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"The mapping class group from the viewpoint of
measure equivalence theory
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SRR Z PR
Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University

1 &

BITZNBRICET 3, 2 DOERERBOBMOREER (quasi-isometry) DBEZDRE{LL
& LT, Gromov & 2 DOBEBEF DM D measure equivalence &\ S5 ELRZMA Uiz, LL
T, MBE L EXE, BB OEARER T LICT B,

%1 ([9). T, A % 2 DOMEBEEL T 5. T 5 measure equivalent (5%, ME &
) TH 5 kid, o-HEBNIEH % DRINE Borel Z2M (Q,m) L EFDED T, A DYE m %
RETIAERTRERETLONH B LERVS:

@) T & A OfEFIZA#;
() T, A OBERIGAEKIC &
(i) T, A DOBIEFIZMEEROEATIEE D,

CTT, BEBEROTTHERASREMICHHTH B L 13, stabilizer H'EAA L x5 HEEOR
BN OlckrLERNS.

CD ME LW BRI, BB OMORENZREED S, BRICHH B T L1, finite
kernel & finite cokernel Z R\ NTREIT L 2 DOBEEIZ ME TH5. 2D X574 2 D0
EREXIE LA ERBITHB LV LIcLES.

B 2. GZRA2VY M DE 2 ATEAERE TR L L, G EORBE L LT Haar
REZEZS. T, A % G O lattice (i.e. finite covolume % & DEEHIRES) L 5. TD
L&, T OENCDBIRICES G LOEAL A DELSOBIIEICK S G LOfERIC
KD, T &£ AIXME &#i5.

ZOFH, ME OBSZ8A LB 1 DTH3. &5V LEEMICRRK S, ¥
#i Lie B0 lattice IZX L, Z D lattice DB BN Z N2 S Lie BRERETIH Y
IDEVSHER, EHOEXSNTERABRALDTH Y, Mostow-Margulis DHIEE
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BENWSELVERMEON TV S, TORIEERIL, lattice DFEEA Lie D (AFT) A
BEELWHIEZLTED, LORWICHL—D2DFZZHLTWS. LD ME 2015
WERE, TORIE% Lie D lattice LIRS AWV —ROMIFRICH LTI THLS &
WHSEDTHB. b bHBRZ L, EDX 5% 2 DOBBENE RO/ Mt
D lattice ¥ LTEHTEEIHhEMSEDTH 3. (EB11cBITB QRPTHALE
2L BVD5, COFEVARMEVTRESH M) 1 DOMBLLTIE, TO ME 205
MEEOMORMEMGT, BB ETRLTHATLHETFOENE S, SEOWEIZ, D
MEZHEOESERICELTEITHBLDTHS.

2 @
TNETRB/ONTVS, ME ICHT 3EELERZVCODVEEFTET 5.

& 3 ([15]). nym >2 &L/ L E, SL(n,R) O lattice & SL(m,R) D lattice »* ME #&

BiE, n=m.

B 4 ([4]). ROBZ, B 3 ZBDTMILTZEDTHS. n23 L LIzLE, SL(n,R)
D lattice N'HHBEHHE A £ ME & 5IE, A 1 SL(n,R) DH 3 lattice £I1F LA Y EE
TH3. COBEICKD, SL(n,R) D lattice IC ME ZBEEEED class NREE Nz

D 2 DO@IE, SL(n,R) 73T <, () st Lie ROBERTRENTS. Ric
£ 5 1D/7FF, ME D class TREICHEEENTVAEOEREIT LS.

# 5 ([14]). BEEEE T ' amenable TH 5 L&, FEOEMFE a1/ Bl X LD
M5k T OFRICELT, X LOBERRAE T I-FERLONEFEET I LERVS. (ft
ict, BLOEMERREYHS.) X, 2TOEMRBPA#EIT amenable TH> T,
amenable & S HHEITHITHCWE, AR L AMETHLU TV, Amenable Tl VB
DREFIIETREBEHETH .

ME ICBALT, RO eHbh>T5s: BB T A Z L ME LAB37HICIE, T MR
IR TH - T, hD, amenable TH 3 Z L HBBE+ITHB.

AXK 6. §l3 & Bl 5 lcBNT, [14] ¥ [15] PREE NI LRI, 7 ME OBtRI3 4 E
NTHELT, cho DRI TRAMNOBHERERLDE L TEREINTVS (T8 13 L M8
14 ZRX).

