be a finite connected union of pieces. Then I is tree-graded with respect
toP'={My|ke K\ F}U{Y}.

(2) Let ¢ be a topological arc inF (possibly a point) and let Y (c) be a set of the form cUlJ; ¢ ; Mj,
where J is a subset of K such that every M; with j € J has a non-empty intersection with
¢, and J contains all i € K such that M; N ¢ is a non-trivial arc.

Then F is tree-graded with respect to P' = {My, | k € K\ J} U{Y (¢)}.

(3) Let {c;;i € F} be a finite collection of topological arcs in F and let Y (¢;) = ¢; U ;e M;
be sets defined as in (2). If Y = J;cp Y (c;) is connected then [ is tree-graded with respect
to P'={My | ke K\U;epJit U{Y}.

Remark 2.24. In particular all properties on projections on pieces obtained till now hold for
sets Y defined as in (1)-(3). We shall call sets of the form Y (c) sets of type Y.

Proof. (1) We first prove that Y is convex. Every y,y’ € Y can be joined by a topological arc
¢:[0,d] =Y. By Corollary 2.10, we may write ¢[0,d] = U,cp [¢[0,d] N My], where F' C F and
c[0, d]N My, is a point or an arc. Property (7) implies that every two such arcs have at most one
point in common. Therefore there exists a finite sequence tg =0 < t] <ty < -+ <tp_1 <t, =d
such that c[t;, t;1 1] = ¢[0, d|N My , k(i) € F', for every i € {0,1,...n—1}. Property (T3) implies
that every geodesic between y and y' must contain c(t1), c(t2),...c(t,—1). Hence every such
geodesic is of the form [y, c(t1)]U[c(t1), ¢(t2)]U- - -Ule(tn—1), y], so by Corollary 2.10 it is contained
inY.
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For every k € K\ F, M NY, if non-empty, is a convex set composed of finitely many points.
Hence it is a point. This and the previous discussion imply that F is tree-graded with respect

to P'.

(2) In order to prove that Y is convex, let g be a geodesic joining two points z,y € Y. We
show that g is inside Y.

Case I. Suppose that x,y € ¢. Consider a point z = g(¢t) in g. Take the maximal interval
[t —a,t+ b] such that g([t — a,t+ b]) is contained in one piece M. If a + b # 0 then by property
(T}) the path ¢ must pass through g(¢t — a) and g(t + b). By part (1) of Corollary 2.10 the
(non-trivial) subarc of ¢ joining g(t — a) and g(¢ + b) is contained in M. Then M is one of the
pieces contained in Y. Therefore z € Y. If a + b = 0 then again by (7%) the curve ¢ must pass
through z, so z € Y. We conclude that in both cases z € Y.

Case II. Suppose that x € c and y € M \ ¢, where M is a piece in Y. By the definition of Y, M
has a non-trivial intersection with ¢. If z € M, we can use the convexity of M (Corollary 2.10).
So suppose that x & M.

Let a be the projection of x onto M. By Corollary 2.11, part (2), a € ¢. Then the sub-arc
¢ of ¢ with endpoints x and « forms together with the geodesic [«,y] € M a topological arc.
Property (74) implies that a € g. Corollary 2.10, part (1), implies that the portion of g between
« and y is contained in Y. For the remaining part of g we apply the result in Case I of the proof
(since both endpoints of that part of g belong to c).

Case III. Suppose that € M; \ ¢ and that y € M \ ¢. Let « be the projection of x onto M.
As before, we obtain that a € ¢, a € g and that the portion of g between « and y is contained
in M>, hence in Y. For the remaining part of g we apply the result of Case II.

(3) We argue by induction on the size k of the set F'. The statement is true for k = 1 by
part (2) of this Proposition. Suppose it is true for some k£ > 1. Let us prove it for £+ 1. We
have two cases.

Case I. Suppose that there exist 4,5 € F,i # j, such that the intersection ¢; N Y'(c;) is not
empty. According to part (2) of the Proposition and Corollary 2.10, part (2), the intersection
is a sub-arc, and F is tree-graded with respect to P; = {M | k € K\ J;} U{Y(cj)}. Let
Y'(¢;) = Y(¢;) UY (¢cj). Then Y'(¢;) is a set defined as in part (2) of the Proposition but with
P replaced by P;. Thus we can write ¥ = Y'(¢;) U User g1 Y (¢s) and use the induction
hypothesis.

Case II. For every i,j € F,i # j, we have ¢; N Y (¢;) = 0.

Then there are no pieces that appear in both Y (¢;) and Y (c¢;) for ¢ # j € F. Hence by
(Th), for every k € J;, | € J;, My N M; consists of at most one point. By part (2) of the
Proposition and Corollary 2.11 that point must be equal to the projection of ¢; onto Y'(c;).
Therefore Y'(¢;) N Y (c¢;) is either empty or one point. This implies that F is tree-graded with
respect to P" = {M}, | k € K\ U;ep Ji} U{Y (c;) | i € F}. It remains to apply part (1) of the
Proposition. O

Definition 2.25. Let (M, z1), (M, x3),. .., (Mg, zx) be finitely many metric spaces with fixed
basepoints. The bouquet of these spaces, denoted by \/le(Mi, x;), is the metric space obtained
from the disjoint union of all M; by identifying all the points x;. We call the point z thus
obtained the cut-point of the bouquet. The metric on \/le(Mi, x;) is induced by the metrics on
M; in the obvious way.

18



Clearly each M; is a closed subset of the bouquet \/le(Mi,xi). It is also clear that the
bouquet is a geodesic metric space if and only if all M; are geodesic metric spaces.

Lemma 2.26 (cutting pieces by cut-points). Let F be a space which is tree-graded with respect
toP={My| ke K} LetlC K be such that for every i € I the piece M; is the bouquet of
finitely many subsets of it, {M}}cr,, and its cut-point is x;.

Then F is tree-graded with respect to the set

P ={M | ke K\I}U{M/ |jeF,icI}.

Proof. Since M} "My, € M;NMj, fori € I, k€ K\I, and M/ "My € My M, fori #t, i,t € I,
property (71) for (F,P’) is an immediate consequence of property (77) for (F,P).

Let A be a simple geodesic triangle. Property (7%) for (F,P) implies that either A C M}, for
some k € K \ I or A C M; for some i € I. We only need to consider the second case. Assume
that A has a point in M/' and a point in M}?, with j; # jo. Then z; is a cut-point for A. This
contradicts the fact that A is a simple loop. We conclude that there exists j € F; such that MZ]
contains A. Thus P’ satisfies (75). O

Lemma 2.13 implies that two trees T, and T}, are either disjoint or coincident. Let {7} | i € I}
be the collection of all the trees {1} | z € F}.

Remark 2.27. The set P’ =P U{T; | i € I} also satisfies properties (71) and (T%). Therefore
all the properties and arguments done for F and P up to now also hold for F and P’. In this
case, T, = {z} for every z € F. The disadvantage of this point of view is that trees T, always
have cut-points.

2.3 Geodesics in tree-graded spaces

Notation: For every path p in a metric space X, we denote the start of p by p_ and the end of
p by ps.

Lemma 2.28. Let g = g1g2-..g2m be a curve in a tree-graded space F which is a composition
of geodesics. Suppose that all geodesics gor, with k € {1,...,m— 1} are non-trivial and for every
ke {1,...,m} the geodesic go is contained in a piece My, while for every k € {0,1,...,m — 1}
the geodesic gop+1 intersects My, and Myy1 only in its respective endpoints. In addition assume
that if gox+1 s empty then My # My1. Then g is a geodesic.

Proof. Suppose that g is not simple. By (73), any simple loop formed by a portion of g has to be
contained in one piece M. On the other hand the loop must contain the whole neighborhood of
one vertex (g;)+ = (gi+1)— in g. Let k be such that {g;,g;+1} = {82k, 92k+1}. The intersection
of M and M) contains a sub-arc of gop, whence M = M. At the same time, M contains a
subarc of gog+1 or (if gog+1 is empty) of gor_o. In all cases we immediately get a contradiction.

Therefore g is simple and has two distinct endpoints x,y. Consider any geodesic t joining
x and y. By (73) v contains all the endpoints of all geodesics g;. Therefore the length of g
coincides with the length of v and g is itself a geodesic. O

Corollary 2.29. Let M and M’ be two distinct pieces in a tree-graded space F. Suppose that
M’ projects onto M in x and M projects on M’ iny. Let A be a set in F that projects onto M’
in z #y. Then A projects onto M in x and dist(A, M) > dist(M', M).
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Proof. Let a € A and let [a,z2], [2,y] and [y,z] be geodesics. Then g, = [a,z] U [z,y] U [y, 2]
is a geodesic, according to Lemma 2.28. It cannot intersect M in a sub-geodesic, because
[z,y] U [y, z] intersects M in x. Hence g, N M = {x} and z is the projection of a onto M. Also
dist(a, z) > dist(y, x). O

2.4 Cut-points and tree-graded spaces

Remark 2.30 (about singletons). Notice that if F is tree graded with respect to P then we can
always add some or all one-point subsets (singletons) of F to P, and F will be tree-graded with
respect to a bigger set of pieces. To avoid using extra pieces, we shall always assume that pieces
cannot contain other pieces. Property (77) guarantees that this only restricts using singletons
as pieces.

Property (73) implies that any tree-graded space containing more than one piece has a global
cut-point. Here we shall show that any geodesic metric space with cut-points has a uniquely
determined collection of pieces with respect to which it is tree-graded.

In order to do this, we need to define a partial order relation on the set of collections of
subsets of a space. If P and P’ are collections of subsets of X and a space X is tree-graded with
respect to both P and P/, we write P < P’ if for every set M € P there exists M’ € P’ such
that M C M’. The relation < is a partial order because by Remark 2.2, pieces of P (resp. P’)
cannot contain each other.

Lemma 2.31. Let X be a complete geodesic metric space containing at least two points and let
C be a non-empty set of global cut-points in X.

(a) There exists the largest in the sense of < collection P of subsets of X such that

— X 1is tree-graded with respect to P;

— any piece in P is either a singleton or a set with no global cut-point from C.

Moreover the intersection of any two distinct pieces from P is either empty or a point from

C.

(b) Let X be a homogeneous space with a cut-point. Then every point in X is a cut-point, so
let C = X. Let P be the set of pieces defined in part (a). Then for every M € P every
x € M s the projection of a point y € X \ M onto M.

Proof. (a) Let P be the set of all maximal path connected subsets M with the property that
either |M| = 1 or cut-points of M do not belong to C. The existence of maximal subsets with
this property immediately follows from Zorn’s lemma.

Any M € P is closed. Indeed, let M be the closure of M in X and suppose that M # M.
Let a € M \ M. There exists a sequence of points (a,) in M converging to a. Let M’ be the
union of M and geodesics [a,a,], n = 1,2,... (one geodesic for each n). By construction, the
set M’ is path connected. Let us prove that cut-points of M’ do not belong to C. This will
contradict the maximality of M.

Let ce CNM', z,y € M\ {c}. We want to connect z and y with a path avoiding c. If
x,y € M \ {c} then we are done.

Suppose that © € M\ {c} and y € [an, a] for some n. The point x can be connected by some
path pr C M avoiding ¢ with a; for every k € N.

If ¢ & [an, y] then the path p, U [an,y] € M’ avoids ¢ and we are done.

20



If ¢ € [an,y] then dist(c,a) > dist(y,a). In particular ¢ is not in [a, a,,] for m large enough.
Then we join y with = by a path [y, a] U [a, ap,] U py, avoiding c.

It remains to consider the case when x € [an,,a] and y € [ap, a] for some m,n. If ¢ & [ap,, 2]
then we can replace x with a,, and use the previous argument. Likewise if ¢ & [a,,y]. If
¢ € [am, ] N [an,y] then we join z and y in X \ {c} by [z,a] U [a,y].

Let My, Ms be distinct sets from P, ¢ € C. Suppose that My N Ms contains a point x that
is different from ¢. Then any point z; € M;, z; # ¢, ¢ = 1,2, can be joined with = by a path in
M; avoiding ¢. Hence z; and zy can be joined in M; U My by a path avoiding ¢. Consequently
if My N My contains more than one point or contains a point not from C, we get a contradiction
with the maximality of M;. Thus P satisfies (77) and the intersection of any two sets from P is
in C or empty.

To prove (T4) notice that every non-trivial simple loop is path connected and does not have
cut-points, hence it is contained in some M.

The fact that each piece M € P is a geodesic subset follows from Remark 2.18.

Suppose that X is tree-graded with respect to another collection of pieces P’ that contains
only singletons and pieces without cut-points from C. Let M’ € P’. Then M’ is contained in
a maximal path-connected subset which is either a singleton or without cut-point in C, that is
M' c M for some M € P. Thus P’ < P. Hence P is the largest in the sense of < collection of
subsets of X satisfying the conditions of part (a).

(b) Let M € P. Since M # X it follows that one point zy € M is the projection on M of
a point yg € X \ M. If M is a point this ends the proof. Suppose in the sequel that M has
at least two points. Let [yo,zo] be a geodesic joining yo and xo and let [z, z9] be a geodesic in
M. By the definition of the projection, [yo, zo] N [xo, 20] = {z0}. Let x be an arbitrary point in
M. Consider an isometry g such that g(xg) = x. Let [y,z] and [z, z] be the respective images
of [yo, o] and [zg,20] under g. If g(M) = M then z is the projection of y on M. Suppose
g(M) # M. Then g(M) N M = {x}, hence [z,z] C g(M) intersects M in z. Corollary 2.11
implies that z projects on M in z. [l

Remarks 2.32. (1) In general not every point in C is the intersection point of two distinct
pieces. An example is an R-tree without endpoints X, C = X, in which case P is the set of all
singleton subsets of X.

(2) Lemma 2.31 implies that every asymptotic cone of a group which has a cut-point is
tree-graded with respect to a uniquely determined collection of pieces each of which is either a
singleton or a closed geodesic subset without cut-points.

3 Ultralimits and asymptotic cones

3.1 Preliminaries

Most of the interesting examples of tree-graded spaces that we know are asymptotic cones of
groups. In this section, we start with giving the definitions of ultralimit, asymptotic cone
and related objects (most of these definitions are well known). We show that the collection
of asymptotic cones of a space is closed under ultralimits. We also show that simple geodesic
triangles in ultralimits and asymptotic cones can be approximated by ultralimits of polygons
with certain properties. As a consequence we show that the family of tree-graded spaces is also
closed under ultralimits. These results play a central part in the theorems obtained in Sections
4 and 7.

Convention: In the sequel I will denote an arbitrary countable set.
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Definition 3.1 (ultrafilter). A (non-principal?) ultrafilter w over I is a set of subsets of I
satisfying the following conditions:

1. If A,B € wthen AN B € w;
2. f Acw, ACBCI, then B € w;
3. For every A C [ either Acwor I\ A€ w;

4. No finite subset of I is in w.

Equivalently w is a finitely additive measure on the class P(I) of subsets of I such that each
subset has measure either 0 or 1 and all finite sets have measure 0. If some statement P(n) holds
for all n from a set X belonging to an ultrafilter w, we say that P(n) holds w-almost surely.

Remark 3.2. By definition w has the property that w(U”;A;) =1 (here U stands for disjoint
union) implies that there exists ig € {1,2,...,m} such that w(A4;,) = 1 and w(A4;) = 0 for every
i # ig. This can be reformulated as follows: let P;(n), Py(n), ..., Py(n) be properties such that
for any n € I no two of them can be true simultaneously. If the disjunction of these properties
holds w-almost surely then there exists i € {1,2,...,m} such that w-almost surely P;(n) holds
and all Pj(n) with j # i do not hold.

Definition 3.3 (w-limit). Let w be an ultrafilter over I. For every sequence of points (zy)ner
in a topological space X, its w-limit lim,x,, is a point x in X such that for every neighborhood
U of x the relation z,, € U holds w-almost surely.

Remark 3.4. If w-limit lim,x, exists then it is unique, provided the space X is Hausdorff.
Every sequence of elements in a compact space has an w-limit [Boul].

Definition 3.5 (ultraproduct). For every sequence of sets (X, )ner the ultraproduct 11X, /w
corresponding to an ultrafilter w consists of equivalence classes of sequences (zp)ner, Tn € Xp,
where two sequences (z,,) and (y,) are identified if x,, = y, w-almost surely. The equivalence
class of a sequence (z,,) in I1X,, /w is denoted by (x,)*. In particular, if all X, are equal to the
same X, the ultraproduct is called the ultrapower of X and is denoted by X*.

Recall that if G, n > 1, are groups then IIG, /w is again a group with the operation
(xn)w(yn)w = (xnyn)w

Definition 3.6 (w-limit of metric spaces). Let (X, dist,,), n € I, be a sequence of metric spaces
and let w be an ultrafilter over I. Consider the ultraproduct I1X,,/w and an observation point
e = (ep)¥ in 11X, /w. For every two points = = (x,)¥,y = (y,)* in 11X, /w let

D(z,y) = limydisty, (zn, yn) -

The function D is a pseudo-metric on 11X, /w (i.e. it satisfies the triangle inequality and the
property D(z,z) = 0, but for some x # y, the number D(z,y) can be 0 or co). Let II. X, /w
be the subset of 11X, /w consisting of elements which are finite distance from e with respect to
D. The w-limit im* (X,,). of the metric spaces (X, dist,) relative to the observation point e is
the metric space obtained from II. X,, /w by identifying all pairs of points x,y with D(z,y) = 0.
The equivalence class of a sequence (z,,) in lim“(X,,). is denoted by lim*(x,,).

2We shall only use non-principal ultrafilters in this paper, so the word non-principal will be omitted.
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Remark 3.7 (changing the observation point). It is easy to see that if e,e/ € I1X,,/w and
D(e,€’) < oo then lim* (X)) = im“(X,,)e .

Definition 3.8 (asymptotic cone). Let (X,dist) be a metric space, w be an ultrafilter over a
set I, e = (e,)“ be an observation point. Consider a sequence of numbers d = (dy)ner called
scaling constants satisfying lim,,d,, = oo.

In the ultrapower X we define the subset X = I1. X, /w, where (X, dist,,) = (X, dist/d,,).
We call it ultrapower of X with respect to the observation point e.

The w-limit lim*“ (X, ‘2—?)6 is called an asymptotic cone of X. It is denoted by Con*(X;e, d)
(see [Gry], [Grs], [VDW]).

Definition 3.9. For a sequence (A,),n € I, of subsets of (X, dist) we denote by lim*(A,,) the
subset of Con“(X;e,d) that consists of all the elements lim*(z,,) such that x, € A, w-almost

dist(en,An)
dn

surely. Notice that if lim,, = oo then the set lim*(A4,,) is empty.

Remark 3.10. It is proved in [VDW] that any asymptotic cone of a metric space is com-
plete. The same proof gives that lim“(A,) is always a closed subset of the asymptotic cone
Con*(X;e,d).

Definition 3.11 (quasi-isometries). A quasi-isometric embedding of a metric space (X,disty)
into a metric space (Y, disty) is a map q: X — Y such that

1
Edistx(x,x') — C < disty(q(z),q(z")) < Ldistx(z,2") + C, for all z,2" € X.

In particular if (X, distx) is an interval of the real line R then q is called a quasi-geodesic or
an (L, C)-quasi-geodesic.

A quasi-isometry is a quasi-isometric embedding q: X — Y such that there exists a quasi-
isometric embedding q’: Y — X with the property that qo g and q’ o q are at finite distance
from the identity maps.

Remark 3.12 (quasi-injectivity). Although a quasi-isometric embedding is not necessarily in-
jective, a weaker version of injectivity holds: If q is an (L, C)-quasi-isometric embedding then
dist(x,y) > LC implies dist(q(z),q(y)) > 0.

Definition 3.13 (Lipschitz maps). Let L > 1. A map q: (X,distx) — (Y,disty) is called
Lipschitz if
disty (q(z), q(z")) < Ldistx (z, z")

for every z,2’ € X. The map q is called bi-Lipschitz if it also satisfies
1
disty (q(x), q(z")) > Edistx(x,x').

Remark 3.14. Let (X,,) and (Y},) be sequences of metric spaces, e, € X, €}, € Y,, (n € I). Then
it is easy to see that any sequence q,: X,, — Y, of (L,, Cy)-quasi-isometries with q,(e,) = €,
n € I, induces an (L, C')-quasi-isometry q: lim“(X,). — lim“(Y},)e where e = (e,,)%, ¢/ = (e},)%,

and L = lim,L,, C = lim,C,, provided L < oo, C' < co. Moreover, the w-limit of the images
qn(Xy) coincides with the image of q.

Remark 3.15. Let qy,: [0,4,] — X be a sequence of (L, C')-quasi-geodesics in a geodesic metric
space (X, dist). Then the w-limit lim*(q,, ([0, £,])) in any asymptotic cone Con* (X, e, d) is either
empty, or a bi-Lipschitz arc or a bi-Lipschitz ray or a bi-Lipschitz line. This immediately follows
from Remark 3.14.
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Remark 3.16. Any quasi-isometric embedding q of (X,distx) into (Y,disty) induces a bi-
Lipschitz embedding of Con“(X;e,d) into Con®(Y; (q(ey)),d) for every w, e and d [Grj).

Every finitely generated group G = (X) can be considered a metric space where the distance
between two elements a, b is the length of the shortest group word in X representing a~'b. The
asymptotic cones of G corresponding to different observation points are isometric [Grs]. Thus
when we consider an asymptotic cone of a finitely generated group, we shall always assume that
the observation point e is (1)%.

Let G, n € I, be the metric space G with metric dlSt for some sequence of scaling constants
(dn)ner- The set II.G,, /w denoted by G is a Subgroup of the ultrapower G%.

Remark 3.17. Notice [Grs] that the group G¥ acts on Con*(G;e,d) by isometries:

(gn)whmw (xn) = lim® (gnxn)

This action is transitive, so, in particular, every asymptotic cone of a group is homogeneous.

More generally if a group G acts by isometries on a metric space (X, dist) and there exists
a bounded subset B C X such that X = GB then all asymptotic cones of X are homogeneous
metric spaces.

Definition 3.18 (asymptotic properties). We say that a space has a certain property asymp-
totically if each of its asymptotic cones has this property. For example, a space may be asymp-
totically CAT(0), asymptotically without cut-point etc.

Definition 3.19 (asymptotically tree-graded spaces). Let (X, dist) be a metric space and let
A ={A; | i € I} be a collection of subsets of X. In every asymptotic cone Con*(X;e,d), we
consider the collection of subsets

dist (e, A; .
Ay = {hmw(Ain) | (in)“ € I¥ such that the sequence <w> is bounded} .

We say that X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A if every asymptotic cone
Con*(X;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to A,,.

Corollary 4.30 will show that there is no need to vary the ultrafilter in Definition 3.19: if a
space is tree-graded with respect to a collection of subsets for one ultrafilter, it is tree-graded
for any other with respect to the same collection of subsets.

3.2 Ultralimits of asymptotic cones are asymptotic cones

Definition 3.20 (an ultraproduct of ultrafilters). Let w be an ultrafilter over I and let yu =
(tn)ner be a sequence of ultrafilters over I. We consider each i, as a measure on the set {n} x I
and w as a measure on I.

For every subset A C I x I we set wu(A) equal to the w-measure of the set of all n € I such
that u,(AN({n} xI)) =

In other words

wi(A) = / tin (AO ({n} % T)) duofn).

Notice that this is a generalization of the standard notion of product of ultrafilters (see [Sh,
Definition 3.2 in Chapter VIJ).

Lemma 3.21. (cf [Sh, Lemma 3.6 in Chapter VI]) wu is an ultrafilter over I x I.
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Proof. 1t suffices to prove that wp is finitely additive and that it takes the zero value on finite
sets.

Let A and B be two disjoint subsets of I x I. Then for every n € I the sets AN ({n} x I)
and BN ({n} x I) are disjoint. Hence (by the additivity of p,) for every n € I

pn((AUB) N ({n} x I)) = pn(AN ({n} x 1)) + pn(B N ({n} x I)).
Therefore (by the additivity of w)
wp(AU B) =wp(A) + wu(B).

Let now A be a finite subset of I xI. Then the set of numbers n for which p,(AN({n}xI)) =1
is empty. So wu(A) = 0 by definition. O

Lemma 3.22 (double ultralimit of sequences). Let w, uy,, n € I, be as in Definition 3.20. Let
(n)

ry. be an uniformly bounded double indexed sequence of real numbers, k,n € I. Then

lim,, urlgn) = lim, lim,,, rlgn) (1)

(the internal limit is taken with respect to k).

Proof. Let r = limwur]i"). It follows that, for every € > 0,

w,u{(n,k:)|r,(€n) € (r—s,r—l—e)} =l

w{ne[\un{klry)6(r—€,r+€)}:1}:1.

It follows that
w{n el lim“nr,g") € [r—e,r—l—s]} =1,

which implies that

limwlimunr,g") €lr—er+el.
Since this is true for every € > 0 we conclude that limwlim“nr,gn) =r. O

Lemma 3.22 immediately implies:

Proposition 3.23 (double ultralimit of metric spaces). Let w and p be as in Definition 3.20.
Let (X,gn),dist,(gn)) be a double indexed sequence of metric spaces, k,n € I, and let e be a double

indexed sequence of points e,(gn) € X,gn). We denote by e™ the sequence <e,(€")>k E
€
The map

lim,,, (xlg")) — limy, (limun (a;,(fn))> , (2)

onto lim* (lim“” (X én)>e(n)> , where e, = lim“n(e("))

e/

is an isometry from lim“* (X ]i"))
e

25



Corollary 3.24 (ultralimits of cones are cones). Let X be a metric space. Let w and p be as

above. For everyn € I let ™ = (e'(fn))k , be an observation point, d = (d,g"))k , be a
c €

sequence of scaling constants satisfying lim“nd,(:) = o0 for everyn € I. Let Con*” (X; e("),d("))
be the corresponding asymptotic cone of X. Then the map

lim,, (xlg")) — lim,, (limun (xlg"))) , (3)

is an isometry from Con**(X;e,d) onto

lim®“ (Con”” (XS e, d(n))>(1im“” (etm))’

where e = (e’(‘fn))(n,k)elu and d = <d’(fn)>(n,k)ezx1'

Proof. Let us prove that limwudén) = o00. Let M > 0. For every n € I we have that limundgl) =
0o, whence ,un{k el d,(:) > M} = 1. It follows that {ne[ ] ,un{k;e I d,(:) > M} = 1} =

I, therefore its w-measure is 1. We conclude that wpy {(n, k) | d,(g") > M } =1.

It remains to apply Proposition 3.23 to the sequence of metric spaces (X ) ﬁdist) and
k
to e. U

3.3 Another definition of asymptotic cones

In [Grs], [VDW] and some other papers, a more restrictive definition of asymptotic cones is
used. In that definition, the set I is equal to N and the scaling constant d,, must be equal to n
for every n. We shall call these asymptotic cones restrictive.

It is easy to see that every restrictive asymptotic cone is an asymptotic cone in our sense.
The converse statement can well be false although we do not have any explicit examples.

Also for every ultrafilter w over I and every sequence of scaling constants d = (d,, )nes, there
exists an ultrafilter p over N such that the asymptotic cone Con”(X;e,d) contains an isometric
copy of the restrictive asymptotic cone Con*(X;e, (n)). Indeed, let ¢ be a map I — N such that
#(i) = [d;]. Now define the ultrafilter ;1 on N by u(A4) = w(¢~1(A)) for every set A C N. The

embedding Con”(X;e, (n)) — Con“(X;e,d) is defined by lim*(x,) — lim* (xd)(i))iel'

Remark 3.25. In the particular case when the sets {i € I | [d;] = k} are of uniformly bounded
(finite) size, this embedding is a surjective isometry [Ri].

The restrictive definition of asymptotic cones is, in our opinion, less natural because the
w-limit of restrictive asymptotic cones is not canonically represented as a restrictive asymptotic
cone (see Corollary 3.24). Conceivably, it may even not be a restrictive asymptotic cone in
general. The next statement shows that it is a restrictive asymptotic cone in some particular
cases.

Proposition 3.26. Let v,, n € N be a sequence of ultrafilters over N. Let (I,,) be sequence of
pairwise disjoint subsets of N such that v,(I,,) = 1. Let C,, = Con"(X;e™ (n)), n € N, be a
restrictive asymptotic cone of a metric space X. Then the w-limit of asymptotic cones Cy, is a
restrictive asymptotic cone.
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Proof. Let uy, be the restriction of v, onto I,,, n € N. Then C,, is isometric to Con*" (X; e d(”))
where d™ is the sequence of all numbers from I,, in the increasing order. By Corollary 3.24,

Hm® (Cp ) jpen (etmy s the asymptotic cone Con“*(X;e,d) where e = (el(:) dd=

)

(n,k)eNxN

(d,(fn)> . For every natural number a the set of pairs (n, k) such that d,(fn) = a contains
(n,k)eNxN

at most one element because the subsets I, C N are disjoint. It remains to apply Remark
3.25. O

3.4 Simple triangles in ultralimits of metric spaces

Definition 3.27 (k-gons). We say that a metric space P is a geodesic (quasi-geodesic) k-gon
if it is a union of k geodesics (quasi-geodesics) qq, ..., qx such that (q;)+ = (q;41)— for every
i =1,...,k (here k + 1 is identified with 1).

For every ¢ = 1,...,k, we denote the polygonal curve P\ (q;—1Ugq;) by O, (P), where
;i = (qi—1)+ = (q;)—. When there is no possibility of confusion we simply denote it by O,,.

Lemma 3.28. (1) Let P,,, n € N, be a sequence of geodesic k-gons in metric spaces (X, disty,).
Let w be an ultrafilter over N, such that im*“(P,) = P, where P is a simple geodesic k-gon in
the metric space im“(X,,). with metric dist. Let V,, be the set of vertices of P, in the clockwise
order. Let D, be the supremum over all points x contained in two distinct edges of P, of the
distances dist (x,Vy,) . Then lim,D,, = 0.

(2) Let P be a simple k-gon in (X,dist). For every 6 > 0 we define Ds = Ds(P) to be the
supremum over all k-gons Py in X that are at Hausdorff distance at most 6 from P and over all
points x contained in two distinct edges of Ps of the distances dist (x, Vs), where Vs is the set of
vertices of Ps. Then lims_,gDg = 0.

Proof. (1) Since the w-limit of the diameters of P, is the diameter of P, it follows that the
diameters of P, are uniformly bounded w-almost surely. In particular D,, is uniformly bounded
w-almost surely, therefore its w-limit exists and it is finite. Suppose that lim,D, = 2D >
0. Then w-almost surely there exists x, contained in two distinct edges of P, such that
disty, (x, V) > D. Without loss of generality we may suppose that x,, € [4,, B,] N [By, Cy] for
every n, where [A,, B,], [Bn,Cy] are two consecutive edges of P, such that im“([A,, B,]) =
[A, B], im*([B,,Cy,]) = [B,C], where [A, B],[B,C] are two consecutive edges of P. Then
lim“(x,) € [A, B] N [B, C], which by simplicity of P implies that lim“(x,,) = B. On the other
hand we have that dist,, (z,,V,) > D, which implies that dist(lim“(z,), B) > D. We have
obtained a contradiction.

