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Abstract. We give two flexible and degenerate constructions related to a theorem of
Thurston. First, we produce geodesic segments for Thurston’s asymmetric metric on Te-
ichmüller space T (Sg) that remain geodesics after adding arbitrary ε-Lipschitz noise to all
but one Fenchel-Nielsen coordinate. Then, for all 2 < n ≤ 3g − 3 we construct open sets
in T (Sg)

n for which the limit cones of the corresponding representations in PSL2(R)n are
cones over explicit finite-sided polyhedra. Each construction is as degenerate as possible
and has applications to the basic structure and local non-rigidity of the involved objects.

In this paper, we identify and study degenerate phenomena in two constructions that
compare lengths of geodesics in hyperbolic surfaces. The two constructions are as follows.

First, for X1 and X2 marked hyperbolic metrics on a closed orientable surface S, consider
the supremum K(X1, X2) of the ratios ℓX2(γ)/ℓX1(γ) of lengths ℓXi

(γ) of geodesics in free
homotopy classes of closed curves γ in S in the two metrics. This quantity was studied in
depth by Thurston in 1986 [44], who proved that K(X1, X2) is equal to the optimal Lipschitz
constant of identity-isotopic maps X1 → X2 and that logK(X1, X2) defines an asymmetric
metric dTh on the Teichmüller space T (S) of isotopy classes of hyperbolic metrics on S.

Second, consider the following related construction for n hyperbolic surfaces Xi corre-
sponding to pairwise non-conjugate representations ρi : π1S → PSL2(R) (i = 1, ..., n). For
γ ∈ π1S, denote by λ(γ) ∈ Rn the list (ℓX1(γ), ..., ℓXn(γ)) of lengths of γ in Xi. Then
the limit cone L(ρ(π1S)) of ρ = (ρ1, ..., ρn) is the closure of the union of the rays R+λ(γ)
(γ ∈ π1S). This is a case of a fundamental construction of Benoist [5] for discrete subgroups
of Lie groups (§1.2), and [5, §1.2] shows L(ρ(π1S)) is convex and has nonempty interior.
There are not many convex cones in R2. In particular, L(ρ(π1S)) is determined by its

boundary slopes when n = 2, which are exactly K(X1, X2) and K(X2, X1)
−1. When n > 2,

there are far more cones in Rn and the shapes of limit cones are rich and not well-understood.

We construct two families of oddities: geodesic segments for dTh that remain geodesics
after adding arbitrary ε-Lipschitz noise to all but one Fenchel-Nielsen coordinate (Thm. C)
and open sets of n-tuples (ρ1, ..., ρn) ∈ T (S)n whose limit cones are cones over explicit finite-
sided polyhedra (Thm. E). Both are related to the following peculiar theorem of Thurston:

Theorem A (Thurston, [44, Thm. 10.7]). On the complement of a closed set of Hausdorff
codimension 1 in T (S)×T (S), the supremum K(X1, X2) is realized by a simple curve γ that
remains optimal for all pairs in a neighborhood of (X1, X2).

The generic stability of optimizers in Thm. A is atypical of optimization problems: usually,
optimality is fragile and delicate to establish (e.g. [7, 25, 47]). For an adjacent example, no
such stability is present when optimizing extremal length ratios on surfaces [27, p.36]. We
mention that Thm. A is not isolated, and now fits into a family of results in ergodic theory
known as Hunt-Ott phenomena (e.g. [8, 13, 24]).
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We prove our results by developing methods that allow one to conclude, among other
things, that a given simple closed curve optimizes K(X1, X2) in classes of examples. The
stability underlying Thm. A appears for us as leniency in the estimates in our proofs, and
allows us to carry out quite direct arguments that would otherwise be hopeless. Our construc-
tions are as degenerate as possible in precise senses. The degeneracies are rather dramatic;
for instance, we prove that there are isometric embeddings of the L∞ metric on [0, 1]2 into
(T (Sg), dTh) for all g ≥ 3 (Cor. B).

One of the points of this paper is to contribute some new understanding of what is hap-
pening in the generic case of Thurston’s theorem. The idea of both our constructions is to
see the stability of optimizers in Thm. A in the geometric isolation of simple closed geodesics
in hyperbolic surfaces. This is different from Thurston’s proof of Thm. A, which is based on
an analysis of the non-generic set. We present our results together with the hope of bringing
out their common underlying idea and their relation to Thurston’s work.

Our two methods are different, and each has settings where we can use it to prove more
than the other. Broadly speaking, our construction of geodesics for dTh is analytic and is
useful in analyzing very close together hyperbolic structures. On the other hand, our method
for limit cones uses coarser estimates from Gromov hyperbolicity. It can be used to prove
stronger conclusions, but requries more separation between the involved surfaces.

In the rest of the introduction, we discuss geodesics for dTh in §1.1, limit cones in §1.2,
estimates on lengths of geodesics in §1.3, further applications in §1.4, and proofs in §1.5.

Remark 1.1. We prefer to work with closed surfaces, but all results in §1.1, §1.2, and §1.4
have straightforward analogues for hyperbolic surfaces of finite type (i.e. with finitely many
punctures and geodesic boundary components). We briefly explain this in §4.5 and §7.1.

1.1. Thurston Geodesics. Thurston showed that dTh is geodesic in [44], and geodesics
for dTh have been of interest since. The long-term [19, 32, 33] and infinitesimal [3, 23, 36]
structure of general geodesics for dTh has seen considerable study. On short time-scales, the
envelopes of all geodesics with fixed start and end points have seen recent study [19, 38]. On
the other hand, the local structure of general geodesics for dTh has remained unclear.

The reason for the lack of local results on general geodesics seems to be the rigidity of prior
examples. Beyond Thurston’s examples and a variation in [1], Pan-Wolf have a construction
of distinguished geodesics for dTh based on limits of harmonic maps [37] (c.f. [16]), and
Papadopoulos-Théret [39] and Papadopoulos-Yamada [40] have real-analytic examples based
on explicit deformations of certain hexagons. These are all rather rigid constructions, and
are in particular all concatenations of real-analytic segments.

We show that general geodesics for dTh are as non-rigid and irregular as possible. The
main result (Thm. C) is a bit technical; here is a corollary that illustrates its flavor.

Corollary B (L∞ regions). Let T > 0 and k ≥ 1. Then there is a real-analytic isometric
embedding of [0, T ]k with the L∞ metric d∞ into (T (Sg), dTh) for all g so that 3g − 3 ≥ 2k.

We emphasize that the embeddings in Cor. B are genuine metric isometries. So geodesics
in ([0, T ]k, d∞) are mapped to geodesics in dTh, and dTh is symmetric on the images of these
embeddings. This makes Cor. B new even for k = 1, see the discussion of Cor. J below.

Cor. B is an example of a theme of this paper: phenomena around Thm. A make
statements that one expects to be approximately or asymptotically true (e.g. [34]) actually
hold on the nose on regions inside Teichmüller space. See also Thm. E and Cor. K.
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To contextualize the general result below, there are two fundamental constraints on
Thurston geodesics. First, from the definition of dTh in terms of K, all length functions
are Lipschitz on geodesic segments for dTh. Second, Thurston proved [44, Cor. of Thm.
8.2] that along any geodesic segment Xt : [0, T ] → T (S) in dTh there is a nonempty (chain-
recurrent) lamination λ that is maximally stretched in a strong sense.1 Thm. C below shows
that these are the only qualitative constraints on Thurston geodesics in general.

To state the result, recall Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates for T (S). That is, fixing a pants
decompositon P = {γ1, ..., γ3g−3} for S, one has T (S) ∼= (0,∞)3g−3 × R3g−3 with the first
3g − 3 coordinates ℓi given by the lengths of the geodesic representatives of γi and the
final 3g − 3 coordinates given by twist parameters ti across the curves γi (see e.g. [20]).
To get optimal constants, it is useful to replace length coordinates with their logarithms,
parameterizing T (S) by R6g−6. We call these log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates.

Theorem C (Noisy Geodesics). Let D,T ∈ (0,∞) be given. Then there is a constant
c ∈ R with the following property. For any X0 = (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3) ∈ T (Sg) in
log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates with ℓi < c for all i, for any coordinate-wise 1-Lipschitz
F : [0, T ] → R3g−4 and any D-Lipschitz G : [0, T ] → R3g−3 with F (0) = 0 and G(0) = 0, the
path Xt (0 ≤ t ≤ T ) given in log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates by

Xt = (ℓ1, ℓ2, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ...t3g−3) + (t, F (t), G(t))

is a geodesic for dTh.

The bounds of coordinate-wise 1-Lipschitz F and D-Lipschitz G for arbitrary D <∞ are
optimal among Lipschitz conditions.2 One has an analogous statement in Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates, with ε(X0, T )-Lipschitz F in place of coordinatewise 1-Lipschitz F .
Thm. C has a number of corollaries due to its contrast to the rigidity of known examples

of geodesics for dTh (see §1.4). For one such result, the rigidity of prior examples left it open
whether smooth geodesics for dTh were determined in a neighborhood of their initial point
by their tangent vectors. An immediate consequence of Thm. C is a negative resolution:

Corollary D (Geodesic Germs Non-Rigid). For any k > 0, there exist X ∈ T (S) and real-
analytic Thurston geodesic segments γ1, γ2 through X whose k-jets agree at 0 but that agree
on no neighborhood of 0.

1.2. Limit Cones. Our main results on limit cones give a class of n-tuples of Fuchsian
representations with the surprising property that their limit cone can be computed explicitly.
These examples have the further counter-intuitive property that their limit cones are cones
over finite-sided polyhedra, despite being defined with infinitely many rays.

Theorem E (Polyhedral Limit Cones). Let n ≥ 3 and let n ≤ k ≤ 3g − 3. Then there is a
nonempty open set U of T (Sg)

n so that for any (ρ1, ..., ρn) ∈ U the limit cone L(ρ(π1Sg)) of
the sum representation ρ : π1Sg → PSL2(R)n is the cone over a k-vertex polyhedron Pρ.

The polyhedra Pρ and open sets U are explicitly described in Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates.

Polyhedra are the most degenerate convex bodies in the sense that they are completely
determined by finitely many points. Their appearance here is a manifestation of a degeneracy
phenomenon in which finitely many curves dominate all others in families of length-ratio

1For t ∈ [0, T ] let λ(t) be the geodesic realization of λ on Xt. Thurston proves any optimal Lipschitz map

f : Xt → Xt′ for 0 ≤ t < t′ ≤ T sends λ(t) to λ(t′) and expands every leaf of λ(t) by a factor of et
′−t.

2A stronger statement for an asymmetrization of the Lipschitz condition is given in Thm. 4.14.
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optimization problems, as in Thm. A. This finiteness is responsible for the tractability of a
full description of these limit cones.

Remark 1.2. After we proved Thm. E, we learned that Danciger-Guéritaud-Kassel inde-
pendently and simultaneously found similar examples as part of a broader investigation into
limit cones [15]. Their method is different from ours: [15] is based on an elegant surgery
construction, and computes limit cones through proving that certain hyperplanes that support
the convex hull of the projections λ(γ) of simple curves γ actually support the full limit cone.

Limit cones are defined in more generality3 and play a major role in the study of discrete
subgroups of Lie groups (e.g. [6, 17, 18, 22, 26, 41, 45, 49]). Theorem E and [15] are the first
examples of finitely generated Zariski-dense subgroups of semisimple Lie groups of real rank
at least 3 with explicitly computed limit cones. C.f. [11] for an appearance of polyhedrality
in an analogous construction for finite-valence metric graphs.

We note that limit cones of general subgroups with no further hypotheses are extremely
flexible. In our setting, there are infinitely generated free subgroups Λ of SL(2,R)n with
limit cone any closed convex cone in (R+)n with nonempty interior [5, §1.2]. However, it is
far more challenging to compute the limit cone of a given subgroup Λ of interest, and the
problem becomes richer when n ≥ 3 and there are many cones in Rn.

Our method always produces polyhedral cones containing (1, ..., 1) ∈ Rn and with between
n and 3g − 3 verticies. We have given sharp enough proofs to produce all such cones.

Theorem F. Let P ⊂ Rn be the cone over a convex polyhedron with n ≤ k ≤ 3g−3 vertices
and so that (1, ..., 1) ∈ Int(P ). Then there is a representation ρ ∈ T (Sg)

n with limit cone P .

In fact, our main technical result on limit cones (Thm. 7.4) shows polyhedrality for a rather
flexible family of representations, as follows. Take Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates for a pants
decomposition P satisfying a technical hypothesis (Def. 6.3). Let ρ ∈ T (S)n have all twist
parameters 0 and suppose the cone C over the convex hull of λ(γ) for γ ∈ P contains (1, ..., 1)
in its interior. Let ρt (t ∈ (0, 1)) be the deformations of ρ given by simultaneously scaling
all length coordinates by t. Then we prove that for all t sufficiently small, L(ρt(π1S)) = C.
We conclude by remarking that a corollary of our main technical Theorem 7.4 is that the

limit cone of a Zariski-dense representation ρ ∈ T (S)n does not locally determine ρ.

Corollary G (Not Locally Rigid). For n ≥ 3g−3, there are submanifolds M with boundary
of T (Sg)

n of dimension n(6g−6)−nk+1 so that L(ρ(π1Sg)) is the same k-vertex polyhedron
with non-empty interior for all ρ ∈M .

1.3. Non-rotating length. Our limit cones are verified through a uniform estimate on how
lengths of arbitrary closed curves distort between pinched and untwisted hyperbolic surfaces
(Thm. H). We hope this estimate will be of broader use, and explain it here.

Roughly, we use combinatorial data to correct lengths of closed curves for contributions
from twisting, with a simple scheme that is asymptotically accurate for curves with large
spiraling. We then show that the distortion of the remaining length between well-pinched
surfaces is controlled by the ratios of logarithms of lengths of the pants curves, in a uniform
way with well-controlled constants.

3The natural setting is Zariski-dense subgroups of semisimple real linear algebraic groups [5], where the
Jordan projection to a Weyl chamber plays the role of listing lengths of hyperbolic elements of PSL(2,R)n.
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Figure 1. Left: a genus two surface, with a convenient pants decomposition
in purple, seams in red, and a teal closed curve γ. Right: lifts of γ and seams
curves to A(γ1) for the middle pants curve γ1 that demonstrates the spiraling
in the middle contributes to the combinatorial rotation r(γ, γ1).

To be precise, let P be a pants decomposition of S and let U (P) ⊂ T (S) be the subset
with zero twisting parameters for P. For X ∈ U (P), the seams of the pants decomposition
glue up into a set H of simple closed curves. Let Uε(P) be the subset of U (P) in which
all pants curves have length no more than ε. For γi ∈ P, let A(γi) be the annular cover
corresponding to γi. We call a pants decomposition P convenient if it is embedded and
every curve in H has connected intersection with each pant in P.4

For any closed geodesic γ in X ∈ U (P), the circularly ordered set CH (γ) of transverse
intersections of γ with H is independent of the choice of X ∈ U (P).

Definition 1.3 (Rotation number). Let γ be any closed curve and let γi ∈ P.

(1) Let n(γ, γi) be the number of pairs of consecutive wj, wj+1 ∈ CH (γ) so that there is
a lift γ̃ of γ to the annular cover A(γi) corresponding to γi so that the lifts of the
curves in H corresponding to wj and wj+1 intersect the core curve of A(γi).

(2) The combinatorial rotation r(γ, γi) of γ about γi is
1
2
n(γ, γi).

See Figure 1. Well-definition of r(γ, γi) and independence of X ∈ U (P) is proved in §6.
We correct lengths for contributions from twisting using combinatorial rotation:

Definition 1.4 (Non-rotating length). For γ ∈ π1(S) − {e} and X ∈ U (P ), define the
rotational projection R(γ,X) and non-rotating length L (γ,X) of γ by

R(γ,X) =

3g−3∑
i=1

r(γ, γi)ℓX(γi), L (γ,X) = ℓX(γ)− R(γ,X).(1.1)

For small ε > 0 and a fixed X ∈ Uε(P), the rotational projection R(γ,X) is typically
small compared to ℓX(γ), but can be arbitrarily multiplicatively close in size to ℓX(γ) for
curves γ that spiral large amounts around pants curves. We prove:

4Convenient pants decompositions exist for all g ≥ 2. We expect that convenience is not necessary for
our results, but prefer to work with the assumption because it simplifies combinatorial book-keeping.
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Theorem H. Fix a convenient pants decomposition P. For every C > 1 there is an ε > 0
so that for all X, Y ∈ Uε(P) and for all closed curves γ not in P,

min
γi∈P,σ∈{±1}

C−1

(
log(ℓX(γi))

log(ℓY (γi))

)σ

≤ L (γ,X)

L (γ, Y )
≤ max

γi∈P,σ∈{±1}
C

(
log(ℓX(γi))

log(ℓY (γi))

)σ

.(1.2)

The point of Thm. H is that the estimate is uniform across all (including non-simple)
closed curves γ and that C > 1 may be chosen freely. The logarithm terms come from ratios
of the heights of collars around the pants curves. The proof relies on a combinatorialization
scheme for arbitrary closed geodesics; we discuss it in §1.5.

1.4. Further applications on Thurston geodesics. We now return to Thurston geodesics
to note that the flexibility and sharpness of Thm. C allows some further corollaries on general
geodesics and symmetrizations of dTh to be deduced.

One direct consequence for the basic structure of geodesics is:

Corollary I (Irregular Geodesics). There are smooth Thurston geodesic segments that are
nowhere real-analytic, and there are nowhere smooth Thurston geodesic segments.

We also remark our method constructs a family of explicit geodesic segments for dTh that
are also parameterized geodesic segments for the reversed metric d′Th defined by d′Th(X, Y ) =
dTh(Y,X). These are the first such examples; note that Papadopoulos-Théret [39] give a
family of real-analytic geodesic rays dTh that are unparameterized geodesics for d′Th.

Corollary J (Noisy Symmetric Geodesics). Let D,T > 0 be given. Then there exists a
constant c ∈ R so that for any X0 = (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3) ∈ T (S) in log-Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates with ℓi < c for all i, for any coordinatewise 1-Lipschitz F : [0, T ] → R3g−5 and
D-Lipschitz G : [0, T ] → R3g−3 with G(0) = 0 and F (0) = 0, the path Xt (0 ≤ t ≤ T0) given
in log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates by

Xt = (ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ...t3g−3) + (t,−t, F (t), G(t))

is a geodesic for both dTh and the reversed metric d′Th.

