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Abstract

In this article we exhibit some balls lying in the quasi-Fuchsian
space of once punctured tori, which are maximal in the class of balls
with the same centers. The centers of our maximal balls lie on the
slice determined by the trace equation y = .

1 Introduction and statement of the results

Let A and B be loxodromic elements of PSL(2,C) and let z, y and z
be the traces of A, B and AB, respectively. Let G = (A, B) be the group
generated by A and B. We have an interest in the case where G is discrete
and the following Markoff equation holds:

(1.1) 22y 2t =2y

Let Ay = (\/50+1 \/5071) and By = (\{5 \/15) Then trace(4y) = V8,
trace(By) = /8 and trace(AgB;) = 4 and they satisfy (1.1). Identifying
matrices with Mobius transformations, it is well known that Gy = (Ag, Bo)
is a Fuchsian group of the first kind and 2(Gy) /G is a pair of once punctured
tori, where Q(Gg) denotes the region of discontinuity of Gy. For each quasi-
Fuchsian group G' = (A, B) such that Q(G)/G is a pair of once punctured
tori, there is a quasiconformal mapping f of the extended plane C U {o0}
such that A = fAyf~! and B = fByf~!. Hence G is a quasiconformal

deformation of Gy. The set of all such quasi-Fuchsian groups is called a
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quasi-Fuchsian space of once punctured tori and denoted by OF. By the
Bers stability of quasi-Fuchsian groups ([2],[4]), QF is an open subset of C?
([3],[7]). One would like to know what figure does QF present and how large
ball can sit in QF. In this article we investigate the last problem on the
special slice determined by trace equation y = z. First of all we shall prove
the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let G = (A,B) be a non-elementary subgroup of
PSL(2,C) generated by A and B. Let x = trace(A),y = trace(B) and
z = trace(AB) and suppose that they satisfy (1.1). Let v be a real number
greater than 10. If the inequality

(1.2) 2 =+ |y =9 <2
holds, then G € QF.

The trace triple (z,y, 2) is a parameter for G = (A, B). It is well known
and easy to show that if (y 4,y — i, 2) is a parameter for G = (A, B), then
G is not quasi-Fuchsian. Hence we have the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let v > 10 and let B(vy,v;r) be an open ball in C* with
center (y,7) and radius v. If r < /2 and (x,y) € B(v,v;7) then G = (A, B)
with a parameter (z,y, 2) lies in QF . In other words, B(v,~;V/2) is mazimal
in the class of balls with the center (vy,7) such that each group corresponding
to any point in B(~y,v;r) lies in QF.

Remark. The third entry z in the parameter (v, 7, z) is any of the solutions
for the equation 2% — 4%z + 29% = 0 and the pair (x,y) of the first and the
second entries is a local parameter in C?. See Remark in Section 3.

The following is shown in [6].

Theorem 1.3 ([6]). Let G = (A, B) be a non-elementary subgroup of
PSL(2,C) generated by A and B. Let x = trace(A), y = trace(B) and
z = trace(AB) and suppose that they satisfy (1.1). If y = & and G € QF,
then —1 <Im x < 1.

Though it is an easy matter, we extend Theorem 1.2 to the slice deter-
mined by y = Z.

Theorem 1.4. Let G = (A, B) be in QF and assume y = T, Re x > 10.
Then B(x,Z;v/2(1 —|Im z|)) is mazimal in the class of balls with the center
(x,Z) such that each group corresponding to any point in B(x,Z;r) lies in
QF.

The outline of this article is as follows. In Section 2, assuming Theorem
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1.2 holds, we prove Theorem 1.4. Our proof of Theorem 1.1 consists of a lot
of computations and needs six sections. In Section 3 we make a normalization
and derive some equalities. In Section 4 we derive some inequalities which
come from the inequality (1.2). Then we check (3.1) of Theorem 3.1 ([5])
in Section 3, which describes a sufficient condition for a group to be quasi-
Fuchsian, for n = 0, n = +1, n = +2 and |n| > 3 in Sections 5, 6, 7 and 8,
respectively. These complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 and that of Theorem
1.2. We refer to [1] for discrete groups.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.4.