(2) Assume that limg_,gDs = 2D > 0. It follows that there exists a sequence (P,) of k-gons
endowed with metrics such that their Hausdorff distance to P tends to zero and such that there
exists x, contained in two distinct edges of P, and at distance at least D of the vertices of P,.
According to [KaLi], it follows that lim“(P,) = P for every ultrafilter w. On the other hand
D,, > D for all n € N. We thus obtain a contradiction of (1). O

Proposition 3.29 (limits of simple polygons). Consider an ultrafilter w over N and a sequence
of metric spaces, (Xp,dist,), n € N. Let e € 11X, /w be an observation point. For every simple
geodesic triangle A in lim® (X, )e, for every sufficiently small € > 0 there ezists ko = ko(e) and
a simple geodesic triangle A, with the properties:

(a) The Hausdorff distance between A and A. does not exceed €;
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(b) Ac contains the midpoints of the edges of A;

(c) The triangle Az can be written as im®(PS), where each PS is a geodesic k-gon in X,
k < ko, P: is simple and the lengths of all edges of P are O(1) w-almost surely.

Proof. Let A, B, C be the vertices of A, in the clockwise order, and let Mg, Mpc and Mac be
the midpoints of [A4, B], [B,C| and [A, C], respectively.
We construct A, in several steps.

Step I. Constructing not necessarily simple geodesic triangles A..

For every small § > 0 we divide each of the halves of edges of A determined by a vertex
and a midpoint into finitely many segments of length at least § and at most 26. Let V be
the set of endpoints of all these segments, endowed with the natural cyclic order. We call V a
d-partition of A. We assume that {A, B,C, Map, Mpc, Mac} C V. Every t € V can be written
as t = lim*(t,), hence V = lim“()),,), where each V,, is endowed with a cyclic order. Let P, be
a geodesic k-gon with vertices V,,, where k = [V|. The limit set As; = lim“(P,) is a geodesic
triangle with vertices A, B, C' and at Hausdorff distance at most § from A.

Notation: Let E, F be two points on an edge of As. We denote the part of the geodesic side of
As between E and F in Ay by [E, Fls. If E, F are two points on an edge of A, we denote the
part of the side of A between E and F by [E, F|. This is to avoid confusion between different
geodesics joining two such points.

Step II. Making A, simple.
For every § > 0, we consider Ds = Ds(A) given by Lemma 3.28. Let

a(A)inf {dist (x, 04(A)) | z € {A,B,C}} .

By Lemma 3.28 we have limg_,gDs = 0. Therefore, for § small enough we have
1
2Ds + 46 < a(A) and Ds + 25 < m min {dist(A, B),dist(B, C), dist(C, A)} . 4)

Fix a 0 satisfying (4), a d-partition V of A, and a corresponding triangle As = lim“(P,).

Let Ay and Ay be the nearest to A points of V \ Np,;5(A) on the edges [A, B] and [4, C],
respectively. For an appropriate choice of As, we may suppose that dist(A, A1) = dist(A, As).
We note that dist(A, A1) € [Ds+ 9, Ds + 20]. Similarly we take By € [B,C]NV, By € [B, ANV
and Cq € [C, ANV, Cy € [C,B] NV with dist(B, By) = dist(B, By) € [Ds + 0, Ds 4+ 24] and
dist(C, C1) = dist(C, Cq) € [Ds + 0, Ds + 20].

Suppose that [A1, Bs]s and [By,Cs]s have a point E in common. The definition of Dy
implies that E € Np,({A, B,C}). On the other hand E € [A;, Bas implies E ¢ Np,({A, B})
and E € [By,Cy]s implies E ¢ Np,({B,C?}), a contradiction.

We conclude, by repeating the previous argument, that the segments [A1, Bols, [B1,Cals
and [C1, As]s are pairwise disjoint. Since dist(A, Ay), dist(B, Be) < Dy + 2§ < Ldist(A, B), it
follows that M4p is contained in [Ay, Bsls. Likewise, Mpc and M ¢ are contained in [By, Co]s
and [C4, As]s, respectively.

Let dg be the supremum of dist(E, A) for all E satisfying two conditions: E € [A;, As
and dist(Ag, F) + dist(E, A) = dist(Ag, A). Since these two conditions define a closed set, it
follows that there exists A" € [A1, A]s such that dist(Ag, A") 4 dist(A’, A) = dist(A4z, A) and
dist(A, A") = da. Obviously A" € {A1, A2}. In other words, A" is the farthest from A point in
[A1, A]s which is contained in a geodesic joining As and A. Hence A’ has the property that every
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geodesic joining it with As intersects [A1, A']s only in A’. Similarly we find points B’ € [By, Bls
and C’ € [01,0]5.

Recall that As = lim*“(P,). Let P2 be a sequence of polygonal lines in P, with endpoints
Al B2, having as limit [A’, By]s. Likewise let PP and P¢ be sequences of polygonal lines in
P,, with endpoints B!, C2 and C! A2 having as limits [B’, Cs]s and [C”, As]s, respectively. We
consider the new sequence of polygons P! = P4 U [B2, B/JU PP U[C2,C!] U PC U (A2, A!].
The limit set limw(Pfl) is [A,, Bs)s U 9B,B' U [B/, Csls U 9,0 U [C,, Asls U 94,4’ Where gp,pr =
lim“([B2, B!]) is a geodesic and likewise for gc,cr, §A,47-

We have dist(C’, A) = dist(C’, Ay) + dist(Az, A) = dist(C’, A2) + dist(As, A) + dist(A4’, A).
It follows that by joining the pairs of points (C’, A3), (A2, A’) and (A’, A) by geodesics we obtain
a geodesic from C’ to A. In particular [C”, As]s U ga,as is a geodesic. Likewise, [A’, Ba]s Ugp, 5’
and [B’,C5)s U geyeor are geodesics. Therefore lim®(P)) is a geodesic triangle Aj§ with vertices
A',B',C". By construction the Hausdorff distance between A§ and Ay is at most Ds + 24, hence
the Hausdorff distance between A§ and A is at most Ds + 3.

Suppose that two edges of A} have a common point E. Suppose the two edges are [A’, Ba]sU
g, and [B',Cals U geyer. If E € [A', Ay]s then dist(A, E) < Ds + 26. On the other hand
E € [B',C3]s U ge,or implies E € Np,1a5([B, C]). Hence dist(A, [B,C]) < 2Ds + 46 < a(A), a
contradiction.

If E € gey,er then dist(C,E) < Dy + 26 which together with E € [A’, Bo|s U gp,pr C
Np,s+25([A, B]) implies dist(C, [A, B]) < 2D;s + 4§ < a(A), a contradiction.

If E € [Ay,Bs]s then E ¢ [B;,Css. Also since dist(B, E) > dist(B, By) = dist(B, By) it
follows that E & [B’, B1]s, a contradiction.

If E € gp,p then an argument similar to the previous gives E ¢ [By,Cs]s. We conclude
that E € [B’, B1]s. By the choice of B’ we have E = B'.

We conclude that Aj is a simple geodesic triangle, containing the midpoints of the edges of
A, at Hausdorff distance at most Ds + 30 from A, and A§ = lim*(P)), where P}, is a geodesic
m~gon, with m < k + 3.

Step III. Making polygons simple.

Let D,, be the supremum over all points = contained in two distinct edges of P! of the
distances from x to the vertices of P}. Applying Lemma 3.28, (1), to (P)) and to A = lim*“(P}))
we obtain that D,, tends to zero as n — oo. Let v, be a vertex of P). We consider the farthest
point v}, in the ball B(vy,2D,,) contained in both edges of endpoint the vertex v,. Cut the
bigon of vertices v,, v/, from the polygon, and repeat this operation for every vertex v, of P..
As a result, we obtain a new polygon P which is simple and at Hausdorff distance at most 2D,,
from P). It follows that lim“(P)) = lim*(P)) = Aj. O

Theorem 3.30 (being tree-graded is closed under ultralimits). For every n € N let F,, be a
complete geodesic metric space which is tree-graded with respect to a collection P, of closed
geodesic subsets of Fy,. Let w be an ultrafilter over N and let e € TIF,, /w be an observation point.
The ultralimit im® (F,,). is tree-graded with respect to the collection of limit sets

P, = {im“(M,,) | M,, € Py, dist(ey, M,) bounded uniformly in n} .

Proof. Property (71). Let lim“(M,), im“(M]) € P, be such that there exist two dis-
tinct points ., vy, in im*(M,) N 1lim¥(M]). It follows that z, = lim“(x,) = lim*(z}) and

Yolim®(yn) = lm®(y;,), where @n,yn € My, 2y, € M, dist(zn,27,) = o(1), dist(yn,y;) =
o(1), while dist(z,,yn) = O(1), dist(z,,y},) = O(1).
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By contradiction suppose that M,, # M/ w-almost surely. Then property (73) of the space
F,, and Corollary 2.11 imply that M, projects into M), in a unique point z, and that z, €
[Tn, 2] O [yn, yh,]. Tt follows that dist(x,,z,) = o(1) and dist(yn,2,) = o(1), therefore that
dist(xy, yn) = o(1). This contradiction implies that M, = M), w-almost surely, so lim*“(M,,) =
lim® (M)).

Property (T2). Let A be a simple geodesic triangle in lim*(F,).. Consider an arbitrary
sufficiently small € > 0 and apply Proposition 3.29. We obtain a simple geodesic triangle A,
satisfying properties (a), (b), (c) in the conclusion of the Proposition. In particular A, =
lim®(P¢), where P is a simple geodesic polygon in F,,. Property (73) applied to F,, implies
that P7 is contained in one piece M,,. Consequently A, C lim*(M,,). Property (b) of A, implies
that lim*“(M,,) contains the three distinct middle points of the edges of A. This and property
(T1) already proven imply that all triangles A, are contained in the same lim*(M,,). Property
(a) and the fact that lim“(M,,) is closed imply that A C lim“(M,,). O

Definition 3.31. Let P be a polygon with quasi-geodesic edges and with set of vertices V.
Points in P \ V are called interior points of P. Let p € P. The inscribed radius in p with
respect to P is either the distance from p to the set O, if p is a vertex, or the distance from p
to the set P\ q if p is contained in the interior of the edge q.

Oy

Figure 2: Properties (F1) and (F3).

Definition 3.32 (fat polygons). Let ¥ > 0, 0 > 1 and v > 40. We call a k-gon P with
quasi-geodesic edges (9, o, v)-fat if the following properties hold:

(F1) (large comparison angles, large inscribed radii in interior points) for every edge
q with endpoints {z,y} we have

dist(q \ Now({z,y}), P\ q) > ¥;
(Fy) (large edges, large inscribed radii in vertices) for every vertex = we have

dist(z, O) > vd.

Remarks 3.33. 1. For almost all applications, we can assume that o in that definition is equal
to 2, so the “fatness” really depends on two parameters, ¥ ad v. We need o to make fatness
preserved under quasi-isometry (see Theorem 5.1).

2. Property (F) implies that in each of the vertices x,y certain comparison angles are at
least % and that in the interior points of P outside N,y(V) the inscribed radius is at least 9.
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3. Property (F) ensures that for every edge q the set q\ Nyy({x,y}) has diameter at least
201, in particular it is never empty. It also ensures that the inscribed radius in every vertex is
at least v9.

Proposition 3.34 (triangles in an asymptotic cone are w-limits of fat polygons). For every
simple geodesic triangle A in Con”(X;e,d), for every sufficiently small € > O there exists ko =
ko(e) and a simple geodesic triangle A, with the properties:

(a) The Hausdorff distance between A and A. does not exceed €;
(b) Ac contains the midpoints of the edges of A;

(c) For every 9 > 0 and v > 8, the triangle A, can be written as im“(PS), where each PS is
a geodesic k-gon in X, k < ko, and PS is (9,2,v)-fat w-almost surely.

Proof. Proposition 3.29 applied to (X , dindist), w, e and A implies that for every ¢ > 0 there
exists kg = ko(e) and A, satisfying (a) and (b) and such that A, = lim“(P,), where P, are
simple geodesic k-gons in X, 3 < k < ko, such that the lengths of all edges in P, are O(d,)
w-almost surely. Remark 3.2 implies that there exists m € {3,...,ko} such that P, have m
edges w-almost surely. Let ¢ > 0 and v > 8. We modify the sequence of polygons (P,) so that
their limit set stays the same while the polygons become (1,2, v)-fat.

Let V, = {v],v5,..., v} be the set of vertices of P, in the clockwise order. We denote the
limit set lim“(V,,) by V, and we endow it with the clockwise order on A.. There exists ¢ > 0
such that for every v € V, the distance between v and O,(A,) is at least 2p, where O,(A,) is
taken in A. considered as a polygon with vertices V. It follows that w-almost surely for every
i€{1,2,...,m} we have dist (vf, Oy (Pn)) > od,. In particular, w-almost surely all the edges
of P, have length at least od,,.

Convention: In what follows we use the notation [v}', v}, ] for a generic edge of P,, where i + 1
is taken modulo m.

Let €, be the supremum of distances dist (x,V,,) for all z € [v}, v} ] NNy <[v;‘, v;‘H]) i F
J,i,7 € {1,2,...,m}. Suppose that lim, 7 = 2n > 0. Then there exist z, € [, vt ] 0
Ny ([v;-‘,v;-‘“]) ,i # j, 1,7 € {1,2,...,m}, with dist (x,, V) > nd, w-almost surely. Taking

the w-limit, we get a contradiction with the fact that A, is simple. Therefore limwfi—’; = 0.

Notation: We denote by 9N the set of all n € N such that for every i € {1,2,...,m} we have
dist (vf, Ov?) > od,, and such that od,, > 2¢, + 2 + (2v 4+ 1)¢¥. Obviously I € w.

Let [vj' 1, v}] and [v}', vf ;] be two consecutive edges of P,. Let vj' be the farthest point of

ol in (U 1, VNN, +1(v]") contained in the vi-tubular neighborhood of a different edge p of P,.
The edge p has to be at a distance at most €, + 1 + v¢ from v*. It follows that for every n € M
the edge p must be [v]', v}, ;]. Therefore v is the farthest from v}’ point in [v}’ |, v]'] contained in
Nog([vf, v} 1]). Let 0} be the farthest from v}* point ¢, € [v]', v}, ] such that dist(2 , t,) < v9.
It follows that dist(v}",0}') = vv. We modify P, by replacing [0}, v}'] U [v}*, 0'] with a geodesic
[0, 07']. We repeat the argument for each of the vertices of P,, and in the end we obtain a
sequence of polygons P! with at most 2m edges each. As the Hausdorff distance between P/
and P, is at most €, + 1 + v, im*(P)) = lim“(P,).

Let us show that for n € M, P}, is (9,2, v)-fat.

Verification of property (F;) for n € 0.
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There are two types of edges in P, the edges of the form [07,7]" ], which we shall call
restricted edges, and the edges of the form [0}, 0], which we shall call added edges. We denote
by RE,, the union of the restricted edges of P, and by AFE,, the union of the added edges of P}.

Let [07, 07, 1] be a restricted edge. We first show that for n € N,

dist ([37", 07 1] \ Nao ({87, 0341 1), REW \ [37', 07%4]) 2 9.

Suppose there exists y in [0}, 0} 4] \ Naw({7}', 0} 1 }) contained in Ny([o},97,4]) which is
inside Ny([v?, v} ,]), with j # i. Then y € N,+1({v}", v} }). The choice of 47, implies that
y € Ne,41(v}'). Therefore dist(v}', [v}, v}, ;]) < €, + 1+ 9. The previous inequality implies that
j=i—1forneN

Hence there exists ¢t € [0/, 0] such that dist(¢,y) < ¥. By the definition of ¥]' we have
t = v'. This contradicts the choice of v;".

Now let us show that for n € I,
dist ([0, 97%1] \ Nao({07, 041 }), AER) > 9.

Suppose there exists 2 in [, 0} 1] \Nag ({7, 971 }) contained in Ny([},97]). It follows that
z belongs to the (&, + v + 1)-neighborhood of v7 and that dist(v}, [v7', v 1]) < €+ vV +1. For
n € N this implies that j € {i,7+ 1}. Suppose j = i (the other case is similar). Let ¢ € [0}, 0]
with dist(¢, z) < 9. Then dist(d}",t) > dist(0]", z) —dist(t, z) > 20 —0 > dist(¢, z). It follows that
dist(9, z) < dist(o]',t) + dist(t, z) < dist(0,t) + dist(0]', t)dist(o]", 9}*) = vo). This contradicts
the choice of 0"

Now consider an added edge [0}, 9}'] C B(v
w € [0, 0] \ Noy({0]', 01'}) contained in Ny([v
follows that dist(vf',v7) < dist(v}’, u) + dist(u,
fact that n € .

If there exists s € [0F',00] \ Nap({o}',0}'}) contained in the ¥-tubular neighborhood of
(07,07, 4] then v]' € Nyy1y94e,+1([v],v]}1]), which together with the hypothesis n € 91 im-
plies that j € {i — 1,7}. The fact that dist(s,?]") > 20 together with the choice of ¥ implies
that dist(s, [0}, 9}, ]) > 20. The fact that dist(s, ;") > 20 together with the choice of ¥j" implies
that dist(s, [0 {,0']) > 20. Therefore j ¢ {i — 1,i}, a contradiction.

i—17 %%

Toen +1+0v0). Let n € 9. If there exists
o7]) with j # i then u € N, 114 w41)9(v]). It

n
70
v}) < 2€n + 2+ (2v + 1), This contradicts the

S -

<

Verification of property (F3) for n € 91.

Let © = o' be a vertex of P, and let v = v]'. We have that O3(P)) = (RE, \ [0 ,v]) U
(AE, \ [0,9}]). The set RE, \ [0}_;,7] is composed of [0}, 7}, ,] and of a part RE], contained
in Oy(P,). By construction we have dist(7, [07, 0, ,]) > vvJ. On the other hand dist(v, RE],) >
dist(v, RE),) — dist(v,v) > dist(v, Oy(P,)) — €, — 1 > od,, — €, — 1, which is larger that v for
n € MN.

Since AE, \ [0,01] C Ne, 41409 (Vn \ {v}) it follows that

dist(v, AE, \ [0,0]']) > dist(v, Yy, \ {v}) —€n — 1 — (en + 1 +v0) > ody, — (265, + 2 + v0) > 10

for n € M.

Now let © = 47 be a vertex of P}. We have that Oz(P,) = (RE, \ [0,0}},]) U (AE, \ [0, 7]).
As before, we show that dist(v, AE, \ [0,0]) > vV for n € N.

The set RE,, \ [0,7},] is composed of [0}" |, 9] and of RE},. As above, dist(?, RE],) > v for
n € MN. The distance dist(v, [0]" ;,7]) is at least v by the choice of v.

We conclude that for n € 9 the polygon P, is (¢, 2, v)-fat. O
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4 A characterization of asymptotically tree-graded spaces

In this section, we find metric conditions for a metric space to be asymptotically tree-graded
with respect to a family of subsets.

Theorem 4.1 (a characterization of asymptotically tree-graded spaces). Let (X,dist) be a
geodesic metric space and let A = {A; | i € I} be a collection of subsets of X. The metric
space X 1is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A if and only if the following properties are
satisfied:

(a1) For every 6 > 0 the diameters of the intersections N5(A;) N\ N;5(A;) are uniformly bounded
foralli+#j.
1

(ag) For every 6 from [0, 5) there exists a number M > 0 such that for every geodesic q of
length ¢ and every A € A with q(0),q(¢) € Nps(A) we have q([0, £]) N Np(A) # 0.

(ag) For every k > 2 there exist ¥ > 0, v > 8 and x > 0 such that every k-gon P in X with
geodesic edges which is (9,2, v)-fat satisfies P C Ny (A) for some A € A.

Figure 3: Property (a2).

Remarks 4.2. (1) If the space X is asymptotically uniquely geodesic (for instance asymptoti-
cally CAT(0)) then in («3) it is enough to consider k = 3 (only triangles).
(2) From the proof of Theorem 4.1, it will be clear that conditions (a3), (ag) can be replaced
by the following stronger conditions:
(afy) For every L > 1, C > 0, and 6 € [0, %) there exists M > 0 such that for every (L,C)-
quasi-geodesic q defined on [0, /] and every A € A such that q(0),q(¢) € Ny (A) we have
q([0, £]) NN (A4) # 05

(af) Forevery L >1,C > 0and k > 2, and for every o > 1 and v > 4o, there exist Jp > 0 such
that for every ¥ > 9y every k-gon P with (L, C)-quasi-geodesic edges which is (¢, o, v)-fat
is contained in N, (A) for some A € A, where y = o0 L?J + ¢ with ¢ a constant independent
of ¥.

(3) Also from the proof of Theorem 4.1, it will be clear that for every e < % the condition
(a2) can be replaced by the following weaker condition :
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(a§) For every 6 from [0,€) there exists a number M > 0 such that for every geodesic q of
length ¢ and every A € A with ¢(0),q(¢) € Nge(A) we have q([0, £]) N Nar(A) # 0.

1
(Notice that condition (cp) is the same as the condition (a3 ).)

(4) If A = {A; | i € I} satisfies conditions (a1), (a2), (a3), then the family N (A) =
{N.(4;) | i € I} also satisfies these conditions, for every ¢ > 0.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. First we show that conditions (a), (a§) (for an arbitrary € < 1) and
(a3) imply that X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A.

Lemma 4.3 ((o;) and (o) imply uniform quasi-convexity). Let (X,d) be a geodesic metric

space and let A= {A; |i € I} be a collection of subsets of X satisfying properties (1) and ()
for some €. Let My = My(6) be the number from property (o) corresponding to 6 = %e.

There exists t > 0 such that for every A € A, M > My and x,y € Na(A), every geodesic
joining x and y in X is contained in Nips(A).

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that for every n € N there exist M,, > My, &, yn € N, (Arn)
and a geodesic [z, y,] not contained in N, (Ay). For every n > 1 let D,, be the infimum of
the distances between points z,y € Ny, (A) for some A € A such that [z,y] ¢ Ny, (A) for
some geodesic [z, y].

We note that D,, > 2(n — 1)M,, > 2(n — 1)My, hence lim,_,oD,, = co. For every n > 1,
choose p,yn € Ny, (A,) such that dist(x,,y,) = D, + 1. Also choose ay,,b,, € [z, yn] such
that dist(zy,,a,) = dist(yn, by) = w. Then dist(an, An) < dist(an,z,) + dist(zy, Ap) <
w + M, < Q(DSH) + 2[()::1). Likewise dist(by,, A,) < Q(DSH) + 2?5@11). On the other hand
dist(ay, by) > dist(zp, yn) — dist(zy,, an) — dist(yn, by) > (1 — 0)(D,, + 1). For n large enough we
have g + 2(n—1_1) < %0. We apply (o) with 6 = %e to [an,b,] and we deduce that there exists
Zn € lan,by] N Nag(Ay). We have that either [z, 2,] & Noa, (An) or [zn,yn] € Nan, (Ar),
while dist(zy, 2,), dist (2, yn) < (1 = £)(D,, + 1) < D,, for n large enough. This contradicts the
choice of D,,. O

Lemma 4.4. Let (X,d) be a geodesic metric space and let A = {A; | i € I} be a collection
of subsets of X satisfying properties (a1) and (af) for some €. Then in every asymptotic cone
Con”(Xj;e,d), every set im*(A,,) is connected and a geodesic subspace.

Proof. Indeed, consider any two points z = lim*“(x,, ),y = im*“(y, ) in lim*“(A,,), and geodesics g,
connecting Z,, y, in X. Then by Lemma 4.3, q,, is inside Nj;(4,) for some fixed M. Therefore
the geodesic lim*“(qy,) is inside lim* (N (Ay)) = lim“(A4,,). O

Lemma 4.5. Let (X,d) be a geodesic metric space and let A = {A; | i € I} be a collection of
subsets of X satisfying properties (1) and (o5). Then in every asymptotic cone Con®(X;e,d)
the collection of subsets A, satisfies (T1).

Proof. Suppose that, in an asymptotic cone Con“(X;e,d) of X, the intersection lim*“(A;, ) N
lim“(A;,) contains two distinct points lim®(xy,),lim*(y,) but A;, # Aj;, w-almost surely. For
every n > 1 consider a geodesic [z, y,]. Its length ¢, is O(d,,) while d,, defined as the maximum
of the distances dist(z,, A;,), dist(zy, 4;,), dist(yn, A;, ), dist(yn, 4;,), is o(dn). According to
Lemma 4.3, [z, yy] is contained in N5, (Ai,) NN, (4;,) for some ¢ > 0.

Consider ay, by, € [Tn,yn] at distance 6t9,, from z,, and yy,, respectively. Property (a5) can be
applied twice, to [y, an] C [T, yn] and A;, (resp. Aj, ) for n large enough. It implies that there
exist z, € [, an] NN, (A;,) and 2], € [y, an] NN (4;,) (Where My is the same as in Lemma
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4.3). A similar argument for [b,,y,] C [zn,yn] and A;, (resp. A;,) implies that there exist
Up € [bn, yn] N Nagy(Ai,) and u), € [bn, yn] N Ny (A4;,). Hence [an, by] C [2n, un] C Neagy(Aiy,)
and [an,by] C [2,,ul,] C M, (A;,). Tt follows that [an,bn] C N, (Ai,) N Niarg, (4;,,), while
dist(an, by) = O(d,). This contradicts property (o). O

Lemma 4.6. (asymptotic (71) and (a3) implies asymptotic (7)) Let (X, dist) be a geodesic
metric space and let A= {A; |1 € I} be a collection of subsets of X. Suppose that property (as)
holds. Then every simple geodesic triangle in any asymptotic cone Con”(X;e,d) is contained in
one of the sets from A,,.

Proof. Let A be a simple geodesic triangle in Con“(X;e,d). Let &, = 2% be fixed, for every
large enough integer m. By Proposition 3.34, we can find ko and a simple triangle A,,, = A, =
lim® (P}") satisfying properties (a),(b), and (c) for ¥ and v > 8 given by (as) for ko(em). It
follows that w-almost surely, P/ are contained in N, (A,) for some A, € A. We conclude that
A, C A, = lim“(A,). By property (b) all triangles A,, have at least 3 distinct points in
common (e.g. the midpoints of the edges of A). This and property (77) of the collection A,
imply that the set A, is independent of m. Since A is a Hausdorff limit of A,,, and A, is closed
(see Remark 3.10), we deduce that A C A,. O

Lemmas 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6 show that (a1), (a5), (a3) imply that the space X is asymptotically
tree-graded. Now we prove the (stronger version of the) converse statement.

Lemma 4.7 (asymptotic (7) implies («1)). Let (X, dist) be a geodesic metric space asymptot-
ically satisfying (Th) with respect to A. Then X satisfies (o) with respect to A.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose X asymptotically satisfies (77) but for some § > 0 there
exists a sequence of pairs of points zy, y, in N5(4;,) N N;5(A4;,), where A;, and Aj, are distinct
sets in A, with lim,_,dist(z,,y,) = o0o. Set the observation point e to be (z,)“, and let
dy, = dist(zp,yn) for every n > 1. Then M; = lim“(4;,) and My = lim*“(A;,) are not empty,
so these are distinct pieces in Con*(X;e,d). The limits = lim“(z,) and y = lim“(y,,) are
distinct points in Con”(X;e,d) that belong to both M; and Mjs. This contradicts (77). O

Definition 4.8 (almost closest points). Let z € X, A,B C X. A point y € A is called an
almost closest to x point in A if dist(z,y) < dist(z, A)+1. Points a € A, b € B are called almost
closest representatives of A and B if dist(a,b) < dist(A, B) + 1.

Definition 4.9 (almost projection). Let z be a point in X and A C X. The almost projection
of x on A is the set of almost closest to x points in A. For every subset B of X we define the
almost projection proj4(B) of B onto A as (Jycp proja(b).

Remark 4.10. If all A € A were closed sets and the space X was proper (i.e. all balls in X
compact) then we could use closest points and usual projections instead of almost closest points
and almost projections.

Lemma 4.11. If the space X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A then for every
xe X, Ae A, with dist(x, A) = 2d

diam(proj4 (Ng(z)) = o(d).
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Proof. Suppose there exists ¢ > 0 and z,, € X, 4,, € A with dist(z,, A,) = 2d,, lim,_,ccd, = 00,
and the projection proj 4 (Na, (xy)) is of diameter at least ed,,. Let e = (x,,) and d = (d,,). In the
asymptotic cone Con®(X;e,d), we have the point = lim*“(z,,) at distance 2 of A =1im*“(A4,,),
two points y, 2 € Ni(x), and two points 3/, 2’ in A such that y/, 2’ are the respective projections
of y,z onto A, but dist(y’, 2’) > e. This contradicts Lemma 2.8. O

Lemma 4.12 (asymptotically tree-graded implies (a4)). Let (X, dist) be a geodesic metric space
which is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A. Then X satisfies (ad).

Proof. Fix L > 1,C > 0. By contradiction, suppose that for some fixed 8 € [O, %) there

exists a sequence of ( , C)-quasi-geodesics q,: [0,4,] — X and a sequence of sets A, € A,
such that ¢,,(0), 4n(ln) € Npg,/1(An) and dist (4,([0,4n]), An) = 2Dy, lim,, o0 Dy, = 00. Since
dist (q,,([0, 4,]), An) < Lé,, + M" this implies lim,,_ysof, = 00.

Let tg = 0 < t; < --- < tm—1 < tm = 0l be such that 222C < dist(t;,t;11) < 227C
for all 7« € {0,1,...,m — 1}. We have m < 355” for large enough n. Let y; be an almost
projection of q,(¢;) onto A,. According to Lemma 4.11, dist(y;,yi+1) = o(Dy). Consequently
dist(q,(0), 4n (£2)) < dist(qn(0),%0) +27;01d15t(y2,yz+1) +d18t(ym7 dn(ln)) < 205” +m-o(Dp) <
;GTi” 1+ 3Lo(1)¢,,. On the other hand dist(q,(0),q,(¢s)) > % — C. This is a contradiction Witél

5-

It remains to prove that being asymptotically tree-graded implies (a3).

Definition 4.13 (almost geodesics). If an (L, C)-quasi-geodesic q is L-Lipschitz then q will be
called an (L, C)-almost geodesic.

Remark 4.14. Every (L, C)-quasi-geodesic in a geodesic metric space is at bounded (in terms
of L,C) distance from an (L + C, C)-almost geodesic with the same end points [Bo, Proposition
8.3.4].

