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Homological Stability for automorphism groups of Raags

GIOVANNI GANDINI

NATHALIE WAHL

We show that the homology of the automorphism group of a right-angled Artin
group stabilizes under taking products with any right-angled Artin group.

20F65; 20F28

Introduction

It has been conjectured that, for any (finitely generated) discrete groupG, the homology
groupsHi(Aut(G∗n);Z) and Hi(Aut(Gn);Z) should be independent ofn, for n ≫ i ,
generalizing the classical stability results for GLn(Z) and Aut(Fn) whenG = Z. (See
the conjectures [9, Conjecture 1.4],[15, Conjecture 5.16], and the classical results in
[2, 7, 8, 14, 17].)

The stabilization ofHi(Aut(G∗n);Z) for i large has been shown to hold for most groups
by the main theorem of [3] and [9, Corollary 1.3].1 The stabilization ofHi(Aut(Gn);Z)
in contrast has so far only been known in two extreme cases: when G is abelian
and whenG has trivial center and does not factorize as a direct product. Indeed, in
the first case Aut(Gn) is isomorphic to GLn(End(G)), which is known to stabilize
(see Proposition5.2), while in the second case, the group Aut(Gn) is isomorphic to
Aut(G) ≀ Σn [12], a group that is also known to stabilize [9, Proposition 1.6].2 In the
present paper, we verify that the second conjecture holds for G any right-angled Artin
group, possibly factorizable, possibly with a non-trivialcenter. This proves a first
“mixed case” of the conjecture, which interpolates betweenthe two previously known
cases.

1[3] gives stability for Aut(G∗n) with G any group with a finite free product decompo-
sition (eg. a finitely generated group) withoutZ factor, while [9] treats the cases withG
arising as fundamental groups of certain 3–manifolds, allowing Z factors in the free product
decomposition.

2Slightly more generally, for the second case, one can get stability for Aut(Gn) for G a
product of certain such center-free groups using [12].

http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.06723v2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet/search/mscdoc.html?code=20F65,(20F28)
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A right-angled Artin group(orRAAG) is a group with a finite set of generatorss1, . . . , sn

and relations that are commutation relations between the generators, i.e. relations of
the form sisj = sjsi for certain i ’s and j ’s. The extreme examples of RAAGs are the
free groupsFn if no commutation relation holds, and the free abelian groups Z

n if all
commutation relations hold. Given any two RAAGsA andB, their product is again a
RAAG. We consider in the present paper the sequence of groupsGn = Aut(A × Bn)
associated toA andB, and the sequence of maps

σn : Gn = Aut(A× Bn) −→ Gn+1 = Aut(A× Bn+1)

taking an automorphismf of A× Bn to the automorphismf × B of A× Bn+1 leaving
the lastB factor fixed. Note that whenA is the trivial group, the groupGn = Aut(Bn)
is a group as in the second conjecture above.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem A (Stability with constant coefficients) LetA,B be any RAAGs. The map

Hi(Aut(A× Bn);Z) −→ Hi(Aut(A× Bn+1);Z)

induced byσn is surjective for alli ≤ n−1
2 and an isomorphism fori ≤ n−2

2 . If B has
no Z–factors, then surjectivity holds fori ≤ n

2 and injectivity for i ≤ n−1
2 .

We prove this stability theorem using the general method developed by Randal-Williams
and the second author in [15]. This method provides a more general stability result,
namely stability in homology not only with constant coefficientsZ as above, but also
with both polynomialandabeliancoefficients, and we establish our main result also
in this level of generality as Theorem5.1. The following theorems are further special
cases of Theorem5.1:

Stability for Aut(A× Bn) with the (abelian) coefficientsH1(Aut(A× Bn)) implies the
following:

Theorem B (Stability for commutator subgroups) LetA,B be any RAAGs and let
Aut′(A× Bn) denote the commutator subgroup of Aut(A× Bn). The map

Hi(Aut′(A× Bn);Z) −→ Hi(Aut′(A× Bn+1);Z)

induced byσn is surjective for alli ≤ n−2
3 and an isomorphism fori ≤ n−4

3 . If B has
no Z–factors, then surjectivity holds fori ≤ n−1

3 and injectivity for i ≤ n−3
3 .

An example of a polynomial coefficient system for the groups Aut(A × Bn) is the
sequence of “standard” representationsH1(A × Bn), and stability with polynomial
coefficients yields the following in that case:
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Theorem C (Stability with coefficients in the standard representation) Let A,B be
any RAAGs. Then the map

Hi(Aut(A× Bn); H1(A× Bn)) −→ Hi(Aut(A× Bn+1); H1(A× Bn+1))

is surjective for alli ≤ n−2
2 and an isomorphism fori ≤ n−3

2 . If B has noZ–factors,
then surjectivity holds fori ≤ n−1

2 and injectivity for i ≤ n−2
2 .

To prove the above theorems, we show that right-angled Artingroups under direct
product fit in the set-up of homogeneous categories developed in [15], and recalled
here in Section1. The main ingredient of stability is the high connectivity of certain
semisimplicial setsWn(A,B) associated to the sequence of groups Aut(A× Bn). We
define and study those semisimplicial sets in Section2, together with three closely
related simplicial complexesIn(A,B), SIn(A,B) and Sn(A,B). Sections1 and2 are
written in the general context of families of groups closed under direct product. In
Section3, we show that right-angled Artin groups admit a “prime decomposition”
with respect to direct product, and we give a description of the automorphism group
of such a group in terms of this decomposition. Section4 then uses these results that
are specific to RAAGs together with the complexes defined in Section 2 to prove that
the semisimplicial setsWn(A,B) are highly connected. For the connectivity results,
we usejoin complexmethods from [9], as well as an argument of Maazen [14] for
the caseB = Z. Finally Section5 states the general stability result, which, given the
connectivity result, is a direct application of the main result in [15].
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The second author was supported by the Danish National Sciences Research Council
(DNSRC) and the European Research Council (ERC), as well as by the Danish National
Research Foundation through the Centre for Symmetry and Deformation (DNRF92).

1 Families of groups

We consider here families of groupsF which are closed under direct product. We say
thatF satisfiescancellationif for all A,B,C in F , we have that

A× C ∼= B× C =⇒ A ∼= B.

Cancellation is not satisfied for the family of all finitely generated groups, see eg. [11,
Section 3] or [10] for an example where cancellation withZ fails. Cancellation though
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holds for the family of all finitely generated abelian groupsby their classification, the
family of all finite groups [10], or for the family of all right angled Artin groups as we
will show in Section3.

Given a family of groupsF , we let GF denote its associated groupoid, namely the
groupoid with objects the elements ofF and morphisms all group isomorphisms. Let
e denote the trivial group. WhenF is closed under direct product, we have that
(GF ,×,e) is a symmetric monoidal groupoid.

