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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 +égtgled Artin
group stabilizes under taking products with any right-adgrtin group.

20F65; 20F28

Introduction

It has been conjectured that, for any (finitely generatestrdie grous, the homology
groupsHi(Aut(G*"); Z) and H;j(Aut(G"); Z) should be independent af, for n >> i,
generalizing the classical stability results for (&£) and Autf,) whenG = Z. (See
the conjectures9, Conjecture 1.4]I5, Conjecture 5.16], and the classical results in
[2,7,8,14,17].)

The stabilization oH;(Aut(G*™"); Z) for i large has been shown to hold for most groups
by the main theorem oB] and [9, Corollary 1.3]* The stabilization oH;(Aut(G"); Z)
in contrast has so far only been known in two extreme caseenv@is abelian
and whenG has trivial center and does not factorize as a direct produntteed, in
the first case Au") is isomorphic to GKL(End(G)), which is known to stabilize
(see Propositiors.2), while in the second case, the group AGlYf is isomorphic to
Aut(G) 1 3, [12], a group that is also known to stabiliz®, [Proposition 1.6}, In the
present paper, we verify that the second conjecture hotds fany right-angled Artin
group, possibly factorizable, possibly with a non-trivednter. This proves a first
“mixed case” of the conjecture, which interpolates betwthentwo previously known
cases.

1[3] gives stability for AutG*™") with G any group with a finite free product decompo-
sition (eg. a finitely generated group) withoHt factor, while P] treats the cases witls
arising as fundamental groups of certain 3—manifoldswalig Z factors in the free product
decomposition.

2Slightly more generally, for the second case, one can gbilisgafor Aut(G") for G a
product of certain such center-free groups usitd.|
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A right-angled Artin grougor RAAQG is a group with afinite set of generat@s.. . . ,
and relations that are commutation relations between thergtors, i.e. relations of
the formss = ss for certaini’s andj’s. The extreme examples of RAAGs are the
free groupsk, if no commutation relation holds, and the free abelian gsdzipif all
commutation relations hold. Given any two RAA@Bsand B, their product is again a
RAAG. We consider in the present paper the sequence of gréyps Aut(A x B")
associated té\ and B, and the sequence of maps

on: Gn=Aut(A x B — Gpy1 = Aut(A x B

taking an automorphisrh of A x B" to the automorphism x B of A x B™? leaving
the lastB factor fixed. Note that wheA is the trivial group, the groufs, = Aut(B")
is a group as in the second conjecture above.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem A (Stability with constant coefficients) L&t B be any RAAGs. The map
Hi(Aut(A x B"); Z) — Hi(Aut(A x B™1); Z)

induced byor, is surjective for alli < "5 and an isomorphism far< 22 If B has
no Z—factors, then surjectivity holds for< 3 and injectivity fori < ”%1

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

Stability for Aut(A x B") with the (abelian) coefficientsl;(Aut(A x B")) implies the
following:

Theorem B (Stability for commutator subgroups) L&t B be any RAAGs and let
Aut’(A x B") denote the commutator subgroup of At B"). The map
Hi(Aut'(A x B"); Z) — Hi(Aut'(A x B™1): )

induced byor, is surjective for alli < "2 and an isomorphism far< 2z%. If B has
no Z—factors, then surjectivity holds for< 2z and injectivity fori < 23,

An example of a polynomial coefficient system for the groupst(A x B") is the
sequence of “standard” representatiddg(/A x B"), and stability with polynomial
coefficients yields the following in that case:
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Theorem C (Stability with coefficients in the standard representstio_et A, B be
any RAAGs. Then the map

Hi(Aut(A x B"); H1(A x B")) — Hi(Aut(A x B"1): Hy(A x B"™1))

is surjective for alli < ”%2 and an isomorphism far < ”%3 If B has noZ—factors,
then surjectivity holds for < "> and injectivity fori < "2.

To prove the above theorems, we show that right-angled Amiups under direct
product fit in the set-up of homogeneous categories developgl5], and recalled
here in Sectiorl. The main ingredient of stability is the high connectivitiyocertain
semisimplicial setd\,(A, B) associated to the sequence of groups Aw(B"). We
define and study those semisimplicial sets in SecBptogether with three closely
related simplicial complexek, (A, B), Sh(A, B) and S,(A,B). Sectionsl and2 are
written in the general context of families of groups closedier direct product. In
Section3, we show that right-angled Artin groups admit a “prime deposition”
with respect to direct product, and we give a descriptiorhefautomorphism group
of such a group in terms of this decomposition. Sectidhen uses these results that
are specific to RAAGSs together with the complexes defined @ti@=2 to prove that
the semisimplicial set®V,(A, B) are highly connected. For the connectivity results,
we usejoin complexmethods from 9], as well as an argument of Maazet¥] for

the caseB = Z. Finally Sectionb states the general stability result, which, given the
connectivity result, is a direct application of the mainuleg [15].
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1 Families of groups

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

AxC=2BxC — AZ=B.

Cancellation is not satisfied for the family of all finitelyrggrated groups, see ed]]
Section 3] or L0] for an example where cancellation withfails. Cancellation though
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holds for the family of all finitely generated abelian grougystheir 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 G- denote its associated groupoid, namely the
groupoid with objects the elements &f and morphisms all group isomorphisms. Let
e denote the trivial group. WhetF is closed under direct product, we have that
(Gr, x,€) is a symmetric monoidal groupoid.

Recall from [L5, Section 1.1], §, page 219] the categotyGr = (Gr, Gr) associated

to (Gr, %, €): ithas the same objects g3, namely the elements ¢f, and morphisms

from Ato B given as pairsX, f), whereX € F andf : XxA —» Bisanisomorphism,
up to the equivalence relation thax.f) ~ (X', f’) if there exists an isomorphism
¢ X — X" such thatf =1’ o (¢ x A).