Assuming Theorem 1.2 holds, we can prove Theorem 1.4. Theorem 1.2
says that it suffices to show

(2.1) B(z,7;v/2(1 — |Im z|) € B(Re z,Re z;v/2).

Assume (u,v) € B(z,7;v/2(1 — [Im z|)). Then we have by the triangle
inequality

V|u—Re 22+ |v — Re 2|2
<VJu—2z24 v — 7|2+ /] — Re z|> + | — Re z|?
<V2(1 —|Im z|) + v2|Im z|
=2,

Hence we have (2.1). Clearly, either

(x+1(1—|Im z|),z—i(1 —|Im z])) or (x—i(1—|Im z|),z+i(1—|Im z|))

is a boundary point of B(z,Z; v2(1 — |Im |) and equals (Re 414, Re z —1).
Therefore, the group corresponding to the parameter (Re = + i, Re z — 1, 2)
is not quasi-Fuchsian. Thus we have shown Theorem 1.4.

3 Normalization

In this and consequent sections we shall prove Theorem 1.1. To do this
we shall make use the following.

Theorem 3.1 ([5]). Let A = (§ §) and B = (%)), be # 0, be loa-
odromic elements of PSL(2,C) such that ABA™*B™! is parabolic and let
G = (A, B). If, for each integer n, the inequality

@"a +[68"d] _ |af + 5]

(3.1) wa+ 5 < Ja—0]
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holds, then G € QF.

Let A, B and « be as in Theorem 1.1. By the symmetry of (1.1) we may
assume

Re x < Re .

This is used in the argument in Section 6 essentially. Conditions v > 10 and
(1.2) imply that A and B are loxodromic. In order to make use of Theorem
3.1, we normalize A and B as follows:

a 0 a b
A_<O ﬁ)’&ﬁ_l’ la| =1 and B—(C d),bc#().

Then
(3.2) a+pf=x a+d=y, «aa+pfd=-z.

Markoff equation (1.1) implies that
a+ 4\’
d= :
=)

r=umx +iry and Y=y + iy,

Let

where x1, 9,7, and yp are real numbers. By (1.2) we see that z1,y; > 8 and
|z2], |y2] < 2. Solving the equation o + 1/ = x with the condition || > 1,
we obtain

1 1
(33) o = §<$1+X1+Z(I2+X2)) and ﬁ: 5(1‘1 —X1+i(I2—X2)),

where

)

\/ — 4+ /(22 —x2—4 )2 + dazl
X5 =

(22— a2 —4)+ — 2% — 4)2 + dalx?
X2 _ sgn(azg)\/ ( 2 \/ 2 1+2

and sgn(zq) = 1 if 25 > 0 otherwise sgn(zy) = —1. We put
(3.5) X=a-p.
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It is easy to see that

2

(3.6) X=X, +iXy, X?=2"—-4 and ad:%
and that

X - X
(3.7) a:x—; and ﬁ:xQ :

Next, we shall determine a and d. Solving the equations

2

a+d=y and ad:%
we have
1 Vary? — 4(z? + y?)
d= = v+ .
“©E=y (y X
We write
2?y? — 4(2® +y*) = p + g,
where
p= (22— a3 —4)(y] —ys — 4) — 4x 29192 — 16 and
(3.8)
q=2((a7 — 25 — Dyaya + (4 — 13 — Da122).
Then we put
/o2 1 2 _ /o2 1 2
(3.9) l:“w, m:sgn(q)\/ P 2p +4a and
k=14 m.

Note that
(3.10) k? = 2%y* — 42 + 7).
If the third parameter of (7,7, 2) is z = (72 + \/7* — 872)/2, then

1 k 1 k

11 S o — = (y— =

(3.11) a 2<y+X) and d 2<y X)’

and if z = (y2 — \/7* — 87?)/2, then

1 k 1 k
a—§<y—}) and d—§<y+y).
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These choices depend on the representation of G in which it is either (A, B)
or (A, B™!). Since (A, B) = (A, B™!) as groups, we may assume (3.11) holds.

