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Realising end invariants by limits of
minimally parabolic, geometrically finite groups

KEN’ICHI OHSHIKA

We shall show that for a given homeomorphism type and a set of end invariants
(including the parabolic locus) with necessary topological conditions which a topo-
logically tame Kleinian group with that homeomorphism type must satisfy, there is an
algebraic limit of minimally parabolic, geometrically finite Kleinian groups which has
exactly that homeomorphism type and the given end invariants. This shows that the
Bers—Sullivan—Thurston density conjecture follows from Marden’s conjecture proved
by Agol and Calegari—-Gabai combined with Thurston’s uniformisation theorem and
the ending lamination conjecture proved by Minsky, partially collaborating with
Masur, Brock and Canary.
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1 Introduction

A Kleinian group is said to be geometrically finite when the corresponding hyperbolic
3—orbifold has a convex core which has finite volume. It was conjectured by Bers
in [3] that every b-group, ie a Kleinian group with a unique simply connected invariant
component in the domain of discontinuity, is an algebraic limit of quasi-Fuchsian
groups. The conjecture was generalised by Sullivan and Thurston to the one saying
that every finitely generated Kleinian group is an algebraic limit of quasiconformal
deformations of a geometrically finite group. This generalised conjecture is called
the Bers—Sullivan—Thurston density conjecture today. The original conjecture of Bers
was solved by Bromberg [12] using deformations of cone manifolds and Minsky’s
solution of the ending lamination conjecture for hyperbolic 3—manifolds with bounded
geometry in [34; 35] which was prior to the solution of the general case. (A hyperbolic
manifold is said to have bounded geometry if there is a positive lower bound for the
lengths of the closed geodesics.) Bromberg’s result was then generalised to freely
indecomposable Kleinian groups by Brock and Bromberg [9]. The purpose of the
present paper is to prove this density conjecture in general, including the case of freely
decomposable Kleinian groups. Before explaining what is the difficulty in the freely
decomposable case, we shall review the ending lamination conjecture and its resolution,
on which our proof of the main result depends.
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The ending lamination conjecture, which is due to Thurston and has been one of the most
famous conjectures in the modern Kleinian group theory, says that every topologically
tame hyperbolic 3—manifold is determined up to isometries by its homeomorphism type
and end invariants consisting of the conformal structures at infinity, parabolic locus and
the ending laminations. Here a hyperbolic 3—manifold is said to be topologically tame
when it is homeomorphic to the interior of a compact 3—manifold. We shall explain
what the end invariants are in more detail. Let M = H3/ T be a topologically tame
hyperbolic 3—manifold, and M| its noncuspidal part. We choose a compact core C
such that for each component 7" of M, the intersection CNT is acore of 7', and each
component of M\ C is a product open-interval bundle over a component of Fr C, where
Fr denotes the frontier. We shall call such a compact core nice. For a nice compact
core C, we see that (C, C N dMy) has a structure of a pared manifold. The parabolic
locus of M is P = C N dM, which consists of annuli and tori. Each component of
dC \ P faces an end of M. The ends of M have invariants as follows. If an end
of M, is geometrically finite, ie has a neighbourhood containing no closed geodesics,
then there is a component of the quotient Qr/I' of the region of the discontinuity
which can be regarded as the points at infinity of the end, and its marked conformal
structure constitutes an invariant for the end. When an end is geometrically infinite,
it has an invariant called the ending lamination, which is represented by a measured
lamination contained in the Masur domain of the frontier component of C facing the
end, determined uniquely up to transverse measures if we fix a marking on the frontier
component. (The marking of Fr C is not uniquely determined by the marking of M
when Fr C has a compressible component.) The ending lamination conjecture says that
these pieces of information, the parabolic locus, the marked conformal structure for the
geometrically finite ends and the ending laminations for the geometrically infinite ends
both up to the action of the auto-diffeomorphisms of the frontier component homotopic
to the identity in C, together with the homeomorphism type, are sufficient to determine
the isometry type of the hyperbolic 3—manifold.

The first essential contribution to solving the ending lamination conjecture was due to
Minsky [34; 35] for hyperbolic 3—manifolds with freely indecomposable fundamental
groups and bounded geometry. After some work on the unbounded geometry case
in special situations as in Minsky [36; 37], the conjecture for the general case when
hyperbolic manifolds may have unbounded geometry was finally solved by Minsky [38]
and Brock, Canary and Minsky [10] based on the work on the geometry of the curve
complex developed by Masur and Minsky [31; 32]. Although Brock, Canary and Minsky
[10] only gave a proof for the freely indecomposable case, it can be generalised to the
freely decomposable case, as was written in the first section of [10], using the technique
of constructing negatively curved metrics on branched covers due to Canary [15]. This
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method in the case of manifolds with bounded geometry corresponding to [34] was
explained by the author in [48] and its generalisation to the case of manifolds having
the same end invariants as those with bounded geometry, corresponding to [37], was
sketched by Ohshika and Miyachi [51].

For the Bers—Sullivan—Thurston density conjecture in the freely decomposable case, it
is first necessary to show that every finitely generated Kleinian group is topologically
tame so that ending laminations can be defined. This is exactly what Marden’s tameness
conjecture says, which was recently solved by Agol [2] and Calegari and Gabai [14]
independently. Once Marden’s conjecture is solved, to show that every (finitely gener-
ated and torsion-free) Kleinian group is a limit of quasiconformal deformations of a
geometrically finite group, using the resolution of the ending lamination conjecture by
Brock, Canary and Minsky, what we need to do is to prove that any possible system of a
homomorphism type, a parabolic locus and end invariants can be realised in a Kleinian
group which is a limit of minimally parabolic geometrically finite groups. In the case
of freely decomposable groups, this consists of two main steps. The first step is to
provide a convergence theorem for freely decomposable groups generalising results
of Kleineidam and Souto [27], Lecuire [28] and Ohshika [50], the last of which only
dealt with Kleinian groups without parabolic elements. The second step is to show that
the limit group obtained by the convergence theorem has the desired properties. This
in particular necessitates showing that the support of an arational measured lamination
contained in the Masur domain, which we know to be unrealisable, is homotopic in M
to an ending lamination. This latter step was easy for the freely indecomposable case
by work of Thurston and Bonahon, but in our general case, the argument is rather
complicated.

We note that Namazi and Souto also have given a proof of this latter step in [43], and
have proved the Bers—Sullivan—Thurston density conjecture independently of our work.

We now state in the form of a theorem an affirmative solution of the Bers—Sullivan—
Thurston density conjecture for general (topologically tame) Kleinian groups as ex-
plained above.

Theorem 1.1 Let I' be a finitely generated, torsion-free Kleinian group. Then there
is a geometrically finite Kleinian group G without infinite cyclic maximal parabolic
subgroups such that " is an algebraic limit of quasiconformal deformations of G .

Kleinian groups without infinite maximal cyclic parabolic groups are sometimes called
minimally parabolic, as in our title. It should be noted that minimally parabolic
geometrically finite groups are convex cocompact unless they have rank—2 abelian
subgroups.
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This theorem is derived as a corollary from the main theorem of the present paper, which
we shall state below, combined with the solution of the ending lamination conjecture and
Thurston’s uniformisation theorem for compact atoroidal 3—manifolds with boundary
(see for instance Morgan [39]). Before stating the theorem formally, we summarise what
the theorem says. We consider a minimally parabolic, geometrically finite Kleinian
group G and a nice core C of (H3*/G)y. We give on nontorus components of dC
aunion P of disjoint nonparallel essential simple closed curves such that (C, P) is
a pared manifold, and on each nontorus component of dC \ P either a conformal
structure or an arational measured lamination contained in the Masur domain, with
some conditions which are evidently necessary to make them a parabolic locus and end
invariants. Then what we shall claim in the theorem is that there is a topologically tame
Kleinian group I" which is an algebraic limit of quasiconformal deformations of G
such that (H?3/T") has P as its parabolic locus and the given conformal structures
and laminations as its end invariants under the natural marking.

Theorem 1.2 Let G be a torsion-free geometrically finite Kleinian group without
infinite cyclic maximal parabolic subgroups. Let C be a nice compact core of (H?*/G)y.
Let T denote the union of the torus components of dC . Let P be a disjoint union of
annular neighbourhoods of essential simple closed curves on dC such that (C, PUT)
is a pared manifold. Let X1, ..., %,, be the components of dC \ (P UT). Among
X1,..., Xm, suppose that on each X; with j =1,...,n (possibly n = 0), a marked
conformal structure m; making the components of the frontier punctures is given, and
that on each ¥; with j = n+1,...,m (possibly m = n), an arational measured
lamination p; contained in the Masur domain of X; is given. When (C, P) is a trivial
I —bundle (as a pared manifold) and n = 0, we further assume that the supports of |41
and [, are not homotopic in C. When (C, P) is a twisted I —bundle and n = 0, we
further assume that (v is not a lift of a measured lamination in the base space of the
I —bundle, which is a nonorientable surface.

Then there is a sequence of quasiconformal deformations G; of G with isomorphisms
¢i: G — G; converging algebraically to an isomorphism ¥: G — I' to a topologi-
cally tame Kleinian group T' such that (H?*/T")¢ has a nice compact core C’ with a
homeomorphism ®: C — C’ inducing ¢ between the fundamental groups, such that

(i) ®(PUT) coincides with the parabolic locus of C’ regarded as a pared manifold,
(ii) the end of (H3/T')q facing ®(Xj) with j = 1,...,n is geometrically finite
and has marked conformal structure at infinity equal to the one represented by
Dy(mj),
(iii) the end of (H?/T)y facing ®(X;) with j = n + 1,...,m is geometrically
infinite with ending lamination represented by ® ().
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We should note that this theorem can be also regarded as a generalisation of the main
theorem of Ohshika [47], where we generalised Maskit’s theorem in [30] on function
groups to one on general geometrically finite groups.

The proof of this theorem will proceed as follows. We shall first construct quasiconfor-
mal deformations (G;,$;) of G so that the conformal structure at infinity of H?3/G;
restricted to X; converges to m; for j = 1,...,n and diverges towards [u;] in the
Thurston compactification of the Teichmiiller space for j = n + 1,...m, and the
length of w; with respect to the hyperbolic metric compatible with the conformal
structure m; is bounded. The first of the two main steps is to show that such a sequence
of quasiconformal structures converges algebraically after passing to a subsequence.
The proof of this fact relies on work of Otal [52], Kleineidam and Souto [27] and a
more recent result of Lecuire [28] on the extension of the Masur domain.

The second main step is to show that the limit group has properties that we wanted.
It follows from results of Ohshika [49] and Brock and Souto [11] (or the general
solution of Marden’s conjecture) that the limit I" is topologically tame, and using some
geometric argument, we can show that the p; cannot be realised there. The most
difficult part of the second step is to show that (the images by a homeomorphism from
H3/G to H3/T of) the u ;j actually represent ending laminations (Proposition 6.5).
Section 6 will be entirely devoted to the proof of this fact.

Acknowledgements The author is grateful to the referee for his/her careful reading
and valuable comments.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, Kleinian groups are assumed to be finitely generated and
torsion free except for the case when we consider geometric limits, which may be
infinitely generated. Similarly, we always consider hyperbolic 3—manifolds with finitely
generated fundamental groups except for geometric limits. For a Kleinian group G,
we consider the corresponding hyperbolic 3—manifold Mg = H3/G. Throughout
this paper, we use the symbol M with the name of a Kleinian group added as a
subscript to denote the corresponding hyperbolic 3—manifold. For a constant € > 0
less than the three-dimensional Margulis constant, we define the noncuspidal part,
denoted by (Mg)g, to be the complement of the e —cusp neighbourhoods of Mg, that
is, neighbourhoods of cusps consisting of points where the injectivity radii are less
than €/2.

Since G is assumed to be finitely generated, by Scott’s core theorem [55], there is a
compact 3—manifold Cg, which we call a compact core, embedded in Mg such that
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the inclusion from Cg to Mg is a homotopy equivalence. When G has parabolic
elements, it is more convenient to consider a relative compact core of the noncuspidal
part (Mg)o, whose existence was proved by McCullough [33]. A relative compact core
intersects the boundary of the noncuspidal part at tori corresponding to Z x Z—cusps
and annuli which are cores of open annuli corresponding to Z—cusps, one annulus for
each Z—cusp. The intersection with the boundary of the noncuspidal part induces a
structure of pared manifold on a relative compact core, which we shall explain below.

A Kleinian group G and the corresponding hyperbolic 3—manifold Mg are said to be
topologically tame when M is homeomorphic to the interior of a compact 3—manifold.
In this case, we can choose a relative compact core Cg so that each component £ of
Mg\ Cg is homeomorphic to F xR, where F is the component of Fr Cg contained in
the closure of E. As was mentioned in Introduction, we call such a compact core nice.

Following Thurston, we call a pair (C, P) of a compact irreducible 3—manifold and a
subsurface of its boundary a pared manifold when

(i) P consists of disjoint incompressible tori and annuli,

(i1) every incompressible (ie m{—injective) map from a torus to C is homotopic
into P,

(iii) every incompressible map (S! x I, S! x 9I) — (C, P) is relatively homotopic
to a map into P.

The subsurface P above is called the paring locus. When we consider a pared manifold
which is a relative compact core of the noncuspidal part of a hyperbolic 3—manifold,
we call its paring locus the parabolic locus.

A compression body W is a connected 3—manifold obtained from finitely many product
I-bundles Sy x1,...,Syx I over closed surfaces which are not spheres by attaching
I-handles to US}, x {1}. We assume that there is at least one 1-handle; hence we do
not regard a product I -bundle as a compression body. Exceptionally handlebodies are
also regarded as compression bodies. The union of the Sj x {0}, called the interior
boundary, is denoted by 9; W, and the remaining boundary component coming from
Sk x {1}, which is called the exterior boundary, is denoted by d. W . We use the
same symbols d. and d; to denote the unions of the exterior boundaries and the
interior boundaries respectively for a disjoint union of compression bodies. For a
compact irreducible 3—manifold C, there exists a submanifold V' which is a disjoint
union of compression bodies such that V' NdC = 9,V is the union of compressible
boundary components of C, and each component of d; V' (unless it is empty) is either
an incompressible surface in Int C' which is not parallel into dC or an incompressible
boundary component of C'. Such a manifold is unique up to isotopy and is called
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the characteristic compression body of C. If V is a characteristic compression body
of C, then every incompressible (ie 7| —injective) map from a closed surface to C is
homotoped into (C'\ V) U d; V. The closure of C \ V is a (possibly empty) boundary-
irreducible manifold and none of its components are product I —bundles unless C itself
is a product /-bundle. These facts are proved by Bonahon [6], to which we refer the
reader for further details.

Let S be a hyperbolic surface, possibly with geodesic boundary. A geodesic lamination
on S is a closed set disjoint from 9. consisting of disjoint simple geodesics. A
measured lamination is a geodesic lamination with a holonomy-invariant transverse
measure. We always assume that the support of the measure is the entire lamination.
For a measured lamination p, its support is denoted by |x|. The space of measured
laminations with the weak topology on transverse arcs is denoted by ML(S). The
projective lamination space is (ML(S) \ {@})/R 4+, where the action of R is that
of scalar multiplication of the transverse measures, and is denoted by PML(S).
Thurston defined a compactification of the Teichmiiller space 7 (S) whose boundary
is identified with PML(S). When S has boundary, we define its Teichmiiller space
to be the space of marked hyperbolic structures with respect to which the lengths of
the boundary components are constant. We sometimes say that m; € T (S) diverges
towards A € PML(S) when {m;} converges to A in the Thurston compactification.

A geodesic lamination is said to be arational when every component of its complement
is either simply connected, or an annulus around a cusp or a boundary component.
An arational measured lamination is always minimal, ie, it does not have a proper
sublamination. We say that a measured lamination is maximal when it is not a proper
sublamination of another measured lamination. Arational measured laminations are
always maximal.

Consider a compact 3—manifold C and an essential subsurface S contained in a
component of dC. We assume that no boundary components of S are meridians
(ie boundaries of compressing discs). In the measured lamination space ML(S),
we define the following subsets. First, we set WC(S) to be the subset of ML(S)
consisting of disjoint weighted union of meridians lying on S. Except for the case
when S has only one isotopy class of compressing discs, we define the Masur domain
of S by

M(S) = {A € ML(S) | i(h,v) > 0 for any v € WC(S)},

where WC(S) denotes the closure of WC(S) in ML(S). When S has only one
isotopy class of compressing discs, we define the Masur domain by

M(S) ={A e ML(S)|i(A,v) >0, for any v that is disjoint from a meridian}.
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We note that M (S) coincides with the entire measured lamination space if S is
incompressible.

We need to define another domain in ML(AV) = ML(9.V) U ML(9; V) larger than
the Masur domain when V' is a compression body, following Lecuire [28]. For a
compression body V', we set

D(V)={A € ML(V) | there exists n > 0 such that i (A, dD) > n
for any compression disc and any essential annulus D}.

The subspaces WC(S), M(S) and D(V) are all invariant under scalar multiplication.
We put P to denote their images in the projective lamination space PML(S) or

PML@V) .

The subgroup of the mapping class group of S consisting of classes of diffeomorphisms
homotopic to the identity in V' is denoted by Mody (V). This group Mody(V') acts
on PM(S) properly discontinuously, and the limit set of Modg (V) in PML(S) is
equal to PWC(S). (Refer to Otal [52].)

We let V be the universal cover of V and S the preimage of S lying on V. We
fix a hyperbolic metric on S, which induces one on S. Let [ be a leaf of a geodesic
lamination p on S. Consider a lift I:R— S of I. We say that / is homoclinic if there
are sequences of points {s;}, {z;} on R such that |s; —#;| — oo whereas d S:(T(s,-), T(Z,-))
is bounded above.

We need to use the following lemma of Otal [52]. (This is contained in the proof of
Proposition 2.10 of [52]. Kleineidam and Souto stated this as Lemma 4 in [27].)

Lemma 2.1 The support of a measured lamination contained in M(S) cannot be
extended to a geodesic lamination with a homoclinic leaf.

For a hyperbolic 3—manifold M , there exists a unique minimal convex submanifold
that is a deformation retract. Such a submanifold is called the convex core of M . When
the convex core of Mg is compact, G is said to be convex cocompact, and when the
convex core has finite volume, G is said to be geometrically finite.

More generally, for a hyperbolic 3—manifold M , an end of M| is said to be geometri-
cally finite when it has a neighbourhood intersecting no closed geodesics.

By the resolution of Marden’s conjecture, we can take a nice compact core C of M
so that each end e has a neighbourhood homeomorphic to ¥ x R for a component X
of FrC facing e. Suppose that e is geometrically infinite. By Proposition 10.1 in
Canary [16], there is a sequence of closed geodesics c,’: tending to e such that c,’: is
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homotopic in X x[0, co) to a simple closed curve c; on X such that {rycy} converges to
a measured lamination  in M(X) for some r; € (0, 00). In this situation, we say that
W represents the ending lamination of e. Actually the transverse measure is irrelevant
for the ending lamination. The geodesic lamination which is the support of a measured
lamination representing the ending lamination is called the ending lamination of e.