Recall from [L5, Definition 1.2] that a monoidal categor¢,@®, 0) is calledhomo-
geneousf 0 is initial in C and for everyA,B in C, the following two properties
hold:

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

H2 The map Autp) — Aut(A @ B) taking f to f @ B is injective with image
Fix(B, A& B),

where Fix8, A® B) is the set ofp € Aut(A® B) satisfying thatpo (1o & B) = ta®B
in Hom@B, A& B), for 1a: 0 — A the unique morphism.

Proposition 1.1 If F satisfies cancellation, then the categtlgr is a symmetric
monoidal homogeneous category whose underlying grougd@jg i

Proof As (Gr, x,e€) is symmetric monoidallUGr is symmetric monoidal bylfs,
Proposition 1.6], anek is initial in UGx. We have thaGr satisfies cancellation by
assumption, and for anj,B € F, the map Aug,.(A) — Autg, (A x B) taking f

to f x B is injective. Then 15, Theorem 1.8] implies that/Gr is a homogeneous
category. Finally, ifA x B = e, we must haveA = B = e and the unite has no
non-trivial automorphisms. Henggr satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 1.10 in
[15], which gives thatG r is the underlying groupoid dG . O

Remark 1.2 If one wants to consider a family¥ that does not satisfy cancellation,
one can replac& » by a groupoid that does satisfy cancellation (by forgettimat
certain objects are isomorphic) and obtain an associatet@eneous category. We
will however here for simplicity only consider families &diying cancellation.
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We end the section by showing that the homogeneous cateddfie considered here
are not pathological in the sense that they satisfy thedtig standardnesgroperty:
Let (C,®,0) be a homogeneous category aidX) a pair of objects inC. We say
thatC is locally standard at(A, X) [15, Definition 2.5] if

LS1 The morphismsa @ X @ tx andiagx @ X are distinct in Hom, A & X%2);

LS2 Foralln > 1, the map HomX, A @ X®"1) — Hom(X, A © X®" taking f to
f © 1x is injective.

Proposition 1.3 For any familyF , the categoryJ) G r is locally standard at arf)A, X) .

To prove this proposition, it is easiest to use an altereat&scription of the morphisms
in the categoryJG =, given by the following:

Lemmal.4 The associatiofiX,f] — (f(X),f|a) defines a one-to-one correspondence
betweenHomyg . (A, B) and the set of pairéH,g) with H < B andg: A — B an
injective homomorphism such thBt= H x g(A).

Proof of Lemma 1.4 First note that botH (X) andf |5 are independent of the repre-
sentative of X, f], so the association is well-defined.

Suppose thatXq,f] and [Y,g] are morphisms fromA to B in UG satisfying that
(f(X),fla) = (9(Y),gla). Theng lsx) o flx: X — Y is an isomorphism anél =

go ((g—1|f(x) o f|x) x A) as both maps agree on their restrictionsXtand A. Hence
[X,f1 =1[Y.d].

We are left to check that anyH( g) is in the image. This follows from the fact that,
given such anH, g), the mapH x g: H x A — B is an isomorphism. O

Proof of Proposition 1.3 We needto checkthetwoaxiomsLS1andLS2. ForLS1, we
need that the mapg x X x tx anduaxx x X from X to Ax X2 in UG are distinct. From
the definition of the monoidal structure G~ given in the proof of Proposition 1.6
of [15], we have thata x X x 1x = [Ax X, Ax by i] and taxx x X = [Ax X, ida, xe],
whereby x = by%: X? — X2 denotes the symmetry. The fact that they are distinct
then follows from the lemma as, for examplé, X b)z%()|e><e><x # idayxz|exexX -

For LS2, we need to show that the map< tx : Hom(X, Ax X"~1) — Hom(X, Ax X"
is injective. This follows again from Lemmidas H,f) x tx = (H x in(X), ) in the
description of the morphisms given by the lemma, whg(¥) < A x X" denotes the
last X factor. This association is injective. O



6 Giovanni Gandini and Nathalie Wahl

2 Simplicial complexes and semi-simplical sets associatem
a family of groups

To a family of groupsF closed under direct product, we associated in the previous
section a categoryyGr with objects the elements oF. Using the morphism sets
in this category, the papefl$] associates to any pair of objecés X € F and any
n > 0, a semisimplicial seW,(A, X) and a simplicial complexS,(A, X). In the
present section, we recall the definitionsH{A, X) and W,(A, X) and introduce new
simplicial complexedn(A, X) and SIh(A, X) likewise associated té&\, X € F. We
then study the relationship between these four differenpbcial objects. To prove
homological stability, we will need to show that the semiglicial setsW,(A, X) are
highly connected. This will be done in Sectidnin the case of the family of all
right-angled Artin groups using the three simplicial coexals introduced here. We
give in the present section results that allow transfer oieativity from one of the
above spaces to another that work in a general context ahdvithde combined in
Section4 with results specific to right-angled Artin groups. For siitipy, we will
again assume thak 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 map$: X* — A x X" so that
there is a splittingA x X" = f(XK) x H with H in F. As F satisfies cancellation, we
always have thaH = A x X"k, We call such a map an F—split map and we call
the pair ¢, H) an F—splitting

Recall that asimplicial complex Yis defined from a set of vertice¥, by giving a
collection of finite subsets ofy closed under taking subsets. The subsets of cardinality
p + 1 are called thgp—simplicesof Y. On the other hand, semisimplicial set Ws

a collection of sets\,, of p—simplicesfor eachp > 0 related by boundary maps
di: Wy = W,_1 for each 0< i < p satisfying the simplicial identities. Both
simplicial complexes and semisimplicial sets admit a zadilon, that has a copy @tP

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

We define now three simplicial complexes and one semisimaplset whose objects
are eitherF—split maps orF —splittings.
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Definition 2.1 To a pair of groups(, A € F and a natural number> 0, we associate
the following simplicial complexes:

In(A, X) A vertex in (A, X) is an F—split mapf: X — A x X". Distinct vertices
fo, . .., o form ap—simplex inly(A, X) if the map (o, . . ., fp): XPTL — Ax XD
is F—split.

