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Abstract. This belongs to a series of papers motivated by Ball-
mann’s Higher Rank Rigidity Conjecture. We prove the following.
Let X be a CAT(0) space with a geometric group action Γ y X.
Suppose that every geodesic in X lies in an n-flat, n ≥ 2. If X
contains a periodic n-flat which does not bound a flat (n + 1)-
half-space, then X is a Riemannian symmetric space, a Euclidean
building or non-trivially splits as a metric product. This general-
izes the Higher Rank Rigidity Theorem for Hadamard manifolds
with geometric group actions.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Main results. A central role in the geometry of nonpositively
curved spaces is played by flats – isometric embeddings of Euclidean
spaces. One expects that in a CAT(0) space with enough extremal
curvature zero, flats are uniformly distributed throughout the space and
special geometry appears – at least if the isometry group is sufficiently
large. This is made precise by Ballmann’s conjecture which is the main
motivation for the present paper.

Conjecture (Higher Rank Rigidity). Let X be a locally compact CAT(0)
space with a geometric group action Γ y X. If every geodesic in X
lies in an n-flat, n ≥ 2, then X is a Riemannian symmetric space or
a Euclidean building or non-trivially splits as a metric product.

Recall that an isometric action is called geometric if it is properly
discontinuous and cocompact. For Hadamard manifolds Higher Rank
Rigidity is a celebrated theorem by Ballmann [Bal85] and indepen-
dently Burns-Spatzier [BS87], see also Eberlein-Heber [EH90].

In [Sta22b] we have confirmed Higher Rank Rigidity as well as the
Closing Lemma for spaces without 3-flats. More precisely, we obtained

Theorem 1.1 ([Sta22b, Theorems A and B]). Let X be a locally com-
pact CAT(0) space without 3-flats. Suppose X admits a geometric
group action Γ y X. If X contains a complete geodesic which does
not bound a flat half-plane, then it also contains a Γ-periodic geodesic
which does not bound a flat half-plane. On the other hand, if every
complete geodesic in X bounds a flat half-plane, then X is a Riemann-
ian symmetric space, a Euclidean building or non-trivially splits as a
metric product.

Moreover, we have proved the following general result.

Theorem 1.2 ([Sta22a, Theorem A]). Let X be a locally compact
CAT(0) space whose Tits boundary has dimension n− 1 ≥ 1. Suppose
that every geodesic in X lies in an n-flat. If X contains a periodic n-
flat, then X is a Riemannian symmetric space or a Euclidean building
or X non-trivially splits as a metric product.

A flat is periodic, if its stabilizer in the isometry group contains a
subgroup acting geometrically on the flat. Recall that if X is a rank n
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symmetric space or Euclidean building with a geometric group action,
then periodic n-flats are dense in the space of n-flats in X [BB95,
Theorem 8.9], [Mos73, Lemma 8.3], [PR72, Theorem 2.8]. Note that
Theorem 1.2 does not make any symmetry assumptions besides the
periodic flat.

We say that a CAT(0) space has rank at least n, rank(X) ≥ n, if
every geodesic in X lies in an n-flat1. In the present paper we consider
CAT(0) spaces X of higher rank, i.e. rank at least 2. We will work
under the assumption of a geometric group action but remove any con-
dition on the dimension of the Tits boundary. Note that the conditions
rank(X) = n ≥ 2 and dim(∂TX) = n − 1 in combination ensure that
the Tits boundary is geodesically complete ([BL06, Lemma 2.1]). This
allowed us in [Sta22a] to rely on a deep result of Lytchak:

Theorem 1.3 ([Lyt05, Main Theorem]). Let Z be a finite-dimensional
geodesically complete CAT(1) space. Suppose Z has a proper closed
subset A which is symmetric, i.e. contains with each point all of its
antipodes. Then Z is a spherical join or a spherical building.

If the Tits boundary of a locally compact geodesically complete
CAT(0) space is a spherical building, then rigidity follows from Leeb’s
theorem [Lee00, Main Theorem]. However, Tits boundaries of CAT(0)
spaces tend to be not geodesically complete. One can find examples
even among 4-dimensional real-analytic Hadamard manifolds which ad-
mit geometric group actions [HS98]. If V is such a manifold, then V
has necessarily rank 1. However, the product with any other CAT(0)
space X has higher rank, yet V ×X cannot be subject to Theorem 1.2
as it has to contain maximal flats of different dimensions. Vice versa, if
Higher Rank Rigidity holds, then a higher rank space can only contain
maximal flats of different dimensions if it splits non-trivially.

Recall that a flat is called Morse, if it does not bound a flat half-
space.

Main Theorem. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space of rank at
least n ≥ 2 with a geometric group action Γ y X. If X contains a
periodic Morse n-flat, then X is a Riemannian symmetric space or a
Euclidean building or X non-trivially splits as a metric product.

Corollary A. Let M be a Hadamard manifold with a geometric group
action Γ y M . If M has higher rank, then M is a Riemannian sym-
metric space or non-trivially splits as a metric product.

1.2. Strategy. The proof of our Main Theorem relies on Leeb’s rigid-
ity theorem.

1See [OR22] for a definition of rank for CAT(0) spaces whose isometry groups
satisfy the duality condition.
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Theorem 1.4 ([Lee00, Main Theorem]). Let X be a locally compact,
geodesically complete CAT(0) space. If ∂TX is a connected thick ir-
reducible spherical building, then X is either a symmetric space or a
Euclidean building.

As we have explained above, in our setting the Tits boundary might
not be geodesically complete. Thus we cannot use Lytchak’s rigidity
theorem to show that the Tits boundary is a spherical join or a spher-
ical building. Our starting point is the existence of regular points at
infinity:

Theorem 1.5 ([Sta22a, Theorem B]). Let X be a locally compact
CAT(0) space. Suppose that X contains a periodic n-flat F . Then
either F bounds a flat (n + 1)-half-space, or ∂TF ⊂ ∂TX contains a
dense subset which is open in ∂TX.

Using dynamical ideas based on work of Papasoglu-Swenson [PS09]
and Guralnik-Swenson [GS13], we then show the existence of a non-
empty proper closed symmetric subset in ∂∞X. Note that this is not
the same setup than in Theorem 1.3. It is essential, that we find such
sets which are closed in the cone topology and not only in the Tits
topology. The proof then relies on the basic observation that minimal
closed symmetric subsets constitute an equidistant decomposition of
the Tits boundary, and therefore, a well-defined metric quotient – a
submetry δ : ∂TX → ∆. We then study this submetry carefully. First
control on δ comes from the fact that each logarithmic map from the
Tits boundary to the space of directions at some point defines a subme-
try between the corresponding quotients. Using logarithmic maps for
varying sets of points, we can show that the Tits boundary is geodesi-
cally complete in horizontal directions. A key role is then played by
the periodic Morse flat F̂ . It turns out that δ restricts to a submetry
δ̂ : ∂T F̂ → ∆. We show that if ∂TX is irreducible, then δ̂ is discrete
and ∆ is the quotient of ∂T F̂ by a finite group action. We conclude
the proof by showing that ∂T F̂ has to be top-dimensional if ∂TX is
irreducible. In this case Theorem 1.2 from [Sta22a] applies. The last
step relies on the fact that submetries of round spheres to spaces of
constant curvature 1 are very well understood, in fact classified.

1.3. Organization. In Section 2 we recall necessary basics from met-
ric geometry and agree on notation. Apart from several standard facts,
we also review the structure of submetries from round spheres and prove
several results needed later on. We also recall the notion of a Morse
flat and its basic properties. In Section 3 we introduce symmetric and
visually symmetric subsets, preparing for the structure of a subme-
try. We also proof a first basic distance estimate induced by proper
closed symmetric subsets (Lemma 3.7) which is ultimately responsible
for rigidity. Further, we discuss almost near points. Segments between
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almost near points always extend to geodesics of length π. This will
be used to show geodesic completeness in horizontal directions of sub-
metries. We also show that almost near points lead to many spherical
triangles. In Section 4 we show that closed minimal symmetric sets
provide a submetry of the Tits boundary (Proposition 4.4). We then
discuss the branching behavior of horizontal geodesics and prove split-
ting results based on particular splittings of the Tits boundary of a
periodic Morse flat. We begin Section 5 by showing that a periodic
Morse flat in a higher rank space leads to a non-trivial proper symmet-
ric subset at infinity and therefore to a submetry of the Tits boundary.
We then study the Tits boundary of a periodic Morse flat within the
Tits boundary of our space and show that it carries a structure rem-
iniscent of a Coxeter complex. We then consider induced submetries
and show in the irreducible case that the dimension of the base of our
submetry is equal to the dimension of the Tits boundary of the pe-
riodic Morse flat. We prove the Main Theorem by showing that the
dimension of the base is equal to the dimension of the Tits boundary
unless the space is reducible. At last, we conclude Corollary A.

1.4. Acknowledgments. It’s my pleasure to thank Alexander Lytchak
for all his support. This article owes a lot to his paper [Lyt05]. In ad-
dition I want to thank him for many helpful discussions, in particular
on submetries. I also want to thank Bruce Kleiner and Bernhard Leeb
for inspiring discussions. I was supported by DFG grant SPP 2026.

2. Preliminaries

References for this section are [AKP19, Bal04, BH99, KL97, Lyt05].

2.1. Metric spaces. Euclidean n-space with its flat metric will be
denoted by Rn and the unit sphere by Sn−1 ⊂ Rn. We denote the
distance between two points x and y in a metric space X by |x, y|. If
A ⊂ X denotes a subset, then |x,A| refers to the greatest lower bound
for distances from points in A to x. Similarly, for subsets A,A′ ⊂ X
we denote by |A,A′| the greatest lower bound for distances from points
in A to points in A′. For x ∈ X and r > 0, we denote by Br(x) and
B̄r(x) the open and closed r-ball around x, respectively. A geodesic is
an isometric embedding of an interval. It is called a geodesic segment,
if it is compact. The endpoints of a geodesic segment c are denoted by
∂c. A geodesic segment c branches at an endpoint y ∈ ∂c = {x, y}, if
there are geodesics c± starting in x which strictly contain c and such
that c− ∩ c+ = c.

A triangle is a union of three geodesics connecting three points. If
x, y, z are point with unique geodesics between them, then we denote
the corresponding triangle by 4(x, y, z). X is a geodesic metric space
if any pair of points of X is connected by a geodesic. It is geodesically
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complete if every geodesic segment is contained in a complete local
geodesic.

For a sequence of metric spaces (Xk) with uniformly bounded di-
ameter, we denote by Xω := ω-limXk its ultralimit with respect to
a non-principal ultrafilter ω on the natural numbers. Recall that if a
sequence of surjective 1-Lipschitz maps fk : Xk → Yk between metric
spaces Xk, Yk with uniformly bounded diameters induce a surjective
1-Lipschitz maps fω : Xω → Yω.

2.2. Submetries. In this section we recall the notion of a submetry.
Originally the concept was introduced by Berestovskii in [Ber87] as a
metric analog of a Riemannian submersion. If B is a spherical building,
then the natural 1-Lipschitz map δ : B → ∆mod which folds the building
onto is model chamber is a submetry. Vice versa, CAT(1) spaces which
admit certain kinds of submetries are spherical buildings [Lyt05]. This
explains the relevance of submetries for us.

Two subsets X± in a metric space X are called equidistant, if for
every point x± ∈ X± there exists a point y∓ ∈ X∓ such that |x±, y∓| =
|X±, X∓| holds.

A decomposition of a metric space X into closed pairwise equidistant
subsets {Xy ⊂ X| y ∈ Y } induces a natural metric on the quotient
space Y :

|y, y′| := |Xy, Xy′|.
The natural projection δ : X → Y is a submetry in the sense of [Ber87].

Definition 2.1. A submetry δ : X → Y between metric spaces is a
map which sends for every point x in X and each radius r ≥ 0 the
closed r-ball around x surjectively onto the closed r-ball around δ(x).

Submetries on a metric space X are in one-to-one correspondence to
closed equidistant decompositions of X. Each submetry is a 1-Lipschitz
map. The composition of two submetries is again a submetry. Vice
versa, if two submetries f : X → Y and h : X → Z have the property
that every f -fiber is contained in an h-fiber, then the natural map
g : Y → Z with g ◦ f = h is a submetry.