Remark. By (1.1) we see that |2|* — |z||y||z] + |z|*> + |y|* > 0 so that
either

ellyl + VPP = ARE+ )

2| =

2
2] < zllyl — VI2lPlyl” — 402 + [y[*)
—_— 2 .

In the case |z — | + |y — 7v]* < 2 and v > 10, it is easy to see that either
|z| > 32 or |z| < 8. Hence the first two parameters in (z,y,z) determine
G uniquely so that the pair (z,y) is a local parameter for G in the ball

B(v,7,2V2).

For later use we derive some equalities. By (3.10) we have
(3.12) k[ = [yt — 42" (07 + 77) + |y[* (2 + 7%)) + 16]2* + 5.
By (3.7) and (3.11) we have

2 + X1
2

[yl*I X + [k

3.13 2 2 =
(313)  laf +15] 2XP

and |a* + |d|* =

Lemma 3.2.

|a*lal? + |B[d]? i
(|2 + [ XP)|zy + k|? — 4(2® 4+ 2% — 4)|y|* — 4(zyk + Tyk)
81X |2

and

1B21af + [af?]dP )
(Jaf2 + | X2y — k2 = (a2 + &2 — DIyl + 4(wgh + 2y)
8IXP? |

PROOF. By (3.7) and (3.11) we have

jof?faf? + |BP1dP ) -
(12f? + [XP)(wPIX P + k) + (@ + 2X) (uXF + gXE)
X
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Since | X |* = |22 — 4]? = |z|* — 4(2* + 7% — 4), we have
(J* + X[y P1X " = (2 + [X[D)]ayl” — 4 + 27 = 4y
We also caluculate and obtain
(X 4+ 2X)(yXk + yXk) = (|2 + | X|*) (zyk + 2yk) — 4(xyk + zyk).

Hence the first equality holds. The proof of the second is similar. O

4 Inequalities

In this section we collect some inequalities which are derived from (1.2).
Writing (1.2) as

(4.1) (@1 =) +a+ =)+ <2 (v>10),
we have
(4.2) v >8 1y >8, r3<2 and ys <2.

By (4.2) we have
(4.3) 1> |z)* =2 and yi > |y]* -2

By the inequalities 2|z5y| < 23 + 35 and

(4.4) x5+ Y5 <2
we have
(4.5) ] + [ya] < 2.

Lemma 4.1. (1) ||z| — |y|| < 2, ||z| —wn| <2, |21 —|y|| <2 and |x;—
yl‘ < 2.
(2) |2 <29 <2y and |y|* <227 <2z

PROOF. Since

+ |z + [yl

Tty ) (@t )
2 2

2>|x—vl2+|y—v|2=2(v—

o (o mn Gl

2 2 ’
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we obtain the first inequality of (1). As the special cases of the first we have
the rest of (1). By (1) and (4.2) we have

[2* < (g1 +2)° = 207 — iy — 4) +4 < 2y <2y
Similarly we have |y|* < 222 < 2|z|>. Hence we have (2). O

Lemma 4.2. ‘.leg — .’E2y1’ < T+ Y.

PROOF. Since |z1ys — xoy1| < |ya|z1 + |22|y1, it suffices to show
(4.6) 0<(1—ly2l)a1 + (1= |z2|)1n-

There are three cases. If |xo| < 1 and |ys| < 1, then we see by (4.5) that (4.6)
holds. Assume that |z5| > 1, so that |yz| < 1 by (4.5). From the equality

2 2
r1 + €r1 —
(561—7)2+(y1—7)2=2<7— - yl) Gl Vi

2 2
we have ( 2
1 —Y
S @ =T )
Hence by (4.1) we have
2

Therefore, to show (4.6), it suffices to show |xa|ys < y1 + (1 — |ya|)x1 or

(71 — )
(2 — = )i < (L= [y)z1 + )"
This inequality is equivalent to

0 < (g7 +2(1 = Jy2)*)2T = 2(y7 — 2(1 = [ge))zrys + (v7 — 2(1 = [e*))i.

