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Abstract
We prove that no infinite field is definable in the theory of the free group.

1 Introduction

After the work of Sela [Sel09] leading to the positive answer to Tarski’s question (see also
[IKMO6]), there is an increasing model theoretic interest in the first-order theory of non abelian
free groups.

Although, Sela proved that any definable set is equivalent to a boolean combination of V3-
definable sets we are far from understanding these “basic” sets. According to Sela these sets
admit a natural geometric interpretation but admittedly neither geometers nor logicians have
absorbed the sophisticated techniques that occur in his voluminous work. Thus, in principle,
it is hard to determine whether a subset of some cartesian power of a non abelian free group
is definable or not.

Moreover, starting from Zilber’s seminal work towards understanding uncountably cate-
gorical theories via some naturally defined pregeometries (see |Zil83]), questions about what
kind of groups are definable or whether an infinite field is definable in a given first order theory
have become important within the community of model theorists.

Recently, some positive results in this line of thought appeared. The following theorem has
been proved independently in [KM13] and [PPST].

Theorem 1.1: The only definable proper subgroups of a torsion-free hyperbolic group are
cyclic.

When it comes to infinite definable fields in some non abelian free group, intuitively speak-
ing, one expects to find none. To the best of our knowledge this has been first posed as a
conjecture in [Pil0§]. This problem proved very hard to tackle and the only positive result
towards its solution had been the following theorem proved in the thesis [SKII1I] of the second
named author:

Theorem 1.2: Let F), be the free group of rank n. Let ¢ be a formula over Fy. Suppose
d(Fy) # &(Fy) then ¢ cannot be given definably an abelian group structure.

On the other hand, in many model theoretic questions concerning existing “configurations”
in a first order theory one does not need to understand the exact set of solutions of a formula,
but just its rough “shape”. Indeed in this vein there has been progress. A definable set (or
a parametric family) can be endowed with an envelope that contains the definable set and
moreover it carries a natural geometric structure from which we can read properties that
when hold “generically” for the envelope, they also hold for the definable set. The method
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of envelopes has been proved very useful in proving (weak) elimination of imaginaries (see
[Sel]) but also in proving that the first order theory of the free group does not have the finite
cover property (see [SkI13]). We will utilise envelopes once more in order to confirm the above
conjecture.

The main theorem of this paper is:

Theorem 1: Let F be a non abelian free group. Then no infinite field is definable in F.

Our proof is based on the following theorem which is a consequence of the quantifier
elimination procedure. We record it next in the simplest possible form.

Theorem 1.3 (Sela): Let F:=TF(a). Let T(G,F) be a hyperbolic tower where G := (u,Z,a |
Y(u,z,a)) and ¢(Z,a) be a first order formula over F. Suppose there exists a test sequence,
(hn)n<w : G = F for T(G,F), such that F |= ¢(h,(Z),a).

Then for any test sequence, (hl)n<w : G — F, for T(G,F) there is ng such that F |=
o(hl,(z),a) for all n > ny.

The notions of a hyperbolic tower and of a test sequence over it will be defined in section []
and section [6] respectively.

On our way of proving the main theorem, we prove various Merzlyakov-type theorems. We
recall that Merzlyakov’s original theorem stated:

Theorem 1.4 (Merzlyakov): Let F :=F(a). Let ¥(Z,9,a) Cpnite (T,y) *F be a finite set of
words. Suppose F |= Vz3y(X(z,y,a) = 1). Then there exists a “formal solution” w(z,a) C
(Z) * F such that X(Z,w(Z,a),a) is trivial in (T) = F.

We obtain the following “generalisation” to an arbitrary formula, but only after strength-
ening the hypothesis and weakening the conclusion of Merzlyakov’s theorem as follows:

Theorem 2: LetF :=TF(a). LetF = VZI<®yo(Z, y,a) and assume there exists a test sequence
(bn)n<w and a sequence of tuples (€n)n<y such that F |= ¢(by, En,a). Then there exists a tuple
of words w(Z,a) in (Z) * F such that for any test sequence (b))n<. in F we have that there
exists ng (that depends on the test sequence) with F = ¢(b),, w(b.,),a) for all n > ng.

We remark that our main theorem implies, together with the elimination of the “exists
infinitely many” quantifier 3°°, that no infinite field is definable in any model of this theory.

The proof splits in two parts. Roughly speaking for any definable set X we prove that
either X is internal to a finite set of centralizers or it cannot be given definably an abelian
group operation, i.e. there is no definable set Y C X x X x X such that Y is the graph of
an abelian group operation on X. To conclude that no infinite field is definable we prove that
centralizers of non trivial elements are one-based.

The paper is structured as follows: in the next section we take the opportunity to recall
some basic geometric stability theory and introduce the reader to the results that will allow
us to conclude our theorem in the case a definable set is “coordinated” by a finite set of
centralizers.

The following section contains introductory material that concerns Bass-Serre theory as
well as results for a special class of groups called limit groups. The material here is by no
means original and certainly well known. Since in many of our arguments we will use actions
on trees or normal forms for groups that admit a graph of groups splitting, we hope that this
section will provide an adequate background for the uninitiated.

Section [4) contains many of the core notions which are important in this paper. We start by
explaining when a group admits the structure of a tower and then we continue by introducing
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a construction that leads to the notion of a twin tower. Twin towers would play a fundamental
role in our main proof.

In sections[5 and [6] we record and extend some constructions and results of Sela that appear
in [Sel03], [Sel05] and [Sel]. Here the reader will find all the technical apparatus that makes
our main proof possible. Theorems [6.24] [6.31] and [6.33] lie in the core of our result.

Finally, in the last section we bring everything together and we prove the main result. We
split the proof in two cases: the abelian case and the non abelian case. The abelian case is
resolved using geometric stability, while the non abelian case is resolved using geometric group
theory. We have also added an example, which we call the hyperbolic case, where our proof is
free of certain technical phenomena, so the reader could clearly see the idea behind it.

2 Some geometric stability

In this section we provide some quick model theoretic background on stable theories. A gentle
introduction to stability and forking independence has been given in [PS], so to avoid repetition
we refer the reader there. Our main focus in this paper will be on geometric stability and in
particular on the notion of one-basedness. For more details the reader can consult [Pil96]. We
work in the monster model M of a stable theory T'.

Definition 2.1: A definable set X (in M) is called weakly normal if for every a € X only
finitely many translates of X under Aut(M) contain a.

Definition 2.2: The first order theory T is one-based, if every definable set (in M) is a boolean
combination of weakly normal definable sets.

The simplest example of an one-based theory is the theory of a vector space (V, +, 0, {ri trex)
over a field K, where for each k € K, ry, is a function symbol which is interpreted in the struc-
ture as scalar multiplication by the element k € K. In the same vein we have:

Fact 2.3: The theory of any abelian group (in the group language) is one-based.

For the purposes of our paper one-based theories have an important property.
Fact 2.4 (Pillay): Let T be one-based. Then no infinite field is interpretable in T.

A set is interpretable if it definable up to a definable equivalence relation, thus, in particular
no infinite field is definable in an one-based theory.

For any definable set X in M we can define the induced structure on X, X™ in the
following way: the universe of the structure will be X and for every definable set Y in M we
add a predicate Py that corresponds to the intersection Y N X.

Definition 2.5: Let X be a definable set in M. Then X is one-based, if the first order theory
of X% s one-based.

We say that a family of definable sets P is ()-invariant, if the image of any definable set in
P by an automorphism in Aut(M) is still in P. Moreover, if B is a small subset of M, we say
that ¢ =P | B if tp(¢/B) contains some definable set that belongs to P.

Definition 2.6: A definable set X (over some small subset A C M) is P-internal for some

0-invariant family of definable sets P, if for any ¢ € X there exists B O A with ¢ | B and
A

bi,... by with b; =P | B such that ¢ € dcl(B, by, ..., by)



The following theorem has been proved by F. Wagner in [Wag04].

Theorem 2.7 (Wagner): Let X be a definable set and P be an (-invariant family of one-based
sets. If X is P-internal, then X is one-based.

3 Actions on trees

The goal of this section is to present a structure theorem for groups acting on trees. In the
first subsection we will be interested in group actions on simplicial trees. These actions can
be analysed using Bass-Serre theory, and we will explain the duality between the notion of a
graph of groups and these actions.

In the second subsection we will record the notion of a real tree and quickly describe some
natural group actions on real trees.

3.1 Bass-Serre Theory

Bass-Serre theory gives a structure theorem for groups acting on (simplicial) trees, i.e. acyclic
connected graphs. It describes a group (that acts on a tree) as a series of amalgamated free
products and HNN extensions. The mathematical notion that contains these instructions is
called a graph of groups. For a complete treatment we refer the reader to [Ser83].

We start with the definition of a graph.

Definition 3.1: A graph G(V, E) is a collection of data that consists of two sets V' (the set
of vertices) and E (the set of edges) together with three maps:

e an involution : E — E, where € is called the inverse of e;
o a: E—V, where a(e) is called the initial vertex of e; and
o 7: E—V, where 7(e) is called the terminal vertex of e.

so that € # e, and a(e) = (&) for every e € E.

Definition 3.2 (Graph of Groups): A graph of groups G := (G(V,E),{Gu}uev,{Ge}ecE,
{fe}ecE) consists of the following data:

e o graph G(V, E);
o a family of groups {Gy}uev, i-e. a group is attached to each vertex of the graph;

e a family of groups {Getecp, i.e. a group is attached to each edge of the graph. Moreover,
Ge = Gé;

e a collection of injective morphisms {fe : Ge — Gr(¢) | € € E}, i.e. each edge group comes
equipped with two embeddings to the incident vertex groups.

The fundamental group of a graph of groups is defined as follows.

Definition 3.3: Let G := (G(V, E),{Gu}uev, {GetecE, {fe}ecE) be a graph of groups. Let T
be a mazimal subtree of G(V, E). Then the fundamental group, m1(G,T), of G with respect to
T is the group given by the following presentation:

{Gutuev, {tetecr | t;l =tz fore€ E;to=1 fore €T, fe(a) =tcfe(a)ts fore € E a € Ge)
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Remark 3.4: [t is not hard to see that the fundamental group of a graph of groups does not
depend on the choice of the maximal subtree up to isomorphism (see [Ser83, Proposition 20,

p-44]).
In order to give the main theorem of Bass-Serre theory we need the following definition.

Definition 3.5: Let G be a group acting on a simplicial tree T without inversions, denote by A
the corresponding quotient graph and by p the quotient map T — A. A Bass-Serre presentation
for the action of G on T is a triple (T, T, {Ve}eem@)\E(T0)) consisting of

e a subtree T of T which contains evactly one edge of p~'(e) for each edge e of A;
o a subtree TO of T which is mapped injectively by p onto a mazimal subtree of A;

e a collection of elements of G, {Ye}ecp(r)\E(T0), Such that if e = (u,v) with v € T\ T°,
then e - v belongs to TY.

Theorem 3.6: Suppose G acts on a simplicial tree T without inversions. Let (T, T°, {~.})
be a Bass-Serre presentation for the action. Let G := (G(V, E),{Gyu}uev,{Ge}lecE, {fe}ecE)
be the following graph of groups:

e G(V,E) is the quotient graph given by p:T — T;

e if u is a vertex in TV, then Gp(u) = Stabg(u);

e if e is an edge in T, then Gp(e) = Stabg(e);

e if e is an edge in T, then Iote) : Gpe) = Gr(p(e)) 18 given by the identity if e € 79 and
by conjugation by e if not.

Then G is isomorphic to m1(G).

Remark 3.7: The other direction of the above theorem also holds. Whenever a group G is
isomorphic to the fundamental group of a graph of groups then there is a natural way to obtain
a simplicial tree T and an action of G on T (see [Ser83, section 5.3, p.50]).

Among splittings of groups we will distinguish those with some special type vertex groups
called surface type vertex groups.

Definition 3.8: Let G be a group acting on a tree T without inversions and (T1,To, {ve}) be
a Bass-Serre presentation for this action. Then a vertex v € T? is called a surface type vertex
if the following conditions hold:

e Stabg(v) = m1(X) for a connected compact surface ¥ with non-empty boundary;

e For every edge e € T\ adjacent to v, Stabg(e) embeds onto a mazimal boundary subgroup
of m(X), and this induces a one-to-one correspondence between the set of edges (in T")
adjacent to v and the set of boundary components of %.

We next follow [BFO3| and define the notion of a Generalized Abelian Decomposition
(GAD).

Definition 3.9: A GAD of a group G is a graph of groups G(V, E) with abelian edge groups
and such that V' is partitioned as Vg U V4 U Vg where:

e cach vertex in Vg is a vertex of surface type for the corresponding action on a tree;
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e cach vertex group for a vertex in V4 is non-cyclic abelian; and
e cach vertex group for a vertex Vg is called rigid.

Definition 3.10 (Peripheral subgroup): Let A be a vertezx group of a GAD of G, (G(V, E), (Vs,
Va,VR)), whose vertex is in V4. Then the we denote by P(A) the subgroup of A generated

by all incident edges groups. Moreover the subgroup of A that dies under every morphism
h: A — 7 that kills P(A) is called the peripheral subgroup and denoted by P(A).

Definition 3.11 (Dehn twists): Let H be a subgroup of G. Suppose G splits as an:

e amalgamated free product A xc B so that H is a subgroup of A. Let g be an element in
the centralizer of C in G. Then a Dehn twist in g is the automorphism fixing A pointwise
and sending each element b of B to gbg™!;

e HNN-extension Axc so that H is a subgroup of A. Let g be an element in the centralizer
of C in G. Then a Dehn twist in g is the automorphism fixing A and sending the Bass-
Serre element t to tg.

Definition 3.12 (Relative modular automorphisms): Let H be a subgroup of G. Let A :=
(G(V,E), (Vs,Va,VR)) be a GAD of G in which H can be conjugated into a vertex group. Then
Modp (A) is the subgroup of Autr(G) generated by:

e inner automorphisms;

o unimodular automorphisms of G, for u € V4 that fix the peripheral subgroup of G, and
every other vertex group;

e automorphisms of G, for u € Vg coming from homeomorphisms of the corresponding
surface that fix all boundary components;

e Dehn twists in elements of centralizers of edge groups, after collapsing the GAD to a one
edge splitting in which H is a subgroup of a vertex group.

Moreover we define the modular group of G relative to H, Modg(G), to be the group generated
by Modg(A) for every GAD A of G.

3.2 Actions on real trees

Real trees (or R-trees) generalize simplicial trees in the following way.

Definition 3.13: A real tree is a geodesic metric space in which for any two points there is a
unique arc that connects them.

When we say that a group G acts on an real tree T' we will always mean an action by
isometries.

Moreover, an action G ~ T of a group G on a real tree T is called non-trivial if there is no
globally fixed point and minimal if there is no proper G-invariant subtree. Lastly, an action is
called free if for any x € T' and any non trivial g € G we have that g -z # x.

We next collect some families of group actions on real trees.

Definition 3.14: Let G ~* T be a minimal action of a finitely generated group G on a real
tree T'. Then we say:



(i) X is of discrete (or simplicial) type, if every orbit G.x is discrete in T'. In this case T is
simplicial and the action can be analysed using Bass-Serre theory;

(ii) A is of axial (or toral) type, if T is isometric to the real line R and G acts with dense
orbits, i.e. G.x =T for every x € T

(iii) X is of surface (or IET) type, if G = m1(X) where ¥ is a surface with (possibly empty)
boundary carrying an arational measured foliation and T is dual to 3, i.e. T is the lifted
leaf space in Y after identifying leaves of distance 0 (with respect to the pseudo-metric
induced by the measure);

We will use the notion of a graph of actions in order to glue real trees equivariantly. We
follow the exposition in [Gui08, Section 1.3].

Definition 3.15 (Graph of actions): A graph of actions (G ~ T, {Yu}uev(r)s {Pe}tecr(r))
consists of the following data:

e A simplicial type action G ~ T;

o for each vertex u inT a real tree Yy;

e for each edge e in T, an attaching point pe in Y. ().
Moreover:

1. G acts on R := {[[Yu : v € V(T)} so that ¢ : R — V(T) with q(Y,) = u is G-

equivariant;
2. for every g € G and e € E(T), pg.e = g+ De-

To a graph of actions A := (G ~ T, {Yu}uev(r)s {Pe}ecr(r)) We can assign an R-tree
Y4 endowed with a G-action. Roughly speaking this tree will be HueV(T) Y./ ~, where the
equivalence relation ~ identifies p. with pz for every e € E(T'). We say that a real G-tree Y
decomposes as a graph of actions A, if there is an equivariant isometry between Y and Y4.

Interesting actions on real trees can be obtained by sequences of morphisms from a finitely
generated group to a free group. We explain how in the next subsection.

3.3 The Bestvina-Paulin method

The construction we are going to record is credited to Bestvina [Bes88| and Paulin [Pau88]|
independently.