Lemma 4.15 (A is uniformly quasi-convex with respect to quasi-geodesics). Let X be a geodesic
metric space which is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection of subsets A. For
every L > 1 and C > 0, there exists t > 1 such that for every d > 1 and for every A € A, every
(L, C)-quasi-geodesic joining two points in Ny(A) is contained in Nig(A).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence ¢, : [0,¢,] — X of (L, C)-quasi-
geodesics with endpoints z,,y, € Ng, (A;) such that there exists z, € q,([0,£,]) with k, =
dist(zp, An) > nd, > n. By Remark 4.14, we can assume that each g, is an (L + C,C)-
almost geodesic. This allows us to choose z, € qy([0,¢y]) so that dist(zy, Ay) is maximal. In
Con®(X;(2zn), (kyn)), the limit set ¢ = lim*“(q,,) is either a topological arc with endpoints in
lim*¥(A,,) and not contained in lim“(A,), or a bi-Lipschitz ray with origin in lim“(A,) or a
bi-Lipschitz line (Remark 3.15). Notice also that q is contained in Nj(lim*“(A4,,)). In all three
cases we obtain a contradiction with Corollary 2.9. O

Let (X,dist) be a geodesic space that is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to the
collection of subsets A.

Notation: For every L > 1,C > 0, we denote by M(L,C) the constant given by (o) for § = %
We also denote by dist the distance function in any of the asymptotic cones of X.

Conventions: To simplify the notations and statements, in the sequel we shall not mention the
constants L > 1 and C' > 0 for each quasi-geodesic anymore. We assume that all constants
provided by the following lemmas in the section depend on L and C.
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Lemma 4.16. Let q,: [0,¢,] = X, n > 1, be a sequence of (L,C)-quasi-geodesics in X and let
Ap, m > 1, be a sequence of sets in A. Suppose that dist(qn(0), 4y) = o(€y), dist(qn((r), An) =
o(€y) w-almost surely. Then there exists th € [0,30,], t2 € (205, £,] such that q,(t,) € Ny (4y),
i =1,2, where M = M(L,C), w-almost surely.

Proof. By Lemma 4.15, the quasi-geodesic gy, is inside Ny, (4,) for t, = o(¢,). It remains to
apply (ab) to the quasi-geodesics q,,([0, 3£,]) and q, (34, £n]). O

Lemma 4.17 (linear divergence). For every e > 0 and every M > M(L,C) there exists t- > 0
such that if A € A, q is a quasi-geodesic with origin a € Ny(A), such that q N Ny (A) = {a}
and t > t. then

dist(q(t), A) > (1 — e)dist(q(t),a) .

Proof. We suppose that for some £ > 0 there exists a sequence A, € A, a sequence ¢, of quasi-
geodesics with origin a,, € Ny(A,) such that g, NNy (A,) = {a,}, and a sequence of numbers
t, — oo with the property

dist(dn (tn), An) < (1 — &)dist (qn(tn), an) -

In Con“(X; (an), (tn)), we obtain the points a = lim*(a,) € lim*“(4,,) and b = im*“(qy,,(¢y)),
joined by the bi-Lipschitz arc ¢([0,1]) = lim*(q,([0,%,])), such that

dist (b, im* (A,,)) < (1 — &)dist(b, ).

It follows that the projection of b on lim“(A4,) is a point ¢ # a. Corollary 2.11 implies that
q([0,1]) contains ¢ and Corollary 2.10 implies that a sub-arc q([0,20]) of ¢([0,1]) is contained
in lim“(A,). We apply Lemma 4.16 to the sub-quasi-geodesic q,([0, 5t,]) and obtain that this
sub-quasi-geodesics intersects Ny (A,) in a point different from a,,, a contradiction. [l

Lemma 4.18. For everye >0, 6 >0 and M > M(L,C) there exists D > 0 such that for every
A € A and every two quasi-geodesics q;: [0,4;] — X, i = 1,2, that connect a € Nps(A) with two
points by and by respectively, if the diameter of q1 NNas(A) does not exceed §, by € Ny(A), and
dist(a, b)) > D then

1
. oL .
dist(by, by) > LH(& + £o)
()

Proof. Suppose there exist sequences q;

: [0, E(")] —> X i = 1,2, n > 1, of pairs of quasi-
geodesics joining a™ € Nj(A,) to bg ") such that q1 ‘AN Mm(A,) has diameter at most 4,
bg") € Nur(A,), lim,_,sodist(a™, bg")) = 00, but

1
L+e

dist(b"), b5") < —— (" + ). (5)

Denote dist(a("),bgn)) by f, and dist(a("),bgn)) by d,. Since Egn) < L(fn, + O), Egn) <
L(dy, + C), for every large enough n the inequality (5) implies that

dist (b)), 05")) < (1= 7)(fn + dn)- (6)

for some v > 0.
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Case I. Suppose that lim“(g—:) < 00. In the asymptotic cone Con“(X; (ay),(d,)), the two
(n)

points lim“(bgn)), i = 1,2, are joined by the Lipschitz arc lim“’(qgn)) Ulim“(qs /) (it is Lipschitz
as any union of two Lipschitz arcs). Lemma 4.17 implies that

lim® (q{™) N 1im® (qY") = lim*(a™)

(here we use the fact that the diameters of the intersections qgn) with Ny(A,,) are uniformly

bounded, so we can cut a comparatively little piece of each qgn) to make it satisfy the conditions
of Lemma 4.17).

Thus the points lim“(bl(-n)) are joined by the simple arc lim“’(qgn)) U lim“(qén)). This and
property (7%) imply that every geodesic joining limw(bgn)) and limw(bg")) contains lim*(a(™).
Therefore

dist(lim® (5{), im® (b{™)) = dist(lim® (6{"), im® (a™)) + dist(lim® (a™), im® (b5")).

This contradicts the inequality (6).

Case II. Suppose that lim,,7* = co. In the asymptotic cone Con®(X; (a™), (fn)), we denote

a = lim“(a™) = lim“(bgn)) € lim¥(4,) and b = limw(bgn)). Then inequality (6) implies that
dist(a,b) < (1 — v)dist(a, b), a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.19. For every M > M(L,C), e > 0 and ¢ > 0 there exists D' > 0 such that for every
A € A, and every two quasi-geodesics q;: [0,4;] — X, i = 1,2, joining a in Nyr(A) with b, if
the diameter of q1 N Nar(A) does not exceed 6, ba € Ny(A), dist(a,be) > D', then the union
q1 U q2 of these two quasi-geodesics is an (L + ¢, K)-quasi-geodesic, where K = 2D’.

b1

Figure 4: Lemma 4.19

Proof. Let q =q1Uqa: [0,¢1 + ¢o] — X. For every [t1,t2] C [0, €1 + £2] we have

diSt(q(tl), q(tQ)) < L(tg — tl) +2C
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by the triangular inequality. This implies dist(q(¢1),q(t2)) < (L +¢)(t2 — t1) + K, for K > 2C.
We need to prove that for some well chosen K we have

ﬁ(h —t1) — K < dist(q(t1), q(t2)) - (7)

We consider the constant D given by Lemma 4.18 and set D' = 2L?(D+C)+C and K = 2D'.
The hypothesis dist(a, by) > D’ implies that ¢, > 2L(D + C).

Let [t1,t2] C [0, €1 +05]. If to—t; is smaller than 2L(D+C') then (7) obviously holds. Suppose
that to —¢1 > 2L(D + C). If [t1,t2] N [¢1, 01 + ¢2] is an interval of length at least L(D + C') then
the distance between q(¢1) and q(t2) is bigger than D. Lemma 4.18 implies (7).

The same inequality is true if (¢1,t2) does not contain ¢;. Suppose that [t1,t2] N [¢1, 41 + ¢2]
is a nontrivial interval of length at most L(D + C). Then

dist(a(t1),a(t2)) 2 dist(a(t1),a(4) — dist(alt2),0(6)) 2 7 (03— 01) = D' = 7(t2 — ) — 2"

- L
and (7) holds. O

Definition 4.20 (saturations). For every (L, C)-quasi-geodesic q in X we define the saturation
Sat(q) as the union of q and all A € A with Ny (A) Nq # 0.

Lemma 4.21. Let q, be a sequence of (L,C)-quasi-geodesics in X. In every asymptotic cone
Con”(X;e,d) if the limit im® (Sat (q,,)) s not empty then it is either a piece im“(Ay,) from A,
or the union of p = 1im*(q,) and a collection of pieces from A, such that each piece intersects
lim®(qy,) in at least one point and all pieces from A,, that intersect im®(qy,) in a non-trivial sub-
arc are in the collection (recall that by Corollary 2.10 if a piece in a tree-graded space intersects
an arc in more than two points then it intersects the arc by a sub-arc).

Proof. Case I. Suppose that lim,, < oo. Let u, € q, be an almost closest point to

en in qp.

Suppose that a piece A = lim*(A4,,) intersects q = lim*“(qy,) in an arc q([t1,t2]), t1 < to. This
arc is a limit of sub-quasi-geodesics q), of q,, defined on intervals of length (t2 — t1)d,,. The ends
of ¢, are at distance o(d,,) from A,, w-almost surely. Lemma 4.16 implies that w-almost surely
A,, C Sat(qy) since diam(Nys(A4,) Ngp) = O(dy).

Suppose A is such that A,, C Sat(q,) and lim,, < oo. Let a, be an almost nearest

point to u, in q,NNy(Ay). Lemma 4.15 implies that the sub-arc ¢/, of q,, with endpoints u,, and
dist(un,an)
dn

diSt(en s qn)
dn,

dist(en,An)
dn

an is contained w-almost surely in Ny, (A4,,) for some number ¢, = O(d,,). If lim,, = 00
then by applying Lemma 4.16 we obtain (w-almost surely) a point in ¢, N Ny(A,) nearer
to u, than a, by a distance O(d,), a contradiction. Hence lim,,dist(uy,ay)/d, < co. Then
a = lim*“(a,,) exists and is an intersection point of A with q.

Case II. Suppose that limw% = oo. Let A,, C Sat(q,) be such that limw%w < 00.

We have A = lim*(A4,) C lim“’(S?it(qn)). Suppose there exists B = lim*(B,,) C lim*(Sat(q,))
with B # A whence B,, # A, w-almost surely.

For every n > 1, let y,, be an almost closest to e, point in A,. Also pick b, = q,(t,) €
Ny (Bp). If dist(ty, g, (Mar(A,))) = 0 then we set s, = t,. Otherwise let s,, be the almost
closest to t, number in q; (N (A,)). We assume that s, < t, otherwise we can reverse the
orientation of q,,. Then the diameter of the intersection of q,([sn, t]) with Nas(A;,) is bounded
in terms of L,C. By Lemma 4.19, t,, = [Yn, qn(Sn)] Udn([Sn,tn]) is an (L + &, K)-quasi-geodesic
where [y, qn(sp)] is any geodesic connecting y,, and ¢, (s,) in X.
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Notice that dist(yn, Bn) < O(dyn), qn(tn) € Bn. Then by Lemma 4.15, v, € No(g,)(Bn)
w-almost surely. Applying Lemma 4.16 we find y/,, al, in [y, 4n(s,)] with dist(y),,al) = O(d,)
which belong to both Nys(A,) and Nas(B,,). This contradicts property (o).

Thus we can conclude that there is no sequence B,, C Sat(q,) with B, # A,, w-almost surely,

such that limw%ﬁg") < o0o. Hence in this case lim*(Sat(q,)) = A. O

Lemma 4.22. For every d > 0,every (L, C)-quasi-geodesic q and every A € A, Ny(A)Nq =0,
the diameter of Ng(A) N Ny(Sat(q)) is bounded in terms of d,L,C.

Proof. Suppose that for some d > 0 and some (L,C) there exist sequences of (L,C)-quasi-
geodesics q, of sets A, € A, A, ¢ Sat(q,), and of points x,,y, € Ny(A4,) N Ny(Sat(q,)) such
that the sequence dist(xy,,y,) = pp is unbounded. Consider the corresponding asymptotic cone
Con“(X; (zn), (pn)). The limit sets lim“(A,) and lim“(Sat(q,)) contain points x = lim*(z,,)
and y = lim“(y,,) in common, dist(z,y) = 1. By Lemma 4.21, either lim*“(Sat(q,)) is im“(A})
with A, € A, A, # A, w-almost surely, or lim“(Sat(q,)) is equal to Y (q) where q is the arc
lim*(qy,), and lim“(A,) ¢ lim“(Sat(qy,)). In the first case we get a contradiction with property
(T1) for A. In the second case we get a contradiction with Lemma 2.23, part (2). O

Lemma 4.23 (uniform variant of Lemma 4.11 for saturations). For every x € X and every
(L, C)-quasi-geodesic q in X with dist(x, Sat(q)) = 2d,

diam(projs, ) (Naz)) = o(d)

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that there exists a sequence of quasi-geodesics ¢, and points x,
with lim,,dist(zy, Sat(q,)) = 2d,, such that lim,d, = oo, and the almost projection of Ny, (zy,)
on Sat(q,) has diameter at least td,, for some fixed ¢. In the asymptotic cone Con® (X, (x,,), (dy))
we have, according to Lemma 4.21, that lim“(Sat(q,,)) is either one piece or a set of type Y. We
apply Lemma 2.23, part (2), and get a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.24 (uniform property () for saturations). For every A > 1, k > 0 and 6 € [0, 3)
there exists R such that for every (A, k)-quasi-geodesic ¢ : [0,4] — X joining two points in
Noe/1, (Sat(q)), where q is a quasi-geodesic, we have ¢([0,£]) " Nr(Sat(q)) # O (in particular, the

constant R does not depend on q).

Proof. One can simply repeat the argument of Lemma 4.12 but use Lemma 4.23 instead of
Lemma 4.11. O

Lemma 4.25 (uniform quasi-convexity of saturations). For every A\ > 1, k > 0, there exists
T such that for every R > 1, for every quasi-geodesic q, the saturation Sat(q) has the property
that every (A, k)-quasi-geodesic ¢ joining two points in its R-tubular neighborhood is entirely
contained in its T R-tubular neighborhood.

Proof. By Remark 4.14, it is enough to prove the statement for (A, x)-almost geodesics ¢. Sup-
pose there exists a sequence of quasi-geodesics q,,, a sequence of numbers R,, > 1, a sequence ¢,
of (A, k)-almost geodesics joining the points x,,y, in the R,-tubular neighborhood of Sat(q,)
such that ¢, is not contained in the nR,-tubular neighborhood of Sat(qy,).

Let z, € ¢, be such that d,, = dist(z,, Sat(q,)) is maximal. By Lemma 4.21, in the asymp-
totic cone Con® (X (2,), (dy)), we have that S = lim“(Sat(qy,)) is either one piece or a set Y (q)
of type Y. On the other hand by Remark 3.15 lim“(c,,) is either a topological arc with endpoints
in S and not contained in it, or a bi-Lipschitz ray with origin in S or a bi-Lipschitz line. In
addition, lim*“(¢,) is contained in N7(S). In all three cases Lemma 2.23, part (2), and Corollary
2.9 give a contradiction. O
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Lemma 4.26 (saturations of polygonal lines). Let X be a geodesic metric space. Then the
following is true for every k > 1.
(1) For everyn > 1, let Ule ql(-n) be a polygonal line composed of (L, C')-quasi-geodesics ql(.").
Then in every asymptotic cone the limit set li]rn“(U/ZlT;1 Sat(qgn))) = Ule limw(Sat(qZ(")))
is either a piece or a connected union of sets of type Y (as in Lemma 2.23, part (3)).
(2) The results in Lemmas 4.23, 4.24, 4.25 are true if we replace Sat(q) with Ui-“:l Sat (q;),

where Ule qi is a polygonal line composed of (L,C)-quasi-geodesics.

(8) For every 6 > 0, for every polygonal line Ule q; composed of (L,C)-quasi-geodesics, and
every A € A such that A ¢ \J*_, Sat (q;), the intersection N5(A) N N <Uf:1 Sat (q,)) has

a uniformly bounded diameter in terms of A, q1,...,qxk-

Proof. We prove simultaneously (1), (2) and (3) by induction on k. For k = 1 all three statements
are true. Suppose they are true for i < k. We prove them for k + 1. We note that (1) implies
(2) in the same way as Lemma 4.21 implies the cited Lemmas, and the implication (1) = (3)
follows from Lemma 2.23, part (3) (the argument is essentially the same as in Lemma 4.22).
Thus it is enough to prove part (1).

Let Con*(X;e,d) be an asymptotic cone. We suppose that

dist <en7 Ui, Sat <q§n)>)
dp

lim,, < o0
(otherwise the w-limit is empty). There are two possible situations.
Case I. Suppose that there exists an integer ¢ between 2 and k such that

dist (en, Sat (ql(-n)> >

< 00.
dn,

lim,,

By the inductive hypothesis limw(U;‘-:1 Sat <q§n)>) is a set of type Y, and so is the set

k+1

lim®( U Sat (q§")> ).
=i

(n)

These two sets have a common non-empty subset lim“ (Sat (qi >) Since a connected union of

two sets of type Y is again a set of type Y, statement (1) follows.
Case 1II. Suppose that for every ¢ between 2 and k, we have

dist (en, Sat (qgn)> >

lim,, = 00.

dn

If the same is true either for ¢ = 1 or for ¢ = k + 1 one can apply Lemma 4.21. Thus suppose

that for ¢ = 1,k + 1, we have
dist (en, Sat (qz(")>>

dn

lim,, < 0.
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By Lemma 4.21, for ¢ = 1,k + 1, for the limit set lim“(Sat(qZ("))) one of the following two
possibilities occurs:

(A;) it is equal to lim“(A,), where A, € A, A, C Sat(qz(-"));
("))'

(B;) it is equal to Y (qg;) as in Lemma 2.23, part (2), where ¢, = lim“(q;
It remains to show that the union limw(Sat(qgn))) u lim“(Sat(q,(:_?l)) is connected.
Suppose that we are in the situation (Bj). Let w, € qgn) be an almost nearest point

from e,. Then dist(un,e,) = O(dy). Let v, € U?Ll Sat <an)> be an almost nearest point

to e,. By our assumption, w-almost surely v, € Sat (qgj_)l) and dist(vy, e,) = O(d,,). Hence
dist(uy, v,) = O(dy). Let Ry be the constant given by the variant of Lemma 4.24 for polygonal
lines composed of k (L, C)-quasi-geodesics with (X, k) = (L,C), § = % (that Ry, exists by the in-
duction hypothesis). Let a,, be an almost nearest point from w,, in qgn) NNEg, (Ufi% Sat (q jn)>>.

Let p(™ be the sub-quasi-geodesic of qgn) with endpoints u,, and a,. According to the part (2) of

the proposition (which by the induction assumption is true for k), p™ C N, (Ufi% Sat(q jn)))
for some t independent on n. If dist(uy,, a,) > d, then according to Lemma 4.24 there exists an-
other point on p(”) NN Ry, (U?Ll Sat (q jn)>) whose distance from u,, is smaller than dist(ay, uy,)
by O(d,), a contradiction. Therefore dist(uy,,a,) < O(d,) and the limit point lim“(a,) is a
common point of q; and limw(Ufizl Sat <ql("))) = lim“(Sat <q,(:21>)

The same argument works if we are in the situation (Bgy1). Therefore we suppose that we
are in the situations (A;) and (Agy1). We have that lim*“(Sat (qgn))),i =1,k + 1, is equal to

lim“(AZ(-n)), where AE") e A, AZ(-n) C Sat <ql(-n)). Suppose that Ag") #* Agj_)l w-almost surely. Let

i

fugn) € Sat (q(")> be an almost nearest point from e,. By hypothesis vl-(n) € AZ(-n).
The two assumptions:
dist(ey, Sat(ql(-n)))
d,

im, = 00,

i1€{2,...,k}, and
lim® (St (a,)) =l (4]},)

imply that Agn) o Uf;l Sat(qin)) w-almost surely.

Suppose that [0,4")] is the domain of qgn). The following two cases may occur.
Case I. If the distance from Egn) to the pre-image (qgn))_1 (Ag")) is at most LC'+1 then we denote
qgn) (Egn)) by a,. We have that dist(a,, q&") N Agn)) < L?C 4 L + C, which implies by Lemma
4.15 that a geodesic p,, = [vgn), ay) is contained in the ¢(L2C + L + C)-tubular neighborhood of
A,
Case II. If the distance from Kgn) to (q&"))_l(Agn)) is larger than LC + 1, then we consider
tn € [0,@&")] at distance LC + 1 of (q&n))_l(Agn)) such that all points in [t,, Kgn)] are at distance
at least LC'+1 of (q&n))_l(Agn)). We denote by a,, the point qgn) (tn). According to Lemma 4.15
we have that a geodesic [vgn),an] is contained in the t(L?>C + L + C)-tubular neighborhood of
A,
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. (n)
By our assumption, limw%n’a”) = 0o. Lemma 4.19 implies that [’UYL)

striction of qgn) to [tn, Kgn)] form an (L + ¢, K')-quasi-geodesic w-almost surely. We denote it by

Pn-
Both in Case I and in Case II we have obtained an (L + ¢, K)-quasi-geodesic p,, with
one of the endpoints vgn) and the other one contained in qgn). The distance from v%n) to

Ufizl Sat(ql(-n)) does not exceed dist(vYL), v,(:gl), hence it is at most O(d,,). It follows that p, C

,ap] and the re-

No(dn) (Uf;l Sat(ql(-n))). In particular [vgn), ap) is contained in the same tubular neighborhood.
(n)

Since the length A, of [v;
obtain that a sub-segment [a,, 3,] of [v}, a,] of length 22 is contained in Ny (Uf;l Sat (q%)),

, ap] satisfies limwg—z = 00, by applying Lemmas 4.24 and 4.25 we

where R is an universal constant. On the other hand we have [a,, 8,] C Nyr204 L+C)(A§n)).
This contradicts the inductive hypothesis (3). We conclude that if we are in situation (A;) then
. dist(en ,Sat(qﬁ+1))
lim,, v

n

= 0. O

Corollary 4.27. Let A be a quasi-geodesic triangle. Then every edge a of A is contained in an
M -tubular neighborhood of Sat(b) U Sat(c), where b and ¢ are the two other edges of A and M
is an universal constant.

Lemma 4.28. For every R > 0,k € N and § > 0 there exists » > 0 such that if Ule s
is a polygonal line composed of quasi-geodesics and A,B € A,AUB C Ule Sat(q;), A # B,
the following holds. Let a € Ngr(A) and b € Ngr(B) be two points that can be joined by a
quasi-geodesic p such that p N Ng(A) and p N Ngr(B) has diameter at most 6. Then {a,b} C

N <U§:1 Ch’) .

Proof. Suppose q; is defined on the interval [0,4;]. Let ¢ : [0, 3% ] — X be the map defined
by t( 5;11 li+1t) =q;(t), for all t € [0,¢;] and all j € {2,...,k}. It satisfies

dist(e(t),t(s)) < L[t — s| + kC'. (8)

Let x be a point in t NNy (B) and t, € [0, Zle ¢;] such that t(t;) = x. We have two cases.

(a) If the distance from ¢, to the pre-image v=!(Ns(A)) does not exceed LC + 1 then z €
Nursrzorniec(A) by (8). By Lemma 4.19, if dist(a, z) is larger than D’ then the union of p
and a geodesic [a, z] form an (L + ¢, K)-quasi-geodesic, with endpoints in Ng4p(B). It follows
that this quasi-geodesic and in particular [a, z] are contained in Nyas1r)(B). On the other hand
[a, 7] is contained in Nyrqryr2c+rvio)(A). If dist(a, ) is larger than the diameter given by
(ay) for § = t(M + R+ L?C + L + kC) then we obtain a contradiction with ().

(a) Suppose that the distance from ¢, to t=1(Nys(A)) is larger than LC + 1. Consider s at
distance LC + 1 from v=!(ANys(A)) such that every s between so and ¢, is at distance at least
LC + 1 from v} (Ny(4)). Tt follows that v([sg,t.]) or v([ts,so]) is disjoint of Ny(A). Let
y = t(s0). The restriction t’ of t to [so,t,] or [ty, so] can be written as |Jj_, q}, where m < k
and each q; coincides with one of the g;’s or a restriction of it. We note that A ¢ Sat(r').

If the distance from a to y is larger than the constant D’ given by Lemma 4.19 then p
and a geodesic [a,y] form an (L + ¢, K)-quasi-geodesic. Lemma 4.26, part (2), implies that
this quasi-geodesic, and in particular [a,y], is contained in the 7R-tubular neighborhood of
Sat(t/). On the other hand, [a,y] is contained in the t(R + M + L?C + L + kC)-tubular
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neighborhood of A. For dist(a,y) larger than the diameter given by Lemma 4.26, (3), for
§ =max (t(R+ M + L?C + L+ kC),7R) we obtain a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.29. Suppose that a metric space X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A.
Then X satisfies (o).

Proof. Let k> 2,0 > 1 and v > 4o0. Fix a sufficiently large number 9 (it will be clear later in
the proof how large ¥ should be). Let P be a k-gon with quasi-geodesic edges that is (¢, o, v)-
fat. Changing if necessary the polygon by a finite Hausdorff distance, we may suppose that its
edges are (L + C, C)-almost geodesics.

Let q: [0,/] — X be an edge with endpoints q(0) = z,q(¢) = y. We denote q1,qs2,...,qx_1
the other edges in the clockwise order. By Lemma 4.26, part (2),

k—1
qcC N’TR <U Sat (q2)> .

i=1

We take ¥ > 7R. Then for every point z € q\ N,p({z,y}) there exists A C Sat(q;),7 €
{1,2,...,k—1} such that z € N-r(A). If such a point z is contained in N7 g(A)NN;gr(B), A # B,
then Lemma 4.28 implies that z € N, %(Uf:_f qi), where s depends on 7R and k. If we choose
¥ > 3¢ then this gives a contradiction.

Let tq be the supremum of the numbers ¢ € [0,¢] contained in g~ (NV,y(z)). Let sq be
the infimum of the numbers in [t4,¢] contained in q7' (M,9(y)). Let aq = q(tq) and by =
q(sq). We note that dist(aq,x) = 0¥ and dist(bq,y) = o0v. According to the argument in the
paragraph above, q([tq, sq]) is covered by the family of open sets NV;r(A), with A C Sat (q;),7 €
{1,2,...,k—1}, and the traces of these sets on q([tq, sq]) are pairwise disjoint. The connectedness
of q([tq, sq]) implies that there exists A as above such that q([tq, sq]) C Nrr(A).

Thus, for every edge q a sub-arc q' : [tq, sq] = X with endpoints aq, by is contained in N;g(A)
for some A C Sat (g;),i € {1,2,...,k—1} (A may depend on q). We note that t4 and ¢ — s4 are
less than oL + C, hence q|[1,] € Nogr24rot+c(aq) and qls,.q € Noyr24ro+c(bq)-

Suppose that we have two consecutive edges q1, q2 with endpoints x,y and y, z respectively,
such that q) C N:r(A) and g, C N;r(B), A # B. We denote g3, q4, - . ., q) the other edges in the
clockwise order. We have ¢ : [tq,, Sq;] = X with endpoints ag,, bg,. Suppose by, = q7 N Nyy(y)
and agq, = q5 N Noy(y).

Let g; be the restriction of ¢} to [tq,,tq +3L7R] and q; = [x,a4,] U q:. We note that since
dist(aq,,bq,) > dist(z,y) — 200 > v — 200 > 2010, we have sq, —tq, > @ — C, so for 9 large
enough we have sq, —t3, > 10L7TR and the restriction q; makes sense.

Likewise we construct qa = g2U[bg,, 2], where gz is the restriction of g to the last sub-interval
of length 3L7R.

Let [a,b] be a geodesic joining the points a = a4, and b = bg,. It has length at most
209. Let [d/,V/] C [a,b] be a sub-geodesic which intersects N;r(A) in o’ and N;r(B) in V/
(eventually reduced to a point). Notice that A C Sat(q1), B C Sat(q2). Lemma 4.28 ap-
plied to the polygonal line §o U Uf:g q; U 41 and to the points a/,0" implies that {a’,b'} C

N, <E|2 U Uf:g q; U ﬁ1>, where > depends on T7R. Since dist(y, {a’,b'}) is at most 209, it follows

that y € N 1949 (ﬁg U Ufzg q; U E|1) C Noi3594312rReC (Uf:g qi). On the other hand property
(F») implies that dist(y, Uf:?) qi) > v > 409. For ¥ large enough this gives a contradiction.

We conclude that there exists A € A such that Ule q; C N;r(A). Hence P is inside the
(TR + 09 L% + LC + C)-tubular neighborhood of A. O
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The following corollary immediately follows from the proof of Theorem 4.1

Corollary 4.30 (there is no need to vary the ultrafilter in Definition 3.19). Let X be a metric
space, let A be a collection of subsets in X. Let w be any ultrafilter over N. Suppose that every
asymptotic cone Con*(X;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to the collection of sets lim“(A,),
A, € A. Then X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A.

5 Quasi-isometric behavior

One of the main reasons we are interested in the property of being asymptotically tree-graded
is the rigid behavior of this property with respect to quasi-isometry.

5.1 Asymptotically tree-graded spaces

Theorem 5.1 (being asymptotically tree-graded is a geometric property.). Let X be a metric
space and let A be a collection of subsets of X. Let q be a quasi-isometry X — X'. Then:

(1) If X satisfies properties (o) and (o) with respect to A then X' satisfies properties (o)
and (a§), for a sufficiently small €, with respect to q(A) = {q(A) | A € A}.

(2) If X satisfies (o) with respect to A then X' satisfies (a3) with respect to q(A).

(3) If X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to A then X' is asymptotically tree-graded
with respect to q(A).

Proof. (1) follows from Theorem 4.1 and Remark 4.2.

(2) Assume that q is an (L, C)-quasi-isometry and that q : X’ — X is an (L, C)-quasi-
isometry so that qoq and qo q are at distance at most C from the respective identity maps.

Fix an arbitrary integer k > 2. Let ¢ = 2L? + 1 and v = 40. Property (o) in X implies
that for the constants L, C of the quasi-isometries, for the given k, o and v there exists 9y such
that for every ¥ > ¥ a k-gon with (L, C)-quasi-geodesic edges in X which is (¢, o, v)-fat is
contained in N, (A), where A € A and x = x(L,C, k,0,v,7).

Let 97 = max(dg, 2L2C + C) and let = L(91 + C). Let P be a geodesic k-gon in X’ which
is (0,2,v)-fat. Then q(P) is a k-gon in X with (L, C)-quasi-geodesic edges which is (¢, o, v)-
fat. Consequently, q(P) C N, (A), where A € A and x = x(L,C,k,0,v,91). It follows that
P C Ne(goq(P)) C Niyrac(a(A4)).

(3) The statement follows from (1) and (2). It also follows immediately from the definition
of asymptotically tree graded spaces. Indeed, it is easy to see that w-limits of sequences of
subsets commute with quasi-isometries. Since quasi-isometric spaces have bi-Lipschitz equivalent
asymptotic cones (Remark 3.16) it remains to note that a metric space that is bi-Lipschitz
equivalent to a space that is tree-graded with respect to P, is itself tree-graded with respect to
the images of the sets in P under the bi-Lipschitz map. O

Definition 5.2. Let B be a geodesic metric space. We say that B is wide if every asymptotic
cone of B does not have global cut-points.

