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The invariant measures of some
infinite interval exchange maps

W PATRICK HOOPER

We classify the locally finite ergodic invariant measures of certain infinite interval
exchange transformations (IETs). These transformations naturally arise from return
maps of the straight-line flow on certain translation surfaces, and the study of the
invariant measures for these IETs is equivalent to the study of invariant measures for
the straight-line flow in some direction on these translation surfaces. For the surfaces
and directions to which our methods apply, we can characterize the locally finite
ergodic invariant measures of the straight-line flow in a set of directions of Hausdorff
dimension larger than % . We promote this characterization to a classification in some
cases. For instance, when the surfaces admit a cocompact action by a nilpotent group,
we prove each ergodic invariant measure for the straight-line flow is a Maharam
measure, and we describe precisely which Maharam measures arise. When the
surfaces under consideration are of finite area, the straight-line flows in the directions
we understand are uniquely ergodic. Our methods apply to translation surfaces
admitting multitwists in a pair of cylinder decompositions in nonparallel directions.

37E05; 37E20, 37A40

1 Introduction

An interval exchange transformation (IET) is a bijective piecewise isometry from
the interval [0, 1] to itself which is orientation preserving and has only finitely many
discontinuities. These maps are natural generalizations of rotations, and interesting
because they are simple systems of low symbolic complexity but nonetheless many
phenomena that appear in these systems are not yet fully understood. Perhaps the
most well-studied problem in the subject is the classification of the ergodic invariant
measures. For instance, there are many results which guarantee unique ergodicity.
See for instance Veech [45; 46, Theorem 8.2], Masur [30], Cheung and Eskin [11,
Theorem 1.1], and Trevifio [42, Theorem 4]. Relevant surveys of the subject include
Matsuzaki and Taniguchi [31], Zorich [51] and Yoccoz [49].

For our purposes, an infinite interval exchange transformation is an orientation pre-
serving bijective piecewise isometry of an interval in R of possibly infinite length
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with a countably infinite collection of discontinuities. Here many related questions
become interesting. Is the Lebesgue measure ergodic? Is there an invariant probability
measure? If so, is it unique? An interval of continuity is an interval on which the map is
continuous. We call a measure locally finite if it is finite on the intervals of continuity of
the map. What are the locally finite ergodic invariant measures? Questions of this type
were first answered by Aaronson, Nakada, Sarig and Solomyak [2, Theorem 1.4], where
the locally finite ergodic invariant measures of certain skew products were classified.

This article contributes to the subject of infinite interval exchange transformations in
several ways. Foremost, we introduce methods to characterize (and in many cases clas-
sify) the locally finite ergodic invariant measures of some infinite IETs. Our approach
draws inspiration from the intimate connection between finite interval exchange maps
and Teichmiiller theory, and the inherent connection to translation surfaces. (Section 3.1
defines translation surface.) This point of view reveals that many infinite interval
exchange maps are unexpectedly interesting. Finally, we develop an interpretation
of certain infinite interval exchange maps as “deterministic random walks”, and our
results draw connections between these systems and corresponding random walks. Our
strongest measure classification results are corollaries to our measure characterization
theorem, which utilizes the theory of random walks (on graphs and discrete groups) to
promote a characterization to a classification.

2 Organization and overview of this article

The main result of this paper is a characterization of the invariant measures of a class
of infinite IETs. This class arises from return maps of the straight-line flow on a class
of infinite translation surfaces produced using a construction of Thurston. Section 3
introduces translation surfaces, the straight-line flow, affine automorphism groups, and
Thurston’s construction. The main idea of this paper is to use the affine automorphism
group of such surfaces to renormalize the straight-line flow.

In Section 4, we state the main results of this paper. Our results hold for straight-line
flows in “renormalizable directions” and the section begins by defining these directions.
Section 4.2 contains the first of our two main results: an orbit equivalence result for
straight-line flows on surfaces produced using Thurston’s construction. In Section 4.4,
we describe the second of our main results. We describe a characterization of locally
finite ergodic invariant measures for these straight-line flows. In the applicable cases,
all ergodic measures arise by pulling back Lebesgue measure under orbit equivalences
described by the first main result.

In Section 5, we provide an abbreviated history of the subject of infinite IETs and
infinite translation surfaces.
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The invariant measures of some infinite interval exchange maps 1897

The remaining sections of the paper are devoted to the proof of our two main results.
The beginning of Section 6 provides a birds eye view of the proof of these results.
We fill in the details in the subsections of Section 6, where we describe a sequence
of results which build up to the proofs of these main results. The logic of the proofs
of two main results is entirely contained in this section, but we state many results
in this section which require substantial further work to prove. The proofs of these
auxiliary results are contained in the remaining Sections 7—13. In addition, three of the
appendices survey relevant aspects of mathematical theories related to the proof:
¢ Appendix A surveys the use of coding to understand the invariant measures of
IETs. This well developed topic is described in the context of this work, and in
particular discusses IETs coming from infinite translation surfaces.

¢ Appendix B discusses a known generalization of the duality theorem of Farkas.

¢ Appendix C discusses the Martin boundary of a graph as it relates to the positive
eigenfunctions of the adjacency operator.

The topics in these appendices play a role in our proofs, but we only contextualize known
results. In order to fully understand the proof of our main results, the reader should
read Section 6 and should refer to Sections 7-13 and Appendices A—C as necessary.

To further aid the reader, at the end of the paper, we provide a list of notations introduced.

This article includes five additional appendices which are used to provide context for

our main results and to describe some relevant special cases. In these special cases, we

are often able to promote our measure characterization results to measure classification
results which give a complete description of the ergodic measures.

e Appendix D provides a more geometric view of from Thurston’s construction.

Briefly, any surface admitting distinct decompositions into cylinders which sup-

port an affine multitwist can be viewed as arising from Thurston’s construction.

¢ Appendix E describes some infinite IETs which appear. We stress skew product
transformations and define Maharam measures.

¢ Appendix F describes some results which hold for surfaces built from Thurston’s
construction using a hyperbolic graph. In some cases, we can obtain ergodic
measure classifications which seem unlike others that have appeared in the study
of infinite IETsS.

¢ Appendix G describes results which pertain to surfaces with nilpotent symmetry
groups. We show that when our main results apply in this setting, the ergodic
measures are always Maharam measures. This gives a generalization of a measure
classification result of Aaronson, Nakada, Sarig and Solomyak [2, Theorem 1.4].

¢ Appendix H gives unique ergodicity results for both infinite IETs and straight-line
flows that are studied in this paper.
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3 Background on translation surfaces

3.1 Translation surfaces

Let ¥ be a connected topological surface. A translation atlas on ¥ is an atlas of local
homeomorphisms from open sets of X to the plane so that the transition functions are
translations. Such an atlas specifies local coordinates to the plane which are canonical
up to translation. Formally, a translation surface is a connected topological surface
together with a maximal translation atlas.

We will now give a more utilitarian viewpoint. A translation surface S can be formed
from a disjoint collection of convex polygons {P; C R?};ca with edges glued in pairs
by translations. Let V' C .S denote the collection of (equivalence classes of) vertices
of polygons in .S. We consider the points of V' to be singularities. Formally, we only
have a translation structure on S ~ V', but we will abuse our definition by calling S
a translation surface and we will work with the points in V. For example, a closed
translation surface can be formed by identifying edges of a finite collection of polygons.
In this case, the points of V' are cone singularities, whose cone angle is an integral
multiple of 277 . In this paper, our surfaces will be built from countably many polygons,
so we will see more exotic singularities but their structure will not concern us. (See [7]
for an analysis some of the singularities that can appear.)

3.2 The straight-line flow

Let S! denote the collection of unit vectors in R%. Given a translation surface S, it is
commonplace to study the family {F, 5: S — Stgest of straight-line flows, which are
parametrized by a unit vector (a direction) € S! C R2. In local coordinates, these
flows are given by

(3-1) Fp(x.y)=(x,y)+16.

A primary goal of this article will be to understand the invariant measures of F é. This
flow also gives rise to infinite IETs. The union of the boundaries of the polygons
making up S form a section for the flow, and the return map to this section (equipped
with the Lebesgue transverse measure to the foliation in @ direction) is conjugate to an
infinite IET.

3.3 The affine automorphism group

An affine automorphism of a translation surface S is a homeomorphism ¢: S — S so
that in local coordinates near every nonsingular point, there are constants «, b, ¢, d,
t; and t, so that

o(x,y)=(ax+by+t;,cx+dy+1t).
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Because S is connected and a translation surface, the values of a, b, ¢ and d are
independent of the coordinate chart. We say that the matrix

D(¢) = [‘c’ Z} € GL(2,R)

is the derivative of ¢. The collection Aff(.S) of all affine automorphisms form a group,
called the affine automorphism group of S. The collection of derivatives of affine
automorphisms forms a group called the Veech group of S'.

3.4 Thurston’s construction

We will now describe a variant of a construction due to Thurston which produced the first
examples of pseudo-Anosov homeomorphisms. See Thurston’s [41, Section 6], which
was long preceded by an earlier preprint. Following Veech, we note that the closed
translation surfaces admitting two noncommuting parabolic affine automorphisms can
be characterized in terms of eigenvectors of graphs Veech [46, Section 9]. We will make
use of some simplifying ideas introduced by McMullen [33, Section 4] in the closed
surface case. (The author’s article [22, Section 3] carefully describes this construction
in the closed surface case.) Here we extend these ideas to infinite graphs.

We begin by describing some graph theoretic terminology. Throughout this paper, G is
an infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon graph with bounded valence. These terms are
defined below.

(1) (Infinite) The vertex set V is countably infinite.

(2) (Connected) For every v,w € V, there is a sequence of vertices
vV =V, Vi, ey Vi =W

so that every v;v; 1 lies in the edge set £ .

(3) (Bipartite) The vertex set V decomposes into a disjoint union of two sets,
V = AU B, and the edge set £ consists only of edges of the form ab with a € A
and b € B. Thus we have natural maps «: £ — A and 8: £ — B given by the
maps

o:abr>a and fB:abr>b.

(4) (Bounded valence) The sets @~ !(a) and f~1(b) are finite sets whose sizes are
bounded from above.

(5) (Ribbon structure) For every v € V, the ribbon graph structure specifies a cyclic
permutation p, of the edges that contain v as an endpoint.

We use RY to denote the collection of all functions from V to R.
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Definition 3.1 The adjacency operator is the operator A: RY — RY defined by
(3-2) ALV =D flw),

W~V
where the sum is taken over edges wv with v as one endpoint. An eigenfunction of A
is a function w € RY which satisfies 4 (w) = Aw for some A € R.

Definition 3.2 (East and north edge permutations) Given the above structure on G,
we define bijections €, N: & — £. These are given by

€(ab) = pa(ab) and N(ab) = pp(ab).
Since the permutations p, are cyclic, these maps satisfy

(3-3) {€¥(@)lken=0""(@(e)) and {(N*(e)lken=B""(B(e)) foreacheck.

Definition 3.3 (The surface S(G,w)) Let G be a graph as above. Let w € RY be a
positive eigenfunction of 4. Using the associated data, we will construct a translation
surface S(G, w). This surface will be a union of rectangles R, with e € £, with each
R, given by

Re =10, wo B(e)] x[0, woa(e)].

We glue the rectangles so that the right (east) side of R, is glued isometrically to the
left side of Ry(e), and the top (north) side of R, is glued isometrically to the bottom
of Ry(). (This explains the notation for the bijections €, N: £ — £.)

Note that the surface S(G, w) admits horizontal and vertical cylinder decompositions
which intersect in the given rectangles. For each a € A and each b € B, we have the
cylinders

(3-4) ol,= |J R and o= (] R
eca—1(a) ecBp1(b)

Each cylinder cyl, is horizontal and each cylinder cyly, is vertical. The modulus of a
cylinder is the ratio width/circumference. Therefore the condition that all horizontal
and vertical cylinders have equal moduli is equivalent to saying that our function
w € RY is an eigenfunction of the adjacency operator. (The modulus is given by
1/A, where A is the eigenvalue.) In particular, by remarks of Veech [46, Section 9]
this guarantees the existence of two noncommuting parabolic automorphisms of our
surface. The eigenvalue of a positive eigenfunction of an infinite connected graph
satisfies A > 2. For these values of A, the two parabolics generate a free subgroup of
SL(2,R). Throughout this paper, we will denote the free group with two generators by
G = (h, v), with the choice of generators names representing horizontal and vertical.
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Definition 3.4 (Group representations to SL(2,R)) For each A > 0, let py: G —
SL(2,Z) denote the representation generated by

1A 10
(3-5) p§=[0 1] and p§=[A 1].

This representation is faithful so long as A > 2.
We have the following from work of Thurston [41, Section 6] and Veech [46, Section 9].

Proposition 3.5 (Automorphisms of S(G, w)) Suppose w is a positive eigenfunction
for the adjacency operator with eigenvalue A > 0. Then there is an endomorphism
from the free group on two generators into the affine automorphism group, ®: G —
Aff(S(G, w)), so that D(P?) = ,of for all g € G. Moreover, we can take ®" (and
respectively, ®V ) to preserve all horizontal (resp. vertical) cylinders in the horizontal
(resp. vertical) cylinder decomposition and to act as a single Dehn twists on each
preserved cylinder.

The main idea of this paper is to use the subgroup ®¢ C Af(S(G, w)) to renormalize
straight-line flows on these surfaces.

Remark 3.6 (Dihedral group action) The dihedral group of order eight generated by

0 —1 -10
[o] e (0]
acts on the collection of surfaces obtainable from Thurston’s construction. If the matrix
A lies in this group, the surface A(S(G,w)) = S(G’, w) with G’ arising from G by
changing the bipartite and ribbon graph structures on G in a way that depends on 4.
Note that this matrix group also acts on directions, and on the group G through its

action on the representation pf by conjugation. We will use this dihedral group action
to reduce the number of cases we need to consider in several proofs in this paper.

4 Main results

In this section, we describe our main results: Theorems 4.4 and 4.5. We will also
introduce several ideas needed to state these results.

4.1 Renormalizable directions

Fix a real constant A > 2. We will define what it means for a direction # € S! to be
A—renormalizable.
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The constant A determines a representation p): G — SL(2,R), where G = (h, v) is
the free group on two generators. See Definition 3.4. The group SL(2,R) acts on the
real projective line, RP! = (R% ~ {0})/R in the standard (linear) way. Recall that the
limit set for the action of a subgroup of SL(2,R) on RP! is the set of accumulation
points of an orbit. (Because ,of is a nonelementary Fuchsian group, the limit set is
independent of the choice of the orbit.)

We say a direction @ is A—renormalizable if the following two statements are satisfied:

(1) The projectivization of @ lies in the limit set of ,of.

(2) 6 is not an eigendirection of any matrix ,of where g is conjugate in G to an
element of the set {4, v, v"1h}.

We use Ry C S! to denote the set of all A—renormalizable directions.

Remark 4.1 (The size of the set of A-renormalizable directions) We note that since
pf is a nonelementary subgroup of SL(2, R), the limit set of ,of is always uncountable,
and statement (2) of our definition removes only countably many direction from this
set. When A =2, Ry is S! with the vectors of rational slope removed. When A > 2,
then the limit set of pf is a Cantor set. The Hausdorff dimension of the limit set varies
continuously in A > 2 and is strictly monotone decreasing. At A = 2, the dimension is
1, the dimension has a limiting value of % as A — 400. These results on Hausdorff

dimension are due to Sato [37, Section 2].

We will now explain how to relate A—renormalizable directions as we vary A. Consider
the Cayley graph of the free group G = (h, v). This is the graph where elements of G
are the vertices, and two elements g, g, € G are joined by an edge if g, gl_1 lies in
the symmetric generating set {4, v, 7=, v=!'}. In particular, we have the notion of a
geodesic ray in G, which we characterize now:

Proposition 4.2 A sequence (gg, g1, &2, ...) is a geodesic ray in G if and only if it
satisfies the following two statements:

() gnr1g,' €th,v,h~ 1 v~} foralln > 0.
(2) gnt+2F# gn foralln>0.

This follows from the fact that the Cayley graph of G is homeomorphic to the 4—valent
tree. We use geodesic rays to relate the A—renormalizable directions as we vary A.
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Lemma4.3 Let Ay >2 andlet 6, € Ry, . Then:
(1) There is a unique geodesic ray (go,g1,...) With gg = e so that the length
”/OAi (01)]| decreases strictly monotonically as i — oo. We call (gg, g1,...) the
A1 —shrinking sequence of 6.
(2) Forany A, > 2, there is a unique pair of antipodal vectors =6, € R;, so that
the A1 —shrinking sequence of 0 coincides with the A,—shrinking sequence of
either of the vectors £0,.

Renormalizable directions are the topic of Section 7, and we prove this lemma at the
end of this section. Statement (2) has the consequence that the A—shrinking sequences
that arise from A-renormalizable directions are independent of the choice of A > 2. So
we call a geodesic ray (gg, g1,...) with go = e a renormalizing sequence if it is the
A—shrinking sequence for some A-renormalizable direction. We write £60 ({g,),A)
when we determine an antipodal pair in this way.

4.2 Orbit equivalence

Definition 3.4 produced a surface based on an infinite graph G and a positive eigen-
function w. It is worth observing that fixing a graph satisfying our conditions, there
are uncountably many positive eigenfunctions. (See [34, Theorem 6.3] or our treatment
in Appendix C.) We will describe a result which shows how surfaces determined by
the same graph but differing eigenfunctions have similar dynamical properties.

If S is a translation surface and 6 € S!, then we can consider the foliation Fy of the
surface S by orbits of the straight-line flow F (; of Equation (3-1).

Theorem 4.4 (Orbit equivalence) Let G be an infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon
graph with bounded valence as in Section 3.4. Suppose w{,w, € RY are positive
functions satisfying A(w;) = A;w; fori =1,2. Let (gy) be a renormalizing sequence,
and let £60; = +0({gx),A;) be associated pairs of antipodal M\;-renormalizable
directions (as in statement (2) of Lemma 4.3). Then there is a homeomorphism
¢: S(G,wy) — S(G,wy) such that ¢(Fg,) = Fp,. Moreover, ¢ can be taken to
preserve the decomposition of the surfaces into labeled rectangles as in Definition 3.3,

S@.w)=|JR, and SG.wy)=|J R
eel ees

and so that the restricted maps ¢|R}: Rg, — Rﬁ sends the bottom (resp. top, left, right)
edge of R} to the bottom (resp. top, left, right) edge of Rg forall e € £. In this case,
the restriction of ¢ to a map from | J,c¢ OR} to | J,cg OR? is uniquely determined.

This theorem is proved in Section 6, with the final step in the proof appearing in
Section 6.4.
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4.3 Extremal positive eigenfunctions

Before discussing the ergodic measures, we need to further analyze the positive eigen-
functions of the adjacency operator of an infinite connected graph G with bounded
valence. For A > 0, consider the set

E; = {nonnegative f € RY satisfying A(f) =Af }.

The set £ is a closed convex cone in the topology of pointwise convergence. Further-
more, every f € Ej is positive except for the zero function 0 € RY. We call a positive
eigenfunction f € Ej extremal if f = f1+ f> for f1, f> € E; implies f; =cf
for some real number ¢ with 0 <c¢ <1.

4.4 Ergodic measure characterization

Let S be a translation surface and @ € S!. Such a choice of direction determines a
foliation Fy of S by orbits of the straight line flow in direction # . This foliation is
singular in the sense that some leaves hit singularities. There is a standard method of
constructing a nonsingular leaf space from such a foliation; we split all singular leaves
into two leaves. These leaves are then joined up to make continuous leaves: one split
leaf moves leftward around each singularity it hit and the other leaf moves rightward
around each the singularity. We use j-:o to denote this nonsingular leaf space, which
we call the split leaf space. In our setting, F ¢ 1s a lamination. See Appendix A for a
more rigorous description of this construction.

A locally finite fo —transverse measure is one which assigns finite measure to every
compact transversal to the leaf space. An example of such a measure is the Lebesgue
transverse measure on S. If y:[0,1] — § is a differentiable transversal path, the
Lebesgue 7 p —transverse measure satisfies

yi [ 1O nslar
t
where A denotes the usual wedge product between vectors in the plane;
4-1) A:R?2xR? >R defined by (a,b) A (c,d) =ad —bc.

We allow our transverse measures to be atomic. An atomic measure could be supported
on a single leaf for instance. We will be only be considering locally finite transverse
measures, so a leaf supporting an atomic measure can not accumulate in the surface.
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Theorem 4.5 (Ergodic measure characterization) Assume G, wq, and 6, are as in
Theorem 4.4. Additionally assume G has no vertices of valence one. Then the locally
finite ergodic 7 9, —transverse measures on S = S(G, w) are precisely those measures
which arise from pulling back the Lebesgue F 9, —transverse measure on S(G, w;)
under the homeomorphisms ¢ given in Theorem 4.4, where w, is an extremal positive
eigenfunctions of A.

Section 6 culminates in a proof of this theorem.

Remark 4.6 (Valence one) The author conjectures that the condition that G has no
vertices of valence one is unnecessary here. It is needed to verify some combinatorial
conditions (Definitions 6.30, 6.38 and 6.39), which we believe are still true in the
valence-one case, but which we could not prove. Indeed, the theorem holds with
the valence-one condition removed if these conditions can be proved to hold in the
valence-one case. See Theorem 6.57.

5 Historical remarks

Infinite translation surfaces were first studied in the context of billiards, because when a
polygon has angles which are irrational multiples of 7, the Zemljakov—Katok unfolding
construction [50] produces an infinite translation surface. See for instance Vorobets and
Gal’perin [47]. Recently however, there has been interest in infinite translation surfaces
which arise from other constructions. In the author’s [23] and Bowman’s [6], infinite
translation surfaces have been studied which arise from geometric limits. Additionally,
there are now many papers concerned with geometric questions about infinite covers
of translation surfaces. See Hubert and Schmithiisen [27], the author and Weiss [25],
and Schmoll [39] in addition to papers on the popular Ehrenfest wind-tree model (see
Section G3). Other recent work on infinite translation surfaces has included Chamanara,
Gardiner and Lakic [10] and Przytycki, Schmithiisen and Valdez [36].

Dynamicists have long been interested in skew products, and skew rotations have been
studied since the papers Schmidt [38] and Conze and Keane [15]. The greatest influence
on this paper was Theorem 1.4 of Aaronson, Nakada, Sarig and Solomyak [2] (which
we restate as Theorem E.1). Other papers in this area include Conze [12], Conze and
Fraczek [13], Conze and Gutkin [14]. While interval exchange transformations have
been studied in close connection with translation surfaces since at least the 1970s, only
recently have skew rotations been studied using ideas from the theory of translation
surfaces. (Perhaps Hubert, Weiss and the author’s [24] was the first such example.)
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Now it appears quite natural to use translation surfaces to study dynamical questions
about skew products created using Z—valued cocycles over an interval exchange.

Recently the ergodic theory of straight line flows on infinite covers of translation
surfaces has been rapidly developing. In addition to this paper, work of Hubert and
Weiss shows that if a Z—cover of a translation surface has a Veech group which is a
lattice and the surface contains a strip, then the straight-line flow is ergodic in almost
every direction [25]. Since the first draft of this paper appeared, it has become apparent
from work of Fraczek and Ulcigrai that typically we should not expect many ergodic
directions for the straight-line flow on a Z—cover of a translation surface. For instance,
it is shown in Fraczek and Ulcigrai [19] that for any (unbranched) Z—cover of a genus
two translation surface the straight-line flow is not ergodic in almost every direction,
even though many of these surfaces have recurrent straight-line flows in almost every
direction.

The philosophy of the proofs in this paper come from Teichmiiller theory. In particular,
we follow the spirit of a criterion of Masur [30] which guarantees unique ergodicity of
an interval exchange transformation involving finitely many intervals. Masur’s criterion
uses the Teichmiiller flow on moduli space to demonstrate unique ergodicity. Rather
than using the Teichmiiller flow directly, we make use of the inherent symmetries (affine
automorphisms) of surfaces produced using Thurston’s construction to renormalize the
space of invariant measures. This idea goes back to work of Veech [46]. This iterative
process was inspired by Smillie and Ulcigrai’s work on the regular octagon [40], which
produced detailed information about the trajectories of the straight-line flow. Our
techniques give weaker information about the behavior of trajectories than explicit
coding, but the information we extract is sufficient for classifying invariant measures.

6 Proofs of main results

The orbit equivalence theorem and ergodic measure characterization theorem (Theorems
4.4 and 4.5) are the main results of this paper. We prove these results in this section,
though we rely on work in later sections to flesh out many of the details.

We will now give an overview of the proofs of the main results. As in the statements
of these results, G will be an infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon graph with bounded
valence. We let w be a positive eigenfunction of the adjacency operator 4: RY — RY
with eigenvalue A. Our surface S = S(G, w) is built as in Definition 3.3. We let
0 =6 ({gn),A) be a A-renormalizable direction.

e In Section 6.1, we explain that there is a linear embedding of the space of locally
finite g —transverse measures into a cohomological space, H'. We derive a necessary
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and sufficient criterion for an m € H! to arise from a transverse measure in terms of
pairings of m with homology classes of saddle connections.

e In Section 6.2, we consider the affine action of the sequence of group elements
(gn € G). This paper uses these group elements as renormalization operators. These
group elements act on H'!. We give a necessary and sufficient criterion for m € H' to
arise from a transverse measure in terms of the images of m under the action of (g,).

o In Section 6.3, we observe that there is a natural linear embedding of RY into H'.
The action of G on H! leaves invariant this image of RY, and the induced action of
the generators on RY is quite simple (see Equations (6-2) and (6-3)). We describe
necessary and sufficient conditions for the image of f € RY in H! to come from a
transverse measure.

e In Section 6.4, we prove the orbit equivalence theorem (Theorem 4.4). Suppose
w, is another eigenfunction of 4 with eigenvalue A, and consider the direction
0, =0({gn),A>) on the surface S, = S(G, wy). Since S and S, are built in the same
combinatorial way, there is a natural isotopy class of homeomorphisms between them.
We use this to pull the cohomology class associated to the F 0, —Lebesgue transverse
measure back to S. We use our understanding of transverse measures to observe that
this pullback cohomology class came from such a measure. By integrating this measure,
we improve our identification between these surfaces to a canonical homeomorphism
S — S, which carries Fy to Fg,. This is the desired orbit equivalence.

e In Section 6.5, we introduce a hypothesis called the subsequence decay property.
We show that under this hypothesis all cohomology classes arising from transverse
measures lie in the image of RY inside H!. Going forward, we will consider the cone
of transverse measures as linearly embedded in RY.

e In Section 6.6, we introduce the action of the adjacency operator, 4. We make
some more hypotheses: the critical decay property and the adjacency sign property.
We note these properties as well as the subsequence decay property hold for surfaces
built from graphs with no vertices of valence one. Under these hypotheses, we show
that A2 restricts to a bijection preserving the cone of transverse invariant measures.
Furthermore, we show that if f € RY arises from an ergodic transverse measure, then
there is a A, > 0 so that A%(f) =)\§f.

e In Section 6.7, we use Martin boundary theory to finish the proof of the ergodic
measure characterization theorem (Theorem 4.5). The prior section left us to consider
precisely which functions f satisfying 4%(f) = A% f arise from ergodic transverse
measures. It turns out that for each A,, the set of f arising from transverse measures
and satisfying A2(f) = k% f is the image under a linear map of the set of positive
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solutions to A(g) = Ag. Via the Poisson—Martin representation theorem, the extreme
points of this latter space are understood in terms of the minimal Martin boundary.

6.1 Reinterpretation of invariant measures

Let S be an infinite translation surface constructed as a union of polygons as in
Section 3.1, and let V' be the collection of all points in S which are (identified) vertices
of those polygons. Let # € S! be a direction and fo be the leaf space of orbits of the
straight line flow in direction @, with singular leaves split. Let My denote the space
of all locally finite transverse measures for Fo.

Let H{(S,V,R) denote the real homology classes of closed curves in S/V (ie S
with the points in V' collapsed to a single point). Here we only allow such curves to
visit finitely many polygons in the decomposition of S into polygons. We will always
use H! to indicate the dual space to H;(S,V,R). Thatis, H! is the collection of all
linear maps from H; (S, V,R) — R. We choose this notation because H! will be the
only cohomological space we consider.

A transverse measure [ € My determines a linear map Wg(u): H1(S,V,Z) — R.
This map is defined to be [x] — p(x) if x is a curve in S joining a point in V
to a point in V' and everywhere crossing the leaf space fo with positive algebraic
sign. (To be precise, if the leaves of fo are upward pointing, then the transversals
moving rightward across the leaf space cross with positive algebraic sign.) This map
can be uniquely extended to a linear map Wy (u): H;(S,V,Z) — R, since the map is
determined on a basis. Note that Wg (1) is a cohomology class in H'. So Wy defines
a linear map Mg — H'.

Recall F 5 denoted the flow on a translation surface in direction 6 . We call the flow
F 5: S — S conservative if given any subset A C S of positive measure and any 7" > 0,
for Lebesgue ae x € S thereis a ¢t > T for which F| 5 (x) € A. We have the following.

Lemma 6.1 Let S be a translation surface with nonempty singular set V. The map
Wg: Mg — H' is injective if the straight-line flow F, 5 has no periodic trajectories and
is conservative.

This statement is proved in Appendix A3.

We can apply this result because we have the following three results for the transla-
tion surface S = S(G, w) constructed as in Definition 3.3, with w € RY a positive
eigenfunction for the adjacency operator with eigenvalue A.

A saddle connection 1is an oriented geodesic segment o C .S which visits only finitely
many polygons making up S and intersects V' precisely at its endpoints. The holonomy
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of a saddle connection, hol(c) € R?, is the vector difference between the end and
starting points of a developed image of ¢ into the plane.

Theorem 6.2 (No saddle connections) No saddle connection of S(G, w) has a holo-
nomy vector which points in a A—renormalizable direction.

This theorem is proved in Section 8. Note that in any translation surface, a periodic
trajectory of the straight-line flow lies in a maximal Euclidean cylinder whose core
curves are parallel to the trajectory. The obstruction to further enlarging such a cylinder
is the presence of vertices in the boundary, so such a cylinder is bounded by a finite
number of saddle connections. So as a consequence of the above theorem, we see:

Corollary 6.3 (Aperiodicity) The surface S(G,w) admits no periodic straight-line
trajectories in A—renormalizable directions.

Finally, in Section 9, we prove the following:

Theorem 6.4 (Conservativity) The straight-line flow on S(G, w) in a A—renormaliz-
able direction is conservative.

So, by the lemma above, we have the following:

Corollary 6.5 If 0 is a A renormalizable direction on the surface S(G, w), then the
map Wg: Mg — H' is injective.

The first idea in the proof of our main results is to work with the convex cone Wy (My)
rather than working directly with measures. In order to do this, we give a criterion for
a cohomology class to come from a measure.

Lemma 6.6 Given m € H', we have m € Wg(My) if and only if for all saddle
connections o with m([o]) # 0 we have

sgn(m([o])) = sgn(hol(c) A 0).

Here sgn: R — {—1, 0, 1} is the signum function, which assigns to a real number the
element of {—1,0, 1} with the same sign.

The proof of this lemma is in Appendix A3.

Remark 6.7 (Awkward inequalities) The construct “a # 0 implies sgn(a) = sgn(b)”
is equivalent to the longer statement “if » > 0 then ¢ > 0 and if » < 0 then ¢ <0”.
We will repeatedly use this more compact construct in this paper.
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6.2 Action of the affine automorphism group

For the remainder of Section 6, we will let S = S(G, w) be a translation surface as
constructed in Section 3.4. Let E denote the set of horizontal and vertical edges of the
rectangles making up S, and V' denotes the set of vertices of rectangles. By definition,
the edges in E are all saddle connections, since they join a point in V' to a pointin V.
We orient the horizontal saddle connections in E rightward, and the vertical saddle
connections upward. We have the following.

Proposition 6.8 Homology classes of saddle connections in E span H\(S,V,Z).

The proof is to simply note that by cutting along the horizontal and vertical saddle
connections, we decompose S into rectangles. In particular, an m € H! is determined
by what it does to E.

Let ¢: S — S be an orientation preserving affine automorphism of S. Then ¢ acts
on the space of transverse measures by pushing forward the measure. For all § € S!,
¢ induces a bijection

$: Mg — Mp(gye), 1> p1od™ "

Now suppose that ¢ preserves the singular set V. (It may not, since we allow removable
singularities.) Then this action on measures is compatible with the pushforward action
on H'. We abuse notation by also denoting this pushforward by ¢,: H! — H'. For
m e H', we define ¢4(m) by

(6-1) (¢x(m)([x]) =m0 ¢~ ([x])
for all [x] € H{(S,V,Z). For all u € Mg we have

¢x 0o Wg (1) = Yp(s)(0) © P+ ().

We now recall Proposition 3.5. If w is a positive eigenfunction for G with eigenvalue A,
we have an action ® of the free group G = (h, v) by affine automorphisms of S(G, w).
This group action preserves the vertex set V. The action induced on homology is
independent of the choice of such a positive eigenfunction w. The following proposition
will explain the action on the generating set £ of H,(S,V,Z).

For each saddle connection ¢ € E, we use [o] € H,(S, V,Z) to denote its homology
class. Recall that vertices v € V correspond to cylinders cyl, as in Equation (3-4). If
v € A, this cylinder is horizontal. Otherwise it is vertical. We use [cyl,] to denote
the homology class of a core curve. As with [o] we orient [cyl,] either rightward or
upward. Note that any o € E traverses exactly one cylinder cyl, .
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Proposition 6.9 (Action on homology) Given any o € E, we have

K lo] if o is horizontal,
" ([o]) =
[o] + k[eyl,] ifo is vertical and traverses cyl, witha € A,
[o] + k[cyly] if o is horizontal and traverses cyl, withb € B,

" ([o]) = {

lo] if o is vertical.

Recall that a A—renormalizable direction @ has a A—shrinking sequence of elements
of G, (gn). We also call {g,) a renormalizing sequence. See Section 4.1 and, in
particular, Lemma 4.3.

Definition 6.10 We say that an m € H! is a (8, n)—survivor if for all saddle connec-
tions o € ®&n (E) we have m([o]) # 0 implies

sgn(m([o])) = sgn(hol(c) A 0).

The collection of (8, n)—survivors m € H! is a closed convex cone by Remark 6.7.
Note that this definition verifies the conditions of Lemma 6.6 on a subset of saddle
connections depending on #n. But it turns out that checking each of these subsets is
sufficient for concluding that m arises as W(u) for some u € My.

Theorem 6.11 (Survivors and measures) Let @ be a A—renormalizable direction. For
anyme H', m € Wg(My) if and only if m is a (8, n)—survivor for all n > 0.

The proof follows from analyzing the action of the sequence ,of" on S!. We show that
if m is a (@, n)—survivor for all n, then m satisfies Lemma 6.6. Note that Theorem 6.2
implies we do not need to worry about saddle connections in the direction of #. See
the end of Section 10 for the proof.

We can derive an equivalent definition of being a (6, n)—survivor by acting by ®8&»
on H!. This action was described in Equation (6-1), and we denote this G action by
®Y: H' - H!.

Proposition 6.12 The condition that m be a (6,n)—survivor is equivalent to the
statement that for all o € E , we have (®%" (m))([o]) # 0 implies

sgn(@" (m))([o]) = sgn(hol(o) A p5" (6)).
Remark 6.13 (Renormalization argument) The interpretation of being a (8,n)—

survivor provided in by Proposition 6.12 allows for a renormalization argument in
the following sense. The conditions on being a (6, 0)—survivor are relatively weak,
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and depend only on the quadrant containing @ . Observe that m is a (6, n)—survivor
if and only if ®5"(m) is a (py"(8), 0)—survivor. By Theorem 6.11, the cohomology
classes associated to invariant measures are precisely those for which ®5" (m) is a
(,of” (@), 0)—survivor for all . In that sense, we are utilizing the action of the shrinking
sequence (g, € G) on the space of straight-line flows of S(G, w) to understand the
invariant measures for these flows.

