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Geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries in horospherical products

ToM FERRAGUT

We prove that quasi-isometries of horospherical products of hyperbolic spaces are geometrically rigid in the
sense that they are uniformly close to product maps. This is a generalisation of a result obtained by Eskin,
Fisher and Whyte (2012). Our work covers the case of solvable Lie groups of the form R x (N x N3),
where N; and N, are nilpotent Lie groups, and where the action on R contracts the metric on N; while
extending it on N,. We obtain new quasi-isometric invariants and classifications for these spaces.
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864 Tom Ferragut
Introduction

Let (X, dy) and (Y, dy) be two Gromov hyperbolic spaces. Their horospherical product, denoted by
X <Y, is constructed by combining X and Y, and lies in the direct product X x Y. It no longer has
negative curvature, however its geometry is still very rigid (see Section 1.2 for the definition). This way of
combining two hyperbolic spaces appears to unify the construction of metric spaces such as Diestel-Leader
graphs, treebolic spaces and Sol geometries, which are the horospherical products constructed out of a
regular infinite tree or the hyperbolic plane Hl,.

Quasi-isometric classification and existing rigidity results

In [14], a mainstay of geometric group theory, Gromov points out the importance of quasi-isometric
invariants in groups. The quasi-isometric classification of groups, or metric spaces, has since been a wide
and prolific research domain (see [17] for a nice survey on this topic). For the family of solvable groups,
there are still a lot of open cases.

The first result was obtained in [10] where Farb and Mosher provided a quasi-isometric classification of
solvable Baumslag—Solitar groups BS(1, n). Then Eskin, Fisher and Whyte obtained the quasi-isometric
classification of lamplighter groups and Sol geometries in [8; 9]. In [8; 10], the horospherical product
construction of their respective groups is crucial in their proofs.

Eskin, Fisher and Whyte [8] also answered a question asked by Woess in [23] about the existence of
vertex-transitive graphs not quasi-isometric to any Cayley graph: when m and n are coprime integers, the
Diestel-Leader graphs 7;, < T, are such graphs.

Peng [21; 22] and Dymarz [7], using similar methods as in [8; 9], generalised the description of the
quasi-isometries for Lie groups of the form R x R?. Peng [21; 22] proved that a subgroup of finite index
of the quasi-isometry group of Lie groups of the form R” x R” is a product of groups of bilipschitz maps.

Statement of results

The main goal of our work is to generalise the methods and techniques developed by Eskin, Fisher and
Whyte to a wider set of horospherical products X < Y. In order to do that, the spaces X and Y are
endowed with appropriate measures (see Definition 3.1). Once endowed with suitable measures, X and
Y are called horopointed admissible spaces.

To be more precise let X (respectively X', Y, Y') be a horopointed admissible space with exponential
growth parameter m (respectively m’, n, n’). When X is a regular tree, the parameter m is related to the
degree of X. When X is a negatively curved Lie group R x4 N, the parameter m is tr(A), the trace of A.

Let ®: X <Y — X' >aY’ be a quasi-isometry. The map ® is called a product map if and only if
there exist two maps ®X : X — X (or ®¥ : X > Y)and ® : Y — Y (or ®¥ : ¥ — X) such that for all
(x,y) € XY we have either

P(x,y) = (@¥(x), @V () or P(x,y) = (DY (), P¥ (x)).
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Our main theorem states that, when m > n and m’ > n’, any quasi-isometry ®: X <Y — X' <Y’ is
close to a product map.

Theorem A (geometric rigidity) Let X, X', Y and Y’ be horopointed admissible measured metric spaces
withm >n and m’ > n’ andlet ® : X <Y — X' <Y’ be a quasi-isometry. Then there exist two
quasi-isometries ®X : X — X’ and ®Y : Y — Y’ such that

dioa (P, (DX, @Y)) < +00.

This is a generalisation of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 of [8]. While completing the proof of this result, we
obtained a first quasi-isometry invariant in horospherical products.

Theorem B When m > n, the parameter 7! is a quasi-isometry invariant.

Let R x4, N1 and R x4, N> be two simply connected, negatively curved, solvable Lie groups (also
called Heintze groups). In Section 5 we show that this couple of Heintze groups is admissible, and that
the condition m > n is equivalent to tr(A;) > tr(A;). We obtain a necessary condition for the existence
of a quasi-isometry on solvable Lie groups. The horospherical product of these two Heintze groups is
isomorphic to

G := R Xpiag(4,,—42) (N1 X N2),

defined by the diagonal action of R, ¢ — (exp(tA41), exp(—tAz)) on Nj X N».

We say that G is Carnot-Sol type if N1 and N, are Carnot groups and if A1 and A, are multiples of
Carnot derivations of Nj and N, respectively. In the literature (see [19] for example), Carnot type stands
for Lie groups with N, = {1}. Here we extend the denominations to nonhyperbolic Lie groups.

Using the previous quasi-isometry invariants we obtain the following quasi-isometry classification.

Theorem C Let G = R Xpjue4,,—4,) (N1 X N2) and G’ =R X Diag(A} . A}) (N{ x N3) be Carnot-Sol
type, nonunimodular Lie groups. Then

1) G and G’ are quasi-isometric <= G and G' are isomorphic.

The case where N, = {1} is treated in Corollary 12.4 of [19].

Recall that a group G is called metabelian if [G, G] is abelian (when both Ny and N, are euclidean
spaces). In this case, a similar quasi-isometry classification is deduced from [21; 22]. Both the quasi-
isometry classification for the metabelian groups and for Carnot-Sol type groups are special cases of
Conjecture 19.113 of [5] that we recall.

Conjecture 0.1 Let S and S’ be completely solvable Lie groups. Then S and S’ are quasi-isometric if
and only if they are isomorphic.

Classifying completely solvable Lie groups up to quasi-isometry would yield the quasi-isometry
classification of all connected Lie groups; see [4].

For i € {1,2}, let N; and N/ be two simply connected, nilpotent groups and let 4; € Lie(;) and
Aj € Lie(N]) be derivations. Let G := R Xpjag(4,,~4,) (N1 X N2) and G" := R X047 —AY) (N{ x N).
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In this general setting of horospherical products of Heintze groups we have the following necessary

conditions for being quasi-isometric.

Proposition D Let us assume that tr(A1) > tr(Az) and tr(A}) > tr(AS). If G and G’ are quasi-isometric,
then we have that, fori € {1,2},

(1) N; and N/ are bilipschitz;

(2) A; and Ergﬁ}) A’ share the same characteristic polynomial.

With the same setting, using the geometric rigidity on self quasi-isometries of this family of solvable
Lie groups, we provide a characterisation of their quasi-isometry group.

Recall that for F a metric space, QI(F)/~ is the group of self quasi-isometries of F, up to finite
distance. (This equivalence relation is required since a quasi-isometry only has a coarse inverse.) Recall
also that Bilip(F') stands for the group of self bi-Lipschitz maps of F. Then we have:

Theorem E If tr(Ay) # tr(Az),
) QIR Xpigg(d1,—42) (N1 X Na))/~ = Bilip(N1) x Bilip(N2).

Here we choose the horospherical product metric on R Xpjae(4,,—4,) (N1 X N2).

In the course of this proof we also obtain that any self quasi-isometry of R Xpjag(4,,—4,) (N1 X N2)
is a rough isometry. Le Donne, Pallier and Xie [18] proved that when you change the left-invariant
Riemannian metric of one of these solvable Lie groups, the identity map is a rough similarity. Hence self

quasi-isometries are rough isometries with respect to any left-invariant distances.

Outline of the proof

Let X and Y be two Gromov hyperbolic spaces, and let By : X — R and By : Y — R be two Busemann
functions. We call height functions 4y and hy the opposite of the Busemann functions. The horospherical
product of X and Y, denoted by X p<1Y, is defined as the set of points in X x ¥ such that the two
Busemann functions (or the height functions) add up to zero:

X< :={(x,y) € X xY | Bx (x) + By (y) = 0}.

A Busemann function is associated with a unique point on the boundary. We call any geodesic ray in the
equivalence class of this point a vertical geodesic ray.

In order to generalise the proof of Eskin, Fisher and Whyte developed in [8; 9], the horospherical
products have to be equipped with appropriate measures presented in Definition 3.1.

Briefly speaking, for the measured space (X, %), the measure X must verify three assumptions.
Assumption (E1) allows us to disintegrate ;1% on its horospheres, assumption (E2) provides us with a
bounded geometry on horospheres and (E3) ensures an exponential contraction (of exponent m) of the
horospheres’ measures in the upward vertical direction.

Let X (respectively X', Y, Y’) be a horopointed admissible space with exponential growth parameter m
(respectively m’, n, n’).
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Most of this paper focuses on proving Theorem A. To do so we will use three major tools:

e We use coarse vertical quadrilaterals, which are realised by four points (the vertices) whose neighbour-
hoods are linked by vertical geodesics (the edges). In Proposition 2.11, we show that coarse vertical
quadrilaterals are rigid: two of the four points almost share the same X -coordinate and the two other
almost share the same Y -coordinate.

e We use box tilings of different scales for X >< Y, suitable for the vertical flow. The boxes correspond
to euclidean rectangular cuboids in the Sol geometry.

o We use coarse differentiation: given a quasi-isometry ® : X <Y — X' > Y, there exists a suitable
scale R for the box tiling of X >< Y. Suitable here means that the image by ® of most vertical geodesic
segments of length R are close to a vertical geodesic segment.

With these tools, the proof can be summarised as follows. Let & : X><1Y — X'<Y” be a quasi-isometry.

Step 1 By the coarse differentiation, there exists a scale R such that in the box tiling at scale R of X >V,
the quasi-isometry @ mostly preserves the vertical direction on most of the boxes at scale R. This means
that on most of the boxes, most vertical geodesic segments are sent close to a vertical geodesic segment
by .

Step 2 Then in most of the boxes at scale R, most of the vertical quadrilaterals are sent close to vertical
quadrilaterals by ®. Therefore, by the rigidity property of these configurations, on most of the boxes B
the quasi-isometry @ is close to a product map 6|B = (ﬁSX, &>Y) or (aY, $X).

Step 3 If m > n and m’ > n’ then all product maps have the form 65 = (X, ®Y). Therefore by gluing
them together, we show that there exists L 3> R such that on all boxes at scale L, the map P is close to a
product map = (OX, dY).

Step 4 We show that ® quasi-respects the height, and then we use this last result on ®~! to show that ®
sends all vertical geodesics close to vertical geodesics. Therefore all vertical quadrilateral configurations
are preserved by @, and hence P itself is close to a product map on all X <Y

A major technical issue in this proof is to manage the notion of “almost all”” vertical geodesic segments
having a certain property. The disintegrable measure y of assumption (E1) is not suited for this role since
it concentrates the measure of a box on its bottom part. Therefore we introduce another disintegrable
measure A, constructed from u, which (almost) equally weights the level-sets of the height function 4 in
boxes.

Such a measure AX on X , together with a similar measure AY on Y, allows us to define a suitable
measure (later denoted by 7) on the family of vertical geodesics contained in abox B C X Y.

The geometric rigidity has useful consequences when we understand the boundaries of X and Y.
In this case, Theorem A leads to a description of the quasi-isometry-group of X ><Y . In the last section
of this paper, we detail such a description for the horospherical product of two Heintze groups.
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Organisation of the paper

This work, about the geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries between two horospherical products, is

organised as follows.

¢ In Section 2 we display the coarse differentiation in our context, and we discuss particular quadrilateral
configurations of X <Y

 Section 3 focuses on developing all the measure-theoretical tools required to achieve the rigidity

results.

e Then, in Section 4, we follow the structure of the proof proposed by Eskin, Fisher and Whyte [8],
invoking technical tools of previous chapters when required.

e In the last section we present an application of our theorem by providing new quasi-isometric
classifications for some families of solvable Lie groups. We also provide a description of the
quasi-isometry group of a wider family of solvable Lie groups.

1 Context
1.1 Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann spaces

Let § > 0, and let (X, dy) and (Y, dy) be two §-hyperbolic spaces (see [1, Part III, H, p.399; 12] for
more details on Gromov hyperbolic spaces). We present here the context in which we will construct
our horospherical product. We require that X and Y are both proper, geodesically complete, Busemann

spaces.
» A metric space is called proper if all closed metric balls are compact.

* A geodesic line, respectively ray, segment, of X is the isometric image of a Euclidean line, respectively
half Euclidean line, interval, in X. We denote by [x1, x»] a geodesic segment linking x; € X to
X2 € X.

* A metric space X is called geodesically complete if all geodesics are infinitely extendable.

¢ A metric space is called Busemann if the distance between any couple of geodesics parametrised by
arclength is a convex function. (See [20, Chapters 8 and 12] for more details on Busemann spaces.)

An important property of Gromov hyperbolic spaces is that they admit a nice compactification thanks to
their Gromov boundary. We call two geodesic rays of X equivalent if their images are at finite Hausdorff
distance. Let w € X be a base point. We define d,, X, the Gromov boundary of X, as the set of equivalence
classes of geodesic rays starting from w. While d,, X as a set depends on the choice of the base point w,
it is topologically independent of w under the cone topology. We denote the Gromov boundary simply
by dX when the choice of w does not matter topologically. The cone topology on X U dX restricts to the
natural topology on X, and with this topology, X U dX is compact (see [1] for further details on the cone
topology). In this context, the Gromov boundary coincides with the visual boundary.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)
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Let us fix a point a € X on the boundary. We call vertical geodesic ray, respectively vertical geodesic
line, any geodesic ray in the equivalence class a, respectively any geodesic line with one of its half-lines
in a. The study of these specific geodesic rays is central in this work.

The Busemann assumption removes some technical difficulties in a significant number of proofs in this
work. If X is a Busemann space in addition to being Gromov hyperbolic, for all x € X there exists a unique
vertical geodesic ray, denoted by V., starting at x. In fact the distance between two vertical geodesics
starting at x is a convex and bounded function, hence decreasing and therefore constant equal to 0.

The construction of the horospherical product of two Gromov hyperbolic space X and Y requires
the so called Busemann functions. Their definition is simplified by the Busemann assumption. Let us
consider dX, the Gromov boundary of X (which, in this setting, is the same as the visual boundary). Both
the boundary X and X U dX, endowed with the natural Hausdorff topology, are compact. Then, given
a € 0X a point on the boundary, and w € X a base point, we define a Busemann function B, ,,) with
respect to a and w by

B(a,w)(x) :=lim sup(d(x, Vi (t)) — t) forall x € X,
t—>+o00
where V), is the unique vertical geodesic ray starting from w. In all our results, X and Y will be proper,
geodesically complete, Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann spaces, with some additional assumptions from
time to time.

1.2 Horospherical products

LetaX €9X,a¥ €Y be points on the boundaries and let wX € X, w¥ € Y be base points. Let us denote
by hX = —B(ax wx) and hY = —B(a¥ wY) the two corresponding height functions. The horospherical
product of X and Y, relative to (X, wX) and (a¥,wY), denoted by X p<1Y is defined by

XY :={(x,y) e XxY | hX(x)+hY (y) =0}

The set X <Y can be seen as a diagonal in X x Y. It is constructed by gluing X with an upside down
copy of Y along their respective horospheres. This construction, illustrated in Figure 1, can also be seen
as the union of the direct products between opposite horospheres in X and Y,

XY = |_| X, xY_,.
z€R

From now on, with a slight abuse, we omit the reference to the base points and points on the boundaries
in the construction of the horospherical product.

To study the geometry of a horospherical product X <Y, we make additional assumptions on X and Y.
We require them to be Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann, geodesically complete and proper metric spaces.

(1) X is geodesically complete if and only if all geodesic segments of X can be extended into a geodesic
bi-infinite line.

(2) X is proper if and only if all closed metric balls of X are compact.
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v

Figure 1: Horospherical product X >< Y.

If X and Y satisfy these two additional conditions, the horospherical product X >< Y is connected (see
[11, Property 3.11]).

Example 1.1 Let X be a Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann, geodesically complete and proper metric space.
Then X ><iR is isometric to X. In particular, if VY is a vertical geodesic line of Y, the product X < VY
is an isometric embedding of X in X <Y

The three (nontrivial) first examples of horospherical products appeared independently in the literature.
They correspond to the case where X and Y are either a regular infinite tree 7,, of degree m or the
hyperbolic plane H?. We list them here:

(1) Ty« Ty is the Diestel-Leader graph DL(m, n). When m = n, this horospherical product is a Cayley
graph of the lamplighter group Z? Z,. See Figure 2 for a subset of 73 < T3.

(2) H?™ > H?" is the Lie group R X, ,) R? = Sol(m, n), one of the eight Thurston geometries
when m = n. By H?™ we mean the manifold R? endowed with the infinitesimal Riemannian metric
ds? = e=2™2dx? + dz2. The action associated to the aforementioned semidirect product is described by
(z.(x.p)) > (eMx,e7"2y).

(3) T, ><H; is a Cayley 2-complex of the Baumslag—Solitar group BS(1, m).

Figure 2: Small neighbourhood in 73 < T5.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)
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The awareness of them being identically constructed from Gromov hyperbolic spaces came later, and a
survey on these three examples is provided by Wolfgang Woess [24].

Another approach is to consider the hyperbolic plane H?" as the affine Lie group R ix,,, R with action
by multiplication (z, x) > e"?x, and the Sol geometry Sol(m,n) as the Lie group R X, ) R2. In this
context we have that (R x,, R) < (R x, R) = R X, ») R2. The natural next step is to consider which
Lie group can be taken as a component in a horospherical product.

A Heintze group is a Lie group of the form R x4 N with N a nilpotent Lie group, with A the derivation
of the Lie algebra and where all eigenvalues of A have positive real part. Heintze [16] proved that any
simply connected, negatively curved solvable Lie group is isomorphic to a Heintze group.

Moreover, a Busemann metric space is simply connected, hence any Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann
Lie group is isomorphic to a Heintze group. Consequently, Heintze groups are natural candidates for the
two components from which a horospherical product is constructed. Let R x4, N1 and R x4, N> be two
Heintze groups. We have

(Rxq, N1) <t (Rxq, N1) = R Xpjag(a;,—4,) (N1 X N2),

where Diag(A1, —Aj3) is the block diagonal matrix containing A; and —A; on its diagonal.

Xie [25] classified the subfamily of all negatively curved Lie groups R x R” up to quasi-isometry.
In Section 5, we provide a description of the quasi-isometry group of the horospherical product of two
Heintze groups, namely the solvable Lie groups R Xpjae(4,,—4,) (N1 X N2).

1.3 Settings

In this chapter we recall some material about horospherical products.
In order to lighten the notation, we will not fully describe the multiplicative and additive constants
involved in inequalities. We will use the following notation instead.

Notation 1.2 Let A, B € R and e a parameter (set, real numbers, ...). Let us write:

(1) A <, B if and only if there exists a constant M (e) depending only on e such that A < M(e)B.
(2) A=<, Bifandonlyif B <X, A X, B.

If the constant M is a specific integer such as 2, we will simply write A < B, and similarly A > B,
A < B. The notation <, might also appear for parameters in several results of this paper. In this context
it means that there exists a constant depending only on e such that the implied result holds.

A metric space is called geodesically complete if all its geodesic segments can be extended into
geodesic lines, therefore when the space is also Gromov hyperbolic and Busemann space, with respect to
a € 0X, any point is included in a vertical geodesic line (not necessarily unique).

We define the relative distance between two points x; and x, of X as

dr(x1,x2) =d(x1,x2) — Ah(x1, x2).
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haiv(V1, V2)

Figure 3: Figure of Corollary 1.4.

It can be understood as the distance along a level-set of the Busemann function. Let us recall Lemma 4.7
of [11].

Lemma 1.3 Let X be a proper, §-hyperbolic, Busemann space. Let V1 and V, be two vertical geodesics
of H. Letty,t; € R and let us define D := %d,(Vl (t1), Va(2)). Then, for all t € [0, D],

3) |dr(Vi(t1 + D —1t), Va(ty + D —1t)) —2¢t| < 2886.

Corollary 1.4 Let V1, V5 be two vertical geodesics of X. Then there exists a height hqiy(V1, V2) € R
from which V1 and V, diverge from each other:

(1) VYt = hgiy(V1, V2), we have d(Vi(2), Va(t)) <5 1;
(2) YVt < haiv(V1,V2), we have |d(V1(1), V2(t)) — 2(haiv(V1, V2) —1)] <5 1.

This corollary is illustrated in Figure 3. We also have a more quantitative version.

Lemma 1.5 [11, Lemma 4.3] Let H be a §-hyperbolic and Busemann metric space, let x and y be
two elements of H such that h(x) < h(y), and let a be a geodesic linking x to y. Let us define
z= a(Ah(x, )+ %d,(x, y)), x1:=Vx (h(y) + %dr(x, y)) the point of V. at height h(y) + %dr(x, y)
and y1 1=V, (h(y) + %dr(x, y)) the point of V), at the same height h(y) + %dr(x, y). Then

(1) Suppeq(h(p)) = h(y) + 3dr (x, y) — 965;

(2) d(z,x1) < 1444;

(3) d(z, y1) < 1443;

(4) d(x1,y1) = 2883.

We list here some notation we will use in later sections.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)
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h“

7z(4)

Figure 4: Projection of 4 on X;.

Notation 1.6 Let X be a proper, geodesically complete, 5-hyperbolic, Busemann space.

(1) Let us denote the r-neighbourhood of U for all U C X and for all » > 0 by
4) N:(U):={xeX|dx,U)<r}.

(2) For all x € X let us denote by V. the unique vertical geodesic ray such that V,(0) = x.
(3) For a subset A C X, let us define

®) h™(4) = inf (h(x)); h*(A) := sup (h(x)).

xeA

(4) For asubset A C X and a height z € R, we denote the slice of A4 at the height z by A, := ANh™1(z2).
Therefore the horospheres of X are denoted by X, for z € R.

(5) Given a point p € X and a radius r € R, let us denote the ball of radius r included in the
horosphere Xp,(p) by Dy (p) :={x € X | h(x) = h(p) and d(x, p) <r} = B(p,r) N Xp(p)-

(6) VzeR, VU C Xz, Vr >0, the r-interior of U in X is defined by
Int,(U):={peU]|d(p,q)>=r, Vge X;\U}.
Vertical geodesics of X can be understood as being normal to horospheres of X .

Definition 1.7 (projection on horospheres) Let X be a Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann, proper, geodesically
complete metric space. Then, for all A C X and all z < h™(A),

(6) 72(A) 1= {x € X, | Ve N A # 2.

The definition of this projection along the vertical flow is illustrated in Figure 4. The following lemma
shows that the projection of a disk on a horosphere is almost a disk, It will be used in further subsequent
sections.
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7 (p)

2(z—zg)+M
Figure 5: Proof of Lemma 1.8.

Lemma 1.8 Let X be a Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann, proper, geodesically complete metric space. Let
zo € R and p € X,. Then for M > 2885 we have that, for all z < z¢ and for all p,; € 7. ({p}),
D2(zo—z)—M(Pz) Cn(Du(p)) C D2(zo—z)+M(Pz)-

Proof This lemma is a corollary of Lemma 1.3 and is illustrated in Figure 5. Let M = 2886 be the
constant involved in Lemma 1.3.

Let us prove the first inclusion. Let x € D(z,—z)—-pm(pz). Then d(x, p;) < 2(zo —z) — M. Let us
denote by Vy a vertical geodesic containing x and V), a vertical geodesic containing p and p,. We apply
Lemma 1.3 withty =, =z, Vi =Vyand Vo =V, then D = %. Moreover

d(x. p:)
* 2

M
z4+ D=z §z+(zo—z)—7§zo.

Therefore, by the Busemann convexity of X, the distance between vertical geodesic ray is convex and
bounded, hence decreasing. Therefore

d(Vx(z0), p) = d(Vx(20), Vp(20)) <d(Vx(z + D), Vp(z + D)),
<M (by Lemma 1.3 used with ¢ = 0),

which means that x € 7, (D (p)).
Let us now prove the second inclusion, which is

@) mz(Dp(p)) C D2(zo—z)+M (pz).
Let x € w;(Dpr(p)). Then d(Vx(zo0), Vp(20)) < M. Therefore by the triangle inequality
d(x, pz) =d(Vx(2), Vp(2)) = d(Vx(2), Vx(20)) + d(Vx(20). Vp(20)) + d(Vp(20). Vp(2))
<(z0—2)+M +(z0—2) =2(z0—2) + M.

Hence x € Dy (zy—z)+Mm(Pz)- O
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Notation 1.6 can be extended to horospherical products.
Notation 1.9 Let X and Y be two proper, hyperbolic, geodesically complete, Busemann spaces.