If δ : X → Y is a submetry, then two points x, x′ in X are called
δ-near, if |x, x′| = |δ(x), δ(x′)| holds. In this case, δ maps any geodesic
between x and x′ isometrically onto a geodesic between δ(x) and δ(x′).
Such geodesics in X are called horizontal. More generally, a geodesic
in X is called piecewise horizontal, if it is the union of finitely many
horizontal geodesics.

We collect a couple of results on submetries of round spheres which
will be used later on. Most of these results hold in greater generality
but we restrict to the cases of interest for us.

Let δ : Sn → ∆ be a submetry. Then ∆ is an Alexandrov space
dimension k ≤ n and curvature at least 1 [KL22, Proposition 3.1],
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[BGP92]. For any rectifiable curve γ in ∆ starting in a point δ(x) we
find a rectifiable curve γ̃ to Sn starting in x such that δ ◦ γ̃ = γ and
δ preserves the length of γ̃ [KL22, Lemma 2.8]. Such a curve is called
a horizontal lift of γ. The submetry δ is differentiable at every point
x ∈ Sn in the following sense. There exists a map dδ(x) : TxS

n →
Tδ(x)∆, such that for every sequence ti → 0, the submetry δ seen as a
map between rescaled spaces δ : ( 1

ti
Sn, x)→ ( 1

ti
∆, δ(x)) converge to the

map dδ(x). The differential dδ(x) : TxS
n → Tδ(x)∆ is an infinitesimal

submetry, a submetry which commutes with the natural dilations on
the Euclidean cones TxS

n and Tδ(x)∆ [KL22, Proposition 3.3].
The base ∆ allows for a natural disjoint decomposition into strata

∆l ⊂ ∆, 0 ≤ l ≤ k. The l-dimensional stratum ∆l is the set of points
y ∈ ∆ whose tangent space Ty∆ splits off Rl as a direct factor but not
Rl+1.

Theorem 2.2 ([KL22, Theorem 1.6]). Let δ : Sn → ∆ be a subme-
try with dim(∆) = k. For any 0 ≤ l ≤ k, the stratum ∆l is an
l-dimensional topological manifold which is locally closed and locally
convex in ∆. The maximal stratum ∆k is open and globally convex.

If a geodesic γ in ∆ starts in a point of ∆l
+ :=

⋃k
i=l ∆

i, then it
stays in this set [KL22, Lemma 10.1]. Thus the codimension 1 stra-
tum ∆k−1 consists precisely of the points y ∈ ∆ where the tangent
space Ty∆ is isometric to a k-dimensional Euclidean half-space. The
top-dimensional stratum is sometimes referred to as the set of regular
points, ∆reg := ∆k.

Theorem 2.3 ([KL22, Theorem 10.5]). Let δ : Sn → ∆ be a submetry.
Then δ : δ−1(∆reg)→ ∆reg is a C1,1 Riemannian submersion.

We call a submetry δ : Sn → ∆ transnormal, if any extension of
a δ-horizontal geodesic in Sn is a piecewise horizontal geodesic. This
is equivalent to saying that an antipode of a direction tangent to a
δ-horizontal geodesic is again tangent to a δ-horizontal geodesic. Since
the horizontal space Hx ⊂ ΣxS

n is convex for any submetry [KL22,
Proposition 12.5], it follows that for transnormal submetries horizontal
spaces are round spheres. We even have:

Proposition 2.4 ([KL22, Proposition 12.5]). Let δ : Sn → ∆ be a
transnormal submetry. Then every fiber of δ is a C1,1 submanifold in
Sn.

Lemma 2.5. Let δ : Sn → ∆ be a submetry such that every geodesic
in Sn is piecewise δ-horizontal. Then ∆ is a spherical orbifold and δ is
a covering of Riemannian orbifolds.

Proof. By [Lyt02, Proposition 9.1], the regular fibers of δ are discrete
and dim(∆) = n. The claim follows from [Lan20, Theorem 1.2]. �
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Lemma 2.6. Let δ : Sm → Sn+ be a submetry where Sn+ ⊂ Sn is a
hemisphere. Then δ splits as (δ1, δ2) : Sn−1 ◦Sm−n → Sn−1 ◦ {v} where
δ1 is an isometry and δ2 is constant.

Proof. Write Sn+ = {v+
1 , v

−
1 } ◦ . . . ◦ {v+

n , v
−
n } ◦ {v} and observe that the

inverse image under δ of a pair of antipodes {v+
j , v

−
j } has to be a pair

of antipodes. The claim follows. �

Lemma 2.7. Let δ : Sm → ∆ be a transnormal submetry. Let x ∈ Sm
be a point with δ(x) = y ∈ ∆n−1. Then the horizontal space Hx ⊂ ΣxS

m

admits a splitting Hx
∼= K◦K⊥ such that the differential dδ(x) maps K

isometrically onto Σy∆
n−1 ∼= Sn−2 and sends K⊥ to the point w ∈ Σy∆

where Σy∆ ∼= Σy∆
n−1 ◦ {w}. In case n = 1, K is empty.

Proof. We may assume n ≥ 2, the case n = 1 will then be clear.
Since δ is transnormal, the horizontal space Hx ⊂ ΣxS

m is a round
sphere. By [KL22, Proposition 5.5], the differential dδ(x) restricts to a
submetry dδH(x) : Hx → Σy∆. Recall that Σy∆ ∼= Σy∆

n−1 ◦ {w} and
Σy∆

n−1 ∼= Sn−2. The claim follows from Lemma 2.6. �

Lemma 2.8. Let δ : Sm → ∆ be a transnormal submetry. Suppose
that ∆ is a spherical orbifold of dimension n < m. Then ∆n−1 is non-
empty and there exists a point x ∈ Sm with δ(x) ∈ ∆n−1 such that the
horizontal space Hx ⊂ ΣxS

m is a round sphere of dimension at least n.

This follows rather quickly form the general theory, as has been
explained to us by Alexander Lytchak.

Proof. By [MR20] it is enough to consider the case where δ has con-
nected smooth fibers. Then, the restriction δ : δ−1(∆reg) → ∆reg is a
smooth Riemannian submersion. Since the curvature on ∆reg is equal
to the curvature of Sn, the horizontal distribution is integrable. As
a consequence, all regular fibers are isoparametric submanifolds of Sn

[Tho22, Definition 2.1]. Thus δ induces a polar foliation of Sn [Tho22,
Theorem 4.2]. By [Lyt10, Theorem 1.6], the boundary ∂∆ is precisely
the set of singluar leaves. Hence, either the claim holds or ∆ has no
boundary. In the latter case δ would be a regular Riemannian folia-
tion with closed fibers. Such a foliation is given by an S1-action, an
S3-action or the Hopf fibration S15 → S8 [LW16, Corollary 1.2]. In all
cases, the quotient would have the wrong curvature. �

Proposition 2.9. Let δ̂ : σ̂ → ∆ be a transnormal submetry of a
round n-sphere σ̂. Suppose that there exists (n+ 1) reflections fi along

hyperspheres σi ⊂ Sn with
⋂n+1
i=1 σi = ∅ such that δ̂ is invariant under

all fi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1. Then either every geodesic in σ̂ is piecewise δ̂-
horizontal, or there exists a disjoint decomposition I−∪̇I+ = {1, . . . , n+
1} such that σ̂ = σ− ◦σ+ where σ± =

⋂
i∈I± σi and every geodesic ξ−ξ+

with ξ± ∈ σ± is piecewise δ̂-horizontal.
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Proof. Let ξ1, . . . , ξn+1 ∈ σ̂ points such that ξi ∈
⋂
j 6=i σj. If the links

Σξiσ̂ are horizontal for 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1, then all links Σξσ̂ are horizontal

and every geodesic is piecewise δ̂-horizontal since δ̂ is transnormal and
the directions logξ(ξi) span the tangent space at ξ. So let us assume
that Σξ1σ̂ is not horizontal and therefore splits into horizontal and
vertical directions, Σξ1σ̂ = Hξ1 ◦ Vξ1 . By assumption, this splitting is
invariant under all reflections fi, 2 ≤ i ≤ n + 1. Set vi := logξ1(ξi).
It follows that there is a disjoint decomposition I∪̇J = {2, . . . , n + 1}
such that the directions vi with i ∈ I are vertical and the directions vj
with j ∈ J are horizontal. By assumption I is not empty. Before we
proceed, we need to make sure that vertical directions stay vertical.

Sublemma 2.10. Let Π be a fiber of δ and x ∈ Π a point such that
TxΠ ⊂ Txσi for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n+1}. Then the connected component
Π0 of Π which contains the point x has to lie in σi.

Proof. We may assume i = 1. By Proposition 2.4, Π is a C1,1 sub-
manifold of σ̂. Let σ ⊂ σ1 be a round sphere with Txσ = TxΠ. By
the implicit function theorem, we can write Π locally near x as the
graph of a C1 function ϕ over σ. Since Π is invariant under f1, so is ϕ.
Therefore ϕ takes values in σ1. This shows that Π lies in σ1 locally near
x. Note that the invariance under f1 implies that at an intersection
point y ∈ Π ∩ σi the tangent space TyΠ is either contained in Tyσ1 or
perpendicular to it. Thus the condition that a point z of Π lies in σ1

and has tangent space TzΠ contained in Tzσ1 is open and closed. This
implies the claim. �

A direct consequence is that every segment ξkξl is either vertical or
horizontal. Now denote by Π the fiber of δ̂ through the point ξ1. Then
the directions vi, i ∈ I form a basis of the tangent space Tξ1Π. The
sublemma implies that Π is contained in the round sphere σ̃ :=

⋂
j∈J σj.

Since dim(Π) = |I| = dim(σ̃), it follows that Π = σ̃. Thus, for k, l ∈ I,
the segment ξkξl is vertical. We claim that for k ∈ I and l ∈ J
the segment ξkξl is horizontal. Recall that ξ1ξk is vertical and ξ1ξl
is horizontal. Thus if the segment ξkξl would be vertical, the triangle
4(ξ1, ξk, ξl) would entirely lie in Π. But then ξ1ξl cannot be horizontal.
Now set I+ := I∪{ξ1} and I− := J . Let ξkξl be a segment with k ∈ I+

and l ∈ I−. Since I is non-empty, we can pick another point ξj with
j ∈ I+ \ {k}. Then, the segments ξkξl and ξjξl are horizontal and
the segment ξjξk is vertical. Since the splitting into horizontal and
vertical directions is orthogonal, the triangle 4(ξj, ξk, ξl) has two right
angles at ξj and ξk. In particular |ξj, ξl| = |ξk, ξl| = π

2
. This proves the

claim. �

2.3. Spaces with an upper curvature bound. For κ ∈ R, let Dκ ∈
(0,∞] be the diameter of the complete, simply connected surface M2

κ

of constant curvature κ. A complete metric space is called a CAT(κ)
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space if any pair of its points with distance less than Dκ is connected
by a geodesic and if all triangles with perimeter less than 2Dκ are not
thicker than the comparison triangle in M2

κ . In particular, geodesics
between points of distance less than Dκ are unique.

For any CAT(κ) space X, and points x 6= y at distance less than Dκ,
we denote the unique geodesic between x and y by xy. For y, z 6= x,
the angle at x between xy and xz will be denoted by ∠x(y, z). The
space of directions or link at a point x ∈ X is denoted by ΣxX, it is
a CAT(1) space when equipped with the angle metric. Its elements
are called directions. A direction v is called genuine, if there exists a
geodesic starting in direction v.

2.4. Dimension. A natural notion of dimension dim(X) for a CAT(κ)
space X was introduced by Kleiner in [Kle99], originally referred to as
geometric dimension. It vanishes precisely when the space is discrete.
In general, it is defined inductively:

dim(X) = sup
x∈X
{dim(ΣxX) + 1}.

For instance, in a 1-dimensional CAT(κ) space every link is discrete.
The geometric dimension coincides with the supremum of topological
dimensions2 of compact subsets in X [Kle99]. If the dimension of X
is finite, then dim(X) agrees with the largest number k such that X
admits a bilipschitz embedding of an open subset in Rk [Kle99]. The
dimension of a locally compact and geodesically complete space is finite
and agrees with the topological dimension as well as the Hausdorff
dimension [OT99, LN19].

