PROJECT SUMMARY

The PI, Christopher Bishop, will study the geometric properties of conformal mappings in the
plane and quasiconformal mappings in space, focusing on the expansion properties of such maps
and investigating various applications to geometric function theory, dynamics and topology. There
are three main areas that will be considered. First, the connection between three dimensional
hyperbolic geometry and the expanding properties of two dimensional conformal maps. The PI
has shown that a result of Dennis Sullivan’s concerning the geometry of convex bodies in hyperbolic
three space implies a factorization theorem for conformal mappings in the plane and this, in turn,
implies uniform bounds on the amount of contraction a conformal map in the plane can have.
Finding the best constants in the factorization theorem has consequences for well known problems
such as dimension distortion, integral means and Brennan’s conjecture. Second, the PI will continue
his work on limit sets of Kleinian groups, a natural and important class of fractal sets. The
questions here are mainly to estimate the fractal dimension of these sets and study the behavior
of the dimension as the group is deformed. Again, three dimensional techniques enter naturally,
via the connection to hyperbolic 3-manifolds. Third, the PI will work on the metric properties of
harmonic measures, particularly results which quantify the idea that harmonic measure cannot be
concentrated on a small set. Problems include the lower density conjecture, stability of harmonic
measure and the growth rate of diffusion limited aggregation. A few other questions involving

quasiconformal and biLipschitz maps are also considered.
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I worked on several problems involving conformal and quasiconformal mappings. The main
results are summarized below and the corresponding papers and preprints are listed at the end.
Numbered citations refer to this list; others refer to the bibliography at the end of the proposal.

e Bowen’s dichotomy: In 1979 Rufus Bowen [Bow79] proved that if G is a cocompact Fuchsian
group then the limit set of any quasiconformal deformation G’ is either a circle or has Hausdorff
dimension strictly greater than one. Later Dennis Sullivan [Sul82] extended this to cofinite groups
and in [1] T show that it holds iff G is divergence type. Astala and Zinsmeister proved Bowen’s
property fails for all convergence groups; there is always a deformation to a group which has a
rectifiable, but non-circular, limit set. In [2] I show that Bowen’s property can fail in a different
way: if G is a convergence group with bounded injectivity radius then there is a deformation whose
limit set has dimension one, but is nowhere rectifiable. The idea of the proof is a construction of
G-invariant Beltrami coefficients with L° norm € which cause an € sized “wiggle” in the limit set
at a specified point and scale.

¢ Ruelle’s property: David Ruelle [Rue82] proved that if {G;} analytic family of deformations
of a cocompact group G, then the dimension of the limit set is real analytic in ¢. Astala and
Zinsmeister [AZ90], [AZ94], [AZ95] gave examples of convergence groups where this fails and asked
about divergence type groups. In [3] I give a condition for Ruelle’s property to fail (“big defor-
mations near infinity”) which holds for any infinitely generated divergence group with a positive
lower bound for its injectivity radius. In [4], I give examples of some infinitely generated divergence
groups which do not have this property; for such groups Ruelle’s property remains open.

e Critical exponent and dimension: For geometrically finite Kleinian groups, it is well known
that § = dim(A), where ¢ denotes the critical exponent of the Poincaré series and dim(A) is the
Hausdorff dimension of the limit set. In [5] Peter Jones and I extend this to all quasiFuchisan
groups where the Beltrami coefficient of the deformation has compact support modulo G. We also
show that the escaping part of the limit set has sigma finite linear measure. This is an application
of the non-linear L? theory for Schwarzian developed in [BJ94].

¢ Factorization and Sullivan’s theorem: In [6], I show there is a K < oo so that any conformal
map f : D — Q can be factored as f = g o h where h is a K-quasiconformal self-map of the disk
and |¢'| is bounded away from zero uniformly. This reduces many problems about conformal
maps to questions about quasiconformal self-maps of the disk. The solution of Bowen’s problem

is an example where this idea gives a new result. Connections to Brennan’s conjecture and other
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problems will be explained later in the proposal. Among the geometric consequences is that any
bounded quasicircle can be mapped to a circle by a Lipschitz mapping of the plane.