(1) We denote the r-neighbourhood of U, for all U C X ><Y and for all r > 0, by
® Nr(U):={p € XY | doa(p.U) =r}.
(2) The difference of height between two points a, b € X <Y is still denoted by Ah(a, b) := |h(a)—h(b)|.
(3) We still denote, forall z€ R and A C X Y, by A, := ANh~1(z) the “slice” of 4 at the height z.
(4) We still denote, forall >0 and p € X <Y, by

Dy (p) :={x € X | h(p) = h(x) and dia(p, x) <1} = B(p,r) N (X >1Y )p(p)
the ball of radius r in the height level set containing p.

We recall other useful results of [11] that we will use later. First the fact that the height function is
Lipschitz.

Lemma 1.10 [11, Lemma 3.6] Let N be an admissible norm, and let d4 the distance on X <Y induced
by N. Then the height function is 1-Lipschitz with respect to the distance dpq, i.€.,

©) Vp.ge XY, dw(p.q) = Ah(p.q).
Here is a description of the distance in Horospherical products.

Theorem 1.11 [11, Corollary 4.13] Forall p,q € XY,

ldoa(p, q) — (dy (pY . q¥) + dx (0%, ¢%) — Ah(p, @))| << 1.

Here is one central result of [1]. Let us denote by /(c) the length of a path c.

Proposition 1.12 [1, Proposition 1.6, p.400] Let X be a §-hyperbolic geodesic space. Let ¢ be a
continuous path in X. If [p, q] is a geodesic segment connecting the endpoints of c, then, for every

x €[p.ql,
d(x,im(c)) <é|log, [(c)| + 1.

We also provide two more definitions that will be used in future sections. First a projection on level-sets
of the height function.

Definition 1.13 Let zg,z € R and let U C (X ><1Y);,. Then we define the projection of U on (X ><1Y),
by

7' (U):={p e (X>Y), |3V avertical geodesic such that p € V and V N U # &}.

Then we define X -horospheres and Y -horospheres as horospheres of hyperbolic spaces embedded in
X Y, illustrated in Figure 6.
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X_n(y)

X-horosphere = X_1,(,) x {y}

Figure 6: X-horospherein X > Y.

Definition 1.14 The set H C X >«Y is called
(1) an X-horosphere if there exists y € Y such that H = X p<i{y} = X_p(y) X {y},
(2) a Y-horosphere if there exists x € X such that H = {x} Y = {x} X Y_p(x).

From now on, we will work in a horospherical product X ><Y of two proper, geodesically complete,
8-hyperbolic and Busemann spaces.

2 Metric aspects and metric tools in horospherical products

Throughout this section we fix two constants k > 1 and ¢ > 0. We recall the notions of quasi-isometry
and quasi-geodesic.

Definition 2.1 ((k, c)-quasi-isometry) Let (E, dg) and (F, dF) be two metric spaces. Amap ®: F — F
is called a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry if and only if

(1) forall x,x’ € E, we have k~'dg (x,x")—c <dp(®(x), P(x")) <kdg(x,x") +c;

(2) for all y € F, there exists x € E such that d(d(x), y) <c.

A map satisfying Definition 2.1(1) is called a quasi-isometric embedding of E.

Definition 2.2 ((k, c)-quasigeodesic) Let E be a metric space. A (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic segment, respec-
tively ray, line, of E is a (k, c)-quasi-isometric embedding of a segment, respectively [0; +00), R,
into E.

Gouézel and Shchur [13, Lemma 2.1] proved that any (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic segment is included in the
2c¢-neighbourhood of a continuous (k, 4¢)-quasigeodesic segment sharing the same endpoints. Therefore,
without loss of generality, we may consider that all quasi-geodesic segments are continuous.

This section gathers several geometric results on horospherical products, including the generalisation
in our context of Lemmas 4.6, 3.1 and the coarse differentiation previously obtained by Eskin, Fisher
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and Whyte in [8]. Propositions 2.6, 2.11 and Corollary 2.7 of this section will be especially useful in the
following proofs.

At first, a reader who is more interested in the rigidity result on horospherical product can take these
propositions for granted and jump to the next sections.

When A4 <, B, and e = (X <Y, d) is a horospherical product, we shall write A <4 B as a short-cut,
and similarly <,q, >pq and M (<) for a constant depending only on the metric horospherical product
(X <Y, dpq).

2.1 e-monotonicity

We introduce e-monotone quasigeodesics, which happen to remain close to vertical geodesics. This fact
plays a key role in our argument and will be proved later.

Definition 2.3 (e-monotone quasigeodesic) Let ¢ > 0 and let « : [0, R] — X b« Y be a quasigeodesic
segment. Then « is called e-monotone if and only if

(10) Vii,12 € [0, R],  (h(a(t) = h(a(r2)) = (|t1— 12| <eR).

Since « is assumed to be continuous, a 0-monotone quasigeodesic has monotone height, / o « is either
decreasing or increasing. We first show that in X 0« Y, the projections on X and Y of an e-monotone
quasigeodesic are also quasigeodesics.

Theorem 2.4 Lete>0, R > %, anda = (aX,a¥):[0, R]— X <Y be an e-monotone (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic
segment. Then there exists a constant M (=, k, ¢) (depending only on <, k and c) such that «* and oY
are (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesics.

A portion of the proof of Theorem 2.4 is illustrated in Figure 7.

Proof We know that Vp; = (pf(, pf’), P2 = (pgf, pg) € X > Y we have (this is the admissible
assumption we made on the norm underneath the distance dpq)

dx (p¥, pX) +dy (pY . pY)

(11) ds(p1. p2) > 5

Therefore we have that aX satisfies the upper-bound assumption of quasigeodesics
Vs1,s2 € [0, R], dx (¥ (s1). 0% (52)) < 2dpa(a(s1), ct(s2)) < 2k|s1 — 52| + 2c.

We want to find an appropriate ¢’ > ¢ such that «¥ satisfies the lower-bound condition of a (4k, ¢’)-
quasigeodesic. Let ¢/ > ¢ and let us assume that «X does not satisfy the lower-bound condition of a
(4k, ¢')-quasigeodesic, we will show that this provides us with an upper-bound on ¢’. Indeed, consider
51,52 € [0, R] such that

1
(12) 0 < dy(@X(s1), 0% (52)) < TR
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Figure 7: Proof of Theorem 2.4.

Therefore, by the Lipschitz property of #,

1
A (s1), 0™ (2)) = dx (@¥ (s1). 0¥ (52)) = ls1 —sa] =’
(13) < %dm(oz(sl), a(s2)) + % —¢’ (since « is a (k, c)-quasigeodesic).

Theorem 1.11 gives us the existence of a constant M (><1) depending only on X, Y and the underlying
norm of dy such that

(14) dy (@’ (s1).0" (52))

> dya(@(s1), @(52)) — dx (@ (s1), ¥ (52)) + Ah(a(s1), a(52)) = M

> dya(@(s1), @(52)) — dx (0¥ (s1), ¥ (s2) = M

> da(o(51),(52)) — 7ls1 —sal +¢'~ M (by assumption (12)

> dpa(0t(51), 2(52)) — Sdsalct(s1), 2(52)) — ﬁ +¢'—M (since « is a (k, c)-quasigeodesic)
(15) = ddsa(a(s1).a(s2)) = 5 +¢' =M (since k = 1.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that

max (h(@ (s1)), h(@" (52))) = h(a” (s2)).
Applying Lemma 1.5 on the geodesic [aY (s1), @Y (s2)] of ¥ gives us
W (e (s1), @¥ (s2)]) = h(@” (52)) + 3 (dy (@” (51), " (52)) — Ah(a” (1), @ (52))) — M ().
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Y

However aY is a continuous path between o (s1) and a¥ (s»), then by Proposition 1.12, there exists

S0 € [$1, 2] such that
h(@¥ (s0)) = h(@¥ (s2)) + 1 (dy (@¥ (s1), ¥ (52)) — AR(aY (1), @Y (52)))

—§logy (dy (@Y (s1), @ (52))) — M ().
Therefore, by inequalities (13) and (15),

B (50)) = h(@" (52)) + §doa(@(s1), @(52)) — §doa(@(s1),0(2)) = 5 +¢' = £ + £’

8
1oz (dy @ (s1).07 (52))) = D
> h(a¥ (52)) + §dsa(@(s1), (52)) — 8 log, (dy (@ (s1). @ (52))) + 3¢" = M (<, ).
However
2dyq > dx +dy > dy,

hence
(16) (e (s0)) = h(e (52)) + Ldsa(a(s1), 2(52)) — §logy (dsa(et(s1), a(52))) + 3¢’ — M(=, ¢).

Furthermore, there exists r9 € R depending only on § such that Vr > rg, %r —dlog,(r) > %r holds.
Therefore, one of the two following statements holds:

(@) dpa(a(s1).a(s2)) <ro.
(b) gdsa(at(s1), 0(52)) — 81ogy (doa(e(s1), 2(52))) > 15dmale(s1), a(s2)).

We will deal with the first case (a) at the end of the proof. Let us assume that
dpa(e(s1), a(s2)) = ro

hence (b), then, by inequality (16),

(7 hi@" (s0) = h(@" (52)) + fgdsa(@(s1). (52)) + 3¢ = M(><, ).

Then we either have dpq(a(s1),®(s2)) < M(><,c) (up to multiplying by 10 the constant M), or
h(aY (s0)) = h(a (s2)). In the case dyq(ct(s1), 2(s2)) < M(><, ¢), we have

|s1—s2] k,c, 1

since « is a quasigeodesic, and therefore ¢’ <j . ¢ 1 following assumption (12). In the other case we
have

h(a¥ (s0)) = h(@¥ (s2)),
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therefore there exists 57 € [s1, so] such that h(aY(s/l)) = h(a¥ (s52)), since « is continuous. Hence
dsa((s7), (s2))

1 1
> %ls'1 —sa]—c¢ > —(|s] —so| + |so —s2]) — M(c) (since & is a quasigeodesic)

> iz (dm(a(s/l), a(50)) + dea(a(50), a(sz))) — M(k,c) (since « is a quasigeodesic)

Pl

k—12(Ah(oz(s1) a(s0)) + Ah(e(so), ce(s2))) — M(k,c) (by Lemma 1.10)
2

5 Ah(a(s0). a(s2) — M(k.c) (since h(e(s)) = h(@(s2))

»

(18) ——dpaq((s1), 2 (52)) + ic "—M(k,c,><) (by (17)).

- Sk2

Moreover assumption (12) implies |s1 — 53| > 4kc¢’. Then
1
dsa(e(s1), a(s2)) > %|51 — 8| —c =4’ —c.
Combined with inequality (18) it gives us

19
dsa(a(s)), a(s2)) > Sk—zc "— M(k,c,>).

Since o is e-monotone and because h(a¥ (s)) = h(aY (s2)), we have
19
eR > |5} — 52| > doa(a(s)), a(s2)) > 52¢ "— M(k,c,>).
Hence

' <M(k)eR + M(k,c,=<).
We proved that if X does not satisfy the lower bound inequality for being a (4k, ¢’)-quasigeodesic, then
' < M(k)eR + M(k,c,=<).

Thus, when ¢R > 1, there exists a constant M (k, ¢, <) such that «¥ is a (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesic in
both subcases of case (b) under consideration. Similarly we show that «¥ is a (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesic
segment of Y.

For case (a), let us assume that each couple of times (s1, s2) € [0, R]? that contradicts the lower-bound
hypothesis of a (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesic verifies that dyq(c(s1), @ (s2)) < ro. Then « is a (4k, ro)-
quasigeodesic, with ro depending only on §. Therefore « is in both cases a (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesic,
with M depending only on k, ¢ and X < Y. |

In the sequel we denote by dy the Hausdorff distance induced by dq. In the proof of Proposition 2.6
we use a quantitative version of the quasigeodesic rigidity in a Gromov hyperbolic space, provided by the
main theorem of [13].
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Figure 8: Proof of Proposition 2.6.

Theorem 2.5 [13] Consider a (k, C)-quasigeodesic segment « in a 6-hyperbolic space X, and y a
geodesic segment between its endpoints. Then the Hausdorff distance dyg(c, y) between o and y satisfies

duge(a, y) < 92k2(C +6).

This quantitative version allows us to have a linear control with respect to C on the Hausdorff distance,
which is mandatory in our cases since C =< eR. Combining this rigidity with the fact that projections a*

and oY are also e-monotone provides us with the existence of vertical geodesic segments close to o.

Proposition 2.6 Let ¢ > 0, R > % and o : [0, R] > X >< Y be an e-monotone (k, c)-quasigeodesic
segment. Then there exists a vertical geodesic segment V : [0, R] — X p<Y such that

(19) dugr(im(e), im(V)) <k ¢ 5 €R.

This proposition corresponds to [8, Lemma 4.6].
Figure 8 is an illustration of the proof.

Proof By Theorem 2.4, aX is a (4k, MeR)-quasi-geodesic in X which is §-hyperbolic, hence by
Theorem 2.5 there exists a geodesic yX with the same endpoints as X such that

dug(im(aX), im(yX)) <g c.s eR.

X is also e-monotone. Furthermore

Let us define x; := «* (0) and x5 := a® (R). The quasigeodesic o
[3, Proposition 2.2, page 19] gives us that yX , which links x; to x, is included in the 248-neighbourhood
of two vertical geodesic rays V; and V5 such that V1 (0) = x; and V»(0) = x5. Let us define 7 := AT (y%),
and let us recall that V¢1, 1, € R and fori € {1,2} we have Ah(V;(t1), Vi(t2)) = |t1—t2|. Letus also define
by slight abuse y¥X := im(yX), X := im(aX), V; := im(Vy|[0,z—h(x))) and Va2 :=im(V5)[0,c—h(x2)])-
Since t = ht (yX) = ht (V1) = hT (V2) we have

due(yX, ViU Vy) <5 1.
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Hence by the triangle inequality
(20) dye (@ Vi UV2) Sk e 5 €R.

Without loss of generality we can assume that 2(x;) < h(x2). Furthermore y¥ is continuous, therefore
there exists a point of yX close to both vertical geodesics (less than 248 apart). Furthermore X is
Busemann convex, hence the distance between the two vertical geodesics is decreasing. Therefore
dx (Vi(t —h(x1)), Va(tr — h(x2))) <5 1. We will use the e-monotonicity of «X to prove that T & /(x,).

Let us denote by x/ a point of a* such that h(x}) = h(x2) and such that dx (x], V1) <x.c.5 €R. Since

aX is e-monotone and a (4k, M eR)-quasigeodesic we have that dy (x7.x2) =k.c €R, hence using the

triangle inequality we have
dx (Vi(h(x2) —h(x1)), x2) < dx (Vi(h(x2) —h(x1)), x}) + dx (x], x2)
2D =kc,8 €R.
Let g1 € im(yX) be the closest point to x; at height /(x5). Then
(1) dx(g1. Vi(h(x2) —h(x1))) <5 1;
() dx(g1.x2) = 2k (y %) —h(x2)).
We recall that = 2 (y%X). Then dx (g1, x2) > 27 — 2h(x) > 0. Hence
[T —h(x2)| < 3dx(g1.X2) < 3dx (g1, Vi(h(x2) —h(x1))) + 3dx (Vi (h(x2) — h(x1)), x2)
=k,c.5 ER (by definition of g and inequality (21)).
Hence V5|[0,c—h(x,)] 18 a vertical geodesic segment of length <4 . s ¢R. Furthermore,
dx (Vi(r —h(x1)), Va(x —h(x2))) <s .

Therefore by the triangle inequality, any point of V5|[o,z—x(x,)] 1s (up to a multiplicative constant) eR-close
to V1(t — h(x1)). Therefore dus(V1 U V2, V1) =k .5 €R. Therefore, by the triangle inequality we can
improve inequality (20) as follows:

duse(@®, V1) < duge(@®, Vi UVa) + dug(Vy U Va, V1)
=k,c.5 ER (by inequality (20)).

We deduce similarly that &? is included in the M eR-neighbourhood of a vertical geodesic segment vy.
Therefore, « is included in the M eR-neighbourhood of the vertical geodesic segment (V7, V). |

As a corollary, we show that the height function along an e-monotone quasigeodesic is a quasi-isometry
embedding of a segment into R.

Corollary 2.7 Leta : [0, R] = X > Y be an e-monotone (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic segment. Then there exists
a constant M (k, ¢, §) such that the height function satisfies, for all t1, t; € [0, R],

1
(22) Eltl — 1| —MeR < Ah(a(ty),a(ty)) <k|t; —t2| + MeR.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



Geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries in horospherical products 883

Proof Let 1,1, € [0, R]. The quasigeodesic upper-bound inequality
Ah(a(t), a(t2)) < dua(a(t1), a(t2)) < klti — 12| +¢

is straightforward since % is 1-Lipschitz and « is a (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic. To achieve the lower-bound
inequality we use Proposition 2.6, hence there exists a vertical geodesic segment V : [0, R] - X <Y
and a constant M (k, ¢, §) such that

(23) dur(im(er), im(V)) < MeR.
Fori € {1,2}, let s; € [0, R] be such that d(a(?;), V(s;)) < MeR. Then by the triangle inequality

Ah(a(ty), a(r2)) = Ah(V(s1), V(s2)) —2MeR

= |s1 —s2|—2MeR (since V is vertical).
However we can achieve, on |s; — 52|, the lower-bound inequality
ls1 — 82| = dpa(V(51), V(52)) > dpa(a(t1), 2 (t2)) —2MeR  (by the triangle inequality)
> %|t1 —t|—c—2MeR (since « is a quasigeodesic),
which provides us with

1
Ah(a(ty),a(t2)) > |s1 — 2| —2MeR > %|11 —t|—5M¢eR. |

2.2 Coarse differentiation of a quasigeodesic segment

The coarse differentiation of a quasigeodesic « consists in finding a scale r > 0 such that a subdivision
by pieces of length r of o contains almost only e-monotone components (which are therefore close to
vertical geodesic segments). See Figure 9.

Proposition 2.9 provides us with the existence of such an appropriate scale.

Lemma 2.8 Letk > 1, ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0. There exists M (k, c,><, €) such that forallr > M, N > M and
for all non e-monotone, (k, c)-quasigeodesic segment « : [0,r] — X <Y we have

N-1 - ( |+ 1)7‘
(24) Z Ah ((x (%),a(]T)) — Ah(a(0), a(r)) =k cxa T
Jj=0

This proposition corresponds to [8, Lemma 4.7].
Proof Since « is non e-monotone, there exist 71, t3 € [0, r] such that
(25) h(a(ty)) = h(a(tz)) and |t —t3] > er.

We can assume without loss of generality that h(x(0)) < h(a(t1)) < h(a(r)) with f; < t3. Since « is a
(k, c)-quasigeodesic we have dpq(ct(t1), o (23)) > % —c. By Theorem 1.11, there exists M (><t) such that

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



884 Tom Ferragut

o(ty)

d(a(t), o) =G5 —c

Figure 9: Subdivision of a quasi-geodesic.

dyq < dx + dy + M. Then at least one of the two following inequalities holds:

(1) dx (@X (t1). @ (13)) =pa 57 — M(><, 0);

) dy (¥ (t1). ¥ (13)) =pa 57 — M(><, €).

Let us assume the first inequality is true. By Lemma 1.5 applied to the geodesic segment [aX (¢1), a¥ (13)],

W (¥ (1), X 1))
> max(h(a® (1)), h(e™ (t3))) + L (dx (@X (t1), o« X (t3)) — Ah(@X (1), 2 ¥ (13))) — 965

= h(a® (1)) + 3dx (@™ (t1). &* (13)) — 965.

Hence, there exists ¢, € [t1, 3] such that the assumed inequality provides us with

Ah(@(t).a(t2)) zsa dy (@ (12). ¥ (11). @ (1)) + - = M(<.¢)

> %r — §10g, (dsa(@™ (1), &* (13))) — M (<, ¢)  (by Proposition 1.12)
> g % —&log,(r)— M(><, c).

Similarly, assuming the second inequality provides us with the same lower-bound on Ah(wx(ty), (£2)).
Furthermore there exists M (g, =, ¢) such that for r > M we have %w > §log,(r) + M(e, >, c), hence

er
(26) Ah(a(tr), a(t2)) Zs« %
Furthermore Vi € {1, 2, 3} there exists n; € {0, ..., N — 1} such that

mr it r

N~ N
Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



Geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries in horospherical products 885

Computing the sum of the successive differences of heights provides us with
N-1 ; .
1
> () ()
, N N
Jj=0
> Ah| a(0), o mnr + Ah| « mr , o nar + Ah| « far ,o 3t
N N N N N
+ Ah (a (%) , a(r))

> Ah(a(0), a(r1)) + Ah(a(tr). a(t2)) + Ah(a(tz). a(t3)) + Ah(a(t3), a(r)) — 6(% * C)

(because 4 is Lipschitz, « is a quasigeodesic and by the triangle inequality)
k
> Ah(a(0), a(r)) + 2Ah(a(ty), ae(t2)) — 6(% + c) (since h(a(t1)) = h(a(t3))).

Using inequality (26) we have

N-1 , .
JTr (J+Dr er 6kr
j;o Ah(a(ﬁ)va(T —Ah(a(O),a(r)) ENE_T_6C
Zk,e T,
where the last line is since we assumed N > M (k, c, <, ). D

The next lemma asserts that, at some scale, most segments of a quasigeodesic are e-monotone.

Proposition 2.9 Letk > 1,¢c >0, e > 0 and let S be an integer. There exists M (k, c,><, €) such that
forro > M and N > M the following occurs. Let us define L = NSrq. Leta : [0, L] — X <Y be a
(k, c)-quasigeodesic segment. For all s € {0, ..., S} we cut [0, L] into segments of length N°rg, and we
denote by Ay the set of these segments, that is,

As :={a([kN*ro, (k + 1)N*ro]) | k €{0,... ., NS5 —1}},

and let 65 () be the proportion of segments in Ag which are not e-monotone

#{p € A | B is not e-monotone}

(27) Is(@) := A,
Then
S 1
(28) 2; HOE
S=

Proof The idea is to cut [0, L] into N segments of equal length, then to apply Lemma 2.8 to the
elements of this decomposition which are not e-monotone. Afterwards we decompose every piece of this
decomposition into N segments of equal length to which we apply Lemma 2.8 if they are not e-monotone.
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The result follows by doing this subdecomposition S times in a row. To begin with, we need to deal with
« being e-monotone or not. Hence §s(«) = 0 or 1 and in either case thanks to Lemma 2.8 we have
N-1
(29) > Ah(@(GNS o). a((j + DN®71r0)) =g e pa Ah(e(0). (L)) + 85 (a)eL.
j=0
Then for all j €{0,..., N — 1} such that a([jNSro. (j + )NS5~ 1r¢]) is not e-monotone
N-1
> Ah(a(kN52rg + jN5 " rg), a((k + NS "2rg + jNS7'rg))
k=0
A S— . _ eL
=k.epa AR(@(GN"r0),a((j + DN ro)) + 7,

which happens Nés_1 (o) times. Therefore we have that

N2-1
> Ah(a(iN®2ro). a((i + DN 72r0)) =g ¢ pa Ah((0), a(r)) + s (@)L + NSS_l(a)%
i=0
>k,ea AR(a(0), () + (8s () +8s—1())eL.

By doing this another S — 2 times we obtain

NS—1 S

> Ah(alire). a((i + 1)ro)) Zk,epa Ar(@(0), a(r)) + LY 85(e).

=0 s=1
Furthermore we have, using the Lipschitz property of 4,

NS—1 NS—1

Y Ah(atire).a((i+1ro))< Y dsa(alire)a((i+1)ro)) <N (kro+c)<2kL (with Voi%)-
i=0 i=0

Hence

S
1 1
(30) 2 85(@) Ske e 2L Zpeepa O

s=1
2.3 Height respecting tetrahedric quadrilaterals

In this subsection we show that a coarse tetrahedric quadrilateral whose sides are vertical geodesics has
two vertices on the same X -horosphere, and the other two on the same Y -horosphere (see Definition 1.14
for the definition of such horospheres). We call such a configuration a vertical quadrilateral.

Definition 2.10 (orientation) We define the orientation function on the paths of X <Y as follows. For
all7T >0and y:[0,T] - X <Y we have

T it h(y(0)) <h(y(T)). upward,

31) orientation(y) = }if h(y(0)) > h(y(T)), downward.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



Geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries in horospherical products 887

haA

v

Figure 10: A coarse vertical quadrilateral of Proposition 2.11.

This lemma is strongly inspired by [8, Lemma 3.1], which establishes a similar result in the context of
Diestel-Leader graphs and Sol geometries.

Proposition 2.11 (vertical quadrilateral lemma) Let ai, az, by, bp € X Y. Let D > 1 and for
i,j€{l,2},letV;; :0,l;;] = X <Y be vertical geodesic segments linking the D -neighbourhood of a;
to the D -neighbourhood of b;, and diverging quickly from each other. More specifically, we assume, for
alli, j €{1,2},

(a) d(V;j(0),a;) < D;

(b) d(Vij(ij),bj) < D;

(©) d(Vir(t),im(V;2)) = {5 — D, V1 €[0,1;1];

(d) d(Vij(l; —1),im(Va))) = 75— D, V1 €[0,11].

