arXiv:2402.10165v3 [math.GR] 3 May 2025

MARKED LENGTH SPECTRUM RIGIDITY IN GROUPS WITH CONTRACTING ELEMENTS

RENXING WAN, XIAOYU XU, AND WENYUAN YANG

Abstract. This paper presents a study of the well-known marked length spectrum rigidity problem in the coarsegeometric setting. For any two (possibly non-proper) group actions G ↷ X1 and G ↷ X2 with contracting property, we prove that if the two actions have the same marked length spectrum, then the orbit map Go1 → Go2 must be a rough isometry. In the special case of cusp-uniform actions, the rough isometry can be extended to the entire space. This generalises the existing results in hyperbolic groups and relatively hyperbolic groups. In addition, we prove a finer marked length spectrum rigidity from confined subgroups and further, geometrically dense subgroups. Our proof is based on the Extension Lemma and uses purely elementary metric geometry. This study produces new results and recovers existing ones for many more interesting groups through a unified and elementary approach.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 7 3. Extension lemma 13 4. Simultaneously contracting elements 16 5. Marked length spectrum rigidity 18 6. MLS rigidity for cusp-uniform actions 23 7. MLS rigidity from confined subgroups 28 8. MLS rigidity from geometrically dense subgroups 33 9. MLS rigidity from subsets 38 References 43

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivations.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold. If g has negative sectional curvatures, then each free homotopy class c has a unique closed geodesic representative γ_c. Denote by C the set of all free homotopy classes, or equivalently the set of conjugacy classes in the fundamental group π_1(M). The function ℓ_g : C → R_{≥0} c → Len(γ_c) is called the marked length spectrum (MLS) of (M, g), where Len denotes the length of a curve. The definition extends naturally to manifolds of nonpositive curvature, in which case the closed geodesic might not be unique, but its length is uniquely determined by the free homotopy class.

The well-known MLS rigidity conjecture [14] states that if two negatively curved Riemannian metrics on a closed manifold have the same MLS, then they are isometric. This is known to be true for surfaces by the result of Otal [56] and Croke [26] independently. When one of the Riemannian manifolds is rank one locally symmetric, Hamenstädt [41] proved the conjecture using the minimal entropy rigidity theorem of Besson–Courtois–Gallot [3]. More recently, Guillarmou and Lefeuvre [40] showed that the conjecture holds if the two metrics are close enough in a suitable C^k topology. However, the conjecture remains open in general.

Key words and phrases. Marked length spectrum rigidity, contracting elements, Extension lemma, cusp-uniform action, confined subgroup, geometrically dense subgroup, Manhattan curve. 1

In [32], Furman started to consider the MLS rigidity conjecture in a coarse-geometric setting. Namely, consider a left-invariant pseudo-metric d on a group G, which is usually assumed to be quasi-isometric to a word metric. For every g ∈ G, the stable translation length of g is defined as

ℓ_d(g) = lim_{n→+∞} d(1, g^n) n . We call the function ℓ_d : G → [0, +∞) given by g → ℓ_d(g) the MLS for this metric d. In particular, for a compact negatively curved Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a universal cover ( ~M, ~g), he considered the pull-back metric on π_1(M) from the action π_1(M) ↷ ~M defined as:

d_{g,x}(γ_1, γ_2) := d_{~g}(γ_1x, γ_2x), ∀γ_1, γ_2 ∈ π_1(M),

where x is a fixed basepoint in ~M. The geometric length of γ_c could be recovered as ℓ_{dg,x} (g), independent of x, where g ∈ π_1(M) is represented by c.

In the coarse-geometric setting, Furman has described the MLS rigidity problem in the sense of large scale geometry.

Question 1.1. Let D_G denote a preferred collection of left-invariant, proper, pseudo-metrics on a group G, and two pseudo-metrics d, d_∗ ∈ D_G have the same marked length spectrum: ℓ_d(g) = ℓ_{d∗} (g) for all g ∈ G. Is it true that d and d_∗ are roughly isometric, namely |d − d_∗| ≤ C for some C ≥ 0?

An important sub-class of D_G is given by pulling back the geodesic metric via the isometric actions of G on a family of geodesic metric spaces. In this case, for an isometric action G ↷ (X, d), the stable translation length of an element g ∈ G is defined as

ℓ_d(g) = lim_{n→+∞} d(o, g^no) n , and is independent with the choice of the basepoint o ∈ X. The function ℓ_d : G → [0, +∞) is called the marked length spectrum for this action.

Definition 1.2. [7] Let (X, d) be a metric space and let δ ≥ 0. We say that the metric d is δ-roughly geodesic if for every x, y ∈ X, there is a (1, δ)-quasi-geodesic from x to y. A metric is said roughly geodesic if there is δ ≥ 0 such that it is δ-roughly geodesic.

Remark 1.3. (1) If G acts coboundedly on a geodesic metric space, then the pull back metric is a roughly geodesic, left-invariant pseudo-metric on G which is quasi-isometric to a (possibly nonproper) word metric.

(2) As pointed out by Nguyen–Wang in [51] that any word metric d on G has the same MLS as d_∗ = d+ √ d which is (2,1)-quasi-isometric to d. However, d and d_∗ are not roughly isometric when d is unbounded. One reason is that d_∗ is not a roughly geodesic metric.

Motivated by the above remark, we consider the following question in this paper.

Question 1.4. Let G be a group acting isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1, o_2 ∈ X_2. Suppose that the two actions have the same MLS. Is it true that Go_1 and Go_2 must be roughly isometric, namely there exist an orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 and a constant C ≥ 0 such that ρ is a (1, C)-quasi-isometry? Moreover, does the rough isometry extend to the whole spaces (provided that the actions are not cobounded)?

Furman [32] proved that Question 1.1 holds for Gromov hyperbolic groups, where D_G denotes the collection of left-invariant, Gromov hyperbolic pseudo-metrics on G which are quasi-isometric to a word metric. Later on, Fujiwara [31] gave an affirmative answer to toral relatively hyperbolic groups where D_G denotes a collection of roughly geodesic, left-invariant pseudo-metrics on G which are quasi-isometric to word metrics. Recently, this was generalised by Nguyen–Wang [51] to all relatively hyperbolic groups with respect to any peripheral subgroups.

The first main goal of this paper is to consider the coarse version of the MLS rigidity for group actions with contracting property described below.

1.2. MLS rigidity for actions with contracting property. The first result of this paper gives a large generalisation of the above results, including [32, Theorem 2] and [16, Lemma 3.6] for hyperbolic groups and [51, Prop. 3.12] for relatively hyperbolic groups.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 5.1). Suppose that a group G acts isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property (cf. Definition 2.31), respectively. Then G has MLS rigidity: if ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for every g ∈ G, then the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 is well-defined up to a bounded error and is a rough isometry, for any fixed basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1, o_2 ∈ X_2.

Actually, we prove Theorem 1.5 in a more precise way.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 5.2). Suppose that a group G acts isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property, respectively. Assume for some λ_1, λ_2 ≥ 0, the following inequality holds:

λ_1ℓ_{d2} (g) ≤ ℓ_{d1} (g) ≤ λ_2ℓ_{d2} (g), ∀g ∈ G.

Then, for any fixed points o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2, there exists C ≥ 0 such that

λ_1d_2(go_2, ho_2) − C ≤ d_1(go_1, ho_1) ≤ λ_2d_2(go_2, ho_2) + C, ∀g, h ∈ G.

Roughly speaking, a group action G ↷ X has contracting property if there exist two weakly independent contracting elements in G. The contracting property captures the key feature of quasi-geodesics in Gromov hyperbolic spaces, rank-1 geodesics in CAT(0) spaces, thick geodesics in Teichmüller spaces, and so on. In recent years, this notion and its variants have been proven fruitful in the setup of general metric spaces.

Let A be a subset of X, and π_A : X → A be the (coarsely) closest projection (set-valued) map. We say that A is C-contracting for C ≥ 0 if diam(π_A(γ)) ≤ C for any geodesic (segment) γ with γ ∩ N_C (A) = ∅. In fact, the contracting notion is equivalent to the usual one: diam(π_A(B)) ≤ C^′ for any metric ball B disjoint with A. A proof given in [4, Corollary 3.4] for CAT(0) spaces is valid in the general case. An element g ∈ G is called contracting, if the orbit of ⟨g⟩ is a contracting quasi-geodesic.

The prototype of a contracting element is a loxodromic isometry on a Gromov hyperbolic space, but more interesting examples are furnished by the following (cf. Example 2.8 and Example 2.32 for details):

• hyperbolic elements in relatively hyperbolic groups, cf. [36, 57]; • rank-1 elements in CAT(0) groups, cf. [2, 4];

• hyperbolic elements in groups with non-trivial Floyd boundary, cf. [59]; • certain infinite order elements in graphical small cancellation groups, cf. [1]; • pseudo-Anosov elements in mapping class groups, cf. [50].

For more results about groups with contracting elements, see [35, 59–61]. We remind the readers that people always study a group with contracting elements under the additional assumption of a proper action. However, some of our results in this paper can directly apply to non-proper actions. For example, Theorem 1.5 applies to any non-elementary acylindrical (or even WPD) actions with contracting elements, cf. [11, 27, 54].

In particular, when G is a relatively hyperbolic group, we can extend the rough isometry from the G-orbit to the entire space through a cusp-extension technique, even without a cocompact assumption. This also generalises the questions considered in [45] and [46]. Recall that a group action on a Gromov hyperbolic space G ↷ X is called non-elementary if ♯ΛG > 2.

Theorem 1.7 (Theorem 6.17). Suppose that (G, {H_i}) admits two non-elementary cusp-uniform actions on two proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic spaces (X_1, d_1), (X_2, d_2). If the two actions have the same MLS, then there exists a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry between X_1 and X_2.

Our method also allows to deal with the MLS rigidity for certain interesting non-geodesic metrics as in Question 1.1, which are not pulled back from the action on a geodesic metric space. Compared with Remark 1.3 (2), we point out that this class of metrics is coarsely additive along transversal points defined in a reference action on a geodesic metric space with contracting property (see Definition 5.9). Green metrics associated to random walks introduced in [5] are such examples recently studied in [30, 33]. Let us state the following consequence of our main result Theorem 5.13 in this regard.

Corollary 1.8 (Corollary 5.16). Suppose that G is a non-elementary relatively hyperbolic group equipped with two probability measures μ_1, μ_2 of finite symmetric support generating G. Then G has MLS rigidity for the pair (d_{μ1} , d_{μ2} ) of the corresponding Green metrics.

We also exhibit an example of relatively hyperbolic group with two (non-geodesic) proper left invariant metrics without MLS rigidity for which, however, a maximal parabolic group has the same MLS and attains the maximal growth. See Proposition 5.17.

1.3. MLS rigidity from subgroups. As a second goal of this paper, we consider a further question following Cantrell and Reyes [17].

Question 1.9. Let G be a group acting isometrically on two metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2). For what kind of subsets H ⊆ G, the same MLS on H will imply the same MLS on G?

Recently, Cantrell–Reyes [17] considered this question for a non-elementary hyperbolic group G, and gave an affirmative answer to the subsets with the same growth rate as the ambient group. Beyond that, Cantrell– Reyes–Tanaka developed a series of work on the space of metric structures on G, see [16, 19, 52] for more details.

For a group G with contracting property, the following result shows that a normal subgroup with unbounded orbits would meet the requirements. This generalises the result in [39] which considers homologically trivial elements in the fundamental group of a negatively curved Riemannian manifold. If G is hyperbolic, an independent proof using geodesic current has appeared in the work of Bonahon [6, Page 161].

Theorem 1.10 (Theorem 7.2). Suppose that a group G acts, respectively, on (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property. Let H ◁ G be a normal subgroup which has an unbounded orbit in either X_1 or X_2. Then, G has MLS rigidity from H: if ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for any g ∈ H, then there exists a rough isometry between the G-orbits, and equivalently ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for all g ∈ G.

We note that an infinite normal subgroup may not have maximal growth in a hyperbolic group. It is known that it obtains the maximal growth if and only if the quotient group is amenable (see [25] and references therein). Therefore, the above result could not be derived from Cantrell–Reyes’ work [17].

Corollary 1.11 (Corollary 7.8). Suppose that a group G acts on (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property. Let H_n ◁ H_{n−1} ◁ · · · ◁ H_1 ◁ H_0 = G be a subnormal sequence of subgroups with unbounded orbits in either X_1 or X_2. Then, G has MLS rigidity from H_n.

When the actions are assumed to be proper, we can improve Theorem 1.10 to a wider class of confined subgroups, introduced in [44] in the study of ideals in group algebras. Confined subgroups can arise as uniformly recurrent subgroups [38] on the Chabauty space of subgroups, and are recently studied for various countable groups in [8]. We refer to these paper for further references. Geometrically, a confined subgroup H in a geometric action of G on a metric space X is equivalent to the bounded injective radius of X/H. Recent works [21, 34] emphasise the geometric aspects, which we follow in this paper.

A subgroup H of G is called confined if there exists a finite subset P ⊆ G \ {1} such that gHg^{−1} ∩ P ≠ ∅ for every g ∈ G. We refer P as the confining subset. If a group G acts properly on a geodesic metric space with contracting property, there exists a unique maximal finite normal subgroup E(G) ◁ G called the elliptic radical of G, which fixes pointwise the limit points of all contracting elements. In this case, an infinite normal subgroup of G is confined with a confining subset disjoint with E(G).

Theorem 1.12 (Theorem 7.19). Suppose that a group G acts properly on (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property, respectively. Let H ≤ G be a confined subgroup with a confining subset disjoint with E(G). Then, G has MLS rigidity from H.

We remark that Theorem 1.12 is new even in the class of hyperbolic groups.

Following Osin [55], a subgroup H of G is called geometrically dense if [Λ_{Xi} H] = [Λ_{Xi} G] for i = 1, 2. Geometrically dense (non-normal) subgroups exist in abundance as random and stationary invariant subgroups on the Chabauty space of subgroups in [55] and [34] respectively. This will be extended for groups with contracting property in a future work.

In particular, the answer to Question 1.9 can be any geometrically dense subgroup satisfying a condition called Extension Condition.

Theorem 1.13 (Theorem 8.11). Suppose that a group G acts properly on (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property respectively. Let H < G be a geometrically dense subgroup with contracting property and satisfying Extension Condition. Then G has MLS rigidity from H.

This theorem also generalises the recent result by Hao in [42, Theorem B], where the author derived a similar result in the setting of closed negatively curved Riemannian manifolds. We emphasise that Theorem 1.12 could not be derived immediately from Theorem 1.13, even though confined subgroups are geometrically dense under appropriate conditions. Actually, Theorem 1.12 is proved by direct means without verifying Extension Condition.

Roughly speaking, a geometrically dense subgroup H ≤ G satisfies Extension Condition if the orbit map ρ_H : Ho_1 → Ho_2 can be extended continuously to a G-equivariant map ρ̄ : Λ_{X1} (G) → Λ_{X2} (G). There are several situations (cf. Lemma 8.9) in which Extension Condition is fulfilled. For an example without Extension Condition, see Example 8.10.

In [46], Healy-Hruska recently proved that Extension Condition holds under cusp-uniform actions on hyperbolic spaces with constant horospherical distortions. Rank-1 symmetric spaces and cusped spaces by combinatorial horoballs have constant horospherical distortions (see [46] for more details). Hence, together with Theorem 1.7, MLS rigidity from geometrically dense subgroups holds in relatively hyperbolic groups.

Corollary 1.14 (Corollary 8.14). Suppose that two cusp-uniform actions of G on (X_1, d_1), (X_2, d_2) as in Theorem 1.7 have constant horospherical distortions. If K < G is a geometrically dense subgroup and the two actions have the same MLS on K, then there exists a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry X_1 → X_2.

For rank-1 symmetric spaces, a stronger conclusion actually holds. In [49], Inkang Kim proved that Zariski dense (possibly indiscrete) subgroups are determined by the same MLS up to conjugacy.

At the completion of writing this paper, we found the very recent paper of Yanlong Hao [43] where Theorem 1.7 was independently proved as [43, Theorem A]. Our Extension Condition was also introduced independently for Gromov boundary of hyperbolic spaces, which is called comparable actions there. In particular, Theorem 1.13 for the case that X_i are proper and roughly complete hyperbolic spaces and the G-actions are dense at infinity follows from [43, Theorem B], which is a combination of our Theorem 1.13 and a G-coarsely equivariant version of the extension theorem for bilipschitz boundary maps [15, Theorem 7.1.2]. However, our Theorem 1.13 could apply to any metric spaces with horofunction boundary.

1.4. MLS rigidity from subsets. Following the path of Cantrell–Reyes [17], we attempt to give some preliminary results on MLS rigidity from ‘large’ subsets in Question 1.9. We quantify the largeness using the growth rate of a subset E ⊆ G with respect to the proper action G ↷ (X_i, d_i) as follows: for given i = 1, 2,

(1.15) δ_i(E) := lim sup_{n→∞} log ♯{g ∈ E : d_i(o_i, go_i) ≤ n} n and the growth rate of conjugacy classes in E using stable translation length

(1.16) δ^c_i (E) := lim sup_{n→∞} log ♯{[g] : g ∈ E, ℓ_i(g) ≤ n} n . If G ↷ X_i is co-compact, then δ_i(E) < ∞, but δ^c_i (E) may still be infinite. If X_1 and X_2 (e.g. CAT(0) and hyperbolic spaces) are coarsely convex (cf. Definition 9.1), the stable translation length differs by a bounded amount from the algebraic length by Lemma 9.2, so we see that δ^c_i (E) < ∞. For this reason, we assume G ↷ (X_i, d_i) are proper and cocompact actions on coarsely convex spaces.

As demonstrated in Cantrell–Reyes [17], it is crucial to understand the Manhattan curves introduced by Burger [13], which are the boundary of the regions where the following two series take finite values: P(a, b) = ∑ g∈G e^{−ad2(o2,go2 )−bd1(o1,go1)}, Q(a, b) = ∑ [g]∈conj(G) e^{−aℓd2 (g)−bℓd1 (g)}, where conj(G) denotes the set of all conjugacy classes in G. Namely, for any given a ∈ R, denote θ(a) = inf {b ∈ R | P(a, b) < +∞} and Θ(a) = inf {b ∈ R | Q(a, b) < +∞}. Again, if X_1 and X_2 (e.g. CAT(0) and hyperbolic spaces) are coarsely convex, then Θ(a) ∈ (−∞, +∞).

Given i = 1, 2, we say that a subset E ⊆ G is exponentially generic in d_i if δ_i(G \ E) < δ_i(G).

Theorem 1.17 (Theorem 9.17). Suppose that a group G acts properly and cocompactly on two coarsely convex geodesic spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property, respectively. Assume the curve {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is either globally strictly convex or a straight line and that δ_1(G) = δ_2(G). Then, (1) for any subset E ⊆ G with δ^c_1(E) = δ^c_1(G), G has MLS rigidity from E; (2) for any exponentially generic subset E ⊆ G in d_1 or d_2, G has MLS rigidity from E.

In practice, it is a hard problem to prove the dichotomy, that is, global strict convexity or linearity of the Manhattan curves. Since the dichotomy can be derived from an analyticity of the curve, there are some examples which satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.17. If G is a hyperbolic group, Cantrell–Tanaka [20, Theorem 5.4] proved that the analyticity for any pair of word metrics and of strongly hyperbolic metrics (including Green metrics). Recently, Cantrell–Reyes [18, Theorem 1.2] showed the analyticity for a pair of geometric actions with good properties on CAT(0) cube complexes endowed with weighted combinatorial metrics. This includes cubulable non-elementary hyperbolic groups, some infinite families of right-angled Artin and Coxeter groups. Therefore, Theorem 1.17 applies to those classes of groups, for which MLS rigidity holds for large subsets.

1.5. Key technique: Extension Lemma. A large proportion of existing proofs for MLS rigidity demonstrate a strong relation with ergodic theory. The major techniques adapted by Furman in [32] include Patterson–Sullivan measure and geodesic flow, which influenced a large number of later works including [19, 42, 52]. Another inspiration comes from earlier work considering MLS rigidity in symmetric spaces, for example, [13,28,49]. In [13], Burger introduced the Manhattan curve to demonstrate the relation between two different metrics on a group. This technique is widely applied in later works including [16, 17, 19]. In addition, in proof of MLS rigidity for hyperbolic groups, Cantrell–Reyes [16] relied on Cannon’s automatic structure. On the other hand, those works considering relatively hyperbolic groups, including [31, 51], are mainly based on metric geometry.

Our proof uses a unified method in different group actions and is purely based on elementary metric geometry, which captures the general contracting property in various group actions. The most important tool in proving all the results is the Extension Lemma [60, Lemma 2.14], which is a key lemma in the study of groups with contracting elements. For convenience, we state here a simplified result and refer the reader to Section 3 for details.

Lemma 1.18. Suppose that G admits an isometric action on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with contracting property. Let o ∈ X be a basepoint. Then there exist ϵ_0 > 0 and a set F of three elements in G such that for any two elements g, h ∈ G, there exists f ∈ F such that g · f · h is almost a geodesic: |d(o, gfh · o) − d(o, g · o) − d(o, h · o)| ≤ ϵ_0. Remark 1.19. This result is best illustrated for a free group G = F_2 with standard generating set G = ⟨a, b⟩. In this case, we can choose F = { a, b, a^{−1} } and ϵ_0 = 1.

One crucial step in understanding Question 1.4 and Question 1.9 is to relate two group actions with contracting property through a set of elements called simultaneously contracting elements: SC(G) = {g ∈ G | g is contracting on both X_1 and X_2}.

A notion named admissible paths (cf. Definition 2.18) is highly relevant in the application of Lemma 1.18, which captures a special class of consecutive geodesic segments in a metric space. For instance, the path labelled by (g, f, h) in Lemma 1.18 is an example of admissible path. One important property of admissible paths is that ‘long’ periodic admissible paths are contracting [35, Proposition 2.9]. This enables us to construct many more contracting elements from given ones in use of Lemma 1.18, and in particular, we show that SC(G) ≠ ∅ (Proposition 4.2). Roughly speaking, we can choose an element h ∈ G contracting in X_2 and an element f ∈ F ⊂ G from a set of three contracting elements in X_1. An appropriate element g ∈ G and a sufficiently large integer n ≫ 0 is chosen so that the path labelled by (· · · , h^ng, f, h^ng, f, · · · ) is a “long” admissible path in X_1 and that the path labelled by (· · · , h^n, gf, h^n, gf, · · · ) is a “long” admissible path in X_2. This implies that the element h^ngf ∈ SC(G).

Lemma 1.18 also relates the stable translation length of an element with the translation length at a basepoint up to a finite perturbation (Corollary 3.4). Combined with the notion of simultaneously contracting elements, we demonstrate here a concise result.

Lemma 1.20 (Corollary 4.8). Let a group G admit two actions on two geodesic spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property, respectively. There exist ϵ > 0 and a set S ⊆ SC(G) of at most 15 elements such that for any g ∈ G, we can choose f ∈ S so that the following holds.

(1) ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ, for i = 1, 2; (2) gf, fg ∈ SC(G). Structure of the paper. This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we expand on a series of works by Yang in [35, 59, 60] considering the metric geometry in the scope of group actions with contracting property, and mainly cover the preliminary material about contracting systems, admissible paths and group actions with contracting property. The most important tool, the so-called Extension Lemma, is given in Section 3. Besides that, we construct a collection of simultaneously contracting elements for two group actions in Section 4. Then, we prove Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.8 in Section 5. In Section 6, we focus on the applications in relatively hyperbolic groups and prove Theorem 1.7. In Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.10 and the proof guides us to the proof of Theorem 1.12. To relate the stable length of a contracting element with the Gromov product of two boundary points, we recall the definition of horofunction boundary at first in Section 8 and then prove Theorem 1.13 in this section, which implies Corollary 1.14. Finally, in Section 9, we follow the idea of Cantrell–Reyes [17] to prove Theorem 1.17.

Acknowledgments. We thank the anonymous referees for many useful comments and in particular, for the reference [6] on Theorem 1.10. R. W. is supported by NSFC No.12471065 & 12326601 and in part by Science and Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality (No. 22DZ2229014). W. Y. is partially supported by National Key R & D Program of China (SQ2020YFA070059) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12131009 and No.12326601).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations and definitions.

Notation 2.1. (1) Let (X, d) be a metric space. (i). For A, B ⊆ X, d(A, B) = inf {d(x, y) | x ∈ A, y ∈ B}. (ii). For A ⊆ X and C ≥ 0, N_C (A) = {x ∈ X | d(x, A) ≤ C}.

(iii). For A, B ⊆ X, the Hausdorff distance d_H (A, B) = inf {r ≥ 0 | N_r(A) ⊃ B, N_r(B) ⊃ A}. (iv). For A ⊆ X, the diameter diam(A) = sup {d(x, y) | x, y ∈ A}.

(2) Let (X, d) be a metric space.

(i). A path α : [0, L] → X is called a (resp. c-rough) geodesic segment, if d(α(s), α(t)) = |s − t| (resp. |d(α(s), α(t)) − |s − t|| ≤ c) ∀s, t ∈ [0, L]. (ii). The length of a (c-rough) geodesic segment α : [0, L] → X is denoted by Len(α) = L. (iii). For a path γ : [a, b] → X, γ_− = γ(a), γ_+ = γ(b); and for any a ≤ s < t ≤ b with γ(s) = x and γ(t) = y, [x, y]_γ denotes the subpath of γ between x and y: γ|_{[s,t]} : [s, t] → X.

(iv). The metric space (X, d) is called (c-roughly) geodesic if for any two points x, y ∈ X, there exists a (c-rough) geodesic segment α such that α_− = x and α_+ = y.

(v). Let X be a (c-roughly) geodesic metric space. For any two points x, y ∈ X, [x, y] denotes an arbitrary (c-rough) geodesic segment α with α_− = x and α_+ = y.

(3) Let (X, d) and (Y, d_∗) be two metric spaces, and f : X → Y be a map.

(i). f is called a (λ, c)-quasi-isometric embedding for some λ ≥ 1 and c ≥ 0 if for any x_1, x_2 ∈ X, 1 λ d(x_1, x_2) − c ≤ d_∗(f(x_1), f(x_2)) ≤ λd(x_1, x_2) + c.

It is called a (λ, c)-quasi-isometry if there exists a quasi-inverse g : Y → X such that sup_{x∈X} d(x, g(f(x))) < ∞ and sup_{y∈Y} d_∗(y, f(g(y))) < ∞. If X ⊂ (−∞, +∞) is an interval, f is called a (λ, c)-quasi-geodesic.

(ii). f is called a rough isometry if f is a (1, c)-quasi-isometry for some c ≥ 0. (iii). Suppose a group G acts by isometries on both X and Y . The map f : X → Y is called G-coarsely equivariant, if sup {d_∗(f(g · x), g · f(x)) | x ∈ X, g ∈ G} < +∞. (4) For any two functions ϕ, φ, we use the notation ϕ ∼ φ (resp. ϕ ≺ φ) to mean that there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that |ϕ − φ| ≤ C (resp. ϕ ≤ Cφ). If C = C(c_1, · · · , c_k), then we denote it as ϕ ∼_{c1,··· ,ck} φ (resp. ϕ ≺_{c1,··· ,ck} φ). If ϕ ≺ φ and φ ≺ ϕ, then we write ϕ ≍ φ.

