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1 Introduction

The dramatic advance of classical combinatorial group theory happened in the 1970’s,
when the Bass-Serre theory of groups acting on trees changed completely the face of
the theory. This theory allowed to treat uniformly basic constructions of combinatorial
theory of groups such as free products with amalgamation and HNN-extensions and obtain
structural subgroup results of these constructions.

At the end of 20-th and in the first quarter of 21-st centuries Bass-Serre theory faced
further development: the theory of JSJ decompositions of finitely generated groups. In
fact JSJ decompositions first appeared in 3-dimensional topology with the theory of the
characteristic submanifold by Jaco-Shalen and Johannson [JS, [Joh] (the terminology JSJ
was popularized by Sela). The topological ideas were carried over to group theory first
by Kropholler [Kropholler| for some Poincaré duality groups. Later constructions of JSJ
decompositions were given in various settings by Sela for torsion-free hyperbolic groups
[Se], and in various settings by Rips-Sela [RS], Bowditch [B-98], Dunwoody-Sageev [DS99],
Fujiwara-Papasoglu [FP06], Dunwoody-Swenson [DS00], Guirardel and Levitt [Guil, [GLI,
[GL11] ... ). This has had a vast influence and range of applications in geometric and
combinatorial group theory. Roughly speaking, a JSJ-splitting of a group G over a certain
class of subgroups is a graph of groups decomposition of G which describes all possible
decompositions of G as an amalgamated free product or an HNN extension over subgroups
lying in the given class.

The profinite version of the Bass-Serre theory was initiated by Dion Gildenhuys and
Luis Ribes in [GR] and then developed by Luis Ribes, Oleg Melnikov and the author
because of the absence of the classical methods of combinatorial group theory for profinite
groups (see [ZM-88| [ZM-89| [Zal90], [Z-92|, RZ-00, RZ-14. [R]. However it does not work in
full strength even in the pro-p case. The reason is that if a pro-p group G acts on a pro-p
tree T then a maximal subtree of the quotient graph T'/G does not always exist and even
if it exists it does not always lift to 1. As a consequence the pro-p version of the Bass-
Serre theory does not give subgroup structure theorems the way it does in the classical
Bass-Serre theory. In fact, for infinitely generated pro-p subgroups there are counter
examples. Nevertheless, the pro-p version of the subgroups structure theorem works for
a finitely generated pro-p group G acting on a pro-p tree T' but not the same way as in
the classical Bass-Serre theory way. What is proved in [WZ18] that there exists another
pro-p G-tree S in the same deformation space such that G is the fundamental pro-p group
of the corresponding graph of groups (G, S/G) in the standard Bass-Serre theory maner.
However, in contrast to the abstract situation (9, S/G) can be reduced and infinite, and
the topology of S/G usually prevents removing an edge. So in general, the fundamental
group of a profinite graph of pro-p groups does not split as an amalgamated free pro-
p product or pro-p HNN-extension over an edge group. Nevertheless, if G is finitely
generated then such a splitting of GG exists over the edge stabilizer GG, for any edge e of T'
by [CZ, Theorem 4.2] (obtained in differen manner). This shows that the pro-p version of
Bass-Serre theory is ready for JSJ-decomposition theory and to develop it is the obective
of the present paper.

In the exposition we follow a general strategy of the nice book on JSJ-decompositions
of (abstract) groups by Guirardel and Levitt [GL] stressing similarities and differences



between the abstract and pro-p cases. Namely, we give a general definition of JSJ decom-
positions (or rather of their Bass-Serre pro-p trees), as maximal universally elliptic pro-p
trees. As in the abstract case, in general, there is no preferred JSJ decomposition, and
the right object to consider is the whole set of JSJ decompositions: the JSJ deformation
space. The importance of the notion of deformation space has complementary value in
the pro-p case explained in the preceding paragraph. However, one needs to mention that
the pro-p deformation space is usually much biggger than in its abstract analog because
the group of automorphisms of pro-p groups usually are much larger: for example the au-
tomorphism group Aut(F) of a free pro-p group F' of finite rank is topologically infinitely
generated in contrast to the abstract case.

We prove that JSJ decompositions exist for any finitely generated pro-p group, without
any assumption on edge groups.

Theorem 1.1. Let € be a continuous family of subgroups of a pro-p group G. If G is
finitely generated or E-accessible, then JSJ pro-p E-tree T exists.

In the presence of acylindricity, a pro-p group G is accessible (cf. [CAZ]) as well as for
splittings of CSA groups over abelian groups (in particular, for splittings of pro-p limit
groups). We define pro-p trees of cylinders and obtain canonical JSJ pro-p trees which
are invariant under automorphisms.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a finitely generated CSA pro-p group. Suppose that G is inde-
composable into a free pro-p product and & consists of abelian subgroups. Then the pro-p
tree of cylinders T, is Aut(G)-invariant JSJ E-tree relative to not virtually cyclic abelian
subgroups.

Corollary 1.3. Let G be a pro-p limit group and € be the set of abelian subgroups of G.
Suppose that G is indecomposable into a free pro-p product. Then the pro-p tree of cylin-
ders T, is Aut(G)-invariant JSJ E-tree relative to not virtually cyclic abelian subgroups.

We introduce a variant in which the property of being universally elliptic is replaced
by the more restrictive and rigid property of being universally compatible. This yields
a canonical compatibility JSJ pro-p tree, not just a deformation space. We show that
it exists for a pro-p group, without any assumption on edge groups (in contrast to the
abstract case when this is true only for finitely presented groups).

We give many examples, and we work from time to time with relative decompositions
(restricting to pro-p trees where certain subgroups are elliptic).

For the reader’s convenience we now describe the detailed content of each section.

In the preliminary section (Section 2), we collect basic facts about pro-p-groups acting
on pro-p trees, and we define (€, H)-trees (trees with edge stabilizers in € relative to X,
collapse maps, graphs of pro-p groups and frequently used results on pro-p groups acting
on pro-p trees). We also define deformation spaces here.

Section 3 describes all the instances of accessibility known in the pro-p case.

Section 4 introduces refinements, compatibility and domination. It contains a con-
struction of standard refinement. Namely, let G be a pro-p group acting on pro-p trees T}
and T5. If all edge stabilizers of T} are elliptic in T, and |77 /G| < oo, there is a refinement
of Ty which dominates T,. If one drops the condition |77/G| < oo it does not work as
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in th abstract case: but under assumption that G is finitely generated, one can choose a
pro-p tree S from the deformation space of 77 that admits a refinement S of S dominating
TQ.

Section 5 is dedicated to universal ellipticity and properties of it.

In Section 6 we define JSJ pro-p trees and the JSJ deformation space. We prove the
existence of JSJ decompositions.

Section 7 is devoted to examples. We first consider Grushko decompositions (over the
trivial group) and Stallings-Dunwoody decompositions (over finite p-groups), explaining
how to interpret them as JSJ decompositions. We also consider small pro-p groups,
and locally finite pro-p trees (such as those associated to cyclic splittings of generalized
Baumslag- Solitar pro-p groups). All these examples of JSJ decompositions have only rigid
vertices. At the end of the section we work out an example where the JSJ decomposition
has flexible vertices. Moreover, we prove that flexible vertices of cyclic pro-p trees split a
s a free pro-p product.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group and & be the family of infinite
cyclic pro-p groups. If QQ # Z, is a vertex stabilizer of a cyclic JSJ G-tree and () does not
split as a free pro-p product then it is elliptic in any cyclic G-tree.

Section 8 contains various useful technical results. Given a vertex of a graph of pro-p
groups or of a pro-p tree, we point out that any splitting of the vertex group which is
relative to the incident edge groups extends to a splitting of G. Given a universally elliptic
splitting of G, one may obtain a JSJ decomposition of G from relative JSJ decomposi-
tions of vertex groups. In particular, one may usually restrict to one-ended groups when
studying JSJ decompositions (see Corollary . We also define and discuss relative
finite generation and presentation (relative finite presentation of vertex groups is studied
in Subsection 8.3).

Section 9 is devoted to the pro-p tree of cylinders. Given an admissible equivalence
relation on the set € of pro-p groups in €, one may associate a pro-p tree of cylinders 7,
to any pro-p tree T' with compact set of edges and with edge stabilizers in €. This pro-p
tree only depends on the deformation space of T. We apply it to deduce the result on
Aut(@) in Section 9.2. Here is one of them, where for a subgroup K < G we use notation
Auts(K) to be the group of all automorphisms of G that leave K invariant.

Theorem 1.5. Let G = G1 Uy Gy be a free pro-p product with amalgamation. Suppose
that G1 and Gy are rigid. Then Aut(QG) is either

Aut(G) = Aute(G1) Haug@onauevem) Aute(Nea(H)) Hautgc)nAute (Ve (m)) Auta(Ga)

or
Aut(G) = Aute(Gr) Wawg (6n)naute (Vo)) Auta(Ne(H)),

where 1 can be replaced by 2.

If H is malnormal then formula for splitting simplifies.



Corollary 1.6. Let G = G 1y Gy be a non-fictitious free pro-p product with malnormal
amalgamation. Suppose that G1 and Gy are rigid. Then Aut(G) is either

Aut(G) = Autg(Gl) HAutG(H) Autg(G2>

or

Aut(G) = Autg(Gy),
where 1 can be replaced by 2.

In Subsection 9.3 we study tree of cylinders for torsion-free CSA groups: pro-p limit
groups is the canonical example of them.

In Section 10 we extend Corollary to pro-C groups assuming that the amalgamated
subgroup is malnormal ( € is a class of finite groups closed for subgroups, quotients and
extensions).

In Section 11 we define universal compatibility and we show Theorem (existence
of the compatibility JSJ deformation space D.,). We then construct the compatibility
JSJ tree T,, and we give examples.

In the last section we prove results on compatibility of free constructions (free pro-
p products with amalgamation and HNN-extensions) with free and virtually free pro-p
products. Here are two samples of them.

Theorem 1.7. Let G = G, llg Gy be a finitely generated free pro-p product with cyclic
amalgamation. Then G splits as a free pro-p product if and only if C belongs to a free
factor of Gy or Gs.

Theorem 1.8. Let G = HNN(G4,C,t) be a finitely generated HNN-extension with cyclic
associated subgroup. If G splits as a free pro-p product then C or C* belongs to a free
factor of Gy.

Conventions. Throughout the paper, unless otherwise stated, groups are pro-p,
subgroups are closed, and homomorphisms are continuous. In particular, (H) will mean
the topological generation in the paper and presentations are taking in the category of
pro-p groups; af will stand for g~'ag. Z,,F, denote the p-adic integers and the field of p
elements respectively and ®(G) denotes the Frattini subgroup of G.

Acknowledgment. The paper was started when the author was visiting Department of
Mathematics of University of Cambridge. The author thanks Henry Wilton for fruitful
discussions, especially for pointing out abstract versions of the result of the last section
of the paper.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the necessary elements of the theory of pro-p trees. One can
find more on this in [RZ-00, R].

A graph T is a disjoint union E(I") U V(I") with two maps dy,d; : I' — V(I') that are
the identity on the set of vertices V(I'). For an element e of the set of edges E(I'), dy(e)
is called the initial and d;(e) the terminal vertex of e.
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Definition 2.1. A profinite graph I' is a graph such that:
1. T is a profinite space (i.e. an inverse limit of finite discrete spaces);
2. V(I') is closed; and
3. the maps dy and d; are continuous.

Note that E(T") is not necessary closed.

A morphism o : I' — A of profinite graphs is a continuous map with ad; = d;« for
i=0,1.

By [ZM-88, Prop. 1.7] every profinite graph I' is an inverse limit of finite quotient
graphs of I'. A connected profinite graph is by definition a profinite graph whose all finite
quotient graphs are connected (in the usual sense).

2.1 Trees

Let I, be the field of p elements. For a profinite space X that is the inverse limit of
finite discrete spaces X, [[F,X]] is the inverse limit of [F,X]]|, where [F,X,] is the free
[F,-module with basis X;. For a pointed profinite space (X, ) that is the inverse limit of
pointed finite discrete spaces (X, *), [Fp(X, *)]] is the inverse limit of [F,(X},*)], where
[F,(Xj,*)] is the free F)-module with basis X \ {*} [RZ10, Chapter 5.2].

For a profinite graph I', define the pointed space (E*(T"), %) as I'/V(T"), with the image
of V(') as a distinguished point *, and denote the image of e € E(I') by eé. A profinite
graph is called a pro-p tree if one has the following exact sequence:

0= [[F(E*(1), %)]] = [[F,V(D)]] 5 F, = 0

where d(e) = dy(e) — dy(e) for every e € E(I') and e(v) = 1 for every v € V(I').

If v and w are elements of a profinite tree T', we denote by [v, w] the smallest profinite
subtree of T' containing v and w (i.e. the intersection of all pro-p subtrees containing v, w)
and call it geodesic.

2.2 G-trees

By definition, a profinite group G acts on a profinite graph I' if we have a continuous
action of GG on the profinite space I' that commutes with the maps dy and d;. We shall
denote by T the set of fixed points for G.

Propositioil 2.2. ([RZ-00, Proposition 3.5]). Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p
tree T and G = (G, | v € V(T)) be the subgroup generated by all vertex stabilizers. Then
G is normal in G and T'/G is a pro-p tree.

Definition 2.3. If G acts on a pro-p tree T, any subgroup or element fixing a vertex
will be called elliptic for the pair (G,T'). Otherwise the element is called hyperbolic. We
denote by G the subgroup of GG generated by all elliptic elements.



We prove here a pro-p version of the statement proved by Tits [Tits, 3.4]; note that
the Tits option of having a G-invariant end does not occur in the pro-p case. So the two
propositions below are valid in abstract case only for finitely generated groups.

Proposition 2.4. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree T'. If every element of
G s elliptic then so is G.

Proof. Let U be an open subgroup of G. By Proposition 2.2| G /U acts on pro-p tree T/U
and so by [RZ-00, Theorem 3.9] fixes a vertex, i.e. the subset of fixed points T//U%/V # .
Then T¢ = Jm, T/UG/V £ () as required. O

From the proof of Proposition [2.4) we deduce the following

Corollary 2.5. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree T'. Suppose that G is
virtually elliptic, i.e. possesses an open normal elliptic subgroup U. Then G 1is elliptic.

Theorem 2.6. ([RZ-00, Corollary 3.8]). Suppose that a pro-p group G acts on a pro-p
tree T, and let v and w be two different vertices of T. Then the set of edges E([v,w]) of
the geodesic [v,w] is nonempty, and G, N Gy, < G, for every e € E([v,w]).

Proposition 2.7. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree T and g a hyperbolic
element of G. Then there exists an open subgroup U containing it such that for any
g < K < U the image of g in K® is not torsion.

Proof. Since (g) :~ﬂ{U | g € U <, G} we can view it as (g) = lim, U Tt follows that
(9) = fm _ U /U and moreover (g) is the projective limit of the abelianizations (g) =
hm, _ (U/ U)%, where U is the normal subgroup of U generated by elliptic elements.

Hence the image gy of g in (U/U)® is non-trivial for some U. By [RZ-00, Corollary 3.6]
U/U is free pro-p and so its abelianization is torsion free and therefore gy is not torsion.
Now for any K < U containing g one has the natural map (K/K)® — (U/U)® that

proves the result.
O

Proposition 2.8. ([RZ-00, Lemma 3.11]). Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree
T. Then there exists a minimal G-invariant pro-p subtree D of T. If |D| > 1 then it is
unique.

Theorem 2.9. ([CZ, Theorem 4.2]). Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting
on a pro-p tree T with no global fixed point. Then it splits as an amalgamated free pro-p
product or pro-p HNN-extension over some edge stabilizer G, in T.

Definition 2.10. The action of a pro-p group G on a pro-p tree 1" is said to be k-
acylindrical, for k € N a constant, if the set of fixed points of ¢ € G has diameter at most
k whenever g # 1.

Definition 2.11. A G-tree is called reduced if for any e € E(T') with vertices v, w one
has G, # G, # G, unless v, w are in the same G-orbit.



2.3 (A, KX)-trees

Besides G, we usually also fix a (nonempty) family € of subgroups of G which is stable
under conjugation and under taking subgroups. More precisely, for a pro-p groups G,
define Subgp(G) to be the set of all closed subgroups of G and the topology for which the

subsets {Subgp(U) | U <, G} of subsets of Subgp(G), for all open subgroups U of G, is
a base for the topology on Subgp(G); it is called the étale topology on Subgp(G).

Definition 2.12. Let GG be a pro-p group and € be a family of subgroups of G closed for
conjugation. An E-tree is a tree T" whose edge stabilizers belong to €.

Definition 2.13. Let X be a profinite space and G a profinite group. A family of closed
subgroups {G, | € X} of G is said to be continuous if for any open subset U of G the
subset {z € X | G, C U} is open in X.

Note that for a continuous family {G, | + € X} and any closed subset Y in X the
subfamily {G, | y € Y} is continuous.

Lemma 2.14. (|R, Lemma 5.2.2]). Let G be a profinite group acting continuously on
a profinite set X is continuous. Then the family of a point stabilizers {G, | x € X} is
continuous.

In particular, if G acts on a profinite graph 7" the the family of stabilizers {G, | t € T'}
and the family of the vertex stabilizers {G, | v € V(T')} is continuous. By |Rl Lemma
5.2.1] a family {G, | x € X} is continuous if and only if ¢ : X — Subgr(G) is continuous,
where Subgr(G) is endowed with the étale topology.

We often say that the corresponding splitting of GG is E-splitting or is the splitting over
&, or over groups in €. We say cyclic pro-p tree (abelian pro-p tree, . . . ) when € is the
family of cyclic (abelian, . . . ) subgroups. We also fix an arbitrary set K of subgroups
of G, and we restrict to E-trees T such that each K € X is elliptic in 7" (in terms of
graphs of groups, K is contained in a conjugate of a vertex group; if K is not finitely
generated, then in the abstract case this is stronger than requiring that every k € K be
elliptic, but it the pro-p case it is the same by Proposition . We call such a pro-p tree
an (&€,X)-tree, or a tree over & relative to K. The set of (€, K)-trees does not change if
we replace a group of K by a conjugate, or if we enlarge K by making it invariant under
conjugation. If G acts non-trivially on an (€, X)-tree (i.e. without global fixed point),
we say that G splits over € (or over a group of &) relatively to K. The group G is freely
indecomposable relative to XK if it does not split as a free pro-p product relatively to K
(this means that all subgroups of X are in the free factor up to conjugation). If G is
second countable then equivalently (unless G = Z, and X is trivial), G acts on a pro-p
tree with trivial edge stabilizers relative to X (see [R, Theorem 9.6.1]).

Definition 2.15. Let GG be a pro-p group acting on pro-p E-trees 77 and T,. We say that
Ty and Ty belong to the same deformation space if the set of elliptic elements for (G, T1)
and (G, T») are the same. Equivalently, if (G,T}) and (G,T5) have the same maximal
vertex stabilizers.

Another way of saying this is the following: two pro-p trees belonging to the same
deformation space over € have the same vertex stabilizers, provided one restricts to groups
not in €.



2.4 Graph of pro-p groups

When we say that G is a finite graph of pro-p groups, we mean that it contains the
data of the underlying finite graph, the edge pro-p groups, the vertex pro-p groups and
the attaching continuous maps. More precisely, let A be a connected finite graph. The
data of a graph of pro-p groups (G, A) over A consists of a pro-p group G(m) for each
m € A, and continuous monomorphisms 0; : §(e) — G(d;(e)) for each edge e € E(A).

The definition of the pro-p fundamental group of a connected profinite graph of pro-p
groups is quite involved (see [ZM-89]). However, the pro-p fundamental group I1;(G,T")
of a finite graph of finitely generated pro-p groups (G,I') can be defined as the pro-p
completion of the abstract (usual) fundamental group I19%¢(G,T") (we use here that every
subgroup of finite index in a finitely generated pro-p group is open (cf. [NS-07, Theorem
1.1]). In general, we can define the fundamental pro-p group I1;(G,T) of finite graph of
pro-p groups by the following presentation:

M(5,T) = (S(v),te [ rel(S(v)), d1(g) = do(9)", g € S(e),
te =1foreeT); (1)

here T is a maximal subtree of I' and
9o : 5(e) — G(do(e)), 0 : G(e) — G(di(e))

are monomorphisms. The elements ¢, will be called stable letters.
If all §(v) =1 for v € V(I'), then I1;(9,T") is simply the fundamental pro-p group of
the graph I' denoted by m;(I"). Clearly, m1(I") is free pro-p.

Lemma 2.16. Let G = I1;(G,T") be the fundamental group of a finite graph of pro-p
groups and suppose G is finitely generated. Then G = (qg1,... ,gn), where either g; is in
a vertex group of (G,1"), or g; is a stable letter.

Proof. Consider G = (G(m)? | m €T, g € G). By [R], Corollary 3.9.3]
G/G = 1 (G\T) = m(T)

is a free pro-p group. Then G = G xm (D). Let f : G — G/®(G) be the natural epimor-
phism. Then G/®(G) = f(G) @ f(m1(T)) is an F,-vector space (cf. [RZ-00, Lemma 2.8.7
(b)]). Since f(G) is finite (because G is finitely generated), there are wy, ..., w; € V(I),
such that f(G) = (f(Guw,), - -- 7f(Gwz)>' Then G/®(G) = {f(Guw,); - - - 7f(Gwz)7 f(m (D))}
Hence G = (g1,... ,gn), where eihter g; is in a vertex group of (G,I'), or g; is a stable
letter.

O]

In contrast to the abstract case, the vertex groups of (9,I") do not always embed in
I1,(G,T), ie., I11;(G,T") is not always proper. However, the edge and vertex groups can be
replaced by their images in I1;(G,T") and after this replacement I1;(G,I") becomes proper.
Thus from now on we shall assume that I1;(G, T") is always proper, unless otherwise stated.

If all vertex and edge groups are trivial, we get the definition of the fundamental
pro-p group of a finite connected graph which is the pro-p completion of the abstract
fundamental group of I'; hence it is free pro-p on the basis I'\ V/(I).
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Remark 2.17. A finite graph of pro-p groups (G,T") is said to be reduced, if for every
edge e which is not a loop neither 9;: G(e) — G(di(e)) nor dy : G(e) — G(dyp(e)) is an
isomorphism; we call an edge e which is not a loop and such that one of the edge maps
0; is an isomorphism fictitious. Any finite graph of pro-p groups can be transformed into
a reduced finite graph of pro-p groups by collapsing fictitious edges using the following
procedure. If e is a fictitious edge, we can remove {e} from the edge set of I', and
identify dy(e) and d;(e) to a new vertex y. Let I” be the finite graph given by V(I") =
{y} U V() \ {do(e),di(e)} and E(I'') = E(T') \ {e}, and let (§,I") denote the finite
graph of groups based on I given by §'(y) = G(di(e)) if Oy(e) is an isomorphism, and
G'(y) = G(do(e)) if Oy is not an isomorphism. This procedure can be continued until there
are no fictitious edges. The resulting finite graph of groups (G,T') is reduced.

The reduction procedure just described does not change the fundamental group (as a
group given by presentation), i.e. choosing a maximal subtree to contain the collapsing
edge the morphism (G,I') — (9, I”) induces the identity map on the fundamental group
given by presentation by eliminating redundant relations associated with the fictitious
edge that are just collapsed by reduction.

The pro-p fundamental group II;(G,T") acts on the standard pro-p tree S (defined
analogously to the abstract one) associated to it, with vertex and edge stabilizers being
conjugates of vertex and edge groups, and such that S/I1;(G, ") = T [ZM-88, Proposition
3.8]. Namely, the standard (universal) pro-p tree associated with the finite graph of pro-p
groups (G,I") (or universal covering graph) is S = S(G) = |J,,cr G/G(m) (cf. [ZM-88,
Proposition 3.8]). The vertices of S are those cosets of the form ¢G(v), with v € V()
and g € Gj its edges are the cosets of the form gG(e), with e € E(I"); and the incidence
maps of T are given by the formulas:

do(95(e)) = gS(do(e)); di(95(e)) = gtcS(di(e)) (e € E(T),t. =1ife e D).

There is a natural continuous action of G on S, and clearly S/G = I'. Remark also
that since I is finite, £(S) is compact.

Note that (G,T") is reduced if and only if m;(G,T")-tree S(G) is reduced.