2.5. CAT(1) spaces. CAT(1) spaces play a particular role in our in-
vestigations as they appear as Tits boundaries and links of CAT(0)
spaces. Recall that the spherical join Z1 ◦Z2 of two CAT(1) spaces Z1

and Z2 is a CAT(1) space of diameter π.
A subset C in a CAT(1) space Z is called π-convex if for any pair

of points x, y ∈ Z at distance less than π the unique geodesic xy is
contained in C. If C is closed, then it is CAT(1) with respect to the
induced metric. For instance, a ball of radius at most π

2
is π-convex.

Let C ⊂ Z be a closed convex subset with radius rad(C) ≥ π. Then
we define the set of poles for C by

pol(C) := {η ∈ Z| d(η, ·)|C ≡
π

2
}.

If diam(C) > π, then C has no pole. The convex hull of C and pol(C)
is canonically isometric to C ◦ pol(C).

A subset in a CAT(1) space is called spherical, if it embeds isometri-
cally into a round sphere. By the Lune Lemma [BB99, Lemma 2.5], a
geodesic bigon in a CAT(1) space is a spherical subset. Two points in

2Here topological dimension corresponds to Lebesgue covering dimension.
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a CAT(1) space are called antipodes, if their distance is at least π. A
point in a CAT(1) space is called k-spherical, if it has a neighborhood
isometric to an open set in the round k-sphere.

2.6. CAT(0) spaces. The ideal boundary of a CAT(0) spaceX, equipped
with the cone topology, is denoted by ∂∞X. If X is locally compact,
then ∂∞X is compact. The Tits boundary of X is denoted by ∂TX, it is
the ideal boundary equipped with the Tits metric |·, ·|T – the intrinsic
metric associated to the Tits angle. The Tits boundary of a CAT(0)
space is a CAT(1) space. For any point x ∈ X there is a natural
1-Lipschitz logarithm map

logx : ∂TX → ΣxX.

It satisfies the following rigidity. If logx is isometric on a geodesic σ
in ∂TX, then the geodsic cone from x to σ is isometric to a flat sector
[KL97, Flat Sector Lemma 2.3.4].

If X1 and X2 are CAT(0) spaces, then their metric product X1×X2

is again a CAT(0) space. We have ∂T (X1 × X2) = ∂TX1 ◦ ∂TX2 and
Σ(x1,x2)(X1 × X2) = Σx1X1 ◦ Σx2X2. If X is a geodesically complete
CAT(0) space, then any join decomposition of ∂TX is induced by a
metric product decomposition of X [KL97, Proposition 2.3.7].

A n-flat F in a CAT(0) space X is a closed convex subset isometric
to Rn. Its Tits boundary ∂TF ⊂ ∂TX is a round (n−1)-sphere. On the
other hand, if X is locally compact and σ ⊂ ∂TX is a round (n − 1)-
sphere, then either there exists an n-flat F ⊂ X with ∂TF = σ, or
there exists a round n-hemisphere τ+ ⊂ ∂TX with σ = ∂τ+ [Lee00,
Proposition 2.1]. Consequently, if ∂TX is (n − 1)-dimensional, then
any round (n−1)-sphere in ∂TX is the Tits boundary of some n-flat in
X. A flat (n-dimensional) half-space H ⊂ X is a closed convex subset
isometric to a Euclidean half-space Rn

+.

2.7. Basics on ideal boundaries. We record two facts which relate
the cone topology and the Tits metric.

Lemma 2.11. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space. Let A ⊂ ∂∞X
be a closed subset and η a point in ∂∞X \ A represented by a ray ρ.
Then lim

t→∞
∠ρ(t)(η, A) = |η, A| holds.

Proof. Since logx : ∂TX → ΣxX is 1-Lipschitz for every point x ∈ X,
we have lim sup

t→∞
∠ρ(t)(η,A) ≤ |η, A|. So if the statement fails, then we

find ε > 0, ti →∞ and ξi ∈ A with ξi → ξ ∈ A such that for all i ∈ N
holds

∠ρ(ti)(η, ξi) ≤ |η, A| − ε.
But for any δ > 0 we find i0 ∈ N such that |η, ξ| ≤ ∠ρ(ti)(η, ξ) + δ

for i ≥ i0. Choose j0 ≥ i0 such that ∠ρ(ti0 )(η, ξ) ≤ ∠ρ(ti0 )(η, ξj) + δ for
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j ≥ j0. Together, we obtain

|η, ξ| ≤ ∠ρ(ti0 )(η, ξj) + 2δ ≤ ∠ρ(tj)(η, ξj) + 2δ ≤ |η, A| − ε+ 2δ.

This leads to a contradiction if we choose δ < ε
2
. �

Lemma 2.12. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space. Let A± be
closed subsets of ∂∞X. Then there exist points ξ± ∈ A± with

|ξ−, ξ+| = |A−, A+|.

Proof. If there exists η ∈ A−∩A+, we can take ξ− = ξ+ = η. Otherwise,
there exist sequences of points ξ±i ∈ A±, such that |ξ−i , ξ+

i | → |A−, A+|.
Since ∂∞X is compact, we may assume that ξ±i → ξ± with respect to
the cone topology. By lower semicontinuity of the Tits metric, we con-
clude |ξ−, ξ+| ≤ |A−, A+|. By assumption, A± is closed and therefore
ξ± ∈ A±. �

2.8. Dynamics at infinity. Recall the following construction from
[GS13]. Let G be a discrete group acting on a compact Hausdorff
space Z. Identify the Stone-Čech compactification βG with the set of
ultrafilters on G. For every ω ∈ βG define

T ω : Z → Z; z 7→ ω-lim
g

gz.

Then for fixed z0 ∈ Z the map βG → Z which sends ω to T ωz0 is
continuous. The family of operators {T ω}ω∈βG is closed under compo-
sition and the inverse map g 7→ g−1 extends to a continuous involution
S : βG→ βG.

Now let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space and Γ y X a geomet-
ric action. Then X̄ = X ∪ ∂∞X is a compact Hausdorff space and the
above construction applies. By the semi-continuity of the Tits metric,
every operator T ω is a 1-Lipschitz map ∂TX → ∂TX [GS13].

For ω ∈ βΓ \ Γ and x ∈ X we denote by ω+ := T ω(x) and ω− :=
T Sω(x) the attracting and repelling point, respectively. The definition
does not depend on the choice of x ∈ X.

The key tool for studying the dynamics of Γ on ∂∞X is the following
theorem due to Papasoglu and Swenson.

Theorem 2.13 (π-convergence [PS09, Lemma 19]). Let Γ be a group
acting properly discontinuously on a locally compact CAT(0) space X,
and let ω ∈ βΓ \ Γ, then

|ω−, ξ|+ |T ω(ξ), ω+| ≤ π

holds for every ξ ∈ ∂TX.

Proof. It is enough to show the following. Suppose that (γk) is a se-
quence in Γ with γ±1

k x→ ω± for some (and then any) point x ∈ X and
such that γkξ → η in ∂∞X. Then for any point y ∈ X we have

∠y(γ
−1
k x, ξ) = ∠γky(x, γkξ) ≤ π − ∠x(γky, γkξ).
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Now choose yk ∈ yξ \ {y} with yk → y and xk ∈ xγkξ \ {x} with
xk → x. Passing to the limit k → ∞ and using [KL97, Lemma 2.1.5],
we conclude

∠y(ω
−, ξ) ≤ π − ∠x(ω+, η).

Taking the supremum over y ∈ X and the infimum over x ∈ X yields
the result. �

An element ω ∈ βΓ is said to pull from a point ξ ∈ ∂∞X, if the
following holds. Let x ∈ X and ρ : [0,∞) → X be a geodesic ray
asymptotic to ξ. Then there exists a constant r > 0 such that the set
of all γ ∈ Γ with γx ∈ Nr(ρ

′) lies in Sω for every subray ρ′ ⊂ ρ. In
particular, the repelling point is ω− = ξ. Here is the basic example.
Suppose (γk) is a sequence in Γ such that (γkρ(k)) is bounded. If
we push forward a non-principal ultrafilter on N to Γ via (γk), then
we obtain an element ω which pulls from ξ. In particular, if Γ acts
geometrically then we can pull from every point in ∂∞X. We will
make use of the following.

Lemma 2.14 ([GS13, Lemma 3.19]). Let σ ⊂ ∂TX be a round n-sphere
which bounds a flat F ⊂ X. If ω ∈ βΓ pulls from a point ξ ∈ σ, then
T ωσ is a round n-sphere which also bounds a flat.

A subset A ⊂ ∂TX is called incompressible, if T ω maps A isomet-
rically for every ω ∈ βΓ. Note that a maximal incompressible set is
automatically Tits-closed and convex.

2.9. Morse flats. Morse quasiflats in metric spaces were introduced
and studied in [HKS22a, HKS22b]. They simultaneously generalize
Morse quasi-geodesics as well as top-dimensional quasiflats. Their sig-
nificance lies in the fact that they are quasi-isometry invariant and dis-
play nice asymptotic behavior, namely they have unique tangent cones
at infinity. This makes them a strong tool in asymptotic geometry,
for instance in the study of quasi-isometric rigidity of infinite groups.
Here we are only concerned with the very particular case of periodic
Morse flats. Recall that a flat F in a metric space X is periodic, if its
stabilizer in the full isometry group of X contains a subgroup which
acts geometrically on F . A periodic n-flat F is called Morse, if it does
not bound a flat (n+1)-half-space. Periodic Morse 1-flats are precisely
Ballmann’s rank 1 axes [Bal95, Chapter III.3]. If γ is a periodic ge-
odesic in a CAT(0) space X, then γ is Morse if and only if (one and
then) both ideal endpoints of γ are isolated in the Tits boundary. In
higher dimensions, we have the following, which follows immediately
from [HKS22a, Corollary 11.5] and [HKS22b, Proposition 6.14].

Proposition 2.15. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space and F ⊂
X a periodic (n+ 1)-flat with σ := ∂TF . Then F is Morse if and only
if for every point ξ ∈ σ the induced map

H̃n(σ, σ \ {ξ},Z)→ H̃n(∂TX, ∂TX \ {ξ},Z)
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is injective.

An important consequence is that any ideal boundary point has an
antipode in the Tits boundary of a periodic Morse flat.

Corollary 2.16. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space and F ⊂ X
a periodic Morse flat with σ := ∂TF . Then any point in ∂TX has an
antipode in σ. Moreover, any geodesic in ∂TX which ends in σ can be
extended inside σ.

Proof. Let γ be a geodesic with endpoint ξ ∈ σ. Denote by v ∈ Σξ∂TX
the incoming direction. If Σξσ ⊂ Bπ(v), then Σξσ is contractible in-
side Σξ∂TX since every ball of radius less than π is contractible in
a CAT(1) space. By [Kra11, Theorem A], the logarithm map pro-
vides a homotopy equivalence between a small enough punctured ball
around ξ and Σξ∂TX. In particular, the map H̃n(σ, σ \ {ξ},Z) →
H̃n(∂TX, ∂TX \ {ξ},Z) is trivial. Contradiction. Thus we do find an
antipode of v in Σξσ. �

The following is similar to [BMS16, Corollary 2.5].

Corollary 2.17. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space with a geo-
metric group action Γ y X and let F ⊂ X be a periodic Morse flat
with σ := ∂TF . Then the orbit Γσ is dense in ∂∞X.

Proof. Let ξ be a point in ∂∞X. Choose an element ω ∈ βΓ with
repelling point ξ = ω−. By Corollary 2.16, the attracting point ω+

has an antipode η in σ. By π-convergence, T ω(η) = ξ. Since ξ has a
countable neighborhood basis in X̄ we obtain a sequence (γk) in Γ with
γkη → ξ. �

Remark 2.18. In view of [HKS22b, Proposition 6.14] it is clear that
the conclusions of both corollaries remain true for Tits boundaries of
Morse (quasi)-flats, no periodicity required.

Lemma 2.19. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space with a geo-
metric group action Γ y X. Suppose that F is a Γ-periodic Morse flat
with σ = ∂TF . Then there exists ω ∈ βΓ such that T ω is a 1-Lipschitz
retraction ∂TX → σ.

Proof. By Theorem 1.5, the set of regular points in σ is open and dense.
Choose an axial isometry γ in the stabilizer of F with a regular axis
c ⊂ F . Push forward a non-principal ultrafilter from N to Γ via k 7→ γk.
Then ω± = c(±∞) and ω pulls from c(−∞).