Entry and exit points. Given a property (P), a point z on a geodesic segment α is called the entry point satisfying (P) if d(z, α_−) is minimal among the points z on α with the property (P). The exit point satisfying (P) is defined similarly so that d(w, α_+) is minimal.

For brevity, we will only deal with the following simple case in Section 2 and Section 3, and similar results can be generalised to non-proper and roughly geodesic cases.

Convention 2.2. In Section 2 and Section 3, all geodesic metric spaces are assumed to be proper.

In this case, we have a concise definition for the closest point projection. For any subsets A, B ⊆ X, and any two points x, x^′ ∈ X. (1) π_A(x) = { y ∈ A | d(x, y) = d(x, A) } . (2) π_A(B) = ∪_{x∈B}π_A(x) for A, B ⊆ X. (3) d^π_A(x, x^′) = diam (π_A({x, x^′})).

Marked Length Spectrum. For an isometric group action on a metric space, we focus on a series of values named marked length spectrum, which coincides with the length of closed geodesics when we consider π_1(M) ↷ ~M for a negatively curved Riemannian manifold M.

Recall the following definition for marked length spectrum in Introduction.

Definition 2.3 (Marked Length Spectrum). Suppose a group G acts isometrically on a metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X. For every g ∈ G, the stable translation length of g is defined as

ℓ_d(g) = lim_{n→+∞} d(o, g^no) n . And we call the function ℓ_d : G → [0, +∞) given by g → ℓ_d(g) the marked length spectrum (or MLS for short) for this action.

Remark 2.4. (1) The limit exists due to sub-additivity: d(o, g^{n+m}o) ≤ d(o, g^no) + d(o, g^mo). (2) By triangle inequality, ℓ_d(g) ≤ d(o, go).

(3) The marked length spectrum is independent with the choice of the basepoint, since |d(o, g^no) − d(o^′, g^no^′)| ≤ 2d(o, o^′), for all g ∈ G, o, o^′ ∈ X. (4) The marked length spectrum is homogeneous: ℓ_d(g^n) = |n| ℓ_d(g) for all g ∈ G and n ∈ Z. (5) The marked length spectrum is invariant under conjugation: ℓ_d(hgh^{−1}) = ℓ_d(g) for all g, h ∈ G, since | |d(o, hgnh−1o) − d(o, gno) | | ≤ 2d(o, ho). There are two commonly used terminologies closely related with marked length spectrum.

Definition 2.5. Suppose a group G acts isometrically on a metric space (X, d).

(1) The algebraic translation length of an element g ∈ G with respect to a basepoint o ∈ X is defined as ℓ^o_d(g) = inf_{x∈G·o} d(x, gx). The function ℓ^o_d : G → [0, +∞) is called the marked algebraic length spectrum (or MALS for short) for this action.

(2) The minimal translation length of an element g ∈ G is defined as μ_d(g) = inf_{x∈X} d(x, gx). The function μ_d : G → [0, +∞) is called the marked minimal length spectrum (or MMLS for short) for this action.

As a direct corollary of Remark 2.4 (2), for any basepoint o ∈ X and any element g ∈ G, we have ℓ_d(g) ≤ μ_d(g) ≤ ℓ^o_d(g) ≤ d(o, go). Therefore, for any n ∈ N, nℓ_d(g) = ℓ_d(g^n) ≤ μ_d(g^n) ≤ ℓ^o_d(g^n) ≤ d(o, g^no). Hence,

ℓ_d(g) = lim_{n→+∞} μ_d(g^n) n = lim_{n→+∞} ℓ^o_d(g^n) n . (2.6)

2.2. Contracting system.

Definition 2.7 (Contracting Subset). Let (X, d) be a geodesic metric space. A subset Y ⊆ X is called Ccontracting for C ≥ 0 if for any geodesic (segement) α in X with d(α, Y ) ≥ C, we have diam(π_Y (α)) ≤ C. Y is called a contracting subset if there exists C ≥ 0 such that Y is C-contracting, and C is called a contraction constant of Y .

Example 2.8. The following are well-known examples of contracting subsets.

(1) Bounded sets in a metric space.

(2) Quasi-geodesics and quasi-convex subsets in Gromov hyperbolic spaces. [37] (3) Fully quasi-convex subgroups, and maximal parabolic subgroups in particular, in relatively hyperbolic groups. [36, Proposition 8.2.4] (4) The subgroup generated by a hyperbolic element in groups with non-trivial Floyd boundary. [59, Section 7] (5) Contracting segments and axes of rank-1 elements in CAT(0)-spaces in the sense of Bestvina and Fujiwara. [4, Corollary 3.4] (6) The axis of any pseudo-Anosov element in the Teichmüller space equiped with Teichmüller distance by Minsky. [50]

It has been proven in [4, Corollary 3.4] that the definition of a contracting subset is equivalent to the following one considered by Minsky [50]:

A subset Y ⊆ X is contracting if and only if there exists C^′ ≥ 0 such that any open metric ball B with B ∩ Y = ∅ satisfies diam(π_Y (B)) ≤ C^′

Despite this equivalence, we always base on Definition 2.7 for a contracting subset. We introduce some basic properties of contracting subsets.

Lemma 2.9. Let Y ⊆ X be any C-contracting subset. Then for any x, y ∈ X, d^π_Y (x, y) ≤ d(x, y) + 4C.

Proof. Consider a geodesic segment α = [x, y]. If d(α, Y ) ≥ C, then d^π_Y (x, y) ≤ C by definition. Otherwise, let z and w be the entry and exit point of α ∩ N_C (Y ). For any a ∈ π_Y (x), b ∈ π_Y (y), p ∈ π_Y (z), q ∈ π_Y (w), it suffices to show that d(a, b) ≤ d(x, y) + 4C.

When x ≠ z, the definition of a C-contracting subset implies d(a, p) ≤ diam(π_Y ([x, z])) ≤ C. By triangle inequality, d(a, z) ≤ d(a, p) + d(z, p) ≤ 2C. On the other hand, when x = z, obviously d(a, z) ≤ C. In either case, d(a, z) ≤ 2C and similarly, d(b, w) ≤ 2C. Therefore, d(a, b) ≤ d(a, z) + d(b, w) + d(z, w) ≤ 4C + d(x, y). □ Lemma 2.10. Let Y ⊆ X be a C-contracting subset. For any point o ∈ Y , x ∈ X, and a ∈ π_Y (x), we have d(o, x) ≥ d(o, a) + d(a, x) − 4C. Proof. Let α = [o, x] be any geodesic connecting o and x, and let z ∈ α be the exit point of α ∩ N_C (Y ). If z = x, then the result is obvious. Hence we only consider the case when z ≠ x. Then [z, x]_α ∩ N_C (Y ) = ∅. Choose a point w ∈ π_Y (z), then d(w, a) ≤ C and d(w, z) ≤ C. Hence d(o, x) = d(o, z) + d(z, x) ≥ (d(o, w) − C) + (d(w, x) − C) ≥ (d(o, a) − 2C) + (d(a, x) − 2C). □ Lemma 2.11. Let Y ⊆ X be a C-contracting subset. For any two points x, y ∈ X, and any a ∈ π_Y (x), b ∈ π_Y (y), if d(a, b) > C, then d(x, y) ≥ d(x, a) + d(a, b) + d(b, y) − 8C. Proof. Let [x, y] be any geodesic connecting x and y. As d(a, b) > C, it follows from the definition of contracting set that [x, y] ∩ N_C (Y ) ≠ ∅. Denote x^′(y^′) as the entry (exit) point of [x, y] in N_C (Y ). The case when x = x^′ or y = y^′ is guaranteed by Lemma 2.10. Therefore, we only consider the case when x ≠ x^′ and y ≠ y^′. Then d(a, π_Y (x^′)) ≤ diam(π_Y ([x, x^′])) ≤ C and d(x^′, π_Y (x^′)) ≤ C. This gives that d(a, x^′) ≤ 2C and similarly one has that d(b, y^′) ≤ 2C. Hence, d(x, y) = d(x, x^′) + d(x^′, y^′) + d(y^′, y) ≥ d(x, a) − d(a, x^′) + d(a, b) − d(a, x^′) − d(b, y^′) + d(b, y) − d(b, y^′) ≥ d(x, a) + d(a, b) + d(b, y) − 8C completing the proof. □

Lemma 2.12. Let Y, Z ⊆ X be two subsets with d_H (Y, Z) < ∞. If Y is contracting, then Z is also contracting.

Proof. Suppose d_H (Y, Z) < D < ∞ and Y is C-contracting, we will show that Z is (6D + 7C)-contracting.

Suppose α = [x, y] is a geodesic segment such that d(α, Z) ≥ 6D + 7C. For any a ∈ π_Z (x), p ∈ π_Y (x), there exist p^′ ∈ Z, a^′ ∈ Y such that d(a, a^′) ≤ D, d(p, p^′) ≤ D. We will first show that d(a^′, p) ≤ 2D + 3C, and consequently d(a, p) ≤ 3D + 3C.

Denote l = d(x, Y ) = d(x, p), then d(x, a^′) ≤ d(x, a) + D = d(x, Z) + D ≤ d(x, p^′) + D ≤ l + 2D. Let w ∈ [x, a^′] be the entry point in N_C (Y ). If x = w, then l ≤ C and d(a^′, p) ≤ d(x, a^′) + d(x, p) ≤ 2l + 2D ≤

2D + 2C. Thus it suffices to consider the case when x ≠ w. In this case, l ≥ C. Choose a point z ∈ π_Y (w), then d(w, z) = C, d(x, w) ≥ l − C and d(w, a^′) = d(x, a^′) − d(w, a^′) ≤ (l + 2D) − (l − C) = 2D + C. As [x, w] ∩ N_C (Y ) = ∅, we have d^π_Y (x, w) ≤ C. Therefore, d(a^′, p) ≤ d(a^′, w) + d(w, z) + d(z, p) ≤ (2D + C) + C + C = 2D + 3C.

Similarly, for any b ∈ π_Z (y) and q ∈ π_Y (y), we have d(b, q) ≤ 3D + 3C.

Notice that d(α, Y ) ≥ d(α, Z) − d_H (Y, Z) ≥ 6D + 7C − D ≥ C, hence d^π_Y (x, y) ≤ C. Thus d(a, b) ≤ d(a, p) + d(p, q) + d(q, b) ≤ (3D + 3C) + C + (3D + 3C) = 6D + 7C, and d^π_Z (x, y) ≤ 6D + 7C. □

Lemma 2.13. Suppose Y ⊆ X is a C-contracting subset. Then for any x, y ∈ N_C (Y ), α = [x, y] ⊆ N_{3C} (Y ).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may suppose C > 0. Suppose by contrary that there exists a point p ∈ α such that d(p, Y ) ≥ 3C. Let z ∈ [x, p]_α be the exit point of N_C (Y ), and let w ∈ [p, y]_α be the entry point of N_C (Y ). Then d(z, Y ) = d(w, Y ) = C. choose arbitrary points a ∈ π_Y (z) and b ∈ π_Y (w). Notice that d([z, w]_α, Y ) ≥ C, hence d(a, b) ≤ C. Thus d(z, w) ≤ d(z, a) + d(a, b) + d(b, w) ≤ 3C. On the other hand d(z, w) = d(z, p) + d(p, w) ≥ |d(z, Y ) − d(p, Y )| + |d(p, Y ) − d(w, Y )| ≥ 4C, which is a contradiction. □ Definition 2.14 (Bounded Intersection). Two subsets Y, Z ⊆ X have R-bounded intersection for a function R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) if diam(N_r(Y ) ∩ N_r(Z)) ≤ R(r), for all r ≥ 0.

Definition 2.15 (Bounded Projection). Two subsets Y, Z ⊆ X have B-bounded projection for some B > 0 if either diam(π_Z (Y )) ≤ B, or diam(π_Y (Z)) ≤ B.

Lemma 2.16. Assume that Y, Y^′ are two C-contracting subsets in a geodesic metric space X. Then Y and Y^′ have R-bounded intersection for some R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) if and only if they have B-bounded projection for some B > 0. Here R and B depend on the other in a quantitative way:

diam(π_Y ′ (Y )) ≤ B ⇒ diam(N_r(Y ) ∩ N_r(Y^′)) ≤ B + 8C + 4r;

diam(N_r(Y ) ∩ N_r(Y^′)) ≤ R(r) ⇒ max {diam(π_Y ′ (Y )), diam(π_Y (Y^′))} ≤ 6C + R(3C).

Proof. (1). Bounded Projection ⇒ Bounded Intersection

Suppose diam(π_Y ′ (Y )) ≤ B. For any x_0, y_0 ∈ N_r(Y )∩N_r(Y^′), we can find x, y ∈ Y such that d(x_0, x) ≤ r, d(y_0, y) ≤ r. Choose x^′ ∈ π_Y ′ (x_0), y^′ ∈ π_Y ′ (y_0), then d(x_0, x^′) ≤ r, d(y_0, y^′) ≤ r. Choose x^{′′} ∈ π_Y ′ (x), y^{′′} ∈ π_Y ′ (y), then d(x^{′′}, y^{′′}) ≤ diam(π_Y ′ (Y )) ≤ B. According to Lemma 2.9, d(x^′, x^{′′}) ≤ d(x_0, x) + 4C ≤ r + 4C, and similarly d(y^′, y^{′′}) ≤ r + 4C. Hence d(x_0, y_0) ≤ d(x_0, x^′) + d(x^′, x^{′′}) + d(x^{′′}, y^{′′}) + d(y^{′′}, y^′) + d(y^′, y_0) ≤ B + 8C + 4r.

(2). Bounded Intersection ⇒ Bounded Projection Suppose diam(N_r(Y ) ∩ N_r(Y^′)) ≤ R(r). For any x, y ∈ Y , consider the geodesic segment α = [x, y].

According to Lemma 2.13, α ⊆ N_{3C} (Y ). We will show that d^π_Y ′ (x, y) ≤ R(3C) + 6C.

If d(α, Y^′) ≥ C, then d^π_Y ′ (x, y) ≤ diam(π_Y ′ (α)) ≤ C. Therefore, it suffices to consider the case when α ∩ N_C (Y^′) ≠ ∅. Let z, w ∈ α be the entry and exit point of α ∩ N_C (Y^′). Then z, w ∈ N_{3C} (Y ) ∩ N_{3C} (Y^′), hence d(z, w) ≤ R(3C). According to Lemma 2.9, d^π_Y ′ (z, w) ≤ R(3C) + 4C.

If x ≠ z and y ≠ w, then [x, z] ∩ N_C (Y^′) = ∅ and d^π_Y ′ (x, z) ≤ C and similarly d^π_Y ′ (w, y) ≤ C. Thus, d^π_Y ′ (x, y) ≤ d^π_Y ′ (x, z) + d^π_Y ′ (z, w) + d^π_Y ′ (x, y) ≤ R(3C) + 6C. Similar results also hold when x = z or y = w.

Hence diam(π_Y ′ (Y )) ≤ R(3C) + 6C, and the same result holds for diam(π_Y (Y^′)). □

Definition 2.17 (Contracting system). Let (X, d) be a geodesic metric space, and X = {X_i | i ∈ I} be a collection of subsets in X.

(1) X is called a contracting system if each X_i is a contracting subset. (2) X has contraction constant C if every X_i has contraction constant C.

(3) X has R-bounded intersection if every pair X_i and X_j have R-bounded intersection (i ≠ j ∈ I).

2.3. Admissible path.

Definition 2.18 (Admissible path). Let (X, d) be a geodesic metric space and X be a contracting system in X. Given D, τ ≥ 0 and a function R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) called the bounded intersection gauge, a path γ is called a (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X, if the path γ consists of a (finite, infinite or bi-infinite) sequence of consecutive geodesic segments γ = · · · q_ip_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · , satisfying the following “Long Local” and “Bounded Projection” properties:

(LL1) For each p_i there exists X_i ∈ X such that the two endpoints of p_i lies in X_i, and Len(p_i) > D unless p_i is the first or last geodesic segment in γ.

(BP) For each X_i we have d^π_{Xi} ((p_i)_+, (p_{i+1})_−) ≤ τ, and d^π_{Xi} ((p_{i−1})_+, (p_i)_−) ≤ τ. Here (p_{i+1})_− = γ_+ if p_{i+1} does not exist, and (p_{i−1})_+ = γ_− if p_{i−1} does not exist.

(LL2) Either X_i ≠ X_{i+1} and X_i and X_{i+1} have R-bounded intersection, or d((p_i)_+, (p_{i+1})_−) > D.

Definition 2.19 (Special Admissible Path). Under the same assumption as Definition 2.18, given D, τ ≥ 0, γ is called a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X, if it satisfies (LL1), (BP) and (LL2’): (LL2’) d((p_i)_+, (p_{i+1})_−) > D.

Notation 2.20. For a (D, τ)-admissible path γ = · · · q_ip_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · with respect to X defined in Definition 2.18 (or Definition 2.19), let X_i ∈ X be the contracting subset associated to p_i according to (LL1).

(1) The endpoints of each geodesic segment: (p_i)_+, (p_i)_−, (q_i)_−, (q_i)_+ are called vertices of γ. (2) The collection of all X_i’s is denoted by X(γ), which forms a contracting system in X. (3) γ has Len_q-constant L, if for each i, Len(q_i) ≤ L; and γ has Len_p-constant K, if for each i, Len(p_i) ≤ K.

In the following definitions, a sequence of points x_i in a path α is called linearly ordered if x_{i+1} ∈ [x_i, α_+]_α for each i.

Definition 2.21 (Fellow Travel). Let γ = p_0q_1p_1 · · · q_np_n be a (D, τ)-admissible path, and α be a path such that α_− = γ_−, α_+ = γ_+. Given ϵ > 0, the path α ϵ-fellow travels γ if there exists a sequence of linearly ordered points z_i, w_i (0 ≤ i ≤ n) on α such that d(z_i, (p_i)_−) ≤ ϵ, d(w_i, (p_i)_+) ≤ ϵ.

Proposition 2.22 ( [59, Proposition 3.3 and Corollary 3.9] ). Suppose (X, d) is a geodesic metric space and X is a contracting system of X with some contraction constant C. For any τ > 0 and R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞), there are constants D = D(τ, C, R) > 0, ϵ = ϵ(τ, C, R) > 0, B = B(τ, C, R) > 0, such that the following holds.

Let γ be any (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X and the bounded intersection gauge R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞), and γ consists of a finite sequence of geodesic segments γ = · · · q_ip_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · with each p_i having endpoints in X_i ∈ X.

(1) diam(π_{Xi} ([γ_−, (p_i)_−]_γ )) ≤ B, diam(π_{Xi} ([(p_i)_+, γ_+]_γ )) ≤ B. (2) Let α be a geodesic segment between γ_− and γ_+. Then α ϵ-fellow travels γ.

In addition, if γ is a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X, then D = D(τ, C), ϵ = ϵ(τ, C), B = B(τ, C) are only dependent on τ and C.

Corollary 2.23. Let X be a contracting system of X with some contraction constant C. For any τ > 0 and ν : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞), let D = D(τ, C, ν) > 0 be given by Proposition 2.22. Then for any (D, τ)-admissible path γ with respect to X and the bounded intersection gauge ν, the contracting system X(γ) has R-bounded intersection, with R = R_{τ,C,ν} .

In addition, if γ is a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X then D = D(τ, C) and R = R_{τ,C} are only dependent on τ and C.

Proof. Suppose γ = · · · q_ip_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · , and let B = B(τ, C) be given by Proposition 2.22. We will show that X(γ) = {X_i} has 2B-bounded projection.

For any i < j (the case i > j is similar), and for any x ∈ X_j , consider a special (D, τ)-admissible path α = p_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · p_{j−1}q_j [(p_j )_−, x]. According to Proposition 2.22 (1), d^π_{Xi} ([(p_i)_+, γ_+]) ≤ B. Especially, d^π_{Xi} ((p_j )_−, x) ≤ B, ∀x ∈ X_j .

Hence diam(π_{Xi} (X_j )) ≤ 2B, and the result follows according to Lemma 2.16. □

Proposition 2.24 ( [60, Proposition 2.9] ). Let X be a contracting system of X with contraction constant C and R-bounded intersection. For any τ > 0 there is a constant D = D(τ, C, R) > 0, such that any (D, τ)-admissible path γ with respect to X with Len_q -constant L and Len_p-constant K is c-contracting, for some c = c(τ, C, R, L, K) > 0. Convention 2.25 (Path Label Convention). Suppose G acts by isometry on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X. A path labelled by a sequence of elements (· · · , g_{−1}, g_0, g_1, g_2, g_3, · · · ) in G denotes a path γ consisting of a sequence of geodesic segments γ = · · · ∪ [g^{−1}_0 g^{−1}_{−1} o, g^{−1}_0 o] ∪ [g^{−1}_0 o, o] ∪ [o, g_1o] ∪ [g_1o, g_1g_2o] ∪ · · · ∪ [g_1 · · · g_no, g_1 · · · g_{n+1}o] ∪ · · · . The endpoints of these geodesic segments are called vertices.

2.4. Group actions with contracting property.

In this subsection, we assume that a group G acts by isometry on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o.

Definition 2.26 (Contracting Element). An element h ∈ G is called a contracting element if ⟨h⟩ · o is a contracting subset in X and the map Z → X, n → h^no is a quasi-isometric embedding.

Lemma 2.27. For any contracting element h ∈ G, there exists ϵ > 0 such that the following property holds: for any integers l < m < n and any geodesic segment α = [h^lo, h^no], d(h^mo, α) ≤ ϵ.

Proof. By Definition 2.26, ⟨h⟩ o is C-contracting for some C ≥ 0. It follows from Lemma 2.13 that α = [h^lo, h^no] ⊆ N_{3C} (⟨h⟩ o). For each point x ∈ α, let I_x = { k ∈ Z | d(x, h^k o) ≤ 3C } . Then I_x ≠ ∅. In addition, l ∈ I_hl_o and n ∈ I_hn_o.

By intermediate value principle, there exist two points x, y ∈ α with d(x, y) ≤ 1, such that there exist two integers r ≤ m ≤ s so that r ∈ I_x and s ∈ I_y. Hence, d(h^ro, h^so) ≤ d(h^ro, x) + d(x, y) + d(y, h^so) ≤ 6C + 1.

Definition 2.26 also provides that the map Z → X, n → h^no is a (λ, c)-quasi-isometric embedding. That is,^1_λ |j − i| − c ≤ d(h^io, h^j o) ≤ λ |j − i| + c for any i, j ∈ Z. Therefore, d(h^mo, α) ≤ d(h^mo, x) ≤ d(h^mo, h^ro) + d(h^ro, x) ≤ λ(m − r) + c + 3C ≤ λ(s − r) + c + 3C ≤ λ^2(d(h^r o, h^so)) + (λ^2 + 1)c + 3C ≤ λ^2(6C + c + 1) + c + 3C.

By setting ϵ := λ^2(6C + c + 1) + c + 3C, we complete the proof. □

Definition 2.28 (weakly independent). Suppose g, h ∈ G are two contracting elements. g and h are called weakly independent if ⟨g⟩ · o and ⟨h⟩ · o have R-bounded intersection for some R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞).

Remark 2.29. The definition of “weak-independence” is a weaker condition compared with the term “independence” in [35, 60], but if the action is proper (always in the case there), then these two notions of independence actually coincide for a pair of non-conjugate elements. We caution reader that in most literature, weakly-independence is just called independence. We made the above difference, in order to be distinguished with our earlier use in [35, 60].

As a straightforward application of Lemma 2.12, one can generate a new contracting element h^′ from a contracting element h by one of the following operations: (1) h^{′n} = h, for some n ∈ Z; (2) h^′ = h^m, for some m ∈ Z; (3) h^′ = khk^{−1}, for some k ∈ G.

In addition, if h and g are two weakly independent contracting elements, then: (1) If h^{′n} = h for some n ∈ Z, or h^′ = h^m for some m ∈ Z, then h^′ and g are weakly independent. (2) khk^{−1} and kgk^{−1} are weakly independent, for any k ∈ G.

Lemma 2.30. Suppose g, h ∈ G are two weakly independent contracting elements. Then there exists N > 0 such that the following holds.

(1) For any n, m ≥ N, g^nh^m is a contracting element. (2) For any n, m ≥ N, { (h^mg^n)^kh(h^mg^n)^{−k} | k ∈ Z } is a collection of pairwise weakly independent contracting elements.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.16, diam(π_{⟨h⟩o}(⟨g⟩ o)) ≤ τ for some τ > 0.

Let C be a contraction constant of ⟨h⟩ o. Let D_1 = D(τ, C) and ϵ = ϵ(τ, C) be decided by Proposition 2.22, R = R_{τ,C} be decided by Corollary 2.23, and D_2 = D(τ, C, R) be decided by Proposition 2.24. Let D = max {D_1 + 2ϵ, D_2}.

Because ⟨g⟩ o and ⟨h⟩ o are quasi-geodesics, we can find N ≫ 0 such that d(o, g^no) > D and d(o, h^mo) > D for any n, m ≥ N.

For any n, m ≥ N, it is easy to verify that the path γ labelled by (· · · , g^n, h^m, g^n, h^m, g^n, h^m, · · · ) is a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X(γ) = { (g^nh^m)^kg^n ⟨h⟩ o | k ∈ Z } . As γ has Len_q -constant d(o, g^no) and Len_p-constant d(o, h^mo), according to Proposition 2.24, γ is a contracting subset. By Lemma 2.12, as d_H (⟨g^nh^m⟩ o, γ) < +∞, the orbit ⟨g^nh^m⟩ o is also a contracting subset.

Let β = [o, g^nh^mo] be a geodesic segment. By Proposition 2.22, there exists a point x ∈ β such that d(g^no, x) ≤ ϵ. By triangle inequality, d(o, g^nh^mo) ≥ d(o, g^no) + d(o, h^mo) − 2ϵ > 2D_1 + 2ϵ.

In addition, for each k > 0, any geodesic segment α = [o, (g^nh^m)^ko] ϵ-fellow travels the subpath of γ between o and (g^nh^m)^ko. In particular, there exist a point y ∈ α such that d((g^nh^m)^{k−1}o, y) ≤ ϵ. By triangle inequality, d(o, (g^nh^m)^ko) ≥ d(o, (g^nh^m)^{k−1}o)+d(o, g^nh^mo)−2ϵ. By induction, k(d(o, g^nh^mo)−2ϵ) ≤ d(o, (g^nh^m)^ko) ≤ kd(o, g^nh^mo), where d(o, g^nh^mo) − 2ϵ > 2D_1 ≥ 0. Hence, the map k ∈ Z → (g^nh^m)^ko ∈ X is a quasi-isometric embedding, thus proving that g^nh^m is a contracting element.