6.3 Operators on graphs

In addition to the adjacency operator, A, defined in Definition 3.1, we will be studying
the following linear operators on RY:

k _[fR) kY fly) ifxeA

(6-2) H"(f)(x) = { o fxes

k | f® if x € A,

o VR = {f(x)+kz f(y) ifxeB.
y~X

We define the group action Y: G xRY — RY by extending the definition Y# = H and
TV = V. Aslong as G is an infinite connected graph, the group action Y is a faithful
action of the free group with two generators. The operators relate to the adjacency
operator, A, by the equations

(6-4) AH =VA and AV = HA.

There is a natural linear embedding E: RY — H!. Given f € RY, and [x] €
H{(S,V,Z) we define

(6-5) E)[xD =D i(Ix]. [eyt, D) £ ).
veY

Here i: H((S,V,Z) x H{(S ~V,Z) — 7Z denotes the usual algebraic intersection
number, and [cyl,] is as defined above Proposition 6.9. This sum is well defined,
because i ([x], [cyl,]) = 0 for all but finitely many v € V.

It is not difficult to see that the image Z(RY) is invariant under the action of the affine
automorphism group. In fact, we have the following.

1]

Proposition 6.14 Forall g € G we have ®5 0 E = E o Y¥¢.

This proposition is proved in Section 11.

Suppose that f € RY is a positive function. Then we can think of E(f’) as the element
of H'! arising from the Lebesgue transverse measure to the foliation in direction of angle
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/4 on the surface S(G, f). Similar interpretations arise from considering an f € RY
where the signs of f on the subsets of vertices .A and B are fixed. This idea is what
gives rise to the notions of quadrants, which we are about to introduce. We will show
that Wg(Myg) C E(RY). Moreover, we will show that the set of transverse measures
to the split leaf space ]?9 (see Section 4.4 and Appendix A) all can be interpreted as
such Lebesgue transverse measures on S(G, f) with f satisfying survivor conditions,
as defined below.

Definition 6.15 (Survivors in RY) Assume 6 € S! is a A—renormalizable direction
with A—shrinking sequence (g,). We say that f € RY is a (8, n)—survivor if E(f)
is a (@, n)—survivor. We say f is a @ —survivor if itis a (@, n)—survivor for all n > 0.
We use Sy C RY to denote the set of all 6 —survivors.

We will introduce an equivalent definition which is intrinsic to RY. For this, we need a
few more definitions.

Definition 6.16 (Sign pairs) The set of sign pairs is the set of four elements SP =
{(£1,£1)}. We abbreviate these elements by writing

++:(1’1)’ +_:(1v_1)’ _+:(_171)? __:(_1’_1)
We will use 71 and 7, to denote the projection functions. For instance m{(—+) = —1
and mo(—+) = 1.

Definition 6.17 (Quadrants in R?) The four open quadrants in R? are naturally in
bijection to the elements s € SP. We define

Qs = {(x,y) € R? : sgnx = m;(s) and sgn y = m,(s)}.

We use cl(Qs) to denote the closure Q.

Definition 6.18 (Quadrants in RY) The four quadrants in RY are

~ ~ f(@=0orsgn f(a) =m;(s) forallae A
Qs_{fERV' f(b)=Oorsgnf(b)=7r2(s)f0rallb€B}'

Recall that the orbit under ,of of a A—renormalizable direction does not include the
horizontal or vertical directions.

Definition 6.19 (Sign sequence of #) Suppose 6 has A—shrinking sequence (gy).

We define the corresponding (A—) sign sequence of @ to be the sequence (sg, s1, 52, - . .)
with s, € SP so that pf" (0) € Oy, forall i.
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The A—sign and A—shrinking sequences turn out to uniquely determine 6 .

Proposition 6.20 (Quadrant sequences) Let @ € R) with A—shrinking sequence
(gn) and sign sequence (s). The only v € S! for which ,of" (v) € Qy, forall n is
v=_~0.

This proposition is proved in Section 10.4.

Recall from Section 4.1 that a renormalizing sequence (g,) and a A > 2 determine
an antipodal pair of unit vectors +6 ({g,),A) € S! for which (g,) is the A—shrinking
sequence. The quadrants containing these vectors do not change as we vary A.

Proposition 6.21 If (g,) is a renormalizing sequence and A, A" > 2, then the antipodal
pairs £0 ({g,),A) and £0 ((g,),A’) lie in the same pair of quadrants.

This proposition is proved at the end of Section 7.3. Because of this, given a choice
of # € Ry with A—shrinking sequence (g,), we can let 0 ({g,),A’) denote the choice
from the antipodal pair +6 ({g,),A”) which lies in the same quadrant as 6 .

We will need the following result in the proof of the orbit equivalence (Theorem 4.4).

Proposition 6.22 The A —sign sequence of @ is the same as the A’ —sign sequence of
0 ((gn). 1.

This proposition will be proved at the end of Section 10.1. The sign sequence gives us
a more natural definition of being a (@, n)—survivor.

Proposition 6.23 (Equivalent notion of survivors) Let f € RV. Then f isa (6,n)—
survivor if and only if Y& (f') € Q,, .

Proof By Proposition 6.14, ®%" 0o E(f) = E o Y& (f). Showing that f isa (0,n)—
survivor is equivalent to showing that EoY&"(f') isa (p5" (), 0)—survivor. Therefore,
it is enough to consider the case when n = 0.

Write @ = (x, ) and set sy = sgnx and s, =sgny. As @ is A-renormalizable,
sx,Sy €{—1,1}. If oy € E is a vertical saddle connection, then sgn(hol(oy) AQ) =—5yx.
If 0y € E is horizontal, then sgn(hol(oy) A0 ) = s, . Assuming oy, crosses the horizontal
cylinder a € A and oy, crosses the vertical cylinder b € B, we have

E(f)(ov) =—f(a) and E(f)(op) = f(b).

Therefore, E(f) is a (@, 0)—survivor if and only if sgn f(a) € {0, sx} and sgn f(b) €
{0,s,} for all @ € A and b € B. The conclusion of the proposition follows. O
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6.4 The topological conjugacy

In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 4.4. Throughout this subsection w{, w, € RY
will be positive functions satisfying 4(w;) = A;w;. The sequence (g,) will be a
renormalizing sequence, and 6; = 0 ((g,), A;) € S' will be chosen from the pairs of
antipodal A;-renormalizable directions with A;—shrinking sequence (g5} so that 6
and €, lie in the same quadrant. We write 8; = (x;, y;).

For any positive f € RY with A(f) = A f, there is a naturally related parameterized
plane in RY:

xf(v) ifveA,

yfv) ifveB.

This plane is invariant under the action of H and V:

(6-6) PR SR Py ) =

Proposition 6.24 (Invariant planes) Let v € R%. Then, for all g € G, we have
TE(Ps(v)) = Pr(p5 (v)).

The proof is a simple calculation.

We will be considering the parametrized planes Py, and Py,. Fori = 1,2, let yu;
be the Lebesgue F ¢, —transverse measures on S(G, w;). These measures are closely
connected to the planes constructed above.

Proposition 6.25 Fori = 1,2, we have Wy, (11;) = E(Py,(0;)).

Proof Let a e A and b € B. Let 0, be a vertical saddle connection crossing the
horizontal cylinder cyl/, and oriented upward. Let o, be a rightward oriented horizontal
saddle connection crossing the vertical cylinder cyly,. By definition of Wy, (1;) and
the Lebesgue transverse measure, we have

W, (ui)([ov]) = (0, wi () A 0; = —x;w;(a),
o, (i) ([on]) = (wi(b),0) A 0; = y;w;(b).
Similarly, by definition of £ we have
E (P, (0:))([ou]) = i([ov]. [cyL,]) Puw, (0:)(2) = —xiw; (a),
E (Pw; (0:)([on]) = i ([on]. [cyls]) Pw, (8:)(b) = yiw;(b). O

Proposition 6.26 Py, (0,) is a 6, —survivor. Moreover v = @, is the unique v € S'!
for which Py, (v) is a 61 —survivor.
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Proof We show that Py, (65) is a (6, n)—survivor for all 1. Let s, be the n™ entry
in the sign sequences of #{ and #,. (These are the same by Proposition 6.22.) By
Proposition 6.24, we have that

Y& (Py, (62)) = Pu, (05" (82)).

We know pfz (02) € Qs,, . So by definition of Py, , we have Py, (pf:; (0,)) € @sn and
we may apply Proposition 6.23.

Uniqueness of the choice 6 —survivor follows by combining the above argument with
Proposition 6.20. |

Let M; denote the locally finite F 9, —transverse measures on S(G,w;). We can
observe the following from Theorem 6.11 and Definition 6.15.

Corollary 6.27 There is an unique measure j1’, € My with Wg (1) = E(Py,(02)).

This measure j/, is our candidate pull-back measure. It remains to build our homo-
morphism. We begin by building a continuous map from ¢¢: S(G, w;) - S(G, wy).
For e € &, let Ré be the rectangles of S(G, w;) associated to the edge of the graph
e = ab. We define the map on these rectangles. Recall we may view each Ri as the
rectangular subset of the plane, [0 w;(b)] x [0, w;(a)]. (See Definition 3.3.) We define
the restriction map @1 |, R 8R — 8R2 along the edges by integrating the measure
:“z and rescaling approprlately For instance along the bottom edge B C R , which is
identified with the interval [0, wq(b)] x {0}, we use the formula

$11B(2,0) = (| |u2([0 ] x {0}), 0) € R2.

(Recall y, is the y—coordinate of 6,.) We must check that this map sends the bottom
edge of R; to the bottom edge of Rg. This follows from the fact that Wy, (,u’z) =
E (Pw,(83)), because the bottom edge of R! is a saddle connection, oy, = [0, wy (b)] x
{0}. We evaluate the x—coordinate of the lower right endpoint as

1
67 ulpwi(b).0) = ; |u2( 1) = o E(Pa 02 (o)
| Pay (02)(6)] = —— [ 72w5(b)] = w3 (b).

B |y2| |y2l

This shows that ¢ |r maps to the lower edge, but it may not be surjective or continuous
if 1’ contains atoms. For the left, top and right edges (L, T and R respectively), we
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use the following formulas:
1
#1101 = (0. ﬁu;({O} x[0.1])).

(6:9) Bilr (w1 @) = (550,00 w1 @, wa@).

b1 R(wi (b).1) = (wz(b) (i (0} < [0,1))).

Together these define the map ¢;|ar!: 0R! — 0RZ. A similar check for each edge
shows that ¢;|gg! sends the respective vertices of R} to the respective vertices of RZ.

Proposmon 6.28 The map ¢;|pr! sends points on the same connected component of
a leaf of ]-"91 inside R1 to points on the same connected component of a leat of .7-"02
inside Rg.

Proof We can assume without loss of generality that 01_‘;1nd 0, arein Mrst quadrant.
We must check that if the points P, Q € IR} satisfy PQ || 61, then P'Q’ || 8, where

= ¢1lor! (P) and Q" = ¢;|yr! (Q). We will check this in case P lies on the left
edge L and Q lies on the top edge T'. We leave the remaining cases to the reader. In
this case via the identification of R} with the rectangle [0, w;(b)] x [0, w; (a)], there
isar >0 sothat P = (0, wl(a)—ryl) and O = (rx1,wy(a)). Let O = (0, wq(a)).
We note that the transversals OP and OQ cross the same collection of leaves. Let
s = ,uz(OP). Then by this observation s = /,LZ(OQ). We compute

P/

(0. 514403 x 0.0, @) = r31))

(0, 55 (5003 [0, wy @) — (0P
(0. %(szz(a) -9)) = (0.w2@ - ),
0'= (5, 1(00). w2@)) = (3. w2(@)).

Y2

—
Indeed, P'Q’ = with 6, = (x3, ¥2). O

By the proposition, we can extend definition of ¢1[sg! to a map é1|R!: R1 — R2
If {P, Q} is the boundary of a connected component of a leaf of F ¢, inside R1 then
by the proposition we know P’Q’ is a connected component of a leaf of foz inside
RZ, where P’ = ¢1|yr! (P) and Q' = ¢1|yg! (Q). Then we can define ¢; onto PO
by defining PO — P’Q’ affinely (so it scales distance linearly). Thus we have defined
$1lg: Re — R
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We similarly define ¢1|r1: R I'— R2 forall e € £. These maps agree on the boundaries
of rectangles, so we have defined the map ¢¢: S(G, w;) — S(G, w;). We must show
that ¢; is continuous. Discontinuities of ¢; can only arise from atoms of 1, . For each
atom A of y/, thereis astripin S(G, wy)~¢1(S(G, wy)) whose width is the measure of
the atom. Note that each vertex of each rectangles R? is in ¢1(S(G, w1)). Therefore for
each atom A we have an isometrically embedded strip €: (0, /flg({A})) xR — S(G, wy)
which sends the vertical foliation of the strip to the foliation F g, . But the vertical flow
in the strip is not conservative, and so the existence of this strip contradicts the fact that
the straight-line flow in direction 8, on S(G, w,) is conservative. See Theorem 6.4.
Thus ¢1: S(G, w1) — S(G, w,) is indeed continuous and surjective.

It remains to show that ¢; is invertible. We can construct a map ¢,: S(G, wy) —
S(G, wq) by switching the rolls of 1 and 2. The composition ¢, o ¢y: S(G, w;) —
S(G, wq) preserves the Lebesgue measures of transversals to F 9, - and it preserves
all vertices of rectangles R!. Therefore, the composition must act trivially on the
boundaries of rectangles R}. Moreover, the composition acts affinely on connected
components of leaves intersected with R, and so must act trivially on each such
connected component of a leaf. Therefore, ¢, o ¢ is the identity map.

Finally, we consider the uniqueness statement. Now suppose there were ;/2, ,u’z/ € M,
so that there are homeomorphisms ¢, ¢7: S(G, w;) — S(G, w,) which send R} to
R?2 and respect the names of the boundary edges of the rectangles (bottom, top, left and
right) and which push the measures 1, 1’ forward to the Lebesgue F 9, —transverse
measure on S(G, w;). Then we notice that the cohomology classes Wq, (17,) and
Wy, (1) must be the same. Therefore, u’, = p1’; by Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.4.
Finally, we see that the restrictions of ¢| and ¢{ to the boundaries of rectangles are
determined by 5 and ). (In fact they must be determined as in equations (6-7) and
(6-8).) Thus the restrictions of ¢ and ¢{' to the boundaries of rectangles must be the
same. This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.4.

We have the following corollary to the topological conjugacy theorem, which will be
useful later. It is stated in the context of Theorem 4.4.

Corollary 6.29 The pullback of the Lebesgue F 0, —transverse measure on S(G, w»)
under the homeomorphism ¢: S(G,w1) — S(G,w;) (which was denoted ¢{ and
constructed above) is \If(;ll 0 E(Py,(67)).

6.5 Surviving functions and measures

We will now continue the discussion from Section 6.3. Recall that if f was a 6—
survivor, then we obtain an invariant measure \1;;1 o B(f) by Theorem 6.11 and
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Definition 6.15. It turns out that under a “reasonable” assumption all measures arise in
this way. Recall that Sy denotes the set of all § —survivors in RY.

Definition 6.30 (Subsequence decay property) We say that S(G, w) has the subse-
quence decay property, if for any @ € R, and any f € Sy there is a subsequence
(gn;) of the A—shrinking sequence of @ for which

lim Y8 (f)(v)=0 forall veV.
1—>00

Recall that by Theorem 6.11, m € H! is the cohomology class of a .7?0 —transverse
measure if and only if m is a (@, n) survivor for all n > 0.

Theorem 6.31 Suppose S(G, w) has the subsequence decay property, and let 0 € R, .
If m e H' isa (6 ,n)—survivor for all integers n > 0, then m = E(f) where f € Sp.

We prove Theorem 6.31 in Section 11. In Section 13, we will show that if G has no
nodes of valence one, then S(G, w) has the subsequence decay property. (In fact, we
prove that S(G, w) has a stronger property. See Definition 6.38 and Theorem 6.40,
below.)

By combining Theorems 6.31 and 6.11, we have the following.
Corollary 6.32 If S(G,w) has the subsequence decay property, then Wg(My) =

E(Sp). Moreover, both Wy and E are injective, so this yields a linear isomorphism
between Mg and Sg .

In other words, we have reduced the problem of classifying locally finite transverse
measures to the study of # —survivors in RY.

6.6 The action of the adjacency operator

In this section, we introduce the adjacency operator A to our arguments.

Let =: R2 — R? denote the involution (x, y) = (, x). The action of = permutes the
quadrants. We define the action of = on pairs of signs so that Oy = Q5. The action of
~ conjugates pkh to p, and vice versa. The induced action on G is given by the group
homomorphism ~: G — G defined so that # = v and v = /. It follows that for all
g € G and all v € R?, we have

pf (W) = pf ).
Recall from (6-4) that AH = VA and AV = HA. Thus, for g € G, we have
(6-9) AY8 =7TE84.
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Corollary 6.32 indicated that in the presence of the subsequence decay property, 2~ ! o

Wy is a bijective correspondence between Mg, the space of transverse measures for
the foliation in direction @, and the space Sp of @ —survivors in RY. We have the
following.

Proposition 6.33 If f € RY isa 0 —survivor then A(f) is a 6 —survivor.

Proof Let (g,) and (s,) denote the shrinking and sign sequences of @, respectively.
Then the shrinking sequence of @ is (g,) and the sign sequence is (5;,). By the notion
of survivors given in Proposition 6.23, as f is a @ —survivor, we have Y87 (f) € ) Sn
for all n. By Equation (6-9), we know

T80 A(f) = Ao ¥ (f) € A(Qy,) O,

for all n. Hence A(f) is a @ —survivor by Proposition 6.23. |

We will show that A is a bijection from the cone of @ —survivors to the cone of
6 —survivors. First we will discuss injectivity. Note that 4 is not injective when
considered on RY. We have the following description of the group action Y on
kerA = {k € RV : Ak = 0}. For any subset U C V we define 7y: RY — RY by

f(v) ifveU,
0 otherwise.

(6-10) o (f)(¥) = {

Proposition 6.34 (Kernel of 4) Forall f € RY and all k € 7, we have

H*(f)=f +knsoA(f) and VK(f)=f +knsoA(Sf).
In particular, if k € kerA then Y8 (k) =k forall g€ G.

The proof is trivial, and follows from comparing the definitions of 4, H and V. (See
Definition 3.1 and equations (6-2) and (6-3), respectively.)

Proposition 6.35 (Injectivity of 4) Suppose S(G,w) has the subsequence decay
property. Then the restriction of A to the cone of all @ —survivors is injective.

Proof Suppose that f7, f, are both @ —survivors and that A(f1) = A(f>). Then
fo= f1+k with k e kerA. We will show k(x) =0 for all x € V. By Proposition 6.34,
for all g € G we have

k =7"8(k) ="TE(f2) = TE(fD).
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By the subsequence decay property, we know that there is a subsequence g, of the
A—shrinking sequence for 6 so that lim; oo Y87 (fj) = 0 coordinatewise for j =1, 2.
Forall x eV,

k(x) = lim T8 (k)(x) = lim (Y81 (f2) = T8 (f1))(x) = 0. 0

We will now discuss why A surjectively maps the 6 —survivors onto the space of
0 —survivors. To do this we need to be able to find inverses under the adjacency
operator.

We use RY to denote the finitely supported functions V — R. There is a natural bilinear
pairing { , ): RY xRY — R given by

(6-11) (f.x)=>_x(WM)f).

vey

This sum is well defined because x is only nonzero at finitely many v € V. The
operators A, H and V restrict to actions on RZ. Furthermore,

(6-12) (Af.x)=(f.Ax), (Hf.x)=(f.Vx) and (Vf.x)=(f,Hx)

for all f € RY and all x € RY. We define the group automorphism y: G — G by
extending the definition on generators

(6-13) y(h)=v"!' and y()=h"l
Note y? is trivial. The natural extension of Equation (6-12) to all g € G is
(6-14) (TE £, 07 x) = (f ,x).

We have the following variation of a theorem of Farkas [18]. (See [3, Corollary 3.46],
for a more modern treatment.)

Lemma 6.36 (Farkas’ theorem for the adjacency operator) Let f € @++. The
following two statements are equivalent.

(1) Thereisa g € @++ with Ag = f.
(2) Forall x eRY,if Ax € Q4 then (f.x)>0.

This lemma is proved in Appendix B; it follows from a generalized form of Farkas’
theorem. We will use criterion (2) to check for surjectivity. We will simplify this
criterion. First, we introduce a more strict version of the subsequence decay property.
In order to define this property, we need the following useful fact about renormalizable
directions.
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Lemma 6.37 (Critical times) Suppose 6 is a A—-renormalizable direction. Then
there are infinitely many n € N such that if f € RY is a (0,n)—survivor, then f isa
(0, m)—survivor forallm <n.

This lemma is proved in Section 11.2. We prove this lemma, by showing that there a
sequence of values of n which are guaranteed to have the property above. These values
of n satisfy a simple combinatorial criterion related to the shrinking sequence, and we
call them critical times. See Definition 10.7.

Definition 6.38 (Critical decay property) S(G, w) has the critical decay property,
if for any @ € R, and any f € Sy the sequence of critical times, (gy;), of the
A—shrinking sequence of @ satisfies

lim Y8 (f)(v)=0 forall veV.
1—>00

The critical decay property implies the subsequence decay property of Definition 6.30.

Definition 6.39 (Adjacency sign property) The graph G has the adjacency szgn
property, if forany @ € Q4 N'Ry, any f € Sy, any x € RY such that Ax € Q++
and any critical time ¢ for the A—shrinking sequence (g,) we have

(Y& (f), T7€)(x) —x) > 0.
In Section 13, we prove the following.

Theorem 6.40 (Graphs without vertices of valence one) If G is an infinite connected
bipartite graph with no vertices of valence one and w is a positive eigenfunction for
the adjacency operator, then S(G, w) has the critical decay property and G has the
adjacency sign property.

Remark 6.41 The author believes that these properties should hold even when G has
vertices of valence one.

Proposition 6.42 Assume S(G,w) has the critical decay property and G has the
adjacency sign property. Let 8 € Ry, and f € Sy. Then there is a (8, 0)—survivor g
with Ag = f.

Proof Without loss of generality, we may assume f € 0 ++ - The statement that g
is a (@, 0)—survivor is equivalent to saying g € Q. We show the existence of such
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a g using Farkas’ theorem for the adjacency operator. Let x € RY with Ax € Q4.
By Equation (6-14), for any g € G,

(f,x)={TEC£), Y (x) —x)+(TE(f), x).

Let (gy;) be the critical subsequence of the A—shrinking sequence of 6. By the critical
decay property, we see (Y87 (f),x) — 0 as i — oo. By the adjacency sign property,
we have (Y47 (f), YV€2)(x) —x) is always nonnegative. Thus

(f x) = lim (Y82 (f), Y76 (x) = x) + (Y (f ), x) 2 0
I—>00
as needed to apply Farkas’ theorem (Lemma 6.36). a

Given Proposition 6.42, the proof that there is a § —survivor, g, with Ag = f is not
difficult. Roughly, the proof carefully combines this proposition with the critical times
lemma. Let n be a critical time. Then we can find a (,of:" (#), 0)—survivor g, such that
A(gn) =Y8"(f). Let g = T (g). By Lemma 6.37, g is a (8, m)—survivor for
all m =0, ...,n. Thus the main technical difficulty is showing that the sets of all such
candidates of the form Y& (gn) for each critical time n have a nontrivial intersection.
This argument is fully explained in Section 11.4 in the proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.43 (Surjectivity) Assume S(G, w) has the critical decay property and G
has the adjacency sign property. Let @ € R and f € Sy. Then there is a g € Sg with

A@@)=f.
Combining Lemma 6.43 with Proposition 6.35, we observe the following.

Theorem 6.44 Assume S(G,w) has the critical decay property and G has the adja-
cency sign property. If @ is a A—renormalizable direction, then the adjacency operator
restricts to bijection between the set of @ —survivors and the set of @ —survivors.

Proposition 6.45 If f € Sy, then A>(f)— f €Sp.

Proof We consider the operator 4% — I . First observe that for all s € SP, we have
(A2 —1)(Qs) C Qy. To see this, we may take s = ++ without loss of generality.
Then, if v €V, we can find an w ~ v. Then by definition of 4 we have

AX(fH)V) = A(f)W) = f(v),
and therefore A2(f)(v) — f(v) > 0 as desired.

Second, we may observe that 42 — I commutes with Y for all g € G. This follows
from linearity and Equation (6-9). Since we assumed f was a (6, n) survivor, we
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know Y& (f) e 0 s, - Therefore, by our first observation, we see
T o (A2 = D)(f) = (4> = D)o X¥ (f) € Qy,
as well. Thus (42 —1I)(f) is a (6, n)—survivor for all n. a

Our main theorem is really a corollary of Theorem 6.44. The ergodic measures theorem
(Theorem 4.5) follows by combining the theorem below with Theorem 6.40 and some
Martin boundary theory as described in the next subsection.

Theorem 6.46 Assume S(G,w) has the critical decay property and G has the adja-
cency sign property. If f € Sy is extremal, then A*(f) = k%( f) for some positive
)\,2 € R.

Proof If f isextremal, then A2(f) must be extremal, since 4%: Sy — Sy is a linear
bijection. But A2(f) = f + (4%(f)— f) and both f,A%(f)— f € Sp. These
two functions are linearly independent (contradicting extremality of 42(f)) unless
Az(f)=k§(f) for some positive A, € R. |

6.7 Martin boundary theory

In this subsection, we use Martin boundary theory to finish the proof of the ergodic
measures theorem. We formally define the Martin boundary in Appendix C. Here we
will only introduce the facts we need to use to prove our main theorem.

Choose any vertex o € V called the root. Given an eigenvalue A of 4 with positive
eigenfunctions, the Martin compactification V) is a compactification of the vertex
set V. The Martin boundary is the set M; = V) ~ V. Points { € M} correspond to
positive functions k¢ € RY so that 4 (k¢) = Ak¢ and k¢(0) = 1. The function { > k¢
is continuous when RY is given the topology of pointwise convergence. The subset

MK”" ={{ € M,, : k¢ is an extremal positive eigenfunction}

is called the minimal Martin boundary, and is a Borel subset of M .

Theorem 6.47 (Poisson—Martin representation [48, Part IV, Theorems 24.7-24.9])
For each nonnegative f € RY with A(f) = A f , there is a unique Borel measure vy
on M with v g(Mjy \MK“'") =0 and

F) = [M e (v) dv 4(©)

for all v € V. Furthermore, if f is an extremal positive eigenfunction, then f = ck¢
for some ¢ > 0 and { € M}"™, and vy is the Dirac measure with mass ¢ at ¢.
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Now we will study those f € Oy with s a sign pair and for which A2(f) = A2(f).
We let G2 denote the graph with vertex set V and edge set £2, where each path of
length two in € corresponds to an edge of G2. We allow loops in the graph G2, which
arise from moving forward along an edge in £ and then back to the starting point along
the same edge or another edge with the same endpoints. Since G is connected and
bipartite, the graph G2 consists of two connected components with vertex sets A and
B. We denote these two components by G4 and Gi. We will let 4 4 and A be the
adjacency operators on these two graphs and they satisfy the equations

A*(f)(@) = Aa(f|a)(@) and  A*(f)(b) = As(f]5) ()
forall f € RY andall a€ A and b € B.

As in Section 4.3, we let E; be the collection of nonnegative f € RY such that
A(f) =Af. For s € SP, define Eg = {f € Qg : A*>(f) = A>f}. Note that
E; € E44.For f € RY we define the functions f4, f5 € RY according to the rule

f(v) if ve A, TA(f)(v) ifveA,

(©6-13) fA(V):{%A(f)(V) ifveB, f) if veB.

and fis(v) = {

Observe that if f € RY is a nonnegative function satisfying 42(f) = A% f, then we
have A(f4) =Af4 and A(f) = A f5. In fact,

Proposition 6.48 For all s = (s1,s,) € SP, the function f > (f4, fB) restricts to a
linear bijection E s =~ S1E) xs,E) . Here s; E) denotes nonnegative eigenfunctions
with eigenvalue A when s; = 1 and the nonpositive eigenfunctions when s; = —1.
The inverse map is given by (fa, f5) = mwa(fa) + 7np(fB), with m, defined as in
Equation (6-10).

This means that we can use the Poison—Martin representation theorem to express those
f e E s for s € SP. For this it is natural to consider signed measures on the Martin
boundary. For v a Borel measure on My, we let v and v~ be the mutually singular
unsigned Borel measures satisfying v = v — v~ obtained via the Hahn decomposition
theorem. We let M be the space of signed Borel measures v on M such that

(1) v(A) =0 for all measurable 4 C M ~ M’k""”,
2) fo k¢(v)dv(¢) is defined and finite for all v € V.

Note the space M is a real vector space. We also define the subsets
Mt=fveM : v (My)=0 and M- ={veM : vH(M,;)=0}.

We have the following corollary to the Poisson—Martin representation theorem.
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Corollary 6.49 Lets = (s;,52) €SP and f € E. Then there is a unique (v 4, vg) €
M? = M x M for which

fa) = /M k(@) dva®) and f(b) = fM kg (b) dvs(©)

forall a€ A and all b € B. Moreover, vy € M5! and vg € M52,

Proof We first prove existence. Given f, we may consider f4, fs defined as in
Equation (6-15). We have that 51 f 4, 52 f5 € E) . Therefore using the notation from the
Poisson—-Martin representation theorem, we may set v4 = s1vy, f, and v = Savg, £, -
The pair (v4, vg) satisfy the equations of the corollary and we have v4 € M5! and
VB € M52,

Now assume that (j14, jt5) € M ? is a second pair of measures satisfying the statement
of the corollary. We will prove that 4 4 = v4. Define the unsigned measures o1 =
vi+u7z and 0y = v+ uk. Define g1, g2 € RY by

gilv) = / ke(v)doi(§) forall veV.
My,
Note that for all a € A we have g(a) = g,(a) since
f@= [ ke@dna©) = [ k@ duato
M, M

So that g1(a) = g2(a) = f(a) —i—fMA ke(a)dvy(0) —i—fM/\ k¢(a)dp (). Now observe
that both g1 and g, satisfy 4(g;) = Ag;, since each k¢ is such an eigenfunction. It
follows that for all b € B,

gih) = AGNB =5 3 gi(a).

a~b

Since the expression on the right only depends on vertices a € A, we see g1 = g».
Therefore, the uniqueness part of the Poisson—Martin representation theorem implies
01 = 03 . Finally, observe that if s; = +1 then v; = 0. Therefore, vj[ +uy,= uj.

But the fact that p7; L /,Lj4_ implies that ©; = 0 and v;( = pLjZ. Similarly, if sy = —1
then vj =0, and so ,uj =0 and v = u},. In either case, u4 = v4. An identical
argument shows up = v, concluding the uniqueness part of the proof. |

Corollary 6.49 defines a linear map N: | J cqp E — M? according to the rule N'(f) =
(v4,vg) with (v 4, vg) the unique pair of signed measures guaranteed to exist by the
corollary.
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The group of matrices GL(2,R) acts on M ? by matrix multiplication. Namely,

a b|fva|l [ava+bvg
cdl|lvg| |cva+dvg]|’
Therefore our representation py: G — SL(2, R) induces an action on M 2.

Proposition 6.50 (Adjacency operation on measures) Let f € RY and suppose there
exists (v4,vg) € M? so that

fla) = / k(@ dva@) and (o) = / kg (b) dvs(0)
M M,
forallae A andb € B. Then

ACf)(@) = A /M k@) dvs(@) and A(f)(b) = A /M ke (6) dva(?).

Proof Define f4, fz € RY according to the rule that
fe(v) = / ke(v)dv«(¢) forall veV and * € {A, B}.
M

Then A(fx) = A f« since each k; satisfies 4(k¢) = Ak;. Then we have f =
wA(fa)+ n(fB). It follows that

A(f) = A(ma(fa) +75(fB) =m0 A(fa) + a0 A(f5) = 7B (A f4) + TA(XfB).

Therefore the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 6.51 (Group operation on measures) Suppose that f € RY satisfies
A%(f) = A2 f and there exist (v4,v5) € M? so that

fla) = /M ke@ dva() and f(b) = /M ke (6) dvis(0)

forallac AandbeB. Let g € G, and set (MA,/LB):,ofo(UA, vg) and f:Tg(f).
Then A%(f) = A2 f and
F@= [ k@dua®) and Fo)= [ ko)
M, M,
forallae A andb € B.

Proof First, the statement that A42( f ) = A2 f follows from Equation (6-9). Namely,

AX(f)=TE0A>(f) =M2YE(f) =12 f.
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We prove the remainder of the statement by induction. In fact, it is sufficient to prove
it for g the identity and a collection of generators. The case of the identity is trivial.
We consider the case of g = 4% and k € Z. Then (4. ug) = (va + kvg, vg). We
know that

f=H"(f)=f +knaoA(f) = f +knao A(f).

K

Now the conclusion follows from Proposition 6.50. The case of g = v* is similar. O

Corollary 6.52 Let f € E for some s € SP. Suppose for some g € G we have
TE(f) e Oy for some s’ € SP. Then TE(f) e Es/ and

N(YE(f)) = pf -N(f).

Proof Let f = Y&(f). Proposition 6.51 implies that 42( f ) = A2 f . Therefore
f € Egy.Set (ua, up) = ,Of -N(f) € M?. Proposition 6.51 also indicates that

Fa) = /M k(@) dpa(t) and  f(b) = fM kg (b) duss(0)

for all a € A and b € B. By Corollary 6.49, the pair of measures that satisfy this
statement are uniquely determined by f . Therefore it must be that N'(f) = (4, i45)
as desired. m

This corollary allows us to prove the following important lemma.

Lemma 6.53 Suppose f € RY satisfies A>(f) = A2 f and is a @ —survivor with
0 = (x,y) €Ry. Let (va,v5) = N(f). Then, vy = SVB-

Proof Let (g,) be the A—shrinking sequence of @, and let (s,) be the shrinking
sequence. Since f is a @ —survivor, Y87 (f') € Qg, . Moreover, by Equation (6-9),

AZ(YEn(f)) = 2278 (f ).

Therefore Y8 (f) € E\sn for all n. Let (van,vBn) =N o Y8 (f). Write s, =
(Sn,1,8n,2). By Corollary 6.49, we have v, € M**! and vg, € M*"2. Then by
Corollary 6.52, we have

(Wan:VBn) = pE" - (V.4,0. VB,0)-

Now let A C M; be any measurable subset. Let v = (v4,0(4),v3,0(4)). Then
we know (va,n(A4), ven(A4)) = pfn(v) for all n. Moreover, since va, € M5!
and vp, € M*2, we have pf"(v) € cl(Qy,) for all n. Since (g,) and (sp) are
A—shrinking and sign sequences for a A—renormalizable @, by Proposition 6.20, we see
that v must be a nonnegative scalar multiple of §. Equivalently, %v A(A) = %VB(A).
Since this is true for all measurable sets A4, it must be that %v A= %vg. O
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A converse to Lemma 6.53 follows from Proposition 6.26. If v is any Borel measure on
M,;, with ka k¢(v)dv(¢) defined and finite for all v € V, then the pair (xv, yv) =
N(f) for a @ —survivor f € RY. Indeed, if we define g € RY according to the rule
that g(v) = fM}\ k¢(v)dv(¢) for all v €V, then we see that f = Pg(#), where Pg
denotes the parametrized plane defined in Section 6.4. Therefore we have the following
two results.