�

3. Symmetric subsets

3.1. Antipodes and visual antipodes. Let us refine the concept of
antipodal points to take into account the space X.
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Definition 3.1. Let X be a CAT(0) space. Two points ξ, ξ̂ ∈ ∂∞X

are called antipodal, if |ξ, ξ̂| ≥ π. They are called visually antipodal, if

there is a complete geodesic c in X with ∂∞c = {ξ, ξ̂}. For a subset
A ⊂ ∂∞X we denote the set of (visually) antipodal points of A by
Ant(vis)(A). Inductively, we define Antj+1

(vis)(A) = Ant(vis)(Antj(vis)(A)).

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. For any subset A ⊂ ∂∞X holds:

(i) Antvis(A) is dense in Ant(A);
(ii) If A is dense in A′, then Ant(A) is dense in Ant(A′).

Proof. (i) Let η be a point in A and η̂ ∈ Ant(η). Represent η̂ by a ray
ρ̂. For a sequence ti →∞ extend the rays ρ̂(ti)η to complete geodesics
ci, with ideal boundary points ci(−∞) = η and ci(+∞) = η̂i, such that
∠ρ̂(ti)(η, η̂i) = π − ∠ρ̂(ti)(η, η̂). Then η̂i → η̂, since for every point p on
ρ̂ holds ∠p(η, η̂i) ≤ ∠ρ̂(ti)(η, η̂i) = π − ∠ρ̂(ti)(η, η̂)→ 0.

(ii) Direct consequence of (i) since Antvis(A) is dense in Antvis(A
′).
�

By induction, we obtain

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a subset of ∂∞X. Then Antjvis(A) is dense in
Antj(A) for every j ∈ N.

Definition 3.4. Let X be a CAT(0) space. A subset A in ∂∞X is
called (visually) symmetric, if

Ant(vis)(A) ⊂ A.

A visually symmetric subset is also called involutive [Ebe88].

Corollary 3.5. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. A closed subset A ⊂ ∂∞X is symmetric if and only if
it is visually symmetric.

Proof. Any symmetric subset is visually symmetric. By Lemma 3.2,
for a closed visually symmetric subset A ⊂ ∂∞X holds

Ant(A) ⊂ Ant(A) = Antvis(A) ⊂ A.

�

Corollary 3.6. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. If a subset A ⊂ ∂∞X is visually symmetric, then its
closure A is symmetric.

Proof. Antvis(A) is dense in Ant(A) by Lemma 3.2. Therefore

Ant(A) ⊂ Ant(A) = Antvis(A) ⊂ A.

�



16 STEPHAN STADLER

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a closed symmetric subset of ∂∞X and η a
point in the complement ∂∞X \ A. Then for every ξ ∈ A holds

|η, ξ| ≤ π − |η, A|.
In particular, |η, A| ≤ π

2
.

Proof. Let ξ be a point in A and ρ a ray representing η. For every
t ≥ 0 extend the ray ρ(t)ξ to a complete geodesic with ideal endpoints

ξ̂t and ξ such that ∠ρ(t)(ξ̂t, η) + ∠ρ(t)(η, ξ) = π. Since A is symmetric,

ξ̂t ∈ A. Then for t ≥ 0 holds

∠ρ(t)(ξ, η) = π − ∠ρ(t)(η, ξ̂t) ≤ π − ∠ρ(t)(η,A).

For t→∞, the left hand side converges to |ξ, η|. By Lemma 2.11, the
right hand side converges to π − |A, η|. The claim follows. �

Corollary 3.8. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a closed symmetric subset of ∂∞X and let
f : ∂TX → Z be a surjective 1-Lipschitz map to a geodesically complete
CAT(1) space Z. Then for every point η ∈ ∂∞X holds |f(η), f(A)| =
|η, A|. Moreover, if |η, A| = |η, ξ| holds for some point ξ ∈ A, then
|f(η), f(A)| = |f(η), f(ξ)| = |η, ξ|.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that there is a point ξ ∈ A with
|f(η), f(ξ)| < |η, A|. Since f is surjective and 1-Lipschitz, and Z

is geodesically complete, we find an antipode ξ̂ ∈ A of ξ such that
|f(ξ̂), f(η)|+ |f(η), f(ξ)| = π. From Lemma 3.7, we conclude

|η, A| ≤ π − |ξ̂, η| ≤ π − |f(ξ̂), f(η)| = |f(η), f(ξ)| < |η,A|.
Contradiction. The supplement follows from

|η, ξ| = |η, A| = |f(η), f(A)| ≤ |f(η), f(ξ)| ≤ |η, ξ|.
�

If we apply this to f = logo, we obtain:

Corollary 3.9. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A ⊂ ∂∞X be a closed symmetric subset and η a
point in ∂∞X. Then for every point o ∈ X holds ∠o(η, A) = |η, A|. If
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|η, A| = |η, ξ| holds for some point ξ ∈ A, then ∠o(η, A) = ∠o(η, ξ) =
|η, ξ|.

Another immediate consequence is

Corollary 3.10. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let f : ∂TX → Z be a surjective 1-Lipschitz map to a
geodesically complete CAT(1) space Z. If A,B ⊂ ∂∞X are equidistant
closed symmetric subsets, then so are f(A), f(B) ⊂ Z, and |A,B| =
|f(A), f(B)| holds. Moreover, if |A,B| = |ξ, B| holds for some point
ξ ∈ A, then |f(A), f(B)| = |f(ξ), f(B)| = |ξ, B|.
3.2. Almost near points.

Definition 3.11. Let Z be a CAT(1) space and ξ, η two points in Z.

Then η is almost near to ξ, if for every antipode ξ̂ of ξ holds

|ξ, η|+ |η, ξ̂| = π.

Remark 3.12. Note that if an antipode ξ̂ of ξ is almost near to ξ, then
ξ̂ is the only antipode of ξ. Further, if a CAT(1) space Z where every
point has an antipode contains a pair of points ξ, η such that η is almost
near to ξ, then the geodesic ξη extends up to distance π and the π-ball
around ξ covers all of Z. This applies in particular to Tits boundaries
of geodesically complete CAT(0) spaces.

Corollary 3.13. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a closed symmetric subset of ∂∞X and η a
point in the complement ∂∞X\A. If ξ ∈ A realizes the distance between
η and A, |η, A| = |η, ξ|, then η is almost near to ξ.

Proof. Since A is symmetric, every antipode ξ̂ of ξ lies in A. Hence,
Lemma 3.7 implies

π ≤ |ξ, η|+ |η, ξ̂| ≤ |ξ, η|+ π − |A, η| = π.

�

Lemma 3.14. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let ξ, η ∈ ∂∞X be points such that η is almost near to
ξ. Then for any point o ∈ X we have

∠o(ξ, η) = |ξ, η|
and the point logo(η) is almost near to logo(ξ) in ΣoX.

Proof. For any antipode v̂ of logo(ξ) we can extend the ray oξ in the

direction v̂ to a complete geodesic c with ideal boundary ∂∞c = {ξ, ξ̂}.
Since η is almost near to ξ, there exists a geodesic from ξ to ξ̂ through
the point η. Hence c bounds a flat half-plane H with η ∈ ∂∞H [KL97,
Flat Sector Lemma 2.3.4]. In particular,

π ≤ ∠o(ξ, η) + ∠o(η, v̂) ≤ |ξ, η|+ |η, ξ̂| = π

and the claim follows. �
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Proposition 3.15. Let ξ, η be points in ∂∞X such that η is almost
near to ξ. Let ζ ∈ ∂∞X be a point such that the geodesic triangle
4(ξ, η, ζ) has perimeter less than 2π. Then 4(ξ, η, ζ) is spherical.

Proof. By Reshetnyak majorization, we find a 1-Lipschitz map ϕ : 4̃ →
4(ξ, η, ζ) where 4̃ denotes the comparison triangle and ϕ maps every
side isometrically. Let ρ be a geodesic ray representing ζ. For every
t ≥ 0 we consider the 1-Lipschitz map

ft = logρ(t) ◦ϕ : 4̃ → Σρ(t)X

and an ultralimit with respect to a non-principal ultrafilter ω:

fω = ω-lim fk : 4̃ → Σω

where Σω = ω-lim Σρ(k)X. For a point in ∂TX we use a subscript t
to denote its image under logρ(t). For every t ≥ 0, the link Σρ(t)X
is geodesically complete and, By Lemma 3.14, ηt is almost near to
ξt. Hence the triangle 4(ξt, ηt, ζt) is spherical [Lyt05, Proposition 6.1].
Thus the ultralimit 4ω = ω-lim4(ξt, ηt, ζt) is spherical as well. By
Lemma 3.14, ft maps ξη isometrically, hence so does fω. Moreover,
since

|ζ, η| = lim
t→∞
∠ρ(t)(ζ, η) and |ζ, ξ| = lim

t→∞
∠ρ(t)(ζ, ξ),

fω maps all three sides of 4(ξ, η, ζ) isometrically. In particular, fω
provides an isometry 4̃ → 4ω. Since fω factors through 4(ξ, η, ζ), we
obtain the claim. �

Lemma 3.16. Let ξ, η be points in ∂∞X such that η is almost near to
ξ. Then no geodesic from ξ to η contains a branch point in the interior.

Proof. Suppose that β is branch point in the interior of a geodesic γ
from ξ to η. Then there exist points η− in the interior of the segment βη
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and a point η+ not on γ, such that the geodesics ξη− and ξη+ intersect
in the segment ξβ; and the perimeter of the triangle 4(ξ, η−, η+) is
less than 2π. But η− is almost near to ξ. Thus, by Proposition 3.15,
the triangle 4(ξ, η−, η+) is spherical. Contradiction. �

Lemma 3.17. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a closed symmetric subset of ∂∞X and η
a point in the complement ∂∞X \ A. Let ξ ∈ A be a point which
realizes the distance from η to A, |η, A| = |η, ξ|. Suppose that c is a
complete geodesic in X, asymptotic to η. Then c lies in a 2-flat F ⊂ X
which contains ξ in its boundary circle ∂∞F . In particular, for every
η̂ ∈ Antvis(η) the segment ξη lies in a simple closed geodesic containing
η̂.

Proof. For every t ∈ R we extend c(t)ξ to a complete geodesic lt with

ideal endpoints lt(+∞) = ξ and lt(−∞) = ξ̂t. By Corollary 3.13, η
is almost near to ξ and therefore there exists a geodesic from ξ to
ξ̂t through the point η. Hence, lt bounds a flat half-plane Ht whose
boundary half-circle ∂∞Ht contains η. For a sequence ti → −∞ the
points ξ̂ti subconverge to a point ξ̂ ∈ A and the half-planes Hti converge
to a 2-flat F . Clearly F contains c and ξ ∈ ∂∞F . �

4. A submetry at infinity

4.1. Minimal closed symmetric sets. The goal of this section is
to show that the existence of a non-trivial, proper, closed, symmetric
subset A ⊂ ∂∞X leads to a non-trivial submetry ∂TX → ∆ (Proposi-
tion 4.4).

Definition 4.1. Let X be a CAT(0) space. For a subset U ⊂ ∂∞X

we denote A
(vis)
U the minimal (visually) symmetric subset containing

U . Moreover, for a point ξ ∈ ∂∞X we denote by Bξ the closure of Avisξ .
By Corollary 3.6, the set Bξ is symmetric.

(Note: A
(vis)
U = U ∪ Ant(vis)(U) ∪ (Ant(vis))2(U) ∪ . . .)

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. Let A be a closed symmetric subset of ∂∞X and η a
point in ∂∞X. Then |·, A| is constant on Bη. In particular, |Bη, A| =
|η, A| holds.

Proof. Lemma 3.17 implies that for η̂ ∈ Antvis(η) there exists ξ̂ ∈ A

with |η̂, ξ̂| = |η, A|. Hence |η̂, A| ≤ |η, A| holds, and by symmetry
we have |η̂, A| = |η, A|. Therefore, |·, A| is constant on Avisη . By
Lemma 2.12, we have |Bη, A| = |η∞, ξ| for some points η∞ ∈ Bη and
ξ ∈ A. By Corollary 3.3, we find a sequence of points ηk ∈ Avisη such
that ηk → η∞. We choose a base point o ∈ X. Using Lemma 3.14,
we see that for every ε > 0 and k ∈ N large enough, the following
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estimates hold

|Bη, A| = |η∞, ξ| = ∠o(η∞, ξ) ≥ ∠o(ηk, ξ)− ε
≥ ∠o(ηk, A)− ε = |ηk, A| − ε = |η, A| − ε.