We say that B is constricted if every asymptotic cone of B has a global cut point.

We say that B is unconstricted if there exists an ultrafilter w and a sequence d = (d,) of
scaling constants satisfying lim,, d,, = oo such that for every observation point e = (e,)“ the
asymptotic cone Con“(B;e, d) has no cut-points.
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Remarks 5.3. (1) Note that “unconstricted” is in general more than the negation of “con-
stricted”, as the latter only means that there exists one asymptotic cone without cut-points.
The two notions coincide for finitely generated groups, according to the comment following
Remark 3.16.

(2) Note also that most probably “wide” is stronger than “unconstricted”, but we do not have
an example of an unconstricted group which is not wide (see Problem 1.17).

Definion 5.2 has the following uniform version.

Definition 5.4. Let B be a family of geodesic metric spaces. We say that B is uniformly wide if
for every sequence B,, of metric spaces in B with metrics dist,, and basepoints b,, € B,,, for every
ultrafilter w and for every sequence of scaling constants (d,) with lim,, d,, = oo, the ultralimit
lim* (B, dindistn)b is without cut-points.

We say that B is uniformly unconstricted if for every sequence B, of metric spaces in
B with metrics dist,,, there exists an ultrafilter w and a sequence of scaling constants d =
(dyp) with lim, d,, = oo such that for every sequence of basepoints b, € B, the ultralimit
lim* (B, dindistn)b is without cut-points.

Remarks 5.5. (a) All metric spaces in a family that is uniformly wide (uniformly uncon-
stricted) are wide (unconstricted).

(b) If B is a family of wide metric spaces containing only finitely many pairwise non-isometric
spaces then B is uniformly wide.

(c) For examples of groups that are wide or unconstricted and of families of groups that are
uniformly wide or unconstricted, see Section 6.

Proposition 5.6. Let metric space X be asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection
of subsets A. Let B be a family of metric spaces which is uniformly unconstricted. Suppose that
for some constant c, every point in every space B € B is at distance at most ¢ from an infinite
geodesic in B. Then for every (L, C) there exists M = M(L,C, B) such that for every B € B and
every (L, C)-quasi-isometric embedding q: B — X there exists A € A such that q(B) C Ny (A).

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there is a sequence of metric spaces B,, € B
and a sequence of (L, C')-quasi-isometric embeddings q,, : By, — X such that q,,(B,) ¢ N, (A) for
all A € A. By definition there exists an ultrafilter w and a sequence d = (d,,) with lim,, d,, = oo
such that for every sequence of basepoints b,, € B,,, the ultralimit lim“ (B, idistn)b is without
cut-points. Fix a point b, € B,,. Let e = (q,(b,,)). In Con”(X;e,d), the limit set lim“(q,(B,))
is a bi-Lipschitz image of lim“(B,, idistn)b, therefore it is without cut-points. Lemma 2.15
implies that

lim“(q,(By)) C lim*“(A4,), where A4, € A. 9)

Consider a sequence u,, € B,, such that limww < o0o. Each u, is contained in NV.(g,),

where g, is a bi-infinte geodesic in B,. Suppose that gn is parameterized with respect to the
arc-length in (Bn, édistn> and so that dist, (un, 8,(0)) < ¢. The inclusion in (9) implies that
distn (qn (gn(t)) , An)

for every t € R, lim,, » = 0. Therefore for every s < t we have w-a.s. that the
image by q, of the segment g, ([s,t]) contains a point in Ny, (A,), where My is the constant
given by (o), for L and C. By taking first s < ¢ < 0 then 0 < s < ¢, we may deduce
that there exist a,, < 0 < S, such that q,(gn(an)), 9n(gn(Bn)) € Nuy(Ay). We conclude
that q,(gn(0)) € Nrap(An), by Lemma 4.15. Hence gy, (uy,) € Nar(A,) w-almost surely, where
M =71My+ Le+ C.
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Let x,, € By, be such that ¢,(z,) € qn(Bn) \ Nn(Arn) and let [b,,z,] be a geodesic in B;,.
The previous argument implies that limw%l;”’m = oo and that for every ¢ the point b, ()
on [bn,x,] at distance td, of b, has the image by g, contained in Nys(A,) w-almost surely.

Let y, be the farthest point from b, in the closure of [b,,z,] N q; (N (Ay)). We have that

limww = 00. Also, Yn € [b, Tn]Ndn* (Nar(4,)) implies that for every € > 0 the distance

from q,,(yn) to A, is at most M + Le + C. Hence q,,(yn) € Nyr+c+1(An). On the other hand,
bn € Nu(An) w-almost surely. According to Lemma 4.15, ¢, ([bn, Yn]) C Nrpr4cs1)(An). In
Con®(X; (qn(yn)),d), g = im*“(qn,([bn, yn])) is a bi-Lipschitz ray contained in A = lim*“(A4,,) and
in im®(q,,(By,)). Since lim*(q,(By,)) is the image of a bi-Lipschitz embedding of the ultralimit
lim* (B, idis‘cn)y, it is without cut-points, therefore it is contained in a piece A’ = lim“(A/).
Property (77) implies that A = A’. In particular im®“(qy,([yn, zs])) C A. The same argument
as before yields that every sequence v, € B, such that 1imw%i7“v") < oo satisfies qp,(v,) €
N (Ay,) w-almost surely. Hence, dist (im“(q,,(y5)), im“(q,(z,))) = oo and there exists v, €
[Yn, Tn] such that dist (lim* (q,, (yn)), im“(q, (vy,))) > 0 and g, (v,) € Nar(Ay), which contradicts
the choice of y,,. O

Remark 5.7. The condition that every point is contained in the c-tubular neighborhood of a bi-
infinite geodesic is satisfied for instance if B is a geodesic complete locally compact homogeneous
metric space of infinite diameter. In particular it is true for Cayley graphs of infinite finitely
generated groups.

Corollary 5.8. Let X be asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection of subsets A. Let
B be an unconstricted metric space. Then every (L,C)-quasi-isometric embedding q: B — X
maps B into an M -neighborhood of a piece A € A, where M depends only on L, C and B.

Notation: We shall denote the Hausdorff distance between two sets A, B in a metric space by
hdist(A, B).

5.2 Asymptotically tree-graded groups

Definition 5.9. We say that a finitely generated group G is asymptotically tree-graded with
respect to the family of subgroups {Hy, Ha, ..., Hy} if the Cayley graph Cayley(G) with respect
to some (and hence every) finite set of generators is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to
the collection of left cosets {gH; |g € G,i=1,2,...,k}.

Remark 5.10. If {Hy, Ho, ..., Hy} # {G} and if every H; is infinite then every H; has infinite

index in G.

Proof. Indeed, a finite index subgroup is at bounded distance of the whole group, which would
contradict (aq). O

Proposition 5.11. Let G = (S) be a group that is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to
subgroups Hq, ..., H,. Then each of the subgroups H; is finitely generated.

Proof. Take h € H; and consider a geodesic g in Cayley(G, S) connecting 1 and h. By Lemma
4.15 there exists a constant M > 0 such that g is in the M-tubular neighborhood of H;. Let
v1, ...,V be the consecutive vertices of g. For each j = 1,...,k consider a vertex w; in H; at
distance < M from v;. Then the distance between w; and w;1 is at most 2M +1, j = 1,...,k—1.
Hence each element wj_leH belongs to H; and is of length at most 2M +1. Since h is a product
of these elements, we can conclude that H; is generated by all its elements of length at most
2M + 1. O
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Remark 5.12. Corollary 5.8 gives certain restrictions on the groups that can be quasi-iso-
metrically embedded into asymptotically tree-graded groups. For instance, if G is a group
asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a finite family of free Abelian groups of rank at most
r, no free Abelian group of rank at least » 4+ 1 can be quasi-isometrically embedded into G.

Theorem 5.13. Let X be a space that is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection
of subspaces A. Assume that

(1) A is uniformly unconstricted;

(2) for some constant ¢ every point in every A € A is at distance at most ¢ from a bi-infinite
geodesic in A;

(3) For a fized zo € X and every R > 0 the ball B(xg, R) intersects finitely many A € A.

Let G be a finitely generated group which is quasi-isometric to X. Then there exist subsets
Ay, ..., Ay € A and subgroups Hy, ..., H,, of G such that

(I) every A € A is quasi-isometric to A; for some i € {1,2,...,m};
(II) H; is quasi-isometric to A; for everyi € {1,2,...,m};
(II1) G is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to the family of subgroups {Hy, Ha, ..., Hpy}.

Proof. First we show (in the next lemma) that there is a natural quasi-transitive quasi-action
of G on X by quasi-isometries.
Notation: Let g € G. We denote by g the multiplication on the left by g in G.

Lemma 5.14. Let q: G — X and q: X — G be (Lo, Cy)-quasi-isometries such that q o q is at
distance Cy from the identity map on X and the same is true for qoq with respect to the identity
map on G.

(1) For every g € G the map qq = qogoq: X — X is an (L,C)-quasi-isometry, where L = L%
and C = LoCy + Cy.

(2) For g,h € G the map qq 0 qy is at distance at most C from the map qgp,.

(3) For every g € G the map qq o q,-1 is at distance at most C + Cy from the identity.
or every T,y € there exists g € G such that dist(x,qq(y)) < Cp.

4) F X th ' G such that di g < C

Proof. Statement (1) follows from the fact that g acts as an isometry on G. Statement (2) is a
consequence of the fact that go q is at distance at most Cy from the identity map on G. For (3)
we use (2) and the fact that q o q is at distance at most Cp from the identity map on X.

(4) Let g = q(x) and h = q(y). Then q5,-1(z) = q(h) = q(q(y)), which is at distance at most
Cy from y. O

Notation: Let H be a subgroup in G and let z € X. We denote by Hz the set {qn(x) | h € H}.

Proposition 5.6, Remark 5.7 and hypothesis (1) imply that there exists M = M(L,C') such
that for every A € A and every (L, C')-quasi-isometric embedding q : A — X there exists A’ € A
such that q(A4) C Ny (A").

Lemma 5.15. (1) If A, A’ € A satisfy A C N,.(A") for some r >0 then A= A'.
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(2) Let q : X — X and q be (L,C)-quasi-isometries such that q o q and qo q are at dis-
tance at most K from the identity map on X. If AJA" € A are such that q(A) C
No(A") or A" € N;(q(A)) for some r > 0 then q(A) € Ny(4'), q(4") € Nu(A) and
hdist(q(A), A"), hdist(q(4"),A) < LM +C + K.

Proof. (1) follows from property (o) and hypothesis (2) of Theorem 5.13.

(2) Suppose A" C N,.(q(4)). By Proposition 5.6, there exists A such that q(A4) C Ny (A).
Then A" C N,y (A), which implies that A’ = A. We may therefore reduce the problem to the
case when q(A4) C N,.(4).

The set q(A’) is contained in Nps(A”) for some A” € A. Also qo q(A) C Nrr+c(q(4")),
which implies that A C Np,+cinm+x(A”). This and (1) imply that A = A”. Tt follows that
q(A’) € Np(A), which implies that A’ C Npy+o+k(q(A)).

Proposition 5.6 implies that there exists A € A such that q(A) € Ny (A). Hence A’ C
N(LH)MJF(;JFK(A), so A’ = A. We conclude that q(A) € Ny (A4') and

hdist(q(A4), A"), hdist(g(4’),A) < LM +C + K.

Notation: We denote the constant LM + 2C + Cy by D.

Definition 5.16. For every r > 0 and every A € A we define the r-stabilizer of A as
St (A) = {g € G | hdist(qy(A), A) <r}.

Corollary 5.17. (a) For every g € G and A, A" € A such that q4(A) C Np(A") or A’ C
N;(q4(A)), where r > 0, we have hdist(q4(A), A’") < D.

(b) For every A € A and for every r > D, St.(A) = Stp(A). Consequently Stp(A) is a
subgroup of G.

(c) Let A,B € A and g € G be such that hdist(qq(A), B) is finite. Then
Stp(A) = g_IStD(B)g.

Proof. Statement (a) is a reformulation in this particular case of part 2 of Lemma 5.15, and (b)
is a consequence of (a).
(c) For every r > 0 there exists R large enough so that we have St,(B) C gStr(A)g
Applying the previous result again for g~1, B, A, together with (b), we obtain the desired
equality. O

-1

Let F = {A,..., Ax} be the collection of all the sets in A4 that intersect B(xg, M + Cj). We
show that this set satisfies (I). Let A be an arbitrary set in A and let a € A. There exists g € G
such that qg(a) € B(xg,Cp), by Lemma 5.14, (4). On the other hand, there exists A’ € A such
that q4(A4) C Na(4'). It follows that A’ intersects B(zg, Co + M), hence it is in F. Corollary
5.17, (a), implies that hdist(qqe(A), A") < D, consequently A is quasi-isometric to A’.

For every i € {1,2,...,k} define

I(A;) ={j € {1,2,...,k} | there exists g € G such that hdist(qq4(A;), 4;) < D}.

For every j € I(A;) we fix g; € G such that hdist(qq; 4;, A;) < D. Let I'(A;) = {gj}jera)
and let K (A;) = max;ey(a,) dist(g;q(zo), q(xo))-

We define the constant K = Lomax;cqy 9 1y K(A;) + (2Lo + 1)dg, where 69 = LoCp + 2Cy.

The following argument uses an idea from [KaLg, §5.1].
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Lemma 5.18. For every A € A the D-stabilizer of A acts K-transitively on A, that is A is
contained in the K-tubular neighborhood of every orbit Stp(A)a, where a € A.

Proof. Let a and b be two arbitrary points in A. Lemma 5.14, (4), implies that there exist
9,7 € G such that q4(a), q,(b) € B(xg,Cp). This implies that

dist(g o d(a), d(x0)) < do, dist(y o a(b),a(zo)) < do- (10)

There exist 4,5 € {1,2,...,k} such that hdist(qq(A), A4;), hdist(q,(A),A;) < D. Then
Jyg-1(A;) is at finite Hausdorff distance from Aj;, which implies that hdist(q,,-1(4;), 4;) < D
and that j € I(A;). Let g; be such that hdist(q, (4;), A;) < D. It follows that gy~ 'g; € Stp(4;).
The relation hdist(qy(A4), 4;) < D and Corollary 5.17, (c), imply that v 1g;g € Stp(A4). We
have that

dist(qy-14,4(a), b) < Lodist(y~"g;gd(a), (b)) + Co + LoCo < Lodist(g;gd(a), vd(b)) + do -
This and inequalities (10) imply that

dist(q,-14,4(a),b) < Lodist(g;q(z0), d(wo)) + (2Lo + 1)do < K.

Corollary 5.19. For every A € A the normalizer of Stp(A) in G is Stp(A).

Proof. Let g € G be such that Stp(A) = g7 *Stp(A)g. Let B € A be such that hdist(q,(4), B) <
D. Corollary 5.17, (c), implies that Stp(A) = Stp(B) = S. Let a € A and b € B. We have
hdist(Sa, Sb) < Ldist(a,b) + C and also hdist(A, Sa) < K and hdist(B, Sb) < K, therefore
hdist(A, B) < 2K + Ldist(a,b) + C. Lemma 5.15, (1), implies that B = A and g € Stp(4). O

Lemma 5.20. For every i € {1,2,...,m} we have
hdlSt(q(Az), StD(Az)) <K s
where K is a constant depending on Ly, Co, M and dist(q(1),xo).

Proof. Let x; € A; N B(xg, M + Cp). For every g € Stp(A;) we have dist(qq(x;), A;) < D, hence
dist(g o q(z;),q(A;)) < LoD + 2Cy. It follows that dist(g, §(A4;)) < LoD + 2Cy + dist(1, q(x;)).
Or dist(l, E[(LEZ)) < Lodist(q(l),xi) + (L() + 1)00 < LoM + (2L0 + 1)0() + Lodist(q(l),xo).

Let q(b) € q(A4;). According to Lemma 5.18, there exists g € Stps(A;) such that

dist(b, q¢(z;)) < K.
Hence dist(q(b),g o q(x;)) < LoK + 2Cy and dist(q(b), g) < LoK + 2Cq + dist(1, q(x;)). O
Corollary 5.21. Let A € A. There exists g € G and i € {1,2,...,m} such that

hdiSt(E[(A),gStD(Ai)) < k+ LoD + 2Cj.

We continue the proof of Theorem 5.13. Consider the minimal subset {Bi,..., By} of
{A1,..., Ag} such that for each A; there exists Bj, and ~; such that hdist(A;,q.,(B;,)) < D.
Let B = {Bi,...,B,}. We denote S; = Stp(B;), i € {1,2,...,m}. Let us show that G is
asymptotically tree-graded with respect to St, ..., Sp,.
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Indeed, by Theorem 5.1, Cayley(G) is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to {g(A), A €
A}. Corollary 5.21 implies that each g(A) is at uniformly bounded Hausdorff distance from
gStp(A;) for some i € {1,2,...,k} and g € G. Corollary 5.17, (c), implies that Stp(A4;) =
iS5 ! with the notations introduced previously. It follows that hdist(gStp(A;), 97iS;5,) <
max;eqy,. k) dist(1,; 1Y, 'We conclude that g(A) is at uniformly bounded Hausdorff distance
from gv;S;j;. Thus G is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to Si, ..., Sp- O

Corollary 5.22. Let G be a group that is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to the fam-
ily of subgroups {Hy, Hs,...,Hy}, where H; is an unconstricted infinite group for every i €
{1,2,...,k}. Let G’ be a finitely generated group which is quasi-isometric to G. Then G’ is
asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a finite collection of subgroups {S1,...,Sm} such that
each S; is quasi-isometric to one of the H;.

Remarks 5.23. If the groups H; in Corollary 5.22 are contained in classes of groups stable with
respect to quasi-isometries (for instance the class of virtually nilpotent groups of a fixed degree,
some classes of virtually solvable groups) then S; are in the same classes.

Corollary 5.24. If a group is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a family of subsets A
satisfying conditions (1), (2), (3) in Theorem 5.13, then it is asymptotically tree-graded with
respect to subgroups Hq, ..., H,, such that every H; is quasi-isometric to some A € A.

Remark 5.25. (a) If in Theorem 5.13 we have that the cardinality of A is at least two then
for every ¢ € {1,2,...,m}, H; has infinite index in G.

(b) If in Corollary 5.22 we have {H1,...,Hy} # {G} then for every j € {1,2,...,m}, S; has
infinite index in G.

Proof. (a) Suppose that {Hj,...,H,} = {G}. According to the proof of Theorem 5.13, it follows
that G = Stp(B) for some B € A. Lemma 5.20 then implies that hdist(q(B),G) < k, whence
hdist(B, X) < 3Cy + Lok. This contradicts the property () satisfied by A.

Therefore {Hy,...,H} # {G}. Now the statement follows from Remark 5.10.

Statement (b) follows from (a). O

6 Cut-points in asymptotic cones of groups

Theorem 5.13 shows that we need to study unconstricted groups. In this section we provide
two classes of examples of such groups. We begin with some general remarks. Let G be a
finitely generated group such that an asymptotic cone Con“(G;e,d) has a cut-point, where
e=(1),d = (d,). Lemma 2.31 implies that Con”(G}e,d) is a tree-graded space with respect to
a set of pieces P such that each piece is either a point or a geodesic subset without cut-point.
In particular, if all the pieces are points then the cone is a tree. By homogeneity in this case it
can be either a line or a tree in which every point is a branching point with the same degree.

The case when one asymptotic cone is a line turns out to be quite particular. More precisely,
we have the following general results.

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a family of finitely generated non-virtually cyclic groups. Then for
any sequence of groups G, € G endowed with word metrics dist,, any sequence (\y,) of positive
numbers with im X\, = 0, any e € IIG,, and any ultrafilter w, the ultralimit im®(G,,, A, dist,, ).
is meither a point nor a (real) line.
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Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that e, = 1 for every n. If an ultralimit
lim* (G, A\pdisty, )e is a point then G, are finite w-almost surely, which is a contradiction.

Suppose that an ultralimit im*(G,,, A\, dist,, ). is a line. Since G,, are all infinite, it follows
that for any n € N, there exists in Cayley(G,,) a geodesic line g,, through 1. Then lim*“(g,,) =
lim“(G,). Suppose by contradiction that w-almost surely G, ¢ Ny, (gn). Then w-almost
surely there exists z, € G, at distance at least 1/\,, of g,,. Let [, be a geodesic joining z, to
2l € gpn and of length dist, (2, 8,). For every point ¢ € [, we have dist,, (¢, 2],) = dist, (¢, gn)-
By homogeneity we may suppose that 2/, = 1.

In the ultralimit im*“(G,,, A\pdist,)e, [, = Um®(L,) is either a geodesic segment of length
at least 1 with one endpoint lim*“ (1), or a geodesic ray of origin lim*“(1). If [, has a point in

common with lim“(g,) that is different from lim“(1), then w-almost surely there exists t, €

[, at distance of order ﬁ of 1 and at distance o <>\%L> of g,. This contradicts the equality

disty, (tn, 1) = disty,(tn, g,). Hence [, N1lim“(g,) = {lim“(1)}. But in this case lim“(G,) #
lim*(g,,), contradiction.

It follows that w-almost surely G,, C N; /An(8n), which implies that Gy, is hyperbolic with
boundary of cardinality 2, consequently virtually cyclic. We have obtained a contradiction. [

Corollary 6.2. A finitely generated group with one asymptotic cone a point or a line is virtually
cyclic.

6.1 Groups with central infinite cyclic subgroups

Let G be a finitely generated group containing a central infinite cyclic subgroup H = (a). We
fix a finite set of generators X of G and the corresponding word metric dist on G.

Lemma 6.3. For every asymptotic cone Con”(G;e,d) of G and every € > 0, there exists an
element h = (hy)¥ in G¥ N H* which acts isometrically on Con”(G;e,d), such that for every
x € Con”(Gse,d), dist(hx,z) = €.

Proof. Let w be a word in X representing a in G. It is obvious that for every r > 0 there exists
h = a"™ € H such that |h| is in the interval [r —|w|,r 4+ |w]|]. For every n > 1 we consider h,, € H
such that |h,| € [ed, — |w|, edy, + |w|]. According to Remark 3.17, the element h = (h,)* in G¥
acts as an isometry on Con*(G;e,d). Moreover, for every g = lim“(g,,) € Con“(G;e,d) we have
that dist(hg, g) = lim,, %ﬁ"’g”) = lim,, %ﬁ"’g”) = lim,, % =e. O

Lemma 6.4. If an asymptotic cone C of G has a cut-point then C is isometric to a point or a
(real) line.

Proof. Let C' = Con”(G}e,d) be an asymptotic cone that has a cut-point, where e = (1),d =
(dn). Then C' is tree-graded with respect to a collection P of pieces that are either points or
geodesic sets without cut-points. Let h in G¥ N H* be as in Lemma 6.3 for e = 1.

If all sets in P are points then C is an R-tree. If this tree contains a vertex of degree > 2,
then it does not admit an isometry h such that dist(h(z),x) = 1 for every x. Thus in this case
C is isometric to R or to a point.

So we may suppose that P contains pieces that are not points. Let M be such a piece.

Case I. Suppose h(M) = M. Let x be an arbitrary point in M. By Lemma 2.31, part
(b), there exists y € C'\ M such that x is the projection of y on M. Let § = dist(z,y).
Since h acts as an isometry, it follows that y' = h(y) projects on M in 2/ = h(z) and that
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§ = dist(2’,y"). We have dist(x,2’) = dist(y,y’) = 1. On the other hand Lemma 2.28 implies
that [y, z] U [z, 2'] U [z, 4] is a geodesic. Consequently dist(y,y’) = 1 + 24, a contradiction.

Case II. Suppose h(M) # M. Then h(M) is another piece of the tree-graded space C, by
Proposition 2.16. Let = be the projection of h(M) on M and let y be the projection of M on
h(M). Let z € M\{z} and 2z’ = h(z). By moving z a little, for instance along the geodesic [z, ],
we can ensure that 2z’ # y. Every geodesic joining z and 2’ contains x and y, by Lemma 2.6. Let
t be a point in C'\ M that projects on M in z (it exists by Lemma 2.31, part (b)). The projection
of ' = h(t) onto h(M) is then z’. Lemma 2.28 implies that [t, 2] U [z, 2] U [z, y] U [y, 2| U [2/, ] is
a geodesic, whence dist(¢,t') = 1 + 2dist(¢, z). This contradicts the fact that dist(¢,¢') =1. O

Theorem 6.5. Let G be a non-virtually cyclic finitely generated group that has a central infinite
cyclic subgroup H. Then G is wide.

Proof. By contradiction suppose that G is not wide. Lemma 6.4 implies that one of the asymp-
totic cones of G is a line or a point. Corollary 6.2 implies that G is virtually cyclic, a contradic-
tion. ]

Corollary 6.6. Let G be a non-virtually cyclic group, that is asymptotically tree-graded with
respect to certain proper subgroups. Then every finitely generated subgroup in the center Z(Q)
is finite.

Theorem 6.5 has the following uniform version.

Theorem 6.7. Let G be the family of all finitely generated non-virtually cyclic groups with a
central infinite cyclic subgroup. The family G is uniformly unconstricted.

Proof. Consider G,, a sequence of groups in G, dist, a word metric on G,, and H,, = (a,) a
central infinite cyclic subgroup of G,,. Let d,, > ndist, (1, a,) for all n. An argument as in the
proof of Lemma 6.3 implies that for every sequence of observation points e and for every € > 0,
the ultralimit lim*(G,,, dist,,/d,, )e has as isometry h moving every point by e. With an argument
analogous to the one in the proof of Lemma 6.4 we deduce that lim“(G,,, dist,,/d,). is a line or
a point. This contradicts Proposition 6.1. O

Corollary 6.8. Let X be a metric space asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection of
subsets A. For every (L, C) there exists M = M (L, C') such that for every (L, C)-quasi-isometric
embedding q: G — X of a finitely generated non-virtually cyclic group G with a central infinite
cyclic subgroup, there exists A € A such that q(G) C Ny (A).

6.2 Groups satisfying a law

Proposition 6.9. Let space F be tree-graded with respect to a collection P of proper subsets.
Suppose that F is not an R-tree, and let G be a group acting transitively on F. Then G contains
a non-abelian free subgroup.

Remark 6.10. If F is an R-tree, G may not contain non-abelian free subgroups even if it acts
transitively on F. Indeed, let G be the group of upper triangular 2 x 2-matrices with determinant
1 acting by isometries on the hyperbolic plane H?. The action is transitive. Therefore the
(solvable) group G¥ acts transitively on an asymptotic cone of H? which is an R-tree.

Proof of Proposition 6.9. . By Lemma 2.31 we can assume that every piece in P is either a
point or does not have a cut-point. Since F is not a tree, we can assume that P contains a
non-singleton piece M.
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Lemma 6.11. Let a and b be two distinct points in M. There exists an isometry g € G such
that the following property holds:

e a # g(b), the projection of g(M) onto M is a and the projection of M onto g(M) is g(b).
We shall denote this property of g by P(a,b, M).

Proof. There are two cases:

(A) There exist two distinct pieces in P that intersect.

(B) Any two distinct pieces in P are disjoint.

By homogeneity, in case (A), every point is contained in two distinct pieces. In case (B) let
x,y be two distinct points in M. There exists an isometry g € G such that g(z) = y. Since
g(M) intersects M in y it follows that g(M) = M. We conclude that in this case the stabilizer
of M in G acts transitively on M.

Suppose we are in case (A). Then we can construct a geodesic g: [0,s] — F such that s =
X2 sp, with 0 < s, < # and g [E?ZOSZ-, E?;Olsi] C M, for some pieces M,,, where M,, # M, 1
for all n € NU{0}. Here sy = 0. Such a geodesic exists by Lemma 2.28. We call such a geodesic
fractal at the arrival point. By gluing together two geodesics fractal at their respective arrival
points, g U ¢/, and making sure that the two respective initial pieces, My and M|, are distinct,
we obtain a geodesic fractal at the departure and arrival points or bifractal. By homogeneity,
every point in F is the endpoint of a bifractal geodesic.

Let [a,c] be a bifractal geodesic. Corollary 2.10, (b), implies that [a,c] can intersect M
in @ or in a non-trivial sub-geodesic [a,c’]. Since [a,c| is fractal at the departure point the
latter case cannot occur. It follows that the intersection of [a, ] and M is {a}. There exists an
isometry g € G such that g(b) = c. Since [a, ¢] is fractal at the arrival point also, it follows that
[a,c]Ng(M) = {c}. For every x € g(M) we have that [a,c]U[c,z] is a geodesic, by Lemma 2.28.
In particular a is the projection of g(M) on M. A symmetric argument gives that ¢ = g(b) is
the projection of M on g(M).

Now suppose that case (B) holds. Lemma 2.31, part (b), implies that a is the projection of
a point x € F\ M. Let g be an isometry in G such that g(b) = x. If [a, z] intersects g(M) in =
then we repeat the previous argument. Assume [a, 2] Ng(M) = [2, z]. By the hypothesis in case
(B), ' # a. We have 2/ = g(b') for some ' € M. Since the stabilizer of M in G acts transitively
on M, there exists ¢’ in it such that ¢’(b) = /. We have that gg’' (M) = g(M) projects onto M
in a and M projects onto gg' (M) in 2’ = g4’ (b). O

Notation: For every t € M let II;(M) be the set of points x in F\ M that project onto M in t¢.

Lemma 6.12. Let g satisfy property P(a,b, M). Then:

1

(a) the isometry g~ satisfies property P(b,a, M);

(b) for everyt # b we have g(II,(M)) C I1,(M).

Proof. (a) We apply the isometry g~! to the situation in P(a, b, M).

(b) The set g(II;(M)) projects on g(M) in g(t) # ¢g(b). This, property P(a,b, M) and
Corollary 2.29 imply that g(II;(M)) projects onto M in a and that dist(g(IL;(M)), M) >
dist(g(M), M) > 0. 0

We now finish the proof of Proposition 6.9. Let a,b, c,d be four pairwise distinct elements in
M. Lemma 6.11 implies that there exist g € G satisfying P(a,b, M) and h satisfying P(c,d, M).
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Figure 5: Action of the elements g, g~', h, AL

Then g—! is satisfying P(b,a, M) and h~! is satisfying P(d,c, M) by Lemma 6.12. In par-
ticular g(M) C I,(M), g~ (M) C Ty(M), h(M) C IL.(M), h=Y(M) C Tly(M).

Since b ¢ {a, ¢, d}, Lemma 6.12, part (b), implies that g(I1, (M )UI.(M)UILz(M)) C T4 (M).
The isometries g~!, h, h~! satisfy similar properties. The Tits ping-pong argument allows to
conclude that g and h generate a free group. O

Theorem 6.13. Let G be a family of finitely generated non-virtually cyclic groups satisfying a
law. Then G is uniformly wide.