A pleated surface is a map f: S — M from a hyperbolic surface to a hyperbolic
3—manifold taking a puncture or a boundary component to a cusp such that for any
point x € §, there is a geodesic on S passing through x which is mapped to a geodesic
in M, and the length metric on S induced by f from M coincides with that induced
from the hyperbolic metric on .S. When we consider a component S of dC \ P for
some pared manifold (C, P), we always assume that pleated surfaces map frontier
components of S to cusps of M . In some situation, we need to consider a pleated
surface taking each boundary component to a closed geodesic. We call such a pleated
surface a pleated surface with boundary. A geodesic lamination A on S is said to be
realised by a pleated surface f when f|A is totally geodesic.

The following dichotomy for measured laminations in the Masur domain was proved
by Otal [52]. See Section 2, above all, Théoreme 2.2 of [52].

Lemma 2.2 Let (C, P) be a pared manifold and S a component of dC \ P. Consider
amap g: S — M to a hyperbolic 3—manifold M sending the frontier of S to cusps
of M . Let A be a measured lamination contained in the Masur domain of S . Then one
and only one of the following holds:

(i) Either A is realised by a pleated surface homotopic to g keeping the frontier
mapped to cusps, or

(ii) for any sequence of weighted simple closed curves {ricy} on S converging to A,
the closed geodesics c,’: freely homotopic to g(cy) tend to an end of M after
passing to a subsequence.

For a geodesic or measured lamination A on dC, a subsurface of dC containing A
without boundary components null-homotopic on dC which is minimal up to isotopies
is called the minimal supporting surface of A and is denoted by T'(1). In a special
case when A is a (weighted) simple closed curve, we define its minimal supporting
surface to be its annular neighbourhood. The minimal supporting surface is unique up
to isotopy.

We shall next define for two geodesic laminations on the boundary of a 3—manifold
to be isotopic. In contrast to the case of simple closed curves, we need to take more
care since without specifying surfaces on which lamination lie, the meaning of isotopy
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for laminations is not so clear. Two disjoint minimal geodesic laminations Aq, A,
on dC are said to be isotopic when there is a sequence of properly embedded essential
annuli 4; such that d4; converges in the Hausdorff topology to a geodesic lamination
on T(Ay1)U T(A,) containing Ay UA, as j — oo. In the case when no boundary
component of T'(A1) and T'(A,) are meridians, this definition of isotopic laminations
implies that they lie on homotopic minimal supporting surfaces as we shall see below.

Lemma 2.3 Let A; and A, be two disjoint minimal geodesic laminations on dC
which are isotopic. Suppose that no boundary component of T'(A;) and T ()\,) is
a meridian. Suppose moreover that A; is contained the Masur domain of T (A;) for
i = 1,2. Then the following hold.

(i) The minimal supporting surfaces T (A1), T(A,) of Ay and A, are both incom-
pressible in C.

(i) T'(Aq) is homotopic to T'(A;) in C.

Proof (i) Suppose that T(A;) is compressible seeking a contradiction. Let {A4;}
be a sequence of essential annuli whose intersection with dC converge to Aq U A,
in the Hausdorff topology. As was shown by Morgan and Shalen [42], there is an
incompressible branched surface B properly embedded in C which carries all the
annuli A4;. Moreover, it was shown there that such a branched surface can be chosen so
that BNJIC C T(A)UT(A,),and B = 7 x I for some train track t such that 7 x {0}
carries Ay and 7 x {1} does A,. By choosing a train track approximating A; closely
enough and removing branches redundant for carrying A1, we can make B carry no
compressing discs for 7 (A1) since A; is contained in the Masur domain. Since B
is both incompressible and boundary-incompressible, by the standard cut-and-paste
argument (which uses discs and semidiscs) starting from some compressing disc for
T (X1), we see that we can reduce the intersection with B, and finally there must be
a compressing disc D contained in T'(A;) disjoint from B. Since A; is arational
in T(A1) and carried by B, this is possible only when such a disc is isotopic to a
boundary component of T'(A;). This contradicts our assumption, and we have thus
shown that 7'(A;) is incompressible. The same argument works for T'(A,).

(i) By (i), we know that both T'(A1) and T (A,) are incompressible. We can assume
that they are disjoint by moving their boundaries slightly by an isotopy if they intersect
each other at their boundaries since A; and A, are assumed to be disjoint. We can then
apply the Jaco—Shalen—Johannson theory [24; 25] to (C, T'(A;) U T (A;)) to obtain a
characteristic I —pair (X, @) properly embedded in (C, T(X1) U T (A,)) such that any
essential annulus properly embedded in (C, T(A1) U T'(X;)) is properly homotopic
into (X, ®). Since A; is arational in 7'(A{) and there is an essential annulus whose
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intersection with 7'(A;) approximates A; arbitrarily closely, we see that ® N T (A1)
must be isotopic to 7' (A1). The same holds for T'(A,). Since X is an /-bundle, this
means that 7(A;) and T'(A,) cobound a product /-bundle in C. |

An R-tree is a geodesic metric space in which two points are connected by a unique
simple arc. An isometric action of a group G on an R—tree 7T is said to have small
edge-stabilisers when for any nontrivial segment ¢ of T, the stabiliser of ¢ is either a
finite group or a finite extension of Z. Let S be a hyperbolic surface of finite area, and
suppose that there is an action of 7{(S) on an R—tree 7' by isometries. A geodesic
lamination A on S is said to be realised in T when there is an equivariant map from
the universal cover H? of S to 7" which maps each component of the preimages of
the leaves of A injectively. It was proved by Otal [53] that if a measured lamination A
is realised, then there is a train track t carrying A which is realised by the same
equivariant map: that is, there is an equivariant map from the universal cover T of
such that every branch of 7 is mapped to a nondegenerate segment and any train route
is mapped locally injectively at every switch of 7.

For a Kleinian group G, we define its deformation space to be the space of faithful
discrete representations of G into PSL, C modulo conjugacy. We endow this space with
the induced topology as a quotient space of the representation space with the topology
of pointwise convergence, and denote it by AH(G). We denote an element of AH(G),
which is a conjugacy class of representations, by a representation ¢: G — PSL, C
representing the conjugacy class or by a pair (T, ¢), where I' is the Kleinian group
¢(G) C PSL, C. The quasiconformal deformations of G modulo conjugacy form a
subspace of AH(G), which is denoted by QH(G).

A sequence of Kleinian groups {G;} is said to converge geometrically to a Kleinian
group H if every element of H is the limit of a sequence {g;} for g; € G;, and
the limit of any convergent sequence {g;; € G;;} for a subsequence {G;;} C {G;}
is contained in H. If ¢;: G — PSL, C converges to ¢ as representations, then its
images ¢;(G) converge geometrically (up to extracting a subsequence) to a Kleinian
group containing ¢(G). When the geometric limit and the algebraic limit coincide, we
say that the convergence is strong.

Suppose that a sequence of Kleinian groups {G;} converges to H geometrically. Let
pi: H3 — Mg, and g: H3 — My be universal coverings. Fix a point x in H?. Then,
(Mg;, pi(x)) converges to (Mg ,q(x)) in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology:
that is, there exists a K;—bi-Lipschitz map to its image p;: By, (Mg;, pi(x)) —
Bk, r,(Mpg.q(x)) with K; — 1 and r; — oo. In this situation, we say a map
Ji: Ni = Mg, from some Riemannian manifold N; converges geometrically to a
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map g: N' — My if (Nj, z;) converges to (N, z’) geometrically with some base-
point z; Wthh has bounded d Mg, (pi(x), zi) and with approximate isometries p;, and
pio fiop; ! converges to g unlformly on every compact subset of N”'.

3 Construction of sequences and the statement of the conver-
gence theorem

Consider a minimally parabolic, geometrically finite Kleinian group G as was given in
Theorem 1.2. Let Sy, ..., S, be the boundary components of C that are not tori. We
shall define a sequence of marked conformal structures {ni.c } on each component Sy .
First consider core curves of P N S}, one on each component of P N Sy, and denote
them by c{‘ s cé‘ and their union by C k On each component of Sy \ C k| either
a marked conformal structure or a measured lamination is given in Theorem 1.2.
We denote the components of S \ C*¥ on which marked conformal structures are

given by Ek, e , Ef , and the given marked conformal structures by mlf, . ,mé‘.
Let uk PSR /,Lr be the measured laminations given on the rest of the components
Ef 1 Ek and M* their union. Sometimes it is more convenient to consider a

compact surface which is obtained by deleting a collar neighbourhood of the frontier
from Z’; than Z’; itself. Slightly abusing notation, we use the same symbol E’]‘. to
denote such a compact surface.

k

Definition 3.1 We define marked hyperbolic structures n;” on S in such a way that

(1) lengthnly(c;?) =1/i forevery j =1,...,q,
(i1) length,x (;L]J‘) is bounded above independently of i forevery j =s+1,...,r,

(iii) {nk|2k} dlverges in the Teichmiiller space of Ek towards the projective lami-
nation [,u ]] on the Thurston boundary for j = s + 1,...,r,

k

(@iv) {nf‘|E]]‘} converges to m7 as i — oo forevery j =1,....s.

Lemma 3.1 Hyperbolic structures n{‘ satisfying the four conditions above exist.

Proof We shall construct hyperbolic structures on each Ek and get structures as we
want by pasting them together. First we consider Ek for j =1,...,s. The conformal

structure mlj

is realised by a hyperbolic structure maklng the frontler of Ek cusps.
Such a structure is approximated by hyperbolic structures with respect to Wthh every
component of azk is a closed geodesic of length § with § — 0. Therefore we can
choose a hyperbohc structure nk (/) converging to mljc on Ek so that each component

of 82" is a closed geodesic of length 1/1.
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Next we consider EIJ‘ for j =s+1,...,r. Foreach j, take a sequence of hyperbolic
structures {n'} /3 converging to a complete hyperbolic structure n’ (j) making 82" cusps
such that the length of each component of BZk with respect to n'} /s 1 /i. We should
note that since {n’} /3 converges to n'], the lengths of [,L with respect to the n'/ I are
bounded above. We let nk (j) be the hyperbolic structure obtained from '} ] by the
earthquake along z,u G whrch is a measured lamination with the transverse measure of

,u’]‘. multiplied by i. Then we have

length, () (1£5) = length,; (1),

which is bounded above independently of i. Also, since {n’/ Al converges and the
earthquake is performed along l/,L , we see that {nk (7)} diverges towards the projective
lamination represented by ,u 7 on the Thurston boundary of T(Ek)

k .
Pasting these hyperbolic structures n; (/) along the ck j-wegeta hyperbolic structure
as we wanted. |

For a sequence satisfying the four conditions, we have the following.

Lemma 3.2 Let {nf.c } be a sequence of hyperbolic structures on Sy, satistying the four
conditions above. Then for each j = s+ 1,...,r, there exists a sequence of weighted
simple closed curves {rjc;} on E]J? with the following two properties.

@) lengthngc (rici) goesto 0 as i — oo.

(i1) {ric;} converges to a measured lamination having the same support as /,L]; .

Proof Let ¢; be the shortest nonperipheral closed geodesic on Ek with respect to the
metric n . By Bers’ theorem (see [4]), there is a constant K boundlng the length,, K (ci)
from above Taking a subsequence, we can assume that there is a sequence of posmve
numbers r; such that {r;c;} converges to a nonempty measured lamination vﬂ.‘ on EIJ‘. .
Note that r; goes to 0 if ¢; is not eventually constant. Even in the latter exceptional
case, r; is bounded above.

We shall show that vk ] and ka have the same support. Suppose that they do not, seeking
a contradiction. Since ,u ; was assumed to be arational, then we have z(,uk k ) > 0.
Since nk |Ek diverges towards [u k] this implies, by Lemma 8.I1.1 in Fathi, Laudenbach
and Poenaru [21], that length,, K (r, ¢j) — 00. Since r; is bounded above, it follows that
length,, K (¢;) also goes to co. "This contradicts the fact that the lengths are bounded

above by K.
Since ,uf]? is not a closed geodesic, neither is vj.‘ , and we see that r; — 0. Hence

length, x (r;c;) < r; K — 0. Thus we have completed the proof. O
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Let QH(G) be the subset of AH(G) consisting of points in AH(G) represented by
quasiconformal deformations of GG, endowed with the relative topology induced from
AH(G). Let q: T(Q2g/G) — QH(G) be the Ahlfors—Bers map, which is a (possibly
ramified) covering map. This map is obtained as follows. For any point m € T (Qg/ G),
there is a Beltrami differential p on 2 giving rise to a quasiconformal homeomor-
phism from the original conformal structure on Qg/G to w, which is automorphic
under the action of G. We extend u to the entire Riemann sphere by setting the
value outside 2 to be 0, which is obviously also automorphic. This defines a
quasiconformal deformation of G, which we set g(m) to be.

Recall that Qg /G is topologically identified with the union of nontorus components
of dC.

Definition 3.2 For n}, ... ,nf defined in Definition 3.1, we let {v; = (n}, ... ,nf’)}
be a sequence regarded as lying in 7(Rg/G).

One of the key ingredients to show our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 3.3 The sequence {q(v;)} converges in the deformation space AH(G), after
passing to a subsequence.

We shall prove this theorem in the following two sections. The proof is based on the
work of Kleineidam and Souto [27], Lecuire [28] and Ohshika [50]. Although there is
another way to use more general result by Kim, Lecuire and Ohshika [26] which is
still unpublished, we have chosen to use only [27; 28; 50] since the argument in [26]
is much more complicated than these three. We note that even if we invoke the main
theorem of [26], we cannot obtain Theorem 3.3 immediately and the general line of
our argument does not change, although some part can be shorten.

Let ¢;: G — PSL,(C) be a geometrically finite representation corresponding to ¢ (v;),
and denote its image by G;, which is a geometrically finite group. Since ¢; is induced
by a quasiconformal deformation, there is a homeomorphism ®;: Mg — My, (c)
inducing the isomorphism ¢; between the fundamental groups.

4 Limit laminations of the boundary-irreducible part

In [50], we first analysed the hyperbolic structures on the characteristic compression
body. In contrast, in the present argument, we begin by analysing the behaviour of the
hyperbolic structures on the complement of the characteristic compression body.
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Consider the characteristic compression body V of C. We call the closure of the
complement of V' the boundary-irreducible part of C. Let W be a component of the
boundary-irreducible part. Then 71 (W) injects to 71 (C) = G by the homomorphism
induced from the inclusion. We denote its image by H" .

We recall the following lemma essentially due to Thurston. Its detailed proof can be
found in Theorem 3.1 of Ohshika [50] except for the last sentence concerning the
Hausdorff convergence. It should be also noted that although it was assumed that
the Kleinian group does not have parabolic elements in [50], the existence of rank—2
parabolic subgroups does not affect its proof at all.

We note that the codimension-one measured lamination which we get in this lemma
describes only the behaviour of the lengths of the simple closed curves on dW . It may
not capture the behaviour of the lengths of the closed curves in W in general, hence
may not be a lamination dual to the action of 7r; (W) on an R—tree which is a rescaled
Gromov limit of (I';, ;). Remark 3.2 in [50] gave such an example.

Lemma 4.1 Let H be a minimally parabolic, freely indecomposable Kleinian group.
Let W be a compact core of Mg . Suppose we have a sequence {(I';, ¥;) € AH(H)}
which does not have a convergent subsequence. We denote a homotopy equivalence
from Mg to Mr, inducing v; between the fundamental groups by V;. Then, after
passing to a subsequence of {(I';,¥;)}, there is a sequence of disjoint, nonparallel
unions of essential annuli { A} U. ..U A%} properly embedded in W , whose number k is
independent of i , with positive weights w}, ..., w¥ such that w} A} U---Uw¥ A% con-
verges in the measure topology to some codimension—1 measured lamination in W and
the following hold. For any two convergent sequences of measured laminations «;, B;
lying on OW , we have
o length(Wi@i) i, wl A} + -4 i (o, wf AF)
i—oo length(W; (B;)) — i—oo i (Bi, wl A}) +---+i(Bi, wf Af)’

provided that either the numerator or the denominator of the second term tends to a
positive number. Here, for a measured lamination A on W, we denote by length(W; (1))
the sum of the lengths of realisations of the components of A by pleated surfaces
in Mt, homotopic to ¥;. Moreover, if i (ot;, w} A}) + - -+ +i (a;, wk A¥) converges to
a positive number, then length(W; («;)) goes to co. The annuli above can be chosen so

that (w} A} U--- U w¥ AX) converges to a codimension—1 measured lamination whose
support is equal to the Hausdorff limit of A} U---uAf.

Proof By Theorem 3.1 of [50], there is a sequence of essential annuli A}, e, A}‘

with weights wil, ..., wf satistying the conditions of our lemma except for the last
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sentence. We only need to show that such annuli can be chosen so that they satisfy the
last condition.

Let L be a codimension—1 measured lamination in W which is the limit in the measure
topology of w} A} L---Uw¥A¥. As was shown in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [50]
using the theorem of Morgan and Shalen [41], there is an incompressible branched
surface B carrying both L and A} LI---1 A¥ for large i, which carries only surface
with null Euler characteristic. Consider a weight system @ on B such that (B, »)
carries L. We approximate w by rational weight systems w; such that no coordinate of
w; goes to 0 as i — oco. Recall that if B is given a rational weight system, then there
is a weighted disjoint union of essential annuli carried by it. (If B with the weight
system carries a Mobius band, we consider an annulus lying on the frontier of a twisted
regular neighbourhood of the band which doubly covers it. We then give the half of
the weight on the Mobius band to the annulus. This does not change the effect of the
transverse measure to the simple closed curves on AW .) If we let w} A} U--- L wk A%
be weighted annuli carried by (B,w;), then the Hausdorff limit of A} U--- 1 A%
coincide the support of L provided that we let the annulus covering a Mébius band
closer and closer to the band as i — co when we need to consider the Hausdorff limit
of Mobius bands. O

This implies the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2 Let {(G;, ¢;)} be a sequence as in Theorem 3.3. If the characteristic
compression body V of C is empty (ie W = C ), then {(Gj, ¢;)} converges in AH(G)
after passing to a subsequence.

Before starting the proof of Corollary 4.2, we shall consider the general situation when
V' may not be empty.

Suppose that every subsequence of {¢;|H"'} diverges in AH(H"). Then by the
lemma above, we get a sequence of weighted disjoint, nonparallel union of annuli
ai =w} A} U---UwkA¥ describing the divergence. These annuli are disjoint from
the torus boundary components of W (passing to a subsequence if necessary) since
the translation length of every parabolic element is 0. By taking a subsequence, we
can assume that if we regard a; as a codimension—1 measured lamination in W, then
it converges to some nonempty codimension—1 measured lamination A" in W as
i — 0o0. We call this measured lamination A" the limit lamination of W . The limit
lamination may depend on the choice of a subsequence which was taken in Lemma 4.1.
We fix a subsequence in the following argument.