Since

(i — 2(1 = Jy2)* = (i +2(1 = [12D)*) (i — 2(1 = [3]*))
= —4(1 = J2)*(lyl* - 2) <0,

we have the desired inequality. Proof for the last case |ya| > 1 is the same.
d

Lemma 4.3. |k> < |z]*|y|*.
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PROOF. In view of (3.12), it suffices to show
2la” + 7" < [af (7 — 13) + lyl* (2] — 23).
Since |22 + y** < 2(|z|* + |y|*), it suffices to show
0 <lz[*(i — w5 — 4 + lyl"(a] — 25— 4).
By (4.2) we see that this inequality holds. O
Lemma 4.4. |X|? < |z|.
PROOF. By (3.6) and (4.2) we have

1 X|* = |o|* — 8(aF — 23 —2) < |z|*. O

Lemma 4.5. |m| <.

PROOF. In view of (3.9), it sufficies to show p > 0. We note that (4.4)
implies |zoy2| < 1. By (3.8), (4.2) and 2z1y; < 2% + y? we have

p= (2] —23—4)(y; —y3 —4) — 41220192 — 16 > (25 —6)(y; —6) — 4z1y; — 16

> 222 — 8(22 +y?) + 20 = (22 — 8)(y2 — 8) — 44 > 0.

Thus we have our lemma. O

5 Casen =0

We shall begin on the proof of Theorem 1.1. To do this it suffices to show
that (3.1) holds for each integer n. We begin with the case n = 0. We make
use the notations below in Sections 5 ~ 8. We put

_ Jamal + 3%
lama + [frd|

o +16]

(5.1) L(n) P

and R =
Then (3.1) is written as
L(n) <R or L(n)* < R%.

By (3.5) and (3.13) we have

2P 4 X+ 4

2 2
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By (3.2), (3.6) and (3.13) we have

lal + |d|>2 _aP +|dP +2lad| _ |yP|X | + [k + 4[]
ja +d] lyl? 2ly[?| X2

(5.3) L(0)* = <

Hence the inequality L(0)* < R? is equivalent to
(5.4) B? < [ Ply* — 4]z* + 4]y|*.

Squaring both sides of (5.4) and making use of the equality (3.12), a calcu-
lation shows that, in order to show (5.4), it suffices to show

iyl = yslal* = ey + 2yl” > 0.
By (4.2) and Lemma 4.1 we have

iyt — vzl — |2y + zy|* > 64|y[* — 2|z* — 4|z *|y/?
=2(16ly|* — |z[*) + 4|y (8|y|* — |=[*) > 0.

Thus we have shown that (3.1) holds for n = 0.

6 Cases n = +1.

We shall first show the following.

Proposition 6.1. Inequalities L(1) < R and L(—1) < R are equivalent

to

(6.1) 2P ly[* + 4(|2* + |yl*) <[220y + k[
and

(6.2) 2 *y[* + 4(|2* + [yl*) <[220y — k[,
respectively.

Proor. Making use of the equalities

2

1
aa+ﬁd:§(xy+k), ad:%

and Lemma 3.2, straightforword calculations give us the following equalities:

|z + X + )|y + K

R2 _ (
RIXPlaa + BdP
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L(1)?

_ (2P + X Py + kP — 4((2 + 2?)|y|* + 2yk + 25k) + 16(|=[* + [y/?)

- SIXFlaa + B
and
g~ py = T = AP 4 ) + 9+ 0%) + 200y 4 98) + AT

2| X ?|aa + pd|?
_ Roy + P — 2Pyl — 402 + [y)
2|X Plaa + pdl?

Hence we see that L(1) < R is equivalent to (6.1). Noting Sa+ad = 3(zy—k),
similar calculations give us the proof for the case L(—1) < R. O

By (3.9), Lemma 4.5 and (4.2) we have
yk + gk = 2(y1l + yom) > 2(y; — V2)1 > 0.
Hence we have
(6.3) yk + gk > 0.
This inequality implies that |22,y — k|? < |22,y + k|%. Hence we have

Proposition 6.2. If the inequality L(—1) < R holds, then also holds
L(1)<R.

We shall show L(—1) < R by a sequence of lemmas. For compactness of
description we shall use the following notation.

I=|aPlyl* + 4(2” + [y]*).

