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Abstract. In this mostly expository article, we provide a new account of our proof with Minsky
and Sisto that mapping class groups and Teichmüller spaces admit bicombings. More generally, we
explain how the hierarchical hull of a pair of points in any colorable hierarchically hyperbolic space
is quasi-isometric to a finite CAT(0) cube complex of bounded dimension, with the added property
that perturbing the pair of points results in a uniformly bounded change to the cubical structure.
Our approach is simplified and new in many aspects.

1. Introduction

The recent infusion of techniques from cube complexes into the study of mapping class groups
of finite-type surfaces has had dramatic consequences, including toward our ability to control top-
dimensional quasi-isometrically embedded flats [BHS21], build bicombings [DMS20, HHP23], and un-
derstand their geometry at infinity [DZ22,Ham21,Dur23], among others [ABD17,Pet21,DZ22,Zal25].

The central result facilitating most of the above work was the cubical model theorem of Behrstock–
Hagen–Sisto [BHS21]. It says, roughly, that the coarse convex hull of a finite set of points in the
mapping class group is quasi-isometrically approximated by a CAT(0) cube complex, which is a higher
dimensional analogue of Gromov’s tree approximation theorem for hyperbolic spaces. The cubical
model theorem was later generalized by Bowditch [Bow19] (to certain coarse median spaces) and the
author [Dur23] (to allow for points at infinity). All versions hold in the broader context of hierarchically
hyperbolic spaces [BHS17b], a framework for studying a wide variety of spaces with blended negative
and positive curvature, e.g. Teichmüller spaces [Bro02,Raf14,Dur16], that built off the seminal work
of Masur–Minsky [MM99,MM00b] on the mapping class group; see Section 3.

The cubical approximation theorem allows one to build any number of cubically-defined (and hi-
erarchically well-behaved) paths between a pair of points by importing them from the cubical model
of their hull. This observation was at the core of two recent proofs that the mapping class group is
bicombable1. The two proofs, due to Haettel–Hoda–Petyt [HHP23] and Minsky, Sisto, and the au-
thor [DMS20], are very different but both depend crucially on this cubical model machinery. See also
a recent elegant proof of bicombability using wallspace techniques due to Petyt–Zalloum [PZS24].

The purpose of this paper is to explain a new proof of the two-point version of the main technical
result of [DMS20] via the machinery in [Dur23], which we state here informally (see Theorem 9.9):
Theorem A. The hierarchical hull of a pair of points in a colorable HHS can be stably approximated
by a CAT(0) cube complex.

With this tool in hand, bicombability is a straight-forward application of cubical techniques essen-
tially via the arguments in [DMS20, Sections 5 and 6]:
Corollary B. Let S be a finite type surface. Then its mapping class group and Teichmüller space
with the Teichmüller metric admit bicombings by hierarchy paths.
Remark 1.1. One can upgrade both of these statements to ensure coarse equivariance in the presence
of an appropriate group action. In particular, in [DMS20] we showed that the bicombings in Corollary
B are coarsely equivariant with respect to the mapping class group action, and that the mapping class

1Roughly, a bicombing on a metric space is a transitive family of quasi-geodesic paths that are stable under small
perturbations of the endpoints; see Definition 2.16.
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group is semi-hyperbolic in the sense of [AB95]. This equivariance upgrade is relatively straight-forward
once one has the bicombing, but we have omitted it since it adds yet another layer complexity to the
statements and proofs in an already technical construction. We point the reader to [DMS20, Remark
2] for a discussion of how equivariance works for this construction.

We have several motivations for writing this paper. First, we wanted to give a simplified account of
the cubical model results in [DMS20,DMS25] in less generality. Roughly speaking, the cubical model for
a finite subset F of an HHS from [BHS21] is produced from a wallspace on a family of trees obtained by
projecting F to each of the hyperbolic spaces in the hierarchy. The proof of bicombability in [DMS20]
proceeds by using hyperbolic geometry techniques—culminating in the Stable Tree Theorem [DMS20,
Theorem 3.2]—to produce a family of trees which is coarsely stable under bounded perturbations of
F . In this paper, we simplify a number of aspects of this initial portion of the argument by limiting
ourselves to modeling only a pair of points instead of arbitrary collections of points and rays.

The second motivation is to explain how to combine the stability techniques from [DMS20] with
the new cubical model construction from [Dur23]2. This involves a new, more elementary proof of
the key Stable Trees Theorem for intervals; see Section 8 below. Notably, with Minsky and Sisto, we
recently [DMS25] implemented a significant expansion of the techniques from [DMS20] utilizing the
framework of [Dur23]3. This allowed us to build an asymptotically CAT(0) metric [Kar11] on any
colorable HHS, construct a Z-boundary (in the sense of [Bes96, Dra06]) for any colorable HHG (see
also [Ham25] for mapping class groups), and establish the Farrell–Jones Conjecture [FJ93] for many
HHGs, including extra-large type Artin groups. This paper can be seen as explaining the simplest
possible case of the main technical construction in [DMS25].

Unsurprisingly, combining the work in [DMS20] and [Dur23] involves an exposition of both, though
we have mostly focused on where they meet. We summarize the main features of this (mostly) expos-
itory paper as follows:

‚ We give an exposition of the basic cubical model construction from [Dur23], which is signifi-
cantly simplified from the much more general setting considered therein, (i.e., which allows for
modeling points at infinity).

‚ We explain how to combine the stability techniques from [DMS20] with the cubical model
construction of [Dur23]. In particular, this involves defining a refined notion of a stable de-
composition (Definition 8.12), and giving a new proof of the Stable Trees Theorem 8.14 for
intervals. We note that these stable decompositions also appear in [DMS25].

‚ Using the above, we prove bicombability of mapping class groups (and HHSes) via the stable
cubulation techniques from [DMS20], while restricting ourselves to the simplified setting of
cubical models for pairs of points. Notably, the bicombing construction from [HHP23] also
depends on the cubical models (from [BHS21]), so one can also see this paper as supplying an
exposition for some of the underlying technology of their construction.

‚ By focusing on the bicombing result (Corollary B), we are able significantly simplifly the
endgame of the path construction. In particular, we utilize Niblo–Reeves paths [NR98] in the
cubical model instead of the more elaborate version of Niblo–Reeves contractions from our
work with Minsky and Sisto [DMS20, Section 5].

1.1. Background reading. Our main focus in this article is explaining how to adapt the stable
cubulation techniques from [DMS20] to the cubical model setup from [Dur23], which we note is done
in much more general setting in [DMS25]. As such, the reader will benefit from a variety of contextual
information and motivation in and around cube complexes and HHSes. We provide some suggested
reading in the list below:

2This construction has many extra benefits as compared to the construction from [BHS21]. We point interested
readers to the in-depth discussion in the introduction of [Dur23].

3The first version of this expository article appeared before [DMS25], but we have subsequently adapted it to account
for that paper.
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‚ See Sisto’s notes [Sis17] and the background in Casals-Ruiz–Hagen–Kazachkov [CRHK21] for
an introduction to HHSes. While we do give a proof of the harder bound of the Distance
Formula in Corollary 6.11, we expect the reader to be familiar with the general framework.

‚ See Farb–Margalit [FM11] for an introduction to mapping class groups, and [BHS19, Section
11] and there references therein (particular, Masur–Minsky’s work [MM99, MM00b]) for its
hierarchically hyperbolic structure. Similarly, see Rafi [Raf07, Raf14] and the author [Dur16]
for the hierarchical structure on Teichmüller space with the Teichmüller metric.

‚ For an introduction to bicombings and semihyperbolicity, see Alonso–Bridson [AB95].
‚ For background on cube complexes, see Sageev’s notes [Sag14] and Schwer’s book [Sch].
‚ For a discussion of cubical techniques in HHSes and related objects, see Zalloum’s expository

article [Zal23].

1.2. Structure of the paper. The paper begins with a high-level discussion of the endgame for
the bicombing construction using cubical approximation techniques. In particular, in Section 2, we
will extract the key facts that we prove about colorable hierarchically hyperbolic spaces, namely the
Stable Cubes Theorem 9.9 and Stable Moves Theorem 2.13, to build a bicombing on any metric space
possessing the properties described in the former. This includes the much simplified construction of
the bicombing paths themselves via Niblo–Reeves paths in Subsection 2.3.

With this setup as motivation, we then proceed to describe the cubical model construction for
HHSes. Sections 4 through 6 explain the interval version of the cubical model theorem from [Dur23].
The heart of the paper is in Sections 7 and 8, where we explain how to build the stabilized family of
intervals which serve as input, as well as in Section 9, where we see how to plug this stabilized input
into the cubulation machine.

1.3. Acknowledgements. This work was supported in part by NSF grant DMS-1906487 and NSF
CAREER DMS-2441982. The main thanks go to Yair Minsky and Alessandro Sisto, as our papers
[DMS20, DMS25] are at the center of this article. Thanks to Thomas Koberda for his efforts in
coorganizing the first Riverside Workshop on Geometric Group Theory4 in 2023 (and its subsequent
versions), which was supported by NSF grant DMS-2234299. Thanks also to Harry Petyt for giving
many detailed comments which greatly improved the paper. This paper was written for the conference
proceedings and I appreciated Thomas’ patience and encouragement while completing it. Thanks also
to the other speakers—Anne Lonjou, Marissa Kawehi Loving, and Jean-Pierre Mutanguha—for their
outstanding minicourses. Finally, thanks to the attendees of RivGGT23 where my minicourse covered
some of the material in this paper, and the UCR graduate students who attended my topics course on
the construction in [Dur23].

2. Beginning at the end

The purpose of this section is to prove the main consequence of the technical results we will spend
the rest of the paper establishing. That is, we will begin by explaining how the Stable Cubical Intervals
Theorem A (Theorem 9.9) is enough to prove bicombability of the mapping class groups and colorably
hierarchically hyperbolic spaces, more generally.

We begin with a brief primer on CAT(0) cube complexes and a discussion of Niblo–Reeves paths
and their stability under hyperplane deletions. In Subsection 2.2, we give a precise version of our
stable cubulations result along with its associated path-building construction. In Subsection 2.4, we
then define and discuss bicombings. In Subsection 2.5, we explain how to put these parts together to
give a bicombing for any metric space satisfying some version of our stable cubulations setup.

2.1. Wall spaces, cube complexes, and hyperplane deletions. This subsection includes a quick
set of definitions and references for readers unfamiliar with CAT(0) cube complexes.

Our approach here follows most closely Roller’s approach [Rol16] to Sageev’s cubulation machine
[Sag95], which uses the notion of wall-space as introduced by Haglund-Paulin [HP98]. See Sageev’s

4https://sites.google.com/view/riggthew-2023/home

https://sites.google.com/view/riggthew-2023/home
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notes [Sag14], as well as Hruska-Wise [HW14], for excellent expositions on this subject. We note that
we will later take an approach using medians in Section 6.

A cube complex is a CW complex obtained by gluing a collection of unit Euclidean cubes of various
dimensions along their faces by a collection of (Euclidean) isometries. A cube complex Σ is non-
positively curved when it satisfies Gromov’s link condition, and every non-positively curved simply
connected cube complex admits a unique CAT(0) metric.

A hyperplane in a CAT(0) cube complex Σ is a connected subspace whose intersection with each
cube σ “ r0, 1sn is either H or the subspace obtained by restricting exactly one coordinate to 1

2 . In
particular, every hyperplane partitions Σ. This motivates the definition of a half-spaces and pocsets,
following Roller [Rol16].

Definition 2.1 (Pocset). Let pΣ,ăq be a partially-ordered set. A pocset structure on Σ has the
additional structure of an order-reversing involution A ÞÑ A˚ satisfying

(1) A ‰ A˚ and A,A˚ are ă-incomparable;
(2) A ă B ùñ B˚ ă A˚.

‚ Given A ă B, the interval between A and B is rA,Bs “ tC|A ă C ă Bu.
‚ The pocset pΣ,ăq is locally finite if every interval is finite.
‚ Given A,B P Σ, we say A is transverse to B if none of A ă B,A ă B˚, A˚ ă B,A˚ ă B˚

holds. The pocset pΣ,ăq has finite width if the maximal size of a pairwise transverse subset is
finite.

In a CAT(0) cube complex, every vertex is contained in exactly one half-space associated to each
hyperplane. The following notion abstracts the combinatorial structure of such a family of half-spaces:

Definition 2.2 (Ultrafilters and the DCC). Given a locally finite pocset pΣ,ăq, an ultrafilter α on Σ
is a subset of Σ satisfying

(1) (Choice) Exactly one element of each pair tA,A˚u is an element of α;
(2) (Consistency) A P α and A ă B ùñ B P α.

‚ An ultrafilter α satisfies the descending chain condition (DCC) if every descending chain of
elements terminates.

We can now define the dual cube complex to a locally finite, discrete, finite-width pocset:

Definition 2.3 (Dual cube complex). Given a locally finite, discrete, finite-width pocset pΣ,ăq, we
define a CW complex XpΣq as follows:

(1) The 0-cells Xp0q of X are the DCC ultrafilters on pΣ,ăq.
(2) Two 0-cells α, β are connected by an edge in Xp1q if and only if |α△β| “ 2, i.e. α “ pβ ´

tAuq Y tA˚u for some A P Σ.
(3) Define Xpnq inductively by adding an n-cube whenever the boundary of one appears in the

Xpn´1q-skeleton.

The following is a theorem of Roller [Rol16], building on Sageev [Sag95]:

Theorem 2.4 (Sageev’s machine). Given a locally finite, finite-width pocset pΣ,ăq, the CW complex
XpΣq is a finite dimensional CAT(0) cube complex, where the dimension is equal to the width of pΣ,ăq.

‚ We call XpΣq the dual cube complex to pΣ,ăq.

We note that the dual cube complex to the pocset coming from the hyperplanes of a CAT(0) cube
complex is (isomorphic to) that cube complex.

The following lemma is useful for obtaining isomorphisms between cube complexes whose wall-
spaces we can directly compare. Its proof is an exercise in the basics of CAT(0) cube complexes which
we leave to the reader.

Lemma 2.5. Let W, W 1 be wallspaces, and let ι : HW Ñ HW 1 be a bijection of their half-spaces, which
preserves complements and disjointness. Then ι induces a cubical isomorphism h : DpWq Ñ DpW 1q

between the corresponding dual CAT(0) cube complexes.
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Finally, in our stable cubulations theorem, we will want to realize maps between certain cube
complexes as a sort of collapsing of a controlled piece of their combinatorial data. The right notion
here is of a hyperplane deletion. The motivating example is where one has a wall-space WpHq on
some set of walls H, and one removes some collection of the walls H ´ G, to obtain a restriction map
DpWpHqq Ñ DpWpH ´ Gqq between their dual cube complexes in the sense of [CS11]. This map
collapses the carriers of the hyperplanes in G (recall that a carrier of a hyperplane h is naturally
isomorphic to h ˆ r0, 1s).

2.2. Stable cubes and stable moves. We will prove Corollary B in an ostensibly more general
framework than that of (colorable) HHSes5. That is, we only need a metric space which satisfies the
following definitions. The first is effectively a weak two-point version of the cubical model property
for HHSes from [BHS21], proven in Theorem 6.4 in this paper.

Definition 2.6 (Weak local quasi-cubicality). Let X be a metric space. A B0-cubical model for a pair
a, b P X is a CAT(0) cube complex Q of dimension at most B0 satisfying the following:

(1) There is a pB0, B0q-quasi-isometric embedding pΩ : Q Ñ X (the cubical model map),
(2) There are two distinguished vertices â, b̂ P Q so that any ℓ8-geodesic γ Ă Q between â, b̂ is

sent to a pB0, B0q-quasi-geodesic pΩpγq Ă X between a, b.
‚ We say X is B0-weakly locally quasi-cubical (wLQC) if there exists B0 ą 0 so that any pair
a, b P X admits a B0-cubical model.

While CAT(0) cube complexes have many standard metrics (all of which are quasi-isometric), the
convenient one for us is the ℓ8-metric, which, for vertices in a single unit cube, is just the sup-metric.

The next definition is extracted from Theorem 9.9 below. This property holds for colorable hierar-
chically hyperbolic spaces, e.g., the mapping class group and Teichmüller space; see [DMS20, Theorem
4.1] for the original, more general version, and [DMS25, Theorem 9.1] for the state-of-the-art. Part of
our purpose here for extracting it from the HHS setting is to highlight the structure of the endgame.

Definition 2.7 (Stable weak local quasicubicality). We say that a metric space X is B0-stably wLQC
if there is a B0 so that the following holds:

‚ For any a, b, a1, b1 P X with dXpa, a1q ď 1 and dXpb, b1q ď 1, there exist B0-cubical models
Q,Q0 and Q1,Q1

0 for a, b and a1, b1 so that the following diagram commutes up to additive
error B0:

(1)

Q

Q0

X

Q1
0

Q1

pΩ
∆0

pΩ0
I0

pΩ1
0

pΩ1

∆1
0

‚ In the above,
(1) pΩ, pΩ0, pΩ1, pΩ1

0 are cubical model maps and hence pB0, B0q-quasi-isometric embeddings,
(2) the map I0 is a cubical isomorphism,

5We actually suspect that coarse median spaces satisfying some version of the property in Definition 2.7 will be HHSes,
though it is unclear to us what exactly the right property is, e.g. perhaps a factor system in the sense of [BHS17b].
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(3) the maps ∆0,∆1
0 are induced by deleting at most B0-many hyperplanes, and

(4) ∆0,∆1
0 take the distinguished vertices associated to a, b and a1, b1 in Q,Q1 to those in

Q0,Q1
0, respectively.

Requirement (4) says that the way that the cube complexes Q,Q0 model a, b align, and similarly
for Q1,Q1

0 and a1, b1. Note that if X satisfies Definition 2.7 then it satisfies Definition 2.6.

Remark 2.8. Theorems 6.4 and 9.9 actually provide a lot more information about these cubical models.
In particular, if X is an HHS and a, b P X , then the cube complexes Q and Q0 above model the
hierarchical hull of a, b (Definition 3.12), which is a coarsely convex subspace which encodes the
hierarchical geometry between a, b. Moreover, the combinatorial geometry of the cube complex encodes
essentially all of this hierarchical data. See the introduction of [Dur23] for a detailed discussion.

2.3. Stable moves. In this subsection, we establish the key path-building portion of our bicombing
construction, namely the Stable Moves Theorem 2.13. This involves proving that a well-studied family
of paths in a cube complex due to Niblo–Reeves [NR98] behaves well under hyperplane deletion. These
paths were at the center of their construction of a biautomatic structure on an CAT(0) cubical group,
and so it is quite agreeable that they play a central role in our construction of a bicombing for our
sort of quasi-cubical spaces. While we have maintained some of the structure and terminology from
our work with Minsky and Sisto in [DMS20, Section 5], our limited setting allows for a much simpler
path construction.

Let X be a finite CAT(0) cube complex with X “ hullXpa, bq the cubical hull6 of a, b P X0. Set
H “ Hpa, bq to be the set of hyperplanes in X separating a, b, so that X “ X pHq is the dual cube
complex to H. Recall that we can think of vertices of X as coherent orientations on hyperplanes in H.

Definition 2.9. Let p P X0. A hyperplane h P H is transitional, denoted h P T pp,Hq, if
(1) h separates p from b, and
(2) p is adjacent to h, i.e. h crosses some cube of which p is a vertex.

We note that there is a natural partial order ă on H, where h ă h1 when h separates h1 from a, or
equivalently h1 separates h from b. In our special setting with X “ hullXpa, bq, every vertex p P X0

occurs on some ℓ1-geodesic from a to b. The property of transitionality for h P T pp,Hq is encoding
that h is minimal in the partial order on Hpp, bq Ă H.

The following lemma says that minimal elements in the partial order must cross:

Lemma 2.10. If h1,h2 P T pp,Hq, then h1 crosses h2.

Proof. If h1 and h2 do not cross, then, without loss of generality, there is a half-space of h2 containing
a,h1. On the other hand, p is adjacent to h2. This implies that p, a are in different half-spaces of h1,
which is a contradiction. □

With this lemma, we can define our Niblo–Reeves paths p0 “ a, p1, . . . , pn “ b as follows [NR98]:
‚ Let p0 “ a.
‚ By Lemma 2.10, p0 is the corner of a unique cube C0 for which the set of hyperplanes that

cross C0 is precisely T pp,Hq. Set p1 to be the diagonally opposite corner of C0. Equivalently,
p1 is obtained from p0 by flipping orientations on the hyperplanes in T pp,Hq.

‚ Define pi for i ě 1 recursively with pi in place of p0.
Thus, at each step pi ÞÑ pi`1, the path crosses the set of ă-minimal hyperplanes in Hppi, bq. The

following proposition states the basic properties of the Niblo–Reeves paths:

Proposition 2.11. Continuing with the above notation, the following hold:
(1) There exists some n so that pn “ b.
(2) For all 0 ď i ď n, we have d8

Xppi, pi`1q “ 1.
(3) Any path obtained by concatenating ℓ1-geodesics between pi, pi`1 for 0 ď i ă n is an ℓ1-geodesic.

6The assumption that X “ hullX pa, bq is not necessary, but is convenient for our purposes.



7

Proof. For (1), observe that the sequence pi only crosses hyperplanes separating a from b. Each step
pi ÞÑ pi`1 of the sequence crosses the collection of ă-minimal hyperplanes in Hppi, bq Ă H. Now (1)
is equivalent to the claim that H “

Ť

i Hppi, bq, which is to say that this process exhausts the set of
hyperplanes separating a and b, which is clear because H is finite.

Item (2) is by construction, since pi and pi`1 are opposite corners of a cube.
Finally, item (3) follows from the fact that Hppi, bq Ă Hppi`1, bq with Hppi`1, bq ´ Hppi, bq “

Hppi, pi`1q. Hence if h P T ppi, bq, then h does not separate pi from pj for j ă i. This says that
the sequence tpiu does not cross any hyperplane twice, and it follows that the concatenation of the
ℓ1-geodesic segments will not either, making it an ℓ1-geodesic. □

The following is a useful observation about this construction:

Proposition 2.12. Let Φ : Q Ñ Q1 be an isomorphism of cube complexes. If γ is the Niblo–Reeves
path between a, b P Q0, then Φpγq is the Niblo–Reeves path between Φpaq,Φpbq P pQ1q

0.

We can now state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2.13 (Stable moves). Suppose that h P H is hyperplane, and let ∆h : DpHq Ñ DpH ´ thuq

denote the hyperplane collapse map. Set ∆hpaq “ a1 and ∆hpbq “ b1. Let p0, . . . , pn denote the Niblo–
Reeves path in X “ DpHq between a, b and p1

0, . . . , p
1
m the path between a1, b1 in DpH ´ thuq. Then the

following hold:
(1) We have n ď m` 1.
(2) For all 1 ď i ď n, we have d8

DpH´thuq
p∆hppiq, p

1
iq ď 1.

In other words, Niblo–Reeves paths are stable under hyperplane deletion maps.
The following notation will be useful for us:

Definition 2.14. Let h1 P H. We set th1 pa,Hq, called the transition index of h1, to be the index i at
which h1 P Hppi, pi`1q. Similarly, if h1 P H ´ thu, we define th1 pa1,H ´ thuq to be the index i so that
h1 P Hpp1

i, p
1
i`1q.

Lemma 2.15. If h1 P H ´ thu, then th1 pa,Hq “ th1 pa1,H ´ thuq ` δ for δ P t0, 1u.

Proof. This is essentially [DMS20, Lemma 5.12], though the proof is basically immediate in our setting.
Note that the transition index th “ d8pa,hq ` 1

2 . Since the ℓ8 distance between a1 and h1 measures
the maximal length of a chain of hyperplanes separating them (plus 1

2 ), that distance can be at most
1 more than d8pa,hq. This completes the proof. □

Proof of the Stable Moves Theorem 2.13. Suppose h1,h2 separate ∆hppiq and p1
i in X 1 “ DpH ´ thuq

but do not cross, since we are done if all such hyperplanes cross.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that h1 separates ∆hppiq from h2. Let j “ th1 pa1,H ´

thuq. Then j ă th2 pa1,H ´ thuq ă i, with the latter inequality following because p1
i`1 has already

crossed h2 (and h1). Thus j ` 1 ă i.
But then th1 pa,Hq ď th1 pa1,H ´ thuq ` 1 “ j` 1 ă i, which says that h1 separates pi from a, which

is a contradiction. □

2.4. Bicombings. Our ultimate goal is to prove that mapping class groups and Teichmüller spaces
admits bicombings (Theorem A). Roughly, a bicombing on a space X is a family of uniform quasi-
geodesic paths that is transitive (i.e., connects any pair of points of X), and for which paths in the
family between pairs of endpoints that are close to each other uniformly fellow-travel in a parameter-
ized fashion. The notion of bicombing was first introduced by Thurston in the context of algorithmic
problems in groups. It is a straightforward but informative exercise to prove that geodesics in hyper-
bolic and CAT(0) spaces satisfy this property, and this is precisely what the definition is intended to
generalize.

The following definition is essentially from [AB95], as restated in [DMS20, Definition 6.4]:
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Figure 1. Stable Moves: A simple example of how Niblo–Reeves paths behave under
hyperplane collapses. In each cube complex, the red vertices correspond to a, b. The
orange hyperplanes are collapsed when passing to Q0 “ Q1

0. The Niblo–Reeves path
in Q0 between a, b travels in a straight line between the red vertices. The Niblo–
Reeves paths in Q (blue) and Q1 (purple) descend to paths which are close to it the
Niblo–Reeves path in Q0, and hence close to each other. This example is a modified
version of [DMS20, Figure 25].

Definition 2.16 (Bicombings). A discrete, bounded, quasi-geodesic bicombing of a metric space X
consists of a family of discrete paths tΓx,yux,yPX and a constant ζ ą 0 satisfying the following:

(1) Quasi-geodesic: For any x, y P X with d “ dXpx, yq, there exists nx,y ď dζ ` ζ so that the
path Γx,y : t0, . . . , nx,yu Ñ X is a pζ, ζq-quasi-isometric embedding with Γx,yp0q “ x and
Γx,ypnx,yq “ y; and

(2) Fellow-traveling: If x1, y1 P X and dXpx, x1q, dXpy, y1q ď 1, then for all t P t0, . . . ,maxtnx,y, nx1,y1 uu,
we have

dXpΓx,yptq,Γx1,y1 ptqq ď ζ.