Proof. Suppose that an ultralimit C = im*(G,, dindistn)e has a cut-point, where lim,, d,, = co.
Then by Lemma 2.31 and Proposition 6.1, C is a tree graded space, not reduced to a point nor
isometric to R. The group G = II.(G,, idistn) Jw acts transitively on C. If C is not an R-tree,
Proposition 6.9 implies that G contains a non-abelian free subgroup, and so it cannot satisfy a
non-trivial law, a contradiction.

Suppose that C is an R-tree (but not a real line). By [Chis, Proposition 3.7, p.111], if G does
not fix an end of C, G contains a non-abelian free subgroup, a contradiction. Therefore we can
assume that G fixes an end of C. This means that G asymptotically fixes a ray s(t), t € [0, 00),
starting at e. We shall now show that this assumption leads to a contradiction.

Since the action of G on C is transitive, the ball of radius 1 in C around e contains at least
9 disjoint isometric copies of the ball of radius 1/4 (of course, here 9 can be replaced by any
positive integer). This implies that w-almost surely for all n, the number of elements in the ball
of radius d,, in the Cayley graph of GG,, is at least 9 times bigger than the number of elements
in the ball of radius d,, /4.

For z € {1,1.25,1.5,1.75} Let s(z) = (u,(x))¥, for some u,(z) € G,,. Take any g = (g,,)* €
G such that disty, (g, 1) < d,. Then dist(g - 1,e) < 1. Note that the image ¢ - s is a ray which
must be asymptotically equal to s. Therefore the intersection ¢ - s and s contains the subray
s(t),t € [1,00). Since g acts asymptotically on this ray by translation, either g-s(1) or g=1-s(1)
belongs to the interval s(t),t € [1,2] of this subray. Therefore either g-s(1) or g=!-s(1) is within
distance 1/4 from s(z) for some x € {1,1.25,1.5,1.75}. This implies that w-almost surely for
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any n, and any g, € G, with dist,,(gn, 1) < d,, for some z € {1,1.25,1.5,1.75}, and a choice of
e € {1,—1}, we have
disty, (un (2) g5 un(1),1) < d, /4.

This implies that the w-almost surely for every n the ball of radius d,, in the Cayley graph of
G,, contains at most 8 times more elements than the ball of radius d,, /4, a contradiction with
the statement from the previous paragraph. O

Ezxamples: Solvable groups of a given degree, Burnside groups of a fixed exponent and
uniformly amenable groups (see Corollary 6.17 below) are examples of groups satisfying a law.

Corollary 6.14. Let G be a finitely generated non-virtually cyclic group satisfying a law. Then
G is wide.

Corollary 6.15. Let metric space X be asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection of
subsets A. For every non-trivial group law and every (L, C') there exists a constant M depending
on (L,C) and on the law such that the following holds. Any (L,C)-quasi-isometric embedding of
a finitely generated non-virtually cyclic group satisfying the law into X has the image in Ny (A)
for some A € A.

The following statement is probably well known but we did not find a proper reference.

Lemma 6.16. Let w be any ultrafilter, G any group. The group G satisfies a low if and only if
its ultrapower 1IG /w does not contain free non-abelian subgroups.

Proof. Clearly, if IIG /w contains a free non-abelian subgroup then G does not satisfy any law.
Conversely assume that G does not satisfy any law. Let us list all words in two variables:
ui,ug, ..., and form a sequence of words vy = wi,ve = [u,us],v3 = [ug,us,usl,... (iterated
commutators). We can choose the sequence uy,us, ... in such a way that all words v; are non-
trivial. Since G does not satisfy a law, for every i there exists a pair (z;,y;) in G such that
vi(2i,y;) is not 1 in G. Let x = (x;)*, y = (y;)* be elements in the ultrapower. Suppose that
the subgroup (z,y) of IIG/w has a relation. That relation is some word w; in two variables.
Hence u;(xj,y;) = 1 w-almost surely. In particular, since w is a non-principal ultrafilter, for
some j > i, ui(z;,y;) = 1. But then vj(x;,y;) = 1 since u; is a factor in the commutator v;, a
contradiction. O

Recall that a discrete group G is (Folner) amenable if for every finite subset K of G and
every € € (0,1) there exists a finite subset F' C G satisfying:

IKF| < (1+¢)|F].

The group G is uniformly amenable if, in addition, one can bound the size of F' in terms of
e and | K|, i.e. there exists a function ¢ : (0,1) x N — N such that

[F| < ¢(e, |K]) -

For details on the latter notion see [Kel|, [Boz] and [Wys|. The following result has also been
obtained in [Kel, Corollary 5.9], we give a proof here for the sake of completeness.

Corollary 6.17. A uniformly amenable finitely generated group satisfies a law and so it is wide
if it is not virtually cyclic.
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Proof. Indeed, by [Wys], if G is uniformly amenable then any ultrapower IIG/w is Folner
amenable. Hence we can apply Lemma 6.16 if we prove that any subgroup S of an arbitrary
Folner amenable group H is Folner amenable.

The argument is fairly standard and well known, we present it here only for the sake of
completeness. Take an arbitrary small € > (. Take K a finite subset in S. There exists a subset
F in H such that |[KF| < (1 + €)|F|. Consider a graph whose vertices are the elements of the
set F', and whose edges correspond to the pairs of points (f1, f2) € F x F such that fo = kf,
where k € K. Let C be a connected component of this graph with set of vertices Vo. Then
KV does not intersect the sets of vertices of other connected components. Hence there exists a
connected component C' such that |[KVe| < (14 €)|[Ve| (otherwise if all these inequalities have
to be reversed, the sum of them gives a contradiction with the choice of F'). Without loss of
generality, we can assume that Vo contains 1. Otherwise we can shift it to 1 by multiplying on
the right by ¢! for some ¢ € V. Then V¢ can be identified with a finite subset of S. Therefore
S contains a subset V¢ such that |[KVe| < (1 +¢€)[Vel. O

Remark 6.18. The amenability defined by the existence of a left invariant mean on the set of
functions uniformly continuous to the left is not inherited by subgroups in general. If H is a
separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space and G = U(H) is the group of unitary operators
on H endowed with the weak operator topology, then G is amenable in the above sense [dH].
On the other hand, if we take H = ¢%(Fy), with F the free group of two generators, then G
contains Fy [BHV, Remark G.3.7].

7 Fundamental groups of asymptotic cones

In [EO], A. Erschler and D. Osin constructed (modifying an idea from [Olss]), for every “suffi-
ciently good” metric space M, a two-generated group G with the property that M m-embeds
isometrically into an asymptotic cone Con”(G). Thus any countable group is a subgroup of the
fundamental group of some asymptotic cone of a finitely generated group. In this section we
modify, in turn, the construction from [EO] to show that the fundamental group of an asymptotic
cone can be isomorphic to the uncountable free power of any countable group. Moreover, that
asymptotic cone can be completely described as a tree-graded space. In particular, if, say, M is
compact and locally contractible then there exists a 2-generated group one of whose asymptotic
cones is tree-graded with respect to pieces isometric to M. We also construct a 2-generated re-
cursively presented group with the maximal possible (under the continuum hypothesis) number
of non-homeomorphic asymptotic cones.

7.1 Preliminaries on nets

Let (X,dist) be a metric space. We recall some notions and results from [GLP].

Definition 7.1. A d-separated set A in X is a set such that for every z1, 29 € A, dist(z1,22) > 0.
A b-net in X is a set B such that X € Ng(B).

Remark 7.2. A maximal J-separated set in X is a d-net in X.

Proof. Let N be a maximal d-separated set in X. For every x € X \ N, the set N U {x} is no
longer d-separated, by maximality of N. Hence there exists y € N such that dist(z,y) <. O

Definition 7.3. We call a maximal §-separated set in X a d-snet.

Note that if X is compact then every snet is finite, hence every separated set is finite.
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Remark 7.4. Let (X,dist) be a metric space and let (M, ),en be an increasing sequence of
subsets of X. Let (J,)nen be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers converging to zero.
There exists an increasing sequence

Ny CNyC---CN,C---,
such that N,, is a 0p,-snet in (M, dist).

Proof. There exists a d1-snet in M7, which we denote Nj. It is a d;-separated set in M. Let
Ny be a ds-snet in My containing Ni. Then Ny is a do-separated set in Msz. Inductively we
construct an increasing sequence (Np,)peN- O

Notation: Let A be a subset in a metric space. We denote by I';(A) the metric graph with set
of vertices A and set of edges

{(a1,a2) | a1,a2 € A, 0 < dist(ay,a2) < K},
such that the edge (a1, as9) is of length dist(ai,as). We shall denote the length of every edge e
by |e|. We endow I',,(A) with its length metric.
Notation: Let (X,dist) be a proper geodesic metric space, let O be a fixed point in it and let

¢ € (0,1). We denote by B, = B(O,n) the closed ball of radius n around O. We consider an
increasing sequence of subsets in X,

{O}c NyCNyC---CN, C--,
such that N, is an ("-snet in B;,. Let I';, be the finite graph I'¢n/2) (N5, ), endowed with its length
metric dist,, (here [§] is the integer part of %).
We recall that two metric spaces with fixed basepoints (X, dist x, x) and (Y, disty, y) are said

to be isometric if there exists an isometry ¢ : X — Y such that ¢(x) = y.

Lemma 7.5. In the notation as above:

(1) for everyn > 2, for every x,y € N,, we have
dist(z,y) < dist,(z,y) < <1 + 6{’“) (dist(x,y) + 2{’“) +2¢F, (11)

where k = [5];

(2) for every observation point e € IIN, /w, the spaces im® (N, disty,)., im*“ (T, dist, ). and
lim® (B,,, dist). with the basepoints lim“(e) are isometric.

(3) the spaces lim* (N, disty,), im“ (T, dist,,) with the basepoints lim*(O) and (X, dist) with
the basepoint O are isometric.

Proof. (1) Let z,y be two fixed points in N,. If dist(z,y) < ¢[*? then by construction
dist(z,y) = dist,(x,y) and both inequalities in (11) are true. Let us suppose that dist(z,y) >
¢m/2,

The distance dist, (z,y) in T',, is the length of some path composed of the edges ejes...eq,
where = (e1)_ and y = (es)+. It follows that

s

dist, (x,y) = Z le;| > dist(x,y).
i=1
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We conclude that
disty, (z,y) > dist(x,y) .

We also note that
disty, (z,y) > dist,, (z,y) for every m > n, (12)

since N, C N,,.

The distance dist(z,y) is the length of a geodesic ¢: [0,dist(x,y)] — X. Since z,y € N,, C
B(O,n), the image of this geodesic is entirely contained in B(O,2n). Let to = 0,t1,ta,...,ty =
dist(z,y) be a sequence of numbers in [0, dist(x, y)] such that 0 < t;41 —t; < %, for every ¢ €
{1,2,...,m—1}and m < MLW—I—L Since dist(x, y) > ("2 > (", we can write m < MLSL“’)
Let z; = c( i), 1€40,1,2,...,m}. For every i € {0,1,2,...,m} there exists w; € Na, such that
dist(z;, w;) < 2. We note that wo = T, W, =y. We can write

m—1 m—1
dist(z, y) Z dist(x;, it+1) Z [dist(w;, wit1) — 2¢37] Z dist(w;, wi1) — 2m¢*™ . (13)
=0 =0

We have dist(w;, wiy1) < dist(z;, w;) + dist(@;, i41) + dist(zi41, wir1) < 2C2" + % < (™ for
n large enough. Therefore w;, w; 1 are connected in I'g, by an edge of length dist(w;, w;y1). We
conclude that

m—1 m—1
Z dist(w;, wit1) = Z distoy, (w;, wit1) > dista, (wo, wp,) = dista, (2, y).
i=0 i=0

This and (13) implies that
dist(x,y) > dista, (z,y) — 6dist(z,y)¢" .
We have obtained that

1
Wdis‘cgn(m,y) < dist(z,y) < dist,(z,y), for all z,y € N,. (14)

Let again x,y be two points in N,, k = [n/2]. There exist 2/,y’ € Ny C N, such that
dist(z, '), dist(y,3’) < ¢*. This implies that dist(z,2’) = dist,(z,2') < ¢* and likewise
dist(y, 1) = dist,(y,9') < ¢*. Hence dist, (z,y) < dist,(z', ) + 2¢*.

Inequalities (12) and (14) imply

dist, (2, y") < distor(z',9/) < (1 + 6Ck)dist(a:',y') <(1+ 6Ck)(dist(a:,y) + 2(’“).

This gives (11).

(2)  We have N, C T\, C Ngnsz (Np). Therefore lim® (I, disty,), = lm® (N, dist,),.
Thus it is enough to prove that im“ (N, dist,,), and lim*(B,,, dist), with the basepoints lim*(e)
are isometric.

We define the map

U lim®(z,) — Um®(z,,) (15)

from lim* (N,,, dist,,), to lim* (B, dist).. Inequalities (11) imply that the map ¥ is well defined
and that it is an isometric embedding.

We prove that U is surjective. Let (y,,)* € II. B, /w. For every y,, there exists z, € N,, such
that dist(zy,,yn) < ¢". Since the sequence (dist(yy, e,)) is bounded, the sequence (dist(zy,e,))
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is also bounded by the second inequality in (11), and so is the sequence (dist,,(z,e,)). We have
lim®“(z,) € im®“ (N, disty,), and ¥(lim*“(z,)) = lim*“(z,). As lim,dist(zy,y,) = 0 we conclude
that im®(z,,) = Hlm®(yy,).

(3) According to (2) it suffices to prove that lim*(B,, dist)o with the basepoint lim*(O)
and X with the basepoint O are isometric. Let € X. For n large enough, x € B(O,n). We
define the map

¢: x — lim“(x) (16)

from X to lim“(B,)o.

The map ® is clearly an isometric embedding. Let us show that ® is surjective. Let (2, )nen
be such that z,, € B, and such that dist(O,z,) is uniformly bounded by a constant C. It
follows that z, € B(O,C) for all n € N. Since the space X is proper, B(O,C) is compact
and there exists an w-limit = of (x,). It follows that lim,dist(x,,2z) = 0, which implies that

lim*(z,,) = im* (z) = ®(x). O
Notation: We shall denote the point lim*(O) also by O. This should not cause any confusion.

Remark 7.6. The hypothesis that X is proper is essential for the surjectivity of ® in the proof
of part (3) of Lemma 7.5.

Definition 7.7. For every proper geodesic metric space (X, dist) with a fixed basepoint O, and

every sequence of points e = (e,)%, e, € B, = B(O,n), we shall call the limit lim*(B),). an
ultraball of X with center O and observation point e.

Remark 7.8. Notice that the ultraballs lim*(B,,). and lim“(B, ). with observation points
e = (ep)” and € = (€},)¥, such that dist(ey,€}) is uniformly bounded w-almost surely, are the

same spaces with different basepoints (see Remark 3.7).

Remark 7.9. It is easy to prove, using results from [BGS, §7.3] and [KaL;], that an ultraball of
a complete homogeneous locally compact CAT(0)-space is either the whole space or a horoball
in it (for a definition see [BrH]). In particular the ultraballs of the Euclidean space R" are R"
itself and all its half-spaces.

We are now going to construct a proper geodesic metric space with basepoint (Y, dist, O)
whose fundamental group is any prescribed countable group C, and such that every ultraball
with center O of Y either is isometric to the space Y¢ itself or is simply connected.

Let C'= (S| R) be a countable group. We assume that S = {s, | n € N} = C, and that R
is just the multiplication table of C| i.e. that all relations in R are triangular. For every n € N,
consider X,, the part of the cone 22 = 2% 4+ y? in R? which is above the plane z = n — 1. The
intersection of this (truncated) cone with the plane z = n — 1 will be called its base. Cut a slit
in X, of length nm, in the intersection of X, with the plane z = 2n. This slit has simple closed
curve boundary of length 2nm, same as the length of the base of X, 1. The resulting space is
denoted by Y,,. The vertex of Y7 is denoted by O.

Now consider the following construction. We start with the space Y7, glue in the space Y5
so that the base hole of Y5 is isometrically identified with the boundary of the slit cut in Y7,
glue in Y3 so that the base hole of Y3 is identified with the boundary of the slit in Y5, etc. The
resulting space with the natural gluing metric is denoted by Y. Now enumerate all relations in
R = {ry,r2,...}. For every m = 1,2,..., r,, has the form :Eixjxlzl. Choose a natural number
k = k(m) such that the base holes of Y;,Y;,Y}) are at the distance < k in Y and such that
kE(m) > k(m — 1). Consider the circles y;,y;, y, obtained by cutting Y;, Y}, Y, by planes parallel
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to the base hole at distance k from O, connect these circles with O by geodesics. Glue in an
Euclidean disc D, to the circles y;,y;,yr and connecting geodesics such that the boundary of
D,, is glued, locally isometrically, according to the relation r,,. We supply the resulting space
Yo with the natural geodesic metric dist.

We keep the above notation for balls B, = B(O,n), and metric spaces N,, and '), for this
space Yg.

The following properties of the space (Y, dist) are obvious.

Lemma 7.10. (1) The space Y¢ is geodesic and proper.

(2) For every d > 0 there exists a number r > 0 such that every ball of radius d in Yo, whose
center is outside B(O,r), is contractible.

(8) The fundamental group of Yo is isomorphic to C'.

Lemma 7.11. The ultraball im®“(B,,). of Yo with center O is simply connected if dist(ey, O)
1s unbounded w-almost surely, otherwise it is isometric to Y.

Proof. Indeed, if a point e = (e;) from X“ is such that dist(e,, O) is bounded w-almost surely
then the corresponding ultraball is isometric to Yo by Remark 7.8. Suppose that

lim dist(e,,, O) = co.

Let U be the corresponding ultraball. Then every closed ball By (e,r) in U is the w-limit of
By, (én,r)NB),. By Lemma 7.10, the balls By, (ey, ) are contractible w-almost surely. Therefore
By (e, r) is contractible. Since every loop in U is contained in one of the balls By (e,r), U is
simply connected. O

7.2 Construction of the group

Let A be an alphabet and F4 a free group generated by A. For every w € F4 we denote by |w|
the length of the word w.

Definition 7.12 (property C*(\)). A set W of reduced words in [F 4, that is closed under cyclic
permutations and taking inverses, is said to satisfy property C*(\) if the following hold.

(1) If w is a subword in a word w € W so that |u| > A|w| then u occurs only once in w;
(2) If w is a subword in two distinct words wy, we € W then |u| < Amin(|w;], |wal).

We need the following result from [EO].

Proposition 7.13. [EO] Let A = {a,b}. For every \ > 0 there exists a set W of reduced words
in Fa, closed with respect to cyclic permutations and taking inverses, satisfying the following
properties:

(1) W satisfies C*(\);
(2) for everyn € N, the set {w € W | |w| > n} satisfies C*(\,) with limy, 0o\, = 0;

(3) limy,_oocard{w € W | w| =n} = oco.
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Notation: Let us fix A = Wlov and a set of words W provided by Proposition 7.13.
Let k(n) = card{w € W | |lw| = n}. We have that lim,_,.k(n) = co.

Fix a number ¢ € (0,1). For every n € N, let I',, be a finite metric graph with edges of length
at least ¢" and at most ([*/2 and diameter at most 10n for n large enough. We endow I',, with
the length metric dist,,. Let V,, be the set of vertices of I';, and let O,, be a fixed vertex in N,.
Let E, be the number of edges of T',,.

Definition 7.14 (fast increasing sequences). An increasing sequence (d,,) of positive numbers
is called fast increasing with respect to the sequence of graphs (I'y,) if it satisfies the following:

(1) for every i > [C"dy], £ (i) > Ey;

(2) limn_mo% = o0;

(3) limy ;o0 7= = 0.
Fast increasing sequences of numbers clearly exist.

Let us fix a fast increasing sequence d = (d,,) with respect to the sequence of graphs (I',).
To every edge e = (x,y) in I';, we attach a word w,(e) in W of length [d,|e|] such that

(1) wn(e™) = wn(e)™;
(2) wn(e) # wn(e) if e # ¢

We can choose these words because for every edge e = (z,y) in I'y,, we have [d,dist(z,y)] >
[¢"dy] and because we have enough words in W of any given length (part (1) of Definition 7.14).

Definition 7.15 (the presentation of the group G). We define the set of relations R,, as follows:
for every loop p = ejes...e5 in I';, we include in R,, the free reduction of the word

wp(p) = wp(er)wp(ez) ... wy(es).
Let R = J,cn Rn and let G = (a,b | R).

Notation: We denote by Cayley(G) the left invariant Cayley graph of G with respect to the
presentation G = (a,b | R), that is the vertices are elements of G and the (oriented) edges are
(g, gz) for every x € {a,b,a”!,b"'}. The edge (g, gz) in Cayley(G) is usually labeled by z, so
Cayley(G) can be viewed as a labeled graph. Every path in Cayley(G) is labeled by a word
in @ and b. The length of a path p in Cayley(G) is denoted by [p|. The distance function in
Cayley(G) is denoted by dist, it coincides with the word metric on G.

Notation: For every word w in the free group Fy, we denote by g, the element in G repre-
sented by w.

As in [EQ] and [Ols;], we introduce the following types of words.
Definitions 7.16 (words of rank n). Every freely reduced product
w = wp(er)wn(e2) ... walem), (17)

where e, ..., e, are edges in I',, is called a word of rank n. The words wy,(e;) will be called the
blocks of w.
Every freely reduced product

wp(p) = wp(e)wn(e2) ... wp(em),

where p = ejes...e,, is a path in I'y, is called a net word of rank n.
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Remark 7.17. The words wy,(e) have length at least [("dy] > [d—1] > Cffll —1>nforn
large enough. This and the small cancellation assumptions from Proposition 7.13 imply that at
most 2\, of the length of the block w,,(e) can cancel in the product (17) provided none of its
neighbor factors is wy(e~1). In particular, if a path p in I',, has no backtracking, at most 2\,
of the length of any factor wy,(e) cancels in the word wy,(p).

Notation: For every path p in I',, starting at O,, let p be the path in Cayley(G) labeled by
wy(p) starting at 1. We denote by ®,, C Cayley(G) the union of all these paths p. It is easy to
see that R, consists of all prefixes of all net words w,(p), where p is a path in T',, starting at
On.

Definition 7.18 (cells of rank n). By definition of the set of relations R, the boundary label of
every cell in a van Kampen diagram A over R is a net word. Therefore a cell in A is called a
cell of rank n if its boundary label is a net word of rank n.

Definition 7.19 (minimal diagrams). A van Kampen diagram over R is called minimal if it
contains the minimal number of cells among all van Kampen diagrams over R with the same
boundary label, and the sum of perimeters of the cells is minimal among all diagrams with the
same number of cells and the same boundary label.

Notation: The boundary of any van Kampen diagram (cell) A is denoted by 0A.

Lemma 7.20. (1) Every minimal van Kampen diagram A over R satisfies the small cancel-

lation property C'(1/10) (that is, the length of any path contained in the boundaries of any two

distinct cells in A cannot be bigger than 1/10 of the length of the boundary of any of these cells).
(2) Every cell w in a minimal van Kampen diagram A over R satisfies |0n| < 2|0A|.

Proof. (1) is Lemma 4.2 in [EO].

(2) We prove the statement by induction on the number n of cells in A. If n = 1 then the
statement is obviously true. Suppose it is true for some n. We consider a minimal van Kampen
diagram A with n+ 1 cells. By Greendlinger’s lemma [LS] and Part (1) there exists a cell 7 and
a common path p of Or and A whose length is bigger than +5|0|. It follows that [0r| < 2[0A).
Removing p and the interior of 7, we obtain a minimal diagram A’ with boundary length smaller
than |0A| and with fewer cells than A. It remains to apply the induction assumption to A’. [

Notation: We shall denote the graphical equality of words by =.

Lemma 7.21. Let u = ujugus be a word of rank n and u' = wjuguly be a word of rank m,
n > m. Suppose |ug| is at least 5\ times the maximal length of a block in u'. Then m = n.
In addition, if v = w,(p) and v = wy(q) are net words then the paths p and q in Ty, have a
common edge e: p = piepa, ¢ = qieqz, and uy (resp. u}) is a prefix of wy(pie) (resp. wy(qie)),
ug (resp. uy) is a suffix of wy(epa) (resp. wp(egz)).

Proof. Indeed, the conditions of the lemma imply that one of the blocks of u that either contains
U or is contained in us has in common with one of the blocks of u’ at least \ of its length. The
small cancellation condition C*(\) implies that the blocks coincide, so m = n. The rest of the
statement follows immediately from the definition of net words and Remark 7.17. O

Lemma 7.22. Let u and v be two words in {a,b} that are equal in G. Suppose that u is a (net)
word of rank n and v is a shortest word that is equal to u in G. Then v is also a (net) word of
rank n. In addition, if u is a net word, u = wy(p), then v = w,(q) for some simple path q in
I',, having the same initial and terminal vertices as p.
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Proof. Consider a van Kampen diagram A over R with boundary 0A = st where u labels s,
v~ ! labels t.

By Greendlinger lemma, property C’(1/10) implies that there exists a cell = in A such that
Om and OA have a common subpath r of length %|87T|. Since v is a shortest word that is equal
to u in G, no more than % of O is a subpath of ¢. Therefore |r N s| > £|d7|. Notice that the
label of 07 is the reduced form of a product of at least two blocks. Therefore the label of rN's
contains at least (1 — 4\)/5 of a block in d7. Lemma 7.21 implies that 7 is a cell of rank n.
After we remove the cell m from A we obtain a diagram A’ corresponding to an equality v’ = v
of the same type as u = v, that is v’ is a word of rank n representing the same element in G as
w and v, and if u = wy,(p) then ' = w,(p'), where p’ is a path in I', with p’ = p_,p/, = p,.
Since A’ has fewer cells than A, it remains to use induction on the number of cells in A. O

7.3 Tree-graded asymptotic cones

Recall that we consider any sequence of metric graphs I';,, n > 1, satisfying the properties listed
before Definition 7.14, that the set of vertices of I';, is denoted by NV,,, and that we fix basepoints
O, in N,,. For every x € N,, let p, be a path from O,, to z in I';,. We define

®,: N, = Ry, Pp(z) = wy(py) in G

(see notation before Definition 7.18).
The value ®,,(z) does not depend on the choice of the path p,, because wy,(q) is equal to 1
in G for every loop ¢ in I';, by the definition of the presentation of G. Hence ®,, is a map.

Remark 7.23. Notice that every point in R, is at distance at most ¢ [n/ 2}dn(l + A,) from
D, (Ny,).

The sequence of maps (®,,) clearly defines a map
(2n)” = (Pp(wn))” .
from IIN,, /w to IIR,, /w.

Remark 7.24. Let a = ®,(x), x € N,,, and let b € G be such that a and b can be joined in
Cayley(G) by a path labeled by wy,(q), where ¢ is a path in T';, with ¢ =  and ¢+ = y. Then
b=®,(y) € P,(N,).

Lemma 7.25. Let e = (e,)* € IIN,/w, ¢ = (P,(en))”. The map D, : im*“(N,,dist,). —
lim® (R,,, dist/d,, ) such that

O, (lim® (zy,)) = im® (P, (z5,))
18 a surjective isometry.

Proof. For every x,y € N,, let p = ejes...e5 be a shortest path from x to y in I';;. Then ®,(z)
and ®,(y) are joined in Cayley(G) by a path labeled by wy,(p). It follows that

dist (@, (), B0 (y)) < 3 Jwale)] < do 3 les] = dudista (x,y).
=1 =1

By Lemma 7.22, for every z,y € N,, there exists a geodesic joining ®,(z) to ®,(y) labeled
by a net word wy,(q) of rank n. If ¢ = ejes...e; then

wn(q) = wp(er) ... wy(er).
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Therefore

dist(Pp(2), Pn(y)) = lwn(q)| = Z 1 (1= 2An) [wn(es)]
1-2\, Z dpleil —1) > (1 —2\,) (dpdist,(z,y) —t)
E

( )i
(1 =2\, (dpdisty(z,y) — Ey).

VIV

Thus for every x,y € Ny:

(1 —2X\,) (dpdisty, (z,y) — Ep) < dist(®,, (), Pn(y)) < dpdist,(z,y). (18)
According to (18), for every lim*“(x,),im*(y,) € im*(N,, dist, ). we have that

lim,,disty, (€n, yn) — limw% < lim,, dlst(q)n(x;), D, (yn))

< limy, disty, (Tn, Yn) - (19)

Since (d,)nen is a fast increasing sequence we have that lim,, o =0. This implies that @,
is well defined and that it is an isometry.
Remark 7.23 implies the surjectivity of the map ®,,. O

Notation: We denote by e the element (1)¥ € G¥.

Proposition 7.26. Let (I';)nen be a sequence of metric graphs satisfying the properties listed
before Definition 7.14, let (dn)nen be a fast increasing sequence with respect to (I'y)nen and let
G = (a,b | R) be the group constructed as above. For every ultrafilter w the asymptotic cone
Con*(G;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to the set of pieces:

P = {limw(gn%n) | (gn)” € G¥ such that limww < oo} , (20)

w

in particular different elements (gn)“ correspond to different pieces from P.

Proof. Property (T1). Suppose that lim*(g,R,) N lim*(g/,R,) contains at least two distinct
points, where (g,)%, (¢},)¥ € G¥. We may suppose that (g},)“ = (1)¥. Let

lim®“ (ay),lim“ (b,) € im®(g,Ry) N lIm*(R,,) , im*(ay,) # Lm“(by,).
The inclusion lim® (ay,), lim*(b,) € lim“(R,,) implies that
lim*(ay,) = im® (®,(x,)), im“(b,) = Hm* (P, (y,)).

where z,,, Y, € Ny, lim“(z,,) # lim*(y,,). The inclusion lim®“ (ay,), lim* (b, ) € lim“ (g, R,,) implies
that lim*(a,) = Um"“ (g, ®n(x})), im“(b,) = im®* (g, P (v, )), where a},y!, € Ny, , im*“(z],) #
lim® (yy,)-

By Lemma 7.22, for every n > 1, there exists a geodesic pgn) in Cayley(G) joining ®,,(x;,)

with ®,,(y,) labeled by a net word wn(pgn)), where pgn) is a simple path from z, to y, in I',.

It follows that pg") C R,,. Similarly, there exists a geodesic pén) joining g, ®,(z),) to gn®n(yl)

contained in g,R,. The label of this geodesic is a net word wn(pén)). Let g, be a geodesic

joining ®,,(z,) to g, P, (x),) and ¢, a geodesic joining ®,(y,) to g, P, (y,,) in Cayley(G). Both

qn and q}, have length o(d,). The geodesics pgn) and pg") on the other hand have length O(d,,).
(n) (n)

We consider the geodesic quadrilateral composed of py ", qn,ps . q,, and a minimal van Kampen
diagram A,, whose boundary label coincides with the label of this quadrangle. Then dA,, is a

65



product of four segments which we shall denote s, t,, s}, t,, (the labels of these paths coincide

with the labels of the paths pgn), qn,pg"), q,, respectively).