We fix a finitely generated group G and we consider the set of non-trivial equivariant
pseudometrics d : G x G — R=Y denoted by ED(G). We equip ED(G) with the compact-open
topology (where G is given the discrete topology). Note that convergence in this topology is
given by:

(d;)i<w — d if and only if d;(1,9) — d(1,g) (in R) for any g € G

Is not hard to see that Rt acts cocompactly on ED(G) by rescaling, thus the space of
projectivised equivariant pseudometrics on G is compact.

We also note that any based G-space (X, %) (i.e. a metric space with a distinguished point
equipped with an action of G by isometries) gives rise to an equivariant pseudometric on G as
follows: d(g,h) = dx(g-*,h-*).



We say that a sequence of G-spaces (Xj, *;)i<w converges to a G-space (X, ), if the cor-
responding pseudometrics induced by (X, *;) converge to the pseudometric induced by (X, %)
in PED(G).

A morphism h : G — H where H is a finitely generated group induces an action of G on
Xp (the Cayley graph of H) in the obvious way, thus making Xz a G-space. We have:

Lemma 3.16: Let F be a non abelian free group. Let (hp)p<w : G — F be a sequence of
pairwise non-conjugate morphisms. Then for each n < w there exists a base point *, in X
such that the sequence of G-spaces (X, *pn)n<w has a convergent subsequence to a real G-tree
(T, *), where the action of G on T is non-trivial.

3.4 Limit groups

Definition 3.17: Let G be a group and (hyp)n<y, : G — F be a sequence of morphisms. Then
the sequence (hn)n<w is called convergent if for every g € G, there exists ng such that either
hn(g) # 1 for all n > ng or hp(g) =1 for all n > ng.

Moreover, if (hp)n<w : G — F is a convergent sequence, then we define its stable kernel
Kerhy, :={g € G | g is eventually killed by h,}

Definition 3.18: Let G be a finitely generated group. Then G is a limit group if there exists
a convergent sequence (hy)n<y : G — F with trivial stable kernel.

Limit groups can be given a constructive definition. To this end we define:

Definition 3.19: Let A := (G(V, E), (Vs,Va,Vr)) be a GAD of a group G. For each G, with
v € Vg we define its envelope G, in A in the following way: for every a € Vi we replace Gq
in G(V, E) by its peripheral subgroup, then G, is the group generated by G, together with the
centralizers of incident edge groups.

Definition 3.20 (Strict morphisms): Let n : G — L be an epimorphism and A := (G(V, E),
(Vs,Va,VR)) be a GAD of G in which every edge group is maximal abelian in at least one

vertex group of the one edged splitting induced by the edge. Then n is strict with respect to A
if the following hold:

e 1) is injective on each edge group;

e 1) s injective on év for every v € Vg;

e 1 is injective on the peripheral subgroup of each abelian vertex group;
e 1(Gs) is not abelian for every s € Vg.

Definition 3.21: A group L is a constructive limit group if it belongs to the following hierarchy
of groups defined recursively:

Base step. Level 0 consists of finitely generated free groups;

Recursive step. A group G belongs to level i + 1 if it is either the free product of two groups
that belong to level i, or there exists a GAD, A, for G and a strict map n : G - H with respect
to A onto some H that belongs to level 1.

Theorem 3.22 (Sela): Let L be a finitely generated group. Then L is a limit group if and
only if it is a constructive limit group.



3.5 Graded limit groups

A graded limit group is a limit group together with a distinguished finitely generated subgroup.
We will be interested in a special kind of graded limit groups called solid limit groups.

Definition 3.23: Let G be a limit group which is freely indecomposable with respect to a finitely
generated subgroup H. We fix a finite generating set, ¥ for G and a basis a for F:=F(a). A
morphism h : G — F is short with respect to Modg(G) if for every o € Modg(G) and every
g € F that commutes with h(H) we have that mazscs, |h(s)|p < mazsex, |Cong(g) o hoolg.

Definition 3.24: Let G be a limit group which is freely indecomposable with respect to a finitely
generated subgroup H. Let (hy)n<w : G — F be a convergent sequence of short morphisms with
respect to Mody(G). Then we call G/Kerh,, a shortening quotient of G with respect to H.

Definition 3.25 (Solid limit group): Let S be a limit group and H be a finitely generated
subgroup of S. Suppose S is freely indecomposable with respect to H. Then S is solid with
respect to H if there exists a shortening quotient of S with respect to H which is isomorphic

to S.

Example 3.26: The surface group (x,xo,...,xTog,€1,€2,...,€2m | [T1,22][T3, 4] ... [T2p_1,
xorller, ea] ... [e2m—1,e2m]) is a solid limit group with respect to the subgroup (ei, ..., e2m).

Definition 3.27: Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to a finitely generated subgroup
H with generating set Xp. Let (hy)p<w : Sld — F. We call (hyp)n<w a flexible sequence if for
every n, either:

e the morphism h, = hl, o n,, where n, : Sld — F T for some group T, H is mapped
onto F by n,, h!, : FxT — F stays the identity on F, and n, is short with respect to
Modg (Sld); or

e the morphism h,, is short with respect to Modg (Sld) and moreover

mazges, |n(g)lp > 2" (1 + mazsesy, [hn(s)|p)
where By, is the ball of radius n in the Cayley graph of Sld.

If (hp)n<w = Sld — F is a convergent flexible sequence, then we call Sld/Kerh,, a flexible
quotient of Sld.

It is not hard to see, using the shortening argument, that flexible quotients are proper.
Moreover one can define a partial order and an equivalence relation on the class of flexible
quotients of a solid limit group. Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to a finitely
generated subgroup H and n; : Sld - @; for ¢ < 2 be flexible quotients with their canonical
quotient maps. Then Q2 < Qq if kerny C kerne. And Q1 ~ Q2 if there exists o € Modg (SId)
such that ker(n; o o) = kerns.

Theorem 3.28 (Sela): Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to a finitely generated
subgroup H. Assume that Sld admits a flexible quotient. Then there exist finitely many classes
of maximal flexible quotients.

A morphism from a solid limit group to a free group that does not factor through one of
the maximal flexible quotients (after precomposition by a modular automorphism) is called a
solid morphism.



4 Towers

In this section we are interested in limit groups that have a very special structure, namely the
structure of a tower. A tower is built recursively adding floors to a given basis, which is taken
to be a free product of fundamental groups of surfaces with free abelian groups. Each floor
is built by “gluing” a finite set of surface flats and abelian flats to the previous one following
specific rules, to be made precise in the next subsection.

Limit groups that admit the structure of a tower play a significant role in the proof of
the elementary equivalence of non abelian free groups. This class of limit groups is connected
with Merzlyakov-type theorems as proved in [Sel03]. We will analyse and further expand this
connection in section [6l

4.1 The construction of a tower

We start with defining the notion of a surface flat.

Definition 4.1 (Surface flat): Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Then G has the
structure of a surface flat over H, if G acts minimally on a tree T and the action admits a
Bass-Serre presentation (T, T°, {~.}) such that:

e the set of vertices of T is partitioned in two sets, {v} and V, where v is a surface type
vertex;

o T is bipartite between v and V(T1) \ {v};
e H is the free product of the stabilizers of vertices in V;

e cither there exists a retraction r : G — H that sends Stabg(v) to a non abelian image
or H is cyclic and there exists a retraction r' : G % Z — H % Z which sends Stabg(v) to
a non abelian image.

EQW

Figure 1: A surface flat.

Remark 4.2: A more concise way to refer to a group G that has the structure of a surface
flat over a subgroup H is to say that G is obtained from H by gluing a surface ¥4, along its
boundary onto the subgroups {FE; : i <n} of H.

Example 4.3: The surface group m1(Xg) = (x1,...,22 | [1,22] - ... - [X2g9—1,T24]) has the
structure of a surface flat over Fy := (z1,...,2,).
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Concisely, m1(Z,) is obtained from F, by gluing (b, xg11,...,224 | b1 - [wg41, 2g42] - ...
[z2g—1,T24]) along its boundary onto ([x1,x2] ... [zg—1,Z4])

Figure 2: An example of a surface group that has the structure of a surface flat over a free
group.

We similarly define the notion of an abelian flat.

Definition 4.4: Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Then G has the structure of
an abelian flat over H, if G acts minimally on a tree T with a single orbit of edges, and the
action admits a Bass-Serre presentation (T' = TV, TY) so that if e = {u,v} is the unique edge
in TY, then Stabg(u) = H, Stabg(e) is a maximal abelian subgroup of H, which we call the
peg of the abelian flat, and Stabg(v) = Stabg(e) ® Z™ for some m < w.

5 Eoz™
H O

Figure 3: An abelian flat.

Remark 4.5: A more concise way to refer to a group G that has the structure of an abelian
flat over a subgroup H, is to say that G is obtained from H by gluing a free abelian group Z'
along the (mazimal abelian) subgroup E of H.

We note that when we say “gluing Z™ along the subgroup F of H”, the outcome will really
be the amalgamated free product (E @ Z") g H, but we keep this terminology as it will be
convenient in the sequel.

We observe that if G has the structure of an abelian flat over a subgroup H, then it is not
hard to find a retraction r : G — H: one can use the projection of E @ Z™ to E and extend
this to a morphism from G to H which fixes H.

Example 4.6: The group G := (x1,...,Tn, 21,..., 2k | 23,22 = 1, |21, 2], [21, 2], 4,7 < k)
has the structure of a free abelian flat over the subgroup (zy,..., 2, | 27 -... 22).

Concisely, G is obtained from (z1,...,2, | 22...22) by gluing the free abelian group Z*
along the subgroup {(x1) of (z1,...,m, | 22...22).

We can combine surface and abelian flats in order to obtain the “floors” of a tower.

Definition 4.7 (Floor): Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Then G has the structure
of a floor over H, if G acts minimally on a tree T and the action admits a Bass-Serre presen-
tation (T, T% {~.}), where the set of vertices of T' is partitioned in three subsets, Vs, Va and
VR, such that:
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e cach vertexr in Vg is a surface type vertex;

o for each vertex u € Vo, its stabilizer Gy is a free abelian group;

o the tree T is bipartite between Vs UV and Vg;

e the subgroup H of G is the free product of the stabilizers of vertices in Vg;

o for each u € Vy, there is a unique edge e = {v,u} connecting u to a vertex v in Vg.
Moreover, Stabg(e) is mazimal abelian in G and Stabg(u) = Stabg(e)BZ™. In addition,
the stabilizer Stabg(e) of e cannot be conjugated to any other stabilizer Stabg(e') for
e/ # e an edge connecting a vertex in V4 to a vertex in Vg;

e cither there exists a retraction r : G — H that, for each v € Vg, sends Stabg(v) to a
non abelian image or H is cyclic and there exists a retraction v’ : G x Z — H * 7 that,
for each v € Vg, sends Stabg(v) to a non abelian image.

Figure 4: A floor together with the partition of its vertices

In the opposite direction a floor can be decomposed into flats in many possible ways, i.e.
a floor can be seen as a sequence of surface and abelian flats, and we will often see such a
sequence as giving a preferred order to the flats of the floor.

We can now bring everything together to define:

Definition 4.8: A group G has the structure of a tower (of height m) over a subgroup H if
there exists a sequence G = G™ > G™™1 > ... > G® = H such that for each i, 0 < i < m, one
of the following holds:

(i) the group G has the structure of a floor over G*, in which H is contained in one of
the vertex groups that generate G; in the floor decomposition of G over G'. Moreover,
the pegs of the abelian flats of the floor are glued along (mazximal abelian) groups that are
not conjugates of each other and they cannot be conjugated into groups which correspond
to abelian flats of any previous floor;

12



(ii) the group G'T' is a free product of G* with a finitely generated free group.

The next lemma follows from the definition of a constructible limit group.
Lemma 4.9: If G has the structure of a tower over a limit group, then G is a limit group.

If G has the structure of a tower over a subgroup H it will be useful to collect the infor-
mation witnessing it, thus we define:

Definition 4.10: Suppose G has the structure of a tower (of height m) over H. Then the
tower corresponding to G, denoted by T (G, H), is the following collection of data:

((g(le Go)v 7‘1), (g(G27 Gl)a 7'2)’ s (g(Gm7 Gm_l)? Tm))
where:

o the splitting G(G'T1, GY) is the splitting that witnesses that G has the structure of a
floor over G* (respectively the free splitting G* xF,, for some finitely generated free group

]Fn);

e the morphism rijy1 : Gl - G (or Titq : Gl - G *7) is the retraction that witnesses
that G**1 has the structure of a floor over G* (respectively the retraction ri1q1 : G'xF, —
G').

Remark 4.11: The notation G(G) will refer to a splitting of G as a graph of groups. The
notation G(G, H) will refer either to a free splitting of G as H = F,, or to a splitting that
corresponds to a floor structure of G over H.

A tower in which no abelian flat occurs in some (any) decomposition of its floors into flats
is called a hyperbolic tower. Furthermore, if a floor consists only of abelian flats we call it an
abelian floor.

For the rest of the paper we assume the following:

Convention: Suppose 7(G,F) is a tower. Let {£}};cs be the collection of pegs that corre-
spond to the abelian flats that occur along the floors of the tower. Let {E;};ecr, with J' C J,
be the subcollection of the pegs that can be conjugated into a subgroup of the base floor F,
i.e. there is v; € G such that E;fj < F for every j € J'.

Then, we assume that:

1. when the above subcollection is not empty, the first floor G(G*, G°) of the tower T (G, F)
consists only of the abelian flats corresponding to the above subcollection and glued
along E;j to IF, and each floor above the first (abelian) floor is either a free product or
it consists of a single flat (abelian or surface);

2. when the above subcollection is empty, we assume that each floor is either a free product
or it consists of a single flat (abelian or surface).

4.2 Twin towers

We next work towards constructing a tower by “gluing” two copies of a given tower together.
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Definition 4.12: Suppose H has the structure of an abelian floor over F and G(H,T) is the
splitting witnessing it. Let {Z™i};er be the collection of the free abelian groups that we glue
along the corresponding pegs {E;}icr in forming the abelian flats of the floor.

Then the double of H with respect to G(H,F), denoted by Hpy := Hpy(G(G,TF)), is the
group obtained as the fundamental group of a graph of groups in which all the data is as in
G(H,F) apart from replacing {Z™ };cr by their doubles {Z™ ® Z™};cr. The above graph of
groups Db(G(H,F)) := G(Hpy,F) is called the floor double of G(H,F) and naturally witnesses
that Hpy is an abelian floor over F.

El @ Zml fa>) Zml E2 >} (Zm2 D Zmz)
El @ 7 E2 ® 72
Ey Es

Figure 5: An abelian floor over a free group and its double.

Lemma 4.13: Suppose H has the structure of an abelian floor G(H,F) over F. Then H admits
two natural embeddings f1, fo into Hpy.
Moreover, for each i < 2, the group Hpy admits an abelian floor structure over f;(H).

Proof. The first embedding f; can be taken to be the identity since H is a subgroup of Hpy
and clearly Hpp has an abelian floor structure over H with the pegs corresponding to the
maximal abelian groups of H that contain the pegs of G(H,F). The second embedding fo is
obtained as follows:

e it agrees with Id on [F; and

e it sends each free abelian group Z™ that is glued along a peg E in F in forming the
abelian flats of the abelian floor G(H,TF) isomorphically onto the corresponding free
abelian group glued along the peg in H that contains E in forming the abelian flats of
the abelian floor G(Hpy, H).

O

The following lemmata are immediate.

Lemma 4.14: Let H be a subgroup of a group G. Suppose H has the structure of an abelian
floor G(H,F) over F. Let Gpy := Hpp g G. Let G(G) be a splitting of G in which H is a
subgroup of a vertex group G,. Then Gpy is isomorphic to the fundamental group of the graph
of groups that has the same data as G(G) apart from replacing G, by (Gy)pp := Hpp ¥ Gy.

Lemma 4.15: Suppose G has an abelian floor structure over a limit group L. Let Bi, Bo be
non conjugate (in L) mazimal abelian subgroups of L that cannot be conjugated into any of the
pegs of the abelian floor. Then Bi, By are mon conjugate mazimal abelian subgroups of G.
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We now pass to proving that replacing the first (abelian) floor by its double yields a natural
tower structure for the corresponding group.

Lemma 4.16: Suppose G has the structure of a tower (of height m) T(G,F) := ((G(G*,GY),
1), (G(G%,GY), r2),...,(G(G™,G™ 1), rp)) over F and that the first floor G(G', GO) is an
abelian floor. Let, for each i < m, the group GiDb be the amalgamated free product G}jb xo1 G

Then Gpy := G, admits a structure of a tower over F witnessed by G'5 > Gg;l >0 >
GlDb > T and splittings Q(Gigbl, iDb), which are naturally inherited from the corresponding
splittings in T (G, T).

Proof. The proof is by induction on the height m of the tower.