Recall from [15, Section 1.1], [6, page 219] the categoryUGF = 〈GF ,GF 〉 associated
to (GF ,×,e): it has the same objects asGF , namely the elements ofF , and morphisms
from A to B given as pairs (X, f ), whereX ∈ F andf : X×A

≃
−→ B is an isomorphism,

up to the equivalence relation that (X, f ) ∼ (X′, f ′) if there exists an isomorphism
φ : X → X′ such thatf = f ′ ◦ (φ× A).

Recall from [15, Definition 1.2] that a monoidal category (C,⊕,0) is calledhomo-
geneousif 0 is initial in C and for everyA,B in C , the following two properties
hold:

H1 Hom(A,B) is a transitive Aut(B)-set under post-composition;

H2 The map Aut(A) → Aut(A ⊕ B) taking f to f ⊕ B is injective with image
Fix(B,A⊕ B),

where Fix(B,A⊕B) is the set ofφ ∈ Aut(A⊕B) satisfying thatφ ◦ (ιA ⊕B) = ιA⊕B
in Hom(B,A⊕ B), for ιA : 0 → A the unique morphism.

Proposition 1.1 If F satisfies cancellation, then the categoryUGF is a symmetric
monoidal homogeneous category whose underlying groupoid is GF .

Proof As (GF ,×,e) is symmetric monoidal,UGF is symmetric monoidal by [15,
Proposition 1.6], ande is initial in UGF . We have thatGF satisfies cancellation by
assumption, and for anyA,B ∈ F , the map AutGF

(A) → AutGF
(A × B) taking f

to f × B is injective. Then [15, Theorem 1.8] implies thatUGF is a homogeneous
category. Finally, ifA × B ∼= e, we must haveA = B = e and the unite has no
non-trivial automorphisms. HenceGF satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 1.10 in
[15], which gives thatGF is the underlying groupoid ofUGF .

Remark 1.2 If one wants to consider a familyF that does not satisfy cancellation,
one can replaceGF by a groupoid that does satisfy cancellation (by forgettingthat
certain objects are isomorphic) and obtain an associated homogeneous category. We
will however here for simplicity only consider families satisfying cancellation.
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We end the section by showing that the homogeneous categories UGF considered here
are not pathological in the sense that they satisfy the following standardnessproperty:
Let (C,⊕,0) be a homogeneous category and (A,X) a pair of objects inC . We say
that C is locally standard at(A,X) [15, Definition 2.5] if

LS1 The morphismsιA ⊕ X ⊕ ιX and ιA⊕X ⊕ X are distinct in Hom(X,A⊕ X⊕2);

LS2 For all n ≥ 1, the map Hom(X,A⊕ X⊕n−1) → Hom(X,A⊕ X⊕n) taking f to
f ⊕ ιX is injective.

Proposition 1.3 For any familyF , the categoryUGF is locally standard at any(A,X).

To prove this proposition, it is easiest to use an alternative description of the morphisms
in the categoryUGF , given by the following:

Lemma 1.4 The association[X, f ] 7→ (f (X), f |A) defines a one-to-one correspondence
betweenHomUGF

(A,B) and the set of pairs(H,g) with H ≤ B and g: A → B an
injective homomorphism such thatB = H × g(A).

Proof of Lemma 1.4 First note that bothf (X) and f |A are independent of the repre-
sentative of [X, f ], so the association is well-defined.

Suppose that [X, f ] and [Y,g] are morphisms fromA to B in UGF satisfying that
(f (X), f |A) = (g(Y),g|A). Then g−1|f (X) ◦ f |X : X → Y is an isomorphism andf =

g ◦ ((g−1|f (X) ◦ f |X) × A) as both maps agree on their restrictions toX andA. Hence
[X, f ] = [Y,g].

We are left to check that any (H,g) is in the image. This follows from the fact that,
given such an (H,g), the mapH × g: H × A → B is an isomorphism.

Proof of Proposition 1.3 We need to check the two axioms LS1 and LS2. For LS1, we
need that the mapsιA×X×ιX andιA×X×X from X to A×X2 in UGF are distinct. From
the definition of the monoidal structure inUGF given in the proof of Proposition 1.6
of [15], we have thatιA×X× ιX = [A×X,A×b−1

X,X] and ιA×X×X = [A×X, idA×X2],

wherebX,X = b−1
X,X : X2 → X2 denotes the symmetry. The fact that they are distinct

then follows from the lemma as, for example, (A× b−1
X,X)|e×e×X 6= idA×X2|e×e×X .

For LS2, we need to show that the map−×ιX : Hom(X,A×Xn−1) → Hom(X,A×Xn)
is injective. This follows again from Lemma1.4as (H, f ) × ιX = (H × in(X), f ) in the
description of the morphisms given by the lemma, wherein(X) ≤ A× Xn denotes the
last X factor. This association is injective.
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2 Simplicial complexes and semi-simplical sets associatedto
a family of groups

To a family of groupsF closed under direct product, we associated in the previous
section a categoryUGF with objects the elements ofF . Using the morphism sets
in this category, the paper [15] associates to any pair of objectsA,X ∈ F and any
n ≥ 0, a semisimplicial setWn(A,X) and a simplicial complexSn(A,X). In the
present section, we recall the definitions ofSn(A,X) andWn(A,X) and introduce new
simplicial complexesIn(A,X) and SIn(A,X) likewise associated toA,X ∈ F . We
then study the relationship between these four different simplicial objects. To prove
homological stability, we will need to show that the semisimplicial setsWn(A,X) are
highly connected. This will be done in Section4 in the case of the family of all
right-angled Artin groups using the three simplicial complexes introduced here. We
give in the present section results that allow transfer of connectivity from one of the
above spaces to another that work in a general context and that will be combined in
Section4 with results specific to right-angled Artin groups. For simplicity, we will
again assume thatF satisfies cancellation:

Standing assumption for the section: F is a family of finitely generated groups,
closed under direct product, and satisfying cancellation.

Given groupsA,X in F , we will consider injective mapsf : Xk → A × Xn so that
there is a splittingA× Xn = f (Xk) × H with H in F . As F satisfies cancellation, we
always have thatH ∼= A× Xn−k . We call such a mapf anF –split map, and we call
the pair (f ,H) anF –splitting.

Recall that asimplicial complex Yis defined from a set of verticesY0 by giving a
collection of finite subsets ofY0 closed under taking subsets. The subsets of cardinality
p+ 1 are called thep–simplicesof Y. On the other hand, asemisimplicial set Wis
a collection of setsWp of p–simplicesfor each p ≥ 0 related by boundary maps
di : Wp → Wp−1 for each 0≤ i ≤ p satisfying the simplicial identities. Both
simplicial complexes and semisimplicial sets admit a realization, that has a copy of∆p

for eachp–simplex of the simplicial object. When we talk about connectivity of such
objects, we always refer to the connectivity of their realization.