Suppose € is a simply connected proper subdomain of the plane and let C(02) denote the
hyperbolic convex hull of its boundary in the 3-dimensional hyperbolic upper half-space. There is
a boundary component S of the convex hull which faces €2, and the intrinsic hyperbolic path metric
on S makes it isometric to the hyperbolic disk, i.e., there is an isometry ¢ : S — ID. Sullivan’s
convex hull theorem says there is an absolute K < oo (independent of €2) and a K-biLipschitz map
o from Q (with its hyperbolic metric) to S with its path metric which is the identity on 992 = 9S.
This was proven by Epstein and Marden in general with K ~ 80. In [7] I show that o can be
taken to have biLipschitz constant ~ 13.1 and quasiconformal constant ~ 7.8. In [6] I show that
if Sullivan’s theorem holds with quasiconformal constant K then the factorization theorem holds
with K + € for any € > 0. This gives a new and unexpected connection between 3-dimensional
geometry and conformal maps.

e Rudin’s orthogonality conjecture: A bounded, holomorphic function f on the unit disk
is called orthogonal if the sequence of powers {f"} is orthogonal in the Hardy space H2. Inner
functions (i.e., |f| = 1 a.e. on the boundary) with f(0) = 0 have this property. Walter Rudin
conjectured that these were the only orthogonal functions, but in [7] I construct non-inner exam-
ples. Such an example was obtained independently by Carl Sundberg. In addition, I characterize
which measures occur as the push forward of Lebesgue measure under an orthogonal function. In
particular, normalized area measure occurs. This has the surprising consequence that the Bergman
space embeds isometrically as a closed subspace of the Hardy space via a composition operator.

e BiLipschitz approximations: If f is a K-quasiconformal self-map of the upper half-plane, it
is well known (e.g., [BA56] or [DE86]) that there is a M-quasiconformal map g which agrees with
f on the boundary and which is also biLipschitz with respect to the hyperbolic metric. It follows
from results on uniquely extremal maps in [BLMM98] that one cannot take M = K in general,
but in [8] T show that we can take M = K + ¢ for any ¢ > 0.

e Minimal sets for quasiconformal maps: A set E is minimal if dim(E) = inf; dim(f(E))
where the infimum is overall quasisymmetric images of E. Some sets (such as line segments) are
obviously minimal, but examples with fractional dimension « are harder to construct (see [Tys]).
In [11] Jeremy Tyson and I obtain examples by constructing “locally minimal” sets, i.e., sets whose
dimension can be lowered, but only by maps with large dilatation. In [10] we answer a question
of Juha Heinonen by constructing a fractal (the antenna set) where the dimension can be lowered,
but the (positive) infimum is never attained.

e BiLipschitz homogeneous curves: A set X is called homogeneous for a class of maps F' if
given any pair z,y € X there is a map f € F with f(z) = y. In [12] I prove that a closed curve in

the plane which is homogeneous with respect to biLipschitz self-maps must be a quasicircle. This
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extends results from [GH98], [GH99], [HM99] and implies several different characterizations of such
curves in terms of various parameterizations.
e The local spectrum of the Cauchy integral: The paper [13] is work with A. Bottcher, Yu.
I. Karlovich and I. Spitkovsky. The paper gives a symbol calculus for deciding when the Cauchy
integral operator on a Carleson curve with A, weight is Fredholm.
e Quasiconformal maps in space: Lehto [Leh87] showed that if the quasiconformal dilatation
of map f of R" satisfies [ |Kf(z) — 1|?|z| "dzdy < oo when n = 2, then f is differentiable at the
origin. In [14] (joint work with V. Ya. Gutlyanskii, O. Martio and M. Vuorinen) we show a slightly
weaker result for n > 2. This result is partially motivated by a question of Curt McMullen on
the differentiability of quasiconformal conjugations between Kleinian groups at the so called deep
points; Peter Jones and I [BJ97b] showed that although such maps do not satisfy Lehto’s condition
in the plane, they have extensions which do satisfy it in 3-space and so are differentiable.
¢ Smallest sets hit by Brownian motion: In [15] Yuval Peres and I prove that for any analytic
set A on the positive axis, the infimum of the Hausdorff dimensions of compact sets in R* which are
hit by the Brownian image B4(A) with positive probability, is d — 2 dim,(A). Here By is Brownian
motion in R?, d > 2, and dim,, is packing dimension.