On the other hand, according to Corollary 2.23, the contracting system X(γ) has R-bounded intersection. Denote X_k = (g^nh^m)^kg^n ⟨h⟩ o, so that X(γ) = {X_k | k ∈ Z}.

For any j ≠ k ∈ Z, g^{−n}X_k = (h^mg^n)^k ⟨h⟩ o and g^{−n}X_j = (h^mg^n)^j ⟨h⟩ o have R-bounded intersection. Notice that d_H ( ⟨ (h^mg^n)^k h(h^mg^n)^{−k} ⟩ o, g^{−n}X_k) ≤ d(o, (h^mg^n)^{−k}o) < ∞. And similarly, d_H ( ⟨ (h^mg^n)^j h(h^mg^n)^{−j} ⟩ o, g^{−n}X_j ) < ∞. Hence ⟨ (h^mg^n)^j h(h^mg^n)^{−j} ⟩ o and ⟨ (h^mg^n)^kh(h^mg^n)^{−k} ⟩ o have bounded intersection, implying that { (h^mg^n)^k h(h^mg^n)^{−k} | k ∈ Z } is a collection of pairwise weakly independent contracting elements. □

Definition 2.31 (Contracting Property). A group action G ↷ X has contracting property if there exist two weakly independent contracting elements in G.

By Lemma 2.30 (2), if G ↷ X has the contracting property, then there exist infinitely many pairwise weakly independent elements in G.

Example 2.32. The following provides abundant examples of group actions with contracting property.

(1) A group action on a (quasi-)geodesic Gromov hyperbolic space which is non-elementary. (2) A group G with non-trivial Floyd boundary (for example, a relatively hyperbolic group) acts on its Cayley graph with respect to a generating set S. [36, 59] (3) A non-elementary group action on a CAT(0)-space with rank-1 elements. [4] (4) A Gr^′(1/6)-labelled graphical small cancellation group G with finite components labelled by a finite set S acts on the Cayley graph (Y, d) with respect to the generating set S. [1] (5) Any non-elementary (i.e. non-virtually cyclic) group acts properly on a geodesic metric space with one contracting elements. [59, Lemma 4.6] (6) The mapping class group of a hyperbolic surface Mod(Σ) acts on the Teichmüller space Teich(Σ) equipped with Teichmüller metric, or on the curve complex C(Σ). [11] (7) More generally, any non-elementary group acts with WPD loxodromic elements in sense of Bestvina- Fujiwara on hyperbolic spaces. [27, Theorem 6.8]

3. Extension lemma

In this section, suppose a group G acts by isometry on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X, and the action G ↷ X has contracting property. For brevity of proof, we assume that X is proper so that we use the same definition for the closest point projection as in Convention 2.2.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose Y, Z ⊆ X are two C-contracting subsets with R-bounded intersection and Y ∩ Z ≠ ∅. Then there exist τ = τ(C, R) ≥ 0, such that for any o ∈ Y ∩ Z and x ∈ X, if α = [o, x] is a geodesic segment, then min {diam(π_Y (α)), diam(π_Z (α))} ≤ τ.

In particular, min {d^π_Y (o, x), d^π_Z (o, x)} ≤ τ.

Proof. We will prove that τ = R(3C) + 5C satisfies the conditions.

Let y, z ∈ α be the exit point of α in N_C (Y ) and N_C (Z), respectively. Without loss of generality, suppose o, y, z, x are linearly ordered on α. According to Lemma 2.13, [o, y]_α ⊆ N_{3C} (Y ), and [o, z]_α ⊆ N_{3C} (Z). Hence [o, y]_α ⊆ N_{3C} (Y ) ∩ N_{3C} (Z). Since Y and Z have R-bounded intersection, we have d(o, y) ≤ R(3C). Therefore, by Lemma 2.9, diam (π_Y ([o, y]_α)) ≤ R(3C) + 4C.

We consider two cases. If y = x, then diam(π_Y (α)) = diam (π_Y ([o, y]_α)) ≤ R(3C) + 4C. Otherwise, if y ≠ x, then d([y, x]_α, Y ) ≥ C, hence diam (π_Y ([y, x]_α)) ≤ C. Therefore, diam(π_Y (α)) ≤ diam (π_Y ([o, y]_α)) + diam (π_Y ([y, x]_α)) ≤ R(3C) + 5C. □

We are now ready to prove a simplified version of Extension Lemma in [60].

Lemma 3.2 (Extension Lemma). For any three pairwise weakly independent contracting elements h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G, there exists τ > 0 such that the following holds: For any D > 0, choose f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ such that d(o, f_io) > D, and let F = {f_1, f_2, f_3}. (1) For any pair of elements g, g^′ ∈ G, we can find i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, such that d^π_{⟨hi⟩o} ( o, g^{−1}o ) ≤ τ, and d^π_{⟨hi⟩o} (o, g^′o) ≤ τ. (2) For any (finite or infinite) sequence of elements { g^{(k)} ∈ G } satisfying d(o, g^{(k)}o) > D, f^{(k)} ∈ F is chosen for each pair (g^{(k)}, g^{(k+1)}) according to (1). Then the path γ labelled by (· · · , g^{(k)}, f^{(k)}, g^{(k+1)}, f^{(k+1)}, g^{(k+2)}, · · · ) is a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X = {g·⟨h_i⟩·o | g ∈ G, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3}. Proof. By assumption, the three contracting subsets ⟨h_i⟩ o have contraction constant C and pairwise Rbounded intersection for some C ≥ 0 and R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞). The basepoint o ∈ ⋂ 1≤i≤3 ⟨hi⟩ o. Let τ = τ(C, R) according to Lemma 3.1.

(1) According to Lemma 3.1, there are at least two indices {i_1, i_2} ⊂ {1, 2, 3} such that d^π⟨_{hi1,2} ⟩_o ( o, g^{−1}o ) ≤ τ, and at least two indices {j_1, j_2} ⊂ {1, 2, 3} such that d^π⟨_{hj1,2} ⟩_o (o, g^′o) ≤ τ. Then i ∈ {i_1, i_2} ∩ {j_1, j_2} satisfies the condition in (1).

(2) Suppose f^{(k)} = f_{jk} , j_k ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

The path γ labelled by (· · · , g^{(k)}, f^{(k)}, g^{(k+1)}, f^{(k+1)}, g^{(k+2)}, · · · ) consists of a series of geodesic segments:

p_k = [_k ∏ i=1 (g^{(i)}f^{(i)}) · (f^{(k)})^{−1}o, k∏ i=1 (g^{(i)}f^{(i)}) · o ] ,

q_k = [_{k−1} ∏ i=1 (g^{(i)}f^{(i)}) · o, k−1∏ i=1 (g^{(i)}f^{(i)}) · g^{(k)}o ] ,

X_k = k∏ i=1 (g^{(i)}f^{(i)}) · ⟨h_{jk} ⟩ o. The two endpoints of p_k lies in X_k. (LL1) For each k,

Len(p_k) = d((f^{(k)})^{−1}o, o) = d(o, f^{(k)}o) > D.

(BP) For each k,

d^π_{Xk} ((p_k)_+, (p_{k+1})_−) = d^π⟨_{hjk} ⟩_o(o, g^{(k+1)}o) ≤ τ, and d^π_{Xk} ((p_{k−1})_+, (p_k)_−) = d^π⟨_{hjk} ⟩_o(o, (g^{(k)})^{−1}o) ≤ τ.

(LL2’) For each k,

d((p_k)_+, (p_{k+1})_−) = d(o, g^{(k+1)}o) > D. □ As a special case of Lemma 3.2, we usually consider the sequence { g^{(k)} ∈ G | k ∈ Z } to be cyclic.

Corollary 3.3. For any three pairwise weakly independent contracting elements h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G, let X, τ, D, F be as stated in Lemma 3.2. Then for any g ∈ G such that d(o, go) > D, there exist f ∈ F such that the path labelled by (· · · , g, f, g, f, g, f, · · · ) is a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X.

Corollary 3.4. For any three pairwise weakly independent contracting elements h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G, there exist ϵ, D̂ > 0 with the following property.

Fix any F = {f_1, f_2, f_3} with f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ , d(o, f_io) > D̂. Then, for any g ∈ G satisfying d(o, go) > D̂, we can choose f ∈ F so that the following holds: (1) ℓ_d(gf) ≥ d(o, gfo) − 2ϵ. (2) The map Z → X, n → (gf)^no is a quasi-isometric embedding. (3) gf and fg are both contracting elements.

Remark 3.5. Actually, with a bit more effort, the assumption “d(o, go) > D̂” can be removed under taking more elements in F as in Corollary 4.8. We state the above concise version for simplicity. On the other hand, the existence of weakly independent h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G is necessary. For example, consider the infinite dihedral group ⟨s, t|tst = s^{−1}, t^2 = 1⟩ acting on the real line. The contracting elements are exactly the infinite order elements of form g = s^n, but gt has order 2.

Proof of Corollary 3.4. Let τ be decided by Lemma 3.2, and C be a contraction constant for the contracting system X = {g · ⟨h_i⟩ · o | g ∈ G, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3}. Let D_1 = D(τ, C), ϵ = ϵ(τ, C) be given by Proposition 2.22, R = R_{τ,C} be given by Corollary 2.23, and D_2 = D(τ, C, R) be given by Proposition 2.24. Let D̂ = max(D_1 + 3ϵ, D_2). Then f ∈ F is chosen according to Corollary 3.3.

(1) The path γ labelled by (g, f, g, f, · · · ) is a special (D_1, τ)-admissible path with respect to X. For any n ≥ 1, consider the subpath γ_n labelled by (g, f, g, f · · · , g, f) with (γ_n)_+ = (gf)^no, then according to Proposition 2.22, α = [o, (gf)^no] ϵ-fellow travels γ_n.

In particular, there exists a point x ∈ α such that d((gf)^{n−1}o, x) ≤ ϵ. By triangle inequality, d(o, (gf)^no) = d(o, x) + d(x, (gf)^no) ≥ d(o, (gf)^{n−1}o) + d(o, gfo) − 2ϵ. By induction, d(o, (gf)^no) ≥ nd(o, gfo) − 2(n − 1)ϵ. Hence ℓ_d(gf) = lim_{n→∞}^{d(o,(gf )no)}_n ≥ lim_{n→∞}^{nd(o,gf o)−2(n−1)ϵ}_n = d(o, gfo) − 2ϵ. (2) Since gf acts by isometry, it suffices to show that there exist λ_1, λ_2 > 0 such that λ_1n ≤ d(o, (gf)^no) ≤ λ_2n, ∀n ∈ N^+.

In the proof of (1), we have d(o, (gf)^no) ≥ (d(o, gfo) − 2ϵ)n and the geodesic segment β = [o, gfo] ϵ-fellow travels [o, go] ∪ [go, gfo]. Hence there exists y ∈ β such that d(go, y) ≤ ϵ, and d(o, gfo) ≥ d(o, y) ≥ d(o, go) − d(go, y) > D_1 + 3ϵ − ϵ = D_1 + 2ϵ. So λ_1 = d(o, gfo) − 2ϵ > 0. On the other hand d(o, (gf)^no) ≤ (d(o, go) + d(o, fo))n, hence λ_2 = d(o, go) + d(o, fo) > 0. (3) γ is a special (D_1, τ)-admissible path with respect to X, then according to Corollary 2.23, X(γ) has R-bounded intersection. Also, γ is a special (D_2, τ)-admissible path with respect to X(γ), with Len_q -constant L = d(o, go) and Len_p-constant K = d(o, fo). According to Proposition 2.24, the path γ is c-contracting for some c. Since d_H ({(gf)^no | n ∈ Z} , γ) ≤ d(o, go) + d(o, fo) < ∞, according to Lemma 2.12, the orbit {(gf)^no | n ∈ Z} is also a contracting subset. Together with (2), gf is a contracting element. Notice that fg is a conjugate of gf, hence fg is also a contracting element. □

Lemma 3.6. Suppose h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G are three weakly independent contracting elements. For any contracting element g ∈ G, there exists h ∈ {h_1, h_2, h_3} such that g and h are weakly independent.

Proof. Suppose the three contracting subsets ⟨h_1⟩ o, ⟨h_2⟩ o, ⟨h_3⟩ o have contraction constant C and Rbounded intersection. Let τ = τ(C, R) be given by Lemma 3.1.

For each n ∈ Z_{>0}, let α = [o, g^no]. Then at least two of diam(π_{⟨h1 ⟩o}(α)), diam(π_{⟨h2⟩o}(α)), diam(π_{⟨h3⟩o}(α)) are not greater than τ.

Hence, there exist two elements {h_{i1} , h_{i2} } ⊆ {h_1, h_2, h_3} such that diam ( π⟨_{hi1} ⟩_o([o, g^no]) ) ≤ τ for infin-

itely many n > 0, and diam ( π⟨_{hi2} ⟩_o([o, g^mo]) ) ≤ τ for infinitely many m > 0.

For any k ∈ Z_{>0}, we can find n > k such that diam ( π⟨_{hi1} ⟩_o([o, g^no]) ) ≤ τ. Let ϵ be given by Lemma 2.27 for the contracting element g. Then we can find x ∈ [o, g^no] such that d(g^ko, x) ≤ ϵ. According to Lemma 2.9, d^π⟨_{hi1} ⟩_o(g^ko, x) ≤ ϵ + 4C. Hence d^π⟨_{hi1} ⟩_o(g^ko, o) ≤ ϵ + 4C + τ, for any k > 0.

Similarly, d^π⟨_{hi2} ⟩_o(g^ko, o) ≤ ϵ + 4C + τ, for any k > 0.

A same proof adapted to n ∈ Z_{<0} and α = [o, g^no] implies that there exist two elements {h_{j1} , h_{j2} } ⊆ {h_1, h_2, h_3} such that d^π⟨_{hj1} ⟩_o(g^ko, o) ≤ ϵ + 4C + τ and d^π⟨_{hj2} ⟩_o(g^ko, o) ≤ ϵ + 4C + τ, for any k < 0.

Choose h ∈ {h_{i1} , h_{i2} } ∩ {h_{j1} , h_{j2} }, then diam ( π_{⟨h⟩o} ⟨g⟩ o ) ≤ 2(ϵ + 4C + τ).

By Lemma 2.16, ⟨g⟩ o and ⟨h⟩ o have bounded intersection. Hence g and h are weakly independent. □

Corollary 3.7. If G ↷ X has contracting property, then for any contracting element g ∈ G, we can find another contracting element g_∗ ∈ G such that g and g_∗ are weakly independent.

As a remark concluding this section, all of our results in Section 2 and Section 3 can be generalised to c-roughly geodesic spaces which are not assumed to be proper. In such case, we define the coarsely closest point projection as follows: for any subset A ⊆ X, π_A(x) = {y ∈ A | d(x, y) ≤ d(x, A) + 1} , and Definition 2.7 is re-defined as follows:

Definition 3.8. Let (X, d) be a c-roughly geodesic metric space. A subset Y ⊆ X is called C-contracting for C ≥ 0, if for any c-rough geodesic (segment) α in X with d(α, Y ) ≥ C, we have diam(π_X (α)) ≤ C.

4. Simultaneously contracting elements

In this section, we introduce a key notion in relating two group actions with contracting property, called simultaneously contracting elements. Throughout this section, we consider a group G acting isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property.

Definition 4.1. Denote SC(G) = {g ∈ G | g is contracting on both X_1 and X_2} the set of simultaneously contracting elements on X_1 and X_2. We frequently choose an weakly independent set of simultaneously contracting elements, F ⊆ SC(G), which means that any pair of distinct elements in F are weakly independent on both X_1 and X_2.

Proposition 4.2. SC(G) ≠ ∅.

Let us first introduce a useful lemma in the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Definition 4.3. Let Γ be a group. A subset (not necessarily a subgroup) E ⊆ Γ is called a finite-index subset if there exists a finite collection of elements g_1, · · · , g_m ∈ Γ such that ⋃_m i=1 Eg_i = Γ.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose a group Γ acts by isometry on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with contracting property. Let f ∈ Γ be a contracting element and o ∈ X be a basepoint. Let A(f) = {h ∈ Γ | h ⟨f⟩ o and ⟨f⟩ o have no bounded intersection}. Then A(f) is not a finite-index subset of Γ.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any finite collection of elements g_1, · · · , g_m ∈ Γ, ⋃_m i=1 A(f)g_i ≠ Γ. Since obviously A(f) = A(f)^{−1}, this is equivalent to show that ⋃_m i=1 g^{−1}_i A(f) ≠ Γ.

Let f_∗ be a contracting element which is weakly independent with f given by Corollary 3.7. According to Lemma 2.30, there exists n ≫ 0 such that { (f^nf^n_∗ )^kf(f^nf^n_∗ )^{−k} } k∈Z is a collection of pairwise weakly independent elements. We denote by h = f^nf^n_∗ .

By way of contradiction, let us assume ⋃_m i=1 g^{−1}_i A(f) = Γ. Then there exist k_1 > k_2 > k_3 > 0 and an element g ∈ {g_1, · · · , g_m} such that { h^{k1} , h^{k2} , h^{k3} } ⊆ g^{−1}A(f). This implies that gh^{ki} ⟨f⟩ o and ⟨f⟩ o do not have bounded intersection for each i = 1, 2, 3. Up to an isometry, this is equivalent to say that h^{ki} ⟨f⟩ o and g^{−1} ⟨f⟩ o do not have bounded intersection. Since d_H (g^{−1} ⟨f⟩ o, ⟨ g^{−1}fg ⟩ o) < ∞, we obtain that ⟨ h^{ki} fh^{−ki} ⟩ o and ⟨ g^{−1}fg ⟩ o do not have bounded intersection, which is to say h^{ki} fh^{−ki} and g^{−1}fg are not weakly independent for each i = 1, 2, 3.

However, h^{ki} fh^{−ki} for i = 1, 2, 3 are pairwise weakly independent. By Lemma 3.6, g^{−1}fg must be weakly independent with one of them, which leads to a contradiction. □

Remark 4.5. For a proper action, A(f) coincides with E(f), the elementary subgroup associated to f (cf. Definition 7.9). However, when the action is non-proper, A(f) can strictly contain E(f) as a subset. For example, X is Gromov hyperbolic and the fixed point f^+ ∈ ∂X of f may also be fixed by a parabolic isometry.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Fix basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2. According to Corollary 3.4, there exist a set of three elements F = {f_1, f_2, f_3} ⊆ G and D̂ > 0 such that for any g ∈ G with d_1(o_1, go_1) > D̂, we can find f ∈ F such that gf is contracting in X_1. We fix an element h ∈ G which is contracting in X_2, and denote A_2(h) = {g ∈ G | g ⟨h⟩ o_2 and ⟨h⟩ o_2 do NOT have bounded intersection}.

Now we choose an element g ∈ G according to the following two different cases: Case 1: ⟨h⟩ o_1 is an unbounded subset in X_1. Since A_2(h) is not a finite-index subset by Lemma 4.4, we choose g ∈ G \ (⋃_3 i=1 A_2(h)f^{−1}_i ) .

Case 2: ⟨h⟩ o_1 is a bounded subset in X_1. Let M = sup {d_1(o_1, h^no_1) | n ∈ Z}. It is easy to see that E = { g ∈ G | d_1(o_1, go_1) > M + D̂ } is a finite-index subset of G; for instance, choose an element g_∗ ∈ G with

d_1(o_1, g_∗o_1) > 2(M + D̂) and obviously G = E ∪ Eg_∗. On the other hand, since A_2(h) is not a finite-index subset by Lemma 4.4,

⋃_3

i=1 A_2(h)f^{−1}_i is not a finite-index subset either. Therefore, E ⊈

⋃_3 i=1 A_2(h)f^{−1}_i .

We choose g ∈ E \ (⋃_3 i=1 A_2(h)f^{−1}_i ) . In either case, there exists an infinite increasing sequence of positive integers {n_k}^∞_{k=1} such that d_1(o_1, h^{nk} go_1) > D̂ for all k. As is mentioned in the beginning, for each k there exists an element f ∈ F such that h^{nk} gf is contracting in X_1. We will also show that h^{nk} gf is contracting in X_2 for k ≫ 0.

By construction, gf_i /∈ A_2(h). Therefore, gf_i ⟨h⟩ o_2 and ⟨h⟩ o_2 have ν_i-bounded intersection (i = 1, 2, 3). Let ν = max_{1≤i≤3} ν_i : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞), C ≥ 0 be a contraction constant of ⟨h⟩ o_2 and

τ = diam ( π_{⟨h⟩o2} ( { o_2, gf_io_2, (gf_i)^{−1}o_2 | 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 }) . Let D_0 = D(τ, C, ν) and ϵ = ϵ(τ, C, ν) be decided by Proposition 2.22, D_1 = D(τ, C, ν) and R = R_{τ,C,ν} be decided by Corollary 2.23, and let D_2 = D(τ, C, R_{τ,C,ν} ) be decided by Proposition 2.24. Denote D = max {D_0 + 3ϵ, D_1, D_2}.

Since ⟨h⟩ o_2 is a quasi-geodesic, we have d_2(o_2, h^{nk} o_2) > D for k ≫ 0. For any such k, consider the path γ in X_2 labelled by (· · · , h^{nk} , gf, h^{nk} , gf, · · · ). Then γ is a (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X = {u ⟨h⟩ o_2 | u ∈ G} and the bounded intersection gauge ν. By Corollary 2.23, X(γ) has R-bounded intersection. Since γ is a periodic path, it must have some Len_p constant and Len_q constant. Therefore, according to Proposition 2.24, γ is a contracting subset in X_2. Notice that d_H (⟨h^{nk} gf⟩ o_2, γ) < +∞. Hence according to Lemma 2.12, ⟨h^{nk} gf⟩ o_2 is a contracting subset in X_2.

In addition, γ has ϵ-fellow travel property by Proposition 2.22. A similar proof as in Corollary 3.4 (2) shows that the map n ∈ Z → (h^{nk} gf)^no_2 ∈ X_2 is a quasi-isometric embedding. Therefore, h^{nk} gf is also a contracting element in X_2.

Thus, h^{nk} gf ∈ SC(G) for k ≫ 0, and SC(G) ≠ ∅. □

Lemma 4.6. There exists a weakly independent set of infinitely many simultaneously contracting elements in SC(G). Proof. Fix basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1, o_2 ∈ X_2. We first construct two elements in SC(G) which are weakly independent in both X_1 and X_2.

Suppose f ∈ SC(G). According to Corollary 3.7, we can find an element g_∗ ∈ G which is contracting and weakly independent with f in G ↷ X_1.

According to Lemma 2.30 (2), there exists n ≫ 0 such that θ_k = (f^ng^n_∗ )^kf(f^ng^n_∗ )^{−k} (k ∈ Z) are pairwise weakly independent in G ↷ X_1.

Similarly, we can find an element h_∗ ∈ G which is contracting and weakly independent with f in G ↷ X_2. For n ≫ 0, η_k = (f^nh^n_∗ )^kf(f^nh^n_∗ )^{−k} (k ∈ Z) are pairwise weakly independent in G ↷ X_2.

Notice that θ_k, η_k are all conjugate to f, so they are simultaneously contracting in X_1 and X_2. Since θ_1, · · · , θ_5 are pairwise weakly independent contracting elements in X_1, according to Lemma 3.6, for any 1 ≤ k ≤ 5 and 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < i_3 ≤ 5, there exist one element in {θ_{i1} , θ_{i2} , θ_{i3} } which is weakly independent with η_k in X_1.

Similarly, for any 1 ≤ k ≤ 5 and 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < i_3 ≤ 5, there exists one element in {η_{i1} , η_{i2} , η_{i3} } which is weakly independent with θ_k in X_2.

Hence there are at least 5×3 = 15 pairs (θ_k, η_l) weakly independent in X_1 and also at least 5×3 = 15 pairs (θ_k, η_l) weakly independent in X_2. However, there are altogether only 5 × 5 = 25 pairs (θ_k, η_l), 1 ≤ k, l ≤ 5. Hence, by Pigeonhole Principle, there must be a pair (θ, η) weakly independent in both X_1 and X_2.

Now we can construct the weakly independent set of infinitely many simultaneously contracting elements. By Lemma 2.30 (2), there exists n ≫ 0 such that ((θ^nη^n)^kθ(θ^nη^n)^{−k})_{k∈Z} are pairwise weakly independent and simultaneously contracting on both X_1 and X_2, and hence { (θ^nη^n)^kθ(θ^nη^n)^{−k} | k ∈ Z } is the desired weakly independent set of contracting elements in SC(G). □

Through the Pigeonhole Principle, we establish a simultaneous version of Corollary 3.4.

Lemma 4.7. Fix basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2. Given a weakly independent set of five elements F_0 = {h_1, h_2, h_3, h_4, h_5} ⊆ SC(G), there exists D > 0, ϵ > 0 with the following property.

Form the set F = {f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5} constructed from F_0 with f_j ∈ ⟨h_j ⟩ and d_i(o_i, f_j o_i) > D (i = 1, 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ 5). Then for any g ∈ G satisfying d_i(o_i, go_i) > D (i = 1, 2), we can choose f ∈ F so that the following holds.

(1) ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ, for i = 1, 2. (2) gf, fg ∈ SC(G). Proof. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, and each triple 1 ≤ j < k < l ≤ 5, consider the action G ↷ X_i and let ϵ^{(i)}_{j,k,l} > 0, D̂^{(i)}_{j,k,l} > 0 be decided by Corollary 3.4 for the three contracting elements h_j , h_k, h_l. Let ϵ = max ϵ^{(i)}_{j,k,l} and D = max D̂^{(i)}_{j,k,l}. Let F = {f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5} be the weakly independent set of simultaneously contracting elements constructed with f_j ∈ ⟨h_j ⟩ and d_i(o_i, f_j o_i) > D (i = 1, 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ 5), and let g ∈ G satisfy d_i(o_i, go_i) > D (i = 1, 2). Then according to Corollary 3.4, for each 1 ≤ j < k < l ≤ 5, we can find f ∈ {f_j , f_k, f_l} such that ℓ_{d1} (gf) ≥ d_1(o_1, gfo_1) − 2ϵ and gf, fg are contracting elements in G ↷ X_1. In other words, there are at least three elements in F such that the above condition holds. Similarly, there are also at least three elements in F such that ℓ_{d2} (gf) ≥ d_2(o_2, gfo_2) − 2ϵ and gf, fg are contracting elements in G ↷ X_2.

By Pigeonhole Principle, there exist at least one element f ∈ F such that ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ for i = 1, 2, and gf, fg are contracting elements in both G ↷ X_1 and G ↷ X_2. □

Corollary 4.8. There exist ϵ > 0 and a set S ⊆ SC(G) of at most 15 elements such that for any g ∈ G we can choose f ∈ S so that the following holds.

(1) ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ, for i = 1, 2. (2) gf, fg ∈ SC(G). Proof. Fix basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2. Let F_0 = {h_1, h_2, h_3, h_4, h_5} ⊆ SC(G) be a weakly independent set of five elements, and let D > 0, ϵ > 0 be decided by Lemma 4.7.