3 FER

FEBEBNBHIC, LB L EHNFOERICODVTARRTEIS. M =M, 2V
IR M TEEMITTRERMIH L L, EOMBE g, BARSOMBE p LT3, TOLE,
k(M)=3g+p—4 L3EL,g<2DLE gp(M)=2,g>2DL & go(M) =g LET. #i
M OEBESERT(M) 2 M LOMZEREET 3WMIEARERDAY F¥—E24H05
LBAWTERTS.
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TE 7 ([10). MY, M2 % 2 DOy b CHEEMIARERHEET, s(M?), k(M%) >
0 BERTEDOETS. B, 2 DOBGER [(MY) & I(M2) 4 ME A5, B
k(M) = K(M?) & go(M?) = go(M?) DB ILD.

EE 8. M-S ATAVEHE M A k(M) <0 2= 4h61E, TOEHRERT(M) BE
RRTH5. Flz, 4DDH F(Mo,4), F(Ml,o), P(M1,1), SLz(Z) BIZLALABTHS. &
BT, 2 DDE T(Mpg) & T'(Map) IELALHETHS.

B 9. T 7 ICBI 3SR s(M?) = s(M2) 13, [10] LRFIOFETEELNS. O
ZlieonTaXyrLTsl.

Gaboriau & [7] IKHBWNT, ROBKTEBFOD 2-Betti HA® ME BT 57K ER
ichdz bRl 2 DOBBE T, £T; A ME &51F, H3EH ¢c MEELT,
Bn(T1) = cBn(T2) PMERD n ILDWTHEDILD. TTT, BEHEE A XL, Ba(A) TA
DE n R 2-Betti LEEXTLDLT 3.

—7, Gromov DFER (8] £ McMullen DFER [13] Z2BbE S &, £(M) 2 0 L SHE
M DOEGEE T(M) O £2-Betti BARDE 3103 T LDDB: Be+1(T(M)) >0
DD, D n £ s(M) + 1 IKHL, Bo(T(M)) = 0.

CNEDRBRICED, TR T IEBITHER k(M) = n(M?) HMELN 5.

E&8#tE ME TOBRT 3T TEL, EARZA TORBBIEHERL ME L&
SRVHIEDNTEHRELTE.

EE 10 ([10)). M 287 FTREHITTEAMEEE U, «(M) 20 £9%. Bl# G
& n BEORK 2 DHHROERERIFHLLTEBLL, E5i, BEEER I'(M) DOMEE
HOBT & ME THBHLTB. CDLE,

-2
n59+[ﬁ_g__]

AMRDILD. TTT, B a KN, [o] T o UFOBADEEEET LT 5.

£, T(M) i g+ [(9+p—2)/2] BORE 2 DBHBEOEREZBIFHLLTILOT,
LoEBc B BRERIBRETHS.

AEHRIC BT, Adams (1], 2] I & B (Gromov DK TD) WEHEHI T 2 ER%Z2S
R LTWB. ROETHD “BRER L5 50% « ISR NER LSVRAEE
Hh Adams DFHEIC K DIATZC L HTE3B,

B 11 ([10). M 23237 P CHEMNITTREABEE L, (M) 20 £33, COLE,
ROBORERE L BHEBE T(M) i3 ME T

() Ty & Ty ZERRBEL L, I £7213 Ty I35ERE amenable BEMHBL LTATLL
e 20ER 1‘1 x I's.
(ii) #EFE amenable A FRMOB L L TAT & 5 HESE.
COFEETIE, WHB L ILET 2 HBERNT VB DIFED, ROEFI LD ME OF
RO O REBEER L NHBIIRES class KBELTWAZ LHbhs:

B 12 ([10]). M 2387 P THEMITEEHMELL, k(M) >0 L T5. TOLE,
E§BE I'(M) L ERONEEIZ ME Tk,
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4 FEERODT-HDEEAE

T T TRIAERARS C LIZEBOTE LAAREELDT, L0 K5 hEX S TillHxE
BTV MR BN TEE V., FIfiT, LOEEOERICIE Adams OFEZBEI
Lz ichizh, ORI TIE ME 2080 TEL, Zh e REABILDE & Tt
BHELTWL. ¥7, FOT LIKDWVWTHAALES.