Papers written with support of DMS-98-00924

preprints are available at www.math.sunysb.edu/ bishop/new.html

[1] Divergence groups have Bowen’s property, submitted to Annals of Math.

[2] Nonrectifiable limit sets of dimension one, submitted to Revista Mat. Iberoamericana

[3] Compact deformations of Fuchsian groups, with Peter Jones, submitted to J. d’Analyse

[4] A criterion for the failure of Ruelle’s property, submitted to Inventiones Mat.

[5] Surfaces which approximate the thrice punctured sphere, submitted to Michigan Math. J.

[6] Quasiconformal Lipschitz maps, Sullivan’s convex hull theorem and Brennan’s conjecture, sub-
mitted to Arkiv for Mat

[7] An explicit constant for Sullivan’s convex hull theorem, submitted to GAFA

[8] BiLipschitz approximations to quasiconformal maps, submitted to AASF

[9] Orthogonal functions in H*°, preprint 1998

[10] Conformal dimension of the antenna set, with Jeremy Tyson, to appear in PAMS

[11] Locally minimal sets for quasiconformal maps, with Jeremy Tyson, to appear in AASF

[12] BiLipschitz homogeneous curves are quasicircles, to appear in TAMS

[13] Local spectra of singular integral operators with piecewise continuous coefficients on composed
curves, with A. Bottcher, Yu. I. Karlovich and I. Spitkovsky, Math. Nachr. 206(1999) 5-83.

[14] On conformal dilatation in space, with V. Ya. Gutlyanskii, O. Martio and M. Vuorinen,
preprint 2000.

[15] The smallest sets hit by a Brownian image, with Yuval Peres, preprint 1998.



PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Many problems about conformal maps deal with how much expansion or contraction such a map
can have. For example, Makarov’s [Mak85] famous theorem says that a conformal map f: D —
cannot lower the dimension of a positive measure set on the unit circle, and hence the boundary
values of a conformal map do not have too much contraction. The well known Brennan conjecture
gives upper bounds for the area of the set where |f'| is small, and so limits the contraction of f in
a different way. Bowen’s dichotomy (described in the summary of previous work) says a conformal
map which deforms a Fuchsian group is either trivial or expands the circle in a uniform way.

In this proposal we consider a new approach to the expansion properties of conformal mappings.
We will start with a factorization theorem which bounds the contraction of a conformal map in
terms of the contraction of quasiconformal self-maps of the disk. This allows various questions,
including Brennan’s conjecture, to be reduced to finding the best factorization constant. One way
of proving the factorization theorem is by using a theorem of Dennis Sullivan on three dimensional
hyperbolic geometry and this leads to a variety of new questions and the introduction of the “convex
hull measure” on the boundary of a simply connected domain. The next part of the proposal deals
with limit sets of Kleinian groups. We will discuss some well known problems, such as the Ahlfors
conjecture, and variety of new problems concerned with understanding the critical exponent of the
group and the dimension of the limit set. The third part concerns metric properties of harmonic
measure. The overall goal is to understand geometrically the essential support of harmonic measure.
Because of the connection between harmonic measure and conformal mappings, results which say
that small sets must have small harmonic measure correspond to saying a conformal map cannot
contract too much. Thus these results also correspond to “expansion” results for conformal maps.