In the next to last step we have used Corollary 3.9. Since ε > 0 was
arbitrary, the claim follows. �

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. For ξ, η ∈ ∂∞X holds |Bξ, η| = |Bξ, Bη| = |ξ, Bη|. In
particular, ξ ∈ Bη and η ∈ Bξ are equivalent, and the set Bξ is the
minimal closed symmetric set containing ξ.

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. The sets Bξ constitute an equidistant decomposition of
∂TX and therefore induce a submetry

δ : ∂TX → ∆.

If ∆ is not a point, i.e. if ∂∞X contains a non-empty, proper, closed,
symmetric subset, then the diameter of ∂TX is π.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 4.3 and Lemma 2.12 that δ is a sub-
metry. If the diameter of ∂TX is larger than π, then there exists a
complete geodesic c ⊂ X such that the ideal endpoints ξ± = c(±∞)
have distance larger than π. Let η ∈ ∂TX be a point which is δ-near to
ξ+. Then, by Lemma 3.17, there exists a 2-flat F which contains c and
whose Tits boundary ∂TF contains the segment ξ+η. Contradiction.
Thus the diameter of ∂TX has to be π. �

An application of Corollary 3.10 with f = logo leads to

Corollary 4.5. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically complete
CAT(0) space. For every point o ∈ X, the sets logo(Bξ) form an
equidistant decomposition of ΣoX into closed symmetric subsets; and
∠o(ξ, Bη) = ∠o(Bξ, Bη) = |Bξ, Bη| holds.
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As a consequence, we obtain for every o ∈ X a submetry

δo : ΣoX → ∆.

Since the fibers of δo are closed symmetric subsets, the map has to factor
through the submetry µo : ΣoX → ∆o induced by the decomposition
into minimal closed symmetric subsets. So we obtain the following
diagram where all maps but logo are submetries.

∂TX ΣoX

∆ ∆o

δ

logo

µo
δo

δ̄o

Since in our setting all links ΣoX are locally compact and geodesi-
cally complete, [Lyt05] provides us with control on the submetries
δo : ΣoX → ∆. We will use this later on to derive properties of
the submetry δ : ∂TX → ∆. As a matter of fact, [Lyt05] implies that
every space of directions ΣoX is either a spherical join or a spherical
building.

4.2. Horizontal geodesics. In this section we begin our study of the
submetry δ : ∂TX → ∆ provided by Proposition 4.4. A key property
is horizontal geodesic completeness. Namely, from Corollary 3.13 we
obtain:

Proposition 4.6. If a point η ∈ ∂TX is δ-near to ξ, then it is almost
near. In particular, the geodesic ξη extends to every antipode of ξ.

In the following we will study the branching behavior of horizontal
geodesics in order to control the geometry of ∂TX.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that γ ⊂ ∂TX is a piecewise δ-horizontal ge-
odesic joining two antipodes ξ, ξ̂ ∈ ∂TX. If γ does not branch at an
interior point, then ∂TX splits off {ξ, ξ̂}, ∂TX ∼= {ξ, ξ̂} ◦ pol{ξ, ξ̂}.

Proof. The assumption implies, via Proposition 4.6, that ξ̂ is the only
antipode of ξ. Since X is geodesically complete, it has to agree with
the parallel set P (ξ, ξ̂). This yields the claim. �

Our next goal is to show that the submetry δ : ∂TX → ∆ is transnor-
mal (Proposition 4.12).

To simplify notation we will make use of the following. For points
ξ ∈ ∂TX and o ∈ X we will denote the corresponding direction logo(ξ)
by ξo.
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For a point ξ ∈ ∂TX denote by Nξ ⊂ ∂TX the points which are δ-
near to ξ. The subset Hξ ⊂ Σξ∂TX denotes the δ-horizontal directions,
i.e. those directions where a δ-horizontal geodesic starts.

Similarly, for a point o ∈ X we denote by N o
v ⊂ ΣoX the points

which are δo-near to v, and by Ho ⊂ ΣoX the δo-horizontal directions.
If f : ∂TX → Z is a surjective 1-Lipschitz map to a geodesically
complete CAT(1) space Z, the we we denote by δf : Z → ∆ the induced
submetry provided by Corollary 3.10. If f(x) = y, then Hf

y ⊂ ΣyZ

denotes the space of δf -horizontal directions.
If Z is a CAT(1) space with a point z ∈ Z, then we call a subspace

H ⊂ ΣzZ almost symmetric, if for every point v ∈ H all genuine
antipodes v̂ ∈ Z are again contained in H.

Lemma 4.8. Let f : ∂TX → Z be a surjective 1-Lipschitz map to a
geodesically complete CAT(1) space Z with f(ξ) = x. If Hf

x ⊂ ΣxZ is
almost symmetric, then Hξ is almost symmetric as well.

Proof. Let η ∈ ∂TX be δ-near to ξ and set y = f(η). Extend the
geodesic yx to an antipode ŷ ∈ Z of y. Denote by η̂ ∈ ∂TX a inverse
image of Ẑ. Since f is 1-Lipschitz, Proposition 4.6 implies π = |η̂, ξ|+
|ξ, η|. Thus, f maps η̂ξ isometrically onto ŷx. Since Hf

x is almost
symmetric, there is a point z ∈ xŷ which is δf -near to x. Its inverse
image ζ on ξη̂ is then δ-near to ξ. Since ∂TX is horizontally geodesically
complete (Proposition 4.6), it follows that any geodesic extension of ηξ
is initially δ-horizontal. Therefore Hξ is almost symmetric. �

Lemma 4.9 ([Lyt05, Lemma 8.2]). For ξ ∈ ∂TX, ξ̂ ∈ Ant(ξ) let γ

be a geodesic from ξ to ξ̂ with in- and outcoming directions v and w,
respectively. If v ∈ Hξ and ŵ is a genuine antipode of w, then ŵ ∈ Hξ̂.

Lemma 4.10 ([Lyt05, Lemma 8.3]). If Hξ is almost symmetric, ξ̂ ∈
Ant(ξ), then Hξ̂ is almost symmetric too and there is a natural isometry
I : Hξ → Hξ̂.

Corollary 4.11 ([Lyt05, Corollary 8.4]). If for ξ ∈ ∂TX the space of
horizontal directions Hξ is almost symmetric, then for each ζ ∈ Aξ =⋃
j∈N Antj(ξ) the subset Hζ ∈ Σζ∂TX is almost symmetric as well.

Moreover, Hξ and Hζ are isometric.

Proposition 4.12. Let X be a locally compact and geodesically com-
plete CAT(0) space, then the submetry δ : ∂TX → ∆ is transnormal.
More precisely, for every pair of δ-near points ξ and η in ∂TX, any
extension of the segment ξη is piecewise δ-horizontal.

Proof. For every point o ∈ X the space of directions ΣoX is a com-
pact geodesically complete CAT(1) space. Thus, ΣoX admits many
surjective 1-Lipschitz maps to round spheres [Lyt05, Lemma 2.2]. Via
logarithmic maps we obtain surjective 1-Lipschitz maps from ∂TX to
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round spheres. Let f : ∂TX → Sn be such a map. For ξ ∈ ∂TX
the set f(Aξ) is a dense subset of the fiber f(Bξ) of the induced
submetry δf : Sn → ∆. By [Lyt05, Lemma 14.2], we find a point
z = f(ζ) ∈ f(Aξ), such that the horizontal space Hf

z is a round sphere.
From Lemma 4.8 and Corollary 4.11 we conclude that Hξ is almost
symmetric. This implies the claim. �

Lemma 4.13. Let ξ ∈ ∂TX be a point. For any δ-horizontal direction
v̂ ∈ Hξ exist times 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . < tk = π with the following
property. For any genuine antipode v of v̂ and any geodesic γ of length
π in the direction v, the point γ(ti) is δ-near to γ(ti+1).

Proof. By Lemma 3.17, there exists a geodesic γ̂ of length π in the
direction v̂. By Proposition 4.12, there exist times 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . <
tk = π such that γ̂(ti) is δ-near to γ̂(ti+1). We see that γ(t) ∈ Bγ̂(t).
Thus if γ̂(t) is δ-near to γ̂(s), then γ(t) is δ-near to γ(s). �

Lemma 4.14. For ξ ∈ ∂TX there exists ε > 0 such that for each
v ∈ Hξ, there is a unique geodesic of length ε in the direction v, and
this geodesic is δ-horizontal.

Proof. Choose a complete geodesic c in X asymptotic to ξ and let o
be a point on c. By [Lyt05, Proposition 5.3], there exists a positive
ε = ε(δ(ξ)) such that every δo-horizontal geodesic in ΣoX starting in
ξo lies on a δo-horizontal geodesic of length ε.

By definition of Hξ, there is a δ-horizontal geodesic in ∂TX in di-
rection v. By Lemma 3.17, we find a flat half-plane H ⊂ X whose
boundary is x and whose ideal boundary is a geodesic γ in the direc-
tion v. Then logo maps γ isometrically to a geodesic γo in ΣoX. By
Corollary 4.5, γo is initially δo-horizontal and therefore δo-horizontal
up to time ε. Since δ factors as δo ◦ logo, we see that γ is δ-horizontal
up to time ε. By Proposition 3.15, any geodesic in direction v has to
agree with γ up to time ε. �

Lemma 4.15. For every point ξ ∈ ∂TX the set Nξ ⊂ ∂∞X is closed
with respect to the cone topology.

Proof. Let ηk → η be a convergent sequence in Nξ. By Lemma 4.14,
we may assume |ξ, ηk| ≥ ε(ξ) > 0. Choose a complete geodesic c in X
asymptotic to ξ and let o be a point on c. By Lemma 3.17, there are
flat half-planes Hk in X with ∂Hk = c and ηk ∈ ∂∞Hk. After passing
to a subsequence, we obtain a limit flat half-plane H with ∂H = c and
η ∈ ∂∞H. In particular, |ξ, η| = ∠o(ξ, η). Since δo is continuous, ηo is
δo-near to ξo. The claim follows since δ factorizes as δo ◦ logo. �

Lemma 4.16. For every point ξ ∈ ∂TX the set Nξ ⊂ ∂TX is convex.

Proof. Choose points η, η′ ∈ Nξ at distance less than π and denote by
ζ their midpoint. It is enough to show that ζ is δ-near to ξ. Choose



24 STEPHAN STADLER

a complete geodesic c in X asymptotic to ξ and let o be a point on
c. Let ρ be a parametrization of the geodesic ray oη. Set δt := δρ(t),
ξt := ξρ(t) and ζt := ζρ(t). By the Lune Lemma, there is a geodesic
in ∂TX through ζ which connects the ideal boundary points of c. In
particular, there exists a flat half-plane Ht in X whose boundary ∂Ht is
parallel to c, contains the point ρ(t) and with ζ ∈ ∂∞Ht. We conclude
that ∠ρ(t)(ξt, ζt) = |ξ, ζ| holds for all t ≥ 0.

By [Lyt05, Lemma 8.1], the set Nξt ⊂ Σρ(t)X is convex. Hence, the
midpoint mt ∈ Σρ(t)X of ηt and η′t lies in Nξt . For every ε > 0 we find
tε > 0 such that |η, η′| ≤ ∠ρ(t)(η, η

′) + ε for t ≥ tε. Thus,

∠ρ(t)(η, ζ) + ∠ρ(t)(ζ, η
′) ≤ |η, η′| ≤ ∠ρ(t)(η, η

′) + ε

holds for t ≥ tε. From triangle comparison we conclude ∠ρ(t)(mt, ζt)→
0. Hence,

|δ(ξ), δ(ζ)| = |δt(ξt), δt(ζt)| ≥ |δt(ξt), δt(mt)| − |δt(mt), δt(ζt)|
≥ ∠ρ(t)(ξt,mt)− ∠ρ(t)(mt, ζt)

≥ ∠ρ(t)(ξt, ζt)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=|ξ,ζ|

−2∠ρ(t)(mt, ζt)︸ ︷︷ ︸
→0

→ |ξ, η|.

It follows that ξ and ζ are δ-near as required. �

4.3. Spherical splittings. In this section we collect some splitting
results which can be read off the branching behavior of δ-horizontal
geodesics. First, let us recall the following general result.

Theorem 4.17 ([BMS16, Theorem 2.9]). Let X be a locally compact
CAT(0) space with finite-dimensional Tits boundary and where ∂∞X
contains a dense family of top-dimensional round spheres. Suppose
∂∞X contains a non-empty proper closed convex subset Z which is
symmetric. Then ∂TX splits as ∂TX ∼= Z ◦ Z⊥.