Iffor alli, j € {1,2}, l;; > 2D and the vertical geodesic segments V;; share the same orientation, then
there exists a constant M (<t) such that one of the two following statements holds:

(1) The four vertical geodesics V;; are upward oriented and a is in the (M D)-neighbourhood of the X -
horosphere containing a1, and b, is in the (M D)-neighbourhood of the Y -horosphere containing b1 .
Otherwise stated, we have dy (af, a%’) <MD and dyx (bf(, bg() <MD.

(2) The four vertical geodesics V;; are downward oriented and a» is in the (M D)-neighbourhood
of the Y -horosphere containing a1, and b, is in the (M D)-neighbourhood of the X -horosphere
containing by. Otherwise stated, we have dx (a{(,af) <MD and dy (bY, b%’) <MD.

Proposition 2.11 is illustrated in Figure 10.
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Proof For all i, j € {1,2} let us define

32) ai = (af.al); by=®F.b)): V= . V).
The hypothesis (a) gives us

(33) d(Vi1(0), Vi2(0)) = d(Vi1(0), a;) + d(ai, Vi2(0)) < 2D.

By hypothesis (b)
d(V1j (1)), V2j(l25)) = 2D.

Without loss of generality we can assume that for all i, j € {1, 2}, we have orientation(V;;) = 1, which
means that 2(a;) < h(b;). Then Vi, j € {1,2} and t € [0, [;;] we have h(V;;(t)) =t + h(V;;(0)), hence

h(VF () =t +h(Vij(0));
h(Vi] (0)) = =t = h(Vi; (0)).
Since X and Y are Busemann convex spaces, Vi, j € {1, 2},
t > dy (VY (1), V5 (1)) is convex on [0, min(l;1, [;2)];
t > dx (V{§ (l1j —1). V3 (laj — 1)) is convex on [0, min(/y;, [2;)].

Moreover, by the Busemann assumption, these maps remain convex up to a linear reparametrisation.
The chosen pair of vertical geodesics, whether in X or Y, have endpoints separated by at most 2D.
Consequently, these vertical geodesics remain at a distance of at most 2D throughout the entire interval.
Therefore

(34) Vi € [0,min(i1,li2)],  dy (VY (), Vi (2)) <2D;
Vi €[0.min(l1;. L)), dx (V{y (lhj —1). Vsx (Lo — 1)) <2D.

We can assume without loss of generality that /11 <l and that /15 < /5,. Then

(35) dx (VX (0), V& (Io1 —111)) <2D;
(36) dx (V5 (0), V& (lza — 112)) < 2D.

Let us define Al; = [»1 —1[11 and Aly =I5 — [15. Our goal is to show that these two real numbers are
sufficiently close. We have, Vi, j € {1,2},

Ah(a;, bj) —2D < l,’j < Ah(ai,bj) +2D.
By subtracting these inequalities we get

—h(az) +h(a1) —4D <l —l11 < —h(az) + h(a1) +4D;
—h(az) +h(a1) —4D <l —l12 < —h(az) + h(a1) +4D.
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Then |Al; — Al>| < 8D. However

dx (V55 (Al), V3 (AD)) < dx (V (AL, Vi (0) + dx (VX (0), VE(0))
+dx (VE(0), VS5 (AL)) + dx (VA (AL), V55 (ALY).

By the inequalities (35) and (36) we obtain

dy (V35X (AL, V55 (Aly)) <2D + dx (V{3 (0), V5 (0)) +2D + |Aly — Al
(37) <4D +2D +8D < 14D.

By using assumption (c) and the characterisation of the distance on horospherical products we have

Al
—D + 1—01 SdM(VZI(All)’ VZZ(All))

<dx (V31 (A1), V35 (AlD) +dy (Va1 (Aly), Vo (ML)

— Ah(Va1(Aly), Vaa(Aly)) + M (<)  (by Theorem 1.11)
<dx (VSX(Aly), VE(AL)) 42D + M (by inequality (34))
<16D + M (by inequality (37)),

which provides us with A/; <10(16D + M + D) = 170D + 10M . We have

dy (@ a) < dx @, vE©0) + dx (VX (©0), VX (0)) + dx (V55 (0), a¥)
< dx (VE©0), VX (AL)) + dx (VX (AL, VX (0)) + 2D
<2D 4 170D + 10M +2D < 174D 4+ 10M  (by inequality (35)).

From this inequality we deduce that |h(a1) —h(az)| < 174D + 10M =<4 D. Similarly we deduce
dy (b1 by ) <sa D:
|h(b1) — h(b2)| Zpa D. O

Four points which satisfies the assumption of Proposition 2.11 are called a coarse vertical quadrilateral
with nodes of scale D.

2.4 Orientation and tetrahedric quadrilaterals

From now on we fix a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry @ : X <Y — X < Y. Let us consider a tetrahedric
configuration consisting of two points on an X -horosphere, each connected by vertical geodesic segments
to two points on a Y -horosphere, forming a total of four points and segments.

The following Proposition 2.13 states that if two points on an X -horosphere are sufficiently far from
each other, if two points on an Y -horosphere are sufficiently far from each other and if the vertical
geodesic segments have e-monotone images under a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry @, then all the images of the
vertical geodesic segments by ® share the same orientation.
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We first show that their exists a constant M (k, ¢, ><) such that the concatenation of two consecutive
e-monotone quasigeodesic segments sharing the same orientation is an M e-monotone quasigeodesic
segment. This result will only be used in the proof of Proposition 2.13.

Lemma2.12 Letk>1,¢>0,D>0,6>0,T > % andlety:[0, T]— XY andy’:[0, T]— XY
be two e-monotone, (k, ¢)-quasigeodesic segments such that

(1) orientation(y) = orientation(y’);
(2) doa(y(T),y'(0)) = D.
Lety :[0,2T] — X <Y be the concatenation of y and y’', that is,

_r@® ift €[0,T],

(38) YO=\Va—T) ifteIT.27T].

Then there exists M (k, c, D,1<) such that y is an M e-monotone, (k, M eT )-quasigeodesic segment.

Proof We can assume without loss of generality that y and y’ are upward oriented, we first show that
there exists M (k, ¢, ><) such that J is M e-monotone. Let t1, 1, € [0,27] such that (¥ (t1)) = h(Y(£2)).
If both #; and #, are in [0, T'] or both are in T, 2T], there is nothing to do since y and y’ are e-monotone.
Then we can assume without loss of generality that 1 € [0, T] and t, € |T,2T]. Since y is upward
oriented we have h(y(0)) < h(y(T)), therefore, because y is e-monotone and continuous, we have

(39 h(y(t1)) < h(y(T)) + keT + ¢ <h(y(T)) + 2keT,

otherwise, by continuity there exists #{ in [0,#1] such that 2(y(¢;)) = h(y(T)) contradicting the &-
monotonicity. Two cases arise:

(@) Ah(y'(t2—T),y'(0)) < 2keT;
(b) Ah(y'(t2—T),y’(0)) > 2keT.

Let us consider the first case (a). We know that 2(y(t1)) = h(¥(t1)) = h(¥(t2)) = h(y’(t2 — T)) and that
Ah(y(T),y’(0)) < D. Then by the triangle inequality we have

Ah(y(t), y(T) = Ah(y'(t2 = T), y(T)) < Ah(y'(t2 = T).y'(0)) + Ah(y'(0), y(T)) < 2keT + D.

According to Corollary 2.7, h is a (k, M eT)-quasi-isometry along e-monotone quasigeodesics. Hence

|ty —T| <kAh(y(t1), y(T)) + MeT < (2k? + M)eT + kD < (4k* + M)eT (by assumption on T);
lta—T| <kAh(Y'(t2—T),y'(0)) + MeT < (2k* + M)eT.

Therefore by the triangle inequality we obtain |t; — 2| < (3k% + M)e(2T).
We consider now the second case (b). By Corollary 2.7, & is a (k, M eT)-quasi-isometry, therefore

1
Ah(y (2 =T),y'(0)) > |l —T|—MeT.
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Furthermore, y’ is upward oriented, hence we have that /2(y’(0)) < h(y’(t2 — T')), otherwise, as for y, by
continuity one can construct ¢} € [t2, T 4 T'] contradicting the e-monotonicity of y’. Hence we have

hO/ (62~ T)) = hy' ) + i~ T| = MeT,
In combination with inequality (39) it provides us with
h(y(t1)) < h(y(T)) +eT <h(y'(0)) + D +¢T
<h@y'(t-T))— %|t2 —T|+D+ (14 M)eT.

However h(y(t1)) = h(y’(to —T)) by definition of #; and 7,, therefore 0 < —%|tz —T|+D+ 1+ M)eT,
which gives
(40) lto—T| <1+ M)keT +kD <3MkeT.
Hence

Ah(Y (t2—=T),7'(0)) < doa(y' (12— T), ¥ (0) < k|t —T|+ ¢ < BMk> + 1)eT.
Since h(y'(t; — T)) = h(y(t1)), thanks to the triangle inequality we obtain

Ah(y(t), y(T)) < Ah(y(t1),y'(0)) + Ah(y'(0), y(T))

(41) < (BMk?>+1)eT + D < BMk? +2)eT.

Both inequalities (40) and (41) in combination with the fact that / is a (k, M eT)-quasigeodesic segment
provide us with

ti—ta| = |61 =T |+ |T —t2] <k(3Mk? +2)eT + MeT +3MkeT

9O%k3M
<9k3MeT <

e2T) (sincek>1, M >1).

. ~ . 3
In the view of cases (a) and (b) we conclude that y is 9k2M £-monotone.

To prove that ¥ is a (k, 3M eT')-quasigeodesic segment, we must check the upper-bound and lower
bound required. Let t1,7, € [0,27], as for the e-monotonicity property, since y and y’ are (k,c)-
quasigeodesics, we can assume that 7 € [0, 7] and 15 € ]T, 2T']. By the triangle inequality, the upper-bound
is straightforward:

dsa(7(11). 7(12)) = doa(y (t1). ¥ (12 = T))
< doa(y (1), Y(T) + dsa(y(T), ¥'(0)) + dia(y'(0), ¥ (t2 = T))
<k(T—t))+c+D+k(ta—-T)+c
=klta—t1|+2c+ D
<k|ta —t1|+3¢T (by the assumed lower bound on 7).

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



892 Tom Ferragut

The last inequality holds because y and y’ are (k, ¢)-quasigeodesics. To prove the lower-bound we will
proceed similarly as for the e-monotonicity. We have

doa(Y(t1), 7(12)) = dpa(y (11), ¥ (12 — T))
> Ah(y(t1),y'(t2—T)) (since h is Lipschitz).

Similarly to inequality (39) we have
(42) h(y'(ty—T)) = h(y'(0)) — 2keT.
Therefore
Ah(y(t1),y'(t2—=T)) = h(y'(t2 = T)) = h(y(11))
= (h(y'(ta=T)) +T) = h(y'(0) + h(y'(0)) = h(y(T)) + h(y(T)) — (h(y(t1)) — T) — 4keT

= [(h(y' (2 =T)) +&T) = h(y'O)| + |h(y(T)) = (h(y(t1)) = €T)| + h(y'(0)) = h(y(T)) — 4keT
(by inequalities (39) and (42))

> ‘h()/(lz -T))— h()/(O))! + |h(y(T)) — h(y(tl))| — D —8keT (by the triangle inequality)
> %|z2 —T|—MeT + %|T —t1|—MeT — D —8keT (because h is a (k, M eT)-quasigeodesic).
Hence
doa(V(11), 7(12)) = Al(y(11), ¥ (12— T))
> (12 —10) D — (M +8K)ET = 11y —11) ~ MeT,
for M’ a constant depending on k, ¢, D and ><. This is the lower-bound we expected and proves that ¥
is a (k, M'eT)-quasigeodesic. O

Proposition 2.13 Leth € R andletk > 1,¢c>0ande > 0. Let ®: X <Y — X' Y’ be a (k,c)-
quasi-isometry. Let D > 1 and R > %. Fori,j € {1,2} let a;, b; be four points of X Y
satisfying d(ay,as) > 10kMeR + 2kc and d(b1,b;) > 10kMeR + 2kc, where M is the constant
involved in Lemma 2.12, and let V; ; : [0, R] — X <Y be four vertical geodesic segments linking the
D -neighbourhood of a; to the D -neighbourhood of b;, such that

e h(V11(0)) = h(V22(0)) = h(ar) = h(az) = h;

e h(V11(R)) = h(Vaa(R)) = h(b1) = h(b2) = h+ R;
* h(V12(0)) = h(V21(0)) = h;

e h(Vi2(R)) = h(V21(R)) = h + R;

e ®oVj ; is e-monotone.

Then
orientation(® o V11) = orientation(® o V55).
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Figure 11: Case (a) in the proof of Proposition 2.13.

Proof Up to the additive constant D, one can consider Vi 1 U V5 1 UV, 2 UV 5 as a coarse quadrilateral
composed with a; and b; as its vertices, and with V; ; as its edges. To make the proof easier to follow,
we shall use a vector of arrows to describe the orientations of the edges of the quadrilateral in play as

orientation(V1,1, V2,1, V2.2, Vi2) = (1. |, 1. ).

Similarly, we consider orientations of the image of V1,1 U V3 1 U V32 U Vi3 by ® as the successive
orientations of the paths ® o V; ;. We will proceed by contradiction to prove the lemma. Let us
assume that orientation(® o V1) # orientation(® o V5 ). We can assume without loss of generality that
orientation(®(V7,1)) = 1, therefore orientation(®(12,2)) = |. Hence there are four possible orientations
for <D(V1,1 Utz 1UVzU Vlﬁz)t

@ (.4, ® D, © (LD, @ (LD
Let us consider the case (a) (illustrated in Figure 11). We have

orientation(®(V2,1)) =1 and orientation(®(V1,2)) = 1.

Hence we have
orientation(®(V; 2)) = orientation(P(V7,1)) = orientation(P(12,1)).
Furthermore & is a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry and both V; 2(R) and V;,1(0) are close to a;, hence

dor (@(V1,2(R)), (V1,1(0))) <k2D +c.
Similarly we have
dor (P(V1,1(R)), ®(V2,1(0))) <k2D +c.
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Then by Lemma 2.12, there exists M (k, c,><) such that the concatenation of ®(V;2), ®(V1,1) and
®(V2,1) is an Me-monotone (k, M eT)-quasigeodesic. Therefore by Proposition 2.6, there exists a
constant M (k, ¢, ><) and a vertical geodesic segment V such that

(43) dut(V, ®(Vi2) U®(V1 1) UD(Va,1)) < MeR.

Furthermore, applying Proposition 2.6 on ® (1> ») provides us with the existence of a vertical geodesic
segment V' such that

44) dHff(V/, @(Vz’z)) < M¢eR.
Moreover dpq(V2,2(0), V2,1(R)) < 2D (the two points are close to az) and dsq(V2,2(R), V1,2(0)) <2D
(the two points are close to b;), and therefore V and V' are two vertical geodesics with endpoints
(k2D +¢) +2MeR close to ®(az) and ®(b;). Thereby, these two vertical geodesic segments stay close
to each other, we have
dusg(V, V') < (k2D +¢) + 2MeR <3Me (by assumption on R).
Then, we show by the triangle inequality that ®(ay) is close to ®(V3,2):
45)  do (D(a1), D(V2,2)) < dor (®(a1). V) + duee(V, V') + dyase(V', @(V2,2)) < SMeR.
However, the assumption d(ay,az) > 10k M eR + 2kc gives us that a; is sufficiently far from V5 5:
duq(ar, Va2(t)) = Ah(ay, Va2(1)) =1,
dN(al, Vz,z(l)) > dM(al,az) — d[><1((12, Vz,z(l‘)) > 10kMeR + 2kc —t
for all ¢ € [0, R]. Therefore
dpq/(q)(al), @(Vz,z(l‘))) > k_ld[x](al, Vz,z(t)) —C
- t +10kMeR + 2kc —t

2k
for all ¢ € [0, R], which contradicts inequality (45). Thereby, in case (a), ® o V7,1 and ® o V3 5 share the

—c=5MeR

same orientation.
The other three cases (b), (c) and (d) are treated similarly. We first show ®(V7,1UV, 1UV2 2UV] 5) isin
the M eR-neighbourhood of two vertical geodesic segments which, depending on the case, have endpoints

(b) close to ®(ay) and P(as);
(c) close to ©(by) and D(b3);
(d) close to ®(ap) and P(by).
Which, depending on the case, contradicts the fact that
(b) doa(b1, V22(1)) > SMeR;
(c) dpa(ar, V2,2(1)) > SMeR;
(d) dpa(b2,V1,1(2)) > 5MeR. |
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3 Measure and box-tiling
3.1 Appropriate measure and horopointed admissible space

In the setting of horospherical products, an important characteristic is that they are a union of products of
horospheres.

As such, if one wants to endow them with a measure, it makes sense that the measure should disintegrate
along these horospherical products, and should be related somehow to the measures and the geometries
of the initial spaces and its horospheres.

The properties we present are satisfied when our initial spaces are Riemannian manifolds for instance,
or graphs of bounded geometry. We will also see in Section 5 that Heintze groups are another set of

spaces which satisfies them, making our requirements sound.

Definition 3.1 (admissible horopointed measured metric spaces) Let (X, d) be a §-hyperbolic, Busemann,
proper, geodesically complete, metric space, and let a € dX be a point on the Gromov boundary of X.
A Borel measure pLX on X will be said (X, a) horo-admissible if and only if (E1), (E2) and (E3) are
satisfied:

(E1) (There exists a direction a € dX such that) /,LX is disintegrable along the height function A, that is,
for all z € R, there exists a Borel measure uX on X, = h~!(z) such that, for any measurable set 4 C X,

W= [ ez,
zeR
(E2) Controllable geometry for the measures 12X on horospheres, there exists Mo > 288§ such that
VX1, x2 € X, ey (Dao(X1)) <x i,y (Dt (x2)).
(E3) There exists m > 0 such that for all zg € R, and for all measurable sets U C X,
Vz<zo, e"C0TDUX(U) <y puf (w2 (V).

The space (X, a, d, 1) will be called a horopointed admissible metric measured space, or just admissible.

The assumption (E2), in combination with Lemma 1.8, provides us with a uniform control on the
measure of disks of any radius.

Lemma 3.2 Letr > M. Then for all x € X we have
Wh(x)(Dr(x)) <x e™2.

Proof The proof is illustrated in Figure 12. Let V, be a vertical geodesic line containing x and let
My > 2885 be the constant involved in assumption (E2). Let x; be the point of V5 at the height
h(x)+ % and let x5 be the point of Vy at the height h(x) + % Applying Lemma 1.8 with p = x,
zo =h(x) + # and z = h(x) provides us with

Dy (x) = Da(z9—z)—Mo(X) C Tp(x) (Do (X1)).
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h(x)

Figure 12: Proof of Lemma 3.2.

Similarly, applying Lemma 1.8 with p = x5, zo = h(x) + % and z = h(x) provides us with
Th(x)(Dmo(x2)) C Dy (x). Furthermore by assumption (E3) then assumption (E2) we have

r+Mg r
1o (Theo (Do (x1))) =x ™2 X (Do (x1)) <x €™,

r

since Mo depends only on X. Similarly we have ux h(x) (nh(x)(D Mo (xz))) "7, therefore by the two

previously obtained inclusions we have wp(x) (D (x)) <xx e™ 3, |

Heuristically, the next lemma asserts that the measure of the boundary of a disk is small in comparison
to the measure of the disk.

Lemma 3.3 Let My be the constant involved in assumption (E,) and let M be the constant involved in
Corollary 1.4. Let zg € R, xo € X, andC C X, be a set containing D p,,(xo) and contained in D2 pq,(x0).
Then for all z1 < zy, and for all r <2|zy —zg| —2Mo — M, we have

uE (It (7X(C))) = 15 (2 (0)).

This lemma might seem to contradict Lemma 3.2, however the r-interior of a disk of radius R is very
different from a disk of radius R —r on horospheres, for R sufficiently greater than r.

Proof Let us define J := Int, (nZX (C)). By definition we have
(46) XO\J :={x e} (C) | dx (x,7X(C)°) <r}.

At the height z1 + 7, let xq € nz 4z ©)\ nz +1 (J), then, at the height z1, there exists x| € 7} (C) \J
such that x; € V, 0 Furthermore by the characterlsatlon (46), there exists x), € JTX ©)¢ such that
d(xy,x5) <r. Then by Corollary 1.4, there exists M(8) such that

r r r
47) dx (Vxé (21 + E)’ Vi (21 + 5)) =dy (ng (21 + 5),)61) <M,
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with V., (z1+ %) Enm ZX] v (C)€. Therefore by the triangle inequality and Lemma 1.8

r r
d(x1, JTZ)€+%(XO)) > —d (xl, Vi, (21 + E)) + a’(Vx/2 (21 + 5), n2)€+£(x0))
> 2|ZO—21|—I’—M0—M.

Since last inequality holds for all x; € nz)erL ©)\ nngL (J), we have
2 2

D37z, |—r—M0—M(7T§€+§(x0)) C JT;f%(J)-
Therefore by Lemma 1.8
Dojzg—z, |~ Mo—M (T2 (x0)) C J.
Moreover, J C nz)g (C) C Dajzg—z,|+Mo (ng (x0)), hence by Lemma 3.2
nI(J) =x elPom2m <y )X (7 X (). o
In order to achieve a rigidity result on horospherical products, we will need another measure AX in the
same measure class as uX .

Definition 3.4 (measure A% of X) Let X be an admissible horopointed space. The measure AX on X is
defined from a set of weighted measures A on the level set X as

(1) forall z e R, AX :=e™? X,
(2) for all measurable sets A C X, AX (A4) := [, g AX(A;)dz,
where m is the constant involved in (E3).

For the log model of the hyperbolic plane, this measure AX turns out to be the Lebesgue measure
on R2, and the measure uX is the Riemannian area. Up to a multiplicative constant, the measure AX is
constant along the projections. By assumption (E3), the following property is immediate:

Property 3.5 For all measurable set U C X we have

(48) Vzr,z2 <h (U), AL (2, (U)) xx AL (72, (U)).

Otherwise stated we have the following relation between two push-forwards of the measure (n22)*k§2 =x
(Jrzl)*)@(l . They are push-forwards from a subset U of X to horospheres below U'.

Following the fact that height level sets of X <1 Y are direct products of horospheres, we define
disintegrable measures on the horospherical products from the disintegrable measures on X and Y. We
recall that

VzeR, (X<Y),=X,xY_,.

Definition 3.6 (measure 1 on X <1Y) Let (X, u%) and (Y, 1Y) be two admissible spaces. Then for all
measurable sets U C X >< Y, we define the measure &t on X <Y by

e V)= [ p¥ @l (W)
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For all measurable sets U C X <Y we have
ey ) = [ ( [ (Uzy)dufz@)) dz.
R yeY_.

where Uy := {x € X | (x,y) € U,}. (This measure might be not well defined.)

Remark 3.7 A couple (X, Y) of horopointed admissible spaces is called admissible if the measure pypqy
of Definition 3.6 is well defined.

From now on we fix four horopointed metric spaces X, X/, Y and Y’, with m > 0 (respectively m’, n, n’)
the constant of assumption (E3) for X (respectively X', Y, Y’). We will assume in Section 4.3 and
afterwards that (X, Y) and (X', Y’) are two admissible couples with m > n and m’ > n’.

We define similarly a measure Axsqy on X b<Y.

Definition 3.8 (measure A on X <tY) Let (X, #%) and (Y, 1Y) be two admissible spaces. Then, for all
measurable subsets U C X <Y,

Moy (U= [ X @7, U0z = [ 02X @t (U

For all measurable subsets U C X <Y we have

)LXNy(U)=/R(/ § Af(UZy)dkfz) dz.
MAS) -1

From now on, we will simply denote by u the measure (ypqy and by A the measure Ayqy.

3.2 Box-tiling of X

In this subsection we tile a proper, geodesically complete, Gromov hyperbolic and Busemann space X
with pieces called boxes. This is inspired from [8, Lemma 3.4], which constructs these tilings for trees
and the hyperbolic space.

Definition 3.9 (box at scale R) Let X be admissible horopointed space. Let My be the constant of (E2),
let R > 0, let x be a point of X and let C(x) be a subset of Xp(,) containing Dpz,(x) and contained
in D, (x). Then, the box B(x,C(x), R) is defined by

B(x,C(x), R) := U 72 (C(x)).
z€[h(x)—R,h(x)[

We will often omit the parameter C(x) in the notation of a box. Later we depict an appropriate choice
for these spaces C(x). The idea of the tiling is first to distinguish layers of thickness R, then to decompose
each of these layers into disjoint boxes using a tiling of disjoint cells C(x) as the top of these boxes. In the
log model of the hyperbolic plane, when the cell C(x) is a segment of an horosphere, the associated box
is a rectangle of R2. Eskin, Fisher and Whyte [8] tiled the hyperbolic plane with translates of such a
rectangle. However the space we consider might not be homogeneous, therefore we will tile Gromov
hyperbolic spaces with boxes which are generically not the translate of one another. We recall that N,
refers to the r-neighbourhood of a subspace.
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Figure 13: Box-tiling.