These three topics clearly have numerous interconnections. For example, my solution of Bowen’s
problem for limit sets in [1] was an outgrowth of my earlier work on harmonic measure and, in turn,

led me to the factorization theorem and its application to problems like Brennan’s conjecture.
Factorization, Sullivan’s theorem and convex hulls

e The factorization theorem and Brennan’s conjecture: Recall from the summary of pre-
vious work that there is a K < oo, so that if f : D — Q is a conformal map, then it can be factored
as f = g o h where h is a K-quasiconformal self-map of the disk and ¢ is expanding in the sense
that |¢'| is bounded away from zero uniformly on the disk. Thus |f’| > C|A'| (for a quasiconformal
map k' = limsup,_,, |h(z) — h(y)|/|z — y|). In other words, an arbitrary conformal map I — Q
can only contract as much as a K-quasiconformal self-map of the disk, for some universal K < oo.

Currently I can prove this with K = 7.82 and it is easy to show K < 2 is impossible.

Question 1. Does the factorization theorem hold for K = 2?2 If not, what is the optimal K ?



5

Factorization allows various questions about arbitrary conformal maps to be reduced to anal-
ogous questions about quasiconformal self-maps of the disk (which should be much easier). For
example, if factorization holds for K = 2 then Astala’s area distortion estimate [Ast94] for qua-
siconformal maps says that (h~!)" is in weak L*. From this it is easy to deduce that (f~!)' is in

weak L* for any univalent map on . In particular, this implies
Conjecture 2 (Brennan’s conjecture). If g : Q@ — D is conformal then ¢’ € LP for all p < 4.

This well known problem from [Bre78] has been studied by many investigators. The best estimate
of the optimal p is due to Bertilsson [Ber99], [Ber98] slightly improving a result of Pommerenke
[Pom85a], [Pom85b]. To deduce Brennan’s conjecture from the factorization theorem, one only
needs the estimate near the boundary, i.e., lime 0 Sup;_c|,/<1 Kn(2) < 2. Although this appears
weaker than Question 1, can one show (by a “self-similar” construction) that it is equivalent?

e Sullivan’s convex hull theorem: I was led to the factorization theorem by Sullivan’s convex
hull theorem: as described in the summary of previous work, this says there is a uniformly Kg-
quasiconformal map ¢ from any simply connected domain €2 to a component S of the boundary
of the hyperbolic convex hull of 9€2 and this map extends to the identity on 0§2 = 0S5. Moreover,
Thurston showed there is an isometry ¢ from S to the hyperbolic disk. In [6] I show that if Sullivan’s

theorem holds with constant Kg then so does the factorization theorem (one can take g~*

=100).
In [7] I show that we can take Kg = 7.82 in (the non-equivariant) Sullivan’s theorem and this gives

the best explicit constant I know for the factorization theorem.
Question 3. Is K = Kg?

If they are equal, then the convex hull mapping ¢ somehow picks out the optimal way of mapping
0 to the circle with bounded derivative. Why should this happen? What is the optimal K = K(p)
in the factorization theorem if we require (¢~ ')’ € LP instead of L>°?

My proof of Kg = 7.82 is an explicit construction of a map S — €2, based on a foliation coming
from a triangulation of S (following an idea of Epstein and Marden [EM87]) and the map satisfies
many additional side conditions. Is there a more natural way to construct it, e.g., using a foliation
coming from trajectories of a quadratic differential? Sullivan’s theorem is equivalent to asking for
the best quasiconformal extension to the disk of the mapping f o ¢ on the circle (f is a Riemann
map D — Q). Can results on optimal quasiconformal extensions be of use here (e.g., [AH95])?

e The equivariant version: If () is invariant under a group of Mo6bius transformations, then we
can require the map o :  — S to respect the group action. Define K(2) to be the infimum of
all K’s such that there is a K-quasiconformal map 2 — § which commutes with the action of G

and is the identity on 0f2.