By Jaco—Shalen—Johannson theory [24; 25], all the annuli Af-‘ are properly isotopic into
the union of the characteristic pairs (X, Z;) of (W, dW) each of which is either an
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I —pair or a solid torus. Let Ao be a component of A" . Then there is a characteristic
pair (Xg, Zo) containing A since Ag is approximated by weighted unions of annuli.
If Xy is an I-bundle, we can assume that the annuli approximating A are all vertical
with respect to the /—bundle structure of Xy. Then A is also vertical, and admits an
I -bundle structure itself whose associated d/-bundle is Ay N dW . (Refer to Morgan
and Shalen [42] for a detailed account of this.) If X is a solid torus, then A itself is
either a weighted annulus or a weighted Mobius band. In either case, Ay admits an
I -bundle structure.

Consider an involution " on A" NAW such that for a point x € A" NAW , its image
™ (x) is the other endpoint of the fibre containing x with respect to the /—bundle
structure obtained as above. Let Ao be a component of A% NdW . Then /¥ (1¢) either
coincides with Aq or is disjoint from 4. When we talk about (" (1¢), we regard it
as having the transverse measure induced from that of Ao. Moreover, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.3 The following two hold for the involution 1" defined above.

(i) If 7 (ho) is disjoint from Mg, then their supports are isotopic in W .

(ii) In the case when (" (Lg) = Ag, there are two possibilities:

(a) There is a twisted characteristic I —pair over a nonorientable surface S’
in W such that Lo is homotopic in dW to a double cover of a measured
lamination on the zero-section of S” (where we regard I as [—1,1]). If A
is not a simple closed curve, this is the only possibility.

(b) There is a solid torus component of the characteristic pair in W such that
Ao is homotopic to a double covering of its core curve.

Proof Let A be the component of A¥ containing A¢. As was remarked above, Ag
can be assumed to be vertical with respect to the /—bundle structure of the characteristic
I —pair (Xp, Zo) containing Ag. Since the union of annuli A} U---11 A€ converges to
the support of A? in the Hausdorff topology by the last sentence of Lemma 4.1, there
is a subset a; of A} U--- U A¥, which consists of annuli, converging to the support of
Ag in the Hausdorff topology. If Aq is disjoint from (" (1¢), the 7-bundle structure
of Ay must be trivial. This means that the supports of Ao and (' () are isotopic by
our definition of isotopy between two laminations, and we are done in this case.

We should also note that if A is contained in a characteristic pair (X, Zg) that is
a product I-bundle, then the /-bundle structure of Ay must be trivial. Therefore,
to consider the remaining case when Ao = (/¥ (1¢), we can assume that (Xo, Zo) is
twisted.
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Now, suppose that (' (Lg) = Ao. Then the characteristic pair (Xy, Zo) is either a
twisted I —bundle or a solid torus. First consider the case when X is a twisted 7 —bundle.
We consider the base surface S, of the /-bundle, which is a nonorientable surface,
and by identifying Sy with the image of its section, we regard Sy as embedded in X
horizontally. We consider the multi-curve a; N Xy, which is regarded as a geodesic
lamination and is denoted by B;. Then B; converges to a geodesic lamination o, over
which |Ag]| is a twisted 7/-bundle. The bundle must be twisted since we assumed that
" (Lo) = Ao. We can give a transverse measure to oo by identifying it with Ag N .Sp.
This is the case corresponding to (a) of (ii).

Next suppose that X is a solid torus. Then, Ay is either an annulus or a Mobius band.
Since (" (Lg) = Ao, the latter is the case. Then obviously Aq is homotopic to a double
cover over a core curve of the Mobius band. O

Now we shall start a proof of Corollary 4.2. Although this was already proved in [45],
the proof here will serve as a perspective for our general argument.

Proof of Corollary 4.2 Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that {¢; = ¢;| H"'} diverges
and set a; = w} A} U---Lw¥ A¥ for weighted annuli given in Lemma 4.1. Then {a;}
converges to the limit lamination A? in the measure topology. Let A be A¥ N3C,
which is disjoint from T as was seen above. Suppose first that one of the laminations
wj given in the assumption of Theorem 1.2 intersects A essentially. Then, i (u;, a;)
converges to a positive number as i — oo passing to a subsequence. It follows that the
length of ®;(u;) in My, () goes to infinity by Lemma 4.1. On the other hand, since
the length of p; with respect to v; is bounded, by Sullivan’s theorem (see Epstein
and Marden [20]) or a generalised version of Bers’ inequality (see Lemma 2.1 in
Ohshika [45]), we see that the length of ®;(1j) (on a pleated surface realising it) is
also bounded. This is a contradiction.

The same argument applies when A intersects a core curve of a component of P
essentially. Therefore we can assume that each component of A is contained in one
of ¥q,...,Xm,say X;. Suppose that j < n first. There is a simple closed curve ¢
on X; intersecting A essentially. It follows that the length of ®;(c) goes to infinity by
Lemma 4.1. This contradicts (using Sullivan’s theorem again) the assumption that the
marked conformal structures on X; converge to m;, which implies that the length of
every simple closed curve is bounded as i — oo.

Therefore A is contained in X, L--- LI X,,. Since A cannot intersect j; essentially
and p; is arational in X;, the support of a component of A coincides with that of
some (. This implies that each component Ao of A is arational in some X; ; hence in
particular, X; is the minimal supporting surface of A¢. Suppose that A is a component
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of A such that (? (1) is disjoint from Aq. Then A¢ is isotopic to ¢ (A¢). This implies
that the minimal supporting surfaces 7' (Ao) and 7'(t" (o)), both of which are among
Yu+1s--., 2m, are homotopic (by (ii) of Lemma 2.3), and cobound relative to P a
product I-bundle since no two distinct components of P are homotopic. This is an
excluded case in Theorem 1.2.

Suppose next that " (Lg) = Ao. Again the minimal supporting surface of A is
some X;. Then, there is a twisted /—bundle bounded relative to P by X;, and A¢
doubly covers a lamination on the zero-section by Lemma 4.3, as was observed above.
This is also an excluded case in Theorem 1.2.

Thus we have shown that {(G;, ¢;)} converges in AH(G) in this situation. O

From now on until the end of the proof of Theorem 3.3, we assume that V' is not
empty. Consider two distinct components W, W' of the irreducible part for which both
{¢;|H"} and {¢;|H"'} diverge in AH(H") and AH(H"") respectively, supposing
that there are such components. Let A" and A"’ be the limit laminations of W
and W' respectively. We say that W dominates W' if for closed curves y on dW
intersecting A" essentially and »’ on W’ intersecting AW’ essentially, we have

length ¢; (y")
im ———— =
i—oo length ¢; (y)
where length denotes the translation length. Obviously this definition does not depend

on the choice of y and y’. By taking a subsequence, we can assume that for any two
components W, W’ of the irreducible parts unless one of them dominates the other,

length ¢; (1)
i—oo length ¢; (y)

’

exists and is a positive number. It also follows from the definition that the relation of
domination is transitive: if W dominates W’ and W' dominates W, then W domi-
nates W' . Therefore we can regard this relation as ordering, and denote W/ <g4om W
if W dominates W'.

Let B be the set of all components of the irreducible part that are maximal with respect
to the ordering <4om. Then by definition, no component contained in B is dominated
by another component. Also, by a remark in the previous paragraph, if both W and W’
are contained in B, then
length ¢; (1)
im ————
i—oo length ¢; (y)
is a positive number, and if W € B and W/ & B then W dominates W’. We see that B
is nonempty if {¢;| H"'} diverges for some component W of the boundary-irreducible
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part. We call components contained in B the dominating components. We define B
to be empty if there is no component W of the boundary-irreducible part such that
{pi| H"} diverges.

S Convergence of function groups

Take a compressible boundary component Sy of C. We denote by Vj the component
of the characteristic compression body V of C which contains Sj as its exterior
boundary. We consider a subgroup H k of G associated to the image of 71 (S) in
71(C) = G by a homomorphism induced by the inclusion. The image of 71 (S)) can
be identified with 7 (V}).

Recall that we denote the union of core curves of P on S; by C k" and the union of
measured laminations /L’j‘. on Sy by M¥ . The compression body Vj may have interior
boundary components contained in dC. In this case we add core curves of P and the
wj on these components to C k and Mk respectively. We denote the unions by C k
and M*. 1f 3;V; N 9C = @, then we set CK = C¥ and M* = M*¥.

Lemma 5.1 Suppose that {¢;} diverges in AH(G) even after passing to a subsequence.
Then one of the following two conditions holds:

(1) B is empty, or

(ii) there are a dominating component W with its limit lamination A" , a component
Vi of V meeting W, and a component of A" N 9; V) whose support is not
isotopic in V}, to the support of any component of C kumk.

Proof We assume that there is at least one dominating component, and shall show
that the second alternative holds. If A" is disjoint from V for some dominating
component W (ie the boundary of A" lies in (dC \ V)), then we can argue entirely
in the same way as the proof of Corollary 4.2 and get a contradiction. Therefore, we
can assume that A" NV # & for every dominating component W .

Let V; be a component of V' intersecting some dominating component. Suppose
that for every dominating component W intersecting V;, each component A of the
lamination A" N 9; V; has support isotopic in V; to the support of a component A’ of
C’/ UM/ . (Otherwise, we have only to set Vj to be V; and get the second alternative.)

Take a component A of A% N 9; V; for a dominating component W intersecting V.
We consider the lamination (*¥' (1). As was observed in the previous section, either
M (L) = A or V(1) is disjoint from A.
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(a) Let us first consider the case when (' (1) = A.

Recall that we assumed that there is a component A of C/ U M/ lying on S 7 whose
support is isotopic in V; to that of A. Suppose first that A’ is contained in C J. Then
A is a simple closed curve, hence is homotopic to a double covering of either a simple
closed curve on the base surface of a twisted /—bundle or a core curve of a solid
torus, either of which is embedded in W, as was observed in Lemma 4.3. This is a
contradiction because every component of C/ is a core curve of a paring locus P,
hence represents a primitive class of 71 (C).

Suppose next that A’ is contained in M/ . Again by Lemma 4.3, there is an embedded
twisted /-bundle X in W and A is homotopic to a double cover of a measured
lamination on the zero-section of the base surface. By assumption, A’ is arational
on a component X, of S;\ C J and is contained in the Masur domain of X,. Let
T'(A) be the minimal supporting surface of A on 9;V;. Then T'(A) doubly covers a
subsurface T’ on the zero-section of the base surface of X . Since A is isotopic to A/,
and neither d7°(A) lying on 9;Vj nor 0%, contains a meridian, the surface 7'() is
homotopic to X, in V; by Lemma 2.3.

Since T'(1) doubly covers nonorientable 7’ and every boundary component of 7"/
is an orientation-preserving curve on 7", each boundary component of 7'(1) is one
of the two components of the preimage of a boundary component of 7", hence is
homotopic in W to another boundary component of 7'(1). Therefore, each component
of ¢ of 0%, is homotopic in V; U W to another boundary component of 9%,. (The
boundary of X, cannot be empty since S; cannot be homotopic to a surface covered by
a subsurface of a component of 9;V;.) Since the boundary components of X, are all
in C/, which are core curves of the paring locus P, two of them are homotopic in C
only when they are parallel on dV;. If this happens, then the entire S; is obtained by
pasting annuli in P to X, and V; U X itself is a twisted /-bundle. This is impossible
since V; is a compression body.

(b) Next we consider the case when (" (1) is disjoint from A.

If ¥ (1) is also contained in 0; V;, then 7 (A) is also isotopic in V; to a component
of C/ UM/, and by an argument similar to the above, we are lead to a contradiction
with either the assumption that C/ consists of core curves of the paring locus P and
the fact that V; cannot be contained in a product /-bundle if W is not empty.

Suppose now that (¥ (1) lies on 9W \ V, hence on an incompressible component
of dC. If either one of the y; or a core curve in P intersects ™ (L) essentially, then
we get a contradiction as in the proof of Corollary 4.2. Therefore, (/¥ (1) is contained
in a component X of dC \ P, and by the same argument as in Corollary 4.2, we see
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that it is arational there (ie T (¥ (A)) = X). Moreover, since X lies on W, it is
incompressible and ™ (1) is contained in the Masur domain of ¥, which is the entire
measured lamination space. Then ¥ and X, are homotopic in C by Lemma 2.3. If X
and ¥, have nonempty boundaries, their boundaries, which lie in distinct components
of dC, consist of (simple closed curves homotopic to) core curves of P. This is
a contradiction since no two distinct components of P are homotopic in C. If ¥
and X, are closed surfaces, then W itself is a product /-bundle, which contradicts
the definition of the characteristic compression body.

Suppose next that (¥ (1) is contained in another component Vi of V with k # j. If
™ (X) is not isotopic in Vj to a component of C kU M¥, then this V} is what we were
looking for to get condition (ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that ¢ (1) is isotopic in Vj
to a component A" of CK U M* . Then A’ and A” are isotopic in C. If A” is a simple
closed curve, ie, contained in C¥ | then this means that there are core curves of distinct
two components of P which are homotopic in C. This is a contradiction. Suppose
that A” is contained in M ¥ . Then A" is arational in some component X, of Si \ C¥
and X, is homotopic to the minimal supporting surface of ¢V (1). (Since no boundary
component of X, or 7 (¢ (1)) is a meridian, we can use Lemma 2.3.) On the other
hand, A is arational in a component X, of S;\C J which is homotopic to the minimal
supporting surface 7'(1). Since T'(A) is homotopic to 7'(¢ (1)), this implies that X,
is homotopic to ¥, . In particular, a boundary component of 3, which is contained
in C/, is homotopic to a boundary component of X, which is contained in C k. af
3, is closed, we get a contradiction as before.) This contradicts the fact that no two
core curves of distinct components of P are homotopic. Thus we have completed the
proof. |

Now we start the proof of Theorem 3.3. We shall first show that for each component Vj,
of V, the sequence {(¢;(H*), p;|H¥) € AH(H¥)} converges if B is empty, using
Lecuire’s result on measured laminations in D. For that, we need to prove that we can
extend CK U M* to a measured lamination contained in D(Vy).

Lemma 5.2 Take an arational measured lamination on each component of the com-
plement (V; N9C)\ P among X,...,X,, which is contained in its Masur domain
and does not have support isotopic in Vj, to the support of a component of M k in
such a way that no two of them have supports isotopic to each other in Vj, . (Recall
that ¥, ..., X, are components of dC \ P where the marked conformal structures
converge in the Teichmiiller spaces.) Denote the union of all of these arational measured
laminations by L¥*. Take also an arational measured lamination on each interior
boundary component of V} that is not contained in dC, and let Qk be their union.
Then C* U M* U Lk U QF is contained in D(Vy,).
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Proof By the definition of D, we have only to show that there is n > 0 such that
every meridian and the boundary of every essential annulus has intersection number
greater than 7 with C ku Mk uLku ok, Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that
there is a sequence of meridians {0D;} or of boundaries of essential annuli {0A4;}
such that i (dD;, CK U M* U Lk U Qk) or i(94;, C* U M* U L*¥ U Q%) goes to 0 as
| — oo. Then after taking a subsequence, we can assume that dD; or dA; is disjoint
from C¥ for every [, for otherwise it has intersection number at least 1 with CX. For
meridians, we set ¢; = dD;, and for annuli, we set ¢; to be one of the components
of dA;. Then, passing to a subsequence, all of the ¢; can be assumed to be contained
in a component ¥ of 3V \ C k since they are disjoint from C k and there are only
finitely many components of 9V} \ C k. We can also assume that the same holds
even if we choose the other boundary component of 4; for each /. Since p; or a
component of LK U Ok given on X is arational, it follows that its support coincides
with a minimal component £ of the Hausdorff limit of the ¢;, for both choices of the
boundary components of A4;. If the ¢; are meridians (of X), their Hausdorff limit
contains a homoclinic leaf. (Refer to Théoreme 1.8 of Otal [52].) By Lemma 2.1, this
contradicts the assumptions that any p; or any component of L* is contained in the
Masur domain, and that Qk lies on the interior boundary of V.

Next suppose that the ¢; are boundary components of the A;. We consider first the
case when the two boundary components of 4; are contained in distinct components X
and X' of 9V \ C¥. Let £, ¢’ be the Hausdorff limits of 4; NS and A; N X/, which
are isotopic in V} by definition. Since the Hausdorff limit of d4; does not intersect
M¥* U Lk U Ok essentially, both £ and ¢’ consist of a unique arational minimal
component and isolated noncompact leaves spiralling around them. Their minimal
supporting surfaces are ¥ and X’ respectively. Also, the minimal components of
both £ and ¢’ carry transverse measures which give rise to measured laminations in
the Masur domains of ¥ and X’ since they coincide with the supports of components
of M*U Qk U LK. Since their boundaries do not contain meridians, by Lemma 2.3,
Y and ¥’ are homotopic. Moreover, since no two distinct components of C k- are
homotopic and no interior boundary component is homotopic to another boundary
component, this is possible only when ¥ and ¥’ lie on dV; N dC, all the boundary
components of ¥ are homotopic in 3V} to boundary components of X', and the same
holds interchanging X with X’. This happens only when Vj is a handlebody and
homeomorphic to a product /-bundle over a compact surface as a pared manifold.
This in particular implies that the boundary-irreducible part is empty; hence V; = C,
and X, ¥’ can be assumed to be X, Xy.

By the assumption of Theorem 1.2, if the 1; are given on both of ¥ and X,,ie n =0,
then the supports of 111 and u; are not isotopic. This contradicts the fact that £ and ¢’
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are isotopic and the supports of fi1, o are their minimal components. If 1; is not
given on X1, ie, n > 1, then by our assumption, the component A; of L¥ on =, has
support which is not isotopic to that of i, or A,. This again contradicts the fact that £
and ¢’ are isotopic.

Next we consider the case when both of the boundary components of A; lie in the same
component X of 3V \C k . We need to divide our argument into two subcases depending
on whether X is compressible or not. Suppose first that X is compressible. Let D be
a compressing disc of . Then, since {0A;} converges to an arational lamination, A;
intersects D essentially for large /. Therefore, we can either boundary-compress A4;
along an outermost semidisc on D bounded by 4; N D, or get a compressing disc
intersecting A; along fewer arcs than D which is obtained by cutting D along an
arc cobounding with dA4; an outermost semidisc on A4;. In the former case, we get
a meridian d; of ¥ which is disjoint from A; by boundary-compressing 4;. Also
in the latter case, by repeating the same operation, we eventually get a meridian d
of ¥ which is disjoint from A;. Then the Hausdorff limit d’ of the d; does not
intersect the Hausdorff limit of dA; transversely, hence neither does it a component of
MkuLkuy Qk on 3, which is an arational lamination. Then by the same argument
using the homoclinicity as for the Hausdorff limit of {D;} above, we get a contradiction.