In particular, the subset of T (S) × T (S) on which dTh is symmetric contains geodesic
segments of arbitrarily long finite length. These examples are, as a consequence, geodesics
for all standard symmetrizations5 of dTh. This pair of consequences contributes towards the
open-ended Problems 6.1 and 6.2 in the problem list [42]. Note there are no full geodesic
rays for both dTh and d′Th whose maximally strectched lamination is a multicurve ([43, p.
2452]), so the restriction to geodesic segments here is essential.

While dTh is symmetric on the geodesics in Cor. J, we can actually essentially prescribe
the asymmetry of a geodesic for dTh that is an unparameterized geodesic for d′Th using our
main technical result (Thm. 4.14).

Corollary K (Specified Asymmetry). Let T < ∞ and f : [0, T ] → R be a decreasing
bilipschitz function. Then there is a path γ : [0, T ] → T (S) with the following properties:

(1) γ is a geodesic segment for dTh and is a geodesic for d′Th after reparameterization,
(2) For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t′ ≤ T , dTh(γ(t

′), γ(t)) = f(t)− f(t′).

5E.g. D(X,Y ) = max{dTh(X,Y ), dTh(Y,X)} and D′(X,Y ) = dTh(X,Y ) + dTh(Y,X) (X,Y ∈ T (S)).
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1.5. Remarks on Proofs. We conclude by discussing proofs of Thms. C and E. Of the
two, the harder proof is of Thm. E. The way that both proofs were found was through the
intuition that Thurston’s Theorem A says that when simple closed curves win optimization
problems for length-ratios on hyperbolic surfaces, they typically win with room to spare. A
practical theme of our proofs is that this phenomenon leads to the viability of rather direct
methods of verifying optimizers in related problems. One manifestation of this is that our
proofs are almost entirely based on classical hyperbolic geometry.

1.5.1. Thurston Geodesics. On Thurston geodesics, the conceptual point behind Thm. C
is an elementary construction of explicit Lipschitz-optimal maps on hyperbolic cylinders
that have their Lipschitz constants dampen out as one moves away from the core. The
key contrast between these model maps and Thurston’s construction [44] is that our model
maps only maximally stretch the core curve, while in Thurston’s examples the maximally
stretched set contains no isolated curve. We note that essentially these model maps are used
near boundaries of hexagons in the geodesics of [39] and [40].

The remainder of the proof is to actually construct Lipschitz maps between the relevant
hyperbolic surfaces that extend these model maps and do not increase the Lipschitz constant.
This is made realistically feasible by Lang-Schroeder’s Theorem [30] on Lipschitz extensions
in negative curvature (see also [21]), which reduces the construction of such maps to getting
sufficient control on derivatives of geometric quantities in well-pinched hyperbolic surfaces.
Everything involved is expressed in terms of hyperbolic trigonometric functions, and the
necessary estimates are neither unexpected nor pleasant. The heart of this part is in getting
estimates that work when the involved surfaces are very close; for less close-together surfaces
more flexible techniques are useful, c.f. for instance [10] or Part II of this paper.

The use of Lang-Schroeder’s theorem [30] in our construction of geodesics is the main
technical distinction from the methods of [37, 39, 40, 44] and allows us to obtain much more
flexibility in our geodesics by removing the need to be completely explicit in our optimal
Lipschitz maps away from the maximally stretched lamination.

1.5.2. Limit Cones. The limit cones of Thm. E are the convex hulls of Jordan projections
of short curves in a pants decomposition, and the computation of limit cones is deduced
directly from Thm. H, which we discuss the proof of here.

We emphasize that the main difficulty of Thm. H is working with all closed curves. Indeed,
the simple case of Thm. H is quite similar to a proposition of Mirzakhani [35, Prop. 3.5],
which has a considerably simpler proof.

The first step in proving Thm. H is to get combinatorial data out of closed geodesics
and bound the shape of geodesics in well-pinched and untwisted hyperbolic metrics with
this data. The basic idea is to encode the shape of geodesics in the orders of endpoints of
curves they intersect in the Gromov boundary of π1S, which is independent of the Fuchsian
representation. This basic method is known, e.g. [31]. What appears to be new here is
that we consider intersections with two families of intersecting curves, and use the structure
encoded in the difference between the orders of the corresponding sets on the top and bottom
of the circle at infinity.

Our systems of curves are the pants curves in P and the seams curves H ; their union
cuts X ∈ T (S) into hexagons. This choice of curves has a few pleasant features. First, the
data we obtain fairly cleanly separates the combinatorics of geodesics as they cross between
pants from their behavior within pairs of pants. Next, the data within pairs of pants from
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seams intersections is convenient for encoding the structure of segments of closed geodesics
in individual pairs of pants. There, our basic combinatorial scheme is inspired by the set-up
of the analysis of Chas-McMullen-Phillips [12] of closed geodesics in pairs of pants.

With the structure of geodesics constrained, we split up an arbitrary closed geodesic γ into
three regimes of behavior based on a threshold T for combinatorial twisting data: segments
crossing between pants, segments within a single pair of pants that twist T times around
one pants curve, and segments in a single pair of pants without T -twisting segments around
a pants curve. Each type of segment can then be analyzed. At its heart, the key point of
this method is that6 after sufficient pinching we can guarantee a lower bound on the non-
rotational contributions to the length of γ that grows linearly in the number of segments
in our decomposition. These length guarantees allow us to convert additive uncertainty in
lengths of segments to multiplicative uncertainty, as appears in the statement of Thm. H.

1.6. Outline. The paper is divided into two parts: the first (§3-4) on geodesics in dTh and
the second (§5-7) on limit cones. Each part begins with an outline of the flow of ideas
throughout that part, and the part’s sections. Before this, we begin with a section (§2)
collecting conventions, reminders, and elementary fundamental results. In §2, the subsection
§2.1 is used in both parts, §2.2 is used only in Part I, and §2.3 is used only in Part II.

The parts are almost independent, but not entirely so: our discussion of limit cones relies
on the discussion of Thurston geodesics for a few technical points, most notably Lemma 4.9.
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2. Conventions and Fundamentals

2.1. Notational Conventions. We begin by setting notation for fundamental or repeatedly
used constructions.

We write the fundamental group of a surface S of genus g ≥ 2 by Γ, denote the cardinality
of a set B by #B, and label curves with the following convention:

Convention. Curves are always written with Greek letters. The length of a curve is denoted
by the corresponding Latin letter, or by ℓ(·) unless otherwise specified. For instance, the
length of a curve σij may be written as sij or ℓ(σij).

2.1.1. Annuli and Collars. For any a > 0 there is a unique complete hyperbolic annulus A′
a

with a core geodesic of length a, up to isometry. Splitting A′
a along the core geodesic gives

two isometric copies of a one-sided hyperbolic cylinder, which we denote by C ′
a. The cylinder

C ′
a is foliated by curves ηr of constant distance r from the core curve, whose arc-length is

given by a cosh(r). We denote ηr by ηa,r when the core length is not clear from context.
Recall that a curve of constant geodesic curvature in [0, 1) in a hyperbolic surface is called

a hypercycle. The curves ηr are hypercycles of geodesic curvature tanh(r).
We often cut off C ′

a along a curve ηr. Typically, we have a fixed parameter δ∗ > a and
normalize so that the arc-length of the non-geodesic boundary curve ηr has arc-length δ∗.
We then write the cylinder so obtained as Ca,δ∗ , or suppress the δ∗ and write it as Ca.
Alternatively, at times we wish to record instead the distance R from the core curve to the
boundary component, and abuse notation to write the cylinder so obtained as Ca,R. When
needed, we write the thickness of such a cylinder as Ra, suppressing the δ∗-dependence.
Which notation is in use will be clear from context.

2.1.2. Fenchel-Nielsen Coordinates. As the phenomena we study in both parts of this paper
are manifestations of the shapes of collars of geodesics, our preferred coordinate system on
Teichmüller space is Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates. See e.g. [20] for their defintion and basic
properties; we set notation below.

Let P be a pants decomposition of S with pants curves γ1, ..., γ3g−3. Let us write the

Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates for T (S) as (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3) ∈ R3g−3
+ ×R3g−3, with ℓi =

ℓX(γi) the length of γi on X ∈ T (S) and ti the twist parameter of γi on X. It will at times
be useful to us to replace the length parameters ℓX(γi) by their logarithms, in which case
the corresponding coordinate system for T (S) is globally R6g−6. Let us call such coordinates
log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates.
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When considering an individual pair of pants P , we write the boundary curves as αi

(i = 1, ..., 3). The pair of pants P is split uniquely into two isometric all right hexagons H±

by three seams curves between αi and αj with i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} distinct.

2.2. Lipschitz maps. We now discuss the fundamental properties of Lipschitz maps and
their extensions that we shall use in constructing optimal Lipschitz maps.

The main result that we shall use is a generalization of a classical result of Kirszbraun:
if C is any subset of Rn and f : C → Rn is Lipschitz then f admits a global extension
f : Rn → Rn with the same Lipschitz constant [29, 46]. This result was later extended by
Lang-Schroeder [30] to the setting of spaces of bounded curvature. There is an essential
asymmetry in Lang-Schroeder’s result between Lipschitz constants of size greater than 1 or
less than 1, depending on the signs of the curvature. The Lipschitz constants for which the
extension theorem holds are well-adapted to our uses:

Theorem 2.1 (Corollary of [30, Thm. A] or [2, Thm. 5.1]). Let C ⊂ H2 and f : C → H2

be L-Lipschitz with L ≥ 1. Then there exists an L-Lipschitz extension f : H2 → H2 of f .

This corollary is obtained by scaling metrics to arrange for L ≥ 1 in [30] or [2]. This also
follows immediately from [21, Thm. 1.6.(1)] applied with the trivial group.

2.2.1. Gluing. We collect some elementary local-to-global and gluing phenomena for Lips-
chitz maps in forms that we shall use later. The first lemma is a variation on the standard
observation that a locally L-Lipschitz map on a geodesically convex set is L-Lipschitz:

Lemma 2.2 (Localization). Let X, Y be metric spaces and let K ⊂ O ⊂ X be subsets with
the property that for every x, y ∈ K there is a path γxy in O from x to y with ℓ(γxy) = d(x, y).
Let f : O → Y be locally L-Lipschitz. Then the restriction of f to K is L-Lipschitz.

If X and Y are Riemannian manifolds, O is open, f is C1, and ||Df(v)||/||v|| ≤ L for all
nonzero tangent vectors v to O, then f is L-Lipschitz on K.

Proof. For x, y ∈ K, the length of f(γxy) is at most Ld(x, y), so d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Ld(x, y). In
the manifold case, the length of f(γxy) is similarly bounded by Ld(x, y). □

On gluing, we have:

Lemma 2.3 (Gluing). Let X be a geodesic metric space, let K = {K1, ..., Kn} be a covering
of X by compact subsets with the property that any distance-minimizing geodesic γ in X
intersects ∂Ki (i = 1, ..., n) only finitely many times, and let fi : Ki → Y be L-Lipschitz
maps so that fi = fj on Ki∩Kj for all i, j. Then the induced map f : X → Y is L-Lipschitz.

Proof. For a distance-minimizing geodesic γxy from x to y in X and I ⊂ [0, t] with γxy(I) ⊂
Ki, the length of f ◦ γxy(I) is no more than Lℓ(γxy(I)). The hypotheses ensure that γxy
may be partitioned into finitely many such segments, so that d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Ld(x, y) for all
x, y ∈ X. □

2.3. Sums of Fuchsian Representations. The following Zariski density condition is surely
known to experts, and follows from a straightforward modification of Dal’bo-Kim’s method
in [14], which includes the n = 2 case. We present a proof as we need this to apply Benoist’s
limit cone theorem in §7 and could not find a source.

Proposition 2.4. Let ρ1, ..., ρn ∈ T (S) be Fuchsian and pairwise non-conjugate. Then the
sum representation ρ defined by ρ(γ) = (ρ1(γ), ..., ρn(γ)) (γ ∈ Γ) is Zariski-dense.
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Proof. Do induction on n. The case n = 1 is classical and is implied by the Zariski-density
of lattices [9], for instance. Suppose that the claim holds for n − 1 and let ρ be given by
ρ(γ) = (ρ1(γ), ..., ρn(γ)) with ρi pairwise non-conjugate and Fuchsian.

Consider the Zariski closure G = ClZ(ρ(Γ)). Let πi : PSL2(R)n → PSL2(R)n−1 be the
projection (g1, ..., gn) → (g1, ..., gi−1, gi+1, ..., gn) (i = 1, ..., n). By the inductive hypothesis
πi(G) = PSL2(R)n−1 for all n. Let Ki = ker(πi|G). Note that any element (g1, ..., gn) of Ki

has gj = e for all j ̸= i by definition of πi, and so identify Ki with a subgroup of PSL2(R).
From this constraint, we see that the Zariski-dense group ρi(Γ) normalizes Ki, and so Ki is
trivial or PSL2(R). Note that ifKi = PSL2(R) then surjectivitiy of πi implies G = PSL2(R)n.

We are left to rule out the case all Ki are trivial, so suppose for contradiction that this
occurs. Then the restrictions to G of π1 and π2 are isomorphisms onto PSL2(R)n−1, and so
the map Φ : PSL2(R)n−1 → PSL2(R)n−1 given by g 7→ π2(π

−1
1 (g)) is an isomorphism that

extends (g, g3, ..., gn) 7→ (ρ2(ρ
−1
1 (g)), g3, ..., gn) on the Zariski-dense image of π2. This implies

that Φ may be written as Φ(g, g3..., gn) = (ϕ(g), g3, ..., gn) with ϕ : PSL2(R) → PSL2(R) an
automorphism extending ρ2 ◦ρ−1

1 on ρ1(Γ). We conclude that ρ1 and ρ2 are conjugate, which
is a contradiction. □

Part I: Thurston Geodesics

We first construct geodesics for dTh. We verify the involved paths are geodesics by con-
structing optimal Lipschitz maps for nearby hyperbolic surfaces X,Y with as many short
curves as possible. These optimal Lipschitz maps are defined peicewise, after cutting X and
Y up into collar neighborhoods of short curves, cuff neighborhoods of the long boundary
components of these collars, and shorts with fixed length hypercycle boundary components.

The maps on collars are explicit and the cores of collars are the only places where optimal
Lipschitz constants are realized. These are the key conceptual point. Away from collars, our
task is to extend the maps to maps fromX to Y while not using more distortion than the Lip-
schitz constants of model maps on the collars. Then maps between shorts are defined using
Lang-Schroeder’s theorem. Twisting coordinates are handled on cuff regions, using a quanti-
tative dampening out Lipschitz constants of our model maps away from cylinders’ cores. The
relevant technical points are about the asymptotic behavior of shapes of hyperbolic surfaces
while curves are pinched, which can be understood with hyperbolic trigonometry.

Section §3 discusses model maps on annuli: §3.1 defines our model maps and proves their
optimality properties, and §3.2 discusses how the local Lipschitz constants of these model
maps behave away from the core geodesics. Section §4 then discusses how to extend these
model maps to the entire surface. Within §4, in §4.1 we construct Lipschitz optimal maps
between shorts, in §4.2 we show how the dampening of Lipschitz constants from §3.2 can be
used to fit twisting into cuff regions, and then in §4.3 we combine these maps to prove Thm.
C. The concluding subsection §4.4 deduces the remaining corollaries claimed on Thurston
geodesics in the introduction.

3. Model Maps on Cylinders

3.1. Models. For any a2 > a1 > 0 and hyperbolic cylinders Aa1,R1 and Aa2,R2 with R1 ≥ R2

define the model map fa1,a2 : Aa1,R1 → Aa2,R2 by sending curves of of constant distance from
core curves to each other, linearly in distance from core curves and preserving crossing
geodesics orthogonal to the boundaries, arranged so that fa1,a2 is orientation-preserving.
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Variations on this map are used throughout our construction of geodesics for Thurston’s
metric, both as parts of Lipschitz-optimal maps and as a technical tool. The following
collects the ways in which these model maps are Lipschitz optimal. These maps have the
curious property that both they and their inverses are Lipschitz optimal.

Proposition 3.1. For a2 > a1 > 0 and R1 ≥ R2, the maps fa1,a2 : Aa1,R1 → Aa2,R2 satisfy:

(1) fa1,a2 is Lipschitz optimal: if g : Aa1,R1 → Aa2,R2 is any identity-homotopic Lipschitz
map then a2/a1 = Lip(fa1,a2) ≤ Lip(g),

(2) f−1
a1,a2

is Lipschitz optimal among maps (Aa2,R2 , ∂Aa2,R2) → (Aa1,R1 , ∂Aa1,R1): if g :
Aa2,R2 → Aa1,R1 is a map that takes boundaries to boundaries and is homotopic to
the identity then Lip(f−1

a1,a2
) ≤ Lip(g). The Lipschitz constant of f−1

a1,a2
is given by

max

{
R1

R2

,
a1 cosh(R1)

a2 cosh(R2)

}
.(3.1)

(3) Suppose additionally that R1/R2 ≥ (a1 cosh(R1))/(a2 cosh(R2)). Then if h is any
other identity-homotopic homeomorphism Aa1,R1 → Aa2,R2 so that h is Lipschitz op-
timal and h−1 is Lipschitz optimal among maps (Aa2,R2 , ∂Aa2,R2) → (Aa1,R1 , ∂Aa1,R1),
then h differs from f by a rotation.

We remark that when the boundary components ofAa1,R1 andAa2,R2 have the same length,
Eq. (3.1) is given by R1/R2 and the additional hypothesis of (3) is satisfied.

Proof. We have f(ηa1,r) = ηa2,(R2/R1)r for all r ∈ [−R1, R1], with the mapping linear in arc
length on these curves. The target curve ηa2,(R2/R1)r has arc-length cosh(rR2/R1)a2. We
claim that the ratios of the lengths of any such curves is no more than at the cores.

The function of interest is then F (t) = cosh(Ct)/ cosh(t) for C = (R2/R1) ≤ 1. One
may verify using calculus the desired claim that F (t) is nonincreasing on [0,∞). Indeed, let
φ ∈ C1(R+) and C ∈ R− {0}. Then d

dt
(φ(Ct)/φ(t)) ≤ 0 if and only if C(φ′(Ct)/φ(Ct)) ≤

φ′(t)/φ(t) for all t. Now, C cosh′(Ct)/ cosh(Ct) = C tanh(Ct) and cosh′(t)/ cosh(t) =
tanh(t). As 0 < C < 1, the claim follows from the monotonicity of tanh.