A subset of a metric space X is k-separated if and only if any two of its elements are at least at
distance k. A maximal such set for the inclusion is called maximal separating set. We shall denote
by D(X) such a set. The dependence of D(X) on k should be indicated; however, for simplicity and by
slight abuse of notation, we will omit this dependence.

One easily sees that a maximal separated set is then a k-covering. That is the union of the metric ball
of radius k centred at the points of D(X) cover the whole space.

To construct a box tiling, see Figure 13, of X we first fix a scale R > 0. Let My be the constant involved
in assumption (E2), then we chose a 2Mp-maximal separating set D(X,g) of the horospheres X, g, with
n € Z. Such maximal separating sets exist since X is proper and so are X,g. Let us call nuclei
the points in these maximal separating sets. For every nucleus x € D(X,g), we fix a cell C(x) such
that Dy, (x) C C(x) C Dapm,(x). Therefore, given two different nuclei x, x” € D(X,r), we have
D, (x) N Dy, (x") = @. We choose these cells such that they are p, g measurable and such that they
tile their respective horospheres:

Vnez, || ¢ =X
x€D(XnR)

As an example, one can take Voronoi cells
VC(x):={pe€ Xur|d(p,x)<d(p,x) forall x' € D(X,r)}.

These cells might not be disjoint, but a point p € X, g is contained in a finite number of Voronoi cells
since X is proper. Therefore, by choosing (for example thanks to an arbitrary order on D(X,g)) a unique
cell containing p, and removing p from the others, there exists a tiling of X, g by cells C(x).

Now, for all n € Z and for all x € D(X,g) we define the box B(x, R) at scale R of nucleus x by

B(x,R) := g 72 (C(x)).
ze[(n—1)R;nR[
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A C(XO)
h(xo)

h(x)

Figure 14: Proof of Lemma 3.10.

In this definition, we chose [(n — 1) R; nR[ for the boxes’ heights. It is an arbitrary choice, one could
prefer to use |(n — 1) R; nR] as these heights intervals. Moreover, to construct the horospherical product
of X and Y, we will use intervals of the form [...;...[for X and]...;...] for Y.

We recall that the cells C(x) tile the horospheres X, r. Furthermore there exists a unique vertical
geodesic ray leaving each point of X. Consequently we have a box tiling of X, at scale R,

(49) x=] |] BB

neZ xeD(X,R)

The next lemma explains that any box contains and is contained in metric balls of similar scales.

Lemma 3.10 There exists a constant M (X) such that for all x € X and r > M there exist two boxes
B(%) and B(3r) satisfying

B(%) C B(x,r) C BGr).
The proof is illustrated in Figure 14.

Proof Let C(x) be a subset of Xj(y) containing D(x, Mo) and contained in D(x,2My). Let us denote by
B(%) the box at scale % constructed from the cell C(x). For all x’ € B(%) let us denote by x” := Vy(h(x))
the point of Vs at the height i (x), we have

dx (x',x) <dx(x',x") +dx(x",x) < % +2Mo <r for r > 4M,,

which gives us that x” € B(x, r). To prove the second inclusion, let us denote by Vy the unique (since
X is Busemann convex) vertical geodesic ray leaving x. Let xo € im(Vy) such that h(xq) = h(x) + 2r
and C(xo) be a subset of Xjy,) containing D(xo, M) and contained in D(xo,2M). Then we claim that
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B(x,r) is included in the box at scale 3r constructed from the cell C(xg). Let x’ € B(x, r), we recall
that d, (x/, x) := dx (x’, x) — Ah(x’, x). By Lemma 1.5 we have that

d(V(h(x) +2r), Var (h(x) 4+ 2r)) < 968 = M

since r > dx (x', x) > %dr (x’, x) and since the distance between two vertical geodesics is decreasing in
the upward direction. Therefore Vs (h(x) 4+ 2r) € C(x¢). Furthermore

Ah(xg, x") < Ah(xg, x) + Ah(x, x") < 3r,
hence x’ € B(3r). O

3.3 Tiling a big box by small boxes
Let R > 0 and N € N. Our next result shows that a box at scale NR can be tiled with boxes at scale R.

Proposition 3.11 Let My be the constant of assumption (E2). Let R > 0 and N € N. Let BX be a box at
scale NR, and let us denote by h™ := h~(BX) the lowest height of BX . Then there exists a box tiling at
scale R of BX . Otherwise stated for all k € {1,..., N} there exists Dy (BX) C B,i(_JrkR such that

(1) for all x € Dy (BX), there exists a cell C(x) such that Dy (x) CC(x) C Dapy(x);

(2) we have |_[Y_, Llyen, sx) BX (x.C(x), R) = BX.
Proof To tile the box BX we first tile by cells all of its level sets at height A~ +kR. Letk € {1,..., N},
and let Dy (BX) be an 2M(-maximal separating set of Intaz, (B}}f_ 4+xgr)- Then

(1) for all x, x" € Dg(BX) with x # x’ we have D, (x) N Dpgy (x') = @5
() Ity (By- 44 ) € Uren, (%) D2no (%)

Furthermore Ay, (Intpy, (B,f_ Tk r) C B})f_ and for all x € Intyy, (Bff_ Tk g) We have the inclusion

+kR’

Dy (x) C B,)f_JrkR. Therefore
(50) || Pme@cBfyrc U Damo).
x€D (BX) x €D (BX)

For all x € Dy (BX), we define
C(x):={p € By—_xr | d(p.x) <d(p,x’) for all x' € D (B¥)}.

As discussed at the beginning of Section 3.2, these cells might intersect each other on their boundaries.
However, a point contained in different cells can be removed in all of them except one, making them
disjoint. The choice of cells on which we remove boundary points can be made thanks to an arbitrary
order on the finite set Dy (B%).

By the inclusions (50), for all x € D (BX) we have Dy, (x) CC(x) C D3pg,(x) and

L] =8
x€Dk (BX)
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Furthermore, since vertical geodesic rays are uniquely determined by their starting point (because X is
Busemann), a tiling with cells provides us with a box tiling

|| B*&x.co).R) = U BX.
X€Dk (BX) ze€lh—+(k—1)R;h—+kR[
Taking the union on k € {1,..., N} provides us with the conclusion. |

3.4 Box-tiling of X b« Y

The boxes B of a horospherical product X >< Y are constructed as the horospherical products of boxes
BX < BY . Therefore they induce a tiling of X t<1Y. Such boxes are illustrated by Figure 15.

Definition 3.12 (box of X b« Y at scale R) Let X and Y be two admissible spaces. A set BC X <Y is
called a box at scale R of X > Y if there exists BX a box at scale R of X and BY a box at scale R of Y
such that

(1) h=(BY) = —h*(BY);
(2) B:=BY B ={(x.y) € BY x B | hx (x) = —hy (y)}-
Let us point out that in the last definition, the box of Y is in fact defined by
&) B'ov.R= | meo).
z€]—nR;(1—n)R]

This choice on the boundaries of the height intervals allows a precise match for the height inside the
two boxes. Furthermore, one can see that given a box-tiling of X and a box-tiling of Y, the natural
subsequent tiling on X x Y provides the box tiling of X < ¥ by restriction.

Proposition 3.13 (box-tiling of X <Y at scale R) Let X and Y be two admissible spaces. Let R be a
positive number and let us consider the two box tilings, of X and Y,

x=] || B*«.m: vy=|] || B0.R.
neZ xeD(Xnr) n€Z yeD(YnR)

Then the boxes of X ><1Y constructed from boxes at opposite height in X and Y are a box tiling of X <Y .
We have

XeaY = | | | BX(x, Ry<1BY (y, R).
n€Z (x,y)eD(XnR)XD(XY(1—n)R)
Proof Let us consider the box tilings, of X and Y,
x=|]| || B«r: vy=|]| || B0.R.
neZ xeD(XnuRr) n€Z yeD(YuRr)
We first show that the intersection of two distinct boxes is empty. Let ny,n € R, x1 € D(X,,R),

X2 € D(Xu,yR)s Y1 € D(Y(1—pn,)R) and y2 € D(X(1—pn,)R) such that (x1, y1) # (x2, y2). Then we have
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A

BY

Figure 15: Boxin X Y.

either x; # x5 or y1 # y». Let us consider the case x1 # x5, then BX (x1, R) # BX (x2, R), and since
they are two tiles of the box tiling of X, we have BX (x1, R) N BX (x2, R) = &. Therefore

V(pi¥, p¥) e BX(x1, Ry BY (31, R), Y(pX,pY) e BX(x2, R)aBY (32, R), pff # p¥.
Hence (pf(, pf) %+ (pgf, pg), which gives us
(BX(x1, R) =<1 BY (y1, R)) N (BX (x2, R) < BY (2, R)) = @.

The case when y; # y, provide us with the same conclusion. Then we prove that the whole space X <Y
is covered by the horospherical product of boxes. Let p = (pX, p¥) € X s« Y. There exists n € Z such
that (n —1)R < h(p) < nR, hence there exist x € D(X,g) and y € D(¥(_,)g) such that pX e BX(x,R)
and p¥ € BY (y, R). Therefore p € BX (x, R) <« BY (y, R). |

3.5 Measure of balls, boxes and neighbourhoods

The results of this section focus on estimates on the measure p of balls and boxes.

Lemma 3.14 There exists M (<) such that for all r > M and all box BB at scale r of X ><xY we have
(52) w(B) =xpq ™.

Proof Without loss of generality we can assume that () = [0; r[. Let us denote by CX the cell of BX
and CY the cell of BY . Then

r r
p®) = [ neBdz = [ pFEORLEY e since B = BX xBY.)
0 0
r
=g /0 eMr=2) T (Vi ,ug (cY)dz (by assumption (E3) and definition of boxes)

-
=pq ™’ / e¢® ™74z (by Lemma 3.2)
0

mr nr

e —e
— <iq emr.

m-—n
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1

However m > n, hence for r > =

we have %e’"’ > ¢"T . Therefore

emr _enr emr

>
m—n ~ 2(m—n
Combining Lemmas 3.10 and 3.14 we get the next corollary.

Corollary 3.15 There exists M (<) such that for any r > M and any p € X 1Y we have
(53) €2 <o W(B(p. 1)) <pa &7
Therefore we have the following estimate between ball measures, which corresponds to [8, Lemma 5.2].

Corollary 3.16 There exists M (<) such that, for any r > 2ry > M and for all p;, pp € X <Y,

exp(glr2 —rilm)u(B(p1.r1)) < u(B(p2.r2)) < exp(6lra —r1|m)u(B(p1.r1)).
Corollary 3.17 There exists M (<) such that, for any r, > ry > M and forall A C X <Y,
PNy (4)) Zoa 2717 (NG (A)).
Furthermore, if there exists z € R such that A C X, we have

Ny (A)) =< oz (Nt (A) N X).

In particular, forall p € (X 1Y),

w(B(p, M)) <pq iz (Dpr(p)).

Proof Since X p«Y is a proper metric space. By a covering lemma of [15], there exists aset Z C 4
such that

(1) the balls B(p, ry1) for p € Z are pairwise disjoint;
(2) we have the inclusions
| | B(p.rv) c N () € () B(p.5r).
pEZ pPEZ
Therefore Ny, (4) CU,pez B(p,5r1 + (r2 —1r1)).
Moreover, if A C X, for ri1 = M we have
L| Dy (p) cNm(A) N Xz € | Dsum(p),
PEZ pPEZ

andforall pe Z, u;(B(p,5M)) <pq 1 <pq tz(Dspr(p)). Hence
1N (A)) <sa Y 1(B(p,5M))

pPEZ

=g Z Hz(Dspr(p)) <pa bz Np (4) N X 7). o
pPEZ
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A (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry ® : X 1Y — X' <Y’ “quasi”-preserves the measure p.

Lemma 3.18 For all (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry ® : X <Y — X’ > Y’ and for all measurable subsets
U C XY we have

1 WNee+1) (U)) ke LN(R(U))).

Proof Since X >V is a proper metric space, by a classical covering lemma of [15] there exists a set
Z C U such that

(1) the balls B(p, k(c + 1)) for p € Z are pairwise disjoint;

(2) we have the inclusions

L] Bp-k(c+1) CNiern(U) € | Bp. Sk(c +1).
peZ peZ

Since @ is a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry,
(1) the balls B(q, 1) for g € ®(Z) are pairwise disjoint;
(2) we have the inclusions
| | B@.vcm@wyc () B@.5k*c+1)+o).
q€®(2) qed(2)

Furthermore, for all p € Z we have
1(B(p, 1) =sa 1 =oar w(B(P(p), 1) =k e o (B(P(p), 5k> (¢ + 1) +¢)),
hence (Ni(e4+1)(U)) Sk e.00 #Z S e (N1 (D(V))). O

3.6 Set of vertical geodesics

Since X is a Gromov hyperbolic, Busemann space, for any x € X, there exists a unique vertical geodesic
ray starting from x in X, therefore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between portions of vertical
geodesic rays in a box BX, and the points at the bottom of BX. A vertical geodesic segment of BX is
defined as the intersection of a vertical geodesic and BX . We recall that vertical geodesics are parametrised
by arclength by their height.

Let BX be a box at scale R of X. Let us denote by VB the set of vertical geodesic segments of 5. A
geodesic segment v € VBX intersects only in one point x the bottom of BX, and v is the only vertical
geodesic segment of V BX intersecting x by the Busemann assumption on X .

Definition 3.19 (measure 7 on VBX) Let BX be a box at scale R of X. The measure 77)‘56 + on VBX is
defined on all measurable subset U C VBX by

(54) sy (U) = A5 sy (ly (A= (B¥)) |y € U}).
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In particular, we say that U is measurable if {y(h~(BX)) | y € U} is measurable. Since the measure A
is almost constant along projections, the measure on the set of vertical geodesic segment is related to the
height of the boxes. Specifically we show that up to a multiplicative constant, the measure of a box is
equal to the measure of its set of vertical geodesic segments multiplied by its height, as for rectangles
in R2. In the sequel we might omit the index of the measure n%.

Property 3.20 Let BX be a box at scale R of X and let us define 4~ := h~(BX) and ht := h T (BY).
We have, for all z € [h~, h™],

(D) 7* (VBX) =<x AF (BY) =x e

2) AX(BX) <x RAX(BX) <x Rn¥ (VBX) <x Re™"" .

Proof Letx € X be such that C(x) is the cell of BX. We know that D My(x) CC(x) C Dapy(x), hence
by Lemma 3.2 we have

(55) My (€() =x 1.
Then
X (VBX) =4 BXnh™ (k7)) (by definition)

JF
=x A (BY) =x A5 (C(x) =x ™" 11 (C(x))  (by Property 3.5)

=x emh+

which proves the first point. The second point follows from the fact that the measures A, are constant by
projections on height level sets, up to the multiplicative constant M (X):
hT ht
AX(BX) = / AXBX nhl(z)dz = f A X (rz(C(x))) dz
h - h
=x /h— A;ﬁr (C(x))dz (by Property 3.5)

=x RAX, (C(x)) =x Re™". O

A vertical geodesic V = (VX, VY) C X >aY is a couple of vertical geodesics of X and Y. Therefore,
there is a bijection between the set of vertical geodesic segments VB of a box B := BX »<x BY and
VBX xVBY.

Definition 3.21 Let B be a box at scale R of X b< Y. We define the measure ny 5 on VI as
(56) VB =T ex ®Nypr-

In the notation of measures on sets of vertical geodesic segments, we might omit the reference to
the corresponding sets. The measures 1y g, respectively r){,(BX, nIY/BY’ will simply be denoted by 7,
respectively n%, nY.
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Proposition 3.22 For each box B at scale R of X <Y we have, forall z1,z € [h™, h"'[,
(1) n(VB) =pq e e <, AX (BN, (BY,,);

—Z2\T 22

(2) A(B) =<pa RN(VB) =<pq RAX (BX)AY_(BY ).

—Z) —Z
Proof The first point follows from Definition 3.21 and Property 3.20 applied on BX and BY . The proof
of the second point is similar to the proof of Property 3.20:

"X @Y (X x BY WYX XY (¥
B = [T X @A B xBY)dz = [T AX BB, dz
ht
~pd /h— th—(B;}f—)/\}_’hﬁL(Bfﬁ)dz (by Property 3.5)
ht
=pq fh_ X (VBX)nY (VBY)dz  (by definition of )

ht
~oe n(VB) /h_ 1dz = Ry(VB).

Then applying twice Property 3.20 provides us with the result. |

Let B be a box at scale R. Let z € [h~(B); A" (B)[ and let U C B,. Then we denote by Vz(U) the set
of vertical geodesic segments of V' B intersecting U. It is in bijection with

{(x,y) € BE xBY g | (nf (x). n¥,(»)) e U}.

We need the following property stating that the measure of a given subfamily of vertical geodesics can
be computed on any level of our box.

Property 3.23 Let B be a box at scale R of X Y. Then, for all z € [A~(B); ™ (B)[ and for all
measurable subsets U, C B,

n(Va(Uz)) <pq Az(Uz).

Proof Without loss of generality we can assume that [h~(B); A*(B)[ = [0 : R[. By definition we have

n(Vs(Uz))

= /xOEB())( /yoeBZRl{(X’Y)GBé(XBZRI(nZX(x),ni(z(y))euz}(xo, yo)dAY pd 2§

N /xoezsgf /yoeB{Rle (5 (x0). ¥, (yo))d A pdAf

~ Jxoen ( /yeBZZlUZ (X (x0), 1)) Y ) A2 (with a pushforward of 2 ¢ by xY,)
= yeBzZ( fxoeBgluz (7 (x0). ) A5 )d((nfz)*xf g) (by Fubini’s theorem)

B yeBZZ( /xesgflUZ &, y)d((nz)*kg))d((”zz)*/\zk) (with a pushforward of AY by 7X)

=g / / 1y, (x, y)dkfd)&{z (by using Property 3.5 twice)
yeBY_ JxeBX
=pq AZ(UZ) O
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3.7 Projections of set of almost full measure

Let us denote by pX : XY — X, (x,y) — x,and by p¥ : X ba¥Y — X, (x, y) — y, the projections
on the two coordinates of X Y. We also denote by slight abuse the projection on a set of vertical
geodesic segments pX : VB — VBX, (vX,v¥) > vX,and pX : VB — VBY, X, v¥) > vY. Givena
subset U C B, we might simply denote by U<, respectively U? , its projection on X, respectively on Y,
and similarly for subsets of V' B.

In this section, we show that if a subset of a box has almost full measure, then most of the fibres with
respect to these projections also have almost full measure.

Let 0 <o <1, let V1 C VB be a measurable subset (it will be chosen later as a subset of small measure,
containing “bad” vertical geodesics). Let us define, for all vX € VBX,

GY ¥y =Y evBY | ¥, vY) e Vo) = pY (P ') N (VB\ W),
GX =X e VBX [0V (GY (X)) > (1 - Va)n" (V).

The set GX is the set of vertical geodesics in V BX whose fibres have almost full intersection with V B\ V7.
The following lemma asserts that almost all fibres have almost full intersection with VB \ V.

Lemma 3.24 Let0 <o <1 and let V| C V BB be a measurable subset such that n(V1) < an(V B). Then
¥ (G*) = (1- Vo)X (VBY).
Proof By construction we have

U c¢'e=ws\m.

vXeVBX

To prove the lemma we proceed by contradiction. Let us assume that n% (GX) < (1 —Ja )nX (VBX).
Then

X (VBX\ GX) > JanX (v BY).

Therefore
100 = [ 1r@ane)

VB

:/ / 1V1(vX,vY)dnY(vY)an(vX) (by definition of 7)
VvBX JVBY

= / / Lysrr xy @) dnY @) dn® v¥)  (by definition of G¥ (v¥))
vBX JvBY

- / 7’ (VBY\ GY %)) dn¥ (%)
VBX

> / 7 (VBY\ GY (%)) di¥ (0%).
VBX\GX
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Furthermore, when vX € VBX \ GX we have that n¥ (GY (vX)) < (1 — ﬁ)nY(VBY), and hence
Y (VBY \ GY (vX)) > Jan¥ (VBY). Therefore
000z [ e v e %)
VBX\GX

> Jan' (VB )X (vBX\ G¥)

> JaJant (VB )X (VBX) (by the contradiction assumption)

>an(VB) (since VB is a product),
which contradicts (V1) < an(VB). a

In the previous lemma we only used the fact that the set of vertical geodesic segments V' B was the
product of its projections endowed with a product measure 7. We will use it once again on the product of
two measured spaces endowed with a product measure in the proof of Proposition 4.7.

We recall that for any U C X <Y we define VB(U) :={v € VB |im(v) N U # @}. Similarly for all
Vi C VB we define Vi(U) :={v € V7 |im(v) N U # @}.

The next lemma is a local version of Lemma 3.24. Let V7 C VB. Let M > 0 be a constant, leta € B
and let us define VD := VB(D(a)) and Vi D := V(D (a)). For all v = (vX, vY¥) € V3, let us define

EY (%)= {7 e VDY | 0¥ ") eiDy = )T 0 M) n1iD):
F¥ =X e vDX [ 9" (EY v%)) = V" (vDT)}.
Lemma 3.25 LetO <o < 1. Ifn(V1 D) <an(VD) then
(57) n* (F¥) < Van* (vD¥).
Proof Let us proceed by contradiction. We assume that
(58) X (F%) > Jan® (vD).
Then we have

1010) = |

vXeVDX

= / / 1EY(UX)(UY) d?’]Y d?’}X
vXeVDX JvYeVDY

= / r)Y(EY (vX)) an (by the definition of EY (vX))
vXeVDX

/ 1y, 0¥, 0¥ ) dyY dn¥
vYevVDY

> / r)Y(EY(vX)) an (since FX c VDX)
vXeFX
> JanX (vDX)Jant (VDY) > an(vD),
which contradicts assumption on VD. Hence n* (FX) < Jan®X (VDX). O
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The following lemma asserts that for almost all points of the box, almost all vertical geodesics passing
through the disc Dpy,(x) do not belong to V7.
Lemma 3.26 There exists a constant 0 < o(><t) < 1 such that for all 0 < a < o (<) the following statement
holds. Let My be the constant involved in assumption (E2) and let B be a box at scale R. If V1 C VB
satisfies n(V1) < an(V B), then

Vi(Dpg, (x
(59 )t({xe8| n(V1(Dpy(x)))
n(VB(DMo (x)))
Proof Without loss of generality we may assume that 2(B) = [0; R[. Let us define
n(Vi(Dy(x))) - ai}
n(VB(Dpt(x)))
We proceed by contradiction, let us assume that A(U) > oe%k(B). In this case there exists z € [0; R][

such that A, (U;) > a%AZ(Bz). Let U] C U, be a 2M, maximal separating set of U;. We have that
|_|er2/ D, (x) is a disjoint union and that U, C UerZ’ D, (x). Then we have

Az (D, (x))
Az(D2m, (X))

N

>o

}) < Qi A(B).

(60) U={xeB|

AZ( | DMO(x)) = 3 D) = 3 Ax(Dagrg ()

xeU} xeU} xeU}

= Z Az(Dap,(x)) (by Lemma 3.2)

xeU}
> Az( U DZMO(x)) > A (Uz)
xeU}
(61) > a%/\Z(Bi) (by assumption on U;).

However Vx € U] we have n(V1(Da, (x))) > a%n(VB(DMO (x))), therefore

n(Vl( U DMO(x))) >ain(vs( U DMO(x)))

xeU; xeU}

= a‘l*/lz( U Dy, (x)) (by Property 3.23)

xeU}
11 . .
>a%ai);(B) = /ar;(B) (by inequality (61))

=pq Van(VB) (by Property 3.23).

Since n(Vy) > n(Vl (UerZ/ Dy, (x))) and since y/a > M(><)a for a < #, it contradicts the assump-

tions of the lemma. O

Let us point out that in this lemma, we first showed that on a fixed level-set, most of its point were
surrounded by almost only of vertical geodesic not in V. This remark will be relevant in the proof of
Proposition 4.7.
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The next three lemmas are estimates on the quantity of Y -horospheres satisfying specific properties.
They are used in Section 4.4. Let BB be a box, x € BX, let U C B and let us denote by

Hy = {x}aBY ={(x.y) |y € BY, h(y) = —h(x)} = (p*) 7' ()
a Y -horosphere of B. Let us define
EY(x):={yeB |(x.y) e U= pY ¥ ' (x)NU°) = (H, nU)*;

R
EX .= lyeBX kzh(x)(EY(x)) > JaAY (HY) and h(x) = h=(BX) + (-

The set EX is in bijection with the “bad” Y -horospheres H above the middle of B, the ones which
have more than /o fraction of their measure AY in U°€.