Suppose next that X is incompressible. Then by applying the Jaco—Shalen—Johannson
theory to (V, X), we see that there is a characteristic pair X which is a union of
I -bundles and solid tori intersecting dV} in X, into which every essential annulus with
boundary on X can be properly homotoped. Since {0A;} converges to an arational
lamination, there is an /—bundle component X, of X into which A; can be properly
homotoped for large /, and X is isotopic in V} to the associated d/—bundle of Xj.
This is possible only when Xj is a twisted I —bundle. We also see that V; = X, since
no two components of 3% not homotopic on dV; are homotopic in V} . This implies
that Vj is a twisted I/ —-bundle over a nonorientable surface, and contradicts the fact
that V} is a compression body. O

We need to use the following lemma, which was proved by Lecuire in [28].

Lemma 5.3 Let V be a compression body and S its exterior boundary. Suppose that
w1(V) acts on an R—tree T by isometries with small edge-stabilisers. Let . be a
measured lamination contained in D(V'). Then there exists a w1 (S)—equivariant map
F: H? — T which realises at least one component of .. (Here we regard m1(S) as
acting on T by pre-composing the epimorphism from 1 (S) to 71(V') induced by the
inclusion.)
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As a first step of the proof of Theorem 3.3, we shall show the following proposition.
This is a case which Lecuire’s Theorem 6.6 in [28] already covers. Still, we shall give
an outline of proof here based on Lecuire’s lemma above so that we can refer to it in
the argument for the next case when B is not empty.

Proposition 5.4 Suppose that B is empty. Then for every component V; of V,
the quasiconformal deformations of H k given by the ¢;|H k converge after taking a
subsequence and conjugates.

Proof Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that {¢;| H 4 } does not have a convergent
subsequence in AH(H¥). Then, by the work of Morgan and Shalen [41], Bestvina
[5] and Paulin [54], there is an isometric action with small edge-stabilisers of H k
on an R—tree 7~ which is a Gromov limit of the rescaled action of ¢; (H¥) on ¢;H?>
with €; — 0. This can be regarded as an action of 7{(V;) on 7. By Lemmata 5.2
and 5.3, one of the components of C kU Mk U L* U QF, which we shall denote by x,
is realised in T .

Suppose first that x is a component of Ck . Then there is an element yeH k whose
conjugacy class is represented by . Since y is realised in 7, the translation length
of ¢;(y) goes to infinity as i — oco. On the other hand, by our construction, the length
of x with respect to the conformal structure at infinity v; goes to 0. This implies, as
was shown by Sugawa [57, Theorem 6.2] (or by the main theorem of Canary [18]), that
the translation length of ¢;(y) also goes to 0. Thus we are lead to a contradiction.

Next consider the case when ¥ is a component y of M k. By Lemma 3.2, there is a
sequence of weighted simple closed curves {r,c,} on a component of S \ C¥ such
that rnc, converges to 4 and length,, (ric;) goes to 0 as i — 0. We should also note
that for any meridian m in X, its length with respect to v; goes to oo since i (m, u) > 0.
Therefore, by the main theorem of Canary [15], r; length(¢; (¢;)) in Mg, (a*) goesto 0,
where length denotes the translation length. Since ¥ is arational, the Hausdorff limit
of ¢y, which we denote by £, is the union of x and finitely many isolated noncompact
leaves. Since y is realised in 7, by the same argument as Théoréme 3.1.4 of Otal [53],
we see that £ is also realised in 7. Furthermore, Otal’s argument implies that there
is a train track carrying & which is realised in 7. This implies that r; length(¢; (¢;))
in Mgy, (g*) must go to infinity as i — oo since 7 is mapped to a train track with
geodesic branches and small exterior angles at switches in My, (g*) (see Chapitre 3
of [53]). This is a contradiction.

Next we consider the case when y is a component of L¥. Then X lies on X; on
which the conformal structure converges to m;. Therefore, the length with respect
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to nf‘ of rjc; taken as before is bounded as i — oco. Thus, by the same argument as
the previous case, we get a contradiction.

Finally, we consider the case when x is a component of Qk. Let ¥ be the interior
boundary component not contained in dC on which x lies. There is a component W
of the boundary-irreducible part containing ¥ as a boundary component. Since we
assumed that B is empty, ¢;| H" converges, hence in particular, the length of ®;(x)
in My, (c) (hence also that in Mgy, (g*)) is also bounded. This contradicts the fact that
x is realised in 7 by the same argument as above. |

Now we consider the case when B is not empty. By Lemma 5.1, there are a dominating
component W and a component Vj, of V such that there is a component of A% N9;
whose support is not isotopic in Vj to the support of a component of C¥ U M* . We
shall show that this will lead to a contradiction.

Proposition 5.5 In the settings of Theorem 3.3, if V' is not empty, then B must be
empty.

Proof To prove this proposition, we need to analyse an action on an R—tree in the
same way as the proof of Lemma 5.3 in [28].

Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that neither V' nor B is empty. Then there is a
component V. of V intersecting A" as we mentioned just before the proposition.
Then {¢;|H*} must diverge in AH(H¥) since A" intersects 9;V,. By the same
argument as Proposition 5.4, there is a limit isometric action p of H k> 71 (V) on
an R—tree 7 having small edge-stabilisers. We first consider a special case when the
restriction of p to every interior boundary component of Vj has a global fixed point
in 7. In this case, we can argue as in the proof of Proposition 5.4. We extend C kumk
by adding L* and Qk using Lemma 5.2. By Lemma 5.3, one of the components
of Cku M*uU Lk U Qk is realised by p. By the same argument as the proof of
Proposition 5.4, we see that it is impossible that a component of CK U Mk U Lk
is realised by p. If a component x of Qk is realised by p, then we consider the
component X of d; V. on which y lies. Then the restriction of p to 71 (%) is nontrivial.
This contradicts the assumption of our special case here.

Now, we assume until the end of the proof that there is at least one component of 9; Vj
on which the restriction of p is nontrivial, ie, does not have a global fixed point. Regard
o as an action of 1 (Sy) (recall that S; = 0.V} ) by pre-composing the epimorphism
from 771 (Sy) to m1(Vy) induced by the inclusion.

Take a sequence of weighted multicurves {c,} decomposing Sy into pairs of pants con-
verging to CkUMkU(LkﬂSk) in ML(Sy) as n — oo. Since CkuM ULk NSy)
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is maximal, by approximating it by a train track with complementary regions whose
vertices correspond one-to-one to ideal vertices of the complementary regions of
CkUM¥*U(L*NS)) and giving rational weights, we can assume that a union of some
components of |c,| (the support of ¢, ) converges to the support of C kuMkU(LFNSy)
with respect to the Hausdorff topology. As was shown by Morgan and Otal [40], there
are an action p, of w1 (Sy) on an R—tree 7, which is dual to a measured lamination {,
on Sy, and a morphism 7, from 7, to 7 such that the action obtained by pushing p
forward by m,, which we denote by (77,)« 0, coincides with p, and the translation
length of ¢, ie the weighted sum of the translation lengths of the components of ¢,
with respect to p, is equal to that with respect to p. Now we consider the Hausdorff
limit oo of {|{n|}. As was shown in the proof of Theorem 3 of Kleineidam and
Souto [27], if a component of C¥ U M¥ U (LK N Sy) intersects ¢oo essentially, then it
is realised in 7 . This is a contradiction as in the proof of Proposition 5.4.

Therefore, ¢s does not intersect C¥ U M* U (L¥ N S;) essentially. We consider
the measured lamination A" N 9;V} for all the components W € B, and let 0 be
the union of all such laminations on 9; V. By Lemma 5.1, there are a component F
of 9; V} and a component vy of U having support which is not isotopic in Vj to the
support of a component of C kU M* . Moreover, we see that no component of U is
isotopic in Vi to a component of L¥ N S as follows.

Let A; be a component of Lkn Sk, and suppose that A; lies on X; which is among
X1,..., X,. Then we can take a simple closed curve ¢ on X; intersecting A; essen-
tially. Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that A; is isotopic in Vj to a component vy
of U. Then the minimal supporting surface 7'(vg) is homotopic to X; in Vi by
Lemma 2.3. This implies that there is a simple closed curve ¢’ on T (vg) homotopic
to ¢ intersecting vg essentially. In particular, the translation length of ¢;(c") goes to
infinity as i — oo. By using the fact that the length of ¢ with respect to v; is bounded,
and either Theorem 6.2 in Sugawa [57] or the main theorem of Canary [18], we get a
contradiction.

Recall that we assumed that for some component of d; Vy, the restriction of p to the
component is nontrivial. Consider the component F of 9; V} containing vy as defined
above. Since all the W in B are dominating and some A" with W € B intersects F, if
the restriction of p to F is trivial, then the restriction of p to every component of d; Vj
is trivial. Therefore, under the present assumption, the restriction of p to 7 (F) is a
nontrivial action having small edge-stabilisers since F is incompressible. By Skora’s
theorem [56], it is dual to some measured lamination v on F. By the definition of
AW | if we consider the restriction of ¢; to the subgroup corresponding to 71 (F) and
its rescaled Gromov limit, we see that v must coincide with U N F up to a scalar
multiple. Since V} is a compression body, there is a surface F on Sy each of whose
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boundary component is a meridian such that the surface obtained by attaching disjoint
compressing discs to d F is isotopic to F in Vj. Let v; be a measured lamination
on F which is isotopic to vg.

Recall that we have actions p, of 71(S%) on R—trees 7, which are dual to measured
laminations {, on Sj. As was shown in the proof of Proposition 6.1 in Lecuire [28],
we see that |,| is constant for large 7, which implies that (s, is the support of a
measured lamination, which we denote by {. As was seen above, (s cannot intersect
Ck U M* U (LF N Sk) essentially; hence we have i (C¥ U M¥ U (LN Sk).¢) =0.
Since C*¥ U Mk U (L¥ N Sy) is maximal, we see that the support of ¢ is contained in
that of CK U M* U (L*¥ N Sy). In particular, |¢| cannot contain |v| as a component
since vy intersects CK U M* U (L* N Sy) essentially.

We shall now show that { cannot intersect vy essentially. Suppose, on the contrary, that
there is a component ¢ of ¢ intersecting vy essentially. We shall first consider the case
when ¢ is contained in F. Since pn is dual to ¢, whose support is equal to || for
large 7, there is a ; (S )—equivariant map ¢,: H? — 7, which maps each component
of the preimage of ¢ to a point in 7,. Then there is a train track 7 carrying {y each
component of whose preimage is mapped to a point by ¢, as was shown in the proof of
Theorem 4 of Kleineidam and Souto [27]. Let s,k be a sequence of weighted simple
closed curves converging to {o which is carried by 7. (Such a sequence can be taken
by approximating the weight system for {y by rational numbers.) Then each lift of &,
in H? is mapped to a point by g, ; hence the translation length of p(ky) = (77,)« pn(kn)
is 0. On the other hand, since {( intersects vy, by homotoping ¢y and v; in Vy into F,
we see that the translation length of p(k;) must go to oo if {y is not a simple closed
curve, and is positive if ¢y is a simple closed curve. This is a contradiction.

Next we consider the case when {y is not contained in F. Since ¢ is a measured
lamination, the leaves of { intersecting dF cannot accumulate inside F, and consist
of finitely many parallel families of geodesic arcs with endpoints on aF. By joining
geodesic arcs in parallel families and arcs on dF, we can construct essential simple
closed curves on F with null translation length under p. Since {y intersects v;
essentially, so does one of the simple closed curves, which we denote by y. This
curve y is homotopic to a simple closed curve 3’ on F which intersects vq essentially.
Since the restriction of p to 71 (F) is dual to v whose support contains that of vg, we
see that p(y) has a positive translation length in 7. This contradicts the fact that p(y)
has null translation length in 7.

Thus we have shown that ¢ cannot intersect v; essentially. The only remaining
possibility is that v; is disjoint from ¢. In this case, we consider a complementary
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region U of ¢ containing vy. We note that U N F contains T(vy). If vy is not a
weighted simple closed curve, then there is a simple closed curve § in T(v;) CU N F
intersecting v; essentially. Since § is disjoint from ¢, the translation length of p,(4),
hence also that of p(8), is 0. On the other hand, ¢ is homotopic to a simple closed
curve §’ on F intersecting vg essentially. Therefore p(§) must have positive translation
length in 7 as before. This is a contradiction.

Next suppose that v is a weighted simple closed curve. By our choice of vy, there
is a component & of CK U M* U (L¥ N Sy) intersecting v, essentially. Since ¢ is
assumed to be disjoint from vy, there is a complementary region U of ¢ such that
U N F contains v UE. IfUN F contains a simple closed curve intersecting v
essentially, we are done by arguing as in the previous paragraph. Otherwise, we take
a simple geodesic arc B in U N F with endpoints at IF intersecting v; essentially.
Starting from ,B and using arcs on dF and geodesic arcs in parallel families of ¢ N F
intersecting dF, as in the previous case when intersects vy but is not contained
in F, we can construct a simple closed curve y in F which intersects vy essentially
and has null translation length under p. So we obtain a contradiction in the same way
as before. Thus, we have a contradiction in every case, completing the proof. O

Thus we have shown that either V' or B must be empty. If V' is empty, by Corollary 4.2,
we are done. If B3 is empty, then by Proposition 5.4, for every component Vj of V,
the restriction ¢; | H k converges in AH(H k). Since B is empty, the restriction of ¢;
to each component W of the boundary-irreducible part also converges (after taking a
subsequence and conjugates). Then, the same argument as the proof of Lemmata 4.5
and 4.6 in [50] shows Theorem 3.3.

6 Unrealisable laminations and ending laminations

Having proved Theorem 3.3, we now know that {g(v;)} converges in AH(G) af-
ter passing to a subsequence. Let ¢: G — PSL, C be a representation with image
I' = ¢(G) such that (T, ¢) is the limit of (a subsequence of ) {¢(v;)} in AH(G). We
consider the hyperbolic 3—manifold M. We use the symbol @ to denote a homotopy
equivalence from Mg to Mr induced by the isomorphism ¢. Let C’ be a relative
compact core of (Mt)g. If we denote C' N d(Mr)o by P’, then the pair (C’, P’) is
a pared manifold.

In this section, we shall prove that for the given laminations p; in Theorem 1.2, their im-
ages ®(u;) actually represent ending laminations of ends of (M )¢ (Proposition 6.5).
A similar result on the equivalence of being unrealisable and representing an ending
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lamination was given independently by Namazi and Souto [43] as we mentioned in the
Introduction (Section 1).

Before stating the main proposition, we shall show that ® can be homotoped to take
(C,PUT) to (C', P’) and that ®(u;) is unrealisable in M, where P and T are as
given in Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 6.1 The homotopy equivalence ® can be homotoped so that ®(C, PUT) C
(C’, P’) as pairs and ®|(P U T) is an embedding into P’.

Proof Since C’ is a compact core, we can homotope ® so that ®(C) C C’. Since
any immersed incompressible torus in C’ is homotopic into (a component of ) the
union of torus components of P’, which we denote by 7", we can make ®(7) C T".
Let Ty be a component of T'. Then, since 71 (7p) is a maximal abelian subgroup in
71(C), we see that ®|T induces an isomorphism from 7y (7) to 71 (T;) for some
component Ty of T”, hence is homotopic to a homeomorphism to 7};. Thus we have
shown that ® can be homotoped so that ®|7" is an embedding into 7”.

Let ¢ be a core curve of a component of P. By the definition of v;, we have
length,, (¢) — 0. By Theorem 6.2 in Sugawa [57] or the main theorem of Canary [18],
this implies that length(¢; (c¢)) — 0, hence also that ¢(c) is parabolic. Therefore, ® can
be homotoped so that ®(c) C P’. Since ¢ represents a generator of a maximal abelian
group, (for (C, PUT) is a pared manifold,) ®|c is homotopic to a homeomorphism
to a core curve of an annulus component of P’. This completes the proof. |

6.1 Unrealisability of u ;

Recall that the aim of this section is to show that ®|u; represents an ending lamination
for some end of (Mr)o. We shall first see that ®|u; cannot be realised by a pleated
surface. Recall that p; is contained in a component X; of dC \ (PUT).

Lemma 6.2 There is no pleated surface homotopic to ®|%; realising ;.

To prove this lemma, we need to invoke the following lemma which appeared as
Lemma 4.10 in [49]. Although we allow I' to have parabolic elements here, the proof
in [49] works with only a slight refinement as we shall see below.

In the following, we say that a map f: ¥ — Mt is adapted to a tied neighbourhood N
of a train track t on X if it maps each branch of t to a geodesic segment and each tie
of N to a point.
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Lemma 6.3 Let X be acomponent of dC\ P. Suppose that . is an arational measured
lamination in M(X) which can be realised by a pleated surface f: ¥ — Mrp. Let
{wyck} be a sequence of weighted essential simple closed curves which converges to |i.
Then for any § > 0 and t < 1, there exist a continuous map h: ¥ — Mt homotopic to
J and a subsequence {wy ) ck ()} of {wycy} with the following two properties.

(1) The map h is adapted to a tied neighbourhood N of a train track T which
carries (v and the wy )k () for sufficiently large [. Moreover, N can be taken
to contain ju and ¢y in such a way that their leaves are transverse to the ties of
N (without moving  and cy ;) by a homotopy).

(i) For sufficiently large I, the simple closed curve h(ck(;)) represents a loxo-
dromic class. Moreover the closed geodesic Clt(l) in Mt homotopic to h(ck(z))
has a part with length at least t length h(cg () which is contained in the §—
neighbourhood of the closed curve h(c ).

Proof We need to show that the argument in [49] works even if we allow parabolic
elements to exist. It is easy to see that parabolic elements corresponding to punctures
of ¥ do not affect the argument.

We shall discuss the case when there may be a closed curve not homotopic to a
puncture of ¥ which represents a parabolic class of I'. (Such an element is called
an accidental parabolic element in some literature.) We need to show that for every
{wrcr} converging to A, after passing to a subsequence, every /(cy) represents a
loxodromic class of I'. Once we prove this, the argument involving the area estimate
of piecewise geodesic annulus cobounded by /(ck (7)) and Clt(l)’ which is originally
due to Bonahon [7], works in the same way as in [49].