Ezxample 2.18. If G = m(9,T") is the fundamental group of a finite graph of (abstract)
groups then one has the induced graph of pro-p completions of edge and vertex groups
(G,I') (not necessarily proper) and a natural homomorphism G = m(9,I') — II;(G,T).
It is an embedding if m (G, ") is residually p. In this case II;(G,I') = G is simply the
pro-p completion. Moreover, the standard tree S(G) naturally embeds in S (@) if and
only if the edge and vertex groups G(e), G(v) are closed in the pro-p topology of m1(G,T),
or equivalently G(e) are closed in G(dy(e)), G(dy(v)) with respect to the topology induced
by the pro-p topology on G (|[CB-13, Proposition 2.5]).

Definition 2.19. A graph of groups (9,T") will be called k-acylindrical if the action of
II,(G,T') on S = S(G,TI") is k-acylindrical.

In what follows, the notion of the fundamental pro-p group of an infinite profinite
graph of pro-p groups is used only in Theorem [2.26] and in fact only in the form of the
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inverse limit of fundamental groups of finite graphs of finite p-groups. We state this as a
proposition that the reader can use as a definition. This all done in details in [AZ].

Definition 2.20. An inverse limit of finite graphs of finite p-groups is called a profinite
graph of pro-p groups.

Proposition 2.21. ( [AZ, Proposition 2.1, Definition 2.13 and Proposition 2.19] ) An
inverse limit (§,T") = l'&li(&», [';) of finite graphs of pro-p groups induces an inverse limit

of the fundamental pro-p groups lim, I1(G;,T;) and T1;(G,T) = Hm, I (G;, Ty).

If (G,T) is a finite graph of pro-p groups and A a connected subgraph of I' we shall
denote by (G, A) the graph of pro-p groups restricted to A.

Lemma 2.22. ([SZ, Lemma 2.4]) Let (§,T') be a proper finite graph of pro-p groups and
A a connected subgraph of T'. Then the natural homomorphism 11;(G, A) — T1;(G,T") is
a monomorphism.

Lemma 2.23. Let G = (G, A) be the fundamental group of a finite graph of pro-p groups.
Suppose G = Hy I Hy such that all infinite vertex groups are contained in Hy. Then
(G, A) possesses a trivial edge group.

Proof. Let Ay be a maximal subgraph of A such that all vertex groups of A; are in H;.
Since any finite subgroups of G is conjugate into Hy; or Hy (see [RZ-00, Theorem 4.2])
w.l.o.g. we may assume that A; is non-empty. Then for every edge e ¢ A; with vertex
in A; the edge group G(e) = 1 since Hy N HY = 1 whenever g ¢ Hy or i # 1 (cf. [RZ10,
Theorem 9.1.12]. As A; is proper in A and A is connected, the result follows. m

Corollary 2.24. Let G = (G,A) be the fundamental group of a finite graph of finite
p-groups. Then G splits as a free pro-p product G = [[;_, G, IL F such that each G; is
the fundamental group of a subgraph of groups (G,1';) with non-trivial edge groups and F
is free pro-p.

We shall use several times later the following lemma which is the main ingredient of
the proof of subsequent theorem.

Lemma 2.25. ([CZ, Lemma 4.1]) Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting on
a pro-p tree T. Then G = @U%G G/U and Gy = G/U = I1,(Sy,Ty) is the funda-
mental group of a finite reduced graph of finite p-groups. Moreover, the inverse system
{G/U,myy} can be chosen in such a way that it is linearly ordered and for each {G/V'} of
the system with V< U there exists a natural morphism (nvu, vvu) : (Sv,T'v) — (Su, T'y)
where vyy is just a collapse of edges of I'v and nyy(Gv(m)) = myu(Gy(m)); the induced
homomorphism of the pro-p fundamental groups coincides with the canonical projection
VU - G/f/ — G/U

Theorem 2.26. ([WWZ18, Theorem 1.1]) Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting
on a pro-p tree T'. Then G is the fundamental pro-p group of a profinite graph of pro-p
groups (G,T'). Moreover, the vertex and edge groups of (G,T') are stabilizers of certain
vertices and edges of T respectively, and stabilizers of vertices and edges of T in G are
conjugate to subgroups of vertex and edge groups of (G,T") respectively.
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Remark 2.27. If in Theorem T/G is finite, then this theorem is subject of [ZM-89,
Proposition 4.4] where finite generatedness of G is not asked; in fact in this case theo-
rem states exactly as the main theorem of Bass-Serre theory. Therefore, the reduction
procedure can be applied directly to 7', the obtained tree will also be called reduced.

We also going to use often the following

Corollary 2.28. ([ZM-89, Corollary 4.5]). Let H be an open subgroup of the fundamen-
tal group 11,(G,T') of a finite graph of pro-p groups. Then H is the fundamental group
I, (K, A) of a finite graph of pro-p groups that are intersections of H with the vertex and
edge groups of (G,T).

Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree with finite vertex
stabilizers. It is not known whether I' can be made finite in Theorem 2.260 In the
abstract case it comes automatically. One could achieve it if one could bound the size of
a reduced finite graph of finite p-groups in terms of the minimal number of generators of
its pro-p fundamental group [CZ, Theorem 6.3] (i.e. if one have certain accessibility, see
Section 3| for details). In the case of cyclic edge groups this is possible.

Corollary 2.29. ([CZ, Theorem 6.6]) Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting
on a pro-p tree T" with cyclic edge stabilizers. Then G is the fundamental pro-p group of
a finite graph of pro-p groups (G,1"). Moreover, the vertex and edge groups of (G,T) are
stabilizers of certain vertices and edges of T respectively, and stabilizers of vertices and
edges of T in G are conjugate to subgroups of vertex and edge groups of (G,T") respectively.

We finish the section stating the pro-p version of the Kurosh subgroup theorem.

Theorem 2.30. [Meé] Let G = [[,.; Gt be a second countable pro-p group decomposed
as a free pro-p product and let H be a subgroup of G. There exists a closed system
{9t € H\G/G, |t € T} of double coset representatives such that

H=(] JI EncHur

teT gy € H\G/Gy
where F' is a free pro-p group.

We shall need later a description of the normalizers of a subgroup over which splittings
occur.

Proposition 2.31. (1) Let G = G, 1y G5 be a free pro-p product with amalgamation.
Then N(;(H) = NGl(H> HH NGQ(H)

(2) Let G=HNN(Gy, H,t) be a pro-p HNN-extension.

— If H and H' are conjugate in Gy then: Ng(H) = HNN(N4(H), H,t') and
G = HNN(G, H,t).

— If H and H' are not conjugate in Gy then Ng(H) = Ny Iy Ny, where Ny =
Nex (H) and Ny = Ng, (H).
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Proof. (1) Note that the fact that all conjugates of H containing H coincide with H in
the pro-p case (as well as in the profinite) imply that Ng(H) acts on the subtree of fixed
points S such that S¥ /Ng(H) = S/G and so Ng(H) = Ng,(H) Il Ng,(H).

(2) Case 1. H and H' are not conjugate in Gj.

Like in (1) Ng(H) acts on the subtree of fixed points S¥ such that E(S%)/Ng(H) =
E(S)/G and V(S")/Ng(H) has two vertices.

In this case the normalizer splits as in (1): Ng(H) = Ng,(H) 1y Ng, (H").

Case 2. H and H' are conjugate in Gy say H9 = H' for some g; € G;. Then replacing

t by tg;' we may assume that ¢ normalizes H. In this case No(H) = HNN(Ng, (H), H,t)
is an HNN-extension.

O

3 Accessibility

Constructions of JSJ decompositions are based on accessibility theorems stating that,
given suitable G and &, there is an a priori bound for the number of orbits of edges of
reduced (G, €)-trees, under the assumption that there is no redundant vertex (if v has
valence 2, it is the unique fixed point of some g € G).

Definition 3.1. Let € be a family of pro-p groups. A pro-p group G will be called &-
accessible if there is a number a = a(G) such that any finite, proper, reduced graph of
pro-p groups with edge groups in € having fundamental group isomorphic to G has at
most a edges. If € is the class of all finite p-groups, an €-accessible pro-p group will simply
be called accessible.

The accessibility holds in the pro-p case in the following cases:

(1) G is finitely generated and all groups in € are finite with bounded order [wilk];
(2) G is finitely generated and all groups in € are cyclic [CZ];

(3) G is finitely generated and the graph of groups are k-acylindrical for some k [CAZ].

For completeness we state precisely these three results.

Theorem 3.2. [Wilkes20, Theorem 3.1] Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group and let k
be an integer. Let (G,T") be a proper reduced finite graph of pro-p groups with G = 11;(G,T")
such that each edge group G. has size at most k. Then I' has at most pj'%kl(d(G) —1)+1
edges, where d(G) is the minimal number of generators of G.

Theorem 3.3. [CZ, Theorem 6.6] Let G = m(G,T") be the fundamental group of a finite
reduced graph of pro-p-groups, with procyclic edge groups, and assume that d(G) = d > 2.
Then the vertex groups are finitely generated, the number of vertices of I' 1s < 2d —1, and
the number of edges of I' 1s < 3d — 2.

Theorem 3.4. [CAZ, Theorem 1.1] Let G = T1;(G,T) be the fundamental group of a
finite reduced k-acylindrical graph of pro-p groups. Then |E(T')| < d(G)(4k + 1) — 1,
V()| < 4kd(G).
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We shall state here an accessibility for CSA pro-p groups. We say that a pro-p group is
SCA if the maximal abelian subgroups of G' are malnormal; this is equivalent to transitive
commutativity of G. The proof of the next theorem will be performed in Subsection 9.3,
but we state it here for the completeness.

Theorem 3.5. Let € be a class of abelian pro-p groups and G a finitely generated pro-p
CSA-group. Then G is E-accessible.

Denote by Go the class of all free pro-p groups of finite rank. Following [KZ] define
inductively the class G,, of pro-p groups G, in the following way: G, is a free amalgamated
pro-p product G,_1 g A, where G,,_1 is any group from the class G,,_1, C' is any self-
centralizing procyclic pro-p subgroup of GG,,_; and A is any finite rank free abelian pro-p
group such that C' is a direct summand of A. The class of pro-p groups £ (pro-p limit
groups) consists of all finitely generated pro-p subgroups H of some G, € G,, where
n > 0. Then H is a subgroup of a free amalgamated pro-p product G, = G, g A,
where G,y € §,1, C 2 Z, and A = C' x B = Z;. By [Ribes, Theorem 3.2|, this
free amalgamated pro-p product is proper. Thus H acts naturally on the pro-p tree T
associated to GG, and its edge stabilizers are procyclic.

By [KZ] L is CSA and so we deduce

Corollary 3.6. Let G be a pro-p limit group. Then G is accessible over abelian subgroups.

Of course pro-p limit pro-p groups accessible also over cyclic groups by Theorem [3.3]
The accessibility number a(G) is 3d(G) — 2 by [CZ, Corollary 6.7].

Proposition 3.7. Suppose € is a finite set of finitely generated subgroups of a finitely
generated pro-p group up to conjugation. Then G is E-accessible. More precise, |V ()| <
d(G)|E/G]|.

Proof. Let (G,I') be a reduced graph of groups with edge groups in € such that G =
I1,(G,T"). First observe that, for every maximal subtree T of I', there are at most d(G)
edges in I'\ T'. Therefore it suffices to bound the number of edges of I' whenever I is a
tree. We use induction on |€/G].

Let S be the standard pro-p tree for (G,T"). By [ZM-88, Theorem 2.10] or [RZ-00,
Theorem 3.7] the subset of fixed points S# of A is a pro-p subtree of S. One deduces that
the maximal subgraph A4 of I" such that A is a subgroup of each edge group of (G, A,)
is connected. Choose A to be minimal in € (by inclusion). Collapse Ag for each B
minimal distinct from A. Putting I1;(G, Ag) on top of the vertex b to which a subgraph
Ap was collapsed for every such B we obtain the graph of groups (G4, A4) such that
G =11;(G4, A4) and every edge group is A.

We show the result for G = I1;(G,A4). Since (G,A4) is reduced, G,/(A)%4 =
I1,(G, A4), where G(v) = G(v)/A®™  and so (G, A,) is reduced (since A is conatined in
every edge group of (G, A,) and the number of edge subgroups in G/(A)%4congll; (G, Ay)
is |E/G| — 1. Therefore, |V(A4)| < d(G)(]€/G| — 1) by inductive hypothesis. Hence
[V(AL)| <d(G)(|€/G] — 1) < d(GQ)|E/G]| as required.

Now I' is covered by I'4, where A runs via minimal subgroups of E. Thus V(I') <
|E/Gld(G).

O
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4 Standard refinements

A collapse map f : T'— Ty is a map obtained by collapsing connected components
of certain subgraph D to vertices. If T' is a G-tree, then assuming that D is G-invariant
we have a G-collapse. Then by equivariance, the set of collapsed edges is G-invariant.
Equivalently, f preserves alignment: the image of any geodesic [a,b] is a vertex or the
geodesic [f(a), f(b)]. Another characterization is that the preimage of every subtree is a
subtree (cf. [CZ, Lemma 3.1]).

Remark 4.1. If T has a connected transversal of T'/G one can express it in terms of graphs
of groups. Namely one passes from (§,I') = T/G to I'y = Ty/G. Then the procedure
of collapsing in the graph of pro-p groups (G,T') can be generalized using Lemma [2.22]
If A is a connected subgraph then we can collapse A to a vertex v and put G(v) =
I1,(G, A) leaving the rest of edge and vertex groups unchanged. The fundamental group
I1,(Ga,T'/A) =11,(G,T). The graph of groups (Ga,1'/A) will be called collapsed.

Definition 4.2. We say that a a pro-p G-tree T refines a pro-p G-tree Ty if there exists
a G-collapse f: T — Tj.

The inverse operation of the collapse is a refinement or the blowup. Suppose (G,T") is
a finite graph of pro-p groups and v is a vertex of I'. Let (G,,I",) be a splitting of G, in
which incident edge groups to v are elliptic. One may then refine I' at v using I',, so as
to obtain a pro-p splitting (G,T) whose edges are those of ' together with those of T',.
Note that 'y is not uniquely defined because there is flexibility in the way edges of I'y are
attached to vertices of T',; (abstract version is discussed in [GL16, Section 4.2]).

Definition 4.3. Two G-trees Tj, Ty are compatible if they have a common refinement:
there exists a tree T with collapse maps ¢g; : T' — T; 1 = 1, 2.

The next lemma shows that there is minimal such a 7.

Lemma 4.4. Let Ty and Ty be compatible trees with a common refinement. There is a
common refinement T of T1 and Ty such that no edge of T is collapsed in both T and T,.

Proof. Let T be any common refinement. Let A; and Ay be the subgraphs of T" whose
connected components are collapsed to get T} and T3 respectively. Put A = A; N Ay, We
collapse all connected components of A. It is a common refinement of 77 and 75, and no
edge is collapsed in both T} and T5. O

Let T1, T be pro-p G-trees.

Definition 4.5. We say that a G-tree T} dominates a G-tree T5 if every vertex stabilizer
of T} fixes a vertex in T, i.e. every subgroup which is elliptic in 77 is also elliptic in 75.

In particular, every refinement of 77 dominates T;. Beware that domination is defined
by considering ellipticity of subgroups, not just of elements (this may make a difference
in the abstract case if vertex stabilizers are not finitely generated, but not in pro-p by
Proposition [2.4)).

Ezample 4.6. Let G be a virtually free pro-p group. Then by [Z-19] G acts on a pro-p tree
T with finite vertex stabilizers. So the G-tree T dominates any G-tree by Corollary [2.5
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Definition 4.7. (Ellipticity of trees) We say that a G-tree T} is elliptic with respect to
T, if every edge stabilizer of T} fixes a vertex in 1.

Ezxample 4.8. 1f the edge stabilizers of T} are finite (or more generally F'A pro-p, i.e. pro-p
groups that do not act on a pro-p tree without global fixed point, then 7 is elliptic with
respect to any G-tree.

Proposition 4.9. Let Ty and Ty be pro-p G-trees such that T,/G is finite. Suppose Ty is
elliptic with respect to Ts. Then there exists a G-tree Ty with a morphism p : Ty — T}
such that

(1) p is a collapse map;

(2) Tl 15 a refinement of Ty that dominates Ts;

(3) the stabilizer of any edge of T fixes an edge in Ty or in Ty;

(4) a subgroup of G is elliptic in Ty if and only if it is elliptic in both Ty and Tb.

Proof. We construct Ty as follows. For each vertex v € V(T1), with stabilizer G, which
is not elliptic in Ty, choose the minimal G,-invariant subtree Y, of Tj (or put Y, =T h).
For each edge e with vertices v, w € E(T}), choose vertices p, € Y, and p, € Y, fixed by
(.; this is possible because G, is elliptic in T5 by assumption and so has a fixed points in
Y, and Y,, by [RZ-00, Corollary 3.10]. We can make these choices G-equivariantly, since
T1/G is finite. We can now define a tree T 1 by blowing up each vertex v of T3 into Yv,
and attaching edges of T using the points p,. Formally, we consider the disjoint union
(Uever) Y,) U (Ueerr) €) (with Y, = v if G, is elliptic in T5), and for each edge e with

vertices v, w of T we identify v with p, € Y, and w with Pw € Y,,. We define D Tl — T
by sending Y, to v, and sending e € E(T}) to itself. This map clearly satisfy the first
requirement. Then by [Z-92, Proposition on page 486] or[Rl, Proposition 3.9.1 combined
with Corollary 3.10.2 and Propositiuon 3.10.4] T1 is a pro-p tree.

In general, Ty may fail to be minimal, so we define T \ C Ty as the unique minimal G-
invariant subtree (the action of G on T | is non-trivial unless 77 and T3 are both points).
We then define p as the restriction of p to Ty. Let us check that the other properties
follow. Assertion (2) is clear.

If e is an edge of T; that is not collapsed by p, then G, fixes an edge of T}. Otherwise,
e € Y, for some vertex v € V(11), so G, fixes an edge in T», and Assertion (3) holds.

(2) implies one direction of (4). To prove the non-trivial direction of Assertion (4),
assume that hL is elliptic in 77 and 75. Then H < (G, for some v € T, so H preserves the
subtree Y, C T;. So it is enough to prove that H fixes a point in Y,,. This holds because
H is elliptic in Ty (see [ZM-88 Theorem 2.13(b)]).

[

Remark 4.10. If T3 /G is finite, one may think of this construction in terms of graphs of
pro-p groups, as follows. Starting from the graph of pro-p group (§,I'1 = T1/G), one
replaces each vertex v € T'y by the graph of groups (G,,T', = Y,/G) obtained from the
action of GG, on its minimal subtree in 75, and one attaches each edge e of I'; incident to
v to a vertex of I', whose group contains a conjugate of G..
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Definition 4.11. (Standard refinement). Any tree 7} as in Proposition 4.9 will be called
a standard refinement of 7} dominating 7.

In general, there is no uniqueness of standard refinements. However, by Assertion
(4) of Proposition , all standard refinements belong to the same deformation space,
which is the lowest deformation space dominating the deformation spaces containing 7}
and T, respectively. If 77 dominates T3 (resp. T» dominates T7), then 77 is in the same
deformation space as Ty (resp. T1). Moreover, there is some symmetry: if T also happens
to be elliptic with respect to T, then any standard refinement @ of Ty dominating T} is
in the same deformation space as 7T7.

In Proposition we assumed that 77 /G is finite. If G is finitely generated we can
generalize the proposition for general case on the cost of changing 77 within deformation
space without changing the edge stabilizers.

Proposition 4.12. Let T} and T, be pro-p G-trees with G finitely generated. Suppose Ty
is elliptic with respect to Ty. Then there exists a G-tree S from the deformation space of
Ty and a pro-p tree S with a morphism p : S — S such that

(0) stabilizers of edges of S are stabilizers of certain edges of Ty and edge stabilizers of
Ty are subgroups of some edge stabilizers of S.

(1) p is a collapse map and the subtree that collapsed by p to v is the minimal G,-
1mvariant subtree of Tb.

(2) S is a refinement of S that dominates Ty.
(3) the stabilizer of any edge ofg fixes an edge in T1 or in T,.
(4) a subgroup of G is elliptic in S if and only if it is elliptic in both Ty and T.

(5) if Ty is minimal, every edge stabilizer of Ty contains an edge stabilizer of S.

Proof. Let U be a linearly ordered by inclusion system of open normal subgroups U of G
with (), U = 1. Let U be the (normal) subgroup of G generated by all U-stabilizers of

vertices in Ty. Put Gy = G/U and Ty = Ty/U. Then

G = @GUandTQZ lngU
U«oG U«,G

By Proposition Ty is a pro-p tree on which Gy naturally acts with Ty, /Gy = T2 /G =
.

By Theorem G is the fundamental pro-p group of a reduced profinite graph of
pro-p groups (9, A) whose edge and vertex groups are stabilizers of edges and vertices of
T, and stabilizers of vertices and edges in T are contained in stabilizers of some vertex
and edge subgroups of (G,I") up to conjugation. Moreover (see the proof of Theorem
2.26), (§,A) = @U(SU, ['y) is the inverse limit of the fnite reduced graphs of finite p-
groups where the maps of the inverse system {I'y} are collapses. Let S = S(G, A) be the
standard pro-p tree. Then 7, S are in the same deformation space, so (0) holds.
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Let Sy be the standard pro-p tree of (G, T'y). Then S = I'&HU%G Sy and the projection
S — Sy is a collapse of connected components of certain profinite subgraph of S.

Note that Sy is elliptic with respect to Ty since T is elliptic with respect to 15 and
therefore S is elliptic with respect to T. Hence we can consider a standard refinement Sy
of Sy dominating Ty, as in Proposition . In particular, py : Sy —» Sy is the collapse
map and the pro-p subtrees that are collapsed by py to vy are the minimal invariant
subtrees of GG, for each non-elliptic G,,, in Ty;. Since U is linearly ordered, we can make
Sy to form an inverse system by attaching every edge ey, incident to vy € Sy (for V< U)
to a vertex of Ty whose image is exactly the vertex of Ty to which the image ey of e, in
Sy was attached. Thus S = I'&HU%G Sy is a pro-p tree (by [RZ-00, Lemma 2.6 (b)] that

dominates T5. Moreover, the natural map p : S—9 (the projective limit of the collapse
maps py : Sy — Sy (cf. Proposition is the collapse map such that the subtrees that
collapsed by p to v is the minimal G,-invariant subtree of 7). Thus (1) holds.

Let us check that the other properties follow. Assertion (2) is clear.

If e is an edge of S that is not collapsed by p, then GG, fixes the edge in S and therefore
in T7. Otherwise, e is collapsed by p and so belongs to T5. Hence G, fixes an edge of T5.
Thus assertion (3) holds.

(2) implies one direction of (4). To prove the non-trivial direction of Assertion (4),
assume that H is elliptic in T} and T5. Then H < G, for some v € T, so H < G, for
some v € V(S) and therefore H < G,,, for every U, where vy is the image of v in Sp.
Hence H preserves the subtree Yy, C §U. So it is enough to prove that H fixes a point
in Yy, for every U. This holds because H is elliptic in Ty = T /U.

(5) Pick e € E(T,). By [CZ, Theorem 4.2] G splits as an amalgamated free pro-p
product G, Illg, G2 or as HNN-extension G = G1llg, over Ge. As S dominates Ty for
any edge ¢ € E (5’ ) the stabilizers G,,, G,, of its vertices v, w stabilize a vertex in T and
hence are conjugate to G; or Go, say G, is conjugate to (G; and so we may assume that
G, < Gy. If G is not in a conjugate of G., then as G = G, N Gy, one has that G,
also must be contained in G by [Rl Corollary 7.1.5]. If this is the case for all ¢’ then all
vertex stabilizers of S are contained in G. This contradicts the minimality of T5.

]

5 Universally elliptic pro-p trees

Definition 5.1. A subgroup of G is called universally E-elliptic if it is elliptic in every
E-tree on which G acts. In particular, the trivial group is universally elliptic.

Note that by Corollary every finite p-group is universally elliptic. Of course,
if a pro-p group does not act on a pro-p tree without global fixed point (such groups
called FA-groups by Serre [Serre-80] and so we are going to use this term in the pro-p
context) then it is universally elliptic. The class of FA pro-p groups is quite large and
includes many example. All Fab pro-p groups, i.e pro-p groups whose open subgroups
have finite abelianization are FA pro-p groups. Note that Fab pro-p groups include all
just-infinite pro-p groups and all open pro-p subgroups of SL,,(Z,). The pro-p completion
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of Grigorchuk, Gupta-Sidki groups and other branch groups are FA pro-p groups as well
as the Nottingham pro-p group.