Lemma 6.3. Inequality (6.2) is equivalent to
(6.4) day|zvy — Y| < I — |K|*.
PROOF. Inequality (6.2) is rewritten as follows:
(6.5) 21 (yk + gk) < 4ailyl* — (I — |k[*).
By (4.2), (4.3) and (2) of Lemma 4.1, we have
1B P — (1~ [KP) > 422lyf? — 2Pl — A(Jal? + yP)

> 4|2 = 2yl = |2[lyl* — 12ly]* = 3l2[* — 20)[y|* > 0.
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Hence by (6.3) we may square both sides of (6.5) and obtain
(6.6)  4at{(yk + gk)* — dafly|* + 20y (T — |k[*)} < (T — |K[*)*.
By (3.10) we have
(yk + gk)* = 2(27 — 23)|y|" — 4(2*7" + 7%*) — 8ly|" + 2|y[*|k[*.
Then a calculation shows that
(yk + gk)* — Axily|* + 2y1*(1 — [k[*) = 4|5 — 2y
Inserting this equalty into (6.6), we have
(dor|eg — zyl)* < (I — [K[")?,
which is equivalent to (6.4). O

Lemma 6.4. Inequality (6.4) is equivalent to

(6.6). T|z1ys — xoyn [T — 4(27 + 1)|z1ye — zovn|? < wilz* + 2|y[".

PROOF. Inequality (6.4) is written as
k|? < I — 4xy|zy — Ty

It is easy to see that [ — 4x|xy — zy| > 0. Squaring both sides of the above
inequality, we have by (3.12)

2yl = 4(l2l*(y* + 77) + [yl*(2® + 7)) + 16]2° + 5|

< I2 — 16ZE1|1]1y2 — $2y1|j + 64$%|$1y2 — $2y1|2.

It is not difficult to see that this inequality is equivalent to (6.6). O

Lemma 6.5.

$1|1]1y2 — I2y1|] — 4(1‘% + 1)|C(]1y2 — $2y1|2 < ZEl(ZEl —|—y1)I — 4(1’% + ].)(ZEl +y1)2.

PROOF. Inequality of the lemma is written as
(67) 0< (ZEl + Yy — |x1y2 — 1’2y1|)(l’1f — 4(1’% + 1)(%1 +y1 + |x1y2 — I2y1|)).
By Lemma 4.2 we have

0 <21+ — |T1y2 — 2231 ]-
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By (4.2) and Lemma 4.1 we have
42?2 + 1) (21 + 1y + |21y2 — 2ou1]) < 3223 < 2|2 ly|* < 211

Hence inequality (6.7) holds. O

By Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5 we have the following.

Lemma 6.6. If the inequality
(6.8) wy(wy+y) ] — 4] + 1)(z1 +y1)* < yilal* + 2yl
holds, then (6.6) holds.

By our normalization in Section 3 there are two cases.

Lemma 6.7. If x; = y;, then (6.8) holds.

PROOF. In this case (6.8) reduces to

0 < (z* = [yI*)* + 8221 + 2 — (|z* + [y[")).

Inequality (4.4) implies

|x|2+|y|2 :2x%+x§+y§ < 2x%+2. O

Lemma 6.8. If z1 <y, then
(6.9) 0 < —227(Jaly* +4(|=[* + 2] +93)) + 16(7 + D)o + af|z[* + 2i[y|*

< —ai(wr +y) ] + A7+ D +90)° + il + iyl
so that (6.8) holds.

PROOF. Since
w1 (21 +y) I =205 (|2 Py +4(|2* + 2] +13)) = 21 (1 — 1) ([ + 821 (1 +21)),
the second inequality of (6.9) is written as
21 (y1 — 21) (I + 8z1(yy + 1)) < (yi — 27)|x|* + 4(2F + 1) Ba1 + y1) (41 — 1)
Hence, to show the second inequality of (6.9), it suffices to show
(6.10) (a2l + 4laf® + 4lyP? + 81 (31 + 21)