Sh(A, X) A vertex in SIy(A, X) is an F—splitting f,H) with f € 1,(A, X). Distinct
vertices {p, Ho), . . ., (fp, Hp) form a p—simplex of Sk(A, X) if (fo,...,fy) isa
p-simplex ofl,(A, X) andfj(X) < H; for eachi # .

Si(A, X) The vertices 0of5,(A, X) are the same as those$¥,(A, X). Distinct vertices
(fo,Ho), - - . , (fp, Hp) form ap—simplex of§,(A, X) if there exists anF—splitting
(f,H), with f = (fo,...,fp): XP™ — Ax X", such thatH; = H x [Ti fiX)
for eachj.

We moreover associate the following semisimplicial set:

Wih(A, X) A p—simplex inW,(A, X) is anF—splitting , H), with f: XPt1 — Ax X",
and thejth faced;(f, H) = (fod’, H xf(ij)) for d' : XP — XP** the map skipping
the ( + 1)st factor andj = 1y x X x txp-i: X — XPFL,

Using Lemmal.4, one checks immediately th¥l,(A, X) identifies with the semisim-
plicial set of [L5, Definition 2.1] associated to the categdyg », andS, (A, X) identifies
with the simplicial complex of15, Definition 2.8] likewise associated t0G r.

The following proposition shows that, in the context we warih, we can always
approach the connectivity &, (A, X) via that of §,(A, X).

Proposition 2.2 Let F be a family of groups satisfying cancellation anddeit > 1.
The simplicial complex,(A, X) is (% 2)—connected for alh > 0 if and only if the
semisimplicial se¥n(A, X) is ("2)—connected for a > 0.

Proof As UGr is symmetric monoidal, homogeneous (Propositlof) and locally
standard (Propositioth.3), Proposition 2.9 of15] yields that the semisimplicial sets
Wi (A, X) satisfy condition (A) in that paper (se&d, Section 2.1]). The result then
follows from [15, Theorem 2.10]. O

Note that there is an inclusion of simplicial complexes
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Indeed, the two complexes have the same set of vertices,implices of S,(A, X)
satisfy the condition for being a simplex 81,(A, X). There is also a forgetful map

Sh(A, X) — I1(A, X).

Recall from P, Definition 3.2] that gjoin complexover a simplicial complexXX is
a simplicial complexY together with a simplicial mapr: Y — X satisfying the
following properties:

(1)  is surjective;
(2)  isinjective on individual simplices;
(3) Foreactp-simplexo = (Xo, - - - ,Xp) Of X the subcompleX (o) of Y consisting

of all the p-simplices that project t@ is the join Yy, (o) * - - - * Yy, (o) of the
vertex setsYy (o) = Y(o) N 7 1(x).

We say thaty is acomplete joirover X if Yy (c) = m—1(x) for eacho and eachx.

Join complexes usually arise Viabeling systemgsee P, Example 3.3]): a labeling
system for a simplicial compleX is a collection of nonempty sets, (o) for each
simplexo of X and each vertex of o, satisfyingLy(7) D Lx(¢) wheneveix € 7 C o.
One can think ofLy(c) as the set of labels of that are compatible witlr. We can
use the labeling systern to define a new simplicial compleX" having vertices the
pairs &, 1) with x € X and| € Ly((x)). A collection of pairs (Xo,lo), - , (*p,1p))
then forms ap-simplex of X" if and only if o = (Xo, -+ ,%p) is a p-simplex of X
andl; € Ly (o) for eachi. Then the natural map: X- — X forgetting the labels
representx’ as a join complex oveX.

Proposition 2.3 The complexSI(A, X) is a join complex ovel,(A, X).

Proof We check thaSl,(A, X) can be constructed froma(A, X) via a labeling system
in the sense described above. For each simplex (fo, ... ,fy) of In(A, X) and each
vertexf; in o, we define the set of labels §fcompatible witho as

Li(0) := {H < A x X"| (f;,H) € Sh(A, X), f;(X) < H for eachf,  f; € o}.

These sets are non-empty because the fact(fpat. ., f,) is a simplex ofl,(A, X)
implies that there exists af—splitting , H) with

f=(fo,...,fp): XPTT — Ax X"=H x f(XPT1).

Let Hi = H x [ fi(X). ThenH; € L (o). We clearly have that for anfy € 7 C o,
Li, (1) D Lg(0), andSh(A, X) = (In(A, X))-. O
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This will allow us to use results fron®] to obtain in good cases a connectivity bound
for Sh(A, X) from one forl,(A, X).

We now show that, under one additional assumpt@iA, X) and SI,(A, X) are iso-
morphic, in which case we will also get a connectivity redolt S, from that of
Sh.

Proposition 2.4 Suppose that for any simpléfo, Ho), . . ., (f, Hp)) of Sh(A, X), we
have thaﬂf’zo H; € F. Then the inclusiorg,(A, X) — Sh(A, X) is an isomorphism.