The following lemma asserts that almost all Y -horospheres in the upper half of the box are good
Y -horospheres.

Lemma 3.27 If A(U) > (1 —a)A(B) with 0 < « < 1, then we have
AX(EX) < JarX (B%).

Proof Without loss of generality we can assume that #(B) = [0; R[. We proceed by contradiction, let us
assume that AX (EX) > /aAX (BX). Then we compute the measure of U°:

R R
AU = / AreAY (Ufdz = / /X/\ZZ({y eY_,|(x,y) eULY)dAX (x)dz (by definition)
0 0 Bz
R
=/ /XAZZ((HX NUSY)dAX (x) dz
0o JB
R
> / / X)LZZ((HX NUSY)dAX (x)dz (since EX c BY)
o JE:
R
> Ja /0 [ /E XAZZ(H,X ydaX (x)] dz  (by the definition of EX)
R z
= ﬁ/ [)L{Z(BZZ))\;X(Ef)] dz (by the definition of Hy)
0

> ﬁﬂ/()RAZZ (BZZ)Af(Bf) dz > aA(B) (by assumption on EX),
which contradicts the assumption on U. a
For all U C B we define the shadow of U, denoted by Sh(U), as
Sh(U) := {p € B|3V € VB containing p and intersecting U on a point p’ such that 2(p’) > h(p)}.
For S a subset of X, we shall call the large Y -horosphere (see Figure 16) the subset Hg defined by
Hg:=SaY = (pX)71(S).
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Figure 16: Large X-horosphere in X 0<Y.

Let M, be the constant involved in assumption (E2). Let us denote by FX c BX the subset

R

FX = Yx € BY | A(Sh(Hp,, (x)) NU®) > ¥ A(Sh(Hp,, (x)) and h(x) = h™(BX) + >0

The set FX is in bijection with the “bad” Y -horospheres H that are above the middle of the box B.
By “bad” we mean the ones which have more than a# fraction of the measure A of their shadow in U°.

In the following lemma, we show that the shadow of almost all the Y -horospheres in the upper half of
the box have almost full measure.

Lemma 3.28 There exists a constant 0 < o(><t) < 1 such that for all 0 < & < «(><1) the following statement
holds. If A(U) > (1 —a)A(B), then we have

AX(FX) < a1 20X (BX).
Proof Without loss of generality we can assume that #(B) = [0; R[. We proceed by contradiction, let us
assume that AX (F¥X) > ai )X (BX). Therefore, there exists zg € [%, R[ such that
AX(FX) = 002X (BX).
Let Z be a 2Mjp-maximal separating subset of F Z)g . Then we have
AU®)

> /\(Sh( | | HDMO(x)) N UC) =Y A(Sh(Hp,, (x)) NU€) (since this is a disjoint union)

xeZ xeZ

> oF Z A(Sh(HDMO(x))) =g oF Z ZO/\zo(HDMO(x)) (by definition of Fz)g and Property 3.5).

xeZ xeZ
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However A, (HDM ) = (DM0 (x)))L_ZO (B_ZO) since HDMO(x) Dy (x) x B_ZO, hence
MU Za e 2o > A% (Dagg (DAL, (BY,)
xeZ
1
3 a4zo)&{ —20) Z )L o(D2my(x))  (by Lemma 3.2)
xX€Z
>« @iz OA_ZO(B_ZO ( U DzMO(X)) > a4ZO)LYZO(B_ZO))LX (FX) (by definition of Z)
x€Z
> aia %Zo)t_ZO (B_ZO))L (B ,) (by assumption on FZ)(‘:)
R
> f )L_ZO _ZO))L = 2[1(8) (since zo > 3 and by Proposition 3.22),

which contradicts the assumptions on U for o < |

1
M()2

The following lemma asserts that the projection on a level-set of almost all the Y -horospheres have
almost full measure.

Lemma 3.29 If A(U) > (1 — a)A(B), then there exists a constant M (<) such that for any large Y -
horosphere HDMO (x) With x € By \ Fy as in Lemma 3.28, and for 1 > Mp > Mzoz% > 0, there exists P a
level set of the height function in B, such that

1
Anpy(P NSh(Hp,, (x)) NU€) Zoa ¥ Appy(P NSh(Hp,, (x))-

Furthermore, P can be chosen such that pR < dyq(P, H) < 2pR.

Proof We proceed by contradiction. Let us assume that such a plane P does not exist. Computing the
measure A of Sh(HDMO ) VU N Biu(e)—2pR:h(H)—pR] contradicts the fact that

1
A(Sh(Hp,,, (x)) NU€) < a*A(Sh(Hp,, (x)))-

Indeed, we show the contradiction using Property 3.5 and because we integrate on a sufficiently large
portion of [0, R] (p > Moz%). m|

In the following lemma we show that almost all level-sets admit a point with large X -horospheres and
Y -horospheres.

Lemma 3.30 There exists a constant 0 < o(><t) < 1 such that for all 0 < a < o (<) the following statement
holds. Let U C B be such that A\(U) > (1 —«)A(B). Then there exists U’ C U such that

(1) AU > (1—a#)A(B);

(2) forall z € h(U’) there exists (xo,z, yo,z) € U} such that for all (x1, y1) € U}, we have (x1, yo,z) € U,
and (X(),Z, y1) € Uz/.

Proof We may assume without loss of generality that 2(5) = [0, R[. Let us define
1
Hy :={z € [0, R[[ A (Uz) = (1 —a#)A;(B:)}.
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Then we claim that Leb(Hy ) > (1 — a%)R. To prove this claim we proceed by contradiction. Let us
assume that Leb(Hy ) < (1 —a%)R. Then Leb([0, R[\ Hy) > a*R. Furthermore, for all z € [0, R[\ Hy
we have A, (Uy) < (1 —a#)A;(B,), hence

1
(62) Az(Bz\Uz) > a4 d;(B;).
Therefore, by computing the measure of B\ U we have

)&(B\U)=/z [AZ(BZ\UZ)dZZ/Z Az(Bz\U;)dz

&((0.R[\Hy)
@il (B;)dz (by inequality (62))

€[0,R

>

-/Zé([O,R[\HU)
>x a%)&(B) (by the contradiction assumption and Property 3.5),

which contradicts the assumption on U for o small enough. Hence Leb(Hy ) > (1 — a%)R.
Let us define, for z € [0; R,

U :i={xeBX|(x.y)eU}; H:={ze[0,R[|3yeBY,, AXU?)>(1-an)AXBX)).

—Zz

In particular, for all y € BY _ we have U” C UX, and, by the definition of A,

AMU) = 2X@W.
w) /ze[o,R[/yeBZZ : (U7

We claim that Leb(H) > (1 — a%)R. To prove this claim, we also proceed by contradiction. Let us
assume that Leb(H) < (1 — a%)R. Then Leb([0, R[\ H) > ¥ R. Furthermore for all z € [0, R[\ H we

have that
VvyeBY_ . AXU?) < (1-a®)AXBY).

—Z

Y

—Z

Therefore, by the definition of U, we have that, Vy € B
(63) M (tr e BY | () ¢ UD = 02X (B,
Hence, by computing the measure of B\ U we have
)LBU:/ / AW xeUX | (x.y)¢UDAAY,d
B\ = [ o) e M e UF e gupalia:

> M (xeUf|(x.y)¢UHdAY,d
2 [ cornm Jresr A3 A € UK 1r) g UD AL dz

1 . .
> /26([0 R[\H)/yeBY 014)@( (B;X) d/\{Z dz (by inequality (63))

AY B A K (BY) dz

4
/ze([O,R[\H )
>x a%aik(b’) = a%A(B) (by the contradiction assumption and Property 3.5),
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which contradicts the assumption A(B\ U) < aA(B), for ¢ < Let us define, for all x € BY,

_ 1

M(>)?"
U :={yeBY, |(x.y)eU}: H':={ze[0,R[|IxeBX 1Y, (U") = 1-a®)r¥ (B,

We show similarly that Leb(H’) > (1 —oz%)R. Therefore Leb(H N H' N Hy) > (1 — 3a%)R.
For all z € H N H' there exists (xo,z, yo,z) € Bz such that

(64) AXU0) = (1—at)A X (BY);

(65) AY_(U) > (1—a5)AY_(BY,).

Let us define for all z € Hy N H N H', U} := (U*= x UY%-z). Then we have

(H) U ' cU;

(2) Az(U))=A;((U*=xUY2)NU;) > (1 —305%)/\2 (B) by inequalities (64), (65) and by the definition
of HU;

(3) for all (x1, y1) € U] we have (x1, yo.z) € U} and (x¢z, y1) € U,.

Let (x1,y1) € UJ. Then (x1,y0,z) € U’, and hence (xo,z, yo,z) € U’. Furthermore we have that
Leb(Hy N H N H') > (1 —3a%)R, and hence Leb([0, R[\ (Hy N H N H')) < 3a* R. Therefore

MB \ U/) - /ze[o R

s

[AZ((B\ U/)Z) dz
- Az(B U>X0.z x UY0-2))d
Ze([O,R[\(HUﬂHﬂH/)) Z( z \ ( X )) z

1
< 3a#)A;(B;)dz (b truction of U]
< ze([o,R[\(HUmHmH/))( a4)A;(Bz)dz (by construction of U,)

<x 9a%/\(l’>’) (by the measure of [0, R[\ (Hy N H N H') and by Property 3.5).
Hence A(U') > (1 — a%)k(B), since ad > M (X )a% (o small enough in comparison to a constant
depending only on X). |

These points (xo,z, yo,z) Will play a key role in the definition of the product map close to a given
quasi-isometry in Theorem 4.5.

3.8 Divergence

Two distinct vertical geodesics in a §-hyperbolic and Busemann space diverge quickly from each other. The
next lemma aims at making this more precise for X an admissible horopointed space. More specifically
we are going to look at a point x and at all the vertical geodesics passing by a point of the disc centred at
x of radius My (the (E2) constant) along the horosphere at height /(x), that is, VDpy, (x). Let Vj be a
geodesic containing x. We want to quantify the vertical geodesics in VD, (x) which start diverging
from the vertical geodesic Vp between the heights /(x) — [ and h(x) + /. We denote this set by

Div(Vp) :={V € VD1, (x) | lhpiv(Vo, V) —h(x)| <1}.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



916 Tom Ferragut

Lemma 3.31 With the above notation we have
% (VDo (x)\Div(Vo)) =x ¢ ™™ 0¥ (VD g, (x)).

Proof By slight abuse of notation, we may intersect a set of vertical geodesic segments E C VB with
a subset I’ C B. By this, we mean the intersection of F' with the union of the images of the vertical
geodesics of £, where each image is a vertical geodesic in B. For example,

VDMO()C) N Bh(x) = DMO(X)-

Any vertical geodesic segment V' € VD, (x) did not start to diverge from the vertical geodesic Vp at the
height /(x), we have hpiy (V, Vo) < h(x). Therefore, all the vertical geodesic segments which did not
start to diverge at the height &(x) —/, denoted by VD g, (x)\Div(Vp), are still Mo-close to 7y (x)—; (x):

(66) (VDo ()\Div(Vo)) N Bpxy—1 € Dy (Tp(x)—1(X))-

We use Lemma 1.8 with zg = i(x) and z = h(x) — [, which gives

(67) D1 mtoy (Th(xe)—1(x)) C 7hxe)—1 (Daty (X)) = VDagy (x) N Bpyxey—1-
Therefore
X (VDaty 0)\Div(Ve)) Ay (VDM ()\DIV(V0) N By)—1)
XWVDmy()  AX (VDo () N Bagy—r)
Aoyt (Do (Thxy-1(x)))
Aey—1 (VD Mo (X) N Brxy-1)
Aoyt (P Mo (Th(zy -1 (x)))
- Ai)z((x)—l (D21-Mo (Th(x)—1(x)))

(by Property 3.23)

(by inequality (66))

(by inequality (67)).

Moreover by the definition of AX and Lemma 3.2

/\;)f(x)_l (Do (Th(x)—1(x))) M,)f(x)_l (Do (Th(x)—1(x)))
= =x
M}f(x)_, (D21—mo (Thx)—1 (X)) M;)f(x)_l (D21—mo (Th(x)—1(x)))

—ml

(68)

Therefore
nX (VD g, (x)\Div(Vp)) <o —ml
% x e .
nX (VD p,(x))

Heuristically, the previous lemma asserts that most of the vertical geodesics segments passing close to

O

a point x, start diverging from each other close to the height /(x).
We now provide an estimate on the exponential contraction of the measure p along the vertical direction.

Lemma 3.32 There exists M (><) such that the following holds. Let hg € R and let U C (X <Y ), be a
measurable subset. Let A > M and let A C (X >1Y)p,—a be a measurable subset. Suppose also that all
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vertical rays V intersecting U intersect A. Then

Pho—a (4) Zoa €78 1, (U).
Proof Since JTZ:])_A(U) C A we have

oA (T _A(U)) < png—a(A),

where 7™ is defined in Definition 1.13. We recall that for all x € X, Uf ={yeY|(x,y)eU}. By
definition

(69) o (U) = X @ ¥, (U) = / i (UF)dpk ().

ho

For all x € UX let us define Uy := {(x,y) € U | y € UY}. Then
Ux)' =U{ :={yeY|(x.y) €U}
Furthermore U; C ”Zho [”X—ho (U;’ )]. Hence
u U <Xy 2 Tk (UDD) <oa €™ uk g [rX_p (UD)] - (by assumption (E3)),
which gives us
(70) o (U) <o €2 /U ) E oK o (U Al (x) (b definition of ju,).
However we have
Y Y Y Y
(71) ”A—ho(Ux )= (nzg_A(Ux)) = (nZg—A(U))nffo_A(x)

={y € (mpa AN | (i _a(x),y) €mpa A (U)}
Hence

o (U) <o €™ / R BN
U ho

Jduj, (x)  (by (70) and (71))

A

i PN O RO LRV CY
ho—A

g MBeTmA / R (UX);LX_hO[(nZZ_A(U))){/] dul)fO_A(x’) (by assumption (E3))
Tho—n

e TN C AN (%))

Furthermore, as said at the beginning we have jij,— A(nZ;_ AWU)) = thg—na(A). Therefore
[ho—a(A) =g ™A, (). o
In the next lemma we transfer a control on the measure p to a control on the measure 7.
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Lemma 3.33 Let My be the constant involved in assumption (E2), B be a box and z € h(B). Let
A C (B); and let E C B such that h* (E) < h(A). Then, if there exists Q > 1 such that (N, (E)) <
O~ (N, (A)), we have that

N(V Ny (E)) <oa Q7 1(V Nagy (4)).

Proof Let Z C E be a 2My-maximal separating set.

(1) The balls B(p, Myp) for p € Z are pairwise disjoint.
(2) We have the inclusions
|| B(p. Mo) C Ny (E) € ] B(p.3Mo).
DPEZ pPEZ
The radius 3M) is required since we cover all Nz, (E) and not only E. Furthermore, all balls and disks
of radius M, have comparable measure w by assumption (E2) and Corollary 3.17. Therefore
(72) 1Ny (E)) =oa #Z <5q Y (B(p. Mo)) <oa ¥ _ 1tn(p) (Dt (P)).
peZ pEZ

Moreover, for all v € VE, there exists p € Z such that v N D3p,(p) # @. Consequently we have
VNMo(E) CUpez VD3m,(p), hence

1V Nt (E) < 3 n(VD3pto(p) =<x Y A (D3nty(p))  (by Property 3.23)

pEZ PEZ
< Z AhX(p)(D6Mo (pX))AZh(p)(DGMO (»").
DPEZ

Furthermore, disks of radius r are included in rectangles of width 2r, hence

NV Nuo(E)) Zoa Y " P 1y ) (Dety (p)) (b the definition of A(p))
peZ

< MO N oy (Dento(p))  (because it (E) < h(A))
DPEZ

<pq eh(")(m_")u(/\/MO (E)) (by inequalities (72)).
Using similar arguments we obtain
NV Nt (4)) <o Aa) (V Nty (A)) =oa €O 1 (V Nipgy (4)).
Combined with the assumption /4(Np, (E)) < Q71 1(Npg, (A)) we have
1V Nt (4)) Zoa @O0 Q (Nt (E)) Zoa O(V Nty (E)). O

Heuristically, if a set E is sufficiently small and below a set A, then the set of vertical geodesic segments
intersecting E will also be small.
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4 Proof of the geometric rigidity

The aim of this chapter is to present a proof of our key result. Let (X, Y) and (X', Y’) be two horopointed
admissible couples of parameter respectively (m,n) and (m’, n’). Let us assume that m > n and m’ > n’.

Theorem 4.1 Let ®: X <Y — X'><Y’ be a (k, ¢) quasi-isometry. Then there exist two quasi-isometries
®X : X — X' and ®Y : Y — Y’ such that

dl><l(q)v (qDX’ q)Y)) fk,c,l><1 1.

Although this statement is similar to the statement in the case of Sol and Diestel-Leader, our broader
setting of admissible spaces requires additional key arguments, such as Lemma 3.3, and therefore relies
heavily on the previous sections.

To make the exposition of the various statements in this chapter smoother, we made the following
abuse of notation. In a statement, when a parameter, say 6, needs to be sufficiently small, we will write it
by “For  <pq 1 we have ...” instead of “There exists a constant M (1) such that if § < -, then ...”.

From now until the end of this chapter we consider ® : X 1Y — X' <Y’ a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry
with fixed constants k > 1 and ¢ > 0.

4.1 Vertical geodesics with e-monotone image

In order to construct a product map, the key idea is to use the quadrilateral lemmas of Section 2.4 on the
image by the quasi-isometry ® of a quadrilateral in X >< Y. To do so we need to locate which vertical
geodesic segments are sent close to vertical geodesic segments. Thanks to Proposition 2.6 it is sufficient
to look for vertical geodesic segments with an e-monotone image under @, where 0 <& < 1 is a parameter
to be determined later (depending on <, k and ¢). We call good these vertical geodesic segments.

Notation 4.2 We recall that we denote by V' B the set of vertical geodesic segments of the box 5. Let
us denote by V'€ BB the set of good vertical geodesic segments and VP B the set of bad vertical geodesic
segments, that is,

VEB:={y e VB| ®oy is &-monotone};

VbB:={y € VB| ®oy is not e-monotone} = VB \ V&3.
In the following proposition, we prove the existence of an appropriate scale on which almost all boxes
X .= r;{ﬁBX and nY¥ := r])I;BY,
Proposition 4.3 For 0 < 6 <4 1, there exist two positive constants M (k, c,<, ) and M'(k, ¢, <) such

that forallro > M, N > MT/ and S > % and boxes B at scale L := NS rq, there exist ko € {1,...,8},a
box tiling | |;; Bi = B at scale R = N*0rq and I, C I such that

(1) MUrer, Bi) = (1—0)A(B) (boxes indexed by I cover almost all B);

possess almost only good vertical geodesics. We define n := ny i, 1

(2) Vielg, T’T;i(g,bg")) < 6 (almost all vertical geodesic segments in ; have e-monotone image);

where n; :=nyp,.
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Proof We recall from Proposition 2.9 the definition of §; () for a quasi-geodesic segment «:
Ag = {a(kN*ro, (k + 1)N*ro]) | k € {0,..., NS5 —1}}.

Then () is the proportion of segments in Ag which are not e-monotone:

#{B € As | B is not e-monotone}

(73) 8s(a) := v

Using Proposition 2.9 on every vertical geodesic segment in 5 we have that, Va € VB,

S
1
4) 3 8(0) Soae -

s=1

We now integrate the inequality (74) with respect to n over V B to get

S S
1 1 1
ke o o (Sa@) o= (g [ s@an),
e T n(VB) Jaevs ; ’ ; n(VB) Jaevs
Consequently there exists kg € {1,..., S} such that
1

1
(75) Oko (@)dN Zpa ke Se <y 62 (by assumption on S).
3

U(VB) a€VB
From now on we fix R := N*0ry. There are % layers of boxes at scale R in B. We average J,, () along
ale e VB:

L

1 1 R R~
—U(VB) LGVB(gko(Ol) dn= —U(VB) levgz kg;} 5k0 (O[([kR, (k+ I)R])) dn
L
1 RX
(76) = VBL kg /a _ Jro (@R (e + DR)) .

Let us denote by B := BN h=Y([kR; (k + 1)R[) the k-th layer of B. Since vertical geodesic segments
of X > Y are couples of vertical geodesic segments, V Big] is in bijection with VB[)](C] X VB[I;C] which is
itself in bijection with B,fR X Bf(k +1)R 3 explained in Section 3.6. Let us denote by f this bijection:

F B = Bl < B e @ (X (R o (<(k + DR)).
Foralla € VBand for all k € {0,..., % — 1} we have 8, (([kR; (k + 1)R])) = 0 or 1, hence

Sko (([kR; (k + DR])) = Lysp, (¢([kR; (k + 1)R]))
= Lpyopy) (@x (kR), ay (—=(k + 1)R)).
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Therefore

/ S5, (@(KR: (k + DR]) dn
aeVB

Lo (@x kR), ay (—(k + DR)) dn* dy”

[;XjﬂUeVBXXVBY

=f( N 1f(VbB[k])(”I§R(x)’”Z(k+1)R(J’)) d/\o d)LYL (by definition n*X and n¥)
X,y)EBy X

(x’,y’)erRxBZ(k_’_l)R
Let |_|i€1 B; be the box tiling at scale R as in Proposition 3.11, and for all k£ € {O, el % — 1} let us

denote by I} C I the indices of the boxes B; which tile Bx). Then we have
VByg=| | vB:i and VPByy= ||V’
i€l i€l

Therefore, for all (x, y) € B,{R X BZ(k+1)R’

Lrwosun 0 9) = LUy, vosn (6 9) = D Lpos) (% 2).
i€l
Hence from inequality (77) we have

/ Sk (@([kR; (k + 1)R])) dn =g / Y Lpwosy e ) A d2 gy
VB (0B RXBY 1)k iely

X Y
/ X oy 1f(VbBi)(x’y)dAdek—(k-i-l)R
el Y OVIEBRRXBZ 1) R

=3 [ty @dn = X w5,
el VA€V Bi el

In combination with equality (76) we have

1
mLeVB5ko(a) dn Zpq ——— (VB)L Z > mi(vPBy)

k=0iely

Rn: (VBi) ni(VPB;)
>NZ Ln(VB) m(VB)

A(B;) nz(V Bi)
s Z AB) ni(VB;)

(by Proposition 3.22).

Let us denote by I}, the set of indices i of boxes B; such that Z ((V zf ’)) >0, and Ig := I\ I}. By definition,

I satisfies the second part of our proposition, we are left w1th proving that it also satisfies the first part.
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To do so we assume by contradiction that A({;<z, Bi) = 6A(5). Then
1 / AB) m(VPB)
—_ O, (@)dn > ———————= (since I, C 1)
1VB) Jaeys 0 = Z.EXI:b AB) ni(VBi)
> AMBi)

iely
g 0

B A(B)
> 02 (by the contradiction assumption),

(by the definition of Ij)

which contradicts inequality (75) for 6 <sq 1. Therefore A(|J; ¢ I, B,-) < OA(B), hence
/\( g Bi) > (1—0)A(B). O
i€lg
Let B be a box at scale R. Let us denote the upward and downward oriented vertical geodesic segments

by
VIB:={V e VEB | h(®oV(0) < h(PoV(R))};

VIB:={V e VEB | h(®oV(0)) > h(Po V(R))}.

We are now going to show that in a given box B; with i € I, almost all vertical geodesic segments
share the same orientation.

Lemma 4.4 For0 < &2 Sk.ea 0 Zkepa 1, and for R = ¢ g % we have that if B is a box at scale R such
that n(V®B) < 6n(V B), then one of the two following statements holds:

(1) TI(VTBQ VE&R) > (1 — 3\/5)77(178);
@ n(V¥BNVEB) = (1-3v8)n(VB).

In the proof, we first characterise a set of vertical geodesic segment whose images share the same
orientation, and then we show that this set has almost full measure.

Proof Without loss of generality we can assume that 4(B) = [0, R[. Let us define
GY (w¥):= (Y evBY | X, vY)eVEB):
GX =X e VB 0" (GY v¥) = (1-vO)n" (VB)}.
By construction we have
U ¢'o®=wsp".
vXeVBX

Applying Lemma 3.24 with V; := V& (B) and o := 6 we get
(78) X (GX) > (1- 60X (vBY).
Let vf( .10, R] — X and véX : [0, R] — X be two vertical geodesic segments of GX . Then

" (GT ) = (1-VO)n" (vBY): 2" (G () = (1-v8)n" (vBY).
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Hence
(79) ' (GY wE)nGY (vf)) > (1-2v0) ¥ (VBY).

Let vf, v%’ € GY(viY) N GY(UQY) and let us define V; ; := (vl.X, v}’) with i, j = 1,2. By definition of vf
and vg , the quasigeodesic segments ®(V; ;) are e-monotone.
Two cases occur. As a first case let us assume that

dx (vf (0),v3 (0)) > VOR:
dy (v (0),v3 (0)) > VOR.