< (z1 4+ y)|z* + 4(2? + 1) (32, +11).
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By (1) of Lemma 4.1, (4.2) and (4.4) we have |z|? < 23+2, |y| < 2142, 11 <
x1 + 2 so that

o1 (|7 |y]? + 4)z|* + 4)y> + 8z1(y1 + 71)) < 5 + 4ot + 3027 + 4027 + 367;.
We also have

(21 4+ y) |zt + 422 + 1) (321 + 1) > 225 + 1623 + 162,
Since x; > §,

22° + 1623 4 1621 — (27 + 4o + 3023 + 4022 + 362,)
= 71 (z] — 42} — 1427 — 40z, — 20) > 0,

so that (6.10) holds. Thus we have shown the second inequality. To show
the first inequality of (6.9), it suffices to show

212y + 4|2 * + 21 +12)) < J2l" + [y|" + 16(2 + 1).
This inequality is equivalent to
0 < (Jaf* = [y*)* +8(2 — 23 — v3).

Inequality (4.4) implies that this holds. Hence we have the first inequality.
O

Thus we have shown that (6.8) holds for each cases so that (3.1) holds
for n = +1.

7 Case n = 12.

We shall first show the following.

Proposition 7.1. Inequalities L(2) < R and L(—2) < R are equivalent

to
(7.1) —2x1 (21 (wyk + 7Yk) — 2(yk + yk))

< 2x1(|zPlyl* — Alyl* + k[°) + [z Plyl* + 4lyl* = k[* — 42|
and

(7.2) 221 (11 (zyk + Zyk) — 2(yk + gk))

< 22y (|l2[*[y* — Aly* + [k[*) + [2[*y[* + 4ly[* — [k]* — 4],
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respectively.

2 2 2 2 2
+ [5%d|) [z]* + |1 X[* +4
PROOF. R llthtL22_<|aa| d R? =
ccall that L(2) la2a + (2d|? o 2| X2

Making use of the equality

0%+ B = (o + f)(aa + Bd) — (a + d) = THER =2

we have

2y + K[2 — 2(2% + 7)[y? — 2wik + Tyk) + AJy[?
(7.3) |a?a + 2| = |2 |*|zy + K| (z +x)|j| (zgk + zyk) + 4]y '

Making use of (3.13), (7.3), Lemma 3.2 and
(Jz* +[X*)* = 2(J2|* + |X[*)|2]* - 4(2* + %) + 16,
one computes and obtains
(la* + 181*)(|al?|al* + |5]*|d[*)
{(Jz* + [XP)(J2*|ley + &I — 2(2® + 2%)|y|* — 2(25k + Tyk)

- 8IX?
+4yP) + 4lyP (e + 1X?) = 2(a® + 22 — 4)|zy + k[*}
(|z]* + |X[*)|a*a 4 5*d|?

2| XJ?
N 2yl (|2 + |XP) = (2 + 2° — 4)|zy + kJ?
41X12 '

Hence we obtain

(lo%al + |32d))?
= (laf? + 18 (laf2lal? + 1812 — (Jaf + [d[2) + 2|ad]
(2] + [X])|a%a + 3]
X2
a2yl + SJaf2 — 2kP? — (42 + 7 — )|ay + kP
" AXP

2
— <R2 — |X|2) la”a + 3d|*
N \z|?|y|? + 4|z|? — |k]* — (22 — 23 — 2)|zy + K|
2|1 X2 '

Therefore we see that inequality L(2)? < R? is equivalent to

|z |y|? + 4|z]* — |K|* — (2] — 25 — 2)|zy + k|* < 4|a’a + Fd|*.
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Inserting the right hand side of (7.3) into this, it is not hard to see that the
above inequality is equivalent to (7.1). We obtain (7.2) similarly. O

By Lemma 4.5 and (4.2) we have
yk + gk = 2(y1l +yom) > 2(yil — 2|m|) > 2l(y1 — 2) > 2l(z; — 4)
and
lyk — gk| = 2|lyim + yol| < 2(y1|m| + 21) < 21(y; + 2) < 2(x; + 4).
Hence
v (wyk + 7gk) — 2(yk + gk) = (21 — 2)(yk + k) + iz122(yk — k)
> (27 = 2)(yk + gk) — x1|2s|lyk — k|
> (27 — 2)20 (2 — 4) — 22,2l(x, + 4)
= 2l(x? — 627 — 101 + 8) > 0.
Because of 1 > 8, the last inequality holds. Hence we have
(7.4) o1 (zyk + 2yk) — 2(yk + k) > 0.
By Proposition 7.1 and (7.4) we have the following.