We define now three simplicial complexes and one semisimplicial set whose objects
are eitherF –split maps orF –splittings.
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Definition 2.1 To a pair of groupsX,A ∈ F and a natural numbern ≥ 0, we associate
the following simplicial complexes:

In(A,X) A vertex in In(A,X) is anF –split mapf : X → A × Xn. Distinct vertices
f0, . . . , fp form ap–simplex inIn(A,X) if the map (f0, . . . , fp) : Xp+1 → A×Xn

is F –split.

SIn(A,X) A vertex in SIn(A,X) is anF –splitting (f ,H) with f ∈ In(A,X). Distinct
vertices (f0,H0), . . . , (fp,Hp) form a p–simplex ofSIn(A,X) if 〈f0, . . . , fp〉 is a
p–simplex ofIn(A,X) and fi(X) ≤ Hj for eachi 6= j .

Sn(A,X) The vertices ofSn(A,X) are the same as those ofSIn(A,X). Distinct vertices
(f0,H0), . . . , (fp,Hp) form ap–simplex ofSn(A,X) if there exists anF –splitting
(f ,H), with f = (f0, . . . , fp) : Xp+1 → A× Xn, such thatHj = H ×

∏

i 6=j fi(X)
for eachj .

We moreover associate the following semisimplicial set:

Wn(A,X) A p–simplex inWn(A,X) is anF –splitting (f ,H), with f : Xp+1 → A×Xn,
and thej th facedj(f ,H) = (f ◦dj ,H×f (i j )) for dj : Xp → Xp+1 the map skipping
the (j + 1)st factor andi j = ιXj × X × ιXp−j : X → Xp+1.

Using Lemma1.4, one checks immediately thatWn(A,X) identifies with the semisim-
plicial set of [15, Definition 2.1] associated to the categoryUGF , andSn(A,X) identifies
with the simplicial complex of [15, Definition 2.8] likewise associated toUGF .

The following proposition shows that, in the context we workwith, we can always
approach the connectivity ofWn(A,X) via that ofSn(A,X).

Proposition 2.2 Let F be a family of groups satisfying cancellation and leta, k ≥ 1.
The simplicial complexSn(A,X) is (n−a

k )–connected for alln ≥ 0 if and only if the
semisimplicial setWn(A,X) is (n−a

k )–connected for alln ≥ 0.

Proof As UGF is symmetric monoidal, homogeneous (Proposition1.1) and locally
standard (Proposition1.3), Proposition 2.9 of [15] yields that the semisimplicial sets
Wn(A,X) satisfy condition (A) in that paper (see [15, Section 2.1]). The result then
follows from [15, Theorem 2.10].

Note that there is an inclusion of simplicial complexes

Sn(A,X) →֒ SIn(A,X).
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Indeed, the two complexes have the same set of vertices, and simplices of Sn(A,X)
satisfy the condition for being a simplex ofSIn(A,X). There is also a forgetful map

SIn(A,X) −→ In(A,X).

Recall from [9, Definition 3.2] that ajoin complexover a simplicial complexX is
a simplicial complexY together with a simplicial mapπ : Y → X satisfying the
following properties:

(1) π is surjective;

(2) π is injective on individual simplices;

(3) For eachp-simplexσ = 〈x0, · · · , xp〉 of X the subcomplexY(σ) of Y consisting
of all the p-simplices that project toσ is the join Yx0(σ) ∗ · · · ∗ Yxp(σ) of the
vertex setsYxi (σ) = Y(σ) ∩ π−1(xi).

We say thatY is acomplete joinover X if Yxi (σ) = π−1(xi) for eachσ and eachxi .

Join complexes usually arise vialabeling systems(see [9, Example 3.3]): a labeling
system for a simplicial complexX is a collection of nonempty setsLx(σ) for each
simplexσ of X and each vertexx of σ , satisfyingLx(τ ) ⊃ Lx(σ) wheneverx ∈ τ ⊂ σ .
One can think ofLx(σ) as the set of labels ofx that are compatible withσ . We can
use the labeling systemL to define a new simplicial complexXL having vertices the
pairs (x, l) with x ∈ X and l ∈ Lx(〈x〉). A collection of pairs ((x0, l0), · · · , (xp, lp))
then forms ap-simplex of XL if and only if σ = 〈x0, · · · , xp〉 is a p-simplex of X
and l i ∈ Lxi (σ) for each i . Then the natural mapπ : XL → X forgetting the labels
representsXL as a join complex overX.

Proposition 2.3 The complexSIn(A,X) is a join complex overIn(A,X).

Proof We check thatSIn(A,X) can be constructed fromIn(A,X) via a labeling system
in the sense described above. For each simplexσ = 〈f0, . . . , fp〉 of In(A,X) and each
vertex fi in σ , we define the set of labels offi compatible withσ as

Lfi (σ) := {H ≤ A× Xn | (fi ,H) ∈ SIn(A,X), fj(X) ≤ H for eachfj 6= fi ∈ σ}.

These sets are non-empty because the fact that〈f0, . . . , fp〉 is a simplex ofIn(A,X)
implies that there exists anF –splitting (f ,H) with

f = (f0, . . . , fp) : Xp+1 → A× Xn
= H × f (Xp+1).

Let Hi = H ×
∏

j 6=i fj(X). ThenHi ∈ Lfi (σ). We clearly have that for anyfi ∈ τ ⊂ σ ,
Lfi (τ ) ⊃ Lfi (σ), andSIn(A,X) = (In(A,X))L .
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This will allow us to use results from [9] to obtain in good cases a connectivity bound
for SIn(A,X) from one forIn(A,X).

We now show that, under one additional assumption,Sn(A,X) and SIn(A,X) are iso-
morphic, in which case we will also get a connectivity resultfor Sn from that of
SIn.

Proposition 2.4 Suppose that for any simplex〈(f0,H0), . . . , (fp,Hp)〉 of SIn(A,X), we
have that

⋂p
i=0 Hi ∈ F . Then the inclusionSn(A,X) →֒ SIn(A,X) is an isomorphism.

Lemma 2.5 SupposeA,B,A′,B′ are groups such thatA× B = A′ × B′ andA′ ≤ A.
ThenA = A′ × (B′ ∩ A).

Proof Consider the inclusionA′ × (B′ ∩ A) → A. This is an injective group homo-
morphism. Now everya ∈ A ≤ A × B = A′ × B′ can be written asa = a′b′ with
a′ ∈ A′ andb′ ∈ B′ . But thenb′ = (a′)−1a ∈ A and hencea ∈ A′ × (B′ ∩ A) and the
map is also surjective.

Proof of Proposition 2.4 Recall thatSn(A,X) andSIn(A,X) have the same set of ver-
tices, and that there is an inclusionSn(A,X) →֒ SIn(A,X), that is simplices ofSn(A,X)
are also simplices inSIn(A,X). So we are left to check that simplices ofSIn(A,X) are
also always simplices inSn(A,X). So consider ap–simplex 〈(g0,K0), . . . , (gp,Kp)〉
of SIn(A,X). We have thatg = (g0, . . . ,gp) : Xp+1 → A× Xn is split injective. To
show that these vertices form ap–simplex inSn(A,X), we need to find a complement
K ≤ A× Xn for g with K ∈ F satisfying that

(1) Kj = K ×
∏

i 6=j

gi(X).