There exists a unique (covering) map « from A to Cayley(G) that maps the initial vertex
of s, to 1 and preserves the labels of the edges. The map v maps s, to pg") C R, and s, to
p(") C g?R .

9 = n

Let Al be the maximal (connected) sub-diagram of A,, that contains s,, and whose y-image
is contained in ®,. Likewise, let A2 be the maximal sub-diagram of A,, that contains s/, and
whose 7-image is contained in gR,. The complement A, \ (AL U A2) has several connected
components.

Figure 6: The diagram A,,.

Suppose that the complement contains cells, and let ©, be one of the non-trivial components
of the complement. The boundary of ©,, is contained in AL Ut, UOAZ Ut/ . By Greendlinger’s
lemma, there exists a cell 7 in ©,, such that dx N 00,, contains a path wu, of length at least
1—70]871\. Suppose that wu, has more than 15\ of its length in common with OAL. Then the
labels of O and AL contain a common subword of length at least 5\ of the length of a block
participating in the label of O7. By Lemma 7.21, 7 has rank n and the y-image of Al U7 is in
R, a contradiction with the maximality of AL. Hence |u, NOAL| < 15)|u,|. Similar argument
applies to AZ.

Therefore [u, N (OAL UOA2) | < 30A|uy|. It follows that u, has more than |d7| in common
with ¢, Ut,,. Since v(t,) and ~(¢,,) are both geodesics, u,, must intersect both of them. We have
[tun| < 30A|uy| + |tn| + |t,,], hence |u,| = o(d,,). Therefore

dist(®p(20), Pr(yn)) < Jun| + [ta] + ‘t/n’ = o(dn),
a contradiction.

Property (T3). According to Proposition 3.29, it suffices to study sequences of geodesic
k-gons P, in Cayley(G) with all lengths of edges of order d,, k fixed and lim“(F,) a simple
geodesic triangle. We need to show that lim*(P,) is contained in one piece.

We fix such a sequence (P, )nen of k-gons in Cayley(G). Let V), be the set of vertices of P,.
We consider minimal van Kampen diagrams A(™ and covering maps v,: A — Cayley (G)
such that ’yn((‘)A(”)) is P,. We can consider the boundary of A also as a k-gon whose vertices
and sides correspond to the vertices and sides of P,.

(a) Properties of the diagrams A(™),

By Lemma 7.20, each cell from A has boundary length < O(d,,). On the other hand, the
cells of rank k > n + 1 have boundary of length at least [(""'d,.1]. Property (2) of the fast
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increasing sequence (d,) implies that for n large enough all cells from the diagram A™) are of
rank k£ <n.

Suppose that w-almost surely there exists a cell 7 of rank m < n — 1 in A the boundary
of which intersects two edges [z,y], [z, t] without common endpoint. Recall that the diameter
of a cell of rank m is at most 10md,, < 10(n — 1)d,—1. Then there exist two points in v, [z, y]
and in v,[z, t] respectively, which are at distance at most 10(n — 1)d,,—; of each other. In the
w-limit of P, we obtain that two edges without common endpoint intersect in a point. This
contradicts the fact that lim*“(P,) is a simple loop. We conclude that w-almost surely all cells
whose boundaries intersect two edges without common endpoint are of rank n.

Suppose that the boundary of one of the cells 7 of rank m in A is not a simple path. Then
by applying the Greendlinger lemma to any hole formed by 7, we get a cell 7’ whose boundary
has a common subpath u with dr such that |u| > {5|07'|. Then there exists a block w in o’
such that |w N dn| > o5 w|. We apply Lemma 7.21 to Or and 97’ and we obtain that the ranks
of m and 7’ coincide and that the boundary label of the union 7 U 7’ is a net word of rank m
corresponding to a loop in I',,. Hence the union of the cells 7 and 7’ can be replaced by one
cell corresponding to a relation from R, a contradiction with the minimality of A, Hence the
boundary of each cell in A(™ is a simple path.

Suppose that the boundaries of two cells 7y, mo, in A, of rank mq and my respectively,
intersect in several connected components. We apply the Greendlinger lemma to a hole formed
by Om1 U dmy and we get a cell 7’ whose boundary has a common subpath, of length at least
1—70]871’ |, with m U Omg. Therefore 7’ has a common subpath with one dm;, i € {1,2}, of
length at least 2—70|87T’ |. Lemma 7.21 implies that the ranks of m; and 7’ coincide and that the
boundary label of 7; U7’ is a net word of rank m; corresponding to a loop in I',,,. Hence m; Un’
can be replaced by one cell, a contradiction with the minimality of A, We conclude that the
intersection of the boundaries of two cells, if non-empty, is connected.

Suppose that the boundary of a cell 7 in A(™ of rank m intersects one side [x,y] of dA™)
in several connected components. We consider a hole formed by dn U [z,y] and we apply the
Greendlinger lemma to it. We obtain a cell 7’ whose boundary has a common subpath u with
Om U [x,y], such that |u| > 1—70|87T’ |. Since yp[z,y] is a geodesic, u cannot have more than 2|ul
in common with [z,y]. Hence |un dn| > 1[0r'|, which implies that there exists a block w in
on’ such that |wNor| > %|w|. We apply Lemma 7.21 to 7w and 7’ and as previously we obtain
a contradiction of the minimality of A(™. Consequently, the intersection of the boundary of a
cell in A with a side of 9A™) if non-empty, is connected.

(b) Existence of a cell 7, of rank n in A such that dist(P,,~,(d1,)) = o(d,).

Take any vertex v = v, of the k-gon DA™, Let [z,v], [v,y] be the two consecutive sides of
the k-gon A . Let 2/, € [x,v] be such that 7, (z,) is the last point on [y, (v), ¥, (z)] (counting
from ~,(v)) for which there exists a point z on [y, (v), v, (y)] with dist(y,(x,), 2) not exceeding
¢"/%d,,. Since ¢"/?d,, = o(d,), lim*(z},) = lim*(v,,v) (recall that the triangle lim“ (P,) is simple).
Therefore dist(z],,7,v) = o(dy,).

Similarly let y!, € [y,v] be such that v,(y},) is the last point on [, (v), v, (y)] for which there
exists a point z on [v,(v), v (2)] with dist(v, (), 2) < ¢"/?d,,. Then dist(y/,, v,v) = o(dy).

Consider the set IT, of cells 7 in A™ whose boundaries have common points with both [z, v]
and [v,y]. The boundary of 7 naturally splits into four parts: a sub-arc of [z,v], a sub-arc of
[v,y], and two arcs ¢(m),c (7) which connect points on [z, v] with points on [v, y] and such that
¢(m) and ¢ (7) do not have any common points with [z, v] U [v,y] others than their respective
endpoints. We assume that ¢/(7) is closer to v than ¢(r).

The cells from II, are ordered in a natural way by their distance from v. Take the cell 7w € 11,
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which is the farthest from v among all cells in II, satisfying

dist (yn (¢() ), 1 (e(m)+)) < [¢"?dy].

Let us cut off the corner of A bounded by the triangle ©, = ¢(7) U [¢(m)_,v] U [v, ¢(n) 4 ].
Notice that by the definition of 2/, v/, we have ¢(r)_ € [z}, v], ¢(7)+ € [v,y,]. Therefore the
lengths of the sides of ©, are o(d,). Also notice that w-almost surely O, contains all cells of
rank < n — 1 from II,. That follows from the fact that the diameter of R, k < n — 1, does not
exceed 10(n — 1)d,,_1, hence for n large enough it does not exceed [¢"/2d,] by property (2) of
the definition of a fast increasing sequence.

Let us do this operation for every vertex v of the k-gon A . As a result, we get a minimal
diagram Ag") such that %(Agn)) is a 2k-gon P/ with k sides which are sub-arcs of the sides of
P, (we shall call them long sides) and k sides which are curves of type ¢(m) whose lengths are
o(dy,) (short sides). Some of the short sides may have length 0. The w-limit lim“(P)) coincides

with lim“ (P, ). We shall consider 8A§n) as a 2k-gon with long and short sides corresponding to
the sides of P).

Notice that by construction Ag")

does not have cells of rank < n — 1 which have common

points with two long sides of the 2k-gon 8A§n).

Figure 7: Diagram A,

)

Let w1, ma,...,my, be all Greendlinger 1—%—cells in Agn ,1.e. forevery i = 1,...,m, the intersection

om; N 8A§n) contains a subpath u; of length at least %|87Ti|. Let r; be the rank of the cell 7;,
i =1,...,m. The path u; cannot have more than % of its length in common with a long side of

the 2k-gon OAYL) because the v,-images of these sides are geodesics. By Lemma 7.21, u; cannot

have a subpath of length bigger than 5A times the length of a block of rank r; in common with
a short side of 8A§n). Since short sides and long sides in E?Ag") alternate w-almost surely, u;

must have points in common with two long sides of 8A§n). Therefore the number m is at most
k and the rank r; is n for every i = 1,...,m (w-almost surely).
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) )

. The resulting diagram Agn has a

form of a polygon where each side is either a part of a long side of Ag") (we call it again long) or

Let us cut off all cells 7y, ..., 7, from the diagram Agn

a part of Om; (we call it special) or a part of a short side of Agn) (we call it short). Notice that

by the definition of Agn), the length of any special side of Agn) cannot be smaller than [C”/ 2d,)]
w-almost surely.

)

contains cells w-almost surely. Consider a Greendlinger 1—70-

cell  of rank m in Ag" and the corresponding path v C 97 N Z?A;n). This path cannot have

more than % of its length in common with a long side of Agn), more than 5\ times the length

of a block of O7 in common with a special or short side. Therefore u cannot contain a whole

special side of Agn). Hence u has a subpath u’ of length at least (% — 10))|O7| that intersects

) )

Suppose that the diagram Ag"
)

. Hence 7 is a Greendlinger %—cell in Ag" . This contradicts

the fact that all such cells were removed when we constructed Ag").

only long and short sides of Ag"

Thus Ag") contains no cells w-almost surely. In particular, all cells in Ag") are of rank n and

all of them are Greendlinger %-cells. For each cell ;, i = 1,...,m, consider the decomposition
Om; = wu. Any two arcs ul,u’; (i # j), have at most one maximal sub-arc in common. The
length of this sub-arc is at most 5\ times the length of a maximal block of rank n (by Lemma

i g
7.21 and the minimality of A(")). Hence (w-almost surely) the length of any arc v} is at most

5kA[¢™2d,]. Therefore lim,, |§i‘ = 0. Since lim*(P)) is a simple triangle, we can conclude that
w-almost surely for all but one ¢ € {1,...,m} the length of d7; is o(d,). Indeed otherwise we
would have two points on P} at distance O(d,,) along the boundary of P), but at distance o(d,,) in
Cayley(G). The w-limits of these two points would give us a self-intersection point of lim“(P)).

Let us call this exceptional ¢ by 4,. Then lim“(P)) coincides with lim“ (v, (dm;,)). Since

Yn(m;, ) is contained in g,R,, for some g,, im*(P)) is contained in one piece im* (g, R,,). O

Proposition 7.27 (description of the set of pieces). Consider the following two collections of
metric spaces:

{th(gnéRn)e | (gn)” € Gw,limww < oo} (21)
and
{lim* (N, dist,)s | € IIN,, /w} . (22)

We consider each lim* (N,,, disty,), as a space with basepoint im*(x,) and each im* (g, Ry, ).
as a space with basepoint lim® (y,,), where lim®“ (y,,) is the projection of im®(e) onto im® (g, R,).

Then every space in one of these collections is isometric, as a metric space with basepoint,
to a space in the other collection. Moreover every space in the second collection is isometric to
continuously many spaces in the first collection.

Proof. Let t, = g, 'yn, n > 1. Let y = (y,)* and t = (¢,)*. Then lim*(g,R,). is isometric to
lim®“ (gnMy), which, in turn, is isometric to lim*(R,);. Notice that t,, € R,, w-almost surely.
Remark 7.23 implies that there exists a u, € ®,(N,) such that lim, %:’t”) = 0. Let u =
(up)®. For every n > 1, let z,, € N, be such that u, = ®,(x,), * = (,)*. Then by Lemma
7.25, lim“ (g, Ry, ), is isometric to im®(N,),.

The fact that every limit set lim* (N, disty,), is isometric to a set lim“(R,,, dist/d,, ), follows
from Lemma 7.25. We write g as lim*(g,,; 1) for some g,/ € ®,,(N,,). The set im*“(g,R,,, dist/dy, ).
contains lim“ (1) and with respect to this basepoint it is isometric to im* (N, dist,),.

We consider an arbitrary element (7,)* in G¥ such that lim, %ﬁﬁ") = 0. The set
Hm® (7,9, Ry )e is distinct from the set lim* (g, R, )¢, as the argument in Proposition 7.26 shows.
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On the other hand, the metric space im®“ (7,9, Ry)e with basepoint im®(~,,) = lim“ (1) is iso-
metric to the metric space lim“ (g, R, ). with basepoint lim*(1), hence to lim“ (N, dist,, ), with

basepoint lim* (z,,). We complete the proof by noting that there are continuously many elements
dist(1,yn) _ 0 n
— = =0.

n

(yn)* with lim,

7.4 Free products appearing as fundamental groups of asymptotic cones

The following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 7.28. The collection of sets {QkN + 21 ke N} s a partition of N.

Notation: We denote the set 2¥N+4-25=1 by Ny, for every k € N. We denote by k(n) the element
2Fn + 2F=1 of Nj.

Let (My , distg)ren be a sequence of proper geodesic locally uniformly contractible spaces,

let Oy be a point in My, and let ¢ be a real number in (0,1). Fix k € N. We apply Remark 7.4

to the sequence of sets (B,(Lk)) N0} where B(()k) = {O} and B,(Lk) = B(Og,n), n € N, and to
neNU

the sequence of numbers (("),,cy. We obtain an increasing sequence
{0 c NP e NB ..o N - (23)

such that NT(Lk) is a ("-snet in (By(Lk), disty). We consider the sequence of graphs Letns2) (Nflk)>
endowed with the length metric distgk). We denote I'¢(n/2 (Nr(Lk)) by F%k).

Remark 7.29. Note that the diameter of (N}Lk), disty) is at most 2n, so by (11) the diameter

of (Fslk), distglk)) is at most 10n, for n large enough. Hence the graphs Fgﬂ) satisfy the conditions
listed before Definition 7.14.

Now consider the sequence (T',,, dist,, , O,,) of finite metric graphs endowed with length met-
rics and with distinguished basepoints defined as follows: (T, , dist,, , O,) = (Fgf) , distglk) , Og)
when n € Ni. We consider a sequence (d,,) of positive numbers which is fast increasing with
respect to the sequence of graphs (I';,). We construct a group G = (a,b | R) as in Section 7.2,
associated to the sequences (I';,) and (d,,).

For every k € N let u; be an ultrafilter with the property that g (Ng) = 1.

Proposition 7.30. The asymptotic cone Con**(G;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to a set
of pieces Py that are isometric to ultraballs of My with center Oy. Ultraballs with different
observation points correspond to different pieces from Pi.

Proof. By Proposition 7.26, Con** (G} e, d) is tree-graded with respect to

dist (e, gnRn) <oo}. (24)

P = {lim“k (gnRn) | (gn)"* € G"* such that lim,, g

By Proposition 7.27, the collection of representatives up to isometry of the set of pieces
(24) coincides with the collection of representatives up to isometry of the set of ultralimits
lim#* (N, disty,),, = € 1IN, /u,. The hypothesis that p;(Ni) = 1 and the definition of the

sequence of graphs (I',,) implies that im** (N,,, dist,, ), = lim#* (N,(Lk), distgf)) “ for some z(¥) €

xT

HN,sk)/,uk. It remains to apply Lemma 7.5. U
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Corollary 7.31. Suppose that the space My, is compact and locally uniformly contractible. Then
the asymptotic cone Cont*(G;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to pieces isometric to My, and the
fundamental group of this asymptotic cone is the free product of continuously many copies of
1 (M k)

Proof. 1t is a consequence of Proposition 7.30 and Proposition 2.22. O

Corollary 7.32. There exists a 2-generated group I' such that for every finitely presented group
G, the free product of continuously many copies of G is the fundamental group of an asymptotic
cone of I'.

Theorem 7.33. For every countable group C, there exists a finitely generated group G and
an asymptotic cone T of G such that w1 (T') is isomorphic to an uncountable free power of C.
Moreover, T is tree-graded and each piece in it is isometric either to a fized proper metric space
Yo with m(Yo) = C or to a simply connected ultraball of Yc.

Proof. Let C be a countable group. By Lemma 7.10, C' is the fundamental group of a geodesic,
proper, and locally uniformly contractible space Yo. Moreover, by Lemma 7.11, there exists a
point O in Y such that every ultraball of Yo with center O either is isometric to Y¢ or is simply
connected. It is easy to see that the cardinality of the set of different ultraballs of Y with center
O, that are isometric to Y, is continuum. Consider the 2-generated group G = G(Y¢) obtained
by applying the above construction to My = Yo and O = O, kK > 1. Then by Proposition
7.30 there exists an asymptotic cone of GG that is tree-graded with respect to a set of pieces
‘P such that the collection of representatives up to isometry of the pieces in P coincides with
the collection of representatives up to isometry of the set of ultraballs of Y with center O. By
Proposition 2.22, the fundamental group of that asymptotic cone is isomorphic to the free power
of C' of cardinality continuum. O

7.5 Groups with continuously many non-homeomorphic asymptotic cones

We use the construction in Section 7.2 to obtain a 2-generated recursively presented group which
has continuously many non-mj-equivalent (and thus non-homeomorphic) asymptotic cones. Let
us enumerate the set of non-empty finite subsets of N starting with {1} and {1, 2}, then listing
all subsets of {1,2,3} containing 3, all subsets of {1,2,3,4} containing 4, etc. Let Fy, k € N, be
the k-th set in the sequence of subsets.

For every n > 1 let 7" be the n-dimensional torus R™/Z"™ with its natural geodesic metric
and a basepoint O = (0,0, ...,0).

For every k > 1 consider the bouquet of tori By =\/, . Fk(T", O). This is a compact locally
uniformly contractible geodesic metric space with a metric dist; induced by the canonical metrics
on the tori and with the basepoint O = O.

We repeat the construction of a group G = (a,b | R) in Section 7.4 for the sequence of proper
geodesic spaces with basepoints (By, disty, O ) ken-

Since all By, are bouquets of tori, we can choose the snets Nr(Lk) coming from the same regular
tilings of the tori of different dimensions, and from their regular sub-divisions. There is a
recursive way to enumerate the snets N, ,gl(?L) For an appropriate choice of the set of words W
in Proposition 7.13, we obtain a recursively presented group G. The group has the following

property.

Proposition 7.34. The asymptotic cone Con’*(G;e,d) is tree-graded with respect to a set of
pieces Py such that every piece is isometric to one of the tori T™, n € Fy.
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Proof. Proposition 7.30 implies that the asymptotic cone Con**(G;e,d) is tree-graded with
respect to a set of pieces P} such that all pieces are isometric to By. It remains to use Lemma
2.26. O

Notation: We denote Cont*(G;e,d) by Ci and lim"*(e) by ey.

Let I be an arbitrary infinite subset of N, I = {4y, i2,..., ip, ... }. We consider the increasing
sequence of finite sets
Fy, CF,C- - CFy, C--

defined by Fy,, = {i1, i2,..., in}. Correspondingly we consider the sequence of asymptotic cones
(Ck,)nen. We consider an ultrafilter w. The ultralimit im*(Cy,, )(c,, ),cx 15 also an asymptotic
cone of G, according to Corollary 3.24. We denote it by C,(I).

neN

Lemma 7.35. Let (T") be a sequence of tori T* = RF: /ZFi with canonical flat metrics. Suppose
that lim®“(k;) = oo for some ultrafilter w. Let T = lim®“(T*), for some e. Then T contains
isometric m1-embedded copies of all tori T", n > 1.

Proof. Since tori are homogeneous spaces, we can assume that e is the sequence of points
(0,0,...). For every n > 1 the torus 7" isometrically embeds into 7% for w-almost all i by
the map ¢;: (x1,...,25) = (21, ..., 20,0,0,...). Consequently 7" isometrically embeds into T by
G T — lim*“(¢;(Z)). Let ¢ be a non-0-homotopic loop in 7™. Suppose that ¢, (¢) is 0-homotopic
in 7. Then there exists a continuous map v¢: D? — T with (9D?) = ¢, (c). For every small
positive ¢, there exists a triangulation of D? such that if e is an edge in the triangulation, the
images by 9 of the endpoints of e are at distance at most €. Let V. be the set of vertices of such
a triangulation. The restricted map 1.1y, is an w-limit of maps ¥;: V. — T%i. For every i and
for every edge e in the considered triangulation of D? we join with a geodesic in 7% the images
by 1; of the endpoints of e. The length of this geodesic is w-almost surely less than 2¢. To each
triangle of the triangulation thus corresponds a geodesic triangle in T% of perimeter smaller
than 6e, w-almost surely. For e small enough all these geodesic triangles are 0-homotopic in
some T% . But then ¢ is 0-homotopic in T%, a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.36. The asymptotic cone C,(I) is tree-graded with respect to a set of pieces ﬁw(l)
such that:

(1) All pieces are either isometric to one of the tori T*, i € I, or they have the property that
for every n € N they contain an isometric m-embedded copy of T™.

(2) The fundamental group of every piece is Abelian.

Proof. Proposition 7.34 implies that for every n € N, Cy, is tree-graded with respect to a set of
pieces Py, such that every piece is isometric to one of the tori {7%, 7%, ..., T*}. Theorem
3.30 implies that C,, () = lim“(Cx, ) is tree-graded with respect to the set of pieces

ekn)nEN

Po(I) = {lim“’(Mn) | M, € Py, , dist(eg, , M,) bounded uniformly in n} . (25)

Let lim“(M,,) be one of these pieces. Since M, € ﬁkn, it follows that M, is isometric to one
of the tori {7T%, T, ..., T}. Let i(M,) be the dimension of the torus M, and let dist, be
the geodesic metric on M,,.

(1) We have two possibilities.
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I. lim“(i(M,)) = oco. In this case we can imply Lemma 7.35 and conclude that lim“(M,,)
contains isometric and 7 -injective copies of tori 7V for every N.

I1. lim*(i(M,,)) < oco. It follows that there exists a finite m such that i(M,,) € {i1,i2,...,0m}
w-almost surely. Remark 3.2 implies that there exists j € {1,2,...,m} such that i(M,) = i;
w-almost surely. Hence w-almost surely M, is isometric to 7% and lim*“(M,) is isometric to
T,

(2) Every torus 7™ is a topological group, so it admits a continuous binary operation and a
continuous unary operation satisfying the standard group axioms. It is not difficult to see that
w-limits of tori also are topological groups. Now the statement follows from the fact that the
fundamental group of every topological group is Abelian [Hat]. O

Theorem 7.37. The two-generated recursively presented group G has continuously many non-
m1-equivalent (and in particular non-homeomorphic) asymptotic cones.

Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 7.36 and Proposition 2.22 the fundamental group of C,(I) is a free
product of Z¢, i € I, and infinite dimensional Abelian groups. By Kurosh’s theorem [LS], if
j & I then Z7 cannot be a free factor of that fundamental group. Hence the asymptotic cones
C,(I) for different subsets I of N have different fundamental groups. O

Remark 7.38. Each of the continuously many asymptotic cones from Theorem 7.37 is a re-
strictive asymptotic cone in the sense of Section 3.3. Indeed by Remark 3.25, each of the cones
Con** (G e, d) is isometric to a restrictive asymptotic cone Con”*(Gj;e, (n)). The map ¢ defined
in Section 3.3 just before Remark 3.25 is in this case injective. The images of the sets N under
this map are pairwise disjoint and v (¢(Ny)) = 1. It remains to use Proposition 3.26.

8 Asymptotically tree-graded groups are relatively hyperbolic

Let G be a finitely generated group and let {Hj, ..., Hy,} be a collection of subgroups of G. Let
S be a finite generating set of GG closed with respect to taking inverses.

We denote by H the set | | (H; \ {e}). We note that Cayley(G,S) is a subgraph of
Cayley (G, S U H), with the same set of vertices but a smaller set of edges. We have that
distsuy (u,v) < distg(u,v), for every two vertices u, v.

For every continuous path p in a metric space X we endow the image of p with a pseudo-order
<p (possibly not anti-symmetric, but transitive and reflexive relation) induced by the order on
the interval of definition of p. For every two points x,y we denote by p[z,y] the subpath of p
composed of points z such that x <, z <, y.

Definition 8.1. Let p be a path in Cayley(G, S UH). An H-component of p is a maximal
sub-path of p contained in a left coset gH;, i € {1,2,...,m}, g € G (i.e. this is a maximal
subpath with all labels edges belonging to H; for some 1).

The path p is said to be without backtracking if it does not have two distinct H-components
in the same left coset gH;.

There are two notions of relative hyperbolicity. The weak relative hyperbolicity has been
introduced by B. Farb in [Fa]. We use a slightly different but equivalent definition. The proof
of the equivalence can be found in [Os].

Definition 8.2. The group G is weakly hyperbolic relative to {Hq,...,Hy,} if and only if the
graph Cayley (G, S UH) is hyperbolic.
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The strong relative hyperbolicity has several equivalent definitions provided by several au-
thors. The definition that we consider here uses the following property.

Definition 8.3. The pair (G, {Hi,...,Hy}) satisfies the Bounded Coset Penetration (BCP)
property if for every A > 1 there exists a = a(A) such that the following holds. Let p and g
be two A-bi-Lipschitz paths without backtracking in Cayley(G, S U #H) such that p_ = q_ and
distg(p+,q+) < 1.

(1) Suppose that s is an H-component of p such that distg(s—,ss+) > a. Then q has an
‘H-component contained in the same left coset as s;

(2) Suppose that s and ¢ are two H-components of p and ¢, respectively, contained in the same
left coset. Then distg(s—,t_) < a and distg(sy,t+) < a.

Definition 8.4. The group G is (strongly) hyperbolic relative to {Hy, ..., H,,} if it is weakly
hyperbolic relative to {Hy, ..., Hy} and if (G, {Hy,...,Hy,}) satisfies the BCP property.

We are going to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8.5. A finitely generated group G is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to sub-
groups {H1,...,Hp} if and only if G is (strongly) hyperbolic relative to {Hq,...,H,,} and each
H; is finitely generated.

This section is devoted to the proof of the “only if” statement. Note that the fact that each
H; is finitely generated has been proved before (Proposition 5.11).

The “if” statement is proved in the Appendix.
8.1 Weak relative hyperbolicity
The most difficult part of Theorem 8.5 is the following statement.

Theorem 8.6. If G is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to {Hq, ..., H,,} then G is weakly
hyperbolic relative to {Hy, ..., Hy}.

The main tool is a characterization of hyperbolicity due to Bowditch [Bows, Section 3]. For
the sake of completeness we recall the results of Bowditch here.
8.1.A A characterization of hyperbolicity

Let G be a connected graph, with vertex set V and distance function dist, such that every edge
has length 1.

We assume that to every pair u,v € V we have associated a subset A,, of V. Assume that
each A, is endowed with a relation <,, such that the following properties are satisfied.

(I1) <uy is reflexive and transitive;
(I3) for every x,y € Ay, either x <., y or y <, x;
(I3) for every u,v € V we have Ay, = Ayy and <y py=>44.

We note that the relations <, may not be anti-symmetric.

Notation: For x,y € Ay, with x <., y, we write
Auv[xyy] = Auv[yyx] = {Z S Auv | T <u 2 Zuw y} .

We also assume that we have a function ¢ : V x V x V — V with the following properties.
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(c1) (symmetry) ¢ o o = ¢ for every 3-permutation o;
(c2) d(u,u,v) =u for all u,v € V;
(c3) d(u,v,w) € Ay M Ay N Ay

Suppose moreover that there exists a constant K > 0 such that the following conditions are
satisfied.

(I) For every u,v,w € V, the Hausdorff distance between the sets Ay [u, ¢(u, v, w)] and
Aywlu, ¢(u, v, w)] is at most K;

(IT) If p,q € V are such that dist(p,q) < 1 then diam Ay, [d(u,v,p), ¢(u,v,q)] is at most K;
(IT1) If w € Ay, then diam Ay, [w, ¢(u, v, w)] is at most K.

We call (Ayy, <up) & line from u to v. We call ¢(u,v,w) the center of u, v, w.

Proposition 8.7 ([Bows], Proposition 3.1). If the graph G admits a system of lines and centers
satisfying the conditions above then G is hyperbolic with the hyperbolicity constant depending only
on K. Moreover, for every u,v € V, the line Ay, is at uniformly bounded Hausdorff distance
from any geodesic joining u to v, where the previous bound depends only on K.

8.1.B Generalizations of already proven results and new results

Lemma 8.8. Let q: [0,t] = X be an (L, C)-quasi-geodesic. Let x be a point in its image and
let a,b be its endpoints. Then

1
dist(a,b) > L—[dist(a, x) + dist(x, b)] — C1, (26)
1

where L1 = L? and C; = C (% + 1).

Proof. Let s € [0,t] be such that q(s) = . We have that dist(a,b) > 1t —C. On the other hand
s > 1dist(a,z) — C and t —s > 1dist(z,b) — C imply that ¢ > 1 [dist(a, ) +dist(z,b)] —2C. O

Let (X, dist) be a metric space asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection of

subsets A. Given L > 1 and C' > 0 we denote by M (L, C) the constant given by (o) for 6 = %

Definition 8.9 (parameterized saturations). Given q an (L, C)-quasi-geodesic and p > 0, we
define the p-saturation Sat*(q) as the union of q and all A € A with N, (A) Nq# 0.

Notice that if a metric space X is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to a collection
A= {A; | i€ I} then X is also asymptotically tree-graded with respect to N,(A) = {N,(4;) |
i € I} for every number p > 0. This immediately follows from the definition of asymptotically
tree-graded spaces. One can also easily see that properties (a1), (a2), (ag) are preserved. Hence
the following two lemmas follow from Lemmas 4.21, 4.26 and 4.28.

Lemma 8.10 (uniform quasi-convexity of parameterized saturations). For every L > 1, C' >0
and pn > M(L,C), and for every A > 1, k > 0, there exists 7 = 7(L,C,u, \, k) such that for
every R > 1, for every (L, C)-quasi-geodesic q, the saturation Sat(q) has the property that every
(A, K)-quasi-geodesic ¢ joining two points in its R-tubular neighborhood is entirely contained in
its T R-tubular neighborhood.
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Lemma 8.11 (parameterized saturations of polygonal lines). The statements in Lemmas 4.26
and 4.28 remain true if we replace the saturations by p-saturations, for every p > 0.