Note, by Corollary 2.17, this applies to all locally compact CAT(0)
spaces with geometric group actions. Thus in order to find spheri-
cal splittings of such spaces, one is on the lookout for closed convex
symmetric sets at infinity.

Proposition 4.18. Let σ̂ = σ1 ◦ σ2 be a splitting into round spheres.
Suppose that every pair of points ξi ∈ σi, i = 1, 2, the geodesic ξ1ξ2 is
piecewise horizontal and does not branch in ∂TX. Then Ant(σi), the
set of antipodes of σi, is a closed convex symmetric proper subset of
∂∞X.

Proof. Note first that if a point ζ ∈ ∂TX has constant distance π
2

from
every point in σ1, then it has to lie in Ant(σ2). Indeed, by Corol-

lary 2.16, ζ has an antipode ζ̂ in σ̂. By assumption, ζ̂ lies on a non-
branching piecewise horizontal geodesic ξ2ξ1 with ξi ∈ σi. Then the
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segment ζ̂ξ1 is initially horizontal and since ξ2ξ1 does not branch, we
can extend ζ̂ξ1 to ζ. Thus ζ̂ = ξ2 ∈ σ2.

Now we show that Ant(σ2) is closed. Let ζ̂k → ζ̂ be a convergent

sequence in ∂∞X with ζ̂k ∈ Ant(ζk), ζk ∈ σ2. Let ξ1 ∈ σ1 be an

arbitrary point and denote by ξ̂1 ∈ σ1 its antipode. Arguing as before,
we find geodesics γk and γ̂k from ζk to ζ̂k through the point ξ1 and
ξ̂1, respectively. Passing to limits, we obtain geodesics γ and γ̂ from
a point ζ ∈ σ2 to ζ̂ through the point ξ1 and ξ̂1, respectively. By
semicontinuity of the Tits metric, we conclude |ζ̂ , ξ1| = |ζ̂ , ξ̂1| = π

2
.

Therefore, ζ̂ ∈ Ant(ζ) ⊂ Ant(σ2).

Before we show symmetry, observe that if ζ̂ is antipodal to a point
ζ ∈ σ2, and ξ1 ∈ σ1 is arbitrary, then the geodesic ζ̂ξ1 is piecewise
horizontal and does not branch. Indeed, it is contained in a round
1-sphere which also contains the points ζ and ξ̂1. Since ζξ̂1 does not
branch, neither does ζ̂ξ1. Thus, if ζ̂ ′ is another point in Ant(σ2) which

is antipodal to ζ̂, then there is a geodesic from ζ̂ to ζ̂ ′ through the point
ξ1. In particular, |ζ̂ ′, ξ1| = π

2
. Since ξ1 ∈ σ1 was arbitrary, we conclude

ζ̂ ′ ∈ Ant(σ2) as required.

At last, let us show convexity. Let ζ̂2 and ζ̂ ′2 be points at distance less
than π and antipodal to points ζ2 and ζ ′2 in σ2, respectively. For every
point ξ1 ∈ σ1 the Lune Lemma provides a spherical lune spanned by
ξ1, ξ̂1 and ζ̂2, ζ̂

′
2. In particular, the segment ζ̂2ζ̂

′
2 has constant distance π

2

from ξ1. Again, since ξ1 ∈ σ1 was arbitrary, we conclude ζ̂2ζ̂
′
2 ⊂ Ant(σ2)

as required. �

The following auxiliary result, which guarantees a particular branch-
ing pattern along horizontal geodesics, will be used later in order to
find join decompositions as required by Proposition 4.18.

Lemma 4.19. Suppose that there exists a point ξ ∈ ∂TX and a direc-
tion v ∈ Hξ such that Ant(v) contains a round 1-sphere σ of genuine
directions. Then any geodesic in direction v can only contain branch
points at times which are multiples of π

2
.

Proof. Choose an antipode ξ̂ of ξ. By Proposition 4.12, the circle σ ⊂
Σξ∂TX consists of δ-horizontal directions. By the Lune Lemma, the

union of geodesics from ξ to ξ̂ in the directions of σ form a round 2-
sphere σ̄ ⊂ ∂TX. By Lemma 4.13, there exist times 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . <
tk = π such that any geodesic γ connecting ξ to ξ̂ in a direction of σ has
the property that γ(ti) is δ-near to γ(ti+1). Let γ be such a geodesic.
The claim follows if we can show that γ does not branch for t 6= π

2
.

More precisely, we need to rule out that γ or its inverse parametrization
branch at a time ti0 6= π

2
. Since the setting is symmetric, we can assume

that γ itself branches. Moreover, we may assume ti0 >
π
2
. Indeed, if γ̂

denotes the unique geodesic in σ̂, starting in ξ and such that γ∪ γ̂ form
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a closed geodesic, then γ̂ branches at t̂ = π − ti0 . So if ti0 <
π
2
, then

we consider γ̂ instead. Now let ξ̂′ denote the antipode of ξ obtained by
prolonging the segment ξγ(ti0) along the branch. Denote by w ∈ Σξσ̂
the starting direction of γ. Let w′ ∈ Σξσ̂ be a direction close to w.

We show that the piecewise δ-horizontal geodesic γ′ from ξ to ξ̂′ in the
direction w′ has to branch in ti0 .

By the Lune Lemma, we find two spherical lunes λ and λ′ spanned
by the directions w and w′ and corresponding to the points ξ̂ and ξ̂′.
If γ′ branches at time tj, then the segment γ(ti0)γ

′(tj) is contained in
λ ∩ λ′. Thus the directions between w and w′ realize every branch
time between ti0 and tj. Since branching is only possible at the finitely
many times ti, we conclude tj = ti0 . By continuity, we infer that every

geodesic from ξ to ξ̂′ in a direction of σ has to branch at ti0 . Let
γ̂ denote the particular geodesic which starts in direction ŵ ∈ Σξσ̂
antipodal to w. Then the points γ(ti0) and γ̂(ti0) are joined by two

geodesics, one through ξ̂ and one through ξ̂′. This is a contradiction
since |γ(ti0), γ̂(ti0)| = 2(π − ti0) < π. �

5. Morse flats and higher rank

5.1. Tits boundary of a periodic Morse flat. Throughout this
section, we assume that X is a locally compact CAT(0) space which

contains a periodic Morse (n + 1)-flat F̂ with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ . Recall from
[Sta22a] that a round sphere σ ⊂ σ̂ is called singular, if there exists a
round hemisphere τ+ ⊂ ∂TX with ∂τ+ = σ and τ+ ∩ σ̂ = σ such that
the union τ+∪τ− is a round sphere for every round hemisphere τ− ⊂ σ̂
with ∂τ− = σ.
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Lemma 5.1. Let τ ⊂ ∂TX be a round n-hemisphere with τ ∩ σ̂ = ∂τ .
Then τ ∪ σ̂ is a convex subset in ∂TX which splits off ∂τ . Thus ∂τ is
a singular hypersphere in σ̂.

Proof. Let ζ be the center of τ . Denote by ζ± ∈ σ̂ the two points
perpendicular to ∂τ . Since σ̂ is the Tits boundary of a Morse flat, ζ
has to be antipodal to both points ζ± (Proposition 2.15). Thus, the
claim follows from the Lune Lemma. �

Theorem 5.2 ([Sta22a, Theorem 4.7]). Let X be a locally compact
CAT(0) space. Suppose that X contains a periodic Morse (n + 1)-flat

F̂ with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ . Then the complement in ∂TF of the set of regular
points σ̂reg can be covered by a finite set of singular spheres of positive
codimension.

In the following we denote by σ1, . . . , σs ⊂ σ̂ the finitely many sin-
gular hyperspheres provided by Theorem 5.2. For a point ξ ∈ σ̂reg we
define

Cξ :=
⋂
ξ∈σ̃

σ̃ ⊂ σ̂

as the intersection of all round n-spheres σ̃ in ∂TX containing ξ. By
Theorem 5.2, Cξ contains a neighborhood of ξ and therefore has di-
mension n. Our next aim is to show that Cξ agrees with the closure of
one of the components of σ̂\

⋃s
i=1 σ

i, in particular it’s an n-dimensional
spherical polytope. We need some preparation.

Recall that by Rademacher’s theorem, almost every point p in the
boundary ∂C of an n-dimensional closed convex subset C in Sn has a
Euclidean tangent space, Tp∂C ∼= Rn−1.

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space and F̂ ⊂
X a periodic Morse (n+1)-flat with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ . Let F̂ ′ ⊂ X be a second

(n+ 1)-flat with σ̂′ := ∂T F̂
′. Suppose that α = σ̂∩ σ̂′ is non-empty and

of dimension n. Then for every point ξ ∈ ∂α with Tξ∂α ∼= Rn−1, there
exists a singular hypersphere σ ⊂ σ̂ which is tangent to α at ξ. More
precisely, ξ ∈ σ and α ∩ σ ⊂ ∂α.

Proof. Since X is locally compact and F̂ is Morse, there exists R > 0,
such that F̂ does not bound a flat strip of width R. Set CR := {x ∈
F̂ : |x, F̂ ′| ≤ R} and pick a base point o ∈ ∂CR. Note that CR is

a closed convex subset of F̂ . If Co(α) denotes the cone from o over
α, then Co(α) ⊂ CR and CR has sublinear distance from Co(α) in the
sense

|Co(α) ∩Br(o), CR ∩Br(o)|
r

→ 0.

Thus, for ξ ∈ ∂α, we can find a sequence xk ∈ ∂CR such that xk → ξ.
Denote by x′k ∈ F̂ ′ the closest point to xk. Thus |xk, x′k| = R. Now we

use elements γk in the stabilizer of F̂ to move xk to a fixed compact



28 STEPHAN STADLER

subset of F̂ . We may assume that each γk acts as a translation on F̂
and therefore fixes σ̂ pointwise. Passing to a subsequence, we obtain
limits γk(xk) → x∞ and γk(F̂

′, x′k) → (F̂ ′∞, x
′
∞). By construction,

|x∞, F̂ ′∞| = |x∞, x′∞| = R. In particular, F̂ ′∞ cannot be parallel to F̂ .

We claim that F̂ ′∞ is asymptotic to F̂ along an (n + 1)-dimensional
flat half-space. To see this, note first that ∠o(xk, ξ)→ 0 and therefore
∠xk(o, ξ) = π−∠o(xk, ξ)→ π. Thus we have the pointed convergences

γk(xkξ, xk) → (x∞ξ, x∞) and γk(xko, xk) → (x∞ξ̂, x∞) where ξ̂ is the
antipode of ξ in σ̂. We denote by c the complete geodesic through
x∞ which is asymptotic to the points ξ, ξ̂. Since the ray xkξ and the
segment xko are contained in CR, we conclude c ⊂ N̄R(F̂ ′∞). (Thus c

is parallel to F̂ ′∞ and since |x∞, F̂ ′∞| = R, it has distance R from F̂ ′∞.)

In particular, ξ, ξ̂ ∈ ∂T F̂ ′∞. Since α is fixed by γk and contained in σ̂′,

we also have α ⊂ ∂T F̂
′
∞. Therefore, ∂T F̂

′
∞ has to contain the convex

hull of ξ̂ and α in σ̂. By assumption, the tangent space to ∂α at ξ is
Rn−1 (and therefore the tangent space to α at ξ is an n-dimensional
Euclidean half-space). It follows that this convex hull has to contain

the round n-hemisphere τ̂ ⊂ σ̂ determined by ξ̂ and α. Since F̂ ′∞ is not

parallel to F̂ , we conclude ∂T F̂
′
∞ ∩ σ̂ = τ̂ . Thus σ = ∂τ̂ is a singular

hypersphere as claimed. �

Corollary 5.4. Let X be a locally compact CAT(0) space and F̂ ⊂
X a periodic Morse (n + 1)-flat with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ . Let F̂ ′ ⊂ X be a

second (n + 1)-flat with σ̂′ := ∂T F̂
′. Suppose that α = σ̂ ∩ σ̂′ is non-

empty and of dimension n. Then there exists finitely many singular
hyperspheres {σ1, . . . , σk} in σ̂ such that α is the closure of a component

of σ̂ \
⋃k
i=1 σ

i. In particular, α is an n-dimensional spherical polytope.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, almost every point in ∂α is tangent to one
of the singular hyperspheres σi. Let {σ1, . . . , σk} denote those which
are tangent to some point in ∂α. It follows that α has to agree with
the closure of a component of σ̂ \

⋃k
i=1 σ

i. �

Corollary 5.5. There exists finitely many round singular hyperspheres
{σ1, . . . , σs} in σ̂ such that for every point ξ ∈ σ̂reg, the set Cξ is the
closure of one of the components of σ̂ \

⋃s
i=1 σ

i. In particular, there
are only finitely many distinct Cξ and each Cξ is an n-dimensional
spherical polytope.