For our purposes, the fellow-traveling condition in item (2) is the key challenge. At this point, there
are many constructions of uniform quasigeodesics in mapping class groups.

2.5. Building the bicombing. We are now ready to define the bicombing. Let X be B0-stably
wLQC (Definition 2.7). For any a, b P X, let Q be a CAT(0) cube complex provided by Definition 2.7
and â, b̂ P Q the distinguished vertices associated to a, b.

We can define a family of paths tΓa,bua,bPX by taking Γa,b to be the image under the quasi-isometry
pΩ : Q Ñ X of the Niblo–Reeves path between â, b̂. By Definition 2.6, this is a uniform pB0, B0q-quasi-
geodesic between a, b.

Theorem 2.17. The family of paths tΓa,bua,bPX forms a discrete bounded quasi-geodesic bicombing
on X.

Proof. We need to confirm the properties in Definition 2.16. The paths are clearly discrete and are
pB0, B0q-quasi-geodesics by assumption. So we need to show that they satisfy the fellow-traveling
property in item (2) of that definition. This is a direct application of the properties in Definition 2.7
and Theorem 2.13.

Let â, b̂ P Q and â0, b̂0 P Q0 be the distinguished vertices associated to a, b, and the same for
â1, b̂1 P Q1 and â1

0, b̂
1
0 P Q1

0 with a1, b1, respectively. Note that ∆0pâq “ â0, etc, by item (4) of Definition
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2.7. Let Λ,Λ0,Λ1,Λ1
0 be the Niblo–Reeves paths in Q,Q0,Q1,Q1

0 connecting the respective pairs
pâ, b̂q, pâ0, b̂0q, pâ1, b̂1q, pâ1

0, b̂
1
0q in their respective cube complexes Q,Q0,Q1,Q1

0. So in our notation,
Γa,b “ pΩpΛq and Γa1,b1 “ pΩ1pΛ1q. We have the following estimate

dXpΓa,bpiq,Γa1,b1 piqq “ dXppΩpΛpiqq, pΩ1pΛ1piqqq(2)
ď dXppΩ0 ˝ ∆0pΛpiqq, pΩ1

0 ˝ ∆1
0pΛ1piqqq ` 2B0(3)

ď dXppΩ0pΛ0piqq, pΩ1
0pΛ1

0piqqq ` 4B0(4)
ď dXppΩ1

0 ˝ I0pΛ0piqq, pΩ1
0pΛ1

0piqqq ` 5B0(5)
“ dXppΩ1

0pΛ1
0piqq, pΩ1

0pΛ1
0piqqq(6)

“ 5B0.(7)
In the above, (3) follows from commutativity of the top and bottom triangles in diagram 1, (4)
follows from Theorem 2.13, (5) follows from commutativity the middle triangle of diagram 1, and (6)
follows from the fact that the cubical isomorphism I0 : Q0 Ñ Q1

0 identifies the paths Λ0 and Λ1
0, i.e.

Λ0piq “ Λ1
0piq for each i (Proposition 2.12). This completes the proof.

□

With this in hand, we can prove our bicombing result:

Proof of Corollary B. Mapping class groups and Teichmüller spaces of finite type surfaces are colorable
HHSes (see Section 3 for references), so they are stably weakly locally quasi-cubical by Theorem 9.9.
Hence Theorem 2.17 provides a bicombing by pushing forward the Niblo–Reeves path in an appropriate
cubical model to the respective space. Any such ℓ8-geodesic can be completed to an ℓ1-geodesic by
connecting vertices via ℓ1-geodesic segments as in Proposition 2.11. But now Proposition 6.9 says that
the images of these paths are hierarchy paths (Definition 3.9). This completes the proof. □

Remark 2.18. A reader familiar with both [BHS21] and [DMS20] will note that one usually uses the
fact that the cubical model maps are quasi-median maps to get this last hierarchy path property.
However, we have avoided discussions of median structures in this paper because they are unnecessary
for our purposes. See [Dur23, Section 15] for how our cubical model construction works with medians.

3. A brief primer on HHSes

Hierarchically hyperbolic spaces were introduced by Behrstock–Hagen–Sisto in [BHS17b, BHS19],
building off of work of Masur–Minsky [MM99, MM00b] on the mapping class group, among others
[Bro02,Raf07,Raf14,Dur16,EMR17].

For our purposes, we will introduce the basic foundational concepts that we need. It turns out that
the cubical model construction is a foundational-level construction, as one can use it to prove key facts
like the Distance Formula 3.8; see Bowditch [Bow19] and [Dur23].

The following is a complete list (at the time of writing) of the spaces known to be hierarchically
hyperbolic. With the exception of some cubical examples, all of them are colorable (Definition 7.1),
and so our main results Theorem A and Corollary B apply:

‚ Hyperbolic spaces.
‚ Mapping class groups [MM99,MM00b,Aou13,BHS17b] and Teichmüller spaces, with both the

Teichmüller [Raf07,Dur16] and Weil-Petersson metrics [Bro02].
‚ Many [HS20], but not all [She25], CAT(0) cubical groups, including all right-angled Artin and

Coxeter groups [BHS17b].
‚ Fundamental groups of closed 3-manifolds without Nil or Sol summands [BHS19,HRSS22].
‚ Quotients of mapping class groups by large powers of Dehn twists [BHMS24a] and pseudo-

Anosovs [BHS17a].
‚ Surface group extensions of Veech groups [DDLS23,DDLS24,Bon24] and multicurve stabilizers

[Rus21] of mapping class groups.
‚ The genus-2 handlebody group [Che22].
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‚ Artin groups of extra-large type [HMS24].
‚ Many free-by-cyclic groups [BGGH25].
‚ Admissible curve graphs [CR24].
‚ The class of HHSes is closed under products and appropriate combinations [BHS19], including

graph products [BR22] and graph braid groups [Ber21].
We note that there are non-colorable cubical HHSes [Hag23] and non-HHS cubical groups [She25].

CAT(0) cube complexes are obviously locally modeled by cube complexes and, moreover, are bicom-
bable [NR98], so they are not of interest in this paper in any event.

3.1. Basic setup of an HHS. Roughly, a hierarchically hyperbolic structure is a pair pX ,Sq where
X is a uniformly quasigeodesic metric space and S is an index set for a family of uniformly hyperbolic
spaces tCpUquUPS. The ambient space X admits a family of uniformly coarsely Lipschitz projections
πU : X Ñ CpUq, and those projections, along with certain relations on the family S, largely control
the coarse geometry of X .

The following extracts some of the properties we need from the axiomatic setup [BHS19], see [Sis17]
for a discussion.

(1) For each U P S there exist an ES-hyperbolic space CpUq and a ES-coarsely surjective
pES, ESq-coarsely Lipschitz map πU : X Ñ CpUq, with ES independent of U .

(2) The set S has the following relations:
‚ It is equipped with a partial order Ă called nesting. If S ‰ H, the set S contains a

unique Ă-maximal element S.
‚ It has a symmetric, anti-reflexive relation K called orthogonality. If U Ă V , then U, V

are not related via K. Furthermore, domains have orthogonal containers: if U P S and
there is a domain orthogonal to U then there is a domain W such that V Ă W whenever
V K U.

‚ For any distinct U, V P S unrelated via K,Ă, then we say U, V are transverse and write
U&V.

(3) There exists an integer called the complexity of X and denoted ξpSq such that whenever
U1, U2, ¨ ¨ ¨Un is a collection of pairwise non-transverse domains, then n ď ξpSq.

(4) If U Ă V or U&V, then there exists a set ρU
V of diameter at most ES in CpV q.

(5) If U Ă V , there is a map ρV
U : CpV q Ñ CpUq, called the relative projection of U to V which

satisfies the following: For x P X with dV pπV pxq, ρU
V q ą ES, we have πU pxq —

ES

ρV
U pπV pxqq.

For two points x, y P X , it is standard to use dU px, yq to denote dCpUqpπU pxq, πU pyqq, and similarly
for subsets of X . For a subset A Ď X , we will also use diamU pAq to denote the diameter of the set
πU pAq Ă CpUq.

3.2. Basic HHS facts. We now collect some useful facts about HHSes from various places.
The following definition from [Beh06,BKMM12,BHS19], will be important for us. The idea here is

that we want to combine all of the projections πU : X Ñ CpUq for each U P S into a global projection
Π : X Ñ

ś

U CpUq. The following definition uses the relations on S to constrain tuples in
ś

U CpUq.

Definition 3.1 (Consistent tuple). Let κ ě 0 and let pbU q P
ś

UPS 2CpUq be a tuple such that for each
U P S, the U–coordinate bU has diameter ď κ. Then pbU q is κ–consistent if for all V,W P S, we
have

mintdV pbV , ρ
W
V q,dW pbW , ρV

W qu ď κ

whenever V&W and
mintdW px, ρV

W q, diamV pbV Y ρW
V qu ď κ

whenever V Ă W .
‚ We refer to the above inequalities as the consistency inequalities.

The following is a key fact for us. It says that the image of Π : X Ñ
ś

U CpUq consists of uniformly
consistent tuples:
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Lemma 3.2. There exists θ “ θpSq ą 0 so that if x P X , then the tuple pπU pxqq P
ś

UPS CpUq is
θ-consistent.

On the other hand, we would like to know whether all consistent tuples in
ś

U CpUq essentially
come from X . That is the content of the following Realization Theorem. In particular, says that any
tuple satisfying Definition 3.1 can be coarsely realized via a point in X . It is [BKMM12, Theorem 4.3]
for mapping class groups, [EMR17, Theorem 3.2] for Teichmüller space with the Teichmüller metric,
and [BHS19, Theorem 3.1] for the general HHS case:
Theorem 3.3 (Realization). For each κ ě 1 there exists θe, θu ě 0 such that the following holds. Let
b “ pbU qUPS P

ś

UPS 2CpUq be κ-consistent.
Then there exists x P X so that dU pbU , πW pxqq ď θe for all U P S. Moreover, x is coarsely unique

in the sense that
diamX tx P X |dW pbW , πW pxqq ď θe for all U P Su ă θu.

Remark 3.4. Notably, the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [BHS19] does not involve the hyperbolicity of the
associated spaces tCpUquUPS, and actually follows from a weak form which is axiomatized into the
HHS setup. In this sense, realization is a purely hierarchical fact which plays a similar role to the
existence of a coarse median in Bowditch’s analysis [Bow19].

Perhaps the main technique in HHSes is taking an object in the ambient space X and projecting
it to all of the hyperbolic spaces, doing hyperbolic geometry, and then reassembling the pieces via
hierarchical tools like the Realization Theorem 3.3. Toward that end, and recognizing that HHSes are
fundamentally coarse spaces, we will usually want to restrict ourselves to the relevant collection of
hyperbolic spaces to which an object has a sufficiently large projection.
Definition 3.5 (Relevant domains). Given a subset A Ă X and K ą 0, we say that U P S is
K-relevant for A if diamU pAq ě K. We denote the set of K-relevant domains for A by RelKpAq.

The following Passing-Up lemma is a foundational fact about HHSes; in fact, it can be taken to be
an axiom [Dur23, Proposition 4.15]. Roughly speaking, the passing-up lemma says that if x, y P X
have a large number of lower complexity relevant domains, then there must be some higher complexity
relevant domain containing at least one of them, thereby allowing us to “pass up” the Ă-lattice.
Lemma 3.6 (Passing-up). Let X be an HHS with constant ES. For every D ą 0 there is an integer
PU “ PUpDq ą 0 such that if V P S and x, y P X satisfy dUi

px, yq ą ES for a collection of domains
tUiu

P U
i“1 with each Ui P SV , then there exists W P SV and i with Ui Ĺ W such that dW px, yq ą D.

As an example of how this lemma is foundational, we observe the following corollary. The original
proof is embedded in the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [BHS19, Theorem 3.1], but not explicitly stated. We
give a proof for completeness:
Corollary 3.7. For any x, y P X , the set RelES

px, yq is finite.
Proof. Let C be the coarse Lipschitz constant for all of the projections πU for U P S, and set D ą

CdX px, yq ` C. If #RelES
px, yq ą P pDq, then the Passing-Up Lemma 3.6 provides a domain W P S

with dW px, yq ą D, which is impossible. □

Another fundamental fact about HHSes is the following distance formula, which originated in work
of Masur-Minsky [MM00b], and found various iterations elsewhere [Bro02,Raf07,Dur16,KK14] before
being generalized to all HHSes in [BHS19]. See [BHS19, Theorem 4.5] for a proof from the now-standard
HHS setup, and also [Bow19, Theorem 1.2] and [Dur23, Corollary C] from proofs using cubical model
techniques, which we also recover here below in Corollary 6.11.
Theorem 3.8 (Distance formula). There exists K0 “ K0pSq ą 0 so that if K ą K0 and x, y P X ,
then

dX px, yq —
ÿ

UPS

rdU px, yqsK

where the coarse equality — depends only on S and K.
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Philosophically (for our purposes), the distance formula says that if we want to understand how
to move between two points in an HHS, it should be enough to focus on the set of relevant domains
between them.

The next definition is of a special kind of path in an HHS. The proof of their existence is always
tied up in the proof of the more difficult bound of the distance formula, as is the case in this paper in
Subsection 6.4. Otherwise, we will not need this notion.

Definition 3.9. A path γ : I Ñ X in an HHS pX ,Sq is a L-hierarchy path if its projection πU pγq Ă

CpUq is an unparameterized pL,Lq-quasi-geodesic for each U P S.

We end this subsection with a basic observation, which generalizes the observation that if two
subsurfaces U, V are not transverse, then their boundary curves must be disjoint up to isotopy.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that U, V,W P RelK0 pa, bq for a, b P X .
(1) If U, V Ă W and U, V are not transverse, then dW pρU

W , ρV
W q ă ES.

(2) If U&V and W Ă V with W,U not orthogonal, then dU pρV
W , ρW

U q ă ES.

Finally, we end with a key HHS axiom, originally proven for mapping class groups in [MM00a,
Theorem 3.1]:

Axiom 3.11 (Bounded geodesic image). If U Ă V and γ P CpV q is a geodesic with dV pρU
V , γq ą ES,

then diampρV
U pγqq ď ES. Furthermore, for any x, y P X and any geodesic γ connecting πV pxq, πV pyq,

if dV pρU
V , γq ą ES, then dpπU pxq, πU pyqq ď ES.

3.3. Hierarchical hulls and related basic facts. In our HHS setup, the basic object we will want
to consider is the following hierarchical notion of a coarse convex hull. These hierarchical hulls are
built out of consistent tuples of points whose coordinates are contained in the hyperbolic hulls in
each domain. More specifically, given a pair of points x, y P X , for each, U P S, we set HU “

hullU pπU ptx, yuqq, where hullU denotes the hyperbolic hull in CpUq.

Definition 3.12 (Hierarchical hull). Given a constant θ ą 0, we define the θ-hull of x, y to be all
z P X so that dU pz,HU q ă θ for all U P S.

‚ We denote the θ-hull of x, y by Hθ “ hullθpx, yq.

One of the key facts about hierarchical hulls is that they are hierarchically quasiconvex [BHS19,
Lemma 6.2], see [RST23] for more on convexity in HHSes. We do not need this definition for our
purposes, but we do need the following consequence:

Lemma 3.13. For any θ ą 0, there exists is a pJ, Jq-coarse Lipschitz retract gHθ
: X Ñ Hθ, where

J “ Jpθ,Sq ą 0 .

In the above lemma, the map gHθ
: X Ñ Hθ is a hierarchical analogue of a cubical gate map. When

z P X , the point gHθ
pzq P Hθ is defined by coordinate-wise closest-point projection of πU pzq to HU and

then applying the Realization Theorem 3.3; see [BHS19, Proposition 6.3] and the surrounding text for
details.

3.4. Consequences of the Passing-up Lemma 3.6. The following statements are useful for the
sort of distance formula related hierarchical accounting that we need to do the proof of the cubical
model theorem. The first says that any given relevant domain for a pair x, y P X can only nest
into boundedly-many other relevant domains for x, y. It first appeared in [DMS20, Lemma 2.15];
see [CRHK21, Lemma 11.13] for a different proof and [Dur23, Lemma 4.8] for a version that allows
x, y to be at infinity.

Lemma 3.14 (Covering). For any HHS pX ,Sq, there exists N “ NpSq ą 0 so that the following
holds. For any x, y P X and all U P Rel50ES

px, yq, there are at most N domains V P Rel50ES
px, yq so

that U Ă V .
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Another consequence of Lemma 3.6 is the following distance formula type statement, which is a
less general version of [Dur23, Proposition 4.14]. Roughly, it says that the number of medium-sized
relevant domains for a pair x, y can be accounted for (i.e., in terms of the domain projections) by
large-sized domains higher up the hierarchy in a precise fashion.

Proposition 3.15 (Bounding large containers). Let K1 ą 50ES, K2 ě K1 `47ES, and x, y P X with
U1 “ RelK1 px, yq,U2 “ RelK2 px, yq, and V “ U1 ´ U2. Then the following hold:

(1) For all but PUpK2q ´ 1 domains V P V, there exists W P U2 with V Ă W .
(2) For any W P U2, if W “ tV P V|V Ă W u then we have #W ă dW px, yq with constants

depending only on S and K2.

The above proposition is useful for proving the following slight generalization of the Distance For-
mula 3.8. It’s useful for circumstances, such as in Section 5.1, where we want to make distance
formula-type arguments where the summands are only coarsely equal to the standard distance formula
terms. Probably the key example of this is when we want to replace dU px, yq with dTU

px, yq, where
each TU is a uniform quasi-geodesic in CpUq between πU pxq and πU pyq. This originally appeared
in [Min10, Lemma 9.6] for mapping class groups, and see [BHMS24b, Theorem 2.9] (which depends
on the distance formula) and [Dur23, Corollary 4.17] (which does not) for proofs in the HHS setting.

Corollary 3.16. Let x, y P X . Suppose that σ : R` Ñ R` is a function satisfying

σpdU px, yqq — dU px, yq

for each U P S, where the constants in — are independent of U . Then for any K1 ą 50ES, we have
ÿ

UPU
rdU px, yqsK1 —

ÿ

UPU
rσpdU px, yqqsK1

where the constants in — depend only on S, K1, and σ.

4. From hierarchical hulls to collapsed interval systems

In the next three sections, we will give an overview of the cubical model construction for the
hierarchical hull of a pair of points in an HHS from [Dur23]. The original construction is due to
Behrstock-Hagen-Sisto [BHS21], and see also Bowditch [Bow19] for a version in the more general
setting of coarse median spaces satisfying HHS-like axioms.

The main goal of this section is to explain how to take a pair of points a, b P X in an HHS pX ,Sq and
produce a family of intervals which encode the relevant hierarchical data in a fairly efficient manner.
Roughly, the result of this process is a collection of intervals t pTU uUPU equipped with a family of
relative projections satisfying certain HHS-like properties, where the index set U “ RelKpa, bq is the
set of K-relevant domains for a, b (Definition 3.5). For any such collection of intervals, one can define
a notion of 0-consistency (an exact form of Definition 3.1), which defines a special 0-consistent subset
Q of the product

ś

UPU
pTU . In Section 5 below we will explain why this set Q is quasi-isometric to the

hierarchical hull of a, b in X . Finally in Section 6, we will axiomatize the properties any such family of
intervals satisfies, explain how it admits a natural wallspace structure, and show that the associated
0-consistent set Q is isometric to the cubical dual of this wallspace.

4.1. Basic setup of the section. For the rest of this section, we fix a constant K ě K0, where
K0 “ K0pSq ą 0 is the constant from the Distance Formula 3.8. In this section, we will be able to
allow K to be as large as necessary.

Fix also a, b P X . Let U “ RelKpa, bq “ tU P S|dU pa, bq ą Ku denote their K-relevant set. To
each U P U , let ϕU : TU Ñ CpUq denote a pC,Cq-quasi-isometric embedding of an interval between
aU and bU , so that ϕU paU q “ πU paq and ϕU pbU q “ πU pbq. Here we can assume that C “ CpSq ą 0
depends only on the ambient HHS. Note that we are only taking a quasi-isometric embedding, instead
of a geodesic, because that is the level of generality that we will require later.

We also set some terminology for aU , bU , since they will play a distinguished role below.
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Definition 4.1 (Marked points on intervals). For each U P U the points aU , bU P TU are called marked
points.

We note that in the basic construction explained in this section, marked points will always been the
endpoints of the intervals TU . This will also be true of our collapsed stable trees defined in Subsection
9.2, though not necessarily of the stable intervals themselves.

The discussion in this section closely follows [Dur23, Sections 6 and 7]. Given the technical na-
ture of this part, we will mostly state definitions and important properties, providing sketches where
convenient but leaving the details for the reader to verify.

4.2. Reduced interval systems. Our first goal is to push the hierarchical data associated to a, b
onto the family of intervals tTU uUPU . This involves producing a notion of relative projection between
the intervals and verifying some HHS-like properties for them.

These interval projections are defined simply by closest-point projecting the relative projections of
pX ,Sq to the images of ϕU pTU q Ă CpUq then pulling back to TU via ϕ´1

U . We write δV
U , rather than

ρV
U , for the relative interval projections among the TU . These interval projections are interval versions

of the “tree projections” described in [Dur23, Section 6].
The following lemma, which summarizes the basic properties that we need, says that the δV

U behave
in essentially the same way as the ρV

U . Its proof is an exercise in the definitions and the basic properties
of an HHS; see [Dur23, Lemma 6.13].
Lemma 4.2. For any C ą 0 there exists RC “ RCpC,Sq ą 0 so that the following holds:

(1) If U&V P U , then both δV
U Ă TU and δU

V Ă TV are sets of diameter at most RC which are
RC-close to a marked point of TU , TV , respectively. Moreover, dU pϕU pδV

U q, ρV
U q ă RC , and

similarly for δU
V .

(2) If U Ă V P U , then δU
V Ă TV has diameter bounded by RC . Moreover, dV pϕV pδU

V q, ρU
V q ă RC .

(3) If U, V Ă W P U with U, V not transverse, then diamTW
pδU

W Y δV
W q ă RC .

(4) If U&V and W Ă V and W,U not orthogonal, then diamTU
pδV

U Y δW
U q ă RC .

(5) (Bounded geodesic image) If U Ă V P U , then any component C Ă TV ´ NRC
pδU

V q satisfies
diamTU

pδV
U pCqq ă RC .

It will be useful for us to abstract the properties obtained for the intervals TU in the last subsection.
We are doing this so that we can later plug in the intervals produced by the Stable Interval Theorem
8.14 below directly into this setup.
Definition 4.3 (Interval system). Given R ą 0, an R-interval system for a, b P X and U “ RelKpa, bq
is the following set of data:

(1) For each U P U , we have an interval TU and a pR,Rq-quasi-isometric embedding ϕU : TU Ñ

CpUq so that dHaus
U pϕU pTU q, hullU pa, bqq ă R.

(2) For each U P U , there exists a marked point aU P TU with dCpUqpϕU paU q, πU paqq ă R, and
similarly for b.

(3) There are δV
U sets which satisfy the conclusions of Lemma 4.2.

Remark 4.4. When stabilizing the construction of the cubical models in Section 9, we will want to
use the stable intervals provided by Theorem 8.14 below. For these, we will induce an interval system
structure by a slightly more careful construction than just working directly with Gromov trees, e.g.
item (2) in Definition 4.3 is immediate in that setting. But the upshot is the same: the rest of the
material in this section also holds for that setup.
4.3. Interval consistency. The goal of this subsection is to define a map Ψ : hullX pa, bq Ñ

ś

UPU TU

and show that its image satisfies the appropriate analogue of Definition 3.1 in this setting. Toward
that end, for any α ą 0, we set Zα Ă

ś

UPU TU to be the set of α-consistent tuples.
We can now define our map Ψ : H Ñ

ś

UPU TU for H “ hullX pa, bq. Let x P H and for each U P U ,
let xU denote a choice of a point in ψU pxq “ ϕ´1

U ppU pπU pxqqq Ă TU , where pU : CpUq Ñ ϕU pTU q is
closest point projection. For each x P H, this defines a tuple pψU pxqq “ pxU q P

ś

UPU TU . That is, the
coordinate-wise maps ψU : H Ñ TU combine to a global map Ψ : H Ñ

ś

U TU .
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Lemma 4.5. For any R ą 0, there exists α0 “ α0pS, Rq ą 0 so that if tTU uUPU is an R-interval
system for a, b P X and x P hullX pa, bq, then Ψpxq “ pxU q is α0-consistent.

Proof. Let x P hullX pa, bq. The corresponding tuple pπU pxU qq is Opθ,Sq-consistent by Lemma 3.2.
Moreover, by definition of H “ hullX pa, bq (Definition 3.12), we have dU pπU pxU q, HU q ă θ, where
HU “ hullCpUqpa, bq and θ “ θpSq ą 0. Hence dU pπU pxU q, ϕU pTU qq ă θ1 for some θ1 “ θ1pS, θq ą 0.
At this point, a straight-forward argument using the properties in Lemma 4.2 gives the required
consistency constant α0 “ α0pS, Rq. We leave the details to the reader. □

4.4. Interval thickenings. Our next goal is to define a way of collapsing the relative projection data
associated to intervals TU , i.e. the δV

U , in an interval system to remove coarseness from the setup. The
idea is that Definition 4.3 roughly encodes the projection data up to a controlled error. In slightly
more detail, observe that each interval TU contains the relative projections δV

U for V Ă U . We would
like to collect close-by relative projections into single intervals called cluster components, so that we
can later collapse them. One complication is that the δV

U need not be subintervals of TU , so we need
a couple of constants—one to determine what it means for relative projections to be “close”, and the
other to guarantee that cluster components which are not close satisfy a minimum distance bound.