At the endpoint t = R1 we have F (t) = (a2 cosh(R2))/(a1 cosh(R1)). As R2 ≤ R1, the
above shows that the derivative of the restriction of fa1,a2 to any curve ηa1,r is bounded
above by a2/a1 and the derivative of the restriction of f−1

a1,a2
to any curve ηa2,r is bounded

above by (a1 cosh(R1))/(a2 cosh(R2)). Using this computation and the fact that transversal
geodesics orthogonal to boundary components are orthogonal to curves parallel to the core,
||Dfa1,a2(v)||/||v|| ≤ a2/a1 for all nonzero v ∈ TAa1,R1 and

||Df−1
a1,a2

(v)||
||v||

≤ max

{
R1

R2

,
a1 cosh(R1)

a2 cosh(R2)

}
(3.2)

for all nonzero v ∈ TAa1,R1 . As collars are geodesically convex, this implies that Lip(fa1,a2) ≤
a2/a1 and Lip(f−1

a1,a2
) is bounded by Eq. (3.1).

On the other hand, if g is any Lipschitz map Aa1,R1 → Aa2,R2 that is not null-homotopic
then examination of the restriction of g to the core curve shows Lip(g) ≥ a2/a1, and for
equality to hold g must map core curves to each other by arc length. So fa1,a2 is Lipschitz
optimal.

Similarly, if g is any Lipschitz map (Aa2,R2 , ∂Aa2,R2) → (Aa1,R1 , ∂Aa1,R1) then we obtain
a bound Lip(g) ≥ (a1 cosh(R1))/(a2 cosh(R2)) by examining the outer boundary curve. By
examining the restriction of g to the crossing, boundary orthogonal geodesics in Aa2,R2
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we obtain the bound Lip(g) ≥ R1/R2. So f−1
a1,a2

is also Lipschitz optimal, with Lipschitz
constant given by Eq. (3.1). Finally, if Eq. (3.1) is given by R1/R2, then equality implies
g maps boundary orthogonal geodesics to each other linearly in arc length. Combining the
equality case considerations now gives (3). □

3.2. Away from the core. A key property of these model maps is that their Lipschitz
constants “dampen” away from the core, as follows. Fix a constant δ∗ > 0, and take cylinders
to have boundary hypercycle of length δ∗. For 0 < a1, a2 < δ∗ and 0 < D < min(Ra1 , Ra2),
let L(a1, a2, D) denote the optimal Lipschitz constant of the restriction of the stretch map
fa1,a2 : Ca1 → Ca2 to a D-neighborhood of the long boundary component of Ca1 . In this
subsection we prove:

Proposition 3.2 (Lipschitz Damping). Fix δ∗ > 0 and let D0 > 0, T0 > 0 and ε > 0 be
given. Then there is a a0 > 0 so that for any 0 ≤ l < a0 and |t| < T0,

0 ≤ log L(l, etl, D0) ≤ εt.(3.3)

3.2.1. Height Distortion. When contracting rather than expanding the length of core curves
and holding boundary lengths constant, we must control the distortion of the heights of
cylinders. To this end, for l, t > 0 let Rl(t) = acosh(δ∗l

−1et) be the height of the one-
sided collar with core of length le−t and non-geodesic boundary curve of length δ∗. Our
normalization is so that Rl(t) is increasing in t. The basic estimate here is:

Lemma 3.3 (Height Distortion). Let T0 > 0 be fixed. Then for any ε > 0 there is a a0 > 0
so that for all a < a0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ T0 we have

0 ≤ log
Ra(t)

Ra(0)
≤ εt.(3.4)

Furthermore, we may also arrange for 0 ≤ d
dt

Ra(t)
Ra(0)

≤ ε for all a, t as above.

The following observation from calculus, which follows from the bound log(1 + x) ≤ x for
x ≥ 0 is helpful for proving inequalities of this form.

Lemma 3.4. Let f ∈ C1[0, t] be positive and f ′(x) ∈ [0, C] for x ∈ [0, t]. Then log f(t)
f(0)

≤ |t|C
f(0)

.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The lower bound is trivial. For the upper bound, note that the de-
nominator Ra(0) = acosh(δ∗a

−1) grows unboundedly large as a → 0 while the numerator’s
derivative remains uniformly bounded as a grows small:

lim
a→0

sup
t∈[0,T0]

d

dt
Ra(t) = lim

a→0
sup

t∈[0,T0]

d

dt
acosh(δ∗a

−1et) = lim
a→0

sup
t∈[0,T0]

δ∗a
−1et√

(δ∗a−1et)2 − 1
= 1.

Then apply Lemma 3.4. The final remark is proved with the same estimates. □

3.2.2. Offset distortion. Let γ0 be a geodesic in H and fix δ > 0. Take two perpendicular
geodesics σi and σf to γ0 at distance x < δ apart, let η0,x be the hypercycle segment parallel
to γ0 of arc-length δ bounded by σi and σf . For t ∈ R let ηt,x be the hypercycle parallel to
γ0 at oriented distance t from η0,x along σi away from γ0. It is helpful to have an expression
for the arc-length ℓ(ηt,x) in terms of δ, t, and x:

Lemma 3.5 (Offset Distortion). For fixed δ > 0, there is a real-analytic function gδ(x)
defined for x ∈ (−δ, δ) with g(0) = g′(0) = 0 so that

ℓ(ηt,x) = δet + sinh(t)gδ(x)(3.5)
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Note that the expression on the left of (3.5) is only defined for x > 0 but the expression
on the right is defined for x ∈ (−δ, δ).

Proof. For x > 0, the curve ηt,x has constant distance acosh
(
δ
x

)
+ t from γ0, with length

x cosh

(
acosh

(
δ

x

)
+ t

)
= δ cosh(t) + x sinh

(
acosh

(
δ

x

))
sinh t

= δ cosh(t) + sinh(t) (δ − x)1/2 (δ + x)1/2.

The first few terms of the Taylor expansions in x for the square root terms are

(δ − x)1/2 (δ + x)1/2 =

(
δ1/2 − x

2δ1/2
− x2

8δ3/2

)(
δ1/2 +

x

2δ1/2
− x2

8δ3/2

)
+O(x3)

= δ − x2

2δ
+O(x3).

Note the order 1 cancellation. The −x2/(2δ) + O(x3) term here is real-analytic in a neigh-
borhood of 0; write it as gδ(x). We see that this gδ satisfies the desired properties and

ℓ(ηt,x) = δ cosh(t) + sinh(t)(δ + gδ(x)) = δet + sinh(t)gδ(x).

□

3.2.3. Lipschitz Damping. We now prove the Lipschitz Damping Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Prop. 3.2. The estimates break into cases on whether t ≥ 0 or t < 0. For t < 0,
the proof of Prop. 3.1 shows that fa,eta does not increase the length of any curve of constant
distance to the core curve, and so Lemma 3.3 shows that for sufficiently small a0 we have

0 ≤ log L(a, eta,D0) ≤ log
Ra(−t)
Ra(0)

≤ εt.

For t > 0, the map fa,eta has ||Dfa,eta(v)|| ≤ ||v|| for v tangent to geodesics orthogonal to
the core curve. The proof of Prop. 3.1 also shows that for tangent vectors v to curves ηr of
constant distance r from the core curve that ||Dfa,eta(v)||/||v|| is monotonically decreasing
in r. As any length-minimizing geodesic between two points in the D0-neighborhood of the
long boundary component is contained in the (D0 + δ/2)-neighborhood of the boundary
component, let v be a tangent vector of norm 1 to the curve of distance D0 + δ/2 from the
long boundary of Ca. From the Offset Distortion Lemma 3.5, to deduce the desired bound
from Lemma 2.2, the quantity to estimate to control ||Dfa,eta(v)|| is:

log L(a, eta,D0) ≤ log
δ exp(−Ra(−t)

Ra(0)
(D0 + δ/2)) + sinh(−Ra(−t)

Ra(0)
(D0 + δ/2))gδ(e

ta)

δ exp(−(D0 + δ/2)) + sinh(−(D0 + δ/2))gδ(a)
.

Lemma 3.4 reduces this to noting that for t ∈ [0, T0], the function

F (t, a) = δ exp

(
−Ra(−t)
Ra(0)

(D0 + δ/2)

)
+ sinh

(
−Ra(−t)
Ra(0)

(D0 + δ/2)

)
gδ(e

ta)

has a uniform lower bound on F (t, a) for a in a sufficiently small neighborhood of 0 and
showing that d

dt
F (t, a) tends to 0 uniformly on [0, T0] as a → 0. This is seen directly by

taking the derivative, applying Lemma 3.3, and using that gδ(0) = g′δ(0) = 0. □
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4. Maps between Polygons

The other component of our construction is of Lipschitz extensions away from core curves.
The general method is to cut up the complements of collars into hexagons with alternating
geodesic and hypercycle arc boundary segments, to map these hexagons to each other in a
controlled way, then to use Lang-Schroeder’s theorem to extend to interiors.

Throughout this section, fix a δ∗ > 0 small enough to be comfortably less than the δ-
hyperbolicity constant of H2.

4.1. Shorts. Let P be a pair of pants with geodesic boundary components α1, α2, α3 with
lengths 2a1, 2a2, 2a3. If hypercycles of length δ∗ about the boundary components bound a
topological pair of pants Pδ∗ , call Pδ∗ the δ∗-shorts corresponding to P . Note that δ∗-shorts
are well-defined when a1, a2, a3 < δ∗/2.
The pair of pants P can be split uniquely into two isometric all right hexagons. Denote

the intersection of such a hexagon with Pδ∗ by Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) and call Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) the
δ∗-short hexagons in Pδ∗ . For ai, a

′
i < δ∗/2 (i = 1, 2, 3), denote by ψ : ∂Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) →

∂Hδ∗(a
′
1, a

′
2, a

′
3) the map that takes verticies to verticies and edges to edges linearly in arc

length. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following quantitative geometric conver-
gence of the shorts Pδ∗(a1, a2, a3) to Pδ∗(0, 0, 0) as (a1, a2, a3) → (0, 0, 0).

Proposition 4.1 (Shorts Maps). Let ε > 0 and T0 < ∞. Then there is a c > 0 so
that if a1, a2, a3 < c, and |t1|, |t2|, |t3| ≤ t ≤ T0, then there exists an identity-isotopic map
Ψ : Pδ∗(a1, a2, a3) → P (et1a1, e

t2a2, e
t3a3) satisfying the following properties:

(1) Ψ has logarithm of its optimal Lipschitz constant bounded by ε|t|,
(2) Ψ extends ψ on the boundary of each δ∗-short hexagon in Pδ∗.

A use of Lang-Schroder’s extension Theorem will reduce the proof to controlling the op-
timal Lipschitz constant of ψ, which we denote by L(ψ).

4.1.1. Preliminaries and Pentagons. Label the sides of Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) by β1, ζ3, β2, ζ1, β3, ζ2
in cyclic order so that ζi is a geodesic segment opposite a hypercycle arc βi for all i. See
Figure 2. Write the lengths as bi for βi and ci for ζi for i = 1, 2, 3. In particular, δ∗/2 = bi
for i = 1, 2, 3. Write the sides of the full hexagon that correspond to the seams of the pants
P as ζ ′i and write their lengths as c′i for i = 1, 2, 3.
In this paragraph we prove:

Lemma 4.2. As functions of (a1, a2, a3), the lengths ci (i = 1, 2, 3) admit real-analytic
extensions to a neighborhood of (0, 0, 0) in R3.

The point for our uses later is that this uniformly bounds the partial derivatives of ci on
a neighborhood of (0, 0, 0).

Lemma 4.2 is proved with elementary hyperbolic trigonometry and calculus by finding a
formula for ci that makes the claim clear. We explain the details as there is some delicacy:
the obvious formulas for ci are as sums of positive and negative terms that grow unboundedly
as (a1, a2, a3) tends to 0. So showing extension across 0 requires seeing cancellation.

We focus on c1, as the roles of ci are symmetric. The argument here is greatly simplified
by splitting hexagons into right pentagons. Let us set notation. The hexagon H may be
split uniquely along a geodesic γ perpendicular to α1 into two all right pentagons K and L.
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Figure 2. Labels on a hexagon and one of the pentagons it is split into.

Let us take K to have sides γ, α1,K , ζ
′
3, α2, ζ

′
1,K and L to have sides γ, ζ ′1,L, α3, ζ

′
2, α1,L, with

parallel conventions on lengths and write ℓ(γ) = t. See Figure 2. In particular, c′1 = c′1,K+c′1,L
and a1 = a1,K + a1,L.
From uniqueness of this splitting, the values of c′1,K , c

′
1,L, a1,K , and a1,L are well-defined

functions of a1, a2, a3. We focus on c′1,K ; the analysis of c
′
1,L is similar. Hyperbolic trigonom-

etry [4, §7.18] gives the identities a1,K+a1,L = a1, sinh a1,K sinh t = cosh a2, sinhα1,L sinh t =
cosh a3, sinh c

′
1,K = cosh a1,K/ sinh a2, and sinh c′1,L = cosh a1,L/ sinh a3. From these identi-

ties and hyperbolic function addition formulas, one derives the identity F (a1,K , a1, a2, a3) = 0
with

F (a1,K , a1, a2, a3) = sinh(a1,K)

(
1 +

cosh a1 cosh a2
cosh a3

)
− cosh(a1,K)

(
sinh a1 cosh a2

cosh a3

)
,

(4.1)

with F well-defined on all of R4. Note that the a1,K-derivative of F is non-vanishing at 0,
so that by the implicit function theorem, a1,K is the restriction of a real-analytic function of
(a1, a2, a3) defined in a neighborhood of 0. We remark that one may explicitly compute the
derivatives of a1,K using Eq. (4.1) if desired, though we shall not need these.
As sinh c′1,K = cosh a1,K/ sinh a2, we see c′1,K is also real-analytic in (a1, a2, a3) for a2 > 0.
Write c1,K = c′1,K − acosh(δ∗/2a2) and c1,L = c′1,L− acosh(δ∗/2a3), so that c1 = c1,K + c1,L.

Proposition 4.2 now follows from:

Lemma 4.3. c1,K is the restriction of a real-analytic function of (a1, a2, a3) defined on a
neighborhood of 0.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim for sinh c1,K . Using addition formulas for hyperbolic
trigonometric functions,

sinh c1,K = sinh(c′1,K − acosh(δ∗/2a2))

=
δ∗ sinh(c

′
1,K)

2a2
− cosh(c′1,K)

(
δ∗
2a2

− 1

)1/2(
δ∗
2a2

+ 1

)1/2

.
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The first few terms of the Taylor polynomial for the square root terms are(
δ∗
2a2

− 1

)1/2(
δ∗
2a2

+ 1

)1/2

=
1

2a2

(
δ1/2∗ − a2

δ
1/2
∗

− a22

2δ
3/2
∗

)(
δ1/2∗ +

a2

δ
1/2
∗

− a22

2δ
3/2
∗

)
+O(a22)

=
δ∗
2a2

− a2
δ∗

+O(a22).

The O(a22) term here is real-analytic in a neighborhood of 0; write it as g(a2). Combining
this with the identity sinh c′1,K = cosh a1,K/ sinh a2, and then using the formula asinh x =

log(x+
√
x2 + 1) we see

sinh c1,K =
δ∗ sinh c

′
1,K

2a2
− (sinh c′1,K + e−c′1,K )

(
δ∗
2a2

− a2
δ∗

+ g(a2)

)
= cosh a1,K

(
a2δ

−1
∗ + g(a2)

sinh a2

)
+ e−c′1,K

(
δ∗
2a2

+
a2
δ∗

+ g(a2)

)
= cosh a1,K

(
a2δ

−1
∗ + g(a2)

sinh a2

)
+

sinh a2

cosh a1,K +
√

cosh2 a1,K + sinh2 a2

(
δ∗
2a2

+
a2
δ∗

+ g(a2)

)
.

The claim now follows from the analyticity of sinh(x)/x and a1,K . □

4.1.2. Non-Geodesic Boundaries and Corners. We next address the distortion of the union
of two adjacent sides of H(a1, a2, a3).

Lemma 4.4 (Corners). Let δ∗ > 0 and T0 < ∞. Then there is a c > 0 so that if
a1, a2, a3 < c, and |t1|, |t2|, |t3| < t ≤ T0, then the restriction ψ′ of ψ : ∂Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) 7→
∂Hδ∗(e

t1a1, e
t2a2, e

t3a3) two any two consecutive sides of ∂Hδ∗ has the logarithm L′(ψ) of its
optimal Lipschitz constant bounded above by εt.

Proof. Write A = (a1, a2, a3) and A′ = (et1a1, e
t2a2, e

t3a3). The domain of ψ′ consists of a
hypercycle βi of length δ∗/2 and a geodesic segment ζj. These isometrically embed inside of
the complete hyperbolic collars C ′

ai
and C ′

a′i
. We write the distance from the core curves to

the constant-distance curves of length δ∗ in the cylinder C ′
a as Ra. Put

Ω =
⋃

t∈[Rai−δ∗/2,Rai+ci(A)]

ηt ⊂ C ′
ai
.

Consider the following modification h : Ω → C ′
a of the model map fai,a′i . On Ω∩Cai define

h by fai,a′i . On the remainder, map the curves ηt to curves of constant distance in C ′
a, affine

linearly with rate ci(A
′)/ci(A). The Lipschitz Damping Proposition 3.2 controls the local

Lipschitz constant of h on the part of Ω inside βi. The verification of an appropriate bound
for the local Lipschitz constant on the outside of Cai is directly analogous to the proof of the
Lipschitz Damping Proposition, with the modification that ci(A

′)/ci(A) replaces Rl(t)/Rl(0)
and Lemma 4.2 plays the role of Lemma 3.3. □
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4.1.3. Embedding. The final basic input to Prop. 4.1 is control on distances between points
on non-adjacent sides of ∂Hδ∗ .
For A = (a1, a2, a3) ∈ R3

+ Let us define normalized hexagon inclusions ιA : Hδ∗(A) → H2

by requiring the corner between β1 and ζ3 to go to i in the upper-half-plane model of H with
ζ3 tangent to the positive imaginary axis. In this paragraph, we prove:

Lemma 4.5 (Embeddings Similar). Let ε > 0 and T0 < ∞. Then there is a c > 0 so
that if a1, a2, a3 < c, and |t1|, |t2|, |t3| < t ≤ T0, then with A = (a1, a2, a3) and A′ =
(et1a1, e

t2a2, e
t3a3), for all p ∈ ∂Hδ∗(A), we have d(ιA(p), ιA′(ψ(p))) ≤ εt.

