Uniform hyperbolicity for curve graphs of
nonorientable surfaces

NHIE (KA
ARETIE, N = N,,, 2F8g > 1, BEREA n > 0H0 = () Rt 2 35,

1. A

C(N) % N @ curve graph &9 %. 200742 Bestvina-Fujiwara[2] A%, 2013 4£(Z Masur-
Schleimer([6] #% C(N) & (Gromov DFEKRT) M TH B L WS T L ZR LD, %
D—REF D P> TE ST, ZOEKNLWIMEERE G2 o TWiah o7z, —7,
2013 4£1Z Aougab|1], Bowditch[3], Clay-Rafi-Schleimer[4], % L T Hensel-Przytycki-
Webb[5] 2SSZIZ 1A E A1 ATBERRTEI D curve graph (3l OFEE & B 5Lk 3 DAEEIZ
FOBRVWEBTHHINTH S (Zh2—HKRHNTHL WD) Z&&2mRLEZ TLT
Z @ Hensel-Przytycki-Webb[5] 2 & % &k 2 [ & I A gedhm oG & I @H U, 1K
DGR Z2GTz:

EIE 1.1. C(N) 3EfED & &, 17- Iz 5.

ARk, K2 Z D Hensel-Przytycki-Webb (5] (2 & % & % 7] & {551 A vl GE I 1] D 5
BIHEAT 2L ZICERLRITNIER SRV AICERZES .

2. #f

EFE 2.1 Hg > 1, BT n > 0fHDm S 4 FAATEEME N = N,, &%, HiF
1 g {8 DEAER D 5 nH O ZELD FRN72HDTH 5. Tk, g+ nlBOIER S
ZR o TZEKHNZ g DA D A0 2 B2 1IZih-> TR Y G872 (K 10k)
WHMTH 2. 2L TIN%, nffl7d S ERME EIZ gD crosscap EIEIENS H D% FH
W72 (K 104) THKT. £ crosscap D MHENZIENEER DR —HB A>TV 5.

o
OO0 0 } eo®|e i

®) O

9 J

B 10 & A R T EERATE N,

EFE 2.2. N LML £ 72 (X BMEAMRRDY, FRIE N O8I, NERIZ N ORERIZ
HOAEFNTWEEE, ZNSIEIN ICEBICHDATFNTWSE WS . N IZFEAICH
DIAENT WS EMIIAERENTH 5 & 1%, TOHEMIRA N OB D D —HIZ R E
MY 7 TRNWZETHSE. N IZEAIZHDIAEN TV S BRI ARNENTH 5

* T 560-0043 ARBF S RHAFARILAT 1-1  KECRFRZEBHE A SR BUE S

e-mail: e~kuno@cr.math.sci.osaka-u.ac. jp



Yix, FOHMEAMHES N ETHIRPA D A0HDOEFIZR>THE ST, HIZ N O
BB HREPEY 2 TRV ETHS.
EFE 2.3. N O arc curve graph AC(N) &%, N IZHEHIZHOIAZ N AEK 5

MR (AR, BAN) & ARERZ2 BB EhAR (BUF, BAEHHHRR) OKRE M ¥ —8% THA
U, 2 DOTHAILZEN S IZX IS 6 HAEN FE 72 1T AR D FE P Y —JHDOH TR

DOHBRNVRERITOMANERD &L ZITUTHIEN S, LEDDZLITE->TTEET 57
DZETHA. £7-, N O arc graph A(N) &1& N FOHEFMINDKE b E—FHDAIZ
£oTT&E5% AC(N) DRI 7 7D LT, N D curve graph C(N) &l& N E ®
HAPAHARDOFE FE—BHOAZ L >TTES AC(N) DEBR T I 7D THD. *
NENDT T TDHRMIZIE T EWHIEIZ AN, 2DDTHM DL 2 DDIEMZ KK
LD NG (AR DR X TED, AC(N), A(N), C(N) ZHIMZEH & A%%d. TNE
M@EE%&%, dAc(', -), dA(-, -), dc(-, ) K.

EF 2.4. graph 7' (Gromov DEIKT) WM TH S & 1E, HEEH k > 0 AL
LU T, graph NOMERZEDOHRIM =M T = abd (a,b,d 1% graph OTHR) IZXH LT, H5
graph ODTHR p BFEL T, T D32DKLE p DN ENTNE X kL IZ85 Tk
THd. (HM2z2RE) 2O kDl 2RMEMEERE NS, HLU, HIHLZERHEA O =
B &%, Zl DN ORIMIR TIHEIEN T VWS ISR =ZMAFDIL TH 5.

a

2: Gromov M.

3. AEMITHREMEDIZE & DEL
AR, a & b% N _EOHEHMINT minimal position IZHBHD LT 3
BN o DEDIMTHiM o & o ZRHOED%E ad, 1IT&->THKT.

EE31L al BE2EINTN L bDHFADIMETS. 1 €andb % 1DFED, d = or,,
V=03m, £95. dUb H NIZHOAFNZEHMINIZ 252 & Ul DI L% a®, b
& mIZ& o TED S5 unicorn arc £\ 5. (4 31 unicorn arc D 12 D4H.)

[5] & [FIBRIZ, unicorn path £\5 A(N) ED 1D path Z2EDHB I EMNTE 5.
T 3.2. UV & UV (d, " Ca, U, 0 Cb) % a® & b H5EEN2 250 unicorn
arc £95. d UV <d"UbV & d Cd D0 CV LIEFZEDS. (c1,6, .0y Cn1)



% a® b PO SNBIEF DS S unicorn arc D& TEH. ZDE E
P(a®,b%) = (a = cy,c1, ..., Cp_1,Cn = b) & a® & b® ORE]D unicorn path £\ 5.

3 a® b e IZ& > TED SN D unicorn arc.

[ 2 U AT OB ([5]) & FIRRIZ IR D AEASK D 37,

Proposition 3.3. a, b % A(N) D2 DODJHMA LT 5. fHEZILALTIDa, b %
N L@ I T minimal position IZHBHDETH. ZD & ZF, (LED unicorn path
P(a®,b%) X a & b ZFESR AN) NOD path 2725, HU o, B IEENETN a, b D—F
DI TH 5.

M E A ARAREHIE D% & ITER U T N7 & 20D id, unicorn path DD
%5 2D0 unicorn arc ZREEWIHIZR DS BR WL DIZTE72ODEE NE—ERDOMLS
THHEIPRDEIIZTRITNEEI. ¢ =ar, UPm, 2<i<n-—1) 295 7 %
unicorn arc ¢;_; ZEO D aNb DL T 3. ¢; EARE MY ZHREHMINT ¢, &M
FHZR DO RWE DDFIET S: ¢; D m THINE L ZIZ ¢ ERDS RV ar, DIEH]
EEEOBERR SO HACar, 2T 5L, HIZ 7 IZBWT ¢ £S5\ Br, DIE
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