Lemma 2.5 SupposeA, B, A, B’ are groups such th#t x B= A’ x B' andA' < A.
ThenA=A x (B NA).

Proof Consider the inclusio®’ x (B’ N A) — A. This is an injective group homo-
morphism. Now evernya € A < A x B = A’ x B’ can be written aa = a'b/ with
a € A andb’ € B'. Butthenl/ = (&)'a € A and hencaa € A’ x (B’ N A) and the
map is also surjective. O

Proof of Proposition 2.4 Recall thatS,(A, X) and Sl,(A, X) have the same set of ver-
tices, and that there is an inclusi@(A, X) — Sh(A, X), that is simplices 05,(A, X)
are also simplices il (A, X). So we are left to check that simplices 8 (A, X) are
also always simplices i%,(A, X). So consider g—simplex ((do, Ko), - - - , (9p, Kp))

of Sh(A, X). We have thag = (do, - - -,0p): XP*1 — A x X" is split injective. To
show that these vertices formpa-simplex in$,(A, X), we need to find a complement
K < A x X" for g with K € F satisfying that

1) K=K x JTaX.
i#

Note that ifK satisfies {), it necessarily is a complement fgraskK; x gj(X) = Ax X"
for eachj. Let K = (};Kj < A x X". By the assumption, we have thkt € 7.
We will now check that it satisfiesl), which will finish the proof. By renaming
the factors, it is enough to prove thdt) (holds forj = 0. We do it by induction:
we start withKg = Kg. Supposer > 2 and assume that we have proved that
Ko = NiZo Kj x 91(X) x -+ x gr_1(X). We have that

r-1

[ Ki x Ga(X) x -+ x gr—1(X) x go(X) = Ko x go(X) = Ax X" = K x gr(X).

j=0
Now g;(X) < K forall j = O,...,r — 1. Applying the lemma we thus get that
NiZo Kj = ar(X) x ((NiZg K)) NKr), which gives the induction step. D
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The following proposition will also be useful in the sequel:

Proposition 2.6 The action ofAut(A x X") on A x X" induces an action on the
complexed (A, X) andS,(A, X) which is transitive on the set @-simplices for every
p in both cases. Moreover, the composed A, X) — Sh(A, X) — In(A, X) is
equivariant with respect to these actions.

Proof The action is induced by post-composition by automorphismshe split
mapsf: XP*1 — A x X", and by evaluation on splittingsl < A x X". The map
Si(A, X) — 14(A, X) forgets the choice of splitting and is hence equivarianbr F
Si(A, X), transitivity of the action is axiom H1 in the homogeneoategoryUg ~ [15,
Definition 1.2], which is satisfied by Propositidnl For I,(A, X), it follows from the
corresponding fact fog,(A, X) and the fact that every simplex §f(A, X) admits a lift
in Sy(A, X). O

3 RAAGs and their groups of automorphisms

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

Given a finite simplicial grapii® one can associate a grodp with one generatow

for each vertex ofl’ and a commuting relationw = wv for each edgevw) in I'.
Such a groufAr is called a graph group or more commonight-angled Artin group
The main theorem off] says that the graph describing such a group is unique in the
sense that two such groups and Ar are isomorphic if and only if the graptisand

I'” are isomorphic.

The next proposition says that RAAGs admit a “prime decoritipos with respect to
direct product.
Proposition 3.1 Any RAAG Ar admits a maximal decomposition as

AF:AFl X XApk

with eachAr, a RAAG, and this decomposition is unique up to isomorphismd an
permutation of the factors.
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Proof From Droms’ theoren¥], we have that the groupr splits as a direct product
Ar, x Ar, = Ar,.r, if and only if the graphl’ is isomorphic to the joii’y + I's. This
reduces the proposition to the existence and uniquenebks aidéximal decomposition
of a finite graph as a join. LeX be a finite simplicial graph. Since the graph is finite
there exists a maximal join decompositign= Xy *« Xo % - - - % X,, with n < co. Now
SUpposeX = Xy x Xo*---x Xy = Y1 * Yax ... Yy, are two distinct such decompositions.
Let k > 0 be maximal such that there is a permutatiore >, with Xj = Y, for
each 1< i < k. By maximality, Xi.1 is distinct from the remaining;'s. We have
that Xy, 1 cannot be contained in somé otherwiseY; would decompose as a proper
join, a contradiction to the maximality of the join decomppios Yy Yz x...x Y. Then
Xk+1 must intersect non trivially of the remainingy;’s and so it itself must split as an
r-join, a contradiction to the maximality of the decompasitiXy * Xo - -- x X,. O

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

We are here interested in the automorphism groups of RAAGke {dapers 16,
13] establish that the automorphism group AAt] is generated by the following
automorphisms:

(1) (graph automorphismsautomorphisms of the gragh via a permutation of its
set of verticesV,

(2) (inversion$ for v € V, a map sending — v—! and fixing all other generators,

(3) (transvectionsfor v = w € V such that Link¢) C Star{v), a map sending
v — vw and fixing all other generators,

(4) (partial conjugation} for v € V and C a component ofl"\ Star{), the map
sendingx — vxv! for every vertexx of C and fixing all other generators.