The remaining prelimary task is to control the embeddings of non-geodesic sides of shorts.

Definition 4.6. For a < δ∗, denote the hypercycle of length δ∗ in C ′
a by νa. Take isometric

identifications of the universal cover of C ′
a and the upper-half plane model of H2 so that νa

is tangent to (i, 1). Let Q(a, t) be the point on νa of arc-length t from i, positively oriented.

Lemma 4.7. For any δ∗ < 1, the function Q(a, t) : [0, δ∗]× [0, δ∗] → R is the restriction of
a real-analytic function defined on a neighborhood of {0} × [0, δ∗] in R2.

The requirement δ∗ < 1 is an artifact of being elementary and efficient in our treatment
of matrix logarithms in the proof, and makes no difference to the main results.

Proof. Computing the holonomy M(a) of the core curve of Ca in its uniformizing represen-
tation with this normalization gives

M(a) =

[
cosh(a/2) − exp(acosh(δ∗/a)) sinh(a/2)

− exp(− acosh(δ∗/a)) sinh(a/2) cosh(a/2)

]

=

 cosh(a/2) −sinh(a/2)

(
δ∗
a
+
√(

δ∗
a

)2 − 1

)
− sinh(a/2)

δ∗
a
+
√
( δ∗

a )
2
−1

cosh(a/2)


=

 cosh(a/2) −
sinh(a/2)

(
δ∗+

√
δ2∗−a2

)
a

− a sinh(a/2)

δ∗+
√

δ2∗−a2
cosh(a/2)

 .(4.2)

From the analyticity of a−1 sinh(a/2), the final expression in Eq. (4.2) is a real-analytic

function of a that is defined for |a| < δ∗. Note M(0) = exp(b(0)) with b(0) =

[
0 δ∗
0 0

]
. As

δ∗ < 1, a neighborhood of M(0) is contained in the domain of convergence for the standard
Taylor series for the matrix logarithm centered at the identity, so write b(a) = logM(a) for
a in a neighborhood of 0. Then the desired points are Q(a, t) = exp[δ−1

∗ tb(a)] · i, which is
real-analytic and well-defined on a neighborhood of {0} × [0, δ∗] in R2. □

We now prove Lemma 4.5.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Cyclically order the verticies and tangent data of ∂Hδ∗(A) as pi ∈ T 1H2

(i = 1, ..., 6) starting at p1 = (i, 1). Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.7 show that each pi
and point ιA(ψ(q)) for q in the side after pi is a real-analytic function of pi−1 and A with
uniformly bounded derivative for pi−1 in a pre-selected compact subset K and A in a fixed
neighborhood of 0 in R3 . For A of entries sufficiently small, the map [0, T ]3 → R3 given by
(t1, t2, t3) 7→ (etia1, e

t2a2, e
t3a3) has arbitrarily small derivatives, and the lemma follows from

the chain rule. □
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4.1.4. Hexagons and Extensions. We now bound the Lipschitz constants of the maps ψ.

Proposition 4.8 (Hexagon Maps). Let ε > 0 and T0 < ∞. Then there is a c > 0
so that if 0 < a1, a2, a3 < c, and |t1|, |t2|, |t3| < t ≤ T0, then ψ : ∂Hδ∗(a1, a2, a3) 7→
∂Hδ∗(e

t1a1, e
t2a2, e

t3a3) has log L(ψ) ≤ εt.

Proof. Adopt the notations in the proposition statement, and write A = (a1, a2, a3) and
A′ = (et1a1, e

t2a2, e
t3a3). For p, q on the same or adjacent sides of Hδ∗(A), the relevant

estimate follows from the Corners Lemma 4.4. For p, q not on adjacent sides of Hδ∗(A) begin
by noting that there is a uniform δ > 0 so that d(p, q) ≥ δ for all A in a neighborhood of 0,
as δ∗ is fixed.

For points on non-adjacent sides, we view Hδ∗(A) and Hδ∗(A
′) as (isometrically) embedded

in H2 by ιA and ιA′ . In Lemma 4.5, take T0 so that in the conclusion we obtain a bound of
tεδ/2. Using the triangle inequality and Lemma 4.5, we get

log
d(ψ(p), ψ(q))

d(p, q)
≤ log

(
1 +

d(ψ(p), p) + d(q, ψ(q))

d(p, q)

)
≤ d(p, ψ(p)) + d(q, ψ(q))

δ
≤ tε.

□

We now have everything that we need to prove Prop. 4.1.

Proof of Prop. 4.1. Denote the two hexagons in Pδ∗(A) and Pδ∗(A
′) as H±

δ∗
(A) and H±

δ∗
(A′),

respectively. Isometrically embed H(A) and H(A′) inside H2. After these embeddings,
ψ : ∂H±

δ∗
(A) → ∂H±

δ∗
(A′) is exp(|t|ε)-Lipschitz by Prop. 4.8. Thm. 2.1 now produces a

exp(|t|ε)-Lipschitz extension Ψ±
0 : H±

δ∗
(A) → H2, and we define Ψ± as the post-composition

of Ψ±
0 with closest-point projection to H(A′). As H(A′) is convex and H2 is nonpositively

curved, closest point projection to H(A′) is 1-Lipschitz, and so Ψ± is exp(|t|ε)-Lipschitz.
Define Ψ by gluing together Ψ+ and Ψ− along ∂H±

δ∗
(A), noting that the maps agree on

∂H±
δ∗
(A) and are equal to ψ there. Then Ψ satisfies all desired properties, and is isotopic to

the identity from the contractibility of hexagons. □

4.1.5. Uniform Estimates on Shorts. The following slight modification of Prop. 4.1 will be
used in the second part of the paper, but is not immediately needed. We record it here
because it is conveniently accessible with what has been done so far.

Lemma 4.9 (Uniform Shorts Maps). Let δ > 0 and C > 1 be given. Then there is an ε ≥ 0
so that for any P, P ′ ∈ Pε there is a C-Lipschitz identity-isotopic map f : Pδ → P ′ extending
ψ on each δ-short hexagon in P .

Proof. The same proof as Prop. 4.8 can be used to show that there is an ε > 0 suffi-
ciently small so that for all a1, a2, a3 < ε, there are C1/2-Lipschitz maps ∂Hδ(a1, a2, a3) →
∂Hδ(0, 0, 0) and ∂Hδ(0, 0, 0) → ∂Hδ(a1, a2, a3). Compose these maps together and apply
Thm. 2.1, as in the proof of Prop. 4.1. □

4.2. Cuffs. We next turn to maps on cuffs. Let us define a cuff to be a region in a hyperbolic
cylinder bounded by two hypercycles and not containing a closed geodesic.

Cuffs O(a, δ1, δ2) are determined by three data points: the length a of the core curve
of the hyperbolic cylinder containing O(a, δ1, δ2) and the lengths δ1 < δ2 of the boundary
components. We also write O′(a, L, δ2) to be the cuff in a cylinder of core length a, long
boundary component of length δ2 and height L. Let F (a, δ1, δ2) be the distance between the
top and bottom of O(a, δ1, δ2), so that F (a, δ1, δ2) = acosh(δ2/a)− acosh(δ1/a).



20 A. NOLTE

Lemma 4.10. For any δ2 > δ1 > 0, the function F admits a strictly positive real-analytic
extension to a neighborhood of (0, δ1, δ2). Furthermore, this extension satisfies ∂

∂a
F (0, x, y) =

0 for all x < y.

Proof. By now, the proof is routine. We prove the claim for cosh(F ). Expanding Taylor
series in a, using hyperbolic trigonometry, and noting the same order-1 cancellations as in
Lemmas 3.5 and 4.3:

cosh (acosh (y/a)− acosh (x/a)) =
xy

a2
− sinh(acosh(y/a)) sinh(acosh(x/a))

=
xy

a2
− 1

a2
(
(x− a)1/2(x+ a)1/2(y − a)1/2(y + a)1/2

)
=

x

2y
+

y

2x
+G(a, x, y),

where G is a real-analytic function of a defined in a neighborhood of (0, δ1, δ2) and so that
G(0, δ1, δ2) = 0. The claim on the a-derivative vanishing is because G is even in a, from the
intermediary expression in terms of square roots obtained above. □

We will find it technically useful to uniformize cuffs O(a, δ1, δ2) to flat cylinders. Recall
that every annulus A is conformally equivalent to a unique flat cylinder CM = S1 × [0,M ],
and that the modulus Mod(A) of A is defined as M .

From Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 3.5 we see that the model maps between annuli O′(a, L, δ2)
for fixed L and δ2, for a in a neighborhood of 0 are uniformly K-quasiconformal. So from
basic properties of the modulus and that O′(0, L, δ2) grows unboundedly as L→ ∞:

Corollary 4.11 (Modulus Bound). For any M < ∞ and δ2 > 0, there is an L < ∞ and
a0 > 0 so that Mod(O′(a, L, δ2)) ≥M for all a < a0.

4.2.1. Twisting. For a cuff O′ of modulus M , let CM denote the flat cylinder S1 × [0,M ],
let φ : O′ → CM be a conformal equivalence, and let λ(p) be the conformal factor at p. For
s > 0, let rs : CM → CM be the standard rotation of slope s given by (θ, r) 7→ (θ + rs, r),
and let tws : O

′ → O′ be φ−1 ◦ rs ◦ φ.
Take oriented orthonormal bases for tangent spaces (bo, bl)p, (co, cl)q of points p ∈ O′ and

q ∈ CM so that bo and co are tangent to the orbits of the isometric rotations of O′ and CM .
Next, note that φ conjugates conformal equivalences of O′ to conformal equivalences of CM

and so takes curves of constant distance from the core of the cylinder O′ to curves of constant
height in CM . As rs preserves curves of constant height, it follows that the conformal factors
λ are rotation-invariant and that Dφp is diagonal with respect to the distinguished bases.
With respect to these bases, as Dφp is then diagonal and conformal, hence λ(p)Id. From
this discussion, we also see that the total twisting of tws is Ms.
Note that the differential of rs with respect to an orthonormal basis adapted to the product

structure of the flat metric on CM is a shear by s. Computing with the chain rule for p ∈ O′,
with respect to the basis (bo, bl)p the differential (Dtws)p is also a shear by s. So, the top
singular value of (Dtws)p may be computed to be σ(s) = (s2/2+s(s2+4)1/2/2+1)1/2, which
is in particular a smooth function in a neighborhood of 0 with σ(0) = 1. So tws extends to
a σ(s)-Lipschitz homeomorphism of the half-cylinder containing O′ with total twisting Ms.
Twisting is now handled by the following:

Proposition 4.12 (Room to Twist). Let C0, T0 <∞. There exists an a0 > 0 so that if a <
a0, t < T0, and |s| < C0t then for all k ∈ [e−C0t, et], there is an et-Lipschitz homeomorphism
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fs : Ca → Cka of twisting s that takes boundary components to boundary components by arc
length.

Proof. Adopt the strategy of pre-composing fν,kν with the map that is tws on L-collars of
the boundaries of Cν and the identity otherwise. Prop. 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 show that for
sufficiently small a, maps f ′

s : Ca → Cka exist with the desired Lipschitz constants and
no twisting. Prop. 3.2 ensures that on cuffs these maps f ′

s have a linear lower bound of
log-Lipschitz constants left to spend on twisting while remaining et-Lipschitz. Smoothness
of σ(s) together with the uniform lower bound on the module of L-collars of boundary
components (Cor. 4.11) ensures that a linear lower bound of twisting can be done within
this freedom in log-Lipschitz constant. Taking a0 to be small enough to gaurantee large
enough moduli of cuffs through Cor. 4.11 for all t < T0, the claim follows. □

4.3. Assembly. We now have everything used to certify Lipschitz optimality for enough
maps to prove Thm. C. To give an optimal statement, we make the following definition.

Definition 4.13. A function f : [0, T ] → R is (F,B)-Lipschitz if |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ F |x− y|
for all x ≤ y and |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ B|x− y| for all x ≥ y.

Then we have:

Theorem 4.14. Let D,T ∈ (0,∞) be given. Then there exists a constant c ∈ R with
the following property. For any X0 = (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3) ∈ T (Sg) with ℓi < c for
all i, for any coordinatewise (1, D)-Lipschitz F : [0, T ] → R3g−4 and any D-Lipschitz G :
[0, T ] → R3g−3 with F (0) = G(0) = 0, the path Xt (0 ≤ t ≤ T ) given in log-Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates by

Xt = (ℓ1, ℓ2, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ...t3g−3) + (t, F (t), G(t))

is a geodesic for dTh.

Proof. Let us initially take c sufficiently negative to be able to decompose all Xt into long
collars around core curves of length eℓi (i = 1, ..., 3g − 3) and δ∗-shorts for small fixed δ∗.
Write G = (g1, ..., g3g−3). We will take c sufficiently small to apply Props. 4.1 and 4.12 as
needed below. We must prove that for all t1 < t2 ∈ [0, T ] that there is a et2−t1-Lipschitz map
Ψt1,t2 in the appropriate isotopy class of maps Xt1 → Xt2 .

We define Ψt1,t2 peicewise on the δ∗-shorts and collars. On δ∗-shorts, we take Ψt1,t2 to be
the map Ψ of Prop. 4.1; it has L(Ψ) ≤ ε′|t1 − t2| where we may arrange for any ε′ of our
choosing with appropriate choice of c, though all we shall need is that ε′ < 1. On collars, we
define Ψt1,t2 to be the stretch-and-twist map of Prop. 4.12 to have twisting gk(t2) − gk(t1)
on the k-th cylinder segment for all k. By taking c sufficiently small at the start, Prop. 4.12
shows Ψt1,t2 has its optimal Lipschitz constant bounded by et1−t2 for all 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ T .
The asymmetry on the requirements of F is used here, through the asymmetry of the bounds
in the conclusion of Prop. 4.12. The maps on collars and cylinders glue together to be maps
Xt1 → Xt2 in the correct isotopy class by the compatibility of the two constructions on the
boundaries of shorts and cylinders, and the correct twisting being arranged to glue with
changes in twist parameters given by G.

Furthermore, the decomposition of Xti into shorts and cuffs is geometrically acceptable to
glue together Lipschitz constants with Lemma 2.3 and obtain that L(Ψt1,t2) ≤ t2−t1. Because
the core curve γ1 has expanded by a factor of exactly et2−t1 , we have that L(Ψt1,t2) = t2 − t1
and dTh(Xt1 , Xt2) = t2 − t1, as desired. □
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4.4. Corollaries. Let us explain how to deduce the remaining points on Thurston geodesics
from the introduction.

Cor. J follows from Thm. 4.14 because f(t) = −t is 1-Lipschitz and Cors. D and I follow
from basic facts on Lipschitz functions. Let us prove Cor. B.

Proof of Cor. B. Let T < ∞ be given and 2k ≤ 3g − 3. For X0 = (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3)
in log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates, let ΨX0 : [0, T ]

k → T (S) be given for (x1, ..., xk) ∈ [0, T ]k

by
ΨX0(x1, ..., xk) = X0 + (x1,−x1, x2,−x2, ..., xk,−xk, 0, ..., 0).

Then Thm. 4.14 shows that for X0 with sufficiently negative ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3 that

dTh(ΨX0(x1, ..., xk),ΨX0(y1, ..., yk)) = max
i=1,...,k

|xi − yi| ((x1, ..., xk), (y1, ..., yk) ∈ [0, T ]k).

This proves Cor. B. □

The only remaining point on dTh claimed in the introduction is now Cor. K.

Proof of Cor. K. Let f(x) : [0, T ] → R be decreasing, B-bilipschitz, and normalize f so
f(0) = 0. For the initial value X0 : (ℓ1, ..., ℓ3g−3, t1, ..., t3g−3), take γX0(t) : [0, T ] →
T (S) to be given in log-Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates by X0 + (t, f(t), 0, ..., 0), and let ηX0 :
[0,−f(T )] → T (S) be the reparameterization s 7→ X0 + (f−1(−s),−s, 0, ..., 0). Then using
that f is decreasing, Thm. 4.14 shows that for X0 with sufficiently negative log-length coor-
dinates, γX0 is a geodesic for dTh, that ηX0 is a geodesic for d′Th with the same image, and
d′(γX0(t), γX0(t

′)) = f(t)− f(t′) for all 0 ≤ t ≤ t′ ≤ T . □

4.5. Finite type surfaces. We briefly explain how to deduce analogous results in the gen-
eral finite-type case, i.e. in which S may have punctures and geodesic boundary components.
The statements are modified by replacing 3g − 3 with the number κ(S) of curves in a pants
decomposition of S, and excluding 0-dimensional Teichmüller spaces from Cor. D and K.

The case of surfaces S ′ with geodesic boundary components and no punctures is obtained
by doubling S ′ to a closed surface S and then restricting optimal Lipschitz maps to S ′.
This works because the optimal Lipschitz maps of Thm. 4.14 map each pair of pants in the
decomposition induced by P into itself, and so define maps of S ′.

To also handle punctures, one uses that cusp neighborhoods with horocycle boundary are
determined up to isometry by the length of their boundary. So modify the maps of Thm. 4.14
to be by these isometries on cusp neighborhoods. The only point of note is that extension
across 0 in Lemmas 4.2 and 4.7 allows for the same proof as Prop. 4.1 to go through.

Part II: Limit Cones

Almost all of this part is spent proving Thm. H, and the final relevant statement is
Prop. 6.31. Then polyhedrality of the limit cones we consider is deduced quickly.

We begin with a brief outline. The basic idea is to break up a closed geodesic into its
intersections with pairs of pants, then analyze contributions to its length from a few different
factors. It is useful to group these contributions to length into three classes, by the order of
how they distort between distinct pinched, barely twisted, marked hyperbolic surfaces X, Y :

(1) The spiraling of geodesics around core curves γi of long collars. The ratios of length
contributions from segments of this type behave on the order of [ℓX(γi)/ℓY (γi)]

±1.
(2) Portions of geodesics that correspond to excursions deep into collars or crossings of

collars, corrected to remove spiraling contributions. The ratios of length contributions
from this type of behavior are no greater in order than [log(ℓX(γi))/ log(ℓY (γi))]

±1.
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(3) Portions of geodesics that stay in thick parts of pants. The ratios of length contri-
butions from this type of behavior are bounded by uniform constants.

We mention that properly identifying and partitioning into these cases and setting thresh-
olds for consideration are major points. A crucial feature of this decomposition is that we
can arrange that a curve picks up a definite amount of length whenever it is considered for
contributions of the form (1). This allows us to convert additive errors in estimates coming
from δ-hyperbolicity into uniformly bounded multiplicative errors in the contributions of
type (2) and (3).