T8 18, (X,u), (Y,v) ZHERRE & OB Borel 2L 5. 2 DOBEBEBET, A NN
NEN (X, u), (Y,v) HERICERALTWT, TA= X, AB=Y %§&7=3RIEIED Borel
HIEAE ACX,BCY &, ZDOM®D Borel BREMR f: A— Y TREHEZTLONE
E3HLd5:

(i) 2 2D B LORE f.(ula), v|p & EV N HEN EYE;
() BEALTRTD z€ AILDNWT, f(TzNA) =AzNB.

zDrE, 2 DONEBIZTEHEFRME (weakly orbit equivalent or WOE) TH3 L5, &

ic, LD A, B A full measure T&3 L &, 2 DOEMAIZEERE (orbit equivalent or
OE) ThHaL\5. ,

D 14 ([5], [6]). 2 DOREBB T, A » ME TH3HIicid, T, A ORERREN & D~
% Borel 2 LDRRIER T WOE L& 3 DOEENKRETDTHS.

T RREE L U, T 12 (X,p) EEADOABNEEICERLTVS LTS, COLE,
R=Rr={(z,9z) e X xX:z€ X,geT}

&, (X,p) LORHEBIFR (equivalence relation) ZEHB. R RRDL3LLT, BRK
(X, u) £D groupoid DHER & D:

1. Range map, r: R 3 (z,y) — z € X.

2. Source map, s: R 3 (z,y) — y € X.

3. Product, (z,¥) - (¥,2) = (z, 2).

4. Inverse, (z,y)"! = (v, 2).

2 DOEME T, A NENEN (X, ), (V,v) CREHOARMEHICER LTVS &
3. (X,pn), (Y,v) LO relation Rr, Ry BENFNERENS. COLE,T & ADF
AN OE THaZll,Rr & Ra H groupoid & LTRABICEZZ LIXAETHS. T
DT L&, ME ORBER#E X % £ &I, relation D groupoid & L TOHHEEANS
CTEABEEICKS.

BUBDIKE- T, BB T (X, p) LRADOFENBHICEHLTWSEL, R %
rok3icBExX%. CDOL¥E,

p:R—T, (9z,2)g
1 cocycle Zig®H3. DEY, R & T % groupoid £l L L &, p ZEFETHS.
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WX, T 7 Borel 22/ K IKEAILTWA L9 3. 8L, 2D K MASHDOBRWHEE (B
ZIE, 227 ME) ZFo TVhiE, K OF k £ ZD stabilizer

{yeT:gk=k}

DEMRZRARD T LICKD T OMBEEEETESI LHHS. ARET LA relation I£D
WTEERS. SADHBETEZORMEZRICIFLED TS, (TDL5AEXTTZEA
LRSI L IO, 525 < Zimmer [15] SBAITHS5.) £, R O K LORAE, R O
subrelation § (D& Y, subgroupoid) DIFRICET AFBRICHILT 2 DZHAT 3.

R DK LOFH (DD, R »5 K OECHAUEBEANORFL) 2, p L T O K LO
FRZAB LI DO TERT 5. R O subrelation S i L, Borel B

pr X2 K

M, p(z, y)e(y) = p(z) BIELEAETRTOD (z,y) €S IKKDNWTHET L E, ¢ 13 SAE
THBLWVS. TD S-FXE Borel BH S DIEHDREBHRLMRBZEDTHB. (KRB
3% > & —fRic, relation & L < I& groupoid DEHRZDOAREEANERENS. LI
(3] ZBEE L)

BIzIE, Bl 5 TR X 31, B0 amenability I3#? Banach 22 FDEA & FDOERDR
BROHE TR TES. AL L3I LT Zimmer {3 equivalence relation @ amenability
% ETREUTE relation DIER EFBEDOSEERAVTERL, ROEEEIMHAL /=

FEX 15 ([15, Proposition 4.3.3]). REEE: I' A FERRE (T & DI Borel 250 LicAHM
HEIDRIEN LTV L &, ThhSERE NS relation D amenability & ' D
amenability [ZFETH 3.

ZOEIELT, BOMEOKLI% relation DHATLEIB I LT, HOLIVTH
SN BMER% relation DLNVTERLTVT S 05 O, ERERERTEROEELLS
&%, BEREHRHREE L OBRMENLNR (2, Thurston BEH*® curve complex) E
DEREFREFOOT, TNEEZAVTaLEHEERR TN DI THS.

5 Ml

53D LRICEATLREFADOBE. [11] KRR LE LOT, BRERNAIREL5
BZBELTIRINIZNWTY. EL, (11] EARROSMRMIHICEBN LD TY.
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