We will use the following slightly more abstract setup, as it will be useful later during our stabiliza-
tion process:

Definition 4.6 (Thickenings). Let T be an interval with a decomposition T “ AYB into collections
of segments. Given r1, r2 ą 0, the pr1, r2q-thickening of T along B defines a decomposition T “ Te YTc

into edge Te and cluster Tc components as follows:
(1) First, take the r1-neighborhoods in T of the components of B. Call the collection of these

neighborhood B, and their complement T ´ B “ A.
(2) Second, connect any two subintervals in B which come within r2 of each other in T by the

geodesic between them. Call the resulting collection of subintervals Tc and set Te “ T ´ Tc.

In our current context, we can take B to be the collection of δV
U Ă TU segments for V Ă U along

with the marked points aU , bU on TU (Definition 4.1). Thus a thickening of TU along this collection
B expands the δV

U segments and aU , bU and combines nearby expansions. For each U P U , we denote
the resulting decomposition of the thickened interval by TU “ Te

U YTc
U . When we perform an pr1, r2q-

thickening to each interval in an interval system, we refer to the resulting collection of thickened
intervals as a pr1, r2q-thickening of the interval system.

Remark 4.7. In our context, we will be able to control the constants r1, r2 ą 0 in terms of the ambient
HHS, and, importantly, we will be able to choose our largeness constant K to be independent of them.

4.5. Collapsed intervals and 0-consistency. Let tTU uUPU be an R-interval system for a, b P X .
Fix ri “ ripR,Sq ą 0 for i “ 1, 2 to be determined soon. For each U P U , let TU “ Te

U Y Tc
U denote

its pr1, r2q-thickening, as in Definition 4.6.
Let qU : TU Ñ pTU denote the map which collapses each component of Tc

U to a point, each of
which we call a collapsed point. The resulting object pTU is an interval. Note that by construction
aU , bU P Tc

U for each U P U . Hence each of aU , bU determines a marked point âU , b̂U P pTU , and these
marked points âU , b̂U will be the endpoints of the (collapsed) interval pTU . Moreover, the decomposition
TU “ Te

U Y Tc
U descends to a decomposition pTU “ pT e

U Y pT c
U , where the components of pT c

U are the
collapsed points corresponding to the components of Tc

U , and the components of pT e
U are isometric

images of the components of Te
U .

Combining these qU maps with our coordinate-wise projections ψU : H Ñ TU , we get coordinate-
wise maps ψ̂U : H Ñ pTU to the collapsed intervals, and hence combining these gives a global map
pΨ : H Ñ

ś

U
pTU .

We can define collapsed relative projections δ̂V
U in the obvious way, by composing with the quotient

maps qU . Similarly, consistency in this setting is the appropriate analogue of Definition 3.1, except
now all coarseness has been removed:
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Definition 4.8. A tuple px̂U q P
ś

UPU
pTU is 0-consistent if the following hold:

(1) For any U&V P U , either x̂U “ δ̂V
U or x̂V “ δ̂U

V .
(2) For any U Ă V P U , either x̂V “ δ̂U

V or x̂U P δ̂V
U px̂V q Ă pTU .

‚ We let Q denote set of 0-consistent tuples in
ś

UPU
pTU .

We can prove that pΨ has image in Q:

Proposition 4.9. For any R ą 0, there exists R1 “ R1pR,Sq ą 0 so that for any r1 ą R1 and r2 ą 0,
if t pTU uUPU are the collapsed intervals associated to an pr1, r2q-thickening of an R-interval system for
a, b P X and x P hullX pa, bq, then pΨpxq “ px̂U q P Q.

Proof. We need to prove 0-consistency of pΨpxq as in Definition 4.8.
First suppose that U&V P U . Since Ψpxq “ pxV q is α0-consistent by Lemma 4.5 where α0 “

α0pR, θ,Sq ą 0, we have, without loss of generality, that dTU
pxU , δ

V
U q ă α0. Hence qU pxU q “ δ̂V

U as
long as r1 ą α0.

Next suppose that U Ă V P U . If dTV
pxV , δ

U
V q ă α0 ă r1, then qV pxV q “ δ̂U

V , and we are done.
Otherwise, we have diamTU

pxU Y δV
U pxV qq ă α0 while also dTV

pxV , δ
U
V q ą α0. By taking α0 ą R, we

have that diamTU
pδV

U pxV q Y fU q ă R for some f P ta, bu by the BGI property in item (4) of Definition
4.3. In particular, setting r1 ą α0 ` R, then both xU and δV

U pxV q are within α0 ` R ă r1 of fU ,
and hence qU pxU q “ qV pδV

U pxV qq. Finally, observe that q´1
V pqV pxV qq is contained in the component of

TV ´ NRpδU
V q containing xV , and hence qV pδV

U pxV qq “ δ̂V
U pqV pxV qq. This completes the proof. □

4.6. Controlling the collapsed intervals. In this subsection, we record the following technical
lemma, which is in part a collapsed version of Lemma 4.2, but also contains the conclusion of Propo-
sition 4.9. The statement and its proof are basically [Dur23, Lemma 7.13].

Lemma 4.10 (Collapsed interval control). Let R ą 0 and r1 ą R1 for R1 “ R1pR, θ,Sq ą 0 as in
Proposition 4.9. There exists R2 “ R2pR,Sq ą 0 so that for any r2 ą R2, the following hold for any
pr1, r2q-thickening of an R-interval system for a, b P X :

(1) For any x P H “ hullX pa, bq, the tuple pΨpxq P Q is 0-consistent.
(2) If U&V P U , then both δ̂V

U P pTU and δ̂U
V P pTV are in tâU , b̂U u.

(3) If U Ă V P U , then δ̂U
V coincides with a collapsed point.

(4) For any U P U and any x, y P H, we have dU px, yq — dTU
pxu, yU q ě d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q, with the

constants in — depending only on S and R.
(5) If x, y P H and U P U and ψ̂U pxq, ψ̂U pyq are distinct collapsed points, then dU px, yq ą 50ES.
(6) If U P U is ĂU -minimal, then d

pTU
pâU , b̂U q ą K ´ 2r1, with the constants in ą depending only

on S and where K “ KpSq ą 0 is chosen independent of the setup.
(7) (Bounded geodesic image) Suppose V Ă U , C Ă pTU ´ δ̂V

U is a component, then δ̂U
V pCq is a

point. In particular, if f P ta, bu with f̂U contained in C, then δ̂U
V pCq “ f̂V .

(8) If x̂ P Q, then tU P U |x̂U R tâU , b̂U uu is pairwise non-transverse, and hence has cardinality
bounded in terms of S.

(9) If x̂ P Q, then Epx̂q “ tU P U |x̂U P pT e
U u is pairwise orthogonal.

Remark 4.11. Item (5) is notably the first time that the constant r2 from Definition 4.6 plays a
substantial role. This is important later in proving that the map pΨ : H Ñ Q between 0-consistent
set Q and the hierarchical hull H “ hullX pa, bq is a quasi-isometry. Another notable statement is
item (6), which is about ĂU -minimal domains, namely domains U for which no V P U has V Ă U .
Here is where our largeness constant K plays a crucial role. In particular, since nothing nests into a
ĂU -minimal domain U , the map qU : TU Ñ pTU only collapses the r1-neighborhood of each endpoint,
and hence the diameter of pTU is coarsely bounded below by K. This is also important for confirming
that pΨ : H Ñ Q is a quasi-isometry; see Section 5 below.
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Proof. Item (1) is Proposition 4.9. Item (2)follows from item (2) of Definition 4.3 by choosing r1 ą 2R.
Similarly, item (3) follows from Definition 4.3 (namely, item (1) of Lemma 4.2) by choosing r1 ą 2R.

Item (4) follows directly from the construction and item (3) of Definition 4.3.
Item (4) is an immediate consequence of the definition of the hull H (Definition 3.12) and the

construction in this subsection. In particular, by assumption ϕU : TU Ñ CpUq is an pR,Rq-quasi-
geodesic between πU paq, πU pbq, giving the coarse equality, while the inequality follows because qU :
TU Ñ pTU collapses subintervals and therefore is distance non-increasing.

For item (5), if ψ̂U pxq, ψ̂U pyq are in distinct clusters, then dTU
px, yq ą r2, and hence dU px, yq ą r2

by item (4). Hence choosing r2 large enough gives the desired lower bound.
For item (6): When U P U is ĂU -minimal with respect to U , then qU : TU Ñ pTU only collapses the

r1-neighborhoods of aU , bU in TU . Since dU pa, bq ą K by assumption, it follows that dTU
paU , bU q ą K,

while the map qU : TU Ñ pTU only collapses the r1-neighborhoods of aU , bU . Thus provided that
K ´ 2r1 ą r2 (which we can arrange), the claim follows.

For item (7): By item (1), if f̂U is a marked point, then 0-consistency of pf̂V q “ pΨpfq implies that
δ̂U

V pf̂U q “ f̂V because dTU
pδV

U pfU q, fV q ă α0 ă r1, where we note that α0 “ α0pR,Sq ą 0 by Lemma
4.5. On the other hand, since CX δ̂V

U “ H, we have dTU
pq´1

U pCq, δV
U q ą R. Hence item (4) of Definition

4.3 says that diamTV
pδU

V pCqq ă R, while also δU
V pfU q Ă δV

U pCq. Hence dTV
pδU

V pCq, fV q ă α0 `R ă r1,
where we guarantee the last inequality by increasing r1 as necessary. It follows then that δ̂U

V pCq “ f̂V ,
as claimed.

For item (8): Suppose U, V are transverse and x̂U R tâU , b̂U u. Since δ̂V
U P tâU , b̂U u by item (2) and

hence x̂U ‰ δ̂V
U , it follows from 0-consistency of x̂ that x̂V “ δ̂U

V . Thus x̂V P tâV , b̂V u and so the set in
the statement of item (8) is pairwise non-transverse, and hence has bounded complexity by item (2)
in Subsection 3.1.

Finally, for item (9): Recall that pT e
U “ pTU ´ pT c

U , where pT c
U are the collapsed points. Hence Epx̂q is

the set of domains where x̂U is not a collapsed point. Supposing that U, V are neither orthogonal nor
(by item (8)) transverse. When V Ă U and x̂U “ δ̂V

U , we are done by items (1) and (3). When V Ă U

and x̂U ‰ δ̂V
U , item (7) implies there is some f P ta, bu so that δ̂U

V px̂U q “ f̂V , while 0-consistency says
that x̂V “ δ̂U

V px̂U q, giving x̂V “ f̂V . Hence if U and V are not orthogonal, then one of x̂U or x̂V must
be a collapsed point, proving this item. This completes the proof.

□

5. pΨ : H Ñ Q is a quasi-isometry

In this section, we explain why the map pΨ : H Ñ Q (Proposition 4.9) between the hierarchical hull
H “ hullX pa, bq of a pair of points a, b P X and the 0-consistent set associated to any sufficiently wide
pr1, r2q-thickening of an R-interval system for a, b is a quasi-isometry. There are two main parts to
this:

(1) Proving that pΨ : H Ñ Q is a quasi-isometric embedding, and
(2) Proving that pΨ is coarsely surjective. This is accomplished by defining a coarse inverse pΩ :

Q Ñ H, so that pΨ ˝ pΩ is coarsely the identity on Q.
As we shall see, these two results have fairly different flavors—(1) is essentially purely hierarchical,

while (2) has distinctly cubical elements. Item (1) essentially says that one can encode the distance
formula in X as the ℓ1-distance in a product of intervals. Its proof involves mostly distance formula-
type arguments and we present it in full. On the other hand, the proof of item (2), which is contained
in [Dur23, Sections 9–11], is rather involved and many of the details of the argument are not crucial
to our expository purposes in this article. Thus, in this section, we will mostly explain the basics of
the construction, including the points where our simpler setting simplifies things considerably.

The one exception here is the Tree Trimming Theorem 5.14, which is a distance-formula like tool
that we need both here and for our stability results in Section 9. We will discuss it in detail and
present its proof in Appendix A.
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For the rest of this section, fix a, b P X and let H “ hullX pa, bq to be their hierarchical hull. Fix
a largeness constant K, which we will be able to control relative to all other involved constants, and
set U “ RelKpa, bq. Finally, fix R ą 0 and an R-interval system tTU uUPU for a, b. Let t pTU uUPU denote
the family of collapsed intervals corresponding to an pr1, r2q-thickening, where ri “ ripR, θ,Sq ą 0 are
provided by Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 4.10.

5.1. pΨ : H Ñ Q is a quasi-isometric embedding. The content of this subsection is roughly
contained in [Dur23, Section 8].

Before we state the result, we set some additional notation: For numbers A,B, the notation rAsB

means 0 when A ă B and A when A ě B. For x P H and U P U , we will write
‚ x “ πU pxq P CpUq;
‚ xU “ ψU pxq P TU ;
‚ x̂U “ ψ̂U pxq P pTU .

Theorem 5.1. There exists K1 “ K1pSq ą 0 so that for any K2 ě K1 and any x, y P H, we have
that

dX pa, bq —
ÿ

UPS

rdU px, yqsK2 —
ÿ

UPU
d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q

where the constants in — only depend on S and the choice of K2.

We note that the left coarse equality of the above statement is simply the Distance Formula 3.8,
hence the content is the right coarse equality. In fact, one can obtain the (more difficult) lower-bound
in the distance formula by combining the above theorem with the construction of hierarchy paths via
cubical models, as we do below in Corollary 6.11.

Before beginning the discussion of the proof properly, we make a couple of simplifying observations,
which are all basically distance formula-type manipulations.

First, note that if x, y P H and V P RelKpx, yq but V R U , then dV px, yq ă K ` ϵ for some
ϵ “ ϵpSq ą 0. This is because πV pxq, πV pyq P NθphullV pa, bqq. Hence by taking K2 ě K1 ą K ` ϵ, we
may increase the threshold to remove any extraneous domains. That is:

ÿ

UPS

rdU px, yqsK2 “
ÿ

UPU
rdU px, yqsK2 .

We next observe that for any x, y P H, item (4) of Lemma 4.10 implies that dU px, yq — dTU
pxU , yU q,

with constants depending only on S. Thus we can use Corollary 3.16 to replace the terms dU px, yq

with dTU
pxU , yU q in the sum, namely:

ÿ

UPU
rdU px, yqsK2 —

ÿ

UPU
rdTU

pxU , yU qsK2 .

The two bounds in Theorem 5.1 are proven separately. The upper bound only requires the basic
details from the construction of the pTU and some distance formula tools. We have included the full
proof of the proposition for clarity but also because it is used in proving the existence of hierarchy
paths and the upper bound of the distance formula; moreover, the argument is similar to the proof of
Corollary 3.16, which actually implies the proposition.

Proposition 5.2 (Upper bound). There exists K1 “ K1pSq ą 0 so that for any K2 ą K1 and any
x, y P H we have

(8)
ÿ

UPU
rdU px, yqsK2 ą

ÿ

UPU
d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q

with the constants in ą depending only on S and K2.

Proof. As above, let K1 ě K`ϵ and set K2 ě K1 `100ES. Let Ui “ RelKi
px, yq, so that U2 Ă U1 Ă U .

If U P U satisfies x̂U “ ŷU , then the corresponding term disappears on the right-hand side. Hence it
suffices to account for the domains in V “ tV P U |dV px, yq ă K2 and x̂U ‰ ŷU u, which appear on the
right-hand side (RHS) but not the left-hand side (LHS) of equation (8).
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For this, item (9) of Lemma 4.10 says that x̂U is not contained in some cluster point of pTU for
only boundedly-many U , and the same for ŷU . (In fact, we can take x̂U “ âU and ŷU “ b̂U , be this
will not simplify things.) This means that, up to ignoring a bounded collection of domains V 1 Ă V,
if V P V ´ V 1 then x̂V and ŷV are at distinct cluster points, and so dV px, yq ą 50ES by item (5) of
Lemma 4.10, i.e., V ´ V 1 Ă Rel50ES

px, yq, while also d
pTV

px̂V , ŷV q ě r2 ě 1.
One finishes the proof with an application of Proposition 3.15 as follows. Set Ui “ RelKi

px, yq and
observe that V ´ V 1 Ă U1 ´ U2. Proposition 3.15 says that up to ignoring a subset V2 Ă V ´ V 1 with
#V2 ď P pK2q, for each V P V0 “ V ´ pV 1 Y V2q there exists some domain W P U2 determining a term
on the RHS with V Ă W . Moreover, it says that the set of domains W “ tV P V|V Ă W u for which
each such W accounts in this way satisfies #W ď p1 `Aq ¨ dW px, yq `A, for some A “ ApK2,Sq ą 0.

Combining these observations leads to the computation
ÿ

UPU2

dU px, yq “
ÿ

UPU2

dU px, yq `
ÿ

V PV´V 1

dV px, yq `
ÿ

ZPV 1

dZpx, yq

ď
ÿ

UPU2

pp1 `Aq ¨ dU px, yq `Aq `K2 ¨ P pK2q

ď p1 ` 2Aq ¨
ÿ

UPU2

dU px, yq `K2 ¨ P pK2q

where the last inequality follows from the fact that dU px, yq ą K2 for each U P U2. This completes the
proof.

□

Figure 2. Proof of Proposition 5.3: The subcluster C 1 isolates the portion of C which
intersects rxU , yU s but avoids the pα0 ` Rq-neighborhoods of xU and yU . The (pink)
net of δ-sets from ĂU -minimal domains V Ă U with δV

U Ă C 1 coarsely encodes the
length of C 1, with the BGIA property guaranteeing that x̂V “ âV and ŷV “ b̂V and
hence d

pTV
px̂V , ŷV q ě K ´B2 ´ 2r1 for each such V .

Proposition 5.3 (Lower bound). There exists K1 “ K1pSq ą 0 so that for any K2 ą K1 and any
x, y P H we have

(9)
ÿ

UPU
rdU px, yqsK2 ă

ÿ

UPU
d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q

with the constants in ă depending only on S and K2.

Proof. Observe that since dU px, yq ă dTU
pxU , yU q for each U , it suffices by Corollary 3.16 to show that

ÿ

UPU
rdTU

pxU , yU qsK2 ă
ÿ

UPU
d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q.

For this bound, there are possibly domains U P U where dTU
pxU , yU q ą K2 but there is a discrepancy

dTU
pxU , yU q ą d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q. Let W denote the collection of such domains.

Since pTU is obtained from TU by collapsing clusters, we need to analyze the clusters which separate
xU from yU , i.e. those clusters C1, . . . , Cn which intersect, in that order, the geodesic rxU , yU s in TU .
The proof is mainly a BGIA 3.11 type argument along with an application of Proposition 3.15 and the
Covering Lemma 3.14.
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Continuing with the above notation, for each i, let C 1
i “ CiXrxU , yU sTU

´pBα0`RpxU q YBα0`RpyU qq,
where α0 “ αpR,Sq ą 0 is the interval consistency constant provided by Lemma 4.5; see Figure 2.

Observe that for each i, if we set Vi “ tV P U |V Ă U and δV
U Ă Ciu then tδV

U |V P Viu is pr2 ` 2r1q-
dense in Ci. Hence we can find a subcollection V 1

i so that
‚ Each V P V 1

i is ĂU -minimal;
‚ For each V P V 1, we have δV

U Ă C 1
i;

‚ tδV
U |V P Viu is a p2r2 ` 4r1, r2q-net on C 1

i (see Definition 5.4 below).
Note that the increase in the net constants in the third item is required to guarantee the second

item. In particular, we have #Vi ą diamTU
pC 1

iq ě diamTU
pCi X rxU , yU sq ´ 2pα0 ` Rq, where #Vi

denotes the cardinality of Vi.
Let V P V 1

i. Then, by construction, dTU
pδV

U , xU q ą α `R and dTU
pδV

U , yU q ą α0 `R. Hence, up to
switching the roles of a and b, the BGI property (5) of Lemma 4.2 says that dTV

pδU
V paV q, δU

V pxV qq ă R
and dTV

pδU
V pbV q, δU

V pyV qq ă R.
Lemma 4.5 says that the tuples paU q, pbU q, pxU q, pyU q are all α0-consistent. Thus since dTU

paU , δ
V
U q ą

R ` α0 and similarly for bU , xU , yU , α0-consistency forces that dTV
paV , δ

U
V paU qq ă α0, and similarly

for bV , xV , yV . As such, we get that dTV
pxV , aV q ă α0 ` R and dTV

pyV , bV q ă α0 ` R, and so that
dTV

pxV , yV q ě dTV
paV , bV q ´ 2α0 ´ 2R, from which we can conclude that âV “ x̂V and b̂V “ ŷV by

requiring r1 ą α0 `R.
On the other hand, since each V P V 1

i is ĂU -minimal and dV pa, bq ą K, item (4) of Lemma 4.10
says that d

pTV
pâV , b̂V q ą K. Hence we obtain that d

pTV
px̂V , ŷV q “ d

pTV
pâV , b̂V q ą K.

Thus for each U P W, we have

dTU
pxU , yU q “ d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q `

n
ÿ

i“1
diamTU

pCi X rxU , yU sTU
q

ă d
pTU

px̂U , ŷU q `

n
ÿ

i“1
#V 1

i

ă d
pTU

px̂U , ŷU q `

n
ÿ

i“1

¨

˝

ÿ

V PV 1
i

d
pTV

px̂V , ŷV q

˛

‚.

Finally, the Covering Lemma 3.14 says that any domain V P U can nest into only boundedly-many
domains in U , with bounds determined by S. Hence, each ĂU -minimal domain V P U must account
for at most boundedly-many U P W in the above way. Thus, using an argument similar to the end of
the proof of Proposition 5.2, we can account for the distance lost by collapsing clusters in each domain
in W with these large ĂU -minimal domains by increasing the multiplicative constant for the estimate
in equation (8) by a bounded amount. This completes the proof. □

We used the following definition in the above proof:

Definition 5.4 (Net). Given constants a,A ě 0, a pa,Aq-net on a subspace Y Ă X of a metric space
is a collection Z Ă Y of points so that:

(1) Z is a-coarsely dense in Y , i.e. for every y P Y there is some z P Z with dpz, yq ă a, and
(2) For any z, z1 P Z, we have dXpz, z1q ě A.

In particular, an pa,Aq-net Z on Y satisfies #Z — diampY q with the constants depending only on
a,A.

5.2. The map pΩ : Q Ñ H and honing clusters. With Theorem 5.1 in hand, in order to prove that
pΨ : H Ñ Q is a quasi-isometry, we need to explain why pΨ is coarsely surjective. The proof of this fact
is quite involved and beyond the scope of an expository paper. As such, we will mostly present key
ideas and not a full detailed proof because the proof is not greatly simplified versus the most general
version, see [Dur23, Sections 9–11].
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In this subsection, we will construct a map Ω : Q Ñ
ś

UPU TU , and sketch why its image is β-
consistent for some β “ βpS, R, r1, r2q ą 0. Upgrading this to a map pΩ : Q Ñ H involves standard
HHS techniques. In Subsection 5.4, we will prove our Tree Trimming Theorem 5.14, which is a
useful distance formula-like tool that will allow us modify our collapsed interval setup while coarsely
preserving the geometry of Q. This tool is a key ingredient in Subsection 5.6, where we sketch why pΩ
is a coarse inverse to pΨ, namely that dQppΨ ˝ pΩpx̂q, x̂q is bounded independently of x̂ P Q.

We can now set about defining the map Ω : Q Ñ
ś

UPU TU , which is defined coordinate-wise. To
put things more precisely, we want to define Ω so that:

‚ For each x̂ P Q, the tuple Ωpx̂q is ω-consistent for some ω “ ωpSq ą 0, and
‚ when x̂ “ px̂U q P Q and pxU q “ Ωpx̂q, then qU pxU q “ x̂U for each U P U .

Unsurprisingly, the cluster subintervals, which are collapsed under each qU : TU Ñ pTU , play a key
role. In particular, these cluster subintervals can have arbitrarily large diameter, and so if a coordinate
x̂U P pTU lies in a cluster point of pTU , then its preimage q´1

U px̂U q is that whole cluster. Choosing a
point within that cluster then requires utilizing the coordinates for V Ă U with δ̂V

U “ x̂U . We think
of this process as honing the cluster.

Honing clusters: Let x̂ “ px̂U q P Q. When U P U has x̂U P pT e
U , then the definition is simple:

xU “ q´1
U px̂U q, which is a unique point. For the other domains, we need some more setup.

Remark 5.5. The reader should be warned here that one has to deal with the case where all coordinates
x̂U are contained in a collapsed point. When this happens, there is not an obvious choice of collection
of minimal domains to work with, and in order to determine coordinates back in the intervals TU , one
must use all of the hierarchical data at hand.

Suppose that U P U and x̂U R pT e
U . Let C denote the cluster in TU so that qU pCq “ x̂U . The first

step is to associate a marked point lV P ta, bu to each ĂU -minimal domain V Ă U with δV
U Ă C. We

then use these lV to hone the clusters of the larger U P U in which such V are involved.
Suppose then that U P U is ĂU -minimal. Since pTU has no internal cluster points, x̂U is either a

marked point—either âU or b̂U —or a point in pT e
U . If the former, let lU be the corresponding marked

point—i.e. either a, b. If the latter, set lU “ H. We note that âU ‰ b̂U by construction when U is
ĂU -minimal.

Now suppose that U P U is not ĂU -minimal. We have that either x̂U P pT e
U , in which case we set

lU “ H and xU “ q´1
U px̂U q. Otherwise, x̂U is contained in a collapsed cluster qU pCq for the cluster

C Ă TU . Let BminpCq denote the set of Ă-minimal domains V Ă U so that δV
U Ă C. Observe that if

BminpCq “ H, then diamTU
pCq is bounded in terms of r1, r2 and hence in terms of S.

We now explain the honing process for domains in BminpCq, which will associate to x̂U a bounded
diameter subset of the cluster C in TU (Lemma 5.11).