In order to exhibit the desired phenomena, we need tight enough estimates so that this
behavior is separated out. The estimation procedure is also complicated by the need for our
estimates to be uniform across all isotopy classes of closed (not necessarily simple) curves
and for the estimates to hold across a fairly large family of hyperbolic structures. Note that
though working only with simple closed curves is possible in the case of n = 2 due to work
of Thurston [44, §3], Thurston’s proof of this breaks when n > 2.

Section §5 gives the basic estimates on hyperbolic lengths and geodesics in annuli used
in our combinatorialization. Then §6 combinatorializes the lengths of geodesics on pinched
surfaces: this is by far the longest section in this part. In §6.1 we set basic notation and
recall fundamentals. In §6.2 we collect invariant data and use this data to constrain the shape
of geodesics in pinched surfaces: §6.2.1 describes the data and its basic properties, §6.2.2
and §6.2.3 use this data to encode twisting, and §6.2.4 uses this data to give well-behaved
partitions of geodesics. Then §6.3 finishes the combinatorialization scheme and deduces the
relevant length estimates. Combinatorialization of lengths of crossing segments is done in
§6.3.1, the decomposition of segments of our partition that stay in a pair of pants and its
basic properties is established in §6.3.2, and the main estimate is finally deduced in §6.3.3.
In §7 we use our combinatorialization to construct sums of Fuchsian representations with
polyhedral limit cones.

5. Basic Length Estimates

We begin by giving definitions and basic estimates from hyperbolic geometry of annuli
that will be used throughout this part.

5.1. Twisting in Annuli. Let us begin with a notion of twisting. For a > 0, let A′
a be as

in §2.1.1 above, and write the core geodesic of A′
a as βa. There is a canonical closest-point

projection to βa from A′
a. For any curve γ in A′

a, define the basic rotation r̄(γ) as the net
(real, positive) number of rotations around βa that the projection of γ to βa makes.
A notion that is less well-defined but has properties that are useful for invariance arguments

is as follows. Let σ, σ′ be orthogonal geodesics to βa in A′
a spaced exactly half-way apart

and let γ be a curve in A′
a that is monotone after projection to βa, such as a geodesic in A′

a.
We define the synthetic rotation |r|σ(γ) ∈ 1

2
N of γ with respect to σ to be half the number

of intersections of γ and σ, σ′. Synthetic rotation is well-defined to within 1/2, regardless of
the choice of σ.

A basic bound on rotation from hyperbolic geometry that we shall use is:

Lemma 5.1 (Thick Twisting Bound). Fix δ∗ > 0. Then for all ε < δ∗ sufficiently small,
there exists a C = C(ε, δ∗) <∞ with the following property.
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Let α be any geodesic segment in C ′
a with 0 ≤ a ≤ ε entirely contained in the complement

of Ca, i.e. α is contained in the part of C ′
a foliated by hypercycles of length at least δ∗. Then

the basic rotation of α is no more than C.

We remark that C(ε, δ∗) is not large in practice for large δ∗. For instance, in the hyperbolic
cusp C ′

0 with δ∗ = 1, the sharp constant is C = 2.

Proof. It is helpful to lift this setup to H2. One sees that the basic rotation of α is always
finite because the geodesic containing α does not share an endpoint with the lift of the core
geodesic βa (or the cusp endpoint if a = 0). Let α(0) be a lift of the point in α that makes the
deepest excursion into Ca, and let σ be the geodesic in H2 orthogonal to βα and containing
α(0). By cutting α at α(0), it suffices to show the claim for geodesic rays that start at their
deepest excursion into C ′

a.
For these rays, working in H2 also shows that the total rotation is monotone increasing

when α is pushed deeper into Ca by a loxodromic transformation preserving σ. Since α(0) is
the point of deepest excursion of α, the segments α and σ have an oriented angle of no more
than π/2 pointing in the direction away from βa on σ. Basic hyperbolic geometry also shows
that the total rotation of a geodesic ray through α(0) and with such an angle in [0, π/2] is
monotone increasing under increasing the angle up to π/2 with an elliptic transformation
that holds α(0) fixed.

So it suffices to prove the claim for geodesic rays α tangent to the hypercycle νδ∗ of length
δ∗, and to prove this it suffices to consider complete geodesics α tangent to νδ∗ . The synthetic
rotation of α is then given by the number of orbits of 0 ∈ ∂H2 under powers of M(a) that
are contained in [−1, 1], where M(a) is the holonomy of the core curve of Ca, normalized so
that the tangent vector to νδ∗ at α(0) is (i, 1) in the upper half-plane model of H2. This
is in fact the very same Möbius transformation that appeared in Lemma 4.7 of Part I and
is written in Eq. 4.2). The claim follows from the expression of Eq. (4.2) and the unifom
comparability of basic rotation and synthetic rotation. □

5.2. Spiraling estimates. We now turn to estimating lengths of geodesics that spiral
around the core of a hyperbolic annulus.

5.2.1. Non-crossing estimates. We begin with geodesic segments in cut-off cylinders. We fix
a δ∗ ∈ (0, 1] and take cut-off cylinders and annuli to have hypercycle boundaries of length
δ∗.

The object of interest to us here is the quantity, for a geodesic αa,t with boundary on the
long boundary component of Ca and with total basic rotation t,

La(t) = ℓ(αa,t)− ta.

The goal of this paragraph is to get a useful bound on La(t) (Prop. 5.3).
There is a maximal s(a, t) > 0 so that αa,t intersects the hypercycle ηs(a,t). Define the

excursion depth E(a, t) of αa,t to be the distance between ηs(a,t) and the long boundary
component of Ca. Recall that Ra is the distance between the boundary components of Ca
and Ra = acosh(δ∗/a).
We estimate E(a, t) through the following construction. Lift to the universal covering of

Ca, then place two geodesics σi and σf orthogonal to the lift β̃t of the core geodesic spaced

ta apart. Call βa,t the cut out segment of β̃t. See Figure 3. The resulting shape has four
corners, cyclically ordered as pi, pf , Pf , Pi with pi and pf on the lift of the core geodesic.
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Figure 3. The basic set-up after lifting to the universal cover.

Then a lift α̃a,t of αa,t is the geodesic between Pi and Pf . Denote by Q(a, t) the hyperbolic
quadrilateral with sides βa,t, α̃a,t, σi, and σf . Denote by P(a, t) the quadrilateral obtained by
splitting Q(a, t) in half by a geodesic segment νa,t orthogonal to the midpoint b of βt. Then
E(a, t) = Ra − ℓ(νa,t).
It seems worthwhile to note that this construction gives an analytic expression for E(a, t),

as P(a, t) is a hyperbolic quadrilateral with three right angles. Such quadrilaterals are known
as Lambert quadrilaterals, and have well-understood analytic expresions for side lengths,
e.g. [4]. From these, one sees:

E(a, t) = Ra − atanh

(
tanh(Ra)

cosh(ta)

)
.(5.1)

In particular, E(a, t) is monotone increasing in t and real-analytic.
We have found coarse estimates from δ-hyperbolicity to generally be more useful than

Eq. (5.1) in proving the estimates we shall need below. Let δH be the optimal Gromov
hyperbolicity constant of H2. The basic estimates here are:

Lemma 5.2 (Excursion Estimates). Fix δ∗ > 0 and let O > 0 be given. Then there are
finite positive constants C1 and C2 with only C2 depending on O so that for any 0 < a < δ∗:

(1) |2E(a, t)− La(t)| ≤ C1 for all t ≥ 0,
(2) |E(a, t)− log t| ≤ C2 for 1 ≤ t ≤ 4δH/a+O,
(3) Ra − 2δH ≤ E(a, t) ≤ Ra for t ≥ 4δH/a.

Proof. We retain the above notation. For Claim (1), consider the two right triangles formed
in P(a, t) after adding the geodesic segment ζa,t from Pi to the midpoint b of βa,t. The two
triangles meet along the long side ζa,t. A basic fact from hyperbolic trigonometry (which
follows, for instance, from the law of cosines) is that the length of the long side of a right
hyperbolic triangle is within a uniform constant C3 of the sum of the shorter side lengths.
Because ℓ(νa,t) = Ra − E(a, t), we then have

|E(a, t)− La(t)/2| = |Ra − ℓ(νa,t)− (ℓ(α̃a,t)− ta)/2|
≤ |Ra + ta/2− ℓ(ζa,t)|+ |ℓ(ζa,t)− (ℓ(α̃a,t)/2 + ℓ(νa,t))|
≤ 2C3.

This proves (1).
Claim (2) is the most involved. We prove it by showing that the strategy of going down to

a hypercycle of fixed length, crossing between σi and σf on that hypercycle, and going back
up to the top is not very inefficient in comparison to α̃a,t in this time range. The main point
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is getting a uniform upper bound on ℓ(ηs(a,t)) in this time range, which then determines a
good length of hypercycle to go down to. The argument is a bit complicated by this strategy
not being well-defined for times that are too large or too small relative to a, which makes
the edges of the time range here need to be handled with separate considerations.

Let us begin. We claim that there is a C4 so that ℓ(ηs(a,t)) ≤ C4 for all a < δ∗ and
1 ≤ t ≤ 4δH/a+O. We do case analysis on whether or not E(a, t) ≤ Ra − 2δH.

Note first that if E(a, t) ≥ Ra − 2δH and ta ≤ 4δH + Oa then ℓ(ηs(a,t)) ≤ (4δH +
Oδ∗) cosh(2δH). This handles the case E(a, t) ≤ Ra − 2δH.

So assume that E(a, t) < Ra − 2δH. Let pm be the midpoint of α̃a,t and let rm be the
intersection point of σi and ηs(a,t). Let I(a, t) be the all-right quadrilaterial with three
geodesic sides formed by νa,t, arcs of βa,t and σi, and half of ηs(a,t).

We prove the desired bound by applying Gauß-Bonnet to I(a, t). As I(a, t) ⊂ P(a, t)
and P(a, t) is a geodesic quadrilaterial with three right angles, the area A(a, t) of I(a, t)
is bounded above by π/2. As E(a, t) < Ra − 2δH, the geodesic curvature κ(a, t) of ηs(a,t)
satisfies κ(a, t) ≥ tanh(2δH). Now because I(a, t) has four right angles and three geodesic
sides, Gauß-Bonnet gives

−A(a, t) = −1

2

∫
ηs(a,t)

κ(a, t).

The bounds on these quantities then show that π/ tanh(2δH) is an upper bound for ℓ(ηs(a,t))
under these hypotheses. So with C4 = max{π/ tanh(2δH), (4δH + Oδ∗) cosh(2δH)}, we have
ℓ(ηs(a,t)) ≤ C4 for all t ∈ [1, tδH/a+O].

We next observe that as ta ≤ 4δH +Oδ∗, Claim (1) shows that ℓ(α̃a,t)/2 and E(a, t) differ
by at most an (a, t)-independent additive constant, and so it suffices to prove the claim for
ℓ(α̃a,t)/2. Finally, we note that using the very coarse estimate 0 ≤ ℓ(α̃a,t) ≤ tδ∗, we can
adjust C2 to make the desired bound trivial for t < C4/δ∗, and henceforth assume t ≥ C4/δ∗.

Write the depth of the hypercycle with boundary length C4 as D(a, t). Using the curve
obtained by going down to this hypercycle, going over, then going back up as a competitor
for α̃a,t gives the bound ℓ(α̃a,t)/2 ≤ D(a, t) + C4/2. On the other hand, as C4 bounds
ℓ(ηs(a,t)) above and the length of hypercycles is monotone in distance from the core, we have
E(a, t) ≥ D(a, t). Comparing the estimates this gives on d(Pi, βa,t) and d(pm, βa,t), we then
get ℓ(α̃a,t)/2 ≥ D(a, t). So |D(a, t)− ℓ(α̃a,t)/2| ≤ C4/2.

We now estimate D(a, t). It is a technically useful remark that C4 ≥ 4δH + Oδ∗, though
it would be trivial to arrange this if it were not already the case. By definition, C4 =
cosh(Ra −D(a, t))ta, so that D(a, t) = Ra − acosh(C4/ta). This expression is valid for all t
under consideration because C4 ≥ 4δH+Oδ∗. Now, using the definition of Ra and the bound
| acosh(x)− log(x)| ∈ [0, log 2) for x ∈ [1,∞),

|D(a, t)− log t| = | acosh(δ∗/a)− acosh(C4/ta)− log t|
≤ | log(δ∗/a)− log(C4/ta)− log t|+ log 4

≤ | log(δ∗/C4)|+ log 4,

and Claim (2) follows.
Finally, for Claim (3), observe that in this case ℓ(βa,t) ≥ 4δH. As Q(a, t) is a quadrilateral,

every point p ∈ ∂Q(a, t) is within the 2δH-neighborhood of the sides of Q(a, t) not containing
p. So pm is within a 2δH-neighborhood of βa,t, and the claim follows. □

The main proposition of this subsection is now:
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Proposition 5.3. Let δ∗ > 0 be fixed, and let τ > 0 and C > 1 be given. Then there are
positive constants ε∗ and T0 so that for all a1 ≤ a2 < ε∗, t1 > T0, and |t2 − t1| ≤ τ ,

C−1 ≤ La1(t1)

La2(t2)
≤ C

log(a1)

log(a2)
.

Proof. What happens is that La1(t1) and La2(t2) are approximately the same size until
La2(t2) approaches its supremum, which is around log a2. Then La1(t1) keeps growing until
it approaches its supremum, which is around log a1. Decreasing ε∗ and increasing T0 makes
these estimates become arbitrarily multiplicatively accurate.

Let us now be precise. Let τ > 0 and δ∗ ∈ (0, 1] be fixed. We begin by arranging T0 and
ε∗ so that the necessary estimates can be made below. So take T0 and ε∗ so that with the
constants suppiled by Lemma 5.2 with O = 2τ :

(1) C−1/6 log t < log t − max(C2, C1/2) and C1/6 log t > log t + max(C2, C1/2) for all
t ≥ T0 − τ ,

(2) C−1/6 log t ≤ log(t− τ) ≤ log(t+ τ) ≤ C1/6 log t for all t > T0 − τ ,
(3) C−1/6| log a| ≤ Ra ≤ C1/6| log a| for all 0 < a < ε∗,
(4) (Ra + x)/Ra ∈ [C−1/6, C1/6] for all 0 < a < ε∗ and |x| < 2δH,
(5) (| log a|+ x)/| log a| ∈ [C−1/6, C1/6] for all 0 < a < ε∗ and |x| < log(4δH).

Now fix a1 ≤ a2 < ε∗ and let t1, t2 satisfy the hypotheses. Note first that that using (1),
Lemma 5.2, and monotonicity of E(a, t) in t shows that for i = 1, 2,

C−1/62E(ai, ti) ≤ Lai(ti) ≤ C1/62E(ai, t).(5.2)

We now do case analysis on the size of t1 to apply the various estimates in the regimes of
behaviors in Lemma 5.2 to E(a, t). Suppose first that t1 ≤ 4δH/a2+ τ . Then using (1) above
and Lemma 5.2.(2) shows for i = 1, 2,

C−1/6 log(ti) ≤ log(ti)− C2 ≤ E(ai, ti) ≤ log(ti) + C2 ≤ C1/6 log(ti).

Combining this with (2) and Eq. (5.2), in this time range

C−1 ≤ C−2/3 log(t1)

log(t2)
≤ La1(t1)

La2(t2)
≤ C2/3 log(t1)

log(t2)
≤ C.

Next suppose that 4δH/a2 + τ ≤ t1, so that t2 ≥ 4δH/a2. Then by Lemma 5.2.(3) and
assumptions (3) and (4) we have the following estimate on E(a2, t2):

C1/6| log a2| ≥ Ra2 ≥ E(a2, t2) ≥ Ra2 − 2δH ≥ C−1/6Ra2 ≥ C−1/3| log a2|.(5.3)

For (a1, t1), we break into two cases. If t1 ≥ 4δH/a1, then arguing as in Eq. (5.2) above
C1/6| log a1| ≥ E(a1, t1) ≥ C−1/6| log a1|. Next, suppose t1 ≤ 4δH/a1. Then arguing as in
Eq. 5.3) above and using the constraint t1 ≥ 4δH/a2,

C1/6| log a1| ≥ Ra1 ≥ E(a1, t1) ≥ C−1/6 log t1 ≥ C−1/6(| log a2|+ log(4δH)) ≥ C−1/6| log a2|.

Combining these estimates, in all cases

C−1 = C−1 log a2
log a2

≤ La1(t1)

La2(t2)
≤ C

log a1
log a2

.

□
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5.2.2. Crossing Estimates. We now estimate the length of geodesics in A′
a that cross through

the cylinder. The estimates are much simpler than in the non-crossing case.
In this paragraph, change notation so that αa,t is a geodesic in A′

a between the boundary
components of basic rotation t. In analogy to before, define

L′
a(t) = ℓ(αa,t)− ta.(5.4)

In this setting, something stronger than Prop. 5.3 is true:

Lemma 5.4. There is a constant C5 so that 2Ra − C5 ≤ L′
a(t) ≤ 2Ra for all t ≥ 0 and

ε > 0.

Proof. Once again lift to the universal covering of A′
a and examine a lift α̃a,t of αa,t in H2.

Let βa,t be a segment of the lift of the core curve of length ta, with orthogonal geodesic
segments σi, σf of length 2Ra at its endpoints. Then α̃a,t connects one side of σi to the other
side of σf , and by symmetry meets βa,t at its midpoint b. The curve α̃a,t is the union of
the long sides of two right geodesic triangles formed with halves of σi, σf , halves of βa,t, and
halves of α̃a,t.

Because the long side of a right triangle in H2 is uniformly close in length to the sum of
the other sides, we obtain a bound of ℓ(αa,t) ≥ 2Ra + ta − C5 for a uniform C5. Using the
curve that goes down along σi to βa,t then across βa,t, then down σf as a competitor for α̃a,t

gives the complementary bound ℓ(αa,t) ≤ 2Ra + ta. □

6. Length Combinatorialization

We now turn to combinatorializing the lengths of curves. The final statement is Prop. 6.31,
which has slightly more information than Thm. H. We begin by introducing the families of
hyperbolic surfaces and decompositions we consider (§6.1). We then describe appropriately
invariant combinatorial data induced by isotopy classes of curves with respect to this de-
composition, and show that these combinatorial data determine the basic shape of a closed
geodesic in the family of surfaces we consider to within certain bounds (§6.2). Finally, we
prove our desired combinatorialization (§6.3).