Corollary 6.54 (Survivors and the Martin boundary) The linear map N restricts to a
bijection from the space of @ —survivors f € RY satisfying A>(f) =A% f to pairs of
measures of the form (xv, yv) with v an unsigned Borel measure on M, satistfying
V(M ~ MK”'") = 0 and so that fo k¢(v)dv(Q) is defined and finite for all v € V.

We have been working in the specific case when 6 is a A—renormalizable direction
and A(f) = A f. But the statements of our main results in Section 4 concern two
eigenfunctions with possibly different eigenvalues. In the context of the statements of
these theorems we have the following.

Corollary 6.55 (Extremal survivors) Suppose w; € RY satisfies A(w{) = Ajw;
and assume S(G,w1) has the critical decay property and G has the adjacency sign
property. Let 61 be a Ay -renormalizable direction with A| —shrinking sequence (g,).
Suppose f € Sp, is extremal. By Theorem 6.46, there is a A, so that A(f) = A%f.
Set 05 = (x2,2) = 0({gn). A2) as in Section 4.1 and define w, € RY by

wz(a)zfo(a) and wz(b)zny(b) forae AandbeB.
2 2
Then w, is an extremal positive eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue A, .

Note that f = Py, (0,) by definition of Py, in Section 6.4. This is the connection
with the topological conjugacy construction.

Proof Let f € Sp, be extremal. The statement of the corollary defines w,. We
only need to prove that w; is an extremal positive eigenfunction. From the previous
corollary with A = A, and @ = 6,, we know that N'(f) = (x,v, y,v) for some Borel
measure v on M, satisfying v(Mj ~ /\/l;h’”'") = 0. Moreover, since N is a linear
bijection, we know that since f is extremal, v is a Dirac measure supported on a
single point ¢ € M’)’f"”. Let ¢ be the total mass of this atomic measure. Then, since

N(f) = (x2v, y2v),
f(@) =cxzke(a) and  f(b) = cyrk¢(b) forae . AandbeB.

Therefore by definition of w,, we have wy = ck¢. Since ¢ € ./\/IK“'", we know w, is
an extremal positive eigenfunction. |
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We need to show that each measure associated to an extremal positive eigenfunction
w, is ergodic. This is essentially a converse of the above corollary.

Lemma 6.56 Assume S(G,w;) has the critical decay property and G has the ad-
jacency sign property. Let 61 be a Ay -renormalizable direction with Ay shrinking
sequence (gn). Suppose w, is an extremal positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A,,
and let 0, = 0 ({gn),A,). Then the transverse measure [l = \If;ll o B(Py,(07)) is
ergodic.

Proof By Proposition 6.26, the function f = Py,(0,) is a 8;—survivor. Therefore,
by Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.4 there is a unique transverse measure fly = \Il;ll oE(f).
By Corollary 6.29, we know that p, arises from the pullback of a homomorphism
¢: S(G,w;) = S(G, wy) as described in the topological conjugacy Theorem 4.4. In
particular, Theorem 6.4 implies that the system consisting of the surface S(G, w;) and
measure [, is conservative. Hence the measure p, has an ergodic decomposition.
See [1, Theorem 2.2.9]. Recall that Mg, denotes the collection of all locally finite
transverse measures to the straight-line foliation of S(G, w;) in direction ;. The
ergodic decomposition yields a space 2 equipped with a probability measure m and a
collection of ergodic transverse measures

o € Mg, : © € Q}

(all depending on ;) so that for any measurable transversal t C S(G, w;) the map
W > [Ly(T) is measurable and

ha (1) = /Q o () dim(®).

For each a € A, let 0, be a vertical saddle connection crossing cyl,. Similarly for each
b € B, let o, be a horizontal saddle connection crossing the vertical cylinder cyl,, . Note

that since Wy, (112) = E(f) we have | f(a)| = pu2(0a) and | f(b)| = pa(op), with a
sign depending only on the quadrant containing € . In particular,

f(@)] = [Q Ho(02) dm(@) and | f(b)] = /Q oo (00) dim(@).

For each w € Q, set g, = E~lo Wy, (1w). Each g, is well defined and is a 61—
survivor by Corollary 6.32. Then |g,(a)| = e (02) and |g4(b)| = 1y (0b), With the
same sign considerations as before. Therefore we have

flv)= [Q go(V)dm(w) forall veV.
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The map 27 1o Wy, is a linear bijection Mg, — Sy, . Therefore, each g, is extremal
in Sp, , because fi, is ergodic. From Theorem 6.46, it follows that there is an A, > 0
depending on w for which 42(g,) =12 g, . Moreover the map w > A, is measurable,
since it can be computed as a ratio of sums of measures of saddle connections. Then
for any integer k we have

(6-16) A2k f) = 4%k (f)(v) = / 22k g, (V) dm(w) forall veV,
Q

where we make sense of negative of 4 powers by noting that 42 restricts to a bijection
Sp, — Sp, - See Theorem 6.44. Now suppose that

m(w : Ay > Az}) > 0.
Then we observe from the right side of Equation (6-16) that

lim (4% (f) (W) > 2,
k—+o0

but this contradicts the left side of the equation which says that this limit must be A, .
Similarly, if

m({® : ko <A2}) <0 then lim AP () < nsy,

which again is a contradiction. Thus m—almost everywhere we have A, = A,. Then
as in Corollary 6.55, we may set

ww(a):x—lzf(a) and ww(b)zif(b) forallae 4 and b € B5.

Then by this corollary, w,, is an extremal positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A,
m—ae. Since f = Py,(0,), we know that

wy(v) = / Wy (V)dm(w) forall veV.
Q
But since w is an extremal positive eigenfunction and almost every w,, is an eigenfunc-
tion with the same eigenvalue, we have that w, is a scalar multiple of w, m—almost
everywhere. Therefore m—ae, g, is a scalar multiple of f . Since py, = lII(;ll 0cE(gw)

and up = \110_11 o&(f), we know m—ae that i, is a scalar multiple of p,. In particular,
each p, was known to be ergodic, so the measure p, must be ergodic as well. O

By combining the corollary and lemma above, we have the following.
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Theorem 6.57 Assume S(G,w;) has the critical decay property and G has the ad-
jacency sign property. Let 61 be a Ay -renormalizable direction with A, shrinking
sequence (gn). Then the collection of locally finite ergodic invariant measures is
given by

{Wy ! 0 B(Pu,(02))}.

where w, varies over the extremal positive eigenfunctions of G, 8, = 0 ((gn), A») and
Ay is the eigenvalue of w5.

Proof All locally finite ergodic invariant measures arise in this way by Corollary 6.55
and Corollary 6.32. Conversely, every such measure is ergodic by Lemma 6.56. O

Finally, we can prove the ergodic measure classification theorem.

Proof of the ergodic measures theorem II (Theorem 4.5) Since G has no vertices of
valence one, by Theorem 6.40 we know that S(G, w;) has the critical decay property
and G has the adjacency sign property. Therefore by Theorem 6.57 each ergodic
measure is of the form pu, = lllo_ll o B(Pw,(0;)), where w; is an extremal positive
eigenfunction. Then it follows from Corollary 6.29 that p, arises from a pullback
construction as described in the statement of the theorem. d

7 Renormalizable directions

In this section, we revisit the idea of renormalizable directions which was introduced
in Section 4.1. We work out a number of their basic properties.

7.1 Shrinking sequences and directions

We begin by recalling some of the ideas from Section 4.1. We gave G a metric
structure coming from viewing G as a subset of its Cayley graph constructed from
the symmetric generating set {#,v, h~!,v™!}. In particular, an infinite (resp. finite)
sequence (gg, g1, ...) of elements of G is a geodesic ray (resp. segment) in G if and
only if it satisfies the following statements:

() gni1g,' €{h,v,h~ 1 v71} forall n>0.
() gut28,' #e forall n>0.

Here we have restated Proposition 4.2.

Now consider the representation p): G — SL(2,R) for A > 2 from Definition 3.4.
Because A > 2, the representations p; are always discrete and faithful.
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Definition 7.1 (Shrinking) Let § € S!. A geodesic ray (g;)i>o with gg = e is a
A—shrinking sequence of 6 if || ,ok" (0)]| is strictly monotone decreasing. We say (g;)
is a A—shrinking sequence if it is the A—shrinking sequence of some # € S!, and we
say the associated § € S! is A—shrinkable.

Our main result of this subsection is the following:

Theorem 7.2 (The correspondence theorem) (1) If @ € S! is A —shrinkable, then

there is a unique geodesic ray {g;) with go = e which is a A —shrinking sequence
of 6.

(2) Conversely, if (g;) is a geodesic ray with go = e, then there is at most one
pair of antipodal A —shrinkable directions @ for which (g;) is its A —shrinking
sequence.

In addition to proving this result, in this subsection, we will also state a number of facts
which will be useful later about the action of a shrinking sequence.

Since the Cayley graph of G is a tree, for any g € G, there is a unique geodesic
segment (in the word metric) (go, ..., gn) in G which satisfies gg = e and g, = g.
We begin by studying which unit vectors are shrunk or expanded along such a sequence.

Definition 7.3 (Shrinking and expanding sets) Let g € G and let (go,...,gn) be
the unique geodesic segment with go = ¢ and g, = g. Define Shr) (g) and Exp, (g)
to be the sets

Shry(g) = {0 € S' | pf" @) < llpf" (@) <--- <[5 @) < 0] =1},
Expy(g) = {0 €S" 55" (0] > o5 (0)] > > 155 @) > 18] = 1}.

The next proposition follows from the observation that these two definitions are related
by switching the directions of the inequalities. We define the projection map 7gi: R?~
{0} — S! to be the map 7g1(v) = v/|v].

—1
Proposition 7.4 Forall g € G, Shry(g) = g1 0 ,of (Exp; (g71)).
Proof The geodesic segment joining e to g~ ! is the sequence ( g =8n—i g~ !). Thus
Exp; (g7") is given by either of the following two expressions:

—1 —1
{0 eS" e O > 1655 @) > > 58 (@) > 0]}
wgiopf ({07 €St 107> o5 (0] > - >l (0" > 115" (8)1I})-

We can therefore see that Exp (g7!) = mg1 o pf (Shry (g)), which is equivalent to the
version stated in the proposition. |
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Proposition 7.5 We have the following descriptions of the shrinking sets of generators:

Shr () = {(x,») €S" - =2 <Z<o},
A x
2
-1y _ 1. y _z
Shry, (h )_{(x,y)eS '0<x<k}’
—A
— 1. _ Y o=
Shrk(v)—{(x,y)eS P00 <o < 2},
Shry(v™1) = {(x,y)ES1 : A <Z<oo}.
2 x

When g € {h,v,h~',v™'} we have Exp; (g) = S' ~ cl(Shr(g)), where cl denotes
the closure.

We will not prove this proposition as it is a simple computation. Disjointness of these
sets gives the following consequence:

Corollary 7.6 (Unique shrinking generator) Given A > 2 and 0 € R? ~ {0}, there
is at most one element g € {h,h=', v,v™!} so that ||,o§(0)|| < ||@]|. Moreover, if
g1 € {h,h 1 v, v~} satisfies |,05‘:‘(0)| < |0] (resp. |,0§‘(0)| < |0]), then every
grel{h,h= v, v} with g # g, satisfies |p§2(0)| > 10| (resp. |p§2(0)| > 10)).

Proof The proof follows from the fact that if g; and g, are distinct elements of

{h,h=", v,v71} then Shry(g1) C Exp;(g2) (resp. cl(Shry(g1)) C cl(Expy(g2)))-
This can be derived directly from Proposition 7.5. O

Proof of Theorem 7.2 First consider statement (1). Suppose 6 € S! is A—shrinkable,
ie there is a geodesic ray (g;) with gg = e so that || pf\'i (@) decreases monotonically.
Suppose (g;) is another such geodesic ray. We claim they are equal. Otherwise there
is a smallest i so that g; # g;. Since go = g, =e,weknow i >l and g; | = g;_;.
Thus

gig,'__l i— i— g,{g,‘__l i— i—
Loy == (5 @D < 105 (@) and oy " (05 O < 25" (B)]].
But g; gl.__l1 iy gi__l1 e {h,v,h~ ', v~} are distinct, which contradicts Corollary 7.6.

Now consider statement (2). Let (g;) be a geodesic ray, and suppose that it is the A—
shrinking sequence for two nonparallel directions 6 and 6’. Observe that by definition
we have

P57 (O)II=1 and o5 (8")] < 1.

But the set of all M € SL(2,R) for which ||[M @] <1 and |M 6’| <1 is compact.
So by discreteness of pf , the sequence (pi" ) can only take finitely may values. But
this contradicts the definition of a A—shrinking sequence. |
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Proposition 7.7 Let § € S!. Let (g;) be a geodesic segment or ray in G for which
10§75 @)1 > 155" (8) | (respectively || (8) > [|o§" (8)]]) for some n > 0. Then
the subsequence || pi"“ (0)|| for j > 0 is a strictly increasing (respectively nonstrictly
increasing) sequence.

Proof We will prove the strictly increasing case. The nonstrict case follows similarly.
The proof is by induction. Suppose ||,o§“rl 0)] > ||,0§" ()]|. Then mg: (,oii+1 (0)) €
Shr;, (gigl.__:l). Since (g;) is a geodesic, g,‘+2gi_+11 # gigl.__:l . So by Corollary 7.6,

w5105 ' () € Expy (giv28731)-

In other words, |5+ ()] > [|§+" (6))]. 0

We also have the following consequence:

Corollary 7.8 If @ € S ~ (Shry (h) U Shry (h™') U Shry (v) U Shry (v™1)), then for
all g € G we have |0 < ||p5‘:(0)||.

Proof Apply Proposition 7.7 to the geodesic segment joining e to g. a

Using Proposition 7.4, we can obtain a concrete description of the shrinking and ex-
panding sets. (To make it extremely concrete, you can combine it with Proposition 7.5.)

Corollary 7.9 Let g€ G andlet (go=e,...,gn = g) be the corresponding geodesic
segment. For A > 2, we have Exp, (g) = Exp, (g1) and

—1 _ —l _
Shry(g) = g1 005 (Expy(gn_18~")) = g1 0 p3" ' (Shra(gg,))-

Proof The statement Exp, (g1) = Exp; (g) follows directly from Proposition 7.7. To
prove the identity for Shry (g), we apply the equation for Exp; (g) and Proposition 7.4:

—1 _ —1 _
Shry.(g) = mgi0p§  (Expy(g™") =mgi0pf  (Expy(gn—18~")).

Finally by Proposition 7.4, we see that
E —1y _ 28, -1
xpy(8n—18 ) =mg10p; " (Shry(88,—1))- o
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7.2 The limit set

Our original definition of A-renormalizable directions involved the limit set. See
Section 4.1. Here we will introduce hyperbolic geometry and the limit set. For the
necessary background, we refer to the book of Matsuzaki and Taniguchi [32].

The hyperbolic plane is H> = SO(2) \ SL(2,R). The boundary of the hyperbolic
plane is naturally defined to be dH? = RP! = (R? < {0})/R. For M € SL(2,R)
and v € R? ~ {0}, we will use [M] € H? and [v] € RP! to denote the corresponding
equivalence classes. To make RP! the boundary of the hyperbolic plane, we say a
sequence ([M,] € H?) converges to [v] € RP! if for any [w] # [v] € RP!,

| M|

[ Mpw]|
The limit set A(T') C RP! of a discrete group I" C SL(2,R) is the set of all limit
points of sequences in SO(2) \ I" ¢ H?. Equivalently, the limit set A(I') C RP! is

the smallest nonempty closed I'—invariant subset of RP''. An open horodisk in H? at
[v] € RP! is a set of the form

{(M]eH? : |Mv| <€}

(7-1)

—0 asn— oo.

for some € > 0. The only accumulation point in RP! of the horodisk defined above is
[v]. The horospherical limit set Ap(T") C RP! is the set of all [v] € A(T") for which
any horodisk at [v] contains points in the orbit [['] = {[M] : M €T}.

From work in the last section, we can conclude the following.

Lemma 7.10 Suppose [#] € A,(T"). Then 6 is A—shrinkable. Moreover, if (g;)} is
the A—shrinking sequence of 6, then

lim [|oF (6)]| = 0.
1—>00

Proof Suppose that [#] € Ay, (,of). From the definitions above, we know that for every
€ >0, thereis a g € G so that ||,05‘: (8)]| < €. Now we attempt to build a A—shrinking
sequence for #. We define the geodesic ray (g;) inductively so that gg = ¢ and
g,-gl.__l1 e {h,v,h~', v~} is the unique choice for which

gigili, gioi gi—1
[ V- CH) RS V2 (D] B

Here uniqueness is provided by Corollary 7.6. Existence of this choice is a consequence
of Corollary 7.8: if there is no generator which shrinks ,of" ~1(#), then

gi—1 0 — s g 0 )
oy ' (0)] min 03 (@)
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But this contradicts the hypothesis that [#] € A h(pf).

It remains to show that lim; . [| 03" (8)]| = 0. Suppose not, then there is an € > 0 so
that ||pk"(0)|| > ¢ for all i € N. Since this is true for i =0, we know € < 1. On the
other hand, since [f] € Ah(,of), we know that there is a ¥ € G so that ||,0;f @) <e.
Since € < 1, we know y # e. Consider the geodesic segment (¢ = 19, Y1,..., Y¥n =V).
By hypothesis, we know the segment can not coincide with the initial segment of the ray
(gi). Thus there is a minimal i > 0 so that y; # g;. Since (g;) is a shrinking sequence,
we know ||,of" @) < ||,0§"_1 (0)]|. Then by uniqueness of the shrinking generator (ie
Corollary 7.6 applied to p;'~"(6)), we know that [0’ (8)]| > [|o3'~" (8)]|. But then
Proposition 7.7 implies that

Loy () > 5"~ (@) > - > [l 3 (B)I] > [l 3" (B)I.

Since ||,0;:” (0)|| < e, we conclude that ||,0§"_1 (6)|| < €, which is a contradiction. O

We now recall a theorem of Beardon and Maskit [4, Theorem 2]. If I' C SL(2,R) is
geometrically finite, then A(I") ~ Ay (T") is the collection of fixed points of parabolics.
Because ,of is geometrically finite, we have:

Corollary 7.11 If[0] e A(,of) then either 0 is fixed by a parabolic in ,of or[f] e
Ap(p$).

Recall that the collection Ry C S! of all A—renormalizable directions was defined in
Section 4.1 to be the limit set with orbits of some eigenvectors removed. In particular,
because we removed the conjugacy classes of the parabolics, R; C A h(pf). As a
consequence, we can apply Lemma 7.10 to obtain:

Theorem 7.12 (Shrinking renormalizable directions) If @ € R, , then it is A—shrink-
able. Furthermore, its shrinking sequence (g;) satisfies

lim 057 (0) ] =0.
1—>00

We will now use the limit set to improve Proposition 7.5, which described the vectors
shrunk by the generators of G. In this paper, we only care about the behavior of
A—-renormalizable directions, which we now understand to lie in A h(,of). But note
that we also removed the eigendirections of conjugates of pxh_l from the limit set to
obtain R . This viewpoint gives the following:
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Proposition 7.13 For all A > 2, we have the following statements:

_ 2__
Shr(h™) N R € {6 = (x,y) €S :0<)y—c<)‘— Vzk“}
2_
Shry (v~ 1)HRAC{0 (x.y)es! ; AtvAZ—4 V;“<%<oo},
_ 2_
Shry () N Ry C 10 = (v, ) €8 - “AtvAT—4 Vzk“<£<o},
I 2 _
Shr;h(v)ﬂR;\C{O (x, y)eSI:—oo<%< A 2)‘ 4}

Proof Note that when A = 2, this statement is directly implied by Proposition 7.5. So
we will assume A > 2. The quotient H?/ pf is homeomorphic to a thrice punctured
sphere. Recall that the homotopy classes of loops on H?/ ,of are in bijective corre-
spondence with conjugacy classes in G. The conjugacy classes of /, v, and vh™!
correspond to simple loops traveling around each of the three punctures. As A > 2,
,ox is a hyperbolic isometry of H? whose axis is the hyperbolic geodesic with
whose endpoints are the projectivizations of the eigendirections of ,0 . The endpoints
of this geodesic are the points of RP!,

e1 =[2.A—VA2—4] and e, =[2. A+ VA2 —4)].

Note that these points were explicitly removed from the set of A—renomalizable di-
rections. The geodesic joining these points in H? descends to a closed loop H?/ p}?
around the flaring end. Thus the interval

L={2. ] : A—=VA2—4<y<Ai+VA2—4} CRP!

is a maximal 1nterval in the compliment of A(,ok ). The set of such complimentary
intervals is on invariant, thus

L=pl " () ={@2.p)]: A= VA2 —d<—y<r+VA2-4}
is also a complimentary interval. Our formulas follow from the fact that
Ry € ST~ (11U U{(1,0).(~1,0).(0.1). (0.=D}),

where we are using I 1 and I » to denote the closure of the lifts of 7; and I, from RP!
to S!. The conclusion follows from intersecting the set on the right with our formulas
for Shry (g) in Proposition 7.5 for each g € {h, v, i~ v™1}. O
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7.3 Combinatorics of renormalizable sequences

We would like to understand which geodesic rays are A—shrinking sequences for A—
renormalizable directions. In order to describe the answer, we define the following
shift action on geodesic rays (g,),>0 With gg =e:

SUgo.g1.82.--) = (g187" . g287 " gag ... ).

We call two sequences of elements in G, (g;) and (g}), tail equivalent if there are
nonnegative integers /7, and n for which §™({g;)) = S"((g})).

Theorem 7.14 (Shrinking sequences of renormalizable directions) Let A > 2. Then
the geodesic ray (g;) with go = e is a A—shrinking sequence for a A—renormalizable
direction if and only if (g;) is not tail equivalent to any of the four geodesic rays fixed
by S,

(e.h, k%, .., (e.h L h72,.0), (e,v,v?,...) and (e,v ', v72,...),
and is not tail equivalent to either of the following two geodesic rays of period two,

(e.h, v h o hv ™ Yhov Yo L), (e h  on  hm T v oY L),

Proof First suppose that (g;) is tail equivalent to one of the first four listed sequences.
Then there is a parabolic P € pf (namely, p§ for some g € {/, v, A=, v™1}), and an
n so that pfntk = Pk p£n. But you can not make any vector shrink infinitely often by
successively applying the same parabolic. So (g;) is not a A—shrinking sequence. Now
suppose it is tail equivalent to either of the last two listed sequences. We break into cases.
If A = 2, then there is a parabolic P € ,0)? (namely, pf for some g € (v h, o)),
and an n so that pfn+2k = Pk pgn forall k > 0. The same reasoning works as before.
Now suppose that A > 2. This time there is a hyperbolic matrix H € pf (namely
H = p§ for some g € {v='h,h~'v}) and an n so that

k
pfn+2k - H pxgn

for all k£ > 0. The only vectors which can be repeatedly shrunk by a hyperbolic
matrix are its contracting eigenvectors. So p£(6) is a contracting eigenvector of H.
Equivalently, # is a contracting eigenvector of p£" Hp£n . But these eigenvectors
were explicitly thrown out by the definition of A-renormalizable directions.

Now let (g;) be any geodesic ray with gg = e. We will show that this sequences is a
A—shrinking sequence unless it is tail equivalent to one of the six sequences listed in
the theorem.
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Since ,of is discrete and (g;) is infinite, there must be an accumulation point [#] € RP! .
Let # € S! be a lift of [#]. We claim that @ is A—shrinkable and (g;) is its shrinking
sequence.

First we claim that @ € Shr; (g;) for all i, where Shr(g;) denotes the closure of
Shry (gi). By definition, the sets Shr) (g;) are nested. (See Definition 7.3.) Observe
that Corollary 7.9 implies that each set is nonempty. We conclude that there is a direction
nel) Shry (gi). It follows that || pki(n)|| is nonstrictly monotone decreasing. By
Equation (7-1), which defined convergence to the boundary in H?, we know that the
inequality ||,0§" (0)] < ||p§i ()| is satlisﬁed infinitely often. So it follows that ,oi"_l (6)
must be nonstrictly shrunk by p£i€i-1 infinitely often . So

g1 o,oi”' 9) € E_XPA(gi—lgi_l)

infinitely often. So by Corollary 7.9, infinitely often 8 € Shr; (g;). Since these sets
are nested, we conclude that @ € Shry (g;) for all i, as desired.

Now we claim that @ € Shry (g;). Observe that the projectivized sets [Shry (g;)] form
a nested intersection of closed intervals. Thus the conclusion follows unless there is an
n so that @ € dShry (g;) for all i > n. Suppose this is the case. It follows then from
Corollary 7.9 that

w1 0 51 (8) € 9Shry (gigi))

for all i > n. Observe that g,-gl.__l1 € {h,v,h~1,v™1}. Then using the explicit descrip-
tion for shrinking sets provided by Proposition 7.5, we see that one of the following
must hold for each “time” i > n:

(@) [mg10pf " (0)]=[(1,0)] and g;g; !} € {h,h™"},
(b) L1 0o~ (6)] = [(0. D] and gig;, € fv.v7,
© [mg1 05 (O)] = [(—4.2)] and gig! =,
@ [0 (0)] = [(A.2)] and gig, =h~",
() [mg1opy ™' (8)]=[(2,~1)]and gigj"!| =v,
() [rg10py " (0)]=[(2,4)] and gig; !} =v~".
We will use these statements to show that the sequence (g;) must in fact be tail
equivalent to one of the sequences from the theorem. For example, suppose we are

in case (a) for some time i. Then we have ,ofi_—ll (0) = (x,0) for some x # 0, and
g,-gl.__l1 e {h,h~1}. Then

. ig!
P5(0) = py 7 (x.0) = (x,0).
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So we are again in case (a) but at time 7 + 1. We conclude that if we are in case (a) at
time 7, then gigl.__l1 €{h,h~!} forall i >n. But this means that (g;) is tail equivalent
to either (e, h,h%,...) or {(e,h=!,h™2,...). Case (b) works similar. Now suppose at
time n we are in case (c). Then 8 = ¢(—A,2) for some ¢ # 0 and g,,g;_l1 =h. We
see that

-1
P (8) = cpy 7 (=1, 2) = (A, 2).

Now we must be in one of the six cases at time n + 1. If A # 2, then we must be in
case (d), but this is a contradiction because then g, g;_ll =h and g,4+18, L= p1
which contradicts the definition of geodesic ray. If A = 2, for the same reason, we
must be in case (f) at time n + 1. Thus g,41g, ! = »~!. Continuing inductively, we
see that (g;) is tail equivalent to (e, s, v™'h, hv=1h,...). The remaining cases work
in the same way. |

Lemma 4.3 really follows as a corollary to the above result.

Proof of Lemma 4.3 Let A; > 2 and let 8; € R;,. By Theorem 7.12, we know that
0, is A;—shrinkable. So by definition it has a A;—shrinking sequence (g;). Moreover,
this sequence is unique by the correspondence theorem (Theorem 7.2). This proves
statement (1) of the Lemma.

Now let A, > 2. Statement (2) says there is a unique pair of antipodal A,-renormal-
izable vectors +6, so that the same (g;) is the A,—shrinking sequence for each.
The characterization of shrinking sequences of A-renormalizable directions given in
Theorem 7.14 is independent of A. So because (g;) is A1 —shrinking sequence fora A;—
renormalizable direction, it is also the A,—shrinking sequence for a A,-renormalizable
direction. We call this new direction 6, . The correspondence theorem tells us that 6,
is unique up to the antipodal map. a

We conclude this section by giving a proof of Proposition 6.21, which stated that the
pair of quadrants containing a A—renormalizable direction depends only on its shrinking
sequence and not on A.

Proof of Proposition 6.21 Suppose (g,) is a renormalizing sequence and A, 1 > 2.
Then we have

+£0({gn). 1) € Shrp(g1) and £ 0({gn). 1) € Shry(g1).

Note that as go = e and (g,) is a geodesic ray, g; € {h,v,h~!,v™!}. These shrinking
sets are contained in the same pair of opposite quadrants by Proposition 7.5. |
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8 Geometry of graph surfaces

In this section, we discuss the geometry of surfaces of the form S(G, w), where w
is a positive eigenfunction of the adjacency operator. In the Section 8.1, we discuss
features that distinguish eigenfunctions on graphs with a vertex of valence one from
graphs with no vertices of valence one. In Section 8.2, we use these observations to
prove that our surfaces have no saddle connections in renormalizable directions.

8.1 Facts about eigenfunctions

In this section, we discuss some facts about eigenfunctions of graphs which distinguish
graphs with no vertices of valence one. Note that Gz is the only infinite connected
graph with no vertices of valence one and no vertices of valence larger than two. We
will pay particular attention to the case of vertices of valence larger than two.

To distinguish graphs with vertices of valence one, we make the following definition.
Definition 8.1 For an integer k > 2, a k—spoke is an ordered k—tuple (v1,. .., vg) € VK
such that:

(1) wval(vy)=1.

(2) Foreachi e N with 2 <i <k —1,val(v;) =2, vi ~v;—1 and v; ~ V;41.

Note that there is no condition on the valence of the vertex v; of a k—spoke. See
Figure 1 for an example.

Figure 1: (vy,...,Ve) is a 6-—spoke.

Proposition 8.2 (Eigenfunctions and spokes) Let (vy,..., Vi) be a spoke. Assume
w € RY is a positive function satisfying Aw = Aw. If A = 2, then for all j with
2=<j=<k,wehave w(vj) = jw(vy). If A > 2 then

_sinh(;jz)

A+ VA2 —4 /A
w(Vj)—mw(Vl), WheI‘CZ:hlf:cosh 1(5)
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Sketch of proof Note that w(vy) =Aw(vy) and w(v;) =Aw(vj_1)—w(vj_2). Thus
the values of w(v;) are determined by the previous values, and thus the value of w(v;)
is uniquely determined by the value of w(v;). Finally by inspection and trigonometry,
it can be checked that the values stated in the proposition do give rise to a solution to
these equations. |

Note that every vertex of valence one belongs to a spoke. The following handles
vertices with greater valence.

Proposition 8.3 (Detecting spokes) Let w be a positive function satisfying Aw =
Aw. Let x be a vertex with val(x) > 2. Then x belongs to a spoke if and only if there

isa'y ~ x such that
w(y) - A—~A2—4
w(X) 2 '

Furthermore, if this inequality is satisfied then x and y belong to the same spoke.

Proof We will assume A > 2. (There are only three infinite connected graphs with a
positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue 2, and these satisfy the statement.)

First suppose that x = v; belongs to a spoke. Let y = vj_;. Then by Proposition 8.2
and angle addition formulas, we know that

w(y) sinh((j —1)z) _ sinh(jz) coshz —cosh(;z) sinh(z)

w(x)  sinh(jz) sinh(jz)
We have cosh(z) = A/2 and sinh(z) = v/A2 —4/2. Thus
w(y) A cosh(jz)VA2—4 A—VA2_4

w(x) 2 2 sinh(jz) = 2

Now we will approach the converse. We claim that if a and b are two adjacent
vertices with

&-1) w(b)<)\—\/)»2—4’
w(a) 2

then they are elements of the same spoke. First, we will prove that this inequality
implies that val(b) < 2. Suppose val(b) = k > 3. Let a and cy,...,c,r_; be the
vertices adjacent to b. We have that

w(a) +Zl—1 W(Cl‘) A+ VA2 — Zl_l w(c;)
w(b) 2 wb)

A=
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Thus there is a j such that
w(Cj)<A—vk2—4_ 2 - 1
w(b) 2(k—1) (k=1DA+VA2—4)  A++V/A2-4

In summary w(c;) < w(b)/A. Therefore

(Aw)(c;) = Y w(d) = w(b) > Aw(c)),

d~cj

A

1
A

which contradicts our assumption that Aw = Aw.

Now suppose a ~ b, val(b) = 2 and Equation (8-1) holds. We will show a belongs to
a spoke, completing the proof. Let ¢ denote the other vertex adjacent to b. We have
Aw(b) = w(a) + w(c). Thus

w(c) w(a) (k—x/k2—4)‘1 A— A2 _4
=A— >A—| —— =
w(b) w(b) 2 D

Thus Equation (8-1) is satisfied with a replaced by b and b replaced by c. By the claim
above, we know val(c) < 2. By induction, we see that either {a, b, c} is a subset of a
spoke, or there is an infinite sequence of vertices {Xo = a,x; = b, X =¢,X3,X4,...}
with each x; for j > 1 satisfying val(x;) = 2, x; ~X;j_1, and Xj ~ X;j11. We will
show that {a,b, c} must be a subset of a spoke, by proving this other possibility is
false. Note that the values of w(x;) is uniquely determined by w(x;_;) and w(x;_5)
according to the rule w(x;) + w(x;—») = Aw(x;j_1). In particular, the value of each
w(x;) may be determined inductively from w(xo) and w(x;). Any such solution can
be written as

w(xj)=r

(A+\/2m)f+s(x—\/2xz——4)f

for all j and some r, s € R. We will now solve for r and 5. We have w(xg) =r + 5.
Then

wb)  w(xy) () 45 (22

w@  wxo) w(xo)
(AP o) (Y (A-VRZ4 e
- w(xo) _( 2 )+r I

Thus, by Equation (8-1), we have r < 0. It follows that there is a j € N such that
w(x;) < 0. This contradicts our initial assumption that w is a positive eigenfunction.
Thus a is an element of a spoke. |
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8.2 Absence of saddle connections

Let S = S(G, w) be a surface built as in Section 3.4. Here w is a positive eigenfunction
of the adjacency operator with eigenvalue A. Recall that V = AU B is the vertex set of
the graph, and each v € V represents a cylinder, cyl,,, which is horizontal when v € A
and vertical when v € B.

Definition 8.4 The support of a saddle connection o in S is the collection supp(o) C
V defined so that v € supp(o) if o intersects a core curve of cyl, .

Recall Definition 8.1 of a spoke.

Definition 8.5 The extended support of a saddle connection o, denoted supp(o) is
the union of the support supp(o) and all spokes which intersect the support.

Lemma 8.6 Let 6 be a A-renormalizable direction, and let (g;) be its A—shrinking
sequence. If o is a saddle connection whose holonomy is parallel to 6 , then

supp(®*' (o)) C supp(0).

Proof By Remark 3.6, it suffices to consider the case when g; =/A~!. Let = (x, y).
Since @ € Shry (h~!) N'Ry., by Proposition 7.13, we know that
A—~A2—4
(8-2) 0<L ¥R
X 2
Now suppose that the statement is not true for some o. Let 0/ = ®81(0). If our
statement is false, there is a v € supp(c”’) ~ supp(c).

We first claim that we can assume v € supp(c’) ~ supp(c). Otherwise v would lie
in a spoke which intersects supp(c’) but not supp(c). But if this is the case, we can
replace our choice of v with a vertex in this intersection.

Now we claim that v € B. Indeed, the effect of applying ®&! = """ is to simulta-
neously left Dehn twist all horizontal cylinders. It follows that ¢’ intersects the same
horizontal cylinders that o does. So if v € A, then v € supp(c’) implies v € supp (o).

We now know that v € supp(c’) and v € B. Note that because ¢’ is not horizontal
or vertical, there must be a vertex a € supp(c’) N A so that a is adjacent to v. Again,
because supp(o) NA=supp(c’)N A, we know that a € supp (o). Consider the cylinder
cyl, , which intersects the vertical cylinder cyl,. Note that a and v can not be elements
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of the same spoke (or else a € supp (o) implies v € supp(c)). Therefore Proposition 8.3
implies that

w(v) - A—~A2—4

w(a) — 2 ’

So there is at least one rectangle in the intersection cyl, N cyl, and its width is nonstrictly
greater than %(A — VA2 —4)w(a). Since the circumference of cyl, is Aw(a), it follows
that any geodesic segment of positive slope crossing from the bottom of cyl, to the top
without passing through the interior of cyl, N cyl, has slope greater than or equal to

w(a) 2 A—VAZ—4

Jw(a)— =k ) A+ VAT—4 2
But ¢ is supposed to be such a segment. Moreover, ¢ points in the direction of 6,
which satisfies Equation (8-2). This is a contradiction. O

Now we will show that there are no saddle connections on S(G, w) which point in
A-renormalizable directions.