Let V P BminpCq. Then we set

CV
U “ hullCpC X pNr2 pδV

U q Y lV qq,

which is a subinterval of C, see Figure 3. Finally, let BU px̂q “
Ş

V PBminpCq C
V
U be the total intersection

of the CV
U .

In Lemma 5.9 below, we prove that if V,W P BminpCq, then CV
U X CW

U ‰ H. Since each CV
U is a

subinterval, it follows from the Helly property for trees that BU pxq is nonempty. Finally, in Lemma
5.11 we prove that this intersection has diameter bounded in terms of S.

Thus we can define a tuple Ωpx̂q “ pxU qUPU as follows:
‚ For U P U with U P Epx̂q, we set xU “ q´1

U px̂U q.
‚ For U P U with U R Epx̂q and U ĂU -minimal, we let xU be any point in q´1

U px̂U q.
‚ Otherwise, we let xU P BU px̂q.

The following is immediate from the construction:

Lemma 5.6. For every x̂ P Q and U P U , we have qU pxU q “ x̂U .
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Figure 3. The cluster C (green) in TU is identified with x̂U in pTU . Since V P BminpCq,
its shadow δV

U (orange) avoids all branches of TU . The marked points and leaves lV
(pink) chosen by x̂V determine the half-subtree CV

U (blue) of C chosen by V .

In Proposition 5.12 below, we prove that pxU q is a ω-consistent tuple for ω “ ωpSq ą 0.

Remark 5.7 (Cubical flavor). The process of cluster honing is one of the few places where one sees
cubical-like features appearing in a non-explicitly cubical part of the construction. In particular, it is
crucial that the two endpoints âV , b̂V for every ĂU -minimal V are distinct in pTV . Hence Ă-minimal
domains determine a choice of endpoint between a, b, like a wall choosing a half-space.

When U is not ĂU -minimal and δ̂V
U “ x̂U , then the coordinate x̂V either chooses neither endpoint

of pTV (if x̂V P pT e
V ), or chooses one of âV , b̂V . This choice then determines a sort of “half-interval” CV

U

of C, where we can think of δV
U as functioning like a hyperplane here. In Lemmas 5.9 and 5.11 below,

we see that the intersection over all such “half-intervals” BU “
Ş

V PBminpCq C
V
U is nonempty and has

bounded diameter, and this ultra-filter-like behavior is forced by consistency of the tuple x̂.

Remark 5.8 (A warning). The reader should be warned that one has to deal with the case of x̂ P Q
where x̂U is a cluster or endpoint for every coordinate U . While, as in the previous remark, such
points determine unambiguous coordinates in TU for all Ă-minimal domains U P U , there is no way to
leverage this data alone into choosing coordinates in TV for domains V higher up the Ă-lattice. One
must utilize the full set of relations between all of the domains.

5.3. Bounding intersections. In this subsection, we prove the supporting statements we need to
define the map Ω : Q Ñ

ś

UPU TU . Again fix x̂ P Q.
The first says that the CV

U for V P BminpCq have pairwise nonempty intersection:

Lemma 5.9. If V,W P BminpCq, then CV
U X CW

U ‰ H. Moreover, if dTU
pδV

U , δ
W
U q ą r2, then at least

one of δV
U Ă CW

U or δW
U Ă CV

U holds.

Sketch of proof. We provide a sketch of the proof, see [Dur23, Lemma 9.9]. We shall observe item (1)
during the course of the proof of the sketch.

By definition of CV
U “ hullCppNr2 pδV

U q Y lV q X Cq, we may assume that Nr2 pδV
U q X Nr2 pδW

U q “ H,
and hence that V&W by item (3) of Lemma 4.2. The idea now is that δV

U , δ
W
U must occur separately

along the cluster C. Without loss of generality, we can assume that δV
U separates aU from δW

U . One
can then use the consistency of px̂U q and Lemma 4.2 and 4.10 to show that at least one of lV “ b or
lW “ a, which would force CV

U X CW
U ‰ H, as required; see Figure 4.

□

As discussed above, we can define BU “
Ş

V PBminpCq C
V
U and it must be non-empty by the Helly

property for trees as long as BminpCq ‰ H.

Remark 5.10. The Helly property for trees says that if one has a pairwise-intersecting collection of
subtrees then the collection has nonempty total intersection. In the general version of our current
construction from [Dur23], the trees and subtrees in question need not be finite diameter. This is one
place where the arguments in our current context are simpler than that considered in [Dur23].
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Figure 4. The impossible situation in which V&W P BminpCq choose non-
intersecting sides CV

U (pink) and CW
U (blue) of C (green). This forces inconsistency

of x̂V and x̂W .

The next lemma bounds the diameter of BU :

Lemma 5.11. There exists B1 “ B1pS, r2q ą 0 such that for all U P U , we have diamTU
pBU q ă B1.

Proof. If BU is too wide (relative to r2), then we can find V,W P BminpCq with δV
U , δ

W
U Ă BU and

r1 ă dTU
pδV

U , δ
W
U q ă 2r1 for r1 “ r1pr2q ą 0, since the δ-sets for domains in BminpCq coarsely cover

C with coarseness depending only on r2. By Lemma 5.9, we must have at least one of δV
U Ă CW

U

or δW
U Ă CV

U , or possibly both. In fact, both must hold, for if δV
U R CW

U , then δV
U R BU , which

is impossible. But then CV
U X CW

U Ă hullCpNr2 pδV
U q Y Nr2 pδW

U qq, which has diameter bounded by
2r1 ` 2r2 since dTU

pδV
U , δ

W
U q ă 2r1. Since BU Ă CV

U X CW
U , this completes the proof. □

We are now in place to state the consistency result:

Proposition 5.12. There exist αω “ αωpS, r1, r2, Rq ą 0 and a map Ω : Q Ñ Y so that for any
x̂ P Q, the tuple Ωpx̂q is αω-consistent. Moreover, if Ωpx̂q “ pxU q, then qU pxU q “ x̂U for each U P U .

The proof of this proposition is a somewhat elaborate exercise in the definition of Ω and the con-
struction of the clusters, in which one utilizes many standard HHS-type arguments. Unlike other
proofs in this paper, the proof of this fact in our current setting is not substantially different from
proof in the general case in [Dur23, Subsection 9.5], beyond the need for working with Ă-minimal
bipartite domains as defined in [Dur23, Definition 9.2] instead of all Ă-minimal domains. Thus instead
of repeating it here, we leave it to the interested reader to check the details.

5.4. Tree trimming. In this subsection, we introduce a useful tool for modifying collapsed interval
systems and their associated 0-consistent sets. These “tree-trimming” techniques will allow us to
perform controlled collapses of subintervals across the various collapsed intervals pTU while coarsely
preserving the associated Q-distance. We think of them as a more flexible version of the distance
formula, as they allow us to modify distance terms instead of just throwing them out by increasing a
threshold. For our purposes, they will be used in two different ways: We will need them in the proof
of coarse surjectivity of pΨ : H Ñ Q, and they will also be useful later in Subsection 6.3 to modify the
cubical structure on Q.

The main idea is simple: Given a family of subintervals B across of the family of intervals pTU , we
want to collapse these subintervals ∆U : pTU Ñ pTU,0 coordinate-wise and then combine them into a
global collapsing map ∆ : Q Ñ Q1, where Q1 is the 0-consistent set of

ś

UPU
pTU,0, defined the same

way as in Definition 4.8. Formally, we use the following definition:

Definition 5.13 (Admissible trimming setup). Given B ą 0, a B-admissible trimming setup is a
collection of trimming intervals B in the various pTU,e satisfying the following:

‚ For each component E P π0p pTU,eq, there are at most B-many components D P B with D Ă E.
‚ For each component D P B satisfies |D| ă B.
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Given a B-admissible trimming setup B on t pTU uUPU , for each U P U let ∆U : pTU Ñ pTU,0 denote
the map which collapses each trimming interval in pTU to a point. These allow us to induce projection
data on the pTU,0 as follows: For V Ă U and V&U , we set pδ̂V

U q0 “ ∆U pδ̂V
U q, and if U Ă V , we set

pδ̂V
U q0 “ ∆U ˝ δ̂V

U ˝ ∆´1
V . We let ∆ :

ś

U
pTU Ñ

ś

U
pTU,0 denote the product map.

Theorem 5.14 (Tree Trimming). There exists Btt “ BttpS,Kq ą 0 so that for any B ă Btt, there
exists L “ LpS, Bq ą 0 so that the following hold:

(1) We have ∆pQq Ă Q1.
(2) There is a map Ξ : Q1 Ñ Q so that ∆ ˝ Ξ “ idQ1 . In particular, ∆pQq “ Q1.
(3) The map ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is an pL,Lq-quasi-isometry.

While the statement is quite believable in light of the Distance Formula 3.8, the proof of this theorem
is quite involved. While these ideas were first developed in greater generality in [Dur23, Section 10]—
where it also works when the underlying data involves more than two points and also hierarchy rays—
the proof these is only slightly more involved than that required in our setting. Moreover, many of the
technicalities from dealing with rays are dealt with in separate arguments, so the interested reader is
encouraged to see a full proof there.

Instead, we will present a short sketch below, which will hopefully provide enough intuition to make
the statement believable. We have included a proof of the stated version of Theorem 5.14 in Appendix
A.

Sketch of proof. The fact that ∆pQq Ă Q1, namely that ∆ preserves 0-consistency, is immediate from
the fact that the ∆U just collapse subintervals, so coordinates which were collapsed projections remain
collapsed projections, showing item (1).

Item (2) is the most involved part. For each U P U , let CU “ ∆´1
U pŷU q. The goal is to pick, for

each U P U , a point x̂U P CU and then prove 0-consistency of the tuple x̂ “ px̂U q. Note that ∆px̂q “ ŷ
for such a tuple, by construction.

The proof is similar in spirit to the cluster-honing procedure from Subsection 5.2. The main dif-
ference is that the collapsing subintervals are not automatically associated to a collection of domains,
and this is where the work lies. The argument is inductive on level in the Ă-lattice and requires a
careful analysis of the construction and number of hierarchal techniques.

Finally, for item (3), since ∆|Q is surjective and distance non-increasing, it suffices to prove that
dQ ă dQ1 , and for this it suffices to bound the distances in each U P U .

Given x̂, ŷ P Q with x̂1 “ ∆px̂q and ŷ1 “ ∆pŷq, the concern is that somehow one will have arbitrarily
shrunk distances during the trimming process. However, each edge component of pTU through which
the geodesic rx̂U , ŷU s passes can only contain boundedly-many subintervals collapsed. However, all
but at most two of such edge components have endpoints which are cluster points labeled by δ̂V

U for V
Ă-minimal. Since for such V , the map ∆V : pTV Ñ pT 1

V collapses subintervals of total diameter at most
B2, we can use these Ă-minimal domains to account for all information lost up the hierarchy.

Making this precise takes care and utilizes Proposition 3.15. The interested reader can see [Dur23,
Section 10]. □

5.5. Converting to simplicial intervals. One application of the Tree Trimming Theorem 5.14 is
that we can replace the family of collapsed intervals pTU with a family of simplicial intervals, where
the cluster and marked points lie at vertices. The idea here is that one can trim each edge component
E Ă pT e

U to have a nonnegative integer length simply by collapsing some small segment of E of length
less than 1. The family of such segments is an 1-admissible trimming setup, and this provides us a
family of intervals t pT 1

U uUPU where ∆U : pTU Ñ pT 1
U collapses these small segments, and ∆ : Q Ñ Q1

combines these to a map between their 0-consistent sets.

Corollary 5.15. Suppose that t pTU uUPU are the collapsed intervals associated to an pr1, r2q-thickening
of an R-interval system for a, b P X . There exists Lsimp “ LsimppR,X q ą 0 so that ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is an
pLsimp, Lsimpq-quasi-isometry.
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‚ In particular, up to a uniform quasi-isometry of Q, we can assume that the collapsed intervals
pTU are all simplicial intervals with cluster and marked points at vertices.

See [Dur23, Subsection 10.1] for more discussion. We note that the above corollary will not be used
in the proof of the Main Theorem A, because we will carefully construct stable intervals to be simplicial.
However, it is necessary for taking general intervals in each hyperbolic spaces and performing the above
constructions to form a hierarchical family of intervals (see Definition 6.1, which is necessary for our
proof of the distance formula below (Corollary 6.11).

5.6. From Ω : Q Ñ
ś

UPU TU to pΩ : Q Ñ H. We return to our main task, namely defining a quasi-
isometry pΩ : Q Ñ H. So far, we have defined a map Ω : Q Ñ

ś

UPU TU , which was the bulk of the
work. Our next step is to upgrade this to a map pΩ : Q Ñ H. Since this part of the argument mostly
uses standard HHS techniques, we will just outline it, with appropriate citations to [Dur23].

For each x̂ P Q, we first take our tuple Ωpx̂q “ pxU q Ă
ś

U TU and push it forward to a tuple
pyU q P

ś

U CpUq by ϕU pxU q “ yU , where ϕU : TU Ñ CpUq are the maps provided by the R-interval
system structure (Definition 4.3). These combine to define a map Φ :

ś

UPU TU Ñ
ś

UPU CpUq. By
Proposition 5.12, there is some αω “ αωpS, R, r1, r2q ą 0 so that the tuple Ωpx̂q P

ś

UPU TU is αω-
consistent. Using just the R-system axioms and standard HHS techniques, [Dur23, Proposition 6.17]
implies that pyU q P

ś

UPU CpUq is consistent in the sense of Definition 3.1 for some consistency constant
depending only on S, αω.

Since dV pa, bq ă K for all V P S´ U , it follows that by choosing yV P πV paq for all V P S´ U , then
the complete tuple pyU q P

ś

UPS CpUq is β-consistent for β “ βpS, R,Kq ą 0 (as αω only depended
on S and R).

Now with a complete consistent tuple in hand, we can apply the Realization Theorem 3.3 to define
a map Realβ :

ś

UPS CpUq Ñ X which takes each β-consistent tuple and produces a point x P X whose
projections coarsely coincide with the tuple, with error depending on β,S.

Finally, [Dur23, Lemma 6.6], which depends on the more general fact [BHS19, Proposition 6.3],
provides a pJ, Jq-coarse retraction map retH : X Ñ H, where H “ hullX pa, bq where J “ JpSq ą 0.
This map is just closest-point projection to hullU pa, bq in each CpUq plus Theorem 3.3.

Combining these, we get a map pΩ : Q Ñ H given by pΩ “ retH ˝ Realβ ˝ Φ ˝ Ω. Our main goal is to
show that pΨ ˝ pΩ : Q Ñ Q is coarsely the identity, where pΨ : H Ñ Q is the map defined in Proposition
4.9.

Before analyzing this total composition, we want to look at an intermediate step. For convenience,
if α ą 0, we let Zα denote the collection of α-consistent tuples in

ś

UPU TU . Define

Φα : Zα Ñ H

by retH ˝ Realβ ˝ Φ.
The following proposition says that this map behaves coordinate-wise as one might expect upon

composition with the coordinate maps ψU : X Ñ TU , which we recall are defined by ψU “ ϕ´1
U ˝pU ˝πU ,

where pU : CpUq Ñ ϕU pTU q is closest-point projection.

Proposition 5.16. There exists D1 “ D1pK,Sq ą 0 so that if x “ pxV q P Zαω , then we have
(1) dTU

pxU , ψU ˝ Φαω
pxqq ă D1 for all U P U , and

(2) #tU P U |dTU
pxU , ψU ˝ Φαω

pxqq ą 2αω ` 3Ru ă D1.
‚ In particular, by choosing L ą 2αω ` 3R, we get

ÿ

UPU
rdTU

pxU , ψU ˝ Φαω pxqsL ă D2
1.

Sketch. This proposition is a special case of [Dur23, Proposition 11.4], and the proof is almost entirely
the same. The proof of item (1) is a definition chase. It is basically saying that consistency in the
interval setting is roughly consistency in the hierarchical setting, and that flowing from the former to
the latter and back only moves coordinates a bounded amount.
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On the other hand, the proof of (2)—which says that only boundedly-many coordinates move more
than a bounded amount—is more involved, but also fairly standard. It uses a variation on the Passing-
Up property from Lemma 3.6, and the BGI property from Definition 4.3. Set ψU ˝ Φαω

pxq “ y “ pyU q.
The idea here is that if there are too many coordinates where dTU

pxU , yU q ą 2αω ` 3R, then we can
force the existence of some coordinate TW where dTW

pxW , yW q ą D1, which is impossible by (1). □

5.7. The map pΩ : Q Ñ H and coarse surjectivity of pΨ. We are ready to analyze the map
pΩ “ Φαω

˝ Ω : Q Ñ H. Since pΨpHq Ă Q by Proposition 4.9, we see that pΨ ˝ pΩ : Q Ñ Q. We prove
that this map is coarsely the identity:

Proposition 5.17. There exists M0 “ M0pR,Sq ą 0 so that for any x̂ P Q, we have dQpx̂, pΨ˝ pΩpx̂qq ă

M0.

Sketch. This proposition is a special case of the proof contained in [Dur23, Subsection 11.2]. Since the
details of the proof are very similar to the original, we will again only provide a sketch.

Fix x̂ P Q and let ŷ P pΨ ˝ pΩpx̂q. We will argue coordinate-wise since that is how the ℓ1 distance
on Q is defined. The difference from the usual HHS style argument here is that dQ is an ℓ1 sum not
involving a threshold. To get around that issue, we will make an argument using Proposition 5.16 and
Tree Trimming 5.14 as follows. We show that all coordinate distances d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q are bounded in

terms of S and K, with all but boundedly-many (in terms of S) being bounded in terms of S. We can
then collapse the subintervals between x̂U and ŷU in the latter domains while only incurring a bounded
error globally, resulting in images for x̂, ŷ which are bounded distance in the quotient, showing that
x̂, ŷ were bounded distance in Q.

Let Ωpx̂q “ pxU q and Ψ˝ pΩpx̂q “ pyU q, and observe that since q ˝Ωpx̂q “ x̂, the tuples pxU q, pyU q are
exactly the type in the statement of Proposition 5.16. Moreover, since q ˝ Ωpŷq “ ŷ by construction,
while q is 1-Lipschitz by item (4) of Lemma 4.10, it will suffice to control the coordinate-wise distances
of the dTU

pxU , yU q in order to utilize the above argument.
Let V “ tU P U |x̂U ‰ ŷU u. One proceeds inductively on the ĂU -level. Let Vmin Ă V denote the

ĂU -minimal domains in V.
By item (8) of Lemma 4.10, for all but A-many U P Vmin with A “ ApSq ą 0, we have x̂U , ŷU P

tâU , b̂U u, and hence for all but at most A domains in Vmin, we have that x̂U , ŷU are the (opposite)
endpoints of pTU . By item (6) of that lemma, dTU

paU , bU q ą d
pTU

pâU , b̂U q ą K, while K can be taken
to be as much larger than 2αω ` 3R as we need, as αω and R depend only on S. Since Proposition
5.16 bounds the number of domains U P U where dTU

pxU , yU q ą 2αω ` 3R, we can conclude that
#Vmin ă D1 `A.

Now let V 1 Ă V ´Vmin denote the set of non-minimal domains V where x̂V ‰ ŷV and dTV
pxV , yV q ă

2αω ` 3R, which we note only excludes boundedly-many domains by item (2) of Proposition 5.16.
Since the maps qV : TV Ñ pTV are 1-Lipschitz (item (4) of Lemma 4.10), we have d

pTV
px̂V , ŷV q ă

2αω ` 3R. The idea now is to use the Tree Trimming Theorem 5.14 to collapse the geodesics rx̂V , ŷV s

between x̂V , ŷV in pTV to points. Each interval pTV contains at most one such geodesic, and each such
geodesic has a length bounded independently of K. Hence the set of such intervals across both Ă-
minimal and non-minimal domains with this distance bound is an admissible trimming set in the sense
required for Theorem 5.14.

If we take pT 1
V to be the interval obtained from pTV post-trimming and Q1 the corresponding 0-

consistent set, then the images x̂1, ŷ1 of x̂, ŷ now satisfy x̂1
V “ ŷ1

V for all but boundedly-many V ,
and the remaining distances are all bounded by some function of D1 by item (1) of Proposition 5.16.
In particular, dQ1 px̂, ŷq is bounded. But the map ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is a uniform quasi-isometry, so that
means that dQpx̂, ŷq is also bounded, which is what we wanted. We leave checking the details to the
reader. □
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6. Building a cube complex from a hierarchical family of intervals

The goal of this section is to explain how to take a special collection of intervals satisfying cer-
tain HHS-like properties, and to produce from them a CAT(0) cube complex. The details of this
construction motivate the stabilization techniques we develop later in this article.

6.1. Hierarchical families of intervals. In this subsection, we axiomatize the properties we need
from a family of intervals in order to build a cube complex. The purpose of this axiomatization is to
allow us to modify our construction in various ways while preserving the axioms, as any setup which
satisfies the axioms produces a cube complex. The properties themselves are motivated by the HHS
axioms and the properties in Lemma 4.10.

Definition 6.1 (Hierarchical family of intervals). A hierarchical family of intervals (HFI) is the
following collection of objects and properties:

(1) A finite index set U of domains with relations Ă,&,K so that
‚ Ă is anti-reflexive and anti-symmetric, and gives a partial order with a bound on the

length of chains;
‚ & is symmetric and anti-reflexive;
‚ There is a unique Ă-maximal element S;
‚ Any pair of domains U, V P U satisfies exactly one of the relations.

(2) There is a bound on the size of any pairwise K-comparable subset of U .
(3) To each U P U there is an associated finite simplicial interval pTU .
(4) A pair of labels F “ tx, yu which determined the endpoints, called marked points x̂U , ŷU , of

the interval pTU for each U P U .
(5) A family of relative projections determining:

‚ For each U, V P U with V Ă U or V&U , there is a vertex δ̂V
U P pT

p0q

U called a cluster point.
(6) There exist projection maps δ̂U

V : pTU Ñ pTV when V Ă U , satisfying the following properties:
(a) (Consistency) For each f P F , we have δ̂U

V pf̂U q “ f̂V .
(b) (BGI) If C Ă pTU ´ δ̂V

U is a component, then δ̂U
V pCq coincides with f̂V for f P F with

f̂U P C.
(7) If U, V,W P U with V,W Ă U , V&W , and δ̂V

U ‰ δ̂W
U , then δ̂U

V pδ̂W
U q “ δ̂W

V P pTV .

Remark 6.2. In [Dur23, Definition 12.1], the definition of a hierarchical family of trees allows for the
trees to have more than 2 leaves. This is only needed for modeling tuples of 3 or more points.

The following is an immediate consequence of our work in Section 4, especially Lemma 4.10:

Lemma 6.3. Let R ą 0, r1 ą R1 “ R1pR,Sq ą 0 as in Proposition 4.9 and r2 ą R2 “ R2pR,Sq ą 0
as in Lemma 4.10. For any pr1, r2q-thickening of an R-interval system for a, b P X , the associated
family of collapsed intervals and their collapsed projections form a hierarchical family of intervals.

As above in Definition 4.8, we can define a 0-consistent subset of the product
ś

U
pTU . Our next

goal is the following theorem:

Theorem 6.4. The 0-consistent subset of an HFI is a CAT(0) cube complex. Moreover, there is a
bijective correspondence between its hyperplanes and the edges of the factors.

6.2. Median graphs and dual cube complexes. The proof of Theorem 6.4 that we give here
will use the notion of median spaces. The connection between median graphs and CAT(0) cube
complexes goes back to Roller’s [Rol16] reframing of Sageev’s construction [Sag95], see also [CN05,
Nic13]. Notably, Chepoi [Che00, Theorem 6.1] showed that every median graph is the 1-skeleton of a
unique CAT(0) cube complex. Bowditch explains these connections in detail in [Bow22, Section 11].

Let X be a space and m : X3 Ñ X a ternary operator. We call pX,mq a median algebra if for all
a, b, c, d, e P X we have

mpa, b, cq “ mpb, a, cq “ mpc, a, bq, mpa, a, bq “ a, mpa, b,mpc, d, eqq “ mpmpa, b, cq,mpa, b, dq, eq.
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A graph Γ is median if all choices of v1, v2, v3 P Γp0q, there exists a unique point lying on some
geodesic from vi, vj for all i, j; then mpv1, v2, v3q is that unique point.

Given a, b P X, the (median) interval between a, b is Ipa, bq “ tx P X|mpa, x, bq “ xu. We say a
median algebra pX,mq is discrete when Ipa, bq is finite for every a, b P X. A subalgebra is a subset
S Ă X which is closed under m. In particular, locally finite median graphs are discrete median algebras.

Every median algebra pX,mq determines a graph called its adjacency graph ΓpXq as follows. We
say that a, b P X are adjacent when Ipa, bq “ H. The vertices of ΓpXq are the points of X, with
a, b P X connected by an edge in ΓpXq exactly when a, b are adjacent. This graph is median exactly
when pX,mq is a discrete median algebra [Bow22, Lemma 16.1.2].

Every CAT(0) cube complex X admits a canonical median structure as follows. For any a, b P Xp0q,
let Jpa, bq denote the set of ℓ1-geodesics between a, b. Then given a, b, c P Xp0q, we have mpa, b, cq “

Jpa, bq XJpa, cq XJpb, cq is a single point, and pX,mq is a median structure with Xp1q a median graph,
with notably Jpa, bq “ Ipa, bq for all a, b P Xp0q. Moreover, it is immediate that Xp1q “ ΓpXp0qq, since
median adjacent vertices in Xp0q are exactly those spanning an edge in Xp1q.

Proof of Theorem 6.4. First, observe that Y “
ś

UPU
pTU is a product of simplicial trees and hence a

CAT(0) cube complex.
Next, observe that Q Ă Y is a cubical subcomplex as follows. For any x̂ P Q, let C Ă Y be the

minimal cube containing x̂ in its interior. Presuming C is not a vertex, minimality says that x̂U is
in the interior of an edge in each of the defining coordinate intervals of C, whose domain labels are
pairwise orthogonal by item (9) of Lemma 4.10. This means that we can freely alter those coordinates
of x̂ to be any choice of points in those edges, meaning C Ă Q. Hence Q is a cubical subcomplex of Y.