Now suppose that this is not the case. Then, by extracting a subsequence, we can
assume that all the /& (cy) represent parabolic elements. (It is impossible that infinitely
many /(cg) are null-homotopic since p is contained in the Masur domain.) Then we
can construct a piecewise geodesic ideal annulus A; cobounded by /(cy) and a cusp.
The area of this annulus is equal to the total exterior angle e of A(ci). We can make
each of the exterior angles and wyey arbitrarily small and the length of the image
of each branch of 7 arbitrarily long by approximating a pleated surface realising A
by / closely. (See Lemma 4.8 of [49].) For each point of dA; = h(cy), we consider
a geodesic on Ay (with respect to the two-dimensional hyperbolic metric induced
on Ay ) perpendicular to dAy . By the Gauss—Bonnet formula, these geodesic arcs are
disjoint and can be extended indefinitely if they start outside the n—neighbourhoods of
the vertices, where 1 goes to 0 as the exterior angle goes to 0. Since wy length /(cy)
converges to a positive constant, the area of A; multiplied by wj goes to infinity
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as h approximates the pleated surface realising A closer and closer. This contradicts
the fact shown above that wyey, which is equal to wy Area(A4y), goes to 0. O

Proof of Lemma 6.2 Suppose (; is realised by a pleated surface goo: (X, 100) —
Mt homotopic to ®|X;. Then every measured lamination on X; with the same
support as p; is also realised by this pleated surface. Let {yx} be a sequence of
simple closed curves on X; such that {wgyx} converges to a measured lamination
with the same support as p;, and )/]:‘ the closed geodesic homotopic to ®(yy). Since
wy length, () converges to length, (u;), and length()/,:‘) < length, __(yx), we
see that length(y]:‘ ) grows at most in the order of w,:l as k — oo.

Let gx: (¥j,nr) — Mr be a pleated surface homotopic to ®|X; which realises yx
as )/,:‘. We shall show that we can assume that the gj intersect cusp neighbourhoods
of Mr only at a thin neighbourhood of the frontier of X;, ie, that g4 (X;) is disjoint
from a sufficiently small cusp neighbourhood corresponding to accidental parabolic
elements for every k if we take a subsequence.

Suppose that this is not the case. Then passing to a subsequence, the image of g outside
a neighbourhood of the frontier goes deeper and deeper into a cusp neighbourhood as
k — oo, for there are only finitely many cusps in M. Since a pleated surface can
intersect a small cusp-neighbourhood only at its thin annulus (for the diameters of the
thick parts of the pleated surfaces are uniformly bounded), there is a nonperipheral sim-
ple closed curve dj such that ¢(dy) either represents an accidental parabolic element
or is null-homotopic, and g (di) is contained in the €;—cusp neighbourhood Uk, of
the same cusp with €; \ 0 (€; goes monotonically to 0) as k — oo after passing
to a subsequence. Furthermore, any point x such that g4 (x) is contained in Uy, is
contained in the 1 —thin part of X; with respect to n; where nx — 0 as k — oco.

Take positive numbers v so that {vidy} converges to a nonempty measured lam-
ination § after passing to a subsequence. Suppose that 7 (&, u;) = 0. Since p; is
arational, this implies that the supports of & and p; coincide. Since &, which has the
same support as (i}, is realised by a pleated surface homotopic to ®|%; realising u;,
by Lemma 6.3, ¢(dj) must represent a loxodromic element. Since ¢ (dy) is either
parabolic or trivial, this is a contradiction. Thus we have i (§, ;) > 0. Then 7 (dg, yk)

: —1,—1
grows in the order of w; "v; .

Now, let Dy be the distance between dUe, and Uk, . Since €; \ 0, we have Dy — oo
as k — oo by Brooks and Matelski [13]. For each intersection p of y; with dj, there
is an arc a, on yj containing p such that g (a,) starts from dUg, , goes into U, and
comes back to dUg, . Then g (ap) has length at least 2Dy . (See Figure 1.) Since each
intersection corresponds to an arc traversing the € —thin annulus around dj,, we see that
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ap,Nay =@ if p # p’. It follows that the geodesic y]:‘ has part with length of order
2u),:1 v,:l Dy, . Since vidj converges in ML(X;), we see that vy is bounded above
as k — oo. Therefore v,:le goes to co as k — oo, which implies w;lvngk,
hence also length(y]:‘ ), grows in a higher order than w;l . This contradicts the fact
that length(y;") grows at most in the order of w,:l , which was proved above.

0
Ue gk (dy)
Dy,
aU,

Figure 1: Each intersection with dj contributes 2Dy to the length of y;*.

Thus, we have shown that g (X;) does not intersect cusps outside a thin neighbourhood
of the frontier; hence there is a uniform upper bound for the diameters of the noncuspidal
parts of the pleated surfaces gx. Moreover, by Lemma 6.3, gi(X;) is within a
uniformly bounded distance from go(X;). Then, passing to a subsequence, {gy}
converges to a pleated surface realising 1; uniformly on every compact set by the
compactness of marked pleated surfaces. (The proof of the compactness is similar to
the incompressible case proved in Theorem 5.2.18 of Canary, Epstein and Green [19].
It can be found in the proof of Théoréme 2.3 in Otal [52] how to generalise this to
the compressible case.) In particular, this implies that length(y,;k ) grows in the same
order as w;l . The closed geodesic ylj can be projected down to the geometric limit
of {¢;(G)} and then can be pulled back by an approximate isometry to a (K, 6x)—
quasigeodesic in Mgy, () which is homotopic to ¢;(yx) for sufficiently large 7, with
K; — 1 and §; — 0. Then we can see that the closed geodesic )/i+ representing
the conjugacy class of ¢;([y;]) also has length growing in the same order as w; U as
i — 00. (See also the argument in the proof of Lemma 6.12 in [49].) On the other hand,
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as we showed in the proof of Proposition 5.4, there is a sequence of weighted simple
closed curves r;c; converging to a measured lamination /L} having the same support
as w; such that r; length(¢; ([c;])) goes to 0 as i — oo. Since in the argument above,
w;y; could be taken to be any sequence of weighted simple closed curves converging
to a measured lamination with the same support as (;, we can let it be r;¢;. Then we
reach a contradiction since r; length(¢; ([c;])) goes to 0 whereas it was proved above
that length(¢; ([c;]) grows in the order of r;” 1. Thus, we have shown that ; cannot
be realised. d

As a consequence of Lemma 6.2, the following holds. (See Lemma 4.4 and Proposition
4.14 in [49], the former of which is based on the argument of Otal [53].)

Corollary 6.4 For any sequence of weighted simple closed curves {wy, Y} converging
to a measured lamination with the same support as [4; , there is a sequence of pleated
surfaces f homotopic to ®|X; which realise the yy and tend to an end of (Mr)¢ as
k — oo. Moreover, if X; is not null-homologous in C relative to P, then the end to
which the f; tend is topologically tame and has a neighbourhood homeomorphic to
X xR such that fi is homotopic within Xj xR to a homeomorphism onto X; x {pt}.

Even in the case when X; is null-homologous, the result of Brock and Souto [11]
implies that I" is topologically tame.

In this latter case, we do not know a priori if pleated surfaces f; realising wyyy give
a product structure near the end. This makes the argument for the latter case more
complicated.

6.2 Main proposition

In the remainder of this section, we shall show that ®(y4;) indeed represents an ending
lamination.

Proposition 6.5 In the setting of Theorem 1.2, we can homotope ® so that the
following holds. There is a nice compact core C’ of (Mt)o with P’ = C' N d(Mr)g
such that ®|X; is a homeomorphism to a component of 0C"\ P’ and ®(u;) represents
the ending lamination for the end facing ®(X;) forevery j =n+1,...,m.

Since the proof of this proposition is rather long, taking up most of the rest of the paper,
we shall first summarise our argument before really starting it.
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Summary of Proof We shall first show that we can reduce the general case to a special
case when the compact core C is a compression body. (Lemma 6.6.) Suppose that C
is a compression body. Then, we have only to consider the cases when X; represents
a nontrivial second homology class relative to P, and when C is a handlebody and
dC \ P is connected. In the former case, which is easier to deal with, a generalised
version of Bonahon’s intersection lemma (Lemma 6.7) implies that ® can be homotoped
to a homeomorphism for which ®(u;) represents the ending lamination. Most of our
discussion will be devoted to the latter case.

In the latter case, we shall first show that dC’\ P’ is also connected. (Lemma 6.11.)
As a corollary of this lemma, we can show that the convergence of {(G;,¢;)} to
(I', ¢) is strong. Let p; be an approximate isometry between M, and M associated
to the geometric convergence of {G;} to I'. In the final step, we shall consider a
pleated surface g;: dC — Mg, homotopic to ®; realising C 1'U py. (Note that since
0C \ P was assumed to be connected, there is only one p;.) We shall then show that
gi is incompressible in the complement of ,oi_1 (C’). (Lemma 6.17.) Using another
generalised version of Bonahon’s intersection lemma (Lemma 6.10), we can finally
show that ® can be homotoped so that ®(t1) represents the ending lamination. O

Now, we start the proof. First we should remark the following.

Lemma 6.6 To prove Proposition 6.5, it is sufficient to deal with the case when C is
a compression body.

Proof Let t; beone of fty41, ..., wm. Take a nice compact core (C’, P’) of (Mr)o,
and homotope @ so that ®(C) is contained in C’. Consider the boundary component
of C on which 1, hence also 3; lies, and denote it by S. Let G be a subgroup of
G = 11 (C) corresponding to (471 (S), where t4 denotes the homomorphism between
the fundamental groups induced by the inclusion 1: S — C, and set I'S to be ¢(G¥).
Then M ;s has anice compact core C to whose boundary S is lifted homeomorphically
as S. The core C is homeomorphic to S x I if S is incompressible, and is a
compression body if S is compressible. Let j and [t; be the lifts of X; and u; to S.
We denote by ® a homotopy equivalence from Mgs to Mps induced by $|GS .

Now, suppose that Proposition 6.5 is valid under the assumption that a compact core
of Mg is a compression body. We shall then apply this for M s . Using Lemma 6.1, we
can assume that ®| P is an embedding into P’. Since we also know that Proposition 6.5
is true for the case when every boundary component of dC \ P is incompressible by
the main theorem of [44], this means that there is a relative compact core (C', P)
of (Mps)o such that ®|X; is a homeomorphism to a component of dC”\ P’ facing
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an end e; for which D j) represents the ending lamination. Now, Canary’s covering
theorem proved in [17] shows that there is an end e; of (Mr)¢ whose neighbourhood
is finitely covered by a neighbourhood of ¢j. This also implies that there is a compo-
nent X’ of dC"\ P’ such that ®|X; is homotopic relative to P to a finite-sheeted
covering to E} forevery j =n+1,...,m.

For X; with j =1,...,n, we can show that ®|X; is a homeomorphism to a boundary
component by using a result of Abikoff as follows. Recall that in Definition 3.1, the
conformal structure n; on S was taken to converge to m; if restricted to X;. Let
QS be a component of the domain of discontinuity of G such that Q5/G* is the
surface at infinity corresponding to S, and G¥ a subgroup of G corresponding
to w1 (Xj). The quasiconformal deformation (G;,¢;) of G is realised by a qua-
siconformal homeomorphism #;: Sgo — Sgo. By Lemma 3 of Abikoff [1], there
is an open subset  of Q9 invariant under G such that 4;|Q converges to an
equivariant homeomorphism to a component Q' of Qr whose stabiliser is ¢ (G /).
Since every frontier component of X; is mapped by ® to a closed curve representing
a parabolic element, the surface Q’/¢(G>/) is of finite type. Therefore, there is a
frontier component of (M), facing Q’/¢(G>/). Since C’ is a nice compact core,
there is a component of dC’\ P’ isotopic to this frontier component, which we denote
by E}.. Since 2} carries a group corresponding to ¢(G>/) in 7y (M) = I', we can
homotope ®|X; to a homeomorphism to E;..

Therefore, ® is homotopic to a map whose restriction to every component of dC \ P
is a finite-sheeted covering. Since ®|P is an embedding, this implies that ®|0C
is a covering into dC’. Since ®|C is a homotopy equivalence, by Waldhausen’s
theorem [59], ®|C must be homotopic to a homeomorphism to C’, and in particular
®|X; is homotopic to a homeomorphism to E} evenfor j =n+1,...,m. Furthermore,
since ®(j1 ;) represents the ending lamination of ej, its projection ®(yj) represents
the ending lamination of the end of (MT)¢ facing E}. This shows Proposition 6.5 for
the original G and I". a

We assume from now on until the end of the proof of Proposition 6.5 that C is a
compression body. Recall that we are considering a component %; of dC \ P on
which pu; lies. We need to divide the proof into two parts:

(1) the case when X; represents a nontrivial second homology class of H,(C, P),

(2) the case when X; is null-homologous relative to P.

Since we are assuming that C is a compression body, (2) corresponds exactly to the
case when C is a handlebody and dC \ P is connected. In both of these cases, we
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need to use the following Lemma 6.7, which is a generalisation of Proposition 3.4 in
Bonahon [7]. Before stating the lemma, we shall define some condition for a compact
core and a compressible surface, which we need to use in the statement of the lemma.

Let M be a topologically tame hyperbolic 3—manifold, and C’ a nice compact core
of My. If C’ is boundary-reducible, Proposition 5.1 in Canary [16] implies that we
can 1sot0pe C’ so that the following holds: There is a double branched covering
p: M — M such that M admits a pinched negatively curved metric with respect to
which p is an isometry to its image if restricted to the complement of p~1(IntC’),

and such that p~!(C’) is a boundary-irreducible compact core of M whose interior
contains the tubular neighbourhood of the branching locus where the metric is deformed.

WEe call such a compact core C’ adequate with respect to the covering p. We also say
that an embedded surface F in M is liftable (with respect to the covering p) when
F lies outside Int C’ for some adequate C’, hence in particular is lifted isometrically
to M.

The following is a generalisation of Bonahon’s intersection lemma in [7], adapted
to our settings. What it claims is roughly as follows. We shall consider two closed
geodesics situated far away from an adequate core, and project them to closed curves
to the boundary of the core. Then, under some condition on the closed curves, it will
be shown the intersection number of these closed curves is bounded by e~ times the
product of the lengths of the closed geodesics, multiplied by some constant independent
of the geodesics, where D is a constant bounding from below the distances from the
closed geodesics to their projections.

Lemma 6.7 Set M = Mr, and consider an adequate core C’ of M . Let M be the
complement of some of the cusp neighbourhoods of M . (This may be equal to M or
My or something in between.) Let F be a properly embedded compact surface in My
separating U = F xR from M . In the case when F is compressible, we further
assume that F is liftable. We fix a hyperbolic metric mg on F.

Let ¥ be a component of 0C \ P and f: ¥ — M a map homotopic to ®|X taking
the components of the frontier of ¥ to cusps of M . Let {c}} be a sequence of simple
closed curves contained in the Masur domain of 3 whose projective classes converge to
the class represented by a measured lamination L. in the Masur domain of X, and {d}}
either another such sequence or a sequence of simple closed curves in the Masur domain
of F, such that projective classes [d}] converge to the projective class represented by
a measured lamination L; in the Masur domain of either ¥ or F. Suppose that the
closed geodesics ¢; and d;; which are respectively homotopic to either f(ck), f(dk)
or f(cp),dy, depending on the definition of dj. , are contained in U for all k . In the
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case when the dj, lie on F, we further assume that a homotopy between dj, and d lj can
be taken to be contained in U U F. Then, taking subsequences of {c} and {d}} and
denoting them by the same symbols, there exist sequences of simple closed curves {Cy }
on X and { Dy} on either 3 or F with the following properties.

(1) Let [Ac], [A4] be projective laminations to which the projective classes {[Ci]}
and {[Dy]} converge respectively. Then we have i (A¢, L¢) =i(Aq, Lg) =0.

(ii) The closed geodesics C}, D} homotopicin M to f(Cy), f(Dx) or f(Ck), D
liein U.

(iii) In the case when the d}. lie on F, a homotopy between D,’; and Dy, can be taken
toliein UU F.

(iv) Let Cy be a closed curve on F homotopic to C,j inUUF. Weset Dy = Dy,
if the dj lie on F, and define Dy, to be a closed curve on F homotopic to Dl’:
in U U F otherwise. Then we have an inequality

i(Ck, D) < Ke™P length(Cy,) length(Dy,),

where D is min{d (C, Cy).d (Dy, Dy)}, the length denotes the geodesic length
with respect to m g, and K is independent of k. To be more precise, K depends
only the pinching constant for the branched covering M anda positive constant
bounding from below the lengths of essential simple closed curves on F with
respect to the metric induced from M .

(v) If ¢ = dj, we can take Cy, Dy, to be equal.

Proof This lemma was shown by Bonahon in [7] under the assumptions that F is
incompressible and that c; and d ,’: can intersect e —Margulis tubes only at their core
curves for some fixed positive constant € by setting C = ¢, Dy = dj.. (In this case,
the constant K depends only on a constant bounding the lengths of the essential simple
closed curves on F from below. See the argument in the proof of Proposition 3.4
in [7].)

To remove the assumption of incompressibility, still under the assumption that c,’:
and d ]:‘ intersect e—Margulis tubes only at their axes, we apply Canary’s construction
of a branched covering Since we assumed that F is liftable, there is a branched
covering p: M — M , and F is lifted 1sometrlcally to an incompressible surface F
separating FxR from Mo/ (the lift of M to M ), which is contained in a component
of the complement of the boundary-irreducible compact core p~!(C’) of M . Then
we can apply Bonahon’s argument for the case of incompressible surface. The only
difference is that the metric is not hyperbolic in M. (When we realise homotopies as
piecewise totally geodesic ones, they may go out of U and intersect the part where
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the curvature is not constant.) Still the argument works since the sectional curvature is
pinched between a negative constant and —1. This affects the constant K, but in such
a way that it only depends on the pinching constant of M .

Now we shall see how to deal with the case when the closed geodesics ¢/ and d}}
intersect Margulis tubes outside the core curves. What we are going to show is that
we can replace ¢, with Cy and d with Dy in such a way that neither C; nor D
intersects thin Margulis tubes outside the core curves. The argument is the same for
¢ and dj except for the case when dj, lies on F. In the latter case, we need to show
additionally that condition (iii) is satisfied. We shall deal with only ¢; from now on
until the last paragraph of the proof, and shall explain how condition (iii) is satisfied in
the latter case at the end of the proof.

Since ¢ is a simple closed curve in the Masur domain, there is a pleated surface fj
properly homotopic to f which realises ¢y as c,t. Since we have only to consider
the case when c}(" is far enough from Cj and the diameters of the thick parts of
pleated surfaces are uniformly bounded, we can assume that the image of f is entirely
contained in U .

Suppose that for any small € > 0, there is some f; (.S) which intersects an e—Margulis
tube although c,’: is not the core curve of the tube. Then, passing to a subsequence,
we can assume that f; intersects an €, —Margulis tube 7} with core curve different
from c,’: such that €, — 0. Let my, denote the hyperbolic metric on ¥ induced by f;
from M . Since the diameter of the thick part of (X, my) is uniformly bounded, f; (%)
can intersect T only its thin part. Replacing € if necessary, with the condition that
€ \ 0 preserved, this implies that > contains an essential simple closed curve yj
with length with respect to my going to 0 such that f;(y%) is contained in 7.