Theorem 6.2 Suppose to the contrary that there is a surface S(G, w) with w an eigen-
function with eigenvalue A, a A-renormalizable direction @, and a saddle connection o
whose holonomy is parallel to @ . Let {(g;) be the A—shrinking sequence of @ . Observe
that the extended support supp(c) is a finite set. Furthermore, by inductively applying
Lemma 8.6, we see that

supp(®¥ (0)) C supp(o).

Thus each ®%i (o) is a saddle connection contained in a finite union of cylinders
indexed by supp(o). We conclude that

(8-3) | hol(®%7 (6))|| = min{w(v) : v € supp(c)} >0 forall i.
On the other hand, we know that hol(c) = c@ for some ¢ # 0. Therefore
hol(®% (o)) = c,oii (6) foralli.

But Theorem 7.12 stated that lim || pff (0)]| = 0, which contradicts Equation (8-3). O
1—>00

9 Conservativity of the straight-line flow

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 6.4. By hypothesis, S = S(G, w) is a
surface built as in Section 3.4, with w and eigenfunction for the adjacency operator
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with eigenvalue A > 2, and 6 is a A—renormalizable direction. The theorem concludes
that the straight line flow in direction € is conservative.

The following lemma describes the technique we use to prove conservativity. For this
lemma, let S be a translation surface described as a countable union of polygons with
edge identifications. We refer to a subset of S as bounded if it is contained in a finite
union of the polygons making up S. We let # € S! be a direction and let 1 be the
Lebesgue transverse measure to the foliation in direction 6.

Lemma 9.1 (Criterion for conservativity) Suppose that for all bounded subsets
K C S and all € > 0, there is a bounded subset U C S such that K C U and
n(dU) < €. Then the straight line flow in direction @ is conservative.

The proof uses ideas from [43, Proof of Theorem 1]. See [21, Proof of Lemma 15] for
another variant of a proof.

Proof It suffices to consider a bounded transversal K to the foliation in direction 6
and demonstrate that there is no wandering X C K with p(X) > 0. (X is wandering
if no backward orbit of a point in X returns to X .) Suppose not. By hypothesis we
can find a bounded subset U containing K so that u(dU) < u(X). Consider the
backward straight line flow F’ o applied to x € X. Let 7(x) € R U {oo} be the first
positive time the trajectory hits X UdU , or oo if it never hits. Observe that the portion
of the trajectories F’ g (X) with 0 <7 < 7(x) are disjoint and contained entirely within
U . The measure of the union of such trajectories is |’ v 1(x)du(x), which is bounded
by the area of U. We conclude that #(x) is almost everywhere finite. Now consider
the p—ae defined map f: X — X UdU defined by f(x) = Fi(;)(x). This map is
measure preserving in the sense that p( f(A)) = u(A) for all measurable A C X. So
because of our choice of U, we know

p(f(X)NaU) = u(U) < u(X).

We conclude that w( f(X) N X) > 0, but this contradicts our original assumption that
X was wandering. |

Let us restate the lemma in the context of our work. We let S = S(G, w) and assume
# is A-renormalizable. For any bounded set K, we will find a nested sequence
of bounded sets Uy C Uy C --- C § so that K C U;. The lemma tells us that if
liminf, o0 w(3U,) = 0, then the straight-line flow in direction @ is conservative.

By Lemma 4.3, a A—renormalizable direction @ has a unique A—shrinking sequence
(g0, g1,...). By an action of the dihedral group, we may assume that g; = £ (see
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Remark 3.6). Our sequence of sets U; will be defined using a natural subsequence
Yn = &i(n) Of the shrinking sequence. We will inductively define this subsequence. We
define i (0) = 0 so that yy = e, the identity. Recall that g; o gl.__l1 eth,h=1 v,v71}
for all i > 1. For n > 0, inductively define

i(n) = min{j >i(n—1):gj ogj__l1 # gj+1 ogj_l}.
Such an i(n) exists because @ is A-renormalizable by Theorem 7.14. For example if

(gi) = (e,h,hz, vh?, v R, 032 e, L .} then (yu)= (e,h2, vin?, .. D).

In particular, y, o yn__ll is a nonzero power of 4 when » is odd and a nonzero power
of v when 7 is even.

Recall that for a vertex v € V, cyl, C S denotes the cylinder associated to v. Recall
cyl, is horizontal for a € A and cyl,, is vertical for b € B. We will now define subsets
V, C V. Recall K C S is bounded. Thus the following set is finite:

Vo={aeA: cyl,NK # &}.
For i > 0 inductively define
Vo={veV :v~uwforsome weV,_1}.

Note that V,, C A for n even, and V,, C B for n odd. It can be observed inductively
that each V/}, is finite because G has bounded valence.

Using the 1}, we define subsets of U, C S'. Let X, = UveV,, cyl, . Note that X, C X,
for all n > 1. We define

U = @ (Xa).
We can see that these sets are nested by noting that
Ul’l — q)y;ll o (D(yny;jl)_l (Xn) D) q))/n_,ll o q)(yn)’,,_,ll)_l (Xl’l—l) — Ul’l—l'

The last equality follows from two statements. First, X, _; is a union of horizontal
cylinders when 7 is odd, and a union of vertical cylinders when 7 is even. And second,
YnYn—1 is a power of & when n is odd, and a power of v when n is even. Thus
dOn¥a—D""(X,_|) = X,_; for all n.

The U, are likely getting larger with much longer boundary measured using Euclidean
length. But dU,, is getting closer to pointing in the direction # . We will show that this
convergence in direction is happening so fast that the Lebesgue transverse measure in
direction 8 of dU, decays to zero.
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Proposition 9.2 (Boundary growth) Let {,, denote the Euclidean length of 0.X,,. If
A > 2 then there is a constant ¢ such that

(A+¢A2—4)"

forall n. If A = 2 then there is a ¢ for which £, < cn for all n.
In order to prove this proposition, we first verify the following:

Claim 9.3 Let A > 2 and assume that (ag,ay, ...) is a sequence of nonnegative real
numbers satisfying a,+1 < Aay —ay—1. If A > 2 then there is a constant ¢ such that

(A+\/A2—4)”
an <c —

for all n. If A = 2 then there is a ¢ for which a, < cn for all n.

Proof We consider the linear map ¢(x, y) = (y,Ay —x). We note that (a,, dy+1)
has the same x coordinate and nonstrictly smaller y coordinate than ¢ (a,—1,a,). Let
@ = (A + ~A2—4)/2. The eigenvectors of ¢ are vi{ = (1, w) and v, = (w, 1). They
satisfy ¢(vy) = wv; and ¢(v2) = o~ v,. We first note that if a,/a,_; < w~! for
some 7, then there is no way to infinitely continue the sequence so that a, > 0 for all
n. This because for every point (x, y) with y/x < w™! is eventually ejected from
the positive quadrant by a power of ¢. This is illustrated in the left half of Figure 2.
Moreover, lowering the y—coordinate along the way, will only result in the vector
being ejected from the quadrant faster.

Now assume A > 2. By the above argument, we know that a,/a,_; > w~! forall n.
Let P denote the closed parallelogram constructed from the convex hull of the points
(0,0), w v, = (1, a)_l), vy and (0, w —1). We note that ¢ (P) C wP. See the right
half of Figure 2. Moreover

{(x,y) : A(x9, yo) € P such that x = yg, y < Ayo — x¢ and 4 > w_l} C w(P).
X

We may assume that (ag,aq) € cP for some ¢ > 0. By induction, we conclude that
(an,ap+1) € cw™ P for all n. The conclusion for A > 2 follows.

When A = 2, we set Py to be the convex hull of the points (0,0), (k,k), (k,k+ 1),
and (0, 1). We may check that ¢ (Px) C Py for all k£ > 0. Moreover,

{(x,y) : A(x9, yo) € Pg such that x = yg, y < 2y9 — xo and 24 > 1} C Pry.
X
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Assuming (ag,a1) € cPy, we have (ay,a,+1) € ¢ Py, for all n, and the conclusion
follows. O

v
U2 V2 vy

o(T)

Figure 2: This figure illustrates the action of ¢ from the proof of Claim 9.3
on R? in the case of A = % The left two pictures illustrate a triangle 7" of
points satisfying y/x < ™! being (eventually) ejected from the positive
quadrant. The right two pictures indicate how ¢(P) C wP.

Proof of Proposition 9.2 We will show that the numbers ¢, are related by the in-
equality

-1 Lpv1 S Ay —Lp_y.

By Claim 9.3 above, this is sufficient to guarantee the result. Consider X, with
boundary of length ¢,,. Let W), = V-1 ~ V,,—1. The set of all cyl,, for v € W, is the
set of all horizontal or vertical cylinders which cross 0X,. (These cylinders are all
horizontal if 7 is odd and all vertical if 7 is even.) As every such cylinder has inverse
modulus A, we know that

Z length(d cyl,)) < M,y.
vew,

(Each such cylinder cyl,, for v € W, crosses dX, at least twice. A cylinder which
crosses segments of length /, must have circumference A/.) Moreover,

Xn+1=Xp—1 U U Cylv :
veW,
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Explicitly, X+ is formed from X,_; by attaching horizontal (or vertical) cylinders
to the horizontal (or vertical) boundaries of X;_;. Thus we have that

0X, 1 UdXyy1 C | ) Doy,
beW,

The sets 0X,—; and 0X,; are disjoint other than they may contain common singular
points. Hence Equation (9-1) holds. |

Now as U, = ®¥n ' (Xn), we can compute the Lebesgue transverse measure of the
boundary of U, in terms of the unit vector # and ¢, . Recall that the derivative D(P¥)
is pf. From this observation, we have

—1

y, . .
" (£,,00)A0| if niseven,

—1

1o} (0.£n) A if nis odd,
B {|(Zn,0)/\,o;:”(0)| if n is even,
(0, £w) A Y™ (0)] if 1 is 0dd,

where (a,b) A (¢,d) = ad — bc is the usual wedge product in the plane. In any case,
we have

(9-3) w(@Un) = Lullp" (O)1.
The proof of conservativity proceeds by observing that along a subsequence || ,0;:" @]
decays faster than £,, grows, and therefore Lemma 9.1 applies.
We define a collection of troublesome elements of the group G . Let
7= (™) u ™ YUl ) U

SO A O W IV Oy D T RV U D
where k is allowed to range over the set {0, 1,2,3,...}. We define a subsequence
(ya;) by no =0 and

nj =min{n; >nj_1 : Yu; yn_jl_l ZT}.

Note that n; is well defined for all j so long as @ is a A-renormalizable direction by
Theorem 7.14. (If n; is not well defined for some j, then (g,) is tail equivalent to
one of last two pair of sequences in the theorem.)

Given the above arguments, the following two lemmas imply the conservativity of the
straight-line flow in a A—renormalizable direction € . (That is, they imply Theorem 6.4.)
The first lemma handles the case of A = 2, and the second handles the case of A > 2
which is made more technical because we have to work with the varying values of A.
The proofs of both these lemmas use the same ideas.
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Lemma 9.4 Assume A = 2. Then there is a positive € < 1 such that
Vn; : .
n(n)n(nzy —ny)---nnj —nj—1)lp,” (O)| <€’ forall j,
where (1) = % and n(n) = n for integers n > 2.

The statement of the lemma was chosen because it admits a recursive proof. Given the
lemma, we get the type of decay we really want:

Corollary 9.5 Assume A = 2. Then for all j, there is a positive € < 1 such that
nillpy” 0)| <€ forall j.

Proof This follows from the fact that for any finite collection of k > 1 positive
integers,
my+my+ -+ myp < (my)n(mz) ---n(mg).

(Here my, = nj —nj_; with ng taken to be zero.) It is clearly true for k = 1. We now
prove it for k = 2. We break into cases:
o Ifmy =my=1then my +my =2 and n(my)n(m,) = % > 2.

e If my =1 and my, > 2 then 100m2) _ sma _ 3

_ 3 > .
. mi+my mo+1 2 2(ma+1) — 1, with
equality when my = 2.

e If my =2 and my > 2 then n(m)n(my) = 2max(my,my) > my +m;.

Now suppose the statement is true for £ > 2. Then
my+my+ -+ mp +mgypy <nlmy+---+mg)n(my)
= (my+ -+ m)n(Mmp41)
< n(myn(ma) - n(m)nmy.1). O

Proof of Lemma 9.4 To simplify notation, write d; = yy; . It is sufficient to prove
the statement for the case of j = 1. To see this, suppose the statement is true for j =1
and all A-renormalizable directions 6. Then

n0m0) - (=)@ = n(ny) - nng—n;—D) e o 410
= ) 1050 0y - )y )l o3 =0
<en(r)) -0 _, — ) _)lloy " 0],

where 0’ = pg‘ (6’)/||/o§1 O)ll, n; =nj41—ny and §; = 8;+187". Note that 8} arises

from the shrinking sequence for 6’ in the same way in which §; arises from the
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shrinking sequence of #. The inequality arises from the statement of the lemma in the
case j = 1. We repeat this argument j — 1 more times to obtain the statement of the
lemma.

We will now concentrate on proving the lemma in the case of j = 1. We note that the

possible words §; are of one of the following eight forms:
(9 4) v_a(hv_l)k, Ua(/’l_ll))k, h_“(vh_l)k, ha(U_lh)k,
W Y ho™H%, % o)k, vh T wh YR, vTh(v T )k,

Here k > 0 and a € Z ~ {0, 1}. In addition, (a, k) # (—1, 0) for words in the first row.
By the previous paragraph, it is enough to prove that if §; is one of these words then

(9-5) NS @) <e <1,

where ny = 2k + 1 if §; is chosen from the first line of Equation (9-4), or ny = 2k +2
if §; is chosen from the second. We simplify our job more by noting that many of
these words are equivalent under the dihedral group. See Remark 3.6. Thus we really
only need to cover one case from the first line and one case from the second.

We will prove the statement for the cases §; = h~%(vh~ 1)K and §; = h%v~ (hv~H)k.
In both cases either v8; or v~!8; is an element of the shrinking sequence for 6.
(Otherwise §; would be reducible or a longer word.) Then by Corollary 7.9, we know
that

—1
0 € Shry(v8y) UShry(v168)) = g opil (Shrp (v) U Shra(v™h)).

For A =2, Shro(v) U Shr,(v™') C {(x,y) € S! : =1 < x/y < 1} by Proposition 7.5.
—1

Therefore, 0 € g1 0 p‘zsl (x,£1) for some choice of —1 < x < 1 and some choice of

+1. In particular it follows that

) P G|
137 =D o3 (e, £D)]

Therefore, it is sufficient to prove the statement that
—1
I3 G DI _ 1
inf —— > -
—l<x<1 7 (n 1) ﬁ €
(We can drop the =1 by symmetry.)

(9-6) > 1.

We will now work out the case of §; = h~%(vh~ 1)k where k > 0, a € Z ~ {0, 1},
(a,k) #(—1,0) and ny = 2k + 1. We need to estimate the length of

—1 —1\k a
pIt (x, 1) = ps" )" 0 p (x, 1).
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Note that pzha (x,1) = (x + 2a,1). We break into cases depending on a (recall
—l<x<l):

(1) x+4+2a>3 whena=>2.

2) x+2a<—1whenk>1anda<-1.

3) x+2a<-3when k=0 and a <-2.

In each of these cases, we have shown that ,ozha (x, 1) lies in a ray contained in the line
L ={(x",1) : x’ e R}. Now consider the matrix

hv—l _ —3 2
=5

This matrix is a parabohc with eigenvector v = (1, 1) satisfying ,o (v) =—v. Let
u = (1,0). Then ,o (u) —u—2v. Weseethat L ={v+tu :t € R}. We
compute that

,oghv e (v+tu) = (—l)k((2kt + v + tu).

It can be checked that the point of p(h” bk (L) which lies closest to the origin is

(hv b (v +tu) for —1 <t < 0. This is the image under p(h” D of vttu= x', 1)
for some 0 < x’ < 1. In particular, this point is not in any of the rays. It follows that
the infimum we need to find to apply Equation (9-6) is obtained at the endpoint of the
ray. We must check this equation in each of the three cases. In case (1), the endpoint is
(3,1) = v + 2u. Therefore

1T D e Y @ 2w (1 + 4k + 2ul|
inf > = .
—1<x<1 n(n;)v/2 n(2k + 1)v/2 n(2k +1)v/2
When k& = 0, we have

P 7. (G0 ) 0 VAT BV
—1<x<1 n(nl)ﬁ 37«/5 - 3f 3 ’

When k£ > 1, we know n(2k 4+ 1) = 2k + 1. We apply the triangle inequality
—1
logt (e DI (144Kl = 2]l _ (1+4k)v2-2

m =
—1<x<1  n(n)~2 k +1)v/2 2k +1
1+V2_ ) 1+V2
=2— >2— > 1.
2k + 1 3

In case (2), the endpoint is (—1, 1) = v —2u. We have k > 1. We check Equation (9-6):
—1 1\k
o e G DI e =20 (1 - 4k)0 — 2u]
—1<x<l p(n)V/2 2k +1)/2 Qk+1DvV2
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When k& =1, we have ||(1 —4k)v —2u| = ||(—5,=3)|| = ~/34. Therefore

. ||p§f'<x,1>|| V3T
S V2 42

When k > 2, we can apply the triangle inequality:

> 1.

1o (x, 1) _ =4k —2u 4k —1)V2-2 4k—1-42

inf =
—1<x<1 p(n;)V/2 2k +1)v2 2k + 1)v2 2k +1
3+V2 ) 342
=2 > > 1.
T 5

Finally, we consider case (3). Here & = 0 and the ray endpoint is (—3, 1), so

—1
lost Ce. DI 3,01 _ V20

inf >
—1<x<1 r](nl)ﬁ %ﬁ 3

Now we consider the case of §; = h%v " (hv~1)¥ where n; = 2k + 2. We must
estimate the length of

S ) = p D o plo ph T (x 1),
Noting that ,of_a (x,1) = (x—2a, 1), we break into two cases depending on the choice
of k>0 and a €{0, 1}.
(I’) x—2a< -3 whena=>2.

(22) x—a>1whena=<-1.

Let v and u be as in the previous paragraph. We have ,02””_1 (v)=—v and p; vh™ (u) =
—(u—2v). Let L ={(x",1)}. Set L' = p(L) = {(t.1+42t) : t € R}. The closest
point to the origin on L’ is (_TZ, %). Now consider the closest point on pZ(Uh_l)k (L.
Using the action of this parabolic, it can be checked that this closest point is of the
form ,oz(”h_l)k (t,1+21) where —1 <1 < —Tz Thus the closest point on pz(”h_l)k”(L)
is also of this form. The preimage of this point lies in

8 (61420 =l <1< 2y ={@, 1) : =1 <t < 2},

Again we observe, that the rays in cases (1°) and (2’) do not contain such points.
Therefore the minimum length must occur at the endpoints of the rays. We now check
Equation (9-6) in case (1°). Here the endpoint is (—3, 1) and p3(=3,1) = (=3,-5) =
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—5v 4 2u. We simplify Equation (9-6) using the triangle inequality:
lodT e DIl oM (=sv+ 2w (=5 —4k)v + 2u|

- _
~1=x<t n(ni)v2 ” 2k +2)3/2 2k +2)v/2
Z(5+4k)ﬁ—2:2 «/_—1_2_\/5—1>1'
2k +2)+/2 2k +2 2

In case (2’), the endpoint is (1,1) and p3(1, 1) = (1, 3) = 3v — 2u. Therefore
—1
e e Dl e Ge—2m)l (13 + 4k)v —2u
inf > = .
—1<x<1 n(ny)V/2 2k +2)v2 2k +2)v/2
When k =0, we have (3 +4k)v —2u = (1, 3). Therefore, in this case,

—1
o ey e DI G DI _ V5
inf = — > 1.
—1<x<1 r](nl)ﬁ 2\/_ 2

When k > 1, we apply the triangle inequality:
s "D (3+4k)V2-2 B 3+4k—ﬁ_2 1+f 1+42

> = = — > 1.
1k<1 n(ni)v2 k+2)v/2 2k+2 2k+2 B 4
This concludes the argument. The constant € can be taken so that 1/¢ is the minimum
of the finite number of constants used the cases above. O

Lemma 9.6 If A > 2, there is a positive € < 1 depending only on A such that

(Hm

5 ) llo yn](0)||§ej forall j.

Proof To simplify notation, write §; = y,; and @ = (A 4+ VA2 —4)/2. As in the
previous case, it is in fact sufficient to prove the statement for j = 1. To see this,
suppose the statement is true for all A—renormalizable directions € in the case of j = 1.
Then we have

o+ oI (@) = w27 ol ()

§j+167
— " T @165 )] < e oy @),

where 0’ = pf(f))/”,ofl @), n =njy1—ny, and 5 = 8,+18 . Again, we can
apply induction to obtain the statement of the lemma.

We now prove the lemma in the case of j = 1. As in the previous proof, it is sufficient
to prove the lemma in the cases of §; = A~%(vh~ 1) and §; = h%v~ ! (hv—")*. Here
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k>0 and a € Z~{0,1}. For §; = h~%(vh~1)* we can also assume (a,k) # (—1,0).
It is enough to prove that if §; is one of these words then

(9-7) "l (@) <€ < 1.
Here n; =2k + 1 if §; = h~2(vh~1)* and n; = 2k + 2 if §; = h®v = (hv~Hk.

In both cases either v§; or v™18; is an element of the shrinking sequence for # . Then
by Corollary 7.9, we know that in either case

0  Shry,(v81) UShry (v™18) = 71 0 pf1 ' (Shry (v) U Shry, (v™ 1)),
where g1 denotes projection onto the unit circle. From Proposition 7.13, we know
(9-8) Ry, N (Shry (v) UShr, (v 1) C g1 ({(x, £1) 1 —o™ ' <x <™.
In particular, g1 o pffl (@) lies in this set. Without loss of generality, we may assume
0 =ng o,o)‘fl_l(x, 1)

1

for some x with —w~ ! < x <w™!. Thus

x,1
©9 @l swp Dl
—ol<x<o™! |p.t (x, 1]
VAiw~! Vaiw~!
= sup 51 = §71 °
—omtex<o o e D inf ol (r. )]
—w <Xx<w

The last inequality follows from the fact that ||(x,1)|| < (0™, 1)|| = VAw~!. In
particular from Equation (9-7), it is sufficient to prove that
—ny

w
9-10 inf
( ) —o-l<x<o~! V/Aw™!

§1 1
lo; e DI > 1.

for some € < 1.

Now we concentrate on the case §; = h~%(vh~ ')k and n; = 2k + 1. We need

to compute the infimum of pft ' (x,1) = p#?™" 4 (x, 1) over those x satisfying

—o~ ! <x <w™!'. We have that p/{’a (x,1) = (x +aA,1). Now we break into cases

depending on @ and k. As a €{0,1}, k > 0 and (a, k) # (—1,0), then one of the
following holds:

() x+ar>21—w" ! =A+w when a > 2.

2) x+ar<w'—-A=—-wwhenk>1and a <-1.

B) x+ar<w 1—2A=—-A—w when k =0 and a < 2.
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(For the equalities above, we use the identity @ + ™! = A.) We will compute the

. —1\k .
infimum over x’ of ||,0)Sh” " (x,1)||, where x’ ranges over the possible values of

X + aA allowed by the inequalities in cases (1)—(3). First consider the infimum over

the line ,o}fh”_l)k (R x {1}). The two eigenvectors of ,o)f“’_l are

(9-11) vi=(w,1) and v,= (0! 1),
with ,o}f”’_l (vi) = —w?v; and ,0}{“’_1 (vV2) = —w~2v,. Therefore

. —1yk L
inf [of " D = (o (0, D,
x’eR

where 0 < x° < w™!. As the inequalities above exclude the possibility of x’ = x°, we
conclude that the infimum in cases (1)—(3) must be realized at the endpoints of the rays.

In case (1), we have

. —1\k —1\k
inf o7 @ DI = o (0, D).

x'>Atw

We break into two subcases depending if k =0 or k > 1. If k£ =0, then

inf o W D=0+ w. D] > A+ o

X' >Atw

Applying this to Equation (9-10) in this case yields

- 0T s o Ot )
f Eye—— 1 , 1 > A — \/5
_w711<nx<w71 m||pk (x, DIl = m( + w) o >

Now consider k£ > 1. We have that (A + w, 1) = ﬁ@a)vl —Avy), with v; as in
Equation (9-11). Thus

ho—1)k w2k+1 3
1o (o, D = L [12v) — o~ v,
w—w
2k+1
w _
> — Cllv1 ]| —Ae Hlvall)
w—w
2k+1
S — (VAo —ro Vo)
w—w
2k+1 ./ —1
w—w~1
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Applying this to Equation (9-10) yields

—n . —2k=1 7 2k+1, /) =1
e O iy )
—o l<x<o™! VAw™! NI w—ow!
_ 20 — A4 . o—ol+A(1—-0"%
e w—w!

In case (2), we have k > 1 and

. h —1\k h —1\k
it "0 D = el ) (e, D
xX'<—w

We may write (—w, 1) = —— (—Av; + 2wv,). Therefore

w—w
ho— Dk 1 _
||p)(\‘ vTh) (_a)’ 1)“ = m”zwl 2kV2 _C()Zk)\.Vl ”

1 -
——— @A vi ]| = 20" v )

2k+1. /3 =1 2k+1 . /=1
S }j‘l" (A—20 4> 2 V00 )j‘l‘) (A —2074).
w—w w—w

Applying this to Equation (9-10) yields

. WM s w2k=1 2k+1. /[y 1 B
inf ——|p,' (x.D]= ( ——(—207%)
—w~l<x<w~! J/ Q! NI w—w
A 207 w-—o'4+2 -0

= : > 1.

w—ow! w—w"

Case (3) is simpler because & = 0. For §; as in this case, we have that

. ho— 1k
inf_ " LD = . D] > At o,

X/ <—A—
and we can proceed as in the first subcase of case (1).

Now we consider the case of §; = h%v~!(hv~1)* and n; = 2k + 2. Noting that
p)f’_a (x,1) = (x —ah, 1), we break into two cases depending on the choice of k > 0
and a €{0, 1}:

(") x—ar<w '—2A=—-X—w when a > 2.

(2) x—ar>Ar—w ' =0 when a < —1.

We will analyze inf,/ ||p)5”h_l)k”(x’ , 1)||, where x’ ranges over the possible values of

x —aA allowed by the inequalities in cases (1”) and (2’). This time, we have that
. —1yk ey, o
inf oG DI = o R, DL

x’€eR
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where —1/(14+A?) <x° <w™!. This interval is in the complement of the set of values
allowed for x—aA by cases (1) and (2), therefore the value of 1nf || Py (vh= v x’, Dl
is realized at the endpoints of the rays of these cases. x'=

In case (1”) we have,

ot o =l o D = Y (e, 27—

As before v; = (w, 1) and v, = (w~!, 1) are eigenvectors of ,ovh_1 , but here

2

1
vh™ vi and pkh (V2) = 07vs.

P ) =07

We write our vector in terms of these eigenvectors as

A —2w*
(—A—0, -V’ —0?) = —Vvi+—5—W,.
w’—w w=—1
Thus we see
- A —2w?*
p,\(”h 1)k”(—)\—a),l)z 3 w v, + > w*v,.
w’—w w*—1

By the triangle inequality, we have

R T S P 23 O Xt 11
A’ ’ j—

w?—1 w?—1
_ _”)‘a’_l(zwzk+4 — w2k
C w?-1 '
In this case, we apply Equation (9-10) and see
—n1 1 —2k—2 /)\ —1
inf w—”pil (X, 1)” > w ( w (26()2k+4 _)\a)—Zk))
~o~l<x<o~! VAp~T Viw—T\ w2 —1
202 — A 4k2
- w?—1

20?2 — —4k—1 _ ,—4k=3

B 21

2(0) —1)
21

=2.

In case (2’), we have the following calculations:

h— h— h— 1k
inf ||p(” Y D =108 @, ) = 108 (.40 + D).

Geometry & Topology, Volume 19 (2015)



The invariant measures of some infinite interval exchange maps 1961

We may write (0, Aw + 1) = ﬁ(—2v1 + w3\v,). Therefore

—1yk
P (0, A + 1) = (20" 2ky| + 0% )y,).

w?—1

By the triangle inequality, we have

- NP
I @220 + ] = T2 (@3 R - 20! 72K,
a) [—

We apply Equation (9-10) and see

N S i O P )
—o l<x<w™! m A \/M)—_l w?—1
oA — 24kl
N w?—1
0t +1 — 24kt - w?+1-20"!
w?—1 - w?—1 ’

and the fraction (w? + 1 —2w™')/(w? — 1) is strictly greater than one because 1 —
2w~ ! > —1. This completes the proof of Equation (9-10) in all cases. |

10 Quadrants and shrinking sequences

Up to this point the A—shrinking sequence (g;) of a vector # has been characterized
by the property that

101> 1105 @)l > llp5> @) > -+~ .

In this section, we will see that this condition is essentially equivalent to saying that
each pi" (@) lies in some specific quadrant depending on the shrinking sequence. This
section culminates with a proof of Theorem 6.11.

10.1 Quadrants and expansion

Because G is a free group, it is natural to identify each g € G with its unique expression
as a reduced word in the generators. This is equivalent to identifying g with a geodesic
segment in the Cayley graph joining e € G to g € G. In this context, it is natural to
consider G which we define to be the free monoid with generating set {/, v, i~ v},
That is, G is the set of all words in these symbols. Our expression of g € G as its
unique reduced word gives a set-theoretic embedding G — G.

Recall Definitions 6.16 and 6.17 of sign pairs and quadrants in R?, respectively. We
define the following action on sign pairs.
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Definition 10.1 (Expanding sign action) The monoid action X: G x SP — SP on the
set of sign pairs is the action determined by action of generators shown in the following
diagram.

Aty hl h,v
C~~
QO
&)

h,vOO\h{@\)hl,v

For g € G, we define X¢ to be the action of g written as a reduced word in G.

-1

Now recall Definition 7.3 of Exp, (g). Motivation for the definition of the expanding
sign action comes from the following.

Proposition 10.2 (Quadrants and expansion) Let (g;) be a geodesic ray or segment
with go = e and let s € SP. Suppose that § € cl(Exp, (g1) N Qy). Define s; = X8 (s).
Then p§'(0) € cl(Qy;) forall i .

Remark 10.3 The technical condition 6 € cl(Exp) (g1) N Q) allows the proposition
to handle horizontal and vertical @ . If  is not horizontal or vertical, the condition that
6 < cl(Exp) (g1) N Q) is equivalent to saying that § € Qs N'S! and ||,0§l @@N=1e].

Proof of Proposition 10.2 First, we will prove that the statement is true for i = 1.
Any such statement must be invariant under the action of the dihedral group on (g;)
and @ . See Remark 3.6. Thus we may assume that gy =/ and 0 € cl(Q++ U Q_4).
We have 0 € Exp, (h) N (cl(Q4++ U Q_4). Thus

Pi(8) € o3 (Expy (h) N (cl(Q4+ U Q—+)) C Q4.

This agrees with the fact that ©#(—+) = =#(+4) = ++. So the proposition is true
for i =1, by dihedral group invariance.

To see the statement is true for i > 1, we apply induction. Proposition 7.7 implies that
the sequence ||p£7(8)| is nonstrictly increasing. Assume p£7(0) € cl(Qs;). We have
logi+1(@) = [lp£7(0)]|. Then by the first paragraph, pfi+1(6) € cl(Qy), where

A —1
s' = N8HI&i (7)) = 5i41. O
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Proposition 10.4 Let g € {h,v.h~',v™'} and s € SP. If p#(Qs) C Q; then for any
v € Qg we have ||pf (v)| > [|v].

Proof By the dihedral group action, we may assume g = /1. We have pf(QJrJr) -
Qi+ and pf(Q-—) C Q—, but pf(Q+-) ¢ Q4— and p/(Q—4) ¢ Q4. By
Proposition 7.5 we have Q44+ U Q__ C Exp, (h). m|

By combining these two propositions, we have the following.

Corollary 10.5 Suppose (gi) is a geodesic ray and p£!(Qs) C Qs, or equivalently
the pair (g1, s) lies in the set

{+4), (=), (v.+4). (v.—).
4=, (=), 07 4+, 0 =)
Then for all i, pi" (cl(Qy)) C cl(Qy;) where s; = XEi(s).

Recall that given a A-renormalizable direction # € S! with shrinking sequence
(g0, g1,82,...), we can associate a sign sequence (sg, §1, 2, ...) with s; € SP so that
,of:" (0) € Qs forall i. See Definition 6.19. These two sequences are related by the
following.

Proposition 10.6 (Shrinking and sign sequences) Let (g;) be the shrinking sequence
of a . —renormalizable direction 6 € S N Qs, » With so € SP. Then there is a unique
(infinite) path in the following diagram which begins at the node labeled Qg, and
follows edges labeled g1, g» gl_1 , 83 gz_z, etc. Moreover, the path visits the sequence
of nodes (Qy, ), where (s;) is the sign sequence of 6.

h,v -1 v
A~ D
\’2,4
7€)
e

N 4
l,v-lo h! Qh,v

-1

=

Proof We will prove that we can determine s;1; from s;, g;4+1 gi_1 and gjyo gi__'_l1 .
(This is similar to the diagram; a node in a path is uniquely determined from the previous
node and the labels on the adjacent arrows.) Consider the following observations.
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(1) We have pi"“ (0) € Shr;, (g,‘+2gi111) N Qs - So the intersection

Shr)u(gi-l-Zgi_-}—l]) N QS,‘.H

is nonempty. Therefore gi+2gi_+11 € {h,v} implies s;4; € {+—,—+} and
gi+2g,-_+11 e {h~1, v~} implies s; 41 € {++,—}.
. . -1
(2) Similarly, we have p3'*' (6) € Pilﬂgl (Qs;) N Qy;, » so this intersection is

nonempty. Therefore we have the following:

s; = +— and gi+1gl~_1 =h implies s;4+1 € {+—,—},
si = —+ and gi+1gl~_1 =h implies s;4+1 € {++,—+},
si=+—and gi11g; ' =v  implies s;4; € {++, +—1,
si=—+and gi11g; ' =v  implies s;4; € {—+, ——1},

s; = ++ and gi+1gi_1 =51 implies s;+1 € {++, —+},
si=——and gj+1g; ' =h~ ! implies 511 € {+—, ——},
Si = 4+ and gi—i—lgi_l =yl implies s;41 € {++, +—},
s; = —— and gi+1g,~_1 =v! implies s;4+1 € {—+, ——}.
These two observations combine to uniquely determine s;; as in the diagram. O

Proof of Proposition 6.22 Proposition 6.22 claimed that the sign sequence of § =
0 ({gi), L) only depended on the sequence (g;) and on the quadrant containing # and
not on A. This is a consequence of Proposition 10.6, because A plays no role. |

10.2 Ciritical times for the shrinking sequence
Let (s,) be the sign sequence of #. We have the following important definition.
Definition 10.7 An integer n > 1 for which s,_; = s, is a critical time.

There are various relationships between the sign sequence and the shrinking sequence
(gn) that appear at critical times.

Proposition 10.8 Let n > 0 be an integer. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) n is acritical time.