Base step. The group G})b has a natural abelian floor structure over F as observed in
Definition [4.12}

Inductive step. We will assume that the result holds for any tower of height at most 7 and
we show it for towers of height i +1. We take cases according to whether G**! is a free product
over G%, or has a surface flat structure over G?, or has an abelian flat structure over G*:

e assume that Gt = GZ x IF,,, then, by Lemma G4l = G%, « F,. So, by the
induction hypothesis Ggrbl has a tower structure over F corresponding naturally to the
tower structure of G*T! over TF;

e assume that G*! has a surface flat structure over G* witnessed by (G(G*™!, G*),7i41).
We consider the rigid vertex group, say G,, of the above graph of groups that contains
F. Since G! is freely indecomposable with respect to I, the vertex group G, must
contain G'. We consider the graph of groups with the same data as (G(G*t!, G%),7;41)
apart from replacing Gy, by Gy *g1 GJ,,. Then by Lemma the fundamental group
of this latter graph of groups is isomorphic to Gigbl and together with the retraction
i ngl — G%, that agrees with 7,411 on G*™! and stays the identity on GL, they
witness that G’B'bl has a surface flat structure over Gﬁjb;

e assume that G'™! has an abelian flat structure over G%, i.e. G = G'x4 (A D Z"). We
consider the splitting (G* xg1 Gh;) x4 (A & Z"). By Lemma this is a splitting of
sz‘;rbl. It is not hard to see that the group A is maximal abelian in G’ *g1 G},;: indeed
since A cannot be conjugated to any of the pegs of the first abelian floor G(G',F), and A
is maximal abelian in G* it must be maximal abelian in G”bb. Moreover, by Lemma m,
it cannot be conjugated to any other peg in G%,,. Thus, together with the retraction
i ngl — G’bb that agrees with ;11 on G**! and stays the identity on be they
witness that G**! has an abelian flat structure over ng.

O

Changing slightly the hypothesis of the previous lemma yields the following remark.

Remark 4.17: Suppose G has the structure of a tower (of height m) T (G, F) := ((G(G!, GY),
), (G(G?,GY), r2),...,(G(G™,G™ 1), 1)) over F and that the first floor G(G',G) is an
abelian floor. Let f : G' < GL, be the non-identity natural map from G to its double
(see Lemma . Let, for each i < m, the group fGiDb be the amalgamated free product
G})b *f(Gl) Gl

Then ¢Gpy := ¢G5, admits a structure of a tower over F witnessed by Gl > ngb—l >
... > ;G > F and splittings g(ng“bl, rG%y), as in Lemma .
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Before moving to the definition of a twin tower we record some easy lemmata that will
help us prove that our construction of a twin tower is indeed a tower.

Lemma 4.18: Suppose G has the structure of a tower over a limit group L. Let E be a
maximal abelian subgroup of G and suppose EN L is not trivial. Let B be the maximal abelian
group in L that contains E N L. Then either E is B, or E is the free abelian group B & Z"
that corresponds to an abelian flat of some floor of the tower glued along B to L.

The following lemma is an easy exercise in normal forms.

Lemma 4.19: Let G := A x¢ B be limit group and E be a mazimal abelian group in A.
Suppose that no non trivial element of E commutes with a non trivial element of C, then E is
mazximal abelian in G.

We define the notion of a twin tower, first in a case which is free of some technical com-
plexity, in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.20 (Twin tower - non abelian case): Suppose G has the structure of a tower
T(G,F) over F. Assume that the first floor G(G',G°) is not an abelian floor. Then the
amalgamated free product G xp G admits a natural tower structure over F which we call the
twin tower of G with respect to T (G, F).

Proof. Let ((G(GY,G%),71),...,(G(G™,G™ 1), ry)) be the sequence witnessing that G is a
tower over F. Let G"™1* := G g G be the amalgamated free product of G* with G over F. We
claim that there exists a sequence

((g(le GO)> 7“1), SRR (g(va Gm_l)v ’I”m), (g(Gm+1v Gm)a Tm—&-l)a SO (g(G2m7 GQm_l)v er))

where the splitting G(G™++1 G™+%) has the same data as the splitting G(G'*!, G%) apart
from replacing the vertex group G, that contains F with G, *p G and moreover it witnesses
that G xp G has the structure of a tower over F. We proceed by induction:

Base step. We show that G™*! is a free product or has a surface flat structure over or has
an abelian flat structure over G™ = G, according to whether G! is a free product or has a
surface flat structure F. In addition, we show that it respects the requirements of being a floor
of a tower together with the already given sequence of floors. We take cases:

e assume that G! = F x F,,, then G™! = (F +F,,) #p G = G * F,,. Thus, G™*! has a free
product structure over G;

e assume that G' has a surface flat structure over F. We consider the graph of groups with
the same data as in G(G*, F) apart from replacing the vertex group F by the amalgamated
free product G *p F. Then the fundamental group of this graph of groups is isomorphic
to G™*! and together with the retraction 7,41 : G™*! — G™ that agrees with r; on
G' and stays the identity on G they witness that G™*! has a surface flat structure over
G™,

Inductive step. Assume that the result holds for all G™*! ... G™*". We will show that it
holds for G™+#+1, We take cases according to whether G**! is a free product or has a surface
flat structure or an abelian flat structure over G*:

e assume that Gt = G« F,,, then G H! = Gl g G = Gl g G+ F, = G« F,,.
Thus, G™T*! is a free product of G™ with F,, and satisfies the conditions of being part
of a tower with the already given sequence of floors;
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e assume that G**! has a surface flat structure G(G**!, G%) over G*. Consider the graph
of groups decomposition with the same data as in G(G**!, G%) apart from replacing the
vertex group G, that contains F with the amalgamated free product G, *p G. The
fundamental group of this graph of groups is isomorphic to G™**! and together with
the retraction rpy 4441 : Gmtitl _ Gt that agrees with Ti+1 ON G'! and stays the
identity on G they witness that G™+*! has a surface flat structure over G,

e assume that G has an abelian flat structure G* x4 (A ® Z") over G*. Consider the
amalgamated free product (G* xp G) %4 (A @ Z"). This is a splitting of G™T**! and
moreover, by Lemma A is maximal abelian in G* g G. A maximal abelian group
of G™*? that contains a peg of a previous abelian flat must either live in G or in G.
Now it is enough to observe that A cannot be conjugated to a maximal abelian group
of G and if a conjugate AY of A intersects non-trivially another maximal abelian group
of G%, then g € G*. In addition, we define the map 7,441 : Gl — G to agree
with 7;41 on G**! and stay the identity on G.

Figure 6: A tower and its corresponding twin tower - non abelian case.

Example 4.21: Let G := (x1,x9,€1, €9, 21, 22 | [71,22] - [e1, e2], [x:{’x%,zl], [IL‘%ZL‘%,Zl], [21, z2]).

We can give G a tower structure over Fy := (e1, e2) as follows. The tower consists of two floors:

e the first floor is just a surface flat that it is obtained by gluing 3¢ 1, whose fundamental
group 71 (1,1) is (w1, 79,5 | 571 - [1,22]), along its boundary to the subgroup ([e1, ea])
of the free group Fs. In group theoretic terms the first floor is the amalgamated free
product G' := Fy *ey ] =5 71(X1,1). The retraction r; sends z; to e; and stays the
identity on e;;

e the second floor is just an abelian flat that it is obtained by gluing Z? along the (max-
imal) abelian subgroup (z3x3) of G'. In group theoretic terms the second floor is the
amalgamated free product G? := G *gdad—z ((z) @ Z*). The retraction ro sends z; and

23 to z and stays the identity on G*.
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The group G *p, G can be given a twin tower structure as follows. This tower has four
floors, which we describe:

e the first two floors are identical to the floors of the tower structure of G;

e the third floor is just a surface flat that it is obtained by gluing ¥, 1, whose fundamental
group m1(211) is (y1,vy2,5 | s71 - [y1,42]), along its boundary to the subgroup ([e1, ea])
of the free group Fs. In group theoretic terms the third floor is the amalgamated free
product G® := G? *ep es]=s T1(X1,1). The retraction r3 sends y; to e; and stays the
identity on GZ;

e the fourth floor is just an abelian flat that it is obtained by gluing Z? along the (max-
imal) abelian subgroup (y3ys) of G3. In group theoretic terms the fourth floor is the
amalgamated free product G* := G3 *yaya—s ((2) © Z?). The retraction r4 sends z} and
2} to z and stays the identity on G3.

Proposition 4.22 (Twin tower - abelian case): Suppose G has the structure of a tower T (G, F)
(of height m) over F. Assume that the first floor G(G', G°) is an abelian floor.

Let GlDb be the double of G with respect to G(G', G%) and f : G' — G})b be the non-identity
natural embedding of G into be

Let Gpy be the double of G with respect to G(G*,G°), and +Gpp be the amalgamated free
product Gy xc1 G, where fz : Gt — GL, is f and f. : G* — G is the identity map. Then the
amalgamated free product G py *ar, (tGpy) admits a natural tower structure over F.

Proof. Suppose that ((G(G*,G°),r1),(G(G?,GY),r2),...,(G(G™,G™ 1), ry)) witnesses that
G has the structure of a tower over F.
Let

T(GDba IF) = ((g(bev GO)’ )v (g(Gva GlDb)v ré)b)7 tee (g( Tgba Gm 1)a ’I’?lb))

be the natural tower structure (see Lemma {4.16|) of Gpp over F. And

T(fGva G'dDb) = ((g(szDb’ GlDb)v"ﬂg)a FR) (g(ngbvf Gg;1)7r7{1))

be the natural tower structure (see Remark of G py over be.
For eachi < m, let GT};" = Gpb*ar, (fGlDb ). We claim that there exists a natural sequence

of floors ((g(GvaGO)7 "), (Q(GvaG b)oT 5%)s - (G( D Gy, 1)77“£b)7 (g(GT[r)Llev D)

%), (GG, G2m D), rP%)) that w1tnesses that Gpp *g1 (tGpp) has a tower structure
over IF. We construct this sequence starting with the m ﬁoors of the tower T (G pp, F) and we
proceed recursively as follows:
Base step. We show that Gg;’ Lis a free product or has a surface flat structure or an abelian
flat structure over G, according to whether fGQDb is a free product or has a surface flat
structure or an abelian flat structure over G}Db:

e assume that fGQDb = G})b x IF,,, then ngl = Gpp *GL, (G}jb «F,) = Gpp *Fp;

e assume that ;G%, has a surface flat structure (G(;G% Db Ghy)s 7“2) over G},,. We consider
the graph of groups with the same data as g(fGDb, GDb) apart from replacing the vertex
group G%b with the group G pp. The fundamental group of this latter graph of groups
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is Ggljl and together with the retraction rﬁl_’H GmJrl — G pp that agrees with 7“2 on

fG Dy and stays the identity on G p, they witness that G"D"“jl has a surface flat structure
over G py;

e assume that ;G%, has an abelian flat structure Gh, x4 (A®Z") over G},,. Consider the
amalgamated free product (G py *GL, GL,) #a (A@Z™): this is a splitting of Gerl By
definition A cannot be conjugated to any other peg of some abelian flat of T(G Dby IF),
thus it is maximal abelian in G p;, and satisfies the properties that make Gpp*4 (ASZ")
the m + 1-th floor of our tower;

Recursive step. Suppose we have constructed the m + i-th floor of the tower. We show that
Grg; 1 is a free product or has a surface flat structure or an abelian flat structure over G’ﬁ;r :
according to whether ngbQ is a free product or has a surface flat structure or an abelian flat
structure over szH

e assume that ngf = G“r1 * I, then Grg;rl =Gpy*ar, (G Tl F,) = G+ F;

e assume that fGZB“l? has a surface flat structure (g(ngf, fG“Ll), z+2) over sz+1 We
consider the graph of groups with the same data as G( fGZDf, G’H) apart from replacing
the vertex group G, that contains G}jb with the group Gpy *GL, Gy. The fundamental

Gmtitl
Db

group of this latter graph of groups is and together with the retraction rﬁljri 41

Gm+’+1 — Gm‘H that agrees with rzf 4o On fG’ng and stays the identity on Gp; they
witness that GmJrZJrl has a surface flat structure over Grglji;

e assume that ;G'3? has an abelian flat structure fGZ Db x4 (ADZM) over ;G We con-
sider the amalgamated free product (G pp *GL, (G'5))) x4 (A®Z™): this is a splitting of

Gm+’+1 Since A cannot be conjugated to any other previous peg of the tower 7 (Gpy, F)

and the tower T (G pp, GL,) we see that A is maximal abelian in Gpy QL. (;G'3)) and
it satisfies the properties that make Gg;” x4 (ADZ"™) the m+i+ 1-th ﬂoor of our tower;

O

Example 4.23: Let G := (ey, e, 21, 22,71, T2 | [21, 22), [21, eFe3], [z, €3€3], [x1, 2] - [21, €1]).
We can give G a tower structure over Fy := (e, e2) as follows. The tower T (G, F2) consists of
two floors:

e the first floor is just an abelian flat obtained by gluing Z? along the maximal abelian
group (e%e%> of Fo. In group theoretic terms, the group corresponding to the first floor is
the amalgamated free product G* := Fy *e2e3—, ((2) @ Z?). The retraction r1 : G! — Fo
sends 21 and z2 to z and stays the identity on F.

e the second floor is just a surface flat obtained by gluing X1 1, whose fundamental group
is (v1, 72,8 | s71[x1,22]), along its boundary to the subgroup ([z1,e1]) of G!. In group
theoretic terms the group corresponding to the second floor is the amalgamated free
product G? := G! 21, e1]=s 71(21,1). The retraction r; : G? - G! sends z1 to 21, z2 to
e1 and stays the identity on G*.

We now consider the double of G with respect to the splitting G(G1, F) of the first point
above. As a group G, has the following presentation (ey,es,z1,22,91,v2 | [2i,y;] 4,j <
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2, [21, €2€3], [z, €2€3], [y1, €2€2], [y2, €2€3]). It can be seen as the amalgamated free product
be =T *e%e%:z (<Z> ©® Z4)
The twin tower that corresponds to 7 (G, Fa) consists of three floors as follows:

e the first floor is the floor double of G(G',F3) and the group corresponding to this floor
is be. The retraction rf)b sends each 21, 22,91, y2 to z and stays the identity on Fs.

e the second floor is just a surface flat obtained by gluing ¥ 1, whose fundamental group
is (1,2, s | s7Hx1,22]), along its boundary to the subgroup ([z1,e1]) of GL,. In group
theoretic terms the group corresponding to the second floor is the amalgamated free
product G%b = G}jb *[21,e1]=s T1(21,1). The retraction rgb : G%b —» G}:)b sends z1 to 21,
9 to e1 and stays the identity on G}jb.

e the third floor is again a surface flat obtained by gluing ¥ 1, whose fundamental group
is (p1,p2,s | s~ [p1,p2]), along its boundary to the subgroup ([y1,e1]) of G%,. In group
theoretic terms the group corresponding to the second floor is the amalgamated free
product G?bb = G%b Kyye1]=s 71(X1,1). The retraction rg?b : G%b —» G%b sends p1 to y1,
p2 to e and stays the identity on GQDb.

The group corresponding to the twin tower has presentation (ey, ea, 21, 22, Y1, Y2, T1, T2, P1, P2 |

[Zi? yj] 1,7 <2, [217 6%63]7 [Z27 6%63]7 [yla 8%6%], [Z/2, 6%63], [$17 $2] : [Zb el]a [p17p2] : [Z/l, 61]>

Figure 7: A tower and its corresponding twin tower - abelian case.

4.3 Closures of towers

We pass to the notion of a tower closure. We first define the notion of an abelian floor closure

Definition 4.24 (Abelian floor closure): Suppose G has the structure of an abelian floor over
a limit group L and G(G, L) is the splitting witnessing it. Let {Z™i};c1 be the collection of the
free abelian groups that we glue along the corresponding pegs {E;}icr in forming the abelian

flats of the floor.
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Let {A™i}icr be free abelian groups and f; : E; & Z™ — E; & A™ be an embedding with
fi | E; = Id and such that f;(E; ®Z™) is a finite index subgroup of E; & A™i, for every i € I.
We call {f;}icr a family of closure embeddings.

We denote by cl(G) the group that is the fundamental group of a graph of groups in which
all the data is as in G(G, L) apart from replacing {Z™};cr by {Z™ @ A™i}icr and add to
the vertex groups {E; @ Z™ @ A™i};cr the relations corresponding to the family of closure
embeddings, i.e. z = fi(z) for every z € E®Z™i. Moreover, we call the latter graph of groups,
G(cl(G), L), the floor closure of G(G, L) with respect to {f;}icr.

Remark 4.25: Let A"t = (c,a1,...,am), Z™' = (c,21,...,2m) be free abelian groups
of rank m + 1. Let f : Z™TY — A™*! be an embedding for which f(c) = ¢ and f(Z™+!)
has finite index in A™FTL. Then, to such an embedding we can assign a system of (m) lin-
ear equations (with 2m unknowns) over the integers as follows: for each i < m, if f(z;) =

ki a;? - am™, then o = ki1 + kiyn + ... + KipirYm. We denote this system of equations

Ef(xlv"wxmayl?"'ﬂym)'

Furthermore, for any such system of equations ¥(x1, . . $m, Y1, ---,Ym) there exists a finite
index subgroup U of the group A™ := ((1,0,...,0),. ,( , 1)) and a tuple of integers
(k1,...,km) so that for each tuple of integers (pl, eeyDm) the system of linear equations over
the integers with m unknowns 3(p1, ..., Pm, Y1, -« - ym) has an integer solution if and only if

(D1, pm) € (ks km) + U.