Note that ifK satisfies (1), it necessarily is a complement forg asKj ×gj(X) = A×Xn

for each j . Let K =
⋂

j Kj ≤ A × Xn. By the assumption, we have thatK ∈ F .
We will now check that it satisfies (1), which will finish the proof. By renaming
the factors, it is enough to prove that (1) holds for j = 0. We do it by induction:
we start with K0 = K0. Supposer ≥ 2 and assume that we have proved that
K0 =

⋂r−1
j=0 Kj × g1(X) × · · · × gr−1(X). We have that

r−1
⋂

j=0

Kj × g1(X) × · · · × gr−1(X) × g0(X) = K0 × g0(X) = A× Xn
= Kr × gr (X).

Now gr (X) ≤ Kj for all j = 0, . . . , r − 1. Applying the lemma we thus get that
⋂r−1

j=0 Kj = gr (X) ×
(

(
⋂r−1

j=0 Kj)
⋂

Kr
)

, which gives the induction step.



10 Giovanni Gandini and Nathalie Wahl

The following proposition will also be useful in the sequel:

Proposition 2.6 The action ofAut(A × Xn) on A × Xn induces an action on the
complexesIn(A,X) andSn(A,X) which is transitive on the set ofp-simplices for every
p in both cases. Moreover, the composed mapSn(A,X) → SIn(A,X) → In(A,X) is
equivariant with respect to these actions.

Proof The action is induced by post-composition by automorphismson the split
mapsf : Xp+1 → A × Xn, and by evaluation on splittingsH ≤ A × Xn. The map
Sn(A,X) → In(A,X) forgets the choice of splitting and is hence equivariant. For
Sn(A,X), transitivity of the action is axiom H1 in the homogeneous categoryUGF [15,
Definition 1.2], which is satisfied by Proposition1.1. For In(A,X), it follows from the
corresponding fact forSn(A,X) and the fact that every simplex ofIn(A,X) admits a lift
in Sn(A,X).

3 RAAGs and their groups of automorphisms

Now we consider the familyF of all right-angled Artin groups, and give in this section
a few properties that are particular to these groups and thatwill allow us to prove the
connectivity result necessary for stability. In particular, we show that the family of
RAAGs satisfies cancellation and give a description of the automorphism group of a
direct product of RAAGs in terms of the automorphism groups of its factors. We start
by recalling what a RAAG is.

Given a finite simplicial graphΓ one can associate a groupAΓ with one generatorv
for each vertex ofΓ and a commuting relationvw = wv for each edge (v,w) in Γ.
Such a groupAΓ is called a graph group or more commonlyright-angled Artin group.
The main theorem of [4] says that the graph describing such a group is unique in the
sense that two such groupsAΓ andAΓ′ are isomorphic if and only if the graphsΓ and
Γ′ are isomorphic.

The next proposition says that RAAGs admit a “prime decomposition” with respect to
direct product.

Proposition 3.1 Any RAAG AΓ admits a maximal decomposition as

AΓ = AΓ1 × · · · × AΓk

with each AΓi a RAAG, and this decomposition is unique up to isomorphism and
permutation of the factors.
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Proof From Droms’ theorem [4], we have that the groupAΓ splits as a direct product
AΓ1 × AΓ2 = AΓ1∗Γ2 if and only if the graphΓ is isomorphic to the joinΓ1 ∗ Γ2. This
reduces the proposition to the existence and uniqueness of the maximal decomposition
of a finite graph as a join. LetX be a finite simplicial graph. Since the graph is finite
there exists a maximal join decompositionX = X1 ∗ X2 ∗ · · · ∗ Xn, with n < ∞. Now
supposeX = X1∗X2∗· · · ∗Xn = Y1∗Y2∗ ...∗Ym are two distinct such decompositions.
Let k ≥ 0 be maximal such that there is a permutationσ ∈ Σm with Xi = Yσ(i) for
each 1≤ i ≤ k. By maximality, Xk+1 is distinct from the remainingYi ’s. We have
that Xk+1 cannot be contained in someYi otherwiseYi would decompose as a proper
join, a contradiction to the maximality of the join decomposition Y1∗Y2∗ ...∗Ym. Then
Xk+1 must intersect non triviallyr of the remainingYi ’s and so it itself must split as an
r -join, a contradiction to the maximality of the decomposition X1 ∗ X2 ∗ · · · ∗ Xn.

Corollary 3.2 The family of RAAGs satisfies cancellation with respect to direct
product.

We are here interested in the automorphism groups of RAAGs. The papers [16,
13] establish that the automorphism group Aut(AΓ) is generated by the following
automorphisms:

(1) (graph automorphisms) automorphisms of the graphΓ via a permutation of its
set of verticesV ,

(2) (inversions) for v ∈ V , a map sendingv → v−1 and fixing all other generators,

(3) (transvections) for v 6= w ∈ V such that Link(v) ⊆ Star(w), a map sending
v → vw and fixing all other generators,

(4) (partial conjugations) for v ∈ V and C a component ofΓ\Star(v), the map
sendingx → vxv−1 for every vertexx of C and fixing all other generators.

The next proposition builds on the work of Fullarton [5] to show how automorphisms
of RAAGs interact with the direct product decomposition of aRAAG.

Proposition 3.3 Given a RAAGAΓ with maximal decomposition

AΓ = Z
d × (AΓ1)

i1 × · · · × (AΓk)
ik

with the AΓi ’s distinct and not equal toZ, we have

Aut(AΓ) ∼= Z
d|Γ′|

⋊
(

GLd(Z) × Aut(AΓ′)
)

∼= Z
d|Γ′|

⋊
(

GLd(Z) × (Aut(AΓ1) ≀ Σi1) × . . .× (Aut(AΓk) ≀ Σik)
)

whereΓ′ = (∗i1Γ1) ∗ · · · ∗ (∗ikΓk) with |Γ′| its number of vertices, and whereZd|Γ′| is
generated by transvectionsv → vz for v ∈ Γ′ andz∈ Z

d .
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Proof The first isomorphism is given by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 in [5]. To get the
second isomorphism, we are left to study Aut(AΓ′), the automorphism group of a
RAAG AΓ′ with no Z–factor. If AΓ′ is unfactorizable, there is nothing to show, so we
assume that it is factorizable. We have an inclusion

(Aut(AΓ1) ≀ Σi1) × . . . × (Aut(AΓk) ≀ Σik) →֒ Aut(AΓ′)

so all we need to check is that every automorphism ofAΓ′ comes from the left hand side.
We do this by inspecting the generators in the classificationrecalled above. We see that
type (2) automorphisms are internal to each factor, i.e. areelements of some Aut(AΓi ).
Type (3) can only be internal to a factor forAΓ′ becauseAΓ′ has noZ–factors, and
likewise for type (4) becauseAΓ′ is a direct product. Finally, type (1) automorphisms,
the graph automorphisms, satisfy

Aut(Γ′) = Aut
(

(∗i1Γ1) ∗ · · · ∗ (∗ikΓk)
)

= (Aut(Γ1) ≀ Σi1) × . . .× (Aut(Γk) ≀ Σik).