Definition 5.2. A G-tree is called universally E-elliptic if it is elliptic in every E-tree on
which G acts (i.e. every edge stabilizer is elliptic in every E-tree).

Lemma 5.3. Consider two G-trees Ty, Ty. Suppose that T1/G is finite (resp. G is finitely
generated,).

(1) If Ty is universally elliptic, then some refinement of Ty (resp. some refinement of
some S from the deformation space of Ty) dominates Ts.

(2) If T\ and Ty are universally elliptic, any standard refinement Ty of T (resp. S of
some S from the deformation space of T} ) dominating Ty is universally elliptic. In

particular, there is a universally elliptic tree T ( resp. S ) dominating both Ty and
Ts.

Proof. Both assertions follow directly from Assertions (2) and (3) of Proposition [4.9| (resp.
119). 0

For many purposes, it is enough to consider one-edge splittings, i.e. trees with only
one orbit of edges.

Lemma 5.4. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree S with edge
stabilizers in E.

(1) S is universally elliptic if and only if it is elliptic with respect to every one-edge
splitting.

(2) S dominates every universally elliptic tree if and only if it dominates every univer-
sally elliptic one-edge splitting.

Proof. For the non-trivial direction, one needs to prove that S is elliptic with respect to

a (G, E)-tree T' (resp. dominates T'). Let e € E(S) be an edge (resp. v € V(S) be a
vertex). We want to prove that G, (resp. G,) is elliptic in 7.

Let U be an open normal subgroup of GG and U= (U, |veV(T). By Lemma ]2 -

= lim__ GG/U and Gy = G/U = 11,(Sy,Ty) is the fundamental group of a finite

reduced graph of finite p-groups. Moreover, the inverse system {Gy, myy} can be chosen
in such a way that it is linearly ordered and for each {Gy } of the system with V' < U there
exists a natural morphism (nvy, vvy) : (Sv,T'v) — (Su, ['y) where vy is just a collapse
of edges of I'y and nyy(Gy(m)) = myu(Sy(m)); the induced homomorphism of the pro-p
fundamental groups coincides with the canonical projection myy: Gy — Gy. Note also
that Ty = T'/U is a pro-p tree by Proposition and the vertex stabilizers of Gy acing
Ty are finite. So Ty is in the same deformation space as the standard pro-p tree Sy of
I1,(Gy,T'y). Thus the projective limit argument reduces the proof to Gy = I1;(Gy, T'y)
acting on Sy.

We argue by induction on the number of edges of I'yy to deduce that G, (resp. G,) is
conjugate into a vertex group of (G, I'v). Choose a splitting of Gy = 11 (S, Av)Hay).,,
for some ey € E(I'y), where Ay is a proper connected subgraph of I'y. As G, (resp.
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G,) is elliptic with respect to this splitting (by hypothesis) we may assume w.l.o.g. that
Ge < 111(Gu, Apy) (resp. G, < I1;(9y, Ay). Then by the induction hypothesis G, (resp.
G,) is conjugate into some vertex group of Il (Gy, Ay) as needed. O]

Lemma 5.5. Let G be a pro-p group and Ty, Ty be pro-p trees on which G acts.

(1) If Ty refines Ty and does not belong to the same deformation space, some g € G is
hyperbolic in Ty and elliptic in Ts.

(2) If every g € G which is elliptic in Ty is also elliptic in Ty, then Ty dominates T.

(8) Suppose G is finitely generated and Ty is minimal. If Ty is elliptic with respect to Ty,
but Ty is not elliptic with respect to Ty, then G splits over an infinite index subgroup
of an edge stabilizer of T5.

Proof. (1) Since T} refines T5, every elliptic element in 77 is elliptic in T5. If every elliptic
element in 75 is elliptic in T} then T} and T have the same set of elliptic elements and so
belong to the same deformation space. Therefore some hyperbolic element of 77 becomes
elliptic in T5.

(2) Let v be a vertex of 7. We need to show that G, is elliptic in 75, but this follows
from Proposition [2.4]

For (3) let G, be an edge stabilizer of T3 which is not elliptic in 7} and let S be the
standard refinement from Proposition m By Proposition (5) G, contains an edge
stabilizer G, of S that has infinite index in G. since it is elliptic in 7} and G, is not (see
Corollary . By Theorem G splits as a free pro-p product with amalgamation or as
a pro-p HNN-extension over G, . n

FExample 5.6. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree T. By
Theorem G is the fundamental pro-p group of a profinite graph of pro-p groups
(G,I"). Let S = S(9,I") be the standard pro-p tree. Then 7" and S are in the same
deformation space. Moreover, S is universally elliptic if 7" is. The set of edges of S
however is not compact in general; it is compact if and only if I' is finite. This is the case
if (G,T) is an E-splitting and G is E-accessible.

Note that (G,T") is not unique. But if I is finite, then there exists a finite sequence of
elementary transformations: reductions and expansions (expansion is the inverse opera-
tion to the reduction), that transforms one reduced graph of groups into another. To see
this first note that we may assume that (G,T") is reduced and the vertex groups of (G,T")
are exactly the maximal vertex stabilizers of G acting on 7" and so there are finitely many
of them G,,,...G,,. Therefore there exists an open normal subgroup U in G such that
Gy, U / U,... ,Gvnﬁ / U are precisely maximal finite subgroups of G/ U up to conjugation
and hence the vertex groups of (Gy,I") for any choice of (Gy,I"). By [Forester, Theorem
4.2] the exists a finite sequence of reductions and expansions that transform one choice
to the other, and it does not depend on the chosen U, since the vertex groups are finite.

Then the same finite sequence of reductions and expansions can be applied to (G,T") using
[CZ, Corollary 4.4] and its proof.
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6 JSJ splittings

Definition 6.1. A JSJ decomposition (or JSJ tree) of a pro-p group G over € is an E-tree
T on which G acts such that:

e T is universally elliptic;

e T dominates any other universally elliptic E-tree 7" on which G acts, i.e. the
stabilizer of any vertex v of T stabilizes some vertex of T".

If T/G is finite, then G = (G, T/G) is the fundamental pro-p group of a finite graph
of pro-p groups (see Remark [2.27). We call the quotient graph of groups (§,T/G) a JSJ
splitting, or a JSJ decomposition. Also, if the standard pro-p tree of the fundamental
group of a profinite graph of pro-p groups (9,I") is a JSJ G-tree, then we call (G,I') a JSJ
splitting, or a JSJ decomposition.

Remark 6.2. (i) The second condition in the definition is a maximality condition ex-
pressing that vertex stabilizers of T" are as small as possible by Lemma [5.3]

(i) If (G,I') is a JSJ-splitting with |I'| < oo, then after the reduction from procedure
described in Remark we still have a JSJ-splitting. Indeed, the edge groups
continue to be universally elliptic, and maximal vertex stabilizers do not change, so
the obtained graph of groups still dominates any other JSJ-splitting.

Lemma 6.3. Any pro-p E-tree T with universally elliptic vertex stabilizers is a JSJ tree.

Proof. By assumption, T" dominates every pro-p E-tree. In particular, 7" is universally
elliptic and dominates every universally elliptic E-tree, so it is a JSJ tree. O

Definition 6.4. (Rigid and flexible vertices). Let H = G, be a vertex stabilizer of a JSJ
pro-p tree T' (or a vertex group of the graph of groups (G,I' = T//G)). We say that H is
rigid if it is universally elliptic, flexible if it is not. We also say that the vertex v is rigid
(flexible) in this case. If H is flexible, we say that it is a flexible subgroup of G (over €).

If T is a JSJ pro-p E-tree, another pro-p E-tree Ty is a JSJ pro-p tree if and only if T
is universally elliptic, 7' dominates Ty , and T, dominates 7'. In other words, 7 should
belong to the deformation space of T over €., where E.; is the family of universally
elliptic groups in €.

Definition 6.5. If non-empty, the set of all JSJ pro-p E-trees is a deformation space over
Eey called the JSJ deformation space (of G over £). We denote it by D g;.

Remark 6.6. Let T be a JSJ E-tree for G. Then the pro-p tree S from Example [5.6]belongs
to Dysy. In fact, if € is closed for finite quotients then generalizing [Wilson, Definition]
of ultra filter we may see that S is the JSJ-decomposition obtained from inverse limit of
ultra filter of virtually free quotients of GG. Indeed, for any open normal subgroup U of
G the group G /U acts on T/U. Moreover, 17 dominates ¥ if and only if for any T3/ U
there exists open normal V' contained in U such that T}/ V dominates T/ U and this is a
definition of {71 /U | U<, G} being bigger than {T5/U | U<, G}. Thus for {D/U | U<, G}
(where D ranges via all pro-p trees dominated by T'), {T'/U | U <, G} is a maximal filter,
i.e. an ultra filter.
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Remark 6.7. If € is invariant under a group A of automorphisms of G (in particular if €
is defined by restricting the isomorphism type), then so is the deformation space D jg;.
Indeed, for T' € D g5; and o« € A we can define a G-tree T, with T, = T and the action
g+t = a(g)t. Then the stabilizer of e € T, = T is ™' (G,) € €.

Using this we can deduce the following

Theorem 6.8. Let G be a pro-p group having an open normal E-accessible subgroup H
acting on an infinite JSJ pro-p E-tree T'. Suppose & is G-invariant. Then G acts on
an infinite pro-p & -tree S, where &' consists of subgroups A of G such that AN H € €.
Moreover, S is universally elliptic pro-p & -tree.

Proof. By Remark G acts on the deformation space D g, for H. Write H = I1; (H, A)
as the fundamental group of the corresponding reduced finite graph of pro-p groups. It
follows then that G leaves the conjugacy classes of all vertex groups of (H, A) invariant.
By [AG, Theorem 8] G is the fundamental group of a reduced finite graph of pro-p groups
(G,T') such that its vertex and edge groups intersected with H are subgroups of vertex
and edge groups of (H,A). Thus the standard pro-p tree S of (9,1") is (G, £')-tree. By
Corollary [2.5] it is universally elliptic.

O

Of course, if H(v),v € V(I') are universally elliptic, then Theorem holds inde-
pendently of € as it was used in the proof the G-invariancy of vertex stabilizers only.

Corollary 6.9. Let G be a pro-p group having an open subgroup H acting on an infinite
JSJ pro-p E-tree T whose vertex stabilizers are universally elliptic. Then G acts on an
infinite JSJ pro-p &'-tree S, where &' consists of subgroups A of G such that ANH € E.

Corollary 6.10. Let G be a pro-p group having an open subgroup H acting on an infinite
JSJ pro-p E-tree T whose vertex stabilizers are FA. Then G acts on an infinite JSJ pro-p
& -tree S, where &' consists of subgroups A of G such that ANH € &.

Lemma 6.11. Assume G is finitely generated and all groups in € are universally elliptic.
If T 1s a JSJ-tree, then its finitely generated vertex stabilizers are universally elliptic. This
applies in particular to splittings over finite groups.

Proof. By Theorem[2.26|G is the fundamental group I1; (G, I') of a profinite graph of pro-p
groups over & and by Example |5.6 its standard pro-p tree is universally elliptic and so
replacing 7' by the standard pro-p tree S of (G, ') we may assume that 7" is the standard
pro-p tree for this graph of groups. If a vertex group G(v) of v is flexible, then there
exists a pro-p tree Ty such that G(v) is not elliptic in Ty. Then by Theorem G(v)
splits either as Gy x4 G1 or Gox 4, where A € €. As all edge groups are universally elliptic
by hypothesis, the edge groups of all adjacent edges to v are conjugate into either G or Gy
(see Corollary . Let (G,T) be the standard refinement of (3,T) at v (see Proposition
4.12)). Its standard pro-p tree T”, by our assumption on A, is universally elliptic, so by
definition of the JSJ deformation space T" dominates 7”. This implies that G, is elliptic
in 7", hence in Ty (see Proposition [£.12(2)), a contradiction. O

Theorem 6.12. Let € be a continuous family of subgroups of a pro-p group G and suppose
that G 1s E-accessible. Then JSJ pro-p tree T' exists.
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Proof. Let (G,T") be a maximal reduced universally elliptic E-splitting of G and T'(G) its
standard pro-p tree (it might be trivial, i.e. be just a vertex). Note that I' = T'/G is finite
since G is E-accessible. We show that (G, I") is JSJ-decomposition.

Let T” be another universally elliptic pro-p E-tree for GG. It suffices to show that the
stabilizer G, of any vertex v of T is elliptic in 7" (indeed this would mean that edge
groups also stabilize a vertex in 7" and that T dominates 7).

If not, then G splits as an amalgamated free pro-p product or pro-p HNN-extension
over some edge stabilizer A in 7" with not elliptic G(v), say G = G Il14 Gy (remember
that G is accessible, so T"/G is finte). Let S(G) be a standard pro-p tree with respect to
this splitting. Since 7" is universally elliptic every edge stabilizer in T is elliptic in S(G).
It follows that the stabilizer of an edge incident to v is in G; or in G2 up to conjugation.
Let (G,T) be the standard refinement of (G,T) at v (see Remark @ . Then it is an
E-splitting of G dominating but not equal (G,I"). This contradicts the maximality of the
decomposition.

]

Corollary 6.13. Let G be a pro-p group and & a continuous family of subgroups of G. If
G is E-accessible, then there exists JSJ pro-p tree T such that T /G 1is finite.

In particular, using k-acylindricity and cyclic accessibility (cf. Theorem and The-
orem |3.3)) we deduce

Corollary 6.14. (i) A k-acylindrical JSJ-decomposition of a finitely generated pro-p
group exists.

(ii) Suppose & consists of cyclic groups. Then JSJ-decomposition ezists.

We show now that in contrast to the abstract situation a JSJ-splitting exists for finitely
generated pro-p groups regardless of E-accessibility. However the JSJ pro-p tree might
not have compact set of edges.

Theorem 6.15. Let € be a continuous family of subgroups of a finitely generated pro-p
group G. Then JSJ pro-p E-tree exists.

Proof. Let T; be the set of all universally elliptic pro-p &-trees on which G acts. By
Example there exists a universally elliptic pro-p tree S; in the same deformation space
as T;. We claim that {S; | i € I} is filtered. Indeed, if say, S; does not dominate S; then
by Proposition there exists a standard refinement S; that dominates both S; and S;.
Now let S = im, S;. We claim that S dominates every universally elliptic E-tree. But
this is clear, since S dominates every S; and hence every T;.

Now we proceed as in the proof of Theorem to show that S is a JSJ &-tree. Let
T’ be another universally elliptic pro-p E-tree for G. It suffices to show that any vertex
stabilizer G, of T is elliptic in T".

If not, then G, acts on T" non-trivially. Since S is universally elliptic every edge
stabilizer in S is elliptic in 7”. It follows that every edge group of an edge incident to v is
elliptic in T". Let S be the standard refinement of S at v (cf. Proposition and .
By Proposition (3) S is universally elliptic, since S and 7" are. Then S dominates S
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( by Proposition M(Z)), but S does not dominate S. This contradicts the definition of
S.

[]

We illustrate this theorem in Example in the next section and finish this section
with the following simple facts for future reference.

Lemma 6.16. Let G be a pro-p group, T be a JSJ pro-p tree, and S any G-tree. Suppose
either G is finitely generated or T /G is finite.

(i) There is a tree T which refines T and dominates S;
(ii) If S is universally elliptic, it may be refined to a JSJ pro-p tree.

Proof. Since T is elliptic with respect to S, one can construct a standard refinement T
of T' dominating S (Propositions [1.12)). It satisfies the first assertion. For the second
assertion, since S is elliptic with respect to T, we can consider a standard refinement S
of S dominating T'. It is universally elliptic by the second assertion of Lemma and
dominates 7', so it is a JSJ tree. O

7 Examples of JSJ-splittings

Recall that we have fixed € and K, and we only consider (€, K)-trees. Unless otherwise
indicated, G is only assumed to be finitely generated in this section. At the end of
this section we shall give two examples of JSJ decompositions having flexible vertices,
but most examples here will have all vertices rigid. The fact that they are indeed JSJ
decompositions will be a consequence of Lemma [6.3]

7.1  Free pro-p groups

Let G = F, be a finitely generated free pro-p group, let & be arbitrary, and X = (.
Then the JSJ deformation space of Fj, over € is the space of pro-p trees on which F;, acts
freely. Note that if we assume that T/ F), is reduced then it is just a bouquet and 7T is the
Cayley graph of F,.

7.2 Virtually free pro-p groups

More generally, if G is virtually free pro-p, by the main result of [HZ-13] G splits as a
the fundamental pro-p group of a finite graph of finite p-groups. Thus if € consists of all
finite subgroups, then D ;g; is the space of trees with finite vertex stabilizers.

Recall that there exists a finite sequence of elementary transformations: reductions
and expansions (expansion is the inverse operation to the reduction), that transforms one
JSJ splitting into another (cf. Example [5.6)).

Note that there is the following open

Question 7.1. Is a finitely generated pro-p group G acting on a pro-p tree T with finite
vertex stabilizers accessible and hence is virtually free pro-p?
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7.3 Free splittings

This is the pro-p version of the Grusko JSJ-decomposition.

Suppose € consists only of the trivial subgroup of G, and X = (). Thus &-trees are
trees with trivial edge stabilizers, also called free splittings. Then the JSJ deformation
space exists. We call it the Grushko deformation space. It consists of trees T such that
edge stabilizers are trivial, and vertex stabilizers are freely indecomposable and different
from Z, (one often considers Z,, as freely decomposable since it splits as an HNN-extension
over the trivial group). Denoting by G = G; I 11 G,, II F},, a decomposition of G' such
that G; # Z, are indecomposable, and F}, is free pro-p (such splitting always exists for a
finitely generated pro-p group G), the quotient graph of groups T'/G has one vertex with
group G for each 7, and all other vertex groups are trivial. Below is the picture of the
Grushko JSJ-decomposition when n = 3, m = 2.

Note that this graph of groups is not reduced, it admits a collapse of one edge; after
this it becomes reduced.

If X # (), the JSJ deformation space is the Grushko deformation space relative to K.
Edge stabilizers of JSJ trees are trivial, groups in K fix a vertex, and vertex stabilizers

are freely indecomposable relative to their subgroups which are conjugate to a group in
K.

Proposition 7.2. Let G be a second countable pro-p group and G = GiII UG, 11 F,, be a
Grushko decomposition relative to K. Any finitely generated 11-indecomposable relative to
K subgroup A of H is conjugate to a subgroup of G; for some i. Moreover, if G = A1l B
for some closed subgroup B of G, then A is conjugate to some G;.

Proof. Follows from the pro-p version of the Kurosh subgroup theorem (see Theorem
2.30)).
m

7.4 Splittings over finite groups

This is a pro-p version of Stallings-Dunwoody JSJ-space.

If € is the set of finite subgroups of G, and X = (), then the JSJ deformation space
is the set of trees whose edge groups are finite and whose vertex groups either finite
or virtually freely indecomposable (one deduces from the main result of [WEZ-16] that
a pro-p tree is maximal for domination if and only if its vertex stabilizers are virtually

indecomposable as a free pro-p product). If G is finitely generated, JSJ deformation space
exists by Theorem [6.15] If G is accessible there exists a cofinite JSJ pro-p tree.
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Remark 7.3. There is a cofinite JSJ pro-p tree over € if € is a family of finite subgroups of
bounded order. The reason is Wilkes pro-p version of Linnell’s accessibility [wilk, Theorem
3.1].

If X # 0, then we talk about JSJ deformation space relative to X. Edge stabilizers are
finite, groups in X fix a vertex, and vertex stabilizers are virtually freely indecomposable
relative to their subgroups which are conjugate to a group in X: they do not split over
finite subgroups relative to their subgroups which are conjugate to a group in X. As
above, the relative JSJ space exists if GG is finitely generated. If € consists of finite groups
of bounded order (and K is arbitrary) then there exists a cofinite JSJ E-tree. If € contains
finite groups of arbitrary large order, a cofinite JSJ E-tree exists if relative accessibility
holds.

We finish the subsection with the example of an inaccessible finitely generated pro-p
group presented by Wilkes in [Wilkes, Section 4.2] that illustrates Theorem [6.15]

Ezample 7.4. First define the map u,, : {0, ...,p" " — 1} — {0, ...,p"™ — 1} by sending an
integer to its remainder modulo p”. Define H, = F,[{0,...,p™ — 1}] to be the F,-vector
space with basis {hq, ..., hyn_1}. There are inclusions H,, C H,; given by inclusions of
bases, and retractions 7, : H,y1 — H, defined by hy — h,, k). Note also that there
is a natural action of Z/p"Z on H,, given by cyclic permutation of the basis elements,
and that these actions are compatible with the retractions n;. The inverse limit of the
H,, along these retractions is the completed group ring H,, = F,[[Z,]] with multiplication
ignored. The continuous action of Z, on the given basis of H,, allows to form a sort of a
pro-p wreath product H,, = F,[[Z,]] x Z, = @(Hn X Z/p"™) which is a pro-p group into
which H,, embeds.

Next set K,, =F, x H, = (k,) X H,. Set G; = K; xF,. For n > 1, let G,, be a finite
p-group with presentation G,, = (kp—1,kn, ho, ... hpny | kY = hY = 1,h; <> hj, kp_y <>
h; for all i # p"~ ' k, = [kn_1, hyn—1] central) where > denotes the relation ‘commutes
with’.

The choice of generator names describes maps

H, —G, K, — G, K, — G,.

One may easily see that all three of these maps are injections. Define a retraction map
pn : G — K, by killing k,, and by sending hy, — h,,_, ). Note that p, is compatible
with n, : H, — H,_; that is, there is a commuting diagram

Kn—l <:> Gn

;T
H, ,— H,
Mn

Define I1; (G, ', ) to be the pro-p fundamental group of the following graph of
groups:

G1 K1 G2 Gm—1 Kimn-1 Gm
—————)e e ——)e
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Note that the retraction p, : G, — K,_; induces the retraction P, .1 — P,
represented by the collapse the last right edge of the picture.

Then P = I'&nmeN 11 (S, L'y v) is the fundamental group of the following profinite
graph of pro-p groups

where the vertex at infinity is a one point compactification of the edge set of the graph
and so does not have an incident edge to it; thus the edge set is not compact. The vertex
group G, of the vertex at infinity is G, = K = I'&nieN K, =H,. Let J=Plly_H,.
Then J is the fundamental group of the following profinite graph of groups

Gl Kl G2 Hoo Hoo Hw

By [Wilkes| Section 4.3], this graph of pro-p groups is injective and by [Wilkes|, Section
4.4] J = (G, H,). Since G is finite and H,, is 2-generated, J is finitely generated (in
fact for p = 2 the group J is 3-generated). Collapsing the right edge we shall get the
reduced graph of pro-p groups since no vertex group equals to an edge group of an incident
edge. Note that the latter graph of groups has a unique vertex oo whose vertex group is
infinite and isomorphic to IF,, ! Z, which does not split over a finite p-group. This is a JSJ
decomposition of J over finite p-groups.

Small groups

Recall that G is small in (€, X)-trees if for any such tree T' the group G has no free
non-abelian pro-p subgroup acting freely on 7T': there always is a fixed point, or the action
on the minimal subtree has cocyclic or codihedral kernel (see [RZ-00, Theorem 3.15]).This
is in particular the case if GG is small, i.e. contains no non-abelian free pro-p group. If G
does not fix a vertex, then every vertex stabilizer in the minimal subtree has a subgroup
of index at most 2 fixing an edge (the index is 2 if p = 2).

Lemma 7.5. If G is small in (E,K)-trees, and T is a non-trivial universally elliptic
(€,XK)-tree, then T dominates every (&€, XK)-tree.

Proof. Since the action of G on T is non-trivial, every vertex stabilizer contains an edge
stabilizer with index at most 2 (by above). It follows that every vertex stabilizer is
universally elliptic, since the stabilizer of the edge is (see Proposition. So T' dominates
every (&, X)-tree. O

Corollary 7.6. If G is small in (€,XK)-trees, there is at most one non-trivial deformation
space containing a universally elliptic tree.