The next proposition builds on the work of Fullartdj fo show how automorphisms
of RAAGs interact with the direct product decomposition &RAAG.
Proposition 3.3 Given a RAAGAr with maximal decomposition
Ar = Z9 x (Ar))* x - x (Ap)*
with the Ar, 's distinct and not equal t@., we have
Aut(Ar) = 29 (GLy(Z) x Aut(Ar))
= 7951 5 (GL4(Z) x (AUt(Ar,) 1 i) X ... x (Aut(Ar,) 1 %3,))

wherel” = (%,T'1) * - - - * (% L) with |T”| its number of vertices, and whe?d!"'| is
generated by transvections—s vz for v e I’ andz € Z9.
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Proof The first isomorphism is given by Propositions 3.1 and 3.5]n To get the
second isomorphism, we are left to study Ayt(), the automorphism group of a
RAAG Ar/ with no Z—factor. If A/ is unfactorizable, there is nothing to show, so we
assume that it is factorizable. We have an inclusion

(AUt(Ar,) 1 i) % ... x (Aut(Ar) 1 i) < Aut(Ar)

so all we need to check is that every automorphisiyefcomes from the left hand side.
We do this by inspecting the generators in the classificagoalled above. We see that
type (2) automorphisms are internal to each factor, i.eelE@ments of some AU,).
Type (3) can only be internal to a factor fé¢ becauseAr: has noZ-—factors, and
likewise for type (4) becausér is a direct product. Finally, type (1) automorphisms,
the graph automorphisms, satisfy

AUt(F/) = Aut ((*ill“l) koo x (*ika)) = (Aut(I'1)? Eil) X ... x (Aut(Tg) 2 Eik)-

Indeed supposé is such a graph automorphism andvdbe a vertex of some copy of
I'j and suppose that(v) is a vertex of a copy of somE;. As I is not a join, we must
have thate restricted to thal’; gives an injective mag; — Iy. If i = j, this map
must be an isomorphism. If noF,J-’klj , which lies in the link ofv, cannot be mapped
to itself by ¢. So there must be a vertex of sofigmapped to some othédi, with a
corresponding injection induced hy. By the pigeonhole principle, the sequence of
such graph injection will end in some copy Bf after finitely many steps, which then

implies thatin factl’; = I'; 2 'y = ... . Hence eaclt’; has to be mapped by suchya
to some standard copy @f in the join and the automorphism group of the join is as
described. O

4 Connectivity of the simplicial complexes

In this section we show that the semisimplicial sS&IgA, X) of Section2 are highly
connected for any unfactorizab¥ewhen F is the family of all RAAGs. We will treat
separately the cases+# Z and X = Z. In both cases, we will deduce this result from
a computation of the connectivity of the simplicial comm@si,(A, X). In the first case
we will show thatl,(A, X) = S,(A, X) while for X = Z, following [15, Section 5.3]
in the case ofGL,(R), we will show thatS,(A, Z) = Sh(A, Z) and use thaSl(A, Z)

is a join complex ovetn(A, Z). The connectivity oW, (A, X) will then follow using
Proposition2.2

The proof of connectivity of,(A, X) whenX # Z is a “coloring argument”, while for
X = Z, we follow closely the work of Maazerd fl]. The semisimplicial setV, (e, Z) is
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essentially already in the work of Charndy (inder the nam&U(Z"). Charney’s proof
of connectivity can be adapted to the present setting arddsyibe same connectivity
as we get.

CaseX # Z
The main result of the section is the following:

Theorem 4.1 Let A, X be RAAGs such thaK # Z. Then the semisimplicial set
Wh(A, X) is (n — 2)—connected.

The proof of the theorem will use the following:

Proposition 4.2 Let A, X be RAAGSs such thaX # 7 is unfactorizable ané has no
direct factorX. Then RAAG-split maps$ : XP — A x X" have unique complements.
Moreover, the complexds (A, X) and$,(A, X) are isomorphic.

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

By Propositior?.6, itis enough to check the uniqueness of complements fotdinelard
p—simplexop = (fn_p, ..., fn) for eachp, with fj: X — A x X" including X as the
jth X-factor. The standard simplex, admits the subgroupl, = A x X"P~1 x e <
A x X"P=1 » XP+1 as complement. Again by Propositi@rs, any other complement
for op can be obtained fromi, by acting by an automorphism & x X" fixing the
lastp + 1 factorsX. But from the description of the automorphisms (Proposi8cd),
we see thatd,, is fixed by all such automorphisms and hertgis the only possible
complement. O

Let X = (v1,V2,...Vy) wherevy, ...,V is the standard vertex generating seiXofA

vertexf € I5(X, A) is determined by the tuple= (f(v1),...,f(%)) € (AxX")". Write

X" = X; x -+ x X,. By Proposition2.6, we can writef = ¢of; for fy: X — Ax X"

the inclusion asxy, the firstX-factor, and¢ € Aut(A x X"). By Proposition3.3, it

follows thatf (v;) = wZ! . .. z'dd for z,, ..., zy the canonical generators @f < A and

w € X; for somej independent of. We say thaf is thecolor of f. Note that the
unique complement df isH = A x Hi?éj (X)) if the color off isj.
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Lemma4.3 LetA, X be RAAGs such thaX # 7. is unfactorizable and is not a factor
in A. Then verticedy, ... ,fy € (A, X) form a simplex if and only if thd;’s have
distinct colors in the above sense.

Proof Simplices ofl,(A, X) have this property by Propositiégh6and Propositior3.3.
Conversely, suppost,...,f, are vertices ofl, of distinct colors. Then the map
f = (fo,...,fp): XP*1 — A x X" is an injective homomorphism and

H=AXx IT x

i#col(fp),...,col(fp)

is a complement for it. Hencdy(. . ., f,) is ap—simplex ofly. O

Recall that a simplicial comple® is Cohen-Macaulayf dimensionn if it has dimen-
sionn, is (h—1)—connected, and the link of apy-simplex inSis (n—p—2)—connected.