Indeed supposeφ is such a graph automorphism and letv be a vertex of some copy of
Γi and suppose thatφ(v) is a vertex of a copy of someΓj . As Γi is not a join, we must
have thatφ restricted to thatΓi gives an injective mapΓi →֒ Γj . If i = j , this map
must be an isomorphism. If not,Γ

∗ij
j , which lies in the link ofv, cannot be mapped

to itself by φ. So there must be a vertex of someΓj mapped to some otherΓk with a
corresponding injection induced byφ. By the pigeonhole principle, the sequence of
such graph injection will end in some copy ofΓi after finitely many steps, which then
implies that in factΓi

∼= Γj
∼= Γk

∼= . . . . Hence eachΓi has to be mapped by such aφ
to some standard copy ofΓi in the join and the automorphism group of the join is as
described.

4 Connectivity of the simplicial complexes

In this section we show that the semisimplicial setsWn(A,X) of Section2 are highly
connected for any unfactorizableX whenF is the family of all RAAGs. We will treat
separately the casesX 6= Z andX = Z. In both cases, we will deduce this result from
a computation of the connectivity of the simplicial complexesIn(A,X). In the first case
we will show thatIn(A,X) ∼= Sn(A,X) while for X = Z, following [15, Section 5.3]
in the case ofGLn(R), we will show thatSn(A,Z) ∼= SIn(A,Z) and use thatSIn(A,Z)
is a join complex overIn(A,Z). The connectivity ofWn(A,X) will then follow using
Proposition2.2.

The proof of connectivity ofIn(A,X) whenX 6= Z is a “coloring argument”, while for
X = Z, we follow closely the work of Maazen [14]. The semisimplicial setWn(e,Z) is
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essentially already in the work of Charney [1] under the nameSU(Zn). Charney’s proof
of connectivity can be adapted to the present setting and yields the same connectivity
as we get.

CaseX 6= Z

The main result of the section is the following:

Theorem 4.1 Let A,X be RAAGs such thatX 6= Z. Then the semisimplicial set
Wn(A,X) is (n− 2)–connected.

The proof of the theorem will use the following:

Proposition 4.2 Let A,X be RAAGs such thatX 6= Z is unfactorizable andA has no
direct factorX. Then RAAG-split mapsf : Xp → A× Xn have unique complements.
Moreover, the complexesIn(A,X) andSn(A,X) are isomorphic.

Proof The mapSn(A,X) → In(A,X) forgetting the chosen complements is surjective.
To show that it is also injective, it is enough to check that itis injective on vertices.
Hence the first part of the statement in the proposition in thecasep = 1 implies the
second.

By Proposition2.6, it is enough to check the uniqueness of complements for the standard
p–simplexσp = 〈fn−p, . . . , fn〉 for eachp, with fj : X → A× Xn including X as the
j th X-factor. The standard simplexσp admits the subgroupHp = A× Xn−p−1 × e≤

A× Xn−p−1 × Xp+1 as complement. Again by Proposition2.6, any other complement
for σp can be obtained fromHp by acting by an automorphism ofA× Xn fixing the
last p+ 1 factorsX. But from the description of the automorphisms (Proposition 3.3),
we see thatHp is fixed by all such automorphisms and henceHp is the only possible
complement.

Let X = 〈v1, v2, . . . vr〉 wherev1, . . . , vr is the standard vertex generating set ofX. A
vertexf ∈ In(X,A) is determined by the tuplef = (f (v1), . . . , f (vr )) ∈ (A×Xn)r . Write
Xn = X1 × · · · ×Xn. By Proposition2.6, we can writef = φ ◦ f1 for f1 : X → A×Xn

the inclusion asX1, the firstX-factor, andφ ∈ Aut(A × Xn). By Proposition3.3, it
follows that f (vi ) = wzi1

1 . . . zid
d , for z1, . . . , zd the canonical generators ofZd ≤ A and

w ∈ Xj for some j independent ofi . We say thatj is thecolor of f . Note that the
unique complement off is H = A×

∏

i 6=j(Xi) if the color of f is j .
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Lemma 4.3 Let A,X be RAAGs such thatX 6= Z is unfactorizable and is not a factor
in A. Then verticesf0, . . . , fp ∈ In(A,X) form a simplex if and only if thefi ’s have
distinct colors in the above sense.

Proof Simplices ofIn(A,X) have this property by Proposition2.6and Proposition3.3.
Conversely, supposef0, . . . , fp are vertices ofIn of distinct colors. Then the map
f = (f0, . . . , fp) : Xp+1 → A× Xn is an injective homomorphism and

H = A×
∏

i 6=col(f0),...,col(fp)

Xi

is a complement for it. Hence (f0, . . . , fp) is a p–simplex ofIn.

Recall that a simplicial complexS is Cohen-Macaulayof dimensionn if it has dimen-
sionn, is (n−1)–connected, and the link of anyp–simplex inS is (n−p−2)–connected.

Proposition 4.4 Let A,X be RAAGs such thatX 6= Z is unfactorizable and it is not
a factor inA. Then the simplicial complexIn(X,A) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension
n− 1. In particular, it is(n− 2)-connected.

Proof Consider the mapπ : In(A,X) → ∆n−1 taking a vertexf to its color. This is a
simplicial map which exhibitsIn(A,X) as a complete join over∆n−1 in the sense of [9,
Definition 3.2] (see also Section2). Indeed, this map is surjective as well as injective
in individual simplices. Also, for every simplexσ = 〈i0, . . . , ip〉 in ∆n−1, we have
that π−1(σ) = π−1(i0) ∗ · · · ∗ π−1(ip) as vertices ofIn form a simplex if and only if
they have different colors by the lemma. The result is then a direct application of [9,
Proposition 3.5] and the fact that∆n−1 is Cohen-Macaulay of dimensionn− 1.

We are finally ready to prove the main result of the section:

Proof of Theorem 4.1 If A ∼= A′ × Xk for somek > 0, we replaceWn(A,X) by the
isomorphic complexWn+k(A′,X). Hence we may assume thatA has noX–factor. By
Proposition4.4, we have thatIn(A,X) is (n− 2)–connected for alln ≥ 0. Hence by
Proposition4.2, the same holds forSn(A,X). Finally by Proposition2.2 with k = 1
anda = 2, we have that the same also holds forWn(A,X).
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CaseX = Z

The main result of the section is the following:

Theorem 4.5 Let A be a RAAG. Then the semisimplicial setWn(A,Z) is (n−3
2 )–

connected.