It is enough then to show that Qp0q Ă Y is a discrete median subalgebra. For once that is done,
it will follow that ΓpQq is a median graph, but evidently ΓpQq “ Qp1q, as Q is a cubical subcomplex
of Y. Since every median graph is the 1-skeleton of a unique CAT(0) cube complex [Che00, Theorem
6.1], it follows that Q must be that cube complex, completing the proof.

The claim boils down to three exercises that we leave for the reader:
‚ Any (finite) product of median spaces admits the structure of a median space, where the

median on the product is the tuple of medians in the coordinates.
‚ For any â, b̂, ĉ P Qp0q, we have

´

mU pâU , b̂U , ĉU q

¯

U
P Q. This can be proven using a basic

consistency argument (see [Dur23, Lemma 15.12]).
‚ With this median structure, a, b P Qp0q are median adjacent exactly when they span an edge

in Qp1q.
Finally, observe that the hyperplanes of Y are of the form h ˆ

ś

V ‰U
pTV for h some hyperplane in

pTU . Since Q is a median subalgebra of Y, the hyperplanes of Q are just hyperplanes of Y intersected
with Q, so the moreover statement follows. This completes the proof. □

6.3. More tree trimming and hyperplane deletions. In Subsection 5.4, we introduced our tree
trimming techniques, which allowed us to take a family of collapsed intervals and collapse a further
family of subintervals while maintaining control over their associated 0-consistent subsets. In this
subsection, we need a further refinement applied to HFIs and their associated cube complexes.

To set up the statement, let t pTU uUPU be a hierarchical family of intervals, as in Definition 6.1. Fix
a constant B ą 0, which will control the size and number of subintervals we will collapse across all of
the intervals. In our applications, we will be able to control the size of B, but notably not with respect
to the largeness constant K, unlike in the statement of Theorem 5.14.

Definition 6.5 (Admissible simplicial trimming setup). Given B ą 0, a B-admissible simplicial
trimming setup is a collection of trimming intervals B in the various pTU,e satisfying the following:

(1) For each D P B with D Ă E P π0p pTU,eq, we have
(a) D is a subinterval of E with endpoints at vertices, and
(b) the length lpDq of D is a positive integer whose length is bounded above by B.
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(2) The number of subintervals in B is bounded by B, that is #B ă B.

Remark 6.6. We note that the conditions in Definition 6.5 guarantee that each quotient interval pTU,0
is a simplicial interval of the usual type we consider. The requirement that each segment D P B
has endpoints at vertices guarantees that when we collapse such a segment, then it only affects the
interval-hyperplanes it contains, preserving those in its complement.

We use the same associated notation as in Subsection 5.4. Furthermore, we note that if pT e
U Ă B,

then diamp pTU q ă B2 and pTU,0 is a point. Let U0 Ă U denote the subset of domains for which pTU,0
is not a point. By ignoring the domains in U ´ U0, we can consider the set of collapsed intervals
t pTU,0uUPU0 , where we remove any labels δ̂V

U from pTU from any domain V Ă U with V P U ´ U0.
The following theorem expands on Theorem 5.14 in the HFI setting:

Theorem 6.7. Let B ą 0 and t pTU uUPU be an HFI. For any B-admissible simplicial trimming setup
B, the following hold:

(1) The collections t pTU,0uUPU and t pTU,0uUPU0 are HFIs. We let Q1,Q0 denote their corresponding
0-consistent subsets.

(2) We have ∆pQq “ Q1, where ∆ :
ś

U
pTU Ñ

ś

U
pT 1

U is the global collapsing map.
(3) There exists a map Ξ : Q1 Ñ Q with ∆ ˝ Ξ “ idQ1 .
(4) The map ∆|Q : Q Ñ Q1 is a p1, B2q-quasi-isometry.
(5) At the level of cube complexes, the map ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is a hyperplane deletion map deleting at

most B2-many hyperplanes.

Proof. Item (1) is straightforward, since we are just collapsing simplicial subintervals. Items (2)–(3)
follow from Theorem 5.14, where in the argument we just replace the HFI axioms (Definition 6.1) with
the appropriate properties from Lemma 4.10. The fact that ∆ deletes at most B2-many hyperplanes
from

ś

U
pTU , so item (5) follows from the “moreover” part of Theorem 6.4. Finally, item (4) follows

immediately from item (5). This completes the proof.
□

6.4. Hierarchy paths and the distance formula. With Theorem 6.4 in hand, we can make some
observations about the cubical structure of Q and how it relates to its hierarchical nature. In particular,
we get a proof of the (more difficult) lower bound of the Distance Formula 3.8 and the existence of
hierarchy paths.

The following lemma is [Dur23, Lemma 14.7], and we have included its proof here for completeness.

Lemma 6.8. Let x̂, ŷ P Q. Let γ be any combinatorial geodesic in Q from x̂ to ŷ. Then for all U P U ,
the projection pπU pγq Ă pTU is an unparameterized geodesic between x̂U and ŷU .

Proof. Since combinatorial geodesics do not cross a hyperplane twice and the restriction quotient
pπU : Q Ñ pTU is 1-Lipschitz, it follows that pπU pγq does not backtrack either. This completes the proof.

□

This lemma plays two roles: it’s useful for proving that an isomorphism of HFIs induces an isomor-
phism of their cubical duals (Proposition 6.12), and, in the next proposition, we use it directly to show
that combinatorial geodesics in a cubical model get sent to hierarchy paths (Definition 3.9) in the ambi-
ent HHS. That is the content of the next proposition, which is simplified version of [Dur23, Proposition
14.8]:

Proposition 6.9. Let a, b P X , K ě K0 where K0 “ K0pSq ą 0 is from Theorem 3.8, U “ RelKpa, bq,
and let H “ hullX pa, bq. Let tTU uUPU be any R-interval system for a, b and t pTU uUPU the HFI associated
to any pr1, r2q-thickening for r1 ě R1, r2 ě R2 with r1 a positive integer. Let Q be the corresponding
0-consistent set and pΩ : Q Ñ H the quasi-isometry constructed in Section 5.

‚ If â, b̂ are the points Q corresponding to a, b and γ is a combinatorial geodesic between them,
then pΩpγq Ă H is an pLhp, Lhpq-hierarchy path between a, b for Lhp “ LhppR, r1, r2,K,Sq ą 0.
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Proof. The following is a fairly complete sketch of the proof, which is simpler than the more general
version from [Dur23, Proposition 14.8].

Since the map pΩ : Q Ñ H is effectively defined coordinate-wise, its enough to consider the
coordinate-wise maps BU : pTU Ñ TU as described in Subsection 5.2, as the map ϕU : TU Ñ CpUq is an
pR,Rq-quasi-isometric embedding by assumption. For this, we can let γU denote the coordinate-wise
projection of γ to each pTU , and we want to show that BU pγU q is an unparameterized quasi-geodesic
in TU .

By construction, BU pγU q Ă raU , bU s “ TU , so it suffices to show that this path never backtracks
an unbounded amount. Proceeding by induction in the ĂU -level in U , if U P U is Ă-minimal, then
the amount of collapsing in qU : TU Ñ pTU is bounded by 2r1, and we are done by Lemma 6.8.
For non-minimal domains U P U , note that by Lemma 6.8, backtracking in TU is only possible if
γU ptq, γU psq are at the same collapsed point corresponding to some cluster C. If there are times s ă t
so that dTU

pBU pγpsq, bU q´dTU
pBU pγpsqq, bU q " 100r2 `100r1, then there is some ĂU -minimal domain

V Ă U with δ̂V
U “ qU pCq for which BU pγU ptqq is on the side of aU while BU pγU psqq is on the side of

bU , with both p50r2 ` 50r1q-away from δV
U . But then consistency and the BGI properties from Lemma

4.2 implies that BV pγV ptqq, aV and BV pγV psqq, bV are R-close, and so γV ptq “ âV and γV psq “ b̂V ,
which contradicts the base case of this induction. This completes the proof. □

Remark 6.10. Since the map pΩ : Q Ñ X is uniformly quasi-median [Dur23, Section 15], one could
alternatively use the fact that median paths in HHSes are hierarchy paths [BHS21, Lemma 1.37].

As a consequence of Propositions 6.9 and 5.3, we obtain the lower bound of the Distance Formula
3.8:
Corollary 6.11. There exists K0 “ K0pSq ą 0 such that for all K ą K0 and any x, y P X , we have

ÿ

UPS

rdU px, yqsK ă dX px, yq.

6.5. Isomorphisms of HFIs and their associated cube complexes. In this final subsection, we
will discuss when two HFIs to determine isomorphic cube complexes. This statement, while unsurpris-
ing, motivates what happens in the subsequent sections, hence its placement here.

Let t pTU uUPU and t pT 1
U uUPU be two HFIs over a common index set U and common relations, i.e.

U, V P U have the same relation in both HFIs. Any family of maps iU : pTU Ñ pT 1
U induces a global

map I :
ś

UPU
pTU Ñ

ś

UPU
pT 1

U , where Ippx̂U qq “ piU px̂U qq.
The following proposition, which is an interval version of [Dur23, Proposition 14.12], gives sufficient

conditions for the induced map to be an isometry I : Q Ñ Q1 which induces a cubical isomorphism
between their dual cube complexes.
Proposition 6.12. Let t pTU uUPU and t pT 1

U uUPU be two HFIs over a common index set U with marked
points F “ ta, bu, and let Q,Q1 be their corresponding 0-consistent sets. Suppose that for each U P U ,
there is a simplicial isometry iU : pTU Ñ pT 1

U which also satisfies:
(1) We have iU pâU q “ â1

U P pT 1
U and iU pb̂U q “ b̂1

U P pT 1
U .

(2) For all V P U with V Ă U or V&U , we have iU pδ̂V
U q “

´

δ̂V
U

¯1

.

(3) For all V P U with U Ă V and x̂V P pTV , we have
´

δ̂V
U

¯1

piV px̂V qq “ iU pδ̂V
U px̂V qq.

Then the corresponding map induces a cubical isomorphism I : Q Ñ Q1.
Sketch of proof. The proof of this version below is the same as the original, which is, in turn, an exercise
in the construction from this section plus Lemma 6.8. The main idea is that items in the statement
guarantee that the global map I induced from the coordinate-wise isometries preserves 0-consistency
and distances, i.e. we have I : Q Ñ Q1 is an isometric embedding, with surjectivity following from a
consistency argument. Since the interval-wise maps respect the simplicial structure, we have that I is
also a cubical isomorphism via Lemma 2.5. We leave the details to the reader.

□
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7. Controlling domains

In this section, we turn toward the proof of our main technical result, namely the Stable Cubical
Interval Theorem 9.9, which is a stabilized version of the cubical model construction for a pair of points
a, b in any HHS X . The goal is to show that if we perturb a, b a small amount to a pair of points
a1, b1 with dX pa, a1q ď 1 and dX pb, b1q ď 1, then we can produce cubical models Q for a, b and Q1 for
a1, b1 which are isomorphic up to deleting boundedly-many hyperplanes. Doing so requires carefully
controlling the main inputs into the cubulation machine—namely the families of intervals we construct
from the projections of the points.

The first step in the process involves explaining how to gain control over the set of relevant domains
(Definition 3.5) for a pair of points F “ ta, bu Ă X and its perturbation F 1 “ ta1, b1u as above. In the
next sections, we explain how to take this projection data to build a family of stable intervals that we
can plug into the cubulation machine.

The main bit of work for this first part has already been done for us by Bestvina–Bromberg–
Fujiwara [BBF15] and Bestvina–Bromberg–Fujiwara–Sisto [BBFS20]. The work we did with Minsky
and Sisto in [DMS20] mostly adapts their setup to the HHS setting, and makes some straight-forward
but important observations.

In [DMS20, Subsections 2.3 and 2.4], we were dealing with the situation where F, F 1 were finite sets
of points with cardinality possibly larger than 2. Nonetheless, all of the arguments there reduce to
considering pairs of points, and so the proofs for our current setting are essentially the same. As such,
we will mainly explain the setup and key statements, only giving minimal sketches of proofs.

7.1. Colorability. The hierarchical setting in which [BBFS20] works is for the following class, which
was first defined in [DMS20, Definition 2.8] and later used in [HP23,Pet21]:
Definition 7.1 (Colorable HHS). We say that an HHS pX ,Sq is colorable if there exists a decompo-
sition of S into finitely many families Si, so that each Si is pairwise-&.

‚ We refer to the Si as BBF families.
Remark 7.2. The notion of colorability was inspired by work of Bestvina-Bromberg-Fujiwara [BBF15],
who proved that the curve graph is finitely-colorable. As a consequence of this, the set of subsurfaces
of a given finite-type surface S can be decomposed into finitely-many families of pairwise-interlocking
subsurfaces, which the above definition directly generalizes. See [DMS20, Subsection 2.3] for a detailed
discussion of this connection.
7.2. Stable projections. Our next goal is to state a theorem which equips any colorable HHS with
a set of projections which satisfy certain key stability properties. We need some definitions first.

Given a pair of points F “ tx, yu Ă X and K ą 0, we let UpF q “ RelKpF q. If V P UpF q, then we
let UV pF q “ tW P UpF q|W Ĺ V u.

The following definition [DMS20, Definition 2.13] describes the domains we want to control when
perturbing F :
Definition 7.3 (Involved domains). Let F “ tx, yu, F 1 “ tx1, y1u Ă X be so that dX px, x1q ď 1 and
dX py, y1q ď 1. For K ą 0, we say that V P UpF q Y UpF 1q is involved in the transition between F and
F 1 if one of the following holds:

(1) πV pF q ‰ πV pF 1q.
(2) UV pF q ‰ UV pF 1q.

The following, which combines the statements of [DMS20, Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 2.14], states
that, for any colorable HHS X , we can replace its given projections with coarsely equivalent projections
with which we can control involved domains up to a bounded error:
Theorem 7.4. Let pX ,Sq be a colorable HHS with standard projections π̂´, ρ̂

´
´. Then there exists

θ ą 0 and new projections π´, ρ
´
´ with the same domains and ranges, respectively, such that the

following hold:
(1) The new projections π´, ρ

´
´ coarsely coincide with the old ones π̂´, ρ̂

´
´. More precisely:
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(a) If X,Y lie in different Sj and ρ̂X
Y is defined, then ρX

Y “ ρ̂X
Y .

(b) If X,Y P Sj, then dHaus
Y pρX

Y , ρ̂
X
Y q ă θ.

(c) If x P X and Y P S, then dHaus
Y pπY pxq, π̂Y pxqq ă θ.

(2) There exists K0 “ K0pX q ą 0 and N0pX q ą 0 so that if K ą K0, then the following holds.
Let x, y, x1, y1 P X with dX px, x1q ď 1 and dX py, y1q ď 1, and let U “ RelKptx, yuq and
U 1 “ RelKptx1, y1uq be the relevant sets for the new projections π´. Then:
(a) #pU△U 1q ă N0, and if V P U△U 1, then dV px, yq ă K and dV px1, y1q ă K.
(b) There are at most N0 domains V P UpF q Y UpF 1q involved in the transition between F

and F 1.

Sketch of proof. The existence of new projections satisfying the conditions of item (1) is essentially
an immediate consequence of the construction in [BBFS20, Theorem 4.1]. Item (2), which regards
stability of the relevant sets U ,U 1, requires a bit more work, but the key ideas are as follows:

Using [BHS19, Proposition 2.8] (which generalizes [CLM12, BKMM12, BBF15]), there is a partial
order ă on Relpx, yq, which becomes a total order on Relipx, yq “ RelKpx, yq X Si for each i. In
particular, we can think of each Relipx, yq as an interval X1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Xn. One of the additional
properties that the new projections π´, ρ

´
´ satisfy (see [DMS20, Theorem 2.9]) is that if X ă Y along

both Relpx, yq and Relpx1, y1q, then πY pxq “ πY px1q “ ρX
Y and πXpyq “ πXpy1q “ ρY

X . Using this, one
can show that Relpx, yq and Relpx1, y1q can only differ at their first or last elements in the order ă.
Hence #

`

Relipx, yq△Relipx1, y1q
˘

ď 4; see [DMS20, Lemma 2.11 and Proposition 2.12]. Since there
are only boundedly-many BBF families Si, item (2a) follows easily.

A similar argument can now be used to control the number of involved domains of type (1) of
Definition 7.3, see the proof of [DMS20, Proposition 2.14]. For involved domains of type (2), this is
an immediate consequence of item (2a) and the Covering Lemma 3.14, which bounds the number of
domains W P U into which a given V P U can nest. □

8. Stable Intervals

With the new HHS projections provided by Theorem 7.4, we now turn toward converting stabilized
projection data into stable families of intervals, in partivuvlar stabilizing the input into the cubical
model construction from Section 4.

Our ultimate goal is to produce cubical models for pairs of nearby points that differ by a controlled
number of hyperplane deletions (Theorem 9.9). Since the hyperplanes in the cubical models come
from edges of the simplicial intervals in our HFIs (Theorem 6.4), it will suffice to build HFIs where
the intervals only differ by boundedly-many bounded-size collections of edges. That is the content of
the Stable Intervals Theorem 8.14.

We first explain the build-up to this theorem and defer the explicit statement. We will work in the
setting of a hyperbolic space with a hierarchical-like configuration. The construction is a somewhat
long and delicate exercise in hyperbolic geometry and we will mainly provide a detailed sketch.

8.1. Basic setup and assumptions. For the rest of this section, let us assume that Z is a δ-
hyperbolic geodesic space. The first bit of notation we want to set is a choice of geodesic between any
pair of points. That is, for any x, y P Z, we fix (once and for all) a geodesic λpx, yq. More generally,
if C,C 1 Ă Z are finite subsets, then we let λpC,C 1q denote a choice of geodesic between them whose
length satisfies |λpC,C 1q| “ dZpC,C 1q, and we require symmetry, namely λpC,C 1q “ λpC 1, Cq.

It will also be necessary to perform a slight modification on the geodesic function λ, so that its result-
ing length is an integer. To fix this, we let λ0pC,C 1q denote the restriction of λpC,C 1q : r0, dZpC,C 1qs Ñ

Z to the interval r0, tdZpC,C 1qus. The effect of this is to trim λpA,Bq so that it has positive integer
length and their lengths satisfy lpλpC,C 1qq ´ lpλ0pC,C 1qq ă 1. While not necessary, one could make
this symmetric by trimming both the sides by half of lpλpC,C 1qq ´ lpλ0pC,C 1qq. In the course of the
arguments, however, one can usually work with λ instead of λ0.
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Now, for the rest of this section, we fix a pair of points ta, bu Ă Z. Furthermore, let Y Ă Z be a
finite (but possibly arbitrarily large) set of points of Z and let ϵ ą 0 so that dZpλpa, bq, yq ă ϵ{2 for
all y P Y. We call such an arrangement pa, b; Yq an ϵ-setup in Z.

In the hierarchical setting, Z will be one of the hyperbolic spaces CpUq for U P U , and the points Y
will be the points in ρV

U for V Ă U P U . The proximity condition of the points in Y to λpa, bq comes
from BGIA 3.11.
Notation 8.1 (Opϵq-notation). In this section, we will often want to get controlled bounds over various
distance quantities, where the bounds will depend on our choice of ϵ and the hyperbolicity constant δ
for Z. When a number A is bounded above as a function of ϵ, δ, we will simply write

A ă Opϵq,

since δ is given to us, while we need some flexibility to choose ϵ.
The following lemma, which is essentially a consequence of the Morse Lemma for hyperbolic spaces,

gives us control over how far λpC,C 1q can get from λpa, bq when C,C 1 Ă Y, and are thus ϵ-close to
λpa, bq:
Lemma 8.2 (Fellow-traveling, δ-hyperbolic). Let Z be δ-hyperbolic and geodesic, and γ a geodesic
between a, b P Z. For every ϵ ą 0 there exists ϵ1 “ Opϵq ą 0 so that the following holds:

‚ Suppose γ1 is a geodesic connecting points x, y P Nϵpγq, and that x1, y1 are closest points to x, y
on γ, respectively. Then any geodesic rx, ys satisfies dHaus

Z prx, ys, rx1, y1sq ă ϵ1.
As a consequence, if C,C 1 Ă Y are finite subsets, then λpC,C 1q Ă Nϵ1 pλpa, bqq. Finally, it will be

convenient for us to assume that ϵ1 ą ϵ.

8.2. Clusters and the cluster graph. Our first goal is to group the points of Y into clusters of
nearby sets. To that end, let E “ Epϵq ą ϵ be sufficiently large, to be determined below.

Let CE denote the graph whose vertices are points of Y Y ta, bu, with two points x, y P Y Y ta, bu
connected by an edge exactly when dZpx, yq ă E. The connected components of CE are called E-
clusters, or simply clusters when E is fixed.

For any E-cluster C, let spCq “ hullλpa,bqppλpa,bqpCqq denote the hull (in λpa, bq) of the closest point
projection of C to λpa, bq. The set spCq is called the shadow of C on λpa, bq.

The following lemma controls how shadows of clusters are arranged along λpa, bq. Its proof is
straightforward (see [DMS20, Lemma 3.6]), so we leave it to the reader to check (:
Lemma 8.3. If E ą 5ϵ and C ‰ C 1 are distinct E-clusters, then spCq X spC 1q “ H.

In what follows, we will need to adjust the cluster constant E a number of times, but we will usually
omit the constant and refer to them simply as clusters.

We now can define our notion of cluster separation using Lemma 8.2. The idea here is that clusters
are ϵ-close to λpa, bq, and hence geodesics connecting them stay ϵ1-close to λpa, bq by Lemma 8.2.
Definition 8.4. Let C1, C2, C3 be clusters. Given ϵ1 ą 0, we say C2 ϵ

1-separates C1 from C3 if there
exists a minimal length geodesic connecting C1 to C3 which passes within 2ϵ1 of C2.

‚ Given E ą 0, the E-cluster separation graph for pa, b; Yq, denoted GE “ GE,ϵ1 pa, b; Yq is defined
as follows: The vertices of GE are clusters, and two vertices are connected by an edge if and
only if they are not 2ϵ1-separated by another cluster.

The following is essentially a consequence of Lemma 8.3. It states that the cluster graph is an
interval with the order of vertices corresponding to the order of the cluster shadows along λpa, bq. We
omit its proof, which uses only hyperbolic geometry and Lemma 8.3.
Proposition 8.5. Let Z be δ-hyperbolic, λpa, bq a geodesic connecting a, b P Z, and Y Ă Z finite with
Y Ă Nϵpλpa, bqq. Also let ϵ1 “ ϵ1pϵ, δq ą 0 as in Lemma 8.2, with also ϵ1 ą ϵ.

There exists E “ Epϵ, δq ą 0 so that the E-cluster separation graph GE,ϵ1 pa, b; Yq is an interval whose
order coincides with the order of cluster shadows along λpa, bq, with the endpoint clusters containing
a, b, respectively.
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Figure 5. Proof of Lemma 8.8: Clusters can have multiple pairs of closest points. In
this example, the red and pink points on C1 are equidistant from their matching point
on C2, while the red and pink cluster points in C1 are both within 7ϵ of the endpoint
of the shadow spC1q nearest spC2q, and the same for the roles of C1, C2 switched. In
subsequent arguments, this will allow us to conclude that connecting points between
clusters are close even after we alter the clusters.

8.3. Stable intervals defined. We are now ready to describe the stable intervals.
By Proposition 8.5, the cluster separation graph is an interval. Our stable intervals admit a decom-

position into two families of intervals, namely of edge components and cluster components. An edge
component connects adjacent clusters at their nearest points, while a cluster component connects the
endpoints of whatever edge components are connected to a given cluster.
Definition 8.6 (Stable interval). Let Z be δ-hyperbolic, a, b P Z with λpa, bq a geodesic connecting
them, and Y Ă Z finite with Y Ă Nϵ{2pλpa, bqq. The stable interval for this setup is the union of the
following two families of geodesic segments:

(1) (Edge components) For each adjacent pair of C,C 1 of clusters in G “ GE,ϵ1 pa, b; Yq, the edge
component between them is λ0pC,C 1q.

‚ The edge components comprise the edge forest, which we denote by Te.
(2) (Cluster components) For each cluster C, we let C1, C2 be the clusters adjacent to C in G.

Let rpCq “ C X pλpC1, Cq Y λpC,C2q Y ta, buq, where λpCi, Cq “ H if C is an endpoint
cluster, for the appropriate i P t1, 2u. The cluster C then determines the cluster component
µpCq “ λprpCqq.

‚ The cluster components comprise the cluster forest, which we denote by Tc.
‚ The stable interval is T pa, b; Yq “ Te \ Tc, by which we mean the abstract union of these

two forests, where we attach λ0pC1, C2q to the corresponding endpoints of µpC1q, µpC2q for
adjacent C1, C2 as determined by G.

‚ We let ϕ : T pa, b; Yq Ñ Z denote the map induced from the fact that its pieces are geodesics
in Z.

Remark 8.7. We note that stable intervals are abstractly intervals, but not necessarily as subsets of Z.
In particular, the points a, b need not be the “endpoints” of the stable interval T , either abstractly or
in Z. However, their images in the collapsed stable interval will be the endpoints, see Subsection 9.2.

The following lemma is the key to controlling the structure of T pa, b; Yq. We omit its proof since it
again uses only hyperbolic geometry, though see Figure 5 for a schematic:
Lemma 8.8. Let C1, C2 be distinct clusters along λpa, bq. Suppose that p1 P C1 and p2 P C2 are
closest points, while x1 P spC1q and x2 P spC2q are closest points. Then dZpxi, piq ď 7ϵ for i “ 1, 2.

As a consequence, the following hold:
(1) For distinct clusters C1, C2, we have |dpC1, C2q ´ dpspC1q, spC2qq| ă 14ϵ.
(2) For any p P Te, we have that dZpp,Y Y ta, buq ď dZpp, BTeq `Opϵq.
(3) For any components V,W of T “ Te Y Tc, we have diamZpspV q X spW qq ă Opϵq.