Question 4. Suppose Q is G-invariant. Is Kg(Q) = Kg(22)?



So far as I know, there is no reason to expect the optimal constants in the equivariant case to be
the same as when we allow more general maps. Based on results of McMullen [McM89] concerning
extending group invariant quasisymmetric maps, one might suspect they are different.

e Integral means: Suppose f: D — (2 is a univalent map and define the integral means

) gf |f!(re?)|tdo
It f) =1
(t, f) meup )

B(t) = s?pl(t, f);

where the supremum is taken over all univalent maps f. Equivalently, B(¢) is the smallest number

[ such that,
1
—r

2m
|1 e tas = o()°),
0
for all univalent f. The Brennan conjecture is equivalent to B(—2) = 1 (e.g., [Mak98]) and more
generally, Kraetzer’s conjecture states B(t) = max(|t| — 1,¢2/4) [Kra96]. This has been the subject
of much investigation, so I hope that a new approach via factorization might be of interest.
For 1 < K < 00, define the integral means for quasiconformal self-maps of the disk by
log 2”( 1- |f("'ew)‘ )td9

I(t, f) = limsu 0 :
(&) r—1 P - log(l - 7")

B(K,t) = sup I(t, f),
f

where the supremum is over all K-quasiconformal maps f of the unit disk to itself. The factorization
theorem with constant K implies B(t) < B(K,t) for ¢t < 0, and so it would be interesting to compute
B(2,t). Some values are easy, e.g., in [6] I prove that if ¢ < —%=5 then B(K,t) = —(K — 1)t — 1.

For values of ¢ close to 0, the following is suggested by Kraetzer S conjecture.

12
2 <t<0, B(K,t) = B2,

Conjecture 5. For —
Conjecture 6. Ift <0, then B(t) = B(2,t).

Even if the factorization theorem is true for K = 2 it is not clear whether we should expect
B(t) = B(2,t). First of all, the set of 2-quasiconformal maps which arise from simply connected
domains via factorization may only be a “small” set of all 2-quasiconformal self-maps of the disk,
with strictly smaller integral means. Second, saying B(t) = B(2,t) says that the “expanding”
factor in the factorization theorem can be ignored, which may not be the case.
¢ Distortion of dimension: Carleson and Makarov prove in [CM94] that there is a M < oo
such that for any conformal map f on the disk, dim(f(E)) > dim(E)/(2 —2M ! dim(E)), and
show that Brennan’s conjecture implies this is true with M = 4. This would follow directly by
using the factorization theorem and Astala’s area distortion theorem again; this time in the form
of his optimal dimension distortion estimates for K-quasiconformal maps. This states that if f is a
K-quasiconformal map then dim(f(E)) > 2dim(E)/(2K + (1 — K)dim(E)). Taking K = 2 gives

Conjecture 7. For any conformal f and E C T we have dim(f(E)) > dim(E)/(2 — 3 dim(E)).
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S. Smirnov has shown Astala’s result is not sharp for subsets of the circle, and so something
even stronger than this conjecture should hold, but even proving this version would be interesting.
e Dimension of the convex hull measure: The isometry from D to the convex hull surface
S defines a measure pcy (the “convex hull measure”) by pushing normalized Lebesgue measure
on the circle onto 02. This is analogous to the usual harmonic measure w defined by pushing
Lebesgue measure forward by the Riemann mapping of D onto 2. We define the dimension of a
measure to be dim(u) = inf{dim(E) : u(E°) = 0}. Makarov’s [Mak85] remarkable work shows that

dim(w) = 1 for harmonic measure on any simply connected domain.
Question 8. Compute supg dim(ucy), (the sup is over all simply connected domains).