Lemma 4.6 In(A,Z) ∼= In(e,Z) for any RAAG A with no Z–summand.

Proof There is an inclusionα : In(e,Z) → In(A,Z) induced by composing maps to
Z

n with the canonical inclusionZn → A×Z
n, given that a complement inA×Z

n can
be obtained from a complement inZn by crossing withA. The mapα is simplicial and
injective, and we claim that it is also surjective. Indeed, by Proposition2.6, vertices of
In(Z,A) are mapsf : Z → A×Z

n that can be written as compositionsf = φ ◦ f1 for f1
the canonical inclusion as firstZ–factor andφ an automorphism ofA×Z

n. Now f1 is
in the image ofα, and by the classification of the automorphisms (or Proposition 3.3),
we can see thatf = φ ◦ f1 still is in the image ofα: as automorphisms ofA× Z

n take
Z

n to itself, the mapf has image inZn. Moreover, a complement forf is of the form
A′×H with A′ ∼= A andH ⊂ Z

n a complement forα−1(f ). Likewise, if vertices form
a simplex inIn(A,Z), they will also form a simplex inIn(e,Z).

Proposition 4.7 In(A,Z) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimensionn− 1.

Using the lemma, one can almost deduce the result from Corollary III.4.5 in [14],
though Maazen works with posets instead of simplicial complexes, and checks the
vanishing of the homology groups instead of the homotopy groups. The proof adapts
to our situation without any difficulty. We give it here for completeness.

Proof From Lemma4.6, we may assume thatA is the trivial group. For the rest
of the proof, we writeIn for In(e,Z). We have thatIn has dimensionn − 1. We
need to show that it is (n − 2)–connected, and that the link of anyp–simplexσ is
(n− p− 3)–connected for everyp ≥ 0. Allowing σ to be an empty “(−1)–simplex”,
we can also, and will, consider the connectivity ofIn itself as being that of such a
link. The link of a p–simplex is non-empty whenevern − p − 2 ≥ 0 and it has
dimensionn− p− 2. We prove that the connectivity holds for each link by induction
on the pair of dimensions (dim(Link),dim(σ)) in lexicographic order. The cases of
dim(Link) = n − p − 2 ≤ 0 are trivial as a non-empty space is (−1)–connected,
and the empty space is (−2)–connected (which is defined as a non-condition). So
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we fix n > p ≥ −1 with n − p − 2 ≥ 1 and we assume that we have proved that
LinkIm(σ) is (m− k − 3)–connected for everyk–simplexσ of Im with m > k ≥ −1
and m− k − 2 ≤ n − p − 2, with k < p if m− k − 2 = n − p − 2. Let σ be a
p–simplex ofIn. By Proposition2.6, we may assume thatσ = σp = 〈en−p, . . . ,en〉 is
the lastp+ 1 standard generators inZn, where we identify a mapf : Z → Z

n with
the elementf (1) ∈ Z

n. We will show that LinkIn(σ) is (n− p− 3)–connected, which
will give the induction step and prove the result.

A vertexv in Link In(σp) is given as an-tuple of integersv = ((v)1, . . . , (v)n). We filter
the link using the absolute value of the last coordinate: let

Oq := 〈v ∈ LinkIn(σp) | |(v)n| ≤ q〉 ⊂ Link In(σp)

i.e. Oq is the full subcomplex of LinkIn(σp) on the vertices whose last coordinate in
Z

n has absolute value at mostq. If p ≥ 0, we have thatO0
∼= LinkIn−1(σp−1), the

link of the lastp generators ofZn−1 in In−1 . Indeed, ifv1, . . . , vk ∈ Z
n have their

last coordinate equal to 0, then〈v1, . . . , vk,en−p, . . . ,en〉 is a simplex ofIn if and
only if 〈v̄1, . . . , v̄k,en−p, . . . ,en−1〉 is a simplex ofIn−1 for v̄i ∈ Z

n−1 the firstn− 1
coordinates ofvi . Hence by induction,O0 is (n− p− 3)–connected in that case. If
p = −1, O0

∼= In−1 is (n − 3)–connected by induction. We will show thatO1 is
(n− 2)–connected whenp = −1, i.e. also (n− p− 3)–connected. Then we will show
that in both cases, for everyq ≥ 0, if Oq is (n− p− 3)–connected, then so isOq+1.
This will prove the result given thatO0 (or O1 if p = −1) is (n−p−3)–connected, as
by compactness, any map from a sphere into the link will have image inOq for some
q ≥ 1.

We start by showing thatO1 is (n− 2)–connected whenp = −1. Recall that in this
case LinkIn(σp) = In. We can constructO1 from O0 by attaching successively the
verticesv ∈ In with |(v)n| = 1, along their link inO0 , then edges formed by such
vertices along their links in the newly formed complex, and so on. Explicitly this gives

O1 = O0

⋃

v1∈O1\O0

C(〈v1〉)
⋃

〈v1,v2〉⊂O1\O0

C(〈v1, v2〉) . . .
⋃

〈v1,...,vn〉⊂O1\O0

C(〈v1, . . . , vn〉)

where C(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) = 〈v1, . . . , vk〉 ∗ (Link In(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩ O0), attached succes-
sively alongLk := ∂〈v1, . . . , vk〉 ∗ (LinkIn(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩ O0). For k = 1, we have
that LinkIn(〈v1〉) ∩ O0 = O0 as the last coordinate ofv1 is ±1. Hence this link is
(n− 3)–connected. Now pick a vertexv ∈ O1\O0 . We can write

O0

⋃

v1∈O1\O0

C(〈v1〉) = Star(v)
⋃

v1 ∈ O1\O0

v1 6= v

C(〈v1〉)
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where Star(v) = O0 ∗ v is the star ofv within this complex. It follows that this second
stage of the filtration is (n−2)-connected, being homotopic to a wedge of suspensions
of (n− 3)–connected spaces.

For k > 1, we have again that all thevi ’s have last coordinate±1. Let εi = +1 if
(vi)n and (v1)n have the same sign, and−1 otherwise. Then

LinkIn(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩ O0
∼= Link In−1(〈v2 − ε2v1, . . . , vk − εkv1〉),

with vi − εiv1 denoting as above the firstn− 1 coordinates of this vector, noting that
its last coordinate is zero. Indeed, a simplex〈w1, . . . ,wq〉 is in the first link if and only
if the wj ’s have 0 as last coordinate and〈w1, . . . ,wq, v1, . . . , vk〉 is a partial basis of
Z

n, which is the case if and only if〈w1, . . . ,wq, v1, v2−ε2v1 . . . , vk−εkv1〉 is a partial
basis ofZn, which is the case if and only if〈w1, . . . ,wq, v2 − ε2v1 . . . , vk − εkv1〉 is
a partial basis ofZn−1. Hence this link is (n − k − 2)–connected by induction. So
the spaceLk , along which the coneC(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) is attached, is (n− 2)–connected.
Hence attaching eachC(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) keeps the space (n− 2)–connected.