With the above lemma in hand, we can prove the following structural proposition:
Proposition 8.9. There exists L0 “ L0pδ, ϵq ą 0 so that the following hold:

(1) T pa, b; Yq is an interval with endpoints contained in Y Y ta, bu whose images in Z are Opϵq of
a, b P Z.
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Figure 6. This figure, which is essentially [DMS20, Figure 11], is an example of two
phenomena. First, the edge components of a stable interval can have bounded overlap
in the space Z. This can lead to a bounded multiplicative error in the quasi-isometric
embedding ϕ : T pa, b; Yq Ñ Z; see item (3) of Proposition 8.9. In the figure, the
multiplicative constant is at least 102

100 . Second, the image of T pa, b; Yq in Z need not
itself be an interval, as the clusters can form leaves on the image.

(2) For every cluster C,we have that dHaus
Z pµpCq, Cq ă L0 and ϕpTCq Ă NL0 pY Y ta, buq.

(3) The map ϕ : T pa, b; Yq Ñ Z is an pL0, L0q-quasi-isometric embedding with image L0-Hausdorff
close to λpa, bq.

(4) Each edge component of T has positive integer length.

Proof. For (1), observe that T pa, b; Zq is an interval by construction and Proposition 8.5, and the end
clusters contain a, b, respectively, also by that proposition. Since each cluster C Ă NEpλpa, bqq, if
a P C, then the outer-most endpoint of µpCq must be within E of a, as required.

For (2), observe that each cluster C is within Hausdorff distance Opϵq of spCq, while Lemma 8.8
implies that µpCq is within Hausdorff distance Opϵq of spCq. The conclusion follows.

Item (3) is essentially a consequence of Lemma 8.8 and the construction as follows. By Lemma 8.2,
the image under the map ϕ : T Ñ Z of each component of Te and Tc is within Opϵq of its shadow on
λpa, bq. In other words, for any component V of Te or Tc, the shadow map induces a p1, Opϵqq-quasi-
isometry s : ϕpV q Ñ spϕpV qq. On the other hand, Lemma 8.8 says every pair of components of T have
shadows on λpa, bq with Opϵq-bounded overlap. It follows that ϕ : T Ñ Z is an pOpϵq, Opϵqq-quasi-
isometric embedding, as required.

Finally, item (4) follows because we have used the function λ0 as our connectors in Definition 8.6,
which performs a small surgery at one of the ends of λ so that the result has integer length. This
completes the proof. □

8.4. Stable decompositions. Having defined stable intervals above, we are almost ready to state
the Stable Intervals Theorem 8.14. The motivation for the definitions in this section comes from our
desire to plug things into our cubical model machinery. We describe how this works in Subsection 9.3
below, and we point the reader to it for motivation for what follows.

A stable decomposition involves decomposing a pair of stable intervals for a pair of admissible
setups into subintervals, with some maps which identify and organize the various pieces. The purpose
of the next definition is to give shorthand for requiring that the various maps involved respect how
the various pieces are oriented towards the endpoints of the ambient intervals.

Definition 8.10 (Order-preserving maps). Let T1, T2 be two intervals with the endpoints of Ti labeled
by ai, bi. Suppose that Ti “ Ti,1 \Ti,2 are subdivisions of Ti into finite collections of subintervals with
#T1,1 “ #T2,1 (and hence #T1,2 “ #T2,2).

‚ We say an isometry iE,E1 : E Ñ E1 between components E Ă T1,1 and E1 Ă T2,1 is order
preserving if iE,E1 sends the endpoint of E closest to a1 to the endpoint of E1 closest to a2.
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‚ We say a bijection α : π0pT1,1q Ñ π0pT2,1q is order-preserving if it coincides with the bijection
obtained by recording the orders of appearance of the components of Ti,1 along Ti from ai to
bi.

Remark 8.11. Using the above notation, note that an order-preserving bijection α : π0pT1,1q Ñ π0pT2,1q

automatically induces an order-preserving bijection β : π0pT1,2q Ñ π0pT2,2q. Moreover, in this paper,
we will only be working with intervals between a pair of points, which are usually denoted by (some
form of) a, b. We will always take order-preserving to mean as one moves from the a-side to the b-side
of the given intervals.

We also set one last bit of notation: Given a stable tree T “ Te Y Tc for an ϵ-setup pY; ta, buq, if
y P Y Y ta, bu, we let Cy denote the cluster containing y, and µpCyq the corresponding component of
T c.

The following definition contains the stability properties we want:

Definition 8.12 (Stable decomposition). Let Z be δ-hyperbolic and geodesic.
(1) Given N ą 0, two ϵ-setups pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q are pN, ϵq-admissible if

(a) dZpa, a1q, dZpb, b1q ď ϵ,
(b) Y,Y 1 Ă Nϵ{2pλpa, bqq X Nϵ{2pλpa1, b1qq,
(c) |Y△Y 1| ă N .

(2) Given an ϵ-setup pa, b; Yq, an edge decomposition of its stable interval T “ TeYTc is a collection
of subintervals Ts Ă Te.

(3) Given L ą 0, Y0 Ă Y X Y 1, and two pN, ϵq-admissible setups pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q, we say
that two edge decompositions Ts Ă Te and T 1

s Ă T 1
e are Y0-stably L-compatible if

(a) Each component of Ts and T 1
s has positive integer length with endpoints at vertices of Te

and T 1
e, respectively.

(b) There is an order-preserving bijection α : π0pTsq Ñ π0pT 1
sq between the sets of stable

components.
(c) For each stable pair pE,E1q identified by α, there exists an order-preserving isometry

iE,E1 : E Ñ E1.
(d) For all but at most L pairs of stable components pE,E1q, we have ϕpEq “ ϕpE1q are

identical with ϕpxq “ ϕ1piE,E1 pxqq for all x P E.
(e) For the (at most) L-many remaining stable pairs pE,E1q, we have dZpϕpxq, ϕ1piE,E1 pxqqq ă

L for all x P E.
(f) The complements Te ´ Ts and T 1

e ´ T 1
s consist of at most L-many unstable components of

diameter at most L.
(g) The induced order-preserving bijection β : π0pT ´ Tsq Ñ π0pT 1 ´ T 1

sq satisfies:
(i) (Endpoints) Let Da denote the component of T ´ Ts containing µpCaq, and define

Db, Da1 , Db1 similarly. Then βpDaq “ Da1 and βpDbq “ Db1 .
(ii) (Identifying clusters) For any y P Y0, let Dy, D

1
y denote the components of T ´ Ts

and T 1 ´ T 1
s containing µpCyq, µpC 1

yq, respectively. Then βpDyq “ D1
y.

Remark 8.13. The above definition is a refinement of the properties contained in [DMS20, Stable Tree
Theorem 3.2], where we have set up these stable decompositions to plug nicely into the cubical model
machinery described earlier in the paper. How this process works is described below in more detail in
Subsection 9.3, but for now we motivate some parts of the definition. Roughly speaking, the points
Y and Y 1 stand in for the relative projection data on each interval, with each component of T ´ Ts

and T 1 ´ T 1
s being labeled by some such point. Eventually, we will collapse each of the components

of T ´ Ts and T 1 ´ T 1
s to points. Item (3g) says that the common labels Y X Y 1 are identified, as

well as the endpoint pairs a, a1 and b, b1. The rest of the statement now says that the components of
Ts and T 1

s are in bijection with each other, where identified components are isometric, and the order-
preserving properties explain how to glue these components to obtain an isometry between collapsed
intervals. Finally, the proximity properties in items (3d) and (3e) are necessary for controlling the
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maps back into the ambient HHS; see the proof of Theorem 9.9. A more general version can be found
in [DMS25, Definition 10.18].
8.5. The stable interval theorem. With Definition 8.12 in hand, we can now state the main result
of this section, Theorem 8.14 below. It says that the stable intervals for a pair of admissible ϵ-
setups admit compatible stable decompositions—that is, decompositions into subintervals which are
in bijective correspondence with idenitified pairs uniformly close, up to ignored a bounded collection
of bounded-length subintervals. We first state this technical result, and then prove a corollary which
gives the main upshot for our purposes of building stable cubical models.

For a bit of setup, recall the notion of a thickening of an interval from Subsection 4.4. This was a
way of taking an interval with a decomposition T “ AYB into collections of segments, and expanding
and combining one collection of the segments. Our stable intervals come with such a decomposition
T “ Te YTc, and we will always mean a thickening of a stable interval T to be a thickening of T along
the components of the cluster forest Tc. Finally, we denote the components of the resulting thickening
by T “ Te Y Tc, and we note that Te Ă Te and Tc Ă Tc.
Theorem 8.14 (Stable intervals). Let Z be δ-hyperbolic and geodesic. For any ϵ,N ą 0 and positive
integers r1, r2 ą 0, there exist L1 “ L1pδ, ϵ,Nq ą 0 and L2 “ L2pδ, ϵ,N, r1, r2q ą 0 so that the
following holds. Suppose pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q are pN, ϵq-admissible ϵ-setups and let T “ Te YTc and
T 1 “ T 1

e Y T 1
c denote their stable intervals. Then

(1) There exist pY X Y 1q-stable L1-compatible decompositions Ts Ă Te and T 1
s Ă T 1

e, and
(2) There exist pY X Y 1q-stable L2-compatible edge decompositions Ts Ă Te and T1

s Ă T1
e of the

pr1, r2q-thickenings of T, T 1 along Tc, T
1
c.

‚ Moreover, we have Ts Ă Ts and Ts Ă T 1
s.

Remark 8.15. In the HHS setting, we will be able to control each of the constants δ, ϵ,N, r1, r2 in terms
of the ambient HHS structure. We have written the statement with two conclusions because the first
conclusion is a mild reformulation of the original theorem [DMS20, Theorem 3.2], while the second
is what we actually need for the cubulation machine discussed in this paper. Notably, the second
statement will be an easy consequence of the first.

Before we move onto the proof, we observe the following corollary, whose statement and proof
motivate the statement of Theorem 8.14. In particular, this corollary will allow us to verify the
interval-wise condition in Proposition 6.12 and give us the cubical isomorphism we need for the Stable
Cubulations Theorem 9.9; see Subsection 9.3.
Corollary 8.16. Let pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q be pN, ϵq-admissible ϵ-setups with pY X Y 1q-stable L-
compatible decompositions Ts Ă Te and T 1

s Ă T 1
e. Let ∆ : T Ñ pT and ∆1 : T 1 Ñ pT 1 denote the quotients

obtained by collapsing each component of T ´ Ts and T 1 ´ T 1
s to a point. The following hold:

(1) pT and pT 1 are simplicial intervals where each collapsed component of T ´ Ts and T 1 ´ T 1
s is a

vertex, and
(2) There exists an isometry Φ : pT Ñ pT 1 which is induced from the bijections α : π0pTsq Ñ π0pT 1

sq

and β : π0pT ´ Tsq Ñ π0pT 1 ´ T 1
sq, and the isometries of pairs of stable components iE,αpEq :

E Ñ αpEq for E Ă Ts. Moreover, we have
(a) Φp∆paqq “ ∆1pa1q and Φp∆pbqq “ ∆1pb1q,
(b) If y P Y X Y 1 and Dy P π0pT ´ Tsq and D1

y P π0pT ´ Tsq contain µpCyq and µpC 1
yq,

respectively, then Φp∆pDyqq “ ∆1pD1
yq.

Proof. First, observe that pT and pT 1 are intervals because T, T 1 are and each component of T ´ Ts and
T 1 ´ T 1

s is a subinterval. They are simplicial intervals with the given description because Theorem
8.14 (specifically item (4a) of Definition 8.12) provides that each component of Ts, T

1
s has positive

integer length, and so the distance between the points corresponding to pairs of collapsed components
of T ´ Ts and T 1 ´ T 1

s is a positive integer.
For the second conclusion, we can define Φ : pT Ñ pT 1 as follows: For each vertex v P pT corresponding

to a component C P π0pT ´ Tsq, we define Φpvq “ v1, where v1 is the vertex of pT 1 corresponding to
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βpCq P π0pT 1 ´T 1
sq. If now x P pT is not such a vertex, then x P ∆pEq for some component E P π0pTsq.

So we define Φpxq “ ∆1piE,αpEqpxqq. The fact that these piece-wise maps glue coherently is a direct
consequence of the fact that α is order-preserving. The subitems of (2) are direct consequences of item
(3g) of Definition 8.12. This completes the proof. □

Remark 8.17. Notably, the above corollary holds whenever we have a stable decomposition, so in
particular when this is a stable decomposition arising from the thickened versions of our stable intervals.

8.6. Detailed sketch of the proof. In lieu of a full proof (see Appendix B), we provide a detailed
sketch of Theorem 8.14 with figures illustrating the key technical arguments, which are easier to
understand at a fairly close level than to write down carefully. Our proof strategy here follows more
closely the proof of [DMS25, Theorem 10.23] than the original [DMS20, Theorem 3.1].

The goal is to show that the stable intervals (Definition 8.6) for pairs of admissible ϵ-setups admit
stable decompositions in the sense of Definition 8.12. Roughly, these are decompositions of the intervals
into collections of subintervals, which are either identical (as in item (d)), or the same length and
uniformly close (as in item (e)), or are one of boundedly-many unstable components we can ignore (as
in item (f)). We need to show how to constraints on the input data assumed in item (1) translates
into control over the components of the stable intervals.

To begin the sketch, first observe that the two main assumptions of Theorem 8.14 on the setups
pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q are that

‚ The sets of cluster points Y,Y 1 are close to both λpa, bq and λpa1, b1q and have bounded sym-
metric difference, and

‚ The endpoints pairs pa, bq and pa1, b1q are within ϵ of each other.
This suggests the following iterated proof strategy:
(1) First, show that we can build a stable decomposition when we add a single nearby cluster

point, while keeping the endpoints the same.
(2) Next, show that we can iteratively combine stable decompositions to obtain a stable decom-

position.
(3) Finally, show that we can build a stable decomposition when we only wiggle a single endpoint

and keep everything else (including the cluster sets) the same.
Steps (1) and (3) can be thought of as moves, where we only change one piece of data at a time, and

we will see that type (3) moves are basically type (1) moves. For step (2), we will want to iteratively
perform type (1) moves by adding the extra cluster points of Y 1 ´ Y to the setup pa, b; Yq, thereby
shifting from pa, b; Yq to pa, b; Y Y Y 1q. Then we make two type (3) moves to shift pa, b; Y Y Y 1q Ñ

pa1, b; Y Y Y 1q Ñ pa1, b1; Y Y Y 1q. Finally, we make another sequence of iterated type (1) moves to shift
from pa1, b1; Y Y Y 1q down to pa1, b1; Y 1q. Since this total sequence of moves is bounded by N ` 2, we
will be done.

For step (1), there are two main cases—the split cluster case, where we add a point z to Y far from
all Y-clusters; and the affected cluster case, where z is close to some existing Y-cluster. See Figures
7 and 8, respectively, for relevant schematics. The philosophy here is simple: adding a cluster point
only affects things locally, thus one only needs to make bounded local modifications.

Step (2) of the proof now involves iteratively applying step (1), and thus one must show that one
can coherently combine two pairs of stable decompositions across a common setup. Figure 9 shows
a schematic for the argument, in which one has three stable trees T1, T2, T3 with associated stable
decompositions, so that those for T1, T2 and T2, T3 are compatible. The idea is to intersect the two
decompositions on T2 and pull them back to T1, T3.

The associated stability constants increase a controlled amount with each iteration, but we are
assuming that we only need to perform boundedly-many such iterations in Theorem 8.14.

Finally, step (3) is an application of steps (1) and (2). To get the idea, we can consider the following
restricted setup, which we highlight to focus on what happens when we perturb an endpoint. Let
a, b, a1 P Z and Y Ă Z be finite with Y Ă Nϵ{2pλpa, bqq X Nϵ{2pa1, bq. The following collection of setups,
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each of which differs by adding or deleting one cluster point, or by switching the role that a, a1 or b, b1

play between cluster or endpoint:

(1) pa, b; Yq,
(2) pa, b; Y Y tauq,

(3) pa, b; Y Y ta, a1uq,
(4) pa1, b; Y Y ta, a1uq,

(5) pa1, b; Y Y ta1uq,
(6) pa1, b; Yq.

Hence we can use steps (1),(2), (3) plus iteration to change the roles of endpoints once we have
added all of the necessary cluster points. See Appendix B for the full argument.

Figure 7. Step (1) of the proof of Theorem 8.14, split cluster case: In the first
figure, the two edge components of the two stable intervals are shown. The point z
forms an individual cluster and therefore must be inserted as a vertex in the graph
G, between clusters C1, C2. Every cluster to the left of C1 is unchanged, as are all
of the connecting segments (in pink), and same for those to the right of C2. The
second figure shows the stable decomposition of the stable intervals. Here, we need to
include the shadow of the cluster z on λpC1, C2q as an unstable component. This cuts
λpC1, C2q into two segments, which are paired with λpC1, zq and λpz, C2q, though these
need to be slightly truncated so guarantee they have the same lengths; the unstable
segments accomplishing this are red. The third figure shows the stable decomposition
for their pr1, r2q-thickenings, which are subsets of the edge components Te Ă T and
T 1

e Ă T , are indicated in brown. Note that this can result in collapsing an entire edge
component if its diameter is less than r2 ´2r1. These brown segments refine the stable
decompositions Ts Ă Te and T 1

s Ă T 1
e.
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Figure 8. Step (1) of the proof of Theorem 8.14, affected cluster case. Two phenom-
ena are shown. In the top figure, there are three affected clusters, P,Q,R, for pa, b; Yq

which combine with z into a new cluster C 1 for pa, b; Y Y tzuq. By definition, P,Q,R
must be Opϵq apart, and actually are adjacent in G. The clusters C1, C2 appear in
both setups, and the subgraph of G to the left of C1 coincides with the same subgraph
for G1, and similarly for C2. So the corresponding (pink) components form (stable)
components of Ts Ă Te and T 1

s Ă T 1
e. The components of Te connecting P,Q,R are

declared unstable and, in this example, the components λpC1, P q and λpR,C2q of Te

coincide with the components λpC1, C
1q and λpC 1, C2q of T 1

e, and hence are stable.
The second figure shows the stable decomposition for the pr1, r2q-thickenings, which
are just the thickenings of the components of Ts “ T 1

s, and hence are also exactly
the same. In the second example, the same discussion applies to the outside parts.
For the middle of the graph, z combines with the cluster A, which results in pairs of
segments λpC1, Aq and λpC1, C

1q, and λpA,C2q and λpC 1, C2q, which have Opϵq-close
endpoints and are thus Opϵq-Hausdorff close, with the same length up to error Opϵq.
Small surgeries provide the required stable components for the stable intervals T, T 1,
shown in the third figure. The fourth figure shows the stable decomposition for the
pR, rq-thickenings of this example.
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Figure 9. The proof of Theorem 8.14, iterating stable decompositions: The idea
for the iteration argument is to intersect the stable decompositions T 1

s,2 X T 3
s,2 Ă T2

for T1, T3, respectively, and then use the isometries which identify the stable pairs
for T1, T2 to give a refined stable decomposition for pT1, T2q, which can be combined
with a refinement for pT2, T3q via simple composition. In the schematic (which is not
happening in Z), we have lined up the stable intervals T1, T2, T3 to indicate how to
refine the pairwise stable decompositions for pT1, T2q and pT2, T3q for one for pT1, T3q.
The orange segments correspond to cluster components of the intervals, while the blue
and green segments correspond to the unstable components for the pairs pT1, T2q and
pT2, T3q, respectively. The complement of the orange, blue, and green segments on
T2 form the refined stable decomposition on T2, and the purple squares indicate how
these segments induce refined stable decompositions on T1 and T3.

9. Stable cubical models

In this section, we explain how to combine the cubulation machinery described in Sections 4–6 with
the Controlling Domains Theorem 7.4 established in Section 7 and the Stable Interval Theorem 8.14
from Section 8. Over the first two subsections, we prove that our stable intervals can be plugged into
our interval system machinery to produce an HFI for any pair of points a, b P X in an HHS.

The heart of the section is then explaining how to relate two such HFIs for a pair of points a, b and
a perturbed pair a1, b1. We explain this below in detail in Subsection 9.3.

9.1. Stable intervals form an interval system. Our first goal is to explain how to take the family
of stable intervals associated to a pair of points a, b P X and produce a hierarchical family of intervals.

First, we need to induce a collection of relative projections on the stable intervals which turn them
into an R-interval system (Definition 4.3) for a uniform R “ RpSq ą 0.

Let U P U . Recall that the BGIA 3.11 says that if dV pa, bq is sufficiently large for V P S, then
ρV

U Ă NES
pλpa, bqq when V Ă U and, even better, ρV

U Ă NES
pa Y bq when V&U . If we set YU “

tρV
U |V Ă U P Uu, then pπU paq, πU pbq; YU q is an ϵ-setup in CpUq for ϵ “ 2ES in the sense of Subsection

8.1. In particular, our stable interval construction (Proposition 8.9) applies.
For each U P U , let TU “ TU,e Y TU,c denote the stable interval for the setup pa, b; YU q in CpUq.

Recall that each component of TU,c coincides with µpCq for some cluster C of points in YU Y ta, bu
(Subsection 8.2). Importantly, item (2) of Proposition 8.9 says that ϕU pµpCqq is Opϵq (and hence
OpSq) Hausdorff close to C itself. This property is what makes the following definition work:

Definition 9.1 (Stable interval projections). For each U P U , we define the following stable interval
projections:

‚ For each V P U with V Ă U , let C be the cluster containing ρV
U . Define

δV
U “ ϕ´1

U phullµpCqppϕU pµpCqqpρV
U qqq Ă µpCq,
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where pU : CpUq Ñ ϕU pµpCqq is the closest point projection to the geodesic segment ϕU pµpCqq “

µpCq.
‚ For each V P U with V&U , let f P ta, bu denote the point (provided by Definition 3.1)

for which dU pπU pfq, ρV
U q ă ϵ, and let C denote the cluster containing f . Again we define

δV
U “ ϕ´1

U phullµpCqppϕU pµpCqpρV
U qqq Ă µpCq.

‚ If U Ă V , then we define the interval projection map δV
U : TV Ñ TU by δV

U “ ϕ´1
U ˝pTU

˝ρV
U ˝ϕV .

The next lemma says that these projections turn the family of stable intervals into an interval
system. The proof, which we leave to the reader, involves verifying the conditions of Definition 4.3
(and hence Lemma 4.2, and one does this via Lemma 3.10 and Proposition 8.9.
Lemma 9.2. There exists Rs “ RspSq ą 0 so that the stable intervals tTU uUPU endowed with the
stable interval projections forms an Rs-interval system for a, b.
9.2. Thickenings of stable intervals, their collapses, and HFIs. In this subsection, we explain
why collapsed thickened interval systems of stable intevals form HFIs.

To begin, in Subsection 4.4, we took an interval system tTU uUPU along with its relative projection
data δV

U , and then thickened the intervals along the components B of a decomposition TU “ A Y B,
where B consists of these δV

U along with the marked points aU , bU . Then in Subsection 4.5, we collapsed
along this thickening which induced collapsed relative projections on the collapsed intervals. On the
other hand, the thickenings of stable intervals we considered in the Stable Intervals Theorem 8.14 were
thickenings along the cluster components.

The following lemma, whose proof we leave to the reader, says that these thickenings coincide, and
hence that the corresponding collapsed trees are identical:
Lemma 9.3. For any U P U , let TU “ AYB be the decomposition where B is the union of all δV

U for
V Ă U along with aU , bU . Let TU “ TU,e Y TU,c denote the decomposition provided by Proposition 8.9.
There exists R3 “ R3pSq ą 0 so that for any r1 ą R3 and r2 ą 0, the pr1, r2q-thickenings of TU along
B and along TU,c are identical.

The upshot of Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3 is that we can plug our stable intervals directly into our interval
system machinery. The next step is to explain how to produce an HFI (Definition 6.1) from this system
using the thickenings and collapsing procedures discussed in Subsections 4.4 and 4.5.

Continuing with our notation, Lemma 9.2 says that the stable intervals tTU uUPU endowed with the
interval projections via Definition 9.1 form an Rs-interval system for a, b P X , where Rs “ RspSq ą 0.
Since Rs “ RspSq ą 0, Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 4.10 provide constants R1 “ R1pSq ą 0 and
R2pSq ą 0 so that for any r1 ě R1 and r2 ě R2, the conclusions of Lemma 4.10 hold for the family
of collapsed intervals t pTU uUPU obtained from the pr1, r2q-thickening of the system tTU uUPU . We also
want to assume that r1 ą R3 “ R3pSq ą 0 so that Lemma 9.3 holds.

The next proposition states that as long as r1 is a positive integer, the collapsed intervals pTU are all
simplicial intervals, where the collapsed points lie at vertices. The proof is a straightforward application
of the ideas in the preceding sections, so we leave it to the reader.
Proposition 9.4. As long as r1 ě maxtR1, R3u is a positive integer and r2 ě R2, the family of col-
lapsed stable intervals t pTU uUPU associated to an pr1, r2q-thickening of tTU uUPU along TU,c and endowed
with their collapsed projections forms a hierarchical family of intervals.

We note the following immediate corollary of Proposition 9.4 and Theorem 6.4:

Corollary 9.5. Let a, b P X , K ą K0 for K0 as in Theorem 3.8 and U “ RelKpa, bq. Let t pTU uUPU be
the associated family of stable intervals. Then the hierarchical hull H “ hullX pa, bq is quasi-isometric
to the dual cube complex of the associated HFI, with constants depending only on S and K.
9.3. From a perturbed pair to a family of stable decompositions. In this subsection, we explain
how the basic setup of this paper can be plugged into the machinery we have built so far.