On the other hand, whenever we have a finite index subgroup U of A™, a coset (ki,. .., km)+
U defines a system of m linear equations with 2m unknowns, 3(1,...,Tm, Y1, -, Ym), Such
that the system of equations X(p1, ..., Pm,Y1,---,Ym) has an integer solution if and only if
(P1y---yom) € (k1,... km) + U. In turn, this system of equations defines an embedding f :
7+ AmHL for which f(c) = ¢ and f(Z™F) has finite index in A™TL

The above remark characterizes the morphisms h : G — F from a group G, that has a
structure of a floor over a limit group L, which can be extended to morphisms b’ : cl(G) — F
from the closure of G with respect to some closure embeddings {f; }icr.

Example 4.26: We consider the group G := (e1,e2,2z | [z,e1]). The group G admits the
structure of an abelian flat over Fy := (e1,e2). This can be seen as the amalgamated free
product Fy *¢, - ((c) ® (z)).

Let f: (c) ® (2) — (c) ® (a) be the morphism that stays the identity on ¢ and sends z to
c2a?. Since f is injective and {c, c?a?) is an index 3 subgroup of (c, a) the conditions of Remark
are met. Moreover the corresponding system of equations is ¥(z,y) := ¢ = 2 4+ 3y and
Y (p,y) has integer solutions if and only if p € 2 + 3Z.

In addition, the closure of G with respect to f can be seen as the amalgamated free product
cl(G) :=Fa #¢,—c (¢, z,a | [c, 2], [c,al, [2,a], z = c?a®). By our previous argument, a morphism
h : G — Ty (that stays the identity on Fs) extends to a morphism A’ : ¢l(G) — Fy if and only
if it sends z to 61+3k for some k € Z.

Remark 4.27: Suppose G has the structure of a floor over a limit group L. Suppose {Z™i};cr
is the collection of the free abelian groups that we glue along the corresponding pegs {FE;}icr
in forming the abelian flats of the floor. Let (G(cl(G),L),{fi}: € I) be the closure of G with
respect to some family of closure embeddings. Let G = G % ... x G™ be a free splitting of G.
Then for each i € I we have that ~v; F; ® Zmi*yfl for some v; € G, is a subgroup of some G,
for j <m.

Thus, there exists a free splitting, H' % ...« H™ of cl(G) such that each H' is the group
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obtained by gluing, 'YiAmi'yi_l in G*, along each maximal abelian group of the form ~;E; ®
VAL L that is contained in G' and adding the relations in this new vertex group according to
the family of the closure embeddings, i.e. %-z'y;I = yifi(z)vfl for every z € E; & 7M.

Definition 4.28 (Tower closure): Let T(G,F) be a tower of height m. Let, for i < m,
G(GL GY) be the i-th floor, and {f;}jg] a family of closure embeddings (in the case where
the i-th floor is a free product or a hyperbolic floor we take the family to be empty). Then the
tower closure, cl(T(G,TF)), of the tower T (G,F) with respect to the previous families of closure
embeddings for each floor of the tower, is defined recursively as follows:

Base step. The first floor consists of the floor closure G(cl(G1),F) with respect to {fjl}jej;
Recursive step. Let Gf:l be the group that corresponds to the i-th floor of the tower clo-
sure. Then GZH is the fundamental group of the graph of groups in which:

e the underlying graph is the same as the underlying graph of G(G*1, G%);

e the vertex groups, Gi,...,G%, whose free product is G* are replaced by the corresponding

. m
groups in GY;;
e the abelian flats Z™i are replaced by A™i & Z™ ; and

e in the new abelian vertex groups E; &A™ @Z™i we add relations according to the family
of closure embeddings, i.e. z = f;“(z) for every z € E; ®Z™i.

It is not hard to see that.

Lemma 4.29: Let T(G,F) be a tower over F. Then cl(T (G, F)) with respect to any families
of closure embeddings is a tower over .

4.4 Symmetrizing closures of twin towers

When moving to the closure of a twin tower it could be the case that the “twin” abelian flats
that appear in the floors of the twin tower embed in different ways in the ambient free abelian
free groups. For example, if E @& (z) is an abelian flat and E @ (2) is its twin, then we could
have the closure embeddings: f : E® (z) = E& (a) with f(z) = a2, and f: E® (2) — E® (b)
with f (2) = 3. We would like to “symmetrize” the situation by moving to a closure of our
given closure demanding that the closure embeddings will be: f; : E & (a) — E & (s) with
fila) =3 and f1 : E® (b) = E & (¢) with f1(b) = ¢2. The main point is that the image of
E® (z) in E & (s) under fi o f can be identified with the image of E @ (%) in E& (g) under
fiof.

We define the symmetric closure of a closure of a twin tower as follows.
Definition 4.30: Suppose G has the structure of a tower (of height m) T (G,F) and that the
first floor G(G*,GY) is an abelian floor. Let T#T(G,F) be the twin tower of T(G,F). For
each 1 < i <m, we call the the m + i — 1 the twin floor of the i-th floor.

Let cl(T#T(G,TF)) be a closure with respect to some closure embeddings {( f;, fi)ig} where
f is the embedding defined on the abelian flat that corresponds to the twin of the abelian flat
where f is defined on. For each abelian flat E®Z™ and its twin E®Z™ we consider the cosets
p+U and p+ U, where U,U are finite index subgroups of ((1,0,...,0),...,(0,0,...,1)), that
correspond to the closure embeddings f, f For each such couple p+ U, p + [7, we consider the
cosets p+UNU, p+UNU and the induced corresponding embeddings defined on EQZ™, Eaz™.
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We call the closure of T#T (G, F) obtained by the above closure embeddings the symmetric
closure of cl(T#T(G,F)) with respect to {(fi, fi)ier}-

Lemma 4.31: The symmetric closure of the closure of a twin tower is a closure of its closure.
Moz"eover, for each abelian flat £ ® Z™ and its twin E & Z™ the correspotlding subgroups
U U < ((1,0,...,0),...,(0,0,...,1)), obtained by the closure embeddings f, f, are the same,
r.e. U=U.

5 Solid limit groups and strictly solid morphisms

In this section we record the definitions of a strictly solid morphism and a family of such
morphism as given by Sela. A strictly solid morphism is a morphism from a solid limit
group to a free group, that satisfy certain conditions. These morphisms are of fundamental
importance in the work of Sela to answering Tarski’s question: first because of a boundedness
result (see [Sel05, Theorem 2.9]), and second because in contrast to solid morphisms they are
first order definable.

The definition of a strictly solid morphism requires a technical construction, called the
completion of a strict map. The next subsection explains this construction.

In subsection we define the above special class of morphisms and their families.

5.1 Completions

We start by modifying a GAD for a limit group G in order to simplify the conditions for a
map 7 : G — L to be strict with respect to it. The goal is to transform the GAD in a way
that the rigid vertex groups will be enlarged to their envelopes, every edge group connecting
two rigid vertex groups would be maximal abelian in both vertex groups of the one edged
splitting induced by its edge (and after replacing all abelian vertex groups with their peripheral
subgroups), and abelian vertex groups will be leaves connected through a rigid vertex to the
rest of the graph.
The following lemma of Sela will be helpful.

Lemma 5.1 (Sela): Let L be a limit group and M be a non-cyclic mazimal abelian subgroup.
Then:

o if L admits an amalgamated free product splitting with abelian edge group, then M can
be conjugated into one of the factors;

o if L admits an HN N extension splitting Axc where C is abelian, then either M can be
conjugated into A or M can be conjugated in (C,t) and L = A x¢c (C,t).

Lemma 5.2: Let G be a limit group and A := (G(V, E), (Vs, V4, VRg)) be a GAD for G, where
the 1mage of each edge group is mazximal abelian in at least one vertex group of the one edged

splitting induced by the edge. Assume moreover that Vs is empty. Then there exists a GAD
A= (G(V,E),(Vs,Va,VR)) for G satisfying the following properties:

1. the underlying graph G is the same as G up to some sliding of edges;
2. the set of rigid vertices and the set of surface type vertices are the same;

3. every rigid vertexr group of the graph of groups G coincides with the envelope of the
corresponding rigid vertex group in G;
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4. the image of every edge group connecting two rigid vertices of Vi is mazimal abelian in
both vertex groups in the splitting induced by the edge.

Remark 5.3: Suppose n : G — L be a strict map with respect to the GAD A for G. We
consider the following modification of A:

Step 1 we replace every vertex group G, with u € V4 by its peripheral subgroup and we place u
in the set Vg (i.e. we consider it rigid), we call this GAD Ay;

Step 2 we modify Ag according to Lemma in order to obtain Ag;

Step 3 to every rigid vertex in Ay whose vertex group was a peripheral subgroup in Ag we attach
an edge whose edge group is the peripheral subgroup itself and the vertexr group on its
other end is the abelian group that contained the peripheral subgroup in A, these new
vertex groups will be abelian type vertex groups. We denote by A this GAD for G.

We will either explicitly or implicitly use the above modification for the rest of the paper.

Definition 5.4: Let G be a group and G(G) be a GAD for G with m edges and at least one
rigid vertex. Let n: G — H and (G(G),n) be strict.

Let Go € Gy C ... C Gy := G(G) be a sequence of sub-graph of groups such that G; has i
edges. We define the group Comp; together with its splitting G(Comp;) by the following recur-

ston:

Base step. The subgraph of groups Go consists of a single vertex V' which we may assume
rigid, then Compy is the group H and G(Compy) is the trivial splitting;

Recursion step. Let ;11 be the edge in Giy1 \ G;. We take cases:

Case 1: suppose e;+1 connects two rigid vertices. We further take cases:

1A.

1B.

Assume that the centralizer of n(Ge,,,) in Comp;, cannot be conjugated neither to
the centralizer of n(G.) for some edge e in G; that connects two rigid vertex groups
nor to the centralizer of the image of the peripheral subgroup of some abelian vertex
group in G;. Then Comp;41 s the fundamental group of the graph of groups obtained
by gluing to G(Comp;) a free abelian flat of rank 1 along the centralizer of n(Ge,, )
in Comp;. The latter graph of groups is G(Comp;i1);

Assume that the centralizer of n(Ge,.,) in Comp;, can be conjugated to the central-
izer C (in Comp;) either of n(Ge) for some edge e in G; that connects two rigid
vertex groups, or of the image of the peripheral group of some abelian vertex group
(i.e. a vertex group whose vertex belongs to V) in G;. Then Comp; is the funda-
mental group of the graph of groups obtained by gluing to G(Comp;) a free abelian
flat of rank 1 along C.

Case 2: suppose e;r1 connects a rigid vertex with a free abelian vertex group of rank n and let P
be its peripheral subgroup. We may assume that the free abelian vertex group is not in G;
and we further take cases:

2A.

assume that n(P) cannot be conjugated neither to the centralizer of n(Ge) for some
edge e in G; that connects two rigid vertex groups nor to the centralizer of the image
of the peripheral subgroup of some abelian vertex group in G;. Then Comp;+q is
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the fundamental group of the graph of groups obtained by gluing to G(Comp;) a free
abelian flat of rank n along the centralizer of n(P) in Comp; and moreover in the
new abelian vertex group we add the relations identifying the peripheral subgroup in
its centralizer. The latter graph of groups is G(Compi;y1);

2B. assume that n(P) can be conjugated to the centralizer C' (in Comp;) either of n(Ge)
for some edge e in G; that connects two rigid vertex groups, or of the image of
the peripheral group of some abelian vertex group (i.e. a vertex group whose vertex
belongs to V4 ) in G;. Then Compiy1 is the group corresponding to the graph of
groups obtained by gluing to G(Comp;) a free abelian flat of rank n along C'.

Case 3: suppose e;11 := (u,v) connects a surface type vertexr with a rigid vertex (i.e. a vertex
that belongs to Vi). We further take cases according to whether the surface type vertex
belongs to G; or not:

3A. assume that the surface vertex group G, does not belong to G;. Then Comp;y1 is
the amalgamated free product Comp; ¥y s G, where G, is an isomorphic copy of
G, wilnessed by the isomorphism [ : Gy — G, and the edge group embeddings
f€i+17féi+1 are defined as follows: f€i+1 =fo fei+1 and féi+1 =Tno féi+1 where
Jei+1, Jeipy are the injective morphisms that correspond to the edge group of the
splitting 71(G;) *Gegyy Gy;

3B. assume that the surface vertex group G, belongs to G;. Then by our recursive hy-
pothesis there exists an isomorphic copy of Gy, say f : Gy — Gy, in Comp;. We
define Comp;11 to be the HNN extension Compi*geiH, where the edge group em-
beddings fe,,,, fe,,, are defined as follows: fe,,, =mno fe,,, and fe,,, = fo fe,,,
where fe,, ., fe,,, are the injective morphisms that correspond to the edge group of the
splitting 71 (G;) Gy G, (in the case v is not in G; ) or of the splitting m (gi)*cml
(in the case v is in G;).

Finally the group Comp(G(G),n) := Compy, is called the completion of G with respect to
G(Q) the sequence Gy C ... C Gy, and 1.

The completion of a group G with respect to a strict map n : G — L has a natural structure
of a floor over L. Moreover, Sela has proved [Sel03, Lemma 1.13] that G admits a natural
embedding into its completion.

Lemma 5.5: Let G be a group and (G(G), (Vs,Va,VR)) be a GAD for G. Let L be a limit
group and n : G — L be such that (G(G),n) is strict. Let Comp(G(G),n) be the completion of
G with respect to G(G) and n. Then G admits a natural embedding to Comp(G(G),n).

Proof. Let Gy C G1 C ... C Gy := G(G) be the sequence of subgraphs of groups that cov-
ers the graph of groups G(G) and with respect to which we have constructed the completion
Comp(G(G),n). We will prove by induction that for each i < m, there exists an injective map
fi : m1(G;) — Comp; such that fir1 O fiand U fi == f : G — Comp(G(G),n) agrees with
7 up to conjugation, by an element that is either trivial or does not live in L, in the vertex
groups whose vertices belong to Vg in the GAD for G.

Base step. We take fy to be n [ m1(Gp). Since we have assumed that the unique vertex
in Gy belongs Vi and Compy is L, one sees that fy : m1(Gy) — Compy is injective and respects
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our hypothesis on vertex groups whose vertices belong to Vi.

Induction step. Let f; : m1(G;) — Comp; be the morphism that satisfies our induction
hypothesis. We find an injective morphism fij+1 : m1(Giy1) — Comp;t1 that extends f; and
satisfies the hypothesis on vertex groups whose vertices belong to V. We take cases according
to the initial and terminal vertices of the edge e := (u,v) € Giy1 \ Gi.

e Suppose we are in Case 1A of Definition Then m1(G;+1) is either the amalgamated
free product m1(G;) *q, Gy (if v ¢ G;) or the HNN extension m1(G;)*q, (if v € G;) and
Comp;41 is the amalgamated free product Comp; x¢ (C' @ (z)) where C'is the centralizer
of n(Ge) in Comp;.

Suppose that 71(G;11) is an amalgamated free product. By the induction hy-
pothesis f; | Gy, = Conj(vy,) on | Gy. We define f;11 to agree with f; on m(G;)
and fi11(9) = yuzn(g)z~ 1y, ! for g € G,. Note that obviously v,z does not belong to
Comp;, thus it does not belong to L. The map f;y; is indeed a morphism since for any
g € G we have that fz(g) is an element that lives in G, thus fi11(fz(9)) = fi(fz(g9)) =
Yul(fe(9))y ', on the other hand fi1(fe(g)) = yuzn(fe(9))2 vy " and since 1(fe(g)) is
in C we get that fis1(fe(9)) = 7un(fe(9))75". Therefore, since n(fz(g)) = n(f.(9),
we see that fiy1(fe(9)) = fix1(fz(g)). We continue by proving that f;11 is injec-
tive. Let g := a1b1...a,b, be an element of 71(G;) *¢, Gy in reduced form. Then
fir1(9) = fila)yuzn(dr)z" vt - filan)yuzn(bn)z "1y, !, we show that this form is re-
duced with respect to Comp; *c (C @ (z)). Suppose not, then either v, ! fi(a;)vy, for
some 2 < j < n, or n(bj) for some j < n is in C. In the first case this means that
Yo L fi(a;) vy commutes with some (any) non-trivial element, say -, of n(G.), thus f;(a;)
commutes with v,7v, !, but 7,77, ! is the image of an element in G under f; and since
fi is injective we have that a; commutes with an element of G, by the maximality
condition of G, this shows that a; belongs to G., a contradiction. In the second case,
this means that n(b;) commutes with some (any) non-trivial element, say v, of n(G.),
thus since 7 is injective on G, we see that b; commutes with an element of G.. By the
maximality condition of G, b; must belong to G, a contradiction.