We are left to show that ifOq is (n− p− 3)–connected thenOq+1 is also (n− p− 3)–
connected, whereOq is now the qth filtration of LinkIn(σp) without any special
assumption onp. We constructOq+1 from Oq by successively attaching the missing
vertices, edges, and so on, just like we constructedO1 from O0 above:

Oq+1 = Oq

⋃

v1∈Oq+1\Oq

C(〈v1〉)
⋃

〈v1,v2〉⊂Oq+1\Oq

C(〈v1, v2〉) . . .
⋃

〈v1,...,vn−p−1〉⊂Oq+1\Oq

C(〈v1, . . . , vn−p−1〉).

Again we need to compute the connectivity of the link of〈v1, . . . , vk〉 in LinkIn(σp)
intersected withOq. This link is a subcomplex of LinkLink In(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉). By
Proposition2.6, this last link is isomorphic to LinkIn(σp+k), which by assumption is
(n−p−k−3)–connected.

Let κ : Z → Z be a map satisfyingκ(z) = 0 if |z| < q+1, and|z−κ(z)(q+1)| < q+1
for |z| ≥ q+ 1. We have (v1)n = ε1(q+ 1) for ε1 = ±1. Now define

π : LinkLink In(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) −→ LinkLink In(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩Oq

to be the map taking a vertexw to w−ε1κ((w)n)v1 . Thenw−ε1κ((w)n)v1 ∈ Oq and
lies in LinkLink In(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) if w was in that link. Moreoverπ is simplicial and
defines a retraction. It follows that LinkLinkIn(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩ Oq is also at least
(n − p − k − 3)–connected. Hence attachingC(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) along ∂〈v1, . . . , vk〉 ∗

(LinkLink(σp)(〈v1, . . . , vk〉) ∩Oq) does not change the connectivity as the latter space is
at least (n− p− 3)–connected. The result follows.
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Remark 4.8 The existence of the functionκ used in the proof makesZ, together
with the absolute value, aEuclidean ring. Maazen’s proof of the above statement was
written, and works in the more general context of Euclidean rings.

Proposition 4.9 Let A be a RAAG with noZ–summand and let〈(K0, f0), . . . , (Kp, fp)〉
be a simplex ofSIn(A,Z). Then

⋂

j Kj
∼= A× Z

m for somem.

Proof Suppose thatA has generatorsa1, . . . ,ar andZn has generatorsz1, . . . , zn . We
know that eachKi can be obtained from the standardA×Z

n−1×e≤ A×Z
n by applying

an automorphism. From the description of the automorphismsof A×Z
n, it follows that

Ki is generated bya1w1, . . . ,arwr , t1, . . . , tn−1 for somewj, tj ∈ Z
n. Moreover, we

know thatZn is generated byt1, . . . , tn−1, fi , wherefi := fi(1). Hence we can rewrite
the generators ofKi asa1 f

mi,1
i , . . . ,ar f mi,r

i , t1, . . . , tn−1 for somemi,1, . . . ,mi,r ∈ Z.

As fi ∈ Kj wheneveri 6= j and ak f
mi,k

i ∈ Ki , we have that eachak f
m0,k

0 f
m1,k

1 . . . f
mp,k

p

lies in
⋂

i Ki . Let A′ ∼= A denote the subgroup ofA× Z
n generated by the elements

ak f
m0,k

0 f
m1,k

1 . . . f
mp,k

p ’s. We have thatA × Z
n = A′ × Z

n. We want to show that
⋂

i Ki = A′× (
⋂

i(Ki ∩Z
n)). The right side is included in the left side, so all we need to

show is that the left side is included in the right side. Letx ∈
⋂

i Ki be some element.
As x ∈ Ki , we can write it asx = x′ix

′′
i with x′i ∈ A′ and x′′i ∈ Ki ∩ Z

n. Now these
different expressions ofx are all equal, and all live inA× Z

n = A′ × Z
n. It follows

that x′i = x′j and hencex′′i = x′′j for each i, j . It follows that x′′0 ∈
⋂

i(Ki ∩ Z
n) and

x = x′0x′′0 ∈ A′ × (
⋂

i(Ki ∩ Z
n)). As

⋂

i(Ki ∩ Z
n) ≤ Z

n, the result follows.

Proof of Theorem 4.5 Just as in the proof of Theorem4.1, we may assume thatA
has noZ–factor. From Proposition2.3, we have thatSIn(A,Z) is a join complex
over In(A,Z) (in the sense of [9, Definition 3.2], see also Section2). As In(A,Z) is
Cohen-Macaulay of dimensionn − 1 by Proposition4.7, Theorem 3.6 of [9] gives
that SIn(A,Z) is (n−3

2 )–connected for alln ≥ 0. By Proposition4.9, the hypothesis
of Proposition2.4 is satisfied, and henceSn(A,Z) is isomorphic toSIn(A,Z). So the
connectivity also holds forSn(A,Z). Hence by Proposition2.2with k = 2 anda = 3,
we have that the same also holds forWn(A,X).

5 Stability theorem

We consider in this section the family of all right-angled Artin groups withC = UGRaags

the associated homogeneous category, as defined in Section1. Let A,X be RAAGs,
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and denote byCA,X the full subcategory ofC on the objectsA × Xn for all n ≥ 0.
Recall from [15, Section 4.2] thelower suspensionfunctor ΣX : CA,X → CA,X taking
A × Xn to A × Xn+1 and a morphismf : A × Xn → A × Xk to the composition
(bX,A×Xk)◦ (X× f )◦ (b−1

X,A×Xn), wherebX,A : X×A → A×X denotes the symmetry.
Recall from [15, Definition 4.10] that a functor

F : CA,X −→ Z -Mod

is acoefficient system of degree r at Nif the kernel of the suspension mapF → F ◦ΣX

is trivial when evaluated atA× Xn with n ≥ N, and the cokernel is of degreer − 1 at
N − 1, with degree−1 at N meaning taking the value 0 atA× Xn whenevern ≥ N.
In particular, constant coefficient systems are of degree 0 at 0. A coefficient systemF
is split if it splits as a functor.

Applying the main results of [15] to our situation, we get the following stability theorem:

Theorem 5.1 Let A,X be RAAGs with X unfactorizable andF : CA,X → Z -Mod
a coefficient system of degreer at N. Let n > N. Then the mapAut(A × Xn) →

Aut(A× Xn+1) taking an automorphismf to f × X induces a map

Hi(Aut(A× Xn); F(A× Xn)) −→ Hi(Aut(A× Xn+1); F(A× Xn+1))

which is surjective for alli ≤ n−1
2 − r and an isomorphism for alli ≤ n−3

2 − r . If
the coefficient system is split, this range improves toi ≤ n−r−1

2 for surjectivity and
i ≤ n−r−3

2 for injectivity, and if the coefficient system is constant, the isomorphism
holds for i ≤ n−2

2 .