For the rest of this section, assume that we have a colorable HHS pX ,Sq endowed with the stable
projections from Theorem 7.4. Let K ą K0 “ K0pSq ą 0 be as in item (2) of that theorem.
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Also for the rest of this section, fix a, b, a1, b1 P X so that dX pa, a1q, dX pb, b1q ď 1. We refer to the
points a1, b1 as a perturbed pair from a, b. Let U “ RelKpa, bq and U 1 “ RelKpa1, b1q. Let tTU uUPU and
tT 1

U uUPU 1 denote the families of stable intervals produced as above.
The first thing to observe is that item (2)(a) of Controlling Domains Theorem 7.4 provides that
(1) |U△U 1| ă N0 “ N0pSq, and
(2) Each domain V P U△U 1 satisfies dV pa, bq ď K 1 and dV pa1, b1q ď K 1, where |K´K 1| is bounded

in terms of S.
Item (2) plus Lemma 4.10 says that each of the associated collapsed intervals pTV or pT 1

V for V P U△U 1

has bounded diameter. For the rest of the domains, namely the domains U P U0 “ U X U 1, we want to
obtain compatible stable decompositions between the intervals TU and T 1

U , which we do as follows.
First, observe that if V Ă U P U0, then dV pa, bq ě K ą ES and dV pa1, b1q ě K ą ES, so the BGIA

3.11 implies that ρV
U Ă NES

pλU pa, bqq X NES
pλU pa1, b1qq, where λU is the function which assigns a

geodesic in CpUq to any pair of points from Subsection 8.1. Hence taking ϵ “ 2ES in our stable tree
setup suffices to make pπU paq, πU pbq; YU q and pπU pa1q, πU pb1q; Y 1

U q into ϵ-setups in CpUq (item (1) of
Definition 8.12).

Moreover, for each U P U0, Theorem 7.4 provides that
(a) The ρ-sets for the domains in U and U 1 which nest into U—namely YU and Y 1

U respectively—
satisfy |YU △Y 1

U | ă N0 “ N0pSq, and
(b) If U˚

0 Ă U0 is the set of domains U P U0 for which YU ‰ Y 1
U or πU paq ‰ πU pa1q or πU pbq ‰

πU pb1q, then #U˚
0 ă N0.

Hence, by item (a), these ϵ-setups are pN0, ϵq-admissible in the sense of item (2) of Definition 8.12
for all domains in U0, while item (b) says that for domains in U0 ´ U˚

0 , these ϵ-setups exactly coincide.
Thus item (2) of the Stable Intervals Theorem 8.14 implies that the pr1, r2q-thickenings of their stable
intervals TU , T

1
U admit Ls-compatible stable decompositions, where Ls “ LspSq ą 0 by choosing

r1 “ maxtR1, R3u and r2 “ R2, since the constants Ri “ RipSq ą 0 depend only on S. In particular,
we have:

Proposition 9.6. For each U P U0, the pr1, r2q-thickenings of the stable intervals TU “ TU,e Y TU,c

and T 1
U “ T 1

U,e Y T 1
U,c along TU,c, T

1
U,c respectively admit Ls-compatible stable decompositions, where

Ls “ LspSq ą 0.
‚ Moreover, if U P U0 ´ U˚

0 , then TU “ T 1
U and these thickenings coincide exactly.

For each U P U0, let ∆U : pTU Ñ pTU,0 and ∆1
U : pT 1

U Ñ pT 1
U,0 denote the maps which collapse the

unstable components these decompositions to points; we note that these maps are the identity when
U P U0 ´ U˚

0 . By Definition 8.12 of a stable decomposition, the subintervals of the pTU and pT 1
U being

collapsed for U P U0 along with the whole intervals pTV , pT 1
V (whichever is defined) for V P U△U 1

collectively form pL2
s ` 2K 1N0q-admissible simplicial trimming setups for t pTU uUPU and t pT 1

U uUPU 1 , in
the sense of Definition 6.5. This is because the set pU Y U 1q ´ U0 has at most N0-many domains by
(1) above, each of which has diameter bounded by K 1, while the unstable pieces for the domains in U0
consist of at most L2-many pieces of diameter at most L2.

Set L2
2 ` 2K 1N0 “ S0, which we note depends only on S and our choice of K. We now obtain the

following from Theorem 6.7 and Proposition 9.6:

Proposition 9.7. The following hold:
(1) The collections t pTU,0uUPU0 and t pT 1

U,0uUPU0 are HFIs. Let Q0,Q1
0 denote their corresponding

0-consistent subsets.
(2) The combined maps ∆ : Q Ñ Q0 and ∆1 : Q1 Ñ Q1

0 satisfy ∆pQq “ Q0 and ∆1pQ1q “ Q1
0 and

are both p1, S2
0q-quasi-isometries.

(3) There exists maps Ξ : Q0 Ñ Q and Ξ1 : Q1
0 Ñ Q1 with ∆ ˝ Ξ “ idQ0 and ∆1 ˝ Ξ1 “ idQ1

0
.

(4) At the level of cube complexes, the maps ∆Q Ñ Q0 and ∆1 : Q1 Ñ Q1
0 delete at most S2

0 -many
hyperplanes.
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Using this proposition, we can define maps pΩ0 : Q0 Ñ X and pΩ1
0 : Q1

0 Ñ X by pΩ0 “ pΩ ˝ Ξ and
pΩ1

0 “ pΩ1 ˝Ξ1, where pΩ : Q Ñ X and pΩ1 : Q Ñ X are the quasi-isometric embeddings defined Subsection
5.6.

For the final piece of setup, we want to observe that these HFIs t pTU,0uUPU0 and t pT 1
U,0uUPU0 admit

an isomorphism in the sense of Proposition 6.12. For this, we require the following lemma, whose proof
is a straightforward application of the definitions and Corollary 8.16.

Lemma 9.8. For each U P U˚
0 , the isometry iU : pTU,0 Ñ pT 1

U,0 provided by Corollary 8.16 satisfies the
conditions of Proposition 6.12.

‚ Thus these component-wise isometries combine to give an isometry I0 : Q0 Ñ Q1
0.

9.4. Statement of the stable cubulations theorem. We are now ready to state the stable cubical
intervals theorem:

Theorem 9.9 (Stable cubical intervals). Continuing with our standing notation, there exists Σ “

ΣpS,Kq ą 0 so that the following diagram commutes up to error Σ:

(10)

Q

Q0

X

Q1
0

Q1

pΩ
∆0

pΩ0
I0

pΩ1
0

pΩ1

∆1
0

‚ In the above, I0 : Q0 Ñ Q1
0 is the isomorphism from Lemma 9.8.

‚ In particular, any colorable hierarchically hyperbolic space is Σ-stably weakly locally quasi-
cubical (Definition 2.7).

Proof. It remains to prove that the upper, lower, and middle triangles coarsely commute. The proof
for the upper (and hence the lower) is essentially automatic by construction. In particular, by item
(2) of Proposition 9.7, the map ∆0 : Q Ñ Q0 is a p1, S2

0q-quasi-isometry for S0 “ S0pS,Kq ą 0. On
the other hand, item (3) of that proposition implies that ∆0 ˝ Ξ “ idQ0 while pΩ0 : Q0 Ñ X is defined
by pΩ0 “ pΩ ˝ Ξ. Hence the top triangle commutes up to error S0, and the same holds for the bottom
triangle.

For the middle triangle, we want to show that dX ppΩ0px̂q, pΩ1
0 ˝I0px̂qq is bounded in terms of S,K for

any x̂ P Q0. However, we note that the maps pΩ0 : Q0 Ñ H and ∆0 ˝ pΨ : H Ñ Q0 are quasi-inverses
(with errors depending on S,K), and similarly for pΩ1

0 : Q1
0 Ñ H 1 and ∆0 ˝ pΨ : H 1 Ñ Q1

0. Here,
H “ hullX pa, bq and H 1 “ hullX pa1, b1q. But since dX pa, a1q ď 1 and dX pb, b1q ď 1, it follows from the
Distance Formula 3.8 and Definition 3.12 that dHaus

X pH,H 1q is bounded in terms of S.
Hence it suffices to show that for x P H XH 1 (so that pΨpxq and pΨ1pxq are both defined), we have

dQ1
0
p∆1

0 ˝ pΨ1pxq, I0 ˝ ∆0 ˝ pΨpxqq ă Σ,

for Σ “ ΣpS,Kq. Set ∆1
0 ˝ pΨ1pxq “ x̂1

0 “ px̂1
U,0q and I0 ˝ ∆0 ˝ pΨpxq “ ŷ1

0 “ pŷ1
U,0q, where we note that

both x̂1
0, ŷ

1
0 P Q1

0.
We argue component-wise that dQ1

0
px̂1

0, ŷ
1
0q is bounded. Recall that the map pΨ : H Ñ Q is defined

component-wise (over the set U) by ψ̂U “ qU ˝ ϕ´1
U ˝ pU ˝ πU , where πU : X Ñ CpUq is the HHS
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projection, pU : CpUq Ñ ϕU pTU q is closest point projection, ϕU : TU Ñ CpUq is the pL0, L0q-quasi-
isometric embedding provided by Proposition 8.9 (here L0 “ L0pSq), and qU : TU Ñ pTU is the map
which collapses a uniform thickening of TU along the cluster components, with constants depending
only on S. The map pΨ1 : H 1 Ñ Q1 is defined similarly.

First, we can reduce to involved domains in U0 “ U X U 1. If U P U△U 1, then a, b and a1, b1 have
bounded diameter projections to U in terms of K and S, while also each such domain is involved in the
sense of Definition 7.3 and hence there are only boundedly-many by Theorem 7.4. Next observe that if
U P U0 is not involved, then the stable trees TU , T

1
U for the two setups are exactly the same, and hence

have identical thickenings, and thus the stable decompositions the pair are the (identical) collection
of edge components for each, and their corresponding collapsed trees pTU and pT 1

U are identical. Hence,
for uninvolved U P U0, we have x̂1

U,0 “ ŷ1
U,0.

Let U P U0 be involved. Since there are boundedly-many (in S) such domains by Theorem 7.4, it
suffices to bound the diameter d

pT 1
U,0

px̂1
U,0, ŷ

1
U,0q in terms of S.

The distance d
pT 1

U,0
px̂1

U,0, ŷ
1
U,0q is measured in the edge components of pT 1

U,0 which separate them, and
these edge components are stable components of T 1

U . This means that if the distance d
pT 1

U,0
px̂1

U,0, ŷ
1
U,0q

is very large, then there must be either
(1) some long stable component E1 Ă T 1

U,s so that some long segment of ∆1
U pq1

U pE1qq separates
x̂1

U,0 from ŷ1
U,0, or

(2) if no such long component exists, there must be some large number of such stable components
separating them.

In case (1), let E Ă TU,s be the stable component paired with E1 Ă T 1
U,s. Note that ϕU pEqYϕ1

U pE1q

is uniformly quasi-convex (in S), and hence πU pxq has a uniformly bounded projection to it. However
the fact that a long segment of ∆1

U pqU pE1qq Ă pT 1
U,0 separates x̂1

U,0 from ŷ1
U,0 means that some large

diameter portion of ϕU pEq Y ϕ1
U pE1q coarsely (in S) separates pU pπU pxqq from p1

U pπU pxqq, which is
impossible.

In case (2), we can assume that no such long stable component exists, so that the distance
d

pT 1
U,0

px̂1
U,0, ŷ

1
U,0q corresponds to some sequence E1

1, . . . , E
1
n Ă T 1

U,s of short stable components of length
bounded in terms of S. Let Ei Ă TU,s denote the stable component paired with E1

i. By Proposition
8.9 and the fact that dX pa, a1q ď 1 and dX pb, b1q ď 1, we have that ϕU pTU q and ϕ1

U pT 1
U q are within

bounded (in S) Hausdorff distance in CpUq. Since each of the E1
i are uniformly close (in S) to Ei and

the bijection α : π0pTU,sq Ñ π0pT 1
U,sq is order-preserving, it follows that the hulls hullϕU pTU qpE1, Enq

and hullϕ1
U

pT 1
U

qpE1
1, E

1
nq are within uniform (in S) Hausdorff distance of each other, and hence their

union is uniformly quasi-convex (in S). Thus, if ∆1
U pq1

U pE1
1qq, . . . ,∆1

U pq1
U pE1

nqq separate x̂1
U,0 from ŷ1

U,0

in pT 1
U,0, then the union of these hulls coarsely (in S) separates pU pπU pxqq from p1

U pπU pxqq.
Since each of the segments E1

i is bounded length, the union of these hulls is long if the number of
segments n is very large. Moreover, each pair of segments E1

i, E
1
i`1 is separated by some complementary

component Ci Ă T 1
U ´ T 1

U,s. By construction, all but boundedly-many (in S) of these components
corresponds to some cluster component of T 1

U . Since there are only boundedly-many (in S) involved
domains, by choosing n to be sufficiently large, there exists some Cj which contains a ĂU0-minimal
domain V Ă U which is both ĂU -minimal and ĂU 1 -minimal. But this is impossible, for the BGIA
3.11 would imply that dV pρU

V ppU pπU pxqq, ρU
V pp1

U pπU pxqqqq ą K, and this cannot happen as we can also
arrange πU pxq to be as far from ρV

U as necessary. Hence no such long sequence E1
1, . . . E

1
n can exist,

completing the proof.
□

Appendix A. Proof of the Tree Trimming Theorem 5.14

Below is a re-statement of Theorem 5.14. See Subsection 5.4 for the contextual definitions and
notation.
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Theorem A.1 (Tree Trimming). There exists Btt “ BttpS,Kq ą 0 so that for any B ă Btt, there
exists L “ LpS, Bq ą 0 so that the following hold:

(1) We have ∆pQq Ă Q1.
(2) There is a map Ξ : Q1 Ñ Q so that ∆ ˝ Ξ “ idQ1 . In particular, ∆pQq “ Q1.
(3) The map ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is an pL,Lq-quasi-isometry.

Proof. The fact that ∆pQq Ă Q1, namely that ∆ preserves 0-consistency, is immediate from the fact
that the ∆U just collapse subintervals, so coordinates which were collapsed projections remain collapsed
projections, showing item (1). Items (2) and (3) require more work and we provide a detailed sketch
of both.

Item (2): Surjectivity of ∆ : Q Ñ Q1: Let ŷ P Q1. We will construct a point x̂ P Q with ∆px̂q “

ŷ by a coordinate-wise argument, thereby defining a map Ξ : Q1 Ñ Q with ∆ ˝ Ξ “ idQ1 .
For each U P U , let CU “ ∆´1

U pŷU q. Our goal is to pick, for each U P U , a point x̂U P CU and then
prove 0-consistency of the tuple x̂ “ px̂U q. Note that ∆px̂q “ ŷ for such a tuple, by construction. The
proof is by induction on the nesting level in U , and is similar to the construction of the map pΩ : Q Ñ H
as in Proposition 5.17. The main difference is that the collapsing subintervals are not automatically
associated to a collection of domains, and this is where the work lies. The proof is basically the proof
of the analogous fact in [Dur23, Theorem 10.2], except that our setup is much simpler. What follows
is a very detailed sketch, which leaves some small bits to the reader.

For the base case, let U P U be ĂU -minimal. If ŷU P pTU,0 is not contained in ∆U pBq for some B P B,
then CU Ă pTU is a point and we set x̂U “ CU . If ŷU P ∆U pBq for some B P B and B Ă pTU does not
contain an endpoint, then let x̂U P CU be any point. If instead CU does contain an endpoint, then it
is possible that it contains both endpoints, and we need to choose one.

The following claim, which is exactly [Dur23, Claim 10.3], does not require U to be ĂU -minimal:

Claim A.2. If W,Z P tV P U |V&U, and ŷV ‰ pδ̂U
V q0u, then δ̂W

U “ δ̂Z
U .

With Claim A.2 in hand, we can define x̂U for ĂU -minimal U as follows:
‚ If W&

U “ tV P U |V&U and ŷW ‰ pδ̂V
U q0u ‰ H, then we set x̂U “ δ̂W

U for any (and hence all,
by the claim) W P W&

U .
‚ If W&

U “ H, then we let x̂U be any marked point in CU .
At this point, we also want to set lU to be equal to the endpoint x̂U when U is ĂU -minimal, where

lU “ H when CU does not contain an endpoint of pTU . These labels will play a similar role as in the
cluster honing process in Subsection 5.2.

For the inductive step, suppose that U is not ĂU -minimal and that we have defined x̂V for all
V Ă U and, in particular, for all ĂU -minimal V P U . As before, if CU does not contain a marked
or a projection δ̂V

U for some V Ă U , then we let x̂U P CU be any point. If CU happens to contain
one of the endpoints but no δ̂V

U for V Ă U , then CU contains only that one endpoint (since U is not
ĂU -minimal), and we let x̂U P CU be any point

Otherwise, we set C “ CU and let VU denote the set of ĂU -minimal domains V Ă U so that δ̂V
U P C

(or equivalently, pδ̂V
U q0 “ ŷU ). For each V P VU , set CV

U “ hullCpδ̂V
U Y πCpx̂V qq, namely the convex

hull in C of δ̂V
U and the projections of the marked point labeled by lV down to the convex subset C.

The following claim, which is exactly [Dur23, Claim 10.4], helps us choose a point in such a CU :

Claim A.3. For every V,W P VU , we have CV
U X CW

U ‰ H. Moreover, at least one of δ̂V
U P CW

U or
δ̂W

U P CV
U holds.

Proof. We may assume that δ̂V
U ‰ δ̂W

U , and hence that V&W . If CV
U X CW

U “ H, then δ̂V
U R CW

U

and δ̂W
U R CV

U , and it follows that lV ‰ lW . The BGI property in (7) of Lemma 4.10 plus item (4) of
Lemma 4.2 imply that δ̂W

V R ∆´1
V pŷV q and δ̂V

W R ∆´1
W pŷW q, and hence ŷV ‰ pδ̂W

V q0 and ŷW ‰ pδ̂V
W q0,

which is a contradiction of 0-consistency of ŷ. This proves the claim. □
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Hence the Helly property for trees implies that
Ş

V PVU
CV

U Ă pTU is nonempty. This intersection,
nonetheless, may contain many δ̂V

U for V P VU . The following claim, which is exactly [Dur23, Claim
10.6] helps us make a consistent choice:

Claim A.4. Suppose V,W P WĂ
U , then δ̂V

U “ δ̂W
U .

Proof of Claim A.4. For a contradiction, suppose that δ̂W
U ‰ δ̂V

U , so that V&W . Then again the
BGI property in item (7) of Lemma 4.10 implies that δ̂V

W “ δ̂U
W pδ̂V

U q and δ̂W
V “ δ̂U

V pδ̂W
U q. But then

ŷW ‰ pδ̂V
W q0 “ pδ̂U

W q0ppδ̂V
U q0q and ŷV ‰ pδ̂W

V q0 “ pδ̂U
V q0ppδ̂W

U q0q, which contradicts 0-consistency of ŷ,
completing the proof. □

Finally, this last claim helps us make a consistent choice between δ̂V
U sets and marked points when

CU contains both:

Claim A.5. The following holds:
(1) If there exists V&U so that ŷV ‰ pδ̂U

V q1, then for all W P VU with δ̂W
U ‰ δ̂V

U , we have x̂W “ δ̂V
W .

(2) If there exists W P VU with ŷW ‰ pδ̂U
W q1pŷU q, then for all V&U with δ̂W

U ‰ δ̂V
U , we have

ŷV “ pδ̂U
V q1.

‚ In particular, if V P W&
U and W P WĂ

U , then δ̂V
U “ δ̂W

U .

Proof of Claim A.5. Suppose V&U as in item (1) of the claim, and let W P VU with δ̂W
U ‰ δ̂V

U . Then
W&V , and since W Ă U , we have pδ̂W

V q0 “ pδ̂U
V q0 ‰ ŷV , and hence x̂W “ δ̂V

W , by definition of x̂W .
Now suppose W P VU , as in item (2), and that V&U with δ̂W

U ‰ δ̂V
U . Then W&V . By 0-consistency

of ŷ, we have that ŷU “ pδ̂W
U q0. But since δ̂V

U ‰ δ̂W
U , we have pδ̂V

U q0 ‰ pδ̂W
U q0, and so ŷV “ pδ̂U

V q0 “ pδ̂W
V q0

since W Ă U . This completes the proof. □

We are finally ready to define our tuple x̂, which we do domain-wise for each U P U :
(1) If ŷU is not a marked or cluster point of pTU,0, then we let x̂U P CU be any point in ∆´1

U pŷU q.
(2) For any U of type (1): If V&U or U Ă V , we set x̂V “ δ̂U

V , and if U Ă V , we set x̂V “ δ̂U
V px̂U q.

(3) If U is ĂU -minimal and ŷU is a marked point of pTU,0, then there are three subcases:
(a) The set W&

U “ tW P U |W&U and pδ̂U
W q1 ‰ ŷW u is nonempty, and we set x̂U “ δ̂W

U for
any (and hence all by Claim A.2) W P W&

U ;
(b) WĂ

U “ tV Ă U |pδ̂U
V q1pŷU q ‰ ŷV and pδ̂U

W q1pŷU q ‰ ŷW u is nonempty, and we set x̂U “ δ̂V
U

for any (and hence all by Claim A.4) V P WĂ
U ; or

(c) W&
U and WĂ

U are both empty, and we set x̂U to be any point of pT e
U contained in CU , in

particular a point which is not a cluster or marked point.
(4) Proceeding inductively, if U is not in cases (1)–(3) above, then

Ş

V PVU
CV

U ‰ H and has finite
diameter. There are three subcases:
(a) x̂U “ δ̂W

U for any W P W&
U if W&

U ‰ H,
(b) x̂U “ δ̂V

U for any V P WĂ
U when WĂ

U ‰ H, or
(c) Otherwise, both W&

U and WĂ
U are empty, and we set x̂U to be any point in pT e

U X CU .
Finally, we prove that x̂ “ px̂U q is 0-consistent by a case-wise analysis, similar to the proof of

Proposition 5.12. Showing this will complete the proof of surjectivity of ∆ : Q Ñ Q1. The proof
closely follows the analogous part of the proof from [Dur23, Theorem 10.2].

U&V : We may assume that x̂V ‰ δ̂U
V , for we are done otherwise. Then ŷV ‰ pδ̂U

V q0, and so
ŷU “ pδ̂V

U q0 by 0-consistency of ŷ. It follows that δ̂V
U P CU “ ∆´1

U pŷU q, and necessarily δ̂V
U P tâV , b̂V u,

so we may assume without loss of generality that δ̂V
U “ âV . If U is ĂU -minimal, then our choice of x̂U

in (3) says that x̂U “ δ̂V
U , as required.

Now suppose that U is not ĂU -minimal. Set VU to be the set of ĂU -minimal W Ă U with δ̂W
U P CU .

Let W P VU be so that δ̂W
U ‰ δ̂V

U . Then W&V and pδ̂W
V q0 “ pδ̂U

V q0 ‰ ŷV , and so x̂W “ δ̂V
W “ âW , with
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the first equality following from our choice in (3) and the last equality by 0-consistency of a. But this
says that a “ lW , and hence âU P CW

U for all W P VU (including those for which δ̂W
U “ δ̂V

U “ âU ).
It follows then that âU P

Ş

W PVU
CW

U and so x̂U “ âU by definition of x̂ in item (4a) above.

V Ă U : We may assume that x̂V ‰ δ̂U
V px̂U q, for we are done otherwise. Then ŷV ‰ pδ̂U

V q0pŷU q,
and 0-consistency of ŷ implies that ŷU “ pδ̂V

U q1, and thus δ̂V
U P CU “ ∆´1

U pŷU q. We claim that for all
W P VU , we have δ̂V

U P CW
U .

To see this, is suffices to consider W P VU with δ̂W
U ‰ δ̂V

U . Then W&V . But x̂V ‰ δ̂U
V px̂U q, so if also

δ̂V
U R CW

U , then x̂V ‰ δ̂U
V pδ̂W

U q “ δ̂W
V , while also x̂W ‰ δ̂U

W pδ̂V
U q “ δ̂V

W , which both use the BGI property
in item (7) of Lemma 4.10. But then ŷV ‰ pδ̂W

V q0 and ŷW ‰ pδ̂V
W q0, which contradicts 0-consistency

of ŷ.
Hence δ̂V

U P CW
U for all W P VU . It follows that δ̂V

U P
Ş

W PVU
CW

U , and then (4b) says that x̂U “ δ̂V
U .

Hence px̂q is 0-consistent. Since ∆px̂q “ ŷ because x̂U P ∆´1
U pŷU q for all U P U , we are done with

the proof of surjectivity of ∆ : Q Ñ Q1, and this also defines the map Ξ : Q1 Ñ Q by Ξpŷq “ x̂, as
defined above. This completes the proof of item (2).

Item (3): ∆ : Q Ñ Q1 is a quasi-isometry: The proof of this part proceeds similarly to its ana-
logue in [Dur23, Theorem 10.2], though with some modest simplifications (see especially [Dur23, Sub-
section 9.1]).

Since ∆|Q is surjective and distance non-increasing, it suffices to prove that dQ ă dQ1 , and for this
it suffices to bound the distances in each U P U .

Let x̂, ŷ P Q with x̂1 “ ∆px̂q and ŷ1 “ ∆pŷq. We may assume that x̂U ‰ ŷU for any U P U that we
will consider. We begin by making a useful reduction.

Observe that item (9) of Lemma 4.10 implies that there are at most boundedly-many domains U P U
for which x̂U , ŷU are in the same component of pT e

U , where the bound is controlled by S. For such U ,
we have d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q ď d

pT 1
U

px̂1
U , ŷ

1
U q `B2 because at most B-many subtrees of diameter B have been

deleted from that edge. Hence we may deal with these boundedly-many domains with an additive
constant in the distance estimate comparing dQpx̂, ŷq and dQ1 px̂1, ŷ1q. Hereafter, we assume that at
least one of x̂U , ŷU coincides with a cluster, or they are separated by at least one cluster.

There are two cases, (1) U is ĂU -minimal and (2) otherwise.

Case (1): Then pT e
U has one component. So there are at most B-many subtrees of diameter at most

B in pT e
U being collapsed. By item (9) of Lemma 4.10 there are at most boundedly-many (in S) such

ĂU -minimal U for which one of x̂U , ŷU is not a cluster point. We may deal with such U by increasing
the additive constant in the distance estimate.