—1
@ "7 (Qs) C Qs
(3) The pair (g,—12, ", sn) lies in the set

{(ha++)7 (ha__)7 (U, ++)a (vy __)7 (h_ls +_)7 (h_lv _+)7 (v_la +_)v (U_l, _+)}-
(4) gn18,2, € th? hv,vh,v? =2 k=™t vt v 2
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Proof It can be observed that each of these statements is invariant under the action
of the dihedral group. (See Remark 3.6.) To simplify things, we use the dihedral
group to arrange that (x y) = pfn= 1(6?) satisfy x > 0, y > 0 and y < x. This
guarantees that g, = h~'g,_; (since ,o}h is the only generator which shrinks (x, y);

see Proposition 7.5) and implies that (x, y) e Q++ (ie s,—1 = +-). So saying that n
is a critical time is the same as saying that 'Ox (x y)€ Q44 ie sy, =++. If nisnot
a critical time, then it must be the case that /OA (x,y) e Q_4,ie s, = —+. Using
this information, the other statements can be observed to be equivalent by inspection.
For example, we will verify that (4) is equivalent to being a critical time. If it is a
critical time, then because pf"(0) € Q1 4, we know that in order to further shrink
the vector we must have g,+1g,! € {h=1,v™!}. So gn+1gn__11 e{h=2, v 1h~1y,
which is allowed by (4). On other hand if 7 is not a critical time, then p£"(0) € Q4.
So in order to further shrink the vector, we have g,41g, I ¢ {h,v}. But because
Zn g;_ll = h™1, the first option is not allowed. We conclude that g, g;_ll =vh !,
which is not in the list in item (4). O

Corollary 10.9 (Critical times occur) For @ € R, , there are infinitely many critical
times.

Proof We apply statement (4) of Proposition 10.8. Suppose the conclusion is false for
6 . Then for all but finitely many 7, we would have gng,_, € {hv™ Unh=Yv, vh=L v~ 1hy.
But then (g;) is tail equivalent to one of the last two sequences of Theorem 7. 14, and
so @ is not A—renormalizable. O

10.3 Interaction with the dot product

Recall the group automorphism y: G — G defined as in Equation (6-13). This
automorphism has special significance for the representation ,of.

Proposition 10.10 For all A and all g € G, we have p} & = ‘o8 ' the inverse
transpose of pi .

The proof follows by checking that it is true on the generators. As a consequence, for
all v, w e R2 and all geq,

(10-1) vow=pf()- o] (w),

where - denotes the usual dot product R? x R?> — R. We establish some simple
corollaries of this observation.
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Corollary 10.11 (Sign pairs at critical times) Let (g;) and (s;) be shrinking se-
quences and sign pairs for a A —shrinkable direction @ € S'. Suppose n > 0 is a critical
time, then s, = X¥&) (sq).

Proof Consider that 1 =6-60 = pfi(0)- ,oy(g')(O) for all i > 0. Since [[p£1(0)] <
1 we know that || p”(g (9)|| > 1. Therefore, by Proposition 10.2, we know that
p”(g')(O) € Qy, where 5] = 7 (&) (s4) forall i. Since n is a critical time, we know
Sp = Sp—1. By the dihedral group action of Remark 3.6, without loss of generality, we
can assume that s, = s, = ++ and g, ogn__l1 = h~!. Note that

st e DY (SP) = RU(SP) = {++.—}.

(See the diagram in Definition 10.1.) Since p)z’(g”)(O) € Qy , we know s, = ++
because

pLn(0) € Qs, = Q44 and pfn(o).p{(gn)(a) — 1. -

Corollary 10.12 Suppose 6 is A—renormalizable, and v € R? satisfies 6 -v # 0. Let
(gn) be the A —shrinking sequence for 6 . Then ||,0V(g")(v)|| — 00 as n — 0.

Proof By Equation (10-1), we have that 6 -v = p£" () - pi’(g")(v). Therefore

v(gn) > M
1o} " ()] = 15 0)]

The denominator of this expression tends to 0 as n — 00, so ||p}) @) (y)]| - 00. O

Of particular importance, we can conclude that if 6 - v # 0 then eventually there is an
i for which ||py(g')(v)|| > ||py ¥(&i—1) (p)||. Then, for n > i, the quadrant containing
P v(gn) (v) is governed by the expanding sign action. See Proposition 10.2. Then the
following applies.

Proposition 10.13 Let @ € R),. Let (g;) be the A —shrinking sequence of 8, and let
(si) be the sign sequence. Suppose v € R? satisfies § -v > 0. By Corollary 10.12,
there is an i for which ||,0V(g’)(v)|| > |l v(€i—1) (v)||. For any critical time n > i , we
have py(g")(v) €9, -

Proof Note thatif g € {4, v, h~!,v™1} then the image %8 (SP) consists of precisely
two sign pairs. (For instance, Eh(SP) = {+—, —+}. See Definition 10.1.) In particular,
for n > i, we have p{(g”)(v) lies in one of the two quadrants in Eg”g;ll(SP).
Now suppose that n is a critical time. Statement (3) of Proposition 10.8 explicitly
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describes the possible pairs (g,—1g, !, 5n). By inspection it can be observed that
—1
3818n—1(SP) = {sy, —Sn}. Now recalling Equation (10-1), we have that

6-v=pf"(8) p) " (v).

Therefore 6 -v > 0 and pf"(0) € Q;, implies that ,o)z’(g")(v) € Qy,- ad

Now suppose that 6 -v = 0. Let R denote the linear map R: R? — R? which rotates
by /2. As a matrix,

0 -1
(10-2) R=|:1 0].

Conjugation by this map induces an automorphism of pf. Inspection reveals that
(10-3) Ropf =p/®0oR

for all g € G. Note that this map R permutes the quadrants of R? and therefore
induces permutation r: SP — SP so that

(10-4) R(Qs) = Qr(s)-

The punchline of this section is that we can detect the sign of 6 - v using the shrinking
and sign sequences of .

Theorem 10.14 Let § € R, , and let (g,) and (s,) denote the A —shrinking and sign
sequences of @ , respectively. Choose any nonzero vector v € R2.

(a) If@-v >0, then there is an i > 0 such that for any critical time n > i we have
p)z,(gn)(v) € Oy, .
(b) If @ -v <0, then there is an i > 0 such that for any critical time n > i we have
_pr(gn) Q
Ps (v) € Qs, -

(¢c) If @ -v =0, the for all i > 0 we have pi’(g”)(v) € Qril(sn) for some fixed
choice of sign.

Proof Statement (a) follows directly from Proposition 10.13. Statement (b) follows
by applying this proposition to —v. Statement (c) follows from Equation (10-3) by
noting that

p;:(gn) oR(#) = Ropi” (0) € Qr(s,)- -
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10.4 Proofs of results from Section 6

We need to convert between the dot and wedge product. We recall that
(10-5) vw=vARW) =R ') Aw
with R defined as in Equation (10-2).

Recall that the Quadrant sequence proposition 6.20 said that the only v € S! for which
pi” (v) € Q;, forall nis v =60. We now give the proof:

Proof of Proposition 6.20 Suppose such a v exists. Then v A# # 0. Let w = R(v).
Then
VAl =0-w=p5"(8) p) " (w).

Since 6 - w is nonzero, Theorem 10.14 guarantees that there is a n for which
o] €7 (w) € Qs,.
with the sign equal to the sign of 6 - w. By Equation (10-3), we have
+p) ") (w) = £ Ro pf" (v),

so we may conclude that pf"(v) € Q,(s,) U Q,~1,)- This is a contradiction, since
we assumed that p£"(v) € Qs - |

Recall Definition 6.10 of a (8,n)—survivor m € H!. Theorem 6.11 stated that a
cohomology class m € H'! arises from applying Wy to a locally finite transverse
measure to the foliation in a A-renormalizable direction @ if and only if m is a
(@, n)—survivor for all n > 0.

Proof of Theorem 6.11 Note that the “only if” direction is trivial. Checking that m is
a (@, n)—survivor for all n > 0 simply checks that m pairs correctly with some saddle
connections. See Definition 6.10 of (6, n)—survivors. In particular, Lemma 6.6 implies
this is a necessary condition for m € Wg(My).

For the “if” direction, we will use the sufficiency criterion given by Lemma 6.6 . Let
o be any saddle oriented connection in S, and let v = holo. We will check that if
m([o]) # 0 then sgn(m([o])) = sgn(hol(c) A @). So assume that m([o]) # 0. We
know that hol o is not parallel to @ by Theorem 6.2. (There are no saddle connections
in A-renormalizable directions.) Let (g,) denote the shrinking sequence for 6, and
(sn) denote the sign sequence. By Proposition 6.20, there is a smallest n for which
pgn(holo) & Qs, U Q—s, . Then there is a sign pair s ¢ {£s,} so that p£" (hol o) lies
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in the closed quadrant Q. Let o’ = ®&" (o) whose holonomy is given by pin(holo).
Because our surface decomposes into rectangles, we can write

k
[0l =[],
i=1
where the o] are horizontal or vertical saddle connections (boundary edges of the
rectangles) oriented so that their holonomies lie in the boundary of the quadrant Q.
Now let 0; = ®&n (0;) forall i so that [o] = Zg‘:l [oi]. Since we know that m is a
(0, n)—survivor, we know that for each i, either m([o;]) =0 or

sen(m([o7])) = sgn(hol(o7) A 0).

Given this, it suffices to prove that sgn(hol(c;) A 8) = sgn(v A @) for all i, because
then we have

k
sen(m([o])) = sgn Y m([oi]) = sgn(v A 0)
i=1
since each term in the sum has the sign the same as hol(o;) A @ whenever it is nonzero,
and since the total sum is nonzero from the assumption that m([o]) # 0. To verify
this sufficiency condition, recall that for v = o or v = o; for some i, we have that
pg (holv) lies in the closed quadrant Qs with s ¢ {£s,}, while by definition pLm(0)
lies in Qy, . By invariance of the wedge product under orientation preserving linear
maps,
hol(v) A @ = pg" (holv) A p£7(8).

The sign of the right-hand side is the same for all nonzero vectors such as p£" (hol v)
taken from Qy wedged with all vectors such as pLn(6) taken from Qy, . In particular,
the sign of this wedge product does not change if we set v =0 or v =o0; forsome i. O

11 Survivors and operators

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 6.31, which says that all # —survivors
in H! arise as E(f) where f € RY is a @ —survivor. In order to prove this statement,
we will transform several results proved in Section 10 about the interplay between the
,of action on R? and quadrants in R? into statements about the CDf action on H'!

and the YO action on RY.

11.1 Homology, cohomology and R”

We begin by proving Proposition 6.14, which says that ®$ 0 2 = E o Y¥.
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Proof of Proposition 6.14 Let [x] € H(S,V,Z). By definition of ®¢ and of &,

(@50 B(NN(IXD) = EH@F (Ix]) = D i (@ ([x]). [y, f¥).

vey

By acting by ®& on each side of each expression for intersection number, we have

(@5 0 E(MNAxD =D i([x]. @5 ([eyl, D) £ (¥).

vey

Consider the case of ¢ = ¥ with k € Z. By Proposition 6.9, we have

hk Iyl ]+ kY eyl ] ifve A,
o (leyh]) = {[[cylv]] i if veB.

Thus we may write

(@ 02D = L (Il Tt @ + i (I o] +£ 3 Teot]) £

a€A beB a~b

By regrouping terms, we see

@ oB(MNID =Y i ([x]. [eyl,]) (f(a)+k > f(b)) +) i([x] [eyty]) £ ().

acA b~a beB

This last expression is equal to ) ¢, i ([x], [eyL, D(H*(f)(v)) = (Eo H*(f))([x]).
Thus Z o H¥ = d)ﬁk o & as desired. By a similar argument or by the action of the
dihedral group, the same holds for g = vk, |

Recall that RY represents the set of finitely supported functions from V — R. We
introduce a canonical linear map Z: H{(S,V,R) —» R}’. Define

(11-1) Z([xD) = i([x]. [eyl, D).

where [cyl,] € H{(S ~ V,Z) represents the homology class of the core curve of
cylinder cyl, for v € V. Recalling the bilinear pairing { , ): RY x RY — R given in
Equation (6-11). By definition of & (see Equation (6-5)), we have

(11-2) (f - 2([xD) = E(H(xD-

Note that Z is not injective. A useful consequence of the construction is that

Z([xD) = 2(yD implies  E(S)([x]) = E)([YD-

We collect the following corollary to Proposition 6.14.
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Corollary 11.1 For all [x] € H{(S, V,R), we have Y€ o Z([x]) = Z 0 ®* @ ([x]),
where y: G — G is the involutive homomorphism defined above Equation (6-14).

Proof Note that two elements x, y € RY are equal if and only if (f,x) = (f,y)
forall f € RY. Let f € RY be arbitrary. By Equation (6-14),

(f. X80 2([xD) = (Y7O7 (). Z([x])-
Then by Equation (11-2) and Proposition 6.14,
(f T80 Z([x]) = ECC7O T (N)(Ix]) = @LE D 0 2(f (XD
By the definition of @I(g - given in Equation (6-1), we continue

(f. Y80 2([x]) = E(/ W@ E([x]) = (f, Z 0 &7 & ([x])).

Thus Y& 0 Z = Z 0 ®7®) a5 desired. O

Recall that R is the linear map R? — R? which rotates by /2. Also, r is the induced
permutation on the signs of quadrants in R?. See Equations (10-2) and (10-4).

Proposition 11.2 Let ¢ be a saddle connection and s € SP. Then holo € cl(Qy) if
and only if Z([o]) € Q(s)-

Proof Choose any s for which holo € cl(Qy). Write s = (sx,sy) With sx,5), €
{1,—1}. Then r(s) = (—sy, sx). Because holo € cl(Qy), we have sgn(mx(holo)) €
{sx,0} and sgn(my(holo)) € {s),0}. Let a € A. Then

sgn Z([o])(a) = sgni([o]. [cyl,]) = sgn(hol ) A (1,0)
= sgn(—my(hol o)) € {—sy,0}.

Similarly if b € B, then

sgn Z([o])(b) = sgni([o]. [eyly]) = sgn(holo) A (0, 1)
= sgn(mx(hol a)) € {sx, 0}.

So Z([o]) € © r(s)- The converse follows by reversing this argument. O
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11.2 Quadrant tracking via expansion

Recall that conjugation by R preserves the subgroup ,of C SL(2,R). Equation (10-3)
explains exactly how conjugation by R acts on G. This action on G also relates to
the expanding sign action £¢ . Namely,

(11-3) Y8or=rox’®,

We view the following as a corollary of Proposition 10.2.

Corollary 11.3 Let (g;) be a geodesic ray and s € SP. Assume that o is a saddle
connection for which holo € cl(Exp) (y(g1)) N Qs). Then Y& o Z([o]) € Q,(s,)-
where s; = X8i(s).

Proof By Proposition 10.2, we know that pi’(g" )(hol 0) € cl(Qy,) for all i. We also
know that
hol 0®" € ([o]) = p! 4" (hol o)

is the holonomy of a saddle connection. By Proposition 11.2, Zo P (8i) ([o]) € 9] r(si) -
By Corollary 11.1, we see

T8 0 Z([o]) = 20 " E)([0]) € Q). .

Proposition 11.4 (Quadrant tracking) Suppose (g;) is a geodesic ray and pf'(Qs) C
Qs . Then Y81 (Qy) C Qy,; , where s; = X8 (s).

Proof Let f € @ s. Given v e V, let e, € RY denote the function

1 ifv=w,
S

Formally, we may write

f= > fWe.
vey, f(v)#0

This sum makes sense, because for any v € V, there are only finitely many terms whose
support includes v. For each v € V with f(v) # 0 we can choose a horizontal or
vertical saddle connection oy such that for any w € V we have

il et = {
Then by definition of Z we have

(11-5) f= > lfmiz(eD.
vey, f(v)#0

sgn f(v) ifv=w,
0 otherwise.
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Note that each Z([o,]) € Qs and therefore by Proposition 11.2 we know hol oy €
cl(Q,~1(5))- We now apply T#' to Equation (11-5), yielding

11-6) YE(f)= > |fWIT0z(a) = > [fW)]Z00"E)([o,]).
vev, f(v)#0 vey, f(v)#0

with the last equality following from Corollary 11.1. Now consider that if p£1(Qs) C
Qs, then py(gl)(cl(Q ~1(5))) C cl(Q,~1(5)). (This follows by inspecting the pairs
(g1, s) allowed by Corollary 10.5.) By Corollary 10.5, we may conclude that

hol @77 ([o,]) € cl(Qy)),

where s} = 7 (&) o p~1(5). By Equation (11-3), we have s; = r~1 o X8 (s). Then it
follows from Proposition 11.2 that

Zo q)y(gi)([[av]]) € /Q\r(sl/) = /Q\S,'a

where 5; = r(s}) = X (s) as in the statement of the proposition. As each of the terms
in the sum for Y&i(f') in Equation (11-6) lie in Qy;, we know Y& (f)e Q;;. O

Let (g;) be the shrinking sequence for a A—renormalizable direction § € S, and (s;)
denote the sign sequence. Recall Definition 10.7 that # is a critical time if 5,1 = s5.
We have the following corollary to Proposition 11.4.

Corollary 11.5 (Critical times) Suppose n is a critical time. Then if f € RY is a
(0, n)—survivor, then it is a (0, k)—survivor for all k < n.

Proof Let fi =8 (f) and 0y = pf*(6). We know that 0,, € Qy, and fy € an.
By statement (2) of Proposition 10.8, we know ,og" 180 (Qs ) C Qs, = Qs -
Consider the geodesic segment (h; = g,—;g;,;!). By definition of the sign sequence
(si), we have 6,_; € Q,,_,. By Proposition 10.2, we know s,_; = hi (s,). Finally,
by Proposition 11.4, we know f,—; = Yhi (@ s) C o s,_; too. Therefore, by definition,
fn—i isa (6,n—1i)—survivor. O

Recall that Lemma 6.37 claimed that for @ a A-renormalizable direction, there are
infinitely many 7 € N such that for f € RY, being a (@, n)—survivor implies being at
(0, k)—survivor for all k¥ < n. So this was really a consequence of the above corollary.

Proof of Lemma 6.37 Let n be a critical time for the shrinking sequence of 6 . There

are infinitely many of these times by Corollary 10.9. Also if f is a (@, n)—survivor
then it is a (@, k)—survivor for all k <n by Corollary 11.5. O
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Corollary 11.6 Suppose 0 is a A -renormalizable direction. If for some N > 0 we
know that f € RY isa (0, k)—survivor for all k > N , then f is a  —survivor.

Proof Corollary 10.9 guarantees that we have infinitely many critical times #. Choose
such an n > N . Corollary 11.5 implies that f is a (0, k)—survivor for all k <n. O

Corollary 11.7 (Group invariance) Assume that f is a 6 —survivor, for 8 a A—
renormalizable direction. Then for all g € G, Y8(f) isa pf (0)—survivor.

Proof Let f' = TE(f). Let (g;) be the A—shrinking sequence for @, and (g;) be
the A—shrinking sequence for 8’ = mg: o p£(0). Then the A-shrinking sequences
of @ and @’ are tail equivalent, as defined in Section 7. Moreover, regardless of the
choice of g € G there are positive integers m and n such that

YE(f) =T (f") and 7gi0pf"(0) = w1 0 pfr ().
Then this is also true for m replaced by m + k and n replaced by n + k for all k > 0.

Thus Corollary 11.6 implies that f’ is a #’—survivor. O

11.3 Survivorsin H! and RV

In this section we will provide a proof of Theorem 6.31, ie in the presence of the
subsequence decay property, we have that Wg(Mg) C E(RY). The main idea of the
proof is to understand the function F: H' — RY given by

F (m)(v) = m([cyl]).

where [cyl, ] represents the homology class of the cylinder associated to v € V oriented
rightward or upward. Recall that r: SP — SP is the action on signs of quadrants
induced by a rotation by /2 radians. See Equation (10-4). We have the following.

Proposition 11.8 Fodf=_r@oF

Proof It is enough to handle the cases of g € {#k,vX : k € Z}. Let g = h* . Suppose
a € A. Then by Proposition 6.9,

(F o ®" (m))(a) = m(®" " ([eyl,])) = m([eyl,]).

By definition of y, we have y(h*) = v=*. By Equation (6-3),

(YY" o F (m))(a) = F (m)(a) = m([eyl,]).
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Now let b € B. We have

(F o " (m))(b) = m(®" ™" ([eyly])) = m ([[cylbﬂ ~kY [[cylaﬂ),

a~b
—k
(X" o F (m))(b) = F (m)(b) —k Y _ F (m)(a) = m([eyl]) —k Y _ m([eyl,]).
a~b a~b
These two expressions are equal by linearity of m. The proof is similar for the case of

g:vk, O

Recall that R acts on R? by rotation by 7/2. See Equation (10-2).

Proposition 11.9 If m € H' is a (6 ,n)—survivor, then F (m) e RY isa (R™1(0),n)-
survivor.

Proof To ease notation define #’ = R™1(#). Let (g,) denote the shrinking sequence
for 0. Let g, = y(gn). By Equation (10-3), (g;) is the shrinking sequence for
0’. Therefore, if (s,) is the sign sequence of @, then the sign sequence for 6’ is
(s;, = r~!(sp)). By Proposition 6.23, we must show that Y& o F(m) € QSZ' By

Proposition 11.8, Y& o F (m) = F (®%" (m)). For v € V, we have

F(@F" (m))(v) = (§" (m))([eyl,])-
Define x,y € R so that (x,y) = 6. We may apply Proposition 6.12 because
m is a (6,n)—survivor and because [cyl,] can be written as a sum of homology
classes of saddle connections parallel to hol([cyl,]). Therefore, for all a € A, unless
F(®3"(m))(a) =0,
sgn F (®F" (m))(a) = sgn hol([eyl,]) A 3" (0) = sgn(1,0) A p§"(8) = sgn y.
Similarly, for b € B, unless F (®5" (m))(b) = 0, we have
sgn F (5" (m))(b) = sgn hol([cyly]) A p§" (8) = sgn(0, 1) A 3" (0) = —sgn x.

Noting that (x, y) € Qs,,, we see (y, —X) € Q,~1,)- Thus F(®5"(m))(v) e /Q\s;q as
desired. |

Proof of Theorem 6.31 Suppose that m € H! is a 6 —survivor, and suppose that
there is no f € RY for which m = E(f). Then there are horizontal or vertical
saddle connections 0,6’ € E both of which cross cyl, for some v € V and for which
m([o]) # m([o’]). Note that for such a pair of saddle connections, we have

%([o] —[o'D = [o] - [0']
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for all g € G, because the difference [o] — [o”] has zero algebraic intersection number
with each horizontal and vertical cylinder. Consider the shrinking sequence (g,) of 6.
We have

a-n (@ m)([o] - [o']) = m@* ([o] - [0']) = m([o] —[o'].
So this quantity remains constant.

On the other hand, let g = F (m). By Proposition 11.9, g is a §’ = R(#)—survivor.
The A-shrinking sequence of @’ is (g, = y(gx)) by Equation (10-3). Now we utilize
the subsequence decay property. By this property, there is a subsequence { g;i) such
that for all v €V we have

Tim Y& (g)(v) = 0.

1—>00

The quantity T(g;i)( £)(v) has meaning to us because

Y& (g)(v) = (Y7 o F (m))(v) = (F 0 ®" (m))(v) = 5" (m)([eyl,]).

Because m is a (0, n)—survivor for all n, we know that any saddle connection v € E
satisfies either ®%" (m)([v]) = 0 or

(11-8) sgn @5 (m)([v]) = sgn(hol([v]) A 5" (8)).

In particular, choose and orient a boundary component of c¢yl, for some v € V. This
component is made up of some number of oriented horizontal or vertical saddle
connections vy, ..., v . Equation (11-8) implies that all nonzero ®%" (m)([v ;1) have
the same sign regardless of the choice of j =1,...,k. Since [vi]+---+[ve] = [evl,]
in H{(S,V,Z), it follows that

il_i)rgoCDi"" m)([v;])(g)(v) =0 forall j =1,.... k.

Now note that every horizontal and every vertical saddle connection lies in the boundary
of some cylinder cyl, for v € V. In particular, this holds for o and o’. We conclude that

lim & (m)([o] ~[o']) = 0.

This contradicts our assumption that m([o] — [o’]) # 0 via Equation (11-7). O

11.4 Surjectivity

In this section, we prove Lemma 6.43, which states that, under our hypotheses, if 8 is
a A-renormalizable direction, then A surjectively sends Sy to Sg. The proof follows
without much difficulty from Proposition 6.42 of the outline. However, the ideas used
in the proof are most similar to the ideas appearing in Appendix B.
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Proof of Lemma 6.43 We assume S(G, w) has the critical decay property and the G
has the adjacency sign property. We let # € Ry and f € Sy. We will show that there
isa geSy with A(g)=f.

Let (gn) and (sn) denote the shrinking and sign sequences of 6. Then (g,) and (5,)
are the corresponding sequences of @ . See the beginning of Section 6.6. To simplify
notation define f;, = Y& (f).

For each critical time #n;, define the set Hy,, = {h € 9] Sny - A(h) = fy,}. Applying
Proposition 6.42 with f replaced by f, and 6 replaced by mg1 o pfmi (6) implies
that Hy, is nonempty. For h € Hy, , we have

Ao X5 (h) = Y51 o A(h) = Y5 (f) = f.

—1 _
Therefore any g € Y& (H,;) represents a candidate g. Set G, = Y&: I(Hn,.). By
definition, we have

(11-9) Gn; ={g0 €RY : A(go) = f and go € T¥"(Q;, )}
Note that Lemma 6.37 implies that
(11-10)  Gy; ={go : A(go) = f and go is a (6,n)—survivor for 0 <n <n;}.

Thus we have Gy, ., C Gy, for all i. We conclude that
S A@) = fy=()Gn.
i

where the intersection is taken over the critical times. We will use the notation Goo =
(i Gn; . We must show that G, is nonempty.

Note that each Gy, is nonempty, because each Hy; is. Furthermore, we note that each
Gy, is weakly closed. This can be most easily seen by looking at Equation (11-9). It
follows because both 4 and Y4 are weakly continuous and 0 Sn; is weakly closed.

For each critical time n; choose a g, € G; . We will find a weak limit point, g, of the
a sequence of (gn; | n; acritical time). As each g, is a (8, 0)—survivor, we know
that g,; € 9] so - Without loss of generality, we may assume that so = ++. Therefore
gnio f € @++. For each v € V, there is a w ~ v and we have

0=gn (V) = A(gn) (W) = f(W).

In particular the sequence of g, (v) is bounded for each v € V. Therefore we can
apply a Cantor diagonal argument as in the proof of Proposition B.2. This produces our
desired limit g . Since each Gy, is weakly closed, and this sequence of sets is nested,
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we see that g € Goo. Such a g lies in Gy, forevery i, and in view of Equation (11-10),
we see that A(g) = f and g is a (@, n)—survivor for every n > 0. Thatis, g € Sp. O

11.5 Survivors and the pairing of R” with R}

Ideas developed in this section will be useful in Sections 12 and 13, which address
the critical decay property and the adjacency sign condition. We begin this section by
summarizing results from Sections 11.2 and 11.3. Then we will state some consequences
of our previous work.

Let 0 be a A-renormalizable direction. Let (g;) and (s;) be the shrinking and sign
sequences of @ . Recall Sy denotes the set of @ —survivors in RV . By Definition 6.15
this is

Sop=1{f eRY : T8 (f)e Qy, forall n>0}.

Alternately, by Theorems 6.11 and 6.31, E(Sp) is the set of all cohomology classes
arising from transverse invariant measures to the foliation in the direction 6. Then
Lemma 6.6 implies that

11-11) Sy = {f cRY - sgn{f, Z([o])) = sgn(holo A @) for all saddle }

connections o with (f, Z([o])) #0

Here the quantity (f, Z([o])) represents the value assigned to [o] by the associ-
ated cohomology class (which is potentially induced by an invariant measure). See
Equation (11-2).

The later sections of this paper are primarily interested in questions of the following
sort. Given x € RY with some properties and any f € Sy, is it true that (f,x) > 0?
We pursue this sort of question from the following point of view. One way to show that
(f,x) =0 is to find saddle connections o; so that x =3 _; Z([o;]) and hola; A6 > 0.
If we can find this, then (f,x) > 0 follows from Equation (11-11).

There is a second, more operator theoretic point of view as well.

Proposition 11.10 (Positivity checks) Let 6 be a A—renormalizable direction. Let
(gi) and (s;) be the shrinking and sign sequences of . Let x € RY. Either of the
following two statements imply that for all f € Sy, we have (f,x) > 0.

(1) There exist a finite collection oriented saddle connections {0} so that holoj A
0 >0 foreach j and x =3 _; Z([o;]).

(2) There is a critical time ¢ so that Y? (&) (x) € @s, .
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Remark 11.11 In fact, it can be observed that these two statements are equivalent. That
(1) implies (2) follows essentially from Theorem 10.14. Conversely, if we have (2), then
Y7(€)(x) can be expressed as Z([t;] +---+ [ta]) where each z; is an appropriately
oriented horizontal or vertical saddle connection, so that hol tj € cl(Q,~1(s,)). Then

x =7 o Z([n] 4+ [tv]) = 20 @87 ([] + -+ [rw])
and we may take 0; = &7 (7).

Proof of Proposition 11.10 For statement (1), this follows from the paragraph pre-
ceding the proposition. In the case of statement (2), we have

(f.x)=(YE(f), TV E)(x)).

Since both Y& (f) and Y?©®)(x) lie in O s, » their product is nonnegative. ad
The following strengthens the utility of statement (2) of Proposition 11.10.

Proposition 11.12 Let # € R, and let f be a 6 —survivor. Let {g;) and (s;) be the
shrinking and sign sequences of 6. If x € RY N Qy,, then for any critical time t,
Ty(gz)(x) € Qy,.

Proof We can write x = Z;V=1 Z([oj]), where each o; is a horizontal or vertical
saddle connection oriented so that holoj € cl(Q,~1(y,))- See Proposition 11.2. Then

N
(11-12) T7E)(x) =" 20 d% ([o;])
j=1

by Corollary 11.1. Looking at the action on holonomy, we have
hol o®¥" ([o}])) = pf’ (holoj).

By Proposition 7.5, since p£! shrinks the vector 6 € Q;,, we know pf! expands
every vector in Q,—1y,)- Therefore the quadrant containing pf’ (holoj) is governed
by the expanding sign action. Namely by Proposition 10.2, we must have p£ (hol o) €
cl(Qsl{), where s} = X8/ o r~1(sg) for all i . Therefore, by Proposition 11.2, we know
each term from Equation (11-12) satisfies

Zo ¥ ([o;]) € Q-

By Equation (11-3), we know s, = r~1 o 27&i(s), and so r(sy) = »Y (€ (50).
Therefore r(s};) = s; by Corollary 10.11. It follows from Equation (11-12) that

’Y‘V(gt)(x) c @s,- O
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12 Subgraphs and covers

In this section, we will consider how the group of operators Y@ is affected by restricting
to subgraphs and lifting to finite covers. This will be relevant to proofs in Section 13,
where we prove the adjacency sign property and the decay properties hold when G has
no vertices of valence one.

12.1 Subgraphs

Throughout this subsection, H C G will be a connected infinite subgraph. We will
use subscripts to distinguish quantities related to the two graphs. For instance, we
write Vi C Vg to indicate that the vertex set of # is a subset of the vertex set of
G. The subgraph H inherits a bipartite structure from G. Namely, Ay = Ag N Vy
and By = Bg N Vy. We use Tng RY9 — RY¢ and Tg: RY* — RY% to denote the
appropriate groups of operators on the two spaces. We identify RY* with the subset of
RY¢ whose support is contained in Vy,.

Proposition 12.1 Let f € RY*. Suppose that f € Q, for some s € SP. Write
s = (a,b) with a,b € {x1}. Then for all integers k # 0, the following statements
hold.

1) Hgk (f)— Hﬁ (f) is supported on a subset of Ag and the sign of all nonzero
values of this function is b - sgn(k).

2) ng f) - V{f (f) is supported on a subset of Bg and the sign of all nonzero
values of this function is a - sgn(k).

Proof We will prove statement (1). Statement (2) has a similar proof. By considering
the definition of H given in Equation (6-2), for all v € V; we have

S kf(b) ifveAg,
(HE(f) = HE(f ) = {b~gv,bmv
0 ifve Bg,

where the sum should be interpreted as over all edges leaving v that appear in G but
not in #. The conclusion follows. O

Corollary 12.2 Let (g;) be a geodesic ray in G . Suppose x € RV* N Q so for some
so € SP, and define s; = X8i(sg). Then forall i > 1,

Lo—1 ~
TEE (TE (x) - Y5 (x)) € Q.
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Proof By Proposition 12.1 and comparison to Definition 10.1 of the expanding sign
action, we see that Tg "(x)— Tftl (x) € Qg, . Moreover, because of the description of
the support as a subset of either A or B, we have

YE(YE (x) — Y8 (x)) = 5" (x) — V¥ (x).

Since 51 = X81(s¢), we know s; = X&!(s1). Therefore we have ,05‘:1 (Qs,) C Qy, and
thus

g1 , ~
Yo' ft (XS (0) = 5 (x) = TE (X5 (x) — 15! (x)) € O,
where s; = X&i(s;) by Proposition 11.4. Finally, note that
si = B (s0) = SEET (51) = 28 (s1) = 5]
o1 ~
since X81(s1) = s1. Thus ng'gl (Tg1 (x) = Y5 (x)) € Qy, as desired. O

For v € V3, we use ey to denote the element of either R‘c}g or Rl}“ (depending on
context) which assigns one to v and zero to everything else.

Theorem 12.3 Suppose H C G is an infinite connected subgraph. Let (g;) be any
geodesic ray in G . Then, for any vertex v € Vy,

1T (en)(W)| = T§ (ev) ()]
forallweVy and alli > 0.
Proof Give H an arbitrary ribbon graph structure, and find an arbitrary eigenvector
of the adjacency operator. Then Corollary 11.3 gives a sequence s; € SP such that

Tfli (ey) € 9) s; and Tgi (ey) € ) s; - In particular, s; = X#(s9) for the appropriate
choice of sy € SP.

Now we will inductively define elements y; € Rl)g for each integer i > 1. Assuming
Y1,...,Yi—1 are defined, we define y; to be the unique element of so that

gi gi gigy! gigy!
Tg (ev)_TH (ev):Tg (y1)+Tg (¥2) +---+yi.
We will show that
gig;! ~ S
(12-1) g (yj) € Qs foralli>j.

In particular, for all w € Vg we have

TE (e0) (W) = Y5 ()W) + TEET (p)(w) + TEE2 (pa)(w) + -+ pi(w).
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and all terms in this sum are either zero or have the same sign. Therefore Equation (12-1)
implies the theorem.

To shorten our formulas, let x; = T,g{j (ev). By induction, we observe that

-1 -1
8i8;_ 8i8;i_
yi =" 7T (i) =0 T (x o).

Let i > j. Recall from the first paragraph that x; € @sj . Applying Corollary 12.2 to
the geodesic ray (g; gj_l) i>j yields that
=1 ~
Y88 (y;) € Qs,f,j’
where s i= n8i8; 1(Sj). The conclusion follows from the observation that s; =
38i (s9) and therefore
s;’j = Eg"gi_l(sj-) — x8i8 ' o8 (s0) = si.

This proves Equation (12-1) as desired. |

12.2 Finite covers

Now let a be a finite cover of G. We will let 7: V~g~ — Vg denote the restriction of the
covering map to the vertices. This map induces a map 7,: R¥ — RY¢ given by

(12-2) n(HW= > f@.
ver—1(v)

Since 7 arose from a covering map, we have the following.
Proposition 12.4 Forall g € G, Y5 omy = mx 0 Tg )

This may be proved by checking that the equation holds for powers of the generators
of G.

Finally, to use the previous propositions in our setting, we need to be able to find
nice subgraphs of finite covers of G. We use Gz to denote the graph with vertex
set consisting of the integers which is formed by drawing edges between subsequent
integers.