In this situation, the JSJ deformation space always exists: if there is a deformation
space as in the corollary, it is the JSJ space; otherwise, the JSJ space is trivial.
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Ezxample 7.7. Consider for instance (non-relative) cyclic splittings of solvable pro-p Baumslag-
Solitar groups

BS(1,n) = (a,t | tat™" = a™,n % 0(mod p)) X Z, x Z,,
where n is supernatural rather than natural number. If n =1 (so G = Z,, x Z,, ), there

are infinitely many deformation spaces (corresponding to epimorphisms G — Z,) and
there is no non-trivial universally elliptic tree.

If n # £1 there exists a unique deformation space containing the Bass-Serre tree S of
the HNN extension {(a,t | tat™* = a™) = HNN({(a), (a),t). This pro-p tree is universally
elliptic and therefore is JSJ-tree. Indeed, vertex stabilizers of a non-trivial G-tree T have
to be cyclic, since 2-generated subgroups are open in G and if stabilize a vertex then
so is G by Corollary . By Theorem G splits as a non-trivial (non-fictitious) free
pro-p product with amalgamation Gy Ilg, G or HNN-extension HNN(G1, G, t). As G
is soluble, either G = G, llg, Gy with [Gy : G.] = 2 = [Gy : G.] or HNN(G,, G, 1)
. In the first case Gy, Gy are cyclic and so T'/G has one edge only, p = 2 and G/G, is
infinite dihedral, which is impossible for n # —1. Thus this case of the amalgamation
G = G g, G5 does not occur.

So G = HNN(G., G, t') and T is the Bass-Serre tree of HNN({(a), (a),t"), where t'
is a unit of (t) = Z,. As (a) is a unique normal subgroup N of G such that G/N = Z,,
(a) = G.. Therefore a is elliptic in T

Thus we proved that S is universally elliptic in this case.

If n = -1 (p =2, and so G is pro-2 Klein bottle group), there are exactly two
non-trivial deformation spaces: one contains the Bass-Serre tree of the HNN extension
(a,t | tat™" = a™'), the other contains the tree associated to the amalgam (t) Il ;2_,2y (v},
with v = ta. None of these trees is universally elliptic (¢ and v are hyperbolic in the
HNN extension, and a is hyperbolic in the amalgam). Thus the JSJ deformation space of
BS(1,—1) is the trivial one.

The essential feature of JSJ theory is the description of flexible vertices, in particular
the fact that flexible vertex stabilizers are often “surface-like” (|RS, DS99, [FP06] and [GL,
Theorem 6.2]. The next theorem show that flexible vertices of cyclic pro-p trees split as
a free pro-p product.

Theorem 7.8. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group and & be the family of infinite
cyclic pro-p groups. If Q # Z, is a vertex stabilizer of a cyclic JSJ G-tree and () does not
split as a free pro-p product then it is elliptic in any cyclic G-tree.

Proof. Let T be a JSJ G-tree where () is not elliptic. By Lemma (3) Q splits as a free
pro-p product, contradicting the hypothesis.
m

7.5 Locally finite trees

One can generalize the previous example to locally finite trees with small edge stabi-
lizers (i.e. € consists of small pro-p groups). The example of it is a non-soluble Baumslag-
Solitar pro-p group,

BS(m,n) = (a,t | ta™ ™' =a",)) 2 Z, Uz, (Z, x Z,),
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where m,n are supernatural numbers. Since a™ and a" have the same order in every
finite quotient, they generate the same group Z, and this Z,, is the amalgamated subgroup
identified with nZ, = mZ, in the first factor and with the normal semidirect factor in the
second factor; in particular this normal subgroup is normal in G.

Definition 7.9. Let be G a pro-p group, and H <. G. The pro-p commensurator of H
in G, denoted Commg(H), is the set defined as:

Commg(H)={9e€ G|HINH<,Hand HINH <, H}.

Observe that the commensurator Commg(H) is a (closed) subgroup of G and Ng(H) <
Commg(H).

Theorem 7.10. ([BZ, Theorem 3.4]) Let G be a pro-p group acting on a pro-p tree T
and H a non-trivial non-elliptic subgroup of G. Let D be a minimal C-invariant pro-p
subtree of T. Then Commeg(H) acts on D.

Theorem 7.11. ([BZ, Theorem 4.4] Let G = (G,T") be the fundamental group of a reduced
graph of pro-p groups and suppose that G is finitely generated. If [G(dy(e) : G(e)] < oo,
and [G(di(e)) : G(e)] < oo for all e € E(I'). Then G = Comme(G(e)) = Ng(J), for any
e € E(I"), where J <, G(e).

7.5.1 Generalized Baumslag-Solitar groups

Definition 7.12. A generalized Baumslag-Solitar pro-p group (GBS) is a finitely gen-
erated pro-p group which acts on a pro-p tree T'" with infinite cyclic vertex and edge
stabilizers.

Let € be the set of cyclic subgroups of G (including the trivial subgroup), and X = ().
Unless G is metacyclic, the deformation space of T is the JSJ deformation space. To
prove this we need the following theorem on commensurator.

Theorem 7.13. [BZ, Theorem 4.7]) Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting
wrreducibly on a pro-p tree T, such that G, is infinite cyclic group and G, # 1 for all
veV(T), ee E(T). Then Commeg(G.) = G, for any e € E(T).

Theorem 7.14. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting irreducibly on a pro-
p tree T, such that G, is infinite cyclic pro-p group for all v € V(T) and G, # 1 for
all e € E(T). Unless G is metacyclic-by 7./2, the deformation space of T is the JSJ
deformation space.

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to show that every vertex stabilizer H of T is universally
elliptic. The commensurator of H is G by Theorem [7.13] Then by Theorem H
contains some open J which is normal in G. If H acts hyperbolically on a minimal pro-p
tree T', then so is J. Then by [CZ, Proposition 8.2 (2)] G/J is either cyclic or infinite
dihedral. This implies that G is either metacyclic or p = 2 and G is metacyclic-by Z/2.
O
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7.6 pro-p RAAGs

Let A be a finite graph. The associated right-angled Artin pro-p group Ax (RAAG,
also called graph group, or partially commutative group) is the group presented as follows:
there is one generator a, per vertex, and a relation a,a,, = aya, if there is an edge
between v and w (see [SZ]). The decomposition of A into connected components induces
a decomposition of Ax as a free pro-p product of freely indecomposable RAAGs (which
may be infinite cyclic), so to study JSJ decompositions of Ax one may assume that A is
connected.

Definition 7.15 (Standard subgroups). A subgroup of Gr is called a standard subgroup
if it is the subgroup generated by a subset V' C V(I'). If I' = @, by convention we set
Gr to be the trivial subgroup.

Definition 7.16 (Support of an element). Let g be an element of a (pro-p) RAAG Gr.
The support a(g) of g is the set of canonical generators of the unique minimal standard
subgroup of Gr containing g.

Definition 7.17 (Links and stars). Let g be an element of a (pro-p) RAAG Gr. The link
Link(g) of g is the set of vertices of I' \ «a(g) that are adjacent to each of the vertices in
a(g). If v is a canonical generator, we denote by Star(v) the full subgraph generated by
Link(v) Uv.

Definition 7.18 (Hanging vertex). We say that a vertex v of ' is a hanging vertex if
Star(v) is a complete graph and for every w € link(v), Star(w) is not a complete graph.

Abusing the notation, if S C V(I'), we denote by G the standard subgroup generated
by the full subgraph generated by S.

In [CPZ] is given a characterization of the splitting of Gr over an abelian pro-p group.
It is also given the following JSJ-decomposition of G over abelian subgroups.

Theorem 7.19. ([CPZ]) Let G = Gr be a pro-p RAAG associated to a connected finite
graph T'.

There is a (possibly trivial) decomposition of G as a fundamental pro-p group of a
reduced finite graph of pro-p groups (Se,©) with the following properties:

e the underlying graph © is either a tree or a tree with loops;

o vertex groups of (Ge,©) are standard subgroups which are either abelian or their
underlying graph does not contain any disconnecting complete graph;

e cach edge group of (Se,0) is a standard subgroup associated with a disconnecting
complete subgraph of T';

e hanging vertices do not belong to any vertex group.

Furthermore, the standard pro-p tree associated to this decomposition is an abelian JSJ
tree decomposition (Te, G) of G.

31



7.7 Non-rigid example

Unlike the previous subsections, we now consider an example with flexible vertices
which is a pro-p version of an example from [GL]. We consider cyclic splittings with
K =0.

Suppose that Gy is the fundamental pro-p group of a closed orientable hyperbolic
surface 3. Any simple closed geodesic v on 3 defines a cyclic splitting (an amalgam or an
HNN-extension, depending on whether « separates or not). A non-trivial element g € G¥,
represented by an immersed closed geodesic ¢ , is elliptic in the splitting defined by ~ if
and only if § Ny = or § = . Since any ¢ meets transversely some simple v, this shows
that 1 is the only universally elliptic element of Gy, so the JSJ decomposition of Gy is
trivial and its vertex is flexible.

FExample 7.20. Suppose that G is the pro-p completion of the fundamental group of the
space consisting of three punctured tori 3J; attached along their boundaries. A presenta-

tion of G is (a1, by, as, ba, as, bs|[ar, by] = [ag, ba] = [as,bs]). It is the fundamental group
of a graph of groups (G, ') with one central vertex v and three terminal vertices v; with
e; connecting v to v;. More precisely, putting ¢ = [a1,b1] = [ag, by] = [as, b3 the tree of

groups (G,T) is as follows:

(az,b2)
°,

(a1,b1) (c) (e)

_
.'Ul o,

(a3,b3)
vs

All edges, as well as v, carry the same cyclic group C = (¢). We claim that (9,T") is a
JSJ decomposition of G, with 3 flexible vertices v;.

Let us first show that (G,T') is universally elliptic, i.e. that C' is universally elliptic.
Using Lemma [5.4] we consider a one-edge cyclic splitting of G over (a) in which C' is not
elliptic, and we argue towards a contradiction. The group G1, generated by (aq, by, az, bo)
is the fundamental pro-p group of a closed surface (of genus 2), in particular it is freely
indecomposable. It follows that (a) has non-trivial intersection with some conjugate of
G2, so some a lies in a conjugate of G, (where k is some power of p), i.e. w.l.o.g. we
may assume that a* € Gio. We now consider the action of a* on the standard pro-p
tree T of (G,T). If a* fixes an edge in T, then (a*) has finite index in some conjugate of
C, so C is elliptic in GII,y by Corollary , a contradiction. Hence by Proposition
there exists the unique minimal a*-invariant subtree D(a*) in T (if a* is elliptic, D(a*) is
unique because a does not fix an edge). Then D(a*) is contained in the minimal subtree
of Ga, i.e. in the subtree G{e}, €, v}, v} of G-translations of some lift {e}, e}, v}, vy} of
the spanning tree [v1,vs] of vy, ve. But G{e},eh, v}, v4} contains no lift of the vertex vs
and hence so does not D(a*). Permuting indices shows that all vertices in D(a*) are lifts
of v, so D(a*) is a single point (a lift of v) (since I is a tree). This implies that (a*) has
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finite index in some conjugate of C', which is again a contradiction. Thus C' is universally
elliptic in all cyclic splittings.

To prove maximality of the splitting (cf. Remark[6.2(i)), consider a universally elliptic
tree S dominating 7. If the domination is strict (i.e. S and 7T are in different deformation
spaces), some G(v;) is non-elliptic in S. Being universally elliptic, C' is elliptic in S, so
by a standard fact combined with [Wilkes20, Theorem 4.6 (3)] the action of G,, on its
minimal subtree in S comes from the splitting of the abstract surface group Si» whose
pro-p completion is G15. The splitting of Si5 is associated to an essential simple closed
curve v; C ;. Let v be a curve intersecting ~; non-trivially. Considering the splitting of
G defined by a curve v C X; shows that S is not universally elliptic, a contradiction.

Remark 7.21. In Example the element ¢ can be replaced by the standard Demushkin

relator ¢ = :B’fT (21, 20] - [Tp_1, ) if p > 2 and by ¢ = 277 [z, 25] -+ - [Tp_1, T OF by
c = x%[ml,xQ]ng (23, 24] -+ [T_1,T,], Or by ¢ = x%x%f[:@,xg] o [wpy, ] for f > 2 by

[Wil19, Theorem 5.6] combined with [Wilkes20, Theorem 3.3].

8 A few useful facts

In this section, we first describe the behavior of the JSJ deformation space when
we change the class € of allowed edge groups. We then introduce the incidence structure
inherited by a vertex group of a graph of groups, and we relate JSJ decompositions of G to
JSJ decompositions of vertex groups relative to their incidence structure. We also discuss
relative finite presentation of vertex groups. Finally, we give an alternative construction
of relative JSJ decompositions, obtained by embedding G into a larger group.

8.1 Changing edge groups

We fix two families of subgroups € and &, with € C &, and we compare JSJ splittings
over € and over F (universal ellipticity, and all JSJ decompositions, are relative to some
fixed family X).

For example:

e. € consists of the finitely generated abelian subgroups of G , and J consists of the
subgroups having no non-abelian free pro-p subgroups.

e. Groups in F are locally small (their finitely generated subgroups are small), and €
is the family of small subgroups.

e € is the family of cyclic subgroups, and J is the family of virtually cyclic subgroup.

e & consists of the trivial group, or the finite subgroups of G (see Corollary 4.16).

There are now two notions of universal ellipticity, so we shall distinguish between
E-universal ellipticity (being elliptic in all (€, XK)-trees) and F-universal ellipticity (being
elliptic in all (F, K)-trees). Of course, F-universal ellipticity implies E-universal ellipticity.
Recall that two trees are compatible if they have a common refinement.

Proposition 8.1. Assume € C F. Let Ty be a JSJ tree over F with Ty/G finite.

33



(1) If there is a JSJ tree Te over &, then there is a pro-p JSJ E-tree YA}; which is compat-
wble with Tx. It may be obtained by refining Ty, and then collapsing all edges whose
stabilizer is not in €.

(2) If every E-universally elliptic E-tree is F-universally elliptic, the tree T obtained
from T5 by collapsing all edges whose stabilizer is not in € is a JSJ tree over &.

Note that (2) applies if € consists of finite groups (more generally, of groups with the
pro-p version of Serre’s property (FA)).

Proof. (1) Let Te be a JSJ pro-p tree over €. Since F D &, the tree Ty is elliptic with
respect to Te. Let fg.r be a standard refinement of T dominating T (see Proposition .
Consider an edge e of fg whose stabilizer is not in €. Then G, fixes a unique vertex v,
of Te (if more than one, say v,w € V(T¢)) then fixes an edge by Theorem [2.6). Hence
Gao(e), Gay(e) fix v, and so the group generated by them fixes v.. It follows that the tree
Ty obtained from frf by collapsing all edges whose stabilizer is not in € dominates T¢:
each new vertex stabilizer is the stabilizer of some vertex in Te (we use here that the
number of such edges is finite up to translation since T5/G is finite; the argument also
works if {e € E(Ty)} is open in Ty). Being &-universally elliptic by Lemma [5.3) (2), it is
a JSJ tree over €.

For (2), first note that T is an E-universally elliptic pro-p &-tree. If 7" is another
one, it is F-universally elliptic, hence dominated by T5. As above, the stabilizer of any
edge e of Ty not in € fixes a unique vertex of T¢, so Ty dominates 7”. Thus Ty is a JSJ
tree over €. m

8.2 Finiteness properties

In this subsection we show that (7, is finitely presented relative to incident edge groups
if G is finitely presented and edge stabilizers are finitely generated (Proposition
below).

The part on finite generatedness of the next Proposition is [CAZ, Proposition 2.21].

Proposition 8.2. Let G =111(G,T") be a finite graph of pro-p groups and D is a mazimal
subtree of T'. Suppose G is finitely generated (resp. finitely presented). If G(e) is finitely
generated (resp. finitely presented) for every e € E(T'), then G(v) are finitely generated
(resp. finitely presented ). Moreover, d(I1i(§, D)) < d(G) + >_.cp\ p(d(S(e) — 1).

Proof. Since T is finite, we can think of G as G = HNN(11,(9, D), S(e),t.),e € I'\ D.
Consider the Mayer-Vietoris sequence associated to (G,I") with coefficients in F):
Deenm Hz(G(€)) = BuevnHa(G(v)) — Ha(G) —
— EBeEE(F)Hl(G<€>> — @veV(F)Hl(G(U)) — Hl(G)

Since H,(G), Hi(G(e)) (resp. Ha(G), Hy(G(e))) are finite, so are Hy(G(v)) (resp.
Hy(G(v))). This proves the first statement.
The last statement is the subject of [CAZl Proposition 2.21]. O
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Proposition says that, if IT1;(G,T") and all edge groups are finitely generated (resp.
finitely presented), then so are all vertex groups. The goal of this subsection is to extend
these results to relative finite generation (resp. finite presentation), as we define below.
This is not needed if all groups in € are assumed to be finitely presented.

Relative finite generation and presentation

If we assume that G is finitely generated, or finitely presented, these properties are
not always inherited by vertex groups. We therefore consider relative finite generation (or
presentation), which behave better in that respect.

Let G be a pro-p group and X be a continuous family of subgroups of G.

Definition 8.3. One says that G is finitely generated relative to X if there exists a finite
set () C G such that G is generated by 2 UK. Such a subset () is a relative generating
set.

If G is finitely generated, then clearly it is finitely generated relative to any K. If
the pro-p groups in X are finitely generated, relative finite generation is equivalent to
finite generation. Note that relative finite generation does not change if one replaces the
subgroups in X by their conjugates or closes K for conjugation.

Recall that a pro-p G-tree T is relative to X if every K € K is elliptic in T. We now
consider relative finite presentation (see [Osi06] for the abstract case). Note that, if Q is
a relative finite generating set, then the natural morphism F(Q) II [], e £ — G is an
epimorphism (with F'(€2) the free pro-p group on £2).

The next proposition gives the homological characterization of relative generation.

Proposition 8.4. Suppose K is a continuous family of subgroups of a pro-p group G
closed for conjugation. Then G is finitely generated relative to K if and only if the image
of the natural map @,,cqc,c H1(G, Fy[[o]]) — Hi(G,Fy) is open.

Proof. Just observe that H,(G) = G/®(G). O

Definition 8.5. One says that a pro-p group G is finitely presented relative to a con-
tinuous family of subgroups K closed for conjugation if the image of the natural map
D.cx/c H2(G, Fp[[o]]) — Ha(G,F,) is open.

Remark 8.6. Suppose w.l.o.g. K is closed for conjugation. The definition above of relative
finite presentability is given in terms of the second homology because the map X — K/G
does not always admit a continuous section (see [RZ10, Section 5.6]). When such section
0:XK/G — K exists, we can reduce X to K = o(X) and give the following equivalent
similar to the abstract case definition: G is finitely presented relative to K if there exists
a finite (relative generating) set Q C G, such that the natural epimorphism f : F(Q) II
[xci & — G has finitely generated kernel as a normal subgroup. The equivalence of
the definition in this case follows directly from 5-term Hoschild-Serre spectral sequence
associated to the epimorphism f. In this case finite presentation is not affected if one
replaces the subgroups K € o(X/G) by their conjugates.
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One easily checks that relative finite presentation does not depend on the choice of
Q. If G is finitely presented, then it is finitely presented relative to any collection of
subgroups. Conversely, if GG is finitely presented relative to any finite collection of finitely
presented subgroups, then G is finitely presented.

The following lemma will be used below.

Lemma 8.7. Suppose that G is finitely presented relative to {K, ..., K,}, and K, C K,
for some i < p. Then G is finitely presented relative to {K, ..., K,_1}.

Proof. Let f : F(Q)II Ky II---II K, — G be an epimorphism corresponding to the
presentation of G relative to {Kj,..., K,} and

s:FO)IK - IK, , — G

be the restriction of f to F/(Q)IIKII---1II K, ;. Then f factors through the epimorphism
FQUK, IOI---IK, — FQUK, II---1I K, ; that sends K, to its copy in K; and
the rest of the factors identically to their copies.

FQUK 1K, FQUK I---IK,

T

G

Therefore the kernel of f is mapped onto the kernel of s and so the kernel of s is
finitely generated as a normal subgroup. O

Suppose that a finitely generated group G splits as a finite graph of pro-p groups. It
follows from Proposition that vertex groups are finitely generated if one assumes that
edge groups are finitely generated, but this is false in general without this assumption.
However, vertex groups are always finitely generated relative to the incident edge groups,
and there is a similar statement for relative finite presentation (see below).

The abstract version of the following lemma can be found in [Gui, Lemmas 1.11, 1.12].
Note that it gives another proof of Proposition [8.2]

Lemma 8.8. If a finitely generated pro-p group G acts on a pro-p tree T' cofinitely, then
every vertex stabilizer G, s finitely generated relative to the incident edge groups. More
generally, if G s finitely generated relative to K, and T is a tree relative to X, then G,
is finitely generated relative to IncX.

Proof. Let (G,I") be the corresponding graph of pro-p groups with I' = T'/G. For every
vertex v of T" put 9( ) = 5(v)/(5(e)%") | e € E(dy"(v) Ud;'(e))). Define the quotient
graph of groups (G,T") by putting G(v) on top of v and setting the edge groups to be
trivial. Then from the presentation (I) for I1;(G,T") (see Section 2.4) it follows that

m(G,T) = J] S0

veV(T)
The natural morphism (G,T) — (G, T) induces then the epimorphism

G =11,(5,T) — G =1,(G,I).
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If G is finitely generated, then so is G(v) and therefore so is G(v) relative to
{G(e)™™ | e € E(dy"(v) Ud; ™ (e))}.

To show the second statement we use overline for the images of subgroups of G in G.
Note that if G is finitely generated relative to X then § is finitely generated relative to
K and therefore so are §(v). Hence G, are finitely generated relative to

{9(6)9(“) | e € BE(dy'(v) Ud;(e))} U IncX.
]

Remark 8.9. If X = {K, ..., K,,}, then the family X|q, consists of at most p groups, each
conjugate to some K;.

There is a similar statement for relative finite presentation.

Proposition 8.10. Let G = II;(G,T") be the fundamental pro-p group of a finite graph
of pro-p groups with finitely generated edge groups. If G is finitely presented, then every
vertex group G(v) is finitely presented relative to the incident edge groups. More generally,
if G is finitely presented relative to K, and G =111(G,T) is a splitting relative to K, then
G, is finitely presented relative to IncX.

Proof. W.l.o.g we assume that K is closed for conjugation in G. Consider the Mayer-
Vietoris sequence:

P 1H(G)— @ H(G,) — Hy(G) — P Hi(G.).
)

ecE(T) veV (I
As in the previous lemma for every vertex v of I' put
5(v) = 5(0)/(S(e)*™ | e € B(dy* (v) Udy(e))).

Define the quotient graph of groups (_§, I') by putting G(v) on top of v. Then from the
presentation (1)) (Section 2.4) for II;(G,I") it follows that

(5,0) = J] S

The natural morphism (G,T) — (G, T) induces then the epimorphism
G =10(§,T) — G =11,(G, I
with the kernel ((G(e) | e € E(I"))). Let
Hy(G) — Hy(G) — P Hi(G.)

ecE(T)

be the part of the 5-term Hoschild-Serre sequence for this epimorphism. The right part
of it is finite. So from the commutative diagram

@Keﬂc HZ(K) - H2(G)

|

Dxex Ho(K) — Hy(G)
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it follows that @ 4 H2(K) — H(G) has open image if and only if

P H:(K) — Hy(G)

KeX

has open image. Similarly @Kex‘c( : Hy(K) — Hy(G(v)) has open image if and only if

@Keﬂqc(v) Hy(K) — Hy(G(v)) has open image. Thus it suffices to prove the proposition
when edge groups are trivial.
Assuming this the natural map €,cy ) H2(G») — H>(G) is an isomorphism. As

the image of @ oy H2(K) is open in Hy(G), the image of @Keﬂqc;(v) H,(K) must be open

in Hy(G(v)) for every v. This finishes the proof.
[

8.3 Incidence structures of vertex groups

Given a vertex stabilizer GG, of a tree T, it is useful to consider splittings of GG, relative
to incident edge stabilizers, as they extend to splittings of G if T'/G is finite (Lemma [8.16]
below). In this subsection we give definitions. We assume in this subsection until the rest
of the section that X does not have subgroups contained in edge stabilizers.

Definitions. Let T be a tree (minimal, relative to K, with edge stabilizers in €). Let
v be a vertex, with stabilizer G,.

Definition 8.11. (Incident edge groups Inc,). Given a vertex v of a tree T' we define
Inc, (or Incg,) as the family of stabilizers G. of edges incident to v. We call Inc,
the set of incident edge groups. It is a continuous family of subgroups of G, closed for
G,-conjugation.