Let M be the constant involved in Proposition 2.13. For R > 4kc¢ and ¢ < 26{3‘4 we have that vOR >
10k M eR + 2kc, hence we can apply Proposition 2.13 on V; 1 and V3 2, which gives us that they share
the same orientation.

The second case, that is, when either dx (v (0), v (0)) < vOR or dy (v} (0),v} (0)) < VOR,
is treated thanks to an auxiliary geodesic segment. Hence without loss of generality we focus on the case
dx (v (0), v¥ (0)) < VO R and consider a geodesic segment v¥ € GX satisfying dx (v¥ (0), v (0)) >
VOR and dx (vf (0), ng (0)) > v/OR. To prove its existence, we consider the measure of

(80) G* \ Vgx (D /5r(07 (0) U D sz (v3 (0))).

Let My be the constant of assurrllptio? (E2). By Lemma 3.2 we have for all r{ > r, > My and for all
ry—ra

X € Xo that o(Dyr, (x)) <pq €™ 2 po(Dr,(x)). Therefore

B1) Ao(D ygvF (0) Zoe™ E Ao (DRWE (0) < e ¥ 0o(DROY (0) (since 6 < 1).

Furthermore, by Lemma 1.8 the bottom of B contains a disk of radius 2R — My, hence by Lemma 3.2 we
have nX (VBX) <x AO(DZR (vf((O))). Combined with inequality (81) we have

20(D /g5 (0))) Zoa e 4 X (VBX).
The same formula holds for vgf instead of vf( . By inequality (78) we have that
n*(G*) = (1-v0)n* (vB¥) = 1n¥ (vBY),
hence there exists M (<) such that
T (GX\ Vgx (D s 0¥ () U D 52 (0F (0))) = (5 —2Me™%)y* (v BY)
>0 (for R> %ln(4M + 1)).
Therefore there exists v§( € GX such that

dy (v (0), v (0)) >VOR;
dx (v3(0), v3 (0)) >VOR.
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Applying twice Proposition 2.13, first on V; 1 and V3 3, then on V5 > and V3 3, we get that the ®(V; 1)
has the same orientation as ®(13,3) which has the same orientation as ®(V> »). Therefore ®(V;,1) and
®(V3,2) share the same orientation.

Let us fix v())( € GX and vg e GY (v()f ). Then the image of every vertical geodesic segment V' €
Upxegx Xy (GY (vg() NGY (vX)) shares the same orientation as the image of (vg(, vé’). Furthermore

n( U %1% @7 o) mGY(vX)))
vXeGX

=[G ehna o art

> / (1-2v0)nY (vBY)dnX  (by inequality (79))
vXeGX

1-2v0)n" (VB )n* (G¥)

Y (VBY)(1—-v0)nX (VBX)  (by inequality (78))

A%

T

[\
$5%

which proves the lemma. |

4.2 Factorisation of a quasi-isometry in small boxes

Proposition 4.3 gives us two scales R and L such that all boxes at scale L can be tiled with boxes at
scale R. Moreover, almost all of them, that is, the B; for i € I, contained almost only vertical geodesic
segments with e-monotone image under .
Amap f: XY — X' <Y’ is called a product map if there exist two maps f% and f7Y such that
one of the two following holds:
(1) Wehave fX: X - X', fY: Y > Y and Vp = (pX, p¥) e XY, f(p) = (fX(p%), f¥ (pY)).
(2) Wehave fX: X - Y’ fY:Y - X andVp = (pX, p¥V) e XY, f(p)= (Y (pY), fX(p¥)).
In particular, when we denote by (f%, f¥) a product map on a horospherical product, it implies that when
h(x) + h(y) =0, we have h( fX(x)) + h(fY (y)) = 0. Therefore a product map is height respecting.
Theorem 4.5 For0 < 6 fijM 1, ro >« %ﬁ, N >pq 1 and for S >pq 80%2, we have that for any i € I,
there exists a product map ®;, and U/ C B; such that
() AU = (1= 05)AB));
(2) forall (x,y) € U/, doar (®(x, y), Bi (X, 7)) <.c.q €R.
In particular we have Ah(®(x, y), @, (x,Y)) Zk.ca ER.
This proposition corresponds to [8, Proposition 4.14].
Since almost all the points in a good box are surrounded by almost only good vertical geodesic segment

(Lemma 3.26), we show that given two points sharing the same X coordinates, we can almost always
construct a quadrilateral satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition 2.11.
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Lemma 4.6 Let My be the constant of assumption (E2). For 0 < 6 <yq 1 and for R >4 %, let B be a box
at scale R of X <Y . Let us assume the existence of a subset U of B such that

(@ A(U) = (1-0)A(B);
(b) forall x € U, n(VE(Duy(x))) < VOn(Vs(Day(x))).
Then we have:

(1) Forallay,a, € U such that af( = ag(, there exist b, by € B and four vertical geodesic segments y; ;
linking a; to b; such that ay, a>, by and b, form a coarse vertical quadrilateral with nodes of scale
D = OR, meaning that the configuration satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.11.

(2) Fori, j €{1,2}, ®(y;,;) has e-monotone image under ®.

By Lemma 3.26, the boxes B;, with i € I, satisfy the assumptions of this lemma. Moreover, we recall
that a vertical quadrilateral satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.11.

Proof of Lemma 4.6 Let M be the constant of assumption (E2). Let ay,a; € U. Fori € {1,2} let us
define VD; := V(D (a;)) and VPD; = Vé?(DMO(a,-)). For all v = (vX,vY) e Vzand all i € {1,2}
let us define

(1) EY X):= (Y e VDY | X, v¥) e VP D;};

@) FX:= X evDX [y¥ (EY v%)) = 03n¥ (VD).

Thanks to Lemma 3.25, applied with V; := VB, « := +/0 and a = a;, we have that

(82) nX(FX) < 03X (vDX).

Let us take a; and a, in U such that af( = aéX. Then VD{‘ = VDg‘, that is,

() X (VDXNFX U F)) = (1-20 )X (VD)

(2) for all v € VDX\(FE U Ff) and i € {1,2} we have n¥ (EY (X)) < 63n¥ (VDY).

The sets VDZ.X \(F 1X U FZX ) enclose the vertical geodesic segments in BX passing close to aiX = aéX

such that almost all the induced vertical geodesic segments around a; and a; in B are good (i.e., have
e-monotone images under the quasi-isometry ®).

Since we have a sufficient proportion of good vertical geodesic segments, we will be able to find several
of them that intersect the same neighbourhood in two different points sufficiently far from each other.
If h(af( ) < OR, the construction of the quadrilateral of Proposition 2.11 with D = R is straightforward
since the four points a1, az, b1 and b, would be OR close, hence without loss of generality we may
assume that h(af( ) > 6R. Moreover, as we did before we can also suppose that 4(B) = [0, R].

We apply Lemma 1.8 with zg = h(ay) and z = h(a;) — OR to get the inclusions

#3)  D3or_ e Thian-or@7)) C Thiay)-r(Pao (@) C Doy age Tian-6r(@r)).
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We now suppose by contradiction that any couple of good vertical geodesic segments does not diverge
quickly. This means that they stay My-close until they attain a height lower than h(af( ) — OR. Therefore

Thiay-6r (VDI \(F{ U F5)) € D3 (thiayy-or(@id)).

Thanks to the inclusions (83) we have VD;G R—Mo (Th(a))—6R (a{( ) C VD{X , hence, combined with
Property 3.23 we obtain

X X
X (VDINEF UFY)  Ahian-6r(PMo(Thean-6r(@1)))

X
nX (VD) AXan—or (D26R (Thiay)—6r (@1)))
m(Mg—26R)
<pe 2 (byLemma3.2),

which, for R large enough in comparison to %, contradicts the fact that
1
¥ (VDINFF U F) = (1 =209 (VD).

the first conclusion of the previously used Lemma 3.25. Hence there exists a couple of vertical geodesic
segments VIX and V2X of VDl.X \(F 1X U F2X ) diverging quickly from each other. Furthermore we have
n¥ (El.Y (X)) < G%nY(VDiY), hence there are segments VIY and VZY such that (VX VIY) € Vé” (Dp(ay))
and (VX,V)) e VE (Dp(az)).

Let us define biX = Vl.X (h (a1)— %d (af( , a%f )), so that bf( and béX are at the height where VIX and V2X
diverge. Similarly, let us define b} = bY = V¥ (—h(a1) + 3d(af ,a)) such that V¥ and V) diverge,
and y;; = (Vl.X , VjY ) to ensure that the vertical geodesic segments of the quadrilateral Y11 Uy12Uy22Uyay
have close endpoints. Furthermore by construction, they diverge from each other and have e-monotone
image under ®. O

In the next proofs, we will be using Proposition 2.6 on each of the four images ®(y;;), which will
provide us with a new quadrilateral (¢ + 0) R close to ®(y11 U y12 U y22 Uy21) on which the assumptions
of Proposition 2.11 are satisfied.

Finally we deduce that on a good box, the quasi-isometry & is close to a product map.

Proof of Theorem 4.5 Leti € I, and B; a good box (defined in Proposition 4.3). Then following
Proposition 4.3, we have 1; (V2B;) < 0n;(VB;). Therefore by Lemma 4.4, one of the two following
statements hold:

() n(VTBNVEB) > (1-3v0)n(VB);
) n(V¥BNVEB) > (1-3v0)n(VB).
Let us first assume that the dominant orientation is upward. Let us choose V; = VB\ (VBN VE&B), the

vertical geodesics which have neither dominant orientation nor e-monotone image by ®. By Lemma 3.26,
used with o := 62, we have that there exists U; C B; such that

(1) AU = (1= VOAB;);
(2) for p € U; we have n(Vi(Da,(x))) < n(VB(Dasy(x))) V0.
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Let us apply Lemma 3.30, with U := U; and o := /6, then there exists U’ C U; of almost full
measure such that Vz € h(U’), 3(xo,z, yo,z) € U, such that V(x1, y1) € U, we have (x1, yo,z) € U’
and (xo 7, y1) € U’. Leta,ag € U’ such that aX = aé‘. By Lemma 4.6 applied on ag and a, there exist
b1, by € B; and four vertical geodesics V;; in V1B N VE&B such that by and b, form a coarse vertical
quadrilateral 7" with ag and a, where V;; are the edges of 7. Proposition 2.6 gives a constant M (k, c, ><)
and four vertical geodesic segments M eR-close to the four sides of ®(7"). Furthermore we assumed that
the dominant orientation is upward, hence the images of the four sides are all upward oriented. Hence
thanks to Proposition 2.11 we get

dx (®(ag)X, @(@)X") <y c.oa €R.

Then, for all ¢ € U’ such that aX = agf,

(84) dx (®(a0)X", ®(a)X") <t c.a €R.
We show similarly that for all @ € U’ such that a¥ = ag we have
(85) dy (®(ao)Y’, @(@)Y") =g ¢ £R.

Let us define the product map ®; := (65(, ?(SZY) : XY — X'><Y’. Forall z € h(U’), let (xo,z, yo,z) €U,
be the points involved in Lemma 3.30, and for all z € [0, R[ \ 2(U’), let us fix an arbitrary point
(x0,z, Yo,z) € (Bi)z. We can therefore define, for all x € X,

O (x) 1= Vi oy (10 @(x0.2, y0,2)).
Then for all (x, y) € U’ the triangle inequality gives
dy(F (x), ©(x, »)*)
= dx/ (Vi o) (0 (x0,z, 0,2)), D(x, )X

(86) < dx (Vg yoy (o @(X0.z. Y0.2)). D(x. yo.)X ) + dx (®(x. yo..) ¥ @(x. ) X)),

Furthermore, as the distance between two points of the same vertical geodesics is equal to their difference
of height, we can write

dx' (Vane yo.y (10 ®(x0,2, ¥0,2)), D(x, y0,2)) = A(®(x, y0,2)*, @(x0,2, 70,2)*)
= AR(®(x. yo.2)" . (x0.z. yo..)T).
We combine it with inequality (86), and then use the Lipschitz property of 4 to get
dy (BF (x). ®(x. y)X) < A(@(x. yo.2)7 . @(x0.z. yo..)7 ) + dx (D(x. yo. )X, d(x. y)X)

<dy/(®(x.y0,2)" . @(x0,z. y0,2)7 ) + dx (@(x, yo, )X, d(x, »)X)
=k,c.0a 26R  (by inequalities (84) and (85)).
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Similarly, we define 53’ (y) by
OF () = V(o ..y ° ®(x0,z. ¥0.2)).

and we show that dyf@f (), ®(x, y)Y/) =k,c.0« €R. Furthermore for all (x, y) € U; we have the equality
h@ff x)) = —h@f (»)), hence P, = @X, ?(\DZY) X 1Y — X' <Y’ is a well-defined product map.
Then we chose U/ := U’ to conclude the proof.

The downward orientation case is dealt in the same way by switching the definitions of ﬁ;lX and ?{\DZY |

4.3 Shadows and orientation

We use the fact that m > n to prove that ® is orientation preserving, hence the upward orientation is
dominant on each good box at scale R.

Proposition 4.7 Assume that m > n and that m’ > n’. For R >pq % the product map @ of Theorem 4.5
is orientation preserving for eachi € I.

We recall that given a box B, the shadow of a subset U C B, denoted by Sh(U), is the set of points
of B below U in the sense

Sh(U) := {p € B|3V € VB containing p and intersecting U on a point p’ such that 2(p’) > h(p)}.

And we remind the reader that given a subset S C X, the large Y -horosphere given by S and denoted by
Hg C X <Y is the set

HS =Sy,

Let us define B=B; fori € I¢. Thanks to Theorem 4.5, there exist U = U; with A(U ) > (1 —9%)/\(3) such
that @ is close to a product map on U. We consider two parameters p; and pp with 1 > g 02 >pq 01 >pa 0 16,
The relations between them will be specified later. Hence Lemma 3.28 applies with a = 9%, and it gives
us a Y -horosphere Hy, such that

1
/\(Sh(HDMO (Xo)) N Uc) <0 lﬁk(Sh(HDMO(xo))).

Then we apply twice Lemma 3.29 with o = 9%, and p = p; fori € {1,2} to get two level sets of & in B,
Py and P, (see Figure 17), such that, for i € {1, 2},

1
An(piy(Pi N Sh(Hp . (x0) MU ) Zpa 076 App;y (Pi N Sh(Hp,, (x0)))

and such that p; R < Ah(P;, Hy,) < 2p; R.

The next lemma will gives us the existence of two subsets below a Y -horosphere H, which are
sufficiently big (for the measure @ in comparison to the horosphere) and sufficiently apart from each
other so that any path linking them must get close to H.

This lemma is strongly inspired from [8, Lemma 5.9].
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ha

Figure 17: Configuration of Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.8 There exists a constant M (k, ¢, ><) depending on k, ¢ and on the metric measured spaces
X <Y with the following property. In the settings above, for R >4 pl—z, there exist S1 and S5, two subsets
of P, N B such that for j € {1,2} we have

(1) Vs1 € S1, 2 €S2, dx (57, sF) = p2R;

() Ao (Sj NUC) Zoq 032 Ap(py) (S)):

(3) 1n(Py)(S)) o< exp(P52 02 R) i1y Ny (H));

(4) any path y joining Sy and S of length [(y) < M1p2 R intersects Nep, r(H).

Proof For j €{1,2}, letus define Q; := P; N Sh(HDMO(xO))~ We tile Qf( with the top of boxes as in a
box tiling. More precisely, let My be the constant involved in assumption (E2), and let Z C Qf( be an
2Mp-maximal separating set of Q{( . Then there exists a set of disjoint cells {C(x) | x € Z} such that

(1) Vx e Z, D(x, My) CC(x) C D(x,2My);
@) 0F =UrezC).
Thanks to this tessellation, we tile Q1 with the large horosphere He(y) := C(x) X Bzh (P = C(x) x Qf
Furthermore, for any two points x1,x € Z,
Anepyy(Heen) = Aypy COAY L 5y (BY4p,)
=oa Ayepy CO2)AL p oy (BYypy))  (by Lemma 3.2)
= An(py)(He(xy))-
Therefore Ap(p,)(Q1) <« )L{h(Pl)(Qf)#Z. We tile Q5 by projections of the tessellation of Q. These

projections look like stripes on Q5:

(87) 02 = || mipy (€)X By py)-

xeZ
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Figure 18: Construction of S(x)X in Lemma 4.8.

Let us denote these stripes by S(x) := JT;:((Pz)(C(x)) X BZh(Pz) for all x € Z (see Figure 18). For
all x1,x2 € Z, dx(x1,x2) > My, hence by Lemma 1.3, for all (sf(,sly) € Intpz,(S(x1)) and for all
(sgf, s%’) € Intpg, (S(x2)), we have

(88) dy (s¥,sX) = 2Ah(Py, Py) — Mo =2pyR—2p1 R — Mo — M
2(Mo+ M
(89) > 2(p, —2p1)R (for R> M)
P1

Furthermore we have by construction that

A’)l((Pz) (niﬁPz)(C(xl))) =pq A}i((Pz) (”}i((PZ)(C(Xz)))-

Hence, combined with Lemma 3.3, we get
An(py) (Intazy (S(X1))) =oa An(P2) (S(X1)) X Ap(py) (S(x2)) =pa Ap(py) (Intagy (S(x2))).

Therefore, by the tessellation (88), Ay (p,)(Q2) <« )“Zh(Pz) (Qg)#Z. By Lemma 3.29, used with o := 6 7 ,
we get

1
An(P,)(Q2NUC) Zpq 076 Apy(py)(Q2).

Moreover, for all x1, x2 € Z we have Aj(p,)(S(x1)) <pq Ap(p,)(S(x2)) and the set of stripes S(x) for
x € Z tile the set Q5. Therefore there exists Z' C Z such that #Z" > (1 — 95)#2 and such that for all
X € Z' we have Ap(p,) (S(x) NUC) < 632 1 py) (S(x)).

We are now able to define S7 and S;. Let x1, x5 € Z be distinct and, for j € {1, 2}, let us denote
by §; the following subset of S(x;):

. X Y
By Lemma 3.3, applied with r = Mp, R, zo = —h™ (B) and z; = —h(P;), we have

Y Y Y Y
Ha(py) Bn(py)) =oa Ky py) (Itapy R(BZpypyy))-
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Therefore

91) Kh(Py)(Sj) =< a(Py) (S(X))).

The first point of the lemma holds by inequality (89), and the second point holds because we choose x1
and x, in Z'.

Let us now prove the third point. Let yo € Y be the nucleus of the cell of BY. We have that
BY_ :=nY_(C(yo0)). Let us define 2~ := h~(B). By Lemma 1.8 applied with p = y, zg = —h~ and
z=—(h(H)— paR) = —h(P;) we have

Dajh——h(Pyl-Mo (T (pyy (70)) € BYypyy C Dajp—i(pa) 4o (T pyy (¥0)).-

It follows that, for x € Z,

X Y Y
(P (€)X D= h(#)) 402 R)—Mo Tn(p) (V0))
X Y Y
C S(x) C 70py) (€)X Doy ih=—n(#)) 42 R)+ Mo T=n(Py) (V0))-

By Lemma 1.8, n,ﬁpz)(C(x)) resembles a disk of radius 2|h(P1) — h(P2)| £ Mo =2(p2 — p1)R = M.
Lemma 3.2 gives ,u})f(Pz) (n,ﬁpz)(C(x))) = eMP2=PR - Again by Lemma 3.2 applied on

Y Y
Do (h=—h(H))+02 R)+ Mo T=n(Py) (¥0)),
we have
Mh(Pz)(S(x)) = a oM (p2—p1)R n(lh~—h(H)|+p2R)
Similarly Q, resembles a product Dp, R+M, X BZh(Pz)’ hence

[Lh(Py)(Q2) =g MP2R UKD +02R)

Therefore we obtain an estimate, of #7,

2 ET e )
Hh(ps)(S(x))

Applying Lemma 3.32 with A = Q5, U = Ny, (H) and A = po R gives

92)

Ih(Py)(Q2) Zpa exp((m —n)p2 R) pip () (Nam, (H)).
In combination with inequalities (91) and (92) we have, for j € {1, 2},
Hi(Py)(S)) Zpaexp((m —n)p2 R —mp1 R) pp i)y (Nago (H))

. P2 R ) pen i)y (Nt (H)),

m
i[><1 exp(

where the last inequality holds since (m —n)ps —mp1 > ®5% p> when p; < %% p,. Therefore the third

conclusion of this lemma holds.
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Let us prove the fourth conclusion. Let y be a path joining 51 € S and s, € S3 such that [(y) < Mpa R.
By inequality (89), dx (sf( , sgf ) >2p2R —4p1 R. By Lemma 1.5 there exists a constant M’(§) such that
the geodesic segment [siX , sé‘ ] contains a point sgf within 4p1 R — M’(8) < 5p1 R of HX = {xq}, for
R > %. Therefore by Proposition 1.12

1(y¥) = 2P0,

However, every §-hyperbolic space with § < 1 is also 1-hyperbolic. Therefore we can assume without
loss of generality that § > 1. Then we have

l()/X) > 2dX(VX,S§() > 2dX(J/X,HX)—5mR_

Hence log,(MpyR) > d(yX, HX)—5p; R. Furthermore, there exists M’ (k, ¢, >) such that for R > 1};1—2/
we have log,(Mp2R) < p1 R. In this case

d(yX,HX) <6piR.

Therefore there exists ¢ € R such that Ah(y(t), H) < 6p1 R. Let us now look at y¥ . Two cases arise, we
have either y¥ () € Sh(BZh(Pz)) or yY (1) ¢ Sh(BZh(Pz)).

In the first case, there exists y € HY such that y¥ (¢) € Vy. Furthermore Ah(y(t), H) < 6p1 R, hence
dy (yY (t), HY) = Ah(yY (t), HY) < 6p1 R and consequently dy (y¥, HY) < 6p; R. Which proves
d(y, H) <6p1R.

In the second case, when yY (1) ¢ B)—,h( Py)’ by our claim (90) we have that the vertical geodesic
ray V) v () starting at yY (¢) intersect Y_j(p,) ina point y such that dy (y, S 1Y U SZY ) > Mps R. Therefore

MpaR = 1(y) = 31(y") = 3(d(s1.7(1)) + d(y(1). 52))

2Mp> R
> 02

> Mp2 R,

which is absurd, hence the second case when y¥ (1) ¢ B)_’h (Py) does not occur. Therefore we always have
that y intersect the 6p; R-neighbourhood of H. a

Proof of Proposition 4.7 Let us be in the settings above. Let us assume by contradiction that D is
orientation reversing, which means that there exist ®X : X > Y’ and X : Y — X’ such that for all
(x, y) € B we have a(x, y) = (aY(y), aX(x)).

For all p € X’ 1Y’ such that dpw (p, ®(H NU)) < py R there exists an element ¢ € H N U such that
dsa (p, 5((1)) < p1 R. Therefore by the triangle inequality

de (p, ©(q)) < dwr (p, 6(6])) + d[x,/(a(q), ®(q)) Zk,ca PR+ R (by Theorem 4.5 since g € U)
=k,cpa P1R (since & < py).
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Hence there exists M (k, ¢, ><) such that Nle(ED(H NU)) CNuyp, r(P(H NU)). We show similarly

that, for j € {1, 2},

(93) N R(D(S; NU)) C Nigp, R(D(S; N D).

Let M’ (<)) be the constant involved in Corollary 3.17. Then

W(Nskp R(PH))) Zg e ma €91 R 1 (Nige 1o (P(H)))  (by Corollary 3.16)

<k.c.p< e48korRm | (A7 {(H)) (by Lemma 3.18)
< ORI L (N (D)
=g e48kp1Rm/uh(H)(NM/(H)) (by the second part of Corollary 3.17)
<pq 48RP Rm/,th(H)(NMO (H)) (by the first part of Corollary 3.17).

Combined with point 3 of Lemma 4.8 we have

—(rm—n)P2 4
1L(Ngkp, R(P(H))) <o e~ MM T RoASkPIRM )L 1 (S))

<pq e_(m_”)p%Re“gkmRm/,uh(p2)(Sj NU) (thanks to Lemma 4.8(2))

— _ 22 I S
<pa e MER L b (NS N TUY) (Slnce p1= 96km’p2)

=g e_(m_”)%zR;L(NM/(Sj NU)) (by Corollary 3.17)
—(m—n)"2
< R Ny o (S; N U).