Suppose that m(G;+1) is an HNN extension. By the induction hypothesis f; | G, =
Conj(yu)on | Gu, fi | Gy, = Conj(v,)on | Gy. We define f;11 to agree with f; on m1(G;)
and fiy1(t) = yun(t)zy, ', where t is the stable letter of the HN N extension. The map
fi+1 is indeed a morphism since for any g € G we have that f.(g) is an element that lives
in Gy, thus fir1(Jo(9)) = fi(fo(9)) = %n(Je(@))75 ", on the other hand f(g) is an ele-
ment that lives in Gy, thus fi1(tfe(9)t™") = vn(t) 2y, yun(fe(9) vz () 1yt =
Yon(tfz(g)t~ 1), L, and it follows that f;,1 is a morphism. We continue by proving that
fit1 is injective. Let g := got g1t ...t g, with ¢; € {—1,1} be an element in reduced
form with respect to the HN N extension, then f;11(g) = fi(90) (Yon(t) 2z, 1) fi(g1) (10
n(t)zy D2 ... (run(t) 2y, ) fi(gn). We will show by induction that for every n > 1,
if g is an element of 71(G;11) of length n (in reduced form) with respect to the HNN
extension that 71(G;4+1) admits, then f;11(g) can be put in reduced form of length at
least one with respect to the amalgamated free product Comp; xc (C'®(z)) that Comp;+1
admits, moreover f;11(g) ends with either 27, ! fi(gn) or 2~ 1n(t)~1v, ! fi(gn) depending
on whether €, is positive or negative. For the base step (n = 1), the result is obvious.
Suppose it is true for every k < n, we show it is true for n. We take cases with respect to
whether €,_1, €, are positive or negative. Since the cases when both are negative or both
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are positive are symmetric we assume that both are positive and we leave the symmetric
case as an exercise. Thus, fi+1(9) = fit1(got g1t ... tgn—1)" fi+1(tgn) and by the induc-
tion hypothesis fi11(got g1t ...t"1g,_1) can be put in reduced form of length at least
one that ends with 5, fi(gu_1). Therefore fiy1(g) = 727, fi(gn-1)7n(8)27;  f(gn).
This latter element has the desired properties since if v, ! f;(gn—1)7.n(t) belongs to C,
then we consider z7y, ' fi(gn_1)7n(t)z as an element of C @ (2) \ C and if not then
already the element is in reduced form ending with z7y;'f;(g.). We now treat the
case where €,_1 = 1 and ¢, = —1. In this case fi11(9) = fi+1(got g1t .. . tgn—1) -
fix1(t"1gn) and by the induction hypothesis fii1(got g1t ...tg,_1) can be put in
reduced form of length at least one that ends with 27, 'fi(g,—1). Thus, fir1(9) =
Y295 filgn-1)mz () "y, fi(gn). Ts enough to show that 7, fi(gn—1)7u does not
belong to the centralizer C' of n(G.). Suppose, for a contradiction, that it does, then
Yo L fi(gn-1)7u commutes with some (any) element of 7(G.), such an element can be
written as v, ! f;(8)y. for some 8 € G,. Therefore, f;(gn—1) commutes with f;(b) and
since f; is injective, we see that g,_1 commutes with b. We can now use the maximality
of fz(Ge) to conclude that g,—1 belongs to it, contradicting the reduced form for g. The
case where €,_1 = —1 and ¢, = 1 is symmetric to the previous case and we leave it to
the reader.

e Suppose we are in case 1B of Definition Suppose the centralizer of n(G) (in Comp;)
can be conjugated, by the element v, into C'; where C' satisfies the hypothesis of case 1B.
Then 71 (Gi+1) is either the amalgamated free product 71(G;) *g, Gy (if v ¢ G;) or the
HNN extension m1(G;)*q, (if v € G;) and Comp;t is the amalgamated free product
Comp; x¢ (C @ (2)).

Suppose that m1(G;+1) is an amalgamated free product. By the induction hy-
pothesis f; [ Gy, = Conj(v,) on | Gy. We define f;11 to agree with f; on 71(G;) and
fix1(9) = vy teym(g)y tz7tyy, ! for g € G,. It is not hard to check that f;i1 is a
morphism, the reason being that for any element g of G, since yn(f.(g))y~! belongs to
C, it commutes with z, thus f;11(fe(9)) = vun(fe(g))v, ! and this is enough. We next
prove that f;11 is injective. Let g := aib;...a,b, be an element of m(G;) *g, Gy
in reduced form. Then fiy1(9) = fila)yy '2yn(bi)y 27yt filan)wy ™ 2y
n(bn)y L2ty L, we show that this form is reduced with respect to Comp; ¢ (C @ (z)).
Suppose not, then either vy, fi(a;)y,y ™!, for some 2 < j < n, or yn(b;)y ! for some
j <mnisin C. In the first case this means that vy, ! fi(a;)v,7 "' commutes with some
(any) non-trivial element, say 3, of yn(G¢)y™1, thus v, fi(a;)v, commutes with v =137,
which is a non trivial element of 7(G¢). Thus f;(a;) commutes with v,7718y7, !, and
the latter can be taken to be the image of some element of G, under f;. The injectivity
of f; tells us, that a; commutes with a non trivial element of G, and the maximality
of G, gives us that a; belongs to G, a contradiction. The argumentation for the case
where yn(bj)y~!, for some j < n, is in C is similar.

Suppose that 7;(G;+1) is an HNN extension. By the induction hypothesis f; |
Gy = Conj(yw)on | Gu, fi | Gy, = Conj(y,) on | Gy. We define f;1 to agree with
fi on m(G;) and fir1(t) = yn(t)y tzyy, !, where t is the stable letter of the HNN
extension. One can check in a similar way to the corresponding case 1A, that f;11 is an
injective morphism.

e Suppose we are in case 2A of Definition Then 71(G;41) is the amalgamated free
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product 71(G;) *q, Gy, where G, is a free abelian group of rank n, and Comp;y; is the
amalgamated free product Comp; xc A where C' is isomorphic to the centralizer of the
image of the peripheral subgroup P(G,) by n (which is actually the same as G.) and A
is the free abelian group C' @ Z" with the relations identifying the peripheral subgroup
as a subgroup of C and as a subgroup of Z".

By the induction hypothesis f; | G, = Conj(v,) on | G,. We define f;11 to agree with
fi on 71 (G;) and fir1(g9) = vuf(9)y, ' for g € Gy, where f : G, — Z™ is an isomorphism
between G, and its copy in Comp; 1. It is not hard to check that f;1 1 is a morphism:
let g € G, then fi11(fe(9)) = vuf (fe(9))va ' and fir1(fe(9)) = vun(fe(9))vy ", since
f(fe(g)) = n(fe(g)) in Comp;i1, we have what we wanted. We next prove that fi1q
is injective. Let g := a1by...anb, be an element of m(G;) *¢, G, in reduced form.
Then we prove that fi11(9) = fi(a)Yuf (b))t ... fi(an)yuf(bn)vy, ! is in reduced form
with respect to Comp; *c¢ A. Tt is trivial to check that f(b;) does not live in f.(C)
(since b; € G, \ G.), thus we only need to check that v, fi(a;)v, is not in fe(C) for
2 < j < n. Suppose not, then ~,!fi(a;)y, commutes with some (any) element of
n(fz(Ge)). Therefore, f;(a;) commutes with v,n(fz(g))v, !, for some g € G, but that
is the image of g under f;, and since f; is injective we see that a; commutes with fz(g),
by the maximality of fz(G.) we have that a; belongs to it, a contradiction.

Suppose we are in case 3A of Definition Then 71(G;11) is the amalgamated f1:ee
product m1(G;) *q, Gy and Comp;41 is the amalgamated free product Comp; g, Gy,
where G, is an isomorphic copy of G, witnessed by the isomorphism f : G, = G,.

By the induction hypothesis f; [ G, = Conj(v,) on | G,. We define f;; to agree
with f; on 71(G;) and fiy1(9) = Yyuf(g)v; ! for g € G,. It is not hard to check that
fii1 s a morphism: let g € G, then fis1(fo(9)) = uf(felg)va and fisa(folg)) =
Yun(fz(9))v L, since n(f=(g9)) = f(fe(g)) in Comp; ¢, G, we have what we wanted. We
next prove that f;11 is injective. Let g := a1b; ...a,by, be an element of 71(G;) *¢, Gy
in reduced form, then we prove that fir1(g) = fi(a1)vuf(d1)vy ... fi(an)yuf(ba)vy ! is
in reduced form with respect to Comp; *¢, G,. We only need to check that vt filaj)vu
does not live in n(G.), for any 2 < j < n. Suppose, for a contradiction, not, then f;(a;)
is yun(v)v, L, for some v € G, but the latter is the image of v under f;, and since f; is
injective we have that a; is 7, a contradiction.

Suppose we are in case 3B of Definition . Then 71(G;+1) is the amalgamated free
product 71(G;) *g, Gy or the HNN extension 71(G;)*g, and Comp;tq is the HNN
extension Comp;*q, .

Suppose that m1(G;+1) is an amalgamated free product. By the induction hy-
pothesis f; [ G, = Conj(yy) o f, where f : G, — G, is an isomorphism, and G, is
the isomorphic copy of G, in Comp;. We define f;11 to agree with f; on m(G;) and
fix1(g) = vt n(g)ty, ! for g € G, where t is the stable letter of the HNN exten-
sion Comp;*g,. It is not hard to check that f;11 is a morphism: let ¢ € G, then
fir1(fe(9)) = vt 'n(fe(9)try ! and fir1(fe(g)) = vuf(fe(9))va ', since n(fe(g)) =
tf(fz(g))t™! in Comp;*q,, we have what we wanted. We next prove that f;,; is injec-
tive. Let g := ajb1...apb, be an element of 71(G;) *¢, G, in reduced form, then we
prove that fi11(g9) = fi(a1)yt ' nb)ty, L. .. fi(an)yut  n(bp)ty, ' is in reduced form
with respect to Comp;*g,. We need to check that 7(b;) is not in f(G.) (which is actually
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n(fe(Ge))) for any j < n and ;' fi(a;)v, is not in fz(Ge) (which is actually f(fz(G.)))
for any 2 < j < n. But both follow easily by the fact that b; is in G, \ fe(Ge) and
aj € m1(Gi) \ fe(Ge).

Suppose that 71(G;+1) is an HNN extension. By the induction hypothesis f; |
G, = Conj(v,) o f, where f : G, — G, is an isomorphism, and G, is the iso-
morphic copy of G, in Comp;, and f; | G, = Conj(vy,) on. We define fi11 to
agree with f; on m1(G;) and fiy1(t) = ~uty,' where ¢ is the Bass-Serre element of
the HNN extension Comp;*g,. It is not hard to check that f;1; is a morphism:
let g € Ge, then fir1(fe(9)) = vwn(fe(9)v, ' and fira(tfe(g)t™") = wtf(fo)i 1,
since (fe(g)) = tf(fz)t~" in Comp;;1, we have what we wanted. We next prove that
fi+1 is injective. Let g := got™ g1t ...t"g,, with ¢; € {1,—1} be an element in re-
duced form with respect to the HNN extension m1(G;), then we prove that fi11(g) =
fi(90) vty D filgr) - - (voly ) fign) is in reduced form. We need to check that
when ¢; = 1 and €1 = —1, then v, fi(g;)7u does not live in fo(G.) (which is actually
F(fe(Ge))), and when ¢; = —1 and ¢;11 = 1, then 7, fi(g;)7» does not live in fo(Ge)
(which is actually n(fe(Ge))). We show just the former, since the latter case is symmet-
ric. Suppose, for a contradiction, that v, ' f;(gj)vu is in f(fz(Ge)), then there exists an
element in v € fz(Ge), such that f;(g;) = yuf(¥)7 ', but then f;(g;) = fi(y) and since
fi is injective we see that g; =+, a contradiction.

O

It is not hard to deduce from the construction of the completion that:

Lemma 5.6: Let Sld be a solid group with respect to a finitely generated subgroup H. Let
JSJg(Sld) be the abelian JSJ decomposition of Sld with respect to H and Comp(Sld, Id)
the completion of Sld with respect to Id : Sld — Sld and the modification JS.Jy(Sld)) of its
relative JSJ decomposition. Let H be the vertex group in JSJH(S’ld) that contains H and
it, iy be the natural embeddings from Sld to Comp(Sld, Id). Then i;(Sld) N iy(Sld) = H.

For the notion of the abelian JSJ decomposition of a solid limit group we refer the reader
to [Sel01, Theorem 9.2].

5.2 Strictly solid morphisms and families

We start by defining the notion of a degenerate map with respect to a tower over a solid limit
group.
Definition 5.7: Let T(G, Sld) be a tower of height m over a limit group L,

{G,(G(G™, G™ N, 1), (G(G™ L, G™ ) 1), ..., (GG, G0, 1), L}

and s : L = F be a morphism. We say that a morphism h : G — F factors through the tower
T(G, L) based on s if h =50710Q10...07Tpy 0y where oy € Mod(G(GE, G1)).

Definition 5.8: Let T(G, Sld) be a tower of height m over a solid limit group Sld,
{G7 (g(Gm7 Gm_1)7 T‘m), (g(Gm—l, Gm_2)7 Tm—l), ) (g(le G0)7 Tl)a Sld}

and let s : Sld — F be a morphism. We say that s is degenerate if for all morphisms h : G — F
that factor through the tower T (G, Sld) based on s and some i < m one of the following holds:
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e an edge group of (G(G*t1,GY), (Vs,Va, VR)) is always mapped to the trivial element;

e a vertexr group, Gy, of (G(G*1,GY), (Vs,Va,VR)) with u & Va is always mapped to a
cyclic subgroup of F.

As a matter of fact being degenerate is a condition definable by a system of equations.

Lemma 5.9 (Sela): Let F :=F(a) be a non abelian free group. Let T (G, Sld) be a graded tower
over a solid limit group Sld := (Z,a | ¥(Z,a)). Then there exists a finite system of equations
U(z,a) =1 such that a morphism s : Sld — F is degenerate with respect to T (G, Sld) if and
only if ¥(s(z),a) = 1.

Definition 5.10 (Strictly solid morphism): Let Sid be a solid group with respect to a finitely
generated subgroup H. Let JSJg(Sld) be the abelian JSJ decomposition of Sld with respect to
H and Comp(Sld, Id) the completion of Sld with respect to Id : Sld — Sld and the modification
JSJ g (SId)) of its relative JSJ decomposition. Let iy, iy be the natural embeddings from Sld
to Comp(Sld,Id). The morphisms hi,hy : Sld — F are tower equivalent with respect to
Comp(Sld, Id) if there is a morphism H : Comp(Sld) — F such that H oiy = hy and H o iy, =
ho.

Moreover, a morphism h : Sld — F is called strictly solid if it is non degenerate and it is
not tower equivalent with respect to Comp(Sld, Id) to a flexible morphism;

The relation of tower equivalence between two morphisms is an equivalence relation and we
call the set of non degenerate morphisms that belong to the class of a strictly solid morphism
a strictly solid famaly.

We prove the following:

Lemma 5.11: Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to a finitely generated subgroup H .
Let hi,hg : Sld — F be two morphisms. Then hy,he are tower equivalent with respect to
Comp(Sld, Id) if and only if they agree up to conjugation in the rigid vertices of the relative
JSJ decomposition of Sld and they are identical on the vertex group that contains H.

Proof. Let Gy C G C ... C Gy, := JSJ(SId) be the sequence of the subgraphs of groups
used in the construction of the completion Comp(Sid,Id). We recall that Gy is the vertex
group that contains H and it is rigid by definition. Let f3 : Sld — Comp(Sid) be the identity
map that sends Sid onto the Compy, and let, for each i < m, g; : m1(G;) — Comp; be the
natural injective map as in the proof of Lemma [5.5] We will define recursively a sequence of
morphisms (F;)i<m : Comp; — F, so that for each ¢ < m the morphism Fj:

1. extends the map F;_1;
2. satisfies F; o fp = h1; and
3. it satisfies F; 0 g; = hy | m1(Gi)-

Base step. We define Fy : Compy — F to be essentially the map hq, i.e. a morphism such
that Fy o f, = hy. Clearly, since go(m1(Go)) belongs to Compg and hq, hy agree on m1(Go), the
morphism Fj satisfies the required properties.

Before moving to the recursive step we note that property (2) is automatically satisfied for
i > 1 once property (1) is satisfied.
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Recursive step. Suppose there exists a morphism F; that satisfies properties (1)-(3), we
define Fj;q according to the cases for the edge e := (u,v) € Gi+1 \ Gi.

e Suppose we are in case 1A of Definition Then m1(Git1) is either the amalgamated
free product m1(G;) *q, Gy (if v ¢ G;) or the HNN extension m1(G;)*q, (if v € G;) and
Comp;41 is the amalgamated free product Comp; x¢ (C' @ (z)) where C'is the centralizer
of G in Comp;. By the hypothesis we have that hi(g) = r,ha(g)r; ! for every g € G,
and hy(g) = ryha(g)r, * for every g € G,

Suppose that m1(G;+1) is an amalgamated free product. The fact that h; and ho
are morphisms induces a relation between r, and r,. For every g € G, we have that
ha(fz(g)) = ha(fe(g)), thus 7, hy(fz(g))ru = 5 thi(fe(g9))ry. The last equation implies
that 7,7, ! commutes with h1(f.(g)), thus 7, = cr, for some element c in the centralizer

of hl(fe(g))'

By the inductive hypothesis and the definition of the map g; : m1(G;) — Comp; we see
that, for every element g € Gy, Fs 0 gi(g) = Fi(nfol(9)7,") = halg) = r ha(g)ry for
some v, € Comp;. This implies that r, F;(v,) commutes with hy(g) for every g € Gy,
therefore 7, F;(y,) = d for some element d in the intersection of all centralizers C'(h;(g))
for g € G,,.