Let L, be a measured lamination to whose projective class {[yx]} converges after
passing to a subsequence. By our definition of yi, the closed curve fi (%) is either
null-homotopic or homotopic to an iteration of the core curve of Ty . If i (L), L¢) =0,
then L, cannot be contained in WC(X) since L, is contained in the Masur domain.
Therefore fj (y) is homotopic to an iteration of the core curve of Ty . By setting Cy
to be yy, this case is reduced to the case when the c; intersect Margulis tubes only at
their core curves. Note also that C, ,:‘ lies on the core curve of T}, hence is homotopic
to fr(Cy) in T}, which is contained in U for large k. Thus we are done in this case.

Suppose next that i(L,, L:) > 0. It follows that c¢; intersects yx essentially for

large k. Now, we can show the following claim.

Claim 6.8 In this situation, we can find a piecewise geodesic simple closed curve &y,
on (X, my) as follows, after taking a subsequence with respect to k. Here, we assume
that ¢, and y; have been isotoped to closed geodesics with respect to my, .
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(a) &y consists of two arcs, aj, on ¢ and by on yy .
(b) The free homotopy class of 8§y is constant with respect to k .
(c) The length of ay goes to infinity whereas that of by goesto 0 as k — oo.

(d) At the two endpoints, a; comes to by from the opposite sides.

Proof The proof of this claim is similar to the argument which can be found in
Affirmation 2.3.4 of Otal [52]. If we fix a hyperbolic metric mg on X, the simple
closed curves c; and yg, realised as closed geodesics with respect to m1q, converge in
the Hausdorff topology, after passing to a subsequence, to geodesic laminations A,
and A, which contain the supports of L. and L, respectively. Since we assumed
that i (L¢, Ly) > 0, there is a leaf A, of A, which is not a simple closed curve and
intersects a minimal component A, of A, transversely. Now, take an arc a on a leaf
of Ac and b on a leaf of A, such that ¢ meets A, only at its endpoints, da = db, and
at the endpoints, a comes to b from the opposite sides of the leaf containing b.

Since c¢; converges to A D A, and Y converges to A, D Ay, there are arcs ay
on ¢ and by on y sharing their endpoints, which converge to @ and b on (X, mg)
with respect to the Hausdorff topology. We set 85 = a; U by . Realise ¢; and yy as
closed geodesics with respect to m; and we denote the arcs on them corresponding to
ayp and by by the same symbols. We shall show that these a;, by and §; have the
required properties.

The properties (a) and (d) follow from our definition of a; and by . Since aj and by
on (X, mq) converge to a and b in the Hausdorff topology, if we take a subsequence,
we can assume that the homotopy class of §; is constant, which shows (b). Since the
length of y; with respect to my goes to 0, the length of by goes to 0, and the arc ay,
which traverses a thick annulus around y% must have length going to oo with respect
to my . This completes the proof of our claim. |

Now we return to the proof of Lemma 6.7. Recall that a; is mapped geodesically
into ¢; by fk. Since the length of by goes to 0, we see that f (Jx) must represent a
nontrivial free homotopy class and the closed geodesic 6, homotopic to fi (Jx) stays
within a distance going to 0 as k — oo from f%(8x), and its length goes to infinity as
k — oo. This is a contradiction since 8 represents a constant free homotopy class.
Thus we have shown that i (L, L;) = 0 always holds and this completes the proof
except for the case when the dj lie on F.

Now finally, we consider the case when the dj lie on F. We consider the inclusion
t: F — My in place of f in the argument above. All the argument works without
any modification except for the proof of condition (iii). We shall now show that
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condition (iii) holds. There is a pleated surface (x: F — My realising dj which is
homotopic to ¢. In general, a homotopy between ¢ and ¢z may not lie in U U F. Still,
since F is liftable, there is a simple closed curve Dy on F homotopic to diinUUF.
The closed curves Dy and d - are lifted to a _simple closed curve dk on the lift F
of F and a closed geodes1c d : homotopic to dk We can see that for large k there is
a pleated surface in Mox reahslng dk as d .~ homotopic to the inclusion of F. Such
a pleated surface is projected to a pleated surface in U which is homotopic to the
inclusion of F in U U F. By redefining ¢ to be a pleated surface obtained as this and
apply the argument as above considering ¢ in place of f;, we get condition (iii). O

6.3 The case when X; is homologically nontrivial

Now we reformulate and prove Proposition 6.5 in case (1) on page 862.

Lemma 6.9 Suppose that either C is not a handlebody or dC \ P is disconnected.
Let (C’, P') be a nice compact core of (M) which is adequate with respect to a
branched covering. Then, ® can be homotoped so that ®|X; is a homeomorphism to a
component of 9C"\ P’ and ®(u;) represents the ending lamination of the end facing
that component forevery j =n+1,...,m.

Proof By Corollary 6.4, there is a sequence { f;} of pleated surfaces which realise
Wi Yk converging to u; and tend to a topologically tame end e of (Mr)o with a
neighbourhood homeomorphic to X; x R. Let )//:‘ be the closed geodesic homotopic
to ®(yx) which is contained in the image of fj. By properly isotoping C’, we can
assume that this neighbourhood X; x (0, 00) is a component of the complement of C” in
(Mr)o with X; x {0} identified with a component of dC”\ P. Let  be the projection
of Xj x[0,00) to X; x{0}. Since f(X;) is homotopic to X; x {pt} within X; x R
by Corollary 6.4, we see that 7 o f; is homotopic to a homeomorphism, which we
shall denote by /. Note moreover that /15 can be extended to a map from C to C’
inducing an isomorphism between the fundamental groups which is conjugate to ¢.

Now, since e is topologically tame and geometrically infinite (for f; tends to e), there
is a measured lamination A on X; x{0} representing the ending lamination for e, which
is contained in the Masur domain M (X; x {0}). This means that there is a sequence
of weighted simple closed curves {sidy} converging to A in M(X; x {0}) such that
there are closed geodesics d;’ in X x (0, 00) tending to e which are homotopic to
the dj in X; x [0, 00). On the other hand, as was seen above, A (yx) is homotopic
to y; in Xj x[0, 00).

Since both y;* and d} tend to the end of (MT)o contained in X; %[0, 00) as k — 0o, by
Lemma 6.7, there are sequences of simple closed curves Cy on X and Dy on X; x {0}
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such that Cg/length(Cy) and Dy /length(Dy) converge to measured laminations
Lc.Lp on X and X; x {0} respectively with i (Lc, uj) =0,i(Lp,A) =0 and

( Dy, hi(Cy) ) S0
length(Dy) " length(/1; (Cy)) ’

This implies that {/;(Cy)/length(h;(Cy))} converges to a measured lamination
with the same support as A since A is arational, hence in particular, is contained
in M(X; x{0}) for large k. Since p; is also arational and contained in the Masur
domain, L¢ has the same support as (;, hence in particular is also contained in the
Masur domain. Therefore Cj lies in the Masur domain of X; for large k.

Since both {[Cr]} and {[/;(Cy)]} converge in the projectivised Masur domains, and
the group of homeomorphisms of X; x {0} which are homotopic to the identity in C’
acts on the projectivised Masur domain properly discontinuously, this implies that for
sufficiently large k, the homeomorphism /. does not depend on k. We denote %y, for
such large k by A. Since A, hence also L p, represents the ending lamination for e, so
does h(Lc), hence also h(u;). Since ®|X; is homotopic to /& in (Mr)o, this shows
that we can homotope ® near X; so that ®|X; is a homeomorphism to X; x {0} and
® (1) represents the ending lamination for the end facing it. Since we can achieve
this only changing ® near X;, we can repeat the same operation for each X;, one by
one forall j =n+1,...,m, and complete the proof. O

6.4 Uniform version of Lemma 6.7 for case (2)

In Lemma 6.7, the hyperbolic 3—manifold in which the closed geodesics lie is fixed.
We need to consider a sequence of hyperbolic 3—manifolds and a pair of sequences of
closed geodesics contained in them, one pair in each manifold, for the proof of case (2)
of the alternatives on page 862. We start with clarifying the setting of our situation
where we need to use the lemma.

Suppose that the nice compact core C of M is a handlebody and dC \ P is connected.
(This is equivalent to the assumption of (2) since we are assuming that C is a compres-
sion body.) Let C’ be a nice compact core of (Mt)q as before. Since I' = G is a free
group, C’ is also a handlebody. We further assume that 9C’\ P’ is connected. (It will be
proved in Lemma 6.11 that this always holds in case (2).) Suppose that {¢;} converges
to ¢ strongly, ie {¢;(G) € AH(G)} converges to T = ¢(G) also geometrically. (This
will be proved to be the case in Lemma 6.14.) Set M; = My, (¢) and M = Mr. Fix a
branched covering peo: M — M obtained by Canary’s construction as was explained
just before Lemma 6.7 . Since {G,} converges strongly to I, we can take branched
coverings p;: M — M so that M converges geometrically to M and approximate
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isometries are equivariant with respect to the covering translations. (Refer to Chapter 5
of [49] for a proof of this fact.) We assume that (C’, P’) is a nice compact core of M
which is adequate with respect to poo. Let Foo be dC’\ P’ for this adequate C’ sepa-
rating U == Foo xR from M. We denote by p; an approximate isometry between M;
and M , which we can assume to be C®, and set F; = p; ! (Foo U P') = p; ' (3C").
We fix a hyperbolic metric myc on F, and let mp; be its pullback o] (myc-).
Suppose that F; is an embedded surface in (M) which is liftable with respect to p;
and separates U; =~ F; x R from (Mj)q. (We shall show that we can take C’ so that
this is the case in Lemma 6.15.)

Let X be 0C \ P, which we assumed to be connected. Also, let f;: ¥ — M; be a map
taking each component of the frontier to a closed geodesic such that p; o f; converges
uniformly on every compact set in Int X to f: ¥ — M homotopic to ®|¥ taking
each component of the frontier to a cusp.

Lemma 6.10 In this situation, suppose that {c;} is a sequence of simple closed
curves on X such that {ryc} converges in the Masur domain of ¥ to a measured
lamination L. and that {d}} is one on either ¥ or Fo, such that {s;d}} converges
in the Masur domain of either ¥ or Fs, to a measured lamination L ;. Suppose that
the closed geodesics ¢/ and d; which are homotopic to fi(c;) and either f;(d;) or
p; 1(d;) respectively are contained in U; for each i, and that both duy; (¢}, Fi) and
duy; (d}, Fi) go to oo as i — oo. Furthermore, we assume that d is homotopic
to ,ol._l(di) in U; U F; in the case when the dj lie on Fo,. Then, after taking a
subsequence of {¢;}, there exist sequences of simple closed curves {C;} on ¥ and
{D;} oneither ¥ or Fs depending on where the dj, lie, with the following properties.
(i) In the projective lamination space of X and that of either ¥ or Fo respectively,
{[Ci]} converges to a projective lamination [ji.] and {[D;]} converges to [i 4]

such that i (¢, Le) =0 and i (g, Lg) = 0.

(ii) The closed geodesics C;*, D}, which are homotopic in M; to f;(C;) and either
fi(Dy) or p; 1 (D;) respectively, lie in U;.

(iii)) The closed geodesic le" is homotopic to ,ol._1 (D;) in U; U F; in the case when
the dj, lie on Fy.

(iv) Let C;, D; be the closed curves on F; homotopic to Cl.*, lek in U; U F;. (This
implies that 5,’ = D; in the case when the dj, lie on Foy.) Then (7,-, 5,- are
disjoint from ,ol._1 (P’), and we have

i(Ci, Di)
length(C;) length(D;)

where length denotes the geodesic length with respect to mg, .

(v) If ¢ = dy, then we can take Cj, and Dy, to be equal.
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Proof First we consider the case when ¢/, d;" do not intersect e—Margulis tubes
outside their core curves. The infimum of the lengths of essential closed curves on Fj
with respect to the metric induced from M; converge to that of F, with respect to
the metric induced from M, hence a lower bound of the lengths can be taken to be
independent of 7. On the other hand, since Ml converges to M geometrically, and
since ]\7,- has a hyperbolic metric outside a compact set which converges to a compact
set of M as i — oo, there is a negative constant uniformly bounding the sectional
curvatures of the ; below. Since the constant K in Lemma 6.7 depends only on
these two, we see that we get the conclusion by setting C; = ¢;, D; = d; in this case.

Now we shall consider the case when for any small € > 0, there exists i such that
the closed geodesic ¢ or d;* intersects an e—Margulis tube of M; outside the core
curve. As in the proof of Lemma 6.7, we have only to consider ¢. By extracting a
subsequence with regard to 7, we can assume that there exists ¢; — 0 such that, the
closed geodesic c;", which lies in M;, intersects an €; —Margulis tube 7; in M; outside
the core curve for each 7.

Let A;: (2, 0;) — M; be a pleated surface with boundary homotopic to f; relative to
Fr X which realises ¢; as ¢;. Let s be a component of the frontier of X. Then /;(s) is
a closed geodesic whose length goes to 0 as i — oo since ¢ (s) represents a parabolic
class whereas ¢; (s) does not. Therefore, /;(s) is the core curve of some Margulis tube
for large i . This means that each component of the frontier of X is either disjoint from
or contained in hl._l (T7). By a simple computation of area using a polar coordinate, we
see that for any 4 € R, there exists i € N such that for i > iy, if hl._l (T;) contains a
component with inessential boundary components, then one of the inessential boundary
components bounds a disc on X whose area with respect to o; is greater than 4. We
let such A be greater than Area(X), which does not depend on i by the Gauss—Bonnet
formula. Then all the components of hi_l (7;) are incompressible on X for i > iy, and
we see in particular that hi_1 (T;) contains a simple closed curve y; which is essential
on X. (We regard even peripheral curves as essential here.)

Passing to a subsequence, we can assume that [y;] converges to a projective lamina-
tion [L,] in PML(X). If i(L¢, Ly) =0, as in Lemma 6.7, h;(y;) is essential in M;
for large i . By defining C; to be y;, we can apply the argument for the case when the
closed geodesics do not intersect Margulis tubes outside the core curves and get the
inequality as we wanted. On the other hand, for any core curve § of a component of P’,
the geodesic length of p;” 1(8) in M; goes to 0. Therefore by the same inequality, we
see that the projection of f;(C;) to F; in F; U Uj; is disjoint from pi_l (P’) for large i.

Next assume that 7 (L., L)) > 0. Then applying Claim 6.8 in the proof of Lemma 6.7,
we get a piecewise geodesic simple closed curve §; on (X, 0;) representing a constant
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free homotopy class with regard to i such that the closed geodesic §; homotopic
to h;(8;) lies within a distance going to 0 from /;(8;) and has length going to infinity.
This contradicts the fact that G; converges algebraically.

In the case when dj lies on Foo, we define D; to be the projection of D to F; in
U; U F;. Then D; converges to a projective lamination [u 4] with i (L, ig) = 0 since
d; is homotopic to d;* in U; U F;, and we can use the same argument as in the proof
of Lemma 6.7 taklng into account the fact that M; converges to M geometrically. O

6.5 Connectedness of dC’\ P’ and strong convergence

Now we return to the general situation of case (2) when C is a handlebody and 0C \ P
1s connected. Since in this case, » = 0 and m = 1 in the statement of Theorem 1.2, we
denote the only one wj, whichis (1, by u, and X; by X. Also since I is free and
topologically tame, Mt is homeomorphic to an open handlebody and @ is homotopic
to a homeomorphism. Therefore, we can assume that © is a homeomorphism.

Lemma 6.11 Let (C’, P’) be a nice compact core of (M) which is adequate with
respect to a branched covering. Then, dC'\ P’ is also connected.

Proof Recall, by Lemma 6.2, we have a sequence of pleated surfaces f;: ¥ — (Mt)g
homotopic to ®|X relative to P tending to an end e of (Mr)g, which realise {wy Vi }
converging to i as k — oco. Let ¥’ be a component of dC’\ P’ facing this end e.
Since C’ is nice, the component of the complement of C’ in (Mr)¢ facing ¥’ is
homeomorphic to ¥’ x (0, 00) with X’ x {0} identified with X', and the image f;(X)
is contained in ¥’ x (0, 00) for every k after passing to a subsequence. This implies
that /% (%) is homotoped within X’ x (0, 00) into X’ x {pt}. By a standard argument
as in Section 4.E of [49], in which a subsequence of { f} is extended to a family of
pleated surfaces (allowed to be not constantly curved but negatively curved) realising
an half-open arc tending to (, we can show that the f; are homotopic in X’ x (0, 00)
after passing to a subsequence. Since ( f)#71(X) carries the entire 71 (C’) = I', this
implies that 1 (X’) also carries the entire 71 (C’). This means that (C’, P”) is either
a relative compression body having ¥ as its exterior boundary or a product /-bundle
as a pair, where P” is the union of the components of P’ intersecting Fr X',

If (C’, P”) is a relative compression body with empty interior boundary, then ¥’ =
dC’"\ P’ and we are done. Therefore, we can assume that (C’, P”) is either a relative
compression body with nonempty interior boundary or homeomorphic to X" x [—1, 0].
In either case, dC’\ P’ has a component with negative Euler characteristic other
than X’. On the other hand, we can show the following lemma which contradicts
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this fact. Once we prove this lemma, we shall reach a contradiction and the proof of
Lemma 6.11 will be completed.

Lemma 6.12 If dC’\ P’ is not connected, then dC’\ P’ cannot have a component
with negative Euler characteristic other than X' .

Proof of Lemma 6.12 Let 7: ¥’ x [0, 00) — ¥’ be the projection to the first factor.
Since the f; are all homotopic in X’ x (0, 00), their projections o f} are all homotopic.
Note that fj can be extended to a map from dC to dC’ by taking each component
of P to an annulus on Fr(Mr)q. Therefore, we can take a map p: dC — X/ with
p(P) C P” whose restriction to X is homotopic to all the 7 o f; relative to P’.
Furthermore this map can be extended to a map p from C to C’ since both of them
are handlebodies and ® is a homotopy equivalence.

Suppose first that p|X is not a degree—0 map to X’ relative to P”. Then f; (%)
represents a nontrivial second homology class in ¥’ x R relative to d(MT ). Recall
that { fz} extends to a continuous family of (negatively curved) pleated surfaces
p: X x[0,00) = X' %[0, 00) such that p(,k) = f; and p|Z x {t} tends to the end e
as t — oo. Then the argument in Claim 3 of Section 4.E in [49] shows that p can be
deformed so that p|X X (79, 00) is a homeomorphism onto a neighbourhood of e, and
in particular that f; is homotopic to a homeomorphism to ¥’ x {z} in ¥’ x (0, 00)
for large k. By extending the homeomorphism to P, we see that ¥’ U P” must be
a closed surface homeomorphic to dC then. This implies in particular that X’ is the
only component of dC’\ P’ contradicting our assumption, and we are done.