Proposition 4.4 Let A, X be RAAGSs such thaX # 7 is unfactorizable and it is not
a factor inA. Then the simplicial complek,(X, A) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension
n— 1. In particular, it is(n — 2)-connected.

Proof Consider the map: 1,(A, X) — A1 taking a vertex to its color. This is a
simplicial map which exhibits,(A, X) as a complete join oveA"* in the sense of,
Definition 3.2] (see also Sectid®). Indeed, this map is surjective as well as injective
in individual simplices. Also, for every simplex = (io, ... ,ip) in A"™1, we have
that 7=1(0) = 7 (o) * - - - * 7 (ip) as vertices of, form a simplex if and only if
they have different colors by the lemma. The result is themextdapplication of 9,
Proposition 3.5] and the fact that"~! is Cohen-Macaulay of dimensiam— 1. DO

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

Proof of Theorem4.1 If A= A’ x XX for somek > 0, we replace,(A, X) by the
isomorphic compleX\V, . k(A’, X). Hence we may assume thathas noX—factor. By
Propositiond.4, we have that,(A, X) is (n — 2)—connected for alh > 0. Hence by
Propositiond.2, the same holds fog,(A, X). Finally by Propositior2.2 with k = 1
anda = 2, we have that the same also holds Wg((A, X). O
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CaseX =7
The main result of the section is the following:

Theorem 4.5 Let A be a RAAG. Then the semisimplicial s@t,(A,Z) is (”;23)—
connected.

Lemma 4.6 1,(A,Z) = In(e, Z) for any RAAG A with no Z—-summand.

Proof There is an inclusion: In(e,Z) — In(A, Z) induced by composing maps to
Z" with the canonical inclusioZ" — A x Z", given that a complement iA x Z" can
be obtained from a complement# by crossing withA. The mapx is simplicial and
injective, and we claim that it is also surjective. IndeegPboposition2.6, vertices of
In(Z,A) are mapd : Z — A x Z" that can be written as compositiohs= ¢ o f; for f;
the canonical inclusion as firg—factor andp an automorphism of\ x Z". Now f; is
in the image ofa, and by the classification of the automorphisms (or Projoosg.3),
we can see thdt = ¢ o f; still is in the image of«: as automorphisms & x Z" take
Z" to itself, the mag has image irZ". Moreover, a complement fdris of the form
A x H with A = AandH c Z" a complement fon—1(f). Likewise, if vertices form
a simplex inl(A, Z), they will also form a simplex iny(e, Z). O

Proposition 4.7 1,(A, Z) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimensian— 1.

Using the lemma, one can almost deduce the result from @oyolll.4.5 in [14],
though Maazen works with posets instead of simplicial caxgd, and checks the
vanishing of the homology groups instead of the homotopyso The proof adapts
to our situation without any difficulty. We give it here forropleteness.

Proof From Lemma4.6, we may assume thak is the trivial group. For the rest
of the proof, we writel,, for I,(e,Z). We have thatl, has dimensiom — 1. We
need to show that it isn(— 2)—connected, and that the link of apy-simplex o is
(n— p— 3)—connected for everg > 0. Allowing ¢ to be an empty “£1)—simplex”,

we can also, and will, consider the connectivity Igfitself as being that of such a
link. The link of a p—simplex is non-empty whenever— p — 2 > 0 and it has
dimensionn — p — 2. We prove that the connectivity holds for each link by intthuc

on the pair of dimensions (dim(Linkdim(c)) in lexicographic order. The cases of
dim(Link) = n—p — 2 < 0 are trivial as a non-empty space is1)—connected,
and the empty space is-R)—connected (which is defined as a non-condition). So
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we fixn > p > -1 withn—p—2 > 1 and we assume that we have proved that
Link,,,(¢) is (m— k — 3)—connected for everg—simplexo of I, with m > k > —1
andm—-k—-2<n—-p—-2,withk<pifm—k—-—2=n—-p—-2. Leto bea
p—simplex ofl,. By Proposition2.6, we may assume that = op = (éh—p,...,€n) IS

the lastp + 1 standard generators ", where we identify a map: Z — Z" with

the elemenf (1) € Z". We will show that Link, (o) is (n — p — 3)—connected, which
will give the induction step and prove the result.

Avertexv in Link;, (op) is given as an-tuple of integersy = ((V)1, . .., (V)n). We filter
the link using the absolute value of the last coordinate: let

Oq = (v € Link,(op) | [(Mn] < q) C Linky,(op)

i.e. Oyq is the full subcomplex of Link(cp) on the vertices whose last coordinate in
Z" has absolute value at mogt If p > 0, we have thatDy = Link;, ,(op-1), the
link of the lastp generators oZ"~1 in I,,_1. Indeed, ifvy,...,w € Z" have their
last coordinate equal to O, thefvy,. .., Vi, €p,...,€n) iS a simplex ofl, if and
only if (vi,...,Vk,€n—p,...,e—1) is asimplex ofl,_1 for v; € Z"1 the firstn — 1
coordinates ofy;. Hence by induction(Dg is (n — p — 3)—connected in that case. If
p=-1, Oy = In_1 is (n — 3)—connected by induction. We will show thé&; is
(n—2)—connected whep = —1, i.e. also  — p — 3)—connected. Then we will show
that in both cases, for every> 0, if Oq is (n — p — 3)—connected, then so g 1.
This will prove the result given tha®g (or O1 if p= —1)is (h—p— 3)—connected, as
by compactness, any map from a sphere into the link will henagee inOq for some
q=>1.