Finally, we define F; 1 to agree with F; in Comp; and Fyy1(2) = d 'ryr; . This defi-
nition makes indeed Fjy; a morphism as 7,7, L'and d both commute with the image of
C under F;. Moreover, Fj109i41(9) = Fiv1(vuzfs(g)z 1y, Y) = o thi(g)r, = ha(g) for
every g € G,, as we wanted.

Suppose that m1(G;+1) is an HNN extension. By the fact that h; and he are
morphisms we get, for every g € G, that hy(t)h1(fz(g))h1(t)™' = hi(fo(g)), and
ha(Oha(fo(9))ha(t) " = ha(fe(9)).

By the inductive hypothesis and the definition of the map gi : m1(G;) — Comp; we see
that, for every element g € Gy, F; 0 gi(9) = Fi(vufo(g ) ) = hg(g) The same line of
thought as above gives us that F; o g;(g9) = Fi(7 f(9)7, *) = ha(g) for g € G,

Finally, we define F; 1 to agree with F; in Comp; and E+1(z) = h1(t) " Fi () " tho () Fy(Ya)-
We can easily check that Fji1 0 git1(t) = Fip1(vefs(t)2y,!) = ha(t) as well as that
Fi+1 is a morphism. For the latter we only need to check that Fji1(z) commutes
with Fj11(fz(g)) for some non trivial g € Ge. Indeed, Fy11(2)  Fit1(fz(9))Fis1(2) =
Fi() ha(t) Fi (0 (0o (@) (0) Fi(30)a(t)F (). We can replace (1)
Feor(fo(g))ha (8 with Fiy1(£(9)), 50 Fosa(2)~ Fiar(f2(9)) Fisa () = Filya)~ha(t)
Fi(v) Fi1(fe(9) Fi (7o) " tha (t)FZ(%) Again we can replace, by the induction hypothe-
sis, F(30) P (1 (9)) Fi) 1 with ha(£.(9)) 50 Fia(5) Fua(fo(0) P (z) = Fi)
ha(t) "t ha(g)ha(t) F(y ) We can continue by replacmg ha(t)"tha(fe(g))ha(t) with F; o
i(J2(@)), 50 Fisa (2)Fona (felg) Finr(2) = Fin) " Fi 0 g(Jelg)) Fi(). And fnally
Fi() " Fr 0 i f(9)) Fi(va) = Filfe(g)) as we wanted.

e Suppose we are in case 2A of Definition Then 71(G;41) is the amalgamated free
product 71(G;) *¢, Gy, where G, is a free abelian group of rank n, and Comp;1; is
the amalgamated free product Comp; *c A where C' is isomorphic to the centralizer (in
Comp;) of the peripheral subgroup P(G,) of G, and A is the free abelian group C' & Z",
where Z'™ is an isomorphic copy of G, witnessed by ¢ : G, — Z", together with the
relations identifying the peripheral subgroup as a subgroup of C and as a subgroup of
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Z"™. Moreover, gi+1(9) = Yu0(9)7;, * for every g € Gy, where G,, is by our modification
the peripheral subgroup of G,,.

By the hypothesis we have that hi(g) = ry ha(g)r; ! for every g € G. By the inductive
hypothesis we know that Fyog;(g) = Fi(vufo(9)vs 1) = ha(g) for every g € Gy, so we have
that F;(vu)h1(9)Fi(u) ™! = rthi(g)re (). We define Fi1q to agree with F; in Comp;
and Fi1(¢(9)) = Fy(vu) tha(g)Fi(vy) for every g € G,. It is immediate to check that
Fit10gi+1(g) = ha(g) for every g € Gy, thus we only check that F;;; is a morphism.
Let g € Gy, we show that F;(g) = Fi+1(¢(g)) as these are the relation in the group
A. Indeed, F;(g) = hi(g9) and Fiy1(0(9)) = Fi(vu) the(9)F;(v.) and replacing hs(g)
by 7 hi(g)r. we get Fii1(6(g)) = Fi(vu) 'r;  hi(g)ru Fi(y) which is by () equal to
hi(g) as we wanted.

Suppose we are in case 3A of Definition Then 71(G;41) is the amalgamated free
product 71(G;) *¢, Gy, where G, is the fundamental group of a surface, and Comp;+1
is the amalgamated free product Comp; *q, G, where G,, is an isomorphic copy of Gy

witnessed by ¢ : G, — G, and the edge group embeddings are f. = ¢o f. and fz = fyo fz.

Moreover, gi+1(9) = Yud(g9)y, * for every g € G, where G, is a rigid vertex.

By the hypothesis we have that hi(g) = ryha(g)r; ! for every g € G,. By the inductive
hypothesis we know that Fyog;(g) = Fi(vufo(9)7, 1) = ha2(g) for every g € Gy, so we have
that F;(vu)h1(9)F;(vu) ™" = 7, h1(g)ry (¥). We define F;,; to agree with F; in Comp;
and Fi11(6(g)) = Fi(vu) tha(9)F;(v.) for every g € Gy. It is easy to see that Fj,q o
gi+1(g) = ha(g) for every g € G, thus we only check that Fj;1 is a morphism. Indeed,

H—l(fe( ) = hi(fe(9)) and Fip1(6(fe(9)) = Fi(yu) ™ ha(fe(9))Fi(u) and replacing
ha(fe(9)) by ha(fe(g)) and then by 7 hi(fe(g))r which is by () equal to hi(fe(g)) we
get what we wanted.

Suppose we are in case 3B of Definition Then 71 (G;+1) is the amalgamated free
product m1(G;) *g, Gy or the HNN extension 71(G;)*g, and Comp;tq is the HNN
extension Comp;*g,. In this case there exist an isomorphic copy ¢ : G, — G of the
surface group Gy, in Comp; and the edge group embeddings are f. = fy 0 fo, fz = ¢ 0 fs.
Suppose that m1(G;+1) is an amalgamated free product. In this case g;(g) =
Yud(9)vy " for every g € G, and giv1(9) = vt~ fo(9)try, * for every g € G, where ¢
is the Bass-Serre element of the HNN extension Comp;*a,. And by the hypothesis we
have that hi(g) = r,ha(g)r, ! for every g € G,.

We define F;1; to agree with F; in Comp; and Fiy1(t) = ryFip1(y). It is easy
to see that Fji1 o gi11(g9) = ha(g) for every g € G,, thus we only need to check
that Fj,; is a morphism. Indeed, for every g € Ge, Fip1(fe(g)) = hi(fe(g)) and
Fip1(tfa(g)t™) = Fip1 () Fia1(6(f2(g ) F;11(t)~L. If, in the latter equation, we replace
Fiya(t) with ryFip1 (), we get FZ—l-l(tfe( )t 1) = 19 Fit1(u) H—l( (fe(9)) Fira1(vu)™ !
ro ' and replacing vud(fo(g))7a" with gip1(f(g)) we get Fyr(tfe(@)t 1) = roFisr o
gi+1(f2(9))ryt which is ryha(fz(g))r, ! and finally it is h1(fz(g)) as we wanted.
Suppose that 7(G;11) is an HNN extension. In this case g;(g) = v.¢(g)7; * for ev-
ery g € Gy and g;(g) = Yo fo(g9)7;, ! for every g € G,,. Moreover g;1(t) = votv, ! where t
is the Bass-Serre element of the H N N extension 71 (G;)*¢, and  is the Bass-Serre element
of the HN N extension Comp;xc,. By the hypothesis we have that hy(g) = r,h2(g)r, !
for every g € G,.
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We define Fjyq to agree with F; in Comp; and Fi1(t) = Fii1(7) the(t)Fip1(va). Tt
is easy to see that Fii1 0 giy1(t) = ha(t), thus we only need to check that Fii; is
a morphism. Indeed, Fji1(fe(g9)) = h1(fe(g9)) and Fiy1(tfz(9)t™') = Fiy1(y) tha(t)
Fiy1(vu) ZJrl(fe( ) Z+1(fyu) Yho(t) ' Fip1(yw). If, in the latter equation, we replace
Tufe(a) Wit g1 (o(9)), we get Feaa((e0)E) = Fioa () halt)hafo(9) ()
E—&-l(’)/v) and replacjng tfé(g)til with fe( ) We get Fz-l—l(tfe( ) ) - Fz+1(7@)71h2(fe( ))

F;11(7,) which in turn is equal to Fy1(v,) v, hi(fe(g))roFii1(y) that finally equals
hi(fe(g)) as we wanted.

O

6 Test sequences, diophantine envelopes and applications

In this section we record a notion that we will use extensively throughout the rest of the paper:
the notion of a test sequence over a tower. A test sequence is a sequence of morphisms from a
group that has the structure of a tower to a free group that, roughly speaking, witnesses the
tower structure of the group in the limit action. We give more details in subsection

As we have already noted in the introduction of our paper, it is hard to decide when a
subset of some cartesian product of a non abelian free group F is definable in F. Our main
idea is that one can deduce certain properties of a definable set through “generic” points in
its envelope. The envelope of a definable set consists of a finite set of diophantine sets which
moreover have a geometric structure. The union of the diophantine sets that take part in
the envelope “cover” the definable set and in addition “generic” elements (with respect to the
geometric structure of each diophantine set) live in the definable set. In subsection we give
all the details.

In the final subsection we explain the connections between the geometric tools developed
and model theory. We prove some variations of Merzlyakov-type theorems that make apparent
the usefulness of passing from an arbitrary definable set, to the diophantine sets in its envelope.

6.1 test sequences

We begin by giving some examples of groups that have the structure of a tower and we define
the notion of a test sequence for them. The simplest cases of groups that admit a structure of
a tower are finitely generated free groups and free abelian groups.

For the rest of this section we fix a non abelian free group F and a basis of F with respect
to which we will measure the length of elements of F.

Definition 6.1: Let (x1,...,x%) be a free group of rank k. Then a sequence of morphisms
(hp)n<w : (T) — T is a test sequence with respect to (x), if hy(Z) satisfies the small cancellation
property C'(1/n) for each n < w.

Remark 6.2: Without loss of generality we will assume that all the x;’s have similar growth

under (hn)n<w, i.e. for each i,j < k there are ¢;;,c} ; € R such that ¢; ; < ||Z g §|‘JF <c

Definition 6.3: Let Z* := (v1,..., 2y | [i,7;]) be a free abelian group of rank k. Let z;, >
Tiy > ... >y, be some order on the x;’s. Then a sequence of morphisms (hp)n<w @ ZF — F
is a test sequence with respect to the free abelian group ZF (and the given order), if hy(xi,) =
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bmil(n), o hn(y,) = by 'k ") where by, satisfies the small cancellation property C'(1/n) for

each n < w and ”2()) goes to 0 as n — oo for every j < k.
i

We continue by defining a test sequence for a tower that consists of a single abelian flat
over the parameter free group.

Definition 6.4: Let ZF := (x1,...,x | [i,2;]) be a free abelian group of rank k. Let G be
the amalgamated free product F xc C @ ZF, where C := (c) is infinite cyclic and fs(c) = a for
some a € F such that (a) is mazimal abelian in F and f.(c) = c. Let x;j, > xiy > ... > x;, be
some order on the fized basis of ZF.

Then a sequence of morphisms (hp)n<w : G — F is a test sequence with respect to (the
tower structure of) G (and the given order), if hy, | F = Id for every n < w and hy(x;,) =

amin () Shn(zi,) = o™ where m;, — 00 and m;}”%ﬂ? goes to 0 as n — oo for every
ij

J<k.

Remark 6.5: In particular when in the above definition k = 1, any infinite sequence (hy)p<w :

G — F with h, | F = Id is a test sequence with respect to (the tower structure of) G.

Definition 6.6: If (hy)n<w : G — H is a sequence of morphisms from G to a finitely generated
group H (with a fized generating set) and g1, g2 are in G, then we say that the growth of ¢;

dominates the growth of go (under (hy)n<w) if }Z EZ? i 0 asn — oo, where |g|y is the

word length of g with respect to the fized generating set for H.
When a tower consists only of abelian floors and free products we define a test sequence
as follows:

Definition 6.7: Let G be a group that has the structure of a tower T (G,F) over F. Suppose
T(G,F) only contains abelian floors and free products. For each abelian floor of the tower we
choose an order for the abelian flats or equivalently we assume that each abelian floor consists
of a single abelian flat. For each abelian flat ZF := (x1,...,z) | 25, 24]) we choose an order
Tiy > Ty > ... > x4, for the elements of the fized basis x1,...,T}.

Then a sequence of morphisms (hp)n<w : G — F is called a test sequence for T(G,TF) (with
respect to the given order of abelian flats and the given order of their generating sets) if the
following conditions hold:

o h, [ F=1Id for every n < w;

e we define the conditions of the restriction of (hy)n<w to the i + 1-th flat by taking cases
according to whether Gl has a structure of a free product or a free abelian flat over G*:

1. Suppose G is the free product of G* with Ty, then hy, | F; satisfies the requirements
of Definition . Moreover, the growth of any non trivial element in F; (under hy)
dominates the growth of every element in G* (under hy,).

2. Suppose G = G xp (E @ ZF), is obtained from G by gluing a free abelian
flat along E (where E is maximal abelian in G*). Let 7y, be the generator of the
cyclic group (in F) that E is mapped into by hy, | G*. Then we define h,(z;,) =

) =+, where mi, (n) = 00 and S goes 0.0 asn — oo

for every j < k. Moreover the growth of x;, (under hy) dominates the growth of
every element in G (under hy, ).
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More generally, in order to define a test sequence for a group G that has the structure
of a tower T(G,F) over F we first need to order the abelian flats, the surface flats and the
free factors that appear in the floors of the tower and in addition we need to order the base
elements of each abelian flat.

Definition 6.8: Let T(G,F) := ((G(G',G), r1),(G(G%,GY), ra),...,(G(G™, G™ 1), 1)) be
a tower of height m over F. Assume that each floor is either a single flat (abelian or surface)
or it is a free product. For each i < m, let B; be one of the following:

o if G(G'TY GY) is a surface flat that is obtained by gluing a surface Ygn along its boundary
onto some subgroups of Gy, then B; is the subgroup of G*t1 generated by the fundamental
group of the surface together with the Bass-Serre elements (m1(Xg5),t1,...,tn);

o if G(G™,GY) is an abelian flat obtained from G by gluing a free abelian group ZF along
the mazimal abelian subgroup E, then B; is ZF;

o if G(G™, G is the free product Gt = G x Fy, then B; is F.
We say that B;, < B, < ... < B;, is a legitimate ordering if the following conditions hold:
e 71(Bj,) <F;

e for each 0 < j < m, the image of B, under the retraction r;,+1 1s a subgroup of the
following group (F, By, ..., B, —1).

Moreover, the tower T (G,F) together with a legitimate ordering and an order for the basis
of each abelian flat is called an ordered tower. We will denote an ordered tower (for some
ordering) by (T(G,F), <)

A tower can always be ordered by choosing an arbitrary order on the surface flats and
abelian flats of each floor, then placing the flats of the i-th floor before those of the i + 1-th
floor and choosing an order for the basis elements of each abelian flat. On the other hand,
one could have more complicated legitimate orderings in the sense that a flat that is part of a
higher floor than some other flat can be ordered before this latter flat. In any case, one can
obtain from a legitimate ordering a tower structure by reshuffling the floors according to the
legitimate order and change the retractions accordingly. We give some examples.

Example 6.9: We consider the tower over F with two floors defined as follows:

e the first floor G(G',F) is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface Y11
(whose fundamental group is (x1, z2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup of F which
is generated by the commutator of two non commuting elements a;,as. Thus, G :=
(F, 21,29 | [11,22] = [a1,a2]) and r1 : G} — F is the morphism staying the identity on F
and sending x; to a; for i < 2. Note that By is (x1,x2);

e the second floor G(G?, G') is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface Y11
(whose fundamental group is (y1,y2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup of F which
is generated by the commutator of two non commuting elements by, by. Thus, G? :=
(GY oy, y2 | [y1, 2] = [b1,b2]) and 79 : G? — G is the morphism staying the identity on
G' and sending y; to b; for i < 2. Note that By is (y1,y2).