According to Lemma 2.30 (1), there exists N ≫ 0 such that h^n_j h^m_k ∈ SC(G) for any n, m ≥ N and 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 5. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ 5, pick n_j ≥ N such that min { d_1(o_1, h^{nj}_j o_1), d_2(o_2, h^{nj}_j o_2) } > 2D and let f_j = h^{nj}_j .

Denote K_i = d_i(o_i, f_1o_i) for i = 1, 2. Pick m ≥ 1 such that d_i(o_i, f^m_1 o_i) > 2D + K_i for i = 1, 2. Let F = {f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5} and then S = F ∪ (f_1 · F ) ∪ (f^m_1 · F ). By construction, S ⊆ SC(G). Now, we consider four possibly overlapping cases that encompass all g ∈ G and find the desired element f ∈ S. Case 1: d_1(o_1, go_1) > D and d_2(o_2, go_2) > D.

According to Lemma 4.7, there exists f ∈ {f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5} ⊆ S such that ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ (i = 1, 2) and gf, fg ∈ SC(G). Case 2: d_1(o_1, go_1) > D + K_1 and d_2(o_2, go_2) ≤ D.

By triangle inequality, d_1(o_1, gf_1o_1) ≥ d_1(o_1, go_1) − d_1(o_1, f_1o_1) > D, and d_2(o_2, gf_1o_2) ≥ d_2(o_2, f_1o_2) − d_2(o_2, go_2) > 2D − D = D. Therefore, by Lemma 4.7, there exists f̃ ∈ F = {f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5} such that ℓ_{di} (gf_1f̃) ≥ d_i(o_i, gf_1f̃o_i) − 2ϵ (i = 1, 2) and gf_1f̃ ∈ SC(G). Let f = f_1f̃ ∈ f_1 · F ⊆ S. Then ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ (i = 1, 2) and gf ∈ SC(G). As fg is a conjugate of gf, we have fg ∈ SC(G).

Case 3: d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ D and d_2(o_2, go_2) > D + K_2. This case follows a similar proof with Case 2. Case 4: d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ D + K_1 and d_2(o_2, go_2) ≤ D + K_2.

For each i = 1, 2, by triangle inequality, d_i(o_i, gf^m_1 o_i) ≥ d_i(o_i, f^m_1 o_i)−d_i(o_i, go_i) > (2D+K_i)−(D+K_i) = D. Therefore, by Lemma 4.7, there exists f̃ ∈ F such that ℓ_{di} (gf^m_1 f̃) ≥ d_i(o_i, gf^m_1 f̃o_i) − 2ϵ (i = 1, 2) and gf^m_1 f̃ ∈ SC(G). Let f = f^m_1 f̃ ∈ f^m_1 · F ⊆ S. Then ℓ_{di} (gf) ≥ d_i(o_i, gfo_i) − 2ϵ (i = 1, 2) and gf ∈ SC(G). As fg is a conjugate of gf, we have fg ∈ SC(G). □

5. Marked length spectrum rigidity

Throughout this section, suppose that a group G acts isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property (c.f. Definition 2.31).

We say two actions G ↷ X_1 and G ↷ X_2 have the same marked length spectrum on a subset E ⊆ G, if ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g), ∀g ∈ E.

Questions 1.4 and 1.9 on marked length spectrum rigidity in Introduction can now be recasted as follows. For which subsets E ⊆ G, the same marked length spectrum on E will imply that sup g,h∈G |d_1(go_1, ho_1) − d_2(go_2, ho_2)| < +∞,

or equivalently the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 given by go_1 → go_2 is well-defined up to a bounded error and is a rough isometry?

For any such subset E, we say that G has marked length spectrum rigidity from E, or simply marked length spectrum rigidity when E = G.

Addressing this question is the goal of the subsequent sections. We start with the case E = G in this section.

5.1. MLS rigidity for actions with contracting property.

Theorem 5.1. G has marked length spectrum rigidity: if ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for all g ∈ G, then for any two o_1 ∈ X_1, o_2 ∈ X_2, sup_{g,h∈G} |d_1(go_1, ho_1) − d_2(go_2, ho_2)| < +∞.

In particular, if the action of G on X_1 and X_2 are both cobounded, then there exists a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry from X_1 to X_2.

In fact, Theorem 5.1 can be derived directly from the following more precise inequality:

Theorem 5.2. Assume for some λ_1, λ_2 ≥ 0, the marked length spectrum on SC(G) satisfies the following inequality:

λ_1ℓ_{d2} (g) ≤ ℓ_{d1} (g) ≤ λ_2ℓ_{d2} (g), ∀g ∈ SC(G).

(5.3)

Then for any fixed points o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2, there exists C ≥ 0 such that λ_1d_2(go_2, ho_2) − C ≤ d_1(go_1, ho_1) ≤ λ_2d_2(go_2, ho_2) + C, ∀g, h ∈ G.

Proof. We first deal with the right-hand side of this inequality: d_1(go_1, ho_1) ≤ λ_2d_2(go_2, ho_2) + C. Since G acts isometrically, it suffices to show that there exists C ≥ 0 such that d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ λ_2d_2(o_2, go_2) + C for all g ∈ G.

According to Corollary 4.8, there exist ϵ > 0 and a finite set S ⊆ SC(G) such that for any g ∈ G we can find f ∈ S so that gf ∈ SC(G) and (5.4) d_i(o_i, gfo_i) ≤ ℓ_{di} (gf) + 2ϵ. Let C_0 = max {d_i(o_i, fo_i) | f ∈ S, i = 1, 2}. Then for any g ∈ G, we have:

d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_1(o_1, gfo_1) + d_1(go_1, gfo_1) (Δ-Ineq.)

≤ ℓ_{d1} (gf) + 2ϵ + C_0 (5.4) ≤ λ_2ℓ_{d2} (gf) + 2ϵ + C_0 (5.3) ≤ λ_2d_2(o_2, gfo_2) + 2ϵ + C_0 (Remark 2.4 (2)) ≤ λ_2(d_2(o_2, go_2) + d_2(go_2, gfo_2)) + 2ϵ + C_0 (Δ-Ineq.) ≤ λ_2d_2(o_2, go_2) + (λ_2 + 1)C_0 + 2ϵ.

Let c = (λ_2 + 1)C_0 + 2ϵ. Then d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ λ_2d_2(o_2, go_2) + c for all g ∈ G.

For the left-hand side of the inequality, if λ_1 = 0 the conclusion is trivial. We may assume λ_1 > 0, so ℓ_{d2} (g) ≤ λ^{−1}ℓ_{d1} (g) for all g ∈ G. A similar calculation shows that there exists c^′ ≥ 0 such that d_2(o_2, go_2) ≤ λ^{−1}_1 d_1(o_1, go_1) + c^′, for all g ∈ G.

Letting C = max {c, λ_1c^′} finishes the proof. □

As a direct application of Theorem 5.2, we can deduce a MLS rigidity from a finite-index subset.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose E ⊆ G is a finite-index subset (cf. Definition 4.3). Then G has marked length spectrum rigidity from E.

Proof. Suppose g_1, · · · , g_m ∈ G such that ⋃_m i=1 Eg_i = G, and ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for all g ∈ E. For any element f ∈ G contracting in X_1, let A_1(f) = {g ∈ G | g ⟨f⟩ o_1 and ⟨f⟩ o_1 have no bounded intersection}.

According to Lemma 4.4, there exists an element h ∈ G \ ⋃_m i=1 g^{−1}_i A_1(f). Then g_ih /∈ A_1(f) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, and in addition, ⋃_m i=1 Eg_ih = ( ⋃_m i=1 Eg_i)h = G.

By finiteness, there exists an element g ∈ { (g_1h)^{−1}, · · · , (g_mh)^{−1} } and an infinite increasing sequence of positive integers {n_k}^{+∞}_{k=1} such that f^{nk} g ∈ E. Moreover, g /∈ A_1(f).

Therefore, ⟨f⟩ o_1 and g ⟨f⟩ o_1 have R-bounded intersection for some R : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞). Let C ≥ 0 be a contraction constant of ⟨f⟩ o_1, and let τ = diam ( π_{⟨f ⟩o1} ( { o_1, go_1, g^{−1}o_1 } ) ) . Let D = D(τ, C, R) and ϵ = ϵ(τ, C, R) be determined by Proposition 2.22.

Since ⟨f⟩ o_1 is a quasi-geodesic, for k ≥ k_0 we must have d_1(o_1, f^{nk} o_1) > D. For any such k, consider the path γ labelled by (· · · , f^{nk} , g, f^{nk} , g, · · · ). Then γ is a (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X = {u ⟨f⟩ o| u ∈ G} and the bounded intersection gauge R. By Proposition 2.22, γ has ϵ-fellow travel property.

Consequently,

(5.6) d_1(o_1, f^{nk} o_1) ≤ d_1(o_1, f^{nk} go_1) + ϵ; ℓ_{d1} (f^{nk} g) ≥ d_1(o_1, f^{nk} go_1) − 2ϵ.

Hence, d_1(o_1, f^{nk} o_1) ≤ℓ_{d1} (f^{nk} g) + 3ϵ (5.6) =ℓ_{d2} (f^{nk} g) + 3ϵ ≤d_2(o_2, f^{nk} go_2) + 3ϵ (Remark 2.4 (2)) ≤d_2(o_2, f^{nk} o_2) + d_2(o_2, go_2) + 4ϵ (Δ-Ineq.).

Therefore,

ℓ_{d1} (f) = lim_{k→+∞} d_1(o_1, f^{nk} o_1) n_k ≤ lim sup k→+∞ d_2(o_2, f^{nk} o_2) + d_2(o_2, go_2) + 4ϵ n_k = ℓ_{d2} (f).

Thus ℓ_{d2} (f) ≥ ℓ_{d1} (f). Similarly, for any element f^′ ∈ G contracting in X_2, we have ℓ_{d1} (f^′) ≥ ℓ_{d2} (f^′). Hence, ℓ_{d1} (f) = ℓ_{d2} (f) for all f ∈ SC(G). Therefore, according to Theorem 5.2, the orbit map ρ must be a rough isometry. □

5.2. MLS rigidity for non-geodesic metrics. In this subsection, we present some results on MLS rigidity for some non-geodesic metrics as in Question 1.1. For this purpose, let us fix a reference action G ↷ (X, d) on a geodesic metric space with contracting property. Consider three weakly independent contracting elements: h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G. Given a basepoint o ∈ X, denote F_o = {g ⟨h_i⟩ o | g ∈ G, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3} the contracting system of G-translated axes, and let C ≥ 0 be a contraction constant of F_o.

We introduce a class of transversal points relative to F_o. This is motivated by the corresponding notion in relatively hyperbolic groups, which we briefly recall as follows.

Let (G, {H_i}^n_{i=1}) be a relatively hyperbolic group as in Definition 6.11. Consider the C-contracting system {gH_i : g ∈ G, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} for some C > 0. A notion of transition points is very helpful in understanding the geometry of the Cayley graph of G. Roughly speaking, a point x on a (word) geodesic γ is called (C, L)-deep in some gH_i if the L-neighbourhood B(x, L) ∩ γ is contained in N_C (gH_i). A point x ∈ γ which is not (C, L)-deep in any gH_i is called a (C, L)-transition point. We refer to [47] for more details and relevant discussions.

Let us return to the above setup of a general metric space, equipped with a C-contracting system F_o. We define an analogous notion to transition points, which is also in line with the vertices of an admissible path (see Lemma 5.12 below).

Definition 5.7. Let γ be a geodesic segment and L > 0. We say a point x ∈ γ is (F_o, L)-transversal if there exists Z ∈ F_o such that diam(γ ∩ N_C (Z)) > L and x is the entry or the exit points of γ ∩ N_C (Z). Denote by Trans_L(γ, F_o) the set of (F_o, L)-transversal points.

In a relatively hyperbolic group (G, {H_i}^n_{i=1}), any hyperbolic element h (i.e. not conjugated into any H_i and of infinite order) is contracting with respect to the action on the Cayley graph.

Lemma 5.8. Let (G, {H_i}^n_{i=1}) be a relatively hyperbolic group, and F ⊂ G be a weakly independent set of three hyperbolic elements. Then there exists L > 0 such that any (F_1, L)-transversal point is a (3C, L)- transition point defined in the sense of maximal parabolic subgroups.

Proof. Denote F = {h_1, h_2, h_3}. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, by [53], the maximal elementary subgroup E(h_j ) could be adjoined into the peripheral structure as a maximal parabolic group. That is, (G, {H_i}^n_{i=1} ∪ {E(h_j )}) is still relatively hyperbolic.

[57, Corollary 5.7] showed that {gH_i | g ∈ G, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} ∪ {gE(h_j ) | g ∈ G} is a contracting system with R_j -bounded intersection. Let R = max R_j , and let L > R(3C).

If x ∈ Trans_L(F_o, γ), then there exist Z = g_0 ⟨h_j ⟩ ∈ F_1 and a point y ∈ γ such that d(x, y) ≥ L and x, y ∈ N_C (Z). Lemma 2.13 implies that [x, y]_γ ⊂ N_{3C} (Z). Suppose by contrary that x ∈ γ is (3C, L)-deep in some gH_i. Then B(x, L)∩γ ⊂ N_{3C} (gH_i). Let z ∈ [x, y]_γ such that d(x, z) = L, then [x, z]_γ ∈ N_{3C} (gH_i)∩N_{3C} (Z). However, diam(N_{3C} (gH_i) ∩ N_{3C} (Z)) ≤ R_j (3C) < L, which leads to a contradiction. □

Definition 5.9. Let d_G be a left-invariant metric on G. For some L > 0, we say that d_G is coarsely additive along (F_o, L)-transversal points if for any g, f, h ∈ G so that fo is r-close to a (F_o, L)-transversal point of [go, ho] for some r > 0, we have (5.10) |dG(g, h) − dG(g, f) − dG(f, h)| ≤ R(r) where R depends only on r.

Remark 5.11. If G acts properly on X, we only need to verify the above Equation 5.10 for r = C, from which the general case would follow. Indeed, by definition, a (F_o, L)-transversal point is C-close to a point f^′o ∈ Go. If fo is r-close to an (F_o, L)-transversal point of [go, ho], then d(fo, f^′o) ≤ r + C for some f^′o ∈ Go. The set {g ∈ G : d(o, go) ≤ r + C} is finite by the proper action G ↷ X, so there exists a constant r_1 depending only on r + C so that d_G(f, f^′) ≤ r_1. Hence, if Equation 5.10 holds for g, f^′, h with R(C), we obtain |d_G(g, h) − d_G(g, f) − d_G(f, h)| ≤ R(C) + 2r_1 := R(r).

Recall that F_o is a C-contracting system. The following explains the relation of the transversal points with admissible paths.

Lemma 5.12. For given τ > 0 and L > 0 and a C-contracting system F_o, there exist D = D(τ, L, C) > 0, r = r(τ, L, C) > 0 with the following property. Let γ = · · · q_ip_iq_{i+1}p_{i+1} · · · be a finite special (D, τ)- admissible path with respect to F_o, and α be any geodesic with the same endpoints as γ. Then, for each i such that Len(p_i) > D, we have {(p_i)_−, (p_i)_+} ⊆ N_r(T rans_L(α, F_o)).

Proof. We follow the same convention as in Convention 2.2. Let D_1 = D(τ, C), ϵ = ϵ(τ, C) and B = B(τ, C) be given by Proposition 2.22. Pick D = max {D_1, 4ϵ + 4C + L}, and r > max {B + 2C, 2ϵ + 2C}. We show that any finite special (D, τ)-admissible path γ with respect to F_o satisfies the property.

Suppose the segment p_i is associated to X_i ∈ F_o, and α = [γ_−, γ_+]. We will first show that α∩N_C (X_i) ≠ ∅ and diam(α ∩ N_C (X_i)) > L.

According to Proposition 2.22, there exist two linearly ordered points x, y ∈ α such that d((p_i)_−, x) ≤ ϵ and d((p_i)_+, y) ≤ ϵ. As Len(p_i) > D, by triangle inequality d(x, y) > D − 2ϵ. In addition, d(x, π_{Xi} (x)) ≤ ϵ and d(y, π_{Xi} (y)) ≤ ϵ. Therefore, d^π_{Xi} (x, y) ≥ d(x, y) − 2ϵ > D − 4ϵ ≥ 4C + L > C. By definition of a Ccontracting subset, [x, y]_α ∩N_C (X_i) ≠ ∅. In addition, let x^′(y^′) be the entry (exit) point of [x, y]_α in N_C (X_i). When x^′ ≠ x, then d(x^′, x) ≤ d(x, X_i)+d(x^′, X_i)+d^π_{Xi} (x, x^′) ≤ ϵ+2C. Similarly, d(y^′, y) ≤ ϵ+2C. By triangle inequality, d(x^′, y^′) ≥ d(x, y) − 2(ϵ + 2C) > D − 2ϵ − 2(ϵ + 2C) ≥ L, which is to say diam(α ∩ N_C (X_i)) > L.

Next we will show that (p_i)_− (resp. (p_i)_+) is r-close to the entry point (resp. exit point) of α in N_C (X_i). We will only prove the statement for (p_i)_− and the other one is similar.

Let z be the entry point of of α in N_C (X_i). If z /∈ [α_−, x]_α then z = x^′, and d((p_i)_−, z) ≤ d((p_i)_−, x) + d(x, x^′) ≤ ϵ + (ϵ + 2C) < r. Hence in the following, we only consider z ∈ [α_−, x]_α. By Proposition 2.22, d^π_{Xi} (γ_−, (p_i)_−) ≤ B. If z ≠ γ_−, the definition of a C-contracting subset implies that d^π_{Xi} (γ_−, z) ≤ C. Hence, by triangle inequality, d^π_{Xi} (z, (p_i)_−) ≤ B + C. Therefore, d((p_i)_−, z) ≤ d((p_i)_−, X_i) + d(z, X_i) + d^π_{Xi} (z, (p_i)_−) ≤ C + B + C < r. □

Theorem 5.13. Let d_1, d_2 be two left-invariant metrics on G. Assume that d_1, d_2 are coarsely additive along (F_o, L)-transversal points for the given action G ↷ X for some L > 0. Then d_1 and d_2 have marked length spectrum rigidity.

Proof. Suppose the two metrics have the same marked length spectrum:

(5.14) ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g), ∀g ∈ G.

By left-invariance, it suffices to show that sup_{g∈G} |d_1(1, g) − d_2(1, g)| < +∞.

Let τ > 0 be decided by Lemma 3.2 for the three contracting elements h_1, h_2, h_3 acting on X. Let D = D(τ, L, C), r = r(τ, L, C) be given by Lemma 5.12. We consider two cases that encompass all g ∈ G.

Case 1: d(o, go) > D. Choose f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ so that d(o, f_io) > D for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. By Corollary 3.3, there exist f ∈ {f_1, f_2, f_3} such that (· · · , g, f, g, f, · · · ) labels a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to F_o. According to Lemma 5.12, for each n ≥ 1, (gf)^{n−1}o ∈ N_r(Trans_L([o, (gf)^no], F_o)). The definition of coarse additivity gives a constant R = R(r) verifying Equation 5.10, so for each i = 1, 2, we have | |d_i(1, (gf)^n) − d_i(1, (gf)^{n−1}) − d_i(1, gf) | | ≤ R. By induction, this shows |d_i(1, (gf)^n) − nd_i(1, gf)| ≤ nR, which in turn implies ℓ_{di} (gf) = lim_{n→∞} d_i(1, (gf)^n) n ≥ d_i(1, gf) − R. Denote L_0 := max{d_1(1, f_j ), d_2(1, f_j ) : 1 ≤ j ≤ 3} < ∞, then

d_1(1, g) ≤ d_1(1, gf) + d_1(g, gf) ≤ ℓ_{d1} (gf) + R + L_0 = ℓ_{d2} (gf) + R + L_0 (5.14) ≤ d_2(1, gf) + R + L_0 (Remark 2.4 (2)) ≤ d_2(1, g) + L_0 + R + L_0 (Δ-Ineq.)

and similarly, d_2(1, g) ≤ d_1(1, g) + R + 2L_0. Case 2: d(o, go) ≤ D. Fix an element h ∈ G such that d(o, ho) > 2D. By triangle inequality, d(o, gho) > D. Then according to Case 1, |d_1(1, gh) − d_2(1, gh)| ≤ R + 2L_0. By triangle inequality, |d_1(1, g) − d_2(1, g)| ≤ R + 2L_0 + d_1(1, h) + d_2(1, h).

Denoting M = R + 2L_0 + d_1(1, h) + d_2(1, h) < +∞, we conclude sup_{g∈G} |d_1(1, g) − d_2(1, g)| ≤ M, completing the proof. □

We caution the readers that the assumption in Theorem 5.13 is crucial, otherwise Remark 1.3 (2) gives a counterexample.

We now present some applications to the Green metric associated to a random walk on a finitely generated group G.

Let μ be a probability measure on G with finite symmetric support, which generates G as a group. Let μ^{⋆n} be the n-th convolution on G (i.e. the push forward of (G^n, μ^n) to G under multiplication map). Define the spectral radius R := lim sup_{n→∞}(μ^{⋆n})^{1/n}, and the r-Green function for 1 ≤ r ≤ R^{−1} ∀x, y ∈ G : G_r (x, y) = ∑ n≥0 μ^{⋆n}(x^{−1}y)r^n Assume that G_1(x, y) < ∞ for some (thus any) x, y (for the support of μ generates G). In other words, the μ-random walk driven by μ is transient on G; equivalently, G is not virtually Z^2. If G is non-amenable, then R < 1 and G_R−1 (x, y) < ∞. Define a family of the Green metric indexed by r ∈ [1, R^{−1}] on a non-amenable group G as follows ∀x, y ∈ G, d_{r,μ}(x, y) = − log G_r(x, y) G_r(1, 1)

which is a proper and left invariant metric, and is quasi-isometric to word metric on G for 1 ≤ r < R^{−1} (cf. [5, Eq. (7)]). We write d_μ = d_{1,μ}.

We recall the following fact in a non-elementary relatively hyperbolic group, which is direct consequence of [33, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 5.15. Suppose that G is a non-elementary relatively hyperbolic group. Fix any finite independent set F of three hyperbolic elements in G for the action on the Cayley graph. Fix r ∈ [1, R^{−1}). Then there exists L > 0 such that d_{r,μ} is coarsely additive along (F_1, L)-transversal points.

Proof. By [33, Corollary 1.4], d_{r,μ} is coarsely additive along the transition points defined in the sense of maximal parabolic subgroups. The result then follows directly from Lemma 5.8. □

As a corollary, up to choosing a larger constant L for two Green metrics, we obtain.

Corollary 5.16. Let μ_1, μ_2 be two probability measures on a non-elementary relatively hyperbolic group G with finite symmetric support generating G. Then d_{1,μ1} and d_{1,μ2} have marked length spectrum rigidity.

Recall that for a subset A ⊆ G, the growth rate of A relative to d is defined as follows

δ_d(A) := lim sup_{n→∞} log ♯{g ∈ A : d(1, g) ≤ n} n Alternatively, δ_d(A) is just the convergence radius of the so-called Poincaré series s ≥ 0, Θ_d(A, s) = ∑ g∈A e^{−sd(1,g)} At last, we present an example of a relatively hyperbolic group endowed with a pair of proper left invariant metrics, which has no marked length spectrum rigidity from a subgroup with maximal growth. However, as we will see in Theorem 9.17, some right coset of this subgroup still implies the MLS rigidity.

Proposition 5.17. There exists a relatively hyperbolic group G with two proper left invariant metrics d_1, d_2, which are quasi-isometric to word metric, with the following properties:

(1) there is a subgroup Γ ⊆ G with δ_{d1} (G) = δ_{d2} (G) = δ_{d1} (Γ). (2) the metrics d_1, d_2 are coarsely equal on Γ, but not on the whole group G. (3) the metrics d_1, d_2 are coarsely additive along the transition points.

Proof. Consider a free product G = Γ ∗ Z^3 where Γ = F_n × F_m for n ≠ m ≥ 2. By [30, Theorem 5.1], there exists a finitely supported irreducible probability measure on Γ so that the family of Green metrics d_r for 1 ≤ r < R^{−1} has the following phase transition at some r_⋆ ∈ (1, R).

(1) for r ≤ r_⋆, the Poincaré series Θ_{dr} (Γ, s) is divergent at s = δ_{dr} (Γ). (2) for r > r_⋆, the Poincaré series Θ_{dr} (Γ, s) is convergent at s = δ_{dr} (Γ).

Write δ = δ_{dr} (Γ) for simplicity.

Pick up r > r_⋆ so that ∑ h∈Γ e^{−δdr (1,h)} = s < ∞. Choose two proper geodesic metrics | · |_1 and | · |_2 on K = Z^3, which are quasi-isometric to the word metric, so that

(5.18) ∑ k∈K e^{−δ|k|i} < 1/s and | · |_1 and | · |_2 are not coarsely equal. For instance, we could, if necessary, re-scale a word metric | · |_1 on K and set | · |_2 = | · |_1/2.

Define two proper metric d_1, d_2 on G = Γ ∗ K as follows. By normal form theorem, any element g ∈ G admits a unique product of the form g = h_1k_1 · · · h_nk_n with h_i ∈ Γ and k_i ∈ K. It is only possible that h_1 = 1 or k_n = 1. Define d_j (1, g) = ∑_n i=1(d_r(1, h_i) + |k_i|_j ) for j = 1, 2. It is clear that d_1 and d_2 are equal on Γ, but are not coarsely equal on K (and thus G). By definition of d_j , as G is hyperbolic relative to {Γ, K}, two metrics d_1 and d_2 are coarsely additive along transition points.

Set C_0 = max{s, s^{−1}}. At last, a simple computation shows that ∑ g∈G e^{−δdj (1,g)} ≤ C^2_0 ∑ n≥0 [( ∑ h∈Γ e^{−δdj (1,h)} )_n ( ∑ h∈K e^{−δ|k|j} )_n] < ∞ according to Equation 5.18. This implies δ_{d1} (G) = δ_{d2} (G) = δ. □

6. MLS rigidity for cusp-uniform actions

6.1. Preliminaries for Gromov hyperbolic spaces.

We recall some basic definitions and properties in the theory of Gromov hyperbolic spaces, and we refer the readers to [9, 12, 15] for more details.

Definition 6.1. A metric space (X, d) is called a δ-hyperbolic space for some δ ≥ 0, if for any four points x, y, z, w ∈ X: (x|y)_w ≥ min {(x|z)_w, (z|y)_w} − δ 2 .

wherew the Gromov product is defined as:

(x|y)_o := 1 2 (d(o, x) + d(o, y) − d(x, y)). (6.2)

An important notion, associated with a hyperbolic space, is the Gromov boundary.

Definition 6.3 ( [12, Definition 3.12] ). Let X be a proper δ-hyperbolic space with a basepoint p. A sequence (x_n)^∞_{n=1} in X converges at infinity if (x_i|x_j )_p → ∞ as i, j → ∞. The Gromov boundary ∂X is defined by ∂X := {(x_n) | (x_n) converges at infinity}/ ∼ where (x_n) ∼ (y_n) if (x_i|y_j )_p → ∞ as i, j → ∞.