6.1. Basic Constructions. We begin by setting notation for cutting surfaces into hexagons,
and giving reminders on how to systematically encode geodesics in pairs of pants.

6.1.1. Hexagon Decompositions. We recall the relevant systems of curves. Let us begin by
setting terminology on pants decompositions. Let P = {γ1, ..., γ3g−3} be the curves in pants
decomposition of S. Write the corresponding pants as P = {P1, ..., P2g−2}.
Definition 6.1 (Untwisted Locus). Let U (P) be the subset of T (S) consisting of hyperbolic
structures that have 0 twist parameters along all curves in P.

For ε > 0 let Uε(P) be the collection of X ∈ U (P) so that all length parameters are
less than ε, and for ε > 0 let Pε be the collection of (marked) isometry classes of hyperbolic
pants with geodesic boundaries of lengths not exceeding ε.

Each pair of pants Pj has three distinct boundary curves and is uniquely split by three ge-
odesic arcs νi,j (i = 1, 2, 3) orthogonal to the boundary components into two right hyperbolic
hexagons H±

j . For X ∈ U (P), the curves νi,j glue together into simple closed geodesics
ν1, ..., νl on X. Denote this collection of simple geodesics by H .

The complementary regions for P ∪ H in general X are hexagons; for X ∈ U (P) the
complementary regions are right hexagons. Accordingly, let us define:
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Definition 6.2. For X ∈ U (P), the pair (P,H ) is a hexagon system on X.

To simplify statements of invariance properties of combinatorial data induced by a hexagon
system, it is useful to restrict to pants decompositions with the following property.

Definition 6.3. A pants decomposition P is convenient if it is embedded and every curve
ν ∈ H has connected intersection with each pair of pants.

It is an exercise to show that convenient pants decompositions exist. We henceforth only
consider convenient pants decompositions.

We shall often fix a δ∗ > 0 chosen to be sufficiently small that the following holds. For
any P ∈ Pδ∗ , the hypercycle arcs of length δ∗ around each boundary component of P are
embedded, and cutting off the boundary components along these arcs leaves a topological
pair of pants Pδ∗ . Following Part I, we call Pδ∗ the δ∗-shorts in P .

6.1.2. Geodesics in pairs of pants. We have found the technical framework used by Chas-
McMullen-Phillips in [12] useful for encoding closed geodesics on a pair of pants, and describe
it in this paragraph. The case of non-closed geodesics requires only small modification.

Let G̃ = ⟨x, y, z | x2 = y2 = z2 = e⟩, and let G be the subgroup generated by (a, b, c) =
(xy, yz, zx). It is a free group on two generators, with presentation ⟨a, b, c | abc = e⟩.

Every word in G̃ may be uniquely put into reduced form, i.e. with no letter appearing

twice consecutively. For w ∈ G̃ (or G), write len(w) as the length of the reduced form of w

in G̃. A word is cyclically reduced if w has different starting and ending letters. One says
that two cyclically reduced words w1, w2 are equivalent if w1 is conjugate to w2 and in this
case writes w1 ∼ w2. A run of length n in a word w ∈ G is an appearance of (xy)±n, (yz)±n

or (zx)±n in a reduced form of w (or cyclically reduced form, depending on the context).
Let P be a pair of pants. Label the three seams of P by x, y and z. Denote by Go the

collection of closed (not necessarily primitive) oriented geodesics in P that are not peripheral.
Denote by G− the collection of geodesic segments between fixed reference points in opposite
right hexagons in P and Gυ the collection of geodesic segments starting and ending at fixed
reference points in the same hexagon. By writing down the ordered intersections of such
segments with seams, we get maps from these collections of geodesics to reduced words in
the cases of Gυ and G− and to equivalence classes of cyclically reduced words in the case of
Go. It follows from basic hyperbolic geometry (lift to the universal cover) that these maps
are bijections after basic constraints are adjoined:

Go
∼=
{
cyclically reduced w ∈ G̃ so w ̸∼ an, bn, cn (n ∈ Z)

}
/ ∼,

Gυ
∼= {reduced w ∈ G̃ with len(w) ≡ 0 (mod 2)},

G− ∼= {reduced w ∈ G̃ with len(w) ≡ 1 (mod 2)}.

6.2. Combinatorial Data from Curves. Our task in this subsection is to give concrete
senses in which geodesics look similar in their realizations across similarly shaped hyperbolic
surfaces. The source of invariance that we use is the existence of boundary conjugations of
∂H2 between Fuchsian groups. In analogy to the classification of simple closed curves [20],
our data for closed curves is obtained in terms of intersections with geodesics adapted to a
pants decomposition.

The basic initial observation is:
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Lemma 6.4 (Simple Intersection Patterns). Let S = {γ1, ..., γn} be a finite collection of
disjointly realizable simple closed curves and let γ be an oriented closed curve in S. Let

X1 and X2 be two marked hyperbolic structures on S and let γ
Xj

i and γXj be the geodesic

realizations of these curves on Xj (j = 1, 2). Let (ck)
Xj

k∈Ij (with Ij = ∅ or Z) be the sequence

of indices of γ
Xj
ck that γXj intersects in order, with respect to a base-point on γXj .

Then there is an order-preserving bijection I1 → I2 so that after applying this bijection,
(ck)

X1 = (ck)
X2.

Proof. Fix j ∈ {1, 2} and take geodesic representatives on Xj, then pick a lift of γXj to H2

with endpoints (xi, xf ) ∈ ∂H2. Let xf be the positive-time endpoint of γXj . One obtains
orientations on each connected component U1, U2 of ∂H2 − {xi, xf} by pointing the sides
towards xf . Note that a geodesic η in H2 intersects γXj if and only if the endpoints of η are
in opposite connected components of ∂H2 − {xi, xf}.

Let S ′
j be the collection of lifts of elements of Si in Xj to H2 whose endpoints are on

different connected components of ∂H2 − {xi, xf}. Note that S ′
j is countable and obtains

a total order from the orientation of Ui. This order separates points because S consists of
closed curves and S is closed. That the geodesics in S are disjointly realizable implies that
this ordering is independent of the choice of connected component Ui.

Note that this construction is independent of the choice of lift of γXj in the sense that
changing the lift changes all relevant constructions by a covering transformation of H2, which
induces an order-preserving bijection between the relevant sets S ′

j .

Now if i ̸= j there is an equivariant homeomorphism ξ : ∂H2 → ∂H2 conjugating uni-
formizing groups for Xj and Xi and taking the endpoints of the lift of γXj to the endpoints
of a lift of γXi . As the boundary map is a homeomorphism and takes endpoints of lifts of
elements of S with respect to Xj to endpoints of lifts of elements of S with respect to Xi,
we obtain an order-preserving bijection between S ′

j and S ′
i . One sees that the sequences

(ck)
Xj are obtained from S ′

j by listing the curves that elements of S ′
j are lifts of in order,

so the claim is proved. □

Lemma 6.4 makes the following well-defined.

Definition 6.5. Let γ be a closed geodesic in X. For S = {γ1, ..., γn} a family of disjointly
realizable simple closed curves on S, let CS denote the circularly ordered list of elements of
S that are obtained by intersections with γ on one traversal of γ. Let C ′

S be the totally
ordered collection of elements of S obtained by traversing γ any number of times.

Let us conclude by setting notation for intersection numbers (e.g. [20]).

Definition 6.6. For γ an isotopy class of closed curves and S a finite collection of simple
closed curves in S, the intersection number i(γ,S ) is #CS .

6.2.1. Crossing Data for Hexagons. Fix a hexagon system (P,H ) on S and a hyperbolic
structure X ∈ T (S), and let γ be an oriented closed geodesic in X. Note that no curves
in C ′

P or C ′
H share any endpoint, since all involved curves are simple, closed, and distinct.

Because curves in P and H intersect each other, there is not a canonical circular order on
CP ∪CH . However, we will see that the failure of Lemma 6.4 can be well-understood in this
setting, and that this failure encodes structure of γ.

To begin, fix X1, X2 ∈ T (S) and a lift of γ ⊂ X1 to H2. We abuse notation and also denote
this lift by γ. Let xi, xf be its endpoints. From the orientation of S there is an associated
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orientation of ∂H2 that is preserved by the relevant equivariant map ξ : ∂H2 → ∂H2. Let
us disambiguate connected components U1 and U2 of ∂H2 − {xi, xf} so that the orientation
of U1 pointing from xi to xf agrees with the background orientation of ∂H2, and the two
relevant orientations on U2 disagree.

Definition 6.7. Fix x0 ∈ γ. For i = 1, 2, let ιi : C ′
P ∪ C ′

H → Z be the bijection obtained by
the inclusions of C ′

P and C ′
H into Ui given by taking endpoints. Let ≺i denote the order on

C ′
P ∪ C ′

H induced by ιi.

This structure is well-defined:

Lemma 6.8. The orders ≺i induced on C ′
P ∪ C ′

H by ι1 and ι2 are well-defined independent
of the reference marked hyperbolic structure X ∈ T (S) and base-point x0 ∈ γ.

Proof. Independence of the choice of base-point x0 ∈ γ is clear from construction, while
independence of the hyperbolic structure comes from the equivariant map ξ : ∂H2 → ∂H2

conjugating the uniformizing group of X1 to that of X2 being an orientation-preserving
homeomorphism. □

These orders encode a great deal of data. A first useful observation is that the map ι1 ◦ ι−1
2

is order-preserving on a pair η, ν ∈ C ′
P ∪C ′

H if and only if ν and η are disjoint. This follows
immediately from examining crossings in H2. To record it:

Lemma 6.9. Let ν ∈ CP
′ and η ∈ CH

′. Then η and ν intersect if and only if η ≺i ν and
ν ≺j η for some i ̸= j.

A corollary, which follows from the non-existence of geodesic bigons in H2, is:

Corollary 6.10. If η, ν ∈ C ′
P ∪ C ′

H and η ≺i ν for i = 1, 2, then for all X ∈ T (S), the
intersection in X of γ corresponding to η appears before that corresponding to ν.

Directions of crossings are also encoded. Every curve γi ∈ P bounds two pairs of pants;
the orientation of γi distinguishes the position of lifts of these pairs of pants to each side of
γi in H2.

Definition 6.11. For a crossing c ∈ C ′
P corresponding to a curve γc, the geodesic γ crosses

γc upwards if the quadruple (γ+c , γ
+, γ−c , γ

−) is positively oriented in ∂H2 and downwards if
(γ+c , γ

+, γ−c , γ
−) is negatively oriented.

This is well-defined independent of X ∈ T (S), and encodes the order in which γ traverses
pairs of pants in P . So, the following is well-defined.

Lemma 6.12 (Pants Sequence). Write C ′
P = (c1, ..., ck). There is a sequence (P1, ..., Pk)

of pants in P so that for any X ∈ T (S), the geodesic realization of γ is entirely in Pi in
between the crossings ci and ci+1. Denote this sequence by PS(γ).

The following dichotomy is quite useful:

Definition 6.13. d ∈ C ′
H is crossing if there exists c ∈ C ′

P and i ̸= j so that d ≺i c and
c ≺j d. Otherwise, d is internal.

Definition 6.14. Let CP = (c1, ..., ck). For all i = 0, ..., n − 1 let si be the sequence of
internal d ∈ C ′

H so ci ≺k d ≺k ci+1 for all k ∈ {1, 2}. Call s0, ..., sn−1 the internal words of
γ.
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Figure 4. Twisting in a cylinder and its lift to H2.

6.2.2. Twists around Pants Curves. We now explain how under the additional hypothesis
that X ∈ U (P), the orders ≺i encode how many times γ wraps around a geodesic it crosses,
up to uniform error.

Definition 6.15 (Rotation about a Crossing). Let γ : R → X be a geodesic in a hyperbolic
surface X, let β be a simple closed geodesic in X, and let γ transversely intersect β at t ∈ R.
Denote this crossing by c.

Let A(β)′ be the annular cover of S with an embedded core geodesic β̃ projecting to β and

let γ̃ be the lift of γ to A(β)′ that places γ(t) on β̃. Let σ be a geodesic in A(β)′ that is

perpendicular to β̃.
The unsigned synthetic rotation |r|(γ, c) of γ about the crossing c is |r|σ(γ̃), evaluated

on this annulus. If β is oriented, define the synthetic rotation r(γ, c) to be |r|(γ, c) if the

projection of γ to β̃ agrees with the orientation of β̃ and −|r|(γ, c) otherwise.
Both r(γ, c) and |r|(γ, c) are well-defined up to addition of ±1/2.

When the hyperbolic surface is not clear from context and γ is a closed geodesic, we
write the synthetic rotation of an intersection by |r|(γ, c,X). Note that |r|(γ, c) is finite
for all transverse crossings, as a consequence of Lemma 5.1. Indeed, the basic rotation of
any geodesic segment entirely on the outside of a neighborhood of fixed radius of the core
geodesic in A′

a is uniformly bounded.
Note that by our assumption that P is convenient, for X ∈ U (P), every curve γi ∈ P

has exactly two transverse curves x, y in H that meet γi transversely and exactly a half-
rotation apart. These curves then distinguish a choice of orthogonal geodesic in Definition
6.15, and so remove the arbitrary choice in the definition of |r|(γ, c,X).

Convention. We always make this choice for X ∈ U (P), so that |r|(γ, c,X) is well-defined
on U (P).

This choice allows for a clean characterization of synthetic rotation in terms of ≺i.
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Lemma 6.16 (Order and Rotations). Let X ∈ U (P) and let γ be a closed oriented geodesic
in X. For every c ∈ C ′

P , let nc(γ) be half the maximum number of d ∈ C ′
H so that there is

a choice of i, j so that c ≺i d and d ≺j c. Then |r|(γ, c,X) = nc(γ).

See Figure 4.

Proof. Let γc be the pants curve corresponding to c. Begin by lifting γ to the annular cov-
ering of S corresponding to γc. Then CH

′ is in canonical order-preserving bijection with the
list of intersections of γ with lifts of elements of H as they occur in this covering. From
the definition of synthetic rotation, the value l = |r|(γ, c,X) is exactly half the number of
elements ν1, ..., νk of CH

′ whose representatives intersect the core curve γc in this cover-
ing. After further lifting to H2, these are exactly the elements of CH

′ that intersect the
corresponding lift of γc. The Lemma now follows from Lemma 6.9. □

We next note that the sign of the synthetic rotation is also well-defined on U (P). To see
this, as a convention begin by orienting the curves η, ν ∈ H that cross γi so that they cross
γi upwards. After lifting to the universal cover, the triples (γ+i , γ

+, η+j ) and (γ+i , γ
+, ν+j ) are

either all positively oriented or all negatively oriented for νj and ηj lifts of ν and η in C ′
H

that intersect the lift of γi. One sees that r(γ, ci) > 0 if and only if |r|(γ, ci) > 0 and these
triples are positively oriented. In the downward crossing case, r(γ, ci) > 0 if and only if
|r|(γ, ci) > 0 and these triples are negatively oriented.
As this condition is independent of X ∈ U (P) and nc(γ) depends only on ≺1 and ≺2,

Corollary 6.17 (Rotation Well-Definition). For all X,Y ∈ U (P), γ a free isotopy class
of closed geodesics on S and c ∈ C ′

P for γ, we have r(γ, c,X) = r(γ, c, Y ).

6.2.3. Rotation tracking. With this structure established on rotations about crossings, we
next establish basic control on combinatorial rotation (Def. 1.3).

If a pair wiwi+1 of letters in CH
′ and pants curve γi satisfy condition (1) in the definition

of n(γ, γi) (Def. 1.3), we say that wiwi+1 counts for r(γ, γi).

Lemma 6.18 (Rotation control). Let γ be a closed curve and write CH = w as w1...wn, up
to circular permutation.

(1) r(γ, γi) is well-defined independent of X ∈ T (S),
(2) Every pair wiwi+1 counts for at most one r(γ, γk),
(3) If wi and wi+1 are both crossing for c ∈ CP corresponding to γk ∈ P, then wiwi+1

counts for r(γ, γk),
(4) If wiwi+1 are both internal for the same element of the pants sequence PS(γ), then

wiwi+1 counts for r(γ, γk) for the corresponding pants curve γk,
(5) Let M(γ) be the number of consecutive pairs wiwi+1 in w that are neither crossing

for the same c ∈ CP nor internal to the same element of the pants sequence. Then
M(γ) ≤ 2i(γ,P).

Proof. For the first two claims, it is useful to lift to the universal cover, and lift a given
pair of consecutive symbols wiwi+1 in CH to CH

′. Let νi, and νi+1 be the curves in H
corresponding to wi and wi+1 and let ν̃i and ν̃i+1 be the corresponding lifts to H2 for wi and
wi+1. From the definition, wiwi+1 is the lift of a pair that counts for r(γ, γk) if and only if
there is a lift of γk that intersects both ν̃i and ν̃i+1. This is encoded in the order of endpoints
of the relevant curves in ∂Γ, and so is invariant of X ∈ T (S). This proves (1).
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Next, note that convenience of P implies the following. Let η be a lift of a pants curve
that intersects ν̃i and ν̃i+1, and let η′ be a distinct lift of a pants curve that intersects ν̃i and
some lift ν̃ ′i+1 of νi+1. Then there is a lift η′′ of a different pants curve that separates η′ from
η and so that η′′ intersects ν̃i and is disjoint from ν̃i+1, so that ν̃ ′i+1 ̸= ν̃i+1. This shows that
at most one pants curve has a lift that intersects both ν̃i and ν̃i+1. This proves (2).

Claims (3) and (4) follow directly from definitions, the analysis of Lemma 6.17, and Lemma
6.10. For the final Claim (5), the orders ≺i on CP

′ ∪ CH
′ split w into a circularly ordered

sequence of possibly empty words that are crossing for c ∈ CP or internal to an element of
the pants sequence. The pairs of letters under consideration appear only in the transitions
between these regions, with at most two such pairs per crossing c ∈ CP . □

6.2.4. Initial Decomposition. We continue. In this paragraph we examine the behavior of
geodesics near the end of groups of crossing intersections, and use this structure to partition
geodesics in a way that isolates their behavior around crossings. Let γ be a closed geodesic
in X ∈ U (P).

Lemma 6.19 (Transitions). Let c ∈ CP
′ be a crossing into P ∈ P across γk. Let w =

(b0, ..., bm) ⊂ CH be the crossing indicies corresponding to c. Let x, y denote the elements of
H that intersect γk and let z ∈ H denote the curve corresponding to the other seam of P .