Lemma 12.5 Suppose G is an infinite connected graph so that every vertex has finite
valence. Further suppose that G has no vertices of valence one. Let v be any vertex of
G. Then one of the following holds:

(1) There is an embedding ¢: Gz — G such that ¢(0) = v.

(2) Thereisa gouble cover a of G (depending on v ) and an embedding 5: Gz, — 5
such that ¢(0) is a lift of v.
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Proof For S C Z let Gs denote the graph with vertex set .S which is formed by
adding edges between all pairs of integers whose difference is 1. Because G is infinite
and has bounded valence, there are vertices of arbitrary large distance from v. Thus we
can define a metric embedding Vo: Ggo,—1,—2,..; — Vg such that ¥/ (0) = v. (For each
n > 0, choose ¥o(—n) so that its distance from v is n.) Now for n > 0 inductively
define ¥n: Gnn—1,..y = Vg so that

* Yy restricted to Gg—q p—2,..} 18 Yp—1, and

e Y, applied to the edge (n — 1, n) is distinct from the edge (n —2,n —1). (This

can be done because G has no vertices of valence one.)

Now assume 1, is always injective. Then the limit limy,— ¥ is an embedding of
Gz — G. So assume V¥, is not injective for some n. Let N be the smallest integer
for which 1, is not injective. Then there is an M < N for which ¥ (N) = ¢y (M).
Let H be the circular subgraph of G consisting of the image ¥ ([M, N]). Let
[H] € H,(G;Z) denote the corresponding homology class with Z coefficients. Note
that [#] must be primitive. Let p: H{(G;Z) — Z, be any group homomorphism
so that p([H]) = 1. Let p": 71(G) — Z, be the homomorphism constructed by
taking homology class of an element of 71 (G) and then applying p. Let G denote the
double cover of G which corresponds to the kernel of p. Then (M, N]) lifts to an
embedding ¥ (M) and ¥ (N) are both lifts of the point ¥ (N) = ¥y (M). Also
consider the two disjoint lifts of 37. These two lifts are rays which end at 1; N(M)
and 1; N (V). The two lifts of the ray ¥ps and one of the lifts of the segment ¥ |[a7, 3]
can be stitched together to form our desired embedding 5 Gz —G. a

13 Graphs without vertices of valence one

In this section, we will primarily consider graphs G with no vertices of valence one.
We prove the following results about these graphs.

Theorem 13.1 (Decay) Suppose G has no vertices of valence one. Let 8 € R) and
let (gn) be the A—shrinking sequence of @ . Then for any f € Sg and any v € V, the
sequence

TE" (V)]

tends monotonically to zero as n — o0.

We break the proof of this theorem into two parts. We will prove that the sequence is
monotonically decreasing in Section 13.1. In Sections 13.2 and 13.3, we will prove
that this limit is zero. Clearly this theorem implies that any subsequence also decays to
zero. Thus we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 13.2 (Decay properties) If G has no vertices of valence one, then S(G, w)
has the subsequence decay property and the critical decay property.

We will prove that graphs with no vertices of valence one have the adjacency sign
property in Sections 13.4 and 13.5. See Theorem 13.21 and Corollary 13.22

13.1 Monotonic decay

In this subsection we prove the monotonicity part of Theorem 13.1.

Lemma 13.3 (Monotonic decay) Suppose G has no vertices of valence one. Let
6 € S! be a A-renormalizable direction with A—shrinking sequence (g,). For every
0 —survivor f € RY and every v €V, the sequence | Y8 (f)(v)| decreases (nonstrictly)
monotonically in n.

We will simplify the statement of this lemma. Applying Corollary 11.7, we know that
TEL(f)isa ,of '(6)—survivor. By induction, it is sufficient to prove that

(13-1) TECLIM = [fWI,

for all A—-renormalizable €, all @ —survivors f, and all v € V. Up to the dihedral group
action, we may assume that @ € O and that g; = A~!. See Remark 3.6. Since
f is a @ —survivor, we know f € @++. By definition, H~!(f)(b) = f(b) for all
b € B. So it suffices to consider v € A. Suppose that p){’_l (0) € Q4+ . Recalling the
formula in Equation (6-2) for H (f'), we have that for a € A,

H'(f)@) = f-)_ fb)=0.
b~a

But each f(b) >0 as f € @.,..,., so H='(f)(a) < f(a). Hence Equation (13-1)
is trivially true when p)f’_l () € Q4. By Proposition 10.6, the alternative is that
,0){’71 (#) € Q. In this case H~!(f)(a) < 0, so Equation (13-1) is equivalent to
showing

(13-2) f@=-H"'(f) ().

In fact, we have that H~!(f)(a) = f(a) — A(f)(a) by Proposition 6.34. Thus
Equation (13-2) is equivalent to showing that 2 f(a) > A ( f')(a). Perhaps more usefully,
we have

2f(a) —A(f)(@) = 2(f . ea) = (A(f). ea) = (f . 2eqa — A(eq)).

In summary, the following lemma implies the Monotonic decay lemma 13.3 above.
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Lemma 13.4 Suppose G has no vertices of valence one. Let 6 € St n Q44 bea
\—-renormalizable direction with shrinking sequence (g,). Assume that g; = h™!.
Then for every @ —survivor f and every a € A, we have (f,2e, — A(ez)) > 0.

Recall that the valence of a vertex v € V is the number val(v) =#{x eV : x ~ Vv}.

Proposition 13.5 The conclusion of Lemma 13.4 holds when val(a) > 3 and a is not
a member of a spoke.

For one step in the proof, we need the following result, which is a consequence of
Proposition 8.3.

Corollary 13.6 Suppose G contains a vertex of valence n which is not a member of a
spoke. If G admits a positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A, then A > n/~/n—1.

Proof Let v be the vertex of valence n which is not a member of a spoke, and let f
be a positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A. Then by Proposition 8.3, if w ~ v we
know f(w)/f(v) = (A—~A%2—4)/2. Since >, f(w) =X f(v), we know that
A—~A2—4
A>n — )

This is equivalent to the inequality given in the corollary. a

Proof of Proposition 13.5 By assumption g; = A~!. Thus, by Proposition 7.13, we
know 0 = (x, y) € S! satisfies

y A—+Ar-4
O<_<f'
x

We will show that there exists two saddle connections o and o, such that:
(1) Z([o1] + [02]) =2eq — A(eq).
(2) hol(o;) A0 =0 fori=1,2.

We will show these two statements imply the proposition. Statement (1) implies that

(f.2ea—A(eq)) = (f. Z([01] + [02])).

We wish to show that this quantity is nonnegative. This follows from statement (2) of
Proposition 11.10 with x = Z([o] + [02]). Thus the existence of such o; and 0,
imply the proposition.
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Consider our surface S = S(G, w), where Aw = Aw. We may assume that w(a) =1
by scaling w if necessary. The cylinder cyl, has a decomposition into rectangles of
the form

oyl, = U (eyl, Neyly).

b~a
Let k£ = val(a) > 3. We may number these rectangles Rq, ..., Rj so that each R; is
adjacent t0 R; 41 (mod k)- Similarly, number the relevant vertices by, ...,bg € B so

that R; = cyl, Ncyly, for all i. Choose j € {l,...,k} so that

(13-3) w(bj) + w(bj+1 (mod k)) = min{w(b;) + wb;+1 moak)) : i =1,....k}.

Choose o to be the diagonal of the rectangle Rj U R; 1 (mod k) Which can be oriented
downward and leftward. Choose o3 to be the diagonal of the complimentary rectangle,
ey, ~(Rj U Rj {1 (mod k))» oriented downward and leftward. See Figure 4.

Ry R, R3 |Ry

(o)) 01

Figure 4: An example decomposition of cyl, into rectangles. In this case,
val(a) = 4 and j = 3 is the index satisfying Equation (13-3).

We now verify statements (1) and (2) hold for our choices of o1 and o,. Note that
01 U oy cross cyl, twice with positive algebraic sign, and cross each of cyl, for b ~a
once with negative algebraic sign. Moreover, o1 U 0, cross no other cylinders. This
verifies statement (1).

Now we verify statement (2). Write hol(o1) = (—w1, —1) and hol(c;) = (—w,, —1)
with w; >0 and w, > 0. Now recall that § = (x, y) € ST N Q. 4 is A-renormalizable
and that g; = A~!. Thus Proposition 7.13 implies that y/x < (A — VA2 —4)/2. For
i=1,2, we have

(13-4) hol(oi) N0 = (—w;,— D A(X,y) =x—w;y = x(l — w,%)
> %(2— wi (A — VA2 —4)).
(Note x > 0 since 0 € Q44 .) To proceed we must find upper bounds for w; and w,.
Because of Equation (13-3), we know that
2) 2)
<

<
W= val(a) — 3~
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(w; must be less than or equal to the average length of pairs of adjacent rectangles.)
Therefore by continuing Equation (13-4) for i =1 we have

hol(o1) A0 > (2~ (%)(x— Vid—a)) =13 +avii—a-2?)

_x( 222 -9 )>0
3S\AVAZ—4 4223/~

Here the > 0 statement is somewhat subtle. The denominator AvA2 —4 + A% —3
is positive because A > 2, and the numerator 242 — 9 > 0 because A > 3+4/2/2 by
Corollary 13.6. To get an upper bound for w, we find a lower bound for w;. We know
a is not a member of a spoke and o crosses two rectangles, so by Proposition 8.3 we

w1 Z)\._V)\.z_4.

Since the cylinder cyl, has inverse modulus A and width one, we know w; + w, = A.
Therefore wy, < VA2 —4. By continuing Equation (13-4) for i = 2 we have

hol(o3) A 0 > %(2—(\&2—4)@— VA2 —4)) = %(xz—z—wx2—4)

have

X 4 )
== > 0.
2(k2—2+k«/k2—4

This proves statement (2) and concludes the proof. O
Proposition 13.7 Lemma 13.4 holds when val(a) = 2 unless a belongs to a spoke.

Proof Let b; and b, denote the two vertices adjacent to a. For i =1, 2, let o; denote
the diagonal of rectangle cyl, N cyly,, which can be oriented downward and leftward.
We observe that Z([o,] + [02]) = 2e,— A(ea). Write 8 = (x, y) € Q4. Because
g1 = h~!, Proposition 7.13 implies that y < x((A — VA2 —4)/2). Fori = 1,2, we
have hol(o;) = (—w(b;), —w(a)). By Proposition 8.3, w(b;) > w(a)((A—+v'A2 —4)/2).
We have w(b;) + w(by) = Aw(a). Thus

A—VAT=3 A+ T4
f) =w@)——.

w(bl)=)Lw(a)—w(b2)§w(a)()\— >

And similarly, w(b,) < w(a)((A + VA% —4)/2). Thus we compute
hol(oi) A0 = xw(a) — yw(b;)

s (o )
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Thus, if f is a @ —survivor, (f, Z([oi])) > 0. And therefore (f,2e, — A(ez)) >0
as desired. |

13.2 Effective decay for the integers

In this subsection, we will only consider the case when G = Gz, the graph whose
vertex set is Z and edges join two integers if and only if they differ by one. Our
decomposition ¥V = AU B is a decomposition into even and odd integers.

Lemma 13.8 (Effective decay for the integers) Let (g;) be a shrinking sequence for
a renormalizable direction @ . Then there is a critical time t > 0 for which

ITE IV = 31O

for any @ —survivor f and any v € Z.

The idea of the proof is the following. We claim it is sufficient to find a critical time ¢
for which

(13-5) ITY€) (e )(v)| =2 forall veZ.

(The bulk of this section will be spent proving Equation (13-5).) Let e, € RCZ be as
in Equation (11-4). Set e = *e, € O, where the sign is chosen depending on the
quadrant Qg containing @ . By Equation (6-14), we have

(13-6) |fO)] = (f.el) = (Y5 (f), Y €D (e))
= > (05 ()W) ED ey (w)).

wey

By Proposition 11.12, we have Y* (&) (e/) € Oy, for all critical times 7. Since both
TE&(f) and Ty(gf)(eé) lie in O s;» all terms in the sum above are nonnegative.
Therefore

W] = (TE(f), YV ED(el)) = (TE(£IVN (YT ED (el)(v) = 2| T (f) ()],

as claimed by the lemma.

Proposition 13.9 Consider the geodesic ray defined

(v_lh)% if n is even,
gn = —1 n—1 . .
h(v™'h) 2z ifnis odd.
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Then foralln>1 andallae A andb € B,

ZCGI €c ifn=1 (mod 4),

Y& (e,) = > ceant €c— D cepnr € ifn =2 (mod4),
a = cel €c ifn =3 (mod 4),

- ZCEAH[ ec+ ZCEBﬂI e. ifn=0 (mod4),

ZCEJ €c ifn=1 (mod 4),

T (ey) = 2 ceand e~ Lcenny I:fn =2 (mod 4),
- ZCEJ €c ifn =3 (mod4),

=2 ceans €t D cepns e ifn=0 (mod4),

where [ :=[a—n+l,a+n—1]and J :=[b—n,b+n].

It is straightforward to check that the formulas in the proposition above follow from
the definition of the action Y.

Lemma 13.10 Let (g,) be a geodesic ray for which pf'(Qs) C Qs. Then for all
x € RY N Qs and all v € RY, the sequence | Y (x)(v)| is nondecreasing.

Proof Consider the orbit under the sign action, s, = 287 (s). Note that the condition
that p£1(Qys) C Qs guarantees that Y87 (Q;) C Q, for all n, by Proposition 11.4.

Suppose the lemma is false. Then there is a geodesic ray (g,) such that | Y87 (x)(v)| <
| Y87=1(x)(v)|. We may assume that » is minimal over all geodesic rays, all x and all
possible choices of n. Since the statement is invariant under the dihedral group, we
may assume that g =/ and s = ++4. We will show that

(v_lh)% if n is even,
(13-7) Gn=1 i at
h(v™"h) z if nis odd.

Otherwise, there is a i < n — 2 for which g,-+2gl._1 e {vh,h?, h= w1, v™2}. (This
is the first i for which g;4, differs from the form above.) In this case, s;41 = Sj42,
by the definition of the expanding sign action. Moreover, pfi+2& i+ (Dsiv1) C sy -
So letting y = Y&i+1(x) and considering the geodesic ray (g;+1+ng
shorter counter example.

iy1)n gives a

Finally the case of g, as in Equation (13-7) follows from Proposition 13.9 above.
Observe that

T (x)(v) = ) x (W)Y (ew)(V),

weY
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Note the sign of each nonzero term is only dependent on 7, and that by Proposition 13.9
the sequence | 8" (ey)(v)| is nondecreasing regardless of the choice of w. |

This proposition further lowers the bar for proving Lemma 13.8. It is sufficient to find
any time n for which

(13-8) YV €D (e,)(v)| =2 forall veZ.

We will then apply Lemma 13.10. We know that Qg contains the vector 6, which is
shrunk by p£!. Then p} (¢ 1)(QSO) C Qy, and Lemma 13.10 indicates that given any
critical time 7 > 7, we have | YY®&) (e,)(v)| > | Y& (e,)(v)| > 2. (We have such a
critical time because of Corollary 10.9.) Thus Equation (13-8) implies Equation (13-5)
which implies Lemma 13.8.

Recall from Section 4.1 that a renormalizing sequence is a A—shrinking sequences for

some A-renormalizable direction.

Proposition 13.11 Let (g,) be any renormalizing sequence. Then there is an n for
which g, is of one of the following forms.

(1) gn = hvPh? for some a € Z and nonzero b, ¢ € Z such that
(b,c) #{(1,=1), (=1, D}
() gn=h"h"bv?)h forsomeacZ,be{£l},andd > 0.
(3) gn=h've(h=2v?)¥h forsome ac€Z, b € {+1}, d >0, and nonzero e, f € Z
such that (e, f) # (b, —b).

Moreover, for any such g,, we have | Y87 (e,)(v)| =2 forall v e A.

Proof Thereis an a € Z (possibly zero) of maximal absolute value such that 7% = g|,|.
(A renormalizing sequence cannot be g, = h™”" for all n, by definition.) For all v € A
and all a € Z, we have H%(e,) = e, by definition of H . See Equation (6-2). Then to
be a geodesic ray, one of vh%, v~1h% € {g,}. Thus there is a nonzero b of maximal
absolute value such that v2h% = gla|+|b| - By definition of V', we have

Yeat+iol(e,) = Vb o H(ey) = ey +b(ey—1 +eyi1)-

Then there is a nonzero ¢ of maximal absolute value such that A°v?h? = glal+|b|+c] -
We have

Y ElalFlbitel (evv) =ey+ b(ev—l + ev-H) + bc(ev—z + 2ey + ev+2)-
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Therefore |Y8lal+ibi+icl (e, v)(v)| = |1 4 2bc|. This quantity is larger than one unless
(b,c) € {(1,—1), (=1, 1)}. This handles the case (1) of the proposition.

If case (1) does not apply, then b = +1, and ¢ = —b. There is a maximal integer
d > 1 such that (h=2v?)dpe = gla|+2d - By conjugating by an element of the dihedral
group and applying Proposition 13.9, we see that for some «, 8 € {1} we have

Y8lal+2d (g)(v) = YEla+2d (e )(vE+2) =a and TYE«+2d(e ) (v+1)=§p.
The choices of o and § are given by the following rules that
a=(=D? and B=-b(-1)7.
The element g|4|424+1 must be given by either h_bg|a|+2d or vi1g|a|+2d. Assume
that gg42d+1 = h"°gla/+24+1- Then
YElal+2d+1 (¢, ) (v) = YElal+2d (g,)(v) — 2T 8lal+2d+1 (¢ ) (v+ 1) = — 2bf = 3(_1)d,
which is of absolute value larger than 2. This handles case (2).

The only remaining possibility is that gj4j42441 = vi1g|a|+2d. Then there is a
nonzero e of maximal magnitude for which g|4|424+|e| = V&|a|+24 - We compute

YElal+2dtlel(e)(v) = and YElalt2dtiel(e ) (v 1) = f—2ea = a(—b + 2e).

There is then an integer f # 0 such that hfg|a|+2d+|e| = &la|+2d+le|+|f]- We
compute that

Y &lal+2d+lel+If] (ev)(V) =o+ 2f Y &lal+2d+lel (ev)(V + 1) = Ol(l 4+ 2f(_b 4+ 23))

This quantity has magnitude one only if f(—b 4 2¢) = —1. Therefore we must have
e =>b,and f = —b. This handles case (3). Finally, if e = b and f = —b, then

8lal+2d+lel+1f] = hPvP (hPu?)he,

which contradicts the maximality of d. a

Corollary 13.12 Let (g,) be any renormalizing sequence. Then there is an N such
that foralln > N,
[T (ev) (V)] = 2

forall veV.
Proof Applying Proposition 13.11, there is an integer n; for which | Y471 (e,)(a)| > 2
for all a € A. By applying dihedral symmetry and Proposition 13.11 again, there is

a integer 1, for which | Y7 (€72)(¢,)(b)| > 2 for all b € B. Set n = max{n,n,}. By
Lemma 13.10, for all v € V we have | Y"1 (e,)(v)| > 2. O
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Proof of Lemma 13.8 (Effective decay for the integers) From the discussion be-
low the statement of the lemma, we see it is sufficient to prove the statement in
Equation (13-8). Since 6 is renormalizable, its shrinking sequence (g) is renor-
malizable. The automorphism y sends renormalizable sequences to renormalizable
sequences by Theorem 7.14. Therefore the sequence (y(g5)) is also renormalizable.
Thus Equation (13-8) follows directly from Corollary 13.12. a

13.3 Effective decay for graphs without vertices of valence one

Essentially, we use covers and subgraphs to deduce effective decay for graphs with no
vertices of valence one from effective decay for Gz .

Lemma 13.13 (Effective decay) Let G be any infinite connected bipartite graph with
bounded valence and without vertices of valence one. Let (g;) be a shrinking sequence
for a renormalizable direction @ . Then there is a critical time t > 0 for which

T (IO = 31 f V)]

for any @ —survivor f € RY9 and any v € Vg .

Proof The sequence (y(gy)) is a renormalizable sequence. By Corollary 13.12, there
isan N such that forall n > N, |T£(g")(ev)(v)| > 2 for all v € Z, where Yz denotes
the action associated to the graph Gz. We will show that for » > N we also have
|Tg(g”)(ev)(v)| >2 forall veVg.

Let (s;) denote the sign sequence of . Without loss of generality, we may assume
so = ++, g € {h vy, and y(gy) € {h,v}. In particular, pi’(gl)(Q++) C
Q4+ . Then by Corollary 11.3, for any infinite connected graph bipartite 74 we have
Yy (Q44)C Qs where 57 = »7(8n)(4+). Choose any v € V. By Lemma 12.5, there
is a 6 which is either G or a double cover of G, and an embedding 5: Gz — ? such
that 5(0) is a lift of v. Let 7: a — G denote this covering, and : RYé — RY4 be
as in Equation (12-2). Then by Proposition 12.4 for n > N, we have

T2 e )W) = 1 TL (eg (o) @ (O)].

Then by Theorem 12.3, we know that
TZE (e 0)) (¢ (0)] = 115 (e0) (0)] = 2,

so that |Tg(g”)(ev)(v)| > 2 as desired.
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We complete the proof by following the logic applied to the case of G = Z. By
Corollary 10.9, there is a critical time > N . Then, for any 6 —survivor f € RY¢ and
any v € Vg,

FOV) = (f.ee) = (T8 (), Y€ (ey)) = | T8 (£)(V)||TYE) (ey) (v)|
> 2|78 (f) (V).

Here the first inequality follows because both Y& (f) and Y? (&) (e,) are in Qs, by
Proposition 11.12. See Equation (13-6) for another example of this. We deduce that
T8 (fHVv)| < % f(v) as claimed by the lemma. |

13.4 A perturbed group action

Let Ax = y. For any g € G, we can compute Y¥(x)—x inductively in terms of y.
In this section we will explain how this is done.

Fixing any y € RY, define the following “affine” actions on R):
Hy(z)= H(2)+ma(y) and Vy(2) =V (2) +15(0).
Powers of these functions are given by
HY(z) = H*(z) + kna(y) and VF(z)=V*@2) +kns(y).
From these formulas, we can check that H,, and V), generate a nonlinear group action

Xy: GxRY —RY by XM= HE and XV =V},

Proposition 13.14 Forall g€ G,c€R and y, y1,2,21,22 € RY, we have:

() X5 (z1 +22) = X (z1) + TE(22).
@) X5, ,,0) = X5 (0)+ X5,(0).

(3) X%,(0) =cX5(0).

Proof All statements follow from induction on the word length of g. The statements
are clearly true when g is the identity. Assume statement (1) is true for go. We will
show it is true for /K g

k
AREO (214 2) = XI(XEO (21)+ T80 (22)) = HF (B (21)+ 080 (22)) +ha(y)
= HF (X8 (z1))+hma(y)+ Y80 (zy)
= X;lkgo(zl) + Thkgo(zz)-
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A similar equation holds for vk go. Now assume (2) is true for go. Then

h
ylioyz(o) = Hk(Xyg?+yo(0)) +kma(y1+y2)

= H*x5°(0) + X;’; (0)) + kma(y1) +kma(pa)
= x720(0) + X1 %0 0).

Again, a similar formula holds for vk go- Statement (3) holds for similar reasons. O
The following proposition connects this group action to the adjacency sign property.

Proposition 13.15 Let x € RY and set y = Ax. Then forall g € G,
TE(x)—x = X5(0).

Proof We may prove this by induction on the word length of g. The statement is
clearly true when g is the identity. Now suppose we know the statement for gg € G.
We must prove the statement holds for 4% gy and vK g, for k = 1. We write

TH80(x) —x = H¥ 0 T80 (x) —x = H¥(T80(x) —x) + H¥(x) — x
= H* o x5(0) + k0 A(x)
= H* o X5(0) + kra(y) = X %0(0).

A similar statement holds for the case of v¥ go- O

We will now connect this operation to the adjacency sign property. Recall that for v € V
the function e, € RY is the function that assigns one to v and assigns 0 to all other
vertices.

Definition 13.16 Let A > 2 and suppose 6 € Ry N Q4 has A—shrinking sequence
(gi). Let 5] = = %7 (&) (4+). For a vertex v € V we say the graph G has v—ASP if for
all i > 0, we have Xg’v(g’)(()) € Q -

Proposition 13.17 Suppose that G has v—ASP for all ve V. Then G has the adjacency
sign property.

Proof Let x € R and assume that y = A(x) € @++. Let ¢ be a critical time. Then
Proposition 13.15 implies that Y? &) (x) —x = X},’(g’)(ﬂ). By Proposition 13.14, we
can write

(13-9) a7 ) =Y E) 0 =Yyl ).

vEY vey
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Note that each y(v) > 0 by the assumption that y € @++. In addition, each
XY (&)(0) e @s; because G has v—ASP. Now let (s;) denote the sign sequence of 4,
and let f € Sy be a @ —survivor. By Proposition 6.23, we know T8:/(f) € @s,.
By Proposition 11.12, for all critical times ¢ we have s; = s;. Therefore each
XY (g1 )(0) isin O s; - Each term in Equation (13-9) lies in 0 s; - 1t follows that
(Y8 (f). X} € (0)) > 0 as desired. o

Lemma 13.18 (Subgraphs and v—ASP) Let v eV, and assume that there is an infinite
connected subgraph H C G containing the vertex v such that H has v—ASP. Then G
also has v—ASP.

Proof We recall our notation from Section 12. We distinguish the actions of YTg: G X
RY — RY9 and Yy: G x R¥* — RY*. To distinguish the two X, actions, we use
Xg.y: G xRY — RY9 and Yy p: G x R¥* — RY*. We will abuse notation by
identifying RV* with the subset of RY¢ which is supported on Vy,.

We must show that
Xg,(eii)(o) € Qsl/
for all 7. The statement of the proposition guarantees X%ffv")(ﬂ) €0 s/ for all 7. We
will show that for all 7,
(13-10) xYED0) - x3%00) € Q.
This implies the proposition.

Now we will inductively define elements y; € R‘cjg for each integer i > 1. Assuming
Yi,...,»i—1 are defined, we define y; to be the unique element so that

. . i —1 i —1
(13-11) 2800 - 7€) = YL () + 10 () 4
We will show that
v(gigi ")

(13-12) Y, (yj) € Qy foralli= .

This implies that Equation (13-10) holds, because it holds for each term in the sum
given in Equation (13-11).

We observe by combining the cases i = j and i = j — 1 of Equation (13-11) that

. . gl . .
yj — X_C"i/,(eg\,])(o) _ X?}-’[(gj)(o) _ Tg(ngJ—l)(Xg’(egvj—l)(O) _ X;./[’(egj_l)(o))

2
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Define the following two quantities:
g1 ;
aj = Xy(gj)(o)_Ty(g,g,_l) O)C,y(g]_l)(o)

b —Xy(gj (0)+Ty(gjg] l) Xy(g] 1)(0)
Observe that

Vi _a]+b _j’_’ry(gfgl l) Xy(gj l)(O) Ty(glgj 1) Xy(gj 1)(0)

By Proposition 13.14, we have

_Xy(g,g, 1)(X5,(e€,-,1)(0))+Ty(g,g, 1)( Xé/’&gvrj,l)(o)) =Xg’(::jgf’ll)(0).
Similarly,
b = y(g,g, 1)(ny§j_1)(0))_T:[(gjgf_‘l)( ng(j’ 1)(0)) _ y(g,g, 1)(0)
Thus aj + b; = 0, because
:igjg, 1)( 0) = {iﬂA(ev) when gjg_l _hil
v +mp(ey) when gi&;i- 1_U !

Thus

1 .
y]_Ty(g,g, ) Xy(gf 1)(0)_T7’;(g’gf*‘)oXZfegj*l)(O)-

Now we will use the assumption that # has v—ASP. Therefore Xz(fj _1)(0) € @ )
Then, by applying Corollary 12.2 to the geodesic ray ()/(g,g 1)) i>j—1, we see that

v(gig; ") ~
Yo7 () € Qs
here 5(i. j) = S"®&-1(s)_). We observe that s(i. j) = s/, and theref
where s(i, j) = (sj_l). e observe that s(i, j) = s;, and therefore we
have proved Equation (13-12) as desired. |

Lemma 13.19 (Covers and v—ASP) Let v €V, and assume that there is a finite cover
G of G and a lift V of v for so that G has V-ASP. Then G has v—ASP.

Recall our notation for dealing with covers given in Section 12. When discussing a
covering graph G of G, we will use tildes to denote functions in RY and operators
on this space. For instance, X denotes an action of G on RY. Also recall that
7: G — G denotes the covering map, and 7y: RY — RV is the induced map given in
Equation (12-2). We also use 75: RY — R4 to denote the variant of the projection
74 RY — RA for the cover G.

The key to the lemma is the following observation.
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Proposition 13.20 Let G be a finite cover of G. Let X, J € RY. Then:

(1) a0 75(F) = ma0ma(F).
@) 740 T5(F) = 150 74 (F).

(3) ForallgeG, n*o}?;’(f) = x¢

e () © T (%)

Proof The first two statements follow trivially from the definitions. It is enough to
check statement (3) on powers of the generators. We will consider the case of g = hk.
The case of g = v follows similarly. By definition of X" , by statement (1) and by
Proposition 12.4 we have

~hk o~ ~hk _ ~ ~ hk ~ ~
Ty 0 X (X) =m(Y" (X) +kaz(¥) =T" omu(X) +kmgoms(y).

So, by definition of th, We See Ty © ngk xX) = xh

() © T (X) as desired. O

Proof of Lemma 13.19 First note that 74(ey) = ey. Since G has V-ASP, we know
Xej’v(gi)(O) € Qy forall i. By Proposition 13.20,

Xeyv(gl)(()) — T4 0 }é(gi)(ﬁ)’

and therefore X, (&i )(0) €0 s forall i. O

13.5 The adjacency sign property for Z

In this subsection, we complete the proof that graphs with no vertices of valence one
have the adjacency sign property.

Theorem 13.21 The graph Gz has v—ASP for all v e 7.
From the previous subsection, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 13.22 Suppose G be any infinite graph without vertices of valence one.
Then G has v—ASP for all v € V. Thus G has the adjacency sign property.

Proof Lemma 12.5 guarantees that given any v € )V, we can find an embedding of Gz
into G such that v lies in the image, or we can find a double cover 5 of G and a lift Vv
of v and a embedding of Gz into a which passes through V. In the first case, G has
v—ASP by Lemma 13.18. In the second, 5 has V—ASP by Lemma 13.18 and G has
v—ASP by Lemma 13.19. The adjacency sign property follows from Proposition 13.17.

O
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Proof of Theorem 13.21 By possibly applying reflective dihedral symmetry ~ (which
reflects in the line x = y), we may assume that v € A. By further applying translational
symmetries of the graph Gz, we may assume that v = 0. Thus 4 consists of the even
integers and B consists of the odd integers. To simplify notation let y = ey.

We now recall what we must prove. Let A > 2 and suppose § € R) N Q44 has
shrinking sequence (g;) and sign sequence (s;). Let 5; = »7(81)(4+). Then we must
show that for all i > 0, we have X} £)(0) e Q-

We primarily view this as a combinatorial statement, however we will find it useful to
use some geometric tricks. Therefore we define 1 € RZ to be the function such that
1(x) =1 for all x € Z. This is an eigenvector for the adjacency operator. Namely,
A(1) = 2-1. We can therefore build a surface S1 = S(Gz, 1). We will find it useful
to compute the holonomies of homology classes on this surface. We use

holy: Hy(S1.V:;Z) — R?
to denote the holonomy map for this surface.

The idea of the proof is to find z;, w; € RY N 9) 5! for integers i > 0 such that the
following statements hold.

(1) Forall i >0 we have X},’(gi)(O) = z; + w; . By Proposition 13.14, this ensures
that for all £ > 0,

. g ] —
X;(gl%)(o) X;(gzﬂg, )(Zi) TV (i kg; 1)(w,-).
2) z;je @Sf forall i > 0.

(3) For all i and all k > 0 we have TV(gf+’<gi_l)(w,~) € @Sf+k' In particular,
w; € st for all 7.

These statements guarantee X},’ (&i )(0) €0 s/ for all i as desired. Therefore they imply
the lemma.

We will now explain our choice of z;. Our choice determined inductively. We set
zo = 0. Note that z € 9) sh = 9) ++ - Subsequent choices are determined by following
the arrows in Figure 5. We begin at the node labeled 0 in the quadrant ++ of the
diagram. Then to find z; we follow the arrow labeled y(g1). To find z; we follow the
arrows labeled y(g1), then y (g, gl_l), then y(g3g, 1), and continue until we follow
the arrow labeled y(g; gl.__ll). By comparison with the diagram in Definition 10.1 of
the expanding sign action, we see that z; € o 5] for all i. This verifies statement (2)
above.
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Figure 5: Diagram for the proof of Theorem 13.21. Arrows labeled
V(gigfjl) join z;_y to z;.

The formula in statement (1) above inductively determines w; from z;. We have
wo = 0. For i > 1 we have

g1 .
(13-13)  w; = 27ED(0) —z; = A7 €81 6 7 &0 (g) —
(gigir')
=X S (g wimg) — 2
igi! o1
= X})’/(g ) (zimy) — 2+ Y G (w ),
Because of choice of w;, we have automatically verified statement (1) above.

It remains to verify statement (3). We prove this statement by induction in . Clearly
statement (3) is true for wy = 0 for all k. Now assume the statement is true for i — 1.
In particular, we assume that T”(gi+kgi_—11)(wi_1) € @s§+1< for all £ > 0. We wish to
show statement (3) holds for i. By Equation (13-13), we have

T)’(gi+kg,'_])(wi) — ’Y‘V(gi+kgi_l)(Xj:(gigi_—ll)(zi_l) —zi)+ Ty(gi+kgi__11)(wi_1)'
By our inductive hypothesis, it is sufficient to show that for all £ > 0,
— cg1 ~
(13-14) YV (&i+ig; 1)(X;(glgz—1)(zi_l)_zi) c st+k

Despite the fact that we need Equation (13-14) for all & > 0, this is really a finite
check. We will use the quadrant tracking Proposition 11.4 to verify this for all £ in
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one step. The number of checks is therefore equal to the number (30) of arrows in
Figure 5 above.

In order to cut down on the number of checks, we consider the element of the dihedral
group action on the plane A: R? — R? defined by A(x, y) = (—x, »). Note that it
satisfies the equations

Aopi’ :,ofl oA and Aop) :,0{1 oA.
We define §: G — G to be the automorphism induced by the action on generators
§(h) = h~! and §(v) = v~'. The action satisfies A opf = pf(g) oA forall geG.
There is an orientation reversing affine automorphism of the surface S7 which preserves
each rectangle which appears as an intersection of a horizontal and vertical cylinder

and which has derivative given by A. This affine automorphism preserves 2 (RZ).
The action therefore lifts to an action on RZ. This action A4: RY — RV is given by

—f(v) ifveA,

Al = {f(v) ifveB.

We can use this action to conjugate our group of operators YC .
TEoAy=AwoY® forallgeq.

For our specific choice of y = e( (or more generally for any y supported on .4) we
have
AsoHy =H;'oA, and AsoV, =V, 'oA,.

Thus for all g € G, we have /’\,’f oAy =Ayo Xf,(g). In particular, we can apply A
to both sides of Equation (13-14) to obtain

o i -1 doy(gi ,__1 ) =
Y0 Erks ) (20" 0 Ay (z21) — As(21)) € Qg ,)-
Therefore by the invariance of Figure 5 under A, we only need to consider the case
when z;_1 € Q44+ U Q4. We will show that Equation (13-14) holds in each of these

cases below.

For all i let x; = X;,/(g"g;l‘)(zi_l) —zj.

(1) Suppose z;—; =0¢€ @++.

(a) If y(gigi__ll) —h,thenz; =egc Q4. We compute
x;=Hy,(0)—eo=0.