For a sequence (x_n) converging at infinity, let lim x_n ∈ ∂X denote the corresponding boundary point. Note that the definition of Gromov boundary is independent of the choice of the basepoint p, and X = X ∪ ∂X gives a compactification of X.

Furthermore, if the proper δ-hyperbolic space X is a geodesic space, then ∂X is visible in the following sense: for any ξ, η ∈ X, there is a geodesic c : I → X connecting ξ and η, in the sense that if η ∈ ∂X, then η = lim_{t→+∞} c(t) and if ξ ∈ ∂X, then ξ = lim_{t→−∞} c(t).

In addition, in a proper hyperbolic space we can extend the Gromov product to the Gromov boundary.

Definition 6.4 ( [12, Definition 3.15] ). Let X be a proper δ-hyperbolic space with a basepoint p. We extend the Gromov product to X = X ∪ ∂X by: (x|y)_p = sup lim inf_{i,j→∞} (x_i|y_j )_p

where the supremum is taken over all sequences (x_i) and (y_j ) in X such that x = lim x_i and y = lim y_j .

Remark 6.5 ( [12, Remark 3.17], [15, Lemma 2.2.2] ). Let X be a proper δ-hyperbolic space with a basepoint p. (1) Definition 6.4 coincides with the classical definition (6.2) on X. (2) (x|y)_p = ∞ if and only if x = y ∈ ∂X.

(3) For all x, y ∈ X, and all sequences (x_i) and (y_i) in X with x = lim x_i and y = lim y_j , we have (x|y)_p − 2δ ≤ lim inf_{i→∞}(x_i|y_i)_p ≤ lim sup_{i→∞}(x_i|y_i)_p ≤ (x|y)_p.

The Gromov boundary of a proper hyperbolic space is invariant under quasi-isometries.

Proposition 6.6. [29, Proposition 11.107, Theorem 11.108]If X_1 and X_2 are two proper geodesic δhyperbolic spaces and f : X_1 → X_2 is a (λ, c)-quasi-isometric-embedding. Then there exists C = C(δ, λ, c) ≥ 0 such that for any x, y, z ∈ X_1,^1_λ (x|y)_{z,X1} − C ≤ (f(x)|f(y))_{f (z),X2} ≤ λ(x|y)_{z,X1} + C. In addition, if f is a quasi-isometry, then f extends to a homeomorphism ∂X_1 → ∂X_2.

Definition 6.7. Suppose that a group G acts by isometry on a proper δ-hyperbolic space X with a basepoint p. The limit set of G is defined by ΛG = Gp ∩ ∂X, and is independent of the choice of the basepoint.

Notice by definition that ΛG admits a natural action by G.

From now on, we assume all metric spaces in this section to be geodesic. For any three points x, y, z in a metric space, let Δ(x, y, z) be a geodesic triangle with three vertices x, y, z.

A classical geometric characterization of δ-hyperbolic spaces is the thin triangle property.

Proposition 6.8 ( [12, Proposition 1.17] ). Let (X, d) be a δ-hyperbolic geodesic space, then any (ideal) geodesic triangle satisfies the 6δ-thin triangle property: for any geodesic triangle Δ(a, b, c) and any points x ∈ [a, b], y ∈ [a, c] with d(a, x) = d(a, y) ≤ (b|c)_a, d(x, y) ≤ 6δ. 6.2. Relatively hyperbolic group and cusp-uniform action.

In this subsection, we review the definition and basic properties for relatively hyperbolic groups established by Bowditch [10].

Definition 6.9. Suppose that a group G acts isometrically and properly on a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space X.

(1) A point y ∈ ∂X is called a conical limit point if there exists a sequence (g_n)_{n∈N} in G, and distinct points a, b ∈ ∂X, such that lim g_ny = a and lim g_nx = b for all x ∈ ∂X \ {y}.

(2) A subgroup H < G is called a parabolic subgroup if H is infinite, has a unique fixed point p in ∂X, and contains no loxodromic elements. It is clear that p is the limit set ΛH.

(3) A parabolic subgroup H < G is called maximal if for any parabolic subgroup H^′ > H, we have H^′ = H.

(4) A parabolic group H < G is called bounded parabolic if the action of H on ∂X \ {p} is cocompact, where p is the fixed point of H.

(5) A point y ∈ ∂X is called a bounded parabolic point if its stablizer Stab_G(p) is bounded parabolic.

Definition 6.10 (Cusp-uniform Action). Suppose that a group G acts by isometry on a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space X. The action is called cusp-uniform relative to a finite collection of subgroups {H_i}_{i∈I} , denoted by (G, {H_i}) ↷ X, if the following hold:

(1) The action G ↷ X is proper.

(2) Every point of ∂X is either a conical limit point or a bounded parabolic point. (3) Each H_i is a maximal parabolic subgroup, and any maximal parabolic subgroup of G conjugates to exactly one subgroup in {H_i}_{i∈I} .

A cusp-uniform action is called non-elementary if ♯ΛG > 2. Throughout this section, we are only concerned about non-elementary cusp-uniform actions.

In [58], it is proven that {H_i}_{i∈I} must be a finite collection of subgroups.

Definition 6.11 (Relatively Hyperbolic Group). A group G is hyperbolic relative to a finite collection of subgroups {H_i} if (G, {H_i}) admits a cusp-uniform action on a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space.

In practice, we will use an equivalent definition for cusp-uniform actions which is geometrically more intuitive. Let us first introduce some terminologies.

Fix X to be a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space.

Definition 6.12 (Horofunction). Suppose η ∈ ∂X. A function h : X → R is a horofunction about η if there exist a point p ∈ X, a geodesic γ : [o, +∞) → X such that γ(0) = p and lim_{t→+∞} γ(t) = η, and a constant D ≥ 0 such that: | | | |h(x) − lim_{t→+∞}(d(x, γ(t)) − d(p, γ(t))) | | | | ≤ D. Definition 6.13 (Horoball). A horoball centered at η ∈ ∂X is the pre-image of (0, +∞) of a horofunction h about η. For a horoball B = h^{−1} ((0, +∞)), its boundary (or thickened horosphere) in X is denoted by ∂^0B = h^{−1}([0, C]) for some sufficiently large C.

Note that B ∩ ∂X = {η} when B ⊆ X is a horoball centered at η.

Proposition 6.14 ( [10, Lemma 6.2] ). If G acts parabolically with the fixed point η ∈ ∂X, then there exists a G-invariant horofunction (hence a G-invariant horoball) about η.

Definition 6.15 (Bounded Parabolic Action on Horoball). Suppose G acts parabolically with the fixed point η ∈ ∂X and B is a G-invariant horoball centered at η. Choose an arbitrary point y ∈ B and a geodesic γ : [0, +∞) → X with γ(0) = y, lim_{t→+∞} γ(t) = η. The action of G on B is called bounded parabolic if B lies in a finite metric neighbourhood of ⋃ g∈G gγ. Proposition 6.16 ( [10, Proposition 6.13] ). Suppose (G, {H_i}) admits a cusp-uniform action on a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space X. Then there exists a G-invariant collection of disjoint horoballs B, such that:

(1) Each bounded parabolic point η ∈ ∂X is associated to exactly one horoball B ∈ B. (2) Each H_i is a stablizer of a horoball B ∈ B.

(3) The stablizer Stab_G(B) of each horoball B ∈ B conjugates to exactly one subgroup H ∈ {H_i} and the action of Stab_G(B) on B is bounded parabolic.

(4) The action of G on X − ⋃ B∈B B is cocompact.

6.3. MLS rigidity for cusp-uniform actions.

Theorem 6.17. Suppose that (G, {H_i}) admits two non-elementary cusp-uniform actions on two proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic spaces (X_1, d_1), (X_2, d_2). If the two actions have the same marked length spectrum, then there exists a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry between X_1 and X_2.

In order to prove Theorem 6.17, we need the following technical lemma which extends a rough isometry from the boundaries of horoballs to their interior.

Lemma 6.18. Let (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) be two δ-hyperbolic spaces and B_1 ⊆ X_1, B_2 ⊆ X_2 be two horoballs which admit bounded parabolic actions by a parabolic group H.

Suppose f : ∂^0B_1 → ∂^0B_2 is an H-equivariant rough isometry, then f extends to an H-coarsely equivariant rough isometry f̃ : B_1 → B_2.

Proof. For i = 1, 2, let η_i ∈ ∂X_i be the corresponding boundary point of B_i. Let B_i be the pre-image of (0, +∞) of a H-invariant horofunction h_i. ∂^0B_i = h^{−1}([0, C_i]) for C_i sufficiently large.

Then, for each i = 1, 2, there exists a point p_i ∈ X, an infinite geodesic γ_i : [0, +∞) → X_i connecting p_i and η_i and a constant D_i such that | | | |h^i(x) − lim_{t→+∞}(d^i(x, γ^i(t)) − d^i(p^i, γ^i(t))) | | | | ≤ D^i. (6.19)

Let D = max {D_1, D_2}.

Choose a point x_1 ∈ ∂^0B_1, and let x_2 = f(x_1) ∈ ∂^0B_2.

For each i = 1, 2, choose an infinite geodesic with length parameterization α^i : [0, +∞) → X_i such that α^i(0) = x_i and lim_{t→+∞} α^i(t) = η_i.

For any h ∈ H, hx_i ∈ ∂^0B_i, denote by α^i_h = hα : [0, +∞) → X_i an infinite geodesic connecting hx_i and η_i. Then according to Definition 6.15, B_i lies in a finite metric neighbourhood of ⋃ h∈H α^i_h. It suffices to establish a H-equivariant rough isometry ⋃ h∈H α^1_h → ⋃ h∈H α^2_h given explicitly by:

(6.20) f̃ : ⋃ h∈H α^1_h → ⋃ h∈H α^2_h α^1_h(t) → α^2_h(t) ∀h ∈ H, t ∈ [0, +∞). The definition of f̃ might be multi-valued; however, once we have proven that f̃ is a rough isometry, f̃ becomes well-defined up to a bounded distance. The H-equivariance and surjectivity of f̃ is clear.

Note that f is a rough isometry, hence the map hx_1 ∈ Hx_1 → hx_2 ∈ Hx_2 is a (1, c_0)-quasi-isometry for some c_0 ≥ 0. In addition, ∂^0B_i lies in a finite neighbourhood of Hx_i, and f̃ coincides with f on Hx up to a bounded error.

For each g, h ∈ H, since h_1 is H-invariant, h_1(gx_1) = h_1(hx_1). Then according to (6.19): | | | | lim t→+∞(d 1(gx_1, γ_1(t)) − d_1(hx_1, γ_1(t))) | | | | ≤ 2D. Hence, (hx_1|η_1)_{gx1 ,d1} ∼_{D,δ} 1 2 d_1(gx_1, hx_1).

Similarly, (hx_2|η_2)_{gx2 ,d2} ∼_{D,δ} 1 2 d_2(gx_2, hx_2)

By applying the 6δ-thin triangle property (cf. Proposition 6.8) to the ideal geodesic triangles Δ(gx_1, hx_1, η_1) and Δ(gx_2, hx_2, η_2), there exists a constant C = C(D, δ, c_0), such that for s, t ∈ [0, +∞):

(1) If s ≥^1_2 d_1(gx_1, hx_1):

By thin-triangle property, we have:

d_i(α^i_g (s), α^i_h(s)) ≤ C (i = 1, 2).

Then, d_i(α^i_g (s), α^i_h(t)) ∼_C |s − t| (i = 1, 2). Hence, d_1(α^1_g (s), α^1_h(t)) ∼_C d_2(α^2_g (s), α^2_h(t)).

(2) If t ≥^1_2 d_1(gx_1, hx_1):

A similar proof as (1) implies d_1(α^1_g (s), α^1_h(t)) ∼_C d_2(α^2_g (s), α^2_h(t)).

(3) If s ≤^1_2 d_1(gx_1, hx_1) and t ≤^1_2 d_1(gx_1, hx_1):

By thin-triangle property, d_i(α^i_g (s), α^i_h(t)) ∼_C d_i(gx_i, hx_i) − s − t (i = 1, 2). Hence,

d_1(α^1_g (s), α^1_h(t)) ∼_{C,c0} d_2(α^2_g (s), α^2_h(t)).

Thus, we have proven that the map given by (6.20) is an H-equivariant rough isometry. □

Proof of Theorem 6.17. For each i = 1, 2, we can find a G-invariant collection of horoballs B_i in X_i, according to Proposition 6.16. By Proposition 6.16 (2) and (3), B_i/G consists of N orbits of horoballs. For each orbit, choose a representative horoball so that we get a collection of N horoballs in { B^{(1)}_i , · · · , B^{(n)}_i } ⊆ B_i. Without

loss of generality, suppose that B^{(k)}_i is associated to the unique boundary point η^{(k)}_i in Λ_iH_k, where Λ_iH_k denotes the limit set of the parabolic subgroup H_k in X_i. Hence H_k is the stabilizer of B^{(k)}_i which acts as a bounded parabolic action.

For each horoball B^{(k)}_i (i = 1, 2, 1 ≤ k ≤ n), define and fix a boundary ∂^0B^{(k)}_i according to Definition 6.13. And for each B = gB^k_i ∈ B_i, define ∂^0B = g∂^0B^{(k)}_i . Then A_i = (X_i − ⋃ B∈B_i B)∪( ⋃ B∈B_i ∂ 0B) is G-invariant and lies in a finite metric neighbourhood of X_i − ⋃ B∈B_i B. Hence G acts coboundedly on Ai.

For brevity, we may enlarge A_i and each B ∈ B_i to its open 1-neighbourhood, so that we can assume that A_i and each B ∈ B_i are open subsets (i = 1, 2).

Choose basepoints o_i ∈ A_i (i = 1, 2). The actions of G on X_1 and X_2 are both non-elementary isometries on Gromov hyperbolic spaces. Hence, both actions have contracting property (cf. Example 2.32). According to Theorem 5.1, the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 is a (1, C_0)-quasi-isometry for some C_0 ≥ 0. Since G acts cobounded on A_i, this induces a G-coarsely equivariant (1, C_1)-quasi-isometry f : A_1 → A_2, and also a natural homeomorphism Λ_1G = ∂X_1 → Λ_2G = ∂X_2.

Hence, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n, f(∂^0B^{(k)}_1 ) lies in a finite metric neighbourhood of ∂^0B^{(k)}_2 . With an alteration up to a bounded distance, we may assume f(∂^0B^{(k)}_1 ) ⊆ ∂^0B^{(k)}_2 .

Then according to Lemma 6.18, we can extend f to a H_k-coarsely equivariant rough isometry: f̃^{(k)} : B^{(k)}_1 → B^{(k)}_2 . Assume that f̃^{(k)} is a (1, c_k)-quasi-isometry, and c = max {c_1, · · · , c_n}.

For each B = gB^{(k)}_1 ∈ B_1, let f̃ = g ∘ f̃^{(k)} ∘ g^{−1} : B = gB^{(k)}_1 → gB^{(k)}_2 be a (1, c)-quasi-isometry. Note that gB^{(k)}_i is associated to the boundary point gη^{(k)}_i , which is the unique point in Λ_igHg^{−1}.

Hence f̃ is defined on each B ∈ B_1, and f̃ : X_1 = A_1 ∪ ( ⋃ B∈B_1 B) → X2 = A2 ∪ ( ⋃ B∈B_2 B) is a G-coarsely

equivariant extension of f.

A similar construction from X_2 to X_1 will also provide a G-coarsely equivariant map f̃_∗ : X_2 → X_1, which is a quasi-inverse of f̃: sup_{x∈X1} d_1(x, f̃_∗(f̃(x))) < ∞ and sup_{x∈X2} d_2(x, f̃(f̃_∗(x))) < ∞.

We will prove that f̃ is a rough isometry.

For any x, y ∈ X_1, let α = [x, y] denote a geodesic segment connecting x and y. There are five cases to be considered.

Case 1: x, y ∈ A_1. Then d_2(f̃(x), f̃ (y)) ∼_{C1} d_1(x, y).

Case 2: x, y ∈ B for a horoball B ∈ B_1. Then d_2(f̃(x), f̃(y)) ∼_c d_1(x, y). Case 3: x ∈ A_1 and y ∈ B for a horoball B ∈ B_1.

Then we can seperate α into two parts: α = [x, z] ∪ [z, y], such that z ∈ A_1 ∩ B. Hence,

d_2(f̃(x), f̃ (y)) ≤ d_2(f̃(x), f̃(z)) + d_2(f̃(z), f̃(y)) ≤ d_1(x, z) + C_1 + d_1(z, y) + c = d_1(x, y) + C_1 + c.

Case 4: y ∈ A_1 and x ∈ B for a horoball B ∈ B_1, which is similar to Case 3. Case 5: x ∈ B and y ∈ B^′ for two horoballs B ≠ B^′ ∈ B_1.

Then we can separate α into three parts: α = [x, z] ∪ [z, w] ∪ [w, y], such that z ∈ A_1 ∩ B and w ∈ A_1 ∩ B^′. Hence,

d_2(f̃(x), f̃(y)) ≤ d_2(f̃(x), f̃ (z)) + d_2(f̃(z), f̃(w)) + d_2(f̃(w), f̃ (y)) ≤ d_1(x, z) + c + d_1(z, w) + C_1 + d_1(w, y) + c = d_1(x, y) + C_1 + 2c.

Hence d_2(f̃(x), f̃(y)) ≤ d_1(x, y) + C for any x, y ∈ X_1, where C = C_1 + 2c.

A similar proof to the quasi-inverse f̃_∗ shows that there exists C_∗ ≥ 0 such that d_1(f̃_∗(x), f̃_∗(y)) ≤ d_2(x, y) + C_∗ for any x, y ∈ X_2.

Hence f̃ : X_1 → X_2 is a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry. □

7. MLS rigidity from confined subgroups

In this section, we study the MLS rigidity from confined subgroups defined as follows.

Definition 7.1. Let G be a group. We say that a subgroup H ≤ G is a confined subgroup of G if there exists a finite set P ⊆ G \ {1} such that gHg^{−1} ∩ P ≠ ∅ for all g ∈ G. The set P is referred to as the confining subset.

If G acts properly and co-compactly on a proper metric space (X, d) then a torsion-free confined subgroup is amount to saying that X/H has bounded injective radius from above ( [21, Lemma 5.3]). We refer to [21] for more references and relevant discussions about confined subgroups.

Normal subgroups are important examples of confined subgroups. We first prove the MLS rigidity from normal subgroups under isometric actions with contracting property, and then the MLS rigidity from confined subgroups, if the actions are assumed additionally to be proper.

7.1. Normal subgroups. For a group G acting isometrically on a metric space X, a subgroup H ≤ G is called unbounded in X (or unbounded for short) if any orbit of H is an unbounded subset of X. An unbounded subgroup is equivalent to an infinite subgroup when the action G ↷ X is assumed to be proper.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose that a group G acts isometrically on two geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with contracting property. Let H ◁ G be a normal subgroup which is unbounded in either X_1 or X_2. Then G has marked length spectrum rigidity from H.

In order to prove Theorem 7.2, we need a slightly different construction compared with Corollary 3.4.

Lemma 7.3. Let G be a group acting isometrically on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with contracting property, and H ◁ G be an unbounded normal subgroup. Then H also has contracting property.

Proof. Fix a basepoint o ∈ X. Choose five pairwise independent contracting elements g_1, · · · , g_5 ∈ G. Then g^{−1}_1 , · · · , g^{−1}_5 are also pairwise independent contracting elements. Let τ > 0 be the maximal one among the corresponding τ given by Lemma 3.2 for any triples within g_1, · · · , g_5 or g^{−1}_1 , · · · , g^{−1}_5 . Let C ≥ 0 be the maximal contraction constant of ⟨g_i⟩ o (i = 1, · · · , 5), and R = R_{τ,C} be given by Corollary 2.23. Let D_1 = D(τ, C) and ϵ = ϵ(τ, C) be given by Corollary 2.23, D_2 = D(τ, C, R) be given by Proposition 2.24, and D = max {D_1 + 3ϵ, D_2}. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, choose f_i ∈ ⟨g_i⟩ such that d(o, f_io) > D.

Since H is unbounded, we can choose an element h ∈ H such that d(o, ho) > D. Then according to Lemma 3.2 and by Pigeonhole Principle, there exists a set of three elements F_1 ⊂ {f_1, · · · , f_5} such that (h, f, h) labels a special (D, τ)-admissible path for each f ∈ F_1. And similarly, there exists a set of three elements F_2 ⊂ { f^{−1}_1 , · · · , f^{−1}_5 } such that (h, f^{−1}, h) labels a special (D, τ)-admissible path for each f^{−1} ∈ F_2.

Therefore, by Pigeonhole Principle, there exists an element f = f_i such that (· · · , h, f, h, f^{−1}, h, f, h, f^{−1}, · · · ) labels a special (D, τ)-admissible path with respect to X ⊆ {g · ⟨f⟩ o | g ∈ G}.

This admissible path has Len_p-constant d(o, fo) and Len_q -constant d(o, ho). Therefore, by Proposition 2.24, it is contracting; and by Proposition 2.22 (2), the map n ∈ Z → (hfhf^{−1})^no ∈ X is a quasi-isometric embedding.

Hence the element h̃ = hfhf^{−1} ∈ H is a contracting element. By Corollary 3.7, we can find a contracting element g ∈ G which is weakly independent with h̃. Then according to Lemma 2.30 (2), there exists n ≫ 0 such that h̃ and (h̃^ng^n)h̃(h̃^ng^n)^{−1} are weakly independent contracting elements in H. Hence H has contracting property. □

Lemma 7.4. Suppose that a group G acts by isometry on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o, and there are three pairwise weakly independent contracting elements h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ G. Then there exist ϵ̃, D̃ > 0 with the following property.

Fix any F = {f_1, f_2, f_3} with f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ , d(o, f_io) > D̃. Then, for any g ∈ Γ satisfying d(o, go) > D̃, we can choose f_i, f_j ∈ F so that: (1) d(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) ≥ 2d(o, go) − 3ϵ̃. (2) ℓ_d(gf_ig^{−1}f_j ) ≥ d(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) − 2ϵ̃.

Proof. For h_1, h_2, h_3 ∈ Γ, let τ be decided by Lemma 3.2, and C be a contraction constant for the contracting system Y = {⟨h_1⟩ o, ⟨h_2⟩ o, ⟨h_3⟩ o}. Let D̃ = D(τ, C), ϵ̃ = ϵ(τ, C) be decided according to Proposition 2.22. Fix any F = {f_1, f_2, f_3} with f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ , d(o, f_io) > D̃.

For the pair of elements (g, g^{−1}), we can find f_i ∈ F according to Lemma 3.2 (1); and for the pair of elements (g^{−1}, g), we can find f_j ∈ F according to Lemma 3.2 (1).

Since d(o, go) = d(o, g^{−1}o) > D̃, Lemma 3.2 (2) implies that the path γ labelled by (· · · , g, f_i, g^{−1}, f_j , g, f_i, g^{−1}, f_j , · · · ) is a special (D̃, τ)-admissible path with respect to X.

According to Proposition 2.22, any geodesic segment connecting two vertices of γ ϵ̃-fellow travels the subpath of γ between these two vertices.

(1). Let α = [o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o], then α ϵ̃-fellow travels the path [o, go] ∪ [go, gf_io] ∪ [gf_io, gf_ig^{−1}o] ∪ [gf_ig^{−1}o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o]. We can find three linearly ordered points x, y, z on α, such that d(go, x) ≤ ϵ̃, d(gf_io, y) ≤ ϵ̃, d(gf_ig^{−1}o, z) ≤ ϵ̃. Hence, by triangle inequality, d(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) ≥ d(o, x) + d(y, z) ≥ d(o, go) + d(o, g^{−1}o) − 3ϵ̃ = 2d(o, go) − 3ϵ̃. (2). For n ∈ N^+, let α_n = [o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no]. Then α_n ϵ̃-fellow travels γ_n = [o, go] ∪ [go, gf_io] ∪ · · · ∪ [(gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^{n−1}gf_ig^{−1}o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no]. We can find a point w ∈ α_n such that d((gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^{n−1}o, w) ≤ ϵ̃. Hence, by triangle inequality, d(o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no) = d(o, w) + d(w, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no) ≥ d(o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^{n−1}o) + d(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) − 2ϵ̃. By induction, d(o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no) ≥ nd(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) − 2(n − 1)ϵ̃.

Thus, ℓ_d(gf_ig^{−1}f_j ) = lim_{n→+∞}^1_n d(o, (gf_ig^{−1}f_j )^no) ≥ d(o, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o) − 2ϵ̃. □

Proof of Theorem 7.2. By assumption, the two actions under consideration have the same marked length spectrum on H: ℓ_{d1} (h) = ℓ_{d2} (h), ∀h ∈ H. (7.5)

We first show that both actions H ↷ X_1 and H ↷ X_2 are unbounded and hence have contracting property. By assumption and without loss of generality, we may suppose H ↷ X_1 is unbounded. Then by Lemma 7.3, H ↷ X_1 has contracting property. Pick an element h ∈ H which is contracting in X_1, then ℓ_{d2} (h) = ℓ_{d1} (h) > 0 and therefore h must have an unbounded orbit in X_2. According to Lemma 7.3, H ↷ X_2 also has contracting property.

According to Lemma 4.6, we can choose a weakly independent set of simultaneously contracting elements {h_1, h_2, h_3} ⊆ H ∩ SC(G). For each i = 1, 2, consider the action G ↷ X_i and let ϵ̃_i, D̃_i > 0 be decided by Lemma 7.4 for the three elements h_1, h_2, h_3. Let ϵ = max {ϵ_1, ϵ_2} and D = max {D_1, D_2}. Fix F = {f_1, f_2, f_3} with f_k ∈ ⟨h_k⟩, and d_i(o_i, f_ko_i) > D for each k = 1, 2, 3 and i = 1, 2. Let C_0 = max {d_i(o_i, f_ko_i) | k = 1, 2, 3, i = 1, 2} > D.

Then according to Lemma 7.4, for any g ∈ G such that d_1(o_1, go_1) > D, there exist f_i, f_j ∈ F satisfying:

d_1(o_1, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o_1) ≥ 2d_1(o_1, go_1) − 3ϵ,

(7.6)

ℓ_{d1} (gf_ig^{−1}f_j ) ≥ d_1(o_1, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o_1) − 2ϵ.

(7.7)

Notice that for any f_i, f_j ∈ F and g ∈ G, gf_ig^{−1}f_j ∈ H.

Hence, for any g ∈ G such that d_1(o_1, go_1) > D,

2d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_1(o_1, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o_1) + 3ϵ (7.6) ≤ ℓ_{d1} (gf_ig^{−1}f_j ) + 5ϵ (7.7) = ℓ_{d2} (gf_ig^{−1}f_j ) + 5ϵ (7.5) ≤ d_2(o_2, gf_ig^{−1}f_j o_2) + 5ϵ (Remark 2.4 (2)) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2) + d_2(o_2, f_io_2) + d_2(o_2, g^{−1}o_2) + d_2(o_2, f_j o_2) + 5ϵ (Δ-Ineq.) ≤ 2d_2(o_2, go_2) + 2C_0 + 5ϵ.