Proof. Choose a point ξ ∈ σ̂reg. Recall that Cξ is the intersection
of all round n-spheres in ∂TX which contain the point ξ. By Corol-
lary 5.4, every finite such intersection has the claimed structure. Since
by Theorem 5.2 there are only finitely many singular hyperspheres, the
set Cξ can be obtained as a finite intersection of round n-spheres. At
last, observe that if Cξ is bounded by the hyperspheres σ1, . . . , σj, then
none of the other singular hyperspheres σi can cut through Cξ, since,
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by Lemma 5.1, a corresponding hemisphere τi spans a round n-sphere
with each of the components of σ̂ \ σi. The claim follows. �

5.2. Periodic Morse flats and symmetric sets. In this section we
consider a locally compact CAT(0) space X with a geometric group
action Γ y X and such that every geodesic in X lies in an (n+ 1)-flat,

n ≥ 1. We will show that a Γ-periodic Morse (n+ 1)-flat F̂ ⊂ X leads
to a non-empty proper closed symmetric Γ-invariant subset in ∂∞X
and therefore, by Proposition 4.4, to a non-trivial submetry of the Tits
boundary. The proof is dynamical and we will freely use the notation
and results from Section 2.8.

As before, we will set σ̂ = ∂T F̂ and denote the finitely many singular
hyperspheres in σ̂ by σ1, . . . , σs. Moreover, we define a chamber (in
σ̂) to be the closure of one of the components of σ̂ \

⋃s
i=1 σ

i. By
Corollary 5.5, for each regular point ξ ∈ σ̂reg the intersection of all
round n-spheres in ∂TX which contain ξ is a chamber.

Lemma 5.6. Let C ⊂ σ̂ be a chamber and let ξ be a point in the interior
of C. If ξ̂ ∈ ∂TX is antipodal to ξ, then there exists an (n + 1)-flat

F ⊂ X such C and ξ̂ are contained in ∂TF .

Proof. If ξ̂ is visually antipodal to ξ, then the claim follows since every
geodesic in X lies in an (n+1)-flat and C is the intersection of all round
n-spheres in ∂TX which contain a regular point from C (Corollary 5.5).

By Lemma 3.2, there exists a sequence (ξ̂k) of visual antipodes of ξ with

ξ̂k → ξ̂. Denote by Fk a (n + 1)-flat such that σk := ∂TFk contains C

and ξ̂k. Let fk : Sn → ∂TX be an isometric embedding with image σk.
Passing to a subsequence, we can assume that fk converges pointwise
with respect to the cone topology to a 1-Lipschitz map f : Sn → ∂TX.
Since the image of f contains C and ξ̂, it has to be a round n-sphere
σ. Because C ⊂ σ̂, we see that σ cannot bound a round hemisphere in
∂TX. Thus [Lee00, Proposition 2.1] implies the claim. �

In order to show that chambers are incompressible we will make use
of the following.

Lemma 5.7. Let C ⊂ σ̂ be a chamber and γ ∈ Γ. Suppose that ξ ∈ γC
is a point such that γ−1ξ is regular in C. Let ξ̂ ∈ σ̂ be an antipode of
ξ. Then ξ̂ is regular as well. More precisely, if s > 0 is such that
Bs(ξ) ⊂ γC, then there exists a chamber Ĉ ⊂ σ̂ such that Bs(ξ̂) ⊂ Ĉ.

Proof. Choose s > 0 as in the assumption and let ξ̂′ ∈ Bs(ξ̂). Extend

the geodesic ξ̂′ξ̂ inside σ̂ to a point ξ̂′′ ∈ σ̂ such that ξ̂ξ̂′′ lies in a single
chamber Ĉ ⊂ σ̂. Choose a regular point η̂ ∈ Ĉ ∩ Bs(ξ̂). Extend the
geodesic η̂ξ to antipode η. Since |η, ξ| > π − s and Bs(ξ) ⊂ γC, we
have η ∈ γC. By Lemma 5.6, we find a round n-sphere σ ⊂ ∂TX
which contains the chamber Ĉ and the point η, and therefore also the
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translated chamber γC. In particular, we see that ξ is the only antipode
of ξ̂ in γC and σ is given by the union of all geodesics from ξ to ξ̂. Now
we extend the geodesic ξ̂′ξ̂′′ inside σ to a geodesic c′ of length π ending
in an antipode ξ′ of ξ̂′. Since |ξ̂′, ξ̂| < s we see that ξ′ ∈ Bs(ξ) ⊂ γC.
By Lemma 5.6, we find a round n-sphere σ′ in ∂TX which contains the
translated chamber γC and the point ξ̂′. Again, ξ′ is the only antipode
of ξ̂′ in γC and therefore σ′ is the union of all geodesics from ξ′ to ξ̂′.
In particular, σ′ contains the geodesic c′ and therefore also the point
ξ̂. But now both round n-spheres σ and σ′ contain the point ξ̂ and the
translated chamber γC. Since ξ lies in the interior of γC and ∂TX is
CAT(1), this implies σ = σ′. Consequently, Bs(ξ̂) ⊂ σ. Since σ is a

round n-sphere, we must have Bs(ξ̂) ⊂ σ̂ as claimed. �

Lemma 5.8. Let C ⊂ σ̂ be a chamber, then C is incompressible.

Proof. Let η be a regular point in C and assume (γk) is a sequence in
Γ with ηk → ξ with ηk = γkη. We need to show that a limit of γkC
with respect to the cone topology is isometric to C.

Let ξ̂ be an antipode of ξ in σ̂ (Corollary 2.16). Since the diameter of

∂TX is equal to π, semi-continuity of the Tits metric implies |ξ̂, ηk| → π.

Extend the geodesic ηkξ̂ inside σ̂ to an antipode ξ̂k ∈ σ̂. Then ξ̂k → ξ̂.
By Lemma 5.7, if s0 > 0 is such that Bs0(η) ⊂ C, then Bs0(ξ̂k) ⊂ σ̂.

Therefore ξ̂ is regular and if Ĉ ⊂ σ̂ denotes the chamber containing
ξ̂, then by Lemma 5.6, we find a round n-sphere σk ⊂ ∂TX which
contains Ĉ and γkC. Let fk : Sn → ∂TX be an isometric embedding
with image σk. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that fk
converges pointwise with respect to the cone topology to a 1-Lipschitz
map f : Sn → ∂TX. Since the image of f has to contain Ĉ and the
point ξ, we see that f is an isometric embedding. In particular, any
limit with respect to the cone topology of γkC is isometric to C as
claimed. �

Lemma 5.9. The chambers of σ̂ are precisely the maximal incompress-
ible sets in σ̂.

Proof. Let σ1 be a singular hypersphere in σ̂ and let τ ⊂ ∂TX be a
round n-hemisphere with τ ∩ σ̂ = σ1. Denote by τ± ⊂ σ̂ the two
round n-hemispheres determined by σ1. Since σ̂ is the boundary of
a Morse flat, the two round n-spheres σ± = τ ∪ τ± do not bound
round hemispheres in ∂TX. Thus by [Lee00, Proposition 2.1], there
are (n + 1)-flats F± ⊂ X with ∂TF

± = σ±. Let ζ ∈ ∂TX and ζ± ∈
∂TX be the center of τ and τ±, respectively. If ω ∈ βΓ \ Γ pulls
from ζ, then, by Lemma 2.14, T ωσ+ and T ωσ− are round n-spheres.
Moreover, by π-convergence, T ωζ+ = T ωζ− and the round hemispheres
τ+ and τ− get folded to the same round hemisphere in T ωσ+ = T ωσ−.
Since the chambers in σ̂ are bounded by the singular hyperspheres, this
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shows that no incompressible set can strictly contain a chamber. By
Lemma 5.8, each chamber is incompressible and the proof is complete.

�

Following [GS13], we will denote the non-degenerated maximal in-
compressible sets in ∂TX by I(Γ). By Lemma 2.19, the maximal di-
mension of an incompressible set in ∂TX is at most n. Thus we have

Lemma 5.10. Let Cmax be a chamber of maximal volume in σ̂. Then
there exists ν ∈ βΓ such that T ν∂TX = T νCmax.

Proof. This is part of the Strong Folding Lemma [GS13, Theorem D].
�

Corollary 5.11. All chambers of σ̂ are isometric.

Proof. Since every chamber is incompressible, the map T ν from Lemma 5.10,
restricts to an isometric embedding C ↪→ T νCmax for every chamber
C ⊂ σ̂. Thus the inverse image of ∂T νCmax in σ̂ is precisely the union of
the singular hyperspheres

⋃s
i=1 σ

i. Hence each restriction C ↪→ T νCmax

is surjective. �

Corollary 5.12. For every point ξ ∈ ∂TX there exists ω ∈ βΓ and a
chamber C ⊂ σ̂ such that ξ ∈ T ωC. In particular, ∂TX is covered by
maximal incompressible subsets isometric to a chamber of σ̂.

Proof. Since σ̂ is covered by chambers, the claim follows because the
orbit Γσ̂ is dense (Corollary 2.17). �

Lemma 5.13. Every chamber in σ̂ has an incenter unless X is flat.

Proof. A chamber lies in a hemisphere of σ̂ unless the singular set in σ̂
is empty. But then ∂TX = σ̂ and X is isometric to Rn+1. �

Proposition 5.14. If X is not flat, then there exists a non-empty
proper closed symmetric Γ-invariant subset A ⊂ ∂∞X.

Proof. Denote by T ν the folding map ∂TX → T νCmax from Lemma 5.10.
Let µ be the incenter of T νCmax (Lemma 5.13). Let A be the inverse
image of µ under T ν , i.e. the incenters of maximal incompressible sub-
sets of ∂TX. Then A is a non-empty proper closed Γ-invariant set. We
claim that A is also symmetric. Let ξ be in A and choose an antipode
ξ̂ of ξ. By Corollary 5.12, there exist sequences (γk) and (γ̂k) in Γ and

chambers C and Ĉ in σ̂ such that γkC → C ′, γ̂kĈ → Ĉ ′ and ξ ∈ C ′,
ξ̂ ∈ Ĉ ′. Since ξ ∈ A, the incenters ξk of γkC converge to ξ. To prove
the claim it is enough to show that the incenters ξ̂k of γ̂kĈ converge to
ξ̂. Let ζk ∈ γ̂kĈ be regular and such that ζk → ξ̂. Then |ξk, ζk| → π.
Since ξk is the incenter of γkC, there is an antipode of ζk in γkC and
therefore, by Lemma 5.7, we find a round n-sphere σk which contains
γkC and γ̂kĈ. Let fk : Sn → ∂TX be an isometric embedding with
image σk. After passing to a subsequence, we may assume that fk



32 STEPHAN STADLER

converges pointwise with respect to the cone topology to a 1-Lipschitz
map f : Sn → ∂TX. The image σ of f contains C ′ and Ĉ ′. Since ξ
lies in the interior of C ′ and ξ̂ ∈ Ĉ ′ is antipodal to ξ, we see that f
is an isometric embedding. By Lemma 5.7, the antipode of ξk in σk
has to be the incenter of a chamber C̃k ⊂ σk. Since ζk ∈ γ̂kĈ has an
antipode in γkC, we see γ̂kĈ = C̃k. Thus the antipode of ξk in σk is ξ̂k,
the incenter of γ̂kĈ, and therefore ξ̂k → ξ̂ as claimed. �

5.3. Induced submetries and the dimension of the base. For this
section we assume that X is a non-flat locally compact CAT(0) space
with a geometric group action Γ y X and where every geodesic lies in
an (n+1)-flat. In particular, X is geodesically complete. Moreover, we

assume that X contains a periodic Morse (n+1)-flat F̂ with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ .
By Proposition 5.14, this means that the ideal boundary ∂∞X contains
a non-trivial proper closed symmetric Γ-invariant subset. Thus, by
Proposition 4.4, we have a non-trivial submetry

δ : ∂TX → ∆.