Thus in this case YV (&i+k& 1)(x,') = 0 for all k. The conclusion follows trivially,
because 0 € Q; for all s € SP.
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(b) If y(g,g ) =v,thenz; =0¢€ Q++ We compute x; = 0. The conclusion
follows as in Case (1a).

(c) If y(g,-gl.__ll) =h~!, then z; = —eg € O_ . We compute x; = 0. The conclusion
follows as in Case (1a).
(2) Suppose zj_; =eg € Oy .
(a) If y(g,-gl.__ll) = h, then z; = eg € Q4. We compute
xi=Hy(zj—1)—z; =2e9—eg = eo.

We see that x; = H(eo) € Q14. We have x;,eg € Q4 4, while 05 (Q++) C
Q4+ . Thus Proposition 11.4 entails that the quadrant containing Y (&i+k&: )(x )
is governed by the expanding sign action. Namely, we consider the geodesic ray
(y(g1+,-_1gl.__11))120. Proposition 11.4 implies that

’Y‘y(gl—i-i—lg,-__]])(eo) c @E, ,

where 5; = Ey(g’+i—1gi_—ll)(++). Note by induction that 5341 = Sz{+k forall k >0,
~ el ~
since s;_, = 5o = ++ and Sz{+k = X8i+k8i-1(s]_ ) =Sky1. Therefore, forall k >0,

Y@i+k8 D (v — vV (@itkgl) O,
T (xi)) =17 1’(eo) € QsH_k-
(b) If y(g,-gl.__ll) =uv,thenz; =0¢ @++. We compute
X; = Vy(zi_l)—z,- =e_1+eypte;.

We have x; = V(eg) with both x;,eq € Oy, while 0y (Q++) C Q4. Thus
Proposition 11.4 guarantees that

vE&itk€ D (v e O,
T (xi) € Qsi+k
for all k£ > 0. See Case (2a).
(c) If )/(g,-gl.__ll) =v !, thenz; = —e_;+eg—e; € @_+. We compute x; = 0.
The conclusion follows as in Case (1a).
(3) Suppose z;—1 =—e_;+eyg—e;q € @+_.
(a) If y(g,g J=h,thenz;=—e ,—e_;—e;—er € O__. We compute
xi=Hy(zi1)—zi=(—e_r—e_;—e;—ey)—z; = 0.

The conclusion follows as in Case (1a).

Geometry € Topology, Volume 19 (2015)



2002 W Patrick Hooper

(b) If y(g,-gl.__ll) =h"1 thenz; =e_,—e_1—e;+er € @+_. We compute
=H;'(zio))—zi=(e_a—e_y +2eg—ey +e3) —z; = 2eq.

Therefore x; = H!(x;) € O 4_ while pf_] (Q+-) C Q4. Proposition 11.4 guar-
antees that
Y@tk ) (4. O,
T (xi) € Qsi+k

for all k > 0. See Case (2a).
(c) If y(gigi__ll) =v ! thenz;=—e_; +eg—e; € @+_. We compute

X; = Vy_l(z,-_l) —zi=(—-2e_1+ey—2e1)—zi=—e_1—ey.
Therefore x; = V' ~'(x;) € O4_. By Proposition 11.4, T”(g"+’<gi_l)(x,-) € @strk for
all £ > 0 as in Case (2a).
(4) Suppose z;_1 =e_pr—e_1—e1+ey € @.4._.
(a) If y(gig; ') = v, then z; = 0 € Q4. We compute

xi=Vy(zi1)=V(zic1) =e_3+e_r+e;+es.

In this case x; = V' (z;—1). There exist saddle connections o7 and o, on the surface Sp
such that Z([o1]) = e_» —e_y and Z([o,]) = —e; + €3, and so z;—; = Z([o1]) +
Z(Joz]). These saddle connections are pictured on the left side of Figure 6. For
Jj €{1,2}, wehave V o Z([oj]) = Zo ot ([o;]) by Corollary 11.1. We note that
the length of the holonomy of these saddle connections is

-1
| holy o®"™ (o) || = || holy ()| = ~/2.

Thus holoj € cl(Expy(h™ YN Q__). Therefore, by con51der1ng the geodesic ray

(y(gi— 1+1gl 1))1>0, Corollary 11.3 implies that Y (&i—1+:8;_ ) o Z([oj]) € Qsl,
—1

where 57 = r o X8i-1+18i—1(——). By Equation (11-3), we have

5 = Ey(gi—1+1gi__11) or(——) = Ey(gi—1+1g,-__11)(+_)_

Thus we have s k= = Sk41 for all £ > 0, since s _y =% = +— and sl

k=
sr(Eitrg; 1)(s ,) while 54y = »(8rtigi- 1)(s0) Therefore we have

Yy Eiergr D () = Y&+ o Z([0y]) + TV E+kE2D) 0 Z([03]) € /Q\s,’.ﬂ

forall £k > 0.
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T >
4 ! 4] "
1 1
[ , o
1 1
N N
0 I 0 04
1

Figure 6: Both sides of this figure illustrate the surface S1 = S(Gz,1).
To obtain the surface, identify opposite horizontal and vertical edges by
vertical and horizontal translations (respectively). This figure illustrates the
saddle connections oy, ...,0s used in the proof of Theorem 13.21. From
left to right, the dotted arrows represent the saddle connections <I>h_1 (01),
" (03), @' (03) and B (05). Also DV (04) = 04.

(b) If y(gig; ) =h"" thenz;=z;_1=e_,—e_j—e;+es€ O 4_. We compute
xi=H;'(zi_))—zi=Qe_s—e_ +eg—e; +2e)—z; =e_ +eg+ €3,

Thus x; = H!(x;) € O4_ while ,of_l (Q+-) C Q4_. Proposition 11.4 guarantees
that Ty(g“rkgi_l)(x,-) € @S§+k for all k > 0 as in Case (2a).

(c) If )/(g,-gi__ll) =v ! thenz;=—e_3+e_,—e_j—e +e;—e3¢ @+_. We
compute

xi=(—e_3+e_p—2e_1—2e;+e;—e3)—z; =—e_; —ej.

In particular, we have that x; = ¥ ~!(x;). So Proposition 11.4 guarantees that
Ty(g”rkgfl)(xi) € @s§+/c for all k > 0 as in Case (2a).

(5) Suppose zj_1=—e€_3+e_r—e_1—e1+ey;—e3€ @+_.
(a) If y(gigi__ll) =h,thenz; =—e_,—e_1—e;—ey € O__.We compute

xi=Hy(zj—1)—zi=(—e_4—e_3—er—e_1—ey—e1—er—e€3—€4)—Zj

= —€_4—€_3—€y)—€3—¢€4.
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In this case x; = H(—e_3 +e_» —eg + e, —e3). We can find saddle connections o3,
o4 and os so that Z([o3]) = —e_3 +e_>, Z([o4]) = —eo and Z([os5]) = e; —e3.
These saddle connections are depicted on the right side of Figure 6. For j € {3,4, 5},
we have H o Z([oj]) = Zo v ([o;]) by Corollary 11.1. For each such j we have

lholy (o7)]| = [lholy 0@~ ([o; ])]I.

In particular, holy(0;) € cl(Exp,(v™') N (Q—4 U Q__)). Corollary 11.3 implies
that the quadrant containing Y (&i+k& Doz ([oj]) is given by may determined by
following the expanding sign action. As in Case (4a), we consider the geodesic ray
(v (14187 ))iz0, and YV 41520 0 Z([o7]) € O, , where

T = r o NEHE (5) = RV EHETD o p(s),

where s = — or s = —+ depending on j € {3,4,5}. In these cases r(s) = +— or
r(s) = ——. We have y(gigi__ll) = h, and

St =zt =—-.

Therefore in either case, we have 57 = XY &i-1+18 i) (+-) for [ > 1. We also observe
S1{+k =§14x forall £ > 0. We conclude that for all kK >0,

5
Y(@itk8 D (v.) — y(@itrgrl) . o,
Y (x)=) T Voz([oj]) € Q-
j=3

(b) If )/(g,-gl.__ll) =h"! thenzi=e_r—e_;—e; +e; € Qp_. We compute
xi=H;'(zi 1)~z
=(e_4—e_3+3¢e_r—e_1+ey—e; +3e,—e3+e4)—z;

=e_4—e_3+2e_,+eyg+2e,—e3+ey.

In particular, x; = H '(—e_3 +e_, +eg+e, —e3). Both x; and —e_3 +e_5 +
eg+e,—e3 liein Q4_, while pfﬁl(QJr_) C Q4_. Therefore Proposition 11.4
guarantees that

Y@i+k€& (v Ve O,
T Es () € O
for all k > 0 as in Case (2a).
(©) If y(gig;!,) =v™', then z; = z;_; € Q4_. We compute

—1
xi =V, (zi-1)—zi=—e_3—e_;1—e1—e;3.
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Therefore x; =V ~!(x;) while pf_l (Q+—) C Q4—. So Proposition 11.4 guarantees
that 1
V(&i+k& )(y. O,
Y (x;))e Q s

for all k£ > 0 as in Case (2a). ]

Appendix A: Invariant measures and coding

In this section, we rehash some of the arguments used to understand invariant measures
of interval exchange maps. See [28, Section 14.5], for instance.

Al: Coding orbits

Let S = |;cp Pi/ ~ be atranslation surface written as a union of polygons with edge
identifications. Let E denote the set of all identified pairs of edges in dP; C S for
i e€A.Let § €S! bea direction. Define E4x C E to be the collection of those edges
which are not parallel to 6.

Remark A.1 In this paper, our surfaces are built from polygons with horizontal and
vertical sides, and the directions we consider are A-renormalizable which disallows 6
from being horizontal or vertical. So, in our setting, £ = E.

We view each edge e € E as a closed interval (including its endpoints). The union of
edges, X« = J.cp, ¢ is a section for the straight line flow in direction #. That is,
given any point in S, its forward orbit under the straight line flow Fy hits a point in
X«. Weuse Ty: Xy« — Xy to denote the return map of the flow Fy to this section.

Recall that V' C S denotes the identified vertices of the polygons making up S'. This
is also the union of endpoints of edges in E. When equipped with the measure on
X, induced by the Lebesgue transverse measure to the foliation in direction 6, the
return map Ty conjugate to an interval exchange involving infinitely many intervals.

As with interval exchange transformations, we run into a problem concerning orbits
which visit the endpoints of an edge e € E«. (These endpoints lie in V'.) We resolve
this by splitting all orbits which hit a singularity in two. Namely, if the forward or
backward orbit of a point p hits an endpoint of an edge, we replace p with two new
points p~ and p™. The orbit of p~ tracks the points to the left of p, and the orbit of
pT tracks points to the right. (Left and right make sense once we rotate the picture so
that @ is vertical.) By frack we mean to follow points infinitesimally nearby. We keep
track of both the point’s location, and the edge it lies on. For e € Ey, let € denote e
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with all points with singular orbits split as described above. Let / and r be the left and
right endpoints of e € E, respectively. We also replace / with /™ and r with r~ in
€. We call ¢ a split edge.

For each e € E, there is a natural “unsplitting” map 7.: ¢ — e. This map is surjective,
and one-to-one except at countably many points, where it is two-to-one. We will be
considering the disjoint union of all split edges X« =| |,c g, €, and we define the map

7 X = Xo: peEer m(p).

This map may be countable-to-one at points in V', but is only finite-to-one at the
finite-order cone singularities.

The return map Ty has a natural lift to the map fg: X, — X,. We define fo to be
the unique continuous map so that whenever 7 is one-to-one at p € Xy, we have

To(p)=moTgon ' (p).
With this definition, 7} (¢) is well defined for all ¢ € X, and all n € Z.

Let edge: X, « — E4 denote the map which recovers the edge a point of X « lies on.
Now consider the coding map

(A-1) code: Xy — EZ, ¢ (edgeo T} (q))nez.-

The image of this map is a shift space Q C E % on the countable alphabet E. The
shift space €2 has the property that each symbol e € E is only followed by finitely
many other symbols.

We give the space Xy = | lc£, @ the coarsest topology which makes both the map 7
and the map code continuous.

Proposition A.2 The coding map is injective if the straight line flow in direction 0 is
conservative and has no periodic trajectories.

Proof Suppose the straight line flow is conservative and has no periodic trajectories.
We will show that distinct trajectories have distinct codes.

Suppose we have a pair of distinct trajectories with the same code, w. The two
trajectories cross the same sequence of edges. Consider the intersection of the two
trajectories with one edge e € E. Since the trajectories are distinct, they bound a closed
interval J in e. The straight-line flow of points in this interval must also have the same
code. Consider the forward and backward straight-line flows of all points in J. This
defines a continuous isometric immersion of a bi-infinite strip into the surface .S. We
will draw a contradiction to the existence of this immersion.
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Since the straight-line flow is conservative, there is a trajectory in J which returns to
J . The code of a point and another point on the orbit of the point (intersected with
U.cE ) differ by a shift. Since a point in J returns to J, we know that the code w is
periodic. Now consider the set of points whose trajectories cross edges according to a
periodic w. This set can be found by developing the bi-infinite periodic sequence of
polygons crossed into the plane. Lines which run through this sequence of polygons
correspond to trajectories with code w. Such a line must be preserved by the translation
symmetry of the developed sequence of polygons. The quotient of such a line by this
symmetry gives a closed straight-line flow trajectory in this direction. But this is ruled
out by our assumption of no periodic trajectories. |

Proposition A.3 If the coding map is injective, then the coding map is a homeomor-
phism from X, onto its image, Q2 C EZ Z In this case, the coding map is a topological
conjugacy from T, p to the shift map on 2.

Proof For this proof, endow X, with the (a priori new) topology which makes the
coding map a homeomorphism. We must show that & is continuous. Let U be an
open subset of an edge ¢ € E. We will show that 7~ (U) is open. Let ¢ € 71 (U)
and let p = 7(q). It suffices to find an open subset of 77~ (U) which contains ¢g. For
each n > 0, let C,, C 2 be the cylinder set defined so that for each w € C,, we have
wm = code(q)m for —n < m < n. Observe that 7 o code™ ! (C,) is a closed interval
in e. By definition of C,, we have (1), C, = {code(q)}. By injectivity of the coding
map,

ﬂ code ' (C,) = {q} and ﬂ 7 ocode™ (Cy) = {p}.

n n
Since the later is a nested intersection of closed intervals, there must be an N so that
mocode™ (Cy) C U. So our needed open set is given by code™ ' (Cy).

The fact that this is a conjugacy follows from the fact that the coding map is a homeo-
morphism together with the definition of the coding map given in Equation (A-1). O

A2: Laminations and invariant measures

We mentioned that Xx = J.c g, e gives a section of the straight line flow in direction
0 . Recall that Fy denoted the foliation by orbits of this flow. We can split leaves
which hit points in V' in a similar manner to how we split points of X to form Xs.
Namely, if a leaf hits a singularity v € V' in forward or backward time, we replace it by
two leaves one of which tracks points to the left, and one which tracks nearby points to
the right. We separate the two new leaves by a gap on the surface, and leave the point
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v in the gap. Since there are only countably many singular leaves, this can be done
everywhere. We let Fp denote the new leaf space.

Recall that we call a measure locally finite if it is finite on compact sets. Similarly,
a transverse measure is locally finite if it assigns finite mass to compact transversals.
Since we have split leaves and orbits in the same way, we have the following:

Proposition A.4 The following two spaces of measures are isomorphic:

e The space of locally finite T, ¢ —invariant measures on X

e The space Mg of locally finite transverse measures to fo .

If the coding map is injective, these two spaces are also isomorphic to this third one:

e The space of locally finite shift-invariant measures on €2.

Suppose the straight line flow in direction 6 is conservative and has no periodic
trajectories. Proposition A.3 guarantees that each split edge ¢ is homeomorphic to
a Cantor set. It then follows that, in this case, j':o is a lamination, ie it is locally
homeomorphic to a Cartesian product of a Cantor set and a line. This lamination
can also be produced via the standard construction of a lamination from an interval
exchange obtained by placing a hyperbolic structure on the suspended IET (the surface
S') and straightening the leaves to geodesics. See [5, Part I].

A3: Interaction with homology

In this section, we will consider the edges of the set E to be oriented, with an arbitrary
choice of orientation made for each e € E,. The homology classes of oriented edges
generate H(S,V,Z).

We recall some notation from Section 6.1. The cohomology space H! is the space of
all linear maps H;(S,V, R) — R. We let Mg of locally finite transverse measures
to the oriented leaf space ]-'0 We will now formally define the map Wg: Mg — H!.
Given a measure y € My, we define a linear map Wg(u): H1(S,V,R) — R. This
is the unique map for which Wo (1)([y]) = () if the homology class [y] can be
realized by a curve y which has the property that whenever it crosses a leaf of fo, it
crosses with positive algebraic sign. We are following the convention that if the leaf of
7 o 1s vertical, then y crosses with positive algebraic sign if it moves rightward across
the leaf. This determines the values of Wy (1) on a set which generates H{(S, V,R),
and we extend linearly.
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Lemma A.5 Suppose the coding map given in Equation (A-1) is injective. Then the
map Wy is also injective.

Proof We will utilize Proposition A.4 to translate the question to the shift space 2.
By Carathéodory’s extension theorem, a Borel measure on a shift space is determined
by the measures of the cylinder sets. Let A be a cylinder set. Then 7 o code™ ' (A) is
a strip of trajectories which hit a sequence of specified edges of E. Such a strip of
trajectories is precisely the collection of trajectories which cross some specific saddle
connection ¢ on S. (Namely, the left and right sides of the strip must hit at least one
vertex of an edge. Let P be a vertex on the left side and Q be a vertex on the right.
Then o = PQ is a saddle connection contained in the strip.) See Figure 7. Thus, if v
is a shift invariant measure on €2, and u is the corresponding transverse measure to
Fo., then v(A) = u(o).

Figure 7: This figure indicates how the measure of a cylinder set of € is
determined by the measure of a saddle connection. Here the cylinder set is the
set of trajectories which cross the sequence of edges ey, . .., e4. The saddle
connection o is chosen so that it spans the width of the strip of trajectories
which cross this sequence of edges.

Observe that for all saddle connections o and all u € Mg, we have that

p(o) = e () ([o DI

Therefore we can recover the transverse measures of saddle connections from the image
under Wy . The conclusion follows from Carathéodory’s extension theorem. |
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Recall that Lemma 6.1 stated that for a general translation surface, S, conservativity
and aperiodicity of the straight line flow in direction # implies the injectivity of Wg.

Proof of Lemma 6.1 If the straight line flow has no periodic trajectories and is
conservative, then the coding map is injective by Proposition A.2. By Lemma A.5, we
know Wy is also injective. a

Recall that Lemma 6.6 stated that for the surface S = S(G,w) and for m € H L
m € Wy (My) if and only if for every saddle connection o on S,

m([o]) #0 implies sgn(m([o])) = sgn(hol(c) A 8).

Proof of Lemma 6.6 The “only if” part of the lemma follows directly from the
definition of Wy . See page 0. The “if” part follows from Carathéodory’s extension
theorem again. Assume m € H! satisfies Section A3 for every saddle connection
o . By Carathéodory’s extension theorem, we can define a unique measure y on 2
by determining its value on cylinder sets. Define f on the semiring of transversals
generated by the saddle connections. We define f(o) = |m([o])|. This function is
finitely additive because of the sign condition. Thus it extends uniquely to a measure
on 2. The measure is shift invariant by the uniqueness provided by Carathéodory’s
extension theorem. We can use Proposition A.4 to pull this measure back to a unique
transverse invariant measure [ € My so that Wy () = m. m]

Appendix B: Generalized Farkas’ theorem

We will use a generalization of Farkas’ theorem given by Craven and Koliha [16,
Theorem 2]. We will introduce some of their terminology and then give their result.
Then we will apply this to prove Lemma 6.36.

If X is areal vector space, its algebraic dual X # is the collection of linear functionals
X —>R. X* isalsoareal vector space and we have a bilinear pairing { , }: X x X F SR
given by (x, f) = f(x). Asubset X+ C X* is said to separate points in X if for
any distinct x1,x, € X thereisa f € X such that (x;, f) # (x5, f). The pair
(X, X7) is a dual pair if X7 is a subspace of X* which separates points in X . The
weak topology on X with respect to the dual pair (X, X ) is the coarsest topology
which makes each functional in X continuous.

A convex cone in X is a subset S C X suchthat S +.5 C S and «S C S for all
o > 0. If (X, X) is a dual pair, then the anticone of S is

St={feXt :(x,f)>0forall xeS}.
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The algebraic adjoint of a linear map M: X — Y is the map M¥: Y¥# — X*# defined
by
(x. M¥(g)) = (M (x). 8).

If (X, XT) and (Y, Y ™) are dual pairs then the linear map M: X — Y is weakly con-
tinuous if and only if M #(Y*) c XT. In this case we define the adjoint MT: Y+ —
X7 to be the restriction of M¥# to Y.

Theorem B.1 (Generalized Farkas’ theorem [16, Theorem 2]) Let (X, X ) and
(Y, Y"') be dual pairs, let S C X be a convex cone, and let M: X — Y be a weakly
continuous linear map. If M (S) is weakly closed then the following are equivalent
conditionson b € Y :

(1) The equation M x = b has a solution x € S.
(2) Ifyt eY™ satisies Mt (yT)e ST then (b, y™*) > 0.

Lemma 6.36 is a special case of this theorem. Consider the dual pair (R, RY). Here
the weak topologies are simply the topologies of pointwise convergence. We observe
that the adjoint of the adjacency operator A: RY — RY is just the restriction of 4 to
RY. (As in the rest of the paper, we abuse notation by using A to refer to either of
these maps. ) In particular, 4 is weakly continuous. We will prove that the convex
cone A(Q++) is weakly closed below. The anticone of Q++ C RY is precisely
Q++ NRY. By the theorem above, given any f € RY, the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) The equation A(g) = f has a solution g € @++.
(2) If x e RY satisfies 4(x) € @++, then (f,x)>0.

This is precisely the conclusion of Lemma 6.36, which therefore follows from:
Proposition B.2 The convex cone A(Q ++) CRY is weakly closed.

Proof Suppose (g; € A4 (Q++)) is a sequence weakly convergmg t0 goo € RY. We
must show that g, € A(Q44). We may choose f; € Q44 such that A(fi) = gi
for all i. The idea of the proof is to use a Cantor diagonalization argument to produce
a subsequence of ( f;) which converges to some f~,, which necessarily lies in 9) +4.
TheE we have A(fx) = goo by the weak-continuity of 4. And therefore g €
A(Q++).

We enumerate V = {vy, vy, ...}. We will first find a subsequence ( fj(1,;)); of {fi)
such that lim; oo fj(1,;) exists. Let w be a vertex adjacent to v{. Then by the formula
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for A(f;), we know 0 < f;(v1) < A(fi)(w) = g;(w). Moreover, lim; oo gi (W) —
Zoo(W). Thus for all but finitely many i we have

0= fi(v1) = goo(w) + 1.

Thus by compactness of the interval [0, goo(W) + 1], we can find a subsequence
(fi1,jy)j of {fi) such that limj_ o fi(1,j) exists. We repeat this argument induc-
tively. For each n > 1, we can find a subsequence (f;;+1,))j of (fi(n,j))j such
that limj o0 fi(n+1,7)(Vn+1) exists. Then the diagonal sequence ( fj(u,n))n satisfies
limy— o0 fi(n,n)(vj) exists for all j. We set foo = limy— 00 fi(n,n) and proceed as in
the previous paragraph. |

Appendix C: The Martin boundaries of a graph

In this section, we will briefly review some relevant facts about the Martin boundaries
of the adjacency operator of an infinite connected graph G with bounded valence. The
main goal of this section is to state facts we will use in later appendices. We will follow
the surveys [34] and [48]. The reader is especially encouraged to refer to [34], because
it specifically discusses the adjacency operator. The book [48] deals exclusively with
stochastic matrices. However, our discussion of the adjacency operator can be reduced
to the discussion of stochastic matrices; see Remark C.8 below.

We may view the adjacency operator as an infinite matrix. For v,w € V and for n a
nonnegative integer, we define the nonnegative number

AW = (4" (ew), e\) €R,

where e, denote the function ¥V — R which is one at v and zero elsewhere. This
means that we can write

A"(f)=)_ Y A fwe,.
vey wey

Given a A > 0, we define the matrix R; = % ZZO:O(%A)”. For A small this sum will
diverge. But there is a real constant » > 0 for which R; has all finite entries for all
A>r,and R has all infinite entries for A < r. By definition, this constant » coincides
with the spectral radius of the action of 4 on £2(V).

Note that whenever it exists, the matrix R satisfies the equation
(C-1) ARy, = AR, +1.

From this point of view, the columns R} (e) for v €V are nearly positive eigenfunctions
with eigenvalue A.
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We have not explained what happens for A =r. A is called r—transient if R, has
all finite entries, and A4 is called r—recurrent if R, has all infinite entries. No other
possibilities can occur. In the r —recurrent case, we might try to compute the matrix
) 1
L = lim —A".

n—oo ph
This limit always exists. We say that A4 is r—null if all entries of L are zero, and
r—positive if all entries are nonzero. Again, no other possibilities can occur. In the r—
positive case, the columns of L are positive eigenfunctions. Moreover, since L? = L,
these eigenfunctions lie in £%(V). It turns out that all columns are multiples of one
another.

Theorem C.1 [34, Theorem 6.2] If A is r —recurrent, then there is a positive solution
to the equation A(f) = r f . This solution is unique up to scaling.

The following treats the even more special r—positive case.

Theorem C.2 [34, page 215] A is r—positive if and only if A has a positive eigen-
function in £*>(V). If there is such an eigenfunction, its eigenvalue coincides with the
spectral radius r .

Definition C.3 (Martin kernel) Suppose that A >r orthat A =r and A4 is r —transient.
Choose a root vertex o € V. The A—Martin kernel is the matrix satisfying

RA (ew) (V)

V2 V, W) > —————,
Brvi=R W g ew©

We may view K as a modification of the matrix R; where all columns have been
rescaled so that the row associated to the root consists of all ones. Any nontrivial
pointwise limit of the columns K} (ey) of K; produces a positive eigenfunction by
Equation (C-1).

Definition C.4 (Martin boundary) The A-Martin compactification V), of the vertex
set V is the smallest compactification of V to which the function

V—>RY, wr K (ey)

extends continuously. The A—Martin boundary is M) =V, ~V, and if ¢ € M, we
use k¢ to denote the image of { under this extension.

It follows from the above discussion that if { € M, , we have Ak; = Ak;.
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Definition C.5 (Minimal Martin boundary) A point { € M, is called minimal if
whenever 11,1, € M; and 0 < < 1 satisfy

we have { = n; = n,. We use M’;f’" C M, to denote the set of all minimal { € M, .
The subset MT” C M, is a Borel subset.

From the Poisson—Martin representation theorem 6.47, we have the following.

Corollary C.6 The function M; — RY;{ k¢ restricts to a bijection between
the minimal Martin boundary and the extremal positive eigenfunctions of A with
eigenvalue A which take the value 1 at the root vertex o.

Since an infinite set with a discrete topology is not compact, we have the following
which yields an alternate definition of r in terms of positive eigenfunctions.

Corollary C.7 There exists a positive function satisfying A(f) = A f forall A > r
and for A = r when A is r —transient.

Remark C.8 (Reduction to the stochastic case) Much of the literature on this subject
is concerned with stochastic matrices P, which are defined to have the property that
P(1) = 1. In this case, functions w satisfying P(w) = w are called harmonic.
Suppose we have a positive function f € RY satisfying A(f) = A f. Define D to
be diagonal matrix with f(v) in the diagonal entry associated to v € V. Consider the
matrix P = (1/A)D~'AD. The matrix P is easily seen stochastic. Moreover, if
g is another function satisfying A(g) =A’g, then P(D~'g)=(A/A)D~'g. And
conversely, if h satisfies (A'/A)P (w) = w then A(Dw) = A’Dw. Therefore D
induces a linear bijection between the eigenfunctions of P with eigenvalue A’/A and
the eigenfunctions of A with eigenvalue A’. This map also respects the definitions
above.

Appendix D: Cylinder decompositions of translation surfaces

Up to the affine group, a surface arises from Thurston’s construction if and only if
the surface has a pair of cylinder decompositions, each of which supports an affine
multitwist. We use this in later appendices to give a more geometrically natural view
of our main results.

Let S be a translation surface as defined in Section 3.1. An (open) cylinder in S
is a subset of S isometric to R/kZ x (0, 4). The constants & and / are called the
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circumference and height of the cylinder, respectively. Recall from Section 3.4, the
modulus of a cylinder is the ratio i/ k. A cylinder decomposition of S in direction
u € S' C R? is a collection C = {C; : u € T} of disjoint open cylinders in S whose
circumferences are parallel to # and whose closures cover S'. We will call C infinite if
C is an infinite set. We call C twistable if there is a positive constant « so that km; € Z
where m; is the modulus of the cylinder C; with i € Z. We call the minimal such « the
twisting constant. A surface with a twistable cylinder decomposition supports an affine
multitwist which preserves the partition into cylinders given by the decomposition. See
[46, Section 9].

Proposition D.1 (Cylinder decompositions and Thurston’s construction) Suppose
translation surface Sy has two twistable cylinder directions: a cylinder decomposition
C in direction u € S' with twisting constant « , and a cylinder decomposition C' in
direction u’ € S' not parallel to u with twisting constant k". Then there is a connected,
bipartite ribbon graph G with bounded valence and a positive eigenfunction w with
eigenvalue A = v/kk'|lu Au'| so that Sy is affinely equivalent to S(G, w). Concretely,
we have that Sy is translation equivalent to the image of S(G, w) under a linear map
A: R? — R? so that A(A,0) = /ku and A0, 1) = Vx'u'.

Sketch of proof By possibly subdividing the cylinders in the two decompositions,
we can assume that all cylinders in decomposition C have modulus 1/x, and all
cylinders in ¢’ have modulus 1/«’. A calculation reveals that the image of a cylinder
in direction # of modulus 1/ under the linear map A~! is a horizontal cylinder with
modulus 1/A. Similarly, the image of a cylinder in direction #’ under A~! is a vertical
cylinder with modulus 1/A. Then the combinatorics of how the cylinders intersect on
A~1(Sp) determines the ribbon graph G, and the widths of the cylinders determine
the eigenfunction w. |

Definition D.2 Suppose S has two twistable cylinder decompositions, C and C’, and
let G, w, A, and 4 be as above. We will say that a direction 6§ € S! is (C,C’)—
renormalizable if the vector A~1(6) points in a A—renormalizable direction.

The point of the above is that statements that hold for A—renormalizable directions also
hold for (C,C’)-renormalizable directions. The only difference is an affine change of
coordinates. For applying our ergodic measure characterization theorem 4.5, we need
to consider is when the associated graph has a vertex of valence one. This is dealt with
as below:

Geometry € Topology, Volume 19 (2015)



2016 W Patrick Hooper

Proposition D.3 (Valence-one condition) Suppose S has two twistable cylinder
decompositions, C and C’, with twisting constants k and k', respectively. Let G be the
graph constructed using Proposition D.1. Then G has a vertex of valence one if and
only if one of the following holds:
e There is a cylinder of C which intersects only one cylinder of C' counting
multiplicity, and the cylinder intersected has modulus 1/’ .

e There is a cylinder of C' which intersects only one cylinder of C counting
multiplicity, and the cylinder intersected has modulus 1/x .

Discussion of proof As mentioned in the proof of Proposition D.1, we first subdivide
cylinders so that they have moduli 1/k or 1/«’. The graph is given by the intersection
pattern of such cylinders, so the condition that a vertex is 1-valent is equivalent to the
associated cylinder intersecting only one other cylinder counting multiplicity. a

We note that the valence-one condition is not stable under subdivision. A cylinder
R/kZ x (0,h) can be cut into two half cylinders, namely R/kZ x (0,4/2) and
R/kZ x (h/2,h). Given a cylinder decomposition C, we can get a new cylinder
decomposition in the same direction by cutting each cylinder of C in half.

Corollary D.4 Suppose that S has two twistable cylinder decompositions, C and C’.
Suppose the graph obtained from C and C’ as in Proposition D.1 has a vertex of valence
one. Then the graph associated to the two decompositions formed by cutting each
cylinder in C and C’ in half has no vertices of valence one.

Sketch of proof Observe that the neither criterion of Proposition D.1 can hold for the
subdivided cylinder decomposition. O

In particular, our ergodic measure characterization theorem 4.5 can still be used even if
a graph G has a vertices of valence one. We must subdivide cylinders, which has the
effect of changing G and decreasing the set of renormalizable directions. This set still
has Hausdorff dimension larger than % (See Remark 4.1.)

Appendix E: Infinite interval exchange transformations

In this appendix, we describe some natural infinite interval exchange maps to which
our results apply. Given any surface produced from Thurston’s construction, the return
map of the straight-line flow F 5 to the horizontal boundaries of rectangles is an infinite
interval exchange map. So our results hold generally for such infinite IETs which arise
from flows in renormalizable directions. But in this appendix we will describe some
examples which seem more natural from the point of view of infinite IETs which have
been studied by other authors.
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E1l: Skew products

A well studied class of infinite IETs comes from the construction of skew product
transformations. Let t: I — [ be a finite IET, let G be a countably infinite discrete
group, and let ¥: I — G be a function which is locally constant away from finitely
many discontinuities. Then we define the skew product of T and i to be

(E-1) T: I xG—IxG definedby T(x,g)=(t(x),¥(x)g).

We consider 7' an infinite IET, because 7" is an orientation preserving piecewise
isometry of a space piecewise isometric to an interval in R.

E2: Maharam measures

Let T be a skew product of v and ¥ as above. Let #: I — R be a Borel measurable
map to the positive real numbers. We call a probability measure u an (%, T)—conformal
measure if | ot is absolutely continuous with respect to u and the Radon—Nikodym
derivative satisfies dg’—zt(x) = h(x) for p—ae x € 1.

Let x: G — R be a group homomorphism, and suppose that y is a (eX°¥, v)—conformal
Borel probability measure. For each g € G, consider the maps mg: I — I X G given
by mg(x) = (x, g). The x—Maharam measure associated to p and yx is the measure
fiy on I xG defined so that

~ 1
(E-2) /,LXOT[g—m//L.

Such a measure is always invariant under the skew product transformation 7°. The
scaling factor of x from (eX°¥, t)—conformality cancels with the 1/eX factor that
arises from the change in the G —coordinate under 7". Note that some scalar multiple of
Lebesgue measure is y—Maharam measure where ¥ is the trivial group homomorphism.
Note also that Maharam measures are normalized in the sense that (I x {e}) =1,
where e € G denotes the identity element.

E3: Skew rotations

A skew rotation is the skew product of a rotation 7: [0, 1) — [0, 1) given by 7(x) =
X 4+ a (mod 1) and some {: I — G as described above. Let # > 2 be an integer and
choose generators y1, ..., ¥Yn € G. We will consider the special case when  is defined
so that ¥ (x) = y; if and only if x € i_Tl, %) In general, such a skew rotation is not
even recurrent. (Consider the case when y1, ..., y, freely generate.) It is therefore
natural to impose a no-drift condition. We choose to highlight the no-drift condition

(E-3) YnVn—1"""Y1 =¢,
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in this paper, but other choices could be made to produce similar results.

The best studied system of this form is the case when G = Z, n =2, y; = 1 and
y» = —1. Ergodicity of this skew rotation was proved for some irrational o by Schmidt
[38, Theorem 2.6], and later shown to hold for all irrational @ by Conze and Keane
[15]. In [2, Theorem 1.4], the following was proved:

Theorem E.1 (Aaronson—-Nakada—Sarig—Solomyak) Let T, be the skew rotation
where « is irrational, G =7Z,n=2,y; =1 and y, = —1.