Lemma 8.12. Let q=q1 Uqo U---Uqy, be such that
(1) q; is an (L, C)-almost-geodesic in X fori=1,2,...,n;
(2) q;i N qis1 = {xi} is an endpoint of q; and of qi+1 fori=1,...n—1;
(8) zi—1 and x; are the two endpoints of q; fori=2,...n—1;
(4) each q; satisfies one of the following two properties:

(i) the endpoints of q; are in a set A; € A or

(ii) q; has length at most £, where { is a fized constant;
(5) Ai # Aj ifi#j.

Then there exists L, > L, Cy, > C depending on n, ¢ and (L,C), such that q is an (L, Cy,)-
almost-geodesic.

Proof. Clearly q is an L-Lipschitz map. We prove by induction on n that dist(q(t),q(s)) >
Lin]t— s| — Cy, for some L, > L and C,, > C.

The statement is true for n = 1. Assume it is true for some n. Let q = q1UqaU---Uqn Ugpnt1
be as in the statement of the Lemma. Let q' = q;UqoU- - -Ug,, which, by the induction hypothesis,
is an (L, C),)-almost-geodesic.

Suppose that q,,11 satisfies (4), (ii). Then q is an (L,,, 2(¢ + C},))-almost-geodesic.

Suppose that q,,41 satisfies (4), (i). Let A = A, +1. We take M,, = M (L,,C,). Let y be the
farthest point from , in the intersection Nz, (A) Ng’. Consider g, a sub-almost-geodesic of
q' of endpoints y and x,. By Lemma 4.15, g, is contained in the 7, M,-tubular neighborhood
of A. On the other hand, q, = ¢} U g;4+1 U--- U g,, where g is a sub-almost-geodesic of g;.
Again Lemma 4.15 implies that every q; satisfying (4), (i), is contained in N;(A;) for some
uniform constant 7. Therefore, every such q; composing g, has endpoints at distance at most
the diameter of N;(A;) NNy, ar, (A4), hence at most D, for some D,, = D, (7, M,). It follows
that the distance dist(y, x,) is at most n(¢ + D,,). Lemma 4.19 implies that if the endpoints of
qn+1 are at distance at least D' = D'(L,,, Cy, Dy,), then q is an (L, + 1, 2D’)-almost-geodesic.

If the endpoints of q,, 11 are at distance at most D’ then the length of g,y is at most LD’ +C
and q is an (L, , 2(LD’ + C + C),))-almost-geodesic. O

Lemma 8.13. For every L >1,C >0, M > M(L,C) and § > 0 there exists Dy > 0 such that
the following holds. Let A € A and let q;: [0,¢;] — X, i = 1,2, be two (L,C)-quasi-geodesics
with one common endpoint b and the other two respective endpoints a; € Naj(A), such that the
diameter of q; NN ar(A) does not exceed § for i = 1,2. Then one of the two situations occurs:

(a) either dist(ai,as) < Dy or
(b) b€ Ny(A) and €; < L6+ C.

Proof. Let dist(a1,a2) = D. We show that if D is large enough then we are in situation (b).
Remark 4.14 implies that we may suppose that q; are (L + C, C)-almost geodesics.

According to Lemma 4.19, there exists D’ such that if D > D’ then q; U [a1,az] is an
(L + C +1,2D’)-quasi-geodesic. Suppose that D > D’.
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Suppose that b is not contained in Nps(A). Let t € [0,¢2] be such that qo(t) € Np(A)
and qalj,q does not intersect Nps(A). The sub-arc qal 4, has endpoints at distance at most
d, hence it has length at most Lé + C. Tt follows that q1 U [a1, az] U q2|e,) is an (L + C +
1, Cy)-quasi-geodesic, where Cy = C1(D’,§). Lemma 4.25 implies that q U [a1, az] U g2y, is
contained in the 7-tubular neighborhood of Sat(qz|o ), where 7 = 7(L,C, D', ). This implies
that Nas(A) NN (Sat(qz]jo,)) has diameter at least D. By Lemma 4.22, for D large enough
we must have that A C Sat(qaljo,q). This contradicts the choice of ¢.

It follows that b is contained in N/ (A), which implies that ¢; < Ldist(a;,b)+C < Lo+C. O

Corollary 8.14. For every L > 1, C >0, M > M(L,C) and 6 > 0 there exists D1 > 0 such
that the following holds. Let A € A and let q;: [0,4;] — X, i = 1,2, be two (L, C)-quasi-geodesics
with one common endpoint b and the other two respective endpoints a; € Naj(A), such that the
diameter of q; "N p1(A) does not exceed 5. Then dist(a1,as) < Dj.

Figure 8: Corollary 8.14 and Lemma 8.15.

Lemma 8.15. For every L > 1, C > 0 and M > M(L,C) there exists 0 = 0(L,C,M) > 0
such that the following holds. Let A € A and let q: [0,¢] — X be an (L, C)-almost-geodesic with
endpoints x and y € Nyj(A). There exists a sub-arc q' of q with one endpoint x and the second
endpoint in Ny(A) such that the diameter of ' NN ar(A) is at most .

Proof. If x € Np(A) then we take ¢ = {x}. Suppose that = & Nys(A). Let t = inf{t’ € [0,] |
t' € q 1 (Na(A))}. Then q(t) € Nar(A). Let s; € [0,t] be such that q(s;) € Np(A), i =1,2. If
|s1 — sa| > 3L(M + 1) then property (o) implies that q([s1, s2]) "Nar(A) # 0. This contradicts
the choice of t. Therefore |s; — so| < 3L(M +1). We deduce that ¢([0,]) "N ps(A) has diameter
at most 3L2(M + 1).

The definition of ¢ implies that there exists t; > ¢ with t; —¢ < 1 and q(t1) € Nar(A4). We
take g = q|[¢,]- The diameter of ¢' NN (A) is at most d = 3L2(M +1) + 1. O

8.1.C Hyperbolicity of Cayley(G, S UH)

Let G be a finitely generated group that is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to the finite
collection of subgroups {Hi,...,H,}. This means that Cayley(G,S) is asymptotically tree-
graded with respect to the collection of subsets A = {gH; | g € G,i=1,2,...,m}. We prove
that Cayley(G, S U H) is hyperbolic, using Proposition 8.7. The following result is central in
the argument.

Proposition 8.16. Let L > 1, C >0, let u > M(L,C) and let q1,q2,qs be three (L,C)-almost-
geodesics composing a triangle in Cayley(G,S). We consider the set

Cf (a1, 92, 93) = Ni(Sat" (q1)) N Ny (Sat*(q2)) NN (Sat”(g3)) -
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(1) There exists ko = ro(L,C,p) such that for every k > ko the set CL(q1,qz2,q3) intersects
each of the almost-geodesics q1,q2,qs. In particular it is non-empty.

(2) For every k > kg there exists Dy such that the set Ck(q1,q2,q3) has diameter at most Dy
in Cayley(G, SUH).

Proof of (1). Let {1,7,k} = {1,2,3}. According to Lemma 8.11, the result in Lemma 4.25 is true
if we replace Sat(q) by Sat*(q;)USat”(q;). In particular there exists 7 = 7(L, C, 1) such that q; C
N-(Sat#(q;)) UN-(Sat#(q;)). The traces on qj of the two sets N (Sat*(q;)) and N;(Sat”(q;))
compose a cover of two open sets, none of them empty. Since q; is an almost geodesic, it
is connected, hence qi N N (Sat*(q;)) and q; N N-(Sat*(q;)) intersect. The intersection is in
CE(q1,92,q3) for every xk > 7. O

We need several intermediate results before proving (2). In the sequel we work with the data
given in the statement of the Proposition 8.16, without mentioning it anymore.

Lemma 8.17. There exist positive constants «, 8 depending only on L,C,u and k such that
every point x € Ck(q1,92,q3) is in one of the two situations:

(i) the ball B(z, ) intersects each of the three almost-geodesics q1,qz,qs;
(ii) x € Ni(A) and Ns(A) intersects each of the three almost-geodesics q1,qz, q3.

Proof. Let x be an arbitrary point in Cf (q1, g2, q3). The inclusion x € Ny (Sat#(q;)), i € {1,2,3},
implies that there are two possibilities:

(I;) = € N(q;) or
(IL;) x € Ny(A), where A e A, N,(A)Nq; # 0.

If we are in case (I) for the three edges then this means that (i) is satisfied with g = k.

Suppose that only one edge is in case (II). Suppose it is q3. Then = € N, (q1) NN, (q2) and
there exists A € A with NV, (A) N q3 # 0 such that € N;(A). It follows that N3(A) intersects
the three edges for f = max(u,2k), so (ii) is satisfied.

Suppose that two edges are in case (I1), for instance gy and q3. Consequently, € N, (q1)
and z € Ny (A2) NN, (As), with N, (A;) Ng; # 0, where i = 2,3. If Ay = A3 = A then N3(A)
intersects the three edges for 5 = max(u,2k), so (ii) is satisfied. If As # Ag then, according to
Lemma 8.11 (more precisely to Lemma 4.28 which also holds for p-saturations) we have that
z € N,(q2 U g3), where s = s(u, k). Suppose that € N,(q2). Then N3(A3) intersects the
three edges for = max(u, 2k, k + »), so (ii) is satisfied.

Suppose that the three edges are in case (IT). It follows that x € N (A1) NN (A2) NN, (A3),
with NV, (A4;) Ng; # 0, where i = 1,2,3.

If the cardinality of the set { Ay, A2, A3} is 1 then we are in situation (ii) with 8 = p. Suppose
the cardinality of the set is 2. Suppose that A1 = Ay # Az. Lemma 4.28 for u-saturations implies
that x € M,,(q2 U q3) N N,.(q1 Ugs). If z € N,.(q3) then A = A; = Ay has the property that
N3(A) intersects the three edges for § = max(u, s + ), and we are in case (ii). Otherwise
z € N(q1) N N..(q2), hence N(As) intersects the three edges for 8 = max(p, k + ).

Assume that the cardinality of the set { Ay, A2, A3} is 3. Then z € N,.(q1Uq2) NN, (q2Uqs3)N
N..(q1 U q3). It follows that z is in the s-tubular neighborhood of at least two edges. Suppose
these edges are q; and q2. Then Npg(A3) intersects the three edges for f = max(u,k + ). O
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Lemma 8.18. For every r > 0 there exists o = o(r, L,C) such that the following holds. Let
A # B be such that A,B € A, and both N,.(A) and N, (B) intersect each of the three almost-
geodesic edges of the triangle. Then there exists x such that B(x, o) intersects each of the edges
of the triangle.

Proof. Let y € N.(A) and z € N,.(B). Lemma 8.15 implies that up to taking a subsegment of
[y, z], we may suppose that the diameters of [y, z] N N;(A) and of [y, z] N N,.(B) are at most ,
where 0 = 0(r). We apply Lemma 4.28 for r-saturations and for each q;, i € {1,2,3}, and we
obtain that both B(y, ¢) and B(z, g) intersect q;, where o = o(r). O

Lemma 8.19. There exists R = R(L,C) such that for every triangle with (L, C')-almost-geodesic
edges, one of the following two situations holds.

(C) There exists x such that B(x, R) intersects each of the three edges of the triangle;

(P) There exists a unique A € A such that Nr(A) intersects each of the three edges of the
triangle.

Proof. Let q1,q2,q3 be the three edges. For p = M(L,C) and kg = ko(L,C) we have that
CE (91,92, q3) is nonempty. It remains to apply Lemmas 8.17 and 8.18. O

Notation: We denote the vertices of the triangle by O1, O2, O3, such that q; is opposite to O;.

Lemma 8.20. For every r > 0 there exists D = D(r, L,C) such that the following holds. Let x
be such that B(x,r) intersects the three edges of the triangle.

(a) If y is such that B(y,r) intersects the three edges then distsuy(z,y) < D.
(b) If A€ A is such that N.(A) intersects the three edges then distsuy(z, A) < D.

Proof. Let z; be nearest points to x in q;, i = 1,2, 3.

(a) We denote distsuy(z,y) by D. Let y; be nearest points to y in q;, ¢ = 1,2,3. Then
distsup (xi,y;) > D — 2r for every 4,5 € {1,2,3}. Suppose that D > 2r. Without loss of
generality we may assume that y; € qq[z1,O3]. We have distg(x1,z2) < 2r, hence q1[z1,03] C
Norr (Sat (q2]x2, O3)])), where 7 = 7(L, C). In particular y; is contained either in No .. (q2[x2, O3])
or in No-(B) for B € A such that Ny (B) intersects qs[x2, Os].

Case (a)I. Suppose that ys € qa]z2, O1].

Case (a)I.1. Suppose that y; € Narr(g2][x2, O3]). Then there exists u € qz[x2, O3] such that
dists(y1,u) < 27r. It follows that distg(u,z2) > distsup (u, z2) > D — 2r — 27r. Inequality (26)
implies that

1 1
distg(u,y2) > L—[dist(u, x9) + dist(ze, y2)] — C1 > L—(2D —4r —27r) = C.
1 1

On the other hand dist(u,y2) < 277 + 2r. Hence D < 2r + 7r + Li(r + mr + C1/2).

Case (a)l.2. Assume that y; € No..(B), where B € A is such that Ny (B) intersects
q2[z2, O3]. Let wy be a point in Ny (B) N gafxe, Os).

Suppose that qa[z2, y2] N Nar(B) # (). Let 22 be a point in the previous intersection. Then
q2[w2, 2] has its endpoints in N, (B), with x = max(M,27r + 1). Consequently qaws, z2] C
Ny (B). In particular z5 is contained in N, (B) and distsup(y1,z2) < 7(2r + x) + 1, hence
D<71@2r+x)+2r+1.
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Suppose that qa[xa,y2] N Nor(B) = 0. We have that x5 is in ga[ws, y]. Also, qafws, y2] has
its endpoints in N, (B), with x = max (M, 2r(r + 1)). Consequently qa[ws,y2] C N7y (B). In
particular 5 is contained in N\ (B) and distsuy (y1,22) < 7(2r + x) + 1, hence D < 7(2r +
X) +2r + 1.

Case (a)Il. Suppose that yo € qa[z2,03]. If y3 € q3[r3, O1] then we repeat the previous
argument with y; replaced by ys. If y3 € q3[x3, O2] then we repeat the previous argument with

(y1,y2) replaced by (y3,y1).

(b) We denote distsy(z, A) by D. We note that for every point y in N.(A) N (g1 Ugz Uqs)
we have that distg(z;,y) > distsup(zi,y) > D — 2r for i = 1,2,3. We choose y; € N,.(A) N
qi, i = 1,2,3. Suppose y; € qi1[z1,03]. Like in case (a), we have that y; is contained either in
Norr(g2]x2, O3)) or in Nay.(B) for some B € A such that N, (B) intersects qa[x2, O3).

Case (b)I. Suppose that y € ga[z2, O1].

Case (b)I.1. Assume that y; € Norr(q2[z2, O3]). Then there exists u € qa[z2, O3] such that
dists(y1,u) < 27r. Tt follows that u € N(1427)(A) which together with yo € N;.(A) implies that
d2lu, y2] € Nrp42r)(A). In particular zo € Ny (1427 (A), therefore D <r 4 7r(1 + 27).

Case (b)I.2 Suppose y1 € Nar-(B), with B € A such that Ny, (B) intersects qo[z2, O3]. Let
wy be a point in Ny (B) N ga[z2, Os).

Suppose that qa[z2, y2] N Nar(B) # (. As in the proof of part (a), Case 1.2, we obtain that
distsup (y1,z2) < 7(2r + x) + 1, whence D < 7(2r + x) + 2r + 1.

Suppose that qa[xa, y2] "N 2.-(B) = 0. Then x5 is in qa[ws, y2]. On the other hand, qz[ws, y2]
has its endpoints in the M-tubular neighborhood of Sat?™"([y1,z]). It follows that qofws, yo],
in particular xo, is in the tM-tubular neighborhood of Sat?*™"([yi,42]). In Cayley(G, S U
H), Sat®™"([y1,y2]) is contained in the (277 + 1)-tubular neighborhood of [y1,y2]. Since in
Cayley (G, S) we have that [y1,y2] C N;-(A), we deduce that in Cayley(G, SUH), xo is in the
(tM + 37r + 1)-tubular neighborhood of A. Hence D < tM + (37 + 1)r + 1.

Case (b)II. Suppose that yo € q2[x2, O3]. Then we can use the same argument as in Case
IT of part (a). O

Proof of Proposition 8.16, (2). By Lemma 8.19 we are either in case (C) or in case (P).

Case (C). Let y € CL(q1, g2, q3). According to Lemma 8.17 we have either (i) or (ii). Suppose
that (i) is satisfied. Then, by Lemma 8.20, (a), distsuy(z,y) < D, where D = D(«, R, L,C).

Suppose that (ii) is satisfied, that is y € N, (B) and N(B) intersects each of the three almost-
geodesics q1, 42, 3. Lemma 8.20, (b), implies that distguy (z, B) < D, where D = D(8, R, L, C).
Therefore distsuy(z,y) < D+ K+ 1.

Case (P). Let y € CE(q1,92,q3). Suppose that y satisfies (i). Lemma 8.20, (b) implies that
distsux(y, A) < D, with D = D(a, R, L, C).

If y satisfies (ii) of Lemma 8.17, then the unicity stated in (P) implies that y € N(A), hence
that distsuy(y, A) < k.

We may conclude that in all cases the diameter of the set Ck (q1, q2,q3) in the metric distguy
is uniformly bounded. 0

We now define a system of lines and centers in Cayley(G, S U H) such that the properties
in Section 8.1.A are satisfied.

First of all, for every pair of vertices u,v in Cayley(G, S UH) we choose and fix a geodesic
[u,v] in Cayley (G, S) joining the two points. Let My = M (1,0) and let g be the constant given
by Proposition 8.16 for = My. We may suppose that kg > M. For every pair of vertices u, v
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in Cayley(G, SU%H), we define Ay, as Ny, (Sat([u,v])). The relation on it is defined as follows:
to every = € Ny, (Sat([u,v])) we associate one nearest point (projection) a2’ € [u,v] and we put
x <y y if 2 is between u and y’. Properties (I1), (I2), (I3) are obviously satisfied.

We define the function ¢ by choosing, for every three vertices u,v,w in Cayley(G,S) a
point Clyy in C,i\go([u,v], [u, w], [v,w]) and defining ¢(u,v,w) = ¢ o o(u,v,w) = Cyyy for every
3-permutation o. We choose Cyyp = u.

Properties (c1), (c2), (c3) are satisfied. Before proceeding further, we prove some intermediate
results.

Lemma 8.21. For every a > 0 there exists A\ = A(«) such that the following holds. Let [u,v]
be a geodesic and let A € A be such that N (A) N [u,v] # 0. Let x be a point in No(A) and let
x’' € [u,v] be a projection of z. Then x' € N)(A).

u

Figure 9: Projection of a point onto the saturation.

Proof. Suppose that ' & N,(A). Lemma 8.15 implies that there exist ¢t € [u,v] N N,(A) and
s € [7/,2] N NL(A) such that the sets [2/,t] N No(A) and [2/,s] N N4 (A) have diameters at
most 0, where 0 = ?(«). Corollary 8.14 implies that dist(s,t) < D;. On the other hand,
since dist(z,2') < dist(x,t), it follows that dist(s,2’) < dist(s,t) < D;. We conclude that
distg(2’, A) < D1 + a. O

Corollary 8.22. Let x be a point in N, (Sat*([u,v])) and let 2’ € [u,v] be a projection of x.
Then distsuy (z,2") < x, where x = x(k, ).

Proof. Since x € N, (Sat*([u,v])) it follows that either z € Nj([u,v]) or = € N, (A), where
Nu(A) N [u,v] # 0. In the first case it follows that distsuy(z,#") < &, while in the second case
we may apply Lemma 8.21. ]

Corollary 8.23. Let u,v be a pair of vertices in Cayley(G, SUH) and let x,y € Ayy and =,y
their chosen respective projections on [u,v]. Then, in Cayley(G, SUH), Auwlx,y] = Auwly, z] is
at Hausdorff distance x of [',y'] C [u,v], where x = x(G).

Before proving properties (I), (IT), (III), we make some remarks and introduce some nota-
tions.

81



Remarks 8.24. 1) For every quasi-geodesic q in Cayley(G, S), we have that Sat*(q) is in the
(1 + 1)-tubular neighborhood of q in Cayley(G, S UH).

2) Lemma 8.17 implies that there exist two constants 7 and ¢ such that for every three
geodesics [u,v], [v,w], [u,w] in Cayley(G,S) every point z € CMo([u,v], [v,w], [u,w]) satisfies
one of the following two properties:

(i) the ball B(z,n) intersects each of the three geodesics [u, v], [v, w], [u, w];
(i) 2 € Ny (A) and N.(A) intersects each of the three geodesics [u,v], [v, w], [u, w].

We note that the constants n and ¢ depend on My and kg, so they depend only on G. We
may suppose without loss of generality that ¢ > Mj.

3) Lemma 8.21 implies that there exists & such that if [u,v] is a geodesic, A € A is such that
N.(A) intersects [u,v] and z is a point in N, (A), then any projection of z on [u, v] is in N¢(A).
The constant £ depends on max(c, kg), so it depends only on G. Without loss of generality we
may suppose that & > M.

4) In the sequel we denote the constant d(1,0, ¢) provided by Lemma 8.15 simply by 0.

Proof of properties (1), (II), (III).

(I). Let x = ¢(u,v,w) and let x; and x2 be the chosen projections of x on [u,v] and on
[u, w], respectively. According to Corollary 8.23, it suffices to prove that [u, x1] and [u, x2] are at
uniformly bounded Hausdorff distance in Cayley(G, S U #H). The point x = ¢(u, v, w) satisfies
either (i) or (ii) from Remark 8.24, part 2.

Suppose z is in case (ii). Then z € N, (A4) such that N.(A) intersects the three geodesic
edges. Lemma 8.21 implies that x1,20 € N¢(A). The geodesic [u,z;] has its endpoints in
Ne(Sats[u, z]). Lemma 8.10 implies that [u,x1] is entirely contained in Ny¢(Saté[u,zs]). Tt
follows that [u,z1] is in the [(7 4+ 1)§ + 1]-tubular neighborhood of [u, x2] in Cayley(G, S U H).
A similar argument done for [u, x| allows to conclude that (I) is satisfied.

Suppose z is in case (i). Then distg(x,z;) < n for i = 1,2. Hence distg(z1,z2) < 21 and
[u, ;] has its endpoints in N, (Sat[u, z;]), for {7, j} = {1,2}. We repeat the previous argument.

(IT) The fact that distsuu(p,q) < 1 means that either distg(p,q) < 1 or p,q € Ag, where
Ay € A. Let x = ¢(u,v,p) and y = ¢(u,v,q). We have to show that Ay,[z,y] has uniformly
bounded diameter in Cayley(G, SUH). Let xg and yo be the respective projections of x and
y on [u,v]. Corollary 8.23 implies that it suffices to prove that [z, yo] has uniformly bounded
diameter in Cayley(G, S U H), where by [zg,yo] we denote the sub-arc of [u,v] of endpoints

Zo, Yo-

Suppose that both z and y are in case (i). We have that g € Nay[u,p] N N, [v,p] and that
Yo € Noylu, ¢ NNay[v, g]. Since [u, p] C N-(Satlu, ¢]) and [v, p] C N;(Sat[v, g]), we conclude that
o, Yo € C%(-)i-—r([ua q]? [U7 Q]a [u7 U])? hence that [‘T07 yO] - C%§n+T)([U= q]? [1)7 Q]a [u7 ?}]) We Complete

the proof by applying Proposition 8.16.

Suppose z is in case (i) and y is in case (ii). The case when z is in case (ii) and y is in case
(i) is discussed similarly. As above we have that xy € C%SFT([u, ql, [v, g, [u,v]). We have that
y € Ny (A) such that N.(A) intersects [u, ¢], [v, ¢|, [u,v]. Lemma 8.21 implies that yo € N¢(A).
Then yo € C¢([u, ql, [v, q], [u,v]). As previously we obtain that [0, yo] C CJ,.([u. d], [v, q], [u, v]),
where r = max(2n + 7, £), s = max(My, ¢) and 7" = 7/(s). Proposition 8.16 allows to complete

the argument.
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Suppose that both z and y are in case (ii). Then x € N, (A) such that N.(A) intersects
[p,u], [p,v], [u,v]. Let p1 € [u,p] NN.(A) and ps € [v, p] NN.(A) be such that [p, p;] NN .(A) has
diameter at most 9, i = 1,2. Likewise we consider u; € [u,v] NN, (A) and us € [u, p] NN(A) so
that [u, u;]NN ¢(A) has diameter at most 0, and v1 € [p, v]NN.(A) and vy € [u, v]NN,(A) so that
[v,v;] N N(A) has diameter at most 0. Corollary 8.14 implies that dists(p1, p2),dists(u1,uz)
and distg(v1,v2) are at most ¢, where ¢ = {(G).

We have that either A C Sat[u, q] or N.(A) N N;(Sat[u, q]) has diameter at most v, where
v = 7(G). The latter case implies, together with the inclusion [u,p] C N, (Sat[u,q]), that
dist(p1,u2) < . Thus, we have that either A C Sat[u,q] or dist(py,uz) < . Likewise, we
obtain that either A C Sat[v, ¢] or dist(p2,v1) < 7.

Suppose that dist(p1,u2) < . Then dist(pi,u1) < v+ ¢, hence B(p1,v + () intersects
[p, u], [p,v], [u,v]. We can argue similarly to the case above when z is in case (i) and y is in case
(ii), with z replaced by p; and n by v + (. We obtain that if p) is the chosen projection of pq
on [u,v] then [p,yo] has the diameter bounded in Cayley(G, S UH) by a constant depending
on G. Since [zg,yo] C [zo,p}] U [P}, o], it remains to prove that [zg,p)] has bounded diameter
in Cayley(G, SU#M). Lemma 8.21 provides for & = max(rg, ¢) a constant \. We have that g
and p are in N5(A), hence that [zo,p]] C N _5(A). We conclude that the diameter of [z, p]] in
Cayley(G, S U M) is at most 27X + 1. A similar argument works if dist(pa, v1) < 7.

Now suppose that A C Sat[u, q] N Sat[v, ¢]. Lemma 8.21 implies that o € N¢(A). Since y is
also in case (i), we have that y € N, (B) such that N.(B) intersects the three geodesic edges
[q,ul,[g, ], [u,v] and that yo € N¢(B). We have that AU B C Sat‘[u, ¢] N Sat‘[v, ¢] N Sat[u, v].
Lemma 8.10 implies that [z, yo] C Cs¢([g, ul, [¢,v], [u,v]) and Proposition 8.16 allows to finish
the argument.

(III) Let u,v,w be three vertices such that w € N, (Sat[u,v]). Let x = ¢(u, v, w). Let wy
and xo be the projections of w and z respectively on [u,v]. We bound the diameter of [z, wp]
in Cayley(G, SUH).

We have z,w € CMo([u,v], [u,w],[v,w]). Suppose both z and w are in case (i). Then
xo, Wy € C%‘j_n([u,v], [u, w], [v,w]), consequently [xq,wy] C C%‘;ﬁn)([u,v], [u, w], [v,w]) and we
apply Proposition 8.16 to obtain the conclusion.

Suppose that z is in case (i) and w in case (ii). The case when x is in case (ii) and w in
case (i) is similar. The ball B(x,n) intersects the three edges and w € N, (A) such that NV.(A)
intersects the three edges. Lemma 8.21 implies that wo € N¢(A) C C¢([u, v], [u, w], [v,w]). The
point g is in C%)HO([U, v, [u, wl, [v,w]). It follows that [zg,wo] C CZ,.([u,v], [u,w], [v,w]), where
r = max(n + kg, &), s = max(My, c¢) and 7" = 7/(s). We apply Proposition 8.16.

Suppose that = and w are both in case (ii). We have that = € N,,(A) and w € N, (B)
such that both N.(A) and N.(B) intersect the three edges. We also have that zo € N¢(A) and
wy € Ng(B), hence [zo, wo] C C5([u, ], [u, w], [v,w]). We end the proof by applying Proposition
8.16. O

Proposition 8.7 implies that Cayley(G, S UH) is hyperbolic. Moreover we have that A, is
at bounded Hausdorff distance from every geodesic connecting v and v in Cayley(G, S U H).
Since in the previous argument the choice of the geodesics [u,v] in Cayley(G, S) was arbitrary,
we have the following.

Proposition 8.25. Every geodesic in Cayley(G,S) joining two points u and v is at bounded
Hausdorff distance in Cayley(G, SUH) from any geodesic joining u and v in Cayley(G, SUH).
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8.2 The BCP Property

Given two vertices u,v in Cayley(G, S U H), we denote by [u,v] a geodesic joining them in
Cayley (G, S) and by gy, a geodesic joining them in Cayley(G, S UH).

Definition 8.26. For a path p in Cayley(G, S U H), we denote by p a path in Cayley(G, S)
obtained by replacing every H-component s in p by a geodesic in Cayley(G,S) connecting s_
and s,. We call p a lift of p.

We now prove the following.

Proposition 8.27. If G is asymptotically tree-graded with respect to {Hi,...,Hpy} and G is
weakly hyperbolic relative to {Hx,...,Hpy} then the pair (G,{H,...,H,,}) satisfies the BCP-
property.

Proof. Let A > 1. Let p and q be two A-bi-Lipschitz paths without backtracking in Cayley (G, SU
‘H) such that p_ = q_ and distg(p4,q+) < 1.

(1) Let s be an H-component of p contained in a left coset A € A, and let distg(s_,s+) = D.
We show that if D is large enough then q has an H-component contained in A.

Notations: In this section M denotes M (A, 0), the constant given by (a4) for § = % and (L, C) =
(A, 0).

The graph Cayley(G, S UH) is hyperbolic. Therefore for the given A there exists » = »(\)
such that two A-bi-Lipschitz paths p and q in Cayley(G, S UH) with distsuy(p—,q-) < 1 and
distsun (p+,q+) < 1 are at Hausdorff distance at most .

Step I. We show that for D > Dy(G), some lift q of q intersects Ny (A), where M' = M'(G).

We choose u on the arc p[p_,s_] such that either the length of plu,s_] is 2A(sc + 1) or,
if the length of plp_,s_] is less than 2\(>r + 1), v = p_. Likewise we choose v on the
arc p[sy,py]| such that either the length of p[si,v] is 2A(3>r + 1) or v = py. We have that
distsup (u, s_), distsuw(s4,v) € [2(5¢ + 1), 2X2(5¢ + 1)], in the first cases.

There exist w and z on q such that distguy (u, w) < 3¢ and distsup (v, z) < . We consider
guw and g, geodesics in Cayley(G, S UH).

Let v/ be the farthest from u point on g, which is contained in the same left coset B € A
as an H-component o of p[u,v]. Suppose that o Np[s_,v] # (). We have that

1 1
distsup (u,u') > distguy(u,00) — 1> Xlength (plu,o4]) — 1> Xlength (plu,s—]) —1>2x+1.