Therefore, we can assume that p|X has degree 0 relative to P” from now on. Since
p(P) C P”, the map p itself is also a degree—0 map from dC to X U P”. Then the
simple loop conjecture proved by Gabai [23] gives us an essential simple closed curve ¢
on dC such that p(c) inessential on X’ U P”. Since (C’, P”) is either a relative
compression body with exterior boundary X’ or a trivial /-bundle over X', the union
of annuli P” is just a collar neighbourhood of Fr ¥’. Therefore the degree—0 map p
from dC to X'UP” can be regarded as amap to X’. Since ® is a homotopy equivalence,
in this situation, ¢ must bound a compressing disc in C. Performing compression
of dC along this disc, we get a surface X; which contains the complement of a thin
neighbourhood of ¢ in ¥ and is disconnected if the compressing disc is separating, and
amap p’: X1 — X/ whose restriction to X N X coincides with p|XNX;. Let Py be
the union of annulus components among X; N P. Suppose that there is a component % ;
of =, such that p’|=; has nonzero degree as a map from (X1, P; N Z4) to (X', P").
Then we can also compress p to get a map p1: £ x [0, 00) — X/ x [0, 00) such that
p(,t) tends to e as t — co. Repeating the previous argument for the nonzero degree
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case, we see that p; (21 \ Int P;) x (9, 00)) is a homeomorphism to a neighbourhood
of e. This implies that pj (s (X)) carries the fundamental group of ¥’ hence the
entire 771 (C”). This is a contradiction since %; cannot carry the entire fundamental
group of C. Thus we have shown that p’ has degree 0 on each component of X .

Therefore, using this argument repeatedly and extending the map to compressing discs,
we can extend p to a map from C to X’. Let ¢ be the inclusion of dC to C. What
has been shown above implies that Ker ¢4 C Ker py. Since ®4 is an isomorphism, we
see that Ker ps C Ker s, hence Ker 1z = Ker py.

Now fix a hyperbolic metric on ¥’ which makes each component of the frontier an
open end. We need to use the following fact.

Claim 6.13 We can define a continuous map px from M(X') to the space of the
geodesic currents on X' such that

(i) when p is a simple closed geodesic in M(X'), its image p. () is the geodesic
current corresponding to the closed geodesic homotopic to p(it),

(i) when p(u) is homotopic to a measured lamination on X', which we denote
again by p(u), the geodesic current p« (i) coincides with p(j) regarded as a
geodesic current.

Proof Consider the universal covering p: H? — ¥’ and let A be the limit set in S;O
of the covering translations by 71 (X’). Recall that a geodesic current on X’ is defined
to be a measure on G = (A x A \ A)/Z, which is invariant under 7{(X’), where
A denotes the diagonal and Z, acts as the interchange of the two factors. (Refer to
Bonahon [7; 8].)

Let p be a measured lamination contained in the Masur domain of X. By Lemma 5.2,
pn U C! lies in D(C). Let dC be the covering of dC associated to the kernel of
the homomorphism tx: 771 (dC) — 71(C) induced from the inclusion (. Note that
the map p is covered by a map between the coverings p: 9C — H2 since Ker Ly 1s
contained in Ker py.

Moreover, since Ker tx = Ker ps, the map p is proper and takes the ends of 9C to A
injectively. Since ;U C! lies in D(C), by Lemmata 3.1 and 3.3 in Lecuire [29], each
lift of a leaf of u connects two distinct points of the ends. It follows that the map p
takes a lift of each leaf of j to an open arc in H? ending at two distinct points of A.
The ends of dC can be regarded as embedded on the Riemann sphere as the limit
set Ao of a Schottky group. (See page 11 of Otal [52] and Section 4 of Kleineidam and
Souto [27].) Then the observation above shows that p induces a continuous embedding
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from A, identified with the set of the ends of 56 , to A. The transverse measure
of 1 defines a measure on (A x Ag\ Ag)/Z, invariant under the covering translation
group, where A( denotes the diagonal of Ay x Ag. We push forward this measure
to (A X A\ A)/Z, and takes the sum of all of its distinct translates by 71 (X’). This
geodesic current is defined to be p«(u). We can easily check this coincides with the
usual definition of geodesic currents corresponding to closed curves when p is a simple
closed curve in M(X). The continuity of ps then follows from the fact that Ay is
embedded into A. It is obvious from our construction that in the case when p(u) is a
measured lamination on X', if we regard p(u) as a geodesic current, then it coincides
with our geodesic current py (). m|

Now, we return to the proof of Lemma 6.12. Let A be a measured lamination rep-
resenting the ending lamination of the end e facing X’. Let {s;d)} be a sequence
of weighted simple closed curves converging to A such that the closed geodesic d ,’:
homotopic to dj in ¥’ x [0, co) tends to the end e as k — oo.

Regard wy p(yr) as a weighted closed geodesic with respect to the hyperbolic metric
as we fixed before Claim 6.13. Then wy p(yx) converges to some geodesic current
on ¥’ by Claim 6.13. Since the closed geodesic fj (yx), which is homotopic to p(yx)
in ¥’ x [0, 00), tends to the end e in X’ x [0, 00), by Lemma 6.7, there are sequences
of simple closed curves {Ci} on ¥ and {Dy} on ¥’ with conditions in the statement
of Lemma 6.7 such that

i l.( P+(Ck) P+(Ck) ):0
length(p«(Cy)) " length(ps«(Cy)) ’

k—o00

5 ( P+ (Cr) Dy ) B

im i , =0

k—oo \length(p«(Cy)) length(Dy)

As in Lemma 6.7, Ci/length(Cy) converges to a measured lamination ' having
null intersection number with . Since p is arational, this means that u has the
same support as . Since p’ is also contained in the Masur domain, by Claim 6.13,
{p«(Cr)/ length(Cy)} converges to the geodesic current p4(u'). We should also note
that there is a constant L such that length(p«(Cy)) <length(p(Cy)) < L length(Cy),
where Cj, is assumed to be a closed geodesic. Note that in contrast, p(Cj) may not
be a closed geodesic and length(p(Cy)) is not the geodesic length. Therefore we have

. ’ Ny T1: . Px(Cg) Px(Ck)
Hps(w). () = Tim l(length(Ck)’length(Ck))

—>00

< L? lim i(

k—o0

p*(Ck) p*(Ck) ) —
length(p«(Cy)) " length(ps(Cy))
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This means that p. (i) is a measured lamination by Proposition 17 in Bonahon [8].
Since p has the same support as u’, this implies that p.(u) is also a measured
lamination with the same support as p«(u’) by our definition of ps. On the other
hand, { Dy /length(Dy)} converges to a measured lamination A" such that i (A, A") = 0.
Since A is arational, this means that A" has the same support as A. The equation above
implies that i (p«('), A') = 0, hence i (p«(t), A) = 0. Since A is arational, it follows
that p4(u) has the same support as A.

Recall that we denote the union of core curves of P by C!. Let i: C — C’ be a
homeomorphism inducing ¢ between 71(C) = G and 7 (C’) = I', which we know
to exist because both C and C’ are handlebodies. Recall that p can be extended to a
map from C to C’ which is homotopic to 4 in C’ as was shown before Claim 6.13.
By Lemma 5.2, we see that (i U C!) is contained in D(C’).

Consider a convex cocompact hyperbolic metric on Int C’, and denote the convex
cocompact 3—manifold by N. Since A(u U C!) lies in D(C’), it is realised by a
pleated surface g: dC’ — N homotopic to (a perturbation into Int C’ of) the inclusion
such that g, embeds the lift of 4#(u) into the unit tangent bundle 77(N). (See
Theorem 5.5 of Lecuire [28].) Since p extends to a map homotopic to %, we see
that ps(u), which has turned out to be a measured lamination, is homotopic to /s (u)
in C’. Therefore the support of /() is homotopic to that of A in C’, and if we forget
the transverse measures, the image of g o 4(u) coincides with the realisation of A by a
pleated surface g’: dC’ — N homotopic to the inclusion.

We see that leaves of /() isolated from one side are identified with those of A since
both g and g’ induce embeddings into the unit tangent bundle 7 (N) of &(x) and A.
Therefore the complementary regions of u correspond one-to-one to those of A with
the number of sides preserved. Recall that every complementary region of /(u) except
for the ones containing components of /#(C!) is simply connected. Therefore we
see that A cannot a complementary region which has negative Euler characteristic by
simply calculating the area. O

By the fact which we showed just before Lemma 6.12, we are lead to a contradiction
whether p|X has degree 0 or not, if (C’, P”) is a relative compression body with
nonempty interior boundary or (C’, P"”) = (X/,9%’) x I. Therefore, we see that the
only possibility is that dC’\ P’ = ¥’, which is connected. We have thus completed
the proof of Lemma 6.11 |

The following derives from the covering theorem of Canary [17].
Lemma 6.14 In the present case (2) of the alternatives on page 862, the convergence

of {(G;, ¢;i)} to (I, @) is strong.
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Proof By taking a subsequence, we can assume that {¢;(G)} converges geometrically
to a Kleinian group G containing I'. Let g: M — Mg__ be the covering associated
to the inclusion I' C G. Since (MT )¢ has only one end by Lemma 6.11, which is
topologically tame, ¢ must be finite-sheeted by Canary’s covering theorem [17]. This
implies that I' = G by the argument in Section 9.3 in Thurston [58] (see Lemma 2.3
in Ohshika [46] for a detailed proof). O

6.6 Proof of Proposition 6.5 for the case when X is null-homologous

Now we are ready to start the proof of Proposition 6.5 in case (2) on page 862.

Proof of Proposition 6.5 in case (2) Consider a nice compact core (C’, P’) of (Mt)q
which is adequate with respect to a branched covering M — Mt by a negatively
curved manifold obtained by Canary’s construction. Then dC’\ P’ is liftable, and by
Lemma 6.11, is connected. We denote the complement of C’, which has a product
structure, by dC’ x (0, 00) identifying dC’ x {0} with dC"’.

Set M; = My, (). Let x be a point in H?, and set its images in M; and Mr
under the universal covering projections to be basepoints x; and X . Since {(G;, ¢;)}
converges to (I, ¢) strongly by Lemma 6.14, there is a (K;, R;)—approximate isometry
pi: Br,(M;,x;) — Bg,Rr,(Mr,Xx) With R; — oo and K; — 1, which can be
assumed to be a diffeomorphism to its image. Furthermore, pi_l (C’) is a compact core
of M; and ®; can be homotoped so that ®;|C is a homeomorphism onto ,ol._l(C ")
for every i if we extract a subsequence. Also, p; o ®;|C is homotopic to ®|C in M.

Take a generator system g1,...gs of G, and for each 7, let b; be a bouquet in M;
consisting of the geodesic loops representing ¢;(g1), ..., i(gs) based at x;. We
note that the boundary of the convex core of M; is incompressible outside b;. The
sequence of bouquets {b;} converges geometrically to a bouquet bs, in M based
at Xoo representing ¢(gi),...,¢(gs). We can choose an adequate compact core
(C’, P’) which contains the bouquet boo. Then dC’ is incompressible outside boo .
Also, passing to a subsequence and enlarging C’ in its regular neighbourhood, we can
assume that /01‘_1 (C’) contains b;.

Lemma 6.15 By enlarging C’ further within (MT)q preserving its adequacy, we can
make ,ol._1 (C") also an adequate compact core for any large i (with respect to the
covering p;: M; — M;).

Proof Since C’ is adequate, we can assume that ,ol._l(C ') contains the branching
locus of the covering p; for every i by taking a subsequence. What remains to show
is that the complement of ,ol._1 (C’) has a product structure.
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Fix some simple closed curve d contained in D(C). We assume that d is not contained
in C!. Since the bending lamination, which we denote by f;, of the convex core C(M;)
of M;j is contained in D(C) and D(C) is arcwise connected [28, Proposition 4.2 ],
we can connect d and f; by an arc in D(C). This gives rise to a continuous family of
pleated surfaces and negatively curved pleated surfaces in M; realising a homotopy H;
between a pleated surface realising d and the boundary of the convex core C(M;).
(This fact can be shown by the argument in Section 4.E of [49], simply replacing
the Masur domain by D since it was shown that every lamination in D is realised
in M; by Theorem 5.1 in [28].) Since pleated surfaces realising d in the M; converge
geometrically to one in M1 realising d, there is a uniform bound for both their
diameters and the distances from them to the ,ol._1 (C’). By enlarging C’, we can
assume that ,ol._1 (C’) contains the pleated surface realising d for every i .

For any sufficiently large 7, the homotopy H; contains a subhomotopy H between a
pleated surface touching the boundary of ,oi_1 (C’) and the boundary of the convex core
of M;, whose image is disjoint from the bouquet ;. We can see as follows that there
is an upper bound independent of i for the diameters modulo the e—Margulis tubes
in M; of the pleated surfaces (and negatively curved pleated surfaces) constituting H; .
Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that such an upper bound does not exist. Then, there
exist a (negatively curved) pleated surface f; constituting H; and a sequence of simple
closed curves §; on dC such that length( f;(6;)) — 0 and f;(§;) is not contained in
an e—Margulis tube. Then f;(§;) must be null-homotopic. Since f; is homotopic to
dC(M;) outside b;, and any compressing disc of C(M;) intersects b;, we see that
fi(8;) bounds a singular disc with area going to 0 which intersects b; essentially. By
taking an annular neighbourhood of §; on dC with height going to co, consisting of
circles of small lengths all of which bound singular discs with area going to 0, we see
that the length of some arc b; has length going to oo as i — oco. (Refer to the proof of
Lemma 6.2 in [49] for a similar argument.) This is a contradiction.

In a similar way, we can show that the distance between b; and dC(M;) goes to oo as
follows. We refer the reader to the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [46] for a detailed account
of the argument which we shall give briefly below. Suppose, seeking a contradiction,
that the distance is bounded after taking a subsequence. There is a positive lower
bound for the lengths of compressing curves on dC(M;) since any compressing disc
must intersect b; essentially, and we can argue as in the previous paragraph. Since
the total length of b; is bounded as i — oo, if the distance between b; and IC(M;)
is bounded, so is the distance from x; to dC(M;). Therefore, choosing a basepoint
within a bounded distance from Xx;, the surface dC(M;) converges geometrically to a
pleated surface in Mt as i — oco. Although the limit surface may not be embedded, it
can be approximated by an embedded surface arbitrarily closely because the dC (M;)
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are embedded. The approximating surfaces are separating in (Mt)q since dC(M;) is
separating. Recall that by Lemma 6.11, (MT)( has only one end, which is geometrically
infinite. Therefore, there are closed geodesics in a noncompact component of the
complement of an embedded surface approximating the limit surface, arbitrarily far
from the limit surface. Take such a closed geodesic co, sufficiently far from the limit
surface. We can pull back ¢ to M; by ,oi_1 for large i as a quasigeodesic converging
to coo geometrically. It follows that the closed geodesic homotopic to ,oi_1 (coo) s also
far from dC(Mj;), and is not contained in C(M;). This contradicts the fact that every
closed geodesic lies in C(M;).

Since dC(M;) is incompressible in M; \ b;, so is every surface constituting H;.
By the result of Freedman, Hass and Scott [22], we can homotope in M; \ b; each
surface to an embedding preserving the upper bound of the diameter of the surface
modulo the e—Margulis tubes. Therefore, we see that H] gives rise to a product
structure dC X [0, 1] starting from a surface within a uniformly bounded distance
from pi_l(C ") and ending at dC(M;) such that dC x {t} is incompressible in M; \ b;
and has diameter modulo the e—Margulis tubes uniformly bounded from above. To
be more precise, we can homotope H; in the complement of b; to an embedding
H]": 3C x[0, 1] = C(M;) such that H/"(0C x {0}) lies within the R-neighbourhood
of p;1(C"), H]'(dC x {1}) = dC(M;), and the diameter of H/'(3C x {r}) modulo
the e—Margulis tubes is bounded by a constant independent of ¢ and /. We can fix a
positive number K so that for every large i there exists a surface F;(x) = H/'(x,1;)
with x € dC such that F;(dC) intersects the K-neighbourhood of pi_l (C’) whereas
H](dC, 1, 1)) is disjoint from the K /2-neighbourhood of p; !(C”). (To show such
K exists, we use the facts that the diameters modulo the e—-Margulis tubes of surfaces
constituting H/ are uniformly bounded, which was proved above and that the distance
from x; to dC; goes to co.) Then for large i, its pushforward p; o F; is contained in
dC’ x (0, 00).

If p; o F; is compressible in dC’ x (0, 00), it can be compressed in an arbitrary
dC’ x [a, b] containing the image of p; o F;; hence F; must be also compressible
in M;\b;, which is a contradiction. Therefore, p;o F; is incompressible in dC’x (0, 00).
Since the diameters of the p; o F; modulo the e—thin part are bounded above and
F;(0C) intersects the K-neighbourhood of ,ol._1 (C"), there exists L > 0 such that
dC’ x (0, L) contains all the p; o F;(dC). Since F;(dC) is homotopic to H;'(dC, 1)
in the complement of /01'_1 (C"), the product structure induced from ,ol._1 (0C’ x (0, L))
and that of dC x (0, 1) are isotopic outside p~!(C’). This gives rise to a product
structure between 8,01-_1 (C’) and the boundary of C(M;).

On the other hand, since M; is convex cocompact (note that M; does not have parabolic
elements in this case (2)), M;\ C(Mj;) has a product structure homeomorphic to dC xR,
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where dC (M;) x{—oo} is identified with dC(M;). By pasting these product structures,
we get a product structure of the complement of p;~ 1(C"). Therefore ,ol._l (C’) is an
adequate compact core for large 7. |

We isotope ® so that ®(C) = C’, where C’ is enlarged as above.

Let g;i: (0C,m;) — M; be a pleated surface homotopic to ®;|0C realising U C!.

Lemma 6.16 The diameters of the pleated surfaces g; modulo the e —Margulis tubes
are bounded above by a constant depending only on €. Furthermore the distance
between ,ol._l(C’) and g; (0C) goes to infinity as i — 00.

Proof Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that the diameters of the g; modulo the
€—Margulis tubes are not uniformly bounded. Then, by the same argument as before,
there is a simple closed curve d; on dC \ C! whose length with respect to m; goes
to 0 such that g;(d;) is null-homotopic. Since p is contained in the Masur domain of
¥ =9C \ C', it must intersect a measured lamination A to whose projective class [d;]
converges in PML(X). Since the length of d; with respect to m; goes to 0, the same
argument as in Lemma 6.2 implies that the length of 1 with respect to m; goes to
infinity. On the other hand, the length of u with respect to v;, which was defined in
Definition 3.2, is bounded. Recall that every meridian on dC intersects ;U C!; hence
its length with respect to v; goes to oo. Then by the result of Canary [15], the length
of g;(n) in M; is bounded as i — oo. This is a contradiction, and we have shown the
first statement.

We shall next show the second statement of our lemma. As was shown in the proof of
Lemma 6.2, the image g;(u) cannot go into €;—Margulis tubes with €; — 0. If the
image of g; stays within bounded distance from ,ol._1 (C"), it converges geometrically
to a pleated surface realising p in Mt since {¢;(G)} converges to I' strongly. This
contradicts Lemma 6.2. Therefore the distance between ,ol._1 (C") and g;(0C) goes to
infinity as i — oo. m|

This lemma implies in particular that for sufficiently large i , the image of g; is contained
in the complement U; of pi_l (C”), which has a product structure homeomorphic to
dC x (0,00) by Lemma 6.15.