On the other hand, for any g ∈ G such that d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ D,

d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2) + D.

Let C = C_0 +^5_2 ϵ. Then, d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2) + C, for all g ∈ G. Similarly, d_2(o_2, go_2) ≤ d_1(o_1, go_1) + C, for all g ∈ G.

Hence, the map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2, go_1 → go_2 is a (1, C)-quasi-isometry. □

Corollary 7.8. Suppose there is a subnormal sequence of unbounded subgroups H_n ◁H_{n−1} ◁· · ·◁H_1 ◁H_0 = G. Then, G has marked length spectrum rigidity from H_n.

Proof. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have established the following fact:

If ℓ_{d1} (h) = ℓ_{d2} (h) for all h ∈ H_i, then according to Theorem 7.2, the orbit map on H_{i−1}, ρ|_{Hi−1 o1} : H_{i−1}o_1 → H_{i−1}o_2 is a rough isometry. As a consequence, ℓ_{d1} (h) = ℓ_{d2} (h) for all h ∈ H_{i−1}.

An induction of i from n to 1 proves that the orbit map on H_0 = G, ρ : Go_1 → Go_2, is a rough isometry. □

7.2. Elementary subgroups and elliptic radical. In this subsection, suppose that a group G acts isometrically and properly on a geodesic metric space (X, d). That is, ♯ {g ∈ G | d(o, go) ≤ n} < +∞ for any o ∈ X and n ∈ N. If G contains a contracting element and G is not virtually cyclic, then the action G has contracting property. In the following, we fix a basepoint o ∈ X.

Definition 7.9 (Elementary Subgroup). For any contracting element h ∈ G, the elementary subgroup associated to h is defined as: E(h) = {g ∈ G | d_H (⟨h⟩ o, g · ⟨h⟩ o) < +∞} . Proposition 7.10 ( [60, Lemma 2.11] ). Let h ∈ Γ be a contracting element, then: (1) ⟨h⟩ ≤ E(h) and [E(h) : ⟨h⟩] < +∞. (2) E(h) = { g ∈ G | ∃m > 0 s.t. gh^mg^{−1} = h^m or gh^mg^{−1} = h^{−m} } . Corollary 7.11. Suppose f, h ∈ G are two contracting elements.

(1) For any non-torsion element g ∈ E(h), there exist n, m ∈ Z \ {0} such that g^n = h^m. (2) If f and h are weakly independent, then f /∈ E(h).

Proof. (1) According to Proposition 7.10 (1), there exists a finite collection of elements a_1, · · · , a_n ∈ E(h) such that E(h) = ⋃_n i=1 a_i ⟨h⟩. By Pigeonhole Principle, there exists 0 ≤ j < k ≤ n such that g^j and g^k lie in the same coset a_i ⟨h⟩. Therefore, g^{k−j} ∈ ⟨h⟩. Hence, g^{k−j} = h^m. In addition, g is non-torsion, which implies that m ≠ 0.

(2) If f ∈ E(h), since f is non-torsion, by (1) there exist n, m ≠ 0 such that f^n = h^m. Therefore, d_H (⟨f⟩ o, ⟨h⟩ o) ≤ d_H (⟨f⟩ o, ⟨f^n⟩ o) + d_H (⟨h⟩ o, ⟨h^m⟩ o) < +∞, so ⟨f⟩ o and ⟨h⟩ o do not have bounded intersection, which is a contradiction. □

For a contracting element h ∈ G, we define

E^+(h) = { g ∈ G | gh^mg^{−1} = h^m for some m > 0 } . According to Proposition 7.10 (2), E^+(h) is a subgroup of E(h) whose index is at most 2.

As a matter of fact, for any g ∈ G,

(7.12) E(ghg^{−1}) = gE(h)g^{−1}; E^+(ghg^{−1}) = gE^+(h)g^{−1}.

Lemma 7.13. Suppose f, h ∈ G are two contracting elements.

(1) There are only finitely many torsion elements in E^+(h). (2) If f and h are not weakly independent, then E^+(f) = E^+(h).

Proof. (1) Obviously, ⟨h⟩ ≤ E^+(h). According to Proposition 7.10 (1), we have [E^+(h) : ⟨h⟩] < +∞. Since any finite index subgroup contains a finite index normal subgroup, there exists n > 0 such that ⟨h^n⟩ ◁ E^+(h) and [E^+(h) : ⟨h^n⟩] < +∞.

We claim that each coset of ⟨h^n⟩ in E^+(h) contains at most one torsion element. Suppose a ∈ E^+(h) and consider the coset a ⟨h^n⟩. Without loss of generality, suppose that a is a torsion element and a^k = 1 (k > 0). By definition of E^+(h), there exists m > 0 such that ah^ma^{−1} = h^m. On the other hand, since ⟨h^n⟩ is a normal subgroup, we have ah^na^{−1} = h^{tn} for some t ∈ Z. Therefore, h^{mn} = ah^{mn}a^{−1} = h^{mtn}, and since h is non-torsion we must have t = 1. Thus, ah^n = h^na.

For any element ah^{sn} ∈ a ⟨h^n⟩. If s ≠ 0, then (ah^{sn})^k = a^kh^{snk} = h^{snk} which is a non-torsion element. Hence, ah^{sn} is non-torsion, and our claim is proven.

(2) Since f and h are not weakly independent, there exists r > 0 such that diam(N_r(⟨f⟩ o) ∩ N_r(⟨h⟩ o)) = +∞. Therefore, there exists an infinite sequence of distinct integers {n_k}^{+∞}_{k=0}, such that for each k ≥ 0 there exists m_k ∈ Z with d(f^{nk} o, h^{mk} o) ≤ 2r.

Therefore, d(h^{−mk} f^{nk} o, o) ≤ 2r. Since the action is proper, i.e. ♯ {g ∈ G | d(go, o) ≤ 2r} < +∞, there exists k > j ≥ 0 such that h^{−mk} f^{nk} = h^{−mj} f^{nj} . Therefore, h^{mj −mk} = f^{nj −nk} . Since h, f are non-torsion and m_j − m_k ≠ 0, we have n_j − n_k ≠ 0.

Thus it is easy to verify that E^+(f) = E^+(f^{nj −nk} ) = E^+(h^{mj −mk} ) = E^+(h). □

Proposition 7.14. If G admits an isometric and proper action on a geodesic metric space with contracting property, then there exists a unique maximal finite normal subgroup E(G) ◁ G. In addition, E(G) = ⋂ f ∈G: contracting E(f) = ⋂ f ∈G: contracting

E^+(f).

Proof. If denote K = ⋂ f ∈G: contracting E(f) and K + = ⋂ f ∈G: contracting E

+(f), it is obvious that K^+ ≤ K ≤ G. According to (7.12), K ◁ G and K^+ ◁ G are normal subgroups.

In addition, K does not contain any contracting element. If not, suppose h ∈ K is a contracting element. According to Corollary 3.7, we can then find a contracting element f ∈ Γ weakly independent with h. However, according to Corollary 7.11 (2), h /∈ E(f), which leads to a contradiction. Hence, Lemma 7.3 shows that an orbit of K must be bounded. Since the action is proper, we conclude that K is a finite subgroup and so is K^+.

In the following, we will show that H ≤ K^+ for any finite normal subgroup H ◁ G. Otherwise, suppose there exists h ∈ H such that h /∈ K^+. Then there exists a contracting element f ∈ G such that h /∈ E^+(f). By definition, {f^{−n}hf^n}_{n∈N} are pairwise different elements. On the other hand, f^{−n}hf^n ∈ H by normality of H, hence contradicting the finiteness of H.

In particular, K ≤ K^+. Hence K = K^+ is the unique maximal finite normal subgroup. □

In the following, we call E(G) the elliptic radical of G, which is a characteristic subgroup of G and is, in particular, independent of the choice of a proper action of G with contracting property.

Remark 7.15. When (X, d) is a δ-hyperbolic space, the elliptic radical coincides with the definition of elliptic radical by Osin: E(G) := {g ∈ G : gξ = ξ, ∀ξ ∈ ΛG}; see [55, Prop. 3.4].

Lemma 7.16. Suppose f, h ∈ G are two weakly independent contracting elements, and g ∈ G\E^+(f). Then there exists N > 0 such that g /∈ E^+(f^nhf^{−n}) for any n ≥ N.

Proof. According to (7.12), E^+(f^nhf^{−n}) = f^nE^+(h)f^{−n}, so it suffices to show that there are only finitely many n > 0 such that f^{−n}gf^n ∈ E^+(h).

There are two cases to be considered. Case 1: g is a torsion element.

Then f^{−n}gf^n are all torsion elements. Since g /∈ E^+(f), by definition, {f^{−n}gf^n}_{n∈N} are pairwise different elements. The argument then follows from Lemma 7.13 (1) that E^+(h) contains only finitely many torsion elements.

Case 2: g is a non-torsion element.

We claim that there is at most one n ∈ Z such that f^{−n}gf^n ∈ E^+(h).

Suppose on contrary that for n < m, f^{−m}gf^m, f^{−n}gf^n ∈ E^+(h). Then according to Corollary 7.11 (1), there exist r_1, r_2, s_1, s_2 ∈ Z \ {0} such that f^{−m}g^{r1} f^m = h^{s1} and f^{−n}g^{r2} f^n = h^{s2} . Hence, |r_1| ℓ_d(g) = ℓ_d(f^{−m}g^{r1} f^m) = ℓ_d(h^{s1} ) = |s_1| ℓ_d(h), and similarly, |r_2| ℓ_d(g) = |s_1| ℓ_d(h). Since ℓ_d(h) ≠ 0, we have^{r1}_{r2} = ±^{s1}_{s2} . Therefore, by taking a power, there exists r, s ∈ Z \ {0} such that f^{−m}g^rf^m = h^s and f^{−n}g^rf^n = h^{±s}. Thus we have f^{m−n}h^sf^{n−m} = h^{±s}, which is to say f ∈ E(h). This is contradictory with Corollary 7.11 (2). □

Lemma 7.17. If P ⊆ G \ E(G) is a finite subset, then there exists a contracting element f ∈ G such that P ∩ E^+(f) = ∅.

Proof. We prove by induction on ♯P . If ♯P = 1, the conclusion follows directly from Proposition 7.14: E(G) = ⋂ f : contracting E

+(f).

Now we suppose n ≥ 1 and the conclusion holds for ♯P = n. We will prove the conclusion for ♯P = n + 1. Suppose P = {p_1, · · · , p_n, q}. By induction hypothesis, there exists a contracting element f such that p_1, · · · , p_n /∈ E^+(f). In addition, there exists a contracting element h such that q /∈ E^+(h).

First of all, if q /∈ E^+(f), then P ∩ E^+(f) = ∅ and there is nothing to do in this case. We thus assume q ∈ E^+(f) in what follows.

As q /∈ E^+(h), we must have E^+(f) ≠ E^+(h), so according to Lemma 7.13 (2), f and h must be weakly independent. By Lemma 7.16, there exists K > 0 such that p_1, · · · , p_n /∈ E^+(f^khf^{−k}) for any k ≥ K.

Moreover, since q ∈ E^+(f), there exists m > 0 such that qf^mq^{−1} = f^m. We will show that q /∈ E^+(f^{tm}hf^{−tm}) for any t ∈ Z. Otherwise, there exists l > 0 such that qf^{tm}h^lf^{−tm}q^{−1} = f^{tm}h^lf^{−tm}. Since qf^mq^{−1} = f^m, this implies that qh^lq^{−1} = h^l, i.e. q ∈ E^+(h), which is a contradiction.

Thus, by choosing t ≫ 0 such that tm > K, we have P ∩ E^+(f^{tm}hf^{−tm}) = ∅, where f^{tm}hf^{−tm} is a contracting element. □

Corollary 7.18. Suppose P ⊆ G \ E(G) and A ⊆ G are both finite subsets. Then there exists g_0 ∈ G such that g_0P g^{−1}_0 ∩ A = ∅.

Proof. According to Lemma 7.17, there exists a contracting element f ∈ Γ such that P ∩ E^+(f) = ∅. Let N = ♯P · ♯A. We will show that there exists g_0 = f^n (0 ≤ n ≤ N) such that g_0P g^{−1}_0 ∩ A = ∅.

Suppose, by contrary, for each 0 ≤ n ≤ N there exists p_n ∈ P and a_n ∈ A such that f^np_nf^{−n} = a_n. By Pigeonhole Principle, there exists 0 ≤ n < m ≤ N such that p_n = p_m and a_n = a_m. Therefore, f^np_nf^{−n} = f^mp_nf^{−m}, implying that p_n ∈ E^+(f), which is a contradiction. □

7.3. Confined subgroups. We now state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 7.19. Suppose the two actions G ↷ X_1, G ↷ X_2 are proper with contracting property, and H ≤ G is a confined subgroup with a confining subset disjoint with E(G). Then G has marked length spectrum rigidity from H.

Proof. By Definition 7.1, there exists a finite set P ⊆ G \ E(G) such that gHg^{−1} ∩ P ≠ ∅ for all g ∈ G. Now we suppose that ℓ_{d1} (h) = ℓ_{d2} (h), ∀h ∈ H. (7.20)

Let N = 2♯P + 3. Consider the action G ↷ X_1 and pick a collection of N contracting elements {h_1, · · · , h_N } pairwise weakly independent in X_1. For each triple 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ N, let τ_{i,j,k} be decided by Extension Lemma (Lemma 3.2) for the three elements h_i, h_j , h_k and let τ = max_{1≤i<j<k≤N} τ_{i,j,k}. Let C be a contraction constant for the contracting system Y = {⟨h_i⟩ o_1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ N}, and let D = D(τ, C), ϵ = ϵ(τ, C) be decided by Proposition 2.22. Choose f_i ∈ ⟨h_i⟩ so that d_1(o_1, f_io_1) > D for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

Let A = {g ∈ G | d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ D}, which is a finite subset of G. According to Corollary 7.18, there exists an element g_0 ∈ G such that g_0P g^{−1}_0 ∩ A = ∅. We denote Q = g_0P g^{−1}_0 . Then d_1(o_1, qo_1) > D for all q ∈ Q, and gHg^{−1} ∩ Q = g_0(g^{−1}_0 gHg^{−1}g_0 ∩ P )g^{−1}_0 ≠ ∅ for all g ∈ G.

We denote M = max_{1≤i≤N} d_2(o_2, f_io_2) and K = max_{q∈Q} d_2(o_2, qo_2).

Now, we will show that there exists c ≥ 0 such that d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2)+c for all g ∈ G. We consider two cases.

Case 1: d_1(o_1, go_1) > D.

For each element a ∈ Q ∪ {g}, according to Lemma 3.2 (1) and by Pigeonhole Principle, there exists at least N − 2 indices i ∈ {1, · · · , N} such that max { d^π_{⟨hi⟩o1} (o_1, ao_1), d^π_{⟨hi⟩o1} (o_1, a^{−1}o_1) } ≤ τ. However, N = 2♯Q + 3 ≥ 2♯(Q ∪ {g}) + 1. By Pigeonhole Principle, there exists an index 1 ≤ j ≤ N such that max { d^π_{⟨hj ⟩o1} (o_1, ao_1), d^π_{⟨hj ⟩o1} (o_1, a^{−1}o_1) } ≤ τ holds simultaneously for all a ∈ Q ∪ {g}.

Let f = f_j . Since (gf)^{−1}H(gf) ∩ Q ≠ ∅, we can find q ∈ Q such that gfqf^{−1}g^{−1} ∈ H. Similarly, there exists q^′ ∈ Q such that fq^′f^{−1} ∈ H. Consider the periodic path γ labelled by (· · · , g, f, q, f^{−1}, g^{−1}, f, q^′, f^{−1}, g, f, q, f^{−1}, g^{−1}, f, q^′, f^{−1}, · · · ). By construction, γ is a special (D, τ)- admissible path with respect to X = {u ⟨h_j ⟩ o_1 | u ∈ G}. According to Proposition 2.22, γ has ϵ-fellow travel property. We denote h = gfqf^{−1}g^{−1}fq^′f^{−1}, then h ∈ H. Let α = [o_1, ho_1] be a geodesic segment. Then there exists three linearly ordered points x, y, z ∈ α such that d_1(go_1, x) ≤ ϵ, d_1(gfqf^{−1}o_1, y) ≤ ϵ and d_1(gfqf^{−1}g^{−1}o_1, z) ≤ ϵ. Therefore,

2d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_1(o_1, x) + ϵ + d_1(y, z) + 2ϵ ≤ d_1(o_1, ho_1) + 2ϵ.

(7.21)

For n > 0, let β = [o_1, h^no_1] be a geodesic segment. Then there exists w ∈ β such that d_1(h^{n−1}o_1, w) ≤ ϵ. Thus, d_1(o_1, h^no_1) = d_1(o_1, w) + d_1(w, h^no_1) ≥ d_1(o_1, h^{n−1}o_1) + d_1(h^{n−1}o_1, h^no_1) − 2ϵ. Hence,

ℓ_{d1} (h) ≥ d_1(o_1, ho_1) − 2ϵ.

(7.22)

Therefore,

2d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤d_1(o_1, ho_1) + 2ϵ (7.21) ≤ℓ_{d1} (h) + 4ϵ (7.22) =ℓ_{d2} (h) + 4ϵ (7.20) ≤d_2(o_2, ho_2) + 4ϵ (Remark 2.4 (2)) ≤2d_2(o_2, go_2) + 4M + 2K + 4ϵ (Δ-Ineq.)

Case 2: d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ D.

Then obviously, d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2) + D.

Combining these two cases, we let c = max {2M + K + 2ϵ, D}, and d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ d_2(o_2, go_2) + c holds for all g ∈ G.

Similarly, by switching (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2), there exists c^′ ≥ 0 such that d_2(o_2, go_2) ≤ d_1(o_1, go_1) + c^′ for all g ∈ G.

Therefore, sup_{g,h∈G} |d_1(go_1, ho_1) − d_2(go_2, ho_2)| ≤ max {c, c^′} < +∞. □

Remark 7.23. Noticing that E(G) is invariant under conjugation, we derive that if H ≤ G is a confined subgroup and H ∩ E(G) = {1}, then the minimal confining subset of H must be disjoint with E(G).

8. MLS rigidity from geometrically dense subgroups

We continue to investigate MLS rigidity from a larger class of subgroups, called geometrically dense subgroups, in a sense of Osin. Roughly speaking, such a subgroup have a maximal limit set as the ambient group, on the horofunction boundary of the metric space. Unbounded normal subgroups are geometrically dense, and moreover, it is proved in [21, Lemma 5.10] that confined subgroups (with confining subset disjoint with E(G)) are geometrically dense in a proper action.

8.1. Horofunction boundary.

Definition 8.1. Let (X, d) be a proper geodesic metric space with a basepoint o ∈ X. For each y ∈ X, we define a Lipschitz map b^o_y : X → R by b^o_y(x) = d(x, y) − d(o, y). Endowed with the compact-open topology, the closure of {b^o_y : y ∈ X} gives a compactification of X by Arzela-Ascoli Lemma. The complement X \ X, denoted by ∂_hX, is called the horofunction boundary.

Two horofunctions are said to be equivalent if they differ by a bounded amount. This defines a finite difference relation on ∂_hX, where we use [ξ] to denote the equivalence class under finite difference relation of ξ ∈ ∂_hX, and the quotient [∂_hX] = ∂_hX/ ∼ is usually called reduced horofunction boundary. Note that the quotient topology [∂_hX] might not be Hausdorff in general.

The topological type of horofunction boundary is independent of the choice of basepoints, since if d(x, y_n)− d(o, y_n) converges as n → ∞, then so does d(x, y_n) − d(o^′, y_n). Moreover, the corresponding horofunctions differ by an additive amount: b^o_ξ(·) − b^{o′}_ξ (·) = b^o_ξ(o^′), so we will omit the upper index o in b^o_ξ when it dose not matter. In addition, for any g ∈ Isom(X), we can naturally extend continuously to an action on ∂_hX: ∀x ∈ X, g · b^o_ξ (y) := b^o_{gξ}(y), and descend to an action on [∂_hX].

In [61], the horofunction boundary with finite difference relation is proved to have the convergence property. Its general definition is not relevant here; in what follows, we only collect the relevant properties about horofunction boundary to be used later on.

We say that a sequence of points (x_n) in X accumulates at [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX], if any accumulation point of (x_n) in X lies in [ξ]. We denote this by [ξ] = [lim_{n→+∞} x_n].

Proposition 8.2 ( [61, Corollary 5.2] ). Let (X, d) be a proper geodesic metric space, and suppose that γ : R → X is a C-contracting quasi-geodesic. Then γ(t) accumulates at [∂_hX] as t → +∞ and t → −∞ respectively. In particular, [γ^+] := [lim_{t→+∞} γ(t)] and [γ^−] := [lim_{t→−∞} γ(t)], where [γ^+], [γ^−] ∈ [∂_hX].

Lemma 8.3. Under the assumption of Proposition 8.2, if there is a sequence of points (x_n) in X such that [γ^+] = [lim_{n→+∞} x_n], then π_γ (x_n) accumulates at [γ^+]. In particular, γ^{−1}(π_γ (x_n)) tends to +∞.

Proof. Fix a basepoint o ∈ γ, and suppose γ is a (λ, c)-quasi-geodesic.

Suppose on the contrary that π_γ (x_n) does not accumulate at [γ^+]. Then there exists a sub-sequence of (x_n), denoted by (x^′_n), such that γ^{−1}(π_γ (x^′_n)) has an upper-bound T . Thus, for each r > 0 we can choose a sufficiently large K(r) > 0, such that for any t ≥ K(r) and any x^′_n, d(γt, π_γ (x^′_n)) > r.

Furthermore, we can find a sub-sub-sequence of (x^{′′}_n) such that b^o_x′′_n converge locally uniformly to a function b^o_ξ : X → R, where ξ ∈ [γ^+]. Take points w_n = γ(t_n) ∈ γ, such that t_n → +∞ and b^o_{wn} converge locally uniformly to b^o_η where η ∈ [γ^+]. By definition, there exist C_0 :=‖ b^o_η − b^o_ξ ‖_∞< +∞. Then for any point z = γ(s) with s ≫ 0, b^o_{wn} (z) < 0 for any n ≫ 0; therefore, b^o_η(z) ≤ 0. Fix such a z with s > K(4C + C_0 + λT + c + 1).

For each x^{′′}_n, choose y^{′′}_n ∈ π_γ (x^{′′}_n). Then by Lemma 2.10, b^o_x′′_n (z) = d(x^{′′}_n, z) − d(o, x^{′′}_n) ≥ d(x^{′′}_n, y^{′′}_n) + d(y^{′′}_n, z) − 4C − (d(o, y^{′′}_n) + d(y^{′′}_n, x^{′′}_n)) = d(y^{′′}_n, z) − d(o, y^{′′}_n) − 4C ≥ C_0 + 1. Therefore, b^o_ξ (z) > C_0 + 1.

However, b^o_η(z) ≤ 0, which is contradictory to ‖ b^o_η − b^o_ξ ‖_∞= C_0. □

As a special example, let g be a contracting element acting on X, and let o ∈ X be a basepoint. Then ⟨g⟩ o is a contracting quasi-geodesic. We denote by [g^+_X ] = [lim_{n→+∞} g^no] ∈ [∂_hX], and [g^−_X ] = [lim_{n→−∞} g^no] ∈ [∂_hX], which is independent with the choice of the basepoint o. It is easy to see that [g^+_X ] ≠ [g^−_X ] are distinct (e.g. by [61, Lemma 5.5]).

Proposition 8.4 ( [61, Lemma 5.1] ). Let γ : R → X be a contracting quasi-geodesic. If for a sequence of points (x_n) in X, γ^{−1}(π_γ (x_n)) tends to +∞ as n → +∞, then [lim_{n→+∞} x_n] = [γ^+].

For any subset A ⊆ X, denote ΛA = ∂_hX ∩ A. [61, Lemma 3.22] implies the following proposition. Recall that for any x, y ∈ X, d^π_A(x, y) = diam(π_A({x, y})).

Proposition 8.5 ( [61, Lemma 3.22] ). Let (X, d) be a proper geodesic metric space and A ⊆ X be a Ccontracting quasi-geodesic. Then there exists κ = κ(C) ≥ 0, such that for any [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX] \ [ΛA], and any sequence (x_n) in X accumulating at [ξ], lim sup n,m→+∞ d^π_A(x_n, x_m) ≤ κ. As a corollary, we can extend the shortest projection d^π_A to a projection map π_A([ξ]) defined for each [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX] \ [ΛA].

Definition 8.6. Let (X, d) be a proper geodesic metric space and A ⊆ X be a C-contracting quasi-geodesic. For any [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX] \ [ΛA], we define π_A([ξ]) := ⋃ π_A(x_N ), where the union is taken over all choices of (x_n)^{+∞}_{n=1} ⊆ X, such that [lim_{n→+∞} x_n] = [ξ] and d^π_A(x_n, x_m) ≤ κ(C) +^1_2 for any n, m ≥ N.

By Proposition 8.5, diam(π_A([ξ])) ≤ 2κ+1; and as a direct observation, for any g ∈ Isom(X), g ·π_A([ξ]) = π_{g·A}(g · [ξ]).

8.2. MLS rigidity from geometrically dense subgroup.

In this subsection, we suppose that a group G acts by isometries on two proper geodesic metric spaces (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) with fixed basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2, and with contracting property respectively.

As before, SC(G) = {g ∈ G | g is contracting on both X_1 and X_2}. The limit set of a subgroup K < G is defined as [Λ_{Xi} K] := [Ko_i ∩ ∂_hX_i] (i = 1, 2). Following Osin [55], a subgroup H ≤ G is called geometrically dense if [Λ_{Xi} H] = [Λ_{Xi} G] for i = 1, 2. For instance, any normal subgroup with a contracting element is a geometrically dense subgroup [61, Lemma 3.8].

Throughout this subsection, we fix a geometrically dense subgroup H ≤ G with contracting property acting on both X_1 and X_2.

Definition 8.7. We say that an Extension Condition is satisfied for H, if for any g ∈ SC(G), there is a sequence {h_n}^{+∞}_{n=1} in H such that [lim h_no_1] = [g^+_{X1} ] and [lim h_no_2] = [g^+_{X2} ].

In the following, we will show that Extension Condition is satisfied in various situations.

Definition 8.8. Let a group Γ act properly on a proper geodesic metric space X by isometry. For any x, y ∈ X and r > 0, the cone and shadow are defined as:

Ω_x(y, r)_X := {z ∈ X | ∃ a geodesic segment [x, z] such that [x, z] ∩ N_r(y) ≠ ∅} ;

Π_x(y, r)_X := Ω_x(y, r)_X ∩ ∂_hX. The conical limit set of G is defined as

[Λ^c_X G] := ⋃ γ∈Γ,r>0 lim sup β∈Γ Π_{γ·o}(β · o, r)_X ⊆ [∂_hX] for arbitrarily chosen basepoint o ∈ X. Here the lim sup of a collection of sets is defined as lim sup_{i∈I} A_i := { x ∈ ⋃ i∈I A_i | ∃ infinitely many j ∈ I such that x ∈ A_j } . Lemma 8.9. Let H ≤ G a geometrically dense subgroup with contracting property acting on both X_1 and X_2. Then Extension Condition is satisfied for H if one of the following holds:

(1) X_1 and X_2 are Gromov hyperbolic geodesic spaces, along with a G-coarsely equivariant quasi-isometric-embedding f : X_1 → X_2.