I can prove the convex hull measure always has dimension > 1 and the supremum above is
strictly between 1 and 2. If Sullivan’s theorem holds with constant K then pcp is the image of
harmonic measure on 2 under a K-quasiconformal self-map of Q. If this map could be extended
to a K-quasiconformal map of the whole plane and if we could take K = 2 as conjectured, then
Astala’s dimension distortion estimate and the fact that dim(w) = 1 implies dim(pcm) < 4/3.
Although the map need not extend to the whole plane, perhaps it behaves as if it did, at least
locally at almost every boundary point. One could make this heuristic rigorous if the following

generalization of Makarov’s theorem were true.

Conjecture 9. If f : D — Q is K-quasiconformal then there is a E C T of full measure such that
dim(f(E)) < 2K/(K +1).

It would suffice to show a K-quasiconformal map D —  satisfies a radial growth estimate
fl(re??) < e (K=1)/2K for any € > 0 for a.e. #. Currently I can prove this is true for some
exponent depending on K. The number 4/3 occurs in other conjectures related to conformal
mappings, e.g., the Carleson-Jones conjecture on conformal dimension [CJ92] and Mandelbrot’s
conjecture on the frontier of Brownian motion (recently proven by Lawler, Schramm and Werner
[GL00]). Does the dimension of the convex hull measure have a direct connection to the Carleson-
Jones conformal dimension? Do random domains like the complementary components of Brownian

motion maximize dim(ucg)? Can Astala’s theorem be used to explain the “4/3” in these problems?
Limit sets of Kleinian groups

A Kleinian group G is a discrete group of isometries acting on hyperbolic 3-space, B. The
quotient M = B/G is a hyperbolic 3-orbifold. A discrete group acting on the hyperbolic disk is
called a Fuchsian group. In either case, the accumulation set of any orbit is called the limit set,
A, and it splits into two disjoint subsets: the conical limit set A, (corresponding to the radial rays
which return to some compact set modulo G infinitely often) and the escaping limit set A.. The

group is called elementary if the limit set is finite. The critical exponent of the Poincaré series of G
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is 0 = inf{s: > c;exp(—sp(0,9(0))) < oo}, and it is a theorem of Peter Jones and myself [BJ97a]
that § = dim(A.) for non-elementary groups. It is well known (e.g., [Sul87]) that if § > 1 then
Ao = 6(2 — 0), where ) is the base eigenvalue of the Laplacian on M. A Fuchsian group is called
divergence type if > . exp(—p(0,9(0))) = oo and is convergence type otherwise. Divergence type
is equivalent to many other conditions, e.g., A, having full Lebesgue measure, R = D/G having no
Greens function and the geodesic flow being ergodic (e.g., see [Nic89]). We let C(A) C B denote
the hyperbolic convex hull of the limit set and C(M) = C(A)/G C M is the convex core of M. G is
called geometrically finite if the unit neighborhood of C(M) has finite volume. These form a “nice”
class of finitely generated groups which are well understood. Finally, G is called topologically tame
if M is homeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold with boundary.

e Heat kenels and the Ahlfors conjecture: Some well known problems about finitely gener-
ated Kleinian groups state that they have the same nice properties that geometrically finite groups

do. Among these problems are

Conjecture 10 (Marden’s conjecture). If G is finitely generated, then it is topologically tame.
Conjecture 11 (The Ahlfors conjecture). If G is finitely generated, then A = S? or area(A) = 0.
Conjecture 12. If G is finitely generated and non-elementary, then 6 = dim(A).

It is known that 10 = 11 ([Can93]) and 11 = 12 ([BJ97a], [Bis96], [Bis97]). Moreover, I can

prove that Conjecture 12 is equivalent to
Conjecture 13. If G is finitely generated, but geometrically infinite then § = 2.