Hence, using Lemma 3.18 on N/ (S; NU),

1 (Nkp, R (P(H))
ke € T ERU(NG 41 (@(S; N U)))

Ml
< e—(m—"W%RM(NpIR(cb(Sj nv))) (for R> E)

< e ER (N, R(B(S; NUY))  (by inequality (93))
<pepa e M FREMpI R (£ (B(S; N UY))  (by Corollary 3.17)

—(m—n)"2 ~ . m-—n
<kepa @ (m—n)% RM(/\/’M/(CD(S]' N U))) (smce p1 < 48Mm’p2)

=k,c.p< e_(m_")%zR/LZAO (NM/(a(Sj NnU))N X;AO) (by the second part of Corollary 3.17),

where Zg := $(P2). Since ® is orientation reversing, we can now apply Lemma 3.33 with 4; = a(S iNU),

E = Ngkp,r(®(H)) and Q = eM=MFR we have that
-~ _ P2
1(V N (R(S) NU))) e €™ F RV Nagy (E)).
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Then, as pointed out below Lemma 3.26, we can apply it on a A; with V1 = VE. Hence let us take
U 4; C A; maximal for the inclusion such that

* Az (Ugy) = (1= e=MFRY 2 (4)):;
e for all p € Uy;, most of the vertical geodesic in Dy, (p) do not intersect E.

By Property 3.23 we have
~ _mP2
Az Nt (B(S7 NU)) 2k €78 RO (w5 (Nt (E))).

Hence, by the definition of A 5

Z0°

(94) Wy Nty (B(S) NUY)) =k epa €™ F Ryt (2 (Nagy (E))).

Let us define E’ := Ny, (6(5,- NU)\ Uy,). By the construction of Uyg,, E' N X}  is of almost full
measure in n;: (MM, (E)). Furthermore, by Theorem 4.5 ®, is MsR-close to ® on U, hence we have
(similarly as in inequality (93)) that
Nt R(®TH(E") C N, R(PT(E)).

Therefore
PN ROPTHEN) Sk 1 (Nbtpy R(PT(E")

<k.cpa e6Mp1Rmu(NkC+c (®@~1(E"))) (by the first part of Corollary 3.17)

ke €SMPIRM L(N(E'))  (by Lemma 3.18)

ke e6Mp1Rm,uZA0 (Mu,(E"))  (by the second part of Corollary 3.17)

ko0 €MPVR o (15 (Nt (E)))

<kepae T RSMOIRI ) (Af (B(S; N U)))  (by the definition of Uy, )

) 22 . P2
<k TR by (N, (S, N U)D) (Smce p1 < M)

< e_(m_")[‘%RMh(Pz)(NMO(Sj))-
Following the second conclusion of Lemma 4.8, there exists a constant M (<) such that A5 (p,)(S; NU€) <
MO32 450p(S)).
Next, we apply twice Lemma 3.24 for j = 1,2 with (V1,n) = (NMO(SJ.X) X ./\/MO(S]-Y),/,Lh(PZ)),
Vo =U¢€ ﬂNle(EJ_I(E/)) and o 1= €(m_n)%R[Lh(P2) + M@, Let us define
G (p*):=1p" eV 1 (¥, p¥) e Vo).
We have that

—(m—n)P2
Hies (% €V 11Ty py (GT (p¥)))) = (1= e 3R (V).

Since e~™MMFBR 4 M3 < %, there exists s; € (S; NU)\ @ 1(E’) and s € (S, NU)\ d~L(E)

such that s¥ =57
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Let us define §; := a;(s]') for j € {1,2}. By construction we have §; € A;. Then VDjy,(5;)

. . . . . . ~AX'/ ~AX/
contains almost only vertical geodesic segments which do not intersect E. Since §X = SQX , and

by Lemma 3.25, we can find two vertical geodesics v; € VDpy,(51) and va € VD, (52) which do
not intersect £ = Ngi,, r(P(H)), and such that vf( = véX. Since vf and vg meet (up to an additive
constant) at the height —Z¢ + %dy/(ff/, §§’ "), there exist M(8) such that the concatenation of v; and v,
is (1, M(8))-quasigeodesic linking §; to §».

Let us define y := ®~1(v; Uv,). Then y is a (k, ¢ + M)-quasigeodesic. By [13, Lemma 2.1], there
exists a 2k-Lipschitz, (k,4(M + c))-quasi-geodesic y’ in the 2(M + c)-neighbourhood of y, linking
@ 1(31) to @7 1(52). Let us define 57 = ®1(31) and 55, = ®1(3,). Because y’ is 2k-Lipschitz, and
since @1 is a (k, ¢)-quasi-isometry we have

(95) 1(y") < 2kdse (51, 82) < k*dpa(s], 55) +c.

Furthermore, Y’ does not intersect the %(7kp1R —2¢) — c-neighbourhood of H since ®! is a quasi-
isometry. Moreover s} and s; are €R close to each other, that is,

doa(s}.57) = doa( @7 (D(55)). 5)
(96) < de/(ﬁ(sj), ®(s7)) Zk,cpa eR (since s; € U).
Consequently by the triangle inequality we get

dia (8], 55) < doa(57.51) + dia (51, 52) + dia(52. 57)
97) Sk, ER + dpa(s1,52)  (since 6_1(s]-) el).

Furthermore sf = sf . Therefore by Theorem 1.11, with M = 15Cy we obtain
dpa(s1,82) < dx (sf(, sgf) 4+ M <2pR+ M (by the first point of Lemma 4.8).

Combined with inequalities (95) and (97) we get

M
1(y") =k,c,> 2k2(2p2R + M +2eR) + ¢ Zg,c0q P2R (for R > + C).
02

For j €{1,2},let y; :=[s;, s}], by inequality (96) we have /(y;) =, ~ eR. Hence the path y”, constructed
as the concatenation of y1, y’ and y», is a path linking s1 € S to 55 € S», of length /(y) <k .0« P2 R since
& < pa. Furthermore, by construction, y” does not intersect the 701 R—3¢—2M eR > 61 R-neighbourhood
of H. This contradicts the fourth point of Lemma 4.8, therefore ® is orientation preserving. O

4.4 Factorisation of a quasi-isometry in big boxes

In Section 4.2 we proved that for all i € I, ®, is close to a quasi-isometry product P, = @IX , 6{ ) on
a set of almost full measure U; C B;. In this section we prove that @ is close to ® on all boxes at scale L
on a set of almost full measure. This is a step forward since this is true on all boxes at scale L and not
only a significant number of them.
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Theorem 4.9 For 0 < 0 =<y . 1 there exists Lo(k,c,><,0) > 0 such that for all L > Lo and for
all box B at scale L, there exists M(k,c,><), U C B and a (k, M «/§L) -quasi-isometry product map
o= @X@Y), with ®X : X — X' and ®Y : Y — Y’, such that
(1) A(U) = (1-0)A(B);
(2) doar (P, Ppy) Zoa OL.

Let B be a box at scale L, leti € Ig and for all i € I let U; C B; be as in Theorem 4.5, where U; is
the subset of B; on which & is close to a product map 5,~. Let us denote by W C B the “good” set of B,

W .= |_| U,',

i€lg

where “good” means the set on which @ is close to a product map on boxes at scale R. We introduce the
function P which quantifies the portion of a geodesic segment which is not in W.

Definition 4.10 Let y : [0, L] — X > Y be a vertical geodesic segment of B. We denote the measure of
points in y N W€ by
(98) P(y) :=Leb(y ' (W)).

The value of P(y) is related to y being e-monotone. The following lemma is mostly inspired from
Lemma 5.10 of [8].

Lemma 4.11 For0 <& < ¢ q NG =k,c,>a 1, there exists M (><, k, ¢) such that for all vertical geodesic
segments y : [0, L] — X <Y we have

P(y) <VOL = ®oy is M ~/6-monotone.

Proof Let 1,2, € [0, L] such that h(@()/(tl))) = h(CID(y(tz))) and such that #, > #1. Let us decompose
[11.12] into segments of length ~/A R. Without loss of generality we can assume that t, —f; > /6 L. Let
us define N := | (t2—11)/~OR |, I; := [t1 +i~/OR, 11 + (i +1)~/OR][ forany i € {0,..., N —1} and
Iy = [11 + (N — 1)«/§R,t2]. We have

I;.

iC=

[t1.12] =
i

Then forall i € {0, ..., N} let us choose s; € I; such that y(s;) € W if possible, and any s; € I; otherwise.
Let us denote by J the set of odd indexes in {0, ..., N}. We split J into the sets

Jo:=1{j € J | y(sj) and y(s;4+2) are both in the same box and in W};

Ji1:={j €J |y(s;) and y(sj41) are in different boxes};

Ji:={j €J|y(sj+1) and y(sj42) are in different boxes};

Jr:={jelJ|I;CWY;

Jyi={j €J | lj42 C W

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 26 (2026)



Geometric rigidity of quasi-isometries in horospherical products 937

We claim that
J=J0|_|(J1UJ1/UJ2UJ2/).

To prove it, one can see that two cases arise when an odd index j is not in Jo. The first case is when
y(s;) and y(s; + 2) are not in the same box, which leads to the fact that either j € Jy or j € J{. The
second case happens when y(s;) or y(s; +2) are not in W, which leads to either /; C W€ or I 4o C W€.
Therefore, we proved that an odd index is either in Jg orin J; U J 1’ uJru Jz’.

We have that P(y) < +/0L, hence #J, < % = % and similarly #J; < %. Furthermore there are
less than % boxes intersecting y, therefore #J; < % < % and #J 1/ < %, hence

h—1h 4 L
2J6R R
We see that the “good” indexes are in majority compared to the “bad” indexes. We now use that fact to

prove that |t, — ;] is smaller than ~/0 L. Let us define ¢(r) := ho ® o y(¢) for all € [0, L]. We assume
that N is odd, the case where N is even is treated identically. By assumption ¢(¢1) = ¢(¢2) therefore

0=q(12) —q(t1) = q(t2) —q(sn) + D _(q(si+2) — q(s:)) + q(s1) —q(t1)
ieJ

99  =q)—q@n)+ Y (qlsit2) =g+ Y (qlsi+a) —q(si) +q(s1) —q(n1).

ieJo ieJ\Jo

#JLUJ{UJLUJ, L. = [ )
tUJ[ULUTL) <4 #lo=#] —#(/1UJ{UL U >

However we proved that #Jg is much bigger than #(J \ Jy), and for any i € Jy, ¢(si+2) —q(s;) is a
positive number by the upward orientation of the quasi-isometry on W. Therefore we will show that
|t1 — t>| must be small for this equality to hold. First, we have to consider that, Vi € {0, ..., N},

I(Iix1) <|si —Sital <17 +1Iig1) +1Tiz2) = VOR<|si —sit2| <3VOR
= |q(si) —q(si+2)| Zk,coa VOR.

Hence for all i € J \ Jo we have q(si+2) —q(8i) Zk,c.0« —+/0R. Furthermore for all i € Jo, s; and s; 45
are in the same box and in W, therefore by Corollary 2.7, there exists M (k, ¢, >) such that

q(si+2)—q(si) > %|sl~ —Si+2| = MeR > ¢ 0a VOR (since 0> 2M8).
Combined with equality (99)
0 >k.cpa VOREIG— VORI UJ[ U UJL) = |ty —11] — VOL.
Hence |2 —11] 2k .c.0« V6 L, which proves that there exists M (k, ¢, ><) such that y is M /6-monotone. O

Let M be the constant involved in Lemma 4.11, let 6’ = 016 and let ¢’ :=2M /0. We now show
that almost all vertical geodesic segments of boxes at scale L have &’-monotone images under ®.

Let us denote by V&B C VB the set of vertical geodesic segments of V3 whose image by ® are
&¢’-monotone.
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Lemma 4.12 For L > . 4 % and for any box B at scale L we have that
(100) 1(VEB) = (1-032)(VB).

Proof Lemma 4.11 tells us that P(y) > ~/0L for all y € V?B. Computing the measure A of W€,

L L
A(WE) = / Az(Wf)dz < / n(Ve(Wy5))dz (by Property 3.23)
0 0

L L
(101)  =pq / /V Ly awey(y)dn(y) dz <pq /V / 1y, wey(y)dzdn(y) (by Fubini’s theorem).
o Jvas BJo

However we have
0 ifzey (W),

102 Lo e (v) =
(102) Vs () %1 if z € y~L(WO).

Therefore 1y, we)(y) = 1,-1we)(2). With inequality (101) it gives us

L L
A(WE) =g /VB/O 1,1 wey(z)dzdn(y) = /;/bB[) 1,-1(wey(z)dzdn(y) (since VPBC VB)
103) = [ Leb(y~ (W) dn(y) = / P dn(y).
VbR VbR

Let us assume by contradiction that 7(V&B) < (1 —~/6")n(V B), hence we have n(V?B) > /0'n(V B).
Therefore by inequality (103)

AWE) = n(VPB)WO'L > VO'n(VB)VE'L
=pq 0'A(B),

which contradicts the first conclusion of Theorem 4.9 for 6 < . q 1. O

As in Section 4.2, we deduce that, in boxes which have almost only vertical geodesic segment with
2M +/6’-monotone image, ® is close to a product map. Let us define &’ := 2M6O76 and 6 := 2M 076,
Then for 0 < 6’ <j s | we have that 8’ <&’ < /0.

Proof of Theorem 4.9 The proof is similar to Theorem 4.5. Lemma 4.12 plays the role of the second
conclusion of Proposition 4.3, with &’ instead of ¢. In a box at scale L, almost all vertical geodesic
segment have ¢’-monotone image by ®.

Then, because &' < ¢ »q V0, Lemma 4.4 provides us with a dominant orientation. In combination
with Lemma 3.26, we get Lemma 4.6, which provides us with the vertical quadrilateral.

Afterwards, we make use of them, as in the proof of Theorem 4.5, to construct the quasi-isometry
product ®. In a box at scale R, the upper-bound ¢R on the distance between ® and @ is achieved since
§’ < ¢, and in our box at scale L, it is achieved since 6’ < ¢’.

Finally, the exponents on 8 of Theorem 4.9 can be removed since we can fix 6, then do the proof with
a parameter 6 = §8, then replace 6 by 68. |
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This is a step forward since now, Theorem 4.9 holds for all boxes at scale L, and not only a significant
proportion of boxes at scale R.

4.5 A quasi-isometry quasi-respects the height

Let p,g € X > Y be such that h(p) = h(g). In this section we aim to prove the following theorem,
which estimates the difference of height between the images of p and ¢ under .

Theorem 4.13 For 0 < 6 < . 1, there exists M (k, c,1><, 8) (here M depends also on 0) such that for
all p and g in X ><'Y with h(p) = h(g) we have

(104) Ah(®(p). (q)) = Oda(p.q) + M.

By the previous section, we know that in a box of a sufficiently large scale, the quasi-isometry ® is
(on a set of almost full measure) close to a product map. We first show that this product map is coarsely
an homothety along the height function.

Let Lo be the constant of Theorem 4.9, let L > L and let B be a box at scale L. Let us define
ht :=sup{h(p) | p € B} and h~ :=inf{h(p) | p € B}. Let ® := (®X, ®Y): X 0¥ — X' 1Y’ be the
corresponding product map of Theorem 4.9.

Lemma 4.14 Leta € B+ and b € By~ be two points of B, one on its top part and one on its bottom part.
Then we have both

‘Ah@(a), B(b)) — %L <kepa O3 L

‘Ah@(a)@(b))—%L <tewa 0L,

Proof Let U C B be the set involved in Theorem 4.9. We recall that A(U) > (1 — 6)A(B) and that for
all p € U, we have dpy (O(p), &3( D)) =sak,c OL. Since the measure A identically weights the level sets
of B, by a Markov inequality there exists z+ € [h+ — Q%L, htlandz= e[h™,h™ + Q%L] such that

gt (Up) = (1= 072+ (B,+);
1
Az— (Uz_) = (1 - 05)/\2_(82_)-
By the definition of A,+ we have that

%/’Lz‘f‘ (Bz+) = Mg+ (Uz+) = Mg+ (Bz+)~

Furthermore p, + (B,+) <pq e"Lem=mIh*=z"1 gince we went down by a height |h* — z| in the box.
Therefore

1
enLe(m—n)GZL <k.ca Mgt (Nkc-i-c (UZ+))~

Furthermore, B, + resembles a rectangle of width 2|4 —z*|in X and 2(L —|h™ —z*|) in Y, hence

1 1 1
Y Y L — L L — L
/’Lz-i-(Nkc—}-c(UZ-i-)) Z ke, e" e(m m2 X X Zk,c e" eZ(m mo? .
o+ (Bz+)
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By Lemma 3.18, and since ) is close to ® on U, we deduce

1 ~
(105) enbe2mmmOzL < onX (M(@UL)).

Let A>0be |h(5(UZ+))—h(aS(UZ—)) |. Forall p € U,+ there exists a vertical geodesic V), of 6-monotone
image under ® passing close to p. Furthermore, dy ( VPY (z7).UY) < 202 L since BY_ has a relatively
small diameter. Therefore, all vertical geodesics starting at N; (6Y(UZY+)) intersect NM@ 3 L@Y (UZY_)).
Hence we have that

M @YUl c 1@, 4y W o3, (@ (UD)).
Therefore
A UL T C AT A C R (Z28)))
ke T (N Mm(cDY(UY )

=k, en,Ae_",MezLMY (N1 (ay (UZY—))) (by Corollary 3.16)

’ / 1 1
<kepq @ B MOZLOZL  (because BY_has small z measure)

,C,>d

1
4 7 5
M A (M1 L

Combined with inequality (105) we obtain

et o 1
enLeZ(m n)02 L fk,c,l><1 o Aen (M+1)02L’

1
. . . 4 972 . .
which provides us with e <k e” AeM'02L \yhere M’ is a constant depending on k, ¢, < and ><'.

Then there exists M” (k, ¢, <, ><") such that by taking the logarithm we get
nL<n'A+M"03L.

Similarly, we do the same proof on ®~!, on the box of height A containing 6(U -+ UUz-) which provides
us with

n'A<nL +M"9%L.

1 . .
Therefore |A — %L| <k.c.0a 02 L. To obtain the same results with the constants m and m’, we focus on
the sets U )i and UX instead of U Y+ and UY. O
z z

As a corollary we obtain a first quasi-isometry invariant for horospherical products.

Proposition 4.15 If X >aY and X' >< Y’ are quasi-isometric, then 7 = 'r’l’—,/

Proof By Lemma 4.14, and by the triangle inequality we have that }% L forall L > L.
m/
. 0

Therefore =2 hence =

’m/—n/y
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Lemma4.16 Let0 <6 <g . oq 1. Let p:= (X, p¥).q:=(q%:q¥) € X >«Y such that dws(p, q) > L%
and such that p¥ = qY¥ (hence h(p) = h(q)). Then we have

AR(D(p), D)) Zk.coq 0 2dsa(p.q).

Proof Let B be a box of scale L = di«(p, q), such that p and g are contained in its bottom part. Let
X X . . . ..

V;" € VB~ be the vertical geodesic segment of X of length L starting at p. We apply Proposition 4.3

on VpX <1 BY (as a box of an embedded copy of R« Y inside X b<1Y) with rg = Lo and L > L(z). We

obtain that there exists R > Lo, a box tiling BU | J;<; B; of boxes at scale R and /g C I such that

(1) )L(Uielg Bi) > (1 —=0)A(B) (boxes indexed by I cover almost all B);
(2) Vielg, %bg)) < 0 (almost all vertical geodesic segments in B; have e-monotone image),

where 7; := nyg,. In this setting, we have that V' 53; := {(VPX, V| vY e VBiY}, hence most vertical
geodesics in BI.Y are a good vertical geodesic of 13; when coupled with a portion of VpX .
Let us define J := {O, e, % — 1} and for all j € J let us define pJX = VPX(jR). Then we have

VX(jR) := U[PX§PJX+1]-
jeJ

Since the measure of the good boxes cover almost all 53, and because the measure A equally weights
the level sets, by a Markov inequality argument there exists Jg C J such that for all j € Jg, B[jr;(j+1)R]
is almost entirely covered by boxes of /. Therefore, again by Markov inequality argument, there exists
W, C VY B such that

(1) n(Wp) = (1-03)n(VY B);
(2) VVY e Wy and Vj € Jg we have VY ([=(j + D R; —jR]) € Uz, VEB! .

Let VY € W), forall j € J let us define p; := (V¥ (jR). V¥ (—jR)). By Lemma 4.14, for all j € J,
~ ~ m 1
(106) AR(D(pj). ®(pj+1)) = 5 R| Zkepa 02 R.

For all j € Jg, let us denote by B; the box at scale R containing [p;; pj+1]. By the choice of R, we have
that most vertical geodesic segments of B}/ have #-monotone image when coupled with [pX; pJX 1l

Furthermore B; contains almost only good vertical geodesic segments, therefore, there exists v € V& B;
such that ([p]X; p]X_H], oY) e V&B; and such that (v ¥, [p}/; p}]+1]) € Vg/l\?j. Therefore there exists a
good coarse vertical quadrilateral containing p; and pj 41, hence d(®(p;), P(p;)) Zk.c.0« OR. Similarly
we have d(®(pj+1), 6(pj+1)) =k,c,»a OR. Hence combined with inequality (106) we get

m 1
Ah(®(pj). P(pj+1)) — %R Zk,e 02 R.
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Therefore by the triangle inequality, there exists M (k, ¢,>1) and M’ (k, ¢, <) such that

L
L1

AR(®(po). D(pr_) < D A(®(p)), D(pj+1))
j=0

< D AR@(p), P(pj+1)+ Y AR(D(p)), B(pj+1))
jeJg JEI\Jg

<#Jg( R+M92R)+#(J\Jg)(kR+c)
L(m 1 L
<—|—R+M6H2R 0—(kR
< R(m’ + )-i- R( +¢)
< SL+M63L.
Similarly we have Ah(P(po), @(pz,_l)) > L—M' 0zL. By doing the same reasoning on g we have
that for all VY € W, | Ah(®(qo), @(qL_l)) ZL| <k e 62 L, where g := = (VX(R). VY (—jR)).

Furthermore W, N W, is nonempty for 95 =k,c,>a 1, then let VY e W, N W,. Without loss of generality
we can assume that ®(p) > ®(g). We have

AR(®(p), @(q)) = h(P(p))=h(P(p0)) +h(P(po)) —h(P(pL_,)) +h(P(pL_,))
—h( (gL _)+h(®(gL_))~1(P(qo)) +h(DP(q0)—h(P(q))

m 1 m "
Skiepadoalp.po) = S LAMO2Ltdoa(pr_y.qg )+ S L+MO2L+dn(g.q0)

1
Zk.eoa doa(p, po) Fdoa(pL_y.qL 1) +dea(q,q0)+2602 L.

However dw(p, po) < My since they share the same X coordinate and because the top part of BY as a

diameter of at most My, similarly di«(q, go) < Mp. By construction pY L_ = q{ . furthermore the top
X R

part of B+ has a diameter of at most My, hence

doa(pr_y,qL_y) < Mo.
Finally we obtain
1 1
AR(®(p). P(q)) Zk,e0a 02 L = 02doa(p. q). 0

Corollary 4.17 Any vertical geodesic ray V of X >« Y satisfies, for all t1,1t; € R,
h(@o V(i) =h(PoV(2)) = |f1 — 2| Zkepa I

Proof Suppose V is a vertical geodesic segment parametrised by arclength. Suppose 0 < #1 < t, are such
that h(®(V(11))) = h(P(V(t2))). We apply Theorem 4.13 on @~ ! with p = ®(V(11)), ¢ = ®(V(12)),
where 0 is here fixed and depends only on k, ¢ and the metric measured space (X <Y, di). Hence there
exists M(k, c,>) > 0 such that

(107) ARV (1), V(82)) Sk 0211 — 12| + M.
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However Ah(V(t1), V(t2)) = |t1 —t2|, hence
1
(1=02)[t1 — 12| Zg,e0a 1.

. O

(Sl

. 1
Therefore |f1 — 12| g ¢, 1 since 02 <

This is stronger than being e-monotone since it holds for all ¢, t; € R.

4.6 Factorisation of a quasi-isometry on the whole space

Finally, we provide the proof of Theorem 4.1, which states that ® is close to a product map ® on the
whole space X <Y

Proof of Theorem 4.1 We first pick an arbitrary vertical geodesic VOX of X and an arbitrary vertical
geodesic VOY of Y. Then we work with the two embedded copies X¢ := X >« VOY and Yy := VOX ><1Y

of Xand Y in X > Y. Let p € X > Y, there exist a unique a € Xo and a unique b € Yy such that

pX =aX and p¥ = bY. We can construct a coarse vertical quadrilateral Q containing p and a as in

Lemma 4.6. Thanks to Corollary 4.17, we know that ®(Q) is in the M (k, ¢, ><)-neighbourhood of a
coarse vertical quadrilateral Q” on which we use Proposition 2.11. This gives us

(108) dx (@(p)X', (@)X <p e 1
(109) AR(@(p)Y, (@) X)) <k epa 1.