If T/G is finite, alternatively, one can define Inc, from the quotient graph of groups
' =T/G as the image in G, of the groups carried by all oriented edges incident to v.

Definition 8.12. Given v, consider the family of conjugates of groups in K that fix v
and no other vertex of T'. We define the restriction Xq,.

Definition 8.13. (Inc)). We define Inc) = Inc, UXq,. We will sometimes write Incig
and Incy|q rather than Inc, and Incg,, with Q = G,.

We also view K¢, and Inc) as families of subgroups of G,, each well-defined up to
conjugacy.

Remark 8.14. We emphasize that X|g, only contains groups having v as their unique
fixed point. Two such groups are conjugate in G, if and only if they are conjugate in G.
In particular, the number of G,-conjugacy classes of groups in X|g, is bounded by the
number of G-conjugacy classes of groups in K. Also note that any subgroup of GG,, which
is conjugate to a group of X is contained (up to conjugacy in G,) in a group belonging
to IncX, so is elliptic in any splitting of G,, relative to Incx.
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8.4 JSJ decompositions of vertex groups.

Given an (&,XK)-tree T with T/G finite, we compare splittings of G and relative
splittings of vertex stabilizers G,,. Recall that IncX is the family of incident edge stabilizers
together with X|;, (see Subsection 8.2), and assuming that G is finitely generated one
has that G, is finitely generated relative to IncX, by Lemma . In particular, whenever
G, acts on an (&, K)-tree S, relative to Inc, with no global fixed point, there is a unique
minimal G,-invariant subtree D(G,) C S, by Proposition We view D(G,) as a tree
with an action of G,; if G, is elliptic in S, we let D(G,) be any fixed point.

Definition 8.15. (€,). We denote by €, the family consisting of subgroups of G, be-
longing to €. All splittings of GG, will be over groups in &,.

Lemma 8.16. Let G, be a vertex stabilizer of an (€,K)-tree T and suppose that T /G
is finite. Any splitting of G, relative to IncX extends (non-uniquely) to a splitting of G
relative to K. More precisely, given an (&,, IncX)-tree S,, there exist an (&,K)-tree T
and a collapse map p : T — T such that p~ Y (v) is G,-equivariantly isomorphic to S,,.

We say that T is obtained by refining 7" at v using S,. More generally, if T'/G is finite,
one may choose a splitting for each orbit of vertices of T', and refine T using them. Any
refinement of 7" may be obtained by this construction (possibly with non-minimal trees

S,).

Proof. We construct T as in the proof of Proposition , with Y, = 5. It is relative
to K because any group in K which is conjugate to a subgroup of G, is conjugate to a
subgroup of a group belonging to Inc“’. Non-uniqueness comes from the fact that there
may be several ways of attaching edges of T" to S,,. m

Lemma 8.17. Let G, be a vertex stabilizer of a universally elliptic (€,XK)-tree T with
T/G finite.

o The groups in IncX are elliptic in every (&,K)-tree S.

o A subgroup K < G, is (€,K)-universally elliptic (as a subgroup of G) if and only if
it is (&y, IncX)-universally elliptic (as a subgroup of G,).

The second assertion says that K is elliptic in every (&,X)-tree on which G acts if
and only if it is elliptic in every (&,, Inc, U K|g, )-tree on which G, acts. If this holds, we
simply say that K is universally elliptic.

Proof. The first assertion is clear: S is relative to Xg,, and also to Inc, because T is
universally elliptic.

Suppose that K is (&,, IncX)-universally elliptic, as a subgroup of G,. Let S be any
(&,XK)-tree. It is relative to IncX by the first assertion. Let S, C S be a minimal G,-
invariant subtree. The action of G, on S, is an (&,, IncX)-tree, so by assumption K fixes
a point in S, hence in S. We have proved the “if” direction in the second assertion, and
the converse follows from Lemma .16l O

Corollary 8.18. Let G, be a vertex stabilizer of a JSJ tree T; such that T;/G is finite.

(1) G, does not split over a universally elliptic subgroup relative to IncX.
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(2) G, is flexible if it splits relative to IncX, rigid otherwise.

v

Proof. If there is a splitting as in (1), we may use it to refine 7'y to a universally elliptic
tree (see Lemma [8.16). This tree must be in the same deformation space as 7', so the
splitting of GG, must be trivial.

(2) follows from Lemma applied with K = G, O

Proposition 8.19. Let T be a universally elliptic (€,K)-tree with T /G finite.

(1) Assume that every vertex stabilizer G, of T has a JSJ tree T, relative to IncX. One
can then refine T' using these decompositions so as to obtain a JSJ tree of G relatwe

to XK.

(2) Conversely, if Ty is a JSJ tree of G relative to K, and G, is a vertex stabilizer of
T, one obtains a JSJ tree for G, relative to IncX by considering the action of G,
on its minimal subtree T, = Dy, (G,) in Ty (with T, a point if G, is elliptic in T ).

Proof. To prove (1), let T be the tree obtained by refining T using the T),’s as in Lemma
It is relative to K, and universally elliptic by Lemma8.16[since its edge stabilizers are
edge stabilizers of T" or of some T,,. To show maximality, we consider another universally
elliptic (&, K)-tree T, and we show that any vertex stabilizer H of T is elliptic in 7”. Tt
is in a vertex stabilizer of some T, with v a vertex of T. If GG, is not elliptic in 77, its
minimal subtree Y, is a universally elliptic (€, IncX)-tree (by Lemma [8.17). Since T, is
a JSJ tree, it dominates Y, so H is elliptic in 7”. This proves (1).

Now let T and T, C T be as in (2). By Lemma m T, is relative to IncX, and it is
(K, IncX)-universally elliptic because its edge stabilizers are contained in edge stabilizers
of T';. To prove maximality of T, consider another universally elliptic pro-p tree S, with
an action of G, which is relative to IncX and universally elliptic. Use it to refine T to a
tree T as in Lemma | As above, T is relative to X, and universally elliptic by Lemma
6. Being a JSJ tree TJ dominates 7. Vertex stabilizers of T}, are elliptic in 77, hence
in T , hence in S, so T,, dominates S,. This proves (2). O

The following corollary says that one may usually restrict to unsplittable pro-p groups
over a finite subgroup when studying JSJ decompositions.

Corollary 8.20. Suppose that & contains all finite subgroups of G. If X = 0, refining
a Grushko decomposition of G using JSJ decompositions of free factors yields a JSJ de-
composition of G. Similarly, refining a decomposition of G over finite groups using JSJ
decompositions of the vertex groups G, yields a JSJ decomposition of G. If X # (), one
must use relative free product JSJ decompositions or JSJ decompositions over finite groups,
and JSJ decompositions of vertex groups G, relative to X|q,. Every flexible subgroup of G
s a flexible subgroup of some G,. As mentioned in Section 4, JSJ decompositions always
exist under some accessibility assumption (see Section 4 for examples of accessibility).

Proof. This follows from Proposition [8.19| since T' is in the deformation space with &
consisting of either trivial or finite groups: finite groups are universally elliptic, and every
splitting of G, is relative to Inc,. The assertion about flexible subgroups follows from

Corollary [8.18| O
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Remark 8.21. The results of this subsection remain true if one replace the hypothesis
|T/G| < oo by G being finitely generated. Indeed, in the proof of Lemma one just
needs to use the proof of Proposition instead of the proof of Proposition [£.9, We
conclude this section stating it.

We begin restating Lemma

Lemma 8.22. Let G, be a vertex stabilizer of an (€,K)-tree T and suppose that G is
finitely generated. Any splitting of G, relative to IncX extends (non-uniquely) to a splitting
of G relative to K. More precisely, given an (&,, IncX)-tree S, there exist an (&€,XK)-trees
S and a collapse map p : S—5Stoa pro-p tree S in the deformation space of T such
that p~(v) is Gy-equivariantly isomorphic to S,.

Now we restate Proposition [8.19]

Proposition 8.23. Let G be finitely generated and T a universally elliptic (€, K)-tree.

(1) Assume that every vertex stabilizer G, of T has a JSJ tree T, relative to Incx.
One can then refine some pro-p tree S from the deformation space of T using these
decompositions so as to obtain a JSJ tree of G relative to K.

(2) Conversely, if Ty is a JSJ tree of G relative to K, and G, is a vertex stabilizer of
T, one obtains a JSJ tree for G, relative to IncX by considering the action of G,
on its minimal subtree T,, = Dy, (G,) in T} (wzth T, a point if G, is elliptic).

9 'Trees of cylinders

Definition 9.1. Let X be a profinite space. An equivalence relation on X is called
profinite if it is an intersection of clopen equivalence relations on X.

Lemma 9.2. Let € be a family of subgroups of a profinite group G closed in the étale
topology of Subgr(G) (see Subsection 2.3) and for conjugation. If G acts on a profinite
space X, then {z € X | G, € €} is a closed subset of X.

Proof. By Lemma {G. | x € X} is a continuous family. Then by [R, Lemma 5.2.1
(€)] ¢ : X —> Subgr(G) is continuous. Hence ¢ '(E) = {z € X | G, € €} is a closed
subset of X.

[

Remark 9.3. There is a natural topology on Subg(G) that we (following [HJ]) shall call
strict topology. Its base of open subsets is given by inverse images of elements in the
discrete space Subgr(G/U) for all open normal subgroups of G. This topology is stronger
than the étale topology and so the statement of Lemma holds also under assumption
that F is closed in the strict topology.

Lemma 9.4. Let G be a profinite group acting on a profinite space X and ~ a profinite
G-invariant equivalence relation on X. Let X = lim X, be a decomposition as a surjective
inverse limit of finite G-quotient spaces X; of X. Déﬁne an equivalence relation ~; on X;
putting m; ~; f; if there are elements m ~ f in the corresponding preimages of m; and f;
m X respectively and then taking the transitive hull. Then ~= Ll ~j.
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Proof. As X; is finite, ~; is clopen. Then its preimage ; ~ in X is also clopen. We just
need to show that for not equivalent e, f there exists ¢ such that e; %¢; f;, where ¢;, f; are
the images of e and f in Xj.

As ~ is profinite, it is the intersection of clopen equivalence relations R on X. Since
X = @z X;, for any such R there exists ¢ such that for any element m; in X; and any
elements m, e of its preimage in X one has eRm. This means that two not R-equivalent
points of X have distinct images in X;. Hence if m; ~; f; then for some elements m, f
of their preimages in X one has mRf (indeed, there exists a finite sequence of elements
m;, Mi1, - . . My, f; such that any pair of consecutive elements have a pair of equivalent
elements in their preimages in X and hence belong to the same R-equivalence class).
Then by the choice of i, for any such elements m, f of preimages of m;, f; in X one has
mRf. O]

Definition 9.5. (Admissible equivalence relation). Let G be a pro-p group acting on
a pro-p tree T with closed E(T). A profinite equivalence relation ~ on E(T) is called
admissible if the following axioms hold:

(1) If e ~ € and g € G, then ge ~ g€’ (invariance under translation).

(2) If G. C G, then e ~ €' (nesting of stabilizers implies equivalence).

(3) If f ~ f’, then for each edge e C [f, f'] one has e ~ f ~ f'.

Lemma 9.6. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a profinite graph T'. Let ~ be a G-invariant
profinite equivalence relation on E(T). Then

(i) The union of all elements of E(T) in an equivalence class of it together with their
vertices is a profinite subgraph D of T'; a connected component Y of it is a connected
profinite graph and E(Y') is called a cylinder of T

(ii) If T is a pro-p tree and ~ is admissible then

(a) D is a pro-p subtree of T and so coincides with Y;

(b) two distinct cylinders meet in at most one point.

Proof. (i) Let Gy, be the stabilizer of an element m € T. Since {f € E(T) | f ~ m} is
closed, Y = {fUdo(f)Udi(f) | f € E(T),f~m} is asubgraph of T

(ii) Suppose T is a pro-p tree.

(a) Let A and B be subgroups in €. Then by axiom (3) for vertices v, w of D stabilized
by A and B we have [v,w] C D and so D is a pro-p subtree.

(b) If v, w are in a cylinder Y, then by Theorem [2.6]so is [v, w]; therefore if they belong
to any other cylinder they can not be distinct, since otherwise any edge of [v, w] belong

to different equivalence classes, which is impossible.
m

Definition 9.7. (Graph of cylinders). Let G be a pro-p group. Given a connected
profinite G-graph T" with E(T") compact and a G-invariant profinite equivalence relation
~ on E(T), its graph of cylinders T, is the bipartite profinite graph with vertex set
Vo(T%.) U VA(T,), where Vi(T,) is the set of vertices v of T, Vi(T,) = E(T)/ ~ is the space
of cylinders E(Y) of T, and there is an edge ¢ = (v, E(Y')) between v and E(Y) in T, if
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and only if v € Y in T. Thus Vi(7.) is homeomorphic to E(T")/ ~ and the incident maps
do,d; defined as dy(e) = v, di(e) = Y are continuous, because £ — E/ ~ and d; are
continuous. Equivalently, one obtains T, from 7' by replacing each cylinder Y by the cone
over the set of vertices v € Y.

Remark 9.8. If v € V(T') then its stabilizer equals G,. If v € V1(T,), i.e. v =Y then its
stabilizer is the set stabilizer Gy of Y. Hence if e = (v,Y) then its stabilizer is G, N Gy

Proposition 9.9. Suppose T'/G is finite. Then T./G is finite.

Proof. Indeed, |Vi(T.)/G| < [V(T)/G| = |(Vo(Te/G)| and Vo(T/G) = V(T/G). So
V(T.)/G is finite and hence so is T,./G.
[

Lemma 9.10. Let I be a finite connected graph and ~ an equivalence relation on E(I")
such that for each equivalence class Y of it do(Y) U dy(Y') is a connected subgraph of T'.
Let T, be the graph of cylinders with respect to this relation. Then m(T') > m(T.).

Proof. Let Y be a cylinder of I with respect to ~. By [Rl, Proposition 3.5.7]
7T1(F) = 7T1(Y) II L.

Observe that replacing the cylinder by its cone I'y we replace m1(Y) by the fundamental
group of the cone which is trivial and so the fundamental group of the resulting graph is
L. Doing this for every cylinder and taking into account that I' is finite we deduce the

result.
O]

Corollary 9.11.
m (L) = [[(m(Y)) Tm (T).

Y

Given an admissible equivalence relation ~ on F(T'), we now associate a tree of cylin-
ders T, to any (G, €)-tree T with compact E(T).

Definition 9.12. (Tree of cylinders). Let G be a pro-p group. Given a pro-p (G, £)-tree
T with E(T) compact and an admissible equivalence relation ~ on E(T), its pro-p tree of
cylinders (see Theorem T, is the bipartite tree with vertex set Vy(7,) UV (T,), where
Vo(T,) is the set of vertices v of T, Vi(T,.) = E(T)/ ~ is the space of cylinders E(Y") of
T, and there is an edge € = (v, E(Y)) between v and E(Y) in T if and only if v € Y in
T. Equivalently, one obtains 7, from 7" by replacing each cylinder E(Y") by the cone over
the set of vertices v € Y. (Warning: T is not always an E-tree).

Theorem 9.13. T, is a pro-p tree.

Proof. Let T = l'mi I'; be a decomposition as an inverse limit of finite G-quotient graphs
['; of T'. Define an equivalence relation ~; on E(I';) putting m; ~; f; if there are elements
m ~ f in the corresponding preimages of m; and f; respectively and then taking the

transitive hull. By Lemma ~=lim, ~;.

43



We deduce that T/ ~= hm, I / ~; and so m(T) = Hm, m(T;). Note that morphisms
of the inverse system {I';} map cylinders into cylinders and so the homomorphisms of the
inverse system {m(I';)} send the fundamental groups of cylinders into the fundameltal
groups of the cylinders. It follows that free factors corresponding to cylinders in Corollary
form the inverse system obtained by restricting inverse system {m(I';)} restricted to
them. Then by Corollary m1((I).) is a free factor of my (I';) and m (T.) = Hm_ 7y ((Ty)e)

is a surjective inverse limit. Thus we have the following commutative diagram

1 =m(T) ——m([})
i |
m(1e) m1 (L))

Since 1 = m(T) = l%nl m(I';) we deduce that the the right vertical maps are surjective,
so is the left vertical map. Hence m(7,) = 1, i.e. T, is a pro-p tree. O]

Definition 9.14. If the set of edges of T, with edge stabilizers not in € is closed, then
we construct the collapsed tree of cylinders T which is the pro-p tree obtained from 7,
by collapsing all edges whose stabilizer does not belong to €.

Proposition 9.15. Let T be a pro-p (G, €)-tree.

(1) T dominates T,;

(2) If H < G is a vertex stabilizer of T, which is not elliptic in T, it is the stabilizer of
the equivalence class [Y] associated to some cylinder Y C T. If e is an edge of Y,
the equivalence class of G, is H-invariant (hG.h™' ~ G, for h € H);

(3) Suppose that the stabilizer of every equivalence class [Y] belongs to €. Then edge
stabilizers of T, belong to €.

Proof. Consider a vertex v of T'. Then it defines a vertex in V4(7..), and this vertex is fixed
by G,. This shows that T" dominates T,.. The second assertion follows from the previous
sentence: the stabilizer of a vertex in Vy(7T.) is a vertex stabilizer of T', the stabilizer of
a vertex in V;(T,) is the stabilizer of an equivalence class [Y]. Also note that (3) is clear
since the stabilizer of an edge e = (v,Y) of T, is contained in the stabilizer of [Y].

[]

Ezxample 9.16. Suppose ~ is defined by equality stabilizers, i.e. e ~ f iff G. = Gy for
e, f € E(T).

(a) Let G = G1 1y Gs be a free pro-p product with amalgamation. Hence G is the
fundamental group of a tree with one edge.

G1 H G2

e ——> @

Then 7. /G is a tree with 3 vertices.
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The underlying graph of pro-p groups of the G-tree T, is

G1 NGl(H) NG(H) NGQ(H) Ga
[ J [ ] [ J

Indeed, denoting by S = S(G) the standard pro-p tree of G = G; 1y Go, we see
that the cylinder for H is {e € E(S) | G. = H}. But G, is a conjugate gHg™' of
H and so if it contains H it equals H (one sees it looking at finite quotients). Thus
the splitting of GG acting on T, is

G = G Ung, () Na(H) Ung, 1) Go- (2)

By Proposition Ng(H) = Ng,(H) Iy Ng,(H). Hence G is the fundamental
group of the following tree of pro-p groups

G1 NGl(H) NGl(H) H NGQ(H) NGQ(H) Go

and then collapsing the left and right edges we arrive at the original decomposition.

If G1,G, are finite then the last and original splittings are JSJ splittings. This
illustrates Subsection 7.2. Note also that if H is normal in G; and G4 then T, is
totally reduced, i.e. after reduction we get the trivial graph of groups. This shows
that if G, Go are finite, then the sequence ((7.).) .. gives eventually graph of groups
that admits complete reduction to the trivial graph of groups.

Suppose now that G = G111y is a pro-p HNN-extension. Then G is the fundamental
pro-p group of the following graph of pro-p groups:

G1
[ ]

O

H

In this case T, /G is a graph with two vertices but the number of edges can be 1 and
two. Denote by ¢ the stable letter of G.

Case 1. H and H' are not conjugate in G;. Then T,./G has two edges.

The underlying graph of pro-p groups of the G-tree T, then is

t
G /ﬁl(L_Ng(H)
e 2000 T e
NGl(H)

where upper arrow embedding is the conjugation by the stable letter ¢.
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By Proposition [2.31] in this case the normalizer splits as in the previous case:
Ng(H) = Ng,(H) Il Ng,(H") and so we can decompose the graph of groups as

follows:
N01 (Ht)
°
NG1 (I—I)z
G1 "
Ng, (H) Ne. (H)
o

and then collapsing the upper and lower edges we arrive at the original decomposi-
tion.

Case 2. H and H! are conjugate in G say H9 = H! for some g, € G;. Then tg;*
normalizes H. In this case T./G has one edge.

The underlying graph of pro-p groups of the G-tree T, then is

G1 NG.(H)
NGl(H) ’

By Proposition in this case Ng(H) = Ng, (H )1y is an HNN-extension. So the
graph of groups can be transformed as follows:

Gy NGl(H)
°
Ng, (H) /N
o/
H

Collapsing the horizontal arrow we can get the original decomposition.

If GGy is finite then in both cases the original and the last splitting is JSJ. This is
another illustration of Subsection 7.2.

(c) In general, if we have the following graph of groups

Hy Ho>
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and G is the fundamental group of it and if the images of Hj in Gy are not conjugate,
then T./G is as follows:

A
J

where v; belong to V4(T.) and are the vertices that correspond to vertices under G;
in the original graph above.

If the images of Hy in GGy are conjugate then two vertical edges from vy down are
replaced by one edge.

The vertex groups of v; are G(v;), the edge group of an edge e incident to v; is
Ng)(G(e)) the vertex group of the cyclinder of e is Ng(G(e)).

Similarly as in case (a) that if all vetrex groups are finite, then the sequence ((7¢).)..
gives eventually graph of groups that admits complete reduction to the trivial graph
of groups.

9.1 Algebraic Interpretation

Fix &€ now closed in the étale topology of subgr(G) and we as usual restrict to E-trees.
It is sandwich closed: if A,B € £ and A < H < B, then H € €.

Definition 9.17. (Admissible equivalence relation). An equivalence relation ~ on &
(relative to H) is admissible if the following axioms hold for any A, B € &:

(0) ~ is an intersection of clopen equivalence relations.

(1) If A~ B and g € G, then gAg™' ~ gBg™~! (invariance under conjugation).

(2) If A C B, then A ~ B (nesting implies equivalence).

(3) Let T be a (&, H)-tree. If A~ B, and A, B fix v,w € T respectively, then for each
edge e C [v,w] one has G. ~ A ~ B.

The equivalence class of A € € will be denoted by [A]. We let G act on €/ ~ by
conjugation, and the stabilizer of [A] will be denoted by G4;.

Lemma 9.18. If ~ satisfies 1,2 and axziom (3’) below, then it is admissible.
(3°). Let T be an E-tree. If A ~ B, and A, B are elliptic in T, then (A, B) is also
elliptic in T'.

Proof. We show axiom 3. Let v, w be vertices fixed by A and B respectively and let u be
a vertex fixed by (A, B). Since [v,w| C [v,u]U [u,w], one may assume e € [v,u]. One has
A < G, because A fixes [v,u] (see Theorem [2.6), so that G, ~ A by axiom 2. O
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Here are some examples.

(1) If G is a CSA pro-p group (for instance a pro-p limit group, see Section 3 for
definitions), we can take for £ the set of abelian subgroups, and for ~ the commutation
relation: A ~ B if (A, B) is abelian). Note that this relation is the intersection of open
equivalence relations containing it, since the space of subgroups

subgr(G) = Jim subgr(G/N)

N<o,G

with strict topology (i.e. the topology coming from this inverse limit which is stronger
than étale topology, see Remark is profinite, and it is preserved by finite quotients.
The set € in this case is closed in the strict topology of subgr(G). The group Gy is the
maximal abelian subgroup containing A.

(2) € is a set of infinite cyclic-by bounded order subgroups, and ~ is the commensu-
rability relation (A ~ B if and only if AN B has finite index in A and B). Note that
€ is compact. Here again it is the intersection of clopen equivalence relations as one
can check directly. The group Gy is the closure of the commensurator of A. Note that
the commensurator Ga; is closed in G if G is finitely generated (see Theorem and
otherwise it might not be.

(3) € is a set of finite subgroups, and ~ is the equality relation (A ~ B if and only if
A = B). Suppose € is compact (for example G is virtually torsion free). Here again it is
the intersection of clopen equivalence relations as one can check directly. The group Gy
is the normalizer of A.

In fact, we are interested in restricting the equivalence relation on edge stabilizers, or
more to the point to induce this relation on edges of 7.

Given an admissible equivalence relation ~ on €, we now associate a tree of cylinders
T. to any (G, E)-tree T with compact E(T). We declare elements e, f € E(T) to be
equivalent (and write e = f) if G. ~ Gy.

Lemma 9.19. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a profinite graph T with closed E(T)
and & be a family of subgroups of G closed in the étale topology of Subgr(G) and for
conjugation. Let ~ be an admissible equivalence relation on €. Then

(i) {e€ E(T) | G. € €} is a closed subset of E(T).
(ii) The equivalence relation ~ on E(T') is an admissible profinite equivalence relation.