(2) H is a normal subgroup.

(3) For any sequence {h_n} in H and any g ∈ SC(G), lim sup_{n→∞}(h_no_1|g^no_1)_{o1 ,d1} = +∞ if and only if lim sup_{n→∞}(h_no_2|g^no_2)_{o2,d2} = +∞.

(4) The action G ↷ X_1 is proper, [Λ^c_{X1} H] = [Λ^c_{X1} G], and the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 is coarsely Lipschitz:

for each R ≥ 0 there exists S = S(R) ≥ 0 such that for any g, g^′ ∈ G with d_1(go_1, g^′o_1) ≤ R, we have d_2(go_2, g^′o_2) ≤ S.

Proof. (1). In this case, the reduced horofunction boundary [∂_hX_i] is homeomorphic to the Gromov boundary ∂X_i. For each g ∈ SC(G), since H is geometrically dense, we can find a sequence {h_n} in H so that [lim h_no_1] = [g^+_{X1} ]. Therefore, lim_{n,m→+∞}(h_no_1|g^mo_1)_{o1 ,d1} = +∞.

Suppose f : X_1 → X_2 is a G-coarsely equivariant (λ, c)-quasi-isometric-embedding, and without loss of generality that o_2 = f(o_1). By 6.6, there exists C ≥ 0 such that^1_λ (f(x)|f(y))_{f (z),d2} − C ≤ (x|y)_{z,d1} ≤ λ(f(x)|f(y))_{f (z),d2} +C. Therefore, lim_{n,m→+∞}(h_no_2|g^mo_2)_{o2,d2} = +∞, which implies that [lim h_no_2] = [g^+_{X2} ].

(2). According to Lemma 4.6, we can choose k ∈ SC(G) ∩ H. According to the north-south dynamics of contracting elements (cf. [61, Lemma 3.19]), for each g ∈ SC(G), g^n · [k^+_{Xi} ] tends to [g^+_{Xi} ] as n → +∞ (i = 1, 2). In addition, g^n ·[k^+_{Xi} ] = [lim_{m→+∞} g^nk^mo_i] = [lim_{m→+∞} g^nk^m(g^{−n}o_i)] = [lim_{m→+∞}(g^nkg^{−n})^mo_i] (i = 1, 2). As the compactification X_i = X_i ∪ ∂_hX_i is metrizable, for countable open basis { U^i_j }_{+∞} j=1 of [g^+_{Xi} ] in X_i, we can choose n_j , m_j ≫ 0 such that (g^{nj} kg^{−nj} )^{mj} o_i ∈ U^i_j . Hence, (g^{nj} kg^{−nj} )^{mj} ∈ H and [lim_{j→+∞}(g^{nj} kg^{−nj} )^{mj} o_i] = [g^+_{Xi} ] for i = 1, 2.

(3). For each g ∈ SC(G), since H is geometrically dense, we can first choose a sequence {h_n} in H such that [lim_{n→∞} h_no_1] = [g^+_{X1} ]. Choose a point g^{ln} o_1 ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o1} (h_no_1) and also a point g^{tn} o_2 ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o2} (h_no_2). Lemma 8.3 proves that l_n → +∞. Without loss of generality, we suppose that l_n > 0 for each n ∈ N^+. By Lemma 2.10, there exists C ≥ 0 depending only on g and the choice of the basepoints such that d_1(o_1, h_no_1) ∼_C d_1(o_1, g^{ln} o_1) + d_1(g^{ln} o_1, h_no_1) and d_1(g^no_1, h_no_1) ∼_C d_1(g^no_1, g^{ln} o_1) + d_1(g^{ln} o_1, h_no_1). In addition, by Lemma 2.27, there exists ϵ ≥ 0 relying only on g and the choice of the basepoints such that d_1(o_1, g^no_1) ∼_ϵ d_1(o_1, g^{min{ln,n}}o_1) + d_1(g^{ln} o_1, g^no_1).

Therefore, (h_no_1|g^no_1)_{o1,d1} ∼_{C,ϵ} d_1(o_1, g^{min{ln,n}}o_1), which tends to +∞ as n → +∞. By assumption, lim sup_{n→∞}(h_no_2|g^no_2)_{o2,d2} = +∞. By choosing a sub-sequence indexed by n_k, we may assume lim_{k→∞}(h_{nk} o_2|g^{nk} o_2)_{o2 ,d2} = +∞. Furthermore, a similar calculation shows that (h_{nk} o_2|g^{nk} o_2)_{o2,d2} ∼_{C,ϵ} d_2(o_2, g^{min}{^{tnk ,nk} }o_2). Therefore, we must have t_{nk} → +∞ as k → +∞. According to Proposition 8.4, [lim_{k→+∞} h_{nk} o_2] = [g^+_{X2} ]. Thus {h_{nk} }^{+∞}_{k=1} is the desired sequence in H.

(4). For each g ∈ SC(G), we recall the well-known fact that [g^+_{X1} ] ∈ [Λ^c_{X1} G]. In fact, by Ascoli-Arzela lemma, we can find a sequence of increasing positive integers {n_k} such that [o_1, g^{nk} o_1] converges locally uniformly to a geodesic ray γ : [0, +∞) → X_1. In addition [lim_{t→+∞} γ(t)] = [g^+_{X1} ]. According to Lemma 2.27, there exists ϵ > 0 relying only on g and the choice of the basepoints such that d_1(g^no_1, γ) < ϵ for all n ∈ N^+. Therefore, [g^+_{X1} ] ∈ [ lim sup_{β∈G} Π_{o1} (βo_1, ϵ) ] ⊆ [Λ^c_{X1} G]. Furthermore, combined with Lemma 2.13, d_H ({g^no_1|n ≥ 0} , γ) < +∞. By assumption, [g^+_{X1} ] ∈ [Λ^c_{X1} H]. Therefore, there exists k ∈ H and r > 0 such that for infinitely many h ∈ H, indexed as {h_n}, [g^+_{X1} ] ∈ [Π_{ko1} (h_no_1, r)]. For any such h_n, by Ascoli-Arzela lemma, we can construct an infinite geodesic γ_{hn} : [0, +∞) → X_1 with [lim_{t→+∞} γ_{hn} (t)] = [g^+_{X1} ] and γ_{hn} ∩ N(h_no_1, r) ≠ ∅. By quasi-convexity of contracting subsets (cf. Lemma 2.13) or by a direct application of Lemma 2.11, there exists K > 0 relying only on g and the choice of the basepoints such that γ_{hn} ⊆ N_K ({g^no_1|n ≥ 0}) for all n. Therefore, there exists M > 0 such that γ_{hn} ⊆ N_M (γ), and hence γ ∩ N(h_no_1, r + M) ≠ ∅ for all n.

Since the action G ↷ X_1 is proper, we must have d_1(o_1, h_no_1) → +∞. Therefore, there exist a sequence of points g^{ln} o_1 with l_n ≥ 0 and d_1(h_no_1, g^{ln} o_1) ≤ r + M. Hence l_n → +∞ and π_{⟨g⟩o1} (h_no_1) tends to [g^+_{X1} ]. By Proposition 8.4, [lim h_no_1] = [g^+_{X1} ].

Let S = S(r + M) be given by the coarsely-Lipschitz condition, then d_2(h_no_2, g^{ln} o_2) ≤ S for all n. Therefore, π_{⟨g⟩o1} (h_no_1) lies in a uniform neighbourhood of g^{ln} o_2 and also tends to [g^+_{X1} ]. By Proposition 8.4 again, [lim h_no_2] = [g^+_{X2} ], and is the desired sequence in H. □

However, without these additional assumptions, Extension Condition may not be satisfied as shown by the following examples.

Example 8.10. Let X denote a proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic space and ∂X denote its Gromov boundary. Suppose ♯∂X > 2. In this case [∂_hX] is identical with ∂X.

Fix an isometric group action H ↷ X. Let G = H ∗ Z be a free product, and f be a generator of Z. By determining different actions by f on X, we can construct different isometric group actions G ↷ X.

(1) Assume the action H ↷ X is non-elementary, so that we can choose two weakly independent loxodromic elements h, k ∈ H.

The first action G ↷ X, denoted by a dot symbol “·”, is defined as ϕ · x = ϕx and f · x = hx, for all ϕ ∈ H and x ∈ X.

The second action G ↷ X, denoted by a star symbol “⋆”, is defined as ϕ ⋆ x = ϕx and f ⋆ x = kx, for all ϕ ∈ H and x ∈ X.

Then it is easy to verify that G · o = Ho = G ⋆ o, hence Λ_1G = Λ_2G = ΛH. The orbit map ρ|_{Ho} = id and extends to ρ̃_H = id : ΛH → ΛH. However, f ∈ SC(G) and lim f^n ⋆o = k^+ ≠ id(h^+) = h^+ = lim f^n · o.

(2) Assume the action H ↷ X is cocompact; then ΛH = ∂X. In such case, choose two weakly independent loxodromic elements α, β ∈ Isom(X).

The first action G ↷ X, denoted by a dot symbol “·”, is defined as ϕ · x = ϕx and f · x = αx, for all ϕ ∈ H and x ∈ X.

The second action G ↷ X, denoted by a star symbol “⋆”, is defined as ϕ ⋆ x = ϕx and f ⋆ x = βx, for all ϕ ∈ H and x ∈ X.

Obviously, Λ_1G = ∂X = Λ_2G = ΛH. Still, the orbit map ρ|_{Ho} = id and extends to ρ̃_H = id : ΛH → ΛH. However, f ∈ SC(G) and lim f^n ⋆ o = β^+ ≠ id(α^+) = α^+ = lim f^n · o.

The following theorem ensures a marked length spectrum rigidity from a wider range of subgroups compared with Theorem 7.2.

Theorem 8.11. Let H ≤ G a geometrically dense subgroup with contracting property acting on both X_1 and X_2. If Extension Condition is satisfied for H, then G has marked length spectrum rigidity from H.

Before giving the proof, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 8.12. Suppose g is a contracting element acting isometrically on a proper geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X. Then there exists R = R(g, o) ≥ 0 such that for any sequence (y_n) in X that accumulates at [g^+_X ] and (x_n) in X that accumulates at [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX] \ { [g^+_X ], [g^−_X ] } , we have:

(1) If there exists l ≤ 0 such that g^lo ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ]), then

lim sup n→+∞ (x_n|y_n)_o ∼_R 0.

(2) If there exists l ≥ 0 such that g^lo ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ]), then

lim sup n→+∞ (x_n|y_n)_o ∼_R d(o, π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ])). Proof. Let C be a contraction constant of ⟨g⟩ o, and let ϵ > 0 be given as in Lemma 2.27 for the contracting element g. Fix g^lo ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ]), then d_H (g^lo, π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ])) ∼_C 0.

For sufficiently large n, we may assume that d_H (g^lo, π_{⟨g⟩o}(x_n)) ∼_C 0.

According to Lemma 8.3, for sufficiently large n, we may assume that d(π_{⟨g⟩o}(x_n), π_{⟨g⟩o}(y_n)) > C, and for any g^{rn} o ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o}(y_n), r_n > max {l, 0}.

For n ≫ 0, by Lemma 2.11, d(x_n, y_n) ∼_C d(x_n, g^lo) + d(g^lo, g^{rn} o) + d(g^{rn} o, y_n). Furthermore, by Lemma 2.10, d(x_n, o) ∼_C d(x_n, g^lo) + d(o, g^lo) and d(y_n, o) ∼_C d(y_n, g^{rn} o) + d(g^{rn} o, o).

Therefore, (x_n|y_n)_o ∼_C (g^lo|g^{rn} o)_o.

If l ≤ 0, according to Lemma 2.27, we can find a point z ∈ [g^lo, g^{rn} o] such that d(o, z) ≤ ϵ. Thus (g^lo|g^{rn} o)_o ∼_ϵ 0.

If l ≥ 0, then we can find z^′ ∈ [o, g^{rn} o] such that d(g^lo, z^′) ≤ ϵ. Thus (g^lo|g^{rn} o)_o ∼_ϵ d(o, g^lo) ∼_C d(o, π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ])). A choice of R = R(C, ϵ) will finish the proof of this lemma. □

Corollary 8.13. Suppose g is a contracting element on a proper geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X. Fix a sequence (y_n) in X that accumulates at [g^+_X ]. Choose any element [ξ] ∈ [∂_hX] \ { [g^+_X ], [g^−_X ] } , and for each m ≥ 0, choose a sequence (x_{n,m}) in X that accumulates at g^m · [ξ] as n → +∞. Then:

ℓ_d(g) = lim_{m→+∞} lim sup_{n→+∞}(x_{n,m}|y_n)_o m . Proof. Let R ≥ 0 be decided as in Lemma 8.12, and C be a contraction constant of ⟨g⟩ o.

Since [g^+_X ], [g^−_X ] are the only fixed points of g in [∂_hX], g^m·[ξ] /∈ { [g^+_X ], [g^−_X ] } for each m. In addition, ⟨g⟩ o is g-invariant. By definition, up to a bounded error of K = 2κ(C)+1, we have d_H (π_{⟨g⟩o}(g^m[ξ]), g^m ·π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ])) ≤ 2K. In particular, for sufficiently large m, and any g^lo ∈ π_{⟨g⟩o}(g^m[ξ]), we have l > 0.

Hence, for m ≫ 0, lim sup_{n→+∞}(x_{n,m}|y_n)_o ∼_R d(o, π_{⟨g⟩o}(g^m[ξ])) ∼_C d(o, g^m · π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ])), and π_{⟨g⟩o}([ξ]) is a bounded subset in X.

Therefore, ℓ_d(g) = lim_{m→+∞}^{d(o,gm·π⟨g⟩o([ξ]))}_m = lim_{m→+∞}^{lim supn(xn,m|yn)o}_m . □

Proof of Theorem 8.11. Suppose the two actions have the same marked length spectrum on H. According to Lemma 4.6, SC(G) ∩ H contains infinitely many elements that are weakly independent in both actions. Pick up five of them, then according to Lemma 3.6, for each g ∈ SC(G), we can find h ∈ SC(G) ∩ H amongst the five chosen elements such that h is weakly independent with g in both actions. In particular, for each i = 1, 2, [h^+_{Xi} ] /∈ { [g^+_{Xi} ], [g^−_{Xi} ] } . For each m ≥ 0 and i = 1, 2, g^m · [h^+_{Xi} ] = [(g^mhg^{−m})^+_{Xi} ] and g^mhg^{−m} ∈ SC(G). Therefore, by Extension Condition, we can choose a sequence of elements (k_{n,m}) in H, such that (k_{n,m}o_i) accumulates at g^m · [h^+_{Xi} ] = [(g^mhg^{−m})^+_{Xi} ] as n → +∞ (i = 1, 2).

Also, as g ∈ SC(G), we fix a sequence of elements (h_n) in H, so that (h_no_i) accumulates at [g^+_{Xi} ] (i = 1, 2) by Extension Condition.

Therefore, according to Corollary 8.13, we have:

ℓ_{d1} (g) = lim_{m→+∞} lim sup_{n→+∞}(k_{n,m}o_1|h_no_1)_{o1,d1} m ; ℓ_{d2} (g) = lim_{m→+∞} lim sup_{n→+∞}(k_{n,m}o_2|h_no_2)_{o2,d2} m . In addition, according to Theorem 5.1, the orbit map ρ|_{Ho1} : Ho_1 → Ho_2 is a (1, c)-quasi-isometry, implying that for k_{n,m}, h_n ∈ H,

|(k_{n,m}o_1|h_no_1)_{o1 ,d1} − (k_{n,m}o_2|h_no_2)_{o2,d2} | ≤ 3 2 c. After taking limit, the above right-hand sides of ℓ_{d1} (g) and ℓ_{d1} (g) are thus equal, so ℓ_{d1} (g) = ℓ_{d2} (g) for all g ∈ SC(G). According to Theorem 5.2, there exists C ≥ 0 such that |d_1(go_1, g^′o_1) − d_2(go_2, g^′o_2)| ≤ C, for all g, g^′ ∈ G. Hence the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 is well-defined up to a bounded error, and is a rough isometry. □

In Gromov hyperbolic spaces, the reduced horofunction boundary is identical with the Gromov boundary. In addition, a geometrically dense subgroup of a non-elementary isometry group is also non-elementary. Thus, combining Theorem 6.17 and Theorem 8.11, we reach the following conclusion:

Corollary 8.14. Suppose that a group G is hyperbolic relative to a finite collection of subgroups {H_i}^N_{i=1}, and (G, {H_i}) admits two cusp-uniform actions on two proper δ-hyperbolic geodesic spaces (X_1, d_1), (X_2, d_2) such that there exist a G-coarsely equivariant quasi-isometry X_1 → X_2. If K < G is a geometrically dense subgroup and the two actions have the same marked length spectrum on K, then there exists a G-coarsely equivariant rough isometry X_1 → X_2.

As is pointed out in [46], the requirement that there exist a G-coarsely equivariant quasi-isometry X_1 → X_2 can be guaranteed if the two actions have constant horospherical distortion.

9. MLS rigidity from subsets

Throughout this section, we consider two proper and cocompact actions G ↷ (X_1, d_1) and G ↷ (X_2, d_2) with contracting property. Fix basepoints o_1 ∈ X_1 and o_2 ∈ X_2.

As demonstrated in hyperbolic groups by Cantrell-Reyes [17], a continuous decreasing convex curve called the Manhattan curve introduced by Burger [13] for a pair of proper actions is proven indispensable in obtaining MLS rigidity from subsets. Combined with our technology developed in previous sections, the section is attempting to generalise some of works of Cantrell-Reyes [17, 18] to groups with contracting elements.

9.1. Manhattan curves for pairs of actions. For i = 1, 2 and any g ∈ G, denote by [g] the conjugacy class containing g and by ℓ_i(g) the stable translation length of g on X_i. We shall focus on the following two formal series associated with two proper group actions: a, b ∈ R, P(a, b) = ∑ g∈G e^{−ad2(o2,go2 )−bd1(o1,go1)}, Q(a, b) = ∑ [g]∈conj(G) e^{−aℓ2(g)−bℓ1(g)}, where conj(G) denotes the set of all conjugacy classes in G.

For any given a ∈ R, denote θ(a) = inf {b ∈ R | P(a, b) < +∞} and Θ(a) = inf {b ∈ R | Q(a, b) < +∞}. In general, Θ(a) may be infinite if there are infinitely many conjugacy classes with bounded stable length. For instance, Conner [22] constructed examples of groups with stable lengths accumulating at 0. We will impose the following assumption on (X, d) to get rid of this.

Definition 9.1. A geodesic metric space (X, d) is coarsely convex if there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that for any two geodesic segments [x_1, y_1] and [x_2, y_2] with midpoints m_1 and m_2, respectively, in X, one has d(m_1, m_2) ≤^1_2 [d(x_1, x_2) + d(y_1, y_2)] + C.

Recall that for any isometry g on a geodesic metric space (X, d) with a basepoint o ∈ X, μ_d(g) (resp. ℓ^o_d(g)) is the minimal translation length (resp. algebraic length) of g on X (cf. Definition 2.5).

Lemma 9.2. Suppose that a geodesic metric space (X, d) is C-coarsely convex. Then for any g ∈ Isom(X), |ℓ_d(g) − μ_d(g)| ≤ 2C. Moreover, if a group G acts isometrically and cocompactly on X, then there exists a constant C^′ > 0 such that |ℓ_d(g) − ℓ^o_d(g)| ≤ C^′ for any g ∈ G.

Proof. Let g be any isometry on X. For arbitrary x ∈ X, let m be the midpoint of [x, gx]. Then gm is the midpoint of [gx, g^2x]. As the metric is C-coarsely convex, d(m, gm) ≤^1_2 d(x, g^2x) + C. It follows from the arbitrary of x that μ_d(g^2) ≥ 2μ_d(g) − 2C.

By iterating this inequality, one has that μ_d(g^{2n} ) ≥ 2^nμ_d(g) − (2^n − 1)2C. Equation 2.6 then implies that ℓ_d(g) ≥ μ_d(g) − 2C. As ℓ_d(g) ≤ μ_d(g) is clear, it follows that |ℓ_d(g) − μ(g)| ≤ 2C.

Moreover, the cocompact action G ↷ X shows that there exists a constant D > 0 such that X ⊆ N_D(Go), which implies that |μ_d(g) − ℓ^o_d(g)| ≤ 2D for any g ∈ G. By setting C^′ = 2C + 2D, the conclusion follows. □

It is well-known that δ-hyperbolic spaces [23, Chap. 10, Cor. 5.2] and CAT(0) spaces [12, Chap. II.2, Prop. 2.2] are coarsely convex. From now on, we assume that X_1, X_2 are C-coarsely convex for a fixed C ≥ 0. Lemma 9.3. For any a ∈ R, θ(a), Θ(a) ∈ (−∞, +∞).

Proof. Since the two actions G ↷ X_1 and G ↷ X_2 are proper and cocompact, both d_1(o_1, go_1) and d_2(o_2, go_2) are quasi-isometric to a word metric, and consequently δ_1(G) < ∞ and δ_2(G) < ∞. Suppose

(9.4) 1 λ d_2(o_2, go_2) − c ≤ d_1(o_1, go_1) ≤ λd_2(o_2, go_2) + c

for some λ ≥ 1 and c ≥ 0. It follows from a direct calculation that P(a, b) < +∞ if b > λ |a| + δ_1(G), and P(a, b) = +∞ if b < −λ |a|. Thus, −∞ < θ(a) < +∞. According to Equation 9.4, we have λ^{−1}ℓ_2(g) ≤ ℓ_1(g) ≤ λℓ_2(g). As X_1, X_2 are C-coarsely convex, it follows from Lemma 9.2 that there exists a constant C^′ > 0 such that

{[g] ∈ conj(G) : ℓ_i(g) ≤ n} ⊆ {[g] ∈ conj(G) : ℓ^{oi}_i [g] ≤ n + C^′}.

Recall that by [35, Main Theorem], ♯{[g] ∈ conj(G) : ℓ^{oi}_i [g] ≤ n} ≍ e^{δi(G)n}/n. Thus there exists D > 0 such that ♯{[g] ∈ conj(G) : ℓ_i(g) ≤ n} ≤ De^{δi(G)n}/n. It follows from a similar calculation that Q(a, b) < +∞ if b > λ |a| + δ_1(G), and Q(a, b) = +∞ if b < −λ |a|. Thus, −∞ < Θ(a) < +∞. □ By Hölder inequality, θ(a) and Θ(a) are convex functions on R, so they are continuous. Obviously, they are also decreasing functions. Recall that by [35, Main Theorem], δ_i(G) = δ^c_i (G) < ∞. This implies that both curves {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} and {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} pass through two points (0, δ_1(G)) and (δ_2(G), 0).

Following [16], we will call this curve {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} the Manhattan curve for the pair (d_1, d_2). This notion was firstly introduced by Burger for the curve {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} associated to actions on rank 1 symmetric spaces [13] and has attracted a lot of interest in recent years, see [16–19] for details.

For a fixed large L > 0, define the annulus-like set of orbital points A_i(o_i, n, L) := {g ∈ G : |d_i(o_i, go_i) − n| ≤ L} for i = 1, 2. We then obtain

(9.5) θ(a) = lim sup_{n→∞} 1 n log ∑ g∈A_1(o_1,n,L) e^{−ad2(o2,go2)}. Similarly, define the annulus-like set of conjugacy classes A^c_i (n, L) := {[g] ∈ conj(G) : |ℓ_i(g) − n| ≤ L} for i = 1, 2. We have

(9.6) Θ(a) = lim sup_{n→∞} 1 n log ∑ [g]∈A^c_1 (n,L) e^{−aℓ2(g)}. As shown in [19, Proposition 3.1] for a hyperbolic group, we explore the relation between θ(a) and Θ(a).

Proposition 9.7. For any a ∈ R, we have θ(a) ≤ Θ(a).

We first prove several lemmas that will be useful in the proof of Proposition 9.7.

Lemma 9.8 ( [24, Lemma 7.2] ). Let G ↷ X be a proper action on a geodesic metric space. Then for any o ∈ X and n ≫ M > 0, there exists C = C(o, M) > 0 with the following property. For any geodesic segment γ ⊆ X with |Len(γ) − n| ≤ M, ♯{g ∈ G | d(go, γ) ≤ M} ≤ Cn.

Lemma 9.9. Let G ↷ X be a proper action on a proper geodesic metric space. For any o ∈ X, and any R > 0, there exists N = N(o, R) ∈ N^+ such that Go can be divided into N pieces so that each piece is R-separated.

Proof. As G ↷ X is proper, the set {g ∈ G | d(o, go) ≤ R} is finite. Then N := ♯(Go ∩ B(o, R)) is finite. The isometric group action guarantees that N = ♯(Go ∩ B(go, R)) for any g ∈ G.

Denote Go ∩ B(o, R) = {g_1o, · · · , g_N o}. Let C = {c_1, . . . , c_N } be a set consisting of N distinct colors and ϕ : Go ∩ B(o, R) → C be a coloring map by assigning each g_io the color c_i. Then we extend the coloring map to the whole orbit. Precisely speaking, let A_0 = Go ∩ B(o, R). For any orbit point go /∈ A_0, the set Go ∩ B(go, R) contains at most N − 1 distinct colors as ♯((Go ∩ B(go, R)) \ go) ≤ N − 1. Then we assign go one of the remaining colors in C and set A_1 = A_0 ∪ {go}. By repeatedly coloring point-by-point, we extend the coloring map to A_1, A_2, . . . , A_n. As X is proper, so G is countable and one can require that the diameter of A_n tends to infinity and Go = ∪^∞_{n=1}A_n.

Finally, we divide Go into N pieces such that each piece maps to a same color. Clearly, any two orbit points with the same color are at least R-separated. □

Fix a subset F = {f_1, f_2, · · · , f_{15}} ⊆ SC(G) given by Corollary 4.8. Let ϕ be the extension map sending g to gf where f ∈ F is determined by Corollary 4.8 satisfying |ℓ_i(ϕ(g)) − d_i(o_i, ϕ(g)o_i)| ≤ 2ϵ for i = 1, 2.