The general case is where x̂U , ŷU are the distinct endpoint clusters of the interval pTU . In this case,

d
pT 1

U
px̂1

U , ŷ
1
U q ě d

pTU
px̂U , ŷU q ´B2 ě K ´B2 ´ 2r1,

by item (6) of Lemma 4.10. Hence by choosing K “ KpSq ą 0 sufficiently large and requiring that
B2

tt ´ 2r1 ă K, we can guarantee that d
pT 1

U
px̂1

U , ŷ
1
U q ą 1 allowing the estimate

d
pTU

px̂U , ŷU q ď d
pT 1

U
px̂1

U , ŷ
1
U q `B2 ď p1 `B2qd

pT 1
U

px̂1
U , ŷ

1
U q.

Thus we can account for these domains via a bounded multiplicative error.
Case (2): Suppose that U P U is not ĂU -minimal. Since x̂U ‰ ŷU , there is some collection of edge

components E1, . . . , Ek Ă pT e
U separating x̂U from ŷU , i.e. intersecting rx̂U , ŷU s

pTU
. By assumption,

each such component contains at most B-many subintervals in B of diameter at most B which are
collapsed by ∆U : pTU Ñ pT 1

U . Moreover, adjacent intervals Ei, Ei`1 are attached at some collapsed
cluster Ci. For each such collapsed cluster Ci, choose a ĂU -minimal domain Vi Ă U with δ̂Vi

U P Ci.
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Observe that
d

pTU
pCi, Ci`1q ď d

pT 1
U

p∆U pCiq,∆U pCi`1qq `B2

ď d
pT 1

U
p∆U pCiq,∆U pCi`1qq `B2d

pT 1
Vi

px̂1
Vi
, ŷ1

Vi
q.

Hence we can account for the lost distance along rx̂U , ŷU s between each pair of successive collapsed
cluster points Ci, Ci`1 (i.e., the distance lost in the edge Ei) by distances in the ĂU -minimal domains
Vi. Similarly, we can use V1, Vk to account for any lost distance between x̂U , C1 and Cn, ŷU , respectively.
Since each domain in U nests into at most boundedly-many domains in U by the Covering Lemma
3.14, the proof of case (2) is complete. This completes the proof of the theorem. □

Appendix B. Proof of the Stable Intervals Theorem 8.14

We will give a fairly complete accounting of the two main arguments involved in Theorem 8.14. See
Subsection 8.6 for a detailed sketch and outline. The two key arguments involve showing that we can
stably add one cluster point and then that we can iterate this process.

B.1. Adding a cluster point. In this subsection, we explain how to build a stable decomposition
when adding a cluster point to the setup. This is the main bit of work for Theorem 8.14.

Proposition B.1. Let Z be a geodesic δ-hyperbolic space, ϵ ą 0, and r1, r2 ą 0 be positive integers.
Let pa, b; Yq be an ϵ-setup and further fix a point z P Nϵ{2pλpa, bqq. Then

(1) pa, b; Y Y tzuq is an ϵ-setup;
(2) The two setups pa, b; Yq and pa, b; Y Y tzuq are p1, ϵq-admissible;
(3) There exists L1 “ L1pδ, ϵq ą 0 so that the stable intervals T and T 1 for the setups pa, b; Yq and

pa, b; Y Y tzuq admit Y-stable L1-compatible decompositions;
(4) There exists L2 “ L2pδ, ϵ, r1, r2q ą 0 so that the pr1, r2q-thickenings of T, T 1 admit Y-stable

L2-compatible decompositions.

Proof. Since the points a, b have not changed, the first two conclusions are automatic from the as-
sumptions.

Choosing E " ϵ, Proposition 8.5 implies that both G “ GEpa, b; Yq and G1 “ GEpa, b; Y Y tzuq are
intervals. There are two main cases: (a) dpz, Cq ą E for all clusters C, or (b) otherwise.

We will deal with these cases separately, though the arguments are similar. Moreover, for each case,
we will want to deal both with the original decompositions of the stable tree T “ Te Y Tc, as well as
its pr1, r2q-thickening T “ Te Y Tc. The compatible decompositions for the latter will be refined for
the decomposition for the former, with possibly a slight increase in the error depending on r1, r2.

Case (a), z forms a split cluster: In this case, z forms its own cluster and, in particular, does
not affect membership of any other cluster. Moreover, it cannot be an endpoint cluster of G1, as those
necessarily contain a and b. Hence there exist two clusters C1, C2 which are adjacent in G but are
separated by z in G1, say with C1 on the side of a and C2 on the side of b. In this sense, we think of z
as splitting the clusters C1, C2.

Lemma 8.3 implies that z separates two clusters C,C 1 for pa, b; Yq if and only if spzq separates
spCq, spC 1q along λpa, bq. It follows then that the subgraph of G connecting the cluster containing a
to C1 is identical to the subgraph of GEpa, b; Y Y tzuq, and similarly for the subgraphs connecting C2
to the cluster containing b. This says that for any pair C,C 1 on the a-side of z in G1, λ0pC,C 1q is
an edge component of both T and T 1, and similarly for such pairs on the b-side of z. Thus we can
include each such component of E Ă Te and E Ă T 1

e in the respective stable decomposition Ts Ă Te

and T 1
s Ă T 1

e, where the identity map is the map described in parts (3c) and (3d) of Definition 8.12.
By construction, each of these pieces has positive integer length, thus verifying property (3a).

To construct the rest of the stable decompositions, namely stable pieces of type (3e) in Definition
8.12, we need to compare the component λ0pC1, C2q Ă Te to the two components λ0pC1, zqYλ0pz, C2q Ă

T 1
e. First, Lemma 8.8 says that the endpoints of λpC1, C2q and λpC1, zq on C1 are 14ϵ-close, and

hence the endpoints of λ0pC1, C2q and λ0pC1, zq are within 14ϵ ` 2, and similarly for C2. It follows
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from δ-hyperbolicity of Z that λ0pC1, C2q and λ0pC1, zq Y λ0pz, C2q are Opϵq-Hausdorff close. Now,
unless C1, C2 are Opϵq-close in Z—in which case we can declare all three of these geodesics to be
unstable—then the shadow sT pzq of z on T will be properly contained in λ0pC1, C2q and have Opϵq-
bounded diameter. Hence we can decompose these geodesics into Opϵq-close stable pieces and unstable
pieces labeled by z, as described in property (3f), while satisfying the length requirement of (3a)
and proximity requirements of (3d) and (3e); see Figure 7 for a heuristic picture. For the bijection
α : π0pTsq Ñ π0pT 1

sq, since Ts, T
1
s have the same number of components, we can take let α denote

the natural order-preserving bijection, i.e. the one obtained by moving along the geodesics ra, bsT

and ra, bsT 1 . By construction, this bijection identifies the components we want so that the related
conditions (3d) and (3e) are satisfied.

Finally, we need to confirm the properties in (3g) for the order-preserving bijection β : π0pT ´Tsq Ñ

π0pT 1´T 1
sq induced by α. Since β is order-preserving (with the order being “from a to b”, as in Definition

8.10), (3(g)i), i.e. that the components of T ´ Ts and T 1 ´ T 1
s associated to a and b are identified, is

automatically satisfied. For (3(g)ii), note that Y X pY Y tzuq “ Y, and, by construction again, if y P Y,
then β identifies the component Dy of T ´ Ts corresponding to y with D1

y, the component of T 1 ´ T 1
s

corresponding to y. In this case, this is because all such components are exactly the same. This proves
part (1) of the statement.

For part (2) of the statement, we want to consider how the pr1, r2q-thickenings of T, T 1 along Tc, T
1
c

respectively affect the decompositions Ts Ă Te and T 1
s Ă T 1

e. First, observe that Te Ă Te and T1
e Ă T 1

e

by definition. In particular, consider a component D Ă Te, where D “ λ0pC,C 1q for adjacent clusters
C,C 1. Then the pr1, r2q-thickening of D either truncates D to Dthick “ D ´ pµr1 pCq Y µr1 pC 1qq, or
possibly removes D entirely from Te if dT pµpCq, µpC 1qq ă r2 ´ 2r1. A similar statement holds for
components of T 1

e.
By the above, most components of Ts and T 1

s are identical components of Te, T
1
e, and hence their

thickenings are exactly the same by the above. For the remaining components, namely λ0pC1, zq, λ0pz, C2q

of T 1
e and λ0pC1, C2q of Te, each is either truncated or removed as above. The remaining two compo-

nents of the stable decomposition Ts correspond to λ0pC1, zq and λ0pz, C2q, and so one can construct
the corresponding components of Ts by applying the same procedure to the pr1, r2q-thickening of
λ0pC1, zq and λ0pz, C2q. Note that this can inflate the proximity constants, but only in terms of r1, r2.
The rest of the proof goes through unchanged; see Figure 7.

Case (b), z affects other clusters: Suppose now instead that there exists some cluster C for
pa, b; Yq so that dpz, Cq ă E; we say C is an affected cluster.

Claim B.2. If 3E ´ 56ϵ ą 2E, then there are at most three affected clusters, and they are adjacent
in G.

Proof. Suppose that C1, . . . , C4 are four clusters appearing in that order along λpa, bq. By item (1) of
Lemma 8.8, since dpCi, Ci`1q ě E, we have dpspCiq, spCi`1qq ą E ´ 14ϵ, for i “ 1, 2, 3.

Since the shadows are disjoint segments of the geodesic λpa, bq, we have that

dpspC1q, spC4qq ě dpspC1q, spC2qq ` dpspC2q, spC3qq ` dpspC3q, spC4qq ě 3E ´ 42ϵ.

Hence if 3E ´ 56ϵ ě 2E, then item (1) of Lemma 8.8 says that

dpC1, C4q ě dpspC1q, spC4qq ´ 14ϵ ě 3E ´ 56ϵ ą 2E.

This is impossible if z is E-close to both C1, C4. Hence there are at most three affected clusters and
they are adjacent vertices in G. □

Let C 1 denote the cluster formed by z and the affected clusters from pa, b; Yq. Note that the
membership of all other pa, b; Yq-clusters are unchanged by the addition of z. Let C1 and C2 be the
clusters adjacent to the affected clusters in G on the side of a and b, respectively. As in the split cluster
case above, Lemma 8.3 implies that C1 separates all clusters on the a-side of G from C 1, and similarly
for C2 and clusters on the b-side. Hence the subgraph of G connecting the cluster containing a to C1
is the subgraph of G1 connecting the (same) cluster containing a to C1, and similarly for the b-side of
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G and G1. As such, all of the corresponding components of Te and T 1
e are exactly the same, and have

positive integer length by construction, verifying properties (3a), (3c), and (3d) of Definition 8.12 for
these components.

The forests Te and T 1
e have some remaining components which we need to decompose. In Te, there

are the at-most 2 components of Te which connect the affected clusters. By assumption, these segments
are at most Opϵq long, so we can declare them to be unstable components.

We now explain how to handle the two remaining components. Let A be the affected cluster
adjacent to C1 in G. It is enough to show that the geodesic segments λpC1, Aq and λpC1, C

1q are
Opϵq-Hausdorff close, since then the lengths of λ0pC1, Aq and λ0pC1, C

1q are the same up to error Opϵq,
and we can declare a small end segment of each unstable, so that their (stable) complements have the
same (positive integer) length and are Opϵq-close. But this endpoint proximity statement is again a
consequence of Lemma 8.8, since the endpoints of λpC1, Aq and λpC1, C

1q are within 7ϵ of the endpoint
of spC1q on λpa, bq, while spC 1q contains spAq and its endpoint is at most pE ` ϵq-away. Finally, the
bijection β : π0pT ´ Tsq Ñ π0pT 1 ´ T 1

sq required for (3g) is defined similar to the split cluster case
(a), with the proof of condition (3(g)i) being basically the same. For condition (3(g)ii), observe again
the Y X pY Y tzuq “ Y. Assuming that y P Y is contained in an affected cluster in the pY; ta, buq

setup—since otherwise, it is contained in an identical cluster in the pY Y tzu; ta, buq setup—then it
corresponds to the single component which gets identified with the component of T 1 ´T 1

s corresponding
to the single cluster containing both y and z. This completes the proof of (1) in the affected cluster
case. See Figure 8 for a heuristic picture.

The argument for (2) in the affected cluster case is essentially identical to the split cluster version:
All but a few components of Ts Ă Te and T 1

s Ă T 1
e are identical and thus have identical pr1, r2q-

thickenings. And the remaining components of Ts, T
1
s are constructed by pairing the corresponding

components of Te, T
1
e adjacent to or connecting the affected clusters, and then either declaring them

unstable or modifying them pairwise to achieve the length bound. As above, this can be accomplished
post-thickening; see Figure 8. This completes the proof of the theorem.

□

B.2. Iterating stable decompositions. Next we move to proving our iteration statement (Propo-
sition B.6). The main work is the base case of combining two pairs of stable decompositions across a
common setup.

For this, suppose we have three setups pai, bi; Yiq for i “ 1, 2, 3, satisfying that Yi Ă Nϵ{2pλpaj , bkqq

for all i, j, k, and that Y0 Ă Yi for each i. Suppose that the stable intervals associated to pa1, b1; Y1q and
pa2, b2; Y2q admits Y0-stable L-compatible decompositions, and the same for pa2, b2; Y2q and pa3, b3; Y3q.
Our goal is to induce new stable decompositions on T1, T2 and T2, T3 which encode the stable decom-
positions from T2, T3 and T1, T2, respectively. The following describes the properties we want for these
induced decompositions:

Definition B.3 (Refined stable decompositions). Let pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Y 1q denote two admissible
ϵ-setups and let Y0 “ Y X Y 1. Suppose we have two compatible Y0-stable decompositions Ts Ă T and
T 1

s Ă T 1. We say another pair of stable decompositions Ts,0 Ă T and T 1
s,0 Ă T 1 refine Ts Ă T and

T 1
s Ă T 1 if the following hold:

(1) We have Ts,0 Ă Ts and T 1
s,0 Ă T 1

s, and
(2) Let β : π0pT ´ Tsq Ñ π0pT 1 ´ T 1

sq and β0 : π0pT ´ Ts,0q Ñ π0pT 1 ´ T 1
s,0q denote the associated

order-preserving bijections. Suppose C1 P π0pT ´ Tsq and let C1,0 P π0pT ´ Ts,0q denote the
component containing C1 (which exists because Ts,0 Ă Ts). Then βpC1q Ă β0pC1,0q.

Remark B.4. Condition (2) in particular is used to verify the properties in (3g) of Definition 8.12
during our iteration procedure. For item (3(g)i), since β identifies the component of T ´Ts containing
the cluster component associated to a to the component of T 1 ´ T 1

s containing the cluster component
associated to a1, the refinement condition (2) forces the same to hold for β0. A similar observation
works to verify item (3(g)ii).
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Following our notation from before the above definition, let ϕi : Ti Ñ Z denote the maps into Z.
Moreover, assume that we have

‚ a Y0-stable decomposition T 1
s,2 Ă Te,2 which is L-compatible with T 2

s,1 Ă Te,1 for the setups
pa1, b1; Y1q and pa2, b2; Y2q, and

‚ a Y0-stable decomposition T 3
s,2 Ă Te,2 which is L-compatible with T 2

s,3 Ă Te,3 for the setups
pa2, b2; Y2q and pa3, b3; Y3q.

Proposition B.5. There exists Y0-stable 4L2-compatible decompositions T 2,3
s,1 Ă Te,1 and T 2,1

s,3 Ă Te,3
which refine T 2

s,1 and T 2
s,3.

Proof. Note that the stable decompositions T 1
s,2 and T 3

s,2 both live on T2. Set T 1,3
s,2 “ T 1

s,2XT 3
s,2. Observe

that Te,2 ´ T 1,3
s,2 “ pTe,2 ´ T 1

s,2q Y pTe,2 ´ T 3
s,2q has at most 2L-many components each of diameter at

most 4L2; note that the larger diameter bound accounts for unstable components to combine, but
there are at most 2L-many of them. Moreover, by item (3) of Definition 8.12, the endpoints of each
component of T 1

s,2 and T 3
s,2 are at vertices of the components of Te,2 which contain them, and hence

this property holds for each component of T 1,3
s,2

We first produce refined decompositions of T 2,3
s,1 Ă T 2

s,1 and T 1,3
s,2 Ă T 1

s,2, and the same argument
produces the refined decompositions T 1,3

s,2 Ă T 3
s,2 and T 2,1

s,3 Ă T 2
s,3. We will then see the properties of

Definition B.3 allow us to combine these, using T 1,3
s,2 as a bridge to connect them.

We can induce a decomposition T 2,3
s,1 on T1 by taking the collection of all i´1

E,E1 pE1 X T 1,3
s,2 q over

all stable pairs pE,E1q of T1, T2 as identified by the bijection α1,2 : π0pTs,1q Ñ π0pTs,2q. Observe
that any component V Ă T 2,3

s,1 is contained in some component V Ă E Ă Ts,1 Ă Te,1, and the map
iE,E1 |V : V Ñ iE,E1 pV q is an isometry, where E1 “ α1,2pEq, and vice versa. Thus the components of
T 2,3

s,1 are in bijective correspondence with the components of T 1,3
s,2 , with identified components being

isometric. Moreover, the natural order-preserving bijection α3
1,2 : π0pT 2,3

s,1 q Ñ π0pT 1,3
s,2 q (as in Definition

8.10) coincides with the bijective correspondence induced from α1,2 and the various order-preserving
isometries iE,E1 . We also note that the various restrictions iE,E1 |V are order-preserving since iE,E1 is.
Next observe that the images ϕ1pV q and ϕ2piE,E1 pV qq are either exactly the same or are L-Hausdorff
close in Z as items (3d) and (3e) of Definition 8.12. Thus the decompositions T 2,3

s,1 Ă T1 and T 1,3
s,2 Ă T2

satisfy all the properties of Definition 8.12 except possibly (3g). We also want to show that they give
a refinement as in Definition B.3.

To prove (3g), it will suffice to show the refinement property (Definition B.3), as explained in Remark
B.4. Property (1), namely that T 2,3

s,1 Ă T 2
s,1 and T 1,3

s,2 Ă T 1
s,2, of Definition B.3 holds by construction.

For property (2), we argument one component at a time. In particular, let β3
1,2 : π0pT1 ´ T 2,3

s,1 q Ñ

π0pT2 ´ T 1,3
s,2 q be the natural order-preserving bijections (which exists via Remark 8.11 because α3

1,2
does).

First, since the (unstable) components of T1 ´ T 2
s,1 only get expanded when passing to T1 ´ T 2,3

s,1 , it
follows that the first component C0 Ă T1 ´ T 2

s,1 one encounters when moving from a1 to b1 along the
geodesic ra1, b1sT1 is contained in the first such component of C0,3 Ă T1 ´ T 2,3

s,1 , and similarly for the
setup on T2. Hence these expanded clusters are identified by β3

1,2, which we note also confirms item
(3(g)i) of Definition 8.12.

We now proceed inductively along T1 and T2. Let C1, C
1
1 denote the second pairs of components

of T1 ´ T 2
s,1 and T2 ´ T 1

s,2 encountered after C0, C
1
0. Let E,E1 denote the respective components of

T 2
s,1 and T 1

s,2 connecting C0, C
1
0 to C1, C

1
1. The components of pT1 ´ T 2,3

s,1 q X E and pT2 ´ T 1,3
s,2 q X E1

are identified by the order-preserving isometry iE,E1 in an order-preserving way. In particular, the
two sets of components are in bijective correspondence. As a consequence, if C3

1 Ă T1 ´ T 2,3
s,1 is

the component containing C1, then C 1
1 Ă β3

1,2pC3
1 q, as required. One can repeat this procedure on

subsequent components of T1 ´T 2
s,1 and their paired components of T2 ´T 1

s,2 to see that T 2,3
s,1 and T 1,3

s,2
refine T 2

s,1 and T 1
s,2, respectively.



53

Combining the decompositions: We now want to see that T 2,3
s,1 and T 2,1

s,3 are Y0-stable 4L2-
compatible decompositions for pa1, b1; Y1q and pa3, b3; Y3q. For this, define α1,3 : π0pT 2,3

s,1 q Ñ π0pT 2,1
s,3 q

to be α1,3 “ α1
2,3 ˝ α3

1,2, and similarly set β1,3 “ β1
2,3 ˝ β3

1,2. These compositions are order-preserving
bijections because their constituent maps are, and moreover we can similarly induce order-preserving
isometries on the components of T 2,3

s,1 and T 2,1
s,3 identified by α1,3, which satisfy the proximity conditions

of (3d) and (3e) of Definition 8.12 with a constant of 2L. In particular, it remains to show the properties
in (3g).

For this, we use the refinement property (2) of Definition B.3. This is basically automatic. For (1),
the refinement property implies that β3

1,2 identifies the component of T1 ´ T 2,3
s,1 associated to a1 to the

component of T2 ´ T 1,3
s,2 associated to a2, and similarly for β1

2,3. Hence β1,3 identifies the components
associated to a1, a3 and b1, b3. Similarly, if y P Y0 Ă Y1 XY2 XY3, then the refinement property implies
that β3

1,2 identifies the component of T1 ´T 2,3
s,1 associated to y to the component of T2 ´T 1,3

s,2 associated
to y, and similarly for β1

2,3. Hence β1,3 associates components associated to y in both of T1 ´T 2,3
s,1 and

T3 ´ T 2,1
s,3 . This completes the proof of the proposition.

□

The following proposition is now a simple iterative application of Proposition B.5:

Proposition B.6. For every n ě 2, there exists Ln “ LnpL, nq ą 0 so that the following holds.
Suppose pa1, b1; Y1q, . . . , pan, bn; Ynq is a sequence of pairwise admissible ϵ-setups and suppose that
Y0 Ă

Ş

i Yi. If each pair of consecutive setups admits Y0-stable L-compatible stable decompositions,
then pa1, b1; Y1q and pan, bn; Ynq admit Y0-stable Ln-compatible stable decompositions.

B.2.1. Completing the proof. To prove Theorem 8.14, we have two remaining tasks:
(1) We need to explain how to build a stable decomposition when perturbing an endpoint but

keeping the rest of the setup the same, and
(2) Show how to stick this into an iterative setup.

Perturbing an endpoint: This is an iterated application of Proposition B.1.
Consider the following restricted setup, which we highlight to focus on what happens when we

perturb an endpoint. Let a, b, a1 P Z and Y Ă Z be finite with Y Ă Nϵ{2pλpa, bqq X Nϵ{2pa1, bq.
Consider the following collection of setups, each of which differs by adding or deleting one cluster
point, or by switching the role that a, a1 or b, b1 play between cluster or endpoint:

(1) pa, b; Yq,
(2) pa, b; Y Y tauq,

(3) pa, b; Y Y ta, a1uq,
(4) pa1, b; Y Y ta, a1uq,

(5) pa1, b; Y Y ta1uq,
(6) pa1, b; Yq.

First observe that Y is contained in each of the above sets of cluster points, so we want to see how
to build Y-stable decompositions for each, which implies the existence of Y0-stable decompositions for
any Y0 Ă Y. Next, observe that in the construction of the stable interval T pa, b; Yq, the roles of points
of the endpoints a, b and the cluster points Y are equivalent in cluster formation process. The only
special role that endpoints play in the Definition 8.6 of T pa, b; Yq is in the segments defined within
clusters, namely the µpCq components. In particular, the edge components (i.e., the components of Te)
treat endpoints and cluster points equivalently. As the desired stable decompositions from Theorem
8.14 are subsets of the edge components, we are free to treat the points a, a1, b, b1 as cluster points in
applying Proposition B.1 to obtain stable decompositions for each of the steps p1q Ñ p2q Ñ p3q and
p4q Ñ p5q Ñ p6q. The only exception is the step p3q Ñ p4q, where we are switching the roles of a and
a1. Here Proposition B.1 does not directly apply, but, by the above discussion, these two setups have
the exact same clusters and thus the exact same edge components. Hence we get the desired bijections
(with their proximity constraints) by identifying the edge components as stable components—which,
again, are all exactly the same—and taking the bijection between the complementary components to
be the obvious map.

In other words, provided an explanation for how to iteratively combine a sequence of stable decom-
positions, we can apply this process to move from setup (1) above to setup (6).
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Putting it all together: In the more general setting of the theorem, the above sequence only
appears in the middle of a longer sequence we need to consider. In particular, let Y 1 ´Y “ tx1, . . . , xnu

and Y ´ Y 1 “ tz1, . . . , zmu, where n,m ă N by assumption. Set Yi “ Y Y tx1, . . . , xiu and Y 1
i “

Y 1 Y tz1, . . . , ziu, and let Y0 “ Y X Y 1 and Yall “ Y Y Y 1. Then, by the assumptions in our setup, we
have two sequences of pairwise admissible ϵ-setups

pa, b; Yq Ñ pa, b; Y1q Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ pa, b; Yallq Ñ pa, b; Yall Y ta1uq Ñ pa, b; Yall Y ta1, b1uq

and

pa1, b1; Y 1q Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ pa1, b1; Ynq Ñ pa1, b1; Yallq Ñ pa1, b1; Yall Y tauq Ñ pa1, b1; Yall Y ta, buq,

which we note are connected in the middle by the above discussion, where we need to switch the
roles of both a, a1 and b, b1. In particular, the stable trees for the setups pa, b; Yall Y ta1, b1uq and
pa1, b1; Yall Y ta, buq have identical edge components.

By Proposition B.6, we get Y0-stable Ln`2-compatible stable decompositions for pa, b; Yq and
pa, b; YallYta1, b1uq, and Y0-stable Lm`2-compatible stable decompositions for pa1, b1; Yq and pa1, b1; YallY

ta, buq. Since pa, b; Yall Y ta1, b1uq and pa1, b1; Yall Y ta, buq determine identical edge components, we
can use an identical argument to the proof of Proposition B.5 to induce refined Y0-stable pLn ¨ Lmq-
compatible stable decompositions for pa, b; Yq and pa1, b1; Yq. We leave the details to the reader. This
completes the proof. □
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