This contradicts the inequality distsuy (u, u') < 3. Therefore o is contained in plu, s_]\{s_}.
We choose v’ the farthest from v point on g,, contained in the same left coset as a component
o’ of plu,v]. In a similar way we prove that ¢’ is contained in p[si,v]\ {s1}. It is possible that
v =u, 0 ={u} and/or v' = v, o’ = {v}.

We consider the path in Cayley(G, SUH) defined as t = gy Uguo, Up[oy, 0" UGy o Ugwys,
where gy, and g,. are sub-geodesics of gy, and g,., respectively, and g, and g, , are
composed of one edge. The length of t is at most N = A(4»r+5)+2s¢. It contains the component
s. We show that it has no backtracking. By construction and the fact that geodesics do not
have backtracking ([Os, Lemma 2.23]), we have that the sub-arcs t[w, v’] and t[v/, z] do not have
backtracking. Suppose that g, and g., have H-components in the same left coset. It follows
that there exists x € gy and y € g, with distsuy(z,y) < 1. Then distguy (u,v) < 23+ 1. By
construction either length plu,v] > 2X\(>r +1) 4+ 1 or v = p_ and v = p4. In the latter case, the
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Figure 10: Proof of (1) in BCP Property.

geodesic gy, is trivial, g,. is an edge e in Cayley(G, S), and t = p U e has no backtracking. In
the former case we have that distguy (u,v) > 25 + 2, which contradicts the previous inequality.
We conclude that ¢ is without backtracking. A lift t of it is composed of n consecutive

sub-paths,
t=rU---UT,, (27)

with n < N, such that each t; is either
(R1) a A-bi-Lipschitz arc both in Cayley(G, S) and in Cayley(G, S UH) of length at most N or
(R2) a geodesic in Cayley(G, S) with endpoints in some left coset 4; € A.

Since t is without backtracking, we have that A; # A; when ¢ # j. Lemma 8.12 implies that
tis an (Ly,Cy)-almost geodesic.

On the other hand, distguy (w, z) < lengtht < N. Hence the length of gqw, z| is at most Ny,
where Ny = AN. As above, a lift q[w, z] decomposes into m consecutive sub-paths,

qlw, 2] =q1 U Udm, (28)
with m < Nj, such that each q; is either

(Q1) a A-bi-Lipschitz arc both in Cayley(G,.S) and Cayley(G, S U #H), of length at most N or
(Q2) a geodesic in Cayley(G, S) with endpoints in some left coset B; € A.

Since q is without backtracking, we have that B; # B; when ¢ # j. Lemma 8.12 im-
plies that qw,z] is an (Ly,,Cn,)-almost geodesic. We denote L' = max(Ly, Ly,) and C' =
max(Cy,Cn;). We denote M’ = M(L',C’). Lemma 4.25 implies that in Cayley(G,S) the
path t is contained in the 7/-tubular neighborhood of Sat(g[w,z]) = Sat™ (§w, z]), where
7 = 7/(L',C"). In particular the component s is contained in N,/ (Sat(q[w, z])), hence the set
N (Sat(g[w, z])) N A has diameter at least D. Lemma 4.22 implies that for D > Do(L',C’, ")
we must have that Ny (A4) N §lw, 2] # 0.

Step II. We show that there exist two points wy and z1 on g[w, z] such that distg(wy,s_) <
Dy and distg(z1,s4) < Dy, where D1 = D;(G). We do this by means of Corollary 8.14.

Lemma 8.15 implies that there exist wy, 21 € q[w, 2] "Ny (A) such that §w, w;] and q[z1, 2]
intersect A'p/(A) in two sets of diameter at most 91, where 91 = 91(L/,C’, M").

We show that t[w,s_] and t[sy, z] intersect A/ (A) in two sets of bounded diameter. We
prove it only for t[w, s_], the same argument works for t[s, z]. Let 2 € t[w, s_]NN p;/(A) and let
distg(x,s—) = 0. According to the decomposition (27), we have that t[z,s_] = ¥, Ut;;1 U- - - UT,,
where i < j, 4,5 € {1,2,...,n} and ¥, is eventually a restriction of ¥; such that = is an endpoint
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of it. If all the components are of type (Rp), then t[x,s_| has length at most N and § < N.
Suppose that at least one component is of type (Rz). We have at most N such components.
Then at least one component t; of type (Rg) has the distance between its endpoints at least &TN.
On the other hand since z,s_ € Nppry1(A) and t[z, s_] is an (L', C")-almost-geodesic, it follows
that t[z,s_] C Npyp41)(A). In particular t, is contained in the same tubular neighborhood,
therefore the diameter of A N Ny ap41)(A) is at least J_TN. There exists dg = do(L',C’", N)
such that if 6 > §y then A, = A. This contradicts the fact that v is without backtracking. We
conclude that & < dy.

We apply Corollary 8.14 to q[w,w;] and to t[w, s_] and we obtain that dists(wi,s—) < Dy,
where D1 = D1(L',C’,6p). With a similar argument we obtain that distg(z1,s4) < Dj.

Step III. We show that q has a component in A.

We have that dists(wi,21) > D —2D; and that qws, 2z1] C Npp,(A). The decomposition
(28) implies that qlwi,z1] = q) U1 U---Uq—1 Uq), where k <1, k,l € {1,2,..., N} and qp,
q; are eventually restrictions of gy, q;, respectively, with endpoints w; and z;. If D — 2Dy > Ny
it follows that gwi, z1] has at least a component of type (Qz). Since it has at most N7 such
components, we may moreover say that q[wi, z1] has at least a component §; with endpoints at
distance at least %;_Nl. Consequently the diameter of B; " N,/p,(A) is at least %;‘Nl.
For D large enough we obtain that B; = A. We conclude that q has a component in A.

(2) Suppose that s and t are H-components of p and ¢, respectively, contained in a left coset
A € A. We show that distg(s—,¢_) and distg(s4,t+) are bounded by a constant depending on
G.

We take u € p[p_,s_] either such that the length of plu,s_] is 2A(sc + 1) or, if the length
of plp_,s_] is less than 2\(3c + 1), u = p_. Likewise we take v € p[sy,p4] either such that the
length of p[s4,v] is 2A(s¢ + 1) or, if the length of p[s;,p4] is less than 2A\(s>c + 1), v = py.

Since distgup(s—,t—) < 1 and Cayley(G, S U H) is hyperbolic, there exists w € q[q_, t_]
such that distguy (u, w) < s. Similarly, distsuy/(s4,t+) < 1 implies the existence of z € q[t4, 4]
such that distguy (v, z) < . We consider two geodesics gy, and g,,. As in Step 1 of the proof
of (1), we show that the path gy, Up[u,v] Ug,. can be modified to give a path v with endpoints
w and z and of length at most IV, without backtracking, containing s, such that any of its lifts,
t, decomposes as in (27) and it is an (L, C')-almost-geodesic. Again as in Step I of the proof of
(1), we show that the length of gqw, z] is at most N7 and that any lift q[w, z] decomposes as in
(28) and it is an (L', C')-almost-geodesic.

With an argument as in Step II of the proof of (1), we show that t[w, s_] and t[s4, z] intersect
N (A) in sets of diameter at most dp. The same argument can be used to show that q[w,t_]
and q[ty, z| intersect Ny (A) in sets of diameter at most &, = 0y(L’,C’, N7). Corollary 8.14
implies that distg(s_,t_) and distg(sy,t4) are at most Dy, where Dy = Dy(L',C",dp,46,). O

8.3 The Morse Lemma
Proposition 8.25 can be strengthened to the following statement.

Proposition 8.28. Let q : [0,4] — Cayley(G,S) be an (L,C)-quasi-geodesic and let p be a
geodesic in Cayley(G, S U H) joining the endpoints of q. In Cayley(G,S) the quasi-geodesic
segment q 1is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the M -saturation of the lift p of p.
Conversely, the lift p is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the M -saturation of q. The
constants T and M depend on L,C and S.
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Proof. According to Proposition 8.25, the Hausdorff distance from q to p in Cayley(G, S UH)
is at most ». We divide p into arcs of length 3(s + 2), with the exception of the two arcs at
the endpoints, which can be shorter. Let s be one of these arcs. Consider u on the sub-arc of p
between p_ and s_ such that either distguy(u,s—) = >+ 2 or u = p_. Likewise let v be a point
on the sub-arc of p between sy and p, such that either distguy(s+,v) = 2+2or v =p;. Let w
and z be two points on q at distance at most > from u and v respectively, in Cayley(G, SUH).

We repeat the argument from the proof of Proposition 8.27, Step 1. Consider g, and g,
geodesics in Cayley(G, S UH). Consider v’ the farthest from u point on gy, contained in the
same left coset as an H-component o of p. Likewise let v' be the farthest from v point on
gy contained in the same left coset as an H-component ¢’ of p. Then o does not intersect s,
otherwise the distance from u to s in Cayley(G, S UH) would be at most s + 1. Similarly, o’
does not intersect s.

Consider the path in Cayley(G, SU®H) defined as t = gyw U guo, Uploy, 0" UGy o U gy,
where gy, and g,. are sub-geodesics of gy, and g,., respectively, and g, and g, ., are
composed of one edge. It has no backtracking and its lift T is an (L', C’)-quasi-geodesic, where
L' and C’ depend on the length of v, hence on s. It has the same endpoints as a sub-quasi-
geodesic of q of endpoints w and z, hence it is contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the
M-saturation of it, where M = M(L,C) and T = T(L,C, 5). In particular this is true for the
lift of s. Since s is arbitrary, we have obtained that the lift p is contained in the T-tubular
neighborhood of the M-saturation of q.

We now consider q endowed with the order from [0, ¢]. We consider the path q in Cayley (G, SU
‘H) obtained by deleting the part of q between the first and the last point in q contained in the
same left coset, replacing it with an edge, and performing this successively for every coset inter-
secting q in more than one point. Then, for a constant D to be chosen later, we divide q into
arcs t such that ¢, is the first vertex on q (in the order inherited from q) which is at distance
D of t_. We start constructing these arcs from q_ and we end in g4 by an arc which possibly
has endpoints at distance smaller than D. Consider ¢ one of these arcs. Let u be a point on q
between q_ and t_ with the property that it is at distance s+ 2 of t. If no such point exists, take
u = q—. Similarly, take v a point on q between ¢ and q4 with the property that it is at distance
w+2oft,or v=gq4. There exist w and z respectively on p at distance at most » from u and
v. Then distguy (w, 2) < 23c4+2(3c+2) +6D. It follows that the lift p,,. of the sub-geodesic p,,,
of p of endpoints w and z is an (L”, C")-quasi-geodesic, where L” and C” depend on s and D.

As above we choose u' € gy, and o an H-component of q in the same left class as u/. The
choice of u implies that o does not intersect ¢, otherwise u would be at distance at most s + 1
of t. Likewise we choose v" and ¢’, and we construct the path v = gy U gyo, Uqloy, o’ | L
9,/ U gy in Cayley(G, S U H) of bounded length, with gloy, o’ ] containing t. As in the
proof of Proposition 8.27, Step I, the sub-arcs t'[w,v'] and v/[v/, 2] do not have backtracking.
Suppose that g, and g, have H-components in the same left coset. Let w’ and 2’ be the
nearest points to v’ and respectively v/ contained in the same left coset. Lemma 8.12 implies
that | = go o U guewr U Gurzr U @orr U gyrpr , which has length at most 2 + 3, lifts to an
(L1, C1)-quasi-geodesic, where (L1, C1) depends of s. It follows that the sub-arc of q between
o+ and o’ is contained in the 7-neighborhood of the M’-saturation of [, where M’ = M'(x)
and 7 = 7(2, L, C). Tt follows that the diameter of q[o., 0’ | is at most 27 + 2+ 2M’ + length I.
Hence D < 2(1 + 14 M’ + 3) + 3. Thus, if we take D = 2(7 + 1+ M’ + 5) + 4, we get a
contradiction.

We conclude that v/ has no backtracking, hence it lifts to a quasi-geodesic, by Lemma 8.12.
We make a slight change when lifting it to a path ¥, in that the sub-arcs in q are lifted to the
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corresponding sub-arcs of q. We obtain a quasi-geodesic ¥ with the same endpoints as p,,, hence
contained in the T-tubular neighborhood of the M-saturation of it, where M = M (L, C, ) and
T =T(L,C, 5). In particular this applies to the lift of ¢. Since ¢ was arbitrary, this allows to
obtain the desired statement for q and p. O

Proposition 8.28 together with Proposition 8.25 and Lemmas 4.25, 4.26 and 4.28 imply
Theorem 1.12.

8.4 Undistorted subgroups and outer automorphisms of relatively hyperbolic
groups

Theorem 8.29. Let G = (S) be a finitely generated group that is hyperbolic relative to subgroups
Hy,...,H,. Let G1 = (Sy) be an undistorted finitely generated subgroup of G. Then Gy is rela-
tively hyperbolic with respect to subgroups H{, ..., H),, where each H is one of the intersections
G1 ﬁgng_l, g €G.

Proof. Since GG1 is undistorted, there exists a constant D > 1 such that for every element g € G,
lgls, < D|g|s. Here by |g|ls and |g|s, we denote the length of g in G and G; respectively. We
can assume that S; C S so that the graph Cayley(G1,S;) is inside Cayley(G,S). Then every
geodesic in Cayley(Gy,S1) is a (D, 0)-quasi-geodesic of Cayley (G, S).

Step I. Let us prove that for every coset gH; and every constant C' > 0 there exists C' =
C'(C,g,i) > 0 such that Gy NN (gH;) € Nov (G N gH;g™1). By contradiction, let (z;);en be
a sequence of elements in Gy such that z; = gh;jp; € G1, hj € H;, |pjls < C, and dist(z;, G N
gH;g~1) > j for every j. Without loss of generality we can assume that pj = p is constant.
Then a:jajl_l € G1NgH;g~ 1. Hence dist(x;,G1 N gH;g71) < |z1]s, a contradiction.

Step II. Let R > 0 and let gH; be such that Nr(gH;) N Gy # 0.
We prove that for every K > 0 there exists K’ = K'(K, R) such that

Gy N Nx(gH;) C Nt (G0 gryHiy ™)

for some g1 € G and some v € G with |y|s < R.

Fix K > 0 and define K’ as the maximum of numbers C’(K,~,i) defined in Step I taken
over all i € {1,2,...,n} and all v € G with |y|s < R.

Let g € G be such that G1 N Nr(gH;) # 0. Let g1 be an element of the intersection. Then
97 ' Nr(9H;) = Nr(gy *gH;) contains 1, hence g; 'gH; = vH; where |y|s < R.

Step I and the choice of K’ imply that

Gq ﬂNK(’yHZ’) C NK/(G;[ M "}/Hi"y_l) .
Multiplying this inclusion by g; on the left, we obtain

Gy ﬂNK(gHZ') C NK/(Gl N gl’yHi’y_l).

Step III. Let R = M(D,0, %) be the constant given by the property (f) satisfied by the
left cosets {¢gH; | g € G,i=1,2,...,n} in Cayley(G, S).
For every i € {1,...,n} consider the following equivalence relation on the ball B(1, R) in G:

v~y iff GivH; = Giv' H;.

For each pair (7,7') of ~;-equivalent elements in B(1, R) we choose one g; € G such that
~v € g17' H;. Let C be the maximal length of these elements g;.
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Let M be the collection of all nontrivial subgroups of GGy in the set
{GinvH~7'ie{1,2,...,n}, |yls < R}.

By Step II, this collection of subgroups has the property that for every K > 0 there exists
K’ = K'(K, R) such that for every g € G with Ng(gH;) NGy # 0, we have

G1NNk(gH;) C Ng(g1H) (29)

for some g; € Gy and H € M.

We say that two non-trivial subgroups G1NvH;y~ ! and Gy NBH;3~! from M are equivalent
if y ~; B.

Let Hj,..., H], be the set of representatives of equivalent classes in M. If M is empty, we
set m =1, H = {1}.

Notice that for every H € M there exists j € {1,...,m} such that H is at Hausdorff distance
at most C from a left coset gHJ’» from Gy. Indeed, H = yH;v ' N Gy. Let H]’ =BH, NGy
be equivalent to H. Then v = gSh for some g € Gy, h € H;, where |g| < C. Then

H = gBhH:h '8~ g7 NGy = gHjg™",

from which we deduce that H is at Hausdorff distance at most C' from ¢gH ]’

Hence (29) remains true if we replace M by the smaller set {H}, ..., H' } and K’ by K’ +C.
We shall prove that Gy is relatively hyperbolic with respect to {Hj,..., H] } by checking
1

properties (a1), (a$?), (as3) from Theorem 4.1 and Remark 4.2 for the collection of left cosets
{gH} | g1 € G1,j=1,2,...,m}.

Property (a1). Consider g1 H; # gy H),. We have that
Ni(g1H)) N Ns (g1 Hy) € Ni(givHi, v ™) NNs(9iy Hi, (V) ™) © Nowr(91vHi,) N\ Nsyr (917 Hay) -

Suppose that givH;, = g{7'Hi,. Then (q17) '¢}7 € Hj, hence g1vH;, = ¢}v'H;;. We
deduce that H;, = H;, . Therefore g1y = g|7'h for some h € H;,. Hence v ~;, 7', so v =+'. We
deduce that giyH;, v~ = g{vH;;v . So g1H}; = ¢} H}, a contradiction.

Thus, g1vH;; # 917 Hi,. Property (o) satisfied by the left cosets {gH; | g € G, i =
1,2,...,n} allows to complete the proof.

1

Property (a$P). Let 0; € [0,%). We may write 91%, with 6 € [0,%). Let g: [0,¢] —
Cayley(G1,S1) be a geodesic of length ¢ in Cayley(Gy,S1) with endpoints in Nglg(ngJ’») C
No,e+r(1vH;), where |y|s < R and ¢ € {1,2,...,n}. Then g is a (D,0)-quasi-geodesic in
Cayley (G, S).

Suppose that ¢ < 6DR. Then g is contained in the (3D R+ R)-tubular neighborhood of g1 H J/
in Cayley(Gy, S1).

Suppose that ¢ > 6DR. Then the endpoints of g are contained in /\/(9+%)%(917Hi) C
/\/'%%(ngi) in Cayley(G,S). Since the property (o}) is satisfied by the cosets of H; in G, it
follows that g intersects Nr(g17H;). Hence g intersects G1 N Ng(g17H;) = g1{G1 N Nr(vH;)| C
91Nr (H}) where R’ = R'(R, R) is given by Step II.

We conclude that g intersects Ny (g1 H}) in Cayley(G1,S1), for M’ =sup(DR',3DR + R).

Property (as3). We use the property (29) of {H1, ..., H,,} and the property (a4) satisfied by
the cosets of groups H;.
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Fix an integer k£ > 2. Let P be a (19, 2,8D)-fat geodesic k-gon in Cayley (G, Sy) for some 9.
Then P has (D, 0)-quasi-geodesic sides in Cayley (G, S) and it is (%, 2D, 8D)-fat. Consequently,
for ¥ large enough, by property (o4) satisfied by the left cosets {¢H; | g € G, i =1,...,n}, the
k-gon P is contained in a tubular neighborhood N, (¢gH;) in Cayley (G, S) for some » > 0.

Suppose that all edges of P have lengths at most 3Ds in Cayley(Gy,S1). Then P has
diameter at most 3kDs¢ in the same Cayley graph.

Suppose that one edge g of P has length at least 3Ds. This, the fact that P C N,.(gH;)
and property (o) satisfied by the left cosets {gH;} implies that g intersects Ng(gH;), therefore
Nr(gH;) NGy # 0.

Then by (29) there exists »’ = 5¢(5¢, R) such that

G1 NN (gH;) € Noo (91 Hj)

for some g1 € G and j € {1,2,...,m}. We conclude that in this case P C N,/ (g1 H}).
Thus we can take £ needed in (a3) to be the maximum of 3kDs and 5. O

Remarks 8.30. (1) If in Theorem 8.29 the subgroup G; is unconstricted then G is inside a
conjugate of one of the subgroups H;.

(2) If the subgroup G intersects with all conjugates of the subgroups Hi, ..., H,, by hyperbolic
subgroups then G is hyperbolic.

Proof. (1) Indeed, Corollary 5.8 implies that (G; is contained in the K-tubular neighborhood of
a left coset gH;, where K depends only on the non-distortion constants. For every g1 € Gj,
G1 = ¢1G1 is contained in the K-tubular neighborhoods of g1gH; and of gH;. Since G is
infinite, property () implies that g;gH; = gH;. We conclude that Gy is contained in gH;g~!.

(2) By Theorem 8.29 (G is relatively hyperbolic with respect to hyperbolic subgroups, so
every asymptotic cone of GGy is tree-graded with respect to R-trees, whence it is an R-tree itself.

Therefore G is hyperbolic [Gr]. O

Corollary 8.31. Let G be a finitely generated group that is relatively hyperbolic with respect
to subgroups Hy, ..., Hy,. Suppose that Hy is unconstricted and that each H;, i € {2,...,m}, is
infinite and either unconstricted or does not contain a copy of Hy. Let Fix(Hy) be the subgroup
of the automorphism group of G consisting of the automorphisms that fix H1 as a set. Then:

(1) Inn(G)Fix(H1) has index at most m! in Aut(G) (in particular, if m = 1, these two sub-
groups coincide).

(2) Inn(G) NFix(H;) = Inng, (G), where Inng, (G) is by definition {i, € Inn(G) | h € H1}.

(8) There exists a natural homomorphism from a subgroup of index at most m! in Out(QG) to
Out(Hy) given by ¢ — iy, d|m,, where gg is an element of G such that iy, ¢ € Fix(Hy),
and |m, denotes the restriction of the automorphism to Hy.

Proof. (1) Indeed, every automorphism ¢ of G is a quasi-isometry of the Cayley graph of G.
Hence ¢(H1) is an undistorted subgroup of G that is isomorphic to H;. By Remark 8.30, (1), we
have that ¢(H;) C gH;g~" for some g € G and j € {1,2,...,m}. In particular i;'¢(H1) C H;.
By hypothesis H; is unconstricted. If we denote by v the automorphism z'g_lqb, we have that
Y=Y H;) C yHpy™Y, for some v € G and k € {1,2,...,m}. Consequently H; C vHpy™!.
We deduce from the fact that H; is infinite and from property (o) that H; = vH,y~! and
i;lqﬁ(H 1) = Hj. In particular every automorphism of G induces a permutation of the set

{H; | H; is isomorphic to H;}.
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Therefore we have an action of Aut(G) on a subset of {Hj, ..., Hp}. Let S be the kernel of this
action. Then |Aut(G) : S| < m!. The composition of any ¢ € S with an inner automorphism
iy " induced by g~! is in Fix(H;). Therefore S is contained in Inn(G)Fix(Hy).
(2) Let iy be an element in Inn(G) NFix(H1). Then g normalizes Hy, hence by [Os], g € H;.
(3) This immediately follows from (1) and (2). O

9 Appendix. Relatively hyperbolic groups are asymptotically
tree-graded. By Denis Osin and Mark Sapir

Here we prove the “if” statement in Theorem 8.5.

Theorem 9.1. Let G be a group gemerated by a finite set S, that is relatively hyperbolic with
respect to finitely generated subgroups Hi,...,H,,. Then G is asymptotically tree-graded with
respect to these subgroups.

Throughout the rest of this section we assume that G, Hq,..., H,,, an ultrafilter w, and a
sequence of numbers d = (d;) are fixed, G is generated by a finite set S and is hyperbolic relative
to Hy, ..., H,. We denote the asymptotic cone Con*(G;e,d) by C.

If (g;), (h;) are sequences of numbers, we shall write g; <, h; instead of “g; < h; w-almost
surely”. The signs =, €, have similar meanings.

As before, H = (IJ"; H;) \ {e}. For every i =1,...,m, in every coset of H; (i =1,...,m) we
choose a smallest length representative. The set of these representatives is denoted by T;. Let
Ti be the set {(g;)“ | im“(]g;|s) < oo}. For each v = (g;)* € T; we denote by M., the w-limit
lim“(g;H;)e. We need to show that C' is tree-graded with respect to all P = {M, | v € T;,i =
1,.,,m}.

We use the notation distg and distgyy for combinatorial metrics on Cayley(G,S) and
Cayley(G, S U H). When speaking about geodesics in Cayley(G, S U H) we always assume
them to be geodesic with respect to distgyg.

The lemma below can be found in [Os, Theorem 3.23].

Lemma 9.2. There exists a constant v > 0 such that the following condition holds. Let A = pqr
be a geodesic triangle in Cayley(G, S U H) whose sides are geodesic (with respect to the metric
distsuy ). Then for any vertexz v on p, there exists a vertex u on the union qUr such that

distg(u,v) <wv

Lemma 9.3. Let p and q be paths in Cayley(G, S UH) such that p— = q_, p+ = q+, and q is
geodesic. Then for any vertex v € q, there exists a vertexr u € p such that

distg(u,v) < (1 +v)logy |p|.

Proof. Let f: N — N be the smallest function such that the following condition holds. Let p and

q be paths in Cayley (G, SUH) such that p_ = q_, p+ = q+, q is geodesic, and |p| < n. Then for

any vertex v € ¢, there exists a vertex u € p such that distg(u,v) < f(n). Clearly f(n) is finite

for each value of the argument. By dividing p into two parts and applying Lemma 9.2, we obtain

fm+n) <max{f(m), f(n)} +v. In particular, f(2n) < f(n)+v and f(n+1) < f(n) +v.
Suppose that

n:€0—|—2€1—|—...—|—2k6k,
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where €; € {0,1} and ¢ = 1. Then
f(n)= fleo+2(e1+...+2(p-1+2)...)) <

v+v+.. . +v+f(1) <2vlogyn.
— e
2k times

The next lemma can be found in [Os, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 9.4. There is a constant o such that for any cycle q in Cayley(G, SUH), and any set
of isolated H-components of p1,...,pr of q, we have

k
> dists((pi) - (pi)+) < algl-
=1

The following lemma which holds for any (not necessarily relatively hyperbolic) finitely
generated group G and any subgroup H < G.

Lemma 9.5. For anyi=1,...m, 0,0 € T;, if 0 # o then the intersection My N M, consists of
at most 1 point.

Proof. Suppose that z,y € My N M,. Suppose that 8 = (f;)“, o = (g;)*. Then
z = lim®(fja;), y = Nm*(f;s;)
for some a;,s; € H; and
z = lim*(g;b;), y = lim*(g;t;)
for some b;,t; € H;. Since the sequences (fja;)* and (g;b;)* are equivalent, we have fja; =

gjbju;, where |uj|ls =, o(d;). Similarly f;s; = gjtjv;, where |vj|ls =, o(d;). From these

equalities we have

—1. _ o —1;-1,
aj sj=u; bj tjv;.

Let Uj;, V; be shortest words over S representing u; and v; respectively. Let also h; = aj_lsi

and k; = bj_ltj. Then there exists a quadrangle

¢ = plpplp)
in Cayley(G, S) such that ¢(p{) =U;, gb(p%) = Vj_1 and p%, pi are edges of Cayley(G, S) labelled
h; and k:j_l respectively. Note that the cycle ¢/ contains only two components, namely, pj and
pi, as the labels of p{ and pg are words over S. Let A C N be the set of all j such that the
components p}, and pj are connected. There are two cases to consider.
Case 1. w(A) = 1. Note that ¢(p]) represents an element of H; in G for any j € A, ie.,
sj €, H;. It follows that 0 = o.
Case 2. w(A) = 0. Note that p}, is an isolated component of ¢’ for any j € N\ A. Since
w(N'\ A) =1, applying Lemma 9.4, we obtain
|hjls = dists((p2)-, (p2)+) < ald’| < a(2 + 20(d;)) = o(dy).
This yields
. . 1 . . 1
dist(z,y) = hm“’(Edlstg(fjaj,fjsj)) = hm“(E\hj\S) =0,
J J

e, x=y. ]
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The following lemma does use the relative hyperbolicity of G.

Lemma 9.6. For ecvery i # i and every 6 € T;, o € T;, the intersection My N M, consists of
at most one point.

Proof. Indeed, repeating the argument from the proof of Lemma 9.5, we immediately get con-
tradiction with the BCP property. O

Lemmas 9.5, 9.6 show that the asymptotic cone C satisfies the property (77) with respect
to the set P. Now we are going to prove (T3).

Lemma 9.7. Let g be a simple loop in C. Suppose that g = lim*“(g;) for certain loops g; in
Cayley (G, S), |g;| < Cd; for some constant C. Then there exists i = 1,...,m and § € T; such
that g belongs to My.

Proof. Let a # b be two arbitrary points of g,
a=1im"“(a;), b=1lim*(b;),

where a;, b; are vertices on g;. For every j, we consider a geodesic path q; in Cayley(G, SUH)
such that (q;)- = a;, (a;)+ = b;.

According to Lemma 9.3, for every vertex v € q;, there exist vertices x; = x;(v) € g;[a;,b;]
and y; = y;(v) € g;[b;,a;] (here gjla;,b;] and g;[bj, a;] are segments of g; = g;la;, b;]g;[bj, a;])
such that

distg(v, ;) < 2vlogy |gjlaj, bj]| < 2vlogy(Cd;) = o(d;) (30)

and similarly
dists(v,y;) < 2vlog, |g;[bj, aj]| < 2vlogy(Cd;) = o(dj). (31)

Summing (30) and (31), we obtain
distg(z;,y;) < distg(xj,v) + dists(v,y;) = o(d;).

Thus for any j, there are only two possibilities: either lim“(z;) = lim*(y;) = a or lim*“(z;) =
lim“(y;) = b, otherwise the loop g is not simple.
For every j, we take two vertices v;, w; € q; such that
Hm*(z;(v;)) = lim* (y;(v;)) = a,
lim® ((w;)) = lim® (y;(w;)) = b,
and distsyg (v, w;) = 1. Since lim*(x;(v;)) = a, we have dists(z;(v;),a) =, o(d;). Hence
distg(vj, a;) < distg(vj, z;(vj)) + distg(xj(vs), a;) =w o(d;).
Similarly,
dists(wj, b) =4 o(d;).

This means that
lim*(a;) = lim*(v;), and lim*(b;) = im®“(w;). (32)

For every i = 1,...,m, set A; = {j € N| vj_le € H;}. Let us consider two cases.
Case 1. w(A;) =1 for some i. Set 0 = (t;(v;))* € T; where t;(v;) is the representative of
the coset v;H; chosen in the definition of 7;. Then a,b €, Mpy. Indeed, this is obvious for a
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. . . . -1
since lim“(a;) = lim*(v;) € Mp. Further, since v;

1im°"(bj) = lim“(wj) € Mpy.

Case 2. w(A;) = 0 for every i. Recall that vj_le € SU®H. Thus we have Uj_le € S.

This implies |vj_1wj|5 =, 1 and lim*(v;) = lim*(w;). Taking into account (32), we obtain
lim*“(a;) = lim*(b;), i.e., a = b.
Since a and b were arbitrary points of 5, the lemma is proved. O

w; €, H;, we have t(w;) =, t(v;). Hence

Now property (T5) immediately follows from Proposition 3.29 and Lemma 9.7.
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