We start by showing that); is (n — 2)—connected whep = —1. Recall that in this
case Link (op) = In. We can construcO; from Og by attaching successively the
verticesv € |, with |(v),| = 1, along their link inOp, then edges formed by such
vertices along their links in the newly formed complex, ao@s. Explicitly this gives
Or= 0o J Clv) |J cvw) ... | Cvi,....w))
vi€01\Op (V1,v2) CO1\Og (V1,.-,¥n) CO1\Op

where C((v1, ..., W)) = (V1,...,V) * (Link;,({(v1, ..., %)) N Op), attached succes-
sively alongLy := 9(v1, ..., VW) * (Link;,((v1,...,W)) N Op). Fork = 1, we have
that Link,((v1)) N Op = Op as the last coordinate aof; is 1. Hence this link is
(n — 3)—connected. Now pick a vertexc O1\Oy. We can write

0o |J Clw) = star) |J C(w)
€01\ v1 € 01\0p
Vi #£V
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where Stanf) = Og * v is the star ofv within this complex. It follows that this second
stage of the filtration isn(— 2)-connected, being homotopic to a wedge of suspensions
of (n — 3)—connected spaces.

For k > 1, we have again that all the’'s have last coordinatec1. Lete; = +1 if
(vi)n and {1)n have the same sign, andl otherwise. Then

Link,((v1, ..., V) N Op = Link;,_, (V2 —e2V1, ..., Vik — ekV1)),

with v; — gjv1 denoting as above the firat— 1 coordinates of this vector, noting that
its last coordinate is zero. Indeed, a simplex, . . ., Wg) is in the first link if and only

if the w;’s have 0 as last coordinate aay, ..., Wq, Vi, ..., V) is a partial basis of
Z", which is the case if and only ifwy, . .. ,Wg, V1, Vo —e2V1 . .., ik — k1) is a partial
basis of Z", which is the case if and only ifwr, ..., Wy, Vo —eaVy ...,V — Vi) IS

a partial basis oZ"~1. Hence this link is f — k — 2)—connected by induction. So
the space.y, along which the con€((v1, ..., V)) is attached, isn(— 2)—connected.
Hence attaching eadB(({v1, . . ., V)) keeps the spacen - 2)—connected.

We are left to show that i®q is (n — p — 3)—connected the@y is also (—p— 3)—
connected, wher&)q is now the gth filtration of Link; (cp) without any special
assumption omp. We construcitOq,1 from Oq by successively attaching the missing
vertices, edges, and so on, just like we construéedrom Op above:

Opr1=0q |J Clv) U Clviw) ... J Clve... Vap-1)).

Vi€041\Oq  (V1,V2)COq11\Oq (V1 Vn—p—1)COq+1\Oq

Again we need to compute the connectivity of the link(wf, ..., w) in Link,(op)
intersected withOq. This link is a subcomplex of Linkn,, o) ((Ve, .., V). By
Proposition2.6, this last link is isomorphic to Link(cp4k), which by assumption is
(n—p—k—3)—connected.

Letx: Z — Z be amap satisfying(2) = 0 if |z < q+1,and|z—x(2(q+1) < g+1
for |zl > g+ 1. We have \4)n = €1(q+ 1) for 1 = £1. Now define

! LinkLinkm(ap)((Vl, ce k) — LiI’1k|_in|<|n(gp)((V]_7 S Vi) N Oq

to be the map taking a vertex to w—e1x((W)n)vi. Thenw—e1x((W)n)v1 € Oq and

lies in Linkiink,, (o) ({V1, - - - ,Vk)) if wwas in that link. Moreoverr is simplicial and
defines a retraction. It follows that Lipkk,, (o) ((V1, ..., V) N Oq is also at least

(n — p — k — 3)—connected. Hence attachi@f(vy,...,w)) along d(vi, ..., V) *
(LinKLink(op)({V1, - - - s Vk)) N Oq) does not change the connectivity as the latter space is
at least (| — p — 3)—connected. The result follows. O
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Remark 4.8 The existence of the functior used in the proof makeg, together
with the absolute value, Buclidean ring Maazen’s proof of the above statement was
written, and works in the more general context of Euclideags:

Proposition 4.9 LetA be a RAAG with ndZ—-summand and I&{Ko, fo), . . . , (Kp, fp))
be a simplex o8k (A, Z). Then(; Kj = A x Z™ for somem.

Proof Suppose thaf has generatoray, ..., a, andZ" has generatorg, . . ., z,. We
know that eacli; can be obtained from the standaka Z"~1 x e < Ax Z" by applying
an automorphism. From the description of the automorphams< Z", it follows that
Ki is generated byywi, ..., a,W,t1,...,th—1 for somew;,t; € Z". Moreover, we
know thatZ" is generated by, . .., t,_1,fj, wheref; := fj(1). Hence we can rewrite
the generators df; asa; fi"“, RO fim",tl, ...,th—q forsomem1,..., m, € Z.

As fi € K; wheneveri # j andacfi™" € K;, we have that eachy f, ““f, "™ ...f, **
liesin); Ki. Let A" = A denote the subgroup @& x Z" generated by the elements
afy o ™ fy ™ 's. We have thatA x Z" = A’ x Z". We want to show that
N Ki = A" x (N;(KinZ"). The right side is included in the left side, so all we need t
show is that the left side is included in the right side. ket ("), K; be some element.
As x € K;, we can write it ax = XX’ with X € A" andx’ € K; N Z". Now these
different expressions of are all equal, and all live i\ x Z" = A’ x Z". It follows
thatx = X and hencex’ = X’ for eachi,j. It follows thatxg € (;(Ki N Z") and
x=xXg € A x (N;i(Ki NZ"). As N);(Ki N Z") < Z", the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 4.5 Just as in the proof of Theoreml, we may assume tha&
has noZ—factor. From Propositior2.3, we have thatSI,(A,Z) is a join complex
over In(A, Z) (in the sense ofg, Definition 3.2], see also Sectid). As I,(A,Z) is
Cohen-Macaulay of dimension — 1 by Propositiond.7, Theorem 3.6 of 9] gives
that SL(A, Z) is (”%3)—connected for alh > 0. By Propositiord.9, the hypothesis
of Proposition2.4 is satisfied, and hencg,(A, Z) is isomorphic toSk(A, Z). So the
connectivity also holds fo&,(A, Z). Hence by Propositio@.2with k = 2 anda = 3,
we have that the same also holds (A, X). O