Our main goal is:

Proposition 5.15. Let X be a non-flat locally compact CAT(0) space
where every geodesic lies in an (n + 1)-flat. Suppose that X contains

a periodic Morse (n + 1)-flat F̂ with σ̂ := ∂T F̂ . Moreover, assume
dim(∂TX) = m and that there exists a family of round m-spheres in
∂TX which are dense with respect to the cone topology. If ∂TX is
irreducible, then ∆ is an n-dimensional spherical orbifold.

Our starting point is the observation that δ restricts to a submetry
on certain round spheres in ∂TX, including top-dimensional ones and
Tits boundaries of Morse flats.

Lemma 5.16. Let σ ⊂ ∂TX be a round sphere such that every direction
at a point ξ ∈ σ has an antipode in Σξσ. Then the restriction δσ := δ|σ
is a submetry δσ : σ → ∆ and every δσ-horizontal geodesic is also δ-
horizontal. In particular, this applies if dim(σ) = dim(∂TX) or if σ is
the Tits boundary of a periodic Morse flat.

Proof. By assumption, every point in ∂TX has an antipode in σ. Thus
δσ is surjective. Intersecting the fibers of δ with σ clearly gives closed
symmetric subsets in σ. It only remains to show that they are equidis-
tant. Let ξ be a point in σ and ξη a δ-horizontal geodesic in ∂TX.
Then we can extend ηξ up to an antipode η̂ ∈ σ. Further, denote by
η′ the antipode of η̂ in σ. Then ξη′ is δ-horizontal and realizes the
distance from ξ to the δ-fiber through η. This shows the claim. The
supplement follows from [BL06, Lemma 2.1] and Corollary 2.16. �

Let δ̂ : σ̂ → ∆ be the induced submetry obtained from restricting δ.
To get control on δ, our strategy is to study δ̂ first.
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We denote by {σ1, . . . , σs} a set of singular hyperspheres in σ̂ pro-
vided by Corollary 5.5. For every regular point ξ ∈ σ̂reg holds that Cξ
agrees with the closure of one of the components of σ̂ \

⋃s
i=1 σ

i. Note
that s will denote the number of singular hyperspheres. The upshot is
that the hyperspheres σi ⊂ σ̂ act as “mirrors” for horizontal geodesics.
This allows us to understand δ̂.

Lemma 5.17. Denote by fi : σ̂ → σ̂ the reflection at σi ⊂ σ̂. Then for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ s, the submetry δ̂ is invariant under fi, namely δ̂ = δ̂ ◦ fi.

Proof. Denote by τ± ⊂ σ̂ the two round hemispheres determined by
σi. Let τi ⊂ ∂TX be a round n-hemisphere with τi ∩ σ̂ = σi. By
Lemma 5.1, the union σ̂ ∪ τi is a convex subset of ∂TX which splits off
σi. Thus ξ and fi(ξ) have a common antipode in τi. �

This motivates the following terminology.

Definition 5.18. The finitely many singular hyperspheres σi ⊂ σ̂,
1 ≤ i ≤ s, will be called reflecting hyperspheres.

Next we show that horizontal geodesics in σ̂ can only branch off at a
point on a reflecting hypersphere. This requires the following auxiliary
lemma.

Lemma 5.19. Let ξ̃ ∈ σ̂reg be a regular point. Further, let ξ ∈ Cξ̃ and

ξ̂ ∈ Antvis(ξ). Then there exists an (n+ 1)-flat F ⊂ X which contains

the set Cξ̃ and the point ξ̂ in its ideal boundary ∂∞F .

Proof. Let c ⊂ X be a complete geodesic with ∂∞c = {ξ, ξ̂}. Choose a

sequence (xk)k∈N of points in c with xk → ξ̂. Let Fk ⊂ X be an (n+1)-

flat which contains the geodesic ray xkξ̃. By definition, Cξ̃ ⊂ ∂∞Fk. In
particular, the geodesic ray xkξ lies in Fk. By local compactness, we
can extract a limit flat F with the desired properties. �

Lemma 5.20. Suppose that ξη ⊂ σ̂ is a piecewise horizontal geodesic
which branches at the point η. Then there exists a reflecting hypersphere
σi0 which contains η and such that ξη is transversal to σi0, i.e. not
contained in σi0.

Proof. After possibly changing ξ to an interior point of ξη, we may
assume that ξη is contained in Cξ̃ for some ξ̃ ∈ σ̂reg. If the segment ξη
branches at η, then we can extend it to a piecewise horizontal geodesic γ
joining ξ to an antipode ξ̂ such that γ intersects σ̂ precisely in ξη. Now
suppose for contradiction that the claim fails. Since Cξ̃ is a spherical

polytope bounded by the hyperspheres σi, this can only happen if we
can extend ξη inside Cξ̃ to a point η′. By Lemma 3.2, we find a sequence

ξ̂k of visual antipodes of ξ which converge to ξ̂ in the cone topology.
From Lemma 5.19, we obtain (n + 1)-flats Fk with Cξ̃ ⊂ ∂∞Fk and
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ξ̂k ∈ ∂∞Fk. In particular, the geodesic γk ⊂ ∂TFk from ξ to ξ̂ through
the point η also contains the point η′. Passing to a limit with respect
to the cone topology, we obtain a geodesic γ∞ ⊂ ∂TX from ξ to ξ̂
which still contains the segment ξη′. Since γ contains ξη, we conclude
γ = γ∞. Contradiction. �

An immediate consequence is the following.

Corollary 5.21. Suppose that ξ ∈ σ̂ lies in a single reflecting hyper-
sphere, say ξ ∈ σ1 \

⋃
i 6=1 σ

i. If a horizontal direction v ∈ Hξ has an

antipode in Σξσ
1, then v ∈ Σξσ

1.

Corollary 5.22. Suppose that σ :=
⋂s
i=1 σ

i 6= ∅. Then ∂TX splits
non-trivially as a spherical join.

Proof. Pick a point ξ ∈ σ. By Lemma 5.16, δ restricts to a submetry δ̂ :
σ̂ → ∆ such that δ̂-horizontal directions are δ-horizontal. In particular,
there exists a δ-horizontal direction v ∈ Σξσ̂. By Lemma 5.20, the
piecewise δ-horizontal geodesic γ in direction v cannot branch since no
σi is transversal to γ. The claim follows from Lemma 4.7. �

Proof of Proposition 5.15. Since ∂TX is irreducible, Corollary 5.22 im-
plies

⋂s
i=1 σ

i = ∅. Thus after renumbering, we may assume
⋂n+1
i=1 σ

i =
∅. By Lemma 5.17 and Proposition 2.9, either every geodesic in σ̂ is
piecewise δ̂-horizontal, or there exists a disjoint decomposition I−∪̇I+ =
{1, . . . , n + 1} and a splitting σ̂ = σ− ◦ σ+ where σ± =

⋂
i∈I± σ

i such

that every geodesic ξ−ξ+ is piecewise δ̂-horizontal. By Proposition 4.18
and Theorem 4.17, the latter case implies that X and therefore ∂TX is
reducible. Thus the claim follows from Lemma 2.5. �

5.4. Dimension of the Tits boundary and rigidity. The aim of
this section is to prove the Main Theorem. We begin with some auxil-
iary observations.

Corollary 5.23. Suppose that there exists a geodesic γ ⊂ σ̂ of length π
whose interior intersects only one of the reflecting hyperspheres. More-
over, assume that the intersection is perpendicular at the midpoint.
Then ∂∞X contains a proper subset which is closed convex and sym-
metric.

Proof. Let’s assume that γ intersects σ1 at its midpoint. By assumption
∂γ ⊂

⋂s
i=2 σ

i. Thus σ̂ = σ+ ◦ σ− with σ+ = ∂γ and σ− = σ1. Thus
the claim follows from Proposition 4.18. �

The following is an immediate consequence of the chain rule and the
fact that the fibers of δ are symmetric.

Lemma 5.24. Let γ : S1 → ∂TX be an isometric embedding and set
ξ± := γ(±1). Then

dδ(ξ+)(γ̇(1)) = dδ(ξ−)(γ̇(−1)).
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Now we can provide

Proof of Main Theorem. By Theorem 1.2, it is enough to show that
either ∂TX splits as a spherical join or dim(∂TX) = n.

Since Γ acts geometrically, dim(∂TX) = m is finite and round m-
spheres form a dense family in ∂∞X (Corollary 2.17). Let σ̄ ⊂ ∂TX be
a round m-sphere. From Lemma 5.16 we obtain induced submetries δ̄ :
σ̄ → ∆ and δ̂ : σ̂ → ∆ by restriction. Moreover, δ̄-horizontal directions
and δ̂-horizontal directions are δ-horizontal. From Proposition 5.15 we
know that either ∂TX is reducible or dim(∆) = dim(σ̂) = n and ∆
is a spherical orbifold. Now let us assume that ∆ is an n-dimensional
spherical orbifold and n < m holds.

Then, by Lemma 2.8, there exists a point ξ̄ ∈ σ̄ with δ(ξ̄) = y ∈ ∆n−1

such that the δ̄-horizontal space H̄ξ̄ ⊂ Σξ̄σ̄ is a round k-sphere with

k ≥ n. Let ξ̂ ∈ σ̂ be an antipode of ξ̄. In particular, δ(ξ̂) = δ(ξ̄) = y.

By Lemma 2.7, there exists splittings H̄ξ̄
∼= L̄◦ L̄⊥ and Ĥξ̂

∼= K̂ ◦K̂⊥

such that the differentials dδ̄(ξ̄) and dδ̂(ξ̂) map L̄ and K̂ isometrically to

Σy∆
n−1 ∼= Sn−2 and send L̄⊥ and K̂⊥ to w, where Σy∆ ∼= Σy∆

n−1◦{w}.

Note that dim(L̄⊥) ≥ 1 while K̂⊥ = {v̂−, v̂+}. Let σ ⊂ ∂TX be the
unique round (k+1)-sphere spanned by the horizontal sphere H̄ξ̄ ⊂ Hξ̄

which contains the points ξ̂ and ξ̄. By Lemma 5.24 the splitting of H̄ξ̄

induces a splitting of the horizontal sphere Σξ̂σ
∼= K̄ ◦ K̄⊥ such that

dδ(ξ̂) maps K̄ isometrically to Σy∆
n−1 ∼= Sn−2 and sends K̄⊥ to w.

Sublemma 5.25. We have K̂ = K̄.

Proof. Since dim(Σξ̂σ) = k ≥ n and since every direction in Σξ̂σ has

an antipode in Σξ̂σ̂, there is horizontal branching at ξ̂. Thus, by

Lemma 5.20, ξ̂ has to lie on a reflecting hypersphere, say σ1. Since
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δ̂ is invariant under reflections along the hyperspheres σi, 1 ≤ i ≤ s,
it follows K̂ = Σξ̂σ

1. Moreover, ξ̂ cannot lie in a second reflect-

ing hypersphere σi, i 6= 1, otherwise the tangent space Ty∆ could

not split off Rn−1, but by assumption δ(ξ̂) = y ∈ ∆n−1. By Corol-
lary 2.16, every direction v̄ ∈ K̄ has an antipode v̂ in Σξ̂σ̂. Since

dδ(−v̂) = dδ(v̄) ∈ Σy∆
n−1, we see v̂ ∈ K̂. From Corollary 5.21 we

infer v̄ = v̂. This confirms the claim. �
We conclude that every direction v̄′ ∈ K̄⊥ spans a round n-hemisphere

τ̄ ⊂ ∂TX with τ̄ ∩ σ̂ = ∂τ̄ . In particular, by Lemma 5.1, ∠(v̄′, v̂±) = π,
i.e. K̄⊥ ⊂ Ant(v̂±). Since dim(K̄⊥) ≥ 1, Lemma 4.19 implies that a
geodesic in direction v̂± can only branch at times which are multiples
of π

2
. Since v± is perpendicular to σ1, Corollary 5.23 and Theorem 4.17

imply that ∂TX is reducible. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Corollary A. If M is a Hadamard manifold with a geometric
group action and of rank n ≥ 2, then every geodesic lies in an n-flat
[Bal95, Section IV.4]. Moreover, a dense set of the unit sphere bundle
is tangent to periodic Morse n-flats [BBS85, Theorem 4.8]. Thus the
claim follows from the Main Theorem. �
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