Proposition 7.2. If inequality L(—2) < R holds, then also holds L(2) <
R.

Next we shall show L(—2) < R. Our tactics is to change (7.2) to another.
The square of the right hand side of (7.2) is greater than

Ay (|2 [yl — 4lyl* + k)
Az (|2 Ply* — Alyl + K)oyl + 4ly1” — [k — 4]2])

and that of the left hand side of (7.2) is equal to
423 (23 (vyk + zyk)* — 4zy (vyk + 2k) (yk + gk) + 4(yk + gk)?).
Hence, in order to show (7.2), it suffices to show
(7.5) a3 (zyk + zyk)? — diz o (yk — gk) (yk + gk) — 4(25 — 1) (yk + gk)?
< (|2 ly P =Aly P+ EP) (2 Py P —Aly P+ EP) (2 y P +4ly = k] —4]2]?).
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Calculations show that
(zyk + z5k)* = (|2[*ly* + [K]*)* — 16]” + ¢,

(yk + gk)* = lyl*(2® + 7 = 8) + 4(Jz|* + y[* — [2* + y*") + 2ly|*|k[*

and
(yk — k) (yk + gk) = —4i(Jy"z122 + 4(2] — 22)y110 — A7 — y3)2122).

Then (7.5) is written as
0 < 21(16]a +y°* = 8ly* (|2 |yl” + [KI*) + 16]y|")

+162122(|y| w1 + 427 — 23)y1y2 — 4(Y) — v3)7122)

(el = D(Jy[*(2® + 2% = 8) + (|2l + [y|* — 27 + ") + 2ly[*|k]*)

(2l fyl* = 161y + 8yl*|kI* — [K[*) — dlal*(|2*ly[* — 4ly[* + [k]*)
or
0 < 1675|x[* + 64z125((27 — 23)y1y2 — (U7 — y3)2122) — Aly[* (2 + %)

Hal*lyl* +16]2 + 22 — [k[* — 2 (|oPly[* + [KI* + 4]a]* — 4]y[*).
By (3.12) we reduce this to
(7.6) —16z12((27 — 23)y192 — (i — y3)a172)

< dailal — JaP(2 Py + k) + |2y + 77) — 4fal® + 4yl

Therefore, in order to show (7.2), it suffices to show (7.6). Since, by (4.4),
|zoya| < (23 +v3)/2 < 1, we have

el )

— 4x|*.
2

162191 |2yn| (27 — 23) < 16]al’ys < |al"(v7 — 5 — 4
We also have by (4.2)

lz|*(y* + 7°)
162325 (y7 — v3) < 32|z (y7 —v3) < s

Hence, in order to show (7.6), it suffices to show
0 < dailel* — 2P (JzPlyl* + [k[*) + 4f]*y]*.
By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.1 we have
daflo* — [P (| |yl* + [KI?) + 4]al’lyl® > dailaf* — 2Ja]*]y[?
= 2|a]* (227 — [y[*) > 0.

Hence (7.6) holds. Therefore, we have shown that (7.2) holds so that we have
L(-2) < R.
Thus we have shown that (3.1) holds for n = £2.
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8 Case [n| >3
We assume |n| > 3 and put

2t(t + 1)

A(n) = |af[a]” + |B]"|d]* and  f(1) = ——

(t = |ad| > 1).

Proposition 8.1. If f(Jad|) < A(n), then L(n) < R.
PROOF. Since

_ laP"|al* + 2lad] + |B"|d]* _ A(n) + 2]ad]|
B lama + prd|? — A(n) — 2|ad|

L(n)?

and R? > |z|?/|X|? = |ad|, in order to show L(n) < R, it suffices to show

A(n) + 2|ad|
— d|.
An) = 2Jaa) < lad
It is easy to see that this is equivalent to f(|ad|) < A(n). O

Recall that v > 10. We shall show the following two inequalities.