5 Stability theorem

We consider in this section the family of all right-anglediAgroups withC = UGRraags
the associated homogeneous category, as defined in Séctiost A, X be RAAGS,
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and denote byCa x the full subcategory ot on the objectsA x X" for all n > 0.
Recall from [L5, Section 4.2] thdower suspensiofunctor Xx: Cax — Cax taking
A x X" to A x X" and a morphisnf: A x X" — A x XX to the composition
(bx A x X o (X xf)o (b;}A x X"), wherebx a1 X x A — Ax X denotes the symmetry.
Recall from [L5, Definition 4.10] that a functor

F: CA7)( — Z-Mod

is acoefficient system of degree r atifthe kernel of the suspension m&p— F o Xy
is trivial when evaluated ah x X" with n > N, and the cokernel is of degree- 1 at
N — 1, with degree—1 atN meaning taking the value 0 &t x X" whenevem > N.
In particular, constant coefficient systems are of degree00 A coefficient systent
is splitif it splits as a functor.

Applying the main results ofi5] to our situation, we get the following stability theorem:

Theorem 5.1 Let A, X be RAAGs withX unfactorizable andF: Cax — 7Z-Mod
a coefficient system of degraeat N. Letn > N. Then the mafAut(A x X") —
Aut(A x X™1) taking an automorphisrh to f x X induces a map

Hi(Aut(A x X™); F(A x X)) — Hi(Aut(A x X™1): F(A x X™1)

which is surjective for all < "5* —r and an isomorphism for ail < "33 —r. If
the coefficient system is split, this range improves t ”‘5‘1 for surjectivity and
i < %‘3 for injectivity, and if the coefficient system is constarite tisomorphism
holds fori < "52.

Moreover, letAut’ (A x X") denote the commutator subgroup Adit(A x X"). Let
n > 2N. Then the map

Hi(Aut' (A x X"); F(A x X")) — Hi(Aut’'(A x X™1); F(A x X™M1))

is surjective for alli < ”%2 —r and an isomorphism for all < ”;35 —r. If the

coefficient system is split, this range improvesitec "~4=2 for surjectivity and
i < &?:_5 for injectivity, and if the coefficient system is constartte isomorphism
holds fori < 252,

If X #£ Z—summand, one can replanéy n + 1 in all the bounds of the theorem.

Proof The category)C = UGRraagsiS symmetric monoidal homogeneous by Proposi-
tion 1.1, and hence pre-braided and locally homogeneous at An¥) (in the sense

of [15, Definition 1.1,1.4]. Theorem.1 gives that it satisfies LH3 with slope 2 at
(A, X) for all A and all irreducibleX # Z ([15, Definition 2.2]), and Theorem.5that
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it satisfies LH3 with slope 2 atA(x Z, Z) for all A. The result then follows from
Theorems 3.1, 3.4 and 4.20 dff for (A, X) with X unfactorizable not equal t@,
and for @A x Z, Z), using the argument oflp, Corollary 3.9] for the second part of the
statement. O

TheoremsA andB are obtained by applying the above theorem to constant cieeffi
systems for each irreducible factor Bf = X; x --- x Xx. TheoremC is obtained
likewise applying the theorem to the coefficient system @efiny the abelianization,
noting that this is a split coefficient system of degree 1 at 0.

Note that van der Kallen obtains better bounds for,(@l), 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 (§8eTheorem 4.6] or Propositioh.2).
However his argument does not obviously extend to all RAAGEe argument of van
der Kallen is explained at the end of Section 5.31]])

5.1 Finitely generated abelian groups

Homological stability for the automorphism groups of fihjtgenerated abelian groups
under taking direct product can be deduced directly frorstang results in the literature,
without needing to prove new connectivity results. We ghedxact statement and its
proof here for completeness.

Proposition 5.2 Let G be a finitely generated abelian group. The homomorphism
Aut(G") — Aut(G™1) taking an automorphisrh of G" to the automorphism x G
of G fixing the last factor, induces maps
Hi(Aut(G"); Z) — Hi(Aut(G"™); Z)
and
Hi(Aut'(G"); Z) — Hi(Aut'(G™Y); Z)

which are surjective for all < 5 and isomorphisms far < ”;21

(As in the introduction, Au{G") denotes the commutator subgroup of Agt).)

Proof A finitely generated abelian group is a Z—module, and the automorphism
group AutG") is isomorphic to GK(End(G)), for End@G) its ring of endomorphisms.
By [18, Theorem 3.4], End§) has 2 in its stable range (in the terminology @8],
see Definition 1.5 in that paper), i.e. satisfies Bass’ caomiSR or hassdim= 1
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in the terminology of 17, Section 2.2]. The result then follows frorh7, Theorem
4.11] using the fact that G(R) is isomorphic to its subgroup of elementary matrices
(Whitehead’s lemma). O

Theorem 5.6 of 17] and Theorem 5.10 ofiff] can likewise be applied to show that
homological stability for the groups AW") with G finitely generated abelian also
holds with polynomial twisted coefficients.
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