(1) Then w is an alternating sequence of x and y.
(2) Furthermore, if the internal word si corresponding to c is nonempty, then the first

letter bm+1 of si is z. Symmetrically, if z′ is the curve corresponding to the other side
of the other pair of pants P ′ bounded by γk and si−1 ̸= ∅ then bi0−1 = z′.

Proof. Let w∗ be a possibly empty word so that c ≺i w∗ and w∗ ≺j c for some i, j ∈ {1, 2}.
The elements of H appearing as letters in w∗ must intersect γk by Lemma 6.9. So w∗ is a
sequence of the two letters x, y corresponding to the seams of P that intersect γk; one sees
that the letters alternate by examining the annular cover corresponding to γk. This proves
(1).

Now suppose si is nonempty, let bim+1 denote the first letter of si, and let w be the word
of crossing indicies for c. Let γc denote the part in P beginning with the crossing c of the
segment in γc corresponding to the maximal sequence w′ of alternating x, y in CH

′ containing
w and not exceeding the greatest element of si. Then γc is entirely contained in the annulus
Az = P − z because si ≺ c′ for all c′ ≻ c in CP

′ and all crossings in H in γc are of the
symbols x, y.

Since Az is an annulus with fundamental group generated by γk, Lemma 6.9 again shows
that all intersections in w′ are crossing for c. So w′ is disjoint from si. The definition of w′

implies that the first letter of si is neither x nor y, and proves the desired claim for bim+1.
The analogue for bi0−1 is symmetric. □

We now begin adding more geometric constraints to the surfaces under consideration and
using pinchedness to constrain the shapes of geodesics.

Definition 6.20. A thickness parameter δ∗ > 0 is combinatorially isolating if there exists a
δ > δ∗ so that:

(1) For all P ∈ Pδ∗, the δ-shorts in P are an embedded pair of topological pants,
(2) For all a ≤ δ∗ and bi-infinite geodesics γ in C ′

a that intersect Ca,δ∗, the intersection of
γ with Ca,δ has basic rotation at least 1.
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We emphasize that in this definition, the bi-infinite geodesics do not cross the core of C ′
a,

and the rotation does not have to happen in between the δ0-thick and δ-thick parts of C ′
a. It

is an exercise to show that all sufficiently small δ∗ are combinatorially isolating.
Combinatorial isolation can be used to constrain the location of spirals.

Lemma 6.21 (Spiral Placements). Write CP = (c1, ..., ck), and choose pants Pci so that γ
crosses from Pci−1

to Pci at ci. For all i, let wi ⊂ CH be the crossing intersections for ci.
Then:

(1) For all i, #(wi ∩ wi+1) ≤ 1,
(2) For all i and X ∈ U (P), the segment ηci of γ in Pci ∪ Pci−1

corresponding to ci
contains all but possibly the first and last intersections in wi,

(3) Suppose, furthermore, δ∗ is combinatorially isolating, X ∈ Uδ∗(P), and #wi ≥ 2.
Let ηoci be the maximal segment in ηci that contains the crossing c and has connected
intersection with the δ∗-shorts of both Pci and Pci−1

. Then ηoci contains the crossings
corresponding to the sub-word wo

i of wi that omits the first and last letters of wi.

Proof. Claim (1) is because of Lemma 6.19.(1) and the consequence of convenience that
within each individual P ∈ P , the boundary components are distinguished by the elements
of H that they intersect.

If l is a letter in w so that ci−1 ≺k l ≺k ci+1 for all k ∈ {1, 2} then the crossing corresponding
to l occurs in ηc by Cor. 6.10. So Claim (2) follows from (1).
We now turn to the final claim. We assume #wc > 2 so that the claim is not vacuous,

and do case-work on whether or not si and si−1 are nonempty.
If si is nonempty, then the letter z appears after the end of wi with corresponding crossing

in Pi by Lemma 6.19. Note that this occurs, at the latest, in the first time ηci enters the δ∗-
collars of Pi from Pi,δ∗ by combinatorial isolation and the characterization of crossing words
in Lemma 6.19. And so ηoci ends in this direction after the end of wo

i . The case in which si−1

is nonempty is similar.
For the other case, suppose si is empty. Note that this implies ηc exits Pi from a different

boundary component than the curve γi it entered across. Let γe denote the exiting pants
curve. Claim (2) shows that all but the first and last intersections in wi occur in ηc, and
the proof showed that the final crossings may fail to occur in ηc only if they correspond
to an element of H that intersects γe. Without loss of generality, assume that the letters
x, z intersect γe and x, y for γi. From combinatorial isolation of δ∗ and characterizations of
crossing intersection in Lemma 6.19, only at most one appearance of x may appear in the
part of wi coming from the portion of ηci after leaving the δ∗-shorts of Pi. Because wi is
formed by an alternating sequence of x and y, we conclude that both of these sources of
ambiguity together only allow at most one letter from the corresponding end of wi to not
appear in ηoci . This gives the claim. □

The following decomposition combines what we have proved in this section so far.

Proposition 6.22 (Path tracking). Let δ∗ be combinatorially isolating and let γ be an ori-
ented closed geodesic in X ∈ Uδ∗(P) with CP = (c1, ..., ck) with rotation numbers r(γ, ci)
and internal words s0, ..., sk−1.

If k = 0, then γ is the geodesic in the free homotopy class of G represented by s0.
If k ̸= 0, then for any Y ∈ Uδ∗(P), the geodesic representative of γ has a partition into

segments α1, ..., αk and β1, ..., βk so that:
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(1) For all i, the segment βi passes through the crossing ci, has basic rotation number
within 1 of r(γ, ci), has connected intersection with Pi,δ∗, and the letters in CH ∪CP

occuring in βi are one appearance of ci and crossing intersections in CH for ci.
(2) The segment αi is in Pi, begins and ends in Pi,δ∗ and has crossings corresponding to

the reduced word si ∈ G̃, adjusted by at most one letter on the start and on the end.

Proof. The k = 0 case is trivial; assume k ̸= 0. We describe where to split γ. We will give
one curve αi in Pi per crossing ci, and the rest of γ will be the union of the segments βi.

Fix i ∈ {1, ..., k} and write the word in G̃ corresponding to si by w = l1...lm. If w is empty
then the entry and exit curves γi and γi+1 for γ in Pi cannot be the same as a consequence
of Lemma 6.19, and so γ has to cross the δ∗-shorts of Pi. In this case, using Cor. 6.21.(3),
split γ while it is in the δ∗-shorts of Pi, after at most all but the last letter of the word wc of
crossing intersections for c that are not crossing for ci+1. Take αi to be trivial, in this case.
Next, assume w is non-empty. By Lemma 6.19, the first and last letters l1, lm of w

correspond to elements of H that do not meet γi and γi+1, respectively. If γ leaves the
δ∗-shorts in Pi before the corresponding crossing, start αi as η leaves the δ∗-shorts; Lemma
6.21.(3) ensures that at most one extra crossing is added on to si by this choice. If η does not
leave the δ∗-shorts before the corresponding crossing, start αi briefly before the first crossing
appearing in si. The curves αi are constructed to satisfy property (2).
Let βi be the segment in the complement of the union of the αi containing the crossing

ci. The curves βi are arranged using Lemma 6.21 to include all but at most 2 of their
intersections in CH that are crossing for ci, and this gives Claim (1). □

6.3. Combinatorialization. We now relate the lengths of the curves appearing in the de-
composition of Prop. 6.22 to their combinatorial data. In the background, fix a combinato-
rially isolating δ0 > 0, restrict throughout the remainder of the subsection to X ∈ Uδ0(P),
and take decompositions of curves γ by applying Prop. 6.22 with this δ0. There will be other
thickness parameters appearing throughout the subsection, but this δ0 never changes.
We begin by treating the crossing curves βi before turning to the general combinatorial-

ization (6.3.1). In handling estimates for internal curves αi (for γ not contained in a single
pair of pants), the general estimate borrows from the length gaurantees on the beginning
and ending segments βi. Because of this, it is convenient to assemble tools to control the
curves αi (§6.3.2) and then prove the general combinatorialization (§6.3.3).

6.3.1. Crossing Curves. We analyze the lengths of the curves βi. Let δ0 be as above and let
ε < δ0.

For X ∈ Uε(P) and Pi ∈ P pick arbitrary points x1, x2 in the δ0-shorts of Pi on each

of the two orthogonal hexagons glued together to make Pi. For w ∈ G̃ reduced, denote by
ℓ(w) the length of the unqiue geodesic in Pi with intersection pattern w between x1 and
p ∈ {x1, x2}. We adopt the convention that whenever ℓ(w) is used, points are implicitly
fixed so as to make it a well-defined number.

Let us now introduce some constants. For a fixed ε < δ0, let D1 <∞ be the supremum of
the diameter of the δ0-shorts of pairs of pants P ∈ Pε. Then D1 decreases as we decrease ε,
and so a global choice works regardless of if we restrict to pants in Pε for a smaller ε later.

For any reduced word w ∈ G̃ and geodesic segments α, α′ starting and ending in Pδ0

representing w in a fixed pair of pants P ∈ Pε, we have |ℓ(α)− ℓ(α′)| ≤ 2D1.
Let us now fix εinit < δ0 as an upper bound to the thickness of pants in the following, so

that Lemma 5.1 gives a bound C(εinit, δ0). The way in which we use this is as follows.
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Corollary 6.23. There are constants D2 and C6 so that for any P ∈ Pεinit
and geodesic

segment γ contained in Pδ0 with reduced word in w ∈ G̃ using only two letters, ℓ(γ) < D2

and #w ≤ C6.

Proof. The hypothesis that w uses only two letters makes α lift to a geodesic segment in a
collar C ′

a with a < δ0 that is entirely contained in the δ0-thick part of C ′
a and has synthetic

rotation at least (#w− 2)/2. Lemma 5.1 then places a uniform upper bound L on #w, and
containment of α in Pδ0 then forces ℓ(α) ≤ (L+ 1)D1. □

The following is the estimate we use on the lengths of βi.

Proposition 6.24 (Crossing Estimate). Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small. Then there is a C7

so that for all geodesics γ in X ∈ Uε(P) and c ∈ CP corresponding to a crossing of γi with
ℓX(γi) = ai, the curve βc of the decomposition of Prop. 6.22 has length estimated by∣∣2| log ai|+ |r|(γ, ci)ai − ℓ(βc)

∣∣ ≤ C7.

The point here is that C7 is independent of the curve γ and surface X ∈ Uε(P).

Proof. By Lemma 6.22.(1), the curve βc crosses c, has basic rotation within 1 of r(γ, c), and
has connected intersection with Pi−1,δ0 and Pi,δ0 . Let β′

c be the part of βc contained in the
δ0-collar around γc. Then Lemma 5.1 and Cor. 6.23 show that |ℓ(βc) − ℓ(β′

c)| ≤ 2D2, and
β′
c has unsigned total rotation |r|(β′

c) satisfying ||r|(β′
c) − |r|(γ, c,X)| ≤ C6 + 2. Applying

Lemma 5.4, taking ε < 1, and noting that

|Ra − | log ai|| = | acosh(δ0/ai)− | log(ai)|| ≤ log 2δ0

gives the claim. □

6.3.2. Controlling Internal Curves. What is left is now to estimate the lengths of the curves
αi appearing in Prop. 6.22. Properly handling excursions in a way that is uniform across
curves makes this more intricate than the combinatorialization for βi.

The ambuguity introduced by choices of reference points in ℓ(w) is encoded in the following
initial observation:

Lemma 6.25. Take the notation of Lemma 6.22. In particular, CP = (c1, ..., ck) with
corresponding internal words s1, ..., sk. Then for all X ∈ Uδ0(P), isotopy classes of curves
γ, and i = 1, ..., k, |ℓX(wi)− ℓ(αi)| ≤ 4D1.

Proof. This is an immediate corollary of Prop. 6.22: 2D1 come from the ambiguity of ℓ(w) and
2D1 come from the potential difference of up to 2 letters from si and the word corresponding
to crossings of αi. □

We now turn to directly constraining the shapes of geodesics in pants. We will use the
following consequence of combinatorial isolation.

Lemma 6.26. Let δ∗ be combinatorially isolating and P ∈ Pδ∗. Let γ be a geodesic segment

in P with corresponding word w ∈ G̃. Any sub-segment of γ corresponding to a three-letter
sub-word abc of w using all letters x, y, z must intersect the δ∗-shorts of Pi.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that the sub-word is xyz. If the segment of α
corresponding to xy does not intersect the δ∗-shorts of Pi, then this segment is contained in
the annulus Axy in Pi − Pi,δ∗ whose fundamental group is generated by (xy) ∈ G. Then γ
has to cross the δ∗-thick part to finish the word xyz as Axy is disjoint from z. □
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The key point on the segments αi is the following lemma, which allows us to break up
curves in P into parts that stay in uniformly thick peices, and well-controlled parts that pick
up a gauranteed amount of length of our choosing. We call these length gaurantees depth
parameters in the below.

Lemma 6.27 (Depth Parameters). Let D,T0 < ∞ be given. Then there is an ε0 > 0 and
constants T ∈ (T0,∞) and δ1 > 0 so that for every P ∈ Pε0,

(1) Every geodesic segment α starting and ending in Pδ0 corresponding to a word w ∈ G̃
with no run of length more than T is entirely contained in Pδ1,

(2) Any geodesic segment α beginning and ending in Pδ0 corresponding to a run r of length
N ≥ T − (2C6 + 1) is the union of two segments of lengths in [0, D2] and a geodesic
αai,t in a δ0-collar Cai of a boundary component γi of P with N−(2C6+1) ≤ t ≤ N+1,

(3) La(t) ≥ D for all a < ε0 and t ≥ T − (2C6 + 1).

Proof. We start by taking ε′0 < εinit, and decrease it later as needed. Let α be a geodesic
segment beginning and ending in Pδ0 with intersection pattern corresponding to a word w.
We begin by arranging for (2) to hold, which does not place much constraint on T .

Let P ∈ Pε′0
and let α be a geodesic segment in P starting and ending in Pδ0 with

corresponding word w a run of length N on the letters x, y. Let ai denote the length of the
corresponding boundary component and let Cai be the corresponding δ0-collar. We note that
for N > 1, α cannot intersect the other δ0-collars in P because of combinatorial isolation of
δ0, and by definition α cannot intersect z.

So for N > 2, by Cor. 6.23, α consists of two intervals in Pδ0 with corresponding words
of length less than C6 and segments of lengths in [0, D2] and a segment αai,t in Cai,δ0 with
synthetic rotation between N − 2C6 and N . The statement is then well-defined and the
desired bound on t then follows for all T > 2C6 + 3 from the uniform comparability of basic
rotation and synthetic rotation. So take T satisfying this. Note that this argument shows
that we may increase T while still maintaining (2). Do this so that T > T0.
By applying Lemma 5.2 with δ∗ = δ0, after further decreasing ε′0 and increasing T , we

may arrange for (3) to hold. This will be the final value of T .
We finally address (1). Any segment αai,t in a δ0-collar Cai with basic rotation t corresponds

to a run in w of length at least t−2, and so we obtain the bound t ≤ T+2 under the hypothesis
of (1). Lemma 5.2 gives a uniform upper bound E on E(a, t) for all a < ε0 and t < T + 2.
By decreasing ε′0, we may ensure that Ra > E for all a < ε′0.
Let δa,E denote the length of the hypercycle in Ca at distance E from the long boundary

component. Then δa,E/δ0 is given by cosh(Ra − E)/ cosh(Ra) > exp(−E)/4. After further
decreasing ε′0 to a final value ε0, arrange for ε0 < δ0 exp(−E)/4, and take δ1 = δ0 exp(−E)/4.
Then all claims hold with these values of ε0, δ1, T . □

To handle the parts of curves in δ1-shorts of pants given in the decoposition of Lemma
6.27, we use Lemma 4.9 from Part I.

Lemma 6.28. Let C > 1 be given. Let ε > 0 and T ′ < ∞ have the property that any
geodesic segment in P ∈ Pε that starts and ends in Pδ0 and has crossing pattern a word with
no run of length exceeding T ′ is contained in Pδ1.
Then there is an ε0 < ε with the additional following properties.
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(1) For all P1, P2 ∈ Pε0, words w ∈ G̃ with no run of length exceeding T ′, and geodesics
αi in Pi with crossings given by w starting and ending in Pi,δ0,

C−1ℓP1(α)− 6D1 ≤ ℓP2(α2) ≤ CℓP1(α1) + 6D1.

Furthermore, ℓPi
(αi) ≥ δ1(len(w)− 1) (i = 1, 2).

(2) For all P1, P2 ∈ Pε0 and cyclically reduced words w ∈ G with no (cyclic) run of
length exceeding T ′ and closed geodesics αi in Pi with crossings given by w, ℓP1(α1) ∈
[C−1ℓP2(α2), CℓP2(α2)]. Furthermore, ℓPi

(αi) ≥ δ1len(w) (i = 1, 2).

Proof. The length lower bounds are both direct estimates from injectivity radii of δ1-shorts.
For the comparisons, we may as well assume C < 2 and take ε and C to be small enough so
that for any P1 ∈ Pε there is a point p ∈ P1 so that for any P2 ∈ Pε and C-Lipschitz map
f : P1 → P2 satisfying the conclusions of Lemma 4.9, f(p) ∈ P2,δ0 .
Now take ε0 < ε as produced by Lemma 4.9 applied with the given C. Fix points pi ∈ Pi,δ0

so that the Lipschitz maps produced by Lemma 4.9 map pi into Pj,δ0 for j ̸= i. Modify α1

to start and end at the point p1 in Lemma 4.9, adding at most 2D1.
Then, modifying the image with two segments of length not exceeding D1 Lemma 4.9

gives a curve in P2 containing a curve of the same isotopy class rel. endpoints as α2 and with
the same start and end-points with length at most CℓP1(α1) + 6D1. This gives the bound
ℓ(α2) ≤ CℓP1(α1) + 6D1. The other bound follows by applying this bound with the roles of
P1 and P2 interchanged.

In the closed curve case, there is no estimation to do on error from choices of endpoints,
and the claim follows directly from the properties of the maps produced by Lemma 4.9. □

Lemma 6.27 splits consideration of parts of curves in pants into portions in shorts and
portions of quantitative commitment to spiraling around a collar. Accordingly, it is useful
to record the invariant data that encodes when such committed spiralling may occur.