Moreover, letAut′(A × Xn) denote the commutator subgroup ofAut(A × Xn). Let
n > 2N. Then the map

Hi(Aut′(A× Xn); F(A× Xn)) −→ Hi(Aut′(A× Xn+1); F(A× Xn+1))

is surjective for alli ≤ n−2
3 − r and an isomorphism for alli ≤ n−5

3 − r . If the
coefficient system is split, this range improves toi ≤ n−2r−2

3 for surjectivity and
i ≤ n−2r−5

3 for injectivity, and if the coefficient system is constant, the isomorphism
holds for i ≤ n−4

3 .

If X 6= Z–summand, one can replacen by n+ 1 in all the bounds of the theorem.

Proof The categoryC = UGRaags is symmetric monoidal homogeneous by Proposi-
tion 1.1, and hence pre-braided and locally homogeneous at any (A,X) in the sense
of [15, Definition 1.1,1.4]. Theorem4.1 gives that it satisfies LH3 with slope 2 at
(A,X) for all A and all irreducibleX 6= Z ([15, Definition 2.2]), and Theorem4.5that
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it satisfies LH3 with slope 2 at (A × Z,Z) for all A. The result then follows from
Theorems 3.1, 3.4 and 4.20 of [15] for (A,X) with X unfactorizable not equal toZ,
and for (A×Z,Z), using the argument of [15, Corollary 3.9] for the second part of the
statement.

TheoremsA andB are obtained by applying the above theorem to constant coefficient
systems for each irreducible factor ofB = X1 × · · · × Xk . TheoremC is obtained
likewise applying the theorem to the coefficient system defined by the abelianization,
noting that this is a split coefficient system of degree 1 at 0.

Note that van der Kallen obtains better bounds for GLn(Z), which is the case when
A is the trivial group andB = X = Z. Most particularly, for TheoremB, his bound
has slope 2 instead of slope 3 as we have (see [17, Theorem 4.6] or Proposition5.2).
However his argument does not obviously extend to all RAAGs.(The argument of van
der Kallen is explained at the end of Section 5.3 in [15].)

5.1 Finitely generated abelian groups

Homological stability for the automorphism groups of finitely generated abelian groups
under taking direct product can be deduced directly from existing results in the literature,
without needing to prove new connectivity results. We give the exact statement and its
proof here for completeness.

Proposition 5.2 Let G be a finitely generated abelian group. The homomorphism
Aut(Gn) → Aut(Gn+1) taking an automorphismf of Gn to the automorphismf × G
of Gn+1 fixing the last factor, induces maps

Hi(Aut(Gn);Z) −→ Hi(Aut(Gn+1);Z)

and
Hi(Aut′(Gn);Z) −→ Hi(Aut′(Gn+1);Z)

which are surjective for alli ≤ n
2 and isomorphisms fori ≤ n−1

2 .

(As in the introduction, Aut′(Gn) denotes the commutator subgroup of Aut(Gn).)

Proof A finitely generated abelian groupG is a Z–module, and the automorphism
group Aut(Gn) is isomorphic to GLn(End(G)), for End(G) its ring of endomorphisms.
By [18, Theorem 3.4], End(G) has 2 in its stable range (in the terminology of [18],
see Definition 1.5 in that paper), i.e. satisfies Bass’ condition SR3 or hassdim = 1
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in the terminology of [17, Section 2.2]. The result then follows from [17, Theorem
4.11] using the fact that GL′n(R) is isomorphic to its subgroup of elementary matrices
(Whitehead’s lemma).

Theorem 5.6 of [17] and Theorem 5.10 of [15] can likewise be applied to show that
homological stability for the groups Aut(Gn) with G finitely generated abelian also
holds with polynomial twisted coefficients.
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groupes d’automorphismes des produits libres.Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (19):4451–
4476, 2013.

[4] Carl Droms. Isomorphisms of graph groups.Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 100(3):407–408,
1987.

[5] N. J. Fullarton. On the number of outer automorphisms of the automorphism group of
a right-angled Artin group.Math. Res. Lett. (to appear).

[6] Daniel Grayson. Higher algebraicK -theory. II (after Daniel Quillen). InAlgebraic K-
theory (Proc. Conf., Northwestern Univ., Evanston, Ill., 1976), pages 217–240. Lecture
Notes in Math., Vol. 551. Springer, Berlin, 1976.

[7] Allen Hatcher. Homological stability for automorphismgroups of free groups.Com-
ment. Math. Helv., 70(1):39–62, 1995.

[8] Allen Hatcher and Karen Vogtmann. Cerf theory for graphs. J. London Math. Soc. (2),
58(3):633–655, 1998.

[9] Allen Hatcher and Nathalie Wahl.Stabilization for mapping class groups of 3-manifolds.
Duke Math. J., 155(2):205–269, 2010.

[10] R. Hirshon. The cancellation of an infinite cyclic groupin direct products.Arch. Math.
(Basel), 26:134–138, 1975.

[11] R. Hirshon. Some cancellation theorems with applications to nilpotent groups.J.
Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A, 23(2):147–165, 1977.

[12] Francis E. A. Johnson. Automorphisms of direct products of groups and their geometric
realisations.Math. Ann., 263(3):343–364, 1983.



22 Giovanni Gandini and Nathalie Wahl

[13] Michael R. Laurence. A generating set for the automorphism group of a graph group.
J. London Math. Soc. (2), 52(2):318–334, 1995.

[14] Henrik Maazen. Homology stability for the general linear group.
www.staff.science.uu.nl/∼kalle101/maazen1979.pdf, 1979.

[15] Oscar Randal-Williams and Nathalie Wahl. Homologicalstability for automorphism
groups. arXiv:1409.3541, 2014.

[16] Herman Servatius. Automorphisms of graph groups.J. Algebra, 126(1):34–60, 1989.

[17] Wilberd van der Kallen. Homology stability for linear groups.Invent. Math., 60(3):269–
295, 1980.

[18] R. B. Warfield, Jr. Cancellation of modules and groups and stable range of endomor-
phism rings.Pacific J. Math., 91(2):457–485, 1980.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Copenhagen
Universitetsparken 5, DK-2100 Copenhagen, Denmark

gandinigio@googlemail.com, wahl@math.ku.dk

http://www.math.ku.dk/~wahl/

mailto:gandinigio@googlemail.com
mailto:wahl@math.ku.dk
http://www.math.ku.dk/~wahl/

	1 Families of groups
	2 Simplicial complexes and semi-simplical sets associated to a family of groups
	3 RAAGs and their groups of automorphisms
	4 Connectivity of the simplicial complexes
	5 Stability theorem
	5.1 Finitely generated abelian groups

	Bibliography