Similarly we have dy/(d)(p)Y/, <I>(b)Y/) =k,c,~ 1. Let us define
X X > X, x> CID(x, VOY(—h(x)))X/.
By rewriting inequality (108) we have
dy (@(p)X'. X (p%)) = dy (@(0) X 8X (a¥)) = dy (@(p)X . (¥ V{ (~h(a*)))™)
= dy/(®())* . 2@)*) Zpepa 1.
Similarly by defining Y = @(VOX (—h(y)), y)Y/ forall y € Y, we have
(110) dy (®(p)", @Y (p7)) Zpea 1.

The last problem is that given a point p, the heights of X (pX) and oY (pY) may differ. As in the proof
of Theorem 4.5, inequality (109) guarantees that they are sufficiently close, which allows us to chose X
and ®Y such that & := (&3X , Y ) is a well-defined product map on X <Y . Then we have

Aot (®(P), D(P)) <k 1
AR(®(p), D(p)) <k.cma 1.
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We now prove that ®X and X are quasi-isometries. Let x, x’ € X, then
dy (% (x). &% (x'))
ke (@, Ve (<)Y, (¢, Ve (=) ™)
< doer (O (x, Vg (—=h(x))), D(x", Vi (—h(x))))
< kdoa((x, V' (=h(x))), (x, Vi (=h(x")))) + ¢
<kdx(x,x")+kdy (VOY (—h(x)), V¥ (—h(x"))) + ¢+ M(k,c,><t) (by Theorem 1.11)
<kdx(x,x")+ Ah(x,xY+c+M < (k+Ddx(x,x")+c+ M.

)

Similarly, and because dp > w,

dy (D% (x). ¥ (x'))

= dy (D(x. VY (—h(x) X o (' VE (=h (') )

> 2o (@ (x, VT (=h(x))). ®(x'. V¥ (—h(x')))) = dy(®(x. V& (=h (). o (x". V¥ (=h(x')))
> %dx (x,x") — ¢ —dy (DY (VY (—h(x))), @Y (V¥ (~h(x)))) —2M  (by the triangle inequality)
> %dx(x, x')—c—2M.

The proof that oY isa quasi-isometry is similar. a

5 Some solvable Lie groups as horospherical products

In this chapter, we provide a characterisation of the quasi-isometry group of the horospherical product of
two Heintze groups. See Theorem 5.13 for the precise description.

5.1 Admissibility of Heintze groups

In this section we show that a Heintze group satisfies the conditions required to apply our main rigidity
result Theorem 4.1.

Definition 5.1 (Heintze group) A Heintze group is a solvable Lie group S = N x4 R where N is a
connected, simply connected, nilpotent Lie group, and A is a derivation of Lie(/N ) whose eigenvalues all
have positive real parts.

Heintze [16] obtained that any negatively curved homogeneous manifold is isometric to a Heintze
group.

Remark 5.2 A Heintze group admits a left-invariant metric with strictly negative sectional curvature;
see [16] for further details. From now on we fix g a left-invariant metric on N x4 R with maximal
sectional curvature —1. Since N x4 R is simply connected, it is a CAT(—1)-space.
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From now on we fix the metric g such that S = N x4 R is a CAT(—1) space. Therefore S is
a §-hyperbolic, Busemann, proper, geodesically complete metric space. Moreover, we show that S
satisfies all three assumptions of Definition 3.1. The assumption (E1) holds thanks to the decomposition
S = N x4 R. We have for all (n,z) € N x4 R, g(n,z) = exp(—zA)(gn)n exp(—zA)' & dz?, where gy
is the restriction of g to the Lie algebra of N. Let us denote by g, := exp(—zA)gn exp(—zA)! a left
invariant metric on N, then let us denote by u := g the measure on S induced by g and by p; := g,
the measure on N induced by g.. Then for all measurable subset U C S we have

wU) = /Slu(n,z)dug(n,z):/R/Nlu(n,z)dugz(n)dz
~ [ newoyaz.
R

where U; :={n € N | (n,z) € U}. Assumption (E2) holds with constant Mo = 1 since gy ; is left-invariant,
and assumption (E3) arises from the fact that det(g;) = exp(—2z - tr(A)) det(g). Therefore, any Heintze
group is an admissible horopointed space. Let us define S1 := Nj x4, R and S5 := N x4, R, then

Sll><1S2 = (N1 XN2) XIAR,

with A the matrix diag(A41, —A>). Similarly let us denote by S| := N; x4, R and S, =N, x4, R two
Heintze groups, with N{, N} being two simply connected nilpotent Lie groups and A4}, A’, being two
derivations.

5.2 Precision on the components of the product map

We first refine Theorem 4.1 for Heintze groups.

Remark 5.3 For any vertical geodesics V' of (N; x N3) x4 R there exist n; € N1, np € N and an
arclength parametrisation of V such that V(¢) = (ny,n,t).

Let ®: (N1 xN2)xgR — (N{xNj)xgRbea (k, c)-quasi-isometry. Let us assume that tr(A1) > tr(A2)
and that tr(A4}) > tr(A4}). By Theorem 4.1 there exist Dy: 8 — S{ and Dy 8, > S such that

doa(®, (B1, P2)) <k 1.

Lemma 5.4 Leti € {1,2}. Then for any vertical geodesic V € S;, there exists a vertical geodesic V' € S J/
such that

duie(Di (V). V') <o 1.

This lemma also holds for any horospherical product where our main result, the geometric rigidity,
applies.

Proof Since S; = N; x4, R is a Gromov hyperbolic space, there exists M (k, ¢, ><) such that the image
of a vertical geodesic by 6,- is in a M -neighbourhood of a geodesic y of S/. By Corollary 4.17 y is a
vertical geodesic, hence for V’ := y we have dyg(®; (V), V') <kewa L. O
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Let n € N; and let us denote by V, the vertical geodesic V;, : R — S;; ¢ — (n,¢). By Lemma 5.4 there
exists a vertical geodesic V,, such that

(11 dir(Pi (V). Vi) Skepa 1.
Furthermore V) is unique since it is an infinite geodesic of the Heintze group S;. We define a map
;1 N; - N/ as
(112) V;(n) = P(V,(0)) forall ne€N;,
where P : N/ x4, R — N/ is the natural projection on N;.
The goal of this subsection is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.5 There exists ty € R such that for the aforementioned V; we have

tr(Ay)

dog| D, [ W1, ¥, ——id If < 1.
(o (0 )

We can replace ggﬁi; by ggﬁzg thanks to Proposition 4.15. We first show 6,~ and \; are related.

Lemma 5.6 Leti € {1,2}. There exists f; : R — R such that, for all (n,t) € S;,
ds; (Bi(n. 1), (Wi (n), fi (1)) Zk.ea 1.

Proof Let fi :R—>R;f+— h@,- (en;,t)). Then by Theorem 4.1 we have that h@,- (n,t)) = fi(¢) for
all n € N;. Therefore by the definition of W¥; we have (¥; (n), fi(t)) =V, (fi(¢)). Hence

(113) ds; (@i (n, 1), (¥ (), fi (1)) = dig; (i (n,1), V, (/i (1))
However by inequality (111), there exists s; € R such that
(114) ds/(D:(n,1), Vy(50)) Zkes 1.
Furthermore we know that
(115) =g epa A (@i (1,1), Vi (50)) = AR(®i (1, 1), Viy(s2)) = | fi (1) = 5.
Therefore
ds/ (i (n., 1), Vi (fi(1)))
<dg; (D (n,1), Vi (st)) + dg; (Va(se), Va(fi(2))) (by the triangle inequality)
= dSi/(ai (n,1), Vy(s)) + | fi(t) —s¢] <g.ea 1 (by inequalities (114) and (115)).
Combined with equality (113) it provides us with dS;(q?i (n,t), ¥;i(n), fi (t))) Sk,epa 1. ]

Corollary 5.7 (quasi-isometries quasi-preserve the horosphere volume) Lett € R, r > 0 andn € N;.
Then the map P, = (Y, fi) quasi-preserves the volume of any disk D := D,(n,t):

. S’ ~
17 (D) Speem 17y (N1 (85 (D))).
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Proof By Lemma 5.6, there exists M (k, ¢, ><1) such that &)i is M -close to &31‘. Therefore, there exist k/, ¢’
depending only on k, ¢ and S <1 S5 such that ®; is a (k’, ¢’)-quasi-isometry.
We first pick a 2k’(¢” + 1)-maximal separating set Z of D. Then ®, (Z) is such that

(1) the disks D;(p) with p € ®, (Z) are pairwise disjoint;
2 U,ed,(z) P1(p) CN1U®i(D) CU,ye,(z) Dakrkrter+ e +1(p)-

Furthermore by Lemma 3.2, we have, V(n,t) € Z,
Si Si
Pi' (Direr+1)(1,8)) ke pa 1 Xk e pa by (Dakr(er41) (1, 7).

Hence u‘tgi (D) Xk ¢, #Z. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.2 we also have, Y(n,?) € Z,

S S’
Mﬁl(t) (Dl(q)i (”’t))) Xh,epa 1 =k e, l/vf;(t)(Dzk’-k’(c’+1)+c’+1(q)i (”»0))-
Therefore

Si S 4
W' (D) Xp e pa #Z X Mﬁ(;)(Nl (P; (D))) o

Lemma 5.8 (quasi-isometries quasi-translate the height) Let f; : R — R be the function involved in
Lemma 5.6. Then, forallt € R,

tr(A1)
tr(A})

t=(fi(t) = fi(0))| Zk,epa 1.

Proof We recall that for all € R, we have f;(¢) := h@,- (en;.1)). Letn € Nj,r > 0,1 € R, and let us
define U C N; such that D, (n,0) = (U, 0). Then we have

(116) uS (U, 0) = 2@ 51U, 1),
However @; (U, 0) = (¥; (U), £;(0)) and ®; (U, 1) = (¥; (U), f;(t)). Therefore

S/ ~ S’/
3 0y (N1 (@1 (U.0) = 415 ) (N1 (B (D). ;(0))
CADCE (D) — F: S
— 24 (fi (@) .fl(o))Mﬁ(t)(Nl(\Iji(U)’ﬁ(l‘)))
INCF (£)— £ S/ =~
(117) — eZLr(Al-)(f, () fl(O))lu“flI(t) (Nl ((Dl (U’t)))

Furthermore by Corollary 5.7 we have
S; S; 4
Mo (U,0) ke, K ) (Nl (®; (U, O)))§

S; Si &
jum (U, t) Xk’c’lxl 'ufz(t) (Nl (q)l (Uv t)))
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In combination with equalities (116) and (117), it provides us with

Si i e Si &
o' (U.0) = &2 1y (U, 1) e €A il (N1 (B2 (U, 1))

— 241 2t (4 (fi (0)—fi (1))

13 0y N (B1 (U, 0)))

. NCF(0)— £ S;
ke 2TADI2UANSO=FiO) St (17, ),

Hence we have e2 (417 < k,c,p< 20 AN (=1 (@) \which, composed with the logarithm, gives us

tr(A1)
tr(A})

(118)

0= 1O Steon. o
Corollary 5.9 There exists ty € R such that, fori € {1,2} and for all (n,t) € N; xR,

ds; (5, (n,t), (\IJ,' (n), %f + IO)) ke 1
1

Proof The proof is a direct application of Lemmas 5.6 and 5.8 by taking 79 := f; (0). |
In this corollary ¢y depends on ®.

Proof of Theorem 5.5 Using Corollary 5.9 on Ny and N, provides us with Theorem 5.5. O

5.3 Hamenstidt distance and product maps of bilipschitz maps

As presented in [6, Section 5.3], the parabolic visual boundary of N; xR may be identified with the Lie
group N; endowed with the following A4;-homogeneous Hamenstidt distance.

Definition 5.10 (Hamenstidt distance) For any n, m € N;, we define their Hamenstidt distance as
e 1 o
dNi,A,',H (I’l, m) T exp(_f S_I:EOO(ZS - le' XAiR((n’ _S)’ (m’ _S))))

We might omit A; and N; in the notation. We denote by Bilip(/N) the group of bilipschitz maps of N
for the Hamenstédt distance. It is defined as

Bilip(N;) :={¥ : (N;,dg) — (N;,dg) | 3k > 1, W is a (k, 0)-quasi-isometry}.

This is indeed a distance when the left invariant metric g is normalised so that R x4, N; is a CAT(—1)
space.

Two quasi-isometries ® and @’ are said to be equivalent when they are at finite distance from each
other:

O~ D = supdu(P(x), D' (x)) < +o00.
X

In this section we prove the following characterisation of the quasi-isometry group of the product
S8, = (N1 X N2) x4 R.
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Theorem 5.11 Let N1 x4, R and N, x4, R be two Heintze group such that tr(A;) # tr(Ay), let
® € QI((Ng x N3) x4 R) and let ¥y, ¥, be as in Theorem 5.5. Then we have the isomorphism

f 1 QI((N1 x N2) x4 R)/~ — Bilip(Ny) x Bilip(N,), @+ (U, Vy).
This distance is related to the height divergence of vertical geodesics in the following way.
Lemma 5.12 (extended backward lemma) Letn,m € N, letV :t +> (n,t) andlet W : t — (m,t). Then
dp (n.m) <gc 0« exp(hpiv(V, W)).
See Corollary 1.4 for the definition of hp;, (V, W).

Proof By Corollary 1.4 there exists a height /p;y(V, W) € R such that V and W diverge from each
other at the height hp, (V, W). Hence there exists M (k, ¢, ><) such that, for all s; < so < hpy(V, W),

d(V(s2), W(s2)) —M <ds;(V(s1), W(s1)) +2[s2 —s1| < ds; (V(s2), W(s2)) + M.
Therefore
(119) exp(ds, (V(s1), W(s1)) + 2|52 — s1]) Xk.c.0« €xp(ds; (V(s2), W(s2))).
Let us define kg := hpiy(V, W). Then we can compute the Hamenstédt distance dg (n, m):
iz (n,m) = exp(=3 tim_(2s —ds, (V(=s). W(=5))))
=k e0a €Xp(—3 . ETOO(ZS —ds; (V(ho), W(hg)) — (2ho +25)))  (by inequality (119))
=k c0q €Xp(—2 S_l)iflloo(—ds,- (V(ho), W(ho)) — 2ho))

_ xp(dsi(V(ho;,W(ho» . ho) :exp(dsi(v(hoz)’w(h())))exp(ho)

=k.,c.0a €Xp(ho)  (by definition of p (V, W)). a

We show that the aforementioned maps W; are bilipschitz.

Theorem 5.13 Let W, be the map of Theorem 5.5. Then V; is a bilipschitz homeomorphism either from
(N, di) to (N/, (dpg)"40/wA40) or from (N, (dpg)" 4D/ (AD) to (N/, dpr).

Proof Letn,me N;andletV :t+ (n,t)and W :t +— (m,t) be two vertical geodesics of N; x4, R.
Let us define Ag := %. By Lemma 5.12 we have
du (n,m) < c 0« exp(hpi(V. W)).
Since ®; := (V;, Agidr + 7o) is a (k’, ¢’)-quasi-isometry, we have
(1) ds, (Wi (n), Aohpiv (V. W) + to), (¥ (m), ohpiy(V, W) +10)) Xk c.0q 13
(2) Vs = hpiy (V. W), ds, (¥ (n), Aos + to), (¥; (m), Xos + 1)) =k coa 1.
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Furthermore, for all n € N, ®; (V) = Vg, (n) hence CT)i(Vn) is a vertical geodesics of S/. Then there
exists M(k, ¢, ><) such that

(Rohpiv (V. W) +10) = M < hpiy(P: (V). &; (W) < (Aohpis (V. W) + o) + M.
Consequently Lemma 5.12 provides us with

dg (Vi (n), W; (M) =k 0 eXphois (V. (n)» W, (m))) = exp (i (B: (V), ®; (W)))
=Xk ,c.0a €XP(10) exp(Aohpiv(V, W))
=k.c.0< €Xp(to)(dg (n, m))’10 (by Lemma 5.12).
Here #o depends only on ®. Furthermore, if A9 < 1, (dg)*© is still a distance by concavity. Hence,

depending on the value of A, either W; : (N;,dg) — (N, (dg)*) or U; : (N, (dg)t0) — (N/.dg) is
a bilipschitz map. |

We now focuses on self quasi-isometries of (N1 x Np) x4 R.

Proof of Theorem 5.11: Let W, W5 be as in Theorem 5.5, and let f be the map
S 1 QI((N1 X N2) xg R)/~ — Bilip(N1) x Bilip(N2), & = (¥1, ¥2).

We first show that this application is well defined. Let ®, ®" € QI((N x N2) x4 R) be such that & ~ &,
which means that dpq(®, @) < c.0a 1.
By Theorems 5.5 and 5.13, there exist ¥;, ¥/ € Bilip(V;) such that

(]) d(Q’ (\lll’ \Ij27 ldR)) jk,c,bd 19
(2) f(®) = (¥1,¥2);
(3) d(¥', (V], ¥},1idR)) =<k.c,« 15
@) f(P) = (¥],¥3).
By the definition of W; and W/, for all n € N we have
Wi (n) = P(V,(0));
Wi (n) = P(V,/(0)),
where V) is the unique vertical geodesic close to $i(Vn) and V' the unique vertical geodesic close
to 6; (V). However ® ~ @', then ®; (V;,) and 6; (V) are M -close to each other for some M (k, ¢, ),
therefore dus(V,,. V,)) <k.c.« 1. However these vertical geodesics are unique, then V,, = V. Conse-
quently, W; (n) = W/ (n), hence ¥; = ], therefore f is well defined.

Let us now prove that f is injective. Let ® and @’ be two quasi-isometries of (N1 x N3) x4 R such
that f(®) = f(®’). Then by Theorem 5.5 and by the triangle inequality

d[><](q), (I)/) 5 dl><1(q>v (\Ills ‘IJZ’ 1dR)) + dl><1((lp1 ’ ly27 ldR)’ q)/) jk,c,bq,d),d)’ 1.
Hence ® ~ @', which proves that f is injective.
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Let ¥; € Bilip(N;, dg), our goal is to show that (V;,idR) is a quasi-isometry of (N; x4 R, dg;). Let
(n,ty), (m,ty) € S;. By Lemma 5.12 applied on n and m, there exists a constant M (k, ¢, ><) such that
(120) In(dg (n,m)) =M < hpiy(V, Vi) < In(dg (n,m)) + M.

Similarly, by Lemma 5.12 applied on W; (n) and V¥; (m),
(121) In(dg (¥ (n), V;(m))) — M < hpis(V, (). Vo, (m)) < In(de (Vi (n), ¥;(m))) + M.
We know that W; € Bilip(N;, dg) hence dg (n, m) < dg (V; (n), ¥;(m)). Therefore by inequalities (120)
and (121) we have
(122) |piv (Vs Vin) — hoiv(V, (n)» Vi, m))| < 1.
Moreover by Lemma 1.3 we can characterise the distance between two points thanks to the height of
divergence of their associated vertical geodesics. Let us denote hg = hpiy(Vy,, V). By inequality (122)
and by Lemma 1.3, if &9 > max(¢,, t,,) we have both
|ds; (1, tn), (M, tm)) = (|tm — hol + |t — ho])| =<5 1;
|ds, (Wi (1), 1), (Wi (M), 1)) — (Itm — ho| + |tn — hol)| =5 1.
Consequently by the triangle inequality there exists M (§) such that
dS,‘ ((n’ tn)’ (m’ tYn)) - M S dS,‘ ((lpl (n)v tn)’ (\Ijl (m)’ IM)) S dS[ ((n’ tn)’ (mv IM)) + M
Similarly, if ¢ < max(,, t,,) we have both
|ds; ((2,10), (m, 1)) = (|tm — ta])| <5 1;
Hence again

ds; (n,tn), (m,tm)) = M < ds, (Wi (n). 1), (Vi (M), tm)) < ds,((n. 1), (m, 1)) + M.

Therefore (V;,idR) is a (1, M)-quasi-isometry of N; xR, hence (¥, ¥, idR) is also a (1, M)-quasi-
isometry, which provides us with f (W, ¥,,idr) = (¥, ¥»). Hence f is surjective, and finally bijective.

Let us now prove that f is a morphism. Let ®,®" € QI((N; x N3) x4 R). Furthermore, we have
doa (¥, (W], W), idR)) < 1, hence dpq(P o @', ® o (V], ¥,,idr)) < 1 since & is a quasi-isometry.
Moreover, dpq(P, (¥, ¥5,idr)) < 1, therefore by the triangle inequality

dpa(Do P, (Vy, Vy,idR) o (\IJ/ , \11/2, idr)) < 1.
However
(Wq,¥s,idR) o (\IJ’ , \11/2, idr) = (¥; 0 v W, o \11/2, idR),

which provides us with
doa(® o @, (W1 0 W), WUy 0 W), idR)) < 1.

Consequently f(®o @) = (V; oW, WUyoW)). O
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In this proof we showed that ® ~ (¥, W,, idg), therefore any quasi-isometry is in the equivalence

class of an (1, M)-quasi-isometry.

5.4 Quasi-isometric classification and necessary conditions to being quasi-isometric

Thanks to Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 5.13 we are able to provide necessary conditions and quasi-
isometric classifications for families of solvable Lie groups of the form R Xpjue(4;,4,) (N1 X N2).

Let us recall two consequences implied by being quasi-isometric in the Lie group setting. For
i €{1,2},let N;, N/ be two simply connected, nilpotent Lie groups and let 4;, A} be two matrices whom
eigenvalues have positive real parts, acting by derivation on the corresponding Lie algebra. Let us assume
that tr(A1) > tr(A2) and tr(A)) > tr(A4}). If R Xpige(4,,4,) (N1 X N2) and R X Diag(A’,Ab) (N{ x N,) are
quasi-isometric then

r(A4;) _ tw(4)
(D tr(A;) - tr(A’;)

(2) fori € {1,2}, N; and N/ are bilipschitz. (Theorem 5.13).

(Proposition 4.15);

Let us define
SN1.N> = R Xpiag(4;,—4,) (N1 X N2).
Combining [2, Lemma 4.1] and Theorem 5.13 we obtain the following statement.
Proposition 5.14 Let us assume that tr(A) > tr(A2) and tr(A}) > tr(A5). If Sy, N, and Sn;.n; are

(A1)
tr(A4})

quasi-isometric, then we have that fori € {1,2}, A; and A} share the same characteristic polynomial.

A Carnot group N is a simply connected, nilpotent Lie group with a Lie algebra Lie(N) which admits a
grading: there exists a family of subspaces V; withi € {1, ..., r} for some r > 1 such that V; 11 = [V1, V}]
for i < r and such that .

Lie(N) =P V.
i=1
A Carnot group is equipped with a 1-parameter family of automorphisms called dilations on N and
defined for r € R by §; := exp(¢D), with D a Lie derivation on Lie(N) satisfying that Dv = iv for
veViandi €{l,...,r}. Such a derivation is called a Carnot derivation. A Lie group S(Ny, N,) is
Carnot-Sol type if N1 and N, are Carnot groups and if their respective derivations A; and A, are Carnot
derivations. Combining Theorem 5.13 and [19, Theorem 2], we get the following necessary condition.

Proposition 5.15 Let S(N1, N2) and S(N{, N}) be two Carnot-Sol type Lie groups and assume that
tr(A1) > tr(A2) and that tr(A’)) > tr(A%). Then

SNy,N, and Sy n; are quasi-isometric = fori € {1,2}, N; and N/ are isomorphic.

Furthermore, for a given Carnot derivation A on a Carnot group N, there exists a positive real o > 0
such that R x4 N = S, where Sy := R x4 N is the group defined by the action of R via the dilation
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(8at)zer on N. Let N1 and N, be two Carnot groups and for any two positive reals o, § > 0, let
Gop =Rxy_g (N1 x N3) be the group defined by the action of R on Ny x N,

R — Aut(N x N), ¢ > (8ar.5_p;).

Note that Gy g = S¢ > Sg. Thanks to the quasi-isometry invariant of Proposition 4.15, we obtain the
quasi-isometry classification for Carnot-Sol type Lie groups.

Proposition 5.16 Let («, 8) and (o, T) be two pairs of positive reals with« >  and o > t. Then
a o
Gq,p quasi-isometric to Gg,; < B = — <= Gq,p isomorphic to G4 .
T
Proof If % = 7, then G4 g and G, ; are isomorphic and thus in particular quasi-isometric (or even
bilipschitz) with respect to any left-invariant Riemannian metrics on the groups. Indeed, the map

Ga’ﬂ —>GU,7’ (x’y’t)l_)(xay’kt)9
is an isomorphism. For (x;, y;, ;) € Gy p fori e {1,2}, we have, in G,

(x1.y1, A1) - (X2, y2, At2) = (X1 -85 a1, X2, Y1 - 6—gpsy V2. A(t1 + 12))
= (X1 8ar, X2, ¥1-6_gs, 2. A(t1 + 12)),

which is the image of (x1, y1,#1) - (x2, y2,t2). Proposition 4.15 conclude the proof since the ratios of
traces of the respective derivations are % and 7. O

Otherwise stated, two nonunimodular Carnot-Sol type solvable Lie groups are quasi-isometric if and
only if they are isomorphic.
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