(v + vV2)*((y + v2)? - 2)
(y+v2Rr-4

(8.1) f(t) <

(v+V2)° <7+\/_—\/(7+¢5)2—4)2
> .

&2 AW (7 + VIP 0

(v +v2)?
(v+v2)? -4

Lemma 8.2. <lad| <

PROOF. We put g(w) =1 — 4/w?. Then g(w) is a holomorphic function
in the closed disc D = {w € C||w — 7| < v/2} and does not take the value 0
in D. Hence by the maximal principle of holomorphic functions we have

4

max |g(w)] < max |g(w)|=1— ——+—
|lw—v|<v2 [lw—y|=v2 (’Y + \/5)2

and
min _|g(w)| > min |g(w)]=1— ——F7=.
fw—rl<VZ w—1l=vZ (v —v2)?
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Since |ad| = |22 /(2* — 4)| = 1/|g(x)|, we have the desired inequalities. O

We put

(7+\/§)2 —t, and M:t}

Govar-d ™ ovaE-d

It is easy to see that 1 < t; < {5 < 2 and that f(¢) is a decreasing function
in the interval (t1,%;). Hence we have

O+ VA + VD = 2)

f@t) < f(t) =

(v +v2)2 -4
This is (8.1). Next, we shall show (8.2). We need two more lemmas.
2
Lemma 8.3. |o| > i \/_
V2

PROOF. Since |a| + |3| > |z| > v — V2 by (4.1), we have
la]? = (v = V2)|a| + 1 > 0.

Since || > 1, this inequality implies

|

1= V2l - ver -4
> 5 .

Now, it is easy to see that

T=V2+/(v = V2 -4 Y +2
5 > N

Hence the desired inequality holds. O

2
(4 va? (v vE= i+ v )
Lemma 8.4. |a|?, |d|* > :
T(EEY ey
PROOF. From the inequality |y — 7| < v/2 we have
d| <~y + V24 |al.
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Hence by Lemma 8.2 we have

G%{%%%Z<kwwwv+VQM|wﬂa

from which we have the inequality for |a|? easily. The proof for |d|? is similar.
a

If n > 3 then
A(n) > af*"|a* > |a|®|al”

and if n < —3 then
A(n) > [B*"|d]* > |a]®|d|*.

Hence, by Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4, we obtain (8.2).
By (8.1) and (8.2) we see that, to show f(|ad|) < A(n), it suffices to show

(v+v2)° (7+f—\/(7+\@)2—4)2
32

((y+v2)? -2) <

83) xwﬂ@tm@+ﬂ+<wvw_glw+ﬁﬁ

Since

2((y + v2)? = 2) <7+\/§+\/(7+\/§)2—4)2<8(7+\/§)4

and 8 < (7 + v/2)?, we see that (8.3) hold. Hence we have f(|ad|) < A(n).
Thus by Proposition 8.1 we see that (3.1) holds for the case |n| > 3.
Therefore, we have checked (3.1) for all integers n, so that by Theorem 3.1

we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1. Hence we have also completed

the proof of Theorem 1.2.

References

[1] A.F. Beardon, The geometry of discrete groups, Springer-Verlarg, 1983.

[2] L. Bers: On boundaries of Teichmiiller spaces and on Kleinian groups,
I, Ann. of Math. (2) 91 (1970), 570-600.

132



3]

Some maximal balls

L. Keen and C. Series, How to bend pairs of punctured tori, Comtenpo-
rary Math. 211 (1997), 359-387.

A. Marden: The geometry of finitely generated Kleinian groups, Ann.
of Math. (2) 99 (1974), 383-462.

T. Sasaki: A fundamental domain for some quasi-Fuchsian groups,
Osaka J. Math. 27 (1990), 67-80.

T. Sasaki: The slice determined by moduli equation x = g in the de-
formation space of once punctured tori, J. Math. Soc. Japan 51 (1999),
371-386.

C. Series, Lectures on pleating coordinates for once punctured tori,
RIMS kokytroku 1104, Kyoto 1999, 30-90.

133