This tower admits two legitimate orderings: the natural one By < Bi, but also the following
B1 < By since ro(B1) < F and 1 (Byp) < (F, By).
As noted above one can give G? the following tower structure:
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e the first floor Q(Gl,IF) is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface ¥i;
(whose fundamental group is (y1,y2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup of F which
is generated by the commutator of by, bo. Thus, G := (F,y1,y2 | [y1,y2] = [b1,b2]) and
1 : Gt = T is ro restricted on (F,y1,92);

e the second floor G(G?, Gl) is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface ¥ ;
(whose fundamental group is (x1, z2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup of F which

is generated by the commutator of a;,as. Thus, G? := (Gl,ml,mz | [z1, 2] = [a1, az])
and 73 : G2 — G! is the morphism agreeing with 71 on (F, 21, x5) and stays the identity
on (y1,y2)-

Example 6.10: We consider the tower over F with two floors defined as follows:

e the first floor G(G,F) is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface ¥
(whose fundamental group is (z1,z2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup of F which
is generated by the commutator of two non commuting elements a1, as. Thus, G :=
(F, 21,2 | [11,72] = [a1,az]) and 71 : G* — F is the morphism staying the identity on F
and sending x; to a; for i < 2. Note that By is (x1,x2);

e the second floor G(G?, G) is a surface flat, that is obtained by gluing the surface ¥ ;
(whose fundamental group is (y1,y2)) along its boundary onto the subgroup which is
generated by the commutator of z; and b for some non trivial b € F. Thus, G? :=
(GYy1,y2 | [y1,92] = [21,b]) and 72 : G2 — G is the morphism staying the identity on
G' and sending y; to z1 and ys to b. Note that By is (y1,y2).

This tower admits only one legitimate ordering: the natural one By < Bj.
One can easily check that By < By is not a legitimate ordering since r2(Bj1) is not a
subgroup of F.

Remark 6.11: It is not hard to check that:

e a twin tower admits two natural legitimate orderings;

e a tower closure inherits an ordering from the corresponding tower.

Suppose G has the structure of a tower 7 (G,F) over F and let (7(G,F), <) be some
ordering on it. Then a sequence of morphisms (hp)n<, : G — F is a test sequence for this
(ordered) tower if it satisfies the combinatorial conditions (i) — (ziv) in [Sel03, p.222|. The
existence of a test sequence for a group that has the structure of a tower (for any ordering of
the tower) has been proved in [Sel03, Lemma 1.21].

Proposition 6.12: Suppose G has the structure of a tower T (G,F) over F. Let (T(G,TF), <)
be some ordering. Then a test sequence for (T (G,F),<) exists.

In this paper we will not use the full strength of the results connected with a test sequence.
So, for our purposes the following facts, used extensively in [Sel03| (cf. Theorem 1.3, Propo-
sition 1.8, Theorem 1.18), about test sequences assigned to groups that have the structure of
a tower will be enough.

Fact 6.13 (Free product limit action): Let T(G,F) be a tower and (hp)n<w : G — F be a test
sequence for T(G,TF).

Suppose G is the free product of G* with a group F; and (hy, | G'1) <y is the restriction
of (hn)n<w to G*L. Then, any subsequence of (hy, | G4, that converges, as in Lemma
induces a faithful action of G on a based real tree (Y, *), with the following properties:
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1. the action G'*1 ~'Y decomposes as a graph of actions in the following way (Gt ~
T7 {YU}UGV(T) ) {pe}eGE(T));

2. the Bass-Serre presentation for Gt ~ T, (Ty = Ty, Tp), is a segment (u,v);

3. Stabg(u) :=F; ~ Y, is a simplicial type action, its Bass-Serre presentation, (Y.}, Y2 t1,
..., 1) consists of a “star graph” Y} := {(x,b1),..., (x,b)} with all of its edges trivially
stabilized, a point Y0 = x which is trivially stabilized and Bass-Serre elements t; = e;,

fori <1
4. Y, is a point and Stabg(v) is G¥;
5. the edge (u,v) is trivially stabilized.

Fact 6.14 (Surface flat limit action): Let T(G,F) be a tower and (hp)n<w : G — F be a test
sequence with respect to T (G, TF).

Suppose Gt is a surface flat over G' := G * ... x G witnessed by A(G*,GY), and
(hn | G, <y is the restriction of (hy)n<w to the i + 1-flat of T(G,TF).

Then, any subsequence of (hy, | G1),<., that converges, as in Lemma induces a

faithful action of G on a based real tree (Y,*), with the following properties:

1. G*Y ~Y decomposes as a graph of actions (G ~ T, {(Yutuevrys {pe}ecr(r)), with
the action Gt ~ T being identical to A(G'T1, G);

2. if v is not a surface type vertex then Y, is a point stabilized by the corresponding G;'» for
some j < m;

3. if u is the surface type vertex, then Stabg(u) = m1(3g,;) and the action Stabg(u) ~ Y,
is a surface type action coming from m(3g;);

Fact 6.15 (Abelian flat limit action): Let T(G,F) be a limit tower and (hp)n<w : G — F be
a test sequence with respect to T (G, F).

Suppose G = G¥ x4 (A ® Z) is obtained from G* by gluing a free abelian flat along A
(where A is a mazimal abelian subgroup of G*) and (hy, | G, <, is the restriction of (hn)n<w
to the i + 1-flat of T(G,T).

Then any subsequence of (hy, | G1),<. that converges, as in Lemma mduces a
faithful action of G on a based real tree (Y,*), with the following properties:

1. the action of G on Y, G*' ~ Y, decomposes as a graph of actions (G't! ~
T, {Yu}uEV(T)v {pe}eGE(T));

2. the Bass-Serre presentation for Gt ~ T, (Ty = Ty, Tp), is a segment (u,v);

3. Stabg(u) := ADZ ~ Y, is a simplicial type action, its Bass-Serre presentation,
(YL, Y0 t.) consists of a segment Y,! := (a,b) whose stabilizer is A, a point Y? = a

whose stabilizer is A and a Bass-Serre element t. which is z;
4. Yy, is a point and Stabg(v) is G;;

5. the edge (u,v) is stabilized by A.
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6.2 Graded towers and test sequences

We begin by defining the notion of a graded tower.

Definition 6.16: Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to the finitely generated subgroup
H and Comp(Sld) := Comp(JSJg(Sld), Id) be its completion with respect to the relative JSJ
decomposition and the identity map Id : Sld — Sld. Assume that JSJg(Sld) is not trivial
and let iy, i : Sld — Comp(SId) be the natural injective maps (where iy is the identity). Let
T(G, Sld) be a tower over Sld.

Then the group corresponding to the graded tower GT (G, Sld) is the amalgamated free
product G xg1g Comp(Sld), where fe : Sld — Comp(SId) is the map iy, and fz : Sld — G maps
Sld isomorphically onto the ground floor of T (G, SIld). Moreover, GT (G, Sld) is the tower
over ip(Sld) starting with the floors of Comp(Sld) and continuing with the floors of T (G, Sld)
over the i;(Sld).

Remark 6.17: Concerning Definition [6.16 we note the following:

e in the case where the relative JSJ decomposition of Sld is trivial, we take the graded
tower to be the tower itself. In the arguments that will follow this will always be a
degenerate case, so we will always assume that the relative JSJ of Sld is not trivial;

e the name “graded tower” might be misleading since it is not obvious that GT (G, Sld)
has the structure of a tower. Nevertheless, this amalgamated free product can indeed be
seen as a tower over the solid limit group that sits on the ground floor of Comp(SId)
after a few modifications as the reader can easily check. These would just involve the
“incrementation” of some abelian flats of the first floor of Comp(Sld) since now some
peg of some floor of T (G, Sld) can be conjugated to an abelian flat in this first floor, that
did not exist before.

A graded test sequence for a graded tower GT (G, Sld) (with respect to some ordering) is a
sequence of morphisms that restricts to a fixed non degenerate (with respect to G7 (G, Sld))
strictly solid morphism on 4;(Sld) and moreover it satisfies the same properties as in Facts
[6.13] |6.14] |6.15| for the floors of GT (G, Sld) with the exception that the group acting on the
limit action is quotiened by the kernel of the fixed strictly solid morphism.

Fact 6.18: Let GT (G, Sld) be a graded tower over Sld. Let s : Sld — F be a non degenerate
(with respect to GT (G, Sld) ) strictly solid morphism and let (hp)n<w : G %510 Comp(Sld) — F
be a graded test sequence for GT (G,F) (for some ordering) based on s. Let K be the kernel of
s.

Suppose G'T! is the free product of G* with a free group F; := (e1,...,e;) and (h, |
G <y is the restriction of (hn)n<w to the i+ 1-flat of GT (G, Sld). Then, any subsequence
of (hn | G <y that converges, as in Lemma induces a faithful action of G'T1/K on
a based real tree (Y, ), with the following properties:

1. the action G /K ~ Y decomposes as a graph of actions in the following way (G /K ~
T, {YU}UGV(T) ) {pe}eGE(T));

2. the Bass-Serre presentation for G*Y/K ~ T, (Ty = Ty, Tp), is a segment (u,v);

3. Stabg(u) :=F; ~ Y, is a simplicial type action, its Bass-Serre presentation, (Y}, Y2 1,

urtu

..., 1) consists of a “star graph” Y} := {(x,b1),..., (x,b)} with all of its edges trivially
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stabilized, a point Y, = x which is trivially stabilized and Bass-Serre elements t; = e;,
fori <1

4. Y, is a point and Stabg(v) is G*/K;
5. the edge (u,v) is trivially stabilized.

Fact 6.19: Let GT (G, Sld) be a graded tower over Sld. Let s : Sld — F be a non degenerate
(with respect to GT (G, Sld)) strictly solid morphism and let (hp)n<w : G *g10 Comp(Sld) — F
be a graded test sequence for GT (G,F) (for some ordering) based on s. Let K be the kernel of
s.

Suppose G*! is a surface flat over G' := GY x ...G",, witnessed by A(G'T!,G?), and
(hn | G 1)<y is the restriction of (hy)n<w to the i+ 1-flat of GT (G, Sld).

Then, any subsequence of (hy, | G1),<, that converges, as in Lemma induces a
faithful action of G /K on a based real tree (Y, *), with the following properties:

1. GTY/K ~Y decomposes as a graph of actions (G /K ~ T, {Yu}yev 1), {Petecrr)),
with the action G /K ~ T having the same data as A(G*t1,GY), apart from replacing
the vertex stabilizer that contains fz(Sld) with its quotient fz(Sld)/K;

2. if v is not a surface type vertex then Y, is a point stabilized by the corresponding G;/K
for some j < m;

3. if u is the surface type vertex, then Stabg(u) = m1(3g,;) and the action Stabg(u) ~'Y,
is a surface type action coming from w1 (3g;);

Fact 6.20: Let GT (G, Sld) be a graded tower over Sld. Let s : Sld — F be a non degenerate
(with respect to GT (G, Sld)) strictly solid morphism and let (hp)n<w : G %510 Comp(Sld) — F
be a graded test sequence for GT (G,F) (for some ordering) based on s. Let K be the kernel of
s.

Suppose G = G' x4 (A ® Z) is obtained from G* by gluing a free abelian flat along A
(where A is a mazimal abelian subgroup of G*) and (hy, | G« is the restriction of (hn)n<w
to the i + 1-flat of GT (G, Sld).

Then any subsequence of (hy, | G**1),<, that converges, as in Lemma mduces a
faithful action of G /K on a based real tree (Y, *), with the following properties:

1. the action of G'TY/K onY, Gt /K ~Y, decomposes as a graph of actions (G /K ~
T, {YU}UEV(T)a {pe}eeE(T));

2. the Bass-Serre presentation for GtV /K ~ T, (Ty = Ty, Tp), is a segment (u,v);

3. Stabg(u) = A/K @ Z ~ Y, is a simplicial type action, its Bass-Serre presentation,
(YL YD t.) consists of a segment Y,} := (a,b) whose stabilizer is A/K, a point Y0 = a

u u
whose stabilizer is A/K and a Bass-Serre element t. which is z;

4. Yy is a point and Stabg(v) is G;/K;
5. the edge (u,v) is stabilized by A/K.

Using the above properties we can prove.
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Lemma 6.21: Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to the finitely generated subgroup
H. Let JSJH(Sld) be the modification of the relative JSJ decomposition of Sld and H be the
vertex group where H is contained. Let Comp(Sld) := Comp(JSJ g (Sld), Id) be its completion
with respect to the modification of the relative JSJ decomposition and the identity map Id :
Sld — Sld.

Let T (G, Sld) be a tower over Sld and (sp)n<w : Sld — F be a convergent sequence of non
degenerate (with respect to T (G, Sld)) strictly solid morphisms with trivial stable kernel.

Let g € G and assume that for each n there exists a graded test sequence (h})m<uw :
G *g10 Comp(Sld) — F based on s, such that |{h? (g) | m < w}| < co. Then g € H.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the height of the floor in the tower 7 (G, Sid) that g belongs
to. Suppose that g belongs to the ground floor, i.e. g € Sld. Then g belongs to some floor of
the Comp(Sld). If g belongs to the ground floor i.e. in i,(SId), then by Lemmal5.6] we see that
g belongs to H as we wanted. On the other hand, if g belongs to Comp(Sld)™+1\ Comp(Sid)’
(i.e. to some higher floor of the completion), we can choose a morphism s; : Sld — F to base
the test sequence of the completion that gives finitely many values to g, so that g/Ker(s;)
belongs to Comp(Sld)"™!/Ker(s;) but not to Comp(Sld)'/Ker(s;). By the properties of test
sequences listed above this gives us a contradiction, since in this case g must take infinitely
many values.

We continue by assuming that g belongs to some higher level G\ G in the tower
T(G, Sld). In this case, we can choose a morphism s; : Sid — F, so that g/Ker(s;) belongs
to G'T1/Ker(s;j) but not to G'/Ker(s;). By the properties of test sequences listed above g
must take infinitely many values under (hfn)m<w and this gives a contradiction. O

6.3 Diophantine envelopes

In this subsection we start by collecting some theorems of Sela that give an understanding of
the “rough” structure of definable sets or parametric families of definable sets in non abelian
free groups. We will use the machinery developed in the previous subsections, namely towers
and test sequences on them.

To give the rough idea before moving to the detailed statements: we would like to have an
object (e.g. a definable set equipped with some geometric structure) which we can more easily
handle than a “arbitrarily complicated” definable set, but as close as possible (in terms of the
solution sets) to the definable set.

Theorem 6.22 (Sela - Graded diophantine envelope): Let ¢(Z,y,a) be a parametric family
(with respect to §) of first order formulas over F. Then there exist finitely many graded towers,
{(GT(G;, Sld;))i<k}, where for each i < k, Sld; := (v;,y,a) is a solid limit group with respect
to the subgroup generated by (y,a), for which the following hold:

(i) for each i < k, there exists a convergent sequence of non degenerate (with respect to
T (G, Sld;)) strictly solid morphisms s, : Sld; — F with trivial stable kernel and for
each n, there exists a graded test sequence (h)}))n<w : Gi *s1a, Comp(Sld;) — F based on

Sn, with F = ¢(hp(Z), hin(7),a);
(ii) if F |= ¢(bo, o). Then there exist i < k and:

(1) a non degenerate (with respect to T (G;, Sld;)) strictly solid morphism s : Sld; — F
with s(g) = ¢o;
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(2) a morphism h : G; — F that extends s, factors through the tower T(Gj, Sld;), and
such that h(z) = bo;

(3) a graded test sequence (hm)m<w : G *s10, Comp(Sld;) — F based on s, such that
F = ¢(hm(T), hm(y), a).
We also record the following easy corollary of the above theorem.

Corollary 6.23 (Sela - Diophantine envelope): Let ¢(Z,a) be a first order formula over F.
Then there exist finitely many towers over F, {(T(G;,F))i<k}, where G; := (u;,Z,a | ¥;), such
that:

(7’) F ': ¢('f7 d) — 3@1, B ak(\/f:l Zi(aiwfa a‘) = 1)7
(ii) for each i < k, there exists a test sequence, (hy)n<w @ Gi — F for T(Gi,F) such that
F = ¢(hn(Z), a).
We use Theorem [6.22] and the definition of a graded test sequence in order to prove.

Theorem 6.24: Let {¢(Z,y,a)} be a parametric family (with respect to y) of first order formu-
las over F. Suppose that F |= Vy3<®z¢(z,y,a). Let {(GT (G, Sld;))i<k} be a graded envelope

for (2,7, a). A

Let, for each i < k, H; := (y,a)si1q,- Suppose H; is the vertex group that contains H; in
the modification JS'JHZ.(Sldi) of the relative JSJ decomposition of Sld;.

Then the tuple of elements T of each G; belongs to H;.

Proof. The first property of the graded envelope (Theorem [6.22{i)) brings us to the situation
of Lemma for each graded tower GT (G, Sld;). Thus the result follows. O

The following theorem is a consequence of the quantifier elimination procedure (see [Sel06]).
It has been used in the proof of the stability of the first order theory of non abelian free groups
as well as in showing that this theory is not equational, but also in the (weak) elimination of
imaginaries.

Theorem 6.25 (Sela): Let T(G,F) where G := (u,z,a | ¥) be a tower over F. Let ¢(Z,a)
be a first order formula over F. Suppose there exists a test sequence, (hp)n<w : G — F for
T(G,TF), such that F |= ¢(h,(Z),a).