Proof. (i) Follows from Lemma[9.2]

(ii) By hypothesis ~ is the intersection of clopen equivalence relations R on Subgr(G).
Then R determines on E the equivalence relation ~x by saying e ~p f if G.RGy. Since
{Ge | e € E(T)} is a continuous family, every equivalence class of ~p is clopen. Clearly
~= (g ~r- This shows that ~ is profinite.

Axiom [0.51) is clear.

Axiom [9.52) follows from Axiom [9.17](2) as well as Axiom [0.5/3) follows from Axiom
9.17((3.) O
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The equivalence class in €/ ~ containing Y will be denoted by [Y].
Corollary 9.20. E(T)/ = is a profinite space.

Proof. As = is profinite by Lemma [9.19] &~ is the intersection of clopen equivalence
relations R. Hence E(T')/ ~= Jm E(T)/R is profinite. -

We record the following for future references.

Remark 9.21. Given an edge € = (z,Y) of T, let e be an edge of Y adjacent to x in T.
Then G, is a representative of the class C' of groups which are contained in G, = G, NGy.
If G, belongs to &, then it is in C' by axiom 2 of admissible relations. Also note that Gy
represents C' if Gy € €.

Theorem 9.22. IfT,T" are reduced E-trees belonging to the same deformation space such
that T/G and T'/G are finite, then there is a canonical equivariant isomorphism between
their trees of cylinders.

Proof. 1f v € V(T) is a vertex of T fixed by G,, then G, fixes a unique vertex v’ € V(71")
up to conjugation. Indeed, if w’ # v’ is another vertex fixed by G, then G, and G, must
fix gv and hv, since T is reduced; but then G%,,G", = G, so v/ = kuw' for some k € G
since T” is reduced.

Thus we have a bijection f : V(T)/G — V(T")/G between finite sets that sends the
orbit vG of v to the orbit v'G of a vertex in T” fixed by G,. It induces G-equivariant
continuous map V(1) — V(T").

We show now one-to-one correspondence between E(T)/ ~ and E(T")/ ~. If e is
an edge of T" with vertices v, w then G,, G, fix unique distinct vertices v/, w" of T" and
so G, fixes [v/,w'] (see Theorem [2.6). But similarly, any edge €’ of the geodesic [v', w']
fixes an edge eo in T', so by condition (2) of Definition e ~ eg. It follows that the
correspondence e to an edge in T” stabilized by G. defines a bijection ¢ on the spaces of
cylinders E(T)/ ~ and E(T")/ ~.

Now let v € Vo(T,),v" € Vo(T)) such that G, = G,. Let Y € Vi(T,) connected to v by
e. Let Y’ be the corresponding cylinder of Vi (77), i.e. corresponding to the same class in
€. Then the map (f,¢) : (v,Y) — (v, Y”) is a homeomorphism. This gives the required
isomorphisms between 7T, and 7, which is clearly G-equivariant. O]

Theorem [9.22f says that if T" is reduced then 7, depends only on the deformation space
D containing T (we sometimes say that T, is the tree of cylinders of D).

Theorem [9.22] also shows that the graph T, can be defined purely in terms of the
maximal elliptic subgroups (the vertex stabilizers), which are the same for 7" and 7".

If GG is finitely generated then by Example there is a reduced E-tree in the same
deformation space (but possibly we lose compactness of the space of edges). To keep
compactness of the space of edges we need to assume that G is €-accessible. In this case
T./G is finite as we record in the following

Corollary 9.23. Suppose G is E-accessible. Then T./G is finite.
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Proof. By Corollary there exists a JSJ-tree T" such that 7'/G is finite. Then so is

T./G by Proposition [9.9]
0

Remark 9.24. Note that any admissable equivalence relation contains diagonal, i.e. the
equality relation. Therefore T, always factors through the pro-p tree of cyliders of the
equality relation 7_. Thus costructing 7, we may assume that 7'/G has no loops (see
Example [0.16b), Case 2). This shows that the canonical G-isomophism constructed in
the proof of Theorem [9.22] is unique.

Depending on the context, it may be convenient to think of a cylinder either as set of
edges E(Y) of a subtree Y of T, or a vertex of T, or an equivalence class C. Similarly,
there are several ways to think of z € V(T,): as a vertex of T', a vertex of T, or an elliptic
subgroup G,. If x is a vertex of T" belonging to two cylinders, then its stabilizer GG, is not
contained in a group of &: otherwise all edges of T incident to x would have equivalent
stabilizers by axiom 2, and x would belong to only one cylinder. More generally, let v be
any vertex of T" whose stabilizer is not contained in a group of €. Then G, fixes v only,
and is a maximal elliptic subgroup.

Conversely, let H be a subgroup of G which is elliptic in 7', not contained in a group
of €, and maximal for these properties. Then H fixes a unique vertex v and equals G,.

In the next theorem we are going to make the construction of the pro-p tree of cylinders
in the case of non-compact space of edges assuming that G is finitely generated. We shall
call it also the tree of cylinders as it will coincide with the tree of cylinders defined in this
section for the compact set of edges. It has the same features in the sense that the space
of vertices of it consists of vertices of original tree and the profinite space of cylinders in
which the set of original cylinders is dense. Recall again that in this case there is always a
reduced pro-p tree in the same deformation space with possibly not compact set of edges.

Theorem 9.25. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group acting on a pro-p E-tree T’
(with not obligatory compact E(T)). Then there exists a canonical pro-p tree of cylinders
T,. that depends on the deformation space of T only.

Proof. By Theorem G is the fundamental pro-p group of a profinite graph of pro-p
groups (G,I") with vertex groups and edge groups being conjugates of vertex and edge
stabilizers in G. By Lemma [2.25| G = Y&HU%G G/(? and Gy = G/ﬁ = I1;(Sy,Ty) is
the fundamental group of a finite reduced graph of finite p-groups. Moreover, the inverse
system {G/ U, myy} can be chosen in such a way that it is linearly ordered and for each

{G/V'} of the system with V' < U there exists a natural morphism

(v, vwou) : (Sv,Tv) — (Su,Tv)

where vy is just a collapse of edges of I'y and nyy(Gy(m)) = Ty (Gy(m)); the induced
homomorphism of the pro-p fundamental groups coincides with the canonical projection
myy: G/V — G/U and (G,T") = I'&nU%G(SU,FU). Let Sy be the standard pro-p tree
for Gy = I11(Sy,'y) and recall that E(Sy) is compact (since Sy /Gy is finite). Then
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S = lé'r_ano o Sy and the projection S — Sy is a collapse of connected components of
certain profinite subgraph of S.

Note that Gy has only finitely many edge stabilizers up to conjugation. Define an
equivalence relation ~ on E(Sy) putting my ~y fy if either the stabilizer of one of them
contains the other or there are edges m, f € E(T) in the preimages of my, fy respectively
such that G,, ~ Gy. We show that this is admissible equivalence relation on E(Sy).
First observe that it is obviously G-invariant and so (i) of Definition holds. Since
Sy /Gy is finite, this implies that ~y is profinite. The nesting property (2) follows from
the definition of ~¢. To prove (iii) suppose fy ~ f{; and ey € [fu, f{;]. If the stabilizer
of fy contains the stabilizer of f{; or vice versa, then either (Gv)s < (Gu)e, < (Gu)ygy
or (Gu)fy < (Gu)ey < (Gu)yy, by Theorem 2.6, so that ey ~ fu ~ fi; by the nesting
property; otherwise there are edges f, f' € E(T') such that Gy ~ Gp. In the latter case,
since S — Sy is a collapse map, there exists an edge e € [f, f'] mapped to ey and so
Gy ~ G, ~ Gyp; in this case then fy ~ ey ~ f{; by the definition of ~y. Thus ~y is
admissible.

Let (Ty). be the pro-p tree of cylinders for Sy (it exists as F(1y) is compact). Then
for each V' <, U normal in G, e ~y ¢ implies mypy(e) ~y myy(€e’) and so we have a
unique G-epimorphism (7y ). — (1), induced by a morphism S(Gy) — S(Gy) . This
means that {(Ty). | U <, G} is an inverse system. The pro-p tree T, = fm, o(Tv)e is
the desired pro-p tree of cylinders.

Now we shall prove the uniqueness. Suppose T” is from the same deformation space.
Then similarly to the above G = lgquo o G /U, where U means the subgroup of U gen-

erated by the stabilizers of vertices of 77, and G/U = I1,(9};,T};) is the fundamental
group of a finite reduced graph of finite p-groups. But G/ U and G /U have the same set
of vertex stabilizers and so T'/ U and T/U belong to the same deformation space. Hence
by Theorem there exists a canonical isomorphism (7.)y — (T})v (as vertex stabi-
lizer determines uniquely the vertex by Remark for every such U. This gives the
isomorphism T,. = T7,. O

Ezample 9.26. If G is a torsion free CSA pro-p group (for instance a pro-p limit group, we
can take for € the set of abelian subgroups, and for ~ the commutation relation: A ~ B
if (A, B) is abelian. The group G4 is the maximal abelian subgroup containing A. The
T, has maximal abelian subgroups as its edge stabilizers.

FExample 9.27. We shall illustrate Theorem [9.25| recalling Example [7.4
There was constructed the following JSJ graph of pro-p groups

G1 Ga G3 Hy,

Kl K2

Let ~ be the equality. Then the underlying profinite graph of pro-p groups for T,. is

Gy NGy,6,) (K1) Ga H.,

Ng, (K1) Ng, (K1)

The situation is similar as in Example 9.16, But in this case Ng,(K;) coincides with G;
since K; is normal in ;. Hence we can reduce this graph of pro-p groups
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NGy,6,) (K1) NGy, ) (K2) Niay,cq) (K1) Hy,
. o

NG2(K1) NGB(K2)

Note that all vertex groups except the limit vertex group were finite in the original
graph of groups, but in the reduced graph of cylinders all vertex groups are infinite. All
edge groups remain finite.

Proposition 9.28. Let G be a finitely generated or E-accessible pro-p group acting on a
pro-p tree G. Then

(1) T dominates T,;

(2) If H < G is a vertex stabilizer of T, which is not elliptic in T, it is the stabilizer of
a vertex in Vi (T,) associated to an equivalence class [Y] of €. If e is an edge of Y,
the equivalence class of Ge is H-invariant (hG.h™' ~ G, for h € H);

(8) T.. constructed in Theorem depends only on the deformation space D containing
T (we sometimes say that T,. is the canonical pro-p tree of cylinders of D);

(4) Suppose that the stabilizer of every equivalence class [A] belongs to €. Then edge
stabilizers of T, belong to €.

Proof. Consider a vertex v of T'. By Theorem G =T1;(9,T) is the fundamental group
of a profinite graph of pro-p groups and the standard pro-p tree S = S(G) lie in the same
deformation space as I". Moreover, according to Lemma (6,1 = l'glU qOG(SU, ['y),
that induces I1;((G,T") = hm, - I,(Sy,I'y) and S = Wm, Sy, where Sy is the stan-
dard pro-p tree of II1(Gy,I'y). So V(S) = Vu(Te.) and so S and therefore T' dominates
T..

The second assertion follows from remarks made above: the stabilizer of a vertex in
Vo(T%) is a vertex stabilizer of T', the stabilizer of a vertex v in V;i(7.) fixes the vertex
vy in Vi(T.y) that corresponds to the equivalence class of ~y in Gy (see the proof of
Theorem [9.25]). Therefore to deduce the assertion about V;(7.) we just need to show that
~ is the inverse limit of ~;. By [HZ, Construction 4.3] there exists a G-space Y such
that the set of point stabilizers coincides with € and similarly Gy-space Yy whose set
of point stabilizers coincides with the image €y of € in Subgr(Gy) and those spaces are
functorial. This means that Ye = lim Y;;. Then the result follows from Lemma 0.4

Also note that (4) is clear since the stabilizer of an edge e = (v,Y) of T, is contained
in the stabilizer of [Y].

(3) is the subject of Theorem O

9.2 Automorphisms

Lemma 9.29. Let G be a pro-p group acting on a reduced pro-p E-tree T'. Suppose the
set {G, |ve V(T)} and ~ are invariant for any automorphism of G.

(i) If G is E-accessible, then Aut(G) acts on T..

(ii) If G is a finitely generated, then Aut(G) acts on T,..
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Proof. (i) By Remark we may assume that 7" is reduced. Then by Remark we
may assume that 7/G have no loops and so a vertex stabilizer determines uniquely the
vertex fixed by it. It follows that for o € Aut(G), defining a(v) to be the unique vertex
whose stabilizer is a(G,) if v € V4(T.) we get the action of Aut(G) on Vo(T.). Let e be
an edge of a cylinder Y, i.e. G, belongs to the equivalence class [Y] corresponding to Y
(see Proposition [9.28). Then a(G,) € a([Y]) and so this defines the action of Aut(G) on
Vi(T.). Moreover, a(G,.) € «(]Y]) means that if the edge € connects v and Y then there
is an edge that connects a(v) with a(Y") that we define as a(e). Thus we get an action of
Aut(G) on T, and we need to show that it is continuous.

We show first that it is continuous on V(7). It suffices to show that for given v € V(T')
the map v — G, is a homeomorphism from V,(7,) to {G, | v € Vo(T.)} considered as a
subspace in the strict topology of Subgr(G). It is clearly a bijection, so one needs to show
continuity only. Taking an open normal subgroup U of G we deduce that the preimage
of {Gy | G < G,U} is open in Vo(T) since {G, | v € Vo(T,)} is a continuous family by
Lemma [2.14] This shows continuity of the map v — G,,.

Considering now E(T") as a subspace of V(T") x V(T') and so ~ as the Aut(G)-invariant
equivalence relation on V(T') x V(T') we deduce that Aut(G) acts continuously on (V(7T') x
V(T))/ ~ and hence on the subspace of cylinders E(T")/ ~.

(ii) Suppose now that G is finitely generated. Let U = {U <, G} be the family of all
open characteristic subgroups of G. Then U = {UNG, | veV(I)} is characterisrtic
in G and we can consider the actlon of Gy = G/U on a pro-p tree T//U (see Proposition
-. Note that in Theorem T.. was defined as the inverse limit of (7y). arised from
th action of Gy on standard pro-p trees S(Gy) from the same deformation space as Ty .
Since S(Gy)/Gy are finite, we deduce from (i) that Aut(Gy) acts continuously on (Ty)..

But Aut(G) = MUGH(Aut(GU) and T,. = @Ueu(TU)C. Thus one has a continuous
action of Aut(G) on Tp..

O

Theorem 9.30. Let G be a finitely generated (resp. E-accessible) pro-p group acting on
a JSJ pro-p E-tree T'. Suppose &€ is invariant for any automorphism of G. Then Aut(QG)
acts on T, (resp. on T,).

Proof. Let aw € Aut(G) be an automorphism. We can define another action of G on T' by
setting g - m = a(g)m for g € G, m € T. We call the new G-tree 7" and observe that
T" is JSJ E-tree. Hence a(G,) must stabilize a vertex of 7. Thus Aut(G) leave vertex
stabilizers invariant and so the result follows from Lemma [0.29]

[

Corollary 9.31. If G is E-accessible (resp. finitely generated) and T is a JSJ (K, E)-tree,
then T, (resp. T..) and T (resp. T are invariant under any automorphism of G which
preserves & and XK.

In the next theorem for a subgroup K < G we use notation Autg(K) to be the group
of all automorphisms of GG that leave K invariant.

Theorem 9.32. Let G = G, Iy Gy be a non-fictitious free pro-p product with amalga-
mation. Suppose that Gy and Gy are rigid. Then Aut(G) is either

Aut(G) = Aute(G1) Hawg cnaute(Ne (i) Auta(Na(H)) Hauwg (Ga)naute (Ve (1)) Auta(G2)

53



or
Aut(G) = Aute(G1) Dause (Gr)naute (N (1)) Auta(Na(H)),

where 1 can be replaced by 2.

Proof. Let S = S(G) be the standard pro-p tree for G = G; Iy Go. We define ~ as in
Example 9.16(a): edges are equivalent if their stabilizers are equal. Then T,./G is a tree
with 3 vertices. The underlying graph of pro-p groups of the G-tree T, is

Gh Ng, (H) Ng(H) Ng, (H) Go

[ ] [ J [ ]
(Example [9.16{a)). By Lemma Aut(G) acts on T,. The outer automorphism group
Out(G) acts either trivially on V(7..)/G or by swapping two vertices of Vy(7.)/G (leaving
the middle vertex Vi (7.)/G fixed). It follows that T./Aut(G) is either T, /G or a tree with
two vertices only.

Case 1. T./Aut(G) = T, /G. Lift it to a subtree T" = {vy, vo,w € V(T,.), 1,9 € E(T,)}
of T, with G,, = G1, Gy, = G2,G,, = Ng(H) (w is the cylinder of H) e; connecting v,
and w, ey connecting v, and w. Since G = G Iy G5 is non-fictitious, S is reduced and
so Aut(G),, = Autq(Gy), Aut(G),, = Auts(Gs). Moreover, the cyclinder is Ng(H) and
its stabilizer Aut(G),, = Aute(Ng(H)). Hence Aut(G)., = Aute(Gy) N Aute(Ne(H)),
Aut(Q@)e, = Aute(G2) N Auta(Ng(H)). So

Aut(G) = Autc(Gr) Waurgernaute (Ve ) Auta(Na(H)) Waug(Ga)nAuta(Na (1) Autc(Ga).

Case 2. T, /Aut(G) # T,./G (in this case Gy and G4 are isomorphic). Lift it to a subtree

T = {v,w € V(T.),e € E(T.)} of T. with G,, = G1, G, = Ng(H) (w is the cylinder
of H) e connecting vy and w. Then Aut(G),, = Aute(G1), Aut(G), = Aute(Ng(H)),
Aut(G)el = A’utg(Gl) N Autg(N(;(H)). Thus Aut(G) = Autg(Gl) HAutG(Gl)ﬂAutG(NG(H))
[

Remark 9.33. If H is normal in G then the splitting of the previous theorem is fictitious,
since Autg(Ng(H)) = Aut(G).

Corollary 9.34. Let G = Gy Uy G5 be a free pro-p product of finite p-groups with
amalgamation. Then Aut(G) is either

Aut(G) = Aute(G1) Daugconaute(Ne (i) Aute(Ne(H)) Hautg(Ga)nAuta (N () Autc(Ge)
or
Aut(G) = Aut(Gh) Dawe@naut(vem) Auta(Na(H)).

The second possibility occurs only if there exists an automorphism of G that swaps Gy and
a conjugate of Gs.

Proof. We need to prove only the last statement of the corollary, because finite groups
are rigid. But this is the subject of [BPZ, Proposition 3.3].
m
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Next we refine Theorem |9.32 assuming that the amalgamated subgroup is malnormal.

Suppose first that H is malnormal, say in Gy, and so Ng,(H) = H. Then
Neg(H) = Ne, (H)
and so the statement of Theorem reads as follows: Aut(G) is either

Aut(G) = Aut(Gr)Maug(cr)naute(Ne, (1) Aute(Ne, (H)) W autg (@)naute (Na, (1) Autc (Gz)

or
Aut(G) = Autc(Gr1) UaugGrnaue(Ng, (1) Aute(Ne, (H)),

where 1 can be replaced by 2.

However if H is malnormal in both G and G then Ng(H) = H. Moreover, Autg(H) <
Aute(Gr) N Autg(Gy) since GI' NGY = H if and only if ¢g; € Gy, g2 € Go. On the other
hand if for @ € Aut(G) one has a(G;) = G; for i = 1,2, then a(H) = a(G1 N Gy) =
a(G)Na(Ge) = GiNGe = H. Thus Autg(H) = Autq(G1)NAute(Gy) and the statement
in this case reduces to the following

Corollary 9.35. Let G = G111y G5 be a non-fictitious free pro-p product with malnormal
amalgamation. Suppose that G1 and Gy are rigid. Then Aut(G) is either

Aut(G) = Aut(;(Gl) HAutg(H) Autg(Gg)

or

Aut(G) = Autg(Gh),

where 1 can be replaced by 2.

Note that since H is malnormal, G has trivial center and so Inn(G) is naturally
isomorphic to G, i.e. we can identify them in Aut(G). Thus G N Autg(G;) = G;. Hence
GNAutg(H) = GN Autg(Gy) N Aute(Gh) = G1 NGy = H.

Thus we can deduce the following

Corollary 9.36. If H is malnormal and G4, Gs, then
OUt(G) = Autg(Gl)/Gl HAutg(H)/H Autg(Gg)/Gz

" Out(G) = Aute(Gh)/Gh

Remark 9.37. All results for amalgamated free product above hold the same way also
for abstract amalgamated free product and profinite amalgamated free products (see the
next section for details).
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9.3 Applications

Proposition 9.38. Let G be a CSA pro-p group and suppose that & consists of abelian
subgroups. Let ~ be the commutation relation. Then T, is 2-acylindrical.

Proof. As it is observed in Example (1) of Section 9.1 the cylinders are maximal abelian
subgroups which are malnormal by hypothesis. Hence for any abelian group A containing
in the maximal A,,,, the pro-p subtree fixed by A is the star of the vertex vy, where
Ajnae 18 the cylinder.

O

Proof of Theorem . Let G =11;(9,T") be a splitting of G as the fundamental group
of a finite reduced graph of pro-p groups with abelian edge groups. Let T" be a maximal
subtree of I'. By [CZ, Proposition 3.4] |I'\ T'| < d(G) and so w.l.o.g. we may assume
that I' = T is a tree. As |E(T)| = |G(T)| — 1 it suffices to bound |V(T)|. As G is SCA,
every centralizer is abelian and so any abelian vertex group of (G,7") has non-abelian
neighbouring vertex group. Hence it suffices to bound the number of vertices of T" whose
vertex groups are non-abelian. By Proposition the tree of cylinders T, of the standard
pro-p tree S(G) is 2-acylindrical. Recall that V/(I') = V(7T./G). Let T,. be the reduced
tree obtained from T.. By Corollary T./G is a finite and hence so is T,,./G. As
edge stabilizers of T, are abelian the set of vertices Viy4 of T" whose vertex stabilizers are
not abelian embeds into 7., so it suffices to bound |V(T../G)|. But this follows from
Theorem [3.4]

Theorem 9.39. Let G be a finitely generated CSA pro-p group. Suppose G is indecom-
posable into a free pro-p product and & consists of abelian subgroups. Let T be a JSJ
E-tree. Then T, is Aut(G)-invariant JSJ E-tree relative to not virtually cyclic abelian
subgroups.

Proof. By Theorem (G is E-accessible and so by Corollary T/G is finite. Then by
Corollary T./G is finite.

Let us first show that T, is universally elliptic. Let A be an edge stabilizer of T.. We
note that in this case Gy is a maximal abelian subgroup. Let 7" be a universally elliptic
E-tree for G relative to non cyclic abelian subgroups. If Gy is not cyclic, then it stabilizes
a vertex of T” since T” is relative to non-cyclic abelian subgroups and therefore so is A.

If Gy is cyclic, then it is commensurable with an edge stabilizer of T' (edge stabilizers
of T cannot be trivial since G' does not split as a free pro-p product) and so by Proposition
is elliptic in T” since T is universally elliptic. Thus T, is universally elliptic.

We need to show now that 7. dominates 7. If v € V4(7,) then v € V(T) and so G,
is elliptic in 7" since T is a JSJ pro-p E-tree.

Suppose v € Vi(T,.). Then v = Ty and G, is the set-stabilizer Gy of the cylinder Y.
But Gy in this case is maximal abelian. So as in the preceding paragraph if it is cyclic
it is commensurable with the stabilizer of an edge in 1" and so is elliptic. If it is abelian
non-cyclic subgroup of G, then it stabilizers a vertex of 7" by hypothesis.

O

As limit pro-p groups are CSA we deduce the following
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Corollary 9.40. Let G be a pro-p limit group and € be the set of abelian subgroups of G.
Suppose that G is indecomposable into a free pro-p product. Then the pro-p tree of cylin-
ders T, is Aut(G)-invariant JSJ E-tree relative to not virtually cyclic abelian subgroups.

FExample 9.41. Let H be an infinite F'A pro-p group and C' is a malnormal infinite cyclic
subgroup of H. Let G be a free pro-p product H Il C' x Z,. Note that there are even
analytic pro-p C'SA such groups H (see [MWZ]; also open pro-p subgroups of SLs(Z,)
are FA and CA).