Definition 6.29. Let T ≥ 2 in 1
2
N. For a geodesic γ in X ∈ U (P), let e1(γ, T ), ..., em(γ, T )

denote the cyclically ordered maximal runs appearing in the internal words si in CH of
lengths no less than T and let |r|(α, ei, T ) be half their corresponding (word) lengths. Call
e1(γ, T ), ..., em(γ, T ) the T -internal runs of γ.

As the internal words si are invariant of X ∈ U (P), we have

Lemma 6.30. The run sequence e1(γ, T ), ..., em(γ, T ) and lengths |r|(γ, ei, T ) are indepen-
dent of X ∈ U (P).

Note that the T -internal runs ei(γ, T ) are disjoint except possibly at endpoints for conec-
utive ei(γ, T ), ei+1(γ, T ) contained in the same internal word.

6.3.3. General Combinatorialization. We are now ready to prove the main result of this sec-
tion: We retain the notations and fixed δ0, εinit of the previous paragraphs in this subsection.

Proposition 6.31. Fix a convenient pants decomposition P. Let C > 1 and B < ∞ be
given. Then there exist ε > 0 so that the following hold.

(1) For all X ∈ Uε(P) and γ neither trivial nor in P, we have L (γ,X) > 0 and
L (α,X) ≥ Bi(γ,P).

(2) For all X, Y ∈ Uε(P) and nontrivial γ not contained in P,

min
γi∈P,σ∈{±1}

C−1

(
log(ℓX(γi))

log(ℓY (γi))

)σ

≤ L (γ,X)

L (γ, Y )
≤ max

γi∈P,σ∈{±1}
C

(
log(ℓX(γi))

log(ℓY (γi))

)σ

.(6.1)
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We remark that the thresholds ε produced by the proof will be extremely small in practice,
because they are chosen so that − log ε is quite large.

Proof. The proof is by applying estimates we have made to the decomposition of Prop. 6.22,
and by absorbing additive uncertainties in lengths into gaurantees of lengths during runs or
crossings. We split into cases on whether or not the curve γ is entirely contained in a single
P ∈ P . We give a detailed proof for γ not contained in a single P ∈ P . The other case is
similar but slightly distinct; we conclude by remarking on how the proof is adjusted here.

We begin. Determine constants D,T, δ1, and ε by the following procedure:

(1) Apply Lemma 5.3 with fixed value δ∗ = δ0 to obtain values T0 and ε0 for which the
conclusion of Lemma 5.3 holds with values C1/2 and τ = 4C6 + 2,

(2) Let T, δ1, ε1 be obtained by applying Lemma 6.27 with inputs D and T0, where
T0 is as in (1) and D satisfies that (x + R)/x ∈ [C−1/4, C1/4] for all x > D and
|R| < 2D2 + 6C1/4D1 + (2C6 + 1)δ0 + ε0/2.

(3) Then δ1, T , and ε2 = min{ε0, ε1} satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 6.28. Apply
Lemma 6.28 with the multiplicative constant C1/2 to obtain an ε3 < ε2 for which the
conclusion of Lemma 6.28 holds.

(4) Take ε4 < ε3 to be small enough that furthermore (| log a|+R)/| log a| ∈ [C−1/2, C1/2]
for all a < ε, and |R| < C7 + (4 + 6C1/4)D1 + ε3,

(5) Take ε5 < ε4 so that also C−1/2| log a| ≥ B/2 for all a < ε5,
(6) Take ε < ε5 so that furthermore 1 + x ∈ [C−1/4, C1/4] for all |x| < ε/2δ1.

Let X ∈ Uε(P) and γ be neither trivial, in P, nor contained in an individual P ∈ P .
Then CP = (c1, ..., ck) is nonempty. Let γci ∈ P be the corresponding curves of lengths
aX(ci) (resp. aY (ci)). Let s1, ..., sm be the words corresponding to internal sequences in γ.
The estimates of Prop. 6.24 and Lemma 6.25 give

ℓX(γ) =
l∑

i=1

(2| log aX(ci)|+ |r|(γ, ci)aX(ci) + ℓX(si) + Ai) (|Ai| ≤ C7 + 4D1).(6.2)

For each i = 1, ..., l, use the threshold T to split (up to length-1 overlaps at endpoints)
si into words fi,0(γ, T ), ei,1(γ, T ), ..., ei,ki(γ, T ), fi,ki(γ, T ) with ei,1(γ, T ), ..., ei,ki(γ, T ) the T -
internal runs inside si around curves γ(ei,j) and fi,0, ..., fi,ki possibly empty maximal words
disjoint from and in-between the words ei,j(γ, T ).

Let υi be a geodesic starting and ending in Pi,δ0 and representing the combinatorics of
the word si. Then Lemma 6.26 shows that υi can be partitioned into disjoint segments
ηi,1, ..., ηi,ki representing the T -internal words ei,j(γ, T ) in si up to potentially cutting off one
letter from endpoints and segments νi,0, ..., νi,ki representing fi,j(γ, T ). Then, of course,

ℓX(si) =

ki∑
j=1

ℓX(ηi,j) +

ki∑
j=0

ℓX(νi,j).

From Prop. 6.27,

l∑
i=1

ki∑
j=1

ℓX(ηi,j) =
l∑

i=1

ki∑
j=1

[LℓX(γ(ei,j))(ti,j) + |r|(α, ei,j, T )ℓX(γ(ei,j)) + Ci,j](6.3)

with |ti,j − |r|(α, ei,j, T )| ≤ 2C6 + 1 and |Ci,j| ≤ 2D2 + (2C6 + 1)δ0.
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Lemma 6.18 shows that the contributions to R(γ,X) that do not appear in Eqs. (6.2)
and (6.3) consist of an amiguity from transitions between βi and αi of size at most εi(γ,P),
contributions from letters in each fi,j(γ, T ) of size no more than ε(len(fi,j(γ, T ))− 1)/2, and
terms of size at most ε/2 for each transition between T -internal runs and internal words
fi,j(γ, T ). Grouping the first contributions and the constants Ai into constants A′

i, the
second contributions into constants Ei,j, and the third contributions together with Ci,j into
constants C ′

i,j, we have

L (γ,X) =
l∑

i=1

2[| log(aX(γci))|+ Ai] +
l∑

i=1

[
ki∑
j=1

[LℓX(γ(ei,j))(ti,j) + C ′
i,j] +

ki∑
j=0

[ℓX(νi,j) + Ei,j]

]

with |A′
i| ≤ |C7|+4D1+ε, |C ′

i,j| < 2D2+(2C6+1)δ0+ε/2, and |Ei,j| ≤ ε(len(fi,j(γ, T ))−1)/2.
Note that positivity of L (γ,X) follows at this point in the argument.

Fom (6) and Lemma 6.28, there are constants Ji,j ∈ [C−1/4, C1/4] so that ℓX(νi,j) +Ei,j =
Ji,jℓX(νi,j). Now let Y ∈ Uε(P) be given, and write the constants corresponding to Ji,j
by following the same analysis in Y as J ′

i,j. Write by νYi,j the segments in Y corresponding

to νi,j in X. Using Lemma 6.28, there are numbers Di,j with |Di,j| ≤ C1/46D1 so that
Ji,jℓX(νi,j) +Di,j = Fi,jℓY (ν

Y
i,j) with Fi,j ∈ [C−3/4, C3/4].

Next, for each i = 1, ...,m, absorb all but Di,0 into the constants C ′
i,j to obtain new

constants C ′′
i,j with |C ′′

i,j| ≤ 2D2 +C1/46D1 + ε/2. Absorb the remaining constants Di,0 into

the corresponding constants A′
i to obtain new constants A′′

i with |A′′
i | ≤ C7+(4+6C1/4)D1+ε.

Next, note that the twisting terms t′i,j in Y differ from ti,j by no more than 4C6+2. Absorb

the constants A′′
i into multiplicative constants Gi ∈ [C−1/2, C1/2] on the | log(aX(γci))|-terms

(resp. G′
i ∈ [C−1/2, C1/2] on the | log(aY (γci))|-terms) using (4), and absorb the constants C ′′

i,j

into multiplicative constants Hi,j ∈ [C−1/4, C1/4] (resp. H ′
i,j ∈ [C−1/4, C1/4]) on LℓY (γi)(t

′
i,j)-

terms (resp. LℓX(γi)(ti,j)-terms) using (2). This gives

L (α,X) =
l∑

i=1

(
2Gi| log(aX(γci))|+

ki∑
j=1

Hi,jLℓX(γi)(ti,j) +

ki∑
j=0

Fi,jℓY (ν
Y
i,j)

)
,(6.4)

L (α, Y ) =
l∑

i=1

(
2G′

i| log(aY (γci))|+
ki∑
j=1

H ′
i,jLℓY (γi)(t

′
i,j) +

ki∑
j=0

J ′
i,jℓY (ν

Y
i,j)

)

Condition (1) and our bounds on Gi, G
′
i, Hi,j, H

′
i,j, and Fi,j ensure that the ratios of each

pair of terms in these sums across X and Y under the canonical bijection of entries are
bounded by the desired expression in Eq. (6.1). As all terms in each sum are positive, this
gives the desired estimate for (2) in the case where γ is not contained in a single pair of
pants. The estimate in Claim (1) also follows immediately from Eq. (6.4) and condition (5).

In the case where γ is contained in a single pair of pants, make the following modifications.
Keep the same constantsD,T, δ1, and ε. For γ that do not make a run of length T , the purely
multiplicative estimate in Lemma 6.28.(2) gives the claim immediately. For γ that do make a
run of length T , use the same decomposition of γ induced by the Depth Parameters Lemma
6.27. Starting the decomposition at points in the δ0-shorts of the pairs of pants immediately
before a run of length T eliminates the extra segment ν0. Then the same estimation scheme
as in the multiple-pants case works. □
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7. Limit Cones

In this section, we deduce polyhedrality of limit cones of examples from the length com-
binatorialization of Prop. 6.31. Let P be a convenient pants decomposition.

Definition 7.1. Let L = [(aij)j=1,...,n]i=1,...,3g−3 be a sequence of 3g − 3 points in (R+)n with
all aij < 1 and let C > 1. Let CL be the cone over the convex hull of L. Let

HL(C) =

(b1, ..., bn) ∈ (R+)n :
bi
bj

≤ C max
l=1,...,3g−3,
1≤m,k≤n

log alm
log alk

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

 ,

H(C) =

{
(b1, ..., bn) ∈ (R+)n :

bi
bj

≤ C, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

}
For such an L, let ρj ∈ T (S) be given by (a1j, ..., a(3g−3)j, 0, ..., 0) in Fenchel-Neilsen

coordinates with respect to P for all j and let ρL = (ρ1, ..., ρn) ∈ T (S)n be the direct sum
representation. Call ρL representation associated to L.

Observe that CL is invariant under simultaneously scaling the entries of L. For a ∈ R+,
write this rescaling by aL.

Lemma 7.2. Let L be so that CL contains (1, ..., 1). Then there exists a C > 1 and ε > 0
so that HaL(C)− {0} is contained in the interior of CL = CaL for all 0 < a < ε.

Proof. For any cone C containing (1, ..., 1) in its interior, the cones H(C) are contained in
the interior of C for all C sufficiently close to 1. Take such a C for CL. For a < 1,

HaL(C) =

(b1, ..., bn) ∈ (R+)n :
bi
bj

≤ C max
l=1,...,3g−3,
1≤m,k≤n

log alm + log a

log alk + log a
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

 ,

with the ratios of logarithm terms all tending to 1 as a → 0. So HaL(C) converges (after
projectivization) in the Hausdorff topology to H(C), and the claim follows. □

Definition 7.3. For ρ ∈ T (S)n and P a pants decomposition of S, denote the vector of
length coordinates of ρ as Lρ = (ℓij)

i=1,...,3g−3
j=1,...,n .

For ρ ∈ T (S)n, T ≥ 2, and γ a homotopy class of curves, write Rρ(γ) = (R(γ, ρi))i=1,...,n

and Lρ(γ) = (L (γ, ρi))i=1,...,n.

Recall that the limit cone of a representation ρ is denoted by L(ρ(Γ)), and Prop. 2.4 and
Benoist’s limit cone theorem [5, §1.2] show L(ρ(Γ)) is convex for all ρ ∈ T (S)n with pairwise
distinct projections.

Theorem 7.4. Suppose CL contains (1, ..., 1) in its interior. Then there is an ε > 0 so that
for all a < ε, there is a neighborhood UaL ⊂ T (S)n of the representation ρaL corresponding
to aL so that for all ρ ∈ UaL, we have CLρ = L(ρ(Γ)).

Note that the twist parameters do not appear in the limit cone, so that limit cones in
these neighborhoods are constant along twisting, simultaneous scaling of entries, or adjusting
Jordan projections of pants curves that land in Int(CL). This implies Cor. G.

Proof. Note that for any L, the cone CL is the convex hull of the Jordan projections for ρL
of the curves in the pants decomposition P, so that CL ⊂ L(ρL(γ)).
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Now let L be so that CL contains (1, ..., 1) in its interior. Take B > 0 as large as we wish
and take C sufficiently close to 1 so that H(C) ⊂ Int(CL), let ε > 0 be as supplied by Prop.
6.31 for these C and B, and take ε0 ≤ ε so that for all a < ε0, every coordinate of aL is less
than ε/2.

Let a < ε0/2. Let us begin by proving that the claim holds for all ρ with 0 twist coordinates
in a neighborhood UaL of ρaL, taken so that the following two properties hold. First, all
ρ ∈ UaL have all their length coordinates less than ε0. Second, HLρ(C) is contained in the
interior of CLρ for all ρ ∈ UaL. This can be arranged with Lemma 7.2.

So let ρ be as specified. For the remaining containment, let γ be a closed curve and write
the Jordan projection of ρ(γ) as (R(γ, ρi) + L (γ, ρi))i=1,...,n. Then by our arrangement of
constants, Prop. 6.31 shows (L (γ, ρi))i=1,...,n ∈ HLρ(C), which is contained in CLρ . Further-
more, by definition R(ρ, γ) is in CLρ . Because cones are semigroups and HLρ(C) ⊂ CLρ , the
Jordan projection of γ is in CL. As γ was arbitrary, CLρ = L(ρ(Γ)).
We now handle twisting. Fix a ρ as above and let v = (vij)

j=1,...,n
i=1,...,3g−3 ∈ Rn(3g−3) have

all coordinates no more than 1 in size. Let ρtv be the path in T (S)n with constant length
coordinates and twist coordinate tv. Denote the factor representations of ρtv by ρtv,i.
Let γ be any isotopy class of closed curves in S. FromWolpert’s Cosine Formula [28, 48], we

have d
dt
ℓρtv,i(γ) ≤ ε0i(γ,P) for all t and v. As L (γ,X) ≥ Bi(γ,P), there is a T0 depending

only on the distance of HaL(C) from ∂CLρ when intersected with the hyperplane ||x||L1 = 1
in Rn so that L (γ, ρtv) ∈ CLρ for all t ≤ T0. So for all t ≤ T0, we have CLρ = L(ρtv(Γ)).
As the separation of HLρ(C) from ∂CLρ is locally uniform in ρ, the claim follows. □

The results on limit cones claimed in the introduction follow immediately as special cases.

7.1. Finite type surfaces. We briefly describe analogues in the finite-type case. As in
Part I, the statements to Thms. E and F are modified for surfaces Sg,p,b with p punctures, b
boundary components, and genus g by replacing appearances of 3g − 3 with the maximum
number κ(Sg,p,b) = 3g − 3 + 2b+ p of disjoint non-peripheral simple curves in Sg,p,b. Cor. G
has the modification that the dimension count becomes 2nκ(Sg,p,b)− (nk + b) + 1.
For surfaces Sg,0,b with boundary, these results are deduced by isometrically embedding

Sg,0,b into a closed surface and applying Prop. 6.31 there, as in the proof of Thm. 7.4.
For surfaces with punctures, it is important to note that the proof of Prop. 6.31 does not

directly work due to cusps interfering with the combinatorial structure we use. However,
there is a work-around to this for the desired statements: open up punctures to boundary
components, apply Prop. 6.31, and take a limit as the boundaries are pinched.

We now sketch the analogue of Thm. E in the same notation as its proof; the others
are similar. For untwisted ρt ∈ T (Sg,p,b)

n under consideration that are deformations of
a given ρ, realize ρt as a limit of ρt,k ∈ T (Sg,0,p+b), with all Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates
not corresponding to the opened punctures the same as those of ρt. Take a C so that
HLρ(C) is contained in the interior of CLρ . From continuity of Jordan projections, λ(ρt(γ)) =
limk→∞ λ(ρt,k(γ)) for any γ ∈ π1(Sg,p,b).
Now analyze λ(ρt(γ)) for a fixed γ. Apply Prop. 6.31 to λ(ρt,k(γ)), note that contributions

from rotation around the opened cusps become small compared to the size of λ(ρt,k(γ)) as
k grows large, and take the limit. That Prop. 6.31 is uniform across all X, Y ∈ Uε(P)
and curves γ implies that there is a γ-independent a > 0 so that λ(ρt(γ)) is the sum of an
element of CLρ and an element ofHLρ(C) for all t < a and γ ∈ π1(Sg,p,b). The point is that the
values of k needed for a good approximation of this statement depend on γ, but the limiting
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statement of interest on λ(ρt(γ)) is γ-independent. This now implies L(ρt(π1(Sg,p,b))) = CLρ

for all t < a, as desired. Twisting is handled as in the closed case.
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[39] Athanase Papadopoulos and Guillaume Théret. Some Lipschitz maps between hyperbolic surfaces with

applications to Teichmüller theory. Geom. Dedicata, 161:63–83, 2012.
[40] Athanase Papadopoulos and Sumio Yamada. Deforming hyperbolic hexagons with applications to the

arc and the Thurston metrics on Teichmüller spaces. Monatsh. Math., 182(4):913–939, 2017.
[41] Andrés Sambarino. The orbital counting problem for hyperconvex representations. Ann. Inst. Fourier

(Grenoble), 65(4):1755–1797, 2015.
[42] Weixu Su. Problems on the Thurston metric. In Handbook of Teichmüller theory. Vol. V, volume 26 of

IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys., pages 55–72. Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2016.
[43] Guillaume Théret. Divergence et parallélisme des rayons d’étirement cylindriques. Algebr. Geom. Topol.,

10(4):2451–2468, 2010.
[44] William P. Thurston. Minimal stretch maps between hyperbolic surfaces, 1998. arxiv:9801039 (digitized

version of unpublished 1986 preprint).
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