Then there exist:

e a closure, R := cl(T(G,F)), of T(G,F);
e finitely many closures, Ry :=cli(R),..., Rk :=clx(R), of R;
o for each i < k, finitely many closures, cli(Ri), ..., clm;(R:).
So that a subsequence of (hy)n<w extends to a test sequence of R and either:
e it cannot be extended to a test sequence for any of the closures R;; or

o for eachi < k, that can be extended to a test sequence for R;, then there exists 1 < j < m;
so that it extends to a test sequence for clj(R;), of R;.

Finally, for any test sequence, (h!)p<w : G — T, for R that one of the above conditions hold,
there exists ng < w such that F = ¢(h,(Z),a) for all n > ng.
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The above fact has some strong consequences regarding definability. We record some
corollaries that resolve some long standing questions.

Corollary 6.26: A first order formula ¢(z) over F is generic if and only if it contains a test
sequence for the tower T ({(x) xF,F).

We note that the following theorem has been proved by C. Perin using different methods.

Corollary 6.27: Let ¢ € F\ {1}. Then the induced structure on (Cr(c),-) (be seen as a
subgroup of (IF,-)) is the structure of a pure group, i.e. every definable set in the induced
structure can be defined by multiplication alone.

Proof. By [SkI11] and [SKI13] it is enough to prove that every infinite definable subset of C'r(a)
is generic. Let X be an infinite definable subset of Cr(c) = (). Then we can extract from
X a test sequence (by,@)n<,, for the tower, T ((z,z | [z, 2]) *,—y F,F), obtained by gluing an
infinite cyclic group along the centralizer of a in F.

According to the definition of a test sequence and Theorem there exist test sequences
(vFr 1), and (y~F7H), -, for some natural numbers & > 0 and I > 0 such that all but
finitely many elements of them belong to the definable set X. Thus, X is generic in Cp(a). O

6.4 Merzlyakov-type theorems

We fix a non abelian free group F := F(a). In this section we record some generalizations of
Merzlyakov’s theorem. Merzlyakov’s original theorem stated:

Theorem 6.28 (Merzlyakov): Let X(Z,¥,a) Cfnite (T,Y) *F be a finite set of words. Suppose
F = Vz3y(X(z,y,a) = 1). Then there exists a “formal solution” w(z,a) C (z) x F such that
Y(z,w(z,a),a) is trivial in (T) x F.

The above theorem is the conceptual basis of the positive solution to Tarski’s problem. The
first step towards the solution consists of generalizations of Merzlyakov’s theorem to varieties
corresponding to limit groups that have the structure of a tower.

Theorem 6.29: Let X(Z,9,a) Chinite (Z,7) * F be a finite set of words. Let T(G,F) with
G:=(z,a | T(z,a)) be a tower over F. Let F =Vz(T(z,a) =1 — Jy(X(z,y,a) = 1)).

Then there exist finitely many closures, cly(T(G,F)), ..., cli(T(G,F)) with G = (u;, 7, a),
and for each i < k a “formal solution” w;(u;,T,a) such that 3(z,w;(u;,z,a),a) is trivial in
GCli'

Moreover, for any morphism h : G — F that factors through T (G,F), there exists some
i <k such that h extends to a morphism from G% to F that factors through cl;(T(G,TF)).

One can generalize Merzlyakov’s theorem after strengthening the assumptions in the fol-
lowing way.

Theorem 6.30: Let F = VZ3<°y¢p(T, §,a) and assume there exists a test sequence (hp)n<w :
G — T with respect to the hyperbolic tower T (G,F) (for some ordering (T(G,F),<)) and a
sequence of tuples (¢p)n<w n F such that F = ¢(hn(Z),Cn,a). Then there exists a tuple of
words w(z,a) C G such that for any test sequence (h])pn<w : G — F for the tower T(G,TF),
there exists ng (that depends on the test sequence) with F = ¢(h, (Z), bl (0(Z,a)),a) for all
n > ng.

We prove:
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Theorem 6.31: Let T(G,F) be a tower over F := F(a) with G := (u,y,a) and let Sld :=
(v,9,a | X(v,79,a)) be a solid limit group with respect to H := (y, a).

Assume that for some ordering of the tower (T(G,F),<) there erxists a test sequence
(hn)n<w @ G — F that extends to a sequence (Hp)n<w : G g Sld — F so that, for each
n <w, (Hy | Sld)n<y, is a strictly solid morphism.

Then:

o (existence for a single test sequence) there exist a closure cl(T(G,F)) of T(G,F) with
G = (w,u,y,a) and a morphism r : Sld — G with r(j,a) = (§,a) such that a
subsequence of (hn)n<w (still denoted (hy)n<w) extends to a test sequence (gn)n<w : G —
F of cl(T(G,F)) for the inherited ordering and for which, for each n, g, or is in the
same strictly solid family as H, | Sld;

e (universal property for all test sequences) there exist finitely many closures cly (T (G, F)),
o e (T(G,F)) with G .= {(w;,4,7,a) and for each i < k there is a morphism
r; » Sld — G% with ri(y,a) = (y,a) such that for every test sequence with respect
to (T(G,F) <), (hn)n<w : G — F, that extends to a sequence (Hy) : G xg Sld — F so
that, for each n < w, H, | Sld is a strictly solid morphism, there exists i < k such that
a subsequence of (hy)n<w extends to a test sequence (gn)n<w : G — T for the inherited
ordering and, for each n < w, g, o 1; is in the same strictly solid family as H, | Sld.

We first record a result of Sela (see [Sel05, Proposition 1.9]) which is essential in proving
Theorem [6.31]

Proposition 6.32 (Sela): Let Sld be a solid limit group with respect to a finitely generated
subgroup H. Let (Sp)n<w : Sld — F be a converging sequence of strictly solid morphisms. Let
q:Sld — Q := Sld/Kers,, and A be a GAD of Q.

Then for each edge group and rigid (non abelian) vertex group of JSJg(SId), its image by
q can either:

e be conjugated into an edge group or rigid (non abelian) vertex group of A; or

o if it is conjugated into an abelian vertex group, then it is conjugated it the peripheral
subgroup of this group.

Proof( of Theorem m} The proof follows the arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.18 in
[Sel03]. Thus we only point out the parts that differ.

We note that by Lemma there exists a system of equations ¥ = 1 over F, that collects
all morphisms h : Sld — F that are degenerate.

We start with a test sequence (hy)n<w : G — F that by the hypothesis we can extend it
to a sequence of morphisms (Hy)n<y : G g Sld — F such that each morphism restricts to a
strictly solid morphism on Sld. For each n we choose the shortest possible morphism (with
respect to a fixed basis of ) that belongs to the same strictly solid family as H,, | Sld. The
problem in applying directly the arguments of proof Theorem 1.18 in [Sel03] would be that
the shortening argument could shorten our morphisms in a way that they do not belong in the
same strictly solid family. According to Proposition [6.32] and Lemma [5.11] this is not possible.
Thus, the quotient group G xp Sld/Ker(Hy,) under the stable kernel of (Hy,)n<. would have
the structure of a closure of 7(G,F) as we wanted.

The universal property follows exactly as in Theorem 1.18 in [Sel03]. OJ

Theorem is an easy corollary of our next result.
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Theorem 6.33: Let T (G,F) with G := (u,y,a | T(a,y,a)) be a tower over F. Let {¢(Z,y,a)}
be a parametric family of first order formulas with respect to §, such that F = Vy3<>*z¢(z,y, a).

Suppose there exists a test sequence (hy)n<w : G — F for T(G,F) and a sequence {(bp)n<w}
of tuples in F such that F = ¢(by, hn(7),a).

Then there exist finitely many closures cly (T (G, F)), ..., cli(T(G,F)) with G := (v;, 4, 7,
a | ci(T)(v;,u,g,a)), and for each i < k a tuple of words &; := z;(v;, @, y,a) such that for
any test sequence (hp)n<w : G — F for T(G,F) for which there exists {(by)n<w} with F =
B (b, b (§), @), there exists i < k and a subsequence of (hy)n<. extends to a test sequence
(W Vnew : G — T for cly(T(G,F)) with F |= (k! (Z;), b, (§), a).

Proof. We consider the solid limit groups on which the graded towers of the envelope of
{¢(Z,y,a)} are based on. By Theorem the tuple Z of each graded tower belongs to H; of
each JSJ (S ld;). By the properties of the graded envelope every test sequence for 7 (G, F) that
can be extended to a sequence of solutions for ¢, has a subsequence that extends to a sequence
of morphisms of G g, Sld;, thus we can now apply Theorem in order to conclude. O

7 Main proof

In this final section we bring everything together in order to prove the main result of this
paper: no infinite field is definable in a non abelian free group. We have split the proof in two
parts. Assuming that X is an infinite definable set, in the first subsection we tackle the
case where X is co-ordinated by a finite set of centralizers. In this case we have already proved
that X is one-based thus we cannot give it a definable field structure. In the third subsection
[7-3] we prove that in any other case X cannot be given definably the structure of an abelian
group.

We have inserted a subsection between subsections [7.1] and [7.3] that is free of certain
technical problems in order to make the ideas of our proof more transparent.

7.1 Abelian case

In this subsection we tackle the special case where the diophantine envelope of a definable
set X consists essentially of the ground floor F (the coefficient group) and only abelian floors
are glued over centralizers of elements in F. The prototypical case being that X is a product
of centralizers. Since centralizers are pure groups, their theory is one-based, thus X cannot
be given definably a field structure. In the general case we can show that X is internal to a
product of centralizers, thus still one-based.

Theorem 7.1: Let X := ¢(Z,a) be a first order formula over F with | X| = oco. Let {(T (G,
F))i<k}, where G; := (u;,%,a | £i(a;,Z,a)) be a diophantine envelope for X. Suppose, for
each i < k, the tuple T belongs to the sub-tower of T; consisting of the ground floor F and the
abelian flats glued over centralizers of elements in F.

Then X cannot be given definably the structure of a field.

Proof. By Corollary (i), we have that X is a subset of the diophantine set D(z) :=
Ha(\/le Yi(u,z,a) = 1). But then by the hypothesis we have that there are finitely many
words w;(z, a) so that for each element b of D there exist some i and some elements, ¢, ..., ¢
from centralizers of elements in I, such that b = w;(¢y, ..., &,a).
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Thus, D is internal to a set of centralizers and by Corollary this centralizers are one-
based sets. Thus D is one-based, in particular no infinite definable subset of D can be given
definably a field structure. O

7.2 Hyperbolic case

In this subsection we tackle a case, in which a diophantine envelope for a definable set X
contains a hyperbolic tower. In contrast to the abelian case, this case is not strictly needed
but it will serve us as a toy example for the general case.

Theorem 7.2: Let X := ¢(z,a) be a first order formula over F with | X| = oco. Let {(Ti(G;,
F))i<k}, where G; == (u,z,a | ¥;), be a diophantine envelope for X. Suppose, for some i < k,
T; is hyperbolic.

Then X cannot be given definably an abelian group structure.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that (¢(z,a), ®(z, g, z,a)) is an abelian group. Let
T(G,F), where G := (u,z,a | ¥(u,z,a)) be the hyperbolic tower contained in a diophantine
envelope of ¢(Z,a).

We consider the twin tower T#7T (G, F), its corresponding group G*p G’ := (u,z, @, 7', a |
Y(u,z,a),X(u,7',a)) and a test sequence (hy)n<w : G *p G — F for T#T with respect to
the twin tower and its natural order.

We note that by the properties of test sequences the restrictions (hp)n<w | Gy (hn)n<w |
G’ are both test sequences for T(G,F) (for the natural order), thus by Theorem the
sequence of couples (hy,(Z), h,(Z')) belongs to X x X. Therefore, there exists a sequence of
tuples (¢p)n<w of F such that F = ©(hn(Z), hn(Z'),E,). We can now use Theorem in
order to obtain a formal solution w(@,z,u’,z’,a), i.e. a tuple of words in G xp G', such that
F = ®(hn(Z), hn(Z'), hn(w(a, z, @', 7', @)),a).

We claim that there is an element in the tuple w(a, z, @, ¥’,a) that does not belong to F.
If, for a contradiction, w(u, Z, ', z’, @) = b for some tuple b of F, then we can replace (h,) | G’
with a proper subsequence, this will still be a test sequence for T#T, call it (gn)n<w. By
Theorem we get F = ©(gn (), gn(2'),b,a), but g,(z) = h,(Z) while for n large enough
gn(T') # hp(Z'), thus hy,(Z) @ hp(Z') # hp(ZT) & gn(T'), a contradiction since both should be
equal to b.

We next consider exchanging the role of (hy)p<w | G with (hy)p<w [ G since G’ is a
copy of G this is again a sequence of morphisms from G xp G’ to F which we call (f)n<w-
The sequence (fy)n<w 1s a test sequence for T#7T but for a different order, namely the floors
that consist the group G’ come before the floors that consist the group G. Thus, we can still
apply Theorem so that F = &(fn(Z), fu(T'), fu(w(a,z,@,7', a)),a). By the definition
of (fn)n<w it follows that h,(Z) = f,(Z') and h,(Z') = f,(Z). In particular, since the group
operation @ is abelian we observe that

ho(w(, Z, 4,7, a)) = folw(u,z,4',7',a)) = hp(w(@, 2, 1, Z,a))

In particular the equation w(@,z,a',7',a)) = w(@,7’,4,Z,a)) holds for a test sequence
with respect to T#7. But a test sequence witnesses that G g G’ is a limit group, thus
the above equation is a formal relation in the corresponding group G *p G’. Now since
w(u,z,u, 7, a)) does not live in F some element in w(@,Z,4',7’',a)) and the corresponding
element in w(@,Z’,4,Z,a)) have different normal forms with respect to the amalgamated free
product G xg G’, a contradiction. O
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7.3 General case

Theorem 7.3: Let X := ¢(z,a) be a first order formula over F with |X| = oco. Then X
cannot be given definably a field structure.

Proof. Let {(T(Gi,F))i<x} be a diophantine envelope of ¢(Z,a). By Theorem we may
assume that there exists a tower 7 (G,F) (where G := (u,Z,a | ¥(4,Z,a)) in the diophantine
envelope such that either the first floor is not an abelian floor or the tuple of elements T does
not live in the group that corresponds to the first floor. We next prove that in either case
X cannot be given definably an abelian group structure. Assume for a contradiction that
(X,®(z, 7, z)) for some first order formula &(Z, ¥, z) is an abelian group.

We first consider the case where the first floor, G(G*, F), of the tower 7 (G, F) is not abelian.
Let G’ := (@/,7',a | ¥(@,7',a)) be a copy of G. We consider the twin tower T#T (G *p
G',F), where G xp G’ := (u,z,%,%',a | X(u,Z,a),%(d,7',a)) and the finite set of closures
i (THT(GxpG',F), ..., clpg(TH#T(GxpG',F) of the twin tower provided by applying Theorem
to the twin tower T#7T (G *r G',F) and the first order formula &(Z,7’,2) be seen as a
parametric family with respect to z, z’.

For each abelian flat EGZ™ that appears in the tower T (G, F), and each closure cl;(T#7T (G*p
G',T) of the twin tower T#T7T (G *r G',F) (after passing to its symmetric closure still denoted
cli(T#T (G xr G',F)) there exist two corresponding closure embeddings f%, fi. To each of
these embeddings we may assign a subgroup U}, Ui of A™ according to Remark @ Now we
choose a test sequence for the twin tower T#T7T (G xp G',F) such that (h,(Z), h,(Z')) belongs
to X x X and moreover the values of the powers of the generators for each abelian flat belong
to the same coset modulo all U?, US for i < k.

Such a test sequence must extend to a test sequence (h!,)n<w. of some of the closures say
cli (T#T (G *p G, F), moreover reversing the role of (h],)n<w [ Gt with (hy)p<w | G is still
a test sequence for the closure. We can now apply the same argument as in the case of the
hyperbolic tower.

Finally, we are left with the case where the first floor G(G*,F) is abelian. In this case the
twin tower has a slightly different form (see Proposition, as a group it is the amalgamated
free product of G py with yGpy, over the double be of G with respect to the floor G(G*,TF).
In the first step of our previous argument we applied Theorem [6.33] in order to obtain finitely
many closures and formal solutions in these closures that their images under a test sequence
gives us the product operation. In order to conclude as in the previous case it is enough to
show that these formal solutions do not live in the closure of be for each closure of the twin
tower. Indeed, the values of such a formal solution would depend only on the values a test
sequence (hp)n<w : Gpo *GL, (Gpy — T of the twin tower gives to the elements of G}Db. But

as we have assumed that Z does not live in G, we can refine the test sequence (hy)n<, as
follows: (R],)n<w | Gpb = (An)n<w | Gpp and (A])n<w | fGpp is a sequence that eventually
gives to T’ different values than (hy,)n<.. Now, as in the hyperbolic case, since the product of
hn(Z), hn(Z') only depends on the values h,, gives to the elements of the group G},,, there is
a contradiction. O
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