Then G is the pro-p fundamental group of the following graph of pro-p groups.

H c
° ¢ 037&

where ¢ is a generator of Z,.
The quotient graph T../G then is the following graph of pro-p groups.

H C CXZyp C C
° ° °

Of course, the right edge of this graph of groups is fictitious and so can be collapsed.

We also can consider the extension of the centralizer above as HNN-extension HNN(H, C,t).
Then it is the fundamental pro-p group of the following graph of pro-p groups:

e
It follows that T./G is the following graph of pro-p groups:

H C CXZP
[ ] [

As H is FA, T, is universally elliptic, and it is JSJ pro-p tree relative to non-cyclic
abelian subgroups. Note that this tree of groups coincides with the previous tree of groups
after collapsing the right edge.

10 Automorphisms

In this section we extend Corollary to the pro-C case, where C is a class of finite
groups closed for subgroups, quotients and extensions, assuming that the amalgamated
subgroup is finite.

A pro-C group will be called an OFE-group if whenever it acts on a pro-C tree with
finite edge stabilizers, then it fixes a vertex.

We shall reformulate here Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.5 [BPZ] for our purpose
adapting the proofs.

Proposition 10.1. Let G = G Iy Gy be a proper pro-C amalgamated free products
of pro-C groups with finite amalgamation. Suppose G is an OFE-group. Then for any
automorphism ¢ € Aut(Q) there exists an inner automorphism T such that 7(G1) = Gy
(up to possibly interchanging G1 and Go in G if G1 = G,).

o7



Proof. By [R, Example 6.3.1] ¥(G1) is conjugate into G or Ga, say ¥(G1) < G for
some w € G. Thus denoting by 7,1 the inner automorphism of conjugation by w1, if
necessary, we get 7,-19(G1) < G1. But symmetrically G; = ¢~}(GY) is in GY for some
g € G and so G; = GY and hence ¥(G;) = G1*. Thus 7,-19(G;) = G;. O

Corollary 10.2. Suppose in addition that Gy is a pro-C OFE-group. Then for any au-
tomorphism 1 € Aut(G) there exists an inner automorphism T such that T(H) = H,
TY(G1) = Gy and TY(Gy) = Go? for some g € G (up to possibly interchanging Gy and
G2 m G ZfGl = Gg)

Proof. By Proposition we may assume that (G1) = G;. Similarly as in the proof
of Proposition ¥ (Gs) is conjugate into Gy or Gy. But G and Gy are not conjugate,
since otherwise by [R), Corollary 7.1.5 (b)] or [ZM-88, Corollary 3.13] G is conjugate to
H and so G is fictitious. Thus 1(Gy) < Gy’ for some b € G (cf. [R, Example 6.3.1]).
Then symmetrically ~1(GY) is in G for some g € G. But ¢ ~14(Gs) = G and so we
deduce as in the previous proposition that ¢ (Gy) = GS.

By [R], Corollary 7.1.5 (b)] or [ZM-88, Corollary 3.13] we have:

w(H):GlﬂGggHbl (bl EGl) (1)

Similarly we have ¢y~'(H) < H9 for some g; € G;. Since H is finite we have ¢(H) =
H", by € Gy. Thus we get 7, -1 o tp(H) = H.
[

Corollary 10.3. Suppose H is malnormal. Then T can be chosen such that in addition
T)(Gy) = Go (up to possibly interchanging G and Go in G if G1 = Gs).

Proof. By Corollary we may assume that ¢(H) = H, 1(G1) = Gy and (G3) = Gy
for some g € G. Then Equation (1) reads as

H=vyH)=G NG <H" (b €G,9€q).

From malnormality of H we deduce b; € H. So denoting by e the edge of the standard
profinite tree S(G) stabilized by H and by vy, v its vertices stabilized by G; and Gs
respectively we have that H fixes [v1, gvs] and so this geodesic contains only one edge e,
i.e. gug = vy and g € G.

O

We denote by Autg,(H) and Autg (H) the subgroups that leave H invariant and by
Autg,(H), M&(H) their images in Aut(H).

Theorem 10.4. Let G = Gy Go be a free pro-C product of OF pro-C' groups G % Gs
with finite malnormal amalgamation. Then

Aut(G) = Autg<G1) HAutg(H) Autg(Gg).
Proof. Since G; 2 G5 an automorphism interchanging GG; and G5 does not exist. So by
Corollary for any o € Aut(G) one has a(G1) = G', a(Gy) = GF and a(H) = H%

for some g1, g2, 93 € G. But GY', G5 stabilize unique vertices vy, v5 in the standard pro-C
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tree S = S(G) for G = G Uy Gy and so o(H) = GY' NG9 fixes the geodesic [vq, vg].
Since H is malnormal in G this geodesic has only one edge €' that connects v; and wvs.
Moreover if for a € Aut(G) one has a(G;) = G; for i = 1,2, then a(H) = a(G1 N Gs) =
a(G1) Na(Gs) = Gy NGy = H and so Autg(Gy) N Autg(Gy) = H.

Thus if wy,ws, are vertices stabilized by G; and G5 respectively, we can define the
action of Aut(G) on S by setting a(w;) = vy, a(wy) = vy and a(ey) = €’ where eq is
an edge connecting w; and wo (stabilized by H). We need to show that this action is
continuous.

Since dy,dy are continuous, it suffices to show that the action of Aut(G) on E(S)
is continuous. Since Inn(G) acts transitively on E(S), so is Aut(G). If e is the edge
stabilized by H then the stabilizer of it in Aut(G) is Autg(H). Hence Aut(G)-space
E(S) is naturally equivariantly homeomorphic to Aut(G)-space Aut(G)/Auts(H). This
can be checked by factoring both spaces modulo open subgroups U of Aut(G) containing
Auti(H) and then taking the inverse limit of the natural equivariant bijections. This
proves that the action of Aut(G) on E(S) is continuous as needed.

Finally observing as in the previous section that the vertex stabilizer of w; in Aut(G)
is Aute(G;) for i = 1,2 we get the result.

O

Note that since H is malnormal then H is self-normalized and so Ng,(H) = H. Since
H is malnormal, G has trivial center and so Inn(G) is naturally isomorphic to G, i.e. we
can identify them in Aut(G). Thus GNAutg(G;) = G;. Thus we can deduce the following

Corollary 10.5.

Out(G) = Aut(G1) /G Waug iy Auta(Ga)/Ga.

Observe that all results above hold the same way also for abstract amalgamated free
product. Hence we deduce the following

Corollary 10.6. Suppose Gi 2 G are finite and H is malnormal. Let G = G g G

—

be a free amalgamated product. Then Aut(G™*) = Aut(G) and Out(G*) = Out(Gbs).

Remark 10.7. The congruence problem/fg the automorphism group of a finitely generated
residually finite group asks whether Aut(G) — Aut(G) is injective and if it is not to de-
scribe the kernel (the congruence kernel). The previous corollary solves it for free product
of finite groups with malnormal amalgamation, i.e. this homomorphism is injective.

In general, the subgroup theorem for normal subgroups (cf. [Zal95]) gives the structure

of the congruence kernel for Aut(G) as in Theorem [10.4]

11 Compatibility

Recall that two G-trees T7 and Ty are compatible if they have a common refinement.
In other words, there exists a tree T" with collapse maps T" — T;, 1 = 1, 2.

Definition 11.1. (Universally compatible). A pro-p tree 7' is universally compatible
(over € relative to K) if it is compatible with every (€, X)-tree.
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In particular, this means that any pro-p (&, X)-tree 7" can be obtained from T by
refining and collapsing. When 7" is a one-edge splitting, either 7" coincides with the
splitting associated to one of the edges of T'/G, or one can obtain 7"/G by refining T'/G
at some vertex v using an one-edge splitting of GG, relative to the incident edge groups,
and collapsing all the original edges of T'/G.

Definition 11.2. We say that a G-tree T' is maximal for domination if any G-tree dom-
inating it belongs to the same deformation space as T

Definition 11.3. (Compatibility JSJ deformation space). If, among deformation spaces
containing a universally compatible tree, there is one which is maximal for domination,
we denote it by D, and called it the compatibility JSJ deformation space of G over &
relative to K.

Theorem 11.4. D,, exists and unique.

Proof. Existence. Compatible (&€, X)-trees form naturally an inverse system. Hence in-
verse limit of them is the (&, X)-tree maximal for domination.

Uniqueness. Let T, T, be maximal for domination universally compatible (&, K)-trees.
As they are compatible there exists a tree T' with collapse maps T' — T;, ¢ = 1,2. As

they are maximal for domination they belong to the same deformation space.
O

The uniqueness of an inverse limit shows that a maximal for domination universally
compatible (&, K)-tree is unique. We state it as a

Corollary 11.5. A mazimal for domination universally compatible (€,K)-tree T,, is
unique. It is fized under any automorphism of G that leaves D., invariant. In particular,
any pro-p subgroup of Aut(G) that preserves & and X acts on T,,.

Note that if T, /G is finite or G is finitely generated then T,, may be refined to a JSJ
(&, %K)-tree (Proposition [6.16]).

Clearly, a universally compatible tree is universally elliptic. This implies that D,
is dominated by D;g;. Also note that, if T is universally compatible and J is an edge
stabilizer in an arbitrary (€, X)-tree, then J is elliptic in 7" (i.e. any (&, X)-tree is elliptic
with respect to T').

Examples in the next subsection show that in general it is difficult to find non-trivial
example of a splitting having only one reduced JSJ tree. We give below several examples
where T,, does not exists contrasting corresponding abstract examples, where such a tree
exists. In the pro-p case, for such examples one should look at k-acylindrical splittings.

We shall need the following

Proposition 11.6. Let Ty, Ty be compatible G-trees with |T;/G| < oo for i =1,2. Then
there exists a finite refinement T of T; such that |T/G| < oc.

Proof. Let S be a common refinement of 77 and T3. Then the corresponding collapse maps
fi © S — T; induce the collapse maps f; : S/G — T;/G on the quotinets. Since T;/G is
finite the corresponding equivalence relations are clopen, i.e. there are clopen subgraphs
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I'; of S/G with finitely many connected componente such that f; is the collapse of these
finitely many connected components of I';. Then I'y NIy is a clopen subgraph of S/G with
finitely many connected component. Thus the collapse of these connected components
S/G — T gives a finite graph I'. Let A be a preimage of I'y NI’y in S. Then collapse of
all connected components of A is the G-equivariant collapse map S — T with T'/G =T
Thus T is the desired refinement.

O

11.1 Examples
11.1.1 Free pro-p groups

When € is Aut(G)-invariant, the compatibility JSJ tree T, is Aut(G)-invariant (cf.
Corollary [11.5)). This sometimes forces it to be trivial.

Proposition 11.7. If G is a free pro-p group and & is Aut(G)-invariant, then T, is
trivial.

Proof. If F = F(x; ...x,) is a free pro-p group on the basis z1, ..., then the automor-
phisms that send z; to z;x; (i # j) and leave the rest of generators give the set of F-trees

such that the only compatible tree for all of them is the trivial one.
O

11.1.2 Free pro-p products

Here we assume that G is finitely generated. In this case a Grushko decomposition
always exists and Aut(G) is profinite and virtually pro-p (cf. [RZ10, Corollary 4.4.4 and
Lemma 4.5.5].

Proposition 11.8. Let € consist only of the trivial group. Let
G=G IO---1IG,IIF,

be a Grushko decomposition (G; is non-trivial, not Z,, and freely indecomposable, F, is
free pro-p of rank q). Then T, is trivial.

Proof. Note that Ty, is, of course, trivial also if GG is freely indecomposable or free of rank
> 2 (cf. Proposition [11.7)).

Write G = AIl B, where A, B are non-trivial and A = G;. Let T be a standard pro-p
tree of this decomposition. Given a non-trivial g € G, the subgroup gAg~! II B is the
image of AII B by an automorphism «, that sends A to gAg~" and fixes B. Let S be the
stadard pro-p tree of this decomposition. If there exists a common refinement of 7" and
S, then by Proposition there exists a common refinement D of T" and S with D/G
finite. Then collapsing fictitious edges we may assume that D is reduced. But reduced
G-tree whose vertex groups are two free factors up to conjugation is a pro-p tree with one

edge and two vertices up to translation. This contradicts that D/G is a refinement.
O

This contrasts with the abstract situation where T, exists for Grusko decompositions
whose tree have one edge only up to translation (see [GL, Section 11.2]).
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Ezample 11.9. Let G = Z,, and € consists of the trivial group. The unique reduced G-tree
is the Cayley graph I'(G) with respect to a generator. However Aut(G) = Z, x C,_; for p
odd and Zs x Cy for p = 2 (the group of units). This group can not act on I'(G) because
any automorphism fixes trivial element of G and sends the generator to another unit of
7

D-

11.1.3  Free product with amalgamation

FExample 11.10. Let G = G111 G5 be a non-fictitious free pro-p product of FA pro-p groups
with amalgamated subgroup H. By Proposition Ng(H) = Ng,(H) Uy Ng,(H).
Assume that H is not self-normalized in each factor (this is always the case if G; are
finite for example). For any g € Ng(H) \ G2G; putting G, = G§ we get the splitting
G = Gy Iy GY (cf. [BPZ, Proposition 5.1]). To see this just observe that denoting by
H, < Gy, Hy < G4 the identified copies of H we can change identification hy = ho by
hy = h§ € GY to obtain the equivalent presentation for G. We show that the standard
pro-p tree T" for the splitting G = G Il G is not compatible with 7. As in the case of
free pro-p products if there exists a common refinement, then by Proposition there
exists a common refinement D of T and 7" with D/G finite. Then collapsing fictitious
edges we may assume that D is reduced. But reduced G-tree whose vertex groups are two
free factors (of an amalgamated free pro-p product) up to conjugation is a pro-p tree with
one edge and two vertices up to translation. This contradicts that D/G is a refinement.

Next we show that if on the contrary H is malnormal in, say, G, then T, is actually
the standard pro-p tree S(G) for G = G Il Go. Indeed, as in preceding paragraph one
shows that any non-trivial reduced pro-p G-tree T' can be idetified with standard pro-p
tree of the splitting G as a free product with amalgamation G| LIy G, where G} are
conjugates of G; and Go, and so we may assume w.l.o.g that G; = G|. As G, = G}
for some g € G, G, fixes a vertex gGy in S(G). But S(G) is 2-acylidrical, because H
is malnormal in Gy. Therefore, if g ¢ G2G; then Gi NG, =1 and so G = G 11 G, a
contradiction. Hence g = g192 € G1G3 and so T is G-isomorphic to S(G). Indeed, the
G-isomorphism S(G) — T is defined by sending 1H to to the edge that connects the
vertex stabilized by G and the vertex stabilized by g1Ghg; .

11.1.4 Poincaré duality pro-p groups

Let G be a Poincaré duality group of dimension n. Recall that a pro-p group is V PC,,
(resp. VPC<,) if it is virtually polycyclic of Hirsch length n (resp < n). We consider
the family € consisting of malnormal V PC<,,_;-subgroups. By [CAZ|, Theorem 1.2] there
exists a unique JSJ E-tree for G. So by Corollary it coincides with T,.

Examples of JSJ-decompositions of PD? pro-p groups can be obtained by the pro-
p completion of abstract JSJ-decomposition of some 3-manifolds (see [Wilkes17]). The
pro-p completion of PD™ groups in general were studied in [KZ, Weigel, HK| [HKL].

Note that by [WZ, Lemma 1.6 and Theorem 1.7], if PD" pro-p group G splits over a vir-
tually solvable subgroup H, then H is V PC,,_; (solvable pro-p groups of finite cohomolog-
ical dimension are polycyclic). This is a pro-p version of the Kropholler [Kropholler, The-
orem A2|. The abstract analogue of existence and uniqueness of the JSJ-decomposition
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for PD™ group is the Kropholler theorem [Kropholler, Theorem A2] that gives also infor-
mation on vertex groups of a JSJ-splitting.

12 Compatibility and free constructions of free pro-p
groups

12.1  Free pro-p groups

We start this section by showing that any splitting of a free pro-p group admits a
free pro-p product refinement. The next proposition is a pro-p version of the result of
Shenitzer [She].

Definition 12.1. Let F be a free pro-p group and A < H,(F,F,) = F/®(F) be a
subgroup of its Frattini quotient. Let B4 be a basis of A and s : F/®(F) — F a
continuous section. Then A = (s(B,)) is a free pro-p group on s(By4) and it is a free
factor of F that we shall call a lift of A to F.

Proposition 12.2. Let G = Fy ¢ Fy be a free amalgamated product of free pro-p groups
and suppose G is free pro-p. Then C splits as a free pro-p product C = C 11 C} =
Ci I Cy =C O, T C" such that C; is a free factor of F; and C! is a (possibly trivial)
free factor of Ci.

Proof. Denote by cor; : Hi(C,F,) — H,(F;,F,) the corestriction, ¢ = 1,2. Since G is
free, Hy(G,F,) = 0 and so one deduces from the Mayer-Vietoris sequence (cf. [RZ10)
Proposition 9.2.13]) that the natural map

cory @ cory : Hi(C,F,) — H(F1,F,) & H(F,F,)

)
is injective. Then one has ker(cori) N ker(cors) = 0. Therefore (cors)iger(cor;) and
(€OT1) jker(cors) are injections. It follows that

H,(C,F,) = ker(cor;) ® Cy and H,(C,F,) = ker(cory) ® C1,

where Cy 2 im(cory) is the complement of ker(cor,) in Hy(C,F,) containing ker(cory)
and C 2 im(corsy) is the complement of ker(cory) in Hy(C,F,) containing ker(cor). Let
C; be a lift of C; to C and C} be a lift of ker(cor;) to C;. Note that C/ is a free factor of
C; and C; is a free factor of F;. Then

C=C1IC,=CIC,=C,IC,IC

as
!

H,(C,F,) = Cy @ ker(cory) = Cy @ ker(cory) = ker(cory) @ ker(cory) ® C

—/
for some C'.

]

Corollary 12.3. Let G = F g Fy be a free pro-p product of free pro-p groups Fy, Iy
with cyclic amalgamation C'. Then G is free pro-p if and only if C is a free factor of F}
or Fj.
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Proof. ’only if '. In this case either C; = C' or (5 = (' in Proposition [12.2] and so the
result follows from this proposition.

if’. If C'is a free factor of, say, I}, i.e. I} = LIIC, then G = L1I F; is a free pro-p
product of free pro-p groups and therefore is free pro-p. n

The next proposition is the pro-p analogue of [Swal Theorem 1].

Proposition 12.4. Let G = HNN(F,C,t) be a pro-p HNN-extension of a free pro-p
group and suppose G is free pro-p. Then F and C split as a free pro-p product F = Fy11F3,
C = C, 11 Cy such that Cy is a free factor of Fy and C% is a free factor of Fy (where one
of C1,Cy can be trivial).

Proof. Let cor : H,(C,F,) — Hy(F,F,), cory : Hi(C",F,) — H,(F,F,) be the core-
strictions. Since G is free, Hy(G, F,) = 0 and so one deduces from Mayer-Vietoris sequence
(IRZ10, Proposition 9.4.2]) that the natural map f : H,(C,F,) — H,(F,F,) given by
cor(c) — cory(c') is injective and so ker(cor) N ker(cor, o 7) = 0, where 7 is the conju-
gation by t. Hence H,(C,F,) = C, @ C,, where Oy is the kernel of the corestriction
cor : Hi(C,F,) — H,(F,F,) and C is its complement. As C is free pro-p, C' = C; 1 Cy
is a free pro-p product of lifts of C; in C.

Let H,(F\F,) = F, @ Fy be a direct sum decomposition with cor(C;) < F; and
cor(ag) < F,. Then one can choose lifting of F; containing C;. So F = F; 11 F, is a
free pro-p product and C} is a free factor of Fy and C} is a free factor of Fy (possibly
trivial). O

Corollary 12.5. Let G = HNN(F,C,t) be a pro-p HNN-extension of a free pro-p group
F with cyclic associated subgroup C. Then G is free pro-p if and only if either C or C*
is a free factor of F' and C®(F) # C'®(F).

Proof. 'Only if’. In this case either C; = C or Cy = C in Proposition say C' = (1.
Then by Proposition C} is a free factor of F. As was already mentioned in the proof
of Proposition [12.4] the natural map f : H,(C,F,) — H;(F,F,) given by cor(c) — cor(c')
is injective and so C®(F) # C'®(F) as required.

'if’. Suppose say C'is a free factor of F, i.e. F' decomposes as a free pro-p product
F=CIL.

Case 1. Both C,C* £ ®(F). Since CP(F) # C'®(F), L can be chosen such that
C*' < L. In this case G = L1I (¢) and the result follows.

Case 2. One of C,C" is contained in ®(F), say C* < ®(F). Then G = (L,t). Denote
by ¢ a generator of C, so that ¢! = ¢ € ®(F) and let X be a basis of L. Since [t, c] € ®(F)
the presentation G = (C, X, t | ¢! = /) just identifies the free generator c'¢’~! = [t, | with
the trivial element. So G is a free pro-p group L II (t) again.

[

The next example shows that [Wilton, Theorem 18] as well as [Toi, Corollary 1.5] does
not hold in the pro-p case.
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Example 12.6. Let G = HNN(F(a,b), (b),t) with b = a?[a, b].

1. G is a two generated free pro-p group generated by a and ¢. This follows from
Corollary [12.5]

2. G=HNN(F(a,b),(b),t) is proper. Indeed, if G were not proper, then the image
of F(a,b) in F(a,t) would be cyclic, equal to (a) and so b would be a super natural power
a® of a. Putting it into the relation we get (a=%)'a’[a, a®] = (a~*)'a? = 1. Tt follows then
that G is the Bamslag-Solitar pro-p group (see Section that have a non-trivial normal
subgroup, contradicting that G is non-abelian free pro-p.

3. F(a,b) does not split relative to (a?[a,b]). Indeed, if (aP[a, b]) is contained in a free
factor C' of F, then F/{{a”[a,b])) = C/(a?]a,b]) 1 Z,. But F/{(a’]a,b])) = Z, X Z, is a
soluble Demushkin group that is not cyclic and torsion free, a contradiction.

Definition 12.7. Suppose € consist of the trivial subgroup and X a set of subgroups of
a second countable pro-p group G. If T is an (&, X)-tree, and there exists a continuous
section V(T')/G — V(T then by [R], Theorem 9.6.1] G splits as a free pro-p product
of its vertex stabilizers. In this case we shall say that G splits as a free pro-p product
relative to XK.

Proposition 12.8. Let F' be a free pro-p group written as the fundamental group Ty (F,T')
of a finite star of pro-p groups, i.e. do(I') = vy is one vertex. Then each edge group F(e)
splits as a free pro-p product F(e) = Fy(e) I Fi(e) (with one of them possibly trivial as
well as possibly Fy(e) = Fi(e)) such that each pending vertex group F(v) splits as a free
pro-p product relative to Fy(e) for e incident to v and F(vy) splits as a free pro-p product
relative to Fy(e) for all e € E(I') and to Fy(e) for all e that are loops.

F(e)

[ ]
Fo(e"UFy (e
F(v
Fo(e")IIF () C o)
Fo(e)lIFy (e)

F(e)

[ ]

Proof. Let cor; : Hi(F(e),F,) — H1(G(d;(e)),F,) be the corestriction. Since F' is free,
H,y(F,F,) =0 and so the natural map

f: @ H,(F(e),F,) — @ Hy(F(v),F,), f = cori(g) — coro(g)
) )

ecE(T veV (T
from the Mayer-Vietoris sequence (cf. [Rl Section 9.4]) is injective; so
ker(cory) N ker(cory) =0

for each e. Then H;(F(e),F,) splits as a direct sum H,(F(e),F,) = Co(e) @ Oy (e) with
C1(e) = ker(corg) and Cy(e) its complement. Since ker(corg) N ker(cory) = 0 for each e,
cory restricts injectively on C'(e). Lift C;(e) to Fi(e) < F(e). Then F(e) = Fy(e) LLF(e).
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Consider the composite

a: @ Hi(F(e),F,) — @ Hi(F(v),F,) — Hi(F(v),F,)

ecE(T) veV(T)

of f with the natural projection of @, cy ) Hi(F'(v),F,) onto Hi(F(vo),Fp).
Let E(I') = E,, U E; be a union, where E,, is the set of not loops and Ej is the set of
loops. Note that @, Hi(Fi(e),F,) is the kernel of o and so « is injective on

P Hi(Fole).F,) & P Hi(Fi(e

ecE(I) e€E,

Consider a free pro-p product

G= ][ R ]] Fle)

eEEn EGEZ

= P Hi(Fo(e),F,) © € Hi(Fi(e

eEEn €€El

Define g, : Fy(e) — F to be the natural embedding. Let 8 : G — F(vg) be a
homomorphism induced by fS.,e € E(T), and S.(f)' for f € Fi(e) if e € E;. Then the
following diagram

and note that

G F(’UQ)
Hi(G,Fp) H,(F(vo), Fp)

is commutative. As « is split injective and G, F'(vg) are free pro-p, ( is spit injective and
so we may consider G as a free factor of F'(v), unless § is surjective. This finishes the
proof for F'(vy).