Lemma 6.17 The pleated surface g; is incompressible outside ,ol._1 .

Proof Suppose that g; is compressible in the complement of ,ol._1 (C’), which has a
product structure by Lemma 6.15 as U; = 0C x (0, o0) C M;. Then we can extend g;
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to a map from a compression body whose exterior boundary is identified with dC,
as can be seen by homotoping the map into dC x {pt} and using the simple loop
conjecture proved by Gabai [23]. Since dC’ x (0, 00) does not contain an immersed
incompressible surface with genus less than that of dC’ =~ dC, this compression body
must be a handlebody, hence can be identified with C. (Since g; is homotopic to ®;|C,
any compression of g; can be done within C.) Since the compression can be performed
in any dC’ x [a, b] containing the image of g;, there is an extension g;: C — M;
of g; whose image has distance from ,ol._1 (C’) going to co. Let o be a spine of C,
ie a one-complex which is a deformation retract of C. Note that there is a retraction
r: C — o such that for each nonvertex point x in o, its preimage r~!(x) is a meridian
of C. By Lemma 6.15, we can consider the projection 7; of U; = dC’ x [0, 00)
to 8,0;1 (C"). We also consider the projection of U C! under r. The transverse
measure of U C! defines a weight for each point of o. Since each nonvertex
point of o corresponds to a meridian on dC and U C! is contained in D(C), the
image r(u U C1) passes through every point of o with weight bounded below by a
positive constant 1. Therefore, if 7; o g;(0) has an essential self-intersection, then
i (i 0 gi)x (U C), (i 0 g)+ (1 UC)) = n?. See Figure 2.

===

%Ogi

<1 | TI>

o

Figure 2: The image of a lamination in D(C') passes through every point of o .
Each  self-intersection of m; o gi(o) contributes 7% to

i((i0g)s(pUCH), (miog)s(nUCh)).
We shall prove that 7; 0 2; (o) has no self-intersection, hence is embedded. For that, we

shall show that the homotopy class of p; o 7j o g; is independent of i for large i . We
extend the conformal structures v; defined in Definition 3.2 to a continuous family vy
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for ¢t € [1, 00) such that v; escapes from any compact set of 7 (dC) and the length of
pnUC! with respect to v, is bounded as ¢ — oco. For each ¢ €[i,i 4+ 1] with i € N, let
(Gt, ¢r) € AH(G) be the convex cocompact Kleinian group corresponding to ¢(v;),
and set M; to be Mg, with homeomorphism ®;: Mg — M; induced from ¢,. Now,
we shall show the existence of a homeomorphism @ ¢ Mg — M; homotopic to &,
which has good properties as follows.

Claim 6.18 Foreach t €[1, 00), there is a homeomorphism ®;: Mg — M; homotopic
to ®; with the following properties.

(i) The diameters of CTDt(C ) are bounded by a constant independent of t .
(ii) When ¢ is an integer i , we have ®;|C = ,oi_1 0 ®|C.

(iii) Ast — ty in [1, 00), the homeomorphism ®; converges to CTD,O geometrically.

Proof We can take C to be an adequate compact core. We fix a homotopy class of
simple closed curve b in M(X). Then it is obvious that C! Ub is “disc-busting” in
Canary’s sense, ie intersects any compressing disc of C essentially. When we consider
a branched covering p;: M, + — My, its branching locus is always assumed to be the
closed geodesic (or its perturbation if the closed geodesic is not simple) homotopic
to ®;(b). We take branched coverings which vary continuously with ¢ in the geometric
topology. Let D; be the infimum of the diameters of all compact cores in M; that are
adequate with respect to p;. We shall first show that D; is bounded from above by a
constant independent of ¢.

Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that D, is not bounded. Let {#;} be any monotone
increasing sequence in [1, 00) such that D;; — oo. Then by applying our result for {¢; }
in the previous section, regarding ¢;; as ¢;, we see that there is a subsequence {t]f}
of {#;} such that (Gt]{ , ¢[]{) converges to (I'’, ¢’), which is either a convex cocompact
group or a geometrically infinite group. If T/ is convex cocompact, then {tjf} is bounded
in [1,00), I'" = Giimy, , and the convergence is strong. If I'” is geometrically infinite,
then tJf goes to 0o, and we can apply what we proved for I" up to now in this section.
In particular, Lemma 6.14 implies that the convergence to I'’ is strong.

Set M/ = H3/T’. Let pr: Bry(My, xi7) — B,r, (M',x.,) be an approximate
isometry associated to the geometric convergence of M, 7/ to M’. (We put a bar on p
to distinguish it from the approximate isometries associated to the convergence of M;
to Mt .) Take an adequate compact core (C, P) of (M’)o. Suppose first that M is
convex cocompact. Then M;; is quasi-isometric to M’ and ,5,]{ can be defined on
the entire M;; as a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism. We consider the branched covering
of M’ branched along the closed geodesic homotopic to ®'(b) or its perturbation

Geometry € Topology, Volume 15 (2011)



882 Ken’ichi Ohshika

as usual. Then ,521 (C) is also an adequate compact core for large j since ,Et]{ is a
homeomorphism defined on the entire M;; and branching loci move continuously in
the geometric topology. This shows that (M, )¢ has an adequate core with diameter
less than Dy; for large j, contradicting the definition of Dy, .

We shall next show that ®'(b) does not represent a parabolic class, whether ' is convex
cocompact or geometrically infinite. We can assume that ®|C is a homeomorphism
to C since both of them are handlebodies. Suppose, seeking a contradiction, that ®'(b)
represents a parabolic class. Then, we can assume that ®(b) C P. Since C'Ub is disc-
busting, the complement F of &' (b U C')(C P) in dC is incompressible in C. Also
by applying Lemma 6.11 to I'/, we see that there is only one end of (M')q. Since this
end faces an essential subsurface of F or F itself, which is the incompressible frontier
of C in (M')y, by Bonahon’s theorem, every unrealisable lamination is homotopic to
the ending lamination. Therefore ®'(w) must be homotopic to a measured lamination
in C \ (C' Ub), which represents the ending lamination. By the same argument as
in the proof of Lemma 6.12, by comparing the complementary regions of p and a
measured lamination in dC \ (C! U b), we see that this is impossible. Thus we have
shown that ®’(b) cannot represent a parabolic class, and also that we can consider the
branching covering of M’ branched along the closed geodesic homotopic to ®'(b) or
its perturbation even when I'” is geometrically infinite.

Now, in the case when I/ is geometrically infinite, Lemma 6.15 tells us that we can
enlarge C so that ,0, 1(C) is an adequate compact core for large ;. This shows that
M,f contains an adequate compact core whose diameter is less than Dt/ for large j,
Wthh is a contradiction.

Thus we have proved that D, is uniformly bounded from above, whether I/ is geomet-
rically infinite or not. We have also shown above that there is a positive lower bound &
for the lengths of the closed geodesics homotopic to the ®;(b). Let D be a constant
which bounds from above both the D; + 1 for all € [1, 00) and the diameters of C’
and the p; 1(C").

Next, we shall show that there is a constant E independent of ¢ such that M; has
an adequate compact core C; with diameter less than 2D whose 4D—nelghbourhood
can be isotoped into Ct passing only the E -—neighbourhood of Ct Suppose, seeking
a contradiction, that such E does not exist. Then, there is monotone increasing
sequence {#; } in [1, 0o) such that any adequate compact core C t; of My, with diameter
less than 2D has 4D—nelghb0urh00d which cannot be isotoped into C,] within the
E j —neighbourhood of C, , where E; goes to oo as j — o0o. As before, after passing
to a subsequence, {(G;,¢;;)} converges strongly to (I', ¢') which is either convex
cocompact or geometrically infinite, and (M')o has an adequate compact core C. By
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the same argument as above, we can enlarge C so that for sufficiently large j, the
submanifold ,ot 1(C) is an adequate compact core of M, . We can choose such an
enlarged adequate compact core to have diameter bounded by D by our definition of D.
Since C is an adequate compact core in (M), there is a constant E’ such that the
5D -neighbourhood of C can be isotoped into C passing only the E’—neighbourhood
of C. Pulling this back to M, y; for large j, we see that the 4 D—neighbourhood of
Py 57-1(C) canbe isotoped into Pr; 1(C) passing only the 2 E’—neighbourhood of P, - 1(C).
Smce the diameter of C is bounded by D, we see that the diameter of Py p71(C) is less
than 2D for large j. Since E; is greater than 2E’ for large j, thisis a contradlctlon
Thus we have proved the existence of E as above.

For D as was given above, we take K, € (1,2] so that for any K < K, and any
K -bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism f: N — N’ between hyperbolic 3—manifolds, if a
closed geodesic ¢ in N has length greater than &, which was defined to be a lower
bound for the lengths of the closed geodesics homotopic to the ®;(b), then f(c) is
contained in the D-neighbourhood of the closed geodesic homotopic to f(c). The
existence of such K follows easily from the well-known properties of quasigeodesics.

Now, for each i € N, we subdivide [7,i 4 1] into intervals i = sg <81 <-+- < Sp—_1 <
Sm =1+ 1 in such a way that for any ¢,¢" € [s;, sj+1], the quasiconformal deformation
from (G¢, ¢;) to (Gy,¢y) induces (by extending quasiconformal maps to quasi-
isometries in H? in the standard way) a (K)'/2-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism ¥, ;/
from M; to My which is homotopic to ®; o <I>t_1. (The number m may depend
on i.) Since {(G;, ¢;)} is a family of quasiconformal deformations which is continuous
with respect to the parameter ¢, any subdivision whose maximal width is sufficiently
small serves as a subdivision as above. Now for each s; (j # 0,m), we define ésj to
be an adequate compact core of Mjy; whose diameter is less than Dy; + 1, which is
guaranteed to exist by our definition of D;. For j =0, m, we define Cs to be ,0_1 (C )
and p; +1(C ') respectively. We define dDS |C to be a homeomorphism from C to Cs
homotoplc in My; to &, |C. Inthe case when j =0, m we choose the homeomorphism
to be p;” Lo, Smce both C and Csj are adequate, their complements have product
structures and we can extend & 5; |C to a homeomorphism <I> : Mg — Mj; . Then we
see that the diameter of <I>,(C ) is bounded by D for t = so, ey Sms and (i1) in our
claim holds for ® ¢ defined thus far (ie when ¢ is a subdividing point).

We need to extend the family of homeomorphisms to all the parameters ¢ € [1, o0). Now
we further subdivide [s;, s;+1] into three subintervals of the same length, [s;, 5], [s, 57]
and [s7,s;+1]. We consider a (Ko)'/2-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism W, ¢ for 1 €
[s}_l,s}]. Since this bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism Wy, ; is induced from a quasi-
conformal deformation from (Gy;, ¢s;) to (G, ¢), we can assume that it varies
continuously with respect to ¢ in the geometric topology, and Wy, ; converges to the
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identity geometrically as # — ;. For each ¢ € [s;, s’ ], we define CTDt to be Wy, ;0 &)s] ,
and for each ¢ € [s s]+1] we define ®; to be Wi 1ot odbs]Jr1 Now, we shall fill the
gap between CDS/ and Oy .

Since both Cs and Cs 4, have diameters bounded by D, the compact cores CIDS (C)
and ‘I’s]+1,s o <I>strl (C) have diameters bounded by 2D (because K 1/2 < \/5 <2).
Moreover, since Cs; contains the closed geodesic b* homotopic to ®y;(b), and
W, s is (Kl/z— hence also) K(-bi-Lipschitz, CDS (C) which contains Wy, (bs,)
is w1th1n distance D from any point on the closed geodesm homotopic to CI> 1 (D).
By cons1der1ng the same for W, |, s; © dDS]H(C) = Uy, 4, s (Cs,+1) we see that
Wy 1,5, © (DS/ +1(C) is within dlstance 2D from Oy +(C), hence is contained in
the 4D-neighbourhood of Dy +(C). By our deﬁmtlon of E, there is an isotopy
taking Wy, ., s, © dDS +(O) 1nt0 d>s (C) which passes only the E-neighbourhood
of CDS (0). Slnce the complement of C has a product structure, we can extend this
1s0t0py to an isotopy H: MG X [s ”] — My, such that each H( ,7) is a home-
omorphism to My, H(,s}) = CDS c H(,s7) = Wy o<I>s]+1, and H(C,1) is
contained in the E nelghbourhood of CIDS (C). Now, for t € [ ] define ®; to
be Wy, oW, ! 1S o H(,t). Because \IJS LoV 11 5 i Ko—bl -Lipschitz with
Ko <2, we see that ®;(C ) has diameter bounded by 2(2D + E). Thus we have
completed the definition of ®;, which have the properties (i) and (ii). The continuity
with respect to the geometric topology is obvious from our definition of ®;. O

Now we return to the proof of Lemma 6.17. Let g;: dC — M; be a pleated surface
homotopic to ®, which realises ;U C!. Since the length of 4 with respect to v,
is bounded as  — oo and C! U p intersects every compressing curve, by the same
argument as for g;, we see the length of g,(u) is bounded as ¢t — co. Since the
diameter of ®;(C) is bounded as 1 — oo by Claim 6.18, by the same argument as
for g;, it follows that the surface g;(dC) is disjoint from ®,(C) for large . Note
that both g;(x) and ®; vary continuously with respect to the geometric topology. Let
U; = 3C x (0, 00) be a parametrisation of the complement of ®;(C). Let m;: M; —
d®;(C) be the projection to the first factor in U, = dC x [0, 00), where we identify
dC x {0} with ®,(dC). Since the parametrisation and the projection are unique up
to homotopy, we can assume that U; and 7; vary continuously with respect to the
geometric topology. Since g;(dC) never touches ®;(C), this implies that the homotopy
class of CTDt_l om;og; is independent of 7. Recall that ,ol._1 |C" = ®; 0 d!|C’ for every
i € N. Therefore for i € N, we see that the homotopy class of p; om;og; as a map from
dC to dC’ is independent of i . Let p: dC — dC’ be a map homotopic to these maps.
If 7; 0 g; (o) has essential self-intersection, then i (p« (1t U C), px(nUC')) > n? for
a positive constant n independent of i as was shown before.
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Take a sequence of weighted simple closed curves {ryci} on ¥ = dC \ P con-
verging to (. By taking a subsequence of {ric}, we can assume that for each i,
there is a pleated surface gi: dC — M; realising C 1'U ¢; which is homotopic
to g; in U;, whose diameter modulo the e—Margulis tubes is bounded as i — oo.
We can extend g; to gi: C — M; by the same way as for g;. By Lemma 6.10,
there is a sequence of weighted simple closed curves R;Cj on dC \ P converging
to u' with i(u, ') = 0 such that i(R;m; o g/(C;), Rim; o g;(C;)) — 0. Since
g; is homotopic to g; in U;, we get i(R; p(C;), R p(C;)) — 0, which implies
i(px(i), p+ (")) = 0, hence also i (px (), px(i)) = 0. Since 7; 0 g/(C;) is disjoint
from ®;(C!) as was shown in Lemma 6.10, we have i (p«(1'), p(C!)) = 0. These
show that i (psx(uUC'), px(uUC)) =0. Thus o can be embedded on dC’ by p if
we move p by a homotopy on dC’.

We have also shown that p«(u), regarded as a geodesic current, is actually a measured
lamination on dC’\ P’ since it has null self-intersection. On the other hand since
plo is embedding, p«(u) has a large complementary region, which is contained
in C”\ (P’ U p(0)). Then by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.12
considering the correspondence between the complementary regions of p« () and a
measured lamination representing the ending lamination for the unique end of (MT)g
gives a contradiction. So we have shown g; is incompressible in U; =~ dC x (0,00). O

Since g; is incompressible in U; = dC x (0, 00), we see that ; o g; is homotopic
a homeomorphism from dC to dC; = ,oi_l(BC ). As was shown above, the maps
pi o ;i o g; are all homotopic, which we denote by /4: dC — dC’. Note that /4 is
homotopic in C” to ®|dC, hence can be extended to a homeomorphism from C to C’.
Also since g; maps C! into Margulis tubes converging geometrically to cusps in M,
we can assume that 2(P) = P’. Take a weighted simple closed curve {szdj} on
dC’\ P’ converging to a measured lamination A representing the ending lamination
of the unique end of (Mr)¢ such that the closed geodesic d]’: homotopic to dj in
U = (dC’\ P’) x [0, 00) tends to the end. Recall that we have a sequence of weighted
simple closed curves {rycy } converging to u with a pleated surface g; realising ¢; ucC!
in M;. Then by Lemma 6.10, we have sequences of simple closed curves Cj on dC \ P
and Dy on dC’\ P’ such that [Cy] converges to [u'] with i(u, ') = 0 and [Dy]
converges to [A'] with i (A,A”) = 0, and we have

i( 7 0 g;(Ci) p; " (Di) ) 0
length(r; o g;(C;)) " length(p; ' (D;)) '

By pushing this forward by p;, we get

1 ) 0’
length(h(C;))’ length(D;)

Geometry € Topology, Volume 15 (2011)



886 Ken’ichi Ohshika

hence i (h(1'), A") =0. Since both p and A are arational, ' has the same support as jt,
and A’ has the same one as A. It follows that /() has the same support as A. Since &
extends to a homeomorphism from C to C’ taking P to P’ as was shown above, we
have completed the proof of Proposition 6.5 in case (2). Combining Lemma 6.9 with
this, we have completed the proof of Proposition 6.5. |

7 Proof of the main theorem

We shall complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 in this section. By Proposition 6.5, we
have shown that ® can be homotoped so that ®| P is an embedding into the parabolic
locus P’ on dC’" and ®|X; is a homeomorphism to a component of dC’\ P’ for
Jj=n+1,...,m suchthat ®|u; represents the ending lamination for the end facing the
component, which is topologically tame. It remains to deal with ®|%; for j =1,...,n.

Let X be one of the ¥ for j =1,...,n. Let S be the boundary component of C
containing ¥, and H a subgroup of G corresponding to the image of 71 (Sy). Let H>
denote a subgroup of H corresponding to the image of 1 (X) in 7;(C) = G. Then by
the same argument as the proof of Lemma 6.6 using the result of Abikoff, we see that
there are an open subset ©’ of Qr invariant under ¢ (H>), and a frontier component
of the convex core of (Mr)o facing Q'/¢(HZ). Since C’ is a nice compact core,
there is a component of dC’\ P’ ambient isotopic to this frontier component. Therefore
the surface ®|X is homotoped to this component of dC”\ P’ keeping ®(FrX) in P’.
Repeating this argument for every one of the ¥; (j =1,...,n), and combining it with
Proposition 6.5, we see that ® is homotopic to a homeomorphism from C to C’, hence
from Mg to M, by Waldhausen’s theorem [59]. Moreover, the ends of (M) facing

these components X1, ..., X, are geometrically finite and have conformal structure at
infinity m 1, ..., my. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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