(1) For every group homomorphism ¥, there is a unique x —Maharam measure which
is invariant under T, .

(2) Each Maharam measure for Ty, is ergodic.

(3) All locally finite ergodic Ty —invariant measures are scalar multiples of Maharam
measures.

In Appendix G, we will prove the following generalization.

Theorem E.2 (Nilpotent case) Let G be a nilpotent group generated by y1, ..., Vn
and satistying Equation (E-3). Then statements (1)—(3) of the above theorem hold for
the corresponding skew rotation Ty, whenever the unit vector in direction («¢—1/n, 1/n)
is n—renormalizable.

This theorem implies Theorem E.1, because the set of 2-renormalizable directions is
the directions of irrational slope. For n > 2, the above theorem gives all but countably
many ¢ in a Cantor set of Hausdorff dimension bigger than % (See Remark 4.1 for a
description of the sizes of the set of n—renormalizable directions.)

E4: Skew rotations from translation surfaces

The goal of this section is to explain that the skew rotations T, defined in the prior
subsection appear as return maps to a section of the straight line flow on an infinite
translation surface. The definition of 7, requires the choice of an infinite discrete

group G and a choice of generators yy, ...,y sothat y,---y; = e. We then define
7:[0,1) = [0, 1) to be a rotation and ¥: [0, 1) — G to be so that

. —1 i
(E-4) y =y ifxe[ 1)

This determines a skew product 7: [0,1) x G — [0, 1) x G as in Equation (E-1).

We will use the same data to define a translation surface. Let C denote the cylinder
R/Z % [0,1/n] with a decomposition into n squares and n top and bottom edges
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labeled #1,...,t, and by,..., b,. See Figure 8. We apply the label ¢; to the segment
[ —1)/n,i/n]x{1/n} C C and b; to the segment [(i — 1)/n,i/n]x {0} C C. We
let S be the translation surface G x C/ ~, where ~ is a gluing of edges. For each
ie€{l,....,n} and g € G, we glue edge #; of cylinder {g} x C to edge b; {1 (modn)
of cylinder {y;g} x C by parallel translation. Our surface has a decomposition into
vertical cylinders as well, because a flow in the vertical direction results in passing
through edges in the order #;, ¢ y1, ..., ti+n—1 Wwith subscripts written modulo n. This
results in visiting a list of horizontal cylinders of the form

(EB-5)  {g}xC, {igixC, {it1vigrxC, ... Witn-1-vigyxC.

By our assumed group relation, y;4,—1-:-¥i+1vig€ = £ and the vertical trajectory
returns to its starting point after crossing » horizontal edges. That is, we have a vertical
decomposition into cylinders of inverse modulus 7 as well. In particular, S is of the
form S(G,wl), where G is the valence-n cylinder intersection graph and w1 € RY
is the constant function with value 1/n. This is an eigenfunction of eigenvalue A = n.
Note that, if we choose the trajectory to start on the edge labeled #; of g x C, then it
passes through the cylinders

(E-6) megtxC, {mgyxC, ..., {mg}xC,

where the group elements 17; are defined to be

(E-7) m=e, nx=yr and n;=yi—1---y2y1 for2=i=n.

Figure 8: The horizontal cylinder C when n =5

We will describe the graph G obtained by this construction. The horizontal cylinders
and hence the nodes of the graph in A are identified with the group G. We use ag € A
to denote the node associated to g € G. If x is a point of #; the vertical straight line
flow crosses the cylinders as described by Equation (E-6). Every vertical cylinder
passes through some #;. Thus the vertical cylinders can by identified by an ordered
n—tuple of the form

(E-8) [g]= (n1g.m28.....1mg) € G".
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We denote the vertex associated to this cylinder by by € B. Finally the collection of
edges is given by the condition

(E-9) ag ~bg ifandonly if g =rn;g’ forsome 1 <i <n.

Hence edges correspond to the choice of a n—tuple of [g] = (11¢,7128,--.,Mng) and
an element 7; g of the n—tuple. This choice refers to the edge a,,¢bg. The ribbon
graph structure is given by

N(an;igbg) = ay; 1 gbg and E(ay,gbe) = anigbnijlmg’

where subscript addition is taken modulo 7.

Proposition E.3 Let G be a discrete group with generators y1, ..., vy € G satisfying
the relation given in Equation (E-3). Define G from this data as in the above para-
graphs. Consider embedding ¢: R/7Z x {g} — S(G, w 1) which sends the interval
[ —1)/n,i/n]x{g} to the top edge t; of the cylinder {g} x C. Let T be the skew
rotation determined by a rotation t(x) = x + o (mod 1) and the map : [0,1) - G
as in Equation (E-4). Then the embedding ¢ conjugates the skew rotation T to the
return map of the straight-line low Fé in direction 0 = (¢ — ,ll %)/H(a — ,ll ,ll)|| .

Proof Consider the point (x,g) € [0,1) x G. We must show that ¢ o T'(x, g) is
the image of ¢(x, g) under the return map of the straight-line flow. Assume x €
[i —1)/n,i/n). Observe that # has positive y—coordinate. So flowing ¢(x, g) in
the direction of # immediately moves into the cylinder {y;g} x C through the bottom
edge b;1, with subscript addition taken modulo n. The point ¢(x, g) is identified
with the point with coordinates (x + % 0) of {y;g} x C, where the x—coordinate is
taken modulo 1. Continuing flowing in direction # we reach the point (x +c, 1/n) on
the top of the cylinder {y;g} x C. This point coincides with ¢ o T'(x, g) as desired. O

o 11 11y :
As a consequence, we see that whenever the direction (o — o, 5)/[[(e — 5, ;)| is
n—renormalizable, we can say something about the measures of the associated infinite
IET. For later use, we give this set of & a name:
(E-10) Qu={a: (@=L 1y/|(«- % %)” is n—-renormalizable}.

n’n
Recall that A—renormalizable directions were defined in Section 4.1.

To conclude this section, we work out a special case of our skew rotation. We consider
the case when our no-drift relation is the only relation in our group. This will lead to a
primary example considered in Appendix F. See Theorem F.5.
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Proposition E.4 Suppose G = (y1,...,¥n | ¥n-+-y1 = e). Then the associated
bipartite graph G constructed above is the valence-n tree.

Proof From the above remarks we know G is n—valent. We must show that the graph
contains no homotopically nontrivial loops. Observe that the elements 1,,...,n,
defined in Equation (E-7) freely generate the group G, while n; = e. Note that there is
a unique way to write each element g € G as a product of the generators 75, ..., n, and
their inverses which minimizes the word length. Moreover, if we have a word written as
a product of 7,, ..., n, and their inverses, then this product is the minimal one unless
there are is a pair of adjacent terms of the form 77i77,~_1 or 77,-_1771' withi € {2,...,n}.

Recall that A is identified with G and points in B correspond to n—tuples in 5 of the
form [g] = (n1g,....Mn—18, g). See Equation (E-8). The elements of an n—tuple in
B correspond to adjacent vertices in A.

Consider a nonbacktracking path in G starting at a,. Denote this sequence
aONbONal Nbl Nazr\,... .

By nonbacktracking we mean that a; # a;+1 and b; # b;4; for all i. For each i > 0,
there is a group element g; so that a; = ag, . Similarly, let 2; € G be so that b; = by, .
We claim that the word length (measured with respect to the generators 15, ..., 1, ) of
g; is strictly increasing in 7. If this is true, then a nonbacktracking path can not close
up. So there are no homotopically nontrivial loops. We prove this by induction. Since
go = e, we see that

-1
ho = Ni(0)
for some choice of i(0) € {1,...,n}. Then we have that g; lies in the list [/g].
Therefore we have g1 = 77j(0)77,~_((1)) for some j(0). Since g; # go, we must have that
i(0) # j(0). Since only one of i(0) or j(0) can equal 1, we see g1 # e so the word

length has gone up. More generally, we see that for each m, there are distinct i (2 + 1)
and j(m + 1) so that

hm =Ny 8m—1 A0 g1 = 0jm) My (o) 8m—1-
Also hy, = ni_(,l,,)flj(m—l)hm—l and Ay, # hy,—y implies that i (m) # j(m —1) for all
m. Therefore, for each m, we can write
-1 -1
Em+1 = Njem)Nim) """ i (0)1;(0)>

and we have j(k) #i(k) and i(k 4+ 1) # j(k) for all k. We claim that aside from
removing terms of the form 1y = e and 771_1 = e there can be no cancellation to
reduce the word length. No adjacent terms can be canceled because j(m) # i (m) and
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i(m+ 1) # j(m) for all m. Moreover, we can have no “canceling sandwiches” of
the form nmfl 77,~_1 or r]l._l nfl n;i , because the sign of the exponent in the terms in the
product is alternating. Therefore, all simplification is simply the removal of terms of
the form nfl as claimed. Now we see that the word length of g, is at least one larger
than g,,—1, since g, = ni(m)”i_(in)gm—l and we have either j(m) # 1 or i(m) # 1.
This proves the increasing word length claim. |

Appendix F: Translation surfaces and hyperbolic graphs

A graph is called hyperbolic if it is §—hyperbolic as a metric space equipped with the
edge metric for some § > 0. We refer the reader to [8, Section 8.4] for the definition of
and background for §—hyperbolicity. If G is hyperbolic, we can compactify G with the
§—hyperbolic boundary 095,,G.

Theorem F.1 [48, Theorem 1V.27.1] Suppose the graph G is hyperbolic, and let
A > r. Then every point in M}, is minimal and M, is homeomorphic to 9p,G .

Example F.2 Consider the graph G given in Figure 9. The eigenfunction w given
in the figure lies in £7 (V) for p € [1, co]. We conclude that 4 is r—positive and that
the spectral radius is the associated eigenvalue r = 3+/2/2. By Theorem C.1, we
conclude that the only positive functions satisfying A( ) =r f are the multiples of the
function w. For A > r, we may apply Theorem F.1. In the case of a tree, the hyperbolic
boundary of G is homeomorphic to the space of ends of G. In this case, we have
exactly 3 ends. We conclude the space of positive functions satisfying A(f) = A f is
linearly isomorphic to the cone on a triangle; we have 3 such extremal eigenfunctions
up to scaling. One such function is given in Figure 10; the others are the same up to the
automorphism group of the graph. The space of all extremal positive eigenfunctions
which take the value one at the root is homeomorphic to the graph itself. Using our
measure characterization, this information determines the ergodic invariant measures
for the straight-line flow in a r—renormalizable direction on the surface S(G, w) of
Figure 9.

The theorem above leaves open the question of what the Martin boundary is in the case
that A = r and A is r—transient. In the special case of trees, we have an answer.

Theorem F.3 [35, page 459] If G isatree and A is r —transient with A > r orif A is

r—recurrent and A > r, then every point in M, is minimal and M, is homeomorphic
to the space of ends of G (which is also homeomorphic to 0py,G ).
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Figure 9: A surface S(G, w) with finite area. Labeled and opposite unlabeled
edges are glued by horizontal or vertical translations. At left, the graph G is
shown with the positive eigenfunction w which lies in £7()) for all p €
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Figure 10: An extremal positive eigenfunction is given above with eigenvalue
A=t+t"! whenweseta=(t—2t7")/(t—t7").

Remark F.4 As far as the author knows, there is no general description of the Martin
boundary of a hyperbolic graph G in the case that A = r, even in the particular case
when G is the Cayley graph of a Gromov hyperbolic group.

Theorem F.5 (Nonabelian free case) Let n > 3 and let G be the nonabelian free
group of rank n — 1 generated by y, ..., y,_1 and define y = (Vu—1Vn—2""" Y1)
so that the no-drift condition of Equation (E-3) is satisfied. Let 22, C [0, 1) be as in
Equation (E-10). Then, for every « € 2, the following holds for the associated skew
product Ty :

(1) Ty is conservative but no Maharam measure is ergodic (including Lebesgue
measure).
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(2) Points in the projectivization of the space of locally finite ergodic Ty —invariant
measures are in bijective correspondence with the Cartesian product of a ray
[0, 00) and the Gromov boundary of G .

Proof of Theorem F.5 By Propositions E.3 and E.4, the skew product T, with
a € 2, described in the theorem is the return map of the straight-line flow F, 5 in
a direction 6 € R, on the surface S(G,wl), where G is the valence-n tree. By
Theorem 6.4, this flow is conservative. Theorem 4.5 characterizes the locally finite
ergodic transverse measures to the foliations Fg. Such measures are in bijective
correspondence with positive eigenfunctions of the adjacency operator. The spectral
radius of G is r = 2+/n—1 (see [34, page 225]) and the graph is known to be r—
transient when n > 2 (see [48, page 10]). Therefore Theorem F.3 characterizes the
positive eigenfunctions (normalized to take the value 1 at the root node) in terms of
the choice of a A > r and the choice of a point in the Gromov boundary of the graph.
This bijection then extends to projective equivalence classes of locally finite ergodic
invariant transverse measures by Theorem 4.5 and to the skew rotation by restricting
these measures to the section of horizontal edges of rectangles. a

Appendix G: Surfaces with cocompact nilpotent actions

G1: Eigenfunctions of graphs with nilpotent actions
For the following is a variant of a theorem of Margulis [29].

Theorem G.1 (Margulis) Let G be a nilpotent group acting cocompactly by graph
automorphisms on the graph G. Let f € RY be an extremal positive eigenfunction for
the adjacency operator. Then for all g € G, the quantity f o g(v)/ f(v) is independent
of the choice of v € V. Moreover, the function h: G — R given by h(g) = log(f o
g(v)/ f(v)) is a group homomorphism to R. The map f + h is a bijection from
extremal positive eigenfunctions which take the value 1 at an arbitrary chosen root
node of G to the collection of homeomorphisms G — R.

Our formulation of the result does not appear in the literature. However, it follows
quickly from the following version:

Theorem G.2 [48, Theorem 25.8] Let G be a locally finite, connected graph, and let
P be a stochastic matrix determining a random walk on G. Suppose the automorphism
group of the pair (G, P) contains a discrete nilpotent group G which acts cocompactly
on G. Then for any extremal positive eigenfunction f: RY — R and every v € V, the
function hy: G — R given by hy(g) =log(f o g(v)/ f(v)) is a group homomorphism.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 19 (2015)



The invariant measures of some infinite interval exchange maps 2025

Discussion of proof of Theorem G.1 This theorem is sufficiently different from
Theorem G.2 that it warrants some discussion. First of all, Woess’ statement involves
stochastic matrices, but this can be resolved by Remark C.8. Second, Woess only states
that for each v, the function

hy(v) =log(f o g(v)/ f(V))

is a group homomorphism. To see that this is independent of the choice of v, take an
adjacent vertex w. We will use the fact that since Af = A f, whenever a ~ b we have
A7Lf(b) < f(a) < A f(b). Since automorphisms preserve adjacency, for all g € G
we have

A7\ fogw) _ fog(v) _ Af og(w)
Afw) 7 fv) T Af(w)
Therefore we have hy(g) —2logA < hy(g) < hw(g) + 2logA. This equation is
independent of the choice of g, so we may apply it to g” for all n. Then we may use
the fact that 4,(g") = nhy(g) and hy(g") = nhy(g) to say that

nhy(g)—2logh <nh,(g) <nhy(g)+2logh forall n.
Therefore hy(g) = hy(g).

Finally, we need to say something about existence and uniqueness of the positive
eigenfunction associated to a group homomorphism. Fix a group homomorphism
h: G — R. Then consider the subspace of RY given by

L={feRY: fog(v)=e"® f(v) forall g G}.

Since G is acting by graph automorphisms, this subspace is 4 —invariant. Moreover,
L has dimension equal to the number of elements of G\G. Choose representatives
Vi,...,V for the orbit equivalence classes in G\G. The functions f7,..., fi defined
sothat f;(vj) =1if i = j and f;(vj) = 0 otherwise form a basis for L. Observe
that a function in L is positive if and only if it can be written as a positive linear
combination of f7,..., fi. Finally, observe that A acts as a Perron—Frobenius matrix
in this basis. Therefore there is a unique positive eigenvector up to scaling. a

G2: Nilpotent covers of translation surfaces

Suppose that S is an infinite translation surface, and let G be a discrete group which
acts faithfully on S by homeomorphisms which are translations in local coordinates.
Then S/G is also a translation surface. If S/G is a closed surface, we call S a
G —cover of the translation surface S/G. We will let D be a measurable fundamental
domain for the G —action.
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Let x: G — R be a group homomorphism. We call an F‘f, —invariant measure v
x—Maharam if v(D) = 1 and for each g € G, we have vog = e X& 1. We call
v Maharam because the induced invariant measure for the return map to a periodic
section is Maharam in the sense of Section E2. Note that some scalar multiple Lebesgue
measure is x—Maharam when y is the trivial homomorphism.

Theorem G.3 (Nilpotent covers) Suppose that the connected translation surface S
is a G —cover of a closed translation surtace, where G is a discrete nilpotent group.
Further suppose that C and D have two twistable cylinder decompositions and that
the associated intersection graph has no vertices of valence one (see Proposition D.3).
Then, in any (C, D)-renormalizable direction @ , the following statements are satisfied.

(1) For every homomorphism x: G — R, there is a unique x —Maharam measure of
t
Fy.
(2) The collection of locally finite ergodic F| é —invariant measures is the collection
of scalar multiples of the Maharam measures.

Discussion of proof We begin by showing that all locally finite ergodic F 5 —invariant
measures are y—Maharam, and there is one for each yx. Since our surface has two
twistable cylinder decompositions, we may assume that (up to an affine change of
coordinates) S = S(G, w) for some graph G and positive eigenfunction w. Since G
acts on S by translation symmetries, it induces a G action on G. The quotient surface
S /G inherits a pair of quotient cylinder decompositions whose intersection data is
given by the quotient graph G/G. Since S/G is a compact translation surface, we
know that G/G is a finite graph. Then since G is nilpotent, Theorem G.1 gives a
description of the extremal positive eigenfunctions of the adjacency operator. Namely,
they are in bijection with the collection of group homomorphisms #: G — R. Fix
such a . Then, by Theorem G.1, there is an extremal positive eigenfunction so
that 4(g) = log(f o g(v)/ f(v)) for all g € G and all vertices v of G. The ergodic
measure characterization theorem 4.5 guarantees that the locally finite ergodic invariant
measures arise from a pullback construction from surfaces built from such extremal
positive eigenfunctions. (That is, we pullback the transverse measures. The associated
F 5 —invariant measures is locally a product of this transverse measure and Lebesgue
measure in the orbit direction.) Observe that the surface S(G, f) has a G-action
which is conjugate to the action on S = S(G, w), but which acts by dilation. Namely,
the g-—action scales area by a dilation with expansion constant e"® 1t follows
that the pullback measure is a x—Maharam measure where x: G — R is given by

x(g) =—h(g).

It remains to show that there are no other y—Maharam measures. Fix x, and let u be a
x—Maharam measure. We already know the classification of ergodic invariant measures.
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Namely, for each group homomorphism /: G — R, there is a unique ergodic invariant
h—Maharam measure, which we will denote my vy. It then follows that there is a
measure m on the collection of such group homomorphisms, Hom(G, R), so that

n(Ad) = / vu(A)dm for all measurable A C S.
Hom(G,R)

We claim that & = v, . For this, it suffices to show that the support of the measure m
only includes x. Suppose the support included some hs # . Since hg # yx, there is a
g so that /15(g) > x(g). Define the constant k = %(hs(g) + x(g)) and the set

H = {h e Hom(G,R) : h(g) > k}.

Then m(H) = € for some € > 0. Let D be the fundamental domain as in the definition
of y—Maharam. Then (D) =1 and vy (D) = 1 for all /. For each integer n > 0,
we have

/Log‘”(D)=f

Hom(G,R)
2/ e”h(g)vh(D)dmzf e”h(g)dmZ/ e"® dm = e"e.
H H H

As k > x(g), by taking n sufficiently large we can guarantee that o g (D) > ¢"X(&).
But we must have equality here for u to be y—Maharam. O

vpog "(D)dm> / vpog "(D)dm
H

Discussion of proof of Theorem E.2 Let 7, be a skew rotation defined using a
nilpotent group G with generators yq, ..., ¥, satisfying Equation (E-3). Assume that
the unit vector in direction (o — %, %) is n—renormalizable. Then as described by
Proposition E.3, T, arises from a return map of straight-line flow F 5 to a section on
a surface S = S(G, wl) in an n-renormalizable direction 6. The description of the
locally finite ergodic invariant measures of F| 5 given in Theorem G.3 gives rise to
a similar characterization for 7,,. This characterization is given in the statement of

Theorem E.2. O

We establish one more corollary to cover the case where we have a lot of different
twistable cylinder decompositions. We remark that the papers [27] and [25] give many
examples of Z—covers of closed translation surfaces which admit a twistable cylinder
decompositions in a dense set of directions.

Corollary G.4 Suppose that S is a G —cover of a closed translation surface, where G
is nilpotent. Suppose also that S has twistable cylinder decompositions in a dense set
of directions. Then there is a dense set of directions ® of Hausdorff dimension larger
than half so that statements (1) and (2) of Theorem G.3 are satisfied for all 0 € ®.
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Sketch of proof Fixing any pair of decompositions C and D, we obtain a collection
of directions for which Theorem G.3. This uses the discussion at the end of Appendix
D. It is either the (C, D)-renormalizable directions, or renormalizable directions of
the pair of decompositions obtained by subdividing each cylinder. In either case, the
set of renormalizable directions accumulates on the directions of the two cylinder
decompositions C and D. We take ® to be the union of all such directions over all
pairs of decompositions. Because of this accumulation, ® is dense. The statement
about Hausdorff dimension follows from Remark 4.1. |

G3: Example: The Ehrenfest wind-tree model

In [20], Hardy and Weber began the study billiards in the plane with a periodic family
of rectangular barriers. We will follow the treatment of this dynamical system given by
Hubert, Lelievre and Troubetzkoy [26]. Further works on these systems include [44]
and [17]. These systems are parameterized by a pair of real numbers @ and b taken from
the interval (0, 1). For each m, n € Z, define rectangle Ry, , = (m,m+a)x(n,n+b).
We consider billiards in the table T, j = R2 < Um,neZ Ruyp.

The billiard flow on 7, ; decomposes into invariant sets corresponding to the fact
that a single billiard trajectory can travel in only four directions. These invariant sets
are given the structure of a translation surface by the Zemljakov—Katok unfolding
construction [50]. The billiard flow restricted to any of these invariant sets is conjugate
to a straight-line flow on a translation surface X, ;. The surface X, ; has a cocompact
7?2 action. See [26] for more details. For the following, see [26, Theorem 1]:

Theorem G.5 (Periodic directions in the wind-tree model) Suppose a and b are
rational numbers in (0, 1) which can written as the ratio of two integers with odd
numerator and even denominator. Then there are twistable cylinder decompositions in
a dense set directions on X .

It should be noted that Theorem G.5 is quite delicate. It is also shown in [26, Theorem
2] that when a and b can both be written as rationals with even numerator and odd
denominator, then X, 5 never admits a decomposition into cylinders.

Because of the above theorem, Corollary G.4 can then be specialized to the following.
Corollary G.6 (Ergodic directions in the wind-tree model) Let a and b be as in the
above theorem. Then there is a dense set of directions of Hausdorff dimension larger

than half for which the billiard flow on T, is ergodic. For each of these directions,
statements (1) and (2) of Theorem G.3 hold for the surface X, j as well.
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The conclusion here should be contrasted with the work of Fraczek and Ulcigrai, where
it is shown that when @ and b are rational numbers, the billiard flow on T ; is not
ergodic in almost every direction [19, Theorem 1.2]. (This result is also shown to hold
for almost every a and b.)

Appendix H: Unique ergodicity

Recall that a dynamical system is said to be uniquely ergodic if there is only one
invariant probability measure. We have been considering two dynamical systems
associated to our surfaces S(G, w): the infinite IETSs arising from the return maps to the
horizontal edges of the rectangles making up the surface, and the straight-line flows on
these surfaces. In both cases we will show that when an invariant probability measure
is unique whenever it exists.

The surface in Figure 9 and the surfaces X, defined for a rational parameter 0 <« < 1
defined in [9, Section 3] (see [9, Proposition 11] for a description of the multitwists
of Xy) and orientation covers of the surfaces X and Y of [10] represent surfaces
our unique ergodicity theorems apply to. We remark that Trevifio has a criterion for
ergodicity of the straight-line flow which likely also applies here [42, Theorem 2].

H1: Unique ergodicity of infinite IETs

Let G be an infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon graph with bounded valence and
no vertices of valence one, and let w be a positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A
for the adjacency operator on G. Let X denote the union of the horizontal edges
of the rectangles making up the surface S(G, w). (See Definition 3.3 of the surface
S(G, w) for a description of these rectangles.) Choose a A-renormalizable direction
0.,andlet 7: X — X be the infinite IET given by the return map of the straight-line
flow F 5: S(G,w) — S(G, w) to the section X . Then by the measure characterization
(Theorem 4.5), the locally finite ergodic transverse measures to the foliation Fg are
given by a pullback of a Lebesgue transverse measure of surfaces S(G, f) where
f: RY — R iterates over the extremal positive eigenfunctions of the adjacency operator.
By restricting these measures to X, we obtain the locally finite ergodic invariant
measures g for 7: X — X.

The total measure u (X) is related to the ¢! —norm of f, which we define to be

FAREDNIOR

vey

Proposition H.1 We have 1 ¢(X) < oo if and only if || f||; < co.
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Proof Let ¢ = ab be an edge of G. Then R, is a rectangle of S(G,w). (See
Definition 3.3.) Let L, denote the lower edge of R.. Because ¢ is a pullback of
Lebesgue transverse measure on S(G, f) in some nonhorizontal direction, there is a
constant ¢ > 0 depending on f* so that u ¢(L.) = ¢ f(b). Since X is the union of all
lower edges of the rectangles R., we have the inequality

up(X) =Y cfo)<clfli.
beB

Let n be the largest valence of a vertex in G, and let A be the eigenvalue of f . Then
if the vertex a € A is adjacent to vertex b € B, we have f(a) < A f(b). Since every
vertex b € B is adjacent to at most n vertices in .A, we have

1+ ni
If =) f@ -+ fO) = (A +nd) ) fb) = ——ps(X).
acA beB beB
Together these inequalities imply that p (X)) < oo if and only if || f||; < oo. O

Corollary H.2 (Unique ergodicity of 7') Let G be an infinite, connected, bipartite,
ribbon graph with bounded valence and no vertices of valence one, and let w be a
positive eigenfunction with eigenvalue A for the adjacency operatoron G. Let  be a
A—renormalizable direction. Then there is at most one invariant probability measure for
the first return map T: X — X of the straight-line flow Fé: S(G,w) —> S(G,w) to
the union X of horizontal edges of rectangles making up S(G, w).

Proof Suppose 7: X — X has an invariant probability measure. Then it has an
ergodic one, u ¢ . By the prior proposition, f has finite ¢! —norm. Therefore it has
finite £ norm. In this case, Theorem C.2 guarantees that the eigenvalue of f is the
spectral radius, r, of the adjacency operator, 4. We also get that A4 is r—positive.
Then by Theorem C.1, we see that the equation A f = r f has a unique solution up to
scaling. It follows that i ¢ is the only ergodic invariant probability measure for 7, ie
T is uniquely ergodic. a

H2: Unique ergodicity for the straight-line flow

Let G be a graph as in the prior section, and let w be a positive eigenfunction of
the adjacency operator with eigenvalue A. We will consider the straight-line flow
F 5 on S(G, w) in a A-renormalizable direction 6. Let f be an extremal positive
eigenfunction, and let v ¢ be the F| 5 —invariant measure on S(G, w) obtained as in the
measure characterization theorem by pulling back the Lebesgue transverse invariant
measure from S(G, f) and then integrating over the leaves.
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Lemma H.3 The vy measure of the surface S(G,w) is finite if and only if the
€2 —inner product

wef =) wWf)

vey

is finite.

Proof We assume that Aw = Aw and Af = A’w. The measure v s is locally the
product of the pullback of Lebesgue measure on the leaves of the foliation Fg and the
pullback of the Lebesgue transverse measure, (t, on S(G, f) to the foliation in some
direction 6’.

We need to compute v(S(G, w)) using this local product structure. To do this, let
cyl, be a horizontal cylinder in the surface S(G, w), and let y, be a horizontal circle
winding around the cylinder. By considering that the transverse measure (t(y,) should
be the same as the sum of the u—measures of edges on the bottom of cyl,, we see that
this can be computed by looking at the surface S(G, f). Let 6’ be the angle made
with the horizontal by #’. We have

w(ya) =sin(0") Y f(b) = A(f)(@)sin(0') = X' f(a) sin(0").
b~a
The Lebesgue measures of the (connected components of) intersections of a leaf of the
foliation in direction # on S(G, w) and the cylinder cyl, are given by w(a)/ sin(f),
where 6 is the angle made with the horizontal by the vector @ . Since the cylinder cyl,
can be written as the product of a circle y, with a intersection of a leaf with cyl, we
have

A'sin(0") f(a)w(a)  A’sin(6)

V(SG.w) =) vievl) =) : == > f@w().
aceA acA Sln(e) sm(Q) a€A
By swapping the roles of horizontal and vertical, we also obtain an expression for
v(S(G, w)) in terms of ), .5 f(b)w(b). The conclusion follows. |

Now we will consider when the £2—inner product of two eigenfunctions is finite.

Lemma H.4 Suppose A(f) = Af and A(g) = A'g. Then if A’ # A, whenever
€2 —inner product of f and g exists it equals zero.

Proof Suppose A(f)=Af and A(g) = A'g. Let s denote the {?>—inner product
Y vey f(V)g(v), and assume the sum converges. Since A(f) =Af,

A=Y [ALIWEM =D fwegW =D f(Weg(v).

veEY VEY W~V wWEY V~W

Geometry € Topology, Volume 19 (2015)



2032 W Patrick Hooper

Now observe that fixing any w € V, we have >, ., f(W)g(v) = f(W)[4(g)(W)] =
A f(w)g (w). Therefore we have

As =1 f(w)g(w) =N's.

wey

Since A’ # A, we know that s = 0. O

Theorem H.5 G be an infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon graph with bounded
valence and no vertices of valence one, and let w be a positive eigenfunction with
eigenvalue A for the adjacency operator on G. Let 6 be a A—renormalizable direction.
Then, if S(G, w) has finite area, then F 5 is uniquely ergodic.

Proof Suppose S(G,w) has finite area. Then by Lemma H.3, we have w - w < co.
So w is a positive eigenfunction in £2. So by Theorem C.2, A is the spectral radius
and A is r—positive. By Theorem C.1, we see that the equation A f = A f has a
unique solution up to scaling. So if f is a positive eigenfunction of f which is not
a scalar multiple of w, it must have an eigenvalue other than A. Since f and w
are both positive, we can not have f -w = 0. We conclude that f -w = 400. By
Lemma H.3, we conclude that the F' 5 —invariant measure v s assigns infinite measure
to the surface. Thus scalar multiples of Lebesgue measure, vy, are the only finite
Fy—invariant measures. ]
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List of notations

S a translation surface defined as a union of polygons 1898
S! the unit circle in R? 1898
Fy the straight-line flow 1898
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0 an element of S! (called a direction) 1898
D(¢) the derivative of the affine automorphism ¢ 1899
A(S) affine automorphism group of S 1899
g infinite, connected, bipartite, ribbon graph with bounded 1899
valence
1% the set of vertices of G 1899
E the set of edges of G 1899
vV, W elements of V (ie vertices of G) 1899
A, B subsets of V which make G bipartite 1899
a,b elements of A and B 1899
o, the projections @ : £ > Aand B : € — B 1899
Dv permutation of edges containing v € ¥V which make G a 1899
ribbon graph
RY the set of all functions from V to R 1899
A the adjacency operator, 4 : RY — RY 1900
f.g elements of RV 1900
w a element of RY which is a positive eigenfunction of 4 1900
A eigenvalue of w 1900
é, N east and north permutations of £ 1900
S(G, w) surface built from rectangles using G and w 1900
R, rectangle of S(G, w) associated to e € £ 1900
oyl horizontal or vertical cylinder of S(G, w) associated to 1900
veV
G nonabelian free group with two generators 1900
h,v generators of G 1900
P group representation py: G — SL(2, R) depending on A 1901
g arbitrary element of the free group G 1901
d group endomorphism of G into Aff(S(G, w)) 1901
RP! the real projective line, RP! = R? <~ {0}/R 1902
R the A—renormalizable directions in S' 1902
(gn) a sequence of elements of G which form a geodesic ray 1902
0({(gn). M) a A-renormalizable direction with A—shrinking sequence 1903
(gn)
E; nonnegative solutions to A(f) =Af 1904, 1925
Fo foliation by orbits of the straight line flow in direction 1904
]?9 leaf space formed by splitting singular leaves of Fy 1904, 2008
A standard wedge product in R? 1904
|4 collection of singularities of .S 1908
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Mg space of transverse measures to j':g 1908
H{(S,V,R) space of homology classes of curves in S/ V 1908
H! space of linear maps H,(S,V,R) - R 1908
Uy a linear map Mg — H'! 1908
o a saddle connection on S 1908
hol(o) holonomy of a saddle connection 1909
sgn the signum function R — {—1,0, 1} 1909
E edges of rectangles making up S 1910
Px action of an affine automorphism on Mg or H'! 1910
[-1 homology class in H;(S,V,Z) 1910
of action of the affine automorphism ®¢ on H'! 1911
H,V operators on RY 1912
¢ G-action on RY generated by H and V 1912
B linear embedding of RY into H'! 1912
i the intersection pairing H1 (S, V,Z)x H{(S~V,7Z) > Z 1912
So subset of §—survivors in RY 1913
SP the set of sign pairs: SP = {(1,1), (1,—1), (-=1,1), 1913
(=1.-1j}
++4,+—, ... abbreviation for sign pairs 1913
Qs the four quadrants in R?, parameterized by s € SP 1913
cl(X) the (topological) closure of X 1913
O the four quadrants in RY, parameterized by s € SP 1913
Py parameterization of a 2—plane inside of RY 1915
B the involution of R? or SP given by (x, y) — (1, X); 1919
also, the involution of G which interchanges v with % 1919
ny(f) projection of f € RY to functions supported on U C V 1920
RY the set of finitely supported functions in RY 1921
(,) a bilinear pairing RY x RY — R analogous to the dot 1921
product
y an automorphism of G satisfying (Y& f,Y?®x) = 1921
(f.x)
Vi Martin compactification of the vertex set V of G 1924, 2013
M, The Martin boundary V) ~V 1924, 2013
¢ a point in the Martin boundary M 1924, 2013
k¢ the positive eigenfunction in RY associated to ¢ € M; 1924, 2013
My the minimal Martin boundary in M, 1924, 2014
vy measure on M} associated to the positive eigenfunction 1924
f
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E, solutions to A2(f) = A%f with f € O, where s € SP 1925
fa [B elements of RY derived from f |4 and f|z, where f e RY 1925
M a space of signed Borel measures on M, 1925
M*T, M~ collections of positive and negative measures in M, resp. 1925
N linear map | J,¢gp Eg— M? 1926
Shry.(g) set of directions shrunk when moving frome to g € G 1933
Exp; (g) set of directions expanded when moving from e to g € G 1933
g1 projection R2 ~ {0} — S! recovering a vectors direction 1933
H? the hyperbolic plane, SO(2) \ SL(2,R) 1936
3E(s) expanding sign action G x SP — SP 1962
R rotation of R? by angle /2 1967
r action on SP induced by the action of R on quadrants 1967
Z linear embedding of H;(S,V,R) into RY 1970
val(v) the valence of the vertex v € V 1985
H, .V, affine perturbations of H and V operators 1993
Xy affine perturbation of the action T¢ 1993
Qn renormalizable parameters for certain special skew prod- 2020
ucts
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