Similarly F(e) embeds as a free factor to its pending vertex group F(v) if e is not a

loop. This finishes the proof.
O

Remark 12.9. Note that in Proposition [12.§ F;(e) is trivial if and only if 8;(F(e)) <
O(Fise))-

Corollary 12.10. Let F' be a free pro-p group written as the fundamental group 11, (F,T")
of a star of pro-p groups, i.e. do(I') = vy is one vertex. Suppose all edge groups F( )
are z’nﬁm’te cyclic. Then F(uvy) splits as a free pro-p product relative to {0;(G(e) | d;(e) =

v, 95(G(e) £ ©(G(v)),i=0,1}.
Proof. Follows from Proposition and Remark

U
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Theorem 12.11. Let F' be a non-abelian free pro-p group written as the fundamental
group 111 (F,T') of a finite injective graph of pro-p groups. Then for a vertexr v of I each
incident edge group F(e) splits as a free pro-p product F(e) = Fy(e) II Fi(e) and F(v)
splits as a free pro-p product relative to Fy(e) for all e € E(I") with v = dy(e) and to Fi(e)
for all e with di(e) = v. (Here Fy(e) and Fi(e) can coincide or be trivial).

Proof. Let ¥ be the star of v and (&, %) the subgraph of pro-p groups restricted to X. By
changing orientation if necessary we may assume that dy(e) = v for every edge e incident
to v. Then by Proposition each incident edge group F'(e) to v splits as a free pro-p
product F(e) = Fy(e) I Fi(e) and F(vg) splits as a free pro-p product relative to Fy(e)
for all e € E(I") and to Fj(e) for all e that are loops.

F(v')
[}

Fo(e’)]_[}(e’\/
f F(v)

\/.

Fo(e)l1Fy (e)
F(w)
[

Corollary 12.12. Any decomposition of a free pro-p group as the fundamental group of a
finite graph of pro-p groups I11(F,T') is compatible with some nontrivial free pro-p product
decomposition.

Fo(e)IF ()

O

Proof. We first insert artificial edges for each Fj(e) with e incident to v and then using
Theorem |12.11] and its notation, we can blowup the vertex v and vertex group F'(v) into
a free pro-p product.

Fi(e”) Fo(¢/) Fo(e') F(e') F(e') F()
° b ¢ *
Fl(V \\ /
F(BN) Fo
° °
F%« /
0 Fo(e") Fo(e) Fo(e) F(e) F(e') F(w)
° ® ° ¢

Here Fj is the remaining free factor that can be trivial.
Then the collapse of new edges gives back the graph of groups (F,I") and the collapse
of edges with non-trivial edge groups gives a free pro-p product decomposition.
O

Using Corollary [12.10| we deduce

Corollary 12.13. Let F be a non-abelian free pro-p group written as the fundamental
group 111 (F,T) of a finite injective graph of pro-p groups with cyclic edge groups. Then
for any vertex v of I' the vertex group G(v) splits as a free pro-p product relative to

{0:(G(e) | di(e) = v, 0:(G(e) £ D(G(v))}-
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Example |12.6| shows that to get a splitting of a vertex group relative to incident edge
groups we need to put the hypothesis that underline graph has no cycles. We do it in the
next

Corollary 12.14. Let F' be a non-abelian free pro-p group written as the fundamental
group 11, (F,T') of a finite injective tree of pro-p groups with cyclic edge groups. Then
there exists a vertex v of T' such that the vertex group G(v) splits as a free pro-p product
relative to the incident edge groups of v.

Proof. We use induction on I'. If I" has one edge only the result is the subject of Corollary
12.3]

Note that G splits as a free amalgamated pro-p product G = G Ilg() G(w) over an
edge group G(e), where e is an edge incident to a pending vertex w and we assume w.l.o.g
that dy(e) = w. Let 'y =T\ {e,w}. By the induction hypothesis there exists v € V(I'y)
such that G(v) splits as a free pro-p product relative to incident edge groups of v in I';.
If v is not incident to e we are done.

Suppose e is incident to v. If 0;(G(e)) £ ®(G(w) then 0,(G(e)) is a free factor of
®(G(w)) and so w is the needed vertex.

Since Ho(F') = 0 the map

f: @ H,(F(e),F,) — @ Hi(F(v),F,), f = cori(g) — coro(g)
) )

ecE(T veV (T

from the Mayer-Vietoris sequence (cf. [R} Section 9.4]) is injective and so if 0;(G(e)) <
O(G(w) then 0y(G(e)) £ (G(w). Then the result follows from Corollary [12.13]
[

12.2 Cyclic amalgamations or HNN-extensions of free pro-p groups
decomposable as free pro-p products

If we drop the assumption of freeness of G' but assume that C' is cyclic in Corollary
12.3| we get the same conclusion.

Proposition 12.15. Let G = F ¢ Fy be a free amalgamated pro-p product of free pro-p
groups over infinite cyclic subgroup C'. Then G splits as a non-trivial free pro-p product
if and only if C' belongs to a free factor of Fy or Fy.

Proof. Suppose G splits as a non-trivial free pro-p product G = [[_, H;. If G is free
pro-p then the result follows from Corollary Otherwise, at least one H;, say Hq, is
not free pro-p and so by [ZM-88, 2.7] H; intersects a conjugate of C' non-trivially (since if
H; acts on the standard pro-p tree S(G) of G = F; ll¢ F» with trivial edge stabilizers it
is free pro-p). Thus we may assume that H; N C # 1. But the centralizer of any element
of Hy is in H; (see [RZ-00, Theorem 9.1.12]), so C' < H;. Note that F; N Hy is a free
factor of F;, ¢ = 0,1 by [RZ-00, Corollary 9.1.10]. Write F; = (F; N Hy) 11 L;, i = 1,2. If
L = Ly =1, then G < Hy, a contradiction. Thus C'is in a non-trivial free factor F; N H;
of F; fori =1 or 2.

Conversely, if C' is in a non-trivial free factor L; of F}, i.e. F} = K; II L; then
G =K, I (L, lI¢ Fy) is a free pro-p product. n
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An element g of a pro-p group G is called a test element if any endomorphism « of G
with a(g) = ¢ is an automorphism. It is proved by Snopge and Tanushevski [ST] that an
element of a free pro-p group is test if and only if it does not belong to any proper free
factor. Thus we can deduce the following

Corollary 12.16. Let Fy, I35 be free pro-p groups and c¢; € Fy,co € Fy be test elements.
Then G = Fy U, ,—., F> does not split as a free pro-p product.

Proposition 12.17. Let G = HNN(F,C,t) be an HN N -extension of a free pro-p group
over infinite cyclic subgroup C. If G splits as a non-trivial free pro-p product, then C' or
C*t belongs to a free factor of F.

Proof. Suppose G splits as a non-trivial free pro-p product G = [, H;. If G is free
pro-p then the result follows from Corollary Thus we may assume that some of
H;, say H; is not free. Let S(G) be a standard pro-p tree for G = HNN(F,C,t). If
H, intersects all conjugates of C trivially then by [ZM-88| 2.7] H; is free pro-p, so H;
intersects a conjugate of C' non-trivially. Therefore we may assume that H; N C' # 1 and
prove that statement for C'. But the centralizer of any element of H; is in H; (see [RZ-00),
Theorem 9.1.12], so C' < H;. Note that F'N H is a free factor of F, by [RZ-00], Corollary
9.1.10]. Write F=(FNH,)IIL. If L=1,then F<Hyand C=FNF' < H NH #1
implying that ¢ < H; by [RZ10, Theorem 9.1.12]. So G < Hj, a contradiction. Thus C' is
in a non-trivial free factor F'N Hy of F.

O

12.3  Virtually free pro-p products

We shall extend the situation above to virtually free pro-p products of pro-p groups.
To do this we need the generalization of [WEZ-16, Theorem 3.6]. We shall make before
the following

Remark 12.18. Let G = 11;(9, ", v9) be the pro-p fundamental group of a finite graph of
finite p-groups, and let U be an open and normal subgroup of G. Then U= (UNG(v)? |
g € G, ve V() is a closed normal subgroup of G. By |[RZ-14, Prop. 1.10], one has
a natural decomposition of G/ U as the pro-p fundamental group G/ U = I (Sp, T, vo)
of a finite graph of finite p-groups (Gy,I'), where the vertex and edge groups satisfy
Sy(z) = G(x)U/U, z € V(I') U E(T'). Thus we have a morphism n: (3,T') — (Sy,T) of
graphs of groups such that the induced homomorphism on the pro-p fundamental groups
coincides with the canonical projection py: G — G/U.

Theorem 12.19. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group containing an open normal
subgroup H and a G-invariant collection K of subgroups of H such that H has a non-
trivial decomposition as a free pro-p product H = F 11 Hy 11 --- 11 H,, where F is a free
pro-p subgroup of rank r and all subgroups of X are conjugate into H; for some 1. Suppose
{HM|he H)i=1,...,k} is G-invariant. Then G splits as the pro-p fundamental group
of a finite graph (G,T') of pro-p groups relative to K U {H! | h € H,i = 1,...,k} with
finite edge stabilizers of order not exceeding |G : H].
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Proof. By hypothesis, s + r > 2. By construction, one has for all ¢ € G and for all
i€{l,...,s} that H is a free factor of H.
Step 1: Let B be a basis of neighbourhoods of 15 € G consisting of open normal
subgroups U of G which are contained in H with H; £ U foreveryi=1,...s. ForU € B
put _

U=(UNH!|geG, 1<i<s)=(UNH!'|hecH 1<i<s). (3)

Then U is a closed normal subgroup of H, and
H/U=FUHU/UL---UHU/U (4)

(cf. [Mel, Prop. 1.18]). The group G/ U contains the open normal subgroup H/U which
is a finitely generated, virtually free pro-p group (since U/ U is free pro-p by in [ZM-88,
Theorem 2.6]), and thus G/ U is a finitely generated, virtually free pro-p group.

Step 2: By [HZ-13, Theorem 1.1}, G/ U is isomorphic to the pro-p fundamental group
I1,(Sy, 'y, vy) of a finite graph of finite p-groups. Although neither the finite graph I'y
nor the finite graph of finite p-groups Gy are uniquely determined by U (resp. U ), the
index U in the notation shall express that both these objects are depending on U. By
Remark we may assume that (Gy, I'y) is reduced. Hence from now on we may assume
that for every U € B the vertex groups of G/ U = 1, (Su, T'y, vy) are representatives of the
G/ U -conjugacy classes of maximal finite subgroups. Note that by [WEZ-16, Proposition
3.2 (a)], one has Gy (e)NH/U = 1 and so |Gy (e)| < [G : H]. Moreover, as all subgroups K
of H from X are elliptic in H, KU /U are elliptic (and so are finite) in H/U. As virtually
elliptic group is elliptic, for any subgroup K of G from X the quotient group K U / U is
elliptic (and so is finite) in G/U.

Step 3: By Remark [12.1§] for V' C U both open and normal in G the decomposition
G/V = IL(Sv,'v,vv) gives rise to a natural decomposition of G/ U as the fundamen-
tal group G/U = IL(Svy,I'v,vy) of a finite graph of pro-p groups (Gy.y,['v), where
vertex and edge groups are natural images of the vertex and edge groups of G/ V=
I1,(Sv, Ty, vy) in G/U. Moreover, by [WEZ-16, Lemma 3.4], if (Gy,T'y) is reduced, then
(Sv.u,'v) is reduced. Thus in this case one has a morphism n: (Gv,I'v) — (Svu, I'v) of
reduced graph of groups such that the induced homomorphism on the pro-p fundamental
groups coincides with the canonical projection ¢y : G/V — G/U.

Step 4: By [WEZ-16, Proposition 3.2], the number |V(I'y)| + |E(Ty)| is bounded by
4(r + s) — 1. So we have only finitely many graphs 'y up to isomorphism, when U runs.
It follows that there is a finite graph I" such that 'y is isomorphic to I' for infinitely many
U’s. Therefore, by passing to a cofinal system € of B if necessary, we may assume that
'y =T for each U € €. Then, by [WEZ-16, Corollary 3.3|, the number of isomorphism
classes of finite reduced graphs of finite p-groups (9;,,I") which are based on I' satisfying
G/ﬁ ~ I1;(9, ', v) is finite. Suppose that Qp is a set containing a copy of every such
isomorphism class. For V€ €,V C U, one has a map wy: Qy — Qp (cf. Step 3). Hence
0= LU Qu is non-empty. Let (97, )pee € 2. Then (§,T") given by §'(x) = Jim m Gy, (x)
if x is elther a vertex or an edge of F is a reduced finite graph of finitely generated pro-p
groups satisfying G ~ I1;(9, T, vp). By [WEZ-16, Proposition 3.2 (a)], §'(e) is finite and
in fact |§'(e)| < [G : H] for every edge e of T', since this is the case in every Gyy. Moreover,

70



as K/ U is elliptic for each subgroup K € X of G, K is elliptic in I1;(9/,T"). This yields
the claim. O

In the proof of Theorem [12.19 we needed that {H! | h € H,i = 1,...,k} is G-
invariant. If H = F'II H; I1--- 1T H; is the Grushko decomposition relative to K (see the
last paragraph of Section 7.2), then this is automatic. Thus we can state the following

Theorem 12.20. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group containing an open normal
subgroup H and a G-invariant collection X of subgroups of H such that H has a non-trivial
Grushko decomposition as a free pro-p product H = FILH11- - -11 Hy, relative to K (i.e. F
is a free pro-p subgroup of rank r, and the H; are I1-indecomposable relative to K and all
subgroups of K are conjugate into H; for some i). Then G splits as the pro-p fundamental
group of a finite graph (G,T) of pro-p groups relative to KU{H! | h € Hyi =1,... k}
with finite edge stabilizers whose order does not exceed |G : H.

Proof. Since H; is indecomposable relative to K, we deduce from Proposition that
the indecomposable non-free subgroup HY of H equals H jh for some j € {1,...,s}. Thus
{H! |ge G, 1<i<s}={H!'| heH 1<i<s} ie {H'|heH 1<i<s}is
G-invariant and the result follows from Theore 12.19

m

Suppose K is closed for open normal subgroups. Then we can drop the assumption of
normality for H.

Corollary 12.21. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group containing an open sub-
group H and a G-invariant collection X of subgroups of G closed for taking open normal
subgroups, such that H has a non-trivial Grushko decomposition as a free pro-p product
H=FIH I---1I H,, relative to K. Then G splits as the pro-p fundamental group of
a finite graph (G,T) of pro-p groups relative to K U{H! | h € H,i =1,...,k} with finite
edge groups of order not exceeding [G : H].

Proof. By replacing H by the core of H in G and applying the Kurosh subgroup theorem
for open subgroups (cf. |RZ10, Thm. 9.1.9]), we may assume that H is normal in G.
Refining the free decomposition if necessary and collecting free factors isomorphic to Z,
we obtain a Grushko free decomposition relative to K

H=FIHI. . -1IH, (5)

i.e. a decomposition where F'is a free subgroup of rank r, and the H; are II-indecomposable

relatively to X finitely generated subgroups which are not isomorphic to Z,. Then the
result follows from Theorem [12.20
]

12.4 Virtually free pro-p groups
We start with free pro-p products with cyclic amalgamation.

Theorem 12.22. Let G = G111 Gy be a (non-fictitious) free product with infinite cyclic
amalgamation. Suppose G is finitely generated virtually free pro-p. Then either Gy or G
splits as a free pro-p product relative to C. Moreover, C is a free factor of G1 or Gs.
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Proof. Let F be a maximal open normal free pro-p subgroup of G. Then by Corollary [2.2§]
F is the fundamental pro-p group of a finite graph of pro-p groups (F, A) whose vertex
and edge stabilizers are intersections of conjugates of G(v) and G(e) with F'. Moreover, by
Remark we may assume that (F, A) is reduced. In particular F' splits as a free pro-p
product with amalgamation Fj Igenp Fy or pro-p HNN-extension HNN(Fy,CY9 N Ft)
over an edge group of (F,A), where Fj is the fundamental pro-p group of a subgraph
(F, Ay) of pro-p groups restricted to a subgraph A; of A (and a similar situation happens
with Fy). Assume w.l.o.g that this edge group is F' N C over the edge e that connects
G1NF with GoN F. Then by Corollary C'NF is a free factor of F} or F; (in the case
of amalgamation) or by Corollary either C N F or C* N F is a free factor of F} (in
the case of HNN-extension). Suppose w.l.o.g. C'N F'is a free factor of F; and note that
GiNF < F;. Then CNF £ ®(FNGy) and so G; N F can not be cyclic as our edge e is
not fictitious. Note also that the edge groups of G; N F' are Gi-invariant, so by Theorem
G is the fundamental group of a finite graph (G;,1'1) of pro-p groups relative to C'
with finite edge groups.

Let w be a vertex of I'; such that C' < Gy(w). If Gy(w) # C we can apply the same
argument to G7(w) IIo Gy. Then repeating the process, i.e. refining the graph of groups
(G1,T'1) this way, we arrive eventually at situation when C' is equal to a vertex group of
(G1,'1) and so is a free factor of its fundamental group (note that the process stops after
finitely many steps because F' N G is finitely generated and F' N G1(w) is a free factor of
it). Thus C is a free factor of G or Gs. O

Now we deal with HNN-extension.

Theorem 12.23. Let G = HNN(Gy,C,t) be an HNN-extension with infinite cyclic
associated subgroup. Suppose G is finitely generated having open free pro-p group H.
Then C or C' is a free factor of G;.

Proof. Note that (G, Gt ') = Gy Il GY . This subgroup satisfies the premises of Theo-
rem [12.22| and so C' is a free factor of Gy or GY . In the latter case C" is a free factor of
Gi. O

12.5 General case

The next lemma uses [GJ] to show that being a free factor is preserved by the inverse
limits.

Lemma 12.24. Let G be a finitely generated pro-p group and H a finitely generated
subgroup of G. Let G = l'mi G; be a decomposition of G a surjective inverse limit and H;
is the image of H in G;. If H; is a free factor of G; for all i then so is H of G.

Proof. We use [GJ], Proposition 3.1]. Let K be a finite p-group. Since G is finitely
generated, Hom(G, K) is finite and therefore so is the number h(G, H, v, K) of extensions
of a homomorphism v : H — K to a homomorphism G — K. Let H; be the image of
H in H;. As any homomorphism G — K factors through some G; (and consequently -
factors through some ~; : H; — K) we achieve the equalities

]Hom(G, K)‘ = ’HOm(G“K)‘ and h(G7H7’7>K) = h(Gl,HZ,’%,K)
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for some i. As H; is a free factor of G;, by [GJ, Proposition 3.1]
MG, Hi, i, K) = WGy, Hi, ki, K)

for every k; € Hom(H;, K). Hence h(G, H,v, K) = h(G, H, k, K) for every k € Hom(H, K).
Since K was chosen arbitrary, by [GJ, Proposition 3.1] H is a free factor of G. ]

Theorem 12.25. Let G = G, ¢ Gy be a finitely generated free pro-p product with cyclic
amalgamation. Then G splits as a free pro-p product if and only if C belongs to a free
factor of G or Gs.

Proof. If G is free pro-p, the result is the subject of Proposition[I12.15] Otherwise, consider
the Grushko decomposition G = [, H; I F' as a free pro-p product of non-cyclic II-
indecomposable pro-p groups H; and a free pro-p group F.

Case 1. At least one of the conjugates of H;, say H; intersects a conjugate of C.
Then w.l.o.g. we may assume that H; N C' # 1. Since the centralizer of any element of
Hy is in Hy (cf. [RZ-00, Theorem 9.1.12]), C' < H;. Note that G; N H; is a free factor
of G; by the pro-p version of the Kurosh subgroup theorem (see Theorem . Write
Gi=(GNH)OL;. If Ly = Ly =1, then G < H;, a contradiction. Therefore L; or Lo
is non-trivial and therefore C is in a non-trivial free factor of G; or Gs.

Case 2. Suppose now that all H;s intersect conjugates of C' trivially. Then C' is infinite
cyclic and acts freely on the standard pro-p tree S = S(G) corresponding to these free
pro-p product. Since H; acts on S with trivial edge stabilizers, by |[Rl Theorem 9.6.1]
H; spits as a free pro-p product of its vertex stabilizers and a free pro-p group, so from
the assumption on H; one deduces that all H; are conjugate into G or Go. Let U be an
open normal subgroup of G and U the normal subgroup generated by the intersections
UNH! i=1,...,n. Then Gy := G/U = ]_[ HU/U and for some U the image of C' in
Gy is infinite cychc and acts freely on S/ U. As every H; is conjugate into GGy or G, so
are the intersections U N HY,i = 1,...,n, therefore denoting the image of C' in Gy by the
same letter we can write Gy = Gy e Goy, where Gy = Gzﬁ/ﬁ Since Gy is virtually
free pro-p (U/ U is free pro-p), by Theorem C' is a free factor of Gy for i =1 or 2,
Zay C is a free factor of Gyy. Since G = @U Gy, by Lemma C is a free factor of

1-

Conversely, if C'is in the free factor L; of G;, i.e. G; = K;I1L; then G = K;11(L;11oG5)
is a free pro-p product. O

Corollary 12.26. Let G = G111 Gs be a finitely generated free pro-p product with cyclic
amalgamation C. If C < ®(G1) N P(Gy) then G does not split as a free pro-p product.

Corollary 12.27. Let G, g Gy be a finitely generated free pro-p product with infinite
virtually cyclic amalgamation C. If G splits as an amalgamated free pro-p product or
pro-p HNN-extension over a finite p-group K, then Gy or Gs splits as an amalgamated
free pro-p product or pro-p HNN-extension over a finite p-group relative to C'.

Proof. Let H be a maximal open normal subgroup of G intersecting K trivially such that
C' N H is infinite cyclic. Then by Corollary H = H, 11 H, is a non-trivial free pro-p
product. As Hy N HY = 1 for any g € G (see [RZ10, Theorem 9.1.12]) we deduce that
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either Gy N H or Go N H, say Gy N H is not contained in the conjugate of H; for 1 = 1,2
and so by the Kurosh subgroup theorem (Theorem G N H splits as a non-trivial
free pro-p product. Now considering (G4 N H) Hcnmy (G2 N H) we can apply Theorem
[12.25] to deduce that C'N H is a free factor of Gy N H and clearly {(HNC)" | h € HNG,}
is Gy-invariant (since G leaves invariant the set of conjugates of C'). Then by Theorem
G splits as a finite graph of pro-p groups with finite edge groups relative to C.

O

We finish with considering an HNN-extension.

Theorem 12.28. Let G = HNN(G4,C,t) be a finitely generated HNN-extension with
cyclic associated subgroup C. If G splits as a free pro-p product G = Hy 11 Hy then C or
C* belongs to a free factor of Gy.

1

Proof. Note that (Gl,Gﬁ_l> = G g GY . The normal closure of G; in G can not
belong to a free factor H; of G since a free factor is sef-normalized (see |[RZ10, Theorem
9.1.12]). Hence there exists n € Z such that (G1",GY"") not in a free factor H; of G
(indeed (G} | n € Z) is dense in the normal closure << G; >> of Gy in G). Hence
(Gy,GY) = G111 G does not belong to a free factor H; of G.

Thus by the pro-p version of the Kurosh subgroup theorem (see Theorem this
subgroup satisfies the premises of Theorem @ and so C'is a free factor of GGy or G’jﬁl.
In the latter case C? is a free factor of G. O

Corollary 12.29. Let G = HNN(G,,C,t) be a finitely generated HNN-extension with
cyclic associated subgroup C. If C,C* < ®(Gy) then G does not split as a free pro-p
product.
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