The proof of this equivalence uses heat kernel estimates on M = B/G: if § < 2 then A9 > 0 which
implies the heat kernel decays exponentially fast, which is used to show the limit set has positive
area if C'(M) has infinite volume. More generally, A has zero area iff lim;_, f()( M) k(z,y,t)dy =0,
i.e., iff a Brownian motion eventually exits the convex core of M almost surely. Thus the Ahlfors
conjecture can be restated in terms of heat kernel estimates. If G is topologically tame and has
a positive lower bound on its injectivity radius then we get a more precise rate of decay, namely
fc( ) k(z,y,t)dy < C/+/t. Does this last estimate characterize topological tameness? What if
we allow thin parts? The heat kernel approach gives a new way to attack these conjectures and
provides a natural way of comparing them (according to the corresponding estimates of the heat
kernel). Using heat kernels, Jones and I proved [BJ97a] that for finitely generated, geometrically
infinite groups, the limit set always has dimension 2 (which is a weaker version of Conjecture 13).

Decay of the heat kernel is closely related to volume growth of the convex core near infinity.
If G is topologically tame, each infinite end of C(M) has linear volume growth (at least if we

assume a positive lower bound for the injectivity radius). If § = 2, then Ay = 0 which should
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correspond to merely sub-exponential growth. Based on this we might hope that Conjecture 13
will be much easier to prove, but if the proof comes with concrete estimates of the volume growth
or heat kernel decay, it might lead to a progress on the Ahlfors or Marden conjectures as well. Yair
Minksy (also at Stony Brook) has recently proven even stronger results [Min99] in the case when
G corresponds to a punctured torus group, verifying Thurston’s ending lamination conjecture in
that case. Perhaps combining our ideas will solve the conjectures.

e Local connectivity: If G is finitely generated, it is known in some cases that if A is connected
then it is locally connected ([AM96], [Min94], [K1a99], [McMO00]). A different idea for proving local
connectivity is as follows. Suppose 7 is a geodesic segment in JC(M) which starts and ends at
some base point zy and let 4 be the shortest homotopic curve in M also based at zp. I can show A
is locally connected if there is an f such that £(3) > f(£(y)) and [ e~/ < co. For geometrically
finite groups one can take f(t) = 2logt — C. Is the same true for all finitely generated groups?

e Critical exponent for quasi-Fuchsian groups: For geometrically finite groups it is known
that § = dim(A). Conjecture 12 claims the same is true of all finitely generated Kleinian groups.
For infinitely generated groups it can certainly fail (even for Fuchsian groups), but we can still
seek natural conditions under which it holds. We say that G’ is a quasiFuchsian deformation of a

Fuchsian group G if it is conjugate to G via a quasiconformal mapping of the plane.

Conjecture 14. Suppose G' is a quasiFuchsian deformation of a divergence type Fuchsian group
G. Then 6(G") = dim(A(G")).

One could conjecture that this holds merely if §(G) = 1, but I suspect that a counterexample
can be constructed in this case. Since A = A, U A, saying § = dim(A) is equivalent to dim(A.) <
0 = dim(A.). Thus given a large set of escaping geodesics we want to show we can perturb them
to become recurrent without decreasing the dimension of the set by much. For a divergence group
almost every ray is recurrent, so this seems quite plausible.

e The escaping limit set has full dimension: Fernidndez and Melidn [FM98] proved that in
an infinite area Riemann surface with no Green’s function, the geodesics rays escaping to co (with

a given base point) have dimension 1. What about higher dimensions?

Conjecture 15. If M is an infinite volume hyperbolic n-manifold with no Greens function then

the escaping geodesics have dimension n — 1.

The proof of Fernandez and Melian is a construction of escaping geodesics based on a decompo-
sition of a Riemann surface into geodesic subdomains, and does not seem to generalize to higher
dimensions. A different approach which does generalize is to remove a ball B from M and choose
a point zg € N = M \ B. The resulting manifold (with boundary) has a Greens function. Move

the pole of Greens function to infinity, renormalizing so the function always has value 1 at zg.
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