Corollary 9.10. The group G can be divided into a finite collection of subsets G = ⨆ 1≤i≤N Ai such that ϕ|_{Ai} is injective for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

Proof. Let R = 2 max {d_1(o_1, fo_1) | f ∈ F } + 1. According to Lemma 9.9, we can divide G into a finite collection of subsets G = ⨆ 1≤i≤N Ai, so that Aio1 ⊆ X1 is R-separated for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N. For any

two elements g, g^′ ∈ A_i, denote ϕ(g) = gf and ϕ(g^′) = g^′f^′ where f, f^′ ∈ F . Then by triangle inequality, d_1(gfo_1, g^′f^′o_1) ≥ d_1(go_1, g^′o_1) − d_1(fo_1, o_1) − d_1(f^′o_1, o_1) > 0. Thus gf ≠ g^′f^′, i.e. ϕ|_{Ai} is injective. □

Now, we can prove Proposition 9.7.

Proof of Proposition 9.7. Corollary 9.10 shows that we can divide the annulus-like set of orbital points into N subsets A_1(o_1, n, L) = ⨆ 1≤i≤N Ai, such that ϕ|Ai is injective for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Let ϵ be the constant

given by Corollary 4.8.

For any h ∈ A_1(o_1, n, L), one has that |ℓ_j (ϕ(h)) − d_j (o_j , ϕ(h)o_j )| ≤ 2ϵ for j = 1, 2. For any a ∈ R, let K = max{d_j (o_j , fo_j ) | f ∈ F, j = 1, 2}, and C_0 = e^{|a|(K+2ϵ)}. Then we have [ϕ(h)] ∈ A^c_1(n, L + K + 2ϵ), and e^{−ad2(o2,ho2)} ≤ C_0e^{−aℓ2(ϕ(h)}. Now, fix any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. As Θ(a) takes sum over all conjugacy classes, we next show that there are not “too many” elements in A_i mapped into a same conjugacy class by ϕ. For each h ∈ A_i, the path γ_h labelled by hf in X_1 is actually a special (D, τ)-admissible path (cf. Lemma 3.2) and also a c-quasi-geodesic, where c depends only on τ. Suppose that h^′ ∈ A_i such that [hf] = [h^′f^′]. Then there is g ∈ G such that h^′f^′ = g(hf)g^{−1}. This shows that γ_h′ and gγ_h are both c-quasi-geodesic for h^′f^′ in X_1. As hf is a contracting element on X_1, let η_h be a geodesic connecting (hf)^− and (hf)^+. Hence, by the ϵ-fellow travel property of a (D, τ)-admissible path, up to translation by h^′f^′, o ∈ γ_h′ lies in a ϵ-neighbourhood of a geodesic segment γ ⊆ gη_h with length |l(γ) − n| ≤ L + K + 2ϵ. Note that this is equivalent to say g^{−1}o ∈ N_ϵ(g^{−1}γ) and g^{−1}γ is a geodesic segment in η_h, which is independent of g. Hence, as a result of Lemma 9.8, there exists C_1 = C_1(ϵ) > 0 such that the number of such g^{−1} has a cardinality bounded by C_1n.

Totally speaking, we have ∑ h∈A_i e −ad_2(o_2,ho_2) ≤ C

0C_1n ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−n|≤L+K+2ϵ e −aℓ_2(g). Hence, ∑ |d_1(o_1,go_1 )−n|≤L e^{−ad2(o2,ho2)} ≤ C_0C_1Nn ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−n|≤L+K+2ϵ e^{−aℓ2(g)}. It follows from (9.5) and (9.6) that θ(a) ≤ Θ(a). □

Proposition 9.11. For any a ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ [δ_2(G), +∞), we have θ(a) = Θ(a).

Proof. As Proposition 9.7 shows that θ(a) ≤ Θ(a) for every a ∈ R, it suffices to show that θ(a) ≥ Θ(a) for a ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ [δ_2(G), +∞).

Lemma 9.2 gives that |ℓ_1(g)−ℓ^{o1}_1 (g)| ≤ C^′ for a constant C^′ independent of g ∈ G. For any [g] ∈ conj(G), there exists h ∈ [g] such that d_1(o_1, ho_1) = ℓ^{o1}_1 (g) ≤ ℓ_1(g) + C^′. In addition, it follows from d_2(o_2, ho_2) ≥ ℓ_2(h) = ℓ_2(g) that e^{−ad2(o2,ho2)} ≥ e^{−aℓ2(g)} for a ≤ 0. Therefore, ∑ |d_1(o_1,ho_1)−n|≤L+C^′ e^{−ad2(o2,ho2)} ≥ ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−n|≤L e^{−aℓ2(g)}, which by (9.5) and (9.6) implies that θ(a) ≥ Θ(a) when a ≤ 0.

Then we switch (X_1, d_1) and (X_2, d_2) to get another two curves θ̃(a) and Θ̃(a) (which is actually symmetric to the original one). The same arguments show that θ̃(a) = Θ̃(a) when a ≤ 0, which implies that θ^{−1}(b) = Θ^{−1}(b) when b < 0. This is also equivalent to say θ(a) = Θ(a) for a ≥ δ_2(G). Then the conclusion follows. □

For any continuous, decreasing and convex function f : R → R, both limits lim_{t→+∞} f(t)/t and lim_{t→−∞} f(t)/t exist (may be infinite). As θ(a) and Θ(a) are such functions, we can define α_{min} := − lim_{a→+∞} θ(a) a , α_{max} := − lim_{a→−∞} θ(a) a and β_{min} := − lim_{a→+∞} Θ(a) a , β_{max} := − lim_{a→−∞} Θ(a) a . Then α_{min}, α_{max}, β_{min}, β_{max} are positive and finite as d_1 and d_2 are quasi-isometric.

Denote Dil_− := inf_{[g]:ℓ1(g)>0} ℓ_2(g) ℓ_1(g)

, Dil_+ := sup_{[g]:ℓ1(g)>0} ℓ_2(g) ℓ_1(g) . Corollary 9.12. Dil_− = β_{min} = α_{min} ≤ α_{max} = β_{max} = Dil_+.

Proof. As the Manhattan curve θ(a) is decreasing and convex, we obtain α_{min} ≤ α_{max}. By Proposition 9.11, the functions θ and Θ agree on (−∞, 0] ∪ [δ_2(G), +∞), so we have α_{min} = β_{min} and β_{max} = α_{max}. Hence, up to symmetry, it suffices to show Dil_− = β_{min}.

By the definition of Dil_−, we have Dil_− · ℓ_1(g) ≤ ℓ_2(g) for any g ∈ G. If |ℓ_1(g) − n| ≤ L, then e^{−aℓ2(g)} ≤ e^{−aDil−ℓ1(g)} ≤ e^{−aDil−(n−L)} for any a > 0.

By Lemma 9.2, we have |ℓ_1(g) − ℓ^{o1}_1 (g)| ≤ C^′ for a constant C^′ independent of g ∈ G. Recall that by [35, Main Theorem], the set {[g] : |ℓ^o_1(g) − n| ≤ L} has a cardinality at most Ce^{δ1(G)n}/n for a constant C independent of n. Hence, ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−n|≤L+C^′ e^{−aℓ2(g)} ≺ e^{−aDil−(n−L−C′)}e^{δ1(G)n}/n, Recall that (9.6) gives Θ(a) = lim sup_{n→∞} 1 n log ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−n|≤L+C^′ e^{−aℓ2(g)}. We thus obtain that Θ(a) ≤ −aDil_− + δ_1(G), implying β_{min} ≥ Dil_−.

For the converse direction, by the definition of Dil_−, for any small ϵ > 0, there exists an infinite-order element g_0 ∈ G such that ℓ_2(g_0) ≤ ℓ_1(g_0)(Dil_− + ϵ).

As the stable length is a homogeneous function on any cyclic subgroup, we have ℓ_1(g^n_0 ) = nℓ_1(g_0) and ℓ_2(g^n_0 ) ≤ ℓ_1(g^n_0 )(Dil_− + ϵ) for any n ≥ 1. Hence, for any n ≥ 1 and a ≥ 0, ∑ [g]:|ℓ_1(g)−nℓ_1 (g_0 )|≤L e^{−aℓ2(g)} ≥ e^{−aℓ2(gn0 )} ≥ e^{−aℓ1(gn0 )(Dil−+ϵ)} ≥ e^{−a·nℓ1(g0)·(Dil− +ϵ)}. Taking the limit sup gives Θ(a) ≥ −a(Dil_− + ϵ) when a ≥ 0. By letting ϵ → 0, one has β_{min} ≤ Dil_−.

In conclusion, we have Dil_− = β_{min}, which completes the proof. □

Proposition 9.13. The following are equivalent:

(1) the curve {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} for d_1, d_2 is a straight line; (2) ℓ_2(g) = kℓ_1(g) for all conjugacy classes [g], where k = δ_1(G)/δ_2(G); (3) the Manhattan curve {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} for d_1, d_2 is a straight line.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2): when Θ(a) is a straight line, there exists k > 0 such that β_{min} = β_{max} = k. As Θ(0) = δ_1(G) and Θ(δ_2(G)) = 0, the absolute value of the slope of Θ(a) is k = δ_1(G)/δ_2(G). Then the conclusion follows from Corollary 9.12.

(2) ⇒ (1): this follows from the definition of Θ(a).

(2) ⇒ (3): this follows from Theorem 5.2 and the definition of θ(a).

(3) ⇒ (2): this follows from Corollary 9.12. □

9.2. MLS rigidity for subsets with maximal growth. Now we take d_1, d_2 as the pull-back pseudometrics on G: d_i(g, h) := d_i(go_i, ho_i) for any g, h ∈ G. For any a, b > 0, denote d_∗ := ad_2 + bd_1 and let ℓ_∗ and δ_∗(G) (resp. δ^c_∗(G)) be the corresponding stable length and critical exponent (resp. growth rate of conjugacy classes) of G on (G, d_∗). (see Equation 1.15 and Equation 1.16 for their definitions).

Lemma 9.14. For any a, b > 0, d_∗ = ad_2 + bd_1 satisfies that ℓ_∗ = aℓ_2 + bℓ_1. Moreover, δ^c_∗(G) = 1 when b = Θ(a) and δ_∗(G) = 1 when b = θ(a).

Proof. For any g ∈ G,

ℓ_∗(g) = lim_{n→∞} d_∗(1, g^n) n = lim_{n→∞} ad_2(1, g^n) + bd_1(1, g^n) n = aℓ_2(g) + bℓ_1(g).

Note that δ^c_∗(G) is also the convergence abscissa for s of the following Poincare series P(s) = ∑ [g]∈conj(G) e^{−sℓ∗(g)} = ∑ [g]∈conj(G) e^{−s(aℓ2(g)+bℓ1 (g))}. When b = Θ(a), it follows from the definition of Θ(a) that δ^c_∗(G) = 1. Similarly, δ_∗(G) is the convergence abscissa of the following Poincare series P(s) = ∑ g∈G e^{−sd∗(1,g)} = ∑ g∈G e^{−s(ad2(1,g)+bd1(1,g))}. When b = θ(a), it follows from the definition of θ(a) that δ_∗(G) = 1. □

A subset E ⊆ G is called exponentially generic in d_i for given i ∈ {1, 2} if δ_i(G \ E) < δ_i(G).

Theorem 9.15. Suppose that {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is either globally strictly convex or a straight line. Assume δ_1(G) = δ_2(G) for simplicity. Let F ⊆ SC(G) be a finite subset determined by Corollary 4.8. Then (1) for any subset E ⊆ G with δ_1(E) = δ_1(G), there exists f ∈ F such that G has MLS rigidity from Ef. (2) for any exponentially generic subset E ⊆ G in d_1 or d_2, G has MLS rigidity from E.

Proof. (1) Denote δ_1(G) = δ_2(G) = δ. For each g ∈ E, Corollary 4.8 gives an f ∈ F so that |ℓ_i(gf) − d_i(o_i, gfo_i)| ≤ 2ϵ for i = 1, 2. As F is finite, there exists f_0 ∈ F and E_0 ⊆ E with δ_1(E_0) = δ_1(E) such that each element g^′ ∈ E_0f_0 satisfies |ℓ_i(g^′) − d_i(o_i, g^′o_i)| ≤ 2ϵ. We will show that G has MLS rigidity from Ef_0. For this purpose, we assume in the following that ℓ_1(g^′) = ℓ_2(g^′) for each g^′ ∈ Ef_0.

Suppose by contrary that G does not have MLS rigidity from Ef_0, then the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 is not a rough isometry. With Theorem 5.1, this is equivalent to Dil_− < Dil_+, and thus α_{min} < α_{max} by Corollary 9.12. Hence by assumption, {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is globally strictly convex, which means that {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is not a straight line restricting on a ∈ (0, δ). Then there exists ξ ∈ (0, δ) such that ξ + θ(ξ) < δ. Now we take d_1, d_2 as the pull-back pseudo-metric on G. Denote ξ^′ = ξ + θ(ξ) and d_∗ := ξd_2 + θ(ξ)d_1 = ξ^′d_1 + ξ(d_2 − d_1). As both actions G ↷ (G, d_1) and G ↷ (G, d_2) have the same MLS on Ef_0 ⊃ E_0f_0, for each g ∈ E_0, d_1(1, g) ∼_K d_1(1, gf_0) ∼_ϵ ℓ_1(gf_0) = ℓ_2(gf_0) ∼_ϵ d_2(1, gf_0) ∼_K d_2(1, g) where K = max{d_i(1, f) | f ∈ F, i = 1, 2}. Hence, one has {g ∈ E_0 : d_1(1, g) ≤ n} ⊆ {g ∈ G : d_∗(1, g) ≤ ξ^′n + ξM} where M is a constant depending only on K, ϵ. As Lemma 9.14 shows that δ_∗(G) = 1, it follows from Equation 1.15 that δ_1(E_0) ≤ ξ^′δ_∗(G) = ξ^′ < δ, which is a contradiction as δ_1(E_0) = δ_1(E) = δ_1(G) = δ.

(2) Without loss of generality, we assume that E is exponentially generic in d_1.

Let Ẽ := ∩_{f ∈F} Ef^{−1}. As E is exponentially generic and F is finite, the set Ẽ satisfies δ_1(Ẽ) = δ_1(E) = δ_1(G). Therefore, according to (1), there exists f ∈ F such that G has MLS rigidity from Ẽf. As Ẽf ⊂ E, we derive that G has MLS rigidity from E. □

Remark 9.16. As is shown in the proof of Theorem 9.15, the requirement that {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is either globally strictly convex or a straight line can be relaxed into the following condition: θ(a) is a straight line restricting on (0, δ_2(G)) if and only if the entire curve {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is a straight line.

This condition serves as the focus of researches in Manhattan curves and has been proven true in several special cases, including possibly non-cocompact Fuchsian representations [48].

Theorem 9.17. Suppose that {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is either globally strictly convex or a straight line. Assume δ_1(G) = δ_2(G) for simplicity. Let F ⊆ SC(G) be a finite subset determined by Corollary 4.8. Then (1) for any subset E ⊆ G with δ^c_1(E) = δ^c_1(G), G has MLS rigidity from E.

(2) for any subset E ⊆ G with δ_1(E) = δ_1(G), there exists f ∈ F such that G has MLS rigidity from Ef. (3) for any exponentially generic subset E ⊆ G in d_1 or d_2, G has MLS rigidity from E.

Proof. We first show that the condition stated in Remark 9.16 holds when {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is either globally strictly convex or a straight line. If θ(a) is a straight line restricted on (0, δ_2(G)), as θ(a) ≤ Θ(a) by Proposition 9.7 and Θ(a) is convex, it follows that Θ(a) is also a straight line restricted on (0, δ_2(G)). By assumption, the entire curve {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is a straight line. It follows from Proposition 9.13 that {(a, θ(a)) | a ∈ R} is also a straight line. Hence, the items (2) and (3) are immediate corollaries of Theorem 9.15. It thus remains for us to show the item (1).

Arguing by contradiction, assume that the orbit map ρ : Go_1 → Go_2 given by ρ(go_1) = go_2 is not a rough isometry. With Theorem 5.1, this is equivalent to Dil_− < Dil_+, and thus β_{min} < β_{max} by Corollary 9.12. Global strict convexity of the curve {(a, Θ(a)) | a ∈ R} shows that it is not a straight segment on a ∈ (0, δ_2(G)). Denote δ_1(G) = δ_2(G) = δ. Then there exists ξ ∈ (0, δ) such that ξ + Θ(ξ) < δ.

Analogous to the proof of Theorem 9.15, we denote ξ^′ = ξ + Θ(ξ) and d_∗ := ξd_2 + Θ(ξ)d_1. Notice that d_∗ = ξ^′d_1 + ξ(d_2 − d_1) and then ℓ_∗ = ξ^′ℓ_1 + ξ(ℓ_2 − ℓ_1). As both actions G ↷ (G, d_1) and G ↷ (G, d_2) have the same MLS on E, {[g] : g ∈ E, ℓ_1(g) ≤ n} ⊆ {[g] : ℓ_∗(g) ≤ ξ^′n} for any n > 0. As Lemma 9.14 shows that δ^c_∗(G) = 1, it follows from Equation 1.16 that δ^c_1(E) ≤ ξ^′δ^c_∗(G) = ξ^′ < δ, which is a contradiction as δ^c_1(E) = δ^c_1(G) = δ. □

Remark 9.18. When G is a relatively hyperbolic group, Proposition 5.17 provides an example in which the element f could not be removed in the item (2). As in hyperbolic groups, the result of rigidity on subset [17, Theorem 1.1] by Cantrell-Reyes are exactly item (1), where their growth rate identifies with our definition of conjugacy growth rate; see Equation 1.16 for its definition.

References

1. Goulnara N Arzhantseva, Christopher H Cashen, Dominik Gruber, and David Hume, Contracting geodesics in infinitely presented graphical small cancellation groups. preprint, arXiv preprint arXiv:1602.03767 (2016).

2. Werner Ballmann, Lectures on spaces of nonpositive curvature, vol. 25, Birkhäuser, 2012.

3. Gérard Besson, Gilles Courtois, and Sylvestre Gallot, Entropies et rigidités des espaces localement symétriques de courbure strictement négative, Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA 5 (1995), 731–799.

4. Mladen Bestvina and Koji Fujiwara, A characterization of higher rank symmetric spaces via bounded cohomology, Geometric and Functional Analysis 19 (2009), no. 1, 11–40.

5. Sébastien Blachère and Sara Brofferio, Internal diffusion limited aggregation on discrete groups having exponential growth, Probab. Theory Related Fields 137 (2007), no. 3-4, 323–343. MR 2278460 6. Francis Bonahon, Geodesic currents on negatively curved groups, Arboreal group theory (Berkeley, CA, 1988), Math. Sci.

Res. Inst. Publ., vol. 19, Springer, New York, 1991, pp. 143–168. MR 1105332 7. M. Bonk and O. Schramm, Embeddings of Gromov hyperbolic spaces, Geom. Funct. Anal. 10 (2000), no. 2, 266–306.

MR 1771428 8. A. Le Boudec and N. Matte Bon, Subgroup dynamics and C^∗-simplicity of groups of homeomorphisms, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm.

Supér. 51 (2018), 557–602.

9. B.H. Bowditch, A course on geometric group theory, Information and Interdisciplinary Subjects Series, Mathematical Society of Japan, 2006.

10. , Relatively hyperbolic groups, Int. J. Algebra Comput. 22 (2012).

11. Brian H. Bowditch, Tight geodesics in the curve complex, Invent. Math. 171 (2008), no. 2, 281–300. MR 2367021 12. M.R. Bridson and A. Häfliger, Metric spaces of non-positive curvature, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2013.

13. Marc Burger, Intersection, the Manhattan curve, and Patterson-Sullivan theory in rank 2, International Mathematics Research Notices 1993 (1993), no. 7, 217–225.

14. Keith Burns, Anatole Katok, W Ballman, M Brin, P Eberlein, and R Osserman, Manifolds with non-positive curvature, Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 5 (1985), no. 2, 307–317.

15. S. Buyalo and V. Schroeder, Elements of asymptotic geometry, EMS monographs in mathematics, European Mathematical Society, 2007.

16. Stephen Cantrell and Eduardo Reyes, Manhattan geodesics and the boundary of the space of metric structures on hyperbolic groups, arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.07136 (2022).

17. , Marked length spectrum rigidity from rigidity on subsets, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13209 (2023). 18. , Rigidity phenomena and the statistical properties of group actions on CAT(0) cube complexes, arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.10595 (2023).

19. Stephen Cantrell and Ryokichi Tanaka, The Manhattan curve, ergodic theory of topological flows and rigidity, arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.13451 (2021).

20. , Invariant measures of the topological flow and measures at infinity on hyperbolic groups, J. Mod. Dyn. 20 (2024), 215–274. MR 4799464 21. Inheyok Choi, Ilya Gehktman, Wenyuan Yang, and Tianyi Zheng, Confined subgroups in groups with contracting elements, arXiv:2405.09070 (2024).

22. Gregory R. Conner, Discreteness properties of translation numbers in solvable groups, Journal of Group Theory 3 (2000), no. 1, 77–94.

23. Michel Coornaert, Thomas Delzant, and Athanase Papadopoulos, Géométrie et théorie des groupes, 1 ed., Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 1990.

24. Michel Coornaert and Gerhard Knieper, Growth of conjugacy classes in gromov hyperbolic groups, Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA 12 (2002), no. 3, 464–478.

25. Rémi Coulon, Françoise Dal’Bo, and Andrea Sambusetti, Growth gap in hyperbolic groups and amenability, Geometric and Functional Analysis 28 (2018), no. 5, 1260–1320.

26. Christopher B Croke, Rigidity for surfaces of non-positive curvature, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 65 (1990), 150– 169.

27. F. Dahmani, V. Guirardel, and D.V. Osin, Hyperbolically embedded subgroups and rotating families in groups acting an hyperbolic spaces, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, American Mathematical Society, 2017.

28. F. Dal-Bo and Inkang Kim, Marked length rigidity for symmetric spaces, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 77 (2002), 399–407.

29. Cornelia Dru¸tu and Michael Kapovich, Geometric group theory, American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, vol. 63, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2018, With an appendix by Bogdan Nica. MR 3753580 30. Matthieu Dussaule, Longmin Wang, and Wenyuan Yang, The growth of the green function for random walks and Poincaré series, (2023), arXiv: 2307.10662.

31. Koji Fujiwara, Asymptotically isometric metrics on relatively hyperbolic groups and marked length spectrum, Journal of Topology and Analysis 07 (2013).

32. Alex Furman, Coarse-geometric perspective on negatively curved manifolds and groups, Rigidity in Dynamics and Geometry:

Contributions from the Programme Ergodic Theory, Geometric Rigidity and Number Theory, Isaac Newton Institute for the Mathematical Sciences Cambridge, United Kingdom, 5 January–7 July 2000 (2002), 149–166.

33. Ilya Gekhtman, Victor Gerasimov, Leonid Potyagailo, and Wenyuan Yang, Martin boundary covers Floyd boundary, Invent.

Math. 223 (2021), no. 2, 759–809. MR 4209863 34. Ilya Gekhtman and Arie Levit, Stationary random subgroups in negative curvature, (2023), arXiv:2303.04237. 35. Ilya Gekhtman and Wen-yuan Yang, Counting conjugacy classes in groups with contracting elements, J. Topol. 15 (2022), no. 2, 620–665. MR 4441600 36. Victor Gerasimov and Leonid Potyagailo, Quasiconvexity in relatively hyperbolic groups, J. Reine Angew. Math. 710 (2016), 95–135. MR 3437561 37. E. Ghys and P. da la Harpe, Sur les groupes hyperboliques d’après Mikhael Gromov, Progress in Mathematics, Birkhäuser Boston, 2013.

38. Eli Glasner and Benjamin Weiss, Uniformly recurrent subgroups, Recent trends in ergodic theory and dynamical systems, Contemp. Math., vol. 631, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015, pp. 63–75. MR 3330338 39. Andrey Gogolev and Federico Rodriguez Hertz, Abelian livshits theorems and geometric applications (preprint), arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.14431 (2020).

40. Colin Guillarmou and Thibault Lefeuvre, The marked length spectrum of Anosov manifolds, Annals of Mathematics 190 (2019), no. 1, 321–344.

41. Ursula Hamenstädt, Cocycles, symplectic structures and intersection, Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA 9 (1999), no. 1, 90–140.

42. Yanlong Hao, Marked length pattern rigidity for arithmetic manifolds, arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.01336 (2022). 43. , Marked length spectrum rigidity of group acts isometrically on a Gromov hyperbolic space, arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.09019 (2023).

44. Brian Hartley and AE Zalesskii, Confined subgroups of simple locally finite groups and ideals of their group rings, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 55 (1997), no. 2, 210–230.

45. Brendan Burns Healy, Rigidity properties for hyperbolic generalizations, Canadian Mathematical Bulletin 63 (2020), no. 1, 66–76.

46. Brendan Burns Healy and G. Christopher Hruska, Cusped spaces and quasi-isometries of relatively hyperbolic groups, arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.09876 (2020).

47. G. Christopher Hruska, Relative hyperbolicity and relative quasiconvexity for countable groups, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 10 (2010), no. 3, 1807–1856. MR 2684983 48. Lien-Yung Kao, Pressure metrics and manhattan curves for teichmüller spaces of punctured surfaces, Israel Journal of Mathematics 240 (2020), 567–602.

49. Inkang Kim, Marked length rigidity of rank one symmetric spaces and their product, Topology 40 (2001), no. 6, 1295–1323. 50. Yair N. Minsky, Quasi-projections in Teichmüller space., Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal) 1996 (1996), no. 473, 121–136.

51. Thang Nguyen and Shi Wang, Marked length spectrum rigidity for relatively hyperbolic groups, arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.05296 (2022).

52. Eduardo Oregón-Reyes, The space of metric structures on hyperbolic groups, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 107 (2023), no. 3, 914–942.

53. Denis V. Osin, Elementary subgroups of relatively hyperbolic groups and bounded generation, Internat. J. Algebra Comput.

16 (2006), no. 1, 99–118. MR 2217644 54. , Acylindrically hyperbolic groups, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 368 (2016), no. 2, 851–888. 55. , Invariant random subgroups of groups acting on hyperbolic spaces, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 145 (2017), no. 8, 3279–3288.

56. Jean-Pierre Otal, Sur les longueurs des géodésiques d’une métrique à courbure négative dans le disque, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 65 (1990), 334–347.

57. Leonid Potyagailo and Victor Gerasimov, Quasi-isometric maps and Floyd boundaries of relatively hyperbolic groups, Journal of the European Mathematical Society 15 (2013), no. 6, 2115–2137.

58. Pekka Tukia, Conical limit points and uniform convergence groups, Crelle’s Journal 1998 (1998), 71–98. 59. Wenyuan Yang, Growth tightness for groups with contracting elements, Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society 157 (2014), no. 2, 297–319.

60. , Statistically convex-cocompact actions of groups with contracting elements, International Mathematics Research Notices 2019 (2018), no. 23, 7259–7323.

61. , Conformal dynamics at infinity for groups with contracting elements, arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.04861 (2022).

School of Mathematical Sciences, Key Laboratory of MEA (Ministry of Education) & Shanghai Key Laboratory of PMMP, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China P. R.

Email address: rxwan@math.ecnu.edu.cn

Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China P.R. Email address: xuxiaoyu@stu.pku.edu.cn

Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China P.R. Email address: wyang@math.pku.edu.cn